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Abstract
Despite the Rosenberg Self-Esteem Scale (RSES) is a widely

used measure since a long period, disagreement remains regarding its
factor structure.Therefore, the present study aimedto examine the
factor structureof the (RSES) in Algeria and the measurement
invariance of the English and Arabic versions of (RSES)using two
groups.One from Algeria (n=403), mean age 22.33 and the second
from the USA (n=376), mean age 20.42. Three alternative factor
models were tested .Fit indices indicated that the two-factor model
(positive and negative self-esteem) has a better fit for the data than the
two other models (one-factor and Bifactor models). This model can be
considered factorially invariant and has a partial weak invariance
between the two groups. Thus, we conclude that the English and
Arabic versions of (RSES) do not exhibit measurement invariance.
Keywords: Self-Esteem — Measurement Invariance — Multiple
Group ConfirmatoryFactor Analysis

214



Ledie -1

(o ¥l il e 3 Lral s o Gl o) ST e Sl i e

BV ey 1y i 1) ol (3 ol el ey Lo e ol Yols STV,
VY g Bndllly ) ezl Jo 1087 80 & dpast)) n pineS” WalosST) o)
o 058" Rosenberg, (1965) o o e ol Ky L) ae gy
A NORCHRU RN W PSP (SRS PP E VS RCIRU PV STt O

Py dedl)

Rosenberg «ll ,uad Gejs, sbis em Marsh, (1996) >

e @ Llsaad sl (Rosenberg, 1965) Self Esteem Scale
Ll anlys 8 ol e addl U] s F e dd) e sl V2
Ay 53 3 gby w) 28 ) Lal as 5 ¢ Schmitt and Allik, (2005)
G il w22 L LB 1 Y JUd B i) sl ) plisnn N s s 2 L
Wl DI s S e aiis OY ol T e al) s e eledl £ 33
(Gana, Alaphilippe, and Bailly, |u cesll 2n 4l Jos L ls,
e Of caw =Y olul,dl e il SO 2005; Shevlin et .al., 1995,
L2 iVl y dnled) > sld oelS Gndale 5oy e i e Jal sl Yl sdaze oLl
S el s ol 13 6l 153 e~ Carmines and Zeller, (1979
s Sl ) Olad pw L Legd M) i il o gdas Olucky OlaasS™ £V
A ey Ang and Leong, (2006) Wl =T aul)s @y e b o iie oo
Aaled) 352l e s s ) S s Loy (IS pelS lels 3y
SN L il il LS i sl e aim gl Qg ol s,
248 Ll Ol 538y 208 2l sl Ly e o) s O ) saell
zised) M Ailas e aSTT Fy i)l gl e Skl L L ol
Boduszek, Shevlin, Mallet, Hyland, and O’Kane, a.1,s 3 elis
o et e JLA DYWL S el Gl Sl s 0T e (2012

215



Boduszek, Hyland, Dhingra and Mallet, =Y au1,5 35 .06 sl
teeS sk lgY) Ol L O e 2T B 23 aSTE £ (2013
Ll o gl e B8 ez dis 2SEYL

B ol pkelad) OF 2310 5 Gl 3, ,STA0) bl ) ol s ol a0
oS5 L uSs Loy s Olgae me Laghbli)¥ el il pin Ol
.Carmines and Zeller, (1979

= Huang and Dong, (2012) s -5 Meta-Analysis a.l,> 2,
G Al 2l OF g g 15 3 32491 e iz 20 80 e o) 2l 5 23
i) B ) L) sl Oty alS Cplale e 0SS I a elidall Ll ¢
N P T W g PC g TN | PN WS g S [ PR PRRCHRT U O
ol 2l oS ploxal awy 4 a1 Y] el 2l e ) S O i WS e
e Je Dhingra, (2013) b cus aul s dlsy . comald! allall die il 104
il ot wif ) ST Cabalay 23 sadl s ST il ) el 21 s
NI W

o DM e § ey ke OF STl sdadl Slah,ll sds e 02 L

WL sl e g GelS Glile sge g S5 sle¥l saase o andl ool
o Oy Cnais el daladl i O 13) L 2T s Sl OF Y i 5b
Ao gy Al 3 gl Al Bl pldial oy W)l BT ) Oles o Ciladie
Sl 23 ailes e LY Sll s o) ) # U (Bagozzi, 1993
O Db ksl S B g ale 08 il e 0 S (Bifactor) Ll
hed) D iy Y I il Ly s et Gilale g (LAl 5 g IS
25 e el s sl Sl e Alites 055 ) sl G Sl Y i OV 8
WY L Lo o) e ) 0L s o) i ol 50 5 gy e 0280 a g pldl o1
Syl ow D padl bl 2T BLa) jhany Gl SW i gy B ke B oS
S ) el Y Bl 2tall) sedl e S il el U ey

