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Abstract

Supervisory relationship plays an important role in the supervision process, affecting the oper-
ation and effectiveness of supervision. Most of the domestic research on supervision is biased
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towards qualitative research or process research, but a few focus on investigation research or
experimental research. At present, there is a great lack of localized supervisory relationship
measurements in China. Therefore, this study aims to integrate the domestic and foreign super-
visory relationship questionnaires, in order to sort out and analyze the supervision relationship
questionnaires suitable for the current situation of supervision in China, and promote the de-
velopment of domestic supervision relationship measurement research and evidence-based
practice.
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1. 53|

B3R ARG OHEEWE TR P& SIS 2B E AR SRR, ERORA R R
frd e, JRREE B S & AR R 5 SR T BEAT R, BB AR & A RS 5Ok RS B ) B
EEEVEIERT . BEAERT ORI, W5 S A7 T B 08 R AT RGN PP A B T I B R R 1
O AT B . R RGN E TR E T 0 R AR o2 B T I 5 525 38 AN R A e
SPRAGEMERE, AITZEELEEFRASENRANEX SEENARERR, (LTI
K FRRAE SIS, RIEXO B SEELE. RN KRR, DRk &R i KR
W, FE RO E S 5B SR ThEE, ARG ASCLRA T E WA FBUR,
ST R i PR 1 A A S 0k AR R T R R Rk Al

2. BERESXANER
21 BB

BESREAEERNTAZLE H2E 780855 Wil grE S E o g ifat i S Tk
(Ellis, 2010). B RFIZHAST. Gl GMPPEETE, A EWINFTRAEN T RS &, REER
Vi MR AR S5 AR Ak (Grant & Schofield, 2007). B G2 - A& WL EAT J7 (ERE OB 9k Lok R (1) 5
Eigft. BN m st SN REw) g o Ak — Tl (Bernard & Goodyear, 1998).
KRR BTN PR, B SIMAE NI 5TE, 2B TS 3 I A TS v bRtk dad
iz FB IR R ok AT BB IE, B S IRAEANAMES) 11, s B ISCE AR R, BSRA
BRI HOUGEAZOE R RIEFIIC R ARSI 2 B ¥ 58 ) 142 & (Bernard & Goodyear, 1998). Toitk
ZEEWAERBUR AU, BSRAME LIRS R TEEERRENE D, HARE R
KRB FRAMBEIL(EH, 2017). ARES TERET AN RREHLERSS0B SRBELR, MEH
B R S KR, A ReBET2EE% A5 WARS5HAE, MimiAHS N2 TERREJ(Holloway,
1995). KM “HUMEF AN 2, EHESARMEEN N TS E &SRR/ FIRGE
77, I HZLRENE B N X S RTRRT B8 S (5B, B, 2011). HAMAHSCRF AR I, RIFIE SRR
A LALESZ B G = AR A AR B0 (E 155, 2015).
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22. BRXE

BRRALMERIARRR, GFF 7BESE. WESENKIE AR KRR BESEAKES
RKEDNESFFBRR. HIRR. BIEMRBHOEE, ML, 2023). s KE SHEAHTHEES
AR T AP R ITE (Hutman & Ellis, 2020), 24 T34 82 24 B 5 TARBRBERY, S0 & )i
AEZHEAE, B PSR %4, BT U AR E B R R Bordin AN TARFBA =N
Hbr—2. AR5 8 HRERGS, RGO SEE, MXE IR EEA M T s T & 2 A
et B BT, WG, 2023), HSER AW S HMEAMBLSCR, (Al & S rRE, s
FAEE TP AT 8B, PrUFEE 3PS R R E IR A PR R R (54, 2010). FEIXFPAS
EERAN, POB I SHEHRRENG AR, LR, & IN e 8 Bl 57 7 BAE & e
fE FRAMBAFICNEE,

