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ABSTRACT
Objective: to perform the cross-cultural adaptation of the General Self Efficacy Scale-12 into Brazilian Portuguese. Method: this 
is a methodological study of cross-cultural adaptation of a self-efficacy instrument in which the steps of translation, synthesis, 
back-translation, semantic evaluation, content validation and pre-test were followed. Results: the translation and back-translation 
showed no changes in relation to the original version. Content and semantic validation were achieved and a content validity 
coefficient greater than 0.80 was obtained. Conclusion: after developing the methodological steps, the scale was duly adapted to 
the Brazilian culture and presents conceptual, semantic, cultural and operational equivalence in relation to the original version. 
Therefore, this instrument has potential to be used for measuring self-efficacy.

Descriptors: Self Efficacy; Validation Study; Disabled Persons.

RESUMO
Objetivo: realizar a adaptação transcultural do instrumento General Self Efficacy Scale-12 para o português do Brasil. Método: 
trata-se de um estudo metodológico, de adaptação transcultural de um instrumento de autoeficácia, que seguiu as etapas de 
tradução, síntese, retrotradução, avaliação semântica, validação de conteúdo e pré-teste. Resultados: a tradução e a retrotradução 
não apresentaram alterações em relação à versão original. Foram alcançadas a validação de conteúdo e a semântica e obteve-se 
um coeficiente de validade de conteúdo superior a 0,80. Conclusão: depois de desenvolver as etapas metodológicas, a escala foi 
devidamente adaptada à cultura brasileira e apresenta equivalência conceitual, semântica, cultural e operacional em relação à 
versão original. Portanto, esse instrumento tem potencial para ser utilizado na mensuração da autoeficácia.

Descritores: Autoeficácia; Estudo de Validação; Pessoas com Deficiência.
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INTRODUCTION
Self-efficacy is one of the main components of the Social 

Cognitive Theory (SCT). Beliefs within this concept act as 
a regulatory mechanism of human action that influences 
the ability to set goals, execute plans and persevere in the 
face of challenges and difficult situations throughout life. A 
high sense of effectiveness facilitates information processing 
and cognitive performance in different contexts, including 
decision-making and personal motivation(1-2).

This construct may act as a facilitator of the various 
pressures put by the environment, some of them hostile and 
disadvantageous for adaptation, such as changes in aging, 
economic and social factors (poverty and social exclusion), 
unexpected life events (death, financial losses, illness and 
disability), as well as stressors arising from traumatic situations 
(environmental disasters, attacks and kidnappings)(3).

The concept of self-efficacy has been extensively studied 
in some disciplines in order to explain behaviors throughout 
life(4). This construct was investigated in several aspects in 
studies conducted by nurses, for example, cancer, chronic 
diseases, physical activity and weight loss. In conceptual 
analyzes of Nursing with application in sociocultural 
contexts, self-efficacy has been used in caregivers of people 
with disabilities, in the treatment of diabetes mellitus, among 
others(5-6).

Research aimed at assessing self-efficacy has been 
conducted in many countries and evaluated in different 
ways. Some general self-efficacy assessment measures were 
developed to demonstrate it more broadly: General Perceived 
Self-Efficacy Scale – GPSS, General Self-Efficacy Scale-12 – 
GSES-12 and New General Self-Efficacy Scale – NGSS. 

We chose to use the GSES-12 instead of the GPSS in this 
study, as it has acceptable psychometric properties, especially 
at medium or low levels of self-efficacy(7). The GSES-12 
presents a model with three correlated factors (initiative, 
persistence and effort), in addition to the higher-order factor 
(general self-efficacy)(8).

It was originally developed in English(9) in the United 
States of America (USA), and later adapted and validated 
in other countries, such as Turkey,(10) India(11) and Spain(12). 
The original GSES-12 showed evidence of reliability through 
internal consistency with a value of 0.70(9). One-dimensionality 
was supported by Confirmatory Factor Analysis (CFA) with 
indices (GFI=0.98; AGFI=0.97; RMSR=0.04; NFI=0.93; 
NNFI=0.92, CFI=0.94) indicating a good fit(8).

Although in Brazil there is a validated version of the 
GPSS(13) that assesses general self-efficacy, this instrument is 
restricted to specific contexts, such as the academic and work 
environment. Thus, we chose to use the GSES-12 because of 
its brief measures and easy application. In addition, this scale 
assesses general self-efficacy within contexts of vulnerability, 
such as those of people with disabilities, pain and/or chronic 

diseases, depression, cancer, older adults, among others. It also 
represents an important mechanism for measuring changes in 
therapeutic results in these populations.

