Set XHZ=IEoH2| oglxz] et H+

b
AU ol4E - PG - PB4
olstoiAiatn dietel Glolgelata Al - ol el

L [e)
‘6‘%‘\?

iz Y 25 AuH5Ad3el(ASD) 1E2] oj3jA TE9| o 2lo] FHof Hla)
H5 9 U] BoldS 7L glrk ASD 9] 032 o] BAl ZET} uleA|
E= Aol5 Hol=Alof tifiA= ASDY] silRE 5 ofH AdE ATHIAR shel=Al,
A= AA 2212 o wste=A], dhdAtelAl AAIEE T 82 Folo]jlEAe) wet o2
Al Vel 4= Qlek £ At HEREARS B3l AR ofFoixl ASD TE0] o3 Al ES
AAH o2 HESLL, A 1FT} vlaste] exto|g Hol=xof tfa] dotrarz} gict.
Wl FAo1E Bof ¢ BARAS HES & A9 23T AQ)7|e]| ulet A Mo
1471¢] Z&e Asigiet. ASD 259 offAelsele) digt a3=27|= T avk @ (random
effect mode)& AR&3to] ARESIGIL) Zak ASD 89| o3 glseo| tigt A= 117)

A, ohAuAZFRS TR Bl ololzla, IAGRE TolAilnel ofFlzivh
RS 714 ol AgShe AR Vel A7 A A, ASD I5S
2o] A4 g} Aolt gl A0R Uehgeh. B4l £ K AT A4 2AAY T8

APl ofgiAIe)s

AR AoloME ASD 15T} 54| T8I Aol gl Ao Uerdth upxato s ASD 15
L oigIx] 2] £l wet 43ye] Aolg wolA] ggirh. =0l U #2: ASD T1ge) ojFiHe
Olsto{xiTh3tm ch3t 52 71 ASDY| 19l o] wat Aolg ®al 4= glont, hrEe] JoolH BA TE
lofHalatn W

MEEEA MUEZT RS 1-1

AjolZ Hol| gk 0= Ui, olefe 238 ulghow ASD 159 ofF] Skl thet

- TAE AT 4= AE Aolch "HHFH AT AT, 2012;17:274-289.
e—mail: youngtae@ewha.ac.kr
tel.: 02-3277-2120 MO o)A, wleREA], A, TolAfel, oj¥jsd, 1ol

=

I. A &

A FAd A o) (Autism spectrum disorders: ASD,
o3} ASD)9| Qlo] FEof tigh dts =2 ARSA
7|1 T YARNE Ve, & B4 S 27
& gk gQlrk 11 Ak ASD 80] arlsAl, <),
A6k drezoll(Pervasive Developmental Disorder:
PDD) 5-¢] theFgel 5] xIerg o] zjojol= E5tstaL
L AT 75l Aol e e EA HE
Wk Baron-Cohen, 1989; Wetherby, 1986; Tager-
Flusberg, 1997). &+ ASD “15-9] oju2 ubcha}
ollA &38] Hilk= Bold2 150 E4 A
54 ol Wysls 543 gl mFEs AS-
7F o (7 <de, 1999), ASD 10| JLREA EA
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< SA LFoll vlste] thar FR> 3}, gt
T, )il AlRRE 2 FEE ARSSE 59 ok
& z¥=r}a1 39t H Tager-Flusberg & Calkins, 1990).
o|AY ASD 79| <lof seof thet thiFEe] A+
o= olgo] FAl ZLEoll HIs) ATk Yk 2
= HolFQiok 18uk ASD T1E20] o3 A] 2] (lexical
processing) FE thax AJREE ¢t AufE Hojal
QIcH(Frith & Snowling, 1983; Minshew, Goldstein
& Siegel, 1995; Heimann et al., 1995).

o3& 2= 7P A 55l Aol A2 71Al &
3h}E(Pinker, 1990), Y(speech)o|u 22 FdH o

£ 55k, Ajdsh AtEshs Y-S oujgitt
(Yelland, 1994). o}g-9] o]#]A 2] 1}A2 o] Exjs}
= o] A AAILke] AgFo R o]FoX|A| E7] uf

