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A Study on the Perceptions of High School Students
in Speech-Language Therapy
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Purpose : The purpose of the study is to provide basic data of how high school students
(HSS) perceive speech-language therapy (ST) and speech-language pathologists (SLP) so
as to suggest proper activities and programs for improving awareness.

Methods: Online surveys were conducted for HSS and a total of 241 questionnaires are
analyzed. The response results to the questions asking about the perceptions of ST, ST
clients, and SLP were analyzed by frequency analysis and multiple response frequency
analysis.

Results: First, it was found that 72.6% of HSS had heard of ST. Female students had a
higher experience of hearing ST than male students (p{.001). Second, in the perception of
HSS clients receiving ST, the highest response was 24.0%, ‘special education subjects such
as autism, ADHD, and intellectual disability.” Third, in the perception of how HSS think of
ST, 88.0% of the respondents answered that they have a prospect as a future job. The most
likely reason for the prospect was that it was ‘impossible to be replaced by Al’
Conclusions: The perception of HSS of ST is relatively high, but their understanding of
the work is low. Therefore, it is required to provide public relations program using the
internet to improve it. Education for expanding the realm of ST and activities for
improving the perception are needed because HSS understand ST as a limited task such
as recognizing the target of ST as special education subject. To raise awareness of SLP as
future occupational prospects, public relations activities for awareness targeting parents,
teachers, etc. and activities that can influence HSS awareness of the social, occupational
status of ST and more developmental directions were recommended.

Keywords: Speech-language therapy (ST), speech-language pathologist (SLP), perceptions
of high school students (HSS)
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Table 2. Questionnaire information

Factors Questions n
Table 1. Participants’ characteristics Speech-language therapy (ST) 5.6, 7 3
Category n %) Clients of speech-language 8.9 10 3
Gende Male 70 (29.0) therapy »
r Female 171 (71.0) ol Hologi
1 57 (23.7) (Ss’i‘;‘;c “language patologist 1y 15 13,14, 15, 16, 17 7
Grade 2 111 (46.1)
3 73 (30.3) Total 13
Seoul 9(3.7)
Busan 16 ( 6.6)
Daegu 81 (33.6) 3. Az &
Incheon 8 (3.3)
Gwanj 11 (4.6 T Qs = gz
o L W% TEIES OB Yoy £ ol 4BAE 15
Region Ulsan 9 (3.7) St @A 2 SNSE 59 vlmslel FA9lE AwE Sl
Gyeonggi-do 10 (4.1) o7t AFE S AR 5T ff HHS 59 AAJAPE
Chungcheong nam/buk-do 5(2.1) 2 7QElEE slgon, JdpEAogzn AMLst Ad HULAE
Jeollanam/buk-do 20 ool TEIYY HE S BULA F FE AYEA
Gyeongsangnam/buk-do 78 (32.4) _
Erc. 1( 4 A2 Aol HEF R Yot ot
T i Academic high school 221 91.7)
hiygphesscc;lool Vocational high school 17 ( 7.1 4, X2 2M
Etc. 3(1.2
Total 241 (100.0)
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Table 3. The results of analyzing perceptions of ST~ A=241

Category n %)
Experience that  Yes 175 (72.6)
have heard of
ST No 66 (27.4)
SLP 18 (10.3)
Routes to ST Internet 129 (73.7)
information Acquaintance who received ST 20 (11.4)
Etc. 8 (4.6
Know to some extent 35 (14.5)
Tasks of SLP Know a little bit 107 (44.4)
Do not know 99 (41.1)

gl WE Qojxze] o AAle] $¥ AT Table 4
o 2tk

izl A9 Soie Ao Bl s S0l oy
o 78.9% WMol 57.1%Ae8, ol EAHoR SosTt
(p001). QoA RS A Ao ol ‘AU Fo
2 Y A9t ofsbel 763%, HoPY 65.0%2 ¥ETt 7
4 Egkor], Aol Wt ot Mol Gtk 05). AojxE
At sk ol dslele ojstyel 49 =3 ¥ A wovt
45.00, PR Eﬂlum 443u2 27 S7 Nt &
grout, BAZCR ol Aol QISIEHp).05)

Table 4. The results of analyzing perceptions of ST according

to sex N=241
Gender
Category Male Female X
n (%) n (%)

Experience Yes 40 135
pe (57.1) (789

that have 11.87"

