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The Preiminary Revison o Brief Prafile o Mood Sates (BPOMS) - Chinese Edition

CHI Sng & LIN Wenjuan Inditute of Psychology , Chinese Academia of Siience, Beijing 100101

Abgract Objective: To revise and tes the rdiadility and vdidity of Briéf Prdfile O Mood Sates (BFOMS) .
Method : Eght hundred and eighty - sx college gudentswere examined by BROMS, and saventy - four of them were retest-
ed inorder to asessthe ted - retes rdiability. To assessthe criterion vaidty , eighty - seven out - paientswith neurod s and
eghty - saven rorma subjects matched with the patientsin age , gender and literacy were sanpled and they were examined by
BPROMS together with S and SAS  Result : BROMS had a satigactory reliahility with a 0. 41 - 0. 66 test - reted reliability
and thea codficient was 0. 71 - 0.89. Though the orignd scae had 6 dmendons, the 5 dmengons acquired by factor and-
yssof the Chinese vergon dill judified the gructure of BROMS  After revison, the codficient of corrdation between the di-
mendon“ depresdon” and PSwas 0. 605, and that between” tense” and SASwas 0. 602. A dgnificant difference wasfound
between the ted group and the control group in the store o totd BROMS and that of every dimengon, 0 the revised BFOMS
had ideal d scrimnate vaidity and criterion validity. Conclusion : With satigactory reliahility and vaidity , the revised edition
o BROMSis a convenient ingrument for mood measurement.
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