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The Measurement of Identity Integration and the Effect of Recall Styles among
Chinese Migrant Children

Ni Shiguang' > Li Hong’
(1 Graduate School at Shenzhen Tsinghua University Shenzhen 518055; 2 Harbin Institute of Technology at Weihai
Wethai 264209 ; 3 Department of Psychology Tsinghua University Beijing 100084)

Abstract

The purpose of this article was to revise the Bicultural Identity Integration-Version 1 for Chinese migrant chil—

dren and test the effect of recall styles on the identity integrations among those children. 31 migrant children were

randomly selected for qualitative interviews 269 migrant children were in pretest study 576 migrant children fin—

ished the formal test while 84 migrant children got the retest. Results indicated that the revised scale had sound

psychometrical criterion positive recall enhanced the level of BII of migrant children while negative recall reduced

the level of BIL.
Key words

Identity Integration Reliability and Validity

Recall Style Intervention Migrant Children.



