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A Study of Reliability and Validity for Mutuality of Autonomy Scale(MOA) in Rorschach Test
PENG Hong- jun, MENG Xian- zhang, LONG Ying, YANG Chan- juan
Guangzhou Brain Hospital, Guangzhou 510370, China

Abstract  Objective: Exploring the reliability and validity of object relations MOA scale. Methods: 32 schizophrenia
patients, 30 depression people, 31mania patients were taken into groups, and 32 people in control group were taken, Pa-
tients taken must meet the CCMD- 3 diagnosis criterion, Patients in different groups were evaluated by MOA, the control
group were evaluated again after a month; two different surveyors evaluated the reactions of the same control group re-
spectively. Results: There was a significant correlation between the two evaluations, the correlation coefficient are between
0.78 and 0.98 (P<0.01); Two different surveyors evaluated the same control group and the coherence frequency is between
0.75and 0.95, the total coherence frequency is 0.91. The seven variables of MOA can reduce to three factors(DA SI SA;
MC OE; RA DI); the three variables reduced by the seven variables of MOA and the seven ones can distinguish the peo-
ple with mental disorders from the normal ones. Conclusion: Mutuality of Autonomy Scale (MOA) in Rorschach Test has
good reliability and validity in Chinese people.
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