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N AE 7H A X (PAI) ¥H-g o IR He] EE4:
HEIXRE E33}]

ﬂ

B At pae wea e Al S At X 4
Atk olE faiA A=l dE SN AFPIM YA, DEF, Cashel A3), 74 9l
A BENIMY A, MAL, Rogers A|3F) 2L =fol| A HHLL Q %QH'TT 2| E(KDF, KMDF)®] ZZ}
2 BT A 5848 vlustdth AG9AR] AAoAl S AF0a=88), FHHF

259 Agde vwsked 4o
34

(n=84), EF(1n=85) AA|ES A|A|sl PAIS A]A]g]_oi];]_ 2,13__‘4_ A AN ZAe Tzl
Z BT Z29de 7P Eo| Adgdle W FHY S 23S RFEAA Z2udR
o o] vtk ST A% F PIM 9744, DEF 3 KDF gt 34933 3F AR
o FAAT A U =3tk RE FANF ARE EF AARUEG FE9F 24U
A e E=9th ROC BAE Bl BEAC FHXE A A BT Ax
KMDFAUC=.89), NIM UX+(AUC=.89), MAL(AUC=.83) 5°| 4331, FFdN=F AxE F
= PIM 934AUC=.72), DEF (AUC=.72)7} Ajdo=z =okth 7+ wkedl= 2 7o Bakd

o] A g8 FAXE AuEw B4 E@8HGAA ] W Bolie] Fol PIM

%<4, DEF, KDFE 2 5 Cashel A FE $9ta1, KMDF, NIM 9745, Rogers A|¥ 2 MAL

BE =9t olgd AFATE FulolA AZE whEdlS A E R oflg) 7]Ed 9
A AZEAG W T A FEC] FEvhet ARle] PAI WHe & WEsted H&7
= AAE F= Aolth o] AFZA T AAET Ao el =253l

o 1 rlo

F20| 1 MABIKISR|(PAD, 84S XE, 3H

W

2395, ROC , AUC

* A4 K Corresponding Auchor) 5 2 | I PREHEE 2 [ BT EF A% 5F 1503
Fax : 053-950-1169 / E-mail : eyp02@korea.kr
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A7 B34 AAE “SAAT AR
. B w5 el
Meehl, 1945)0.2 A 2]
o) Ak

it
kv
o,
_VE‘
o
_>|~1_‘
N
B
&
ot A
Mo
47
it
O
-

oMl AEAY
A3} bl A}
9 8g el ol2717k4 B
Sa 2tk SPAIRF Rogers(1997)°] WER 4
A Al e A Al
d =7 A% FAA oeshd s
HoE ez BRI 929 + 4
E3] A A o3 FHYoRw uHE L
Ao wet o] 55 AY woldE & F
© AP, AUFEE 24, HAe 1
o] & AHxl} %

HellM e AArdae] davbsdel vE wn
(Green, 1997; Lanyon, Dannenbaum, Wolf, &
Brown, 1989; Rogers,

g
2 o

o o

e e

M2

H,

_fL

o

Oﬂ, o,

2

=
2R QY oo oo

>~
.

R

& EE WAAY g

Sewell, Morey, & Ustad,

(<]
=

SAsta Bkl S A
TR, F 34483, 419 BAE,
e e, 5o AmuAE, 27)9

T & 208 AER P

9k Al EHE 4l B AR o
=3 2k () FHEAe AR S Brtet
£ H] Y #A A Z(Inconsistance, ICN), (2) F-41ut
g, By, B0, JU4 ER S A
£ A2 whgaix] H3t o%-‘é— B

7 g8l BE FAAE] fAR wgehe

=2 Z(Infrequency, INF), (3) A}
A SHANAY BhA
o A od ALg 2He F
E s ®kebl A9 e84 A%
(Positive Impression Making, PIM), (4) H}&F
e e el R Heg
AW Flolsh Ade 29 shgstels
2 27 9% 234 9
Impression Making, NIM)E ¥ &3t}
ol ARl 1S A AY W
1S dhe AEE 2] 9% A%
WHFeAt AR e FHe
gAs7] fall Frr e A A
itk ol whgE @Ashy] A%
] 3 (Defensiveness Index, DEF; Morey, 1996)
Aul AAtel e oA} TEHU ZAHZ
g we $7lAe) Zesjeln ada
s& PAI Z2ulde] Juy EAS Y
e o) gEez Pysel Atk . A
2 Morey(1996)2] A7l =5 HEe]
DEF {1t 62391 b Admeel g

