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Pediatric Evaluation of Disability Inventory (PEDI)
PrePel S0 A4 A% 9 2 Fai7 wl@ A7 dElAT

A= = PEDIY] RFSE e oul A7 24 =2 |

Z PEDIZ =] o}s< %7}6‘}04 Y AgHY ml= ks A TlE
A3 BH o7 AT

AHy @ ¢=F PEDIE W5l A tighal o)/de] wSS v 27) o] ARl 3% el Al Aﬂow Wy e s

Hiotth vjSrols el A V)eaE Hlue ofde] Hdl gy dutols 28-S 2~5417HA] 6709 &

A
FHTOE o] 2 7t 23S Hwstith

A3 W A8r] A% 47 7154 Ve FEY AWAE, ofF, A A V) 499 R B 2 2/
W7 FollA 55 who] Hit 46701402 A yepEth 3 25 47 F3elA 2% o)) SHEAE ¥
o AGE7 oy v Wil FEetgith gt va obs 5 Ve e Hladt Ade ARAY, o
T, AR Ve 499 A B FRAA obsEY JIesE Aot vt i B3 AFdAe
Al e gdo] 25~294 A-TH o]F JF 20~24, 25~29, 30~344 AFF, HEA B HE 25
~29M AT e s o] HlaolsEd HE W VIeaeS Bt HE AFdAE olF 999
40~444) -, AFBE 715 99 40~444 T BeAt B %54 45~494] Fol|A g obEEo] YW

VIerEe Harh
ZE 2 A7dMe WY A8 A4S 2 Vi 3 e Aol o] FoRaL, F= vl ofEe] AT

WE 755 Hadld Aelzt 9l

FAlo] 1 71%5H7) ¥3F 7+ A4, HrlET PEDI

2000; Lieberman & Scheer, 2002). %4 H7}o] A&
Jt w75 Ao ARY A2 A% N34S

AT B 2 AgRopIME Mul2e Aquality) AT, X2 AY S8 G tld AR AT}
A5 34 9 ado] gk AT (evidence-based)®] o oo 2o FSAE WHIE o238 93 AEES
e Hrksel AxHal AthChen, Heinemann,  A|¥-3)FthBonder & Christiansen, 2001; Tecklin, 1994).
Bode, Granger, & Mallinson, 2004; Fuhrer, 1997; Holm, E3] olsA|ZHofd A= Thokel Holo] AEIIEo] o}
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Zd gzt Al AR E viEo 2 FEA A4 FAHS
37) 151 okgel Al el 754 2o Apzoz

e F A =TES ARSoF @ (Nordmark,
Orban, Hagglund, & Jarnlo, 1999; SrSen, Vidmar, &
Zupan, 2005).
AIARZA7]FHWHO)A A= 715 (function)S 214 7]
9 7z 5 (activity),
T84 <o)z G5} g
g woplME oks &
3 2 2~ (performance component)ol 7t 23S 23 2
P QAE AFH R ddst=t AHeE 7H A3
2] A2 (bottom—up approach) Lth= H71e} X8 &
£ 248 (occupational perforrnance 3 75 Hrl
23S 7 AHIske s H2¥(top-down ap-
proach)®] ARgo] Z7leta ItHCase-Smith, 2001;
Gray, 1998; Holm, Rogers, & Stone, 1997, Trombly,
1993). 3FeFal A o] AREL Aot =44l 93 xﬂ%]-
2 ol Aol A(role) Hrhalo o5 71
ol vk HRE A Fs|FTHCase-Smith, 2001). O] 23 5]‘
FA B0l AUYA R FoplME oFFY 753 5
(capability)® 38 525 £4 3= Pediatric Evaluation
of Disability Inventory (PEDDS} 25389 24 4
sk Studgy ddE ook
g 993 7158 H7}8h= School Function Assessment
(SFA)$} 22 B7k=7-50] /s IekCoster, 1998;
Coster, Deeney, Haltiwanger, & Haley, 1998; Haley,
Coster, Ludlow, Haltiwanger, & Andrellos, 1992).
Aol FHE T FETELS ofFol &3

A, A9H 54, 234 29 58 wegste] A
k!

nol'
014
-

Zod (participation) S ¥
JTHWHO, 2001). &
3

A & A dAE 5

o2 112 fr olr

o
4 A J¥

o
o

I
H

(occupational role)S

¢

O,

(Coster et al, 1998). 2822 &4 F3}@o|A 7

PAETE e BHUNA AT WE dolst B
Aol st uap——c— | 2AYAAL, BEHE B4

AEE 5 QA He HAIFES 7HAIAl EtHCusters,
Hoijtink, & Net, 2000).

