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A 20437 72 WAA 2 (structural equation modeling)S H713He ©e AYE X471 A
HAaok T UE- g8 AFE 3t d7AES o HPE A5 o83 2L HYrisjor 3
A, T ¥ AFx 259 ghg Budol h=A AAHL yaled 238 EFE H Utk B =
FoM e ARE Ao AA7EE AL, 8F Bol 2ol AFE0] of 7|&& WEAF=A 7
Age] 3 FAE o] 83 MYt o]F ulgloE, NNFI, CFI, RMSEA7} ulgaldt A2 4
HAUoH, H F5E T YA AY AVEA] & RMSEAS] A, ol disied M) =33tk

HIEo, g AEEhe BiEg A8 84E £
oko} AFollA Tz WEg4 23 (SEM: structural
equation modeling) ¢ FH&Zo] F7} FAd Uk
Tremblay ¢} Gardner (1996)2] B 110} 2]}, v]=to]
Aeldt =58 e BHks uf, 8%, AR
A, W53 A SEMo] 7+ V] U= BA
7Moo g YAt HFEHE A8 Pol 2ol=
WiolAwt, 1 Q17E oF 2035 vlwst slehA|
o k. B gAEo] ML SEM o 5EF
o NS ARSHA, @A umolA A1
Bol AH8E= BA71H-E SEMoleta = Hlo]

ollth. wetA, SEME 4l2]dt d7Atol Al "4AHRI
drETEn ¥ F itk

SEM o©] dg] 2ol olf= A8 7FA7} A,
% dEH AHE o2FH gk AA, SEMelA]
= de7)e} £ H4 (measured variable; manifest
variable) & ©| 83X FEE TEUFE ol8¥F
(latent variable)2 A3l E & Q7 (measure-
ment error)7} FAETHE Hojtk wWetA SEME
34 7] ol FAF Al AHAF

< ZAUTE e E 3% A @ 2o 3
it & 4 ok €A, )7/} ¥4 (mediator variable)
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o] Aol golzit. wiyiRg= B4 SyRs &
FEUT GEE FAlol Fof sz, AR
BF, & e st HTRE soktu g wisid
7o 29 R B 4A ¥ok ALY il A=
£4 (path analysis)& AR8-3HA wi/fRi+E HA o
g 7 AR, FEEHAAME o|2lFT) ohd A
HE7E AMREEE SO FE AUE SAY 5 ¢
- A, o] 2Fol tig BAH it rhssict
€ Aotk &, A7t AWLR) o]& BFo| HA =}
Soll duht & F{EE= A& Briste olg g
o2 A7 1 2¥E B B3P0 R wolso]
AU $3% + Sl

SEM2] 4342 thi7ll (1) cl8=¥e| /i, (2)
AR 2ol digt 28] A8, 3) ¥ B} 4
oA By 3, (5) B ABrte] ¢AE wE
o A ¥ dAs @7t BAATF 5 B 0
ERFE sk Doy, F WA DAl E o]
ERYE A8 HEsl AMOS (Arbuckle, 1997),
EQS (Bentler, 1995), LISREL (Joreskog & Sorbom,
1996) & ol &3l FARANE Ttk Al A A
AME olERFo] drpt Age & RYgEEAE
Bryeta, HAsA FPEA FoW ohg DAlA
28e A OA WrhE d 28 Hy=st
v, vl Ay, O dA dAIE HES 5 gle
L, o] A¢ HF 2Y S WMo A bE Asd H 83}
o Wz}t E}ZE (cross-validation)E &<¢l3ldof it

SEM2] B4 F, o] 239 Bt e =¥
£ WOlEY Zoluk, ofUid WolSolx] &g Aol
E AARH= dAolmg 71 283 HA ) dho)
o} o] dAME FAAAE vEgo g AAHA A
& el=tl W7l A9 SEME Ajtx AFE o]
|3tk 8 F gol 2o]x= AMOS, EQS, LISREL &
o] Z2IREL oY 7] AR R AFE AFH F
bl 2 Ads AFELS g o7 2t

o

AIC: Akaike information criterion (Akaike, 1973),
RMSEA: Root mean square error of approximation
(Steiger & Lind, 1980),

NFI: Normed fit index (Bentler & Bonett, 1980),

NNFI: Nonnormed fit index (Bentler & Bonett,
1980),

Hoelter’s index (Hoelter, 1983),

GFI: Gooness of fit index (Joreskog & Sorbom,
1984),

AGFIL: Adjusted gooness of fit index (Joreskog &
Sorbom, 1984),

RFI: Relative fit index (Bollen, 1986),

IFI: Incremental fit index (Bollen, 1989),

ECVI: Expected cross validation index (Browne &
Cudeck, 1989),

CFI: Comparative fit index (Bentler, 1990)

a6, FAe B2 A9 ol" A4E By,
Zbetazt she Ry HR=rt F2 Aoz yehy
I, =08 ALE BY ATl Y o e
W= Folt). o] wjZol SEME H&dh= Be
TAEL od AP AFE FHo=E olEnY
Brrefol sh=A ARt 4 Guh A, 2
A E Ag7t 4AHA 2¥ S AR7a 5,
ol o8 Aje 4o ge BaE s
Bohe Ax gA @vh AN 2z A 2
ol AYUSE MR g8 oz Hristng, 7}
o] ojm| e} 81A 2AE Hofitid, oj| AHgt
ANAM ofE AFE AMsh= Zlo] M uldadkA] A
A= o] B} Lold Ao|th

@& A7AFE©] Marsh, Balla 2} McDonald (1988)
o AFAAE vigoE Y A5 A3t )
oy O dTe 80l AdE AShe tidoes
3t gict. 23], 90 dT Eof /LE A50] o
Be AHE 7 JES 13 E 9, Marsh 59
ATAANE vg o2 AP A4E HYE = A
< A7 Aok B =R &3] AgsEE HY
5 AsY oujg 8y FAs B3 Awey, 7}
Alre] A g dotrgit) o] =F9 F BXL2 &
€ATE = A AR A5 A&
AAMER= RolBg, 3t gL 73 Hage

g rfoon ot 2
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Dol M x5 M¥vIER O 29

Z A

Zt AYE AFE ZFPLF (model error; model
discrepancy), 2Hr%, ¥83719) gF, T ) EE
1 olAke] ghe e Ao 2 HEAZ gholnE W
A 23929l Aaxol sAde thaiA dof BIE
gk

DYFe} AfE I

SHEFT 2 HA A5ee] ol I
%, 28-S Ykl YeiMe 23S T8 AdE A
& (reproduced data; expected data) 9} AA| zE
(actual data)E v|u k=0 o] xjol7} vlE R F
olty. RFLFVI AW, 1 ¥ 7ol A REs
A o Zlolng £ ¥olgial & 4 itk oA
2 IARMAN AHRYS Hrishr] A 2¥E
ol g3 dlEd a3 AAREE vlwsked 1 zpol7} A
olof AR HE] Frhu = A 2ok