216



ot s Wb dbles e Jo Sl e aall cdiST L pmed ST plele
.2010yCorwyn, 2000; Marsh, Scalas, and Nagengast, i

Joll S5 255000 s Reise, Morizot, and Hays, (2007)
4&“4) c(\&s\ Q.ALQ\ JA\&U ey WP el U,‘:‘*‘&J\ Crndala) of Le) 4 s U [
ot O el el el OF o Lam ) 3T s s o ) @l sl
S Jaladl ol 2358ty 5 sl Wi sl st il QWL orhaiin
RS- CE N

A ot £ ey, il Bl 2l e aaSTL e U plenst ) BLSYL
sl Finch, 2014y 4,2 0 il 0 L) gay 2l 18 Y 2T ¢ g5 Slia
o a2 Ole o 28 ) ey LoV p 53 ST el il Sl g3Vl AL
G QWb o5 adey LA dlde e ST LA 0l el O o) e
e gl ol sl (i) o L) i) e e o UL LN
el SIS oLl ety s 2T ) Rl Rl e ke 35 OF ST L3 )
O™ 130y € ool o SN s e (R Al 5 2hoVl) el o 8 al o) LS
G asdl am Sla ey Sommad) 3 o) i oF sl ey GaE )l iy oMU
LaS™ S5 Loy Lo 1y S LAl Ll o 5 ) 88U 3 s 8 055 0T Jast) o
N, 25, QW ol ) on DM il 3 B o) w5 Y o e
et oy S D R A G A bl e o gl sl Y
2017

2§ sy Al A oL el sl )l ol e dad) s
oty iy o) iy M a5 ek ALl OF e W) slee) 1Y Ly o1
olesastl 3y UL ALl B LWLy el Ole gadtl oy oAl i
Tomas et al., ) ohal) ssadly bl oo b il Ol Lol & L g
Wl cw s (Corwyn, 2000y bl LS5 crnial U ol oy (2015
.Mimura and Griftiths, 2007y il 4 1Y)y LU asend) o

217



Brown, 2015; Van de Vijver, wsla>yl G LIl o paa)l do g
Aal) el Lold) eV L e AL OU LY Lzl S ) 2015
Jood m a2 a5l sl i dadly (2016 ¢ 57 2016 (2 STy dlas
(Cheung and Rensvold, 2002; olegpdl suadl Sl Lol
e 3 AL ol LY W ¢ 8 s ) Milfont and Fischer, 2010,
Ll dladlh B Ll e gay il eSS

A A aS Y sl SV e Al ¢ ol paid Byleg s s Of L

¢ bl s Je WAl dBie e e J3Ldl ) Uses Mg W) ) e 5
sty AT G 2l ks S A ey snll e o 3l a1
e eSO ) anl )l sde Cugre Gl el oy 38 SNt dx g s
4S5 Jaladl Jelodll plisinaly & S50 Al @ oM i By, LAl 2L
Confirmatory Bifactor Modeling was 4l Ll asta axdad
alszaly g el Bseedly bdedd Lo 4 ) Bl LA ol Ll SIS,
M plisz) &S e il slasY ey ole gastl saadl (Sl Julall >l
AV sl LYy A 3 il e wlel iy B 5 A a3 WLl
QUL o) op WS Sl sy pde e LSy il UGl s Y

Al s el e o sl A b LY ey o 20SG)

Tl llf lel o) =2
Ol latly Ol i Gy, ek dbeldl e asSl 0,87 el 1-2
A 25 403 e 0S5 LY aesedl Y1 e e pemk, B! ¢
B bl B 1) 0semy (Y035) ay 53 141, Y065y w1 262
G1EY) 22.33 o da e fly Bl) Bl g 8l sl g 2 30 sl 8
o OS5 B e sl Wl LUl O b e i ¢ Ul sds (3,191 =6 el
iy S5 1345 %0644y asy 51242 3 a0 sasall LY 0 52 376
do Jsadl ¢ (2536 = lali G121 20,42 L L e i (%035.6)

218



ULy 2014 e il e 5 sSOV) o) e UM 0 G6 el 0 UL
http://personality-testing.info/_rawdata : Lt x3 41 (3 53 4 5
Sy sz o6 gl al) e ) B plisizad & tobl) w3l 2-2
Sl )l e o S S o ssn 8 ke e Wil 0S5 (1993 pasey e
B go 8ELo I3 5 gl oda e i (B 3ol V) 4 UL iy @lgly 1 e
S 2yl s Wl Bl old aad) ity (10 7 4 3y sl sy
e b as ) oyl e 405 10 p oyl G 2412 (9 B 6
I B e i e Dl s

