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Abstract: With the logical starting point of Combined Etic-Emic Approach, and the guidance of rules related
to equivalence in cross-cultural researches, this paper effectively integrates the relevant rules about measur-
ing tool trandation and modification developed by World Health Organization (WHO), expands the basic
steps of traditional method of back-trandation, proposes a “ Trilateral Translation Procedure”, and attains the
reference materials from the perspectives of quantitive and qualitative, finaly produces a measurement tool
equivalence operation procedure of cross-cultural research including 7 steps.

Keywords: Cross-Cultural Research; Measurement Equivalence; Etic Approach; Emic Approach; Positive
Psychology; Character Strength

B N E T RSFNMERIERIZVIR:
BAIARROIEZPZR THA?

BXAY, & 1 HERL B2

PR R S R R, HR
PEPRH AR IER T, B
8 o [ BB O R AT, b
SRR MR R, B

Email: wjtuan@gmail.com
Wk H A 201242 H 28 Hs f2EIHM: 2012453 A 6 H: FAHM: 2012423 H 15 H
B OB ASCUGRBUCCA IS S SO R T a OB AR 2, DA STAAIE 78 HR o DS S5 A P S )
FteT, ARCESH A AN T IE T RS T EARIR RSN S, RS Rk
PIEASD I, R “ = ERT”, R AEEMEEW N HERES TR, REABEEESHE 7
AL RRIN S SCACHIE FE & T RS I R R A .

XA BB I MRS R, SO IE M SCHRRIR YL ARG O B, PEAR IS

1. B8l& VERETE [ 25 30 4R R SRS TR
THEME R RSO FALRHE 4 H (11BSHO37) 1 S AL E F i DRBE, HEBIIEREHERMATIHLIER TS
BEfE R g FE X AR 0 ki A " ) s

A PR ’ KA SE, FCRE B 9t AT L 2 28 5 e Vi

78 Copyright © 2012 Hanspub



B SCALBIE T bl TR AR P B AR AR BATAI LB 2 b 22 3 1A 4,2

T oTHk, HRMANIZE RS RIAE AL, REOHE
S FAE BRI AR FIE AR K ZEZBEW TS, b
f@hg, 2011). MITSEAER, PE77 O AEECR R
LR, FE—ERE PR OIS E
Wi, BIUGAE—@ AN, FRER L RO ST
ORI TS AR AN TR . (H2, Bl
O BRAERIE SRR N, BT B IR SR A 308 7
eSO E A B L JE U E T R A RRIR I
& T HAR MR AN AL, R PG 7 SR AN 1 22 ok H S
5 BYAEM T .. 251k, REHFFRZRIT L
AR E Y (Collectivismy), T 7 5 SCAbER AN A EE
X (Individualism)(Hofstede, 1980; Oyserman, Coon, &
Kemmelmeier, 2002); #<77 A i) S8 45 1 5L HHIE
¥ Y (Diaectica Socialist), 7 /MAE 5m if12 45 4
P F 4k (Peng & Nisbett, 1999) . FH4% Lo 2 2 tH L0 7
AR A, LR R Sk TR T E AN
HMIF I R T, EIETE T A RGN WA
IR AR S BAR (R (R, L [R] e — AN fx 32 ) A
B dfar T HE PG J7 SO A T 0 AR R O B A
(Positive Psychological Constructs)? i 7, £k
B, WA ER I ) I B TR B & AN P (Berry,
1980; Leong, Leung, & Cheung, 2010).

