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Abstract: The item discrimination, difficulty and information function peak of the item response theory are
used to revise the friendship quality questionnaire produced by Parker & Asher (1993), the purpose is that this
questionnaire revised is more accurate to survey the status of friendship quality of chinese youth. SPSS15.0
software is used to manage data, using MULTILOG 7.03 software to analysis parameter. Structural equation,
facet theory and the minimum space method are used to confirm the questionnaire revision. Results are as
follows: 1) The friendship quality questionnaire is one-dimensional which can be revised by item response
theory. 2) The item discrimination a, difficulty b of new questionnaire are with reasonable scopes. 3) The test
information function peak of the new questionnaire is smaller. 4) The factors of old and the new questionnaire
have significantly high positive correlation. 5) The results confirmed are that: The structure of four factors with
26 items is clear. Four factors are: affirmation and care, help and guidance, revealed intimately and exchange
and conflict solution and accompany. Compared with the original questionnaire, the new one has not conflict
and betrayal factor. The questionnaire revised has higher reliability and validity, consistency reliability is 0.875
and variance explained is 44.380%. After measuring officially, the questionnaire revised can survey the status
of friendship quality of Chinese youth effectively.

Keywords: Item Response Theory; Friendship Quality Questionnaire; Facet Theory; The Smallest Space
Method
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1. 51§

JEAR R BRAE E AN T 20 4D 80 4EAC, XK
VEL FRD S ARARFALE B O 0 VP (o oxol A VR PRI R B L A
KZT R BN Z TIHRRIE) o AU T2 A% A
NV NBR R R E BRI —, TEMEH 2
FE A BRI MR E R . SR E R AOHR I
ST AR AE AN BAT SR SR B ARAE, I
HEARREER MR, 554 FH R (Berndt, 2002).
B A AREASE T 20 LA U6 Rt 7t A
AHSC I TE R (ABEA, 1997).

FOHE MR e R R T B A e K R
IR A, BF 7838 R A R B R AR S
Ff .. Furman A1 Bierman (1984)i\ A& 1H i &5
AT 1) REEEEE. 2) PR, 3) KARMHE
fi % . Bukowski (1989)H& Hi A IH JZ IR, 5 —)Zik
NRE, RN AENTER, 5RO
Fig, BUAAR a5 SCRr . B AR B RIKF . X
— MR O VR AR O R PR SR AR AE B (AR A, A,
JEIFE, 1998). Parker & Asher (1993)I\ A iH i &
(FQQ)M L BFERAH T2 1) SEEAH 2) MR
Yy 3) AAEBIR. 4) FENFIIR S 5) AR
& 6) RN B (Parker, & Asher, 1993). Grotpeter &
Crick (1996)7E T A 2 8] I SRR R AIE 50 ok A
HRRIENEENEZ —, Gl T A ER =N =
(FQM). ZEFEAFE T -DET: 1) AREREL.
2) MR, 3) AEFRR. 4) FEFHE S, 5) BHAL
RER K. 6) EEATH BRI RE) « 7)
R 8) XAIARIF kL. 9) XA A AT
iy 10) S ANBI E Sk Bty 1) G N A Bk
Je 12) HEth 1 (Grotpeter, & Crick, 1996).

