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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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FIBT Ao B AT T 69 REALRC R, Moo 3 A F] BT 69 ANk 2 Rl BB 3, 2 — b 4 ed Cron-
bach F kAo it 2 X AR F A OMF ik, HIANET SAM B RIE HESIE LI,
BRFZABT R, HRERT SAM 5 BE ERBLMAMELEFEEEABPIBT LA R
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NAEHI W (personality judgment ) #ERA T 3T
KT A,20 42 30 454X, Allport 7EEAR F7 B ER 1B I
6 HY Y 4500 A A EIE 245 T A HIWT B
3% (Allport & Odbert,1936) , R, B HIBFZE B T &
RN B B BRI, AT TR B O M 45
BRFIWT, X Tt PEJr e FAR 2> CIRB 0, I TR
E,2014) , HEF DT B HGE M 255, E R 20 fit
80 LA, ZE HER EFE X (accuracy paradigm) 5] %
TOABA KPR FREA KR TR (Funder &
West,1993) , #R#E Funder (1995,2012) p5E X, #E
Bt E TR EAR BN H W7 3 RR I8 H s 22 1]
BB, B RN H AR 517 A8 Z R —
B, XA A T =R ERNE . A R— A3
P ( Self - other agreement , fAj Hz SOA) fih A—fth A—
B B AT I (4B, FBIE ,2019) . FHoHp,SOA B]
— R S A W A A R )T IZ, SOA BRI,
I B

PRI, AT UK S & R e R FE B 5k
PR (R RS I , 30 S 28 2R A0 4% 4 87 B A 11 1R 450
(Human & Mendes, 2018 ) | Jp /s = Fi b S B X
( Horgan et al.,2019). % & 1 &F ( Nave et al.,
2018) HIr B 47 BRI 5 ( Mahrholz et al. ,2018)
AT AL AE P28 B BEHTIRZS (Wu & Zheng,2019) o ER
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TRTENNTRER 15 SUHEA 19 AR W7, B 50 8 0 2
A 5 RIHIETE R 75 A B HH T B bR 26 535 1
LB RO, X TRPWERNMAER, &5
M — HIA RS KRR, E 2 AR E AR,
FIWr 3 Z [ FFWT H bR Z (B B 2 235 /N, LR L
SER] A ZBE AT (Allik et al. ,2016; Schlegel et al. |
2017) o {HJZ, BlsErh A 26 AR SE RE IR IR Te i,
WAMRES N FEEF" . RWIR, A HH+
HEFEMEZS, FEX M EFX TIRFHLE
L AR ABRSE LR EE R L.

MBHIW AR 22 R R R TS, T8BR
Cronbach(1955) W43 #ri2: 5 Kenny (1994 ) By%1:
SRET . WBLG I, BA T8 A — e
Wt B A W A 22 57 < Cronbach A, 75 %
RAER YRR 0 AN R 3R 43, BRGHE o G 1 0 1 ¥ e
PSR N IO ER AT, TR o ER B S WA [ (3 2 575
Kenny WA , i ZRER L e 0 N R e & B
PRAN 5 R = i 2> (Kenny et al.,2006), R
Cronbach FI Kenny [ H: 0 B AAS TR AL TR
(R (I R A, LR 3 P e A 2 A BB AR A b i e A%
ST BRI A2 S (] A, Ry S 3 B A A W
BT HWE FIB B AR E I, X =
EEEREEEA R ES, T LR I3
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b2 e P A AU (Social Accuracy Model, ] R
SAM ) 4 W9 AR M ( BV Ib R T PR R AR MV 7 )
AN B e SBONE , H 0 i A B b I 22 5 AR O B
BIRLRL, SBL T Cronbach i Kenny Jy A E &, BE
FI LR ERR P 20 D WA [ 3R o, te] LA i

o B AR Z A M 22 5, BRI A] LR AR A B
L EEABFIW TR MEER . SEGTEM
Fb, SAM 7E 43 A A% A W7 o 19 A 2 57 o BRI £
B, HATE R ERA X TR s A 44 5oAH G M52
UERFSE o AS SCEE o B iR 25 VAR PR A0 A MR L 28K
308 A0 3 Tk e HCAE AR A I S, o ¥ ML R, X 3
— R BT TR A T R,