84 zol= Qg dAAS FEI H sxe 7t
w3l Hge 2 YETE s A =2
SHARE RS fdete Ae 1 ?:@ﬂ A

Ado] Fos Muk olg} @ A =
223 yAo|tk(Patrick & Deyo, 1989; Srien et al,
2005). B &3}ElA AdE ARA JrieFE9] £}

122 KSOT Vol. 17, No. 3, 2009

H-3 2} (cross—culture) AR FA414 EAHI O W&
e FrAshEA Zt §‘r°ﬂ 2t A -&-(adaptation)
= B3 50| FQ3lth(Bullinger, Anderson, Cella, &
Aaronson, 1993; Custers et al, 2002; Guillemin,
Bombardier, & Beaton, 1993; Hunt, 1993; Touw-Otten
& Meadows, 1996). #3}7-n2} ARS8 Hrle+
© AR Rlme} W} Hlo] g w7k 3 Fofell A
At e AS Addsta AHske Aol Fastt
(Nordmark et al., 1999; SrSen et al., 2005).
oFsAlEEor HteTE T 19929 ml=melA s
¥ PEDI= oFs9 715 dHist 7153 7lswss g
sl $4E 4 e = ot Haley et al., 1992; Nichols
& Case-Smith, 1996, Wright & Boschen, 1993). Sundberg
(1992)7} 7tz AkeE PEDI 7 AFYES o A4
3+ PEDI ZARAZE A2 % (inter-interviewer reliability) ol
#et A= FIPFFA S (intraclass correlation co-
efficient) 7} 0.96~0.992 Weht =2 HARARE A==g
Hola  ISith  Battelle
Screening Test(Newborg, Stock, & Wnek, 1934) H7}=
To} AAE PEDIY 74 Bl =(construct validity) &4
TAME ABALF7E 077~0912 =2 EHPEE BT
(Feldman, Haley, & Coryell, 1990). T3}, PEDI9] 9jAla
5, AWAE, AFsA B W), 9043 ArRs
o 2L FYES WHONA Aost 7]59 ofnje} of
9 Ode AYFddgss F Pgsia o
(Nordmark et al., 1999; WHO, 2001).
2000t S01x fFHoXE PEDIE Aol 2483t
Hde dAtso] APFH oK Custers et al, 2002
Gannotti & Cruz, 2001; Nordmark et al., 1999; SrSen et
al, 2000). 7L o=, Srsen 5(2005)2 PEDIS] £=HY
of A& 7ks/d st AFALEIEHA aglo] ofF9] 7]
4 71 §59 PAe s 2ARA Y 4
BEo trod seuUols nlF olETte) )54
F Had M= AwA 499 05~1.04 23 o5
o
T

O r\‘

O

ol

E

h
-
-

Developmental — Inventory

9] 05~1.0, 3.0~354 A F3Hp<.06) 7%
‘}°l~ Holal SIqiTh AFALEIEHA Qle] ol
Ae 4 oﬂ E}E Zpol7h AL, FA(sibling)7F A

735l NeFES Hole AoZ Yyt
Custers *0‘(2002)% =3 PEDIC] #3 4-8(adaptation)
Tol #g AFE HAISHT PEDIE =4



w8l A&shs AN T2 AAEA FUA, 1
& F7Risid. WE Bede ASedM e 81%

Mo #3s
o] Lext50] =93 PEDIZ} Y& (original) PEDIS) 2
3 dAsta $Esl SUo AR 5 Qe &

A quole Aotz 7sdH 2 FIS AH
Al Hrkshe =7 5% Ao th(EAd, 2005).
oo Tz 919 AT FFES AXA PEDIZ} A70€
O ofsA|EEorelA obsd 7% AHE S5 &
HAQ] =2 &89 Aotk

ueld B AFE 32 PEDIO] oidh W
ki, ASe 9= PEDI ﬁ7}5¥
g9 st vl obsE
Aol & <l %}i}mlo}mt}

g
il

L ot ofN
mlru rsL' =

o

=

o

re
-
=

bl

20~244) | 38& xﬂgm Uz 7+ dgzel of
& 5%OIATHE D).