1aila Yl el 3-2

(SAS ) el ol 38 b pasinal ¢ abiall aleall 2l e Sl plaU
ial s le sadl sdtarll (oSl ool L) 3 b plasiza) ¢ il ol lesY
U 5, o Lo bhad ol oL OF e WSy 7.4 lusy) (Mplus) zb
Weighted Least a8 €yl o rall ol bl aib el el o6
Sl =l LY Gudi Square Mean and Variance (WLSMYV)
ST peset Gn il L) O Ll sl sa ole sed suadll (i ST )
ANLETCePts » ) 4y iy ¢ ol sall wlantd oo IS 8IS Lo oLl Ol (s 5k
ey cade sl e sas (S (6 a3 350 ey g8 el s el Y L B Sl
A5 Bl OB LY bl 23508 oz Ao ez S 32BN od o L)
S el ) Jam 035 ey conial) ol e () fas ol e s el 1
sda Je T e (Brown, 2015y pjlall oldl jlesl U] Jiss & oo,
(2015 (a5 sty @il gl

s bk e ez U 8 o) 23l e s et el U BB Rl (3
S Jpabt Jol e SISy G R 3 i) 2l i e )
Sl ailadl 2O OOl il ade dezin (o1 wu‘y\ @ 7550
IS ale gt oy oS ile 0 050 a1 ) 0 sed) L AL ol o s
Oy 3, S sl s e

219



1050 || 95l || 8 || 7 || 65 || Sub || 450 || 35 | 250 || 1.5

Ja¥l (sl 23 4al (01 o3, JSCad

3l ade S d\f-‘}ﬂ O a& (pelS Cndale s uj, L;LJ\ < L) CJ),Q.J\
bl 3l ade i I ol sy (1007 4 3Ty sl g aaley)

(02) VJJ J,(,;J\ JJG-:\ (9 86 5 42) 3 gdl s

9 all

NN

10 sl

gl gl 30 1(02) o3, S

P bl e 05 (Bifactory bl U5 23458 a I (s Jadl 25 el

Gy gBYl Ol il L2 Gaed GoalS Glale y (LAl Dsn IS ade mt ple
SMIS” ade s @ ghd M) iy 2 25l 22 sl b ade mis
A & el W ¥ (03) 3, ISad ol 25 padl add bl s ) ok
E ISy (bl S s o BV A i Lo e pd 0 ) ) i
T3 e ol ey e L i) e 8 U S Gl qalSY) el s
250 A dad) 35 b plisal @ Ol SLal LT e Bl Sy et o sk
M= G b o »y Confirmatory Bifactor Modeling zus s Jala

220



Reise, Moore., and = kif) 2 )l ods Jo T ¢ IS L suS ) Lol

.(Haviland, 2010

9 ~ull 8l || 6

anll (| 5 anll || 2030 || 100 (|7 sadl || 40wl || 3 and || 1 and

I (gl 3 gl 103y (3, JSCa

e Sl b Je dasme Bl & B 2L e 2360 bl LY

055 0f el Gl X w0 BT s datmir o (358 IS0 L 000 5 sl
G B 23 ah, () oo B i) et o 5T o S0 dbila] s e
O il ey amms o 1S ez Y ke 58 e o izl die e s
4 0.00 o ot RMSEA 01 3Y1 las ol o Jaws il o A1 340 6 2V
Ll @ sie alls Je Jus 0.08 1) 0.05 iy it dlas Jo Jus 0.05
Browne and Cudeck, ) w. aal. Je Ju 0.10 4 0.08 .. ..
TLI e d- 56 jasey CFL oGl aalll a5 Jo dzmi $UiS7, (1993
Hu and ) sum 52 0.95 o0 58T ol calpie 0 0.95 1) 0.90 e
WRMR 5,540 3ol ol e s o 230 =T, (Bentler, 1999

A ol e 055 0of Yu, (2002) ~ 22

G';j.c' pS s obrall dy el Zu,j':lﬂ..}“ I WL R o1 | RCH g S g RPN
Sy B G pemed) Bl o BT 23 Ll G e ol

