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Validity and Reliability of the Chinese Version Maternal Antenatal Attachment Scale
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[Abstract] Objective: To adapt the Maternal Antenatal Attachment Scale(MAAS) to Chinese and to perform validity
and reliability analyses. Methods: A total of 545 pregnant women agreed to participate in the study in a maternal and child
health care hospital. Results: The consistency of specialist opinion on the scale was determined(Kendall W=0.26; P>0.05).
The two—factor structure for the original version adapted to the Chinese version. The model fit indexes were acceptable(x*/
df=2.21, GF1=0.94, AGF1=0.92, CFI=0.86, RMR=0.024 and RMSEA=0.047). The MAAS total scores were positively corre-
lated with scores of MAT(1=0.49, P<0.001) and negatively correlated with EPDS total scores(1=—0.36, P<0.001).Cronbach’s
o value was 0.77, and the correlation between each item and the composite score varied between 0.30 and 0.61. Conclu-

sion: The Chinese version of the Maternal Antenatal Attachment Scale is a valid and reliable tool for the evaluation of the

maternal—fetal attachment level in the antenatal period.
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