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[Abstract]

Chinese female patients with breast cancer. Methods: The CBF-PI-B and a parcel of scales were administrated to 529

Objective: To assess the reliability and validity of Chinese Big Five Personality Inventory Brief Version in

patients and 141 healthy women. The reliability and validity of CBF-PI-B were analyzed. Results: The Cronbach’s alpha
coefficient for the total scale was 0.80 and for the five subscales ranged from 0.89-0.95; The test—test coefficient were
from 0.67~0.82 for the subscales and was 0.57 for the total scale. The mean inter—item correlation coefficient for the total
scale was 0.11, and for the five subscales ranged from 0.50-0.69. Indices of confirmatory factor analysis were x¥df(5.777),
RMSEA(0.095), CF1(0.924), NFI(0.910), TLI(0.905), which indicated that the construct validity was acceptable. The breast
cancer patients and healthy women had significant differences in neuroticism, agreeableness and openness. Conclusion:
CBF-PI-B has good reliability, and acceptable validity, which confirms that it’s a reliable and valid assessment of per-
sonality in Chinese female patients with breast cancer.
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