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7V de] AbgEo] & &3 F sholtKE 1).
AIMSS} SIpzke] 3FA7E 0.84, 0.75°]H,
7zt 9499 Cronbach’s alpha® 0.71-0.89, 7
ARAAAL AZ = 0.950]t} o]t ZHo] & B
Tt AFErt BanEgiov AARAZAAL Alg]
=rt woBg WIE FHshede ¥lay 2 1
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E 2>8 BENY. KHAQE ¥& 83:=E Ue
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TUdFll A= HEE(1995), 254 (1997),

B2

-

kil
=
L]

°]44(1999), °l1d% §(1999)°] #*rlgx &
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Moz AU McDowell 5, 1996). 45%
goz gl R HEQ 7BA, AANSE,
g%, 7HEE, AEEE, ADL, 5%, %2

2otog AL o F ¢85 5L
Meenan°| 7Estgm ©& E3L Katz's

index of ADL, Rand instruments, Quality
of Well-being ScaledlA 7122 o}, di¥
Fo| FARo| A3 T EAld] U@ AL £
2 gen gdsted 15% 3= 2
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A AARARAL AlElE 0.800140l1, BYEE
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5) Sickness Impact Profile

Marylin Bergner7t 1976del 73t
198140 38 =724 Ao A 7iUAY
9 Was 2Fstn ZZaPAY, FAFLH,
FAAH Y BUERe] £2E Zhethi(McDowell
5, 1996). ‘¥ A%z FFF F30]

HAAHE SststAY dde] 5o g Ay
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(p(.001) olhew, AU AT Tl
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(E 1) MaigiFolM AIRE DY #ixje AMEET 5H &+
3=k AEE ST
A _
awm W =79 gus =8 WA mE O
ses= moiE~wad 154 Kalz Scale % 20 1@F= 2080 6889 098
(1996) oAy 40  Barthel Index %
ole2= ZulEAnAd 74  Katz Scale & 20 433%  20-80 (H)69.93 0.98
(1997a) HIFBEA 16  Barthel Index %3 (%)71.60 0.99
A A2 4
9z Hule] AWAG 297  Katz Scale 3 21 48H¥ e 21-84 73.64 0.93
(1997) Barthel Index 4%
D7 IS o o] 143 Katz Scale, Barthel 1A $29 5 4¥3z 520 14.89 0.93
(1998) Index ¢+ Functional 71E£3z 712 4 4-16 13.97
Status Index %3 FeAAGAE 15 15-60 50.09
utA s Solelakd g 40 Katz Scale o 20 438z 0-3 1.55
(1999) Barthel Index %
AU s ZolE|ATAE 76  Katz Scale 3 20 438z 0-3 2.51 0.93
(1999) =aAHTHL 32  Barthel Index 73
71k 12
H¢E Folel23Adg 214  HAQ™ 26 438 =* 26-104 54.2 0.97
(1995)
A% gulEl~ndg (A)25  HAQ 13 4-¥Er 13-52 (A)19.5 0.88
(1997) (ch)26 ()23.4
ojle2s ZrielATWAY 26  HAQ 20 AR¥E 20-80 (A)54.71 0.84
(1998) =P483Y 62 (%)56.26 0.85
e B R 2
71k 6
o4 FrlEl~THEE 345 Korean HAQ AX2F 9 48H[e* 0-3 0.40 0.92
(1999) ANSE 8 0.84 0.90
HAVLVE 3 102 0.88
Tulman 5¢] 7154 AREE 7 4¥Exr 03 0.84 0.90
g 27 NEE 7 131 088
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(1999)
ojles  AH{HRAg (13 Mozag odskye 43 AAEF 10 53HE" 040 (4)24.18 0.88
(1997b) ()10 (th)19.70
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Ass AREAY 125 AeAg 93E= 8 AARS 10 53¥E 040 0.85
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(1996) =wguad 256 44 =49 FE 29

24 9

7)€} 15
TiAs HA49Ad TTTI6 Jettesl QAREAE  BUA AR 29 59’ 0116 (%)80.93 0.97
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50089 &
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1;39:9)? FolEl2B8Y 124 Tack® $UET #RAZ 2 4WEE 0-18  8.16 6%0.57
£2193 6
FE8 5 woresudd 75 dedFwa]
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FRCE R :
D = s 189 TRET o0 amaAm 076 30.97
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29 Cronbach’s alpha 0.81,
Cronbach’s alpha 0.82°]%1t}.

