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Malingering Test

Moon Suh Park, M.D.
Department of Otolaryngology, College of Medicine, Hallym University, Seoul, Korea
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Pae] wWE FHEoR AFAHY 5L
e §77 oFolBn & & Ut E
olgdE Moz AF A% AH T 53
oz Qe PG o F2 FHE M
Aoz e A= &3 AUrh

AR 74} (malingering test) & Fu¥EAo 2
7t Abao] wE Fojrgolyt AWIIATE
k] BFe Aoz yo BEAY 21 F
=8 192 AgaA e 35 oEE T
Astel gulE HAANE Fie AL FEE
ste AAbgolth odrlele 2 A4 st
A wggo] Awso Axn 2 FaHe A%
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D #EE ALy Asel W@ Adn
Aelg Yolun
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® #o4Hoz Bos weg R A9

°lF @Ml Fz ERAA T U
ol 0 F ol QIME AHel7k oh A
AUEA R AR Ug & Ao Gl
SANAZ FoF 7l gkt

1. Terminology

1 9933 (pseudohypacusis)® : 2t 7 A}
Al A7 NAA Edos Arle PYel
Hoh Beg 38 £4¢ dehle A8 on)
vl 7 diAQ "olzA BE WAF
HHF FAF ojmE AgEHT,

2) W71448 &% (non-organic hearing
loss) : “¥1713A dH"0]7 goj MAHo
2 37708 &4 fgd V12AY Gy
Ao MdeR, e Ao /A vy
& 2ol Y Uz yedoe, ggee
olst Zhe mZ1AA FAol glolAl W HAA
H71AA Ade] gnoe s128F a9l
TE Y 9XE FHsE Aol Fasin.

3) 414 ¥4 (psychogenic hearing loss)
CAYY dRe B goR A oy
Hog fud dHe ougc

4) A3 (malingering) : 53] Abge 83t
Aol dEHow omy AU wWaAY
Bl g AFAHY o|5S BHoz dye)
BEE AFHA FHaE Aol

The non-test situation
AR HA AZAAE 87 Aol TG
2 Hol AAYE 1Y £ e 2AS] Yok

=

=

D AR, 2EAN §02 Az Fojo)

9 FAE dAYAS W AwrAEQd FHA
AHE AFEte Ao ARd ssAel ¥
o
2 A7 AT A £3L S8 @79
AR WP R AAE BRFSS GG
F vk & AA 9y @ dA o ga o
A2 HEF 0l ARBAEL 259 FYo)
Wel medn wEde gee guse 3
F7F B E dsF ¥ dsdve 338
BEE F3 229 dHS dehle S

3) AA HhEHol A BAE lip rea-
ding& 18 FdgE FJAA wens) o
ol AAAL EE g aNg Seivie

A7NAY, WA Fo wed dasmo)
BFE Fol T WES ME AE Fasd,

4 E2Ey BHE 2 AARE 5 3
f8tth & #FH7t AAA F @YD P
A Arle) 2wl wgoz drlghd A
A& s polol g,

The test situation

BAAANA AR B 7 AAE A
A F MR AAHAA P Ax g
W3 =7t 10dBolg e Aolg MY W
HZ1AH 291g meE] Mool Pk Uwry
SR AFANEE AN A FoA Bge
BolA e A2 AP 5FHQ whgoln
AFD Mg AXNY gAFe AFo] Fof
A7 @rE AT B dehiE o2 7
A AN F2 dehdo £ A8
o 2% 3 EA, J1AH FH 9 ge%olA 9
P e vEhTe. A9 wet g
WgAlE @x7h HAel Yzstele g
AR Qe Rezw 3 & ok

M3 (the audiometric configuration)

Ar@219] audiometric pattern flat au-
diogram# saucer-shaped audiogram© 2 e}
et 53] saucer-shaped audiogram o] &4}
LR ANE B2 FRfoN dFF =
(SPL)°ll © @ hearing level®) tol2 Mm@
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& itk 2y ol g0l AR SAAHA &
Ae ohun 7AR dFAME e £ 9
7) W] olg o] &F Abge AdelE A
7k 9ok

uHEZ{AL ME|E (test-retest reliability)

wEAd Hzt AN At dASA
de AS wZFH IS Aol &
. 5 @AdEvr 9As8A gete e
B 4EH Fog HAANA Fo2A BAY
qz22 4 F dou 1¥AYL 3¢ 32
#AAE e sordch

2934 (shadow curve)

AeRde) A% 2 Fopso] whdk o 40~
70 dBe] FFIMI (interaural attenuation) S
Jehie EE3de 2% A= 1%
(bone vibrator) 7t frFE71e) XA E =
interaural attenuation 79l §ith.

