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Construction of Family Functioning Questionnaire by General Interpersonal Dimension

LIU Xi, ZHANG Jian—xin, YEH Chieh—yu Linus
China Institute of Industrial Relations,Beijing 100048, China
[Abstract] Objective: To develop a family relationship functioning scale in Chinese culture. Methods: Based on gener-
al interpersonal dimension and combined with the interviews, a pro—questionnaire was developed; EFA and CFA were
used to test the validity of the scale. Results: 30—item questionnaire was formed; EFA indicated that there were three fac-
tors, namely: affect, control and activity, which explained 53.52% of total variance with loading between 0.40-0.81; CFA
showed the 3—factor model in different evaluators and in different relationships were well fitted; Cronbach’s o was 0.81-
0.93, and split—half coefficient was 0.80-0.94. Conclusion: The structure, reliability and validity of family relationship
function scale meets the need of psychometrics.
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