OIZtsi= T S0kt 2024, Vol. 21, No. 3, 19-40
Journal of Music and Human Behavior http://dx.doi.org/10.21187/jmhb.2024.21.3.019

Aol A1k Ao a3t 2ot A
2 o] of5el ‘%111] 24 94
o 4Gz

FEl

Ne, 09..

1
Mo
*
*

Aol o}5ol7] glof Hlgel B9 eltto] Fa o] et £ Aol Aof ol F15o]
A A} A AU gt 850 Yo 79, WS Yol 2 ol et vzl of
59| YA WA A4 % Fol $§E7} o 8A hEA Lokrut Shick. oS g5 T 184]
ol5te] el obE- WA & 5 4] o4 T 124] ofte] WAl obES HgoR 7
) o FA91) o] 0 SoF B o] WE Aol T DELAE Ao, +99

-1 "O
AL 2 BRAL /GEA YA, B2 3H AV £, £ Yol W2 B
_TI

o} SoF 2 Aol G 9] oFo] AT el A K ALt ol B
RO L Ao Uehitthp<.001). 53, YA 3o BF FI ATAHEo] o|olA]

£ 490l 250 FY4 S| TAH 453k Juiglo] vPgol olso] ol FAo] thel
A2 Aol RIS S AR Uehitth W, Ao 8L YA 45280)
QAL HPgol obso] ol WA FESHe A9, Ao FANA FEsi AWSAYL 55
S N N P S
$5Hs 2o AWl TRRE ofmle} olo] wHE ulgel o}5o] QAT B 383 7 2AR
2 AXHH AolA o7t e

*E =EO A0 AASIERQ04S 44 - Best] 24T A,
wez AR W LA AR B ORRIB A SOHRAY, SOHE A RHEHKCMT) (kym249@gmal.com)



20 QRIS 24T, M21H H3E
——

I.A4 &
agoll @A ol okt S He) WA Bom ol B ARk Rk Aol
AR - HAA B TR B Zuo] SR HAE A2, Aol oS0 gl o
ot59] AJ7mWEZ FHoA 7HR]= Fa4do] R E AL QItk(Banda, 2015; Chang, 2021). FA|
Af(o]st, FA)e obgol Hxe AHsH Eefetolst A1 Aslate] 74 71 Ak Bt

B Ul A= BAZ(Joo & Lee, 2016), LBt }E% oyt &Joff ols-S EF W7o
9 thoFsl olEol A= a3t PR v = Aoz B uHKIm, 2010). A7 Z8E=
A2 *}94 9 stwofA Bl #AE Oé*éﬂ% o $83%F ATZ 5H7]9(Kang, 2021; Ko,
2022; Pike, Coldwell, & Dunn, 2005), A3 @A-tof|A= oFs7]ol| thFstal w3 JA| A
9 A5 289 2H35| AYsH= Ao| £95ttty HusltLee & Kweon, 2009).

o]2Igt F83t FFl Hsfl, gofl oks= A= = HIFgol OP'EO— Zoff ofz-2] g o= <l

>~l

o A% S5dolal 53t FA WAE Bdcks Hl Aldte] = AHeE LQE]-(Stoneman, 2005).
ol obsS BAR & Bl o2 Aol Agtoll A ol FAE EEAY = A7 B

