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Abstract

Content validity as the scale of sports psychology in the process of compiling an important validity
index, in recent years has gradually been taken seriously in the field of international measure-
ment evaluation. Due to the understanding of content validity concept and evaluation methods are
limited to career achievement test and test field, so the sports psychology scale establishment
long-term neglected at home. In this paper, the definition of content validity of the scale of sports
psychology, the assessment procedures, and calculation methods of the quantitative indicators,
and other aspects of content validity were expounded, and illustrates the content validity inspec-
tion in sport psychology scaling the important role and significance, in order to appeal the atten-
tion of sports scientific workers, promote the sports scientific psychological scale establishment of
normative and rigor.
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1. 518

R — 1158, AR ERIR R SR TCRAEH P sk R h R 2 R EE .. LR
FIT CAFE 03T 2 B 7 171 A — 1S, 2 R SRR T LB 55 07 ¥k (S 30 1) IRk 25  BIAR AR 22 B AR IR i % e oy
PR F R AL T RS2, G0 E-prime. Presentation DA A2 Inquisit £5S256 544 1 IT & o0 B 27 S2 G BT
FARME T AT &, 1 ERPL fMRI S5 (3SR 87 FH A5 5 75 25 B 4% 7 B I o0R 1) J2 TR <3 2 2= (1 00 B
LS

SR, BB HESE(2012) 78 5% [ PN AMA & 18 s A8 O BRI 20 FE R 2 A i & B, 2008~2011 43
i), EAMEER 708 FHEshOH SR, Hrp DLOHENE N BN SR AR SR 277 &, 5 39.1%,
Hor, DLOBEERERMFEIMISSCE 63 5, & 22.7%, (HEH 8.8%; [EPILKRE 626 Figsh LR,
L DL I B A PN AR AR SC R 166 5 5 1 26.5%, oA, DLOYE SR 118 5L 34 555 15 20.5%,
B 5.4%. ULV, (OIRE A RIERT, KRR OB SR AT Bk (B,
i, Th, 2012).

FEO PR A2 B R B R Y AR T, A5 FE -5 0B & AN mT [ 3Bk (1) 7 /> B S (vl R, A B 5 AR A 0 e
O B R BN A G i P AT D IR (5 RS0 8 SR A B A N — B s T A I A
W RUE . SRR (R R RRRE) . SRR R (R SRR E) 5 o T+ ol () & A S8 A AR S e vt Ty
REFEARRIGE, @, W LASR I se At AR SR R I8 N — B, R DG AR I E A R AR SR R AL
B, BT s R . SR, 0T P 2R B T R Ge vt g v B R AR SR AR B, ] PO BRI
ot iR, BIAE R K2 DUE M e A . FEEE OB R R g, 6 A BRI 1 20
R KRB HETUIUR, A XBIEXIE) 0 RR G BN EIEIE L B VEERT LK
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2. RBRMEREX

MFRZHEET T, NAERE RIS B 0P € 515 222 W E OB S 2 b T g2, 5 F
P20 () SCELFE U R« PN 78 R0 2 i DN 36 100 L G A 1) P9 25 BRAT D3 BT EIORE 3@ MR FE O T ), %%
KL, JE R, 2002)s PIZRRIBE AR — AN IS8 SRR B R N 255 B LI 0 Y A WA R (Rt U, 9k
e, PRI, 2002); AABEESR—ANIIES 1 A AR B T E I B R R (TR 71, 2002). RTN
BRULHIVEE, TRAREREIER . 5K7)79(2002) 00, W58 ARBERT LR 4 MO77%, RIE AR, it
ST AT UL RISV RE (K )1, 2002). 55 1 RIS 4 RSk T e T, B 2 A 3 R OsIERTE
AT . BT R AL T KIS IR 58 (1 8 H R 15 AR 1R A b S B T LI Y P 2%, S B E R AT
ST PPN A6 A B, RVR A A R 5 B A5 R SRAHE DI 56 P N 5 R0 . Te il M ok A 2 8B 1)
ESUKRE, ERMIEEIE BT, —RiIAA, AR EH T NS REROE L. B 5
(LI AT . Rk, 2 E AN, WARE S Z B AR e bR, RO @iHS T 15 528 JFn #4056 1)
FIAHELLLES O H B, S0ka0, JHiiE, 2002; i, sK#e, PRI, 2002; 5K 71K, 2002). BRiFE2
BT, ER SRR R K ABRIERRLR . Ba, OESER G AT EN AL
For g i 2 Bl o R R = A R e 56 7 VT TR e ?

