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[American Occupational Therapy Association (AOTA),
2011; World Federation of Occupational Therapists
(WFOT), 2017]. A 2AR: S20IAET} V] Q=
2o ZAF = Y= s F= HE7HE(Amini et al,
2014), 71 & 22olAdEY A Z2d S &
sty A 58 BAT Y82 B eE A8
EHE AYSHHAOTA, 2021; Hinojosa & Kramer,
2014).
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Smith & O'Brien, 2010; Cole, 2024; Hinojosa &
Kramer, 2014). B7h= 2314 B71=+, JIER, o
At oA B, Hox d 7EEH] HE &
g S0 ohget B oz ZPSITHWFOT, 2017).
AAA| 7oA kol Y92 A, DI, A,
1A12E AW, 5, AEALS], Ast, 24, A0 5
S tFotnE, Bt didel whet Adet g9 87t
7= Adeta 8ok A2 AAXEARA e 58
ot g3Fo|th(Hinojosa & Kramer, 2014; Pendleton &
Schultz-Krohn, 2017). 24X GA} B7 =S AEhs
£ 7122 AR 7 APA| A (Occupational Therapy
Practice Framework: OTPF)°ll A& £ ATHAOTA,
2020; Hinojosa & Kramer, 2014). OTPF= 2R 7.9
Ay I 25 AYstes 8% £, &Y
(Occupations), E&to]AE Q9I(Client Factors), 5%

7€ (Performance Skills), 4% & (Performance

|

>
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WA, a8y Aol S A= FEH 845 A
ol ATHAOTA, 2020).
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AHE Sl tiet AFE AP Frk(Park & Bae,
2019; Park & Yoo, 2002; Yoo et al., 2006). ©]#gt
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¥} A 2t JYo| H& FASkEol| wet WY
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Cole, 2024). 9] AF-E A% B7H=2] HL7t
A, JYEE o ARt AT Eola
(Kang et al.,, 2019; Kim et al., 2019; Park & Bae,
2019). ¥Hd ZAAX 7o) AYFHQl S =3Ikl 9]
= A7E2 109 Ao APH Aoz, A A%
83| §tgst7] o E=stch(Park & Yoo, 2002; Yoo
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842 Tofolr| {1 WEE 242 ARSI
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Fluoroscopic Swallowing Study: VES92} WA|742] s}
A HFiberoptic Endoscopic Evaluation of Swallowing:
FEES= ZAAIZAE 23 7] Zofste 7ot
A2t == Q53T Computer Based Cognitive
AssessmentOfl= HARSE 1A A& 2] & (Computerized
Cognitive Rehabilitation Training System: ComCog),
AASE QA AE T2 T (Computerized Cognitive
Rehabilitation Program: RehaCom), =91-& ZALSH Q1]
H7KCognitive Assessment System for Elderly: CoSAS),
ZAts} 217 Q1A] 715 A K Computerized Neurocognitive
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&= 7199 9 B7H=A9] SE BA6H]
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= RAFSE] Qo Wl B4 SEg BAS Skl
o} A 223 SAS 9.4 (SAS 9.4: SAS Institute Inc.,
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Table 1. Characteristics of Occupational Therapists

Table 2. Client for Use of Assessment Tool Use and

in the Study (N =98) Assessment Time and Cycle (N =98)
Category n % Category n %

Age (yr) Client diagnosis

~25 31 31.63 Stroke/Brain injury 93 94.90

26~30 47 47.97 Spinal cord injury 69 70.41

31~35 9 9.18 Other neurological disorders 41 41.84

36~40 7 7.14 Dementia 42 42.86

41~ 4 4.08 Schizophrenia 3 3.06
Degree Developmental disability 7 7.14

Associate degree 11 11.22 Musculoskeletal disorders 13 13.27

Bachelor degree 70 71.43 etc 6 6.12

Master degree 15 15.31 Assessment time (minute)

