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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



ov g ) e 593 gilunod 9 $3m b Sole Julows

EVRT

Ui gy Oldlae 8dgamte ;3 jgel il o plre Lulg, ggdge AtBIS dnd 4w JUS
GSULT BVl ¥+ 28 T3 5 ST sy ooV dolSTSIS o Sl o) Casl ity manll
S g oel8 Al KWW Tl g S bl (o)l olS TN TSy 9 STy
il Oldlae (S gl (YOOF Tolgls g ol olgms Feo¥ ) Kan g Sy o ¥-NY
Ve ¥ ully el «ST00) a5 )Slas i 50 9ol I - plre Lalyy (6 ppuds
(o SIE dge FNO Sty g 03y 0l0g) e e (Ve e B g ptd e
DNl g sl (olS daly) Bles S gles hShs (o)l EMSte 5 (Y410 & Jgo o 15Vl
5 Slyod) Cal 680k 5 Ghisel laanlp 5l pere Sy jeel il o plre Jelsi (YT
2 S o colos 10818 6050L 1 a8 Jledee md 0 i oy saled (Yoo o)) Ken
IS5 oS 1S oSS S5 4 ctimd e ol Cllao y itee (655 gl b Layd oS
2 e g Sbgdian O 25 Gk Gob ol 3 9w pbdl LS yob 4 ]y
9 b (oloygd) Amd oo il ) (ST Sty (B3Il peyd IS )3 (SLSs g el
e (9,80 baslgy SIS lojan oo 4y Slalllas I (B @l ol ogMe (Ve o8 My lly
o Slaleo Jlio (sl (Y1) eyhlSod 5 BYLe) 503, Colas 30,2005 ¢ lakeo 2 jo0l 205 -
DO 5 5eS (Jad (Sgwy8 gyl M gaialo) )b e (63,80 kg 355 (513 L
5 083l L phee (o380 ) Sl S Sl pzmen (Vo) Tgs g plagy) S e
ol (63,80 Ll ol (V¥ e am 5 STh00) amd o ol (SIS bl ool ety
Llie 4 6,80 lacdld [ 8 )l 4 bl Brguis Bam b o) uST8 gl 590l il = pleo oy
Dgdige (A jlidy S

L plee 62,80 Ay )U8) B8 (s g9dge &5 e ol e Cllas @l
09)5 g5 (P18 )3 Leagido 9yel cpl sl (sl g (sAliy polic (B ST 5 gl i

- Telli, den Brok & Cakiroglu

- Wei & Zhou

- Maulana, Opdenakker & Bosker

- Koomen, Verschueren, Schooten, Jak & Pianta
- Spilt

- Sivan, Chan & Kwan

- Brekelmans & Wubbels

- Henderson, Fisher & Fraser

- Van Uden, Ritzen & Pieters

10- Misbah, Gulikers, Maulana & Mulder
11- Roorda, Koomen, Spilt, Thijs & Oort
12- Dorman & Waldrip

13- Ben-Chaim & Zoller

O 000 LN bW —



A Sl - F0 o )leds N ¥ Jlo o ool 9 oigel ok 4 i oF

g Gl VY () Sar g polS VN0 STy \)g)lg () «53) Cawl 039y yladzs I (g puiS
@ x5k slp OS2 &S 80kl 2 pledse | (B s o (LS GSTHE L Jelas 3 9 )3
oobes] Cogi gl & Badine Clolee I 6,503 09,5 5 Lyl s aieylisle Ml Lse K,
o3> gl 0 Jod bl Jos (odjl wb Joass S355 clllas 4 b glp o)S1)8 55 clgine
2 oslyen S L Jals ) g (ops M 53 ledee (63500 53 el cpulil el 09
Cowl 039y ldizee axgi el

