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= I A Hrbd U3 F3S 3 =(K-FPES) B33}

B AFdME ARt A4 S Hrkely] fa AdE 2FA Fotdd g T
#| % (The Fear of Positive Evaluation Scale)Z Wotsto], d+=+¥k K-FPESQ] Q91722 glslsi,
ot s AFeren, ARl F84d diaiA] Au Ryttt A7 164 136
Akl Frked 281, of 108W)S tido® FAA liAe HAlste gdaql +
ghelatgla, AT 20lAs 2227 9] A HTcgAl 1419, o2} 81 A ER14 alEA
2 A3, TLI= 901, CFI= 930, RMSEA= 0852 H]w2 A3t mFlo| 9
93, A Ee} FEm gewst Gos Uedth A7 3ol e 358mel tlatye
d G} AL FES IR TR 32, oA} 10%)S ¥ w8k 3, K-FPES
9o dFH F8E wol7] Al A (curoff score)S FolE YT ROC FAE B3

=
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A}S) FFEZ(social phobia) Z-& A}3]E-QHA ol
(social anxiety disorder)D= ERQIC)A] FER=T}
AL o dEE el Agely = AgeA A
Aoka A &HAQD T2 Holv(American
Psychiatric Association, 1994), WA FHE
12-13%9] a3ttt chKessler 5, 2005).
EF e ARleET AeE 1E, 7
o, 7HE A, 2E 3 ol BA FdYelA
71579 €70l A (Stein, McQuaid, Laffaye,
& McGahill, 1999), ate] A& S H7lste=
7d8Fo] QlUKSafren, Heimberg, Brown, & Holle.
1997). BTy AR ESE Hole f2Solu &
ZEF 2ol 718 FAv Ede F=
A Fofetel FHEE E} ol A
= e“@/\]?'b— TAANTE FL
714l g AF7F 2ESHA o] Folx

glom, 9A-F Bl 234 B}

ko

A

of 3l FofS(fear of negative evaluation)S
2 54ow a0, AH2TEL N ADE
& 2RAoR Blo] vHHen el
A BAR 0z B Holekn e
31 3}S thLeary, Kowalski, & Campbell, 1988).
Nedon B ARES Rad Ao
A Adg FAoR dXsta, Tl o
AT o Be FoE 7]2°]|™(Foa, Franklin,
Perry, & Herbert, 1996), £3] E}QIo||A| Zﬂ/\]ﬂ
© e mgd da A
A5 Utk olEe A At OME},
ERIGIA AAE Aoleta dldse A4l
p=3 é_oﬂ ZA 3l

lﬂ —W

1) o8] AFol|A] social phobia®} social anxiety disorder
7F E&5o] AgHI led, B dAFdAe
NEFEE e FUste] A8

A s dEsta A7) BUHE S e A
o ARIT T Yol AgH o el
AR AR ARdA] Ekle] ARl
HadHes & 71EE 7Ha siva ©
etk a2y o5 BRlY] w2 VEe W
A7) A% AR 8 sHs A
wEell, AFS=VEH FE4 BE EE vt
T80l wra oAt oA ¥ 7t
o dde Eehe % 3 a2 B
AelA wHA= Aol Bg= 7t dstst
B FASAHS nE AT olHF A
AL oy AP0 AT EE XA HH(Coles,

Turk, Heimberg, & Fresco, 2001;
Surawy, & Clark, 1998), A}3| ZEZol| 2] HH
2 7ol g T we AAA e of
Yzt Hriet #E FRE A7sta At
£ A4S A3 HUE f8olthHory,
Williams, Gonsalvez, & Gordon, 2004; Mansell &
Clark, 1999). I®ol|&= &3t HZo| 29
o AElmon g AREe] ¥ 3

Hackman,

bt ohet gAA WS EY Yot
AAE Feg dote 7R eag 13

sk dFol 3

SHA grlol| et F24=2(Fear of Positive
Evaluation)

A Wbl tid FHRE FEAeR
e g 7|REe 2 3= Gilbert(2001)}
3 TEEY AREE RdoA @t
(Trower & Gilbert 1989; Trower, Gilbert, &
Sherling, 1990). ©] Rdlox& A}z Egto] T
3 QI7Fe A A 9 H(agonistic threar)d} A
sAgslE Ao g Astet], Gilbert(2001)E

AR AN MEAHY FEAES
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MY - 010l - 24 / = SEA EUH tigt FE A= (K-FPES) EtEet

