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Z}Jo] 7]xto] &= 24 2] 5 (Occupational—activity based OT) 3(3.3)

A7 A 5 (NDT) 2(2.2)

Hz38 (AT) 2(2.2)

okE- 1l A} (Medication or Injection) 1.1

714277 (Home Modification) 1(1.D

25 (Education) 1(L.D

AN EH (Work Training) 1(1.D)

A 90(100.0)

APATY FE5H A EEH 19(17.4)

(F5 24) A7 19(17.4)

A A2 13(11.9)

szt 12(11.0)

Akl 10(9.3)

1A 8(7.3)

A 24 8(7.3)

SFTrIe 5(4.6)

¥ 7] 243 4(3.7)

HejArel 4 4 4(3.7)

& 37 2(1.8)

e A 2(1.8)

7)€} 3(2.8)

A 109(100.0)

36 KSOT Vol. 19, No. 1, 2011



H 8. 97 20HHS) Tl 2= (%)
T Wl % (%)
78 ZAMAT AAx w2 Ao 4 45(15.2)
~ARATY Aol AAI)E 44(14.9)
(F5 &4) Ay ehE 2 40(13.6)
A 19(6.4)
E}_%lfs_ll— 18(6.1)
HAALE) A o] 17(5.7)
ako] A 17(5.7)
917 16(5.4)
gy 13(4.4)
% | 8(2.7)
A7) 7(2.4)
AFY 6(2.0)
gErRddY 6(2.0)
o] 3(1.0)
AP 3(L0)
Stapd e, ey g 3(1.0)
¥ 7s 2443t 2(0.7)
ol Qlel et 914 2(0.7)
7€t 2709.1)
3 296(100.0)
H9 GAXYE THel: B (%))
T W5 (%)
oA} A e 81(23.4)
=3 79(22.8)
74 58(16.8)
A% 56(16.2)
77 42(12.1)
Az} 23(6.6)
AF 4(1.2)
3] 3(0.9)
3 346(100.0)
AR} s &ty 216(62.4)
Z3 9 85(24.6)
19 24(6.9)
B2 7 9(2.7)
AlE 7(2.0)
7€k 5(1.4)
a7 346(100.0)

KSOT Vol. 19, No. 1, 2011 37



, 2 9A9] %% TEe Bole= dve
dl

Case—Smlthﬂ} Powell(ZOOS)% 2001~200597}A4]
American Journal of Occupational Therapy, British
Journal of Occupational Therapy, Canadian Journal of
Occupational Therapy, Occupational Therapy Journal of
Researchel] ¥ 1,017 9] o] 2 A7 8+3] %] <]
U&= 24 sl olF dsiee] 69.4%, 71=A T
7} 19.8%, AAZA 12 A17}8,5%, HEE 24%F ZA}
ek, ofelgt AaE =i A& Blw e o, =izt
iAo R A=l HlEe Fou AR 1F o
TEo] 2 AT v TS 2o meyith

AT AA 2 FES 792 A (Case—Smith &
Powell, 2008) #} 1.3 wf, A7) DA o] 7MY =
& 1 Sl dligshe AAIA 12 9 weREAS 11.5%
Aot == 0.3%% 1 vlEo] wl-¢- skokt), w3k A4
o] W A aAbel /PEAH AT vE2 21.8% %
3H=9] 36.4% Er}k grol o] Ax) A-gste] AlA A

QA AAl HlE) el o AAgo 1

AAA 123} dEREA S Pdore] o A d
=5 T8t 93A 78493 e 3
B2 e ATkl 2AFA ] HEE e v
G &8 ArFeolt(e]FF, 2002). 1HE
Zﬁ“’dili/\%‘%ﬂ A= /\131*«] 3&** °ﬂ st & J

ot
b1
”ﬂiﬁ'
FF
rO
-
ofl

L:rL (quahtatlve research) =
re] A 9 E3kE olsfishe
bl 24 Oﬂ_?ﬂx}ﬂii = AT (Zemke &
Clark, 1996). A A 8= thokat F31¢) 7l A4S
st} oA SAl o] A H= ok (Wood,
1998) & o] ttofel| th st w52 o SAJstE 9% #
Aol F g sk Aot

