ek zEstx| 235132 AlsdE Al https://doi.org/10,18064/JKASI 2017.15.1,046
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15 A5 ATl U AAH 2
AAERHFN 0
Ay, B, kA

B9l pZEY WY dTA, T ANdeh Agx et sk 2heix

ST

53 2 A5 5242 199 A7) BrHetol tigt AA1A EE Fol d5-9] da AdYr) sl AMEE
S0 o 0 e 2

A+ © PubMed, Proquest, Google 2} Blo|E o] AE G2l 1985 19HH 2016'd 497HA] =& st
At AMLgol= “praxis AND (validity OR reliability) AND (assessment OR test) AND (preschooler OR
child)"& ARg-FGITE 1 & AdY7)E B7HeTo] A aakdFolx] AQH Brheto) We FrHe o s HAst
Ak 2HE AAE =2 148z ofof ARGH H7HET 87Mof| thsto] AT

A3 HF ARE = 4HY AASES THA(GLT B 721 A AE7F 1070(71.4%) & 7H wekom
I ooz THAFHT BlFA ) A4E7F 470(28.6%) 0130, 1 @A AsE] 72 Bl =
Solet, g A 87 Bt vt AFS EAT Ay QREY A7) BrHeA e obs g e R
W Ao yepyth A9 BdE FEo] | BrHeA = 6710130, 2709 Bk = B e A5
A kI,

ZE 1 & A9 AWs BT A7 A AAskL, B7HeTo] At 2hgof 9lof Al ZA7IRR
AAsEA T Aol 9J9f7h Qiet

FA  FAFY, A7), BhET

1. M 2 (Kwon et al., 2008), oF§o] 49| BF& H9s| =
A5 AT QoI FAT GTS Bhol, o)k A

B A FEE 2 FFe vIXIth(Lee, 2011),

A3 (praxis)& QI7to] &84 &A1} gufAoZ A) Barkley(1991)&] A-oA= A5G &4o] A7
A T 4 QS S BEG sloln, WOt AEA o) Agor olod Azt RAYEL ofr|eti, o]z
oA dofihz FAT FoltHAyres, 1985). EF  ola) Sl 2y Ao} vepdei ws)
A H3g 2] sl Ade Ale-aL 22ekd Atk E3H A7)0 AT AE @ 24 o], Fo
Aeke Adshe dAo] BEAFH PeryoR HF, A4, AR, 719, AR A2 S

WAIA R} QFA| Ul (puresine@hanmail , com)
A4d: 2017,05,16, I AIAFL: (12} 2017.08.01, / 22} 2017.08.09.) I AAEAYL: 2017.09.01,
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A FFe PAA HokKirk, Gallagher, &
Anastasiow, 2003; Ozonoff, 1998), W& Alg7|%
of gake AAle) BAH TS $BA A 2ehe
YT 59 A, FxPF A9,
471049 24 ojo4 BRATHC YET} R
ojal #HY Q&= A4 F= 7Hs Al Sth(Perner
& Lang, 2000),

srebagol ] Alajo] ofe} g Kol olFS W A
7ol (dyspraxia)2tal 49}t Bundy, 2002),
Aol o4 278 AFgSto] ) let
ElZ 4 (transitive gestures) 2} Q1AL &ju]
sl Ay - £~=A(intransitive actions)
= 3shet] ofglegs HolA Hoh EJF &5 Al
| BT} B EE) Se AR Al st
7} o] th(Stefanie, 2015), AP w2 AutA]
o= dred Aol ofs2 FsatAlol EakE = AHA
o] Wz}, S50 A3te} Brory, AR Fofl ol &
2 Mol o}E7]o] WO 4 st FH7,
T, RS 22 7] LFIAE ol
o]8 & Heoltka 319 th(Bang et al., 2008), ©|
H] A2 0] "leo FPrullo|} AAuS o7 g%g

71%= StHAyres, 1979).

