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[ Abstract] Objective: To investigate the reliability and validity of the Chinese version of the BIS-
BAS Scale under Chinese cultural background. Methods: The original version of the BIS-BAS was
translated into Chinese. Then the Chinese version was translated back to English and then compared
with the original scale and revise it. A total of 2 000 12 to 24 years old students were evaluated and a
total of 1 807 valid questionnaires were collected, which were used for exploratory factor analysis (n =
717 ), confirmatory factor analysis and reliability and validity analysis (n =1 090). Results: The Chi-
nese version of BIS-BAS has been consisted of 22 items and 4 items are interference. Four factors were
extracted by factor analysis which could explain 49.38% of the total variance. The scale content validi-
ty index (S-CVI) was 0.91, and the item content validity index (I-CVI) ranged from 0. 82 to 1. 0.
The result of confirmatory factor analyses (RMSEA =0.06, GFI =0.93, AGFI =0.91, IFI =0. 86,
CFI =0.86, TLI =0. 84 ) indicated that the four-factor structure of the BIS-BAS was suitable for the
Chinese sample. Cronbachs reliability coefficients were 0. 79 for BIS-BAS. The test-retest reliability

coefficient was 0. 80 and the mean inter-item correlation coefficient for the factors ranged from 0. 53 to
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0.73. Conclusion: Chinese version of BIS-BAS scale for 12 to 24 years old Chinese students have

good reliability and validity.

[ Key words ] psychology,experinental ; scale; behavioral inhibition system; behavioral activation sys-

tem; reliability; validity; students
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Tab.1 Item analysis result
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Fig. 1 The path graph confirmatory factor analysis
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