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The Personality Inventory for DSM-5 (PID-5) was developed to reflect pathological personality traits, a key criterion for Sec-
tion IIT personality disorders. Previous study examined the validity of the Korean version of PID-5 (K-PID-5). They reported
that some of factors in its structure were inconsistent with those of the English version of PID-5. The present study aimed to
replicate the validity of a modified version of the K-PID-5, items of which were revised from the previous version of the K-
PID-5. A sample of 510 adults completed the K-PID-5, the Korean Personality Disorders Test, the Personality Psychopathol-
ogy Five (PSY-5), and the NEO-Five Factor Inventory (NEO-FFI). The results confirmed that the modified K-PID-5 had ad-
equate test-retest reliability and construct validity. The K-PID-5 had a similar factor structure to that of the English version of
PID-5. Additionally, it had significant correlations with the Korean Personality Disorders Test, PSY-5, and NEO-FFL. In con-
clusion, the modified K-PID-5 exhibited adequate reliability and validity for estimating DSM-5 Section III personality disor-

ders.
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2013; Yam & Simms, 2014).
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Table 1. Exploratory Factor Analysis of the Risk Taking

Shin & Hwang (2016) This study
Ttem Factor Ttem Factor
1 2 1

48 .70 A2 48 .70
159 .66 -.01 159 .66
69 .66 -.05 215 .66
39 .65 -.09 69 .64
195 .61 -.04 164 .64
67 57 .09 87 .63
3 47 -.05 98 .62
112 35 19 67 .62
87 (R) -.07 72 195 .61
215 (R) -10 72 39 60
35 (R) 05 65 112 57
164 (R) -05 65 35 54
7 (R) 10 52 7 54
98 (R) 13 23 3 49

Note. R=Reverse item. Factor loading in bold indicate those that Risk
taking facet in previous study has two factor structure.
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Table 2. Exploratory Factor Analysis of the K-PID-5
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Factor

! 5 3 1 5 Communality

Anxiousness 91 .09 -.03 .10 A1 71
Depressivity .70 27 -.10 -17 -.10 .79
Emotional lability .61 -.14 -.01 -.07 -.36 .64
Perseveration .51 .07 A2 .05 -29 .67
Separation insecurity .50 -.18 .07 .06 -.16 34
Submissiveness A2 .03 .28 .06 .07 .34
Hostility 40 .08 29 -.07 -.25 .68
Anhedonia .63 .46 -.09 -15 .10 74
Withdrawal .08 81 .08 .02 -.04 .66
Restricted affectivity -.14 .66 .19 .10 -.10 .52
Intimacy avoidance .10 .59 -.16 -.03 -.05 40
Suspiciousness .38 .40 18 .08 -17 .65
Deceitfulness 12 11 .84 -.16 .07 67
Manipulativeness -.01 .00 .78 .09 -.09 .66
Grandiosity -.18 -.05 .52 .35 -25 .57
Callousness -.06 45 .36 -13 -34 .67
Attention seeking 14 -.32 37 14 -.41 .55
Distractibility .59 .05 13 -32 -12 .67
Rigid perfectionism 43 12 .09 .56 -.08 .53
Irresponsibility 27 12 28 -44 -.18 .57
Impulsivity 15 -13 13 -.36 -.52 .54
Unusual beliefs and experience .06 .15 -.04 11 -72 .61
Risk taking -12 .07 14 .00 -.65 .54
Eccentricity .10 .30 .07 -.06 -.59 .65
Cognitive and perceptual dysregulation 40 21 -.08 .00 -.55 77
eigenvalue 10.028 2.807 1.935 1.386 1.026

% 40.111 51.337 59.076 64.618 68.721

Note. K-PID-5 = Korean version Personality Inventory for DSM-5; 1 = Negative affect; 2=Detachment; 3 = Antagonism; 4 = Disinhibition; 5= Psychoticism.
Factor loading in bold indicate those that are consistent facets with factor structure of original PID-5.
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3191k
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Table 3. Confirmatory Factor Analysis of K-PID-5

e df TLI CFI RMSEA [90% CI]
Items-facets Negative affect 264.69 131 .89 92 .09 [.07-.10]
Detachment 67.38 34 92 95 .09 [.06-.12]
Antagonism 85.01 44 91 94 .08 [.06-.11]
Disinhibition 75.39 29 .89 93 .11 [.08-.14]
Psychoticism 68.25 38 95 97 .08 [.05-.11]
Facets-domain 834.43 261 .70 74 13 [.12-.14]