#Y &0l AF £ PAT o FH=
Sate] AFgol WUF AZ AR
Z (better ear) ol AW & 37 FAE 25
B0 A A= FAS 2Fe] AEA ¢
Holz £9F4E 4& £ Utk 2R
ARl W E A A wheo] tEhA dE
(53 2 FY), B&9 wAH ¢F
zhs Bojop dhul, o]& o7 Z7dE A
dgle] AAIE A8E davt Ak

o o o mo £ AL My

ofS M |2t &2AXIZtel ELUR| (SRT
and pure tone average disagreement)

Argoz o] &HH X (Speech Recep
tion Threshold : ©18F SRTZ &) A=
500, 1000, 2000 Hzol A @0l &&H T AR
(Pure Tone Average: °l3F PTAZ <¥)et
Aol A 3te] gl 10dBelW el AolE B
o wrd AR 70% 0]/l A SRT-PTA
o] BYAE Boled 15dBeldS] AolE B
A RS wrAHA dHL JAT F AT,
o]2} ¢ SRT-PTAS BUA & AR F342
2 AFERT gAY 53 2AEE 719
e AR &£87 olgAeldA EdE

deA v Aotk

9

fa

oA}

3. AEzd =k

o

A. Qualitative test for detection of pseudo-
hypacusis

Bekesy &2A|7|ZA

Bekesy A @A A AN @& A&55
2|3 Z7z} BolA|& threshold tracing®l ¥l
g 53 ¥9 &4 wyPLE e A
AR w4 FAAN d5E AR
2 7% type Vi s n71dH dHAA
#2 vehdth Type Ve T Ao
HFFYA (MCL) S N WA7NE £E A
%2 AT Wd FA Aale] 71
S =S THo] QY Hattler?E G453
A&g, 247 gAEd U@ N1ge Aol2 4
=3tk

Bekesy A 7114 d¥A<Q pulsed tone
duty cycle (200 msec on, 200 msec off) & 200
msec on, 800 msec off£ WHI L& Leng-
thened-Off-Time (LOT) ©] 2 &t o] AI71&
AHgstd w71AE g M E ddgd
o8 tracing levelol £7k€ 2, A4A% 712
A dd BRAE a7 A7) @& ALE
o) Age] f&3A 294 F AT
- Rintelmam® Harford (1967) type Vol
s 2ot 948 71ES Bt F Hol=
2709) octavesol A ZZHel AXxg3 @&
Y97t A4 10dBolFS Zel7t A& F
S type VE dtgon, 2 A3 A& @A
#ae) 2%, FAARA BdBEA 3%, ¥]7]
Ax dFEAL 76%°14 type V7H v
o

HoodS <" BADGE (Bekesy ascending-des-
cending gap evaluation) e W& 13A
el oA ke WA 1¥% 2FY FHE 0
dB HL AM%H A&l g Z3AJAE
22331 (continuous ascending test) 1¥
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Al 183 0dBYE oo v ne
BAAE 2Asn @ F, SAEE 43
o o8 d&ge A4 30~40dB EE A
AA7NY HagA FAYoR 18T ©E
= e FAIAE F3E5 (pulsed des-
cending test) B4 o3 A4S, A+ 317
We 23t AR RAY B dAAEE
EFNezA AHREA] BAL golstA
stE Wyolth, 2y o83 2-& LOT, BA-
DGE ¢ type V tracing®to 2 ALY @AE 2
@ £ e AL ohyn gA AHE 94
@ & e Woly) o el g HAE
Al tefof o,

