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2AlE|5HE| K| U}

W WA WA} F 2l
A weshok sk A Fo| sl AR
(malingering discrimination)©]TF. APH-S A1 A
EEEEREE RS

3 AR, 28 5% 2

wy Ay Ee

In

tlo 2

2 g By #E" ol dA A
of AHEHEE § FoA Ut T A
Aol w2d w=e] A SAES dF
doll e oF 104 A WA ds) dd
H o8& stz I THSweet, Peck, Abromowitz,
Eezweiler, 2002). £3] WA 3loA A4l
statel ApgHE A Bdox 2

R oz Qg AR dgEdE A8
ofe} 43 011/‘1—“%—‘:} /‘P % O] H

&

sk

Lees—Haley, & Hammer, 2003). HHO| 2 A A
FH dE e AbE Abgolekal 2R
SEioE 9ol 52 Z@AA A Eol9
o At ALY 1Es A 2 =
1—4'(Garr1ga, 2007).

Holle ¥4 9 BT dEE AEA
vebd & e AW"W@ %’t}(e.g. 71‘-’1q
g ¥ &8 9 e 2
AR Aste /‘]'tﬂ(Malingering Neurocognitive
dysfunction; MNCD) AGEA7E AGHAH
(Slick, Sherman, & Iverson, 1999). AP HE 2| &
& APEE BYE W A EE ARER, AT

¥2 ot H oo

AAZ Agel A AgEAdE HgH

o=l A APEHEA ot A7} Bl
AYso} sk dA= i) WP ok
Wi Sl A WA 3% 3 2y add

WER7E =S

FrlelerAel “%}Ol ToAFENE =73t

A 2T g Qs AEEAIE oY FE

U dTe 5% dAeth

I'U>“

AT HAETEAA A AT
oo AT Wl thal =olsigirh
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SECED

/\]-tﬂ(malingering)ola} foj= E HYJFE

£ grHo® Iyste A El
(Bush, 2012) =Hjoll A= 4,
BT Ao s Age ZopAg o
AL Galenoll JBME 7]1EEH AL Galene
33 YE dsir] Hsl A3 e 7P
siatel J31Ft A s S 5] 9
3 75 FS 7PES sl AbEE Harst
Ak A eAoboll A= A AL AEE
sl7] §3F Aol 57F Mo HA A=
sttt ol AR= Ui APgE
e 9y B AHEY FE A=
3} T Xenakis, 2014).

AA APEE 9)F [l
Ao R FHES HAdt

l
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DSM-5(American Psychiatric Association, 2013)° A
AL «olAA A 7E ofd «dAFA A9
230 @ 4 9l AR
FEY AL <AuR oz FAlE AAA

4
437 F4e slegen %%a% 2

A
21 7Hincentives) ] -/IGH F718kE= AHP”
o)At T3 DSM-5el AT Aol AlF
A AEH ok sk Wl 7HA] e Al
Ak (1) WS dgelA o=E o, ) 7
Qo] FAste sEdsg A gels A
4 27 Aoldl 7T BUAE 0L A%
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b o rIr
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= BAARJ] SHAAM ALA 2 F
A7) skar ALRE olqpots Ad
A
o

g ddsiAl "ok Bush 5(2005)2 BE
Aelsts Hrlo] APEHEA|R7F EHE ook
gtal ARbs = sk

A AL oot A ReEAS] FASE
&) Slick, Sherman¥} Iverson(1999)S A7 Q1A
2 Agke] A e S EAE NEAHS
2 AN o5 AAAAA Ao A
H(Malingered Neurocognitive ~dysfunction; ©] 3}
MNCD)& 333 =4 35 == Y3} 9
ol 3uE B2or /A 975 g 719
Al 5 orFHor