Doctor degree 2 2.04 ~30 61 62.25
Clinical experiences (yr) 30~60 33 33.67

~1 1 1.02 60~ 4 4.08

1~3 36 36.74 Re-assessment cycle (month)

3~5 16 16.33 ~1 12 12.24

5~10 32 32.65 1~3 67 68.38

10~15 7 7.14 4~6 12 12.24

15~20 5 5.10 6~ 3 3.06

20~ 1 1.02 etc 4 4.08
Working area

Ot P B3 o WD MG S8(Table 3)

Gyeonggi-do 42 42.87

Gyeongsang-do 2 2.04 1) &0 )

Gangwon-do 4 4.08 T aiccup ations)

Chungcheong-do 6 6.12 (1) YMMEEE(Activities of daily living: ADL)

Jeolla-do 4 4.08 myE

. : 2 ADL 7172, 285 uhe X1%(Modified Barthel
oring siton index: MBDE AHESHL L B A7} 937

University/General hospital 40 40.82 (94.90%) 0.2 71 =& ARR HITE Bt A5EAr

Rehabilitation hospital 31 31.63 §_]_;<} %% /l(—)] ;(]_/’:(Spmal Cord Independence Measure:

Convalescent hospital 20 20.41 SCIMIE= 659(66.33%). 7154 =23 7HFunctional

Clinic/Doctor’s office 3 3.06

Community organizations L0 Independence Measure: FIM)}= 2098(20.41%)°.2 =
Number of patients per day 2 AME RIEE EHYr

~5 4 4.08

6-10 1> 1231 (2) £THX UAtstst=(Instrumental activities of

11~15 72 73.47

16m 7 714 daily living: IADL) H7t=5

IADL ¥7F=+2, AUtk Ad43E4(Canadian
Occupational Performance Measure: COPM)< 319
(31.63%LE 7HY =2 AME HIEE Hot T30
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Table 3. Trends in the Use of Assessment Tools by OTPF

(N=098)

OTPF Assessment tool n %
MBI : Modified Barthel Index 93 94.90
SCIM : Spinal Cord Independence Measure 65 66.33
FIM : Functional Independence Measure 20 20.41
ADL SMS : Social Maturity Scale 8 8.16
S-ADL : Seoul-Activity of Daily Living 2 2.04
K-ACS : Korea-Activity Card Sort 1 1.02
K-ADL : Korea-Activity of Daily Living 1 1.02
A-One : ADL-Focused Occupation-Based Neurobehavioral Evaluation 1 1.02
COPM : Canadian Occupational Performance Measure 31 31.63
S-IADL : Seoul-Instrumental Activity of Daily Living 6 6.12
Occupations
JADL AMPS : Assessment of Motor and Process Skills 3 3.06
K-IADL : Korea-Instrumental Activity of Daily Living 1 1.02
LADL Role Checklist 1 1.02
etc 1 1.02
K-Drivers 65 Plus : Korean-Drivers 65 Plus 1 1.02
Driving K-DBQ : Korean Version-Driver Behavior Questionnaire 1 1.02
CPAD : Cognitive Perceptual Assessment for Driving 1 1.02
etc 3 3.06
0Q : Occupational Questionnaire 6 6.12
Play & Leisure
IC : Interest Checklist 6 6.12
MMSE : Mini-Mental Status Examination 88 89.80
LOTCA : Lowenstein Occupational Therapy Cognitive Assessment 28 28.57
GCS : Glasgow Coma Scale 22 22.45
MoCA : Montreal Cognitive Assessment 16 16.33
Computer Based Cognitive Assessment 14 14.29
Digit Span Test 14 14.29
TMT : Trail Making Test 11 11.22
LICA : Literacy Independent Cognitive Assessment 11 11.22
Cognitive ~ Digit Symbol Test 8 8.16
function  WAIS : Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale 6 6.12
Rey-Kim Memory Test 4 4.08
ACLS : Allen Cognitive Level Test 4 4.08
Client Cognitive CERAD : Consortium to Establish a Registry for Alzheimer's Disease 3 3.06
factors function NCSE : The Neurobehavioral Cognitive Status Examination 2 2.04
Bender Gestalt Test 1 1.02
3MS : Modified Mini-Mental State Examination 1 1.02
CNS Vital Signs 1 1.02
etc 2 2.04
MVPT : Motor-Free Visual Perception Test 55 56.12
Line Bisection Test 50 51.02
Albert's Test 42 42.86
Visual Star Cancellation Test 38 38.78
perception  CDT : Clock Drawing Test 24 24.49
Letter Cancellation Test 10 10.20
Bell Cancellation Test 8 8.16
Rey Complex Figure Test 8 8.16
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Table 3. Trends in the Use of Assessment Tools by OTPF (Continued)