2 HEAmEER
2.1 REAmAcLHRE

Ao PR RN (SAM) J2& — B0 ] Tl 1T A H%
W R 2= R A RS, 2 — PR BRI,
BB K2 AN b R 5 30 FIWT H AR A% EIR
PIVER Y, X Fh —nH & (B — D AX B — AR
FIRTFIEI R ) AUFR T SAM Zr i b WO B O R &
( Biesanz,2010; Letzring et al. ,2021), SAM Rj DA%
B HI2EMBL Cronbach J7 5 Hh (1 22 51 4 14 70 2 A BY)
RUEHYE, 7ESH T Furr(2008) MBS, BEFHE
KA ow 4 IR VE A M S AR HEE R lﬁjﬁl‘
SAM HL ] LA 23 85 2L SRM. Hh 1) 156 2 RO
ﬁ%(ﬂ_\'z,ﬁ%%%,ﬁ\ﬁﬂﬂﬁf%%ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁ@
BatE. SAM BRI N : AR AW AR 22 R A7
TETHBE  Birflg X =525, B &L &
AW (HAR) TEMRR HERE P L2 (MRS B b o
HERRTE) box LUECARITE ( B AR ) FINTEE AR o

R1 HLEREETR S DHAERERS
HEE Hirxi 5
s TERR 1 TR

rrere BT B R
L N Ty Y N T

AN B R T
ﬁ@@m@g§ﬁgtﬁiﬁkﬁ§§kﬁgufﬁ

¥ : (3B ; Biesanz,2010)

F1HIH T SAM mh iy DO R a M 4. R
HERA 1% (perceptive accuracy ) F54FE M HEE TE M HA
] B AR Xt 52 ik 2034 W7 () A% A2 B ( Biesanz, 2010) ,
anE At B R0 D8 38 R BB HET , I B R0 O HE T
PR, B — N IF I AW . 3R IR VEAR PE (expres-
sive accuracy ) EHEFEAMEFE B AR EA LB [F] 5058

EPIRTERR AR L , 0SB AT REHE 1 A vE A Hb
HHE, AN ENRIBMER PER & — NI R HT H A
FIRMER AN R B E AR BLER, T H A%
RAFXERERNEMRR, FW, REELEL
(BEITERRWA AN S AER S A M7 Lt
BFE (R TLRKEMFF ) (Lorenzo et al.,
2010) ,

P AR 1 (distinetive accuracy ) 35 P& HUE
BRI RRRR I RE 7, BRI R 2 K HE
il by PN E RN NG 2 o SR SN PN 1211
ZIE R o BN, 2 e NS T At A PR e v A
T, T8 B A 2 RE VAR TR A At AR A, 1A
AR IR @ N # AT AW o R iErER 7 ( norm-
TN B AR T b 2 B
ZEBRER, BT HI W G LA A R RRE
Fr HAro Ban, L8 AGEH BRI A&
Ji, B SeAvE  ve EAE 4 E AR Bl )
BNV T A TP AR, BeAh B s
N, B THREERE SHSEF MM R E 0. 86
(Rogers & Biesanz,2015) , @Y frEEMME M &
PR TG AR R ] A rEvER R AR
T RS R (IO R W B B IR AL < R 4%
545 ) (Beer et al. ,2019 ;Kerr et al. ,2020a) ; it &
BeVEIE 25 B B 2 W 2 X R I H A B AR i L
( Wessels et al. ,2020) ,

SAM XA 25 F TSR I B CAE T | 0, TEAE
SR A% A W VR P ) R AR I, AR R
BEHWHESR Hirnh A BFWMEER, FH LM
ZRFTE AL HT P ER T, RZETEX
W, RZ, EFEMEZE R, LT DL — i i
PR, T SAM KI5 Gk AT IR I 2
BT s HOR, b R YA S AR v AR B A ]
WAL . AR RN, 20885 fE ] 2
R HPRH— S R R R (R A S 5 R TR
B, SRR R , B ZX5 R R AR KB
B s X A 2 PEAL , Gk AE BB U] R I AEY;
MIFTAE ANIEZ , R AT BEAEX AR il P 4 R B A, &
RIS I EMA TR, RZ, RE
HERR R ME MR WML ER, WA i
PR — AR AT I, W R A — AR A
RH, SIESEAHCH 4, BT RE S HAsR K -F4H
FE,WTTREARF o 33Xt 0 2 R 5 v M P A