Cudeck ¥} Henly (1991)0l 2J3tH, =& Foll=
AYollAe] 7 (discrepancy of approximation), 3
] 9 F (estimation error), FHo|A 2] F (sample
discrepancy) 7} Utk B =FoAs dolM e
ol FEAAM 2 7E U HYLLFd EEF
gt stk MYLHF )T olERFo] HFAE
(population data)?} ¥-F= 2] 9= A& LItk
AL Fe ¥E BEL VA1 vAFE AT 7
¢ XS 7 A vAFE Pk s oE o
ZHA =ledl o] Aol FAHLFE Ik FAHR
T3t vAG7F BT E, BRIV &
£ Atk FELRF)T ol8R¥o] REAR
A g AxE 2o 2¥EE B3E |
< st dyshs Adojlng, iR Aol
FHM B Fe SARTL
HEAFE o] 83l o]lERFE HrIF Aol ¥
YO FE FEFoI, MYLFe REANEE 9

4y o

©oox f ot 91t o

$314 7Y & 9ok e AYLF g BRE
F @e B AL F Uk F 339 AULH
;) & Fy=F—-2o 4g oga) 78 + 9
o)A, dfs AR ne ERAIE ek
glo] AolAl o & SAol, EELFE A LF
3 o L wae) exg AR gon, Eea)
7 ARES 2 eake Aol w7} FE
A Aol AHY) AW, BLLFE AYLFA 2
s ik

=1

TZ WAL BN, AFEs 2FY BA
(parsimony)& UEPATE A7 G2 MTE o] 83|
2YE U 0, 23 A AFEE 1001, 2¥ B
o] 2HrEE 1529, 23 Brh dsttn & 4
th A= AES OEH 22 & S0 ABT
g ok A57E47) dokal 7HA kR 4709 M (A,
B, C, D)7}l 25 A7} dvh= X3} 3 (saturated
model) & A= 107]2] vjR|44free parameter)7}
F ottt 10749 vl 4 M3t SHFAAE
JehlE 124 670 (A-B, A-C, A-D, B-C, B-D, C-
Dztel F#H e} 4 WG9 HEF 40 E UehiY (F
Z A 2lof| A 2] &M (exogenous variable)2] ¥}
< Fajjof & mAFol £3Th. &, 23| 4782 ¥
7t dokd, Hdf 7hsd mAse] = 10707 8
t}. olw], AHr=v Ho 7hHsd viRFe] 9 o]E
myojr Fetmzt = v|A et zpolghs U
o ety 23R AfEE 0otk 9, A-B,
B-C, C-D, D-AZtlgt Z@ o] 131 A-Ce B-Dt
9 A= glths o825y S THETHY, o829
vz o] e 8707 Hol, AHrEE 10-8=27F &
t}. A-B, B-C, C-DZ|2t F o] ok o] XY
& THEUH, o|ERF 9 njAje] = 7747 HY,
A EE 10-7=30] "t} webr, W] 71 A
A A W, vAFe] g7t Fo| E4E By ¢
3 AW Aree AdE ¢ 7 Ao ERY, A A5
o AR {2 3 Ad rbed miAlsY
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EME

g % F Yk o] ANEEL FHoz wHsHY
et Atk WA, p BRoA AREE 2Rws
9 4olx g ZHoIN FHRATE HxFe)
21 Helohd, Auirbse iz i LoD
7h gk &S], Wi 4712, HopPsd uix)
o) e BN 30— 100) gy mepy A4z
e Per e 3a02 Auay.

x> dzo| SN

239 AR g wdsr] & ¢ WA o] A
W 7ol 7H gol 2HY WHE x* FFol
o BELF Fol RE 7] (A3, BRI 1)
€ FiFY, FHY HFJHS x° B¥XE g2y
x* %ol 7Fsdtth. &, (n—1)F=x* o|5}, ojuj =}
fee 88D g o of 3o Yrhae
FollAl (in the population) 23L& We3kel AAE
$43] Ayt otk Yrde deA @Y,
‘AHAAMY BH QR (F)e 00t EE myL
A AE AR MY A8 Aol n}
Tol "t olx? HFoll= Holx Frixle] EAlFo]
EAPT AR, 2y B3 @S aatyolH A
T Al e Zlo] ZEEHong vy
- Ax Eevke A& A&k jitk weby, |
T2 Al B3o] 43§ 71U Zo) ofY
2t 2ol ARE ok A= I Hdydigd uE5g
T e Aot} &, MRV ¢A3] A= ¥A
9 A, O 23 FL2 2yolgin ¥ 4 ok
x* Aol F7Hde] WL UF A3t 2o
Za% s A 71z, =3 A7y B3-S
HIG3IA & E3hc} (MacCallum, Browne & Sugawara,
1996). 5+ WA FAH-L x*gko] n3} Fol| o3 2H
Hog, x*? gto] RYPLF Wohzt REIV) &
E Ao fg¥The otk FYd 2yo] ¥
719 o} 712Hd eE O%9A &E FE W) 9E
ol #2377} x & AR E el 8Rlo] ®
The A2 uizslA] gt o9t EANE 28

Bkt AEL o o) da] 20]x) gon o
A A= x| 9x(fit index)7} FZ2 o] L HT)

et xige| Mep|E

x* ZFe] BAYE WA 8 80dnh by
B ¥ s A7t gEdnh G571 s
A% o AFRE o83l 2Y& Hrishe Ao)
7V vl @da o] Aol @) YsiMe Ads
A o 21 FFAAT vEAR A 2
Fehal @ < deTtedl WA djol @ Aot 2y
< AdE Grislr] M FPE s Y4 o
2 F7HA 2UE& FEAAH gtk A, HEx
Ade BRI U8 FeFE U] grolof
T} (Gerbing & Anderson, 1993; Hu & Bentler, 1995;
Marsh, Balla, & Hau, 1996). &9 F7)d] wje} &
Y3 2y Aot gt Ao 2L B
Al B7Hd  gl& Aol A, AYE A= AR
o Z HAHAPA FAA 13 2dE H3s) o}
T} (Bollen & Long, 1993; Browne & Cudeck, 1989;
Cudeck & Browne, 1983; Gerbing & Anderson, 1993;
Mulaik, James, Alstine, Bennet, Lind, & Stilwell,
1989; Steiger & Lind, 1980). R & AL A F= 2}
Bol 2 734HE 2¥E AEAn, @ A$Eo)
2L Y o) 2y HAH S nEA YEoh
oY ATE AME3HH, BEadA (Ex Booly
o8) BYE B TEols BYo] A8E S
3] dstng Ao gro] FA et

