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£ A7 e AR EY 8452 ARE s A MEEA AARTAY 2290 ARE
HFe, ¥F AXNYFAE =2 P9 RS AT 712ATS ARE AA sty ok AT o
ARl £UA-AE Y AGAE YU} BAECIUY, DSM-V7IE0E AN REE o Jdd
Al 4%, A 1288 HA 1670tk AANWFAL Z2TH12 19983 9UI4Y R E
199913 1€20Y7+A] 108(3AE29, o=k 89), AAWZAY T2 2= 1999\ d 39 17U HE 7¢
21971x 69(gak: 29, o2k 49)0] FAgct AXBEAE 22 1W19] A} KWISE| 4+, 3%
A, Al vy, BEubalrle] A4 fovlsiAl aslkEtAl @ttt Z2ly Wisconsin Card Sorting
Teste] Aal| A 2H-8(Total Correct Response)e] F2lvlgt F7h, HA 2 F3«(Total number of error),
Q H%(Error %), B1R< Q F%(Nonperseverative Error %)2] #2lv3t Z+AE Bt AAPEAY =
229 A3 JMATH A ds) glod disiady Hxo Herl sl Uk =
=229 As GARNEEY #2159 Fo 9 Azbedy tisirlse] 4Rie] FWE RAth ¥
AxYFAY oA W BdEe AT E F31, AAHFE A% =79 AE5HA g
o A7t Basirt

THAANEEY BAELS AT BAASA A AR AES] A o AXAYo] FaF

ZHo) T Sojet B3] AF M= Ytk o] YAXE AT U ol oS Zrh
HAAo A WAARLAREEY IAxES YT AANAE AR, AW FAE9 UAF £ cognitive
(cognitive rehabili-tation)2] F84lo) tFE 1 gch impairments) 2 HAEEY f{AE2] A3 E Aof}

t  wAIARCorresponding Author) : 7 B 2 / §UARAEY e Vs 8AX 799 Akl 4¥A| 440-320 /
FAX : 0331-2880-180~1 / E-mail : kIb2000@unitel.co.kr
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71e} £A49 lo] Fa% 4L Ik 4, 182
2 AFAQ AE-E P33 ol UAANH &3E
o] I EE HF(rectify)Fojo} Firh AlA, AXH
Ao dF= wjf FAH Aot o7 FAE o
3 HIZ A7 IYPHBEA IR FHHAY BEH
I e}, ol olg 88 AAA”e] 712H F
Aolu} 7PgolE 1 Utk Bellack, 1992).

ALY BAEES HZ AAA G A T
2e FAECY dTHAIEC) tFt AR, ¥x
€2 8% A3 AFES(cognitive deficits)S 71
3tar #Rl(identify)dhs Agjo] $A4F o2 o) Fof
Aol & 7 oltk. 4, ol¥A EAE AXNH AFE
% B3] = AAA ZAFS(target cognitive defi-
cits)& AEA ZAATIAY AAHY Aok A7}
sjAxlolof gt AR, o]FA TAHHAY FAL &
7t 718421 1A 7o 2RE H% ARH e
ot ZAIAE Jled 71X A AHNE Fe
w37l @ 4 le7HRe o) tGreen, 1993).

AR, 259 Fa37 AAH AFES FAd
HAlghs d7e 3= d4FH JeE PEiEhe
891 E(rate-limiting factor)& B AY HIFA =
E(vulnerability indicator) =& 9 P high-risk
population) A7& &l Js=o] vt A7AAL A
A Feo], W A(vigilance), 2719 AJZHA x|z}ta}
H(iconic, visual processing), ¥47]%, A3Prjs F
o] o2 FGolA o7t AJol EenTh olEF ¥
A d(vigilance)ol\} 7] AlZH3 AMaEE F4o] AT
ot #37t HA-E Gz {27} HBE, o]Fe] H]
WA A FHeFA X H(vulnerability indicator)7}
g F S-S veRdt: o2 CPT(Continuous Perfor-
mance Test), SAT(Span of Apprehension Test), 7|E}
27192184 24 S(smooth-pursuit eye movements,
evoked potentials) 5 A@ANX &G x| Eol
g Fa8 AR Aol FHHQ HA AR
2 QHS3 gtk 8B ARBEEH AEYHLE
(socioenvironmental stressors), 8 7-, HA|So)] o]H
HLAA-E 712 Q1Y) AR AT ¥ 2HY o,
AN Fogo] WHEAY LFAEe] 71%50] w¢-

o8 Aoz 7FgdgckLiberman & Green, 1992).

