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il Z | BY. ERHARLEHAFSNDEZRR (the short—form egna minnenav barndoms uppfostran for the
Mongolian language user, s—EMBU-m) ERZEBAPNEENNE. F5x: KEEBEMENS N
400 BERZESIBERABEARN, FHHATMENH, MEDMNEENNE., BR: BARXIHFHID
SERN="RREONERE (REDDS; FFEIOE) ; REVENXDVERLE (RFEDDESYU
EMRENEE 0.61 ~ 0.85 28, ASESEM 0.867 ~ 0.899 2[H, WIYFHEMEISE 0.450 ~ 0.577 2
B, FDOESEENRRAG L 0.62 ~ 0.86 Z[H, HESEM 0.867 ~ 0.909 2H), MIYHEMENE
f£0.521 ~ 0.568 ZH) ; RFENABBY Cronbach’s o HEN 0.784, RLFEDDBHNENESEN 0.788,
A5 BRARSHASAOEEREBRENENE, JUBRNERZEZRIERENRLEHFH.
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I 05 NI WA AE—RE 225 VIDURMSEN D], SEh R SALE 5 DURR 2 A M AR T et
JERRIPHE AT R F 2257, St A AR R A AR BRI AU B IR T DU 2 A . IR 22 S R
WP AT E AT AR ORI s I, A b 2R i, A R — A EE B R A T 545 AL
AR T HR AR ORI R EH P 2

PIMERASE N A AR AR B r A, WoRIIR &AM ™ FEACRR U & s
(EMBU) i BABITRYhSCRUA ™ 7 7 o fEf R b, B RIEAAME " BT T SOAR
FAELUIAE: (D FEEZ A E 1154 H , EMTER A B0 TR 7 . (2)
BRI A SRR B A 2 A SORIRAE A 6 MR, MR IS0 5 MR 4R
ARG T XS AR S RRBGR A RMERE o (3) Z5MATRE 7 o [N, BT EMBU LTINS
— SO, FRACREI AT SOR T HA LRI (1) FEBD. A 4245
Ho (2) CES S SHES S BAA MR RS AERE . 3T AR MOl 22 BT 2 1 2% SCRGEA 7]
O R, AZE S AR I AR A AT N, SR AR B 2R

St — LRk, WFFCE KB ACREEOR T AN T SCRRAE RO — 2t B (Sl Rk )
ARREE ARG . TN, BT G i SORP-RE BN R . F 58t iae A i T1E 2
A BT BEASON 20T, IO BB s . RDUT, MR SESCEAZ, (A E k.
LR LRI, BRFEHE AN L BT Sl F T 5 SO 0 ey AR R T AR 4523 hi

1 MRMREFE

11 HARNR

FEAR —: BERERH P S0t il DX AR A ki, JLR RIS 230 4y, DA 2%40R145 200 1,
ARLISUR 86.96%. Hrr, T4 98 A (49.00% ) , ZoiE 102 A (51.00% ) 5 K—24: 101 A\ (50.50% ) ,
KA 63 N (31.50% ) , K= 17 N (8.50% ) , KPU2EH 18 A (9.00% ) , 4 1 Nt (0.50% ) ;
MAEF2e 77 N (38.50% ), ARAAE T2 122 N (61.00% )

FEAR BRI S0t 1l XA AR A ki, JLR RIS 222y, IISCA A%URI4E 200 1,
AR 90.09% . Hr, J54:90 A (45.00% ) , &4 110 A (55.00% ) 5 K—4: 94 N\ (47.00%) ,
KA T2 N(36.00% ), R=271 14 N (7.00% ) , KPU2EHE 20 A (10.00% ); HAE 2 78 N (39.00% ) ,
A 14 122 A (61.00% ) .

12 NMETEH

1.2.1  ZIKFENLE

B AR I A TS SOK P, 3 38 58 SR 9 Bl T LA A SIS . 52 30K
W0 PR /N = AR SCORE , Wk B P52 SO IR I 6] PR 8 R B P 2 A o AR
WZSIERG, )l T H A S Ui g o e . 52 SO T IR i a7 15 434224

1.2.2 A BHE IR F XIS LR

WRHEN (2010) HTRRNLHHFE T K AE (s ~EMBU ) &I T i AR 3% I K[ &
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SCHR (s=EMBU-c ) o %40 R KRS RS FIEE R 4, PS4 21 SN EMERAH,
Gy RAEds (6 A4H ), SRR (8N H ) A EGERE (7 MEH ) 48, RAI L (AR) ~ 4 (&
&) 4 g, BT R, s B A RO E R, TR, R A B R AL R
IF) 5 o B P — SRS T R B 9k 078, 0.82, 0.74; EREZE 0] vh i 8 38— BOEAS B BR300
0.82, 0.84, 0.78 *' . ERMEHETRIZE 15 480747

