Advances in Psychology ‘0>FEZ23ERE, 2019, 9(10), 1748-1754 Hans X
Published Online October 2019 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ap
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2019.910212

Reliability and Validity of Chinese Version of
Index of Nostalgia Proneness

Miaoxi Chen, Yi Sun, Rui Song, Kangqi Nan
School of Psychology, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing Jiangsu

Email: 1436105926@qq.com, 2797499980@ qqg.com, ruisong9@qg.com, 1072461063@qqg.com

Received: Oct. 2", 2019; accepted: Oct. 17, 2019; published: Oct. 24", 2019

Abstract

This study translated and revised the English version of Index of Nostalgia Proneness. The relia-
bility, validity and item discrimination of the scale were determined by testing 279 elderly sub-
jects. Exploratory factor analysis was carried out on the Index of Nostalgia Proneness to test
whether the four dimensions of the original scale were applicable to Chinese people; by calculat-
ing the discriminant coefficient D of each item, the difference between the high and low groups
was compared, and the distinctive degree of each item was determined; by calculating the Cron-
bach’s a coefficient, Split-in-Half reliability and Test-Retest reliability, the reliability of the scale
was determined. The results confirm that the Index of Nostalgia Proneness has good reliability
and discrimination, and meets the requirements of psychometrics, but its validity is not ideal, and
further research is needed.
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BRETFEA: EdiHES-TENEHNNRED, EERESMMSRSIEANER, TS IHENX
DB BEHEREDRCRY, TEERUAENGEE, HETERNGEE. FTRERMIN,  (RIRM
g5 ER) A REFNEESXDE, FaLBElNESER, EREAMEAKESE, IHRE—PHA.

KA
WIHMEEGIBR, FE, BE
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1. 5|15

BEERAHARMRE, NRATEKCPRSE S, A2 RATE 0 A B — AN 1) . H 2000
FERRERE AR DOk, £ 2018 fF4ER, 65 & KU EMZENAREGL 1.7 2N, HEANOM R
11.9% (X RHH&EXIT 7%, 2019). HEEH KA (NS5 BY  (GkZ46, 2018) 7, FE A ¥ E
2029 FFILFIEAE 14.42 12, M 2030 PR HE ARSI A6 K, 48 2050 4931 13.64 12, 2065 4%/
F12.48 12, BI4EDHE] 1996 ML KA D308, o R s AW i 2, Haoamskae
WARMH AT ER, XOLBAREIIGN — N EZEZEE. FRESZENCEMERKFRTECS
D SEARN i A

PRI — Rl 1 OB R, MR R e AR NAE R\ B BEEE I, AR R RS 2T AR
A, DR, B e K. 5T 1963 4F Robert Butler iR % B wo fxix —E G2 H TR 1H
TBTT s A PR IR IETT A2 —Fh T 22 N TP RT3 1 7 2% NMITHER IRy Lg% 25,
HHTARS I FAEVE I T, W R B AT OB R A2 B e et 25 i 2258, gt T DA I O A PR R
REJ), MTIAZEHE AIRA Hbr. LRI, PRIHTEZ AN OB R Py JEH M A

WIA R IBIEIT A T EZR A S5 RN OB RESSE T . AR E AR IR R — Rk
R O FRERE, B —E HRaE M (McKechnie, 1977). T#& Holak, Havlena 71 Matveev (2006)%w ] 1
PRIB A A $E 51 5 3K (Index of nostalgia-proneness) il & PR IHIX —4RE, FEEA A E KIGUE 7 HA RIFHI1E
BE. THE, NEEFHERSR P EZ A NMIR IO BRI, AW AR5 82 b SO IR ) 48 51 3R 15
FUKIE, DA rp A AR IH OB PR DAl O S 32 mT SE R 20 T A .

2. RRMREHE
2.1. HRMK

PR NIEFRUE: 1) E8 >60 B IEHEN; 2) BUNEN, TTIAFIThEERZH; 3) Wr hsifi A1Es, W]
HHTIE® FAC B 4) RUEFRR, ABSIMAMITT. AL 279 fghik, KREFEZH(ZRX
S ZAE A H) . AR (AKKERE X TR LK EREX . BiEA X)), TR ZERY: Bk 84 A,
LPE195 N Hrp 2N 126 4.

22. fiRIE

RIREEES B3R
Holak, Havlena il Matveev (2006) 4l HAZIT(F) (PRIEMIA$E 51 &%)  (Index of Nostalgia Proneness)
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RIS BRI — IR R ER, 3L 31iEE, FHLAEERRITS, R “DMAEEBRER” . “H
P 5 RE 00" WIS P IR 28R T DURERIE, 439l &: S A PFRIH (personal nostalgia): [A112.28 2%k
HTA N W sebrAg, BTN ANBEEERE—80, BAEEZHMN AR FPE. AFRPRIH (interpersonal
nostalgia): & TN ANEL, XFEERKIET ANPRaCit. XA IH (cultural nostalgia): A& X 304t [
FE AR E, BAEMALE s AR AS HIZFRIE. ERVFRIH (virtual nostalgia): PR IHAN K
THEBEZE, MU R TIAE, Tk E R4 s R R R X BERE S W 2 E
HA=AEZEK 80 Lk T A, THEMEE, 15 « = 0.87, Ll Nostalgia Index (Holbrook, 1993)ff
BRI RBR B, AHK R ECN 0.54.

