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Abstract
The main purpose of the present study was to investigate psychometric
properties of the Questionnaire of Teacher Interaction (QTI, Lourdusamy &
Khine, 2001) among Iranian teachers. In this correlation study, 200 teachers
(100 males, 100 female) completed the Questionnaire of Teacher Interaction
(QTI). The confirmatory factor analysis method and internal consistency
were used to compute the QTI's factorial validity and reliability,
respectively. The results of confirmatory factor analysis, based AMOS
software, indicated that multidimensional structure of the QTI consisted
leadership, helpful/friendly behavior, understanding, student responsibility
and freedom, uncertain, dissatisfied, admonishing and strict behavior had
acceptable fit to data in the Iranian teacher’s sample. Internal consistencies
for the scales of Questionnaire of Teacher Interaction ranged from 0/55 to
0/70. In sum, these findings provide evidence for the validity and reliability
of the QTI as an instrument to measure model of interpersonal relation
behavior among Iranian teachers.

Keywords: confirmatory factor analysis, factor validity,
Questionnaire of Teacher Interaction (QTI), internal consistency
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- Proximity dimension

- Cooperation

- Opposition

- Influence dimension

- Dominance

- Submission

- Leadership

- Helpful/friendly behavior
9- Understanding

10- Student responsibility and freedom
11- Uncertain

12- Dissatisfied

13- Admonishing

14- Strict behavior
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- Questionnaire on Teacher Interaction (QTI)
- model of interpersonal teacher behavior

- Cressvell

- van Tartwijk

- back translation
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- iterative review process
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Mean, Sandard Deviation, corrected item-total correlation and alpha if item deleted for Questionnaire of Teacher
Interaction-short form

Cronbach’s a if Correcte Factor SD M Item
item deleted item-total r loading
oA LWl P (Shsen sl Gl Sk S
wss Sl Fopibass el o
3.80 1326 0=0.67 G b, :Jgl Jols
Leadership
0.56 0.47 0.63 0.71 4.55 tumo Gladl b oy Clae 5ybys N
oS s
I talk enthusiastically about my
subject.
0.60 0.45 0.53 0.86 435 oy wdly Sygo 4 1y oy s B
.“,A.)‘_;c

I explain things clearly.

Alas 411 Jigel i 2258wl oo
oS e gy

I hold the students’ attention.

0.64 0.40 0.49 0.87 4.02 8l o WS 55 a5 Sl oles 1Y

I know everything that goes on in the
classroom.

slataly 5 ) oiljgel 23l (gl VY
e (26>
I am a good leader.
PGS NS PR O
I act confidently.
4.62 14.30 SoS ,U8, ‘093 Jole
43‘2»&93/0.)&15
Helping/Friendly 0=0.66
0.50 0.54 0.65 0.94 4.13 b aSe oS M‘j}”"u‘ub o ¥
L plool 1y o lscalss
I help students with their work.

0.56 0.50 0.63 0.59 4.47

0.56 0.46 0.61 0.72 4.17

0.55 0.47 0.40 0.76 4.58

0.52 0.42 0.58 0.77 431
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0.59

0.59

0.55

0.52

0.50

0.45

0.46

0.70

0.96

0.68

1.14

0.84

2.45

4.56

3.44

4.07

I am friendly.

Wlg5 oo wiljgal 4l &S it alxo XY
S slesel e 4y

I am someone students can depend
on.

i (oubEgd 3,5 XY

I have sense of humor.

S ey il S il

I can take a joke.

hbCwgd 5 Woldgd mla WS ¥
My class is pleasant.

2.84

8.66

0=0.59 5,5 S5 iegw Jolo
Understanding

0.51

0.57

0.54

0.52

0.52

0.50

0.40

0.43

0.31

0.43

0.43

0.35

0.71

0.78

0.49

0.55

0.69

0.89

4.26

4.51

4.75

4.72

4.36

4.28
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I trust the students.

W3l gy e s b sl il 515
A58 Cao o 3590 3 Ml e

if students don’t agree with me,they
can talk about it.

o)gd Iy oy e Jli jg0 3 N
PRI TP

I am willing to explain things again.
S sy (B wiligel il STAY
ks 598 Al Cuwgd Aisl adly

If students have something to say ,I
will listen.

Pydse d2ghe

I realize when students don’t
understand.

M L.Aswu 5 9 Jgmo YY

I am patient.

2.84

13.20

15 bl phcdgius iplea ol
0=0.58
Student Responsibility/Freedom

0.51

0.50

0.50

0.45

0.48

0.37

0.90

1.08

0.83

3.96

1.51

WIS (63 s e Slegidge o)y
Students can deside some things in
my class.