1.3 FUBIE

AR SPSS 22.0 FATHH 4307, IREMER R 507 S AGRER S, SRH] AMOS17 #4756 Uk
T IHETHAERBOTIEAHEGEIE (composite reliability, CR) . F¥ 77 Z 4 HUE (average variance
extract, AVE ) Flfx KIL[F 52 ( maximum shared variance, MSV ) 2§,

2 WMIRGR

21 ImBDH

FRAE 550 128 B AT AR 27%, BEREAR ST R s L AR A0 4, JFREA TS AR ¢ A0 . A0 45 1
N, B RTEE IR IR B 225 (p<0.05) o [FIIT SR Pearson AH &% P43 In) 6 14 A8 AH
KHEATIN R . B4 2% H 5 TS 036 1 840 Z R B R 0 AR (p<0.05) 5 ACSRA7 R4 1 LR
FHOCHREUAE 0.170 ~ 0.541 Z[H], BE3ESF I AEEAE OC R ETE 0.108 ~ 0.566 ZIH]. Z5RFILE 1 FIE 2,
DL SR BT 2% H S BA B R 200 07

F 1 WESNEHEBEXRBMMIFER (RIER
Table 1 Results of question total correlation coefficient and independent sample t-test for father’s

sub-questionnaire

%H r t
Al 0.357" 2.901
A2 0.284™ 4.457
A3 0.209™ 2.027
A4 0.375" 3.241
A5 0.535" 6.926
A6 0.253" 2.793
A7 0.477" 4.019
A8 0.541" 5.597
A9 0.385" 5.481
A10 0.449" 4.267
All 0.310" 3.847
Al2 0.496™ 4.121
Al3 0.200" 2.651
Al4 0.297" 3.354
Al5 0.170" 2.302
Al6 0.477" 4.733
Al7 0.265" 3.427
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+ 853 -
%H T t
Al8 0.393" 5.325
A19 0.389" 4432
A20 04117 5.646
A21 0.130° 2.635

E: *p<0.05, *#p<0.01, ***p<0.0001, TR,

F 2 BFESHENBASEXRYMMIIFER  KIER
Table 2 Results of question total correlation coefficients and independent sample t-tests for the

mother subquestionnaire

% H r t
Bl 0.222" 2.933
B2 0.183" 2.622
B3 0.267" 4.159
B4 0.345" 3.359
B5 0.566" 8.550
B6 0.157" 2.674
B7 0.375" 3.858
B8 0.471" 7.013
B9 0.177° 2.436
B10 0.390" 5.256
Bil 0.109° 2.598
B12 0.446" 3.817
B13 0.126" 2.274
B14 0.439" 2.029
B15 0.162" 2.359
B16 0.436" 4917
B17 0.108" 2.390
B18 0.461" 5.975
B19 0.281" 4438
B20 0377 5.985
B21 0.111° 2.250

22 BEDM

2.2.1 HEREHZES

(i FREAS— B SR A A TR R MR T . 35—, XIHACR IS G TR R I R Tk 7
WIAEHIWT, Bartlett BRIEKGI6 (45 54 Bartlett x *=1606.319, p<0.001, HUFEE 4B B{H KMO 2 0865, ik
GERFRREA—E S THATIRRIENZ N 7 o B, R IEEA AR R B0, RH
K 2RISR e =X, MR Z st far . IR T <040, FE[RIRE <040 RYRIZR, DIhrif
TRE TSGR RIS TR 21 46 H, SORMAABRZEAAIEIL S 3. 8=, SHEAR, (RRRHIAR
>URIRZER . DUERERSEI—A 3 AR, = ARG B 5 RN 53.47%, NI ARG AR
Horb, ORI AEEE R RIEAR R 5.541, J7 2R 20.04%; SCRIFREAEE IURHIER Dy 3268, J52
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RN 18.18%; ACFARAEAERE AR N 2420, T 22BN 15.25%.

i FTREAS — R X B R RIS A TR R R 0T . S 20, XA R RIS S TR R R i
BEATHIAE W . Bartlett BRIEAG IR (045 54 Bartlett x *=2082.733, p<0.001, BUREE 2414 5 B (H KMO 2 871,
PIRZ AR AR 5 A T TR R IER R 7 o B R R a0 1%
KR TT 22 RIS AT R e o7 30, IMBRZ E AT . R G <0.40, LRI <0.40 AU .
DUHCARHECR B T BRIl p iy 21 DA H , BRI R A TR 40 5 =20, SBMEA A,
TREFFIEAR >1 AR . DUHARERS B — > 530K I R 25 58 AR ] 1Y 3 DR AR AL, = AR A 1Y) 2R
T 2R 58.60%, W LMRBERIR /A 5, Horbr, R BE ORI 2 B A RAIEAR S 6.100, 5 251
BEAN 23.75%; BESEAF IR AE L O AFIEAR y 3.827, 7 ZZ B3N 19.70%; BEFAR A8 4E R RY4FIERR y 2.378,
I ZEfR RN 15.15% .

