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2 A uPAR| R A TR 2B IR AR E AT

o]ZE, FAY", A", ok, &nld, 223)°, 93

AL AT} A1 H 5

R CE R RES R LS

4

ERES

22 gaw SIS AT AEES otk 7)E B2 S S A S w Brka] Sl

QAT ¢ ATFUAS =B A 309 Mo Soieh. HEw 2 vk S A2 AE (o]5h K- MBI AL
rE)Ey vl 5 (VBD) 9138 Faste] 2 354 37k

8} }Oﬂw 30 2] #A45 thdo® K-MBI AAHAES AHEsh= 157 7]E K-

MBIZ A} af & IwoE ol 7t l*oﬂ g8 A 5A —2- w7 skoleh, ArREAle F7ARE A2 2 g Yol
%{W WATE Tk, AN FEelA 7H g & Akl

AP E= K- Ixﬂializ(lcc 981) ¢} 71% K-MBI(ICC= .973) & A3 F 15

oﬂ*i HHT F2 AR AIE 25 BTH(p<001). AR AR oM e K-MBL Al A2 AEES AH-¢

:L—gljr 718 K-MBIE] A9 B 47) d=o| A eHdsl X =5 H S th Mean Kgk2 K—MBI A A8 A~E(.725)
7FK=MBI(.699) ¥t} A YeRtth

AE 1 K-MBL AR AES 7189 K-MBL 25T ST 52 759 97 AR RS Bylvh A3
oA A 7 I B A aHe A At %f— o] AlF|EE g ot B 7ol thA Ao 7} QlSlTh

FAO ¢ AT, AT AE, B AT, g A

I.M & O % o g 1A A B ol A §-2] o] Aol DA 5

A Hefate], ofv] & AE e} B RS ShHska glo

F 4 ukd 2] 4= (Modified Barthel Index; MBI & o &4 ZFuUold 7154 =24 7} (Functional
Mahoney$} Barthel (1965) 0] 478852 39 59 Independent Measure; FIM) ¢} 37 dAEFd =

ATE Brtsb7] 98l st vpd x5 (Barthel Index) = Hrbete 718 BEskd HUle TR ARSI Qo (dha
oe] atdlel 244 54 Rest Friegtolnt, s} A7} 529, 2002; e 5, 2007).
0.9 o7 o] I Ss2 78 T8-S Hrlehs A A 55 v #x19 %oﬁoﬂ st 71537k b

g v A4 e E42 o AA de] AHEE L 3tk (Shah, o] Qg AbE s AdeteE WHOR wlf- FQ
Vanclay, & Cooper, 1989). 0] 9} t}&-o] st=-3 =4}l 3k B8-S 2}#) gtk (Middleton, Truman, & Geraghty,
2]4= (Korean version of Modified Barthel Index; K— 1998). Delisa®} Gans (2004)+= 7153717} ZHe0]of st
MBD = Shah 5(1989) ¢l <8 /MH® 54 A=g 7lvk Ao ZFEIH0)L, AEeT 4 9loH, 2w}

WAV AR} : 223 (eunhee2004.cho@samsung.com) || A5<: 2011. 07. 30 || AARY: 2011. 8. 10
|| AAA=IY: 2011. 11. 10
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s E ook taL, ofalatr] 9ok FttaL o]opy] skaL 9l
th MBI o875 &all AlE e B B RS A
7} o]™ (Hocking, Williams, Broad, & Baskett,
1999; Fricke & Unsworth, 1997; Leung, Chan, & Shah,
2007; Loewen & Anderson, 1990), o]&| st H el A] nlet
A% BT @ 5 AehdEY, oAt 471d
1996).

K-MBI= 9/dolM dolsw= Bkt 710l &
£ PIPETRA ABAZIEYE, 2011), B A
e} 1 ol rhET R FE 2
o ol s Skl A A AIA R S et AvkE = H
O m¢ wizkek ftolet & 4 Qlrk. et $hate]

7% 7 ARA o g Bk W opet BE AARRl
Sl M & 2 Aaprt vhofof 2 Fd dojet &
31t} (Donaldson, Wagner, & Gresham, 1973).

