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&8 A9l-& A'5@AKWechsler Adult Intelligence
Scale-Revised; ©]3} WAIS-R)&= A| 54| 4XIntelligence
Quotient: o] &} Q& =B e B4 Qe
A el g W7k % BAHAE Pge §
Gotod, AN 7P wol ol8Ea 3l
A 57 o Ch(Wechsler, 1981). 12]u} w4 341
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=2 A A AdE FHeA A e
& shehg el A e 3
A= )¢~ =93} K Ryan & Rosenberg,
1984). # A 5Artel Ao Fo X5
oz AgAlgd g FU
%ﬁ e (Hoffman & Nelson, 1988).
A]. D}Zzﬂ o Ay 4.7\4 /\1:_4
fole Qe 7 o,
ZHE A H < Robertson,  Steinmeyer
& Goff, 1980; Sactler, 1982; Sattler & Ryan, 1998).
b o2 dgAEe AT g B§E
o FEAE Aa, AAF AAAEE ‘%%’\1%1
AO® WASRO dF AZALE Al&3d U=
2 7iksle] gtk Silverstein, 1982; Reynolds, Willson
& Clark, 1983; Ryan & Rosenberg, 1984; Ward,
1990; Kaufman, Ishikumia & Kaufman-Packer, 1991).
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Benedict & Bobholz, 1994).
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2ZAHWard seven-subtest: ©]3} WARD7) @&

