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Psychometric analysis of the Greek version
of the Sibling Relationship Questionnaire
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Siblings’ relationships are determinants of emotional and personal development.
ABSTRACT Although Greece is assumed a country with strong family bonds, no empirical re-

search in this area exists; one of the reasons being the lack of reliable instruments.
The SRQ is a widely used scale to measure this relationship. The aim of the present study was to translate
and examine the psychometric properties of SRQ. One hundred and eighty five children and adolescents were
recruited. Concurrent validity, internal consistency, test-retest reliability and agreement between parents-chil-
dren versions of the translated scale were investigated. Concurrent validity ranged from 0.29 to 0.68, the over-
all internal consistency was 0.86 and the test-retest reliability ranged from 0.58 to 0.78. Agreement between
children-parents versions was significant only when mothers do the rating. Confirmatory factor analysis for
the two important dimensions Warmth/Closeness and Conflict, which have been identified in the original study
it shows that they are also present also in the Greek version. Thus, the Greek version of SRQ is a valid and
reliable instrument to be used within the Greek population, for multinational clinical research and for com-
parison with findings from other countries.
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1. Introduction

The relationship between siblings is perhaps
the most important relationship in an individual’s
life not only because it is often the longest lasting
relationship, but also because the intensity and va-
riety of emotions that siblings experience during
their interaction are profound and it is likely that the
quality of those interactions plays a central role in
shaping the course of each of their lives (Dunn,
1988; Modry -Mandell, Gamble & Taylor, 2007).

Research has documented that the quality of
sibling relationship has important developmental
implications for them. Findings support a link be-
tween positive indicators of sibling relationship,
and children’s developmental outcomes, social life,
and psychological adjustment (Dunn, 1988; Dunn,
2002, Bascoe, Patrick &Cummings 2012). A posi-
tive relationship with a sibling may serve as a pro-
tective factor for children exposed to stressful ex-
periences (East & Rook, 1992); and along the
same line, children reporting a positive sibling re-
lationship exhibit greater emotional, cognitive and
social understanding (Howe, Aquan-Assee,
Bukowsli, Leroux & Rinaldi, 2001, Milevsky, 2011).
On the other hand, siblings experiencing high lev-
els of negativity and conflict, are at far greater risk of
behavioural problems, psychological difficulties and
antisocial behaviour (Kauffman 1971; Slomkowski,
Cohen & Brook 1997; Burraston & Snyder, 2004;
Gamble, Yu, & Kuehn, 2011).

However, the mechanisms with which positive
and negative qualities of sibling relationships influ-
ence individual child adjustment are still a matter of
speculation. For instance, older siblings a. may
serve as role models and agents of socialization for
the younger ones b. they are also important agents
of support (Ardelt & Day, 2002) c. they develop
psychological difficulties as a direct result of expe-
riencing negativity within those relationships (Fa-
gan & Najman, 2003; Yu & Gamble, 2008) d. ac-
cording to Patterson’s “sibling trainer” hypothesis,
siblings learn and display in other relationships be-
haviours that have been internalized through their
interaction (Patterson 1986, Bank, Patterson, &
Reid, 1996, Slomkowski, et al., 1997) e. reciprocal

and complementary interactions between siblings
play a prominent role in children’s development
(Dunn, 2002; Karavasilis Karos, Howe & Aquan-As-
see 2007). Nevertheless, current research suggests
that the quality of sibling relationship may have an
impact, not only on child adjustment but also on
the whole family’s well-being (Jenkings, Rasbash,
Leckie, Gass & Dunn 2012).