_I

fob oft Huomy uf

d -Qi rh [‘{0 0—>I:
o

O

{

A

[

Mool e Mol thEACl AHe o]
BEgolel o 2B D BAYBFAN, dojolet

Ay A3 E HJA o o|th(Dewey, Cantell, & Crawford,
2007; Toussaint—Thorin et al,, 2013), 121} A3§AF
oﬂ‘— Al HOlRASE HolA| 7] ufjFof AldiAtol
ailal7] Sl TEsE ARl WAETE
Q—EF H71E 3foF 3}al(Hong & Kim, 2013), Y42,
Qe el e WeEsle) ) HasE A
% WS AHgsio] chdel WE AaeF i
(Kim & Kim, 2004), H50]=|A] ¢k H7PEe 4
212 d4jelizn] Slol Aol Haol) HRol, A9
el ehe HEsE BRETE A 2] %
835}k (Baranek, 2002; Watlinget et al,, 1999), =+¢]
o] B3} HUIEELR2E Clinical Observation of
Motor and Postural Skills(COMPS), Sensory integra—
tion and Praxis Test(SIPT) 5°] A9t 9] FE3}
H AP Bt AReE AAo|th(Kim, 2003), wHet
A =djold= A3l E B7HE f Az s

ok

oFFS] HY)E B

= 7 ool Se el S o5
EH*JQ.E?‘?_PB OT-2, COMPS, SIPT| 47| A}
A7k ARk o] Wk AeARE 4

2k 2 Oli’iEHHong & Klm, 2012). =4 &%*ili*}%ﬂ
ECERER L
Aol BX e WAETES AT AS ATE 9
Asled] Qo] 922 WE & 9o o] AlgAlo]E
Z710l gelstal et SAE Asle AS A7
. gohus | BIHETE Fopw]
ol AAe] Y ARE T f, =ele] FriE
A A S5 dobi= Aol A AAlA
Aejats *fsgs =4 9lof 2Juj7} 9]

2= A)(psychometric properties)©|

1o
o,
_}L
—L.l
ﬂl
0
"5
£
T
=
jakad
i
)
of
2o,
1
ox

1. 24

19859 1€ 5 2016 4&71A] 33| x| of] AR E =
55 AME7] §JalA PubMed, Proquest, Google A}
tlofeHlo] A5 ARESEITE A Bol= “praxis AND
(validity OR reliability) AND (assessment OR test)
AND (preschooler OR child) & AME3}%TE 1 9 &
Jhe AYHzo|ze) BE voR @ BrAET n
AE(7HAU =, 2007; Brown & Bourke—Taylor,

2014014 A7 ZHsHe BIHETE Hongt
Kim(2013)9] 974 4875 B2 45e 3

Y B2 e Ay dstel g B FAs
of EaGh 142 P B 223 AKS 3l

3o YEAE o RE AAsIH L
A EZI7E wiA7IE] wet
ARSI AL 7F o] 7o) 9L
aff sf2skalct.

L 7o) rya‘l g{]/—y]xi 7z a;;]ﬂlz—xl_g 47



o =
(3) AH8 Sloj7t Fojel =
(4) HES B 5 Gl =8
) B2

(1) o}E9] /712, rAaEo

() AZtol 5 5 54T Yo e 248

Database search: n=4162

3. M 3} O EHIIED MA

a1 = < O

771l wet ol oA gt dat &
4,162 9] =Fo| A=t A5 ﬂ]r £& AEs}]
A7 710 HFEA 92 4,129 =75 A
on, 33HY| =ES 9E HEE Fict o
B4 vjA 72 T == AW7)s B7H=TE A
SHA] g2 199 =to] A jE|glon, HF 143
Fo] AA=A, AMN AiE= Windle, Bennette}
Noyes(2011) 8] Aol A AAE = 22 AA|5}
Ach(Figure 1),

B

jQ
ofi
2

oi. [‘

A

o,

AL
|5
o

S5 14H O] Ao et A
9] A A 452 Arbesman, Scheer, & Lieberman

Balc, 5 7t Aol el
“10] kel ALGEL A7) AR NS Basl
sio] Aol ALEE 87he] A7)
5 WAETE B, BANE 9 T4, AE 9 A
I\, BrPAS BAsi] wekdAlo) e 4g 4

i
b
o\
0
ox,
i,

BrhEe BRelac Eak A 2 gk 7
Z 9% U 4% AnE 2ARl] BAS,

excluded after screening of titles or abstracts: n=4129

Full—text articles retrieved: n=33

19 articles exeluded
Assessment tool for childen’s behavior, character, 1
communication, language, cognition
Measure the specific developmental area or aimed at 5
one diagnosis
Mainly measure the sensory modulation 2

