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Abstract

The purpose of the study is to examine the best fit model of CES-D in the Chinese sample. This re-
search investigated 612 Chinese by stratified sampling in each area to obtain the greatest factor
model about Epidemiological Studies Depression Scale for Chinese. Five factor competing models
are chosen by confirmatory factor analysis. Findings supported Yen’s three-factor model-somatic
symptoms, depressed affect and positive affect for the sample. The Cronbach’s a of three dimen-
sions is from 0.82 to 0.83; McDonald w is from 0.83 to 0.85. And the 3-factor model’s consistency
reliability comes to 0.88. The positive affect factor only makes limited contributions to the model
fit. Compared with other possible models, Yen’s three factor model of CES-D is more suitable for
the Chinese adults.
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WH—BHRR. £REN: YenF A AN=ZHERHHERERAREB TEFHINE. MEREs
BIAN: x2=390.94%, CFI=0.97, TLI=0.96, RMSEA[90% CI] = [0.04, 0.06], AZ|JEIrA. ZHE
F A KCronbach’s a & $50.82~0.83, McDonald w &%50.83~0.85, & EFCronbach’s a2 %°50.88,
McDonald w R H0.90. FHRBLEEEXNERFAREHMUETMAKR. ML TFHEHEA, CES-DHF IR
F=HREEAEE N OSSR R EN G EE.
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1. 5|8

FEIL SR ) TAE AR TE Y, 2B 35 Bl &A1 1) B, 188 o) @ 2 5 m 28 AT ) AR AL O B R . 4G
AR B RS AR AL SRR, B 5 AR AR R RS AR NS S, T AR 4 ARSI ],
A 57 A L B i RO BRI (Shelley, 2006) 0 FHIIE 1 9o BRI Hh 8 A 5 LA 85 N IR R — S B
PRI, B T HORME (OGTE . H LIRS SR AR B PP EER(SCL-90) . HI48 H PP R (SDS) 3 (4517,
KA, 2017), EAIMRIREMAE] 7% AUE. & E E R M TS T (NIH) Radloff Z il A7 I
AR F: %R (Center for Epidemiological Studies Depression Scales, CES-D), & H Fi it ¢ 4 Fi &) 72 1410
ACREN & THZ —, EREMMHZ, SRR — B ANRERIEIR . Radloff (1977)KIWFFT Aokt
R AN RARER . TARIEZE . B 28 A B i) i

BHi-HA, 2EEFEWFRMIET R ELEM(Cheung & Bagley, 1998; Edman, Danko, Andrade, Mcardle,
Foster, & Glipa, 1999; Kazarian & Taher, 2010). =[F % £5#J(Guarnaccia, Angel, & Worobey, 1989; Liang,
Van, Krause, & Markides, 1989; Yen, Robins, & Lin, 2000). WYX &R (GKEE, KIS, D, k$E, bEH;
%, 2014), HZERFF KL H(Thorson & Powell, 1993; Ying, Lee, Tsai, Yeh, & Huang, 2000). 45 5E #ik
CES-D IS E R MR R AT R R A — 2 A, T30l 5. ISR R A &Rz, 0 23R
HBEAT AR AR A AR REIN S APAE 22 5 FEE NBEFE, ARERS . IR AR, RREWSFIEZER
Blhn: 77 (2008)5 NHIRTFE AL CES-D Hh SCRR A DY B 3R S5 A4 B A v vh AR O BIE o 508l b b & e i, 9K
Fl, BH2012) K3 CES-D K 16 T H =[R2 Z5 4 75 J0 E 22 45 AN RF s il & e, i R i A i
K] CES-D B3 457 WA R T 5 AL 1) = R R 4544 (Huang, Wang, & Liao, 2015).

[ AT JLAE KT CES-D Al & R I L £ S 7E CES-D P SRR I RUBERE FEAN A L (k4 5
FGEE N (2010) BB ERE BB @ AT VA, 3R1G T & MMERR AR WAL, I AR A T IR AE T
CES-D 1 3CIRIGME FE 5205 « FLIK, B W 2%T CES-D A 78 K 2 5 R 7E DA A 4R 2 A I gl O AR %
BOREARBIBETE, W T A2 R BN EAR BRI FE b, R LB DA (B 2 4E ¢ BOYFEART 20 1 CES-D
15 5B -

