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AT JE43el HmsiE 508 3 A4
oo FHSIRME 4294 KWISEES A5dea F4
| waEH-E T Ao}

® FAXE T TIPS Ay Q42
3 A $dAe 28 1Q (110.9:101.7, F(1.90)
=6.96, p<{.01), FH&EH: 1Q (116.9:108.2, F(1.90)
=10.39, p<.01) ¥ BHfEi: IQ (105.5:92.2, F(1.90)
=22.33, p<.0E d9 3 28]z Au7 FHAte
FoAEEd dAA F44 1Q, g4 1Q 2 A4
Q¢ ¢oz ZdYe §E4E st Hglz, =
g FEEARRS ded 1QY Fa4 1Q9 e
(16.0)& H4ALd e 0.70x8e; o ek,

@ FHERENA AARLEA st T4 %
AFelell WM (14.2: 11,5, F(1.90)=24.27, p<
.01), FEXEME(15.6:13.3, F(1.90)=11.33, p<_.01
2 EMRE(2.3:10.9, F(1.90)=6.13, p<.05)%&
FEL FEH & dgded 2l FEA4AL, A4
A8 2 A FYae bl E 9a] S
el & odj 4 ed Y A wgsige)

@ BfEkREN4Y AATLEHNLt FHE4ADL
Areloll whA 27 A AH(10.5: 7.9, F(1.90)=25.13, p
<.01), ErA4 (12.5:10.1, F(1.90)=19. 45,
p<.01), BeFrdr A4 (11,3 9.0, F(1.90)=17.27)
p<.01), walE2-1A (1.8 10.4, F(1.90)=7. 14,
p<{.01) ¥ =ball @Fr A AF(12.1:10.6, F(1.90)=8.
88, p<{.05)t EF AArlzl bty EAlA s
F dgen, FHEL] ¥ FAYx FE
£A4bo] Aslele AL wa i

@ gozd QTdAE, (HA) LA, 3%
Y, 34 W ad, FEES B¢ dEsln, (EH)v
$ etRstn e A FdA A 4E Adsta, (A
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Ok
oF
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4) AP 5, AFdH A HEET
ANz, () ATFRAA=S FAALE A=zt
Azl Tyt ags=, aEa (GAA) AR
ATE A Al 4% A2 ¥4 A
A48 d A4 &4 A4 PG TE D
W, uS algdA Ao @ Aoletx AR E 47
RIRCA

I.% @&

JAAANA Ee] EActe] EAHR G, 2 Fel
5 A5 AeRst AR LN zHdo] g ez,
53 o BES BEEEEY fdel Y Fat A
geb, ol El gt A vkl AR E U WIEEN HiX
2} v o) LLEBH FH(psychological assessment)
£ 4% %& AAstn Yok AHEE HsE Y
A bR E &Y HZ (neuropsychological tests)el] 9
T A Aeh ] wbat FuEAARS] AR AT
AEZ4 A% 9l (Barnes & Lucas, 1974: Golden,
1977: Goldstein & Shelly, 1972: Levine & Feirstein
1972: Shearn et al., 1976: Small et al., 1972), uF
Aol FEA A} vlEel B3 FARFIFH D] T
gl ATFelA v EEE Assh G ste HelElas
%t} (Fernald et al., 1966: Heaton et al., 1978:
Locks et al., 1970 Orgel & McDonald, 1967: Ta-
vlor et al., 1975: Watson et al., 1968). %isd, 4l
AAHTA Aauiez g dbgsir g 43 2 AA
d Age] $5 vk vS FAAATy AAFEs
AdAtE4 5 ol (Klonoff et al., 1970). FAlidg
3 FHE4L AAATE Va2 EE W 43E
o] A7 B, & e AZANGH A4e
5 daA 4D} e AENE B
ol vk (Rapaport et al., 1968: Wechsler, 1958). o}=
g w2 v FolAx, WAIS(Wechsler Adult Inte-



lligence Scale, Wechsler, 1955)% #4222 FAE
433w FHEA gy FEARY AT viad
358 A3F AFn Yth)Chelune et al., 1979:
Davis et al., 1972: Dewolfe, 1971: Dewolfe et al.,
1971: Klonoff et al., 1970: Watson, 1968). ol®
WAISH| &% FHE49 324 BHE 103} Bix
#1Q9] R P4 Jd9a FEEHENMES
EPREMS o8 2 BIERAENREYS HPREEe 4
FgA 7t ¢l (Parsons et al,, 1969: Satz, 1966;
Satz et al., 1967. Vega et al., 1969: Zimmerman
et al., 1970) 1elz WfeiEmEMBE T £44
B3 48 (Phil, 1968: Reitan & Fitzhugh, 1971)3}
w4 Bole 4] (Fitzhugh et al., 1961)el4 ol %
E}gAe] glvta g