(Shin, 2000, 012 <15 A AN e WA TG BAS B o oleheg Ao
H7gol obsoll Al 482 o]} 4412 ol o] WD 7hs/do] AL HITETH(Koh, 2022).
4 QoA Bl ofo] ARSRE YA BAlo] et o] =ag A7 o
FolR| 7] koW Fe FA 2 AH] 7 SOl lo] AEAQ] oH3E o |E 4
I QAL SeolA] ulgol FAlol That Zi%lo] HelY] o] o] AAR O olRelx
A9 ZFQA4Jo] AL A =9E1 = HH(Joo & Lee, 2016; Park & Seo, 2023), B0l &
A7} 7V Aolell Tt 4ol ol5e] A A FEC] g AL F2 A4S oz
Aloigket. TEI} 491719} o}5 71 WA ol ThE B ohfet 4el th A At
£ ofsoll AHH g HEs7lol= Agte] Ut g A ﬁ-—rLoﬂ/ﬂL Ho A=
o8 FAAY =215l ittt St} Ztiofl s RAFSIAAL, vl FA|o] A, FE,
Atoh o] W, Z1ojel S} oA Rt 1ick(You, 2002). Tl A2
Age Z2gEe BB AAH a0 389l 7z e A9V Be Agolct
29%0] 710X Bolsi M % AT, 714 T4 AR FBTH 750l 2l
A, FE ol ofs 7HIAA o]FoiR= ot &Eol gt A7t FUkskaL itk AY
S o] o152 14ollA] BEEE ok o] ofFolA A R ABE W Swlol
2747491 L L, 714 el -t o] ol oREREE ozt 715 78] 40l
SFAF 59 QoA E £Q3%F 98-S gttty H 115} T Rushton & Kossyvaki, 2021; Steinberg,
Shivers, Liu, Cirelli, & Lense, 2021). T3t 7P U9 29 &80 2 QIst Felo] tjjst oA}
9] QlAlo] u}g} R Ztsl= FSa57to] 4-3o] dEbdS H519=T|(Sa & Kim, 2017), o)<+
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NE %;}:L(farmly-centered care)o]| Thet T419] F71et Bl&Eo] Aol A2t vlgol| ofs
& % §o1 4 ZEIRE A, A A SR sleok 5ol ool 3

7F A5 Aol Wsle Algry| 98] 2o /¥t M= izﬂ*% Algohe AFE FP= T
A ﬁ S Aoll-Hlgol A7 A SAol Folstie ul, FAKE A8 JY

, 3784 AR A % Aol A 3579 50 5&%51% AIE HI5H(Cho &
Moon, 2022; Jung, 2023; Montgomery, 2015), o|&{3t A7} AJof-v]gof FAof|A =22l
FFE A 5 U= AR BH, of2f3t SAE Bl FAIRE A A
S7Fd 5 o], AErte] AAZA o] fle YA = FA 2ol

o] Wb % 9= 7RsAo] AIEIeLT, olelat sk wet 4]

2R Bt S fQle] aAds AAFSHITHJung, 2023).
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SVIERE A8me 1 FYAY A sk s dg 24T A 2k o
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S G AR B0 oFEo] A ofelg S Totelel FAH Laol Aeiet 1%
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A= B tgiito g o]Fojx ZHdKJeong & Yoo, 2022; Jin, 2022)°] k31, #of o}F9]
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2. "ol obEt Aol FAI7F 7ol Sdke o el mEt vl okse] Aol 3
Aol diet FAI A A2lell el E‘_°1—7}"
2-1. B ofE Aol AL 7HgelA soke =2 A el wet Bl ok
o] Aol FAl diet BAI TA A4l Aelg Holerk
2-2. v} obEd Aol FA7E 7HgeIM Sdte =2 B =l wet vigol ok
o] Aol @Al thet FA TA Aol ZelE Hol=71?
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of Aof 480 Kol Hol=7}?
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o2 Y9l 591 Wkl (ewha-202404-0017-01), 11 BAE F5510] APE Qe 2 o
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3. A7 &

1) AT FHE BEA

£ 479 d2AE tAAe] gRbA JH, 7 Wl =0l 5 A9, 7 W =% 5% B

(

R BE, Bol9) 9, A B BYoT PHAAL, 39 X FBL BAstolA
¥ 9, 5F =0l el vlgel ofse] AN Lk vjg Bl Byos 7

gE ATt olof tigt -8 <Table 1>0 AAISHATE

<Table 1> Researcher-constructed Survey Items

Lo Number
Category Question items of items
Inf¢ i h
n ormatlor.l about. the Gender, age )
neurotypical child
Basi .
inform:t:ion Information about the Gender, age, and diagnosis 3
sibling with disability - 885 &
Family information 1
Shared . Time spent on shared daily activities 2
. Shared experiences
experiences at home
at home Time and types of shared play activities 3
Presence of shared music experiences between siblings
Amount of music use during play
. Experiences Frequency and duration of shared music experiences 10
Shared music
experiences Level of interaction
at home .. . . . .
Criteria for music selection for music experiences
Participants’ Perceptions on emotions felt during music experiences "
perception Perceived enjoyment and challenges during music experiences