T ABAAA AF RS WY B
sasks 2@ 2 BNBH A, 29
ARl RAHE 3 e, 9

& =
Aol Aole] AP FEHT Slick, Sherman

I} Iverson(1999)0] A|2Fst MNCDE &4
= & 19 AAH Utk MNCDE F7 5=
A= wet “HEHDefinite)’, 718 AT
(Probable)”, “7FeAd S)+=(Possible)’ MNCDZ Y
2 Atk HE’ MNCD'= £ A% DE

FZA712 Bl tid A7 d& w, <A<
4% MNCD'= 74 A9 DE FFATIX
B2-69IA F 7} E-& B2-6olA 3k, Cl1-59A
shell oigk FA7E & W, vhsd e
MNCD"E& “A9] #43 MNcD" el FA904 D
7} FEEA e WE omdith

E 1. AFeIx|H Zeo| A (MNCD; Malingered
Neurocognitive dysfunction)2| ZIEtE=AH

A AR 98 felzke] 2

B. B4 ZA
LR B g BRdAdEgos A

A AEEZAL dE S0 kAR
AR A “AFE» Al Ab

2. A A vk AFYE BestE A
UAHEHEAE ol & E0] K-WAIS-IVY 7]
Ex g ghaeol A <A AlAD

3. AAAE U H7)5 vEe] EYx

4. AR O #EE PEo EYA

5. AAAE o AFEA FRE AR BYA

6. AAAR O E431E FAY HRo| BUX

C. ARz A

L A71RT A o 243 FAEe] 2ax

2. AZ1RNFE o H7)s HEe] BYX

3. A71HaFA o) #EE PFo| BYA

4. A71RZ24 o) AFEA 39 AR =
U3

5. A AG R AL 9750 FA

D. ¥4 BY col &=+ 5o 2173
b gy QRlEd s FEI AWEH

A

ZA]: Slick, Sherman¥} Iverson(1999)

Sf=oll A o] Fo|Zl HT ApEHEA R ATE
ANxe= Ao MNCDE GEAE 283t

A7NAES E@é}ﬁQ‘(Crighton, Wygant, Holt,
& Granacher, 2015;
2014; Heinly et al., 2005;

Guise, Thompson, Greve,

Bianchini, &West,
Hunter, Calloway, Perkins, & Denney, 2014; Jones,
2016; 2003;
Georgia's, & Ben-Porath, 2013; Vagnini, Berry,
Clark, & Jiang, 2008). Heinly 5(2005)] <170l

AE MNCDY WNGFEAS AHg3sle] A

Larrabee, Tarecavage, Wygant,
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[ N e i

Sy BApY Hoe FESQI, wals U &
2L AL AEHEAREA PG P
SFATE  Crighton 5(2015)3} Larrabee (2003)]
AFoldE MNCD IGEAS 7|ftoz '
g, AL S AP HeE TFESE A
WA R §848 ASIAT FuelA
T 15820092 ATllA MNCD FAE 4
g3t AAES FASIA L, AP,
A EA A ), AdRES o

Al PlEM T FEE<(Mittenberg  Discriminant
function), *13]-=A+ i}olzd—ﬂ:(Voca-Digit difference),
AZ 2L 52 A (Reliable Digit Span), g A
F2l(California verbal learning test), RCFT Ak
W E X 3 (Rey Complex Figure Test), FA%Z
(MMPI-2), F-K Y& FMMPL2) 0] 71E0®
AHEEIE 28y 153820099 Aol Al
A 443 MNCD ¢ “7Fsd A& MNCD”
gho] Al ApBRT] =3HA T
MNCD"= Foll 2957 sttt ol 4

2 AgolA BEd MNCD” JAREAS &
e AR vl ZEA YER] Wi

otk 9139 AT AE TR o]k,

2 ok
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o g

J
o

N QPABAGSHANE FF B

bt

(symptom exaggeration) WA FHE
o &4 A}—Ltﬂ(Traumatic Brain Injury)9] oF 39%,
gl B oF 30%, AA A AbEle] oF
29% 2 5733} ThiMittenberg, Patton, Canyock,
& Condit, 2002). ABAAZ A AP
71 A& HAR] A3elA dutrog 4]

