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Psychiatry Association: APA, 2013).
(personality organization)o|#t 434S F4|817]
s Ad Wed AE HEE os
Aet= AEA oA AR oA el d#

Ag P25 497A=HGamache et al, 2009). A

7 24 $F(Level of Personality Organization:
LPO)& A4 EA(personality traits)Ie= =HA
ojm Aol WAl A o] BT 2§
7hsstal MFAeliM AHRl 54& B A
e 74 ide®, dd ANgs Jidste A

oA T8 Mdew Aejuiids] SekCaligor &

Clarkin, 2010; Clarkin, Yeomans, & Kemberg,

2016; Gamach et al., 2009; Koelen et al., 2012

Laverdiere et al., 2007, Lingardi & McWilliams,

2017, Stern et al., 2010).
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HEro 2 [P0 whet A4 ellE nlgth s 34
S XBAoT =o3llon ojygt =& A1l
9% A o5FY9(Psychodynamic  Diagnosis

Manual: PDM; PDM Task Force, 2006)%}
PDM-2(Lingiardi & McWilliams, 2017)& A%5]
At} PDM-20141&= *474 TS Hrkele PE

o4 LPOS WA WAk ¥, 44 Pt 792
Bl AAS AP PEANE AU
FE B 5F A SE AN S
o2 LPOE B7hsn, F8 o] P2 Mm%
& WA 54 wefsle] 47 FFEL B}
gk LPOS] Aol Ae 715% Brkshs M
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LPOol| #8h 153k =oj9} A= 249 H7}
7o sjyrie] AS HE= DSM-5(APA,

013)001%= #2 9 vHoh DSM-52 1A
HAox] AA oo Y wrel HEy SR

& A7t AP om, o7lele FEHoR A
A19%s Foke]l LPO 7ide] W= Atk Bender,

Morey, & Skodol, 2011; Hopwood et al., 2011;
Morey et al, 2011; Skodol, Bender et al., 2011;
Skodol, Clark et al., 2011). DSM-5+= 44 ol
o iet Bdolx z|et tilAl 7S ukg
71 F(evel of Personality
Functioning: LPF)& A¢lslal o|& HAE = 3l
= HL(LPF Scale, LPFS: APA, 2013)& A3}
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s W 5

A= SCORS-Q(Social Cognition

and Object Relations Scale - Q sort for
projective  stories/narrative  data:  SCORS-Q,
Westen, 1995h, 1996b)E x¢Hsisich 3o

SCORS-Q+= SCORS-G(SCORS - Global rating
methods: SCORS-G;  Hilsenroth, Stein, &
Pinsker-Aspen, 2004)& A3l SCORS-Gell&=
Westen(199%5a,b;  199%6ab)o]l  H7fetaral  ow=gh
A - BE - HA - 2719 e vk
A T4 dol Adxd molEA HUTh A
Aes  olErket A4 Wb dTRES
SCORS(Westen, Silk, Lohr, & Kerber, 1985),
SCORS-Q(Westen, 19%b, 1996b), SCORS-G
(Hilsenroth et al, 2004, Stein, Hilsenroth,
Slavin-Mulford, & Pinsker-Aspen, 2011, Stein
& Slavin-Mulford, 202D)% o]o{x&= HA AA
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3 skek

Altol Ee] 47 wElo] et A vt 2
24% vz dtsh ATAEE DSMB

A gohg 2|5t jelwr) 7]
ﬁ%ﬂﬂ ATE AYskslon

al., 2011; Skodol, Clark et al,
FEE AA 7]

=y - @

DSM-5¢]]

5 E HELPFS)| 1A
(APA, 2013). LPFSelAd= ‘A7 e
719k dildAle] sk Az 74

S

Lo r%
o
oX o 2

Mo Xl

12
=2

ZZFCHAPA, 2013). “A71'9} “Tjol
Sl olzel 84 Adel

W, LPFSel Hzsks 449 a4

s Pr I Nzﬂi Bender 5(2011)2 LPFS¢]
A Aol A SCORS-GZ 3 AEsIoH,
SCORS-G7F LPFS9| dife] xS 7ttt
= HS =939t} o Yolrb PDM-2(Lingiardi
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B4 54 o] won 9 3 A A= 3
T7F FaL 1 FEo] B Ao® UEith ©f
23k Abs A #Eeld SCORS-G LPOE 2
&8 AE 7 FE, ol v FA Sl
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(Kernberg, 1984; Lingiardi & McWﬂhams, 2017)
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ALl AgE 494 sy 2507 3 Ykl
WA 1508 s At 2
AL AT 7 EoAE A d
o AP 2 HAE ArEGIT Hx AR F
PAI/PAI-A B9 E HoA I[CN(HL#A) 73T
o], INF(AHIE) 75T o]/, NIM(F-44 <1/t
g]) 4T o]}\L PH\/[(:L;GXJ cﬂzbly&ﬂ) 69T o /bloL
o= Tz RS BFdekA %—%3 Ao
ke (Morey, 2003), 249 slgshe
A5 AQdstith. & TATOl —8—8%1 e 24
o 255 AYsta HEHo= A 215%8[H
T A% 216(SD=2. DA, FAF 1137, o2 1027]
3 5 1389[H A% 1694(SD-8), &
A} 661, o2 12119 ARE Ao ARSI
 ATFAE o] FE, ?J%—DJ, 42018, 2020)
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ZFA %2174 AHThe Thematic Apperception
Test: TAT). TATE Murray(1943)7} #)=tsh
AR AALR, RS FAAA B9 s
RoFHA A, @A pPR o]ofx|= ol E
% 3?"4 TS B, O]OM & Aple] W
o Fakald]
el E A e ?i?oﬂf‘i% SCORS-G &
7Fe 9%t A9 7R E=3KStein et al, 2012,
014s AHstReH, =32 1, 2, 3BM, 4
13MF, 12M, 149 =42 AT,