EZ o]d Z1EARI AAFEH AYF Vs g
A3 #Eso BHE 978 AHRY, Greend] ¢
FoAA R H ALY 7] %5(commu-nity function)ol}A]= o]
214 Aoj719 (secondary verbal memory: story/list
o th¥ immediate/delayed recall)d} FF=BF (card
sorting: executive function/cognitive flexibility)7} 3
L AEFAAAT. = AR HQ EAEA o]
A A07]19 (verbal memory)d T3 Ad(vigilance;
CPTel 2J3] &7), Z7]A1Z}3E](early visual process-
ing, SATA 9J3) FA) Fol FAF d&UAr} &
Ak ARRZ1E9 §5¢ UAAE Aor1gs 1N
Aol FojulEtAl PH#EAKGreen, 1996). Adding-
ton2] Aol E AlFIt 53 (visual-spatial ability),
DA dRABAZANA M= 4E7)<(send-ign
skil) 2} F-olmlsiA] A=At T3 W7 AR
A<AA(poor cognitive flexi-bility;WCST2} persevera-
tive error)7} 2] AA w9} giRIAARZAH AT} 2
2 Haeh dUEUTE =S Aol 5B (WAIS-RY o
3, Ao]71A(immediate/delayed recall)o] th Q1A &
AAE Y =H ot fouldiA A=k Addington
& Addington, 1999). McKee 2] oA 5 A&4 F
Ol(symbol digit modalities test 5 AR&)9] Ao} &
AEAo]l MA) T A g(attendance: unit
scheduleol] th3h Z4z}/A4, F7hat FouldhA 23
ABAAE Bl A, 43)7)5(exeutive function)-S
Fodg-F(level of participation: F%&E2] HAA, 2
Foll oigt ®k-go] AN F)Rv AH FAE
B tHMcKee, Hull, Smith, 1997).

R, A AAH FHFA i H2e A
Q) ¥hE-F &(repeated practice) 5% E3l) A< 7]
SUE EAAIHE 3EFH Z(restorative model)
o] A, HAHY HTo2AM WAEAANRIH A
9 UAH HFAE dNAY AAAFE Ao o}
Uzt Ha3 Al7lsie 2AE  2d(compensatory
model)o] At HZY ATAH BAFEH RdZo] X
A== YFoltt dEE doiH 7IYely UHA
(vigilance) 2} £4-& gloll7] Bol=, /1013 7]ojo}
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HUEEY EXHE 98 CIXIWSXIR T2 o] Hajof 2 o o1

NHEE Z2AA AR T ASE Fuiy
8hzl g £ 3H(over learning) & ©]2§ o
oA 201 Qledl, AEF e F3) shol €
83 Fejo} AY71%(working) 9] §Fo] HAE T
& Fd9 Fei(formate} WLo] AAEHI it
(Bellack, Gold, Buchanan, 1999). AlA, 12| & o)A
9| Aol Yutgol oiAe AR AR A} 7)
QI Az o} A AA ] FAHH FE dodiE
ojg 229} Ywt3down-ward generalization), 2AX|A)
e 27t 3R AR g0y EASE €
Z3, A7) (executive function)e] ZZ7}A] Yo
4 F A= Y22 Yurdupward generalization)2)
A7 4% BAlo] Ha Ao =3 o] AN
AAAFEHS AF7F dohd, O A A
Fdoll B3 AUA oY T2 APHIHE
AT dofd & A AN A iyt AEHA
of "3ty EF FHAol <37l (task-specifc) A
QIA], |G &N practice effect)ol] 23+ AKX, E3FH
1 B¥e §X9 FAE AAAREAT F2 2A
7} Hl2 At Bellack, et. al., 1999; Green, 1993).

