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= ARgStel A5 R E AR 75355t
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The Effects of Group Sensory Integrative Intervention for Sensory Motor Ability
and Behaviors for Children With Developmental Delay

Kim, Jin-Mi*, M.S., 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 for sen-

sory motor ability, behaviors in children with developmental delay.

Method : The subjects were five children with developmental delays aged between 3 and 5. All Children
participated in 26 sessions of group sensory integrative intervention. Children' behavior during testing
was observed to assess the sensory motor ability, behaviors, the clinical observation. One group pre-
test-posttest design was used to verify the effect of group sensory integrative intervention. The observed
children' behavior during testing were tested by the Wilcoxon matched-pair signed rank test.

Results :

There is no significant difference in the clinical observation between pre and post intervention.

However, subjects showed the significant difference in Social interaction(Z = —2.121, p=.034),
Attention(Z = —2.032, p=.042), total score in Behavior during testing(Z = —2.032, p =.042).

Conclusions :

The result in this study suggested that the sensory integrative intervention is effective in fa-

cilitating the social skills and improving the attention and behaviors. On the other hand, there is no ef-
fect in sensory motor ability. It is difficult to generalize the conclusion because the number of the sub-
ject was limited and the environmental confounding factors has not been controlled. Therefore, it is
needed to supplement these limitations in the future study.

Key Words : Behaviors, Group sensory integrative intervention, Sensory motor ability