H BT CASCAG PR A i O 3R B OR B O BRI 2
THW TR =M. e dt@ ity X (Etic Ap-
proach, RN “EAFF” ). KRR 7 20 (Emic
Approach, tHHA “ AT )R M S
Ak Bk 7 77 20 (Combined  Etic-Emic Approach)
Headland(1990) /& 3 1 3¢ 4, 3 18 14 70 SC Ak 4 3k 14 1
e LR, fESA R R ACHE SRR A R
FRHESE A . SO ILad@ P T Fom U SO
WONARAE T 74 7 SCAL B9 O BE PR 1 K 0o BRI 8 T L B
H— 5 ) M (Universal) fITRT 45 14 (Generalizable),
AT AH 45 3 A W0 A PR A 0 85 30 0 E 18 7 SCAG TR TR
FRC B & T R AT R B S, G B RRIs TRV
J73CAGT B FREEAR I B, T AT AR W B L Ak T
B 4ERE. S5 RMRSET7 T AT e AR AE IR SO 2 57
(Cheung, 2004); T SCAb 22 1t J7 20 58 SCA Y Jd s
PE, T P07 SCA RO 22 B A O B & T R
FOE R T s i, S Fe s AR A SO R
R A — DB I B R BN & TR, A S 7 7
J7 A F EA B AR, S A i A RS
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B R AR AH SO & BT (L ett, 1990),  H: 57 i
WA DB 50 A2 B SR H 770 R T R A L3
AL HFAE ) AR & T H.(Cheung, Cheung, Leung, Ward
& Leong, 2003), [AIH i Fh 7 A0 & LAREE 8 (Grounded
Theory) %0 I %

SO SC A FE 3 P SRR IR I T R T b
WA, HIET RS —AEFEE . HLRE.
S 1 St T e AR R B B, A i
TE LA B 75 J7 o0 B 27 90 ST 28 o 38 o sS4k TR
FonT LUK Je B A Ok 1 )00 2R 22 B 12 (Cheung,
van de Vijver, & Leong, 2011), Ho FI Cheung(2007) L\
MBI, FEPEDT “ AR BRI & T
Horpshn 7 B R 07 SRR« N BrTa) 32 0 248
B e, SRR BRI IE R T EUEEAE
B AR, BE A2 A s P AAS A )
BUBE . TRIDIETEE A O HE AR R (2010) B A
PN B S 8030 Re FH I T 3 DA SO A B 25 () 25 BE A 9
NHEDEL, i) 7 i O (O ARV R
(The Cross-Cultural (Chinese) Personality Assessment In-
ventory, CPAl), T2 ARG REIZT R
HA B ERE  AT WAeO Al v 5 SO Rk
P 7 RBEW IR & B O 5 AR L0 B2 2 (A )
VAR, (RN SRR OV A il 1 R SRR A 7
15 BB (Morris, Leung, Ames, & Lickel, 1999).
Cheung %5 (2011) W\ 4y He i SCAY i 11 5 SCA R R )
R 7 A E S 1) R SC i rE S s
PRUERII & TR 2) R E SRS RA B ET B
SO @M BT R R I I & T 3) T ZRETT
%, WU EA SO R M I E TR, s A
A AR IR T AR 1 U AR USCER A DG AS B Ak 78 31 R AT
LAY, Lemssh BakTr 0, Hm2 Hr#E 2 5 mtf
RILIRAN T H A& RE

RE “Hemcf Ham it 53R sk i 07 24
WE AN 2R R, HE AN AN TS R
SCAGHE T R R 12 A AT PR I TR S A 1 1K — ) R

LR ¥ 14 (Grounded Theory) BF % 5 /& H1 2 i BF K 2% 8 Barney
Glaser FEHMEEL T K241 Anselm Strauss P17 22 L 7] & H Sk 1
— R TT . TR RGBT — A B, B
EIRMBAT, MEMEZOR IR SRS, SR)E BT R,
AR N L ST SRR B 57k, BITE RGUCEE TR S i
TR W S G RO R, R I IR e 2 TR IR AR
MR S e .
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FHATIERE, KT RIUE G B - Bl
(Trandation and Back-tran ation) 136 i1 14 K] 2 2 T %6
AP BRARAE BN ER) B 1, AHIX bR EIEAS T2
BB Z ARG T S5 A ORI PR SEE . PR AR SCHE
A HE I S SRR T T8 T N, L3RS
SCAGHIE FE A ) 3 A M TR U, &5 At R T AR A 4
(WHO) 2 t il & T A& N AR B, DL AH
RHGETH RN, 2 H— NS s SO I T 5 A5y
VERRAEVRE, DA T35 B 50 & IE i S 4R CRE Nl &
PRI TT .

