oJolnlAlA 7} 53814 Rolgd -

B

I.M B

=1

3 =25

=1

1. 872 Eed

gwe

%

ojole] gk =4 o1He PEEAH f{HH
aolg FTasAE 24 ol B2 o B 4ue
2 P g v s1E Yz} A
TE 7)Y
2788 BA
PSRESE
%} I I Tudey,
40 wgd HE

F Beole A&H
B3 242 4 goa 2dd 99
(Robsonn & Moss, 1070). Eopdaagg Zob Az
9 L AGE {FAEY) 8 o) B HE
HFE =5 1;01040] M—_,;,_;].:L 7]—:3_]. dresl= dsA

22 BN o ReHH, P dol Uz ge

i

FAY BeHT, Joke ofre :«}3 B3 02y
22, okl AW AME BIAIIL 9AE AAA
A wBe AHLA W= 3%01 8 7)oln

(Kenneth & Patrick, 1952)
dAgtd ez Z3F7) 9ols Loz wEgelo T

S 77 T A ok BEE oA 9
« AU 2 e
o it

Fod 00rd 3€ 21y AapEgd g02d 6d Dy

823

mAE F

ol] Aze] WE) WEEE Dol AU @ He
sl2ha W ofols] Az B

]

) 2= 61313])

= T A=
ek 2o gaEA HE orde 322 FA Hx
o] ZEFF ZobFEaE-L 7IEy] g W

A ZAE A ZopdErat =L AT e BF
¢ 2ol W5 FHed, Banad(1978<1 23}
W PR 2N SRl oo} dElm BEL
Az AEEisd, Zoks @) B4e B F
E AME HEAEL TS 4 e 83 ATEEe
Wl Fed EEA E5ogn
wuigl ofole] A FEL Topids
7 B ol]g) dole] 47 wET
2719 w4 83 EEA 2% B £ Y
(Field, 1995 Bernal, 1007

MeClura(1983)8F  Evans(1830) T2 o7ugl 4
ol HAgH &L SFPF= A 2O PR
apikA] BEL PEEm gled), deoldld wpAhRE
e AL v Y FE 5% 2E GAE, 4Y
A gF § 99 7 245 e dep] HEdhy
o 2EEle FEA dyelTia ¥ 4 sk 2A e
2 ole &2 2T welEole goly] £ FEe £
A REA W 9 AxE Y 5 glee Rel

Vg 2 EelE, B8 WS AFReEH o

s T Q3ge = & gla, oiFuE Yo HE

SeTE S

;

AapgkEd a0rd 119 54



2002 124

e 27 A5 FIAE 3B TS AT & 9

Pos Zobyedes SUE & 3t A 8
e

o B &% gn

AT TR AFE A9 BEE 2

1984  Kim 1996 Lee, 1999
Kim ¥ 199334 2 As SA852F 3
ZopdEabet-s &9 dye Ad ge 430t =
F ogobd] BEL ouUA UAAZL TN Told] A
Z4e FAANFIRA #= AFlim 19988 IS5
3 ZopiEdis AN AR Fe AT (Kwon,
1998 Kim, 1998)=  2siAeh o={uz} ddoleis

A7 AAAE Qs BopiEats ATE 249 d
TE Rolr7) BET. o4 £ 479 54

&
4T Gob) 2719 ol I PR

Al B

ZARE wEEan F2 Yol TrEEHparent-infant

nurging) W8] 7)o Faat el

2 g0 &9

D) ejolalA] 3 AR 24e AFHe, A%E &
gA7T &8s A AEA4Y GRTFE 3
AN7)E, 245 249 FIePe JIAD =24
o2 HRE ¥ €03 FTYA) RN RE B
B 2 AFAE (PES A 20| ANY o

olitilr] mREEH wue 4F 7ks 6, 2

7 S4] 2243 ATEE 27 AFToF priSe)E

7, W F= T PHE b B 30 o] 4
= FEE 7l 12 15 1084 1094 ZH

= Fe guat

obFEAE ; HEH ZopdaIgeld =

Ao Zolr} B mREE HE W0 o

S fraEhe cdohd] WE P Aol

Fathe ouue] 2= o ol hE o

Fealk odo) vked] dE=H ATE fu|Ek

|_,

1

iz o
ot

=
of:
Fr

2)