Total 33
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2) A B4 Fx

EH gLofA AFRSE FA] TA A E(Sibling Relationship Questionnaire: SRQ):= Furman
3} Buhrmester(1985)7} 7HtS}al Park¥} Chung(1996)0] Hotst o2, FA| {AE FAok=
[10f thgt vlpof FAQ 141Z ERIT & U= Hrot}h & Hx= AUYQ21ED), BA
2S00, A A9 - d=E12%3), B (HAAZH(6ZH Y & vl 79 8R1e=
TREY, TPEE Ae %A grf Be P 1EPY] 53 Likert A2 PHSIES
ol Ut A A9 - w9 AR F3H4, 6, 20, 22, 36, 38y Ao = FHpoRith A A
A AZ &= A4= Cronbach z=.840]11, 891 W& AR E(2)= LA 93, A 45 85,
A A9 - EY 81, AR (HoRAZ) 770]Th

3 Aol 24§ SgHE A4

2 Aol A ARESE Aol Q14 3 8EE FA == Favazza®?l Odom(1997)°] A2kt
Fokg 482 I (Acceptance Scale for Kindergartners: ASK)2} Esposito?} Peach(1983)2] Primary
Student Survey of Handicapped Person(PSSHP)E Y00(2009)7} ®H<QL - =450 ARESH Z o]
th F 1722 E o|FoA glou thiAEolA AEst7|of FAgtsirtal wes ol 7id
o et 62F<] AT AYHET. F 1719 £FL 39 Likert A2 Eo] mret op]
oF, R, ¥R By o) 94 @ SgeE HEL = o) WRe 2
=3, golo] dhet QAL sEgtoR AR 78, Hoj ob5o] gt S8HEE 6RO 4l

B AT 42 A AFE v e® Hofl ofsE FAIR & Bl obse] TEH &
Z] AL, ol ok 7SS tAfe® 543 o] AR ¢
4 9ol e AR AL 19101A £l ditt Brd=g AU olF £F &A1,

]1‘2_",
ot
M
otk
o
o
o,
ol
ol
)

5. HIole &4

E AXLE B 3% AEE 7Y F IBM SPSS Statistics 27 T2 13- o]-g3lo] EA5}
At A ZofARl Bl okt ol FA9] 71& FEet 7 W EF R =] TR R
of thet FEE Lolir] fiste] 72 ZERE R} Mis, 52 Fuit EFHAE 4h&Est
of 7|&SAE B 2o 57 B BRlste] {3, %, A=E HFE o] °f
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]
o wtet ol 48, FA| BA A4l Hol7k U] YARAHAS B3 EAATE S
6 A S0l BE FARE B0l BE A AIAE 429 Aol JolAF AHS B
BAsigch

1. g5 &L 2

= 1%F t

AL 59571 AFAOR ARl Bk, £ A7 Holt F 59502,
Aurdgolm Ak w184 n)gko] ojEg B
Al oV g 124] ofske] ulAgel obFolet. thRHuIgel okE) AEE dolrk 27H(45.8%)
ofo}7} 32%(54.2%)°01 913, Aol BAIS] B W 335(55.9%), ©f 26%(44.1%)°1%4ck. o
PAI) AL Aol 81.4%, AHAHEGA} 186%z WA

o FASk thgAteke] BAAL 5] 38%(64.4%), Lot 219(35.6%.02 Fof FA
b £919 497} B e R0z ZAHS WA AR 1S THLS 593 F 457
(76.3%)0] 12, 253, PRl T A% Folehi SYNAL, 4B Fi, JAI%
WA At Sustoith el 8-S <Table 2-0] AASHCh

il
SN

<Table 2> Demographic Information of Participants

Variable N=59
Demographic information of neurotypical child
Sex (male : female), n (%) 27 (45.8%) : 32 (54.2%)
Mean age (years), M+ SD 9.89+0.6
Demographic information of the participant’s sibling with developmental disabilities
Sex of sibling (male : female), 7 (%) 33 (55.9%) : 26 (44.1%)
Mean age of sibling (years), M+ SD 10.67+2.3
Diagnosis of sibling, 7 (%)
Intellectual disability (ID) 48 (81.4%)
Autism spectrum disorder (ASD) 11 (18.6%)
Relationship with participant (neurotypical) (older : younger), n (%) 38 (64.4%) : 21 (35.6%)

Family composition, 7 (%)
Parents + sibling 14 (23.7%)
Parents + grandparents + sibling 45 (76.3%)
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o2 A5 AESIAY IS Wiro] AP eithal St HlEo] 4.6%=2 7 A YERG D,
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2) 7ol Aol BAE 2 BE B
gt o FAZE HolH B4E S BB ol dhete] 24K A3t 9% F 32
(5420901 ek SEsLt. ShRtel ol FASte ol F goF BES st WPk

