*1%Ei$ﬂf5ﬁ A22d A 3%
The Seoul Journal of Medicine
Vol. 22, No. 3, September 1981

%1__:% Zé /{OL ME)] -{'IL—LI%.

o] MMPI #h-g-o] 33

ke

An MMPI Normative Study on Korean Adolescents

RS L EACREL IR
F E B B B-H B 2%

A =

A A d4Adel vt F& i FxAbel A MMPI
{Minnesota Multiphasic Personality Inventory)& 4}
B 2 g AEEL BE S EHESY dd
78 a9, 44, F=, 33, -
3 AFEAY S wEa EEE
E 2zax vl 23 ek 2 E
2] oA ol E MiAEAY HR
T"‘F‘?l‘ BEES =6 Y Ha4d & A

r{n
[ (T~

2
"
}
¥
Alm

Gt ol %R e FHTEEE U= A Ao
Stelol ¥ B B ol fh QEA? T @
A g e 9w FEE 2dz Agsdn
TRt ? ol ABEL FIh] LA T w7 Bl

oAl mA okl dobx FATHE 77 dEe 2
0

A%

ul—z

H Aadel s EA w29

ol Ao} WA= FrAA o] &l glisl Aumack
%10 deina 558 FEAZE Fddd 3
AR 2 BEE a9 ARES v
zerd et Huvtn #As=m gk 28 Ade 9t
W H A ANA L o] Bh(deviation)e] & & A FAF

o ol g AE vdo Ax L Aoz Aoz
e RE AR A 4 oM 24E e
@S 9 fold e ke RS Je 9
A T 59 ggdez A& E dolan =

1‘}'&5}‘_1_ E+

Aureind od 48 FEeHe] orl Aun 17
AE ARG 42 dehle Aol n 2retn &
3 44 WLTEARS ader 2E 2

B3 497k 9ol 9] Fol ok
23} 8 48 gAEe] Aumacks] Zajol £olt }
AL ofuzh FEAZRA AT wHE

»ﬂL Aol nb dAdolz Axd BAE 97 A

e dFE AwEd 4 54 o ¢}
zo 9% A9

Atel Azl As5E des AL A

el M2 55 AATES

Fadd daflas Tl 3 Alarn
2% dxAde «lE9 Asro s

T3 AT

delvt zgm
27 A Aeted ol @

e Al

Bauernfeind

(1956)7F Qlgsl  2& AATFES 8ol A7 2ot

YR ool Al gt BEEHRS A 4o o st
ATE Aziee e BRAANZAY A 98 22 B
T A +E ﬂﬂﬂ AE LR A7 & FEE As
e Ax uddd. o' H#EY duidle E4 g
UAAE Sx gled, At Q043 dukd

SEER BT
(F: 5 ge) &) 3

>,

= ALE Y
8 Heed Adete A 5%
e ArE stz ke
CRE eRS
ArEEhE ol a
Apgol =, ]"”H
gAY A A2 R S48
e 1d10graphlc¢d~ |55 9§
MMPI]

= e 49

ol J‘.'N r[

it rJ1o I

A9 &, EdlE
FHY Hd, AdA2E Jd9
S0 RF—AA9 $AR)S e B
A2 A 2L AAeld Yy )
=2 Szt
L& 7t 2 Alel &
459 25+ nomotheticd £ o2 F&
dyrEAde] F9 &
nomotheticgt A &34 5 Ao
ZA7 g +E

EFo] e E WfiE 2
A4 FAS AdHq

n] ‘J\I’FHE

Agel A

A T

459 o

T3

Hx Al &

3ok, Fag A

ZRGE Aole Ao AL el

A RFE Hax @b o] Aol ma MMPIs e
Yule) AR AR EARel A

2o -ﬁ‘%-;é {}L?—(normatlve reference group)-& < 3]

X
034.
rir
)

]‘r -4 o]

:L%ﬂm EEERERE
Ae % ol 49 o gl nteA WAl &

2 ATe #5959 Had gl ‘Hﬁl
o} &F(deviation) 9} ‘HH% T8 &
,J‘.*.::‘ 58] Wole &gl
Gz g f4e Axe Ads ¢

bl
0
r};_ m[m >i

— 399 —

H o7 A A2AE o
kel BT ot

o 5H3]

