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Abstract. This article explores the development and application of
psychometric approaches to measuring individual religiosity across diverse
cultural and religious contexts. The study aims to analyze the scientific
foundations of psychometricmethods formeasuringreligiosity and to determine
their effectiveness and limitations in modern society. The main areas of focus
include cross-cultural validity, consideration of denominational characteristics,
and the potential integration of quantitative and qualitative methods. The
scientific and practical significance of the work lies in clarifying the theoretical
and practical foundations for measuring religiosity, thereby contributing to the
improvement of tools used in psychology, the social sciences, and healthcare.
The key findings show that while significant progress has been made in the field
of religiosity measurement, issues related to the accuracy and adaptability of
these tools remain relevant in multicultural societies. In conclusion, the article
highlights current methods for measuring religiosity, discusses methodological
challenges related to their use in culturally and religiously diverse settings, and
outlines potential directions for future development in this area.
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Introduction

Religiosity is an important psychological construct that has a complex impact on a person's
cognitive processes, emotional world, and behavioral reactions. This phenomenon is becoming
a subject of research in various fields of sciencesuch as psychology, sociology, health care, and
education. While the science of religion originated from philosophical research, it is currently
being studied using empirical methods, especially psychometric methods.
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Psychometrics is a scientific discipline that allows us to measure abstract psychological
concepts, including religiosity. This area has made it possible to use particular markers to
evaluate religiosity both practically and conceptually. That is, objective statistics are increasingly
used to characterize subjective feelings and experiences.

By the middle of the 20th century, psychometric research on personal religiosity had become
a relevant study area. During this period, methodological progress was underway in the field
of psychological measurement, and these processes directly influenced the emergence of
instrumentsforassessingreligiosity (Glock, 1962).Early measurementapproaches characterized
religiosity in a unidimensional manner, often through indicators such as frequency of church
attendance or assessment of the importance of religious belief.

Yet, the modern scientific community acknowledges that religion is a far more intricate
concept. This idea encompasses a person's religious sentiments, moral behavior, social identity,
and religious experience in addition to belief and ritual practice.

This multidimensional nature of religiosity has necessitated specific instruments that can
measure its various aspects. In response to this demand, psychometric scales and questionnaires
have been developed and refined. Allport and Ross (1967), for instance, were among the first
to differentiate between extrinsic (using religion for social or personal advantage) and intrinsic
(following religion as a sincere objective) religious orientations. New approaches for assessing
religious motivation have been developed in part because of this concept.

Spiritual wellness, religious coping mechanisms, and religious fundamentalism are some of
the new measures that have been added to the scope of religiosity assessments in recent years
(Pargament, 2000). In addition to being a belief system, these tools consider religion as a means
for people to cope with stress and discover purpose in life.

Materials and methods of the study

Research Level

Current research can be divided into several levels:

Conceptualizing religion as a psychological construct is the theoretical-methodological
level. Developing and validating psychometric techniques is the instrumental stage. Empirical
level: using techniques to address particular research issues. Evaluating and summarizing the
findings of several investigations at the meta-analytic level.

Within the framework of this study, the greatest attention was paid to the first two levels,
since they generally determine the methodological validity of the psychometric approach.

The use of psychometric techniques to evaluate religion has undergone many stages of
development. Creating legitimate and dependable measuring tools was the primary objective
of researchers in the early phases. During this time, basic indicators of belief and religious
engagement were examined, and religiosity was frequently examined in connection to
demographic traits (Gorsuch, 1984). These studies were descriptive in character, which implies
that their theoretical depth was constrained.

As the study of religion, grown more sophisticated, new research options have become
available. More than 100 distinct measures for evaluating religiosity have been employed in
scientific research, according to a meta-analysis by Hackney and Sanders (Hackney & Sanders,
2003). This suggests thata number of factors are being considered and that the area of evaluating
religiosity is expanding quickly.
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In recent research, structural equation modeling (SEM), confirmatory factor analysis (CFA),
and item response theory (IRT) have become widespread (Kapuscinski & Masters, 2010).
These methods allow for a deeper study of the internal structure of religiosity and increase the
psychometric quality of measurement instruments.