o] =7 3RSl $Hst=H oEgel 8@
YT BA ol 5F FxoldW =TE 94
T o] YA o] & F ik
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2) o8 AT FEF NAIAHES ol
o] FEGNE FHsIA oM o] 2% F(1997b)
I} PE5(1998) 2 HA249 I¥H=x T @
o] A YA ER A2 AE g =%
HE =AU, Mengshoel $(1993)& Fnt
Bl AHY - HPHBEE - AFEHFA, Wolfe
5(1996)2 Hrulelx #4Y - HPFREG - A
239 @AE o=, Schaefer(1995)=
T EFET - ARZHYE FAE R A
LA £ o] 831t

ol9Joll Tack(1991)3 Belza(1995)9 F &
FolM= Friels F-EE SR Al Tack(1991)
o] /Meg FHE=F(Sleep Survey)E Z4 3

. o] B BF 22F%oz FAHJeH £
Aol A 683, FUAZ 28dH FA 2 Ao

E 3o 99 - A3l AlZE ol B3 2
Fo] ¥¥Er), o] F Y Ao Ul £ 4
HHEZ Hol BFFH4E 5 gl sHie 2
< Jepdch #rlElx 339 348 gde=
o] HxE |83 o]7A& F(1999)9 AF-A
A =7} o) $- GA BaEdoKE 3).

3) Mahowald 5(1989)2 Hrlelx #HYG 3
28] FRNEE ATl Hatd FEYEAA
(polysomnography) & o|&38tdler] A7ZAZ
167 9] At oA vFdEQd +4 HAaS
Bth. Buchwald %(1994), Morriss
(1993) = +AGAAAE |43ttt sHckd
AAbe HabgA, AZIRKIEBEARE, SA=HA A
F3slo] AN FUAE S FFE = e AW
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3 v]go] o] = Ho] wolrt,
3 Morriss$(1993)2 24417t FHIAANE
A 71E3=E st

4, IEEFCF

Friela F3tgo] 7MY &35 A¥sH He
Z73o] H2oln, o]&e] w2y AW A= @
grlo] Uehixgt AW ge} 2Ho] Ase &
AL J2E 5483, FJ24 o5l d3EE
e E2 A3 2 A Zza3e] 3ol o

A} Azel 9e] FHAAE Fu, A=
7k QAR Ro] oflol el & An UE 3
27} 928 2497 gtk oge Az Al
Aol A&71e B L] olede FE=
Shlsh] LA e A2HES 4712 A
We} ggeict. ool BRI NEAEE T
5 - B4 - 71l - SRt Sk Et,

Frigs A% W2 B3 =7E AR
92T, Piper MEAE, AZAAPNHE
(VAS-F)sh @2dsl DzAAgads, 4ex
A9 JPAE 3 9EP W2HEr} JdrkE
5)

1) a9 3d g 23 =(Multidimensional
Assessment of Fatigue; 3 6)
Tack(1991)e] Frielx #AHYE A o=
ZH3l7] st AL Aoz e o 7}
A 2 9E7%(severity), TF(distress),
ZHtiming), ¥ (impact)S FFst= =7°|
. AAle 168z P, 1 F 14
3] 100mm AAZAEZ =Y etl Belza
(1995)7F 1038 AR =2 F3s%rh e 2
Bge 53 Axz FAEUR o] F & g
o] LAY o]8drt. =79 A= - g
PEE Belza(1995)9 <AFolA Cronbach’s
alpha”’} 0.93, POMSY] #23zete] FHerd

2]
Al

= r=0.84(p<0.01), ZHH=] PHEIFE
r=-0.62(p<0.01) °|A}.

o] =78 fvel FuiEx #EY FAE
ez 8=t AHEE A o3& F

(1998)2 PFSetel Ad#AZE r=0.7573
(pC.001)e2 EL FAR=S, Az

Cronbach’s alpha=0.96% Euslgoen 99l
M e 23z d29%(impact) F &
Qlo] F2HAct. Frlela FAEG FAE gL
2 o}7%(1999), ©1A& $5(1999), BE3I F
(1999)°], FutElx #AEYE - F22 - HRH2AY
2 Yoz o3& F(2000)°] ol&3dii e
(& 5), F9 ATAE Belza $(1993),

Belza(1995), Neuberger %$(1997), Tack
(1991)& Hulelx #-YG IFAE ddeE,

Gerber 5(1996)2 #vielx WY -t
4 - N 2FFT BRE SR, Silverman
5(1993)¢ AazA9 IAE dideE
Schwartz 5(1996)2 thiyd 7sts A= ol
4o o] =78 o]g3tqrt

FAEC] eAAR AHSHPERE & olsigitid
S & Boz A Aol Bolditt.