2. A =7

1) Pediatric Evaluation Disability Inventory (PEDI)
PEDI= &2 d(Rasch model)E 7|%E o}59 7]
4 9% S Hrlste A A8 539 A
B3, A5 o Wz} A=E SAs7] fl&f AL
Ttk §47} e 04 670 ~7A 678 ol ARt 7]

T el & T 674 o9 okl AE ARgel 7}
o,
BEREE) 7L AR, ofF, AEA 7159 3
A FINA oksel 7l wEE S V1A e
Ho

[e)
977 &3} o5 JYgd 3t Wi £&F
< SAske 2070, F 2170 =%

# 1 §2 PEDI E7} chd otsel §4 (N=28)
AT (d) () (%) FaAR (D)
20 ~ 24 0 3 2.28
25 ~ 29 2 3 2.83
30 ~ 34 3 2 313
35 ~ 39 2 3 3.8
40 ~ 44 3 2 4.05
45 ~ 49 3 2 483
Al 13 15
E 2 €& PEDIS 28T
PEDI 37} 4} %E—d.(capabﬂity? _ 43 (performance)
e e =% oA Bg 29 2R/ =%
Al 73 8 8
ol 59 7 7
A3 71 65 5 5
A 197 20 20
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(structured mteereW), 9 2 wE A o}

5d BEL AR BARE P PROR T 5 9

o BE 5& AP 9rke AR Beele AR 2) &= PEDI9| &t ofF XS

45 Sl A7 Brkgk Al ds AEE sfof § obz o] Bdd FHE Is] A AlgA, &

1, R =33 2/ i Hrke ARt Ay, QM eFe SrvH2002)7F e gk

o3 o}E <3t WA £x3H WHS B 4 Denver Developmental Screening Test II (DDST II)

AlsfoF gt of ANE Fal e JHE I, 71E ol
Bk A 742 7154 Ve Fiel & 4 Akl ol Ao gk e FRIZFE £3 stk

Aok @ & G0 WEATE FAHS] A, ® DDST I Al 2B Y Alo] slE A, Ao 2
9), Ak B e okFe A7 tld Asisdch

$39), FHELEY), ANESA), AAZSOH)  APA7 o152 FuHL e ofdeld WA

| AQHER A5 ok HEETE Agell #  JHWE Fsjol §3 PED 9718 AASdT 715

wE 3 e 71%99e 9AHoR k5 dUE oldold WAk

ke AN o, AP AES 90 ol

Db Ane) d4e FE EES H4momative AE $HIA %8 BFe S} A4 ok

2

standard scores)®t ¥+ S (scaled scores)Z A E < #E Ack. BHoAte] =53 2A/MA o
o Tt 278 A i 50°]T FFAAE 102 9 ATATL ooy wAkeke] JIH RS Fsted H7t
2 ORFAA 299190 30~700] e duigth. & AN 7 ok HF e AREE 30~40%
XF AFe 0~100002 AXNHIL, A7t =555 BE7h A8 H A
obg9 7TegTe] Eas rgth
3) MY
3. o+ iy @2 PEDIS) %7} A 24 ~547H4 6719 B9l =

U 679 Q@Te olsoldt. W 9 W4E

1) PEDIS] @2 W] 77 B2} B7h AAA6 §71 23 PEDIS] Awa)4
S= H S 37 4

HN
A,OL'
ol r
4
=51

szEgol] e} FE B £ 42
PEDH g2 WY A7ATE FolddA tgtus = g moes BETEP

£ e AR B g A o g STV 78 B8 35S 9T 9, 5324 10

_ om FEUA 2 WA-T0) W) GE A B

A B AOlHOR 8 4 FREAREE 0 o oo e ae aa

BOI} £33 B/l BT Eal 2 $015S 33 oo A e o 1o

o el WAz AN, TE H4E 0~ 10822 A

A N, 080 FNe4E olEel A 4ol Wee
) 95 pEDIS] Wl Ase A% Srlat, 10036l He4E Fsrzel 582 o
@2 PEDIS 9ol 8% A58 Joigold gagm T B BTE JIeA 71t 28 S8 S

