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3. AFEEZSEEFRIE AN, T

i E | B NTBEASSRERNTEE CEEDFRERNNTROXT. FENEZREHSREIED
BWGETE, #HTRE E2EDFRIFRENDENES, FONESESNE, % RAREDS
FEWEE EFEDFRXEHTIOR, BEAALDE DR ADTERDTENOENEENRE, H&
BEZWOSHMIGFHE—DBN, BHR0NEZENDNEE, W1263EEB LSS/ DFREDN, #H
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SESME, Cronbach’s g REFE0.746 ~ 0.9212[8), DY FRH{E0.653 ~0.87828); SNEAINESERE
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BDELQLREEREDENEN
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PR BTN AR N22.5% , HARY bApAT o R AR AR BAR I K T, N B 4.5% , F)
HE B BE24.6%, FEEIE R BLY37.6% .

AL |24 TCEE X AR B DR & SRS AR ARG 0. WEHIDRE , MG TR, B, %
FAENBUR RIS WL . b, $E2ET DR a2 B M8 AR Ak IRl BRI el 22 ) A4k ] i 1 R
P o MMWKHPEE, $64s F2gl DEEP At aZa, WRERSHEl . ISW . R R AR T
[0

2B TR AR TS, BT LGB R 19 40 304E I B B A SR HE 1E 50, IR
SR, CARREE —— BRIk —— W B S A, WUESEIRAT N 25, BE OGRS
Wik, NZLRREH FRRWIE"  “fH4 b2 SRS, R4 T R — k2= AT UG — 28 A0 i
FEAb . ZOUALREAR G, SRR B O T I AR SRR A N B AR i 4 A

SR B R H BT RS T R4S 2% (School Refusal ) | #2%% (Truants) . 2% (School
Withdraw ) FI%45HEF (School Exclusion) PUANZESN T o HIF 5 R52m B Z A~ A% . CREH
F.ORENZE., FERE. HREEASHEEAS K o MR R | REHNERB S5
Y b E DA AR SRR B A S B VIR R o LR AT N SR E A KR T MAEE
o |2t R P AR L AR R ATTEN D, EAEM IR, SRR E
PR KRG Bl 4 ARG iR R, A TRERE MR ZE X R . E TR, PR ETHETE
TIRAE, BEMRZS 2 RS G s o %, i — D I E % 96 4e A7, i i a4
AT S RO E R KRR T, RAE UG, SBEREXREK ., ZTdaTigz
i BRI R SR AR BRI PR, T BOR AR SEE . R4 LR ST
PRBRAL SR, Ah 230 RGEVEIRUES 202 R R, IRE R KA F R firhy, JEE R
FEAMFR v, SR TEARSR By asr kg .

SEHUE IR AR EER 4T 1 R BTS2 B 7, R SEERE S i i 5% fee R T IR 20 T 42
QOAFAR, [l PN Ahp 3 8 A A SR R T S ACREAE AR R BB AT 2R B (0 i AT B pR 45 9 A PR R[]
STz B 0 SR D FRIRSZ , JRE M IR S A R BRI N o BRI, R SCREFEIE AT
FRURS SR T BN T A B AR TGRS, Z PR Re i . A7 R, DL INE
S A5 DRI 2% i e S B SECRIR o A JERSZ , SR RS2 233 LB O S RS o

RN = i o e o8 2 W o3 9D A I 1 B I =/ SO o8 R s 2 L e 20 e m A 0D 4
M, JCHSEAEL b g AEACREI R D), HDMEMBFR FE 0GR [ F EA R, = RER
Gish

Zi TR, AR RGN FRIER AP ROZA S, WNRERE AT, @ H SRR L
Frfids 1225 04, RIHBATE %, W, (bS8 RRBHEL b2 R pE i 5 Es, wnl LUy IE
Y |2 T 1S SR A RO R PP A T ARG IS b, 7 (85 2L AR 4 b 2% SR SR LT B XY
D5 SCRe, A R B AT U AR A AT DT, I R AR A DGR I Al A N i
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Figure 1 Questionnaire development process