OTPF Assessment tool n %
DTVP : Developmental Test of Visual Perception 8 8.16
SCWT : Stroop Color and Word Test 4 4.08
TVPS : Test of Visual Perceptual Skills 2 2.04
MSRT : Minnesota Spatial Relation Test 1 1.02
etc 5 5.10
GDS : Global Deterioration Scale 62 63.27
CDR : Clinical Dementia Rating Scale 47 47.96
Dementia Activity of Daily Living 4 4.08

Dementia
Dementia Neuropsychiatric Inventory 2 2.04
CIST : Cognitive Impairment Screening Test 1 1.02
7-MS : 7-Minute Screen 1 1.02
Jamar Dynamometer & Pinch Gauge 58 59.18
JTHFT : Jebsen Taylor Hand Function Test 50 51.02
MFT : Manual Function Test 48 48.98
FMA : Fugl-Meyer Assessment Scale 34 34.69
BBT : Box and Block Test 34 34.69
Purdue Pegboard Test 29 29.59
Motor Grooved Pegboard Test 29 29.59
function 9 Hole Pegboard Test 22 22.45
O'connor Finger Dexterity Test 15 15.31
BBS : Berg Balance Scale 14 14.29
ASIA : American Spinal Injury Association Impairment Scale 6 6.12
FTT : Finger Tapping Test 6 6.12
Romberg Test 2 2.04
ARAT : Action Research Arm Test 1 1.02
ﬁll\f)c;i?;n VESS : Video Fluoroscopic Swallowing Study 28 28.57
GUSS : Gugging Swallowing Screen 16 16.33
CDS : Clinical Dysphagia Scale 15 15.31
FEES : Fiberoptic Endoscopic Evaluation of Swallowing 4 4.08

Dysphagia
NCDS : New Clinical Dysphagia Scale 3 3.06
K-MASA : Korean Mann Assessment of Swallowing Ability 3 3.06
EAT-10 : Eating Assessment Tool 2 2.04
SAFE : Swallowing Ability and Function Evaluation 1 1.02
Wheelchair Institutional Self-Assessment Sheet 10 10.2
ROM : Range of Motion 58 59.18
MMT : Manual Muscle Test 54 55.10
Physical ~ Sensory 50 51.02
examination  MAS : Modified Ashworth Scale 44 44.90
Pain 24 24.49
Reflex 13 13.27
GDS : Geriatric Depression Scale 33 33.67
BDI : Beck Depression Inventory 20 20.41

Psychosocial

NPI : Neuropsychiatric Inventory 5 5.10
PHQ-9 : Patient Health Questionnaire-9 3 3.06

ADL = Activities of daily living: TADL = Instrumental activities of daily living; OTPF = Occupational Therapy Practice Framework.
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U425 H7H-E3H(Seoul-Instrumental Activity of
Daily Living: S-IADL, 6.12%)%} 2% 2 #2]71&%7}
(Assessment of Motor and Process Skills: AMPS,
3.00%) £2& E& ARE HIEE HAATh