Note. K-PID-5 = Korean version Personality Inventory for DSM-5; TLI = Tucker-Lewis index; CFI = comparative fit index; RMSEA =root mean square

error of approximation.
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Table 4. Correlations between K-PID-5 and Personality Disorder Test

Replication of the Validation Study of the K-PID-5

Personality Disorder Test

Personality Disorders proposed to be remained
in DSM-5 Section III

Personality Disorders proposed to be removed
in DSM-5 Section III

STPD ASPD BPD NPD AVPD OCPD PPD SPD HPD DPD
Negative affect T 530 V. 300 607+ 270 700 58 367 T2
Anxiousness 55X 24 540 15* .68+ 34006 5500 530 23 76
Depressivity 590 A2 6244% .08 624* 9% 56 64+ 13 654+
Emotional lability 580 A4 T3 360+ 420 A8 590 330 564 540
Perseveration 580 520 520 2700 30 21 43 370 21 A6+
Separation insecurity 36%* 320 380t 21 34 .10 40 280 ) ST
Submissiveness 34 13 260 25%* 320 19% 320 20%* .14 A6
Hostility 580 64 Va bl A6 280 d6* T A5 A0 350
Detachment 60 A5 ST A1 57 23 63+ 810 -13 A1
Anhedonia 520 360 520 .03 684 19% 49+ VK -.04 59
Withdrawal 49 400 400 12 500 23 560 5 -21% 260
Restricted affectivity 2900 290 13 .05 11 20%* 2900 ST 300 -.02
Intimacy avoidance A0 22 ) -12 A0 .05 380 53 -.16%* 2700
Suspiciousness 63 A7 610 330 4300 25%% 767 617 21 4300
Antagonism 60 687 56 620 .03 .15 6100 400 3400¢ 11
Deceitfulness 5200 630 5400 5300 12 .05 5800¢ 3500 ) bl 21
Manipulativeness 4300 530 3900 L1 -.07 22 Age 24 3700 .05
Grandiosity 2800 310t 19* S50 -17* 240 3400¢ .10 22 -.09
Callousness 58%¢ T3 540% 200 11 01 590% 59%04% .05 .08
Attention seeking AT A0 A3 62 -.02 19* 40 15 A48 A1
Disinhibition 64+ 630% 700 A2 361 2604 .60 A48 367 ST
Distractibility 5500 AT 590 20% 45 .09 AT 420 224 60%+*
Rigid perfectionism 280 250 300 350 14 64 380 270 224 22
Irresponsibility ST 57 550 360+ 350 -.01 540 430 25% A2+
Impulsivity A4 ST ST ) b .05 -.14 31 250 3400 18*
Psychoticism 82 69 700 390 200 15% 64+ 49+ 254 24
Unusual beliefs and T2 520 A8 380 13 23 S 390 19% 16*

experience

Risk taking 4900x 630 530 310 -12 .03 3700 24 14 -.03
Eccentricity T50* 5700 6100 3500 22 .06 5500 A4200% 24 18*
Cognitive and perceptual 800 567 .680¢ 2900¢ A4t 25%* 690¢ 6070 26 5100

dysregulation

Note. K-PID-5 = Korean version Personality Inventory for DSM-5; STPD = Schizotypal Personality Disorder; ASPD = Antisocial Personality Disorder;
BPD =Borderline Personality Disorder; NPD = Narcissistic Personality Disorder; AVPD = Avoidant Personality Disorder; OCPD = Obsessive-Com-
pulsive Personality Disorder; PPD = Paranoid Personality Disorder; SPD = Schizoid Personality Disorder; HPD = Histrionic Personality Disorder;

DPD = Dependent Personality Disorder.

Traits that are proposed as criteria for each remained PD in the DSM-5 Section III are in bold.

*p<.05.*p<.01. **p<.001.

