ol

o

Faipd

Fol5F AEe} A7y 44 HEY FHE @7

o 2 =*
I.M B
.ol ey
d & 2 F@Aelz FA4HL Mdeld
%—-sdl Bﬂﬂ dg= A, dF, AH3] £8H v Sl

a2} zle]7} ‘Eé Aoz iz 9ot (Nortermans &
Tophoff, 1975 : Woodrow & Friedman, 1975)

ageg $zle] 5% AgsiAl AAs Hrtst
v d =3 dizhs) ohokdt FHolAe] 2eis} o] FoiA
o} 3l ot AAE, EFo] HE FEdd AL A
§3 A eled =3¢ F3 velrba A4 A
Yy S Yoo 23& 4 =g ofF AT =T
o siue] o7 hatgol 43}]*‘] Ax7t H3 Aok &
3 ©](1983, 1984, 1986) 5 Fele] £5% AHgst
71 steiA 1983w -l 19861 7R 2] alle] AT
& A=A Az Fo]5ZF A x (Korean Pain Rating Scale)
9} 74 HAAx (Verbal Rating Scale), £ 3 33
Hx (Graphic Rating Scale)& A% 3lgch 2F o)
EFEol it AgEe} el g dolde A+t A
g =lo} ghom (71, 1986 : of, 011986 : #, 1985), = A
3 Fe Agxe elRE g AN F2 ok 2F
Watoll 4] o] Axpe o} B T wpilog Z7e =370
o} Halef oot Qo] Hasle stk

2 gio| B
2 A7 3He

©](1983, 1984, 1986) 5o <lsi 7}

* A gogta o g sats
wxg Adeistm o) e st 7h3 stz

o deolsl Folgg s whdd Mider £3& &4
e ulzdd ez 4R Azt AAALE A
WA 5B F54R YA FAA HEE stz
A (zhzh 3h 13814 o] &7 23lo] AHA &A) E5
EE SA4 dehd $F 59 Aols), AAz 7 @
A7} FAAoE v 5T WEE vad Rz
2 Z+ =7-¢] A 8tx (hit ratio, accuracy rate) & dopy
27 et
0.8 8§ o #

olu| of2] AFPPFolA EgHoln FA4
ol B39 1ol B3 TR RS wol AA=lY Ut
(Melzack & Dennis, 1978 ; ©], 1982, 1983). =3 %
£ &8l A8A A=rtA EFAEY A oy
HEE A dv5ol ALz Ark 53] ook £(1-
987) & ‘d=alg A FFAHEY AW olels =Fol
A 25k sAEle] A Aol | AR 5F
AL & (KPRS: Zoj&Zx 5 VRS: 343 HAA
=, GRS =% HAAE) $¥Her ¥3 34 4
oz A des EFE e =7de Al
2d AN oL EEHE £ (Numerical Scale),
w422 E (Simple Descriptive Scale), @Al 5% 7
% (Present Pain Intensity) %¥°] £d] ojRAEL &
o HEuks A Y F Uk o|FoAE Al 4H A4}
Aol TEHTS eledEAedo Qe Hes
A =) gl o} (Scott, Huskisson, 1976). o] sholl & &) 2}
A} AANAES 55 o ZAEF ZAH3N)0 eletes} Al
fxgdolA HAEg =TS g shabEol Wl 3l

2l A
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v} (Huskisson, 1974 ; Joyce, Zutshi, Hrubes & Mason,
1975 ; Levine, Gordon & Fields, 1982 ; Onhaus & Adler,
1975; Reading, 1980 ; 1982 ; Woodforde & Merskey).
22 VASE #A71 558 434 34 8)of sla
£ AggAel ofedge] A= Hez Jelt gk (Kre-
mer, Atkinson & Ignelzi, 1981, Yoo, 1985).

