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Raven Colored Progressive Matrices

Axte] E23)

£ 9= Raven Colored Progressive Matrices(CPM) HA}e} F&stdTa24 Adal g8 3 829

o

UFEAL el Lol IR DANN 19:471)9] £Ask S & AR ITHR 1815,

Azt 176%8)2] JHA A CPME HAlste 1 &

£ T3 AFAGT PHE CPMY £330

FEFE AR oy A¥F FEHe fouF E»P— Hehglar, CPMe] deses WHAR 7L

9001t CPMe] ZAEIYEE
Az CPMo|
CPMe] FIEB=E

Raven Progressive Matrices Test (RPM; Raven,
Court, & Raven, 1977)2 AZ}3 83 Al &
E58 A4 v As AR AR A
MAH o2 ‘:—31”4 AHgE o] gttiMoran, 1986). RPM
< A F5E A dojed oA
FEE ‘?—}% 71L4 A e g £314,
£ W7ol JFE FA GEF TEol HAERA,
Fo A FE= T
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A7) Astel WA 367Me) BHL WACE sl RIEHE @
dejel ARss} Yxshe 3aoz P U] FAHUT, A

A Ae

AZ=317] 9dtd K-WAISS] o}3) 242} CPM2] ABAAES 2A A7 CPM
£ o3 Y3 65(p00NS Hojuld ARFAE AU US

o] ¥

HEREAE e AMH FlE AU IAY F
Abell gt 57171 #58 AR §3 2ol A4
oA we] ghgaly] o2 AFEA e 8%
AR 98 A3 9)cHIensen, 1980).

RPM & j7i7te] volg} A Feo] wetr] =
o8 AMLEE Standard Progressive Matrices Test
(SPM), Colored Progressive Matrices Test(CPM)<}
Advanced Progressive Matrices Test{APM)2] 3%5-2)
BAAZ FAEo] Utk SPME BE o] AREE]
A AME 5 ARE M FAEA A7 12EF3
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Ui - 73|

€ EA 5749 23R PAH T, CPME of
o} =91 T3 AF ozt Ade ARFEIA A
Pl s 1QrE o, APME 9431 258 7} A
o2 AT IPAENA AE EFoz s
ZArtelth. A 5ol &gt F80] 7 AR A
# o] wgslgdon SPME AMgshE Ao] o
AT A4 o] o)A tAlo] 3R] QA
v ole] BYHAE AH2 Felo] £yugS e 2

AH 589 HAEAEE F3317] Y8l CPME AME
e Zo] o Btgsitks F3] Axl=(Raven et al,
19779 o3|~ A 71=E03, CPME &) o oFs 3}
=g, BAAAA S GRS A g
oA de] AREI Uk

CPME SPMb= 2] g9 ujAe e 425
Holx] mizdxte] FojE Bl A disiM HAt
AgHo g FulE ZAEE FEHeH, AAE A4
& of Haolie] oA AE AT ¢
=3tk CPME A 7 SPMe] AAREelA 7t
A AL T A7HAKASE BISE &7dAL A B &
=S dolEF FAFEE AfEo] ARtE AL
AbZ FREl0] 2T 27} AL “BEelm A4l
71‘% ARA] ¥slE Hole ﬂﬂ‘ai dshe AAE"

TAAE AL, A2FHAF Abe “HIASHR] HH S &
”3}-— AAE" 2, &7AFBE “‘ﬂl AEHQ) HHs &
Ashe A" o} “FAR el ogk FAH FE0]
Y =83 f5l ot 34 FEE a7dhke HA
Eg FA5o] tRaven, Court, & Raven. 1990b).
Zt 27ALl 12834, CPME ¥ 368 %22 0]F0]
7 9lon 7+ #3he 124 ofF 9 IAH
SY AlolRl B 9¥ £ e $E0 B0l
ZtHRaven et al., 1977).

