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ZEELTIR. HES (1989) <Tik [11. 5
ZEBFEVOLELD S]] [14. FLAOBEIT &
W] ZEDOERE, (11, WObWAEARIL
TOLELIEYRESD LET] (14, b L
Mo (hbwun) | LI ENETS
Nns,

2) Youth Self Report H&ZEM (YSR: &%

%, 1999)

Achenbach (1991) k> CRFash/-BC
CARITEHFAEZECTHD . BESLEE6»
B ORI DWW T EHETRHMEY 5. HAFE
BEAS (1999) W&o TER N, ML
ZUENER I ATV S, APFgE Tk, CDI
EOFENRRINTW A DERKET 5
1538 H (Hepperlin et al., 1990) ® 3 5. {HE
HEEE» 5. T T CDI TEZSBICEDVWT
FhTWEHILEE. BETADEE 2RI
13EERFERAL,

3. EMWEFHE

P L. EREAI CRERE L CWERTE
e Nz, FAESMAOREISFHEEMR &
DB, i, WRFWWHL TE, AEROE
o, SMBEBATHZ L, 774Ny
SFoNZEORBERBTL. £06 DOFHHZH
BRI A. FERANDOREL D > THEAD
BIMCRIBE L EART I & BHER LT,

B R

1. CDI BABRONIEE S

REHIZOW B H L EERE. RE.
TR, BEXRLZEHL Tablel WRLTz, &b
S EOE» o EBRIR. [16. ZFEEROWE
Bl THD., FHEBEANREr S REHIE.
[1. FELE ] ThoTe, BEHORE R, [1. %
L&) & (10 BE] ¥EL. EER (1. £
LE]T10. BE] A& LEOHHECEML
Twic, BREIZD>WTIE., [15. FEEROD
BBl 22 HEFALLEDDODOEIENEL -
Jro K2, FEEBOFRB N ERET T 2729,
CDI HAREROAFTHB AT EEC LT 25% K

S GP AW 21T - TR, [7. BCEEE]
[24. %) [15. EEEKOER] [25. F
EANTWRVELIKREL ] [13. RETHET)
[23. BRAEIET] 3. EER] 0 7THHEHT, Lt
RBEY TRBCEEENZ P o2,

2. HABEMORETFHEE

CDI BAEZEM 2TEH W DWT, RALEWK L
LIERMR TN 2T o 72, EEEEEZ»S 1
RFEENZY L, BE 1RFEHEEL
L CHEFIH 21T 7 (Table 2), Z DR,
WOPDEHIBWT, +H9RRTARE
(0.3UTF) PRIGWVWEASED SN, L
» L., HOEREESTIC & 2 HERNEF S =
EHELIER, TXRTCOEHZBWTHERERR
BORTEDH s, EFNVOBEESED GFI = .85,
AGFI = .82, RMSEA= 062 £, +4 & w» &
BV R RVWHBETNVOFRRBAIREREEE 2 &R
L7z,

BT 5 AFHEE (Negative Mood, Inter-
personal Problem, Ineffectiveness, Anhedonia,
Negative Self-Esteem) B E I L T W 3
(Kovacs, 2003) Zt:»m o, AFHE5 LHRE
L. BB L 28EROERTFAh2{To 7208,
fERERE R R F M S oz, 72, K
RCHEANTWS 5 ERFIEDWT, FHaoHuE
EAHTIC & % HERRRYERLF 4347 % SR L 7o 5 3R
EFNVOBREEL. GFI= .86, AGFI= 83,
RMSEA= 063 TH-o7h5, [8. HEH#HH] 2
FARCHEE ST 5 HEF [Negative Mood |
WL THERBREERI B o7z, Lizhio
T, KAETIE 1 ETHEELBIRT 52 L 8%
Br¥rL, BRCEEIN TS 5EFFIED
WT, HEBRE RROEE % 3 2B0&%
L7,

3. {EEMEHEORE

EEEI>WTI., £7. CDIHEERD
27 B X L ¢ Cronbach ® o R E2EH L
T2 A, a=83Thotz, 7. IL.THE
PEH LI L Z A, Pearson D H BRI
r=20056r=58F COEE2RLTEY,
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Table 1 Means, Kurtosis, Skewness, and Item Pass-rates of the Japanese Version of the Children’s

Depression Inventory (N =370)

Items Means Kurtosis Skewness P.ass-rate'
2 point 1 point

15. 2BEA O (School-work difficulty)  1.16 (0.67) —0.79 ~0.20 31.62  52.70
14. HEWZRT 44 A= 1.02 (0.42) 2.73 0.16 10.00 82.43

(Negative body image)