Jo
oty
i)
i

L
o
o

- T
o o

1l

PR
T
o,

rii

2

FAAE ols 9 GeUd 3R ¥ 2
golef WF 274 BE Goshe] Zo| FH
e BEF 9¥oF FAE Tompson Jody

b ri

ek

U o4

824

Baird, Sara Goodman, Susan  Bryant(1882)7F 7
g9 fEA mebdeag AT (MotherInfant Play
Interaction  Seale, MIFIS)IZ  Hall®87)7} H49
A AREEET FA 1Ee4 FJ2 s 7)ew
2}
3

e

ed £3 BAHTZ, 52708 2o}
rie B B 2489, @5}

3
ol go ]_)g- TR

e =

%_:o] }a'l-~‘—z1—

[0}

=1

i

a3

!
o

Aw|F

I 2= &y

AdopbabalS AlHer 49T Qopahile)
@e PET AllY #3253 ZopiEas
g AR 4F FAHEEETE, HEEA
T AFEAEHEANon Byadvalent control  growp
nen synelronized design)e] o

a
Fh ET AHART 109, BET 0D
A e QYT W, UET BEeE F
B

HEL HUATH

1) opaaz)

okl TR dFnEdel APZFAA
SRR el THE mEE AT F R e
ol LIS =S HuD: ARRY BEA
WY DR £ 35 NI B AFeqE

il
=



E28 HATENA AZD FopRaY
AT AT kA UL B2}

AFoz AR gk kg AV HF 0T AT

o, @2, 7 A, & T, 59 42 24H3
T 2d B4 F 10-1406 12 188 1037 A48
T2 wgee, o 479 34r 4% AF &Y

(Field, 1986)9} =¥ 248 Fal4 AAFHET

2) FEE gopdaas &2 =

E 47 Hze gopiiais 297 s
Thompsen,  Jody Baird, Sara Goodman®  Susan
Bryart(1982)7} /2% #84 Zopdazzd Hx
(Mother-Infant  Flay Interaction  Scale,  MIFIS)
£ Ha(19877} Wes 2L AReEank

o] T oWy HE dY 1089, o) P 44
3EF, Zol A1 WE g 3R kA Ee 9
defl & 1552 E TEHY oy B dyede
Dol TAA BT 9 S HEargs Td 958 97
=] R} el Ehn er‘ﬂ%}J'ﬂ 2
e A4S E 47 jld 2 28 A9AA F BE
PeoF HErk B d7ed =7 e HEE Aee
80 £

)q. Fan o

o=

3 A4 W SAE A9 okl WE o=y
)z
B drdss 4978 hET
AEpe] ol g SmU g A2 dEA 25
v cdobe] gl ofmue] )T
Roberts(1887)¢]  o1=1} g
£ Shin (19930 WeF AL AMEE =2AFY
ko] H=mi= ddopd] whgg, BeEA, ofnuy o
of e A 2o T 29
44 =9 49 Y 2 B9 99 BE
fz}, Ae g b5 2R 2o BE 99 135 T
EFLF ol2oA gk B g AEe o

