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[ Abstract)
ic scale(LSRP) in Chinese community males. Methods: A total of 950 community males were tested with the LSRP, Basic

Objective: To test the factor structure and psychometric properties of the Levenson Self-Report Psychopath-

Empathy Scale, and Reactive— Proactive Aggression Questionnaire. Results: (D Confirmatory factor analysis supported a
three—factor Bifactor model of the LSRP. @)Internal consistencies of LSRP total score, Egocentricity, Callousness and Anti-
social factor were good, of which alpha coefficients were 0.82, 0.75, 0.73 and 0.73, respectively. (BLSRP total and factor

scores were positively correlated with aggression, and negatively related to empathy. Conclusion: The three—factor Bifactor

model of the LSRP is supported in Chinese community males with good psychometric properties.
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