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Development of Vocabulary Test for Adults
TANG Xi— rong, YAO Shu— giao
The Second Xiangya Clinical Colleges Central South University, Changsha, 410011, China

[ Abstrac] Objective: To develop Vocabulaty Test for Adult as brief instrument to assess verbal academic achievement and in-
telligence, Methods: Two sets of Chinese vocabulary were presented to 450 adults stratified by age and education aged from 16
to 65, and oral interpretation of each vocabulary was required. Based on their responses item analysis of the test was camied out
Reliability and validity of the test were also examined. Results: Most difficulty indexes were between 0. 25 and 0. 75; dis crimina-
tion indexes were more than 0. 30. There were no significant item biases. Reliability coefficients of the test were more than 0. 90.
Performance of the test showed significant correlation with years of education. Correlation coefficients between scale scores of this
test and WAIS— RC verbal 1Q, performance 1Q, full scale 1Q were 0. 605 0. 495 0. 591 respectively. Condusion: The Vocabu-
lary Test for Adults has good psychometric properties.
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