FANAFE A 7R Ageitt &, S 0 Solle v AR FgdA o
AR AujARQl Al B esA  He AR e Hsshy BRRle] 7
EHste 95 dsta, JY oA PFAQl vt FolEolA AAl Bl FoE & U
A2 Fode &9} HAste] AL EQlo] ThAlden, Mellings, & Laposa, 2004). ©]2]&+ 73
AZTI F4E. Glbents *222 A3 84 ATE ASRIN FHAA AHA
Sn Azl ARES 08 oan 252 Asue] ol tial LelFe, Aldn00he
Yorle FAE &l AL FANT & Qo WYY AN AfAom uod
o o ASAe g0 FAD ATENA YA A9 90 Al

T ogelR £ god SR 4 dt ga le dede dadin
oL, 7702 Wl AE WA A BEdos, ARSI i 344
7] Hfear of doing vvell)’O]E}j Taksith Frlell tht FEee Giberr(2001)2] 2o
?&Jﬂ, Wallace9} Alden(1995, 1997y 74@24 275, ARilo] F£& FPor FHAA 3
\=]

ATE Eg| AlgEold] )t Gilbercre] 3] /1S WS ozn x| Yo L golori
00DHE Ao ® AAGAT. Wallace®t | HES GEAE EET= Aol #dd
Alden 1] A5 53, A}W-ﬂ&i ek tha @tk & ARAoR B9 ARE
g AJSEdA teddy #eEdE fTxgd L ld diE 2718 AlElAE #ale] Hu
dd=<3 =% o, %75131, l"i— 94 g= oA AR ARG o|Zold 5= 97| uf
el Jr1E AAstuet 2 2z, Fd), 2L £33 Holk: AL FHYsitie

°ols2 %L;g@] A AR ke ez ol Z o] th(Weeks, Heimberg, & Rodebaugh, 2008).
FAAR W7t v ok vRIAR A A AdAo R odE weta 3HAS
19] 8 s Wekr] &2 Zolgn Azt gudls e ARR|AoR Bokgh AlEES
| W&l A Jewe ERlo] A Wizl Al e Hie

Aoz Ut 713 FHYE & len, o Ak

l

P

P

H
e

A7) #7hE dobselA] Rehe °f At
Witk olof whef, ERlo] zRAleAl 7Itied A A #A] e vA= Al diE
o ditte FEe AN FE HE F U
o|F Tl molH EEse oz Hu 44 Bt g FelEs Gotir] 9
SHATh. &, ARSlERte] §le AFRET e, @l Week 520082 234 7l tigt T
o] 5L %79 FAAC Hrlrt ARl i3l £ Z%(The Fear of Positive Evaluation: ©]3}
ERRIY] 7IHE A F dloy o] & 8 FPES)E AFSISITh o] AEAE Ae 108
& 4 Qe ARl T FolxA| &klel, o= EEelon, 1,711e] tishyE o
AR oz oz ERIA B Hris o2 3 31F 89 EAMdA 2719 I

Ao

W 5 grkn AFEe Aoz vkt 29 AARD sl B vel Txo) e
of AToNE 244 Feuel dgon, ¥ @ Aoz Wt UEo) WA FAEE 080
HA =M e Fol sz AA Bl = U wEd 544 %o g 5

A& o= 2] & 2| Z=(Brief Fear of Negative Evaluation
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BHRAleIatEI K| - At

-Straightforward score: ©]3} BFNE-S)9} 1-2]m] &k
TH HEEE Bilon, &30l AR
o Al EQE S = RS 29t ¢

=0 SARN kel i Fewol 5,

Fergus, Valentiner, McGrath, & Stephenson(2009)<-
1339 9] E]bgol] Aol A|A FPES7} FNEZ
235k =P TR40R PEFE BT

2
An)
e
2

>~
>,
ot
of4
F

IN
o
N,
2
_O‘L
rir
_‘

N
N
£
o

of the Fear of Positive Evaluation Scale: ©]|3}
KEPESS ks, BhAS AEdtud o
o ol 9 gt 9 Avele tom
272 BAsw, ARAG dF H94
& ol Zoltk. 1Elw o WA 4

=z

= =
A $84€ doluud AT 24

302141, SD: 53041, o=} 108W(M: 35.144],
SD: 7.284)R1 ZF 136780] FAAsiSith AlEE
I3 AR T 2008 9L FE 2000 109
T M e FEEYE BAldelA Fx
3t A &9l dkoldt MINIPusE &
3 ARl TESTS F Ador W fpHor
TAHEAY. 4 Ak 2z i 2 A
A AE7E el A& FdAd Qe
olFAA. A FET Ab Jk IAF 32
WM 33.694], SD: 12344, oA} 10%MM:
258041, SD: 7.124)°]1 AT

