‘o o* inghigll i

4

DAR ALMANDUMAH

Acipalllhag L e Lo oy 82 sy, 1

Sl 85 Guliie (s adyyhll ol paxd
audliie dudole duil Hlusl 1z miawgy)

sl wlwl,al & a0l al=oll
el wlwl)sl & aoll dusoll
3l yoldlaue (ole

88¢ ,25zw

P

2015

S

1-32

1012902

WVlaog Lg=

Arabic

EduSearch

ple adolel audl auwadl ol)las VI sol il 5yassdl
ol VIl Guaildl
http://search.mandumah.com/Record/1012902

Olgasll

Hdaoll

Ul

HENWIN RSV

a2/ ad=xoll
1aoS =0
rS>Maodl u, Wl

abgizo Jgi=ll guoxr angliiall > 2020 ©
ClJog.o_zo ).u.u.” Yga> o> u| Lols ).u.u.” Ygd> ul.z.o| &0 8__99.0J| de\JI wle by aslio dslodl 030

oS pue il ol Jog=ll ol grail gao

&ioug « Jnsd m| p|_\x;_w\U bslodl 0id aclib 9| J.;.o.x: LSy

_,|> 9| ).u.uJ| Ygé> ulz.o| ) ;s\Ja> Curai U9d (\_svg)..SJ\” _\.:).J| 9| u_,.u\” 8_3|9o J...o) Q.L..wg

aoghioll


http://search.mandumah.com/Record/1012902

et T i uladiy o Bl lal] il il
iy ko ] S} ..

Ao uul) paldl) ae fu
o goal LB Analy - Ay 0 A6

waddl|

I 58 ulie €0 e Rosenberg (1965) —3 cild i (olie ey
Uend ) Al cdan s Al Jon Jae cll 3 Lo Addall Al oS3, Ldasid
Ay o Audlig dglde zile Bjlie BIS e Y 8 ulde 8 Akl o s
Aa b Al 5 Ll 538 Al e ey o3l Gelall Jiaal plassly
0,66 (s e iady 1578 Lo baugiey 2013-2012 pasladl Aell 350
«Multen & Muthen (1998, 2012) Mplus 7 zal aladiuly cll cdls
T Qe e L il Al SSY) Gmise dse o g el
ANE Al il Al il cpbisdl Gkl Ll ) ey
il B s G Don gl il (_gnyoﬁt;'.\_ggj 3555 g alalhoSalall 3 g
‘mJLn Y PENPNKO [ PR DN - P00 B LS B



adlite Tulde A L) £ g psbsungd I a5 el 8 Aghal il 05 paad =

kol Tl ok -2 et ] ) i i Aol il g2

Cwad ety
e auall pualll e Lo
O geal) LB Azala
z . : ey diid

ot B de L B el Ll 3 i pal (g ISH e

— Liazs ol gad 3dl %1 4 o Rosenberg (1965) — lall 5 (ulle e
(Halama, 2008; Marsh, Scales, & Ao laiaWly Ay il &g adl g il 5all
po—tte plBaa alcli W e & Rosenberg (1965) ,—i=!s .Nagengast, 2010)
JE UPSVPOPERL IS JU PR g N L eyl uay Eum a3 o 2l
oty (s oL oL 2 (e S L Alsand s 4G (g0 2 2 ol S

.4.»:53_};.'\

Ciaatlly Al e Lehaad i am e § 5 S e (il (35S0

ol eé)—-i.s zor 2l ‘—US-‘J Uklia £ gais (b eala g el O e AV
Schmitt & Allik (2005) Les As 153 Lo &30 5 Ll bye, Ak
0.70 e 4t 7 53 Biom aha B Hal et G2y Ol G o S
Rosenberg ¥ <Lty A _dalall 4 3h pa 3oL <8 AAC A0 2 5 081, <0.90
o a2 o B gy 4 el Aslal Ay s i el of o 58 (1965)

._)yaﬂ“:lzﬁy};a

Sl soa e A solal 4 s G 1Y Le s oebiiall 130 2balal) dpll 081,

) c

A4 %1 A ;\\'\Cj(’!- X ‘_)_—ﬂSAJJSqJ_Au_JQCJ;enJLHIJJHL}Aim'YLLAth

oA il e il gl Loy QAR 30T

=t Ve Algy— gaodally oualsd) daa AA saat — Bypeadll) il jl) Ay puaal) :u;.sn=(\‘)=



e ) pualil a0 f 3

Al il E Al Baal oy S cllatl jads B 38805 ) ey
el a4 sl Loa iy a el galal Gl A of 22,3 e 5 (Corivyn, 2000)
(Bodusze, Hyland, Dhingra & Mallett, 2013; Franck, De-Raedt, s> oo

Barbez & Rossell, 2008; Pullman & Allik, 2000; Shevlin, Bunting &
Schmit & Allik J—wagsdewis 1995; Tinakon & Nahathai, 2012)

o B a3 el 2y e ea s DAL 53 ol e e 4t o (2005)
ot ea Sy L2 Lol el el Jass Wl AdliasYl edidadll o Y] il

L')‘J'.Ll._fl_)_n "J}LGL_: dpay O—C L—.lé_:as_’ I‘.Ug'{._ﬁ.nns_):a.lj‘ L;I'J')jﬂﬂ ?L‘l.“ dnla.“ dsng ‘55.'6
=iy (B b A gl el i (o e geaily a5 e Laasa

(Farruggia, Chen, (Rl it sal) 4wy e bl 5y waily sy o
Greenberger, Dimitrieva & Macek, 2004; Goldsmith, 1986; Hensley
& Roberts, 1976; Owens, 1993, 1994; Sbicigo, Bandeira, & Dellaglio
2010; Supple & Plunkett, 2010; Supple, Su, plunkett, Peterson, &

.Bush, 2013)

Lsgd el = (3 (53— aliiell o (Y Tafarodi & Milne (2002) Jua s LS
G Joadl L Glhaeg A dpdie agly 1L W g A (o Las Jikaiag 5l
Al el a1 din gl il Lanaad gl 523 53,

e u_dijuJuyulJuJuLmulju ‘u:\.m (pe ABnal A,k ub;i:,.i
(Aluja, Rolland, Garcia, & Rossier, 1= golal 4 sugh 8ol of &
2007; Boduszek et al., 2013; Corwyn, 2000; Cramine & Zeller, 1979;
Distefano & Molt, 2009; Hallama, 2008; Lindwall et al, 2013;
Marsh, 1996; Marsh et al, 2010; Martin-Alo, Nunez, Navarro, &
Grijalvo, 2007; Tomas & Oliver, 1999; Urban, Szigeti, Kokoneyei &
. Demetrovics, 2013; Wang, Siegal, Falack & Carlson, 2011; Wy,

2008)

(1 ¥+ 1 03 — 19yl g (el ) —AA 200 Bkl Slaad 288 2, sl Al



s=deadtine Atale At JLES) ¢ gz iyl I 085 (el B A5y )b e il pasd =
Grecﬂ.berger, Chen, Dmitrieiva & 4=l 3lw P2 DSl 13 oz
A ge ) AE Y jaall o a g o s BB dacly cFarruggia (2003)
A oI lagiy Al e LK a vy e i jhe Ll Aapay oAl
A alhe 5] Lol Joalall iyt Ly ALY Raall 8 Al Jundl pleladl 3508
Al oLl el Rapall 4 Ll Y el oy cut AYY Ofiall B
Sl Lata g ) 2 sia sl 058 ol sl Rabll bl s ey of ) a5
Marsh (1996) 43}

23 33 bl gl ;L 3wy Chiungjung & Nianbo (2012) (35
o Vol pgi Uy el ol rapel e ) Do iy il 8 elie EARCE WP
oS0 alall g AL Salall el S 3l sin s el e 20 s Y o
SOlelall 3,88 e Bl i