orlily g @ &8 ol Tolao (03,805 )18y Jo 09,08 (3l 13 39250 58 sl e ) (S
S ilwopgaio Tpinmm o803 Lolwl y 5eel ils = plae Jolss ¢ Jdo oyl 55wl adly dmusgs (VAQY)
5 ) 0,lal Py Jlgd ddgihe 4y I &ykai (Lol 84,1 (VY (g5 g uloly) 900
2 Sy o cpl ol (VA LS s b e [S00S6 b st Sl olod &S Canl ] (Sl
Aaie ST (o 5 elly) 3980 crge s Sl 103 3 ] Sl et I (o850
il 2 pdie 6 Glolae By Sl ligel il By 5 ligel il By Sl lelee ) ¢ las
Ol (228 Jalsd yo5e 3o JS5 1) oligel il g lolee (3800 (o)) ( ol (sl )3
iplro (63,8 4,8, ;| Q‘)‘y—lwb STyl wisle  Lolgs | Ol}yidﬁb 9 Oladxo oy Jolad a8 223 0
03131 €90l Ll (s 98l 41315 Cupogd (g0l il 5 polae iz cplas )l ¢ ) LIS slo Sig
odetly 93500095 sl «Shugd NN g5 g ) dpdyee 58U e S slaSiw 5 NS
(\O\ﬂi c)a.aw».‘) 9 w).\”s REEA c}ig.).)9) 9 uul.u]ﬁ ‘L;}‘J ‘J])JL)D HEEAY

oS 5xSojlul Bun L 1) plee ol ol yy (VD) o pplossn 5 (5225 el
95 dlmlonte so)ld) Sl (63,805 HU8) ¢ bl jlate jl e Jue ol )l 0390 (03,8000 )
&) 83,80 iy BB pls o ywlde (VA5 (L) cul daly S UM 3 [ KuK b oy8
Olelae 5 9ol il e Jolos (slupgrie sl o2l o 4 (Vo0) o5 5 52 51 J& V20Y)

- Wei, Zhou & Barber

- Richards

- Model of interpersonal teacher behavior
- Systems perspective

- Circularity

- Yu & Zhub

- Den Brok, Levy, Rodriguez & Wubbels,
- Creton & Hooymayers

- Kiesler

O 003N W B Wi —



00 g ) e 593 gilunod 9 $3m b Sole Julows

Culd & (93850 whie 033l (Bl Sladss gl oMWy .l 48,8 |8 solatwl )40
LR dxy 298 00 (5095 IS w53 )3 whee By (Jae (nl 53 (IS psbo 4l il olide
- oo o)l T S B iy 5 Phlus 4 45 T3S s g Veghyalss il o Vg Kon 4y S _
crlecliael sl b Jols )3 wlae (6lp cplen (63,850 S18, o 3 oyl p ogdle wcuwl ons JuSCis
S g TS anis Mg ol Mg relael ST ol o plicdgtue &3S
plae 2> dx B a5 amd g0 L5 5y )18y Sy e ol > Wb sibete ;005G 1 g
(e )3 Bolae (gwyd Alhae 4 55 1) GliS1)8 drgh (prizren 9 WS Cy e |y WIS Ml e
5 b 03 S (i ST (sl polee 2> dn b a8 el ] S0l e 035 S8 U8, (S
6By (Shy 2l dag il e 4y g 9 A8 0 Sy |y ST, Ll olae 1> an U oS el ]
oy ligel pi A plre e 4o b &S dmd e lis olpS1E 4 (ol g gt ()35
Ohelaol (58 Sy copmicren A8 Clgime (wleel 355 ol 5 laobesl LB (5 aad e
S5 4y Joliass 5 3250 iy Wyt sialans oo o ol 2 b o amae ol 0
ko So plie a2 U oS amd 0 Ui (9 (B )13y (Shy cnl p egde s
U aS aad e lis ()5 Gg b 05 45 18y (Shy Conl Bl 5 (8L ljgel s
o5y Sy «aled 3 NS o0 Fengh 5 4 35 1) ligel il g 098 s Sluas (oIS )3 plas s>
g FF 3 (38 o Ay )8y Juo ol o (Vo) STips g ey couiled

(20l lelee (sladiges (> Sladd @ alBuin (cla whio L2l axwgs | plro Jolss doliciu

- 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

15- Lourdusamy & Khine

0B ANV B W —



A Sl - F0 o )leds N ¥ Jlo o ool 9 oigel ok 4 i o5

oo epid 5 Slhy )y DA 3l e\ «Sy ) Wl oolitel Ll 5 siile
s FA B ol plas Loles dolitius s ,5olisS clmasins 1So5 liieo (Vo -V o)ylSod 5 b
25 algd j9pe 2l dmwgs |y (Veo) (o g (2) Jlgw T B 5 (Voo ) (S g (sl Y)
Giliseo (gladiges oy plas dolidisyy obisS L 4258 (sloJlo Job ;5 &5 tmde obis
N ¥ 3l8) Gl 00 o3litl 6yl 5 s (SIS Kid ccsho,S sdim ¢ gy siilo il
T o on eeb i o TS oo Rl g piid oS V¥ b g S el
5 58153 oban o Ay (535 51 5o it lo o s A )6 5 T ¥
(0¥ 38) ol 02,51 0315 J3) ol (2Ll 5 (olss (o8 oS €05