- EhEH /

SRR Zgfe| AIE (MNCD)HEX

= 7| B

=A UERIT}E  Frederick, Crosby$} Wynkoop
0002 AEE7E of#E HHA ] 44%7F
BehAl 2 A HEE Hidta Hast
AT Mittenberg 5(2002) W2 3ol <]
dog dF HEE AP JAsS ¢
41%% HISIQITh AEE E3E oS B
A8 oF 2022 FAHM o]z AT HAH
2 ofstz vl go=® oF 509 dof &It
© Hl&o]l AHEHATIL B H Y THFord,
1983; Gouvier, Lees-Haley, & Hammer, 2003).
Mittenberg  £](2002)= AF5% 2 4 T
Z 34 Ae 359 =T ABeE A
A Husii HeAow WA ¥y gl
Feoll Al AAJNAA AdE AL
0% A=t & 4 Utk
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AR A
A8 'AE % WHE
of ot
A e BAsH ol AR A A
(clinical conditions)®ll A= TFA=L Al
S Adeld dwdos Agsel 7

s
ARG & QRS HolA ¥=
s

o
Ru)

= e
ol
ol

J[m
ol
rr
: r )
N

>~
&
N T

o g W

g =+ 3 < Wrkete Zlo)7]

of o]#gk AFoA A @ F3)

ol AF S 1HEE & Uthuiler,
1956). A FA-SANAA 277F 2 HERA
P= Fooxe & o Fe T<edk AA A
oA HiFERE Hols AF Aol &A%
g gils) & & Jde Aoty ZALEY
ArE o7 4F SHs BAske g
QA A EAALo|th. FAME Y AAE 7
AAAE ol &st=tl F M| A FolA &
A& Adgste B2 o2 AA7} o] F A

dsbr] Asl 7o FA
=S B4 AHHER] HAR= TOMM(Test of
Memory Malingering, Tombaugh, 1996), Rey2] 15
5 719 HAAKLee, Loring, & Martin, 1992),
WMT(Word Memory Test, Green, Iverson, &
Allen, 1999), WAIS(Wechsler Adult Intelligence
Scale) 718kl =& &AL FARH S (Heinly,
Greve, Bianchini, Love, & Brennan, 2005), A Z| &
< A A|(Reliable Digit Span, Mathias, Greve,
Bianchini, Houston, & Crouch, 2002) 5°] %t}
TAZCZ AWEE WAIS-IV(Wechsler Adult
Intelligence Scale-IV) 7 16te] AFZ2L £ F
A(Reliable Digit Span; ©]3} RDS)= WAIS-IVE]
g s xFor o]Fojx AFolth
XF RDSE HH A} vBlE(forward) W3]
o} HA A A ZE(backward) WEstr12] &
o2 ti¢tA rRost A A HEE(forward)
mElsz| el HA A A U Esequencing) T
gat719] greg, ate rose HA A4 7
I Z(backward) TE}s7]19} H £ AR
(sequencing) WEFst719] groz FAHTE A8
AT =W ZshE rRDs F7E 108 HRE
d B ALEFE 854%, VU= 455%, 5
ol 887%% 7P we WMEES Uit
(Hunter, Calloway, Perkins, & Denney, 2014). =
Wolx efol &Fd &AE AT tEA<
APBEA] AAtEE = APBISAAKA S
o, 2003)7F Utk F=E ARG HANZZ,
2003 AAAEYE HAR vwE 4 dx
Soll et 71 FAA Y] oF FEo] dd
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FAEL dolErt SV FAllA o
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ol
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>
o
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. WAIS(Wechsler Adult Intelligence
Scale) W A webslr] &4 s AAAPE &
H3E A5 2@ E(forward), AFE
(backward), *fv_\‘/“]tﬁﬁ(sequencing)oﬂ w2} ajof
ke Aol dE B A IdE et
317 Al A AP S Hole AMFES 34
S Y910k sk EFlAE 27 LAA,
47 A4S 9ok she EFdAE i =

