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[ Abstract)
population. Methods: The psychometric properties of UPPS was tested in a sample of 754 Chinese college students(397

Objective: To revise the UPPS Impulsive Behavior Scale(UPPS) and test the four—factor structure in Chinese

males and 345 females, mean age 22.86+3.65 years). Results: Confirmatory factor analysis confirmed the four—factor solu-
tion of original UPPS scale, which consists of(lack of) Premeditation, Urgency, Sensation seeking, and(lack of) Perseverance.
The UPPS has good internal consistency and concurrent validity in this sample. The correlation and regression results re-
vealed that the Urgency subscale of UPPS explains the most variance of borderline personality symptoms, which was tested
by McLean Screening Instrument for Borderline Personality Disorder(MSI-BPD), comprising with all subscales of UPPS
and Barratt Impulsiveness Scale(BIS). Conclusion: UPPS Impulsive Behavior Scale is a valid measure in Chinese college

students. Future research should test its psychometric properties in Chinese clinical, community, and prison samples.
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BH #d WE s E g W 8
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4 058 15 060 27 048 40 045
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—
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1 0.456 0.293 12 0.562 0.481 24 0.543 0.395 36 0.413 0.244
2 0.637 0411 13 0.536 0411 25 0.516 0.268 37 0.583 0.382
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Ji it —enter 0.130 38.433%x
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BIS {43 0.095 0344  10.040%*
iR H - A 43t 3 stepwise 0.237 79.051%%
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