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Abstract

This study aimed to revise the Positive Evaluation Belief Scale with 375 college students. The ex-
plorative factor analysis showed that The Revision of the Chinese Version of the Positive Evalua-
tion Belief Scale included two dimensions: fear of revenge and fear of inadequacy, with 16 projects.
The confirmatory factor analysis showed that the two-factor model of the Chinese Version of the
Positive Evaluation Belief Scale fitted well (cz/df = 3.10, GFI = 0.081, CFI = 0.88, TLI = 0.85, IFI =
088); reliability tests showed that the Cronbach’s « of this scale ranged from 0.84 and 0.93, and
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the split-half reliability is between 0.68 and 0.88. This indicates that the positive evaluation belief
scale has good credit validity in Chinese college students and can be used to measure their beliefs
about positive evaluation.
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FEA S RN 2RSS BRIV, AR VR T MR R 2 A A 2 N PR AE 8 0 H
o BN NEARSREE N NEART IR R, B ARBERIRRAR A AL T PP 0. XL 20 3K
ITE SR NS AT R0 . A VRO 42 wT OSSN T5 ki 7, # A B 2 PEPP A 2K
B4 I T (R ) SR AN G T (T AR SP AR ) AN S [ 1] o 5T IEHEPEAN BRI 7T, K ZAEAPRE R AP0
JET RS T RN R A BRI o A S ERRE B MAHER Y B TR ASRE AN 2 AR AR XS S
A2 RIHS B AERE HH B B O U AR BURAE, PR et N B0 IE T VA S 30 4E AT RAR 2] [3]. B
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W T AEAAATAE T AR A A 1R R AR _E o TR S A R RN T 2 DR DA AR PP ) 5 T 1
HET AR RIS ROBI[S]. M A2 HBLIE PP RARNE? O T SEAF s B AR A IEAN A
FIAEAM, Alden 88 NHEAT 1 — RBIWETC, RITANIT 18 1AL 5 B2 REAN AL U el R AR AR S 1t L B BRI 41
HRIITURIESR, JFgfh] 7B FIF I RN ER, BRI R T BRI T 23R, X
B AE AT AR LA S L THEARR S AR S SE I RAEZ I A TT HI H [6] 0 X283 T4E
AR RS AR IEVE VR AR E TSR 1 IR — LR, RIVAESS AR R A (A S DA — Fh 4 B ) 7 0ok
BRI A, AATAK AT RE MR I RS2 B4 S AR B A 2 Mt JF HA 2R E ST R
HEBN IR o

T IEEPPO AR B WL RS, A =AM BR SR . —RALRSERBN I, BRI AR A
FEX T AAF IR TE S DL PRI 2 . SOGLAG KA L, NI AR (A A 0% (e AL s A 56 4
AR 2 PSR A R T7 3o IURAL IR A P AT AE e 45 S 4 U7 i AR5 S5 B 00T AU, T IMAAE AT e
g JIWTAE PR 25 R B CURTA B BRI (7 DL S8 G i Dh BRI REPE (7] A AR B A R4 (3R L,
Bk A REA T RAT LR gEA A E IBGEAISES, TR oK B AL IR A, IR18 H B ek
JEo ZROHMAHEIR[8]. IZHAIR MR S 2 NP EAE AR (I SE G B LA G, A
S VE AR RS (IR A B 02 2 18] AR 2R 0 LB R — P AL o A2 SR8 G 51 A 2 A A v 4 2 B
FHREN LHIA B TES, [T LU B O e e T Bahd R i 2 eVaE 2 W . Ll Gilbert $2
“FHAAMLF " (fear of doing well)iX — M, RIAMAHLHC “Rf7r i HiRitaA 3Tt 2 EH
SN BT R R B, A XK A o 4 3 7 T i A R B B b 22 AP 2 B, 3K 4 i 22 6
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FALORFHICTA, Gk B SRR L B, AEMATIE RAXAR BT AR I PPN # 0] B B PG . AT AT
REE DB AR IE T35 5 (a0, SRS RT 5k,  [R X e o SR B AT R4 2 A v B A B )