AT AP A AT A= Aol AA9] 40.4%,
ol 20.2%, =91 255%= 3913} AAH AU}t 7
22 2107 YERTE Case—Smithet Powell (2008) 2]
9] A-ellM = obgat St A7) oF 28.6%, A1A
Zholl 4l A &o] 34.8%, =910 12.4%= K1 E ) AT+
i gzt oish v]E2 b AAARD FA7E FARSE A
F& BAo ol HE Foks Y ASdABANE

—=

L
™

-

O

> o
¢

Oll

(e

-+ 2 Mo
LoH

38 KSOT Vol. 19, No. 1, 2011

Al #ilo] B} 555 & 4 Sl

AT-e] oAt Ao R HEZFo] AAC] 41.9%
2 7P ugty, g o7 HAue 12%, A4 7.1%
ToR ‘/}E]r‘)'u} ol =Y AYAEAFEC] FE X Ho}
%EH* o] ¥EF 3 ¥ dun]o]7] Wl o dekEct v

ﬁlEAPﬂﬂ(zmou UHatse] M2y 559
A BAF 3,738 F 2,069 (55.3%) 0] A Aol 2}
A Al wols FdtokE Aol vy IR
of 2= AlA| o] ofFitol® A4 st 3] o] 3567
(12.2%)°]A=d], o8 $t AR Aoktoke] Atdat
W gwhy] obF2 %01 =2 A3 ARAE 5 9k
B i L}EM Sy 7} S A 5AE T Dt

%/\

)

EE_I

O e)

-

)
)

Ry JIN ofN
N=AE
o
>,

¥ x0 g
[o
o
mO
¥ Hm
%0,
o

o &
4
i
rir
>,
D)
&5
g
ShiA

2o RBoog
> 1%

iy,
) 2o
-
2
s
>,
ojo
i,
fr
LA ALK
o &
&
g
ofx
b
&

gz o
e

e
o

>
Y, o N IE 30 ofo ox oo o

ol
[
o
N

o oN )

offt ¥
N
N,
of
?_,{
K
32
fui
ofX
b
('

e
o
et
o

ox
N
)
>
~
)
m
o
ull
o
30
ful
re,
-
=
>,

&
o
rlr
Y
e
2
kit

>
>,
il
o

Of

4
%9,
Ir
>
Al

= 5
[ rkﬂ‘
ui
o
rlo
OO
oX
T =
2

N
B s
rE

B
ol

i, N
N
o,
)
=2 >

B

o
lok
o
)
S
2
N
- r
)
Hl
)
hin's
Y
il
F>~
>,
1o
o2
12

BByorlr o ad
=2

4 e
>
oo by
oifl
%
o
M
4%
<
e
-
=
=)
[
re
N
Al
=
o
lLofN
L)

=
o
=
—
w
a1
N
e
o 1o
oﬂ
N
)
!
ujnt
>~
>
OFO
O
ol

7]'-!«“? X‘]xﬂ 15
4] 54 2E 80.3%7F /\}%O}b RO Vehsal, 47
&3 7 =519 Functional Independence Measure
(FIM) = 79.5%, weeFIM=> 74.6%, sensory profile
61.2%% 1 AHRIEZF wi¢ w55 & F °]E1r %
5 (2006) 8] A7} Ao B AL &

RS |
Okl HA T AR S Hek

o

O_A..
l:ru
>~
=
ol
-
D

mlo

=)

R

bl

i)

o

e
oA HE

o

o4 =2 oo oo

Ay
Al
>~
el
iy
O
0,
B
e
o
0%
ek m
o
D
N

=
o
TS
dlo
o
o7
+
%0, X
il
-
Av)
o
ENY) olr

=2
=

o off
rlo
°

padt
o
H
2
ox
i
o
[ HE [ JIN HU _U
o

1o 2 o Y

b
i
i)
o)

x7] ot

Bl
ot
=2,
ki
=
rok

i)

lzo] A A 42
A&l A (Low, Baum, &
Dunn, 2005)& 13 o, & A-d ool tp=wH of o
o] A8 HAY = vl mwlEik AlARA 7] el A

21-04 oﬂ

4m U ox
1o

FFI X oy HF
Od



V.

