LoBIEERE 2022, Vol. 42, No. 2,171 - 177
PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION

A AR i et WL R AR B R 2
R AT B 5208 g

M R

RS

(FRMITFE R0 BB, 52 BH 550025)

#® =B 8.4597F F 5815 L2E %k (the Ambivalent Ageism Scale, AAS) ,5F £ ¥ B kK F£ 4 ##
P ATE BB, Fok o x 1182 4 R AN AAS ¢ LB, A S RIEL AT &M, 5
WA BE Ao FEAEE, FP 347 AR T RENFIREE(FAQ) e Z A E A (AOS), AL
I AAS F R RAF AR . HA T4 A4 UG EMN AAS F ik, 4R :AAS F BT
BN Y/ R ABENF YL EFRBILEE T, 88k fo & 4 F o) Cronbach’s o &4
ek 0.83.0.80.0.85.0.76, M43 HEAR A 4 0.78.0.62.0.78.0. 71, AAS ¥ THEiT IR & % &
5 FAQ #= AOS fi £ (r= -0.23 ~ —0.48,ps <0.001) , Bk B & 54 & ¥ AAS P AT A& 89
A R AF(*/df =3.51,CF1=0.96,TLI =0. 94 RMSEA =0.07,SRMR =0.05) , H.i% & £ 3% % 5%
B BEEFSRBREMFRSPHRUNEFERL, B0 AMITEAFTFFRABILETRL(AAS) X
AR AR, BAS AR ER S FES, TUAA TN EPERFAGF BB,

XEBW P EFB AT E LN ES A KEE

HE 55 :B841.2 EkFRIRAG A
1 5|7

BEE 2IREMR AT B 1IN, B 4E A @R IR &
HIiiRE . BRI, FI B & AR )
ISR 2 — , W EL B O R e B T AR A, AR
RS, I AR BRI AT , 3 I3 AR L &
FEAEIR LA K 5800 L8 A Y AT BEAE (Ayalon, 2018 ;
Ayalon et al. ,2019;Lyons et al. ,2017) , {4, i
AL EL A BRI | P A W =2 HM K B8 = R At o i
P ( Weiss & Zhang ,2020 ; Z1H,,2008a,2008b) .

WA A (ageism ) i 5. i1 Butler 32 1 ( Butler,
1969) , TLda 4t 2%F BN A — & T 1)1 WL LA
K A AR AT Ry (R, 2008a) o {HARR
TERIRZ , SRR AN H 2 i B — B RO AR I i AL
R, Fob A0 95 3 B A iR W ( Palmore, 2001) ,
HECR AR D DL X B AR TR T AR i DL Z8S E B
1779, ARERREE RN s B AR IR L= EBEA
1 B Bl LA B BT O, B R ATE A% Lo
TEARR PRI BEAL IS , AR TS $h 1k E ( Cary, Chasteen,
& Remedios,2017) , BARXMITHERRK LR BE
SN EAR EHEREGIE, S b0TE B ES
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E (Tasdemir,2020) , HEFHZRPI 2, 35 B AF R
RERAEREERE S TH2Z NI A fe5mALSE,
HAFT H W AEE PO . ZIREDR A B
#l (the stereotypes content model , SCM ) F5 H} K Ax %)
TRENRZIRENG AT MH S TCBE#) ( Cary
et al. ,2017 ; Tasdemir,2020) , XFPA\FI 7o %) %
FEARBE MR RKASE (L ERP sz E
HLE) (Tasdemir,2020) , {2 HE. 2 57 (4 B4R A (4238
FEAMEBEN) 2B XHEEW A CHE R
AR, THX TBEANT T , A TS 32 S
U, TR BOH ™ A T 2§ I AR SR ( Heh-
man & Bugental ,2015)

