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[Abstract]

nese women with breast cancer. Methods: The ASI-3 and HAMA were administrated to 676 women with breast cancer,

Objective: To assess the reliability and validity of the Chinese version of Anxiety Sensitivity index—3 in Chi-

and two weeks later, the ASI-3 was retested among 50 women sampling from the original sample. Results: The Cronbach’s
a coefficient for the total scale was 0.94 and for the three subscales were ranged from 0.91-0.93; The two—week test—retest
coefficient was 0.86 for the total scale and were from 0.67—0.80 for the subscales; The mean inter—item correlation coeffi-
cient for the total scale was 0.49, and for the three subscales were ranged from 0.64-0.69. Results of confirmatory factor
analysis such as CFI(0.94), NFI(0.929), TLI(0.929), RMSEA(0.083) confirmed the original three—factor model. Conclu-
sion: The ASI-3 has good psychometric quality, which can be applied to assess anxiety sensitivity in Chinese women with
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breast cancer effectively.
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