25 oo 2 WIg e oljgel sl ¥+
35,08

Students can influence me.

uu% 2 W")}“"u‘*’b R o D}L}l Y'Y
I let students decide when they will
do the work in class.
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0.47

0.45

0.40

0.45

0.56

0.44

0.80

1.04

0.93

3.03

2.19

3.73

S > wilgel Iy wmd o o5lel YA
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I let students get away with a lot in
class.

el 1y coobj ol By LS 5> Y
S a3 wlisel il

I give students a lot of free time in
class.

i CubISL g S oLl FF
I am lenient.

9.71

0=0.55 (31 oyiadash 12y Jole

Uncertain

0.54

0.53

0.45

0.50

0.50

0.49

0.27

0.49

0.40

0.41

0.45

0.48

0.47

0.47

0.58

0.49

0.42

0.66

0.84

0.90

1.97

1.90

4.62

2.62

2.70

1.40

A4 G Gl JB g bl Y
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I seem uncertain.

s J3 93 53350V

I am hesitant.

-2 il | ) plosl 3, STN
213 o s

Tact as if I do not know what to do.
so) 5 den Ol)'}o’luib’b PUS PSS EATA
bl S

I et the students take charge.

(e Eokd N 53 ljgel s (85 VA
oSG b s a8 il ped LBy s

I am not sure what to do when
students fool around.

Yol 3y90 Iy o)y 4 ljgel iy VY

L o )l )3
it’s easy to make me appear unsure.

3.22

10.80

a=0.65 OO wol)l.: :W JGLC
Dissatisfaction

0.59

0.64

0.62

0.59

0.58

0.42

0.27

0.42

0.45

0.51

0.44

0.48

0.51

0.61

0.96

0.85

0.80

1.00

1.04

1.67

1.67

1.32

2.23

1.84

5 At g0l Sl oIS o S8 VY
S g

I think that students cheat.

s e oligel ptils oS o 53 X
RV

I think that students don’t know
anything.

S oo i ) d!jyb:;jb AL

I put students down.

Ll e ol Sl oIS o S8 ¥R
i ol b 41y (L2

I think that students can’t do things
well.
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I seem dissatisfied.

0.60 0.41 0.52 7.48 1.38 oty pils g oSy ¥V
I am suspicious.
3.19 11.54 a=0.66 u’)f“*‘*’: “ﬂ.! J&LC
Admonishing
0.59 0.48 0.66 1.22 2.15 podisn Sluas loationé ol 4 ¥
I get angry un expectedly.
0.61 0.56 0.74 1.23 2.19 Py oo Sluas 395 A
I get angry quickly.

0.65 0.35 0.60 0.81 4.10

Ty 98 ligel Sl By VY
oS oo pl8l b ] Mol (gl S o

I am too quic to correct students
when they break a rule.

0.60 0.57 0.74 1.15 1.97 s LS g cdlbnS NP
I am impatient.
0.62 0.36 0.45 1.16 2.33 Gy 4 ligal il oS S e 86 Y

Lgb 1533 395 ledre b ailgs e
It is easy for students to have an
argument with me.

0.62 0.35 0.47 1.18 1.84 S oo Cas sualdlS g aisb LYY
I make mocking remarks.

4.26 16.06 0=0.70 351 S5 tpiwid Jole

Strict

ot S oo YA
I am strict.

0.60 0.55 0.71 1.24 3.08

0.67 036 0.49 1.21 2.95 5 o] b ligsl pils e oS 3 XY

bl o g g (o

Students have to be silent in my
class.

0.63 0.47 0.51 1.05 2.76 i jledd (ye lbiel YF
My tests are hard.
0.69 0.26 0.51 1.00 1.86 A L0 Cawd sl ¥

My standards are very hard.
0.61 0.52 0.61 1.22 3.26 isloml QIS b)) P ¥F

I am severe when marking papers.
Students are afraid of me.

b guod (sl ole oo g)ll 39, S8 &y baosly oo 5| L3yl dalllas 4o
4= eSS g lminy gasgshe (YeoF) GLlKen g jye g (Vo00) M dleriy
99y b - o polie o Tig ez (o)bxige < T SatS o T (Sgp polie )9 S

0.66 0.37 0.53 1.09 2.15

1- Univariate normality
2- Skew

3- Kurtosis

4- Multivariate normality
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1- Mahalanobis distance

2- Expectation maximization
3- Linearity

4- Multicolliniearity

5- Maximum likelihood
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