Test with ipsilateral masking (Doerfler-
Stewart test : D-S test)

ol ke &2%g <l&F Aust AL o
spondee wordell g ¥g& T3 AL 7
Bile FAZ ogRYAY FAAL 5
sawtooth noise®} spondee wordE o] dZ&
A FER ERF22ZA, AHRBR B33}
HE 2= hE fud EFL QoA
Bz AAteltdy, a#y SRTE T8 tg @
AH o2 48] spondee wordE Wajdte 2
ek hgol W dXNE Fae T Ay
ol st FAe T ol &HA Fnrh

Lombard test

A AAE auditory feedbacke F3ko] Apal
o T4 AEE zdsA Hed, § %% A%
A n AAF L FoAsIA weh A
HHAE AN A4S FAs7) 9T =Y
oz Ho Zx2 waA g o] AFS
Lombard voice reflexzt 3}™ o] &Aooz &3
ol MY AN =24 god 4
2wl Wske gith F, ol AL ol 8%
Lombard test& 3] A7} o]0} &S &3 4
HE mlo]lag B3 23 o9& o £22%
ol EE T3 HA FANINEA AH@A
7€ volume unit meter2 FA 3} HAHo}

o &, @3zt 3#%A =4 Lom-

oo
-

bard voice reflexel ¢j3 AR &4 F=
b AAA HEZ AR FEES Q. o
HAAbe AWMz fE3Y 955 B
7hs sk,

K| x4 K24 Z{ A} (delayed auditory feed-
back; DAF)

HHAA} %5E718 & vlolag T F
o BERAL IEY W B 2 ALY W
& olES T8 E9FY 49 simulta-
neous auditory feedbacke] ¥oldth. L }
oF 200 msecd] HAL T FELL YA
%9 (delayed auditory feedback) 7 zte] 7
+ FH}E 29 2o Wl AA =
AAHE WEe) S4=7 Avhd Lombard
effect2 A3 T Z=rt FAE Aol
oled WA o8] AL W ¥ 4
Atk

olmf AHgEE ¥ dolx oF 30k 7
o ¥Foli DAF glo] 3 ui JEsq
DAF 3ol X 9] @5 Azbz} w)iis}n], ol o]
olEE Y $HEE 0dBHL 9IN®EH 10
dBY Z7kAIZh

HAF A3 ¥ 35% FE9 ¢E AL A%
o] oW FHVAL vl PHAs e
4E Be Aoz oI & Yo, 2y
= AR WS ang 3E Azte d4%,
A= F7h agm olojEo g HaA e
A= 5& ¥ nHstd BFstoorste
A7k ek

0 do do of o

Swing story test

YEH AAHE AF AAPESE twin chan-
nel speech audiogram$& AM&%th & Faz
T 42 0g olopr)7t B4Ee] SRTH
10dB o] o®, dHPZo& SRTH 10dB ©l
3o AR FEA FAlol SAAA dn
Az A EAY FEL uwEeA ot o]
o duixoz APE e FFoz A
TAE A7Ee Aol B dA2
g3 7EE A7 Aee S 3A9x
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A

3 *%F
1 2l
2. 2¥ & EJH FEHY Y
3. AEuges I WEoRE
4. 277 S%An 7}Eo] Fo}
5. de F29A 7t 9@ Agror

€ A9 Adael Aoy
Fuazel B9t

43 Pl BobbA gan
Ase g Fe AT
oAU

7t 38 AYE ndon & F vk ok
B Swing story testolAl AMgHE 39
deolch Bk Fag Aare dsiMe @A
A BRAAE fEst] A HAEET ¢F
Ze Fe 7AE AGAFE Wi Bay
= dehe,

Low level phonetically balanced (PB)
word test

PB words® AME3IE ¥ EE HAbe
AAG Mg d ES F YT ASRE F 3
HAFGAA o1& FAYX 92 30~40dB
AN Aok durAo R oL FEE HAtdl
A AREEE g A NP Rt B*e
FE FBREAI A Aok

Hopkins'»& Harris? ¢3 ®x¥ PLPB
Function®] W3 Z#E o] &8 F4de PB
score® ThE3 o] A&d A