Jdadll PUA s Osecka & Blanty (1997) J—es S—dalt asiaall A
e ge TG ) phEd lasaaY) sl

S ® b id Jodse D6 ) Aidman (1998) Jeass (M ainall By
LY (b e Ae o Al Gl Sl 35l ladidy il

: Modeling Method‘effects A ;EH gl gl ‘
Y ot Y A il Aaastal gl ) T e s

o ® ol e U Na el bl e s Atae Dk ) dy L il g e
A :u-;g_m?fj Al Al all Y ARLEYG s dnall W aa o ol ol i
JUN ST E VSN | B IO I RIS UE S IR i g al ey ey }.u
i ol B asag (o 3 iy o peidl il e @Al e 5 oud
oo Al ol coulia g 13 Jladl Aaabay couladl e o5 3k oo g
a_de o <f Lalaa, «(Podsakoff, Mackenzie, Lee & Podsakoff, 2003) L

Gy ool b el y by W ol Al s 38kl RS ol Bagozzi (1993)

¥ 010 Aylgy = (s pdally (ualdl alnall AA asel — Bauddl oyl &y punalh Ay allmmem( € Jomm



Ty R N R

ol sl il 3o [ 3.1

Ot il S8 5 Y a8 ol oS el 8L o3ay L Rl g g seiall
(Marsh et al., 2010) o a5 BE 520 Al paz f (paalis (3 5k

oA ayy o 2em gy Al 3370 s ] Cote & Buckley (1987) &=,

@ juat a8 (L 1Y A aliia jolaas Y as Lyl el
i oY ATy yhl il 5 504 5 Ly )y .Common method biases aladt 43 ;L
vty W s e Lt Caga a1y il g S alis
e GLLT Y A Byl i A e ol 23l of g Al ol go Aba gy 1y
Ll A wh oy ghall Loty o) oy A tblA Clalin ol ) el 1 34y il

-(Bagozzi, 1993; Brown, 2006) sl Baall Lanidia,

Lol ] Jlb) (8 Sl el Jdaall padig &8 hY ik Aaial
Multitriat — Multi method (CFA— il 8t i~ ol 23 sia oy Lal
s Akl el il 5 Gl sl g WA 5wyl el s a3 w5y MTMM)
Ly S5 o o(Kenny & Kashy, 1992; Marsh & Grayson, 1995) 4laa Wyl
e ikl el s et ol N by dkde 7300 A5 JEe dao iy Apadl iaY) ol
" .(Brown, 2006) aseidl Alalalh Al

' (Bagozzj, 1993; Marsh & Grayson, 1995) g: _)-.-a-'l Gl s
et saS Al oladl Jabasll ih @134_,1:11 t_.1yhumu_qhu ol

P JPRN} W W Y S A2 S R G DU DL S 1 P PR B

s :Correlated traits- correlated uniqueness (CTCU)
(il el ) g oyl dali ) oy o Est_Jm faa s
il ey o (b1 A ) el il syl
e Lo LaglSs of (Al (bW 45, yha) ALall il ety Ang ol

-

ALY

{0 )mmmemmere ¥ + Y 5y — Qs 5 (sual aal) —AA 2300 ) Sl o &y ] Dinal



=hilila Llals azagiJL_:.si:EJg,w“mnumw@gé&,,m i ils pasd =

_(Alujﬁ et al., 2007; Marsh, 1996; Marsh et <l 2 43 L ataag
Jde 34 sy s2sal, 2010; Tomas & Oliver, 1999; Urban et al., 2013)
e LagdlS f2aa o 35k S il sie e o S s 5,20 o el e
s 5 Y1 a5 8 LA (e A kY i paa glind ofay s S
Ay pla S Akl (bl o Las

e il oda e Yy A tie Jyta ellac) z3sadt 13 Jidad C pae e

i il et Y gl e gl 5 or e pre (Al apadl pao R

DR SR NI R S NEJUSIENS PRI LR ol o i Ny A8 sheaal

i U UNIPRCT ER BE PO IE VPSR e Lol lsime 4l 3l lan Sy Aewll s

A i oLl A elbal o sty daie 5ty el e Ll

(Bagozzi, 1993; Byme & Goffin, 1993; Kenny & Kashy, i daiie
.1992)

Correlated 3_dag yeb & &kl Gl go — A tafi pall Aasall d,elj_r. gl .Y
iyl 1as gy by trait—- correlated method (CTCM)
oty e gy Tl € A gl il iy
v A Bl fa ‘u—sﬁaﬂ Al ke o A=Yy
A ) ey bl A e o Jale () ABLEYG plell el 35y
(Al g plall) ALl Sy hal 4l oty Jale ALYL plall Sl
@1yl Lara = et o B AS YL B pdall o jiall plall Jabad 3
lesonars Losgin U hla 35 ay o Adull il 2315 Zinsd
Latent A_taSh i 5 b0 1 e dad 5wy Marsh et al. (2010)
gl b S g o sy smethod factor (LMF)
U RS TEC P P RLERY. B Py S B e
gis—W 13 i Byme & Goffin (1993) »—s Akl
1YL baw (CTCM)
A3 he Lo ginill o gad 5 g—d b MTMM <M giosaal el J

=t 10 Ay Gadally pueldd) dlaall AA 3l - i) st bt &y punal) Aallmmen( )t



He Ll pallll e [0

S e o Jﬂ:\-n-“-l
aglsa (s b JLEAN g (g 53l 5 o Y (iall pfS L
(B satl) sUasSU gl A8y ) of sl ey Laf el (s oe g
Aaud) Jal g g A8y hall Jal o e NS G il ) 88 La
¢1n CTCM g3 Juad (6 cilige v d a5 4 CTCU Ll il oS
dsta o dssad pr e gl 58 el jal o 5500 aroy Dpilia y2 Jgba Juny
O el ol G B haie 5 e (M adll O pn B ey Can A8 bl 3yl
i IR R P SRES TR KR PN RUEN I PSSR g PR VSR PS
AU N PR, FENEFURC B G - .Empirical under identification (& yaY!
e 2 CTCU glswi gld el Bpy o By crdpal 138 ollua o s il
lad e & als MTMM @l j3 (8 o8 ey 1385 4ldas A yews & CTCM 343
(Bagozzi, 1993; Marsh & Grayson, Aij kil J oo oo u‘L_iaLﬂ s g
(Byme & Goffin, 1993; Jlid fal 8 g a7 5 ol 13 e 5:1995)
A8 k) s e GBatll olta ) o 38 Jazsd Marsh & Grayson, 1995)
SN EPUYS [ PRON KA NP REYC W SIS 0 JRNOPR - L I I TSP |
.(Brown, 2006) iadl clui) 3 s,
" Kl kel 3kl
S Bkl il o WAl A iuy! o Supple et al. (2013)
el sl A ilsa g3l oy R3,Ea ety Rosenberg — i 5yl
(e oy Yimms 320 BN 8 e ol ALl Sl b g2 53

Loaiaal al ol 73l ol 5 do b ey sdelall Bty iy Lagh 428000 2l )

P YIS (A ALl bd all gl 15 Ayl 3

(Shevlin et —J Gl Balls 3 dall sy aall a1 dandl Jele 73 g 10 5W @3 gl
) -al., 1995; Fraok et al., 2008)

=(y)=_T v °3-_-t!,_9g "QJ}IB-“J U.u{li.'ll .'ﬂ}a.]l =AM Jad) iﬂ"-“-“-‘-“ IZILMI‘J.L!:! L'Jm.dl "U.LA.“

[2S



s=luiliia Aglale i Lad) ¢ 7 kg )l w3 Jgﬁyg&ngaﬁa’)hﬂ clilh paad =

4.::14_.41'1 A e 3y iab A e gay Lesaad oyt yal culalad 358 2 EAgal
(Farruggia et al., — &elall 40w ily Ll Ao iy AV,
.2004; Owens, 1993, 1994; Supple et al., 2013)