TS SAAANEEY e U A7 7|8
A RS AN T 7R AHY AACRER £
T ¥(capacity model)3} AR H(stage model)o] 1L
glgojo} gt} BFT YA HAUREE BAEY
FH5F ZH(arousah) i Eol ABES M 5 JE
URAH Gego] HE3td QA ZFhHdeficit)o] A7
o Bttt dAlR Pol e FAIEEE 85 2
718 FA43 A A=53 YR Fofrl B
o 4919 ARAEHAA 22 AA 7V 5-& FElg
= ) o=

aYug {FRFP oA & u, AxF o
A& 57 eS 53 HE, AEGE F9L 3}
A 2 o ZdFF(arousal level)o] RolYo g z}
A=) 23 vinE FHL oA E 2tz FP3A 2
F Ak =7 AY5EE ASAT7) HElM olkE
A 3k 2= ol HollM nj9 =go] E 5 Uk

1987\ d =0l Brenner F°| /Mg E{AIYAE
(Integrated Psychological Therapy: IPT)2] 7%, 21X

B3} -, A8 27, QoA AR E, AU,
til#A EASE F 570 BoklM AYgEEE P
A Hel itk ZF GAE 23 gett GAREE
B34 GAZ FA AP Ao, DARHANA
7S AU ARAE|AAe] dAE wad o
I, IRt B4 718 §9 B ¥, A%e A
A AHEI FASHA A NSRS B B
¢ FTE A= BFRYE dED Jon B F
It Brenner, Hodel, Roder, Corrigan, 1992).

GARZNME ARAMGAIY HHE F8A] o7
o, A7}t A= ArR A2 dAl(dysfunctional stages of
processing)®] HEH FH T X8E FoA 971
ot Ul ABRXE] dAlA A=) "3 Fo
3R B33, o7t A HE FuEes AsAd
4, RO A4, Nde] ¥4, gAEA, vy §
o Aoz g F7] WEolcKGreen, 1993).

Heff AEEH $A4EE AT A Pye
&AHhead injury) $5E tAroE sk Ay
o2 RE We 9% Wit a3ng v A
A3 FAEES A% AERYPLS oguky A2y
(general stimulation approach), thA]- o] ¥(substitu-
tion-transfer approach), 3552] &<-9](behavioral
learning principle) 5] ZA| 37} WEko g Gnt
o] HAAE + Utk WA A=Yl M wEE 2l
dEH 2L B3 AAH FNE nAAY B
3|3 Ft diAl-HolYol M= FAEA BEE
AR Y3l AAH FefE wASAY BRasH
3}7] Boks tibA )l M =FE-S(alternative strategies
for achieving goals) St&AA H-3-& FHA71H 3}
T Aolth. &5 7198 FHf o Aoy 7)
Aol Aol A FAe A4, HAY2E ZL 9
A9l 3R ZE{(external aids)o|} 7] &FE AojH
A Rohs Ao olu|AE #§3A dh= (visual
imagery as a mnemonic) 'Y Fo] L HTHGreen,
1993).

