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Abstract

Objective: To translate the Eustress Questionnaire (EQ) into Chinese and examine its reliability and
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validity among pregnant women, so as to provide an instrument for the clinical assessment of eu-
stress. Methods: With permission from the original author, the EQ was translated using the Brislin
translation model, including forward translation, back-translation and cultural adaptation, and was
finalized through expert review and pilot testing. Pregnant women in a hospital were recruited by
convenience sampling and completed the Chinese version of the EQ together with relevant stress
scales. Psychometric evaluation included factor analysis, correlation analysis, and the assessment
of internal consistency and test-retest reliability. Results: A total of 256 valid questionnaires were
collected. All items showed good discrimination, and the item, total correlations as well as the fit
indices of confirmatory factor analysis met psychometric criteria. The total EQ score was moder-
ately and negatively correlated with the scores of the stress scales, and the scale demonstrated high
internal consistency and satisfactory test-retest reliability. Conclusion: The Chinese version of the
EQ shows good reliability and validity among pregnant women and can serve as a reliable tool for
evaluating benign stress levels during pregnancy.
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1. 518

CEURIIR o — R R R T U B B, RN 70 AR AL L AR R SR e A (AR S5 2 I AR T
AR R E FEE . TAERE S IREE I S[1]e AR, SEgRL O IR )Tt AR IARAEA
LR L8 B DA O, JF TG IR AR H A A F )L S 300 ey I P R R SRR PR3 S5 AN 1R 85 )3 ) XUz [2]-[4]
PRI, AERA DAl S QR3] P o B S OK T, 0 f P B 2 2 4 AT BB XL

BRAE BT 7T 2 BRI S RO AR, R AL “ PR (distress), 5 HO B O BE A EPR[5]. R
BN MR “XU8N” RN, A AR ORI NI I, 7l #e 4k v fie
BERCACHT “ RN (eustress) [6], A BN THCAIERE. $ETF 1)U R BE DAL BRI, DSOE AR TS
5 EMERRIR[7]o XTI 7 W A E VEAT A GO AR B 2T 55, I8 B A0 R N A M T L S A R
LeREIR S . AT, H AT N2 SRR A R ) B A R R, 0 RN EOGEAR R, MEZ 5
CEORII LR L T E TR

ARV A O BN R Tk . Seeger 55T 2019 4 4 il R 'k M 2% (Eustress Questionnaire,
EQ), M T PPAGIMASE 5 7 5 Pk B2 p IR S B B8, 2 Ffg B a5 68, A2 FAMIE 7T 2 o
BB RUE (8]0 HAZERIEET V7 LB, i o B0 i B IR T A2 S G391 2 A R DAL AR AS
ANFSCA T 5 AR RO AR RIBTT AL 2 SRR 2 R/, R A R GRS UL IE,
FLHE i i R AT E R M I B 45 SR HE B 1 55 T L9

Tk, AW EAEE AR L, SR Brislin #1RE A0 EQ AT DULAISCALIERE, JF
FEREARIY Lo PERE AR I HL AR FE AN, & AR TR A P T [ S G AoV () Ph SR R N il
PR BT FE PP A A OR300 B A MEBOK-T SR O AT S TR, SR i) 500 8 Ao BT 0055 47 BRA Jta 2 (AT 30
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2. &
2.1 — &Rt

AW TN REWT T R A7, SRAE RS, T 2025 4 3 HE 2025 45 H, FIHHEE TG, Xt
IR R F G EER . Prrm T L BER . 1L AR K R P2 T 12 T & S I AR R 2o e kAT 42 bl
GAE. MIFEERFELN 3~20 HhEFEAEAERFENE], SALAR KM N R (Eustress Questionnaire,
EQ)IL 8 Nk H, 4% 20 f5iTH T 160 5, HEEL) 20%M A LR, HIHEAREL 192 f, SRt E
BRI 256 17, i AL OHEL R TR,

PNbRE: © MEURIALME, 2208 4~40 i @ Rt >18 % @ HARARFI LIRS, RedroE
s G HIB S INAHE A HAE L85 E HE [F & .

