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An examination 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 enrolled in the secondary stage (2012- 2013),
Age (Mean = 15.78, SD = 0.66). Data was analyzed l;y Mplus 7
program for Muthen & Muthen (1998— 2012). The Results revealed
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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