AHEHY A48 A3 BA AN BF
< &0 SHHSFE o83 FHU e A
Ho g dF & dgshs Aotk FE5Ha9] glo)
EfHog AZHTH, R ol A Aot} 4 &
€0, Al /1Y SY¥STE AMRHE A9, R=.700]
g 7he SHAETE AHAE Ay RB=7308
ofwl IS HLgE AW 2y A=
T R T Ted] wlaEd, 2 5
AAY, 272 2¥ ] YL At Qo) dF

o
3,
&
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A9 MFE o AEIIAANL R A 0390 F
7 HRE Bolth 7HEAE 123A 1 BH Y A
F=nhe IO RE Fol7l 93l 748 59
W7 Ay Aoltt. ol FAHE A 9
8 FAE R (adjusted R)7} EEHA o 37T
£ rks7] fEAE P9 BEo] £38E R x 3
3o gtk @R RS E0l7) HE EE F8
A & SHATE Wol T8I 49 B 23
2 Rold x ok Bk, FAHE e R3LR
9} 19 3E FAl & HAHO FelolA T =
< & BRItk nRRIAE, T2 PR 2ZyYlA
= HYgE Ao BUas Bt n¥e A5
A gfofek 3, By e 7o} HAPE o 2T H
ol el 7P $& F& Hoof jith

05 BollAe B2 Jfdx AsF, vig2g s
& Agstr] 8, of| A7t 99 F 21 E 2=
A71=A] 4 B3} AMOS, EQS, LISREL $9] X
23389 #¥E Yo HJE X3, RE, IH,

Hoelter index & &A) Aol »o)zx] goug A3 -

t}. AIC, BIC, CAIC, ECVIE= shute] 23S Brtst
=Hl AMSE7] Boke g8 23S Hla Hrke o
FZ ARHEE AAAT IebA, B =M= ¥
2| @o| AHEEE= RMSEA, NFI, NNFI (%4, TLI),
CFI, GFI, AGFIRHE ThE3Ith o] 6719 A48 ¥
o) @ol 2ol 71Ed wet Ay HIE A
o Ay Hd& A+E UFAS (Hoyle & Panter,
1995; Marsh, Balla & Hau, 1996) .

Ml x40 T}

2HelA A 3tx x4 (Relative fit index, incre-

mental fit index)

A YRR A FHobe By nig| olgx
o] dupy ARE I HHY3=A§ BAFE ftol
th oo 73E 9 %3 (null model) = JjA R
% (base model) olgt1 BTt o]2RFPL o]Ed
w2} ZAHTE IAE FA3] AT =Y

W) 712 28-S SAUSE ) BAVL Qivke Y
otk meEtA, ZIAEFHE Hoe r¥ogty & F
At

ZIMRHL 2} Hao] HER n| AR Adsta
Hyzte] BAE Ashs vAFE AR gou
2 7P 39 2¥olt). old yid, ¥RYPL =
€ 7Fsd vAFE O AMtelEE 7MY BERS &
Folth. A= RYLFE Fall, E3EY, VAR
¥, olgRazel BAE BU e 2T df, df,
df, (TR s, b, t& 72} X3 RY, JAHEY, o]
BYPE 7IEAHE 77} 23}, 71A, |22y A
f=2t @ W, af, df,  df,7t S, F, F,, F,& 2}
2 %8}, 7|4, o2 uye] EReRL B W, F, (F,
CF7F Aok ARy S8 g 7igste oF
YR & B2¥ol1, 23 RYPL STH R B8}
o HEAEE AT EHoltk AriA, D (sim-
ple) 2¥ 3} I3 (parsimonious) RH o] 7d-& 3
83 2 aU) Qo S 288 2] F
ol BAIgle]l Byl v|Art HojM Gttt B
& 7tE79, 193 28 AJYEE HUE FA
A Thedldt 2ol mebM, AR e d
ARt 2P E 2y ot T, o]ERF L A
Fo A IS FTEof 3tk o|ERFE X
233 71 B o] Atolof] YREt, B ¥ e [l 3t
B F e BEANTIE HA Y A 2R
ojo} Jt}. 71X REH A vlwdte o|gRFe HIYx
£ Hrishke diE4Q A4dA A= A= NH,
NNFI, CFI°|t}. o] Al A7} oA A 5+ =
g FFANTIEA Lotr AL

NNFL: o] A4+ 73 288 ARE 49 3ht
o|t}. NNFI+ Bentler2} Bonett (1980)©) Tucker &}
Lewis (1973)7} 42 Q&84 93 THE F4&
ARl Ao]2 & Tucker-Lewis index (TLDEti %
0 (AMOS 38 Y= TLL g2 NNFIE

b'e X
b t
(

@, &,
7}220Th. NNF19) F2]2 NNFI=—">——2tj] ©]
@G
FTHE TR BAE o] 8 Zlolrt. % vy

—165—



M3

(AR A8E P Astay 1T 23) of
EZAHTT ARYTR, 1 w8 x 19 SN E 1
=Y A=} Lok &, 2yo) gesiE, 1w
go| x gk} ATz WAL ng:lo] k.
A, NNFI o)A B2t 7|48 vla) g
2ygo] doh} 228 Yehnl, Bas /4R
o uis) 0|22 o] Yuht TS Uehith oS
Zo), 7| RY) )5 g myo) 10 BT F,
71H 2ol Hl3) o] 22 yo] 9 T FTHY, NNFI 9|
&2 097} "tk NNFIO) @o] £¢5% w9 A

S= F& ZolH, U 090 4o|d Hre
o ¥ 4 9ok

NNFI7} ER2z7)0)] dvh} 0@ 18im 28
£ WK W) 1 2y A nelshex B4
£ B3 Yoh & 2lnk. o] 98, $4, NNFI 24
o ¥¥E BEOF (F) & AYLF (F) & HEA
Atk $1e) FAolA x=(n—DF o|tk. Eolxi
HULFE U 5 9lorme BROFIS E5 WA

°FE YU 338 wen ¢ ) eF, —F—-L
o) Alg olgs) T 4 Utk FRLe F o2 W

sl olfe FE BYLFo|me REI)e) 9%
2 X o) WEolY. FRte F o wasew
F=F;+-2-o) 22 olgsiul Ak Fgre o
Z HEsl o] A A4E 718 o+ McDonald
$ <} Marsh (1990)9] =&l 27l=lo] Qick
o NNFIL 3ol M F ojal £y +-L g oy
F

ot

F
8He, NNFIE 1——22 o] gk ¥&g F4) A
f

df,
{5 AL FY AREE EEA
A e #}Eclng, FEo F7]7} NNFI9| gt
FEFE P2 FE5E & F Uk Afd F49
A B2le cl&Rgd JIARYe APz gt
FHH BnE, REE |22 J|ARYY 7H
BAo itk AiA vla g Jehdd 9 gteo]
1A= 9l g W, o]2EYo] AFE M HYT S

