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Abstract 

Background: Perceived stress scale (PSS) is the most widely used tool for assessing stressful life events and its man-
agement. However, its validity and Reliability in Ethiopian Amharic language is not assessed.

Objective: To translate the perceived stress scale (version PSS-10) and assess its validity among Defense University 
students in Bishoftu, Ethiopia.

Method: From March to May 2020, an anonymous, self-managed questionnaire was used to collect the data on 758 
undergraduate students of Defense University in Bishoftu, Ethiopia. Exploratory and Confirmatory factor analyses were 
employed to assess the factor structure and construct validity of Amharic version of the PSS-10. Composite reliability 
coefficient and Item total correlation were calculated to assess the internal consistency of Amharic version of the 
PSS-10.

Result: Exploratory factor analysis resulted in a two-dimensional PSS-10 with Eigenvalues of 3.4 and 1.6, which 
explained 50.7% of the variance. Confirmatory factor analysis indicates a good model fit of the two correlated fac-
tors (Comparative fit index (CFI) = 0.96 with root mean square error of approximation (RMSEA) = 0.04[0.03–0.06] and 
standardize root mean residual (SRMR) = 0.040). The internal consistency of PSS-10 and the Negative factor were in 
acceptable range, whereas the Positive factor was marginally acceptable (0.77, 0.78, and 0.68) respectively.

Conclusion: The Amharic translated version of PSS-10 was found to be a valid and reliable instrument to measure 
the perceived stress level among university students.
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Background
Stress is the interplay of a person with ones environment 
which is deemed by the individual as menacing or affect-
ing ones potential, resource and wellbeing [1]. To that 
end, for a stress response to be occurred, there should 
always be coactions among internal and external factors. 

As a result, the same stimulus might trigger inconsistent 
responses among individuals. With regard to individual 
copying styles, manifestation of people to stress is com-
monly varied in each circumstance which is determined 
by past experience, individual characteristics, and prior 
copying history [2].

Tertiary level education may impose stress on students 
from many sources of stress such as different environ-
ments, lifestyle changes, academic burdens, and inter-
personal relationships, all of which can lead to significant 
psychological dysfunctions [3].
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There is a report of the rise in the prevalence of per-
ceived stress in the course of professional study [4]. 
Previous studies reported a high incidence of perceived 
stress among higher education students, resulting poor 
academic performance, mental distress, withdrawal, and 
other health-related problems [5].

Several instruments had been employed to estimate 
the stress experienced by university students, Cohen and 
Williamson (1988) developed the perceived stress scale 
(PSS-10), which measures the degree to which one per-
ceives aspects the degree to which one perceives aspects 
of one’s life as uncontrollable, unpredictable, and over-
loading. The original PSS comprises 14 items (PSS-14). 
Two shorten versions (PSS-10 and PSS-4) are also avail-
able which comprise 10 and 4 items selected from the 
PSS-14 respectively [6, 7].

The original PSS-10 was considered as a single con-
struct. However, previous studies reported the presence 
of two dimensions of PSS-10 using principal component 
analysis [7–10]. In addition, confirmatory factor analysis 
in other studies indicated the two-factor dimensionalities 
appear to be a better fit [11, 12].

Several previous researches have examined the factor 
structure, validity, and reliability of PSS-10 among uni-
versity students. A study conducted among Mezan-Aman 
University students in Ethiopia using the original PSS-10 
found that the two-factor model is the most suitable to 
assess perceived stress [13]. Similarly, in another study 
conducted among Chinese nursing university students to 
assess the psychometric property of PSS-10, the finding 
revealed adequate validity and reliability of the two-fac-
tor models [14]. In addition, a study among Chinese and 
Japanese university students also reported a two-factor 
model PSS-10 and its adequate validity and reliability [15, 
16].

The PSS-10 has been translated into several languages 
including Czech, Arabic, and Vietnamese [15, 17, 18]. As 
well as across many populations including chronic dis-
ease patients, military personal, and university students 
[19–22].

To the knowledge of the researchers, the perceived 
stress scale is not translated and validated in Amharic; a 
national language of more than 110 million populations. 
Therefore, the aim of this study is to translate and vali-
date the Amharic version PSS-10 among military univer-
sity students in Ethiopia.

Methods
An institutional based cross-sectional study was con-
ducted using a self-administered questionnaire. The 
students were asked to complete a set of questions con-
sisting of two parts: demographic information and the 
PSS-10. The study was conducted at Defense University. 

