The Korean Journal of Counseling and Psychotherapy

2011, Vol. 23, No. 3, 655-670

Nd

o

—

<H

™

ol

=

Hdo

dl glo] We] AleEe] son T

st

2%

S|

2 7449 Aol

<

B[N

i<l el A

9]

171 <l

35

=
=

oA Hr} gexow

o} 4%

3

el BydoR AgH

9

23

oM Hrp gapHow

gaul

~O0

K

B[N

SA

1T o] ARE Edz 49 A7

AxE ANG

ol
xr
pilgd

Z 4l ROC curve
M #9 BF A48 Aow e

1}
AR

L
L

1

om, ROC curve ¥-412] A3E 117

il sl

9

AFpA e o

<
T

Aol v oo} B Ape] ARY @

w0

K

: W,

T WA =

: junghye@korea.ac.kr

Fax : 02-3290-2537, E-mail

- 655 -



H 2009 BAA Ame| wWEW, AZ
AdE o 319 Hoz A 200819l BlE| 1
Tk 83 o] Zo] ZFo]E whHd], o]E ALE
127 43 o B, Zo|EEL 257, frull$o]
T s1e® Ado| Hjg FUket o=

2
UElstth ol&el Fd
46.6%, 7AATA 14.4%, uﬁ%x} 24 8.3%, 7}t
= 2+ &3t 74%, AAA - 544 S 5.0%
=2 YESTHEAA, 2010).

200930 o] &
AHE Fa Sl

T % 204 ek wAd
L= ss2uE e
7‘(j [e]

AR
ol &&0] 2003"3% HAHoz HAA 79(.5:_*;'_
Hla Holx X9k mAd AE F o]|E
F7F A ol Zi of AukE dold AL
7}#&1101%1 #AE I U F84
stk & ¢ Stk &, ¢l FRAAT
¢ FoEE AU 8 BEWAES £

£ A9/ ggkon A2de A
Ashe $ust ol

I
)
i

i)
s
i
9,
O
k&l

rE
2 o
ofrl
o
fru
ro
o

o
o|N
N
N
ol
rd
>
o o =

HH‘ O>_|‘_1,

£

S

j:l

o

L

i
rr
—z
—z
lo,
iih)
Fn'

o S-l:; o> u
b=
2
o rr
of
% &
=

ﬁ
rr
ko
rO
il
o
ofN
jubad
o
fr
bk
|
re
R 1)
N
o,

o P
N
S

rlot
=
nt
iy
rlol
it

I'ﬂ °1°
ol
kel
-
S
i,
N,
Kt
ol
rd o

¥,
;L
=
.y

n‘.
—{m
lo,
i)
ot
=
N
ki
A

iz
o o
o2

X,

1o,

oy

11}{e]

PX

_|_|>i

2

2

1o,

il

offt

) O{Ig rlr

0w

3
&} 740]7}7} =g -}
o BAse] AEA
o] goi7l £
A AHgsl) gk
AENE Ad2 dgAew wjeatet B4
o gk 7i%lel Bz AR 2L o1 (Roach,
Frazier, & Bowden, 1981), A& w3t 7§19

o
S
H
o

o= S
thAEA, 1989 A91-8; Locke, 1951; Spanier,
1976; Spanier & Cole, 1976). 2 ZA-3-5}= A
£ oA ol A2 AF deiedda %
238 FRzte] EAlel el Aol =LA7t 8l
on, XAl A2 diel igtete, =]a
Am @Esee PHow BUAS ddst
o] tHLocke & Wallace 1959; Spanier, 1976).
AT e cdEl A WEelE B

&3 o] Lol 7b el AHgEE Ade
2 FREUA AFelA AP 23 FES
A FaL QIt}. Spanier(1976)+ AEZA S F