=) T MR (201 6) 5% faT Rt 1A FhCo AT B IR FE AN 5K 56 L, =45 (2012) % 1 rh o HVAR B 2R A 9
it — BRI A58 BTG EEX BR R G G 7K-F oTik A K. 7R BT RIIT 78 A 45 SRR W BUR
28 5 G H A REUR, WA & R 5 5. Rtk FRATHCRAE CES-D B SR 461X
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U, PRV TR CES-D H ORI A B2 AT S i e -
2. WRE57HE
2.1. HRAR

AW TR 73 )= BENLH R 75, R EVEE A 22 M. 31 AN 612 AR, SIBR AL
AEERIRCRIEETH > 2)HE)G, R&RE 579 AN . LIRIEEER BN 18~55 ¥, A
WA B 261 N, SRR 45.10%, @t 310 A, A SRR 53.50%, B 1.40% M5 R EHE ; 419 N(72.40%)
RIREE T, 91 N(15.70%) 4K 1, 69 A(11.90%)8 5 5 A(0.90%) M/NELLR 22077, 88 A(15.20%)
IR, 80 N(13.80%) M= H 207, 22 N(3.80%) NERML i, 65 A (11.20%) A E 2], 145 N(25.00%)
RREZLT, KRR+ R 2R NE 58 142 N(24.50%)F1 30 A(5.20%), 2 A(0.30%)Ek5%; 7
GSWARG R 2 88 N 15 3 377 N(65.10%), ARESAN LA 177 N(30.60%), H 7 AN(1.20%)6k K EHF .

22. TR

SKH CES-D 13RI HIARAEIR 7K1, 3L 20 @, G5 16 MG BT 4 MERIGRIIHE , 4
Hyvsr, 0= “QR/RECE” , 3= “ZEMREGFSL” , BTE B BOHINIER & 5, B TRy 0~60,
30k R, AR RAADFE BB R o 2T AR B R I N A T EBR BT HARRE DA S B R A RE AR
ELFEHIAR L 15 L K J 19808 33 75 ) 72 DA R B R PR P 4%, (R AN B 458 K 1018 B0 1 508 DA R AR AE 1 RO 55 (VR
HEWE, #/N%, ZEHRZ, 2009).

2.3. it Ak

1) A SPSS23.0 FR A 2E4T K 25 18] AR AH O S = D7 ke 3 55 40 A o

2) it Mplus7.4 X CES-D i v O AR & 3R I N 2= 5 A AT I PR R R o i, B T & 4a 4k
PAe, $RHBAERIFIBAY, R151E & o B SRR = .

3) @it JASP0.8.4.0 HAF, XERAF MR AR ARLBEAT N B — BUEAE B M, SRR & AN YR
Cronbach’s o &% McDonald o Z%(.

2.4. YHRALIESMETHERESE

CES-D =REEEMUEM T, 1ELARENCNEEARR, fFAEAW LR, CES-D &£H 4 &t
ST R, UEERIR CES-D HE 1 BB 1E R IELL ), XL B B U e 2 b R iE )R 2 e IERS
B, 2 HLEL IR 2 45 AR SC I 45 R« Mplus B FESSIEVE IR 22 20 b o BRI AR R ARt THi2: (Maximum
Likelihood, ML), 7EHE A ¢T CES-D MISIEER ZR M, KZHW 5 ML 37280k, ML
THERE AT L AURBARE L AT . ZICIER A BRI ARFEAR, KZH0H B RESLAR
&, HYCNEHEZ ES A, Bk CES-D ER MR TR AR THEM AT ZKR . 78 Mplus #fF
o, BEATIRARYE R N SR A5 MLy MLM A WLSMV (F i, 2014). ARFFREP, %4
EINEAE 5 AL LR, B 3AE NES A & 0] LR Al FE RO 1145 SR (Johnson & Creech, 1983), {H ZiXFi%
WA A AN EHE o T CASGAEYE R 24T, 76 Mplus H1 98 52 20m 2R B R 28 0 58, URi Mplus ZRiA
WG T 7 VoA A IR s/ — 3fei:

3. &R
3.1. ARTRYEBIER
BFERT S E %8 F R BT ILE 1, T2 60 4%, RIS/ 0~54 42 1A, P34 4 11.08,
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H0h 8.00, FRMEZEN 9.68. Wi 1 Pow, WIEXHWA, WEARIHE, MR REETIREE NRRER
AR N IR S A, AR B R H ) B AT — SR IR R S A

