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The Beck Depression Inventory-II (BDI-II) is one of the most widely used depression assessment tools in Korea. However, the psychometric properties and diagnostic cut-off point of the official Korean version of the BDI-II have not yet been reported. This study aims to clarify the psychometric properties and diagnostic utility of the Korean BDI-II. A total of 1,145 clinical and non-clinical Korean adults participated in this study. The BDI-II showed a high level of internal consistency and high correlations with other depression-related measures. Confirmatory factor analysis (CFA) was performed, and a 3-factor model showed the best model fit. To identify the diagnostic utility of the BDI-II, the Quality Assessment of Diagnostic Accuracy Studies 2nd Edition (QUADAS-2) methodology was applied in participant recruitment and research design. Results of ROC curve analysis suggested two optimal cut-off scores, 23 points for detecting major depressive disorder (MDD) (83.3% sensitivity, 86.8% specificity) and 17 points for depressive-related disorder (80.9% sensitivity, 76.4% specificity). To identify the usefulness of the BDI-II as a severity assessment tool or screening tool, a test information curve (TIC) was generated with an Item Response Theory (IRT) analysis. The TIC was flat and plateau-like, indicating its appropriateness as a severity rating tool. Research data supports the BDI-II as a reliable and valid screening tool as well as a severity rating tool in the Korean adult population.
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INTRODUCTION

Major depressive disorder (MDD) is one of the most common psychiatric disorders, characterized by depressed mood or loss of interest in daily life (American Psychiatric Association [APA], 2013). According to the World Health Organization (WHO), the global prevalence of MDD in 2015 was estimated at 4.4% (322 million people) (World Health Organization [WHO], 2017). The Ministry of Health and Welfare of South Korea reported a similar figure (approximately 5.0%) (Ministry of Health and Welfare, 2016). Recently, greater attention has been paid to the MDD epidemic in Korea due to the high suicide rate, the second highest among the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD) countries. In 2015, Korea had a suicide rate of 25.8 per 100,000 people, far above the OECD average of 11.6 (OECD, 2019) According to one systematic review of psychological autopsy studies of suicide, 91% of people who committed suicide suffered from psychiatric problems, of which the most common were depressive disorders (Cavanagh et al., 2003).

The US Preventive Services Task Force (USPTF) recommended early detection and screening for depressive disorders in primary care settings (Siu et al., 2016). A meta-analysis study also reported that the shorter the duration of untreated illness (DUI), the better the prognosis in the following treatment course (Ghio et al., 2014). Despite the importance of early screening and treatment of depressive disorders, less than half (approximately 40.4%) the people diagnosed with mood disorders received psychiatric services (Ministry of Health and Welfare, 2016). Under these circumstances, having a proper screening tool for depressive disorders is a prerequisite to enhancing awareness of the severity of depression and accessibility to optimal treatment.

The Beck Depression Inventory-II (BDI-II) (Beck et al., 1996) is one of the most widely used screening tools for depressive disorders and is also used to measure the severity of depression (McDowell, 2006). The BDI-II has been translated into various languages and applied in numerous countries. According to a comprehensive review of the psychometric properties of the BDI-II using 118 studies conducted with 60,126 participants worldwide from 1996 to 2013, the BDI-II can be regarded as a cost-effective tool to measure the severity of depression, which is widely applicable for both research and clinical settings worldwide (Wang and Gorenstein, 2013).

Although the BDI-II was originally developed to reflect and monitor the severity of depression over the course of illness and treatment (Beck et al., 1961), it has been demonstrated to be a useful screening tool with optimal cut-off scores. However, the cut-off scores recommended by multiple studies screening depressive disorders showed large variances for different populations. For instance, seven points for MDD screening for Parkinson’s disease (Williams et al., 2012), 10 points for depressive disorders (MDD, dysthymic disorder, and depressive disorder not otherwise specified) among undergraduate students who are taking an introductory psychology class (Shean and Baldwin, 2008), and 24 points for MDD among psychiatric inpatient adolescents (Krefetz et al., 2002). Methodological differences between studies result in varying recommendations of cut-off scores. For instance, Osman et al. (2008) separately recruited high school students and inpatients samples, and calculated cut-off scores distinguishing the two groups. Given the extreme differences in characteristics between the groups, diagnostic functions and cut-off scores of BDI-II should differ from those employing random sampling methods.

From this perspective, to assure the quality of diagnostic accuracy studies, Whiting et al. (2011) suggested the Quality Assessment of Diagnostic Accuracy Studies 2nd Edition (QUADAS-2), which presents specific norms for subject recruitment and selection, index test, conditions for reference standard, research procedure, and timing. For subject recruitment and selection, first, the QUADAS-2 evaluates whether participants are enrolled randomly and consecutively, and whether the study inappropriately excludes samples like “difficult-to-diagnose” patients. Second, it evaluates whether the index test (e.g., BDI-II) results are interpreted without knowledge of the results of the reference standard (e.g., diagnostic interview), or vice versa. Third, a selected reference standard should be considered when evaluating the quality of diagnostic accuracy. For example, when evaluating the diagnostic power of BDI-II, if the reference standard is a CES-D or DSM-5 diagnosis confirmed with a structured interview, the latter should provide more accurate information. Finally, for the procedure and assessment orders, the index test and the reference standard should be conducted in similar time frames. If the reference standard test was done several months before the index test, some study participants might have remitted from the mental health condition.

Among 24 studies reporting an optimal cut-off score of BDI (Wang and Gorenstein, 2013), only two studies conducted in the United States were in accordance with the criteria that the QUADAS-2 suggests: One study conducted with 340 primary care medical patients reported 18 as a cut-off score (Arnau et al., 2001), while another study with 220 African American primary care patients reported 14 as a cut-off score for BDI-II (Dutton et al., 2004). Considering that the psychometric properties of questionnaires are closely related to the race and culture of the population to which it will be applied (Iwata and Buka, 2002), it is crucial to verify the diagnostic and psychometric properties of the BDI-II in samples of the countries where it is used.