2
M
r-l r&
Sy i
223 N
N_L;
T =

Pﬂ oo

Ll ;%L

=
= Al

ook odk

0

Of

{0

2 od D B O o2 > Jf
O

A = L= (Negative

d o

B

ojN

>,
ﬁ, wi ooz
i wlo

o

>y r\r o
W

Al
A

)

Cashel, Rogers, Sewell 2 Martin—Cannici(1995)
L %A FSAAE gatez wolrke
Aet7] 9 Az WA EE ?*éﬁm <]
A GAA AEEAS AAsAT 1 23t
3 20|49} o] BOR, PIM, MAN, RXR, ALC,
STR & 67/ Ax2 FAH 2] (Cashel

Discriminant Function, Cashel A]%)S AFE3}9]
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EH
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o
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T} Cashel A9 7% 73499 Hd&
138.14SD= 14910l YAFFEo HH
135.28SD=14.91)°|¢lt}. Cashel A%+ DEF,
A g ws o] ko] A4
I THCashel et al., 1995). o] THAS t&tao|

A Agd A3 FAsl wed s
olFoz WMo Aoz BIsle QFIEAE
o] 462%% o} FAA WS A wa &
Ae BAEE AFEL e ©f
I GAA AEE ALAND TES

2 AL J—J.
A B8NS A o gaan

I Ao fevet dEdE
rH*J 2 38 e = 5 dE HPder
J%E‘HE% AAste] A= e FA6

INF, RXR, DOM, PIM S 77} zﬂEi %L*é%
WIHKDPE &SGR 2), o5 B3t
sh7] flell ASEEe] A8 A EREE
E2 925%%ATh

FRg vk gA6] A AR 4
H 2] ¥ (Malingering Index, MAL; Morey, 1996)&
A QATARTG ZARN} Qe FA 5

A= 29T X|

=5
k

Hu
a=l
ne
Ajm
0x
|0
Hu
-
I

T
FH

ArEol BAVE e Alm AAHUG

Rogers 5-(Rogers, et al,, 19962 AA| A%
Hel gixpel gty Aristebe A lé
wo Ao AnE Ml § e AR
T Sl 3l Sl Ee} sk ATt
e 120 Hxe HeE dEEAs 1
A3} & 20]4 9} 7ol ANX-P, DEP-C, ANX-A,
BORN 5 2079] =2 748 #HAE
=olATE Rogers A3 A7 07 o<
BANE 7Ps] fEl Ao

E‘
g = g Aok sAIRt o] e

_4

onl
18 o ok

&

iy

o] 2 EDEHS] T4

W A EMADS T

1 PIM > 50t =& PIM > 45t
2. RXR > 45t

3. ANT-E - ANT-A > 10t

4. ANT-S - ANT-A > 10t

5. MAN-G - MAN-I > 10t

6. ARD-O - ANX-A > 10t

7. DOM - AGG-V > 15t

8. MAN-A - STR > 10t

1. NIM > 110t

2. NIM - INF > 20t

3. NF -ICN > 15t

4, PAR-P - PAR-H > 15¢

5. PAR-P -PAR-R > 15¢

6. MAN-I - MAN-G > 15t

7. DEP > 85t ¥ RXR > 45t
8. ANT-E - ANT-A > 10t
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A% =R

2% Cashel A& L.67BOR + .97PIM + .72MAN + .60RXR - .52ALC-.68STR
off = KDF -1.649 +.148PIM - .083ALC - .062STR

-6.60+.017ICN+.019INF-.034SOMC+.028SOMH-.04 ANX A

B +.053ANXP-.017ARDO+.027 ARDP-.017ARDT+.04 1 DEPC+.016PARH

2z Rogers A 3

+.015PARR+.017SCZP-.027SCZT-.029BORI +.036BORN-.017BORS
off =

+.021ANTE-.019STR+.021RXR

KMDF

-9.006 + .021ICN +.034NIM +.027ARD +.040PAR +.023WRM

Aol Al ARG 2 BEhAol
gt webd A7t S
Azt el 28 WEAMe ke
Scragg, Bor & Mendham(2002)¢] SJAAEAE
g2l s 7Hge Z2ads
Rogers A| %S &3 23 Wze EolA
o] Z4zy .63, 949t} 3l Bagby, Nicholson,
Bacchiochi, Ryder @ Bury®] A7+2002)°14 #
Aol B ARIRE ATLE A
AR RS AFRA B SA} B
< /HE3E W o5 ¥MEdk= Roges A|H9
oAzt Fxd AoR et

iﬂﬁﬂ Aggoone] dAgoM et

2 oz ¥RAFL Axee] AN

227H Hro] g odduder st &
AR AHEANS 3 A3} PAR, NIM, ARD,
WRM, ICN HEE ¥gale 32 (Korean
Malingering Discriminant  Function, KMDF)&- At
Z0F1 3L, Rogers A1 HwE o He} 3F
3l FHAS AT B 5 9l