[
2,

o

A= olstolrieistat 20119 Ewha Global Tops Project®] A7+] z|¢e] ofgh A<l

mARY &Y 20124 68 5Y



22g 2/ HElRME Sot XmHFSHoNS olfixz] oy AT

ol obso] Wal Ao oo S22 AHHof| gt
olsiE HA Hrt Leu ASD T1&E2 Usd o
O & Qlsto] o] Aa| AA o] ojgaL, oef
w2} o332 9] Aghe Heltk(Frith & Snowling,
1983). ASD 59| ol$]A 2] S AEst7] fIsh
71 wo] AREEl= o|E2 ofF A& HFPolrt ofF
AR 2y dgH oA E F 7 A=, & o
A= (lexical route)2} 51¢j013] 2 (sublexical route)
2 Agsitt o3 A2 QoA o]F]-2n] xAl&
0|83t Ertol(whole word) 4=22] 2|7} o]Foi7l
t}. ¥hHo|| 5F9jol 9] A=A = A} e =
HA-2-8 Wgk 343 AXIHColtheart, 2006; Ellis,
1984). wepa] ]2t o o= AR}
e S AR A gL of$] A=RES o]-8shA|vE
H]TholLl 0]4s5}A] SRS THolE Qs AL B2]o]
3] A=E HHoF gtk O] RS 5510, s e
SEAYE ¢17] o3 & Hsl= ASD 1529 o3|A 2]
A= ATt A& S0, HidolE AlAskaL Tl
RIS ohes o13kS W, BAl 152 Aol 519l
AEE S0l ARS8 wg S AA dolE
A lek= BIH ASD 152 sk9lol3] HREE 0|85

ok vletole} Ak o= ol

AR

JE}(Fn'th

L O o _
[=IRLN

=2 0190
=2 T2

ol
e

946}04 ASD 152) 97] 54 o], 217

thof(sight word)E ¢1S m X} vgho](pseudo
=3t wff ¢7] 3gElo] o Rolx|= gl
L A8l ZoH(Frith & Snowling, 1983). <19 -
1>l M= 712l A9 ofF A= g2 et
At

words)Z

al

PRINT

Features

Letters

Lexical
Processing

Pr
Orthographic
Input Lexicon

Grapheme —
Phoneme
Rule System
Phonological
Output Lexicon

Phoneme
Buffer
SPEECH

Z4]: A schematic depiction of the DRC model of reading aloud,
with lexical and sublexical processing highlighted (O Malley
& Besner, 2011).
<3 -1> 947

Sublexical

|2HoA el 0l5YE B
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ASD Z1559] of$iAg] HAgo]
FHE Hol=A|, B tAEE o WAUSS
2R tigt oA LA|51A| %‘%EHPatterson,
Seidenberg & McClelland, 1989; Pratarelli &
Meclntyre, 1994). ¢|E S0, Forster & Davis (1984)
o] QAFoAE ofamAZTEI To5AE of7)
2] BN ETH e} SASE ARE o] 83l = Ao
2 Ukl B8 17150 e 4ol 9 P
92 o Azidel elakel Hige] sy
£ NS T Eof 4 Ak S wot
(Bradley & Forster, 1987; Yelland, 1994). 121}

u) A% Ak wE ol (PDD-NOS), ofAT AZ%

& T3 A 229 o)3)x]e] 23S w3k Nation
et al. (2006)9] dAFolA= drde] ei7dde] QL
o] All et 2k 2ol IOt HiTho] ¢f7] W

ol Ali= ASD Z1F0] ofg2 Hol= A o= Yyt
o}, E ASD 1§ oA TAlo] me S Aol
£ R4 3 Minshew et al. (1995)2] tofA=
H|gto] sl AAI7F AT 7] sl Bl =2
Y-S Hel Aog YePt oL Frith & Snowling
(1983)9] Atollx= AT E ¢S uf B} vt
olz sj=3t o o] o ol Busioit

ASD 759 QojeES AvE A5 A A

A 2] AZER A, B2 AADo] sl 4
gPreof Foks mA 4= Qlrkar Awgict Volkmar,
Chawarska & Klin (2005)0]] 2J3FH ASD 1&9] 7
- AZFA A= AX] Bl o agAoleis Zlo] o
Ao 355w dafiekal shlek sHAIRE of g 714
W o] FAlof| AlFEEehe gt 7HA] A=oflqt Aea]
o7 ukesitty B uslke e Jrk(Schreibman,
Koegel & Craig. 1977). o]2fgt 9§ = A 1=
3= Tk ASD 159 E4oln, ASD 1501 Ak
o] | &% 97, wgo] B w oty AWalt).

