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Objectives: The purpose of this study was to confirm the validity and reliability of the Ko-
rean version of the Voice Activity and Participation Profile (K-VAPP), which is a self-reported
questionnaire to measure activity limitation and participation restriction caused by voice
disorders. Methods: The original version of the VAPP was translated into Korean to achieve
conceptual and linguistic equivalence and to evaluate measurement properties. The K-
VAPP was administered to 300 participants (150 with vocal complaints, 150 without vocal
complaints). The instrument was evaluated with regards to its validity, reliability and cutoff
scores for the total score, activity limitation score (ALS), and participation restriction score
(PRS). Results: The total score, ALS, PRS, and five subscale scores of the patient group were
higher than those of the control group. Concurrent validity, internal consistency, test-retest
reliability, and item discrimination were satisfactory. The cutoff scores of the total score,
ALS, and PRS were 14.5, 4.5, and 1.5, respectively. The clinical implications of these findings
are discussed. Conclusion: The K-VAPP was proven to have sufficient validity and reliability

to be used in Korean voice clinics and research. Further studies related to its responsive-
ness and various profiles with different etiologies or profession groups are needed.

Keywords: Voice Activity and Participation Profile, Validation, K-VAPP, ICF, Psychometric as-
sessment, Voice disorder
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Table 1. Descriptive data of the participants

Patient group (N=150) Control group (N=150)

Age (yr) 45.15+15.15(19-86) 42.31+11.86 (20-71)
4350 (34.00-57.25) 4350(33.00-51.00)
Gender
Male 42(28.0) 42(28.0)
Female 108(72.0) 108(72.0)
Profession
Professional 70(46.7) 57(38.0)
Non-professional 80(53.3) 93(62.0)

Values are presented as mean+ SD or median (interquartile range) or number (%).
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neY U-test= o]8-5ko] et 7+ 4= vl u s shlar, 32letd= 4
2 $J3l KVHI 4 4 39S H4532+9] Spearman A5
’51% ol AHHAE A EQTE WA A A5 flsf 2t
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SERAL, HARAEAR A== A5 ST A9 10%0]] a5sh=
30789] hAAtollA| 23] AL 2-14% ool AHARS AAJsH
22 ALS, PRS 2 7} 3} o] tisto] FuAA 4= (intra-class
correlation coefficient, ICC)& AFE3FATHUXY HEk), Fald
U 455 Hlel eAkte] 23k Aol iste] 4
A AT 48 AAJSFSACE Receiver operating characteristic
(ROC) curve analysisE ©]-8-5}o] K-VAPP2] &7, ALS, PRSO]| tf
3l ZF A4 nZhe el Eo| 2 AT B AMIX EE o] 85)0]
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EA| E-A o= SPSS version 23.0 software (IBM-SPSS Inc., Armonk,
NY, USA)E o]-&-5}ich
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A

ROC curve analysisE A8t A3}, K-VAPP 53, ALS, PRS,
KVHI &7 9] 4ot gH(AUC)S 712} 957, 927, 930, .9170]%]
ChHFigure 1). 71 52 W=} 0| 25 712 K-VAPP 54, ALS,
PRSQ] Aehd-& 717+ 14.5%, 4.57, 1.550] It Table 5).

Table 2. Results of the K-VAPP and KVHI scores for each group

Maximum Patient Control

Subsection p-value
score group group

K-VAPPry, 280 114.74+77.68 420+861 <.001
ALS 100 37.59+28.01 1794336  <.001
PRS 100 36.98+29.32 90+265  <.001
SUB1 10 5.92+3.06 39+ 91 <.001
SUB2 40 15.65+13.28 46162 <001
SUB3 120 46.15+36.38 189+408  <.001
SUB4 40 12.77+£11.88 33103 <.001
SUB5 70 34.25+23.68 113372 <.001
Job ALS (20) 955+7.36 31+.96 <.001

PRS (20) 6.11+6.82 15+.80 <.001
Daily communication ~ ALS(60)  21.82+18.56 1.30+2.69 <.001

PRS(60)  24.33+19.25 59+176  <.001
Social communication ~ ALS (20) 6.22+5.85 18+053  <.001

PRS (20) 6.55+6.62 154063  <.001
KVHIm 120 47.97+29.69 6.51+845  <.001
KVHIr 40 13.99+10.89 1974294 <001
KVHIp 40 20.03+9.67 335+416  <.001
KVHIe 40 13.95+11.40 1.18+264  <.001

Values are presented as mean + SD.

