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<Abstract>

The purpose of this study is to determine the effect of constraint-induced movement therapy on the

involved hand function and ADL in stroke patients.

Five subjects with fixing unaffected arms by CIMT were assigned to the experimental patient group and the

other five patients to control group without fixing unaffected arms. The function of hand for both groups were

evaluated by using Jebsen-Taylor hand function test and ADL for both groups were evaluated by

FIM(Functional Independence Measure) before and after task practice

In conclusion, results of this study showed that improved hand ﬁmctlon and ADL by CIMT in stroke
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patients. We concluded that CIMT can improved the involved hand function and ADL in stroke patients.

Key Words: Constraint-induced movement therapy, Stroke, Unaffected arm

I.M B
1. 72 HeH Y oo

&5 A3 F4e ditdoz ¥, Az
R ARGl Z2bgel, Aole), Aol 5o 7)%%
Az, QIBEFTHE AYstn FYPshe WollA Aojs
Y FoB2R (29, 1997), 2FL 7|EAQ o
AREEE £Y& 222 T & QA =Hol, dollA 9=
slokshs EA A9 AED A $eF5o 2 4 A
< AgA)F1A AT, 2000).

MEF F vhule] XL F2 8~12F Alojd] AL

FEo] dojutn AAE 14 o47A ALHed=
BFaa, HEF $AEL vhE & AA 9] 7% HB
< A =8aA gAY AT, AN &2 AL
22 a4 (Son & Na, 1999) vh|| A8l 715
ol A4 <gle 3 gir}.

"ol @] ulu| & JA) ALgo 2 A wju &
A9 AHgREE vl F AR Y 2, wFAEQ
SR ol 2R AR Sl Ao 239
a4, 33 7L AF 279 ¥R 533 gL BEAS
doA, AF gxle] o] Ad A FgS v
¥ Zlo]th(Ryerson & Levit, 1997).

LA HEGAIL A o e HEF Pl 4]
AqA detde 4339 2E5FRe 5d HALE
(learned nonuse)9] 2@ o2 A48 4 vk (Taub &
Wolf, 1997). AL Al &% 3% A7t 2o 83 8
tgte, 44 A Ale ojul 2 g zpaE
o8 AMRIHA gA B BAEL 71¥EH 27]%H
Hlop) & R0 BAMS Sl Ha, 253 2y
o] g Estjelx, oju] vlu|& A9} &g ALEEA] §
£ A& g v A7 ¥oh(Kunkel et al, 1999).

Nakayama $(1994)& &% 29 3% A4z 7)%59)
38 sl zABIREY EelXas AN S Wt
o= B78n 1137} A o o)4e] 3E-L Ho

2 geta d9ic). SR 2 5o Hoy] Ax|g
A2y F AR KA BT T HES SAA
7L o] vehdtia s dsiA d7gn g
(H&3 %, 2001 : Lee ¥, 1999: Kunkel et al,
1999: Miltner et al, 1999; Blanton & Wolf et al,
1999; Dromerick et al, 2000: Liepert et al, 2000:
Levy et al, 2001: Sabari et al, 2001).

&9 A+ =X & (Constraint Induced Movement
Therapy, CIMT, CIT, CI Therapy)E A28 |
sk, olAL ulFoA §is A7 m gl YAt
=983 e AZYHeE Edward Taub Aol 9)3)
19989 BHE AEYeltt. AZJAFELE
(CIMT) 23 AAE dASIR 82 AR o] o]
A AFAL TEFEE e Ao HES 3 A
By E BE BS99 AR5
"@3ote dx9de] WlE fesle oy $xe) A
A715& FEANAFTE TPl H(Liepert et al., 1998
* Kopp et al., 1999). o] £%5°l4 A5 JA|she o
e ARG B ol 2o gRYolY B2
g 4 oz FE3S PFA o AL E FA
8l7] el ot}

