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Abstract     

The current study aimed at verifying the factorial structure of scale in light of differential item 

functioning (DIF) type (uniform, non-uniform), in order to achieve the study objective. The 

experimental approach was followed by simulating the study conditions through generating the 

individual’s responses of the sample study which consisted of 1000 individual for each of the focal 

group and the reference group on a scale of 50items in light of three parameters logistic model (3PLM) 

using R package. Also the data were replicated 300 times for each type of differential functioning 

(DIF). The results of the study indicated that the data fit the model of the study, and the indicators 

values of  
χ2

df
, RMSEA was showing an acceptable goodness of fit values. In addition, the study 

revealed that the invariance levels of configure, metric, scalar, residuals property were confirmed 

using the (MGCFA) through all of the experimental conditions of the study, but it was differed 

according to the difference in the (DIF) type; due to the absolute goodness of fit 

indicators 
   χ2

df
, RMSEA. The study recommended the use of different percentages of (DIF  ( , and other 

types of goodness fit indices. 
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 غير منتظم منتظم

 الإنحراف المعياري الوسط الحسابي الانحراف المعياري الوسط الحسابي المؤشر

𝜒2
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𝝌𝟐
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