T3+ 19733 ol Meichenbaum¥} Cameron-& %A1 8
Iy FALE0] &7)-&(self-verbalization) & =&
FHHA Fo =M Foliukdistractibility) & Y &
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Aot B 73H K Bellack, et. al., 1999). EF9]
g deldA s AAAHA Bt A s ¥ &
F718 0= @249 F7)(motivation)dl] FHE Fol,
FAH Ev dojF BAE F3 @A7F Al A
Fet Y& FUY & YA Ik o] FEL
HEEQl A=diolut tiAl-HopHal=s del #xE9]
HAAHA T8 A= Fol Bold Holgt &
2t} Liberman HA] AlZtaA e} #e], Wisconsin
Card Sorting Test] 3o o] FH A XA
(instruction)9} HAF 72E T3 Fovid F1&
Y F ok Budl¥ckLiberman & Green,
1992). o= o|TE 3} 0] 3]/4(1997)°] Brenner2]
IPTE AAS o7 AeAtdd H=goA 9 {2
v§ F2E& BasHa, AP LY TFH199
Brenner®] IPT2} SIITAIQI AX| &3}, A AIZE A
o3 xAaBET XA B HE AFER Edl
2 AR 22 IRE ERE ol Aok B AT
= 71Ee] £33 1y 9, ZF YA dAje
A Yeh ks 1A AdES] AR, A9 F4 F
Hg FiL 9P NE/AG B 228 A9
7ol Algel] thd ARy 22bg F3ATIAL,
T3 78 o £ URE JAAWFH H2E A
Sk QAYEAY TP L FE JEHY F
9 g XzheY, A=Y, F4H AlnsY F )
20458 A3 {FAo] BRE FI Uk wHAE
AR WA & T2 oW B ABH 4
Bofl Ao} AL, AAT R diAFY, Al 2
A3 Abarel] oig Azte] FM % fAE FEE 4
Al 8 oSt gtk & AXYFAR T2 31
AMe £y gAY 2¥E FANYH, FE
it AP Bol AR AAAFAY T2
a#2 9A $FRYH A dAH 2L i
on, YUty 2SI A PFFo AdEYelE A
L8t =HHt

-
R

£ A7 dia2 81Uy AFAE dAdF
TAHANEDY BAES WFo R syt AAYE
A1 19983 9g14URE] 999 1€20471A] < 5
NE 293) FRHIFTF H 1.53]) AN Z23Yy
o2 F 10%9(gA2Y, ox1:89)e], DSM-IV 7]&9o
2RI o g gk, fxEo] A&Hos I
7Hitk AgollE F 1290 IVHloy 29o] ¥
IATHAE 19, HY 19). AAWFAH2= 1999
d3Y 174 RE 7€ 2197H4 < 570€ 188)7) F
HIFF e 093]) AAF T2 IYOE, DSM-IV
71Eo 2 AiEgy oz ek, F 69(EAk2,
o2h4)0) A&HH o R AP AHSole F 109
o] FMg oL} 4vo] getgrkelRay: 21, A%
29). HEAe A7EH EHL ® 13 Zrh

1. Ty ol7Ey &Y

Z2a3 A" AA Y2
L (n=10) (n=6)
O T 2 2
o 8 4
a  #HA 40.20(8.36) 41.00(3.03)
8 #Hed) 12.10(1.91) 11.67(2.58)
477K 18.70(7.89) 16.67(4.97)
HHBEZFUD
A
Frte

JAPFAY 2P F2 HAPNEIE &
g9 Fo| % XNzed, A5 WEFY, 94y, &
A AT T FAE FHE PR FLHH
(dependent variable)24] KWIS2] 571%] 3193 %,
Trail making A/B, Wisconsin Card Sorting Test& A}
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SUEGY BXE 8 AXWSAHE T2 Snjof 25t o H7

|k JAYFAE T2 0We T2 DHARHLUE
Y A=Y ARA elM e AAAZ, oAta
T 2 dAsHe TN/ FAE FHE g F
HHAo2A ofAlAF Aol Uiy AT E AMS
Aot 2 H=5L AFRY v g

(1) WCST(Wisconsin Card Sorting Test): Robert
K. Heaton®] Wisconsin Card Sorting Test Computer
Version-2 Edition(1993)-& AR&3ch 10719 3ta
AL AHEHC

(2) KWIS(Korea Weschsler Intelligence Scale): Z
B3 AEd (1963)50] A7 = d& A
SAARE AHSRTE Fo08, 3FY §& S A

3 A, FFA, 2L v, ERR) 59 57}
A NI TE AR

(3) Trail Making A/B: Reitan (1958) ol 2J3} »)
g Aot AojH, A2t Fo|HF Y vIztsi)

(4) AT HE: o] (1996) Fol NuEd o
AT HEE AT F 12808 FAF gl
ony, eRRleY] T& Ex deE|, ERHEY), &%
82 9 0|3 & Wrishs BHEZ FAEH Ak W
HYX]E+= Cronbach ¢ = 834t}