of 57t Soldels Brekn b Aol

YR A ANt SYs A
1

SANE ABA B P oo =
9 5 Qo ols Uukd FyRAT B
3 e Pgolth R AFAAH AP

AsolAN Uehte gl o
20 AAFol k. dE Sof nEe) F7A

MARIAINM Aol AE (MNCD)HEA|®E A2 7HEt

3] A 2T A A ol A

SAIF Fao] Uehg

A fle SRG TEM S
oA AR F3o] ek

A W A HT T d)
gellA AR F8o] yebd

A3 gle SdEn Hekd @

2olA $AIE o] ek
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o7} thegsfor ui, o
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U oRe] ¥H BH% AH MG BE
W APPEEAEIL AQHE Sk

WAIS-R(Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale-Revised)
ANA Fotd ojF.=A} i]’O];f:'l]—"r\‘(Vocabulary-
Digit Span Difference score)= A U2 )
o & AFEECl dx A= fAFHE =&
24/ FHE UehE Wi AP S Bole
AHES W2 A 24844 R Hold
ANEITE o84 JHe 7Rt R Tty
& Th(Mittenberg, Theroux-Fichera, Zielinski, &
Heilbronner, 1995). 913 AZAANE= AA A5
FEH 7P el w7] W'l HA As
3ol vlsl Ex¥gHoz ZadH A &7
Abe] S mlashkes Wolth. & AzA

3 Aol Y4t arke A HA AxE vl

d

foof

O
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StmE|etE|X] Lt

B W AR 54 284 SRl o1
St AE ouisty, o AMY & A
a1 A SHAl HThMiteenberg et al., 2001). 2k0]
He7h 4% o3 W APEE A
e

Els
Mittenberg 2](1995)9] =
I AR 2F Rt F8 Apolzh A
2AAE 7Moo R BEEAS TS
ol mlEMI WETTE BEH, AA AW
A o ze egaEdthMilis, Ross,
& Ricker, 1998, Mittenberg et al., 2001). WAIS-R
ANA yehd mEHID HEEFEAL 097
) +(-0.33)- T A +(0.17)- A 3 +(-0.07)- A+
+(-0.08)- ©] 3l +(0.16)- 3 &3 +(-0.08)- W] 3 2L7]
+0.08y7152~7] ot} =] ATFEHZ, F<&
g, 2015)°M % =3 dse] 4JE As
ZAA} 4FHK-Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale 4
edit-ion; K-WAIS-IV)ollA H|EH 1 FHES<=7}
TAHAL o] AFolM Uepd e
1.89+(-0.26)- Ak +(0.13)- 91 3] +(-0.06)- H &
+(-0.15) 712227101}, gale] Fhol 078
ZshH Apgo] AlAETE

APEAEAEE 3Qsl] AR
a7 8

HAch ololl Rogers(1997)= AFE AT} Al
1A AR AZEolok gtk F4ETh

AR, AEH FHE A A(differential prevalence
design2, ol 77} A= Ay g= A
oA AP fFHEC] TEtE A St
U e A9 fle dds 745k

7 el FAg wmsts Aol

g A8 ANA W] g e WA et
gtk E3 RAPE e WEe Agold

al
Aztshs dolle Fe7t 71 wWEel 94 &
FEL 0 =4 ¥
EA, ZAE AAGimulation design)Z, A
RS AT T ddd 547}1}5£
EH’BEE AT ZHeg BT 5 2
ARE AAel whE ¥ AAE Hlusks
7)4\0]‘3}. BARY AAA AES A
2ke] 2242 A8 dae A
dete= Aol7] “ﬂ‘j o W4 gdr=rt =t
Az A gl A
T A= flevph 2 HA
o S 489S AY A= ¥ o
olglgt HAl= 97 HdErt YWk
AR AA-DE DA (known-groups  design) =,
P gl A Abgelgta AdE Al

Aot Z}“é‘ﬁ %‘%‘% A e

-

r°1'

