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A o] gJobarlol] FHA moladstgo] SuslE
F ol g 2ot Qe ol g Fasho,

a2 $eviebsl B4 ﬂlq-°}°!l g d4d 2
(Aal%, 1970 : 244, 1972 : A x=l, 1973) 0]} =)
Sobst Faote] folr 4% H-L}%wu SECES
(ojol, 1985) % Alslshne 2o} BAE YAohe =
MpEagol BY ATFE T3l vlokd Aol
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A, v|&o} ool g} abato} ofulv o] molabs at
S0l ko) 7} 31-& Aol k.

£, v]<o} olojuis} ababel ofmiy o] =4 A
clzloll& 2ol 7 A& Aol

A, 2otdsaes 24 A A oe AR
A7} A& Aok

5. 80{2| 9

DOMSEE : 2ot A4S RoAFE Y F ko
A oolg i ot ol F2, Ye), A 1Y,
gotell gt 44 #F, dotste] Feo] Hef ol o}
o ojaf LA s 5 22 oty Wb 54 &4
A& veplle J5oz2 7495 MIPIS(Mother—
Infant Play Interaction Scale) 2] A42 2 =& o}
Bl Aoz A47t 245 FF AU otz g
<+ vebdct

BN a2 ool AAF} ol Alo) ALz A
o4 A H ooz Ao AAl =Al2] of ofol o §F
ol 2] & ¢]v] =24 o 2 (Semantic Differential Scale)
ZA%e A4t 245 2T FAAL S
Ehdic},

6. 72| Mgty

2 A7 AgAL AAS 2EE A 4Ao
v Al ote] Al Al zto]l & 32idtA] £t Aol
.

. 2OMAE B E

Ro} FAl A7} Alol ¢} 71 olelgln 373t HA
24 7A4-ol}(bonding) ofl #(attachment) o} 2} %
gy o] S5 FALol= A ETH o, A
|7} W2 =o] Qo opF-o] ZdollA] Bl JEE 8
A3l FHE YA AL 2o4FE 71 2H A
Rohlet XA APE FUsA st A
A7 diete] 71371 flch(Bigner, 1985). 23 meo}
BAlE AdH, AAMH EAF 2d oJojo} FAA 4

E 1.0

EaH §4E A £7] ofotete] Alolel] o}l Al
Fg FAN Fdgles 43289 Az YA
2852 Rolgsaee AW Aui7h ol Al7ke|
Aol Bet 444 WL Fotd WA @
As=lo] S53 o} FAF ¥4 A7 HBelski, 1984 :
Thomas & chess, 1977).

=3 oty 27) ohE Ao A wetEia ole el
AA 24 dole £53He] ohd 5EH YK Aol
o Foll 24 FA e A5 EE 2 4+ Ue 5HE )
A2 Qo] oty oz RE S AT HITHoE
uhg g gatol)a) SAo A F A 222 EF5Fe
2 A 4£EE F=3t7l5 gk (Thomas & chess,
1977 : Tulman, 1981). Bigner(1985) ol ¢ 3 = o} %
A 43 AF, 28, sl AAlEA 2 AL 8
T FEA)A A2 A P Fo) AdAsle
A328 AAlojun] wolgd szt A B4 Y
A Al 0] 7] Aol 452G 7 Aol &g HTEQ,
whg-ALE, 38 RolZt Y FAE A A4S A
243 AAE A45n FodAs} f7grlole] 43 n
3 W ghel] 7|2 & 52k ghef,

o]} 7L 2 olatd 249 H(quality) & F7] o}-5-¢
583 o e s Baje] glo] Ul R -
2] B3 2E FAEL obFe] AAA AoH 5 §
Aol ol & g olFwe ZuolA £d] &
ot sz ol o8] FA=E 2ol BA U UH

o] sicte R B2 thalEo] Baslm 9leH(Pettis &
Bate, 1984 : Schneider —Rosen, 1984 : Sroufe,
1985).
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2o} AL oi$ F)gHlAAE deiol HHAE
22 9l7) Aol ol4aatgol Baisle a9 e o
oshe] ehabgobe chz Al F3sof ok,

Barnard(1974)oll )39 2ol 52t gl Fodshe
208 A, o) B4z A A, £, 9
= 2e)3 29 ojojuelAl Agahe S 710 E, &
A, ool iy} gelesA Az, AA 54, A4,
ofuluiz AWM Age) ke, ool Ul B4,
Pl o S 2ol Welsh 48716 5E AN Rk

