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A5 AEA 9] Raven Progressive
Matrices A9 E}9 5 AT+ Standard
Progressive Matrices A FE FA0 8

ey zos

FRgen e st

& A7 Raven Progressive MatriceszAbe] g2y /e 9% N x2A2EA RGN EL P4 ST Standard
Progressive Matrices7 AHSPM}E A8t A5 ALz 9] SPME) 418 w9t el 2 & W] 98 Exog 54
2t 4059 o) WA (FAF 202+, R} 2039)00 Al X WHAMG A ) SPME M AT, 1% & 1009 o) A KWISE
A AAFAT. ojE o] SPMA o] Bt-& 525(S.D.= 4.00Q2, i o) Aol wANR] ggteon, ARn YA
AE7} 73010 HAL-AYAL AR 62501} SPMe) THEREE BRlsls) 91sto] 5700 2 A A4 E Welo s
sto] RAEME ¢ A SPME R0 R TA s o] glfo] WHAM 11 890 MAMEo] 392%8 AP s
etz o] SPMe) FANFEE AL 7| Y8ta] SPMT KWISsHe] 439718 241g 213 SPME = A 1Q9}
A 1Q % Aol 109 Foj e ARBAZ Aol WP oz A PA R SPMS Ebgalo] Sl Ak 1
#Hit Aol 1Q8) 718 12 4BAAE A o} 5 B A7} SPMI = A 9] Au ez} ks AJALE SPME o £319
AAA &S + Yoty doby ool SPMA 3 wisA melEelol stil: HE AAMS T Atk REuws
olgof oA 3te] SPMe] ¥ HE S AT Hal, SPMO) vhee| BalEo] Hg Rausld £8%9n 2AEE o %
Al vstet FRREHL gAR A 23] £k o] 4 22 AYEL SPMo] A 59 § HETA MNZE
o EEE A YF st dlovh g d AW Ee] A4S e Wek $5ATE B 2 Ao Ay
7} ©hA] ZEE ofok & Aojr)
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aegl - geis

AL FAHl BEAR sHoEA X7
% FAASAR S 28, g, T FE,
A BAEAE, FANE, dAEE TY 154
ARR R FAGGAA R o dhEste 87
9] g7 A3z 5 T& XTI (Sternberg,
1994). ol e} gk A %59 Hrh= #xpe] A2 583y
ARG HE 5 I AFH FLE A
Fog A HrtoA glolME UE %
g Big 2AEkn Yt

A dgddAM T wol AHgET s,
tefstn FR ARE AFFozA ATHAR
9] 440 AAE 1 Y= AT HAHE Wechsler
A5 7 Atel vHKaufman, 1990). Z12ivt 4 ist
AL @27 0@ ARt FAHFE E ¢
= EO] AV QAR A o] AIZFA Alefo R
Irlgto} 1AZF o)de] AR olf ATHARE
Ak Aol fﬂ@’ﬂoi Bobs e el 5 A
a7 "ot oy A9 gAlEl s A& Wechsler
A5 A —r*’i:"ég QIASAM I, A o] B
ot #A deA HyAe] v e 428 7dd
Qar, A Aol kst Al A oln FeHAL
L 7bs e Ae Ak g A8 3] B A
Aot old Aol F£4 ¢ ol AeHALE T
A A AAMoz de] AHRE 9\lv B{(Moran,
1986), #:> FolAli= 1AM 2 oA et 2A 9] #-§
ol A B3] FET gl @A}J} Raven
Progressive Matrices7] A}o|t}.

Raven Progressive Matrices7dAb= haoll A &
¥l A 27} Qlo] Felo) olsjA] FEE Wiz v|E
A A ERE dE £,

o

1=

d l

{0

w87 wjgo] 3

Fe FA WEF ol FARA, A7 #A
5 setaln ol el FEEHE HYS 54
sh% ek vletols) Aiaelh of dabi 5l
A o AAA FAE Ay §xigol
U HERBAE EE AN 2AE Ada 9
U Are] o %717+ 258 Al B3t 2ol W)

