@ oi=zsEE|x M13E X235, 20074 49
J Korean Acad Child Health Nurs Vol.13 No.2, 222-229, April, 2007

0-5MIE Figt S8

10
(=
IE
L
* >
IJ!
S
=
T
)
=)
=
1

1) BEgstE e AR 24, 2) ALURE ANHAT AYATY, 3) SIUsaEd FYN2A

= Abstract =

A Study to Validate the Korean Child Development Review*

Shin, Heesun" - Kim, Jeongmee? - Lim, Seongor”

1) Professor, Department of Nursing, College of Medicine, Dankook University
2) Post-doctoral Researcher, The Center for Social Sciences, Seoul National University
3) Occupational Therapist, Dankook University Hospital

Purpose: This study was done to evaluate the validity of the Korean - Child Development Review in screening
children with developmental risks. Method: The participants in the study were 172 children aged 6-75 months old
and their parents. Data were collected by questionnaire or interview. Korean Denver II and Bayley test were
administered with K-CDR for validation of children who were referred for developmental assessment at D
University Hospital or public health center. The data were analyzed using correlation, ¥’ test, and cross tab
analysis. Results: There was a significant relationship between the K-CDR and Korean Denver II. The correlation
coefficients were .42 to .61 by developmental sector. The sensitivity and specificity of K- CDR were .84 and .66
respectively when “abnormal” with MDI of Bayley test defined as lower than 85 the score which was used as a
diagnosis of developmental delay. The responses to 6 questions for parents showed significant differences according
to 3 groups by developmental state. Parents of children in the developmental disability group more frequently
checked problems from the 26 problem checklist about their children's development and behavior. Conclusion: The
results show that K-CDR is valid and has good sensitivity and moderate specificity in screening developmental
delay.
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A7l Hed

A2 AZFAe A& # Sdie A 2AeE A 2A
7 FHot ARFAE AT AGA] 277 g gl
£ 7hed BABEARE <2002-20109 AF5H HEhroA f‘g
of #7182 AAFA 9 APy MulAE AuEe A
EXZ o447 oelE % dAHZ Al Ei:lu€
Mgetn BARAAET AMGE A Al 2 98e
2 g A3d Aol o] YriHwang, Park, &
Shin, 2005). wl=o)AE 1989 RZAZFGAR] j3t EPSDT
(Early and Periodic Screening, Diagnostic, and Treatment)*H]
A7 ALEEE 9§ JSMuIAQ Medicaidd] TFHESF
AR AT 28t ZF FollA] 21 iRk ofs W A

oA U BAS TS EZHolT PYAHY ANAE A

=2
Fabm g 23897 Yo JAUAE A% 98 o
= ¥ e AEF gFslstn YUcKPowell, Fixon, &

Dunlop, 2003).

Z7] &4 7o) w2 AFEH FAe L2 TAY Has)
of AAHolr o]F sl FEstd AHAALY] &8o] 27
Hed %9 38 Denver 11 S2HAF So] 7wy o] A}
FH3 Qou 1 9 FRot B AEE A% 2EE &
TF= A9 g AAort. wg H‘ﬁ«l EAL ojpuidy 3
Soll digh ANtd Frieplechs dgx|de)] i@ 27) ¢
Aojgka B & Stk oo Widh uikeE W ZHA
(surveillance)Zhe Mdol diFEEd e waAd
Boh 84 v AEH HFoE ARt @ JeFHd
#2E F3 ojFoiXvd #E LS FFHI}m FRe
AHE o]l B J&’é‘g 3= & 9n|3kck(Ireton,
1997). olgig WA= g 1HE ofF ¥ ofzt A4
wiet ol o] g gl AZEA] dis] A7ARdE AP A
&Hoz WIS JMRoEM AF FA4 7] BhT o]
2 9&8& 3ty Rk 8 Bayley WEAAR=E 19699 A

A1 1993de] AENeH 2FS S22 AT £
HAduhy] of 59 g 2 A BEHoz s de &
=lo} YrHLim, 2006).

