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Abstract

Objective: To explore the endogenous drivers that prompt drug users’ rehabilitation, to develop
an Endogenous Power Inventory for Drug Rehabilitation (EPI-DR), and to examine its validity and
reliability. Method: In Study 1, a total of 33 items were developed through the method of interview
and discussion, and then were included to form an initial version of the inventory. A total of 1814
drug users in drug treatment centers in Jiangsu Province were asked to fill out the inventory.
Among the sample, 1210 data were used for item analysis and exploratory factor analysis (EFA),
and then the formal EPI-DR was developed. The rest 604 data were used for confirmatory factor
analysis (CFA) on the formal EPI-DR. In Study 2, a second sample of 194 drug users who completed
the formal EPI-DR, General Self-Efficacy Scale (GSES), Indecisiveness Scale (IS), and Sense of Con-
trol Scale (SCS) was used to test criteria-related validity. 191 among the second sample were
asked to complete the formal EPI-DR three weeks later to test retest reliability. Results: The
item-total correlation coefficients for the 33 items were over 0.29. EFA retained 20 items, and
showed a three-factor structure of the endogenous power, including self-efficacy, self-determinant
and self-mastery. 62.18% variation of the inventory was explained in total. CFA for the formal
EPI-DR was ideal (x2/df = 2.53, CFI = 0.96, TLI = 0.96, RMSEA = 0.05, SRMR = 0.04). The intraclass
correlation coefficient (ICC) for self-efficacy and GSES was 0.38, ICC for self-determinant and IS
was 0.47, ICC for self-mastery and personal control was 0.44. The Cronbach’s a coefficients were
0.93, 0.94, 0.85 and 0.80 for the EPI-DR and its three subscales, the test-retest reliabilities with
3-week interval were 0.75, 0.71, 0.66 and 0.65. Conclusion: The endogenous power is composed of
three components and the EPI-DR has a satisfactory level of both validity and reliability. The
EPI-DR could be used to measure endogenous power of drug users.
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m =

H 8 B B SRS ERN WS 14, dethl 7 W IR /) 45 (EPI-DR) -8 2 H B RS B . Jrik:
PR LB VR AHE ZR ]3340 2% H ALK %, FFAELRE MEBIERHEA R 1814 N BT, H
B, 1210 N\ EA T4 B iR Z SR 744, H BB R IESAREPI-DR; 604\ F##E A T X 1E
R BT RAE R F o0 . AR 2AEMRBA R194 A, HEMIERAKEPI-DR. — 388 &% (GSES)~
MBAVEAES) 5] IR 2 (SCS)RERMARBE, HF190 A-T3/F )5 58 RIEAREPI-DRFE M
R 3BMFENEBMERYKT0.29. REERFHIHE T 200 %H, REMEE. BEMEE3IAN
HF, BRELERN62.18%; WIEHERTFHIERERNH, ZHFEM R BT (x2/df = 2.53, CFI =
0.96, TLI = 0.96, RMSEA = 0.05, SRMR = 0.04) . 3 FeH 7154 5GSESH 1 80.38, BEHTFHRL S
ISR AN047, BERTESEN AEEBIHR0.44, £ 5 R34 E TFHiCronbach’s a R 57
°H0.93. 0.94. 0.85%10.80; EMEHEHH80.75. 0.71. 0.66F10.65. Zit: MIJHNIEHHIMRY
IR, AT NIE ST RS RS AE AR OB ESER, TUARNERZFARERSEIERIHNE
;.
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1. 3]

B b FH 25 N 2238 180™ B0 3 (7 B [ R AR 2 s /s, 2017). BV AER N 53 ROR B R b
M 2238 R MEVE J A, A ATTIE O AR B i 1 5 R R . URE N I R R =08 80% LA |
(TR A 5 il b 25 e 2 TR i 2, gkytti, & ##F, 2013; Giordano, Clarke, & Furter, 2014). N T Bf
1ECEE N R, R AR E S R AR N O B S, Bl m e N R EE e ). AR
HAE MBI A% (Liu, Liang, Zhao, & Zhou, 2010; =ifi§fs, 4§, 2014; Karasaki, Fraser, Moore, & Dietze, 2013).
AHIE T LR S VB O B, B N SR AE R R R B AR R PR I R B AME N ) &

