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Abstract: Objective: To achieve an in-depth knowledge of personality disorders prevalence features in the
university students groups. Methods: Personality Diagnostic Questionnaire-4 + (PDQ-4+) was administered
to a sample consisting of 3552 university students (including postgraduate and undergraduate) to investigate
personality disorder (PD) subjects, and BPD subjects were diagnosed by Structured Clinical Interview for
DSM-1V personality disorders (SCID-II). Results: 1) The undergraduates showed significantly higher than
graduate students in the subscales for different types of PD (excluding schizoid) of PDQ-4+; 2) The males
showed significantly higher than females in subtypes of paranoid, schizotypal, antisocial, narcissistic, com-
pulsive-obsessive and passive-aggressive, and lower in subtypes of avoidant, borderline and dependent; 3)
The results of Percentile showed that the scores of compulsive-obsessive and borderline were significantly
higher at the point of 95% than cut-off scores of PDQ-4+; 4) According to the original classification, the
positive rate of compulsive-obsessive was the highest, avoidant, histrionic, narcissistic, borderline followed,
and schizotypal was the lowest; 5) The prevalence of BPD was 1.74% in the university students groups.
Conclusion: There were differences in gender and art & science on some terms of PDQ-4+; the original clas-
sification of PDQ-4+ is not suitable for university students, it needs to be adapted when applied.
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KEIA): NARFERT; AR 2 W& (PDQ-4+); AR BEIG IR IR 2 sUR I (SCID-1T); 144 A% A% (BPD)

il

1. 5]

KA (BFEBE A ) IR Ab T 5 o0 KR I Re R Y
B, HANMEW. HIRMEES. A IEZEE R E,
Iz sl A5 8 B BT IS5 R ) AR A, X —
A AL T 0 B R AR 2 0 110 v RS IR A (1
WAEE, FWISE, 2008). ITLEAESR, KR OB
R I R A 0] R A ORI, R BRI
=X (WS R X HE -2 S T/ NE= 22 SN - HiEA AN
FIABIERAESE . 7™ B A BRAS AN S IE P R RS 5 20
R IR HEA WA BIEISE(1999) XK
AT I A BAS J7 T, 15 3R IE KA
A N B 1) R 26 40°R 2.5%, 1T 2001~2002 4F 1 £
R 3R NS FERG I % 228 14.8%(Grant, Stinson,
Dawson et al., 2005). EH LT~ KFAERD
Hnd, AR FE0RY. JRIE. B4 MRS
Ir) R R R (R, EAEE, SEWISE, 2008), —
WA R 22 A 0o 3 ) AT e 5 N A [0S (personality
disorder, PD)f K(H3CH, #hMHr, T 5%, 2008).

TEEFR MG B h ] @, 12 8 A M B i (border-
line personality disorder, BPD) N WL (W, A7 IE
FEWISE, 2008), HImKIGTT LBV ME(Hennessey &
McReynolds, 2001), ‘B —FLUEER. APRKXR. H
RE AT N T RHIE I 5 2% 1T ™ 5 1A s,
HA & H 5 5 EH A B XS (Lieb, Zanarini, Schmahl
et al., 2004), FHEXTH AR EE=Z HA ), 1R
D EF RIS, BRETSE, 20115 223000, BRiksE,
2010), 5 H EE B GG E ] B &S PSR R,
FECS LB ST N RSO, R, T 25,
2008). A T2 R A TAE R AEE AR EN R R —
(RERWE, HCHFSE, 2009), AR A 0B SR
SAEFA IR T X — P RAT ZEARRE, DA
REF AR — /AT A BN B Az, Tl s RO
HfE L R A

2. iR AG=E
2.1. FI&,
TN S B R AR A FRF 5T AR . {8 AR A 5
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SN BT 2R AR AR AT 554 3 AR R TR % 4000
By, [BIWCE 2R 3552 1y, AR 88.8%. W K H
FIEN A 114, HAased 661 NG5 18.6%),

AR 2891 AN(15 81.4%). #IRFERIEREIAN: 18 &
26 %, FHFER 20.2 2 Horp 534 1301 A (i 36.6%),
4 2251 N( 63.4%).