—Ll

vy EES

A% - g BAEe E%i}% Ay A
£ ANA 9] wRel WA ERws} sk
et WAAE, A, §U7h B AAeA
Yoluhs ZEely] WEel 914 BPEs ®
o

AN AR AT APEH FYE A
7} F2 olFolzE wul Ao
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T, BAATS 89, =2 HoA SHAA
2 AT Ty 2ARS AAY A
Azt gutsle] Agto] Utk o= A

Pxo] BAME AAlE Aol Mk uig &
AR f7He AAE A ¢47] wZol
A Bkate] -9 tETeE M4 g
EA7F A FhRogers, 2008). T3+ AR
AAA AR A= Fold Ao

AT} Rogers2008)= A AAl&= &3t
FAEe] olafstr] AfloF @tk ARbet
Atk 7R A AT AE 1 %Sl
Zolgt= g, oy #HE B ol

0 gse Ao A

oft >

I et b2

Wd Bush Zaksolop gk ARl HlelA
sfo] FAME Eol7] SIaIH WAE] &
ool oE FHES A F FHT ABE
Folol @t} vhARtoE AY Fo| ArAE
o] ANE & olsistn FxEA s
date] AgaA ke WA Ame AA
slof i}

AARY AL =AY A9 txde
2 94 BYErt ¥7) WEe] 3] AgEth
AAFTE A s EmE 1 olge] @ g
93 B A4 WEED sl Qa4
g3} g8 APABL AL, o2 ®
A8 A4 AR RS 44T
FEASA Wl fAR Tl £23
g} vt T AP AAE A
e AAse o 2Ql AA RS o=
olefe Aol AT EF i 4P B

r_O‘

MARIXIA Zgto] AHH(MNCD)HEX|E A2l THet

m
3
0
o
o

= A7) AHor Ao <%

TYES B ZRNA BFatA| ol WA B

o FAZE Sty ARHoE =2 y-9F

B EE 717 AHREAZE Estr] 9l

A APEHEAAE mARE AA AR
q

1

SAS AR 24

TAF AP A S AR
2 B 9 BHoE AR ol
& Ak 718 Aels Ul ofely mol
B AAZ Sl S A7) el 8
3
=

N

e 71 Aol Sle =R diAl

3 ¥ ANEL
2 BAL wolgtth BUH A F M Y
WAl e ZAAYE 719 setieleltt
3]

z il
g =79 d= Iy =y AIEA
AR EE, 2003)9F =9 TOMM(Tombaugh,
1996), Word Memory Test(Green, Lees-Haley, &
Allen, 2003), Letter Memory test(Inman, Vickery,
Berry, Lamb, Edwards, & Smith, 1998), Validity
indicator profile(Frederick, 1997), Victoria Symptom
Validity Test(Slick, Hopp, Strauss, & Thompson,
1997) 5l ATk
TAE A Al 9% 94 @
=

ol de] AHEEo Al A AA

N
X0 ox
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2AlE|5HE| K| U}

o =
(coaching)®l] TH8F FHeFdolt) o E Eof
A7} &2
FAY F 7HA F stuE AdEsts AAklA
= Adsd ¢t Jdy AuslE = ok
WS S AP AFolA &3] By
A THGutheil, 2003; Lees-Haley, 1997; Subr &
Gunstad, 2007, Wetter & Corrigan, 1995). A}
o tisl <IEUlEe T8l ¥de F A= HERE
o] F7kskaL Qo FHAE 22E AR A
Aol gt 2FHIE & F% Utk Baver &
McCaffrey, 2006; Ruiz, Drake, Glass, Marcotte, &
van Gorp, 2002). 2 EA-e 71 AAl
Aol Ba otk & Ea W AAkE
< OFE Hdl 2029 F7HE A AR
daw 3rh A diell ogdk AxSe]
s olok SpAIRE F7HA QL Al AZEE AL
B 803 %"%k—% = T SUTKRogers,
1997). &% @3 2
RS AlFsh o
FHEE AFsA ¥
2 Fethe A=