ghg3t] ofeld AFECA mf 783 zAE

413} =) 12 gl}(Jensen, 1980).
1. Raven Progressive Matrices Z{Ate| T4

Raven Progressive Matrices7 AH{©] 8} RPM 2.2
ke HxiAel volgt AF FHEEd wet
Al Adely o AMR-E= Standard Progressive
Matrices(1938, ©]8} SPMo & k43, Colored
Progressive Matrices(1947)%} Advanced
Progressive Matrices(1965)2] 3 £&/2] Atz +
dEo] glth. SPME 1 FollA 7H de] AMSH 1
Ae OB W, 13 EE AAF 2104 #AQ
o] RE Ao ALZoA AHRE F IEE 1ty
Aok F 60EFoE FA ] Jlow HiF 20-40%
old v F Qo AlzhA| g glot. Hzate] 3
A= g Fio] v de ST st ¢l
= sdolt} Heloz TAE matrix& B 111
g4 RRo| Solgt 2748 67) Ei- 87el 1]
Fo A et @ik Aolvh. A 6052 A
F5ol WebAs zhzh 128302 A9 5] 4
AR oA Qe A4 A d5AA 9
El(continuous patterns), 47HA} B RYHF
(analogies of figures), 274} C= 299 #x13
¢l #H7l(progressived evelopment of figures), 4-7
Al Dy k] wldy zF(arrangement and
combination of figures), A7JA} Eiz HAIRGS
I FARRow FAE
their constituent parts) A EZ TAHO] it}
A AHES AoM Ex Z¥%‘—*’" Hat ol A m 2}
LA EREE A8 BANN oA L A
TR Gl R ﬂﬂ%iﬂoi et

Colored Progressive Matricesi= SPM¥} §-AF3}
U =3 o] SPMo|| HsjA dedta, FEFS 7
36%-3to 2 SPMo| ulalA ). HAME T 9¥
Ae] F% B 5 QTS wae) upe] 4 5
ol7} iz, 7hzh 2R o T 49 379 AxA}
(A, Ab, B)2 7450} glt}. SPMo] RE <o)
AgrEAlA RS ol Qi=d WA

=(resolving figures into

- 66 -



Raven Progressive Matrices Z{At2| E}EtE SPM@ S4log

CPME F2 ofd o}5 1} xQE,
U HEFEREANA AR HoI X 2
Court®} Raven(1977)2 &3 o3 222 & &
A= AF wdo] A o]Rojzty CPMET=
SPME AH&3he Zo] O AFEdn F4s¢ict

Advanced Progressive Matricest= 423t |5
£ 7 ez FAHE APASA ALY
XA seolety] HuhE AA A8 EAsE
HAtolet. I I8} 5 AAl2 FAjHo} glon |
Al2HEl7] el AgHAIR AAFa, 1=
A o g BRHAE 36719 FPoz 7
49 ot

A A A z}E o)
qit}t. Raven,

_‘:.—_.

1_.

2. Raven Progressive Matrices ZAls 29

2 53t dArelon
Spearman(1927)2 £y Aoz svd o8 X%
HAAFEDE M2 Be A4aaAZ EX8nhe AR
& ZAE S ASHAE DS F52AYU g8
ol"e] A3, Xk & o]t ¥t @ 9l (general
factor: g2.21)3% So1H A%ol} 1A 5 7
2 549 Ql(special factor: sR¢1)o.2 1A 0] Q)
thz 259 28948 F43tgct 1 T3 ga
e HAY FYA RYY L3 EANTLY
of A8tA & W L Aol i3 2 B2 A5
r*ﬂ A F A TANEE FREs 2
%8 (eductive ability)3} oju] A 2o} )<

=

2 %—5}"1 & Aot} HRE ABishis &
3 (reproductive ability}o 5 -4 5o qltb #er
st

Raven& Spearmane} o]¢]3} o] 229l ¢)xtdl| up
24 RPME A#tsleds, RPMO2 38598 =
As}ar o134 AH2) Mill Hill Vocabulary Scale2- A}

&3t AP EE FA4E F, o] T 7iALe] 13
THEe TS Wollob Spearmano] F4t g

= AR AHFHE 24T F Avka F3EA
v} 23=(Raven et al, 1977) RPM-& B2 2 &3}

= EEe 2] 98 B Anel 2z

T AMRE] #A Aol A} doji Jatas
TYHIAE Tt A5 FoE 2491 AdojH 4
g ¥Fsin Al gome RPME duby 2%
HAZ AN E i e B2 &, o
Ul 258 AAde s AF 259 459
2 RPME F3A 54313 #Aq) oln] 54 o
#}4 Axreo ZHYe)= Mil Hill Vocabulary
Scaleg S3AM AT zM o] AARQ X3 5
He| 9717} o] 201 4= Qlrh= Ao|th.