22. TR

1) PDQ-4+ (AHKEFEHG LI i 4/Personality Diag-
nostic Questionnaire FGHIMETT M) H SChiiA . PDQ &3
Hyler 1#--AR 4 DSM-IIT % il () FH -0 25 A Ehs
() B =X 7 % (Hyler, Skodd, Oldham et al., 1992),
PDQ-4+/f#E DSM-IV Xt PDQ FriEfik—H 51T,
#5107 ANTH , V34 12 AU, 253 T3l DSM-IV
g 12 FRERE A M PSS (Jian, Rorbert, Paul et al.,
2000). %L B LFIFE BT, SAE A
AR EHAE TR, RS 2~4 JA R E NS A
0.5~0.8 Z[A}(P<0.01), HAGEERLF, X AMRAGHIE
WA e 1) R AR R, &R E R
KATHEE, RARMSE, 2002).

2) SCID-IT (DSM-III-R A% B figtlfs A s Al /
Structured Clinical Interview For DSM-III-R Personality
Disorders)H SCRRA (S 5%, XIWpFL, ZEETHHEE, 2001).
SCID-II /& Hi Spitzer & H [/ 5 Gibbon. William. Davies
SEIL[E K. 5 DSM-I-R 12 W7 R S8 U (1 A i
T im PR S TR, e 12 ARG, &a
T B & HImARIZ W HAR 7 2% H 20 75 H7E & TN
R FAFHHRHZ W H 28, ASBIE S b I (Rl H
WA 1A RGN FRT 2 W H

2.3. 1BFF

1) FeREE RS, 7ERH A (BT 5T AR
AR ) O B A A I (DABE RO ERAL) K PDQ-4+n) 45
REGFHES, ERUGYS BRI, RN BRF A
KA HAT IR T o SIS H o e, W
455 H SPSS11.5 it -kt it — 2 &t ot

2) X PDQ-4+il G MG 5y KT-(BE5 1) 7 70 & AT
Z)TETHIWR, PIATHRA 52k SCID-IT 45k Vi kK
W, AR V€ & 2 (8] Kap {HiA %] 0.85~0.90.
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3. &8

3.1. KEEHAE PDQ-+EERTK
ENERSMAREEL

EFEAR PDQ-4+ 5y ) & oy B3R 4y S B E
(2002) 5 38 NFERE ARG T [ P9 148 17 6 10 B A
FERRAE 18~80 %, iR B 328 fir, 4 300 fn)kLL, 7E
HOU AR 2R, BT R — IR T
BABEZ AL, HARS TR #0503 5 T 8 A
ARRHVEREAR S A REA LU BR T 78 30— T b 2%
FARBES, HASTHM G2 W EAR AR E S
FHrFeE, mMHZERRZEGER T P < 0.01 FIAKF.
TENE 1.

3.2, REAEHARMS, B EMESLER

KRR LA R, BAEMLA
IR T A E . REAAINAR AR =T BB

BFEHN, HRZDGIMEy LA EREER, H
B AR, SRR, BAR, Sobe B, Rl

B WA BEE A E ) EARR T, R
R g R AL M = T B B AR T B
MRS R EoR, SCRHEMPERHERR 172 (i A0
TR P IR A5 0 AFAE 25 2 R ARV E B2 & T
BRME), HARB WA 2R BARE . IR 2.

3.3. PDQ-H D ERFMESHB MR EHE
PHMEZR

X; PDQ-4++ I &R o AL AT B &
Mgt R, S'ERGSLE 90 Hohr LRI AN 3
x 7, £ 95 Boh bRl 4 & 8, WEH T
PDQ-4+JF B HR P RIS (3 & S)HVaHE . Hr, 7595
PIE A b, daRER 8, HIRKIF (4% &
Ky HWRZDGH., AMMEER, 5MERN 7. 7.
6, MERMAT A 5. 5. 4. W& DSTRRIPATERE,
T R 2 R AR 1) o A S i 3 2R 1) B R B v
EET 62.43%; (AR, FyEM., HAAL, g
EARIRIRZ s I RER PR R AR, R 5.83%.
W 3.

