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2 7e U 49 wede toz FUE vdugdTel 8 9 543 24 £Ee Addes 25 )
PRISMA Aol wel 007dRE 200597k MEE FAL B4 - Asgon, AFHoE vAUT BUIQG YE =Re
PICO AAS) W} FolA, 341, 47 %sg, A3} Wl B0 TEEH ] BANYOM, GBC AAAEE A8 A7e Wy
24 Gg4e Bt oAt F2 A8 Helolglon, de 0t ol g ¥e MFS AXSA A7 A
ARt FT0E712047 o2 m gol ASHI A7 - BEE FUARAAAE 294 BEHAUT FEHEL 3
9 % YPYBINE, SAAT - ol BABE, 85UA 5 715A Gl 2 Fhm, BYUe 2nEsl) B4, 47189,
Wt A g, A24E P28, 15A 0g, AAEEEY, AA8E, 394 DAY 5 O A FA TAHAL &
A% QU B A 20 £ G RS, ANA HYEE AT B PIAE T2 2R o
AL HEAE oR § WhE Adel AT CEC 24 AT, FoiR Bush FHuQ Nee dad FAsdgol, FA%
QR9 T FAE Hat ANHCT UEAA, WY HIEC dAE 415 FRARCH % ALAAE B} HLHHS
o ATE Tul 49 wRAAe UHeR @ vdnydTe) TR PEEN 54 ANGeEA FF AT FAs)

o
LY Jol, AT, HAY EHRY, CEC BH B 278 SH

This study systematically reviewed single-subject research (SSR) involving adults with developmental disabilities in South Korea. Following
PRISMA guidelines, 19 studies published between 2007 and 2025 were identified. Study characteristics were coded using the PICO
framework, and methodological rigor was assessed using CEC quality indicators for single-subject design (SSD). Participants were
predominantly adults with intellectual disabilities in their early twenties. Multiple-probe designs were most frequently employed. Dependent
variables targeted functional domains, such as vocational and daily living skills, communication, problem behavior, and cognitive-academic
outcomes. Interventions encompassed smart device - assisted instruction, self-management, video-based instruction, visually structured methods,
functional instruction, sensory supports, perceptual - motor skills training, and positive behavior support (PBS). Maintenance, generalization,
and social validity were inconsistently reported. CEC-based analysis indicated strong reporting of participant characteristics and outcome
measurement but limited information on interventionist and procedural fidelity. Internal validity was generally adequate. This study outlines
the structural and methodological characteristics of SSR involving adults with developmental disabilities in South Korea, providing

foundational data to guide future evidence-based interventions and improve research quality.
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1. @70 Wy Y 2

Whdoll(developmental disabilities)= W g0l A Yele= A &3 goket AAESHE - 3% gQloF
Al AA, ortaE, AHBA 5 AZ HREY Tl AEAQ] Agte] WA= AElE oW FHKim & Park, 2020)
A 3|(APA, 2013)= AN E AHHAEDG e} A HFNE EFste FHAS /HdoE Aista 3l
ou}, T TeiRIEAY H Mgl dAEA B Ao #e HE dAe LdEANE AH T ER G}
AFZFNZ At Atk & AT ol Tl HA FYE vEeRE F, WAt ofE 7ol =&E A7t
OME‘r ”017194 iki 77}1] ALEHE A Aojd 545 BHeld wah, AojF7] Avhs obpE& A&Ho|a A

JEM Olfﬂﬂ il = 2o, A AQAA= dF7] olF FA4T dHs Helnh §F7] el
2 rX*OH"] ol EHfi %—’Fﬂ%‘%ﬂ of ZAsted Bl PgAQ w&F A Y-S WA THNa, Kim & Kim, 2025), /421
TREEA BAZ - AEF - 7)sA Sl EFA ofged AHAWsA Eoh
ofole ng AY Aoz A3 FAF AFHo] A= M (Shattuck et al., 2012), A}3]
Z‘} ﬂrﬁlﬂ w3k 7}* ZFAo 7 Z4Eo] A31Z 11y o] ETKMartinez, Reichard & McDermott, 2019). T3+ YAt
A8 F (activities of daily living, ADL)Y} =77 U4 E8 5 (instrumental activities of daily living, TADL)2] #|3Fe 2|
A3 & Asfistal AlH JEEE E9, FFHOE a9 A Aot & - Bt T BT FAY 2 ks
S Z7MA7]= AL E B ETHCooper et al., 2007; Haveman et al., 2011; Robertson et al., 2018).

2007 AR TgefIAbEEA F A A SOl B HE LS FNAES AlFY] tiido] obd ARe] FAZ
Aol Q3% A3H o7 HI7LETHByeon et al,, 2007; Jung, 2018). o]= A4 wEF ool AlE] FAHUSZA A&7
s Bl sl AEAHQ AfHGF Aot S 713)7F BAEo|oF 3h& AlAMETE 2eut

el dlo] A= u5 o|F 1k, F7, o7}, tidIA T Y F8 FJA AHz] FE

= A o|thKang, 2016).

ol ‘—"4%011/\1 Al %‘%XJOH%% gdoez FA E9E dYUsiA ASE 4 Jdv dYudA Hsingle-subject

31 JthBarlow, Nock & Hersen, 2009; Choi & Kim, 2020; Kim & Park, 2020). SSD
Ht‘* g Ate] WstE whE —f—;‘ st Al ERE Aot AT AAR, SFuS 9 A" FopdA dE &8

Hi UTHKazdin, 2011). o] AAlE BT gr7} ofe]e FFME &3 AFo] 7 ¥u ofel, A ¢

ofQle] kgt MEA QT Bt FAE AAst 1 8HE HAHZFoE HrtE F Udoe ’é}xéxol

SSD= FA¢t AF W3t ke 7lE E AAHeE A3, FAY A LRksibA] %

A 7Rk Aol HAstd W Eolet & 4 UTHCook et al., 2015).

