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[ Abstract) Objective: To develop the Middle School Student Perceived Teachers’ Emotional Support Questionnaire
(PTESQ) and test its validity and reliability. Methods: Through literatures review, interviews and open questionnaires form
initial project. 450 middle school student were predicted and the questionnaire was revised according to the results of the
prediction. 1200 middle school students were tested, and 1028 valid questionnaires were obtained, and 514 of which were
assessed for exploratory factor analyses and 514 of which were assessed for confirmatory factor analyses. The Academic
Self—efficacy Questionnaire(ASEQ), The Learning Burnout Questionnaire(LLBQ), The Individual-oriented Achievement Mo-
tive Scale(inner motivation) (IOAMS) were used to test its criterion validity. The test—retest reliability was tested in 63 mid-
dle school student 4 weeks later. Results: The questionnaire consisted of 18 items, including 4 dimensions: care about stu-
dents, understanding students, respect students, encourage students, explaining the total variance 68.52%. The results of
CFA showed that the questionnaire fitted the data with well construct validity(x*/df=3.36, GFI=0.91, NFI=0.91, CFI=0.93,
TLI=0.93, IF1=0.92, RMSEA=0.07). The PTESQ and its dimensions scores were positively correlated with the ASEQ scores
(r=0.31-0.42, Ps<0.01) and IOAMS scores(1=0.29-0.36, Ps<0.01), while negatively correlated with the LBQ scores(r=—
0.36-0.44, Ps<0.01). The Cronbach’s a coefficient of the total questionnaire was 0.93, and 0.82-0.86 for the 4 dimensions.
The test—retest reliability of the total questionnaire was 0.86, and 0.65-0.73 for the 4 dimensions. Conclusion: The Middle
School Student Perceived Teachers’ Emotional Support Questionnaire has satisfactory validity and reliability, and meets
the needs of psychometrics, which can be used in both research and practice.
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