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o] o) REAYAYAL AL 2 w23t A7

dlglt palr 907H9]r 2 digit pair 1807 thet S¢S A ZF }01 ZOEH el 209

?ﬁl

= 1

s o oF F¥% oFES BAS b effol ¥ 28 AN A digit
o A% 1-3 digit A TS AUHGOW 7 HHL 209 £AgOR FAFAL
28 GIEXAYAUGY AYY F2E Q) A9 @ ARG @ 1247409 b
2723 cjekmel A F91 20t)e] 4 959 vhow wEs ANE AT,
7 2 digit AAbE BE A% IFE UG e R, 3 digit Ak Q] IEREE e E *E‘/\]
sholeh. 1-3 digit AAkS A BFAFY BFAAE LB A0, BE Ao] 1 digit

Al $% 7 95.3-99.5%, HZ 7] 89.2-98.7%, 2 digit AAINE $3 ;q
66.9-92.3%, H= 7 59.8—-89.9%= <A=o] FT7ghel| whet JEEo] FYnsAl =obFl

Gigit 71 271l wel AuEol Helua olAel. 1 digitdl A4 9ANE 2 digi
o) A% 1247F Holok A5 Ee] FaYe wolt Zow Yehgth mak RE Aol
FEATA AFS R oy 1 digit¥ 2 digit AAF BF 7, 8AdA felgk ztolE YERY

Atk HAAR-AZAL AIEPZE Bde dgew 2-3 digit el 4 A, 0.857-
0.9309] =2 AHLAFE Hlow, FRATdE ATE f&) F7EE Ao H A
* 0] = FmAT A o AEAA AR (A E: 2009-0070527) A7H] A el

s A 14 AF(hsjang@hallym.ac.kr)
s A1 A 2} (yulyoung.kimlee@gmail.com)
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|

GedonE AMET oS AAAALe} 2 digit olEAEHAAL Adet fFefvld FudS
UERSIT & AT A3 1 digit AARE o’ obselAlE |F SR ko], 3 digit A
ARz ARleAE el WA vEhgt S AAE BUHE AdiAMe 2 digit AAPE 44
stut, o] ol ERAFFALY] A ﬂﬂ_a THEAA GG A A -2 mEEAR
Aek(cut off) 7IE= AHEE o, 7-8419 Aol s Aol e wejrh e

ZHI0of : O|2ZEZFHAL O]

Xt

02

FHAAL SFHUACZ, 2FFA

Ho
>

oo WRM U =X

F3d 7k gl %ol (auditory processing disorders, CAPD) = TFFANBA

of| A %7—}@5% Agshsd oEwe Hols Aoz Az AA vEeld 4
JE=d E3] st¥ 719 CAPD 3 &2 2-5% (Bamiou et al., 2001; Chermak &
Musiek, 2007) & o]& 3t 0134%% Aof, st A, AFSAY g WA A
HHERE F7]o] AE 9 Qi’ olef wE AH™g FTA7E o]FolAof i
CAPD H& 7= %—irq ZINAAL] A AY e AnFor SHT 5 Qe
ArER T8kl AAsked olyst AXAYYEL FZHM (auditory

discrimination), BZF4H ] A|Z+A A 8] A} (temporal processing tests), ©]%%
F A A (dichotic tests), Ho]A oI AL (monaural low—redundancy tests) %
ko)At ZH-8- 7 A} (binaural interaction tests)©|TH(ASHA, 2005; AAA, 2010).
o] T olEHFHAAAE &5 Fo T AAHE AME UE FAHERE TF £
TFRAANAAL Tss SAste HAMR AANAA L A, Aol A
WAL, 71771 e A W s gkt dw b gke] yw g )5 ot
Stth (Musiek & Chermak, 2014).