APEQIAI 9 i RA AE - It A
(SCORS-G). SCORS-G+= ©olop/| AuE &
sto] oy 7HA AdE wiEoeE oidldA T)s
o YIS A= <A A A H A
23 AEE SUs Hriele 7F B8 AA
THStein & Slavin-Mulford, 2021). SCORS-G=
offl 7 Ao olopy] AwE WrlstH, 7}
e AN 71zl U?}E]r 7@ Likert #%==2 HA
st} WAE AL} o s)o12|9} o)t
Aol deo] HyHds ¥
ALSIQIA|9F i Ao Ao
2 delAE SCORS-G 3 A
Slavin-Mulford, 2021), SCORS-G &# ”HWT"é 4
YHStein et al., 2011), SCORS-Q v+ (Westen,
1995h)& Fzxate] TAT Z2EZS 3H o} s=5
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Korean Version of the

B7He A 93(The
Movie for the
Assessment of Social Cognition: K-MASC).
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Dziobek ‘5(2006)°] 38 E5(false belief), 4

QA ) 7] (sarcasm)
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TolA= PAIS} PAI-A®] WSS th5at
ol Ajdate] ARE-slGiTE A, Stein “5(2016)
o] Aol ANQkgE mie}h 7o) WHPAR)I =
HA(SCZ) 7Ol

e
e

m\l

s =1
ZLI]—]—E

a1 7

o vgso® fFA8et oA 2018) B A
&, T, oA 20199 Al Ruizet
Eidens(2008)¢] A& zlste] PAI-A<}
PAI =% WA 8 (internalization)9} <] & 3}
(externalization)®] -+ 7} 89102 73k B2
S &3tk PAIFA(RA S, o4, 2018)%
PAICEA S ], 019004 289102 74 &%
AT EHE WAsl= AAE S4(SOM),
(ANX), &3t goi(ARD), %-&(DEP), %
PAR), Z3%(SC7), AHFHd(SUD #%=7, 9
= Z5(MAN), ¥hAk3]A S4(ANT), &=
AALC), 3AB(AGR) H=7E sfdsie). oF
EFAIDRG) HE+ PAI-ACA 9)d3tz, PAI
A UAlstR Frole Aake] UEht AlQ]etil o
W, PARY SCZ A&t 94 d4 A58 &4
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NEO 4ZA7*HThe NEO-Five
Inventory: NEO-FFI). NEO-FFI= A4 5%
ol mele] 44 as 43| &l Costast
McCare(1992)7F 7ak HANR, & dAFeA=
o] 44(19%)°] &= Elgslet HE A
&tk NEO-FFI:= & 60Fate= A%

Factor

o &

olN op
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(Neuroticism), £ %A (Extraversion), 7H%4
(Openness to experience), 3-2.43(Agreeableness),
374 (Conscientiousness)2] tHAl 7F4] 319291
o2 FAE I 53 Likert 2EgolA 2 a2
B A7t 2575 shacled w44
0] =55 9udit) 2 oA NEO-FFI
o] WA A %(Cronbach's a)i= ©]7d%(1995)2]
ATellA  &B-NE UEREI, 2 A=
60-88% UFERIT

=Y HUABAEARL 4FHE - G=F
(The short form of the Korean Inventory of
Interpersonal Problems Circumplex scales:
KIP-SC). TIP-C+= uijl¥A £AlE 7kl
Y& Horowitz, Urefio®}
Villasefior(1988)7} 7t il AREAIHAE
Alden, Wiggins®} Pincus(1990)7} A3 2%
7 2 AeM e s S0)e] = tiel
TAEA A dEHEE GEIKIP-SO) L=
Zofelal BpdEReh HEE AREERTE KIP-SC
T F PR FAEH, & dAglAs
KIP-SC| F4< Q1A &4 o= 48§
ataick 2 dgtelA KIIP-SCo i
(Cronbach’s @)= 912 YEpstt]

Rosenberg, Baer,

A=

=% Yo#A AAYF H%(The Korean
Version of the Interpersonal Cognitive
Distortions Scale: K-ICDS). ICDS+ uiqlat
A A= AEE F487] 918 Hamamciot
Biiyiikoztirk(2004)7F 718 2= & Aol A]
T o]F3 F(2018)0] ol = ket gyt 1
AFA A HE(K-ICDS)E  AHE-sISITh