FUY d4AEAAIE AT KWIS(RBMY &2
HEME, BHHEF 5 1963) #=Addy LEEM
FOAEANA A=A o 44 e gAs Ay Ba
B RIEE Btk A€ 4 sHF gsleE 3PETF
2A JAE stx Yrb ol #F KWISE kst
WE 9 43 Baw £0& 380 R AR
BE(cerebral functioning)-L EEo|1 ihEmsy WH
(neurological relevant)e] Z & = o] v} (McFie, 1975).
FHddE KWISE F4e2 = 4diz4 F%
g wtedl gk ATt FEE o] FolAn YoM
ek 1975, 1978, 1979, 1980 ST, 1981: fFH(=E,
1963 #fEHE, 1981 M#EHEE, 1975). 22 KWISqH
Lol A FARRMMS KM R EAREY
8 AEAGH dFdA Habe FA we 28, F
EE 9 BiEEe 38 IQAMs BEEREY 6@/
& 293 BEHREY SEMRENA e o
lﬁ"‘.‘:"éﬁlﬂl $Ag Ageldm, BAH AFAAN 28
Q, EfEM IQ 9 B{EH 1Q, dd4HEY 24 £4
A(EBRBE FABE) 22z FHYYEY A £
AR 27 - By - ko) )d A A4 &
S5 Fgstg o, =3 KWISyH 294 e &
4] e A& 45l (EEE, 1981). £ o
TFTAEE o8l ¥ AFdAA At AR dFR
HE A AP g FREAde] ey
&8s dadcle Ad T4 At #elby
AFAEL G TS dTH4E FRA Fdi4
ZAEALE S0 FAz 435 MES BTN
HRAGAEE] KWISEES » midstd ekt
MLl 2RES AEstn, ALYy A28 E
e ghe], o] T A4HE o=t Yo

8

I. BRX HE

1. M

oA Fof A 1977~1982d | el A2 Y WEE
Bt FEA R J4tte dA4d Agks Ay
AN FFo e MHSRES EE#HKe s 44
Hrko] AR B FolA KWISHH 299 A4 ¥
Az s5ivh ol BIAFAA 1380z A4
245 86 FMHEAL 7594 A8 AYYE 4 ¢
det. AR BF Bites dAAZH. 1344
Aol 4] Adbd e JAEEFYLL d94¢F
o] ol FETEL ¥ Molglm, el F
AL E dY4ES AFE B57F 24 Fo)
¥& solgdv}. o=l §t MM (Prigatano & Parso
ns, 1976: Vega & Pérsons, 1967)¢} ¥ k¥ (Finla-
yson et al., 1977)e¢] 43 FA=H= ¢& A$ w
FAR AFAAE €44 ¢ grke AP4TY A&
FzaA sHgeh detd 434 A4 A AT S
FAte 100 A9 AdPn a22ln FHEAAR
e d4] 108 dFFES 400 FuF Y HE i
&2 AgEA sgel. o18A e A E 2
2 dx5des} af4-TE FAS 23 o2 Ha
HAEEM 509 ey BKRAMM 4279 KWISA
2EE 24TY dTdden BAsg e

1ol 2EENS SR KWk TR
EEuA 9 A4 9958 AN

H 1. HAMESNCI SeE&H30e Hda o
&2l BMErRME|m
AR A= FH &4
(n=50) (n=42) F
M SD M SD
ol % 26.1 6.7 27.4 7.5 0.78 n.s.
ZE4¢E 129 2.3 i2.4 1.9 1.09 n.s.

F(1,90)=3.95, p<.05

ol gtell 4] BALEERAE “SHM” 12 FHE
A% “BEB"c 2 YUY, B LolA FMRER
£ SHH26.1+6.7)3 BA(27.44+7.5)0] =}-¢ &
AYle ez HEAME SH(12.9+2.3)5 BA
o}(12.4+1.9)2 A3 dEPen, 44 FAHen
TR ubE 2 A EEs W AN FQ
60)==0.78, M.S.)s} wm-&42(F(1.90)=1.09, M.S.)



ol 443 FAE A& Vlstn et AMEER ¥
s, SARE FAH 2698 5 At 24 elgln 2elm
BARL m¥4z, 44 =x ddAgd4 4F F
HEgAg 38 3, A 28, e 2% 3 d=F
5 190l e #4 509 3 429 ¢lglet. Fxpe] %
HEAAEL debgrt ARt T3] A=
Hupt me SHPTEAY THe] A #HQFE 4+ 9
gl Ak £4A-ge gdet, 273" - Q9
ojut FEEAE mH A %t

2. HiE

SAwts B dFaARE okel AT 9
A 25 A=At AAsg e, £dTA
2& KWISY Ao 2 (HBEHE, 19636 dAsi4
A4 2 APFAE A Aolvh, LA IQKH,
EEMREY 6EIRE ¥ BFEERES sEORES
e, EREE oo 9wddd 48 FAA F
wEee BHEE A&t =%, SA=RF BA
el BREMRE 6/ MEE ¥ BfEtk SRERIHEE
Zrzbe] FHEE EdE @RS L4sted

o & R

¥ 26l SHRs BAwS £#1Q, F&##k 1Q
o BEl: 1Q8 FHfE, BRRE I BREIFOER
EE AlAstgct.