7 BN A B ¢ dda e,
she 2o A B F ddon, e
she el e BHdA gAdE B ¢

PN

& gt
o stk e B RE 39 5
=dl, A fAle 54 A 48 = W
et Folm, T WAL BAY 54 W
dste Aol vk F, F 7 #HS
g8l uel AEAgoleh: Re A&AQ
R o= @ AR AgHEs) 4
$WIS el Floln, olele Fmst ¥
ge AR 553 I Wgtele Aolgta
g} 2= o]

= T

- 656 -



A

bh

> .
—

J

ofr
-

ATAEE A3 0EE ¥ W
Aoz gk vAds gl
el e BA% sl B @
A7, AV AALE, 25 ¥ F
e Ao JPdsE thpanier &
Lewis, 1980).

rg rlr

U o
rjl Y

%] om

mo N 10 R N
=
wk

Ade Bl Add F54
Adjustment Scale, 0] 6‘]— D
< W e
A 7P HRHow o
2o 4g B 27 o}
=0 (South, Krueger, Iacono, 2009), =1jj2]
FHAA B AE Ay ddE o] A
E HHO A% mZEy 4 BEso] HQ
AEE 2qaed Aeda Qe Ameln
AL v, 2010, EE%, 2004, 293
ok A&, 2002; A3A, 2005; w82 #HA
&, 2010). DASE 32 ¥R HwA #H7l=
Ak, A EEu A8 A FEA
o s HEE F A4 A uw
AR 7lddlE oA AdE]
210] ¢k tH(Hunsley, Pinsent, Lefebvre, James-Tanner,
Vito, 1995). o], thfed @5 5] HH
ATE B4 AltE AT} Sharpley®} Cross
(1982 WEEA, TIEA, 8RlEH S o
sl 8, 10, 11, 25, 27, 28 W<l 6/ &3]
DAS 3239 o] &2 tAE + vk At

v%

>
al

il

ol
s

|50l - 2

o} o] Qo= ‘Er%ﬁé%Ol A= 3l
ovt ARARES HasA 2a 3
& Kiernan, 1992; Russell, 1989; Saarijarvi, 1991;

1990).
BgEo 1

Saarijarvi, Hyyppa, Lehtmen, & Alanen,
b B Ao 749
153 Y Sharpley9} Cross(1982)7} A <+et 6
Bg7 6239 3 2SI TR,
Kurdek(1992)°] A1t 102%2] @5l of
3 Azt BEE w2 A 23S vlue]
Huz g

o|E5E 1T Ame EQeR Felroln
zeldes BAS dFa] A% AR

.

fol 71Z27}t npEElon, ofd o]&g7] F
& st oheke AeA Ay el &9
2 A go] A|FT] o] Folrlof & FoR oA
ATEPZFE, 2011). 3 A AFE AAH
A7t AZoA FAlo] He FREAAY <
Aol FoAEE AN FREAG Y3

71t E3F ol Aoz AANTKRAA,

A4, 2000, FEGH Ee FREA A

B

o)

E dFe] HaiA e WeS E3eta
UE BE ¥R FHE HEE AMEste
Aol o 788 F= Aoy AvbAel Bi5
A BEEY A4S A=E deleta A
= B3 ¥glE W ge4doR gty ¢
M= @5 Hro sido] dasittu &
Aot} ¢=e] Aol olHg HAo= I
UE DASO| ©5E FdEo| 22 Aljtyxn
o I Z3E Ateld Bl A= Wi
&2 Ho|mW(Hunsley et al, 1995), ZUjo|rE

- 657 -



b

(

o

ros 2 g
o

L
e
g o2t 2 W

ox
ol
-
o
=

rr
o

-

o
% b
3

=

N
of >

X2 ox M

$Rae A
g AN @ Rl o A
o4 Bk £407

Wde Bzt

o-{}E -

Jur)

-

tf

&

hin'

