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Abstract

Objective: To introduce and test validity and reliability of the German Test Anxiety Scale (Pru-
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fungsangstfragebogen, PAF), which is now widely used to measure the four-factor model of test
anxiety. Method: Totally 1300 high school students were selected and the data were analyzed with
confirmatory factor analysis, criterion validity analysis and internal consistency reliability test.
The Academic Self-Efficacy Scale and the Eysenck Personality Questionnaire-R Short Scale (EPQ-RSC)
neuroticism were used as calibration tools. Results: Exploratory factor analysis yielded a four-
factor structure including worry, interference, emotionality and lack of confidence. Confirmatory
factor analysis showed four-factor model of the PAF (x?/df = 3.71, CFI = 0.94, TLI = 0.93, RMSEA =
0.07). The scale had good discriminate and convergent validity; and the total scores and dimen-
sions of the PAF were negatively correlated with academic self-efficacy, and positively correlated
with the scores of EPQ-RSC neuroticism (p < 0.01). The Cronbach’s « coefficient was 0.9 for the to-
tal scale. Conclusion: The PAF scale shows good reliability and validity in Chinese samples, and can
be used as a measure of test anxiety levels in high school students.
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1. 518

LS (Test Anxiety) & B — & I8 B2 1E 5 B 51 & 1015 S AL 182 FE (Spielberger et al., 2015), i@
BB, RN RS R R SR R . AR R R RO, FEHL 1
A ERANAT N7 A AN [FIRE FE R B (Lotz et al., 2021; Roos et al., 2021). i fEAE 208 W H D 8 W
()45 L8 0] UG 24 2 B & L) 2 %0 . TR ORI, FRIE mrr AR B AR B R R 200 57.7%, HAERA
FEIHZEE EF BB, 0k, 2019). FHiEEA X S R, FEE ST T
F#(von der Embse et al., 2018), 7K1~ ()75 A8 R B A2 I PR A P& 1) XU IRl 3 2 — (B 4+, ik, 2022),
BT, AR AR RN G ] R ) A

T EHER L T RS AR AR ST FIRILRE JT, TR A S R IR R AR, [ A X A A
FEIILERE T 72858, R R AR SRR 2 AR 1 RS .

Sarason Jf& T Test Anxiety Scale ({&i#% TAS) (Sarason, 1978), &) ZMNMAKEREEERZ —, H
TAS FE4ERETT 2 2 i %E . TAS R HIRE S S —4Eg5 1, KRR R T g, H DL
ZEA 5 H T 2 i 1A FE (Wine, 1980). BiJ5, Sarason tik— 53t H H iR VU R R AR, Kl
ISR 53 AR VAN 5 B T0 DG I LA, KA 4 1 o3 R D SRR AN B A S ORE, I TR T T EE K Reactions
to Tests scale (f&i#% RTT)XIHXMEEHATIE, 2 RTT &R TAFRE WK TS5 A4 2 64 H
(Hoferichter et al., 2016). %A1, RTT ERAIFEHUFA T HRAEFEN TAS ERIEAREXN B 2 4R 15 £E
JEHEAT 7 B, SRR PP R A E TR ik, fERNRYgEER TAS 65 37 ANIH, 70t
FPFHRERERRE TR S HARER A, TS TR 0K B2 52 m b i & 2 ALK 2 R
Z—(Taylor & Deane, 2002), FAIFEEY, TAS BEEXHEH THIXEEBBIRHHIA(Xu et al., 2022), XH]
RE T4 2 B9 H IR T v 25 il A e A il A il & 17 4 3 B R HE R I &2

Liebert 411 Morris (Liebert & Morris, 1967) i ¥I5¢ t 1 il R & MIOWAE LR, w52 1 H il M &P
PRGBS ML (Worry), ARFEINENRLSr, RIS e i) AR AT BBl 58 25 1R I A L I R B TR G 1B 481k
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(Emotionality), AREIGH RS, BIXE Ea I REBENFIZE R, DL AR B X 6 5 2 R AN BB (1) 175 46
Moo AT HHIIX P NYERE, Spielberger (Spielberger, 2010)JF & T % it 4E & B % (Test Anxiety Inventory,
TAl), TS0 TAI HEA (LA B, 2003) 37817 . SRMIME A ERRIE, BRIV e s -
SEARFRIYERE, BAE TAI FP7AE% & 5 (1 5 B (Zeidner, 2007), TAl KAE7E W& 2% WA FE A J4E R,
W RSN AIGE B — A5y, DRIUGAE J5 SRHE 7 rh AT TAL S5 50 2% X A R8T V5 A S AN [ 4 B 1 1
o tb4h, TAS FI TAI TGiE FAAX B Rl FE R F R 508, RITCio AN A B B 2% i 45 Sk
TIX 5, PUCAKIZE R, ASH] T i lE i 70 A ) ik — P i b g