AN A gl il iall Laad sl lalall 3 sa s g 53T 3 sall 1 g padl
S ga el gay a5 ay bl o LD 252y o Al il
(Aljua et al., 2007; Martin-Abo et al.,, 4—Se 353y (5 —sall

) ae Zaddae ¢ s a5 2007)

Iy Jdle Lan g 5By (g sl el 4 Clelall 73 pa sl Y g said
(9,7, 5,4,3) Sabdl v D B J—le (10, 6, 8,2, 1) i
(Tafarodi & Milne, 2002; Tafarodi & Swann, 1995)

{(CTCU) B e LG goa 5286 alal Jolath gilai Ly Ly

L‘sj‘_,_.!ug__!l;lL.):Lﬁ_)‘ JHJC-—AB)::—I—“ l.::‘.\_)ﬁaﬂz.n.mﬂ d“"c’C":‘J‘“:‘: U.u\u‘ E:\J.u'n
A Gle s G g3 p—aill 13a 5 Axlaall Al il iall (el slaad |
(Corwyn, 2000; 4—ll J—aglalis, oY z kel o 03

Distefano & Molt, 2009; Gana, Alaphillippe & Bailly,
2005; Hamala, 2008; Horan, Distefano & Molt, 2003;

Marsh, 1996; Schmitt & Allik, 2005; Supple et al, 2013;
.Tomas & Oliver, 1999)

Bl e bl gy pma B _plall Ay yiall Laudl Jale 73 gat zgputband) gisadl
528 et B of pazily A gall il g sal (+Ua21)
(Aluja et al,, a;_al_wl_;a 4l Lo fan g g aY) Audliid) 7 el o dihhae -
2007, Dunbar,t Ford, Hunt & Der, 2000; Martin-Albo et al,

i ‘ .2007; Wan et al., 2001)
i [P ) 35 ns p—a 58] il A e g3 5e sphealt sal
ol i dagipal Gl o SRSy A selt o jaly Ayl
(Marsh et al,, <l s 33 Slhe s Ol z 3ol ey Lo 20l
(Gana et al,, 2005; Martin-Albo et <l 3 o155 LS 2010)

e 10 Ayl — Gadndg oeelS) slaall AA sl — Lpu lud jald &g pnall Dpafims(A)em



kel bl e [ 3.

-al., 2012; WU, 2008)

i b, u)un dal e 5 A a syl el e o Sl Lalal sl 230
(CTCM)

e oy Al dde e a5 od e i Bedl dale 7358 a2 g3 sall

A Glae s Jpdp il biay il Wb Gkl g de g Al @y il
(Boduszek et al., <ol dyn 853 W3 o plaens 1 (i€, 30,80
2013; Lindwall et al., 2012; Marsh, 1996; Marsh et al,
.2010; Supple et al., 2013; Tomas & Oliver, 1999)

ALy bl J el ALYl A el 5y Bel) o el) Tad) Gl 23 e 2l g igal)
sl Ea il ol o Sy A Blhe g3l K ot Lind g A sl
(Lindwall et al, 2012; Marsh et al, 2010; Martin-Albo et
al., 2007)
Losaal Ay bl bl ol AEL iyl 5 iall s piall Fasd) Jale 3 i 2 peblall 3 gl
e A 3l 1aa B M Cla il AT A pall a3l
(Lindwall et al., 2010; Urban et al., <l i 873 .l d<
‘ 2013)
O palds il g2 ) gl.q‘m_d’l il gag ‘;LSSLJYI zasalll sa5 1 e salall z3 gl
e ol Sl At )l il Sl Ayl LKA Laladl e
Lagy 3wl yall il a8 Quartmax Uﬁs'._‘m S a3l aeleidl sl

1z Saill o3s fua\] wae (b

(3 e - Y 0k — il ualsl Mol ~AA 23] Lach) clad ot £y pncl Aloeal



=1u5h'141._1hl9:\.'|.|'.;\)1..ﬁi|:Eﬁuajjca‘m);ﬁw\ehgﬁ:ﬁaﬁ s pend =

¥ Vo At — ety cpesl3 alaall AA Saal) — Al lod jall 4y peaal] A n=(n)=



e wull palil ae /9] &= e ———

Tl chajialt Jalo (Pos cAdludl <y il Jule :Neg calal) pais Jule :GSE
A S palal A fhalt Apa gl Adalall Al Jlucdl) J8& (V) JS&
t Y lall (e AT Calpla Bl jall (B (g el 138 aay
s a g sn e a et el b ae Bilae S Hae sanYl Z 3l 53 g

A blal Al e A D e @l e il ol ALY Asluall 5 don sl dsluall
£ pliial
% DYV XY

8 el A glalad Al (e v Bt 3 laball Gl el 6 pan

2L Gp ) e aBay a g Akl < A6 s 5 xs Rosenberg  (1965) 3 el
' f) can A el ol bl jal oda

il (b B e 8 (el AL ) Rl A Ao )

A i palia B ARk il g pand LY

A i sl claiall g dagy 50 g8 80y o pe A skl Y L ULk
Ara Y o Al e Jiully

2 s — By halt 2y wie g2 S AN dabaB sl Jalaa o A5 5lE. L€

() \)___;,,_v V3 0Rd s~ sl s ualSl) Maall ~AA ot Kpudil) it a0 2 pucast] Apal



_w!.m Idale A il ¢ g sataeg ) A S whuuamﬁl oluis pasd =

e h A8 a3 S (MTMM) e
K ~ .CTCM.CTCU
sl yillg A plall
i
A Bl (5 A At il DL (e e By A 0
DT oW e iy by ol 538 ailyy 20142013 gul sl plall AbobenlY!
17 ota Lsle 15 e pa_jlac] caa gl 53y (49.6%) (31 2675 (50.4%) 3 b
0.6 g ora i ymdyy Lo 1578 Lo ging ke

il guldid i ke

3 yda yAe s y3—Se 5o 3 Rosenberg (1965) — il i ubie (5ol
i o (sl L 350 (10, 8, 7, 4, 3, 1) Ase dolia o e B ik
Al wdl e iy ded ey iy a g pdl g el ol 5 Uy e daay
e yiin b Bl by ey 83 65 o) gl i et S (9, 6,5, 2)
Aa 0 4 de s el B pe e An iy LaS (el gty urkedd 80 Gulfe
a8 Ll Jalnd ot uly el 8 555 610 Ll Bl 50 o (& il

| 054 3 0.177 wc@lmﬂl a2 5 L8 0,70 s

. | ' rilsh sl -
2014+l L8 I oy 8 A fy o Rl e o Gl Gl

P P AL Jn_,JS! G e iy gl 5 5 Sy Al Al pglnaad B elly 2013

Y u,_wu_aw\_un Gk (x5 sl s pendl e Al il LIS gt

(aEa AN

: g-'llﬂi?i Jusaeid| &@Qiﬁa! -

{
]
|
i

Afle ey g Wla (o il Cyn S Unsl e il Cids )
Al cala il S5 8ale] LY

Ve Aggy Godally oualsl dlaall AA ol ~ Toudil k80 Ay puaal Alpallm( ) Y)m



ple bl palilt e o) = —

Aasiuly gl fell s B SLoudYt 0 8 o 3 SPSS 14 galin pladdd ¥
Gl Sy i i el el Gl S, £l 8 ta Jatead
SRR U YR TS S PRPY BV R PRE P PR
ALl A e il 1y Gl Gy Sl i, il Ayl L)
sl uJLC_A(Pc) A ) el Sl Al i A6LASLY)
-Quartimax 8l S dalaial]