Included for systematic review: n=14

Figure 1, Searching process
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. 7 Zat
1. 9170 BE +F 24

A X4EL  Arbesman, Scheer, & Lieberman
(2008) 9] sHAEFE AASHAT. & 14709 =& T
A THACFRETS BlF2Ee] A1) A5+7F 470(28.6%),
MEA (LA B2 ) A7F 107](71.4%) =
UERtH(Table 1),

2. W8 ==0M ArgEl E7t=
.|

ol A
4% MYE =RolA ALESH HIPEFL Sensory
Integration and Praxis Tests(SIPT), Clinical

Observation Motor and Postural Skills(COMPS),
Bruininks—Oseretsky Test of Motor Proficiency—
Second Edition(BOT—-2), Test of Ideational Praxis
(TIP), Motor Planing Maze Assesment(MPMA),
Motor Assessment Battery for children(MABC—2),
School Version of the Assessment of Motor and
Process Skills(School AMPS), Preschool Imitation
and Praxis Scale(PIPS)Z % 87io]|itt. & AAH
147§9] =< FollA BOT-29} MABC-25 FAlo| &1+
g =0l sk $UltK(Table 2).

3. dEEA0 TE Bt 24

N

FZE AAE =Eo|A ALH 8o Adr|s HrtE

Table 1. Hierarchy of levels of quality among each study

T-£ Windle, Bennett2} Noyes(2011)2] A1E 2+als
o 2o} FA wat BAste] WgdA o et &
3t Ai}= Table 33} Ztt,

-

1) ROWIA SRITIIY 437ls BItED

(1) Preschool Imitation and Praxis Scale(PIPS)
Preschool Imitation and Praxis Scale(PIPS):= 14
oA 5A19] okE-S thARo.R A mu A mpel
3 AE FGrishy] Y& e ek (Vanvuchelen,
2009). B7FHEE 107H4] g ol 24 F 307119 &=
oz TAHelt 67e] A Y dele o] gl

o3

Aol B, o] g BEAFH Fuy] F2,
ofn] gl Tl 5, on] gl B, on] gl
A} 0jeIS AGI SFA, o] G SEL 244
ol 1, 7o) X i Gole BAL gk B
A A B, GAZAS A BE A o
F, 202 A HBE A P5ERjel, 1 9
1749] 22 5 gelo] gk, H4 AR Y e
AIZRAQ SAEE B BHE ARAel A 7)ol
e 3od 5% HER AHAG. HF W4k ok
2 o] AIES B s, Ao} e

4 s gic

Vanvuchelen 5(2011a)2] Aol A= 140 Al 4.94]
e obF 4987, 194104 4,54|9] At AH ER
Aol o} 47HE AL 2 PIPSE AAEHgc) R
Q918 A (exploratory factor analysis) 23} Kaiser—
Meyer—Oklin(KMO)ZF2 980]¢1a, A= Yo 3% X
o A} o) W) A% A 2 B A4 =
oo A A O] 47A] @%lo] LR PIPS

(N = 14)

Levels Definition Frequency (%)

I Randomized controlled trials 0(0.0)
I Non—randomized two group studies 4(28.6)
I Non-randomized one group studies 10(71.4)
v Single experimental studies 0(0.0)
v Case studies 0(0.0)

Total 14(100.0)

o Fe] Al BAET A3 AN 28 PIEPIITHLE 49



Table 2, Frequency of participants and assessment tool among each study

Age Assessment tool N (%)

Toddler to pre—school PIPS 2 (13.3)
SIPT 2 (13.3)

Pre—school to COMPS 1 (6.7)
grade—schooler TIP 2 (13.3)
MPMA 1 (6.7)

School AMPS 3 (20.0)

Pre—school to BOT-2 2 (13.3)
adolescent or adult MABC-2 2 (13.3)
Total 15(100.0)