MBISH #lE PEE W o fae) Sae 4
A WS 5ok v 9.8 el A4 39S weo
2 37} o]F A 3 Ik (F ek 5, 2007; Fricke &
Unsworth, 1997; Hocking et al., 1999; Leung et al.,
2007; Loewen & Anderson, 1990). 3FA] 5t A A ¢lAte|
}\1}; 31‘:]7]_01] 93k /\]ZJ— heil Xl—_/]’\_7} xﬂt‘f}ﬂo]ol g_].;(}/]

W B BEET AR 5 e TS argfslof
% 9 ol Wil e s A4 dEsto] 37t
at7]ell= Algte] itk A ow ke AR F¢k W
1 b e g8l B7HE sk 1Rl Hkat
T 3do] JigiE o] BIEARE AX| =7t HolA]
A AT A 9= oA o]y 3 Al A7
a7, T oijke 2 M3l HEs § 5 A9 (Heuschmann
et al.,, 2005; Korner—Bitensky & Wood—Dauphine,
1995; Shinar et al., 1987) $-8-& &% 217171912 W
(Gompertz, Pound, & Ebrahim, 1994; Heuschmann et
al,, 2005) 5= 7iEFste] A-shar QUARE =fellAd ol
g MBI {9 A7 dgsal s vinls Aol
wHbA 2 ATES QoA K-MBIO A= e 3 of
3”—11 b AAEE Fol7] flstd, AAYAE 249
had A A A A E (o]sF K-MBI A= 2] 2~
B)E j_ro]-»g} Al EJ‘”E} Zﬂﬂﬂ}\E Ao E)s x47461-

ST T o=
AR G mes} rREE 0RE dsel 2}

T s A B A ek Ao ayHolgty THEE
v} 21t (Boorman, 2001; Helmreich, 2000; Pronovost
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et al., 2006; Wolff, Taylor, & McCabe, 2004). =1} &7
ANE B, 2% (2008)2> RULA (Rapid Upper Limb
Assessment) 2} REBA (Rapid Entire Body Assessment)
g o]gste] 2MYe F=AANY B 918 Quick
ChecklistZ 7|utste] w2 Agst F717) 7bsshchal
B, 341 (2008) & o F 715 AAHAE
o) A% BE S Bz AR o2 37k Y 2lsie] o)

T AEYAGZNR AFtE e s At olee B

0. e
1.K MBI XM 3E|AEQ| 1ot

K-MBI A A AES] 11k 2010 4 84-€ 15414
ol 8ol sk 3 Z M|~ (informal consensus development
process) & Wk Al3stItE = S ol A2 1
Ao} W, AT, w5 W AYXEALE 74 E
K-MBI Al 2] AE 7 o] 7+/d =) 0.0, MBI 2+ Al
)L} 78], AR 7k 28], @ gke] AL B 54
2 B 918 BEE 33]7F 670l A o] Foi Al
ok BF gk AlE =7 A5 Al 538 MBI 93 (Shah et
al, 1989; Shah & Muncer, 2000) 2 K-MBI(g 34 %,
2007)E ¥l FAek, T o e Ao A
A Fe s el s o 5 AlA o5 Bjot

& =S A AR AES) shglvh 3t Gy ARl 2
T2 o7 neof st Faa AXEte] B7F A A] 7]
ol HEF i) dlE 5ol 545719 A% 580
A ol Ee], &2 iz o] o], vlFAEa], &
271, 55 e AlFS], 108 dol we] 7] o 2
o] Ay 3oz AAst, HA LI ELEA 7 B
TP B e e g QRS S (D). o9
A2e Al K-MBI AL AES 3485 AA &
A9 wesilon, 20109 102 #5219 K-MBL A=
2 AEE d3t3ich K-MBI A2 AES 13kste] 9l



K—-MBI

K-MBI AFgAE

A ]
0| E3}7)/ &2 e oRJof| 9]/ B A B/ &
AN & e AHE)) S s wol we)Y]

2837)
REILE 252 913 o) BaAL A3 el
E 3o Aasih 44 e 48 Fo Hag o
el & 5 gl 212 3,
ARSI 6 = 7]/ )71 2 Slal o)A =
£80] 2220, 42 ] NP pdon AE S
35 5

