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The Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders-5 (DSM-5) Section III includes a hybrid dimensional-categorical
model of personality disorders. The Personality Inventory for the DSM-5 (PID-5) was developed with 220 items to assess the
personality traits within this model but has several limitations such as fatigue and difficulty in maintaining attention. The im
of this study was to develop and validate the Korean version of the Personality Inventory for DSM-5 Short Form (K-PID-
5-SF). Through confirmatory factor analysis, it was found that K-PID-5-SF had similar factor structures to those of the Ko-
rean version of PID-5. The internal consistency of the K-PID-5-SF was adequate. The K-PID-5-SF had significant correla-
tions with the Korean version of PID-5, Korean Personality Disorders Test, the Personality Psychopathology Five, and the
NEO-Five Factor Inventory. In conclusion, the K-PID-5-SF had adequate reliability and validity for evaluating personality
pathology, contributing to a better understanding of an alternative DSM-5 model for personality disorders.
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Construction and Validation of the K-PID-5-SF
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Table 1. Reliability of the K-PID-5-SF Compared to Maples et al. (2015)

Construction and Validation of the K-PID-5-SF

Ttems Maples et al. (2015) This study
DS (n=1,417) VS (n=109) (N=132)
Domains

Negative affect 28 .90 91 .83
Detachment 20 .89 .90 .81
Antagonism 20 91 .87 .70
Disinhibition 16 .89 .90 .68
Psychoticism 16 .90 .90 .80

Facets
Anxiousness 4 .88 .89 .89
Depressivity 4 .88 .88 .88
Emotional lability 4 .86 .89 .85
Perseveration 4 81 .78 .70
Separation insecurity 4 .78 .85 72
Submissiveness 4 .78 .78 .67
Hostility 4 .82 .82 77
Anhedonia 4 .82 91 .85
Withdrawal 4 .85 .85 .81
Restricted affectivity 4 .76 74 73
Intimacy avoidance 4 .82 .86 .66
Suspiciousness 4 .74 74 72
Deceitfulness 4 .81 .82 74
Manipulativeness 4 .80 .76 .67
Grandiosity 4 .84 .76 77
Callousness 4 .85 79 .81
Attention seeking 4 .85 .88 .85
Distractibility 4 .86 .90 .85
Rigid perfectionism 4 .81 .84 .79
Irresponsibility 4 77 .67 .63
Impulsivity 4 .85 .86 .88
Unusual beliefs and experience 4 .79 77 74
Risk taking 4 .82 .88 81
Eccentricity 4 .88 .90 77
Cognitive and perceptual dysregulation 4 .82 72 71

Domains 90 .89 .76
M Facets .83 .83 77

Note. K-PID-5-SF =Korean version Personality Inventory for DSM-5 Short Form; DS = derivation sample; VS =validation sample.
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index(TLI), comparative fit index(CFI), root mean square error of
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¥ =649.37, p<.001,
TLI=.82, CFI=.83, RMSEA=.08, o244, * =289.65, p<.001,
TLI=.86, CFI=.88, RMSEA=.08, 2]t}|AJ, * = 275.00, p < .001, TLI=
.87, CF1=.89, RMSEA =07, &%}A4], ¥’ =153.52, p<.001, TLI= 91,

i

CFI=.92, RMSEA=.06, JAI%& 34, > =210.51, p<.001,
TLI=.82, CFI=.85, RMSEA=.09, of| 3t F5-2 sl oF

Table 2. Confirmatory Factor Analysis of K-PID-5-SF

RMSEA

P df TLL CFL g’ c
Items-  Negative affect  649.37 343 .82 .83 .08 [.04-.09]
facets Detachment ~ 289.65 165 .86 .88 .08 [.06-.09]
Antagonism 275.00 165 .87 .89 .07[.06-.09]
Disinhibition 153.52 100 .91 .92 .06 [.04-.08]
Psychoticism 210.51 100 .82 .85 .09[.07-.11]
Facets-domains 713.71 265 .70 .73 .11[.10-.12]

Note. K-PID-5-SF =Korean version Personality Inventory for DSM-5
Short Form; TLI = Tucker-Lewis index; CFI = comparative fit index; RM-
SEA =root mean square error of approximation.
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Figure 1. Path diagram of the relationship items and facets for disinhibition domain.

