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A7 det}ql e ol g3t AAE AF 275, 205, 395, 5258 gol§ Faganx% H@AHFagan
Test of Infant Intelligence) 8] 84§ AF317] ot AdFol (738 )9 242 E Q3o 4o} 2
BAL(NICU) o] dYstHe Fok(378) e +3-& vimalch Ao g a9 xlole glojA(t
(108) == .19, p<.890), z+ o2l A& & FHNULE sl AH2) X A (4) 24 MR A A3
Aerel Fasivte] §2815ch 4-13F ¥4 elold NICUATS A& 54, 59%(SD=7.92) 2 B A4}d
o}2] A& 59.59%(SD=7.26) Bt} F2l8tAl RFUATHE (1, 102)=7.942, p<.006), wetH £ HAE 678
UHE 14 Alole] HAagdoret nl&olHEE HAE £ g USsun)h Jolo] Ao} St wad
Algol F71she A Rolu Rt 50 oA Eaiyu 7 Az Aed AL 27F 56.
39% (SD=8.87), 295 56.84%(SD=7.16), 393 58.20%(SD=6.71), 18 1 52& %= 62.14% (SD=7.18)
Hoh FTIIE 743 10709) AA71 ARl A 2t Fote] faide] FEHUE Fole] AAe3t 23
F#HE Ao (r=-.43), A HHM==20.53, SD=556) 8.t} NICUZAH(M=22.97, SD==7,06) ol A
] ZATH(t(108)=1.98, p<.05). w&bA BFAAE L) Fotr} 1078e] A7 aAANA] Hol& 3¢
Hol g £ kg PRI AERE AHEE & ASE AT

oF 1960 A 7R Holx F2alE 5 AA 9 574 Alele] HArolE el A=

A Fdrzd e A B ZA A dHo] dow o A& 712719 Ao E <
Holgtn Aztsio] gy, 12iyt 1961'd Hunt % ol 71 A7 =203 %81 Rusn
(Hunt, 1961)& o] 7Vl oj&& #A7sta Hol Aot

E 8zl oM A%e 1A AR ¢ Kopp 3 McCall(1982)& © ol 27384
o FgstA o A Folohd Yete} AR gl gL 3

0.092]

a3 19709 9F 1980t 27tR| 9] A7 E
Me Adelsel A% 27 XegArtelA e 53
< <kgAol gl A& FAI (Bornstein
& Sigman, 1986 ; Brooks-Gunn & Weinlaub,
1983). =35+ =¥ 3-8 ¥} Bornstein® Sigm
an (1986)< 1-67R € Atolel] & FotA5HA}

S(high-risk group)ol M= o2 g ALY vl
7 A2 aL Fgstanh wEla] GadolEoly Aol
olgolA dolue ABAe AFHQ WHE
18-2470 € o7t A 8} FE3hd A5 HAE A
Y 4 glrhes A8 3

o|F % Folvle] Aol 4P g d
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A Zahe e Folrle AE Airle A
ol Ao tar) gion gelr] x5 A
(ol : BayleyzlAh 9] 217} oletn &)4d5 o)
STh 2y A2 FGole] A7} o] BE AL
7t BEMAEA Gote] ANzxe]HH e vl
AEHR F4g Hethe Hol Budw g
o)t @t olErlo)F ) IQE AAY F
P x7)e GARNEE 7] 9 wFo]
HAed HZ 1Avivre] ogote] st} A
17198 0] olrlo]F o] A H4 S olet

= o] BAFYY (Bornstein & Sigman,
1986 : Fagan, 1984 : Fagan & McGrath, 1981 ;
Fagan & Singer, 1983 :Rose & Wallace,
1985),

dwtz oz F¥sH habituation)@ wrE Ao
2 AANHAYG A&Ho 2 HA® 2o o)t
WS EE Folo] pagA wes] getagv e
H2ol 718X ke RE B3} HA 59
ek F2 Aol AW AAEHYL W] Fo)y
A 1/2 A58 Ry dels A2 e 58
A EAEck 28y 2<% sH(familiarization) £
Qtel Folel BA g, W%ahEre] M F97)
A, w@skE F AN A2 gE e Ex
THs FHAZ AMEF o] g (McCall & Car-
riger, 1993). #E F@sl= ofFo] zpF L W)
dEstn ool gl ANHAS W e A
¢l 3l
gt

