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PRE, g, f29

Sk 2914 5 5}
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B4 0 E A9= PEDIS 3Rt wak AFHE-S flste] k2 PEDIS] Ul B =g ASe7] st 51 0% A
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AT - UlE B R A5 obFs Al o Wit 38 S o g St UlE EhdE AEA =
gzt s) Fo 2B FoA ARSE AEAE 7122 st 79 B3-S ARG 1, gk PEDIS] AlRiA g,
T A 7% 7 J9E R F 217 B o7 A ste] ARkl

A3 - g edE A5 A3 o= PEDIY) 7 o

5

I.M B v g G AQdeks 913 712 AE S-S Ale ¥t (Gannotti

& Handwerker, 2002; Ketelaar, Vermeer, & Helders,

BAo giore] A7 8] A7 et el 1998). 53], obg A ghitore] Aert= obs e e
=5 Ageta ARy o g vetely] ffste] w3k ¥ A& SR AA o]2HH Q] el & oshal, SHE
7FETE AREETH(Gannotti & Cruz, 2001 Relman, — 7HQ10.E ARSloll BEA1717] 913l ol 22, 71524 59
1988). BP9k AF 7t 5 E AdA] EEs ©f (capability) % F3FF5 Aekaby] 9 A2l 7}
{3t Jrle= A5 B A4S 9 7| 2ARE AT, 5 AREdoF a)(Coster, Deeney, Haltiwanger, &
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Haley, Ludlow, Coster, & Langmuir, 2002).

H A Fofell A= ATAR Bt 50| ol i
dhe]o] ARRE 31 QJARH(Custer et al., 2002; Relman,
1988), A2 -5 ZHdehs 22 v Fofd] diA]
Q1 A A3 W2 A7 9 W g5 FQE of
o]t} (Patrick & Deyo, 1989; Srsen, Vidmar, & Zupan,
2005). o]¥ 3 Hg& &ol7| fleiXe T4 A==
FrABHHA 7]Eol| BF T3kolA JidtE B TE AL
= wgtel AgketA AbgEtAl e wEkt WAk A
(cross—cultural adaptation) =5 o] =2 2 &t} (Custer et
al., 2002; Touw—Otten & Meadows, 1996).

Touw—Otten?} Meadows(1996)+= H7Ie759 &
P Al A 85 flsiA = #HAag W84 55 (content
equivalence), 2|72 %54 (semantic equivalence) 2}
A4 557 (conceptual equivalence) 55 & a0k ot
ko A A Eeh -84 FE A A W el A 3
A S 3t 3 (item) S0 7E2dollA 2ol 7t Gl
© Aola, ouA F5AS sk g ellA dofof -

0] A& THE F3HelA Fdst

th= Zo|t}. o] & flallx= H#g& AAstA A=
slo] asr 2 Q71 9tk (Guillemin, Bombardier, &
Beaton, 1993; Herdman, Fox—Rushby, & Badia, 1997).
Guillemin 5 (1993) 2] A7ellA & A7} HY 2] <o
ol 5& & 27 o] ARgAtel] &g welo] g eskal, WS
o] H5Y4E ko] el x5eHA] o ARSAE
ool Foafjof dhrbar AA gt 3 F3KE WAk 4
o A E BT AR HYE 7R 83
ol tist A7z AE7F A gstar, o] dgelA -4
getAu =2a% 59 Ay 4 (modify) & #14]
gt = Q= Bl EA5o] &2 8} Bullinger, Anderson,
Cella, & Aaronson, 1993; Guillemin et al., 1993;
Touw—Otten & Meadows, 1996).