Sibling relationships have usually been de-
scribed as emotionally ambivalent. That is, siblings
experience shifts between positive and negative
feelings and behaviours (Deater-Deckard, Dunn,
2002). More precisely, the following dimensions
have been observed and studied: a) Warmth di-
mension (intimacy, pro-social behaviour, compan-
ionship, similarity, admiration by the sibling, admi-
ration of the sibling, and affection) versus the hos-
tility dimension (quarrelling, antagonism and com-
petition) reported by Sheehan, Darlington, Noller &
Freeney, (2004). b) Positive sibling relationship:
having fun together, smiling, laughing, listening,
and supportive comments among both siblings
(whilst playing) versus Destructive sibling conflict:
physical aggression and destructive behaviour
(e.g., destruction of toys whilst as playing), Mor-
gan, Shaw, & Olivo (2012). ¢c) Communication: the
extent to which an adolescent experiences having
high quality of communication with other family
members (including siblings) versus d) Trust: the
extent to which an adolescent trusts other family
members (including siblings) to respect and accept
his or her feelings and wishes (Buist, Debovic,
Meeus, & Van Aken, 2001). Although research ac-
knowledges that ambivalence is the main charac-
teristic of the sibling relationship, there is still a lack
of understanding of the ideal mixture of positive
and negative behaviour (Kramer, 2010).

Despite the fact that siblings’ relationship has
an important role both during the development and
also in later life, it has only recently received the at-
tention of researchers. Research has mainly fo-
cused on the contribution of the parent-child rela-
tionship to child social- emotional growth and ad-
justment. Recently, theory and research have ex-
panded to include sibling relationship as an im-
portant aspect, not only of the individual psy-
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chosocial development but also of the family ecol-
ogy; the basic theoretical assumption being that all
family subsystems seem to contribute to the social
and emotional growth of a child (Bank, Burraston,
& Snyder 2004).

A number of scales have been developed and
used to investigate sibling relationships. Among
those which have been predominantly used with
children in elementary school and during adoles-
cence are the Sibling Inventory of Behaviour
(Schaefer and Edgerton, 1981), the Sibling Rela-
tionship Inventory (Stocker & McHale, 1992), and
the Sibling Qualities Scale (Cole & Kearns, 2001).
Similarly, questionnaires that are rated by parents
have been developed, like the Sibling Relation-
ships in Early Childhood questionnaire (Volling &
Elins, 1998), the Parental Expectations and Per-
ceptions of Children’s Sibling Relationships ques-
tionnaire (Kramer & Baron, 1995) and the Sibling
Behaviours and Feelings questionnaire (Mendel-
son, Aboud, & Lanthier, 1994) to rate sibling rela-
tionships during the toddler and preschool years.
In addition, scales to assess sibling relationships in
late adolescence and early adulthood have been
designed. Among them are the Adult Sibling Rela-
tionship Questionnaire (Stocker, Lanthier, & Fur-
man 1997), the Brother-Sister Questionnaire (Gra-
ham-Bermann & Cutler, 1994) and the Lifespan
Sibling Relationship Scale (Riggio, 2000).

The Sibling Relationship Questionnaire (SRQ),
(Furman, & Buhrmester, 1985) is a widely used
scale which is a self-reported measurement, easi-
ly administered, and covers the very important time
span, that of adolescence. The SRQ and its related
scale for adults have been translated and validated
in other languages and cultures like Spanish
(Tamara, 2011), Hebrew (Scharf, Shulman, & Avi-
gad-Spitz, 2005), Dutch (Derkman, Scholte, Van
Der Veld, & Engels, 2010), and German (Heyeres,
2006).

The SRQ has been applied in a number of dif-
ferent studies and has proved to have very good
psychometric results. For instance, in the Brody’s
et al., study (Brody, Stoneman, McCoy, 1994)
which forecasted sibling relationships in early ado-
lescence from child temperaments and family pro-

