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Table 1. Demographic characteristics of 142 alcoholic

patients

Variables Mean (SD)
Age(Yrs) 4431828
Education(Yrs) 12.2+3.68
Sex (%)

Male 136(95.8)

Female 6( 42)
Marrital status (%)

Married 108(76.1)

Never married 17(12.0)

Divorced 12( 8.5

Separated 2( 1.4

Widowed 2149

Living together 1007
Previous tx before study

Out patient 86(60.6)

Discharged patient 56(39.4)
Family Hx of alcoholism 67(47.2)
Total score of ADS* 21.5+8.23
Total score of CIWA** 3.97+4.49

* 1 ADS : Alcohol Dependence Scale
** | CIWA-AR : Clinical Institute Withdrawal Assessment
for Alcohol Scale-revised

4 4
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o] gl A= 60.6%L 0 FAE F 4720 ¢
FLEFY 715ge] glda digick #2452 ADS A
Fo] FE 21582981 34 FH5L] IS H
7}ehe CIWA-ARY A5t B 4.0+:4.5%0]3ih

2. M=k

OCDS9 147) @5 digh 8 YATE #4332
7} W& UR% Crohnbach's e 0.89470)31tHp<
0.01). 49 #AES o2 £33 OCDS A+-F
baseline¥ 44 1Y A9 A5+ 2 YATE B
o (& 2, r=0.76, p<0.001), 28 “3FA<(Intrack
ass correlation coefficient) = 0.86 (p<0.001) ©}3{th

Table 2. Test-retest reliability of OCDS for alcoholic pa-

fients after detoxification (N=40, correlation co-
efficient)

Mean of Mean of

Baseline Total Obs Com Mean

obs com
Tweek
Totat  0.76* 074* 0.62* 076* 075  062*
Obs™ 073* 079" 053* 073* 079 053"
Com' 065" 059* 058 066" 060° 058
* 1 p<.001

T obs : obsessive subscale
¥ com : compulsive subscale

Table 3. Correlation among Korean version of OCDS,
visual analogue scale and Alcohol urge qu-
estionnaire (N=131, correlation coefficient)

VAS AUQ (fotal)
OCDS total 0.52* 0.55*
Obsessive subscale 0.61* 0.67*
Compulsive subscale 0.34* 0.34*
* . p<0.01

Table 4. Demographic characteristics of abstinence
and relapse group

Abstinence Relapse

N=37)  (N-58) /*°

Age(Yrs) 446164 444193 2

Education(Yrs) 11.6+3.4 126+39 -1.1

Sex (%) 63
Male 36(97)  55(94.8)
Female 1(3) 3(52)

Marrital status (%) 6.9
Married 69.4 80.2

Previous Tx before study (%)* AR
Qut patient 26.5 83.7
Discharged patient 73.5 16.3

Family Hx of alcoholism (%) 40.8 50 43

23.8+88 20281 3.6
348+44 40447 -5

Total score of ADS*
Total score of CIWA

* 1 p<0.05

3. H3k

VAS 2 AUQSI] AFHEY A9 + 3 ZF OCDS
o} TAFCE Fogt AEdE BT uAla ko
A B} §& ABEE BIHE 3).

4. AMRTYF AY
8% §eo) DA, 877 A7) Poldt VK= 95
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OCDS scor

Baselne Week 1 Weék2 Week 3 Weekd Week6 Week8
Duration

Fig. 1. Change of total OCDS scores for 8 weeks*
*Time effect (F=33.4, df=6, p<0.001)
Group difference (F=29.2, df=1, p<0.001)
interaction of time X group (F=1.034, df=6,
p>0.05)
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o] A4 A3} Anton 579 AT ATHVASe)
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(p<.001). AEPo] ASHE gl sl £ F5E
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et 245 By AREE A7 U 25
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g 4 Utk

2 A7 Asge o2 #o
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@A A gA3E vgshs do o F¢% =7
Zolck, 121}, Antond) ThE A7) sk OCDS
A7t AA &5 A% 20% A5 AR e B
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The Study on Reliability and Validity of Korean Versions of Obsessive
Compulsive Drinking Scale for Outpatient of Alcohol Dependence

Moon Jong Choi, M.D., Eun Lee, M.D., Byung Ook Lee, M.D.,
Pil Goo Lee, M.D.D., Phil., Byoung Hoon Oh, M.D., Ph.D.,
Choong Heon Lee, M.D., Kee Namkoong, M.D.

Sarangmaeul Psychiatric Clinic, Seoul

Objectives : This study is to examine the efficacy and the limitation of translated Korean version of
the Obsessive-compulsive Drinking Scale. The Korean version of the scale is to be used for treatment

Methods : This study was carried out to examine reliability and validity of the translated Korean ver-
sion of the Obsessive-compulsive Drinking Scale. One hundred forty two out-patient alcohol dependence
subjects were measured of their cognitive and behavioral aspects of craving with this scale.

Results : For 142 tested alcoholic subjects, internal consistency among 14 items of the Obsessive-
compulsive Drinking Scale was 0.8947 (Crohnbach’s a ). For 40 detoxified alcoholics, test-retest re-
liability of total score of the Korean version of the Obsessive-compulsive Drinking Scale was 0.76
(correlation coefficient, p<0.01) . In 131 alcoholic subjects, validity of total score of the Korean vers-
ion of the Obsessive-compulsive Drinking Scale was examined by correlation analysis with visual
analogue scale (VAS). Correlation coefficient was 0.52 with VAS. Especially, correlation coefficient of
compulsive subscale of the Korean version of the Obsessive-compulsive Drinking Scale was 0.61 with
VAS. The total score of the Korean version of the Obsessive-compulsive Drinking Scale which was
analyzed by repeated measure analyses of variance during 8 weeks was significantly different between

Conclusion : The Korean version of the Obsessive-compulsive Drinking Scale shows very similar

psychometric performance to the original Obsessive-compulsive Drinking Scale developed by Anton.
The Korean version, therefore, is an useful instrument that reflects characteristic drinking behaviors of
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