¥ ET

AP

=% MIN.I-Plus(Korea version of Mini
International Neuropsychiatric Interview-Plus)

MIN.L-Plust= MIN.I(Shechan et al, 1997;
Shechan et al, 1998)5 ATF&CE T Ao
Z, DSM-IV& ZAZAHER 103 (International
Classification of Diseases and Health Problems 10th
Edition: ICD-10)9] 8 A 15 HAF Fof &
EfE sto] tdsta FxsiE HEs 5
ofel Azt A WA olH. el = 270
el FAld S tide R REstE e,
el A% Al BE A FARs
49~91%2 YEhHh ARRZ IS Afele
819 WA LA E=7F BIH e, 2001).
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EAES

333 Bt W@
Positive Evaluation Scale; FPES)

Wecks, Heimberg, & Rodebaugh(2008)e] 2|3}
e 2 HEE ARBA A fiEe
A W7kl UE FHEe] ARE AR
Hrbeles wE 27|Ead AEA oty 27)
o Sy BYE G 3 02Fon 7
el glom, 7 £ 0d(dd a4 &

153
thiH 9@+ 2=2th7kA 108 2IAE H
T2 At fEo] MPAF(Weeks 5,

2008)0l whelh, A #aFel sz 104 £
< AEd d#Hoz FosAY FHs=
el

S AIFE =17l f& Agekia, FH
A AgEo] T4 Hle 0~724 |tk

K-FPESE FPESO] ¢ &3S sl=d=g wot
ste] ARgslTh HE WL 20d o) o
A Frjeln AFae Aejet Aap 314 &
A @) 1091 E5g Wol, Jojg on]
EAES g3} Wk, olF, ¥

-

M
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5
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. riL o
rO _04 ﬂllo

ox ﬂ

S

o =
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ﬁr—lﬂomrimmﬁr_%mi
12
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Ny 1o
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ofN

Mo
ok,

fijo

rx

o

g‘ﬂ

8

O

4=y EFFH Hrld A FHE -
%3] A A 4*(Brief Fear of Negative Evaluation-
Straightforward score; BFNE-S)

FNE @232 1983 %0 Leary7} A|&3¢
Ao, AB|FEF A 1] 54
Qo oJgk B2 Hrtel| Wiz TS 54
3}, Rodebaugh 5(2004)3 Weeks 5(2005)
242y e Bxbgel A8 g o of

(O[Z0 - 22 / E=Et SEA BIH| gt FeiE A

T2 & FHLZ(Fear of

S (K-FPES) Efd=t

o, 2§ E3HGtraightforwardly worded items)©]
A 2 20 499 B 92 59
o
=

}it}. o]o] BENES 87H fzﬁﬂ Esu %

\Zl
9e FEF BENESE AlEaAE Aeey
31, BENESE AIAE 928 = LS

Rtk ¥ QpNE ol &3 HPF19)
o] @EHOE WSk BINE oA 7ol &
A BY FHS ARG B A
of WA AL 8602 Uehgh

Liebowitz2] A}3] &
Anxiety Scale; LSAS)
Liebowitzﬂ 1987d A}Q IEZ AAE0] 7}

o} 3 I (Liebowitz Social

6‘}91 »} ERdst wpol AA" 4749
Szl 47) oz ALgeiiTh

RiEs

Fgow ARd ATASe o, Feolg
&9l W& Y| Z(Cronbach’s alpha)+ 93‘:’]0}1
L, 3Y Hre g0z JeEthRes, <
2, v718 2007).

ArEA dsEg
Anxiety Scale; SIAS)

Mattick®} Clarke(1998)7} A| 238l H T 2 A,
A A d3AES eete TR 3gellA
o AAA, A4, YT e TEste
A7) Hud Aot F 197 R
lem, 53 A2 Fdnh & AT
Fo0n0] Wk HE=E ARSI, WA

B9l H % (Social Interaction

olo
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sHRAlR|stER] ¢ QA
AL 88~940]0] 45 149 AAARAL
Al =& 920|%]t)

slAdw Yol A% A EX](Penn State Worry
Questionnaire; PSWQ)

o] 2 Z=E Meyer, Miller, Metzger, & Borkovec
(1990)°l] 7REet Aoz EA ZH(trait worry),
Hald AA e dub(generality), =3 A=,
A BrFsAE Wkt 19 B
sH A== gAen, T4 M= 16~80%
Afololtt. WEHE o &akEe] PSWQ A7t