TEADE T, CIRIBMA TS 5 SR AT SORCE S B — 4 T ML BH 1R 2 J S7 K i s 8 1F R DU, 44
S T A B A S A (N 38 A 3R 1 B S R S AT IR, AR R R S I R ST S
JRPERITHN o FREE 44 O T B, ) b ATT 0 R R SRR SCAR RIS DL &% H B
Wo BELREW, EFEFENEESCHENMIBHBIES, THRISER .

BT RIER EEA CHRIBMASE S =R , B DE AT B 70 AT 0 A5 2405 DL IX 43 B AT A
5. AOATtIC, RV TR E 0, RE T IRE MRS E N A R RS, WA A ek
IR SR T 30 A A AR AR, SR 0 — 77 3BT SRR % AR O B AR R R DA SR 2
BEH . KT RA BB DL AR AN 3 A AT AR . [RIIEI8E T A OB T 2T T 2
R RIVPAL . B FLRE R B 1 2 4E A6 T BBV IH I B AT TR o, ROETEMERE fa, 46K 2 Bt ik ATy
SRTCIRFRMRA DGR H & S0, 1 R4 1 A 252808 VP A B it R B R PPN IH A8 H A DS M A e ot
Gb, BT HRTESCAZE R DL EAR Y, MBI EIEGE R T B AR R . R, BRI T R LR IH i T
H, &S T ARTE M SO S, Moz ERRIERRIG CRIRR 5 &K , B8 24 NEH .

2.3. JEm

KAVEMSIFER ik, TR LK 84k X IRt 8 R DL E it T MR E. REHS
MG, RIS 15T, MIEEN SRR R, 83 JRERENE, EEAHEN S
MR JE AR G . IR B H SRR . R 7T PRI AR NEIE, i aid iy U
G R T B ST SRS AN SR, B AT R R E G AR, e e O8I
e MBRGEE, MHAERAERKRERIZE, b

3. Hi_IHH
31 15

K Cronbach’s a REUFN432F RECKIEFM =R —8E. ®FK Cronbach’s o %04 0.78,
B RECN 0.72. 50 4429w 2~5 J8 B B S B2 0.83.

32. REYE

KL FoE, TR 6 0BT AR, O ESMERET A FENER.
8 1~4 ¥ 770, TP ER S KA S “PRIR” SRR, 1ARER “TorR” , 24058 “g9AHk”
3 ARFEBLIRAR R, 4 AT HRAH IR 7 TR R AL S H /KPR RUE F8 25 (C VI, content validity index).
BRI N B RE R BT 15 (S-CVI/Ave, scale-level CVl/average)dy, 44k —F(Z(S-CVI/UA, Universal
agreement) ¥ 0.8. %2k H I AR F550(1-CVI, item-level CVI) A4 0.33~1, M2 I-CVI K #d 0.78 4%
H, FIRWAR 24 MKH.
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3.3. HE

R4 230 LRI, Xt 24 N K EEATIRRERE M. HE CRIBBIREEIER) T =A%
RELSZRPIHERRBNE 1), BFrA AR RS L R, BB ABRRIES U
IH 2 A A 56 R0 535 R A IR 3 0.01 (p < 0.01) e =AM BB 2 81 — B BE R 21 SR INAH BT, “AS
AWIB” &R, SRR &R S5 Z [AAH SRR (r = 0.89, r = 0.66) .

Table 1. Relevance between subscales and aggregate tables

®1 PERSEEREXE

= NN E NG SRR
NBRHRIH 0.46™
SCAEIRIH 0.57" 0.21"

By 0.89” 0.48™ 0.66"

p<0.05 “p<0.01.

XFCH IR 5 8 3R ) 24 N IUH TR R ER R T . 5%, AEEEHEAT DREFRERE A5 KMO
R, TR IR A B 5 TR A 3 (p < 0.001), KMO eI 4h i, 4 0.735. ok, FHUAR
EWEHAERNEAL T =N ZE (WA 2), ATfRRE 37.67% e 22 (WL 3), AR —nI ikt 22.94%, K&
TR fiERE 8.65%, [AIER =TI fiERE 6.08%.