30 36
heard of ST No 42.9) @L1)
7 11
SLP 175 (81
26 103
l;?utes to Internet (65.0) (76.3)
) 7.20
information Acquaintance 3 17
who received ST (7.5 (12.6)
Etc 4 4
' (1000 (3.0
Know to some 9 26
extent (12.9) (15.2)
Task of SLP  Know a little bit 30 77 48
(42.9) (45.0) '
31 68
Do not know (44.3) (39.8)
' p(.001

Shdo] wE ojAl=o it ©
At oA o] Hs Sl A
|9l 91.8%, 28Md9] 64.9%,

49l g Ail= Table 5
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18149] 63.2% &0=7 UERto
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Table 5. The results of analyzing perceptions of ST according
to grade N=241

Grade
Category 1 2 3 X
n®% n®% n@®%)
36 72 67

Experience ~ Yes a2 (64 Lg
that have ( 231 ) 3;) © 6 ) 19.40™
heard of ST
| o (368) (5.1) (82)
SLP 10 5 5

278 (69 (45
22 53 54

Internet
Route to ST . (61.1) (73.600 (80.6) 60"
information Aiqualntgncz 3 9 8 ’
;»vTo receive (83 (125 (119
1 5 2
fre. (28 (69 (3.0
Know to some 16 8 11
extent 28.1) (7.2 151D
Know a little 23 56 28 -
SLP task bit 0.4 (505 (38.4) 14.86
18 47 34
Do not know GL6) (423 6.6
"p.01, " p(.001
o= EAA R [oSIATHp(.001). QojXFE HRE H3t A=

of Hetoie AHYE F = SHOl 359 80.6%, 2519
73.6%, 13hd9] 61.1%=2 W=7} 71 £9koH, ol 5AZcR
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Table 6. The results of analyzing perceptions of ST~ AF241

Category n (%)
Stuttering 30 (7.8
Language development delay 79 (20.6)
Neuro-linguistic disorders 74 (19.3)
Subjects of special educations 92 (24.0)
ST clients?
Articulation disorders 64 (16.7)
Voice disorders 18 (4.7)
Hearing loss 20 (5.2)
Etc. 6 (1.6
Hospital 18 (7.3)
School 11 ( 4.5)
ST institution® ST clinical center 159 (64.9)
Welfare center 54 (22.0)
Multicultural family support 3(1.2)
center
Stuttering 24 ( 6.5)
Language development delay 77 (21.0)
Clients who Neuro-linguistic disorders 73 (19.9)
lti:leyfj:ofrom Subjects of special educations 73 (19.9)
ST? Articulation disorders 81 (22.1)
Voice disorders 21 (5.7)
Hearing loss 18 (4.9

Note. #Duplicate selectable questions.

oy 9 oz QIsh Aol 2zt 73%(19.9%),
TS HEE ofs € A 249W(6.5%), HhE] EAVE 9l of
5 2 ARl 21%(5.7%), BNl 1878(4.9%) <=0l3ith

gdol w2 ojAE A digh Q149 S/ Ak
Table 73 Ztt.

ROIARE W= oAl distd ofshlel A A,
ADHD, &%l 5 ESnSHIA7F 40.4%, FEHY ks
go] & ofs 9 A <Aool 7t 34.8%= 47 §H W=t
E9IT AojAlm 7)o st Ao RAIE 2 FHo] ofst
A9l 69.6%, FeHY 57.1%=F W=7t 7 EA YERd 2o
A7 77t £& Aol 4sh= gl diste] Hgo] &
RS oty 9 AYes JHol HIY 37.1% oY
32.2%% Y%7} 71 A UErstT

Shdo] w2 dojAm fidRe] digh QlAle] §E At
Table 83} 7t}

AojAgE W= oAl Histed A, ADHD, A&l &
Eu SR 2 §Ho] 181d9] 49.1%, 28749 40.9%= 7%
HErF E9kor, 381A9] 37.0%: Wdo] a3t ok 9 4
o7 3 WIEIt 77 EA Uehyth dojAa 7w st
Ao BAE R gHo] 38749 67.1%, 1349 66.7%, 28t
9] 64.9%= W17t 7S EA YEpETh ojAs At £
ol2tal QIAsk= Al thole] 181A9] A9 H&AFoR
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Table 7. The results of analyzing perceptions of speech

therapists according to sex N=241
Gender
Category Male Female
n (%) a2 %)
Stuttering 8 (11.6) 22 (12.9)
Language 24 (348) 55 (32.2)