FEE OB SK Kuhl A Fuhrmann (1998)iAK, fEREATAERES, MEEPATHAEE TS, B
HEIEGAN A REE ., A — B, AMETTRe T &ML 77, TENENEARFHLEETA,
IEEAT N HFR. Kuhl &4t 1 & & 77145 (Volitional Competence Inventory, VCI), U\ﬁl&fﬂﬁﬂﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁ\jﬁﬁ
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PP T RS0 B R G E 3R B (Kuhl & Fuhrmann, 1998). tbah, VCLIEELE—ANGERE, & T AMA
T PR A B AR AR T A ) O S o 3K — 4 P iy 44 & 7T E {5 (volitional  self-confidence), & &8 MATE
i B S B AL B BETEE . Kuhl FFUChBE I BHEZ —MIERE Iy, e 7 Mk
VEEAT N CAFIRE RS T A —2dE a8 iy, B ERIuE. B85 WM. BIREHE
(Douglas, 2005; Kazén, Kuhl, & Leicht, 2015). X2 55) [0 35K A2, BT AMAR BRI 5 &
FI T I ) 25 R B B 7, R SR AR I 2 B AT N I 5 AR AR 8 (Kuhl & Fuhrmann, 1998). fEAH 5T H,
PA TR IX LB R MA R B EAT RIREERE R . B WAE IR GiFR N MR 71 (endogenous power).

VCI I EARANEMARE S, i H B RE A B R IEHX B AMESS a5 30 A5 (Kuhl,
2000). UbAk, VCI A2 A — BN AEmcE: A . ASEERARE, iR TAE#H 2 HRE TAR T
i BCEE N DR A LIRS, DT 8 A B0 1 () T8 58« BTtk , ASHIF 70 40 1) 7825 AR ) 1) %5 (Endogenous
Power Inventory for Drug Rehabilitation, EPI-DR), LA R Zesth FE A A EE N R IR IR0 S50, oM TAE
TR E T A

2. W15 1: BHSHSEIERRK
2.1. fiRGFE

2.1.1. FEE 4

e, MR A FE0F PR T I S L E VTR IR . ViR MR “IR(EUREEN 2B SR E R
WANBEERAE T BRI X — R — B By 4 DT RGEEDEIR . JR1E. 20, 54%). #f
FETE 3 MM RVIR, @I MATHRMINER T 15 BN, @B TTRMTER T
10 A& E . AFFAIABE G RE VIR NE, JRGHOICHR AR . 55— 0 25 4 B AT RS 5 e Fan 4y
HAT IR, SRIEIE 3 B LEREE VAT SO A D BESCAR SR, SRR BB AR R 5% Hdn 'S IR
FEMERE Y, RAVRIE VT RE XS “ BB X — R A AN, B, 7RSS 5 HIN AN %S
ST

HR, WRRELRA FIRITER), IR SN E, Al Rkae. B3, 9% 3 Mg
FE, FAYERE 11 N6 H . Sl e UG, 18 3 208 E T S A0 5% H AR DR R SO B A 5L
o H BT B SO 57835 .

RIG, 1 3 A EA LIS RINE R EEERNEF N & HERTHEZR. e —E, 5o
LR — VPR TEVRIT, R EESRE S S TR B YRS Uy T AN E A AT SR AT A
[1 (BIHAFF)~5 (AT E) 5 Mt 7013 BB HKPIVEDFH — B B ] (R & XI55,2007)40.97,
X R 3 AL EE w0 R b 1 33 AN FE VR AR — 8. Tk, AH S 3 A8 BN B,
Ny BARIIR ) SE AT DT 18, TR IEIR .

5, WK B 2 BT 25 H W, BIEANHNIEARRE, HRPIGEIN S, o5 E RS
SE H CEMCEET T2 % 5% H Pl i ARVEEUR 2 5 3 CIEUE 2 RFEE BRI G II (RHAF)~5
(BRHFFE) 5 miit o). o, RGRe4EEA 2 Mk H Imthr, B E4EEA 3 N H RIaHor.