HEbpAndE: © GIFFH O K . BERSGN, LEEGHAEE; @ BMEaCYTTZEa ™ =k
P0G B A RN D RE S A

AW T AL ZE R 0] T AE SR AR B R D3 xR &6 IR RAG AL TE , I mik et R 50 B IS .

22. BRI
221 REREN

Frencis Seeger %51~ 2019 4w EQ [6], T VFAL/MALE HxH I 775 Hkik iy (1) R AR SN BOK- . BRI
8 Nk H, KHI Likert6 ZiFar(1 4> “MA” ~6 47 “HiE” ), &gy 8~48 4, 1950 MmF o MATE K 1E
BRI 2 B SR R

222 HiE

RS FEEE 2B, K Brislin 813 [7]. H1 2 4 LR SCARRE . H RIF9CAREE T 00E
PR IS E SCE R, WA E SRR S AT HU RS, AEARIEE X B R T R R A A =,
TR EQ H SCHI o

2.2.3. [EF

RIS 3 44 AR B it J5 2R 1) DS PR 6 H SCHIRR AT TS 1%, T 50K (B B AR 5 R R 45 6t R
BATIEARIE AR ZE B U6 H, TERREEERR . B 1 0B E 5051 T — 8 nt, 355 B e 1 m
INEFWNFKEE, 53 EQ H L TR

2.24. TFRIERSLEE

BB OB R R R IR 6 44 i R SO T G T RV,
sk BRIBREWME . 155 2B E I LK SR AT B A S M A B . MR S W AN
EREAT A AR, R EQ G AR
2.2.5. FURER

KHAMERIFIFE, T 2025 4F 2 HAEG I it =20 AR R Bt B 30 S R A 2o e gk AT POk, 12
WA 5% H RO ARFLE USRS B W o RS BN B A REAT OB, & TE R EQ hC IERAR,
R N ZNTEO

23. fiRIE

231 —REHIPER
RYE SR AT AR B G R RHR AR, ARER. SRR, 28, 5. RE. SUBEE. E{EHL.
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USURARIL . SBE HWRON S BRAEZE P Sty EGRDT 30, R T RIMESR . BRAE GBI S AR UEIR I RS -

2.3.2. R BB (Eustress Questionnaire, EQ)H3Z AR

EQ rithitdt 8 Mk H, KR 6 JiFr(1~6 730 nlh “MA” “TUFEMA” “i/R” “&HE” “JL
FEIET AT ), Bk BRI RS, SRR RIERIEOK-F R S 18R TR R
PR T R 7 5 PR i R R ARG Fe R} 5 3, e I L B iR B 1] 1 00 3 B JROIR O

2.3.3. E AR EFR (Perceived Stress Scale, PSS-10)H3ZhR

KM PSS-10 Hr SRR A B A0 Gl 1 AN H B R s K. BRI 10 MERH, 5 Zatr, A
KT SRR BRI AN T 2 K 2 ARG o WA AT 9T % B Hh SCRR PSS-10 ZEFRIE AR BT RAFHEE, WA T
SRR I L s g 0w R I & [9]- [11]

2.4. FRMIERTE

HIBTFe ¥ 48— HIR B R SIS 20K, 0 T2 kIR R 2 EHEA RS TN R . 559N
NFRitE H E S N A N 26 B, RS RS R KRS — R RHA SR . EQ h3Chi
PSS-10. [0 B M A HIFLZ KRR, LR/ IR B B2 et . R E G, EEiELS R
JEBENLIE 30 Z AT TN G, T 2 JiJ5 H RS EQ LR

25. GtEFERE
KH SPSS 25.0 A AT Hidla AL, FIH Amos 26.0 B kAT 45 K 7 FE AR 3 Hr o

25.1. MBS

K FH I 53 L Af (critical ratio, CR)¥EFA [R] i A S0 PEAG 2% H & . 3% s 2IMIRHET . BUAT 27%F1 /5
2T%FEA N BN KA, RAMOIREAR RS LA S 4 B8 EINER, HERARIFFRE XL
(P<0.05) MR E Z A& H[12]. RN ITH5H %% B 58K 851 Pearson AKX &%, r>0.30 H p<0.05 M AH
it R 4F[13] [14].