cesses in middle childhood, the SRQ’s internal
consistency coefficients exceeded the 0.70 and the
test-retest reliability averaged the 0.7. In another re-
search on the effects of parenting style and in-
volvement in sibling conflict on adolescent sibling
relationships (Milevsky, Melissa, Schlechter, &
Machlev, 2011), participants responded to 21 items
concerning the extent to which different behaviours
occurred within their relationship with a sibling the
coefficient was equal to 0.92 for warmth dimension
and 0.82 for conflict. The SRQ scale has also been
used to measure placement shift, sibling relation-
ship quality and child outcomes in foster care
(Linares, Li, Shrout, Brody & Pettit, 2007). Similar-
ly, in a study which examined the effects of parent-
ing style and involvement in sibling conflict on ado-
lescent sibling relationship (Milevsky et al., 2011)
the subscales assessing warmth and conflict were
found to have high Cronbach’ s alphas(a=0.92 for
warmth and a=0.82 for conflict). Along the same
line research on biderectional associations be-
tween sibling relationships and parental support
during adolescence (Derkmann, Engels, Kuntsche,
Van der Vost, & Scholte, 2011), Cronbach’ s alphas
for warmth was found to range from 0.91 to 0.93
across waves for both siblings and Cronbach’ s al-
phas for conflict from 0.83 to 0.87.

In Greece, research on sibling relationship is
sparse despite the fact that culturally Greece is as-
sumed to be a country with strong family bonds.
Evidence for the relationships between siblings in
children and adolescents is limited in Greece. A
possible reason for that is the lack of instruments
translated or adapted that can measure this rela-
tionship both quantitatively this relationship. The re-
search and consequently implementation of evi-
dence-based intervention requires reliable and
valid measurements.

Thus, in the endeavour to employ an easily ad-
ministered and valid measure, to assess relation-
ship between siblings and also to be able to com-
pare the results of research between countries, the
SRQ was a scale of choice.

The primary aim of this study was to translate
an already validated tool, into the Greek language
and to provide data on the reliability and validity of
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the SRQ in an adolescent Greek general popula-
tion.

2. Method
Participants

Participants were adolescents aged 13 to 18
years old. Because we wanted a more representa-
tive sample which reflects both rural and urban ar-
eas, we administered the questionnaires in 12 ge-
ographically diverse parts of Greece. Also, one of
the parents was asked to fill in the parent’s ques-
tionnaire. Inclusion criteria were a) to have a broth-
er or sister, b) to speak and to understand Greek.

The approached population was 200 children.
From them 187 agreed and completed the ques-
tionnaires. Out of the 187, 2 were been excluded as
the returned questionnaires had a lot of missing da-
ta. Therefore, the studied sample consisted from
185 participants. The response rate was quite high
(93/%) due to the fact that questionnaires were per-
sonally administered.

Measures

a. Sibling Relationship Questionnaire (SRQ)

The SRQ is a self-report 48 item questionnaire
which measures the perceived quality of the rela-
tionships between siblings on a 5-point format
ranging from 1 “Hardly at all” to 5 “Extremely
much”. It yields a total score comprised of the
sum of the ratings on each item of the scale ex-
cept for items 14 and 15 which refer to parental
understanding and knowledge. The SRQ com-
prises four subscales which assess the following
sibling relationship dimensions: Warmth/Close-
ness, Conflict, Rivalry, and Relative Status/Power.
The Warmth/Closeness subscale is consisted of
seven qualities of the relationship: intimacy, pre-
social behaviour, companionship, similarity, ad-
miration by sibling, admiration of sibling, and af-
fection, and each quality is measured by 3 items
(total 21 items). The Warmth/Closeness score
consists of the average of the each quality scores.
The Conflict subscale consisted of three qualities:

quarrelling, antagonism, and competition. Each
quality is measured by 3 items (a total of 9 items).
Conflict scores consist of the average of the quar-
relling, antagonism, and competition. The Rivalry
score consists of the average of maternal and pa-
ternal partiality (two qualities, 6 items). Finally the
Relative Status/Power consisted of four qualities
(nurturance of sibling, dominance of sibling, nur-
turance by sibling and dominance by sibling) and
each quality is measured by 3 items (total 12
items). The scores for Relative Status/Power con-
sist of nurturance of sibling, dominance of sibling,
minus the scores of nurturance by sibling and
dominance by sibling.

There is also a shorter brief version of 39 items
which can be used if one is only interested in de-
riving factor scores.