Z=3 Melzack# Torgerson(1971) & £59 A Eute
& 55T EANE AL ASe0n v 53 Age
A& whd &l A 19751 MPQ(McGill Pain Questionnaire )

et o] MPQy chdd e o3 E o] 4% Ao
22X, e AYH A7) AAEF A TolA o] MPQ
7t 5% A AEE FAYL 5 de =E7YE AA
#HF2 ko], ol ;1986). 2t FF A Fxot
W& odefdelu} Al3lF3by w7 ol ote} g2 29
2w glernz Sz FHsE FFYEY AwS
#1983 H¥ o], & ¥ 5 TS MPQE 2
Az s4 198613 7kat 42ke] Ao oA FE AAA
FoFTHEE Asldan, ofg® FEH HAYE,
EZHAATE AY stger(o], 4, 1987).

=3 7(1985)F F7-3 #A 77HE Aoz
A TeH YA} 2ERAYAER 0](1984) Fo
AL FolgFA=e el g AEY AF A2 §
A 4JVAE 1o, FAEFTHES FAHEIGE
7t FEH 2 B8 A Jebt-& B stglch

2(1986) 2 FAEFAHEE o] & elGEE AF
T AN EHE] FAEZHE £ ABAA
£ YelY Aoz ¥nda gl

Reading(1980)-2 3§ HEMEE W2 269 #alE
HAez o3 AdH Eddo FEAE, A4y 4
AR E, £A4EE 25 HAsH sk, 443 EAG
of Ao 5F7xrr) oujislE FRHor Hr}
A & F 5o EFAEE 58 Jeld A=A 49
vlashA =78 B 2R ,

2 A AzE AN RS b 2 9AE A4S
(Kappa Coefficient) 0.47-¢ JElIE Yoja] F H e
£ —013~0.109 #& A5 Jehi et

Leavitt(1979) S ¥4 &2 MY 25845
AR o vt F24, 75Hder FEIY ¥
t}A] 39 olWel o] FAFE-L 4o 2 LBPQ(Low Back
Pain Questionnaire} & A}-8-3led F2A 734 7154 &
£ TR 23 88/94% 93.62% ¢ HHEE ehy
Aot wbEAFME 83.02%9 AVEE Jelez
H AF Fule] Aol o] BFH ) A87%E A

=N
=

A g Aoz vEhRteh

Baeyer, Bergstrom, Brodwin (1983) & 2127 ¢]
S E3AE iAoz &4 Ransford $o] A4}¢ Pain
Drawing Score’} MMPIg} o] 5 QX 3l=7}5 &
etioted], 2 AR F Zpoide Horr 61%4l
Aoz vebyich

Leavitt(1982)« 8 5& 3438 32 5 Aeld #
ozt gle #AE FEHMUI] AMA 17299 FAF
T23 o]ge] glv Aoz el 91HAA 349 F
Ax F(MMPI Law Back Pain Scale, Conversion ‘V’
MMPI Profile, Back Pain Classification Sacle)& A&
ez A 7% vlndtgct 2 A3 AR5 47
37.4%, 64.5%, 78.0%12! Z o2 ¥ 1 st}

me ¥ #
1. AL a

Az 4L 19879 5904 797tA] SHE 4ol
FE5E B4E YUY AT EA 159, A= 158 &
Hdoz 44 3Reh

e

£ APl AHER EFE FFFAE, A4H 4
A ] £ oldedl AMEH S Ao =7
ol e Sh2zd £5¢) FEE vimahed ol ¢
= Ak

1) #¢]% 24 % (Korean Pain Rating Scale)

ol AL FFe FFAHL oA 19833 %€ 1986
d 7HA19) ofei Aol AR AFE AA (1983, 1084,
1986, 1987) So| AU FFAEZA QMY o3
F4o] =lvd, o)zlo] thA] 20/ Foz UHolA =
Al 34 4oz §F&o] =ik MPQS}E 7o) 3z, A
dodegol 2z 104, 50Tl 2gsle] srlojele
9, veix 5AHFE 7zbs g Ede] Bgsof 9l
onz 7lepTol 2] ok 908 AH2 FHo|
=] A o HTY HHe] MPQst ch2n HeH
E3To) 235 ok

2) A17+d AHAMA E (Visual Analogue Scale)

