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Abstract: SON - R 6 —40 Non — verbal Intelligence Test( SON — R 6 —40) is a test for evaluating individual’ s reasoning and spatial a—

bility in nonverbal form. The aim of present study is to examine whether it can be applied directly in China. Based on the national cen—

sus a sample of 1721 individuals of different ages from different provinces was selected. By comparing it with a mixed Dutch and Ger—

man sample the levels of equivalence for the SON — R 6 —40 were analyzed. The results show that: ( 1) both the reliabilities and the

construct of the test are identical between the two samples which means good construct equivalence in two cultures; (2) by multiple —

group confirmatory factor analysis the metric equivalence of the SON — R 6 —40 is clearly demonstrated. Therefore the SON — R 6 —40

test is adequate for application in China and also can be used for cross — cultural studies on the intelligence.
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