Al WS R g TA ATl B V€ EIELS T8I AAKEES AFEAT, 2 A 23
SHAIE 71ZIth Kim(2019)> =9 AT FA|9F W ES E48t U A7 WIS o E AAEAdve
AollA oozt qlo, E4Y Fa A7 v=9] AxF - ZAA W] Zgksiar glo] =) el Al A
AA ) BAH - ALEESHEA A4S FES] vrddte dole A7 Atk EFF Kim and Park(20200 =W A1 O
o Aol Awbd F3S 2Wete H ldFou, A7 A4 § E WHER Aoy 2F FES FESH
A= %ot SSDE E?ﬁ& 7 3

FZoll= SSD 7|Hke] FA & 3 2
Kim(2023)& 94738 7|& B SSD A7E o E AAA EIAENFY ax77] A&,
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FROIA BRTE EF Jeong, Lee, and Kwak(2023) 431 w@gelle] 84 7% F4E oz & Jua
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ATE EAsH, FARTC] gl ST ARAARE AATL v AR EHA loH, SA FAE, AR FR,
W4 B zel Burvt rigsitks s AFstATh oldg A= v A0 VxS gBEd AV s 2
ol AFtellA, d JAELJEAT FA aRE AL ASske vl 72 FAE AL F UFE BAFH

ol#gt Fe] AFATELS A<l g ofelS thao R F FA Ao WHEZ LAY ATRIY ¥EF
3t Hods AR HoFa glon, ol T ade A&HAHHR HAl A& redSs HES= A B odwr
st Hrte] FeAoR FE F Utk olgd EAYH ZNiete] B A= FAEA #H ANt A% A
HAS 2H 317 98] PRISMA(Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses) 7}o]=21212 #8319

ChPage e al, 2021, PRISMAE AAZ 2833 2 wehe] Hag 98 54 T2& AT, 24 24 34
AR 2 oAl Ve AR FE AAE B89 Ved A a7deEA AT AAY FREAS A A
O. ol o ATAYG SAE AT H49 =ad A 1
Foll AE 7Festa AT 7Hsd &

T3 AARE B3 WHHEZA B3dAS ASFHoE WUy Y8l CEC(Council for Exceptional Children)®] 2 & X%
(CEC, 20142 283}
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g1 dest 37, Feld, FAA, SN, T4 FAE

& 8
7hshs o AAHQ AEe FHCook et al, 2015). 53] G 7ES FE FEIF ZS SSD AFelME ZA7IRE
FAZ FAY F+ J=2 AA A= (Byiers, Reichle, & Symons, 2012), o]213+ #F-2 SSD7} A7 AAS 2d
sk d A WHESRE F8E & UASS AAE Horer et al.(2005)9] =¢jote A3t} o2& o]f& CEC
EES ATAW oz 94 % 0y AR ATAAE AQH Wb AAR FEH

a8y o)l A= PRISMA T+ PICO(Participants, Intervention, Comparison, Outcomes) 7]¥Fe] H|AZ FE-&E2 o] A
940z qgsel gor, CGBC AHARE SHNET 7 $At] A7 A4 FEL APHew ANG AT
B ug =7 AAolth o2 el I A9l eSS FeRE 3 SSD AT AA WHEH " fA

Wl 2y Huo] AAY, A SAES 2 2IE T 24 8450 Fid] otHA] Este gHAZE EA
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1. 97 Xt

D) dlelej#ol= A4

2 d7e S A wEeE e s e ddi AT s3 SA4E 248 fe AAA FHE
H(systematic review) W ES A3 AAH FATHE 54 FAG d¥E 2E AYPATFE AAHCE 4
har, Aol geld FA0 wet BAste] A Aes =S Ul o] Ak 53] dduddTe] AAH
TAE aHAQ FA A=) TF 88, A S wE Ape], AT AAY A AE =Eshs b 8t
ChPerdices & Tate, 2009). £ A7 U] A LFNE o= 3 dAdfIATE FHo= 58 A7 TF
4 At 545 setsiin

A7 A= o 2o 3A, S F8 Sk dlole o] @ al & ShE A HARISS) ?ﬂ%OﬁLxHDHKCH HL
ShE A RIKISS], wR 2=F e}, Fe|uHol{DBpiahe] High wdl HAs
&ate] B =g st A, dFE = Asd 25

%

23 2 A9 TIEs A8 , BES gAdeE HE
ste] BAFEAC wet sl #AH A8 E FEIAUTE vATeZ dduddaT A Vel whEl CEC A A
A8 A

8 AL 20079 195 20259 108 199744 AT AT TA e AAE =S UgoR o]Fo]
Atk T8 HAAZ= @EFol’ AND AJRD, A F* AND ‘A<, ‘A A* AND ‘AJR1’, ‘o}2=¥ A’ AND ‘A<D,
‘HFS AND ARl olw, FAO AN A& AAS WYYt HE()= A uuncation) 7| T2 AMEE O,

A& Eo] AH* AH, AHY Ao, AHEAEGD AN 5 A ‘%L oI5, A AZ, A, A&7l
2 5 AFFN #HE EolE TISIEE HAAAE AAsA A Ade ot Zrh

FAo] AM: Z 110H(RISS 116, KCI 51, KISS 51, ~F&} 35, DBpia 22, =8 A7 6)

A& A F 159ARISS 160, KCI 70, KISS 64, 2~F2} 39, DBpia 32, =& A A 1)

