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Abstract: Despite a more significant improvement in survival rates of premature and high-risk infants, surviving
infants face a high risk of developing neurodevelopmental disorders such as cerebral palsy. Infant development is
characterized by a dynamic continum, which makes it difficult to classify a child's level of motor development as normal or
abnormal on the basis of a single examination. This article provides a review of advances in the application of the predictive
validity of General Movement Assessment (GMA) and the Alberta Infant Motor Scale (AIMS) in the early assessment and
follow-up of infants and toddlers. in order to intervene in a timely manner with young children at potential motor risk.
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NE) , AN% iz 3 fr B 5t 2 (absence of fidgety move-
ments, F-) fl 7 % Y& A % iz 3 (abnormal fidgety
movements, AF)FS

1.2 Alberta BLizsh F & AIMS J& —FKFEIT
i 5 W 2% B LML K 3 A i A7 & A6 F Al 9 T A
AIMS B 1 %L 3 1Y 12 3h £ 58 & & R 47 K
h R B KRR RS b s R IR A, BEE
F& 4 FpPEAL AR AL, 3 58 ASPEAL I H L Hod 21 A R
BN 9 AN A RM L 12 AR AR i, 16 A hy il 37 25 3
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L 70 41) 45 B — AT 43, NS B AIMS
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Fb [l L 22 18] g sh A ke B s .

1.3 GMA #= AIMS #4E8 & GMA Fl AIMS 2
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Tab. 1 Commonly used scales for predicting abnormalities in early motor development in infants and toddlers
R &G iZ 3T (GMA) Alberta 2 )Liz ) it % (AIMS)
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2.1.1 Hp=8), Barnes 1% B GMs Xk
FART 1 5008 MAAR HE A= 1A i B2 L kAT PEAl L OR7E
2 % W IE % . LA KOV ] Bayley %24)) Lk i i 5%
(Bayley Scales of Infant Development-[[ , BSID-[[)
R SR, ARBREARE 3 AH FReE
BETR CP, T i) S0 | B 1 F000 4 2 Sk 10024
FESEPE 99. 206 FHPE T B 85. 706 WERAHE 99. 2005
PR T CP ) 8% P 0 B M 350 D0 2k 100 %6 4 ¢
Sk 570 BEPEFINAE 16. 7% . MR YR 60. 3% s A%
i E) 45 A PR Al A R0 B2 4 L& SR R K E
S5O CP i OB B 100 {2424 100 %0, 4%
SPE 97, 100 BHPETUINAA 8300, R 97. 5% .
2.1.2 M2 IL Aker SFUUESE TE A L

ik FL 95 1% (neonatal magnetic resonance imaging,
MRD Fl GMA 75 5 I 5% 1. s 4 74 o 6 35 4= )L Chy-
poxic-ischemic encephalopathy, HIE) #f £ & & 4t )&
o LA AR LA AR . 25 R B R MRT i i sk
P 61.5% A5 F 1k 90. 0%, BHPETRINAE 72. 7% . B
T A 84. 4 %6, HERPE 81. 4 %6 ; GMA Fil il 1y Sk vk
60. 0%, K514 89. 3 %0 . BH M UM 66. 7 %6, B 14 15
A 86. 2% . EATE 81. 6%, {H MRI i #% & 5t . 1R
MEFEMRMCA B ) W GMA B L B[] 3% 4% 1
BAS & MRI —Fh AR 47 (48 T H . Seesahai %
Sif £ % 95 (neonatal encephalopathy. NE) ) 37 4= JL
(=34 FJIGHE) SO0 M (8 #1727 3, RWTZE L 3~5
JI eI S5 GMA Al X CP R S 4 A 7 44 i ) {0
#. 40 84. 620 ~98005 4 JL 3 I I Gk Z A% i
BhAR kAL =B E CP XS & . Bl CP /)
FESE 96 %0, B R BUMIAE 98 %0 5 LR WR A AN /™ J5 4~5
HUE I, CS J& 2 Z iz CP iy F i P 5, fURk
PECRESE M L BH A R BH M O AE 2 1002, B4,
GMA & J S A {8 55 47 a4 R CP i i A+
HEE,
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WU % & 50 L BA P B0 94 %6, BH
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PE91%.,
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3.1 AIMS 5 3t4bm 3 T Ay X R bk