Due to linguistic and cultural differences, its translation 
and cross-cultural adaptation (CCA) would be necessary for 
use in Brazil, after confirming its psychometric properties. 
Thus, the study began with the following guiding question: 
Does the GSES-12, translated and adapted to Brazilian 
Portuguese, have semantic, idiomatic, cultural and conceptual 
equivalence? In order to answer this question, the aim of this 
study was to perform the CCA of the GSES-12 instrument 
for Brazilian Portuguese.

METHOD
This is a methodological study for the cross-cultural 

adaptation of the GSES-12. Initially, the authorization of the 
copyright of the GSES-12 was requested electronically to Dr. 
James Maddux, one of the main authors of the instrument, 
for the scale adaptation to Brazilian Portuguese.

The recommendations of Cassepp-Borges, Balbinotti 
and Teodoro(14), which aim to provide a semantic, idiomatic, 
cultural and conceptual equivalence between the original 
instrument and the adapted version were followed to culturally 
adapt the GSES-12. The five steps of the cross-cultural 
adaptation of an instrument were performed: translation, 
synthesis of translations, back-translation, evaluation by a 
committee of judges and pre-test, as shown in Figure 1.

The original GSES is a one-dimensional instrument that 
assesses overall self-efficacy. It is based on the SCT and was 
initially developed with 23 items, but only 17 were kept(9). 
In a new study, five items were excluded as they showed low 
correlations and ambiguous formulation, therefore, a 12-item 
version(8), measured on a seven-point response scale (“strongly 
disagree” =1; up to “strongly agree” =5) was obtained, in 
which the lower the score, the greater the self-efficacy.

All steps involved in this stage followed the guidelines 
for cross-cultural adaptation by Cassepp-Borges, Balbinotti 
and Teodoro(14). Initially, the instrument was given to two 
Brazilian translators and English teachers with over ten years of 
experience in the American culture. They were unaware of the 
research objectives. In this study, the translated instruments 
were called ‘Portuguese translated version 1’ and ‘Portuguese 
translated version 2’. After this step, the translations were 
synthesized by three research nurses with a PhD; one with 
experience in cross-cultural adaptation of instruments.

In back-translation, the ‘synthesis of translations into 
Portuguese’ was sent to an American translator residing in 
Brazil, who back-translated the instrument into the language 
of origin. This translator did not know the objectives of the 
study.
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The versions of the instrument - the original, the synthesis 
of translations into Portuguese and the back-translation - 
were analyzed by two judges in order to unify the preliminary 
version. A researcher in the field with knowledge of English 
and the main researcher participated in this process with the 
objective of analyzing the convergent and divergent points 
of the translations, and minimize the possible linguistic, 
psychological, cultural and comprehension biases found in 
the translation. After this process, the preliminary version 
of the GSES-12, called ‘Portuguese translated version’, was 
structured. It was sent to the author of the scale so he could 
make a synthesis and give suggestions. Then, the translated 
version was submitted to the semantic validation process.

The participation of a minimum of three judges and a 
maximum of five is recommended in the stage of semantic 
and content validation of the instrument(14). Five judges were 
invited to participate, but only three accepted. The selection 
was made after an assessment of the Lattes Curriculum, which 
should include academic training, a Doctorate in Nursing 
and experience in validation. The content validity coefficient 
(CVC) was used to analyze the degree of agreement between 
judges-evaluators. Items are evaluated using a Likert-type 
scale, ranging from 1 to 5, where 1 represents ‘very little’; 2 

‘little’; 3, ‘average’; 4, ‘a lot’; and 5, ‘very much’, with four 
criteria: clarity of language, practical relevance, theoretical 
adequacy and theoretical dimension(14).

This stage was evaluated by calculating the CVC test, 
which corresponds to dividing the mean scores for each item 
(Mx) by the maximum value that the item can receive (Vmax). 
It is also recommended to calculate the error (Pei) to discount 
possible biases of the judges evaluators for each item: Pei = 
(1/J)J, where J corresponds to the number of judges who 
evaluated the item(14).

The final CVC of each item (CVCc) was calculated by 
subtracting the error (Pei) from the initial CVC value (CVCi). 
The calculation of the total CVC (CVCt) of the questionnaire 
for each of the characteristics (clarity of language, practical 
relevance, theoretical adequacy and theoretical dimension) 
is evaluated using the formula CVCc = Mcvci - Mpei, where 
Mcvci represents the mean of coefficients of content validity 
of the questionnaire items, and Mpei the mean error of the 
questionnaire items. After calculation, only the questions that 
obtained CVCc greater than or equal to 0.8 were accepted. 
At the end of this stage, the judges made some suggestions to 
facilitate the understanding of items. This version was called 
the ‘adapted version’.