H5S B B2 Likert 108 HE2 138 29 $5S A9 314 g=rp, 108 29
N AR SHE 4 LS AL WIAES Bt 719 HISOR H0] T 59
5= APl SHoMT 5o A9 5 Bk AP Wmeh Altof i RARE A3t
‘5 233" o] 87.5%= 7P wA UEHHAL 13] 3 Z ’

S

T A3 A7 30 ol 14171 ||t
o] 43.8%& 7P E=A JAEINLH 1AIZE o4 2A1ZF w[gh o] 374%& 1 FE o|dtt
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o] @FTPol 53.1% 7V Bol SHHAL, FrhEolt FHE SO Ut BRI AG
o) ol ot WEo] 188%= S ol%ck. Yol Ase] o WEol WPsE JehE
2ARE A FAS HFHOT AFAE 5 BUA JEago] o|Folx o] 329 F 1670
BIe] 50%2 7FY A ZAEUT, FA At AF A FULAL AT 25
S ol 135@0.s%e] SHIIALE 1 ol FHE 8o B FRE BE BYOINE
Sp7| 47Tt $94%E. 7P A ZASISICE SO BE Al A= Sote] AT ‘Thgaiet

of WAL A Aolekel Aeabol 8L2%z TH S R EAEow, A4 A83
R ThR7 65.6%9) HIRR 7V A SREQIT AV} 28.1%: 1 FE o]tk
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3. ZoH Axetel S &S0 et Q1A

78 W ol @A) ZoF Aol et vl oks] WHEEE Likert 55 =2 A
< o, 71 23} B+t 41708 tjRE] Sgo] 44 Itk oo R SHE It EIE Aol
FAIS] ot S5 Al JEAEo] o]FolA = AL E B EFAE Aol AL 555
A 9AL U 3 grzbo] 71.9%2 71 wo] SetE|Qjr}. ‘H|&of o}Eo] F&E
ol FAl= 1o weph ot Ao FAoNA WA FESHH A2 ZH 475(12.5%)°] %
HotaL, Ao BAt A YrAY Toke o] A9 §l'2 1%8(3.1%)°] St

Aol A ol ALY 2ot &5 Al A AEoA Hole il 9 &of tis 24}
517] Q8 B BPES FAISH Likert 108 HEE 18S A TAS Holx/ZnE w

74 HeTh, 104L e TS BAIthEvE LA R ST 4 g Tttt 2
A AT, RS S0 BF A ol FAZE AAIOIA Hols B B 7900, 44
ol Aol FAIA Mol TS B 810w St SoF BF A Ao FAL Lof
o) L7k Ful B 834, AH4Alo] 9 BHo] Lyl Fulk Wit 83YOR S

£ A7 S8A F 599 F 279(458%) 7P ol Aol PRI Sore Bestel A
% 1A Qerk ST, 1 oL WAL 2012 453 gt 20874.1%
SEsin 71 wol Rt A9} of8A] T shok BA) B2 ol 4T(14.8%)

| v T T = pul = U=s= O E‘l’]-
€ F 1580 At 2o 5 Aol e IF 327, Ao AL 5o TR 75‘?:4.01
fle I 279, & 59%9)2=2 WEelnh ®A JA BA00 oA &4 okl 9 IF A
S vage o DG F9oMe 2 B ITWM=854)0] S v IFM =747
o o &2 S Bt AavE WEE 3A EA 2o 3849 A4S HEE sk
YAFA 25, A A9 - 2, ARl Aoide 5o Fdol e 5l = 4
ol W2 Aor Uepdtt 7} sH9HE A vlale <Table

A CI TR SRS e
30] AT B4, 1 AolS SYRL 1 A
BA(p < 003} A (p=.008) Gl 15 7
o aje] QlolAs 1F 1+ o3t Ko7t YA, WA 25,
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3 2ol 7t figiek. 7HgelA Aol Aok 8o Aol e u AL Ao) FAl] Tl A
7k el FIsH B9kt B3t AR GAoAE 2o AW TEe] W4Tt £
317 e Ao ek, o] A4 tRHs Rut o) 915 4174 Lok A|7shs
A7} okl A ofulshed), £29) Fhlo] AR FAA FHe AS RAHoR
QA EEHE Ao FAlo] ek Rme] Tlo] ®rt wsh Wesks AL onjei

o 4820 glolA ot Aol QI TFo] 322808 ot Aol gk 15 )
Woto] 457 o B2 B ebgeh /P04 ol FAIRe] ok AF 59 ulge] of

o] AZSHe Aol S8w0] GO Mol veRdeh BA ZuE Awu el o
A9 o1& ALB3Iof N2h2 2 Aol 1% W ] ol 4 vl b
+ 502 Uehgrh. olo] that 8-S <Table 350 AAI3Hgic:

