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[ Abstract)
Methods: This study applied a 2X2 two factor experiment design, 734 university students were surveyed with the big five—

Objective: To explore the effects of the item—presenting and item—scoring in personality measurement.

factor personality trait—descriptive adjectives scale. Results: (DWhatever it was 6—point or 7—point, the bipolar variables
provided more robust and univocal factor structure than unipolar counterpart. @The 6-point bipolar scales provided more
robust and univocal factor structure than the 7—point bipolar counterpart; additionally, with this format the coefficient « esti-
mate was a little lower than the 7-point bipolar counterpart, but the test—retest reliability coefficients of the two formats
were similar. Conclusion: The different item—presenting and item—scoring influence the psychometric properties of person-
ality measurement, and the appropriate item—presenting and item—scoring should be taken into account while developing

the personality meausurement, the viewpoints of researcher.
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