& PRsich @9 2ANES Ade] A
BH= WAIS-RS] ©%3 = Goldl WARDT T
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L] S Eavd B B V4 o B e Bl S B ) =i
st B 7R AAARE FAE St
TEEE ol ol v1EA, 8,
4 zAREA), WAR B 2L F
ke, 59197, Bl ao)g 2R,
o Aol A9 29NE F M we
(specificities)= A 522ke]|-$-7], vl 27|
7} o] et HEN WARDT
2 A5 dnk8ll(g factor) F-3lFo]
ApEE PAEo] Sl Doppek 5ol
W Rlet 548916 facton S EALF
7] WiEel e ov] g= 4
= T Itk o] @53l HAAL sl
A AR 9 50%(7-45%)
(Ryan & Rosenberg, 1984; Ward & Ryan, 1996;
Ward, Selby & Clark, 1987). Ward(1990) = WAIS-R
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(Abraham, Axelrod & Paclo, 1997,
Schretlen & Bobholz, 1992; Hilsabeck, Schrager &
Gouvier, 1999). 18] A WAISRE] Ao}y
Q2 WARD7 ©%ge] ol 1QE vlag 4
I, T4 1Qol g Bt 83-93¢%] I of
FHOoZ 91-979 EL Person JHE Y&
A ZaHAT. 5ol HA WAS-R] gokd
Z 53 ool #xdle dEF A
l&2 oA 109} T4 1Qel dish
93%} 78%%. B3] THWard, 1990).
Callahan, Schopp 2} Johnstone(1997) ©] 2]%+A]
£ AEE WdoR dAY WARD? &=
o i #84 dydde @58 HAsE
HAl WAS-R] ThA] o= Abgd we} o
g % AA WAIS-RE] zEo] @l A
wel 2P = e aEMSH
FAES 2457 Y8, Kaufaman
(19773} Silverstein(1977) 2] WA AREEHS
th 1 A3 A WAISRI WARD7? ©53 €]
Aol 1Q +24 1Q 3 AAl 105 Aleld] i
AE Pearson A HAAFE@Z 95, 87. 94 l§
At A BAE BHelwdl, ol BAACE v
% F-ov)3ts thp<.0001). H3F Axelrod, Ryan3}
Ward2001)9] AT A, @58 A5HAEY W
2 deyde T2 Aol Hlste] AAl Q9
Ao 17t HEE Btk 544
1 £ 2 Aol e WARD? @53l
Ao 1t T4 1Qe] Aeldaae
o] 75%7F A WAISR H42¢] 5% o]
W& FHEUC} Ryan, Abraham, Axelrod & Paolo,
1996).
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Adams, 1996), 3| ool oAA]] H&FEAbE
1996;
Johnstone, 1997; Iverson, Myers, Mendella, McFadden,
Regan & Medlock, 1998), &3] HH WAfsystemic
Lupus erythematous) &2 At H  FAE(Kozora &
Iverson, 1997), ©] A7} SAFEMendella,
McFadden, Regan & Medlock, 1998) Hl H7}Ql-¢]&
AF=(Piate, Duis, Marlowe & Mountain, 1997y 3%
et o JAHEE dide® § WARDY
9E5Y  ATFECAM, WARD7 @EFo] AA
WAIS-R®] o1 1Q, T4 1Q 3 #A 1Q A
FEE A #HellFe Aew HuHsit
Ot S RdE diides WAIS-RY]
WARD? @53 A7E2 vE 953 E3 vl
3, WARD7 ©=go] dAHA AA A=
7P AEsA Fee 2E US3lST (Axelrod,
Woodard, Schretlen & Benedict, 1996; Ehrenreich,
1996, Pablo & Ryan, 1993; Satterfield, Martin &
Leiker, 1994; Schretlen, Benedict & Bobholz, 1994;
Ward, 1990; Ward & Ryan, 1996; Woodard, Godsall
& Henry, 1996; Zubicaray, Smith & Anderson, 1996).
olgl MlSgh Aol FAFEIME HuE )
UHAxelrod & Paolo, 1998, Paolo & Ryan, 1991,
1993; Paolo, Ryan, Ward & Hilmer, 1996; Schretlen
& Ivnik, 1996). WAIS-Ro| g WARD7 ©&3
ATANEL gokshd, WAISRY A4 1Q9}
WARD? ©&32] AA IQ AFo]e] Pearson %
AdE Bt 9701903, WARDT @59 F5E
o] ok 9397} AA| WAIS-RIIA A& HA 1Qd
o 53 oz FHHJUT ol Ae2
A AGF BA HdelAd st vehdtt
B3 CHAxelrod, Ryan & Ward, 2001).
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Schrager & Gouvier, 1999). Ward(1990)7} AA1E & E&] A 108 - AFEA 8 =
2 342 7k FAe®, dojd A A AR AEd 1 872 wle ‘?_}5?53% i3
V sum)i= 2x(712AA+3 5+ o 971+4h @ 34 IQE AFEA Agalol & 2o W
TR, T AAF FEAP sumyE 2 (WA 3esith dd¥, o9, oldd, “‘*3(2000)
NN+ESRID+71EA7 R AN A 2 AEAEES SES deR sk A
FHAE Aol A FEAL A A HAQl Aw FEE Sl Kwise] dAxgE vt
FHAE Fe goltt. TE FAL P} A3l WARD7 ©EF T} Doppele TE5F 9] F 24
Ryan1993)0] A g2jo®, Aol AL 34 3} BEE vl A8t 97 23, F ¢
AV sum)FA 2 1EAA & A A7) FF A AA As Aol AEE 95~97
+AEPx 150l a, A AAL AP sumyEA 2 ovle w24 UEht 259 A5HAE §3
o AR P EBAI ) e ot A Asagel W BHen AR
VoA R R g9 dod Ae ZoR HaHen, I Fd 1‘: Doppele &
Wrel 23AG FRY ARAGY FANE P vld WARDT 9EF PP O AHE
WA A4 Heds 290 Ton 494 Aew v
S SN A SREATT B oldd  olde] ATANE wPen B aveldi
A VIR IO Aol T b AR Ve ANE AFBAE ATl L B4
24 3 ol B0l A% A4E Y F AS B GAURS dien aww dgd 49
SRS HwEk AN, T R B BE & A% AFKorean Wechsler  Adult  Intelligence
SAMCRY A0 ST ATE Mol  Suls KWAS, 99T W% 9FA
AL BIe FUverson, Myers & Adams, 1997; o]9d 3, 1992)2] WARD7 %38 X|gdAIE 2