RPMe] F-91& ZFAdh= ZARQIA 1 24
Lol @8l o] dAFAEL M2 & dT7dy
E& 2 u3l¥d. Raven® ¢HA] 7|4 ¥ w9} o)
RPMo] dubA5(g)S FAste AAZ AMHE
Ao st F9& FA%, Spearmany} Jones
(1950)= RPM & H]Adoj3] HALEFA g& &
3l AHmel HAlEn sy McKenna(1984)%
RPME #59] g8UE HAE F Ax F2 A
2ba sk T2 RPMA ©d
20& #AF 2R M A1 (Orme, 1966)0f 3]
A SR EA 22y g8 d74EBanks &
Sinha, 1951; Dolke, 1976)& 213423} RPMo|

;:r

o]a

A A 2B, AZEE, 3059, A2 P8
4, N48Y Foz olER 4 Uk e
2sgl e, RPMe) 452 9ke) A%5()e] %7
2 AHg ek 3ol vhjakalo.

z]-‘g—g] 3 Z4A 22 RPM2| Z&A o i3t
71E A%2AHE RPM3}e] gaaie o
4']16}»‘; FQ1 e} % (concurrent validity) <417}
F4 O1TUG. 53 WAISsHe) 4uel7s} del
s 3= SPMe] W47F WAIS-RS] A7) 1085
o i Fejulet A 4AAA(75-85)71 gl
RiE o™ (Burke, 1985; Hall, 1957, Shaw,
1967) SPM A 4>7F WAIS-R2] A A IQH S92 =4
AZ AHEE 4 o] d AT AxE A
(O'Leary, Rush, & Guastello, 1991; Shaw, 1967).
Desia(1955)x= Wechsler-Bellevue zA}e] olojA
Aol SPMIe] AAAAE A8 A F AA)



Mg - gdes

Abole) FaA@Az} X gdony, 53] FAEA Y
A EA %} Aa@AC 7 BdTn B3t
th. 2% o] AHE SPMe] AA Y Y LN S
A Fxelgl vhs]A] Wechsler-Bellevue2] ¢lojAl
AEE JAd 53 A4 3 A5& 5
a7 HEY Aoz siMsgd. asy
McLaurin®} Farrar(1973)= SPMo] WAIS
1Q9} B34 1Q #ut olz} o)A IQe: 9%
ARBAZ} vk dTARE B RPM
o Qoly 249 XFARE FFAs PRI
A 2 Forgict.

3. MM HIIZFRAMe Raven
Progressive MatricesZdA}

A7ZA e st Qo] A2 437 §A RPME 25
HAZA ek ozt AR EEA BrlxTEA
& 21 f8Ael §i5H 3 lg(Milberg, Hebben, &
Kaplan, 1986). F¥ &84S dibyow B¥A
gwAD T AH S FAEHA e meby
Ao AapH o Haata] Eala, SRR
A gFo] AAH|A Rap &) F99 H o
webA] theFgl A FEEC] & T
A5 AH 5HE SN bR AFHAE
o) MAE o} Hat £ AHE A vt
gk A A3k o]af3hH r8o] 7Hg 3 RPM2- qloixt
i} EEFNE A H&AEAAESY A5EHHE
AMA 712 2B 7IALES HIBA F&8HAl 2
= 9tk 53], RPM2 7|5 W stol] of §- ojulslr]
ool F8-3F T &) MAETE AR 7 )
2o] AlA} =R tHGainnotti, Miceli, & Caltagirine,
1979; Irving, Robinson, & McAdam, 1970).