#= 3 RESEBEHEZERT (n=200)

Table 3 Factor loading of the father subquestionnaire

R 1 I E4
%H BES] %H SENiY0) % H SENiY0)
A10 0.770 A6 0.754 Al 0.735
A8 0.743 All 0.751 Al4 0.715
A3 0.734 A2 0.725 A4 0.708
A5 0.724 A13 0.719 A19 0.684
A18 0.701 A9 0.711 A7 0.680
Al6 0.693 Al7 0.710 A2 0.664
Al5 0.661 A21 0.691
A20 0.604

4 BRFSEERRAR (n=200)

Table 4 Factor loading of the mother subquestionnaire

R 17 I E4s
%H BEN] %H SENiY0) %H ENiY0)
B3 0.848 B9 0.839 B7 0.748
B18 0.833 B13 0.819 Bl 0.719
B8 0.826 B6 0.813 B4 0.716
B20 0.767 B21 0.733 B14 0.713
BS 0.755 B17 0.699 B19 0.703
B15 0.729 B11 0.680 B12 0.631
B16 0.720 B2 0.670
B10 0.680

2.2.2 BUEMERHEE ST

i FFREAR A B X R R P R A 3RAR I AR A T I PE B 2 A0 0 SRR 1Y 3 HE L R A
A RAF, HARZRMETE 0.61 ~ 0.80 ZIH], TEULE 5 MK 1o BRARASH 3 Q45 HBAG R AT
HA N EMEATE 0.62 ~ 0.86 Z[], FEILE 6 L 2,
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F 5 ESEENRIEERERS TG (n=200 )
Table 5 Validated Factor Analysis Fitted Indicators for Father’s Sub-Questionnaire
L EEbR X’ df X 1df RMSEA SRMR CFI TLI IFI
FI TR ifE <3.00 <0.08 <0.08 >0.9 >0.9 >0.9
RESriRAE 239.084 186 1.285 0.038 0.047 0.973 0.969 0.973
1 EHBENRIEEEZES
Figure 1 Validation factor analysis of the father score questionnaire
7 6 BEFRENEIEEEZESHIETER (n=200)
Table 5 Validated Factor Analysis Fitted Indicators for Father’s Sub-Questionnaire
P TEIR X’ df X 1df RMSEA SRMR CFI TLI IFI
FIWrhR <3.00 <0.08 <0.08 >0.9 >0.9 >0.9
BB 306.211 186 1.646 0.057 0.072 0.946 0.939 0.946
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2 BERSESHIEIE TR F

Figure 2 Validation factor analysis of the mother score questionnaire

2.2.3 RAMEMXSHUE

BIFREAR—FIREAR B, AT R AR RIX 30 RS . AR5 ) SR 00 ) e 45 Ak B
PR MATE >0.50, HAEFE (CR) #>0.70, PR 20GE (AVE) ¥ >0.50, R4 RIEHE
A RIFRERE . JFE, PIMEZRMCRE T (R?) ¥ < P77 22t (AVE) , UilImsy
[ AR EA RAFR XRUE . PRI 7 ALk 8,

F7 NWFEFEENREVNEMXIBESH (n=200)

Table 7 Analysis of convergent and discriminant validity of father’s score questionnaire

PR 25 B A v Bl CR AVE BB 15 BORLAR HE4

FUNA S 0.61 ~ 0.77 0.867 0.450 1.000 -0.960" 0.289"
T B R 0.70 ~ 0.79 0.899 0.561 -0.960" 1.000 -0.170"
B4 0.66 ~ 0.85 0.890 0.577 0.289™ -0.170" 1.000
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=8 BENSLNENEASUENRSESSH (n=200)
Table 8 Analysis of convergent and discriminant validity of mother’s score questionnaire
PR 2% 47 7o 31 CR AVE o L 15 BORLAR FE4
B 0.62 ~ 0.84 0.909 0.558 1.000 -0.117" 0.259"
T IR R 0.62 ~ 0.86 0.901 0.568 -0.117" 1.000 -0.257"
a4 0.65 ~ 0.78 0.867 0.521 0.259™ -0.257" 1.000

2.3 BEDM

2.3.1 Cronbach’s @ &%

BIFREAR—FIREAR B R, T Cronbach’s @ REIE . SCES 4G Cronbach’s @ RECH
0.784, £F3E4314A Cronbach’s @ AN 0.785,

2.3.2 EEE

I 2 J8] i AT F R A 45 SR s, ACSR S TRl 45 I E A B Ry 0788, B35 43 ) 45 1 F A FE
0.807.

