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Chinese Revision of Buri’s Parental Authority Questionnaire
ZHOU Ya—juan, LIANG Bao-yong, CAI Ying, CHEN Po
Academy of Psychology and Behavior, Tianjin Normal University , Tianjin 300074, China

[Abstract] Objective: To revise the PAQ (Parental authority questionnaire) and to examine the reliability and validity
of PAQ’s Chinese revision. Methods: The revised PAQ was used to assess 726 undergraduate students; 55 students
participated the retest 1 month later. And EMBU was used as the criteria —related validity instrument. Results: The
Chinese revised PAQ was composed of 3 factors. The Cronbach’s alpha coefficient and test-retest reliability were 0.655~
0.869 and 0.621~0.822 for Mother’s Questionnaire, and 0.653~0.862 and 0.600~0.755 for Father’s Questionnaire. The
result of confirmatory factor confirmed 3 factors model of PAQ. And the criteria—related validity was good. Conclusion:
The reliability and validity of revised PAQ conformed to the psychometric standards.
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