Source: Prepared by the authors, 2018.

Figure 1. Cross-cultural adaptation process of the General Self-Efficacy Scale-12.
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Then, the pre-test was performed with the aim to 
assess if procedures were adequate or if any item remained 
incomprehensible. At this stage, it was possible to detect and 
correct errors before conducting the survey. The semantic 
analysis of the ‘adapted version’ was performed by ten people 
who had between low schooling (primary school) and 
complete higher education. In all cases, respondents were 
asked if they understood the issues and if the alternatives were 
clear. Since there were difficulties in understanding some 
items, participants gave suggestions. This version was called 
the ‘final adapted version’ and considered adequate to be 
applied in the population studied.

The project met all criteria established by Resolution 
Number 466/2012 of the National Health Council and was 
approved by the Research Ethics Committee under number 
CAAE:78302717.8.0000.5188 in accordance with Law No. 
9610/98. All participants signed the Informed Consent form 
to guarantee the confidentiality of information and privacy, 
criteria for suspending and ending the study, and the details 
of the stages of the study.

RESULTS
The GSES-12 translation is presented in Figure 2. In the 

first column are the items of the original version; in the second 
and third are the two versions, called ‘translated version 1’ 
and ‘translated version 2’; and in the fourth column is the 
synthesis of translations.

Figure 3 shows the original version in the first column, 
the synthesis of translations in the second and the back-
translation in the third column, with few changes observed in 
the items of the back-translated version.

After being translated, the semantic evaluation of this 
version was performed by a committee of three judges to 
assess the content, language clarity, practical relevance and 
the theoretical adequacy and theoretical dimension. An 
agreement index of 0.80 or higher was observed for all items 
(Table 1).

Although a high rate of agreement among judges 
regarding the clarity of items of the instrument was achieved, 
some suggestions were made, such as: Item 1 – “Se alguma 
coisa parece muito complicado, eu não tento fazer”; Item 3 – 
“Ao tentar aprender algo novo, se eu não for inicialmente bem-
sucedido, desisto rapidamente”; Item 9 – “Quando estabeleço 
metas importantes para minha vida, raramente eu as alcanço”; 
Item 11 – “Quando problemas inesperados acontecem, não sei 
lidar muito bem com eles”. Therefore, we decided to make an 
adaptation and this version was called ‘adapted version’.

As it was difficult to understand some items in the pre-
test, participants gave the following suggestions: Item 3 – “Ao 
tentar aprender algo novo, se inicialmente eu não conseguir, 
desisto rapidamente”; Item 5 – “Se eu não consigo fazer uma 

atividade pela primeira vez, continuo tentando até conseguir”; 
Item 9 – “Quando estabeleço metas importantes para minha 
vida, geralmente eu não as alcanço”; Item 10 – “Eu não me 
sinto capaz de lidar com a maioria das dificuldades que surgem 
na minha vida”. This version was called the ‘final adapted 
version’ and considered adequate to be applied to the Brazilian 
population.

DISCUSSION
Although studies have shown several guidelines for the 

cross-culltural adaptation of measuring instruments, there is 
still no consensus on which one is the best(15-16). In the GSES-
12 cross-cultural adaptation process the steps proposed by the 
chosen method, which has been used in other studies(17-18), 
were followed strictly(14). The process of translation and cross-
cultural adaptation of an instrument requires a balanced 
treatment, in which the nuances of the target language are 
considered, and allows a more cultural adaptation, in which 
the literal translation of items is avoided, as it often results in 
incomprehensible sentences(14).

The initial translations showed similar results, and the 
translators did not point out difficulties. As they are Brazilians 
who know the English culture and language, semantic 
deviations were minimized. By acting independently, 
the translators ensured that interpretation mistakes and 
particularities in the way of writing were avoided.

The synthesis of translations was back-translated with the 
objective to identify unclear words in the target language and 
find inconsistencies or conceptual errors in the final version, 
when compared to the original version(14). Subsequently, 
quality assessment was performed by the author of the 
instrument. When accessing the back-translated version 
of the instrument, the author can say if the items have, in 
essence, the same conceptual idea that the original items(19), 
and a study showed that this process exerted impact on the 
psychometric properties(20).