Sensation level Discrimination score

5dB 25%
10dB 50%
20dB 5%
28dB 88%
32dB 92%
40 dB 100%

2, e RAANY weFToAA I8
REAZEGE AR 4T 5 At

Ascending-descending methods

ESAYAA A e dFEe W
AHEE W F Yo @0 FAg)e 2
°l7b 10dBelgold w7da dye 4g

4 ok BAZ AR AE 30 dBol 4l
Aolg wolv] 35UE g T AN} 8y
ME o184 FANG e ol wEold. ¢
A 714 BADGE test= 444-32% 7l
e E Aol sy WA gREe)
#F2M9E 5dBolM 10dBE F7HA171
e ASSHE oS SolsA AR Fuel
e,

Pulse-count methods

B2 ATl B 9 AT (pure-
tone pulses) S Fi HPAA7} £ £89 &
& AR e ZAteld ojn &g Ax
8% A FAAR o)} o)tz reFat
A PR oln] A HAXI) fas
¥ J@ARE &5 & Aed ool
& Aotk gt &9 BE7t BF 945
doli WA HAY AAAHN2RY &8
o) BEE FEI Adsteor dod £y
AA7F vepd Rojoho,

Yes-no test

v AR AAE e AFANA et
YW o7, YA ¢od ‘e o
@A dhe PAtelth FE ojdoldA o &
HE Aol HAAAE FHgo] Bk ¥Y
A71e 7HF A FEMRE 5dBH %
£ 7MY AR ER) AS dxde
AZGH ol ME “oluemsa ol
A5k, ol FolA we ¥ @Fo] “oj]o”

Bn e Mot A4E $e Bx UE
Aoz AR & AW,

Stenger test



Clin, Otol.

Y54 W74 dHo] A Hor AEH
© AAes FYF Fage] F S FA
oA FE Al FA gd g & X}%"g‘ﬂ'%
EAdGE o] 71E& Fadeh 804
FH o] &Hd WS Stenger7t WHA
WoR A4 wr1dH dHel 94
£ 5= screening Aol th,

TG FopolA AFoE 4XY 10dB
o ARE, dAFe 549 93 10dB B
£ $& o oolw) Y E X7t dAz
agd, g3xds dAS Foid AFE
REALDL AZFelM AFEel W@, ©
28 W32 negative Stengerg}l v
AA7F &Y AL oJugoh, wha
AFgol EYNFL FH S AFEo) B
A, AAATY olg FolE oW WPae
oY Whgg 5}*1 ¥& Zojth olgkzto] wh
$ol 91& %% positive Stengeret 3] o]
LR ""Z]“ #}3d ZelH W’é"ﬂ]
A AFEol AA dANu A AL 9
vttt o] screening HALeE ¥ ’ﬂﬁl 93
27k 20dB o139 W AHEE F e HBAl]
o}

Stenger test ¥4l ate] FAANgE F
37 918 “minimum contralateral inter-
ference level”& T3k o] Basich &
%ol 10dB sensation level (SL)9 A3
A4 Fi, d¥ZoE 0dB HL¥E 5dBH
A55¢ eEn whe g sAG. ojw
Ve 3%, ¢ oa"‘l’*‘] Stenger effect 72

r>‘

]

= o%

Edl
o o

rm&iw.\zmlo

‘n_‘
el

Jus o

e

=
=

L)

olo

°l

g Ade Z B2 o] B YoM,
o2 As Az ‘Z‘! e} Aol FojAx
AAL FAFE ES F e Aoldh olgt

Ze A}E el 3359 HHNLBES
minimum contralateral interference level©] &t
s, A AN} 20dB PI¢e Aol
Holrpem,

Modified Stenger test

E2E AHE-SE Stenger testS WIF A
Abgdo2 £&UA spondee 5 ETFHF o]

72, 1996

AFE&o2 AH83HEH Stenger teste] =
Wyjo] MG E SRTE 43 H2 20dB
o4 Zolzt slojof &y, A& Ao 77t
Aok & AtE 48 F Ao