a] 2ol 7HEE Child Development Review(CDR)E 5
AEAE Zd ols wdo] dig FRo #F AE, dHAt
g dotsla obF ALEE Fol s/ iz e A
HE mleb ofFe wdw Hgo) s TUEHE FoEH
ofpurd Feldojud oy IS AEAN EHo g
(Ireton & Vader, 2004; Shin & Kim, 2006a). &3] $322] 4
Hol ¥hgsly FRFoz I8 FEE 718 F A ARA

ots7tEEH5IX] 13(2), 20079 48

TE & F UES 39 2] FAR o)F F qitky BAtk
CDR2 TEMEMW 1 - 6341 obF 1,143 EF3} Ao
22 3l JiEE K-CDIol 243} K-CDRZ A E&3} 5
Q1tk(Shin & Kim, 2006b). ¥ ATolA= s olE Ay
o2 EFE3F K-CDR FFoldl IUeFEE AHF37] 913t
o] GAFSE AHAAR Denver 11 HAALSS AHg HAgtoz
A AR 2g JdoM e FYT BAYEE Flsty,
2 AGAR Bayley HANE )83t =9} Ho|zg At

Z3lo] A AHTE st FFer 9 HE BHIHES
A2 S5k

e

B dFe 35t E231E K-CDR g0l 22 AE4
Ate) VS glstuat AEg ok, el % A &
AAZ 1L YA oZ K-CDR AHAE AA & Denver 1,
Bayley 2&7AL Axe} vlwakyl, K-CDRO oM e A4
el3A-e AFstaz silch
£ 479 7AAN 53 o5 Z
AR, K-CDRZALS} Denver 11 Be AR AdaAsh U]
=g #4e

E4), K-CDRAAL A7) g Solxg A&t

AR, gdots, Folobs, Aol AET oFselA K-CDRY
BEg AR oist 2 397 LddEA AAHAE
A7E vlagch

o
HALHAL

B a7 g A, A7), A, € FH, Ak Agel A
F3h= 671€olA 75702 Afolel e obF 1m2¥FH 1 FE
Solct. AA 11289 oFF F 1379(79.7%)= 4 L of
011, 2578(14.5%) 1o}, AA @ AAbde] AE UrE}
UE obgoln, 108(5.8%) 24 Al A AF, =4 59 €
oz o] A¥o] e okEEoltth okxy F ovr}
g2y ouyriswRed 1 el F2 Feyst &
S5 A48T BATH12.8%). °FEY FEE thF-E(82.0%)
AEZ AEZ FASIL glon 23%%o] o] EIAV EA
A Zoz yehtth Tutel] x9dn 38 ok B4
o tigt AHE <Table 1>o] AASI oY, ol 7 9 7}
Zoff ohst QFEHE FrE= <Table 2>0 AA3I3IC

rlr

opid obFES 7 TAIEE 34 vt gotE A
Qe Gokdw ool T wold 1a oIS THY
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(Table 1> Subject by age and region (N=172)
Region Seoul Kyounggi Incheon Chungcheong Jeonra Total
Age(month n % n % n % n % n % N %
0-11 - - 2 28.6 - - 5 71.4 - - 7 4.1
12-23 4 10.0 11 27.5 7 17.5 18 45.0 - - 40 233
24-35 11 28.2 7 17.9 9 23.1 12 30.8 - - 39 22.7
36-47 6 18.2 1 3.0 16 48.5 9 2713 1 3.0 33 19.2
48-59 8 20.5 1 2.6 13 333 13 333 4 10.3 39 22.7
60-65 2 15.4 6 46.2 1 7.7 4 23.1 1 7.7 14 8.0
Total 31 18.0 28 16.3 46 26.7 61 35.5 6 3.5 172 100
<Table 2> Demographic characteristics of participants B2e A9d Ugs 93 FAF AS R AR 2e
W=172) 2 AetEs agod, RAx o BaoE B
Variable MSD) % _ Range Z5sh AYABA} FAl ojsl BEE 5 AP Denver
g""g"“ I SHEE Bayley ZALE 37 Algaisick A% 359 177
ender B - B
Boy 90(52.3) 2 2 FgeA SHskR] gL sHE AL 127 2 4
Girl 82(47.7) T Ao ARRH U
Age(month) 36.2(16.0) 6-75
Disability -
Non 137(79.7) S
Developmental delay 25(14.5)
Group at risk(premature 10( 5.8) ® K-CDR &-SopdebE A}
birth, lo eight - _
i, Jow welgh) KCDR o} WLEL: % 1008902 FHHIgo0 &
Age(year) 32.7( 3.5) 25-42 Aoz e A3 208, AXAF 197, O 25 5
Education 08, & TE £F 185, Ao BEYOE o]0l
Middle school graduate 1( 0.6) o)t
High school graduate 53(30.8) ' )
University graduate 82(47.7) =3 obFe dA ug g dElo] 3¢ FREAE 67
Postgraduate school 5( 2.9) g3 g 9 AFF A 26E3] i3k AIBLER FA =
Missi 31(18.0
e (180) o}tk K-CDRE 0-54] o}5g o »we @y =t
Age(year) 34.9( 3.5) 25-45 AY BUE B ok59 A, A%, U, a1 el &
Education 3 ARAI) )3 B3RS AT, o].%_,] woho] (o) A4
II\{'i.lddle school graduate 1( 0.6) 2 ojE WolN XAHAEA BASE WL FHHoT
igh school graduate 40(23.3) )
University graduate 87(50.6) RBRE ZAA7)7) A% 2oz udd BEABHAETO)
Postgraduate school 13( 7.6) t}. E3] K-CDRS B8R0 w1l 3 ZAARS #Es §
- MiesE AR ajod @A) obgol e Wud ANE A3 FS Al of
amily income(won) ) ) )
Under 1,500,000 14( 8.1) Fol uigt A, AREA, FREAY Ao did T
1,500,000-3,000,000 75(43.6) g ARE AFE F Aok o] ek AT w2t
3,000,000-4,500,000 37(21.5) s AANLD Adnd Wz 98 & 9
4,500,000-6,000,000 13( 7.6) CLC a7 14 aAs ddw 5 o
Over 6,000,000 4( 23) (Shin & Kim, 2006a). K-CDR EZE3} dTolr L9 Alg
Missing 29(16.9) 5 AEE 93091 tk(Shin & Kim, 2006b).