75 B7tETE, Y 9l A A Bt
“HKorean-Drivers 65 Plus: K-Drivers 65 Plus, 1.02%),
= 4 %5 AEA|(Korean Version-Driver Behavior
Questionnaire: K-DBQ, 1.02%), #1212 H7KCognitive
Perceptual Assessment for Driving: CPAD, 1.02%)7}F

AT A

(3) =0|(Play)2t 47K Leisure) HIt=T

oot o7} Bt AR, ZYZAFA] (Occupational
Questionnaire: 0Q, 6.12%)¢2} 17} &5 H7HInterest
Checklist: IC, 6.12%)7} AH&EIT Uit

2) E¢}o]AdE 29(Client factors)

(1) QX7|s HIt=+

AR5 B7H=FE, 7Ho] FAVSH HAKMini Mental
Status Examination: MMSE)E AH&31aL Ql& SEA=
887(80.8000) 0% 71 =2 ARG HI=E Holth theo=
ZAAER] AAX| 7 Q1A] H7HLowenstein Occupational
Therapy Cognitive Assessment: LOTCA, 28.57%), =2t
AL T4 A (Glasgow Coma Scale: GCS, 22.45%),
EEZE 914 H7HMontreal Cognitive Assessment:
MoCA, 16.33%) <22 &2 AH§ ¥IZE E3th

A2 7R, Bl-EA A58 A A Motor-Free
Visual Perception Test: MVPT, 56.12%)= 7V &2 At
| HlE 2ot oo 2 A Ux7] AAHLine Bisection
Test, 51.02%), ¥HE HAHAlbert's Test, 42.86%) <2
2 52 A HEE HIoh

Aol F7} 2, A5EA Sk (Global Deterioration
Scale: GDS)7}F 7Vd =& A HIEE H3lon, 621
(63.27%)°] -SEoISiTh thao &= X[ A4 B7F 4
% (Clinical Dementia Rating Scale: CDR)7} 47.96%%
=2 A HIEE BT

(2) 23715 HIt=7

2571% H7Me&, Jamar Dynamometer & Pinch
Gauges 7Fg =2 A& YIS H9om, 587(59.18%)
o] ARgstaL Uthil SHSHI. o E A& H Y
£ 75 B7HJebsen Taylor Hand Function Test: JTHFT,
51.02%), == A4 7% H7HManual Function Test:
MFT, 48.98%), 3= tto]o] 3H7HFugl Meyer Assessment
Scale: FMA, 34.69%)%} gt~ <l £ AAKBox and
Block Test: BBT, 34.69%) <22 &2 ARE HIEE
Haio

Aot B7te+E, VESSE Ast YYGolA 7 ==
A HIEE Holow, 28(28.57%)°] AH&otal 9l
o gtk A4 4 2329 AAHGugging
Swallowing Screen: GUSS, 16.33%), 4170l UAMZ]
% (Clinical Dysphagia Scale: CDS, 15.31%)<2.2 =
2 A HIEE HA

Aol H7t=T=, Ao B7HE Algsta ltkal
SR 1089 SHA= 713 W AHA| B7HA(10.2%95
ARESEIL SISiT

o|sha HAPHOo R HA7MsH 9 (Range of Motion:
ROM)}= 587(59.18%)°] AH&-5taL Al SH3IAL.
H M 52 AR YRS BT Bl ® ke 2
HAHManual Muscle Test: MMT, 55.10%), ZZ-A A}
(51.02%), & 1A= AAHModified Ashworth Scale:
MAS, 44.90%) «C& =& AHE RI=E Bt

(3) dlElAte] HIt=+

AYAE] B7tESE, k9l $& HZ(Geriatric
Depression Scale: GDS)&= 33%(33.67%)°] AR-&-stal
AT FEoIeH, 7 =2 AN RIS HRlt
th2-0 7 Wl 28 A (Beck Depression Inventory: BDI,
20.41%), X177 1385 HAHNeuropsychiatric Inventory:
NPI, 5.10%) 402 =2 At8 "L E Hojr}
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4. 22 7120 ME WIET AR 08 7 Wol SHotH. a2 7t ARte] &
o A, BT SR A A ok 87t
=5 7180 mE OTPF F&H(F= 485, p=.00007 =7l Het FES 47] of=f2, B7kae] 24jolut