Undergraduate students have been recruited from three 
colleges of Defense University: Health Science, Resource 
Management, and Engineering Colleges.

A total of 758 students from the three colleges in 
accordance with their proportional size were partici-
pated in this study and within each college, all respec-
tive departments have been included. As to the sampling 
technique, the study units were selected from each 
department and year of study using simple random sam-
pling proportional to size.

Instruments
This particular PSS-10 has a 5-point Likert scale rang-
ing from 0 (never) to 4 (very often), indicating how often 
respondents have felt stressed in a certain way in their 
life within the past month. Six out of 10 items of the PSS-
10 were worded as the negative questions (1, 2, 3, 6, 9, 
10) and the remaining four items as positive (4, 5, 7, 8), 
representing “perceived distress” and “perceived coping”, 
respectively [6]. Scores can range from 0 to 40. Partici-
pants with higher scores are regarded to have higher per-
ceived stress levels [7]. The PSS-10 was translated from 
the original English version into Amharic by two English-
Amharic bilingual psychologists who did not know the 
wording of the original English version of the PSS. The 
two English versions were then compared item-by-item 
and minor discrepancies were addressed and corrected 
in the Amharic version by a consensus of these transla-
tors. The Amharic version of PSS-10 was piloted among 
30 private medical college undergraduate students. Fur-
ther corrections to the translation were completed based 
on the results of this pilot study. Ethical clearance was 
obtained from the Research Ethics Committee of Defense 
University health science college.

Statistical analysis
Data management and analysis were done using STATA 
software version 14.0. Continuous variables were pre-
sented as mean and standard deviation whereas categori-
cal variables were presented as frequency and percentage.

The internal consistency reliability of the Amharic ver-
sion PSS-10 and its subscale was examined by composite 
reliability coefficient which is not required the tau equiv-
alent model assumption [23], as such a value of greater 
than or equal to 0.7 indicated sufficient reliability. Fur-
thermore, Item Total Correlation has been calculated to 
confirm internal consistency.

To analyze the construct structure of the Amharic ver-
sion of PSS-10, the sample was randomly split into two 
halves. An Exploratory Factor Analysis (EFA) and Con-
firmatory Factor Analysis (CFA) were conducted with 
the first and second halves, respectively. The EFA was 
performed with principal component extraction method. 
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The Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin measure of sampling adequacy 
was applied to assess sample adequacy prior to the EFA. 
Eigenvalue was used to decide the number of factors to 
retain and eigenvalue greater than one were retained. 
Two-factor structure of PSS-10 was evaluated through 
CFA. The covariance matrix was tested by the maximum-
likelihood estimation method to determine how well 
the model fitted the sample data. Comparative Fit Index 
(CFI) values > 0.95, Root Mean Square Error of Approxi-
mation (RMSEA) with 90% confidence intervals and 
value < 0.06, a non-significant chi-square indicate that 
the model is a good fit [24, 25]. P < 0.05 was considered 
statistically significant.

Results
Demographic characteristics of respondents
Among 758 undergraduate students who participated 
in the study, 423(55.8%) were social science and engi-
neering students and 335(44.2%) were health science 
students. Mean (±SD) age of the study participants was 
26.3 ± 5.8 years, with majority 663 (87.4%) were males.

Regarding their year of study; 192 (25.3%), 177(23.4%), 
146(19.3%), 105(13.9%) and 138(18.2%) of the partici-
pants were first year, second year, third year, fourth year 
and fifth year students, respectively. Overall mean per-
ceived stress score of the whole study participants was 
19.4 ± 4.2[CI: 19.2–19.7].

Internal consistency of PSS‑10
Composite reliability coefficients for the factors were 
0.77, 0.78, and 0.68 for the total scale, negative factor, and 
positive factor, respectively. Item-rest correlation (The 
correlation of an item with a total of the remaining items) 
was also computed and in an acceptable range (Table 1).

Factor structure and construct validity of PSS‑10 item
Bartlett’s test of sphericity was 866.666 (p < 0.001) and 
Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin measure of the sampling adequacy 
was 0.82, supporting the use of these data in factor analy-
sis for further investigation.

The explanatory factor analysis with Varimax rotation 
of all 10 items in the PSS-10 scale yielded two factors 
with an initial Eigenvalue of > 1.0, the eigenvalue of nega-
tive and positive factors were 3.4 and 1.6 respectively. 
The two-factor solution was found to be 50.7% of the 
variance; for which the first factor was accounted for 29% 
of the variance and the second factor for 21.6% of it. As 
to Factor Loading, items were found to be ranged from 
0.58–0.74. The items and their loadings on each factor 
are presented in Table 2.

