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UE & T5 3393 789 1d o] AYAEAL 4285 td o= 57 HEE AHg-ste] WMot Sensory
Profile®] &30l £ & H718kelth. 7F 358 922 80% oldo] ‘HE(34) oo Seet &5 A9l
U] E3e g sfof g o MA skl

A7 0 A dslelM e 1A AR A3 BAE S o3 S SR 077t ol 3TN 8 S A s Aljlst
i, 22k AEA = 1371 &5, 3x AEAAE 370 &5 74

AZ : HYF Sensory Profile FEFA WY A SAR ] Eo|s| =7t B5F =] Uelh Edola| = S oA
o17] A Bm3E o7 el wdt HFA 07 ALY HEES Ealo] K- 58 F=Hsro g Y&
BT E =)

FA - YEEIEE Edolalx, AF-9¥3] HE, Sensory Profile

A4H 2 Bk 4R
A9l Mu|AE Al Fet7] ¢
OF AJAEE AlFsh=dl Slof wi¢
(Law, Baum, & Dunn, 2005). webr] 22| A=
g 7P o} FrEel tigh TS o] a7t Qlofok st

Lo
ret
N,
N
D)

—

TAIA A} 29 (splash@yonsei.ac.kr)

o A Bojabatel wet AA4e Hrle S Aeskar A3
& 4= 9lojo} st} (Pedretti & Early, 2001). 0] & 93] 2
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AAEARE B 744 245 e sfof szl ¢4, F7He
Gofok sk, AR B2} o
51 A TA
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S5 Aes|of shtk(Law et al., 2005).

AW 0 7 H|EFEshE FrHETE Al R} eFd et
St g 7kabA o ok 22444 A o] 7t v EetA] kot 7t
Al AR U= (Radomski & Trombly, 2008) ¥HH, &
shel GrETE AR e w3 oY, 1Es) A}
Al Al Ay s Aol W astal g =e) e
7} gl o] Q7] wlitell Setold e vt A4
TAARE AAE 4 9tk (Case—Smith, 2005;
Mulligan, 2003). = €] AR SAREE o] 2] A4 uf
o P52 2323ke HhE TS AFeta QA o
= B7HeT e B el sk Ao s AN WUt
ol dafafut A zel Bfg e A50] o] Fojzl Aol
(kA3 5, 2007; 4, 14

(2 oft N
ki

o
<5, ME-¢-oF AEE,
1999; A3} o] el-g, 2008; <93 23+=, 2001).
< wselA e BrHeTE Sl ARgst
7] SleiM = A 9 B E AT B Lol St
ol M apy ol thst AF0] o] Fofxjof k=, o]:= Al
B7HEA o B EntE Wl o v W) o FR Qg
TAIE Haskalr] 918k Aot (Y2, 1998; Ercikan,
1998). A3 AellA = F7k= ol thgk A g Wl
A= AAA AU "ol gk AF jlo] 2F3} AR,
AE &, B el tigt A5 7Rke 2Rt FUM TS A
Gz AL WA del TS vIAE WYY e e 1L
HatA] 2= Aolgkal A4 vk Itk (Ercikan, 1998;
Kristjansson, Desrochers, & Zumbo, 2003).
Bullinger 5 (-84, 20039 Q1-g%) o] AA| s HA
el ool Ad MR Afoln|u, 9]¢s
o

o

& ¥9,

AE, A4 24, i ek 27 24, A4 w
golal & (readability) B7F A2 S424 E4 A%,
F5) AapR o] Fo A Q). o] 9} fAFsHA| Kristjansson
5 (2003) 8] Ao M= setAle Ax HAAnpg o7 Hrf
T E5HA A, WrtETe] WY 9y 3y,
%