ARSI R0 AR 625, p COODAL ) %00l ¥, 47} 377} 2ot Be e
W3k Ajol7} QI A& Uehdet. ol 2% Ja] of) W47F §8, W7k B9 FAKY dng ¢

uheh ARESHY Qe B7FETLY] OTPF 993 =149 & gl 02 w2 HLE HtHTable 0).
A%t ek 22 ofelatekTable 4)

5. W=+ M} W lﬂﬂlﬁlﬁ} Llﬂ AL 7F T FEe A9
BARER 7P B50] Bast FR0R 673(68.37%)
D) B7t=7 A9 71& o] Sttt goz 7|& Yl Sl Ak T

Ak @ Age] FRo et BEPE Aesis
AAAZANE 63904 29%) 22 7 =2 WS B Taple 5. Criteria for Selecting Assessment Tools

Aot thEo & Frie AR ", AdAEANE (N =98)
o A of¥, Wl 2T ofy, TAH AT} o4 Categony %

7]“18‘ _]?_ , _/’\_7]_ 7‘8] ] 7]”15‘ 04 _]?_ , 9] /\]_9] i1H(:]- 2oz Type of diagnosis and disease 63 64.29
wo wos Convenience of assessment tool use 42 42.86
=2 HIEE EYtHTable 5). Usage by occupational therapists 36 36.73
Standardization in korean language 30 30.61
2) et AL A o8 A Ability to interpret concrete results 14 14.29
_Q]-X]-q- HS X]-g—_,] -4/\]__/1\_%0] 01;_/,:] 53]1](54 08/) Eligibility for billing 5 5.10
Prescription by a physician 5 5.10

Table 4. Number of OTPF Area and Assessment Tools Used by Institution

Dependent variable Source ) df MS F p-value
Institution 7.75 6 1.29 4.85 .0002
OTPF area
Residual 24.25 91 0.27
Institution 1438.40 6 239.73 6.25 {.0001

Assessment tool
Residual 3492.13 91 38.36

MS = Mean Square; SS = Sum of Squares.

Table 6. Difficulty in the Application of Assessment Tools (N =98)
Category n %
Difficulty in communication with patients or caregivers 53 54.08
Prolonged assessment time 49 50.00
Insufficient availability of assessment tools 39 39.80
Difficulty in obtaining information about assessment tools 26 26.53
Insufficient knowledge or skills of the evaluator 6 6.12
Inability to bill for services 2 2.04
Lack of cut-off scores 2 2.04
Inability to obtain specific results through assessment 1 1.02

Therapeutic Science for Rehabilitation Vol. 13. No. 3. 2024. 59



Table 7. Necessity for Assessment Tool Education

(N =98)

Category n %
Laws and billing related to assessment tools 67 68.37
Practical training on existing assessment tools 57 58.16
Updates on the latest assessment tools 48 48.98
Inter-rater reliability among evaluators 3 3.06
Table 8. Methods of Acquiring Knowledge on Assessment Tools (N =98)
Category n %
Manuals included with the purchase of assessment tools 59 60.20
Internet searches 59 60.20
Education and lecture materials from universities 57 58.16
Continuing education for occupational therapist 37 37.76
Training in private institutions 19 19.39

&, A GYrte u, 37}5‘712 AHgotE HARRE
7} A]g]EE lr_o]7] Ho}- __E .’:_‘5;‘:. l;l_]_EE EOﬂ
tHTable 7).

4 Jt=T AN 4= Y
BT o Al 2o e iR, AU
S BoA B7HeT A4S A Qval 3Eet
ZAAA ZAE 2 59%8(60.20%) 2=
Btk ooz fiste] us % Jo A, g9 B
T AN 08 22 WEE Bk AMuS
< B Havh dFEA e 22 ridit

(Table §).