O

K-ICDSE % 19%-3o 8 FAEn 2 oA
= KICDS®| F4s dildtA A= FF2
2 283k 7b 3 5% Likert 2ol A
B, A7t 2575t A= A
T7b =S vt B AFelA K-ICDSY
WA 32X (Cronbach's a)& 792 YERTH

=8 BAREIT  HE(The
Version of the Difficulties in Emotional
Regulation Scale: K-DERS). DERSE AA%
Mok 4871 s Gratzeot
Roemer(2004)7} 7sE A2 2 AGois =
| (2007)7} g w Bpsieh syt A x
At HE(K-DERS)E AH&-383ith. K-DERS+
T Hudor gH, & AelM= K-DERS

Korean

=
HAEE

(Cronbach’s a)= 912 YERT]
A AR}
o 54 FAAE S & AT &8 74 2

FApe] Aust AW Wk FAA AR A

doll gsto] A A B IS AAEI F
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e S N rar,

ATt Fedo sk gt wEsAlS ot
©2 PAI(-A), NEO-FFI, KIIP-SC, K-ICDS,
K-DERS® 7% 4w A AAlsha, o]
7 AR &S] 9 Apso] abdE =9
H Il TATE Aldetaich tighad 3Eadel
Me K-MASCE F7t2 AAlsision, of 34
AA A &EHE BAR] fld AR
TATSF K-MASCY AA A5 dds)
(counterbalancing)dF3tf. TAT+E Teglasi(2016)
7 ARG Al AR wet AAlskith TAT
ZREZS JAS AR 2810] AAlEH]
on HAo= oF 1520%0] 2FATE F 353
B TAT A=E HAA 2¢10] SCORS-GE ¥
A AAste]l 1 Hegks HET AYE AMES)
Ak A7 FA V)&, qEo| mE oy 7HA At
4 A B AR, A T A eE o]Fd
(2018, 2020)2] <AFelA] AT 4= o, &
Aol E Y3 FiEe o :
Ak

B oAM= gigA 2159 (0]E3 <], 2018)
o zEet uFEA 1RH(e]F3 & 202009
SCORS-G o4l 7HA AF1e] Hvt (A A
AT QF vEoR o 22 75 (Stein
et al, 2016) W} 42 24 $F1PO)S H&
ek HytolA - 05 x ®F WA WTHG <
M - 05SD) = 5 1(Level 1), HitolA + 05
xﬁ%ﬁﬁ}ow - 055D = G =M+
05SD) = &%= 2Level 2), Hitold + 05 x &
= Azt quLG > M + 055D = 4 3(Level
3. o, tigta assh FellA LPOe]
et e Jos vgowR gal W - A4

54 - FASH A BAYA, A, BilaA)

=

L

E
v
=
[m
il
ik
oo
_0|L

Gl Atk 7t ols Awrr] Y, 7+ 9
Aol WE AT HEE F& Wlow *47(40}J_
ol A 24 (MANOVA)S A8

ety FRAAME LPOo] we A 7t A}ﬂ(ﬂ
A A g8 el Afol2 metalr] $a,
K-MASCY| 71 3 495 $&% Wolew A

Aetar sl #AF ZHANOVAE
°]& &3 SCORS-G HAAZ F#3 LPO7} B
B Ao AA Ve oA s W
]

AssAth A A= SPSS 24

A3

ety 15sy TR w2 SCORS-G
AA 4% A5G B3 Z2F JAHM +
05SD)E Este] 44 24 FEIPO)E T+
s ARE & 19 AN ot R

= 9149 ¥
Wi, o 30 Hohe
410(SD=22) 2.2 YERt thgo R, a1
RFEY AdE AR, £ 1°ﬂ &sh= 369
Hit HAee 316(SD=1N3 o2 Yelsa, 75 2
o &3t 669l Hit Hg= 38 (SD=1003 2
2 UEREaL, $F 30 &k 61l i A
T 3%B(SD=19)8 02 YERTE A8 AHStein
et al. 2016)0lA Wk Grl3) o) 3ha} FE
AdE Avrw $F 1o &k 5o Hi
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Ton
©
=l
>
=]
X
bl
n
]
Uk
0
il
0x
Iy
i
>
A
0Kl
\J

®E LPO n M SD

Level 1 65 3.33 15

oA Level 2 91 3.69 09

Level 3 59 410 22

Level 1 36 3.16 17

AP Level 2 66 358 10

Level 3 36 3% 18

Level 1 5 31 22

gl o g Level 2 A 35 09

Level 3 59 39 23

. 0] FF T(2018); "ol EH S(2020); “Stein et al.(2016).

e 3lSD=2)d e vy, £F 201 & =15 9 AR Avy A2 212) = 2177,
sk Mol Bt A5 35(SD=09) 02 vk p<00l, =21, BRI e 3 AN £

