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SrBR TR EERL, Wi O m TREER o R, WRARZE, RIECH, METHEE
LR ISR TR R BB R . b, WRTLUR IMPEARI S 58, SR A 22 5% . i3k
M 2o 5T, FE TS O R AR T 12 b TOUBRZE, s/ DA ARG T E TG
BB R IS AT, A AR A HP 32 ST s DX DA o 1) e ]

FERT U AR 5T et I d B ST T, SRR (Olson ) 45 AN LATENS WA BT B PPAG N AT © L BT
TS 124 BIR{E BEAE 0.85 ~ 0.90 Z (A1 (WS WA B 53R ( Marital satisfaction scale) ) o Tk
] 2 X R R I 0 DR A A S AN AR DS L 32 B 20 R AR AR I I 1 [ B R A 1T
JE R IAE BEN 0.84 1Y WS WA = 5% ( Marital satisfaction scale) ) ; FEAEKEEERESLPR ©
BATIE AL $E 90 JERLH , fFRETE 0.48 ~ 0.70 Z[AIAY € H [E LS 5 (01 4% ( Chinese marital quality
questionnaire ) ) o

AT R A RS R b B I B IS, (R i R AR 8, R AR e R B 2 AT XA iR 3R
F2ZE XA BE AR, 2 S B0 25 RN ER B85 R C A 8 G B R © o JFE, HRiERERA
P A B I e T HH LAV AS BT SR DU A O S WA et . 583 b BRS04 ) A e A28
. Wi, SEREZIOURE R, EARNR PET (P E AT R ( Chinese marital quality
questionnaire ) ) MATHEDSGEMUETT, 43 B8 BCEAT B85 SCfk— Stk 150 b B IS IR BT it R 45 )
FEI TR RO AEE TR, X BT SE A DUAS IR o e 1) S ) A T8 45

2 MRAE

21 By

(1) BS9A I T RAYETT (4EEIRTERURIE IR ) o
(2) Brsm D R IS A0 e (Y AL

22 18R

BRI R AR PEAE TH (SRR ) ) T, Horb 43 SHRUR R BT, SRR PE R 7
Hris S B CHRFAERR ) 1NIEIR T, fRRER N 64.5%, fREETE 0.48 ~ 0.70 Z[0], ARA DX BE L R U E
FIEF AR DU F FA e, R TR (Brislin) " BESCIBIME TR 1%, 80 3 440
EAEDOBGHE A 3ok PRSI R ) (R , Bl (P EASRB RS ) (4
FORWER) , TE = REERGE N LT %k, DI RIS Lk .

2.3 HENXIZR

M TABIESE B e ST T MRS A IR, BT 2019 4F 1 Hile, ST HEPLMEERY
JE], RIS R 730, HREMHCA RO, BB T RIEERIRR, 8 gl T4
UGS UE L S A DU I BT 1 1 LU o S —HUREAR DU 230 N, /R 233 A, HA DGt 2@ 1L
s SR TAHUREATIUR 219 N, 4ERIRIE 214 A, HNASEH S AR L 2,
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. 98 .
#z1 F—MEAXAOFKITZFiIT=E
Table 1 Demographic measurement of the first batch of samples
T2l DU #e BRI
il N (%) N (%)
B 100 49.26 120 52.17
5 p-gs 103 50.74 110 47.83
&it 203 100.00 230 100.00
18% ~ 25 % 3 1.48 61 26.52
26 % ~ 35 % 132 65.02 108 46.96
AR 36 % ~ 45 % 51 25.12 49 21.30
46 % ~ 55 % 15 7.39 11 4.78
55 4Lk 2 0.99 1 0.43
1000 JC ~ 5000 JG 78 38.42 200 86.96
A 5000 JC ~ 8000 JC 104 51.23 29 12.61
8000 JT ~ 10000 JC 17 8.37 1 0.43
10000 JCLA I 4 1.97 — —
. i 199 98.03 225 97.83
P 3 @%
s 4 1.97 5 2.17
. s 56 27.59 226 98.26
SRR il 147 72.41 4 1.74
F2 BEIHERAOSITEFITE
Table 2 Demographic measurement of the second batch of samples
FELH WU B IR
T N (%) N (%)
B 110 50.2 103 48.1
5 Lok 109 49.8 111 51.9
At 219 100.0 214 100.0
18% ~25% 8 3.7 52 24.3
26 % ~ 35 % 139 63.5 105 49.1
S 36 % ~ 45 % 54 24.7 51 23.8
46 % ~ 55 % 17 7.8 6 2.8
55 %I | 1 0.5 — —
1000 JG ~ 5000 JG 81 37.0 183 85.5
A 5000 JC ~ 8000 JC 119 54.3 30 14.0
8000 JC ~ 10000 JC 14 6.4 1 0.5
10000 JCLA | 5 2.3 — —
. i 55 25.1 210 98.1
e ke
Jbis 164 74.9 4 1.9
. WU 215 98.2 213 99.5
ARy
RPN S 4 1.8 1 0.5
3 #ZR