K-VAPP=Korean version of the Voice Activity and Participation Profile; K-VAPPrm =
total score of the K-VAPP; SUB1 =score of the subsection I; SUB2 = score of the sub-
section II; SUB3=score of the subsection ll; SUB4=score of the subsection IV; SUBS
=score of the subsection V; KVHI=Korean-version of Voice Handicap Index; KVHIrm
=total score of the KVHI; KVHIr=functional subscale score of the KVHI; KVHI»= phy-
sical subscale score of the KVHI; KVHIe=emotional subscale score of the KVHI.

Table 3. Correlation matrix between K-VAPP and KVHI

= AR e 43S 2ok o Faste £ do
As] L uf e KVAPPE ofejh B o] 559 0] 2w e}
YES A PAETRA SN YA EL o] 2

1

T Qe 2o 2 oA
EHEE SolA Slte) Hargo] BF oo =3t A

Table 4. Corrected item-total correlation analysis for each item of the K-VAPP

Corrected item-total Cronbach’s a if item

Ul correlation coefficient deleted
1 726 973
2 671 973
3 565 974
4 682 973
5 584 974
6 767 973
7 845 972
8 172 972
9 764 972

10 701 973

" 665 973

12 788 972

13 743 973

14 804 972

15 815 972

16 808 972

17 808 972

18 805 972

19 770 972

20 747 973

21 730 973

22 790 972

23 729 973

24 724 973

25 784 972

26 773 972

27 792 972

28 724 973

K-VAPP=Korean version of the Voice Activity and Participation Profile.

K-VAPPr, ALS PRS SUB2 SUB3 SuB4 SUB5
KVHIm. 804 ** 840%** 695%** B49*** 537 7927 698*** TJ15%%*
KVHIz T4 8127 686" 589 ** 500%** T79%** 683*** 601%**
KVHIp 707 T32°% 602 623*** A3 687 588 ** 6317
KVHIe J76%** 7827 B54%** 604 ** 5167 T34 676%** 7507

K-VAPP=Korean version of the Voice Activity and Participation Profile; K-VAPPm = total score of the K-VAPP; SUB1=score of the subsection I; SUB2 =score of the subsection
II; SUB3=scare of the subsection ll; SUB4=score of the subsection IV; SUB5=score of the subsection V; KVHI=Korean-version of Voice Handicap Index; KVHIm =total score
of the KVHI; KVHI¢=functional subscale score of the KVHI; KVHI»=physical subscale score of the KVHI; KVHIz=emotional subscale score of the KVHI.

*KK

p<.001 (Spearman’s rho).
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Figure 1. Receiver operating characteristic curve of the Korean version of the
Voice Activity and Participation Profile (K-VAPP) total score, activity limitation
score (ALS), and participation restriction score (PRS). KVHI=the Korean-ver-
sion of Voice Handicap Index; K-VAPPr.=Total score of the Korean version of
the Voice Activity and Participation Profile.

APA L=} A 2|5 Aot (Fava et al,, 2015; Kleemola et al.,
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Tl AR o U4 A7 ol 2 22
o2l gH=-0] 7)) 715442 AAFSL 2 (Deary, Wilson, Card-
ing, & MacKenzie, 2003; Fava et al,, 2015), <] tfgl 54 &
75 Bolol QAP 84S AT 4 248 AO.2 oA,
K-VAPP %74, ALS, PRS, KVHI &7 9] 2Alo}a| S (AUC)>
25 9o]iho 2 FRaIsoM, 370 HH1SHL olgtelolol
T A 3745800 Wl W HolRlh of= & Aol A Hizt
4]7(4 /\] 24;(]7L .1;17]—E E3 H]xu]— s} /d A O;( uﬂxﬂﬂp_ggk],
A1 B a0k ofESH e g tol wlsl] 7|0 B JAR] w)
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=3 & 9 o] Z29pd-G=IHK-VAPP): BFA S AT« 0lsT &

