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SRHRAK. (Parentification ) 3] HH R IETRYT KINER/R BL
% + R4lEK (Salvador Minuchin ) S H[RIFERATT AR —
IR, BT TS BHC TS M TR K
BERIEST, FahaishE AR R T T XA TR
AP EREFR ISR T RIE” S,

SR — 1) th S T —2075 ( Boszormenyi-
Nagy ) FHMA/RTE (Spark ) F19734E ML HE , 810

RJLEMFT S EZNASGTE, SR, &
A SRR, AERATHERN—Fh K E S
Ko BBUIERETF=MXA P —F, HEHFTA
H2EHE (Instrumental Parentification ) FVE Mz 1L
( Emotional Parentification ) , H:H', Ai&EMET LR T
GRS R M AR BB . VEARMIRETHT, J5
B E F R AR & A th AR PSR 4, it
THHEMERI T
AIE LR IIATR 0 AU 2%~ A 2R UL

EEINE: OEREASPRSVREARNFWEHRENSEE (MBH%S: 20265YB13) o
BES . KR, BEREASHESFSIVESSRHAIT, WRAH: REXR.
WESIA: EE=R KR, Judyta Borchet. (2026). FRER{LIQIETHMREYPSUETT R EEWENRT. LE/NEZEI5, 8(3), 349-354.
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FIFAERFREM . 259545 (2001) RBNAEIR NZETE L
BT, KTPEKLWINIIZRIASR 5555 SR T
SEMTHT, URBhACRE I s IRt B, REhAE
KTt TR L RN DT 5 55 AJ7d. =
FREE -SRI (2010) WFFERMFREE T ER B PR T L
L LG TN E L2 R IhREE IR, BlanfgeR 5 g
J s ik . (Rt ST 4R AR TR AR IR A L3S s 7 4R
HISERLACEI AR B AR (562235, 2006) . A
DLSEHRAE S H AR B 6 RFSE AR AT i, At —4
Bt

X TR X R IR B 5, AN [R5 A5 3 1 45 R
A—o kDI (2000 ) EZILFASEZEE A E MR T
WAEBLIEE LR & XA, HAh, HRE S5
(2008 ) FEXF230 Ml 2L T L (R BE HEAT IR 4 I & PR,
ARSI 2T, 78 ARSI 22 Ukt e 53
2 WA R IIMES S R A SR8 . Mayseless%F
A (2004) BFFEEE R R Lotk b B 75 5 i B R
FEBTHT M6, HRMEEER R Z TR E
HISEINAE . [E A 30 (2003 ) 7EXF11454 7 /0
HEPATSHEN TG K L e E PR B TR
Ao HETEE (2018) AAERT 1013497 AL 1R A )5
K BUAS TR 31 444 A SR BRI K S R AT 22 5 L A,
FEERIX TR BL A A B2 . Wik, ETRTA
WFFE, AT 7% 54 1) {18 310 3o 5 Bk A8 2 i) R
[TE

T VEAL R AR R R B R, LR R 4R
(Jurkovie ) FEERL/RME (Thirkield ) Zihl 13 &7 4E
FIEBUE RS, HA & mPUbA =25 . ThEEM: SRR
b TEEMERE . BRI APE . 25 JurkovieZiT
THEAWARGEBYLRESR, BT X ntm) Bk
PR A0 R R B A I S PR AT AR e . 5 R
WIS AEMEIVE R R, A5 (2007) DiEdhadh
Bkt Jurkovich) “FLFHTRF—MAN" EFKE
T, R, SRR R,
51 B 2 B R 3 A S BB . DOk BRJET . ASASFE =
Flre 7825 JCT 4k & PRI R i S LR B A — 4~
TR, FEMEHH I Hooper (2009) HEILREX 4 T4
S AL A ) SR AN X6 S s AR R SR L, IF AL 2R
AR AR . IEAh, YRR (Borchet, 2019) 4
HlRY “FHAOEEPURNE"  (KPAM ) X Tl e
TN : MAETFLRAEEI7ME, A
FEARYERE ;. A LB IHRA G 26T H , 72U A
YERE EIOINT BN . A5 B R B R TR LR Y
(R0 ~ 0.8 18], KEITTREZ K.