FAR o] FAHFH HeudS FAF R v HA, whre] do] $AA, vk

ox Z oMo
4

ofs

ol

r1r

> 0{

e

=L Ao
N
oH

P ARDG T3 dwstol AWd S Qv S, TRIAAA NN d=Hd P4
el o2 FAAEY R eR dS BA2E Tl AdE= FEIE $-Ask
5 AER Ag¥s ARALES A H. ol dAR 5 A2 5o &
Ao A RE o] 4] Wl FHukge] 2 HlE AL H= AR 5ol AW
= pEbel Agd v HZ e wdAdRE A =S Aol ¢ao}71 el 5
79 FdHe] =2 %= 9 4 @2 (right ear advantage, REA)& YERH:. ©]



g REAT Aol wet WistE Hol=t A4 AJAAAME mAstA Ve LERY
T ddoly, ditdor WS Av= A4 (commissural fiber) 7} ¢Hd3]
%3} (myelinate) 5= 12-184 Aol o]2Z2 REA7} AAFFo TEsts o=
BRu¥ 3tk (Musiek & Chermak, 2007).

ol EFFHAAE FFAFAAALY FH olgle] A5 AojF &, A= H3

A, AR W, AW, 45 A9 FYAo], 71oFE, w7, JIAsE & o
F3t 2150 & FFS WO TR (Silman et al., 2000) CAPDE] 7k}l a4 Al
Fo A e Eofof stk A e A S Hrlsl7] S1F HARE HATHe] dolA
ST5 7F A= ARES Foke] 1ol WEE AU e doF ¥ E
TFARACR Fxleta, 719 2EE HAgteta, Wesh RESHA S AFEShE A=
2Ads & Qlt(Jerger & Musiek, 2000). thkdt o S22 (&4, X, @of, &
= 4%’5}% ol FHHAL T A(digit) & AF&Ske ol A F A AF(dichotic

digit test) = ©E AARR= o] v 2719 (working memory) o] © &A1
74AP°]X]”P(Lanleld, McFarland, & Cacace, 2011), A& oz <dojry 27}
A, H&sle] oy oA AL = Qi1 (Strouse & Hall, 1995; Strouse
& Wilson, 1999), ZxH =& @ S wor (Musiek et al, 1991), AR}
AFol Lolstrh. FART o] A= FFHANAAL] Tisel oiF RFLE=T)
70-90%, 5°l%7F 80—-90%= W% =°™ (Hurly & Musiek, 1997; Musiek et
al,, 2011), #9 ZAFAF(Emanuel et al., 2011 °lX+= 50% °142] A}
FTFEAAAE G F7t Al AMESTt BRuE b GEFE s CAPD FUtE T F
sfito] .

FojdelA g AHEHE AL 3l olE A HAANMusiek, 1983)= 1-107H4]
9] digit 5 °ldE TAE 7(seven)' S A 9]3taL % 9 7N digite® FAE A
555 AMESth HAAFSEE 3 23 AEEF Y 20 29 2 digit pair® T4
Ho] 9o, ¥AAE= 50 dB SLE %= Aol AAE 2 digit pairs ZtiE uz}
ZdatA =, dee 74 AE e 0}01 L ’:} gkt o] HARY -3 SD <
Az ok, 7114 oFsollAA 55-90%F A AN A$ 90% ol &
S Hol: RAow Byt (Musiek, 1983).

oA FH AA el tish U Aol A AFA 9 (2008) = st AdRlES i
O F F=ro] 13 2 digit pair®} 9o 1 digit pairs FHAAFSFH S, o]
/4ol gd ARgo® FAE i, uest gdTEE A 3
o] digits ST RS ARS Aol FAFSH] wiitel o] R FH F A
2w v 2 oygo] Yty Rk o) gf e oA Fxol L9 %’\Vé
ox Q% oFE HAslelr] flete] Hols - FHS(2009) 2 AFelA = Fol
oA H A Aol kA digit paird] SA4A A HALE AAJE] R

o
=
0Q

=
1o
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fo] /M4 E& digit 28 ASEL 1-4 digit pair®] #3&S FAsle] 2o B
4, FAHTHA 9 A mE FAsE 5AS AFEglnh Adele]l 2 digit
pair Z7AA 90% o] HAFaHE HAA W 3 digit pair Z2ANAE= 5
o] o] 72% AEVE VER) 1, }%%4 A5 2 digit pair?] A%E EA %
22 Ao A 2 digit pair: AFgE )

ATe dA S £F:3tE T3 7—} 7&’\}5 o FA AdEellA =i
AN E8E F Qe olEAHA AXE EFFstel CAPDE Aete] g
SNk ofyel AQF 2O RS A ARE AFE F AEF ANdstaa

