JKorean Acad Nurs Vol .38 No.6, 881-890
CHstztStalx| M38H M6S, 20084 128 DO!: 10.4040/jkan.2008.38.6.881

ot AIRIHXIX ZHEF HE

QUMM 272 - O|ARF - FHON - BEXY - UT° - Hak - BH3

‘glEEgshE DEds mg Muet sk we weltiehi S Te md, Ao EhE e
Rl e st e, A L et S B AT e ma A ETet 5 B

Psychometric Evaluation of the Korean Social Support Questionnaire

Oh, Kasil' - Oh, Kyong-Ok? - Lee, Sook-Ja® - Kim, Jeong-Ah* - Jeong, Chu-Ja®
Kim, Hye-Ryoung® - Jun, Hoa-Yun’ - Kang, Jung-Hee®
'Professor, School of Nursing, Ulaanbaatar University, Ulaanbaatar, Mongolia
“Professor, Department of Nursing, Chungnam University, Daejeon
*Professor, College of Nursing, Korea University, Seoul
"Professor, Department of Nursing, Semyung University, Jecheon

*Professor, Department of Nursing, Hanzhong University, Donghae

“Associate Professor, Department of Nursing, Inje University, Busan
"Professor, Department of Nursing, Dongnam Health College, Suwon

*Associate Professor, Department of Nussing, Kyungbok College, Pocheon, Korea

Purpose: Research related to social support in Korea has been hampered by paucity of measurement tools reflecting
Korean culture. The aim of the study was to develop Korean social support questionnaire (KSSQ) based on the Korean
social support pyramid and to test psychometric properties of the KSSQ. Methods: The questionnaire was administered
to 701 subjects and 658 college students. Psychometric analyses included factor analyses, expert validity, criterion-related
validity, internal consistency, and test-retest reliability. Results: A principal components analysis support for construct
validity, eliciting a three factor solution accounting for 65.46% of variance in scores. Concurrent and discriminant validity
supported criterion-related validity. Intemal consistency of reliability was support with Cronbach’s alpha of .97-.98 for the
entire scale. Test-retest reliability was .76. Conclusion: This initial testing of KSSQ to measure Korean social support
demonstrates evidence of refiability and validity. Assessment of known-group validity and norm establishment of KSSQ
are suggested to provide further sound psychometric properties and practical measurement tools.
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Figure 1. Korean social support pyramid.
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Table 1. Demographics Characteristics of the Participants

885

1st test (n=701) 2nd test {(n=658)

Characteristics Category
n{%yor M£SD n(%)orM£3D
Age {yr) 18-20 30 (32.8) 335 (50.9)
21-30 175 (25.0) 319(48.5)
31-40 2 (9.8) -
4150 153(21.8) -
51-80 2(10.3) -
Unknown 2(0.3 4{0.6)
Gender Men 321 (45.8) 250 (38.0)
Women (54 2} 405 (81.5)
Unknown 3({05)
Marital status Unmarried 415(59.2) 643(97.7)
Married 277 (39.5) 8(1.2)
Divorce or widowed 6(0.9) -
Others 2(0.3) -
Unknown 1(0.1) 7(1.1)
Education Elementary 3(0.4) -
Middle school 25 (3.6 -
High school 102 (14.6) -
College 420 (59.9} 658 (100.0)
Above college 180 (21.4) -
Unknown 1(0.1) -
Residence area City of Seaul 159 (22.7} 150 (22.8)
Gyeonggi province 48 (35.4) 180 (27.4)
Gangwon province 26 (18.0} 94(14.3)
North Chungcheong province 67 (9.5) 97 (14.7)
South Chungcheong province 101 (14 4) 48(7.3)
City of Busan 89{13.5)
Social network 13.23+6.81 13.89+6.67

(Range=2-24) (Range=1-25}
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Table 2. Internal Reliability of KSSQ {N=701)
tem Corrected item Alpha if
total correlation item deleted

1 6730 9747

2 7217 9744

3 7514 9743

4 7472 9743

5 7681 9742

6 7383 9744

7 7036 9746

8 7131 9745

9 7534 9743
10 7811 9741
11 7770 9742
12 7453 9743
13 6771 9747
14 7781 9742
15 7888 9741
16 7366 9744
17 .7403 5744
18 7422 9743
19 7506 9743
20 6417 9749
21 7313 9744
22 7352 9744
23 7049 9745
24 .7548 8743
25 7246 9744
26 6683 9747
27 .7655 9743
28 7280 8744
29 7356 9744
30 .7486 9743
31 7855 9742
32 7160 9745