] PN 4R ¥5A2(1998, 2003)IA M AV i L4505
. WLMEBAFEE . AR, 2. BEE.
HEMEA B, oA IR T4l E, R,
J e, 1998)BUBATE 3. REftE SRR, HEME.
S 5 A S R 5 B AR (4L, 2003).
JESAEEE(2004) U A TR S H B SRR AR
Ry AKFE IR RFISE B PE DDA R (JE 2% 1, TR X,
2004).
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T 20 FEK, /DR AT T B A2 (R A1 0% R 5T 1)
o, —HEESEEE RO T RN E S B
FUR DA B R o 2 (T /D A A A % TH i
Mk FERL T ACE R AR E N E . BHET, RE
FUH DA AT R 2 152K /2 Parker & Asher
(1993) I A i i BB £ (FQQ), % E K ZTE Bukowski
(19875 AN i ER IR EoEI K. ZERATITHN
R A RGE R B, B4 40 MIH, HASANE T
1) SEEATH: 2) MRMR: 3) AER: 4) I
85 5) BRI 6) MM IR, A8ELFIX]
EAE AL R & IS 7 EX Z 'R AT T1E1T
(4L, 20035 XIZE, 2001). 2 HUE S K RECN 5
B, FHTZ. AR ] R 2 e .
MWNEHARE, &0 EIEG R BR M EE R
1) WIS R AR 2) TiH R ES IR
WOBivE: 3) (5. BEEATFIAKERTE: 5) RRAIER
H5HEERMNA—SMHEEDE, BB, THR,
2002)%% , 5 H [ BFE S (IRT)VE 38 4 1O RS 208
IGFRE, JRAEAHTS Tu R S 56 BE R JR) R i S A
ERREESRR), BAVZIH. IRT GEREHIR AT
ok R, HEATAE LI EZ81m
BILOG MG3.0. MULTILOG 7.03. GGUM2004 Z5#K
PRREPLR AT H I o B X K G 15 R R B
VAR, DRI, AT DA FH I E S ER R R HEATIEAT,
WRHESERERA I X 2 B . M A 2 R B S5 Dk
HEHAGREEMDE, REBITERNRE. A
REBLSRZIEH RT BITEDELHTEER, N
B RO 5T R E D A 0 R R A TE RS A I T
B BiTEDFE R EERDH %M EE/5E 258
EARTFEDHNL 1~5 750 NNHE T HSAA K iE
JREESy, SR, B ACH T SRR

R 20 S 500 e A R A R, RIAE G| A
ITERE, FEARBEARIZDORS A HT X R
) Z R Z B 5T, B D H RS 1 A
JE o AT TR BTN Y 2 IR, ILIAEIT IRE A
KIFET I A, HEBIT N EREH T HRE
R TR A .
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2. Hi&

21 METHR

EIEXMEITHT, & J6iEid E-mail 543 | Parker Al
Asher [, SRJE X 1993 W ACTE R S R R AT
IR, RRIP S CREE ER, IREHAT I .
SR K% ERAGE S G EAEZ . Cronbach’s
Alpha R4 0.829, NP 7177 2 il B & 2
40.457%.

2.2. ik

Bk B T oM — BRI, RS 95%# 2 T
A, Bk E T ARA I BE S TS, SLDURSEE
SN, BT DABATT B A 5 B FR B T 4 AR T =
Mo HHFEAR 507 N, Ho#l— 182 N\, #1148 A,
WI= 177 Ns 554288 N, LA 219 Ns /T 13 B (1)
65 N, 13 BWIHATT N, 14 BHIZEA 131 A,
KT 14 L% 234 N

2.3. BI\AHAE

ic Al SPSS15.0 # x4 47 3, 2 H
MULTILOG 7.03 ¥ 550 B 347 S 50504, 18 FH 251
JiFE RS K /A (BT (SSAKRHE T R R AT
IR PER I .

3. &R

31 ERMBHEMEE

BT H SR R R, BRI AMEIT I
ERAGRYENE. BN SPSS BAE X et 347 3k
ST, IR R — B RRHEAR K T 288 AN
FRIEAR I 3 4%, whnT LUIE B 1% 2% B . 4E M (Linden
& Hambleton, 1997). A5, Ljeft 55 —H 1
FHIERR N 7.397, S ZHFIRHEAR N 2.113, HEA
B2 — DR 79 A, BRI AT A SR A i 2
PRI R

32. MR B &SR EERMBARITHM
UEH RNV, EH R =4 S
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Logistic B, XS4 Logistic #M Al =24 Logistic
B, AHIFFE R R 2 B A0 & 0 H #4740 4 .
L SR FR e  # T0H BEAT 0 i, SREBGE H T
REEAR KA BRAR KR TH(MML), i & T H 11X
Iy FEZH(a) MERES ()R &SI H RS B R
I fE (Imax), RAPEHESHITHE . JFA &
RSB HZHNE 1,