1992 w]=ref A 7 Pediatric Evaluation of
Disability Inventory (PEDD+ A3 67§24 74] 6712
7THA ols=8 7154 93 78S Sk Lot
(Haley, Coster, Ludlow, Haltiwanger, & Andrellos,
1992). PEDI= 702 o] 5 HA7A] Yd=ts, =9
o, dnt, A9dl, ERHYel, ofdAE, A&, T, H
7], REFE, FolEEYI, TFALL 2 F7HE0A
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A= 8] 1of 9} i-stol] 2)-8-8}7] 913 w3t wAf A8 A
T-2o] 8 x| o]kt (Haley et al., 2010; Stahlhut, Gard,
Aadahl, & Christensen, 2011). Haley 5 (2010)& u|=+
oA 7 PEDIE Ef 3l ol ARg-sh=t] Alghs
© 8R10% WY 7|54 ol gt 7t w352 7t
o} T E0| xfo] W opiicte] tja) F-EE0] 7HA| 1
T 8H4 Aol & A, 3} 7 wAaF A2 Al sk
N2 WYY A s ASehe A3 e 2
| el #adtote] At AEER 559 F
(Custer et al,, 2002; Haley et al., 2010).

Hldet=o) A AsE Custer 5(2002) 2] 5|2
ol PEDIC] W& Bl = (content validity) 7= 31
o] opFAlgARere divtes tdew 127 35
o= E U BdE s AT dAldel o
ol M 81%2 AE7ke0] 5|2 M H PEDIV} 7|
oA 7ikE PEDIS] W84 SAS 2 wkdsta
SHAITE Tl 42%9] SRAEe] SYoE ¥
PEDI®] ©]-5% % (mobility) o “AdA /] £337}
AT g =M = 722 et 7] obs
AEAFAAE w931, Stalel] By HA = Ferd
AAAE ol gatal, A5 HolE A, 34l
thd wjol] AAAE o] Gak= wekE WYdste] =
Wy ¥ PEDIC] o]-s @Yol “AdA 8] Hde
Ak vk Fol2Eg A Wy H Gannottig}
Cruz(2001) 2] Ad|lej2 ¥l PEDIO] W€ EFdE
ATolA= 158 ks AT Ee o= 771 &
Hog FAHE U BT AES AAIEIT dAARL
w&ollA 90% o)7de dErtEel ARl E MY
PEDI7} SRl 2E8] 39 ofg 5o thoz AREal7]ol
HAARE S Y-g-o] A d stk SHsk3d

H
PEDIS} ¢kl =i A= AR5, 729, el
we ]

('Ol‘~
SLoo% fo 30 X 4

30 o

2

Hl

30
T

Aoz a2 HAs PEDIY FA EF
% (concurrent validity), 718 B} (discriminative
validity) @} W24 9 X % (internal conssitency) & 7%3}t
AtH(Kim, Park, & Park, 2010). 3%k =jeflA = of
2 &= (Custer et al., 2002) 8 Fol2E =
(Gannotti & Cruz, 2001) oA ¥3} 7+ wa} 2 gat= 3



ol A=y w3ke] 54E e E

Ag FHshs WS B3P E A5 AAHA %%D}
webA, % 7= PEDIY| 3 3t wak AR §18ko]

A8E 5(2009) 9 ATANE 712 o] g2 PEDI

=
o g B AFE AT,

0. o+ 2
1. A CHA

#2 PEDIY U§ 9T A%E 98 guES 5
=

-

2

ok

@ flo
poS

80 L2 obF AFHA Hope] AETHER 74
obe AZRHH wobsd AUAR, AR, AoA 5,
AEAE, R B e}l F4] wokR skl 1
glefl obFs Al Ste] wE s tidel LA,
AR 7132 20061 195E 49704 P9l
ofF 7 wope] A 2@V e 5E & A7 HH = A
gkl gele] Folet B4 okg= Am# Aol A
U, ofolsat 9 A Aol 3d oo okgs
o FF5= 2 olsletaL A, A woke] SAele]
ool 2AAE Il 2 A H2& A o] Fef
Fol & AAH-8 Aol SHAIA Alglsilnt
s A S5 B, AdABAE
52.6%, &R A BAE 28.9%°1311L, 71 9le]l 1ojA| 2L,
THEAWAL A BAL AR SAA OR A YT E
= HAth AT FAEATE T1.1%, HAers]

