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A Study on Reliability and Validity of the
MCMI-IT Alcohol Dependence Scale

Young-Ho Lee

Department of Psychology, The Catholic University of Korea

The reliability and validity of MCMI-III Alcchol Dependence ScaleMCMI-B) in Korean version
were evaluated with college studentsqN=264). Internal consistency coefficient(Cronbach @ of
MCMI-B was .58. Concurrent validity coefficients of MCMI-B were .56 with MAST and 43 with
CAGE. The cut-off point of MCMI-B for diagnosing alcoholism was explored. Considering correct
classifying ratio, sensitivity and specificity Raw Score 7(Base Rate Scale Score 75) was suggested

best cut-off point. Factor analysis of MCMI-B revealed that 3 factor model is appropriate.

Keywords : MCMI-III, Aleokol Dependence Scale, CAGE, MAST, reliability, concurrent validity, cut-off point
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