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Comparison of BGT according

to Ego Strength level in Schizophrenic Inpatient

Hye-Ran Lee Jae-Hwan Kim
Department of child & Adolescent Department of Neuropsychiatry
Psychiatry, Seoul National University College of Medicine,

Children's Hospital Hanyang University

The purpose of this study was to explore how the sign of a psychological test could be
manifested in the other test. The subjects groups consisted of following : High ego strength
group(n=20, Es>60T), middle ego strength group(n=20, 40T<Es<60T), low ego strength
group(n=20, Es<40T). The copy phase of HABGT was administered and reproduction was scored
by the psychopathology scale and the adience-abience scale. The following results could be
obtained. First, there were significant differences between groups in the total score, use of space,
closure difficulty, curvature difficulty, change in angulation, and redrawing of the total figure
individual scale of the paychopathology scale. Second, there was not significant difference between
groups in the total score of the adience-abience scale, but there were significant differences
between groups in closure difficulty, rotation, simplification individual scale of the adience-abience

scale. Suggestions and limitations of this study and directions for the future study were discussed.

Keywords : schizopbrenic, ego-strength, ego-strength scal, HABGT



