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Abstract

The Difference of Subjective Sense Recognition
According to the Characteristics of Sensory Processing

Park, Mi-Hee", BH.Sc., O.T., Kim, Kyeong-Mi~, Ph.D., O.T.

“Dept. of Brain Science, Graduate School, Inje University
“Dept. of Occupational Therapy, College of Biomedical Science and Engineering, Inje University

Objective: This study was to provide a standard for the evaluation of The Korean version of
Adolescent/Adult Sensory Profile(K-ASP) for University students and to investigate the differ-
ence of the subjective sense recognition regarding the characteristics of sensory processing.

Method: The subjects consisted of 84 University students. A researcher examined subjective
sense recognition and K-ASP for subjects. Visual Analog Scale used to evaluate subjective
sense recognition and K-ASP was utilized to evaluate the characteristics of sensory processing.

Results:

1. The average scores and standard deviation of K-ASP were 32.93+7.88 for low registration
group, 39.39+6.55 for sensory seeking group, 38.94+9.13 for sensory sensitivity group, and
34.24+7.85 for sensory avoiding group.

2. The correlation between the total score on an each quadrant and the subjective sense rec-
ognition are -.27 for low registration group, .11 for sensory seeking group, .09 for sensory
sensitivity group and .12 for sensory avoiding group. It showed the statistically significant
correlation between the total score of low registration and the subjective sense recognition
group(p<.05).
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3. The average scores and standard deviation of the subjective sense recognition were
522156 for high threshold and 7.28+1.70 for low threshold. The subjective sense recog-

nition according to the characteristics of sensory processing showed the statistically sig—

nificant difference.

Conclusions: This study supports the theory that there is the difference of sensory recognition
according to each individual and we found that people with difficulties of sensory processing ac-
knowledge their characteristics of sensory processing well. Evaluation of sensory processing abil—
ity through interview or questionnaire supports the fact which it is reliable.

Key Word: Subjective Sense Recognition, characteristics of Sensory processing,
The Korean version of Adolescent/Adult Sensory Profile, Visual Analog Scale
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