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[Abstract]

Objective: A Computerized Adaptive Test of Eysenck Personality Questionnaire(Adult) (EPQ-A-CAT) was

administrated under real testing condition to evaluate and validate measurement accuracy, validity, and efficiency. Meth-

ods: The EPQ—-A-CAT was administered in a sample of 204 college students, of which 120 subjects received the two ver-

sions CAT and paper—and—pencil test and 30 subjects received the CAT test—retest. Results: The mean of estimated stan-

dard error of CAT under four subscales were all less than the prespecified minimum error values; and the correlations of

test—retest were 0.79 (E), 0.85 (N), 0.67 (P), 0.71 (L) respectively; item savings were above a half of the total scale, and

ranged from 70% to 30% for the four subscales; the Pearson correlation coefficients of the two versions scores were 0.85,

0.81, 0.75, and 0.74 for the E, N, P, and L subscales. Conclusion: The EPQ-A—-CAT proved to be an efficient, reliable

and valid measurement tool.
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