HEH oz A7) (recognition memory)-&
P2 AS4-E 5-30% 7+ AN S 3 280 A=A
Hasa M2 3E 52023 B9 YXE
B 7k 2 AAsE o s ZFdrt A9
& (recognition rate)o| @& #£2 $ HAlAl8 Eob
F Al & o) wls) RS AL B A
o] wlolrt, oju} QA MA@ 1) vlE M2

Ae ABde 5o A whe-g e AL o}

ooy

d oold B A FNsE e B

tlo

o7t &Y 1¥E J£% Ao AYAY F
AthE Ag 7tEZY gk 53 AL 1R
B A2 g gHEE AV A5 HAle
E e F3shy Aol atEE
AAE 7158 2AFE 710 gYsE &%, F
Bx 5o AR M dFe wdse Rez A
Eo] gt

Fagan® Singer(1983)+ 129 ¢] o}l% L A
o2 gopriu o] A5 1} 24 0) F o FF e
2152 AFQ1 Standford-Binet Z AN Bayley 7 A}

TE ARRE 2T X Eole 449 o] 9
Uhe A& ¥Eth Bornstein® Sigman(1986)-&

238 9 olr|E il AEt ARy
ozl #838l £ 39 X5e T dAY 5
AolA AF 1dvigte)l s Fo] X7t
A460] d3to]l dlde A Hustgnh g B
Aol A Bonstein®}t Sigman(1986)-& 197h¢] &
AATE Bl 7Yuivie] 249 3319 7
719 2~8AMALol 9 olE 7)o A%} 47(F
GEBER el At Bt Hoe
3 Ao M McCall# Carriger(1993)-& 2370

o) A7g R Joprle] HHE Fushy
A1 Fae 1-8MAole] Al 2HE X
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TE ALY B2, murisnge gash) A
7178 AEHAINN 243te 7le) B S fAbe
. 2 EBEZ A oty AEHA} o o
AR Re @] Foprle] IRY BHL =
BaAE dgeta 48 5+ A Aolth (M-
Call & Carriger, 1993). 4% 1\d vl 9o 245
= A7 A5 @aol 9 A Aol gt
o o] AVY MEE B Fo xH Y
& A8 F e ATETE ALss AL )
Fas}

“4o

Fagan SOIX|5 ZHA}

Fagan® 9] $8E52 #2719 melgee
ol-&3te] Algtel 422t e 2420 2 Fagan
o} 2157 AH Fagan Test of Infant Intelligence
(FTIDE 7193t (Fagan & Shepherd,
1986 : Fagan, Shepherd & Knevel, 199] : F ag-
an, Shepherd & Montie, 1987 ; Fagan & Sin-
ger, 1983 : Fagan, Singer, Montie & Shepher-
d, 1986). 20o4:d7ke] Jole] Ajx)zted o A )
e FYE72) Fagan JolA 5= P4 =
H g, AAF Folrh ole AR go} mgl 1
AAUAA ] HPE) £ o}Fo] ALY L o
Aetedl AHEEl B BReg mozgn)
& £°] Fagan®} 19 S8 57199 Holel
A7 5} A7t
ence) & FHg A} ole|d 7B HuAaEY
ol 34w e 719 & Aol Fold HH 4w
< Holtte A Y389t (Thompson, Fag-
an & Fulker, 1991). tyjol7} B Hape 147}
Aol & FolF Fo] HAARE BY o}
T AEsted A LEde o B dodag u
Rtk AMel %3 %icH(Fagan, Singer, Mon-
tie & Sheperd, 1986). FTII &) FAR A A]Ha
o A QFEFHAX 244 5] =9 sk,

