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The Effect on Length Cognition Ability in Dominant Eye & Hand

Kun Woo Nam, Professor, Ph.D, P.T.

Dept. of Physical Therapy, Choonhae College of Health Science
ABSTRACT

Background: Human body is formed of symmetric bilateral structures that are comprised of eye, upper arm,
lower arm and etc. but, we are used only dominant components. The purpose of this study was to analysis
length cognition ability in dominant eye &hand. Method: Total 180 persons (male 32, female 138) were par-
ticipated in this study. They were tested with 'hole in the card' test for identification of dominant eye's side and
the question for identification of dominant hand's side, then the length cognition ability was measured in right
& left axillary level by describing 10cm line. Results: The results by independent t-test were as follows. In dif-
ference of length cognition ability in right axillary level between right dominant eyed group & left dominant
eyed group, right dominant eyed group was superior to left dominant eyed group, but significant difference was
not existed statistically(p>.05). In left axillary level, right dominant eyed group was superior to left dominant
eyed group, but significant difference was not existed statistically(p>.05). In axillary level of dominant eye's
side, non-crossed group was superior to crossed group, but significant difference was not existed statisti-
cally(p>.05). In axillary level of non-dominant eye's side, non-crossed group was superior to crossed group, but
significant difference was not existed statistically(p>.05). Conclusion: These result can be applied to the learn-

ing of palpation & observation skill in physical therapy.

Key Words : Dominant eye, Dominant hand, Length cognition ability, Hole in the card test
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