Dalla pianificazione della raccolta
del dati alla elaborazione
dell'informazione

Luca Bastiani

Pisa
15 ottobre 2011

P‘ﬁ”’ e

CAK Istitvto di Fisiologia Clinica 1 'L f}\k_

A

—

i
T,



& CLUB HOUSE

]

BASELINE

QI Composite T1
Valutazione comportamento adattivo____
... VABS
Language skills
& 02 L @mop
| T2
— Q_’\Q/
Tablet B Qﬂo‘
QI Composite T3
Valutazione comportamento adattivo
- VABS
Language skills Outcome
~ —

“-_, H,,\‘ 2 /\l
CAIR lstitvto &i Fisidogia Cliniea | | f = '

A
I



¥ it
I.Abb[namento ......................................... Info ............................................................ A & .
i

. : _ Tutﬂr caterina !!! Commenta e es S fEtvasre

Child: Pippo
Parola/Parola

Verbal: YES
Receptive: NO

Parﬁlaflmmagine A Iu-uuuuu-u-uuuuuuuu-uuuuj hssssssnsnnnnsnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnpaunnnso@lenceagduns

Immagine/Parola

R|Cett|1ur0 ................................................. Ei

Immagine

Parola

RS

CHOCOLATE

MT con 1 distrattore neutro

MT con 1 distrattore

PINEAPPLE LEMOMN

’ , }J JA{"L_

SANDWICH | | COOKIES MILK 1 ]ﬁ

MT con 2 distrattor

T2




‘oo 1X)
_'::-.L"'ﬂtl.,ﬂ(:‘\._rt:__ JBK; T .t
. ! T [ . * 0
1 et gpesS
* -7 /pvog, 0)
! - . - SSO ’\’temp
. . ! Ce ma‘
Tt Sﬂc ple
| . o0
. ! 1 e SP m ﬂt‘p
SEERRBNTT port®
1 ? “u“ o co™
1 ' el
o (ﬂ“
(N
Prog: Abbinamento
immagine/immagine
SD: combina
Article: rosso
Level: MT+2nd
1/ FP 100%
0,
§ I;';lggo/f Commenti:
4| PP 50% ‘(3’".'0 ,
5| PP 20% piagnucolare
6| PP 20% )
7 0%
8

Tempo




—— -

Valutazione di processo

Lol S Mean number of times each type of playwas done per
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Independent Cooperdtive Symbolic At& Oaft
arep10 wMay-10 m Augl0
P ANOVA univariata
Sensory
sSomma dei Media dei N
quadrat df quadrati F /Slg_\ >
Fra gruppi 801,182 2 267,061 7,433 000
Entro gruppi 6682733 186 35,929 \\_//
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Applied behavior analytic intervention for autism in early childhood: Meta-analysis,
meta-regression and dose-response meta-analysis of multiple outcomes

] Virués-Orsega | Clinical Psychology Review 30 (2010) 387-399

Total distinct references (n = 206)
Peycinto: 149
Medline: 55
Cocrwane; 28
Manual m“:'oh 10 References excluded (n = 83) , . : , : : :
Non-ABA based intervention ak and single-subject sudies have been publshed measuring the effectiveness of
published ive applied behavior analytic (ABA) intervention for young children with autism.
- E - Sor-osgnel o un ppreciation of this literature through standardized measures has been hampered by
I Retrieved for detalled evaluation (n = 123) I Refarences excludad (n = 07) signs, treatment features and quality 2andards of published studies. Inanattempt to
I bon s o ture, state-of-the-an meta-analytical methods were implemented, incuding quality
| Jdurat tandard analysis, meta-regression, dose-response meta-analysis and meta-analysis of studies
niensity. S Not met sults suggested that long-term, comprehensive ABA intervention leads to (positive)
y Intervention group < 5 partcipants < in terms of intellectual functioning. language development, acquisition of daily living
| Potentally appropriate trials (n =26) I Epicemiologic study . ioning in chiliren with autism. Although favorable effects were apparent across all
Anecdotal or non-standardized outcome lated outcomes (K), receptive and expressive language, communication) were
Purposely rased sutject selection 1 1Q. social functioning and daily living skills, with effect sizes approaching 1.5 for
hnguage and communication skills Dose-dependant effect sizes were apparent by
Trials excluded (n = 4) hours for language and adaptation composite scores. Methodological issues relating
Isolated outcome ism are discussed
No peetest or variability estimate © 2010 Elsevier Ltd Al rights reserved.
Trials included in meta-analysis (n = 22) ke — — —
Nur:)w of trials wamm IQ composite (BSID-I, WPPSL, WISC, )
1Q composite” 1
Non verbel IC: 9 Nnn-vgrhal 1Q (MPSMT, LEITER)
Receptive language: 10 Receptive( RDLS, CELF-)
Expressive language 9 5
Langunge composhe: 8 Expreml.ve (RDLS, CELF-IT)
Adagtation communication; 10 Adaptation-C (VABS)
Adagtation ADL- 10 -
Adsgtation socialization: 10 Adq:l:an.nn-l}ls{wlﬂs}
Adactation motor 3 Adaptation-S (VABS) —

Fig. 1. Flow chart of trial selection process
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| Intensity and duration by intervention effect size for 1Q, language
“ (composite score) and adaptive behavior (composite score) outcomes.
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Fig. 5 Scatter plot and Enear regression line of intervention intensity and duration by intervention effect size for 1Q, language (composite score) and adaptive behavior ( composite
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