Table 1. The comparison of each subscale’s scores and overall score of PDQ-4+ between different samples

R 1. PDQ-+AERSMBSHEE, BHESEBARLE. FRESTHRERHSLER

PDQ-4+/r R A =3552) BN (n = 628) t KA REAR(n =2891) WFALAREA (= 661) t
PND 1.97 + 1.59 1.83+ 1.68 201 2.00+ 1.60 1.84+1.50 231"
SZT 1.42+1.20 1.76 + 1.48 -6.21" 1.42+1.22 139+1.14 0.64
SZD 3.05+1.65 1.71+1.87 18.83" 3.13+1.65 270+ 1.59 597"
HST 3.64+1.17 2.28+1.93 17.62" 3.69+1.71 339+ 1.75 413"
NAR 3.23+1.94 2474220 9.04" 3.31+1.95 2.89 +1.81 497"
BDL 273 £2.06 1.81+2.17 10.27™ 2.82+2.10 2.34+1.83 542"
ATS 1.18 +1.24 0.76 + 1.25 7.61° 1.23+1.26 0.94+1.14 545"
AVD 2.74+1.99 247+2.07 3.017 2.78 £2.00 255+195 275"
DEP 1.99+1.76 1.21+1.59 10.16™ 2.12+1.79 1.44 +1.50 9.03”
OBC 436+2.14 3.44+£2.66 9.71" 4.40£2.12 4214220 2.02"
PAG 2.02+1.35 1.51+1.68 8.02" 2.08+1.36 1.73 + 1.24 6.20"
DPS 2.14+1.69 1.68 + 1.49 6.55 2.19+1.70 1.96 + 1.60 3207

TOTAL 30.47 £ 12.65 2279+ 14.1 13.77” 31.18 £ 12.70 27.76 + 11.88 6.98"

H: 1)'P<0.05, "P<0.01; 2) PND: fth; SZT H5%k; SzD: 4%, HST RFEMEHA); NAR: HAM; BDL: H%%; ATS: &it&%; AVD:
[H]@EAY; DEP: f&#i%Y; OBC: s#iti#l; PAG: #EzhZtAl; DPS: #lIfl%; TOTAL: PDQ-4+i43.
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Table 2. The differences of each subscale’s scores and overall score of PDQ-4+ in gender and art & science
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R 2. PDQ-+ENBRAMESHMANERKSCEER LR

PDQ-4+7 53R HEMm=1301) L (n=2251) t L EHn = 1625) R n = 1927) t
PND 2.07+1.61 1.92+1.56 2.68" 2.04+1.62 1.92+1.55 217
SZT 1.45+1.24 1.40 + 1.18 123 143+1.17 1.41+1.23 0.32
SZD 3.59 +1.81 2.89 +1.58 775" 3.06 + 1.65 3.03+1.65 0.56
HST 3.37+1.95 3.66 = 1.67 -1.26 3.66+1.72 3.61+1.73 0.87
NAR 3.37+1.95 3.15+1.92 3.185" 3.23+1.92 3.23+1.95 -0.06
BDL 2.61+2.06 2.80+2.05 -2.70" 2.78 £2.06 2.70 +2.06 1.16
ATS 1.40 + 1.38 1.05+1.14 8.32" 1.17+1.22 1.19+1.25 -0.34
AVD 2.65+2.04 2.79+1.96 -2.08" 2744197 2.74+2.01 -0.05
DEP 1.88+1.73 2.06+1.77 -2.85" 1.99 +1.80 1.99+1.72 0.07
OBC 4.49+2.20 429+2.10 2.68" 435+2.18 437+2.11 -0.24
PAG 2.13+1.39 1.95+1.32 3.86" 2.01+1.33 2.02+1.36 -0.23
DPS 220+ 1.76 1.86 +1.55 1.43 222+1.68 2.08+1.69 256"

TOTAL 31.16 + 13.36 30.0 +12.20 245 30.68 + 12.67 30.29 + 12.63 0.92
: 1)'P<0.05, "P<0.01; 2)PND: fiihZ; SZT /3%t SZD: #%%; HST: REEM(BHHE):; NAR: HASR; BDL: H%H; ATS: Rit&H; AVD:

[A]#7%; DEP: {K#i%!; OBC: #ifi%!; PAG: #EhXdi%!; DPS: #Ifif%; TOTAL: PDQ-4+i7%.

