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[Abstract1Objective To validate the reliability and validity of the Chinese version Family Hardiness Index( FHI) . Methods On base of obtaining au—
thorized translation and use of the scale$ original author a translation team was set up to translate the FHI. Thirty hospitalized childrens parents were asked to
participate in the preliminary investigation language adjustment was done. Totally 330 parents of hospitalized children were investigated by FHI of Chinese ver—
sion. Then the Cronbachs alpha coefficient test — retest reliability content validity and construct validity were then tested. Results The Cronbachs alpha coeffi—
cient of the Chinese version FHI was 0. 803 the split — half reliability was 0. 738 the content validity I - CVI was 1 S - CVI was | and the three common factors
“accumulating contribution rate was 61.25% . Conclusion The Chinese version FHI has good reliability and validity and has high operability. It can be used as
a valid tool for the measurement of family hardiness.
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