KSSQ=Korean Social Support Questionnaire.
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Table 3. Factor Loading of Each Item and Eigen Value & Variance of Each Factor of KSSQ (N=701)
Factor loading (Oblimin}
ftem item content
No Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3
{feeling of connectiveness) {faith) (aid)
31 Sympathetic 819
25  Familiar 817
30  Sharing togethemess 807
32 Unconditionally accepting .806
21 Comfortable 801
23 Free of burden 796
28 Well acquainted .786
29 Trustingme 783
27 Making me feel better 778
22 Not asking for a reward a77
15 Closely tied 775
24 Concerned .768
14 Understanding me 739
13 Feeling intimate due to sharing of time together 687
20 Feeling absent 669
3 Dependable 867
4 Heartily dependable .850
2 Mentally tied 821
5  Reliable 819
1 Providing endurance in hard times 806
6  Friendly 713
10 Caring like oneself 851
12 Seff-sacrifice 843
17 Measuring my situations and beliefs 819
11 Considerate of me 818
9  Taking care 788
8 Meeting my requirements J77
7 Lightening to my pain 742
16 Understanding me even without a word T37
18 Considering that other person believes me as | do 734
19 Assisting or helping 716
26 Responsible 712
Eigen value 18.20 1.55 1.20
Percent of variance 56.87 483 3.76
Cumulative percent 56.87 61.70 65.46
KSSQ=Korean Social Support Questionnaire.
Table 4. Correlations among KSSQ, PRQ and Loneliness (N=658) AL UERH= Cronbach's a@Hit E49) 9FA

KSSQ retest PRQ Loneliness
KSSQ 767 (.000) 55" (.000) =42 (.000)
KSSQ retest 65" (.000) -.52"* (.000)
PRQ - 79" (.000)
152 001.

KSSQ=Korean Social Support Questionnaire; PRQ=Personal Resource
Questionnaire.
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Table 5. Factor Correlations and Measurement Scale Alpha Coef-
ficients (N=701)

Measure-

Factor M+SD Factor2  Factor3 Alpha
ment

KSSQ Factor 1 400+ .69 9 85 85

(15 items) (.000) (.000)
Factor 2 406=x.75 79 93
(6 items) (.000)
Factor 3 377+.74 94
(11 items)
Total 3.95+.66 98

**1<.001.
KSSQ=Korean Social Support Questionnaire.

Split-half=.93°]
Wt

1, AFAF Al= Cronbach’s =982 Ut

2) BA-HZAL

=79 MRS FAshe AARAAL A ZoME 5
gt thAkRbofA] AL, *}i ZARE Al l F7A$ AP RAL 23k}
AFZAL Ao GRS vE = o BE2(Kim et al., 2002)
A8 A Htesting effect% £0 ] 7] $18h 1-25 A=) A7kt
A T AN ABASE 73 A 76 (p=.00022 &
T 844 A= w7} 3k

r o0
= =

JTJ

Q9] IH7 ALzt 3} Lol S5k AR A
517] $i3te] ke 32832 KSSQQ Al =9t B
QI3

&
i
AE &

iy

5743
=S 8

mlm

317] Siste] duithehiat 3 o2 1 2%
FE stk

KSSQ =79 Al E 5L =79 AU Alg, vhil
2= A, 283 HA-A-A AR EE A
YA AlGE Cronbach’s a=,97-,98, HHE AIZE & Guttman
Split-half= 9322 =+9] FAA| AFEJT, E3 HA-
ANAAL At AFHA 7} 7622 AR 27} Eo) & ¢ 27}
A= e Zroltt, o=l 7 NSSQY =AM Kim
et al., 1999) Cronbach’s a %r2] 949} vl Wt} 842) PRQ
off thgt WA doA AZ|=of HghH KSSQ B Al et
F2 ditott,

KSSQ =79 BHg e A5 fAste] Z2FEA, aAEA
g EAHEE FAHoE FAEE =S el =g 1S

1o
*E

_Pi oY do
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2K - A= - 0l=At & 52