A H9ALg Y] AT, oE

Bolgoluel &
A =& Aoz YEGTHBrown, Antony,
& Barlow, 1992). WA LA == 922 HIES]
Y, W), 1999), # Aol e 1A

A3} wIEE(1998)7} 15‘_};} AL ApeatTh

Beck® $& F X (Beck Depression Inventory,
BDI)

& SR FES WUkl 9al, Bedk,
Ward, Mendelson, Mock, & Erbaugh(1961)°l] 2]3}|
HEE Hrolw, 25 AAA,
714, AelA S8 990l 29d A|EL
AAtelth. & 218302 08 ~33 7k B4 8t
=5 EUY ol $F81991)0] W
ekete] E}gstet @3 BDIE AHESISIoH,
WA U] =(Cronbach’s alpha)v= .78~.85% K.
¥ A

AN,

A
1

A=

AT

B AN KFPESS] QQlT2E Yoli
7] Ysll, dutel Ay A3 FEES A} A
(o]

o
WL o dol GAH LN 44

2 e

)

2) #E2=7 Noj| alA Gosuch: 17]9] W4 &

itk Ed NS Avuga, BYEE
KFPESS} ] 4Ad S @ w47,
AE BT B 24 Hwde] ARRAS

13679 dukel FAuy o] AlEFTES
A HiE AP frelg Aelzt
gdem, (176= -1.21, p> .05, WS AT
Mz ztelg HolA] @3t} (176)=159, p>
05. e Al FAME T el f9
ugk zkel7b vkt
»< 001,

21, N=178)=44.40,

[=]
ST Q0124

K-FPES?] Q.
e

ATZE Lohir] Slale] 7
Hé,(principal axis A}Z} 3
L

AHgste] gy

factoring),
(oblique rotation)S
= AT 8Q14E AGEA] G o

AFA7E 10] FE 379 egle] FEH oAt

Aol Th4l W o) BAFII} elok et
I 3R, Numalye 108 o3-S FAsIG L
W, 2972} 948 e A% AR 2

717} 2B} Zolw frha S THOlES, 2000,
pp.87). B AFxE K-FPESE 107]9] #3)
dalFxa sl 429 ASlFES 3
A AE 2Q1EME AABIT

e Fs;



2AE - 0[™ol - 24

=i S8& Eotoll et FHE A Etget

& (K-FPES)

T2 238 | AE(scree test)ol| A X7} olg gt Ayt 8 Mol oA 8119 &
438 ashe AFS mEst] ddeel  QRslge]l 30~40Hth FAokdthE Floyde}
TZ27F A Aer  AGHJTHIHSE,  Widaman(1995)9] 7]Eel F3ebA] R o
2000). 82145 U2 A3 F thA] 8% % AR ES AT A, s 23l
A& AAletda, A eQlfelEe £ 1 A9 Lbfé}ﬂkl 342 UEh, B4
oA AABIAT o]E AHEW, FAHET oAl -129F XA ¥ AHE BHYTh
A BES AT 247t 33.1%8) 382%<] ey 9] A B3-S AlLstd 8 &
AuEs 7tk g 7 A BF el & S A AgAdTE ArE o, 2
ol s&ek1d, 29, 39, 49, ¢, 79, 8, 9  AFoMZ= 5, 10 EEFS ALt Aol

A sittal FehE 9 tHWeeks &, 2008).

1. K-FPES2| 2917
—— AT Al TES
n=136) FAFm=42)

4. U4 A9 de Aoz iE Az wE W BUds At 78 85
8. Th2 Algto]l & 3 of, o7l Bigs =2t 77 84
2. U7 B4l el ate Ao RNE A3k wow E}bejzit 68 69
L o2 ARgelAl b Aol £ A4S vt s 15dA Ul 6 i