NEozE el A+

L

e

st

(American Occupational Therapy
[e}

hy
ar

B2
=

Association, 2002) 2}%= =]

oI B E NN T M 0w P My XX g ® e
"o B ® IR N B T oW r Mo nH m A+
= 5 LSRC-RC I R mﬁﬂmi cﬂwmu = ® o 3 3 K
@o.mmﬂm_xiau%m T oo thﬁ ) = 1y 2w ol S
o) = X = X ™ ol H R 2 mn Kl RGN
o o Ao AR R X% H HH w02 ol K Kl B2 —~ B
o BT o { E wo X e x O L A T X ]
R Il Fx N wa Gmwm TES
A e S 4 G S B o
SU T N ojn of Ay N @o o = Bl fn N o
TEEbowmEsy w®rE o oz, B S35 LTS Mg
B Mﬁ ‘W j = .mw O# é_v l o7 M—ﬂﬁ B o __OL Jy_l =T olT_ &\ ‘_._mo _‘I. Hﬂ_oum N OTE s W
: ° ; " PR ol = LR = .
R ep T A es ool owm g2 Tog¥ S5 gpox Vg
berm Tl e RGBT o 288 P ST
R oo Wy T w o IT NG g X S o ok of 33 W
wha B EE Y Rrr g = sS S % SR w
m_nﬂ.m_xi@?mﬂmrm%ﬂﬂﬁu.x%ﬁT MEI. B HL_/.@‘_W%%ﬂ
T —_— -~ ~~— [ TO ~
RE R RO E RS me W o ER SE 8RN 582K Loy g
A O SR B o P M D < T -
RN R g lh R e MR D dRNCN TSR LY AR
u%ﬁ.i7?£%l%ﬂ%xﬂﬂ N B B -t B XS T
A T TR v o chkEmE TR0 S
o S FRB G T ET I WA R T W
rERlAlzizenic b I Eris
T X o oF EK oF %o KT R0 o S o oK
7 @%ﬁ%%%%ﬂﬂ& Mﬂﬂgmwwﬁaﬁ%wﬁa TR b
= 0° ’nm ‘WJIO il roX ﬂdm ﬂrA ol HJJI olJ Eﬂ_ ‘mnm
5 tLLgEfcrlice smbeuz bl Tyl LEl oo
T LR EEANETIRE BTUENEMR TR A
g 2 o o N By W oy 9 Y o = 00 ; i
%Al,whulmﬂﬂbﬂ%% ﬂnwmm_x%ﬁo_moﬂﬂ s A %o _ﬂ%woﬁal
of BN e 9 Ao oo - = o W o~Ax B B X
e B T g R Wy N e lgs wdT T
T T TaBael f FOFZELTIEMTSe =
Foow B R oam P g W Mg w53 T TX o5 @ @K
B T EMNE S hg e ® Tolonm I wsy Ty S B
7o o X o] o 2 C o= R’ o T B N o JF Xamﬁ = ol
& %o {H o B RN i ~ o W WO T oM
o s o W o N S B ooy 2 WX T om 5o oMo = B D oo
p T EEH- BT h B THmSK TR R SCEPw om e X
o BE R T 2w T U TES xRS mw T R e T oo
.zdlﬂriiﬁuw AT wc O S == B il > S S A O] T oo Ty
B o om X ofrom BTN KN TS ooy M X % M=
wo MU e o e e gx N e p Ty KNl E
PR it rR ¥Rl TRag ¥R RE PO S
ﬁw@%mﬂ%wof%éwﬂmuMm_x%mw%%w%ﬁwﬁw@ﬂﬁ%ﬂ%%%
> 5 T o K T hoo o olJ 0 5 o
e PN o h B awe SR EL T AR T O B oW
e LG S T I M B A O I N L R TR~ O R
= mIlﬂaAi4mrL1rdﬂ,x LJI;oZ‘_um.LAﬂqF_ = o o X ™ "
T oo R Lo MOMEN g KB g NS P S lor o W oo HE N
W FrEToRWNDTH MRBIITRSBE TN 0 W LW

39

KSOT Vol. 19, No. 1, 2011

importance of occupational therapy contributions to
health services research. OTJR: Occupation,

Anderson, E. M., Tang, J. J., & Barney, K. F. (2006). The
Participation, and Health, 26(3), 104—116.
American Occupational Therapy Association. (2002).

el &

9

EIE



Occupational therapy practice framework. American
Journal of Occupational Therapy, 56(6), 607—608.

