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Psychan etric Analysis of Children Sense of Coherence Scale
n Chinese Cultural Context
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Abstract A total of 1306 sub jects fran sk elan entary schools were tested w ith Chillren Sense of Coherence Scale
(CSOC) 1o evaluate its appropriateness Hruse n Chnese cultural badkground and explore the development status

of SOC on the pupils Psychanetric analysis ndicated that the Chinese version of CSOC had satisfactory item

discrin nation and test-retest reliability Resulis of Exploratory Factor Analysis and Confim atory Factor Analysis

ndicated that the scale consisted of wo factors Criterbn-related validity was also exan ned by using them easure

of lonelness as the criterion The results of MANOVA showed significant grade and gender difference on SOC

Overal]l the results suggested the Chinese version of CSOC povides a reliabk and valid measure of children’ s

Sense of Coherence n Chmnese cultural con text

Key words sense of coherence

reliability valdity con fim atory factor analysis
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