LB, [ PSS b A 58 S M B T AR B B I B R
PRI, 56135 BAER R 0 IR T 5 8 R G5k, 3 FT fiE
Sk Z NP TRAX . LMERN & ZH
TEAUFEZAIREZ (the Facts on Aging Quizzes,
FAQ) BHMEEZFE ASEEF (Kogan’ s Attitudes to-
ward Old People Scale, KAOP) . % 4 If i B &£
(Fraboni Scale of Ageism, FSA) % ( Wang et al. ,
2010; Kogan, 1961; Fraboni, Saltstone, & Hughes,
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1990) , HAA EARBRRMAE) Z A, BEHFH
JRRRZ AL, FAQ 8 b i 5 >4 11 R0 AR K OF- o B2 i
HXPEE AR, A GE RN 2RI,
A REFTENIE IR 2 . 75, FAQ 5 KAOP —# ¥
WEMTEY AR (B, T4, Tk, KRIEFE,
2020) , T FSA (U ZANRZ T, 20 T 15 RZ M,
FRIGZ A, 33k 26522 130 70T B 6 b (ANt AL
MER— (5 ) 4R I A — B (Ayalon et al.,
2019) , BEXE DA R 35 B AR 88 J Ol (5] It , Chasteen
P BA S ] TR 5 A O DL RO AR D L 19
EH 7 JE& B W & 3 (the Ambivalent Ageism
Scale,AAS) , ZEKRET A WEREMER . F
AR LB 9T 45 58 A S SCM. #1364 il 1T A, 1 A
TR AR 2 3 B R AR R L R T
(Cary et al. ,2017), AAS I E ARG T 5=
T2 A s U, L ) [ R, 3B T LA ) g 0
EARI O AR AR R L, W B OB T
SANERER Jr 2, A T2 MR AR IR B

EREPRRY], FEAM AT ETE L5 %
ZREERR I, AR AR RRHE, RN &
AR I LU B A % I L 58 25 5 $% 52 (Horhota,
Chasteen, & Crumley — Branyon,2019) , BHFEE X
B, FFEREEXNEEANEEERNEK (RN,
2008a) . HH, AAS 2AUA #BEW I & 3 2 5
WHTER, EAESZXETE  SHFR BRI
{515 B TR AR DL 7 T, S BRI R AR
TH] S BRAE RS BRI . 45T ith, BEF RN AAS 3
TREMGILT, 3P0 2 LR AR AR, K e
AAS HSCRRIBRCBEFIAE BE , LA R LI 31 1 ) i 2
R, LA [ AR IR B S Y R R R i 2 T
2 MgE5FAE
2.1 RAENE

A 12 SR R EHURE IR BN IR R =
B8 FIRBR A, K 1300 4y 17145, HIBR AL
AR MIRE RS , RRA RS 1182 fy, &
WYEETE 17 ~25 3, P20 1) ¥, Ko, B4
423 N, ZeHE 738 NG HERIRIE 21 A5 R—536 ALK
U243 N, R=247 ARIY 156 Ao BEHLKEBASL
o AL, — AR EERE T H 2 B MR R
R, 55— He0REE T I iE e R .

FEA 2 Ty BUREAS 1 b iy 80 A HEAT I,
ARUCHECESE 74 X, b B4 15 A, L4 59 A
WA T E G E T

2.2 BRI

3# 1t { The Ambivalent Ageism Scale: Developing
and Validating a Scale to Measure Benevolent and Hos-
tile Ageism) — 3C {38 TAE &, BRIk & 2] Alison
Chasteen (%, iLAF M I HAUS ,6 4.0 B2 LA
2 ZAFEE T BB I8 AR SR R 3 SO B R PR R
3, PRl A AN 2 BB R A EE, RSN
30 ZOEEBWFEE(BAT A, HE23 N) #f7
B, T @t I A B RAFERE R Bt 7, e 22
— A LEFEER SR EITRBYER

2.3 1A
2.3.1 JFIEER I EFE (The Ambivalent Ageism

Scale, AAS)

H1 Cary (2017 ) 2 A\ 4l i i, B3k 13 4%
H, 843 488 A HF B/ £ 3P (cognitive assis-
tance/protection ) , AAEZE 15 B (unwanted help) ,
BN R UL (hostile ageism) . FHp, INFIHE B/ FR 3P
FEMARENEDEECESHNAE 1 ~FHIW
BERER NI, SO ER I WA R & H 10 ~ &
H 1B WEBEFER ML, R 7 &ita="3
WARZE",7 = “HFRE") , &5/ B FER I
5% B8 2 2 A s T AR AR B2 B 1 46 % i T B
&, BRI R SRR BB E
2.3.2 EZALHHEFR (Facts on Aging Quiz,FAQ)