development delay

Neuro-linguistic

disorders 19 (27.5) 55 (32.2)
ST clients® Sgbject's of special 23 (33.3) 69 (40.4)
educations
Articulation disorders 19 (27.5) 45 (26.3)
Voice disorders 4 (5.8 14 (8.2
Hearing loss 8 (11.6) 12 (7.0)
Etc. 2(29 4(23)
Hospital 9 (12.9) 9(5.3)
School 3 (4.3) 8 (4.7)
ST ST clinical center 40 (57.1) 119 (69.6)
institution®  elfare center 18 (25.7) 36 (21.1)
Multicultural family 3 (43) 0( .0
support center
Stuttering 7 (10.0) 17 (9.9
Language
development delay 24 G43) 53 GLO
Neuro-lineuisti
Clients who diizigerlsn guistie 21 (30.0) 52 (30.4)
likely to b ¢ al
benefit from ~ Subjects of specia 1927.) 54 (L6
ST® educations
Articulation disorders 26 (37.1) 55 (32.2)
Voice disorders 3(4.3) 18 (10.5)
Hearing loss 8 (11.4) 10 (5.8

Note. *Duplicate selectable questions.

AJoTo] 41.1%, 28MdS A, ADHD, A&Ao] & ELust)
A 7Y 34.2%2 27 S5 Rlert w9kt

3. QIOIRHZEALO] CHE Q14

AojAZAL] oigt Q1419 S5 ZIH= Table 99+ Zth

Aojzld ZFHo] digh A4 RojAgAr 7 Hgsitts &
o] BIw7l 1779(73.4%) 08 &9kon, ‘dojajgf et &
o HlEE 648(26.6%)01%th. 27T UF FA0 sk
HARAL Y gYet WlErt 1588(65.6%)°=2 7FY &%
o, Iotgoz IHAATHATA O] 479H(19.5%), ‘I
B31%(12.9%), O7IER 49(1.7%), AEEeL 1
(4% <=0tk AojREARY] Fgabge] digt thERke Wl
A Zn Shab ololtal SHET WIETE 111%(35.8%)2
2 7P E9kon, arkgoz “HESHAL oj4f o] 969(31.0%),
‘qetus 9 HAEFAHIY 58%9(18.7%), Y =Y 269
(8.4%), ‘BYLLY 199(6.1%) <=olQUtk oA FEAA
Hagh Ao digt ohEEkS xR A= ‘olsie} i E)

oF Ho
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Table 8. The results of analyzing perceptions of speech

Table 9. The results of analyzing perceptions toward speech

therapists according to grade NE241 therapists NE241
Grade Category n (%)
Category 1 2 3 )
n (%) n (%) n (%) ST job title Speech therar.n.st 177 (73.4)
Stuttering 3(5.3) 13 (11.8) 14 (19.2) Speech rehabilitator 64 (26.6)
Language development Ministry of education 31 (12.9)
21 (36.8) 38 (34.5) 20 (27.4
delay (6.8) 38 345) 20 27.4) Ministry of health and welfare 158 (65.6)
Neuro-linguistic Ministry of gender equalit
) 27 (47.4) 27 (24.5) 20 (27.4 yors quaity
disorders 7 (47.4) 27 (24.5) 274 Issuing entity of and family 4 (1.7
ST clients® Subjects of special qualifications Korea occupation ability
educations 28 (49.1) 45 (40.9) 19 (26.0) association 47 (19.5)
Articulation disorders 14 (24.6) 23 (20.9) 27 (37.0) Korean chamber of commerce 1( 4
Voice disorders 2(35 7(64) 9(123) and industry '
Hearing loss 7 (12.3) 10 (9.1) 3 (4.1) Postgraduate 26 ( 8.4)
Etc. 0(C .00 6(55 0( .0 Bachelor degree 111 (35.8)
Hospital 3(53) 5(45) 10 (13.7) iir;rejimng Associate degree 9 (31.0)
School 1(18) 3(27) 7(906) Not university education 58 (18.7)
'ST o ST clinical center 38 (66.7) 72 (64.9) 49 (67.1) Lifelong education center 19 (6.1)
INSHLUtion” ywelfare center 17 (29.8) 29 (26.1) 8 (11.0)
Multicultaral famil Patience and perseverance 4(1.7)
ulticultural ramily
support center 0.0 3027 0(.0 Kindness and service 26 (10.8)
Stuttering 2 (3.5 11 (9.9 11 (15.1) Understanding and caring 95 (39.4)
Qualities of SLP*
Language development 25 (43.9) 35 31.5) 17 (23.3) Professionalism 73 (30.3)
. dela;ll Sense of duty 27 (11.2)
. Jinauisti
s S g0 oo sy o 50
;o benefait Subjects (?f special 21 (36.8) 38 (34.2) 14 (19.2) Educator 37 (15.4)
rom ST educations Healthcare provider 116 (48.1)
Articulation disorders 17 (29.8) 34 (30.6) 30 (41.1) Job image of SLP  Counselor 58 (24.1)
Voice disorders 1(1.8 11(99 9123 Helper 26 (108)
Hearing loss 4(7.0 9(81) 5(6.8
Guider 4(1.7)
Note. * Duplicate selectable questions.
Prospects as a Yes 212 (88.0)
future career N 29 (12.0
T gEe Wt 959G0.400% AP stow, drkgo ° 1z
2 WEY 739603W, AEE 27E(112%, Wdm 2 Remuneration Ted
A 268(10.8%. BAT 16W6.6%). Qel T 4 Sense of accomplishment 16 ( 7.0)
Reasons to
(1.7%) 2=019ict. serocive SLP Can work even at old age 28 (12.3)
oX|zAte] A ojulAe] g AMe ARAEIA AFFE  promising' Can open a center 18(7.9
outst MTsl 116%(48.1%) 2% 7 w9tod, Jrksoz ‘At Increase in ST clients 65 (28.5)
A7t 58H(24.1%), ‘TR 37H(15.4%), ‘FAF 267H(10.8%), Cannot be replaced by Al 100 (43.9)

