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Abstract

This study aimed to verify the One-dimensional Aassumption under
Item Response Theory, Using Exploratory Factor Analysis Versus
Confirmatory Factor Analysis. Comparative study. To achieve this aim,
the concept of One-dimensional assumption was defined, and its
importance, and the consequences resulting from its violation, were
illustrated. The required conditions for One-dimensional were identified,
and the One-dimensional Indicators were explained, in addition to the
definition of structural equation model and its importance, and the
required conditions of confirmatory analysis. were identified too. The
indicators are discussed, exploratory factor analysis versus confirmatory
factor analysis which they concede fit indicators. Among the procedures
of the study was to generate data and generating an items were also
generating the examinee's ability, and generating data rate (1000) were
examined, test length (30) item, and Ability distribution (normal)
according to Item Response Theory Models (three-parameter) and
analysis of data generated depending on the software AMOS 21 and
SPSS. The results showed confirmting the results of exploratory factor
analysis with Confirmatory Factor Analysis for detecting the
effectiveness of matching fit indicators. In addition especially the
statistical indicators: RMR, RMSEA, IFl, GFI, AGFI. achieve One-
dimensional assumption. Which comes confirmation of the indicators of
exploratory factor analysis.

Keywords: One-dimensional assumption, exploratory factor
analysis, conformity factor analysis, Item Response Theory Models.
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slaladl Jalaill jedal 588 camll alad (ol 381 e Auailine il dxy Y1 5kl cilia 55 38
Leaaisi ol jlas s (sl dlas 58 5k Lal eclilll (8 el Zpolal 508 8 lisaza Jadl)
ST bl pe bl Qs 48y 5l S o 8 cplaiy aa) dalal il i) e CaiSl)
Al ke (a8l e CaiS) 8 Lalas

«(BILOG) gl 358 J o= 4l ) (KiirisCi & HsuU, 1995) s 5 S ol
3 sail) Jlarind a3 63 a8l el a5 gill o LAY ol 3 and) dpalal (oal yib) @llgn) xie
A a5 bl w555 IS s LAY ol ¢ el Lad cala¥) aaeiall ateall 530
g ol gl gilag ‘;a_w\.\.kl\ +5 528l ey ) 63 OIS ia yi8) <ol aall oy AddAal) caldalis YY)
Lo sia Hia padiul 5 02,8 (1000) @85 LA o DU A 8 a8 o ) 51
a8 aeall galal HLaa¥) ol il el el Lolal e 2Sall (RMSE) lad¥l ao s
0 LAY AN J8 S b 8l 4 el dales s Gl dales o b Juadl il
Lalaad o a8 Jusadl ol ja i il (G301 alagl) DG HLAAY) (e eSall e calasl)
B8l (paeadl)

Al e Gyl céna (Wang & Wang, 2003) gl ss gl s Lal_al 4l 0 i
T sad allae ol a8 e cand) AEM 5 canll A0 ULy (e A8i 2a) Dpalal allae e
el L canll alal) Al alagl 2 a5 daal se dr i Al all Calle 5 cgalaY) i)
e bl aaie§ 5 ¢(2000¢1000¢500) deadivsal) Gra sadall Lie ana ¢(2xd) S
i el sl dalad al ) e o 8SU (RMSEA) il Ladll j3a i
il clia iy callaall jaEd8s o iy aall dpalal Gl j38) Giad axe ol 0l
Al auq‘\zumgiﬁug,wm;\g\ fe b gie s o Ll aaal JE i 2535l
Al dpalal (a1 e (anall SO canll A caxd) salal)