H{ Palmore % i T &, ' [ & 1 % & Wang
(2010) 4T, BALRREEMEERK S=E
AR A B GO PR B IR A
Ho BRIL2S MR H. BNKEHA 3 DET(XT,
B ANRITE) , A BB B IE BRI A7 RS I
FETUCR X7, BEEX 1 4. BaMERRE
EEAMERK B . FAQ TR 1 #Y Cron-
bach’s « 2% H 0.78,

2.3.3 ZFYifib N & F (the Acceptance of Others
Scale , AOS)

M1 Fey &t T8, 8 ¥ AR BT GERZR, A,
%54,1999) ,3£20 MR H. RAS St ="&
Z7,5="L"), K 4&H 2.5.16.18.19 Ry it
gy, BArRR R EA N ENRE SR, A0S £
ZW 5T P ) Cronbachs’ o REL 7 0.71,

2.4 “%itFiE

f 1] SPSS25. 0 Xif 8 3R R F LS AH R s ik 40
HZEFER AT I E 24T, R A R i gt
SEHERE HEAT R AR R 2047, R F Pearson #H5C 73
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BrER 1F AAS = SCRR 9 R0AR R Bk 8B, f A Crron-
bach’s o REG I E RN —BUSE, A MK
FEOLEEMEEE . 1 Mplus8. 1 38 3 53k 4
RO ERNEHYE, B ZHRIEHER R
ST PG LS P B S R o
BRI % LA T W 4845 : 1. p . Cronbacha
BOARRE() FF ) B RE) WEDA
£ %7 ( Comparative Fit Index, CFI) . Tucker — Lewis 3§
B0 ( Tucker — Lewis Index, TLI) . JE iR Z ¥
(Root Mean Square Error of Approximation, RMSEA) .
AL ER 27 1R (Standardized Root Mean Square Re-
sidual,SRMR) . Bayesian {5 & #7#E ( Bayesian Informa-

tion Criterion, BIC) , 15 Bl 30l & 5 #% LA )(z/df <5,
CFL.TLI >0. 90, RMSEA ,SRMR < 0. 08 {E 813
EAREQR B, B, % H,2018) .
3 5B
3.1 REHH

SHHER PN ER O, A HT 27%
R, Ja 27% A&, 3R R 4L 13 A& E
oy LTSI A s I, RE TR BN KBS
BRBIERRL . SR BR, 13 M5B Mk
HERAGITFE L (ps <0.001) , HMFHEE
SRR BB G2 REHK-(r=0.33 ~
0.65,ps <0.001), ZERWNFE1,

®1 BRIV FHORMEZEMERX(n=595)

%H t r %H t r

1 11.73° "~ 0.49""" 13.427 %" 0.62°""
2 12.81**" 0.55**" 9 12.68" " " 0.62"""
3 14.72**" 0.59**" 10 13.46" " 0.59°*"
4 9.41" "~ 0.57""" 11 13.66 "~ 0.59*""
5 16.82** " 0.65**" 12 10.02" " 0.49" "
6 15.95**" 0.64"*" 13 5.55""" 0.33°""
7 11.68" "~ 0.62"""

H:*p<0.05,* p<0.01,***p<0.001, F,

3.2 AN
3.2.1 HEMEHERSH

BEAH A A E R (n =595) R R EE R 4
Br, 255 Bs KMO {4 0. 81, Bartlett BRIEK46 v =
2915.10,p <0. 001 , RHAFERE G H#H T T 4o
KR E BB FR AT e o R R E R T 1 1
PRAEREH 3 AR TF, Bt A EBBEERR
60.45% ., 7% AR 4% B ifiketn i, XT3 1
BT 538 LM ZZLIHE/NTF 0. 10 M4 H D &
ZXEM KT 0.40 M5 HHFFTMER (Z/ADAL, FK

