h
o
9

USSR =zSE|X| M7 M1Z

AAEPARI} A2 o5 Folo] WAL E7

*Sensory Power OtE-HAH ZZIESATA

**O|x|CHEtm O|A SISt Rteix| 2 5tn}

oL JIbESHARE Edf 7HzhzrAAIof ofES] ko] AR|A, ALl gl zbuiERn
Zbxelo] ojX|E fotof thstel Qrobrgrct

AP T A~THIS ZZEAAR ofF 5WOR, AHIZE 20089 6ol LAl
ESIXEE F 2%(W508), £ 483|715 AAISHGIch o], ARA, 2He4die gl obz
=, 7AtAeElE 2Hstr] sl Rev1sed Knox Preschool Play Scale(RKPPS), /\}2]/\‘1’\5 AN
Canadian Occupational Performance Measure(COPM), Japanese Sensory Inventory
Revised(JSI-2)2 AtLslolch 7IZFESHA RO HFE oloty] 98] AT ARH-ARE A7
(one group pretest—posttest design)S ARS8ttt 7FZEESIR| R ARA /AFEZS] RKPPS, ARA
&% COPM, JSI-29] Aol 2L 2QAA(Wilcoxon matched—pair signed rank test)2
Argsto] Atstolct,
BHEEAE A% 2 ]RKPPS(Z —2.023, p=.043), B4 SE(Z=—2.023, p=.043), 2r}53H
A 3 E(Z=-2.023, p=.043) Y TURE(Z=-2,032, p=.042), L2 JSI-2 F Z7H|(Z=-2.032,
p=.042) H4olH BAROZ GOl Aolg By,

w Qe AATINETE A Azie T2 AQadasny ohEt ol Abelgat 2 A
SYFGel= a2t oS Holgieh. B F2EY B 3 S Al gAYl obgel &
R L IEEL EE T L L IC LR e T e e B B
=T g 3A Qo] ol P e & gonz ArATE Yuiskslrios o2 ] olct. wat

N S GToNE i okso] A2 melstw, oF ol At etgEet AlFE} Eo

AtEA] UM ALQ3oF 3F Ao R AtRETH

.M 2 & % gl Sewto] Hol, AFHH AT B, 5
2, 728 S del S 49T 4 ol
=0]= ofo]Eo] ol VIEAH & 5 = AL | Hhe] o] th(Franz, 1963). American Occupational Therapy

o] A= 2008k ThRIAZEHA| =S A7 Aol &fs o] FoiR
AR R 71X )(E-mail: gyuo8612@hanmail.net)
A2=ol: 2008.11.14 / A1AFel: (1 2008.11.28 / 23k 2008.12.7) / AIAIEA L 2008.12.10
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=0l T8
ot 2] shtE A2 ETHAOTA, 2002). Reilly(1974)
AP & STz Folghs MdE =Yst

Association Practice Framework o] 2|5},

% dlctn ward, £
o] HEE BN oF50] AAEY S, ANA &
@, Q1|9 <lo] 714, AL ks, ofel 5ol

Bundy(1991):= 2Fg#| =2 524%{%% FdE =0l

sEolH, 9 A AfEI AAE AAFFA=

= °FFY =o] wES AT, & FolE F3

A5 82 FAE 4 Aokl =kt
Iy AEES she obsel vls Aol o5

o] 7|&e AFRFHoz g2} 53] 7hzbA 2 e
HE5S 2 obsES Wl ol sEo] AlRtE <

]

| &9
ATtHBundy et al, 2007). Z+ZFAE]%oll(Sensory
Processing Disorder; SPD)= ZFzhz27%
2

] Joll(Sensory
modulation disorder; SMD), Z+Zf-1H%)

