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Abstract

The Effects of Sensory Integration Group Program on Praxis and Socialization
for School-aged Children With Sensory Integration Dysfunction

Kim, Eun-Young*, MS., O.T., Park, Yun-Yi*, MS,. O.T.,
Kim, Kyeong-Mi*** Ph.D., O.T.

*Sensory Power Research Center for Sensory Integration and Behavior Improvement
**Dept. of Occupational Therapy, College of Biomedical Science and Engineering,
Inje University

Objective : The aim of this study is to verify the effects of group sensory integrative intervention on praxis
and socialization for school-aged children with sensory integration disorder.

Method : The subjects are five children aged between 7 and 13 with sensory integration disorder. All chil-
dren had participated in 26 sessions of group sensory integrative intervention. The Bruininks-Oseretasky
Test of Motor Proficiency(BOT-2) and The Scale for Basic Socialized Function were used so as to
evaluate the praxis and socialization. One group pretest-posttest design was used to verify the effect of
group sensory integration(SI) intervention. The statistical difference between before and after the group
SI intervention in the BOT-2, Scale for basic socialized function is tested by the Wilcoxon match-
ed-pairs signed ranks test.

Results : There is a significant difference in BOT-2(Z=-2.023, p=.043) and Scale for basic socialized
function(Z =-2.023, p=.043) scores comparing pre-intervention with post-intervention.

Conclusions : The results of this study showed that the group sensory integration intervention is effective in
improving the praxis and socialization for school-aged children. However, it is difficult to generalize the
conclusion because the number of subjects was limited and the environmental confounding factors had
not been considered. Therefore, in the future research, it should supplement the aspect these limitations
before applying the sensory integration intervention in order to suggest standard criteria for norm data.

Key Words : Group sensory integrative intervention, Praxis, School-age children, Socialization.
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