Table 1. CES-D item descriptive statistics
% 1. CES-D &£ HMAR G E

T H M=SD s RS

1. BT HULH 0.62 +0.94 1.42 091
2. ANEIZZR 0.43+0.80 1.89 2.72

3. EFHAAE 0.42+0.79 1.95 3.03

4. HOAMAZE 1.59+1.27 0.15 1.66
5. TLIEEHHRE ) 0.52 +0.84 1.65 1.93
6. RENH DT 0.43 +0.79 1.90 2.85

7. RENMER T 0.45+0.78 1.74 2.19
8. RINARRA A 2.03+1.10 0.73 0.87
9. JEF KM 0.37+0.74 2.11 3.77
10. J&EFH 40 0.33+0.69 226 4.57
1. MEAZH 0.63 £0.95 139 0.76
12, JREPRR 2.13 + 1.00 0.86 0.43
13. g 0.65+0.91 125 0.53
14, JRER 0.44 £0.83 1.94 2.84
15, IWAMAAS KL 0.27 £ 0.65 2.68 6.95
16. JEE A bR 2.18+1.01 1.00 021
17. St EifE iR 0.47 +0.82 1.76 222
18. K EIAEA i 0.38 £ 0.75 2.01 3.33
19. BB AA BRI 0.28 +0.67 2.67 6.73
20. HEAEL) 0.53+0.87 1.57 1.47

3.2. CES-D REHOHIERERARBILLER

3.2.1. CES-D =R B L3 IR

CES-D &% H Radloff T 1977 4| 58 5 , 7E S5 K 20 FERRA Y HEAil _FAHAR H 30 1 DURE € A4 A i
TR G 13 BRRAGK 1, 2518, 2011). 12 BRA(Poulin, Hand, & Boudreau, 2005)F1 Bjérgvinsson 45
AN Q013)EE ) 10 BT AR ASE,  AS[RI R A B2 1 D 3R S5 A AN AR TR o

Radloff ¥4 CES-D 1 20 NI H 43 i 1 VUM EIRA : HPABIE (DA, 7 @) JRAARREIR(SC, 7 ).
NBRKZR A (P, 2 B)FIARNIER(PA, 4 /), fEFEE SN NBERHE T h #1327 J13CFF(Wang, Yang,
& Xiong, 2018). HLTE, CES-D CEFIMESANERTER, Q& T ZENBAE. BUEANTEAR, RS,
HAERA, )LE R (Wang, Armour, Wu, Ren, Zhu, & Yao, 2013), ARIRTTBEA S RN BEM . ASHF 5 &
TE P2 A BN U R 25 19 55 AN T REAR AL 5 R A P04 R B 43 1) 5 8% Radloff $2 H 9 DY K 2 B4 Yeen,
Robins, Lin #2H K=K ZK 451, Guarnaccia, Angel, Worobey #2H I =K Z A, Edman 55 A5 H 1) =
DR AR R R A . TR B R I = IR AR A A, 02 Yen S ATRH I =R L5, HERIR
B ER 4 ATH A —ANHEE, Y 7 BRI — 488, $5 A bR i BRI H /AR fE 7 HoAh i 4
FE L5 55—/ Guarnaccia 25 NS H I = R R, JEARACRER ANERIE 2 & 0 F % T — AR K, AHA
RS, [N %t Bdman 2 N R, AL 5 AR AR 26 R ARG 26 WA B o SR DN 3R 45 A A28 ey 17
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MR T, B, BEERE, Hidh, G, 2008).

3.2.2. IR SEBELE

KH B UE TR IP R AAAE BB A 70 AR BT 5 Bl 645 th 0 AL i 25 i 574 ikl
oy, WA IG T RS TR NI S R AN A, X S S AR B AR A P IA R B
(Beauducel & Wittmann, 2005; Fan & Sivo, 2005; Hau, Marsh, & Wen, 2004). FTPL, A F0EIE 54 L L
IR LAY (RS I 5 (CFD) . HEBHU A 18 B TLD AT AR 225505 MR (RMSEA), % FLAN 35 4 R R 34T
EL o RAFAILA TR BN bR dE N TLI A CFT> 0.90, RMSEA < 0.08 (i B8, e As 2, SATHMITHE, 2004),
BT ARG B T, BRI AL AL, AR A A BB AR K. Wk 2 o,
5 PU(Yen, Robins, Lin $2H 1 =K Z AR 7 =390.94, df=167.00, TLI=0.96, CFI=0.97,
RMSEA 1E 90% . 35 VEHUE VI FE 7E 0.04~0.06. @I HEHZ, Yen, Robins, Lin 7 1) =K = ALAH L HAth
BERLSRAG T AT IR E, Yen =PRI R B NIE A A BN BBt A5 AL