Foll(Sensory dis-
crimination disorder; SDD), ZIZ}-2-%74}oll(Sensory-
based motor disorder; SBMD)9] sttt os JLE
Hed, 2 5 AR E% e AAy o e ofl A
S0l Aol el ankgS HolAY 2l
U= 2o, A3 vhgS el AY 2dsta =
A3}l A] H3t= Aot Bundy et al., 2002). w}A]
AQle) oA AlAe) el 2ok 8, B, )
o} Qo) U= 54 Apolo) Hzslh watell
dzrdel dg R4e wee 7, sk, XA
et f1o] 4ro] Ao
0] 2] 7 HtHCohn et al., 2000;
Dunn, 2001; Miller et al., 2001). £33t ZFzFo] ojsgt 1}
ulgoz olst BhA gl W zz 20| Aele stw
o AL3] ZEof rofsh= A& Wefishe, o] El
3 dsol= Agke 7HAth
(Schaaf et al., 2003). Bledsoe®} Shepherd(1982)2] -+

of st FHZ-EeEo) obsolAl Knox Preschool
Play Scale(KPPS)S #HARGH Ay} 37t ¥, A= &
g, ol AolA FoJstA & HE wsken,
Clifford?} Bundy(1989)= #Z1£3t 7|54 o) ol
= o= KPPSE AAZE At 50] 4ol A 2ol
7} gle-2 AT E3F Bundy et al.(2007)0] Ak
WSt ol =3t 7hh A g] Aol o} 58 thAF O 2 Test of
Playfulness(Top) 2] 45 B]uLgt kol ofstH 77}
A 2ol obE=2] Top Hat 7k Zdotss Hot
oSt Wol A 2ol obE 9o molthEol &4
ol e %I ULt

7&‘ 1—%?}3— ] = ]_E_J lr_O] 5]—./_\_’ /x]—ﬁX]—,Q. _‘6—_1‘_-;'_‘:1
o WS Fi A2k Aol chat AR Ul
FLg| =&0] EtHAyres & Tickle, 1980). 7+7+=3t
ol E2 A& Al AALTE Fo| EEE T At
S50 et B, Mailloux2} Burke(1997)
= 278 Bold Asrgol AAEU A F
g oaa Fo shuEhal A|SEsERlnh. Schaafeb
Nightlinger(2007)= HZrA g3 ol ofsS iAo =

AAEYHN R AN A Ur°l°ﬂ e o] I
Fo ZolstA Hgle
ol ol ae] Apslirols] 21 n 9tk
Folel A7 A3 obsel 42EY 7L Bol7&
o] TH(Schaaf, 1990)&]0] glo o & SRS
15t e © obEe] aqel F o] 9ol
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A, BB oF5e] ALBlY W] ofu
3 G2 vX LA ol Fhut.

A, FAEGA R oF5Y BB W B

Aol o5l ol

1N




L @+ o

& A7 2 MeA 7= Aol ATk vt
4A1ol A TA Afol ] o= Atk e ofF 5T
Ol SATHGEE ). YA 14 Al A2tz Agelo] 458
aerstr] Q8 7H2Hel(Sensory history) WEI} Short
Sensory Profile(SSP) AHA} ZAx} 4o 15474 |52
AzrA el o] o]e-o] 24 =+=(probable difference) o}
TER sIolth B3 BEA7F A Fofo] FoFt of
zoag ot

i

2. T =3

1) Revised Knox Preschool Play Scale(RKPPS)

obg2l o] =& B8] $13H] Revised Knox
Preschool Play Scale(RKPPS)2 A3}t RKPPS+=
1968 Knox7} 7iEH§F Preschool Play Scale(PPS)&
Bledsoe®} Shepherd(1982) 12|31 Knox(1997)7} 7HA
ok AR 0AoflA 6MI7HA] 9] ol5E 2] molE A
228 oA skl FrReith Ake 0~34
A= 670 ZHA SR, 3~6A|7H A= 1 T2 -

2yjo] glom, F7kte|(space management), A+

1, ojaxel 54

ZI7FESER| Bt 7hkRA

717} 7kz o) ofEo] ol Xk ¥t 3

2(material management), 7}3H/A}FA(pretense/symbolic),
Zo(participation) 2] 47}A] x}-¢l(dimension)ol] T35}
AApa.