S @l Yo ¥) 7 JepaS (Ve o¥) Plola g g Sllllas @lS b ot g9 Sl ecnlple
2 35T Conl (V+rA) "B, g SpiY cmabiy g (V0 V0) A58 (Vo W) Vgl S sk
(g R 5l g (dpans oyl lalase )3 plae (63, 50m Ay (Sl 90l (i oy
oS5y 0] St il Joli Doty B oSy Bl S0 B D) i
oobel Gl S e et b o) Gl Gl plelee S (9SG 3 Il (ome s
1y sl oo ol g FA D ole glyy bt a3 il alllas 5 i
S el

P9

S g0l (pg 9 5yl diged (5 lof Anol>

5 05 Olebee (oolod Jold jol tmghy (5 o] amsly Cunl (Stison £ j] hrog pol gk
U0 st oo Jgl Jlass 5 e85 ksl 3 0dilis ks o cilies L abolie 50
JLo YVIAY s (:0lo L 3p0 glae Vo] oloo Yoo ol tmgly ol jo (glol igas tingy
[(YS—F FAAY= ) lorocs ol JLXVITY s 3s5lo b (5 lao Vo = g (VF=OY /AS= x>l
32 (Vo) VoS o8 b Ll Gl e yied 0 (S diges g, il edlatwl b a5 wng
Vo Sl B0 Jblis sy cisd e plool Liomiw celalpl Lole lsle oo s b &S bl

- Khine

- Koul

- Chen & Chen

- Goh

- Tirri & Husu

- Campbell

- Enrich, Kimber, Millwater & Cranston
- Cooper

- Willemse, Lunenberg & Korthagen

0- Kline

— O 00 1A W B W —



ov g ) e 593 gilunod 9 $3m b Sole Julows

Va0 o, bl ols dddlae p es OBl bl eesl odle ya cljl a4 ouiS S bk
A eslawl

05 coely (Yo 0V (S g (oml,¥ QTI) Ydro Jolo doliwiw yy: siminn 154!
S8l | 53 pm B, chle JIK o _ (0V) (5 laiiy Jao bl 2 (123Y) jyensls
5ol 8l — plao Jolss 95015 )3 1) (63,80 ) Jio S o s |y g2les o Siloy ol
330y b8y Jde olil p Jlgw YV U el = il plae Jolss dolidiw p Lol d5uus 500> dxwgs
e Jobs iy ol B o JUs 4l s (1AAY 1 0m 5 ) Yok
(e b Bbas) (63531 g (0539505 b (6Som) (Su35 st 93 5 Jlges A py Joiio jgol il
- ol by Ul B0 35 (VY (il 5 oy 8 ) il S
Sglize ()3 oy ot Sy & der slaz cal cligl o b ol 53 whas (sl plons (53,3
33 piokaali S8 s phicalgie (3,5 55p ilimgdloriS K8 ) sy Joli
OB S 8 )l s ol )3 g oo plotte SISy I 390 KB 5 (355 4 (92 (310
275 Wlgd j9ye dimd oo Fusly () ddien U (V) 55 ) slazys gy b 4 59y Vg
sla S 5 e Sinsp (slacdly 3 joal il s Jobs doliny 45 m3 o s i
oo} oS 5 owl)Y DD T g S g )58 pdid) casl Jly58 0 )50 (b 5 25y (8
S 13,8 48T (Voo)) (S g owlh)Y (Y28 T 609 5 Slped comiokSon (uslely
o el 5 saile (el lalas (sladises ;3 ool il wlae ol doliisyy (bl el
SaS /FF oy b (F9yd Slod culps ols ddlllas ,d el Cawd 4 </AY b +/50
P9 2B O g cpalasl o /0e 1313 odilfedgiue /OY 3,8 Sy ofFe S
Kol Cawd IV g 1SS g /VY (3,8 a5 /50
A5 oliwl Paae dez i gy il plne Jol doliiuy (gjlwodlel jolaie 4y cadlllas pl p
& Sl plolas €905 (sl o] el W50 colu ol Dol ) 3lizal oo & byl
Wljgd 5,8 S SaS &y ()b B pogrde 5 Sbj Gisler B> Bua LS dex 5 o)lb L)
O D990 Sglds 0,13 v yie 93 cald] ;3 .(VAAD F ST § Masylo) 545 0513,5 p candSSl 40,00
sialS (Sen JBlis & lacsglas ) €S jg00 A1, 5k 3l g 138 Con SOl sladsens

