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[ Abstract)
tor Personality(BFFP-CAS). Methods: A total of 1208 college students from seven universities were administered BFFP—

Objective: The current study aimed at testing the validity of the Chinese Adjectives Scale of Big-Five Fac-

CAS. Results: Both principal axis analysis and parallel analysis showed that the BFFP—CAS had a good factor structure.
The communities of 26 facets ranged from 0.402 to 0.782. Within the 26 facet scales, quite clear version of the Big-Five fac-
tor was found, and nothing else of substance was uncovered when the promax—rotated procedure was used. Five factors ex-
plained 63.179% of the total variance; The BFFP-CAS also showed good Criterion—Related Validities, that the factors of
BFFP-CAS were correlated strongly with relevant dimensions of NEO-PI-R and CBF-PI, ranged from 0.422(Openness) to
0.623(Conscientiousness) and from 0.452(Openness) to 0.818(Conscientiousness), respectively; and the correlation between
dimensions of BFFP-CAS and related dimensions of the 50-BRS and GFFS were also significant, ranged from 0.366(Neu-
roticism) to 0.583(Agreeableness) and from 0.425(Altruistic) to 0.713(Sociability), respectively. Conclusion: The BFFP-
CAS, as a valid assessment of Big—Five personality dimensions and facets, has excellent validity in Chinese population.

[Key words] Big-Five personality model; BFFP-CAS; College student; Validity
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