770 Z1BelA 2AEEen Ao} Er Aol AF T obES
sAlel e A4 ¢ 2949 D distudd Agstis
w2st opgolth. 24 7@l Al AFEH] s Zstn
Fode] Fs AS SHEeE A EH?‘S* 27y WA,
K-CDR 7138, 1831 715438 #d 48AE R
o} ofHo|A 3} Bo]dto] A&E o} A REoA AT
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@ Denver I WEHA}L

823 Denver II(Shin, Han, Oh, Oh, & Ha, 2002)%= 1990
WA Dr. William Frankenburg®ll 2J&} DDSTE 4 Hsho]
N2 Denver I 'LEAAY A EFIE AAT ZA0Z 0-6
Al Apole] obmg Atz dd Al FEge HAF Fel
A gRd = BA9) rhsAo) e obeS AEs] 9
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0-5AIS SI3t 328 o - O} Wt MEAAKK-COR)S] EISHo) chst o7

& 2207 AMgE F Jod a/lFgel FAH F 1103=
2 o)olFn. 7+ ¥9d F5 A Y, 4—]
Aoz At AA XM 1709 A FEE 2
olAe Fop QAAd Wb, 17] ojste) FoE AL
@5 BEF3HFrankenburg et al., 1992).

B2 Denver 15 LEXA ofsd Adely Uiz
83-877 Eolx 57-622 R uHIrKShin, Kwon, & Lim,
2005).

® Bayley 2&7AL

Bayley W27dAKBayley Scale of Infant Development II-BSID
e 19699 A2 N. Bayleyol <3l /=T 19930
17009 W= oS utew EFE3Eel dE AMgHE
webdg Aot} 142789 JorE tidez obFg wty
wy1%e Brke) 98 FAHEE T2 QA E(Mental
Scale), +EFHE(Motor Scale), FZFBHHE(BRS: Behavior
Rating Scale)Z FAS Utk HEEL o) 285, & &
&5, 7H°]/A}§V51 58, Qo5E, AAE L 5
t} AGAns= BFFE Aol gAst 1153 °o)4
£ ae, 8s- 114*&— AR, 70-847L A D, 697
o|gh= AZs Ao E BEFT 4 9ltiBayley, 1993).
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F

A7 Exf

2 AFeq K-CDRY HE HIYE HAFTHIAGA 1)
K-CDRE AAGE obgelAl fAd S2dzh ] &3
Denver IS AAl3t] F A} 3 AABARHH IAE &
Ag Btk 2) B AT oFF T AT YA
DA obgolAl Bayley HAFE AAIS K-CDRAALS] W

AEs} SolEg AU 3) Y oFF, Holohs, Bl
AYT obeS) K-CORWM PEHE 623, TAYS 2687
o) tiet A58 vlLste] K-CDRY AL AFHAT