Several studies have validated the BDI-II in Korean samples, and two reported cut-off points for screening MDD (Lim et al., 2011) or depressive disorders (Sung et al., 2008). However, neither study fully satisfied the QUADAS-2 criteria. First, both studies recruited clinical and control groups separately. When recruiting the control group, participants with no psychiatric history (e.g., college students or hospital staff) were pre-selected even before conducting a diagnostic interview, i.e., reference standard. This research procedure resulted in excluding “difficult-to-diagnose” participants who would experience mild levels of depressive symptoms with remission or those without past depressive disorders, and thus artificially increase the discriminability of the screening tool between the clinical group and control group. Second, since the positive rate of the data set was too high (due to a smaller control sample size), overestimated predictions by the screening tool may have led to good discrimination power in the ROC curve analysis (Lobo et al., 2008). Third, in Sung et al.’s (2008) study, the Hamilton depression rating scale (HDRS) was used as a diagnostic criterion. However, the HDRS is not recommended for use as a diagnostic index test (Hamilton, 1967). Finally, even though the Korean version BDI-II was officially translated and published in 2014 with a full license (Lee et al., 2017), it has only been validated for adolescent populations without optimal cut-off scores. Therefore, it is timely and necessary to validate the Korean version BDI-II for the Korean adult population and examine its diagnostic properties as a screening tool.

In addition, although BDI-II was originally developed and validated as a depression severity measure (Cameron et al., 2011; Titov et al., 2011), it has also been used as a screening tool (Zich et al., 1990). In the current study, we investigated the usefulness of BDI-II as a severity assessment tool or screening tool using Item Response Theory (IRT).

Therefore, the purposes of this study were (1) to examine the psychometric properties (e.g., reliability, factor structures, other construct validity) and diagnostic screening utility with optimal cutoff scores of the BDI-II as a screening tool within the framework of QUADAS-2, and (2) to investigate using IRT whether BDI-II would be more appropriate as a severity or screening tool.



MATERIALS AND METHODS


Participants

The current study was a part of an umbrella project, entitled “The Development of Korean Depression and Anxiety Screening Scale.” A total of 1,145 adult participants were recruited from two different settings. First, 555 participants were randomly recruited through online advertisements. The remaining 590 participants were recruited among visitors at hospitals using the consecutive sampling method from two different general hospitals. Thus, participants recruited from the hospitals included clinical (e.g., psychiatric and non-psychiatric patients) and non-clinical samples (e.g., patients’ families, friends, visitors, and hospital staff members). Researchers were blind to medical charts of participants with psychiatric conditions, and thus, conducted individual diagnostic interviews and psychological tests without knowing their medical diagnosis. Individual psychiatric diagnostic interviews and psychological tests were conducted at research labs in the university or the hospitals. Consistent with our aims that investigated clinical utility of the BDI-II in real-world community mental health settings and medical or primary care settings, minimum inclusion criteria and exclusion criteria were established. All adults over 18 years were included in the inclusion criteria. Participants who were not fluent in Korean or illiterate were excluded from the current study. All participants in this research voluntarily participated after providing written informed consent forms. This study was approved by the local institutional review boards. Detailed demographic information is presented in Table 1.


TABLE 1. Sample demographics.
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Procedure

To evaluate its usefulness as a diagnostic tool, the methodology presented in QUADAS-2 (Whiting et al., 2011) was applied in this study. The QUADAS-2 framework comprises four domains. The first domain is patient selection, which is intended to prevent only biased samples from being included in the study. To avoid selection bias (e.g., deliberately excluding difficult-to-diagnose patients), this study included all difficult-to-diagnose patients and recruited participants regardless of their diagnosis, rather than comparing selective samples from psychiatric patients and healthy university students. The second domain is whether the evaluator is affected by the results of the reference test in conducting the index test. To prevent researcher’s bias, testing was conducted blind to other reference test results and psychiatric diagnosis. That is, interviewers who conducted the diagnostic interviews were not aware of either psychological test results such as BDI-II and CES-D, or their medical records. The third domain is the adequacy of the reference standard. Psychiatric diagnosis obtained from a structured diagnostic interview tool, the Mini-International Neuropsychiatric Interview-Plus (M.I.N.I.), was utilized as a reference standard. The diagnostic interview was conducted by psychiatrists, licensed clinical psychologists, and clinical psychology graduate students supervised by licensed psychologists and a psychiatrist. The fourth domain is concerned with whether there is a time difference between the index test and the reference standard. The BDI-II and M.I.N.I. diagnostic interviews were performed at the same time.



Measures


Beck Depression Inventory-II Korean Version

The BDI-II is a measure of depression developed by Beck et al. (1996) comprising 21 items measuring depressive symptoms among the emotional, cognitive, motivational, and physiological domains of depression. Each item is scored on a 4-point Likert scale ranging from 0 to 3, total score ranges from 0 to 63. Consistent with the original BDI-II, in the Korean version of the BDI II, respondents select one of four statements that best describe how they felt during the last 2 weeks. Higher scores indicate that respondents’ depressive symptoms are more severe. In this study, K-BDI-II, which has been published in Korean, was used (Lee et al., 2017). In this study by Lee et al. (2017), two independent licensed clinical psychologists translated the original English version of the BDI-II into Korean with the permission of the publisher, The Psychological Corporation. After, three researchers confirmed the questionnaire content through a debate, it was re-translated into English by a proficient bilingual person with a master’s degree in clinical psychology. Researchers reviewed and revised the final version of the K-BDI-II.



The Mini-International Neuropsychiatric Interview-Plus (M.I.N.I.)

The Mini-International Neuropsychiatric Interview-Plus is a structured interview tool developed for the diagnosis of major axis 1 mental disorders from the ICD-10 (International Classification of Diseases-10th Revision) and DSM-IV (Sheehan et al., 1998). In this study, a translated version of the M.I.N.I was used, and diagnostic accuracy was reported for the Korean version of the M.I.N.I. (Yoo et al., 2006). Specifically, Kappa statistics for MDD and bipolar disorder were 0.71 and 0.74, respectively (Yoo et al., 2006).