Note. All paths shown are statistically significant at the .001 level.
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Construction and Validation of the K-PID-5-SF

ol B p<.001 o)A frofste] ThEgle] a’lyr2rt oY
2R oF2 710 2 HstItH(Figure 2).

F =1 (partial credit model, PC

7h4e] BARAE)S AEdtc B ol2e] 3 % St
%X‘E—’F FA %) 9] 7 (invariance of trait parameters)<

SolEoIM AEEE WIS IS 2 e S ek
SO} el el e SR RS ool 3

7P A H47E A, B, C 5= AFEE= 7ok ol =7t

U2 D, E F i E2 AlEEE 49 59t Ao, ofd wok=

Aol e ) o) T 25 gk Zolck

rlF fa o
T
o0

T?P?P9 P

4 1 3% Emotional | | Persevera- | | Separation | | Submissive- 0
IAnxiousness| [Depressivity| Tability o —— el Hostility
.35
70 58 82\ 80 42 69
Negative
affect
Withdrawal
.63 e Unusual beliefs
- and experience
Restricted .57 2
affectivity 64
— 49 Risk taking 4_‘
ntimacy .
.—P e Detdchment Psychoticism | 7g
74 Eccentricity
Anhedonia
75 Cognitive and
perceptual
83 dysregulation
@ Suspiciousness
Antagon: isinhibition
83 78 36 38 53 ¢
50 .59 .66
Deceitful- || Manipula- Grandi- Callo Attention ngld pe ( Irresponsi- T Distracti-
ness tiveness osity ness N seekmg fect bility Py bility

566086 06606

Figure 2. Path diagram of the K-PID-SF.
Note. K-PID-5-SF = Korean version personality inventory for DSM-5 short form; All paths shown are statistically significant at the .001 level.
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= ATOIA G PID-S BEF0] TAEES Belsl] 4 otk

Sfsh A7be] A ARAS] et AR SHLS IO WE  Arbae] BARA0)eh 8 PID5 B 4 7 A
o EARAO)F Aot} BEYT ATLAS ANk £ S AT AT B 89, p<.001, HS] TOFRAD-99(E FA)
UgolE L B AN B /LR U AR L ATHS 7h PID-S-SFE Al 25k s SHS R
Ao QojAli H7ppe] 4ok e ARAeIM B2 4Gl 2o 02 ekt

