2es]. Het - (HHISAAS BRIS 98 AWM DE. TolofEZRojelT, 208, M,
i, 14167 A2 FAHOE BY - RAANLE FA Aol Be Ao Doy
F240) AN, AT ofe] 1A =l thF E=orh ATAEE] B 2
Aol gk B EFIAE o9} Re BALTEL AR AT B A7EA 47,
ATUA, FAEAG7N B olFES DA OT, 53] AT FUAE FHs]
dof olg} L& ATYHL WO T AT AL e HANAAALF AT P
A A8 lek shvbol Al 129 F9E Falrh FS1S) AAC B9 S Bl =919
SJHEE Eolut HYCH, AAC FAATE) thepolt £59l WA obg 7] ©
Q1 Fe) AAC Aol PIAE AAEE Hvingich

Folr

S0l 22t M oAtLE, ATUHE, S o dutst

I.A4 &

N

Z < B - QA A Z (Augmentative and Alternative Communication: AAC) #oF
AEA0 AAC A& Al B 9 trgdk 72 A5 (el AAC AHEAS] ofAbaE iE

AL AAC o8] AL A Bl 5)E Fal A, A AE I Ao WEks v
o] 7k AlEpeA ol A Bloju; F A Hfjroﬂ gt AAA Bridare] FaAe] dxEa A
w (1F2-3)] 1996; Beukelman, 1997; Bedrosian, 1999a), =+A| K. ¢+ - thA| o)At A E383] o] A7)
St sle A x 1994958 AFAEA S okl A FAR ol Qi Q) o]
o] A& et AFH A77F &= dHell= 3, A vlal] e frtiEe
o T ol Aol whet oW =t 3 FAHE AR AI7ME dEEof ek 4
7h solwton, olgfgt AEs & e A3 A
(Schlosser & Braun, 1994). Exl 2+, Bk - A2

2
FHS B/ A% ol Uk MEAoz A AFol RuAsfol = FFH AN A

rlr
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I
>
B>
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AACE A|dstaz) stpd o]o] gapdel tigh A4l Az o] F4o] "2 o]7] o]
t}. Beukelman (1997)-2 o]o tfdl] A& R} a9¥ o2 s17] 984 AAC A dst
B2 TG AR G olUzt AAC o] 9]¢ Eof] AFFES Yt Aol AR
Q

Ty o] e AAC FAEAATA dF AFAEL] FaAel 2o Hg) oA
ol Hle) A dolw, Hek - A kS AA B

ofy
2
1o
- i
N,
oX |
e
2
oo
=
ox
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I
lo,
v F—m
©
oX
lo,
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F
off
5
o
1o,
12
ot
oX,
&
o
o
oX,
ojf
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L
rlo
2
T

2 tHLight, 1999). W4 AAC &3 AFE FZ3517] Y8lo] AFUHE
of gk =ojso] HZ AAC SHAG A ¥ 3] =olxa )

£, Schlosser & Braun (1994)0] 2k upe} 3ho] zp vpehe] Bk - A |AbE o]
2 Ao we} olgl gk AT ATt oft et oW #FEe] AAC A&old Itel 1
324 wEol sAH o R wolgod = Utk S AAC AEA A7 E3F o] ofy
710l ek AAC ®Be] o7t o Alast de-ekar & 5 vk $eluete =gl Baly
= AAC ol vlal] us AAA = ofbx @ol ARgshA] ar 9lof, f1¢F 22 vetEsat
2 73—?3}1 aloFdt &

S glon) B 7ok 2 AAC FAET ATudel Aol
b wok @E AAC FAAT B o] F B W 2

[}
%2 o ¢ oS Ao sdun 2

2 %
jukss
o
o
o

e K

M9 AAC AL AT GBS @ 2 AT BAHL
AAC FARTE ATsHe PUEHA AelMe] oy oFES FRHOE UvEon
AAC ATAES 98 712458 AFsn Fue] AAC A7) WAYFE AN saA 5

£ Rolth 3 Ao AAC FALTWE Yol =elvt Hw g R nFs, 24
T AHE A, AAC R 5491 by 2 FAS A 5 R 2915 o
s Aol FA4el okakElA BES S 9% AAC AT U wol S Hviugi

Qe BAATRA FAngh - iAol ekE ] 513 AAC @ 1 9)9] ojg]
9 e ST FUo) AAC ATFES B, Fule ] F9ol 2 AT
ohd FAEA e ATES EFAAT, T 99 ARE AAC ATHRES] B =E
Sg 32 ARt el 49 A4 AAC AT saa @ olel@ ol il o)
& A8 Aol BEale] ol o] Yo, B =R QA AW oF AEe

o] s

228453 AAC FAQT T3 A gol FHL Fol welsgith £ 7 =
[e)

AAC SAATN= o9 A vehar A dotbR gk,
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AT A MA
AAC AHEAFES of 2] WRI(e: oJ8hd] Xy, 1A]/Ao4<E AAC AHE A3l
ojA mj-¢ g SAS THHER, i A8 Vs Bge] Wele A2 Ao 23E A
&3] s etaL Agst=d w¢ Fastth i A Ve FA o A9E AL (o 5
Ak LA, 54 I F5) A a7= gk kAl e Aol A e mi A = 7
S AR gt 54 BdoEM ofd AAC AREALIAl A&kl BatE A5
ARJMAE &3] stal 235 AUAA dustate] sidsls 45 4s S slold
AAC Aol aid s s oAt Aol digh =95 R 7HAZ AHEd oe3t 2o

