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The present study examined the fairness of the scores of the Universal
Nonverbal Intelligence Test: UNIT for population in Japan. A culturally and linguistically-reduced
test such as UNIT will be necessary for conducting an appropriate assessment for minority children.
Therefore, the present study examined the fairness of UNIT scores of Japanese, Chinese, Korean,
Filipino, Brazilian children living in Japan. The results revealed that there was no significant
score difference among cultural groups with controlling their socioeconomic status. It suggests that
the UNIT is a culturally and linguistically fair cognitive measure for children living in Japan.
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