2. B ALNERRFNYE

JUEAERS ST LU R A B RF SR IS 0, (RLEAT
P SCA I 5 R I B L AR T B B AR AR T
A J A B Ak (Mono-cultura) B 78 e 2 . HRTIR 2
W 5E FBHEAR [ 1) T Ras T AN F SO, [
AR IR LA R SO N R 2 (A 2 SR B A T b
SRIMT, RERR AL IR 2 2 PR 2L I FE AR i A2
T ROV AR, D T H A 1) 4% H AN R SO A
PR BT R AN S, XA ST i
WK TR, fEESC g, & EE R
S Fix 18] L IR 7 V2 e B B AR P 7 U N A R
AU T, FERI T ARG 7 SCHEE . SR %7
5 SCAR I AT B AT L O R R R T &R
Jit5E (Kankaras & Moors, 2010), H A i B 1) 17 A
¥5: B & (Equality of Trandations). CALAHIEME
(Cultural Relevance). 1417 il & 55 1t 14 (M easurement
Equivalent of the Constructs) il T L 45 1) 2% (Validity
of the adapted instrument)(Hui & Triandis, 1985; Lonner
& Berry, 1986).

5 SO B R (1 85 A P A A R AN TR I SCAG B
W, OO E O . R T RN R AR
HA— S s K E A7 . Johnson(1998) i i 3¢
BRIEE G 1 50 22 il B S5AN VR SR, T I i
PR E R A R 2 A A 18 S
(Linguistic Equivalence) . 3 fit £ 17 1 (Functional
Equivalence). %5414 (Conceptual Equivalence) il
JE RARAESEAN M (Metric Equivalence) .

2.1 BEEME

A P AL L T T o 8 P 0 L
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AR SCAG T B AHIR & 3 RIERFFINE 2% H I8
FREHENE . X ARAEA ST H R H AR SO TS TR R IO
PRI R TR E SR B 0 R, R ESCHTIR,  fRjER
IR AN ITHLY . 2 24K, Bridin(1970)
T 57 () [ 335 (Back-trandl ati on) # B A 42 5 AL BT 9247
W T HE AR P . LA ME R TRk —
LU 2 (At [ B A 308 2 ) — A 0 SR P i R
BERR G, R 5 — O XGEE R R R RN
YEN; BB R RIS SRR R R R AT HOR
RN FC R ANHER S i R AT B 1R . IR,
I R e H 1k JE R T RAE H AR E R B
HIETE E ERATREHER SN, AL e P
TR I B T H 2 5k B 5 S SN g 2
BRRA—EN, UEHEGERRARNE TR
R 3BAT B 19 % (the Values in Action Inventory of
Strengths, VIA-I1S)(BCCANSE, 2011 BOCA, #1507,
FRIKEL, 2010) A ST T BT i B o PEAR AL F 4k
TE XN “CHAEAARSBAE L T GERIAT RISk — A
TR 45 7 (Peterson & Seligman, 2004), Peterson(2004)
EME 1 At AT B 24 MR AL (R S
feILiE ), RN, IX 24 PSR SR RS ERACH
Al LA AN 6 K E1HE (Steger, Hicks, Kashdan, Krueger,
& Bouchard, 2007). Peterson and Seligman(2004)#R ¥
Hor BT R 7SR A TR ——RFAT i
{ i7 4 (the Values in Action Inventory of Strengths,
VIA-IS), BRI BT 24 TR R 3 1) 244~ 3R,
AN ER 10 N8N S 240 @, HATALE, KT
VIA-IS FIBE T EE B AFie il 58— R HIER
SEFIIEE SRR M, 5 T RIEARFSC B iz F
I RN R I R S AR AR A IS Stk . L L
BATHVI TR BAX PR £ AR Lol “ 530tk
WM, @A E R ERE T LM VIA-ISTE
AFESCA B — @ SN EET Btk . Bd RS, fE
o) & PR R, — S A 1A “Pride” B
BHE Y “ORf7, IXAE R B ERERE T IR
B IR 380, ARG FRADRE BR R4 1 1) B AT W)
MW SINFIVIRES, HURIR 2 2% “Ifi” BN
BT S g ), pEE Rz, TR
¥ I —EEgN “BZ”, BEME 7RIS
X, G T R E PR IRE . W H A “ Spi-
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rituality” FHERC “HERPE” FEAAFAEATAT IR R, AR
FEJa RGNS ViR, A R I AR A To v 2 i
frasg “REAE”, KRS B2 R R VAR I
FEMETBOR LN, Jaok, AR “ Spirituality”
BN EEEEMT, HINFRERR T RERT.
Bk, AL FIR =5 & LU LA 7 .

