P-479 Effect of Pre-test Sensitization for Auditory Training in Hearing-Impaired Old Adults using

Solomon Four Group Design
INNOVATIVE TRAINING TECHNIQUES FOR AUDITORY AND
LANGUAGE DISORDERS

BACKGROUND and OBJECT

Traditional pretest/posttest study designs did not take into account pre-test sensitization, which poses a
threat to external validity, and thus results were often misinterpreted as rehabilitation effects.

In the current study, we had applied Solomon Four Group Design to confirm the effect of auditory
training through a 4-week of Hearing Rehabillitation for Old Adults (HeRO) application program in the
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RESULTS

As usual, the rehabilitation effect of the pre- and post-tests was compared between Group A and Group
B. We found that consonant and vowel discrimination/identification scores and results of the sentence
recognition (quiet, +6dB SNR) were significantly increased.
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questionnaires. Only group A and C training should consider this possible pre-test sensitization and draw conclusions with caution.
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