QMARF 495(1.7%) <olct. wHAgozA Aol it Q1A
UoF 2 SEIt Wl 2129(88.0%), ‘ITF7F 299(12.0%) 2%
yUehgtt. Aol Aok AsKE olfole QIFASeE oA &
7¥sl7] mRolek= 8ol WlErt 1008(43.9%)2% 71 &9ko
o, Jopgog ‘AojAR A S7F7F 65%8(28.5%), Ut &
olE U3t 4 9lS'o] 28WH(12.3%), ‘AlE] HH 750l 184
(7.9%), ‘HF 16%8(7.0%), ‘B 1%(.4%) <]t

gdol] w2 QAojAZAle] digt 149 3H A= Table
107} 2t

Qo= ZFHo] gt U4l AojARAF7F Aol &
o] gt 76.6%, FAY] 65.7%2 WIErF EoH, ¥
of ot {98t zlels YtHp.05). =7HAES U FA O o
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Note. *Duplicate selectable questions.

A EARARE S0l "I 72.9%, o5l 62.6%
2 wrh 7B wston, Adol web fogt Aole glolt
(p.05). Aot EAS] FT o]l thgh dRoJAe fshyo] H¢
SAF oY o= S0l 49.4%, L St ol Wl HESt
A} ol o] 7+ 39.1%8 & HIEE X3

Aolx| @Al A HRgE Apdol] diside ‘olsfe} Hiz & S&
o] of5hAe] 39.8%, W39l 38.6%= RIZ=rt 7M A Uehd
o} AofAgAte] A ofm] Aol it Al OJgAu|A AlFAY
2 g0l o5ty 49.7%, HIHY9] 44.3%% RIwTt 7MY =%
on go] wt {o5t Aol AAHp).05).



v Aoz A digh 42 AR SHol o9
90.6%, HME] 81.4%= W=7l £3oH, o= FAXCE &
OJ3IATHp(.05). ol AL A4ske olfolls ofhde] A+
UVsAsez oA =7F2 3Ho] 49.1%, "2 oAz
qZE S71 31.7%% Rl=rk 7Fg 4 Uebdth

shdo] mWE oAl diet 149 3% Zde Table
113} &t

AojAE AF BAo et 142 AAARAF 7L st
3ol 28149 76.6%, 35HA9 75.3%, 15139 64.9%% W=7t
w3k, shdo] weh FORt Aole IUTHp.05). F7HET
g FA dsiMe BARAF R Ho] 19d9] 71.9%, 28t
WO 69.4%, 38hde] 54.8%= Rlwrh 7PY w3toH, shdof w
2t fOJgt Aol QIUTH(p>.05). AoAAEAR] FAol thsto]