5 F, & oA 1, webM NNFIE At =37

€ @Eol 1AH & ), o)lErFo] T
, df, © AA 1, BetA NNFIE ARG H3
NNFL19] FA-& B3 g9 AMS & 5 gl
ol AR, NNFI= E89 370 ¥= 046(}% Eledl
deth €A, NNFIE RYP77}1 &4E vy
o] IHFFE 1 Fho] F7Ih E}EW 2o
2A5E F AHAYHE, 1 2¥o] Yeojos B
& NNFI9] gt ¥4 && 71 9lth NNFI9)
&L 7l 094 1 Afolo] QAR 10] & &
AT NNFI9] gho] 004 14}o] & HBlojd 4= Ut}
T H& A3taE NNFIE J3s X471 2 of
& 271& F A7 Yok

NFI: NNFI¢} §7] NFIE 9385 E EQSo| %3
Hoi 80xdtiol 'de] A& It} NFI= NNF19] 3t
o] 004 1Ato]& Hlojd & th}t q& FA3)

b " gy o
b

ghe 0014 1A}e] & BofUR] ek=t). NFI9] Fho]
$e4% vy HYsE £ Ao, U 09
ool APz

o 8

7] A AEHAT T4 L NFI=—

NFIE 29, HEEAEE vgo g AXkEl NFIgHES

d
M7 L vleko 2 Al4hE NFIol| H]3) 22 o4 %”-

df,

utE Bl A= dfb+— wbE ZbzZ} Q@ & (biased

error)7} A& & %IC‘r | 23t B8] 3
717 AT E Folzh. &, g8 A7|7F 73
2 A £z} £ 9&% 227} 00l 747§
Hofgt, REAEE nlgo g A AR oAe o
ERYe] HYEE & FAHAY 4 QUoh g, ®
377 AR 7 d A2 TA) g & N
#e A TRt} 0|28, NFI7F o3| g
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AHgEhE Agol AT
7} Anderson (1993) &
ool Hrkn FAach

CFL: o] Al 90d ol 718 271E A9 8t
tolmy, NFI7} 827]0] 98d= He B
Ash AL HAT YoIH 2AB F AG7 x BE
& uigoz MNEHAANL, CFle ¥SHE x* £
v o g Aot
IutH o dejd x* BEE TAH x* £ (central
x* distribution) o]™, o]&= HlFAH x* EXx o B
3k 3 Yol B =FoAe E5e xAo] gle
W00 BEE FAAC PEE b2t

90ddhel] T MEL PR AFEo] x* £X
g vieroz usa G HFAH  RES )
gog Jitte o)lfE (n—1DF 7} x* E¥XE @2
Ro] "] FAA" 7HAHE VxR AYs] 9
o]t} (MacCallum, Browne & Sugawara, 1996). =,
folgmye duEtA 2ot & ZHAStIA (£, F7t
Ado) gtk 7HAStAlM), (n—1DF & x° EEE
2ot 2y Eg @4-& el 3 diske A
of 7|& EHolog HFPL o] Hx EY FHH
glon] wetd 1 7 e v "ol uo d
A 7HE e TOlEREL o= A% B o
o) A E (- DF & MIFAH  BEES
2ok 43« B2 MFAH G BEY| Aol
B] Al 242 (noncentrality parameter)?) hol oja] A
AErh o|&R¥o] EEFE N AAA (n—DHFY
BEX= A4 v BXA Yoy vlFAH x° &
27} "ok oegbM, e AF /e A7|E gttt
(Bentler, 1990; McDonald & Marsh, 1990). A3 ol
A BRI globE A& 00] Hol m—1)F © F
A x BEE WEARL By F7E AT A
£ 00] opBE (n—F & vHsAA x* L& &
o} CFlw oldd HlFA B9 A4S o]&s) /iy

Bollen®} Long (1993), Gerbing
v A AMEEHA &

(noncentral x ° distribution) &

£

Mo ofr

R

2 5 8

* otk BlFA w4l

RAALFEN=(1—1F, °| BAE I =2 9o

F,—F
é} o ob ()ti tﬂ%% _’}1 g)‘q- CFIE ]{(\_}g uﬂ*

agenile Tt e BisHEe KLofg
& ol g3k FHIT ERAZE o] §3) FHE CHI

Fob Fo
=-2 __ % o] "t} CFIgLe 03} 1.0
ob

Apololm, of@ ol &=l tht CFIgto] theF 0.99]
ol 1 m¥e] APEE F o2 PFIT
CFlg| F21e NFIe| F43 o) FARRE 1 3}
o] 42 CFlE HHULFE o= AMEE ol
CFlE BEQFE nlgo g AXtsE gholgle Hol
o NFIol| ®lsf, CFle} 342 o3 Qﬁ’r A, B
o @A TPl 712% BFAA X7 REE b}
gog MAEAT X/, MIYLFE gz A
Heg g8l 37)d g3S vhx] =t} (McDonald
& Marsh, 1990; Bandalos, 1997). 2121}, CF1¢] &
Ade 23 e 1BskA Feve Holth
oty obfE] EER3F nATE Yo X
Byo) AdeE FoRAMIN & B, YRR = Be

th CFlE 239 71HALe 188ty ¥AT, 883

o F4& CHl

71o) FEe W] 41 FYP[E A 2T, 2y
o] HPEE YWY of F8&F AFolth. 1Y, B
go| HHAS A BEasA BRI E CFle
Fobd 4 loBE CFIg 3huRte s 23S 3o}
= A& uiEAA 4k CAe 289 7134 S
133 o2 A4 (9, NNFI, RMSEA)9} M4
Hxojo} 3t} o EE0], CFIgte & ¥, NNFI
of FollA A" RMSEAGLS Ui, 232 215
g 2 A9siAg B "astA B o] 3t

g AR Aok 8T 5 Yok

Hoj™ HMet X|= (Absolute fit index)

Aoy A3s Aee olERdY HPsEE UE
23 (d, 71ARE) A= vlad) oz
B7rstA] @01, ol&xge] Anst drhd # RitH
SAE dAoid oz Pristh A ddjy A3t
= X4== GFI, AGFI, RMSEAo°|t}.

