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[Abstract] Objective: In this paper, the item response theory was used to analyze the Pa subscale of MMPI. And the
item response theory was used to explore the feasibility of the post—hoc CAT of this subscale. In order to test the effect of
the post—hoc CAT, the normal people and the patients were the sample used in this study. Methods: There were three
steps in total. First, the unidimensionality of the scale was assessed and the item parameters were estimated. Second, ac-
cording to the parameters, good items were selected to form the Pa—D scale. Third, the effect of the post—hoc CAT was
tested in patients and normal people. Results: Both Pa and Pa—D could meet the unidimensional assumption, and could be
analyzed under the IRT framework. Pa—D item parameters were in the acceptable range. Conclusion: Pa and Pa-D are u-
nidimensional, and the test information is not obviously influenced by those deleted items. The post—hoc CAT simulation

can save half items.
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