1 Q7 9] ASD T8-S tAoR o]0l of
3] TpAle] ATPHES A, ASD T8
o1 A2] ool FA 18T} o Aol woj=x]
2 AR gtk E3k ASD 18] olFHel
A sl9l §RH % 71 A= AN 2oAe] 187

aiate] Bl BAsaA) B,

ZJAFA O] x] Z] o:}Q

o o1

x]l:lo
2T

£ oo At okt k.
1) ASD 123} ldlols 120 oj3]je] &

Zol7k g7t

2of=
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2) ASD 53} dutols 1189 of3]Ae] sEe
S R =R NESE ReE Ry
o|l=7}?

3) ASD 122 o}3]x]a|akA] ukez 70| ula} 25y

71 gRde

ALY FGS Awiny] glsf Tl Adel A
=S uRUT At 9lo] 74/&}]5]_0:1 o AM Az}

29| HJo|2 Ho|r}? 198314¢E] 2011de] g f=io] EHRE A
‘l_\I.‘ = —/ I
U ]
I, A5 HHH okt 28 tholZ FAlo] (key word)® IS,

(1) A5k ASD, Autism, Asperger’s syndrome,

1. S Hp PDD, PDD-NOS, HFA(High Functioning
Autism)

ASD TIE50] thgt o)) A2 FARS AR 7] 3] (2) AFA]: lexical processing, word processing,

=9] glojefHo] e} x| HAE Sl A A+ word recognition, word decoding, lexical access

52 £H5HAE dglolgH|o| A(ERIC; PsycINFO;

PudMed)2} ASHA (American Speech Language 2 =Zio| MX
Hearing Association)ol|x] Si=li= #d(American

Journal of Audiology;, American Journal of Speech- Ae] B0 Bluls VEe2Es (1) A+ AA
Language Pathology: Journal of Speech, Language, =Ty
and Hearing Research; Language, Speech, and Ak A9k 23
Hearing in Schools)ol| AAIE A& viEo = A% 717} A AEE=
sHlaL, AlEARl 7|2 okt ek A A Eﬂﬂﬂ

1o
=

Of
&
fmt
u)
Hu
r.&
~1J
=2,
>
i
__)é
jg

ol
lr 2
s}

. (2)
T Xﬁﬂ‘ﬁ—u—"é OOH(ASD)Oﬂ &=t

= Ze|E Hel7|=
041 FMete AotdI) ofd o+
éﬁl SMeet Jetdy AMH-AIE SHMATF, craltjatd T BT, Al

Abi| e Z=M Zholf (Autism Spectrum Disorder: ASD), & gt

X dgrebxboll (Pervasive Developmental Disorder: PDD), Eto el L= BhES&To| ¥skg ol
oA ofAMH ZFF(Asperger's syndrome: AS). H|XE ADHD ¥ 217| Zof £ SHFst ASDEMl & $|O1‘;P =
CHAF  MubM diebEbolf (Pervasive Developmental Disorder- 7| S22 Z1jo| dss U

Not Otherwise Specified: PDD-NOS), 17| sAHH|(High StgHst 42

Functioning Autism)

. . L AFB|M T1E&(social skill), 2 (emotion), 47| (workin
2ol 7| 2hH (picture naming), o1 3| EEEIEA| (word = ) ( ) ( 9