Center for Epidemiologic Studies Depression Scale Korean Version

Center for Epidemiologic Studies Depression Scale (CES-D) was developed by Radloff to measure depressed levels in 1977 (Radloff, 1977). CES-D is a 20-item self-report scale that measures the frequency of depression experienced during the past week on four levels. The total score is 60 points and the higher the score, the greater the severity of depression. This study used the Korean version of CES-D, which was verified and validated in Korean (Cho and Kim, 1993). The test-retest reliability was 0.68 for non-clinical samples and 0.83 for clinical samples. Additionally, a score of 25 was presented as an optimal cut-off score, with sensitivity = 0.93 and specificity = 0.79 (Cho and Kim, 1993).



Patient Health Questionnaire-9 Korean Version

Patient health questionnaire-9 (PHQ-9) is a depression scale developed by Kroenke et al. (2001). PHQ-9 measures nine areas including unpleasantness, depression, sleep changes, fatigue, appetite change, guilt, unreasonableness, loss of concentration, depressed feeling, and suicidal thoughts that occurred during the past 2 weeks. It is scored from 0 (not at all) to three points (almost everyday), and the maximum total score is 27 points. The higher the score, the greater the severity of depression. In 2010, a study of the validity and reliability of the PHQ-9 Korean version was conducted (Park et al., 2010). In this study, the PHQ-9 Korean version was used.



Generalized Anxiety Disorder 7-Item (GAD-7) Korean Version

The GAD-7 is a simple self-report assessment tool designed to screen for generalized anxiety disorder (GAD) and to measure the severity of its symptoms. Subjects are asked to report the frequency of anxiety symptoms over the past 2 weeks using a 4-point Likert scale. The Korean version of the GAD-7 (Pfizer, 2018; Ahn et al., 2019), which is presented on the Patient Health Questionnaire website1, was utilized in this study.



Statistical Analysis

The IBM SPSS Statistics 23 program was used to perform descriptive statistics, correlational analysis, and ROC curve analysis. To perform confirmatory factor analysis (CFA), MPLUS software 7.0 (Muthén and Muthén, 2012) was used. To evaluate model fit, incremental fit indices, such as the Tucker-Lewis Index (TLI) and Comparative Fit Index (CFI), absolute model fit indices such as the model chi-square (χ2), Root Mean Square Error of Approximation (RMSEA), and Standardized Root Mean Squared Residual (SRMR), and information criteria such as Akaike’s Information Criterion (AIC), Bayesian Information Criteria (BIC), and sample-size-adjusted BIC (aBIC) were used. These model fit indices were interpreted following standard criteria, including CFI and TLI exceeding 0.95 and RMSEA lower than 0.08 (Bentler, 1990). Values of SRMR of 0.08 or lower (Hu and Bentler, 1999) also indicated good model fit. Finally, the lower the information criteria values, the better the model fit (Akaike, 1987).

IRT analysis was performed using the “mirt” package (Chalmers, 2012) for the R statistical program (version 3.5.0). The graded response model (GRM) was applied for analysis. GRM is one of the IRT models appropriate for ordered polytomous categories like Likert scales (Samejima, 1970). IRT analysis provides the Test Information Curve (TIC), which depicts the amount of information yielded by the test at given ability level. If the TIC is evenly distributed on the x-axis of θ, which refers to the level of the domain being measured, it is an appropriate test to measure all ranges of ability levels like the Scholastic Aptitude Test. Such a shape would be more appropriate for measuring the severity of depression. On the other hand, if the test is designed to award scholarships, more accuracy is required for ability levels near the cut-off. The best TIC in this situation would peak at the cut-off score point (Baker and Kim, 2004). Therefore, it was possible to assess the suitability of the test for a certain purpose according to the shape of the TIC.



RESULTS


Prevalence of Depressive Symptoms

The average BDI-II total score for all participants was 13.66 (SD = 11.54). In total, 472 (41.2% of the sample) participants scored 14 or over, indicating mild levels of depression. The mean and standard deviation for each item and total score are presented in Table 2. By using M.I.M.I psychiatry structured interviews, 96 (8.4%) were diagnosed with MDD and 188 (16.4%) were classified with depressive-related disorder (DD), which includes MDD, dysthymia, past MDD currently in partial remission, past MDD current in full remission but still on medication, and depressive disorder not otherwise specified. Since DD is a broader concept than MDD, DD includes the number of patients diagnosed with MDD. Among all participants with depressive-related disorder, 126 were comorbid with other psychiatric disorders like anxiety disorder. Among all participants, 676 (59%) were not diagnosed with any past or current disorder and were classified as the “healthy” group.


TABLE 2. Mean, standard deviations, and item-total correlations of the Korean BDI-II.
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Internal Consistency and Convergent Validity

Cronbach’s alpha coefficient for internal consistency was 0.946, indicating a high level of internal reliability. Furthermore, the coefficients of Cronbach’s alpha ranged from 0.942 to 0.946 if individual items were deleted, suggesting that there is no significant benefit from excluding any individual items (Table 2). Means, standard deviations, and item-total correlations are presented in Table 2. Item-total correlations ranged from 0.546 to 0.762, which also indicates good internal consistency. To examine convergent validity, a correlational analysis was conducted, and its coefficients are presented in Table 4. The BDI-II total score was significantly correlated with the PHQ-9 total score (r = 0.853, p < 0.001) and CES-D total score (r = 0.862, p < 0.001), indicating good convergent validity. BDI-II also showed a significant correlation with the GAD-7 total score (r = 0.797, p < 0.001), a screening tool for generalized anxiety disorder (GAD) known to be closely related to depression.