Table 1. Item parameters of original version

® 1L BREREERWERSY

852 a bl b2 b3 b4 Imax
1 0.48 -2.79 -0.31 1.78 4.1 0.073
2 0.3 -3.98 1.02 5.1 10.16 0.028
3 1.03 —2.38 -0.53 1.36 291 0.319
4 1.13 -2.21 —0.68 0.78 2.19 0.392
5 1.03 -2.32 -0.79 0.85 2.47 0.392
6 1.09 -1.9 -0.34 1.25 2.43 0.365
7 0.94 -1.59 —-0.05 1.31 2.77 0.365
8 0.37 —4.21 -0.7 33 6.45 0.043
9 0.6 —4.34 -1.91 0.63 3.54 0.11
10 0.68 -2.96 -0.91 0.98 3.09 0.145
11 1.34 -1.71 -0.18 1.09 2.62 0.543
12 1.06 -2.59 -0.91 0.69 2.35 0.34
13 1.55 -1.29 -0.08 1.07 2.19 0.73
W14 113 218 054 135 2.81 0.73
15 1.41 -1.42 -0.18 1.17 2.26 0.602
16 1.36 -1.32 0.06 1.38 2.73 0.557
17 1.29 -1.4 0.11 1.55 2.66 0.511
18 1.44 —-1.06 0.15 1.41 2.62 0.625
19 0.22 -9.31 -2.63 2.8 7.87 0.015
8l 20 0.22 —11.51 -5.56 —0.65 5.68 0.015
il 21 0.57 -3.16 -1.1 0.81 3.06 0.102
8l 22 0.67 -2.52 -0.59 1.17 2.82 0.141
i 23 1.43 -1.36 0.1 1.13 2.32 0.622
il 24 1.03 -1.93 -0.37 1.07 2.39 0.328
8l 25 1.15 -1.17 0.12 1.22 2.33 0.416
il 26 0.28 —0.45 2.27 5.87 9.37 0.025
i 27 1.21 -1.75 -0.21 1.26 2.3 0.025
il 28 1.08 -1.91 -0.34 1.04 2.53 0.358
8l 29 1.54 -1.2 -0.19 0.86 2.29 0.725
8l 30 0.17 -8.85 -1.26 5.8 12.61 0.009
8l 31 1.09 -1.97 -0.34 1.45 2.85 0.36
il 32 0.81 -1.85 -0.07 1.5 3.6 0.206
8l 33 1.04 -2.74 -0.79 0.96 2.56 0.327
34 1.06 —-1.61 -0.14 1.31 3.03 0.349
M 35 1 -2.24 -0.52 0.9 2.53 0.307
36 0.59 -2.24 0.46 247 4.52 0.109
37 1.27 -1.34 -0.25 0.85 1.92 0.501
i 38 0.48 -5.12 -2.33 —-0.05 2.34 0.073
39 1.1 -1.92 —0.66 0.62 1.92 0.377
40 1.24 —1.54 -0.19 1.09 2.08 0.478
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M 1 A5, JRAGE R E RN X 9 a BUETE
M 0.17~1.55; EFE b AH I EBUETEFE N-11.51~12.61;
1) e KA IS R BB Y A 0.009~0.73 .

321 RBXSE aWMBHITHH

SR AE R R E R A X B a FSFIMEN 0.937. 1)
PEH RS, FRESXAE a RIEHKR. W
RIXPEE a Ko, BEIAIE O e il AR A
SREKRAD; R a KA S04 Rk i, 5=
H 7. G AEACER, % a<0.30 fla>3 [0
HMIBR, R EH b ERNIE SH A R
KT MRIERR 1 B TH A X FEAE, A 2, 19, 20,
26 1 30.

322 IREME b X BT

R A i & R N Tt 4y, £ MULTILOG7.03
AR A R DA (b1 ~bd), JRE R T AERE b HL
HEEE-11.51~12.61 Z[A], W] Wt ERAEMEE 1)
AR, HEUE 2Rt RIETmHE x
N, MERE b MEUVE AR ERE S 0 —FEEIE
AT Z 0], BFE 0 BUbRES SRR, AREH
B b BUEF 0 HUE AN AEIES 4 2 [A](Linden, &
Hambleton, 1997). 8 HIX L6350 H 8kt &4
ANSHERG, R, o ERE<4 R1>4 (I E M, ARE
F 1 SOUHPIHEREE, MEIE 1,8,9,36 138,