S92 o2eqxs Z E9L 31 0F44 Hm 54

s EAX

i

2 d7d d¥zd 09 Az £3L 2000d 44

825

Wt EEE A A2A AsE

%

A2 68 5U7) AP AATA
o B4 ofoje] e £ATY X)zhe] e
2 obatakx) P m%% A5 23 1
= ?i-_r"l]-?]- A b
3% gop] W ofey xa 1

b

o, S

(_‘q_u‘

= op = ok

e e T

et

_‘E

ril|o
ol
3
o
b 2
i e

o o

Bu rim
'z
iy
A=
e
A
o
T
L
e
_L
Jﬁ
r\J
M
,3:
P M
'z
oy
b

GEE Wpes o 3 AN
& 102435 09 5P RE 19 A
24 % 1014 Aol AN S 29T &
PgEE 95 2gdd 9= 39 s
MEd 97 REds] BRHE 712F ANE AR
drk 94, 487 Zobdnas 2ae A8 WYl
Fie YT WIT TF P K 47 B A7)
43 710 WEE ol AAHAD: b B9E A
A7 He B9Y AP AL 2 712
ik

"‘E
g,é.‘
KU

e rl-lll

Sy

x=

HI

A
A" Aze SASEIIAL ol&e A} 54

AFgor, 24 2L o Zelr%

D d9En gETd T34

9 L0E 232 7 reE T BANAT, %
skl W oeU Az Ao BHL 1 -test
e

2} AETE gEEy
t-testE® ARSEETH

3) frEd moPdaabs A=t ool El ofmy
Aaze WE dags worEr] 93] Cronbach
AlphaE HEEETH

DopFEaes] Aol pHe

1. 3T OITDe SR US
D W] gRd B

AF W 22U gold AF AHBA B4H
AEEY 2T 7H TA4L<Tatle 1>9 Ueha |}
9 2Ty AT 2229 Yele Hm 364 HH 0
HZ 2 5 26404 304 Ael7) 7l g2 9T
o Hay A%L THHEes HT dRE B7IHE
T &AEY BEe ARFdAE nZe] 5% WE
z

Ao nEe| 626%F 7Y BwavE AYfFe 7



2002 124

=Table 1> Tesi of homogereily of general characierisiics (IN=4i3)
Cremeral experiment coritrel L
characteristios Category 0%} (%} i P
Age 20-24 520 HI7En
25-25% 1758} 135410 3550 301
=30 iz 2{08 34)
Wean{SD) 27765+2.35 2571+3 28
Job no 14(58) 12¢80.00
ves 11(44) 12650.00) A7 74
Income =150 8(32) 11845.83)
151-200 8(32) BL33.30
201-250 % 8) 3(1280) 70 160
=251 728} 20830
Wean{ S0} 21920305 165.56+50.72
Type of Delivery cfsec Hi2y 2408.33}
notral 23R8} 28T 180 H70
Feeding hreast feeding 520 4416.80
milk feading 14 135490 161 50
mixed feeding 140} (320
Infart gex male 11{44} 100070
female 1456} 1458300 L2 810
Infast hody 25-00 832} 2817
weight{Kg) 3.1-55 1455} 11145 83} 340 330
=36 iz BLE 00
Wean( S0} 318+ 4} 3.22+42
A FAE Aol gle Aol 56% = AR TF 57EA B g i}o]?"} o =
M en, mETdadAes Ade]l gl Al A 529 542 7 ﬂ ReF ElFs]
50%, sl= Alge] B0%E, T IEY Aoz 1%
o BAA e 4geade 4 H5T Sy 219w 24y " dole] Wi ofwy] =)z}
HAolslew, diEzTFdds =T we7ede)sin. 2w Zopdaatie] dike vAE F4T 898 A7)
Helef slela HETLE F 2Ue] BUER BoS Ha gl= Aot g om e R AxE 249 2

WEF 94 A pwe] S167%E B Fh FHE
AgFe F oY ETAT 40%E Bgker

= “‘!_lT
mETAdE HY 7l 52%E AREEn 9ol
4 gES 2YTANE web 4%, o) H%E o

o}z morow wERFEdAR gol 414%, 010}7]_
ER3%E ojo)r) of BTk wprmoz odeld] S
ARTAde =T ATl 3800l 5eH qaxﬂ—tow
=T AF el 320ge151%

