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38 Qo] T dof A ok JFE XA Heh
(Lee, 2013).

olZgt 7t kedh= 5] & 9 A5, ol
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A=okal E#A Ak(Kircher, Leube, Erb, Grodd, &
Rapp, 2007). Bl 012 5}¢] Wl &2 1H8st
I FAAQ FE9 FHIE WARE 3o F 1

AR g AEste 7ls2 s3] e, =

st} vl dof A7 7he] LA T3t Aol 52
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Table 1. Demographic Information of Participants

708 e & shyirt. A EAEA (Christensen,
Multhaup, Nordstrom, & Voss, 1991)5 A A|5}0], ¥
&gl Al Agk I w-<dojof o] glom,
A - AAH AL fle AR AASH g
o ZEFL AR H7HKorean-Montreal Cognitive
Assessment: K-MOCA; Kang, Park, Yu, & Lee, 2009)
£ AAJste], A4 el St AR AFsHL
o, ekt T 9l 9-& Hk(Short form Geriatric
Depression Scale: SGDS; Kee, 1996} AA|5to], &
7ol gle =UEE AHstd

skt =918 713 9l7] HAHB)(Korean-Trail
Making Test for the Elderly: K-TMT-e; Yi, Kang, Na,
Chin, & Lee, 2007)E AAlst] AFH A7 6= ¥
7¥etglon, Lotz Qg Seolsigat YRl 19
AIdE AT EYT

2 Ao Fofdt ¥ HJHY A,
K-MOCA®} SGDS <=0 wiet th/d#t = Table
13 2t

(o] A
o=,

2, g7 Ext

1) &% olg] A ==Y 434
&0 ofelg] IA| =goll= &gt A4do]
9% g shrhal Shok(Park, 2012). mEbA, A
T RAE A8 258 nakAo] AY Sle &E2
LMo ZEHo= AF gl

F T YA} S SRSl S8 %
A

£

P

B

rr

[o 1B Py
bu =t ol
2

65~69 70~74 75~79 80~84

(2=30) (=14) (=15) (2=11)
Age 66.60(1.22) 72.50(1.09) 76.27(1.28) 82.09(1.44)
Education level 10.53(3.04) 10.71(1.54) 9.93(3.53) 9.27(3.13)
K-MOCA 26.23(0.93) 25.93(0.99) 25.13(1.00) 25.27(1.27)
SGDS 2.10(0.80) 2.29(0.72) 2.40(0.50) 2.36(0.50)

K-MOCA=Korean-Montreal Cognitive Assessment; SGDS=Short form Geriatric Depression Scale
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Table 2. Indices of Item Difficulty and Item Discrimination of Two Score Scales

3 point rating 5 point rating

No. Proverb contents ® D) ® D)
1 A little goes a long way. 0.57 0.07 0.57 0.11

2 Trust makes way for treachery. 0.56 0.15 0.56 0.16

3 A mother with a large brood never has a peaceful day. 0.54 0.07 0.54 0.11

4 What is learned in the cradle is carried to the grave. 0.52 0.12 0.52 0.14

5 The unexpected always happens. 0.50 0.11 0.50 0.13

6 Genius displays itself even in childhood. 0.47 0.10 047 0.13

7 One rotten apple spoils the barrel. 0.45 0.12 0.45 0.14

8 Every cloud has a silver lining. 0.45 0.13 0.45 0.13

9 As one sows, so shall he reap. 0.44 0.12 0.44 0.14

10 A stitch in time saves nine. 0.42 0.05 042 011

Prevention is better than cure.

D=item discrimination; P=item difficulty

Table 3. Descriptive Statistics on the Performance of Proverb Comprehension Tasks According to Ages
and Years of Education

Level of education

Age

< 9 (yr) > 9 ()
=15 =15
65-69 (yr)
33.40 (3.20) 36.60 (4.29)
=19 =21
70-84 (yr)
27.79 (3.88) 31.29 (4.74)

Score of proverb comprehension tasks: 0 to 40

Table 4. ANOVA to Analyze the Performance of Proverb Comprehension Tasks According to Ages and
Years of Education

Variable Sum Sq Df Mean Sq F(p)
Age 51095 1 51095 30.03”
Education level 191.96 1 191.96 11.28™
Age * Education level 37 1 37 .02
Error 1122.64 66 17.01