A 3l
Tt ARA EAlEE W1tk ?i‘j'é} 214, 1] = Qo= o ]"/} L HWEeHe]
AAC 3ol slom, oJw 32 AAC F7o] UeA 55
g F-EER2 At gk tidAe] AAC T4 A3
AlAEET BA = T2 AAC TAIE T2 Yo gle AFRES AU e® gt
AAC FA7F Axpe wysteojzhe] whel 2efg oS 3717F o YAMA | AAC
SABE: SAA, A =T F3)S 7HA dETHE B 8Tt Atk Blolti(Sevick,
Romski & Adamson, 1999). $-gluvete] 49 o2 AAC F A7}
o

Aol = AT UHEAE Z717E Bold Aoy, AT
7

B ml
0{
ko
oL
M
b oF
aui
—u
2
N
N

o
=4, i AAR7IEE Aoked Aol AAC AREtdARbEC] vl ol d 3 Fde]7]

well, Al wstel tidAte] oWl WlsE FAlSoF Sh=7b sk Aol
8l

A7t vlaE] A FofolmE AAT|FoA ofrl didAt WS mEE ok =t US
ofHil Fae EAR diFH, olo] ek AA L 7} Ae] A Alet Haste] =g Aol
WM E g5 o7 o]Fo]z ok H(Bedrosian, 1999b). o1& Eo], A5 2-g2 olopr]|H ¢
] Al e Bedrosian (1999b)9] 1+2] A9, SAI7F tidzte] doj A FHefof mjx]= &

N
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el AMESE BME 915 HPwHE D

g Bazk a9 7] wiiEel Ao (prelinguistic) @A) obs2 Al LjstS)om, ol 43,
AT, T ]
AAC =79 §9, $54(AAC Ay, Relse), wSulx] 52 sk gyt 5 A
FATE Fu = sty APAF oA AHEE VES T X

TEAE A7) s FA7E Dask wdlo] ol ek Aate] g olavt

(1999)¢] A& Al&stale o] A47F o2 AR RS AT F s AR

egelo] glu, Aol BAZE s ASER AT ol vwA fAE oA
of tlgt A7} o] Fo7 Aoz Beltk(el: AAY - uheE] 2001).

vhAsto E, AAC FAIE AAsHe drlel AAE ol uteh Byl YLt

do] FAl gyl wx= kel digt 18E vs A QoM (Sevick, Romski &
|A7E #hds] o] FolAaL Q=
(Dicarlo & Banajee, 2000; Dicarlo, Banajee
& Stricklin, 2000; Koul, Schlosse & Sancibrian, 2001). =u]¢] 79 HiH =& AAC A
AT7F 25T o] WAAEANA o] Folh o, ofH kA= B of" ool gk A5
T BaEA] BT ol AAC =] 27191 vEkeelA el Ashs, AAC A&l o]

i& 4
o
O
2

WHS AT FE kn wi %A Q4o] ob4 @ol delal] WEel Ao weldh
2. AT 2

7}

of¥
2
o

AAC TAATFANA Y] FAE
Hel TAeE AFS A EFdA By ofF 2

e
shzAe] Fawele] Weld] e ol 22 ARA FA vl thae] BE o4
g}

' 2

B F2W olyg} Ko BH e x5l elele] Hrt 4] A(d: FFEAY A,
g F3), ooy 7t TR S HIlo] EFA| Ak b= A o] tH(Sevick, Romski
& Adamson, 1999; Bedrosian, 1999b). °]¢} 72 FH A1 HIIXAEE A8 H$ @73t
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g2 - UAdANES SME et APUHE 0

Schlosser (1999b)2] A}3]% Eld3le] Eof H|Fo] 2 714 AAC A9 AHHE &
<HE - 1>l AA A
AHA FAEE o9 By FH Qs o tigh el oA 71A] o] X o2 =

wol A7Is ot AAR ALgste] HuF ATE Fhe) BF S JOR uelt:

i
ol
-
L

Y FAYH: SYH<

AAC B3 AgelA A9 SHuclel SAHI ddse] =o¥e e A
AAC TA9] g dilemA e Hed 24, AAC =7 AHS 24, AT =]

AAC A7Ae] 71, AAC AAIE Absshal ALS| A 8ol sHA| ARSEE = 9
FIAQ i ATS AL F JEF F3 A (facilitator) o Al 52§
ZX02 Al AAC AAIe] 2swat #ey wgelr] ol EehEth ol H gk
ofg] AR FAH s W ol o