BT, FRESEDYLEIE M TR E, MR
KRR TEZME%E TR, = REKE LT =
S N S b 7 e = A PS 1 Y - SA P B o e v s ES = R )
FHALRME N EE, AN THRATHRES >
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ARRRIUEBLIR, 18BN AHCHT TS A B T AR R
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PEATHRSCRRRIETT , B RS e AR TR [ O A A
BIRRLEE, e R BT e B ARl 5 92
PERPEAG T R

2 RF*E

21 [OEOETE

TESFA R RFNEE EXAUG ,, AT KPAMETF
WAL TAE. AT HARIER R, #IE T A IGINE A 5
BRI E B S R TR, fERES RS, T
P BAS T 4% B (0 SCARad 18 P AT, ARSIE b SORAR
RERSHERffE i IR R R, fERIRIG, ATFFTAE,
ERESCEERT, FEREPHZAL (RESTIH
EFERRE ) I B TR X A FE A7 IR
PESERUE” , B 13 (FROFEE WS AR T2 &
BAESFAT ) P kg BB A R, Wbk &
H1AZ B 3R, B4A PERESCEES, JRafdh
TR R T B AL T TSR, sELE X 4y, B
WA F AR ROPIAGEE (FF 2 T B RTME
FUF T B I R IRE ) A I TF R RIRME . 7R
BEEERE 1, TR SCKPAMATIR -

22 #R

XFPUI  T AE A A R O ) 25 67915
MBRASABELAES (B ) Je AR A A L H
70% ) , ELAFEAERLRE60y, AR HN94.6%.
Hrp B A28 N, 535.5%, {414, (564.5%; Mt
F261 N, 440.6%, AEMAFL38IN, [i59.4%; &
FAF204A, 545.8%, WHEAM348AN, 554.2%.

23 TR

(1) HAFERAEAE ( Parentification Questionnaire
for Youth, KPdM )

%4 R H Borehet S A S, F1xi A= AR AR T2
BCEPANIRA: AT LA E1ITNE, 4EAYE
B AR 26N H , FEPUAS A YR
it 3SR MAE R . KPAMI] 3 ) 22 4 45 R A
B HAREAS 2 T A R B [ 268 (1 5 0
B | ARIXS (GBS AR ) DL RAMAR 30
AT CRATPRRE W) |, IS A R TAEH 4
PET 41, SR RIEAL TR,

(2) —ffERM#: ( General Health Questionnaire,
GHQ-12)

ZaERNEAF TR, FEMIERE O B RAR
HFRHGoldberg DF19914FEF &, HF ARG X G 4E
B LR AR A SRR ROIR L . FRE 8 R Mg
(1990 ) fEGHQRYELR L2545 b [E SCARAF Gl 1
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SCIER B 124 2 HIIRAS , Zead 7e b E 5 1 b X g fl
FEBAE R, 3 ARCHQ-128 BiE S TV ks s
WA TR A A AL X T2 A AR 45 RO B B 5 14 i e T L
(BEER., 2003) o AW HIZE R Cronbach’s @ REX
H0.856.

24 HUTER

SPSS 27.08% I TIUE 4387 . ARG BT IS BE 4T 5
Mplus 8.3%% Fl TR ML H T BRI S34T .

3 &R

31 MBS
SR PR S AR 3 73 4 3 0o+ SCRRKPAMEA 5351
ST FEMAE TR, KB 540 B2 1A
FIAASE R E=0.373 ~ 07308 016 B BT, KB His
27% AT R R T AR AL, A TS REAR GG, ¢
{E/ 164181 ~ 17.5452 8], HARZEIRANL PR,
#= 1 HXHKPAMIIE SR &R

Table 1 KPdM item analysis results (Chinese Version)

3.2 BRRUEGHISEEILDAT

o TR R i R BB AR S, B LR
R R T AR S A H e B ) g i, (H
N A B BB AR A0 3 W WL 3] 4% 48 T 22 1] 14 O Z2 N AR
BRI B G, BRI ] TR RS54 U5 72
#i# ( Exploratory Structural Equation Modeling , ESEM )
(Edl, 20145 ZEWF, AR, 2013) JEATERS
YIRS . ESEMMTFIR SR WoR R 1 SR P& 5 b
X /df=<5, TLIFICFI¥JKT0.9, SRMR/NT0.08 (il Sk
4%, 2018) HRMSEA/NTO0.1 CHRAEME 55, 2004) , W]
HC R R AT LA R AP A DY IR TR (A T4 )
AREFRR (JEME L) o BAREERImE2 ., %3, &4
s