After the initial procedures (translation and back-
translation) were properly done to adapt the GSES to 
Brazilian Portuguese, the judges obtained a high level 
of agreement regarding the clarity of language, practical 
relevance, theoretical adequacy and theoretical dimension 
of the 12 items of the instrument. Therefore, a CVC value 
above 0.80 was obtained, as recommended in the literature(14). 
Although suggestions of minor changes in some items were 
made, they did not change the theoretical dimension of the 
construct and the choice was to keep the maximum proximity 
to the original instrument for a better understanding of the 
terms used. This was also observed in the process of cross-
cultural adaptation for the population of Spain(12).

The pre-test is a previous application of the instrument 
to a small sample that reflects the characteristics of the target 
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Figure 2. Original version, Translated versions 1 and 2 and Synthesis of translations (n=120). João Pessoa, PB, 
Brazil, 2018.

Original
Portuguese translated 

version 1
Portuguese translated 

version 2
Synthesis of translations

1. If something looks too 
complicated I will not even 
bother to try it

Se alguma coisa parecer 
complicado demais eu nem 
me incomodarei em tentar

Se algo parece muito 
complicado, eu nem vou 
tentar

Se algo parece muito 
complicado, eu nem tento 
fazer

2. I avoid trying to learn new 
things when they look too 
difficult

Evito tentar aprender novas 
coisas quando elas parecem 
muito difíceis

Eu evito tentar aprender 
coisas novas quando elas 
parecem muito difíceis

Evito tentar aprender coisas 
novas quando elas parecem 
ser muito difíceis

3. When trying to learn 
something new, I soon 
give up if I am not initially 
successful effort

Ao tentar aprender algo novo, 
desisto rapidamente se não 
for um esforço bem-sucedido 
inicialmente

Ao tentar aprender algo novo, 
logo desisto se não for um 
esforço inicialmente bem-
sucedido

Ao tentar aprender algo 
novo, desisto rapidamente 
se não for bem-sucedido 
inicialmente

4. When I make plans, I am 
certain I can make them work

Quando faço planos, 
certamente posso fazê-los 
acontecer

Quando faço planos, tenho 
certeza de que posso fazê-
los funcionar

Quando faço planos, tenho 
certeza de que irão dar certo

5. If I can’t do a job the first 
time, I keep trying until I can

Se eu não conseguir fazer um 
trabalho de cara, eu continuo 
tentando até conseguir

Se eu não consigo fazer um 
trabalho pela primeira vez, eu 
continuo tentando até que eu 
consiga

Se eu não consigo fazer um 
trabalho pela primeira vez, 
eu continuo tentando até 
conseguir

6. When I have something 
unpleasant to do, I stick to it 
until I finish it

Quando tenho algo 
desagradável para fazer, me 
prendo nele até terminá-lo

Quando tenho algo 
desagradável para fazer, eu 
tento até terminar

Quando tenho algo 
desagradável para fazer, eu 
tento até terminar

7. When I decide to do 
something, I go right to work 
on it

Quando decido fazer alguma 
coisa, vou diretamente 
trabalhar nela

Quando eu decido 
fazer alguma coisa, vou 
imediatamente fazê-la

Quando eu decido fazer 
alguma coisa, faço 
imediatamente

8. Failure just makes me try 
harder persistence

O fracasso apenas me faz ser 
mais persistente

Falhar só me faz tentar 
persistir

O fracasso me faz ser mais 
persistente

9. When I set important goals 
for myself, I rarely achieve 
them

Quando determino metas 
importantes para mim, 
raramente eu as alcanço

Quando estabeleço metas 
importantes para mim, 
raramente as alcanço

Quando estabeleço metas 
importantes para mim, 
raramente eu as alcanço

10. I do not seem capable of 
dealing with most problems 
that come up in my life

Eu não pareço capaz de lidar 
a maioria dos problemas que 
aparecem na minha vida

Eu não me sinto capaz de 
lidar com a maioria dos 
problemas que surgem na 
minha vida

Eu não me sinto capaz de 
lidar com a maioria dos 
problemas que surgem na 
minha vida

11. When unexpected 
problems occur, I don't 
handle them very well

Quando problemas 
inesperados acontecem, não 
lido com eles muito bem

Quando problemas 
inesperados ocorrem, eu não 
os manejo muito bem

Quando problemas 
inesperados acontecem, não 
lido muito bem com eles

12. I feel insecure about my 
ability to do things

Me sinto inseguro quando 
se diz respeito a minhas 
capacidades de fazer as 
coisas

Eu me sinto inseguro sobre 
minha capacidade de fazer 
coisas

Eu me sinto inseguro sobre 
minha capacidade para fazer 
as coisas

population in order to assess the adequacy of items in relation 
to their meaning and difficulty in understanding(21). In 
this study, this step was performed with people of different 
educational levels, so the instrument could be understood in 
a comprehensive way. The request was to read questions aloud 

and discuss the understanding of each item. Participants 
suggested some modifications that were incorporated into 
the final version of the instrument. These changes in the 
preliminary versions were also performed in other studies of 
cross-cultural adaptation of scales(22-23).
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Figure 3. Synthesis of translations and Back-translation of the General Self Efficacy Scale-12 (n=120). João 
Pessoa, PB, Brazil, 2018.

