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DIFFERENTIAL VALIDITY

Differential Validity

Primary Disciplinary Field(s): Psychometrics, Industrial-Organizational (I1/0O) Psychology,
Educational Assessment

1. Core Definition

Differential validity is a specialized psychometric concept concerned with the degree to which a
single predictor (such as a standardized test, cognitive ability measure, or personality inventory)
demonstrates varying levels of accuracy when predicting success across two or more different
criterion tasks or outcome variables. Unlike general predictive validity, which assesses whether a
test predicts a single, overarching job performance criterion, differential validity explores the
specificity of the prediction. It addresses the fundamental question of whether a measurement tool
is significantly more effective at forecasting performance in Criterion A (e.g., clerical speed) than in
Criterion B (e.g., managerial decision-making). This concept is crucial for building efficient and
targeted selection batteries, ensuring that resources are not wasted on measures that provide
redundant or uniformly weak predictions across diverse performance domains.

The essence of differential validity lies in the comparison of validity coefficients. A validity
coefficient is typically represented by the Pearson product-moment correlation coefficient (r), which
guantifies the linear relationship between the predictor score and the criterion score. Differential
validity is demonstrated when the validity coefficient linking the predictor to Criterion 1 (rpl) is
statistically and practically different from the validity coefficient linking the same predictor to
Criterion 2 (rp2). For instance, a test of spatial reasoning might exhibit a correlation of 0.45 with
success in an engineering course but only 0.10 with success in a literature course. This significant
difference provides evidence of differential validity, indicating that the test possesses a specific
predictive utility for engineering tasks that it lacks for literary tasks.

In practical terms, recognizing differential validity allows organizations and educational institutions
to refine their assessment strategies. If a single, general intelligence test yields high, uniform
validity coefficients across all criteria--such as technical performance, leadership potential, and
customer service ratings--then the utility of adding specialized, time-consuming tests might be
negligible. Conversely, if specific aptitude tests show strong differential validity, they become
valuable tools for targeted placement and vocational guidance. This ensures that individuals are
matched not just to an occupation, but specifically to the tasks within that occupation where their
measured aptitudes provide the greatest advantage, thereby maximizing both individual success
and organizational utility.

2. Etymology and Historical Development
The concept of validity, specifically predictive validity, gained prominence during the early 20th
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century, driven by the need for objective personnel selection during and after the World Wars.
However, the systematic study of differential validity emerged prominently in the mid-20th
century, particularly within the field of vocational psychology and test development programs
focused on multiple aptitude batteries. Early psychological assessments, such as the Army Alpha
and Beta tests, primarily sought to predict overall military performance or trainability. As testing
became more sophisticated, researchers realized that performance was multi-faceted and required
specialized predictors.

A key driver for the formalization of differential validity was the development and refinement of
comprehensive assessment instruments like the General Aptitude Test Battery (GATB), developed
by the U.S. Employment Service (USES). The GATB measured numerous distinct abilities (e.g.,
spatial aptitude, verbal aptitude, motor coordination) and was designed specifically to predict
success across dozens of distinct occupational criteria. The fundamental assumption underlying
the GATB's structure was the existence of differential validity--that specific abilities would predict
specific job families better than others, allowing for precise vocational counseling and job
placement. The extensive research accompanying these large-scale government testing programs
established the statistical frameworks necessary for comparing validity coefficients across multiple
criteria.

The work of researchers in the 1950s and 1960s, focusing on the utility of various aptitudes,
solidified differential validity as a core requirement for any useful multi-faceted assessment system.
While later research, particularly meta-analytic studies, sometimes challenged the extent of
differential validity for broad cognitive measures (suggesting that general cognitive ability, or g,
often predicts overall job performance across many jobs), the principle remains critical for highly
specialized tasks. When the criterion measures are narrow and distinct (e.g., mechanical repair vs.
foreign language translation), specialized predictors are expected and often required to
demonstrate differential validity to justify their inclusion in the selection process.

3. Key Characteristics and Measurement

The primary characteristic defining differential validity is the presence of multiple criterion
measures, usually two or more distinct operational definitions of success relevant to a job, training
program, or academic domain. These criteria must be sufficiently independent--meaning the tasks
they measure require different sets of skills--otherwise, high inter-correlation between the criteria
would mask any potential differential predictive power of the test. For example, if Criterion A is
'speed of keyboard entry' and Criterion B is 'accuracy of data transcription,' these might be too
closely related for a predictor to exhibit strong differential validity between them; both might be
predicted equally well by a test of fine motor skills.

A second defining characteristic is the requirement for statistically significant differences
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between the obtained validity coefficients. Simply observing that rpl = 0.35 and rp2 = 0.25 is not
sufficient to claim differential validity; researchers must employ statistical tests--such as techniques
based on Fisher's r-to-z transformation--to determine if the observed difference between the two
correlations is larger than what would be expected by chance. Because validity coefficients are
often modest and sample sizes for criterion studies can be limited, achieving statistical confidence
in the difference between correlations requires robust data collection and careful statistical
analysis.