AT o memory), 2|4t (recall) ZHH|, 847| Ol3H(reading compre-
decision), THo{ &l 21 2FH|(word recognition), HIEH{ 847 | lry , O g p.
A o hension), 27 [(AXD 7|&(writing skill), ZlHdiagnostic),
2t (nonword reading) 2t 22 O{F X2 ZA| o
W=H(Teaching method)
Of 3| EHCh HESA|ZH
of i
5T osme mate B e e o
E-‘—l‘ KHO_I 0_|§_| gtﬂ_%# E_L|>—|—7(|7|- =T of x|'4-l—
== . ]
gy oE Mol @EE =202 S0, SSGE 2 @ 49 =g, oY
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Articles initially identified from
psycINFO, PubMed, ERIC and ASHA journals (n = 625)

AT A FS 71E (0 =77)
SHEPNEE
Azl o471
2 HolT

First round eligible articles(n = 548)

AT AAE M2 7[FE (n=192)
—> Hyperlexia
ASDO|2|2| Zhof

Second round eligible articles(n = 356)

AR HMe 7|&E (n=329)
o2xz2| ol2le| language™tH

o3 mH

o3| 2

ol

ol
n]
11|>

2

Third round eligible articles (n = 27)

ATHI M2l 7[E (h=6)
fMRI

eye tracking
21 x| 258

Forth round eligible articles (n = 21 )

R
—> st
che
o

HelZ|E (n=7)

Ao

Ef

=
[
=
[y

0%4_0

Included articles in the meta—analysis (n = 14)

shgla, oj3idelel BE AFQINE Hyperdexia o]l Qeigo] uef 625709 =82 14502 4
2 Aolsigon], A SEe] e velo] G dska, 471 wet 61117 Alelslel & 147)
914 4 92 Teistel ADHD 9 ¢i7] Aok 5 9 to] glyabo: AgEich <oy - 2>
WFE ASD TR ALISITE () A T offld AT SAEE XIS,

2 522 FE 4 Gl BAT} okd 947 o3

Al 9 T2 Qlof BA|, A, 4 B3 BHE B 5 ximol e

EL o] %, o7 8%, 5103 el mﬂ%

A}, 2t} 227} HHER AR Alskick. A
o APIEE g E- L3
2o oz 2zt Hole|

.\_
re
gﬁ.
2
ot
2
o
_\ji
ol~N
=l
1o
M4
b
ox,
o
_?L
2
K
9

H?ﬂﬂ A 4= ﬁeﬂr HESAIZE 2 Aek) 9] Ak
(M, SD, g, pgl, Fghos B2sle] Agsiain)
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. a7 A% 37}

2 Atol] 323 =222 43 7S 18l Gersten
et al. (2005)2] =& 2l =] X]E(Essential Quality
Indicators)Z ARg-5lo] 334 Hx(17: 2&4 24 &
gk 339 )& SHskct ﬁ?‘q{“(ﬁi A

o), FAGAA 71, oigixElet EAR A o

B4 2), AuNATRA 7H3) QuE B9 3
2o 147) ko] B A o2 Pkt 1

FHUr A FA % (materials fidelity)= 77l Stol| A
gF AAE AL, A AlEE S 27 At ARt

AAZE = Aek 1470 A 5 2719 =22 B+t 37,
127 =2 275~2.88% 07 Hr}E|o] HIE =Fo]
AA o] AT Aoz FrHE Uk

o AlFE 7t

AR A2 oF 10%6°] siFst=
= Hefstel agst, wiEslE
HE A3 4~0] H|L-S =45 Zx

= 100%E Yehf ‘Zi‘:}-

2. wehA]

T-2] oA IAIE A4S = A} o
slatct 344 (lexical decision), 18 o] S 7| 7}A|
(picture naming), THo] Z{21akA|(word recognition),
vlgto] 217]3A|(nonword reading)2] 47 S22 ES}
sk, o$1Ale] T 8 5 HESAHresponse
time), A= (accuracy), ARES<S=(number of accurate)
O 3N FROoRE HREe AoR eyttt <F=-
1>0f oS A 2|9} vE-FBS QoFste] AAs}
k.
73t 3719] A2 vlekEAS 93t SAIZETH
o] CMA2 (Cornprehenswe Meta- Analysis 2, 2005)
o|-gsIlrk + MUt 7+ Bato|ut bt
9 FEHAgES ANSSIRAAL, o] AR gho] Sl
AL pgroly (e A8t e &uk=7)= Hedges's
9 g5 AREsto] EASIeIL). Hraa=r)e At 1t
o] FEI7IE 13t 7= EHHF 277 (weight effect
size)S ARgSIEon 95% AlFAHe 7Eo®E &
H}=2719) Fol S Brekslet sAA oldAd 75
= golslr] 98] 524 M3 AT 242
F2Ao| FHRE]R] Qro} FAS El}E?fg,] (random effect
model)& ARESFo] HEREAlS HAlSHIE S