Table 5. Coordinates of the ROC curve for the cutoff point of the K-VAPP total
score, ALS, and PRS

Total Sensi-  Speci- Sensi-  Speci- Sensi-  Speci-
score tivity  ficity  ALS  tivity ficity PRS  tivity  ficity
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)

-1.0 1000 000 -1.0 1000 000 -1.0 1.000 .000
0.5 %7 527 10 1000 000 -1.0 1.000 .000
15 90 613 05 933 620 05 907 807
25 940 680 15 913 693 15 873 .867
35 933 740 25 887 780 25 860 913
45 933 760 35 873 827 35 840 933
5.5 927 793 45 867 867 45 827 933
6.5 920 83 55 847 833 55 820 933
15 920 83 65 827 900 65 813 933
85 907 80 75 807 920 75 793 940
9.5 907 867 85 J87 920 90 J67 953

11.0 907 0880 95 780 933 105 J47 973

13.0 907 893 105 767 947 115 740 980

14.5 900 907 15 760 967 125 733 980

ROC=receiver operating characteristic; K-VAPP=the Korean version of the Voice
Activity and Participation Profile, ALS=activity limitation score; PRS = participation
restriction score.

O

B o TLof Al KVAPP7} EFE o} AR w2 742 AAELY)
= Y5she o e ]k 12U KVAPPS -85t 2

(lot

A179] S47goRe] elol whef Az THE 9k S4o) A
7} B3 7HHsA(Ricarte et al,, 2013)7H4] ©A151R] = Lo} St
VHIE 0|83 AAF-Solre vt daksol & HEM A
71, AAEH S Aol A o Ao Bk e 9)
+ ¥h4, 714-7]%54 (organo-functional) 24374 ofjof| 4] l:ﬂ A5
QA Et) = o QIth(Ricarte et al., 2013). VAPP= 2511} 2o
202 Lol BB, VHES o83 AATE0 s o2
OFA}o]

e 4= 9) © 1 (Kleemola, Helminen, Rorarius, Sihvo, &
Isotalo, 2011b), °| & SA A2l &8 4= Q= 7154 % VHIE
t} = 4= QIth(Ma & Yiu, 2001).

ob& ], T AFrollAd= of2gt Hlawof| Qlo] A EE ARt
9 2ol Alofe] ol FaFS v 4 P AR 24
ALg- o571 a1 E|ojokyt 3k Zo|ch(Zambon, Moreti, & Behlau,
2014) 29074 95 & 9131 241 A1) olEel s HEAES 24
o7 A 79 dukelo] wsl B At &4 B Al 3
o] AleFL 7)= #H3Fo] 9)7] wjFEo|th(Dassie-Leite, Delazeri,
Baldissarelli, Weber, & de Lacerda Filho, 2014; Dragone, 2011) 1
T A2 4 ALBAE ol R 24 A8 So] o)
4= ok A T3 arefshofopt hth(Kim, 2015). AYAT5
At 2, W AH(Bassi et al., 2011; Cantor Cutiva & Burdorf, 2014;

o mn
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Martinello, Lauris, & Brasolotto, 2011; Zambon et al., 2014), Al
B Z]¥(Piwowarczyk, Oliveira, Lourenco, & Behlau, 2012) 5-2] 2]

Aol A -5 AlgH L Zhof AjoFo] B Ak whebA, ofof whE T2
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Appendix 1. Korean version of the Voice Activity and Participation Profile (K-VAPP)
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Appendix 1. Continued
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Appendix 2. Percentile scores for the total score of the Korean version of the Voice Activity and Participation Profile