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

- Cressvell

- van Tartwijk

- back translation

- Marsella & Leong

- iterative review process

NN R WD —



A Sl - F0 o )leds N ¥ Jlo o ool 9 oigel ok 4 i OA

C.ucwl.@( P W) =5 uB.)dJ L;Lo‘w l.; 04 w);w (_,’.)L.xn L_9.>|)J cu»'.wl L))‘)J uﬁb
23,8 a0l g adllae |y 5l S s gllas g lgime gy ole cin slacl 5 i

L Lol s pbonl ) s SeaodS & Jlas 1 sy oo calllae oyl )3 (031> Julodi laie
o5ud b i ealial Jlais! Slas hey 5l sdnl Jole Judoo (oylol 9 51 onlisl b ¢Sl
2 ol Aoy coley pas ply > Jlasl Sk B9y (gdibasas (Yo o5) Tg) 5 o5y
Sl 50 Gl gyl s (o) cpl & Gl i s A (g)lonine pas & Al g bawgie A
L gnods (sl Jole oo 51 oalizl p3 adllas oyl 5 3,5 5,8 o liiee 83lil 590 Jio 3590
> o9iome pas b oS il 5l el (b)) S ) slate 4 (VARR) Tk 5 g dleitiy
y9dme ady, slhs o (AGFI) * 3Ll 5l 0956 (asls (GFI) 2 bjlp (265
Ll )k, Jdo loyn) ok hate b gued «ysizman i o2kl (RMSEA) Yy )5 555 lko
Olgme ds plre ol Aol y (Jole Cuin (655035101 (coS 55 adllas oyl )3 cplre (63,8
s Jae (s Cd )b ang L 00 (e 4 b g3l 5 Sl )l (300 55l
ol lele (il seil sodate i yols dalllas ) pdxe Jolss dolitis y oS ded ol
 ogde b ealiul LS| Jole oo oyl bgy sl 4 sl lole Jubow )bl 3o,
5 il ol Jloo gy 9 el 5 55108 o 08T (Y4 08) 50008 5 sl 550 <
S 3 Al o 51 L S Lo ol S ctigh oolizal logan b & (3S]
09,5 S5 5l 9 ;LS Latd (ggw ol pols dalllas yd a5 Ll I i aaS asl wlul p aiil o
b e Jace S 5l st il (g S0 3l 5 Casl ol (g )5laez 00l et Diges
Lolidun y oligS doens ol sl g0jl jolaie 4 pols ddlllan 13 plply wunl H5)95 5 asuiio

A o3l LS s b sanl s 5l ples Joles

- Classic Test Theory (CTT)

- weston & Gore

- Hu & Bentler

- Comparative Fit Index (CFI)

- Goodness of Fit Index (GFI)

- Adjusted Goodness of Fit Index (AGFI)

- Root Mean Square Error of Approximation (RMSEA)
- Meyers, Gamest & Goarin

0 NN NN~



09 g ) e 593 gilunod 9 $3m b Sole Julows

il
A5 iy o558 B sl 2055 53 i i by W1 e 5 S 0y b 435 o

oigS s (gl 55 B o b W e 5 S o0 b 55 b (Starads ol (gl o ] Gl ool ¢ Slie ) Jsi

plro Jolss dolictun
Table 1
Mean, Sandard Deviation, corrected item-total correlation and alpha if item deleted for Questionnaire of Teacher
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Cronbach’s a if Correcte Factor SD M Item
item deleted item-total r loading
oA LWl P (Srod sl Gl Sike asS
wss Sl Jopibass el o
3.80 1326 0=0.67 G b, :Jgl Jols
Leadership
0.56 0.47 0.63 0.71 4.55 tumo sl b oy Clae 5ybys N
S
I talk enthusiastically about my
subject.
0.60 0.45 0.53 0.86 435 sy wdly Sygo 4 1y oy s B
.WA.)L;Q

I explain things clearly.