Table 3. The percentile of each subscale’s scores and overall score of PDQ-4+ and the positive rate of each sample

& 3. PDQ-+ A ERSME S W E MER &S BFAMEn = 3552)

70 75 80 85 90 95 PDQ JRXIF 5y SRR ARERRMERY TFRAEER%
PND 3.00 3.00 3.00 4.00 4.00 5.00 <4 17.23 18.26 12.71
SZT 2.00 2.00 2.00 3.00 3.00 4.00 <4 5.83 6.15 4.84
SZD 4.00 4.00 4.00 5.00 5.00 6.00 <5 18.21 19.30 13.46
HST 4.00 5.00 5.00 5.00 6.00 6.00 <5 29.95 31.62 25.60
NAR 4.00 4.00 5.00 5.00 6.00 7.00 <5 24.57 26.18 17.50
BDL 4.00 4.00 4.00 5.00 6.00 7.00 <5 19.22 21.62 13.20
ATS 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 3.00 4.00 <3 13.82 3431 9.50
AVD 4.00 4.00 5.00 5.00 6.00 6.00 <4 33.35 33.35 29.20
DEP 3.00 3.00 3.00 4.00 4.00 5.00 <5 10.00 11.17 5.30
OBC 5.00 6.00 6.00 7.00 7.00 8.00 <4 62.43 63.20 59.20
PAG 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 4.00 4.00 <4 13.85 15.29 8.00
DPS 3.00 3.00 4.00 4.00 5.00 5.00 <5 10.90 11.50 8.20

TOTAL  37.00 38.00 41.00 44.00 47.00 53.00
E: 1)"P<0.05, “"P<0.01; 2)PND: fifhfl; SZT 4%k, SZD: 4%, HST: RiFMCEMA); NAR: HA48%, BDL: #1#A,; ATS: KiL&H, AVD:

[EI§ERY; DEP: {Kk#i%; OBC: 3RiAAL; PAG: WsiMuhAY; DPS: fIfifl; TOTAL: PDQ-4+&7).

3.4. SCID-11 ;A& BN E 4
HiT T A BIF UL 0

\IHIRR S
HH PDQ-4+ALG R —Tifd 5 7

UL ECEIE 7 )% 254 N, HBRAEH 7.15%,

Tk 523t SCID-11 45
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R TR B I B PR A4 BT TN B

SRINHX 254 NGHATLE R, ®EHEZ 62 N, 4
SUTRNEL) 24.4%. B3 7 50 LR IIEBAS 2 BPD,

AR I THT £ 445 2 W] DUAE Mg 3 50 14 vy

KL FE A

BPD HIEREKRLIN 1.74%(7.15% x 24.4%).
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4. WHg
4.1. SRFEARCBEAOIRFSH

PALEA 23 FH 16PF. MMPI 258 00 K242 A
RO B o) A I DR BRI A, R R 2 A PR B8 i) R
Z T @ NRE 50 i (B, BEIR, 2002; 40,
EFN, Ba2, 2001), H3CHE%2004)1H 7T 2R
KEAE PDQ-4+11ESr . 2T 3R o e NS Bt B
PERAME L@ A, AR T AR,
BENEE RFEF I, TR AR, AR AL
WHICAEREA, TR F1K 2 I A LL M 264 55(2002)
I NFEREAR RS20 Bm, U AR S AR A 1 B
HNKE o] A5 A