2.1.2. FEIR

THRITA A ACEE N R 2000 N, HARILIRE 7 ASTCEE P 7E g i EE A 53 (0 N 250 52 LU A9 b i e 5 7k 2 P 114 18
AR PR EE NERRHER: © i/ R EEE; @ R&EEANRSHEY; @ BATER
ARAA I AN AT RS F S . AV B 92 br  UR 25 1936 4y, [BICE 2 3% 1814 4y HRREARIA D
Gt 25 BLEE 1o AT 2:1 LB REAL 4 P4, 20 1 (n = 1210)F THRER MR 4047, 41 2 (n = 604)
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FHFIAETER T 07 . PRALRERIIAE 17~57 5 2 0], A8 N 35 5(Z2=-0.12, p = 0.900). PRI
BN RHERE . ISR ATERL 2 R TG L (EE ).

Table 1. Demographic information

#z 1. AOSBIHZER

i a3 a1 412 it P

o~ (n=1210) (n=604) (n=1814) P
P51 0.003 0.954
5 829 413 1242
7 381 191 572
ZHE 3.259 0.515
N 172 94 266
I 578 263 841
e /o R 339 186 525
KE/EHIR 89 44 133
AR 23 10 33
TS AR L 0.361 0.948
UG/ E 378 189 567
LA/ 1R 462 237 699
Vil 59 29 88
BB/ 297 141 438
Bk 0.249 0.619
ok Rl 869 425 1294
ol 313 162 475

2.1.3. MRIERF

VLI MR R 1 5T DA A N T BT AR A . MR AR S 751k, S 50 miEE A\ 7 i
b R T R i R Y AR X 3 PRI AT, E A AR N DR R A 1) A PR B 4L DR R T
B 5 2R B N A B BRI R, ARG SR S . SE R 45 75 2240 20 438h, BRIt R s
DL O B2 (I ST AR TE S e RS () 2 5 SRR, DR B Ul O SE ) 4, FF B il ik 5
1) 2 AH G R BE 11

22, &R

2.2.1. B9
XEHIGG 33 Aok HINIX oy FEREAT 70, THEEAN K BE 0 580 ZRIMARSS, KRIMTE%HE 5802
[ A T 0.29 (34 p < 0.001).

2.2.2. BEELEH

15 FH R R ASRVESRIUA TR T, IR F RS e % (promax) 777255 (Rl -7 3EAT e« KR 33 Nk B THH
KMO Z%04 0.98, Bartlett f5; 20N 26385.24 (df = 528, p < 0.001), i L HEATIR R T M iR .
AT R, FFERAKT 1 RTH 4 4. BAaRSRER, 583 AMNEFZ)E 0 FRIER 28
RN BAk, B BAE 2 NET A AT SRR AR 1 AN E RS, IR e
T 040 K% H. £ 2 MAF EHEAFRESAMAIZH. RES 1N FERET, S&RE 20 McH.
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X 20 N H AT R0, 45 BIRECT 3 ANET, IR H 3 ANE TR s S H 5, 3 ANE TR
FEREIAR 5071 h 46.88% 9.20%- 6.10%, A IHERE T 62.18%M28 5. 3 /NMA 770 Al dn % N ahe. |
FAER, 20 N HBE brEZE R T g7 7 2.

Table 2. Mean, SD and factor loading of EPI-DR
%= 2. MEAENRIENNE,. FREEMET O

Rt BE e

%*H XEs ik #H XEs ik %H XEs ik
1 4.0+0.9 0.81 2 35+1.1 0.66 5 4.0+0.8 0.55
3 4.0+£09 0.84 4 34+1.1 0.72 8 39+0.8 0.62
6 39+1.0 0.76 7 34+1.1 0.81 11 39+0.7 0.90
9 39+09 0.87 10 34+1.0 0.69 14 39+0.8 0.80
12 40+0.9 0.80 13 34+1.1 0.69 17 32+1.0 0.53
15 39+09 0.82 16 34+1.1 0.81 19 4.1+0.7 0.46
18 40+0.9 0.92
20 3.6+1.0 0.80