(1) dobe] 54
Jotsl E4E Told s e bFolvh ¥ B9l
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ks
35,1978). &, ojole] Aol oinjr] o] 52 oj kg W
or] ojuju o] Blx9} P52 ol B4 o8 #H
8HA] o 3kg vl Ao g e Foldta
c}(Bigner, 1985, Brazelton, 1983 ; Thomas & Che-
3, 1977). =38 ofvir] ] Folol] g o2} WAz} =24
P& ool AT 9l 29 ofe] g4 Foll el Jet-&
45 B3] AE7] 27]9] Rolo] &L mol4s G
& 2247 olzg gAsted FAY WA} U
gk (Ludington—Hoe, 1977). 3.8y u]4ole] &4
& ol )ol Al Qlof wl$- F 2 & A7 o] v (Goldberg et
1, 1979) $71& Agsle Ao Adeldoz o5
Jololl chsled HAIHo 2 AH ez o|x Fu]7}
2" oo 1, dol Y B3H4H ~EHA 94 F
2 9lsle] X woddlalel(Parenting disorder)& 7§
sto 2 upstely ol vl golell Al A o] AF R 2 2 A
Ag o] & =74 H}(Klein & Stern, 1971 : Sch-
mmitt & Kempe, 1975). vl 4o} ojnj & 224, 24
q 58, g4 A Ago AL P v 5, HA
#F WA d57E 2As o] vlgols ARA S o
A vlgoles 543 715 Aozl glols A Aol 4
HotA Y £ o5 o) F et o} 3 £F (Battered
“hild Syndrome) 2.2 ¢l &l ¥ ol AUl 45 9)
F ool 2ol A BAIZE JAHGn sle AP HQ
N7k71o) (Sensitive period) ®.o}7} 225 7] o Lo
A7}t gololl Al 24 ofa-g LAA TR £3AH
47 et Lo} (Klaus & Kennel, 1982).

53] A7 H A& oy HEo] Ropiia g F
28 g4 qolx 73l A4l oole} A7)} 27
g o] o5}z mlgro} olu{L] o] 7§, vlote} whadzlx|
2 ozt Aol g =7 5o F-ej7jzle] AejHd 45 4
Hel A7 A4dzto g Qs wol HFAE ARSA A
33 &b (Cramer, B., 1982). =3} Blake(1975) ] &}
sted mlgote] EUF 19 ofnive] 24 Y5 AW
stA-Ewl vlgote] wbg, Al & QA shed] U7tslaAl
23] Yol x BTt JHH oz FAHF BE
Yol A3 38 + gol AAA oz AHA = o]
det AN AE ZA = dba o] H Aol e 2 Mzt
AT} o) BE SR AYE RS AT S ¢
7| slFoll %, TE, 88 5 vlgole] AlAH o
5uhg £33t o sl Field(1982) & vl <ol &
L3, yolA k-3 A 8}dl o g A= va 7

3L
%

e8] A21d A1

dHol AF 3ol el dxe £7] A gl 47 &
FAHAL tAHA7 717t iRt stgick 23 0%
obe o o2 FAAA FolA oozl W §
obgte AAY ol 7] Aol 43243 x ° 5F
# o| c}(Stern & Hidebrandt, 1985).

(2) 24 A7

dAlZ 2ok H2g FAHS A A AFE o)l
€ F2ollA Falo of g G EE 2 sl wislkg o
o APopAe 2143 B, 25 L Ao
FEeANEE #7E g% HAH Hgo] HasA
H(Meleis & Swendsen, 1978). 2 Fol|Ax HEFql
24 gL oz kfdlx F2AA AE FE
Aoz B4 Aol G AYL T84 F4, 434
A%, el 27t &3 F2iH oA, A58k P, =}
Alel A7) 7b5 o2 2 AHFUdwd Aol 71z~ =
o}, Rubin(1977) & 24 922 Ful(mimicry), 9%
Z(role play), #4(fantasy), & —EA}— 7| z=2}A
(introjection—projection—rejection) 2] 2.4 #
A7 A9 ot AF AHA 55 ol q 7}
A< 8 ZelaAle Ay ctx stgic}, Thorton 3}
Nardi(1975) el &3 7]&3 oA=& 24 42 413
BE A7 AFL Holet A n{FE AFee
Floll Al B 4 9lor o] xtAle] e sl §
AHoz Y7stn AFUH delo Balg 2o 94
SE A Fsta obrl el 243 4 8 4] 7] (formal sta-
ge)oll Eol7} 9% Zukz}(role partner) o} &7 =2k
45§ Aedg wWT A i} FUA 7 A2 eta 5
At olel] 7o} FAo] Rjts]] £ai oo B
I FA4E U= SEd Tl AolelAl oS g 2
22A HAH8R] Zivhs Aoz FHAztsd $2Fo
wlx) Al #c}(Clark & Affonso, 1976 : Jenkins &
Westhus, 1981).