The research on religiosity is a multidisciplinary discipline. For instance, we have been able
to clarify the neurological underpinnings of religious experience by combining neuroimaging
methods (such as functional MRI of the brain) with psychometric tests (Moberg, 2002).
Furthermore, we can now systematically monitor religious growth over the course of a person's
life thanks to longitudinal study designs (King & Roeser, 2009).

Therearestillalotofunsolved problemsinthisfield,though.One ofthe primary methodological
issues is cross-cultural validity, as noted by Hill and Hood (1999). Measurement tools based
on Western faiths, particularly Christianity, do not adequately capture the experiences of
individuals of other religions. In light of this circumstance, global scales that are appropriate for
usage across religious boundaries must be developed (Abu-Raiya & Pargament, 2011).

Justification of the choice of articles and goals, and objectives

As a subject of research, measuring religiosity has both theoretical and practical uses. A
thorough investigation of this phenomenon is more pertinent given its intimate relationship to
many facets of human existence.

It has been experimentally proven in psychology that religion and psychological health are
related. Smith and colleagues (Smith, et al., 2003) conducted a comprehensive meta-analysis of
147 independent studies and discovered statistically significant, if slight, positive associations
between psychological well-being andreligiosity (r=.20). Thisimplies thatreligiosity contributes
to the development of an individual's inner strength.

The basis of the psychometric approach to the study of religiosity is the idea that this
phenomenon can be quantitatively assessed using standardized methods. Historically, the
first attempts to measure religiosity date back to the works of H. Allport, who distinguished
between intrinsic and extrinsic religious orientation. Later, many scales and questionnaires
were developed to measure various aspects of religiosity.

The stages of current research are as follows:

At the theoretical and methodological level, religion is viewed as a psychological construct.

Development and validation of psychometric techniques constitute the instrumental level.

At the empirical level, techniques are applied to address particular research issues.

Level of meta-analysis: synthesis and evaluation of several studies' findings.

The first two levels received the most attention in the study's framework since they typically
establish the psychometric approach's methodological soundness.

The main aim of this article is to investigate the methodological foundations of measuring
religiosity using psychometric methods and to identify the effectiveness and limitations of
current psychometric methods. Also intended to consider the development of instruments for
measuring various aspects of religiosity and the importance of cross-cultural validity, given the
multifaceted nature of religiosity.
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Scientific research methodology

Analysis of the theoretical and methodological foundations of the psychometric approach

Review of the main psychometric instruments for measuring religiosity, investigating
the features of measuring religiosity in different cultural and religious contexts. For this,
it is necessary to discuss issues of cross-cultural validity and take into account confessional
differences, and identify future directions that contribute to a more comprehensive assessment
of religiosity by combining quantitative and qualitative methods.

Role in health care

Assessment of religion and spirituality in the health care system is an important component
of providing comprehensive, culturally appropriate care to patients. Koenig (Koenig, et al. 1997)
has shown in his work that measuring religiosity is especially important in coping with illness,
chronic diseases, and decision-making at the end of life. In medical practice, religion-based care
has been shown to affect a person’s emotional stability.

Social policy and civic engagement

Reliable, quantitative data on religion are an important tool for shaping social policy. Putnam
and Campbell (2010) describe how religious identity in the United States is changing by
measuring levels of religiosity and how religious belief influences civic engagement and social
capital in society. This research suggests that religion is not only a personal belief system but
also a factor that influences social structure.

Education and Academic Achievement

Measuring religiosity in the educational system provides insight into an important aspect of
students’ moral and spiritual development. A study by Regnerus (2000) found that there is a
positive relationship between some aspects of religiosity (e.g., religious participation or internal
religious orientation) and academic achievement. These findings highlight the importance of
considering religion and spirituality in education.

Global context and demographic scope

Approximately 84% of the world’s population identifies with a particular religion (Pew
Research Center, 2012). Quantitative research on such a broad-ranging phenomenon has
become an integral part of modern psychology and sociology. This indicator highlights the
global importance of religiosity and the need for its scientific study.