Robin, Hilsabeck, Deborah, Schrager & Gouvier,

1999).
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1793 A7} 139, F AH-E 31.634SD=11.50
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B A7k 89, it AR 41334 SD=11537]),
Bt L 9.63dED=475d 0o, YAt
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St 3, AR K-WAISS] ARl A5 Hla
313t olw) WARD7 @39l Aol 1Q, %
A 1Q 2 AA IQYUFE Ward(1990)9] 71532
o2 ALY, Doppele ©EEH] AA IG=
Doppele(1956, YT 5 2000 FD e E2Ad] 7]
Z3A ALk
AZEAM g

AsAdas FAHACR Vst EF"—T%
2} 37} 15799 K-WAIS AR5 7FA| a1 AA
K-WAIS®} WARD7 @53 % Doppele @53 7

AAFE QR FHeg]
WARD7 @3] o%ow Q F44 1Q ¥ A
Al 1QY} K-WAISS] Aol 1Q, T4 1Q & A

A I1Q Alele] AAE ﬁﬂ7]—6‘]—7] Al Pearson A}

AT wREBATE FEle ol

Levy(1967)7} A A8k 7474% A e
%39 4 1Q9 K-WARY AA| 1Q7Te] ¥+

H 2393 AEE 7‘*40}7] Asted wgA

25 AMgRl mAGHATE ALttt 1Ela

WARD7 @539 744 ﬁ‘ﬂ@ 1Q 44 IQ

HA 1} K-wAlse] el 1Q, T4 1Q

AA 1Q Atole] HA| Aol kel ¢

&) paired- test(a=.05F }UTE: Doppelr T4

o tiellA= HA QR 5838 H 99} wYst

WA o g FAATY paireds testE FFATE 242}

o] d&d 1Q9) K-WAISY] IQE Wechsler(1981)7}

AN AFe]l BF EFAd wel, A

K-WAIS®] oA 1Q, T4+ IQ 3 AA

WARD7 @39 O*OH Q

1Q Z12]3L Doppele &5 <]

A
o T_l‘.(_)‘E.

ol
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slo, BRE

49 5 / K-WAIS Bi=ed (WARD 78d)e] Efg=

e

WAlse] H4EE W Aolds

F2h ddighe =z ugirh. olgA
e 749 dod 1Q A IQ
A4 IQE 5 95% 2 AFA|3h= A zo|zhe

7

ARE7] g NeREs Agshe dol AR
Ak &g A4 KWAISe] dojd 1Q. F24H
1Q ¥ A% 1Q9} WARD? ©&3e] <lojA IQ,
T 1Q B AA 1Qe] M ARZE W

& FH Al Akl diel paireds tescE SHGTE
Doppele T3l s A IQvHs T@‘?}
& A AREEE Hlaste] Ao extel ois)

paired-# testS T} BE AEE SPSS 120 for

Windows & Al-8-3te] FA )35
a4 7
A4 K-WAIS, WARD? @53 2 Doppele ©
=39 AsdgEd U 7IsEAA Ase
it loﬂ ]101‘/\/\ i 10”"1 ??]_' ‘/F‘ 9;1’401
WARD? ©@&Fom 49 Wi ek A
K-WAIS®] i Hp7te] tol= A& A9k

o, ] Faxtol: 812 et WARD? T
FPor 73 dojd 1Q A 1Q B HA
Q9] YA 9} W= AA K-WAS 9| g3}
FAFEFATE. Doppele D& o2 P8k AA 1Q9]
WOl A K-WAISS] AA 1Q9} SAEFA L

Doppelt @8 0] 9= WARD7 @&3d] B
g gt AolE B

WARD7? @539 2%
b o T FAEE
A3 K-WAIS, WARD7 ©&3 2
9] Q5 tE HriAEE E 20 AN }
A, BA5e] WARD? ©&30] Aoy 1Q &
2 1Q B HA 1Q89] F 95%= K-WAIS?] &
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HEISCEE