Sheehan(1981)2 24 A4 ¥&-& & 5ol gloj4 9
A zte] o] H g9} 7|che] x}po}aH(Self—image)& F
A& HA 877 A A o) Fr4x19 2 77 &

B 7tol YA =n] o &l za} zpolate] B5ol
45 AN ETol AR 917] Aol oj2A ®
o2 3t

ols}ido] =4 AAlZte] AL Al £ALE
Aoz A7t Fatel A YA o ofell Y
ojm 2o Aimage)E ol 48T o s P57,
Ab4-7) Falolle A32ql o ols} 543 24 o ¢Ale

ol o
A=



Z1Rell A 2} 8 cfotet ofmirf 2 29 AFAl e 2 F4 o)
o] F3}Al El of, oel Al Al AAlY o}z 4]
o ool &l QlajshAl Hok A2 24 AL ofniy]
8} oolote) el HoldME B4 A5 BAlY ¥
A% ez 24 A7 G52 FAHH molib s
4o A YAHEHE 2ol BAle AE o2 Ao
ok ol AL dotel it FAHH H4, oiviyzA =
Alell sHg T =l F4oz 389 (Rubin, 1984 :
Walker, 1986).

Ald o} A17] F-qholl 2A A7 FA4E AR A o
T Y5 E Jeh ol $28 J2 oote] S
e glch o213t ot E4dol it =4 g A}
A B2 o2 ofote] AlAlAert qhie] Haisl 2y
%% 5 olvi(Adams, 1963) 4%, £, vi4, MYz
Az e Q28 zA(biological regulation) & &
b H 304 ot ol s Aol o gk v| MR
% Saunder(1969) & )23} 315t} =& ¢jo} k5ol
Wik 24 7)go] BF3T AN EEo] Frls
o uleld 24 AF 2 Fe] Adslo] el A7 Y
Aol ZAolg 7hx e volr} 2§ el sk 7 3ol
sotzlck= A »3nH v UcHSheehan, 1981 :
Mercer, 1981). &3] n|&olel Z4kql 749 £4bub7]
4x chokg Auo) g AP =7 FUMH 2 3] o
Wt QA K Qe vl ol hFEdl e g A4
719 2E2E oA He odus AR Aoz
24 Al g M S8 Gl Wislsln v
o}t 5 2t 8ol o -2 F7| = c}(Benfield, 1976 ; Bla-
ke, 1975 ; Cramer, 1982 ; Haper, 1976 ; Kaplan &
Manson, 1960 : Minde, 1978, 1979, 1980 : Newman,
1980). =& ml<olol el EAF e mo} FAE n
sote] AlAlA H A A &l g ojri] o =g o
A, 7hEolvt g9 A=A, HAY JFA AY »
ahobrie} olmlis) B 54 FH A =4 Aol ut
2t S A "ok 319 <H(E. A, Mason, 1963).

I. oAt
1.7 ot
oot © 244 AF o] 2.5kg =|ate] A} QALA)
Bl 717ko] 385 wiqte 2 AAelr} ohuin) A H A

o]} uv|&rolee] Ao gl 24 5% Apgar score
7} 7ol 4l mlgrolz 28] ojnju] g} Rel s o] wg 7o

A A7 B4 R3S Wwa B YF 4~6F o] v
ol 22|9¢ A7 WE ¢ Al ote}l ¥ Ex 2A A3} A
A4, A AAR o] gl A& AA sl

Qratobg : &8 A Al Fo] 2.5kg ol Abeolw] ] AlA x|
717ko] BF o4z H#Ahels} by AAMH A gto]
v Aol glm &4§ 589 Apgar score} 7 o] 4l A
723 Aotz AF 4~6F kol oAt FE A8l AT
g3 Al obs W B 2AA I AlalE, HAH 3
Ado] gl AU E AA sl

2. A7 HX

BEX} Y AT A AHEE Fol7] §
3te] 434 e FA Y A H 23 AS A ARl
-5 MIPIS A &oll eidt S Faig waket. 1987
A 79200 48] 1549 motEdide e BN Faig
He 23 859 AAEE et 4 A