2.5.2. YERE

(1) SR : X EQ I SCARFEAR(n = 256)iE AT AL IR o0 br, MR R A, R BRI 5 H
FHE 2 LA/ 385 HRIE B 25 (RMSEA) . AR FEE(GFI) . MG A FE3U(NFI). Tucker-Lewis 5%k
(TLI) A Ee B A Fa AU (CRI S5 b7 o S IEPE R 7 /0 W R F S AR TH2:, FRPEASE Y ol AR i 7 22 [ 78
1, DASRAEFRAELME . —MIAA £2/df<3.0, RMSEA<0.08, GFI. NFI. TLI. CFI>0.90 FE/ M 4& R 1T.

(2) HERE: HHAE1E E (composite reliability, CR)F1F- /5 % # U & (average variance extracted,
AVE), CR>0.70. AVE >0.50 #l V&3 BRI

(3) KXFRIRURABUE : LA PSS-10 S50 ARhR, THEL EQ A 70 5 PSS-10 £44) 1Y) Pearson A% R 4L,
Rorge — 2 AH IR TT 0] S5 FE[15] o AN 5075 HE 31 224 ) 35 148, (G BN oz 1k ) &3 PSS-10 1 ARk 8 3%,
FH T A5 R RS AR 1 (AR R R

253. (EERE
(1) A EEAS TR EQ WS B3R 1Y Cronbach’s a R51, o> 0.70 R A3 — Bt K 4F[16] .
(2) FEMAEEE: XWPRMER EQ B /rBEATHISI T, AR FRE r> 0.70 ¥ B B3R BA BT R [ 52
SETE[L7].
LA p <0.05 BZERA G F R L.
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3. &R
3.1. AR —AEHER

AW A IO 256 75 & FAMIT IR ot, FHAE CIERE AT 56 E M R 120 B 25 00 T ) B 2
Kog& . W BRSNS . SR 20~43 B2 0], ZEN 4~40 FH, SEEEN 147~178 cm, R
ZART AR FEAE 40~90 kg Z [8], T 24 i 44 FE U4 49~95 kg 2 [i] . oAt N 220 L35 1,

Table 1. General data of the participants (n = 256)
F 1. AEXNR—RER(n = 256)

T H Ap AEL R EL (%)
INEE K DLR (516 4E) 0 0
¥ (3/4 4F) 13 5.08
. . G E) 26 10.16
AL
KE(3 ) 85 33.2
ARBH4I5 ) 109 4258
A K B (314 4F) 23 8.98
<2000 7T 2 0.78
2000~4000 7T 10 3.01
FEEE H R B
4000~6000 7T 98 38.28
>6000 7 146 57.03
Ik X 230 89.84
JEAEHE HHIX 11 43
EZ0) 15 5.86
PR 5 1.95
USURAR L CLE 249 97.27
A /= 2 0.78
1R 129 50.39
2k 80 31.25
3 33 12.89
HAth 14 5.47
N X 204 79.69
W
H 52 20.31
. ¥ 246 96.09
G-l
H 10 3.91
- G 234 91.41
WERG 1 52
H 22 8.59
& 220 85.94
R RI 2
= 36 14.06
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i3k
P H AR R4 241 94.14
RGN SZHE 15 5.86
i 253 98.83
ZAFr O3 G . 2 L17
i 211 82.42
Fe I 10 3.91
AT E R 6 2.34
WEYRIATE ML 14 5.47
T UEYR G I 0 IS 1 0.39
B 0 v 1ML R 25 A ATE 4 1.56
UEGRE FFHE PRI 12 4.69
T B I(TSH FH5) 6 2.34
B AL 0 0
HoAth 3 1.17
3.2. ARER
3.2.1. MBS