1.1.1 848 F2F/DEXBFEIENEISES

225 E NI EIRE 1A SCSCHER, DURIRE T i Be IR R YE , 456 R A b UiRe N, 2E177F
], W ASZ T BRI AT RREBIE B URRIEREEE: (1) GENBERETA LFX
7 (2) ALY, BERNAGERERER? (3) A L¥EREEMA 27 (4) #FAL
2, R RAACIRGESRERER? (5) h ik FEY:, SRSt g7 (6) BT HET
MRS Stk ) A RS A7

1.12 REBEXEMRE

MR S AL TR BT iR I A 45 5, i X R SCR BT IT 4 /3, FE XA G 4% B Y ik ik
17307 ERBMRsEs, T MRS H . R, YRS i BUR A 4% B M 4% BRI
2%, WHWRNESH. RnELea ™ &E, b4, B “ZrmEh” 171048,
CEFME” 8MAH, “REFIET ANHKH, FEIHET 81KH, RS 150%H, Ok
BRI 6458,  “HRIRR” 61458

1.1.3 HERHE

BIESA LA MBI T, , Horbrh 2 03 BN3 4, 4 TR K34, RIaE4s b2
LR FENGH AR RSB A TRRA, DR AR L

HRAEE Z PR BRI I 425 HAKCF RN B30 (1-CVD) , K58 4. 9, 13, 15, 18, 21, 23, 24,
33, 36, 37. 42, 50 i 13 Wi HMEE, HES LRGN EE, HHIM2, 41843, 44F145, 540
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SEIXAAFBRNAMBE R S HE = h—. Hoh, IIRERGAHGLROERL, BMT3A4H, X
oy ok HINNZSEAT T 305 Bk, (EHETEMEmEIRS . mZIE L5044 H IG5 .

1.1.4 (a0

PTG R A 2 L 275 A AE ARSI 7 R TR , Xk e SR B A T35 H 4347 R R P 1
FOMT, MBOHEUCRAFIELRA S H, LIHEYLS 1275 DA AR IR 9 E 4

BRI HAMTES I, s R WA LURI28 5% HMBR . [ 2id R 2 2 W TIRRIG, LT
SABRAEXT R EH AT . (1) LRI R AET0.45;  (2) ZEZAHEF LESEA B m P
(3) FEdt—4EBE FriB A T34, RS bR | 4205 HIIER A4

1.1.5  IEFHEM

PO Sk Gl e e A S B S Y AN B o= W LT 53l Y (= W5 9 3 | L T G S B TR S S LT B Sy ]
AR08 RAF, £FA ORI E 2= R, 7T 22 DA AR R HUER 1

12 i

1.2.1 FERHHIRITR

LR AR L AR S 104 F# N H MR K, & A R HONRIENANAE . AfiBES
SR, SZTE SRR C IS S B S PTREOL, F B A Aot R A T, RT3 ~ 15
%, KL RIE3A H B4R R,

1.2.2 e ik

TEARY -2 5% K 0 B RN A P B A 0 [0, D T T 9 TR oA S B0, %R
FFE ARG SRR TR, DIBRORBTTE X R BREYIVE . A 12644048 1245 A AE R K32 T 1)
BA . VIR A SR 13, BIB113 A, T AR 31 ~ 602 S AMEI B . %%
FIOSCARR RS . AR ARG LA

1.2.3 IEFHEHIR

KA B, TEIEZ4 LR K B SRR A B R AR E A, MG 7% b2
ROFEAE L, SR A AT AR AT I, LA RTFFEXT S IS UM . 1 2 Rl el 6 % 4 0
WIS AR R AR . Bi21306 454 22 /DER K S 54, A 80520910, AR Mk
HH98.60% . IR N F50A0 HARME B A2 1 R

#= 1 EXESHEARSHIERN#RELT (N=209 )

Table 1 Descriptive statistics of the formal questionnaire sample distribution (N=209)

FHIE PN Bk (%)