AP fETY %‘lﬂ}f‘ﬁ‘ B2 ¥-test BT £

<Table 2= Mother Jeeling of infari

e <Table 2>9 2rh ol e wke, ool B
WA, o} TR7) AURE A Gl Y SYTH
ﬂ%xﬂ‘w AR Xz AelE t-testz WETH A Tor
g5FE B4 FARLE F4F Aol gl 7
ol f\1 ofpiuls] gojofl E AL FLETL B
ov], mEbA sfore] WE oYY Ae] F& 9
FopFaade] tlA= o e e

re AT & U8

mlrtr

o r S o

rE', kﬁ

JRe] ol

90‘1

experiment(n 25} comtrol{n 243
Category {zcore) WI(SD) MESD) t ]
Infart responseid() 27 {352 B 540 111 2
Infarrt unsettled(75) 37T ES: 3301020 (000 T3
Lack of contfidesce in 2821650} 2050 546) 110 480

caretaking(55)




2. 7z

E d7Ass <Table 355 2k

AYTAN FIZ ZopgEAsE Fee BT
SBER00TANE, FRIE AN g
Hard dA Hes #HT 470:870H0F g

U 493 ZohEas P47 BEERT =9

EztEE s APdE Ass
728(+1497 )T
o= AT WEIRT
(t--264 P-O1).
BopPdEAE T 49 4y
g7 Hs w9 ;
2y FHEL oy FF ddd 2 1) @

T2 HIT 615
e&A =A

(16233
ki

dlg 2o ¥ PEDY Aol FAGCE FN 2
7L RAHE ST -4.27, P00 + 5, A 7R AA, A2 gEEs 2T
doid HPE B ofey YE °4°*°ﬂ Al "aﬁéi‘ A T ATk Zelrd fofFhR] @iy e Zo)
Ay Hiee HTF A55(25477 Zx T FAE HF Y4z 2714 g5 F A9 %=
9 #HAFL %&h&m%gg.@§34 oimi @E T B4e] H¥T HT 38108, OET
A7t METEL =02, ol AL F489 ZETHAMEL R T ogurre {f4§ Al 23
BHi-5.45, P-0001). (t--3.21, P-002).
ool WE Yadodde JEF ol HErh AT
140, W ok Hoe 10724032 IvV. = 2|
E 7 TTY #YF AelFt glsivHi-036, P
71, B dAxs x4 E-Q] Tz oy lﬂ}i"é% =9
Do} A1 35 Yoo HYF Told HL4r BT oz Polgaig Z3AE BEdo 7 dolpilA S
=Taple 3= Moiher Infani irferaclion scores between group affer reafment
Experiment contrel N
MISD) MI{SD) P
Igther 1 Helding type A20{1 040 3281040 -308 03
Response 2. Express of affect 4440077} 353003 -351 oM
3. Exoressof affect
¢ iy 1o contigencyto T LCVICEECY 358100 303 004
4 Care giving style 4 240 88 JAI0ET =310 008
5 visual interaction 452071} 357(092) 352 000
5. Style of play 205{0.88; 279(1.06) 050 551
7. Vocdlization style ~
(geverd tone & content) A ARG TR 3130059 532 000
8 Vocalization style _
¢ ity of configency o T 4280080 3330100 332 002
QAttempts at smile elicitation 43200850 295(1.27) -43% 000
10. Kinesthetic quality of 3808 308088 235 05
nteraction
subitotal; 11565 473 3283874 4156 000
Infast Respanse 1 Predominant response level 360(L08) L4130 135 10
2. Predominant mood/affect 38T 3.38(1.01) -170 008
3. Visual interaction 370113} 333100 -125 213
subtotals 110040 48} 1075(2.44) —(136 710
o eraction L el dyadic ety 384(1.08) 287108  -321 002
wnchromy nter.
Response 2. Synchrony of affect JAULTT 32500840 —RI 410
subitotas 728143} 516(162) -254 01
total 50.06{8.04) A3 7HETL 427 00

L dnfant, inter; interaction

827



2002 124

ZA) He R AMEEe O EnE 2AEEn

olef B dAyed= Zamed 2 dopprxE
AlEA) g du YolpaixE Al A dig =3
E-"—'l T"riﬂf"<4 ZoPdEage] sdolAlRE AlRER o
T 8A =A LFERY optAkR]rr 2ot

l."