For the translation and use of the scale per-
mission in writing was given by the authors of the
SRQ. The original English questionnaire has been
translate into Greek language according to recom-
mended procedures (Acquadro, Conway, Hareen-
dran, & Aaronson, 2008; Sousa & Rojjanasrirat,
2011). The scale was translated into Greek and
then back into English independently by two trans-
lators. Any inconsistency was discussed with lin-
guistic experts not related to the study and the final
version was given to five different educational psy-
chologists, again not related to the study, to ad-
minister it and to test out for linguistic adaptations,
grammatical mistakes, typing or spelling or other
mistakes. Integration of relevant corrections has led
to the final Greek language version that was ad-
ministered to the participants of the study.

b. Impression Rating Scale (IRS)

Because no other scale existed in the Greek
language to measure the relationship between sib-
lings and no “gold standard” exists, we construct-
ed a set of questions which measure each of the
four factors proposed by Furman and Buhrmester
(1985). We called this scale Impression Rating
Scale (IRS) as this gave an overall impression of
the relationships. Because this scale was not vali-
dated and only reflects general impression of the
relationships we use this scale only to measure as-
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sociation (concurrent validity) of the translated
SRQ. The IRS consists of 13 questions with a re-
sponse rated to one or zero (yes/no). The
Warmth/Closeness, the Conflict and the Relative
Status/Power relationships were assessed with
three questions, and the, Rivalry relationship with
four questions.

Ethics

The study was conducted in compliance with
the ethical standards of research with human sub-
jects of the University of Aegean. The protocol was
approved by the Aegean University Institutional Re-
view Board (IRB) although the project did not in-
volve any harm or risk to the participants. Also, per-
mission was obtained from the Headmasters of the
schools and the teachers of the schools.

Procedures

We contacted the children through their teach-
ers. A contact letter was sent to parents informing
them of the study and asked for their consent for
the test to be administered to their children as well
as to the parents themselves. Less than 2 % an-
swered that they would not wish to participate in
the study. The SQR for parents was administered
in their homes by trained researchers after tele-
phone contact with the parents in order to find a
suitable time for them.

Analyses of Data

All data was coded and entered into SPSS v19
for Windows. Evidence of concurrent validity was
demonstrated by comparing the scores of each sub-
scale of SRQ with the Impression Rating Scale (IRS)
scores by using correlation coefficients. The internal
consistency (reliability) of the translated scale was
investigated by using Cronbach’s alpha. Test-retest
reliability was evaluated by two methods: paired test
and correlation coefficients. The agreement between
parents and children’s versions of the translated
SRQ was investigated by using correlation coeffi-
cients. Finally, a confirmatory Factor Analysis (CFA)

was performed to establish the factor structure un-
derlying the translated version of the SRQ by using
the “lavaan” R Package (Rosseel, 2012).

3. Results
Demographics

The mean age of the studied sample (N=185)
was 14 (SD 2.3) years old, the range was from 10
years old to 18 years old and 110 (59.5%) were fe-
males. A hundred and fifteen participants (62%)
were from urban areas and the rest from rural ones.
Specifically, the numbers (%) of participants of
each area were: Athens n=78 (42.2%), Laconia
n=48 (25.9%), Kalamata n=13 (7%), Kalabaka
n=10 (5.4%), Lamia n=10 (5.4%), Heraklion n=8
(4.3%), Sperheiada n=7 (3.8%), Thessaloniki n=4
(2.2%), Serres n=3 (1.6%), Rhodes n=2 (1.1%)
Kozani n=1 (0.5%) Kilkis n=1 (0.5%).

Eighty three (44.9%) of the responded children
were the eldest in the family, 76 (41.1%) the second
child, 20 (10.8%) the third child and 6 (3.2%) the
fourth. The average number of children in each
family was 2.5 (SD=0.78), ranging from 2 to 6.

Concurrent validity.