K H Mplus version 7.4 %f IExUiR EPI-DR S5 FEAT S0 UEE K140 4T, I ELAUAS [EASE A 22 TR] 1R 22 ¢
HEL 2 AR, AR 1 R A, BRI IESCA EPI-DR [ 20 N5 H RAE | ANERE B 1
BT 2 M IR R LR T M A9 I = R T 450 . 2 MR RLA 45 IR GG 3)R I, AL 1 (3lA A AR,
B2 MG RIF. XK, =Hr4WpRrAmE s, B 1 297 =N EM. thabh,
ERRETRY 2 Fr, B2 H IR T s T 030, FEHIER] T BE/KF(p <0.001).

Table 3. Fit indices of two models of EPI-DR
3. MBERNRENEESRENIEIER

Y 7df SRMR TLI CFI RMSEA AlC
1 7.35 0.07 0.81 0.83 0.10 26811.20
2 2.53 0.04 0.96 0.96 0.05 25990.44

0.740.850.770.800.840.82 087 0.65 082 0.80 034 067 0.71 0.64 051073 0.72 0.72 039 068

G

Figure 1. A three-factor structure diagram for CFA
E 1. SR F AR =B FEaE
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2.2.3. AFHx

HA 1 Bt E &R 7 BRI S B G 458, Mgl 58 %. ERE08
FIXK(r=0.59. 0.71), HEMGDEEEBSBIEHKE=051), %6, BE. EREMIE5E
(r=0.92. 0.83. 0.82), ¥ p<0.001.

3. iR 2: EENEESHE
3.1. ARF*E

3.1.1. PERR

FELLTRAE 2 SRR AT BUR B AL IE UK RE A 61 200 N, [BISCH 2 & 194 43, HI T 5% HE R
BORE . BOHEE IERAE 17~57 B 206, fon 355 % Hrp, H1Eos N, &tk 99 As /b,
B, wr. R KA EZBERERNE ) 74, 68, 5. 45 N, 2 NIZRBE LRI, 3 4
Ja, A 191 #7801 BRI IR0 EPL-DR, YRR R 190 4, AR & 5% 1 G EIE

3.12. MBTH

EENIE 1A . RABEFT 1 4l IE Ui EPI-DR, % 20 M2 H .

— Rk ik B (General Self-Efficacy Scale, GSES) (Zhang & Schwarzer, 1995). 3t 10 N H, K 1 (1%
HAFF)~5 (MILFFE) 5 a4y, 4970 8w i DIl i) B JR Ak e BB = o ZEARBE T, 1% 1045 1) Cronbach’s
o ZE 0.85.

%AV 1a) % (Indecisiveness Scale, IS) (Frost & Shows, 1993 E 21X, 2010). 3£ 15 N H, KA 1 (%
HAFH)~5 (RHEFFE) 5 it AabEit M A YIRS . AR T, ZRER o RECH
0.80.

24l 8% 1) 4 (Sense of Control Scale, SCS) (Lachman & Weaver, 1998; Ji##E, 2013). 3 12 % H,
I3 N NEFEFFN SRR S 2 ANYERE o KA 1 (AT )~5 (REAFFE) 5 it o, 15370 Bime il B Fedz
HlBGER SR . FEABEICH, S 2 ANERER) o R0 0.67 F110.79.

3.1.3. MRIEFF

MHARE T SR 70 1 B P AR A F] . 22 e T AR 4 v & it 7t 1 B i IE 00 EPI-DR,
HH T AR, BN RAFRELRIEE . SERENNELT 10 8.

TEADINR G 58 =, s A G 58 S E U EPI-DR 9 # .

3.2. &R

3.2.1. EESH

PR — SIS AL HBETE 1 4R | Bl akRE . B E R 3 ANE T Cronbach’s o R4 714
0.94. 0.85, 0.80. 4x[74 ) Cronbach’s o ZEHN 0.93.