At BT Solek wheh] POMO 2 A E 759 52

W40)9} T PID-5 T 142 7k AR 7)) LRt Azisol FiciziAteto] Aneb

U5 Uo] 2ok sHe SHS W 2Tk VU Section [11] $A1 67 Ao} WelA 42 B2 G 24

Table 3. Correlations between K-PID-5-SF and Personality Disorder Test

Personality Disorder Test

Personality Disorders proposed Personality Disorders proposed
to be remained in DSM-5 Section III to be removed in DSM-5 Section III
STPD ASPD BPD NPD AVPD OCPD PPD SPD HPD DPD
Negative affect 5600 580 .83%¢ 29 52 49 7500 23 A1% 5700
Anxiousness .36* 27 54 29 50%* 66% 20 11 .36 46%*
Depressivity 53%* 40% A4 -.26 450 .09 53%¢ 560 -15 .05
Emotional lability 510 5900 k<2 bl A42% 34% .35% 56 19 55%¢ 49%¢
Perseveration 53 49 68 -.05 A46** .28 640 .29 .10 A5
Separation insecurity 23 .38* .36* 24 .08 -.03 .16 -.01 .35% 17
Submissiveness .34 11 .30 .02 460 43* AT .10 .00 .50%*
Hostility 25 49%* 76X+ 46%* 28 43%* 55%F .03 A48%* 46%*
Detachment 53%* .35% A4+ -.10 66 24 52%¢ 7000 - 38% 23
Anhedonia .38% 19 31 -.19 53+ .19 29 58 221 .20
Withdrawal 38 .20 18 -.05 53+ 17 A42% 600K - 470 .07
Restricted affectivity A4 .20 27 -17 Al* .10 31 A7 -.39* 13
Intimacy avoidance .36* .26 .30 -.06 520 12 34* 6407 - 35% 13
Suspiciousness 53¢ 55%¢ 70%¢ .09 5900¢ 37 7200 46%* .03 390
Antagonism 33 590 33 50 -.08 -.07 25 .20 .19 -17
Deceitfulness .20 48+ .18 A41% .04 .02 .36%* 21 .05 -13
Manipulativeness 27 A4 21 37* .06 .03 .26 .24 -.01 -11
Grandiosity .04 27 -.04 A7 -43* -.17 -13 -.08 13 -.29
Callousness .39% 31 .18 -.26 .06 -.34% .01 49 -24 -29
Attention seeking .30 57 62%%* .630% .06 .16 .36* -.03 60718
Disinhibition 5700 654 79 51 527 .36* .69%%* 27 37% 57
Distractibility 53%* 61 T4 .30 ) bt 31 .66 .36% .29 54+
Rigid perfectionism .14 .10 .36* .38* 56%* VA bl 56%* .04 .26 A46**
Irresponsibility 48%* .60*** 527 A48%* .36% .02 47 .35 .02 .34%
Impulsivity 580 .65%** VA bl 40% .09 .00 .35% .08 A7 34
Psychoticism 7900 627¢ ) bl .03 14 -.20 .36% .39% .09 -.05
Unusual beliefs and experience 630 450 .33 -12 .10 -.18 27 A45%% -.07 -17
Risk taking 560K 56%* 38* -.03 -.09 -31 18 12 17 -.09
Eccentricity T4 6300¢ 49%* 15 13 -.13 37* .36* 13 .00
Cognitive and perceptual dysregulation .69***  .35% A4 .06 A0 .03 38% AT .00 .09

Note. Traits that are proposed as criteria for each remained PD in the DSM-5 Section III are in bold. K-PID-5-SF = Korean version Personality Inven-
tory for DSM-5 Short Form; STPD = Schizotypal Personality Disorder; ASPD = Antisocial Personality Disorder; BPD = Borderline Personality Disor-
der; NPD =Narcissistic Personality Disorder; AVPD = Avoidant Personality Disorder; OCPD = Obsessive-Compulsive Personality Disorder; PPD =
Paranoid Personality Disorder; SPD = Schizoid Personality Disorder; HPD = Histrionic Personality Disorder; DPD = Dependent Personality Disorder.
*p<.05.**p<.01. ***p<.001.
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Te A A 2389 Aol AAlA Akt r=79,
p<.001, BHARSI A7 ook A7 o] A7 ol Er iAo 24
Z}, r=.65, p<.001; r=.51, p<.0L, 7P 52 AT B3k E3h
ZBAR A7 ol 7Y A3 AT ol R A AT 22t =83,
Pp<.001; r=.49, p<.01, 3|94 AZAA oll+= o ZAFALT =66, p <
001, 7F3 =2 AF-S 7ix)= 71 0 2 YeRdT) A 2R oo} EA
P AR A 7 A ol Aok o M =
=S Bk 23 A o= 71014 r=74, p<.001, HF
ARl A o= 55785 r=165, p<.001L, BAE A=
271 AT, =81, p< 001, x}7]oHH Aol & %—TLQ},

Table 4. Correlations between K-PID-5-SF and PSY-5

Construction and Validation of the K-PID-5-SF

A48 5
11 oFA}) 7]-/&}14-5/\}450}1;]. ;S/H oz]ZLA o)z A
Aotz BA A A A3l 212} =75, p<.001; r=A41,p< .01 r=.57,
p<.001, 7} =2 ATS Heich 23A AR o= of ZAFAl}
7P S 7 AL = UER T, r= 170, p <.001(Table 3).