Table 2. Factor loads

2. BFEE
WH 5 e % HE=

1 0.581

2 0.686

3 0.612

4 0.419

5 0.490
6

7 0.658

8

9 0.467
10 0.698
11 0.466
12 0.722
13
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Continued
14
15 0.605
16 0.618
17 0.637
18 0.627
19 0.756
20 0.664
21
22 0.519
23 0.569
24 0.416

Table 3. Common factor variance contribution
i 3. ARFAETH

FEAIEME fRRETT E T 2 L PN R NER =
1 5.51 22.94 22.939
2 2.08 8.65 31.591
3 1.46 6.08 37.67

He, 5 K6, 8, 13, 14, 21 AT H SHRIGE W =AMEEBBEEA R, HRTH S5HMNEFE R
G Y mT 0.4, 28 6 BN “IRERIMNELT MBI ER" , 58 N “REERITS 30 EiA—Ff
R, XA E S5 AR IR B 5 14 BE X2 NP TH AT DU, T 4004 B AN 1 Ji DAL ] R v [ 11
CZHEND ZSHENEEREZERER, JUTERAA TR I R 885 4B sk & 0%, X
PRIE R H AT REXT T E (0 ZE R ARG IREME. 58 13 BN “BABRIT R RE T, &5
HHEMER, —#0E NFEDB 5B Rk R S IR R, 5K FEMARRAZ, B LOX— ) 8
H A N DL A2

R ZE SRS R EoR, 4RZH AN AWIB” FEMTE SRR AR, M “ A" 5“3
TEARIE” YE g 5 RPN R IEAREIE —— ST, X AT RERRCA “AN NIRIE Y 4EE e SR A daxt sy,
M “ANBRWIH” 4EEE “ANARIR” XBIAK, ANEB AR T “SCIR IR AT H B TR
3.4. MEXSE S

TR CHIEMRfR 51 R I H R %5 /148450 D DAL IX 7 BE (U156 4 FToR). 3%t 24 (550 H
BRI AT HE R (FER), FEBUHT 27%1E MR 4, TG 27%E R4 4L, 4 B H s o 4L 72l it
K, BB R S dUR R 2 ZRUA SN SRS D, mR oA PIEEREEE, IramE T
SR RZBERIER] T 0.4, X ERET
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Table 4. Identification index D
4. X3 NE%D

FF5 RIS AP Hii i 52 o AL 5 S SR %D
1 0.33 1.00 0.67
2 0.27 1.00 0.64
3 0.42 1.00 0.71
4 0.24 0.97 0.61
5 0.13 0.97 0.55
6 0.40 1.00 0.70
7 0.18 1.00 0.59
8 0.11 0.94 0.52
9 0.11 0.87 0.49
10 0.32 0.96 0.64
11 0.43 1.00 0.71
12 0.28 1.00 0.64
13 0.15 0.94 0.55
14 0.24 0.93 0.59
15 0.13 0.94 0.54
16 0.33 1.00 0.66
17 0.11 0.69 0.40
18 0.26 1.00 0.63
19 0.28 1.00 0.64
20 0.14 0.98 0.56
21 0.44 1.00 0.72
22 0.27 1.00 0.64
23 0.40 1.00 0.70
24 0.25 1.00 0.62

4. FHiLE RS

e bl EX G E ST 2RBESXaME. WE—BIEER XA ERaH, ik (HRIR
UF i 51 R S RIS G OB R 22 R, (HR AU BUA B BB (bR e, 7 2t — P EiT.

HERDHERER,  “SUEIR” 5 <RI PN R, XA RER Hh7E 77 AL 2=
SEREU . B T IE LT G RO E G, AT TR RIS Y 30 A ENFEI S, (2T EEK
BN R S R B S AT, B Z A, MO XX R B AT A (HR, FEI
AT, WHRERIR SN, BOVRAM TN T B0 H EARRLEE, sFe] DOy
AT SRR B, VIR “ AR X IR AE S P EA, FalIF A RERLA A fi “ 55—
AT AR AT IR MRS BRI TR A 7 AR KA, B AR BN 2 AR AR
IFX L BEl; fEEEIn “ ORI AN AR AR AL, B EXAE A — 8RBT H . i
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THENGAIEFERAE N — 6L, B4R 2 Bl A R E R AR, 83 2R 7 XN S A 1 E
B M AREAEH B, SESChR CPRIB MR 51 R (T H 2 T 0607 o SO gl i . 5 K
Fa SO ZERRIOR, AR ELE B N R AEIE 5 2 — PR R B e BT ARRPT RS R, BT (F
FHE 10 415 51 2 ) B9 20300 (A LB 2 SCA) I R REAT U R0 o Ry 2 LA SO D 1 265 P A B
Gy BRI, TS RO JE W B s

WER— BRI S X BT iR, ERIAE - BEERR R, S o R4S Spearman-Brown
AL 0.85 LLE, UiHIER SR N A Al 3. BRI H A 55 ) R R Z AR T 0.4,
ARIEF] 0.4 FIVUANREH 250 1) 2 Hthik 2] 7 0.35, SRR NIUH s H SR HZR B, X R

STk
X, BT Z4R(2019). A T Z WAL S ol 45 M T it H R S R ——3 T S RIS S SR B, HA 41+ 5 AL
K ZEAH.(2018). A [T-5FH IR 15 N 115 %508 7K 7 (No. 19, pp. 26-27). Jtat: #-&FF= 30wk iR
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