SRIFF ARG I TEFi B3 50 R TR AT DO =N ER 1, X E BRIt s 8 5 R
FH OB R R W7 RRIGE: 032 R S KUK S AN R BRI s XU L3l R -
U032 3 o X5 TR A A7 v S R I R R M R0 5 (KBS, UG, 2013). ARG AN A 2238 36 T B S 0 R
©, BRRAWUN-FEERRR, BHESREWRECEBAPOIEEE, I RTE i {3 Fis H
TR —T7 5 53 5b— R B AR Bl R R B BRI — T 2 (B [ — R e R . MR AR T HAM
PEBAHEAC I N BRI SR (R 7535, 2012). fEIRIKE SR AT, BIERBIIBRM—T7, FEITHERCRK
—J7, MEMEERFRESRAMZEGHE SR BARPTERY, & SRREIRKE LK
P AR BB A, R ol A R AR A N KA BB s (TR RS, 2021)
Bribz sh, B RRAENE FWHREN D EEMBR R, PiEE SRR EEF(EE5, 2008)
KB WE T TARR S & Sl R A B IR G, BT A B b s BBe 4 A H A —20m] BLA RL
TR S R, B PR SO R, W RLHE— DX B S R A T Ak, TR SRR PEE L
FOE R DR FUM B & 350 R 5 HAR S A VOB KR ROGRBUT, B, 2013). 27538 (2012) H 7t
RYL, B I ZRERIE T, i TR AL APl TR AT CLB B RIRE OB 3 0 e R AL 5 52 B 3 1Y)
B RARKEAPROAIT R . W LAY, IXLERE TUA R A TFRE 3R RRIVPAE AR, X TR AV
RN E, BEREHE BIRET A E SR R, AT SERT AL, AEHEBhSL 55 AR ARSI AN 32 B 35 M
HE T Brel, REEA REFERUENE FRAME THEREZ, B, EHFNARETRAR
ARG T REAT IR, TR E S5 .

3. BEXRNNE
3.1 EMESXRAEAEXNETR

AR 506 R E A AU AR AR, MMM E TRBONFEE . B SFRAEES TERER
DT B, A Bl A 2 B S A R B I 25 (Supervisory Working Alliance Inventory, SWAI), i H
Fo¢ TR 46 PR 2 ) 268 S B 3 B % (Leeds Allliance in Supervision Scale, LASS). AR B S x A5
(Supervisory Relationship Questionnaire, SRQ). Bt 5 ¢ & 145 ikl (Short Supervisory Relationship Ques-
tionnaire, S-SRQ)FIE 53¢ £ &% (Supervisory Relationship Measure, SRM)E.A K f1C FE B 45 . ik
Gh, EHEREZIMEZEZHERRRNE b, HE A HE 5 X &2 (Supervisory Styles Inventory,
SSIAIE 5 iz Fl A\ B B 2% (Supervisor Use of Interpersonal Influence).

B 5 T AR BB 1 75 (Supervisory Working Alliance Inventory, SWAI)

SWAI (Efstation et al., 1990)%: Ti697 TAEB: B AIE 5 TAEBCBE MMES LT &, B RIT(SWAI-S)
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APE 3 (SWALT)ER At 1-PATIRA, DLNEE SRR, ML, 2019). SWAI-S 3t 23 MEH,
SRR R R FERVIE . INFZAGERE . SWAI-T 3 19 N H, N RIFRR. KRERDH A
FE, 0 A INE R, REBIERY o BT E RIS ESE RN T B S LR AR EA R
A, R SWAI-S F1 SWAI-T Z[AIAH R PEBAR . SWAI FIIH FF RS I8 T & SIHRVE 53 18 & W,
FEINOGER X TE7 TAEBCE B S TIER S .. SWAIL R ARUERM X 0 B8, HANE—H G
FEBAR. HMARTTTRY] SWAI-T KA & — Bk (5 8 (Depue et al., 2016). fERIAE 4, ARG
F SWAI 578 G 2 A B FR Ak Re Borl DG & T BT 3 R 5 RAE K & (Chui et al., 2021). & A f§TH
SWAI et 58 5 () Ak i (Vandament et al., 2022; Wilcox et al., 2022). £E— 5 # FIHE 784, SWAI
B fai Ak 9 L7525k H B 1R SWAI-Brief, ] DL PPl o [ SO 1 50 F B3 AR IR I T SE N R0 4
Wi, JF AT TR R I KB T () 4 B (Zhao et al., 2023).