CIMT®] 97 &+ Joachim 5(2000)°] 139 9] ¥ &
F BAEL ddos 257 vjupH| & Xl 2L &
3] 2y A Fo BAN715e] A A& MndRa,
FRYSIME ASAAFEANEE AAF 82 119
# AZAAREXNES YA g 82 99 L o
o2 2733t vrH|E 34 3PF B4 871544
(MAL) ¢t AAAMA 5= ZAHAAUT)E AAIS A3} 2
FAAREAEE HAIF BN A eA oy 4}
A71s g5 237} Q88 Buslgh(AAY 5,
2002)

dutH oz Hoh] FxEo] vl P4 BAs}
FHe 2 WA= & 2EE Ad ugE 4o o=
dlod YBARJN BEE FP3n V29 P23} A} 4L 3
A =ed) oleigt Z8-e Bl Fwr)zte] Ao
AFE BZ 4R 9 o] go| ZolEA Hu 12 AP B
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Z A9 715 A4 o Y3l=e A9E 23 €
H(&3T, 1991). a8ln AU A B #E A& o] &
T AINETF 7Y §Fe] £57]63 5 &2
Fe £ F YTHEAF, 1991). 2= 32 WAL 7
2 AsPYEL AT A&y, SF0tuiet 34,
2o P AR Fo=2 A8 AQ AzERE A
A R399 ¥A(Carmick, 1993: Powell J et al.
1999), Hulv] @Ao tif CIMT(Constraint
Induced Movement Therapy) 34 W< 94 HZ
Z BalEd oA u$ 2 37l dle AzgwHes
224 4oH(Duncan. 1997).

Katrak $(1998)2 189 A7dA H&5 @49
uli] & & 7150] v & A 7150 S IAE B
289 er, Boissy $(1999) % H&EF $A9 oy
of2e] A=E HrHGo 2 AA7se dFE 2 5 U
i 3ot '

ARAQ AA7ISE 91, & 947, 291, A7 5%
Z2E AT A £P& AT 718 vigke] g £
717}, A7, 28 FA], L3uks 3 22 FAjd
AN E S8 48E 2 Ytk 297 Wl A
71EL "9 583 8ol B89} AYA R T
71 33 =200 M E I A5 F8A A=
Hojof & Aol (Shumway-Cook & Woollacott,
1995).

oz 71% WL AAAoln AN AL EE
AEZ EAE A9 #2r1% S A e 535
Ql Fgo 2 FgPslojof &7] HEAN(HEE §, 2000,
AFA, 1998) Hvpd] o] AGgR] FE AFE
P XEA T Ao H]E 2 Bo] nd AA)eg A
7€ EEFAE WS Fadtn ¢ ¢ A HAAE §,
2003). 53], H&F gxie] A3WLEF F3Y o
A hiRo] A} &0 2 o] RojAte A& A &
o FA71% 2R FAROE #4S FMAo Fh(H
u|ed, 1994).

utebd, o] AT e HEF Bl & 7% 4A
9 AR Y v]e YIS Apstaat g

2. 478
g 479 248 AZAAFELT HEF BA

£ 7153 YIRSl DAk FE vesia HE
7 B4 9% AR FAZ ALY 5 Y& 2AS A

Fohaz vt

3. d7otd

o] AFel EAE S| Askd o 22 97t
A& 433 APsA B

M1 94 - F A2 & 715 QPR
o Aol7t g1 Aeltt.

2. FRA - F 922 & 715 LINEEY
o Aol7t g1 Aol

M3, FAT AREH BETe) & 715 IR
$29] Aol7t §& Roleh,

1. @PohA

£ A7E HEFeE st Behy dgg 21w o
OBAR EFARAE o]83txn U= WHIA 44
ol4d vH3 HepuPA 1098 A AA, HF
ZFo2 3l Holuz Jehile Al A4, A7}
AAFE HEE oldsl vE + e 84 A4, 2%
Hoz Mut g4} o] FFAQ §xL, UA, 224G
oj7} e+ §A(van der Lee, 2003) v, £2a04
9] wjZo] 10° o4 75T BAH(Page & Sisto, 2002)
AAH, Ao AdA o2 Fojie AE dezs 3
1=

2. A7 M3

1) A3 A9 A - 49T 273 1€ 3ARF
< &, 5L e U Lol 54 Azd ol
BRE AH-(ge] Solgloln] olA @& LAWY
o2 &7 &9 F3E AFP3NA S A9
AHEE AR HAL F RAAZE, 3 &]1s
A 33 gAY §5& 348 Aoele FA E25
A

2) §2 A9 &% : 7R oA §HY, EEA
+F. Ag) 2ol 2%, £58F, TR F uSd
+44& 29390
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@ E8122H o3|

P2 AAE o] g3l BejarE Y YETFEES F}
Wy 23] Y gAulRe] AN EF-E71A ol
ARt 23 B9 30709 FeE $7le AL HE A
Algt,

@ 44 |d717]