AAE o

FEE

)
W& 4
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A2 F(publication bias error)= 0*0}371 23
Funnel plot(<23 - 3> #x)9] & olst &
Orwin(1983)9] ¢FAA|4=(fail-safe N) FA1-& o]&

t

So] BAlE Ak, BATY =S| $A1E
3L} publication biasE EA517] ¢4+ 1071 &
ol G @7} Atk S0z bt % &

A~
=

TollA BAE =REo| avar] FHEQ tﬂal:o] Pe)
o] YeRd Az 9 Atolis =7 A4 7S

ohA] Aste] 248l & art ok ALks-A A

Funnel Plot of Standard Error by Hedges's g

&
1
g 2
w
§ 3
&
4
5 1
50 —40 -30 =20 <10 O 10 20 30 40 50
Hedges's g
<3 -3> Funnel plot
N(d -d,)
Nfs_ <
dC
(0.14-0.5)

m. g+ 2%
1. 2HEM
7t AT
Artharel Ao 58~261419] oFE, Fad L
ol tro @ sl oLt 204 ool AelL: tiare.

o ox

rSL‘

o7 T Sk S
1999 (HEY 8~48)o 2 diFE 10~20% @99
A7) wykor, 30 o4 U]—H__] A7) 2, 101
IRk 771 281 Uik o|AE] AP e ASD
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ko] k9] f o 2= 117 sAH|(High functioning
autism disorder, n = 10), o}~ 7] Z2Z(Asperger's
syndrome, n =5), A#HZ(Autism, n = 3), B3 A
kA ol (PDD-NOS, n=1) 0.2 Uehiey
(& A Woll = 7 o9 ot 73S 23kt A+
= 35 AKERITH. <Id - 4> el 53l
sl AAJSIATE <HE - 2> AR HEE 2
ofsto] A|A|sk3ct.

. oigA A

ASD 259 oA 2| gS dokr) 91at A3
2 3 ot o gt 31470(H9] 170 ~87) A, o]
A3l AL ASDS}e] 12H R Lo} Ad)E|g]
o} o} A2 aA| (F ozl crojlutAl 7L 71t
o] Sl etatA|
(lexical decision; n = 20), o] St|7|Z}HA (picture
naming: n = 6), ¥]&k]2}7]34A)(nonword naming;