TR R UL L2 AR S R TP AR A L, Hodapp (1991) R BT #8151 TAI B3R (TAI-G) N #E4T 1
FEAUEM, AR IR 53 T — P, TAI-G SR 7 —AN 8 A gk i ——i
ZA5 0. TAI-G H 30 MHLH A ERA, B3 8P, PP RIS R R L
T, WETLRMAEEXMESFHER I oG shZE 0, PSS AR RO F R Sy rsm; 54
P, RAMGEMS AT EREE. TAIG £ — 4 1 20K 2 48 B AE Jy VU 4E 25 0 il th 1) 0] 5
(Bischofsberger et al., 2021). TAI-G VYR Z= B OV &7 2 AN E K A FFE AR5 BI00E, 5% E
(Hodapp & Benson, 1997). J1& -k (Harpell & Andrews, 2012). ¥ (Mowbray et al., 2015)%% .

NTRME-AEHED THEAMTE, TAG B S fHEMBEITKE T PAF BF
(“Prufungsangstfragebogen”, PAF) (Hodapp et al., 2011), PAF &ER[FFZHET TAI-G PR FEBA, Zi%
BERIFCAPRERAS, 3L 20 B H, B0 8RA 5 M0H, KA 4 5ty FEATHEEDF
(Hodapp et al., 2011; Ringeisen et al., 2016)F1 K224 (Reiss et al., 2017) 1% iR fE .

PAF SR M DBEMAET, EHEsh 730 TH B SN MBS . ARy, *%
A FE A S0 7 T 5 25 3 Sl 9% & 3 A5 V1) (von der Embse et al., 2018). {H & BT 515 iR AL FE A S0 7
HEA SRR, (G157 2 2B a0 B AR 8 AR S SR I AT RS, A x5l k
W E AL 4 T A B, RS BURSTF FE(Steinmayr et al., 2016). {H PAF &3 ¥ T i fh
fRREIE R T by, WEAORIL, AL TR, RS B G B AR S T AT AR R R R R AR A R B
KK I (Donati et al., 2020; Schillinger et al., 2021), F Hxf TR 244, ZERMARINF RS 5
FRSRAEAE AN [F] 6 2 (Hammer et al., 2022; Mocklinghoff et al., 2021) . ZET- 1, oK k% 3 A8 e AT (1 i 9 7 22
BN R T H AR EA F R PR 2, IERENS = & i E T Hifi ii(Mowbray et al., 2015). Ib4F, PAF
EEZR TGN “AEFRH” WHE, B8 ERHREAS AR E AR L, XG5 —
A% H RIS E R AESSES LIS . BT, PAF &R CA/E4EE (Hodapp et al., 2011). &K
Fl(Donati et al., 2020)#13& [ (Hoferichter et al., 2016)% ZANE & AR FIFEA RS IT FE T . (5% & 252
2R, PAF 232 5 a1 B 2 A 7 i — P58 (Hodapp & Benson, 1997).

ARk, 0T H BRI E T RARREAR EHwE, WHFEEANLE 2014 FE2IT 7 TR
Friedman-Bendas %0 fE &R (1555, 2014), MZERE - OB - 44 = R ZAA H R X 2 i AR R E 473
. AT Y AN ERERER, PAF — Mt 7 4irsch w2 ER R R, 12
B 7 SSUFHUE 32 FF(Hodapp & Benson, 1997; Keith et al., 2003), J H 350 H #0f /b 8440 8&% 5 M H,
RIILE 8796 PR R H 25 78 2 2B AR R DU DR 3R 5 59— T 1D, PAF SE L33 TS NAEZE IGO0 T 1 SOBE
FLRE i i S B R VEAI S B S RS IR R R R S . R E 2, PAF 2
TEAL 2 2421 B2 R 1) R IR T (Hoferichter et al., 2016). 4 T figdvk B BT E A S = MM &40, T
P = BAEAE VN 2 45 AR E TR N, FFHES) B EIE T — P ke, Aoesl
N Hodapp %1 1) PAF %1% £ & &% (Hodapp et al., 2011), AR AEREAONFEASHEN, JT & AL PAF
BRI SR
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2. NRE5F*
21 ARMR