-1 [<)
F AR FUF 3 20070 =R F FH =B 970G A 172%0] B2 AA F BPo2 FRIAG

2 B8 44 ANFe) e =% 34

B A7 #8493 1FE et gk
ATe) tide Fuol AFSHE W 184 o)) 49 wegellos FYsAch
AT FPe GARFATE Ao, AY Al BF Wsht FA AAES WE FH3 A4H BHS 5
A 439 A7ve PR

AAPEFA 8 AeTA Bl B PE,0DT g Fol HF HrmE,
T 87 wWEs RAsE 99 weistel, 20079 197 E 20254 1097442 HYF
3 otBd BRAe Bus] S8 B2 WE AR 0 ed, 5 dRATAR 5

o]x 2ol fo S 3#3}ted, RISS, KCI, KISS, DBpia, XE. 22 5 FQ8 T &< b
oJEH| o] 25 T3l Y E¥o] /et =R oE HYE AT
TE AA T B 720 T, =79 A5 25 AES H, o

% 2 7 29 71zel P A7E ASGT
A9 thgol B 184 MHoR B ATl A W IFel RHHA g 73
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4 At wE, ShEThE BE 22 5 0T E0E
FFATAG 5 &7 ohd g

FARFATFIE ALY AT fFol B AT B WSt A S
TURFAT B S2CIRH A, WE Y, A4H B4 Sk F264 23S
FU AR L Y HolHE B8 FH B =E

o @ 13 AW T o mo AHBody review) GAE AAIS A, 23]
of HFEA P 2V@YUFAT obd 1, FY AFFIR 2 5 ol BF =F 1MS AT F 157
of B4 dog JAHU olF rety A7E wsy] P8 FuEd AE P 7] AL FPshe 37 A
M(Hand search) AL F712 AN, o] WANA 4o EEol Frhz FaAsinh AFHow B A7
£ tgew Sy wRe F volth BE 44 F4 AEE Fuay] fste] v BAR 1 dAE
g AESon, T8 AA F EUM 100%, 13 A8 966%, 23k A 10092 BF e $E AHEs} 34
Hth B2 3Y L <Figure 1>3 2Tk

B4 Ao A% Bge et 2ok PSearch Tem@ Fal 17289 =FS ARSIEOM, 13 AU Tide &

113

Abstract) DA A 17H155H A|L]), 22} AEBody) TAINA 15HCH A|9)), 32 ™ Hand Search) TAN A 43H-E

F7rete] HFHo2 1999 =S 4 e Ak

| Study Selection Process Excluded Records and Additional Records

RISS

KCI

Databases Searched KISS

DBpia

Kyobo Scholar

“Developmental Disabilities” AND Adults”
“Autism” AND “Adults”

Search Terms “Intellectual Disabilities” AND “Adults”
“Asperger’s Syndrome” AND “Adults”
“Profound Disabilities” AND “Adults”

Publication Period January 2007 - October 2025

Peer-reviewed articles published in
Publication Criteria
KClI-indexed journals

l
Records identified through database searching Duplicates removed
—
(n= 269) (o= 97)
l
Records after duplicates removed Records excluded after title and abstract screening
—
(n= 172) (n=155)
l
Records included after title and abstract screening Full-text articles excluded
(n=17) — (n= 2)
l
Studies included after full-text assessment Additional studies identified through reference lists
-
(0= 15) (n= 4)
l

Studies included in the final analysis (n= 19)

<Figure 1> PRISMA Flow Diagram of Single-Subject Studies involving Adults with Developmental Disabilities
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D EAEN B AL 8 29 A%

B AT wag) 4 tgo @ ssDE AAHeR B4 Sste] PIco AASH cEC AH Bt =
A% BP0 FEAAL. o2 B 4 A7 B Bl 54, T4 WE, AT A L FA) & vw, o
FAT B4 teH o PEsd

FARAS 95 LE 2AEL thgd Al 7 9o TAEY

A, A7 BPIME BAWFAT Lok AR A=, FEA HS TPl Aol 5B 54 st

S, ATFelA el Folx &, A%, AW, gl 73 L AEE JFoR FoiA 4L THSAT

AR, FA BAAE SYEAoE ANE A e A #3, FA4 FA B3, FA TRAEL AES
ek

A, 47 #9 2 SA &3 Bl JAoxs SdFEA F3@: A-B AA], vdAA, For12d A7, wd
SAHEA S TA ' £ He 715
oA, d7dd AN S5E, FA 2 dutg
A wde) dAlZ ojvje} AFE
ojg} L FHES WA 724 54 2 A axE AAHeE votd F =S AAENeH, 7

AAQl FAHE <Table 1>7} 7T},
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<Table 1> Criteria for Analyzing Single-Subject Studies on Adults with Developmental Disabilities

Category Criterion
1. Research Trends Summary of single-subject studies, research field, academic journal
2. Research Participants Number of participants, age and sex, type and severity of disability

Intervention variables, interventionist, intervention setting, type of intervention, criteria for termination

3. Intervention Analysis ] ] ) o
of intervention (maintenance and generalization outcomes)

4. Research Design and Comparison of
Type of single-subject research design, analysis of Intervention effects

Intervention Effects

Dependent variables, measurement of maintenance, measurement of generalization, social validity

N

. Analysis of Research Outcomes
(measurement and evaluators)

2 CBC AAAE 71F

B Agelde 24 o4 ddugaTe) A8 £22 AAHoR B g8 aC AHARE Fow %
=R ARSI GBC ARE A7 W, Felx 54, TA A 2 A8, 249 A4, A3 249 By
5 0d 992 sl AT AAYR AFHS BN 5 J=F AU

it
(i
[40
ofy
NI
o
>
b
=
»
o
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o
ofN
1
2
rO
)
hy,
_E
XN

x
T8 5 e, Foix 54, A4 = H
s & 8/ d9e= FAHY, 2378 AR ARE VIEeR 4 =2 AAFeR IFEnh 4 X
e T 24, FESH 1A, VS R Fodglen, 358 FHS AU MR v H 100

ok 58 85% ol

=2 S5, 50~-84%
2>+ Kratochwill and Levin(2014)2] CEC &7

3
A W7k FAS B AT A0 wA) ackshe] AAE Aotk
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=
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<Table 2> CEC indicators for evidence-based practice in special education

