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A Study on Relationship between Sasang Constitutions and Hypnotizability

Hee-Gwan Park, M.D.", Jong-Hwa Lee, O.M.D."",
Nung-Gee Lee, O.M.D.”", Won-Bong Park, M.D."""

Department of Psychiatry®, Department of Oriental Medicine™’,
Department of Anesthesiology™™" Deok-Jeong Army Hospital, Yang-Ju

Authors tried to investigate the relationship between sasang constitutions and hypnotizability in this
study for the first time. HGSHS-K(Harvard Group Scale of Hypnotic Susceptibility-Korean Version)
were administered to 121 male soldiers(21.8 2.65yr) in the army. And then 63 of them completed
QSCC I (Questionnaire for the Sasang Constitution Classification [ ).

The results were as follows ;

1) The mean score of HGSHSK was 7.39 1.77.

2) There were 32 high hypnotizable subjects(HGSHS-K score 8), and 29 low hypnotizable
subjects(HGSHS-K score 7).

3) There were 22 So-Yang, 19 So-Eum, 22 Tae-Eum, no Tae-Yang subjects according to classification
of QSCC [

4) There were no statistically significant differences in hypnotizability between So-Yang, So-Eum,
and Tae-Eum groups(p=10.549).
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