Furthermore, differential validity emphasizes the specificity of prediction. A test battery that is
effectively designed based on this principle ensures that each subtest contributes unigue, non-
redundant predictive information to the overall assessment of potential. For instance, a battery
might include measures of numerical reasoning, verbal comprehension, and mechanical
comprehension. Differential validity would be confirmed if the numerical reasoning score predicted
accounting success far better than the mechanical comprehension score, while the mechanical
comprehension score showed superior predictive power for maintenance technician performance.
This specificity maximizes the diagnostic utility of the assessment tool, moving beyond simple
selection decisions to sophisticated placement decisions.

4. Differential Validity vs. Differential Prediction

A critical distinction in modern psychometrics must be drawn between differential validity and
differential prediction (often studied under the umbrella of test bias or fairness). Although both

terms deal with differences in predictive relationships, they focus on different aspects of
measurement and selection. Differential validity, as defined above, compares the accuracy of a
predictor across different criterion tasks (e.g., comparing prediction of success in sales vs.
success in research).

Conversely, differential prediction (or slope bias) compares the accuracy of a predictor across
different demographic subgroups when predicting the same criterion task. Differential prediction
occurs when a selection test accurately predicts performance for one group (e.g., men) but under-
or over-predicts performance for another group (e.g., women or different racial groups). In
statistical terms, this means that the slope or intercept of the regression line used to predict
performance differs significantly across subgroups, even though they are all predicting the same
outcome. If a test is found to have differential prediction, it suggests potential unfairness or bias in
the selection process, regardless of whether the test has high or low general validity.

While both concepts are vital for developing ethical and effective testing programs, their research
guestions are distinct: Differential validity asks, "Does this test predict A better than B?" while
differential prediction asks, "Does this test predict the same outcome (A) equally accurately for
Group X and Group Y?" While studies of test fairness sometimes use the phrase "differential
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validity" colloquially to refer to situations where the correlation coefficient differs across subgroups
(also known as intercept bias), the strict psychometric definition focuses on the comparison across
distinct criteria. It is essential for measurement specialists to maintain this separation to address
issues of utility (differential validity) and fairness (differential prediction/bias) appropriately.

5. Applications in Vocational and Educational Guidance

The primary area of application for differential validity is in vocational guidance and personnel
selection. Vocational counselors rely heavily on assessments that demonstrate differential validity
to help individuals make informed career choices. If an individual scores high on mechanical
aptitude but average on verbal aptitude, and the assessment battery has demonstrated that
mechanical aptitude differentially predicts success in trades, while verbal aptitude differentially
predicts success in communications, the counselor can provide tailored advice that maximizes the
individual's probability of success and job satisfaction.

In organizational settings, differential validity informs the design of selection batteries for complex
jobs where employees must perform a variety of distinct tasks. Consider a position that requires
both high-level technical troubleshooting (Criterion A) and extensive client consultation (Criterion
B). A selection system that only uses a general cognitive ability test might predict overall
performance but fail to identify candidates who excel in both areas. By demonstrating differential
validity, an organization could justify using a technical knowledge test (which differentially predicts
A) alongside a structured interview focused on interpersonal skills (which differentially predicts B).
This approach ensures that the selection process is optimized for the specific, multi-faceted
demands of the role.

Furthermore, differential validity plays a role in educational assessment, particularly in college
placement and tracking. Assessments designed to measure different academic strengths (e.g.,
mathematics vs. humanities) are only useful if they can differentially predict success in
corresponding college majors or course streams. If a mathematics placement exam predicts
performance in both calculus and introductory literature equally well, it lacks differential validity and
its utility as a specific tracking tool is diminished. Institutions rely on differential validity evidence to
structure entrance requirements and provide appropriate academic advising, ensuring students are
placed into programs where their specific talents lead to optimal academic outcomes.

6. Challenges and Limitations

Implementing and statistically proving differential validity presents several significant challenges for
psychometricians. First, the requirement for multiple, reliable criterion measures is difficult to
meet. Developing high-quality, objective measures of distinct aspects of job performance (criteria)
is often complex, time-consuming, and prone to measurement error. If the criterion measures
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themselves are unreliable or contaminated, it becomes nearly impossible to accurately estimate
the true differential validity of the predictor.

Second, the statistical hurdle involved in comparing correlation coefficients is substantial. Proving
that rpl is significantly different from rp2 typically requires very large sample sizes, often
exceeding the resources available to individual organizations. When sample sizes are small, the
standard error associated with the correlation coefficients is high, making it difficult to reject the null
hypothesis (that the two correlations are equal). Consequently, many validation studies fail to find
evidence of differential validity, even when it might exist in reality, leading to the risk of
underutilizing specialized predictors.

Finally, there is the ongoing academic debate regarding the universality of validity generalization,
championed by researchers like Schmidt and Hunter. Validity generalization posits that for many
broad cognitive predictors, validity coefficients for similar jobs tend to generalize across settings
and even across similar criteria, suggesting that differential validity may be less common or smaller
in magnitude than previously believed, especially when using general cognitive ability (g) tests.
While meta-analytic research has confirmed the power of g to predict overall performance,
specialized tasks and complex jobs still necessitate the investigation of differential validity to
capture nuanced predictive relationships that general measures may miss.

7. Further Reading

Psychometrics (Wikipedia)
Predictive Validity (Wikipedia)
Society for Industrial and Organizational Psychology (SIOP) (Official Site)
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