Bruininks—Oseretsky Test of Motor Proficiency—Second Edition (BOT—-2), Clinical Observation Motor and Postural Skills (COMPS),
Motor Assessment Battery for children (MABC—2), Motor Planing Maze Assesment (MPMA), Preschool Imitation and Praxis Scale

(PIPS), School Version of the Assessment of Motor and Process Skills (School AMPS),

Test of Ideational Praxis (TIP)

Sensory Integration and Praxis Tests (SIPT),

A0 2] U¥dE Cronbach’'s a = .97, 5912 =9 8 9 447 s 1 B obs Y f%‘%% THAL
& AL Cronbach's @ = 79~ 96 0.8 =7 Uret 2 B7lslr] ¢)8) Ayres(1989)of| <] H 9o, 17
ot E7Ed E(criterion—related validity) ¥ #H35 7Hx) 9] HAALR FAE o] 9t} ZpAA _‘,:_X]/\]q] w}h
< SlaliAe AdAHERA ] 152 PIPS 49} o E A%, A, S, A °§ tjRpel mwkol
2 uggy) A9k v wst 2ne 7 gyl Aaket 555‘1'%]_\1}(8011 et al, 2013), 2+ UPED}E} AE AEA

9] Pearson A7l H]Q1o1A HA Aol r = 73 ol 7
(p €.001), =83 & Qo] AP A r = 61~.66(p o EPOEA ool

€.001), thEt AT 5 AYolA r = 59~ .74(p SIPT®] AJEFFE(construct validity) & ZAFRE
.00 FOIRE oA HarE Lai, Fisher, Magalhaes®} Bundy(1996) 2] AALollAl:=
Vanvuchelen 5-(2011b) 9] Lol A= 1.6A40lA] 4.9 m]=2} 7jue} ok 210789 SIPT YFl4E F2O2 2

Alo] Bdd obs 11990l Al PIPS AAJ8HIT}, PIPS
ZHY 7R AlF== 10C = ,996(95% A= E7k:
0.968~0,999) = #A YelWl, B7HAE A== A
ICC = ,995(95% A&7k 0.990~0,997) & =8k}, 1 AL A4 YA o
O] 7HAS FiL 5679 obsZ HEOE RARRE HA-
AHAL A1Z] %= Pearson AF3HAl4= r = 93(p

Z o,

2) SFXI0IM SFT|of AT

(1) Sensory Integration and Praxis Tests(SIPT)

Sensory Integration and Praxis Tests(SIPT)= 44
o4 84 1174 AFolo] oFE-S tharo @ Alsl7|% 77t o HMEE
(R3d, R84 d4, E5d4, 54, AhHAE

Coordination; BMC),

RS B BUAnY ATHS BRI, 24
A8, AR, AAAE, 5253 -5(Bilateral Motor
77 (Graphesthesia; GRA)
= AR AEAA A A A
se) 2 34, B BY 28 A9 57 AL

Coope  mE Bao) 27 AR A0 e, 22te] A

g AL %w% 71 A5 574

A 1Tl 2%
s 8It=7 M= AAILE

H
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Sol gt Ao
[e]

o] AR 7143 Balcrol A}
3} 15 /\1/\‘614_4 E’?ﬂ-

18 Asjsh 95m9] £
s7hel AAPE FAg 144

e A
Asher, Parhamﬂ- Knox(2008) 2] Ao A= 207 9



P7_11—

\j\l

A BAL A T oHg-2] SIPT Z2ARHS: 11
Fgolh Qe SRgolole] Bade HAsH
st 71 Aig BAske] 7R Al E e (inter—rater
reliability) & S745t%lth, B7HARE 258 dofof of
3 AAE&E AAE= 70%, BAF = 10092 &8 AlE
£8 wgon, 674 54 Ao) Fefol tiat YA 8L
50%~100%% 7}HZ¢l Ao & e} EA Ao e
ZEe] Fef QlolA= A Fol7] S8 7k
W ARo} WA AR wEY

(2) Clinical Observation Motor and Postural
Skills(COMPS)