SOl ¥4 mgo) Ae st
82 or &|3je] 971/ MRS/ B2
471/ 55 BH AR E)/ 5710 2 Hot el
B} A8 BOE B8-S Gulsh @
P
T

o
oft
o
Hd

o] 71& H7}o g E &
-5 FH o) s g skl

A7) 9130 4 A &

2. A+ e

B ol 3= 20119 695E 59 79 2974 A& &
A OOFA9] HHH gx} F & AT oo F3 30
He o R SGith A7 el x5 Ve S
218} 3140 A|sglo] K-MBI9F K—MBI A AE
Hrlsh=d doj 3, A4 A7} gl HEH $A2 5
Ak B A= A8 A A gt} o] AAE dadA
74439 HE i%iowi BE ATt Al A+

of h3t FH3 AHS 3 T Ad TS Wt} ATy
Zdate] ANk B8 1 29} 7t

T

d m{m

3. A EAt

Ao R AE AT o] FA O A S a1, AR
Ao g FoE AAs A A 309HS RASITH
7129 K-MBIE AH-E TI53 K-MBIL A AEE

2 o] ZF el 279 A

I 3F sk AR S
A SARE B7keA B 5 A %
13 8} (counter—balance) 3to] s=A1oll o] 5k &3S vl
ATt B7b= s Q) BIEA) $Af s A
i sl A0 E skl on, H7E Evd 22 4
o] o 7P oS A 85AIREe] H7HE Adekhes Al
2 ofql}. gt 1*«] Jﬂ7}7} Eud sh79 "]{@ 2

t 91 X }m E_‘?_XF:“ 3 4ﬂu Jﬂﬂ—e— WA =
ofef gt BN L= ArridAtel diet A 2as ae,
372 ARH A5 L B7e S 90T K-MBI A
TAE 259 B, FIAE A5 SR Hhs B7H
TO|RE H7E Al FEH 57} o] Fold S K-
MBI A A2 AE 7ol FoAd A BARER 7/d8t3Th
A K-MBI 2359] 7-F-olli= K-MBI Al =L A E 7
of Fofehx] g ABAE PSSl o9f MR 7}
o] A ARzl 2A3ke) F7HEA e ek 7 i

)\11\] }oﬂ ou% T g RE ot]/\l-ﬁeﬂo] ool zolx
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H 2 ALY Yt £ (N=30)
&= AFEE Elk= H] £ (%)
ek 1 11 36.7

o 19 63.3

Lol 10t 3 10.0
200y 1 3.3

30t 2 6.7

40ty 1 3.3

50th 5 16.7

60t 7 23.3

70th 6 20.0

80dh 5 16.7

Z stroke 19 63.3
tumor 5 16.7

cerebral palsy 1 3.3

traumatic brain injury 4 13.3

hypoxic brain damage 1 3.3

K-MBI A2~ E
B7HE A
71 B

K—MBI
F7HC
37k D
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AT AE Brk= ﬂx}—%— 15 Wgste] AAlstglen,
J9A X8 A 3AE 2RI Qs 7ol 1l
ik = W}% A4 wekebA] 13 A
K-MBI 9 K-MBI A ~E 257 st AFS ol

o7 HrsHE A% A5 0% STk D).

i

4. A4 £

1) K-MBI

HRA] = 19659 S79] 2JAF Mahoney 9 E8] A 5
Al Barthelo] 21QFs B7b=24 AAIA 02 de] AR
Ha glom, AEEe gt A5E HreTolt
(Mahoney & Barthel, 1965; Roden—Jullig, Britton,
Gustafsson, & Fugl—Meyer, 1994). A1k S& w1715
2 Qlal] o] || MBI} iz o] E8-w o] AREH 1 9l
th K-MBL= 1 5 W=7 7P 53, A A =7}
w=on] ARg whHo| Ydt 243k F24J0] B ¥ A5u
(Shah et al,, 1989)& 9202 AEste], Jotd &
(2007)0] g=¥o 2 wF3eE e ot K—MBI%
107H419] #1291 A g L5 oz 45 o] glon,
A 52 (self-care index) 77| @53} 7}55H
(mobility index) 37] 502 FAE ] Qe 7 e
SeHoR 2bs st Holola, F5E g9 nlsel
uet 7hs A 7F ok o] Stk 107 @55 dAbekslS
o 1004 " o = shar, B7F AlFaHEE THQISIA, =
ga17], AAakelr], WA, AdeEvE]r], X aHl7,
wiH e, Azl 53/dA0], gAY o)lFo® T
g=] o] 9t (Shah 5, 1989).