Factor Structure

CFA was performed to examine the factor structure of BDI-II. Traditionally, Beck suggested a 2-factor model (a somatic-affective factor for items 4, 10–13, and 15–21, and a cognitive factor for items 1–3, 5–9, and 14) (Beck et al., 1996). However, Osman et al. (1997) proposed a 3-factor model (negative attitude factor for items 1–3, 5–10, and 14, performance difficulty factor for items 4, 11–13, 17, and 19, and somatic factor for items 15, 16, 18, 20, and 21) that showed greater fit than the 2-factor model. This result was replicated among Asian populations such as Taiwanese adolescents (Wu and Huang, 2014) and Korean adolescent samples (Lee et al., 2017). In this study, Beck’s 2-factor model and 3-factor model were both tested, and the 3-factor model showed a better model fit than the 2-factor model. Summary of Goodness-of-fit Indices for CFA is presented in Table 3 (Results from separate analyses between online advertisement sample and hospital visitor sample are presented in Supplementary Tables S1, S2). The 3-factor model and its factor loadings are depicted in Figure 1. Correlational coefficients between BDI-II total score and the three sub-factors are presented in Table 4.


TABLE 3. Summary of Goodness-of-fit Indices for CFA.
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FIGURE 1. Diagram of confirmatory factor analysis for 3-factor model. SM, Somatic Factor; PD, Performance Difficulty Factor; NA, Negative Attitude Factor.



TABLE 4. Correlation coefficients of the BDI-II total score with BDI-II sub-factors.
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Criterion Validity

To test the criterion validity of BDI-II, ROC analyses were conducted to detect either MDD or depressive disorder. The ROC curves are shown in Figure 2. Area under curve (AUC) for detecting MDD was 0.915 and for detecting depressive related disorder it was 0.846. To calculate optimal cut-off points, Youden’s index (Youden’s index J = sensitivity + specificity – 1) (Youden, 1950) was applied. A score of ≥23 was identified as the optimal cut-off score to detect MDD. At this cut-off score, BDI-II screened MDD patients with 0.833 sensitivity, 0.868 specificity, 0.365 positive predictive value (PPV), and 0.983 negative predictive value (NPV). To detect depressive disorder patients, a score of ≥17 was identified as an optimal cut-off score with sensitivity 0.809, specificity 0.764, PPV 0.402, and NPV 0.953. Sensitivity and specificity were calculated with the traditional cut-off scores from Beck et al. (1996) (mild = 14, moderate = 20, severe = 29). Detailed results of the ROC analyses are presented in Table 5.


[image: image]

FIGURE 2. ROC curve for MDD and DD.



TABLE 5. Results of ROC analyses for the MDD and DD.
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Item Response Theory Analyses

Item responses theory was applied to evaluate the test information function of BDI-II. The TIC is presented in Figure 3. The TIC represents how much information BDI-II provides at a certain level of depression. As presented in Figure 3, the BDI-II offered the most information with the lowest standard error of measurement at a depression level around 0–2.5 SD above the mean (Table 6) and forms a flat, plateau-like line, which indicates BDI-II is more suitable for testing severity evaluation (see Supplementary Table S3).


[image: image]

FIGURE 3. Test information curveof BDI-II. I(θ): Information value, θ: level of depression expressed in terms of standard deviation.



TABLE 6. Information Value for Each Area.
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DISCUSSION

This study aimed to examine the psychometric properties (e.g., reliability, factor structures, other construct validity) and diagnostic screening utility with optimal cutoff scores of the BDI-II within the framework of QUADAS-2. In addition, we investigated whether BDI-II would be appropriate as a severity or screening tool, using the IRT among Korean adult samples.

The Korean version of BDI-II showed an excellent level of internal consistency and item homogeneity and convergent validity. Cronbach’s alpha coefficient of 0.946 from this research was consistent or higher than those reported in the previous review of the internal consistency of the BDI-II among medical patients (i.e., ranging from 0.84 to 0.94) (Wang and Gorenstein, 2013). The Korean version of BDI-II also showed high correlations with other depression measures (i.e., PHQ-9 and CES-D), and GAD-7, which is also consistent with the previous comprehensive review of BDI-II (Wang and Gorenstein, 2013) and BDI-II validation study among adolescents in Korea (Lee et al., 2017). While analyzing individual items, all the original 21 BDI-II items remained. The item-total correlations of each item score with the total score ranged from.546 to.761. Items that showed high correlation included worthlessness, loss of pleasure (r = 0.759), loss of interest (r = 0.758), and self-dislike (r = 0.754), and items that showed lowest correlation included loss of libido (r = 0.546), changes in sleeping (r = 0.611), and changes in appetite (r = 0.601). Although it was reported that East Asians tend to express their depressive symptoms with somatic complaints (Yoo and Skovholt, 2001), somatic symptoms had the lowest correlations with BDI-II total scores. It is speculated that the lowest correlations might reflect the phenomenon that Koreans tend to report somatic symptoms not only for their depressive symptoms but also various psychiatric or health conditions. In addition, in our study, non-clinical samples had higher scores on the somatic symptoms than other depressive symptoms, indicating that somatic symptoms would be less depression specific.

In previous studies conducted with Western samples, the factor structure of the BDI-II was reported as a 2-factor model with somatic-affective factor and cognitive factor (Beck et al., 1996). However, in studies conducted in East Asian countries, a 3-factor model was suggested in adolescent samples (Wu and Huang, 2014; Lee et al., 2017). The somatic-affective factor of the 2-factor model was divided into “performance difficulty (PD)” and “somatic (SM)” factor. The 3-factor model was replicated in our Korean adult samples. In adolescent samples, the PD factor was first proposed to reflect the perception that adolescents are under the control of authority such as parents pursuing autonomy and competence, and experience conflicting demands arising from family, school, and peer groups (Byrne and Baron, 1993; Byrne et al., 1995). In the East Asian samples, the 3-factor model might have a better fit because individuals in East Asia seem to express depression with symptoms such as agitation, irritability, and concentration difficulty that occur when experiencing excessive pressure for achievement (Lee et al., 2017).