=2
19} ZAEAE A

sgich A e 2
& stk

SPSS 12.0& AM&3lo] Kappa A @A
3z KCDR«] uRzs & L‘ie Sy
RE S 4L A8 X testsh BES

o &
K-CDR2| Z0lEl=T

® K-CDR¥ @il #AF A7 nlm

RAxG A@Ystate] YLdF 4050 sl Denver I A&
AXNE AAE AxE K-CDRZEFHS H|wE%th K-CDRZ
z+ Qo Axo) we} AL, AAL T, AdEE
7 AgEs, dn wdhibe gudE A, FA, A
ao= Mt F HFEO] Kappa AEEA A= <Table
3>of AAISIILE <Table 3>ol 2l5td K-CDRE 3H4l F4%
Denver I 3F] 9€7ke] KappaAlsi 40004 614012 &
ARez fFoud 4eg& dveliich &, K-CDRY ARsA
A4 Denver 119 Aol ol F2gE o] e A
02 YePdthp<05). AAME] AHEE, fARE 2E9Hs
Z745H= K-CDR# Denver 11 W27A}l 719 318 o9 &
K-CDR2) A3)1A3 Denver 119 MJAREA Y H(r=142),
K-CDR® 22% &% Denver 119 uAA-EHH(r=.57),
K-CDRY ti2-% %57 Denver 119 59%¥(r=,61), K-CDR

<Table 3> Correlations between subscales for K-CDR and Korean Denver |l (MV=40)
K- . .
COR Social Self—Help Gross Motor Fine Motor Language
Denver |1
Personal-social NYALL 37%* J35%* ATHE 53%%
Fine motor-adaptive 37 4% ATHEE STHE L60***
Gross motor X b ) 0 1 b 29%*
Language .19 40* %+ YAk S5%kk RYALLS
* p<05 **p<0l  *+*p< 001
<Table 4> Agreement between K-CDR and Korean Denver Il scores: {%) (M=40)
K-CDR Social Self—Help Gross Motor Fine Motor Language
Denver |l
Personal-social 26(65 %) 27(67.5%) 25(63.9%) 28(70 %) 30(75 %)
Gross motor 26(65 %) 24(60 %) 31(77.5%) 25(63.9%) 23(57.5%)
Fine motor-adaptive 24(60 %) 27(67.5%) 28(70 %) 30(75 %) 31(77.5%)
Language 21(52.5%) 28(70 %) 27(67.5%) 30075 %) 3075 %)
OFEZHE SES(X( 13(2), 2007 48 225



P 2t g

ol

9} Denver 112} AojdAH(r=52) ThE
Hla 2 8-S JErd itk (p=.000)

38, K-CDRZ} Denver 119 A#e] Age YXEE A=
ok A A= wal BA4E ] K-CDR #HAME
719} Denver II AN AF7 BUd wxe] ARE ANz
of tisl BEES A= Aok F HZAY FEF UX
N el WMEg2 <Table 4> YeRSTE 5, K-CDRE A
A9} Denver 11 A= 52.5%4 77.5%2 F&e 4
ALE Yepiglod, ¥ HEke] U3 998 SHsh=
3] 99 7 AEst dX= gE 99 1Y X80 FA4
VFEFRTE

® K-CDRE| RS} Sol&

Bayley ZALel A2 MDN XY AAB5H ©lgh<
71202 319& w K-CDRY WUAEE 4E Ueuted 5
ojEE 66°.% Ut

E3FE Bayley A $5AGRA(PDDOAA S A AB5H
He 71302 3192 o K-CDRY UAEE 3002 Jebd
on Eolt= 572 YehdtTable 5>.

2

<Table 5> Sensitivity and Specificity of K-CDR

MDI Normal
delay
Abnormal (borderline) 16 1
K-CDR  Normal 3 2
Sensitivity:16/19=.84 Specificity:2/3=.66
PDIx Normal
delay
Abnormal(bordeline) 12 3
K-CDR  Normal 3

Sensitivity:12/15=.80

* MDI: Mental Development Index of Bayley test
**+ PDIL: Psychomotor Development Index of Bayley test