2) K-MBI A A2~ E
K-MBI AT AE+= MBI AI53 Q5 (Shah et al,
1989; Shah & Muncer, 2000) 3} tfj gk A7 2] &-8}3] o
A AFs K-MBLCZ Y &, 2007) & #atste] Azks)
oﬂ];} K—MBI Xﬂig]AEoﬂ 1‘— 7L 1] O}E 7} 6’]—
< Mgl etglom, AlRate o] saks

A‘Hé A5 7t LAEE A A A

oJsto] A2 AES} st

5. XI&

1%

Hr

3% 253= PASW 18.0 network versiong AHE-31
Attt A4 o A5 A% 7S p<O1
afolom, gkake] nkA ‘-E/‘é & 7= EAE o] &5t
B354 th K-MBI9} K-MBIL A|Z#~EQ FH-F 1
7 U B AE RS dot BY]9)E) two—way mixed
A Agste] 57 Al (Intraclass Correlation
Coefficient; ICO)& T-aF3lom, 345 1t YA =F got B

71918 7124717 (Kappa statistics) = A8 313t}

HUF-\E

m. ¢+ Aot

1.K MBIAMIEAE AL D527
K MBI AHE &0 AAKHE ME T

7} 25 W TR 7R A E EE 6] 918
wARASE ekl em, K-MBI Al AE7}
981, 71£8 K-MBI7} 9732 8 & 7hA] Wb B wj-¢
= AFHES BAT(E001) G 3). AFd=d U3
JX T = dolr 7] Y&l Kappa valueE Fat5om 714
Y= 3% 33 2ok K-MBI Al A AE AMH- 7150 565
~.905% WEFoH, 7]&e] K-MBI AH- Z1&°] 437
~ .864=F UFEFRTE,

2. M2 HIt 7|
MEE

=0 o &5 W &=28

7y I W AFEEE AFE S 37 7152 Fleiss,
Levin®} Paik (2003) 7} A A s+ th2 Kappagto] .75 o]
ol B3l AlF] & (excellent), .40~.750]H AFgat Al
#| % (fair), .40 w|¥to]d &53k A1 % (poor) &
Lk & Aol e T 18 BT gee Alge 3F
o] Y, 23t A8 & gHgo] oAl 0 L AFolstA|wt
71l e e 2 A5 HERISITE Mean K37t
& K-MBI AFgAE7} 7252 715 K-MBI .699¢ H

B b 3 2 HYTHE 3).
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H3. K MBIHMAZAE JIEDK MBI 129 1E L) HIIRIZFUX| = 2 (N=30)
Q4] 54 TE B4
791914 716" 437"
E8517] 621" 764"
Ak} 762" 630"
LA 688" 687"
Ao =7 720" 858"
20l 31H7] 565" 712"
s 24 728" 723"
W 2d 781" 835
13 /Z 0] 759" 4817
/A o) % 905" 864"
ICCh 981" 973"
4K kappa value
PICC: 37715 (intraclass correlation coefficient)
< p<.001
4. NZ T HLI|E0| M2 S50 MEES T4 (N=30)
K-MBI A2 AE 712 K—-MBI
e+ 8l (excellent : .75~1) 4 4
A3t (fair :.40~.75) 6 6
L2128} (poor : 0~.40) 0 0
Mean Ka 725 .699
4K kappa value
25 5O 7t E8HR (N=30)
K—-MBI A F g A~E 712 K—MBI
B71AF A B D
M=+ SD 34.13 + 2.21 34.90 * 24.88 38.26 = 25.16 40.93 *+ 27.15
3.K MBI M3ZAE OF1 K MBI 1&° v. 1 &

4
2} BItAte S8 Hl

T 1E 9/MAREY MBI A Wi 49 gon,
K-MBI A 1E T50] 7

r
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K-MBI 15 v]a)] t} MBIS}
2 S e 7} F 3

+ K-MBI AFYAEE 113ksto] 7]&E K-
sh= 218 mA0g 9, A
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==z O A== =
TAFTAN =2 T AMFEE



MBI of 2] vetellA] 2b= iE8tel] BhA| 74 ¥ stod
ARE38Ea 9l o™ (Kucukdevedi et al., 2000), oA =
e 5 (2007) 0] FeveREstel Bl 4 K. ghsto]
EAA0R 273t K-MBIE 70, B} g3t I
ATy F7tE 7t skelh skAv MBIE