n=6)2 ekt oRX ARG <18 - 5>

2 rlr oo

wolii(word recognition; n=22),

off AAIskAT.
* HAF: High functioning autism disorder
. A jer’s Syndrome
10 + PDD-NOS: Pervasive Development
Disorder not otherwise specified
8 1
25 1
6 20 4
4 1 15 1
“1 ' ]
o ' ' ' - g - - :
HAF AS Autism PDD-NOS 0 t t t f
N N N
& g A 2
o = L
<03 -4 AT el 7Y & & ) &
< o 9 <
@ &
Ty
= = o =.
<38 -5> of M2 2tH o R
Study name Subgroup within study Outcome Statistics for each study Hedges's g and 95% ClI
Hedges's Lower Upper
g limit limit Z-Value p-Value
Kamio et al(2007)1 visual BESAIZE 26.620 18.714  34.527 6.599 0.000 3
Kamio et al(2007)2 visual BESAIZE 0.728  -0.105 1.560 1714 0.087 .—
Kamio et al(2007)3 visual BESAIZ 2454 1.371 3.537 4.443 0.000
Kamio et al(2007)4 visual BESAIZE 0611  -0.213 1.435 1.454 0.146 -
Gaffery et al(2007) visual BFSAIZE 0417  -0.528 1.362 0.865 0.387 -
Dunn et al(2005)1 auditory BESAIZE 0.000 -0.839 0.839 0.000 1.000
Dunn et al(2005)2 auditory BESAIZE 1417 0.369 2.466 2649 0.008
Brock et al(2008) visual Zas 0.162  -0.395 0.719 0.570 0.569 I
Walenski et al(2008)1  auditory & 0.169  -0.397 0.736 0.586 0.558
Walenski et a(2008)2 auditory 0.074  -0.492 0.639 0.255 0.799
Walenski et a(2008)3 auditory 0.022 -0.539 0.583 0.076 0.940
Walenski et a(2008)4 auditory 0.047 -0.514 0.608 0.165 0.869
Toich(2001) visual 1.121 0.533 1.709 3.736 0.000
Nation(2006) visual 1.859 0.878 2.839 3.716 0.000 —
Gabig(2010)1 visual 0.302 -0.486 1.090 0.751 0.453 -
Gabig(2010)2 visual 0.192  -0.594 0.977 0.479 0.632 -
Gabig(2010)3 visual 1.299 0.434 2165 2942 0.003
Gabig(2010)4 visual 1111 0.267 1.956 2.580 0.010
Henderson(2011) auditory 0682 0006  1.358 1977 0.048 B
Speirs(2011)1 visual BESAIZ -0.569  -1.390 0.253 -1.357 0.175 -I
Speirs(2011)2 visual BESAIZE -1.205 -2.084 -0.325 -2.686 0.007
Speirs(2011)3 visual BESAIZE -0.588 -1.410 0.235 -1.401 0.161
Speirs(2011)4 visual BESAlZH 0662 -1.489 0165 1568  0.117
Speirs(2011)5 visual BESAIZE -0.777  -1.614 0.059 -1.822 0.068
Speirs(2011)6 visual BESAIZE -0.790  -1.627 0.047 -1.849 0.064
Speirs(2011)7 visual [TENED 0451 -1266 0364 -1.084 0278 2
Speris(2011)8 visual B Al 0721 1552 0111  -1698  0.089 1
Speris(2011)9 visual YEE] 0443 0372 1257 1065  0.287 i
Speirs(2011)10 visual olei g 0.828 -0.013 1.668 1.930 0.054 P
Speirs(2011)11 visual ollei g 0127  -0.678 0.932 0.309 0.757 -
Speirs(2011)12 visual olei g 0.370  -0.441 1.182 0.895 0.371 -
Speirs(2011)13 visual olieie 0.197  -0.609 1.003 0.480 0.632 -
Speirs(2011)14 visual olei g -0.033 -0.837 0.771 -0.080 0.936
Speirs(2011)15 visual U= -1.062  -1.925  -0.199 -2411 0.016
Speirs(2011)16 visual U= 0.029 -0.775 0.833 0.070 0.944
norbury(2005)1 visual BHSAIZ 0.190  -0.328 0.707 0.718 0.473 -
norbury(2005)2 visual BHSAIZ 0.484  -0.040 1.008 1.810 0.070 -
norbury(2005)3 visual BHSAIZE 0.150  -0.367 0.667 0.569 0.569 -
norbury(2005)4 visual Jess -0.642 -1.173  -0.112 -2.376 0.018 pre—
norbury(2005)5 visual g -0.970 -1.516 -0.423 -3.475 0.001 -
norbury(2005)6 visual g 0.007  -0.510 0.523 0.025 0.980
norbury(2005)7 visual BFSAIZE -0.082 -0.647 0.482 -0.286 0.775
norbury(2005)8 visual BESAIZE -0.155  -0.720 0.410 -0.537 0.591
norbury(2005)9 visual BESAIZE 0.106  -0.458 0.671 0.369 0.712
norbury(2005)10 visual e 0.167  -0.398 0.732 0.579 0.563
norbury(2005)11 visual e -0.545  -1.120 0.030 -1.858 0.063
norbury(2005)12 visual E=Ei= 0439 -0.132 1.010 1.507 0.132
0.145 -0.063  0.353 1.367 0172 e
-1.00 -0.50 0.00 0.50 1.00
ASD ™
= 5l = 5 =
<38 -6> ASD &2l of|X2| 2ol et HiE =4
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2. ASD & SMl a8
xlo| Him

