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Abstract

The significance of self-reported voice assessments concerning patients' chief complaints and quality of life has increased.
Therefore, readability assessments of questionnaire items are essential. In this study, readability analyses were performed
based on text grade and complexity, vocabulary frequency and grade, and lexical diversity of the 11 Korean versions of
self-reported voice disorder questionnaires (KVHI, KAVI, KVQOL, K-SVHI, K-VAPP, K-VPPC, TVSQ, K-VDCQ,
K-VFI, K-VTDS, and K-VoiSS). Additionally, a comparative readability assessment was conducted on the original
versions of these questionnaires to discern the differences between their Korean counterparts and the questionnaires for
children. Consequently, it was determined that voice disorder questionnaires could be used without difficulty for
populations with lower literacy levels. Evaluators should consider subjects' reading levels when conducting assessments,
and future developments and revisions should consider their reading difficulties.
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K-VDCQ, voice disability coping questionnaire for Korean;
K-VPPC, Korean voice perceived present control scale; K-VAPP,
Korean version of the voice activity and participation profile;
K-SVHI, the Korean version of the singing voice handicap index;
K-VoiSS, Korean voice symptom scale; K-VFI, vocal fatigue index
in Korean version; TVSQ, thyroidectomy-related voice and
symptom questionnaire; KVQOL, Korean-version of voice-related
quality of life; KVHI, Korean-voice handicap index, KAVI, Korean
aging voice Index; K-VTDS, Korean vocal tract discomfort scale.
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pVHI-K, pediatric voice handicap index-Korean version; K-CVHI-10,
Korean version of the children’s voice handicap index-10.
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