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Abstract: To test the reliability and validity of the brief version of Connor-Davidson Resilience Scale (CD-
RISC-10), and investigate its measurement invariance across gender. A sample of 1100 college students
were investigated using the Ego-Resiliency Scale (ERS), General Health Questionnaire (GHQ) , Perceived
Stress Scale (PSS) and General Self-Efficacy Scale (GSES). Results show that the item-test correlations,

criteria ratios, communalities and factor loadings reached the psychometrical standards. The CD-RISC-10
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was unidimensional structure with exploratory factor analysis, parallel analysis and minimum average par-
tial correlation. The fit index of confirmatory factor analysis was good. The CD-RISC-10 was significantly
associated with ERS, GHQ, PSS and GSES. The configural, weak, strong and strict invariance of CD-
RISC-10 were all acceptable using multi-group confirmatory factor analysis. There are the uniform differ-
ential item functioning in four items. The Cronbach’s o coefficient of CD-RISC-10 was 0. 799, and its test-
retest reliability was 0. 746 across two weeks. The delta coefficient was 0. 958. The CD-RISC-10 has good
psychometric properties and measurement invariance across gender in college students.
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BH 65.259 35 0.954  0.941  0.040 0.053(0. 032, 0.072) — — -
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