GFI$t AGFL: ©] ¥ #4== LISREL 7P¢ #3
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EAM3

= 3h=|o] LISREL A2+l 93] 80xdtho] da) A}
& HUT DA, GFIe FAL AWHW, GF=

1-E=DAEZE) g1y 1 s we 3uw

EA, FEY A8E FIJC} (T WAL B
A 2olE 71 RS FEe BE FHY fdo
h. 22 clERF S B AYH THF PP A,
AYE ARE £33t 2y HILE Prlapr) ¢
AME So} 3 & vlwshk=d], I Afolr) FHe4E »
e AR F BYEE Aotk F, F PPg vw
s AL 3ARNANA A A5} AL Ea) o
29 A& Hud) 3AHAE Brishs As g o)
Aotk A 7FERIE T PN FHWY (9,
maximum likelihood, weight least square %) ol} o}z}
3 kol th=2th GFI9 4lA BR2E 13o] glof
A A7t A8 A9ERA e AEHE 2ain 2z
= O|ER¥ 95 2gI} o= A Mg A
€ U} o|ERF o3 A5} go| MPISrE
EAR= FobA A, GFle AXA "ok wets, GFIE
BFo] AR Y Aol viF) olgnge =3
3 A57F dupd Bol MHEHEANE Rzt o
714 Byl EAEA = A9t JARFH L AL
e 33 A3 TEE et ok AiE
L= Akl AHEE 7A=Y Hoto] myolx|vt
dL3 EAsh= ZYoltk

GFI= F2lo] oJuldh= vyl A EA 9 R} uj
S fARBITE 37 R4 Rﬁ—?’%“—’ olmz,
GFI¢} mip7pA| 2, E2R= 3A4e) ArE dYs}
£ AEE Jeniel, 22 3940] QoA HEst
¥ HEER g JHE it A3 GFIE
zyo] B Had A= Aol A 745
geng, ol B3] 98 AGFIZ} =k
TEYARY 2YE BAA EFE 1 2y A
5E ZIoltte ¢ & A9stng GFIY ghe 371
A HE F8X o2 Wzke] #ANA ny )
A A3t 232 BHesA EsiA 22 AGH
o] & 3|7 obd £ gltk weld, AGFIE &
FER 9} FABITE GFI9F AGFIgEE 03} 1.0 Alo]o]

o, ojdl o]&= ¥l gt GFIgte] thek 0.90] 4o
1 23 e FL& AR FFTh AGFIF
< GFIgERO tj 529 79 WA vyeni, AGFIgto)
e 08501 401d 1 2y A FL sog
e Qloh

T A FAds BRIV TS A &
oug AT E BRIV EFI} Yo B
o} 7124 Bollen (1990)9] oj3}H, & F7)o] &3}
£ oe FHE FHEY. AMs BRI}
4= A5 FAo) Tso] Yt Hpoltth o] A%,
RRD7)E YHHOE Adghl g vl @
oAl A Ex * ZFolL} NFI7} of ALol &34t} &
A HJE 242 BYEE (sampling distribution)
o Bgo] BEF719 #Ao] e A9oltk F 9
A 7= 2od¥Y A3 (Monte Carlo simulation) &
T L AT ZHY AFolME $M EF o]
22y ghe FES A4t Ze BB F7| R
& B8 A7|74A] (€, 100, 300, S00, 1000), Z}zte)
FEEI719 ARE T 0] (4, 100001) ABAFH
a3, AAE ZAzel EE AR 2¥L 48
HIAE AFE Foldth ztzhe] #3749 100009
H 2yge Fristeg ARs Ao ke shtel &
EE & Aoy, o] BX9 FAFE T 5 Utk
o] BLo] REAVE £8FF AAHE AAA
U ZolE O Aee F AR F9e ERI0)9
FIFE de otk RHE A7 Axol o3
GFI9} AGFIE 5+ WA 79l &3t (Bollen, 1990;
Gerbing & Anderson, 1993).

8°F5tH, GFI & 23S W71 o, 239 11y
BE A Yo, B9 Fgg ek
AGHL = 239 2t 4-& 123 Agt JA BE 37
o] FFE etk BRIV YHFS wethE Ho
2 3} GFI9} AGFI9] H AHgHITE 80w o
Bla) @o] £k

RMSEA: o] A= & AT Ao wis) o
A ALY T 5t A AMEA ¥t 90
o Eoi9k Aj20] F5-& 24 =tk RMSEAS
CFIAY HFAA x* BXE nlgo g fgsdrt. v
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TE WY ool ME A MEYIEN 1 2

FA Bl Ae ReRe| 18 WESREA=(n— )F,
o] IANM BRo), Ae B F BT ohe B
Azl M E FAo FFE woT g RMSEA
= N Ul F & vl g Jidd Aeoltt F ol &
7)o F3e WA AFolAM Y YL FE Y
Blle AFA, F & ol&3 23S Hrish=tle
=9 7 7HA A o AR, Foe 289 3
=9t neshx] 2¥o] EAdLe A gtk
A, F,e ASae deolng o] 4= gtk
F 7} AFa) ol#& 3] Agsid, 3)# 4004
EHRLRE SS,gigua® HEMET 0] 0] A7 §
HE d A g ojxjolt}. o] F EAIE A
AT DR AR L HA, F & AHEE Yo,
=R, 1 o] Algds 78t "ot o] S AR
WgE A7} RMSEAQIH), 1 342 RMSEA=

F
\/;_; ot HEAE ZHE] RMSEA #E AT uj

£ RMSEA= d} o] 22 o] g3t} RMSEAE X

B37]o FE BA] gv HIYLFE ol &3 7l
Aoz g€3719 e A ¢=th (McDonald
& Marsh, 1990; Bandalos, 1997). =%} RMSEA<]
A0 AFEE EFEEE RMSEAE 28-S 9
71 o), 23 79} 1P A8S Al 1tk o&
A= A 1 gtol izl 0014 1.0 Aolof] AA
Ho o] 1.09] 7HeE £ AUEE YERYA
2k RMSEA®] 79 1 o] 3k 0o)A|gk
(RMSEAZIO] &2 YW 028 3} A4k
& AREA oy, go] 42 F2 HFPEE Y
Epdich g2l 7]E 22, RMSEA ( .050]d F&
HIYE (close fit), RMSEA < .08o|H #MA& HJ=
(reasonable fit), RMSEA < .100|H RE HJe
(mediocre fit), RMSEA > .10 o] & FHJw
(unacceptable fi)E Z}z} vjepdtt (Browne &
Cudeck, 1993).

oA & ne} o], RMSEAE vl & =47}
FENAKE oY 2HE BEAF| T Ut o]l
5 o] A 98 7HA AHE 2y YedE B
ka1, 1 AHECl obA wWol U] ol da

#o|1 QA @B TheAdHE RMSEAS) 2
M3t vl oia) M3 e

RMSEAZ2] ZH

AT HH 7hs: RMSEAS] 37} deiA 3l
LB NP (FZ 90% FIHe] dAo) 7153}
T} (Browne & Cudeck, 1993). AMOS, EQS, LISREL
M Fal F= RMSEA #e @A 2 A8E vl
HoR FAE gl AuA geug o] Pelle 2
Z7h Aok #74¥ RMSEA ghibe SaMe 1 2%
o AEE & 7 UeH AHTE FAHM & £ 3
o AETRe HAe] Yo ¥ RMSEA 3ol
A7F gon 1 g AN gEE £t W
e, TR Aol FoH 39 RMSEA gt
< A, d7A= FH€E RMSEAGLS Higo s
Hoh ZARIIA o2 28-S B7HE = S £