AT A BIRTLAA KRR AR A, SR RERERIRE (7RI L 3 Firrh 2, fEm— R e =4
NUEBEEZL, CABEZON ST AT BERE RN, FEIREN 1300 4 mrrh A, BIBRIUERIEZ . ITE R 2 S5 T R
Hla, BRFEARN 1154 4y, HREIRE N 88.77%. FH Lotk 640 4(55.46%), Y14 514 4(44.54%),
W AE 12~20 % 2 [A)(M = 16.84, SD = 0.99). KiAEABENL 7 Wty , FEAFEA 578 N, HrkeA 1 HTHRER
PERIZ 8T, FEA 2 FHFIRUEER 2 4T

A5 B AL AR K 22 NS S R GO B 2R R T E H A . T A R A

22. fiRIE

(1) PAF &%

AFEFHE (worry) T (Interference). Hk = H 15 (lack of confidence) F11# 4 14: (emotionality) 4 /~7r 3%,
BN EROESATH, SERIL20AWH. KH 4 & Likert v, JEEMN “JUFEE” 2] “JLF A
e, BRI EE, RPN IR G K-S, Rz gEEERA AT, R PAF &%
Cronbach’s o 2%} 0.88.

(2) AR ER

K FH 2252051 (2004) g il 1 22olk B FRAR R 1) o, 3k 22 AN, SRAH 6 Riihdr, BEREG MR, &
B ) b B FR Ak e GBS . % B8R 1Y) Cronbach’s o R34 0.82.

(3) RN G A ER P ER—ME 7 &

KRR 55 (2000297 R A i S i X E R D ERh s & s B3R . o ERIL 12 M3
i, RARAEEE S, RV i1, RV L0, ERAESEESREMETKTFEE. X8R
1] Cronbach’s a R%UN 0.77.

23. fiRIE

231 EXRBF

H 2 44 00 B AE AP 5046 43 BN B3R D SORR B A o ST AT LU X, T 1 44 98506 50K 1 E Rl B e,
Bt 5 5 O AR ST G, I IR I R T AT B, TR R T SO . T 20 44w AR R
R H T IE A AT, TR A R I RR 745

2.32. IESH
P #tls K H] SPSS 26.0 Giit BT BN WUH 700 WRVEE R B BUERI A,
Amos 23.0 FEATIIEPER R 737 .

3. R
3.1. B ST

K FH USRS AR it 2 2R BEAT I H A & 56, W EREANEH 5 R FTEgE R A o 250
SR, AR E SRR R BB R IEM K, A4RiE L(p <0.01), HET5 a0 0%,
PAF 1R 20 1Nk B84 5 B3 AH SR 2500 0.33~0.76. [if)5, K1E PAF X EEER DS HT =K
HEF, PLETJE 27%1FE Nm . R4, SFEfRa AT H L0 2 2 T oL FEAR t /6. 45
B, AR H A ZERE g R L (p < 0.001).
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Table 1. Correlation (r) between the value of each entry in the PAF and the total score and the difference between high and
low subgroups (t)

= 1 PAF PIXIREFEESBSRBEXORSRSENESR()

i H r t WiH r t

1 0.33” -9.13™ 11 0.71" -27.18™
2 0.44™ -13.81™ 12 0.61" -22.91™

3 0.66™ —27.69"" 13 0.56" -19.98™"
4 0.67" —24.05™" 14 0.69™ -26.27""
5 0.58" -20.72"" 15 0.62" 2421

6 0.717 -31.75™ 16 0.56™ -18.25™"
7 0.52" -18.35™" 17 0.63" —24.40™"
8 0.59 2117 18 0.55™ -16.28™"
9 0.76™ —34.94™ 19 0.59™ -19.17"
10 0.65™ -23.43™ 20 0.76™ -32.056™"

¥: "p<0.05, “p<0.01, "p<0.001.

32. RRMERSH

HRMFEAR 1 T R B ESHATIRRER R AP ALE, 45 8 3RHEHE KMO {525 0.92, Bartlett 2k
TERTES 5 fH N 6786.79 (p < 0.001), ¥ X HE BEAT IR R E R = 0 M AT 32 254t . 18 H o i
Promax fI A8 e P BURFIEAR KT 1 IR 7, JRIREUH 4 AN 7, STEER 8 BT Z 7Tk E N 68.52%.

