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Application of Short Form Geriatric Depression Scale (GDS-15) In Chinese Elderly
TANG Dan
Center for Population and Development Studies, Renmin University of China, Beijing 100872, China

[Abstract] Objective: To explore the reliability and validity, particularly the structure, of short form Chinese Geriatric
Depression Scale (GDS-15). Methods: The 10 percent Data from the 2006 Survey on the Living Condition between Rural
and Urban Elderly was used. Results: The Cronbach’s a coefficient was 0.793; the total score of GDS—15 positively cor-
related with ADL, and could effectively differentiate those needing taking care from the normal; Exploratory factor analysis
indicated the scale was not unidimensional and the structure was dissatisfied; after deleting 4 items, two factors were ex-
tracted, named ‘depression symptoms’and ‘positive emotion’; the Cronbach’s a coefficient of revised scale was 0.765,
and re—test reliability 0.712. Conclusion: The Chinese version of GDS-15 shows acceptable reliability and validity and
can be used in research of depression symptoms in the Chinese Rural and Urban community, but deleting the items will
improve the scale structure and made the scale more applicable to Chinese elderly.
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