Ty &AM A} E o] Holl RPM whg-okabo]] 3t
o4t E(e.g., Gainnotti et al.,, 1979; Urmer, Morris,
& Wendland, 1960)2 3 &4 1de] Fx o2 2
% ohle Moz EANGH O $UL wY
29 wnsich FHQA FRNN T ENBAE
& WAISHAA ) =2t o 2% 7Euthe

t] Astd RPMe] aEE& B9 o, 53], F4l
AH obEFH =214 Auj@At AN S F=2A
A Astd ¥4-E B ArHRaven, Court, & Raven,
1991). FBFES AT WHRISE FUHS
7F Az n FE d A7 FHUY
(Fabian & Parson, 1983). d3% Fi= 5=
29 A5 H47l @Eta(Kertesz & Hooper,
1982), AolF#AE ¥ HFE B4 Ao
28 We ¥ PRI FARE el AR
(David & Skilbeck, 1984). ©]= RPMo| £24 o
A oz doly aAw Tgehn Ark:
McLaurin$} Farrar(1973)9] 33 9X]3h= 43
olu] RPMo] @z}l A233%F 1 Al
ZEA e AEE ATE 5 ULFE EF AT
(Raven, Court, & Raven, 1990). 2 2] z}o}2 =
FH &Gl 2g-Ae] vHRE BWol ¥
SR, ANAZ ol e APAEL 2 BEW
A 7Hg R AR A4} AdiA e AR
v % Behgdeo|xe BdAsl: R E B
t}HGainnotti et al., 1979).

4 472N

RPMe] A f-8Aolx B3t ghxoMe
RPMo] Ao} AHE 51X gt wepa] 2ol tjgt 7]
2ATE AR Aotk v H2ol ety
MR} ANNE FA o2 HFA AHEHY] A7}
g AAA AN EZQD Ay HANEH
(Vienna Test System)"sl SPM2] computerized
versiono] EEEol lolxy FH(EEL digoR
SPMo] AL&5l2) AJEFSQ S v, computerz] 3 0.2
QoI A= SPMAFS #RIQUS7} BHFIAA S &
3 AAE A Aol ofolA YA Auz
e X) 2] B3 ek £ d4e AF AFE A
oz ¢ RPMe] #58 HF5E A8 7ad4=2
A, QAN o E4A A" F dE AR
A o SPME thStEelA AAlskel SPM
o] Aks} HFEE HES D, olE A &8
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Raven Progressive Matrices #Al2] EIZIT SPME F4es

AN E vigo g X F5PAlEA 9 SPMY] &4
AL HES B 1A 859

I
1. =X

A $5g $4sE 4058 EA ()
2021, 92k 2039y g vt ¥7Ate
BaAHL F27} 21.74(S.D.= 3.5) o =}7} 20.14
($D= 14)2 HA HFdH & 2094(5.D.= 2.8)
Aok
2. AAIZ T % HA

HAHET 2 SPM Booklet(Raven et al., 1991)¢}
KWIS(Korean Wechsler Adult Intelligence Test:
HEA, MBE, oS-, 1963)7} AHEHAT. SPM
< 30-100% 9] @92 AA 4057 o) A =Y AIHE
o HDHAZ AAEAY. SPME AAE vAA)
% 94 Zz} 5084 1007 2] x| Y28 535l
SPM 4A] F 27Yo|ge] KWISHALE HFAE
o] AA1EHH Tt SPMe] A2 ¢ A 7He YR17t P
223(S.D.= 6.6), A7} 2038(SD.= 6.8)2.2 A
H#L 21.28(S.D.= 6.8)0]2 11, KWISZ Aol i= )
HAE oF 1A7F 308 A 9] Alzke] 285 YY)
3. A EH

QA B4 (factor analysis)? Fu}s]|FHEA
(multiple regression analysis)}& $]3}o] SPSS-PC
& AH83tl i, SPM #3839 HdAe HAES Y] 9
A PC-BILOG(BInary LOGistics Models; AJ &
A, 19918 o] §3te] BFugolEo] g Parn
A& AAEHA

d o
1. d=s

SPMe] WU X% A5 Cronbach’s ai= 730]%)

