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T MAe s Aesl w8e gEt o ®
Pg 40 w5 ot 2t

Ty =9, T a;fi T (D

¢

714 ¢ dREaRlelA A E3

W QRJAAF, a2 r WA JEaANA
A E3to gt QAAFE 7t &,
HA 23 A4eE guracly 1589l 18
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AHEE Qe Zo]Th(Reise, Moore, &

Haviland, 2013; Ten Berge & Solan, 2004;
Stucky & Edelen, 2014; Stucky, Thissen, &
Edelen, 2013). Y3} AGHECV)= /B EE
e 7 , A A=
FY £ Ak S, WA Bl AR

A THECV)=

e o}

- 485 -



-~ Siec' S} 4 ATChet
POV, §ers) T S.AAS] 49
&2 A& 2] cistst Kojske] sy Bl
__ 5
T Zta fetaAS tdez 20173 39RE 4971
A AABIAT. F 22390] B AT o
2 598 5 Ytk A S WA A stom Zp FoztolAl Aol i3 AR
7} 1012 WA} 09 =7)7b px1 wWEe] = AL AT FeAd AR gkt
o AR AT A2 A HECV)= Fozkel dy wlee @A 313%, 94
687%RN o, ®ES Ho AP 22814
3 de (SD=5.53) T}
ECV= cc+ Trace(AA") (15)
3 EHz7
_ =1’
- D ) p K )
ch +ZE‘% 3= Rosenberg A&7 2 E(Rosenberge
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glom gelE 7} 4Ty

E
o
& sud, 43 AEE 8N 3239 A
e
=

Rz 24

Mpuls.7 =22 138 A}£3}4] Rosenberg Ab

Je3g AEs ANHDA OA HE

ot
o
fru
-
ox
b it
4z
o
)
N
Ey
(i
ofN
L)
tlo
2ot Ny

REog RFHo] MR
A Hxo] 7 AAADQ, 2, 3, 44 +3)
oF AMFEHES, 6, 7, 81 Fdho] F o] &
desdd 23) F2 HAdadddald 2L
2 EFHY EAEA

15 =
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W AR MAFAE DT BFF B5 F

(Rhemtulla, Brosseau- Liard, & Savalei, 2012). &}A| %t

A 23T A4 RMSEA, SRMRF} Akiake
Information Criterion® AF&8F T} CFI, TLIZ}
2k 95 o] ABentler, 1990; Hu & Bentler,
1999), SRMR, RMSEA7} .05 ¥|YHBentler,
1990; Hu & Bentler, 1999), Akiake Information
Criterion®] JHH o2 O 22 k& 7HA&
Ryol & APES HIYT T 4 Aot

(Akaike, 1974).

¥ 194 Rosenberg AfolEF7F Aol 18
|
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4o 23 % 29 By

A 2y, 29121 = 73
Hel 7t pgel d@ wEsE A

[

B8] BEyolA =3 dukad] 9 o
8ol ek QAT AFELHS HiEe R
Rosenberg AFoLEZTZE AZo tisk Qu7} Al
T, ul7E A Al AR

B jBERe] BAY o5 sk gl 2
el 7] wEel gl AEHL Y
F e AES F 1 A%E olgsiel =
& QW72 shic.

7) THEAd-38) H(polychoric  correlation)S Y HHE 4|
H(ordinary least squares method)o]U} 7153 4|
H(weighted least squares method)S ©]-&3}e] =
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AAHE Qurt A Ase AL AL T O FEEA 27} ARWE B
ECV)E] 42 AAS AXNSATE Rosenberg  E3HAH. EEE dRtacle] tigk A
AolEE ARE 3 FFL 104008 A (¢~ o T AF B F IRl o
T‘;]——B‘Q—O] 27Hi p%}\‘% 10, K %}\’% ZO]E]—‘ Cq _51} 53-?_]74]4:(&11~ as1 aGQNa/l[)Q) 61}9] Zﬂ:HL
R ¢, @S QWA O 2AAF g aPT TR~ BFE B
H,oa PH a9 & A AA AE8R]l gath 2ae 9aiedd g edAs &
(gl Bshs 32 AtEFTAESE o] Ay #F F AGadde d edAs
B QRS 4R E a0 S F WA R AF @ Hstel ofug 2ol A
ARedol dgshe #4274 Aojegy T U
(NES)ol| thgh Q1A o]tk
E 1. Rosenberg AOIEZZ T 120 28, 220 A 23 U Kool IH =olX Q0| 24
189! _ _
289 A4 =¥ #egl 2y
23
=% Ao} g4 FAA Aol 44 FA4H
zpo} Zpo} Ao} 2o} IFELE LECY
=54 T L .
=27+ =2Z7 ETHEK) TITHEK)
1 739 734 729%¢y) 145(aq) A447(1)1) 962
2 673 .602 599(cy) 17%agy) 609(1)5) 918
3 579 314 320(c3) 343(agy) 780(1)3) 465
4 761 848 870(cy) -.165(ayy) 215(1p,) 965
5 740 786 T79cs) .002(as;) 393(1)5) 1.000
6 720 765 694(cg) 228(agy) A66(1)g) 903
7 658 715 T713(cy) 041(a,) 489(1);) 997
9 603 770 627(cy) TT4(agy) 007(2g) 396
10 566 553 445(010) .323(@102) 698(w10)) .655
1 882
882 1
F. FECVE M B0 tg dakd AGECY) 365 or| gt
Z 1M A 4 AR 8olghe st AolEFH Ax TH7ETF 1, 2, 4, 6, THE EF 1~
sHOE BAZ|EET 3,5 8,9, 0ME £ 6 ~ 10M0F A AT
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LA - O[EHR / &R

