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ABSTRACT

An aphasia screening test can serve a main purpose of differentiating aphasics from
non-aphasic patients in a quick as well as efficient manner. As a preliminary study for
developing a standardized aphasia screening test for Korean patients, we constructed an
aphasia screening test constituting items from the Paradise - Korean version-the Western
Aphasia Battery(P - K-WAB). All test items were analyzed in order to extract items with
optimal item discrimination and adequate item difficulty indices. From the results, we were able
to select some items from each subtest with optimal results of discriminant function analysis
for aphasic and normal control groups. It is expected, thus, that information on the item
analysis could be utilized in developing a Korean aphasia screening test.
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Alstz v AdAHAMEI(F, Best Language AFEE)& ¥l AbgalE Rolth NIHSSY
AAHAEZES & AR Eol] tid AANEFESR G7 7EFAEF 2 &g Fperna F
“J(acute) 2}, ol (sub-acute) 3}, o}7HA (sub-chronic)# =}, 22| 2 43 (chronic)#4t 5 Z&
A1718) gAHNA A &2 & itk 2nu, JAABAEFEC] BE )75 L TBH o= Pt}
Al Zata(d), ‘mebEstr] A v, Radstge] dojE FYAPRE AT F e @Ho|
Atk £, dojZlsel e F-AAZH Bt T UFR), UBE-FE do)FR), 24=E
o) E (FEF T2 AHoF) T HIA E(rating scale) & Fosts Yo HF3] =3
A enz AAA AR} A 4 gl

=4, ol31F S 71zl NIHSSS AAHAGEES taldte Hastd AgE & e 2
ZbolHAL & AdZ Ak(screening test)E A Z3led ALEE 4= gtk dA goid ek 94EF
dXE Be FFH AoFHAEAA 2AlH glon, <E 1>& HFPAETY ARIE, 7
AL T, Xix}“g 59 AEE AT 2o, o)#d HolF AEAHAEL EFE3UT Hol A
FAY, HA EFE3E PAETEL SAHRE $AvE BAENA 2d2 HYstd FHgar)de
Aol R B3 Afo] A& 5 ke @Hdo] quh

AR, 71E BESHE Ao|F AAZ T FLB(short version)g &8 F Uk AA=Z, &
A gold Yol A AgEE 4% HojFHALETFTEZE H. Schuell®l ‘Minnesota Test for
Differential Diagnosis of Aphasia (MTDDA)' 2] &4%<] ‘A very short version of the Minnesota
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