ENAEEE: SEe. HERMEE 3 NEFEEE 3 B ENS B (intraclass correlation coefficient, ICC)43
M9 0.71. 0.66 F10.65. 4x[nl 45 () HNIE AN 0.75.

3.2.2. BHRSUE

4 BT EPI-DR &40 K 3 MR 5 REFRFR A . 2R BoR, ARER T35 GSES 343 /%
4038 HERTFAESE SN 0.47; FEEBE T 54 N B3R5 50 F0 50 58 BR 51145 73 1A 55 433
N 0.44 F1-0.33. _ERFTH M IEEILE 0.001 K EE 2. EPI-DR 550 520 febn 1 FAT v S5 2 A 5%,
HATAEMITE 0.001 KF EEZE.
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Table 4. Correlation coefficients between EPI-DR and validity indicators (ICC)
= 4. MERRNEIESHEIRFRIIHEEJICC)

i H Xts GSES 154 IS 84y N NEE ) B PR A5 4
e 38+0.7 0.38™" -0.32"" 0.30™" -0.18"
S 26+0.7 —-0.28"" 047" -0.25"" 0.42™"
B 37406 0.53™" -0.55™" 0.44™" -0.33""
EPI-DR 43 37+0.6 0.46™" -0.54™" 0.38™" -0.37""

VE: *%p <0.01, **¥p<0.001. GSES, —MALREER; IS, MIEAWRING; EPI-DR, #M#NIE L.
4. itig

A FIRER 1A MR N R E R EAT N IR 45t 8 B ER R LA R N D R i J
HHATUIR, ABEFE TREENIEIM 3 Nisr, BIZkae. BFEMER. Bk, AHFFRmE] 7 mEN
VI . AT EPI-DR #4655 H 1T e HA R & I — 2, K9] EPL-DR N AR REF, 104
FHF ALK T, HIERREAKT, KUK HWX I E R X6 EFITHRREER T
PreREC T 2me. B EMESE 3 BT, FFHIE R 1 IEAM EPI-DR. XJ 130 EPI-DR #EAT 5 E 14 K175
HTUESE = N A B L SR R TR O B0 2, 2AE. B R ANESEIX 3 AN 144 Ji 9 U 70 1 B 2 o
HEA—EMBSNE . BnT Py, fEMEEE R, cEs A D BT RN B s D a1 s D (B 3RE) .
TR E A AR ART R () e 0 (BB 32) LSO TRGEEAT A0 I A2 v IR 2 4 (R 4 ) A (kL e &5 ) a2
AN NV, SREE N R R R IX e B N FES) 77, B4 EATTRE 8 B dr s e 0 RE N DA e A I
W EE i o

AP FIEFF— BRI, 6N EPI-DR IRUE TR R . DUERE 7S FF X B2 Fa bR e %
2 M TH SR A A B 4T N (Sheeran et al., 2016; Kelly & Greene, 2014; Ryan, Plant, & O’Malley, 1995;
Kendler & Myers, 2015). AWFF4E %P, EPI-DR M0 5 &AM BA AR H B E >,
M3 AN 20 50l 5 0 L cbr i B TR S5 RE LR A SC, IX 368 EPI-DR B A B S bR . [
RERNZ, EBS—BREEERNGA R BIM I AET &, A M SR 3% 5 8RR A7AE =i A 5%
XATRE R TR B 1R A AT D B T AR AR O

EPI-DR % [A-F [ Cronbach’s o REIYTE 0.80 LA, 14 EK A Cronbach’s a REUEE] 0.90 UL I,
Ui B EPI-DR H A B0 i N #—Fork s A Rg =8 SIS BESA7E 0.65 DL b, 2R R HENE ST 0.70,
W] EPI-DR A R AT 05 I W) A2 e 1