Domain Quality Indicator Description
Context & ] o . .
1 1 The study describes critical features of the context or setting relevant to the review.
Setting

2 The study describes participant demographics relevant to the review.

2 Participant
3 The study describes disability or risk status of the participants and method for determining status.
Intervention 4 The study describes the role of the intervention agent and, as relevant to the review, background variables.
3
Agent 5  The study specifies required interventionist training or qualifications, confirms their attainment, and provides details.
A Description 6 The study details intervention procedures and agents’ actions or cites accessible sources providing this information.
of Practice 7 When relevant, the study describes materials, or cites one or more accessible sources providing this information.
8  Assesses and reports implementation fidelity regarding adherence using direct, reliable measurement methods.
Implementation 9 Assesses and reports implementation fidelity regarding dosage or exposure with direct, reliable measures.
Fidelity

Reports fidelity data systematically across the implementation period and across agents, settings, and participants,
10
when applicable; applies to adherence or dosage when at least one is assessed

11 The researcher systematically controls and manipulates the independent variable.

Baseline or control/comparison conditions are clearly described, including curriculum, instruction, and intervention
12
contexts.

13 Baseline or control participants have no or minimal access to the active intervention.

6 Internal Validity 14 The design demonstrates experimental effects at least three times across different occasions.

Baseline phases include at least three data points (unless justified) and demonstrate a predictable performance

15

pattern.

The design rules out alternative explanations and controls threats to internal validity; accepted SSD designs (ABAB,
16 multiple-baseline, changing criterion, alternating treatment) satisfy this when propetly executed.
. Dependent variables are socially significant and tied to meaningful developmental, learning, or quality-of-life

outcomes

18  Dependent variables are precisely and operationally defined.

19 The study explains valid and reliable measurement procedures, including how repeated measurement can be

replicated

Dependent

Vriabl 20 Outcomes are graphically displayed to show intervention effects, with accurate and non-selective reporting of results.
riables

Measurement frequency and timing must be approptiate, with at least three data points per phase at each occasion
21  unless justified (e.g., severe behavior or zero baseline); alternating treatment designs require at least four

alternations.

For each dependent variable, reliability (e.g., internal consistency, interobserver agreement, test - retest, or equivalent
22
forms) must be reported and meet minimum standards (e.g., > .80 reliability, > 80% agreement, k > .60).

The study provides clear single-subject graphs across all phases for each unit of analysis, allowing reviewers to draw
8 Data Analysis 23
basic conclusions about intervention effects.

Note. Selected quality indicators for single-subject design were derived from the methodological principles in from Kratochwill & Levin (2014)

3) B4z 7 A=
B AF e B4 3o ARG AHAHS FRE] Yte] 2 dAolA BEAA 7+ AlE Einter-rater reliability,
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<Table 3> Summary of Korean Single-Subject Studies on Adults with Developmental Disabilities

Participants Research Method
Author
v, Gender(n) Dependent Independent
isabilit esign aintenance Generalization
(Year) Disability Desi Mai G lizati
/ Age Variable(s) Variable(s)
Multiple-Baseline ~ Independent Task Self-Management
Kang & Lee Male (2)
1 ASD Design Across Performance Strategy Using
(2015) / 25-26
Behaviors and Accuracy Visual Supports
Intellectual Multiple-Probe Employer-Implemented
Male (3) Cooking-Related
2 Kim (2017) Disability Design Actoss Video Modeling and Job
/22-25 Job Tasks
(Level 2) Subjects Demonstration
Intellectual Multiple-Probe Independent Living
Kim & Do Male (3)
3 Disability Design Across Cooking Skills Training with Song and
(2015) | 22-24
(Level 2) Subjects Food Ingredient Boards
Multiple-Probe
Kim & Do Multiple Male (3) Step-by-Step
4 Design Actoss Cleaning Skills
(2015) Disabilities /21-23 ) Check Training
Subjects
Intellectual Multiple-Probe Independent Living
Kim & Do Male (3)
5 Disability Design Across Cleaning Skills Training Using Report
(2015) /20-21
(Level 2) Subjects Templates
Independent Living
Multiple-Probe Work
Kim & Do Multiple Male (3) Training Using
6 Design Across Preparation
(2015) Disabilities /21 -22 Problem-Solving
Subjects Skills
Worksheets
Job Checklist
Multiple-Probe Packaging and
Kim & Han Intellectual Male (3) Creation Training
7 Design Across Delivery Job
(2022) Disability / 21-22 Using a Monopoly
Subjects Skills
-Style Game Board
Mild Male (1), Multiple-Probe
Kim & Kim Reading PASS Reading
8 Intellectual Female (2) Design Actoss
(2018) Fluency Program
Disability / 31-38 Subjects
Multiple-Baseline Wh-Question
Park & Lee Male (1) Tact Training Using
ASD Design Across Answering
(2020) /21 Mobile Photos
Behaviors Performance
B Intellectual Male (2), Alternating- Assembly Task Video Prompting
eon
10 (2}(;24) Disability (2) Female (1) Treatments Performance with Manipulated
/ ASD (1) /19 -21 Design Rate Screen Size
Prevention and
Meal Duration /
Byeon Male (1) Reinforcement
11 ASD Reversal Design Vomiting
(2024) /22 Intervention Using Visual
Frequency