To assess the usefulness of BDI-II as a screening tool, optimal cut-off points for Korean adult population were suggested. Compared to the original criteria suggested by Beck et al. (1996), the 23-point cut-off score showed better performance detecting MDD than the moderate (score of 20) or severe (score of 29) criteria. For detecting DD, the 17-point cut-off score showed the best result. This result also showed better performance than the original mild level criterion (score of 14) (Beck et al., 1996). Based on these results, it seems reasonable to use 23 points as a criterion for moderate depression and 17 as a criterion for mild depression when measuring depression in the Korean population. The MDD group was strictly limited to people who were in current major depressive episodes, whereas the DD group included persistent depressive disorder (PDD) and depressive disorder not otherwise specified, as well as cases who were fully remitted from depressive disorder but still on medication. This interpretation is supported by previous studies. One study that measured the severity of college students at a student counseling center suggested 16 points for a mild cut-off score and 24 points for a moderate cut-off score (Sprinkle et al., 2002). Other studies reporting BDI-II cut-offs for the Korean population also support our data. Research by Sung et al. (2008) utilized the HDRS mild level as an index test reported 18 as a cut-off score, which is close to our DD cut-off score. Another study (Lim et al., 2011) that recruited MDD patients also suggested 22 as a cut-off score.

Finally, IRT analysis was used to determine whether BDI-II was more suitable as a screening tool or severity rating tool. IRT analysis suggested that BDI-II could offer equivalent information value from an average depressed population (where θ is 0) to a severely depressed population (where θ is 3), which is excellent for a severity rating tool, as mentioned earlier. This result is in line with a previous study (Brouwer et al., 2013) that conducted an IRT analysis of the BDI-II. A study by Brouwer et al. (2013) reported flat-looking TIC graphs for the range θ = 0–2, and argued that this may be more advantageous for detecting changes in depression in the clinical field. These results of the IRT analysis of BDI-II are consistent with the original intent of developing the BDI-II scale, which was to measure the depth of depression rather than simply presenting a single cut-off point (Beck et al., 1996). This suggests that BDI may be more useful for measuring depressive severity in clinical populations and for measuring depressive severity as an index of treatment responses.

Some limitations should be noted. In the present study, instead of using the Structured Clinical Interview for DSM-5 (SCID-5) which is regarded as golden standard for the diagnosis, M.I.N.I. was used as a reference test to confirm the compatibility of the BDI-II as a screening tool. Even though a trained psychologist administered the structured diagnostic interview, the M.I.N.I. was designed to reduce false negatives to avoid missing cases with actual illnesses (Sheehan et al., 1998). Therefore, it is possible to over-diagnose with the M.I.N.I., which might have affected the sensitivity or specificity of the BDI-II. Thus, in a future study, the results of the current study must be replicated by using different reference tests such as the SCID-5.

Since this study recruited samples from two different settings (hospitals and online advertisement) with different methods (consecutive sampling, random sampling), although factor structures of the BDI-II in each setting were identically favorable for a 3-factor model, future studies should identify whether participants recruited from online advertisements have distinctive characteristics from off-line hospital visitors. Lastly, this study provided test information value and item characteristics on the results of IRT analysis (see Supplementary Figures S1, S2). A future study might identify the best performing items of the BDI-II given the Korean population’s response style to and characteristic of each item of the BDI-II.

Despite the aforementioned limitations, the current study was the first validation study with adult Korean samples using the Korean version of the BDI-II with a formal license. This study was conducted rigorously in accordance with the QUADAS-2 framework, a system for evaluating screening tools. In addition, a relatively large sample of more than 1,000 people was used, and a cut-off score most appropriate for Korean people was calculated through a diagnostic interview with every single study participant. Finally, in addition to providing one single cut-off score, the IRT analysis suggested that the BDI-II may be a more appropriate tool for rating severity rather than screening.



DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

The datasets generated for this study are available on request to the corresponding author.



ETHICS STATEMENT

The studies involving human participants were reviewed and approved by the Korea University Institutional Review Board. The patients/participants provided their written informed consent to participate in this study.



AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

KP, EJ, S-HL, and K-HC contributed to the conception and design of the study. K-HC supervised the overall study process. KP and SY performed the data analysis. KP wrote the first draft of the manuscript. KP, EJ, SY, and S-HL contributed to the acquisition of data. All authors contributed to the manuscript revision, read, and approved the submitted version.



FUNDING

This study was supported by the Korea Mental Health Technology R&D Project under the Korean Ministry of Health and Welfare (MOHW) (Grant number: HM15C1169) and the Ministry of Education of the Republic of Korea and National Research Foundation of Korea (NRF-2017S1A5B6053101).


SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

The Supplementary Material for this article can be found online at: https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpsyg.2019.02934/full#supplementary-material


FOOTNOTES

1
http://www.phqscreeners.com

REFERENCES

Ahn, J. K., Kim, Y., and Choi, K. H. (2019). The Psychometric properties and clinical utility of the korean version of GAD-7 and GAD-2. Front. Psychiatry 10:127. doi: 10.3389/fpsyt.2019.00127

Akaike, H. (1987). Factor Analysis and AIC. Psychometrika 371–386.

American Psychiatric Association [APA], (2013). Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders (DSM-5®). Arlington, TX: American Psychiatric Publishing.

Arnau, R. C., Meagher, M. W., Norris, M. P., and Bramson, R. (2001). Psychometric evaluation of the beck depression inventory-II with primary care medical patients. Health Psychol. 20, 112–119. doi: 10.1037/0278-6133.20.2.112

Baker, F. B., and Kim, S.-H. (2004). Item Response Theory: Parameter Estimation Techniques. Boca Raton, FL: CRC Press.

Beck, A. T., Steer, R. A., and Brown, G. K. (1996). BDI-II: Beck Depression Inventory Manual, 2nd Edn, San Antonio, TX: Psychological Corporation.

Beck, A. T., Ward, C. H., Mendelson, M., Mock, J., and Erbaugh, J. (1961). An inventory for measuring depression. Arch. Gen. Psychiatry 4, 561–571.

Bentler, P. M. (1990). Comparative fit indexes in structural models. Psychol. Bull. 107, 238–246.