PSY-52t0| Attt
a3k PID-5-SF2} PSY-5 2% 710] Al S A A 57)
wela] 47 el 7]ojEl PsY-5 2K ol olah Ak 7=

NEGE INTR AGGR DISC PSYC
Negative affect K2 A3 -15 .01 55%%
Anxiousness T7O* A2 -21 -.10 A48+
Depressivity 4900 A3 -.06 .01 58
Emotional lability T64* .32% -17 .06 A2
Perseveration ST .32% .01 -.02 49
Separation insecurity A46™* .18 -12 -13 .29%
Submissiveness 42* 28 -.14 .10 .30%
Hostility 6300 12 .01 13 .16
Detachment 40%* 580+ -.19 -.06 6107%
Anhedonia 5300 490+ -.30% -.05 37
Withdrawal .23 43%* .00 -.03 46+
Restricted affectivity .16 37* -.10 -.01 A48%*
Intimacy avoidance -.03 .40%* -.14 -.14 31
Suspiciousness .60 A7 -17 .00 650
Antagonism .06 -27 39 A0 25
Deceitfulness 31% .10 23 32% ) b
Manipulativeness .08 -11 .06 13 -14
Grandiosity -32% - 550 34% 11 -.20
Callousness -.03 14 13 14 43%*
Attention seeking 11 -29 32% 39 15
Disinhibition 7200 .26 .16 .35% A48%*
Distractibility .6400% A410¢ -12 .14 450
Rigid perfectionism AL -14 37 21 .01
Irresponsibility 5200 .30* .07 .28 46
Impulsivity 52700 18 19 42%* 4900
Psychoticism A40%* .14 .17 .28 684+
Unusual beliefs and experience .26 14 -.04 .04 580+
Risk taking 14 -.10 38 .29 .40**
Eccentricity A4 .10 .14 .36* .60*
Cognitive and perceptual dysregulation A4 33% .07 .19 N b

Note. Correlation in bold indicate those that expected result in PSY-5. K-PID-5-SF = Korean version Personality Inventory for DSM-5 Short Form; PSY-
5=The Personality Psychopathology Five; NEGE = Negative Emotionality/Neuroticism; INTR = Introversion Low Positive Emotion; AGGR = Aggres-

siveness; DISC = Disconstraint; PSYC = Psychoticism.
*p<.05.**p<.01. ***p<.001.
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A0 2 ekt A A Aol R AMAAVISNEGE)  NEO-FFI 28 7 §0J3H ARHE 7 Ao trehe), 54
3 r=.84, p<.001, A QOIS YIRS FAH AAA A A4 Al AL 1= 80,p<.001 Som R Age o

3
(INTR)T}, r=58, p<.001, ZthA J9& FAMAGGR) T r=39, Atk ofjZAMAl G2 QA ), r=-82, p<.001, Ajg g
p<.01, EA G2 FAAADISC)SY, r=.35, p<.05, FAIHA 5T r=-47,p<.
A A2 HAT(PSYC) T r=168, p<.00L, Rt A 2 ol 72 S EIAr 1y A Jt‘é& 7éf%“é %%ﬂ% 7 o“é
Aok 2l A4 52 o R 71 PSY-5 A mmef ORI r=27 ns, OIS HolA 4%k
AHS HGITH(Table 4).

o

E
=
=
&
N2

NEO-FFI2te] &2t

gh=1t PID-59F NEO-FFI A% ZH A& A 23 g4 & A4t 44 3 448l Briste ol iFEsH dAE = 3
WA A ol Alela ) Weld 42 BAdele e b R PIDS BE3S TSk SRS dEstd 49
Table 5. Correlations between K-PID-5-SF and NEO-FFI
N E A C (o)
Negative affect .80%** - 530 -.55%%% - 590 17
Anxiousness 780 =510 -45%* -43%* 22
Depressivity 5400¢ -.53%00¢ -.35% - 4900x .05
Emotional lability 750 -.36* -.46** .65 19
Perseveration 4900¢ - 4900 -.5000¢ -.5000¢ 11
Separation insecurity 5000 -21 - 47 -.19 -.03
Submissiveness .00 13 18 .04 11
Hostility VA bl -S540 =51 -.60%** .16
Detachment 56%%* -.820* -.637% - 41 -.04
Anhedonia 56%4* 750 - 510 -.34% -.13
Withdrawal A4 ST -.60%** -.36%* -.16
Restricted affectivity .19 -.500% - 49H* -13 -.05
Intimacy avoidance 31* -.60*+* -27 -29% .00
Suspiciousness 630 - 48 =580 -45%¢ 21
Antagonism 13 -.08 - 47 -.09 .00
Deceitfulness 29% -22 =57 -.18 -.06
Manipulativeness 12 -.08 - 47 -15 .07
Grandiosity -13 17 -13 34 .05
Callousness -.03 -.19 - 45%% -21 -.26
Attention seeking .19 .02 -15 -.16 12
Disinhibition 66%%F - 49 -46** -6 A1
Distractibility .64+ - 43 -28* =700 .02
Rigid perfectionism 39 -.30* -.35% -.03 21
Irresponsibility 37 -34* 41 -.33% -.28*
Impulsivity A1%¢ -27 -23 .58 23
Psychoticism 34* -25 - 41 -27 27
Unusual beliefs and experience .14 .06 -24 -.01 .25
Risk taking .06 -.09 -.14 -13 22
Eccentricity 37 -31* -.30* -.39%* 18
Cognitive and perceptual dysregulation A8* -.34% -.59%0% -.28% 18