(1) IS tefEvE

K CRIEVHG 26 H A - %8R MMEEIm AT, BUE s> <17 209 73 BONIR 2 41(RT 27%),
7y > 28 7 13 BN m (A 27%), FIBSLFEA t RS LB ALE 5ok H A BSR4 R oK,
Frf s Bt R IR 2 R A ik 5 L (p < 0.001), $&/R% H BRI RIF, BARZRENE 2.

Table 2. Discrimination analysis results of items of the Chinese version of the Eustress Questionnaire (n = 256)

%% 2. H3CHR Eustress Questionnaire & 25 B X 53 E S Hr£5 R (n = 256)

% B p & ZH 95% 15 [X 7]
1 <0.001 (-2.78416, —2.28433)
2 <0.001 (-2.81426, —2.19944)
3 <0.001 (-2.85652, —2.37635)
4 <0.001 (-3.04049, —2.52116)
5 <0.001 (-2.98901, —2.49044)
6 <0.001 (-2.81336, —2.30993)
7 <0.001 (-2.93918, —2.48548)
8 <0.001 (-2.73029, —2.20122)

(2) MR RBOE(FR R
KH Pearson FHEAHTIHHE &K H SERLSSMHAXRE. SRER, &FHESESMHELRECHY
0.801~0.906, HIJHA G T4 L (p <0.001), KUK H S BERFFEEL, W04 RILE 3.
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Table 3. Homogeneity test of the Chinese version of the Eustress Questionnaire
52 3. #13ChR Eustress Questionnaire [ B4 416

%H FHIR R EL p 1E

1 0.836 <0.001

2 0.801 <0.001

3 0.885 <0.001

4 0.891 <0.001

5 0.905 <0.001

6 0.892 <0.001

7 0.906 <0.001

8 0.884 <0.001
3.2.2. ERE
(1) 255k

12 FHE5 1 7 PR AL AT SR 1 R 740 B, Amos AR ZE SR 7R: »/df=1.944, RMSEA=0.061, GFI=

0.964, RMR =0.028, NFI1=0.981, TLI=0.987, CFI=0.990, }JikZ|B3im & HiEFrriE,

Vi LA

ARG R, MELSMEH. BARMGIREERIEILE 4, BRI RBLE 1. RN, Einfk

Table 4. Fit results of confirmatory factor analysis
4. WIEEREF OSSR

TR Zldf RMSEA RMR GFI NFI TLI CFI
IR EQ B 1.944 0.061 0.028 0.964 0.981 0.987 0.990
0.58
1
- Al
0.76 .
0
=0
G ——[=
CI——[
0.31
0.26 .
0.31
Figure 1. Structural equation model of the Chinese version of the Eustress Questionnaire
[E 1. 3CAR Eustress Questionnaire AYZEH 75 = EY
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e A% B BTG I8 KT 1.0, J8 T 457 AR A B UL Heywood LR, £ 5 &S
FEA KB RGIRA K. SR EARR TR NI 7 E5 T H R, BAA RIF, SRR e
GER, JEAE LSRR T DO E X A

(2) REWE

3 hi Eustress Questionnaire (12415 £ (CR) 4 0.957 > 0.700, V14 77 % 2 BU & (AVE) N 0.734 > 0.500,
H CR>AVE, #orEERAARIFIESHE.

(3) MHF RIS

K H Pearson AH5% 43 # K 56 1 2R Eustress Questionnaire #4> 5 PSS-10 M4 fRAE . 45 B IR,
P AR RE0CH r=-0.357 (p < 0.001), HEEMAI, RO RMENBKFBE S, H5E 8K, 0K
Eustress Questionnaire F A #UF MIRAR RIBEALE, £ ILF 5.