<>¢
oZ
et
>
o
o
k

ARG =717 He tlEA) o e dd8E
B e W] Bk )7E o ok Aol 71
U9 22 FES X5 T FANEH e
2 B aeljof b, A 9] el uhE
Yool AE e Apolefl M 0= %9 FRFE Lesljof 8
7] vl (Shah et al,, 1989) 7kl B2 Ak} oS
LA Hrk. 53] EAke] T3 @74o] A gre]
e ‘31%]71] El“i 5’4311 ﬂXH 75‘ e A

> o fo

& B7h= =9 xﬂl?&@% ate]] glom o el
a4 B7E7F o] oA oL Qi ol gk =S A7tatal
o, 7] K-=MBIS] AHg-ell glojA] o] opd Hg 5
o] 7ol thgh =] 7} F Q.3 Adstol

B o A3} 7] K-MBI9 K-MBI A=A AE
B TN 5 7R AR EE Bolal gl
T I B F4 et K-MBI Zﬂﬂﬂié a
% (A=34.13, B=34.90)¢] K-MBI 1% (C=38.26,
D=40.93) &t} WA vepstth. 53] thE 5] vlEl of
W24 (A=4.66, B=4.66, C=6.93, D=6.63) 7} ~¥ x4
(A=5.06, B=5.43, C=7.20, D=7.10) &5 F+ 1%
7+ 2 A Aol & Ho|=H|, o]= K-MBI A8 AE 1
27 oA Al s, Wi ARA|, 8]S4 948
Eﬂtﬂﬂ H, K-MBI 152 2 AHFI % 1]
jé uﬂhzﬂ 31—3 oﬂ/\] K—MBI Xﬂi
W, w2 A, 7] o e B
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, Fricke¥} Unsworth
(1997).4 04-?01]/\15 o3t AL TP YL FROF
AF3 T Yt =3 S A B A s e o]%
A

$ F227), ARAT DAY FYTR) FEAN 1

js

[e)

S dF2 D} B OHLJ Jﬂﬂz}—‘é—
A E RS Bkl o]y e EAES dlds]
K-MBI AT g AEoM= &5 Thof| TH5 = 52
A AR AES) 5t BE oA F4A 07 H7ty]

Eipii=g

15 el Ao ks S B T 1F BT

A 3ge] AR sk Qe ElE 4 Qi) o= WE F

Ao] Hrro A& 7)1 K-MBI®} K-MBIL A A AE

=

%O] 4, "J%E’l RS "%}%0]
2 242 435 B3 01} Mean Kak> K-MBI A
A AEY}F 7252 7)€ K-MBI .699¢] H]&f tha &&
e B spARE o] 3 A= Leung 5 (2007) 2
=% MBS st AFHT w2 A32 A Leung
=(2007) 9] Aol A 107 &= =+ Kappa value?} .75
oo g T AFEE Holal At} o] AL & A7}
A 972 H77t W Aol v, Leung 5 (2007)
o] ArollM = sk el F B @k AA FHE
Fste] B7bE Jshd A 39 Bk A 1
W& st FrkE }%\ﬂ ] “HPrOE Siaal=g
O vk A o
H-&-4 A& sk H‘ﬁﬂ 0431 MBI 37} & 1
skl A9tk ok Gompertz £(1994) 8 $HE &
AAF ARA o] wehe @418 MBIE 7dekalar,
A 71678 N7E AahA] 9B ERpe] Ag-ofl deliA =
S5 SR 4 Qlvkal Haskqlrh
(1987)% I Ashdd 945 F3 MBI J47}~ 33
IS Baela, W it
& B7kstoof af= that i AelM = ’qﬁ}‘ﬂ EE s
G210 B AN BE SHel a8
Atk o] 9} tj & Heuschmann -5 (2005)
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Barthel Index A= A9 A 2 A Al

Barthel Index 7oA, A a2dE B3 B71 Al
Mean K#ko] .93, $-H-& &8 A P22 .79, A
= &% Jéﬂ"ﬂ** 802 B 153t} o] ¥ 3 Axk= 37}
A B7F N BT HEE AR RS SRR, 3714
B7p 2 @éﬂf& B Bl 53] 44 #
& S5 iRlo] MBI 7ol olo] 7S AFEEE =Y
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A Y-S HolFE Al A Fou #glE A
of w3 =73 Barthel Index® A 2 A# L5 13}
I 5= KolFE Aotk