ative accuracy) 5%
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RIEFAAIWL R
2.2 KIEAE L5
2.2.1 EAXR/KX
A PR AR AT
Yy = Bo; + BiyTargetPersonality, +
Bz Normative, + g (1)
Bol.j = Yoo + Ug + Uy + Uggu
Bh—j = Yo Uy + Uy F Uy
B = Yo F Uy F Uy + Uy (2)
AR A I FE A E R T — R R AR
ZL, B[R] 1 [F RN A BE LSO, e [ AR
TR —GUK (A1), Y, SRR E
iTEH k EXT AR WPEE 8 R R . A8 R
TargetPersonaliry, F Birj FE H b L5
WPk B PR (BRI 7E £ BB B RI/REBIHEE A
PORTE b B BPFAE4)) , Normative, 2R B
WEEDE k EREY AR E S E AL R
I (A1) L Boyg By By AR EL Y =~ [ 5
RURL ooy TNFRERBE B, HIE R Z AR ,B,; B
{ELBP b R P A 55 — K (AR 2) Bk
FIWTE R IR B AR Z R, 57— JUKF B/
T T R 1 A SN BTSN Y00 10 Y20 73 AR
FV-EI R IR | g R A A RS MR R AR 1 o v
wy; TP AR ENTESIWE HIER2E sug 1y 1y 535
FARBNTEHRE P RITRE  un i oy 5350
BN hAERE
2.2.2  WRSEIRITFEA
SAM #%1& SRM Jii i RIS ¥ttt , R ATEER
it (round - robin design) Fl(Hi% it (half - block
design) KA AR FIWTH)MAZ R JEFR T UL
ANBITJLA—/NAL, /N IR 9 B3l , 5% %
J5 A AR HIIT , B3 7 R B KIS BT P 2 ok
€ (Kenny & Albright,1987) (iX fh it B4 &2, 40
PR A BEFE SR, e ek B i, 1
FIgrE BRI 24~ B 5, B4 BEARdet e AL, o
AR R BHUR , RBGS 587052 BLHEIT MAZ R 1)
TR AR AP BT SE TS A LG %5 PRI , #E 0 8% ) o T
P AWE 5 B A B S, — 2k
B—FR 3 NG iC R HAT R HIT R R , 4]
R AtAT i B AR R R L S — AW
FIRIG AT NARAIWT BB R A=, FIE
5 BARZ AT B, SChfifa i, H TR 4

RIEEEH BRI+ E . Lhs LR ETARIE B KR
RARER A, R , 5 A 5 ZEAE DX T B 1R
BT ARSI, WA B AR R SR ik it .
2.2.3 (ARSI

ST BRI , SAM SR RIS T B 48 R vER 1
(profile accuracy) J5 ¥k, AN [F] T 5 H A5 i 45 5T HER
P (trait accuracy) Jyi:, J5# REEiTHH 8 4R
B 3 U B0 1 43 B (Back et al. ,2016;Nestler &
Back,2013) .SAM MY BB 115 ) B4~ A i & Ui
FPES B, T R BT LG R A B AR A Bt ok
MR B, SR TG LU BT A FI W Fn B AR o Bz
E)A5 53 B 22 57 , DTG XM 22 S Al il ot R, R
A REZ BB FT DAE ) T AT 5 ) 22 B i
AU E R, TEFAT SAM S A, 50 H 8 A
/bF 8 ~(Rogers & Biesanz,2019) ;5 /)5 , BHE1ES
BT ASTFE [0 4% ( Letzring et al. ,2021)

2.3 T REGHHER

FEHATEARN SAM )5, JTEH — Dot
HIrp B BELASORE , B R FRATT R BB A BEAS LAY rh 35 1
T REETE A ZE R (BRI 2 75 B.3) , Wi
RETEMEER IR AT K7 2 AR R T 5 2
BEHLASON o BT 0 F

Boj = Yoo T YaM + uy; + Uy + Uy
Blij =¥ +yuM +uy; + Uy + Uiy
Bai = Yo + YuM + uy + uy + uy,, (3)