I, & 479 HHAE F 29 g 2349
A& 53 APAE AT A, ZA-AZA A

ZIxE 624}
2. ¥y 21

SPMA ] HENHTE T} AdA EZtA] 57)
SHA ZHztel WEAF(EEUAE ¥ 19 g2
A Fg9 HFL 5256.D.= 4.0)F o)== £, 15
SFANEE ddoez SPM2  computerized
versiong A3t o]Hn} ARAE()H, FHA,
HAE, 5, vl F, 1993)0] B dh gt 13400 A]
9} 41.9(S.D.= 94), 15491419] 459SD.= 7.8)Rt}
FOl3A Ee Aol csITe) olsh 2o
Eo FRTEE SPMA ST oA RE 208744
=A% sl 048 AFAN WHE ol F1,
20254 o[ Fol tolsh I M} ZaETH: AS
Yol Raven 5 (Raven, Court, & Raven, 1988)3}
Persaud(1987)] A2 v}e} A=}ah= Aot

T 2HGA AdlY EZ 243 Al Had S
7} A3 wobx| 1(A-B: H808)=7.48, p<.001: B-C: ¢
(808)=6.12, p<.001: C-D: £(808)=9.70, p<.001: D-E.
H(808)=12.09, p<.001) EFB=7} Aa} AAE= AL
TMA 2734 Aol EZ A58 F3o] A} oy
Aol Fel= et

E 1. SPMA+| WEANS} SPMe] AZA}
¥ BRES(ETEX)

1) SPM 4 42] W 5L.9) 3 3= (percentile score)

EERFIRS SPM W4

39

5 45

10 48

25 50

50 53

75 55

90 57

95 58

99 60
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2) SPMe] 2 AP P AF(EFHUA}

274} B2Hn=202) oJxHn=203) A #|(N=405)

A 1164 61) 11.68( 56) 11.66( .59)
B 1115(127) 11.25( .98) 11.20(1.13)
C  1096(1.15) 1067(1.22) 10.77(1.19)
D 9.96(1.33) 10.07(1.45) 10.01(1.39)
E 891(1.94) 873(1.88) 8.82(1.91)

AA  5251(412) 5239(3.94) 52.45(4.03)

A9 AL A 2219 @@ ] SPMY
Fegola Axtel7t EAE FE UL Aol
Court(1983)e} dldate gl & A7dAdM: A
ARAIRS PFo] Eat 5256.D.= 4.1), &7} 524
(SD.= 392 9] atel7t AR d3UTHHAE03)
=3, ns). Wb £ v 2E AFEHE U E
FEEA e ANl disiA S A

3. ReIEN

SPMe] THEIREE B3] 94T 2UEHA
MM 57 24 Ao HEEREE HEIN
t}. AdjA E7}x]e] A7AHS0] Raveno] ¥H§lEo]
ztzt A4 WY, RYHF, 2 HAH AA,
wope) wids 2§, AARGL 1 FAREo=
sk A2 FAH YA APApER 7}
23Eg FES A BE 2HAEC] 1 AR
Egz JALAEE AY #3452 TEUS0
;=AY

2 7t 2784 AFE oty FFERIEN
(common factor analysis)?} &8} (principal
axis factoringyg AM£3te] ol R MKt} 315
(eigenvalue)} scree = F 8 HES A 1749 8
& F&3e Ao] Bsithz A8 o|2 =t o
£919] RAE 1960107 FHF 392%F AT
ek 2 £7Ake] QR E e # 29 k. 8

QAR alFo] 040]4Q] WS felme welow

385 Gorsuch(1974)9] 7)o 9sjA Amuy
57 AZAFE F A4 AR f9uEh] e Wl
o2 w3g.

E 2. SPMAAIL olex
SPM 4= A} 81531
A 29
B 40
C 62
D 51
E 62
A 39.2%

4. SPMT KWIStel afptptA 9
Qe =8

B AT gQBAMeA #slx ZIAY SPMo]
shie) guadez T4 x AW
SPMo] ZA3l= AL FAMP 2 ddsds
AAg w3la F9lEldE(concurrent validity)E
HE3}7) S84 SPM} g 1007 o] 25
Al AAR KWISHARRLR & ol -8-3te] SPM9] 4
7 KWISS) 117] 47 Ake] @4, Aol 1Q, &
2 1Q 3 A IQeke] A a(Pearson
product-moment correlation coefficient: r)& T3}
ATHE 3).