WAt s

FEEADd 4ads0) HHdE Aol

FEAE 9
& 34023
FRETI
4g Felh




—FEEH % &F Y439 MMPL b &—

Table 1. Means and standard deviations from total adolescents (N 2,212)
Scale L F K 1 2 3 4 ] 6 7 8 9 0
Mean 47.69 52.44 49.09 49.68 45.49 50.37 50.29 50.11 50.40 50.54 53.17 52.62 51.65
SD 9.16 11.77 9.98 9.91 9.66 9.99 10.59 9.44 11.30 11.06 12.12 10.77 10.83
ol & A= FL psychotic quartetes] ZUYHE Fo
Al H 5 = s N N
e ¥ ed HEE2A 4SS 98¢ e B2, o A
EoodFE 10809 9 190o]4 Ed 10% 319 abel c2 2 SHYEE 4G4 S0l vl AAAFS

d AgEEHEA), AF(EA), FF(EFE) 59 374
AgeA Fa 1,0819, 44 1,1314, F 2,21299
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Table 2. Means and standard deviations from boys

and girls
T male (N=1,081) female (N=1,131)
Scale
Mean sSD Mean SD
L 48.12 9.20 47.28 9.10
F 53.82* 12. 47 51.11* 10. 89
K 49. 56 9.89 48.65 10.05
1 50. 39 10.15 49.01 9.63
2 45. 47 9.43 45.51 9.86
3 50.79 9.64 49.97 10.29
4 51.13 10.16 49. 48 10.91
5 49.73 9.53 50.47 9.34
6 52.54%*  10.97 48.36%*  11.24
7 52.34*%  10.90 48.81%*  10.93
8 55.28%F  12.84 51.16%* 11.02
9 53.33 10.88 51.94 10. 62
0 53.23* 10.52 50. 15* 10.90
* p<0.005 ** p<0.001
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“Table 3. Means and standard deviations from middle Table 4. Means and standard deviations from diffe-
and high school students rent areas of residence

Seale Middle (N=1,143) High (N=1,069) Seale Seoul (N=995) City (N=735) Rural (N=482)
Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD  Mean SD  Mean SD

L 48.95 9.36 46. 35 8.73 L 47.43 9.19 47.43 8.97 48.62 9. 30

F 52.83 12.15 52.02 11.33 F 51.81 12.11 52.13 11.32 54.20 11.56

K 50.59%*  10.30 47. 50%* 9.37 K 49.37 9.8 48.69 9.96 49.15 10.31

1 49,22 9.39 50.18 10. 41 1 49.77 9.54 49.75 10.25 49.43 10.14

2 44.73 9.34 46. 30 9.91 2 44.87 9.75 45.79 9.50 46.33 9.59

3 49.95 9.87 50. 82 10. 09 3 50.07 9.71 50.96 10.25 50.10 10.09

4 49.71 10.84 50. G0 10. 27 4 49.77 10.59 50.47 10.61 51.07 10.48

5 48.99 9.07 51.30 9.67 5 49.58 9.52 50.11 9.24 51.20 9.49

6 49.94 11.65 50.90 10.89 6 45.52 11.04 50.53 10.97 52.02 12.12

7 49.94 10.81 51.17 11.29 7 49.10 11.47 50.46 10.13 53.63 10.94

8 52. 81 12.34 53.56 11.86 8 52.34 12.43 52.64* 11.77 55.70%* 11.64

9 5L.05** 10.89  54.30**  10.38 9 53.65 10.65 5L.72 10.49 51.86 1125

0 51.56  10.47  5L.76  11.19 0 50.17 10.96 52.23 10.44 53.84 10.66

** p<0.001 ** p<0.001

Table 5-1. Means and standard deviations from different sex, school and area of residence

