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[ Abstract)
following earthquake. Methods: Three and half years after Ya’ an earthquake, 693 adolescents completed ERRI, Child

Objective: To examine the applicability of Events Related Rumination Inventory(ERRI) among adolescents

PTSD Symptom Scale, and Posttraumatic Growth Inventory. One month following original measurement, 432 adolescents of
the original sample completed ERRL. In addition, Eight—half years after Wenchuan earthquake, 407 adolescents completed
ERRI. Results: The alpha coefficients for intrusive rumination, deliberate rumination and ERRT were 0.927, 0.893, and
0.928, respectively. One month after original investigation, the alpha coefficients for intrusive rumination, deliberate rumina-
tion and ERRI were 0.918, 0.912, and 0.933, respectively. Confirmatory factor analysis found that the index of ERRI were
good[x*(169)=669.206, x*/df=3.96, CF1=0.932, TLI=0.924, RMSEA(90% C 1)=0.065(0.060-0.071), SRMR=0.044]. In addi-
tion, intrusive rumination had a significant correlation with posttraumatic stress disorders, and deliberate rumination was
significant correlated with posttraumatic growth. Moreover, there were invariance between factor loading of ERRI among ad-
olescents following Wenchuan earthquake with Ya’ an earthquake, but there was a variance between item intercept of ERRI
among two samples. Conclusion: ERRI have acceptable psychometric quality among adolescents following earthquake,
and it may be applicability to these adolescents who experienced earthquake.
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