=2 b s

O T+ v

=]

V. %

3 QoM 4ol 8 9l ool 285t gl
98] AYNRAE PHOZ BT 4G FFS
2SI ol A9 WAET A4S 5 ATEIAE,
AR FAL AA7Ns, S5/, DHVBE,
AYsgoz FHsg o, A47)% G 9147]
¥, 1%, A1, A 0] 25K 21

g 2AHA Aol S Axfniy] ofego] At

(Park & Bae, 2019; Park & Yoo, 2002; Song, 2012;
Yoo et al, 2006). EZF o] o] AtollA= 39779] B7}
T AR EJ O (Yoo et al., 2006), A A2
4 Ao =W AJXBAP ARSI Qe BTt
T £ F 78I o|HHE ARSI Y BUkE
T M7t S7HRE Rl ol& %’5 37t
T A FF A9 S50 whet A& ¥
o, AAA =7} s et YAEE AlEStE
i Qith

ADL B7te=+= 109 AE-E MBI, FIM, SCIMo] &
2 AMEAHPark & Bae, 2019; Park & Yoo, 2002;

Song, 2012; Yoo et al., 2006). 2010 ©]&HE MBI+
TE0] =2 BEE ARE =T, o]&dl= FIMo| 7}

A =2 g AR EATHPark & Yoo, 2002; Yoo
et al., 2006). °l= 20099 BAEA 57} o5 o
s 7H;‘4 sto] AA 7]s7ol Hro] AghAd
MBI A5 EF6IEE 3 Zlo] AYABARES] B7F

T Ao S vHE A0 E HItH(Ministry of
Health and Welfare, 2022). ItAo= 2 74219 7]
2491 YABE &5 FFA7|= ADLY S48=

oy AA= 49 A =olil AHAS FAlSH:
tﬂ TR LS S % IADLE #H4lo] ge=|ar ik
(Pashmdarfard & Azad, 2020). WA o]Ho&= ADL

l.:_o]
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IADLZ, @A AtollA= st
woto] BA5HIT. IADL B7He
TollME COPME} AHRIEZE 7 =30
o, I AR Rl A&H0s F7hetal Qlth(Park &
Yoo, 2002; Yoo et al., 2006). COPML ¥t Lx35}=]
HE F419] So|AE S4 B7IE SEIAET 4
oA Hotz AYPNA T8 ZAE At A%
AE A7gstarl B7Fd 4= lof(Law et al., 2014), =4
AN ZA7I8E S R B/7F A7t wobglof w2t
COPMO| AHE Hlee= O 371 Ao & AlrdH.

JA7)5 H7He+2 MMSEZL 7FE =2 AR B E
Hol=d, ol old A+ A= YA etHKang
et al., 2019; Park & Bae, 2019; Park & Yoo, 2002;
Yoo et al., 2006). MMSEE= 5~10%02 thast Q177
59 &740l 7Fssta, A} BTt YFSE] 3
o} oA &3] Ab&stAL = AR HHKaszniak et
al, 1980). 20204 4¥ ol¥oe FRE o]§ & U
MMSEZ} stHjoll A= A& ZA= FEE HeE 0]
B7FE ol&otHH g oF 1,000¢ HEE A& dfok
o= AHs] &2 AN WIS EH]o, 2023).
MMSEE A E &= Sl= AA7]5 A8 Brtet2e
MoCAE ARET &= 1o, MMSE®} H] 1w 6kGlE o T
0 A7} AHo] H @ slcH(Nasreddine et al., 2005).
1B E MMSEQ] B2 ARgol B7F didAEe] B2t U]
82 Tofshe A 22 53t ZAE 7L 8l
T A4 SHollM= B2 8490 MMSEE © A%
oS A0 R AtmHEH(Hwang et al., 2022; Lee et
al., 2022). MMSE= QIA7]52 Adsts B7tE1 =2
AIFAQL Q1A Y9 B7let=d A7 Atk Hwang
et al., 2022; Kaszniak et al., 1986). WetA] 2, 7|9
g, FYSY, A4, A%E, AlEs 8859, A
NRAY T AFEARI QIA75Y 0] oY =
LOTCAE F43tHKatz et al., 1995). LOTCAE= Q1A
7159 tfet S HSHoE Brtsto] Ho gt
G S AYS FEHS T UEE Eo
Aud o= AREAQl A7) AEAA 3 AR Y

5 A
01-_’_

L.