HiAlst elds), AAN 44 54, a4 A
£, B A eEE okgaE 44l WY o
o] el SCORS-G= e 44 24 +
TLPO)l me Aols ATl fle) wat £
= AABIlT WA distY o] Aaks

B SCORS-G LPOZ 7#4%
AN Wy ogge] Haold EAHeR Fo3
zpo]7b et} Wilks' Lambda, (10, 416) =
647, p<001, =14 /N A= AEd Ay
3} B4, [2, 212) = 2279, p<001, =18, <&
3} B4, F2, 212) = 1331, p<001, =11, %74

A A B4, R2 212) = 3019, p<001, =22,
A4 A &4, A2 212) = 1898, p<00l, #

=

o3k zpo|7b e on AE B Axl 9|ds)
E«zﬂé Al A ] 74 g qellA] LPO7}

S5 A 999 AT meHE
L‘rE‘r‘;ﬁ’% 93} EAlE 7 10] £ 2 39 H]
3 =2 HoE Hole Zﬂ&i LreRs T

Fo2 WA HE9 AWNE AWHY,
SCORS-G LPOZ ¥ F ool m} PAI-A 74
Al HEl Goe] Ayl FAHR fodt A}
ol7}b ekt Wilks' Lambda, A0, 262) =
366, p<001, r=12. 7N ZA3S Auwd i)
3} B4, [A2, 135) = 1089, p<001, =14, &3
3} A, [2, 135) = 975, p<001, 17=13, ZAA
A7 EA R2 135) = 1442, p<00l, =18, &
A AEY 24 A2 135) = 915 p<00l, =12,
O HAw A% K2 13%) = 1602, p<001, 1
= 7 BAR R feoldl xjol

Ao

of

- 1111 -



I 2 SCORS-G LPOol e PAl &< &= Ao

FE 1 FE2 FE3
FE 39 M(SD) M(SD) M(SD) F i Schefle’
PAIL Jealés 91 1739
WiAlsE £A4] 53.14(8.32) 47.31(7.60) 44.26(6.37) WT9wer 18 3<2<1
i <H3} £4 51.05(7.82) 46.44(6.35) 44.83(6.35) 1331# 11 3=2<1
BAX AA EA 55.42(891) 4767(9.28) 43.24(8.28) 3019w 22 3<2<1
A4 AFY &4 53.49(10.26) 4791(9.38) 43.07(850) 1898#x 15 3<2<1
A} Hm AeE 52.82(6.70) 47.68(6.46) 44.77(5.08) 227 21 3<2<1
PAI-A 1736 1766 1736
WAz £A] 50.36(7.49) 45.28(6.17) 44.14(4.46) 1089#= 14 3=2<1
[ <]H3} £4 46.97(6.03) 42.65(5.10) 42.44(4.12) 9T5wee 13 3=2<1
AR A B4 5097(10.18) 42.20(9.48) 40.92(6.14) 1442% 18 3=2<1
A4 AFY &4 51.28(9.52) 45.88(7.99) 4356(5.85) 915%xx 12 3=2<1
9 AE Aee 49.62(5.36) 4453(5.39) 43.31(3.55) 1602+ 19  3=2<1

Q4 A i)
#p < 05, ##p < 01, =#p < 001

Aoz uYehytth SCORS-G  LPO| uw&
PAI/PAI-A HE A9 o] AZF APS ¥ 2
o AAI5FS

SCORS-G LPOo|| me 42 42| xto|

03:

7 5891914 SCORS-G& T-#3 474 =
(LPO)Ol w2 #olE HZsl] Slal wat
AT WA e g AdE 4
HEW, SCORS-G LPOZ &% ] e}
/\473 5_39]94 xV\oﬂ/q Eyq]zq_i T_JGL x]-o]
7} Yepdt}, Wilks' Lambda, (10, 416) = 541,
p<001, =12, W AES Awnd, N7EF,
F2, 212) = 1911, p<001, =15 €34, F2,
212) = 58, p<0l, =06, 24, A2 212) =
732, p<Ol, =07, 444, F2 212) = 622

r—{m 3

i~

NN
o MN
<

P01 1= 06014 Rk
o7k heheh AR 4] 23

AN frolshl e

3 Wlal % 1
sk, ol 4

A folsh Ee

S5 10 a4
7} Veps,

ooz 153y
SCORS-G LPO= -
ole] HAgroA EAAOR
o}, Wilks” Lambda, F10, 262) =

612, p<Ol, =18,

<05, =05, %
pZs

=
T

=)