All factor loadings for two-factor model were found to 
be significant and in the expected direction, ranging from 
0.40 to 0.67 (Table 3) and (Fig.1).

The CFA was used to evaluate the goodness of fit of 
the two-factor models of PSS-10. The fit indices showed 
that the two-factor model was a good fit to the data 
 (X2/df = 1.9; CFI = 0.96; RMSEA = 0.04[0.03–0.06] and 
SRMR = 0.040) (Table 4).

Discussion
The current study findings indicated that the Amharic 
version PSS-10 is a reliable and valid instrument for the 
assessment of perceived stress among university students 
in Ethiopia.

Internal consistency for the total PSS-10 and the nega-
tive subscale were found to be acceptable (> 0.7). On the 
other hand, for the positive subscale, the study showed 
that it was marginally satisfactory (0.68). In addition, the 
Item-rest correlations were also in an acceptable range 
indicating the direct contribution of individual items 

Table 1 Descriptive statistics and Item-rest correlation of PSS-10

PSS‑10 Items Mean ± SD Item‑rest correlation (Total 
PSS)

Item‑rest correlation

Negative Factor Positive Factor

PSS-1 1.6 ± 1.06 0.40 0.49

PSS-2 1.3 ± 1.06 0.52 0.57

PSS-3 1.7 ± 1.06 0.52 0.58

PSS-4 2.4 ± 0.98 0.35 0.43

PSS-5 2.1 ± 0.96 0.48 0.46

PSS-6 1.4 ± 1.01 0.50 0.40

PSS-7 2.6 ± 0.95 0.27 0.39

PSS-8 2.6 ± 1.04 0.41 0.49

PSS-9 1.7 ± 1.01 0.52 0.55

PSS-10 1.7 ± 1.07 0.46 0.51

Total 15.7 ± 5.9
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towards the total score on the PSS-10. A lower internal 
consistency coefficient of the positive factor has also 
been reported in previous studies of PSS-10 conducted in 
other languages [9, 13, 19].

The findings further revealed that the correlation coef-
ficient between the two factors was significant (r = 0.57); 
indicative of good internal homogeneity. Since both fac-
tors reflect perceived stress, it has been suggested that 
any distinction between these factors is irrelevant and 
reflects the sentence structure of the scale [15]. The find-
ings of this particular study were found to be consistent 
with previous findings [15, 18]; hence it can be concluded 

that using the total PSS-10 scale is preferable rather than 
computing the two factors separately as it was recom-
mended by Cohen’s (the original developer of the scale) 
to use all 10 items in order to measure perceived stress 
[26].

Regarding the Amharic version of the PSS-10 factor 
structure, the EFA analysis showed that the Amharic 
version of PSS-10 corroborated the two-factor structure 
and is in line with the original study and previous stud-
ies of PSS-10 carried out in other languages. As to the 
two factors, the factor with 6 items which were negatively 
worded the factor loading was found to be in the range 

Table 2 Exploratory factor analysis of Amharic version of PSS-10 in Defense university students

Items description Negative Factor Positive Factor

In the last month, how often have you been upset because of something that happened unexpectedly? 0.70

In the last month, how often have you felt that you were unable to control the important things in your life? 0.72

In the last month, how often have you felt nervous and stressed? 0.74

In the last month, how often have you found that you could not cope with all the things that you had to do? 0.58

In the last month, how often have you been angered because of things that happened that were outside of your 
control?

0.68

How often have you felt difficulties were piling up so high that you could not overcome them in the last month? 0.66

How often have you felt confident about your ability to handle your problems in the last month? 0.71

How often have you felt that things were going your way in the last month? 0.65

How often have you been able to control irritations in the last month? 0.70

How often have you felt that you were on top of things in the last month? 0.73

Variance percent (%) 29.0% 21.6%

Total variance (%) 50.7%

Bartlett test of sphericity 866.666 (P-value < 0.001)

Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin measure of the sampling adequacy (KMO) 0.82

Eigenvalue 3.4 1.6

Table 3 Confirmatory factor analysis of the two-factor model of PSS-10

Item description Two‑factor model

Negative factor Positive factor

How often have you been upset because of something that happened unexpectedly in the last month? 0.57

In the last month, how often have you felt that you were unable to control the important things in your life? 0.67

In the last month, how often have you felt nervous and stressed? 0.66

In the last month, how often have you found that you could not cope with all the things that you had to do? 0.56

In the last month, how often have you been angered because of things that happened that were outside of your 
control?

