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19. W7 & &2 Eate AFRES vlElEe A 20 27 41 32 .10
22. oA BAS agksiAY SEste A 20 17 24 62 23
24, Hujhe] e AAdsts A 15 21 17 60 .09
9. T}2 Algo] HE dollA SHE 2 A 14 20 18 26 51
8. FEo] AARE oA d3le A 43 28 24 14 51
IHE 35 26 25 1.6 10
AR 2H%) 1772 1307 1257 7.82 492
A v H %) 17723079 4337 5119 5611
Cronbach's alpha .87 .84 83 73 .64

ol

891 3& Aw A A 9A) xdhe A
% tEks AU A3E sha, whie 3
oA A ARk} 22 strange)"o] 2
sttt ol diidE Bla wAS %
dgow, 89l 20 Hlskd F ¢ AHSH

RaAge] aPE 49T TR 9o
291 45 “A|F A3Hasser)’ O 2, “E7 W
gabr], A" T 4 °a] fﬂ‘ﬂ &8l &
A1) 4e AgH0 2

o Wgk Fogoltt UV]E}ELE 22 5 ¢

4)4
E
[«
r
>
o

A
£

rO rr o oo o

g

- 259 -



2 AN YollA 2ME 2AY 48 e 5 AEIZ(WH 2Rz ¥ 2E-EE7 A
o] FYPFFo R “ThE Algo] AAEE g
Mol e Arskobsy’ 0.2 HHBIITh o] A¥} HE A€ 20709 B Zta 9918
© & 2 Astdnt & @ A%E wgez, 7 e w2
Fole BIEE 59 HHEE TR
¥ 3. K-LSAS FaSMEo ndE 2&-siHT7t o, 2&-387t A
corrected correlation
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9. ThE Algre] e oA SHE 2 A T3 (50) 45 (54)
Cronbach's alpha 85 (.84) .82 (.82) .83(.87). .88 (.79) .87 (.66) .93 (.92)
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Factor Structure and Diagnostic Efficiency of A Korean Version
of the Liebowitz Social Anxiety Scale

Eun-Seung Yu Chang-1l Ahn Kee-Hwan Park

Department of Psychiatry Department of Psychology Department of Psychology
Seoul Paik Hospital Korea University Catholic University

This study attempted to examine the factor structure of a Korean version of the Liebowitz
Social Anxiety Scale (K-LSAS) and its diagnostic efficiency. Subjects consisted of 755 college
students and 32 social phobic patients and exploratory factor analysis was used to identify
situational factors provoking intensive fear in social phobia. As a result, the following 5
factors were extracted: (1) speaking, (2) doing something while being observed, (3) public
situation, (4) interaction with stranger, and (5) assertive situation. The reliability and validity
of K-LSAS is also highly significant among these subjects. Finally we examined the difference
of score on K-LSAS and its subscales between two groups, and discussed the value of
K-LSAS on accurate diagnosis for social phobia. The application to specific cutoff scores of
each subscale and total score on the K-LSAS would greatly enhance the diagnostic utility for
social phobia. Therefore, K-LSAS can be beneficial for clinicians to evaluate social phobic

individuals accurately in order to make efficient treatment plans.
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