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[Abstract]

sample of 295 students in Beijing and Guangxi was tested for item analysis, exploratory factor analysis and criterion validity

Objective: Based on Co—parenting scale, this study revised the adolescence evaluation version. Methods: A

analysis. By convenience sampling, 3045 students from primary school, junior high school and senior high school nation-
wide were tested for confirmatory factor analysis and reliability. A sample of 276 students in Beijing and Hubei was tested
for retest reliability. Results: In both of adolescence evaluation revision of father and mother version, exploratory factor
analysis revealed four distinct factors indexing: family integrity, reprimand, conflict and disparagement; confirmatory factor
analysis confirmed the four—factor model. Family integrity and reprimand had significant negative correlation with emotion-
al problems of adolescence, and conflict and disparagement had significant positive correlation with emotional problems of
adolescence. The Cronbach’s a of four dimensions were above 0.9, the retest reliabilities were above 0.6 in the adolescence
revision. Conclusion: The adolescence revision of Co—parenting Scale is a reliable and valid instrument for assessing co—
parenting in adolescence families.

[Key words] Co—parenting; Adolescence; Reliability; Validity
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