8. HOH# (Self-blame) 0.91 (0.56) 0.12 —0.03 11.62 67.84
2. 7FE#] (Pessimism) 0.89 (0.56) 0.06 —0.02 11.08  67.30
24. HERK 0.88 (0.63) —0.49 0.09 14.32 59.46

(Self-deprecation via peer comparison)
13. B#MET (Indecisiveness)
17. 3% (Fatigue)
7. HOBFE (Self-hate)
23. BEIET

(School performance decrement)

25. BENTOWREWVELIRRD
(Feeling unloved)

.81 (0.60) —0.39
.71 (0.81)  —1.23
.67 (0.63) —0.67
.62 (0.72)  —0.75

.09 10.27  60.81
.59 22.16  26.22
.40 8.65 49.46
.72 13.78  34.05

[ e S e B e}
[ o N e B o]

<o

.58 (0.58) —0.73

<

.40 4.59  48.65

19. BHIAE (Somatic concerns) 0.56 (0.61) —0.57 0.60 6.49 43.51
3. AC®ET (Self-deprecation) 0.53 (0.52) —1.58 0.06 0.81 51.35
9. BFSME (Suicidal ideation) 0.51 (0.57) —0.64 0.59 3.78  42.97
4. EU'OHEL (Anhedonia) 0.47 (0.56) —0.57 0.68 3.24  40.27
11. el (Irritability) 0.44 (0.67) 0.25 1.24 10.00  23.78
6. FEBHYLED (Pessimistic worrying) 0.44 (0.61) 0.16 1.10 6.49  30.54
5. SEEEE (Misbehavior) 0.40 (0.62) 0.57 1.30 7.30  25.41
21. FFFV> (School dislike) 0.38 (0.59) 0.69 1.31 5.68 26.49
16. iR (Sleep disturbance) 0.34 (0.55) (.83 1.34 3.7 26.76
22. RAOKIM (Lack of friends) 0.29 (0.48) 0.44 1.27 1.35  26.49
27. A+ 7 7 (Fighting) 0.27 (0.47) 0.66 1.37 1.08 24.59
26. 91 (Disobedience) 0.25 (0.50) 2.84 1.91 3.24 18.38
20. fHUE (Loneliness) 0.24 (0.50) 3.03 1.95 3.24  17.84
18. BHEGE (Reduced appetite) 0.22 (0.49) 3.88 2.15 3.24  15.68
12. HSHBGDOET 0.22 (0.46) 3.01 1.94 1.89 18.11
(Reduced social interest)
10. %JR (Crying spells) 0.18 (0.45) 5.74 2.51 2.70  12.70

1. #&L & (Sadness) 0.13 (0.36) 8.20 2.90 1.08  10.54

Note. Standard deviations are in parentheses.

WTFNHBEBETH 72, FHBEODWVWTIE, % iz (r=.63, p<.01),

4 CDIERIZ DSM i #Hl L . B8R 4. CDI BABROBEAMEE © 5 - 43
Lo CTIREBELEDOIS DIEREZRTHE» S # &rEL

WanTwd, Lied-> T, REMZYEIZE CDIHAFENR O F¥HHB A 14.09 (SD=
LTWwaEWnZ 5, Ko, HEAZYEOKRE 6.57). h9REIX 13.0. RAMHEIZI15.0THD.
D%, CDI AAGEM & YSR HARERR & O Fig. leBanmERLlz, /-, ERTEE
3] a:;a—Hj LR, dREEOEELMEENRE XN TWwB5ETFOEFEHES» Table 317
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Table 2 Results of Factor Analysis of the
Japanese Version of the Children’s