Seoul
Middle High
Male (N=240) Female (N=262) Male (N=239) Female (N=254)
Scale Mean SD Mean sD Mean SD Mean SD
L 50.12 9.32 46.32 0.48 46. 16 8.89 45. 17 8.22
F £6. 16%* 13.85 49, 43%* 10. 64 51.40 12.26 50. 56 10. 47
K 51.97 10.35 50. 32 10. 14 48.31 8.80 49.94 9.16
1 50.74 8.65 47.19 8.21 49. 80 10. 61 51,47 9.97
2 44,53 8.93 49.82 9.85 45. 30 10. 09 46. 87 9. 60
3 50, 03 9.55 48. 49 9.41 51.43 9.03 50. 45 10.53
4 50.31 9.76 48.29 11.17 51.42 9.80 49,23 11.18
5 47.17 8.71 48.52 7 9.25 52. 02 9. 36 50. 64 9.95
6 52. 31%* 11.21 45, 78** 10. 87 51.95 9. 83 48. 47 10.82
7 51.67 10. 81 46. 11 11. 68 51. 00 11. 69 47.94 10.72
8 56. 00** 12. 80 48, 2g** 11.65 53.75 13.23 51.74 10.69
9 54.25 10. 45 50. 23 11.19 55. 48 9.97 54.88 10. 05
0 51.53 8.57 48.34 12.33 50. 58 11.58 50. 38 10. 63
* P<0. 005 ** P<0.001
28 =3 2AdME g FTHA] A FHAY Hz gz ol Fo] Aoz AdAAAA 5o
B3l Sivl @A o ToernEA BE FAoE = 2 v g A Tl FFEr] A Edzte] @wx

o)z gtk oG AFEE Table 204 ¥HAY  paARE A4z g @A FHYEo|
wo] 44 Aol Hshe] Pa, Pt R Sc A2 = AR T4 wshe AP Mgl o B AT
Qe 442 ek 39 Lo FHA ARQe ¥ FEAE Aol sk
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Table 5-2. Means and standard deviations from different sex, school and area of residence (continued)

City
Middle High
Male (N=192) Female (IN=193) Male (N=178) Female (N=172)
Scale Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD

L 47.16 8.63 49.24 9.61 46.75 8.55 46. 41 8.74
F 53.05 12.19 50. 98 10. 90 52.57 10.73 51.92 11.24
K 48.58 9.39 5i.22 10. 61 47.77 9. 56 46.92 9.66
1 50. 66 10. 41 48.77 9.88 50. 02 10. 58 49.54 10.01
2 44.91 8.96 45.49 9.48 45. 89 9.57 46.99 9.91
3 51.00 9.71 50. 88 11.45 51. 34 9.40 50. 59 10. 26:
4 50. 10 10.57 49. 34 11.68 52.61 9.30 49.94 10. 35
5 47.87 8. 94 50.70 9.06 50. 94 9.35 51.10 9.23
6 52.57 10. 69 47.39 11. 46 52. 60 9.94 49. 66 10.79-
7 51.14 9.77 48.58 9.57 52. 40 10. 66 49.78 10,13
8 54.54 12.68 50.12 11.09 54. 08 11.95 51. 87 10. 60
9 50. 84 10.79 49. 46 10. 23 53.92 10.81 52.97 9.42
0 55. 73%* 9.54 49. 49%* 9.69 53.30 11.10 50. 28 10.23

* P<0. 005 ** P<0.001

Table 5-3. Means and standard deviations from differen sex, school and area of residence (continued)

Rural
Middle High

Male (N=120) Female (N=136) Male (N=112} Female (N=114)