Original version
Synthesis of versions translated into 

Portuguese
Back-translation

1. If something looks too complicated I 
will not even bother to try it

Se algo parece muito complicado, eu 
nem tento fazer

If something seems too complicated, I 
don’t even try to do it

2. I avoid trying to learn new things 
when they look too difficult

Evito tentar aprender coisas novas 
quando elas parecem ser muito difíceis

I avoid trying to learn new things when 
they seem to be very difficult

3. When trying to learn something 
new, I soon give up if I am not initially 
successful effort

Ao tentar aprender algo novo, desisto 
rapidamente se não for bem-sucedido 
inicialmente

When I try to learn something new, 
I give up quickly if I didn’t succeed 
initially 

4. When I make plans, I am certain I can 
make them work

Quando faço planos, tenho certeza de 
que irão dar certo

When I make plans, I'm sure they will 
work out.

5. If I can't do a job the first time, I keep 
trying until I can

Se eu não consigo fazer um trabalho 
pela primeira vez, eu continuo tentando 
até conseguir

If I can not do a job for the first time, I 
keep trying until I can

6. When I have something unpleasant 
to do, I stick to it until I finish it

Quando tenho algo desagradável para 
fazer, eu tento até terminar

When I have something unpleasant to 
do, I still try to finish it

7. When I decide to do something, I go 
right to work on it

Quando eu decido fazer alguma coisa, 
faço imediatamente

When I decide to do something, I do it 
immediately.

8. Failure just makes me try harder 
persistence

O fracasso me faz ser mais persistente Failure makes me more persistent

9. When I set important goals for 
myself, I rarely achieve them

Quando estabeleço metas importantes 
para mim, raramente eu as alcanço

When I set goals that are important to 
me, I rarely achieve those goals

10. I do not seem capable of dealing 
with most problems that come up in 
my life

Eu não me sinto capaz de lidar com a 
maioria dos problemas que surgem na 
minha vida

I do not feel able to deal with most of 
the problems that arise in my life

11. When unexpected problems occur, I 
don't handle them very well

Quando problemas inesperados 
acontecem, não lido muito bem com 
eles

When unexpected problems happen, I 
don’t deal well with them 

12. I feel insecure about my ability to do 
things

Eu me sinto inseguro sobre minha 
capacidade para fazer as coisas

I feel insecure about my ability to do 
things

The GSES translation and cross-cultural adaptation 
procedures were performed systematically, and the 12 items 
were adapted in terms of semantic, idiomatic, cultural and 
conceptual equivalence by the Committee of Judges. In 
the pre-test, modifications involving exemplifications and 
substitutions of terms and expressions were adopted with the 
main objective of an easier understanding of the instrument 
items within the Brazilian context.

The procedures used to translate and adapt an instrument 
to a new language consist of different stages that require 
uniformity, impersonality and obedience to the methodological 
segment used, so that the values reflected by the instrument 
and the meanings of its items are equivalent between 
cultures, as this is essential for the proper performance of the 
process(24). In addition, the cultural adequacy of a translated 
instrument enables an equivalent applicability to that of the 

original instrument. This aspect improves interaction and 
communication while searching for information about what 
is intended to be evaluated(25).

Conceptual and idiomatic equivalence is the first 
aspect to be achieved in the adaptation process. Although 
qualitative methods are essential to ensure the adequacy of 
the adaptation process, they do not provide any information 
about the psychometric properties of the new instrument. In 
this sense, in addition to these steps, statistical analyzes must 
be performed to assess the extent to which the instrument 
can, in fact, be considered valid in the context for which it 
was adapted(16).

This study revealed the importance of evaluating self-
efficacy beliefs through the GSES-12, which can be used as 
a tool to guide the conduct of health professionals with the 
most vulnerable populations and identify their weaknesses 
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Table 1. Content validity coefficient among the judges’ committee regarding items of the General Self Efficacy 
Scale-12 (translated version) (n=120). João Pessoa, PB, Brazil, 2018.