Specificity: 4/7=.57

(=]
2R AE 8

o
Hr
1

o 6ol g B 3¢ ¥4

K-CDRS] #RHET 638 gt AHE o}5e ol A=
of utg} Al Faoz ol vlwaEglch Wy EE AR
SHUgA AE AZAE EAVE A ASelE ‘oK, F
T AT = 3FE HE B i) UE Afele v,
aa BA7F ok #ddEHE $9EY Afels rE ¥4
T Hol gtk 1. obFel whs] 7has] A T e
F3o)) AAk obF BR9] 77.4%0°14 ‘OK’E JEch &
ofolEe] AL FA UYLz Y SHe) e ae
olFE Mo} BoHH28.0%). ‘FA USSPy ¥H2 AHAH
QA AlAgge} &op, velo] Hlg) ogjn Asol 2w W
th, ‘= {39 53 Zo] ok A Tk gt o
Ack 2. HZ obEe] ATl i AR FALLHe &
o &l Foflolz2] 52%7F ‘Al APy THE NI, F
of A8 oF&g 50%: Ay S sk Aolorse]
FASES AWng, okm, 73, PR 2 259 1%
7} "ojx|aL 7lo] gy &g ol o} dA] ¢4,
‘B & A FEY, 2ol =¥ TFH o] Aol &
A9 AAE 22 HEHE Jleich 3. obsy AH
2 Fdurrele ARl 3dobsd 80.3%, Follobsd
68.0%, ANABOLES] 50.0%7F ‘AAHOK)THS oA,
ARG 25 257 A4 FEoiM ofee] 3AAY #%F
£ ALE3ISTL 4. obFolAl BEd EA Felirt glchd 7
Suzlrels ARl disl Aelopsel 52%7F <EAP)Y &7
< yehliglth $HuUES Auy, oRRSE, b,

fr ot

—

[
=4}

BT ARz Gecp, dojige] ku AWECR =&
Holtp 5 dojFAl D 2Pl E APHOoE FHIA
5. okzol did] Aol Aol dohd FdUnreRes
AT tis] AAoFE 43.1%7F ‘OK’, BollobEe 32%7}

<Table 6> Results of parent's answers for 'a word to parents'(6 items): 7X%)

Disability (rn=25) At_risk(n=10) Xz
? ? P

Group Normal(n=137)
Item oK" ? pY
1. Please describe your child briefly 106(77.4) 2( 1.5) -
2. What has your child been doing 7( 5.1) 35(25.5) -
lately?
3. What are your child's strengths? 110(80.3) - -
4. Does your child have any special 18(13.1) 18(13.1) 1(0.7)

problems or disabilities? What are
they?

5. What questions or concerns do you
have about your child?

6. How are you doing, as a parent
and otherwise, at this time?

59(43.1) 14(10.2) -

58(423) 17(12.4)

OK P OK .
3(12.0) 5(200) 7(28.0) 2(20.0) 2(20.0) -  78.81%**
. 5200) 13(52.0) 1(10.0) 5(50.0) -  4133%**
17(68.0) 1( 4.0) - 5(50.0) - - 7.25%
. 3(120) 13(52.0) - 2(20.0) 2(20.0) 34.61%*+
416.0)  8(32.0) 3(30.0) 3(30.0) 52,3744+
416.0) 3(120) 2( 8.0) 2(20.0) - S 23.75%%

* p<.05 *** p<001 1) OK: No Problem
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2) ?: Possible Problem

3) P: Definite Problem
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0-5HI8 ¢I3t 8128 of - Q0 Wet MHHAKK-CDR)S) EIZo) st 67

‘P, 281 Foidger e A9 oK’ v Fwel zz
30% S JERATE a8l 6.92 % FEEAN ojwA 31 A
Auzreks Agel dis] Adots oniy 423%7} ‘OK'
$EE o Foloksd Hof¥elsd & oAM=
20%©13Hi k.

zZ} &Eo dha) FAolEe A oK -SHHEIEC] BT,
Fojjols-2 p3Hu|Eo] Bon o AFL oked v
FE OK’SH Bl&ol 2 ZoE vyt o9 &2 ¥
ZRy ARE opze] Fofl Fxo) uet Al JDoR ol
X testE AAG A3, olgS] Follo] wel FEAZR I
Aol7} Q= Aoz Jehdoh Brol #F nye g Ax
= <Table 6> #|A|3H3Ac)

o o159 EANF FFol viF £4

ol g9l AR YEEA 26350 el A A, F
Aotg B19] 36.5%7F ‘W& 21 ®FE drbe] EAEIGE
i, 09 cgEFHo| T wMigAP(17.5%), HAFA (16.8%),
AR 7, BRAZE EFEX ool (15.4%), 1 BHE
A(11.7%) o2 EAE Buslgich Feotsd £ F19
A, Uolo ula & olsfidkA] & FTP(52.0%), ‘ELE £

Zeh= Aol ME2Th(48.0%), ‘TIA&EIT) Lolo) nld of
Y BT BAP@4.0%), 2 AAY HA Xk dold
™ (44.0%), ‘8%, 7], BFAZE BER] olEe|th(40.0%), 1
gz ¢ olafslx] E3he R 2t} oldEo] b (32.0%) F
FEo| £ H&Z FASRIE 34, APl S F F
29 20%7F A4, d, WpEEA 9 oEFHo|n uigdcy
£ FE BAESTH