Discussion and Results

Basic instruments for measuring religiosity

One of the prerequisites for psychometrically measuring religiosity is to systematize its
theoretical models and translate them into specific measures. These models show thatreligion is
not just a belief system, but also a comprehensive multidimensional phenomenon. Researchers
have proposed structural models that encompass different aspects of religiosity and have used
them as the basis for measuring instruments.

Glock's Five-Dimensional Model

Glock (1962) described religiosity in terms of five main dimensions:

Ideological dimension - the level of acceptance of a religious belief system;

Ceremonial dimension - the frequency of participation in religious activities (e.g., attending
worship);
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Experiential dimension - religious feelings and transcendental experiences;

Intellectual dimension - knowledge of religious teachings and texts;

Consequential dimension - the influence of religion on a person's behavior and values in
everyday life.

This model, with its comprehensiveness, has served as the basis for much subsequent
empirical research and has laid the conceptual foundation for modern multidimensional
measurement tools.

The intrinsic-extrinsic orientation concept developed by Allport and Ross

Reliability was defined by Allport and Ross (1967)as a person's religious motivation. They
explained: Perceiving religion as one's life's goal, or as a sincere and profound experiential
manifestation of faith, is known as intrinsic religious orientation; The use of religion as a source
of comfort or social support is known as extrinsic religious orientation. Psychometric measures
of religious motivation, such as the popular Religious Orientation Scale, have been developed
using this taxonomy as their foundation.

Saroglou's "Four Bs" Model

Saroglou (2011) proposed a compact and universal model of religiosity consisting of
four dimensions. This model is called the "Four Bs" (English: Believing, Bonding, Behaving,
Belonging):

Believing - belief, that is, a person's religious worldview and beliefs (cognitive dimension);

Bonding - emotional connection, spiritual connection with God or the sacred (affective
dimension);

Behaving - religious and moral actions (behavioral dimension);

Belonging - identification with a religious group and connection to the community (social
dimension).

This model is notable for its cross-cultural validity and is often used in modern psychology
and sociology of religion.

Religious Orientation Scales

The Religious Orientation Scale, proposed by Allport and Ross (1967), is one of the first
psychometric instruments to consider religiosity as an intrinsic and extrinsic orientation. In
this scale, intrinsic orientation refers to the pursuit of religion as a life goal, while extrinsic
orientation refers to the use of religion for social or material gain. Later, this scale was adapted
to the age characteristics of adolescents and adults by Gorsuch and McPherson (1989).

Multidimensional instruments

The Religious Commitment Inventory-10 (RCI-10) developed by Worthington et al. (2003) is
ashort, highly reliable instrument that measures religious commitment. Its internal consistency
coefficients range from a = .87-.93, indicating the reliability of the scale.

The Multidimensional Measurement of Religiousness/Spirituality (MMRS) scale, developed
jointly by the Fetzer Institute and the National Institute on Aging (1999), is widely used in health
research. It includes several dimensions, including religious activity, religious experience, belief
system, and religious struggle.

Faith Development Scales

The Faith Development Theory proposed by Fowler (1981) divides faith development into
stages along the life cycle. The Faith Development Scale, based on this theory, aims to assess the
complexity and maturity of an individual’s religious beliefs.
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The Faith Maturity Scale developed by Benson et al. (1993) assesses faith along two
dimensions: a vertical dimension - a relationship with God and a horizontal dimension - the
level of service to people.

Psychometric characteristics

Scales measuring religiosity had internal consistency coefficients ranging from a =.71 t0.95,
according to a review by Hill and Hood (1999), demonstrating the instruments' high reliability.

The instruments were consistent over time, according to Koenig etal. (1997), who discovered
that test-retest reliability averaged.85. According to a meta-analysis by Smith et al. (2003), there
is a negative correlation with depression atr =-.23 and a positive correlation with psychological
well-being at r =.35. These findings imply a strong correlation between psychological health
and religiosity.

Cross-cultural Aspects

One of the important issues in the field of measuring religiosity is the cross-cultural
applicability of measurement instruments. Most of the currently used measurement methods
have been developed and are based on Western, especially Christian, cultural environments. This
raises questions about their ability to accurately reflect religious experience in other religions
and cultures. For example, Abu-Raiya and Pargament (2011) have pointed out that Western
models fail to take into account the unique spiritual content of Muslim, Hindu, or Buddhist
practices. In order to deal with this problem, particular scales adapted to the custom are being
developed.

