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A
a5 - 275 0.90 0.44 0.70
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AbS) A st i .
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%5 - 1.64 0.76 0.37 0.69
3h8 3o 3.22 1.05 0.48 0.66
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332 a8 2.81 1.05 0.50 0.65
333 =19 2.74 111 0.51 0.65
=338 - 3.67 0.79 0.17 0.74
32 - 231 1.08 0.65 0.84
T8 - 1.74 0.81 0.42 0.87
321 =1 2.87 1.20 0.76 0.82
g i )
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A A
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Q1A EA
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A EA
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&5 e 239 - 197 L15 033 0.79
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36 a4 241 1.07 0.65 0.60
320 - 2.88 135 0.39 0.68
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326 - 3.17 1.40 0.06 0.79
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¥ 5. SAS-BO| 599l 7+ MY

=4 AR 7N ezd Rk s ks A
=4 1
A4 0.75" 1
71%z4 0.73" 0.48" 1
Wi 0.87" 0.52" 0.55" 1
= 0.78" 0.56" 0.48" 0.62" 1
Fass 0.82" 0.59" 048 0.67" 0.51" 1
A 0.86" 057 0.53 0.73" 0.58" 0.69" 1

*p<.01
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(Smartphone Addiction Scale
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ANSEt B ApANE AEE F5] 2 W), Uded B3e] AFEE WolEo]]
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H 2 F3Al4 SE CR BT
A4 — AUEE = 1.000 - - 772
NExd « ATIEE Z= 919 122 7.537 749"
Wi « 2NEEZ 5 1.974 181 10913 910"
w5 — AUEE $5 1.639 1160 10.218 758"
a5 — ZUEE = 1.688 166 10.166 918"
A — AVIEE 22 1415 151 9.377 933"
16 «— A4 1.000 - - 700
14 — A4 1.140 111 10.269 5917
9 « 14 1.002 094 10.661 617"
5 « AA73 923 080 11.566 683"
18 — 7124 1.000 - - 502"
19 — 71EZ2A 1.418 162 8.736 670°
10 — 718z4 1.167 143 8.150 586"
15 «— R =] 1.647 178 9.252 782"
23 « A 1.000 - - 766"
12 «— BRI 838 056 15.787 754"
17 « w7 832 051 16.357 778"
11 — g 1.092 061 17.998 847"
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24 — a0 872 054 16.138 762"
3 — il 765 054 14.054 676
6 «— = 749 049 15.126 720°
7 «— s 1.000 - - 687"
13 « a5 948 079 12.020 672"
20 — 5 1.010 087 11.604 645"
8 « a5 751 072 10.430 574"
21 «— A 1.000 - - 592"
22 — Ak 1.127 .097 11.608 736
1 — A 1.342 112 11.928 768"
4 — A 1314 107 12.260 803"
*p<.01
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(Smartphone Addiction Scale Based on Behavioral Addiction Criteria; SAS-B)

(Smartphone Addiction Proneness Scale; S Scale)
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Development and Validation of a Smartphone Addiction Scale

Based on Behavioral Addiction Criteria

Jooghwan Lee  Jopgmin Lim  Haobek Son ~ Ho-Wan Kwak ~ Mun-Seon Chang

Kyungpook National University

The aim of this study was to develop and validate a smartphone addiction scale based on 6 behavioral
addiction criteria. 40 items representing 6 factors of behavioral addiction were selected as preliminary items
and final 24 items were adopted based on reliability testing. Confirmatory factor analysis using the first 6
factors underneath ‘Smartphone Addiction’ as a second-order factor was used to assure the validity;
satisfactory goodness of fit was determined and the reliability of the scale was confirmed. By confirming a
criterion-related validity, significant correlations between the Smartphone Addiction Proneness Scale for
Adults (S-scale) and Smartphone Addiction Scale (SAS) are validly verified and as a result the scale can be
utilized to assess smartphone use addiction. Implications and limitations for future studies based on the

results of this study are discussed.

Key words : smartphone addiction, smartphone, smart media, behavioral addiction, addiction
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