SAHeE

b 2ol 7h ERyE
249, p<0l, 1
Z00. N AnE AEd AAE A2 13H) =

R2, 1) -
AA, F2, 136) = 341, p<05, 1
el Aol o

315,



AlSIQIR|Q} CHALRA H =2 285t &4 XA & EIt
E 3. SCORS-G LPOd| i NEO-FFI &= Ato]
F=1 FE2 FE3
HE 24 54 M(SD) M(SD) M(SD) F i Schete’
NEO-FFI 165 91 1759
AAZ N) 37.66(8.05) 3R.37(7.71) 29.31(7.16) 1911 15  3=2<1
i A (B) 37.67(6.71) 3R.746.78) 41.49(7.00) 5.85 % 05 1<3
A4 (0) 36.74(5.29) 37.68(6.10) 3851(6.12) 141 01 -
24 W) 41.05(537) 44.55(590) 44.34(6.85) 7,32 07 1<2=3
344 (©) 39.11(5.19) 41.48(7.07) 4337(7.73) 6225 06 1<3
NEO-FFI 1736 1766 1736
AAZ N) 33.83(9.61) 33.38(8.40) 32.78(6.66) 6.12:% 08 3=2<1
[ 4 (B) 40.31(8.73) 40.35(7.03) 43.31(6.86) 211 03 -
A4 (0) 38.19(5.40) 39.53(4.50) 38.26(5.43) 147 02 -
T2E W) 41.94(5.20) 4359(6.82) 4550(5.12) 3.15% 05 1<3
R N(O) 4064(791) 41.12(6.4) 4419(4.43) 341 # 05 -

#p < 05, ##p < 01, ###p < 001

A 5% 1904 felal B @4 Vet

F2AE 57 1o Ha £E 304 felshl =
& A} deken, S92 92 T Aol

Sl vEtort ARAel dol=
el gskth SCORS-G LPOe| W A2 5
o) Ao] A% AnE ® 300 AN

291 A

A2l 2H e

SCORS-G LPO= :rL%%
Al EAl G A=,

AN Fpoll A FAHCE ol F Apol7t LiEk
wkth Wilks” Lambda, FU10, 420) = 9.23, p<(001,

=12, 08 AnE ARy, AvA QA9
F2, 212) = 689, p<0l, /=06, AAzEI,
F2, 212) = 2479, p<001, =19, thelaAl ¥4,
F2, 212) = 1717, p<001, =14,

Bl A Rt
F EAHoR folet xfo|rt UEhdt) AE B
A A3 ﬂﬂ?ﬂlﬂr AT Al A= 5

frostl #& Aa7t vt
& A

.
™o

dgos 2594 % i,
SCORS-G LPOE % Htt 44 58
Q0] G5 BAROE oI olh vhebst

t}, Wilks' Lambda, F16, 266) = 4.76, p<001,

=10, AE AFE AuEd glBA A ¢,
A2, 135) = 522, p<0l, /=07, Axzdie

- 1113 -



F 4. SCORS-G LPOoi| e K-ICDS, K-DERS, KIIP-SC &= 0|

FT1 FE2 FE3
FE 49 M(SD) M(SD) M(SD) F it Schefle’
1765 191 1739
. thel A Qx| )= 34.00(8.77) 30.03(7.77) 29.24(6.91) 6.89 06 3=2<1
ARELTS 9.12(15.06) 87.74(13.47) 81.54(14.30) U79wex 19 3<2<1
Q1A EA 60.31(17.73) 4808(18.14) 42.32(16.81) 1717# 14 3=2<1
=36 1766 =36
P 1A A=A = 3769(9.62) 32.44(9.02) 32.11(6.33) 5.22% 07 3=2<1
ArzdeD 9%.81(1856) 82.83(12.75) 80.83(13.08) 1375% 17 3=2<1
thel A B4l 60.89(22.11) 49.32(18.07) 43.83(18.02) 7550 10 3=2<1
QH% = St didleA AT AE(K-ICDS), AXEdeEd = s AMzdsedr 25 (K-DERS)

S
4
ot

= ARJATAEAHAL FHHE TGP (KIP-SO).
#p < 05, ##p < 01, =#p < 001

F2, 135) = 1375, p<001, =17, 1A 24, 1004, p<001, <]

T3l A

FAHOR fol@ Aok etk AF BA A B4 4w,

= T, K2, 212) = 332,
F2, 135) = 756, p<0l, =10 B5olM A 72+ p<05, oA BAZz Fol3t
FAel

Ao)7} Viehi,

A= LPOTH 3855 A}

Ak, Al 7P WL B e 2, 30l Wis) e 1 3QA] A R At wopAE Aoz U
oA FelahA = 57k UEhdth SCORS-G - Witk B 52 vhole eFet vhEolE A4 &

LPOell whe 484 A2 Al Al Aol A fF= % 3ol vlsl % 1o frefshll | '
T A7E % 40 AA s 2 Wohs AoR yehdth 1 M e

= 1ol vlg === 2 3004 FeekA o =2
SCORS-G LPOOll & AlE|QIX| BpH| =3 of M4z delgton, om Faol = 5 1o H]
xtol & i 3ellA Folshl 9 =S g vel
t}. SCORS-G LPOo| w& K-MASC #479] =}

Tk ALS]IA] 7 FA(K-MASC)®] <
8 okt A SCORS-GE T3+ 44 %4 5%
(LPO)l @& Apol& AZFsl7] 3l it #41&
AAEA diEd 3R AdE %ﬁ%i‘ﬂ,
SCORS-G LPOZ - Fwhol wh &4,