MO ERAARNE—MIRIEE, TMEWEEA —E MRS, SEER—4Es
M, BUE R Z ARG ZHUE ). Rk, X082 5 R 0 P A% HI45E i 5 RO I 56 i) P 255K
FEBAE R EAAAE—E ST . A EASMECSCHR, T AR E L WA R — Nl &
TR I 2 2% E AR AT B L I B 1 45 A4 (KR 2 (Polit & Beck, 2004); AR RUE /4R — /M & L AT
A B R B A R AR LT B = 1) N A48 (Waltz, Strickland, & Lenz, 2005); P 25 34 /246 24
MEFE IR, W& T EA L %FE G R FIFEEE (Wynd, Schmidt, & Schaefer, 2003); N 25 20% =2 5
L E A2 B FEARE N 2 b S e i B0 N (R P (X 1T, 2010) 0 A R D38 HH Fr 9 25 00 5 0 B
EE R N AR ) S RERL, R bR AR SRR E SO RT DU I, OB SR ) A A R
HAH SEMPIC R, RIS H et & pr 2200 v A8 & (45 1) AR BBl E R 4% H 5 0 NIE AL & 1)
AHDCRERE, 17 S A DU 565 1100 P 2 AP W 2 ek Py 2%, BN 560 850 i 75 i L 0 8 1) 32 RS el . [T
BEHEK OB RNBUERZ % B ARBESSE H WA KR, RN HNEMRE RS AR
JE R VIR S I A B (Messick, 1989).  FH T FH 2 i 30 PN 2 AU 5 i 2% B 5 0T R 45 ) (4 ) ) DL P A%
£, Pk, wTROER L FIPM LIS s ke 5 ek 7 2501 7 30 4% H 5 450 (4E ) S RO R P A T VT e
NIRRT R . B4R, BT OEERAFSUZEEMETKHE - MRS, Bk, Hirerr
P G EN.

3. ERERBNLE

AR B A B R B A G, WF 70 0 ™A% R0 O B B b R G i (O W TRy, RS
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RN ERUELL ARG “BF” o BT L CRET DU IRZET SESEREMTITE, WhE
W R AN CARME” SR R NB, b DA A W R R I AR . RAR, T A B
i 0f o0 PR 1) 6 A RS R AL IR Gk 2 TR A, DABSOK 22 HO0T U8 08 P9 2 202 AR G 6 3 T ot 2 B
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IWRBALE. WA TES AR e REMHE, MERedue T R E. W ER
XN RER T KRG, BN MR N5 1 T & & T Ut 36 s, Wi sC. B, s SEiR
FEA AR, 10 ] A SRR P 28 200 F o o i R 0 o T L 4% 5 ) 7 ) A o (45 ) B 4 5 (G 3R A U
BCFRIE . [ AhSCHRXT N 28 3005 1) s SCHEE F T 4 S i A Be ). BES OSSN ER K
[ EE

FE] A 7 A il AR A N R R AR O I S B R i R AR L, e nT DA AN R 4 ) R
(Anastasi, 1988; Haynes, Richard, & Kubany, 1995; Yaghmale, 2003). i 45 ¥ %50 & f& 36— AN I 36 52 e Ui 5]
FIT B P B S5 R AR ST AR E, BIOR UA HR IS 23 5 e 008 10 B o B 25 00 1) S P 5 ) IR (O R
(IR, skEE, PR, 2002). K2 HUC BB R ISR B BTk s . B
WTELFEER R VE R 7 2 AT FHSRAE P DR 7 20 B, BRZRPEDR T2 M ik Bt s 2, SR 2% B 2 18] () 3 ] [
T BWAEERE TR WBR R, IR E R % H Z R IEFRE . EUAERmHERES, 4l
R RIS B R IS SO L E RO, THIREZ Y. RN, SRFZEET. MR, REHBRE
RATEGRIBERTIG I FE R . GIRTATIAR, O FE 2 5 R I P 25 200 AR 30 S g 2 e 2% B - 4 FETAC 1 1
Krgs, HAzO BARS SR IR IR R AR AE T A AR &8 id T X0 2% H - 4ERE 1 ILID
PEIEAT FIWT, 7 45 46 RIOBEAS 56 a0 4 1O0] 2% H I S R R SRR R 7. BRI, AR REER SR T LLEAE
JB G A R AG IO I TR 50 o L 2 119 P 25 28502 T AR/ 446 F K B AR B i R T 2% H A B BB R IR AN
SEI B EEMBREE R . sAh, AR IS AN 5% H 50 N 4E B B UL ECAR B AT A 50, tAS
B4k H 5 AR 4E B (O ULRCRE RS, I 4% H 5 JEXE B 4E B DU B RE RS (A 30 R AS L i R AR 26 55 2 Bk
ZAMEREILECI 2% H 1K 08 5 SR MR 30 R R ML R T e ke 7 F 4R DRGSR AS 5
N SATRE , AR A 25K 80 v 1 2 B B 4