221



Jolsall sae i sy o S Lol O L) an Sles S 8 ki
e T S RO T A JUTSECINEE PR ST R PR ALY
TIPSRV VSO VRS SN [ OV | T g W = il ssbdl U i ddles
Dl e deam L O by ol ol Lo e die B slaze 0S5 OF e el
Eisd e B ad oy G ey (AXPY i) 3 sl P Re ty
Wl of e Ju Wlax] s @S 3] sl sladl 2348y LYkt
G O A pasns SISy ol pedl e ol A oy Bt
(Cheung 0.01 .o B3 3,8 . i ol i (ACFLy 0 5l azlal) a5
Llascnl 71 el e (Little, 1997y 0.05 ,f and Rensvold, 2002)
Sl gy WSkl ) i Ailas e g3 pedl bl 3L ) ol sl
Lzwl )3 (35 Intercepts sl Gl daki ol 2o Aol 0 S 858! o)l U
¢ (WLSMV) 23 b slaseat ¢ oY Thresholds  wlad ol aus o
wilas ¢ g Z3gedl 2y on 43 ABUas o ol d Hla s 55 F ¢ )
Bl B wlals ol ey i pylall WLl ol jlastl a g dnl N8 gkl (U] fa
Sl e AB e J e doll S6pl 8 ol pisadl el
S G s O ot A ol 35 e (Sl S A ol ey
» &l 01,574, Milfont and Fischer, 2010y of & (53 s 58 L3
2y Sy 3 g b1) pslall L U ey eV G ped) S gy B
Byrne, ws &ud sl S A oW el ald L& i)l WL ol
an aymy OF ol Je asi e (Shavelson, and Muthén, (1989
Y QUL y oo el o 8, IS e s Y L ol e s Y gl
3 5l 8825, g 1Y) 138 L1 0] e el G o A S Dl ] 535
phe o B ak Ll gz ) eS8y el e Les o oinas Iy s b )

LAY

222



Zudl -3

SV 3018 s 5 e LV 2o pemeld M 4B Sl 3 o 20 s
S Y r B A pamol) A B Sl 3 b gt i ST (3.597 =5 LAl
(0.992 = LAl Ll 21 24.84

A2y al) el e Sl ol Lldl s o il 1 ) 3l jlesf 1-3
(1 o35 dpad

Aty J oY Ca el e goild Zallall s 1550 :(01) (3, J g

3V 3 A1 e gaomall
RMSEA X?

WRMR TLI CFI C.190% wal | p-value df Lol

1.532 0.766 | 0.818 | 0.128-0.099 | 0.113 | 0.0000 35 2163 | Tacsdtl | 35
Js0

1.044 0.981 | 0.985 | 0.114-0.084 | 0.099 | 0.0000 35 163.5 | 2.2

0.878 0.950 | 0.962 | 0.070-0.036 | 0.053 0.0002 34 71.9 1 ae usbl g3
QL"J\

0.746 0.991 | 0.993 | 0.085-0.052 | 0.068 | 0.0000 34 | 93.95 | 2uc,

0.500 0.994 | 0.997 | 0.045-0.000 | 0.018 0.2951 25 28.28 | 1 ac,ul g3
&)

0.521 0.994 | 0.996 | 0.077-0.037 | 0.057 | 0.0004 25 | 55.31 | 2ae,s

AV 5 e P-value i 4 ol s df e 87 e X2 il
@@l gy CI (oY) lax Sl o o gl 2 )4k RMSEA
a8 WRMR (- S6 s 50y TLI .(O)L;i! alkll s 50y CFI
@il o ol g
OV aills et mion ¥ ISV ol 2350t 0L (01 (3, Jyadt e oS
Iy ) o) e el Wl L sl Gl 2l Al e ) 5 g0 o8 T
S oSN Jeasl W Bl il ey s semell dlas et Olasen
g Jo bbbt ¥ @) gk 235 il sl Brown, (2015

223




Ol ) 335 jamdy pL) ot b el e e Lew WY il e
DLVl k) o e el Sleeds dolty (bl Slld) e ol )
e ISy S sl e i Sab sl OF e Jus ) Al ) VA
S amsy (Heywood casesy spr oV 5y e o a2
Moy o358 S alam Yl eioy wlantd) o3 (258 ot b b o) ol 550

(035 02) 3, g ae Lo

AWy J W ool e el 2 plald Juled) il o8 :(02) o3 J gutor

AW (s ad 3 adl oY1 sl 3 50
2 104041 1 2,041 PETINEY JRETIEY
a Lol a EW | a EW | a Lol
0.000 | 0.867 | 0.000 | 0.562 | 0.000 | 0.851 | 0.000 | 0.442 | 1 .
0.000 | 0.799 | 0.000 | 0.524 | 0.000 | 0.782 | 0.000 | 0.383 | 3 .
0.000 | 0.659 | 0.000 | 0.536 | 0.000 | 0.646 | 0.000 | 0.424 | 4. 2:
0.000 | 0.869 | 0.000 | 0.441 | 0.000 | 0.850 | 0.000 | 0.341 | 7 st 4
0.000 | 0.914 | 0.000 | 0.665 | 0.000 | 0.897 | 0.000 | 0.497 | 10
0.000 | 0.900 | 0.000 | 0.713 | 0.000 | 0.883 | 0.000 | 0.682 | 2 4.
0.000 | 0.797 | 0.000 | 0.213 | 0.000 | 0.782 | 0.002 | 0.170 | 5 .
0.000 | 0.863 | 0.000 | 0.808 | 0.000 | 0.849 | 0.000 | 0.752 | 6 . ;‘j‘
0.000 | 0.643 | 0.000 | 0.141 | 0.000 | 0.629 | 0.066 | 0.109 | 8 . B
0.000 | 0.874 | 0.000 | 0.747 | 0.000 | 0.851 | 0.000 | 0.714 | 9w