212) = 1122, p<001, & mlool# 9, F(z,
212) = 366, p<0B, FEolE RAl oF F2
212) = 351, p<05, 74 3 A, A2, 212) =
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AB[QIX|O} CHAA| M=E 8%t g2 &4 5 EIt
I 5 SCORS-G LPOO| tHE K-MASC &=+ %ol
F 1 S 2 FE 3
K-MASC M(SD) M(SD) M(SD) F Schetl’
1765 1791 1759
A (Correct) 3L57(396) 3290281 B3B3 1L2wsx  1<2<3
B3k mhgol#® 95 (Exceeding ToM) 5.18(254) 469(2.49) 420(1.96) 266 -
P& kol 95 (Reduced ToM) 540(228) 487(221) 436(1.89) 366+ 3<1
shgol & FA) ©F (No ToM) 2.82(1.87) 2.55(150) 2.05(1.38) 351 3<1
BAl AR 4.17(105) 412(1.04) 419(1.06) 03 -
R i 10.19(1.76) 1091(1.47) 11.49(1.73) 10040 1<2=3
A7k B 4 3.08(1.09) 3.18(85) 344(62) 283 -
o ¥ 14 9.83(1.7D) 1024143)  1054(153) 332+ 1<3
. K-MASC = 3t=r3k ARS)QIA] H7HE 913 978 ToM = Theory of Mind (W}-0]&).
#p < 0B, ##p < 01, #op < 001
=9 of Hla] % 2, 30l Fdh= Hdol vs Fodt
7% g Hole Ao yehith olys 2
TATS 243 SCORS-G HAAE wetom I 4 FE oY A7(Stein et al, 2016)9h=
[POE FHalw, Auk thetda}l mSely gio 2E, tdd WE ZEse v ZRA
A SCORS-G LPOdl| w2 A2 He] 47 54, SCORS-G LPO7} of#] 4] A9 JdiAl
nAed A A el Aol AwHogy o AR & wkgdhs AR ok
2 A

LPO9| EIdS #HTs] 91F 54o= &L 4
g FsIGith = dwk g FEIA =
LPOo|| uwhe} s=a7]uk AF3IR1A] spAjol| A o] =)
Aolg AMESIT. A7 Fo dyks ved
2
RS e e
SCORS-G LPO9] Al ol we} 2e A
2] Gt A, AA, tddA
A AlE] ZAAM 2
Aol7} vEbskt) o] & Al

7b =555 WAs 24, AAN A4 54

(Bender et al, 2011; Blatt, Auerbach, & Levy,
1997; DeFife et al., 2015; Stein et al., 2016).

44 543 e AdelAe AEF, 9F
A, &34, A4 SCORS-G LPOd uh2
o gk Aol7k ekt ow, Az g5 10 s
T2, 3004 9 =& FEe] 93, s, A
AT vke o] ATl Yt B AT
o] Ax}e}l FAFEHAl Berghuis, Kamphuis, Boedijn
7} Verheul(2009)9] AellX= LPOSH Al 714
7 ERRNAES, AAA) Atolo] =&

o] RO, Stein 5(2016)¢] Al A

524,

4 1115, -



= Al 9 #AF FEA SCORS-G LPO
3 1o HlE] £ 2 39M o =& s =
a8 SAECsRA, AN, gARE B85
3ol Uehdth 27AF, 5324, A8 A
A(stability) & RFgste= A9 5402 A 75
T oolon, ol Eeks FotHA AAES nig
O A&HoT ERE Fydhe BTS HET
thDeYoung, 2010; DeYoung, Peterson, &

Higgins, 2002, Digman, 1997). w&pa] A8 A+
o} tjEo] & dA+t9] Ay LPO7H }i%—’u\*% QF

Foiths AS AAbelth B 2 AFolA= ¢
Ao A= SCORS-G LPOo| w2 zjo]7} e}
o ook FAVEAl Laverdiere 5(2007)9] &
TolA= LPO9F ¢13de] froldh #aAS Hol
= Aog Yehsth &3] siqle] 34 A
(Hermes, Hagemann, Naumann, & Walter, 2011;
Watson & Clark, 197)¢} A}s]4  #41(Ashton,
Lee, & Paunonen, 2002)¢)8}= & noshd, &
A9 A= SCORS-G LPO7F #8555 <%

Exo] Z7}eke vy

A3 #Hg E 3}
SCORS-G LPO°ll w& AFS|Q1A] FA|e] 423

Aol2 AR, FFo] FUFE Hhlel A%,
@, ol } AVEIQ1A) ko) 0] A

k=]
g Qs S Hol= Zlo EpRyih &
wr o AA3Hunder-mentalizing) A &S Whda=
Sre mpgolE O 9 mpgolE Al oF Y