<Table 3> Sibling Relationships and Acceptance of Disability in Neurotypical Children Based on the
Presence of Shared Music Experiences (N=59)

Presence of shared music experience
with siblings with developmental
Variable disabilities, M+ SD t p

Yes (n=32) No (n=27)

Sibling relationships

Intimacy 85.4+72 74.7+122 -4.174 <.001***
Conflict 29.7+4.6 31.8+4.6 1.786 .079
Relative status - power 36.8+2.7 38.1+6.3 1.102 275
Rivalry 248+2.2 23.0+3.0 2.754 .008**
Acceptance of Disability 322+24 27.7+2.6 -6.995 <.007%**

*p <.01. **¥p<.001.
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<Table 4> Level of Interaction During Sibling Play Based on the Presence of Shared Music Experiences

(N=56)
Presence of shared music experience
Level of interaction with siblings with developmental
in sibling play disabilities, r (%) 3 14
Yes (n=32) No (n=24)
Sharing space but engaging in o o
different play activities 3 04%) 9(37.5%)
Sharlng t(?ys and_ tools without 1 G.1%) 12 (50.0%)
active nteraction
Shari 1 tools with 36.918 <.001***
aring toys and tools wit 3 (9.4%) 3 (12.5%)
some 1nteraction
Taking turns or engaging in 25 (78.1%) 0(0.0%)

active interaction

wkp < 001,

2) Bl gAY 2o BE A ARG Sz G Hgo] ok5e) A4

Aoh GAoke] 2ot B A| ATAE So] wet upgel oF5o] X7 WA Ho]
2 S5 1) QUREAS At 1 A3k 2o TE AW A ol WAl 4
0] olFol ke it 4580l ol ol the et o) Al thit 125
o) 5 A Hetin S I8 RO Aol MGk £ 4 Y 84 B, 0 2=
12,168, p< 0012 o} BAI2 SoF AW Y= A 8o AW Pl ARt g o
00 o BDHo] ol & A5 elsich, AT UL “Table S-o] A=

*k*k

* k%

100 **k%x
1

80
70
60
50
40
30
20
10

#%xp < 001,

Intimacy

Negligible interaction Neurotypical Adjusting and Sharing opinions
children-led accommodating to equally
siblings

Level of interaction

<Figure 1> Intimacy of neurotypical children to their siblings with developmental disabilities
based on the level of interaction during music experiences
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<Table 5> Post-hoc Analysis Results of Intimacy and Acceptance of Disability Depending on the Level
of Interaction During Music Activities

. Main effect of interaction level
Percgptllonh(i)lflre Post-hoc analysis*
neurotypical ¢ n A3, 28) p
Intimacy with siblings with 12.168 < 001 % abHE g e g ke
developmental disabilities
Disability acceptance 19.149 <.001%** a-b*, a-c*** a-d¥** b-c* b-d*¥**

Note. The Bonferroni correction was applied for the post-hoc analysis. a: Rarely sharing opinions or talking with
siblings with developmental disabilities; b: The neurotypical children lead and the siblings with developmental
disabilities follow; c: Proceeding by adjusting to and accommodating the siblings with developmental disabilities; d:
Sharing opinions equally with the siblings with developmental disabilities and adjusting together

*p <.05. *¥*¥p <.001.
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oo 94 UmET Ao 8=7 FofotA R A0 R et E3F Bl ofso]
Froks 152 4538 £50] Ao w2 271 15, Aol FANA v & gk,
ol FALt 555t oA )Rk ol 8=t [l W2 o= yepgtt Aol ¥
Ao A Wit AY FEIhs 253 o A 55514 9 73_5 e IF e 79
3k Zpol7h ALt
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*p <.05.
*rxp < 001,

—_ = N
w o w o

Acceptance of disability

Negligible interaction Neurotypical Adjusting and Sharing opinions
children-led accommodating to equally
siblings