and Auditory Supports
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<Table 3> Summary of Korean Single-Subject Studies on Adults with Developmental Disabilities A=)
Participants Research Method
Author
No Gender(n) Dependent Independent
(Year) Disability Design Maintenance Generalization
/ Age Variable(s) Variable(s)
ASD (1) Multiple-Baseline Picture-Prompt - Based
Male (3) Cooking Skill
12 Byeon(2025) / Intellectual Design Across Self-Monitoring O X
/21-23 Performance Rate
Disability (2) Subjects Intervention
Intellectual
Shin et al. Female (1) Meal
13 Disability A-B Design Video Modeling X X
(2014) / 24 Preparation Skills
(Level 2)
Lee, Park & Intellectual Male (2) Multiple-Probe
Task Self-Determination Skill
14 Chot Disability, Level ~ Female (1) Design Across X
Performance Strategy
(2009) 2 and Level 3 / 20 - 24 Subjects
Job Coaching for Work
Multiple-Baseline ~ Task Performance
Lim & Lee Male (3) Planning and
15 ASD Design Across Rate and (0] X
(2018) /19 -24 Performance Using a
Subjects Accuracy
Smartphone
Developmental
Disability Not Perception and Customized
Jeon & Kim
16 2022) Mild / reported A-B Design Motor Skill Perceptual-Moter (0] X
Moderate 3) (PaMA) Training Program
/ Severe)
Cho, Shin & Male (1), Aggressive
Intellectual Positive Behavior Support
17 Yun Female (1) A-B Design Behavior and A
Disability (PBS)
(2022) / 21-26 Refusal Behavior
Intellectual Functional Math
Male (1), Multiple-Probe
Jo & Park Disability Purchasing Skills Instruction Using a
18 Female (2) Design Across (6] (6]
(2016) (Level 1 Within a Budget Smartphone
/ 22-27 Subjects
/ Level 3) Calculator App
Multiple-Probe
Ha & Han Intellectual Male (3) Changes in Storytelling Intervention
19 Design Across O X
(2019) Disability / 24 -30 Narrative Skills Using AAC

Subjects

d, 2023, 2025139 722 1AG.3%)0] LREHAT T
Z 53(26.3%)°]
AR, 20009 EHk

Hth 3] 20154 =

H iy =
TEE A

e

<Table 4> Trends in Publications by Year

3k 201833 2022 3=
3 5] of 811% A7} 1Y we

W} A9 o] FolAA B3t

2}y 23(10.5%)3 33H(15.8%)°] LE

2
AT BE WEES B

Year 07-13 14 15 16 17 18 20 21 22 23 24 25 Total
No 1 1 5 1 1 2 1 0 3 0 2 1 19
% 5.3 5.3 26.3 5.3 5.3 10.5 5.3 0. 15.8 0 10.5 5.3 100

Note. Percentages may not total 100% due to rounding.
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23y - g2d / IW LY 2 SUAMHAT HMAY 2LE S CEC EHE

A 137 FFe] A7) FEs) BHE A Uit AA dxd B4 Avs <Table 4>9) 2T}

B AFoA x3gd stEA ERE AT AY KC(Korea Citation Index)2] St&X] 54 JRE 7|Fo=2 24
St TE KCIoA AR Hoprl WAIER] ¢ke shax|o] A, T S&x|9 e 3o KCIol| 553 F2] A4
5ot gt 4] 9 Fa Ao WAE sk Hof JRE TSI g Iy, HAwS, EFuS 508 iF

1999] =& F, &3t gytel] 19, FAwE 139, YA 178 5

S EA, PAA G AT o 48Q1L1%SZ 7 Bol HEHAUL, f‘—i—?ﬂ%xﬂ%ﬂ

ATy 33(15.8%), AT 9 EFoksusdAT; 22 23(10.5%)°] A =]
!

e
SWEAT,, FLFNAT,, ARFHNAT,, (AR - F2 - ARFAAT, HF

g
)
o
o
i
R
g 1 rﬂ
ME
52!
il
>

o F BEE 4 WA FA AP 54 qEA] FRAA Qi A, ARG, EraF 5 g} G
W @, BARS, AEEA 5 GEP Srug Bd AT oex Awel a4 S99 98 Aud.
AR EAE BAG A3 <Table 5> 2o,

<Table 5> Academic Journals in Which the Analyzed Studies Were Published

Journal Article Number Total
General Education Journal of Educational Innovation Research 10, 12 2
Lifelong Education Korean Journal of Adult & Continuing Education Studies 7 1
The Journal of the Korean Association on Developmental Disabilities 16 1
Journal of the Korean Association for Persons with Autism 1, 4, 6, 15 4
Journal of Intellectual Disabilities 8 1
Korean Journal of Physical, Multiple, & Health Disabilities 14 1
Special Education Research 18 1
Special Education
Journal of Special Education 2 1
JOURNAL OF SPECIAL EDUCATION 9 1
Journal of Special Education & Rehabilitation Science 5, 13, 17 3
The Journal of Special Children Education 3, 19 2
Journal of Behavior Analysis and Support 11 1
Total 19

Note. Journal titles follow the English titles listed in RISS or as presented in the original articles.
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AH BET 21~-254 FAAE TR A7 7ACE TP wter]. 1 9 18~204 ol A 49, 26~30
AlE 49, 313541 19, 36A] o3 13, A% PRI 19oR YEKh ol el Adkle 7o bR
o] 20T Zxke] AFE 0} Y& HeFrh