UV 5ol AL BRI Y= T2}
AAE &5k ol it AS Hr, 59 o
2 tf)25(gross motor)¥} Zd|(interest)7} EZFHEI T} W
Ate]= TS Y] RS thRAL SA = AR
He Zes, T4
(construction), EZ(purpose), F=2]%|Z(attention) 3=
o] olo] itk TPAAS obgo] U EalA
Aol sl shsshe AT 7PdEelE FellA @
AL BRISR ofsfels SEE Wy, 59 GO
X Hl(imitation) 2} =-$Hdramatization)E Z$HsHc) 2o
AL okgol ApelA Amagel o WAL B,
519 3 (type), ¥-&(cooperation), -
(humor), ¢1o](language)7} ool =Zgteth. A =0

== ZZK(manipulation),

Lo F

o =T —

—_

A" 7 A9 Bt SO AFEE, A
= 7+ o9 AR Baoew AAHn

Bledsoe2} Shepherd(1982)= AA} Hld3l o252
o &2 PPSof| thgh A2 =9}t §EEE HASHA S
), Harrison¥} Kielhofner(1986)+= Aol ol552 thAr
O 7 FUR HAFE AARE 23 w2 AlE| et B

2o = Jankovich 5(2008)0] RKPPS®| ZApx}7t
917 (86.8%)2 A el e ATalzr of
o) w4 AR} WA o A Y4t A
gt £& FAYFES A0S AAE 2 A
oM AL 47 508 E9F A oA e
o2 Tsto] BrletT.

= A B C D E
e o o o o o
oA 2d(M) 6.9 6.6 5.1 5.1 47
Rl AT AR W YR MU wmoy RN we
oz MEE Aot elois yEagel weReln  AZRTo| qEs  olof Y 2SuH
go  EE A oEiz 3 Mee gxo= My =Xl ojsH o
T 40| of2ig A s AR AR of2ig
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2) A

oFEe) AFE4S Bl Sistel At
2002)2] AFBASE AAE AHLElYth AlEASE
AARE o ABlol A Fjele] S5 @ A
o, A8l BT} 2o MDA HE, & AT
Wolels BESE WIETE, Dollo] 196540] 7t
3} Vineland Social Maturity Scales ZA|2 5lo] -7
Uete w3 A Szol A 44 2 waeldt
(As=1 4571, 2002).

AALY] Y&-& A Z(self-help), ©]Z(locomotion), 2t
A(occupation), A4 F(communication), A}7]3HE]
(self-direction), A}%]&Nsocialization) 53 &2 %-5-3)
%o| gro| Hi 1174 BFo TAHo] gk 4
AP B2t ARl et Akt JRE 7] flal of
Bo] Bui} sphe FeAtste] weks B o] ol
Ack. & AP ob BRI BN 9 A
HHIH S 28235 =X|A|7] & E5 X7 2 ZAIE)
52 ala, YAs] old AL oBaele Hol gl
A ohAl Shelstich AAATHE Bl et
A ARSI E 28T AFS A (social age; SA)S -
3kl o1, A}3] & 4x(social quotient; SQ)= T} &
Ao g AbEsHeIT

SQ(AFE] A 4)
= SAAHE A 9) / CA(LE A

0

ul
O
o

o

) x 100

3) Canadian Occupational Performance Measure
(CoPm)

ozl A= W Hoo| vt g Pty
€J5le] Canadian Occupation Performance Measure
(COPM)Z A}-£-319th COPML: Law 5(1990)0] <3|
e gl on Wk z35}E (semi-structured)  QIE]H-S
B9 A4l BAot WskE shelsh BbELol
CHLaw et al., 2005). COPM9] e Az
(self-care), AYAHAd(productivity), ©]7Hleisure) 371X =
FEDY, AxTe = A EE S (activities of daily
living)a} =% LAY &5 (instrumental activities of
daily living)S AAHJ-2 1 -8(education)?} Y (work)S

ps

o] 7}= Eo|(play)2}t AFS]Z ZFoi(social participation)S

EFCE COPME] Mt o3 = (performance)2} T
Z - (satisfaction) & o] ZE}0|AET} AARE [~
108714 A2 mj7ic) 13 AF 3 & sop
58 08 EalA) ghechol], W4t Soldss
S 9 WEES) £8-8 elujatth COPMe] FAK
2 S} AARAAA AFEE075 o]4h) B 74