UEAh, AW TR RS AR R AR 58 AR AR I 43
BT BB, RIBR T 43 2 —T4h, HAR & WAL
SEREARVE B E R T AA, SN RS
FH M SR AR AR I = TR oA, SRR R 2R N
% v 8 3k LURIE A B PR SRR BRI R R (B A
FEREA I PS5 08 v TR T AR AR, B ST AR AT
PR m T AR IR, IR Sk FnT #e o [a] B0
TN BERG A BE A RS B T AN A

SFEAR A 22 S LR R, BAE R, 4
R AR RAESAL SRIAR . WEh M AR
gy LR ST A, WA AR L [R]ER A
WG =0 FRESTHE, —2E N B AR AR
I R Lk . BhAh, SRR ARSI R
BARFE R BURE A, X— RS R (R, A
FE, FENISE, 2008 3CH, By, 1245, 2008;
RIRUE, TS 2009; 30, BWHE, 2004)2%
Bh, ATRRAR KARE At 22 SO T 53 e AN [R5
Fiy E RN 23 A G0 NSRRI S IR s

AT T 25 s SCRE AR AE S AR R0 40 A B
T EAR 0 B m T EAAE, HARSIAASHERA
B, VLB SCRMA LLERRLAEFE S J5 TH SE 2% 5 LA
AR AP 1] . X — 25 55 R R AL 48 R (g,
BARE, FENITE, 2008)FHEL.

4.2. PDQ-4+EHEMERAMRE
SRR DHRIA S e

PDQ-4+% /) B R ALK E IR A 1E 3 B 5 [
(Hyler, Skodd, Oldham et al., 1992), [® P IHF 78 & B i%
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SRR TRIE N 52 2B SO R R 2, R
AR ] 3 B A 43 R I AHE B S (M 25, TLARAR
%, 2000). BRI T iz, Ao Y e
PER L 62.43%, frEHE—, HUGEEER, BHE2R
N 33.35%, % FoREREA. AL BgA. R
RUFMwPAAY, FHVER AT T 15%0L F, R
T IR e 2% H AR R T oy SRR B BN IE A AR AL
FEA, $EORTEF TR E SIS 5o F5 ik — 28T .

TP PDQ-4+3 E BRI S 7 2 5 1E A T K%
AR, EE X BRBAT T H NN, R R
SR, fE P8O i b 7N Ry, e AN [A] 8 7
CUk B T EE RIS MAE PO £ b By 24P R
AL, HRERAER 7RIS BEAE P95 A |,
A ER AR BT TR ERIR . ML EgR
B4R, PDQ-4+7EH T [E S R REARRT, R
RIS RS, DAt st e R PH 1 2

DAL R NA BRG], EIL L 7 23 R RIS 8
NEGE. RS ARG, SRR RRAEREA R
FAEREAIPHME R 23 B2 19.22%. 21.62%A11 13.20%,
ARV BARE TR R 17.7%CGE B, HiEdk,
1998); WKLl 7 s RIFE, WIEEHR 7.15%. 7.92%F1
3.78%, WL.EE 4.

5. 4518

1) DAL PDQ-4-+i 2 i AR A FIBIE 52 A8 (1) A A B
18, TR RFEARIE & AR FIBIE 7826 73 FEATE 5 40
Kofmas bHE5EE AR REER, HARAENE
Zm TAREP<0.01).

2) PDQ-4+ R EASE —LE T H A7 7E M 71 A ST
R 2 5 o

3) PDQ-4+JFERI ARG A AR A REAR,
WAE S PR TAE R BRI 4

4) AL T G NS RS BH A H R, %
PDQ-4+JE R A3 N 19.22%, F I A3 )N
7.15%.

Table 4. The positive rate of BPD at different cut-off scores
+® 4. DEEFERA S BENTE %R

e stk ARE B

BH 2% FH 2% o 1 2%
PLSRI 5 43 RIS 19.22 21.62 13.20
BL7 73ki5t 7.15 7.92 3.78

Copyright © 2013 Hanspub
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5) 4 PDQ-4+{fi X Fl SCID-IT 45 ¥4k 15 ik [
B, R A L G B NS RG24
1.74%.
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