#F, E8/, RS ,2020; 7 X 54,2014 , A2k H 1
& H 13 % 2 LR MERbroE, B AIBRA&cE 1 fidk
H 13, REHE TR 1156 H ARG R R
200, G55 s KMO (B4 0. 80, Bartlett BRIEH 56
Xz =2642.29,p <0. 001 3 E KT 1 WE TN 3
A, BT RN 66.55% , 4453 11 A~ 4%
HE AAS PR, BF IR HERREI) T 6
NEE T 2(EFERRIL AT 3 448, K
FI3CAMF B/ ) AR T 2 MRH BIRE T4
TG G R AR 2 s o

K2 AAS PURHIRFEERSNER (1 =595)

HF1 HF 2 HT3
& H SRt & H FHF Ry & H B F A
4 0.76 10 0.81 2 0.89
5 0.59 11 0.87 3 0.89
6 0.63 12 0.78
7 0.83
8 0.83
9 0.83
R (B 4.14 1.87 1.31
TEMBER  37.66% 17.02% 11.86%
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3.2.2 IIEPERER AT

R — B (n = 587) AT I IR N R 4
Mo ZEMERFAE 1 M5B 13 BT, AAS 3R
HI-E 1 LA E AR (/df = 5. 45,CFT =0. 92, TLI
=0.90,RMSEA =0.09,SRMR =0.06) , HEIF15
B ( Modification Indices, MI) BR4cH 8 F14cH 9 2
AR ZMH KRS . XA H & (55 E84F

WEnHE )/ R
7 AMEEHIH )

0.78

2 Je——(2)
0.68 ad ¢ ‘
0. 60 ab ‘_.
0.84

:
0. 70
0. 69 a8 @

T —C
0.69 a10
0.83 Ll < ‘
0. 56

al?

NHIREBIA K, i 8 A7 — s A R, BT PART LA
AR BE ZE R EM R (RTFMEFN,
2016) . MR WA 1o TSR BIR x°/df =3. 51
/NF5,CFI =0.96 il TLI = 0. 94 ¥k F 0. 90, RM-
SEA =0.07 # SRMR =0. 05 ¥}/ T 0. 08, ix %9 3
W SRR RIT, ZBR AR RIFREH

1 AAS RIXTRRHGEH T RIRR

3.2.3 AR RERELEE
W T # AR R R A b N B RIER
AAS FSCRRMIRR . TSR BN, AAS U &
FHEE S FAQ FiI AOS FiAHICE, ¢ R B4 XHE Y
KF0.20, HiEBI G2 8B FHKF (ps <0.001),
HERWFE3,
F=3 AAS IR RSHEERUERXEE (n =347)

aas  NEEB) REER SR

L R T
FAQ -0.36"** -0.23"** -0.27""" -0.25"""
AOS -0.48*"" -0.25""" -0.37""" -0.32*""

3.3 fBESH
AAS IR BB FR M4 F 1 Cronbach’ s o
FHCH0.76 ~0.85, A7 4 A, BERNSLEE

EMERERO0.71 ~0.78, R4,
T4 AAS B R &4 R Cronbach’ s REFIENMSE

AAS  WAIEH RNAEER HORTR
/R H B o I,
CI(‘(;?l;asc;lS’ )sa 0.83 0. 80 0.85 0.76
Zﬁﬂﬁﬁ 0.78  0.62 0.78 0.71

3.4 FHEMKEE

fFH SPSS25. 0 %t AAS HSCRR4S 4% H it 47 K -
S IEA TS, 45 R B R &4 H p 1¥/NF 0.001,
RUEREAE A, W o e fa i K LR AE 3
(MLM) 535575087 o

B—3, BT AAS Hp SRR ES R 100 B SR E 1
BASEER (ML), ETRITHERE SRS
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B TR TE S EE R, BT &N UA TR IR
BB ER, B R G50 S E M BOT .