Aok 2YERE 2 AT e shmo] oA HAALY HFSE SldEl Hobs -

A (2009) 2 AFollA Az U 7|22 o] digit paire] 5494 FAHI
of W& F A=L 17 2 digit pairolAd AAE 194 107FX 9 digit = *g+
Holof o digit?} =&S AAst, obFd A% 1-2 digit pair AAME, A1
4+ 1-3 digit pair HAME AASER Z‘l Arkel AR s At st

ik,

[oji

>~I

R 1

e
-1
=
0

Off

p = x|
C'IN' O-t}l H}‘l
Bl S 1ol
=

2 o oy
ftlo >
>

foAe a fo X
LI
g 2
r
i

o

Aatelon, 72+ AodAagd
b HAARAE ] el AE A A
7&4 HAge e HA T 7] 59 of= AA # = g (e
138, of: 134) % Al 959 (36, of: 59) 22 F 367U} ofF Wk 7A
597 (30, of: 29), Wk 84 499 (F: 26, ¢t 23), ®F 94 557 (i 29, of:
26), Wk 10A4 339 (& 15, o1 18), vk 114 4778 (& 22, of: 25), o
H (16, o] 14)0]3 .

BE AT UdAe Fol W 9 ot
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[ fd

2 wEo] glv A2 eEdFolvts x3eAY. =¥ HAA A3, 4= A
F 250—8,000 HzellA <15 dB HL®E 7} F3 W 10 dB o4&l <Fe] ztelE
Holz= Ao s, & A WdAe F3k4 500, 1,000, 2,000 Hz
o 2] 7t (pure—tone average)t % 7 4.32 dB HL, #5 7 3.45 dB HL
om o]& X% (Word Recognition Score, WRS) A7} > 92%%t}t o}%
BF, TR e wAbe B oA, A, g e, dojo AAA e

Holw, T3y HAMAH FE&Ao] o] HAHT St (HEH 9,
1995), Az =2 % (Scale of Auditory Behaviors, SAB, Schow et al., 2006)
¢} FISHER'S A7 A38] AE (Fisher’'s Auditory Problems Checklist, Fisher,
1976) 7t A3, Z42F 2 Ao Fojsk Fdw] FH PG5 -2 BFHAF o]

2
Sake Aene zFasic

o O H}
3@ o

tlo

b

2. ¥4 =7

1) Q5 A

olExAHAAE  Hd 30 dBA  ol3te] wWEAdA HHFHAL
(Grason—Standler, GSI-61 %+ Interacoustics, AC 40)Z A&t on, A=
AA71E= CD player (Samsung, MM—-C430D) 9} A3l s|=Z(TDH-50)=2 %

st |S F e 45 Aol A=mss AAEAT. 25547 (Bruel & Kjaer,
Modular precision sound analyzer type 2260)& A}&3}o] #H34 L2254 U
e 71719 AAF 599 BAS AAEIT 5588+ Soundforge Vegas
6.0 2ZEYo] T2 gA:;I} nlo] 7 (Seide, PC—M1f unidirectional microphone) &
AHE-EF T Adobe Audition 2.0 ZRIFHE o] &3te] H5d SUS ARG

2) SlESARAAA £T
(1) «v] &4

AT e BFolE ARESke 200 A AR shAbel o8 1HH 107449 g
=] £2}E Soundforge VegasE AFE3}le] 44,100 Hz, 16 bit, stereo® =33}
%om Adobe Audition 2.00% HFsAT 7 592 1 digit pairel 2 digit
pair® wWirol A= 19E 107h418 BE 7hed digit 2R FUd
digit pair® = 79 #F 7l Mol AAEE 1 digit pairtes F 907 £
o7, 2 digit paire F 1807 Edo =2 stk S99 digit 7+ 7+4 (interdigit

7

interval) 2 500 ms, A= 7+ 7+2 (interstimulus interval) & Z+ZF 4, 5 sec®E #H
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Hatdltt AT o2 Agd HAAEFS 25574 7] (sound level meter) & ©] &3}
%] 0 VU meterell 3278 ¥ 1000 Hze RYEH} 7 CD 4o =2 AFsk3ict.