AAEsgele) B2 4R WA CPME A5
AN EA ®E ol AZAesHE WlETRAT
I §8Ao] ¢J==x gIcKMilberg, Hebben, &
Kaplan, 1986). F¥ &85 Quba o2 HWAHGK
#) #29 Y 8L FAA R EAZ
o ZFHog HIEA EiL ER-AFH ol
Ao\ A Fato] &4 B9 Axel A i

g gt

LE oy AP 5 AEE AYa a7k
g AR o]sfahd Frde] Thed CPME ol ol
U RN E A HELFBAE A5EAE A8l
M 71E] ASHAERT 8814 2to]a Qltt T
$7], CPM2 F37)55¢] ¥glol] uf-g of73}7) mf&
of FH&EA qRE WSk AW ETscreening

device) 2 F-831A AHE-E & Qlso] dyAFAN
Ba® vl ¢JcKGainnotti, Miceli, & Caltagirine,
1979; Irving, Robinson, & McAdam, 1970).
Fx&A8a1E0] Bole CPMY] ghgakite] o3k
A7Ee.g., Gainnotti et al., 1979; Urmer, Morris, &
Wendland, 1960)2 &35 do] CPME8A ol ¥
Hog Wol ople} dHogy FAIGHY thE 4
B& BESS Bustdrk ¢ SHA FH&
ABAELS WAISY &ZAEA =2 ofd =3
Q FEEOE o AEE CPMe] Fl4ES 40
™, E3] HAAH obgd =14 AoiEAAA 7}
 FEAAA Ast" Ferh FEEUAKRaven,
Court, & Raven, 1991). 4ZF59] H9= HdsE
52 CPMe) 547 Az 352 o9 2
A7} 2215 9l cHFabian & Parson, 1983). A8
2K Kertesz & Hooper, 1982) ¥ut ojujzg} HoiZF3
A% CPMoA e M5B A9a AHAFEE ¥
T o b FHe Aol UtKDavid &
Skilbeck, 1984). o]= CPMeo] H2HA] Q <liinl o}y
2} dojA 82w ¥33ka Uth= McLaurin®} Farrar
(1973)¢] 48 FAkishe Aoy CPMo] ol
gAse) NgAgFT 2 Ao g 7AUe BR
g AZY F£ 9L AlAlgHHRaven, Court, &
Raven, 1990a). F3¥&48AEC] CPM FAREl U
Buls A wreEAMHozys M- Afigure-

ground)e] WHHQ F o} AhH o2 ol AFAEL
FREUA TP Bed 2uA 224 AdME
9FE ol AT TE Pl RIS

Bhg-okrto] =]}t Gainnotti et al., 1979).
o|:& 2ol Al= CPMo] kARl AH 75
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Raven Colored Progressive Matrices ZdAl2| g=3|

H7HERE ofe} AR FrEgo g Q7 Q1A]7)
59 HrHe £3T o7 AelA ARRHEI AT
dHezw gy #8591 ede 78k ofA
o= CPMS ¥ &3 RPM A i3t 7] 2a+F
7} i HE5 dgolrh SPMe] Feddle A&
Z347 e © 20-30t) HIES e e FF
& A Ao E, 73A, PAE, gt ul
F, 1993, 1996)9} APES o E ASHAR
X} SPMe] A5 e} BlREE HES dHHAEY
3 FaE, 1994) 5 2 Hel A7) s 6 e
U CPM 2] Zfoll= FXYolgRE 2538t 68hd
obE7tAle] FEE AAIF IHETE, 1996)7) &
A g ot JaolA Fu&dEaht xRlE
A RPMS ARg3taizt & of dA7FeS A
ol=9} ZAlel 2aHE Al 58 123t SPME
the CPME AeslA x| 23319 0] 1o
A Bxpo] a4Fol tig A AR WrHE HakA X
ahal Qth 2 A oA CPM9] A=
o} P s AEen FARE =dzxe M4 4
72 ulgt XFsle CPMO] 7158 AFT 32
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A& - 712N AFE TR & 3
E4E 40 3 AYET
1819, o=} 1767; A& 1387, F5 104, 725
11572} 37927} At Fsigick & 1ol A4
= kel o] 204 2E 9H7RAE 103Y 6EFE
UrD, BAI(1993, 1994)9) ALEjx|Ee} Q75
F2AARA AT ZF ATl hiE &
HE e gt3ol Y JPAES AAsAS 94
A5 25 A7 A 2] HHo] gl
T AFEECIAT o159 HEAH L FA} 4994
(8.D=17.6) 9x}7} 49.14)(S.D=17.2)2 A B
AL 49.54(S.D=17.4)1¢ch