Table 3 Means and Standard Deviations of
the Scores on the Japanese and

Depression Inventory (N =370) Original Versions of the Children’s
Factor Depression Inventory
Items : .
loading Japanese Original
20. fUHRE (Loneliness) 64 CDI Total Score 14.09 9.98
1. #EL & (Sadness) .63 (6.57)  (7.29)
21. ?&ﬁl{) (SChOO] dlShke) 57 Orlglnal Factors
12. HEBELOET 54 Negative Mood 3.11 2.21
(Reduced social interest) (1.76)  (2.00)
22. RADXA (Lack of friends) o4 Interpersonal Problems  1.14 0.77
4. EU DS (Anhedonia) 52 (1.34)  (1.22)
10. ¥R (Crying spells) 50 Ineffectiveness 3.12 1.90
7. BOHEE (Self_—hate) 45 Negative Self-Esteem 3.82 1.82
27. K#i (Disobedience) 45 (1.55)  (1.82)
2. ## (Pessimism) 42 — -
6. ARG LT 38 Note. Standard deviations are in parentheses.
(Pessimistic worrying)
4. EEHNERT 4 A A=Y .37 o
(Negative body image) Table 4 Means and Standard Deviations of
19. BT 35 the Scores on the Japanese Version
(Somatic concerns) of the Children’s Depression Inven-
16. R (Sleep disturbance) .35 tory by Grade and Gender
24. HFR . . 35 Grade All Boys Girls
(Self-deprecation via peer com-
parison) 4 15.03 (6.71) 15.05(6.80) 15.00 (6.71)
25. BANTLRLEWLSERL .35 n="79 n=37 n=42
(Feeling unloved) 5 14.02 (7.11) 13.67 (5.97) 14.28 (7.88)
18. B#HE (Reduced appetite) 34 n=106 n=45 n=61
3. HEET (Self-deprecation) .33 6 14.52 (6.45) 13.06 (5.39) 16.47 (7.27)
5. SEEE (Misbehavior) .27 7=89 n=51 n=38
23. BAEET 24 7 13.73 (5.26) 14.28 (5.28) 13.07 (5.33)
(School performance decrement) n=733 n=18 n=15
13. ;&ﬁbﬁﬁ nﬁgemiveness’ ig 8  14.21 (5.06) 13.00 (5.25) 15.50 (4.69)
15. FEEADH - n=29 n=15 n=14
(School-work difficulty) 9 14.29 (6.62) 13.00 (6.73) 15.32 (6.52)
26. Xt A+ 7 7 (Fighting) 17 Y S w10
8. HC#tH (Self-blame) 14
Total 14.37 (6.50) 13.73 (5.91) 14.98 (6.98)
otal N =370 n=181 n=189
F U7 CDIH AZEIR OSH F 0 & 18 Note. Standard deviations are in parentheses.

BRI~ TE {. F 2 [Negative Self-

Esteem] I RKE < Eho72,
FAER. R OGS L IEEREIZOWT

& Table 4 R U7z, MBI & 210 Xk 3 CDI
BEOBOERE T S0, MR L 2EL M
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Table 5 Means and Srandard Deviations of Scores on Items of the Children’s Depression Inven-

tory dy Grender

Means (standard deviations)

Ttems Boys Girls
1. #EL & (Sadness) 0.07 (0.25) 0.19 (0.46)
2. B8 (Pessimism) 0.86 (0.57) 0.94 (0.58)
3. BB T (Self-deprecation) 0.44 (0.50) 0.55 (0.52)
4. EU'DIEL (Anhedonia) 0.41 (0.55) 0.52 (0.57)
5. S5EER (Misbehavior) 0.40 (0.64) 0.39 (0.62)
6. FEENLEE (Pessimistic worrying) 0.59 (0.66) 0.68 (0.68)
7. HOBEE (Self-hate) 0.53 (0.61) 0.78 (0.62)
8. HoHLH (Self-blame) 0.86 (0.59) 0.95 (0.55)
9. B#4&E (Suicidal ideation) 0.43 (0.55) 0.54 (0.58)
10. IR (Crying spells) 0.10 (0.36) 0.26 (0.52)
11. &80 00 (rritability) 0.42 (0.68) 0.45 (0.64)
12. HEWELOET (Reduced social interest) 0.23 (0.45) 0.24 (0.49)
13. P f1{EFT (Indecisiveness) 0.80 (0.65) 0.83 (0.58)
14. BEEHRRT 4 4 A—Y (Negative body image) 1.23 (0.53) 1.12 (0.54)
15. HEERORFE (School work difficulty) 1.16 (0.69) 1.12 (0.66)
16. B (Sleep disturbance) 0.34 (0.57) 0.35 (0.54)
17. #% (Fatigue) 0.78 (0.82) 0.63 (0.79)
18. B#EE (Reduced appetite) 0.23 (0.50) 0.25 (0.50)
19. B&#9F% (Somatic concerns) 0.51 (0.62) 0.57 (0.64)
20. PFRE (Loneliness) 0.17 (0.42) 0.31 (0.56)
21. F#HE (School dislike) 0.35 (0.57) 0.40 (0.61)
22. RAOXA (Lack of friends) 0.24 (0.46) 0.37 (0.53)
23. BEIET (School performance decrement) 0.53 (0.71) 0.68 (0.73)
24 . H%pE (Self-deprecation via peer comparison) 0.86 (0.63) 0.87 (0.65)
25. BINTWEWEWIKFFE (Feeling unloved) 0.69 (0.60) 0.50 (0.58)
26. [#i (Disobedience) 0.26 (0.48) 0.26 (0.46)
27. ™A+ Z 7 (Fighting) 0.25 (0.50) 0.23 (0.50)
2. CDIGHBEAZREBEHR L LI 28R TRV EWLISTHED] kBT, BF8LF