S|
il

Mo

(2) 3=to] digit paire] &

2ol 9] digit AES ste] 1-107+4 2] digit =& 1 digit pair & 907

2 digit pair 18071& wigtae] AE FQl AN FES 7Hx 20w AJ (AW
9 20-28A41; HEAH 22.74) 208 (& 104, o 108)S oz o = 7oA
ZAlo] AAHE digitS AFR-3] A (free recall) Waloz2 % wal @alA Abd A
Abete] e F 8 LHFES FAEAT. A2 50 dB SL(Musiek, 1983) ¢l
TDH-50 #=ES Fste] AAEler, HAE AAs7] do e 93z |
= AZ 599 digite st £ F ¥ £ ggseSE }01 A= 7ol A<
A Felo] ThsAE AR § digit pair 23S AAlEH. Az 55

o

Fak=y
TR 2 AR o HAA S AFE s EFsto] oF 30~c7< A8 59t}

==
©

flo M

—

3) #FF ¥4
Stro] o] F ALY FH HAA N A fFAM R TV BE o R/RE Hol: 2
5 A8t 1-109 digits Z+H2te] Aol sAlel 1, 2, =& 3 digit pair® AA=E
tqi G4z A FS AddA FAA AAHE digits kaﬂ“ wao g B uet
o]

DSt 5 ehis AALE NSkl st o] E A HAAA ETE ALT W eAp

25 AQstg e Wal ofygl 2 digit pair A oF= 7?% Wo] ®wel ‘3 & 4

o 7 & 10°% AAF AFellA AlQJste] HAAREES FAd8St HFHSE 1-3
P

digit HAF & 3709 HE& Jhdetlom 22k 20719 digit pair® 383t
ok ZF HAF EFe] Mdyete] 3T AFEES AAsklt Digit 1F 1HA
(interdigit interval) & 500 msCeZ 3Fow, ==+ 7+ 74 (interstimulus
interval)<  1-3 digit Z7AAA a4z 4, 5, 6 seclZ 3HY(Strouse &
Wilson, 1999). 1-3 digit #HAF &€ 3 55 F LQARk2 1 digite] 2% 30
%, 2 digits®] 3% 20%, 3 digits®] 3% 50*%

3. ¥+ Ext

o RAF A RESHHARE 2010d 6€95FH 201349 6€7HA] AT

AFste A7 571 499 BES AAAENA o FolReh RE gt BEA
2AF A7 g9 FAAE 0E ¥ ATAE AWIE] A3eIE DAL
EES PR A% AAGE 4% 5 49 PAHAEE RS 378w



ot 0 OI2RAFEFI AL NS 8 st ¢7 495

= ox do
MO o oX

i 3 i

£3lo] ols S WAdo R 1-2 digit o EHFAAAE AALE AAE o,
Ao® 1-3 digit HAFE AAlskloh =8, ZEsAAY] HAF-AAAL
ASS da A @A 218 S o2 ZF:3HAF AA 25 Fo 1-3 digit
Aol A AAAE AA ST

BN bole mlo Qb do
>

4. XI2 el

[¢]

AAb A A SPSS(Ver 17.0) ZEIHS AHEste] €748 it 7]
A AREA AF, digit, S W 2FERaE ekl obEs A9
—2 digit FAF A3 vlashy] fsted SRRl 9F, digit, AAMHIE Fo91S

AALAEH S AA S0

— I_‘N‘
o

2 ohs AeEAEA Y 7 digitd A% WwE flske] A S
w, o]e] W& AP O Z Bonferroni corrections ARE-SHITEH Al I5&
% FoloR o= ofdiARE A 7 HAR 9] digit?h MIaLE

o 2 digit, AAFAZ
[e)

ol
ol
o
ne,
4o,
g
24
M
1
l

S AASt AFEA A S F Bonferroni corrections AFE3SHS
CES 7)Aol tistol= t—testS AMESFO] HAARAZRS vlaE e e AL
0.5 Fov FFo =z AT HAARY] AR ASS f& "AA-AHA A F
Esklo, g HES fld g g ¥4
Bokth ¥Ql B 2 digit HARS] Aol s doled 4
S (xS 9], 2008) 8] Aebe] S AR

b3

U o o (R P [+

ﬁfl il
a .
%m[m S

>
=

1. 2t=0] O|2XAIEFAA 2 LS flet 27 &4 24

gr=ol o] ol mAY F Al AFEE digite AEEH] flske] 1-10714 9
2 2% 1 digit F 907019k 2 digit 180715 tigwel Mg <l 20th Hd A4
209 (105 of 10)= o= 45 AoA Aol AL digits 234
Aor B wEt @A AR Akt e R/ FE Y LRES