2 AT A gl A EE AT EE K-MBI A

A REA 7P B AAEE Hole L Y1
H7] (k values=.565)31 A2 YElsiTh $uH7)=
AR X0 TR, 8k 5 B 84E Este] 3
7}2 H#stodol i}, Fr1ck 3} Unsworth(1997)2]
Tol A% MBIS 2Y4uH7] &S w2 dX
values=.520)& HoJil /JE}. ol st Avb= 4, st
Ttste] B 7bshe FIMelA gk @2] MBI 49 4
O] 7 §lo] H7kE Kdgste], Brke] WIZkET) “E*OW
7207 W3kl Qth(Fricke & Unsworth, 1997). ¥
= 978 K-MBI 1559 3¢ 237 %‘E"ﬂ/‘i
AR %= (k values=.712) & Kol it} o= K—MBI
A5 ARbARl A ol mE =5 ARE 2R
718y gk 8hA, K-MBL A A AES] A9 BE 5
ARt © ATYARES 7EOR Bk #A
oA B7EAE0] AR BE sHe T Ao ERIEg
o A= @2 s aefsfof sk K-MBL AlA A E
of waf AukAel =5 J=E 75O % sk K-MBI
B7PF B =& 7R dARE Bl Aot o] AL
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(Loewen & Anderson, 1990; Wade & Hewer, 1987).
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Fad, olstA, A7), (1996). ¥ EF gAfolA 2
Functional Independence Measure (FIM) £} 57 %]
% Modified Barthel Index(MBI) &] -3¢l 23t
A CHeHAI R 2 83| K], 4(1), 45—49.

e, 29, (2002). g AP A BALS] H7FEA AR
of Zhek A s R| 2 38( K], 10(2), 99-108.

HARAZSE (2011). SHSEHEIIE. e B
BAZEE

g, v at, A et AW, W S
(2007). sH=3 4 ubdA = (K-MBD & 7 v
=% 2 die] o) AT oSl Ekal A,
31(3), 283—-297.

. (2008). 2MYQ 2EEARH
Quick Checklist 7H&. AJAFEH9) =,
Ak

T8, (2008). 214 = /7| MIAZAE JHE A A
ARERRI =, o gtof Rt ek, A&

Boorman, D. J. (2001). Today s electronic checklists



reduce likelihood of crew errors and help prevent
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Abstract
An Inter Rater Reliability Study of K MBI Checklist

Lee, Keun-Ho", M.S., O.T., Koo, Kyung-Hyup", M.S., O.T.,
Shin, Seon-Hee", B.H.Sc., O.T., Ahn, A-Ra*, B.H.Sc., O.T.,
Son, Mi-Nam"®, B.H.Sc., O.T., Cho, Eun-Hee", M.S., O.T.,
Kim, Yun-Hee™", Ph.D., M.D.

“Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Samsung Medical Center
“Dept. of Physical Medicine and Rehabilitation, Samsung Medical Center,
Sungkyunkwan University School of Medicine

Objective : The purpose of this study was to devise a checklist version of Korean version of Modified Barthel
Index (K—MBI) and compare its reliability with the K—MBL.

Methods : The subjects were 30 brain injury patients. We subdivided each subitem of the original K—MBI and
created a checklist (so—called K—MBI checklist). We divided it into 2 groups: a newly developed K—MBI
checklist, and the original K—MBI, with two randomly assigned occupational therapists for each group. The
collected data were analyzed to ascertain the inter—rater reliability through an intraclass correlation
coefficient (ICC) for the total test score and Kappa statistics for the subitems of the test.

Results : The inter—rater reliability of the total test score was significantly high in both the K—MBI checklist
group (ICC=.981) and the original K—MBI group (ICC= .973) (p<.001). For the internal constancy in the
subitems of the test, both groups showed excellent reliability in four items. The mean Kappa value was
higher in the K—MBI checklist group (.725) than in the original K—MBI group (.699).

Conclusions : Both the newly developed K—MBI checklist and original K—MBI showed high consistency in
their total scores. In the subitems, the newly developed K—MBI checklist provided higher consistency than
the original K—MBI except for dressing subitems. Meanwhile, the K—MBI showed low consistency in

personal hygiene and ambulation subitems.

Key words : Activities of daily living, Checklist, Inter—rater reliability, K—MBI
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