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Chinese Version of the Gudjonsson Suggestibility Scale—1: Reliability and Validity
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[Abstract] Objective: To develop the Chinese version of the Gudjonsson Suggestibility Scale—1(GSS-1) and examine its
reliability and validity. Methods: A sample of 311 undergraduate students was tested. The Chinese version of the GSS-1"
s internal reliability, interratter reliability, and test—retest reliability were examined. The two—factor model were tested by
confirmatory factor analysis. Results: The Cronbach’s a coefficients of the GSS-1 ranged from 0.68 to 0.86; interratter
consistency coefficients ranged from 0.75 to 0.99; the test-retest reliability coefficients ranged from 0.20 to 0.90; the cor-
relation coefficients between item and factor ranged from 0.26 to 0.68. The factors loadings ranged from 0.11 to 0.70. The
REMEA(0.019), NNFI(0.949), CFI1(0.952) all met the criteria standards for adequacy of fit. The correlation coefficients a-
mong factors ranged from 0.26 to 0.68. The correlation coefficients between suggestibility factors, and immediate and de-
layed memory performance were significant negative(P<0.01). Compared with English adult norm, the Chinese undergradu-
ate students gained more scores of suggestibility and less scores of memory. Conclusion: The Chinese version of the GSS—
1 was a reliable and valid measure for assessing interrogative suggestibility in Chinese—speaking sample.
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