Z 15919 4L ¢ A4 YA 23 A w15
o} 471718 3ME AP

2¥o2 F &7

500g9) Fe) B2 4719 0 87), €U N
o2 g2Eog ¢7lEE Fol FE W &2 U4
2% B¢ vid F 500g 271718 M1 E AAF

@ 330 927

£42 8§ ojg3ld v gAY FFoYE 3
Wy ok 1ojg ol whpUE g8 9 2F B¢
vl 3oy 20708 3MEE AA gt

® BYEE %57

E22 o} 2 Y] 4FE o} GFo] ARl
Fojg et 2F ¢t oY 157149 RGEE g7l E
SHEA AAIgE

® AA*27 -

Ao AYT UFAe 1071 AAES 22 )& 2
F £t o 3AE4 AR

@ HaRE 7971

9539 Hars § T E371E vjd JHE AN
L= 8

aygazy], 24 27

43 2AA 83 JAYE FHjsie #& &0 HS
FAY =88 2 A SAE &0, 2F ¢ g 39
o} A4 A},

3) AY7IZ : 20054 2€ 1499 2005 29 25
A7 F53] 253 AL,

3.

Jph

Uy

Hrhe AT AWF 23] AN, dGBEFH
%% %7Hfunctional independence measure, FIM)
o) 9] Tt gFo2 T APAIR o] Fod
Jebsen-Taylor & 7% AALE AMg-slo] AdAz Ay
Fo| A35 vlmwEA ST,

1) 94858 B7}(functional independence

measure, FIM)

FIM 19834 Granger 5ol gt /fg=des 3
o @Atel WAL EY & APH o2 FrRle Wier
gz ApEsojAn M Granger, 1990). AW,
- 2WRAE, o|F, Z7V/ARA AR AR 227,
JAlAE, AEAE 499l 67 iF, £ 184 FR=
ol2ojA 9o z 29 E&o] AL (YEFT) w
2} 1~749 A2 of I (Trombly, 2002).

2) Jebsen-Taylor €& 715 ZA}

Jebsen-Taylor & 71% AAhe 1969 Jebsenol
d& netd 4F 7R 9 39 AAR EESE AR
ARGl A 713 o] AHSERe & 71%%S Edehe A
A9l Hr} 7ot} & Al 21, A= FA
7], AN 47), e &4 ¥l 9y F, 23
& ZE §7)7), 23 $AL 3% V2 Whdse
AZH(Z)o)8 2zt HAbe} £ 8A1REE 23Rl o] W7t
S7o AARAAAL A= 0.67-0.99°1).

4. X2 B4

AZAARESTo| "o §xe & I3t 434
g5gd) A AFE Fotrr] $i8 SPSS Ver.
10.0 For Window& AH&-3Ith, A2} chz2e] A
AR AL DALY ZHAL 238 HET REVAE T
3}31 Mann-Whitney U test& AHE-3l] AP &7 di=
¢ Jebsen-Taylor <= 7% AAM FIM(functional
independence measure) & ¥+, EF& R &
9} A7 (wilcoxon s matched pairs sign rank test)&
Mgtz i) A A-¥ Jebsen-Taylor & 715
e} FIM(functional independence measure)Z ¥l
Ak 5

BE f% AF9 9 FF a= 0.052 FF &
At

M. A7Zn

1. 17 cHARte] Yubm el Sa

AYFL A3 YAE 2433, dETe A5 4A
£ 23R e A #AE FRIh ATFNIA
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A EAE 1AM AT ddee] B
ol 5THR R, th2Te] Fdviel: 57.24%0%. 3

AN EE AET 178709092, 22 21.2
M2 5 2§ F9F Aol AU,

X 1. AFCHAX}e ek ol &Y
AYE o
-] 1 3 3
o 2 2
49 734 5 1
&y 0 4
£ 3 FH oy 2 3
SHojy) 3 2
1} o] (year) {(Mean+SD) 57+5.52 57.2+5.81
733 = (month) (Mean+SD) 17.8+25.43 21.24+20.85
2. B2t EW N - F H| Ao AT W2F el Jebsen-Taylor & 7% A

Fd A Jebsen-Taylor € 71% ZAAe BR3¢
63.04°]1, FA ¥ Jebsen-Taylor ¥ 71% Al ¥
AHL 449401t} F4 A FIMe| H7@ge 18.579]
2, ¥4 ¥ FIM9 3732 19.88°1th. 4323 =
9 & Mann-Whitney U test2 A8% 2% 4

Ale] FEaT FIMe] H#gke] BAA 02 FolFh Ao
7t 9, FE 39 4¥EH 2T ole Jebsen-
Taylor & 71% AAte] Hagkel) A 7K OH 3)2
71Zte]ol BAHOR {9 Aol7} ¥, FIM] H
Fakol g G/ 3) 7145A got BAIN 2
2 {7 Aol 7k AATHpC.05) (B 2).