According to Abu-Raiya et al. (2008), the Muslim Religiosity Scale, for instance, is based on
Islamic practice and is intended to gauge Muslim religiosity.

The Jewish Religious Coping Scale, which measures Jewish religious coping, is designed to
examine religious reactions specific to Judaism (Smith, et al. 2003).

The Hindu Religious Coping Scale, which measures spiritual experiences within Hinduism
(Tarakeshwar, et al. 2003).

These specific instruments, when used in their cultural context, have higher reliability than
traditional general instruments, often with o > .90, indicating that they have very high internal
consistency.

In addition, measurement invariance has been widely used to ensure cross-cultural
measurement equivalence. This method allows us to check whether people from different
cultures give the same meaning to the same instrument. A study by Fischer and colleagues
(2016) included six different cultural regions and conducted a multi-group confirmatory factor
analysis on the “Four Bs” model proposed by Saroglou (2011) - Believing, Bonding, Behaving,
and Belonging. The results of the study showed that these dimensions have partial measurement
equivalence across a number of cultures. This suggests that universal and culture-specific
aspects of religiosity coexist.

Methodological innovations

There are important methodological innovations in the field of contemporary religiosity
measurement. First, the combination of qualitative methods with psychometric approaches
allows for a more comprehensive description of religious experience. As Moberg (2002) notes,
mixed methods, especially the combination of phenomenological interviews and standardized
questionnaires, can help to better understand the subjective and cultural aspects of religiosity.
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Second, advances in statistical modeling have increased the accuracy of psychometric
instruments. The Item Response Theory (IRT) method, introduced by Gorsuch (2010),
optimizes the assessment of religiosity through computer-adapted testing, reducing the burden
on respondents while maintaining measurement reliability. This is considered an especially
effective solution for large population studies.

Third, the introduction of implicit measurement methods has been an effective tool against
the problem of socially conditioned responses in research on religiosity. LaBouff and colleagues
(2010) have shown that implicit association tests provide additional validity compared to open-
ended questionnaires in measuring automatic attitudes and unconscious attitudes towards
religion. This approach is particularly useful in situations where there is a high probability of
conscious bias on the part of respondents.

Psychometric methods have become a powerful tool for studying religiosity not only at
the theoretical level but also in the practical sphere. Empirical evidence clearly demonstrates
the influence of religion on personal development, mental health, and social adjustment.
For example, a meta-analysis by Smith and colleagues (2003) found a consistently positive
correlation between intrinsic religiosity and psychological well-being (r = .20), and an inverse
relationship between negative religious coping and psychological adjustment (r = -.22).

Inclinical psychology, theassessmentofreligiosity can enhance the effectiveness of therapeutic
processes. Pargament et al. (2000) found that the inclusion of religious coping strategies in
therapy for religious clients improved outcomes by approximately 15%. This finding suggests
that religious motivation and beliefs play an important role in the psychotherapy process.

In neuroscience, psychometric methods for measuring religion and spirituality are also being
used. Newberg and Newberg (2006) have shown a strong correlation between the Mystical
Experience Scale and brain activity during meditation, suggesting that they may be biological
markers of some spiritual states.

The field of religiosity measurement is expected to develop in the following directions in the
future:

The development of psychometric instruments with proven cross-cultural validity and
adapted to different religious traditions is necessary to understand the universal and specific
aspects of religion (Abu-Raiya, & Pargament, 2011).

The inclusion of implicit measurement methods (e.g., Latent Association Tests) reduces
social response bias (LaBoulff, et al. 2010).

Longitudinal studies should capture the dynamics of religious development across the
lifespan (King, & Roeser, 2009).

The use of digital technologies and mobile applications allows for real-time ecological
assessment of religious experience (Fetzer, 1999). The development of scales for measuring
non-theistic spirituality is becoming increasingly relevant in today’s secular societies.