Clinical Observation Motor and Postural Skills
(COMPS)= QAR T2EZ| 2718 %31 9o
Atz o2 AMEE= ARl tisl AdEAte] EE3t
oF Ayl AH 71 A IS AA sAJollA 114
oFge igom mESH  H7ho|tHWilson,
Pollock, Kaplan, Law, & Faris, 1992), ©] == &
& goll BAI7E 9= obsolA F2 ARGEH, X &AL
o] H5S B msA o1 obF el £EFAL A
sA Bk 4 Qe B3 oz AAETo =
AAE, BrlAol Wizl Wt olES WET $HA
Sp QAR 4 G 98T EoITE FAL FEE L
SHE 2, 712t w7, He}
9 A1 9] (prone extension), H|HAA] ZHREAL, wijel
23 949 Ajolnl, 2 FRo) B YISE 78 T,
o] gt& 7 E gHitste] ofF o] FYFEE AFETH
o Ea AlZEsh ehgEsl BuE gt

Wilson, ollock, Kaplan, Lawi} Faris(1992)2 5A
oA 9AlZR Rl Hhed F-87dol| obs 67 /Y
g oks 5678S EREOE 7 Aol 23 1A 9] HAR-
AAA A F e G A A ~(Intraclass Correlation
Coeffi—cient; ICC) = 92911, Ao Ado] 9= Y
A 2Are] Bt AlgEs IcC = 872 Ut} Y
Z  d3A(internal consistency)< Cronbach’s « =

T5%0u 7t B 2R A me) A
J—PH Zo] xZ3mo] QE HAFl Schilder's arm
extension W0 74 v Uit mhEey
(discriminant analysis)2 =3t EJF = XA A= wF
S9S Aol kB3l HARrE ofEe] CoMPS o] A

(o

oFFS] HY)E B

A w2 g7 AR bl FojuiRt AolE EAT

(3) Test of Ideational Praxis(TIP)

Test of Ideational Praxis(TIP)+= #'d3} ZHofA
o] A3 715S B a AgEes,
6709 =07 LA E o] It (May—Benson, 2005)
Dhe] BB £, T, R, AL AR AN

I, o709 =L fal BH ARRQ} 23 7) 25T o] A
AEH, ot Z+ bk S—Er o} zﬂ ]Hul ARES

HHE) Ages Ruggloy ggEs Bz ¢
9rch. Lane, Tvey@t May—Benson(2014)©] $1Lofl Al
Aol 5A1Q1 o} 788-& tAS R TIPS AABHS
W 1979 o} mHoZ 3§ W AFHEi
Cronbach’s ¢ = .94, 169 9] o}5o] tjsf] 25 71402
225t HAA-AAAF A& E+= Cronbach’s ¢ = ,809]

ATk,

(4) Motor Planing Maze Assesment(MPMA)

Motor Planing Maze Assesment(MPMA)+= 4] o] A
104] oF5S the A3 )%, 53] LEAUS B2
3 A3 vjgo 2 Hrel7] $Jd May—Benson(2006)
o) Ayrese] 27] Q75 e IS, e
o}‘— 7kl zl/\}ﬂsﬂ 9}0]01 ]g 3o g —5}}; i;g—
sbAl 32l eholof ml2,  £02 she 12l golo] ]
o) 5 3709 vz Pl gltt, 7} v Sfolo]
D)2 o] M T4 T AT AT oL vz S
239 Mol BB TR B2 GG Ak, A7
I F7E Ve r A EY Su7bA] A7 AlZtel w
g} Hojx] 720} 0.2 18]} 1AM AAbE H20] dlo]
ZF n|29] AL7t En 270 el 0A~3174 0|} Al
Fes HUEG oW B s HALEA] Q9T Ivey,
Lane®} May—Benson(2014) 2] Aol A AL EEL 85
5o AEE 2 71 oFs3AlA 5A) IR
o] o] % 80%e] M-S BASHAL olFe] Al e}
Yol7} e ofgol Yo7l 4 ofEuct gelulap

L 7o) rya‘l g{]/—y]xi 7z a;;]ﬂlz—xl_g 51



mlm

o 22 275 Wkl fromlshA o e AR ¢l
TS S AR Yt A, F, 18 A
of w2 zjo|i= BFAE|R] okttt BT
Aol st 1CC = .96, 2 m|=o| dsiX= ICC =
90~ 952 £& A5} wassc