)
23.7%, BAFEES] 5.3%01 ATk, WAL 3~5d9 S
7} 63.2%% 71 A UEbsTh 10.5%<] S HAL
PEDI®] AHg-73 o] lthal S |atsith (1)

2.9+ &

1) Pediatric Evaluation of Disability Inventory(PEDI)

PEDI(Haley et al., 1992)+ 19921 wj=rof| A 7=
sty H7te R AWM A (self-care), ©lF
(mobility), AF8] 4 7]% (social function) 2] 37}4] & & of
A obgl 754 T TR EE Brtehe Bl
7 Y952 2 O UEEE B7pt Hed, 7e
A 7)e e obgl 7154 sY o R WU, Bl &

5 (caregiver assistance) ¥ Z74/¥7 (modification) <
O]—E._/] /‘Bﬂ Fﬂ T2 51‘37]—?]_]:]—

PEDI:= 1~X* N, BEAY] Ew, 27 el
2zt 371¢] °§ (AIRA ], o]F, ’\}ﬁﬂ 71S)EE T
Ho k. 7154 71E i & 197 S EEE T
913’_ i °“:‘r(124) o} % ATHOF)' Q1 HH&
% ARERIT Boake] B B2 T 20709 &

=53 (57), X]E L%(47‘
@A), Ad=w (13, AA = il
wjo} itk 5_;81/%73 BEO Qe fE AL
, 3 WSt ER-S WE JCR NESTE S
Ho gl

PEDI®] A+ 7164 713t HeAk
T 6709 YR Ay
4= (normative standard scores) 2} % A4 (scaled
scores) & A A gt gt B8 A= 509 Bate 7F
Z].L EFHEAE 109 AR A T EolA] F7t ot

= Y A9 & obs= Hud F Qe FA 0
1L, 30~709] A WHeA7F AdEds ofujgitt 1 4
T 0~10041 9] #2E 7HA 1, 082 3l £ &elA &

Tk 7s& A8 & gl As grlsta, A47E 100
Aol 7WhaE obE ] 7le o] Ha= Yuldith 2

Aol = A=, 729, Fuldel FR1(2006)0]

FH_I-H

\j{o

A

-

oAt
oL

rit

L ak

F(raw score) & T %53 4

ﬂl

2) LI8 EtEE 2 EX|
W& el = AEA+= vld &= (Coster et al,, 1998) &}

Fo| 22 8] F (Gannotti & Cruz 2001) oA W& ElH®
ATS fAdll A AEEdEe V2R oo THE U
£S5 25 8 H7F Ao A7t gisk £3-S Al9)ska

9 AEAE PEDI 3714 7))
ARA, o, A8 TSR TS FAH B
AT 2 BGE ] WS AR A et

HU o %1:? Mo ofN =
=
=
=
oo
u)

27} $8-0 8 AT, ) HE| RS o9} of
1o 7 A9 24 %i—._‘.{%@%ﬁr e qeay
gy CrEo|t)y | ‘gux ), ‘wl$ 18A ) 9
58 JEATE A} gs BaSo|t) HEHTE ALEsH
HEEo R, 7 ol E v B Ay A2
29 371 9 7l £ 2 oy B BYER
T AAH =S ARSE T2 Aol gl vl ol
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EA1 ATIARC ety My (N=38)

P T oAb (8) W5 (%)
254 o]} 5 13.2
1= (A 26~30A] 21 55.2
31~354] 184
364 o) 13.8
3 A 21.1
17} 30 78.9
A4 YA AL 20 52.6
=Y A EA 11 28.9
AN X A 3 7.9
A A ZAE 1 2.6
SRS AL 2 5.3
AFS]H A AL 1 2.6
84 SHAL 27 71.1
A} 9 23.7
HRA} 2 5.3
571 T 19 50.0
A2 11 28.9
EAAA 1 2.6
o8l 2 ch ek 2 5.3
A A E] 2 5.3
T ES ooy 3 7.9
L7738 (d) 3~54 24 63.2
6~10 8 21.1
11d o] 15.8
PEDI AH-74 & b8 105
bie=y 34 89.5

oS- 294 ¢
R ERDEERECAE

3. ¢+ 1+

g2 PEDIS] W& BB E ATs AAdliA M2/2871 2
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QTS Aua EA3} 82 PEDIY] a4
BPEL ¥ S5kl A SPSS 17.0% A