Therapeutic

=9 H7IscHKandel et al., 2000; Moon et al., 2003;
Warren, 2001). A|A1ZF H7He F MVPTE Aol
w2t HAF o] gt Ao Adatglo] ARgo] 7ksT
o, EE 2o 93 9 W, ARGt siAdo] 7
ot #ZolE Hr7lEFo|tkBrown & Peres, 2018;
Colarusso & Hammill, 1972). 0|23t o]f-2 &4 A+
NME 7Hg =2 NI ARRES ACE AlREH,
AAZ BrHE A AEE 5 e =72 MVPTS
Fgitt.

A|uf H7HeE MMSE, GDS, CDR, K-DRSE ©|#
e L&A AFEE o tH(Kang et al., 2019; Park
& Bae, 2018: Yoo et al., 2006). tHHF-E2] Aol A
Ao B7FEE MMSEE 718 ©ol AR&SEAL 191U,
2 Aol MMSEE 97| 22 S45P] 93 582
= /N B7kE AA7s Gl wiAlste] SHE &
Aol cHKaszniak et al., 1986). o]= <QIsfl, x4 H7}
o A9] MMSE ARE- &l HisiA AAlsHA &A1 4
AUt o]F Ao A= MMSES] AHE- HZof wE
AAQl FA4o] asitt, T BAEX R A= 7]E
Ao 7152 FAREE Eota Seutete] Qo
9 B35k vjAHE grgote] QX AEAAKCognitive
Impairment Screening Test: CIST)E 7H&ol3tH Ministry
of Health and Welfare, 2021). CIST= 2021¥ 19 1€
FE AuiokiAlE, Ha4, B SollA A-8E1 9l
of @A AHE HlEE= ol o= CISTY =W AR
HE7F gold 20 & o SHr,

5715 B7HeFolA oA A A 12%9] AM&
TE HY9E Minnesota Rate of Manipulation Test
(MMDT)= @A A9 EZo4 A=K Yoo et al,
2006). ¥FHof|, BBS, ASIA, FTT, Romberg test, ARATZ}

)

Ell

fus
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B7F 550 A= S7HEE, ol 571 B
QoM = &5t} 5= FEo] o AlESFE| S]]
L5 st A2 AL Jamar Dynamometer
& Pinch Gauges Ttg3et 94 S4ollA 283} 75
BHE B2 "HYsHA SAHT & e Bt E
Aol A de] AFEE|TL 9l o (Roberts et al., 2011),
A AFNNE 7 =2 AR RIS HQiTh JTHFT
+ Ot & 7150l 2271, 22 24 A71, HolA
47171 §)& B7sk= ok ’EE}ETQE /=0l AL

et al., 2018).
A5t B7H=E VESS= AlAINA 7HE Eol ARE-E
1 Qe BHEAE @AY AFIAE 7MY =2 AR
8 2 cHMathers-Schmidt & Kurlinski, 2003).
Ao Azl A5 9 AefRAF A7t
A5k ZA3o]tKSeo et al., 2020). At B7h= g
4 IAE HIRCE et A4 s Hagh
715< AEsHA Brkstal A5 E Aot 2|59 &

