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351 B REEAFEHE

» TR B 0 AT YRR B4R 425 105¢ (Structural Equation Model,
SEM) % 5 #4773 % o G Rf > 25050 Y » 2 773 < i LR % Bic(observed
variable; X,Y)¥ 7 7 % dc(latent variable; (', xi, 7, &) A& hiFidc®l 3.3 #77 o
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B33 BT A

SEMIZ3% 7% 4 fhd & B304 050 i = & 8] & 5403 (structural model)frip] £

5% (measurement model) °
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e TR PFTRIZNRHE Y R RRES B R ) B S HES
A AR AR L BT R M AN (L 0 R T3) 0 AR Y R
")) R acfi s TR p % #c(latent independent variables) | £ TR 4 B
#ic(latent exogenous variables) ;> & H P * E AT A ARBEL T & o RiEfE T HE
A % % #c (latent dependent variables) ; & " B A& p # % #c(latent endogenous
variables) ;> Bficsi? * p AT oo AADGVE
(”Em)(mxl) N (mxn)(£1)+ (rril)
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# B (non-singular)4E*L -

BE RO A Rl 2L R o LR P Bi(observed variables)z. B e (% o ot
ISP B % B vh B % Bi(manifest variables)z. BB Tk e (fhp L 0 R T73) 0 R

Y =A, 1+ ¢

(px1) (pxm)(mxl) (px1)

X =Ay 4+ 0

(ax1) (qxn)(nxl) (gx1)

X5qpagp o dm £ YEpBRREB R PEAHES o £ - 5 K100
A SRR A e AxEXEE LD R E P GREEL  AVEYRIE LR Ry
BRI > i 35RO fEA AT i b Tt e O 5 XAR|EEL 0 € S Y iRl
THALREFLE ) FA R B E L Ly APl -

!
r_ AV . . .
mHE oo Z'=(X"Y) s i@ e T g #cT R 45 (variance-covariance matrix) |
DAY/

s [ (B'raorB' +B"WB' ')A, +®, A,BTdA
(P+a)<(p+Q) A OB 'AL A OAN, +0;

Ay (lumbda Y) © Y # 7 2 B ¢ pxm F¥ Bt o

Ay (lumbda X) : X & £ 2. f ¢ qxm 1§ T BiEL
B(beta) : 7 p & $tp & h Bk chHmxm FF ihficdB L o
I' (gumma) @ &4t 7 982 o % dhmxn [F e o
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Dphi): Ehinxn FFHE 3 HF R o
VYpsi): AL CehmxmPE g R T $RE o
(theta epsilon) : Y Rl £ L e chpxp IF R R T ¥ B EL o

0, (theta delta) : X erip| B34 S engxqlr %2 7 ¥R 5L o

o AR ahig 22 N g 0 B 2 #i(fixed parameter) ~ F2+4]# Fc(constrained

parameter) ~ 14 % p d # #ir(free parameter) °

(3) SEM ezt o s

Joreskog B d - B2 A1* B X PLijE (maximum-likehood) & 3+ $-#c - T
B 71 * ehdo | T 3 2 (least squares) £ F e e i SEM ¢ or Bk PEIVE B3R dk
7 E o 4B GERBEE RN ZREIREELY ) EREER AT D
BRI HRELS T & B o ArH HREE S 2 £ Fletcher and Powell (1963):dyp
Rir ok KT RS o]

F = log[g]+ tr(S2)log|S| + (p + )

B R GR T R PR 0 R IR RO 2 Az e (B (starting point) B e gp %

# 3| F Jz a(converge) 5 B-] & % 1t LE'F%JTJL? v A8 Y ¥ S g & & (goodness of fit)

e T4RE+ > E(chi-square)@ Hpd R o p+ > EHF REATHRAFTHAS

SRR DEFHEFOLE > AT FTRIEGHEN LR ERRIRET
;}i °
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352 B AL A iR

B ARNGY A R A E 5 BATEAR ® A G AL F1F A 15 (Confirmed Factor
Analysis ) % g% 4 17 (Path Analysis) ° FER3 %1% & $7e0p a0 Y £.F
TSRO 0 MRS DA R BB RN R kR A
BRI TIR A AT e R Rl IR T RD A AT AT A § 2 SIAT R R eh R

oo ERFRAED LIRS EF o
(1) FERMEFIZ A 45

N LSRR Y PR R TR Ao % L AR R R LR
- e 0 & L GFE $BT § T 5 47 3% 8 (complex variable ) £F 42 > 784 * SEM
et R R T Tlicy AR e FIUt L LR DE S L 0 A
7 SEM Bejis A 450 » & A ¥ E S BT F1% 4 47 (Confirmatory Factor
Analysis » CFA) » CFA 9 p e £ et & hF # AT o B Ry 78

Bk e fhd BB CFA ¥ end s 7 000 R cnif e R LT A R R
BH o RIS %Y CPA iz R AR r R Rlic > R R E PV 2 PRGE &
FRATA AT o

i LR CFA (S B dp I R 2| ST R LT o j 2ok LRIGFE ¥k ~
5] % GFI (Goodness of Fit Index ) ~ AGFI ( GFI adjusted for degrees of freedom ) ~ RMR
(Root Mean Square Residual )~ NFI( Normed-Fit Index ) NNFI( Non-Normed-Fit Index )
12 32 CFI (Bentler’s Fit Index ) » — 4&a % > "f RMR i@ 12 ¢h » H i3 Ap el B 3%
FWARO0F 12 T REF Y 2090 » AFFTH G LFiEpRk @
RMR & ¥ & R 300050 ¥ 2 % Az FEAe 2 WIT AR 5 i &
Bifhean B3 2y 24k 0 3 L4t F RGOSR 0 3 L IR G B
R Pt - B g R RTF AR ET ARAE 0 PR ATV EIFFPN T o

¥ ¢t » CFA % PR EEFNERRE At B SR T R £ E G R
G B M CFA A ehip 49 P U BN E LSS FRERET IR LE
(residual ) » ¥ xR HTE SEF R L Eenx | BE A R 5] o ¥ ¢k Largrange multiplier
test 3F 4 € 7N HFE RBEH B BB AP AZR o KA L EELILE Largrange
multiplier test *73 HF P P T A B S E D FRFEELA T B LR EOR
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(2) Beizs i

B AT FRBRAA Y BR AR LR ET O EM G RSN
FARRATE U BN o R A B R T A 4 Rl MR
FAAPR o AR TR AR BT SF M A RS LR B
KR T RET OB > 3 @A pd B3 R FM AR FRESTRE OB
Eatwa s gk o R RApiRaz AR RN 0 A A BT e 47 I RS Tk

AT ESE

By Aot R e 47 PF enig fie 7R BT RLER L TR ko
i thdk2 t-value £ F A F 0 B F K p<0.005 PFefit-value & 2.576 0 F g BB
8 t-value -] *% 2.576 0 PIFLHES IS R B A B F 0 B RS (i B t-value < T 2.576 0 R

R T -
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