2 Ao 719N 19 Atole] 29

Mz # A (novelty prefer-

AHA 1A EZN o}719) HA AAtE QARE
BAIEE 7ietE Fagan Ho} A 5dAe] §&
& ot AeH wwol Yere 38 Wlw
o2 AFs) HuA g} o] A Al
He AFo) 2= 4 opr]e] AZA2<NY)
olZ{ & Ab=tol Wi ukg& ®37he] Autd 3
°l& $1& Ao 7| }(Fagan, Drotar, Ber-
koff & Peterson, 1991) o}# &=z2] o} 2 o
FoE B HAtY f440) AFRHAE R
) &o)c},

R

HAFCHA

AYLEL Hole 67hYAA 1270Y Alol g
BoHFHF 67F, 695, 795, 925 = 23
U2 B W 27F, 29%F, 39F, 523)% ol&¥
& Aol Ritelu} FErY] o] A
o} Z# 214 (Neonate Intensive Care Unit : NI
CUOll WEHE Fols ez FTIIE A4
sted 5 Rerte] #9038 wRHo] 3oy B
Aok oldl FA AAF JPEI} FL vl
sob Athe] A¥E Hdst ggle] dyus
FE 275, 205, 39%F, 523 & vl B o)
Hod g v)sol & NICUN TGS B Zaln 3
ol FgAdo YAste] AFMOIEIE AL3
FOFEE 470 13571 dFYB 9A o
ot ololgelxigt Hr) HeHdT pe A=
Hlov U9 93o] 2o FAgolr},

2 A7l A Jole dFH oz 2P A
UE WE 27F, 293 393 5220 48]0 wx
FAE F A3 Holx 28)0)4 FMgFEE o
Bate] P 28] o] Fdg FolSo] glo} B
BOMME Y9He] dFaagts ¥usiy
At wWaEtA 2 E olr)o] A9 18w B A}
EHNoH 28] o] FAg o}rle] FLo = A
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W HA A Ahg ALg-sl

2 dTEH 2 o7l 27F 368 (A
207, NICU 169), 295 284 (34 209, NICU
8%), 395 289 (A4 184, NICU 10%) 28]
525 18W (4 159, NICU 3%)o2 & 11049
o|3dth. olF HxE 489 (Y4 31, NICU 17
), A 6298 (P4 429, NICU 20%) 2.2 o]
€ HdolA 243 op7u WA o7l Ag
oAETt @il wlgo] & AL wgstn
Atk 2 9ol EAHY FegRFF o HALE v}
AR Z ob7lE w13] HolA] 49 Bo| il A}
d8el #roz Qlexg st A YR At 729
A7 B8 H9E 39o) 2t

BE Y

e U e ol 248 of7igh W
g Fote] g Tl Wiz Ruo 98
dol Aol FHA Ak Aol Fdste o}
719] 35 dEo] 2R UREH 27, 295, 39
T, BE 52FAM + /15U Qlojor 3t A
AFGAl Eol glx e Au(d, HHEE )l Ha
A ggotol A},

7

2 @5l AM8¥ Fagan go} 2% A HFag-
an Test of Infant Intelligence) ¥ AFEHEE
¥, A=A Al (viewing stage), I G4}
oz FAA NAzRFos olfA Uk & 17
N #48 ARAFH AF5MAAeH e 29 1
of AT HAl TRaWe 2AFef AAR
Bl 7} obF 9 ubgo] EA4MA BAJEE Ho
Ao}, AFA AN E 7H2 56cm, Al Z 40cme] &
APl wHFA A7t e AR Y
L2, 7IZ 18m, AZ 18cme] 13 23-& ¥l
3 gotfAl R & 4 UEE dAE Qi
2ade WAooz 1YL WY #HE 5

delle 22UE HAANAA o771 B £ gl=
= it AFA A 2fe 29 20 A A8
At =ade] 2Yole 0. 7cme] UL B3
B 2E dolr opr]e & A B F UARE
A Z= o] Yt