OO 2ITole 0, BEEREON P
7o (F(5,358)=1.02), £7, FEBICDWw
T. BRI OFHEH L E¥EFE % Table b i
KUz, BEZLBLEEZRE LIS,
M. #BLX] (#(368)=—3.27). [3. HCET]
(t(368)=—2.05). [7. B BEE] (£(368) =
—3.95), [10. %] (#(368)=—3.45). [20.
R (£(368)=—2.77). [22. RADOXH]
(£(368)=—2.39) ICBWVWT, LFWEFLD
LEBIEEBATh T, —H., [25. B&h

IV HBEECEBATH -7 (£(368) =3.07),
5. CDI SR sH0SHERSME

JEMRD cut-off B4 (20 5) ZEHEW UK.
cut-off BREBZ 2EEOHNEIX14.9% (BF
13.4%. ZtF16.2%) TH - 1z, RO cut-
off BEEKETIEICAVwS NI THA (65
) ®EA LSS O CDI HAZBR® cut-off
BAE, 24 HE ko7 (Fig. 1), CDI 2824 &5
MEOBEBSEOEEIZ9.5% (BT 7.8%.
ZF11.0%) Thotze ZOD CDI EBEEIL,
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Table 6 Means, Kurtosis, Skewness and Pass-rates of Scores on the Children’s Depression Inven-
tory of Children with High Scores (2=35)

Items Means Kurtosis Skewness P.ass-rate -
2 point 1 point

1. #EL & (Sadness) 0.69 (0.68)  23.10 4.65 25.71  45.71
2. FEER (Pessimism) 1.46 (0.56)  23.99 4.73 22.86  42.86
3. HO® T (Self-deprecation) 0.83 (0.51) 24.94 4 .84 25.71  45.71
4. EU'O3EL% (Anhedonia) 1.09 (0.66) 23.89 4.71 22.86 40.00
5. & (Misbehavior) 0.97 (0.75) 26.26 4.98 25.71  42.86
6. FEERg7 LD (Pessimistic worrying) 1.00 (0.80)  23.23 4.65 22.86 37.14
7. HOHEE (Self-hate) 1.20 (0.63) 25.40 4.87 34.29 22.86
8. ECH#¥ (Self-blame) 1.23 (0.65) 22.70 4.58 17.14 40.00
9. BH#%ARE (Suicidal ideation) 1.11 (0.63) 19.69 4.28 14.29  51.43
10. &FE (Crying spells) 0.71 (0.71) 17 .41 4.04 11.43 62.86
11. ZEER LR (Irritability) 1.26 (0.78) 16.71 3.95 11.43 54.29
12. #H2mRLOETF (Reduced social interest) 0.71 (0.67) 17.22 3.98 20.00 34.29
13. Wi /IET (Indecisiveness) 1.14 (0.77)  20.70 4.39 8.57 57.14
14, BEEBHRTRT A4 A A 1.40 (0.55) 20.70 4.35 22.86 31.43

(Negative body image)
15. ZHEMOFE (School work difficulty) 1.43 (0.61) 22 .44 4.56 25.71 40.00
16. “FHR (Sleep disturbance) 0.83 (0.71) 18.35 4.14 11.43  54.29
17. % (Fatigue) 1.60 (0.65) 20.86 4.38 20.00 37.14
18. AAkEGE (Reduced appetite) 0.71 (0.71)  24.00 4.73 20.00 42.86
19. BkH9F% (Somatic concerns) 1.06 (0.76)  23.05 4.62 28.57  28.57
20. #HE (Loneliness) 1.09 (0.70) 26.98 5.06 28.57 42 .86
21, 2ctfvs (School dislike) 1.20 (0.63) 25.99  4.94  34.20 28.57
22 RAOXM (Lack of friends) 0.91 (0.56) 23.34 4.65 20.00 40.00
93, FVEIET (School performance decrement) 1.06 (0.76) 21.56 4,47 17.14 42.86
24. HEK 1.40 (0.74) 22.69 4.58 31.43 28.57

(Self-deprecation via peer comparison)
25. Eéﬂ’(bl&blz‘:b>5’§ﬁ%‘5 1.00 (0.54) 28.13 5.20 57.14 14.29

(Feeling unloved)
26. FHi (Disobedience) 0.86 (0.73) 25.80 4.94 45.71 28.57
27. A Z 7 v (Fighting) 0.54 (0.66) 22.30 4.57 11.43 62.86

Note. Standard deviations are in parentheses.