. &4t 24

g Bl s A5 s 79 AE BEEE A
2], o], ALl 4] 7)5 o] 0. 2 FFojA] AATEFITE

Zhol o}5-3} 1] ol ofs-o gt 7184 (discrimination)
S B AN 24 gEE e gy (17%) 2

2]

EFE Q2 obseS W ORE AAlshs vle W7t £
A eske 71e o] wokA AHEA] Ytk S
= AT Edh A obs FoAE FEO B8-S Bl
W= obg5o] QIS 7 AlojA] ol 2 Qe Es e A
-9} 2 5o] ol e 7 ka3 SHE AUTHER 3).

obz-9] 715/dd WskE S48k Sl A3 Tl
Mz 7 R et 80%2] SH9AEC] $H= PEDIZ}
7157 WskE S5kl Attt SRkt (E
2). 284 20%9) SHAES TAA Aol 9
AAR WelA] o] 75 3E WskE SHT 5 e i
go] F-55 AL Qleka AP Eih(GE 3).

w39 olgl|o} A ol thgt Aol A= AHMAE o

% 66%, 15 9 79%, ArEA 75 9 68% = Hat
7}

‘TE (65%)°ll &et vEo] Bt 82%F H 71%9) &AL} g2 PEDIC] 7} Alell 37} £3-<] o]
o] Q= Aoz »}E} o 2). e A A, QXA o} 1 wdo] Aty $HEIATHE 2). 12y A
22 UHE BT A2 SEHZY
. 3w Al 2 olF 44 ALS A 71 7
39 (%) (%) 99 (%) (%)
Folots 784 o 7} 21 16 14 17
a4t 63 63 68 65
Hgolth 13 18 18 17
A=A 3 3 0 1
o 284 btk 0 0 0
7153 s - g} 13 18 8 13
agth 63 66 71 67
Hgolth 24 16 21 20
%7 et 0 0 0 0
uf-§- 287 ¢k 0 0 0 0
w3 olaf % 444 - 13} 16 8 5 10
A= 50 71 63 61
Hgolth 32 18 21 24
%A okt 2 3 11 5
w287 ¢kt 0 0 0 0
w5H4 A3 - 7} 11 11 8
gtk 45 50 61 52
HFolr} 40 42 28 37
e = 0
o 284 btk 0
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3 UWEEIE 220 g AN SEHUWE

A8 A% ‘ e
AA Lok gs
Zofjols 784 TR AE O ES UFOE Hs PO By 5.3
« T% Aollo ~oﬂ7ﬂ }%ﬁa gheh vk o] G A Hlgo] U 7.9
c G R G E QIS F 1 S 33} Aol £ Ik F R =g-o] o] ofjulj gk 79
N s 54 e ol Ao b o] g o] WgE S5 o] F53 5.3
« obEed ] A9l WglE FAsks Alo] 5 10.5
Tolald A4d - TS 2F Y 4 Bdslop & 7.9
F 2 EPE A A A0 105
w3 A s T ARSOlA 7 ARSI S5, &3 AREEE, ) o] e
315 o7 Al ok 184
« A2k e yi2]7] el AR A ep], TR A el ekl )
ol watA o7 o At 5.3
E4 2 Yo STt 371U AR 2o Ley
o g - Al ] 2] ol% 94 A4 715
31 (%) (%) 9 (%)
7 ogelo) 7)57ke] E R i 100 o 100
ol Q. 0 3 0
2t ez 2718g0) A gl i 18 18 i
ol Q. 82 82 92
o gz o] AR TR i 2l 13 0
o9 79 87 100
B5 28 570U Ao o Y SE LS
AP A% A oot ol
é—]%m% "—FLXJ]&. o H H]%(%)
FIPEEQE T« =Y AREolA] A7 AR} 23.7
e QHgolu BT 9} 2 BT e} 5.3
o« I AT A FA FH)EH] 5.3
o AelolgolA FRAN BYT] 55 AHSE| 7.9
o HhapeelA] o] 5.3
s S ETE o835 2.6
- dzjwo]E o] §-3}7] 2.6
« A7y HEE AR 79
* FA3FE AREE] 5.3
AAZFEee v« 8H B X E A AR 13.2
« ¥ E3 LS o] gste] Wl EE vkE 4 9l FEER S4S AHE S 26.3
« o]Fat7] 499 C. AsAt e g ) 7.9
- o]%F3t7] 919 D. Hdj o) F/o 8] 105
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SRA A B3
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= PEDIS] &3 F71o thst 412 Ao A
o