£ ol A}-2¥ Fagan 9o} A eHdAls 29
A A7 BAY fASE AMHos 27
T, 295, 39F & 5259 golol Al o|v] 2-20%
of AA g3t 1d ) FA M2 21PES 23
of AX 2-5%7 #X9 BFE 1079 @A
A2 72445 o] o} Fagano] sje) & #)¢l 7)ol 4
of Aol B HH s HAXY EFdate 3
TH Aol obFolAl o AV Mz}
Aol @shsd Bad AztRth ok & A
HEN SHEIE F U oln] B A2 Az
+ A3 AL Ao} Ad&g A Aol w
2ha] B Ao AAETE dF3YE 43 )
4 2R AT AM7I S 2389 Yolr}
W2 Folo Al #A A A g}

AE Eof A AA7IY A A 2739
© 20%9] A%3) 717 F1 5% A7)

& Eul W) 5259] ol 1029

€ 229 A3 7100 329 A7 A
to] Folx A Hrh A& 7L o}F ol wrg
A FHH T AMstd FEAZFE Yok
& Ao dolzkx ek Al Bale] A
dle ob5ol uhgo] A Al ) 4w AF
# Alzto] Aslw FaEL)

HAtel Melx
= FAHe AAEE S YA AAT A
o A2A Fue @, AAYY TN
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AEHo] % ¥ ola} nlRA B At A
Zate] A74o] ofd che APAelH B A}
=78 2AE AR e AR} A
9T Utk B HAUNAE obrle] B U714
HIEE 71202 699 o9 Asgae v
Hew #Istel v Pl AU dus
MRS W) PAPATE A8 % = = 8260] AT},

X}

& Q7o FA Folo] RRE WA A
et S Shlate B8 o x Mus
tHE 23 A At (viewing stage) otolv} TE g
o elrlg %HE“Z} HAMALE 2o A o}7)7} 7}
SAA T Fdoll golA & A o7 9} 2g
A 45288 1ol tharls o)opr) ez
TEE A& GALE A1FSc "ol A
MY Aol F 2E dale AR T2y

of 8 P2 HAahs HAE S ‘4‘5}
b HE I3 ANE & AZFAAY 220 B
AANE 7HE BTl Jote] & WA Folr}
HA e £ 7 (HFE Y Foe 9% e 2 ),
Fl0& 2 8% & 2 u)g F24 ). 43 4
kol s A ol Fol7)7ke] FEo) o] 2
A AFE Y NEL(beep)o] B T} 2L
Ar st QA7 Wiz, auw 24 22
AANYE 232 o 1YS wo] Wl ¥ g 3}
FE)E AN AAEZo| o}7)7) way A}
AL Hojel & W= F5718 Algste] HAbzlE
= THEAY ARG £ ok 10709 2ol Al
2 7Y RE ZAE olHE 2R e o)
7} %8 & (low risk), 3 ¢](suspect), 218 AFef (ris-
KA Ao F 0 HAbg nbxe g AAYH S

g FA g

AW 2. XZ HAICHL ZALALE.




Fagan dobx 524t §843F: Yool vl ol Yuhe] vlnd7 9)

7 7}

AL AojMe] Agatoles HATEo
Me gle Zeg Buyy ey B dox
E A 2HN=48)+ 58.03%(SD=8.53), B N=
62) & 57.82%(SD=7.3)2 ™% fAlsld},
2 7 bR g Qg zholvt Qx|
Y8R = (t(108)=.14, p<.89) & A ] =}
ol7k figich webd Fol EMoME AL 7y
a2 ersket,

7F Fotel AL &S FHMUN R B 2
1275, 295, 395, 52
F) 29 HFEMS & A Aeddy FaEY
2ro] {93t} (F(1, 102)=7.94, p<0.01). &
13} 20 z42} Fehe] PaAea ABE A A
€ aslsvh. HAFGE AL 59. 59%

(SD=7.26)1 ¢l wtall NICUR &2 A& 54.
59%(SD=7.92) At} A<L&S AGo] F7}3tol
ot FolAle AFL AR Foe zjolE Y
e ZEATh (F (3,102)=.594, p<.620). 27%
" Fole 56.39% (SD=8.87), 295 Hol= 56,
84% (SD=7.16), 39F Fo}& 58.20% (SD=6.
71), 283 5273 Yol 62.14% (SD=7.18)
At

FTIIE 4d3ke 1009 A7 Ao A
Zt gotel Fgdel Wol(EFE A& ot A
AEH F3 F#g Aoy (r=-43), 33
@ (M==20.53, SD=5.56) E.o} NICUR® (M=
22.97, SD=7.06)°A ¢ Fit} (£(108)=1.98,
p<.05).