Scale Mean S.D. Mean S.D. Mean S.D. Mean S.D.
L 51. 14 9. 61 48. 26 8.96 48. 63 9.35 46.39 8.65
F 55.98 12.34 53.01 10.80 55.00 11.62 52.63 11.22
K 52.08 10.57 49.30 10.41 48, 89 10. 16 46.11 9. 09
1 52, 51** 9. 69 46. 19%* 8.47 48.78 10.98 50. 68 10.37
2 47. 34 8.15 45.10 9. 56 46. 09 10.43 46.95 10,02
3 61.13 9,70 48,74 8.66 49. 43 10.99 51.31 10. 85
4 51.32 11.03 49. 96 10.61 51.47 10.99 51.75 8.99
5 50. 22 8.87 51.20 8.73 51.02 11.44 52.39 8.73
6 54. 41* 12.70 49, 75% 11. 05 52.13 12.45 52. 09 11. 86-
7 55. 39% 9.89 49.71% 9.84 55. 29 11.42 54. 83 11. 56
8 57.92% 12. 54 52.77*% 9.73 57,34 13.20 b5. 25 10. 25.
9 51.00 11.11 49.59 10.76 52.58 12.23 54.77 10. 19
0 55. 26 9.06 51.57 10.10 55.93 11.86 52.99 10.99

* P<0.005 ** P<0.001

Table 6ol A= SFH 22 A ego strengthe] A7 & o B3¢ % EF AAE v Belz lth
EF9 S velz 9=, Table 7l A+ anxiety EA 8 FEJA qFYEe] FRYERT ego st
index(AI), Table 844+ internalization ratio(IR) rength7} o] o9, F&9 £a5HY T =mA
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Age FnE Y B anxiety indexr}t © ¥rh, o
e Aste Table 44 F29) 4 Eo] A
AEAY FYERd ScARS] FFAL GA &
g A e G2 Aadd 2 ol ddgglE
wg 2AY ¢ 9eR) 2ok

Fed TAEL AV A g9 G4 E vt o
Aqetgoln A AL Lol L£FAeln £ie] A
ol #3E AAE ¢ At 252 AFH 5
(social shyness)e] ©] #@z o] FA4HolH Hf2E 3
HAA 2 gE&E AASE, o] FAE Yoz
A A v ELgelok & Aelch Folo] 1EE o
FdAF7 A FELES st Ao T E F4
<2 = gth

Hx7s oo AP 28 Fe2y FFA4AE
vEb A gtw G tA A AE e ARE
4E F de Aeld.

o) 74 ¢l one-point2} two-point( o[Ale] AE =
%) codes?] Hl =9 ¥]§L Table 99 ).

QA FEY Fd 2534 o) A one-point codes?]
WEZ 22, F2d FA SR, AL 492 &%
Ao Ag9 YAl 35845 A = two-point codes
7t Bers] A29 93 FId4YEdAE one-point
codes7} it}

ot wrdt ZAE WiEste] ofe oW HE
o 5ol Fag q8E g2 YEAE Do v A
o] ¥ g%t code pattern®] W& & FAFoz AE

a8

e 2aA gk W2E & T-A4e o A
Heg dulsl g A=E U7 AEIH(EF MD.

Table 10-1e1 4 10-127AR el & A d, @5 9 F
2%z s T-Axs 704 ooz A5y =9
¥ g& AAg =, Table 10-130 A+ A F£d
AglAY ZA= v && A ALt

Internalization ratio®] 7 %o QolAE RE A
Zhel o} grgle Aol wAE 4 ¢l

£ \/IMPI Aol SlelA HEALY AL 2
A3 AT F Y FoF ALY dFF LA
= 457 /Jﬂ'- & §rtA yf o2 code patterns}
EHE & 5 945 TAS 703 ol42z Ay

Table 9. Percentage of one-point and two-point high-point codes

Seoul City Rural

Middle High Middle High Middle ‘High
Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female

One-point 40.83 9.54 36.82 32.28 33.85 26.94 34.27 32.56 36.67 30.88 41.07 41.23

Two-point 16.67 28.24 20.50 11.02 14.06 12.95 17.42 10.47 22.50 11.76 24.11 20.18

Table 10-1. Percentage of one-point and two-point high-point codes earned by Seoul middle
school boys (N=240)