&S0l 74€ RMSEA o] .052Hd, ollX A
AlE 71Eel ofstd olgmge] HYgxe Fou
ot J2|u, #4¥ RMSEA o F¥=E =
BEZ 90% AUTIE FA 12¥ 987t gk
T 90% AHTFIo] (01, .10)°12HH, T FALR
EES ol 88) 22 o]EnY2 Folo| MEHo2
7RI 78S o, 90%9) 9= ¥ RMSEA
ol 0104 [10At0]9] &3iths gjujolmg Hiof
wet FU oJE2RYo) A 4P YU £ 9
T, 2 28 5 AT, E U 23U FE Q)
Th= Zlolth old A#oletd, 49 RMSEA gho|
052t% B3e AHYert ¥ AE e AL v
T AR Aotk widle) A= A & 5 Qi
7% RMSEA gto] .05°]1L, 90% A1¥-73ko] (048,
052)2H, THE AR B8 ol 8] 22 o|gny
& B7HT dE A B9 (o 0% B F
A€ RMSEA & 053EY Aojng, ojgryel
HPEs F03 &L WeE #3E Zolt

1, 90% ATl WA Yok Ry HIY=E
AAs77} of#g de oA%A & AR dE=
T Hols B39 ARE] o8 AAHuE
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2M3

T e B o, o)F s} = E9 & A
HARE e FE Atk a3y, oAl A
AT FHE F317] A3 AREE Fole e
ugAsla] 4ok AFEE ERUths Y ol&n
FE A DA s Aolng, o] A 2y
ANM T3 MLt BAIE HH3A ggor 9
A 2Fol A{=rt v 4 Ay wioltk Al
EE2Z7E sdle Ao] g3 oltk. RMSEAS] AlE
5= 73] We Afdes 2EE 58A B 3%
T FAGE & F US WA 2y Hgxo)
& H7HE BF3h= Aol @it

W52 72g4 2732 RMSEASY $74
&t 1 gre 90% A EThe AlFRch RMSEAQ)
F4 T AFE5L 90% AFHTZ) AFEHA e
73-%-°ll= FITMOD (Browne, 1992) 2h= 7+t DOS
Z2OR& o83 & 4 gl FITMOD: v 4
HE& T2 0|0, M=x}e] EH0)A] (http:/education.
ucsb.edu/~shong/yo| A F& 4 ¢lt}k FITMODS A}
&9 2 Al tigt die T3 (1999)9l] 270
ol Ut

2o Azl it /MEAEF s WollA A
2 Hiel Bolx* HF whEe 1 grkdel wgel Y
T dAsiths 2AE AU gtk 7HAHF uhy
ANM F7HEe] WL "ol2EF L HMYAFE o
SHAl FRHET olm2, o] wye A AJw
of et 7Md7F (test of perfect fit)” olgln: B
Ao 2E 2 533 @S 7HgE desiA dwst
© Aolug, 2¥o] 3tA A5 E HPEIE 7
k= AL Fejolnh thal, Z3o] ehyslxl= kA
W o=AHs A8E A HAYY + Yo 2¥Le &
83t & + Atk webA, Fr7Mde] yge B
dd3ow vy 7MIASE o TS A
7F A 2midAl siME 5 A Aol x* 7MY
< el B FUAHA YU UE-S S 9
&ll, Browne ¥} Cudeck (1992)2 RMSEAE o]£3}
7HAHF WS Ao Browned} Cudeckdl] 23}
W RMSEA=05 & 233t AP=E ofyz|9t £
HI=E YehlE golng, o] g o838 ‘o

A=) g 7HdAZ (test of close fit)’ & & 4
ATk o] ¢, ¥7Hd-& "RMSEA<.05" o]d, o] &
7Hdo] 7148 A gow myel HPxE Frin &
T At RMSEAE o] &3], ¢33t At thgh 7}
MPFe| Y/Hde EHHY, RMSEA=0" o]t} o
e FEYAY Z8 73 RMSEAE 0] 83 7Hd
A5 AHE AR 182 e H9olE FIT-
MOD (Browne, 1992)E& o]-&3l #& 4 k.

E2E 7THAEF Yol BRIVY JFE wRo),
F2 A= di¥ /MAFE B 79 9L
etk & BRIV AFSE, 45 (powen)o]
ARAM 2% Apolgrells N7sle YrHde )zt
7Fs7dol ARt t %S d2EW, F JUY o
wztol7} Zole, BEIV7F IW, HEHo] AAA
Z0%F Aol = 178t Prhdg 712 7hs A
o] AN WA HF ol U ZFAY 3, 7Hd
A5 AE AN o, FE 230

FE HYEo i3 7 FoAME BRIV &
TE 83 2AHErE 98 HFHol Az
(MacCallum, Browne, & Sugawara, 1996; MacCallum
& Hong, 1997). Cohen (1965; 1992)0] 2]3}H ¢ =.
05¢ o), A HFH A& 8oln, HZFHo]
F EAY Yo, JHA S| AnE YR e
W Aol Foh o &50], REY I77} YR #A

40l 99 ATt oy, 3ol 1 vmyd A
Qo] BYo] 7Zts|mg, o] o= CFI, NNF,
RMSEA & o83 23] HISE shMs=A nl
stk W2, HFHo]l YR B FLde, =
o AYP=Tt s 2ol 7ZER] e THsA
°| 292 RMSEAS] A& 73He Ay wie] 3
FEE Ask=A vigAsitt &, A Fi0] Y7
Hohd, 289 3718 seA 2d9 Ajwd B
Hop A3 FAHANE A& uriA], 2y gL
gk S fFRsjof

TE YA ZE) g A5 Ayl disy
A= MacCallum, Browne#} Sugawara (1996) 2] =
F3 MacCallum #} Hong (1997)9] =228 7113}7)
vieth. 439 A4+ SEMPOWER (Hong, 1999) 2}

7
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T WA D80l MYE XS METIEY 1 2

E T2 o] &3 AE & Qo M &
Hlo)A] (F4: htip://education.ucsb.edu/~shong/) ol 4}
72 4 gl