CREMESERRLE, AU EPI-DR A R.OEME S EER . R, REARMFUEL T
WA =AN s, WIEJI AT Re AR HA A sy o BN, Kazén 55 (2015)88 H TR 2 710 B 3B
iRy, TR X R N R AVE T V5RO TR I FEAE A RN X — B R . X TR
I R R B S AT R (U R B A4, 18 RSB (%) SR 2 S8 A AMA VRS 7, T 1 544 3 36 77 BB SRAR )
(145 R (Forstmeier, Drobetz, & Maercker, 2011). #R1M0, % T8 G JH O F2 = E AT N R R 5,
NATTRE T 30 35 20 S B aze oK T s AR AR S R i oy, BRI R HE DL LE 78R S R K 4%
PEF o ARRWEFE T LAk L2 80X — o0 7R RE 8 A AT N e B0, B0 b 78 FER 50 H At (1 AH DG B 47
it b, XA TINRAERNESN ) 2 B 5 ESLETT I, XA BT AR N AES) I s xt
SRR EAT REREE A . FESCUETT T, ABFUSCEE EPI-DR RGP FIE FEIA 2O B &8 5 20K, Refl®
B CEE LA T MEE N 51 AR DL & T 1007 S8 M BEAR FE Rt AN A R T A
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ROCRBERE . B B SR AME BT 4 TSR

EHEWH

L7548 M BR 5 g UMK A DB B SR IT R R DINRSERT ) TH 2 FI0H “m
BRARAREIHNE" .

SE

rMSRE, Mg, RIRESC, ZERME, 285, FKUR(Q2014). MR BICRE: 9] B 2 s A O3 W8 Rz O B RE [ 5E PERE 7T
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TR IR ] B B R TR A, SRuEE, BHH(2013). VLI585 AT 5]l 25 7k 2 B 100 44 BT UA N 5 f el i
JETES 2iEBI 7z, No. 10, 33-37.

HERRA(2010). FLBA R 15 B E T ATENIAFF 0. AR B WL TR

TrRivesE, XI85(2007). PFo»H AR — BRI SRR, O FZF12 30(5), 1175-1178.

T E AR RSP AEQ01T). P EREFRE. hIEETEMN.
http://www.nncc626.com/2017-03/30/c_129521742.htm

JIFRHE(2013). AL IR G 2N DA B E AT MG #E 2 gERT L. TS0 BB Herh i K2,

Douglas, C. C. (2005). The Functional Significance of Action-State Orientation in Athletic Performance. Loughborough:
Loughborough University.

Forstmeier, S., Drobetz, R., & Maercker, A. (2011). The Delay of Gratification Test for Adults: Validating a Behavioral
Measure of Self-Motivation in a Sample of Older People. Motivation & Emotion, 35, 118-134.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11031-011-9213-1

Frost, R. O., & Shows, D. L. (1993). The Nature and Measurement of Compulsive Indecisiveness. Behaviour Research and
Therapy, 31, 683-692. https://doi.org/10.1016/0005-7967(93)90121-A

Giordano, A. L., Clarke, P. B., & Furter, R. T. (2014). Predicting Substance Abuse Relapse: The Role of Social Interest and
Social Bonding. Journal of Addictions & Offender Counseling, 35, 114-127.
https://doi.org/10.1002/j.2161-1874.2014.00030.x

Karasaki, M., Fraser, S., Moore, D., & Dietze, P. (2013). The Place of Volition in Addiction: Differing Approaches and
Their Implications for Policy and Service Provision. Drug and Alcohol Review, 32, 195-204.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1465-3362.2012.00501.x

Kazén, M., Kuhl, J., & Leicht, E.-M. (2015). When the Going Gets Tough ...: Self-Motivation Is Associated with Invigora-
tion and Fun. Psychological Research, 79, 1064-1076. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00426-014-0631-z

Kelly, J. F., & Greene, M. C. (2014). Where There’s a Will There’s a Way: A Longitudinal Investigation of the Interplay
between Recovery Motivation and Self-Efficacy in Predicting Treatment Outcome. Psychology of Addictive Behaviors, 28,
928-934. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0034727

Kendler, K. S., & Myers, J. (2015). Addiction Resistance: Definition, Validation and Association with Mastery. Drug and
Alcohol Dependence, 154, 236-242. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2015.06.043