Al 3 Rt 2 A7 179, o4 FeAt 23 ATt 69, A PR ?H% 1 o] At

FF8E AHGN FoAxs xgeh A7t 1298, AA=AEG G Pl ATVt 63, FEN= 29, LI

Nz T7)E AFE 1Ho|th 1 AFE <Table 6>3F 2t}

<Table 6> Participants

Participants Article Number Total

14 9, 11. 13 3

Number of participants 29 1, 17 2
3ty 2,3, 4,5, 6,7,8, 10, 12, 14, 15, 16, 18, 19 14

Total 19

18-20 5, 10, 14, 15 4

21-25 1, 2,3, 4,5, 6,7,9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 17, 18, 19 17

26-30 1, 17, 18, 19 4

Age*

31-35 8 1

>36 years 8 1

Age not reported 16 1

Total 28

Male 1, 2, 3,4,5,6,7,8,9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 17, 18, 19 17

Sex* Female 8, 10, 13, 14, 17, 18 6
Sex not reported 16 1

Total 24

Autism Spectrum Disorder 1, 9, 10, 11, 12, 15 6

Intellectual Disability 2, 3,5, 7,8, 10, 12, 13, 14, 17, 18, 19 12

Type of disability*

Multiple Disabilities 4, 6, 2

Developmental Disability 16 1

Total 21

Note. Duplicate articles (*) were identified, and classification was based on the individual characteristics of the research participants.

- 06 -



Q3 - d2d / = LYY ¢l chAf AT HAX EnE W CEC EHEM
<Table 7> Intervention Analysis
Column Heading Article Number Total
Self-Management / Self-Monitoring /
1, 12, 14 3
Self-Determination-Based Intervention
Video-Based Instructional Modeling 2,13 2
Visually Structured Materials-Based Task Analysis Intervention 4,5,6,7 4
Independent Functional Curriculum-Based Intervention 3,8 2
Variable Assistive Technology-Based Intervention Using Smart Devices 9, 10, 15, 18, 19 5
Visual and Auditory Support-Based Preventive 1 |
and Reinforcement Intervention
Physical Exercise Program 16 1
Positive Behavior Support 17 1
Total 19
1,3, 4,5, 67,8 9, 10, 11,
Researcher Only 16
12, 13, 14, 15, 18, 19
Interventionist Researcher + Field Expert 2 1
Multiple Collaborative Team 17 1
Not Reported 16 1
Total 19
Natural Setting 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 11, 14, 15 8
Intervention
Artificial Setting 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 16, 17, 19 8
Setting
Mixed Setting 2,7, 18 3
Total 19
— 1, 4,5, 6 89 10, 11, 12, 13, y
T f ndividual
ype o 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19
Intervention Unit
Mixed (Individual with Partial Group Units)* 2,3, 7 3
Total 19
80% for 3 consecutive sessions 9 1
80% (Behavior 1) and 100% (Behavior 2) s 5
for 3 consecutive sessions ’
Intetvention At least 90% or 95% for 3 consecutive sessions 3, 4,5, 6,14/ 19 6
Termination - :
o 100% for 2, 3 or /4 consecutive sessions 10, 12 /2,7 / 18 b}
Criteria
predetermined sessions 8, 16 2
Baseline-based criterion with fixed duration 11 1
Criterion not specified 13, 17 2
Total 19

Note. Mixed (individual with partial group units) indicates interventions that were primarily delivered on an individual basis but included partial group

components, such as shared environments, materials, or selected activities conducted jointly with other participants.
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<Table 8> Design Type and Analysis of Intervention Effects

Total

Article Number

Column Heading

13, 16, 17

A-B Design

11

Reversal Design

12, 15

Multiple Baseline Across Subjects

Design Type

L, 9

Multiple Baseline Across Behaviors

10

2,3, 4,5,6,7,8, 14, 18, 19

Multiple Probe Across Subjects

10

Alternating Treatments Design

19
19

Total

ALL

Visual Analysis

8, 10, 11, 12, 17

PND

Analysis of

11

8,9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18

Mean and Range

Intervention Effects*

16

Statistical Software

36

Total

Note. * indicates duplicate articles.
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<Table 9> Analysis of Research Results
Column Heading Article Number Total
Job Performance Skills 1, 2, 7, 10, 14, 15 6
Daily Living Skills 3, 4,5, 6, 11, 12, 13, 18 8
Communication / Language 9, 19 2
Dependent Vatiables*
Problem Behavior 11, 17 2
Academic / Cognitive Skills 8 1
Perceptual-Motor Skills 1 1
Total 20
Measured 1,2 3 4,5, 6 7,89, 12, 14, 15, 16, 18, 19 15
Maintenance
Not Measured 10, 11, 13, 17 4
Total 19
Measured 3,4, 6,7, 17, 18 6
Generalization*
Not Measured 1, 2, 5, 8,9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 19 14
Total 20
Measured 1, 2,3, 4,5, 7,8,9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 18 14
Social Validity
Not Measured 6, 13, 14, 16, 17, 19 6
Total 19
Participants 1, 7, 14, 15, 18 5
Parent / Primary Caregiver 8,9, 18 3
Social Validity
Supervisor / Workplace Leader 1, 15 2
Evaluator/ Assessor*
Professionals 2, 3, 4,5, 9, 10, 11, 12 8
Community Membets 18 1
Total 19
Note. * indicates duplicate articles.
3. 3 EEEO) HQ Ty Aol BHEA
B AT ) wegd 49 oz +98 wAugATIl 2AYN A Bee 9@ cc 48 ARES
L AR FFaa A=AE Fofstarz), CECR01H)NA AAgE A 79 FA(Evidence-Based Practice) TS 9%
GG AT 2 AR 2370 FES HEst F 1999 =S Hrledoh 24 23, sy el 84S o
dog FE 1919 A= FHol 17HAA 4437HA EESRAOH, Hde 3505002 yeuth o= A7 3t
A2 FEo e Fo] F& HAAF
2 AFdAE 3974 oS =2 FFL Ve R A% A3 JA AT F 6HGLw)0l B2 TFEEE ERY
At ol A= TA Ao BEE s, FEUA 22 Ao, 712 PA R, vEd 59 A4S, &
WA 7 AHE 2 FAE BY BN CEC 71ES F43) BT W 37 ] Re FEE A 19
a0l AR, FA A, FAE, 7120 B, 34 AT 5 94 227 O vrase] A7 94
ol T3] GHHAA Atk UHA 123632%) T T WFel Selon, wddi Y] v e
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FEAGOU FA FAUE BT UF, FAA AR BE oy 47 FA 24 o] FFA A2 etk
=Y FEE B4