224




I (gl 5 pail) ALkl Jolall Slanid o5 2(03) 03, J gt

I (g Jal 3 g
2 15408 1 26404
o ) o e o o o A RORO)
g3
0.000 | 0.881 | 0.021 | -0.216 | 0.000 | 0.580 | 0.788 | 0.025 | 1.y
0.000 | 0.787 | 0.001 | 0.299 | 0.008 | 0.266 | 0.783 | 2.450 | 3w
0.000 | 0.654 | 0.065 | 0.134 | 0.000 | 0.487 | 0.789 | 0.101 | 4wy 3
0.000 | 0.861 | 0.001 | 0.227 | 0.000 | 0.096 | 0.790 | 0.090 | 7w 2"
0.000 | 0912 | 0.888 | -0.007 | 0.000 | 0.628 | 0.787 | 0.083 | 10u)
0.000 | 0.813 | 0.000 | 0.410 | 0.000 | 0.429 | 0.000 | 0.559 | 2wy
0.000 | 0.759 | 0.000 | 0.194 | 0.434 | -0.053 | 0.000 | 0.368 | 5.y
0.000 | 0.767 | 0.000 | 0.455 | 0.000 | 0.455 | 0.000 | 0.664 | 6 . 3
0.000 | 0.581 | 0.000 | 0.294 | 0.420 | -0.057 | 0.000 | 0.268 | 8.y g
0.000 | 0.816 | 0.000 | 0269 | 0.000 | 0.438 | 0.000 | 0.598 | 9wy

Vs ol o OF gl g ol #5500l o (02) o3, Jpad) n Lo

0.141 o adly 0.213 et ad) i 2ad OF 8 o pomall Wilan)
Brown, ) awgll olezdl o) 0.30 © gl e o 35Ty 2das 531 a0 sl
hedl S Y1 ae sadt) lanis o8 0F (03) 3, J bt 3 LS5y (2015
Jﬁwdmc)BBM\@aonMJﬁﬁa}u Sy gy Wlas| dls & cils
Lee o)y b 8 s 37 alall Il i s g an )T olegas WEL2.450 L,y
55 il 0.30 0 B S ) as sedl olais oS o @ Wlas| Wl

225




OF oo o ) e il i Wl @15 8 L 0y c hodly glaY) o) i)
w3 et O e Lal ol G g bl sl Bl 2l e )5
azd; Al @op b ey sl Mad 3 W sy gl e semad) ol Slats
O i3 o 3 ) e el Allas et aaf (o)l ) (o Bl 3 padl Bla-Y

(ol Slants 08 ol Llondl w5 3 s 5y pke y A ke Bilas

o gomal) 2558 LadlS G (g ol 23 gl el de 1l ol et 2-3
ool Ll Sl el plall ool 235087 ade dazmin 255 4Y1y & 5 54

RMSEA | ACFI | CFI a Adf| AX2 | df X2 T3

0.058 - 0.992 - - - 68 | 155.914 ol

Lol

0.084 | 0.011 | 0.981 ] 0.000 | 8 |86.413| 76 | 285.558 | L

eI A i A Sl s df.@,» 1y JL.:s-lXZ 132>
(P A3Y Lo Slas o o il o 1,4 RMSEA (0l 22l s 30y CFL

A o Y albll e i ge o3 0L (04 35 Jaadt e LS

OF o Ju Miag o go LI (3 e sast) UL 23 gl Bl e e 05 Lol
A S i e el 3 (@S a2 o S ke A
Bl o 58 gast) e OS5 e (ol Ol ST G Y 6t Lol 2
Ak sl sie b b bas ) el Bl sae i oy eldal) 2Ll
G () G OB Sl G Jlotl W ma O e s ) Vs
A ks o gl el 2350l OF o s il e i g0 0L LS LS
s 05wy O G5 O o ciglee 050 0L e semall ol lais

226




S ole ALl sz Y e om e L odbll sl (3 0l ACFI o1l
bl se B el L_;};,\ A ol et A e G0 e el G W) Cania])
KLUAU s g gli QJT CS‘“ J.u—\

