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Reliability and Validity of the Child Social Skills Rating Scale to Chinese Preschoolers
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[Abstract] Objective: The goal of this research was to assess the reliability and validity of the Chinese version of Child
Social Skills Rating Scale(SSRS) in Chinese preschoolers. Methods: Participants were 903 preschool children(Mage=4.69
years, SD=0.76, 500 boys, 55.4%) recruited from 4 public kindergartens in Shanghai. The teachers completed Social Skills
Rating Scale and Social Competence and Behavior Evaluation Scale—30, and the teachers also completed Teacher Behavior
Rating Scale and Self-assertion subscale after 8 months. Results: The SSRS showed a five—factor model(x’=2908.47, df=
718, x*/df=4.05, P<0.001, NFI=0.83, CFI=0.87, IFI=0.87, TLI=0.85, RMSEA=0.07) and all the subscales showed accept-
able concurrent validity(1=0.32~0.53, Ps<0.01) and predictive validity(1=0.24~0.49, Ps<0.01). The scale and its subscales
displayed good reliability(0.76~0.88) and test—retest reliability(0.73~0.88), concurrent validity and predictive validity. Con-

clusion: SRS has good reliability and validity in application to Chinese preschool children.
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