%i&% 249 XB4Y B4 JUdE BeFn
Gl 2ANAE 27 ol2ld BE BE 27 7Bl €
gude 93 P29 qU55} Bo} % 27) 2o
B0 FE ASe ZoPais @dMd 4 dlee
F7HRuakin, 1963, Bowlby, 190+ Agslse &

LT "4 g

GoptalAr} BepdEatde] wAle Zae gk o
T FTHdade ofeR wrt glew, T -ae
White-Traut® INelson(1388)¢] mlsolefs] F2h A

7, %7, 34 29e 99 BYE A3e Fa, &
4 A SoraTAse B AT me 2}

et ooy g8n Fos Zepge e
ZAAF7) 98 S PPo T Hand Park(1985)0]
TEE AAE mse 9L Fo| 13X

Far RS ARAH Gold) PERE B4l

=]

2
r_>.~L

; e
Folgas #Eow H2<t Lim(1998)°]
BELE Ao ZopdEaie] mAe 4
of Ao} WELE Aol Zopdaass F3
& 2] F5nh FA, ol dTeds 4yl
HudAm FAE B8 I ZoE 29%A)
Al AFaprt omyds S48 2%
opRARAY] mEM FRE A Y 8w ohi,
3 oPUR g FARIE ol HEE ReE
| o®us ARHes FA2 B 3 L9zt g
:T.E]“"I‘ Lim(1998)4] #7314 AHSE  Braseiond]
=T ARE AFRGAE wolel B AR Y=
W) olatAlAls EARY ofey 25 DEE AN
T T Arke 7ol Bl B A7 Zopdaaas
BHE 22 =7E AT B dA7ED H Efa}ﬁiﬂ%h
THET 2T Handh Chei(1386)8] defds 2%
-3dAle] BopdEaty 33 oW EES
837564619, AEAl s TOR0(ETOE
Wois, Lim(1998)s] dAyeides AFE 45
497 #an EFAZe 6356UINE, AT 4%
o 2249 B 47 4¥T HF 505009 Hln
A} E W E AT B v SAH A
Aey FEF Yoy ZopdEas Fie v 4
o vusy 2E oa ok B A fopabalA)

_>ri e

%

c%é

d
o}
3 2

__TL
?—ao

o

2

rhe

s

o

ML

_lﬂﬂralizrﬁrzrﬂa
et

Tm

o

i ru

828

£ NBHA) Ge BETY ofPus W] BE Ed
=9 oy TnE RY9 BT ¥H7) 07 3mA,
IFUA 0N, A e 423, 443

o HETET B8R
) I Q29E SAAAE G20 AL

BN A = ENE HAE T Kwn(lne o
1] tlzkag FZA oA oMUy tiaige] =2 Lo =)

Hem A R e Ee] Yol 2ie dme ¢
FlE TR £97) WEoR 44t £3 Peaer-
MNogueras S(10062 Yoloiln] &0
= ‘=~4 FAZ oPg 4L 2 HEet 9
o] 22 HEE TR g2 dolERrt oEvgl
FAE Uity BUEEE  Choll3s)d]
bo4Fe] goldmahs abgelA T B
WE HE o
£ A7 49T 2P
T—HEEECHI His 43 =5
(t--382, p~L00) eolprlAe] 28k
4 ¢k
Goldbe:rg (19771 Zopdzabgel  ofmyr)
= JR] A B Aex EHEH 98, &
ZE-g dold] A4S FEEPIY FREA 8
Rno _,1_75%4_15%7 Ay B AFeA] 245 w7
A gk Zelr) et 3L A gT ol
2} Aol wW=ZH o|FA 1 EFE BelF=e
ol Bk 2ET HEEE Al dold] Ao 2=
< T S He ]7} glsled o=
01‘31147} ok =3 A%
YEe® Al o Fx
A ‘354 Nzt 7 =, AE Y
Han(1891)5 Hal1987)¢] <7
W, GoppilA]z} dopeld] HE ST
T Aol B
AdFa g 7he] 4§

