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B gud 5y
ALA5(3) g N
] 13 69.15+2.19
o] 10 67.9011.66
2. 41 o1 ol 2HH & r=.950]1 AA-AFAAL A B = r=650] (%
&%, 2004) (2 1).
1) AIX|ZH 22 H AL Developmental Test of Visual
Perception(Second Edition) (DTVP—2) 3. A+ Ext
DTVP-2% 444 104 ob5-2] A|A|1ZF 2 AJZb—¢-
S5 8= etstal obgol 7HA AL Qle A EAlE & = Aol di e A AR G ge] Stk
Qe = A= AAZ T ALe|t), o] AAbE & E6 WEE obsS g oz A2 e AR AREate] Al
(Eye—hand coordination), &%t 4l $*] (Position in 74} A2t =25 &3 e de B7keksith 12| Grooved
space), Wt 12)7) (Copying) A7—wl7 A2} (Figure peghoardg AHE-8te] obE-2] A5 5 58S B 7
Ground perception), &%t 37| (Spatial Relationship), A o} upx| o 2 940 2 A (HB) S ol AHR 2427] 7
753 (Visual closure), AlZt—&% 4% (Visual—motor ARE ARESte] 24 27 MR BTl

speed), FH 344 (Form constancy) 2] 915 714 <]
o] St} HAtel £Q¥= AIREE oF 307 Yot A
Ab=A AL A s 87 s HAF FE AP
r=.83~.95, TFAE] -5 r=.94~950]1 HAAF L]
A F] E+= r=.93~999| t} (Hammill &, 1993).

2) Grooved pegboard test

EEoE BAE e WA
25719] 4] moe] ol Fol7 B
o Moz FAHo) Jon A4 mope] Bg
EelA JofoRdith. o] HAk= tiF-e] pegboard
% o B3 -5 9S 5Yo) a7Eh AZ-¢
5 9% w7 224 9 slnaent ot 431971
A AP AR13) ok BRolA] 2 go] Fhsait,
Grooved pegboard test AAFE 412 4= r=.65~.819]
T}H(Carmeli 5, 2008).
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A
#3#A 54 (Pearson product—moment correlation
coefficients) & A8ttt +4 A7} {98 2fo|7} gl
Ao 7 sl gy £ 2 A7) HEES} o 9IS
A= o) GFe dotry| 218 v g3 7] 24
A&t A= A2l E $l8 SPSS WIN 15.0 A3t

.
m. A 2t

1. 2N 20| Beot £ 59 21

X 27| HEE 54 A A4 B A4 12,138
o|QIt}, ol 24 A7 WREE Het 12.08%, ool
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2H 2] SRAME
67.83%% ot A}
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3w S FEY RIS E)ls] HEl Fjo&
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Abstract

A Study on Factors Influencing Handwriting of Preschool Children

Kim, Won-Jin*, M.O.T., O.T., Wang, Gun-Chul**, B.O.T., O.T.,
Kim, Du-Ri***, B.0.T., O.T., Choi, In-Young"***, B.0.T., 0.T.,
Heo, Jin-A""***, B.0.T., O.T., Choi, Yu-Jeong"*****, B.0.T., O.T.,
Chang, Moon-Young*, Ph.D., O.T.
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Objective : This study investigated the relationships of handwriting legibility and perceptual—motor skills, and
handwriting speed and perceptual—motor skills. And identified the predictors that most affect the handwriting
of preschool children.

Methods : Twenty—three typically developing preschool aged children (mean age: 68.61 months, SD=2.04)
were selected through the Korean—Denver Developmental Screening Test—2(K—DDST—2). The children
were tested with regard to handwriting legibility, visual perception, visual—motor integration and fine—motor
coordination.

Results : First, a significant relationship was not found among handwriting legibility, visual perception, visual—
motor integration and fine—motor coordination. Second, a significant relationship was found among
handwriting speed, visual perception and fine—motor coordination. Third, stepwise multiple regression
analyses showed that general visual perception were significant predictors for handwriting speed.

Conclusion : Occupational therapists should evaluate children’ s visual perception levels utilizing a standardized
test, and focus on general visual perception in order to improve handwriting skill(speed). Also, occupational
therapists are expected to play an important role in the management and treatment of children’ s handwriting
skills.

Key Words : handwriting legibility and speed, Korean letter copying test, preschool children
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