22 ThEEFME

DhRe S Itk 2 4R AE AN R ) SO A B s AR v i
AT B P A DA B A TR SR ABL R AT DR X A [ — )
RS B A YR ERAOCHE. MR, UER S
FEAN RN R SCA 5 O R AT 9 58 AN RN, D Re s
PP e L A L E . AR AT VIA-IS RIS H,
2RI R ST 22 B9 AT AR AT o BN SR AR # A
P, JUHE LR R 40, 5“1 never tell outsiders
things bad about my team” FRill&E “ARITA”
(Citizenship)iX — L%, T £ A4 3= SO B9 3RAT
HeB HEFEREEN 2, Bk, &k
T HAETG T SO AT B BURSEE o [FJAE, “I practice my
religion” HANE G ENH “RE et L,
RNZHN R RE TR E . AU, —%H
Frdt 222 (AT NAETRA B R B R AR S AL,
40 “When | hear people say something mean, | protest”,
BR] Ay ] k2 A B R PR T S 5 5 A ks ) — Sk
BRI (Kim & Markus, 1999). A4 58 35 1% Wi fa] 4b B
FEABLIT ] R 2 2 A8 S0 A L A 25 3 A3 AR AR A (] 4
L BARI T

3 — i 0 B A 6 B Ty e A M I
THS5WETHRKMRK RS E LIRS, Flan%
AR & TR 5 D15 AR & 3 2 (8] 42 A
FSCAE ISR R, HIXRh R R IEA B, 75 2%
HTHIAR I T 2347817 (Leong et al., 2010).  H Al
FATIEAE L 07 Uk AT BF 58 DLt — 2D 4R
VIA-IS H TR D e St
2.3. BEZFMM

MM LS IR RRSEMIEAHEL, B iR M
5ok, eRfs— AT NGRS AEAN R I Sk
HAMFE AR N S5ThRESEMPEAHEL, &5
WP ST B R LA S R O R e A AR 8
T2 RESEAN M IR (1 = R A & .y 1 PRAl A
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REMPE, Usunier(1998)HEFEMT 51 & 1E B B i F2 4K
5E B ARIE 5 H £ LA RS (Decentering) : - 1 56
FEARE — A& T B A A R SO X8
(Conceptual Area), 478 HFr XA 1 BEE N LA AN X
WHNEATFEZME XSS A5, H— M
A I 5T A1 BA 3 [ i i — S 7E H bR SO N B R & AT
FMRES, FEREHAT R &, BBk v i e
A AL IE R R P L S 4, 7EAN R S
HH A e 5 v RO A A A R R TR B SO R R
FHAREZER— ST, BASHEE S HIEA R
SCARFR ST A, AE A ol PR MR o A AT A R AN [ 11
(Usunier, 1998) .

Peterson(2004) £ 4wl VIA-IS I, Gl 53, 7]
A FE A E SN M8 2 E R RFHRAE L
e ILIE S, RIS SRR 35 . DU K HE SR
B ) BAT BSOS 2R A, (HRFRATTI T 5T R
HAEMBE AT BCA, BR%, 2011), R
SRAE Y R P ARA 1 R R “AEAFESCA T, 1
B IE — RS MR e R T AT 2 5 7 Ja ki 4T
£, 5 1% (1tem Parceling) 3iE T 24 ANMPERAR 35 (1 — B A
BRI AE Hp R 2 A A 5 200 R (B, B9
&, 2011), {HpH T RECT @ H TR, RI7Eqm 4t o)
RESEAN IR (LA a1 SEN I, DUJS I 8
2R FH B g6 I SR 0 [ B 4 v ) R S A0 MR AR
Sk BRI, T ARE R — M AEAN R S
BAEREPSCIE RN, B & BRI, AR
iy 326 6 AN 5] SO T 0 28 PR MR s 4