High Point Second
Second Point Point
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 Total
1 0.83 0.42 1.25
2
3 0.83 0.42 0.42 1.67
4 1.25 1.25 2.50
5 0.42 0.42
6 1.25 1.67 2.92
7 0.83 1.25 2.08
8 0.42 0.42 0.42 5.42 0.42 7.10
9 2.50  3.75 6,25
0 0.42 0.42 1. 67 2.51
High-Point Total 0.83 1.25 1.67 0.84 2.09 1.67 12.51 4.17 1.67  26.70
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Table 10-2. Percentage of one-point and two-point high-point codes earned by Seoul middle
school girls (N=262)
High Point Second
Second Point Point
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0  Total
1 0.38 0.38
2 0.38 0.38
3 0.76 0.38 1.14
4 1.53 0.38 1.91
5 0.38 0.38
6 0.38 0.38
7 0.38 0.38
8 0.76 0.38 1.53 2. 67
9 0.38 0.38 2.29 3.05
0 0.76 1.91 2.67
High-Point Total 1.14 2.67 0.38 0.76 0.76 3.05 2.29 2.29 13.34
Table 10-3. Percentage of one-point and two-point high-point codes earned by Seoul high
school boys (N=239)
High Point Second
Second Point Point
1 2 3 4 5 0 7 8 9 0 Total
1 1.26 0.42 1.68
2 0.42 0.42 0.42 0.42 1.68
3 1. 26 1.26
4 1.26 0.42 0.42 0.42 2.52
5 2.93 0.42 0.84 4.19
6 1.67 0.84 2.51
7 0.42 3.35 2.09 5. 86
8 0.42 0.84 1.26 1.26 0.84 4.62
9 0.42 0.84 1.26 0.42 1.67 4.61
Q 0.84 2.09 0.42 3.77 7.12
High-Point Total 2.10 1. 26 1.68 2.10 3.35 2.93 6.29 8.80 3.35 4.19 36.05
Table 10-4. Percentage of one-point and two-point high-point codes earned by Seoul high
school girls (N=254)
High Point Second
Second Point Point
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 Total
1 2.36 0.79 3.15
2
3 0.39 1.18 0.39 1.96
4 1.57 1.57
5 1.57 1.57
6 0.39 1.18 1.57
7 0.79 0. 39 0.39 0.39 1.96
8 0.39 1.97 0.39 0.39 3. 14
9 3.54 3.4
0 0.39 0.39 0.79 1.57 3.14
High-Point Total 3.14 1.97 1.96 1.57 2.36 0.39 3.14 5.11 1.96 21.60
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Table 10-5. Percentage of one-point and two-point high-point codes earned by city middle

school boys (N=192)

High Point Second
Second Point Point
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 Total

1 1.56 0.52 0.52 0.52 312

2 0.52 0.52

3 1.56 0.52 2.08

4 0.52 1. 56 1.04 312

5 0.52 0.52

6 0.52 0.52

7 1.04 1.56 260

8 2.08 1.04 3.12

9 1.04 1.04 1.04 3.12

0 0.52 4.69 521
High-Point Total 2.08 2.08 1. 56 0.52 4.16 1. 04 6. 24 1.04 5.21 23.93

Table 10-6. Percentage of one-point and two-point high-point codes earned by city middle

school girls (N=193)

High Point Second
Second Point Point
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 Total
1 0.52 0.52 0.52 0.562 2.08
2 0.52 0.52
3 1.04 1.55 2.59
4 0.52 1.04 0.52 2. 08
5
6 0.52 1.04 1.04 2. 60
7 1.04 1.04
8 0.52 0.52 0. 562 1.56
9 0.562 0.52 1.04
0 1.04 1.04
High-Point Total 1. 56 3.11 2.60 2.60 1.56 1.56 0. 52 1.04 14.55

Table 10-7. Percentage of one-point and two-point high-point codes earned by city high
school boys (N=178)

) Sécond

High Point

Second Point Point
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 Total

1 0.56 0.56 0.56 0.56 1.12 3.36

2 0.56 0.56

3 0.56 0.56

4 1. 69 0.56 0. 56 2.81

5 1.12 0.56 1.68

6 1.12 0. 56 0.56 2.24

7 0.56 0. 56 1.12 2.24

8 1. 69 0. 56 1.69 0. 56 0. 56 5.06

9 0. 56 1.12 1.69 3.37

0 0. 56 0.56 3.37 4.49
High-Point Total 1.12 2.24 1.69 1.12 3.39 1.68 6.17 3.37 5.05 26.37

— 406 —



!