57 HFwAe] A EH He
2 #4s 4

1389 9] Ul &}

b

H

e vl

1. detRRol ol EASHA Helol| ofst Jls
=ul
=il LRt
(%) (%)
A=
2Z 0 (0.0) 1 (L1
== 1 (1. 1 (1.1)
Iz 13 (13.8) 20 (21.1)
AEE 8 (8.5) 13 (13.7)
& 51 (54.3) 45 (47.4)
el E ol 21 (22.3) 15 (15.8)
AT
1505+ o] &} 4 (4.3) 10 (11.0)
200~3005+¢1 14 (15.1) 18 (19.8)
300~5007H 35 (37.60 32 (35.2)
500~1,0007F 27 (29.0) 23 (25.3)
L000RHY o] 13 (14.0) 8 (8.8)
th B3t ARe Fl 45.9546D=1299)¢ F-
Ql 4446MISD=1433)%oH, B AE 7|3t
£ 186.58(SD=109.72)71 D o]t} wS F=

(xX*= 5.05, )% AAFE( =470, m)ollA 4
Ho| W& FAHCE fFogt Aol Kol
gRo FIEC] AAFEs FHol s
et ko] e Fo=E A AZIT
l= 579 Q1 SATA W

T X 20 AASHY H
A 37.194/(SD=7.26)9} F<1 35.174]
Sb=660)Fom, Hit AE 7FS 89.77
(SD=95.727f L)Lt W& AE(y 2= 4.27, m)
&} AAFF( =458, moA Ao wat B
AXo® o7 Aol7} fle Ao® Yt

¢

)

e

o 2 ox X
rlo
=

of ol

H,
N
of
o oy Mt

ol o
o,
e
L o
X

2 e



ol

Bl

)
Al

K

GEL

& (Affectional Expression) 47]2] 3]

S %= (Dyadic Cohesion), T+Z=(Dyadic Satisfaction),
e

K

-

B

3n

(%)

(%)

ot
~

atdl

o
ofo
—_
~
Q]
H
"
_o
.ZTI
vl
o
n_Alo
ll
o
ol
ﬂ.mo
R
S .
Ny
o B
S 2
SRS
(=) (=)
S &
s £
(=) (=)
Mo
N No

X HAHK-MSD

I8 AENE

Synder(1979)°1] 2]

§-l.

8 (11.8)

10 (14.9)

o
™

3 (4.4

3 (4.5)

49 (72.1)

38 (56.7)

=9k 1749 A

=

sl gom 1he] BE

3

8 (1L.8) X

16 (23.9)

\

<°

o]

M
o
Tor

olel 4

] =
[,

\=] =2
Bk

ol
Al W

[

=

s

N

Aen FAEo] glo

L
.

A

2 33) = <

2.(3.0

13 (19.4) 21 (34.4)

gl

200~300%F

=
©

tol 3

5

31 (46.3) 26 (42.6)

gl

300~500%F

& Aol WE PalolthAgA % AT,

8 (13.1)

15 (22.4)

sl

500~1,000%

£

s
a

"

‘_NO

4 (6.6)

7HE A

<

3
N5,

sy
a

"

Z3}9]

=, WA 7}

=

53 =(DAS)

Spanier(1976)7} A1 2}

®r
-

T

M

==
=

t DASE o|W43t A

3|
s

gtk

=
=

o
=

}

XO
iz}

o 7HgA

WAL AETRFHE HAHKMSS)

Schumm, Nichols, Schectman®} Grigsby(1983)7}

AR 3Eder T4

2 0] o F¥el w2l o slew Iufddlde 54019890 B

A

-
=ge

32701¢]

A4

[e)

=)
- T

Fak HA5(1997)

A7 YAE

[e)

3o
= -

0o A 1

to]

3

k!

“FAl oh AU RA (Rl o

Avh} BESAE

2312
==

e seluerel

3

T WAE A

He e dA

=

/‘\_]__

F3. T DASO| A

3

4

ﬂ,mo

F=H YA Z(Dyadic Consensus),

J

&

oy
or
it

- 659 -



THEFE, 2009).