2. AT ER

AFEIATEL ARAHSHAEHY YREA

2 FYPHAL e AA4AestEAS5 §4 booklet forme] CPM
E 1. odgn 3o mME2 MM mHxe %

ik ) 73} ET =3 k= IS A
20 - 29 3 3 19 8 30
Y 3 21 6 30
30 - 39 3 2 5 15 8 30
Y 5 6 14 4 29
40 - 49 o 1 5 4 1 7 27
& 9 6 9 4 29
50 - 59 ) 1 11 7 8 3 30
Y 8 14 4 5 1 2
60 - 69 g 7 13 7 5 2 34
4 16 9 3 2 30
70 - 79 g 11 12 3 3 1 30
3 17 7 2 26

3 61 87 53 2 44 37
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Zoig - 23|

ZA*KRaven et al., 1990b)¢} K-WAIS(Korean-Wechsler
Adult Intelligence Scale: 9J3412]38}3], 1992)2] 0|3
FAE AABAE AA8kYcE CPME& K-CVLT
(Korean-California Verbal Learning Test; 713 7}8} 7%
IS AP UIAA dASdEAI AR A
AT EFEA Atole] 208 A A7ITHERF AAHAT
013 #Ale K-CVLT7F Bvia ¢ AFol) A=k

3. Xt2EA

71EAY ZlEBAe 28N 59 AREHS
9l8te] SPSS-PC+ & AME-8I T, A} BAola] A
23} ] 2 Gz}o](r.=1.54, ns)t} G 9] zho)
(1=84, ns)7} BEHA Ao BZ o]F ¥MAE

593 ¥ 2E $42 WG

@t
1odEE

CPMe] W3 UAx A4 Cronbach’s e 33
2 AAe] tidte] 930 n dHYFHE AFE
W .80-.939) o] ZAH AUk ole =9l
AZES YA g § Carlson} Jensen(1981; .65-.
85) 59 MayATF AT} A= Aot

2. FAel Bz

HA @A) e CPMAYFe] 38 AES
(%)% BE(REFEA) 2 27AF A, Ab, B 74749
BaAHEFADE 5 29 2t} o8 AHzY
QgFo) getd oAl rol AAE 20l E 3
ojty. AZALY] dol=E Hlws} ¥ A Raven 5
(Raven et al., 1990b)o] CPMe] A zHAld] 2] %8 o
2 274 A Ab, Bl £4Z W3} @At
Zo] YrE A THA vs. Ab; 1,,=5.29, p{001: Ab vs.
B; 1,.=9.29, p{.001).

2 AHg () BHAEZHA)
Al 96.4 964 ( .188)
A2 98.0 980 ( .139)
A3 98.3 983 ( .129)
A4 96.9 969 ( .173)
AS 97.5 975 (.157)
A6 94.7 947 ( .225)
A7 81.0 810 ( .393)
A8 81.8 818 ( .386)
A9 80.4 804 ( .398)
AlD 739 739 (.440)
All 62.2 622 (.486)
Al2 426 426 (.495)
Abl 98.0 980 ( .139)
Ab2 94.1 941 (.236)
Ab3 916 916 ( .278)
Ab4 82.9 829 (377
Ab3 84.9 851 ( .356)
Ab6 728 728 (443)
Ab7 85.2 852 ( .356)
Ab8 709 709 { 455)
Ab9 80.1 801 (.400)
Ab10 76.5 765 ( 425)
Abl1 76.2 762 (427
Abl12 417 A17 ( 494)
BI 992 992 (.091)
B2 93.0 930 ( 256)
B3 938 938 (241)
B4 913 913 ( .282)
BS 86.3 863 (.345)
B6 82.1 821 ( .384)
B7 70.9 709 (455)
B8 46.5 465 (499)
B9 55.2 552 ( .498)
BI0 613 613 (.488)
Bl 454 454 (.499)
BI2 373 381 (.503)
A3 28.062 (7.198)