Table 2. Comparison of CES-D Chinese version five model fitting indicators

% 2. CES-D X R ARBEHU A 4RIRXTEE

MODEL 7 df CFI TLI RMSEA [90% CI
Radloff 397.63" 164.00 0.97 0.96 [0.04, 0.06]
Edman 2825.32" 169.00 0.96 0.96 [0.05, 0.06]

Guarnaccia 412.61° 167.00 0.96 0.96 [0.05, 0.06]
Yen 390.94" 167.00 0.97 0.96 [0.04, 0.06]
B % 804.84" 170.00 0.91 0.89 [0.08, 0.09]

TE: *p<0.05; *p<001, FH.

3.3. Yen ZAFRB R B R G 47

WA RAE S e EIH Bt W 3, WH 1 E0H 20 FRIHE 4 4, HARACEYE
0.83~0.53 2 [f], FIMLIELELEE R IH 4 ArEflN 0.35. FEANIH 4B RAE A LR 7 A 5 m i
—MERKT 040 (A0, =EF5, 2008), 6 HoAth 2 He PR 7 B S e (B B A . G SR —AN TR H FE AT 1B T
AT E AR, VLA B R SOR . TUH 4 R8N T 0.40 REFE IR 2EbRiE, X555 s
NQOT0)HITF LB —F o

Table 3. Yen’s three-factor model load analysis

F 3. Yen ZERRB L LR IR H BT

HRARAEAR A 2 P A

BiH et iH et iH B
6 0.75 15 0.78 12 0.83
20 0.69 18 0.77 16 0.82
7 0.68 14 0.76 8 0.66
5 0.67 19 0.75 4 0.35
3 0.66 17 0.74
9 0.65 10 0.67
1 0.59 13 0.55
11 0.57
2 0.53
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3.4. Yen ZEARRBHEE S

HENENFEREEZANHEER, B HAE o REG BNV SR N —S0E TR, — W
BR A %5 1 Cronbach’s a BT 0.80 (25l “£#,2008). CES-D &% Cronbach’s o ¥ 0.88, McDonald
® 7 0.90, %553 Cronbach’s o 7F 0.82~0.84 2 [11], McDonald o YEEI7E 0.90~0.91 Z [H (L3 4).

Table 4. Reliability analysis of Yen’s three-factor model
F 4. Yen ZEARRBREFT B H TN

Cronbach’s a McDonald
IRRREIRA 0.82 0.83
LSS N 0.84 0.85
B IE &R = 0.82 0.83
CES-Dis &% 0.88 0.90

3.5. RERMBLEEN B ER—HMEENRE

=T ORI (2016) 0 78R AR 26 45 5 2 S VP46 3R, ek 55 22 A i VP 4 SR st . sk,
SROOHE, i, gkEE, DEER IR (20 14) R RN Lo HEREAR I TR I, MM BR AR AR 17 46 4 R 2 ok 55 B 3R 1 B A A
FE o Rl AT ARG S A B SR T 5E . 8] JASPO.8.4.0 B A%, WLERAR U B ARUR 155 26 44 i Tl
HOH 4. 8. 12 16)J5 0 ER NI —HIEELEALMN, SERENE S,

Table 5. Change in the reliability coefficient of CES-D
% 5. CES-D AR —H M IEEAKETL

i H Cronbach’s a McDonald
20 - FEBRARERE 0.88 0.90
19 - = R AR A S5 0.90 0.91
18 - = PRI R 0.90 091
17 - =R R A S 091 091
16 - = R A A S 0.90 0.90

RN H 4.8.12 2 )5, S ER N —EUHEAE EIZ P15, Cronbach’s o REUM 0.88 - F+22 091,
METE 16 5, BERNI—BHEEEAC . NS 28 485 5155 1 B2 0 Bl B (R AR 7K~ (R 1A 2%
e

3.6. AZEZzERIHEX

BIRAE 4 AR 189 T CES-D BRI N #8— B, U 45 4k B2 vl REJF A5 Ho A A2 B2 3L 5 1)
—rEPr R R AAEIEE R R R R R B AN RS R AT, X BRI A A OG5 U
PAARIE R B0 A Rk o SOl I 60 UE =3 2 18] AR R R/ RAG I = 2 I 2 A — R R & . W& 6.

