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[Abstract)

Objective: To carry out a preliminary revision of luthans psychological capital questionnaire’s items and

the structure. Methods: The questionnaire was administrated to 908 Chinese employees and a research was made for ap-

plicability. Results: The whole scale and four dimension coefficients were from 0.7031-0.8125. The test—retest reliability

was from 0.6982-0.7453. Exploratory factor analysis of survey results showed that self-confidence, hope, resilience, opti-

mism of four—dimensional structure of the project load in their dimensions ranged from 0.604 to 0.879; the total variance

explained amounted to 65.484 percent. The results of CFA showed that the measurement model fit the data well. The reli-

ability and validity of the revised psychological capital questionnaire met the needs of psychometrics well. Conclusion:

The questionnaire could be used in the related research and practice.
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