Morey®} Lanier(1998)= ©] &gt 74 <l SHPIM,
DEF, Cashel Index) @ FjI(NIM, MAL,
Rogers Index) |39 545 H7ksl7] flal &
3719} ROC(receiver operating characteristic) -

Mg At d7En ZFAANL 4
= AA] Ho|A PIM ¥ 4(1.48)$} DEF
14ne FHAI7F 43P o} Cashd AE
07h)e AthEezr 3377t Yty NIM
YA 9%(1.63), MAI(1.75), Rogers A 3(1.96)¢] =
HA7)e A TN AR oA
- SHEAE NS B4

EAAL F A

EEE
AES| AUCT s
23458 WAV 99 o ars

oW $AA QuHA ARE A=

739~ ICN, INF, PIM % NIMZ} Zo| PAI %

1) AUC: estimated area under the receiver operating
characteristicsROC) curve. 3+ 2 o] HWHAQl 4=
Yo Brisket &3 T AUC kol 1
ol ek A1 EE YERf= W AUC #te] 5
B oAE 489 g ARYS ANa.
Morey9} Lanier(1998)2] Aol|A] Z} A]FE 2] AUC
= thgy Zth PIM = 948, DEF = .94l,
Cashel A3 = .878, NIM = .952, MAL = .941,

ar
3z

Rogers A& = .990
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(524%), WEKFF 15 39%1(5D=1.997>, A&
33.744)(SD=7.28), FA A= A A ZH0=87)&
oA 369 (41.4%), WETFF 15.493(SD=2.37),
A# e 37554(SD=10.96), EF AA %A
(=852 o4 307%(35.3%), WEFT 14.654
(SD=2.58), A% & 34.56A|(SD=9.88)0] A T}.

ET

PAI

A, AA
(2001)°] EF3}st A A 71 A (Personality

Assessment Inventory, PAE AFEskTE o] A

ol

I, &%, d9%, 8%

AHe FHEEE Hrbslr] 9 Bld#Ad
(ICN), AHIZ(IND, F87 IFWNIM), %4

”(PIM) = 409 BlAHE, AQEdsik
(SOM), EHANX), &< Fol(ARD), $-&
(DEP), ZZ(MAN), "/3(PAR), H A EEH(SC2),
BANA EHBOR), WALEH EX(ANT), &

FEFAALO, F=EADRG) 5 2L oY
T g Bl AR

71871 flgk 1Y) dAAE, FHAAGG)
A (SUD, 2E# A(STR), H X2 (NON),
AFAFRXR) 5 2 X5oA FL35H
thojol & AbgLS Hrkelr] $e s/l A
FuHHE, AuPDOM), 8H(WRM) T 2
MY RIBAHE, F 271 HER FAY
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2001) ARl WA A= ICNZF INF H
= A3 U] HEE 60~.88, HA| 2274
Hro] FUA= R 49 45 47
77, 760103, AARAAEAL AlFEE IONFH
INF 222 A|¢sta 77~91 HIAZ ¥|uF

HHSEHAIE fFsk7] el FoiAbEelA A

&3 AAMES v 2ok () A A%
]

An: @A) A el A, B, A
ol ohiet 7bsd A0S b s Rl

=4

Au FA A TPgelA dkesl A
127 (2 384 A4 AAE: “dA 2l
Aeolvt 49, Hi=, Algo] ohyzt AbslA e
7 aiA e ek me 7P 29A<l

sht Zeh F44
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2 Moo om R

a1 Scheffé AFFH| e A3 227 HT F

|4l INF, PIM, ANX, DEP, BOR, AGG, STR,

9,

N §
N~
S
=
s of
S
D
i
o
&
N
=
BN

o 2

Zrads yehd Zlo] o
H 1], ddd 2 Fes A4 Z2)
do] A Asdhe v T AN 22
B FFAA TR e As &
T A
A QB AE e FHAFE F
ohfl7] flgt FHAIAR 47HA9] HHT &
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=
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24 2o SgF AA 20A frejnlet
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%
E9to1} Cashel AXE 938 BF

