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Reliability and Validity of The Chinese Version of Delaware School Climate Survey—Student
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[Abstract] Objective: To investigate the reliability and validity of The Chinese version of Delaware School Climate Sur-
vey—Student(DSCS-S). Methods: 2552 students were measured, 125 of which participated the test—retest 4 weeks later.
CES-D.SLSS and DBVS-S were used as the criteria—related validity instrument. Results: (D Exploratory factor analysis
showed the scale was composed of 8 factors; @The confirmatory factor analysis showed the structure of the Chinese version
of DSCS-S was rational: RESEA=0.050; CFI1=0.901; x*/df=5.110; GF1=0.923; IFI=0.910, for the total score of DSCS-S, the
correlation coefficients were —0.76 to CES=D, 0.33 to SLSS; —=0.20 to DBVS-S; @) Cronbach’ s alpha coefficients of the

scale was 0.80, and the test—retest reliability was 0.68. Conclusion: The Chinese version of DSCS—S has acceptable psy-

chometric properties.
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