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[Abstract] Objective: To revise the Wechsler Memory ScaleJourth Edition( WMS-V) of Chinese version
(‘adult battery) and examine its validity and reliability. Methods: The WMS-V of Chinese version (adult battery)
was administered to 1561 normal Chinese subjects aged 16 to 69 years old, meanwhile 1554 subjects out of the sam—
ples received the Wechsler Adult Intelligence ScaleFourth Edition (WAISHV) of Chinese version,which was as a

criterion validity scale,to test the validity of the WMS-V of Chinese version( adult battery) . Based on the variables
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of age,sex and education level ,a stratified sampling plan was designed to ensure the presentation of samples. Out of
the samples, 95 examinees received the WMS-V of Chinese version (adult battery) twice with a 22-day-
interval. Results: The confirmatory factor analysis indicated the two-factor model was fitted well. The correlation
between index scores from WMSHV of Chinese version (adult battery) and the working memory index from
WAISV was 0. 50 - 0. 64 ,and correlation of index scores and full scale memory quotient (FSMQ) with the full
scale intelligence quotient (FSIQ) was 0.61 to 0.73. The average reliability coefficients in the subtests, process,
FSMQ and index scores were 0. 79 —0.93,0. 67 —0. 86,and 0. 93 —0. 97 respectively. The testretest stability coef—
ficients of the subtests, FSMQ and index scores were 0. 40 —0. 69 and 0. 68 — 0. 78 respectively. The decision-con—
sistency coefficients in recognition subtests were all above 0. 90. The inter—rater agreements in the Visual Reproduc—
tion subtest was above 0. 95. Conclusion: The WMS-YV of Chinese version (adult battery) has generated good relia—
bility and validity and is applicable in Chinese adults.
[Key words] Wechsler Memory Scale-Fourth Edition of Chinese version ( adult battery) ; revision; validity;
reliability; psychometrics
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