ool WES W o) Fo) A 3ol Sy LT SR BT ELRH GO AT

G At BE ARl Asd oa wae AR oIS AN 7E Ees 459 B 4

07) £} wEAe) mg R 2y pie g o | SBTEL IR TQ AT obs AT

pe EgAN 2 AT BRoz paHw, 7 OAT

peuE A4 498 A8 4+ A T 3% 0

_"‘
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I, o7 23} A e Jel $RASe TAE AvelAt E
of FW3 E, WA FAUSE WAL 59 g FF
49} 554 T Aolz da) W JHEE

_9_

rok
my
-
m
[
1o
T
Q
>
for
H1
N
ol
Y
i)
i
Fil
hl

T 8950l U= AL depkth B3 s A

WY e A% A}E 3~6E 7154 71 B U3 2as 18 = o}Fo] EUHoE s A &
o AWAR, ofF, AA V1T FAH BaA By & W1 e R HaAL SFE A AolFow
2 2/H7 FRolA 53 DAl B 467013CE & daA WY AFEE AAlE 2JEE U 9

Eigp o XEAA} Cign 3 XEAA
<29 e 49 0.17 Wﬂz{%ﬁ;ﬁ s 447 0.45
TT AR 493 0.15 A7 (G AH F) 423 043

22879 A4 466 0.34 3}9) 473 059
x| A3}7] 480 0.30 Alay/oFa 427 1.06
EEEE o 460 0.28 84 olg3] 467 047
2 g 5.00 0.00 NGRS 460 0.4
& A7) 460 0.28 e 480 0.30
Iz =5 AV 473 0.28

58 MEHZAA “wi¢- F506), FF@), ZF0Q), 4EQ), Wi B stef 2 Fgat REAA e AT

3 & 3 XFAA 3 = 3 93

A o831 5.00 0.00 Al ol BR/EAY 2w 5.00 0.00
ozt gAo o]ga}7] 467 047 el o] W 450 0.71
AEAR o]F E o]§3}7] 440 0.68 A9 ol%: AT/EE 487 0.18
A} o] 8317 491 0.17 9] o]%: AW 480 0.30
4z o]43}y 5.00 0.00 A 227 5.00 0.00
A o] W 500 0.00 A W71 5.00 0.00

Al o]E A/EE 493 0.15

58 MEHZAA “wf-¢ F506), FF@), ZF0Q), HEQ), Wi DR stef 2 Fogat REAA = A

&= 3 EFHA 3 = B oF RS
thololn] o]&ja}l7] 473 043 AHES 7ML B 4.00 0.23
3% &4 o337l 427 028 A7) BE 5.00 0.00
AT 715A A 447 0.84 AlZE A 453 056
B33 184 gras 493 0.15 ey 480 0.18
A4 82 4.00 0.82 A7 HE 493 015
218 A A AgEo 5.00 0.00 A3 7)1 493 0.15
Eef7he] o Atg 5.00 0.00