Q| Of2|&2| x| 4=

2 SH
TS

ASD 53} SA 159 ofSixe A o] 48 &}
olo] thgh WekEA Aak= <Y - 6>} e} At
7)9] M= 0.00~26.620|1L, 7EEFEIT 7]
ol 009~2.780] sdsl= Aos Yepdth &}
371 14, p= .17, A=FH37F [-.06, .35]94 H Lo A
ASD IF%} A 251 oA 5 ole
Zpo)7} gl Ao YERTh oA EsEs ASD
519 IEHEE ol AmEW <& -2>9F Ptk
ASD 39| £8 F A5 av=7]= g= 118, p
= 447, 95% A=37F 186, 423]0] sfgslelal, of
2 ASZT + A7 SAE Y] aa7)= g= 017 p
=944, 95% A=F7F [441, 474)0] shgslsich E
3 17)SA 9] gilar]s g=.248 p=.061, 95%
4125171 011, .508]ef| aidstAar, opAm A
o] EIaE g=.022 p=.849, %% /;_lﬂ%ﬁ
[.207, .251]el| sfgste] SA & 159 o9A e
Y Aot gl AR Ytk sHAIRE ofA 5
AZSt + BRI TSl + S0 A==
g=1.859, p=.00, 95% A1=]517} [.878, 2.839]°]| 3

ool B 1 el vlg) offIHe) Sl e
o= Uiyt

a9l I8

Fot37|

ASD

118

017

849

.00

061

St o{2&2|atd| = xio| H|xz

ASD 183} 54 189] A2
257 o] AvET) Hae

3. -'|=- 7IX] X5 ®MIAl ZZ(AZEvs, 2Zh)ollAe]

AA| B whE
<38y -7> <2
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Study name Subgroup within study Outcome Statistics for each study Hedges's g and 95% CI
Hedges's  Lower  Upper

] limit limit  Z-Value  p-Value
Kamio et al(2007)1  visual 26620 18.714  34.527 6.599 0.000 b
Kamio et al(2007)2  visual 0728  -0105 1560 1714 0.087 —
Kamio et al(2007)3  visual 2454 1371 3537 4.443 0.000 1
Kamio et al(2007)4 visual 0611 0213 1.435 1.454 0.146 i
Gaffery etal(2007)  visual 0417  -0528  1.362 0.865 0.387 L
Brock et al(2008) visual 0162  -0395 0719 0570 0.569 L
Toich(2001) visual 1121 0533 1.709 3.736 0.000 —)
Nation(2006) visual 1859 0878 2839 3716 0.000 —
Gabig(2010)1 visual 0302  -0486 1090 0751 0.453 L
Gabig(2010)2 visual 0192 -0594 0977 0.479 0.632
Gabig(2010)3 visual 1299 0434 2165 2.942 0.003
Gabig(2010)4 visual 1411 0267 1956 2580 0.010
Speirs(2011)1 visual 0569  -1.390 0.253 1357 0.175 L
Speirs(2011)2 visual 41205 2084 0325  -2.686 0.007
Speirs(2011)3 visual 0588  -1.410 0235  -1.401 0.161
Speirs(2011)4 visual 0662 1489  0.165  -1.568 0.117
Speirs(2011)5 visual 0777 1614 0.059 -1.822 0.068
Speirs(2011)6 visual 079 1627 0.047 -1.849 0.064
Speirs(2011)7 visual -0.451 -1.266 0.364 -1.084 0.278 —-— e—
Speris(2011)8 visual 0721 1552 0111 -1.698 0.089 je—1
Speris(2011)9 visual 0443 0372 1257 1.065 0.287 i
Speirs(2011)10 visual 0.828  -0.013 1.668 1.930 0.054 ]
Speirs(2011)11 visual 0127  -0678 0932 0.309 0.757 L
Speirs(2011)12 visual 0370  -0.441 1.182 0.895 0.371 ]
Speirs(2011)13 visual 0.197  -0.609 1.003 0.480 0.632 i
Speirs(2011)14 visual 0033 0837 0771 -0.080 0.936
Speirs(2011)15 visual 1062 1925 0199 2411 0.016
Speirs(2011)16 visual 002 -0775  0.833 0.070 0.944
frith et al.(1983)1 visual 0126 1012 0761 0278 0.781 i
frith et al.(1983)2 visual 0379 1274 0515  -0.832 0.406 a—
frith et al.(1983)3 visual 0519 -1.421 0.382 1129 0.259 i
frith et al.(1983)4 visual 0517  -0384 1418 1124 0.261 L
frith et al.(1983)5 visual 0047  -0839 0932 0.103 0918 -
fiith et al.(1983)6 visual 0437 41023 0.750 -0.302 0.763 L
norbury(2011)1 visual 0354  -0339  1.047 1.000 0.317
norbury(2011)2 visual 0422 -0259  1.103 1213 0225
norbury(2005)1 visual 0190  -0328 0707 0.718 0473 —
norbury(2005)2 visual 0484  -0040  1.008 1810 0.070
norbury(2005)3 visual 0150  -0.367  0.667 0.569 0.569 i
norbury(2005)4 visual 0642 1473 0112 -2.376 0.018 e —
norbury(2005)5 visual 0970 1516 0423 3475 0.001 ﬁ —
norbury(2005)6 visual 0007  -0510 0523 0.025 0.980
norbury(2005)7 visual 0082 0647 0482 -0.286 0.775
norbury(2005)8 visual 0.155 0720 0410 0537 0.591
norbury(2005)9 visual 0106  -0458 0671 0.369 0712
norbury(2005)10 visual 0167  -0.398 0732 0579 0.563
norbury(2005)11 visual 0545 1120 0.030 -1.858 0.063
norbury(2005)12 visual 0439 0132 1010 1.507 0.132