RMSEAQ| tHH

9ol A R vk} Po] RMSEAE BE 24 e AU
T QA% @ A AU ok RMSEAS] F4¢
B, RMSEA e ZBOR% Afwe] oJsid 2
Btk 5 EERIt FAY A= Aod
RMSEAE ARtd, 2AE AFE7h e F9ol
o AFEE Bgo] B APlE fopxA, =
Hollq AgElE Whe) 471 UT 2e ms Ao}
Atk AES0l, W57 3N A%, Hrhrbsd n)x

s~ pptl) 3G+
T 2 2

RlA 5o 5 WY, AfEE 0 Aol AfE

H7R 2 71AR R AR AREE 3o ¥

6ol BA3tEg, o] gollA

3o, o]2R 39 H{oE 7IHRY vixFE F
7VtE g, th_n:.—t— B} ol Al Hrt ojH¥Y, &
ol AHEE= W] £ UF Ze Aedde, B
HFLR7E Aobx AHFE7F YT Aot RMSEAE A
AU F Aok webs, 2ol AR R W F
7 U5 22 4% RMSEAZRE o F U HIT S

Ho]3 (RMSEA).10), CFI$} NNFI&= £ AgEE
BRItk (CFI, NNFI».90), RMSEAZ o] 22 w429
ol e e A& YASEE, CFI9t NNFIY
T2 2y AYEE Yriske Zlo] uigAlsio)

il

Hate x|42 3A of

A= Aol AA A dF OdF7] s FU
Z Q1% (confirmatory factor analysis)2] & X
2k ER1A a1EAMe o E Y3l “AE AFA
(Autonomy) & ZA5h= 3709 F&3} il BA A
2 (Sociotropy)’ & FA5H= 3709 2&-& AHE3)
Ak o] F HAEH| AYA|A Pt 502

HAE TheAdo] il ol At o3 AFESI
t} (Arieti & Bemporad, 1980; Beck, 1983; Blatt &
Zuroff, 1992). o] dlolA AMH 6702 Fg& F A
HEHS 2A3517] sl 7idE Personal Style Inven-
tory (Robins, Ladd, Welkowitz, Blaney, Diaz, &
Kutcher, 1994)0l|4] Alej=l Zlo]t}. Personal Style
Inventorydll A= 2t AAEEE SA3H7] S8l 2470
o] F&to] AHEHARE, o] diolA= WY 379 &
ks 242t ARSI A AR RS 3
M) Fae] W82 ot 2ok
Al. T2 Aoy g4 o= s o Alge 23
o] AZl<e Wl U= wA 7 Ik
A2, v U A RS REishe Al FolshA
BT
A3. OE Atge] i dlEoly doll i A E &
H EFich
AAA AFEE A= 349 w3 HEe
o3 2o
S1. s E3stA = Wil 1 dAE 44
WA x3iot

S2. Uhe THE AIEES 7w BiFeln UR of
g 2t Holth
$3. AbEol WAl olgA wgE ol via) 417

< Bol &t

o] %, Al, A2, A3, Al Z&2 A& Aol
© TBE NEE A3 EE M B3t Aol =
& Z0)3, HA] S1, S2, $3, A BT thldA X
Fgolgle FEE MES ZHslmE A B3t
dae]l & Aolck =3]E Al ol thidiM Ay
XA AAAE AL GoAE AU A AAL 7}
S0l Eou g A& APPE A= Al F3=
7 i IA AFAE FAsE A E2F3EN A
A RAE & Aotk AN Wzt B3 #
AE A 2820 F=2 AYsr] &) 19 1

W ZE olBrdo] /BEEATE 7 144 HAo
Z A" mx|g CE oY BAEkAk

olEr¥o T HA=E Hrislr] $is AMOS
& o] 83t E 15} 22 AAE At 7HAskAL
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x
\
\
D  C
|
/
/
T
Sociotropy
T
e
T8 1. 28 B (EA1Z} ES1Z19] 32 28 Cojlgt 28
E 1. AMOS &£Z9| ¢
Model NPAR CMIN DF P TLI CFI
Your_model 13 8.948 8 0.347 0.989 0.992
Saturated model 21 0.000 0 1.000
Independence model 6 171.876 15 0.000 0.000 0.000
Model RMSEA LO 90 HI 90 PCLOSE
Your_model 0.041 0.000 0.148 0.477
Independence model 0.381 0.331 0.433 0.000

E 19 2¥E2 239 Hrld QoA Fa3g 2
Tt QoFg Aotk

2% EA Your_modeld ©|E&X3¥, Saturated
model & ¥3}2 ¥ Independence modeld 714 %3
< Ztz}t 7l27ith NPARE 230 Fatnalshs
ojA)49] 4, CMINE x? g, DFE AHYE, Pex°
AFAA 9 pate 42 Jehith

olgR¥, ENY, ZARY Ztzto] et A
5o mAFe] o] 2 6719 SRl Ui H
Wk vlAe 5, 5 KN (D
ot 298X B Z+ 230 tis NPARS} DF2|
T 210tk ERRFHA A= 7T BE HATE
TFIEZ2 Ay £ 210n A AFEE

olty. 23 wHoME ALY BE AAE A3}
B2 x 32 I 0ot} Z1ARY L W3] HA)
© SA8A et B¥olng Zb Wao] Wy
o] mA|sroltt. meba FIAEHAA v F=
5¥o] AU, o} 2k 2HES HY VAR
o] vz 6%l ol SRFAS F9 Ak 7
A2yl g x g A{EE A AHAEE
3=t AHEh

ZHE00A Pgto] .05 o3t @ =.05Y uf "o
3k Aol g 7HdAF (test of perfect fit)” off o)
& F7Hdol 71zt Roltt &, x* HAF oA HrMd
o] 717t Zojt}. o] ALl "o|EnYo] M}
Tl 43 REgET" & @rHde) ZiHoe w
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Fx WA DHo| ME XS MAYIZE O 2

o] AEE Sty & 5 gick 1Y, izl
9] 7350l x* AFM 7ML 7R, F7H
o] 7|ZtEolx o|2RF-& 71AF o] opEt e
ARE A5E a1 eyl Q. x* AE ARE
FAAEA Fe olfE Kol BE AP of
Yet 8379 M E F3-& @] dioltt 1
i}, of dl9 A Pgto] 03470128 F7HELE 7]
ZrE]A) ot WebA, o]&E o] Mg A
A RtEga SME + Uk

x* H4FA3 grHdol NZAEA teng, At
= AFRES YA )9 FL otk EYHENA F
SA3 Rolofd AHJ: AgtEL CFl, NNF
(AMOS9| A= TLI$F RMSEAgZtelth. CFIE 992,
TLI= 989, RMSEAE 0410|822 ojE&R g o] 3}
T A wl$ Foh £€ENA 23R diZ TLI
ol AR A] L o= TLIFS 18T & + 3
o bt Al =Hol A 7] wEelth £,
“Fo AT 3 7P AZ (test of close fit) &
A7E BY, 97Md (RMSEA < .05) o] 71Z45A] &
fooT TP AN AAE BAHoE A
g3itiy 2 4 gtk AMOSO|A £ A3z of
3 7MddZEe ZAsl= RMSEAZ: Fol yeRle
PCLOSE #& B9 Hrh o] glo] 05Kt A9, a
=059 of F7Hdo] 71A4E=A e Aotk