Conclusion

Psychometric studies of religiosity have made significant progress in the field. While initially
unidimensional and simple instruments were used, today multidimensional and complex
assessment systems have emerged, expanding the capabilities of this approach. Although
modern psychometric instruments have good reliability and validity characteristics, it is still
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difficult to fully assess a subjective and complex phenomenon such as religiosity in quantitative
terms. The main difficulties with psychometric assessment of religiosity are particularly evident
in cross-cultural applications. The problem of cross-cultural validity and the dominance of
assessment models focused on Christianity are factors that hinder the universal application of
psychometric instruments.

It is obvious that methodological developments are creating new opportunities, especially
when combined with technology. Technology-based assessment techniques and the combination
of quantitative and qualitative methods are broadening the use of psychometric techniques and
opening up new avenues for future religiosity measurement.

Using psychometric techniques to study religiosity advances our knowledge of this significant
facet of human nature. It enables us to obtain a more thorough comprehension of the evolution
of measurement techniques and their suitability for use in various settings, societies, and
demographics. The development of psychological science, its application in clinical settings, and
its potential as useful instruments in the domains of public health and education are thus made
possible. New techniques and research findings improve psychometric evaluation's efficacy and
enable us to evaluate different facets of religious belief and practice from a scientific standpoint.

In summary, the use of psychometric techniques for evaluating religiosity is not just an aspect
of scientific research but also an essential tool that facilitates a better comprehension of the
function of religion in society, human existence, and cross-cultural communication.
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JiHAQPJIBIKTEI OJIIIEYAiH ICUXOMEeTPHUAJIBIK TICIIAepi: TeOPHUAJIBIK K9He 9 iCHaMaJIbIK,
Herizaepi

A. AxmetoBa*!, M. Ucaxan?, U. Yaasimkan?®
L2Hyp-My6apak Ezunem ucaam madeHuemi yHugsepcumemi, Aamamel, KazakcmaH
3Ankapa yHusepcumemi, Aukapa, Typkus

AHpaatna. bys Makanaza apTypJii MaeHU KoHe [iHA KOHTEKCTep/e KeKe AiHJAapJbIKThl eJilleyre
apHa/IfaH NCUXOMETPHUSJIBIK TICUIAEPAiH, AaMybl MeH KOJIAAHBIChl KapacThIpbLIaJbl. 3epTTEYAiH
MaKcaThbl — AiHJAapJbIKThl eJillleyre apHajJfaH NCUXOMETPHUAJBIK TICiJIAepAiH FbJIBIMU HeTi3AepiH
Ta/ljall, OoJIapAblH, Ka3ipri KoramZarbl KOJIZaHy THUIMZAiIIri MeH wekTey/aepiH aHblKTay. Herisri
6aFbITTap peTiHJe MaJeHueTapasblK BaJUATINIK, KOHQECCUSAIBbIK epeKlIeNiKTepAi ecKepy >XoHe
CaH/bIK IIeH camasblK, ajicTepai GipikTipy MyMKiHAiKTepi KapacTblpbliafbl. YKYMbICTBIH FbLIBIMU-
TXKipUOeJiK MaHi — AiHAAPJIBIKTHI 6JIILEYAiH TeOpUsJIbIK XXoHe NpaKTUKaJbIK Heri3epiH alKplHAay
apKbLIbI IICUX0JIOT U, 9J1€YMETTIK FBIIBIMAD KOHE [ eHCAYJIbIK CaKTay CajajapblHAa KOJIAAHbLIAThIH
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KypajigapAbl eTisfipyre yJjec Kocy. Herisri HaTuKesiep KepceTKeHJeH, AiHAApJIbIKTbI 6Jilley
caJlachlH/la aWTapJIbIKTal >KeTicTikTep OGOJIFAaHBIMEH, KONIMOJEHUETTI KOFaM KaFJallblHAA eJIlIey
Kypa/lJapblHbIH, AYPBLICTBIFBI MeH OelliMAeny JeHreidi asi e MaHbI3Abl Macese OOJBIN KadyAa.
KopbITbIHABICBIH/A, MaKaJia [iHAapJIbIKThI 6J111ey/1iH Ka3ipri TociifepiH Taiai OTbIPhII, OHbl M9AEHU
»K9He JIiHU 9pTYpJIiJIiKTe KoJiJaHyFa 6alilaHbICThI HETi3ri ajicTeMeslik MaceJsiesiepre Ha3ap ayfapajbl
»K9He OChI casiajia 60/1alIaKTa XKY3€ere achbIPbLIybl MYMKIH GaFbITTap/bl YCbIHA/IbI.

