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725 S / o= LiebowitzA | 2R E (LSAS) 2| Q0174 & RIEH R84 - tishy ATt MRS ESEA AHS S40=
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1 2 3 4 5
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5. BHSE A oJopr] sk A 46 28 2 13 23
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Fole BIEE 59 HHEE TR
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= @ A @A
speak  public strange  assert obs total
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6. T2 Ao AARE oA od P52 1A
g daa 2 78 (.69) 62 (51)
14. T2 AbghEo] grolSle Wl Eo7te A 55 (44) 61 (.76)
15. O AFEY] FR5E we A 75 (72) 69 (.60)
16. 3lejut Belol A &g ok A 81 (.66) 69 (45)
18. FBkA] & Ao v AE EHdl= A 61 (50) 60 (.56)
20. of2] A SellA T A 77 (.63) 62 (44)
2. 22 AEC] BoAglE Rl A e A 75 (.64) 62 (71)
3. AFEEo] B XA Aakshe A 71 (:56) 55 (.54)
4. AFgEo] B XA tE AEER A vAlE A .67 (.81) 51 (.66)
7. B9l Z2 gEd sk A 75 (.67) 66 (.59)
23 Bdg o A 51 (46) 61 (42)
10. U7} 2 42 Fshe AbgtollAl A gkehs 73 (.70) 59 (.52)
1L W7E & 4R Bshe AR digksle A 84 (.72) .66 (.70)
12. ¥4 AlghE e A 82 (.82) 70 (.66)
19. W7} 2 42 Bahe AFRES nlgie A 63 (.64) 57 (.62)
22. oA BAE wdelAY dEske A 77 (.66) 58 (.56)
24. Aol FrjE Adstes A 75 (.66) 48 (42)
8. FEo] AARE A dat= A 73 (:50) .66 (.63)
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)
. speak: YHAZ publicc FFFAO] FE strange: WA AlgTRe] FoAtg
assert: A7]F%; 738 obs: T2 Algo] A|ARE dollAle] 3743t
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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.

Keywords : social phobia, LSAS, situational factors
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