2 EAL 7|t)¥ NEO-FFI A3 % 71 BA|2 0 2 808 Al
7= o2 YERTH(Table 6). 42 JMAL A5
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B3 xg 4 S-S BT off Akl I&FA T} r=-71, p<.001, AT
-46, p<.001, A= AT, r=-.49,
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Table 5. Correlations between K-PID-5 and PSY-5

NEGE INTR AGGR DISC PSYC
Negative affect 754 30%0* 19* -.01 50%*
Anxiousness 65 340 .04 -.18* 380
Depressivity 53 450 .00 -.03 460
Emotional lability T .10 3200 .05 i el
Perseveration 440 21 .07 .02 400+
Separation insecurity 390 .02 .06 -.04 .14
Submissiveness 35%0% 11 .02 -.06 19%
Hostility 63+ .06 AT 210 3800
Detachment 3500 5500 -.07 -.05 390
Anhedonia A4 1 -.18* -11 ) b
Withdrawal 26%* S50 -.10 -.04 3300
Restricted affectivity .04* 23 -.01 12 25%%
Intimacy avoidance 12 46 -13 =25 220
Suspiciousness 450 217 23%* .08 3900
Antagonism 290 -.15 A7 370 330
Deceitfulness 26%* -.01 3070 36 270
Manipulativeness 17 -.19% 420 3500 25%*
Grandiosity .08 =27 410 21 .14
Callousness 24 .10 280+ 30 3300
Attention seeking 280 =320 Y 20" 220
Disinhibition 6170% 22%% 14 .07 A3
Distractibility 4500 350 -.04 .05 330
Rigid perfectionism 420 -.03 21 -.14 23%*
Irresponsibility 3400% 2700 -.03 19% 3400%
Impulsivity Apwer 02 23+ 204 3%
Psychoticism 3600 11 26%* 2700 S50
Unusual beliefs and experience 30%0¢ .04 .16% 21 A4
Risk taking 12 -.16% 32700 3600 30
Eccentricity 25%* 210 16 210 460+
Cognitive and perceptual dysregulation 530 24 16* .05 57

Note. K-PID-5=Korean version Personality Inventory for DSM-5; PSY-5=The Personality Psychopathology Five; NEGE = Negative Emotionality/
Neuroticism; INTR = Introversion Low Positive Emotion; AGGR = Aggressiveness; DISC = Disconstraint; PSYC = Psychoticism.

Correlation in bold indicate those that expected result in PSY-5.
*p<.05.*p<.01.**p<.001.
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Table 6. Correlations between K-PID-5 and NEO-FFI

Replication of the Validation Study of the K-PID-5

N A C O
Negative affect T2 - 41 .30 - 44 -.05
Anxiousness 6204 -25%¢ -17* .36 .06
Depressivity 674 - 4500 =310 - 4300 -11
Emotional lability 620%* -25%* -17*% =367 .06
Perseveration S50 -.3800¢ -26%* 3200 -15
Separation insecurity ) b -.08 -12 -.26%* .00
Submissiveness 37 -.26 .04 -25 -12
Hostility S50 =37 - 450 =31 .00
Detachment 4300 -7 -5 =24 -12
Anhedonia 65 .62 .30 =37 =310
Withdrawal 210 -.66* -430 -.15 -.04
Restricted affectivity .13 - 47+ - 430 -.08 -.06
Intimacy avoidance .15 - 40* 2800 -.06 -.01
Suspiciousness AT7H* - 41 - 490 =23 .00
Antagonism .16* -.07 - 46 -21% .13
Deceitfulness 22 -13 -390+ -26%% .02
Manipulativeness .07 -3300t -11 .15
Grandiosity -15 -13 .18* 26"
Callousness 19* - 4300 -.687* =280 -.01
Attention seeking 14 -.02 -14 17*
Disinhibition 58 =37 =340 - 490 .07
Distractibility 5900 =370 -20%* -6t -.06
Rigid perfectionism 35 -25%¢ =237 24 .00
Irresponsibility 4300x .30 =330 -.677* .09
Impulsivity 21% -.09 -4 - 48 23+
Psychoticism ) ol -26%* 3 bt =330 26%*
Unusual beliefs and experience 25%% -.16* -280* -4 24
Risk taking -.03 -.08 -.30%%* -13 260
Eccentricity 3500 =290 - 430 - 340 260
Cognitive and perceptual dysregulation 50%% =330 =320 - 40%* .10

Note. K-PID-5=Korean version Personality Inventory for DSM-5; NEO-FFI=NEO-Five Factor Inventory; N =Neuroticism; E =Extraversion;

A = Agreeableness; C= Conscientiousness; O = Openness.
Correlation in bold indicate those that expected result in NEO-FFL
*p<.05.*p<.01.**p<.001.
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Supplementary materials. Original and Revised Items