- 1028 -



ol

¥ 3. XAAIZ 7ol ME Mo Wrnt FFEA

0

ke SN xF F

" 82 87 85

1] ICN) 65.25,(18.45) 50.224(12.11) 49.27,( 9.71) 3461
AR =N 64.01,(15.27) 54.62411.69) 48.69, 8.76) 35.67""
A RN 78.55.(23.08) 4645 9.66) 50.36,(11.65) 104.84°
SHA QFAE PIM) 32.27,(14.87) 56.97(11.18) 4849 9.38) 92,88
2R 5 250M) 71.39,(18.76) 47.08( 9.19) 48.65( 9.68) 8936
= HANX) 69.19,(15.21) 43.88,(11.43) 49304 9.77) 08.10°"
EQMAA AFoN(ARD) 71.23,15.17) 46.59411.27) 47.974( 9.07) 109.79™*
+=(DEP) 71.06,17.52) 44.64,(10.91) 49.71(10.06) 93.98"
ZSMAN) 68.18,(14.45) 50904 8.69) 49.17,( 9.26) 75.62°
B3 (PAR) 77.66,(21.56) 45.07,(12.14) 49.88,(11.57) 10628
AN EERSCZ) 79.97.(22.64) 45.07(12.57) 49.94,(10.76) 118.13"™
73 A4 54 (BOR) 70.62,(18.12) 42.86,(11.39) 50.92(10.85) 0046
HEALS A £ ANT) 75.39,21.78) 47304 9.08) 51.56,(11.47) 85.60"*
GIZEFAALO 69.22,(16.93) 50.48,( 9.94) 50.24,(11.42) 57.87"
ok B BA|(DRG) 81.36,(26.78) 51.55,(10.79) 50.49,(11.70) 84,65
age) 68.37,16.81) 45.82,(10.76) 51.19( 9.94) 20.58™
AR (SUD 75.40,(22.19) 48.08,( 9.43) £9.91( 9.53) 0032
2~EH|2STR) 63.25,(15.54) 43.72:( 9.66) 50.15( 9.12) 60,49
H] A 2| (NON) 71.53,(17.08) 45.08,(12.22) 49.81,(10.00) 92.70""
A 7 H-RXR) 42.52,(13.43) 54434 9.77) 49,404 9.30) 25,04
Z]Hl| 24 (DOM) 48.38,(11.11) 56.374(11.97) 50.0910.47) 12.01°"
2% 3 (WRM) 43.00,(12.69) 55.91,(13.65) $1.24( 9.88) 23,59

Z= R p< 001
F 2 9 ohAA o BAY} D2 Re ARl felnld Aolrl 9eg o
(@a>b>c, p<.05).

I SN AR @] g AT AR PRET o 3EFUA} o
= MIE AT UM AR Hee IF Aot &3E7]E KMDFS NIM 9
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sh=al2[etalx] @ i
e —o— et
—— Aol
p
7 7N /
/| /N A A
/] o, o—a_ [ YN/ SN p
70 .': T < s} ] \ /L.
O‘__J { ,.b/- H
T \ ‘|
z= i *~—
50 L/\./\‘[)\/. ” I e | 4 —
40 1
b
30
ION INF NIM PIM SOM ANX AFD DEP MAN PAR SCZ BCR ANT ALC DRG AGG Ul SR NN RR OQv WAV
8 1. XA 7o M2 HEe| ==2nel
E 4. 471X AT XE2E5o| gt gFHAL
AAE 3 E partial eta
A= RN i squared
PIM Y74 10.104 5.69) 19.55,( 4.28) 16314 3.59) 92.09™ 423
DEF 1.96( 1.65) 441, 2.05) 2.954( 1.50) 41.89™ .250
Cashel A& 144.84,(20.10) 140.16(12.82) 136.89,(12.94) 5.48" .042
KDF 16.20 7.24) 28.61( 6.40) 25.104 3.98) 94.61"™ 430
Z= 1. Morey(1996)7} A|A]8 DEF= 87l d2o 2 o]Folx 9w, 38 A EQ ANT-E minus ANT-A>10T

o] A EYAIZRY ZHAT FAdddA 03] wtema gt 5, 2002) 3-1H A EQ INF minus
ICN>15T9] A+E AL&-3192.
Z 2 WFgre] ol Az Loyl Expl o2 AzEle AlgH meA o 2olrl gleS on|dt

(@a>b>c, p<.05).