Level of interaction

<Figure 2> Acceptance of disability of neurotypical children based on the level of interaction
during music experiences
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ol BALES] 71 Wl Z2F &5 Al Bl ofso] A7 st £2 A olHHY HS Al
FE= 3T AS HFstolo] 2A461%S o, £2 A2 TAH 59, 2944 59, Y
29 5 V1A W U & At V) 8RB AR So] BRI T
o] ST o Zeol 8F(5.0%), VIUH ZWe

NAZ thFAt= ol A XA o7 E S XA 2ol FA| BA- Y Ao
SAAQ WIS AFsiEd, ole FAE F2 B sk A B
of 9lo] Fasith= AL AR S5 HFEE <Table 60 AA=10H, Al 3 A=
<Appendix 1>0f HE =]t}

O{N g %

<Table 6> Perceived Positive Aspects of Shared Music Experiences of Siblings With Developmental

Disabilities (N=32)
Category Subcategory n (%)

Relational aspect Emotional sharing and empathy between each other 6 (18.8%)
Formation of bonds 5 (15.6%)
Play experiences with siblings/Expansion of resources 4 (12.5%)
Discovery of the value of togetherness 3 (9.4%)
Cooperative experiences with siblings 3(9.4%)
Recognition of the uniqueness of their siblings with disabilities 2(6.2%)

Musical aspect Sharing of musical ideas 6 (18.8%)
Improvement of musical skills 2 (6.2%)

Personal aspect Positive emotional changes 1(3.1%)

ER VAT ol FAISE A 22 EEe T 1 oY He=e Aol Ak A
oP= IRt ofFFo] 17H(53.1%) 2.2 7Hg Bol SHE . “Jaa-gof 1Ml ofziw ol
78(21.9%), ol Al e A 2P o=z It ofFHFol 47(12.5%)°] -SHBIH
E oIt & WF= <Table 7> A=A o™, A | A= <Appendix 2> 5
5Tt
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<Table 7> Perceived Challenges in Shared Music Experiences of Siblings With Developmental

Disabilities (N=32)
Category Subcategory n (%)

Differences between siblings Differences in preferences for music/music 9
experiences (28.1%)
Differences in attention or interest in 8
participation in activities (25.0%)

Difficulties in interactions Difficulties in coordinating opinions (21790/)

. 0

Negative perceptions on siblings with Difficulties in accepting a sibling’s behavior 4

disabilities or attitude (12.5%)

Difficulties arised from the characteristics or  Difficulties arised from insistence on

o P o . 2 (6.3%)

symptoms of siblings with disabilities repetition/homogeneity

Personal aspects Burden of engaging in music activities 1(3.1%)

No challenges 1(3.1%)
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Perceived Sibling Relationship and Acceptance of

Disability in Neurotypical Children Depending on

Shared Music Experiences at Home With Siblings
With Developmental Disabilities™

Kwak, Yun**

This study aimed to explore the types, levels and frequencies of musical activities shared by neurotypical
siblings and their siblings with developmental disabilities, and their influences on perceived sibling
relationships. An online survey comprising 92 items was conducted with neurotypical children aged 9
to 12 who have siblings with developmental disabilities under the age of 18. Descriptive statistics were
used to analyze responses, and one-way ANOVA was conducted to examine differences in perceptions
of sibling relationships and disability acceptance depending on the intensity and types of shared musical
experiences. The results indicated that when neurotypical children shared musical experiences with their
siblings with disabilities, their perceived closeness to their siblings and acceptance of the disability were
significantly higher (p <.001). Furthermore, perceptions varied depending on the level of shared musical
experiences. When interactions occurred during musical activities between siblings, neurotypical children
perceived significantly higher levels of closeness towards their siblings, regardless of the specific balance
or level of communication. Conversely, disability acceptance was significantly lower both when there
was no interaction during the musical activities and when neurotypical children solely led the activities.
This study provides significant insights into shared music experiences at home between siblings with

disabilities and the influences of these experiences on perceived sibling relationships.

Keywords: neurotypical siblings, shared music experiences, music use at home, sibling relationship

*This article was based on the first author’s master’s thesis(2024).
**First and corresponding author: Music Therapist, Municipal Seodaemun Deaf Welfare Center, Korean
Certified Music Therapist(KCMT) (kymt249@gmail.com)
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A 54
AR 9] AME 27 9 38 AR SHE 5 QlolM I 6 (18.8%)
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