HEres B2 A5 o AAEHALH(Cup et al,
2003), SefolAEL] A, Aof, uiZel Aglo]l &2
< AEOA s5sHA 48T 4= e olFol AUtk

(McColl et al., 2005). &
9 Fatol o5 o] s

Fsact.

A-elMe Baoxtet 24 W
A Hoz R E S

o

4) 4277 A H(Japanese Sensory Inventory
Revised; JSI-2)

oH5ol Al s e Bk Slstel Qean
& 7§ A $H(Japanese Sensory Inventory Revised; JSI-2)-&
ARESEEE ISI-2= AAAIGORS), SAA(d4F3),
A8 AAAMRS), BAAASES), A4
(20%5), SAAGFE), vAA(STE), 7IEH173H)
ogojo] = 1477H 3rE o7 JLAE|o] 9lom 717FESH
I dEE FedEe 7oA Hlold A=E 7t
ot 2 G EH?‘L = A8 Y B
2} 38 TG, 5290 B 0 s
29 574 Axg FLAEo] 9ot 082 AF ¢

%, 182 oFF 7 Uehve A 282 7 L}E}
Ue AF 382 AF vede B8 482 A G
Biue ol SAs, Hert wess vhaAet
HHEE W AubA ukg Aol UEhes A 9|
ShaL, A7t e vr s 2 dE H 44
ZA9 BEAZF 9 oulgitt. ISI-29] HARAHAL
A= &= 96%01m, HAALE A2 Ei= 75350 4] H
A-FEAZE 51%, TU-HEAZE 27%(r=0.60]4H) ]

CHOK HESE, 2004).

2 Aol A= A4 ¢(2003)0] ®1ste] At A
247 AN (Rl ARSI AL, B AL A
H ARAE 2 3 Aol ofHAY ol EAR
o

slo] AT} ohA] BIstc).




2 A= 2008 6o A 11E7HA] & 579 obF
S e Gy AR-ARS A (one group pre-
AR AR Bk AR
7F AR 2 obs& SR 40~50% = RKPPSE
AL, o5& 7Ithels ¢t BaArt A4
<=9t ISI2E FAstg o, Bexlete] HEs
3] COPMS =3t} AR B7h= A Bt 5
At oz Algsigith. A4 EdAEs B AT
A7F A AAskleH, 7170 67§ d1t 5 23]

(] 502), & 483)7]5 AAIskTh

test-posttest design)=

1) A=
= AR 7= AAA =
(sensory integration-based occupational therapy) o] 2}
AL AHgshgithAyres, 1979). F41717E Bt of

rapan I I ESs

59 WA el ufet AT Holn 24H 7
HSAIE, BYE, Th0EY B D A

M =of olek AR ARETE 2 v
E] X =(scooter-board) 2 2 3 (ramp), EHZT,
TY|(glider bolster swing, platform swing, flexor swing,
frog swing -5), Arthe], 22 = Sl o9 7HA] &
7 5o gith A\ H5-S obo] weksta 4

LY
or Zes HAY & A skl EE 7R

= 30
L 2

B oo zrEstx R EutE eotr 7| ¢
o] AP/ALS-2] RKPPS, AL3)4J<4:E, COPM, JSI-2¢]
Aol 5 2
rank test)> Al8-3to] HA31gich