O] Al

ANRIZ0| 2ot NSSHESO| QA G

© A oo FHol 151d9] 55.4%, 33hde] 49.3%%L.
o, 281d9] A AR ol B HESHE of ol 7 40.0%=
RIe7h 7P &0kt AofRzAAl Bast Ao disjre ‘o]
sfet wiE' 2 §Eo] 389 42.5%, 287d9] 41.4%, 137A9]
31.6%% W=7t 71 A UET dofR=AR] A9 ofn|A|o
et I “QmAEA AEA R S 35| 54.8%, 25hd
9] 47.7%, 13hd9] 40.4%=2 Bl=rt 7P &okom, shdol| wlet
o Aole i p.05). vlHAPLe=HA o] gt QA
UokE FHol 33hd9] 93.2%, 2519 86.5%, 13Hd9] 84.2%
2 Hzrh g9ton, shdof we ROt Alole IATH(p.05).
Ago] AL ¥she olfolle UsAlsz Al &7F7F 1)
HO] 49.1%, 28139 44.1%, ‘A= o3+ S7F7F 38hd
40.8%= W=7t 7 = Uerdth

Table 10. The results of analyzing perceptions toward speech therapists according to sex N=241
Gender
Category Male Female X
n (%) 1 (%)
ST iob title Speech therapist 46 (65.7) 131 (76.6) 502
Speech rehabilitator 24 (34.3) 40 (23.4)
Ministry of education 9 (12.9) 22 (12.9)
Ministry of health and welfare 51 (72.9) 107 (62.6)
Issuing entity of qualifications Ministry of gender equality and family 2(29) 2(1.2) 5.36
Korea occupation ability association 8 (11.9) 39 (22.8)
Korean chamber of commerce and industry 0( .0 1( .6)
Postgraduate 8 (11.6) 18 (10.6)
Bachelor degree 27 (39.1) 84 (49.4)
SLP training course® Associate degree 27 (39.1) 69 (40.6) -
Not university education 20 (29.0) 38 (22.4)
Lifelong education center 4 (5.8 15 ( 8.8)
Patience and perseverance 2 (29 2(1.2)
Kindness and service 9 (12.9 17 (9.9
Qualities of SLP* Understanding and caring 27 (38.6) 68 (39.8) )
Professionalism 20 (28.6) 53 (31.0)
Sense of duty 4 (5.7) 23 (13.5)
Responsibility 8 (11.9) 8 (4.7)
Educator 9 (12.9) 28 (16.4)
Healthcare provider 31 (44.3) 85 (49.7)
Job image of SLP Counselor 23 (32.9) 35 (20.5) 4.35
Helper 6 (8.6 20 (11.7)
Guider 1(1.4 3(1.8
Prospects as a future career ves 57 (81.4) 155 606 3.98"
No 13 (18.6) 16 (9.4
Remuneration 1(1.6) 0( .0
Sense of accomplishment 7 (11.1) 9 (5.5)
Can work even at old age 10 (15.9) 18 (10.9)
Reasons to perceive SLP promising® -
Can open a center 6 (9.5 12(7.3)
Increase in ST clients 20 (31.7) 45 (27.3)
Cannot be replaced by Al 19 (30.2) 81 (49.1)

Note. *Duplicate selectable questions.
.05
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Table 11. The results of analyzing perceptions toward speech therapists according to grade N241
Grade
Category 1 2 3 X
n (%) n (%) n (%)
T iob i Speech Therapist 37 (64.9) 85 (76.6) 55 (75.3) 282
Job tite Speech Rehabilitator 20 (35.1) 26 (23.4) 18 (24.7) )
Ministry of education 9 (15.8) 15 (13.5) 7 (9.6)
Ministry of health and welfare 41 (71.9) 77 (69.4) 40 (54.8)
Issuing entity of qualifications Ministry of gender equality and family 0( .0 2(1.8 2(27) 15.25
Korea occupation ability association 7 (12.3) 16 (14.4) 24 (32.9)
Korean chamber of commerce and industry 0( .0 1(.9 0( .0
Postgraduate 7 (12.5) 12 (10.9) 7 (9.6)
Bachelor degree 31 (55.4) 44 (40.0) 36 (49.3)
SLP training course® Associate degree 29 (51.8) 44 (40.0) 23 (31.5) -
Not university education 7 (12.5) 33 (30.0) 18 (24.7)
Lifelong education center 2 (3.6) 13 (11.8) 4 (5.5)
Patience and perseverance 0( .0 3(2.7) 1(1.4)
Kindness and service 9 (15.8) 10 (9.0) 7 (9.6
. . Understanding and caring 18 (31.6) 46 (41.4) 31 (42.5)
Qualities of SLP Professionalism 17 (29.8) 35 (31.5) 21 (28.8) )
Sense of duty 10 (17.5) 13 (11.7) 4(5.5)
Responsibility 3(5.3) 4 (3.6) 9 (12.3)
Educator 13 (22.8) 14 (12.6) 10 (13.7)
Healthcare provider 23 (40.4) 53 (47.7) 40 (54.8)
Job image of SLP Counselor 11 (19.3) 29 (26.1) 18 (24.7) 9.18
Helper 9 (15.8) 12 (10.8) 5 (6.8)
Guider 1(18) 3(27 0 (0.0)
Prospects as a future career Yes 48 (842 % (86.5) 68 93.2) 2.84
No 9 (15.8 15 (13.5) 5(68 )
Remuneration 0( .0 1(1.0 0( .0
sense of accomplishment 7 (12.7) 7 (6.9 2 (2.8
Reasons to perceive SLP promising’ Can work even at old age 5(9.1) 15 (14.7) 8 (11.3) )
Can open a center 2 (3.6 12 (11.8) 4 (5.6)
Increase in ST clients 14 (25.5) 22 (21.6) 29 (40.8)
Cannot be replaced by Al 27 (49.1) 45 (44.1) 28 (39.4)