(5. FahTwirwEwITEL][26. K CDIEHOHAY Y I VZB0 6/BR0MHT

Fil wBWT 2 SOBIRE BREIENS o
#- (Table 6)o F7-. CDI BBEHED YSRE
& (M=14.58, SD=3.26) &, ZTOMMDONR
ZDES (M=7.62, SD=4.09) LD HEEL
Eo it (1(368) =—9.48, p<.001),

%
AHige o B#9iE. CDI B AZERR = /R L.

=

RFEEEHRET2 L Tho T,

¥3. HESWZ LIER, FHS0E»-
eI, [15. FYEROBR] [14. TEH
HRTF 44 A=) (8. BEHH] (2. &
ThY. Thes0EBRIHADREEFEON
3 OMEROEBEHERTODEEZLSH I LWBT
x5,

Kz, RFEE OB 21T iR, KU

—226—



HEH - BRED /MRS O RE R ARRBRIELOE S

T BT 1 RAFEE:E LTERT 2 2
EVHEYITH D EFEZ bz, ZOBERIZ. T
Ho (1990) 2XFd 25, LarL, ERTIES
Ar#EEriEsh,. ERFERICL 2707
4 —=WVEER LI T 2 2 RS TE
b (Kovacs, 2003). BRKTODETHFETDH.
3~TRFORFEENHRE I N T3 (Abdel-
Khalek, 1996; Cole et al., 2000; Helsel &
Matson, 1984; Poli et al, 2003; Weiss &
Garber, 2003), KHFFICBWTH 5 KFHEE
ZRRE Uz s, BRERMEARTF 51 CEIR & Rk o
5 AFA i T& 7, HENEFIFICB VT
bERRBRELBONGZVWEERD - 2, —
. IRFHESL L EDETVORAER
BIRTeE B D V. o FE e L THED
WENIC & D BREESHER S h, ZYHICDONT
bERNREBFWBIT L CDIEFERE YSRIGEED
B, CDIEHEEB L T hUAORNRED
YSREBRADEOVMLSRANIZEWVZ B, K
FIRERY > A BEERTB T, ATHE
EOREWCRERIRZLEND %5, CDI
PRBERTAL I L HRTIHEDDL L
7 6 (Craighead et al., 1995)., CDI H&zEE
B 1IAFTCOERBARETH S LHFZL 5N 53,
iz, KFFEE. IhE ThBETITbiLE
CDI 2 WA R IR L TA % b, &ITH
520 CDI OB EIE, 16.0~17.4 5% L
TBY (MRS, 1991; FHES, 1990; H S,
1989; itH &, 1990; 32 5, 1988). Zh S 1ZkE~
TAWSE T O CDI OFH BT E» o 72, 72
72UL RITHIFRE. HHE S (1989). MRS
(1991) 72 & CDI OBBREHIFEEL THE—&
NTE5T. REOHB TORIENEZ VL END
RIENDH 5, S, KPR TIER L7 CDI H
AERE AW 2ENEHEESLETH A D,
CDIHAEROABHESRCEL THEELE
FEZOBRE 21T IR, MENERERZEI
Bonkhrol, REERDMS DeBiT 2%
EZWHEL T, FRTIRERPHEGRICLY
LELE L AENEFEEL TS, CDI 2 AW

7ot s (1990) /RS (1991). DSRS » H
VioRTE (1996) TIEERFEEL 2w L 3RE
I Tw3d—FT, CDI # H w7 Kovacs
(2003) ® DSRS %2 B\ 7- 58 - $TH (2002)
TRUENREIN TS, -, EEEICD
WTE, EHS (1990) BERE L /NEEDRE
WERBRENDBIEERLTWS, BKTIE
ALY, FRC L > THEZEDBRALE
BERZZZEHIEHEINTEY (Twenge &
Nolen-Hoeksema, 2002). #15 DfER DO M=
RFEWEMIC DOV THRETL T Z L8k
HoND,

AR TR D cut-off B> HE¥EL Uik
XWHERBCELE T 2HOEEE 14.9% TH
D, BRI RZ - 7z, Kovacs (2003) 13
cut-off BROEEWK THEAEAVIONEH
ELTBY, KR TTHEE (654 »KH
LIt aD cut-off Bk 24 Sz oz, Th
B, FHES (1989) 02 H5E Db FEWETDH
3, ¥, KRBT CDIEBEEZDS
C.M25. Bah T {#Fb ]
[26. RHi] C2Rm%FHALTBD, 2hoed
EEAECHELEHE W2 B,