GSES-12 items (Translated version)
Clarity of lan-

guage
Practical 

relevance
Theoretical 
adequacy

Theoretical 
dimension

1. Se algo parece muito complicado, eu nem tento fazer 0.85 0.85 1.00 1.00

2. Evito tentar aprender coisas novas quando elas parecem 
ser muito difíceis

0.85 1.00 1.00 0.85

3. Ao tentar aprender algo novo, desisto rapidamente se 
não for bem-sucedido inicialmente

0.80 0.85 1.00 1.00

4. Quando faço planos, tenho certeza de que irão dar certo 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

5. Se eu não consigo fazer um trabalho pela primeira vez, 
eu continuo tentando até conseguir

1.00 1.00 1.00 0.85

6. Quando tenho algo desagradável para fazer, eu tento 
até terminar

1.00 0.85 1.00 1.00

7. Quando eu decido fazer alguma coisa, faço 
imediatamente

1.00 0.80 1.00 0.85

8. O fracasso me faz ser mais persistente 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

9. Quando estabeleço metas importantes para mim, 
raramente eu as alcanço

0.85 0.85 1.00 1.00

10. Eu não me sinto capaz de lidar com a maioria dos 
problemas que surgem na minha vida

1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

11. Quando problemas inesperados acontecem, não lido 
muito bem com eles

0.85 0.85 1.00 1.00

12. Eu me sinto inseguro sobre minha capacidade para 
fazer as coisas

0.85 1.00 1.00 1.00

and strengths in order to determine and/or encourage self-
confidence so they can develop their activities autonomously 
and effectively, even with limitations.

We suggest the development of other psychometric studies 
to assess the reliability and validity of the construct and 
criterion of this instrument in Brazil. This can significantly 
contribute both to care and the scientific field, as it is a simple, 
brief scale of easy application.

CONCLUSION
The GSES-12 is duly adapted to the Brazilian culture 

after the development of various methodological steps. As 
this instrument presents conceptual, semantic, cultural and 
operational equivalence in relation to the original version, it 
has the potential to measure self-efficacy.

However, the study presented limitations, as in the stage 
of synthesis of translations, since, only one out of the three 
researchers had experience in cross-cultural adaptation of 
instruments and, only three out of the five judges invited to 
the semantic and content validation took part in the study. 
They contributed effectively to the study, even though three 
judges was the minimum number recommended.

REFERENCES
1. Peinado JE, Ornelas M, Blanco JR, González MA. 

Invarianza Factorial de la Escala de Autoeficacia en la 
Solución de Problemas y Comunicación en Estudiantes 
Universitarios. Formación universitaria [Internet]. 2015 
[cited 2022 May 11];8(4):85-92. Available from: https://
doi.org/10.4067/S0718-50062015000400010.

2. Zambrano C. Autoeficacia, Prácticas de Aprendizaje 
Autorregulado y Docencia para fomentar el Aprendizaje 
Autorregulado en un Curso de Ingeniería de Software. 
Formación universitaria [Internet]. 2016 [cited 2022 
May 11];9(3):51-60. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.4067/S0718-50062016000300007.

3. Fontes AP, Azzi RG. Crenças de autoeficácia e resiliência: 
apontamentos da literatura sociocognitiva. Estud 
psicol (Campinas) [Internet]. 2012 [cited 2022 May 
11];29:105-14. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1590/
S0103-166X2012000100012.

4. Steffen AM, Gallagher-Thompson D, Arenella KM, Au 
A, Cheng ST, Crespo M, et al. Validating the Revised 
Scale for Caregiving Self-Efficacy: A Cross-National 
Review. The Gerontologist [Internet]. 2019 [cited 2022 

https://doi.org/10.4067/S0718-50062015000400010
https://doi.org/10.4067/S0718-50062015000400010
https://doi.org/10.4067/S0718-50062016000300007
https://doi.org/10.4067/S0718-50062016000300007
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0103-166X2012000100012
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0103-166X2012000100012


Rev. Eletr. Enferm.,  2022; 24:68125, 1-9

8

Madruga KMA et al.

May 11];59(4):e325-42. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1093/geront/gny004.

5. Parra-Aguirre M, Cid-Henríquez P, Orellana-Yáñez 
A. Autoeficacia en cuidadores de personas con 
discapacidad: Revisión integrativa. Revista Portuguesa 
de Enfermagem de Saúde Mental [Internet]. 2020 [cited 
2022 May 11];(24):79-85. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.19131/rpesm.0284.