Note. Correlation in bold indicate those that expected result in NEO-FFI. K-PID-5-SF = Korean version Personality Inventory for DSM-5 Short Form;
NEO-FFI=NEO-Five Factor Inventory; N = Neuroticism; E = Extraversion; A = Agreeableness; C = Conscientiousness; O = Openness.
*p<.05.**p<.01. ***p<.001.
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e

42 Maples 5015)9] 0] M2 2251wl ek WA 7
Ak A 7he] 2Alo] chet Alalol S At el ol Sl
T} Bl o] 71 Apo] SRt ATEol g
Hof(Chmielewski, Bagby, Markon, Ring, & Ryder, 2014; De
Fruyt et al., 2013; Gore & Widiger, 2013; Thomas et al., 2012), 2]
SHA] Y= A5 A (Few et al., 2013; Quilty et al., 2013;
Suzuki, Samuel, Pahlen, & Krueger, 2015; Watson, Stasik, Ro, &
Clark, 2013). webA] =5 1= W91 7Ho] A A H= 7} 2
stk

2 AtoAs PERRIES e 2 T3] Al =t B

i ool

=

THASE e B R Te 2 dRistsly| ofg) 25 Ao
A QRS dpyo 2 o) Al Eet e, §-442 7
S a7} ek E3E A7 | Ay Ao uhE F7kA; Hgko]
e 5= AUk S AR S M e T Hard 7HsA0)
olon, 53] 47 53 U 2ol Wl e SR HE
oF SRAFE Tetals Ao] Fasith ueh 25 4477
ALl EHER SSH=AIE ERIS 4 Al B Ao 414
of et A Eag Ao 2 B,

2 Atoll A= Rk PID-59] @532 FH/dsto] 412 B
FEE A5 = PID-5 959 S 9l 2 9
P2 AollA S4sh= et FUsHA 711e] 1LREH A
S25 afefsiar, Aol thigt A2l sij4lS 7Hs kS Usst
Aok 2 HEF A A e A oA AR AIA &
&3S SUHAA T8/ A Ao = 7|dferh
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Supplementary materials. Korean Version Personality Inventory for DSM-5 Short Form (K-PID-5-SF)
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Supplementary materials. Korean Version Personality Inventory for
DSM-5 Short Form (K-PID-5-SF) Scoring

Scoring
Negative affect
Anxiousness 32, 40,41, 53
Depressivity 63,64,72,76
Emotional lability 46, 60, 73, 81
Perseveration 27,35,45,51
Separation insecurity 18, 20, 50, 79
Submissiveness 4,6,19,89
Hostility 12,15, 68, 85
Detachment
Anhedonia 1,11, 13,48
Withdrawal 59,70, 82, 83
Restricted affectivity 3, 30, 36, 75
Intimacy avoidance 28,33,62,90
Suspiciousness 43,54, 56, 86
Antagonism
Deceitfulness 57,93, 96, 99
Manipulativeness 39,49, 71, 100
Grandiosity 16, 21, 42, 84
Callousness 24,29, 66, 74
Attention seeking 5,25,78,95
Disinhibition
Distractibility 22,44, 55,61
Rigid perfectionism 37,47, 58, 80
Irresponsibility 14,52,67,77
Impulsivity 2,7,8,91
Psychoticism
Unusual beliefs and experience 31,34, 38,94
Risk taking 17,23, 69, 97
Eccentricity 9, 10, 65, 92
Cognitive and perceptual dysregulation 26, 87, 88,98

*Reverse-scoring(1): 33.
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