Ho

oM o o

dE993] 9] A%, 7T Edolal® F7kel Y,
AF ot B S ekl

e} g F oo e s S AR v s 5
d N4, 4 FedE SR g glon, desd
3] AT, A A Hg, Egolel == F7HN A ol sl st
7] ojE & moIU ZRE SRS Fiedhs 299 A
= i WEEG S ST 5 Qlrk o] T W -
oo 3t 9143 HE o] Fo] Eolale Bk |
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AR AARH S AZ FH7hEF = Functional
Independence Measure (FIM) (3243 2715 2001),
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TEHOE AHo sh= I T FFola e} A & Aol F 2kt
3]e] st HEZ} I Q3 Aol Fodt FREL B o34 (100%) o]0,
whebA] 2 AT A e gl sk Mgl sl B AT 344 57 o)l 2 it Y3 A
HES} Rt BRI} AYPAEALE WO ¢ 2 o] 7} 78.8% = 71 ol akA|skgl on, H R =2 57.6%
& =5 AR Z4 W elgt Sensory Profile ¥ 7FET-9 7F ATk AR BAR Hat 2717 619 1
YEEd =g g st ik gola1, FHFFEL thghd o]l AR FARE 50% 3
o, 80.7%7F Hd F2 LEAlE o] ZF-SIITHGE D).
I o7 2. AT =R
1. A+ CHA 1) Sensory Profile (SP)
19999 Dunnell 23l 7Hg SP= A&l 4] ol
AT A AR EAF 507 2 vE 7A] mIREe] 2¢ o}%9] 7744 #%5 ¢ (sensory processing) < H7}317]
UE £ 55 9540 F A8AR] 44 dadge] H4a 1 sl A2 BeARg AEAJo|v} SP= & 12570 3ol
ool ARS thal o &%l on, EH3] 4olgalal o, 370 9, 9l 24z FgE Ik 3 g9 1)
=2 Ao etToA ks WA k2 A E S5t 2] < (sensory processing), %4 (modulation) ¥ %,
FEE oz et Asr3 717 20099 62 10 g =3} 714 Hk-S- (behavioral and emotional response) 3
AHH 9€ 109744 o]AR oM, AT ti A= B oo® vy, 97§ 84 7HF (sensory seeking),
B AT CiAAe YEE FE (N=75)
54 T W= () A5 (%)
. w 0 0
e i ................................... 333 ........................... 170? ....................
X BA} = :
Y 39 92.9
1E 6 18.2
B o= 26 78.8
Py gkl o) 1 3.0
3A tIE 11 26.2
A SAF 4dA ti& 10 23.8
o gkl o)t 21 50.0
TH 19 57.6
4 wm ZIAHELAY) 8 24.2
3AH 15.2
7)Ek 3.0
w4 19 45.2
EEpE] A5} Al E 17 40,5
ks 5 119
7)€k 1 24
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77 HF&-(emotional reactive), 77472t W74 (oral
sensory sensitivity), § 5 ¢ /A% (inattention/
distractibillty), ¥2>7+2-= (poor registration), 72t
W7+ (sensory sensitivity), 2FotSl o =43
(sedentary), 2%/ 4] (fine motor/perceptual) E ©|F
o] A It} SP= BIAE 53 A =5 ARg-a, obF 2] s
W Eof upeh gFo] A vekd A9 14, s yE
WA & 49 5308 BASHES FHof Stk B7F A3
= 97) 92 37 ojole] 18R 7F 4L Labo]
7= (typical performance), 24" 5 (probable
difference), ‘A" 5= (definite difference)$] Al 74|
o7 AIE At SPe| W4 YA %+= Cronbach’'s
Alpha AlFellA 47~910lt} & AFel= d&4 &
(2007) ) &J&l =] 2 HAH Sensory Profiles A&
Erdsy
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1) MEA3Z HE

A& 5 (2007) 2 Aol G WS
ensory Profilee]] thato] 39102 74 € A
oA 33]oll AA HES T F-AA G o3, ol W
= A5 S FAES siSith A9 3= AYx
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gl 5 o)) AYXFEAF 201 0% Y5tk
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Sensory Profile?]

A} FE A1 Q= wE7A| mRE AP E F S
T 9573} o el & WaAlE oA ekl Gl
AR FEAF 507 & o= sl A9 ds] HE o]
L A% HAF Sensory Profiles $HO 2 v ¥3}7]
A4 ddeigith 9578 FRAW & 459 ] A7)
3|Eo] BaS 47 4%O]}~}\J——, AJA BAR= 508 =
4750] 3t 352 94% ATt AR FA M = A
gygo] ol 124 F 9 AEe} %’?} o] 1 =gk
Q47 23 Aksreo] Sl 1789 AYA| 5] Ak =
= Alskeleh Eolsl EE BAE 53 A E (M3 o3
b, A9 olalietd, B, thFE ol vl ofshz
) E ARl on, 7} @5 S HAke] 80%01 o] v
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S oleldE G, R olslE @), RmEGH)
olghal EAIRE FEE AlSJstaL vriA] 3 58k
3 g o7 AYatich

AT A= dRtA 5*&3% dobr 7] flate] 1l
BEAS AAEg o, H
Sensory Profile®] %7} ] O3k E3o] 3 =2 1)
7] $1ste] 7 FEE MRt A AAssith
A8 A== SPSS 16.0 version 4] 21
of A8k,

o 4y S o i

o930 AEAY} RAAd) 03] T FHA o

1 diete] 1k A RN = F 3770 B4, 23k A EA

= 1370 Fvel] tiste] Sl mpA e 2 33k A=
= 5ot 370 Fell vis s 29} o] g8kl

2. =0[sl =

1257 @&el tist F R @e] Eadola e Sk
87.9~100% 7} ‘wii-- ola 2 (57)", ‘i ol (4
), RE (3R Mﬂ FAJsto] FAElof B B gl