0.61

How often have you felt difficulties were piling up so high that you could not overcome them in the last month? 0.59

How often have you felt confident about your ability to handle your problems in the last month? 0.50

How often have you felt that things were going your way in the last month? 0.68

How often have you been able to control irritations in the last month? 0.40

How often have you felt that you were on top of things in the last month? 0.63

Factor Correlation 0.57

Composite reliability 0.78 0.68
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of 0.57–0.74 while the positively worded factor having 4 
items with the factor loading of 0.65–0.73. All items had 
loadings above 0.5 on one of the two factors which have 
been identified in this study indicated that all of them 
contributed significantly to measuring the perceived 
stress concept among university students. Several studies 
have been conducted to examine the factor structure of 
PSS-10: the findings among military sample in Korea, a 
study done among Turkish university students, the Ara-
bic version of PSS-10 among pregnant women, a similar 
study among Chinese policewomen, and the study con-
ducted among early child teachers in South Korea, all of 
which demonstrated a two-factor structure [14, 17, 19, 
20, 27]. Moreover, a study conducted among Meza-Aman 
University students in Ethiopia using the original English 
version further confirmed that the two-factor structure 
[13].

In order to examine the validity of Amharic version 
PSS-10, CFA analysis was conducted. Accordingly, the 
result of the CFA analysis revealed that, the two-factor 
model demonstrated a good fit. Correspondingly, the 
findings of this study were found to be in line with the 
original version and previous findings using the PSS-10 
versions as well [12–14, 17, 26].

Limitations of the study
Several limitations of this study are worth to be noted. 
The scale was tested for psychometric properties in 
university students and therefore the generalization 
of the current study may only be applicable for similar 
population groups. Second, the current study is based 
on self-reported measures, hence reporting bias might 
be occurred. In addition, the data was collected using 
cross-sectional design and therefore predictive validity 

Fig. 1 Standardize factor loading of 2-factor PSS-10

Table 4 Results of CFA of model testing of Amharic version PSS-10

CFI Comparative fit index, RMSEA Root mean square error of approximation, SRMR Standardize root mean residual

MODEL X2 DF X2/df P‑value CFI RMSEA SRMR

2-Factor model 64.40 34 1.9 0.0013 0.96 0.04[0.03–0.06] 0.040
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and test-retest reliability of PSS-10 could not have been 
computed.

Conclusion
The findings of this study revealed that the Amharic 
version PSS-10 could be a valid and reliable instrument 
with adequate psychometric properties. Therefore, the 
Amharic version PSS-10 can be a very useful instrument 
to measure psychological stress among Amharic speak-
ing population and also used to measure perceived stress 
in future researches and practices among university stu-
dents. As the PSS-10 has now been translated to more 
than 20 languages, the use of Amharic version PSS-10 
will provide additional opportunities for cross-cultural 
comparison. However, further studies are recommended 
to further endorse the validity and reliability of PSS-10.

Abbreviations
PSS: Perceived Stress Scale; EFA: Exploratory Factor Analysis; CFA: Confirma-
tory Factor Analysis; RMSEA: Root mean square error of approximation; SRMR: 
Standardize root mean residual; CFI: Comparative fit index.

Acknowledgements
We acknowledge the support we have received from the participating Univer-
sity staff and students.

Authors’ contributions
BST conceived the study, collected data, entered, analyzed and wrote the 
initial draft of the study. AKA revised the report and edited, AFA and HB re-
analyzed the data and wrote the report. All authors approved the final draft of 
the manuscript.

Funding
Not applicable.

Availability of data and materials
Pertinent data are available in this manuscript. Additional data can be 
requested from the corresponding author upon reasonable request.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Ethical clearance for this study was obtained from the Defense University, 
Health Science college (reference number: - CHS/Nur/12/1) before actual data 
collection. The objective and purpose of the study were verified briefly to the 
study participants and confidentiality was assured. Finally, informed consent 
was obtained from all study participants before conducting data collection. 
All methods were performed in accordance with relevant guidelines and 
regulations.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
The author declare that they have not competing interests.

Author details
1 Defence University, College of Health Sciences, Bishoftu, Ethiopia. 2 Salale 
University, Fitche-Salale, Ethiopia. 3 Department of Epidemiology and Biostatis-
tics, School of Public Health, Xi’an Jiaotong University Health Science Center, 
Xi’an, China. 4 Department of Epidemiology and Biostatistics, Asmara College 
of Health Sciences, School of Public Health, Asmara, Eritrea. 

