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S| Dysfunction
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Purpose
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Researnch QUestienRs

1 1. [s there a significant differencelnrie iieduEncy el oliE
task Behavier in a chllaVItFASIDAVAENISENSOIY
stimulatien Is provided versuspwitineld?

1 2. Is there a difference: beiween tactilerancdiestioiiz;
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Participant
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Participant
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Independent Variables
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Discussion
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Discussion
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Limitations

1 Small sample size

1 Limited data peints
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