Table 5. Criterion-related validity between the Chinese version of the Eustress Questionnaire and the PSS-10 scale

%< 5. H3CER Eustress Questionnaire 5 PSS-10 & FRBIBAR L BERUE

PSS-10 =%
By -0.357"

FE: *p <0.001.

3.2.3. (FERE

(1) P SUkAE A

iz H] SPSS HAbx a4 YN il — Btk REURITH 5¢, 45 R EoR, RSN —BE & %(Cronbach’s
o)~ 0.956.

(2) HMAEEEATLS

18] B8 P9 Jo RIS TRD 5 R, 6 30 A4 il Ji il B RO SR b N, 2270 M B, 12 1) S A FE A AR
¥h 0871, W# 6,
Table 6. Reliability analysis results of the Chinese version of the Eustress Questionnaire
%< 6. HI3CER Eustress Questionnaire 5 43 #rsh 58

Cronbach’s o 2% HIE L
gy 0.956 0.871

4. 71ig
4.1. LR EQ MIEMEFF =

AW FCAE Brislin 8 A5 R Eehil 6 EQ #EATINAL , HHTE 256 44 U Uik HA Lo 1 roAS 56 HL O B 5 2 R 1
W T R R, &4 H 5 R R B0 0.801~0.906 (p < 0.001), 4% H [FI S MEAIL B it . R
SRR EQ K Cronbach’s o &40 0.956, FEIME N 0.871, ¥R &5 H AIWbsiE, #oRBREH R
(A PR 3l — S AT R) R e 1 o BOAEVE DR T 20 M 42/df. RMSEA. GFI. NFI. TLI. CFI Z & tebntitT
HEFEVG TR N, A0 0 A9 31 3 RF[18]-[20]

EQ #1435 PSS-10 43 2 rt BE 47UFH 6 (r = —0.357, p < 0.001), 5 B BL 4 R I K S8R v, 605 s 78R A1
MR IR IR B — B0 T BRI . MAORE, DUGAR EQ TEITURIA Lotk N 3 B i 3%
NERAE S BE S RE, AR Rl RAEROEUK AT S LA
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42. “RYENH" HAPELREX

BEAE BB B e 2 AR FRRE . IR AN G0 5 RS Sk O BRES R, 36 I 7] e BAT BRI A YR TE
AR o ABTFCGIN “ RYERNBC” 8, s be i R BT B, (R YRR AT LA “ Stk
- RE” e ST R A, A3 B S At TR Ik ) 5 D B R ] YR R

JiEQ TV AT R, HEBNMTREANR, 5% ERE S AHEEZR L. A0HTE
R EAEE RS, R “E®E - B - BRPPH - S - 217588 7 iR ERURE, AR IR R
O PR R RE A L EAT SCAL RIS, 2% B SN A R AR AR 2o PR i 5 ST AR S Se PR DUIBRR EQ Y
AL, RV RAERCEAS DBEGEA . OEFINE. AT N R AEIRES RS AR R 2 A R RS 14— A
AR TR, A5 7 AR B2 PR AE B 90 BRI S

4.3. AR EQ HIlE R /B R

PALHR EQ 2% HAUE /D AT eI R, & BAE AT 18 B AR Beis b5 1O VP Al o e
o BEFN G A 455 B3R A5 20 TR RAE RO I, RO BERAS R B0 B S5 I 2200, Je fhan 703
BT AR SR RAEREE TG N TR, WA D B RS, et
NI B B

UEAh, K EQ SR EULYRIF IO . AE B )y A S RS /SR br Ik & 0, RO E A4
BBl P 00 B BT SRR ALK - EQ AR AT NIAN HR AR, T FUBAN [ 97 AR B0 BT 5 S (K12
B, NFBETW. AME R SRS RS %

