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BR=.2 BR=3 BR=.
REAS kikda= 5ol ppp npp pPP npp pPP
PIM A

25 0111 1.000 1.00 80 1.00 50 1.00 20

23 3222 9778 78 85 94 59 98 27

22 4222 9556 70 87 90 62 97 29

21 s111 9444 70 89 90 66 97 33

20 8111 9222 72 95 91 83 98 55

18 7111 8222 50 92 80 74 94 42

17 7667 7444 43 93 75 76 92 44

15 8667 16000 35 95 68 82 90 53

13 8889 4333 28 94 61 80 86 49

1 9780 2110 24 97 55 91 83 71

9 1.0000 1333 22 1.00 54 1.00 82 1.0
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8 11000 1.0000 1.00 82 1.00 53 1.00 22

7 2111 9778 70 83 90 55 97 24

6 4000 9111 53 86 82 60 95 28

5 6222 8000 44 89 76 68 93 35

4 7778 6111 33 92 67 73 89 41

3 9222 2778 24 93 56 78 84 47

2 9778 2222 24 98 56 91 83 71

1 1.0000 0778 21 1.00 52 1.00 81 1.0
CDF

173.84 10000 9886 00 80 00 50 00 20

155.58 1348 9318 33 81 66 52 89 21

150.99 2247 8750 31 82 64 53 88 22

144.65 5056 7273 32 85 65 60 88 27

140.39 6517 6136 30 88 63 G4 87 31

138.20 7079 5341 28 88 60 65 86 31

135.04 7978 4659 27 90 60 70 86 37

134.26 8090 4432 27 90 59 70 85 37

125.76 9551 2500 24 96 56 85 84 58

117.07 1.0000 1136 22 1.00 53 1.00 82 1.0
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2.09 5111 9667 79 89 94 66 98 33
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16 7556 8222 52 93 81 77 94 46

-38 8000 7667 46 94 77 79 93 49

-68 8556 7111 43 95 75 83 92 55

-1.08 9000 6556 40 96 72 87 91 62

-1.52 9333 5444 34 97 67 89 89 67

255 9778 3667 28 99 61 94 86 80

N

. BR: base rate, ppp: positive predictive power, npp: negative predictive power
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Efficiencies of positive distortion indicators of PAI-A

Eun-Young Park Sang-Hwang Hong

Deagu Probation Office Dept. of Education

Chinju National University of Education

This study evaluated the operating characteristics and the efficiencies of PAI-A positive distortion indicators
developed on adults(PIM, DEF, CDF) and KDF constructed on Korean high schoolers. High school
students administrated PAI-A under two conditions: positive impression instruction and standard
instruction. The profile of positive dissimulation had high score on PIM, RXR, DOM, WRM, MAN and
almost all clinical scales were lower than average. Through analysis of effect size and ROC curves to
evaluate the sensitivity and specificity of the measures using different cutoff scores, the order of the
efficiency of positive distortion indicators are KDF, PIM, DEF and CDF. Review of the identification rate
estimates for each cutoff score indicates that the sum of sensitivity and specificity on specific cutoff score
of KDF, PIM, DEF are high but that of CDF is relatively low. These results suggest that KDF is
effective on detecting the positive impression management as much as PIM and DEF developed on adults.

Also, adapting more than one indicator are more effective to monitor the response distortion accurately.

Key words : Adolescent Personality Assessment Inventory(PAI-A), positive dissinudation, vesponse distortion, ROC, AUC
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