3 g

AR 2R ASE R A i, BTSRRI A SR )443 SR A3 Il Rl
FOrG . WUH TSR R, PO R 45 4% B B - AR o L iR o B W 25 5, BRI IR) 46
BB X RAF; A& % H SRS G B DC B3, SO 5 HAG R B, PRt SO
[ i A 45 5T LM

RVEHE R ER RN, AR SRR AR A AR, PIRAS AL S AR IR A — AR
51 AR A SCRTEB TS RIS o SESCRIRIE I T SORIPIS AR 28R,
SCRFAFE AR5y Ry “HE4e” NIRRT R R EEORET 3 ANREE

BAFER MRS IR, I 0 = R RS A R 452 BAERTIE 23 )4 1 R R ffar ik
FBEIKV; AU SR B Z AR B P AR DL B AAHSE, R4 45 2k B A RAFARE e AT X 43
NHEA -8, SR AR, Siie. DR uBEITE S B RIS HRUE .

RS RN X A3 BRI A5 R W], AR A SRk RS RIS 4 4R B Y LR L far 1 >0.50, 216
{5 (CR) ¥ >0.70, ~FRJ7 24t (AVE) ¥ >0.50, RUIMRIEHEA RFREGRIE. JFH.,
PR R R AR DC R BT 07 (R?) 35 <P 2GR (AVE) |, SiBIM S nl B4R AT 4T
DX A4

(SR EE OSSR, QB4 AI451Y Cronbach’s @ REUH 0.784, FE3E43R1%:AY Cronbach’s o R
40785, WS3AI%:H Cronbach’s o AN L >0.70 AYSEE:. TR RSO AC 54054 Cronbach’s o %
HAE 0.610 ~ 0.800 ZIAl; JE P SCARIAIE AL 3 A1 4 1) Cronbach’s @@ REUTE 0.620 ~ 0.860 Z[H] * .
JR 74 %F Cronbach’s @@ RENWBFFE LGSR EA —Btk. BAEMBRME S, %R — Mk E L S 201 &
DU BE R AR )4 0.788, B2 4314 0.807 ., LA 45 RFR WY, B1T 5 1116 A R A — Sk e v
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AWFTERIEEREY, B ITIR 11 AR EIR T S 5 SOOE F T RS AR 5 H I SRR T
R AR T S FARE TP SORIAE, S2Hl TDUR K- T 2RV A ER L, ARBITH
FAE—EANL: HTERZ SRR RSN, ARAETT RIS BUZ s . FEARK BT,
%3RS53 5815 DU I XGE W RIS A AR A T i — 2D A
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Reliability and Validity of the Short-Form Egna Minnenav
Barndoms Uppfostran for the Mongolian Language User in
College Students

Bai Yang

Zhuhai College of Jilin University, Zhuhai

Abstract: Objective: To examine the reliability and validity of the short-form egna minnenav barndoms
uppfostran for the Mongolian language user(s-EMBU-m) in a population of university students.
METHODS: A group test was administered to 400 college students using a whole group sampling method.
RESULTS: The three-factor structure of s-EMBU-m for the Mongolian language user fit well (father sub
questionnaire: x*/df=1.285, RMSEA=0.038, SRMR=0.047, CFI=0.973, TLI=0.969, IF1=0.973; mother sub
questionnaire: Xz/df=1.646, RMSEA= 0.057, SRMR= 0.072, CFI= 0.946, TLI= 0.939, IFI= 0.946); good
aggregate and discriminant validity (factor loadings for each dimension of the father score questionnaire
ranged from 0.61 to 0.85, combined reliability from 0.867 to 0.899, and mean variance extraction from
0.450 to 0.577). between. The factor loadings for each dimension of the mother’s questionnaire ranged
from 0.62 to 0.86, the combined reliabilities ranged from 0.867 to 0.909, and the mean variance extraction
ranged from 0.521 to 0.568; the Cronbach’s « coefficient was 0.784 for the father’s questionnaire and 0.785
for the mother’s questionnaire. The retest reliability was 0.788 and the retest reliability of the mother sub-
questionnaire was 0.807.CONCLUSION: s-EMBU-m has good reliability and validity for measuring the
parenting style of college students who are Mongolian language user.

Key words: Parenting style; Mongolian language; Reliability; Validity
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