;
it}
i
Fl[‘
o

(5) School Version of the Assessment of Motor

and Process Skills(School AMPS)

School Version of the Assessment of Motor and
Process Skills(School AMPS)+ 3A|oA] 18A] o5&
ooz shma o) 22 ) isl ALE)
O (Fisher, Bryze, Hume, & Griswold, 2007), H4
9,}- e ﬂ/\] §]—7ﬂ 0”/\‘] 0}5_0— 3’,]—;2]—‘3]__‘:_ flﬂ7}-£?—0]]:]—

A 27|apA]|, 27194 AMAA|, 2k27]9F 20|
1 J’]‘Zﬂ, ArEl ATHA, ot 22 A oAl 7HA]
HEE Ul qled, 24, olF, 85, AAA =9
I ofqA] ol sl obs-9] Stuld-57|eE s
167H_QJ 6‘]—.‘1‘4— _'__J X]/ﬂ Z—LQ_ /\]Z_]_- XZ]§]- .1_7]-J_]_ =
TFAHE, A8 G ool disl St e s XHXq Sh= 20
e FEoz AR o wAeke] Wy & wA
Woell Al obgo] IpA| 42385 H7FA7L ZHJ zkstol
A 2o o= Frz FrekA], uEEHe] of
A2 UEptea), AR, el gl 9l
A5 7IEer 44 Az YTt E=IF A=
F=rF HaE ik

Fingerhut, Madill, Darrah, Hodge®} Warren
(2002)9] AFE= 5H|~TA| oF5 428 9] School AMPS
429} Peabody Developmental Motor Scale—Fine
Motor(PDMS—FM) &] H5 vluste] =49 Bl e
ZAsHtE, PDMS—-FM¥}Q] Pearson AFA|4= School
AMPS9| St AP 7] FE(r = 35K} Stile-57]&
S8 = 49)elA] o Eeton], stuAe /% 45} 5
2B o] A T TAAIE 2Haks A
= Bt

Munkholm, Berg, Lofgren®} Fisher(2010)2] o]
A Fofg)zh, eAE dejotet wAME, F=, &
f-9] 3Alell A 134 obF 984 & HEOF i 2}
3] B4 (many—faceted rasch analysis)2 A5}
School AMPS®| FAEFFES ZAFSHITE A o] wp2

ZFASHA] X 42(item difficulty calibrations)S A&

‘IOlf

F

N
J
=

ox
(]

oo
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5lal ApHES}7| 5 (Differential Item Functioning;
DIF) ¥} A} ZAA|5(Differential Test Functioning;
DTF)S H7)st A}, 47119 3} (walk, moves, endures,
and navigates)o|A APEES}7| 50| UERF oL 2|
o the ARHe ALAAISS g AL e,
A2k Q] HEFo] EZASHA Y= A o' HiEH

Munkholm, Lofgren?} Fisher(2012)2] ¢l School
AMPS WA S Aol & 7HA] o4 3Rt 619479
stAol  glolElE HEOoZ HFEAIFEZ(split—half
reliability) & ZAFSIGITEH BREHo| A3 AbA4
2 A AR S G A Al et e
=5 133}o], Spearman—Brown 342 AMES
of WA gk AAlstlet, 4] Oi(ﬂxﬂ 1, 34 2)
ol S4E AFE Aee FuEs7lEolA
A r = .86, Sl 7|&o| A Pearson
MRS x = 30T, HOR(TS BY, B
) Urlol 298 AR Ael e
Ae)7]& W Pearson JUAS r = 82300

Pearson A

=]
s
Fa

_loll

3) SFXI0IM Helv|o HAT|s BIt=T
(1) Bruininks—Oseretsky Test of Motor Profi—
ciency—Second Edition(BOT—-2)

Bruininks—Oseretsky Test of Motor Proficiency—
Second Edition(BOT-2)&= 4494 21M1E o=
iRl teket &5 e SUEE B, &5
4 &5 el #AE 7MY 57 &4 A
g 2740 el JjuE mesE Wl
(Bruininks & Bruininks, 2005), 47}4] 259 9] 0|
Algt &9 24, &9 98, AAIES, 29 7vde
2 e Z1of whE 8719 skl AARR S E o] Qi
7} shejAL He AAE AlRAQ 7]Ed) Ho] whet
A= 47k 5 F9Y F-(composite
score) &} HWHAQl 5 5o tiet Tt AkEH
o AlR=ot B e HaE gl