31 (BZTEABRRECSE) (EEBRNESTIER) BUSTT
R IREA AT SENE, B REAR R ] Amos 21.0 RZBAEE ( composite reliability, CR) K44k
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5 H 2Z [A] 247 220U (average of variance extracted AVE) TTRES: . B AN A DA () 4
BT, HASEENAE 0.7 LILE AVE 7E 0.36 ~ 0.5 Z[al a4z '

FRAE 22 3 CrP EBS IR )36 ) SRS (CR) 7 0.70 ~ 0.75 Z Il Ui B € v AR o i ﬂ%ﬁ)
RS MBS E (AVE) 78 021 ~ 0.26 Z[A] (Gt a2= 2R TE 0.36 ~ 0.5 ZM gz '),
Ut HAZEFE 2 035 SCFRAANTEMT, UERHIZA R A R EIAE, AT ARSI A A 2, EL4E R 2 [ a2k
TEE, MUILRSXTEER, WX SRR HRR

3 (HEANBERERS) FEMBSRE

Table 3 Reliability and convergent validity of Chinese marriage quality questionnaire

defE HNFEMEE CR AVE  T9 F5 F10 F4 F6 F7 F8 F3 F2 F1
F9  032~061 072 023 048

FS 0179 ~ 063 071 024 103 049

F10 026 ~0.76 076 028 105 104 0.3

F4 021 ~072 074 027 -1.05 -1.08 -1.05 052

F6 021 ~070 073 025 1.05 1.02 104 -1.06 050

F7 019 ~072 074 026 -1.00 -095 -098 098 -1.06 0.51

F8 027 ~061 074 025 102 092 100 -095 105 -1.02 050

F3 027 ~065 073 024 101 098 102 -1.03 1.09 -1.03 1.10 049

F2 031 ~054 070 021 104 09 099 -1.00 110 -1.13 1.07 1.09 046

F1 031 ~061 074 025 100 087 093 -094 102 -098 1.02 102 102 050

E: Fl A TBAAAE R A TR IR BBATILEYE FAAT2F5H, F5 AT 44 E F6 A THBRL M,
F7 A7 TR 5448; FSATHARXRR; OATREAE; FIO ATEFLEL,

REFE AN, 22 M HB (RIS ISR RIS ) B9 1ETE RRORZE S /RTERR, KMo {628 0.91,
I e RT7 ZEE PRI T 4 MR T 1 BT, MR 55.41%.

#F4 (EHSPEMNERREDS) (EIER)

Table 4 Simple Chinese marriage quality questionnaire (Mandarin Version)

Bartlett BIEKE  KMO  RJUT df Sig.
ey ROR 22N 0.909  3504.05 231.00 0.00
W22 % B % R T % B % SHIYS  std BUH N

RFHF 3097 30.97 16.14 16.14  h50 0.73  FAEMM SRS ZMHEZ
h42 0.70  FRAEM AL RIS AR B B TR 2
h34 0.70  FATA [ SR EE WA AN AL TR AR B
h26 0.69  FRATRIEMOI R LA 15k
hi8 0.64  FRATHAENIT A AL TR BT TRIARTA 24
h74 0.64 TEFRMIZEEA NAHXTH A HAX
h62 0.63  FRAF IV B EASTRAMMEA: 76
&Rk 13.23 44.20 15.48 31.62  h55 0.75  FRABMEAR GRS VR AR —1h =
h43 0.74  FRXHHECAH T T AR5 B R A i
h47 0.70 FITKACHEREFRLYMME
h35 0.69  FRARHLLEURAA FoRIFFMEX R AR
h67 0.67 FREMHAR BB E: ) TEE
h75 0.59 AW ARKBERHA L MTEE
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100 -
Bartlett BRIERE~ KMO 7 df Sig.
e KO INER 0.909  3504.05 231.00 0.00
WA ZE % B % e hE% B8 % BHTFS  std BHNE
R AN 6.64 50.84 14.39 46.01 h31 0.71  FRATXHAAE ZE A 28 WAL

h27 0.68 ST THENAFZDENIE, RBINHEE
h23 0.67  FRAIZ AR ZHARR A 2
h63 0.66  FRATHF A AMASTRIERAZ . fLfi o,
h5 0.65 TR B BN IR AR
h39 0.63 AT S I M e ER
BWUE 457 55.41 9.40 5541  h8l 0.77 FTATEEMME S FHENATE—R
h73 0.74  FRLH BB FRE A A EX R0 ot
h57 0.56  FRICAFIRATHVIEIRZ B T LG L& I