E 2 YARYSHC SHELTC H IQPE

o HErEM Hi@m
AAFLEH Tyl A o
(n==50) (n==42)
M SD M SD F
A4 1Q 1109 19.1 101.7 13.2 6.96%*
oel4 1Q116.9 12.2 108.2 13.9 10. 39**
Ex14 1Q105.5 13.3 92.2 13.5  22.33%%*

**1(1,90)=6.93, p<.01
**$*+F(],90)=6, 93, p<C.001

E 2.6 4% 2R wke 38 IQkH Hoar #EF
W BEEE cheak ok

1) 2Memee

288 a8 (Full Scale IQ)o]l 4 S H(110.9-219.1)
£ BAR(101.7+13.2) Beh S gtgm, SARE X
FFEe] BiEmAH(IQ,80-111)8 | Atelm A RAlg

o] W& Agkeln], BALE HEAMY FheidA
A8 e Fo Ageldmn, a2vlz Hsldde &
AA $9 2 (F(1.90)=6.96, p<l.01)7} 2lgieh.

2) EFEEaE

EFEEmE(Verbal IQ)e] A SA =k (116.9112.2) &
BAR(108.2:+13.9) R} $Adtdm, SAES oo
HAFferze HiE LAMIQ, 112~120) 283 BA
e EFEAMS F7 Hel A Folglzn, 2ela A
Btlle  FA4 49 2H(F(1.90)=10.39, p<l.0D7
AAR 5 2}k o F5340.

3) BifEM:AnRE

Bete s (Performance IQ)alA S wk(105. 5%
13.3)¢ BA(92.2+13.5) 88 94 W& FAE4
a2, Az B4R 5Ae)le 13.3024 HE 27
Qe W8 AR 2 HAelfa, FAYAFTEL SA
grol kMY 7 2t ¥ oy BAwE F
el A7 Holw, @z Az E HE 24 1Q
o ¥& A Pag EAA $43(F(1.90)=22.33,
<. OE Vel = o},

4) Bl Bk 2R

SHuke] ol A IQ116. 9 524 1Q(105.5)4
kel 9.4 23z BAY o4 1Q(108.2)9) 4
4 1Q(92.2)8] Aol 16,0024, B3ivle] S B
o Hg & 4§ ggsta vk

A7 AzdlA SAwI BA sole 3 1QFE
koA Axpst a2} 2ed fA s, FAAY fH A
b gon, 58 A A4 1Qh AF 2 AelE
nyx, g4 Qe 534 1Q8) ol B wto] S
A=t 2o o g

B 3ol SAsk BR=S FHERE 6HIRE
3 WREMES P, RaRE L BESFA AT B
BREE A4 g

Z 3 HASRESHC S AHYHE
of WHEgrEAdi@m

FAE4 53 FH AR

(n=50) (n=42)

M SD M SD F
A4 EA 142 2.1 1.5 3.1 24.37%**
ol& A  12.3 2.4 10.9 2.9 6.13*
AbEA 12,7 2.4 11.7 2.9 3.16 n.s,
FTEAQEA 14.5 1.9 13.4 2.2 3.59 n.s
SAEA 12.2 2.9 11.0 3.3 3.55 n.s.



SHEA 156 3.0 13.3 3.6 11.33**

**F(1, 90)==6.93, p<, 01
*F(1,90)==3.95, p<.05
»ee p<. 001

E 3¢ Jlae AR EBEEREY 2449 3F
A8 £49F A o3t el

S :
1) BRRE 15.6:3.0
2) EHERE  14.5+1.9
3 EBRE 14.2:+2.1
4) WEHE 12.742.4
5) BRHE 12.3+2.4
6) MERE 12.242.9

B :
1) &EdME  13.442.2
2) BERhE 13.3+3.6
3) HEigE 11.742.9
4) ERBE 11.543.1
5) BEBE 11.043.3
6) HERigE 10.9:+2.9

SA kst BRAs AoldlA BBEMERESY 64 £4
A F 34 &A4, F, HEEE: F(1.90)==24.27, p
<.01, FEMBE :F(1.90)==11.33, p<.01, ¥ HEH
#; F(1.90)=6.13, p<.059 2 A4 %9347
g e ez U F 3 £44, F HKRE,
FLEESRE J BESEE SA% BYd o %
TAE ¥ 2 A 921 Qo Ay o)
A= otk #ey £ Ades FHEERE F44
20 A kbl AAAA, AHAA L elAAA}
Ao fEA] Zslohe A& A4tz glet.
X 4ol& WM BEERE 5B SEE 2449
PfE, FERREE U i AREE A9
E 4 HAUSWSUUCIH FHSMECR] BHYT

o| WMaFgMd|n
FAEL FHEAAG
(n==50) (n=42)
M SD M SD F
sbgxs 105 2.6 7.9 2.2 25.13%**
wx) F3t] 11.8 2.5 10.4 2.5 7.14**
Eutsdy] 12,5 2.2 10,1 2.9 19.45%%*
el %FE7] 12.1 2.5 10.6 2.9 6.88*
RoFubds] 11.3 2.4 9.0 2.9 17.27%*