Brouwer, D., Meijer, R. R., and Zevalkink, J. (2013). Measuring individual significant change on the beck depression inventory-II through IRT-based statistics. Psychother. Res. 23, 489–501. doi: 10.1080/10503307.2013.794400

Byrne, B. M., and Baron, P. (1993). The beck depression inventory: testing and cross-validating a hierarchical factor structure for nonclinical adolescents. Meas. Eval. Couns. Dev. 26, 164–178.

Byrne, B. M., Baron, P., Larsson, B., and Melin, L. (1995). The beck depression inventory: testing and cross-validating a second-order factorial structure for swedish nonclinical adolescents. Behav. Res. Ther. 33, 345–356. doi: 10.1016/0005-7967(94)E0050-S

Cameron, I. M., Cardy, A., Crawford, J. R., du Toit, S. W., Hay, S., Lawton, K., et al. (2011). Measuring depression severity in general practice: discriminatory performance of the PHQ-9, HADS-D, and BDI-II. Br. J. Gen. Pract. 61, e419–e426. doi: 10.3399/bjgp11X583209

Cavanagh, J. T., Carson, A. J., Sharpe, M., and Lawrie, S. M. (2003). Psychological autopsy studies of suicide: a systematic review. Psychol. Med. 33, 395–405.

Chalmers, R. P. (2012). mirt: a multidimensional item response theory package for the R environment. J. Stat. Softw. 48, 1–29.

Cho, M. J., and Kim, K. H. (1993). Diagnostic validity of the CES-D (Korean version) in the assessment of DSM-III-R major depression. J. Korean Neuropsychiatr. Assoc. 32, 381–399.

Dutton, G. R., Grothe, K. B., Jones, G. N., Whitehead, D., Kendra, K., and Brantley, P. J. (2004). Use of the beck depression inventory-II with African American primary care patients. Gen. Hosp. Psychiatry 26, 437–442. doi: 10.1016/j.genhosppsych.2004.06.002

Ghio, L., Gotelli, S., Marcenaro, M., Amore, M., and Natta, W. (2014). Duration of untreated illness and outcomes in unipolar depression: a systematic review and meta-analysis. J. Affect. Disord. 152, 45–51. doi: 10.1016/j.jad.2013.10.002

Hamilton, M. (1967). Development of a rating scale for primary depressive illness. Br. J. Soc. Clin. Psychol. 6, 278–296. doi: 10.1111/j.2044-8260.1967.tb00530.x

Hu, L. T., and Bentler, P. M. (1999). Cutoff criteria for fit indexes in covariance structure analysis: conventional criteria versus new alternatives. Struct. Equ. Model. 6, 1–55.

Iwata, N., and Buka, S. (2002). Race/ethnicity and depressive symptoms: a cross-cultural/ethnic comparison among university students in East Asia, North and South America. Soc. Sci. Med. 55, 2243–2252.

Krefetz, D. G., Steer, R. A., Gulab, N. A., and Beck, A. T. (2002). Convergent validity of the beck depression inventory-II with the reynolds adolescent depression scale in psychiatric inpatients. J. Pers. Assess. 78, 451–460. doi: 10.1207/S15327752JPA780305

Kroenke, K., Spitzer, R. L., and Williams, J. B. (2001). The PHQ-9: validity of a brief depression severity measure. J. Gen. Intern. Med. 16, 606–613. doi: 10.1046/j.1525-1497.2001.016009606.x

Lee, E. H., Lee, S. J., Hwang, S. T., Hong, S. H., and Kim, J. H. (2017). Reliability and validity of the beck depression inventory-II among Korean adolescents. Psychiatry Investig. 14, 30–36.

Lim, S. Y., Lee, E. J., Jeong, S. W., Kim, H. C., Jeong, C. H., Jeon, T. Y., et al. (2011). The validation study of beck depression scale 2 in Korean version. Anxiety Mood. 7, 48–53.

Lobo, J. M., Jiménez-Valverde, A., and Real, R. (2008). AUC: a misleading measure of the performance of predictive distribution models. Glob. Ecol. Biogeogr. 17, 145–151.

McDowell, I. (2006). Measuring Health: A Guide to Rating Scales and Questionnaires. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Ministry of Health and Welfare, (2016). Survey of Mental Disorders in Korea. New Delhi: Ministry of Health and Welfare

Muthén, L. K., and Muthén, B. O. (2012). Mplus Version 7 user’s guide. Los Angeles, CA: Muthén & Muthén.

OECD, (2019). Suicide Rates (Indicator). Paris: Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development. doi: 10.1787/a82f3459-en

Osman, A., Barrios, F. X., Gutierrez, P. M., Williams, J. E., and Bailey, J. (2008). Psychometric properties of the beck depression inventory-II in nonclinical adolescent samples. J. Clin. Psychol. 64, 83–102.

Osman, A., Downs, W. R., Barrios, F. X., Kopper, B. A., Gutierrez, P. M., and Chiros, C. E. (1997). Factor structure and psychometric characteristics of the beck depression inventory-II. J. Psychopathol. Behav. Assess. 19, 359–376. doi: 10.1007/BF02229026

Park, S. J., Choi, H. R., Choi, J. H., Kim, K. W., and Hong, J. P. (2010). Reliability and validity of the Korean version of the patient health questionnaire-9 (PHQ-9). Anxiety Mood. 6, 119–124.

Pfizer, (2018). The Korean Version of the GAD-7. Available online at: http://www.phqscreeners.com (accessed November 23, 2019).

Radloff, L. S. (1977). The CES-D scale: a self-report depression scale for research in the general population. Appl. Psychol. Meas. 1, 385–401. doi: 10.1177/014662167700100306

Samejima, F. (1970). Estimation of latent ability using a response pattern of graded scores. Psychometrika 35, 139–139. doi: 10.1007/BF03372160

Shean, G., and Baldwin, G. (2008). Sensitivity and specificity of depression questionnaires in a college-age sample. J. Genet. Psychol. 169, 281–292.

Sheehan, D. V., Lecrubier, Y., Sheehan, H. K., Amorim, P., Janavs, J., Weiller, E., et al. (1998). the mini-international neuropsychiatric interview (MINI): the development and validation of a structured diagnostic psychiatric interview for DSM-IVand ICD-10. J. Clin. Psychiatry 59(Suppl. 20), 22–33.