39 AR 7|58keto] SPSS 10.0S ARgE}o]

:l/‘\/\

< 934 (Wilcoxon matched-pair signed

A z SAAE e, A4 A8 dese AT 79
Ko, A= 2d 55 g 5 A= F2E0] FEL =052 Ik
E 2 A%s8A|2 2F % 59 of
Az 2E NER-S
CcHMA-TS4SM 24Zh o3 9l RpAHIS SHAH o{3{ 7}X| &efel JUE cikst XIMZ EJ|(platform swing,
CAHUE B2 9 XN S| inner tube swing, bolster swing, frog swing, moon swing)

rampOi|A] scooter board E}7|

oA
ES T =hei=t = =

5O =24 SHAF

HO o711 oo
- DBl AIZ-2E UE g
- EU U3 Y MR SSTESH Y | A 27| Bo B
+ AZ-28 2 timing 2kat
c1R42MZIZL ol A ofy (shoulder stability), SAIF Alclz] 227|4 A2 2A L2

Z(co-contraction)s21 akA
CNY Y DRTEM 22 S S5 RIS A ad EfEHAM HIZE20IH 3S 27
+ 12 25(oral-motor) 7|& &AM 9l 12 F2Zt5H(desensitization)
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m. A2

L Z2SYHIRS FolaZ ol chet w2t

14.170] F7kHlo] FABHXN RS ol el 2
Fol ol Ml FHHALES & 4 AU

2. AFERHRS ARV el ot axt
BB B A3} F9| ool MEE ol
7] $15to] RKPPSO] -3} 4714] 10| Bt A4S AAERAR A3t $0] A4 WskE dotr|
0@ AT PR AR AR RE A7 F gete] Al %Ee] AT ABAH, AHElA4e]
H(2=2.023, p=043)0ll " EAZ LR fol3t Aol7t  HRP4E le A3} F40) BEWSLFE 1147,
AATHEE 3). 53] grhiels A A 2444 2 ABAHE 184, ASASE 198508 F7hE
B F 48080% 15680 FAHAL Hol A4 BAHom %4@ Aol 7k AATHEE 4.
E 3, UUSEAE AIR/AIFO| RKPPS bl (2l &)
AR A Hair A0l
e z
Y EEEA) BREZHAY BR(EZHA
S7tEe| 32.4(16.2) 48.0(15.4) 15.6(8.3) -2.032*
WERE] 432(21.3) 48.6(19.9) 5.4(3.9) -2.060"
7HE /A 40.2(22.0) 44 4(20.3) 42(34) -1.841
Lo 30.0(20.4) 441017 1) 14.1(6.2) -2.032F
RKPPS £X 36.6(18.7) 46.3(17.6) 9.7(4.33) -2.023"
" p(.o5
E 4. YASEAR A/AIRO AlSld B EHES)
AR Al AR
e z
W EEEA) HRHETHA BREZHAY
AS|M=E X 49.2(10.1) 60.6(10.5) 11.4(3.3) -2.023
WElE 3.5(1.5) 53(2.1) 1.8(0.8) -2.023
JVEIPNES 71.4(22.2) 91.2(27.3) 19.8(8.4) -2.023"
“ p.05
B 5. JASHUAR AR/ARO| AeltdE U OEE 6| (Etel: &)
A Az HEm A0l
T z
BREZHAY HRHETHAY BR(EZHAY
xpolasi o 3.6(0.3) 5.8(0.7) 2.3(0.9) -2.023"
zojotE L 3.4(0.9) 5.8(17) 24(17) -2.032*




3. 7ZIZIESIX|RO] 2RILSIE Ul URRE SRl
thst &zt

s R A Fo] FYrdE @ R W

512 orobry] 9J5te] COPMO| 8% 9 PrEro|

B ASE v AT} 2G5 E(Z=-2.023, p=043)

9} WHEE(Z=2.032, p=042)0llA BAH R FolFt

Aol 7k AATHE 3).