B H AT IEE VP BAR DUR NS S RPN AR el ) BFF 72 SRR 2D o FRIED T IEVEPRARY
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PP A P FEAT LS AR AR ACHE BT TR 2 A = AN PSR W AR . RIE 22 B I N B %0 T IE P iRt
TRV A, S T AR RN IE T VEAA AR R [ 10] o AFF AT H st S8 BR R R AR X IE VPN A7
TEWNEMmZE, AR FRPIE: — XS TA A AN 2 4R, et T ABRm R R . A o0t T-4h
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A 164 4, A RLEINCE 91%., HA 54 48 N, Zoi 116 N AEF40 58 N, FEMAT 4 106 A
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% 159 43, AR 88%. Hih A= 34 A, L 125 A Tl A, AR T4 98 A wRiRAE
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2.3.1. BRITNEZEBR(PEBS)

IEMEREA 5 2 B % (The Positive Evaluation Beliefs Scale) 1 Kevin Barber 254w, 1t 16 NIiH, %
FMEFENARL 2 MEE, FHME s EREHE 9 N SEMATEN 2 T B0t SR FEOT 15 SH K
MITH . FEA R ERAHE 7 A5 IETH R ARAFH . 2 SECRRKERESH RMIH .
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2.3.2. IEEFN BIBEER(FPES)

AHIE TR Weeks 25 A\ il MROANEEASTT (0 1E PPN 2V IR B2, PR DAl 15 T AN L PR R 5 4
ZERAT 10EEH, FAWHEKHS &1y, ML (A6 5 EERFE). HFTiH 5. 10 RAKR
Eit5r, BB BRI R N R, HOBOREN . AR, ZERNAE 0t 2508 0.87,
ERBAEIE SR ILA BT (2 = 115.11, df = 32, »2/df = 3.60, IFI = 0.93, TLI = 0.90, CFI = 0.93, RMSEA =
0.09).

2.4. BUERALTERN ST AT

SR SPSS22.0 APHURHEAT I FAMHT . SRRIERE AT, AT, HIKHEMHT%: T AMOS2L0
HET WML R AT, RSEAHT, XA T

3. &R
3.1 BREXMEAGEERE

X R AT H ANZ R 2 BT AT, 45 B0 BUE AR SC R HLAE 0.56~0.78 Yl , HAm T
0.30 (FubnifE; W BRI TH -
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Ja, BRIVBREERBCH 2 WP R T, N BRIRZAE 0.002~0.007 2 18] [A LA AT M3 1l 22
ERIER 7 IH A BbsAE,  HE T MR BRI .

3.2. GBI

321 REMERSH

STREAS 2 HdE AT W AT PERG 36, FEAS 2 ) KMO 180 0.89, Bartlett ERFEAG L (1) 2 1N 1689.10 (P <
0.001), PHUbiZAEAKHE /] DUHER BRI R M. SRR MEFE = b 218 F 5o /9. Promax #H58
BEkEik . JRIRIC R RS WK B GER,  RUEAT AR TR R M R Wi th e 2 AN F. K
I HUbRAE, R AT —DFRER T H BT MER: © DHLFEE < 0.30: @ IHERAET 1 it
BWATIHREZ 2 <0.05; B LM I RIIH #ifif <0.50.

SEIRRM, R EMI0E LR TR 0.44~0.78 Z [A], ZEHHEREH 30 H 2 7E 0.62~0.88 2 [A], BR T
TiH 8 LS, H& 15 NI H E AN N (195 S A I 4a i 2 223K T 0.05; DALtk AR A AR kR 1 B
8. ZJa kLA 15 NH TR IHE AL, SR AM, FRTIAE 9 LA, HTWE xR K
FHEHEFEEERE .