Aeg BAFE Zlo] BHs
6. e o2 ARE deld AR 2 A HY dEo] IS w Fave

Aol 1 vtk @0
9. B2 Algo]l UE Rydlste 2 2ugts, Fedadre FE8n 4

A @ 61 71
3. s O ARRES Q) < Ee &% n29 dth 59 63
7. G2 A SellA F7kE Zaldln & o, Wit R Ak RS

st 7ol Et ro
5. THE Abgre] ZmRY] stelet Azete olob] ARt A A RS D "

olop7|atE Helth
10. AFgEel Us 2 Bebee 2 21, vel IFAQ] WE o gaFrlE

dha -05 -12

fEE 3.31 3.82
A7 %) 33.1 38.2
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K-FPES, A 2gko] 1|2
dpha= AT A 85, AJEBEZ 3
dolA e 882 Bl UrEhdh 2334
el Ae, ARRET s 9
e 7t 38.69, 39-792 UpERTh mebA
KFPESE 24 FEo] AF=E Hole AL
= A

K-FPESO| F#H/MH =g A58 $
dl, b2 34 =7 1 AHe dotrsin
ol & 2014 AAsIAT

43 g9 Ee A$ KFPESE SIAS, r=
434, p< 001, LSAS Z7H, r= 350, p< .001,
BENE-S, r= .320, p< .0013} Fo|u|slAd] =&
ATS BT Bolml 287l =o FHE

ebsto] -2 A4®DDE FARE el

g

Ae Btk @, Wy g
A Fmd Beck TF HIE, r= 282, p<

¥ 2. K-FPES®} CIE &8 7 Zhe| Azt

B dFoMe 334 Hrtdd o T
L Zhl thek T2 sl AL
slEtd FdFE mA=AE GotEdrh ©]
2 9slo] A}3| EokSIASES E&W Ol BFNE-S
9} K-FPESE EgucloR & ‘”)rﬁlxq AT
g sa, o drke & 304 A
%Liﬂz%oi Abw e, gyt

AYE B9t %5 folu]sHA

[‘11‘

ol 2 &

o 2 2
ol

rr

» o
o

i

L od
)
v

o 4
=
>
oty

T

)
=

fu)

ot

EZ AN Hs dAASHA ek
o|Z Z3shH, K-FPESE RBA A 7t thek

FeEve TS e SRR AR ERk] 9%
= 7IAH, ole A vlE AEEES
FAANAM B FEAAA YesTh

=23 = BENE-S LSAS SIAS BDI(partial 1) PSW((partial r)
K-FPES 3207 350 434k .282%%(,061) 220%(.007)
5. BDI®} PSWQO| F-i/3d#e ALg] E<ISIAS S BA|H Anjolal, FEAATHE fofshA] eskeh

BENE-S = ©5¢ 742 g7}l Bt
LSAS = Liebowitz A}3] &9t 2=
BDI = 33} Beck] E<F A&

*p o< .05, ¥ p < 01, FEp < 001

ol 8-

pU

A A%

SiAs = 41814 3Eate B A%
pswQ = Aol 44 A8A
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SPAVE - 010} - 22

# 3. BFNE-S2 K-FPES2Q| EHAIA 5|7 EM

o
A

o S8 EU10f tigt F293 A= (K-FPES) Etdst

G FTEHA gFHQ R FHE R F B '
oJukol Zth @A 1 441 436 105.54%% .585 9.00%#x
(n=136) A 2 495 488 143745 247 3,79k
SIAS
BB 9A 1 385 369 24 43%%% 485 447k
(n=42) A 2 562 539 1539 438 3.9k
. @A 1) BENE-S &7 2) BENE-S, K-FPES
wE p <001
o4 2 2ol Q08

AT 20|41 K-FPESS] ma}t BFRElE 93]
224 982 Hte] KFPESE AAlEkg 1, Al
=9} g =g dolr ottt

3

W

oI ChAL
Ag 2 A A gt A #d
HES FAshe e 222E e R )
Ak FA 141 22074, SD: 3.144), o

A} 81H(M: 20.27A, SD: 2.78A)°] At}

¥ ET

AP

AT 13 =A35}A, K-FPES, BENE-S, LSAS,
SIAS, PSWQ, BDIZ A}-83}9]t}.