24. BERESNHE

FE AR AESEM VE LB P, R RO B E T A
FE A [7) SCAR BORE A [8) 0 & i 49 1) J L2 40 SR A AT L
PEo — B FEMES AT I & 1) T BRI SIS
WAFEZE R, BN THAR R 7450 R 2 A
AIRERY, XA HE FH 20 B A [R] ) R R A 1 i
FTEEX—#E. Kwok Leung and Zhou(2010) .45 T 7E 5
SCAHE T R B EE AR AESEAN VR = 5, B
F5 75 2531 (Van de Vijver & Leung, 2000). 3 H Jz v
12 (Item Response Theory, IRT)(Maurer, Raju, & Collins,
1998) 156 iE P X & 43 #t(Confirmatory Factor Analysis,
CFA). [ NI FE# fie N H FH 38 A2 A FH SRR DR 3R 2
MTiEAT B R AR AE AN 1420 #7,  Vandenberg and Lance
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(2000) F1 Byrne et al.(2009) % A\ TE [R5 T F K 7L 532
AL 8 MEAL RN BRI, FAEE. 1) ik
ANFEREAS ORI AR & 1K) 77 22 W 77 ZE M R A 2)
T g A RIFEA T R R S5 2 S AH R 3) kA gs A [F]
FEAR (1) R R A 1 72 B AR RSN s 4) i A
T Ak ) 22 S 1 R VT A AR 55 A 4 (Scalar Equivar
lence); 5) Rt MEREAME—E: 6) WA A
IR J7 225 7) HCBANRIREAS I R 10 07 22 LA o€ %
FEARBIN SN, 8) S AN FIFEA K1 HAME & S A%

B9 U 1 PR 3R 2 B U9 AR B IS A2 45 A 7 B A
(Structural Equation Modeling, SEM)F—Fh4Fik =,
GE R T REAR Y S N AE 2 B Rl AR 2 A A 2 B
FCACRIE IR EOR, #9835 ] DLodad ok A — 41
B AIMNERR. EFkR, T EBA NS
T AR 10 B 22 A 78 4 K id (MacCallum &  Austin,
2000). {EREAT S SCALHFFTRT, 45 R alfE AN 2 e bk
ITHR, — R SULEIR, ZRMESER. X
O Z IR VA AAT RAME BN RS, Re e )=
G AT EOARG TR E AN A SR )t m DA LG B
HS ASERIEAT IR . NEBE TG, XA 5
FE SCAR AT AN A8 b 1) 43 B J7 5 288 B g ST A A (K.
Leung, 1989), #Aifi, HAEIC&EWHeH 2 2R3k
(Multilevel Analysis)[Fi f538 # 4™ 27k (van de Vijver
& Leung, 1997). iXF 5 i% H AT OB RSk 2 (1) 85 S04k
W 5t % % F (Fischer, Ferreira, Assmar, Redford, & Harb,
2005), [ W FTE Fed WA K VAT T LA 4H
(7, BREGEL, skEE, 2011).

3. WHO »FllE TEBFMEITHEX
B8SHst

TH 5 T A 4 23(2010) 2y 1 RIYE #5 SCARAIF 7 Rl i
TCE A R AR v A S S e, AR T
WHO 1 #ff 5% 25387 10 16 4% 45 1) 1] 13 2: (Back-transla
tion), T 2011 4F AT 1 &A WA IRNIE 3 75, H
TH SO & T BABT N A H AR U H AR TR S
WA, BAREFE:

1) IE A% (Forward Trandation), Bl i —fo7 2413
WS LI N L RRE R B AR SR ) 15 5) %
IO T BRI N BRI S o B IS B R E
RUBHERESSEME b, AR T B E R, [R5
FHE ) B ARPE S AR P s )1 22 AT B AR 14T B T 0T
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fave, wERAH) . FRFMNA]; DU IE 1) 32 AR i
S5, BERAERAARE. 5. SEM S . WANEEAT
S BT A AR ] Be A B AR RIS .