4, 7FERN RO Z17ide] Spgol Tt

AERA R At 3] P2A e Weks ot
S15te] JSI29] %A} 3k9190le] HEASE et

At £4AS Aelshi BE Gela FHEZ~1753,
p=080) EA MO Fol5kA) IIHE 6). T}
ZZA|(Z=-2.032, p=042)= X =& A 41484 =&

WAERA R P2 RAo) okEo] Koo njx: wwt 7

d a

A T golob s 52 dare® B IS Aes)
1 Q= A A o|tH(Case-Smith & Miller, 1999; National
Board for Certification in Occupatlonal Therapy, 2004)

K3
o °ﬂ A= COPMYES 2
2003; oA G} 1AL, 2007) oFF2] Myl =3
FANA ] H3E B7|ol= Algte] k. whebA £
Atollds obsd Hzo ZYo|w(Parham &
Primeau, 1997), ZRFA Q] W

o
5 Q wolo] ABHA R} o] W 3

% 328702 8.670] Uadle] UZESARE £ 7} 9774, AL E 0] 11.4%, COPMO] 43w
S04 Aol FHEASS o & AT S ST Z42) 2349 2402 PFEeH,
ISI2 & S2HA] A7t -8.67 02 Ak o] £21
A2l 5ol otk
Iv. 1 & RKPPS % F4=¥3l7F @2 24 37k et 3t
of Aol A=t Fxte] 9] 519 = FollA=
A EIAANREE AHES A= A= FH Ll 50| 2L Fofo] 519 FmolA= ol 1 %
" 6, ULESIA|Z AM/ALEC| JSI2 H|T (T2l &)
AR A= A2 R0|
g z
H(EEHEAY) Yo (EZHA} Hr(EEHAY
My 2tz 34.8(19.6) 25.2(18.4) -9.6(12.7) -1.461
EST 41 4(22 5) 32.8(17.7) -8.6(5.4) -2.032"
18484 242 10.4(10.2) 6.8(4.9) -3.66.9) -813
27t 16.4(9.2) 17.0(11.1) 06(7.2) -136
Alzt 15.0(10.8) 14.0(10.7) -1.0(5.6) -542
52t 402.1) 5.8(4.1) 18(2.3) 1511
|z 8.8(6.3) 7.0(7.5) -1.8(5.1) -.730
b= 18.0(13.8) 17.0(8.0) -1.06.5) -542
JSl2 &7 148 8(85.2) 125 6(74.3) -23.2(24.1) 1753

* p<.od
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Ao} o] Mrt FAHYSS & 4 Yok ol & & 4 ATk ek FABAN RS B ok
AASYNZE B AZAEWPN okFo] T 9o o e W wAlSEe Wk Qlof, o] f:%o|
o7le A7), AR A B W), B EAV), ARA Al IO Bol SR FHAA JFS
7] 59 et Wwero] FAHUH: Reeves(1998)  HIHSE & 4 k.

of Aot Aube Webge) obFo WAl W E E ATA ABIALE, COPM F4 oA §
sp7], eAel et wg, WE oAfiBel et oldk WA Btk AAAe e ofelge A A
%%, BAHQ Bol7t 7b5teirks Linderman sk 7|43} Ab8la elgo] wige] Qg wX|m,
B Stewari(1999)e]  AFATel AXFLh WA} Ayres(1979) GA| 42 A, BE, 24 Abolofi
Case-Smith®} Bryan(1999) Aol 52 tharoe 7+ AksAQl kol girka mopch. wjehy B33t
AEGAEE AAG A7 $2E Solmastery play)  FZEAS WFA} o E Byl JFL v|Hu],
o ol2ue] HEAgo] FAEom, Bl A WE AEY AABANES B AaH 5ol
SaRgo] g wiFe] WEL FAstAnky Bustd  FHEY ST D AALBIdolE A
t}. Roberts 5007 AZ2AgY ob5S thFOR 3RS uA Zoletn £ 4tk o2 AXFH:
AASYNRE AT A} Fof S%o] BAHOR  TANR AL BAS AL ofFolA HAEY
S5 gtk stelch RKPPSS A B A RS A8 Ax M), A4S W ge 4
23] A AR Auck Fo 54 FAkstel BAA  A4BGY R WFIN FAS Bk A(Schaaf
o folRt G Byt YR S FE & Nightlinger, 2007)9t FZFR UG olEL o=
& obgo] Azt PARES T AT A L AX7F FAkE Y
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AL A 7 dckMiller et al., 2007).

