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A Validity Study of the Korean Version

of Perfectionistic Self-Presentation Scale

Jung Hee Ha

Hanyang Cyber University

While most of petfectionistic personality assessment focus on trait perfectionism, there are limits to
examine various mental health and maladjusted problem associated to perfectionism. Accordingly, the
purpose of this study is to introduce the ‘Perfectionistic Self Presentation Scale: PSPS’ which assess
expressive features of perfectionism and to test the reliability and wvalidity of ‘Perfectionistic Self
Presentation Scale: PSPS’ using 217 Korean university students. Three constructs of the ‘Perfectionistic Self
Presentation Scale’ investigated by factor-analyzing were ‘Perfectionistic Self Promotion: PSP’, ‘Nondisplay
of Imperfection: NDP’, ‘Nondisplay of Imperfection: NDC’. The concurrent validity of ‘Petfectionistic Self
Presentation Scale: PSPS’ was supported by correlations with happiness scale and self-esteem scale. Finally,

the implications of this study and directions for future study were discussed.

Key words : Perfectionistic Self Presentation Scale, Multidimensional Perfectionistic Scale, happiness, self-esteem
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