HS Krueger et al. (2012) Shin & Hwang (2016) This study (2018)
7 Tavoid risky situations. L= I3 ags it L= $I3Et oeol2tn siA 20| mstKl= =L
30  I'man energetic person. L= 2718 Arzho|ct L= 2717t 2&8t AlZolct
35  Iavoid risky sports and activities. L= 3iet AR X9t 252 mI3ict L= HI3et A0t 25 E7I0)
42 People often talk about me doing things I~ AZS0| 0f7|Sh= Lto| &S Soll= W7t TS 71 ARHE0| ojop[sh= Lol @S Soll= W7t T8
don’t remember at all. ASHR| Rot= A= 5 ULk 7|245Hx| Roks A BF Ur
51  I've missed out on things because I was Li= 2 SHI2 Heo statu thtbd F2F L= U2 Fetoli| st=atx ditA FH& CHE @
busy trying to get something I was doing ~ CHE B2 AS2 s3CH = A58 =R
exactly right.
55  People often look at me as if Id said ARIEE 5 WL OkX| 0j< 710[8t 07 |1E st= ARIE2 &3 U7} OFX| 04 71018t 00F7IE ot
something really weird. A ot LS Aok w7t UCk = A Ot LIS Ao w7t Qo
58  Tusually think before I act. L= @Sat| Zoil oj2| 42tst= Holct, L= 20| 42IstX| 241 HiZ HS3IC
59  Toften see vivid dream-like images when ~ Z0| 2} S UL} FollM 7Hoi' of Mgt S22 Zo0| 2f S it ol 7Hole f A2yst S22
I'm falling asleep or waking up. O[DIXIZ & = W7} Uk O[DIXIE & W7t BF UCh.
83  Ioften can't control what I think about. L M2t2 AAR2 SHlSHK| e W7t B35 UCH E5 W W2 AAZ SHSHX| X2 W7t Ut
87  Tavoid anything that might be even alittle ~ Lt= Z2Z0I2te &S 7540 U= A2 Li= Y mels MZ5HR] 6 Asshs
bit dangerous. mtet Alo|ct
90 I would never harm another person. L= HZ CHE MEol|A| TIshE K| =Lt Lh= CHE AIZISO0| LT mi20] TsHE o2tz 3
A AE XX p=C
93 Ioften worry that something bad will L= ofITofl MXIE M2 Qlslf EX| §4=2 o] L= ofFofl MX|2 Moz Qlah EX| 42 Lol &
happen due to mistakes I made in the Loi7ist A4 7 55 UACk O1E7iet S5 AEE w7t Ak
past.
96 Irarely worry about things. L= 22t dolls 248S shx| b=ttt Ltz 2& ¢S sle A4F0| FLt
98 I prefer to play it safe rather than take Ltz sig=iA 28 7itiet7| Bk Qs 2 Lz O 2 0|2US floh QHXist ZHCh= &S &
unnecessary chances. 2 Efistn MCh Sol= £g MSSIHCt
113 My behavior is often bold and grabs Li= CHES ASe2 IS FAS S WIS Li= 55 Uigt AS0Z ARSI FAE B 0
peoples’ attention. & Ak 7F AL,
119  Italk about suicide a lot. Lt= Xl chsh of7|E B0l Bict. L= ZHofl CHSt 0j0k7 IS Ol Bttt
131 People are basically trustworthy. Q7ke ZEXo= Mz[g gsict Li= Z22Xo2 AlZg & UX| §=Ch
164  Inever take risks. L= 38t Y2 Aol stx| =Lt L= I&det 2olata siM mistxl= =Lt
177 I rarely feel that people I know are trying Li= 3 AIZIS0| LIS 0I&5l2= A2 B =X L= FH AIRS0| LIS 0I&5t ot &l =X
to take advantage of me. K| =Stk H 2 rk
213 Ioften “zone out” and then suddenly L= QlAo| HelXCt A | sl=E t7t 55 L= 35 2Alo] el Xct ZA17| 2l=E mot
come to and realize that a lot of time U=, 2 Atojofl B2 AlZto] E2iZEE L7 UL, 2 Atojofl B2 AlZto] E21%EE €
has passed. ==3 it
215  Thate to take chances. Li= S2le REMAE XS A0EiT O 2= of mf YISt sl TlstAl= b=t
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