(5) izl A x: Mateer(1989) To) F2 ¥&A+
$AtEthead injury) €& YO Z AAF oi2PE3
(pool of pragmatic behaviors)2} WAl 3)F(utterance

E 2. AXYSAE Z20310] WB

3 7] T2 a8y ¢ H 3
1 =) AN gR) Gl tHiF 27 D orientation
2 FMAE] EA A7|e Arjad
14 orientation trainingl/2: A7k, Ad, Al digt Ay AA F
(123 FoFR)
56 gEHE7|12 - dRU Azt tiF orientation, R RUEY] At AAEY
(7123 o4, FFY )
18 Hans Card WEEHI2 - @7HA TE 2717] o9 EAHFE WHER 4%
(selective attention, F2|AF F&)
Brenner Card HHEH1/2/3 - 7HA] & 2714 EAAFE WH/EF A%
o (selective attention, J5E Fd)
1213 AzkdE F-A 12 - FARE AREY 2714 O¥E BT st A, Aoly FA 9
EE (selective attention, |2} &)
14-15 AzhHd F&3/4 - ‘E8]8 Folal (selective attention)
16-18  AMEHE - AL FH (FYRFY, YAABAA A= 75 F-)
19 ABa IAZ AF AeAA, A
20 71EY ANE™ A
] ) e
21:22 £A9)$7) A - BlE/ARE 997] (visual & spatial memory F&) g
7198 Fd - YA A5 Qe F5 - HAAHOE FES 57 W] A HEIE
23-24 (verbal memory ¥&) A&

25-26  M|F AVl FAEE B Foj, £5H &7 (abstractive thinking F)

27-28  &£GEo|AY, FE0]2o] thr] (abstrct thinking, concept formation F&)

29 2% A2 Y sharing
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24 - lget

E 3. XS 2320 &

3 7 T 21949 & H|
1 AAABA 8 i3 270 F orientation
ag&e] ekl ¥4, 74, #eksill - 190 ey A

2 O.H.PA
(emotional perception ¥¥1) i

aP49 Bl B4, 244, Beker)2 - 2A1E1 Y 3RH 4EAE
(emotional perception ¥#H2)
849 el B, A, HYs13 - 241Gl RAA FsAg
(emotional perception F&3)
40 el BA, 744, selsr|a - 3AEel Y BAe 4EAe

M) O.H.PA
(emotional perception F#4) i

N3k A3to] BALE 13HE BT o)l

=

OHPALE

O.HPAHE:

6 (social perception/judgement F&1)

7 ojmigt 4ol BAE 19-E B A3l Y X A2
(social perception/judgement F&2)

g ofujgt Aol AN 19E B ol A X 303
{social perception/judgement F#3)

5 B BAEY dEG2-3nehl - Aol AdigelA Ag A=
CRESIMESA- 1) AHE

10 2t Zolo) ERAE AF(5-6uttl)2 - 2o} FopiA de AT
(JALEE 7128 ED) A8

. ZIRARQ] AR ER 2 B19A S EaE R7E
R A7 9 2E8EH) AHg

2 7he& AARE A ojo] dh= dE A=
(A A2 9 28 A

3 718 FAY £4¢ wol oig o] BRFE 1] olopr] dtar, AHA
3 3l 71 (AL 2 2EE™H)

14 BAHE Fob A7), AviSIA™ Y olob] 8§17, A STV
(@AA7 2 BRI

(s 2 AloAN 2Ed2 B AR olopy], 23 R3] AF
(FAAZ 5 #HFA 5)

6 Aale] 8 7ol s} Holrm o]obr] &17]
(AR tg AZE-D)

17 F8 7R3 a0 wt2E Aol Akl tis HojH 1 o]ofr] 3}

(A A o) g A2t ERE2)
18 QUAAFA & vpF2] 9 sharing

act)9} ojdPFo] thofA(variety of speech acts)®] oA &3] BY 4 Y= YukH WHEE Fxshod
slelaE, a8lm U Ay Aol iz ZF 15714 A YE-S HEATKSohlberg & Mateer,
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UEEYE EXHE /IE IXIYSKE T2l Snlo| TS & o