) 2578 G165 W B %% (Leeds Alliance in Supervision Scale, LASS)

LASS (Wainwright, 2010)J& T B BB M &0 RGT77E B SR ARMBEIRI LUK SRQ K.
LASS 3t 3 A& H, BONEIRL, VM, ATHTRRE SR, KFHMN “BIRaeRER” .
CHANE IMLE IR TPRERS TAHBRAR” . B IAEHB” o LASS WFER R BEA R X 4 AL
FERAF o AHAR/AD I H BV BeAEE LA A TS 2R RN AR, R E 20 R T KB A, H
U EERR B Rt — D IR FT . BLAh, LASS [N —BUMEAE BE A IS A A T PN R
ITAE XL, (AFEARSEF R AR 5T LASS PG PPE 2 7), Redfern (2014)# W AT {8 H LASS *f
B AT S A5

B 52 & 145 (Supervisory Relationship Questionnaire, SRQ)

SRQ (Palomo et al., 2011) B 7E BB S8 A B B SR R, BT B 5 00 KA B I M HF 2 4 i o
SRQ 3t 67 MMk H, GFE R, 4. BN REMEEE . BT NN ERE, dn “FR
BRMEHER” o i =N RN RGNS RIMR, EEAEEE N BB 2 E Mo D Re i1
. HUEMNET T RBEAR S AR, SRQ 2L TTEHNE MK, HEAG REHFHOEHNESIER.
FEIGPR N FH 82k, SRQ A AR SRAG BB TR RV 2R E 71,  JFn] ReA B T W TE IR LL 8 3 0B T 45 R
AR, FERFEARRROR, HEk= Rk, PR, $xESmE, SRQ A XA T2 #F e T L
VEER B B 3 (R SRR 24 (Schweitzer & Witham, 2018), Lewis, Scott A1 Hendricks (Lewis et al., 2014) 1418
B T2 A8 SRQ RIFAEE T K & . SRQ W& E m, (HEEMA{E, Xtk Cliffe, Beinart i
Cooper (Cliffe et al., 2014)FF & T fiikit S-SRQ, I H A1 67 TUfE b 18 T, AFE T A5t 45
SOBMEZE =AY, “RIE SINEER S 2 AMEMEA AR 7 o S-SRQ HA R L B SR
P, EFEAGRZ R (EAGEMEEGRNE SRRWETR, W ZHTESmK. BRI T+ .
TE— DU A W B ¢ R s IV BRI T 75, S-SRQ 1B A ROPAL B TR R = 1 TR A
(Johnson et al., 2020). Almeida %5 AR S-SRQ g Bk 1 1d B 7 ) 4 B 5 NI &0 A B hCAS, TER T &6
MR ESEN T E SRR ER, HEA RTS8 (Almeida et al., 2019). th4h, Santangelo %
ANH S-SRQ K gm NFUHE A, HPEHt 7 RIFALOHENERE, BB 7 FHREOHERITIIC T B SRR
PP (Santangelo & Conde, 2020). 7£— I8 T MRS FRL A R T B T 56 RIWT ST H, SRQ B E X
PENBEIE RN B T 08 R 1 it = AT PEAf (Hiebler-Ragger et al., 2020).