6. Rodríguez-Santamaría Y, Juárez-Medina LL, Zúñiga-
Vargas ML, Cadena-Santos F, Mendoza-Catalán G. 
Hombres con diabetes mellitus tipo 2: autoeficacia y 
factores psicológicos que influyen en el autocuidado. 
Enfermería Universitaria [Internet]. 2020 [cited 2022 
May 11];17(1):28-41. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.22201/eneo.23958421e.2020.1.707.

7. Scherbaum CA, Cohen-Charash Y, Kern MJ. Measuring 
General Self-Efficacy: A Comparison of Three Measures 
Using Item Response Theory. Educational and 
Psychological Measurement [Internet]. 2006 Dec [cited 
2022 May 11];66(6):1047-63. Available from: https://
doi.org/10.1177/0013164406288171.

8. Bosscher RJ, Smit JH. Confirmatory factor analysis of the 
General Self-Efficacy Scale. Behav Res Ther [Internet]. 
1998 [cited 2022 May 11];36(3):339-43. Available 
from: https://doi.org/10.1016/s0005-7967(98)00025-4.

9. Sherer M, Maddux JE, Mercandante B, Prentice-
Dunn S, Jacobs B, Rogers RW. The Self-Efficacy Scale: 
Construction and Validation. Psychol Rep [Internet]. 
1982 [cited 2022 May 11];51(2):663-71. Available 
from: https://doi.org/10.2466/pr0.1982.51.2.663.

10. Yildirim F, Ilhan IO. [The validity and reliability of the 
general self-efficacy scale-Turkish form]. Turk Psikiyatri 
Derg [Internet]. 2010 [cited 2022 May 11];21(4):301-
8. Available from: https://www.turkpsikiyatri.com/PDF/
C21S4/301-308.pdf. [Article in Turkish].

11. Matto S, Malhotra R. Self-efficacy Scale: Hindi 
translation and factor structure. Indian Journal of 
Clinical Psychology. 1998;25:154-8.

12. Herrero R, Espinoza M, Molinari G, Etchemendy 
E, Garcia-Palacios A, Botella C, et al. Psychometric 
properties of the General Self Efficacy-12 Scale in 
Spanish: General and clinical population samples. 
Comprehensive Psychiatry [Internet]. 2014 [cited 2022 
May 11];55(7):1738-43. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.comppsych.2014.05.015.

13. Sbicigo JB, Teixeira MAP, Dias ACG, Dell’Aglio DD. 
Propriedades Psicométricas da Escala de Autoeficácia 
Geral Percebida (EAGP). Psico [Internet]. 2012 [cited 
2022 May 11];43(2):139-46. Available from: https://
revistaseletronicas.pucrs.br/ojs/index.php/revistapsico/
article/view/11691.

14. Cassepp-Borges V, Balbinotti M. Tradução e validação 
de conteúdo: uma proposta para a adaptação de 
instrumentos. In: Pasquali L, editor. Instrumentação 
psicológica: fundamentos e práticas. Porto Alegre: 
Artmed; 2010. p. 506-20.

15. Oliveira F, Kuznier TP, Souza CC, Chianca TCM. 
Aspectos teóricos e metodológicos para adaptação 
cutural e validação de instrumentos na enfermagem. 
Texto contexto - enferm [Internet]. 2018 [cited 2022 
May 11];27(2):e4900016. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1590/0104-070720180004900016.

16. Machado RS, Fernandes ADBF, Oliveira ALCB, Soares 
LS, Gouveia MTO, Silva GRF. Métodos de adaptação 
transcultural de instrumentos na área da enfermagem. 
Rev Gaúcha Enferm [Internet]. 2018 [cited 2022 
May 11];39:e2017-0164. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1590/1983-1447.2018.2017-0164.

17. Pinto ALCB, Pasian SR. Transcultural Adaptation of the 
Following Affective States Test (FAST) for the Brazilian 
Context. Psico-USF [Internet]. 2021 [cited 2022 
May 11];26(2):215-28. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1590/1413-82712021260202.

18. Sandoval LJS, Lima FET, Gurgel SS, Freitas I, Barbosa 
LP, Almeida PC. Traducción y adaptación transcultural 
instrumento Seguridad de Paciente en Administración de 
Medicamentos Pediatría: Versión español. Esc Anna Nery 
[Internet]. 2021 [cited 2022 May 11];25(4):e20200333. 
Available from: https://doi.org/10.1590/2177-9465-
EAN-2020-0333.

19. Borsa JC, Damásio BF, Bandeira DR. Adaptação e 
validação de instrumentos psicológicos entre culturas: 
algumas considerações. Paidéia (Ribeirão Preto) 
[Internet]. 2012 [cited 2022 May 11];22(53):423-
32. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1590/S0103-
863X2012000300014.

