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[Abstract] Objective: To use IIP -32 in Chinese college students. Methods: Part of graduate students and

undergraduate students of a university completed 1IP-32, SDS, SAS and SCL-90 via internet. Results: (DThe results of
confirmatory factor analysis showed that data fit the eight—factor structure of 1IP-32 well; @The coefficients of Cronbach’s
Alpha of the eight factors of IIP-32 were between 0.529-0.689 and the coefficients of test-retest were between 0.799—
0.996; B The scores of eight factors of 1IP-32 in the group of anxiety were greater than in the normal group. It was the
same in the group of depression except the scores of LM. The scores of 1IP=32 were positively correlated with score of
SCL-90. Conclusion: The reliability and validity of IIP-32 are verified in the group of Chinese college students.
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