091
©

Do
C)J
\]
N
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[e](e]
A’
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3
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>
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A= A}%o}ﬂ,
82 PEDIC] AHA| 8k %3} EH g =

26.3% 2] SHAEC] AMA ] e *%i e 2

ol g-5to] ol MEE vkE 4 91, FTde

£ 7 A & AAslof sttar skeitt 1 9l

ol £, AH5A} ek Yl 7], A o)%/o

& Ed=ol sk AHA7E E g stvhar sl (R

.@?F"

o]

v, n &

-HJ

B AdE A¥E 5(2009) 9 A1AE 7|27 1)
oA Al ASEAE PEDIY] W§ EHEES o2
PEDIM = ASat719eh A2 Az 92 9u
g Al of A7bel ALg &0 7 F 0 AS Al ¢k
-] S EelA & BrdEE eI 9%l

Hl
=
24_‘
Nt

A BAEO] A BAETEE WA 3

e FAS el AeHEFAF 52, 2000, o
2903} $-29(2002)¢] QTN 718 SO A
A e BTE AL 3N BAET AHgol F29,
ulel, vh2:elsh 223 (2006)2) AT 86712
25o) & 742 1ol Yotk AW, tine) 3
7] T e e U dlol ke

Al Mo Ig AXA & =50 BarhE Tt
9, 2009; A7, v 92 29, 2007).

Berry, Poortinga, Segall#} Dasen(1992) & e} ¥3}1¢4
oA WdE 7T wE-wA AR 913 37F
A 7124 AL AT 3A|, A A2
(absolutist approach) oA 3} 7kl FL 3t 7ol
Zu 7 ol =il QlojA WA wte gk FrFEe
3R ARGl Zhesittal At S, B A A2
(universalist approach) o4+ £314 Zfo]2 Q&
IuEe 7= Apg-o] o 5ol QlojA 7 wstel A&t
+ ol Fastrta AA S A, A A4
(relativist approach) o|X= 7t &3P R Yz HAH
HrEo] ag Aol g EetelA it meshe
B7FEAE] 3 AR B7Fs btk Al Al gt

BAETESY T wa AREE ke AT e A9
37HA Aol B A AR Y] 485 Adst
(Bullinger et al., 1993; Guillemin et al., 1993; Herdman
et al, 1997). Berg, Jahnsen¥} Holm (2003) 2] &0l A
+ PEDIE 290]o]2 Ml s olA 2 golof
of EA5}A] o= wro]E (o], prompting, fasteners, and
item) & QA YRS 2 = £8P wAap A2 o
H2o] AUeS Ruspiit s w29o], vidgts, A
Ao M= 32 S0l weh 588 v 825 AFg-sf
A A, € PEDIS] &l S Ao v &
ol Qlo] &=9) #4o] desith= As Bl it
(Berg et al., 2003; Custer et al., 2002; Nordmark,
Orban, Hagglund, & Jarnlo, 1999). o] ¢} z¥o] €} £3}4
oA e F7HETE oHE TN ARE-shE Al
= o] ztolof thgt aej7} Qlojok aka, Ao 5t
2 EAS weds 2= 9l 9940 3 48T (Haley et
al., 2010).
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(Custer et al., 2002; Haley et al., 1992) ¢}:= th=24] &
AgellM = AMAY, ol ALElZ] 75 FAolA 22
84%, T9%%} 82% % A ZPE e Wolal luhal
EFstt.