58 AEHEANA ‘g F50), T, EEG), Q) ¢ HR1D'E st 2 FIEHF} FEAA g5 AR
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o AF AYE vz 58 MEHE FofA] o} o] A WSl clat HerE Btk AwAY 9
o - vt EAIE F- 291 o)) dAEE A9 5~394 3 o5 FHY 45~494 9 = 0}%—%
gk FAA A A3l &S st A 9 Bekt & Tt FE3 HTE A el om*xm =9 9
e AABATE 7 ) E3elA 29 o] St Hre] = obs e A W9 ol F4E Hola
7F M9 et Yol ufg- vl SEetth o AN ALEF 715 D9y gt EE3S %j?—t— Y
5 2452 ATH, £887), 5 #¥E SR AT Hl= obEFetY] HladA gk obF AR
SHAE AAG FAAH AW Y E&E 7Est] 4 2 of A7t o =58 € & UATHE 8).
HASHATHE 7) AFE AFe ol F99 40~444 7+ ASE V)T
B9 4.0~44H TollA Fatgro] AT AWA g
2. =031} O =Y el H{w F99 EF HFT VT obs ARTETG EE A"l
A E=A Uegth ABE Tl d9dMe ad Sk
gholed v Y AB8TE Hud JAee Vv FE 0T ols AT HeEY BFEHTT oY
A Je FEH B34 Ef FREOE o] & 8% i (% 8)
9ol A A skATt.
2) E5A =2 220 s 2t o M4 dlw
D 7157 71 R0l tet 2 g HE b FE EEH ASE olF 999 25-294 TIME
T EE3 e AAE 999 25~294 23 A4 W9 olsle] A4t etk AwiAz] 99 25~
°lF 9 20~24, 25~29, 30344 TAM HREH 294 2 o)F g 30~34, 45~494 F ABA N5
T 6 ZEAo =23 =H/pZel HA Mz
3 = ¥ 1 FFHA g 5 3 EFHA
7] 5.00 0.00 o o]&5}7] 5.00 0.00
Fu)7] 5.00 0.00 &2 o] g3}7] 5.00 0.00
54517 467 058 Ay ol 500 0.00
3] 9471 433 116 A9 o5 433 1.16
3te] 9171 433 058 A 467 058
A ARES} 433 116 7154 olaliz}] 5.00 0.00
A 433 1.16 7163 R8s 467 058
e 367 058 4 wA4 467 058
A7) o] g5}7] 5.00 0.00 F o] 5.00 0.00
AsAL o]8-3}7) 5.00 0.00 oz 500 0.00
58 MEAZAA ‘ol F206), FA), ZEQ), UEQ), Wl D' st 1 Fdgy 2FAA S AN

7 ¥ PEDIOAM 28 8 & Eehfs: Adxz| 3y
¥ PEDI §t= PEDI
Eats pureed/blended/strained food oy £33 e 242 HE F S
Pours liquid from carton or pitcher HHoly B & SEFE WE F+ IS
Removes socks and unfastened shoes — FEs B F U AT o] Fojxl At Aozt wolzl AMdks ¥ls 4 U
Puts on unfastened shoes Ak Fol Foizl eyt AH o7} wojy AE As A%
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9] 30~34, 40~444] 9 T olsE S T EFE RFE A5e AMAY 99 45~494 77 o] %
i} A7F A Helol JGAT, s AFTY Bl o} 25~294 7

FEE Y 89 oldtel B4E Hola YKL ). 2 9 A
E 8 83 oj=20i5 50l JI5H J1% Sl st 2 ety F5zn)
FERERE EEE AEERCRE

AFIEFMAH) H NS range SSm SD NS range SSm SD NS range  SSm SD

20 ~ 24 3 309 ~ 428 %65 52 227~ 411 674 86  330~404 505 21
32 312 ~ 787 %4 71 35,7 ~ 135 2.8 69 301 ~75 0258 35
5 2718 ~531° 648 64 178 ~ 738" 738 126 327 ~387 565 49
252 39 278 ~ 706 294 62 218 ~ 679 74.6 61  330~733 571 50
5 387 ~69.0 76 88 216 ~ 82.0° 847 147 403~ 659 668 145
3034 25 381 ~ 845 679 93 30.8 ~ 682 847 84  325~768 604 81
45 ~ 39 5 40.1 ~ 694 724 53 55.1 ~619 91.2 27 524~80 814 175
A 236 ~ 157 699 59 334 ~ 689 80.5 73 313 ~T81 646 62
40 ~ 44 5 546 ~ 89.1 844 58 384 ~69.8 90.6 87 492 ~900 834 146
25 346 ~ 757 747 56 345~ 638 90.4 69  31.0~83 677 45
45 ~ 49 5 95.0 ~64.1 89 43 51.2 ~ 60.7 9.8 26 764 ~878 %3 45
26 32.3 ~ 139 83 61 279 ~ 60.7 934 62 324 ~764 726 63

[ g ok g5 [vi= ok 4

NS range : Normative Standard Score Range(75 53} A4 W), SS m : Scaled Score Mean(¥5 A4 H1f),
SD : Standard Deviation(EZ&=Hx})

