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e F7eTY] AHgo] a8tk
H52 $%5=4 A Gross Motor Measures Group)
o s /MtE e 5715 H7HGross Motor
Function Measure; GMFM)= @24 of5 F E’C_ﬂ
HAguH] olsEY HEd 7es Hrke] AE &
7HE] o Russell et al, 1993). o= ‘:}"or’?f—?
obFd HIETE HYEE A7t AEHCE A

ol

o

P

80 KSOT Vol. 13, No. 1, 2005

Row, Q¥ AT WEA oloIE AE7hs
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= 1. MA CHARIES| B4
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A e 717F ZAko} 7 269
Th=o} 19 731
RN AF AAFo} 9 346
A Fot 17 65.4
WA 1~1274¢ 13 50.0
13~3671€2 13 50.0

g} 7]7to] 37 o]8el Z4boHEvans & Glass, 1976) 7
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T3 wAAR 2 1270 ols} 13%, 13~3674E 1370
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E 2 3i9iEEe Sy

RS S4E e BTk 2)
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e 717 3314 £307 3942116 3466390 3935+141 3661 +411 3884 +1.99 37.73 + 3.36
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GMFM: Gross Motor Function Measure.
B-mental: Bayley-mental scale.
B-motor: Bayley-motor scale

*p<0.05
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GMFM: Gross Motor Function Measure.

B-mental: Bayley-mental scale.
B-motor: Bayley-motor scale
#p<0.05
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Abstract

Correlation of GMFM and BSID-1I for Children
with Developmental Disabilities

Kim, Ji-Sunx*, M.S., P.T., Kim, Tei-Hyun**, B.H.Sc., O.T., Ko, Dae-Young**, B.H.Sc., O.T.,
Kang, Yon-Kyong*, M.S., P.T., Han, Youn-Kyo*, M.S., P.T.
*Dept. of Rehabilitation Medicine, Division of Physical therapy, Inha University Hospital
x+Dept. of Rehabilitation Medicine, Division of Occupational therapy, Inha University Hospital

Objective : We compared the Gross Motor Function Measure (GMFM) and the Bayley Scale of Infant
Development-second edition (BSID-1I) to investigate the applicability of GMFM in evaluating infants with
developmental disabilities except cerebral palsy.

Methods : Subjects were 26 infants with a mean corrected age of 16.26 (SD=8.17). Subjects divided into sub-
groups by gestational age, birth weight, corrected age. The GMFM and BSID-II were administered to the
total infants. Statistical analysis was done by Mann-Whitney U test and Spearman’s correlation, using
SPSS-PC (version 10.0).

Results : There were not statistically significant for the comparison of the GMFM percentage scores with
the BSID-1I raw scores in subgroups expect corrected age group. The correlation coefficients of GMFM
scores and BSID-II mental scale were ranged between 063 and 0.72, those of GMFM scores and BSID-1I
motor scale were ranged between 0.57 and 0.90 in subgroups. The average correlation coefficients of GMFM
scores and BSID-1I mental scale were 0.71, those of GMFM scores and BSID-II motor scale were 0.84 in
total subjects.

Conclusion : The findings suggest that the GMFM and BSID-1I are valuable in evaluating infants with de-

velopmental delays. Implications for selection and use of either measures are discussed.

Key Words : Correlation, Developmental disabilities, GMFM, BSID-1I
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