AR F7 e 238 A&
HdE AAEY FE ARES B
sl wE=st A ABA B e £3E A%

_—

£ BEHE Pl U A7 12 o
Folx go). wzE B AAAB A
BE AN FEHOE WA 0o
MEA B A 2227t 23 FsAol
Ach w3 F7hHQ A4 Azke] Bas
G Aol ThE Aush R AAHHS
W WG 5 ke Aol Atk 474
g7t P APPAEALLE WAISRT

WAIS-II®] 52} A7 AHDigit span: Trueblood &
Schmidt, 1993), 913]-5A} o]
Digit Span)g} HEW g T SLT(Mlttenberg

—[‘(Vocabulary—

discriminant function: Mittenberg, Theroux-Fichera,
1995), Al¥ 22 =4
EA(RDS: Greiffenstein, Baker, & Go-la, 1994),
WMS-RZ} WMS-II(Wechsler Memory Scle, 3
edition)® =] 719 ZAKLogical Memory
recognition: Kilgore & DellaPietra, 2000)E& 3
gt it FES B3 AL o] Fof
Bk o] Qo= A7t dAojshF ZAkBinder,
Villaneuva, Ho-wieson & Moore, 1993), Z2|3Z1]
of Aofskss A Akmillis,
Rick-er, 1995), @°o] BT =3 7{i*}(Mcyers &
Volbrecht, 1999)¢] APEHEARE {8740
AsHRT. FHAAE dol 54=d AA
(A3, ol9%, AMF, IAY, 2008), T
T AgExyol dojsaAHrkAA S,
WAA, did, 247, 2015, =8 A&
2 AAdE AT HAAF 4THK-Wechsler Adule
Intelligence Scale 4 edition; K-WAIS-IV, &WH]Z,

G, 20159014 ABUAZ AFRe A
A £7F AT-Eo

Zielinski, & Heilbronner,

Putnam, Adams &

A

AR E Aol 2] EAIEA
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AR ] Frk AASHE ARG 34
Aol we A Exel i we FRE

AFE 4 UTHMittenberg et al., 2002; Rogers,

Aol Z
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ok
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i
o

(e

2o
o

ol ]

Yo A%
HAE ATllA
A EARE, R
FoiA]7] W] WA

o] AdgATolM AEHF A3 Ad3Sh
WFHTe] FAHCE Fou|F Apolrt LA
7 Hl23h S Holw AR EE
A EARRIGe] Oy SAX R fou|s)
A ¥ s BAudAds, 158, UA
A, 484, 287, 2015; 153, o]9E

A, A9, 2008, Aok, old<, HHEH

I3
ot
i
1%
©
>
oo
(i,
o
>
[ ol

[S1ACN
L

>

>

2003; Boone et al, 2000; Greve, Ord, Curtis,
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A Review of Studies for Malingering Discrimination Index

of Malingered Neurocognitive Dysfunction

Mi-Jin Moon Soon-Taeg Hwang
Department of Clinical Psychology, Department of Psychology,
St. Andrew's Hospital Chungbuk National University

This study reviews recent studies for malingering discrimination focused on malingered neurocognitive
dysfunction(MNCD) that have found often in clinical assessment. This review aimed to introduce MNCD’s
diagnostic criteria, type of malingering discrimination index, and prevalence of malingering reported
advanced studies. In addition this study suggests internal research for prevalence of malingering is needed.
Method to detect malingering was included for example analysis of error(floor effect, learning principles,
etc) and empirical method. Also, differential prevalence design, simulation design, known-group design for
study to development malingering discrimination index was introduced. Furthermore this review discusses
the limitation of the previous studies(e.g. limitation of psychological assessment, conceptualization of
malingering, necessity of definite diagnostic criteria, sensitivity and specificity of discriminant index) and

future research directions.

Key words : malingering, malingering discrinination, malingered neurocognitive dysfunction
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