205, "p.01, 7 pl.001
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Table 5. Correlation Between the Performance of
Proverb Comprehension Tasks, the
Performance Time on TMT-B, and Its

Errors
Proverb comprehension tasks
TMT-B (sec) 40"
TMT-B error (%) -01
"pC05, “p01, T pC001; TMT=Trail Making Test

=-01, p.05). °|& Yetd A= Table 59F 2.
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Abstract

A Study on the Evaluation Method
of Comprehension Task in Proverbs for the Elderly

Lee, Young—Min*, M.S., S.P., Kim, Jung—Wan**, Ph.D., S.P.
Dept. of Speech & Language Pathology, Graduate School of Rehabilitation,
Daegu University, Master

"Dept. of Speech Pathology, Daegu University, Professor

Objective : This study aimed to establish an analytic methodology that can objectively evaluate the
proverb comprehension levels that vary based on the aging process.

Method : This study recruited 70 normal elderly aged = 65 years and performed proverb
comprehension tasks using an explanation method. A scoring estimation method was designed
on 3 and 5-point scales. The difficulty and discrimination levels were calculated based on the
two scales, thereby selecting the final questions and evaluation scale.

Results : First, the item discrimination index on the 5-point scale was relatively higher than that
on the 3-point scale, and 10 items were finally selected. Second, in terms of proverb comprehension
ability, the elderly group aged 70 ~ 84 years showed significantly lower performance than those
aged 65 ~ 69 years. Additionally, subjects with = 10 years of education showed significantly higher
performance than those with 9 < years of education. Third, the performance of the proverbs
comprehension task negatively correlated with the reaction time of the executive function task.

Conclusion : Proverb comprehension is a task that can distinctively show a deterioration of brain
functions in line with the aging process even among the normal elderly group and therefore,

can estimate the difference more effectively with an increase in the score of the evaluation scale.

Keywords : Ability in proverb comprehension, Elderly, Executive function, Scoring scale
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Appendix 1. Scoring Criteria for the Proverbs Comprehension Task

No. Proverb contents

—_

AL B wAed By,

2 7HA] B2 YR vl Z g glch
3 o7} glo® AFOE At

4 WA E e vt

5 Al A R oAE7A] 7hck

6 7t E7] FoEt 42 E7] A
7 A2 137} v gk

8 shgo] FUAE fopd o] Sl
9 0= vFE £t F= Eo] £4] gEth
10 22 ghold th&A|nt

11 7H:T1a xgo];Q Aﬂﬂ Ec‘,_hjr

12 B Hof F44 gt

13 = < 7

14 = ot &

15 He ¥ 9ol UE = o

16 2 02 wo| & wrt

17 ElEmo} At

18 19tekA] & whe)7h & wES s
19 T =70 35 Aot

20 A QA PTt 1A]7

21 ST 554 B Avzh

22 F9A 2 ]

23 PARE YR HYRE Yopitt
24 a2kl o et

25 i WA 9 5ol Wt

26 ¥ F3 o 2o}

27 2ol 71 QF 2ith.

28 T JqUE tEolA Thdt
29 Sgo] Zo Eol7te FAlgt A H Alct,
30 SHE 9E A& VMR gt
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Appendix 2. Scoring Criteria for the Proverbs Comprehension Task
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e 137} ¥ et
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A =+A <79 9
- 22 Aol o deel e,
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‘ s A - 22 Aol o opAm I A2E Ak
eTe e - Algo] A B WekslA] Woleh, 42 AFE o8 Thit
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244 Qg - e AgE 27 29 4 9t
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- Zrolk glo] At}
- AL5E EESL
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i P - ol AlFal WE Ay AP
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Appendix 3.

Final Questions for Checking the Comprehension of Proverbs

No.

Proverb contents

—_

e 127h ¢ W,

Ae Z7)o] & A3

7H e o] s g gl

Al A T AE7HA] .

mtEshso] o Hjgt

GHRE URE 4R Joput

ulRet] g vkl & WEe U

=

shsol FUAL fohd Fo] glc.

O {00 {~J i G\ iU i i i

o]
T A2 T UL g AHded g

iy

—_
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Zo|2 Bg RS R g
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