**F(1,90)=6.93, p<.01
*F(1,90)=8.95, p<.05
i fp<<. 001

X 4E V2R AT BIEERES £44A49 WFE
2 ¢HE Fedsg ea 2o

S :
1) =7 12.542.2
2) A#lwds 12.1+2.5
3) wixF3r| 11.8+2.5
4) BofgrFy 11.34+2.4
5) v} 7] 10.5+2.6
B#£M :
1) Apsll g3 10.6:+2.6
2) Wb ¥y 10.4+2.5
3) B3| 10.142.9
4) EFRFs) 9.0£2.9
5) u}H 27| 7.942.2

Sl et BAwE 4bolol A BEEREY 5444

A4 25, F, updarl ; F(1.90)=25.13, p<.0l1, &
2] F(1.90)=19.45, p<(.01, EakutEs] ;F(L.9
0)=17.27, p<{.01, whzF3>] ; F(1.90)=7, 14, p<.
01, 3 ¥ 237 ; F(1.90)=6.88, p<.059) ¢¢=
FAA #Y3E 9€ ¢ Ak HeA LASE B
fetd 1Q8] Azt Aelsk A ANY BEEREY
SESRE 257 SAs BARY gdo] o4 of
W A ReE sbd fEA) Fst: AE dFdn
s+t

28 1.& 4 A 3 % 339 B 40 £HAY
TAE EWE HBE FAT Al

o] 2xq fatd, SHYL Ao s BY 1
o A zeod g FAY 5 gm, BYRE Q4
AHE s FAYHEH4 sAR BoE oig o
AL Z2ad ¢ 2 n Yo} o] 28 PodFY
ASE 4 AN AAHem gk S @4
=}

V. % 3

Ao A4y @ A4S Ak Fag ¢
+ 3 AEH A FostgdAA 4 AGsA A
Kzt 4% W=l o MEs 3YsE FAe A
%8 AAelZl Hel KWIS(HEH S, 1963)& w2
~644¢] FP L d9E3E Aoz AW % Raw
MES A= M A4 RARBASERES
A FA9 1QAdE AAL FEEmmeEK(deviation



S-group .
B-group -

S \
11 s

q AT AZGH Fefd A Adst P ofAx 2
axtAle] 3z (Allison, 1978) =@l KWISs} cultu-
re-bound testelE H4 A £ Axe] mage B
AFAE FALR FAET AHA4 oE dTEE Ha
371 2 &,

1. IQiK#

1) Z2#5iE(Full Scale 1Q)

A=A 5 A3t A 20 FAxg vlmg 4, AL
dE5A L FEA110.9)7 Fod A FAe]  E(19.
Dol Y& solm 3£ et 3FA(101.7)7}F %

ol T edA B4 213,20 F& wlgeh FEA
L o ! \ oebd, AAe WEEAME AR zeln FAn
. L e . WA F7he| alvkaled, Awkd AA A Fabe] &
, /l FAA 9 F(F(1.90)=6.96, p<.01)% Je}lyizcl,
; ; A s Do), ol 27 Ao MERR B 8
i REERE A2 4942 2de Fefo] Fol |
7 - - : wazat A% v 4uE a&oafg Aelztm %
PeASDV o D PeBaPiOs g a wase suegyne 3439249 w
1o A4 EA) Ds: uld 227 v o ZA wEs sl E4bel ﬁl% Al Aska gl

C: o] 5]~ Pc: wlxE3 7| Fi—-
o Sean oo o] oiov 258 A shel A zyww% 2% 9, B4
Ve o195 B FA ke HEH (116,97 = xa FAE(12.2)
28 1. FABESUCN Ty KWIS t"ii% o, 22w TH*MD& 7] (108.2)7}
— vo 4 ‘_L (13.9)& W& o gick, FFA4 9

Q4 Adg wieor ALY AFTEE 2 94%9%F
o) S FAA ojkEl Aujd HAd AEstz Ut} o
AAde BEEREY BRERES TE5 o, o
21 ze] TER 118 Mgk o BAH = H#
AP #ZE(inter-or-intraindividual differences)E- »}
2F 5 doA Aty Z4E P Y 5 U =
g o] AAAA Y BAEE-FHE WRs F4A84
A8 BE—BE MRS bt els] AR A4
ol AAEF weld e s FE A
A AgE =58 shedel wobd 7l HAaAe
AiEL EEoln Mol BEmEREd 23
A4 FAE AT 5 g FHel dek 28 K-
WIS} 7+& x5 Al= Rorschach test3 ¥ culture-
free test’} oFyl A3k culture-bound testzl= A){F
Aol gdvt(Kolb, 1977). A EdlAH QF& A AHH,