AR RVER R T A P IR 2 /0%, i 4Bl 8RN FNME LR 7 AmH, HET
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6], J7 ZfERERN 47.89%. VEANIINE S AL R BE LA 1o

Table 1. Communality value and factor loadings of items of the PEBS-C Scale

F 1L EMTNESERRRMEERERSTNRB RS HREER

FAHIRE Y FAHA LYY
WH S A HIF TH S Ui HIF
Q1 0.67 0.44 Q9 0.65 0.47
Q2 0.84 0.75 Q10 0.71 0.53
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Q3 0.88 0.78 Q11 0.72 0.53
Q4 0.82 0.68 Q12 0.79 0.66
Q5 0.66 0.44 Q13 0.62 0.40
Q6 0.77 0.62 Q14 0.78 0.61
Q7 0.73 0.63 Q15 0.82 0.70

Q16 0.78 0.67

iR 59.44 47.89

3.2.2. WHEEZS

1 PR ER MR R T SRRz -, 3B AMOS21.0 Xf (IEMEIRIME S ER) M 4t
ISAEPE R R AT AR TS IE o 36U P DRI 320 M 45 SR B 7S 2/df = 3.10, GFI=0.81, CFI =0.88, TLI=0.85,
IFl = 0.88. b, SEMIRE YL F &30 H H M 7€ 0.39~0.80 (P < 0.01)2 [a]; FEAAA L 45 b % T H %4
£ 0.57~0.86 (P < 0.01)Z [a]; IS iEPERE 2= /3t BB IR W] 1 oo

0.44

Figure 1. Model structure of the PEBS-C Scale (standardized)
1. MIRTNESERPIETT AR B HDE (FRHE L)

323 HENEEZE, ENMEESRSZEMEX
FZEM R EREREE 2), BIHOPFNMESER AR EEIEMSS, MXRHAE 079 (P <
0.01); &ML S AR RIEAHDS, AR ECH 0.93 #110.96 (P <0.01).
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Table 2. The correlation between the dimensions and the total score of the PEBS-C Scale

2. RN ESEREMITNESERSHEBRSEREERIEX

M + SD FinikE FHAL HRE
FIRE 3.88+1.09 Pearson AH2E1E 1
EHARL 3.72+1.16 Pearson #H 21 0.79* 1
ER S 3.79£0.07 Pearson FH 214 0.93** 0.96** 1

VE: ***P <0.001; **P<0.01; *P<0.05.

Table 3. The standard association validity test table of the PEBS-C Scale
3. AN ESERNPRXHEEERE R

M £SD FmE FHA L BRI FPES
FAwRE 3.88 +1.09 1
FHHA L 3.72+1.16 0.79* 1
BRI 3.79 £0.07 0.93** 0.96** 1
FPES 2.74 +0.74 0.59** 0.62** 0.64** 1

¥E: ***P <0.001; **P <0.01; *P <0.05,

RICER MR AT A EETRE, RERAEER RIS IR R B
R, FIWTRRERBUE T N T-1~1 20 AEEE TR p R I E R B IEE RN, A&EE
Aok, WIIRPR AR B R R RS, 2530 H BTl v A A AR e R — Bk, WA v e e
0.7 Lh k. SR 4 Prox, “AKETHRR AR ELE 0.39~0.86 2 0], HAFFEhrfE. HAEKEN 0.83
A10.88, KT 0.7, FF&RIBEZIRHE.

Table 4. The convergent validity test table of the PEBS-C Scale
4 EMTNERERNBUHEKREF

SRR RE = HEEE
ERIRE 0.39~0.80 0.83
ERAL 0.57~0.86 0.88

34. FESH(CIEDH « &)

fEEE a5 KA Cronbach’s a R%0. 0 KA5 ERHHTIRAE. 45007 5 fior, PRGN 5 & B1T
) Cronbach’s a R E{E 0.84~0.93 2 [i]; /{5 EAE 0.68~0.88 2 [il; (5E R IT.

Table 5. Reliability analysis of the PEBS-C scale
5. PXRMITFNESNEESR

HF BER EIRE ERAL
Cronbach’s a 0.93 0.84 0.90
G 0.88 0.68 0.80
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