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Zhang Zhongming Li Hong
(Psycholagy School of Southwest China Nomal University, Chongging 400715)
(NP Interpretation of intelligence test score is one of important research domains of intelligence psychology. Understanding is the funda-
mental purpose of interpretation of intelligence test score. With the development theories and psychometic theones interpretation of intelli-
gence test score show some characteristics and tendencies: pay more attention to the intelligent testing theoretical foundation , pay aitention to
plenty of validity and how can reliable information about those abilities be extracted from the test results.

(xill ‘:If:/inte]]igence; test score; interpretation; scales; tendency