IE HIoH] Aol B5HQA FEo|ok(Seo et al.,
2020). Ly @A oAM= EESHEA] 2 B}

T50] gol AMGEAL Qlom, ARSI Q= B
T= 9] HERt B7F Ay whlo] BEsto] B7At
o w2t 237t E2A S3E 4 UtkCarnaby &
Harenberg, 2013). watA @A AFRE L Q= HIES
obe B7hEAo] AFE9 B =0]7] fIgt A+
o #3231 st BUI=TE S AT ALAA
o] FQgsir}

AEAts] JYoA= GDS (Geriatric Depression
Scale)s 7MY H2 W= ARESIATE GDS= =9l
252 Ads] 913 IRtE o R AN EE= Btk
T2, HY} A9AHE] Y] BE A AHEE & Q)
H(Yesavage et al., 1982). &< A4 GDSY /\}3
HE7F S71eE A 1183} ALS|29] Ha} T
Hol=t, ol k9l I+9 7= U3l =5 /ﬂ
o] B& F8% Zo=E AlRH. BDI= HH2 ¢

tof| A AR8E 4= 9l GDSET} o ZpASH He =2 g
=] Jlof =9 S AL AlgsHA 24T 4 ot
(Beck et al., 1988; Yesavage et al., 1982). L&} Q1A
7150 Aste kRlE0] A ofsfstal gt of
20| A= & Slol, B tdAelA= BDIE =2
Aol Al= GDSS A2 F3dgtt

<5 7180l w2t Brtele 99 BT T
o Ztol7F Y52 S5 ol= &5 7|89 4
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19 Tl EEfRitke A uittt A&
sk B SAHYEY 22 diF 9= 7]401]/\11‘
Ot St o= §F 8l B Bes
7] whizol o @2 9] Brt=Ate}t iRt OTPF 9%
S 283 7540l EHRobertson & Blaga, 2013;
Wales et al., 2016). §t, SFH Yol EA A& &
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£ A9T 4= Itk Manni et al., 2020; Wales et al,
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Z, a]-‘g‘ AIZE Qtofl A= 4= 1= 2YE AlEshks &
Aol Yrie S Asst= Ao 2 HAthDoucet &
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Abstract

Trends in the Use of Assessment Tools by Korean Occupational
Therapists: Focus on Adult and Older Adult Populations
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Kang, Byoung-Ho™, M.S., O.T., Yoo, Eun-Young ~, Ph.D., O.T.
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Objective : This study investigated trends in the use of assessment tools by occupational therapists
working with adults and older adults.

Methods : Occupational therapists were surveyed to gather data on general characteristics, assessment
tool usage, assessment time and frequency, usage trends by area, and education. The tools were
categorized by the Occupational Therapy Practice Framework (OTPF) into Activities of Daily Living
(ADL), Instrumental Activities of Daily Living (IADL), and play and leisure for occupations, and
cognitive functions, motor functions, and psychosocial aspects for client factors. Data from 98
respondents were analyzed using frequency analysis and one-way ANOVA with SAS.

Results : Most surveyed occupational therapists worked in university or general hospitals (40.82%).
The assessment time per patient was under 30 min (62.25%), and re-assessment frequency was
one~three months (68.38%). The most frequently used assessment tools by the OTPF were as
follows: ADL: Modified Barthel Index (94.90%), IADL: Canadian Occupational Performance Measure
(31.63%), cognitive functions: Mini-Mental Status Examination (89.80%), visual perception: Motor-
free Visual Perception Test (56.12%), dementia: Global Deterioration Scale (63.27%), motor functions:
Jamar Dynamometer & Pinch Gauge (59.18%), dysphagia: Video Fluoroscopic Swallowing Study
(28.57%), physical examination: Range of Motion (59.18%), and psychosocial: Geriatric Depression
Scale (33.67%).

Conclusion : This study identified the use and rationale of assessment tools for occupational therapy
in adults and older adults. These findings aim to enhance the curriculum and continuing education
of occupational therapists.

Keywords : Assessment tools, Evaluation tools, Occupational therapy, Survey

Therapeutic Science for Rehabilitation Vol. 13. No. 3. 2024. 67