Concurrent validity was examined by compar-
ing each one of the four subscales (Warmth/Close-
ness, Conflict, Rivalry, Relative Status/Power) of the
SRQ with the Impression Rating Scale (IRS) scores
using Spearman’s rho correlation because the da-
ta were not normally distributed. The distribution of
the data (means, Skewness, Kurtosis) are showed
in table 1. Table 2 shows the correlations coeffi-
cients (rho) and p values. The correlations were ac-
ceptable and all of them significant.

Reliability analysis

Internal consistency

The internal consistency of the translated SRQ
was measured with Cronbach’s alpha. For the en-
tire scale (48 items) the Cronbach’s alpha was
0.86. However, we further investigated the internal
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Table 1
Distribution of data means, Skewness, Kurtosis.
Mean S_t d'. Skewness Kurtosis
Deviation
Statistic Statistic Statistic | Std. Error | Statistic | Std. Error
Warmth/Closeness 3.45 .65 -.30 A7 -59 .35
Relative Status/Power .38 1.92 -.58 17 1.72 .35
Conflict 2.98 77 .25 A7 -79 .35
Rivalry 1.70 .39 1.71 A7 3.63 .35
Warmth (IRS) 73 .33 -.98 A7 -27 35
Conflict (IRS) 48 .35 .01 A7 -1.23 .35
Rivalry (IRS) .19 22 1.01 .18 .32 .35
Power(IRS) 1.66 .27 -.58 A7 -13 .35
Table 2
Spearman’s Correlations coefficients between subscales.
Impression Rating | Warmth (IRS) | Conflict (IRS) Rivalry (IRS) Power(IRS)
Scale
SRQ
Warmth/Closeness rho=.64,
p<.001,n=185
Conflict rho=.68,
p<.001, n=185
Rivalry rho=.21,
p=.005, n=183
Relative Status/Power rho=.39,
p<.001,n=185

consistency of each subscale. For the Warmth/
Closeness subscale the Cronbach’s alpha was
equal to 0.92. (Corrected item-total correlation:
max= 0.70, min=0.35). For Conflict the Cron-
bach’s alpha was equal to 0.84. (Corrected item-to-
tal correlation: max= 0.71, min=0.32). For Rivalry
the Cronbach’s was equal to 0.58, (Corrected item-
total correlation: max= 0.52, min=0.17) and final-
ly for the Relative Status/Power subscale the Cron-
bach’s alpha was equal to 0.66. (Corrected item-to-

tal correlation: max= 0.42, min=0.17). Thus, the
translated SRQ shows a very good internal consis-
tency overall and in the two subscales.

Test-retest reliability

It is assumed that the relationship between sib-
lings does not change very much in short time so
the test-retest reliability of the translated scale was
also investigated. A random sample of 60 children,
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Table 3
The Wilcoxon signed-rank test.
Warmth retest - | Conflict retest - | Rivalry retest- | Power retest -
Warmth (n=55) | Conflict (n=57) | Rivalry(n=57) Power (n=56)
Mean Rank 18.63 14.19 7.78 26.06
21.00 16.00 6.08 21.45
z -1.11 -0.21 -0.64 -1.20
Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) 0.27 0.84 0.53 0.21
Table 4
Test- rest reliability coefficients.
warmth (retest) | Conflict (retest) Rivalry (retest) Relative
y Status/Power
Warmth/ rho=.78, p<.001,
Closeness n=55.
Conflict rho=.89, p<.001,
n=>57
Rivalry rho=.65, p<.001,
n=56
Relative rho=.58, p<.001,
Status/Power n=>56

who had taken part, were chosen and approached
again two months later. Out of those (60), 58 re-
turned the questionnaires. To investigate the test-
retest reliability of the translated SRQ we used two
statistical methods: a) The Wilcoxon signed-rank
test to estimate the stability of the scale across time
and b) Spearman’s rho correlation to investigate if
the scales are correlated in those two points of
time. The results of the paired Wilcoxon test are
showed in table 3. There were not significant dif-
ferences between test- retest of each subscale.
Thus, assuming that the underlying concept (sib-
ling’s relationship) does not change very much in
the short term, it seems from this analysis that the
translated scale can reliably be used at different
points of time. In table 4 the correlation coefficients
(Spearman’s rho) of the scales were also given.
Thus, the test-retest reliability of the translated

scale is acceptable with only one subscale having
low reliability (Relative Status/Power Power) but still
acceptable and statistically significant.

