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[Abstract] Objective: To evaluate the reliability and validity of Emotional Problems Factor of Chinese Personality As-
sessment Inventory II (CPAI2-E). Methods: Item analysis of the test was carried out; internal consistency reliability,
retest reliability and structure validity, differential validity were examined. Results; (DThrough factor analysis, 20 subordi-
nate factors were got. @The Cronbach a coefficient of the total was 0.948 and each factor ranged from 0.755 to 0.896;
re—test reliability of the total test was 0.718. Conclusion: CPAI2-E can be used as an effective and reliable tool for as-
sessing anxiety disorders.
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