AelX= dAte] A3 FHeFo] FelahAl SRlHAch A 873 % #eKContext & Setting)
S hRE AN IR FEHUo, FFELS 65.8%% FAVF FHY 847 24 ADIAY 93 BHY
£ a2 Ak vk g2} 54 (Participant) G 9 ATFEA HHO4.7%)9F Fof 54 7]
BL6%)ANA w2 TFES Holn], A A4 7Ied e Hr7} vz =

A AKlntervention Agen) PG AA =wQl F 7P W FHES BRIk SAAY 9% 7]%-8— 47.4%, A4
2 Fd FRE 289%°] EFsIRoH, TA AP AEAHR A AW 7FedS Hrkete dl 38 A7 AN
ot SA "xF 2 A= (Description of Practice) FAE AT It V& FFY WE Fo| Fom, dA 9AY HEAH

<Table 10> CEC Quality Analysis

Article Number

Domain

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 Total/ Rate
Contex &

1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 1 2 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 0 2 1 0 25 65.8
Setting

2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 0 2 2 2 36 947

2 Participant

3 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 31 816

Intervenion 4 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 o0 2 1 2 0 0 1 0 2 1 0 18 474

’ agent 50 1. 0 0 0O 0O 2 1 0 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 11 289

Descripion 6 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 22 579

! of practice¢. 7 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 2 1 2 2 2 2 2 1 2 2 28 77

Implemen- 8 0 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 2 2 2 0 1 0 0 1 2 0 25 68

5 tation 9 o 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 2 2 2 0 1 0 0 2 2 0 25 658

fidely 19 o 1 2 2 o 0o 2 2 1 1 1 1 0 2 0 0 2 1 0 18 474

1m 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 32 842

2 2 1 2 1 1 1 1 2 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 0 1 2 2 27 71

Internal 13 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 0 1 2 2 35 921

¢ validity 4 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 0 0 2 1 0 2 2 3 816

15 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 2 2 36 97

6 2 2 2 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 34 85

7 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 37 974

Owcome ¥ 2 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 1 1 2 2 2 684

measure/ 19 2 1 1 1 2 1 2 1 1 2 2 2 1 1 2 0 1 1 1 25 658

’ Dependent 20 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 38 100.

vaiable o, 5 5, 5, 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 1 2 1 1 2 2 34 85

2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 0 2 2 2 36 9%7

8 Daca 22 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 35 91
analysis

Total 33 38 39 37 39 36 38 37 33 44 41 43 25 30 32 17 32 39 32 350 %,

Satisfaction rate(%)  71.7 82.6 84.8 80.4 84.8 78.3 82.6 804 71.7 95.7 89.1 93.5 54.3 65.2 69.6 37.0 69.6 84.8 69.6 %.,
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Mo
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A7 AA7} FEs] FEE0] 57.9-73.7% 5] HEHC

A FAS(mplementation Fideliy)= A =Wl T *e FFHES BHAt FAHE F9adherence)9} A F
(dosage)e 65.8% FFo|A o, 717 FAE b ANF ATE 474%9 THT O] ArelM FAE 24
T, W7t Ve, #F S Fol HEsA AAEA ot A &7 a9 ASErt AFHE Jhsde] AT

HhH 2] B3 S (Internal Validity) 998 7124 FA94.7%), SHHS 22K84.2%), A HE ATH92.1%), HF
e AF 8¢ SA®I5% oA =& FFES BT ol B4 W 7S50l SSD AT 7[EA AF
T2} =& vl FA3] 5SS Hosth oyl i AFdAe 7124 Tseoly dAE wsle] =g

L

7} i3] HaEA etk
TEHQ 9 A SA(Outcome Measurement)> A GG T 7MY & FFES 7ISsIAH F5HAY A3
A - 7154 £878074%), LA 7Rk A3 A A(100%), 578 A= Bi104.7%)7F 2] Aol FASHA o]

SolAth ey 24 Aate] 244 Hot sdn, HIH 7S 58%% FUHOR Bgtor], AN AL
FA - ds WL AgEE ARl FAHAT AR FHDua Andysis) FGE TREY AT AZH B
Ho| 248 ol FEFo| 921%0 BTk
FPH0oR 2w, Ty Bl 41 o @ o 21
Ae) VB TEE 9P FF ol Fustn Uok FAA AR B, FAE B 3 2
FAY 5 d7el A4 AUAL AYSFe G4 2cdAE Hele] Was Hoz yehith B4 A

10>3} 7t}

B dAqe I A 2EFode udes i dduddT 198S AAHeR HESY AT 5 FA
2y, agla A7 AF S BT B4 A, A7 FoAke 200 2uke] A XA FAdo] RS A
Asta dRom, AT AAE dARARE FUHE 724447 7P IREHA AH8E AoE BAHEY FH5HY
2 T2 AY A IR E Ve F50 2HS FYoH, FA AFo2e 2utETY] 7|NE FA, AlAHE A4
7 vt Rdg F gst ure] EEEAT