2 pyke SR Gl G ol LY g il ol el 3-3
O S TP e V2 RSCTR - PO U F1VS RPN CINE R P g PR AW (RO JE SN
Sl ey NSE BY 15 say a3 ST &l ol o ppiie Jiad
o ST gy s psiie U Llas] W (58.334) was Luasy AXC
Llas] A o8 AX? a3 ¢ »0 5,, NSE BY I8 ;a5 Lusd ol 53
Wlas) s <ils AX? aas Laf L PSE BY Tpay =T sy s i
26 AKX a0 Lo Wad ) ) w108 PSE BY 17 ol s o 5 s U
Aoy il Gkl LA O 53 W6 WLy 3 ke 1S 6 W) 0 OF LT Gl
Ol ey oV ) Jlel 3 jereine AU (7 4 8 5y sl wleis 4 2
s g O o bl o bas (109 (6 3 (2 1y sl cd g WLl
szl Wade b SIS Al e i o8 OF WaY Ll ol s e
(s ol i | QWL el pnd e s 1 o of L (ACEL

(05) 3, J st a b Miag

RMSEA | ACFI | CH a Adf AX? df X2 z3sdl

0.058 - 0.992 - - - 68 | 155.914 Lol ol

0.056 0.000 | 0.992 | 0.172 4 6.375 72 1 159332 | s ol

0.096 | 0.021 | 0.971 | 0.000 | 16 | 273.952 | 88 | 406.331 | 54 <l
A

227



G ol ssaae ol L) - W Joles plisszal sl ¢ wdl roldl Jales 4-3
Raykov, j azis ff oldl Jolas aad voeian W] addl ol i o o & 15
Gk o8 SN ol dbaly ol el Olest asiie (1997, 1998
) Al
(Z4)’
(Z4)" +(Ze)

CR

Ll wlls €5 .2kl bl olats o Ay ol Sl o ol 0 P

(Diamantopoulos y alsie a5 0.60 o ST S0 ol Jolas o5 5 LA
S Wl el 25 el 2 all Lol Slapts pussecn .and Siguaw, 2000
ol LS U il Jo Uhad aily o Y1 Z3lal e 348 Ll Ol

(06) o3, Jsak
8 gaomall 2SN L) eMlan 1(06) (3,5 J g
2 10,4 1 2,044
GV sl LYy [ (15
0.954 0.810 Al L) ol
0.914 0.681 Y DA e Sl Jales
0.911 0.681 el A i Sl e

o ST o semall Sl SVulas o3 e 0L (06) o3, Jgad) e LS

o s s u}.& L) g9 (Lgo g JL:.E,U o o ol Lﬁl‘; J.:JJ \.:Lh) cz\.sjil\ dog)

ST S Y B Ao o) Sl OBelas o3 0L LS LS Ll sl
il

228



T35 bl & 230 B bl e il S U B Aul )l oda 3
25l Legde 125 alS Crlalms 25585 (AL 35 o aide i Ay ST il
SO Gl (gl 235l OF e el ol ol S 23585 i b1y 2l
oo el o g ) el 0T L ey & A i) 3 bl oL diles e
(Ang and Leong, 2006; Boduszek et al.,, 2012; i,
Boduszek, Hyland, Dhingra and Mallet, 2013; Dhingra,
248 pn ol OF Lde &l g b Vs, 120135 Huang and Dong, 2012,
2B e s e sl e G By ke ek ST S
Slalll (3 ik o e Ol OF LS pdd) ol Al sy a1 ol
B B s Juy s 3 S0 elae) LAl gl e s e WLy ok g1 A
W g I Y1 s A s 2 B ol LY de ) B
(0.213) 5 sl Bl lais OF p ol ldl 5 4 s 8 Ghdl M) i
ol S Ll Ol ¥ ) OF e iy & akas i (0141 8 i
Moay b ol o ol (3 L) Jaes O bl S B sy ale Olani
Syt Gl L dole I sl ) B Al oSS e g o pdiy b
ek

Lol Ll O pg e e gedl Gy ) Ol L) ol & il LS

8 b opesadt 0L Milfont and Fischer, (2010) o om0,
R e BB e s L) e sl s S pae L oo i S
Ll (it o b el 8 el Ol 18 208 ) Bl 550 il (S8 Yy oIl
o5 o Y ale s OV g (3 sl Bl b LW QUL A a8
Bilas s g 8 el Cimidl) WL o @5 (SO oM il Bad) Sl s
2ol gl b (I ol el F G el Sl Ay 25 gl
S ol g Wby (7 A48 By WU s oless e dilas s e
S Gt 0L o (1009 63 2 Ty ) aaal) 5 l) Camall 5540

229



S Jalgall g 3 gl BN 88 0N AR )l ek o sl sda e e el 3
Ll ol Ll Sl e s s ian (s ol 1 35 e sadt) i g 2
By e Ju L o semad) 0.60 0 ST LS S LS50 ol bl &l

ol ot e 88 ad e s Yy aal 5 i Ly LAl ol s Bl

il 3 bV sdae o Blejs ) S LuE slde OF aszzes OF LS L

e ¥ 6l o gl oMl OF b L) O oals” creles 3 50l OY & 51 )