323 IREESEHIEEXTRBi#HTI
AR, RERNAMEEEN 13.57, FrifEiR
N 02714, BEFFXH likert LA r: 1 BEFE. 2
A 3 H MG 4 AR S T2 /H.
5REIAH 25 B, WIS E R 25~16 i, WA
Fydudks (T 16 B, MIGMRZE .. AERKLAE B RN
41357, BEEHTETH b oot H5 R R A&
BER A 40 N, BUH MBEE— e R bl
SEEMKAD, —BELT, THBEZ MG EREA.
BATH HE BN 25/40 = 0.625 DL_ERAT DURE ,
ANTAZAE BT E BIBR G AR, 2003). HEik, MRS S
BRBUEE/NT 020 TR H : 104 21, 22 127, iXFF,
FRIE X o0 MEFE AR RS B RS AE, Se&MBR 14
ANTH, ¥ 26 MH, KRS EREFRIA
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W RSy, MR T SRR 5 S AT I
Ja» %R I H SRR .

324. HIAEREERMEIEER T2

D RS ERBI R ERERE, AR
MR 5T R R TR s AP & AT E
BIEHANHRTFE I T NRIUEHT R T4 R
BRI SRR A, RS RN
(5] 43 BT P o 5 9255 T BRI AT 45 M B0 IE

1) {5 F 458 )5 FE AT AR B0IE

R kR, @argsm s, W 1. &
SER TR AL, A 2P SRS AR bR
SIS F A 27 [df KT 10 FoRBEAIR
AHEA, NF S FORBERE LB, N T 3 AL
If, (HEEAZEEM A, W 4 /df # K(Cox, Enns, &
Clara, 2002); IFI. CFI. TLI. NFI Al GFI B kT 5%
IT 0.90, LT 1 T (Henderson, Donatelle, & Acock,
2002); RMSEA 4T 0 F1 1 28], Is51E N 0.08, ik
il 0 BRIF(EATE, ASBE, RTIE, 2004). ARHET
(3BT 4 R L2 2.

BT
<EIE>

Figure 1. Factor structure of Friendship Quality Questionnaire
1 MERENEFEHE
Table 2. Goodness-of-model-fit statistics for four-factor structure of
Friendship Quality Questionnaire
£ 2. WEREME FERLE R

)

o)

B 7 df y*Jdf IFI  CFl TLI NFI RMSEA

TR 664.030 293 2266 0.985 0.985 0.981 0.973 0.039

AP



I H B N AR 5T R AR S E 101

R 2 mlAL, AR EM S SRR, UM%
B B LA B, UE Bk P 00 H e 3 B e &
WEMAHREREREAREN. &8T5, K
FREERAEUANET, 2008 BT 1 HE5RO0.
T2 #Heh5iES. T 3 BHHEESTRMAET 4
MR R B

2) A T R O A N S [V AT AR L B0 E

JE TR RAT AR i — Pt 7o ems . A
AR Z e B, RO AR ST A Z 4450 .
Z B HES @ FSHE R RS Ak, 5
AT P 5 5 B TS, T R 7 A BE AR AE 22 (framework)
R XAERR BT BUE B GBI H , SR ERE,
I BN (R AT SSA SRS I IX R B 15, AT AR 2 AN
AR S G SF B, YA, 2006). JZHEE F 2
G 3 DEENE, HIZH(facet). TG (elements) Al
M55 1 A1) (mapping  sentence). FHTIJLE I ) FH 8 BH 11
J7 VLA RN R LB Z MR R, BEA
JE T DA JZTH M B A e s A R . 2 T 3 PR 8 o
BrioRSERr b2 2 4k R 73 Hr(MDS). MDS 73 it &
T (metric MDS)F13E 1 &Y (non metric MDS) B, —
EPd OIS PRE e —eitE 2N P I)2EE-e /Tl A i)
I 26 ZR KT B 5 i 2 (B 2 AT BE S, AN A2 F R
IRIBUE R /NS ST, B, 2005). TEPRZRWLEEHL
T Re L T P I S5 M DG R, IR Z 1
SeARTHE Y 2 2 U B v I e N 25 TR 49 BT (SS A -
SSA B 5t Guttman(1968)¥]5 /44, S it 5 11 H 8%
B PIPPARDE, SRIGTE— A2 4 B BR 2 [a)
BMERENTE, 1555 82 MEEERRTH 2
6] PRI AH 26 R AL (AR AL ), BE SR, LR EATZE
AR B R, AHOR REGBROK . SSA 11 H bR i AH

ARTH
s N\
Al HRE%D (P
X t
W
% A2 HH5HRS jis
R " "
& 5
AL as mmssm
A VRIS A
J \\

HRARMDHHSE— N 2B, SAHR I E 7E
X [E] R B AR . H AR I E %A FUFE SSA (%
A R 2 ) DX 3 3 A SRAIE SEEE 4B st . SSA FIHIT
fetr AL & (coefficient of alienation), HU{ETE 0~1
2], —MERiZNT 020 SSA [R5 A &5 B8 I B A
VLR, M YE 3G INnT, Ak R A2 FEK(Brown, 1985)
(RSP, VoBie, s, HAZE, v, W,
2008).