HAEE 9, 14, 19 BIUHE I 128 X #dr, #oibr. BARGE a2 Fos:

Table 2. Factor loadings
= 2. EFEGE

Q5
Q10
Q11
Q17
Q19
Q16
Q18
Q20
Q14

Q9

Q1

Q2

Q3

Q6

Tk

H

0.80
0.87
0.70
0.64

Rt Z TR

20.43%

40.63%

55.37%

68.52%
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3.3. EEZESHT

£ Amos 23.0 SFFEAS 2 AT IRUE T R #T, 45 SRR WIZEMIBR 758 9. 14, 19 2 J5, 3R PAF
F DY Rl 25 S5 A 4D A R (y2/df = 3.71, RMSEA = 0.07, GFI = 0.92, CFI = 0.94, NFI = 0.92, TLI = 0.93).

3.4. (RESHT

XPRRHAT N BEE ERR, a3 Fw, 45 RERW] PAF B R K 4 7 BRI Cronbach’s o
RHH 0.79~0.91, HA RIFIEE.

Table 3. Cronbach’s o for total PAF scale and subscales
%< 3. PAFRER R EFCronbach’s a R #

G Cronbach’s a 2%
e 0.82
Fih 0.88
BE A 0.91
Kkt 0.79
R 0-90

3.5 MESH

351 BUMEEXSWE

fh9¢ 4 FI5E 5 00, &0 H7E 4 & F T ERAR AL BT KT 0.60, 4 A7 40615 44 0.79~0.90,
BIRT 070, ~FH5 Z=4hEUE AVE ¥IKT 050, UiH] PAF SR EA RIFIMSIE. P07 ZhEiE
(T O R T AE R T B KA G R, Ui e PAF B3R A RIFINIX 7328805

Table 4. Standardized factor loadings for PAF entries
7= 4. PAFE BB EFEHE

ik AVE CR
Q17 0.74
Q10 0.77

T Q5 0.76 0.54 0.85
Q4 0.66
Q11 0.73
Q6 0.81

EEN7 s 08 0.52 0.81
Q2 0.65
Q1 0.55
Q13 0.8
Q12 0.77

=L Q8 0.81 0.65 0.9
Q7 0.79
Q15 0.85
Q20 0.86

TE2M Q18 0.67 0.57 0.79
Q16 0.71
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Table 5. Discriminate validity

=5 XOWE

CR AVE Ik T = A5 E
A 0.81 0.52 0.72 - - -
T 0.85 0.54 0.52"" 0.73 -
Bz A 0.90 0.65 0.38"" 0.39" 0.80 -
gz .8 0.79 0.57 0.63™ 0.65™" 0.41™ 0.75

: "p<0.05, “p<0.01, “p<0.001.

3.5.2. WHRKERHE

AW S T UEEREEER L PAF KA RMRCABITIER, Bl B JAEE RN 4 BT A% 1
RNHMERBAR(FBFTSE, 2019; Donati et al., 2020; Hoferichter et al., 2016; Mowbray et al., 2015), %} PAF &%
HRbR R BEAT RS . AR, MAT A S5 RS B AR, HAEARERIA
AR (A4S, 20145 von der Embse et al., 2018). [, JEHL T 2k B IR AR ERAE AR RhR, RN E
AR EY B FRIBENRE S 1) 2o R IO AE 25 2 E —Fh Bk, DRIGAE 2 4R B BRI B & . ik
5w, GRFW b A AR R A B AL KR ol B IRALRE IR AU G, B4 i B IEAH G .

Table 6. Criterion-related validity
6. WARKILE AL (r)

2l 3 AL AR P IR
FHL -0.15™ 0.40™
T -0.38™ 0.53"
= aME -0.60™ 0.44™
TEeE T -0.22" 0.48™
PAFMER -0.50™ 0.64™
7: "p<0.05, “p<0.01, “p<0.001.
4. g

AHIF 7T LA A AR R A ON B, BHRIRIEIT T PAF B R ER, K T HENE. HEl
ZREEN TR, BT O PAF BB R ER, B, 8 & AT IOES DOE E i ar e g
PEIERIA R Z AT AL fefE, M ERGEEMAEETRE. BH S RER, S80S 8552
(] (R AE SRS et 2 3, 10 B & LIS S 7K ST P v o — Bk o