TS o8l H4E Hole - ofF A¥T

¥ 9 =1} n|Z0olsE9 EEA £ F2of| Cigh 2 dodd Ma-zn;
A A2 9 ols 99 AHEA 75 99
AFIFMAH) H NS range SSm SD NS range SSm SD NS range SSm SD
3718 ~ 474 55.2 52 336 ~ 737 w5 212 325 ~513 536 162

3
202 32 346 ~ 734 471 95 313 ~ 66.0 685 87  304~7L0 538 138
95 ~ 99 5 449 ~ 630 64.6 16 212 ~536" 699 56  447~5356 660 47
39 220 ~ 727 236 101 212 =737 743 108  350~79 617 148
5 46.6 ~ 63.0 744 145 311 ~ 464 748 97  416~T10 8L0 173
3034 25 310 ~ 781 64.2 90 204 ~ 684 805 106 261 ~770 660 126
5 50.3 ~90.0 874 175 50.8 ~ 58.0 849 102 736~739 935 145
35739 A 319 ~ 742 66.7 6.7 312 ~ 706 824 85  321~739 705 123
40 ~ 44 5 63.2 ~90.0 91.2 84 50.8 ~ 705 96 58 736~739 1000 O
25 32.1 ~ 682 72.5 5 313 ~ 608 884 107 299 ~737 7 102
45 ~ 49 5 946 ~59.0 36.6 75 588 ~059.2 100.0 0 66.3 ~ 68.7 100 0
26 311 ~ 784 7.3 87 284 ~ 588 9.7 103 309 ~688 798 107

[ e OPE 45 [n= ok 144
NS range : Normative Standard Score Range(7+5 ¥53 A4 ¥9)), SS m : Scaled Score Mean(EF M4+ H1f),
SD : Standard De\natlon (EF9HA)

Y9 olste] A5 Hol B ok APT
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zﬂ-:Li k! 4 o] A
PEDIZ =) 0}%% Brkste] Odi’éfﬂgl m|= of
#o| VleaE Hluste] £33 %
Exo2 A3t

AT U] HrhET AR Aol el ARG gha
A F29(2002)2) Aol HEw A AP ZAE
o] AMgShe H/IETE oA AeAY olsES Ui
°2 ¥F3}et DDST M(A84 5, 2002)8 Al9jslae
o] 9] Woste] ARgStAY, 514 A8 7
2 glo] ItZ ARt ATk vkl g(1999)9] Aol
Me EYXFAFEC] HAuHH] obsE9 71e9Y H7t
Aol FBH MeS 471%E 7P o] Abgsta Ye
A2 YegAT 99%9 $HAEC] H/ET A
o] 224S st JE Ao Vet #x T

e BHABIL F4E AR o5 T 5B 9
e A8 BAEh gla, e AgET
ETEE AfEst BYud #AE 4750 MET 4
HolThragl, A05). ol Fhel BAL 7etdle]
N2E BT Aol BAsAT, olRe ol
o e AN A7 2 ARH = o] B

woll B #5helA AuE Hrie

&5 A% AEAAS T3l Al B
w92t shlth

A A8 Fofoll M AREStaL e oFF 7% B
TFETEL tido] B F3ldA NEE HrteT &
& AR ARt ok B #3tECA EE =
o FFEL T #8H4 Aolz Us| Berry,
Poortinga, Segall®} Dasen(1992)¢] A|A|3F HHZA A=
Hell 2Ast 37 £39 =W A87FsAel Wg A
=& st= FAHo] Qi) o] Y3 WYE PEDIY
U 23t A&ste #7893 dAR d=2E UGS
PEDI®] W9 A3 E 7AZsal, 32 PEDIS o439
Y dAFY Y d= v ofsE 7] FIE AfolE
golsle] 32 PEDIS RAZ HIwe BeAs o}
B3t