=

Tﬁ
A
4§
us
)
i
;;
g o

T

Je,

A

R
FaEka

or

)
Me ot e o

Sl

7]

%0
th b

o
i
5
fé’

aE 2

e mlru

I

9} Wz 2
[u]

WRE TlEEE BoFe

o} BWE
Zpo|7) gisich

El_o]. E,\]X—l T%]E &g oio:ﬂ)\-l‘—'
o] #9918 AolE RASH, A4 B g
#98 Aels RIAE, 4WTS Pt MEFETRE
21 =) JerEn. dops AY 529 719

EEE RS

W2

12 glelA] o] A7k el 2plrh B e 2EE P
2" A)e el FaFrhs A 94 e sle
Aol Al Z71e] BEe] 4iE Frhe AL A =

(Surmer & Spletz, 1904). Iz} 8= oUzs2



dolr} o|l MEE RS W SR 9=
dote] HEL L Stk 2R ¢4 7iRln
For7t BrHKim 1998, o2 ¢
A Akl Wik B4 3
Aoz Az B 4+ =
dol7} T orusl dolrr) FAHeE of g
23 AL JoppalR] SAg Fale|w, gefatala]z) o
el oo} ZTofH

A de|Te Ae ¢

()

EAE WEE AEEES e F

T =N

=

e
R
¥

V. @2 9 Al

A7 e F8 Ao o 2o
7HE “dolrlAE AHE 2AEE A HEA
ENEET FEH BopdEdae] o
AAHGEH-427, p 00010
Ag AP 2329 ot AFERA g
dotnr} 84 Zopgaabgel S0 Sk
ol A7 FERE Fdle] delpilAle wpwaE
ZopgEabse] e Zapdelslen oriRE £3)

H
3,

=3 0% Zo} BAS I Ewe FAHY WO
2 Z 4 92 HOT SuEn) £B 4%
FAAE BEE] AL ZH ZoPFEaEL 274
2 5 9 FAYe Ha Agan
ol e A2 Z)EE DY 2L AL B
23} By
1B AFe A4 dolE ges AAF . Hgo)
U A ForE me s Rz B2 A7 wa)
Ag #A) B Zophaarss Hms 2 477}
2g#m)
2. ol AW & 4F¥s moplaass] Am
275 R A5} Qo
el BT & P dolix) ZEE2Y

T A=
o BTk

AR

¢
(AT

References

Arigfeld, E, Casper, V., Nogyee M., &

825

e R s e i el

Cunringharm M. (15800 Dioes infant
carrying prommote attachrert? An
experimental  study  of  the  effects of
increased phiysical contact on the
developrment of attachtoent. Child
Developynent, &1, 1617-1527.

Adngworth, M D 3. (1973). The Development
of  infant-mother  attachment In B, DML
Caldwell and H M. Riccoitileds). Review
o Ghild  Development  Research,  uwdd 3,

Chicagn, Undversity of Chicago Press.

K 5 (1991, A study on the change of
Primipara’s  Mother-Infot Interaction by
Infamt Interaction by Infort’s Monthly  Age
Seoul national university.

Barrard Kathryn Eo (1878)
Satellite  ‘Training  series;
asgessnent
resource mantial, 150-163.

Bowlhy, J.  (1%58.  Attachment
Attackenent. New York Basic Books.