F2 REUSEMAERE (MEFX)
Table 2 Exploratory structural equation modeling (Only

Child)

o TIVERBE WEIDRRIE o o
ER sy Gieay)  HEEER AR

i H t r i H t r
1 9.343" 0.747" 14 4.896"  0.896"
2 41817 0.809" 15 6.153"  0.905"
3 10.107" 0.675" 16 55957 0.877"
4 11.6427 0.800" 17 9.101"  0.756™
5 4.845" 0.807" 18 149587 0.724”
6 13.866™ 0.814” 19 17.360"  0.777"
7 12.543™ 0.823" 20 18.708"  0.827"
8 7.004” 0.844" 21 132347 0714”7
9 6.455”" 0.816" 22 234757 0.787"
10 8.277" 0.764" 23 218157  0.852"
11 11.492" 0.705" 24 22.398"  0.813"
12 7.649” 0.857" 25 165167 0.793™
13 7.942" 0.566" 26 22669  0.853"

E: *p<0.05, *##p<0.01, ***p<0.001, TR,

Al 0.390

A2 0.796

A3 0.623

Bl 0.564

B2 0.695

B3 0.808

B4 0.657

Cl1 0.851

c2 0.833

Cc3 0.693

D1 0.776
D2 0.896
D3 0.89
D4 0.858
D5 0.66

#3 REMEMFTEER (EMEFL)
Table 3  Exploratory structural equation modeling (Non-Only Child)

At THMAZEIE (XACHE)

TR R (XA )

AOWEE AR SREAE (X SLAp A A )

Al 0.441

A2 0.72

A3 0.707

Bl 0.309

B2 0.549
B3 0.922
B4 0.608
C1

c2

Cc3

D1

0.793
0.814
0.827
0.856
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ARt T MR (X508 TR (XFACHE ) MEWEE AR FEIE O Sesf ik )
D2 0.88
D3 0.899
D4 0.8
D5 0.68
El 0.753
E2 0.582
E3 0.473
E4 0.821
Gl 0.558
G2 0.704
G3 0.817
G4 0.806
G5 0.834
F 4 ESEMERIEZTHISHEHILA
Table 4 Summary table of fit indices for the ESEM model
i X CFI TLI RMSEA 90% CI RMSEA SRMR

AT — R 1.799 0.987 0.967 0.055 0.00 0.101 0.022

MAEF L —FT R 1.734 0.992 0.984 0.053 0.006 0.089 0.015
A F A — I 2.879 0.953 0.925 0.070 0.059 0.081 0.029
A —AT R 3.252 0.984 0.966 0.077 0.052 0.103 0.018

3.3 EEDM

AT SR o ZRECH0.847; A T2 iR

B o ZECH0.919, WRIEH LT LRI, FCMKPIM

F5 HPXMKPAMEHE « R

HYERE o FEEERINES PR

Table 5 Cronbach’s alpha for each dimension of the KPdM (Chinese version)

TRMEBUE (XACE)

TR (X))

AEHEE AR FRIUE (XS aH ik )

AT
AEah T4

0.708
0.759

0.787
0.803

0.710 0.907

0.764 0.913 0.907

3.4 BARKBBE

T —fRRE R % (GHQ-12) AAehrskm s b AR
KPAM PSR BRUBE . 25 SR ancoiR, HSCARKPAM i
FARIY HGHQ-12454r 5 W E IEAHE,

F# 6 KGHQ-12AKIRRIZE
Table 6 Validity calibrated using the GHQ-12

KPdM (43w 1)  KPAM (43 2)

AT 0.454”
AeaAF4 0.608" 0.404"
4 itig

AHTFE AL XS Borchet 3 A il i A 4R SR HR AL [F] 4
(KPAM) #EATHSUELT, FFAET B AE R A i iG a6 H
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{580, A5 IR R SCRKPAMBAT B34 O B e
P, 38 TP TR R 2 A B SR B A

(1) MG RIRRE Tk

FHEHS IR TR E RS, WMIAMEATERER
G A 5505, Minuchind S R BN R
FEEZE—NARR . AT RENZEAE, BN EN
FIEWIRARPRILS . SRR I G AR A & A e 3 AR 8
BIEMEKED, FLOWR T AN R A BRI TE4E, M
M TREEACHRIR. Boszormenyi-Nagylt) X RRUEIR
PRSI — R, SEPUEAROUE—FT o, B2
—Fh BB MR, Tl R AR TR
HEREGEE I BT, R R B A R A A U
PH A B R R

TEARMFGE R, KPAMAYSUR 24548 (18t S TR
SREAAE ) IEJE XX — BB A TN R o (R SR HR AT
N T AERBE N IR R G PR R 52T RE, et
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B GEffnpss; T AR SEIRL X B HAE R g St iz
YRR AR DT, AT e K958, PIRpAR
LR T SRR T O SR O E R, 4
TERERG T R A ak,

