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Development of Korean Osteoarthritis Impact Measurement Scale(KAIMS) :
from data collection to item development in the first study

Yi, Seung-jul - Kim, Yeon-ju2

IDepartment of Physical Therapy, Andong Science Colleg
ZDepartment of Physical Therapy, Daegu University

ABSTRACT

Purpose : The aim of this study was from data collection to item development in the first study before devel-
oping a valid and reliable instrument reflecting Korean’s own language expression and culture.

Methods : The fist survey was 140 osteoarthritis(OA) patients in 2 Cites was studied from November to
December 2009. Open-ended questionnaire was decided 39 items from the first open survey. Questionnaire on the
Korean Osteoarthritis Impact Measurement Scale(KAIMS) was recruited 2 professors and 5 physical therapists.
Second survey was applied to 133 OA patients.

Results : OA patients’s average age+standard deviation was 66.08+11.10 years. The internal consistency reliability
of 3 items. As estimated by Cronbach’s alpha coefficient(a), was high(range, 0.86~0.96). 0.43~0.91 a coefficient
for the internal consistency reliability of item-each scale was also high. However, item-discriminant validity on
3 items was low(a, 0.92~0.97). The construct validity by factor analysis was a little low.

Conclusion : This study revealed that we confirmed a generation for 39 items on KAIMS reflecting Korean’s
own language expression and culture. Also, those of reliability were a little high. And, we will have to study

the last instrument development (3rd study) by more subjects in the future.

Key words : Korean Osteoarthritis Impact Measurement Scale(KAIMS), Reliability, Validity
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