CEC d7 Ai 4 A7, d79 23 552 178004 43702 & AxE BAaL, Fi2 35038346 vh)o)
Ak AA Q] 6HBL6%)S 394 ol ¥ 5=

FTEEE BHAoH, 12963.2%) X w0l sttt 4R AT

= Y 240 EIE 8 B H4E VST I9EEE Foxt 5S4 50U 4 5 Ve TES
vz A8 Ba HAAN, FAA R, FAT Hrh, AT 34 Ve 5 AUHos okt <Table
10> Fx). o3 24 dxs EdE F8 =o3a &F A7 WFE v 2ol AAstazt o

A, = ARl el o] Z)wbel FHepsith ol Al EAeldE WAz 3 Ay FHem F
& ¥ ofe} A7A AR Aot B4 A3 B dyte 20009 18-S AJFreZ 201495 H wid 1~2
Fol MERen, 20159 AAFHOR sHo] EhE A A 54 A7Ae] HEE &Fel V11 AeE ey
ATk o7k & - F2A A A W Eoke] HE AT [lHo] FSE ¥ ohz}, thstelut AF]He]
A AREAE, AJAEAE S - s d7E FIAS ¢ e @0 FES| vhEH A #2
glol A 7113 53] Aol aoh A A7Fa 3 A7Ate] R ells F3E 2w dol EAsH, Wit
Heto] @Foz AH Sol7t AFAst g5oz ZAE st sfidshes Y 727 FES FEEA Kt
ATk oledt = Ao A4 ARE AT B ofEy, AV FEAN IS A AV TAE FHs=
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dol= ol a2lo 3
23] FPshs AT UMEYAE P53, AA 7Y 275 B A& /bt A7 7|9kS vids| o gt
A4, A77F 7] AA71el HFHEA Aol F714 AU EAV Bk A9
Azl Al HF =] AoJ(Kim & Park, 2020) AojF7]2] A&FS whds 2
FAzZE AFAZR7E Ae 20t FAAoIR o, o A7t 7] o]F A F7|(transition period)ol] MEE S-S B
A A =3}, BE AREY AF A, wdF
751

ozt 28y AVe s F P 1 A=, 30EH o] F-oll= i
@ e & A7) e Hdol yehdth A7t 58 A7l RFE BF 417 AAS nHT ALAA T
ol AgE F ok FF Aye F - AET - 2dTeE Uide duista A 54 =3 wkgsjof it

AR, 715 A A 53 A9 B IS Ves SAHSE 3 dae AR EeAdle dAA &5 vy
o= HolAM Tad oos Adnk gt 7| dAFe olHd Ve 5% Fd AR F2 23S Fol, AT
71%ol 4919 & AutolA w3l ou|E Zh=Ao] WiE == FUF o AgHHel|dT) ALEE A, o7t 2F,
A, AGAE o, A2 E A3 5 ael 2SS TG YT 245 d3E Ve 119e] duH
o] lFle =738t F&3 %?&Z‘iﬁi oA Fstar ok FF AF= Vs A sAY TS FAS
5, QgL sl A are] AF of¥A dZHL FFH=AE o AAH s gAY dart v o] d
A2 7e 4 A9 "‘ZM‘} IS Agtete, ol Hu AAHelal AF hed A EEe) ALAAE
Tk Hl $R3% o4 - A A7 2 Aok

, A7 SZAEBP)Y] AA| HE 7S Eol7] e AENEE Eld E(ecological validicy)e] 37l 4
HtHChezan et al,, 2022; Wu et al, 2022). ¥4 Ay} AgF AG3s AT 34 7|&0] EFEINILESEE 63.2%),
A 2 duksl B3 9] AFFHo|UY o]# 3 EAS Stokes and Baer(1977)7F A|H3 ‘FwW I 3] %(Train and
Hope) 7ol #FE 93S Wxgth S a3t A3 WS do] 7P - A% - Q9113 5 AA 4= A
olFal FA FTE Fox AHEES dFsol 444 - AHF U7 SERET webA 3% AFe fA 2 kst
ASS BT 84E It FAY A7 &35 AAZNCE FHE Zavt Aok

AR, Al B1RE 7l AE7F F4S dol tRbeE B AAR dE et vk B AT AR 2
I, ASA B E ke Al ol AY HETE AR o|FoAE A9Ut BUTh ASIA BHEEe] 4

>

ge 24
7 Al A AAR o] YA BASE ROITKWolf, 1978, WekRle 2] 4] WP el AL A
NG FACIEE, FF ATE P 1, FE 5 OUR olNBAAY FelE Fhsel Ao peyw 8%

A4S Zstsiof ot

vpAEto 2 A A9 Bae] AYUAS Aststd WA 83 Ee) AFEEE FRajof gty CEC 4 A, ‘T
AR AR(AS 47.4%, A2 289%)9F A AT (A7 Hi} 47.4%) o] B3] Hoketgh =AY AR}
A, FA A} FF AR AT A=Y 4 aadd® B8, vt ATl FES] BaE A fdth &

F ATE FA4 PR} FAE PAE P of Y AH AL FEFORA FA)
o]

7F AR o AT SAVIRE FAYE ASsor Fo

2 d7e W 3, 53] KA SAAE AR 24 tdE e, B4 A7 19380E A glo]
A7 A dwrstel FAVE Aok EF A AT ] vla - F4o] o] FoAA] Rt HE AGoR o
=0 2fedE 2 d7e A RS WdeR 3 ddiddTe] Aatet g FRH R BAstY, &
T A7 voprtol & Wem HE Y ¥4 2 AT 4 M, AT 1A 3wl 2 T4 A2, AT
el A9 Ans AN HollM o7t ik £ =7k ]l wEAele] de] A Fde 9 A4A
2 A AT ZAFel V1x ARE LEHYE V@
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