B2 EAN-FHR (e - =, ®)
Al 7] A A e Mean+SD P
F4a A J-T test AYZ-dx7 63.04+22.23 .050
FIM AR F-t 27 18.57+1.79 113
FaE J-T test ARt 2F 44.94+23.43 .014
FIM AYE- 27 19.88+ .60 .089

* J-T test : Jebsen-Taylor & 75 dAt
* FIM : Functional independence measure

P

[

3. dEaa tixTel £

or

-EZ & J|sdn

Azl A A € 7% BE%E 51.19°12, ¥4
2 £ 7% Hayge 27.700th. AEFHAA FH
A-F AT LTS R £ A= APP A9 §
A F9 & 7% diFd 9O 1)L 7127 o

AR o2 foff Aol st QIATHpd 05) (F 3).
ze A A & 715 Haghe 77.850| 1, F
% £ 7% HaFS 66.490|th. 2T A F4E
A F S USRS ez Ay A ¥
A - 2o & 7% did 7 ME 2)& 71ZEA
gol BAALE Fol g o] s} AATHP.05) (F 3).
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B3 AN U= FH W - F &£ 7|58l (el = &)
Al 7] Mean+SD p
A +
Aez Fd g 51.19+20.58 0.008
3 27.70+9.98
A +
427 2 a 77.85+15.03 0.68
™_E 66.49+14.71
4. A0 izl 4 & - F Ao MEgs {05) (& 4).

HEo} gl

Adee 3 A 4288 Y HEUL 17.63°1%,
4 F 434S Hage 19.500/th AdIH
MEEA-F AL EIC 73 o5 A3z 49
23 24 A -39 ‘i—l*&f‘@%—a@lﬂl o /MM
e 71745 FAALRE foAF Aol7t YA (p

dzre] ¥ A €348 SY BIFUL 19.6001 %,
8 3 QRATTY BT 20.17°1%. izl
MELA F L EIE RS 2 Aoz 49T
A7 ¥ A - Fo AT Y VMO
2)2 71450 BAHLE G Aol AR p
{.05) (R 4).

F 4 AYZY Oz 23 M- AMMEEEI} H|R (et - ®p)
Al 2] Mean+SD p
¥4 A 17.63+2.19
5 0.005
e s 1950+ 50
HzZ KA 19.60+.60 0.41
3 20.17+ .51
5. Ag#s tfx=Fe| Jebsen-Taylor & 7| < 12.680|th A¥F WA £ A - F gg €3&
S dA ESY gl 13 &8 73 = A% Axn 20, Fl=HF), 23

F4 A 2709 HAFL
Sﬁz“t%k% 103.480]t}.

A Ft=A71e) FFge 50.060x, Fd ¥
7}‘:147.9714 FAG-L 39.320]ch. ¥H A F2EUY
719 FREL 65.3501%, FA F 23 271 Wrle ¥
g 42.26°|tk. A A 9y Fu HIRL
113.61°]13, &8 ¥ 97| Fullo| FFg277.020]ct.
FE A A 4719 PAgS 3393011, F4 3 F
71% 4719 Page 26.010t ¥4 A A3 e
719 HEge 18.65°11, FA ¥ 2w /Mg B
o] Fagke 13810t} £ A 23 FAL 1o H
THL 17.07013, 3 ¥ 23 FAL B dAg

133.590] 2, ¥4 ¥ 2719

7HIE 4, 33 FAL 844 FATAH 2 foF
aol7h A, FALEAY7], B F, B2 706
A BA%Ac R fAF Aol7t YEUA At (p
{.05) (& 5).

A A 279 HEe 178.5001 2, ¥ F 2719
Hg2 129.50010

A 7l=S7e] HaEg 107.50012, ¥4 F
FteFR 7o F@gL 73.030]ch. £ A FLEAY
719] BRL 41,1001, FE F F2EA97)9 97
g 51.280Ic}. &4 A 7] Fel AU 24.39¢
2, 8 F 97 o HAEEE 134.5001. ¥4 A
B71% 471e] BEHR-S 38.07°)3, FE F AT %
719] BFHL 46.800ck. F& A I3 7hEE B
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BEUL 169401y, FE F 30 7 249 P
e 15320/}, ¥4 A A3 BAL 849 HAge
18,4201, ¥ ¥ A3 FAL EQ9 HAHL 15.03
olct. tj2F oA A A - F gt 4=& 43 &4

FARoz A9 A3} ], Fl=HA7], FLEAYY,
o7] B, 71 4], 23 e B, 21 £AL
B § RE 2N BAFH 2 {Fo Apol7t e
WA @steh(pd.05) (& 5).