4. ABEBERITERERF

MEWIMT RN B REIIVEE T ERE , WERE BRI L 0L, SR, [ A #0b v H 2R
L T RMEZF S, ET WA ? PR ? W AR R4 TR A I
ZRIVE B IMBAT IR . PRI, T P 70 K AR PP R R P [ iR I HL 2L

WARHTRTIR, WA RUZVFE TR R A, WERBEVEE 5 — 2 W e “ T,
MRS (A LA B S BEA% 7 B BT E L S BERE 7 T PRI U A G O R ) 26 A 2 T A 1) 2
I 3 A ) A N AR SR U B A N BRIV E T 5K, Wiaah OB B R WA RUE IV E
W3- [ A 12 B0 B U EARAVE NP E T 5K 2RI, K Hossh LB R M RAovizsh oy, 2
HUET o 025 0 B A O, PRI, SR 5 H RS A, Bl RER (2 3h 0 sl gk ) A — 1R
Yao %5 (2008) I\ A BB AIVERE A FE R R T H2E — Ui L S AT P, R 2 Reni” , Bk
BEAT FIIKr(Yao, Wu, & Yang, 2008). HIILERK, Bzh0BL SRR IR P WERUZRIIEE “&XR” AML
R RTF RS B E K, @ 3h A GR UR RN “ LK o AR ENIEZ) BRI, Hox
ZISEN I H AR (45— Sk N ATIE), TR0IEE) B BA BOMRNR T . Tz sh RA S AE iz Rl
WIS 5, IEFMAMENIZERN AR R E R ERBEAEERE . B, ARFEME “L5x”
FHHMB SR SO AT R AL T H AN DL RR (O BRI & 22 M R 5 8 2 H i & 2
P, HEATIZOUSE A R BB FIR T 5, [ B A () 2 G I A A RS AL B, (HL AT R
B Z 0% H & 3 53 R3S B2 1 I PRI B0 % 00 H A2 s ZResE 38 1 T AR TE (T 1l Sk Z 1 fif BL &
B Z XHE 3 5 S EIR K (B T B AP KB AW . 5igah 0Bz R T, 183 55 #k R e A
HAG MR BB AR, EAA AT %00 H 0 E Eiesh 2 505, w7 DN BRI siee i b 20

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2021.119223 1984 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2021.119223

=
il
el
48

% H N AFIE k.

e T “LXR” 2, WikE T ABER& “BX7 5igE, EHREmE “TX7 ME, HH
ZOKED) “BR RGN NEBERITIE. KT ERAEE, HiiMESE —Eit. HF— sl
DA, THREEAREL D, GG R EATd D% 5 HIm w2 . K28 R E fE =R g
IR R K I BCR BRI, Lynn (1986)iA A, MG 2EMAERE, TR EDRAES ALLE(Lynn,
1986). 48K, MGt #HIMERE, TREEBZBEF, 8 R T42 6] 5 5 32 % i A8 50k 22 (Haynes,
Richard, & Kubany, 1995).

Wi T LR KEMMAEUS, SRS ERXRAM B, BAFERNTRRMLZERN
HWH SN, Rl Irilliy Sr ST 5, KOS N EE (P ER)NES L. &
FRA T T ZERMILE s AW EENE, A ERN&BEREWRE =W BEmE,
AR BER G SHIWT 5% B 5 6 B 4R (50 5 3%) IO DO AR B HEAT SR 0P, 32 I U AL I8 I AZ O N 2%
K—rrEdBRammMER, —FREFERFIET SN TRENEEOER) MO EMKHE, HFERR
RN S H 5248 VSRR B AT SN 5 — PRI E s B BN E A s & BE
B, BIEZRIFARIEGANYEEOTWEKE, RN ERE 5% B 5 A 485 0 UCECRE FE T % 4
P, SRR Qs O3 S AR T R BB R . SR BB ARV N 2 AU T LA gk
G T & KIS R01E 2% B ATkt B 4E R U4 SR8, AITTHE = & Z T8 & P 5 B S .

B T ERE R RAZE ARG IO T iEN B RIKH - 4R ICR R AT AP 25k, B T
Mt e ARV B Ay . B VP AT DR OC T B 3 N A KR IR I B AR BUE, 1 MEVPAN U
NERgSFE R T ERNKH BB TR eI BB T & B WA B B
R IE AT EMEE . S8R, TRAER A E R 07 SO AT VR, g BT T A R A DG B T
PR VPAN IR FH A I 7570555 4% B BOIE T I« 7 v M DL B ASOR 1k 11T S P4 (Yaghmale, 2003). 45 I
BTk, 28305 DR 50 2 BP0 A 3208, He— 2 AR T B B & 4% B 5 O B 0 7 A4 B (4R ) R DT
TR, HoNRAHARARGHAEME, G CFRBETEW .. HiREE . ik, ZHIN,
XF T B BRIV 8 B R AP e S e VP e A & B FENGKH - 4EREVLIMERR B B3R
REAIER, e M E N MK H NEN SRR BT i e s e 1.

