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A Preliminary Study on Validity of Korean Behavior Rating Inventory of
Executive Function-Preschool Version(BRIEF-P)
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Abstract

This study was performed to verify the validity and utility of the Korean Behavior Rating Inventory of
Executive Function-Preschool Version(BRIEF-P). The BRIEF-P is one of the most used instruments to
measure Executive Function(EF) and a teacher-rating assessment method designed to measure the executive
function of preschoolers(age 2-5). A total of 200 preschoolers(104 boys, 96 girls; recruited aged 3 to
Syears) participated. Confirmatory factor analysis was carried out to evaluate the model structure.
Correlation analysis was done to verify the concurrent validity. In the results, the model fit indexes were
good with the five BRIEF-P subscales (that is, inhibit, shift, emotional control, working memory,
plan/organize). The internal consistency of the BRIEF-P five subscales were supported. As a results, the
Korean Behavior Rating Inventory of Executive Function-Preschool Version(BRIEF-P) was confirmed to be
a reliable and valid assessment tool to measure executive function in preschoolers.
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<Table 2> Inter-correlations of the BRIEF-P ratings
Scale 1 2 3 4 5
1. Inhibit 1.0
2. Shift AT 1.0
3. Emotional Control 62" 43 1.0
4. Working Memory 68" 46" 54" 1.0
5. Plan/Organize 62 50" 53 697 1.0
p<.001

<Table 3> Correlations between the BRIEF-P and the C-TRF

C-TRF
Scale Internalized Problem Behavior Externalized Problem Behavior
Inhibit A5 607
Shift 507 Al
Emotional Control AT 65
Working Memory 417 43
Plan/Organize 447 527
Total 56™ 657
" p<.001
<Table 4> Correlations between the BRIEF-P and the PIPPS
Scale - - PIP,PS X -
Disruption Interaction Disconnection
Inhibit 497 27 39"
Shift 307 =347 43
Emotional Control 55 24" 42
Working Memory 26" =327 36"
Plan/Organize 37 -37 45"
Total A49™ -38" 507
" p<.001
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<Table 5> Internal consistency coefficients(alpha) for the BRIEF-P

Scale Number of items Cronbach’s «

Inhibit 16 92

Shift 10 91

Emotional Control 10 93

Working Memory 17 .94

Plan/Organize 10 .90

Total 63 95
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