Agreement between parent’s version and
children’s

One hundred and six parents returned the
questionnaires (88 mothers and 14 fathers). We fur-
ther investigated the agreement between the par-
ents and children’s version of the translated SRQ
by using Spearman’s rho correlation. Table 5
shows the results.

As can be seen on table 5, the agreement in
the subscales Warmth/Closeness and Conflict was
good but in the Rivalry scale the coefficient was low
and the direction negative although still significant.
However, in the Relative Status/Power subscale
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Table 5
Spearman’s Correlations coefficients between parents and children versions of SRQ.

Parent’s SRQ Warmth/Closeness | Conflict (parent) | Rivalry (parent) | Relative
Children’s SRQ | (parent) Status/Power
Warmth/ rho=.61, p<.001,
Closeness n=85

. rho=.45, p<.001,
Conflict n=98
Rivalr rho=-0.34.

y p=.001, n=98
Relative rho=-0.16,
Status/Power p=0.106, n=100

there was no agreement. Because this finding was
unexpected and can be contributed to a badly
translated scale or to an overestimation/underesti-
mation of parents or children, we further analysed
the agreement according to the respondents’ par-
ent gender (mother/father). When the agreement of
the scales was separately analysed by parent’s
gender it was revealed that the agreement was bet-
ter. Mothers had a better agreement in all the
scales with children. On the contrary, the father’s
rating had no significant correlation with the chil-
dren’s rating in any subscales. For instance, for the
mothers-children agreement in the Warmth/Close-
ness subscale, the rho was equal to 0. 66, (p<.001,
n=71). Similarly, for the other subscales was: Con-
flict: rho=.49, p<.001, n=84, Rivalry: rho=.39,
p<.001, n=82, and Relative Status/Power:
rho=.30, p=.02, n=85.

Therefore, it seems that the perceptions which
children have about their relationships are different
to the perceptions that their parents have and al-
so that there are differences of perceptions be-
tween mothers and fathers.

Factor Analysis

For the CFA we used the 39 items scale as sug-
gested by Furman (personal communication).
However, given the relatively small sample size for

a CFA we examined only the two most important
factors Warmth/Closeness and Conflict as per pre-
vious work (Derkman, et al., 2010). Those two fac-
tors are second order factors and they are mea-
sured by 21 items. Because each item is rated on a
Likert scale we used the diagonal weighted least
square to analyse the covariance matrix. The as-
sessment of the global goodness-of-fit of the test-
ed model was based on the indexes: The Root-
Mean-Square Error of Approximation (RMSEA), the
Goodness of Fit (GFl), the Comparative Fit Index
(CFI), and the Root Mean square Residual (RMR).
There are not standard accepted thresholds but
generally a value of RMSEA below .08 is accept-
able. Higher values for GFI indicate a better fit. A
value of CFI more than .90 in a model is assumed
good. Small values of RMR are better and a 0 val-
ue indicates a perfect fit (Hair, Anderson, Tatham &
Black, 1998, pp. 653-666). Chi-square, the degrees
of freedom, and the probability of the chi-square
were also estimated and reported.

The fitted model with the completely standard-
ized estimates is depicted in Figure 1.

For this model the indices were RMSEA=.061,
CFI=.97, GFI=.957, RMR=.102 and also the Stan-
dardized Root Mean Square Residual (SRMR) =
.09, the Normal Fit Index (NFI) =.93, and the Non-
Normed Fit Index (NNFI) = .97, and x2=299.085,
df:178, p<.001.
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Most of the first-order factor loadings were high,
with loadings above .70. The factor loading on item
26 (antagonism) was low but still acceptable. The
second-order factor loadings were all above 0.70. Al
factor loadings were significant (p < .001). A negative
correlation between Warmth/Closeness and Conflict
was found which was expected. Therefore given the
loadings and the satisfactory indices of fit we kept
this as a final model.