B 5 3% & 8% (Supervisory Relationship Measure, SRM)

Pearce, Beinart, Clohessy Fl Cooper (Pearce et al., 2013) & 7E MNE SIMAI A EIF5E FF< K. SRM A
LAN%H, RN BSIMARE . ZBFE NIk, ST mAE I RN FANERE, W
CBENRZINERME T N RENEIT0ET o ZERAOENEEERRO S, BIHRTES
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UK B 3 OC R AR UGS, T DA i RO 3 00t B 3 PR R R DA S (N T I B LR
J1. SRM [k iR AR SRR, EFEARGRZ REME. T — TS 30 R B R I ER
(Falender, 2020). Schweitzer flI Witham (2018)#t— 45, SRM A LLZ5 & SRQ B¢ S-SRQ K47 B ST
N2 B XA T R RS R X 1] B 5

32. ENESXRAMEXMWEIR

AHECE AL, B 2T 500 R A PPk AN & (B T AP e, I 1 O0 T B3 00 R 1 1) s g | 502>
WEIE - B TR AR BB R O RE A S . SRS ER R S 7, A T B m T BHEFAME IR
#, HVBSH{F IS HE S TAEMA NR RS G SRR BRI, 3B S ame. SeHn
AN NS B 5| I AVEAE I Ll R TR W] IR e R 1B R0 R, EIX MG R b, 2B
A i ) B2 (7545, 2012). &S, ZBEEMEEE SRR, AENEIESRRENT
HESCHEARE, X akilsE B At 5 AT T RO AR 7L, A RuE TR SR ZERA T
W BEMEE SRR, THACEBESFRARRMEZIEE, H2BEEEES RS RO
5, AR LR [E] SBT3 B A NGRIBUS, BRI, 2010). RAFIIEH T 08 R 0T DU 328
TS R R, ] DU A 52BN TRV EK, IR HE B A S RE I B (TR (R 4%, 17T 7k, 2015).

P (2013) T ARIBE AL, gt 7O T 2B B SRS, LA 5L I, ANANERE, Al 7 A
BB SN NF . EAEBI T ERTR (RN RNE TT7 0, TR RS At E . B
Wi 5@ S UL SENARBEE . SRR EEH T SIHes & S 552881
KRR R UL I B F I RO R . R ER I T A RE S RAMSIAEIGRAE, CHENE
FEME R, FCRA PR AU AR SO 22 50, RS RAZ R B — B S . B35, Ml
SRS WA E T B DTS R s oS3 4k, i EARIN AT TS S AR B A AN A N T8
REERIIMKENENTHE, RELSFZHTHTHKRMEE, My —0EARFE. MERMLH
TH.

4. WHEFRE

TR OC R T T SCRRREE, P L AR B F O R DI B, EMERIE B2 A
JEXS 5B AVE I 2 [ I SC R BEAT RGBT TT, Gt 1 — L BRI A R AF . SRR R .
FEEPN, HAXESRABTITCUFEI RS, AR SRR E T REER, (UHEE R A9
HR T B SRR RINE R > ERMZFFERGIN SRS, KT EFRAMEMH M BA RIF-OEIE R
MBS R ARV R AR R BRIbZAh, BRRARMSCESR . 2T B S0 R R KT A LK
DR A RR SR S5 DR SR P R WA L B AR A g ], BAR ML = AT T R IT

41 NEBSXRNMUERKE

REBESRARERT TR -BESHETY, BAEARKUTRT, WRAAE - SLER. Wml
SCAL BT B N SONBRAE, 375550 AT BR IR R AOFRAL ;T 2R 75 SCAk DATE EL AR 4 3 SONSFAE,
SRR SE R R FR R R M. AT RSN, RE RSB E T ER R RN, X TR A AN
KRR RA — E R BRI 45, 2020), IXEEn] fe o S BUEN B S IM el 4L A — L ST 1% 45
I, DN T YRR R R AN, TR BX L i 4 . AR, b ECB SO & 38 A A5 I BUBL
g, MR TRAT, BIRIMESUR. X, LERIEE SIMRAIE, HAETWHER. AR
REJZ T Tl 8 (545, 2015), Fr AR 538 WA AT RELE BUBUR AR Al SCAL W& A5 T, Bael
MIAREE . 32, MR MAUE. BRibzfh, o E RN R 3 B0 A EAT AL EE AR ) 52 2tk
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SN, RDUARE BB AT B SRR A, SEA QAR TR, PR AT Y
SIEFORIA, XM N PR AP FE ALK, SRR, RS ST RSB E
YB3 S EANIRATAEE SRR REBIE NI EAAEZER . ARRWETTH, W RUJF AN R E 5k R 1)
ORI, RIS X 32 AR G2 [ IR R M, BEMIT R A LA ER, £ ER
OO R T EAT RGELLE, KB T b A 1 5 [ R st X R R4 X 20 T K