Kuhl, J. (2000). A Functional-Design Approach to Motivation and Self-Regulation: The Dynamics of Personality Systems
Interactions. In M. Boekaerts, P. R. Pintrich, & M. Zeidner (Eds.), Handbook of Self-Regulation (pp. 111-169). Amster-
dam, Netherlands: Elsevier Inc. https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-012109890-2/50034-2

Kuhl, J., & Fuhrmann, A. (1998). Decomposing Self-Regulation and Self-Control: The Volitional Components Inventory. In
J. Heckhausen, & C. S. Dweck (Eds.), Motivation and Self-Regulation across the Life Span (pp. 15-49). Cambridge, Eng-
land: Cambridge University Press. https://doi.org/10.1017/CB0O9780511527869.003

Lachman, M. E., & Weaver, S. L. (1998). The Sense of Control as a Moderator of Social Class Differences in Health and
Well-Being. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 74, 763-773. https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.74.3.763

Liu, Y., Liang, J., Zhao, C., & Zhou, W. (2010). Looking for a Solution for Drug Addiction in China: Exploring the Chal-

\

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2018.811190 1649 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2018.811190
http://www.nncc626.com/2017-03/30/c_129521742.htm
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11031-011-9213-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/0005-7967(93)90121-A
https://doi.org/10.1002/j.2161-1874.2014.00030.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1465-3362.2012.00501.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00426-014-0631-z
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0034727
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2015.06.043
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-012109890-2/50034-2
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511527869.003
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.74.3.763

XL, RO

lenges and Opportunities in the Way of China’s New Drug Control Law. International Journal of Drug Policy, 21,
149-154. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugpo.2009.10.002

Ryan, R. M., Plant, R. W., & O’Malley, S. (1995). Initial Motivations for Alcohol Treatment: Relations with Patient Charac-
teristics, Treatment Involvement, and Dropout. Addictive Behaviors, 20, 279-297.
https://doi.org/10.1016/0306-4603(94)00072-7

Sheeran, P., Maki, A., Montanaro, E., Avishai-Yitshak, A., Bryan, A., Klein, W. M., et al. (2016). The Impact of Changing
Attitudes, Norms, and Self-Efficacy on Health-Related Intentions and Behavior: A Meta-Analysis. Health Psychology, 35,
1178-1188. https://doi.org/10.1037/hea0000387

Zhang, J. X., & Schwarzer, R. (1995). Measuring Optimistic Self-Beliefs: A Chinese Adaptation of the General Self-Efficacy
Scale. Psychologia: An International Journal of Psychology in the Orient, 38, 174-181.

Hans X
PR RN R

1. FTJFFAM T http:/kns.cnki.net/kns/brief/result.aspx?dbPrefix=WWJD
N FIRHESSE: [ISSN], FAMIT] ISSN: 2160-7273, RIAE i
2. FTHFHIM B T http:/cnki.net/
Ao« B BRSCHEREE” BEN, BIANSCEbRE, BRI

hEE S http://www.hanspub.org/Submission.aspx

FATIHEAS: ap@hanspub.org

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2018.811190 1650 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2018.811190
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugpo.2009.10.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/0306-4603(94)00072-7
https://doi.org/10.1037/hea0000387
http://kns.cnki.net/kns/brief/result.aspx?dbPrefix=WWJD
http://cnki.net/
http://www.hanspub.org/Submission.aspx
mailto:ap@hanspub.org

	Development and Validation of the Endogenous Power Inventory for Drug Rehabilitation
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 研究1：题目编制与问卷形成
	2.1. 研究方法
	2.1.1. 题目编制
	2.1.2. 调查对象
	2.1.3. 测试程序

	2.2. 结果
	2.2.1. 条目分析
	2.2.2. 因素结构
	2.2.3. 因子相关


	3. 研究2：问卷的信度与效度
	3.1. 研究方法
	3.1.1. 调查对象
	3.1.2. 测量工具
	3.1.3. 测试程序

	3.2. 结果
	3.2.1. 信度分析
	3.2.2. 效标效度


	4. 讨论
	致  谢
	基金项目

