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Abgract  Objective :To examine the degree o cond gency between the Chinese MMPI and MMPI - 2 in dinica scdes.Meth-
ods :236 subjects (incuding 186 schizophrenia, dfective disorder ,and neuroses patients and 50 normd people completed MMPI/
MMPI - 2 Gonplex Inventory. Results : The concordance rate for tota code types was 90. 3 % ;and the concordance rate for 1 -
point, 2 - point, 3- point and devated code types were 81.6 %, 65.8 %, 49.2 %, 64 % repectivey. 96.4 % o subjects with
incongruent 2 - point code types had one scde in comnon in their MMPI and MMPI - 2 code types. For well - defined 2 - point
oode types ,the concordances was 82. 8 %. The dfference in code types congruence caused by the use of uniform T - soores and
newv normsin MMPI - 2 were ot very great. Conclusion : All these resuits showed the good cond gency between the Chinese MMPI
and MMPI - 2 in dinicd scaes.

Key words  MMPI; MMPI - 2; Goncordance rate of code types; dinicd scaes

(MMP1) , ,
[1- 4] ’
1980 MMPI , MMPI - 2 MMPI ,
(51 1989 :
MMPI , MMPI - 216 MMPI - 2
1992 MMPI - 2 MMPI
1 MmPpL- 2 MMPI MMPI - 2
, 7, 15 1
, MMPI - 2 T
[7.8] 1.1
MMPI ' 259 , 236
MMPI - 2 16 5 , 9
MMPI MMPI- 2  MMPI 19
MMPI - 2 ,
MMPI : : ,
, MMPI 1
1.2
(KCX2- 2- 03) y y

© 1995-2004 Tsinghua Tongfang Optical Disc Co., Ltd. All rights reserved.



. 242 - Chinese Journd o Qlinical Psychology Vol . 11 No. 4 2003
(e- 1l MMPI/ MMPI - 2 , CS 30, VRN T
MMPI  MMPI - 2 79 , TRIN T 79
625 , ( , 259 23 . 236
) , MMPI  MMPI - 2
MMPI  MMPI - 2 T (
1 ( 5 O 8 ) b 7
) , MMPI  MMPI - 2 , MMPI  MMPI - 2
T MMPI - 2
1
138 58.4% 80 58 34.49+8.31 12.10+2.36
24 10.2 % 13 11 32.48+11.75 12.00+3.15
24 10.2 % 14 10 31.96 +10.42 11.79+2.57
50 21.2% 28 22 28.88+6.33 15.64+2.00
236 100 % 125 111 32.74+8.82 12.87+2.83
) , 2 , MMPI  MMPI - 2
0.94 0.99 ,
2.1 MMPI MMPI- 2
MMPI  MMPI - 2 T
2 MMPI MMPI - 2
1(H9 2(D) 3(Hy) 4(Pa) 5(Mr) 6(Pa) 7(R) 8(%) 9(Ma) 0(9)
(236) .99 .96 .99 .95 .96 .97 .98 .97 .94 .98
(125) .99 .97 .99 .95 .96 .97 .99 .98 .94 .98
(111) .99 .96 .99 .95 .96 .98 .99 .98 .94 .98
2.2MMPI  MMPI - 2 2.3
MMPI  MMPI - 2 ,
1 H H 5 T
, , MMPI  MMPI - 2 MMPI
: 3 ( 70 ), MMPI - 2
3 MMPI  MMPI- 2 ’ MMPI - MMPI - 2
, 236
(n=1%) V4% MP.6% H65.8% 46.4% 6.4% ! 4
(n=111) V1% 73.8% 7B.8% 2% 6L3% 4 MMPI  MMPI- 2
(n=2%) V3% 8.6% B8 429.2% 64.0%
, 80.0%(n=235) 56.8 %( n=125)
60 85.7 %(n=235) 73.8%(n=111)
, 82.8 %( n=70) 65. 8 %( n = 236)
90.3%, 81.6 %),
65.8 %, 49.2 % , MMPI  MMPI - 2
64 %

© 1995-2004 Tsinghua Tongfang Optical Disc Co., Ltd. All rights reserved.