A2 0 1987d 8% 108 9930 7HA S
ol A ATl g AA 71 Fol 355 & ghatol 265 v)
Sot12% 2 e FeHos AT mold s AR
FYE F A F2Usd Ao A, 7w, &
atgel, 24k ol tiste] B3l7] 9 5be] utatol 129 )
ulgol 129 ke 4oz ofnjolA A7 23 g
Agste] Fol & A7 EAF =4 HA el
B ALAA THAES @ F AAL G 28T Yol
A FRrE AFASA FRFE Adad selAZtE
15~202-7t 5o} ot & 288 akzie) ghAl B3
et

LT ET

DOMERRE &F TR (Mother—Infant Play Inter-
action Scale : MIPIS) : oj={u o] =2lzh4d, oJole) ubg
2e]x 2ottt g A A4S ZA 5] 98t 15719
gFoz 7z g2 5 dk-go 7§ o} 54 A
22 FA48 EFo|c) o] = E 7|A 2 B 23]
Asld AFAE AE7te 38 =79 HEo g &
g wol AAATY Ak 85F dPed, B A7
o g 3 A3 dFAet BAAZE Al 8 5 & Spear-
man—Brown §A| £ A4l ols] A A& A4 99§ o
ek £ Alslx A5 WA 434 7 A7 3 Cro-
nbach o .92l 2 32 Az L4 % 6~8F9 2o}
ol A A1-&3 &, Choi (1986) 2l il 4 Cronbach



a.98F v F9ic)

o|D| D2 (Semantic Differential Scale) : 24 A
A7E &A 3] ke onizie RAH 24l
ojololl tHg ol={ ] QA E &3¢ =T 2 Osgood,
Suci, Tannanbaum ¢} ¢|v] o] LY F g F=}7} 8 4 8}
o 2E 1370 2oz 72 §EF5Y Aoz T4
H likert Type &) =72 A2l 5§ A58} HAsted &
o] W3 d343-g AR A olmi 24 Al o
g Q1 %] & Cronbach « .74, zFA1 9] o o}oll &k QA=
Cronbach «.83.2. 2 v}ebxkeh. Walker(1986) 2] o 7ol
A 7zt 859} . 771 %l ch

AXtEEM Yy

vl &ol 73} qhatole] FAANE BAHCz va B
438l7] $13ted AubE BAJo) sHeted x2—testE £4
dgew £79 mopasALn A A A
o] & FAE7] H3ted & AT NS Ao
ATFREZZAE BoFA 97| wlFoll ¥ Z4FAY
(nonparametric statistics)?l Mann—Whitney U—
test & AH&EH (o] & a= .05FF ol A m=12 n2=12

izt etsl A A2l A1

odu Uzt 278 vebdch), =8 Ropdzat g3 24
A7 QA Axote] AJ|AE A3 A
Spearman Rank Correlation & AH&-3t gt}

NV.o7dn

1. Table 14 BEuls} 2ol clAb=le] vl &4
o2 Bolaiatge g & FUEL HF2A o
Yol odaig ubatolFoll 4 3T A8 28.17, vlgrol-Tell
A B¢ 48 30.082 v]&ole] 4t Fot BAAL
2 fo@ Aol ggict 2% £F2 FE 2F 1FE
olatel mEEHE Yelfon KT, Balelde
FA47YEY 5, 1EYe, AEVIR Ao x
I-test2 FF& vlng A Aty UutH 4L
STl A F-23 2ol 7}k gldch,

2. 7 ()& A5 S A7 vlgol RolE3} ato}
Rolgel 2olats g2 Table 2064 2 u}sl 7o)
akatol mobF wolA 3 AHE HF A4+ 60.750 L U
Gol RolE ReolduAE HEF H4t 47.3322
Mann—Whitney U—test 2 £A& 24 A3 Uzt 2l
2 FERE F98 zbol 7} 912& el

(Table 1) The comparison of the Subject Characteristics of two groups

Variables Full;(:erm gr:/oup Prerlr\}(a)ture gr;oup ) P

: i ‘j] ;sz; §§ 2 g; 2 g 0.1714 0.6788
S

% 9 ; g ; ig i g; 0.0 1.000

o

4 o ;,_r 13 g g 3: 0.0 1.000

oA i ; » > . 01875 066

3 fi ;Li :}3 2 £ ; i’g 0.0 1.000

7 Z 7 ;

%} o) j 7{ z lg ?3 2 ;g 0.0 1.000

e 3 if : - ; . 0.0 1.000

-4 7

Aél" %] 3 2 gg 2 3 0.0 1.000

F a % 10 83 10 83 0.0 1.000

ST 1 T S R

N A %2 ) 5 2 5 2 0.0 100




(Table 2) Mean and U—value of MIPIS score between Full —term & Premature baby group.