4 3

p< .001,

897x APLE A A,
543 gidor oy golEAS

A3}, y*(20, N=222)=52.16,

NFI= .902, IFI= .931, TLI= .901,

CFI= 930, RMSEA= .085% ettt \* 2

o o o Jx
(2 @ 2 o
ol
o

3], 2000)

2914
1
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9 A3

2 3 % (reasonable  fit)o] ™, .100]/F0]
2 3} T (unacceptable
ol T1EE
of o) walzl @9 KFPESS ©

dsteut x*e A
A 2de AZEr] wEo mde
s e

vhA o|tho| 5., 1990). NFI,
90 o] ol 2
2d 2 &A3ta, RMSEAE .05 ©

AT (cdose fit)o]L, .08 o|3d}o

]

-

]
!
il
fin= IHEITHEA

el o, B



v e [l [ L JLe JL s |

Va ~ v

6|
*/7 37k

|

oJu]EATHEY: 37~.80). 3 Eld oA K-FPESE SIAS, r= 429, p

]
=

grh weby B Are 4y 57 Al

< .001, ISAS &4, r= 408, p< .001, BFNE-S,

e r= 281, p< 0017} fre|ulg FA Fos B

Atk g, MEEgEe ¥ HEE BDL

K-FPES A &3kl WA LA = (Cronbach’s  »= .268, p< .001, PSWQ, r= .298, p< .001%
dphae 86082 FTatA Uehga, 23-
[e]

Ueltoh AR EQKSIASS EAE Fo=

A= A2~-742 AR HY FEE ol gk 4 HolA sttt

HOR ope

7 3

KFPESY) 7 84 Lokl 9l
A

4
o]
K-FPES?] Z=3/Hid gdw= A=sly] 9 A7 13 2049 HAF G AREES §
.1l

&, o2 =3 T3 7ke] ATS dolrgrn, AR TE HlweESth 3 ROC I (Receiver
F 49 AAEFS T Operating Characteristic Curve) 0.2 U FA O 7
# 4. K-FPESS} CtE & T 7ho| AzbatA|

=27 = BENE-S LSAS SIAS BDI(partial 1) PSW((partial r)

K-FPES 2815wk 408w 429w 268%#%(051) .298%#( 053)
. BDIS} PSWQO| HE/dd2 ALS] EKSIAY S BAISH ATjolxn, AT FofskA] L3ith

BENE-S = ©&3 544 Hrid tigh T4 A

LSAS = Licbowitz A}3]E<¢t H & SIAS = A}3|A AJ5zke Bt A%

BDI = 3t=1% Becko] &<t HE PSWQ = slAuYol A% HFA]
wE p <001
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HIMA - 0|80 - 24
d83 F Sl HAHo] A GolE Tk
W

oA CHA

AAAEL A 137 29 xloqx}r_ 513}0%
e ge Eekdk Et&ol Aoz dm, &
358 AtEsE EAEAT @At 169tﬂ(M
23424, SD: 4.684)), oA} 1899 (M: 28.77A],
SD: 92440l tt. TlEo] ASEES Jhe

toll et F24=

S|
-

S (K-FPES) Efd=t

QATFSAHIEA Hel A I|=EAI
AR ABTES I e ak
Ao foet Afol2 Holx gt

1398)= .99, p< .001. 1Y AE FAdAME
T AT el femE Zels B,
N=400)=12.63, p< .001, BT AHAMT A}
3 Z¥EZ xR do] FAR G vE] o5t

A=A JEbT, 1398) = 3.00, p < .01
712 BAXAA LB BEE SAHTGE 4

oy

el Bls) AEERt, & ©
o #dE A=l 2F FoletA =4 HE

WSl 4%

)

AT 194 FHoldt 202 9t Ut} 3, KFPES A4 HlmE 93, F F
@ 2+ frougk 2ol S K9l BDI, PSWQ, gt
54 =7 A7 B Adds BF BAsl FHEEY
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Validation and Clinical Efficacy of the Korean Fear of

Positive Evaluation Scale

Park Seo Jung Lee Jung Ae Oh Kang Seob

Kang Buk Samsung Hospital

Cognitive-behavioral models propose that fear of negative evaluation is the core feature of social anxiety
disorder. However, it may be that fear of evaluation in general is important in social anxiety, including
fears of positive as well as negative evaluation. The FPES (The Fear of Positive Evaluation Scale) was
developed to test this hypothesis. The study aimed to examine the psychometric properties of the Korean
version of the FPES (K-FPES) and to demonstrate its clinical efficacy. In Study 1, the results of an
exploratory factor analysis of a sample of controls (#=136) showed a single-factor structure. In Study 2,
we evaluated the model using confirmatory factor analysis on a sample composed of the undergraduates
(n=222). Finally, we examined the instrument's reliability and construct validity. In Study 3, the K-FPES
showed good diagnostic accuracy, as assessed through ROC analyses (AUC= .80). We discuss the

K-FPES's implications regarding the study and treatment of social anxiety disorder.

Key words : social phobia, K-FPES, validity, reliability, dinical efficacy.
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