3 CPMe) W4 Ti7iate] Qo] meb §9
olg Aol Qo] BREATF, ,~9.23, p(.00D)
o2 el CPMAESS] #I0)8h J3e mlRE Ao
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Raven Colored Progressive Matrices Z{AlQ| F&3}

I 3. CPM 2ZAle| gy HRET(EFHAY

- CPM &7}
A Ab B A
20 - 29 11417 ( .869) 11.267 (1.247) 10.733 (1.656) 33.350 (3.483)
30 - 39 11.034 (1.217) 11.017 (1.345) 9.983 (2.013) 32,034 (3.926)
40 - 49 10.768 (1.537) 10,473 (1.687) 10.000 (2.018) 30.875 (5.441)
50 - 59 10.081 (1.876) 9.677 (2.455) 8.710 (2.633) 27.952 (6.723)
60 - 69 8.672 (2.047) 7.875 (3.283) 6.688 (2.938) 23250 (7.392)
70 - 79 8.286 (1.856) 7.018 (2.832) 5.714 (1.846) 21.018 (5.551)
A3 10.036 (1.999) 9.548 (2.772) 8.630 (2.889) 28.062 (7.198)
g2 waHong(F, 1941, p{001) Z J=7} &

g CPM 9] 3558 2 T 40 AAs). 2
A= AP HAYFHAFT vIF 7 AFEF
&3 @A 7t 83 AAe g e
(27-38%) 2 AT st A st &
o gr3o] £33 HAAES] FAHFOEE YR
‘gol Atka At Ech v JH/EEEE 7 cell
o AAE BEHFEFTAE 2 celle] 3= o
Azte] 47t i AL Al dlenE & A
2 A 57 F4E d7hA 123k celld] B
Hee P4H HEA o m-¢ 2A2GA AR E|ofof
g Fojth
3. REIFEA
CPMe] TAEIREE HES7] A% 8JEH &
A 30 AHAF Z42he] WS EREE HESING &
AL A, Ab, B2} E3}=o| Raven(Raven et al.,
1990b)o] BF&iRe] A% HHe ¢, HaEH
ol el ¢4, FAAHR wskE Holx e ¢
A, 3o 93 TAH FE, FF0 o F3H F
£ B4 5o TAH e 2EAPER 7 £
FES B d7akEe] HESE A 7 AZAKY #
50| o Atelzdlz FAH UASE &l
t}. 23U} CPME SPMI= 2] 2 AZAMEC]
o] dBAERl WEEE FAE Aol ol &

28

-

g

Aol o] FF] HABo] EFHoZE o] gl
I 53] &£7AF BY A& SRS 484 Abe] T
Aot 2L FH HAEE FAHY AUk ek
7} 2zArel F4ol o} Z+ AzAle BI}E 3
Ushtel F4-E wWlez sln F5290E H(com-
mon factor analysis)®} F=E-aH(principal axis
factoring)-& A8-3t QAE4E AT 1R/
(eigenvalue) 9} scree ¥ & AES Ay} 187} 2.0
o4l 3719 2R1E FEs= AHo] HFlde 2
&9 ol2xi =t o 371 81e FEAe 42298
umsac ALAFY 4 8le AETAAG
& zZ}zb 9.86, 2.09, 1.44%T 7 291& FE Ao
27.4%, 5.8%, 4.0%E dgstgon ulelr] 2]
372%7} o] Al &R1el| A dHErs 2HE <
Rk AL AE 2 aflo) &3t WdR 919t
& i 59 2tk a]MRatEe] 04014 #RITHS
olmgt WeloZ 133 Gorsuch(1974)¢] 71&
Hgsel AALA Factor 1o] £ BYSE o)
27HAL Abe] FHEZAOFZ “HIAELH I
2H(discrete  pattern-completion)” o] 8 FEl=
gEolth Factor 2& A7Al Be] &85 &AL
As} Ab9] 713 ole E3HAL2, Ab12)S F§3tH
“frapol 93 FAHOIAY A7) FElconcrete
or abstract reasoning by analogy)' g M Q% = &
e FAEo] 9lal, Factor 3& A~FHAF AY] &8
3 A7AF Abst B2l 7HE A& 3 MA E3HADL,