3 24 11.5

[ |
e i@ 185 88.5
26 ~ 30 3 14
" 31 ~40 23 11.0
HiRE () 41 ~50 155 74.2
51 ~60 28 13.4
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- 1932 -
gx
HEAE NE HAL (%)
— 2RIk 78 37.3
P& 45 21.5
. it 32 153
LR =R IR 19 9.1
ULk i 26 12.4
LI 9 43
WHMLE, SIS TAEAR 50 23.9
BHIFA 51 sk K22 200 12 5.7
rh/NE T 26 12.4
Ak, KE . . EEAR 5 24
B4 TAEE 7 3.3
2, Hit, BRIl AR 17 8.1
Sl IERRL AR 9 42
1 TEN B EB . NAKIEAL 2 1.0
A R4 G (Frdhr=, Jiklie, Bk, FEIVEFRS AL 7 3.3
TA 7 3.3
RR 8 3.8
AR R 8 3.8
A 12 5.7
gk, Rl A5 4 1.9
BRI G 6 2.9
HAth 29 13.9
B E (ARSI E ) 145 69.4
. KFEBE (ZT5E, SMEACEERE) 38 18.2
HEEEH LR 3 2 10.5
HAh 4 1.9
[N 2 149 713
BTG M T & = 60 287
wIH S LU 20 9.6
mhEih % 28 134
SCARARBE K% 51 244
AR} 78 373
wEgEsE KU B 32 15.3
Pt 8 3.8
BRI Rir 105 50.2
FREEZ GG T ) 40
%= 4 1.9
R4F, RALVE 23 11.0
LSy, WA 112 53.6
RZEIAF RS ZEHWHIR 32 15.3
REIR, KR 20 9.1
B4R 22 10.5

WE: ARIE20205F5 A28 B X909 T F B ARG, b AIEAANA—ZRT . ISAF—LIRT . 30K RT . 70
NZBWT . ONTEMTRI2IANLLEM T, TEATLARERE . WMTRAKR, MTALTHEE, 25X %
BEME. RRTBMAKIGARR IR ERTEL,

13 RIFTH
ABEGER A R BUE D (PSI-SF) {ERABRAUE K T H . k32 T 19804F h BT 1L T
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(Abidin) Fifil, T20114FH G2 H FI A FH UL, BREE =G, B4R %, It
3645 H . RMLikert SPIFAE (1=AEH AR, S=4E%RE) , ERLSHI805;, <905 HIEH K
e, >9053 KK, RUTWE AALE BB L B R RS2 R T, T2 Gl OME 5 . A5
%M Cronbach’s a Z%0H0.91,

14 FHOA

{i FHISPSS 19.0FTAMOS 23 04K A5 %85 4 7 AL FRAN 08T .

2 &R

2.1 [OIEFBTHIE

2.1.1 WHSH

BRGSO RMERE, SeR sl S0 w4, RIS BIRT27% o dl, B
IYEIG27% AR AL, PSR TR ST S R A E B 2 H B 22 5 o ARIETT H 04 2R, 48
N HZERARE, HlER, 485Ra28R.

F2 BENIBSTER

Table 2 Item analysis results

% H YK {E %H e % H Y {E %H e
1 —-4.940" 14 -3.226 17 -4.958" 40 -6.033"
2 -3.643" 15 -6.339" 28 4307 41 -4.939™
3 -4.840" 16 —-3.423° 29 -2.392° 42 -6.097"
4 —7.408" 17 —-7.301" 30 -3.367 43 —4.295"
5 -6.725" 18 -2.373" 31 -5.897" 44 -5.667"
6 -6.082" 19 -3.820" 32 —4.366" 45 -3.399°
7 -4.552" 20 -2.205" 33 -6.174" 46 -5.957"
8 -5.039" 21 2675 34 -4.990" 47 —4.277"
9 —5.249" 22 -4.364" 35 -6.819" 48 -4.197"
10 -3.891" 23 -5.514" 36 -8.826" 49 -5.981"
11 -1.701 24 —2.406 37 —-7.950" 50 -4.660"
12 -3.971" 25 -5.130" 38 -2.994°
13 -7.368" 26 -3.948" 39 -7.373"