Siu, A. L., Us Preventive Services Task Force [Uspstf], Bibbins-Domingo, K., Grossman, D. C., and Baumann, L. C. (2016). Screening for depression in adults: US preventive services task force recommendation statement. JAMA 315, 380–387. doi: 10.1001/jama.2015.18392

Sprinkle, S. D., Lurie, D., Insko, S. L., Atkinson, G., Jones, G. L., Logan, A. R., et al. (2002). Criterion validity, severity cut scores, and test-retest reliability of the beck depression inventorY-II in a university counseling center sample. J. Couns. Psychol. 49, 381–385. doi: 10.1037/0022-0167.49.3.381

Sung, H. M., Kim, J. B., Park, Y. N., Bai, D. S., Lee, S. H., and Ahn, H. N. (2008). A study on the reliability and the validity of Korean version of the beck depression inventory - II (BDI - II). J. Korean Soc. Biol. Ther. Psychiatry 14, 201–212.

Titov, N., Dear, B. F., McMillan, D., Anderson, T., Zou, J., and Sunderland, M. (2011). Psychometric comparison of the PHQ-9 and BDI-II for measuring response during treatment of depression. Cogn. Behav. Ther. 40, 126–136.

Wang, Y. P., and Gorenstein, C. (2013). Assessment of depression in medical patients: a systematic review of the utility of the beck depression inventory-II. Clinics 68, 1274–1287. doi: 10.6061/clinics/2013(09)15

Whiting, P. F., Rutjes, A. W. S., Westwood, M. E., Mallett, S., Deeks, J. J., Reitsma, J. B., et al. (2011). QUADAS-2: a revised tool for the quality assessment of diagnostic accuracy studies. Ann. Intern. Med. 155, 529–536. doi: 10.7326/0003-4819-155-8-201110180-00009

Williams, J., Hirsch, E., Anderson, K., Bush, A., Goldstein, S., Grill, S., et al. (2012). A comparison of nine scales to detect depression in Parkinson disease: which scale to use? Neurology 78, 998–1006. doi: 10.1212/WNL.0b013e31824d587f

World Health Organization [WHO], (2017). Depression and Other Common Mental Disorders: Global Health Estimates. Geneva: World Health Organization.

Wu, P. C., and Huang, T. W. (2014). Gender-related invariance of the beck depression inventory II for Taiwanese adolescent samples. Assessment 21, 218–226.

Yoo, S. K., and Skovholt, T. M. (2001). Cross-cultural examination of depression expression and help-seeking behavior: a comparative study of American and Korean college students. J. Coll. Couns. 4, 10–19.

Yoo, S. W., Kim, Y. S., Noh, J. S., Oh, K. S., Kim, C. H., NamKoong, K., et al. (2006). Validity of Korean version of the mini-international neuropsychiatric interview. Anxiety Mood 2, 50–55.

Youden, W. J. (1950). Index for rating diagnostic tests. Cancer 3, 32–35.

Zich, J. M., Attkisson, C. C., and Greenfield, T. K. (1990). Screening for depression in primary care clinics: the CES-D and the BDI. Int. J. Psychiatry Med. 20, 259–277.


Conflict of Interest: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2020 Park, Jaekal, Yoon, Lee and Choi. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.


OPS/images/fpsyg-10-02934-g002.jpg
Sensitivity

0.2
ROC curve for MDD
=====ROC curve for DD
00 T T T T
00 02 04 06

1-Specificity

08

10





OPS/images/fpsyg-10-02934-g003.jpg
25

20






OPS/images/cross.jpg
3,

i





OPS/xhtml/Nav.xhtml




Contents





		Cover



		Diagnostic Utility and Psychometric Properties of the Beck Depression Inventory-II Among Korean Adults



		INTRODUCTION



		MATERIALS AND METHODS



		Participants



		Procedure



		Measures



		Beck Depression Inventory-II Korean Version



		The Mini-International Neuropsychiatric Interview-Plus (M.I.N.I.)



		Center for Epidemiologic Studies Depression Scale Korean Version



		Patient Health Questionnaire-9 Korean Version



		Generalized Anxiety Disorder 7-Item (GAD-7) Korean Version







		Statistical Analysis







		RESULTS



		Prevalence of Depressive Symptoms



		Internal Consistency and Convergent Validity



		Factor Structure



		Criterion Validity



		Item Response Theory Analyses







		DISCUSSION



		DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT



		ETHICS STATEMENT



		AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS



		FUNDING



		SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL



		FOOTNOTES



		REFERENCES

















OPS/images/fpsyg-10-02934-t001.jpg
Online Hospital visitor
advertisement sample (N = 590)
sample (N = 555)

M (SD) M (SD) t
Age 31.7(12.3) 41.6 (15.0) —12.10%**
Education(years) 14.6 (2.4) 14.6 (3.4) 0.03
Depression symptom 13.07 (9.8) 14.22 (13.0) —1.68
(BDI-ll score)

N (%) N (%) x2
Gender
Female 354 (63.8) 409 (69.3) 4.65%
Unreported - 4 (0.7)
Marital status
Single 411 (74.9) 237 (40.2) 128.87***
Married 135 (24.3) 302 (51.2)
Divorced 3(0.5) 18 (3.1)
Widowed 6(1.1) 17 (2.9
Unreported — 16 (2.7)

*<0.05, ***<0.001.