B 1. Fagan 2Ot X|SZAIIM Y B MOI8(%)
et /43 275 295 395 525
N=16 N=8§ N==10 N=3
NICU 52.50% 57.25% 55.70% 54.90%
{SD=10.57) (SD=5.73) (SD=4.88) (SD=1.15)
N=20 N=19 N=18 N=20
s 59.51% 56.12% 59.59% 63.74%
{SD=5.81) (SD==7.76) (SD=7.51) (SD=6.19)
H 2 Hotel o 3 A XHOIE Q| HakEA
Hakg -5 8} 4H = B At 3t Fu) o=
At 428.705 1 428.705 7.942 0.006™
|y 96.252 3 32.084 0.594 0.620
Heddy 249.643 3 83.214 1.542 0.208
2z} 5506.667 102 53.977
A 6280.267 109

* p<.01
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=9

2 A7dAE AAE L oz AYE Ay
AARL FTIIO 848 #Fs7) st 34
Fobdetzt 2459 olf2 Aste] g olE
E AHgste § 2ol TEAM(NICU @ 17w
olEAE) ol YA Hete] e BAsty
o B A7 AE NICURWS 3¢ =5 =
T A BEFE AW AR o)L v
He ARG vste] 4Fo1M 13774 U
FAAT. web 201 %) A1 4H AEE
£ BdEolx Bt o] Fo] A7 o]
A ARz A obpel wa) fosiA B
sttt webA FTIIE Aol Jaat A4 9
Adol ¥ NICURTE ¥ 8 & ALl dF
sl

detg oz oty jM AL &L dHF
7tk @A F7hshe Aol WOl B ATl 3
AAETE dRER A& 71 AN 2 A
N715E 2R 5 volr g gotlAe #
Al AAER 7] W] d¥A Walol A A Je
g AE AdE 5 Aok o Eol 2759 Ao}
€ 2029 A5871E £ 529 AUl A
AZIREE el 5259 Yot 1029 A&
B 713} 329 A7 FA 7)1 A Y
o 2"eE E7atn ool de] FoES
g ALEE FoAF FEL AW Frlshe
YL Bt 2738 Yole 56.39% (SD=8.
87), 295 Aol 56.84% (SD=7.16), 395 Fo}
T 58.20% (SD=6.71), 283 523 ¥ Fole
62.14% (SD=7.18)Rtt. Fole] HF AAL &
ARl wiet 19 WFENI} A AP 9 aHe
0.057F SHBA (F(3, 106)=2.491, p<0.
064).

1078 D71 FAAe] HF YA &Aol=

FTIIE A%k 10709 AA71Y FAo)A 2t
Gotel Feate) Wol(EEuADE Hole] A9
3 ¥3 38 AYen(r=-43), LI
(M=20.53, SD=5.56) 2.t} NICURG (M=22.
97, SD=7.06) ol M #2)&tA Zch(t(108)=1.98,
p<.05). WA FFAA&L ] Folrt 10702
ARA7NA Al A Mol 3o Wolwd T
e 785 NEZ A18E £ dE8 A4t
CidiA=g

LEd Holue ool Folle Fojl QX3 A
= 7 8o & Fdo] 51 Ut wEh
AAH Aol A Jotd 270 wAs w2 F
A B{ZAE Hole AL v 2% Yol
2ta 33ch whe] Bule Ao 24 9
olfE A& AP} B2 Ao EFANN B
dFe Folle F4AHA A%E JEUA "
Y A BAXA T Aol HL ol
FRE A oty 24)o) o)A dr) ole
T FTIION & H4E 9L A%e Azt
Ve EEE A5HAE AT 5 de 9
A oEHTI7A JvE R @3 YM7) 2AHE
d + QloH(Fagan & Montie, 1986, 1988).