4.4. ERRB =R

AR FREARIET A — M XA BE R,  HULERIESR . BARE BOR DU 22 0, BEARRRE
AR, 0 R E IR S ™ AR B B AR & Pk M /e P IRIE . SRSk, ASHT SR RS SR
RO A B H PSS-10 B3R S 7 AF A ERe R, 32 B AR S T 70 0 o ) FE ARG B8 EQ HIRUEE, 17
RIWNEIE ) IR EU ARSNGB A @ ha by, TR AN REAL) 2 58 0 50 B 1 4 2 R
EER

FELER LTS T, AT FUIG UENE PR3- 70 M b HE AN 005 B AR HEAL TR 7 3T i K T 1.0, Bk Bpt
RURMBLGT5 25 B, BAG 1 R, (E5EmE A8 & A ] REAFAE B i M R M R A A A
PREEM L, EREGMTAAN A S E—DRIE.

AT TR IR W T it A e e ke B — I 8] i B WA BB, TEiddBios 2200 A R B & i
T RERE R Eh SRS R

5. BiRS5RE
5.1. 45ip

(1) BTN Brislin FIFHA SR EQ ARG, AL HKIPE . TG K I i S
i EQ, WAL MG HE LG T R E ML IRI L

(2) i EQ FEREYRIN L VEREA sh R B R AF B P8 — Bk . I (e AR e PE AN SE AR, HAS R
JIERM RRZ SR, WG, AT PRl R R AL REOK .

(3) DUALHR EQ MR LA A B 22 )0 B N AR SR A 1 A TR, X E O B PR . XU
RSO BT FUR A — 5 N E
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5.2. RE

AR Z X . ZREEITHITRARA. Zh0RE, FFEaAmBETit, MR

JSEHOK T B 2 03t e B JE VIR R AR A BN s RTINS AE R G REYR . & IR I8 10 SR A R R L BEUIR DL Y A
it PR R R IE I SREE, DIABER DL EQ HYEER PRI SEERIME . FERAR IR
Regr, AR BRI EERR R OB BT, M I VSR AR 0 2 4RI
PR, AR EQ MM RUE . RKIEFH EQ 5.0 BT Flaky B AL S, YL T-HlTE B
PERZFOK I, Dt Bl 3900 B TR AR AN 47 BEAR SR I S A AT RS

SE

(1]

(2]
(3]

(4]

(5]

(6]
(7]

(8]
(9]
[10]
[11]

[12]
[13]
[14]

[15]

[16]
[17]
[18]

[19]
[20]

REAT, MRENN, FROT. O m S B O B A K S AR R A R R A A D). R E R B AE,
2021, 29(3): 437-441.
FRIA. RS AR GRG 1 2 1A o B I BICR S Hes e (R R[]+ 1 BRI 2%, 2024, 36(21): 12-14.

Newton, R.W. and Hunt, L.P. (1984) Psychosocial Stress in Pregnancy and Its Relation to Low Birth Weight. British
Medical Journal (Clinical Research Edition), 288, 1191-1194. https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.288.6425.1191

Loomans, E.M., van Dijk, A.E., Vrijkotte, T.G.M., van Eijsden, M., Stronks, K., Gemke, R.J.B.J., et al. (2012) Psycho-
social Stress during Pregnancy Is Related to Adverse Birth Outcomes: Results from a Large Multi-Ethnic Community-
Based Birth Cohort. European Journal of Public Health, 23, 485-491. https://doi.org/10.1093/eurpub/cks097

EES, T, Mk, S IR AN RO RS S8 ) LS E R SMELT]. R E TR B 2R K, 2024,
32(11): 2561-2564.
Seeger, F. (2019) Development and Validation of the Eustress Questionnaire. Ph.D. Thesis, University of Twente.

Brislin, R.W. (1970) Back-Translation for Cross-Cultural Research. Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology, 1, 185-216.
https://doi.org/10.1177/135910457000100301

TeREAT, dkmER:, W, . )UREE L IAL S KR A E R DU R E BUER IR [T]. AR RS E, 2022,
57(10): 1276-1280.

