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Revision and Test of Early Infancy Temperament Questionnaire

ZOU Xiao-Bing, NING Fang Qin, HUANG Shi-Ju, et d.
Third Affiliated Hospital, Sun Yat - Sen University of Medical Sciences, Guangzhou 510630

Abgract: Objective  To develop a temperament questionnaire suitable for infants younger than 4 months in China.
Method 400 parents of infants of 1  4-month of age born at 2 different hogitas completed the early infancy
temperament questionnaire (EITQ) , which originated in America and was revised for Chinese infants. The infants were
divided into the 1 2 month group and the 3 4 month group. Results Meansfor the nine categories were established.
Internal consstency for the nine categories ranged from 0. 35 to 0. 70. Test retest soores ranged from 0. 80 to 0. 91.
None of the categories showed dgnificant diff erences between male and femae infants. Conclusions Therevised EITQis
suitablefor 1 4-month old infantsin China.
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Table 1.  Nine temperament categories and its means

and standardsfor two group infants

1 2 (n=266) 3 4 (n=127)
X S X S
3.68 0.66 3.87 0.72
3.64 0.66 3.41 0.66
2.45 0.79 2.77 0.92
2.67 0.62 2.53 0.64
3.80 0.78 3.75 0.81
3.32 0.56 2.84 0.61
3.19 0.74 2.67 0.78
2.90 0.72 2.68 0.82
4.16 0.65 4.27 0.70

2 EITQ
Table 2. Revised EITQ interna consstency
and retest reiability

12 3 4 1 4

(n=266) (n=127) (n=80)

8 0.45 0.42 0.83

10 0.57 0.58 0.80

6 0.53 0.62 0.91

10 0.41 0.49 0.86

6 0.49 0.51 0.89

11 0.35 0.54 0.82

0.66 0.70 0.90

0.38 0.39 0.89

10 0.54 0.58 0.84

3 (n=393)

Table 3. Corrdation between questionnaire score

and parent genera impresson
r P
0.58 <0.01
0.35 <0.01
0.36 <0.01
0.42 <0.01
0.39 <0.01
0.41 <0.01
0.52 <0.01
0.33 <0.01
0.40 <0.01
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