E: *p<0.05. *¥p<0.01,

BRI SRR SN, AOFTER RIS TE, IR 2 A 45 H Z 8] A DG R RO R g6 2% H 1Y
AR AR . MEARSC AT A 2R, RBBRAE28 4 FAL, HARZ HMACR B =03, HILMER4E28%
H, #25RN53HR.
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=3 BHFBESESHMEX

Table 3 Correlations between each items and total scores

#H R R %&H HHRFREL %H R &H HHRZREL

1 0.513" 14 0.635" 27 0.552" 40 0.644"
2 0.471" 15 0.488" 28 0.220 41 0.651"
3 0.353" 16 0.605™ 29 0.425™ 42 0.597"
4 0.668™ 17 0.307 30 0.681" 43 0.573"
5 0.616" 18 0.507" 31 0.552" 44 0.435"
6 0.623" 19 0.367 32 0.637" 45 0.655"
7 0.498™ 20 0.383" 33 0.582" 46 0.481"
8 0.534" 21 0.516" 34 0.746™ 47 0.551"
9 0.554" 22 0.533" 35 0.754"™ 48 0.704"™
10 0.434"™ 23 0.344" 36 0.741" 49 0.605™
11 0.408™ 24 0.589" 37 0.430”

12 0.698™ 25 0.567" 38 0.618"

13 0.454" 26 0.588" 39 0.639”

A #p<0.05. *p<0.01,

2.1.2 HWEREHZS

BN RO AT BORE G SR, A FIKMO=0.881, BartlettBRIEA R x °=5697.152, df=861,
p<0.001, FWIKHEAILENRRIAGE, &S THREMT.

K F AT HE T R R iR, Ky 2 e e UL R R R . il [ 2 2 AR
RIG . PALF AR & HEM: (1) JEREZ AR T045; (2) EZAET LAEA B
PEERSAS; (3) FER 4R LA ED T3 BERE2NRE, DGR ISEIKE, SEH
SEON T NZAMIAS RN 245 425, Ma B

4 BRZRMFIHESHERHE

Table 4 Eigenvalues and variance contribution rates of each factor

SE FEAE(E TrEFR (%) ST TR (%)
1 10.418 24.955 24.955
2 3.432 8.172 32.127
3 2.590 6.167 39.294
4 2.256 5.372 44.666
5 2.004 4.772 49.438
6 1.752 4.171 53.609
7 1.498 3.567 57.176
8 1.308 3.114 60.290
9 1.083 2.578 62.868
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Figure 2 Scree plot

F=5 EHEEFEVEXGFRENRDEERFIT

Table 5 Factor analysis results

%H

M
5

T41
T38
T40
T42
T39
T37
T31
128
T32
129
T30
T27
T15
T17
T19
T20
T21
T18
T25
T26
123

0.838
0.833
0.820
0.806
0.762
0.744

0.689
0.683
0.675
0.613
0.612
0.560
0.525

0.805
0.796
0.770
0.770
0.459

0.790
0.726
0.613
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(SR

T11

T10

0.594
0.585
0.655
0.605
0.593
0.493
0.701
0.692
0.681
0.626
0.798
0.767
0.764
0.687
0.678
0.632
0.621
0.817
0.747
0.515
0.481

Rl I 1% DR 38 0 A i
FaA T

H— T EENRESH,

{LNFI

AN TEETRERH,

DR MORE et 22 9 15 25 1R

FHEANTEES N RERH,

B HA R ZET

VAT E S RESH,

K Heir 24 R

HHANNTEEANRERH,

N IR

AN T &GS,

54 AR BN o

FHEMNTEEINFESH,

FAZERIE

F/ANHTEEANRESH,
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N E W RARRX TR Loe)n, RIERRMIHAPRE, A

PRI B ARG A Al T 22 6] A 52 A A R, DRIt
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PRI T B R ACRE TR By it i v T s ) PR R R, PRIk H