B8 WENTFRAMEENREAMMEE, 2
SESFSERE R (M2) , 5 M1 BRI BEAT LLAE, &5 R
R ACFI<0.01, ARMSEA <0.01, AS - B>/ Adf
=13.74/8,p =0. 089, B 51| 55 S AL o

=20 BOE B B A 22 [a) % o L) A% £ #Y
BUHEAHSE, @ R SFEAI A (M3) , TR 5 M2 SR gk
1T, 183 ACFL >0.01, ARMSEA <0.01, AS -
B¢/ Adf=59.56/8,p <0.001, i8] AAS AR B
PERISRSEA S . W MI IR, B H 4.4
H 5 M&H 6 MR FER G, 1520580 5RFERE
BI(M3 -1),3F 5 M2 BEGHEAT HLE, 45 R 0 ACFI
<0.01, ARMSEA <0.01, AS - B’/ Adf =8.66/5,
p =0. 123, P BB 4358 S E P ST o

VU, T B SN AR B IR ZEAH S, T
FEREEERE R (M4) , B M3 - 1 BALHAT LR, 45
B ACFT <0.01, ARMSEA <0.01, AS - B/
Adf=34.80/11,p <0. 001, Kt AAS HSCERES 5]
FEREEEMEAR BT . MR MI 3R, BRicR B 4 13k
EZ 2 HEBH BB FEBA(MA - 1),
F5 M3 -1 BT HOE, 15 3] ACFI < 0.01,
ARMSEA <0.01, AS - B/ Adf = 14.82/10,p =
0. 139, F 1t AAS H SR 5 PE 5113 43 7™ A% S5 ME
o TEARAERILE S, WML M2 M3 -1 M4 -1 45
Roh, 8] LUE 13X AN R BIC {6 T B, IF
HH CFI.TLI.RMSEA 1 SRMR {§ ¥J35 2.0 B il &
FARE (BB SE N ,2019) , 6] AAS SURELR B
PESIEER 7 A

RS AAS P RE MR RN E S E R

R S—-B’/df TLI CFI BIC RMSEA (90% CI) SRMR
M1 252.11/80 0.94 0.96  41753.11  0.06(0.05 ~0.07) 0.05
M2 265.85/88 0.94 0.95  41709.61  0.06(0.05 ~0.07) 0.05
M3 325.41/96 0.93 0.94  41719.13  0.06(0.06 ~0.07) 0.06

M3 -1  274.51/93 0.95 0.95  41682.19  0.06(0.05~0.07) 0.05
M4 309.31/104  0.95 0.95  41661.53  0.06(0.05 ~0.07) 0.06
M4 -1 289.33/103  0.95 0.95  41638.47  0.06(0.05 ~0.06) 0.05

4 iFig

BHoEx 7 JE A W I B R (AAS) 1T 83T,
VeI R AR A, i T A EE R T
AR RYER H 2 RE M E R o Hr ik
MR R SPTER, MBS TEERDFE 1 Mk
H 13,887 i 11 A5 B A AAS 3ChR. %5
REHLAAS HIUREA REFH R H X, 51
FHYRBEMX ., KRMEBERINERRHE
A=A, B RES B/ R4 B ZE 5 Bl A
BHEFRmIL. B, hXBITRERNEE 5H
BFE R (Cary et al. ,2017),

AAS JR R R¥G KB 1 H A B/ AR 4 4t
B, MERBITHHHEMERAH L(&RFEEFEAN
VBt AT TR AR 228 5 R T A B i e 1 ) R 58,
IRBTE R0 B2 B E) . IREATRER
Bii: —R4&H 1 4 AAS JF & i 28 757 R 1R (X
0.47) , HAz X a7 0. 37(Cary et al. ,2017) ; — 5
XApES . EPEXEERT, &8 1 MNEHATEE
NZB TR/ R, 2 NREL KM T —
e KX R HREEATEPE BT R T A

BE—MUE . EFARL B CAFELRTEA T4
L5 ATRER— AR NI RS RE , 555 Ai
BAEANE VLK, ST AR T MR . S35t
Bt Milbs T H B(RBFEARETF REML 2
FrA) . BAE 13 EHERNE T HEE
S I A BE (A HAR U A KT 0. 40, BEFTIAY
TEFECLE ST, 4 H 13 54H 10 ~ 12 ¥ ATE
AR, %&H 10 ~12 REREFEARSE BB TN E
FIB T RAMBEER %, WA E 13 e, 2
RBENSTTH S E R — R FHHXMTHH
13 B LT RESIEREE B A B E 1 4L
S FIEFNER,