AZolE 10dB SLY &= A& A%
S0, dAFoE dgAAANY A e
FAXNRE FREE 5dBH FHATH
2~33 HEo|FAE Foj7 Wolg whialx
%% o] HH0]F4 =7 minimum contrala-
teral interference levelol™ 3o x4
o S1AEA "t

WA 2 minimum contralateral interference
level® Ao B ARG 15dBolWel 913
m, o] levelo] 30dBoldtel®d oo Wig 4
Zro] 34dg 9w g, ZAA el wa} modi-
fied Stenger test& g W o2 WA 7]7]
% 39, spondee words WAl » @ Atel gH g
aFske AEod AAE AEIVIE @t
EE AF9 AT 4gd & ed P
A7t ALY EE dolxd A 2L W
G Ze Fold Yolg wi¥E wojr)

fn to

Impedance &2{Z{ A} (impedance audiome-

ry9} static i 7t A
WA £S5 DGR e v
w712 dAe el f&38HA
£534gNLT e &
€ 98 glomm °l¢i
B A A4 5 9.1‘4 w2 &
Bzt SEFNAGA S A7t 5dB °]3}§
g Hx 7143 yoz wolgolre o
et
g Eol &4 AV AN FIwAIAA
7t B4R RG Yodd 52 & g S
3 FIMAL Yehs flejng w7)ay
3 WAE AHHE AR § e Ao,
Ay ASABAGAANME FrEgel e A
FSHAGAE G ARG vopd S
4 ASAIHE FWE AH He
4 dgez As FIF2 WA dEdA

o ki oin
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RE F A7 AFE ojFe FIE 2
SPAR (sensitivity prediction from the acoustic
reflex) € €& AHEAIS S22WAGXE 2
7} wide band noise®} low & high frequency
filtered wide band noiseE ©]&% FI WAL
ek Hmste] FHAEHD FYEA F
W AEE Y & Aong AN A9
ke &89 & U

B. Quantitative test for detection of
pseudohypacusis

ol el N&d HAMorE WAy 37
AAE T F ded v, s dahde
HHz Fzoo BAGC ZAAgAE 7
&+ e Peln wAR A A
W sl

MR I|FYS A At (electrodermal  audiome-
try; EDA)

ERolt o g3 7 4§ AfAIToz
ZUWALE APADF SAFE 7HEste 3
9 GAE FAA Ak uEe @A)
AX zAARE 4 o] FolAH gAToR
€ FRuge) WsE 4¢ & ok 2y
AFAFA Baza FAPRAZ AshA
dAE A AHEHA Fude AAEoITh

[

4

=ZRUetS M2 A} (auditory  evoked
potentials; AEP) -

AEPE H#7H} AFEE ol &3te] AT
o o3 FIE FArBeg A7A AAE Y
Ee] olg T3 ARHA FAseL Ho}
e HAR AR, faol, Ao F9
Y ARG AZol f &8 ol &R
Atk

AEPIIA 9 dXZHe £2FYANT A
15~20dB B =9 ztolg Heoljn AAA T <k
Aol QL7 W AR YR AXZHo
e HZ @ol ARHE AHHAY
SHEE o] ZHA A € HALERY] %A
"9l Az Hdo] o] FejAobsttt. & AEPS

71993 E A AL, tympanometry, acoustic re-
flexE 319 battery2 st gx7} & =H=A
e BAAAN Agse A= F Wyold
g A,

oot
ECoG)

AEPS} ul@rtAZ A@Hos FA7e
AAY £ lomz A FAd olgw #
et BAAR ARE ded dele Az
283 HAR A & T HE techniqued Y4
A Abgel o}y Aol Be Zo] Apaleld
E AP A7 2AFIY FES HI
F oRemg AR o Fuyoz
HAFE ARY FHE 2 5 e AR B
Ak & & gk

A2 Z AL (electrocochleography;

=2X|eix| 4 HZAIY (pure tone dela-
yed auditory feedback; DAF)

HARANA A&dte] AQA electromag-
netic keyE 27 @tk & S0 4 F=
I A3, 29 a3 8w HAe fEe
7kA 3 280 electromagnetic key: I
AApe] Alokell A BolA] Al Fri