Ol s o 1l a5 ae x Mg Aoy RV o) Gy AL ol

o5 dileadl Lasay 1ia SOaSK Y sasmdl) LY Iy A 3 s ol

BB St gy o gl il ) 305 Gl L S 35 pde e

AN WY and y ozl sdand Y QUL y (ol i) pal 3 o) O Rk
AAEEgA

ol e o Al ) 0dd 330 DUE ol a3 g5 88 Ll dl s S

Sl plield alald) 2l e SO e @ ol Y1 de il y &0 5 2l ) T g
Jal oo sy am ol Sl s Ll U 25l L L ddlns 23U 830
e Bk d ally B 2Y) il LA OU et L & o) (ETIC) s
Ll b oy ol anlal o oo B ) o hdl LY plasaa) 2380
Ball oz 5 3y ol cdah Gmeld) BRI e die sl ga Ayl 5 as o
e al ) odis Bale] i S ASG W1y 3 1 e saml] ailath) BIST pud)
S s LU e e il pde GBS ) BLoYL, Sl STy ST ol

i cpdas OO el O L g 5 Ak o ke e 81y L)

Al sda 3 Ll o sl ¢ pld) ol 22T UL sl g Y1

ods 2N saxie pa WU i Gy ke L Akl el Aol y ciadl gl
Ji Bty 28T B s e Yoy ey IS e b s plbsie) ULy e (sl
Bl A Gy LA Ol g ade SISy colal iy Sl 3 el s
Ul Jae 251800 pde LWLy cutd) op B3 Ut sy e e ) A

230



sda ils OB U LA sl LY oy et o Ot 350 s
e e d al abs e S s s OF (S Yy WS 5 0S5 8 8 e Ayl
Sl plisraly 6 2T Gelin gl WAl i Jo By ey B S Aslae olal s 6 2
eyl sds )G U et o ) fe ) F ) el sde pesy ST L) dil
i) 3 obkel) i) ol ATy gl 2l e Sl )y r ST e
oSN et ) o) 3 oy aslal UL aLa) s e B Al o & Sy Ay 3
B, e Bl o) B sy geaS” £ AL W e T ST 3 s BlAY

RUIRURSRV-RE RUTCTN BUVE TP T PR TS K JERE O R R VIS PR VIS,

e

oy 8 polan Bkl L) @ anl) Lot oY1 (2016) T s STy g dlos
:559-533 ((10)23 czitei¥l pplall oy )T dnalr 2t

Ol 3 Al O ghuls” ole podl sl (g8 d) bl L) 22,2015y T g S
Gaslr . L8] J) maidf Llady i ple i JyS) Lyl ol 2l LA i) e
287-276 .2 p4

sl leam¥l Ola )l 2B 3l Joladl oY1 e S (2016) T p s

ks sl 55 il ) 4 b G e M BINCAN - CUSP S v I A
ALl e il Zolozs Y &) 3 tla Y oY leftiza)

B o o) s Zela Wl o lall & 5 bl cly o2 .(2017) g e g TS
Laidl 3 Loy g2y YA dralh] 3 dplaan Y polall o sh ol all] s 2 A 5 A
ALl e dnal L Lolliwdd/

D> e Yy potlidl] yo 3 mo (53083 i) ey la=Y) .(1993) ¢ coize
A el oole gl
Ang, P., Neubronner, M., Oh, S., and Leong, V. (2006).

Dimensionality of Rosenberg's Self-Esteem Scale among
Normal-Technical Stream Students in Singapore. Current

231



Psychology: Developmental Learning Personality Social,
25(2), 120-131.

Bagozzi, R.P. (1993). Assessing construct validity in personality
research: Applications to measures of self-esteem. Journal
of Research in Personality, 27, 49-87.

Boduszek, D., Hyland, P., Dinghra, K., and Mallet, J. (2013).
The factor structure and composite reliability of the
Rosenberg Self-Esteem Scale among ex-prisoners.
Personality and Individual Differences, 55(8), 877-887.

Boduszek, D., Shevlin, M., Mallett, J., Hyland, P., and O’Kane,
D. (2012). Dimensionality and construct validity of the
Rosenberg Self-Esteem Scale within a sample of
recidivistic prisoners. Journal of Criminal Psychology,
2(1), 19-25.

Brown T.A, (2015). Confirmatory Factor Analysis for Applied
Research. 2 Edition. Guildford Press, New York. London.
Browne, M. W., and Cudeck, R. (1993). Alternative ways of
assessing model fit. In: K. A. Bollen & J. S. Long (Eds.),
Testing structural equation models (pp. 136-162). Beverly

Hills, CA: Sage.