TEMIBRZAH LAIACH 13 BIIEOLT Ak H 8
(R AR AN B SR A Bl , b o L% A5 2% B )
Tz B 9 (AMEZ5E AN BARE), BAZAEAMA] A%
Wappit R4 B ) Z B KRG, 6 =N 745
HBEAT T Bk, SR A BRI & 48 B HU B AE, A F]
TR ARE, RY AAS BOUREAR RIS

TEfGBEM B 1=, AAS H SRR B 4% 4E J5 B Cron-



176 i BEE R

2022 4E

bach’s o RN 0.76 ~0.83,4 JHJEHWENGEE RN
0.71 ~0.79, & W] AAS i SURR KI5 B BLAF, E R K
B NTE BRI E M, Mok, TR R BRRE
k., AAS HSURRU A 4E B S AL I B A B
ke, 4R 517 AT —F (Fraboni et al. ,1990),
RAUEREABIFRBIRRBRE . AL, £
TR IR R BT IS5 R R, AAS H SURRAEBS
Pl b B SE 55 SE AR o S E BB 2™ 4
SHEXBOL, RFIZER A SEHMH0 FE M.

MREFE—ERM, B, JEERRE SCM
HOS A A WS g R, vE A N R Al =
HF451 CGARR B/ G4 A B F B fECR 4R
BwIL) o o, RERFREXTER SHESF
B O DL , K BT P4 BE 5 O — A>3 AR I L
RGN EEENEEFER M &R, FRIET
TR TF A (GRS R RO AR R ) 1A
ik, MEPXBITHIRS, ERERRERNE
SAFTIRCE [ R EUE T8N 2, 4R B 2.3
FEAEGRER R AR Y, FEGXHEMZER AT
RESEBUEA R 56, el — N FEMANT G E
AE S E, ARKRBIFEE LA BB A 22—
HRR, RE N, h BT =B 7451
BEAGEISMEE . B, R RRMESGES R
PO FENFIHEN, R RRE TR, W
BRI SCEBITIRBFFRALLL R & A B R AVE B0
R, M THEERFENBENWEEE NER, H
HREEEMTF R IR R . RE
AAS I SCRAFTE EiR RFR , (HH & e pR 83K 3 T
OB AR , B R HE BERRCRE, AT LA T
Pl E R AR B B B AR W L. Ak, 1% B
REA B B 5 E 55 55 E BB 58 S E AR
GrTRE SRR, TT LAGEAT K 5 AR B AR B ) 5 40
HoAs o

S

TR, B4, T, RAEFE. (2020). SR AU 138 5 X £ F
NS F BT R HE 5T ,34(23) ,4191 —4194.

BB, DR, EA0, b, SRR, ROUE. (2019). B
fEAREREPERFABEPNEBERR. FHIEK
P 27(4),722 - 725,

TN BB, £, PR (2020). B R RERE - X
REEH R (ECR - RS) WSO RRIPTE A 25 28 8B A S
. B ELOHE T e ,34(11) ,957 - 963.

TR, X Bh2E RIS, T EE, 2B A, (2014). K
AR RET IR R RN 2 g ). of .0 B DA
28(5),392 -397.

EER, ERH, D54 (1999) . 0 B DA EE R FH (3%
W . AU P EOE DA AL

RGBS, EiH, %t (2018) . (A B4R BB AT %, 0 B
Fl2% 41(1),204 —210.

RN (2008a). HFE AR PR BEN : — TR T EFBHE
BRI FFO5,(7) ,24 -29.

L. (2008b) . AR A BE FIAL IR B 4E B B 2 4E /7
. A OB, (4),57 -65.

RFA TR, B R, 20, Wi 3G, ERL (2016). fiy 53 hL
X375 R BT F AR P BT RERERE. + 5
BAESE ,33(4) ,660 - 664.