E 1. K-WAIS, WARD7 ©&% ¥ Doppelt HE&9| oold 1Q 2 |Q, Al X0l TSt 7|2 SAIXI
A% i EEHA Hi e A H A E LR
Aol 1Q
K-WAIS 92.85 19.39 95 45 138
WARD7 @9 92.23 17.83 -62 94 45 136
44 1Q
K-WAIS 83.55 18.30 87 45 116
WARD7 @9 84.82 19.03 81 87 45 119
A 1Q
K-WAIS 87.13 21.40 91 45 129
WARD7? T2 8721 20.05 12 91 45 129
Doppelr &3 89.44 18.26 -3.39 88 45 130

F. T 2A=WARD7 ©%&8 1Q-A A

od 1Q B2 1Q ¥ HAl 1QEd dial 2z
7, £10, 73 oJWZ FFHUIL, Doppele T

o] AA IQ= K-WAISS] A IQo sl 12
A o2 FFHEATGE 2). EF], Wechsler(1981)

K-WAIS IQ, =

Doppelt ©&8 1Q-A A K-WAIS IQ.

B9t} 1 An WARDT ©E3 e AFEFE
K-WAR®] ol 1Q &4 1Q A 1Q 7z}

of el 81% 75% 81%E UAHA et
Doppele @53¢] A4 1Q9 el WARD?

F g eAtg =g 95%8 X
el g Al sAdrEe]
***p < .001

o] A% BREES A &8 Aerad wat A =Y HU e 5% AAES HY
T BReslE W, 7 9E¥ 1Qs°] #A AA, WARD? ©EE I K-WAISS Aol IQ,
K-WAS S| 1Q E3 YR8l EFHEEAE gob 44 1Q 9 AA| IQ Ate]d] s Wit
2. K-WAISS F chEge| olojd |Q, B2 1Q, HAl Qo thist 7 EFHAL U ElgTile
9E5Y A5t Aozt AIERHE AP’ r v ek
WARD7 @9
o4 1Q 7 80.89%(127) 98 95 1.94
T4 1Q 10 75.159K(118) %8 8™ -1.47
A 1Q 7 81.52%(128) 8" 4" -05
Doppelr  ©H3
AA 1Q 12 64.97%(102) 9% L7 813"
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The Validity of Korean-Wechsler Intellegence Scale Short-Form:

Ward 7-subtest short form
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In this study, a short form of the Korean-Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale developed by Ward (K-WAIS/7
SF; 1990) was used to generate Verbal, Performance, and Full Scale IQ scores (VIQ, PIQ, and ESIQ,
respectively) in 157 samples of mixed psychiatric patients. The relation between Ward's seven short-form VIQ,
PIQ, and ESIQ scores and corresponding K-WAIS IQ scores were highly correlated with K-WAIS scores in
Pearson correlation coefficient of .98, .93, and .98, respectively. Moreover, the mean error size associated with
WAIS-R/7 SF ESIQ scores was significantly lower than the mean error size corresponding to predicted FSIQ
scores based on Doppelt's(1956) short form. The short-form VIQ, PIQ, and FSIQ scores did not differed
significantly from corresponding K-WAIS scores. K-WAIS/7 SF VIQ, PIQ, and FSIQ scores fell within 7, 10,
and 7 absolute error points, respectively, of corresponding K-WAIS 1Q scores in 95% of cases. Classification of
IQ scores into ranges (e.g., average, high average, etc.) based on the scheme outlined by Wechsler (1981) was
consistent between K-WAIS/7 SF and K-WAIS scores in 81% (for VIQ), 75% (for PIQ), and 82% (for FSIQ)
of cases. this study demonstrated that the K-WAIS/7 SF exhibited superior accuracy and vality in th prediction
of K-WAIS FIQ scores compared to Doppelt's four-subtest short forms. These findings are discussed within the

context of using the K-WAIS/7 SF in the assessment of mixed psychiatric patients.

Keywords : K-WAIS, mixed psychiatric patients, Ward's seven short-form, Doppelt's short~form
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