2003 1 4 . 243 .
82.8%, 80.0 %, T (6] T
85.7 % ,
65.8 % ,56.8 %,73.8 % MMPI - 2 MMPI
, MMPI
2.4 ,
MMPlI  MMPI - 2 T ,
, 236 , MMPI -
84 2 T T
84 81 , T
. 96.4%;:46 , T ,
54.8%;29 34.6% ,
MMPI - 2 MMPI T
, , MMPI- 2 MMPI
T T ,
2.5 T ,
T )
MMPI- 2 90 T T
, , 5, 6 7
5
MMPI MMPI - 2 MMPI MMPI - 2
MMPI MMPI MMPI - 2 MMPI - 2
| T T () T ()
! T T T )
n T T () T ()
WY T T () T C )
6 (n=236) MMPI  MMPI - 2
() () x?
69.5% 62.7%  P>0.06 T ,
5.7% 2.9% P>0.06 62.7% 65.8%:; 52.9%
91.5% 8.6% P>0.05 49.2 %% 88.6% 90.3%
T
7T (n=236) T
T () T () Xx°
62.7% 65.8% P>0.06 3
52.9% 49.2% P>0.06
88.6% 0.3% P>0.05 MMPI ,
MMPI  MMPI - 2 ,
69.5% 62.7 %:; 681 MMPI - 2 ,
59.7 % ,52.9 %:;
91.5% 88.6% , MMPI - 2 MMPI ,

© 1995-2004 Tsinghua Tongfang Optical Disc Co., Ltd. All rights reserved.



. 244 .

Chinese Journd of dinica Psychology Vol . 11 No. 4 2003

MMPI

, s MMPI

T MMPI- 2

[8]

MMPI - 2

64 %

[9- 11]

) MMPI

MMPI

MMPI
0.93 ,

MMPI - 2 4
0.99

JMMPI  MMPI - 2
90.3 % 6
81. 6%,65. 8%,49. 2%
. 96.4%

MMPI- 2 MMPI
) 9

© MMPI ,

MMPI

(2991)

MMPI

w [7]

MMPI - 2 10

MMPI  MMPI - 2

Qaham

[12] 12

MMPI - 2

MMPI - 2

Butcher JN ,Rouse S/. Perondity: individud differences and
cinicd asessment. Annud Review O Psychology ,1996 ,47 ,
87- 111

King TZ ,Fenndl BB, Bauer R,et d. MMPI - 2 prcfilesdof pa
tientswith intractable epilepsy. Archives OF Ainica Neuropsy
chology , 2002 ,17:583 - 593

Shape JP , Desai S. The Revised Neo Perondity Inventory
and the MMPI - 2 Psychopathology FHve in the prediction of ag
gresson. Perondity and Individud Differences,2001 ,31 :505
- 518

Alexander AV. The MMPI and chronic pain : a conceptud
andydsd along- ganding but conplicated relationship. Qi
icad Psychology Review ,2000,20(5) :533 - 599

,1082 ,4:449 - 457
Butch JN, Dahlsorm WG, Gaham JR,et d. MMPI - 2:
Manud for adminigration and sooring. Minnesota Press 1989
(MMPI - 2)
,1999,1(13) :20- 23

, . (MMPI -

2
,1999
Edwvards DW ,Morrion TL ,Weissman HN. The MMPI and
MMPI - 2 in an outpatient sanple: Conmparions o code types,
vaidity scdes and dinicd scdes. Journd of Perondity As
sLesIment , 1993 61:1- 18
Dahl¢rom WG. Qormparahility of two - point high code patterns
from orignd MMPI rorms to MMPI - 2 rorms for the re
dandardizetion sanple. Journd o Perondity Asessmen,
1992 59:153 - 164
Edwards DW ,Morrion TL , Weissman HN. Uniform versus lirt
ear T soores on the MMPI - 2/ MMPI in an outpatient psychi-
aric sarple: Differentid contributions. Psychologca Assess
ment , 1993 ,5:499 - 500
QGaham JR ,Timbrook RE, Ben - porath YS, e d. Gode type
congruence between MMPI and MMPI - 2 : Sgparating fact from
artifact. Journd of Perondity Assessment, 1991,57:205 -
215
( :2003 - 03- 12)

© 1995-2004 Tsinghua Tongfang Optical Disc Co., Ltd. All rights reserved.