o e

O}

e @ oot o

—371—



Ao - 27|
£ 4. oo sty CPMZALY| HIaMS(EZHA}
ik &3 ey 5% k- IES AA
20 - 29 25.667 34.200 34.214 33.350
(6.088) (1.539) (1.847) (3.483)
n=6 n=40 n=14 n=60
30 - 39 28.571 30.818 32.379 34,333 32.034
(5.028) (3.250) (4.039) (1.073) (3.926)
n=7 n=11 n=29 n=12 n=59
40 - 49 21.000 27.467 31.300 31.450 34.091 30.875
(0.000) (5.705) (3.802) (6.126) (1.814) (5.441)
n=1 n=15 n=10 n=20 n=11 n=56
50 - 59 24375 26.423 28.364 31.154 33.500 27.952
(1.927) (5.873) (7.852) (5.742) (2.646) (6.723)
n=8 n=26 n=11 n=13 n=4 n=62
60 - 69 19.591 23.870 23.400 30.571 30.000 23.250
(7.042) (7.783) (4.789) (2.637) (7.071) (7.392)
n=22 n=23 n=10 n=7 n=2 n=64
70 - 79 18.667 23.200 20.400 26.333 28.000 21.018
(5.505) (4.652) (3.715) (5.508) (0.000) (5.551)
n=27 n=20 n=3 n=3 n=1 n=56
AA 19.967 25.563 27.434 32.446 33.818 28.062
(6.488) (6.326) (6.222) (4.310) (2.315) (7.198)
n=61 n=87 n=53 n=112 n=44 N=357
BUE Egald "@£A Hde) $icontnuous A ROEZ CPMPSS oA AR
pattern-completion)" & 7%= EIEE FAH (Pearson product moment correlation: r)& ©] % &
ook o 9948 A3 ek 2 A CPM3
A EA = vhF FenF FBEA T ol
4. CPM1} Of$|Z4Ate] AMIZHA| BHE BT ri=.652 p<.001).

A5 & FHAN2HM CPMY HIEE HE
817] Y3t AA7IFHAESTAAM dFHes A
A Qs /M ¥ ABUAE AU e RL
2 2ugen doi QE HEdTT AR
o e o35ds CPMAse] JBBAE A
23k A3 AARE K-WAISY o HEA &3
AHE ARSI 644 o] de] R1ESY Bl
#£z318 FAHEFTE K-WAISS] & AAIH o

RPM) 713 2 Q185 shiz A% dgse
& RPMo| EstHoz F93, = Baid W7ol
Gadol @ dBe nAA g Ak Foltk. o
He oje] 71EolM B39 RPM FEE0] £8)
Aol Aol7} glol 4R S} AUcke AMY

A
!
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Raven Colored Progressive Matrices ZiAle] m&3}

I 5 CPMZAlS| 29IF=X

CPM &3}  Factor | Factor 2 Factor 3
Ab7 78541 05009 -.03382
B6 .68538 -03200 -22149
Ab9 66236 -.08488 -.08247
Ab4 66227 04521 05684
Abb 64422 22021 -.06436
BS 62970 -.02834 -.00950
Ab3 .61942 07619 -.00784
AbS 61195 00438 -.05672
AbS8 .60508 -23040 -.09618
A7 .56409 -.15395 .00977
A9 .56050 -.18988 06550
B2 55925 .14056 14332
AlD .50683 -.27955 -.04689
Ab2 48465 11222 31478
B3 47382 04284 03609
All 43268 -.30516 .00807
A6 42775 00363 14898
Abl0 .40956 -.19754 05594
B4 38926 -06352 .12559
B7 .36876 -.29798 .00447
Abll 31465 -23174 .09804
B9 14067 -71431 06310
B8 11406 -.69499 -.01201
B10 21577 -.66317 04816
Bit 15345 -.62848 02204
Abl2 .09929 -60112 -00729
B12 06890 -.57149 00519
Al2 12697 -.45096 -.02667
A8 19958 -.22911 14184
Al -.04437 -.12328 .00500
Bl 06816 .10800 62148
AS -.02620 -.09824 61267
Ad 02573 -.02030 .52670
Abl 14137 17486 AT873
A3 -.03918 -.04050 43247
A2 -.07803 -.09415 40515