2% AR gkl gt A4t A4 wkgpat
4 Fdea YA Add dTsF A=sAR AA
T E48$9 54T A g AdsdA

bk 2E]l 3 Fabe EHkEE o,
7& °M AR Aol AA A Fstel et o B4l
A H AF(F(1.90)==10.39, p<.01)F Vel z ¢}
FAFEFAFAEALL HA A %oﬂoﬂi T8t
3L OEEEmMES A g AN E HHse 9,
Hb ol FHEAA RS Eabe] Fo ﬂiZ} 2ekE oe]
4= 5] Wl v E4e] ALt Hor At
3B F7F gl

3) Bifet:age(Performance 1Q)

AR T At A 28 Adg vlmy W, P4
YA 5L FEA (105.5)7F ¥i@kgs Ak a3
I TS EAAA (92, 2)& FiEAKMS] ekl o) sl
AR QAT 2o}k Adt Biew: QY =28
(105.5—92.2=13. )7} 744 =21 a8z 94 27 =
F 2uE b 9 BAA $oaH(F(L90)=22.
33, pLODE s = k. BAsE KWISH)-
FA et 3 1QKH Folx Add sS4 B Aol E
BeolH, FHEAARLE Jo AR Fuch Bhifepk s
B o % "Ashebe A A 4gd.

o



4) BRELaEs Birkmied 28

LA HRRRENE Az, dides B

b maikome] BB 2 B8 7 Pejele
Al Q) s} (Wechsler, 1958), ol® EHEEE I1Qs
Bifet: 1Qe] 2RV 160 kY Wt EEE® Rany
BERSE =+ SEHN MBS J4% 4dx71 dex
el (L, 1963 HEES, 1963). EAste H4
9 FAR(116.9—-105.5=9. ) ¥ e} Fx]EH }(105
2—92.2=16.0)0] ¥ & o] F A8 T 3ich.

A g e T4 o %9 AYgs W5}
o EAe Aleda 2@y EA4F 2 $84 oo
e+ Aolrh. I IQKM HT EA A FHE4
HArtel mF4FY EAA, AIPAEY, Ad
FAY S45d, 2 J44 554 T £l ¥
L wolmd Ay MEL zadxch(Ball 1978)= A
48 Aol e A Aok

2. HEMRE(Verbal Scale)

AL g4 EY LA N4 Ao r
BAEE At FHESR R 2o} AT A FAE
2o F43, AdTds AAAAL, AHAA 9 o
Mg AL 3N EF AN A FAA fodaE BH A=l
AgHe] g2 24480 e AE ¥4 + dgi
FHEF L o] IHEAALAA o] & 2 o] R
A = gl el

1) #### (Information test)

A A b FA S A7 A EA fAe] A 5eE
& Avsn 2R A4E A Eske WS A sAA
2 4l A7l A olc}(Wechsler, 1958). Aqlel A4
He A F& b $ 8z, AFe] ¥E¢FE
Iy Ael v HAA A& o Bo]l deodm el (H
BE, T, 1963). weld A4 e b 44, X
4 e AR 49, Fldge W slE, A
Az 4, 71494 584, 4U15Y 2E 197
g S P(EEH, 1975. EEFT, 1974 FEHE
1963: Matarazzo, 1972). R¥AAE BAFD S
(14.222. D¢ A4 58§ vl 2 dHshE o
olAlwl, F¥EAANE(11.543. 1)L dojAdH s A
thzl BAA #92(F(1.90)=24.27, p<.01)7} XA
sle A BF A4AAY 2 FHAAN A =24 &
AdbeotE AE WY 9o, sEdF(HESE, 19
81)st dAlstzm ¢l

2) FEMME (Vocabulary test)

AHA A AAAAL 9 AR A AL Abygho]
3 5d L A8 Esty APl e HE

i'j-v
&7 A8

Red 4ol st A4golns AWAGE o
AR A 45 71 e 78 £ 4w 4 (impair-
ment)e} v FAE (scatter)§ S7M8ln, =% A4AH
At T3 & oAls) A¥42g 2AHsE A Fo] 5
7) & &b (Rapaport et al., 1968: Matarazzo, 1972).
ARAAE dedA4E, YWAE$E, AdA+
&, odols) 44 vl faR4st ug, Addy
v B55d4 FAUH(EEME, 1973 EEEFE,
1963: Wechsler, 1958). £A3+ AARLSAYUS
653002 A HE £ A Bk A gihe
o, FREAAR(3.343.6) ks AP, A7
AAA AL g4 FAA A4 2H(F(1.90)=11.33, p<.
01 Rgivh, EAstel s, A LAdEYTL A
A 2P 5] M $4RE W3R, FHE
ARAE Atz 2 sbg $AR selu HARA
FA% 2ohe ¥ FHY 48E st g