CDI HAFEIR £ BRI DWW THIRL Ta 3
/AT OV T, CDI HAERIZE
W DB R EEARFEE T 1 o T2 TR,
bHBETOCDI 2 AWwWhk&THEE (s,
1991; KTH &, 1989; i3 &, 1990) T & BEDIE
FBRENTED, DSRSEZHWEHS
(2004) OFERTH, BOK LR THEADRE
EEOHS DREOBRSEWI E88bhro>T
W5, ZOMEMIEZOWT, FKES (1989) i1,
HAZREDHESOMEGRRBEEIC L - T
EeRTTEY . NEREH» SHERIIC &
BAMVANBENWI L, ¥, HRORELRE
DRFAVEFHE LT, RENEBECESCED
BREANPFEEZEL TWE I L 2ET TV, K
MROBERIZBWTH, FERTHEHEZENTnS
5 F® > 5., [Negative Self-Esteem | D&
ROEREERTELS ., BEWEBELPHEADR
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HEROMS DORH L V2 5, . KFE
PR e Li-HOERIC L 2815 DORAET
b, HARORFEAFIKORKFEEWEATHTS
OBENEL . BIRY T 2 TRIEREET 3
EHEHERET2EENSWERACH D . HEA
DR E L THEENRE ORI ZIHIT 5 50
s tws (Iwata & Buka, 2002),

ID XS, AUtE L EE. £ OECEA
AFHERE 2 BAw/-RTld. BRORELERE
BB AR TS DOBEBFE VT DR E
nTtwz, LrL, 20—H7T. BEDRES
DS DFEOBEHRRICOWTIE, EE (2008)
WWEBENFAEE» SR IFELETL.5%.
¥ 72 7T~98% & X & & L 7z Sugawara et al.
(1999) TIF3.5% LHEINTHBY., BT
MESNTWIEFREEREIEZO WL, Z
D s, HRDBEEFEOHIS DI2DWT
3. HERARFHER E ek tbrxTES
BERRTH. D OROEREFICK & FRE &
W2 b, COFECOEAELTEX, £9. K
Rx ket U Tl B AT R E Tl
S bEESE VL SN TV 3 & v D Tk
DERZET SN, FTHS (1989) X, HIE
ARFHIREZHWTRAZ Y —= v 7 BT,
F OBESLEE T THRERHFNE 2
2. K OFERE L2 TE 251, BCR
ARFEMREO cut-off BHE 2B X HROD
20~509% TH DB LR T w5, KPR IZB W
T, JHERD cut-off 85 %8 2 1 81&1E 14.9%.
TEBEI L 5 HAGERD cut-offl Ba kB2
HEIF95% THD, THHD20% MK D
FHEECRET 5 &, AROEREIL, £
NFN2.98%. 1.9% LHEE S, HH (2008)
% Sugawara et al. (1999) B X UVFCKOEHRE
SIFITRIRE v 2 B, Iwata & Buka (2002)
T, WO R ECFHET A, HARAE
HENRBEORB LI T 2EALH D, £h
PHARSICB T 2 BEBHTHY . HEH
WEE LWITERRL T3 LT b, &
D &3 HAMNEE OB ENRIEORE
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Abstract

The purpose of the present study was to develop a Japanese version of the Children’s
Depression Inventory (CDI; Kovacs, 1992). Participants were 370 students (179 boys, 191 girls)
from 9 to 15 years old. The results of confirmatory factor analysis revealed that the Japanese
version of the Children’s Depression Inventory had 1 factor. The reliability of the Children’s
Depression Inventory was investigated by Cronbach’s «; its validity, through correlation with
the Youth Self Report test (Kuramoto et al., 1999, in Japanese). The results indicated that the
Children’s Depression Inventory had high reliability and validity. The average total score on the
Japanese version of the Children’s Depression Inventory was high compared with that on the
original English-language edition. Higher scores than the clinical cut-off score of the English
version were obtained by 14.9% of the participants. The sample size in the present study was
not large enough to enable standardization of the Children’s Depression Inventory; furthermore,
the present study was conducted only with a non-clinical sample. Further research with large
normative and clinical samples is necessary to confirm the factor structure, reliability, and

validity of the Japanese version of the Children’s Depression Inventory.

Key Words: Children’s Depression Inventory (CDID), depression, test development, children

and youth



TEMREME EISHEE2S 2009 (P21 458 31 BRT ISSN 0910-6529

frahakm

Japanese Journal of Behavior Therapy

R &
VEZHDRBIEH B ADFHDR bV ARG E ® 5 2 5 BHIFER
B RPECIREFHET oo 133
' #
HAARZEICHT 2 5 DRFHERE (HFM BDI-D) #HOHAY
FEILMET « BREE TH ooveeeereermmrmmmmmernemm e, 145
FEBILH b 7 7~ EERE ORBMRE OIER & EEKE - 25O
FRREAHE » $AAR[H— oo 155

| BUBEFRIRBIR 2R E LicF » BNV T T 4 B ¥ —,
RRWBE T 255, A bV ARG, HbAlc K RiIZTHE
BEXF - BT - EREYW - EE—AR -
THEFFIEE « IVRIESR « S8R H—  coovererririiiii, 167