3} g

do o O Mx



496 S41] X: 0|21 MH(H 153 43)

1) 1 digit paire] SF54 Az

% 90709 1 digit pair AAF A3}, 98.3%9 AW$E&S BTG = o Al
A]% digit 98.33%, = Foll AAlE digit 98.44%° A-&ES UYEhER

A R IR I e X}O] e 0FSkEE(p>.05). 71 ZFe] ANAEE
U5 ANA BT NS Bl digit paire 427012 °F 46%F YERIL 275 1
A, 270, 370, 470, 9= EOJ digit pairt= Z+2Z} 28%, 8%, 10%, 2%, 2%S X}A
3tk 3W ol o FE Bl digit pairolAd 7PF Wol FHE wal AL ‘1 &
29°m 1 g2 ‘1 & 7Y Foldth M e/ S B2 digite 2(1170) 9
1(77)elFE=d 71 &3 o FH3L digit 25 12, 12 22, 32 4% fA=
739tk

2) 2 digit paire] SH&EA A=}

% 180709 2 digit pair HAF A3}, 84.5%2 AubS&S HUTE digit pair
2% T 100% AsES B =T/ 38M(21%) 9, FHksE& 90%, 80%,
70%, 60%S Zt7t 5870 (32%), 4670 (25%), 2670 (14%), 1074 (5%) 5 YElH o
2709 digit pair =& 212 50%9 40%E H.H T} 2 digit pair AAFINAE digit
17 27} 5 olFo] AAN=E A i/ Hg wokor I tggoFE eFF B
digit pairi= ‘3 & 4'¢} 7 & 1001t} Egh 7}7& W s WS Al 9 digit
pair, ‘1 & 2°, '3 & 4,7 & 107} 45 =& ASF A 747 AANHE 499 2
F&ol AA 27 64%7F ATt Yol AT viel Fo] L {FE Wol W digit
pair 2FE9 d& a7 2ok 1 & 2(%F5)-10 & 3(3F), 1 & 5(%F5) -2 &
8(HF), 2 & 4(F3)-1 & 5(8#%), 3 & 4($+3)-6 & 7FH), 3 & 2(%
)4 & 1FH), 7 & 10(%3%)-5 & 8FH), 1 & 10($3)-5 & 7F) &
olty. FESE digit pairellAe eF-FES tIAEERE ofye} kS Esteb 1 digit
pairelA Wet= /8T ofyel I dFo] YEUE AEY RFelE TS
n X &= Ao 7 Ve

DE JdY IFS e w ;—z%:@} IAFS 9lal A 1 digitel 2 digit HAF
5 A% 7534% <E DI <O D> 2y 7THARE 2087HA] Be d"S 1
digit AAFlA = 7 95.3-99.5%, F= 7 89.2-98.7%° HH AEEL e

HIRe, 2 digit B 95 71 66.9-92 3%, #Z 7 59.8~89.9%F 1o
1 digit AAFe] A47) 2 digit AAMRTE o] =9



, digit, A o] AfolE A RE7] flete] AdEAEAl S AAISE A
9-1;%1 * dlglt « ZAAM F [F(6, 729)=.239, p>.05], 9% = ZAF ZHF G,
729)=1.042, p>.05] Fovd AL @, digit = A [F(6,
729)=4.241, p<.05] %} digit * 1% b [F(6, 729)=33.313, p<.05]> Fnst
HaAgs BYg. #HAMH 7 [FQA, 729)=29.82, p<.05], digit Z+
[F(1, 729)=74515 p<.05], &% 7+ [F(6 729)=79 85, p<.05]elA FaHE
gt = 5 A9 ’“5”%‘01 ﬂ—i— 134 1 digit pair A Fa o] 2
digit pair 7“} fr?%*f'%‘iﬁ} e = vEtstow, dxo]l F7hgkel wet
dEEC] Fv|stAl FokA= HE l .