Note. * Duplicate selectable questions.

£ AFoae fefuet 155EC] ojAR, ol %*
A, QAHEALE oBA Ao YA AJExt Jd%
EAstglon Auje] 2 =0 oheat Lt

AR, 1580l Aofjx|go| s Sol AFo] Yk A=
72.6%% EAE|lon, ojgKio] Fahao] Hlg] <dojxEE &
£ Aol o 2 702 BEAEo] o] gE o7t Uit
(p€.001). ]2t A= Park®} Han(2022)9] AFolAel Zo]
AolAgAte]l gt PAErt FeAYRTE ofshiio] fojakA rt
£ A & & Yok E3E oA Zolg B shdo] &t
245 Adojxgo] s o Wol Sol Fo& teRgth(p(.001).
ol QdojAgol| s Eol Ho] QUtk: SHol 61%3itH=
2018919] UwiQlE tho& g A(Hyeon & Choi, 2018)%
the ¥4 Uit ojxgo] digh 25 4l HlwA

1

o
02 ¥ 4 Utk JEt RE U seAd R Ase
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©)

23 & A ZPe S0l 44.4%2 7P =A Ut dolA|
571 of® dUA AL = YARE AZSHA ¥A Kok
Qlth= A-H(Hyeon & Choi, 2018)9} SARE ATE HojZt)
S0l Ho| Sl Ao ARE HF A= dgt dRA=
QEHYE B 73.7%= 7PE ol Aol =] tigt tie
SH A, UHY FEE AHFoE EEsfor & ZoE AR
Heh 2 A9 Ao o9 Blgo] =oF 1EIES
A AER dRlssrlols AlREEel A 1EEAE
9] ddojA=e] whgt QA UNRIHTE= =A =
AYAHHyeon & Choi, 2018)2} thAR[] Alol7} Qlomg
ARl Aojzgof it AR 14 WHIF vepd A<
A @gstr] ofgeh. 12y 1EEClA K= QlAlo] =
< A2 1RAQ] dolH, I TE tioAE 4] Wt
VEEA] AR ”JJ‘?J} Aok A3,
25 W oAl gt AelA= 4
44 54"501] ‘I]'E 7_4'0]% A=t A, ADHD, &) 5
ot Rl 24.0%2 7P w0tk Aok
o=z ‘ﬁﬂ%}%}o] h?l ofs ¥ ARl Ao (20.6%), &
4o QIgt AHANRT(19.3%), E3o] EY=ESE oty ¥



A (16.7%), T HEe ot 2 ARA(7.8%),
U (G.2%), Haeel A Sl ofs ¥ AYE7%), 7IE
(1.6%) =clQitt. ol=gt Zik= YEsS AdoXEet 7P &
do] Ava A IRIEE o= & d-HHyeon &
Choi, 2018)2F= tha Zo|7b 2SItk Hyeon¥t Choi(2018)=
RIS AoAEE XZH ZHoE Pdok= AEsSc] @
%om, A dofol BHE FEOIA T =9k AFAo
of, ADHD®} A, 2wy, IHESE ¥ TSRS ° 4
< S AR SR RS ddeE jtl sigith & 1
STHIES WoARY HAE EuStiddE iiske
3 es