3 A2 WER EASI TR AR R M
XERLFRIRER Yo Yia ¥ FeHH vy FR TR R 5
FHETRTERIRR . R W E R 505 v 1R 1
KER MR, B E AR HEINE S P T A & (55 P m D
N0, LSRR 1), BRIy, FAEWEIER, U
T MEAEARMEMERA T 3918 0 L B2 & T B M (Chan et
al. ,2011) MU E T ERIEHE BAR RG] T EE
FRRE SR SMIE . S S, U E B
RARBGEE FueE Xt H s 05 R PR E SR 51
KERHRIEE,

FERRRI S — KT b, W m] DA B e AR A
£ (assumed similarity) . JG # ¥ £ (meta -
accuracy ) FEESHEVRE, T4l I W 43X 26 0 1T 2
BTN B AR FIHT, PRl Sy R
TEAE & 22 5 (Elsaadawy et al. ,2020;Tissera et
al. ,2020) . BAAJ AT .
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Yy = Bo; + BiyTargetPersonality, +
BaogNormative, + By, X + £ (4)

X A LA AR A RLPE | 0 0 B8 HE B I A
IR , RS TER B S SOk P2
iﬁ%:ﬁﬁj = Yo + yauM + uy Uy + Uy, (5)

BRI A RAL S ERR PR (SAM) £ 7
B FEZAZ, XN AR SE [RI R B A TS 1 o
AT 1.2 SEFIG AL T B IR FR 4, HAE F 200 R
PIRER M, 4 MR E R BRI A
g R 2 5 B BARAE T, 3R AP B A= 35
A4 BXMAX T KRR, BRI EREREZ
SMYEZ B R P AENMEZESR, AR S, W2
AR AX A1 ZHRMERE X EFEEIE _JoK
V- Rk, HEMEARAXETER NRA
AR RN AR ER, B ESE —FoK
V- EIAGE SV STHERTE TES SRR IRTE
AT R, IR R SAM IE 1] 278 B ik iz
3 SAM 7 A% o B Bz A

SAM & 7 A ] Ui SRR, 5 T 53 00 ) ATk 44
WAMERZE TR, T R E A R SAM 5[ |
HinA R MMEE R BTN, A5 FZEN 4
SAM Ky HARBF .
3.1 BEkE5AEME

15 SAM BT A ER e — N B E R R
B (liking ) , B3R A2 5 4 Wi A R B K 2 7 A8
B, 1A LRHFW A 25 WA Hir. B
BB A SAM HiE B T 3 Wi 3 2 WA AE & Ak
25, A T SRR, BB -5 ke
Tt R AR 9 VA 8 1 22 ) 9 TE AH OC 6 3R (Human &
Biesanz,2011,2013) . {HULEERFEYSRR, HN
ARG R, FIWTE X B AR B0 Wi 2 TR AR
T, (Leising et al. ,2012;Teising et al. ,2015) , B|IA[ ¥
ERRER B, f dt gk Bk < DL 7 ik B AR,
A H B AR A

R, B P ST R At e (PR TR AR L)
HA SAM 58— K-, — AR B SR
T R PRI P RO AL 2V 22 ] B 5C 2R ( Zimmer-
mann et al. ,2017 ; Human et al. ,2020b) ., Zimmer-
mann 5§ A (2017) & B, 553 H AR 09 H B AH E,
AR KA H A5 3= R B B A W7 3, A R AR
b R T 1 B o AR AR M, DA BB AL &
BV AR SAM ZELJ5 75, Wessels 45 (2020)

MBFR R ME5 10 R, B R B Fr il 2 SRR 22 5 HE
AP RARUERERRPE . AxE R I, R SAM 181 3k
o NI W R P )22 i FETE T JE A, AT A ]
BB W 7 T A4 D R — T, R W e/ A
W RSE B L AR 4 Bk B ARk 48X 7 PEAE b E
CERWEER A, XA —E R BIRHEE
AN 55—, B R EWARE 2, & Y B
S FEVERRFI WX 7 B s AL, DT 2 e 341 U ) 4 7
P , TR 3 KB R A BB S AR 22 BV
R, ARRMPFR N ZERIGE FEESERE
FEIIRBLT , TR B Wk 55 A v A 12 R 22 1) vEE o
HIX R