5. Discussion

According to the results, the translated SRQ
shows an acceptable concurrent validity in the over-
all and in the subscales. Similarly, the test-retest re-
liability of the translated scale was very good. Al-
though in this study more emphasis was given to
the psychometric properties of the Greek translation
of the SRQ than in the perceptions of the relation-
ships or other factors that may influence them, it is
worth noting the discrepancies in the rating be-
tween fathers, mothers and children in the Relative
Status/Power and Rivalry subscales. It is a fact that
in the subscales, internal consistency was low
(table 5). Mothers had a better agreement in all
scales with children. In contrast, the fathers’ rating
had no significant correlation with the children’s rat-
ings in any subscales. Although moderate level of
agreement has also been found in other studies
(e.g. Linares, et al., 2007), the consistence of the
present study is low. There may be some reasons
for this; Perhaps the small number of items in each
subscale and also the scoring system (e.g. in ma-
ternal and paternal the partialities are scored from
the middle) can influence the estimates of the co-
efficients. However, this is in contrast with the re-
sults of previous studies in which the scale has
been used and in which the coefficients were high-
er. Perhaps this inconsistency might be attributed to
bad rating but it might also be attributed to the fact
that the perception that family members have of
their relationships may be influenced by other fac-
tors like age, or gender (Furman, & Buhrmester,
1985). More often than not, family members are
found to have an individual perception of certain as-

pects of their relationships. That is, each member
may fail to see or may focus too much on certain
aspects of relationships as a result of projections.
That is, members of a family have on the one hand
a common representation of certain aspects of the
family’s member relationships and on the other,
they perceive differently other aspects differently
(Tackett 2011). The difference in the perception of
status/power revealed in the present study is prob-
ably due to the individual parental representation of
our sample. Parents are biased. (Kroes, Veerman,
and De Bruyn 2003). This interpretation is strength-
ened by the fact that further analysis by parents’
gender (mother/father) revealed that the agreement
was better. Mothers had a better agreement in all
the scales with children. On the contrary, the fa-
thers’ rating had no significant correlation with the
children’s rating in any subscales. This , perhaps,
can be explained by the fact that mothers are clos-
er to children than fathers who therefore give expe-
rience of their children’s relationship from another
angle, but perhaps also that the number of fathers
is small compared to the mothers included in the
sample (14 fathers versus 88 mothers). Finally, an-
other possible reason for the low consistency may
be attributed to the fact that parents, who were ad-
ministered the SRQ at home, wanted to give a pos-
itive picture of their children’s relationship, as the
contact with the interviewer was personal. Whatev-
er reason(s) is/are behind this inconsistency in the
rates between fathers and children cannot be elicit-
ed by the design of this study.

In addition, we examined the factorial validity of
the Greek version of SRQ but only for the two di-
mensions Warmth/Closeness and Conflict. We
found that the theoretical model of the SRQ also
holds in the Greek version. In addition, we found
a negative relationship between those two dimen-
sions. A previous study which investigated those
two dimensions within a Dutch population, also us-
ing CFA, reported similar results to our study (Derk-
man, et al., 2010).

The main aim of this study (as mentioned
above ) was to evaluate the Greek translation of the
instrument. Thus, it seems that the translated
Greek version of SRQ is a valid and reliable instru-
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Figure 1
Path diagram of the CFA model (21 items) with the standardized estimates.

ment to be used in measurements of sibling’s re-
lationships in Greek populations, and because the
SRQ is an internationally recognised and used
scale, we think that the most important benefit of
this translation and standardisation is that SRQ can
be used as a measurement for multinational clini-
cal research and comparison with other countries.