B b. Ao =29 Jebsen-Taylor £ 715 ZAI €24 v|R (=g =)
BI1E AP 2 B
g A FaF p F44 3 p
J-T test (Mean=*SD) (Mean+SD) (Mean=*SD) (Mean*SD)
»#7} 133.59+52.87 103.48+40.76 .044 178.50+21.36 129.50+24.52 .068
7= 371 59.06+55.02 39.32+41.44 008 107.50+49.07 73.03+43.03 .068
Ze 24 97 65.35+57.97 42.26+21.53 .314 41.10+10.80  51.28+17.07 .465
971 F 113.61+81.44 77.02+67.69 .086 24.39+110.40 134.50+64.57 1.000
A71% 47 33.93+19.93 26.01+26.68 .314 38.07+23.24  46.80+29.10 .068
axn 7ME &8 18.65+06.09 13.81+04.46 .008 16.94+01.09 15.32+01.94 .068
An FAL A 17.07+03.97 12.68+03.53 .008 18.42+00.06 15.03+01.28 .068
6. dEizel YNMBSHEI} B2Y u|T <05)( 6).

FH A AWM BTG 34.90°12, FH F A
xS PR 39.600t. FE A of - &2WNZAY
BTFE 14.00012, FH F of - Az BAZLS
1400012, & A o]F9 HIAFL 19.0001z, FA
¥ olFe] HEFe 19.6001t}. F8 A Hio WAy
< 12.30012, 38 ¥ 23] HFFL 13.30°1. ¥
d A AtATe] BFEE 11.60011, FB F JAkx
o W@ 12.60°It}. F A AR Hdge
19.60°1 %, £ F A8 gk 20.200%. 4
AT Uold 8 A - F 3& 485 735 o9 33
Z AYF 33} AAA2, olF, By, JAaFoN F
A o2 Foi Aol7} U, o - 292, ABY
oA BARAHLE @ Aol7} YehtA] sttt (p

FH A AuAee] HEgE 38.00002, FE F A
AAE e HFES 39.60°17 ¥4 A ol - &R
HEFS 14.00013, FA F ol - 2z IS
14,0000}, £ A o]Fel BFRL 1840012, ¥
% olFe AU 19.600Ith. FH A B3] HAY
2 12,8001, ¥ F R3e] PYFFL 134000} ¥
A A orprge HEghe 13.200| 2, ¥ F oAp:
B BT 13.8001c}. ¥4 A AR PR FHdFS
20.60013, ¥ F A1) 89| HAL 20.60°1ct.
ZT WM 8 A - F e 43¢ ¥ €9 A%
2 AP A} o] FollA BARH 22 {2 Fol7t 5l
AR, A¥AY, o - 2U2E, By, JALT, AR
gollX BAIRALR FoA@ Aol7t YehtA] FAH(p
{.05)(& 6).

H 6. AEZ0 0ixRo] YAMSBSAEI} $2Y b|n EERE)
BIHE 43 W2
o oz FA¥ p gy FA% p
test (Mean®SD)  (MeanSD) (Mean*SD)  (MeanSD)
AaA) 34904555  39.60+151 011  38.00+200  39.60+219  .063
9-2¥ 28 14.00+.00 1400£.00 1000 14.00+.00  14.00+.00  1.000
o1 19.00+1.25  19.60+1.08 034 1840152  19.60+152 .034
ney 12.30+142  1330+.48 023  12.80+1.10  13.40+.55  .083
A2 11.60+3.10 1260201 041  1320+101  1380+45  .180
A3 ag 19.60+143  20.20+.79 063  2060+.55  20.60+.55  1.000
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V.1 #

HEF BAIA N3 FE EHL 7% BB}
{Hochstenbach and Mulder, 1999). ¥&%o 2 3}
o B Aozl HA o] e} ol A% 715 Y 2
a9l Z3o| tigsiAl A71=o] go} A 9-Ae 23
< AL 3T AR 7 A £ 59
4L Y53EE TFE AR A7l EdAod o
o]3 eligle] ohr T2 Alte) T 9&&A] g
the 2 9jul gt} (Davies, 1991).