A 0F
NHE 53 30 vla +F 1o &3 guol §

oA o B2 oFE Weke 2o Ytk

® le] Aike SCORS-GE B7kt Awel
."
e}

pol) ARl %% 247] 9190
Fg3 ERMASOE TR 44 Ao B

=) *ab%i_, AKX A A
ff ﬂﬂ@r A710A AA ol FA=s A B4
ol mlsl] ARgIA] #HA(MASC)OA #-2l8H)

e o]l F3S Hole FoR YER
(Goueli, Nasreldin, Madbouly, Dziobek, &

Farouk, 2020; Preifiler, Dziobek, Ritter, Heekeren,
& Roepke, 2010; Ritter et al, 2010). =
PDQ-4+(Hyler, 192 =33 ZAH 2 24y
B o) B4 A9 BAMASC) 54 5
0 frolE P A0S wel: o ek

UKFossati, Somma, Krueger, Markon, &
Borroni, 2017). SCORS-G& S1A] - HA] - #}7] -
- 284 S3 Ban 474 /)5S Hrkeis
HA AAZE A3 SCORS-G LPO= w4l

ox
fr

7T s TEsh] s AR v)Ee
e A, 2Eal 9A =g B AT At
MASCE o ool &85 A A+ Axs
FTgHoz s w, SCORS-G LPOe we}
ASIRIAl A FEellA] freldk Apolrh vERd
A= SCORS-G LPO7F Ab3|elA)/mlgol& 4

T el TR Wk oz 47 el
WE AFAA AF YT o AR YT
AAVEHCE AA R B T4 SCORS-G LPO
1o &3 ool K-MASC #Hd AF

[BL6(SD=40)= AA A4 Hof &2 Hd
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[299(SD=7.8), Preifle et al., 2010]%} #71el4 A
Z el xR HEH31.1(SD-51), Ritter et al,
201013 oz, o g e
[30.7(SD=54), Montag et al., 201113} Z&H
24 HeH292(SD-64), Vaskinn et al, 2015]¢]
MASC it Aeb fAFeE =02 vl
Stein 5(2016)> A7 o] A} FES
o2 SCORS-G P09l BlgS 7158 a7
oM Al 744 el LPOGE 1, 2,
7Rk e W olE AHAGE/ A o2
Al o PO, A, A15)e] g
AFsA] erokeh 1 b S dAtellA AA

gk Al 7EA] LPOl wet Al wWe - A4
AT LA Sl FElsHAl FEEE A
W7F oA o ik Y A Adntens
o]2ol|A AArlsh= LPO9] HFAQI 74 Jids
o] WhdatA] Xy wiow FAETh 17
Ao A9} Stein 5(2016)2] A+ A3}
M o= wes, SCORS G LPOd] o2
T NS o= Bx FEst fME F
AR ek 1 olfE, & At
Stein 5(2016)¢] A+ A5 Tt B

o

A 98 g ke ke a5 e

Oklxﬁ

rx%

=

Ea
-
Me

¢

i
ol rm

¥O,

tlo

& McWilliams, 2017)01]*1 LPOE
B7rete Al 7less Awk o) wrgshy] wid
R
o

olt}. ¢ AW, PDM-2¢14+ A

3 Arg Azdad HZ(DERS)E, B4 5
2S grlely] ALz heldA FA4 HAHIP-C
£ FAHo7 FHE DERSE H3 3F X
q 7)eRE FEHor Hupsith I MASCE
PDM-2 M=9] 48] 7|5 & gAlstet A4 v}

e 3
(ICDS)&= %‘Jﬁ]% LA AvEn SCORS-G=
I AR = :

o, A 5, Z}%%}, TE 24, AgA wart
A, WA ANFelda BE Ael V)5S

2
nnzol WAl o Jﬂ7}6h:} o volrt A 21.%7}
2
2

2, 0% B3 o
AT & 9 Aoz neE

aet AT Aadsh ol2d T4 g 23
sk SPgeld ERe] S43 o) mE B 2
e AAAOE HET Bt Yok B AFE
A R o FYF Aol 1Y
e FEel &% Hie AREAE JUd o
Hol AR QY s BAS Fashs A
o= FE] offtks BAVE EAE 7,
S 10 &3 Aeke] PAI 442 Suuw o))
2 504t 2Fukl B¥shed, ¥F AAE 7
W v FE F Qo] Hg Jeeld feld
A% o @ 4 9 aem

AN
o
I
fr
2
o,
ofN
)
S

o, T4 FAE AFEY E Foll(Ud%), =
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ok Fo(17%), F=A FN17%) B4} Tz + A FRINPO), 5 338xH) = A4 44 +
Aek= Z(Normal PO). 2 1779 A9} Stein 5(2016)

ALz HISGIH oS fctebd elF Aol o A ZAIE nigem FAskd, AT 7]
3 F4E FO& SCORS-G LPO Heke st ol u}

& & de] AlE 715 Aols BME 49 LPOY
| Hoowe v g s o] vehd Zloz ey
golel exEte o e FE, 1 o)fE AR VT F AT B