Digit * AAF 7} digit * A9 F Fou et de eSS eI o 2R digit
HAFE et HAAME AP AolE AR S AAste] AuE A<t
1>, 1 digit AALAE 5 A9 A5 A 257 d¥o] 71855 385 {2
vlstAl F7Fekai T AFEEA A, 5 A= TAIZE 94 o)ZdE, 8A417F 114 o))
7 foulgt ztolE YE L, #H5 A= ] n|shA FEE o] At
Qow, S F BT 9AFE A £Fo FIHE Hols FOE YUERHTE 2
digit AAFS] AFFEA AR 5 A9 H5 A BT 10A7HA F38go] fenlst
Ao FqY FFE Hole Ao®E YEyth 7F A

oﬁL
?1'
¢
_‘TL

A Sk on, 10404 4
B A5 A% $5 A Aol wmwats] fakel ¢ AFS AT Ak, 25 A9
$2 9 WE 79 A £3 AN SelvIsh S e SRS tehig

KH 1> HFYE O|EAHEFAANT, 2 digit ZAHS B, BEEZHA & SAHEAM
. AFHE o] ERAZFAA AT (%) _
Digit N 7A 8A 9A 104 114 124 A F
n=60 n=49 n=>55 n=33 n=47 n=30 n=95
95.3% 96.3% 98.0" 97.8®¢ 99.3¢ 99.5¢ 98.9¢

M

RE 1656 +487 298 +433 +208 +152 +o6s 5200
. g% g3 GG g e g
LE 4944  +497 +415 +542 525 +388 +293 22996
REA 6.0 33 10 i 55 i3 02
{ 56837 3.738° 1.628  1.191 2943 2796 718
607 711T 85" 8057 807 507 9237
RE 11674 +17.32 +11.05 +7.75 +10.10 +11.69 +856 o267
, e K1 O (6 e U ¥/ ol B K O LGN 1 KR (e N1 i
LE  y1952 +1282 +1073 +107 115  +87  +g73 19454
REA™T 7T L8 157 20730 35 T gpT

t 2.733" 2.044" 0.933 1.336 1.724 0.469 2.134=
NE CIE Q0% a, b, ¢, d= A5 =4 Z3F p < .05 2014 Ao ¢F A0 Yae LIEd
* p < .06 ; *xp < .01; *x*p < .001
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100 W’
- )
‘&____Q,'-;'JQ""---X
o P L S
);Sr - ':
g e
=3 -
= -
§ 60 - i RE-1digit
i | E-1digit
40 - = RE-2digits
== LE-2digits
20
o)
S g S N S I
A Y =) a1 o T s
6 & 6 A Fad Fas
A Gl E 2 o S

AL

I8 1> AFE 1 digitdh 2 digit Ol 2 At FEA =S

Al 79 A, 1-3 digit AAME 25 AAS dad 2>, digit 7F 71
Sho| whe} o] = F= 98.89-74.89% %, FHZ F= 98.68—65.00%% A
aholvh. AAMA S digit 7Fe] ApolE AHEY] flste] o] ARAREAS AT A, A
A+ digit P fremek A e [F(2, 282)=12.149, p<.051S eyt 72+
A digit 1F #FelE ¥lwsh7] fld dYRAREA S 059 FoE FFEA AA
3 Ay, = 7 [F(2, 284)=102.873, p<.05], #ZF # [F(2, 284)=224.310,
p<.05] & BE digit 7+ Fom3t 2polE BT, AFFEA Ay, digit Ut S48
of whet frolulstA s FAEE Yepgith ek 7t digit® AAMARE (—test A
3}, 2 digit (.=2.134, p=0.3)3} 3 digit (r=4.465, p=0.001) 14 = A A=
7 #5 A AR fFousiA ot 5 7 AEdS YER Sl

100 989 987
89.9

80 745

60 0es

mzs

(36 ojo o

40

20

1 digit 2digit 3digit

<18l 2> gelel 1 — 3 digit Ol2xAtEFAAL s



Mre AALETO AFE HAARE 98t AAR-AAAF A E T (test —retest
reliability) & &733l3th A 214WS didez B HAAES ANz 2F o]ito]
A Fol AAAE AASE AA<KE 2>, A A AleE 0.857-0.9300%
B frouetA w4 e Az 7éf+oﬂ w2 HAF Aol Aol7t Gle A FEER
AALZ A = et

<E 2> Ol TR F G AL AA-TAAL AE =
»n
2 AA A AR A= A%
n=21 n=21 (coefficient t A%
BF | EFER | BF | BFUR el
o RE 98.89 +2.64 99.01 +1.54 0..917 —-.734
1 digit
LE 98.68 +2.93 98.89 +2.34 0.921#%* -.663
o RE 89.29 +11.96 90.00 +9.74 0..857 % -.530
2 digit
LE 86.43 t14.41 87.86 +11.99 0.850%#* -.861
o RE 70.71 +t19.44 70.00 +15.73 0.915%#* .404
3 digit
LE 59.76 +22.93 61.67 +16.30 0.930* -.890

