hE G RO AGE  20144F 8224 453 -485-

BRAZERENERREFHMNEFM0E

1 ] N & = R v
(1.F BHF IR EARIAT AR F T E ST, LT 100101;2.F BHF AT,
L7 100101;3. A E FIFTE R FHFAHFFE, o FA%4010022)

(HZE] B8 A RS EERIEDUR SN TR B R REA a5 e . Joik A A Fei i R i
SUMUIR A 176 24 DUR K FAE (214 24 58 R KA HE RN 155 24 AE 5 IR IR RS2 A W A B A T 4540 D RE A AL f) 2 4
T, SR ZH W HrR, D 4E 58 = IR S 7R I A 55 S . 4548 fE i
FI R i A T S RO LU, AN L TR AR A, e BT i 36

(Kfgim]  ARMSER; WESN; BRIV STHTE

FESES: R395.1 LERARIAAD: A XEHS: 1005-3611(2014)03-0485-05

Measurement Equivalence of Self-Construal Scale Across Han, Uygur and Mongolian Races
LU Ke-wen"?, REN Xiao—peng', LI Jie’
'Key Laboratory of Behavioral Science, Institute of Psychology, Chinese Academy of Sciences,
Beijing 100101, China; *University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100101, China;
*Education Science College of Inner Mongolia Normal University, Hohhot 010022, China
[Abstract]
and Uygur races. Methods: 176 Hans, 214 Mongolians and 155 Uygurs college students were screened with the Chinese

Objective: To test the measurement equivalence of Self—Construal Scale(SCS) across the Han, Mongolian

version of SCS. Results: The analyses of multi—group comparison indicated that the data across Han, Uygur and Mongolian

all support a weak invariance model with two—factor structure. Conclusion: It is suggested to revise the scale firstly rather

than directly analyze the data when comparing self-construct across Han, Uygur and Mongolian races.
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