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[Abstract] Objective: The present study aimed to develop the Revised Meaning in Life Questionnaire(RMLQ) for col-
lege students, RMLQ and investigate its psychometric properties as well as generalizability. Methods: 1200 college stu-
dents were surveyed with the RMLQ, Rosenberg’ s Self—esteem Scale, General Self—efficacy Scale, and Revision of the Un-
dergraduates’ Loneliness Scale. Results: The hi—factor structure was very steady, no matter what the rotation is the vari-
max or promax. The item reliability of presence of meaning and search of meaning are respectively 0.809 and 0.835 using

multidimensional Rasch analysis, the separation reliability is 0.988. Conclusion: The reliability and validity are excellent

for the Revised Meaning in Life Questionnaire.
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