i

Table 6. The correlation among the three factors in Yen’s three-factor model

5% 6. Yen ZHERE = FZ(EAIHEX

S ARARSER IR 15 4 A IE
RAAREIR 1.00
ARG % 0.75" 1.00
UG % 0.40" 037" 1.00
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ML NS 25 15 SR AR AR RS 25 A IR T 0.40, TEHMIR B BRI ZE . SRHAR L5 3AT S 2 40 5%
H90.75, i TR BT TR 2 1 4 . BRI ST LTRSS A gl I VR R, B4 A R T
R0 AR TR0 AR e, R0 B A 5 TRk T4 A 15 50 T B -

4. +1ig

HT CES-D £ 324 BRI A8 40HLHE, Yen, Robins, Lin 3 [ = B 2 4E &AL &850 B4R T
TR, ST F AR AR, Yen S5 AL A0 R Z B HIE & b E ARG K . R R R
Radloff §1 Hi 1 U P MR o A 70 2 D S g N BIIAT I 45 DK 25, SRR AR I 45 1K 5 83 . A4
DSM-V HIHBAE (S Wbz, 1k = DR 25 5 H0IRE 1 BRIk IR 2 MM A o 1S 2 5 AT 195 4 2 U B 30
BB GRS, RS LORS MM EER L, = 2BA B B AP A A& 3R

WM, b E A TR ARG R I RS 2 G A, JI%, S, R, 201K, 3
A R 1 T A b5 2 b S HAT S 2 e ). DRI, = R SRR DU [ 2 B0 p A B3 RN gy A
WO S DR I AR BT F e MIGER A, ARG 50 50 A A o SHIOAE 5 2 o A P M A 2 e
EURNRERIE S5 W ESBUIN— AL A EGE T, M6, NI, BN, &, 2000). &
AT AHRE SR I TR 2 MNBR 6 Bt R, A 5% 2o Hh B0 i 1 56 A T o AT 7 4 110 7 3
Ko BRIBb, A A BT % 5 DR A 45 R 26 7E B 9 B A FRE

AT T 5B 2 A I 19 2 DR 25 1000 e B 100 Y B0 — SOPE (S FE AR 7, BRI S5 K 25 e TR 1%
RIS RE . BURAE 4 K 2 15 LB AR 26 00 6 B AR T 0 W I 45 TR 36 5 MRS IR R 25 2 1 F AT 2%,
WS SRR I AN R, BURIE SR SCRZE M. Ak, SRR 4 55 & % 15
FEE 0P 01 J5 DR AT 1 1«

Jang 4 A(2010)5 H T SO A IS LA IR, X TR P DT s . Ik, SO .
[ SCAG RIS . PR, TR R 4R, o A SRR 2 4 9 A A3 T2 L,
BRI TS . B 7T, (AR5 A (201 132 H R 16 50 I s 1 B — A S 7 IR T, e LR AT
WIS SR, AT R T SRR R R B . BIRER, AR B B R 1A
), RV TR A — R SRR AT Z (TSN, AN D AT AR . R V438 3 2 Lk A e A e
FESR TR ST IR (P 5L, VREEE, 302, 2011). FVb(2006)5 T O B 0K L — i 5L 10745 0
SOVHTS F S BTN R 2, S SRRt RO R 0 O 2 A 6 T A [ 6 o 5 SR A 00 0
T HIHRAE 5 (ST TR T SR, F S 45 AR 48 AT UL & S K P AR T e . 78
VAR 7R, R, T, RN E(Q009) BF T, EL I — A SRR, A AR T D7 2 A
H BT AR A BR 77 3 CH 57 SR U R g S 3 0B R L P R, T M S VR B A P s R 1
VAT (1 JE DRI 9 N B 25 55 P AR, AN A A B0 T 132 OB TSR, A 4 D 5 LU R 4 DR 2 o
75 SR AT . AR 24 10 1 F 2o % [ 79 CES-D 65 5722 A b O BRI, AR T S5

HEHEmHE
A 52 B R R A £ S8 B1706.
&E ik
MRubit, B4, ZEHE(2009). G O RRAERE T DEFIRAH. AR O FZFE, 17(4), 443-445.

WA, MIEE, WEIRQ009). MBS HRE T RRRWA. F ARG EEZ 45, 17(3), 337-341.
&%, KEHQ017). FRETWHRIMA EITERN PN, #E5RSHH 4L, 17(5), 366-369.
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