Muthen & Muthen (1998-2012) —IMPLUS 7 gl pliail £
il e Gt el 1y s Sl Sl dodadl ol ciul ) Gl
t Aastd 5 eaS @l el Judaill e ) (8 s Zaall Alalad)

o83 Maximum likelihood (ML) (o—a®¥t Jlocia¥1 4 5 jha crends 2
i o puatall dlie) (il oy daleladl 23l Wl

e o a g A felall 3 il A Gl oo B Allad) s o 350 el
Gl dae g3yl o Sy AL san Y AN (5 faay Ayl iy By e X2
)G Jl_ﬁsu il Ty iy Umad I e X2 lal IS 1 i) "
O3S g2 Y32 &Gl Gilhall £35al g X2 /df Sd%e pd3tud Al paal
135 RMSEA 330, (Bollen & Long, 1993) J-$62 il sds 43
a7 35—l 0,08 5 A Bladlt 3 a3y aill b8 (J 8l 0,06 e i<
3n zigeall gl ) 860,08 45ad culS 1) SRMR " 5i5ay chlic dhan
zisels yisl 80,95 Lagiad 2 3K 1Y 3 NNFI, CFI gg_-dijay «ialbal
Clia A yy Gldee p iyt L3094 N 0.90 oo Aa@lly dalhal 2o
Akaike | Lgasl lasleall il _aSae iy G305 (HU & Bentler, 1999)
il 13 gl e 3 (18 &l Yy (53 3 gl g information criteria (AIC)
Sl 23 8 oo 3y 3all) oy AV 3l &5 e ABaAY 3 Y ged
Lgr a5l (n o3 of 83 Ty yaa s ¢(2014 < pelo
oy ) A Silhall 3 ey 35 e 8359m0 el (85 MPLUS geliy
Muthen & Muthen (1998, 2012) ¢y EQS, LISREL g n Ly

() V) ¥ 0 2d gy~ ptally ualA) alaal) —AA 20l Dpedil lal J 00 Ay gl Alaglf



e idtiia Atale Ao HLaS0 = g satawg ) AN 5085 (ela (b A5y sl ¢ 580 and =
o opEl A8 gl Al paey 5 V) AR pae o Al

i}
i | Gl ) -

ol all ol g Ay ek il g ol eall Bl s o il 2 B0 s S
n :(V) dson (b LS5yl

(N=538) Shill i alifla 3 jhad Ly gl cililaanalyh (1) J2a

ARt il o gl 2a_jtal
C 2

-0.74 | -0.44 1.18 3.65 i 0 gunh ) W Lagaz =
058 | -0.39 1.15 3.54 Jogura e U Lala =y
027 | -0.58 1.1t 3.58 VALY AR I g
0.64 | -0.48 1.15 3.62 AT i i qugthadll Sladl o i Ul -1
-099 | -0.038 1.25 3.04 4y A b el ¥ ) siiet —0
-0.72 0.01 1.15 3.04 Jii e ol sl Whe -1
-0.66 | -0.49 118 349 pdinal 3 ad ) pats il ded v
036 | 0.87 125 3.84 A Gn 2 ) e el 20l <A
-0.99 | -0.09 1.21 3.23 QA gl [ 2 Ul -4
-047 | 047 1.14 3.52 C s gad e ol g -y
047 | -0.52 6.04 34.63 ‘ ' LS da jalh

Atlpall A 4e 10,8,7,4, 3, 1 Sl sialy 2ebualk 330 9, 6, 5,2 <haiall -

ad @ Mo el a6 i s el clay b s s of (1) dists oo s
Ak dadi Y (5 1y pn el 2 sl e e T ) SN (5 pd5e A
) ML
18 sl | iyl ( S| (el ] ikl

) o3 LSS 2 alatal pgn iy Ay ] LS Ak sty
HY) a6 LS il ilSy (ALaSa! Leball Qe

ma ¥ 0 ddgy— gadally cpaaldll dlaall AA 22— dacdil) .CIL-H‘_JJn L paal) ‘U%-A-llz(\ i):



sole i palill ae /30

-{l“_”-ﬂ aal) (:}:.’L.EHJ "J_am] J:!_L“J J:IJﬁl A2y C’“’J:‘Au c’l“".“—:‘:d‘ ?:'5 :(2) d-""%

N -
S Jatal S el g g s
0.64 X,
0.77 X3
0.68 X4
0.57 X,
0.67 X3
-0.32 0.61 X1
AL
0.68 Xz
0.65 Xy
0.76 Xs
0.77 X
1.14 1.38 2.69 ERLURECN
1148~ 13.86- 26.93 udh Ll

atle e ¥ Jdlall (]l pe SO e Gl el o Jpaed o
call 253 Al 2d s g ol e Ls—sz"‘ Aol L n_:'l.l_)_q.n.“ Canadd Lalp d\.—\b._}&“ k_!\_‘.Js..nl'l
(Frank et al., 2008; 1alsll J—dall 735 < Cad G AU L el all p—tara
.pullman & Allik; 2000; Shevlin et al., 1995)

(Owens, 1993; o=l z35 CITU I LA WP [ - F R PRIk
.Supple et al., 2013; Tafarodi & Milne, 2002)
i ) ol |5 guid) (b bl Sl ~

Al s e o S ABL ) 23l ol Vel ol 6l sa) 2

ZL;‘I‘YE G..JLA.'\.“ b;\g.]

() 0)mmmmn T + Y 0152 —Cuspdaly ualdD sl —AA a3 Tl a0 A paad) Aaad



mmditine Aglale A L) 1 g s g AR oS Glfia B Akl < pasd =

(N= 538 i) ofi (bl A iiall g 3Lailt A8 Ul Cpuan i J255 5 (3) dos

AIC NNFI CFl SRMR. ) RMSEA | DF x il
1646.40. [ 0.81 0.85 0.054 0.076 35 143.62% | 01 goe0
16446.16 | 083 0.87 0.06 0.071 34 12681% | g3pad
1646972 |. 0.79 0.84 0.08 0.079 35 15211% | een g3t
165542 ;| 0.82 0.86 0.053 0.74 35 134.89% | i3 53,.0
1641449 | 088 0.92 0.037 0.060 29 2505% | pudad g3 pul
16421.75 | 0.83 0.92 0.053 0.071 20 TAL6* | ol g3,
1639090 | 0.926 0.97 0.025 0.046 14 2996* | Lt gs
1641363 | 0.88 092 0.039 0.060 31 90.29% | oam g3,
16429.90 | 0.85 0.90 0.047 0.08 29 [ 10047 | i pd,ad
1638860 | 0.936 0.966 0.03 0.044 24 4925% | an paya
716415200 | 0.88 0.91 0.04 0.059 32 91.85% | aadi gisul

o

0.05 sic Lilas)dlla ®

Jsin o oy e b LoaS ABLl 7 3hatll A5llall cpun & pita () Sy

A B s bl g el B Y (gl Jelel]) Y @35l o e (3)

(i sgall by 8 Lean sl oty Qb pplal el L 3 el plly oS5 A

O anall (il y o n gal) el Al o W 235 ol Jrallyg Dl Sl il BES T

by ot il L A alie Aapy cliball e BT Y ADEN g Alalle e

Tafarodi & Milne — 3 il pe By <l W J o (5 e—nill o mall 53 Glal =8
iad Adgaain Tllns lliay (2002)

NP U P PR U T 151 o Y S PR T PR Y

53 sa (10, 5, 7) >aY1 Lanr V5 (8, 9, 6) Liubio Aillae b ey gl 2lel

|y fih eyl of S Les (il o 0 2 pall) cplelall g3 e il
' cpsedall Lalelall Ayt 35 B

(Bl ca DG 35 ny e g Sl bWl J ol 3L Ll 13
Bl 3y y a3 W e A8 z3sal o BN (7, 6, 5) 353 (CTCU)

10 Ayl (uopdally (pealsl aall AA 33f = Lpwdil ol it A pan) Lnatmm() 7 e




EE FARRP - P L d e
. vis C, fr PR A X P -

SV PRI WAL P

RMSEA = 0.06 »—33%e e 3o (3322 A Glha 5 o8 AN il by il B oo
g oy A Al il 23yl Loaiy (CET < 0105 FURTWE PNV H-T )
A illan 5 gl ALl iy, i By s A sall iy el Ay o bl