N T W s b s R, s Heaw 44 8 %1

RN T B LAY oA T A RS 45 LR F e, DR

Www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pc



B8 F3E/DFREFRIAENE SR 1037

W et 2 4% T A 4IRS
%Jbﬁ\l?@é\ﬁ\lﬂ%mﬁ AT EEW RARYE o i H R AR O, R e 44 o
ERIVERCH (SIS
mFEE-E. AN LA EY i o n i — A 3R B, NI X =AW a8 — A1
T, AT R R

2.2 SENE

AT 5T R FH 3R — B A 215 BE X IE R B TE . Loin TR MESE4ER N
B BB A5, N30 2 EUAE0.746 ~ 0.921 27 [1], /02 Z2E07E0.653 ~ 0.8782 0], #4353
T K, R OB EAR LR, AR RENIGERE

* 6 EREEENEEER

Table 6 Reliability of the questionnaire and its dimensions

fREEARPR B SrGaRI RSN BT RFTE FEAE R TS SRBINE
Cronbach’s & %L 0.921 0.820 0.913 0.858 0.806 0.746 0.762 0.795
ol R 0.720 0.653 0.878 0.820 0.818 0.669 0.738 0.799

2.3 WENKEK

2.3.1 SEHRE

S IESR MBI THICAMIT, BT B THR . G5 oR, 4504 BE ] 1A 56 Z BL1E0.168 ~ 0.596
Zi), #E T AR RRLEE AAC A OC B85 454 BE 5 BRI =2 (] B G R AUAE0.551 ~ 0.75 121, #BJE
TR, FUMICRE . %4 B WA 2 5 2 ) (] A — BV LA Sy, B B R
M ZEA R

F7 BYEEE, BEESESHEXSNT

Table 7 Correlation analysis among dimensions and between dimensions and total scores

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1. BFeiaRM 1
2. IR 2 L 0.249™ 1
3. g5 T 0.363" 0.516" 1
4. RFEFX & 0.341" 0.295" 0.316" 1
5. FAZ 0.365™ 0.230™ 0.325" 0.168" 1
6. FFETrhz 0.528" 04117 0.565" 0.364" 0.298" 1
7. KB EE 0.365" 0.347" 0.596" 0.270" 0.338" 0.386" 1
8. B4 0.751" 0.655" 0.756" 0.574" 0.551" 0.741" 0.655" 1

E: %p<0.05 . *#p<0.01,
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ARG DA ) 5 48 35 14 00 R 28 43 BT AR SR B P TR A A 446 | 27 75 /D AR AL RE SR B T [ 35 11
SRR o IR S PEA T IR R R AT, AR AN 3R o A AT A SR T, AR Adp T2,
RMSEA/NT0.05, CFI, IFI, TLIAKT0.9, GFIMIAGFIHEIT0.85, 45 H IS BRI, s |2
AR RIR 115 1L R 3R B LU S5 AR, 3R 3 T St = ek,

[ele=)

oo

©o
o

So

E 3 $6% EFESFLXGRRENNEIEEREREZE

Figure 3 Confirmatory factor model diagram

2.3.2 RARRUE
AWFFER AT BRI AGRIE 53R (PSI-SF) VRN ARR AR R 4 b 25 D AR SRR IR T ) [R) 4
ROARBUE o 10145 SR AR DA T4 RN 8 s o S5 RARHA, JE4 b 2p i AR ACRE SRR Ty )46 S
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s A S TR 2R PR T RIS A B R AARSE, SIS )& ARl Rt

38 B EFEVFLEFRENSHARERIEX

Table 8 Correlations with criterion measures

G RIE SGPEAaERI KIARN  BEESN RFETH  KRWE  EFmR SRS
PSI-SFi4» 07177 0.456™ 0.586" 0.614™ 0.379" 0.345™ 0.527" 0417

E: o%p<0.05, *p<0.01,

2.3.3 WNBRME

AW IE S R BAR S SCHR, DA AR R 2%, HARIEIE L b 2A 7 DR ACRER DR 45 )
AW LA . BIEAOCE FXT VIR RIS R H FN4E B AT, I BRI R Tl 1 PN A3 B e 4
I DAL R 3 X ) 4 (a) 2 0 R H AT IS RIS B, AR ) 4 B BT R N AR