Received: 10 June 2022   Accepted: 29 October 2022

References
 1. Freire C, Ferradas MDM, Regueiro B, Rodriguez S, Valle A, Nunez JC. Cop-

ing strategies and self-efficacy in university students: a person-centered 
approach. Front Psychol. 2020;11:841.

 2. Baluwa MA, Lazaro M, Mhango L, Msiska G. Stress and coping strategies 
among Malawian undergraduate nursing students. Adv Med Educ Pract. 
2021;12:547–56.

 3. Amhare AF, Jian L, Wagaw LM, Qu C, Han J. Magnitude and associated 
factors of perceived stress and its consequence among undergraduate 
students of Salale University, Ethiopia: cross-sectional study. Psychol 
Health Med. 2020;26(10):1230–40.

 4. Shahnawaz Anwer MDM, Alghadir AH, Salahuddin M, Hameed UA. Psy-
chometric analysis of the perceived stress scale among healthy University 
students. Neuropsychiatr Dis Treat. 2020;16:2389–96.

 5. Muna Sueyiman AZ. Prevalence and associated factors of stress among 
undergraduate students in Ambo University. IntJPsychol Couns. 
2018;10(4):29–39.

 6. NMN DV. Psychometric properties of the tamil version of cohen’s per-
ceived stress scale. AEGAEUM J. 2020;8(9):436 http:// aegae um. com/.

 7. Dorota Reis DL. Elena Heber, and David Daniel Ebert: the German ver-
sion of the perceived stress scale (PSS-10): evaluation of dimensionality, 
validity, and measurement invariance with exploratory and confirmatory 
Bifactor modeling. Assessment. 2019;26(7):1246–59.

 8. Liu X, Zhao Y, Li J, Dai J, Wang X, Wang S. Factor structure of the 10-item 
perceived stress scale and measurement invariance across genders 
among Chinese adolescents. Front Psychol. 2020;11:537.

 9. Julie Yun Chen W-YC, Agnes Tiwari, Janet Wong, Ian C K Wong, Alan Wors-
ley, et. al: Validation of the perceived stress scale (PSS- 10) in medical and 
health sciences students in Hong Kong. TAPS (2021), 6(2), 31–37 https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 29060/ TAPS2 021-6- 2/ OA2328.

 10. Soria‐Reyes LM, Cerezo MV, Alarcón R, Blanca MJ. Psychometric properties 
of the perceived stress scale (pss‐10) with breast cancer patients. Stress 
and Health. 2022;1–10. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ smi. 3170.

 11. Feifei Huang HW. Zhihong Wang, Jiguo Zhang, Wenwen Du, Chang Su: 
psychometric properties of the perceived stress scale in a community 
sample of Chinese. BMC Psychiatry. 2020;20:130. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1186/ 
s12888- 020- 02520-4.

 12. Saman Maroufizadeh FF, Navid B, Ezabadi Z, Sobati B, Omani-Samani R. 
The Perceived Stress Scale (PSS-10) in women experiencing infertility: a 
reliability and validity study. Middle East Fert Soc J. 2018;23:456–9.

 13. Md Dilshad Manzar MS, Peter S, et al. Psychometric properties of the 
perceived stress scale in Ethiopian university students. BMC Public Health. 
2019;19:41. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1186/ s12889- 018- 6310-z.

 14. Luo Y, Gong B, Meng R, Cao X, Tang S, Fang H, et al. Validation and 
application of the Chinese version of the perceived stress questionnaire 
(C-PSQ) in nursing students. PeerJ. 2018;6:e4503.

 15. NNIKOL FIGALOVÁ MCT. The perceived stress scale: reliability and validity 
study in the Czech Republic. Československá psychologie. 2021. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 51561/ cspsy ch. 65.1. 46.

 16. Wei Lu QB, Wang W, Xiaoling W, Wang Z, Zhao M. Chinese version of the 
perceived stress scale- 10: a psychometric study in Chinese university 
students. PLoS One. 2017;18. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1371/ journ alpon e0189 
543.

 17. Ali AOH AM, Ahmad O, Al Sabbah H, Smail L, Kunugi H. The Arabic version 
of the cohen perceived stress scale: factorial validity and measurement 
invariance. Brain Sci. 2021;11:419. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3390/ brain sci11 
040419 https:// www. mdpi. com/ journ al/ brain sci.

