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I 4. 4ot 08249 K-CPGI HIZ (AlZ$], 2018)
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Schumann, A., LaBrie, R. A., Shaffer, H. J., 2008;
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The comparison of properties between KGBS-H and CPGI

- Based on customers who visited one gambling company -

Tae-Woo Kim' Jeong-Ae Woo Joug-Gu Kang

UcanCenter

The purpose of this study is to confirm characters of Korean Gambling Behavior Practical Scalethigh level)
through comparison with Canadian Problem Gambling Index which used already in the field. 502
customers who visited one gambling company completed KGBS and K-CPGI. Factor analyses found that
all two scales got one factor. This result is same with that of existing researches. And the mean of
subgroups of each scales was confirmed all statistically significant through one-way ANOVA. However x>
analyses about observed frequencies of each groups showed that KGBS-H was statistically significant but
K-CPGI wasn’t. It means that the usage of K-CPGI for high user who might have much experience in
gambling might be restricted. Lastly, we discussed the suggestion for future research, the implication and

limitation of this study.

Key words : KGBS-H, K-CPGI, validity, high level customers, cutoff score
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7 K-CPGI (PGSI 9&3h KGBS-H (1083

c1 &2 ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ 8 ¢ KI K2 K3 K4 K5 K6 K7 K8 K9 KI0
Cl 100
C2 626 1.00

CG 515 .601 1.00

C4 501 484 512 1.00

G 474 .603 531 556 1.00

C6 408 501 469 436 .506 1.00

C7 479 500 455 482 517 529 1.00

C8 453 538 515 597 553 481 519 1.00

C9 478 545 525 481 .631 540 537 .646 1.00

K1 512 542 666 518 .544 479 406 .452 513 1.00

K2 426 472 450 535 434 475 430 444 462 552 1.00

K3 365 412 416 408 .397 521 452 410 472 467 561 1.00

K4 393 460 492 519 444 652 446 515 473 495 525 514 1.00

K5 382 400 403 443 424 380 .403 430 .535 475 504 446 467 1.00

K6 514 532 563 567 514 411 458 518 468 .604 514 436 465 417 1.00

K7 551 .699 551 456 .560 .506 515 458 542 525 477 453 494 441 536 1.00

K8 411 .488 481 409 .575 491 444 481 576 .524 420 428 465 .396 461 .506 1.00
K9 375 477 431 565 445 397 392 513 408 424 449 430 523 374 443 524 405 1.00

K10 484 .539 .559 .530 .548 453 496 .557 .520 .480 .431 470 510 413 .523 577 539 499 1.00

AL 57 51 57 36 60 41 54 39 60 .68 42 40 37 44 61 48 75 22 43

sd 834 794 844 707 834 .720 .767 .737 .822 918 756 .732 714 .760 .859 .770 879 .591 .765
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