AW TR J2 T BV R AT 0T & 53 B A A B A
JZf. A ZHAEFENUA TR Al HES5R0. A2 #
B 5185 A3 SRR EE 500 A4 REICSBEFE
B ZHAFEHAICE: Bl HEACHAM B2 ik, HiX
PR 2 T 2B 3 e S5 55 ) DL ) 2

AR AR o B (R TR ), ZETH A FIZ 1 B
FHH—NIuER, PR 8 (4 x 2N InRAAE, W
albl, alb2, a2bl 5. 26 NI H [ 1] 25 43 i) 0] B F-3X 8 A
HeE

TR RIARM 26 NIUH EHHES, HERIMCR
BHERE, RIS HUDAP B AF, KA &N 84T
2 (WSSAL) 73 BT AVH i &= 1 2 41, H 74k R 3L
(coefficient of alienation)#| B 2 FE R IR F: . RALREL
ST i Gt N B - B 2 4 s () Ao A —
HREE, —MABO T Bl KRB 0.20 £ AT DA
(7o AHBFFEHEUANGERE, 435 20 TBIT 5 I ACH
FiE A BEHE, FMERECH 0.16047(0LH 3).

B R R AR ) A 2 TR AR 23 B PO AN R
RALRE ARG X IR EE R, B2 4 25 1011 40 il Hh 7
AR R A AL X SR 4, R T RO FR 1) N 25
i B A 3

BAMEIRIRX A NI H (TH 13, 14, 17 #122)

BEM (] 5 PRl
ERE
” JHERF
Bl t5EEAZ I %
ir EY
B2 REfE
SEEARFE
/ \_ y,

Figure 2. Mapping sentence of Friendship Quality Questionnaire
2. KERENHEEENX
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Figure 3. (a) Facet A of Friendship Quality Questionnaire, (b) B of Friendship Quality Questionnaire
3.(a) XiERE A BEE, (b) XKHRE B EEE

VEAEANFIX I, (ELE T F K 22 s SCAG s BRI T
B EDR IEH .l AR, B
FRE R — B 7 T H K2 RAER XK, IEF
B P R 1§ g 0 BT Rt G TR P £y AP
BRAR G REMERUL .

4. #He

41 ERWALEMRIE

LERT IR E FHEEES R EHZ N
7.397/2.113 = 3.501, %% Hambleton FIkziE, M N
GEYEME . PRI AT LAEAT IRT 2047 .

42. SHHERSTMBS RN I

XFEr eI H =Y, @i MULTILOG 7.03
AP B eAT R, RS H RS8N 3.

BrERIIX 7B a FIHBUETEE Y 0.73~1.46; HMERE
b HIEUE I -3.03~3.92; 5% R B K AR B, bR A4 E
JEEIA 0.236~0.644 .

421 X5 E akiaHr
JRAHREER X a PEUETEEY 0.17~
1.55, “FIMEA 0.937. MG &R X5 E a FHUE
YOy 0.73~1.46, ~FIMEJY 1.071. W] WIC M HY
Ja, XA a AEAHUE X IR K, A HILEX 5
FERIE DL, RN IE & S — S 308 . 7EUE T