Full —term group

Premature group

No Mean SD No Mean SD u
12 60.75 5.05 12 47.33 7.91 21*
==p<0.01

3. 7H(2)& A 3% A3 vl 4o} ooi i) 9} atate} o
Hue 27} Q1A & Table 304 ¥ u}g} 7o)
akato} o vi L) Foll A H F 104.830] 2 v] 4o} ofn| ) F
oA # 7 99.67.8 Mann— Whitney U—test2 £ 4=
FAAZ FE Aol 5 HAF A okt =4 A7
ARE ofviy 24 Aol i} el=| 9} =pAle] o}r] 2
4} g ofoll g g1 2] 2 v}-o] ¥ gk-g-w) Table 404 1.
kel o] ofvi 2 A9} zHAlo) e §l QA& uk4}o}

oo Foll A 3 F 50.250] 3L vl<rol oo FeilA]
T 48.502 8 Mann— Whitney U—test2 EA1" 2.4
A3 o3 2ol F R FR] dgie) =8 zHA1 9 o} 7]
2 2] ofotol} gt 91 %] Table 501 4 Bi=n}e} ol
gh4te} o oju] Foll Al M F 54, 58°] 2 u]4e} o)y
ol 4} 33 51.332 2 Mann— Whitney U—test & £
A 24 Az Folg Aol & wodFx) ghghe},

(Table 3) Mean and U—value of Maternal Identity score between Full —term & Premature baby group.

Full —term baby group Premature baby group U
No Mean SD No Mean SD
12 104.83 10.08 12 99.67 11.47 53.5
(Table 4) Mean and U—value of SDS —as mother between Full —term & Premature baby group.
Full—term baby group Premature baby group U
No M SD No M SD
12 50.25 5.29 12 48.50 5.77 59.5
{Table 5) Mean and U—value of SDS —my baby between Full —term & Premature baby group.
Full —term baby group Premature baby group U
No M SD No M SD
12 54.58 6.30 12 51.33 6.91 61.5

4. 7H4(3) motds A g3 mA AAIZ AR A4
¥ € Table 604 2+ ¥le} 7o) Spearman Rank
Correlatione 2 413 24 ZAz molAdsaLs v
4 A7} A ste rs=— 087 & AAA} dLS
e gl

Ve 9

ol4a & Ase BoldE el 4L Fe
FEE T 7% Aol7} glol F7 THAHL
BofE Aoz Aehsi vigo} ofulrsg) qiste} ofm|
7o 2otds A geole AR o7t YT ¢ 4
AL 24 AN AR =& v|5o} ooy Folrt vt

(Table 6) Spearman Rank Correlation of MIPIS Score and
Maternal ldentity Score

MIPIS Score

Maternal

Identity Score rs=—(,087

Ato} o] ml ] Foll A §-9] &} kol 7F gl el At
2 A7 AN 2otz Sl FF 7kl bo] 7} ol
AL Aol "4l o] B4 F, u|sole] Al H kA
3} A717ke] mo} Rejo oF Aoz MAE 4 Ust
]+ Bakeman=®} Brown(1980) ¢} v}<:o}e} qhato} 2
2o Y5 Aol A7lol vlmyewl A ol &
vebd Azt 4 A3k%.2 9 Rubin(1977), Belski(1984)