Alas 411 Jigel i 258 wilsi oo A
oSl gy

I hold the students’ attention.

0.64 0.40 0.49 0.87 4.02 28l o WS 55 a5 Sl oles 1Y

I know everything that goes on in the
classroom.

slataly 5 m) oiljgel 23l (gl VY
o (26>
I am a good leader.
WS PR O
I act confidently.
4.62 14.30 SoS ,us, ‘093 Jule
ﬁ&w,:/uxs
Helping/Friendly 0=0.66
0.50 0.54 0.65 0.94 4.13 b aSe oS M‘j}”"u"‘“’b & ¥
A plool 1y o lscaIss
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.

Wl oo wilgal 4l &S s alzo ¥V
S slesel e 4y

I am someone students can depend
on.

i (ubEgd 2,5 XY

I have sense of humor.

S ey bl S il e Y

I can take a joke.

ibcwgd 5 Aoligd 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

2l slesel wiljgel jisly 4 ¥

I trust the students.

Wil 3l 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 (o> e Jli jg0 3 N
PRI TSP

I am willing to explain things again.
S Sy (B wiligel il STAY
ol 598 Al Cuwgd AiSL adl

If students have something to say ,I
will listen.

Pydse d2ghe

I realize when students don’t
understand.

M Laiwu 5 9 )y YY

I am patient.

2.84

13.20

18 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 (65 el e Slegidge o)y
Students can deside some things in
my class.

2 oo 2 Wl$ e el sl ¥+
35,138

Students can influence me.

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



4|

g ) e 593 gilunod 9 $3m b Sole Julows

0.48

0.47

0.45

0.40

0.45

0.56

0.44

0.80

1.04

0.93

3.03

2.19

3.73

NS > wilgel Iy wmd o o5kl YA
g k> oL

I let students get away with a lot in
class.

1y ool olil By LS )5 Y
S a3 lisel il

I give students a lot of free time in
class.

i CubISL g S oLl ¥F
I am lenient.

9.71

0=0.55 31 oyialash 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

A A b BB g ielacl Y
o)

I seem uncertain.

s J3 93 53350V

I am hesitant.

- il | ) plosl 3, ST
213 o s

Tact as if I do not know what to do.
so 5 den Ol)'}o’luib’b a3 o ojlal N
bl S

I et the students take charge.

(e Eobkd N 5 ljgel s (85 VA
oSG b s a8 il ped LBy s

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

Yol 3590 Iy 5]y 4 ljgel Sy 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
I think that students cheat.

s e oligel ptils oS o 53 X
WL

I think that students don’t know
anything.

S oo i |y Qijyb:;jb Ar

I put students down.

Ll o ol Sl oIS o S8 ¥R
i ol gt 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 ils g oSy ¥V
I am suspicious.
3.19 11.54 a=0.66 u;;w: “ﬂ.! JOLC
Admonishing
0.59 0.48 0.66 1.22 2.15 Podisn Sluas lolatiopé ol 4 ¥
I get angry un expectedly.
0.61 0.56 0.74 1.23 2.19 Py oo Sluas 295 A
I get angry quickly.

0.65 0.35 0.60 0.81 4.10

Ty 98 ligel il 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 S35 cdlbnS NP
I am impatient.
0.62 0.36 0.45 1.16 2.33 Sl 4 ligal il oS S e 86 Y-

Lgb 5533 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 o 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 0.36 0.49 1.21 2.95 s P‘)] e O|)~5‘,jumb o oS 3 XY

Students have to be silent in my
class.

0.63 0.47 0.51 1.05 2.76 i jledd (ye blbxiel YF
My tests are hard.
0.69 0.26 0.51 1.00 1.86 iz LU Casd b llil ¥+

My standards are very hard.
0.61 0.52 0.61 1.22 3.26 sl G b)) pKas ¥F

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

b god (sl ole oo (g)l] 39, S8 &y laosly oo 5| L3yl dalllas 4
4= eSS gl gasgste (YeoF) LlKen g jye g (Vo00) M dleniy
99y b - o polie o T g patenin (o)xine < T SantS 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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