Bradley E H (1335
Characteristics &

Bang,

The Norsing Child
child

lecriing

Nursing
satellite trafning,

and loss:
MNxternal  Responsivenessy
Home
rESpOnIvVEness,
Behavicral

CONSEUENCE,
roaternal
Social

measuramnent of
The  Jossey-Dass
Sdence Series, 53-74

M.V (1988).  Delivery perception  with
delivery  twpe and  Mother-Infant  interaction
on  the  Primipara, Doctoral — dissertation,
Ewha Wornans undversity, Seoul

aticd

Cho

2

Cho, ML Y. (1995). A Study on the change of
Prirripara’ mother—infant interactional
process,  Journal o Eorean  aomdery o
Women's health nursing, 1(1), 5-22.

Evanz, L. (1990) DBrpact o infen mossoge on
the neonate and the parent—irfant
relationship: Advances in Touch, MNew
Irmplications in Hurnan Developmerit
Pediatric Round Tahle 14 72-79.

Fied, T. M, Schanberg, 5. M., Scafid, F,
Baner, C. R, VegalLlahr, N, Garda R,
Nystrorn,  J, & Khm Co M (1986
Tactile-Kinegthic stitrurlation efferts oty



aozd 124
preterm  necnates, G54~
558

Field T M
In T Field(Ed),
developrment, 105-114
Erlbanrn Goldberg, 5.
Corrpetence i infancy,
Parent-Irfant Interaction
Guarterly, vl 23, 167177

Ha ¥V 5 11827 Study on  the hehavier
pattern of  mother-infent  play  itteraction
The Korean Nurse, 26(5), 43-58.

Han, K J, Parle Y. 5 (1985) The Stuy on
effect of Lamaz  education,  Joumal  of
Korean Acadermy Nursing, I5(2), 16-24.

Han, K J. (1991). A FPhencmenclogical stu d v
on Wother—Infant Interacting Beharioral
Pattern Related 1o newhorn infant feeding

Pediatrics, 7715,

(1995}  Infart massage therapy.
Touch in aarly
Mahwah, N I
(1977, Socdal
A Modd  of
Merrill-Falrer

in  korea, Joumad o FHorem  Aocdemy
Nursing, 2I(1), 82-118
Kwen, M. K (1938, Efect o o mother-infont

teraction  promotion  program for low  birth
weight infisws  and  their  mothers.  Doctoral
dissertation, Secul Nationa
Sequl

Tlrdversity,

(1897, The descriptive study
the rmother's responsiveness  to  infant
Koremn  Aocaderyw of child-Nursing,
117-130.

Kwon, L 3.

(81}
cUe.

A,

(1932,
interaction  in

A comparison o
mother-irfont norireed ivfot
arnd Figherisk infants Dioctoral
dissertation, Yonsel Undversity, Seoul

Kirn, M. Y. (189 Efects o  nursing
interuention rmcther—infand
Dioctoral digzertation Chungniarm
Undversity, Dragjorn.

Kim, ¥. H, Chd, S Y, Jemmg G 5, Pak H
K, Lee D W (1388 The effects of
MNecnatal Massge on weight gain, witd signs

born

on interaction.

naticnal

and  stress  hormon  of  low  hirth  welglt,
Koremn  Paremt—=Child  Health  Jomd, 2,
3052

30

Kim, H 5 (196, The gfect o sensory
integration  progreon for lop birth  weight
ifit  on growth  index,  Befwwioral  state
and  physiclogic  response  chamge. Doctoral
digsertation, Ewha Wornan Thdversity,
Segul.

Lee, K ] (1003
o welght,

state in

Effect of Sensoy  stivudation

stress Hormone  and  Befauioral

irfants. Doctoral
diggertation, KypmgHee Undversity, Seoul

Les, J. H (1984 An eagperimental
the effects o sensory  sthhulation on
birth  weight gt
developyment. Doctoral
Wormansg mndversity, Seoul

Lim H K (199). Efecs o demonstration o
neonatal befimioral asgessment
reciprecity  betipesn  mcther
Doctoral  dissertation,
Seoul.

