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[ Abstract)
Social Preference Scale(CSPS) in Chinese preschoolers. Methods: Participants included two samples recruited from 3 pub-
lic kindergartens in Shanghai(Sample 1: n=350, Sample 2: n=129). Chinese version of the CSPS, Child Behavior Question-

naire(CBQ), and Teacher Behavior Rating Scale and socioemotional functioning of children were rated by mothers and teach-

Objective: The goal of this research was to assess the reliability and validity of the Chinese version of Child

ers. Results: The CSPS showed a two—factor model, namely shyness(7 items, loading factor 0.59~0.73) and unsociability(4
items, loading factor 0.59~0.76). It also showed good reliability(0.75~0.89) and test—retest reliability(0.70~0.86), criterion
related validity, concurrent validity and predictive validity. After controlling for the unsociability, shyness was significantly
and positively associated teacher—rated internalizing problems and negative emotion problems(=0.20, P<0.05; 3=0.21, P<
0.05). Conclusion: With acceptable psychometric quality, the CSPS show acceptable psychometric to distinguish shyness
and social disinterest, which display different social adjustment.
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