Ome 3-iaill 4y HLaa¥) 3kl Jsa (MEGill,  2009) JonSa Lol a4l o 4

L e Al clanall Ay plas a8 G 1) LS all Qo) aladialy aell lal
sl dalald ol 3 e 3Eail AV ol dipall aadial g esad gall it e daall)

duui (greater than 50%, 40%, or 20%) cubll dadl 45 gl dpall ¢ ) 1€ ydisa

Ay olasl 5 4ty Cualid) afaaiol apaa ylise ) ALY ¢ S 43 Hla QS 5aall

il ana 5 5,8 (20, 40, 60) :LEAY) J b oo 5 Jalsall e lane Gaalll (o p2 28
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O Jasd) 558 y35e o () aalill Jea 5 clea sia (100, 250, 500, 750, 1000)
Cagnaza OLS 285 (V) & sl (e Uadld) i Jlali pa (aa gadall 2ae 30l 3 dle s
e i 3550 aly A€l sl A8 yha s 8 Leilis | Gaem gadall slae ] Glaiy Caigl)

) dgalal )yl Jsa dlan) AV 6l HLaay)

OV s2x (Karon, Michael & Kallen, 2009) (IS5 JSilas (s <l jo 4
o) Apla apds 8 Al el e i) a5ty ol jE sae i AR Uae A )
WinGen2 gl s aladinly sad gall bl e Led Calyd) il 55l dlain) 3kl
(TLI) susd S55 1835as ((RMSEA) il Ladll jia Al el ydsall slaie) o3
Ol Adaall 5 lse s ((NFI) s oberall Adaall jlisa s ¢(1IFT) ) yial) Agdadll ydise
ey pusd S5 e Adeld il el aad) Aalal ) i) e il ((CFI)
LaS ) 5891 <l il (g silall a5 sl 5 el H38l 5 5l o ganall Al 8 (5 jlamall Al
O SSy al ) V) dazaddiall Gl il slae | Jls Unsy Liead ¢ jall dgaal) jiise ekl
Al a1 e el il aaa i)

(Suzanne, Slocum, Bruno & ses)is 550 5aSslas O ) sud A )3 A5
e a8l i) Gl Ball 8 el Gl al 558w J s Zumbo.  2010).
Saall s(Xz) gls & e A Gl gl e led sl aaie) s&n\.ﬂ\ Jalasl) (& Baaxia
& il i A s og 3l sall Jalaill g dial€l) ) 3all g o S8 Undll da il a5l
A (e Adlile Cag yla Caat syl Aplatin) A il e 3ol gall ULl Ao Slade W) S
o Lemaan Loy ALaliall 1ol 45 jla a5y W 40 iliall < jeal il oy 5 5 Aipal)
OS5 b _imall o saall Ala b Ll g linan il L W) candl sl ial ) (e il
O gadall sl L) o) g1 Al 4 i g g0l ol

< 30 Alels e i U (2015) Alhawari & Alshafei Ll aul s i
Jsh s e 8 Lall Al 4k pilar Gh el dalal Gl i) e calsl)
W o gnda (1000) @\_5.1 BJS}A Gy laldl adiel ¢3_yadl) @‘)}1 ds.wj By
5_dl) 0_1\,_))');3 JSis L8 (60 30 «15) L) Jsb dum (e shl Al Ol jaia
cdaladll g;d\é\) B yaal) dlail CJJA.: B4 c(ULu 2l gl L\;}o Ml gila cLa_.y.L:)
O il 38a 3 3 (30) L) Jshb of gl ajg_tzi AaUadl 5 sa Ol pise dldeld e
«(RMR «GFI <AGFI) &ibasyl il uisall ekl 5ol gall clliall 5 & 53l 23 saill
215 o silal) 30l a )8 JSE O 2y LS ) dalal Gl 81 e alSl b e
Shsall Alels ) il )l LS cand) Dpalal (ol 81 sy L ge 20515 W
alaadl 33 i gl 3 gail) e 5l sall Uil A & (RMR)

2017 «(8)31 el (Asildy) p glall) Slad lail) Arals Alaa
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Al bl al) o gala)