Wuang®} Su(2009)2] ol A= 4A|eflA] 124]9] 7]
ool 10098 thAHoR BOT-25 Ajele] 27
s40 Ae zASAT. BHel WA AmRe
Cronbach’s ¢ = 922 &7 YElg o 239 7H4 S
=01 AR 279 AA-AAAL Al E (test—retest

Z A

H

0

l

I



reliability) 9JA] ICC = 992 =7 Yepdth vk
SFAHAR] H&= AlQjstal Be 5o dgEol
Ak,

Wuang, Su®} Huang (2012)9] ¢A-tol| A= 344
6A9] X &Aool 1918 AN O &2 BOT-2, MABC—
2, Peabody Developmental Motor Scale—Second
Edition(PDMS-2)& AA|s}¢itt, BOT-29] W{H U
A& Cronbach's @ > .86, 15 74 9] AA-AAHAF Al
FEE=ICC = 970912, BOT-29} tf&2 & =7 719
Spearman p AWATE 84~ 92 2 FOIEIGE
(concurrent validity)”7} WeEFSTE

(2) Motor Assessment Battery for children—second

edition(MABC-2)

Motor Assessment Battery for children—second
edition(MABC—2)+«= 3A5-¥| 164] oF&2t A4d 9] of
2%, 278, FISY 5 DA LFUY 222 3
7V 4= Sl =R 3AI~6Al, TAI~10A], 114]~164] =
A AEd 2 Uro] 713t Henderson, Sugden, &
Banett, 2007), 87FA] ®l5:¢Q1 £9] 7|94, 4] gr57]
o7, B AT 87 Fe) 25 4 2
o AzelaER TyEol ok HeEhe o) 2z
8 A7 EE OF 0508 7S5 PHoz ojRolX
o] 7} gmoie 08~50S RIS Fetel UL
N, Ao SRt BelE g,

Wuang $(2012)9] ATIA 3404 6419] 2575
oo}z 191 At 2 BOT-2, MABC-2, PDMS-2
S AAISHH. MABC-29] W4 U3A4e Cronbach’s
a > .88, 15 7tA 9] HA-AHAL A2 = 1CC = 96
o]¢lom MABC-29} thE T+ = 719 Spearman p
HPASE 80~ 922 %O FIIEFEs} Lhetut
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Abstract

A Systematic Review of Praxis Function With Children:
Based on Sensory Integration

Shin, Ye-Na', MPH., O.T., Park, Ji-Hyuck™, Ph.D., O.T., Ahn, Si-Nae"”, Ph.D., O.T

“Brain Sensory Integration Developmental Institute
**Dept, of Occupational Therapy, Yonsei University
***Dept, of Occupational Therapy, Yeoju Institute of Technology

Objective : This study is to analyze the current trends of research and the subject and method of assessments
used in praxis functions through a systematic review,

Methods : Through the PubMed, Proquest, and Google database, research articles from January of
1985 through April of 2016 were searched, The keywords used for this search were “praxis AND
(validity OR reliability) AND (assessment OR test) AND (preschooler OR child)”, Additionally, the
name for the assessments from the previous review studies of praxis function assessments was
searched, In the end, 14 papers were chosen and 8 assessments that were used in these papers were
analyzed,

Results : Among the final 14 papers, 10 studies (71,4%) were level III (non—randomized one group)
which was the largest number in this review, followed by 4 studies (28.6%) with level II
(non—randomized two groups). There was no RCT study which is the level of evidence of the level
I research, The results for the analysis of the subjects' age of the final 8 assessments that were
chosen showed that most of the praxis function assessments were developed for children, There were
6 assessments of which their reliability and validity were verified and other 2 assessments of which
their reliability and validity were not both verified,

Conclusion : This study proposes the current trends of research of praxis function assessments, The
study’s significance is that it provides a research evidence when choosing and utilizing assessments
for the children,

Key words . assessment tool, praxis function, sensory integration
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