WeClre, V. ML
handbock  for
Bantam

Pelaez-Nogueras, M, Gewirtz, J. L, Fed T,
Cigales, M, Madptms, J, Clasky, 5, &
Sanchea, A (1995). Infants’ preference for
touch  stimudation in  face-to-face interactions.
Journal  of Applied Develgpment  Psvchology,
17, 19%-213.

Eobson, K 5., & Moss, H A
and determminants of
attainment, Pediatrics, 77, 955-985.

Rubin R (1983) Maternal touch-at Trth  and
though o life comtact  offers
comifort and leads to learning, MNursing Ot
loole, 11(11), 823.

ShHn, Y. H, Patk, B. H, & Kim, C. 5. (trans)
(1999, Brazelton Neonaal Befavioral
Assessment Seale. Keirmyung Thiversity
Bock Publishing.

&  Spletze, A (193D NCAST,

Caregivery/parent-child interaction feeding

HNCAST  publications,  Washington,

premature

study o
the
granth  and
dizgertation, Ewha

arrly

on
infant.
Uhdversity,

el

Yeonged

(198%).  Infow  massage’ A
loving parents. DMNew Vork

(1970

roaternal

Patterns

role

fathivatcin)

Surmer, (5,

gl



Seattle.

Todey, M A (1985 A meta-analysis of
irforming mothers  coneerning the  sensory
and perceptual capalilities of their  infant
The effects on  maternal-infant  irteraction
MNeternal- Child Nursing Journal, 14,
183-197.

White-Traut, R. C. & DNelson, M N (1938
IWlaternally adritdsterad tactile, anditory,

vistal  and  vestibular  stimulation:  Relation-
ship to later interaction Thetween  mother
and premature  infants.  Research
and Health, 11, 31-38.

in  MNursing

— Abstract -

The Effect of Infant Massage on
Mother-Infant Play Interaction

Chot, So-Youngs - Kim, Young-Haess

Purposer This  stody i3 atterrpts  to clarify
the effect of infant massage for the promotion
of pritmipara’s mother—infant interaction

Wethod:  The term collecting  data  for
experimental  gronp  ranged  from April 25 2001
to Jue L 2000 The infants for thizs  group
were  sampled among  normel  mother—irfant  from
one  postpartum care  center  located in ] citw
The term for collecting data for control group
ranged  from  June 10, 2001 to Aungnst 3, 2001
The infantz for thiz group were sampled among
normal  mothers  nfant  from 1 general  hospital,
1  undversity Thospital and 1 postpartum
center located in J city.

The  experimert

for

Lare

was  implemented  giving

* (syecngsang natfonal university hogpital
*+ Pugan national wriversity

831

Wt EEE A A2A AsE

hazed
protocad  for infant massage orovided by Johnson
& Johnson Korea and they received 10 days of
edincation, 1) mimttes a day  (from 10 to 11
am) In the post test, we wideotaped hoth the
control  groap  and the  experimental  growp
vigiting their homes 4 weeks after deivery to

primipara  education  abowt massage on

ohserve mother—irfant play interaction

Data  analysis was done uging SAS and the
homogensity  between  general properties owned
v bhoth control group and experimental  growup
and mother's perception scale for children was
verified through »’-test.

Mother—infant  play with  Dboth
control  group  and  experirmental | growp was
analyzed throngh t-test in the experiment. And
analyss  of interaction
baged on  general properties
ANOVA and t-test.

Regult: that play
interaction with primdpara who gave her infant
a massage will be more active than that of the
t— 427,

interaction

rmgther—infant points

was made using

Hypothesis mpther—infant

pritrdpara who  didn't  was  verified
o H00.

And the poirts in each itermn points in each
itemn were egtitmated as follows.

Mother  behavioral  items  (t-495, p.000D),
infarit behavigral ftern (=036 p= 71},
mother—infant interaction  reciprocity (t—-2.64,
o010

Conclusion: An  infant
contribute  to  promoting  the Mother-Tnfant  Play
Interaction positively.

massage program  can

Key  words Infarit  massage,  Mother-Infant

play interaction