1 dpeal o Jds el Lol (al il alaa¥l of Al cld Al e
ol il gl o By el LAY s euliall paghai 8 € G e Al W al 8y
Zal Al Lelias (g yay Al Aoyl (ailadll e g 2l Al
&M\uu\Jﬂ\dAw@Aan Bl Alaiad 4y ey ag 1) dabidd) duly )
Al s WS candl oal il (e lelaad 8 ) yhsall e JilE e e ladlaic)
(Suzanne L. 5909 5950 585y ol )sus «(McGill,2009) dinsSa (e JS 4l
Jad gy osibela e JS Al yny  Slocum-Gori « Bruno D. Zumbo,2010)
el didssll Jeo o) JS5 Guaeie) Sl o(Hambleton & Rovinelli,1986)
oe Anbud) aabul Hall a_\ln:\ u.ﬁ&?l} 6‘5.\:\)5:\“ sUasldl @_).«J L;":"’.)ﬂ‘ Sl L;LS aBas)
el Aalad (ol ) e sl aadiiial) <l gal) @l dole L
Lgailina] g Al pal) Al

Ve 8 Lelalas aae cany ) Aalgdl Cllal 31 (e 2ad) dpalal (gl 581 ey
aadl A LAY ) shae s (sane a5 L ol SV aae () 5 cBanediall il LEAY) 5 b))
dlee Jon damia e @l ) 058 il o Lla (St ) Guldl) clladl (g
aclals o aid Al byl 3l (e aaall Lde s A ol 500 50l aleay 63 jadll
Y OIS Ui (e Ll i Leie Sy o cony Al bl 5 LAY slal (e S 8 55 pm
ooil) A gum g s oLl Baa e (giaill atsaal g el Aolal Lol g8 e sl e
SIS 5 Adliaal) LY sl 6 () Al Apalel) s sall e @il 2 g5y 138 5
o ol AL Au) ol oda il sty Aabiaal) Guldll (al el gl ) dpadad) G el
i Alasiuy) Lalad) dalall aladinly 2l olal (gl 8 e CRSSH G jdise e
2ol Call sl (e ALY OBA (e I3 5 6l Al S ¢ oS sl alall Jalaill

g il Ll Zplal (il 81 e CaSSH Ol e Alels Calins Ja :JgY) Jiged)

fariioall Jylail
22l dpalal (al ) e aiSl 3ol Y Jdadl) g Les AN gl
:\M\J.ﬁ\ BHAM

QLAY Jlae (4 4ndi aa)l) Aalal a8l dseal e Al Al sda dsaal G,L‘

M\Jﬂ\ Y c_f""“" Jal c\.@.\.« Xt u;\)S\ 4.\_)}_)..4]\ t_aL..a\_).\SY\ 2alS daliad) uu.u\s.d\j
Gl 82a) g Ao ppusdiy aals 2 il e S N 2l Lalal Gl 3l (g gl
ol Sy ABA e Al usaall Guliall alag) e aelun a5 asl g 508l (uliag
aaaie ) ga ol AuilSe) Ao amd) Boalal () ) geat aelun s WS dilie 3y dand) e
& Leiaal aSiy caileldy (el Baa (laal dgililaas Lioilae DA e Gupliall
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lelad) Jidaill Jiie LESELY) alad) Jidaill aladialy aed) dala ol 381 (e (38al)
O A8y aiSi Al Ll @l pdsal e QB aae V) aladia) o ol adl dalay gas sl
el Aoalad )
A Al calaa

Uil daal 55 ) ey el dgalal (e CalSH A all i pall slag Al jall Caags
oo Sl 8 Adels KV yisall aladiul (8 agiege dagais Sl LAY aila deaa
Sy aial enlie el (e ol LAY (gare (S LS Apuliall Calaa Sl dpnlial) <l HLssy)
sl gl 3 a8l (W8 e 5l aal
Slathaall iy a2l

ol Saatip Lo HLa) 8 dl) elal i Ladh 3as) 55 508 3 sa 5 riaal) Agala Ll i)
S 13 il ey (gl a5 siun Cun o V) Lg Lo alias Y Ll iy L)
dalhie 320 e i Ciladisal (rae 338 (5 glwe die LAY Cila jal A g pdiall il ) 6l
Al galal o oS sy ol