3|

Zx
=

i3

-

o
j8A

|X]:

3

),

o]

AA%1997°] A

F=alE|

(]
L
L

°

A& AT

= A

N

s A

2000 12€5H 19704 £ ®

FE 952 Ve

éa
W
N

)

g

ted

HE7] 9

Alw

ZAA

]

An

<)

=

92
83
75
71

91
86
68
62

19} DAS-65-gol A

o2 YAAN T/} A dehta 99

xo)

.93
79
.86
.84

12 zlew debie,

9

DAS-3223
51
75-0] DASTE

DAS-10
DAS-7

o
L

(specificity) Tt

Ly
a

Al

ity ROCA B At
o we} U=} 1

E

=
=
R

=l

ks —]l:—(sensitivity)?/} Ex 2y
Tola, Eo]

71 9

J

&

0

o7}
A S
AME 1

x|
=)

e g
g
71E olgfe] WA (Area Under Curve; AUC)

=
=

"

)

JThaL

o

A7t

=
=

=
R

e
A At ol AR 2A

T(PPV)

L= wr

she] gag Ao niet

=

=

A

3, S4d5=

)

S7=

A7}

w27t &

(NPV)=

580l| 4

L
T

KMSs <}

°]

- 660 -



FA
o

# 4. DAS CiEEn i ZE0EE ZARe| Alnt
DAS Form
KMSS K-MSI(GDS) DAS-3253} DAS-1083 DAS-7%3}
K-MSI(GDS) -.80
DAS-32+3} 74 -73
o DAS-10%-3} 77 -78 87
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AUC ()] Cuorolf Sensitivity Specificity PPV~ NPV~ LR+ LR-

score
DAS-32%-% 91 86-95 =88 84 84 79 88 5.32 19
DAS-10%-3} 96 94-99 =30 .90 90 86 92 8.54 11
° DAS-7%-3} .88 .83-93 >18 .80 76 71 84 3.29 .27
DAS-65-3} 86 .80-91 >15 T4 .80 71 .80 3.34 33
DAS-32%-% 86 80-91 =93 77 77 71 82 3.32 30
N DAS-10%-3} 88 .83-93 >33 .80 81 75 85 4.21 .25
" DAS-783} 81 74-87 =20 74 74 67 80 2.81 35
DAS-65-% 78 J1-85 =17 71 72 64 77 2.50 40
DAS-32%-% 87 84-91 =91 78 79 73 83 3.72 .28
s DAS-10%-3} 92 89-95 =32 83 85 80 88 5.65 .20
e DAS-75%3} 84 80-88 =19 75 75 68 81 2.98 33
DAS-65-% 82 77-86  >16 73 73 .66 79 2.70 38

AUC=Area under ROC Curve; Cl=confidence interval; PPV=probability that the disearse is present when the test

is positive; NPV=probability that the disease is not present when the test is negative; LR+=Likelihood ratio

positive; LR-=Likelihood ratio negative
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DAS-10 36.01 20.77 37.08 27.56 36.55 24.16
_ 16.16%%* 10.37%%* 17.04%%*
=% G.67) (634 (5.64)  (6.03) (5.67) (7.04)
wE H <001
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25-41.
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Validity of the Short Forms of the Korean Dyadic
Adjustment Scale

Hyun Cho Seung-Mi Choi Hyun-Joo Oh Jung-Hye Kwon

Korea University Marital The Department Psychology

Counseling Center of Korea University

Dyadic Adjustment Scale is the most commonly used self-report measure, in which marital quality was
assumed to have multi-dimensions. Many previous studies proposed and evaluated short versions of the
DAS to measure a marital quality efficiently in clinical situation. However, no short version of the DAS
was developed and validated in Korea even though the DAS is a commonly used measure of marital
satisfaction. The current study examined the reliability, validity, and ROC curve of three short forms that
other researchers suggested. Findings in the present study showed that the all three versions were reliable
and effective in measuring. a marital quality ROC curve analysis demonstrated that the 10-item version

showed closer utility in measure a marital quality to that of the DAS. Limitations and suggestions of the

present study are discussed.

Key words : Dyadic Adjustment Scale, Short Form, Reliability, Validity
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