TyiiH ce3gep: AiHAAPJBIK, NICUXOMETPHUS, 6JIIIey MIKaJIaJaphbl, MoJeHHUeTapablK BaUJITIJIIK,
canaJiblK a/iicTep, CAaHABIK d/licTep, AiHU TaxKipube.

l'lcnxome’rpnqecxne MeTOoAbl H3MEPEHHUA PEJIUTHO3HOCTU: TEOPETHYECKHE H
MeTOoA0/I0r'n4eCKHue OCHOBBI

A. AxmetoBa*!, M. Ucaxan?, U. Yaasimkan?
LZEzunemckuii yHusepcumem ucaamckoll kyabmypul Hyp-My6apak, Aamamui, KazaxcmaH
3YHueepcumem Aukapul, Aukapa, Typyus

AHHOTanuA. B faHHON cTaTbe paccMaTpUBaeTCs pa3BUTHeE U NPUMeHeHHe NCUXOMEeTPUYECKUX
NO/XOZL0B K U3MEPEHUI0 NHAUBU/ya/IbHOW PEJINTUO3HOCTH B PA3JIMYHBIX KYJIbTYPHBIX U PEJTUTHO3HBIX
KOHTeKcTax. lles1b uccie0BaHMA — IpOAHAJIM3UPOBATh HAayYHbIe OCHOBbI ICUXOMeTPHUYECKUX METOL0B
U3MepeHUs] PEeJIUTUO3HOCTH U omnpefejUTb UX 3QPeKTUBHOCTb U OTpaHHUYEHUs] B COBpPEMEHHOM
ob1uiecTBe. OCHOBHBIMH HallpaBJIEHUSIMU PACCMOTPEHUS SIBJSIIOTCS MEXKKYJIbTYPHAst BAJTUHOCTb, y4eT
KOH(peCCHOHAJbHbIX 0COOEHHOCTEN U BO3MOXXHOCTHU MHTErpaliuy KOJIMYeCTBEHHbIX U KayeCTBEeHHBIX
MeToZ0B. HayuHo-lIpaKkTHYecKass 3HAYMMOCTb PabOoThl 3aKJIIOYAeTCsl B yTOYHEHUU TeOopeTHYeCKUX
M TPAKTUYECKHX OCHOB H3MEPEHUS] PEJUTHO3HOCTH, YTO CHOCOGCTBYET COBEPILEHCTBOBAHHUIO
WHCTPYMEHTOB, IPUMeHsIEMbIX B IICUXOJIOTHH, COLIMAJIbHBIX HayKaxX U 3/paBooxpaHeHUH. OCHOBHbIe
pe3yJbTaThl IOKa3bIBAalOT, YTO, HECMOTPSl Ha 3HA4YMTeJbHbIA INporpecc B 006JlaCTU H3MepeHUs
pPEeJIUTUO3HOCTH, B YCJAOBUSX MYJbTUKYJBTYPHOTO O0O0ILEeCTBA AKTyaJbHbIMH OCTAKTCS BOIPOCHI
TOYHOCTU U afalTald HU3MepUTE/bHbIX UHCTPYMEHTOB. B cTaTbe aklieHTUpyeTc BHHMaHUe Ha
COBpeMeHHBIX N0AX0/aX K U3MePEHUI0 PeJIUTMO3HOCTH, METOL0J0TMUEeCKUX NPo6JieMaX, CBA3aHHbIX
C UX MPUMEHEHUEM B YCJIOBHUSAX KYJbTYPHOr0 U PEJUTHO3HOTO MHOr006pasus, a TaKXKe MpejJjiaraeT
BO3MO)KHble HallpaBJleHUd A1 OyAyLIMX pa3paboToOK B JAHHOHN 06J1aCTH.