A ad%) 274 5.8 4.0

(Raven, Court, & Raven, 1988)%} RPM#} T} & A|%&
VST o] ApAF7) 23l Algle] vlssit
& AN Carlson & Jensen, 1981; Powers, Barkan, &

Jones, 1986)olA UZFEHAUTh HId] aE A ¢}
g tido g sz FFoA Templer(1992)= SPM
FTYPFEL S =} FAEY Q35Y
FAshks thE gAbzel vlisiA SPMoA RIEzt
ztol7t | Yepitia EJ_EF}S&E} Ze{t} Owen
(1992) FolzZgl7}e] 47) ¢1EE Aoz A7 3
A7 A, Fihdolx, —E—"J e 5o He&3
Al ZHoME SPMo] E3lHo g FH3 HAle]
A9, FegE lojMe QFE N 2 o)t gle
WA JAFHE 747] O FFo] el
3 #4384} §HH Freeman(1984, A18)L 84}
1249] AlEH TA9) 3] FRIgta olo]ES hyt
OS2 CPME A3 AFolA AlZololE KU} B4
o] clo]E9 CPMAF7E O ®& g AsIYx
CPME s Baw Aol AENen
AR A O e "Eoke A28 Uigd & o
¥ 9 A2} BEH o] CPMe] +43} 4
#o] k= ZHelok Burg9} Belmont(1990)= I
22 FE drigx e B3ld ARES o
3d S AME F Qlerns Fae] H4d &
Mo o)RolHel stk ML AFIHHPE 28y
Jensen(1980)2 Z3HH o)At 1FHQ] Afolr} Q=
AXY Hole ojH AFEo] ARZE AEAAF
A &|(Bartlett, Newbrough, & Tulkin, 19724} w4
Z(Vincent & Cox, 1974)0] AA Ao} F3FS n|
RAolgtn FASHTE B dAFddAe =215 7
- A9} AT CPM3)aEell Qlof &
o7t glom diie FlsFEE G4 aeolrt gle
U A5 o] CPME] Fall4Eel] & 93-S v
e T8 HJoR ¥
CPMo| FA& F4ske ZARIAl 2 FA83=
of #ate] AFAEL ME hE AT EAE BRus}
%thk Ravend RPME olFEn 83} &
g0 ?:_]H}x]‘:(g)-‘l 25 AAE AR EE A
o] &t Fo& F A%}, Spearmani} Jones(1950)
= RPM & H]?‘_OV—'I ArEZNAM & S
19 Aaketa 3H3. McKenna(1984) % RPM-2- 1]
59 geels 2AHY F e F& Wi

o mlo 19. il

=]
i rsL'

