996 2003 26 6
( ,100101)  ( s
303
Triandis
,Sngdis
1 dngelis, Triandis, Bhawuk & Cdfand
(1995) 1% Triandis(1995) V- H
’ ?‘
20 1984 7
Hof stede! ™ , ()
() ,
(Kagitcibas & Berry 1989) 2! ,
(Earley 1994 , : (Vertica individualism
Early & Stubblebine, etc) ®! (Indi- V1) ( Horizontal  Individualism
vidualism) (Collectivism) HI) (Vertical collectivism VC)
, (Horizonta oollectivism HC) VI
) , HI
(Olcay ,1,E 1998) 4] :
: HC (
1 ’ ) t
Triandis(1995) 5% , VC ,
, Sngeliset a (1995)
Triandis , 32 , 8
’ 60 ’
) , 0.67- 0.
(Horizontal) 74 ,
(Verticdl) (Triandis(1995) , (GFI=0.79,AGFl =0.75,RMSEA =0.089) ,vC
HC (r=0.39,p<0.05), HI
* 170072031

** E- mal :wangyl @ysych.ac.cn



997

6
Vi ,
Oishi (1998)
VI HI HC VC  Shwartz
10 , VI
JHI
vC HC
Trian-
dis Triandis  Gefand (1998) !

(Multimethod - Multitrait) ,

Triandis
(1998) (8]

XieoPing Chen Darius K. - S Chen

Sar Sh  Leong,F. T.L (2002)!°

Triandis
,  Sngdis
Triandis

? Sngdlis

Triandis
Sngdis

2.1
Sngdis
16 (Jyh - Shen Chiou
2001) 11 (star Soh 2002) , 16
0.67 ,

(back-trandation)

2.2

, 19%
189 96 %
116, 114,
99 % 303 17,

, 19.52 9 204

SPS38. 0
Amos4.0
(1) :
¥ :
(2)
(HI VI HC VvQO),

3.1

23

D11 . 860

D9 .825

D1 .122

D10 .575

D12 .718
D5 .676
D16 . 668
D2 .642
D3 .535
D6 - .510
D7 .821

D13 L7T7

D15 .692

D8 .812
D14 . 350 .731
D4 .536

. 389

.313

114

HI,
HC, VC, Vi
3.2

189



998 26
2
x 2 of X2 o GFI AGFI CFI TLI RM SEA
334.035 103 3.24 0.793 0.727 0.673 0.619 0.109
244. 647 99 2.64 0. 846 0.788 0.794 0.75 0.088
X 2/ of 1, , ,
2 ( , :
2002) 11 2 , , HC ,
X2=202.717 6 =99,
, CF1=0.853,GFI =0.869,TL1=0.822, RMSEA =0.
, 075 ,
, , (
) HC ,
( : ) ,
HC 34.062, , , X2=
, , HC  153.369,d =85,CFl =0.898,GFI =0.895,TLI =0.
, 34.062 874 RMSEA = 0. 065
— 61
(@1 o

(a2)—> _
;B——»- d1 —‘v\
(—5 d14—k

\ 75
\as‘-—-’rT -

\37; —» d1o}—-

\aa/ ﬁf’"

(a3>—

d11
/—\

59T~
42

dz_

( ag/L_—» . d5

e

Sngdis

16

ot )P=000
.

chi-square=g 53.369

71

-J.

\'020

ve -

HI 0.55

HC - 0.51,

0.33,

vC



999

, Thrian-
dis

(Multimethod - Multitrait) ,

, Thriandis

Sngdis

w

10

11

Hof stede. Culture’ s consequences: Internationd diff erences
in work-relates vaues Beverly Hill ,CA : Sage 1984
Kagitcibas ,C and Berry ,J W. Cross- cultura psychology
: Current research and trends. Annua Review of Psycholo-
gy, 1989 ,40:493 - 531

Earley P. C. Sdf or Gooup ?Cultural Bfectsof Training on
SHf - dficacy and Performance. Adminigrative Science
Quarterly, 1994 ,39: 89 - 117

Olcay, | ,E. Individudism and collectivism in a modd and
scae of baanced differentiation and integration. The Jour-
nal of Psychology, 1998 ,132:95- 105

Triandis. Individuadism and collectivism. Boulder , CO,
Westview ,1995

Sngdis, T.M Triandis,H. C Bhawuk , D. and Gdfand ,M.
J. Horizonta and vertica dimensons of individudism and
collectivism: A theoreticd and measurement refinement.
Cross-cultura Research, 1995 ,29:240 - 275

Triandis. H. C Gdfand. M ,J. Converging Measurement of
Horizontd amd Verticd Individudism and Collectivism.
Journa of Persondity and Scid Psychology , 1998 ,74:118
- 128

Triandis,H. C XiaoPing Chen Darius K. - S. Chan. Se
nariosfor the Measurement of Collectivism and Individual-
ism. Journa of Cross- culturd Psychology, 1998 ,29:275
- 289

Sar Sh & Leong F. T.L. Vadidity of Verticd and Hori-
zonta Individualism and collectivism in Sngapore relation-
shipswith vaues and interests. Journa of Cross- culturd
Psychology , 2002 ,33:3 - 15

Jyh - Shen Chiou. Horizonta and Vertica Individudism
and Collectivism Among College Sudents in the United
Sates, Tawan ,and Argentina. The Journa of Sociad Psy-
chology , 2001 ,141:667 - 678

1

,2002,25:91 - 92

A Confirmatory Sudy on the Structure of Individualism and Collectivism in China

Wang Yongli, Shi Kan
(Inditute of Psychology , Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100101)

Huang Xu

(Groningen Univerdty , Holland)

Abstract

Based on the datafrom 303 subjectson the Chinese mainland we tested the dimenson of individual-

ism and collectivism and the vdidity of the measurement scale. Our results supported the theory of Triandisthat
i ndividualism and collectivism have two dimensons: vertica and horizonta ; on the individua level there are four
types: vertical individualism, horizontal individualism, vertical collectivism and horizonta collectivism. Confir-
matory factor analyss showed that the scale of Sngelis had a higher construct validity , but some of its items
were found to be unsuitable to the Chinese subjects and in need of revison.
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