) Adal il Jal gall Gl LIA (e oy Ailian) 405 : ALESILY) alad) Jadal)
bl yuss ) g 3dayl il yee el sall (e (Saa 200 )
i e duajitall A ghiadly Jdadll 8 Alall Ol ppiall el A8 gheas o il
zisall Jsd LA (e oy Al g Adihaall B35 o il pdsall (e el iy oz salll
.(Baker, 2001) i s 8 4nad ; 5l bl (a yidal)
Ll sl Al ) A
AEial) & yaiall

S s el Jalaill ) e g ¢ ALESELYT abad) Jolail) ) 5
ki) il

) dalal Gl i) e il b aadiudl Jlasy) izl s
;\.ub.\.“ &439.4

&5 3 o(abaal) 5D 3 jaall Alaii 73 saill Las 5 gl bl (e dsd 5l s (5 S5
Q\JAS]&L\\‘):\ASSJ:J}SJm‘)s(]_OOO)Qh\;:\u\}cB)ss(:SO)é\yQ\‘)sﬂ\L)AZ.C}AAAA:\S)S
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s 53 x5 5o (WINGEN) ey pladinly (laa ) laill Lge L] 5 o1 Y1
Cua e sl jall O e aeady casly (5l (s okme a5 | e (gl (olus
23 cany (S5l lelal) Jidaill ¢ ALESILYT Lladl Jilail) aadiisd) sl g g
L 5,08 aleal dtia gl cililian ! (2) Jsandl g g5 col U Al ol sl cul yaal)

Lol gl

Agiaall 3 all ddia ol Cilelaa :(2) BTES
. . A | hawsd | dadl) | Al s
R | | T | el | palial) | il | 54
112 -.101 0.982 -0.029 3.83 | -3.031 (*ub

Ce g atie Gslhall gad) Gaa sl i 50l dad o (2) Jsaad) (e Jaadl
u\;b..a;?)d Ladle (3) JJJ;J\ dlu_g c((ala.‘d\ ‘Ef'l’vu ) CJ)A.\M/MJ ‘“5:_).\2 ds.:u EJJEJ\
s Ol g el il alleal dia )

bl 305 3 paill el 5 il 5 A seall Aalaal B )l Clelan ) 1(3) Jgta

. Al | bagidl [ dedl) gl | . s
Rl | s j.:is @ﬁj il | g | | o
-0.232 | -0.391 0.88 -0.091 | 1.389 | -1.983 B
1.863 1.367 0.85 1.584 4.27 | 0.633 A 30
-1.106 0 0.03 0.247 | 0.293 | 0.203 C

@l yaxie aaead gl Gaall e @l alles 4 o (3) Jsaadl (e Laadly | cpeadl
e geedd @il e ua i) il Slasy) dilaill S5 S5 Al
(Hattie, 1985, KirisCi & st 5 o S5 S A Gela LS audll LS lasal 4lliia
Gloai¥ly oleall hugidl) Al Glibaal) e Jsaall &5 Hsu, 1995)

1(4) Jsaadl 8 LS a5 30 sall el ail) e o) Y1 el (Al ol il 2ae 5 (5 Ll

Y Uil ddea ll cililasy) 1(4) Jgaa

A8y s @ Jaad) ) Y () o gl 5_jadl)
1000 0.480 0.64 il
1000 0.485 0.62 i2
1000 0.489 0.61 i3
1000 0.370 0.84 i4
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(4) p3) Jsan &5 ..
a)_8Y) aae & Jaall i) a3 cbead) Jac gl 3_adl)