tey oty te)+
a11+...+a51> +(a62+...+a102)2}

(e,
{(
(c;+ eyt teg+en)+
(i

w =
ayp + - +a51) +(a62+...+a102)2}
(W1 + -+ o)
(.729 +.599 + ... +.627 +.445)* +
{ 145+ ... 4+.002)? }
(228+...+.323)*
(729 +.599 + ...+ .627 +.445) +
{ 145+ ... 4+.002)* }
(228 +...4.323)2
4.850
=894
Sk A AFwE TH OF A8t
o AN F 9o T4 OF} EEE 5Y
st Bl gukacle] tid Q9AF el

AF goz Ta=e Uk

(c1 +cy oty +cm)2

W=
a (cl+02+...+cg+cm)2
+{(ay + ot ag)? + (agy + -+ ay,)?}
+(th, + 1)
(729 4 599+ ...+ .627 + .445)?
-
A (729 4 .599 4 ...+ 627 + .445)>
+{(.145+...+.002)2 }
+(.228+...4.323)?
+4.850
= 826
SRR

= emrt ﬁlﬂwS)_ 34 1€
&

47 AolEge AT MR
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o1(Bifactor) 2

2 0/88 A2IA

Al(e; ~c;) T Al g3t 3 Adas]
Aaay, ~ ag) T Al g 283 iR
Bl SH 7R ARk, ~ el &
< EF O3t 2Ae derefIAlg (e ~
c) &l Aw w3 " AEdAT ey,
~ az) ¥ AF #S Hske] ofefel 2ol
ARk

(cl + ...+ 05)2
+ (au + ... +a51)2
w =
PsE (cl+...+c5)2
+ (a11 + ...+ a51)2
+ (g + o+ 5)
(729 4...+.779)?
~ +(145+...+.002)?
Wpsp=

(729 +...4+.779)2

+ (1454 ....+.002)?
+2.444

=.819

ZZ7+S FAS= 6HEE 108 B3 sk
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(66 + ... +010)2
+ (a62 + ...—|—a102)2

Wrep =
VEE (06 +...+ 010)2
+ (a62 + ...+a102)2
+ (g + .o+ 1hpp)

(.694 +...+.445)2
+(.228+...4.323)2
(.694 +...+.445)2

+(.228 +....4.323)2
+2.406

Wysp=

=.821

AAE oul7h A A0 B
& Agsel AVY & gom 4 1)
& BUHY B4} 7 9] )
B3l QUaAT B AF @O
AEY QAT w g peps BAH Ao}
Haadlel B s HE emst A%,
vsrE BAA AolEzy Heaclol

S1HE ou7h A obelsh ol 4

& 4 Utk
(a11 +...+a51)2
Wirox pop —
HS* PSE (01+...+C5)2
+(a11+...—|—a51)2
+ (g + oA P5)
(1454 ...4.002)?
W pSE—

(7294 ...+.779)?
+(.1454...4+.002)?
+2.444

=.019

Rosenberg AFo}&57+
£ JAZ E9 Y Eol

(a62 + ...+ a102)2

Wrrex N9 —
HS* NSE (C6+“.+Clo)2
+ (a62 +...+ a102)2
+ (thg + o+ 1y
_ (228+...+.323)*
W s NSE =

(.6944 ...+ .445)?
+(.228 +...4+.323)2
+2.406

=.214

PAY AFEVE B 195 2§l
FErh $ue] % Dagle] g 297
F R g3 F A FABa
29A% AF e FL HeHe Holn
Ao A4S Ay AL AF %

()] FOR ofzfo} o] 42T F 9l

(cf +c§ +...+c§ +ci))

ECV=
(c§+c§+4..+c§+c§0)
+{(a§l+...a§1) }
+(a§2+...+a?02)
{( 729)2+2(.599)2+2 }
EOV— +(.627)% +(.445)
(.729)? +(.599)? +}
{4—(627)24—(.445)2
+£( 145)% +...+(.002)%}
+{(.228)% +...+(323)2}
=793

A EF] P YU ASCECV)Y]
Al
4
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A, &

= el
F AT AT AGLAAF AF FahH
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AIRES - OfEfE! / W20 (Bifactor) SES 0185 ARIME0| SEHA &N M

s BEZ 3 T T3 gWtaRiAS oA F2 HYPEE Hole ZOE Yyt
AF ehHe BAZ ko] AT 5 9o F 3o0lA AAHTE oA "z 189
A& TR L ofeel 2k B2y, 289 A0 2y 9 AaQl RPN

o] 7} E3lol FF3H 8 QA S (standardized

2 9 factor loadings)E A AT
EoV = __ (.729) — 062 ’ i
Y24 (729)24(145)2 A8Ql By TEH QAT If

