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Reliability and validity of a Chinese version of the automated
version of the operation span task

MEI Gaoxing XIAO Xun CHEN Shiyu GOU Lina LI Xiying

( School of Psychology Guizhou Normal University Guiyang Guizhou 550025 China)

Abstract: Using the simplified Chinese version of the automated operation span task developed by the
current study and the Raven progressive matrices we tested 102 college students. Eighty-six partici—
pants were re-tested after approximately 8 days. Results: The Cronbach’s o was 0. 670 and the test—
retest reliability was 0. 666. Using the Raven progressive matrices as the criterion we found that Pear—
son correlation analysis showed significantly positively correlated whenever in the initial test ( r =0. 33
P <0.01) or the re-tested (r=0.39 P <0.001) . Conclusion: The simplified Chinese version of the
automated version of the operation span task had good reliability and validity and was easy to operate
for users. The task can be freely downloaded from hittps: //www. labxing. com/lab/695 /data.
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