.CFI=0.97, RMSEA = 0.046 (3%l 5 jlias

oyt gy ey L BLE Y s L8 CTOU z3l i 4 3l llh e y
NP L PR VU 15 NS W 1 W T 2 K P gt PRSP PP
H sy o LS Y G Gl )z 3l A A0 s it g c Ui YN
5 EEQENIG I 1\ R EN Y- B JPOAPNR . B [P W S W R R P PR LA R
(4, 2) el W 35 ad (A Blha e 596 Junil (CTCU) 85l oy il V)
cootidly Gactal cnd seill (e Zillaal) b Juail w350 5

LSy yhall J dge — A dagipall Ae ol g A Gl il g Nl duadly U
+ale Jale) el z 35 el o (3) dsis a2 (10, 9, 8) CTCM ass 5l
RMSEA = 0.06 ;&% ¢ 5 o d 33 A ilhaa 5 ehif (A0l s, 8l Jalo
dse + Jde (. de) ol z3sall Laiy (CF1 = 0.02 , 25l du wulie dithaay,
dsle + Lo Jde) il p3p et > gl caalio Blha el (unpall iy yiall
CFl, (5 —t3a s 3in b5 Jian A lhas (A0l il jiall dale + L gall 2l siall
el g ol 23 5ell Jle (3505 RMSEA

iy s e e Wm0 355 s 522 jpotall el dpuly U
RMSEA ,ipdsr s i 5llae jehil & 3 €l b ol sl shassuly Ll
(Pefl Jlall) N 235 el (o 5y & 5 gd el oy CF1 jinad Zuudic dGthay
i g eay 3 CTCM,  CTCU g3l oSy (onkedi ol olebadl) 01 23 il g
gz agadll 1 e A8ilhna

o iy e gaa¥l Al s 840 A3 ey (3) s Y bl

Jlall 3y ad 5 3 Ble (s 3 23e ar 8 Jnll A0 Cum g g3 sad Judl
oyl gy ey Sl Al il s o S 2sm ae 2l
5 XEfdf 50 il spall o5 J el b & (CTCU gl 35l bl

=() y)_.==\‘ sVodate =g pdaly pualS Alaall —AA ol AT cilud Al Ay padl) Alaal



amdudliie Alale Ll U580 ¢ g priaen g} M S Qalife A ARkl ol 305 pand =
sy tall oy 2l 3 de Josle 35ay 52y CTCM Ll z3sad s CFI s SRMR _
o el il o (5 Cun Al cda il ey A sl el Jede
g bl o S e 3pall 58 of g NNFI y 28 RMSEA e
Lo sy o g 891 m 3l all mllal oS sasal 138 ol of Y as 2 RMSEA
el 3 pell i
ol a5 tgn o LoV oy 3 AR A B oS
ol o 5 g e s L Blha Jonlll 5 8 Ted S £3sal Cum (AIC) (SSY)
1 NS o st s o g (B lgalnd] s e 3l
5 JUCERT-REIL RN PR P BN UL YW RN I R P - R KPR
o (8 53 (CTCU) atmsadl 3 sell ol 3 pad 0o Al e gl al
TAIC, i3 -8 ,3td 35 L2 CFI 5 SRMR 5 X/ df 5 X* <l b3
Sl o € oy A Bl a3 ol ey gaw LeaDlSE el Je s NNFI, RMSEA
AIC, Laaycphd cuy S%a o84 Slhdl ol Ty o 5 dbll el (Y oo
gas—al 3 ool Jalell e AN ey o, sl ilass o LS RMSEA
byt alty A aadl B a3l gl g poy 138y cilian) Al (5 o gl
sl sSad
RSB, U () H P LT YR LSNPSR 3+ I N CH Y - Y- L P
IS oty sodlal g iy H2LY 3 padivles  Hilas SSY!

=YV e Lalg— gpdalls pedldl slaall AA iad = Tyl i j28 4 puna] Apafimme( ) A



wle aull palill e [0

Aille 7 ilad ADG Jadl 4 ) el £(4) s

DA £igad (CTCU) piead gl | (CTC) poalal z3pall | i)
M. F3 L F2 F1 Fl Fl Ay pal
0.27* 043+ 0.59% 051 T,
0.58* 0.50% 0.75% 0.67* T,
0.35% 0.46* 0.72* 0.58* T
.03 0.66* 0.59* 0.55% T
0.09 0.70% 0.77* 0.65* Ts
0.37* 0.33* 0.59* 0.46* Tio
A
-0.15 0.29* 0.32* 0277 T
0.48% 0.22* 0.22* 0.18% T
0.56% 0.21* 0.21* 0.18% T
0.05 0.21* 0.19% 0.16* T
hobgell (g LT )
FI 2
1.00 2
1.00 ~0.005 F3

0.05 e Lheasl Alls ®
S 5 2ty ol ally pudl 2N 35 el b (Jed pally Gy il e yond s
a5 5 €15 0.05 aie Wilcan) &0 Ll ¥ Jdladl o il s 33
s gl oyl s ey b S ALYl e Jele) a3 gl
Jdge Uy 5 dladly gadl ol 23 ol ciler 0 e ol cul€ ALl ey il 31
o8l z3p a8 (£3) Al chay dall f (£2) 4_L-. gall oy all o g A5 4k
(T6, Ol w 5 o sy L an] V1o Leilend lS Zom e e By of ot
Aoy el ely o BBl il e a5 w13 s Lhan) Yo Leganti cilS T5)
oL o gty ol all A bl Al o 30 Lo U3, Bl il Jf e
CTRRRTN I PG PRER PR -1 Y- B 7S VPR Y DNV W R R PRI

(6, 5) g 3Leld el g Al oy yially A pall iy iell B o

!(\ :1)=__\’ f 10:\__1]‘_9:1 =g dadl g pedddl sl —AA sa) :L_I-l-unl"l i PR sx.l__»d-n“ i.\::.di



aidlie Aatale i HLA0 ¢ g i gyl AN 50080 (bl B AR ) 25 (ead =

Y s 1 Gutbuadly sual& 3 gl gl co ekl Y1 2(5) dsen

T Ty Tz Ts Ty T Ty Te Ts T i il
R
1.00 Ta
1.00 -0.03 Ts
1.00 0.20 -0.09* Ts
-’ *
1..00 | 0.03 0.07 | 0.07 Te
A el
1.00 T
1.00 0.37* Ts
1.00 0.40% | 0.32* Ta
1.00 0.27* | 0.26* | 0.29* T,
1.00 0.40% | 0.28* | 0.35* | 0.31* Ts
1.00 0.27* | 0.16% | 0.26* | 0.36* | 0.20* T

0.05 i Lilasl 4lla ¢
cda Adly A tagpal e o @l bl W il ol Jasad e gl o
s BN ey 33 el B e (B 35 0.05 e Lolian) D3 S el
A tagsyal Ayl il A el s W Ll e s Al st il
U b Ly sl e Y e e e Aelall B 585 o din sl il
1 V& (CTCM) _,:.L..ﬁ zasall sleddl

AR i gt Bd { CTCM) LIl 3 0 (Bulog cggall T8 ) ey pud Julall fr3pal 2(2) (S22

—ARRLS "L_.'JJ:’_ OJJJQJU U-ME.“ -\-!A-A-“ AN diel) — A'L_u.ui.'\ﬂ ;:,l‘...iJa.U L,)A-Aﬂ ‘U;AH:(Y ')-




[ S T g

s ke L) il 2 [ 8

Clap 5 € LA aan] 303 A al Jalaly Silaatih S (f (2) UK 0 sy

Rl (48 5 el 13 e L sl by it RESTRR ey 505
o oal e il 3 uasd o coiad) Luolilly (il (B B ) padd (Sl =)
SJJ_QA\G_AJAJL_J|QLJJLJ\_14_LJJJA11J3JH\(_laLx_gi._ﬁLw‘aJ_)éa aadis oy (S
8, 7l ial ofi sslia i ay (JBilly sy e e U ile Ry ) Analil

