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Initial Revision of Drug Relapse Risk Scale
GENG Liu—na, QIAN Bo-jian, SHEN Hui
Psychology Department, School of Social and Behavioral Sciences,Nanjing University , Nanjing 210093, China
[Abstract] Objective: To explore the structure of Relapse Risk Scale for drug abusers in China. Methods: The scale
was administrated to 344 Chinese drug abusers and a research was done for applicability. Results: EFA revealed that the
scale included four factors: cue of drug in surroundings, loneliness, compulsivity for drug use, and negative emotions with
feelings of helpless. CFA revealed that x¥df =1.54, CFI=0.90 ,1F1=0.90 RMSEA =0.025. Reliability analysis revealed that
the full scale’s Cronbach a was 0.84, and the test—retest reliability was 0.76. Conclusion: The scale has 4-dimension
structure, and can be used in future research on drug abused people.
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