KRR
INEBIW BT 2 EAHEHNR F VIS AN BRI 1RE
FRAEERERE CRIZTHE

FEREY - HEME - EAAET - HpEe -

BT « MIPIEAT « SaAR{H—  oremrrenirerienneen, 177
AFEBRAS et s 189
HEITER LT « EPHTEEE L DSEEEIT DUNT  crerrerrrereenrenienee e 197
GRS C ERAEEIAE  oeoieiietee e 198

Eﬁiﬂ%?ﬁﬁﬁ%’ﬂ HAITEHEEREES

HI5EELE (BE695) http:// wwwsoc.nii.ac.jp/jabt/index3.html




1TEHERERTZE, 35(2), 167-175, 2009
<E ¥b
1 AEIRIRB IR 2R E LIcXF e TN T T A i—,

RAUCBE T 25k, A M VARG,
HbAlc 12T TE

BE X7 BE WTC R e SEWE-g
W ORIES ME ER™ 8K (T

E 8B

KO BRE. | BERFREENRE LF v 79, BREOECEBRITHCRIZ T RE 2R
T2ILThole, Fv Y 7OHIKRE | HFERFBE 28w L ¢, BCEBETEBCNT 21T
7a4hy—, ERFCET M. A PV ARG, HbAIe ZHEL L, ¥+ 7TIKBWT, APV A
FIEHEA L, BROERIBBIENT 2V 7270 2y —D ERBBD sz, & 6 RKETESR.
BEOER, A VAU VRABHCHTIEAL T T 4 A Y —HMNR P VARGEP HoAlc 2 ES ¥ 2 ER
FLTEBIS, | BERFEREPHERE LFy 7], EBR2 Y Y u— 1O 0 B EETE

ANDENTET 4 H Yy —RHFOBR LEEIRNTH S 2 EDREINT,

F—e J—FII1HEERE YA TIT4 AV

B

1 BUBERRIR & 1k, B A > R ) 53 UhRE
BEDLNBFRDOIETH S, ZOFTITEME
EBRTHY, BHEIEHFRIEa v bo—%
HRET 270, MFREE L2564 R Y
CECENE IR I RN RET R
SEFELZTNIE RS W, o, 1 EERRE
BEMNETH 2HE. e D BCEETE
DOETIIRETH 5,

o, 1 EIEREARBE, X EL0
HASHRELIEMIh Tw S, Fl2E, 18

N AETTOERRE AT RV VI F T4 AT
—N— 1} 7

* EIGAEEE X ALFES

= TR R E AR

HEREY VS~

*s [ B ek ER/NER

*6 LB AEERE/NER

- i PN e e
(2009 (EpX 21) £ 4 A 26 H3HE)

A FVAKIE HbAle Fvy 7

PERR BRI, Bl X - TITEI EORIRENS
WEFHE I NS B TH DL I EBHEINR TV
(Brown et al,, 1991), 7-. 1 BUERFDOEE
D 345D 1 iXFEMRMREEE 2 (Blanz et al,
1993). #12 Dz 2EIE3E < (Mayou et al,
1991). Z 9 v Iz BFEHAD LAY 2 A E G i
RARRE Tl < Z & oRE SN T 5 (Wysocki
et al, 1992), & 6, MFEEE O E X H]
SO LBHEND L L HEHINTEY (La
Greca et al, 1995). 1 ZERFBEIB BT 3
HOEBTHOEBSZRET 2B X T 2T
Zrix, BROBHEWNZAEIZT TR, OE
HENEEADY R— PR DN EEZLS
no,

INE T, BRENOHCEHEE /0 s 74
DBEIMEIET & LT &2 (McNabb et al,
1994), ORI LB, BEZER T2
HOBCERITEIOERS - HERFPEROHED
feiid, BOEBTEIC T 2B T 0@
LERS 0T LDEBEENLEENAARTH S

— 167 —



T 8 % %

(AL, 1986; EH 5, 1995), iz, ¥ 7x 7
A AV —DPHOEBNERHET 2BEERERT
HH., CNTITT 4 HY—DNHOEBEPBELT
HbAlc W8 % RIZT Z ENHEL»IZINT
3% (Tannotti et al., 2006; Johnston-Brooks
et al., 2002) .