AT A EARIE] A4 270 (758, 1019) 9] &
ol Zell A SHALS] 73.8%%0] ‘HEF(3H) o) o
FEA TR FATE O 7 AGEATHE 3). YA FFS
SHARS] 83.3~100%7F ‘HE(35]) o] F o2 A5}
T ok 3 e gtk v A sAR ] A
F7h g i 9 oW Faold| el st F Ak

B FET B w2 10w Ueiyity 3, ol

o

Bolaeln 147} 3] 5 8 Foleld) AuApe
AR R o]} g A0 elstod, 2
2 BYOI AL 07 22 F /) 22014 F9I8
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e FEAG A BA )
@ tEFEAh) @Gt EEEAh
HET 453 £ 051 4.20 £ 0.62 015"
9 ukg 451 £ 056 407 £0.74 006"
SR e e st 452 + 053 4.26 £ 0.65 072
T WA 451 =055 4.36 * 0.62 297
HI0) Akt 448 + 055 4.36 £ 0.59 377
G = 458 £ 0.56 4.24 £0.70 026"
2 WA 4.64 £ 0.48 432 £ 0.68 026"
44 &5 4.62 * 0.65 417 £0.74 007"
/A2t 4.66 £ 0.52 4.31 £ 0.69 021"
"p<.05
26 2SS +FE=
5 T4 4 T &
75 ALE Y07)7] 41 AAY Heltt, 244 0] lof AbaLs o A walth
[ Seems accident—prone]
101 A <31A) et (ell, 2d3bel] ml5atA i ). AWkA 0 2 w)sek 3% 9l Ake-S Bl
[95-: Has trouble “growing up” (for example, (e, 7o v &38HA| A s}
reacts immaturely to situations) ]
3. % E pHEs shelah= Zolth(o] %3], 2004). TV YREFG LS
7V 5 Sl BAIA A7 EASHA 97wkl ulg-E
AEs s o] AES AA 7503 1019 FFel tiet gRE FRle] flaiM e AR Al ojEst] HE
o] ¥ 63} o] $7g3kolh AU AEAE B3l SHET) FFE Ulgo] 4%
3] ob & FALllof Sttt o SAEA | JFS
uF $ 9l Qa5 Hassloof sttt (Portney &
v. 1 & Watkins, 1993).
Sensory Profile®} o] t}& F3ld4 7/l H7}
2 9= WMYT Sensory Profile?] YEEIGEE & T ARG dlo)7] £3}7 2lo] 2 Qe | gL} TS
Habr] Sl AE 93] HES Fato] FrHRAel gt @ o g Zhom ik Mt FAHEE Frket
B JrHE 28S FAst, AR FrHeTE A (Su & Parham, 2002) L3t Sensory Profile 71%5<
93 Bu gy} X 2 S gk g Bate) o)Fn A F7kel] Btk FEE Yo R ¢ A o
2 zAbstaat skh Frro|ng modakel Q{84 2polo] wzkalA vt
e AFER S Frkehe E7ES Bwol digt Sato] Ao JegS = YS Aoz AlgHn
o|24 TAE 7ML 9o, e o] s o] A2 B a) Fief gk o7t ol 7164 F54
= 7o s SA LT AAE go] 2RHUEAE (technical equivalence), €] W3} 71d 4 Q1 =fo| 7k
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MAA EEA (conceptual equivalence) ¥ 1o &
S gHat] 93 9vd F5A (semantic
equivalence) & 5.7 A5 dllokstt), 18y HFH 0 R =
A AP A 28 A0 R IAAT]E AR T 9
3l= Zo] F23 1t (Sechrest & Fay, 1972).

T3, Mol =i 2Asta B3t

[e] (o3 e} L
SHE sk 29

o] AIE HAislstoiof g} Sensory Profile1 %A ¢

7 52007)9) AFAAE SHFES AYeA) g
on, B AT SHA Seo] BE nEsE
oo A TR R S Ee] e A 5
slgo] @A8] WolA F7haHE ol tht ols =} i
Z3to] GrhETo] Aol Asto] 91 S gtk