53¢ vdAldes Faste =724 20mAl Ak
FE Tol ‘A oz Y}, ‘el olZe}'E eh)
F3 BAQ A7) 2HY Dol & BN £39 3
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=& doluiy xFo|c} moke wlsdAut =¥ A
A2 e A4 3~478 AS Hojx ARE FAH F
= Aol A AA A el o & Aolr,

3. IPEAL

FES FELE JT B4 3094115 H:15)¢
ddez Fiele] AN FUAL FAEFHESY A7
Y AAAEE HASA e, olok HEeld &
ol A vlmwax o] =7e FRAQ BF
o WA= Hrt 3dcth &, FAAN AF Y
2 AR FFE A} vlas A ojul g Hojekn Y7
AU E AEE FL Alug e, ‘Reb,
‘T3t FEIA et oAl WM 2AH T2
Al F59 A =9 PA Fo4A =75 S et

539 Wes vins 2red 279 Hues @

o x.gkeh.
4. X2 X2 dby

ATEAHAA AAG 24 AT A4k A

(B M| 2t BENEY SEYEO) s Bt

AT A A18H A3E

s} 7t 29 Z2A A4+ descriptive statisticsZ. 24
dgom, FuA FSUs £Tskel VA4S A
shewl & Cross tabulationg #-83led 7} cell o] Apei]
%AHE setstmz A AAAe o AAHE AlE 0l
€2 4 SdA 2 AEEE A4 Sk
Vg #+ 2 B

2 A7 ddAe HEd 394 olgen, AEA
e 71&0) 21, vlEe) 79, 7lelst 2522 vy
2

d43 4 A7 15840z AL &4F
<+ YT 1043 = 483 Aoz ehiydet

FolFTHEE FlA B Adol widA 3
F 119, ‘A 49, B3k} 157 olflen Ajza
BAREE B84 2w ‘Ao 114, ‘Zops) 29,
‘oistet’sb 17802 vebyteh E&F 233 3ol o
st ‘st ‘et ‘Heiet g3 109802 vebg
SHED.

KPRS VAS F3 Wst
s} 11 36.7 11 36.7 10 33.3
z g 4 13.3 2 6.7 10 33 .
v &} 15 50.0 17 56.7 10 333
A 30(n) 100(%) 30¢ ) 100(%) 30(n) 100(%)

=T H8xE goln ] 98 Cross tabulationg
8T 7 cell o] Alel g shet S E2). 2 AR
Tol5F ALY ALE 18/30=60%, A14A AAHE

o] 7 $-£ 20/ 30=67%2] F=F vetllowd 7 cel
el Has = ohgm e '
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(H2) ESA=E S8 HWolet FoH Hopte| Hets

F & 73 ¥ 7 3=
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HEeAy e ZFwdo] ol Eapaolzla & 4 9l
Ak = YA, £ 7ol ALY 55 FaH
H3A s A7t Fd oA FF F 713 ATl
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— Abstract -

A study for assessing accuracy rates
of pain rating Scales(KPRS & VAS)

Lee, Eun Ok* - Jung, Myun Sook**

The purpose of this study was to identify the accu-
racy rates(hit ratio) which mean the degree of con-
cordance between pain rating scale differences over time
& subjective comparisons,

Subjective comparisons mean the responses to the
question “how does the pain you are now experiencing
compare with the one at the time of the assessment
yesterday?”. Answers to this question were translated
into ‘greater’, ‘same’, or ‘less’. KPRS(Korean Pain Ra-
ting Scale) was developed through 4 consecutive studies
to assess pain extensively & accurately by Lee etc.

VAS(Visual Analogue Scale) was reported as valid
& veliable measure for the intensity of pain by many

researchers,

* Department of Nursing, Seoul National University
xxDepartment of Nursing, Gyeong-Sang National Uni-

versity
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Thirty hospitalized patients with complaints of Hea- In conclusion, the accuracy rates of KPRS and VAS
dache were partispated in this study during the period were 60%, 67%, respectively.
from May 1 to July 31, 1987,
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