e
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Ak o159 F4L2 RPMoA S 291g 2A% @
LEHA-MO0mme, 1966)o] 23 S At 1
i} 8 @3z-E{(Banks & Shiha, 1951; Dolke,
1976)& a¢<l —E—* Z3 RPMAX A3 Fg, A7
117_]—14 XJQ}-/H 7“1——'36:‘&4 C0§ o]
Y & e e T3, RPMASTE
A 25(g)e) FHAE Ak Aol Wi
o 2 A7dME 20EET CPMoA 3891S
WAASIY Factor 1S wIALHQ siele] 44,
ol o) FAHo A} 2 R,
Factor 3-& <1£2¢l giele) 94 5L Q73 &
FEZ FHUYLS WA, RABAE 0
R olsh & CPMe] 7zE delel AT o
% IABT gore CPMe FHHIEE UF3
= ZTE ALEEU CPMe] A5 3t 2R 2ZAM o
vht BHgst A&7 FAlE o] flEAe
AFEE A9 5 ge FAoltk
A% & 2HRNZA RPM E&A0) g o
TE 71& A AAET RPMF ARBAE A
Foleld (concurrent validity)e] 477t
F& o]tk 53] WAISSHe] A#d7rt o
)z =l SPMe] 71 WAIS-R9| A Q3
ob of -9 Fojug FARGHBACTS-85)7F AUSol
338 A L E(Burke, 1985; Hall, 1957; Shaw, 1967)0]]
A BaEoes SPME47E WAIS-Re] A 1Q
Wee 232 Y & g0l 2] AT
A ALE A THO Leary, Rush, & Guastello, 1991; Shaw,
1967). Desia(1955)%= Wechsler-Bellevue ZA}e] <1
o] A9} SPMute] APAAE A7 27 F &
ARAtole] AFEBAIZE w2 o, E3] A}
OB F A oke] FHTATE 7S Fekok Euakyc
2% o] ZHE SPMe] @Al AH aE4E Ae
Hrole) uksA] Wechsler-Bellevue2] oA x=
HA) F5& A4g Bl g S35 HE
¢l RozZ APtk 2} McLaurin®} Farrar
(1973)= SPMo) WAISH A 1Qe} T34 1Q Byt o}
Yzt doj4] 1Qets #o7t AaaA7} lvke A7
AFE 2 v ok WYGH FAL(1994)2

Factor 2+ &

SPM3t KWISE &=9] tfstalSolA AA)ste 1
ARAAZE A A7 SPMo] AA) 1Q, B34 1Q
2 iold 1Q9} o3t AuBAZE ot oA
1Q¢} 713 AAAA 7L %2 oFEA7} SPMIE A
o] AHAATE A5g T ol AsHAE
A9} SPMe] 1Y EE YFshe ol SPME o)
&3t HAA TS F33H Ioha o)3 o) SPM
T =] A sejE oo} gtk WS Alxtehe 3
#g M)

Moran(1972)-& Stanford BinetAA}2} CPMA}o)o)|
Al 789 A@BBAE 97A8Y T, McLeod®} Rubin
(1962)& A5 A WAISS} CPME A A3}
o AA Qo= .72, T4 1Qek= .70, ddojA 1Q
o= 589 AAAAE dAsIAck vh?«l oJe|E

< o gst &ujel1996)2] Aol o8t X
7} =8y ojPo] S A CPM=} KEDI-WISCE 4
Al 1 A4#EAE #4933, CPMS eajuked
31718 A3 2E KEDI-WISCS] AFHAIST 47-.
679 Fojvwizt FABAE AYn Y3, A4 IQ,
TR 1Q % AA IQ9E 43-499) {oju|g A
HAE AYULD Y& LAt 53] ELdRY] &
AAtsk CPM ] 71 w8 JaA4(67)= CPM7A
Abel AelE3AH Edol FUALGE S vy
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A Normative Study of
the Raven Colored Progressive Matrices Test

Yeonwook Kang Jung K. Kim

Samsung Medical Center Pohang University of Science
and Technology

As a normative study of the Raven Colored Progressive Matrices (CPM), the booklet form of
the CPM was administered to 357 healthy individuals (181 males and 176 females) who were
selected by stratified sampling procedure reflecting the recent Korean census data in terms of
major demographic variables, such as sex, age, education. Although there was no difference of
the CPM scores between men and women and between urban and rural, it was found that age
and education influence the CPM scores. Therefore, normative data were provided for age and
education group separately. The internal consistency (Cronbach’s alpha) of the CPM was .90. The
construct validity of the CPM was investigated by factor-analyzing the 36 items, yielding 3 factors
that were congruent with the original 3 subsets. A significant correaltion (r=.65, p{.001) was
found between the CPM and the Vocabulary score of the KWIS, indicating that the CPM is a

valid measure of intelligence.
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