3) A (Comprehension test)

oJAAAE HARZY M A4 ¢ 22 BHAGg Y
A A BAMAANY Weisd, YAASS
Y, $85ded THPYE YA (ERFS |
63: EEMT, 1974), o|d A& A A7 4
AL WA ST} g AALANA JLoh (K
e, 1975). =& ol 7 b S A A A4 W
£, AR Wy, 4A%54¢ wddne Y4
B 7 A7) A, A A A ol A AE e AN
(TNl A (R, 1963). 28l mg o] BY 25t
A5 feke] FH 4 Pl L2 E BFYE UG Y
Aoleh. EATE FALIFARLE o] A L(12.342
O AHA AL A Bt WA gL BEFY]
g8 Aepydedg ngow, SFHEFA(10,9+
295 Fd deldAE 3 SR e welz o
A gy gdel 2% EF A48T, o3 5
Al R 2 (FL90)=6.13, p<.05)= Zx&4bxnt
A4 % & fdsgdEdg A4sm Yot

4) @B A (Similarities test)

FEAAAE 20 ABY e A m: 4448 B
ERe® dod AIYH5Y, £y 244 o
59, odeBre FER4go vt ARy F4rdy
€ FA%tn, =4 A4 TAH, S, 9 &
AHQl MpFEo 2 F-EEbe (Wechsler, 1958), 7§
YA A 34, AP, AEAAY AAE
2AF 4 doh(REE, 1975). EASE HAEdE
At A FEBAAHAF(14.541.9) ¥ A4 hgs
oA e Iy ssel wHAt AP, dhuol
FHEAAR(13.422.2) & QA 4AE & AR 2L



FEAYAE ETEHT AR 44 g
sl @@l £ (F(1.90)=3.59, p>.05), AALELEYL
o] o dFF FE-F g, £R2 A+ Davis &
(1972)9] 24 Akt FFHAAL Aolr} ke A
shel dAsl=] ke, T¢I FHEAAE FF
AR AANA ol ST Holele Y EodT(HREHM 19

D& dzlstz glet.

5) M (Arithmetic test)

AR e EE AFAAY A A 2H £ 4o
I, ARG o8 E F4o v Ay weh d4H W
49 AAEARA A4S TR EAE FY A
e 44 st gp4lez EAE A EE s,
FA A 9 82T JE5Y, J19F5E, S5
Er FAE dHE F§ SN (HBFS, 1963:%F
B/, 1974). EASd4 AHAREdEFAL olel4
AE F M7 40278208 3, FHEA
Ak A (11.7+2. 909 e, FAwzr F=AF(,
90)=3.16, p>.05)& gk, AL R o]F A5
A AR AE 24 Jt 25 JAFSE, 9FE
S45Y = JAA A E T GIF gy
g1 FREAA] o A5 G4EE Adstn 9
b, AFEAE AA4AE F FUSA A zEARRe]
gol AFed Eely] 4z, ZEFEIV Add=
4 kg wl:chn geb(fEEEE, 1963). EAae 243
o 2R A5 ZEFEUNE AAsA A vlay £
AR Tehg kg sta gk

6) BE¥# (Digit span test)

%AA e A7 43T 22 B EEE o
Lol 2AE R Wzl 997 (forward memory)s}
ATz el 937 (backward memory)E &b+, U
Bab3e] 345 (attention), w7175 (short-t.
erm memory), A7)E# (recall), ¥ 7}9 A (reversib
ility)d] Axx $H Y (BEHFF, 1963). o= F4
54 Aotz (ego strength)e} b= = =f (Rapapor,
et al., 1968), A4 A= F 7P 44 =H3d F
Aol da 1A A A (organic defect)s] ol F9
sheh(EHEFE, 1963). A4 FAEL 57
G2} AH(12.24:2. 9= ol A 4F(12, 32, 4) 9} FaA 7}
Z dg FEFAE 2o ydAdAdA sy £
A3 FolgEgate] shA B Moz AAsgla, 2w
T FHEAAAE G4 23 AF(11.0£3.3)=  ol#d
2H(10.9£2.9)8 A A 2 HFAE dbed sl
2 Arkg Hadel ddeh AR A A dd §4
ZH(F(1.90)=3.55, p>>.05)+ mlgdlE &Y
o] ¥ ¥ w2AAsEE B Fa gl

2

3. WfEtE R @ (Performance Scale)

B A FAAH Y sALA A4 oAl 25
del4dx 2o g FFA 9z, AL FI=LA
A FHELYRY DA WA, FHES

© e B FghEd &bl ol & Algha, A=A

A fAear g4 Fastd, dAAHE Bt
A H A 2w dAste] s ER A
zedebe A W Fa Ak

1) wla &) A 2H(Digit symbol test)

a2 AdE BT 248 Foug $EE A
GAAA olAst AdadA aH2A e Aoz
4, ¥us (Rapaport et al., 1968), “ﬂi] g, &
s34, 2og3d, JdydeE, Y, == A @
Frsh 9ol Ak B4 ool Msﬂr 2483 4