Copyright © 2011 Hanspub

Table 3. Thedistribution of item parameters of Friendship Quality
Questionnaire

3 FAEREERENESHSH

FiRss a bl b2 b3 b4 Imax
| 0.95 2.56  —0.54 1.52 3.19 0.271
2 1.04 -2.38 -0.7 0.89 2.43 0.33
3 0.95 248 082 0.97 2.73 0.275
&4 0.98 -2.06 033 1.43 2.74 0.275
&5 0.87 -1.69  -0.01 1.46 3.05 0.236
&6 121 -1.85  -0.16 1.25 2.93 0.443
&7 0.96 2.8 -0.96 0.81 2.63 0.281
&8 1.46 -1.36  —0.04 12 2.39 0.644
&9 1.07 23 —0.54 1.47 3.03 0.342
10 1.34 -1.48 -0.15 1.29 244 0.547
11 1.24 -1.41 0.11 1.55 3.03 0.464
12 1.17 -1.51 0.16 1.76 2.98 0.416
13 1.28 ~1.15 0.21 1.62 2.96 0.492
14 1.28 —1.47 0.04 1.29 2.61 0.502
15 0.93 —2.09 037 121 2.67 0.27
16 1.07 -1.23 0.17 1.36 2.56 0.36
17 0.94 2.13 034 1.22 291 0.274
18 1.39 -129  -0.17 0.99 257 0.589
19 0.96 217 034 1.68 3.25 0.282
20 0.73 -2 -0.04 1.7 3.92 0.268
i 21 0.92 -3.03  -0.84 1.12 2.9 0.259
22 0.95 -1.75 -0.12 1.5 3.41 0.279
23 0.93 237 -0.52 1.02 2.76 0.268
1 24 1.15 -1.44 023 0.98 2.16 0.411
25 0.98 2.1 —0.69 0.73 2.18 0.302
26 1.1 -1.68  -0.18 1.26 2.36 0.378
AP
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L, BT R R R X B N T IR A X
YWl BT A I X 2 BEF 2B R T R R X 23 FE T
WM, BEMMEIT A BAR KRNI X B R
DURREIE K. IUH R R AE B RS a 977 Uk
bt, BIE e BOK, BH Prigde i i KE B BoR, a
NI H B ESR L IR oA Bl . (22 a KIS
I 56 1 22 o

42.2. FHEE b K5HT

JR A R R A b I BUE R E-11.51~
12.61 2 [0, HrERAMERE b FHUETER N-3.03~3.92,
W2 B S R SRR PR AN T P S5 2 A R )
8 ST o BRI R R 26 ANIH [XEE 240
IEAE, A H G AR SIS, RFZERI
M5 A B

423 MRERIRERKVEEZEXLER
(WE 4 F1E 5)
NI R SR =l R g S 2 ]

13.57, /80 J 1 0 56245 5. bR B 2608 10.317,
I R iy 0 S 2R AR S VA TE MR 1.4 K AL, RIAK
R BT 1~2 X — (8 BBl B A 5
EREE o B AR U F I 5647 5 B 5 2R VAR /N T A
AT, B R S AT LR . — AREDL T,
TUHERZ , D56A5 2 R At 2R (iR, H— IR iiE
SR R H VG B th 2 i K R, IR I N 2 TR B K&
i fR) . ERARN RS S (15 B B> 3.253, {HIEA T 14
AN, AR SR UL IR D 1 WS PR R) , A5 B 3R B N A v
ARERML, FERERNEEENTEERGEER,
PR iR kT E R R IR e R . EIIE T H A KX H
e, XJE TR R g R, AR NS
8

424, [RERTIERK ST E FHEhL& R & i1
(W& 6 F1E 7)
AT U R DB AR K 4% T H AL Hh 22 A 1L
JERE R A T H ARAE 2 A B, BOA B H
FHIEHZ AT “ 8, RHE” DR

14F 0.4
12
3 035
g 10 ©»
2 4 . o 026 5
E --------------------------------------- E
g 6 017
=g 3
S
0.08
2
0 Scale Score o
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

Figure4. Thetest information and standard error of Friendship Quality Questionnaire beforeitem deletion

12 0.44
10(" 0.35
8 2
§ - 0.26 %_
B 6Lt - - 2
£ a
& 0.17
S 4 S
S
2 0.08
0 Scale Score
0
3 2 -1 0 1 2 3

Figure5. Thetest information and standard error of Friendship Quality Questionnaire after item deletion
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The blue line is test information curve and the red line is error curve

(F: BOmmERRERE, TOMgREmIER)

4. WERTEREWEFDEFTER

The blue line is test information curve and the red line is error curve

(F: WEMAREELSE, LEmLRIFER)

5. MRERERNMEFEEDEFRER
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Figure 7. ICC of new Friendship Quality Questionnaire
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