S X A2H ZWoR o]

B2l

%0
e o
>,
A

al EA4E0] aF i 1
Q1419 Alol7t U5 & 4= Uk
o= 71H;E oA QASteA e RARIAE A
OIRBAE 7L 7} w2 HIEE UERIOM(64.9%), IO
2 OEXTH22.0%), WAT3%), Tu4.5%), HEEPEAY
AlE(1.2%) <olglth. RoAsAH'ZE e ShdE H[&S
HH 38R0 67.1%, 189 66.7%, 28149 64.9%= Hl%
oA Aot qglont, A ToA AojA=AEY HEO|
7 =2 ZoE UEEth  dojAEA ZRA {39
gt B RAPIA= Y AoiAEAETE 54%= 7T Be
o, olo] EXIH15%), ¥ -JU12%), THH(6%) TolA <
Bl oz FAEUTHThe Korean Association of
Speech-Language Pathologists, 2019). WetA 5SS
AAHEAL 25 FFol ozt A2 A AgE wrge Ao
= Az

rr

oAE T £ Aol Ashe el dhat 2
A 4" @ SEEE o] 9 ol ggitk tha, 13
A9 WEHOR QIR ALolIoRr (45.6%), AL T3ol
2T oks ¥ AU(41.1%, 25H9L A, ADHD, Aol
5 SRS GLINE 47 S vlgo] i olefEt 2
I 7t S Sgsol dlolEte] YRg ofg) olstskrt
ot Beto] QickaL AyZeh] WRe] PO A U ATE o
2 Bast 9 o= yaEd

(o] =2 O oT1roea2
of Het J4FTE} S & = Stk 53] o= AY
A9l ST BoYGE A4, AoNSAl izt A4, ok
g A4, ool B G A4, Aol 712 A4, dofdd
A4, QARAS A4, AoHAR R4, Q1oj7E A4, oA mHT

>

W 7]e} @48 WZ=s} Hed|Shin & Park, 2021), o] % olo]
Aol 71xA4E dERIoA SRS WS AT et U=
AoE ARKITE Eg AojXE JIo tigt Fo = AnA)9}
A=Y At ooty AAE FooA= ofn] ofhA]
ARy, 71 AP 59 B - ZEEHE doAE TR
A AFgsll Yo, fEUHAE dojAls tidR B9
o] "QsithHyeon & Choi, 2018). IF <dojX|g At
A 78 HFE dggliste] 15848 2 dERIEE tiieE
AojXE A A RAR BoEHN UolX

9 712 A5E & ¢ gET FQ7} Sl

ANRIZ0| 2ot NSSHESO| QA G

AR, TESPRE0] AolBAE ol AzsHAlel] Tt 9l
oA nldjagoms Aol ki SET HES 88.0%E
Ui debol HIsh ofshgolAN o] oA kAR .05)
s 7 Ol Aol giglth A Wgo] BL HolA,
TSSO oF 8%7h AofAzAle] Tt A ofnlA7 2y
HolAu Bilo] Qi Ao AR B 4 At A
(Kim & Chang, 2019)9} Hl5% v 2 A7olA0] 344 ulg
2 12.0%2 7 eht QxR QUsle] ckstoln] Eelsi
83 9SS Holxr}. Tobisie] Jarg F 49 Bl
DEeY g Aoz AV @ oy ARl g

>

o] Ity H1E7|(Kang & Im, 2021) wiZo] ddojxz A
I TS §H o] QT FHoE AZddr. TvEo] Iyt
Axn AP AzMeo)q TuHch 7Pgo] § & IS
o, Bu sPdga) I2E Agd 80 w2 A= U

Efstti{Hong & Kim, 2016, Kang & Im, 2021; Lee, 2011).
B4 E9Y 35%= diERlEs Adsketl, 1 Avle
A5t 5 249 LA Aoz QoK = YUHKim et al.,
2017). &, A= Hskr 42 AE Fe= Aol F4old
ou}, SHERoA= TRABIIAY thgtol] ek 149 JTF
o] IA Yyehrd 7oz HIHEHKim et al, 2017). SHEE=
gt &9 o F 2 gt Age] wet dgol Aot A Ao
2 sl Q7] giEo(Hong & Kim, 2016; Kang & Im,
2021; Kim et al., 2017; Lee, 2011) ojx=o] oist 343
Q14 RS YeliMe g FARR sH3ERE ohEr Rm

