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Confirmatory Factor Analysis of
Rosenberg Self Esteem Scale: A Study
of Thai Student Sample

Tinakon Wongpakaran M.D.*, Nahathai Wongpakaran MD*

Abstract

Objective: To investigate the structure of the Rosenberg Self-Esteem scale (RSES) by using
confirmatory factor analysis

Materials and Methods: A Thai version of RSES was developed, with the translation and
cultural adaptation method, and tested in 664 university students in a northern Thai province.
The data were factor analysed using both exploratory and confirmatory factor analysis. Possible
models were evaluated and compared to find the best model.

Results: The scale demonstrated a good internal consistency in this sample (Cronbach’s alpha
0.86). One-factor model with method effect yielded the best fit indices comparing to other
models (x’=95.518, df =25, NFI =0.969, CFI=0.977, TLI=0.958, GFI=0.972, SRMR=0.0329 and
RMSEA=0.065)

Conclusions: The Thai version of RSES is uni-dimensional, which obtains goodness of fit.
However, method effects can be explained by negative items. This Thai version of RSES
demonstrated a satisfactory internal consistency. The factorial construct is consistent with

earlier reports.

Keywords : Rosenberg Self-Esteem Scale, Thai, factor structure, confirmatory factor analysis
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