ST S, Dunn (1999) W\ N 28R (VF i 5 B R DA R LN LRSI T
NEG BRVPE K E - GEEEULECE R Y s XL FRT AR H - JEREVLRME VP 8 45 SR I Ge ik A B ¥ Uy vk i
s MLk BB MIERER BE I ARE(Dunn & Bouffard, 1999).

5. AARMENBUERRATTESE

FURT, ARV CTE BT 47 BRI 70 AT Pk B o g o B P, 92 403 2 R ) A 5 A R 4R
B WA R AL TR AR (Polit & Beck, 2006; Polit, Beck, & Owen, 2007). % T X HEREIE, AXMUANH
JUPh S A & 32 A0 0 B 2 3R it |2 R R I A B R A by, JRE i e R S

EAIASCER 3 4R T O AR R R N AR VR FE T TR R B P A U I 3 B e ) SR R
FIPNIE, BP & R AR AT B R M B - e UTRCAR AT 2 i i NS GO T 43, BT SR 04T,
M R A2k H NS . IR ALESEbRig s OB R b i FErp, AT MR L E b T LAE N N 25 k%
(RIPPA Fa He ?

Aiken (1985)I) V F B B FIRAE AV W B RUBE R R 4L, ARV =5/[n(c-1)]. H
i, n RESHIPEERAEG ¢ AETRREREG v ML R K H 54T
Wars lo AZ TR SR RIS R s=r—lo: S=3s.
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T LTS BN S R H 5 (CSAL-2) N, 47 Aiken (1985)[) V REH S FE . iZ B RAHE 3 NYEE
(P ER), MHAFRSEE, RS ERUSREBE OO TATSCHE, N3RS AR R A
HEME, %3CH Cog. Som Al Con fA#). BESE5ARBEITELFKANECNT N, 15707 a2y
X5 M (1~5 7, L RREEAILE, 5 RKREAILA). 7 MEFRWNEE L 50H. KIELLE AR
YEJEIVCHCRR B 1T o WAk 1.

Table 1. Matching degree of cognitive, physical, confidence and item 1 from experts
F 1 ERMEH 15N FEUARBEVCEERERREEITST—RkR

5 miita
Eidis M
1 2 3 4 5
Cog 6 1 0 0 0 1.14
Som 0 0 0 2 5 471
Con 3 4 0 0 0 1.57

WRAE V REOTE AR LR 1 AR 20l B4 H 1 5 &AL 4ERE I UCEAR BE ) S (LK 2) .41
W SEM AT EAE 1 5SEAEEILRREER V R/ 415 H: %8 1- A5V 2508 0.03; %H 1-
WAV ZECN0.93; 4H 1- AfFEOV RECN 0.14. ¥ Aiken (1985) V REUEZE R K, r=7, c=5
i, V>0.75, HIP<0.05. Kitt, 2H 1 5HRARYEREE 1 ULECIEIA B 225k

Table 2. The matching degree S value of item 1 and each dimension

T2 B 15%4ENTEEESE

ZH 1- W % H 1- IRtk %H1-Af50
S=>r—lo S=>r—1lo S=>r—1lo
S=8-7 $=33-7 S=11-7

S=1 S=26 S=4

FREIE TRV R GRS RIRNIZE 1 SO UTR A R B3, HEERM%E 1 -
WEYEE S % E 1 - e RAEE S BEL)ZAEBHFEER. 52, REMAMEKE 1ML
YRS, XSWRER TR E K BEZAR T EEm B . M, RERA
Cohen (1977)1) ES (R E)KFATIX 05 H - XM 4EE 556 H - E%T N 4E 5 IURCRE % 2% 57 . ES i EA
N ES=M1-M2/S12+ 522 - 2r1251s2 o Ho1, M1 F5 L X Rl i it 5% H 1 55848 B2 DL RO R B2 1)~ 3 147
M2 8 L RA MR 2% H 1 5 57— 4B ILEAE P31 435 S12 8 ML IR 2%, S22 $i7 M2 (177 %25 r12s1s2
& M1 A1 M2 P77 22 WKR3E & 1 iEdE v LAl S 7 AL 05 H 1 58 4EFEILIE R3S 7. bRtk
Z. I EWAE 3).

Table 3. The statistical indicators of the matching score of each dimension and item 1 from experts
3. ERMER 1 SREE LRI HGIHEIRLR

M S s?
Cog 1.14 0.38 0.14
Som 4.71 0.49 0.24
Con 1.57 0.53 0.29
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TEFEA L. B, EbR (TS A BN T8 R ] 00 SCESRAE B P R VR
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