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The Relationship between State Anxiety before College Entrance
Examination and Inherent Psychological Factors
DANG Cai—ping

School of Education Science, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210097, China
[Abstract] Objective: To examine that how the state anxiety before college entrance examination was affected by the
inherent psychological factors. Methods: Correlate & regression. Results: Those variables which entered the Regression
formula of state anxiety before college entrance examination according to their explanation were trait anxiety, neuroticism
and self-efficacy, the explanation of them is 56.7% . Intro—extroversion and psychoticism were removed from the formula

because of inadequate explanation. Conclusion: Several inherent psychological factors have different effect on the state

anxiety before college entrance examination.
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