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Table 1.Mean scores of CRI-K subscales in male and female medical students

Logical analysis 8.63 2.30 9.00 2.13

Positive reappraisal 9.86 2.74 9.00 2.35

Seeking guidance/support 8.28 3.00 8.63 2.79

Problem solving 8.86 2.86* 10.63 2.62

Cognitive avoidance 7.00 2.54 6.78 3.80

Acceptance/resignation 4.05 1.94* 5.57 3.13

Seeking alternative reward 6.78 2.26 7.31 2.26

Emotional discharge 4.52 2.06* 5.94 2.85

* p<0.05.

Male

(n=38)

Female

(n=19)
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Table 2.Mean scores of CRI-K subscales in male and female patients

Logical analysis 8.73 3.07 8.51 2.38

Positive reappraisal 9.60 2.51 10.33 3.62

Seeking guidance/support 9.26 2.89 9.34 3.48

Problem solving 8.56 3.23 9.57 3.36

Cognitive avoidance 8.04 2.20 7.12 3.09

Acceptance/resignation 7.60 2.72 6.23 3.53

Seeking alternative reward 7.56 3.67 6.54 3.00

Emotional discharge 5.17 3.35 4.76 3.19

Male

(n=26)

Female

(n=40)

Table 3. Internal consistency of CRI-K  subscales  in

medical students and patients

Logical analysis .52 .41

Positive reappraisal .61 .62

Seeking guidance/support  .63 .64

Problem solving  .68 .62

Cognitive avoidance .68 .46

Acceptance/resignation .58 .58

Seeking alternative reward .48 .62

Emotional discharge .46 .64

Students

(n=57)

Patients

(n=66)
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Table 5. Correlation coefficients among CRI-K subscales in 57 students

Logical analysis (LA) .376** .445** .503** -.024 .170 .231 .030

Positive reappraisal (PR) .393** .251 .119 .140 .427** .101

Seeking guidance (SG) .361** .126 .234 .395** .083

Problem solving (PS) .082 .185 .298* .198

Cognitive avoidance (CA) .598** .274* .359**

Acceptance or resignation (AR) .445** .565**

Seeking alternative reward (SR) .306*

Emotional discharge (ED)

LA PR SG PS CA AR SR ED

* P<0.05, ** P<0.01 with Pearson correlation test.

Table 4. Test-retest  reliability of CRI-K  scales  in

medical students

Logical analysis .72*

Positive reappraisal .67*

Seeking guidance/support  .74*

Problem solving  .78*

Cognitive avoidance .86*

Acceptance/resignation .66*

Seeking alternative reward .61*

Emotional discharge .79*

* P<0.001.

Students

(n=45)
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Table 6. Correlation coefficients among CRI-K subscales, and between CRI-K subscales and CES-D  in 66

patients

Logical analysis (LA) .590** .375* .503** .126 .155 .389** .069 -.419**

Positive reappraisal (PR) .327*  .478** .079 .032 .307* -.065 -.607**

Seeking guidance (SG) .641** .110 .097 .437** -.019 -.391**

Problem solving (PS) .048 -.213 .476** -.229 -.425**

Cognitive avoidance (CA) .467** .388** .346** -.008

Acceptance or resignation (AR) .223 .676** .202

Seeking alternative reward (SR) .290* -.154

Emotional discharge (ED) .292*

CES-D scores (CES-D)

LA PR SG PS CA AR  SR ED CES-D

* P<0.05, ** p<0.01 with Pearson correlation test.

Table 7.Mean scores of CRI-K subscales in depressed and nondepressed patients

Logical analysis 8.73 3.07 8.51 2.38

Logical analysis 7.93 2.36* 9.25 2.76

Positive reappraisal 8.70 3.39** 11.41 2.55

Seeking guidance/support 8.70 3.37 10.03 3.13

Problem solving 8.25 3.50* 10.17 2.93

Cognitive avoidance 7.87 2.55 6.96 3.12

Acceptance/resignation 8.03 2.98** 5.34 3.18

Seeking alternative reward 6.76 3.23 7.14 3.48

Emotional discharge 5.64 3.39 4.10 2.95

* P< 0.05, ** P<0.001.

Depressed

(n=38)

Nondepressed

(n=19)
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