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[Abstract] Objective: To introduce the interpersonal needs questionnaire(INQ), and apply it to Chinese university stu-
dents. Methods: A total 1268 university students were recruited from three samplings. 120 of 1268 students were asked to
complete self-liking/self—competence scale(SLCR), UCLA loneliness scal(UCLA-LS), beck scale for suicide ideation(BSI),
Chinese meaning in life questionnaire(C—MLQ) and the sense of belonging questionnaire(SBQ). 67 students were chosen to
complete the Chinese version of INQ after 2 weeks. Results: The confirmatory factor analysis showed that the structure of
the INQ was rational: RMSEA=0.074, CF1=0.917, TLI=0.891, x*/df=2.984, SRMR=0.086. The Cronbach’ alpha coefficient
of the INQ and all subscales ranged from 0.71 to 0.87. The test—retest reliabilities was 0.72~0.81. The INQ had good criteri-

on related validity. Conclusion: The Chinese version of INQ is a reliable and valid instrument for assessing interpersonal

needs of university students.
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