A@3A7 AEH HAS A& FX80 keyE
FE F A o, A keyE FE ¥ 02
Z27b A'd 5 50 msec T ol EL FI &
AFo] FolAA gk, olwf FolF o] ¥
Al g2 AHAAE S AEH HAL
@A HIL key® ¥t ZEE WA ®oh

olst e wWste Fufo @AY Rz
)9 5dBelWAlAN YEhdD Wz} Fo)
A AT & EL AL AuFA®, o] pure
tone DAFE ¥ Azt9] 3448 78 4 9
© AP shdelu APt A Y
HolA 2% we AP 5 glh

Test sequence

A YA ME ALY A7 7
AHE T vlAE gl YA, AR BAEL
A SRZ=R PR AEsy) G
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o AAE TIE AA dAg AT
A8 e AAEEG "9A Agsojo} ghrpw,
old olfrZ 2AE &M AAE AP
A Aee] o Z#AY 4 U ok
BAEME Aoz JiHE BN £ab
Ho2 AHEHE YA €49 @ oo, F
CSHYAAE A FbelA 1 A 9
FHdgoz vFo} AlYo] UHTT & o
9Eel BAES AAgoRA A AT
WE 5 Aok

1. impedance % & HA}

2. SRT (%%l we} Stenger test® E§)

3. /=R HGX YA (Bl et Stenger
testE EF)

4. low sensation levelolA] @&HoJE o]
£ P EEHAL

5. FEAHGXNYA

6. pure tone DAF

7. AEP

AR AARE Gl mE deA 2o
AHgE F AAT A1 A Hake Alke)
Wol Zel=g AAEE impedance XA
g Z7)0) AN FHE T thS Stenger
testth pure tone DAFE 41438 AA 3 =7
Az e fAe Pzglolm FYEHo
HAEE BHEA Lol F Anke AL 4

oFE AE Fop,

2 5

ol 2ol AR A WHolE oAz}
Ao ztztel WYE RSt dEdE gd
Aol i thdelnt Fefo] weby HAd W
WEo] Adegojol st WAoo ojejst
A HEES WEste Aol A Ao &
&3tuhi S AA Aol HAA ALY
ol Ao gzt srgte 2 FAAY A
% @A A FaE g AFSA Welopwt
@ Aotk A ALY @A) WA B
AE ok71AF F Qg ek opia o)A

AHY, Z3ET Fe vYPzFold BPL
Ho2A 2 A9 AN AA 4L
F 3lew, gakst oA} Aol BAG B
°1E FE 3, gE AdAE Eee 3
olehi &% BAHA He B9, 4ol g
HE dF oo 7 £ U] BE
olth. 2oz el dA= AbYE 4als
3 Aested A FHe QAT dey
check list& ©]&3td Bk AAHA A o)
B Egol B Feg AgEo] AT

N £

Bxpo} WA
A3, TE, 2508 A%
e7h?
714, AR, BEAe) B3 BAS Qe
Fo3S BAQEA?
a9 HHEHR A% o]5o] glest?

Bga #@A 9

st WgA
e Qelolshgole) BHE et
BHE JRURE HolEFH? (Ag AUAA
AgelAY AEE el AlE F
YPNAFET AL SASHA et

AAA ¢
H4E dERAPY FAYE L BojA g
7+?

AT 1%, FERIAAY BHAEY 2E5e R
RER- 2=

A% FHOAY o ES B F=A GEt?
Az FA FaA ‘opdeem @A
Ferh?

HARZ QA1 dis) BAo] A ekest?

71 &R AR}
REE AL A Ze HAD BYAE HolA
BE7H?
ESAAGA S RGN BIANE B
oA e7t?
shadow curve’} AHZ Yo E7}H?
olgdole] Ao uis YgHe] gt
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B A eet?

BYUYZHA:
T 2 1SS °] 8T Stenger test?]
ojuj g7t ?
&8 % o1%S o8¢ DAFY A=
72
Bekesy pattern& o] w7} ?
Impedance ¥ At A3e
AEP®] A3 o)W girt?

e

olu g

EEE

k<l 2}
7144 dHez a3y
BEAEE MR A ez Ade
A=AE AAY dHol e AHEAE B
LRl
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