Tt A9 dario] ERso] =19 BT E ol 9|
o}, Z12] 1 KSSQQ HEREE 2984 E
8oz eyt 8919 AAE FEsty] Sl 2 Aol
A3t g3 71 S5} Bl s R, Oh 51994, 1999)°] A2l
ARG FERAE Atste] AT A2 1994l F, &
3, =&, U5 A FAY84E YRS, 1999 A,
Eg, U AR 7H FAHRLE AN T 2
Ao E P 8 FE50 Y, U, =89 &
dog A ol AR ARl Bt ¢17] Aol 7
2 AH o= Wahe E40] lojA] 94d 9] 74247t 994
ol 28,7t WAL Tl o] 3 A Aot 2 it
S 47 FA8 A F F A9 AtolA FFH R A5
R A, g, B9 A Haato] 8218 AnE U
Bt WA A digto] FAIEE Ao g Alg

A 491] 4418 House (1980%= AAMAA|2), HRA7]),
SEHAA, BrHEAA Y 482 ERatgln AR &
%, W, o8l AlE, T, 239 Y9lolar, A EA
o thAsh=e] o188 4 Y BEAF)L
ARE, B2, =50 AlFolH, ﬂﬂMlelé %
1}713‘*7}9} WA APolefL & 4 gl & AT 34 &
Ao EFES BAH 499 BAo] wol Yeh gl gl
9 WE AA A2 BEE AFHEF0] FE olFH, A2
gl ofgt WA AN Bo] 711, =82 Fejrt A7
Holgks #AA B80] HojA= 7402 A,

2912 A% EYFololof a1z A _4um = A
A

r

ZolH &

Lackey, & Sullivan, 2003)-% SOE.E} Zojof Zkzto] g¢|
Eol AZ O Yo o]FoFt & 4 Yt (Kang &
Chang, 2004) 3 A3 v|wstH 321 R X ALBA 7}
5031:} = Vet 3283 HAIE 3 A (dimension) & & 2
Atk et A AlXg NSSQE #3 6717 2% 18
Q102 90.8%9] = g Hol= AR Yehdd, PRQ
£ 54 89102 AneEle 55 4%%tHKim et al,, 1999), Z,
8900] 372 ke 65%4 o] AL 7}%11]‘?& ele
A|R]&/go] Afekelof] ula] FAAQ] He
C}=(Oh et al., 1994) 7411%‘ gl
13

o %
42 921 RaO st

FARGEE AU 2145%94 %—Zg@m} 71 z2o] 270}
o Auae me ﬂom eﬂm e s 723 25

KSSQ= PRQOF AR &



Bt MBHIIX] EHET Y

(loneliness)THe W4 &4 AR 2RI 20 =79
Efg w7} of$- o} B4 Sl Toltt, Weinert®t Tilden
(1990) SHEIGEE 333%H 9] HURES YA E PRQ7E
Cost and Reciprocity Index (CRD), 71541 Afo]ofl f-2J8t A
BEA7E 9SS HqF1( 37-.55), HEEGEE 995 o] A
QIEES iAo & PRQS} A -3t SAHAA (- 28~
-.48)7F 3-& B 3Tt

Han, Kim¥} Weinert (2002 =10} PRQY] TFAES
£ LE A4%3Y A vl 5] A7k AR A
2|9} f-Atolof F-olgh HARRTA (r=-,495, -,228, p<.00D)
7h QIekal ShIet, £ KSSQ = Bate] FAeE ) g1t &
T w2 AR 2] 9 ARA ZAEAL7} A H 2R 9] Q1
TAE ol Fa% 38S A

A3 AA2] HE= 2R} Sk R 2] w2t A3
382 Aeiehs Ao] a3k, vzt ARRIHA|A] 74
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£ A, Aed #el 53 Bl Agste] YAl 87k
g AAEIFL QoL o] Eats WAL ojelef AlgE,
el ol et AE} glo] AMFE e, B8] =79 AR
ol Tl A= Felol A ALEA A2 9 AdA A ojof gt
H5o| SE3] AR F3%cth PRQ A A A-LofA
YA dAgol chaf At Ak B o] ¥ AF= A9 Al
E52] HKim et al,, 1999). PRQY] o] Ml Eof o
ot A2l &g H7HE 55598 g A vl=lofl A AR Astol
M FREGE AALE 31 f23t AaTAE Raod, g

39 WiRe] RAHY Kb 03 2AH gyo2 8 A
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28 olsfahet] olete-e o] v £3} dolx] FR
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(Han, Kim, & Weinert, 2002).,
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o2 F79 A2 4L a9t 123 Ao YNy os
A8 AZYY AW EAS HAs L ke B, 7153
Azt glo] 3 Al A AEAY Be 84S 0%
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