A Al A s e 2l agd s

(@13 =-0.01,SE=0.123,T i3yl ‘;‘Al—f- ey B0 Y Jales L'}'l C“'"“:‘U

(CTCM £33 v i LS cpbas 3o

: el Auiilid ]
il e & ad AL 3y A sldall Al e sl Y Al pall s
e s ) S e 20 Al Sl Ak il Rosenberg (1965)
aline i o by 1y ATl Ol il e it G S5 A sl haiall
(Pullman & »l—all Jalalla uliy oa oy 5 Lﬁj 3 alall 13 A dalall Al il 3
layogall 3 dle e g oalal 21 ayls el < Alhk 20005 Shevlin et al., 1995)
(Farruggia et al, 2004; Frank et al., 2008; @‘—wl'l < pdall Jole 5 Ln sl
oy Y (Jy 8 Lany Ly 8 el cslall 3,305 Owens, 1993, 1994)
Blanty & & G0 il 2 &2 <1 Tafarodi & Milne (2000) —Delal
Aldman a— G5 D Sy Sl o 3700 50 0 Seldl a=iaall B Osecka (1999)
A L Y Y gl 13s aa s 2By T ptaall B (1998)
e e pullman & Allik (2000) 3—diel O i b i) lESRY
crag f el il et S ey usp A S A s e el QDU (e
Owens (1993) 2ol Laiy ¢t all o <iandll (o llyy Lle 34.8 paslacl Jous i
Ly Lode (19) phrs 3my Lay Lale (18) G st Ala yall (Db o Apai Ao o

:(T \)=—" . \QE;\!,H -QJJM\J u-ll-ﬂh-“ -‘ll-ﬂ“ —AA sad Z._ms.'ﬁ) llll.a-ubjﬂ a.hh‘w:-un ‘u,ld-“



mudlite e uif LA ¢ g sekseng 8 IAN 50085 Gabia 6 ARkl ol il pasd =

A8 5 st Y g e Lol (23) <l i pesds W

il Aely vy A daf el Gkl o2l 5 sy pend A el ce LS

gl y pea s Y el ey i Y e 8 ALl il il daluay A ol
CRIPRE S b W AW B, S APPRUR PV LU W YR - IR LT RPN
M;IH:\_JLLJ O R B BTN G Y. BN JLAIVES gy [P DY A P
e o B A Bl A Sl J e g (CTCU) (ol s S Bls Y
Al el M vl e pllal e At e Ol 3 (CTCM)
1ias ol e bl ol z3y o cplaf o clelall z3ga3 o ALl Jalell 350 6] g
_ (Aluja et al., 2007; Distelano & Molt, 13w 0 cl i e w5

l' 2002; Lindwall et al., 2013; Marsh, 1996; Marsh et al., 2010; Martin-
Alo et al.,, 2007; Tomas & Oliver, 1999; Supple et al, 2013; Urban et
3wl T ER A bl oy il B el aall Aalad Gaudall 138 cal, 2013)

Oyt dilad gk HH DL am Loy 5w a4l 5 me puld ol
- ' ' A a8 il B g Latand elial

o cé el 358 I Ayl Gl ea s (CTCU) i Agrhad Apusilly

e A pall ol 85y oy Al il S o @L):L_.:_;yl Cyeszaial
AU ISR B ST I PR PR 0 M LA - - P USRI T I R Y
(Lindwall et al., 2012; Marsh et al,, +l J—a gl o x s Gdiylaay oy

-2010; Mullen, Gothe & McAnley, 2013)

s Op Sl Y el el ST 73 el qi Lo A jall el L

12ay (RMSEA = 0.06, CFI = 0.92) LSkl 1 i ulie L 3 Adlall o il
(Corwyn, 2000; Distefano & Molt, 2009; Gagne et al., 2005; s il
Aoyl i a5y Hamala, 2008; Marsh, 1996; Tomas & Oliver, 1999)

M oy GBI 23y S e 5l (e 4] Shea i L e bl

=Y 10 Bl Gapdally Guadl el AA 2 = Huaadth 300 4y puacl) Aty alomen( Y Y Jom



sale ) el ae [ 30

(Aluja et al., 2007; Dunbar et al; 2000; Mg;én: 4—|=- gall o el s At gl
.Albo et al., 2007; Wang et al., 2001)

ddlgo — B dafi pall Aeoall J ol o r3lad o A5SH A8yl Jal po g 3ladd Apailly

Jale Laaa ab 3 sl ge 3508 ol 8l 235l ail (CTCM) Ak et 48 k)
A sy gl Jdley et wall A e il Al alo g B fd) by jall Rl
e sl w13 ay ol 3 ailly el 2 3 paill g A JlBa Al il A2yl
«(Boduszek et al., 2013; Marsh et al, 2010; Tomas & Oliver, 1999)
I3 & —daes o1y (Lindwall et al., 2012; Urban et al., 2013) a—e 58 Lin,
(Mullen et al., 2013; lwhyn 83 paaill o3 o AR2e A0 fi 5 e Il g3 gall
zire L 58 B 20y 5 2l z3s o Jdidly . Martin-Albo et al., 2007)
Ol sall LYl ol e 3 dle 352y a0 3 1 Bi-Factor model Jaladl Sl
Hyland, Boduszek, Dhingra, 4— a8 L ald sy d_ul all Jas Ll i alad)
Gb b oo goua o ddd W B (e 323 e Shevlin, & Egan (2014)
Adle G AL oK1y el a3 sl Vg B A Y gl oo Jeley
oy 2 s an iy in Lgd (el el S 1Y G (CTOM rsaty ¢l
STy L ¢ g P g e dde (3l Aalal ol el ;,\J ALY e Jalal
Aol a i b A da sl ATkl 3 s e PR e Jde o 28 Aadal
Jelse - Raudl S Lngl i ab o a el gl Adl s o A pe IS gl Dl el
PRS- I NVLC YT NEF PP IS IR SRS RS E N N PR P
) oy de et 3l el Ball 4 lalall Al p el il y Chy B g Y (O
Ofnl i Wi A Al d 13 oy Al w il a3 Sl iy Ais ge Aelia
a3 bay Ay ga oy ba e day 18 Fie il el JIY e g 505 ol
Ot A €5 4 Kl ALl el il o 3 phall i Qe e (e Al

el ool ol s ¥ oL g A Gk S A gy iy L) B,y oy il VY

(¥ a1 93133 =gl (paalid) il —AA 332 sl b a0 &y Aaal)



=a..nauu@amueu.gst:Exsgubmmumw@uéaaﬂmmsﬁsumé =

.(1:1.))5.0“ TS L}J‘.’l:..n

g Jelsdh 3o CTCU g3t (e Alunis CTCM ket glasl of Lagec s

i L te b 8 CTCU g2 Sl Lol ol ool 23l a (gl g A5 5kl e ol
(PPN u_,. e IS 213 amd 2l A lled gz p 8 CTCM gile <l
O—e AL oyl pdy il Awean o B elps Lan ol 23l pasal are Al
PR P U SN - LSNP S WA PSSO I B (S Y L IR
Aaii s o(Lance, Noble, Scullen, 2002; Tomas & Oliver, 1999) Ldia
L A plaW1 A Gl e AL 5 8 et W kit g Ay ye 58 (CTCU) gilss
" el Aol gl eyl s S Leve CTOM g3l padiud Lo Slai¥) 5234k

Bl Jal g g @l )l 2 g Ladie dulie s CTCU g3l of

Rosenberg (1965) —3 <ha b i ol A ala Y sl Cras Jd

2l a (,c.\_,?_lL&ﬁ,da_,sﬂl Gu_,m S IPVCAN B I R CVRY- L U )