= o

mjFeldE Aololmaols degelel 27] B B 3
AT A8 TRaRe 7 Fo AGE 2 WA 9
on] SPURNE HZ EAND ARG @ Bobz ug
Az Aldo] Soisloisiet. olelat a el B
olfoixy] SlaE EEBE wBAE FA BPYS o
dak o] Aol AF ob5el Y x4l ngFo=
olIAES 71NN e Festrhn Bl

2 @aToME SaEANZA K-CDR FA Bege
Blsi7]1e YHOoE WRES So|=g AEH

A4 AR Bayley AR AALSAHMDANY R

<Table 7> Frequency of parent's responses to 26 problem checklist of K-CDR

Problem Normal Disability At risk
n{%) n(%) (%)
1. Health problems. 3(22) 4(16.0) -
2. Growth, height, or weight problems. 21(15.4) 10(40.0) 1(10.0)
3. Eating problems-eats poorly or too much, etc. 23(16.8) 2( 8.0) 2(20.0)
4. Bowel and bladder problems, toilet training. 16(11.7) 2( 8.0) 2(20.0)
5. Sleep problems. 13( 9.5) 1( 4.0) 2(20.0)
6. Aches and pains; earaches, stomachaches, headaches etc. 1( 0.7) - 2(10.0)
7. Energy problems; appears tired and sluggish. 4( 2.9) 1( 4.0) -
8. Seems to have trouble seeing. 2( 1.5) 1( 4.0) -
9. Seems to have trouble hearing. 1( 0.7) 1( 4.0) -
10. Does not pay attention; poor listener. 5( 3.6) 2( 8.0) -
11. Does not talk well for age. 9( 6.6) 13(52.0) 1(10.0)
12. Speech is difficult to understand. (Age3 and older) 3(22) 3(12.0) -
13. Does not seem to understand well; is slow to "catch on." 2( 1.5) 8(32.0) -
14. Clumsy; walks or runs poorly, stumbles or falls(Age 2 and older) 1( 0.7) 11(44.0) 1(10.0)
15. Clumsy in doing things with his/her hands. 5( 3.6) 12(48.0) -
16. Immature; acts much younger than age. 2( 1.5) 11(44.0) -
17. Dependent and clingy. 24(17.5) 5(20.0) 2(20.0)
18. Passive; seldom shows initiative. 8( 5.8) 4(16.0) -
19. Disobedient; does not mind well. 14(10.2) 2( 8.0) -
20. Temper Tantrums. 51(36.5) 6(24.0) 1(10.0)
21. Overly Aggressive. 6( 4.4) 1( 4.0) -
22. Can't sit still; may be hyperactive. 10(7.3) 2( 8.0) -
23. Timid, fearful, or worries a lot. 14(10.2) 1( 4.0) 1(10.0)
24, Often seems unhappy. - - -
25. Seldom plays with other children. 7( 5.1) 3(12.0) 1(10.0)
26. Other? - - -
OtSZt= &5 x| 13(2), 2007H 43 227
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A@s5H olshe 71ELE %S W K-CDRY Wg=: 84
g Jehgon EBolg: 607 uvpehytth 3k Bayley FA
9 EFULAF(PDDOIA S AAB5H olshe 7IELE 3}
S8 o K-CDRY WI7EE 8002 Uehton oy 57
2 Jeht JAdgR|ge vaide 22 BbA4E BoFsl
=d A4 $-giygels] E8H Q= =¥ Denver 11
Atell A Bayley 7AFS] MDI 8} PDI AFE 7|28 & Uzt
=71 863 83, Bol= 629} .51(Shin et al, 2005)E L}E}
@ A AR FEE JEIITE B3 STt AdE o
2 e 72 HA ofgolA wd BA g B
B2 Ao® 4" £ oy A FA FHeN
23| NI F& Ao] ¥E A EFoM %
oy FGHERE FEI €8 77} ok AlEE
K-CDR ZA}e} 38 Denver Il A HAF B0 A
B 42004 612 FS ABE RAFZon ES 22 d
Z=E yeh) K-CDR EFEFA7HShin & Kim, 2006b)°llA]
ALY 2 AR Wl fAMIS JEd AR FYd
ARE HoiFgick 1218 K-CDR HAR= wa&Aed o
TR tg 7 B ohis Bg B yTEA 5
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