Ayalon, L. (2018 ). Perceived age discrimination; A precipitator
or a consequence of depressive symptoms? The Journals of
Gerontology : Series B,73(5) ,860 —869.

Ayalon, L. , Dolberg, P. , Mikulioniene, S. , Perek - Bialas, J. ,
Rapoliene, G. , Stypinska, J. ,... dela Fuente — Nunez, V.
(2019). A systematic review of existing ageism scales. Ageing
Research Reviews ,54,100919.

Butler,R. N. (1969). Age — ism; Another form of bigotry. The
Gerontologist ,9(4) ,243 —246.

Cary,L. A. ,Chasteen, A. L. , & Remedios, J. (2017 ). The am-
bivalent ageism scale: Developing and validating a scale to
measure benevolent and hostile ageism. The Gerontologist,57
(2),e27 — €36.

Fraboni, M. , Saltstone, R. , & Hughes, S. (1990). The Fraboni
Scale of Ageism(FSA) ;: An attempt at a more precise measure
of ageism. Canadian Journal on Aging ,9(1) ,56 —66.

Hehman,J. A. ,& Bugental ,D. B. (2015). Responses to patron-
izing communication and factors that attenuate those respon-
ses. Psychology and Aging ,30(3) ,552 -560.

Horhota, M. , Chasteen, A. L., & Crumley - Branyon, J. J.
(2019).Is ageism acceptable when it comes from a familiar
partner? The Journals of Gerontology :Series B,74(4) ,595 —
599.

Kogan,N. (1961). Attitudes toward old people ; The development
of a scale and an examination of correlates. Journal of Abnor-
mal and Social Psychology,62 ,44 - 54.

Lyons, A. , Alba, B. , Heywood, W. , Fileborn, B. , Minichiello,
V. ,Barrett,C. ,et al. (2017) . Experiences of ageism and the
mental health of older adults. Aging & Mental Health, 22
(11),1456 - 1464.

Palmore ,E. (2001). The ageism survey: First findings. The Ger-
ontologist ,41(5) ,572 —575.

Tasdemir,N. (2020). Young group identification and motives as



ErRVE R RYHE TR ERTE P EREER R I RS 177

predictors of ageism, aging anxiety, and life satisfaction. Jour- Weiss,D. ,& Zhang,X. (2020 ). Muliiple sources of aging atti-
nal of Genetic Psychology,181(5) ,375 —390. tudes ; Perceptions of age groups and generations from adoles-

Wang,C. C. ,Liao,W. C. ,Kuo,P. ,Yuan,S. C. ,Chuang,H. L. , cence to old age across China, Germany, and the United
Lo,H.C. ,...Yen,C. H. (2010). The Chinese version of the States. Journal of Cross — Cultural Psychology,51(6) ,407 —
facts on aging quiz scale: Reliability and validity assessment. 423,

International Journal of Nursing Studies ,47(6) ,742 - 752.

Reliability and Validity of the Chinese Version of the
Ambivalent Ageism Scale in Chinese Undergraduates

Wu Hongxiang Song Yixia Wu Wenfeng
(School of Psychology, Guizhou Normal University , Guiyang 550025 )

Abstract ; Objective ; to test the reliability and validity the Ambivalent Ageism Scale( AAS)in Chinese undergraduates. Methods ; 1182
undergraduates completed AAS. The criteria — related validity was tested with the Acceptance of Others Scale( AOS) and Facts on Aging
Quiz( FAQ) by 347 students. After 4 weeks,74 students were tested for test — retest reliability. Results ; the Chinese Version of AAS con-
tains three factors: cognitive assistance/protection, unwanted help ,and hostile ageism. The internal consistency reliabilities of them were
0.83,0.80,0.85 and 0. 76 ,and the test — retest reliabilities were 0. 78 ,0.62,0.78 ,and 0. 71. The AAS and three factors were correla-
ted with the acceptance of others and the facts on aging. The CFA proved that AAS had good fit structure. In addition, the configural,
metric, scalar and partial strict invariance of the model across gender was verified. Conclusion: The Chinese version of the Ambivalent
Ageism Scale has good reliability and validity,, and the results of AAS can be contrasted across genders of Chinese undergraduate.
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