1989). = 7} §E-& 53 JHAEE AME3l AA3
FAY T2 9 AARKYGAE +E 33zhs B
A E - 19 2910 BTk WAHY
2%l Cronbach ¢ = 88 o0, FAXIF ABA S
r= .820]{t}

Alske] WAy

SA AN ABAE A JUFA FAEF UA|
FEAYE T2 W17 27 gasitha YzEEs @
2HEE X BAHEY, ANAE TIAL ABARIZL
QB )9 3o F3) 13} A(screening)
stck =7 231F WS B ABUEY] 5719
WIE & HF IIEY WRIYe Ak

ANy FANGT 2 I A W &

(1) AAYFANY =810 FA L

AAYFAY T2TB10] HEL AHRH E 2
o} 2ok

(2) AxFEANY2e] NS
UAYFAHE Z2 73020 HE-E 4 HA &3

5 2o

Atee W By

E A7 Al AXYEAE =213 2
o EHE HF3H] A8 AAYeAY Zeady |
¥} 28] AAs} AbFol]l WCST, KWIS, Trail Making
A/B, AIAE S, dAFHTE Friat ALY
A AAHT #38 27 SPSS PC+ 6.00] 23]
A Yt

& o
CIX|MSAE T2 7219| F3}

(1) WCST(Wisconsin card sorting test)

JAFFAY 2719 AR, ALF 44 A
A AEREGo] FoulstA F7IHI, HA LFF, L&
%, vlRE QR%7t FoulstAl AUk AMF
U8 & 49} )

E 4. WCST2| AM/ALE #7}

. A A AL E :

WCST H% (rLlO) (n=10) paired-t
A A2 (wotal correct) 55.75(18.19) 66.38(14.35) 257
A 254 (total error) 68.38(24.57) 58.25(20.06) -2.39*
L% % (percent error) 54.25(17.54) 46.13(14.62) -2.48*
R&EQF % (percent pe.) 20.38(10.77) 20.88( 9.39) 0.17
HIR4&Q R % (percent n.e.) 33.75(17.16) 25.00(10.18) -2.87
WdA Ael% (percent c. p.) 29.75(23.55) 36.25(23.13) 1.06
AAH WF4 (catories completed) 1.88( 2.30) 1.75( 2.05) -0.20
A WEFY4 A34 (trials to complete Ist ca.) 78.38(55.41) 73.63(52.99) -0.21
A4 F9] (failure to maintatin set) 1.00( 1.31) 1.88( 1.55) 2.20
8}43}7] (learning to learn) -9.61(21.63) -4.56( 4.63) 0.42

HHEEHUAD
* pl 05
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(2) KWIS &34

ANWEAYE Tzadle) AW, AFE Z37ATY
KWIS?) 5709} S914=8e) A4} fejnjaiA w
S5A agtch AT NeL E 59 ek

H 5 KWISS| APE/ALE Hot

KWIS A A A+ % .
SRR (n=10) (e1p)  PAredt
C 9.13(1.96) 875(2.44)  -50
T E A 11.63(2.62) 12.38(1.25) 1.67
I A 9.38(3.30) 11.13(2.90) 1.01
vl A7) 9.50(2.14) 10.13(2.10) 1.49
Eupsy)| 9.88230)  1L.13290)  1.36

HHBEFZHA

(3) Trail Making A/B &3

AP LR ARE, AFE ZAHAT
Trail Making A/B o] FA T Fo|u|§ HSE
Bolx grshrh. A 8- & 63 it

F 6. Trail Making2| AFX/ALE EH7T}

Trail AL A A 3

. paired-t
Making (n=10) (n=10)
A 54.13(14.97) 53.00(21.45) -14
B 139.75(44.08)  159.88(66.82) 1.66

CIX|YEXig =2 32| Fut

1) ‘=Y FH

AAYFAE TP A, AR FHEF o)
sty e] AAMHS7E fefmidAl 37 A =8
HA =T AIFEA W3 3], F=A4, W9 F
A, Lg3) olo)7}7)(tum taking), S1H TS| A
A, 2o g, dige] gF Fol FelvistA F7t
HUL, dge olgko] {ojustA ZHaFo| it
Aol flol AR Aol wjg- FAHAHU Wt o
g€ ¢+ Aok