3.1.1 —FbeikE  Danks 257 %t 191 6] 2 4 L
TEFFIE W 4 F .8 JT IR AIMS Fldf 8-t iz
#h & F 4 (Neuro-Sensory Motor Developmental
Assessment, NSMDA),12 A Bt 47 4% B 3E #r.0 H %
BiFl 8 3 (Griffiths Mental Development Scale,
GMDS) ,iE5E T AIMS 5 NSMDA H A & & — 5
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SE R IR IE F 7 i 3 1 Re i B4 L4y Bl 50. 3274
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63 0 B9 BIPETINAE , LLIR S AR 70 <Py, 9 L. Us-
tad 25 139 i (Bl <<32 JRD AW = JL7E 6 H
A 12 H S EER ) AIMS F1 Peabody 12 3 &k & &t
¢ (Peabody Developmental Motor Scales-2, PDMS-2)
PEATIEAY . 455 5% AIMS 5 PDMS-2 22 ja] A 5%
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AT DA E S
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fH 72.2% . Rizzi 5" 78 86 B4 4 % 7 A% 22 L
LA T IMP Hil AIMS Fil 5 7 #8528 )L 54 45
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W kB S HA 50 RO (93%0) R4 5
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FREE .,
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I e R B 5% & B, 17 2 58 )L OO0 =02 B 7 L)
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WF 15~16 % I 5 Prs 22 5 0 W 1, 3% W7 B
I AIMS Z i 5 20 AN ] [ 6 A B ) AIMS 353
HEATARUEAL . IEAh  ATMS 3R 7775 “ R AE B RN L AR
BT RE 6 2l S 47 38 1 4l L, ik 57 A7 A 9 RE e R
e 18 AR BIE L. H v, 38 EHG AIMS i H 16 IR
TIF 5 B 3 2 T FH N 2 R 5000 o o e 22 4 LA 43
fL T Ab B 7B X AT B R IE S R B R 41LIA
SEONIER L, NIRRT AW R H A1 %L
AR EE S LR B AIMS 5 47 << P 4E 3 i

LA L5 W S AR

3.3 Bl T A58 AIMS 5 B89 &
R Fi R BEELIIM AR BT IR R A EN
RIZE P B 7 IR LI 43 e s 50T A L 2 310 8 e T
R Z Ah 36 23 PR 4 JLAKR N ik = B i o0 R BBk
PG AT 5 R R R AR B R LA B R
F B3 2 48 L K AREIR B0 7 A — 2R 91 £ T gk B
Mg, Ljungblad 4% 5 AR 117K PRI L2040
it 1fiL 2T 2 [ (reticulocyte hemoglobin, ret-Hb) #%
VEZk A i OARAS L 1 252 44 3~7 Ay 224 Lrh it
1 ATMS 3P4l GIESE T 2240 LBk 5 0L K iz 3 4y
iz 3 & F IR BAAAE T, B8R IR 2 ZgREH<
51pg/L Al ret-Hb<<28pg %2 JL7E AIMS KL K g fE
MK, AT RE LM 2 K & Z B, Mulkey 5557
FH AIMS, 3 7 1 A1 3y 8 1 52 B8 19 ) 28 & & OF Al
(Warner Initial Developmental Evaluation of Adap-
tive and Functional Skills, WIDEA) Xt 70 ] 22 4f; JL
HEAT R 22 E VEAG L 48 BE 2R 7E VR 2 4 (R) gk gk
ZIKV 5 85 (5 A 5 R B 08 R 28 R 25 5 0E 1 22 40
JL AIMS ¥R AT T Z 24 LAE 18 H i i 3
O3 IR AR B A I [ RS — 2L B A LA 2 R H
BV T bR T 2 03 ROk KRR oM &
RE B R RURE s BOZ IR A AL T AL 2 .

4 GMAFMAIMSHWERASERE

ALK T 52 B 22 Fp i 2% R 5, HfE DLl
b B — AR RN O A A BN AT O . GMA
W PRI 5 R0 B 15 R A D R R B B 4 LAz B
KB SE AL TR, K CS A1 F-10 00 40 (8 i =
W W IEH M ALAE R K IL T RSk b & &
16 B AT s AIMS 75 B0 A b 2L A AR 5 9 2R o
b PDMS-2 B35 45 0 25 th & & 58 19 9 L, ol S B
SIRIT IR PEAG LAz sh & B 4R 1L R B G . HA i
o I R A1

GMA 5 MRI % ¥ 28 52 AR 2 Kot AL B H AR
H A (o FH T A SRR v O RS R A (. (H H A
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A R AMIAT AR B = Ge— 9 N7 FH AR o R0 4 B DA
) JL, S s o FH A {8 7 22 3E — 25 B KR AR i A 5
AIMS 76 RGN » P 5338 25 32 B 4h LR N
U TR MBI AT A R R .
Btz AIMS B E 53060 2 Z 058 b T8 B0 &
KILE, R 2 g BN E AR, AR SO GMA
T ATMS I R 45 5% PRE A & | B D7 I ) PP Ah 2R 45 5%
FETE 22 5 WORRBHE ) BT A #h 28 & 75 I i XUBS: 1)
BEAI L AR R I 3 1) 0B 7E I IR b iF— 25 15 3
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