Kb F7 S v B NS AR 5 i () 3 ) HEA T (5 BEARG 56 B 22 5 HUEE (CR )0.77 ~ 0.83 ZJa], HiX 43 (AVE)
1E0.40 ~ 0.52 Z[8), FHFHATEUEMER R8T, B IERIE 4550 CFI1=0.98, IFI1=0.98, RMSEA=0.03, i}iH] {
Sy E NS IR ) ) (4EERIBRUIEERR ) (53508 R4

=5 (EHHHEANEFRRERRSE) 5FERBSEE

Table 5 Reliability and convergent validity of simple Chinese marital quality questionnaire

4350 PRl 28 fur v ] CR AVE w4 w2 w3 wl
wi 0.65 ~ 0.78 0.77 0.53 0.73

w2 0.62 ~ 0.72 0.83 0.45 0.77 0.67

w3 0.61 ~ 0.72 0.83 0.45 0.65 0.55 0.67

wl 0.57 ~ 0.68 0.82 0.40 0.29 0.26 0.60 0.63

E: owl A TRELS,; W2 A THRAKE; w3 EATFREFE; wi AFEBNA; AR E TR 8 AVE,

U AEABIZE T, (5 I SRR ) (SR A ) 2545 o IR At
B) PHIAR L ERITEGITAE . B CHARRT E 1  CEA LR 24 R
FUBRRA™ 1348 “TIREAERRE™ 14 4h, “BISCHtE” 35 5, HOPA TR & 6.

=6 (EHHHEANEFRRERS) (LERIBRMEEFR) THAR
Table 6 Scoring methods of simple Chinese marriage quality questionnaire (Uighur version) and

(Mandarin Version)

e LY M5 77 = 1155
*( X— H TRYEREHL
R T (SR R 6+1.5%( X-M ) /SD, H X Fnde 4y,

REH ) = ges h50+h42+h62+h34+h26+h18+h74 M FIRAEFEM /3455, SD FongEREr 5y
Z. EEERE b
TERRY:  AMAEXRFRARAMNEZ [75-+H67-+35-+47+{43+(55
e AXERIEPAEAER PR
fkff s TR | (5 KA h5+h39+h31+h27+h23+h63
USWAWLE W MR ISR B 25 B B s £57+£73+{81
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- 101 -
&R
Yy ZERNE ML VA EN
EASREZRNT, MELE 60+15% (X-M ) /SD H X FOREEA U
W FE REEIF, SERMRZ B4 B AR LAY, M R EEATS IR SR 4 2 4
PEPEAL SD FRAEA NN BT R o b 22

E: AP h ARG SMAB, (ARG SMAE,
3.2 R4 NBRRERE

FT (a5 E SRR R 4 ) R ARt m e S (UK 219 44, 4EEIRIE 214 4)
BEATRRST FEAS ¢ K30, SR, AEE /R SRS O 5T 2 DU =i 3.35 (95% CI: -6.17 ~ -0.53)
p<0.05; HrimdE B /RGOS N A0 AR 56 4k B 15 70 LU DU 5 0.38 (95% CI: -0.66 ~ -0.10) , p<0.05;
SEERAEN E S A e R FEE B, AR I ISR & =Nk A A AR 3 2 5, HEEARE SR L %] 1,

10
DU
RSN R

stk

EER %

KRFELF) AR (e SUEN WS & YA

E: BT RETH . BHRAKIE, LT R BB AG >R EALE 5 /10 9E 5k, WERRF 6 oot R
AHEAR B AF 5 /100 #9856,
E 1 #FEgEUSIARERRESITER

Figure 1 Descriptive statistical results of marriage quality between Uygur and Han in Xinjiang

P 0 R R AT A S R AR e, BRI A ROEAE S B AR AT R 25 b, R BB
BN W, B YE (M=61.54, SD=1.02) It % Pt (M=58.54, SD=1.00) 15 /> & F (432, 1) =4.40,
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P=0.037<0.05, 7°=0.010) ; EKEFHN E#E F (432, 1) =5.68, P=0.018<0.05, 7°=0.013, 4k&E /Kjk
I AT (M=61.75, SD=1.01) WWIUECIE A T4555 (M=58.34, SD=1.00) H&y; A x RGN H
YERIR .35 F (432, 1)=0.012, P=0.91, 7 °=0.000 ) BB S8 4E B /R R 53 A IS UR s 38 £ 4otk