Byrne, B. M., Shavelson, R. J., & Muthén, B. (1989). Testing for
the equivalence of factor covariance and mean structures:
The issue of partial measurement in variance. Psychological
Bulletin, 105(3), 456-466.

Carmines, E. G., & Zeller, R. A. (1979). Reliability and validity

assessment. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

Cheung, W.G., and Rensvold, B.R. (2002). Evaluating
Goodness-of-Fit  Indexes for Testing Measurement
Invariance. Structural equation Modeling. 9(2), 233-255.

Corwyn, R. F. (2000). The factor structure of global self-esteem
among adolescents and adults. Journal of Research in
Personality, 34, 357-379.

Dhingra, K. (2013). Validity and Composite Reliability of the
Rosenberg Self-Esteem Scale among U.K. University
Students. Journal of Humanistics and Social Sciences,
1(2), 24-30.

232



Diamantopoulos, A., and Siguaw, J. A. (2000). Introducing
LISREL A guide for wuninitiated. London: Sage
Publications.

Finch, H .(2014). Measurement Invariance. In Michalos, A.C,
(ed.), Encyclopedia of Quality of Life and Well-Being
Research, (pp 3909-3912). Springer Science+Business
Media.

Gana, K., Alaphilippe, D., and Bailly, N. (2005). Factorial
Structure of the French Version of the Rosenberg Self-
Esteem Scale among the Elderly. International Journal of
Testing, 5(2), 169-176.

Hu, L.-T., & Bentler, P. M. (1999). Cut-off criteria for fit
indexes in covariance structure analysis. Conventional
criteria versus new alternatives. Structural Equation
Modeling, 6, 1-55.

Huang, C., and Dong, N. (2012). Factor structures of the
Rosenberg Self-Esteem Scale: A meta-analysis of pattern
matrices. European Journal of Psychological Assessment,
28(2), 132-138.

Little, D.T, (1997). Mean and Covariance Structures (MACS)
Analyses of Cross-Cultural Data: Practical and Theoretical
Issues. Multivariate Behavioral research, 32(1), 53-76.

Marsh, H. W. (1996). Positive and negative global self-esteem:

A substantively meaningful distinction or artifactors?
Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 70(4), 810-
819.

Marsh, H.W., Scalas, L.F., and Nagengast, B. (2010).
Longitudinal tests of competing factor structures for the
Rosenberg Self-Esteem Scale: Traits, ephemeral artifacts,
and stable response styles. Psychological Assessment,
22(2), 366-381.

Milfont, T.L., and Fischer, R., (2010). Testing Measurement
Invariance Across Groups: Applications in cross-cultural
research. International Journal of Psychological Research,
3(1), 111-121.

233



Mimura C., and Griffiths P. (2007). A Japanese version of the
Rosenberg Self-Esteem Scale: translation and equivalence
assessment. Journal of Psychosomatic Research. 62, 589—
594,

Raykov, T. (1997). Estimation of composite reliability for
congeneric measures. Applied Psychological
Measurement, 21, 173-184.

Raykov, T. (1998). Coefficient alpha and composite reliability
with interrelated nonhomogeneous items. Applied
Psychological Measurement, 22, 375-385.

Reise, S. P., Moore, T. M., and Haviland, M. G. (2010). Bifactor
models and rotations: Exploring the extent to which
multidimensional data yield univocal scale scores. Journal
of Personality Assessment, 92, 5445509,

Rosenberg, M. (1965). Society and the adolescent self-image.
Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.

Shevlin, M., Bunting, B.P., and Lewis, C.A. (1995),
““‘Confirmatory factor analysis of the Rosenberg self-esteem
scale’’, Psychological Reports, Vol. 76, pp. 707-10.

Schmitt, D. P., & Allik, J. (2005). Simultaneous administration
of the Rosenberg Self-Esteem Scale in 53 nations: Exploring
the universal and culture-specific features of global self-
esteem. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 89,
623-642.

Tomas, J. M., Sancho, P., Galiana, L., Oliver, A., and
Hontangas, P. (2015). Measuring self-esteem in Spanish
adolescents: Equivalence across gender and educational
levels. Avaliacdo Psicologica, 14(3), 385-393.

Van de Vijver, F. J. R. (2015). Methodological aspects of cross-
cultural research. In M. Gelfand, Y. Hong, & C. Y. Chiu
(Eds.), Handbook of advances in culture & psychology
(Vol. 5, pp. 101-160). New York, NY: Oxford University
Press.

Yu, C. Y. (2002). Evaluating cutoff criteria of model fit indices
for latent variable models with binary and continuous
outcomes. Unpublished doctoral dissertation, University of
California, Los Angeles.

234