IS DMRBWEDINT, IHE 1 BIPERFR

MALNTWE, flzi3, MERREE TS
HEBHBORELHOWT, BES2N LY
— bR I1IFFTI I CETRNVNTZ T 4 hy—
EHULZD (Howells et al, 2002). i
ba—n, VT T7 4 by~ BECESY
HCI-ERRITEREC L > T, 'r7x 7
AR —ER/EDRELD L Z EHE X
T3 (van der Ven et al., 2005),

iz, 1BBERBEIRERRE LYy~ —F
Y7 (LT, Fv>7) b, BROEL T
THEEHE L TCINETELFEMs LT
30 TORELTIE, EFECEIL -8B\ HT
Z5ZER, HEAFBEDR v A h s OERK.
#r U WHEE R RERA OB, & DR TS T
EZ R EOFEBERINATWLS (X
K, 1995), F¥ 7, bz 4 X
D CESTRIMBERER T 52 Ltk 5T, FFL
WERZ2EIZOT 2 I L, (KIE P KRS
. BRI LOFERER I ENTE 214
RTHY. YNTIT 4 AV —%ED B L #
KXTHDHEEZHND,

UL, BT, F v > 7BRIBOLEY
BHECEDL DI RREBIHL. EBWKFD
FBA P VARG HbAIlcic ¥ D k5 il
BE2RITTHMICOWLTEINCHRI LD DI
Pizv, TS5, BEF Yy IBWTER, K
[T 2HRHEBE R B L RNA L LTTbh
T35, BERFCET 2HEN A b v ARG
P HbAICc IR ED LS REEREZ TWwaAHMIZ
DL TCEIHNCHRET L7z b DIREFE IR b7
5720,

T, KT, NRERBBRO%E

%

HbH Hos

WHENE LTFHMBEI N T WA 4 > 78, 1 By
RBEROBEOEEEHICHT 27y
A Ay — . X VARG HbAlc iz &
DEIBEEZRIZTThERNT 2L 2EH
E L7z,

A OE

1. PEXHR

NEFERFEF ¥ > MLz 29 40 1 8l
BRBEEBROI B, v FHiIBEEL BN
BHEONT 284 (BF 134, LF 15 4. Ty
G 10.362.36 5%) BXHRE L, BINED
EBEEHR % Table 1 &R L7z,

BIEE OB E I L REwEL T,
AW AR 1 BRI 3 B O ET
BreRmosl tREME L F Y S TORD
MAD—BRTHBZ LIzDonT, HgRgEET
HB5EERED SHBAEIT V., F v v PADEM
boTHAEBEERBLLOE L, BREMLT
1. WFER R HME B B R R A LT
W, OETHIRABTEHER I L 28MNTH
5, BIPEP TR 2HMAMH L Z L
EDMBARIT> 12,

KF*E X 73, 4ASHOHETHE S L
120 F¥ Y TORAFIZ. BEMIC L 2 3KEH
E7% BT 2 MERRIRE . BB & 55
HE. ¥ v 70 0B/OG R&INER+T OIS
=, KPR LZEDV 7 ) 2 —y 5 Va3
HIAENTW 2, Fo T WENMLI-AY v 7
V. [RAD - SREL - BERT - LB L - OB/OG -
RIUTATRETH o7,

2. FAEMH
(1) o> ro— e hErEOEET
Blcstd sy 4 by —

Rapley et al. (2003) ®&5 (2001) ;5. 1
BRERRBIROMED >~ b o — Ve b B ED
EHTEHONER2REH L, 20%, NEER
EEHKDS 2, AENFEOERTHIZOT
5 ENAERECEEBTE TEESREL
7zo 2D 7THEE (Table 2) LT, [FAR

— 168 —



HE - BREL D ¥ v 70 1 WERRRILOB SR T T 28

Table 1 Basic Information About Participants

Participants A Duration of diabetes Number of times HbA1lc before the
No. E€ (months) participated in camp camp
1 7 58 2 8
2 7 4 1 7
3 7 54 1 7.6
4 7 56 2 8.8
5 8 61 2 6
6 8 4 1 9
7 8 15 2 8.9
8 8 25 2 7.4
9 8 3 1 —
10 9 10 1 6.4
11 9 38 2 7.4

12 10 11 1 9

13 10 33 3 7.3
14 10 46 4 9

15 11 33 3 6.8
16 1 37 3 10.1
17 11 80 6 9.2
18 12 27 3 5.7
19 12 — 3 —

20 12 15 2 5.6
21 12 92 3 8.1
22 13 31 3 8.4
23 13 91 2 -

24 13 40 5 7.6
25 13 100 8 6.9
26 13 8 8 7.4
27 14 136 10 8.1
28 14 171 9 8.6

ATERWERS ] 6 [¥oltWnWTEZER
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(#0252« E] [k - &0 | BN 5
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Table 2 Items for Evaluating Self-Efficacy
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Table 3 Items for Evaluating Knowledge
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Table 4 Items for Evaluating Stress Responses

Item of stress responses Factor
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