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= Abstract =

GRBAS and Voice Handicap Index

Jin Ho Sohn, MD
Department of Otolaryngology, Kyungpook National University School of Medicine, Daegu, Korea

Subjective voice evaluation is necessary and important to assess the voice disorders in addition to objective voice evaluation.
Subjective voice evaluation is divided into examiner and examinee subjective voice assessment. The examiner assessment repre-
sents perceptual judgment to the patient’s voice such as GRBAS scale, Buffalo voice profile, consensus auditory perceptual eva-
luation of voice (CAPE-V) and so on. The examinee assessment consists of indirect method including voice handicap index (VHID),
voice outcome survey (VOS), voice symptom scale (VoiSS), voice related quality of life (V-ROQL) and direct method which is
called patient’s self-subjective voice rating. This review article describes a general rule, advantages and pitfalls about GRBAS
scale, VHI and patient’s self-subjective voice rating which are presently most representative voice assessment tools.
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Table 1. GRBAS scale
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Table 2. An example of modified GRBAS scale
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