Group Group Group Group
Total score Total score Total score Total score

Patient Control Patient Control Patient Control Patient Control

0 <1 <1
1 4 53 36 21 99 Al 33 >99 106 49 >99
2 4 62 37 22 99 72 33 >99 17 49 >99
3 6 69 38 22 99 73 33 >99 108 49 >99
4 7 75 39 22 99 74 34 >99 109 49 >99
5 7 77 40 22 99 75 34 >99 110 50 >99
6 8 80 41 22 99 76 34 >99 1M 50 >99
7 8 84 42 22 >99 77 35 >99 112 50 >99
8 8 86 43 23 >99 78 35 >99 13 51 >99
9 9 87 44 25 >99 79 35 >99 14 51 >99
10 9 88 45 25 >99 80 35 >99 115 51 >99
" 9 89 46 25 >99 81 35 >99 116 51 >99
12 10 89 47 26 >99 82 35 >99 17 52 >99
13 10 90 48 26 >99 83 37 >99 118 52 >99
14 10 90 49 26 >99 84 37 >99 19 53 >99
15 10 92 50 26 >99 85 37 >99 120 53 >99
16 " 92 51 26 >99 86 38 >99 121 53 >99
17 " 92 52 26 >99 87 39 >99 122 53 >99
18 12 93 53 27 >99 88 40 >99 123 53 >99
19 12 94 54 27 >99 89 41 >99 124 56 >99
20 14 94 55 27 >99 90 42 >99 125 56 >99
21 15 95 56 28 >99 9 42 >99 126 56 >99
22 16 95 57 28 >99 92 42 >99 127 57 >99
23 16 95 58 29 >99 93 43 >99 128 59 >99
24 17 95 59 29 >99 94 a4 >99 129 59 >99
25 17 96 60 29 >99 95 45 >99 130 60 >99
26 17 97 61 30 >99 9% 45 >99 131 61 >99
27 18 97 62 30 >99 97 45 >99 132 62 >99
28 19 97 63 30 >99 98 46 >99 133 62 >99
29 19 97 64 30 >99 99 46 >99 134 63 >99
30 19 97 65 31 >99 100 46 >99 135 63 >99
31 20 97 66 31 >99 101 46 >99 136 63 >99
32 20 97 67 31 >99 102 47 >99 137 63 >99
33 20 97 68 32 >99 103 47 >99 138 64 >99
34 20 98 69 32 >99 104 48 >99 139 64 >99
35 21 98 70 88 >99 105 48 >99 140 64 >99
141 65 >99 176 78 >99 211 87 >99 246 93 >99
142 65 >99 177 78 >99 212 87 >99 247 94 >99
143 65 >99 178 78 >99 213 87 >99 248 95 >99
144 66 >99 179 78 >99 214 87 >99 249 95 >99
145 68 >99 180 78 >99 215 88 >99 250 95 >99
146 68 >99 181 78 >99 216 88 >99 251 95 >99
147 68 >99 182 78 >99 217 89 >99 252 95 >99
148 68 >99 183 78 >99 218 89 >99 253 96 >99
149 68 >99 184 79 >99 219 89 >99 254 9% >99
150 69 >99 185 79 >99 220 89 >99 255 96 >99

(continued to the next page)
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Appendix 2. Continued

Group Group Group Group
Total score - Total score = Total score - Total score =

Patient Control Patient Control Patient Control Patient Control
151 69 >99 186 79 >99 221 89 >99 256 96 >99
152 69 >99 187 81 >99 222 89 >99 257 97 >99
153 70 >99 188 81 >99 223 89 >99 258 97 >99
154 70 >99 189 81 >99 224 89 >99 259 97 >99
155 70 >99 190 81 >99 225 89 >99 260 97 >99
156 71 >99 191 82 >99 226 89 >99 261 97 >99
157 71 >99 192 82 >99 227 90 >99 262 97 >99
158 72 >99 193 83 >99 228 90 >99 263 98 >99
159 73 >99 194 84 >99 229 90 >99 264 98 >99
160 73 >99 195 84 >99 230 90 >99 265 98 >99
161 73 >99 196 84 >99 231 90 >99 266 98 >99
162 73 >99 197 85 >99 232 90 >99 267 98 >99
163 74 >99 198 85 >99 233 90 >99 268 98 >99
164 74 >99 199 86 >99 234 91 >99 269 98 >99
165 74 >99 200 86 >99 235 91 >99 270 99 >99
166 75 >99 201 86 >99 236 91 >99 271 99 >99
167 75 >99 202 86 >99 237 91 >99 272 99 >99
168 75 >99 203 86 >99 238 91 >99 273 99 >99
169 75 >99 204 86 >99 239 91 >99 274 99 >99
170 76 >99 205 86 >99 240 91 >99 275 99 >99
17 76 >99 206 87 >99 241 91 >99 276 99 >99
172 76 >99 207 87 >99 242 91 >99 277 >99 >99
173 77 >99 208 87 >99 243 92 >99 278 >99 >99
174 78 >99 209 87 >99 244 92 >99 279 >99 >99
175 78 >99 210 87 >99 245 93 >99 280 >99 >99
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Appendix 3. Percentile scores for the activity limitation score (ALS) of the Korean version of the Voice Activity and Participation Profile