2R L AT (HERS, 1963). £RAFAA

A2 A e AAYEFHR00.542 6>ﬂ+ —‘%H%
b (7.9£2.2)8 FAAHEE & A7 A% F2 HE
AL xe] Brp vk zr] S Eabe] b dAs

e AL dAsEAE, Hrbgt b 2gA EFAA
< AH(F(1.90)=25.13, p<.01}E k3 3tget. =zt
A EAsE w2 F A7 dold 2 FAAY 2E
A4 F AARLEFA G FHEAA RS Al
A fEA TrbE A4S By e A4 end, 2
Bl 7 Ed T (HEEHE. 19819 YAsk= AT Vet
Ha gleh

2) 2ubwtr] 7 2 (Block design test)

ErsE 4 2 1Y FS5HEA JFEYY 5
AEY-L AT AT FAE TAHE A o
A e A QA% (Rapaport et al., 1968)3, F2H4
A5 F 712 vlelol & x]5(nonverbal intelligence)$-
F&ste] (EESH. 1980), ¥ubA] 5 (general intelligen-
‘o)e AE oml AA4RA AHES $A4FE, FEeH,
F7Ad EAEE S ool Ads 2535 FiE
4-g 2Aslm, =¥ dX5HY 714A Aol (organic
disturbance)®] ziwtel $& BzAs7t AC(HEF
T, 1963). Azt EapRri A A4 PALd FA
cH(12.5%2.2)& FRAHH 5 F A4 S ed.
FHEAR(10.1422.9)¢ FAAAE F 3 ol
kgl A% A8 KA ARH(F(L90)=19.45, p<.
0% vebd F3ch webd A4 AALEF
Avke FHAA4HE F 29t Ald 58 8 &
dHsln zElR FMEA S AA 2ok Eubws]
FsHAE G 4] FAHAE F 24z Hut F
A fo2gEe] ohn A Hstm et

4l oo &

(o]



3) EoFutd»| 3 41(Object assembly test)

EFEF e dA4ARNA TE AEY gAY
R 2244 2948 Y49 AAE TANE A4
Al, #2349 P43 %9 (Rapaport et, al., 1968),
Az 2359, d45d, 4054, APten ¥
AEY, B A9 WES e Ay AR
Adgel, Ads 2459 F¢5d3 A4 A
49 stob5d & Y (EEHE, 1963). L2 3o
A, BAEEFATE 2w ds] (11,342 )01 B4
R ST E FHELAR(0.042.9) %
4942 o Aol A Az By mggis] ¥
g wrgEe], Az Bguds)e EaAd fo3
(F(1.90)=17.211, p<.0)% 3# & W A3t =
BA EASE 2l g 2E 2gwds ey gy
THE oA E FHEAARE HASDF DY
o 48 o) Agselre Ae BFn g

4) whal 3%7) 7 4} (Picture completion test)

SAXRAA A 48T 28 %o Wy Bug 2
ohile A4AE2A, 299 A BReH g44 @
Nlesd, 2t £ 9 iy 23e speta:
B5d, dHEd, Ad2zA5Y 2 g3 o4y
B4 A2¥9 4 SHOH(EERT, 1974 HEF
S 1963). EAselA  PALd HA (1L 84+2.5) 3
THEEYR10.422.5)¢ 2 Auhiold 3aAE
el WA XL S e BB B Fup F
AH $-A 3 (F(190)=7. 14, p<.01)el] &8t Fx
AL G4 FJALEFAD 2o By Ly m
ed, WEFd, 2% 2L Agm APgYP4Qe
AA2EY T4 oS HYudY vTag o gue
AHE g sta vk FAEF AR FA Fi
AR WA F RS A (REHE. 198D AL §9
g vlgglo, EAAE 2938 fo4rg
EE AE A= FeEdE Jebiz Qo)

5) e %% 7] A 2 (Picture arrangement test)

AALF7)E 45 wis e Bnoyy 944
AAsL 3 EAEYE w42 WdetA shE A4
2A, FAL old A434 A AAE spette 9
A8 olalsy, Hutry, ALY, uy g2
TH, FUUA clobrlE FASE RS Y, 22 T
E QEFEe I ng e 4184 = ¥(social in-
telligence)-& &3, oloj 9 ol AL =3hd
HHE4 A A e m FaAbA e sbe gtEs] y)
A=A AA Aol Ay FHLHA 44 o pz
Ha Yrh(EEBHS. 1963: Kolb, Wechsler, 1958),
EAFGA FALD FHR Aol 2RAA A2 1+

250 AdHAA ERy] gy 28 Yz F
HAEAAFS Al w3 A 210.64£2.6) Ao
A HAgolgen, At FHAYNE 3 BAY #9
3H(F(1.90)=6.88, p<.05)%& & A E3kxut
£3 8 FH4EEE ¥4, FHEFARS g
A15de] o] alobe A4 Jehi sk, Blks o),
EdTE 20 A4 KWISH 34 $des At
ZH 3 1QeE, doldA s B2 52 o],
AdddHE 64 £A49 FAYHE 5 LA &
e A AR Eds 2 A %o 2Pe Fu A
AT FAH YA 498 AFAHY AL $
T4 42 + 93 2¥y BdFE A48d
FTUL B FHELQDE WS Ho WAE
o]l $o29 o TolH: Malec(1978)%] A|qkg HFx
A Bk e d9olx Ags usgod oo
TEE 47 2 4 5l€ Relgtn A4 4 Yok