A, A, FEEI, F. RSO ) R ERR A X AR R R AR P EOE TR,
2021, 35(1): 67-72.

TR, #IC5R, M, 2 SR SCRE DA BRI N A R S R AT I). B A TR, 2011,
32(3): 289-291.

XF e, SHF L, T4k, S5 R RIS E RN TR A AR D AE B ], O3 TR AR AR, 2018, 32(2):
15-20.

BE FOURLE S B LB RER DAL S HD]: (2608 3. F 5 F 5K, 2021
EE, TAE, MiEE. G EEIREGER DG RERR0]. 375, 2025, 39(1): 86-90.

RN, U, ), % BEAEREERNRE: ik a g HimgEr AR PEEZESRE,
2020, 40(18): 4009-4011.

S, MARSE, ERE, %N Rl b P ZE R AR T R RS DU RS AUE TN ). S R, 2024,
23(8): 16-20.

Connelly, L.M. (2011) Cronbach’s a. MEDSURG Nursing, 20, 44-45.

XU, FLAE B IRE RIS . RERIR[D]: [t Arie 0], K HAok, 2020.

P H. ARSI Tbr R R I R SHEFA[D]: [ 2260 ]. B E AR ER EEE
K2, 2019.

TR, BB, KM, 55 WA e ER ML R ERERI0]. Paedr L&, 2020, 55(11): 1757-1761.
RUARE. S5 REEEAL: Amos S HERY[M]. EEK: B RK A R AL, 2016: 383.

DOI: 10.12677/ns.2026.151009 70 Biak:


https://doi.org/10.12677/ns.2026.151009
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.288.6425.1191
https://doi.org/10.1093/eurpub/cks097
https://doi.org/10.1177/135910457000100301

R 4%

Mt %
WALHR EQ %

LU 32— R RIS RS . 354 H &
A2 771 35 b AR 6 31 R IR E

1. BSEf3 sy Red i i AR RN TR RE
AR T R AN )
BN IR, ROIEAR
JEA S B RS, AR
A 71 B DL 20 A B AR
U AFAEAE R 70 R LRSS B A Ok
i 45 5 A B A
AL 2 ek R AT A

MAS - JUEFMA IR aw JLTERE 2R

= o
=
m

0] ~ D ol SN w N
o oy
ok ek 3
an

=l El

£
a

]

DOI: 10.12677/ns.2026.151009 71 B


https://doi.org/10.12677/ns.2026.151009

	良性应激量表在妊娠期女性中的汉化、验证和发展
	摘  要
	关键词
	Development and Validation of the Chinese Version of the Eustress Questionnaire in Pregnant Women
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 方法
	2.1. 一般资料
	2.2. 量表汉化过程
	2.2.1. 原量表简介
	2.2.2. 直译
	2.2.3. 回译
	2.2.4. 专家评审与文化调适
	2.2.5. 预测试

	2.3. 研究工具
	2.3.1. 一般资料调查表
	2.3.2. 良性应激量表(Eustress Questionnaire, EQ)中文版
	2.3.3. 压力知觉量表(Perceived Stress Scale, PSS-10)中文版

	2.4. 资料收集方法
	2.5. 统计学方法
	2.5.1. 项目分析
	2.5.2. 效度检验
	2.5.3. 信度检验


	3. 结果
	3.1. 研究对象的一般资料
	3.2. 研究结果
	3.2.1. 项目分析
	3.2.2. 效度检验
	3.2.3. 信度检验


	4. 讨论
	4.1. 汉化版EQ的信效度特点
	4.2. “良性应激”视角的理论意义
	4.3. 汉化版EQ的临床应用启示
	4.4. 本研究的局限性

	5. 结论与展望
	5.1. 结论
	5.2. 展望

	参考文献
	附  录