Group Group Group
ALS ALS ALS
Patient Control Patient Control Patient Control
0 <1 <1
1 63 36 54 >99 7 85 >99
2 70 37 55 >99 72 86 >99
3 12 79 38 5 >99 73 87 >99
4 13 84 39 57 >99 74 87 >99
5 14 88 40 59 >99 75 88 >99
6 16 90 4 60 >99 76 88 >99
7 18 91 42 60 >99 71 89 >99
8 20 93 43 60 >99 78 89 >99
9 22 93 44 62 >99 79 90 >99
10 23 94 45 64 >99 80 91 >99
" 24 96 46 64 >99 81 92 >99
12 25 98 47 66 >99 82 92 >99
13 25 98 48 66 >99 83 2 >99
14 26 >99 49 67 >99 84 93 >99
15 26 >99 50 68 >99 85 95 >99
16 27 >99 51 69 >99 86 95 >99
17 30 >99 52 69 >99 87 95 >99
18 31 >99 53 70 >99 88 95 >99
19 32 >99 54 72 >99 89 9% >99
20 34 >99 55 73 >99 0 9% >99
21 34 >99 56 73 >99 91 97 >99
22 35 >99 57 74 >99 92 97 >99
23 35 >99 58 76 >99 93 98 >99
24 36 >99 59 76 >99 94 98 >99
25 37 >99 60 78 >99 95 98 >99
26 37 >99 61 78 >99 96 99 >99
27 37 >99 62 79 >99 97 99 >99
28 38 >99 63 80 >99 98 99 >99
29 43 >99 64 81 >99 99 99 >99
30 43 >99 65 82 >99 100 99 >99
31 45 >99 66 82 >99
32 47 >99 67 82 >99
33 49 >99 68 83 >99
34 50 >99 69 84 >99
35 52 >99 70 84 >99
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Appendix 4. Percentile scores for the participation restriction score (PRS) of the Korean version of the Voice Activity and Participation Profile

Group Group Group
PRS PRS PRS
Patient Control Patient Control Patient Control
0 <1 <1
1 10 82 36 51 >99 7 86 >99
2 13 88 37 53 >99 72 86 >99
3 14 92 38 5 >99 73 86 >99
4 17 94 39 57 >99 74 87 >99
5 18 94 40 58 >99 75 87 >99
6 19 94 4 58 >99 76 87 >99
7 19 94 42 61 >99 71 88 >99
8 21 95 43 62 >99 78 88 >99
9 24 96 44 62 >99 79 89 >99
10 24 96 45 63 >99 80 89 >99
" 26 98 46 63 >99 81 89 >99
12 27 99 47 65 >99 82 89 >99
13 27 99 48 66 >99 83 89 >99
14 28 >99 49 67 >99 84 89 >99
15 29 >99 50 69 >99 85 90 >99
16 29 >99 51 70 >99 86 90 >99
17 31 >99 52 72 >99 87 91 >99
18 33 >99 53 72 >99 88 91 >99
19 36 >99 54 75 >99 89 2 >99
20 37 >99 55 75 >99 0 2 >99
21 38 >99 56 76 >99 91 9% >99
22 39 >99 57 77 >99 92 9% >99
23 39 >99 58 77 >99 93 9% >99
24 40 >99 59 78 >99 94 97 >99
25 4 >99 60 78 >99 95 97 >99
26 42 >99 61 79 >99 96 98 >99
27 42 >99 62 79 >99 97 98 >99
28 43 >99 63 81 >99 98 99 >99
29 45 >99 64 81 >99 99 99 >99
30 46 >99 65 82 >99 100 >99 >99
31 47 >99 66 84 >99
32 48 >99 67 84 >99
33 49 >99 68 85 >99
34 49 >99 69 85 >99
35 50 >99 70 86 >99
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