TAI $4E 7 X R Kl &, DLASHE RO A 4E I &= . IR, WANZEEAR
ARG R RE RN E A Bk, PAF b7 7 “FH” M “BR=ZAF07 MAYERE . BITfEHH T
fit PAF ik e B R R U R R 450y, BIFEE. T, v AEAE 2, X 52 iR
—%(Donati et al., 2020; Hodapp et al., 2011; Hoferichter et al., 2016). FRZEMERE RS HILE BRI L TR ER
MiBR 7 3 WAAZ X EmKEE, B 9 MEH T, HIRBIEE). 5 14 BEE RN K8 21155
B, X2 IR R A S 19 R I F2x AR B yd T — A N e @i s 17— 2818 sR) . T PAF
BRI, 7 RAL T I R KPPl i R 1) &R, R b T SR B,
AT RETCIATE T X 3 DA R E A8 TR — Rl TS B A - R A 4% H T8 e 878 0.50
DA b, BT 2 DTHR A 68.52%, Horhih = HAE R 1 VU R B [Y) 20.43%, T4 20.2%, Tl 45 14 14.74%,
FHIE 13.15%. TAIl RUFHUFF & 0UE F-4544, o 3Chi PAF R G IIHA 7458, X5 Hodapp 1 Benson
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IR 5T 45 18 A — 2 (Hodapp & Benson, 1997).

Putwain (2021)¥& i, PSRRI FHIRE dr 24 AAETE, a2 RO F0E A IR I X2 AR TR A T Tt 7
FFEI AR, KPP IR B R SHENEHES D TT RSN & KA TR B R HINZ
TR REEIN AR S, BN AR MRS M AR s 5500 EB4E . IAF TR
J3Cy(Putwain et al., 2021; Sarason, 1984); HYEHFH THFHEXS B CFE 3 1 97 T 2R B PA K RIS SR 40
Pi(Schillinger et al., 2021). =475 XA F& AU AR 70 H FE DR B2 il ol A ARRAE I, X FEDE 48 B2 ) B A 2
BE— PR, B TO A RIS At N A AT — AN N A7 R 3R e A7 T B S PRI 4B P8 (Cassady & Johinson,
2002) FHMEAEFE (P RE SO VE S e LI B ORI B, A TR IR — 5, T B2 B0 EES
TG TAI-G 1 PAF o 3RV FE— AN S FE S mT, RN AR SR o 5 FoAh AR 52 [ 1) 56 &R
TR I o 31X St R SLPEAS T AN 4 B B R E . BTCL, BT IS B SCHR PAF W36 &
TEB 70 A2 2 T A PR N IR 36 R R 4 B2 PR 2540 T AR 2 LA BRGSO S A 1

Mowbray %5 A (2015)4& HAEA R SCAGHEAR 2 8], BRI MR EfAEE R, JFHIXME R
g 7225 1 R P& DU DR B AR R T T oW 3. ARBFFE SRR TIX— W, RIS PAF FESESCREAR I ITAHLL,
b E A R T 2 2 Bz B EMT PR, AR 4E M (Hoferichter et al., 2016). JiEfER 3=
TR, 4 NERR YRR B AN A 208, S ORI IE 3] T i ieinitE, BA R R)E . Hodapp
A1 Benson (1997)%f AT AFAER) 4 PR BB A (Y 1. 4EARAIS PR A 1Y 2. 480, 1%
APERM T =R A, B 3 4. EME. Tz 815 B 4. 400, 1B, T, =
EAS A R R T R AR R BT 15 %%, S9REN], BATHEM. T, [EEEMe= g E 0 YK =5
BURIR T G, RR 50 4 th S RF % i AR R 1) 2 R S50  AHFF 7E b, S 4EFE I 4H 615 B2 (CR)3 K T 0.80,
¥ E VR (AVE)EIK T 0.50, UEH PAF EREA RIFISEME, P Z I ERFTRKT
WHER T RAH G R, U] PAF &R B RIFI X 408005, XHAESE |02 A2 il AR B i 7 #4T X
A HYE. MRS R EOR, IR PAF SHE TS R IEMIE, 53 HRMEERE AR, R
BH SO PAF B85 5 2 W - s e w8 o A= F 5 AR A R 7K T o

BRI AR TR, OO PAF & BRI A —SE 2408 0.79~0.91, BA RIFMERE, 7T LME
DR ANV AR AR R T A

HUAEX PAF 8RR — 3, AP SRRSO TE AR N =58, 3 — PR
E T PAF BRI SCE R o ARSIHIE 70t B B8 22 2% L8 25 AR JEAN IR B 23 R B2, 76 280 Al PR AH 50 4
St AN [F) 0 2 AR R AR AIE,  DASE B A R 1R D 5 1 R 1 T3 0 5 3 Tl A A B S T 2

SE 3k
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