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1 196 0.554"** 9 196 0.592**
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3 196 0.534** 11 196 0.561**
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5 196 0. 606" * 13 196 0.548**
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KEE 2341 H., B SIAQ RIBEARENMEERSZ AK
BENREMEZNBERETE SN BFETREFNX S, H
REHNBXASAFRERAEREIRS REWER. RiF
MEA . ETF Hall' W RTHIBT ST, SIAQ BB IPAh B R
ZEEHE, RPNAABMREIVABTHES. EEE
B SIQ [l E IS HESRA R T SIAQ MEIR&H, 48
FIEUCRHI X RZ IR E, BRI ESEKE3E
BB 118 IR 2 TH H L TR

FXNBMEEREY, SIAQ P X EBEE RIFHE
AN, BREREZESMWERIEELT 5 MrBERFENSHE
e, ERME R RFEE, SIAQBITREREA RIFHE
. SIAQFI MIQ Z B i & 435 BEAE G, ULEA SIAQ B R4
HISFREE . HES M BRZ BRI ER /N, 384
FVERZ BN H AR AR EMEBESZ AN .

IGTEYEFE R AT d TR AL AU 5 A 00 70 4 BE B o A A 9
U aTE. BARE R KL ( Chi square Statistic, y*) .
AR HERLAHEH NNFI™ | el A48 50 CFIPY | SR
HRiR2: RMSEAM 48, R0k 6 PR RKEH, SIAQH3C
JRAF A LA 18 AR I IE B PR AR ), B RIS AL
EAERILE FE, W DAEAHR S BRI R U B R A R
TS
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SIAQ I SRS B A K2 3 3R 88 1 T & 17 B A1
b, RRHIL AR BRI RSB E N R RS EH
PR E X A 4E A VIR RSk . XA AT IR A X
HARNMREZ I RR AR LEEREE (WA, HWE,

BHEWFS) EMEOXE. g, —&ashRERE—1
BARSERBEA SIEN A, AR ShiER SR B MBIt
FNE, MAS—LEdREEHRZMRGIERR, B
DEAEEMIKER . ARKBTITTEE SIAQ B At
R SR B TN LA X 73, AT X R R BE A B 2 T
A

FHFCHIRT TR ERE R MIQ %, 4580 LAk
BHENEZSREEHHRSHTHRIE . R, BT
JERI TR SIAQ E I B4 RIE T Ja SeBT ST R AR R
e . FRFEESIRA—H, REEHMESFHIILESEAM
HRARD  ARRARMNBET MK BMEEXHEF)
RERNHTBUMREFHAFI TR, MEHEEHREME
F1 (EHERGING SEhRAZERRNBIFRE T —F
ARERIETA.
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On Revising Chinese Version of Sport Imagery Ability Questionnaire (SIAQ)

HUANG Zhi-jian"?, LI Jia-1i*, ZHU Si-yu’

(1. Center of Sports Psychology, Hong Kong Sports Institute, Hong Kong, China;
2. School of Health Sciences, Wuhan Sports University, Wuhan 430079, China;
3. Postgraduate School, Wuhan Sports University, Wuhan 430079, China)

Abstract; The Sport Imagery Ability Questionnaire (SIAQ) by Williams and Cumming can assess athletes’ difficulty level of im-
aging different types of imagery content. Compared with the existing questionnaires, SIAQ has unique advantages and traits on
reflecting individual’ s imagery ability. This research attempts to revise and assess the Chinese version of SIAQ. Firstly, 220
college students are selected for the first test, the items that do not reach measurement criteria are deleted through item analysis
and exploratory factor analysis, and thus a formal questionnaire composed of 14 items and 5 dimensions is formed. 251 partici-
pants are tested with the formal questionnaire and its reliability and validity are tested. The results shows that the revised Chi-
nese version of SIAQ has a good reliability and validity to make another Chinese measurement tool to evaluate the sport imagery
ability.

Key words: Sport Imagery Ability Questionnaire (SIAQ) ; reliability; validity