A5k 54 BAZ ORE 3A Bolol A S W] 98 449 AERT 68w

At
APt A4S el ¥ o, PUFS 5ad  FHoWAE FF b WL 7] wpoluh
L A= 5E Zog A, 7138

Ao 2% SCORS-Go| #HAA Hifo] 327F
Sl B A9l Stein S(2016)914 Bad  UoiE Ag= FAY Zopnr] el o o

al
SCORS-G LPO¢| 45 A¥Hy, dit 1&

of & ARt g A e Hush 22
N GE 1 AFEIE A U B4 B2 A WA AR B4 4HICSE 51 ol
]

Ij-{o

]

=

Ar@De 77 2 AFBHY 7kedl  stEE, HA A BAXNG)7E ZE B

Aol sidat, dut oM = 2 A@7) S = 37, FAl 9 4} = 3500 st
T 1e

] %
o
£ Sl B RN £ 2 4505 & ARl B Eeldk e £
9
_":,

rir

3 A54G9 7Rl fAg okee S
AF wE FEACE 4E 19 4 3 A

N

T A4 32uvke] At godd, 4
A= e 7P TAT =3t 3 Adite] e =
A olel Alel 715 FEe] et Fed A ol AAEAY gdelE oloplE RBislA
o7} vt whebA - ATtellA Hargk 3P Z o] otolHolal Ar|FEA Aoy HrEs)
o EAy dAF Az zdHow ARl Ay Taay$ olopr|E nusjol dtl 3 o
SCORS-G LPOS] ®$E AdAsd the3 2 2 TAT =3 194 “sb7] 41 Asua ot
ok $E 13209, 5 232738), £ 338% 7t A17IU7E ¢kot ixl sk, F olupr} Ao}
). Aol dlg] Fral wEAl & A Zotal A

AF7HA =olg vhE nhgo R Aduk 4l B & a7 Ao Al usel QAo WA &

A o)) B4 EEe] B4 AE wEs  FAaien olobldks 49E E 4+ Arkel
)

o

1

il

b1

o] Ad74g SCORS-G LPOel AAGs2 A4 drelA oy 7kA] 2] AR Htd ik
TZ EF(Caligor & Clarkin, 2010; Kernberg, 31%o]H A} Wkgo] RE Z=do] Ax et
1984; Kernberg & Caligor, 2005, Lingiardi & 1 3t 3207k sfjgdsich. &8 2 =i
McWilliams, 2017, McWilliams, 2008)& H&star A S=2 gsfea njddsjolal 7pehaolal &
A A8 vt Ak < 1327Wh = A Pgshe WAl wheS Hole A, dHdE A
A 44 Fx2BPO), ¢ 232738 = AAT  F7F 32vwre® Yehp|® stk oW Ae=

- 1118 -



APB[OIX| 9} CHAIRH| M EE East M TA| £ I}

SCORS-G 3t A7} 320|whe] sgsh= Al
2H, AALE AABAY dAshkE AN e 5
Azl vhg-s s ) FAF 7Hd(Frank, 1948)
of wet AAe Wert AkEve Hs S8
golxpd = Stk wbA A SCORS-G
LPO9] 713 1ol w2 Jidd] Aol o] &4,
ASH, APAoE HIAES Ad FEHOE AL

R

A Tz et ddste, g 7k o =@
AR BPO WM A& tE 5 7485
+ d SCORS-G& %%’3 + Wyolth Caligoret
Clarkin(2010)- = Al =2 59 BPO
(High-level BPO) ‘%‘8 2] BPO(Low-level
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Assessing Levels of Personality
Organization Using the Social Cognition
and Object Relations Scale in Nonclinical

Samples
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This study aimed to verify the validity of Levels of Personality Organization (LPO) using the
Social Cognition and Object Relations Scale - Global rating method (SCORS-G) global score
ratings of the Thematic Apperception Test (TAT) narratives in nonclinical samples and explore
methods of its application. The TAT (1, 2, 3BM, 4, 13MF, 12V, 14) and various scales
measuring  psychopathological, interpersonal, cognitive and emotional problems were
administered to 215 undergraduates and 138 high school students. TAT protocols were then
rated with SCORS-G. Participants were classified into three LPO groups based on their overall
SCORS-G composite rating. Differences of various psychological and personality functioning
were analyzed among three groups categorized according to LPO. As a result, in both the
university student sample and the high school student sample, there were significant differences
in various psychopathologies, personality traits, and maladaptive problems among different LPO
groups. Also, the performance-based theory of mind task was administered only to the
university student sample and a significant differences according to LPO were found in its
performance levels. In the university student sample, as LPO ascended by one level, the degree
of psychopathologies and maladaptive psychological problems decreased, whereas the stability of
personality traits and the accuracy of the theory of mind increased. In the high school student
sample, it was found that LPO 2 and 3 showed better levels than LPO 1 in psychological and
personality domains. These results suggest that the SCORS-G can be appropriately used in the
evaluation of LPO. Furthermore, this study discusses how to utilize and interpret SCORS-G in
assessing LPO by connecting the empirical results with theoretical LPO.

Keywords: levels of personality organization, olyect relations, personality pathology, SCORS-G,
LPO, MASC
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