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Simulated Malingering: a Preliminary Trial on Hiscock’ s Forced— Choice Digit Memory Test
LIU Rengang; GAO Beiling LI Yinping SHENG Lu
Kangling Hospital , Shengzhen 518003, China
[ Abstract] Objective: To evaluate the use of Hiscock &Hiscock' s forced— choice Digit Memory TsetCtHDMT) in detecting dis-
simulation of memory deficit. Methods: To calculate the cumulative probability of random correction of HDMT and the difference
between the smulated malingerers and controls in a college students sample. Results; The score of smulated malingering group was
dgnificantly lower than that of the control group. The cut— off score adjusted according to controls. Conclusion: Hiscock & His-
cock s forced— choice digit memory test was foud to be useful in detecting dissimulation of memory deficit.
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