3 tig

eI Z /T, W& AR, T AR E N INE T/ D0 4s Fr MR S AR ST
3%, X R TR, RS HELE A DR S B TR TR, IR E ST iR
AR, @SIIHE, SNgtEL oA DA RESEE SR T SRR . A OB . R4S T
WL R4 L F % PR AT HA4E R T A bAs, SadiBeloisess, BT s iy MEAC

SEMATE I RRIURIRIAS . HE B TIRIAERI, MRS TRV R, PR 50 Ui, W TRl T e
PERZ T, Gl RATHIRAANE, RZIUMELS-EA RS b DARAC R R 1R

31 [AIEEE

ISR, M0 N — (5 B 0.921, &4 2 BE i P — 3ok R 807E0.746 ~ 0.9132
B BRI o205 R 0.720, BRI REFE0.653 ~ 0.878 2 ], X BLELHR LA 4 |- 2475 /D
AEACHE SRR g () A4 4 B (A5 BE R U, Gk 31 1O BRI 2 B A

3.2 [QIBEWE

MBI RS, AWETEN G R N RE | SRS FUSR U R B 54 o i D AR AR
HRIE S RIS A0

R NERUE . AR 73 BT AR O SCIR AR 2 b 2775 D AR ACRE A TR 25 A 2 ) B i ) 20 45
H8 5 I LA S A HR X 17 s A AR R AR JEE A 7 B o AEEAT RN 2017, 3 i 5 ) PP S O A G e K
COBEZOM 54 Eoa PR 54 B TR ) XWRIR IR 2% H 4R BEATEAl , T30 an
[F1) 35 4 A 2R R0 BE TR RO LUHC A A A R0 46 (7 4 690880 F HEA T ISR 2, IF AR & S WO 3O3Rk A7
158, EIEAIEAEZ AT, HEAT 7RG, FRIE T R H 2R A MERTE . LI X SEREAT )
BT RPN BRUE AR TS
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HR B . R4 b2 DRI ) (0] 4 25 48 B2 ) L K & R B 5 800 Z [ #RA 3 1 b 3%
K-, BRIT RS EERARDE, UEW] TS B A RIS ROE, ARG T 0 B A A K
R Z P REH, B NEDER T, B8 B AR 7 F A B 5 R AT
(0.458 ~0.841) o W TH =AY KZTrFT R, HiKL, PRERX=AEESIF NET
LEARIX AN, &, RNEWHECNAE, A TR, RIKRN . HHEH. K#E
FIE . FRIEE . EF s, KO, RuEtEE R g R s, (a5 B8 1 40 A 8 B br
X /df<2, RMSEA<0.05, BT GFURIAGFUZEIT0.85/9LIAN , HATEFRAS K T0.90, X EIIEL |24 /b
AR E IR ) RSB R, A B RS, R 2ad i B e n, HOU AR B A s
T Z AL I TS Y ARG T, W T I S R AL AT 1
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Abstract: In order to draw more attention to the real plight of school refusal families and to enrich the
assessment tools related to school refusal, this study uses qualitative interview method to interview
parents of school-refusing teenagers. According to previous questionnaires and interview text analysis
results, dimensions and items of the questionnaire are initially constructed, and experts are invited to
evaluate and further modify the questionnaire to form a preliminary questionnaire. 126 parents with good
adaptability were tested by carefully selected for item analysis and exploratory factor analysis, 209 parents
were tested by convenient sampling for confirmatory factor analysis and test reliability and validity.
The results show that the questionnaire contains seven dimensions, including children’s comprehensive
performance, physical reaction, emotional stress, husband-wife conflict, parent-child conflict, home-
school communication, and help-seeking distress. The questionnaire has good reliability and validity, it
can be used as an effective questionnaire to measure parental stress of school-refusing teenagers.
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