4 Viig

XFF U I T ELA T, M T2 Arh CrhE S R ), IR 30 iB R s, K&
38 EAFAEARS AR AT 0.4 WU H . BUATFREN, ki@l HS PRGN, 2R mE
R R RN — AR, TSR SRR A5 Ar 2%, RS R 5FHLAT | MEEHZ
B A8 it i, S SEUE H R E AL, EESMEMENNAELEEREE " o ARFFEAER
BE M Ag g 00 B TR fE, PRI E T B A& AR ik, XtERIE, SmiEE A
Je 32 A F 38 s H 3T, AR e 45 R ek A 2 A B A R R

AN, KHESUR B AL, A% 2 OZ T, DSOS RE AL 2 Jm X SR OC R A2 5 38
T IO Z AT, A0k ZE A O IS R R RS, TR A A G N S 2 RN S e e
ABFFEAEXT 17 2 B NS IR e ()4 ) A 45 R 1 ORT B IR A T ad A b, LS R & 4 B v A
WA 2 WZ T At 2 Jm e ISR Bl AL i S R B I8 — A B 204G DG 21 0 W o OO 2 1 )
RKFEHH, X (R P EAGSHEF RS ) (GEE/RIERAEER) FMBIT, AFF T R E
SCACHY T, BT AREAS AR T B AT oA L

R PEG T EE R, A D S N B E 25 S, AR RGBS A T Sy, AR R
RIGHERE . AR AT I 220 A B0, BT st 4 B ZR AN DU 5 P A WS R e I A Lok .

B, s E KA CAB AT RZE B SRR h R T AR B 2R . X SFEPHE RFE
KRG T L L RAEARAT, S B s A g R —20 7 o Bk AR SRR R R 22,
R L 1 A P Bl B T SO A DU 0 i B () £ Rl g . AR RIMERTRT, ARA AR 25 20k | AHA
BYBRAR AN S RF . [RIRT, Hrmde B /R R ADUG OSBRSS 4 i 22 R A B 3%, ferhErE2, B
WA BB EASRIRIFAE . TEYEEREHAT, QS B AR I e B R A FRA 7, &
FRAE Bt B WS AR A % 4 R RN A 52 ) 1 R AN TE 22 5710

AMFE I K BARXS FDU%, 4B R GRS AR IS I A v, R AR IRAEE BRI 4E 1 . X ml e
AT YEE R AR A B A1 28 B0 B o U 1, BT AR B IR T AT 7 SR AR 08 A4 B A5 v T 00

AWFE IR, LoV UR T . ZEXT I U], S BRAEH 173 X SRS R PR A 45 R g
NSRS B E T, —IUH AR TS O A B o8 45 3t s, LIS IR s
bt AR AR AL, AR LR B4 S A BT T, (R E IR IR i P AR E 7T, S BIFRRTE L .
AT, Lo A S R R 5 IR 28 S S S A e T L AR TR E N 203 X REFEIE T =
AR AN SR T A Z5 R R, FETAE 2011 AR AAE TG T A BC A B S 2013 AF A1 AR I 12 i 1A
X, M BVEASFAEXRER AN 7 o AU IS TP BRI E £, T LA Lo A 005 608 I 5 11 o

Zi b, AR DAARMTFE R, (1) fF (E2TMEASWEEERE) (45 /R EMANEERR )
{E0E BAF, WA A Hrad g DU AR R IS W B s (2) ZE B /R GAF AR WS I i & ol 38 v FOUR, &
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BRI ARG RE s (3) SBrsmali /R BB B M RIS IR BT AT 2otk
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Preliminary Application of Marriage Quality Questionnaire in

Uygur and Han Groups in Xinjiang

Liu Maoling' Zhang Wenhai’

1. Artushi No. 1 middle school, Artushi;
2. School of Educational Sciences, Hengyang Normal University, Hengyang

Abstract: Objective: This study aimed to examine psychometric properties of the assessment of marital
quality questionnaire for Uygur and Han married people in Xin Jiang. Methods: 449 Han and 447 Uygur
participants were assessed by using the version of Simplified Chinese marital quality questionnaire.
Results: Both exploratory and confirmatory factor analyses showed that the structure validity of the
measure was reliable (CFI=0.98, IFI=0.98, RMSEA=0.03; Its CR rangs from 0.77 to 0.83, and its AVE
ranges from 0.40 to 0.52); the marriage quality of Uygur Group is significantly higher than that of Han
nationality, which was mainly observed in emotional experience. Conclusion: The Simplified Chinese
Marital Quality Questionnaire (Mandarin version and Uyghur version) has good reliability and validity in
Xinjiang Uyghur and Han.

Key words: Uygur; Han; Marital quality; Reliability and validity
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