A potential limitation of this study is that it was
carried out in only a small sample of Greek families
and although care was taken for this sample to be
from different geographical areas may still not be
representative of the total population. Further eval-
uation of the Greek translated SRQ in a larger sam-
ple and in different research projects remains a
task for future research. A second limitation of the
present study is the lack of a “gold standard” or an-
other similar validated scale with which compar-
isons could made. This did not allow us to use full
statistical analyses (e.g. agreements). So as to
avoid this shortcoming, we had to use correlation
coefficients instead.
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Pyuyxopetrpiky Avaluon tne EAAnvikyg ek6oxng
tou Sibling Relationship Questionnaire (SRQ)

DHMHTPIOE AAAMHS!
ANASTASIA TSAMMAPAH2

KQNSTANTINA TAAANTH?®

O1 adehpikég Ox€oelg oUVIOTOUV ONUAvTIKG apdyovta SOUnong Tng ouvalodn-
MEPINHWH MaTIKAG aAAG Kat TG 6ANng avamtugng Tou atépou. Mapd to 61t n ENGda elvat

Jla xwpa émou ot olkoyevelakol deopol eivat loxupol, n €peuva oto medio TG adeh-

QIKAG oxéong eival eAdxiotn. H éNewyn autn opeiletal, ev Yépel, atnv anouaia
EyKupwv dokiuaotwv. To SRQ, ouvioTd pa eupéwg xpnatuomnoloUpevn dokiaaia otnv €peuva Tng adehgl-
KNG oX€ong. ZTOX0G NG €peuvag eival va HeTappAcel kat va avalloel TNG PUXOHETPIKES 1BLoTNTeG Tou SRQ.
To delyua g €peuvag amotéleoav 185 naidid kail Epnpol. Alepeuvrinkayv Ta €&iq: ouykAivouoa eykupd-
mTa, ECWTEPIKA OUVETELD, eMavEAeYX0q aglomioTiag, ouppwvia avdueoa oTig Sokiuaoieq Twv Maldlwy Kat
TV Yoviwv. H ouykAivouoa eykupdtnta kupawdtav and 0.29-0.68, n eowtepikr ouvenela rjrav 0.86 Kat o
enavéleyyoq aglomotiag kupawvétav and 0.58-0.78. H oupwvia avdueoa oTiq Sokidaoieq Twv nadlwv
KQL TWV YOVIWV ATAV ONUAVvTIKN HOVo wg Ipog NG UNTépeg. H mapayovTtikr) avdAuon Twv SUo OnpavTiko-
Tepwv dlaoTdoewy TG adeAPIkng oxéong ((eoTaold/eyyutnta Kat olykpouon) Omwg eviomiotnkay oTnv
npwtdTurn €kdoon g dokiuaoiag, £dei&e Ol eival e&ioou onuavtikég otnv EAnvikr ekdoxr Tou SRQ.
Zuvenwg, n ENnvikr ekdoxn} Tou SRQ ouviotd pia €ykupn kat a&émiotn Sokiaoia rou propel va xpnaot-
portotnBel atov EAANvikd MANBUoUd Kal 0€ OUYKPITIKEG Epeuveq e TANBUOHOUG AAWY XWwPWV.

Né€etg-KAerdd: Sibling Relationship Questionnaire (SRQ), Eykupdtnta, Wuyxopetpia, Metdgppaon, ENnvikn
€kdoar.

1. AleuBuvon: Sligo Mental Health Services, Clarion Road Sligo, Co. Sligo, Ireland. Tel: +353719144829, Fax:
+353719144177. Email: dimaadamis@yahoo.com. Research and Academic Institute of
Athens, Greece

2. AievBuvon: M.TAE. Naveruotriuio Atyaiou. Pédog, ENGda. . Email: tsamparli@rhodes.aegean.gr

3. AletBuvon: M.TAE. NaverotAuio Ayaiou. Pédog, ENGda. Email: kon_talanti@hotmail.com


http://www.tcpdf.org