It 5 o S doXE A4 Fu BEo| T ua

rl

=

2 Aolde ofghlo] Habgo] Hlg| =2 Rlx=E IFHF
Al A& Uehiglth tiehiskE2 ofgho]l gEiETh =
< dho] HYES ofF oigt &AMl EA dig &
o] YtiHong & Kim, 2016 J+Z24E EY=E 3}

o, oSS HAEE AXoke THEFo| AojA=slt
AP FA Z=Zo] d Zow wolHr

AojA] =7t o] Yt QlAske olfells UBA TR A
E7F5p] dgolehs SH43.9%°] 71 =9kom, Rlojxw i
A Z7F(28.5%), Holrt Eole ¥ 4 U (12.3%), AH
M 7R (7.9%, B (7.0%, ES(4% <<olith RIFA|
o= oA EFF P B2 SRS BEQ H2 20224 v
100t HIAE Y RAWIA - Ao EfdkKspeech-language
pathologist)7} 109l 22 A AF Ao & $ It
(U.S.News, 2022). ISSHIES tiez Qojxlg Ao o
e FE A i ARKRA] e A, 1HS9] QRS AFERS
E $ U2 Aotk AdojRlg AF Ao gtk QA dojAw
AR (73.4%)7F Aol SEol Worew, AojigArrt A%
Sfths SH(26.6%) Adidos Witk E AolA 158
AES AdoX|art F& g shexo] oigh Ql4lo] wa, o
oAl F= ool mWet oARE ofsfoll e ASE B4
ot et dojxlgETt dojAidolal=s Bolg AR
IEIEY Ao ofEEE F7] wiEol| oo digt A=
293 Zo7 P74

B o
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ZRES dF S deide EAEAR g SEe W
ZE5.607F 7R =%keH,  Oohge® R YeEilE
A(19.5%, WEF(12.9%, VIEFATN, FEIY
(4% ol ol 1FIAEY dolAE AT AT H]
IS o 2ed 9 gAEnh £ ATl 15EAEo]
oAt EFuSIAE FE doke dFS sk 3l
WSRO HIEo] =2 A°=E disigioy AR HAEAR
E A5 UF FAE sk SISl ole dojAlaE= 89
oA F= A= 9| olw]A7} widH ZAvfeiar Helck

AojAEAb FATY QAo ot A Zxy, T o]
F(B35.8%°1 7P ESkom,  Oogo®  HESMKE 9
FB10%), tEhrs 9 AR (187%, W F
A'8.4%), WAISY(6.1% <ot} dolXEAIA HQ
st 2 Colsieh wiE'(39.4%)7F TFE w9koH, dokgo=
ARG (30.3%), AR (11.2%), ‘A™I} BAF(10.8), ‘HY
H6.7% <oldeh vy A= B Adol At
g AR 7+ BAAE FHESP] oA ot ] /4
SHA Agstal 49 d S FEHoE IT & Sl= Ao
Z QAAE 87 HKang & Im, 2021). wWEhA AZwLao]
Zasitty AYzeke wSsWido] otk F|9E 2404 AgA
71%e] ARZY, dojAm 99 EYgYo] tiet Asx= 10|
gt s, BE A 3 1S & B0 dojAEAPA 28
o AES ¥ S9N a7t ItHKwon et al,, 2022). &
H, 1EIEY AoAEAL Y ofm|Ao gk QA 9w
AulA - ATA(E8.1%7F 7P =9kom, ARERF(24.1%), I
SAF(15.4%), ‘A (10.8%), UMHAF(1.7%) <=olitt. Hh
EA ¥kl ARl @4l diEjsh] s ohesk g7l 2
A7), AIBAE ¥ Rk Esl & © @44 oA wsat
A HEZ} o|RojA(Kwon et al., 2022) AojAEAL A o]
A AHEA +5T 2871 & Aojrh

2 AFE Bl I5S0A doXEY ARIE, Y Y
of gt A} Hrt WAl Wkl oz Alxvt BeFHEH(Kim
& Chang, 2019) 81g 4= Uit} ot £ AtolAe A7
g TS 7 4 S ESRRREY] o] Z2ME 9 QAo
FFE £ & et ol tigt 1HE ok g2 Aol St

ES A5 Aol dojAas Fojes PRt THSE B
A Jdotal, gt dojAE U AofzgAlel gt 1AM
of ojE W37} Q=R AWE a7t vty AlEHT
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