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Abstract
Comparison of Kinesthesia Test of SIPT for Preschool Children

Chang, Moon-Young*, MS., O.T,,
Hwang, Ki-Chul**, MSEd., O.T.
*Dept. of Occupational therapy, College of Biomedical Science and Engineering, Inje University
#+Dept. of Occupational therapy, Sorabol College

Objective : This study is to provide the norms of normal children when comparing the per-
formance ability of preschool children while using the kinesthesia test of Sensory Integration
and Praxis Tests(SIPT).

Methods : Participants consisted of 90 normal children ranging in age from four to six years.
The kinesthesia test of SIPT was utilized to investigate the performance ability.

Results :

1. Regarding the kinesthesia ability according to age, the average value of kinesthesia per-
formance error decreased as age getting older and that value showed the statistically significant
differences between four and five, six age (p<0.05).

2. The kinesthesia performance ability according to gender, the accuracy of both hands and
the dominant hand did not show the statistically significant differences.

3. Regarding the kinesthesia performance ability of test items, 1R item and 6R item(26.2cm), 5R
item and 2L item(20.2cm) passing through the midline of body and having the large movement in
distance and angle showed the difficulty to perform in all the children between 4 and 6 age.
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cupational therapists to be provided.

Conclusion : By providing the norms of the kinesthesia performance ability in normal chil-
dren of the above results to the occupational therapists treating children, the helpful data to the
hand skill development of children, exercise plan and implementation, and the performance ther-
apy of ADL through the proper evaluation and training of kinesthesia is considered for the oc-
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