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A Preliminary Study on the Psychometric Characteristics
of Scale Catastrophic Cognition in Adolescents

Introduction: The aim of this study was to examine the psychometric properties
of the Perceived Scale catastrophic cognition in a sample of adolescents between
the ages of 13 and 17 in a subclinical group. Method: The study is cross-sec-
tional, and its statistical population was selected from among the high school stu-
dents in Qods city of Tehran Province. The sample size of 783 students was se-
lected by multistage sampling. Research instrument was catastrophic cognition
questionnaire that was applied to the sample along with Academic Expectations
Stress (AES) and Self-Efficacy questionnaires. Results: Confirmatory factor
analysis of the scale of the three-factor model supports (df/S—By2=4.52, RM-
SEA=0.067, GFI=0.97, CFI= 0.97). Divergent and convergent validity through
the Pearson correlation coefficient, cognition catastrophic scale with the (GSE)
and (AES) questionnaires were satisfactory. The results of Cornbrash’s alpha
coefficient and retest coefficients were 0.84 and 0.83 respectively. Conclusion:
Therefore, based on the results of this research, cognition catastrophic scale has
favorable psychometric properties and can be used for research purposes and
assessment of anxiety and emotional disorders.
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1- Catastrophic Cognition

2- Panic
3- The autonomic nervous system
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1- Emotional Catastrophe  Questionnaire (CSAQ)
2- Physical Catastrophe 10- State Trait Anxiety
3- Mental Catastrophe Inventory (STAI)

4- Social Catastrophe 11- The validity of

5- Bodily Catastrophe cleanliness

6- Beck Anxiety Inventory  12- Exploratory factor
7- Fear Questionnaire (FQ) analysis (EFA)

8- Agoraphobia Cognition 13- Confirmatory factor
Questionnaire (ACQ) Analysis (CFA)

9- Body Sensation 14- Validation
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1- Multistage random sampling
2- Academic Expectations Stress Inventory (AESI)
3- Cognition catastrophic Questionnaire (CCQ)
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1- Self-Efficacy Questionnaire for Children (SEQ-C)

2- Kolmogorov—Smirnov test
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1- Confirmatory Factor
Analysis (CFA)

2- Diagonally weighted
least squares

3- Joreskog & Sorbom

4- Satorra—Bentler chi-

square (S—B %2)

5- Goodness of Fit

6- Adjusted Goodness of Fit
7- Non-Normed Fit Index

8- Comparative Fit Index

9- Root Mean Square Error of
Approximation

10- Standardized Root Mean
Square Residual
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