}

—Lee, CK. et al.: MMPI Study on Korean adolescents—

Table 10-8. Percentage of one-point and two-point high-point codes earned by city high
school girls (N=172)

High Point Second
Second Point Point
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 Total

1

2
3 1.74 1.16 2.90
4 0.58 1.74 0.58 0.58 3.48
5 1.16 1.16
6 0.58 0.58  2.32 1.16 4.64
7 0. 58 0.58
8 0.58 (.58 0.58 1.16 2.90
9 0.58 0.58 1.74 2.90
0 p.58 1.16 0.58  2.32
High-Point Total  0.58 0.58 2.90 2.32 174 4.64 3.48 4.06 0.58 20.88

Table 10-9. Percentage of one-point and two-point high-point codes earned by rural
middle school boys (N=120)

High Point Second
Second Point Point
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 Total
1 0.83 0.83 0.83 2.49
2 0.83 0.83 1.66

3
4 3.33 0.83 4.16
5 0.83 0.83
6 3.33  2.50 4.17 0.83 10.83
7 2.50 2.50
8 0.83 2.50 3.33 6. 66
3 0.83  1.67 2.50
0 0.83 0.83 1.66
High-Point Total  0.83 1.66  3.33 4.16 4.16 11.66 583 1.66 33.20

Table 10-10. Percentage of one-point and two-point high-point codes earned by rural
middle school gitls (N=136)

High Point Second
Second Point Point
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 Total
1 0.74 0.74
2 2.21 2.21
3 0. 74 0.74
4 1.47 1.47
5 0.74 0. 74
6 2.21 2.21

7
8 0.74 .47  0.74 147 4.42
9 0.74 2.21 2.95
0 2.94 2.94
High-Point Total 2,95 1.48 1.47 0.74 3.68 0.74 221 221 2.94 18.42
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Table 10-11. Percentage of one-point and two-point high-point codes earned by rural
high school hoys (N=112)'

Second Point High Point Sf’g(i):td
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 Total
1 0.89 0.89 178
2 0.89 0.89
3 0.89 0.89
4 0.89 0.89
5 2.68 0.89 3.57
6 1.79 1.79 3.58
7 0.89 2.68 3.57
8 .79 1.79 3.57 0.89 179  9.83
9 0.89 0.89
0 0.89 3.57  4.46
High-Point Total 0. 89 0.89 0.89 3.57 3.58 2.68 8.92 2.68 6.26  30.36
Table 10-12. Percentage of one-point and two-point high-point codes earned by rural
high school girls (N=114)
High Point Second
Second Point Point
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 Total
1 1.75 1.75 1.75 5. 25
2

3 2.63 2.63

4 1.75 0.88 2.63

5 0.88 0.88 1.76

6 0.88 0.88  0.88 2.64

7 0.88 0.88 0.88 2.64

8 1.75 2.63 0.88 5.26

9 2.63 2.63

0 0.88 0.88 4.39 6. 15
High-Point Total 2.63 1.75 1.75 1.76 3.561 7.02 4.39 4.39 4.39 31.59

Table 10.13. Percentage of one-point and two-point high-point codes earned by total
boys and gitls (N=2,212)

High Point Second

Second Point Point
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 Total

1 0.86 0.09 0.41 0.05 0.09 0.32 0.18 2.00

2 0.05 0.23 0.09 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.67

3 0.14 0.05 0.90 0.05 0.05 0.14 0.18 0.09 1.60

4 0.14 1.54 0.09 0.05 0.41 0.14 0.05 2.42

5 1.00 0.05 0.14 0.18 1.37

6 0.05 0.06 0.09 0.09 1.40 0.14 0.77 0.18 0.05 2.82

7 0.05 0.09 0.23 0.81 0.09 0.05 2.13

8 0.05 0.05 0.09 0.09 1.00 0.59 1.90 0.45 0.18 4.40

9 0.05 Q.05 0.23 0.14 0.14 0.63 2.03 3.27

0 0.14 0.09 0.05 0. 05 0.09 0.54 0.23 2. 40 3. 59
High-Point Total 1.34 0.51 1.78 2.05 1.28 3.15 2.15 5.88 3.22 2.91 24.27
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Table 10-14. Percentage of one-point and two-point high-point codes earned by total
boys and girls (N=2,212)