2) 541 nl¥ (Expert panel Back-trandation). —
MR E, TRAZOFZOEM LR, BFNE TR
TR BIEREIT 2RI FE . AT EEER T2
RIE LR I AR SR e E
[ PR RE IR T & IERRAERKIEIG, H
53— BV RS I AR T M AT P AT B R R A
FOPT R NESC, IR E AN TSR R A
FRATART 22 S0 i B2 R R S 4 T R A AT ik . XA
] DL S B BER AR — AN LR R R AR

3) HIMIAIA KNV (Pre-testing and Cognitive In-
terviewing). fEH T BAr A B AR 2 1T, AR A 2
BLE H bR A k5 B A AR B A 3 47 I AN
iR « WHO SO T BN 43 22 /0 75 2 10 44 ZE M
WS ARt FAHUTHED 0 Gdk AT AR
Yik, [EIBHE — AR GV RIEN, o A,
X A A Z IR TR AR R K
B b7 AT VRGN T I, JEER S HE R —
SeAb AT SR B AR B T AN

4) AR (Final version). M5 _E I TG 5 1%
Wi 45 BT B 5 BT, e R AR, FExizid
T e A A8 R AN SR AR (0 BERME BT AR

4. BWHRIERTE

ARFE HT T AH SR AFRAT SE B 258, $e it —
ANE I SCAGHIE 78 b 4 v B T BS54 1 ) B A B A
WA 1), FEt IR AT R A

HF—, K WHO =6 4% 5t lnl 3% (Back-
translation) ¥ ey “ =7 RHERET 7. DASE =5 Sy
I SN B B (ST BB P, Re g i —
WL SN L R e S, SRR
T AR BT A 22 SR i R AT R IR SRR AR R T

E SN

F, fERBEE R, W T AR LA Y XY
BB REAT . AR 2 HO0 PRI & TR Bt R A A
HRAR, AT LB AV ARGEANEL T AE, Il D5
“CNKE” HOBR AR 0 LA Tl T AR A B T I R K
FAARRE, PRIE f ARk g Py N 347 81 3T BL4i /s
RRIASE S IPAn]i P
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Figure 1. Operation flow chart of improving measurements equivalent

B 1 EENETRSMMNESRERER

Sfe —

=, VRTINS AR URRA Y, BT E R
DB R B 3R 15 2 WA T k), 5 3 B AU DA
KBRS EMIAEN TR, RATIE VIA-IS BT fEH
KB, RKZHAEO VXA B IRAGH BEREA —
Bk, BRI EU A IR A 4 U7 R A R AR B
FOBUER, SRR m] DLREU 26 BRI s s R IRER
B — 4R S OUESER, e L gem s MaHR
H T HANEAN DL YRR . XTIX ARG DL, FRATTEEY
YRR AR ATIN S, BRI %
BREUREN 22 5, DABSAIE M R 38 2 A AT B 48 FE 50,
AN Be L EE TR ZR A DR 22 7 A A 56 R 11 B 4 1 (Gerbing
& Anderson, 1988); LA MR U RHHALF, BHIX
— OISR M BT W, SRR g S
IV 1R IR I ) B2k AN A7 1 e 75 2 OR B AT

S0, BT BB T RSN, BATEBCT
— RO B B T AT B R AR IR 1 R 2R A, BA
ARAFIN B T L il 0 AR A R . [ b R B
BRI 25 20 T A 46 SRR i T 2L AT 0, AT 3R 15 B8 47
MIRA . tbAh, TEAN DR BB R T A
IS M SEA TR, BOAE “ =7 BHIRAR 77 P Ak
W EFEMME”, LE YIS UR” hEERE “T)
REAME &S 17, TAE “SEM VIR w3 BRI
AR
5. IhNG

LR, EE NGBS PRI R T A
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SE KL B MR 38 5 SO IR P AL
A, AR BARRIBIT R T A [R5 R 2
F DIRE. LS M EARMEETT I AR . B,

ASAEAEH DAL LR 30 A LA E,  DAARBTCILiE
Ve 5 SRR BT e SO AR i, AR T
REAGRT I E T B BEAEIT AR 3058 1
KWE, FEGUTTS 51 “EE” ¥ RN “ =77
MRy, BT NIRRT S
TEM, fERfR “TEFE0E” RN R BS54
PE7; TR MCE PECARITTR) MUE B CREARATIN0) 5 A £
FE5 R TR RSSO M« DhRES %7,
NTHKBITIRISHHEL,; Fa il st r CRA
AT O T RAEAS P ISR . AR
HMAEA 7P R RAE B S BB A A
TSR R, ARERE AR RN T (O
AN AR B HERE O BB 2 SC B, IR RENSAE BE KT
] b i 2t 5 ST T Al 2 1 SR e 5 A o
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