20. Epstein J, Osborne RH, Elsworth GR, Beaton DE, 
Guillemin F. Cross-cultural adaptation of the Health 
Education Impact Questionnaire: experimental study 
showed expert committee, not back-translation, added 
value. J Clin Epidemiol [Internet]. 2015 [cited 2022 
May 11];68(4):360–9. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.jclinepi.2013.07.013.

21. Ramada-Rodilla JM, Serra-Pujadas C, Delclós-Clanchet 
GL. Adaptación cultural y validación de cuestionarios 
de salud: revisión y recomendaciones metodológicas. 
Salud Publica Mex [Internet]. 2013 [cited 2022 
May 11];55(1):57-66. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1590/s0036-36342013000100009.

22. Avelino PR, Faria-Fortini I, Basílio ML, Menezes KKP 
de, Magalhães L de C, Teixeira-Salmela LF. Cross-cultural 
adaptation of the ABILOCO: a measure of locomotion 
ability for individuals with stroke. Acta Fisiatr. [Internet]. 

https://doi.org/10.1093/geront/gny004
https://doi.org/10.1093/geront/gny004
https://doi.org/10.19131/rpesm.0284
https://doi.org/10.19131/rpesm.0284
https://doi.org/10.22201/eneo.23958421e.2020.1.707
https://doi.org/10.22201/eneo.23958421e.2020.1.707
https://doi.org/10.1177/0013164406288171
https://doi.org/10.1177/0013164406288171
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0005-7967(98)00025-4
https://doi.org/10.2466/pr0.1982.51.2.663
https://www.turkpsikiyatri.com/PDF/C21S4/301-308.pdf
https://www.turkpsikiyatri.com/PDF/C21S4/301-308.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.comppsych.2014.05.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.comppsych.2014.05.015
https://revistaseletronicas.pucrs.br/ojs/index.php/revistapsico/article/view/11691
https://revistaseletronicas.pucrs.br/ojs/index.php/revistapsico/article/view/11691
https://revistaseletronicas.pucrs.br/ojs/index.php/revistapsico/article/view/11691
https://doi.org/10.1590/0104-070720180004900016
https://doi.org/10.1590/0104-070720180004900016
https://doi.org/10.1590/1983-1447.2018.2017-0164
https://doi.org/10.1590/1983-1447.2018.2017-0164
https://doi.org/10.1590/1413-82712021260202
https://doi.org/10.1590/1413-82712021260202
https://doi.org/10.1590/2177-9465-EAN-2020-0333
https://doi.org/10.1590/2177-9465-EAN-2020-0333
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0103-863X2012000300014
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0103-863X2012000300014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclinepi.2013.07.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclinepi.2013.07.013
https://doi.org/10.1590/s0036-36342013000100009
https://doi.org/10.1590/s0036-36342013000100009


Rev. Eletr. Enferm., 2022; 24:68125, 1-9

9

Cross-cultural adaptation of the General Self Efficacy Scale-12 into Brazilian Portuguese

2016 [cited 2022 May 11];23(4):161-5. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.5935/0104-7795.20160031.

23. Costa TF, Pimenta CJL, Silva CRR, Bezerra TA, Viana 
LRC, Ferreira GRS, et al. Adaptação transcultural da 
Bakas Caregiving Outcome Scale para o Português do 
Brasil. Acta Paul Enferm [Internet]. 2021 Mar 5 [cited 
2022 May 11];34:eAPE01861. Available from: https://
doi.org/10.37689/acta-ape/2021AO01861.

24. Gudmundsson E. Guidelines for translating and adapting 
psychological instruments. Nordic Psychology [Internet]. 
2009 [cited 2022 May 11];61(2):29-45. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1027/1901-2276.61.2.29.

25. Machado WCA, Pereira JS, Schoeller SD, Júlio LC, 
Martins MMFPS, Figueiredo NMA. Integralidade 
na rede de cuidados da pessoa com deficiência. Texto 
contexto - enferm [Internet]. 2018 [cited 2022 May 
11];27(3):e4480016. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1590/0104-07072018004480016.

© 2022 Universidade Federal de Goiás  
This is an open access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons license.

https://doi.org/10.5935/0104-7795.20160031
https://doi.org/10.37689/acta-ape/2021AO01861
https://doi.org/10.37689/acta-ape/2021AO01861
https://doi.org/10.1027/1901-2276.61.2.29
https://doi.org/10.1590/0104-07072018004480016
https://doi.org/10.1590/0104-07072018004480016