B 7. CHEtpEOl ARM/ALE H7t

A A A
3 = J b paired-t

(n=6) (n=6)
@ ol 79

230(0.67) 2.90(0.89)  -2.45
@ wiglojd 9] 240(0.55) 2.90(0.74)  -2.24

® blocking 4.10(0.22) 3.80(0.98)  0.74
@ A4 o|gt 3.60(0.65) 3.100042)  -3.16"
® 9% 320(027) 3.500.61)  -1.50

® &8 (prosody)  2.20(0.45) 2.80(0.27)  -3.21

@ AL &3 2.00(0.35) 2.90(0.55)  -4.81

AZHA 1.80(0.27) 3.100096)  -347°
© 54 1.90(0.74) 3.100.89)  -3.21°
@ wrgo] HA™A 250035 330(0.76)  -4.00°
@ turn taking 1.90(0.22) 2.40(042)  -3.16"

@ oA"Y ZHAEA  2.100.22) 3.0000.61) -4.81"

@ 2o zz| 230(0.45) 3.40(0.65)  -5.88"

@ oiskel thFd  1700027) 290(055)  -6.00"

© FA Qg3 o]F 2.50(0.50) 2.00(0.00) -2.24

A A5 32.0(6.34) 46.4(2.88)  -6.92"

BHEZHZD
* p 05, **p{ 01

2) ‘raF 34

AAHFFAR T2 29 M, AR 3237 19
A Az o Foluld Ho] MIE HolA|
skeh ZAAR Wee & 83 A

E 8. QA8 ARM/ALE HIL

A A A ¥

H T ired-

| (n=6) (n=6) paired-t

AL E 14.0(5.24) 15.4(5.41) -0.76
HHBZHAL
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ARGy fXHE 9I8 XSRS =220 Salo| B o o

= o

£ dAFoA RN EEE RS AR AT
AABFAYE T2 P& HAAE A3, AA, AR Y
FAE 22010 M=

WCSToA 2kzke] AAH HEA4 9] F3lo] UFH
Atk A, ARNYFAY Z2aPW20 A= h3taA
HzoA A 7HA u|de 3] iAol AU
a#y 3 Rl(measure)d] NZAES} AHIEO] FA,
F%o| B T HFHAC] JAUBE ofF =
2o &xe] M= P2 dFE 5 ¢l
. 539 A9 #2l 2Age] B} o] Fojxok &
Zo|th.

B d79 oulg Yz 2obd, AR, AAPFA
X8 T2aRE =tel ARG R
A AABIA, AAH AP FAE 223 A
A& Bokths Aotk €4, &9 UE wiAR
A)(cold cognition)® oh e} A}3]Q)A|(social cogni-
tion) & THEAFAEEY §xEo] AA AR
A HAE F dE KA ATl el F4 8
o 1 &3 9 URisle] AEE FIAFIE =Y}
Hohs Zolth E¥ ol2jd A7 EAE] FHE 9
Sauzle] HAEIY BASNA A2 AA4F
Q QA FEAYE T2 aYPo] /AE 5 A& Aotk
B a7 ARd e oheat 2ok AR, & g7l
AP 220 19 F¢ %3 2PEO= &
Az Mo 2 FHE Fol, 2} AR DA
o NSAEE PRy, 1 7%E A 2 N
A7 Yo AAZE SFEY ST AAvL
Aok ¥Ry A FRAYGe ofF 7)50]
A7t Bl A Fo] ulg BEHET JHA AE
olu} e T A3 ¥ ol¢he] ANE
220z 3oz, 9} fdo] 27| AAAHRER
a3 EEolME HEA %E F UAE A 2
th 2o 9X vAA 2y FH =29
& MEsty AFsne Yol Moz HWay
ZA Bth dEEC] FoY Fd9 ALE 23H F
9)(focused attention), ¥ F-2}(divided attention), A