2) Piper I 23 % (Piper Fatigue Scale)
Piper 5(1987)0] 4ol #28 F3 sl
gatd R =FEA AgE 4083
100mm AIZPHAEER AoV, 19953
o 278%e2 Zolm 100mm AZIAHHEE
108 A=z =338 H(Piper 5, 1996).
27TEE & 2283 103 £AHE2A A27%
% (behavioral 65%, =14
(affective meaning) 5%%, 9277 (sensory)
5%3}, 929X (cognitive mood) 6EFRE +
AE9xn Joz] 588 F3 Fio|th EF
o] Al12]%x¥E Cronbach’s alpha=0.966 °]%1th.

severity)

o] E(1998)2 FvVlElA BAE IAE
ez, gt ©]29(1999)L Fulglx &
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A9 - H3I[REG - Ve HEYg @A, o1AEE 5
(200002 Fvulgx BEYE - £22 - A/H2Ad
gxe] B2 o] ARESIATKE 5). McKinley
5(1995)& £Z 2 ARE Uz AHSEH L,
Huyser 5(1998)2 Hvuielx #AHE SkAolA
AHE-sTE. 3 Sl BEL(1997), A&
F(1997) & &AL 9253l ARSI
g F2 Asxrl RasHn o dFelA

R » 3 vy

(B 5) M¥AFM A

AgEgiod of 279 §o 3 YRE FRUD
FA50] & olais ool F o ALF §ol
g AT Zo] a7EL

3) VAS-F (VAS-Fatigue Severity)

Lee 5(1991)0] %o} 2xe] Nz 23
&7] g8l AL =72 1883 AIGAAHE
2 FAEAD. ol F /9 Y HE = H=

s WEY BXe mz Y 5P

ERE Uz 2HET
T awm =79 i T T
o]l2L & HulEl~TEY 26 EEHFIE 1 EEHAAE 15 A 727
(1998) HPaHAy 62 AR 5.87
AR 2
7€} 6
o|7 % T RulEAwAY 131 oA s AEA% 4 108$AEE 50 29.44  0.96
{1998) 293 11 5FAE(1ED
Piper Z2A% 22 108248 10 0.92
dud §  FoulelAndd 76  Piper 923x 32 103438 10 5.36 0.96
(1999) Hy4a44d 32
71l 12
AEE 5  Folgawdy 75 YA DEde 16 104238 50 @4 3276 091
(1999) BAQ 75 SAYZ(1EF) A4 25.81
Age9 s=zd 15 15 At 9.37
Py = A4 8.15
olAd%  FulelawAg 345 TAYE HEAx AT 4 103eA3E £450 £d 26.25 0.95
(1999) M2gdd 11 5E¥E(18Y) FE10 FE 542 0.88
910 Q¥ 456  0.94
ol3% § RUlEaBAEY 124 oA W23 H24dx 4  103A¥E 450 £4 2922 0.96
(1999) mz9d% 11 5E¥=(188) FEI0 FHE 5.95
9810 9% 5.40
A% 5 wergswdd 56 oed wEAw  WEA% 4 I0URANE 50 ‘RA 247 0.94
(2000) g 50 m2gdg 11 53I=(18%) LU 22.9
HezAg 51 FM 25.2
Piper B23% 22 1038 10 RA49 091
LU 4.5
FM 5.1
oleg 5 Afzxd4 ()13 A=Y 3= 1 Al A= 10 A% 8.2
(1997b) (10 F H=E3} 6.1
Wz 7.7
Ll A= 9 ()38 Mi=A9d Y= 1 AN AR = 10 A 8.11
(1998) (M)38 = gzig 6.74
gz 842
A€ 5 FolEaudy VAS-F** 44 21 EELS 64 3584 091
(1999)
*RASHUHEIA BAEY: LURZA FMAFR3Y

** VAS-F: VAS-Fatigue Severity
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(% 6) CIXEH 23T

* 2k A9 2ok Aslel HR2E oA HFHE Foll 0 FAAL.

1. e Y 939 St ojx Ax 2 S 7 HSFUA?

A8 sz "

2 g4g 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 H=sd
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