3.2 wHEN LM

FRIE YT (adjustment ) 22 5 8 4 Wr H AR A KK
AR RS R, OIRIE I R B GE B RA T Y
N7 — B AT AT S5 ARFHEEY &
Hne 3 Bt BE 95 3815 T 2 1) AH & R (Funder,
1995) o #eAmTh UL, O BB I 32 = T 4R M AH M,
MATER i, W B HERR PR o HLO B3 L 52 el B A 22
FER IR PR HERERR IR ? 75— IR AL VR
PRI HEAT AT B 58 b, BP0 SR e B AR R
SEAR DT URALATCA 8T B AR AR, I8 0 IS B 434
YERTTTAE BT SAM W55 K, BB Wi
W H bR A E R BARTE O B8 BT
A A8 22 0 ME R P B8 &, TR R IS AR HEHER 1
ERMK AR (Human et al. ,2014) . HEJG , BHFF0EF]
FAAEG A 1 1A LA ) T 4 45 R0 50 ] 1 A oA T 2
P&, #47 SAM 0B 45 2 T [RIAE I 45 R (Human et
al. ,2019) , HE—2PUEE] T 0338 B 5 2 0 a1 1Y
EMHHE,

HAF— 1R MR, VF 2226 0 B3 N7 55 1 B HE
MR A4 b T 55 15 55 (Human & Biesanz,
2011 ;Human et al. ,2014; Human et al. ,2020a) , 4>
BREXRBEE P ERHRIAB AB—IT H—BHE
MEREER T, MESHEL G REIAMM, WA
I RIS D, A A RRTB SR AT At 32 3
WBEAH, I, 7558 KA SERHERN A
ELWERATIT O, A0 58 5505 3 3R 38 X X J7 1 2% R
(Rauthmann et al. ,2014) , I HF R LA A] BEA B 5
NMEFRARAHE. T EERIFE T .OHEE NS
HETRTERI R B0 E IR 230, 13 T 9k
LM R B FTERIBMER A2 7, 2R R B
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OB B R AR R A R v A o B 2 T T 0 B
BRI A (Kerr et al. ,2020b) . A IR AHIE, 032
EN R MREN IMEAEREE, T ZMIE
Bei R 59 1E R T, B 0 B AE I B8 7 3 A AR BE B
T FRIRAATEV IR NS ;X5 FARHEAER P, W HEA 2
. R IRIE R BR EE B AR 8 M, (HATS T R
FETEfEL3RIE PSR B MAR I B A 51T A —F
HITEEE , AR 5EH 7] IR ARG XA
3.3 SAM LA R

RTUEF MMM 225, SAM 43 dr & 3, Lo
FIE MR EER M =, MR ER R BN
M5 22 5 (Chan et al. ,2011) . WEESCILIMAER,
HEAFEAZH B C RGBS HER T AL
NHARL, BIVARAEVE AR P 1 5 T 356 B AU BE R Pl R B
IR O F AR — 4, 75 BP sl R R RS PR B
(Locke et al. ,2013) , 7 M X} i B 30, HIE H 3k
BOBRGER MENE =TI WA B L&
B (A R AR 1 5 R EE VA % (Wall et al. ,2018)
SO EA L, MBI , AT A
¥R IWE 1 B8 22 52 R HE B 1 19 52 W) ( Belinskaya &
Bronin,2015) , #bAh, EMRIMIEEE N, & FI & X
R AT 2 T E 7, 242 FH U R v AR P AR
HEUERA T ( Capozzi et al. ,2020) . Krzyzaniak 8 A
(2019) FIF SAM, 22 1 {5 5 AR 0T A K p e
TR P FARAE YRR 1 K5 ), 45 3R A3 « ZE P R E A
PE b SMIME S5 SRR B AR, S 1E
BER R W U AR | B AR ST
HEEEEBRELEEM X, ARBEASER
th MURRERR M S TR IE SRS 51 A G, BRIR L 5 TR
BB EIEAER (Kerr et al. ,2020a) . WG LR,
05 T ) B AR LL ST B B ARSI T SRR R
IR AE, (BRI BT B AR R B
(Orehek et al. ,2020) , FHAT 0, SAM H] i A 4
FRITARZE , EHV R A FI R T RS A
T H A A 22 e LR
4 RE