1000 0.500 0.51 i5

1000 0.482 0.64 i6

1000 0.353 0.85 i7

1000 0.495 0.57 i8

1000 0.369 0.84 i9

1000 0.367 0.84 i10
1000 0.484 0.63 i1l
1000 0.468 0.68 i12
1000 0.496 0.56 i13
1000 0.500 0.51 i14
1000 0.500 0.47 i15
1000 0.500 0.49 i16
1000 0.491 0.41 i17
1000 0.450 0.72 i18
1000 0.466 0.68 i19
1000 0.429 0.76 i20
1000 0.456 0.71 i21
1000 0.500 0.49 i22
1000 0.436 0.75 i23
1000 0.414 0.78 i24
1000 0.469 0.67 i25
1000 0.486 0.62 i26
1000 0.492 0.41 i27
1000 0.486 0.62 i28
1000 0.495 0.43 i29
1000 0.374 0.83 i30

gl g ilidl) G

Ge sl @l yEge Lleld Galiad da e pab il J5Y) dsadl e Al
Jalas JS; Aalariall ol pd el A8S Clasa 3 Saiiasal) Qi) g sl b el Aalal (yal i)
5 (KMO) oiiad 3LaSiny) elall Jidaill <l pdigey dileiall gl culS elgia
:(5) dsaall 4 & LS 4 plall (Bartlett)
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Ayl Bartlett s KMO (b 4ad 2(5) Jga

0.920 Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin Measure of Sampling S ¢las
' Adequacy
3660.809 A S a e
435 aall cla Al cli )y laal
0.0001 Sig dibasy) Lllaay)

G e da 13 5 (0.50) (e ST 55 ¢(0.920) s sbes (KMO) i OIS Can

iyl (Bartilett) Jliab Gl lad Wl (Qilaill LuliSy dual) o 81 2 &S
sia OF 3 il priall (ANl J85e 1385 (0.0001) 4ied <ilS 38 (sphericity)
4 Hha aladinly s Lilias) 41 483l 028 () iy 138 5 ¢(0.50) (3o 3 483U 22gd A1V
38 JS yudall il ad e Jsasdl o3 (Principal Components) <l Sl Jalas
1(6) AU Jsaall i him s jae oa LS il g

omdall JSI cplall 28 :(6) Jga

Extraction Sums of Squared galiiwal)

Initial )

Loadings Eigenvalues? Chal g2l
VoS A (el < Yo rasI Al il | (A
17.393 17.393 1.113 17.393 |17.393|1.113| 1
21.723 4.331 0.277 21.723 | 4.331 |0.277| 2
25.904 4.181 0.268 25.904 | 4.181 |0.268| 3
29.951 4.047 0.259 29.951 | 4.047 |0.259| 4
33.824 3.873 0.248 33.824 | 3.87310.248| 5
37.620 3.796 0.243 37.620 | 3.796 |0.243| 6
41.373 3.753 0.240 41.373 | 3.753 |0.240| 7
45.016 3.643 0.233 45.016 | 3.643 |0.233| 8
48.603 3.586 0.229 48.603 | 3.586 |0.229| 9
52.115 3.513 0.225 52.115 | 3.513|0.225| 10
55.518 3.402 0.218 55.518 | 3.402 |0.218| 11
58.718 | 3.201 |0.205| 12
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Gl o o Jgeanl) o Sl sSall Jlad A5 5k aladiulys (6) Jsasd) Ge gy
a2l e el 5 (1.113) ssbon J¥) dalall GalSll Hoadl dad il juadal)
A s die 5 J Y1 Jaladl W daing Y dgle 5 amia dal s (e B CalS ) s3al) A Ll
Oe ST 0588 o Camy ) Al pe (38 138 5 (4.01) <SS Jaladl ) S Jelal)
3 Ol (Al Ny ey 288 s dals e dsa s ) s M (2)
Jalall Jadh s Ua 131 laaiV) 3008 AalSl sdal) o8 Gl by 2aly Jile
Sl s 5l e s (1) IS 5 Ja a5 w3 g 5 2S5 s 138 5 ¢ 5Y)

