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[Abstract] Objective: To revise the Experiences in Close Relationships Scale=Short Revised Child version(ECR-SRC),
and examine its reliability and validity in Chinese middle school students. Methods: 394 participants were selected to com-
plete the Chinese version of ECR=SRC for item analysis and exploratory factor analysis(EFA); 320 participants were select-
ed for confirmatory factor analysis(CFA) and criterion—related validity analysis. After 6 weeks, 136 participants were ran-
domly selected for test—retest reliability. Results: Chinese version of ECR=SRC contained two dimensions(avoidance and
anxiety), and every dimension had 6 items. Cronbach’s a coefficients for the attachment to father on anxiety and avoidance
dimension were 0.81, 0.87, and the test—retest reliability were 0.80, 0.92; and Cronbach’s a coefficients for the attachment
to mother on anxiety and avoidance dimension were 0.82, 0.87, and the test—retest reliability were 0.82, 0.91. The attach-
ment anxiety to parents was positively correlated to peer relationship adjustment and social anxiety, and negatively correlat-
ed to related need; and the attachment avoidance to parents was positively related to psychological reactance, peer relation-
ship adjustment and social anxiety, and negatively related to competence need, autonomy need and related need. Conclu-
sion: The Chinese version of ECR—SRC is satisfactorily valid and reliable in Chinese middle school students and is a conve-
nient tool to measure the attachment style to their parents.
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12 21.82 0.70 24.75 0.80

A HE A R AT 7E 0.001 K- B3

%2 ECR-SRCEM S # I E TR (n=394)

%

1 K72 KT 1 ¥ 2
LIREN AR ATEZT 0.735 0.742
3FRFLOAL AR T BT 2 3R 0.787 0.779
5FRILOAEH A B R 0.797 0.819
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4.4 H C IR Z 3R E VR, O R AT S 0.790 0.787
6. FRAF IR A A1 435530 0.673 0.672
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