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Abstract

A Study on Validity of the Korean Version of the Subhealth Questionnaire

Jae-Min Ryu, Young-Bae Park, Young-Jae Park
Dept. of Biofunctional Medicine and Diagnosis, College of Oriental Medicine, Kyung-Hee University

Background and Objective:
We previously developed questionnaire of subhealth status. Developed questionnaire was verified about
reliability and validity, but there had a lack of concurrent validity study. On this study, we will verify

concurrent Validity of the Korean Version of the Subhealth Questionnaire.

Methods:
Guibi-tang questionnaire, chalder questionnaire and subhealth questionnaire were applied to 113 college

students. After then do correlation analysis, we calculate concurrent validity of that.

Results and Conclusions:
As a result, subhealth questionnaire between chalder questionnaire, and subhealth questionnaire between
Guibi-tang questionnaire had a significant correlation respectively. The result of this study indicate that the

developed questionnaire of subhealth status was verified about concurrent validity.
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Figure 1. Flowchart of this study.
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Table 3—2. Descriptive Statistics
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Table 4. Correlation Analysis of subhealth questionnaire and Guibi—tang questionnaire.

o,
=l
)
o

>~
o
213
32
-
o,
)
X

P
A

arel ol gk

9 WEE 1007

al

2 ol%

A

o

7ksh 7]
A AlYslGITE 18]al oA

A9 &% % physical, mental
JEEAE Ao o= 24 ¥

ATZEE Table 4] Uehd

T

[e]

Aulw
oAdEH 742%%
A= 377
Aok 383
el 397+
Pearson HEHE - 387
SHI* 620%*
Correlation SH2* 658%*
SH3* 669%*
SH4* 458%*
SH5* 39Qk
SH6* A84%*
*SHL:AA S SH2: A3t SH3:7-g/d8] SH4: &8 SHS:H34¢]  SH6:AMS|3HE

#%p<0.01

Table 5. Correlation Analysis of subhealth questionnaire and Chalder questionnaire.
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