A s e g 3l G AL Gl Ll sl Jilatl] 8 ppaa G Axpdal

ihg el 35 L alﬁu&m@m_ee_\(;us;m Gl sl 35 81
: Al A pall i e A Al sty

(P-N-P—-P-N- N-P ol ddl iy decr 55 clSaulyl
8 o La B pall €3y il Coany 3 Jgb (N 250 P) —P-N-P)
Ayl oSS Al S e Bl 5% dib e AL Sl jidly e
O 1 ey A Bkl el s A sl Aldadl g ilall Lbnd) e o A
Al gl n o ol b G i Js sy ol iy g3 pgall g
KFERRURSVE SR T BRI JRTH S

LW @l il Sl el g 0l a o AdSied) il jall oS
JP I, PR SN JONIE T kN B U R EV P BN PRI [P IS NP

=10 Aty (uadally oudSl alaall AN Sl — Lpuail) o 20 By punal) Ayaimem(Y € )ow



e Bl el ae [ a0

ALl Bl A g Ain o Al e 13 by ey Al Aol 3 4 iy
Adsa € 8 oLl g Al ZELACYY

Ll d e Y ap a3 dn cli N i bl el A aaes 3 Lis il
NUNTRU I ¥ DU W AF- 0 e T3 5 R T B0 QU S RO ST PP i %
0 Al Gy 13 By sl el el el o 2 Al el
e alsSim ina bl Qe ge et il S 35 e 38 pl) < il e

i 8 Jalill JAIL Al pt Al o Lebatas o] can Y 3 daaaY,
LTI 0 ST PRLE NI U5 PVN JER PY. HE PIIPY SIS S S B e S
e sy b B ga A e 1l el o A0 peitdl (e galal) LAY
zir—l 11 85 «CFI = 0.9] ,—3%0 ¢ 3t 3 A —ulic Zllas s RMSEA = 0.054
.AICA_)ﬁ_‘;AﬁybL_;e&ql_)ll&‘ngé‘ﬁdaﬁls

PERPURPH PR BN JPL R LTRSS P ) I PO . U LT (LT L PP
Grmall ad 5 duey 12y Al pdally 3 gl cdayiall A plaY il il Jal se
PR TUUNPERNE JF. PP ST\ Uk RV ST UV B DU R PR I G TH
- GSLASLN DAY Gl palt 23500 Al
St Ay b 83 Aoy el Aol () Jul o Ak pall 0 Gl a5
a1 Gl 30 e g3l ¢l nY Aale Aalald 4oy CABN o Gl Al agl
Ol e oo (Al e ah a0l A byl il o Gl jall 315 Adlaas e (Gisal
Al 3L ap sy e a8l A e dpedinay Saaie Ay pao Oy AdlAe Fpul
il s 4 o3 s oY egpiall s Aaald 50y D el A el s, ) ALlal
SApeelaly wd bl caial g o B3 o o Say bty jar G Rsilady) anlial

Al jall

£(Y 0 o T 1 03855 = gyl g ualS] lall ~AA 330 gl e 288 Ty pacl Al



edling Agdele A L0 ¢ 7 piaept il a8 (el B A3 0N @8 pand =

pom—ry pe |

o Al Abaleall Aadas liplad kil i .(2014) <3l sl 2o (o )

b2
1 -

(_)aul'l )wﬂl?lcgﬁdg:\_)nt_lhnl_pd?_n.wﬂ\u;_ﬂ\

Aidman, E. V. (1998). Analyzing global dimensions of self
esteem: Factorial Structure and reliability of the self — liking

Jself  competence  Scale.  Personality —and  Individual

Differences, 24, 735 - 737.

Aluia, A, Rolland, J., Garcia, L. F., & Rossier, H. I. (2007).
Dimensionality of the Rosenberg self esteem and its
relationships with the three and five factor personality models.
Journal of personality Assessment, 88, 246- 249.

Bagozzi, R. P. (1993). Assessing construct validity in
personality research: Applications to measure of scif esteem.
Journal of Research in personality, 27, 49— 87.

BodusZek, D., Hyland, P., Dhingra, K., & Mallett, J. (2013).
The factor structure and composite Reliability of the
Rosenberg self — esteem scale among “EX — prisons.
Personality and Individual Differences, 55, 877 — 8381.

Brown, T. A. (2006). Confirmatory factor analysis for applied
research. New York, NY: Gu1lf0rd press.

Byme, B. M., & Goffin, R. D. (1993). Modeling MTMM date
from additive and multiplicative covariance structures: An
audit of conmstruct wvalidity concordance. Multivariate
Behavioral Research, 28, 67 — 96.

Chiungjung, H., & Nianbo, D. (2012). Factor structure of the

‘Rosenberg self- esteem scale: a meta-analysis of pattern

matrix. European Jowrnal .of Psychological Assessment, 28,
132-138.

Corwyn, R. F. (2000). The factor structure of global self —
esteem among adolescents and adults. Journal of Research in
Personality, 43, 357- 379.

10- Cote, J. A, & Buckley, R. (1987). Estimating trait, method

and error variance: Generalizing across to construct validation

et Ve Lgr— ngpdally ualdlh ol AA ssell = Gl Cluad ol 4 padd] Ana (Y Yo



studies. Journal of Marketing Research, 24, 315- 318.

11-Cramines, E. G., & Zeller, R . A. (1979). Reliability and
validity assessment. Beverly Hills, CA: Sage.

12- Distefano, C., & Molt, R. W. (2006). Further investigation
method effects associated with negatively worded items on
self report survey. Structures Equation Modeling, 123, 440 —
464.

13- Distefano, C., & Molt, R. W. (2009). Self esteem and method
effects associated with negatively worded items: Investigating
factorial invariance by sex. Structural Equation Modeling, 16,
134- 166.

14- Dunbar, M., Ford, G., Hunt, K., & Der, G. (2000). Question
wording effects in the assessment of the global self esteem.
European Journal of Psychological Assessment, 16, 13-19.

15- Farruggia, S. P., Chen, C., Greenberger, E., Dmitrieva, J., &
Macek, P. (2004) Adolescent self esteem in cross cultural
perspective testing measurement equivalence and a mediation
model. Journal of Cross — Cultural Psychology, 25, 719- 733.

16~ Frank, E., De-Raedt, R., Barbei,.'. C., .& Rossell, Y. (2008).
Psychometric properties of the Dutch Rosenberg self esteem
scale. Psychological Belgica, 48, 25- 35.

17- Gana, K., Alaphilippe, D., & Bailly,‘ N. (2005). Factorial
structure of the French version of the Rosenberg self esteem
scale among the elderly. International Journal of Testing, 5,

171-178.

18-Glodsmith, R. E. (1986). Dimensionality of the Rosenberg
self — esteem scale. Journal of Social Behavior & personality,
1,253-264.

19- Greenberger, E., Chen, C., Dmitrieva, J., & Farruggia, S. P.

(2003). Item wording and the dimensionality of the
Rosenberg self esteem scale; do they matter. Personality and

!(\‘\f)=_\' . “"—L;‘!J:‘ _L:JJJ"&""!'IJ U.u.nﬁll .ﬁ;a.“ —AAN Jaxl a—_h-nﬂ-'\]l Ca\.uﬁJm a..\,)aa-d'l 2—1@.&]‘



m=udiiie Ltale Aad Loa) ¢ g iy 3N 080 (e 3 ARk @ 30 pand =
.,Individual Difference, 25, 1241 1254,

20- Halama, P. (2008). Confirmatory factor analysis of Rosenberg
self esteem scale in a sample of Slovak high school and
university. Studia Psychological, 50, 255- 266.

21-Hensley, W. E., & Roberts, M. K. (1976). Dimensions of
Rosenberg's self esteem scale. Psychological Reports, 38,
/ 583—584.

22-Horan, P. M., Distefano, C., & Molt, R. W. (2003). Wording
effects in self esteem scales: Methodological artifactor
response style? Structural Equation Modeling, 10, 435 — 4535.