Scree Plot

Eigenvalue
o
o]
|

1 2 3 a4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30
Component Number

Scree Plot (ll au il z3 s 3(1) J8&

gl Hadl Je Jale JS1 A 50 i (Scree Plot) Sl aw )l Jiag
ALaYL adadinl (S HAT T jlae (Sl an )l sty s o mall ) pad) e o Sall B8
& dalsall il maall aal sl e GalSI a p3a 5 G dalsad) e o3 Jlns )
L i U 13 ¢ lasaV) saad Al ool el e Jadd olayy) 5  Lelad) Jolail)
LIS el Jidadll 2l A e a5 2 35a s S5 anll 135 (V) Jalall
Aal g dale o) OYA e sl dgalad da il Wes sl o plaall o ass

el I 23 saill Uy o 5 23 il 7 ytho 23500 sl Linsn 5 Yl (2) JS
b JS 3 )0l e 58 Ledie 5 (30) sk
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il A o] A s o] s <] ] <) ] A < A A <} o < o] ] ] o] A | o <] o] ] ] <

o sall Uiy _ada IS e 555,58 30 1 7 _iell Alid) Alslaall 73 g0k sy 3(2) S

i1, iz, i3, i4, is, s, i7, Ig, l9, i10, i11, i12, 013, i14, i15, i16, i17, I8, i19, 0} Cus

e1, €2, €3, Jid LS LAY <l 8 Jiad o, in1, 22, 123, 124, I25, i26, 127, i28, i29, i30

€4, €5, €6, €7, €8, €9, €10, €11, €12, €13, €14, €15, €16, €17, €18, €19, €20, €21, €22,
Al daudl Jiai F1 Wl 6358 OV ool Uadll 2 @03, 24, €25, €26, €27, €28, €20, €30

o i€l 3 Aeadia) Aaladll 53 ga &l pdse A8S] Ladle (7) Jsaall s

O gdsaill U sy g kil a1 Lgle 3l adail) Aadle 5 el 5 and L deall 40|

.(Bentler & Bonett, 1980) i s g ki 3 Ciels LS il

) dalal pe S 8 Laadial) Al 3 s Ol e 2 2(7) g

L gounall dadl] bual) Aiylhall wdadl) Aadle gall
o Gthe 2 225
1.159 Aagesy Lty (310 2 (g0 i 2 | df
Gidae 1 (5 sk 5l JB)
0.969 0.95 ;e Sl GFI
0.964 0.95 (3 S| AGFI
0.844 0.95 50.90 PGFI
0.006 0.05 3 il dasdll RMR
liae (333 0.03 - 0.07 o
0.006 5 3405 0,01 (e 8 RMSEA
G:1ae 0.95 50.90
0.445 4S5 peme 5he 0,95 e S NFI
0.404 0.90 (e S| RFI
0.843 0.9 51 0.95 (xS CFI
0.832 0.9 510.95 ;x S TLI
0.854 0.9 51 0.95 ¢ S IFI
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AV Gl yisall o adadl) Aadle ae Al 4l G Jas3 (7) Jsaadl A (e
Sise dgdle il dadl) e Jef a5 (0,.969) 4iad il 5 (GFI) daladll Gus ji3a
D e cadaill Ladle 3l a5 (0.964) 4ied iS5 ((AGFI) Jaxall didadl) Guss
e cpdaill Ldle 3815 ;a5 (0.006) sl 4iad s (RMR) (sl 2 5 Lo i
el Adle G55 a5 (0.006) 4deds RMSEA (sl tadll e Lo sia jda
b cadaill dadle Liadl (381 53 (o 5 (0.854) 4 swenall aiaid s (IFT) 2l i) dilladll Hdige
Aaall a8 Cagid ol (5 AY) @ gl o cps