 18. Dao-Tran T-H. The Vietnamese version of the perceived stress scale 
(PSS-10): translation equivalence and psychometric properties among 
older women. BMC Psychiatry. 2017;17:53. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1186/ 
s12888- 017- 1221-6.

 19. Osteras B, Sigmundsson H, Haga M. Psychometric properties of the 
perceived stress questionnaire (PSQ) in 15-16 years old Norwegian ado-
lescents. Front Psychol. 2018;9:1850.

 20. Yokokura AVCP, AnAMdS, de KÁssia Braga Fernandes J, Del-Ben CM, 
de Figueiredo FP, Barbieri MA. Perceived Stress Scale: confirmatory 

http://aegaeum.com/
https://doi.org/10.29060/TAPS2021-6-2/OA2328
https://doi.org/10.29060/TAPS2021-6-2/OA2328
https://doi.org/10.1002/smi.3170
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12888-020-02520-4
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12888-020-02520-4
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-018-6310-z
https://doi.org/10.51561/cspsych.65.1.46
https://doi.org/10.51561/cspsych.65.1.46
https://doi.org/10.1371/journalpone0189543
https://doi.org/10.1371/journalpone0189543
https://doi.org/10.3390/brainsci11040419
https://doi.org/10.3390/brainsci11040419
https://www.mdpi.com/journal/brainsci
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12888-017-1221-6
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12888-017-1221-6


Page 7 of 7Tsegaye et al. BMC Psychiatry          (2022) 22:691  

•
 
fast, convenient online submission

 •
  

thorough peer review by experienced researchers in your field

• 
 
rapid publication on acceptance

• 
 
support for research data, including large and complex data types

•
  

gold Open Access which fosters wider collaboration and increased citations 

 
maximum visibility for your research: over 100M website views per year •

  At BMC, research is always in progress.

Learn more biomedcentral.com/submissions

Ready to submit your researchReady to submit your research  ?  Choose BMC and benefit from: ?  Choose BMC and benefit from: 

factor analysis of the PSS14 and PSS10 versions in two samples 
of pregnant women from the BRISA cohort. Cad Saúde Pública. 
2017;33(12):e00184615.

 21. SYPaKF C. Psychometric properties of a Korean version of the perceived 
stress scale (PSS) in a military sample. Park Colvin BMC Psychol. 2019;7:58. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1186/ s40359- 019- 0334-8.

 22. Zhuang She, Dan Li, Wei Zhang, Ningning Zhou, Juzhe Xi, and Kang Ju: 
Three Versions of the Perceived Stress Scale: Psychometric Evaluation in a 
Nationally Representative Sample of Chinese Adults during the COVID-19 
Pandemic. Int J Environ Res Public Health. 2021;18:8312. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 3390/ ijerp h1816 8312.

 23. McNeish D. Thanks coefficient alpha, we’ll take it from here. Psychological 
Methods. 2018;23(3):412–33. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1037/ met00 00144.

 24. Fornell C, Larcker DF. Evaluating Structural Equation Models with Unob-
servable Variables and Measurement Error. 1981;18(1):39-50. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1177/ 00222 43781 01800 104.

 25. Kline RB. Principles and practice of structural equation modeling. (4th 
ed.). Guilford Press; 2016.

 26. Cohen S, Kamarck T, Mermelstein R. A Global Measure of Perceived Stress. 
Journal of Health and Social Behavior. 1983:24(4):385-96.

 27. Lee B, Jeong HI. Construct validity of the perceived stress scale (PSS-10) 
in a sample of early childhood teacher candidates. Psychiatry and Clinical 
Psychopharmacology. 2019;29:1, 76-82. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 24750 
573. 2019. 15656 93.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in pub-
lished maps and institutional affiliations.

https://doi.org/10.1186/s40359-019-0334-8
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph18168312
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph18168312
https://doi.org/10.1037/met0000144
https://doi.org/10.1177/002224378101800104
https://doi.org/10.1177/002224378101800104
https://doi.org/10.1080/24750573.2019.1565693
https://doi.org/10.1080/24750573.2019.1565693

	Construct validity and reliability Amharic version of perceived stress scale (PSS-10) among Defense University students
	Abstract 
	Background: 
	Objective: 
	Method: 
	Result: 
	Conclusion: 

	Background
	Methods
	Instruments
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Demographic characteristics of respondents
	Internal consistency of PSS-10
	Factor structure and construct validity of PSS-10 item

	Discussion
	Limitations of the study

	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	References