A, 4T APl BdFoh o] AW, o
W, AEFEeV IQ o|fdlE Az, FY4Y,
T4 W A B FEES 54 884 dEs 2
Hoo F& A e

A, B¢ dTEE 2382 LdFE dgE ohy
A, JALDES FHE4 44 o2 asin
EEEE A dTRRE A Ao wlay
T A g

A, FAssieba AR HSE (hit rate), 7}oF
4 (false positives)s} 7}-8-4 (false negatives)s] wj&
4 8328 4 3dd 9% 280 9 A Do

A, AL S TS A9 9
ALY vlaE o Eobd g TFaAAdQ Az
B7 Sz A7 A BAol oy U 4 ge A 2
o}
oAlA, 2 THY KWISHS Y oAFx 7270 9
Aok, Alelabieiele] gt F2o] ¥ S T gAY
A Zx okge FAAEA g QA 49 2y
ETES g v v algAg A g

& 10 g #

¥ ® g5 KWISS Bikey @M. ki, 1975,
29, (4) 417-423,

EEEE U ESCREREEE ] DI e
WISHR HEWHE Zecicegg,
1978, 3,75-81.

BARLSHMS A7 KM KWIS
HRY LEWFE =2z,

B ® #

B ® &%



1979, 4, 83-91.

M ® & Sl BaM KWIS £ i
EW. Zdaeiti=2%, 1980, 5, 133~
140.
B £ % KWISEHEY HEWHx—34334AL
dFA s FHEAARE TALE
—se| =2 F, 1981, 6, 203-210.
% B LEZEREINEY REEWRR. 2
o o G T4, whab=-g 1981,
HEFE, 2EE. K-WISC HEEM. 44 g4,
1974.

. %= KWISY 4+ Xwke] &g B3t 4
T A ga e 44=F, 1963

H#Eg, ZEE, RAE. KWISREEN. 4¢3
of T8 T4, 1963,

O O WEoBE BEY SPiEd g W
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1981,

WO K BMERES AERTEd 3T FE.
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Differentiation of Schizophrenic and Diffusely
Brain-damaged Patients with the KWIS

Tae-Ho Yum

Abstract

The purpose of this study was to compare
and analyze the Korean Wechsler Intelligence
Scale responses of schizophrenic and diffusely
brain-diamaged patients, The schizophrenic gr-
oup was composed of 50 males and the brain-
damaged-group 42 males. The schizophrenic
group had a mean age of 26.1 years(SD=6. 7)
and a mean of 12.9 years of education(SD=2.
3) and the brain-damaged group had a mean
age of 27.4 years(SD=7.5) and a mean of 12.4
years of education(SD=1.9).

The data were analyzed by means of obtain-
ing mean, standard deviation, and analysis of
variance. The followings were the main findi-
ngs.

1) The schizophrenics were measured with
the Full Scale IQ, 110.9, Verbal 1Q, 116.9, and
Perforemance 1Q, 105.5, and the brain-damagd
patients the Full Scale IQ, 101.7, Verbal IQ,
108.2, and Performance 1Q, 92.2. Schizophren-

ics were more better than brain-damaged patien-

ts. The results showed statistically significant
differences between the groups: Full Scale IQ;
F(1,90)==6.96, p< .01, Verbal IQ;F(1,90)=10.
39, p<(.01 and Performance IQ;F(1, 90)=22. 33,
p<.01.

2) In Verbal Scale, 3 subtests of the two
groups showed statistically significant differen-
ces: Information subtest; F(1,90)=24.27, p. <.
01, Vocabulary subtest; F(1,90)=11.33, p<.
01, and Comprehension subtest; F(1,90)=6.13,
p<C.05. The other subtests of the schizophren-
ics were more better than the brain-damaged,
but they showed statistically non-signlficant.

3) In Performance Scale, all 5 subtests of
the two groups showed very different results
and statistically significant differences: Digit
symbol subtest; F(1,90)=25.13, p<{.0l, Block
design subtest; F(1,90)=19.45, p<(.01, Object
assembly subtest; F(1,90)=17.27, p<(.01, Pic-
ture completion subtest; F(1,90)=7.14, p<{.01,
andPicture arrangement subtest; F(1,90)=6. 88,
p<. 05,

4) The results of KWIS responses were hig-
hly successful in discriminating the two groups.
Recommendations for future research include;
a) the use of more valid criteria for schizophr-
enia (i.e., DSM-0) and brain damage (i.e.,
CT Scan) in classfying subjects; b) evaluating
all subjects using both neurological and psyc-
hopathological criteria; and c¢) increased comp-
arisons among schizophrenic and brain-damaged

subclassifications.
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