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Psychometric Features of Wade Forgiveness Scale and Transgression-Related
Interpersonal Motivation Scale-12-Item Form in Chinese College Students
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[ Abstract] Objective; To study the psychometric features of Wade Forgiveness Scale { WFS) and its short ver-
sion-Transgression-Related Interpersonal Motivations Scale-12-Item Form { TRIM-12) in Chinese population. Methods;
1015 subjects answered the scales through internet. Results; Cronbach a of WFS subscales were 0.58 - 0.90, of
TRIM-12 is 0.87. TRIM-12 and WFS had high correlation {r = -0.84) . Conclusions: TRIM-12 has similar

meaning with WFS, but shows better psychometric features in Chinese college students.
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