High Point Second

Second Point Point
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 Total

1 3.56 0.38 1. 69 0.19 0.38 1.31 0.75 8.26
2 0.19 0.94 0.38 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.19 2.65
3 0. 56 0.19 3.70 0.19 0.19 0.56 0.75 0.38 6. 57
4 0.56 6.38 0.38 0.19 1.69 0.56 0.19 9.95
5 4.13 0.19 0. 56 0.75 5. 63
6 0.19 0.19 0.38 0.38 5. 82 0.56 3.19 0.75 0.19 11.65
7 0.19 0.38 0.94 3.38 3.75 0.19 8.83
8 0.19 0.19 0.38 0.38 4. 13 2.44 7.88 1.88 0.75 18.22
9 0.19 0.19 0.94 0. 56 0.56 2.63 8.44 13.51
0 0.56 0.38 0.19 0.19 0.38 2.25 0.94 904 14.83

H1gh -Point Total 5.44 2.08 7.33 8. 46 5.27 12.97 8.82 24.39 4.84 20.45 100.1

Table 11. Percentage of total high-point codes earned by each group

i Seoul City Rural

| Male Female Male Female Male Female
Middle School 26.70 13.34 23.93 14.55 33.29 18.42
High School 36.05 21.60 26.37 20. 88 30. 35 31.59
Total average 24. 27
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Table 12. Means and standard deviations from Min-
nesota male (N=1922) and female (N=
2054) adolescents (9th grade)

male female

Scale Mean  SD Mean SD
L 50 8.0 50 7.7
F 58 11.0 56 9.3
K 53 9.6 53 9.4
1 51 8.7 48 7.5
2 52 10.1 49 8.9
3 52 8.0 51 8.3
4 58 9.9 57 10.0
5 51 8.8 53 9.0
6 56 10.2 55 10.0
7 58 10.4 56 8.5
8 62 12.7 58 9.7
9 58 10.6 56 11.3
0 54 8.4 54 8.9

Source: Hathaway and Monachesi (1963)
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—ABSTRACT—

An MMPI Normative Study on Korean
Adolescents

Chung-Kyoon Lee, Zoung Soul Kim and
Kang E Hong
Department of Neuropsychiatry, College of Medicine
Seoul National University

The MMPI booklet form of 566 items were admin-
istered to total 2,212 (1,081 male, 1,131 female)
middle and high school students in Seoul (metropo-
litan), Sungnam (city} and Yangyang (rural) areas
in order to secure Korean adolescent MMPI norms,
The major findings are as follows:

1. Their mean T-scores of each scale do not
deviate much from the adolescent norms currently
in use in Korea although elevations on Sc and Ma
scales are noticed,

2. The male students are found to have higher
T-scores on almost every scales compared to the
females, particularly so on F, Pa, Pt Sc and scales.

3. The high school students tend to show slightly
higher elevation compared to the middle scheol
students on almost all scales, particularly on Ma
while low on K scale.

4. Rural students are found to to be more vulne-
rable in their mental health, indicated by generally
more elevated clinical scales, particularly Pa, Pt, Sc
and Si, as well as higher Anxiety Index, lower Ego
Srength and higher Internalization Ratio.

5. 24.27 percent of total adolescent students has

either one-point or two-point high-point codes, most
frequent scales among them being Sc and Si scale.
High-point codes are associated with more males
than females, more high school students than middle
school ones, and more rural students than Seoul or
city ones.

6. Generally male students can be said to be more
loaded with psychological burden than the females,
particularly those middle school students in rural
area and high school students in Seoul.

Implications of the above findings are discussed in
view of developmental differences between male and
female students, sociocultural aspect, and greater
psychological burden and stress on the part of male

students,
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