Arbesman, M., Scheer, J., & Lieberman, D. (2008).
Using AOTA’ s critically appraised topic (CAT)
and critically appraised paper (CAP) series to link
evidence to practice. OT Practice, 13(5), 18—22.

Case—Smith, J., & Powell, C. A. (2008). Research literature
in occupational therapy, 2001—2005. American
Journal of Occupational Therapy, 62(4), 480—486.

Cusick, A. (1995). Australian occupational therapy
research: A review of publications 1987—1991.
Australian Occupational Therapy Journal, 42(2),
67-75.

Holm, M. B. (2000). Our mandate for the new
millennium: Evidence—based practice. American
Journal of Occupational Therapy, 54(6), 575—585.

Kielhofner, G. (1997). Conceptual foundations of
occupational therapy(2nd ed.). Philadelphia: F. A.

Davis.

40 KSOT Vol. 19, No. 1, 2011

Law, M. C., Baum, C. M., & Dunn, W. (2005).
Measuring occupational performance: Supporting
best practice in occupational therapy. NJ: Slack.

Mountain, G. A. (1997). A review of the literature in
the British Journal of Occupational Therapy,
1989—-1996. British Journal of Occupational
Therapy, 60, 430—435.

Punwar, A. J. (1994). Occupational therapy: Principle
and practice. Philadelphia: Williams & Wilkins.
Wood, W. (1998). Occupation—centered practice and
education [Special Issuel. American Journal of

Occupational Therapy, 49, 44—52.

Zemke, R., & Clark, F. (1996). The dimensions of
occupation. In R. Zemke & F. Clark (Eds.),
Occupational science: The evolving discipline (pp.
89—93). Philadelphia: F. A. Davis.



Abstract

Research Literature in Korean Occupational Therapy
by Using a Journal of Korean Society of Occupational Therapy
Yoo, Eun-Young®, Ph.D., O.T., Lee Jae-Shin"*, Ph.D., O.T., Lee, Ji-Yeon™**, Ph.D., O.T.,
Park, Hae-Yean"*"*, B.H.Sc., O.T., Yoo, Ji-Eun"***, B.H.Sc., O.T.
“Dept. of Occupational Therapy, College of Health Science, Yonsei University
“Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Konyang University
““Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Dongnam Health College

Sk

Dept. of Rehabilitation, Graduate School of Yonsei University

Objective : This study aimed to survey and analyze the research literature of Korean occupational therapy in
order to identify the comprehensive trends and actual state of occupational therapy research.

Methods : Articles published between 1993 (the first issue of the Journal of Korean Society of Occupational
Therapy) and 2010 were surveyed, and a descriptive analysis was used to determine the types, topics, study
designs, subjects, and intervention methods of the articles.

Results : The analysis outcomes of the articles published in the Journal of Korean Society of Occupational
Therapy were as follows: (1) The main topic areas were adult and geriatric disorders, (2) the diagnoses
were stroke and cerebral palsy, (3) the highest percentage of research in terms of quality classification was
level—4 (survey and non—randomized experimental study), and (4) independent variables addressed were
the largest frequency of visuoperceptual and cognitive training, with the following sequence of sensory
integration therapy and constraint induced movement therapy. Dependent variables were mostly for activities
of daily living, followed by visuoperception, behavioral change, and swallowing functionality.

Conclusion : Based on these results, further studies are warranted for research topics targeting the highest
value in a variety of study populations. Scholarship should be focused on a research design that establishes

evidence for occupational therapy approaches and practices.

Key words : Occupational therapy, Research trend, Review
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