Olsen 5(1990)°] W2® A& A}l 85%7F =
71 Aol Zojg Helul, 3-671¥0] A Felx
55%-15%7} 22 AAld] EA& /A2 oz 3k
o} ARA71%59 8L AU o|FXA| g uhd 3
A9 71%%& o B 3ES B HEFA A )
ol © Bol 4% §l& o] 2 Fey 5(1998) AA,
Fid o] &go] A HEF 75%F AR gl
A, B4, 34 7159 35S AXE 295 Ee
2 oh)2}l 7] (grasp), 2317 (manipulation) 9}
2 ulAIg 7159 BE-E "a e ke Aol wiwlg
Al ool BEPo T 7|5AY A7) shsdi
A, B0 7154 5L ¢ o 4A 7159 3B
EE F Ae AL AFe] REsck= A, WA, 4
7 &FA BAE| D& AN AUAA & HE
3 Yo

7193 E% TE FAF e} FH3] Asied Al
Eike FAZEE AU, 34 2EE % ¥ HY
< 2R3 A3 Y2 FA9) $A3 F346A @
o B4 BRe) 7153 £F Ee 7153 F840] 71
-5 5 79 2= 99 YL A3jEdn 2
Holx 2 AHWu 5, 2001). 27ldl& =31, B3
32 v PSEE $F2R o)Fol 550l IAA A
5 33 ®2n, Fgsn Y3 FFos WaA
@} (Schmidt, 1988: van Mier, 1998).

iR G Fe] 53o] 4Ag o7 o)F
ojAche A& AU o) &8 AR3EA] Rt AN
o] RES oE 22 $9S 59 F3sick sk M2
Z B 3¢ 2o w2 AMA, H2Hd 25E #A
g RAoln(AnY, 1994: o194, 1999: Pedretti &
Early, 2001), #i¢} £9] 7]% 382 & gasitia
& 4 sl

Kopp §(1997)& 44385L 28, &P o}

Vet & 2443 A3 5 FEL 8480 A 99
vhe oj7] wlgel], A48 5 e Bk Hed ax
o] el %ol F8¢ 4 ¥E It Aot wgA P
HrteTd J1Eo2 ¢ AlAdA 7153 HE Aise
2 yehlis e 715 3HE ¢ & A=E d&Foz
WEY & glom Xg T2 el #Fd F4353, X
93 FEmgte] 713l2g o} 2 HAIA oJa)A
£ Z& g3y} yelo} g HMETF2 FIME & 3
G (gFA 5, 1996). FIME o} H&F gjo] g
ALg-9] A2 g2} Nzme] i AT vldsiA| gl 2=
Y% (self care) o] F4 (mobility) 2 Lutagoz
HEF SA e g AHgel o L AHEE 7R
AR (P T, 1992), Hamilton £(1991)-2 FIM
2} FARARE A2 L wohn Hadch. FolugE
FIME 434853 %718 71§22 3k MBIske 2
2 AAAHQ 7154H & JeER 2 UDSMR (uniform
data system for medical rehabilitation)l] 2j3t E&
318 HrlzTolut. F& A8, A4, ojdxR Qs
o 717159 WUt B HAARE FHado| slsd
te € A /2 gle W, 4 AR g8t 1
7159 2dA FoE, dolxd w} s1F3o F4
(interval scale)& #<|3}x] @1 71543 oj ¥ uja}
33 (ordinal scale)® F3 A FIMZtE ©|59)
g FAZ dellde Aol @delh(e] 3,
1995).

ol AT E AZIA f-=F0] HEF &Rl & 7%
I PG EHo] old A3E F=3 gols] g8
1089] HEFPAE Aoz 233 AAHUT). o] &
Tolf 3 d’dzte] #3710 AfTol 25 404
ol @ wHd Hopd] fx} o}, YA HEF F
3E &xo diF ATE B9 BF 67904 3767109
Alolol] Hrpgte] 3Ho] ojFolAtkn G} AT
olF = v}yl X 7159 il BE3 o)F
AR I Yol FAHM (FH], 1994), Van der Lee
(1999)8] Pl = HEF B 19 o] Felx 44
71%9] HES & 4 3ol En H3 Qi) E o] AF
9] WAl F AETe {34 59, 2T {134 1
2, 158 440, dutdoz &4 1o &4
Aert AT A9 HEY @A ¥ o o 8
U 7153 dF2] ol dYsA] gt FoHChae
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