42 FO|(sustained attention), A& A F2(selective
attention) T F2]¢] FHEE A&t T2 1Y
o] 7§, AAl, HFE oo & Aelth. ol A7t &
A3 =HAUE o, BFRY L, T ¥R =
2+ ol gzl 780l B Py £43] 2
T U ZHolrth

A, AR YFAHY T2 20| A B}y HE
3A) AF3]Q1A|(social cognition)e] & HY, dEE
o] A A x|ZHemotional perception), A}Z]Z EA|(so-
cial schema), t]*}7}<&(coping skill) 59 FH& F
Aoz HAsT o] ol MMzl EbFH T2
g ghEojol & Aolth =37 ARYRIR](social cogni-
tion)e] EIE SAHAY F Y& B} 5§34 A A
N2e FAHEF AA Mol w9 AlFGT HA
otk AR, ¥ ZEae] AXPFAE T2 TP 1
7 2 25 FAHcontrol group)-& AHESHA] ¥t
th= Aojttk. a3 g B xg2 3o F5hEo] Azt
o] Ao B AA2Y FYof MERIA, AgEA
T B7HE AE & 5 U

A, AR B EFAYE T2 1ol A E AL E
Y #xEe AL 53 T2 IOM2ME 61
2 ulg Hoj A g dvislel glof g Mg W
1 Utk

OAR, AAAGe] Bl Aot YrtAtF(gener-
al stimulation) “Hol] &% WiEFHo] F2 Pol &
9l A Zrh a8y 5o gade e 2
A2 Frio] Ui Bl AAIHA A9 H 8ol
a3 A @ E3F Hol-th X|(transfer-substitution)
Aol o3 BAES] AAH AEE BFHE T
= dE B0 HIY2E FL gHHU =TE
(extrnal aids)®] AR} NEE of$- 223 7ERI7T QL
= A 2k

otz 71z gl AAEEH A= AAH
Z¢(cognitive deficits)oll ThE 77t 2R GA|
o & A 2o = A9} go] d= FAURE
B 3AE9 HALE FHoFA A H(vulnerability indica-
tor) 24 AHEE & UE UARAH FAleEe FUd=
7123 Aol WA Mg olof & ot EF o]
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o] A7olA 718AHA F8F AXF FolEH A
3 gl gideA Jig, BANZ e B84 S
e ATEE A ojoF & Aotk °]F dTE
o] B} HA|Hog ojFo|W w PPN &
A€ A% Bo AAHo|n felHolw, AEHQ
AAPYFAY 2da z2T30] /iEE 5 A& A
ojt}.
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A Study on the Outcome of Cognitive-behavioral
Rehabilitation Program for Chronic Schizophrenics

Myung-Shig Kim - Young-Ran Lim
Department of Clinical Psychology in Yongin Mental Hospital

This study is to investigate the outcome of the cognitive-behavioral rehabilitation programs for chronic
schizophrenics, and supply basic data for the cognitive-behavioral rehabilitation program. The subjects were 16
patients (4 male and 12 female patients), at the Rehabilitation Center in Yongin Mental Hospital. Their diagnoses
were chronic schizophrenia according to DSM-IV. The cognitive-behavioral rehabilitation program 1 was
administered to 10 patients (male:2, female: 8) from 1998. 9. 14. to 1999. 1. 20; the cognitive-behavioral
rehabilitation program 2 was administered to 6 patients(male: 2, female: 4) from 1999. 3. 17 to 7. 21.

Statistical analysis of the results revealed that there was no significant change in the scores on the 5 subscales
of KWIS (arithmetic, similarity, digit span, digit symbol, and block design), before and after the cognitive
behavioral rehabilitation program 1, while there was a significant change in the scores on the 4 WCST subscales.
Specifically, the total number of errors, error %, non-perseverative error % were significantly reduced. And
following the cognitive-behavioral rehabilitation program 2, only the communication process scores were
significantly improved. The attention and perceptual accuracy and communication ability of chronic scizophrenics
were slightly improved following the program. In the future, more internally and externally valid and reliable
cognitive-behavioral rebilitation program should be developed and the selection and research of outcome measures

are needed.
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