Zo| ZFWLh ol AAFUXNRE Baf B A AR Ao ISI29 FFEYS HIS §3 Kol
A8 BRAY Rt 2L sHed Fat B & b dehga 9gro AE A 88FA AR &
27 Aelo) ofeigo] damo] MALE BEel I 125680 23240] FaHAL, HALLAE 96
ofshe 717 U HHEE 7o) BAHUSS 25 Aol FastArk 44 A4 G4 A2 A 414780
@ 4 9k ol9h vl ATATE Close 51986 A A= 5 3289 0.2 8.6%o0] grastel Fog Kol
A2EG] MASE 7% AZ4H FA, AEY Y 2 Bdrh ol FABANRE B9 ok59] ofe] 4
of futHoleti WEFHOM, Reeves(1998) 42} 27 F 53] 2 A elo] mrk AHULS o
53 o2& A A7) ol AAEUH  wlskth FelAl ISI2E AMGRE Aol ofu]g)
RS AN A% nAeEe] FHOE AT B, (2003)9] FZEE obFel et HAFAAR
W R0, FHAR A7), A} sttt o Almak i A7) 280 g 28 59
1 o] Amyte] Sefo] AAHTHE £ ATAT o] FolwA] Jlet Gofo] AL A %l AZ 5
2 AA5H%ct Stonefelte} Stein(1998) AZHERA ol 0% FAH UL Tk ol AR RS
HE Abgste] A Eeha Gl AYANRAEA o BHR 847 oK WEHOE Agstgot Amel
o 71e9 0 Bstel FABYN R Euto] thal  7Igko] 4UR H7] W] et 99 thE ALAY
AERASlAET oF 0~0%9) SEAEC] HeE  WE WA A WK e o Ardch 1e
9 n e Tlgeld W mvbdolddnta wekd U AL el £7 geloll ubx) 2, A
o). 3 Schaaf9} Nightlinger2007)] AAETARE 22712 4 Holstaoy /8 Uehs Szow
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The Effects of Sensory Integration Intervention on Play in Children With
Sensory Modulation Disorder

Kim, Jin-Mi*, M.S., O.T., Kim, Kyeong-Mi**, Ph.D., O.T.

*Sensory Power Research Center for Sensory Integration and Behavior Improvement

**Department of Occupational Therapy, College of Biomedical Science and Engineering, Inje

University

Objective : This study is to verify effect of a sensory integration (SI) intervention on sensory processing of
children with sensory modulation disorder (SMD), and to explore how the SI intervention affect play,
socialization, occupational performance and occupational satisfaction of those children.

Method : Five children with developmental disabilities living in metropolitan were diagnosed as SMD by
the Sensory History Interview (SHI) and Short Sensory Profile (SSP). The SMD children undergone the
48 sessions of 50 min intervention twice in a week for six months and took the Revised Knox
Preschool Play Scale(RKPPS), Social maturity test, Canadian Occupational Performance Measure(COPM),
and Japanese Sensory Inventory Revised(JSI-2) before- and after the intervention. The result data ana-
lyzed by the Wilcoxon matched-pair signed rank test.

Results

: All data of post-intervention differed significantly; RKPPS(Z=-2.023, p=.043), Social maturity

test(Z=-2.023, p=.043); occupational performance(Z=2.023, p=.043); satisfaction(Z=-2.032, p=.042); and

tactile system of JSI-2(Z=-2.032, p=.042).

Conclusions

: The results advocate that sensory integration intervention is effective in improving tactile

processing, play, socialization, occupational performance, and occupational satisfaction of child with
SMD. It is found that sensory integration intervention improves not only one’s occupational performance
but also underlying components of the performance. In order to generalize this conclusion, further stud-
ies need to be done with more number of subjects and consideration of environmental factors. Striving
for more reliable and valid methods of data collection is also suggested.

Key Words : Sensory integration, Sensory modulation disorder, Play