71578 H Wt Sl thgt A3 AielM= 80%9)
SHAE Adsthar aplek. e FAA R A
] 20% -HAF AR QN 3 Hol| A obg2] 75 ¥

52 248 5 9E Bgo] FEav ok stk
NERES v 3] AT SEAE] RG] /)5

lm Hn

TEE Aol7t AX obsl] 7] AAH WsE Skt
olglwol e AC® Yekntth(Custer et al, 2002;
Haley et al,, 1992). 18]} Haley 5-(1992)> 7} 87t
o 715 FEAtelE Zol7] Y8l wF 75 EeA =4
B7F 22 QAR Tt EAZE R 5 Qlekal A A ek
ot} olgj gt FAIZ s Fsh) YA 5 Bgow
T49% PEDIS] 7lukolu}, A atel] whE 23 M-S 7
A g PEDL] 7HH10] «ﬂgg 7202 A7,

71%4 S ﬂx}wl ﬂw% 2052 YERsTE 18 AL
314 7] 99olA 11%2] $EAES T8 old7} of
A4 FAAQL AA7F A sital soith E3 ol E
=o]7] YA TAZRI A1 E N 8k AL B2
& MG3h= Zlo] of7] wlEel o]est S AE
ALE] A 75 99 E3Eol PEDIS] AAF A3 A o ol
A E= F7Fh= Aol o g 710w Aztent
i) xﬂﬂm% U4 e AS5e st AT
ZollA 10.5% %] PEDI AR
o] lalrk= X*Olv} &A%k 82 PEDIS AMH-e ¢
7}*__ T/H”’oi o]—Oﬂ Jﬁ_«
3 o}Oﬂt} PEDI AHg- 3o wh v]& & e}
A el A PEDI7} 7412 0. & A7l = oA 2
H o] A7) ok &g kg gt shA| o] ole
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4> - ua ;3 ob'. ke
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ol9} -2 AFAINES F8|4 PEDIY =u 485
A&l Starslol s #ao] =4 4l weto] Y Qeks
oF = AT wheb FFA oM = B AAqto A A4S
PEDI #389] F71 W 2413 Y85 7|22 29 8=
PEDIE o] §3lo] @& ofgS i o= 7} -8kof of st
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Abstract

Content Validity of the Korean Version of the Pediatric Evaluation of
Disability Inventory (PEDI)

Jeong, Byoung-Lock”, Ph.D., O.T., Park, So-Yeon"", Ph.D., P.T.,
*** Ph.D.,O.T.,
*Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Far East University

Yoo, Eun-Young

“*Dept. of Physical Therapy, College of Alternative Medicine, Jeonju University
““Dept. of Occupational Therapy, College of Health Science, Yonsei University

Objective : The purpose of this study established the content validity of a Korean Version of the Pediatric
Evaluation of Disability Inventory (PEDD).

Methods : Thirty—eight allied pediatric health professionals completed a validity questionnaire for the content
validity research. The validity questionnaire was asked to complete a modified version of the questionnaire
used in Dutch and Puerto Rico, to evaluate the Korean version of the PEDI.

Results : At least ninety—seven percent of the respondents rated that the most important aspects of the each
domain (self—care, mobility, social—function) in examining functional status were represented in the Korean
version of the PEDL Eighteen percent of the respondents need to add items to the self—care and mobility
domains. Twenty—one percent of the respondents need to remove items from the self—care domain. The
average of seventy—three percent of the respondents rated that the Korean version of the PEDI is feasible
for discriminative and evaluative purposes, respectively.

Conclusions : This study indicated that the professionals confirmed the functional content and feasibility of the

Korean version of the PEDI for outcome measurement in pediatric rehabilitation.

Key words : Assessment, Content validity, Cross—cultural adaptation, PEDI
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