42. NMIERNAREE

TEFTEARESFRAMMETEA, B SWAI FI SSI & A& W2 B R S If U7 %5 888 5K
o, HAt T R T I R TR T X0 AR, XU AR B G 4 Re PR
BSMRCR. BRI RARATE - PaIEHEE, RIASHEIEARINERNRNSEIEA R
(IR E AR PN BT BORE I . AER T B MRIR T, $0E FH AEXU%. SbZEE. 8. Xt
BE 77 1 B AL BE R UL L& I R A R M A g B B A B B R R AT I R R BN URE L 5
FERTE FINHRTTH, B IR N BRFEN ) HAE T AR 5278 3 (1 [ A% 45 R e s i 5
FHMERARULZEE W PrUEE S fed, — I 3 Imes 28 ) 5 28 & 1 TIE(E
I, 2020), 5377 3R FE MR R KN G0 E O LURE IR S R MBI AL A T LR
SRR T ISR 2K DR RIS N 200 B 5 R I (e gt s PHAS IR s 0 B2
RIRLA R ARE 20 1 B IR 5 A% B B R DU B 53 [ PP A S50 5 5C 2R Bty SR (104 R B
ANKIFENE o XA A AL A P LA B IRA TS A e B B SO0 R, WU B SR R IA BB RN
T GHEUGENEEE SRR HATE N E 3R AN E TR X288 RIT, JATHRRIL A R A
Al REE TR EE T TR DR, HATE A2 S SIS RINRE, 2S5 281 HEA LI
AR BB D AL G0 B S R ) o DA R A A A A

4.3. NUEBHARLEE

M &SR - DIRRERBE, 2B HE M I & K ARIARZEE LB FHERNE
Wi, A4 Bordin ML, B SFEBERXAREE VRSB, EIHARE—MEERE, T — 3R
o, RMAEBANESUETIER S AL, Mg RS SORERE TR, HR%shih
£, BE RN AR (VRS 2003). B FRAREATRSEMIB B, EA R RE T AT 6E 7 A A R Y
T ESPRANE L. WESVH, BSRALT MEOVHENATT, TSR E UL X
I AR E B B0 T 2 B A P AE A L . RIFITE SR A MEAE RIFKE SRR,
EEHEREEIEE. B, RevE SRR, AR IS, BEmEE S eRa K, T
BRIEMRERE T, SN AR, EMEEE BT, R RS, U T E W, &
WAL B FHAW AL, AP B, EE2ESMREAHLEIC, AR
OB, PTUL RS IR TR AN TR T T R SRR I BOR AR W B (0, WG, 2022), AT
i AR E R BEAh, B FEKIRZIIKT RN SO R AR . AT AT 7T R A ) R A
Wit se, EESERELNSMTRRER, BIRAMBELARE, AR R EAERNE SR, X
FPRAMATREMZN SN R, BT LRI GG K535, G A8l i stk A e v b e, #)
PAHRFTT B IR AWML, FHORE FRALAMER, 598 TIERT Pk,

5. /g,

HAT, OEE SO T MR, B RRAERE 3, AOCENHEE TIN5 32 & ¥ 2 H
RS & TR, Il PAT R R E 2B 5 R 2 A SRR LB RRCR . GEAN
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WP E SRR, CHOVE SITR G R2EE WIES, SCREL SRR EER . BASE
BB R ARV IRAE T 2R SRR RGN E TR, (H M ARAE R 1B 30 A 5 258 I ke 3e 5 2 1
S ARRWETTH, WG HRENINE FRANSUER . B RRAIUT A ZERURE TR AN
IR A Z 5, WERF AR EE SO SLhrth A, R IEE R EE T AR, WLk e S5
FE SR RNE TR, JFsTHE N .
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