EE ApAjuty el e A% A FRE AR
Fotel AH AL FPste dolle 71E9 Fo}
71 AAHE (Bayley, 1969)°] 2 34 8
3387 Qg AHgR £ gled 2 Hake A
A2zt FYRtE SR o]l AAFoole ¢
oE AME37) oJHRH AF Y& 2HYY &
Ae At FHE Ado}. 4A = Drotar, Mor-
timer, Shepherd, ¥ Fagan(1989)& & A}xju}n]
Fote] Ae& 5HYRE st YHHYL
30 To ¥ w{H 2XE Heted F
dE F ARSE #yF 2 Ut F o] Fole
AR ehelel e Bpstn JFEe A3 At
A, A3, a8 AREAe R2g Bg 4

Aol X7 #A B8L BL 5 AU}
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W2HA Fagan@dAhs 71&9] go} ASHAIE
o] 9] AeE A oiA 1 AFHEI} @
Oe HE By B olug 71&9] #HAle A}
839 o s FEES v Fe A 7t
@ g o] &3t Az FojolE A2 670
H o] 4o BE Yol A5e 24T F A= A
ojt},

284" FTII& A8 oz fae A
e 4R & A5 AHglel £
A < (visual recognition) g =35l
AY Ax EadE A% 9 (Malcuit, Pom-
erleau & Lamarre, 1988). Z12)1} AA 2 141
Shel FTII ) 49 341w 2] A 2HH elsd
T o] RolM(r=23) A% FTII=}e] 4
#(.42)& ¥R Ev)x 1 vH(Fagan, 1988), 1
Heg 1Au gk FTIA 233t A7y

2 A 4H AdFEEte Ao dEE g
el FRAHYFHE wgdsle Aoz B F
At

2R & AN e JU BagEs FTII
o fEAHE duEdoy dX IYPPHn YE
TEH AFANME 2750 A 795 A oo 28
Folel FTIIRHE 24 5} o] Eo] 34 o1F7} ¢
& Woll= Wechsler %% 7 AFU Stanford-Binet
HAME#e 4#g d7s FTIY o9 g3
EE BAE Aotk T B A %3l A
H doz F9y dRdMe o8 ol Yo
AFEZ FTIIS AA A Boll Aol AQlgo] ¥
Fo| Fol8 BAMse AR 23 AV B A
ojt},

to

A

L

-
3 A2z}
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The Utility of Fagan Test of Infant Intelligence:
Comparison between Normal and Premature Infants
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27-, 29-, 39-, or 52-week-old normal (N=73) and premature infants (N=37) were
compared to examine the utility of Fagan Test of Infant Intelligence(FTII), There was
no sex difference on recognition memory (t(108)=.19, p<.890). Therefore, infants’
performances were analyzed by group(2) X age (4) ANOVA. Only the group main ef-
fect was significant (F(1, 102)=7.942, p<.006). The recognition rate in NICU group
was 54.59% (SD==7.92) which was significantly lower than that of the normal group,
59.59% (SD=7.26). Even though it was not significant there was a trend that the rec-
ognition memory was increasing with age : 56.39% (SD=8.87), 56.84% (SD=7.16), 58.
20% (SD=6.71), 62.14% sss(SD=7.18) for 27-, 29-, 39-, and 52-week-olds repectively.
The correlation between the recognition rate and the standard deviation in the 10 rec-
ognition tasks was negative, r=-.43 and the standard deviation of the recognition rate
in the NICU group (M=2297, SD=7.06) was larger than that in the normal group
(M=20.53, SD=5.56) (t(108)=1.98, p<.05). It was suggested that the variance in the
performance on the FTII could be another index of infant’s intelligence,