SAM Fp#b T ik 22 K Re E e & 2 B AR
HAEHEHR R, il AT BEEMETTABAIR
MMEZER ., H SAM $2H PASE (Biesanz,2010) ,BEH
BARXTF ABHW MR Z R PR T SAM
ST, HiR FETTRTE T, R_EE T M EHEERN
PABEREFITT 5 A 7 P HESR , 7E Cronbach il Ken-

ny [KZERY b, 2 — 2B INERFRATRS AAE HI W ep A 22
SR, REW, SAM hF MR
R

F— EVFR BT, BAR SAM 4 BT HESE
RARGE AREX IR RTH W ERIEE R, SAM W H
WAE T i M2 T, IR A — A2 A H
— NA 2 NIRRT, AR ME LR IEA AT 48 11
RS, MIEHRRITBRMGREE T, KB XM
R A E TR T Hh e DU Bl 54 2 &
— AR R, REWH R
ZIEE Bl TATEZHHIWNE 5 BN ES),
LB RAEE R BT

B AR R G @R B R U, SAM iy 2
BOEERR, H HATH BT R C N BB M 2L
Wik, Ee 588 R WA R TR, B, [mm
PR BEE S EER RN, XTCEE#H 2
HR TR . Ah ,SAM A R IEFTTF R
HARRFY , TIVF 2 E WG THE M (40 SPSS Statistica |
Mplus 4&) JorE 29 SAM #2145, 3X LA T SAM 1)
SN, 278 B IR 2 44 (R B B,
Tyt , R BT WG NI R DS AR E) M
P, fifl SAM [y d X BE , T B 20 5E 3 Al Lhia
F SAM,, fff P B8 22 A& IR A4 22 53t (FTREL

F=, I\ SAM B F B 1& 5 20 4, M AT B R £
BT AT X MR A 1 A S RUE R AR B
TEo ARSI E 1B 5 T LA BE 4 H A A AE 7
BRI GRIFTR S ) , o A
M2 IR L R R Sy o (HE , AA AT
ZRRAEM LG T B, X R S B ARV H S
), AR B0 2 B B, RA HIEEmER
R B B0 B ) B 5K, X AR Xy TAE )
BItE, LIRS B CIEH ZAERHE O, TH7E ST % A
MENRIE S, B 5] 6877 AR X Ak (Mignault
& Human,2017) , i, RAEMPEEFEE R SAM 43
ik BB B MBI b, Bl iR AATH
HHUAMRHMNE RIEHEIZ M2 E PR E B
FWTAAE

S0, NEA MTFERE , SAM 3415 H (9 e
MR, REEEECRE PR S AEMEE S, ME
ESAETHRE PR R B, A L EE#EE
BfA R 2M B R 2 5, TFE L AU HT B A B
REA SRR, TR BETE SAM g BIR R 1M
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S RIS, T AR 1k AR 14 A0 0 o HE R 1 — 28 0
W&, B ib R LY R EIE MVERR 80, 5268 |
XBFPERMETCEE N SAM [T R 5, B
AR RNMEZEF B RAAET NRRTE . HE
&R, SAM IHE S KM T EEE, AW ZHH
FETH AT A 22 5 ep I AL 2, 9] 20 Wessels 4 (2021)
W5 H 3 1R DLAE B (truth and bias model ) 5 SAM %%

A, AT LATE SAM (2R b, BAh 23 5 e )
T B AL it 22 18
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The Social Accuracy Model ; The Individual Difference Analysis
Strategies for Personality Judgment

Chen Shaohua Lu Zhen Lin Zhipeng
(School of Education ,Guangzhou University , Guangzhou 510006 )

Abstract ; Social accuracy model (SAM ) decomposed accuracy into normative accuracy and distinctive accuracy,and calculated the ran-
dom effects of these two on the judge and the target, which estimate the individual differences in personality judgment directly. It has be-
come a more effective analysis method than the Cronbach method and social relationship model. Based on the analysis of traditional
methods and their limitations , this paper focus on the concept and principle ,data analysis and processing,research design and extension
forms of SAM. Then its application in the study of psychological adjustment,liking and other individual difference variables in the accu-
racy of personality judgment is briefly reviewed. Future research in SAM should pay attention to optimize research design continuously,
simplify modeling difficulty, consider more variables and the interaction between variables,improve the ecological validity of research,
and combine with other models to deeply explore individual differences in personality judgment.

Key words: social accuracy model ; personality judgment ;individual differences;normative accuracy;distinctive accuracy
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