°
Hol-o oj' }xiJJrH Qﬁgo

@
=2,
Mo
o%
o
ol
bt

@_—‘EO] %U_ }7] & o] %3?3‘}

Sensory Profileol] o3t
01§ 2okl HAE 9

S
>
rr
:Oé
ofl
e
o
B
o o

%

o AFIt s|He]o] Mo Hlﬂfﬂoyﬂ
Apol & #4353l ok (Neuman,
Greenberg, Labovitz, & Suzuki, 2004). 21814 o] W
& AL ARk 271 o] T AlEE Aot gl
= W A7-A k= AFs] A Hofof dirtar A A€ uf 9l
th(Anderson, 1967). 3|B.g]o] 3} 2o FFoA
Sensory Profile] $HHEMLof #st A7) §low
(Brown, Leo, & Austin, 2008), &Z A= Adult
Sensory Profileol| tf3t A eI o] ot A77} o]
olA ot oyt Bhdsto] YEErd o] o3t A=
7] gl

B AFelA= 270 Ho)E AHE-she At Ak A E
I} 2] ofggo] glo] 51 YAE HEE o] &ato] &
Tl Z At FREES SR w30l 2 & A8
Utk ol Ao At oY = F ] ATE AA
g A0R ou|7k QAo SFOR AFelA= 27 =0
IA A

o o rlr i

R ERCU DS SR

. Adsh o] 3] 52 A
Q5] tiste] 12k HENA 377 TS 79T AL Al
ksl 22k AEAM = 137] &5, 33} AEA = 3
N B S Atk A9 ds] AR g3 4
HE 7Y Wi AR, GA/Ars] A ke 45t
7y Aol At o) 7hk o] FAEN o, 97) 94
W A E-S 25 (sensory seeking), 7478 WHS-

(emotionally reactive) o] 3¥3He o] 713+ “L%E}. o]
T FEof B3 E o] Qli= Ak

TA A

|
A B S wol] SAstol £ ﬂié}aivk o2

o FoAAOR FE5 ETE oA Yol *}
‘rock’ THAQ FFHEE v]eh= dojolm R
O EFE St gt skl
. & t& 9|2 ‘Holds onto walls or banisters (for
example, clings)’ 9] -9 54 Y4l &l W2 A 4F
2 3| o} BEol 72t W17 (sensory sensitivity)
EEt 7+2}3] 9 (sensory avoiding) 2 34] &)= dHo) &
Holuf Ak Wztel] gy 2= 552 TR
o} Aldk whgtel| A "ol A gko st} =
FHOF TG o] 2| 1014, 514 x|z}
vheke] A g4 HrkeatE WY 2 o
& o)A N3 1 oJn|E frAlsk= Ao
AL HARAL ALAA 07 HAdsts= ART 203
(Kristjansson et al., 2003). =38, oo v & B35k i
o2 HA R oA Ae] FA 3 Y go] e & 9lof,
H 4 (translation) AFAl| H.th= H <k (adaptation) 5= %19]
] Aslsltia & 4= Qlth(Geisinger, 1994).

AEL 3l o8] 4% Sensory Profiled] tha}eq
FLo} X SAREY] ol s g v ek A FEA -
TAH9] 87.9~100% 7} ‘HE(3F) oo SHat
T dof g g&o] gl Wi, AAX BARS & old =
o A 27) FE (759, 101%) oA SHAke] 73.8%%
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Folel =5 Bluwst A3} F-EAcho] Hlg] X SAR e
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Abstract

A Study on the Readability and Content Validity of Korean translated
Version of the Sensory Profile

Park, Kyoung-Young”, M.Sc., O.T., Yoo, Eun-Young"*, Ph.D., O.T.
“Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Kyungdong University
“Dept. of Occupational Therapy, College of Health Science, Yonsei University

Objective : The purpose of this study was to evaluate readability and to establish the content validity of the
Sensory Profile (Korean version).

Methods : For review of a Sensory Profile, the committee was comprised of one professor of Dept.
occupational therapy and two occupational therapist with over 5 years’ clinical experience in using the
Sensory Profile. The committee compared Korean version of the Sensory Profile with original version and
reviewed grammar, sentence structure and meaning of items. For readability, 33 parents with children and 42
occupational therapists with over 1 years clinical experience rated their degree of understanding of the
Korean—translated items using 5 point Likert scale. We selected and corrected the others except for items
attained at least 3—points above 80% of the respondents for readability.

Results : The committee selected 37 items with inappropriate word or poor grammar, and the selected items
were corrected. Then, in the second review the committee recommended correcting 13 items and in the last
review 3 items. 87.9~100% of the parents responded with 3 point or above for readability of the final version
of Sensory Profile so any items weren't corrected. And above 83.3% of 42 occupational therapists responded
with 3 point or above for readability of all items except for 75 item and 101 item. Finally, two items were
corrected by review of the commiittee.

Conclusion : We concluded that the Sensory Profile was translated into Korean to be easily read and the

content validity of the instrument was established through a review by the committee.

Key words : Committee review, Content validity, Readability, Sensory profile

98 KSOT Vol. 17, No. 4, 2009