2 MYske AAAA dE PEDIGAM AASH
doje} ghzelA TS uj9 dolg Addsie A9

12}

8

i
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olglwol UM, ol FEY W FBAN HAe ¥
53 A oK Brislin, Lonner, & Thorndike, 1973).
Brislin(1970)0& olejgh M9 #89 TAFS WAst
T #3 dol2 HAH HtETY EF T8
7HA71 Y8 < W (back-translation method), 270
o] W9 W (bilingual technique), HY A= 943
A W (committee approach), dlB] ZAF T4 (pretest
procedure)®] 47kA] WS AT £ AFoAE 2
A ol MY R A3 A HAHEE ARE-a
§h= PEDIEZ W3tglth &3zt AFelA W gl
ek B3EE =ol7] A I s AE As
AA8kA 9K John, Hirsch, Reider, & Dworkin, 2006;
Jones, Lee, Pillips, Zhang, & Jaceldo, 2001), He 4
oA diEe] dolol FUS S Tl doje] HE Ao
U e vy wdy guga xmte] 34
S wjAlsty] S8l 3% 27) o} ARt A MY
o] BIE AFA ol 2 Fo AHAES A
gFoke}t e Foke] AFERE PEDIS AAHH A
ey 3357 A7 H7Hself-report) S & wf HAE
A AoALE FYd 202 PrigEd gs) £ o
HHE AdoE AHE  Sle Aol Uk

T

W Ao Me 9% PEDIY BV fig A4
o] 749 on|Z AF FEFo| B, FEXH ¥
g w3l ATt HAE zold gk Aro] glojA
o|¥3l o] ¢t TFH QAT gk EAo ojf¢
o] Ak Sechrest®t Fay(1972)= °l g FARS 38l
Asl7) 98 WA, dold £F9] dAMEGgE gnE
Hodshs S Adetda, B AFdME o 7%

ato] Wage] 83k

g2 PEDIZ 3 O}EJJr v]= ECQ %‘?L 0}5011
& 7lsrie Hlag

5 99% B34 =
A7k Qe Ao vehdth PEDIS] A5 F
o] ARl wet A Frkske FE A Bl
&= obsER A% w}a} A7t S7kehke AL
2 Yehdth 28y o)F 499 40~444 7, AFSA
15 999 40~444 73 HoA =% %i‘u 45~
9 LA Pl= olgEd tE2A A¥sUll wet
; %Xu—? b el

SrSen 5(2005)¢] PEDIE Al&-3le] &=Zu|Uole} b

N g

olf

o}

i ot

X

[

N
O

B



T o}eES Hu AFIME F U olsEY TE
FZ Ao|7t & ACE Yehgth 05~10, 30~35,
50~55419] 37/} AHFoZ vl w3 A7} 2+ AYFA
2o} o} B%7t vl obsa vl o E
A 3 7S BAx, 53] ol 7% ¥ A
ol 05~104 Tl FolsHA Uebdtt olRe 4
APTAANE 7] e QB EEE Ho|x Q7] &
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Abstract

Adaptation of the Korean-translated Version of the Pediatric Evaluation of Disability
Inventory and Cross-cultural Research: Preliminary Study

Jeong, Byoung-Lock’, M.Sc., O.T., Yoo, Eun-Young™, Ph.D., O.T.,
Jung, Min-Ye", Ph.D., O.T., Chung, Bo-In", Ph.D.
“Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Far East University
“Dept. of Occupational Therapy, College of Health Science, Yonsei University

Objective : The purpose of this study compared functional status between a sample of non-disabled Korean
children and their American peers, and established the content validation of a Korean version of the PEDIL

Methods : The Korean PEDI was developed by three bilingual users who were educated in the United States.
Twenty-eight non-disabled Korean children between the ages of two and five years divided into six age
groups to compare functional level in the American and Korean samples.

Results : The results in a five-point scale score of the content validation of a Korean version of the PEDI
were the average over the 4.67 points. The normative standard scores of the self-care domain in the 25~2.9
age group, the mobility domain in the 2.0~24, 25~2.9, and 3.0~3.4 age groups, and the caregiver assistance
part in the 25~2.9 age group were lower than in their American peers. The scaled scores of the mobility
domain in the 40~4.4 age group, the social-function domain in the 4.0~4.4 age group, and the caregiver as-
sistance part in the 45~4.9 age group were lower than in their American peers.

Conclusion : This study indicated that there were cultural differences between Koreans and their American

peers.

Key words : Assessment tool, Cross—cultural research, Functional Assessment, PEDI
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