a9, olgrde AYPxes Fuu FEUE &
A&7 AEE HeE7] Aol RMSEAZ FHF
7F o AZRIA] dotr] S AE e A &
gevt gtk AMOSolA RMSEA®9l AlZH7he
RMSEA¢L Gell vhelles LO 903 HI 90 #43 B9
"ok LO 90 HI 90 90% AlZgzhe] 3l3hgt
A3t 42 ouiith o] A4, 90% AT (.
000, .148)0] 2.2 ZFA o] U7 ylojA 3 ¥ RMSEA
gtoll @A/ wow 1 v Agd F gtk & o
E A B2 S o] 88 AL o]ERFYE Fglo] vt
EXog Wittt 73S o, 90%9 A= F
¥ RMSEA gko] .0000A .148A}0]9] &JTh= 9
tjojng FHo| mel FUF o]ERYPo] AL oy
3 2¥Y £E AT, F2 Y FE UL = Y

¥ 23 5 Uvhe Aotk o|h 4R, AF
THE 1BEHA 3 A" RMSEA #i-E Fai
239 HIert Foa A Aes AL w45
g doltt. o] oA EEIAI|= 7390 BHI}EE
HFEI7IE Y W 7HA= 2E] A= tia) =
g3 2&S 77t Aok 2 28372 st
o, Yol AEF x* HFY AA(E FA| A&}
oyt &, Y7ol 71ZEA e Aol BEo
ot ey HEQdA ofH BEIV} A
212 B st

2oz, Hxe gyl thE A 2o gl
< ), CFl, NNFI, RMSEAZ}o] ojH 4 o7 W3l
A& dotrAl oA AHSE 2HE Hold Y B
2t 3k T8I PAITE flld Al Afdx A7}
Huh} A= A& gotir] s 23 BolA &
A HB{-E k= vATE ANWTE 8RAS] A
Fol FAY F Q& AZE FUZ (o] AFS AT
& 5), Aol gl 28 (R¥ A) 9o A= o
wjof gt 2, BY8d vX48E TS
o, Al H¥E AF7F oHA WEh=A] dotrr] 9
3 =3 Bo| EAlZ} ESIZtol 4#-g T3l vAs
€ F7HIT o|¥A B e BEi REe B
3 Ce} 3lrk 19 1o Hoeg BAEH C7F Y C
of 37k Zojt.

H 2004 BXZo], 8% HAFE QUS W (2
g A), Al A%E Age 2%8A (}%E | (23 B)
Bty dA3| UeFoh

Bg83 nA5E FUHE AS 23 A
< A=Y 2ol AP FopAEE, Y C
o] x* gt 2¥ B x* grell vl wolxth CFAx
239 21EA4E nBA geng, FASAIN o

2 28 A B, Co Nz

73 X df CFI NNFI RMSEA
A 21070 9 883 872 136
B 8948 8 992 989 04
C 8270 7 994 983 050
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M=

btk 18\, NNFI9} RMSEAZHS B¥ad vl

A5E 27K B4 e3lE YuAY. T3 o
A5t 28 AL AABAN HPYEE FAY
27} olF vlujsiee BERsH 2% 53 C
o A¥=E 23 B A= vjs) 2318 v
£ ot waN, 28e WY U Yol Mg
=9} 2E e SN0 TSR A4E Hay sh
= ZFAAo BT}

8

80 dthet 90 d T Zutell T w4 2¥-E By}
s B2 A¥E A7 /= At Bollen (1989),
Marsh, Balla, McDonald (1988) $& o}& oju =

= A7t 7P Aol tiElA ojde] BEsln
2 7ha A oeple] A5E ol 48 2¥E Hrista,
o27ie] ArE Rud "erl o FAsch
ojZ U3, tiRRe] AFAEL HIE J)Fglo] 3
AellA 578 Axo] HRE A5 HAs 28
i SRR I I o= e R B A ) i B ed D
€ EX4E AV enz AFAEL olgrnd
< Bk M ¢ AAHE 71ES TR O
o 3= ARE A+E Addsiof st 187 98
Ae F8 AP A7t ofd ez 2ye g
7VF=RAE oldfalior 3ok &, Z+ A4ro] F4lo] 9
u)3k= vkE olaid daU) Qo

E =2dA A3E A4S H7He vl oty
NNFI, CFI, RMSEA7} t}& x|<o) ula) vlarzglt
A=Y 71ES YA Z HEANTT B £ ok 1
i, & o] AFER FAHo] YlE AL ot
EE AU Adee F 7R EAE 7R og 7t
2 A A, A A Ao 25 v)g) 5
Y (o, maximum likelihood estimation, general-
ized least square, asymptotic distribution free )l
] 91743)t) (Sugawara & MacCallum, 1993). &, =
A S 2Eifl el Joiy 259 gho) =AW

T 5 Ao EA, FHA AsE JIARYY ojgx

B HAE AFE v o Autsog JoF x)
7o X ol (bivariate) £X & wEr}. o
FERe £ BRgo® sl A Ao B
= opF 29t o223, NNFL, CFI19| ¢
A=73ke) dAol Brbsst FHE ol iy 3
g5= &+ vk

olo uls) RMSEAE B& Y& XY glem
% NNFL, CFl¢} 3 @ol AMEEZIE Uit
RMSEAS] AL o2 747} ok, 74 83
e AR Aol sbsdithe Aotk
RMSEAE o83l =3¢ %71 w= RMSEAS 3
AAE ol 83k] Mol A7 B3l 1 FAH 9
Aol sl WA P& Edh folN =
3 Ol 2 RMSEAE HI %3 NNFI, CFI7} u}g2g =]
TE AANSHAL Y, T AFE A o= Aol Mt
AP A ohug AFaRs A% g} 7
A} NS dEsfor & Aotk

i

!
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The Criteria for Selecting Appropriate Fit Indices in
Structural Equation Modeling and Their Rationales

Sehee Hong
University of California, Santa Barbara

Over the past two decades, many indices for evaluating the fit of structural equation models have been developed.
The existence of many indices, however, causes confusion among researchers about which indices to use to
evaluate their models and about which indices to report. In the present study, two criteria for selecting appropriate
indices were proposed and several popular indices were evaluated in terms of the criteria. Based on the evaluation,
NNFI, CFl, and RMSEA were recommended. Finally, the advantages and disadvatages of RMSEA were discussed
in detail because this index has only recently been recognized as one of the most informative indices and thus

it is not widely known and used.
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