(2) A1 AA 8 SCARE

RS 7 TR (ESEM ) 4347 S5 R £ 1
WR ZEGhAe (AR Lo o R AR AR Lo oS
T, BERBATEERE ( x/df<5, CFI, TLI>0.9,
RMSEA<0.08, SRMR<0.08) , Uil HSCARKPAMAETE 3¢
3 SRR X A F LR IR . X —Z5 00K
{CEUE T SRR IR i i SO b e v, R IIFE P E A
RGN, 1EEAES T MRS REH s
AR

AR, ERES MRS, %81 ( &
SEPCYERMYE” ) AR EFR IR R
SRR, EAERESCRE SR, HEnwidE (5
M SRR T B R 0 ) KA IEAEA . X — 48
R P ESe T CKETHME” 5 NIERSRET Tl RE

AR AT R o XHRRTRAT], SRR R IR REAZ
FSCALAYFENE (Hooper, 2013 ) , RKBIFTAIZE SRR
g S EFEE L, S E R A i
A ERIA P

(3) f5E53E RN

(EREAMEAR, T ORKPAME 48 (Y Cronbach’s @
ZE(E0.708 ~ 0.913 2], W ()36 AT B0/ PO — 3K
o Hr, RARY HEENEE RS, X0TRER e
ERHLE R, P Lot A (5 i A S B B AT 35
EREEN, SREAGHST AREL 5 RE
A" RS A

TR B BE T, KPAM Y &8 5
— Bt (GHQ-12) 5435 W ARG, BsEEL
FREIR S, O PR ACTEAR . X — S5 RS T RIME
PSRRI, B RIS O RE S BT %
R, ATIMEAR L, SR O BLE Y o X R
b 5.0 B 2 (B O HLRI B AL T SRR Y, oA R ET
5 OFE R T 71 .

(4) MREXSHER

AR E VK KPAMS AT, FFIIE T HAEFRE R
2 AR E T, AR ESEIVER T R T —
AATFERYA AR T E, o5 R G AE b
B N R AL TS0 R . R AT FE LAt - R R
KRG, BRI SRITE SR A= iy J 0T Hp 1 3 2 B
7, DARH SRR . REEER T, (Ubrfl e ss
AR

WRBEHE SO0MESLIRIN S, AW T
FEERG P O TR, RIS E s Bl T B Z
SR AN F L, TR ATKIEEOAESS , 5 B K i
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By, Ak AT Ab AR N 1) B Al DA BE— 2B IR R E s B
5, ATSAUEGHQ- 12/ Bk TR, ARFTHIARE
ZRGEE (AR, ZEENME) , LA
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(2) 4

ARFMF I AT 255 R BE R G HIe 5 oAt % e B ie
CHRASEEE | AEar A BIEE ) , P R
TR el B HARIRE R, 20T A 3R SC
BRI T
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Chinese Revision of the Parentification Questionnaire
(KPdM) - retrospective Version: Reliability and Validity
Examiniation

Wang Meiran' Zhang Chenguang' Judyta Borchet®

1. School of Education and Psychology, Southwest Minzu University, Chengdu;
2. Institute of Psychology, Faculty of Social Sciences, University of Gdansk, Gdansk 80-309, Poland

Abstract: Objective: This study aims to revise the Parentification Questionnaire for Youth (KPdM) into an adult-adjusted
version and examine its reliability and validity among Chinese college students. Methods: The questionnaire was adapted
based on the youth parentification questionnaire for youth developed by Borchet et al. in 2019. Two psychology students
with overseas study background completed the translation and back-translation procedures. After strict comparison
of the original and back-translated versions, items unsuitable for the Chinese cultural background were deleted or
modified to form the Chinese version of KPdM. The resulting solution had 24 items. A total of 642 college students
were recruited to complete the Chinese version of KPdM, and the General Health Questionnaire, which was selected as
the criterion validity instrument. Item analysis and Exploratory Structural Equation Modeling (ESEM) were adopted
for data analysis. Results: Item analysis indicated that all items had satisfactory discrimination level. The standardized
Cronbach’s a coefficient of the total questionnaire was 0.847 for only children, and 0.919 for non-only children. ESEM
results for both only children and non-only children showed that the overall fit indices of the model were acceptable: x*/
df < 5, both Tucker-Lewis Index (TLI) and Comparative Fit Index (CFI) were above 0.9, the Standardized Root Mean
Square Residual (SRMR) was below 0.08, and the Root Mean Square Error of Approximation (RMSEA) was below
0.1. Conclusion: The Chinese version of KPdM has good reliability and validity, and can be used as a retrospective
measurement tool for parentification among Chinese college students.

Key words: Parentification; Questionnaire validation; Reliability; Validity
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