SPM2 HA 1Q(r=451) R T2 1Q(r=.443)%}
froju gk FaAAAs A3 FHHL, T2 1Q
Brhe @& ol dojA IQe HA] SPM3
oo g FBAA (r=290)8 AY1 AT 7 &
AAE 2 Au Ry SPME Eusr)(r=.391)9} 7}
A Fe ARUAE Jeblla, utH271E AT
RE FAAAAE st A RE7)(r=291),
B2 227 (r=283), RFLES](r=262)8) £0.2
Fojuigt AaAAE JeEPAAT oAl
M A Al (r=.347)7 ERR7| 9 v 8 £
o] ¥& A@AAE YA, TFHEA (=

x|sX|F
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Raven Progressive Matrices Z4A12| ElEtE :SPME S4e=

H 3. SPMZAL B9 KWIS H$=S710 Alnisig g
SPM dH ol By FEAH 23 HhE wdd Euh zd BY ol Fay A
A A A A gy 27 FH71 Ry 2E7) 925 IQ IQ IQ
SPM 1.000
2 A 116 1.000
o] & & A -033 163 1.000
A E A 347+ 058  -.027  1.000
SEHEA 198* 043 114 .359** 1.000
sAtukebstz] 195 037 -020 215* 000  1.000
o HEA 066 197 223* 174 206* 167
Wl 2% 7] 111 -142 -204* 184 243*  -.069 1.000
w2 2 27 283* 230* 114 221 115 127 036 1.000
Eubs 7 391 015 -024  .303** 353 236* 054 .450"* 1.000
A7) 291" 168 -004 .099 238 .036 -047 339" 428*** 1.000
Hofuty) 262 266 -032 129 191 155 122 189 206*  324* 1.000
A4 1Q 2007 .348™* 438** 538*** 526 526 625*** 011  253*  240* 108 252* 1.000
34 1Q A443*** 189 027 290 .368** 158 361" 641 669*** 713*** 634%™  304** 1.000
A 1Q ASTH* 343% 260" 515%**  562%*  408** 221% 351t 552 gg7ver spgwe GTgwe 7GR { (00
"p<05 Mp< 01  *p < 001 (2-tailed significance)

-



Helel - Yoz

4 3HEMEH

delwel R B SE B Beta t p
SPM 203 437 083 423 5.284 000
o] § & A 178 1.531 290 423 5.288 .000
%) 76.754 5.887 13.038 .000
198)7} <3 AR #AE JehuS ¥, A5 A, 5. REHEA

o| S E A, o} HEH F3 SPMS Aol FH#A7}
g Ao vEhgtt olg 22 SPM3} KWISY
2ZANERY BACNM FE3] B o £ ATl
X SPM3} 91o)4 1Q7} frojnl & FadAE Ye
Wl Ae SPM AR A, FEAEA 3 AT
31719e) Ao A vl EE AdS & & A

9, oA doAGHAETAA A4
1Q9} Aa#A s 7 o uH(r=.625) SPM3} of
A Mz ABAZ A9 f12mi(r=.066),
SPMz} A 1Qetel d#dAe] A7)(r=451)7}
o3 B Al} AA 1Qete] @AY 2y gdvd
1= A48 Raveno] SPM$ Aztsldl& o o =3
nlth 2 SPMu} o} §zIALe] A7} Fgslojor A
Fol AgsiA FAE 5 AvkE FL AlAMET
detA FARNE MG 4 Fx) SPMAE 9
B A HFE /A KWISS HA| IQH+E
4% 4 e AAWAAS & ol T
At

KWIS &4 IQ= 437(SPM )

+1.531( B Z A A ) + 76754

F 4olM B = qlito) SPM3} o #EA| 742t
BetaA| 429} Zto) A2 #&-2 SPMA 59} o] 3 54
A7t AAIQA Tl 7ldshi: ezt 238 A
g