OPS/images/fpsyg-10-02934-t002.jpg
Item

. Sadness

. Pessimism

. Past failure

. Loss of pleasure

. Guilty Feeling

. Punishment feelings
. Self-dislike

. Self-criticalness

. Suicidal thoughts

. Crying

. Agitation

. Loss of interest

. Indecisiveness

. Worthlessness

. Loss of Energy

. Changes in sleeping
. Irritability

. Changes in appetite

. Concentration difficulty

. Tiredness

. Loss of interest in sex

BDI-Il total

DD (N =188)

M (SD)

1.15 (0.859)
1.42 (0.993)
1.38 (0.960)
1.49 (0.956)
1.34 (1.034)
1.38 (1.233)
1.32 (1.012)
1.39 (1.046)
0.93 (0.777)
1.13 (1.038)
1.06 (0.948)
1.56 (1.005)
1.24 (0.899)
1.25 (1.002)
1.53 (0.825)
1.66 (0.985)
1.19 (0.971)
1.33 (0.933)
1.27 (0.838)
1.41 (0.906)
1.35 (1.161)

27.65 (13.543)

***<0.001, DD, Depressive related disorder.

Control (N = 957)
M (SD)

0.41 (0.560)
0.57 (0.694)
0.46 (0.689)
0.67 (0.717)
0.65 (0.717)
0.38 (0.758)
0.40 (0.723)
0.50 (0.792)
0.24 (0.458)
0.39 (0.689)
0.32 (0.543)
0.61 (0.691)
0.57 (0.657)
0.32 (0.599)
0.76 (0.668)
0.85 (0.795)
0.47 (0.647)
0.62 (0.712)
0.57 (0.630)
0.66 (0.616)
0.49 (0.777)
10.92 (8.800)

Total (N = 1,145)
M (SD)

0.53 (0.676)
0.71 (0.813)
0.61 (0.813)
0.8 (0.819)
0.76 (0.818)
0.54 (0.93)
0.55 (0.847)
0.64 (0.9)
0.36 (0.581)
0.51 (0.805)
0.44 (0.684)
0.76 (0.83)
0.68 (0.745)
0.47 (0.761)
0.88 (0.752)
0.98 (0.88)
0.59 (0.758)
0.74 (0.795)
0.68 (0.716)
0.79 (0.727)
0.63 (0.908)
13.66 (11.54)

Ttot

0.753***
0.735%**
0.732%**
0.759***
0.659***
0.724%**
0.754%*
0.743"**
0.655***
0.661***
0.681***
0.758***
0.673***
0.762%**
0.728%**
0.611%**
0.690***
D601
0.723***
0.711%%%
0.546***

Cronbach’s o if
item is deleted

0.942
0.942
0.943
0.942
0.944
0.943
0.942
0.942
0.944
0.944
0.943
0.942
0.943
0.942
0.943
0.945
0.943
0.945
0.943
0.943
0.946





OPS/images/fpsyg-10-02934-t003.jpg
Fit indices

Model tested x2 AIC BIC aBIC CFI TLI SRMR RMSEA 90% CI
3-Factor Model 814.448*** (df = 186) 43860.58 44193.49 43983.85 0.953 0.947 0.033 0.054 0.051-0.058
2-Factor Model 979.099*** (df = 188) 44021.23 44344.05 44140.77 0.941 0.934 0.038 0.061 0.057-0.064

AIC, Akaike information criterion; BIC, Bayesian information criterion; aBIC, Sample-size adjusted BIC; CFl, Comparative fit index; TLI, Tucker-Lewis Index; SRMR,
Standardized root mean squared residual; RMSEA, Root mean square error of approximation; CI, Confidence interval. *** <0.001.





OPS/images/fpsyg-10-02934-g001.jpg
.521 804 623 620 798

944

.765

.885

.741 685 670 774 661 779

.794 637 669 757 782 739 665 758 754 739

21 b20 b18 bl6 b

b2 15 b

19 b17 b13 bl

2 bll b4 bl4 b10 b9 b8 b7

b6

b

AN

1

*

FoF F f 1

729 353 612 616 .363 451

f

531

f

552

Fxr 1T F §F & F ¥

401 563 393 369 594  .553 426  .388

f

454

f

.558

f

425

f

432

454






OPS/images/fpsyg-10-02934-t004.jpg
BDI-II total

SM

0.779***
0.671%%*
0.851***

PD

0.794**
0.926***

NA

0.943%*

BDI-II Total

***<0.001. SM, Somatic Factor; PD, Performance Difficulty Factor; NA, Negative

Attitude Factor.





OPS/images/fpsyg-10-02934-t005.jpg
Diagnosis for MDD Diagnosis for DD

n cases/n controls 96/1049 188/957

AUC (95% ClI) 0.915 (0.889-0.941) 0.846 (0.813-0.880)

Cut off SEN SPE J PPVP NPV SEN SPE J PPV NPV
MDD optimal cut off & = 23 0.833 0.868 0.701 0.365 0.983 0.649 0.899 0.548 0.557 0.929
DD optimal cut off =17 0.917 0.724 0.641 0.233 0.99 0.809 0.764 0.573 0.402 0.953
BDI-ll mild = 14 0.938 0.636 0.574 0.191 0.991 0.830 0.670 0.5 0.331 0.953
BDI-Il moderate = 20 0.885 0.808 0.693 0.297 0.987 0.718 0.842 0.56 0.472 0.938
BDI-Il severe = 29 0.656 0.937 0.593 0.488 0.968 0.484 0.960 0.444 0.705 0.905

AUC, area under curve; Cl, confidence interval; MDD, major depressive disorder; DD, depressive related disorder; SEN, sensitivity; SPE, specificity; J, Youden’s index;
PPV, positive predictive value; NPV, negative predictive value. 2Cut off score with the highest Youden’s index value. PPV and NPV was calculated based on the prevalence
from the research data.





OPS/images/fpsyg-10-02934-t006.jpg
© area

—2~-15
—1.5~-1
—1~-0.5
—0.5~0
0~0.5
0.5~1
1~1.5
1.56~2
2~2.5
2.5~3
Total area

Information

1.24
2.92
6.01
9.60
11.71
12.35
12.87
12.91
12.80
10.51
1056.74

Proportion (%)

117
2.76
5.69
9.08
11.07
11.68
1217
12.21
12.10
9.94

100






OPS/images/cover.jpg
, frontiers
in Psychology

Diagnostic Utility and
Psychometric Properties of the
Beck Depression Inventory-II

Among Korean Adults









OPS/images/logo.jpg
’ frontiers
in Psychology