FOE 1+ <0.05, ** < 0.01, **x < 0.001

<
Al
2
9
g
Hr

ARAG] B st AP RE WEEBIEES Foln

HES Aol FARYES AFae UEHYES 3
BRARADA A BG B4 Aol 54 g8 FA S

et A4 RS AUsh o S9e e 7

o 2
td
e

.LYE =
oz
=2
X
g
>,
¥ o
rose
o
ﬁu
©
4
Hr
D)
o
4

N,
>
=
1o
)
=5
Q
B

7o) ABAFE = AVF 0.402, F= AV 04112
U2 7 BFE o8 4@ (p<.05) S EFYSI T
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2
ot
4

digit pairE AA3IS W SAZ<
o 1 digit pair A=HCF 2 digit pair A=0=2 A A
Aoz yepst. 7H e 7F B2 digite 29101, 279
12 EFske A9t o9 &2 Ay %O
Tﬂ/\LOE /\]}\]?5]— ;ﬂo]._g_ . %5_?(2009).4
St T 2 digt parl A9 SRARE AR ohile) Agak—g— watebn
digit pairelA YEbE e 78R oyt I AFe] YERE digitd] eRAdE
F= vl il% oz vehsth

= rr o2
Hu
Ll ¢
k)

L 9

[0 o ME
o wu £l

-H e,
i
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Rla=gs °§§%—% A =AE HFe7] flste] 49l 438 e i ewE 28 AT 55
H 25 A7 B2 A ZsFo] 1 digit pairet 2 digit pair FAAFES AAE A3
25 X =¥ 25 EFebA &> 279 HAASTE 1 digit pair FARIAE
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A7 21(2008) 9 Aol 1-107k4 €]
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s Faeo] Fhasty, olys Y Fas 5 AR #HS5 oA o A
U A A3 (Wilson & Jaffe, 1996) & ARt eyt gh=po] o] 22 34
ALS] 2 digit AAF FHHS do]He A (Weihing & Atcherson, 2014) 8} ®| 1w
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wor, 1 digit¥ 2 digit 25 742 8AllA = FAIZRSRE Folust 2o]E& W
AWk 9A| o] HEEH = G733 At AES BT 2 digitd A, 11419 124
of Al AdlEtt %2> REAE KGO A9 10AeA4 = dutt stAY nlst
REAE R 94 o]Fo= ojust Wz EAS Holx| ¢skth. Hugdahl et al.
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<Abstract>

Dichotic digit test is a high wvalidity clinical test for providing
information on the hemispheric and interhemispheric lesions and is widely
used for screening and diagnosing central auditory processing disorders
(CAPD). The purpose of this study was to develop Korean dichotic digit
test and provide normative values for children and adults. Prior to the
development of the test, errors were analyzed in 90 pairs of 1-—digit and
180 pairs of 2—digit to rule out phonemic similarities of Korean numbers 1
through 10 in the manner of dichotic listening by testing 20 young adults
with normal hearing. The final test developed in this study was composed
of 1—3 digit lists with 20 items for each list, excluding the number 2 in
which showed the most number of errors. To prepare for the age norms,
the developed dichotic digit test was performed on 272 subjects from the
age of 7—12 years old and 95 college students in 20s. 1 and 2 digit tests
were applied to all age groups while 3 digit test examined only for the
adult group. The results for 7 to 20 years showed that the performance
significantly increased as age increased, and decreased as the number of
digits increased. The response showed as 95.3—99.5% in right ear,
89.2—98.7% in left ear for 1 digit test and 66.9-92.3% in right ear, and
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59.8—89.9% in left ear for 2 digit test. There were significant REAs for
the age of 8—9 years in the 2 digit pair conditions and performance
approached the adult level for the age of 12 years. The dichotic digit test
showed significantly high test—retest reliability and validity, which in
validity showed significant correlation with speech recognition test. The
normative values of Korean dichotic digit test with 1—3 digits were
presented and the results indicate that 2 digit test is the most appropriate
for CAPD diagnosis.

Key Words : dichotic digit tests, central auditory processing, right ear
advantage(REA)
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