23-Hu, L. T, & Bentler, P. M. (1999). Cutoff criteria of fit
indexes in covariance structures analysis: Conventional
criteria  versus new  alternatives.  Structural  Equation
modeling, 6, 155,

24- Hyland, P., Boduszek, D., Dhingra, K., Shevlin, M., & Egan,

A. (2014). A bi-factor approach to modeling the
Rosenberg self esteem. Personality and Individual Difference,
66, 188-192. '

25-Kenny, D. A, & Kasdy, D. A. ( i992). Analysis of thia
multitrait — multi- method matrix by confirmatory factor
analysis. Psychological Bulletin, 112, 165 — 172. =

20~ Lance, C. E., Nobele, C. L., Scullen, S. E. (2002). A critique
of the correlated trait~- correlated uniquness models for
multitrait-multi-method data. Psychological Methods, 7, 228-
244. -

27-Lindwall, M., Barkoukis, V. Grano, C. Lucida, F,
Raudsepp, L., Liukkonen, J., & Thogersem, N. C. (2012).
Method effects: The problem with negatively versus
positively keyed items. Journal of Personality Assessment,
49, 199 - 204.

28-Marsh, H. W. (1996). Positive and negative global self —
esteem: A substantively meaningful distinction or art:

et V0 Aty g pdal g el Maadl AA 33l — oA clud aB 4 sl i.h..n.ﬂg("!\)z



R R L E--@_lf;‘,"-”— ha S

factors? Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 70,
810- 819. .

Rl S Rt

29- Marsh, H. W., & Grayson, D. (1995). Latent variable models
of multitrait — multi method data. In R. H. Hoyle (Ed)
Structural Equation Modeling (pp. 177-198). Thousand Oaks,
CA: Sage

30-Marsh, H. W, Scales, L. F, & Nagengast, B. (2010).
Longitudinal test of competing factor structures for the
Rosenberg self esteem scale; Traits, ephemeral artifacts, and

stable response slyer. Psychological Assessment, 22, 366 —
381.

31- Martin-Albo, J., Nunez, J. L., Navarro, I. G, & Grijalvo, F.
(2007). The Rosenberg self esteem scale: Translation and
validation in university students. The Spanish Journal of
Psychology, 10, 458— 467.

32-Mullen, S. P, Gothe, N. P, & McAuley, E. (2013).
_ Evalvation of the factor Structure of the Rosenberg self-
- esteem scale in older Adults. Personality and Individual

Differences, 54, 153-157.

33- Muthen, L. K., & Muthen, B. O.*(1998— 2012). Mplus wuser's
guide (7" Ed). los Anglese CA: Author. =,

34- Osecka, L., & Blanty, M. (1997) & .Structure  validity of
Rosenberg self esteem scale. Psychologies, 41, 481- 486,

35- Owens, T. J. (1993). Accentuating the positive and the
negative: Rethinking the use of self esteem, self preciation,
and self confidence. Social Psychology Quarterly, 56, 598 —
609.

36-Owens, J. J. (1994). Two dimensions of self esteem;
Reciprocal effects of positive self worth and negative self

esteem on adolescent problems. American Sociological
Review, 59, 391 407.

37- Podsakoff, P. M., Mackenzie, S. B., Lee, J. Y., & podsakoff,

WAL) S PR TLE PFELTPES FRSWIEU RS PRI P RS BE S-S  LRX)



mhdliie Zabale L JUEAY ¢ s )) SN a8 galBa A A5, )b @6 pasd =
AN. P. (2003). Common method biases in behavioral research:

"A critical rteview of literature and recommended remdies.
Journal of Applied Psychology, 88, 879 —903.

38- Pullman, H., & Allik, J. (2000). The Rosenberg sclf estcem
scale: its Dimensionality, stability, and personality correlates
in Estonian. Personality and Individual Differences, 28, 701-
T15.

39- Quilty, L. C., Oakman, J. M., & Risko, E. (2006). Correlates
of the Rosenberg self esteem scale method effects. Structural
Equation Modeling, 13, 99-117.

40- Rosenberg, M. (1965). Socity and adolescents self image.
Princeton, NJ: Prinction University.

41-Schmitt, D. F, & Alik, J. (2005). Simultancous
administration of the Rosenberg self — esteem scale in 35
nations: Exploring the universal and Culture specific features
of global self esteem. Jowrnal of Personality and Social
Psychology, 8, 623 — 642,

42- Shevlin, M. E., Bunting, B. P., & Lewis, A. C. (1995).
Confirmatory Factor analysis of the Rosenberg self esteem
scale. Psychological Reports, 76, 707- 710.

43- Shicigo, J. B., Bandeira, D. R, & Dellaglio, D. D. (2010).
Rosenberg self esteem scale (RSS): Factorial validity and
internal consistency. Pisco- USFI Impr, 15, 395- 403.

44- Supple, A., & Plunkett, S. W. (2010). Dimensionality and
validity of the Rosenberg self esteem scale for use with

Latino adolescents. Hispanic Journal of Behavioral Sciences,
33, 39- 53.

45- Supple, A. J., Su, J, Plunkett, S. W., Peterson, G. W., &
Bush, K. R. (2013). Factor structure of the Rosenberg self
esteem. Journal of Cross - Culture Psychology, 44, 748 —
764,

46-Tafurodi, R. W., & Milne, A. B. (2002). Decomposing global

Y0 Aalg — g gdaliy pealdd daal) AA dant) —~ Aol el jall A paal) :L\Mﬂ=(\"o)=



e T R A e T

ele wul pealill 3o [ 30
self esteem. Journal of Personality, 70, 443 — 483.

A7-Tafurodi, R. W., & Swann, W. B., Jr. (1995). Self liking and
self competence as dimensions of global self esteem: Initial
validation of a measure. Journal of Personality Assessment,
65,322-342.

48- Tinakon, W., & Nahathai, W. (2012). A comparison of -
Reliability and construct validity between the original and
revised versions of the Rosenberg self esteem scale.
Psychiatry Investing, 9, 54-58.

49- Tomas, J. M., & Olives, A. (1999). Rosenberg's self esteem
scale: Two factors or method effects. Structural Equation
Modeling, 6, 84 —98.

50~ Urban, R., Szigeti, R., Kokoneyei, G., & Demertovics, Z.
(2013). Global self estcem and method effects: Competing
factor structures, longitudinal invariance, and response styles
in adolescents. Behavior Research Methods, 45.

51- Wang, J., Siegal, H. A., Falck, R. S., & Carlson, R. G. (2001). '
Factorial structure of Rosenberg self -esteem among crack
cocaine drug users. Structural Equation Modeling, 8, 275-
286. :

52- Wu, C. H. (2008). An examination of wording effect in the
Rosenberg self esteem scale among culturally Chinese people.
The Journal of Social Psychology, 148, 535-551.

o7 )= F o Vol g~ goadal) p (adSY Ala ol —AA Sl LAt chod ol Ay peaal) Tiaal



i dslals A sy - Fotug A caltt as w\.-ﬁ.agﬁai.\__;hll @l sl =

An ex's'lmination of method effects in the Rosenberg self esteem Scale:
Testing competing factor structures

Prof. Dr. Abdel Nasser El-Sayed Amer
Faculty of Education, Suez Canal University

Abstract:

Self esteem measured by the Rosenberg self esteem scale
" widely used measure for assessing self esteem in psychological
studies, but its factor structure is debated. The study aimed to
examine method effects in this scale through comparing a comporting
factor models using confirmatory factor analysis. The sample
included 538 student emrolled in the secondary stage (2012- 2013),
Apge (Mean = 15.78, SD = 0.66). Data was analyzed bly Mplus 7
program for Muthen & Muthen (1998- 201.2). The Results reyea‘led
that existence of a global self esteem factor underlying indeed to
achieve a good model fit, especially for model with two latent method
factor and model with correlated Residual for positive item and

negative items.
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