Kiio4yeBble C/10Ba: pesMIMO3HOCTb, NICUXOMETPUS, HW3MepHUTeJIbHble IIKaJjbl, MEXKYJbTYpHas
BaJIMJHOCTb, Ka4eCTBeHHbIe MeTO/bl, KOJIM4eCTBEHHbIe MeTO/bl, PeJIMTHO03HasA NPaKTHKa

Information about the authors:

Akhmetova Aruzhan NurlybekKkyzy - corresponding author, PhD Student, Department of Religious
Studies, Faculty of Islamic Studies, Egyptian University of Islamic Culture Nur-Mubarak, Al-Farabi
Avenue 73, 050060, Almaty, Kazakhstan, e-mail: aruzhanakhmetova2025@gmail.com

Caliskan Ismail - Professor of Ankara University, Emniyet, Dogol Rd., 0600, Ankara, Turkey, e-mail:
iscaliskan@ankara.edu.tr

Issakhan Mukhan Baimutaruly - PhD, Associate Professor, Department of Religious Studies, Faculty
of Islamic Studies, Egyptian University of Islamic Culture Nur-Mubarak, Al-Farabi Avenue 73, 050060,
Almaty, Kazakhstan, e-mail: alash_ordabasy@mail.ru

26 N24(153)/ 2025 Psychology and Cognitive Sciences
ISSN: 3080-1893. eISSN: 3104-4611



Psychometric methods for measuring religiosity: theoretical and methodological foundations

ABTOpJIap TypaJibl M3JIIMET:

Axmemosa ApystcaH Hyp1e16eKKbI3bl — XaT-xabap aBTopbl, Hyp-My6apak EruneT ucsiam MajieHUeTi
yHUBepcuTeTi, UcaaMTaHy ¢akyabTeTi, AiHTaHy kadeznpaceiHblH PhD pokTopanTbl, aJ-®Papabu
JaHrblabl, 73, 050060, Anmatsl, KazakcraH, e-mail: aruzhanakhmetova2025@gmail.com

Yaaviwukan Hemaua - Aukapa yHUBepcUTeTiHIH npodeccopsl, IMHUeT, Jlerosa aaHfbLibl, 0600,
Ankapa, Typkus, e-mail: iscaliskan@ankara.edu.tr

Hcaxan Myxan Baiimypamyawr - PhD, Hyp-My6apak Eruner uciaMm MafeHUETi YHUBEPCHUTETI,
vcaaM inimMaepi gakyabTeTi, AiHTaHy KadepacbIHbIH KaybIMAAaCThIpbLIFaH npodeccopsl, aa-Papabu
naurbLbl, 73, 050060, Anmatsl, KazakcraH, e-mail: alash_ordabasy@mail.ru

UHpopmanusa 06 aBTopax:

Axmemoea Apyscan Hypavi6eKKbi3bl - aBTOp-KoppecnoHeHT, PhD nokTopaHT kKadeapbl pesiuruo-
BefieHUs1 Qaky/bTeTa HCIaMOBeJleHUsI EruneTckoro yHUBepCUTeTa HCIAaMCKOW KyabTypbl Hyp-
My6apak, npocnekT ajib-®Papabu, 73, 050060, Anmatsl, KazaxcraH, e-mail: aruzhanakhmetova2025@
gmail.com

YaaviwkaH Hemaua - npodeccop AHKapCKOro yHUBepcuTeTa, IMHHeT, np. Joros, 0600, Aukapa,
Typuus, e-mail: iscaliskan@ankara.edu.tr

Hcaxan MyxaHn Baiimypamyasl - PhD, accouupoBaHHbIH npodeccop Kapeapbl peJIUruoBefieHus
¢dakynbTeTa HCIAMCKHUX HayK Erumerckoro yHUBepcHUTeTa HCIAaMCKOW KyabTypbl Hyp-Myb6apak,
npocnekT anb-Papabu, 73, 050060, AnrmaTtel, KazaxcraH, e-mail: alash_ordabasy@mail.ru

Psychology and Cognitive Sciences N24(153)/ 2025 27
ISSN: 3080-1893. elSSN: 3104-4611