ob7} EutEldd H4] AFHQY LT EF #E 42
Al ob4l 2 32| o] o] & Rubin(1983) o} =
o A9l Azt PEojatn Y] HEo] AV B
o | Foll 715317 Heol A& F5ol ol gt
= doboll R oA, 24 B Al kwbe] A4
% 732 »oxlv] o] Bowlby$} Ainsworth7} 2o}
¥-2lE ogololA ubgatzlel b 17§k Al71o] ol 3}
€ AN A ZoA Mok g AL ubedsFa
2.5 E vlgrole] 42 olnu]olA Ashel 74 &
Q.29 2ol 2] 7|7ke] Aol 4B o] 7Y
- % Frhslo] ofniy A AAZE HAE ] e}
4 2-gol dEE oK e A4z 42 4 2 Kla-
u35(1982) & Eub 27] A8k AlAol 4 &
2:% 2ol 4§ vleldle] Foll vl S UMY Bol A
3. vebdotzn FRstges] ofrive] e Ha s
AE S U Fad s+ HE Fo4E neds
of ml ot ool A A F A3 HE S £E FAHAA
AT 23 HYF o ololl tiF} ub-S-o] £ S wlzhsl |
Lol Pl E vel 2o} Felo Jakg Ay AE
sig s Fa Qo galehg) oole) §5& 233}
St B g St olul vy i e 722 e 2o}
3B ARG vlgoldo] vb4folE ) £FHolo) A of
tiv o] AFel q1zstAl hg3tA] REn 4A AF S
vio] A4gatgo] AF dAHE vAagFYenl ol
Field(1977, 1982) Crawford(1982)] st Qg
531348 g0, Stern® Hidebandt(1986) 9] v] <o}
AAlE abatoty ot o 4532 AAE Yebdictn »
1§ A} dASHAS £ ol o] 9174 -R o ofol
R ov{ue] QAx5Ho wzl AA s Feld
(1980), Goldberg(1978)oll ¢} &}ni v)<ole] 454
tue] A5 A gl g (Stereotyping belief) &, xbAl9]
o}717} vlgrotz dloid A 7] 4 v| Y &sted A
AA A& Adeol ot Lro Wgez Qi =t
T8 A wlEel Aoz 2 sbsAE dAstd el v
FobE oAriuzt ALMA A Fo] AR vl4RA T of
FH P Fol dtatelFuct AL 2 Ao AA =g 9
2 AEe st siFaE Aelg shalch 22y Cra-
wford(1982) ¢+ Goldberg(1978) &) & F-oll 4 2} 7o} &
A2 wlgol Lol oA A Ho} TR P52
“totofiAl Rt of ghol MeojFo] uichel A& eby

2

2

izt Eetel =] 214 #1E

& FAA 2 Fo% Aol & el AL £k
&3] Rubin(1977)-& 24 3 373} o obste 24 244
2 9ot 543 FTFAHYL Al FALFE H
4= geka shgich 2 A A *AFe] fetaiAlel o
& Agsle A= Rolghn dpged ojaie &
Eo 5L ot &4 F 4, A% (Moss, 1968 :
Rubin, 1977), 2.7} (Rubin, 1977 Belski, 1984) 2} o1}
o] alalell o8¢ who} o} HAofl F g Fof ofn|
vzxel 4 Hdolg A%z oriede HAE
A sted £37 Udotm FRTE b2 ARE el
wolch £7 2o} 222 Q& olely 4¢ 7317 2
B5) 2 ol golE i Alge] $EPE = 24 A
A 7kel Hs} Yete FAEAE b A4S vieh
ek, o2 @ Azt & AT Al 437 A o
Plgolete E402 @ Ro} X2lehe Aol Ao

Yot S YUA S4€ ANz A4S

2EE FANA wlfol] Aoz Aass $atel g
Folut ojotol Al B} Aol gt Aol AL vl&o} of
ojuio} qhsbol ofmjuizke] A AT Aol ol
7t e Aoz nodAch =g ool ofniiie) B F
dajel vmA B AF4Fo] ol ulgol 4oz
A 24 A7 Aste] J e HA PhE Rz 4
Ztgich, 2ot Al A AA A5 S 2l ofoll B
QAR ol 4 vl 4olF of ol qbato} of oi ] ek Al A
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— Abstract—

A Study Mother —Infant Interaction

and Maternal Identity in Mother—

Infant dyads of Premature and Ful-
I-—-term infants.

Kwon, Mi Kyung* - Han, Kyung Ja™

The study was conducted to examine Mother —In-
fant interaction and Maternal identity in two gro-
ups, that is, premature infant and its mother and ful-
I—-terminfant and its mother.

For this purpose, the data were collected from 24

*Seoul Jung Ang Hospital
*Seoul National Univ., Dept. of Nursing,

sample groups(12 for premature dyads and the re-
maining 12 for full—term dyads) by using obser-
vation method and questionnaires during July, 20
through Septeinber 30, 1987.

The results are summ®rized as follows;

1. In terms of Mother —~Infant Interaction, full -
term dyads considerably stood out campared to
that of premature dyads (u=21, p<0.01).

2. In terms of Maternal Identity, though full —ter-
m dyads showed somewhat high results, there
was not a significant difference between two
groups,

3. There was not a significant correlation beween
Mother—Infant Interaction and Maternal
Identity.