AgAoz =o Aoz ERt Nzt TN T AE Zele §4 ge] gl
olglg s7HA AJAF 7he] BT E 6% Arh Cashel AFE FHAF WS FAE]

2t} Cashel A EE 11948}1—5— AT AR A AFHIAT AT A} $H)

7h BAGT AHE s HA Ao, 2F T A HES} A o] = Aoz e
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B b. 7KK RS X EHo| Hon 2EHEA
A& 59 E partial eta
= CE LT EE squared
NIM ¢A4 14.43,(7.79) 3.604(3.26) 4.924(3.93) 102.67° 450
MAL 3.23,2.32) .52,(0.70) 68,(1.14) 83.14™ 399
Rogers A| 3% .09,(1.38) -1.05,(0.96) -1.12,(0.81) 33.44™ 210
KMDF 1.06,(1.84) -2.03,(0.99) -1.7941.01) 138.29™ 524

ZF 1. Morey(1996)7} A
o AT AT =

Al

MALL 87] G202 o|fold ltd, U si AFE BT AARR
A o EgonE SR AEAALAHLT 5 200 1 AE N

110 thalo] 80, 31 A% Q1 INF minus ICN>15T th4l

F 2 gl kAR Ll BAL e

(@a>b>c¢, p<.05).

¥ 6. STU= FH

o] NIM minus ICN>159] A4S A}&319]S-
ANeE AFHRAN Feluld Aot A& g

A% PIM DEF Cashel A KDF NIM MAL  Rogers A%
PIM g 1.00
DEF 72" 1.00
Cashel 2|3 -.02 19" 1.00
KDF 85" 72" -10 1.00
NIM 94 % -83" -56" 17" -84™ 1.00
MAL -7 -35" 28" 69" 86" 1.00
Rorgers A| 3 - 47" -34" 23" -59" 58" 527 1.00
KMDF -83" -59" 207 -84" 95” 82" 62"
w5 p< 01
oyt JFARES] EAS vty $sl ppp(positive  predictive power)2}  npp(negative
ROC £4& 53 thofgt Babdg Ha2 W7 predictive powen)S AFE8F9 1L, 2 A FollA T
(sensitivity)Zh E-o] Jspecificity) & AHESIATE. AT FolAo] MY =2 EIEHSFE )
AT Ade £ 7, FAAT Axe £ 8 A FAE FALh vk TAIIAES A
3 23 o agoz vehd RS 27 2 HEw daguelt Auay F deldse
g o29F 30|tk AA AAPEH Ee 2] e Ae o] dE vbede AY