SPM #3529 tojme} Mg HESL] 93
A FFENE AN B3 dol=d A
538" 2 sy, By wEd e Zt Fyol
A G A Gl H]F0} AQAAE A= =L} 2 kg
=4 "B F3 ARAT Fo2 FAEE 2
AgAlel 8o 9 AZ FEEAML AR A E
ARgER o3l ZAMETE ARl ofe}
Az e FFo] A A5, Bl ¥
e 5349 Agol} T e FEH F ol
we} Aol Hg BAR o] FFE werhe
@3-e Ay ArhA ElAl, 1991). SPMe] B A+
9] AR B EANA A& HA ol HFEXE
o] A o} ukel 7wk glemz s ziAte] &4 A
3 3RS soh 1R R dojl Yoy i
M 59 #Age] distfdelgts AP
o] EAd osiA Fae g sHeAe] AAkath
oA B A= Bghikg-o) &l oAt
SPM #3E& RAslth #3382 2zt v+%
Zo] nHE 5A4E AYx Q] ol @At 3
o] EAdo] sjy Fge] 5Ao] g8 FHHA
gonj(RasAle 894, Jdxte Aol AYa
A DRI 5Y FEol A7) Wil ofH AR
dstd e 3] 452 gevhe YFEEA
S99 BuA)els £38 B8k o] 2ol

N 7t Fglo] Fguhg-ol 9] 3RF Kol A
§82) & B Fi= chi-squareld 58 AAste] 2
D FRurgol £l e AT HEe AuA9DE

Fzsty) vhghch

— X
T




Raven Progressive Matrices Z{At2] EIZIT SPME 4oz

A2 SPM A5 7} Fahubgol 8 ¥ A gkt
g A9yt 1 A3 453KC-8, D-10, E-10, E-
1)& AY3tane £ 287t E3ugol 8 o3
B4 Btge 289 Rez yehgo aulg
ojEol AT "E3 do|L"E &3 A3} SPM
o] g9 FFEO|28F) HE FIYPA(5 o]
ol &8y, C-129F E-93 F7H9(-05 - +0.
5), D-11, E-11, E-123= o2& ¥ (+0.5 - +2.0)0]
£ Hon, D-12= vl o2& ) (+2.0 o140
3 FYU AL E YL E 1 Z2). #8o)
HY2g 8ol oot ddss AEE e
" WY F 418Fo) A Y (39-79)
of 4319, 4%3HE-2, E-3, E4, E-10)& =& ¥
9 (80-99) &g on, E-5 E-11, E-12= 6wy
Hol v 2 HAMO o))l £3h= o

ATk A 6053} Myt MEEE 553(SD. =
193)0.2 SPMe] HMAM o2 Hg 459 W

HE AYI AF-E bR FEe] Mgl

Abgto] &AM £39 8 2E ﬂé?l T F
Fx"e] HEL 146(5.D.=.012)0]1% Tt} SPME B
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A validity study
on the Raven Progressive Matrices Test
as an intelligence test

Deug-Im Jeun and Yeonwook Kang

Chungbuk National University

The present study was conducted 1o explore the reliability and the validity of the Raven
Progressive Matrices Test as an intelligence test in Koreans. The booklet form of the Standard
Progressive Matrices (SPM) was administered to 405 college students (202 males, 203 females).
Among them, 100 volunteers were also tested with the KWIS. The mean of the SPM scores was
52.5(s.d.=4.0). The sex difference was not found. The estimate of the fest-retest reliability
was .62 and the internal consistency (Cronbach's alpha) .73. The construct validity of the SPM
was investigated by factor-analyzing the 5 set scores. A single factor that explained 39.2% of the
variance was extracted from the 5 sets, indicating the high internal consistency of the SPM. The
fact that there were significant correlations between the SPM and KWIS's Full, Verbal, and
Performance Scale 1Qs indicates that the SPM is a valid measure of intelligence. That the
Vocabulary subtest having the highest correlation with Verbal Scale IQ was barely correlated
with the SPM, however, suggests that both the SPM and the vocabulary scale should be
considered together for assessing general intelligence(g). According to the item analysis based
on the item response theory, it was found that the SPM consists of too many easy items and the
average "guessing" was in the slightly high range, while the average "item discrimination" was
in the moderate to high range. In sum, the present results indicate that the SPM is a reliable and
valid measure of intelligence, although these results should be validated by the future studies that

will be conducted to other aged normal and patient groups.
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