il ) S d el of Baadly (2 sl bl Jalailly dalaial) pliall Al o sl
(0.969) «iad ilS; (GFI) Aihaal) (pun s5e :A8Y) S pdsall o ool Ao os
aiad CulSs ((AGFI) Jonad) dathall Gua sise dede Giall da@ll e el as
4 punall 408 s RMR (B85l 22 e Jas i jda e cadaill da3le 3ildai o4 5 (0.964)
(RMSEA) il Uadl) aje Javsia j3a yiige cakill e G155 A5 (0.006)
L gunal) aiady (IFI) wl el Adlhaall yise cadadll dadle 38 55 o2 5 (0.006) 4ieds
Ld Cagiad ol 5 AY) @lbsd) o g 8 cadalll dadle Lyl 38155 a5 (0.854)
ol i) e i) ) e dsed g 38 oS il bl Jidaill () ey 138 5 diiUadl)
2l ala

o ikl Aol Y st g Lo aiy oAl g SE Jlsadl e s
A (e 2S5l Laball Julaill (3 85 il Cpalalaill il oyl and) Apalal (ymal i)
Jalaill 43y 5k Aileld e ae il canl Lalad (gl yi) e aSSH 8 Alels G ydise dsed
il il e oS5 hela g2l Jlebad) bl 36y 5l o)) V) ALESELY) Lelal)
SIS Ll

saall o ) (Karon , Michael & Kallen,2009) iS5 JSites ¢y5 S Ll i
Ol s Ll sl () 1 e ol & AL el slael e Juadl ¢l @l )
o a5 5l dae Yl Jla dylels ST culS okl Lalall Jidadll ¢l yige Gan
(Suzanne, et al., Wbk 3 s () ) s Al 30 e GEL 138 5 el sl ial y) e (oS
A_f’-.-"‘H\ @_)Jﬂ\ Aa ‘_g gl B g ol yiiga a.ﬁ &m‘)\ Legial ya Q)@.L\ dua 2010)
(Kirisci , HSU & YU, 5 smit 5 (oS Ga IS Al )3 g QA5 (e sl i)
e sadall O a8 ay ) 98 JSE CODUAY 3 plaa il O jedal Al 1995)
€ il Y (RMR) sl of ) (Hu & Bentler, 1999) iils sa Jlal a
) il ) alal al yi) pe SN 8 ddels ST g all a5 JS
aleall (33 s sl 23 saill (e 3l sal) Ll Al 3 (RMR) s 5l Ade el 23l
A ) Apalal il il g aleal) S 23 saill (e 3 gall UL il Caans Z3al) 3
Dl s caleal) AU aledd) golal Cpadsalll o Jaidy g e see ST 23 5adll 138
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zasall o A (Hulin, Drasgow, & Parsons, 1983 ) s by skl s ol sa
OF Gy g5 AU 3 jaal) allee DAL oy 43Y dgegae ziladll ST aledl) D)
z3sadl 13g] JLERY) (G Baainaal) i) diillaa N e ) ey 385

Dl Ayl Adels @yell AN (MCGill, 2009) JinSe 4 )y ae i) LS
sl Al By (rasaiall 2o 33 ) ae el el Gl il e S 8 Al
& (2015) Alhawari & Alshafei ) jo 5 ciadil WS ua adall & il 2lall
alal ) il oo il 8 (RMR (GF1 CAGF) Alany) &l i sall (3 5 & jelkil
aleall O s gl 23 saill e Bl gl ) Al 3 5 2 )

Lalal ) yi) e Sl b SIS bl sl 4880 ge A5l i) jelai

& «(AGFI «GFIl « RMR, RMSEA, IFI) :atbasy) <l yhsall 5 ) ddlia) 2aill

RMR, ) &Y <l ydsdl aladinly pas Ml el Lolal (ol ji) e (i€l

gal il e il b Alels SKYI @l a3dl a5 (AGFI «GFI « RMSEA, IFI
LIS Laladl Jidail) ) piige o a5 aed) ala]

Sl gil)
A g i) ) 580 A3l Sy Allall sl jall il JDA e
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