A wrgsFo] ol

ggo] tl2u= 714
S-(base rate, BR)S 20%, 30%, 80% = 247 &to]
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BR=.2 BR=.5 BR=38
a4 RiEd% EolA pPP npp PPP npp pPP npp
PIM A4
26 0575 1.0000 1.00 81 1.00 51 1.00 21
21 4138 9176 56 86 83 61 95 28
20 5057 8118 40 87 73 62 91 29
19 .6207 7647 40 89 73 67 91 34
18 6897 5882 30 88 63 65 87 32
17 7931 4235 26 89 58 67 85 34
16 8621 3529 25 91 57 72 84 39
15 8851 2706 23 90 55 70 83 37
12 9425 1176 21 89 52 67 81 34
8 1.0000 0118 20 1.00 50 1.00 80 1.00
DEF
38 0575 1.0000 1.00 81 1.00 51 1.00 21
7 1724 9882 79 83 94 54 98 23
6 3103 9529 62 85 87 58 96 26
5 4828 8353 42 87 75 62 92 29
4 .6782 .6588 33 89 67 67 89 34
3 8276 4000 26 90 58 70 85 37
2 9080 11882 2 89 53 67 82 34
1 9655 0235 20 73 50 41 80 15
Cashe A| 3£
173.79 0000 9882 .00 80 00 50 .00 20
145.22 3448 7765 28 83 61 54 86 23
140.58 5287 6588 28 85 61 58 86 26
140.26 5287 6471 27 85 60 58 86 26
138.86 5747 6353 28 86 61 60 86 27
13832 .5977 .6118 28 86 61 .60 86 28
138.05 6207 16000 28 86 61 61 86 28
135.63 7011 5059 26 87 59 63 85 30
128.97 8046 2000 20 80 50 51 80 20
124.00 8621 1176 20 77 49 46 80 18
111.28 1.0000 0353 21 1.00 51 1.00 81 1.00
KDF
35.34 1724 1.0000 1.00 83 1.00 55 1.00 23
3092 4023 9529 68 86 90 61 97 28
28.04 .5057 .8000 39 87 72 62 91 29
27.67 5057 7176 31 85 64 59 88 27
26.99 5517 6588 29 85 62 .60 87 27
26.47 5632 5765 25 84 57 57 84 25
25.89 5862 5529 25 84 57 57 84 25
25.74 16092 5529 25 85 58 59 84 26
24.33 7011 3647 22 83 52 55 82 23
13.66 1.0000 0000 20 - 50 - 80 -
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BR=.2 BR=.5 BR=38
a4 RiEdg 5ol4 PPP npp ppp npp pPP npp
NIM QA4 (AUC=.85)
19 3902 1.0000 1.00 87 1.00 62 1.00 29
18 4024 9765 81 87 94 62 99 29
14 5366 9529 74 89 92 67 98 34
10 6951 8824 60 92 86 74 96 42
9 7195 8588 56 92 84 75 95 43
8 7683 8000 49 93 79 78 94 46
7 .8049 7412 44 94 76 79 93 49
6 8415 6706 39 94 72 81 91 51
5 8659 5765 34 95 67 81 89 52
1 9878 0118 20 79 50 49 80 19
MAL (AUC=.83)
8 0122 1.0000 1.00 80 1.00 50 1.00 20
7 0854 1.0000 1.00 81 1.00 52 1.00 21
6 2073 9882 82 83 95 55 99 24
5 3537 9765 79 86 94 60 98 27
4 4634 9765 83 88 95 65 99 31
3 5488 9176 62 89 87 67 96 34
2 7195 8588 56 92 84 75 95 43
1 8415 L6000 34 94 68 79 89 49
Rogers A| (AUC=.77
133 2317 1.0000 1.00 84 1.00 57 1.00 25
-50 6220 8000 44 89 76 68 93 35
-70 6829 7647 42 91 74 71 92 38
-73 6951 7529 41 91 74 71 92 38
-86 7195 16941 37 91 70 71 90 38
-89 7195 6706 35 91 69 71 90 37
-98 .7683 6353 34 92 68 73 89 41
-1.00 7683 6118 33 91 66 73 89 40
-2.02 9390 1412 21 90 52 70 81 37
-3.94 1.0000 0000 20 - 50 - 80 -
KMDF (AUC=.89)
1.42 4878 1.0000 1.00 89 1.00 66 1.00 33
72 6220 9647 82 91 95 72 99 39
19 7073 9412 75 93 92 76 98 45
-45 7317 19059 66 93 89 77 97 46
-84 .8293 8706 62 95 87 84 96 56
-1.02 8415 8471 58 96 85 84 96 57
-1.20 8659 8000 52 96 81 86 95 60
-2.01 8902 4824 30 95 63 81 87 52
-2.37 9634 3412 27 97 59 90 85 70
-2.92 1.0000 10941 22 1.00 52 1.00 82 1.00
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Efficiencies of distortion indicators of PAI:

With supplementary Indices

Sang-Hwang Hong Eun-Young Park

Dept. of Education Deagu Probation Office

Chinju National University of Education

This study evaluated and compared the operating characteristics and efficiencies of PAI positive and
negative distortion indexes developed in America and Korea. Adults in a community administered PAI
under three conditions: positive impression instruction, negative impression instruction, and standard
instruction. The profile of negative dissimulation was elevated, while the profile of positive dissimulation
was lower than that of standard instruction. Among indicators of positive distortion, KDF, PIM, and DEF
were higher on positive impression instruction than negative impression instruction and standard
instruction. Four indicators of negative distortion were all elevated on negative impression instruction. In
calculation of the estimate of efficiency through ROC analysis, KMDF (AUC=.89), NIM raw score
(AUC=.89), MAL (AUC=.83), PIM raw score (AUC=.72), DEF (AUC=.72) were fair. Review of the
identification rate estimates for each cutoff score indicated that the sum of sensitivity and specificity on
specific cutoff score of PIM raw score, DEF, KDF were high, however, that of Cashel Index was relatively
low, and KMDF, NIM raw score, Rogers Index, and MAL were all high. These results suggest that,
except for the Cashel index, indicators developed in America and Korea are all effective in detection of

positive and negative impression management. Other implications and limitations are discussed.

Key words : Adolescent Personality Assessment Invemtory(PAL), response dissimulation, positive dissimulation, negative

dissimulation, ROC, AUC
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