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[Abstract] Objective: To test reliability and construct validity of the Chinese version of BIS—11 in normal adolescents,
adolescents with mental disorder and delinquent juvenile. Methods: The internal consistency reliability of the BIS=11 was
assessed by calculating the Cronbach’s a coefficient in three separate adolescent samples:normal adolescents(n=406), ado-
lescents with mental disorders(n=258), delinquent juvenile(n=331). Six models of the BIS=11 were evaluated using confir-
matory factor analysis and compared in the total sample and three separate adolescent samples. Results: Cronbach’s « co-
efficients of the total BIS=11 and its subscale scores in the three separate adolescent samples were all good(x=0.67-0.89).
There were significant differences of BIS scores among three adolescent samples: normal adolescents had lowest scores and
delinquent juvenile had highest scores. Fit indices supported three correlated factor model, six correlated factor model, and
two bi—factor models(G-3 model and G—=6 model). Among these models, fit indices of the three correlated factor model and

G-3 model were excellent. Conclusion: The Chinese version of the BIS=11 has good reliability and construct validity

which can be adapted to evaluation and interpretation of impulse personality traits for different adolescent populations.
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