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Validation of the Learning Disabilities Diagnostic
Inventory (LDDI) for Grades 16- Students in the
Sultanate of Oman

Mahmoud M. Emam, Ali M. Kazem, Rashid S. Almehrizi,
and Saleh K. Al-Makhmari

Abstract:

The current study aimed to investigate the psychometric
properties of the Learning Disabilities Diagnostic Inventories
(LDDI) through its standardization on a national sample of Omani
students in grades 16- in Oman. The study sample included 1239
students (651 typically achieving students and 688 students referred
to learning disabilities units in schools). The LDDI was translated
using the forward backward translation method in order to adapt it
to the Arabic language. Validity of the LDDI was tested using three
methods: content validity, criterion validity and construct validity.
Criterion validity was tested through administration of three other
rating scales of reading, written language and pragmatic language.
Construct validity was tested through examination of its factor
structure. Reliability was tested using two methods: Cronbach’s
alpha, and split half reliability. Finally, national norms were
calculated for the national sample. Results of the study showed that
the LDDI has good validity and reliability indicators. The LDDI
correlated significantly with the criterion measures and its factor
structure consisted of 6 factors which were reported in the original
instrument. The LDDI showed excellent alpha coefficients ranging
from 0.960.98-, and excellent reliability coefficients 0.910.97- using
split half-reliability. National norms were drawn from the sample.
Results are discussed in the light of the literature focusing on the use
of teachers rating scales in screening for learning disabilities.

Keywords: Learning Disabilities Diagnostic Inventories; Screening,
Oman
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