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Study on reliability and validity of Chinese edition of appraisal of self-care
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[Abstract] Objective To test the reliability and validity of the Chinese version of the appraisal of self-
care agency scale-revised (ASAS-R-C) among Chinese adults. Methods The cluster sampling method was
used to extract 650 inpatients from a Class 3A hospital of Henan Province. Then the ASAS-R-C and ESCA in-
vestigations were conducted in these patients. The SPSS 21. 0 and AMOS 22. 0 softwares were used to conduct
the statistical analysis on the data. Results The Cronbach’s « of ASAS-R-C was 0. 786, the intra-class correla-
tion coefficient (ICC) of each item in the test-retest reliability was 0. 883—0. 998 (all P<C0.01),and the ICC
of total score was 0. 995 (95%CI:0.991—1.000,P<C0.01). The total score correlation coefficient in each item
ranged 0.276—0. 664 (all P<C0.01). The content validity index(CVI) was 0. 97;in the exploratory factor a-
nalysis, the three common factors were extracted, and the accumulated variance contribution rate was
55. 013 % ; the fitting indexes were obtained in the confirmatory factory analysis (CFA) ;the chi-square degree
of freedom ratio (3*/df) was 1. 347, the goodness of fit index (GFI) was 0. 955, the adjusted GFI (AGFD) was
0. 944, the root mean square residual (RMR) =0. 031, the root mean square error of approximation (RMSEA)
=0. 024 ,the normed fit index (TLI) was 0. 973, the incremental fit index (IF) was 0. 992, the tacker-lewis in-
dex (TLI) was 0. 991 and the comparative fit index (CFI) was 0. 992. The calibration related validity (CRV)
ranged 0.236—0. 803 (all P<C0.01). Conclusion The ASAS-R-C has good reliable and valid and can be used
as the measurement tool for evaluating the self-care ability in adults.
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