£

p
a3
oL to o Jfu

<E - 1> AAC S AFolMe| Ats|A EtEhat Al

4} A B as AVEA e st
AAC AHEAE] 71l Al TS A7 FEe
Dowden et al. (1936) TSR FE ALY 53l el HrlkstEs &
(Faa 37

2

Light (1999) A HE (=34 H7h

N

T AT ddAE] vy s
d ¥ H7PHAAC AErteld &
Light et al. (1992) A74 A A of e} &4x| etz sl A E2el

EYE] Wk 4T & YTH

2
)

Aol BY & REAsdA A A €

=2 E
' 2quE 9qos A% 3230l EH@:JELTF%; *a:] 14e 1t 5%
Dattilo & Camarata o el e o o) x}7]T7é}vE— & = %‘71] Hoon th
(1991) o eboa 2 14e "o A ANsE 7] 98] <At
°° 2% =78 O @o] Ags Hglen, ¥
AN 548 @ AREEA HAh
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Fol pasts] Wil Moz S8 FAF AAC FAE ol el s 4
71 B4 A "rkLight, 1999). 1ol = E+38ta1 AAC TAATE Aste] sHWS

o

TAA o Aela o EAlel WS Folo av] wjo] oje)d Bt Ae of
slalol AFaRe] RE BANASE D] 7 ATo] AT SN 42 & 5 9)

4
t}. Light, Seligson & Lund (1998)¢] A-ollA = o2 3 fd 4 A4S adsto] B9 5
AAHELAL, AR BAY, 715AE 2 )E ARRSaL o] 52 TAE SAIsH] 913
SHE At AMES Bag v St
A, SHHdA AAC =7 AA S 3 of - EAlolth AACS] 4 a4ol= A
g B2ET7F £9)7b (Beukelman & Mirenda, 1998), &% 473} 59 H]|=AMS AAC
AAZE 271 kARt AAl fEvete] ATEL -2 Ak EReY daEA 9} e
HEEFE AMEala vk AAd7E5S Bd, A oW AAC =917t gl
7

I ks Etel] ek AS H QI ol g} obd] Tk} A Aol A= 57—34?3‘}%1 AR
4% 9o ™(Bedrosian, 1999b), £]=2] 4% ALALEH 7} A3E o} 52 ojn] o 2o

EAAC AYS w3 e A7 womng Ao st Hade] Abd AAC ET7AS:
S3vha Busyle fh g B 712 SV AAC B e

3l %ot} ¥ Sevick, Romski & Adamson (1999)8 =3 ¢lel SAL Z& 19 ¢lof] &
A EH AT =T (VOCA)7E 2350 Sl ARl e] Ate] A-goll= 72404 Ale = A
SANA AgHH, M= =T AlE z}zﬂ7} ZAH e 8k 97t =)

o
E
n
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—\|I—'
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Aoltt. @Al Hule] AAC A5 BF 7]_%/8_%741“!‘]3 AAC =75 ANt glom o
© ETREE 5HVoR BHA %S U FTHVOCAS AL E3e] Afo] & Bl
gl - (200D A7 - 2FE(1999)= A €)).

AAR, SYuilel AZreta E3 = Qv FAF A E(treatment integrity)= ¥4
o &= A0 T 3 GAR ol AARE HZ AAC EokdlA e o9 Tl 4
Z5 3 ok T4l Ao HlE AAC Aol SATAEE Hadh 49-= o4
o= =&ARE (1) A WA B8Ry, 2) BARITE 58 =
Al et =S gl Zle JEFS n A= 8% A o] th(Schlosser, 2002
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G2b-UHAMNSES SHE 2ot HPUYE A
ppA g o ® - Sl FA el ARSI A Egske] A7 Al7IE AL Qv
(Schlosser, 1999b). <& E°] 24 S8 =4 T o] zdolso] AA5E ol nA= &
ol th3F A (Schlosser, Romski & Adamson, 1998)0l| 4] 7] 241 €A o] e olsol Al &
F3t AR AAE FHTI7HA Vvt FE AR 7P Ae S45Y v=w
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ABSTRACT

Efficacy of AAC Interventions: Issues
in Research Methodology

Eunhye Park (Dept. of Special Education, Ewha Womans University)

AAC efficacy study is important to establish best practices, maximize outcomes, ensure
accountability, and in some cases justify cost. Conducting efficacy research in the
research of AAC, however, faces significant challenges due to the heterogeneity of the
population of people who use AAC, the complexity of AAC systems and interventions. In
this paper, discussions are organized around the following issues: (1) theoretical
background of AAC efficacy, (2) participant selection, (3) intervention goal (dependent
variable) and intervention methods (independent variable), (4) experimental design, gen—
eralization and maintenance, and (5) comparative efficacy study. Issues about the
treatment integrity and social validation and methods to ensure those are also discussed
in relation to both dependent and independent variables.

Key Words: augmentative and alternative communication, research methodology, efficacy,
generalization
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