0104  -0.105 0313 0975 0.330 —y
-1.00 -0.50 0.00 050 1.00
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Study name Subgroup within study

Outcome

Dunn et al(2005)1
Dunn et al(2005)2

auditory
auditory

Hedges's Lower
9 limit
-0.839

0.369

0.000
1417

Statistics for each study

Upper
limit

0.839

2466

Z-Value

Hedges's g and 95% CI

p-Value
0.000 1.000
2649 0.008
0558

Walenski et al(2008)1 auditory 0.169 -0.397 0.736 0.586 -
Walenskf et a(2008)2 auditory 0.074 -0.492 0.639 0.255 0.799 ;
Walenski et a(2008)3 auditory 0.022 -0.539 0.583 0.076 0.940
e e o s er oo ="
Meta Analysis
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37| ChO{ X 21 A (22) -21 [-45 03 08
Y H|2Ho] 847 | 2A | (6) 34 [-21, .89] 2
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Background & Objectives: The lexical processing of groups with Autism spectrum disorders(ASD)
has specificity in comparisonto their other language skill. Therefore, it is difficult to obtain consistent
results for lexical processing in groups with ASD. The results can vary depending on the subgroups
of ASD, stimuli modes, and task types. The purpose of this meta-analysis study was to systematically
investigate the results of previous studies on the lexical processing ability in groups with ASD.
Methods: Using Meta-Analysis(CMA2, Comprehensive Meta-Analysis- I, 2005), a systematic
literature review approach was taken. There were 14 studies which met the inclusive and exclusive
criteria of our research. The effect sizes for ASDs and overall typical developmental(TD) abilities
for lexical processing were analyzed via a random effect model. Results: The results of this study
revealed that word recognition and lexical decisions were the most commonly used tasks. In
addition, the general target populations for lexical processing were high functioning autism(HFA)
and Asperger’s syndrome(AS). There were three main findings from our study results. First, the
meta-analysis results indicated that the overall lexical processing abilities were not significantly
different between ASD and TD. Second, there were no significant differences in the results based
on stimuli modes. Lastly, there were no significant differences in the results depending on the
task types. Discussion & Conclusion: Our findings suggest that there was not a significant dif-
ference between the ASD's and TD's overall lexical processing abilities. Therefore, the results should
provide an evidence-based rationale for the ASD group’s vocabulary intervention. (Korean
Journal of Communication Disorders 2012;17:274-289)

Key Words: lexical processing, ASD, word recognition, lexical decision, picture naming
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