1
A g o g AAHTH diH Azl o

o o Mo

Az ATE H)5hH, Rosenberg AO}EZE w7t A, Qul7E YA AL SIEE 2
7 Azel oust At sodoln Aurg W AS SHAHE 2ok A Ak

7} A Aw,)= 82602 e A9 AFECV)Q] A 3AHS AASHTL
Ao A Aol AAHTA tA d==
F B4t salol FHgarlo]l 2M=E pFk
o

%}&"\% ZO]E]‘~ Cll?‘Ei 089] %}1\’% ?‘:_]E]l'

T}. Rosenberg AFo}EZ7E 229 o7} A
o} o7} 9Al AT HIEL 826/.894F
oA AHGT} AAEE= BaAE = o K

902497} QuraolelAel Melxte Am s LU Wk a]IAFeIH, a) T a9 #

3} Rosenberg AFO}EF7H2 T o] HA Hee 2 A A JEa Al aldshe AAA
Uukgole Wgshs MR ks Aol Tl R QRIAT a5 FH agd @2 F
g3ttty 584 Aot FAZ Aotk WA JE8RIK)l ABEte AAEH o
52 AR 7t A w ot A4 & golA 4ol
8199} 8210191 0m, HHE 7L 97 AAHTA BA A 7t Axw)rE A
AN w )RS A7 0198 2140t dAHA &3] S A 3 g FE3le ol
AGECV)E 79302 gukadle] 793%9 F & Zo] FAT F Stk
3 A4S Al
¥ 204 Rosenberg Alo}EF7F 2 E9] 18 (e, ey +ote+e)’
3, 289 4@ B33} #adl vye) AYPs _ o+ tay) H (o +oFap)’)
A%E wmy A A8 Bl X5, et etotata)
N=222) = 44272, p < 01, CFI = 971, TLI i&?i@;gﬁ‘m+(a52+"'+a82)2}
= 948, SRMR= .031, RMSEA = .059(90% CI
[029 - .0871), AIC = 3922.1460.2 RE A&
¥ 2. Rosenberg XOIESH HE 2d ML X|5=
=g df x? CFI TLI SRMR  RMSEA 90% CI RMSEA AIC
184 35 99.314 904 877 051 091 .070-.112 3969.520
2891 A% 34 81.639 929 906 045 079 .057-.102 3949.477
Aacl 25 44.272 971 948 031 059 .029-.087 3922.146
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I3 FMEZA O ME 1290 29, 220! At 2 9 WAool 2F ol 2o 2M
1891 } N
28¢ 44 =y el 23
2y
=3t A 2] &
° ‘; 14 A A A 40114 A A .
HaA } A . 3 A I-ECV
e =d 110 S N1 o
oA dA(c)
1 320 877 S566(cy) S573(ayq) 351ey) 494
2 308 868 .603(cy) T52ag) 072(1hs) 391
3 417 433 .738(c3) -122(as;) A441(1hy) 973
4 431 310 645(cy)  -223(ayy) 534(1),) 893
5 385 365 408(cs) 172ags) 804(1)5) 849
6 753 766 .288(cg) 740(ag9) 369(1hg) 132
7 907 992 488(c;) T63(agy)  179thq) 290
8 813 809 429(cg) 097(ags) 330(2pg) 275
1 339
337 1
(.566 +.603 + ... +.488 +.429)? o (.566+.603 + ... +.488 +.429)?
2 - P
+{(.573+.-.<223) 2} (566 +.603+ ...+ 488 +.429)°
_ +(.172+...+.697) + (.573+...+.223)2
(566 +.603 + ... +.488 +.429)? +(.1724...4+.697)2
+ (573 +...—.223)* +3.080
+ (1724 ...4.697)?
+3.080 =.642
=.886

AAETH A A= = ev7t Al

AR dA Ax eHrt A AT FNwoe 34 195 HE3toq ofet 2o
(wpe 32 OF &3t ofgfe} ol A4 sz
Zath
(¢, +...+c4)2 +(ay, +...+a41)2
(e ¢ +otetc)? A T e )P+ (ay ot ay)?
wy = + (thy + o F1y)

(¢, +c +...+c7+cs)2
+{(ay + .+ ay)? +(ag + .. +ag)?}
+ (3, + o ahg)
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AAHE - O|EHE / M2 01(Bifactor)

o (5664 ... +645)> + (573 +...—.223)>
AR (5664 ... +645)2 + (573 +...— .223)?
+1.398
= 842
(c + .. Jrcg) +(a52+...+a82)2
W= 3 —
M E (s + o4 cg)2 + (agp + - + ag,)?
+(¢5+...+¢8)
A (4084 ... +.429)? + (172 +...+.697)?
BT 408 4.4+ .429)2 + (172 + ... +.697)?
+1.682
= 854

BAREA A A= HAHE o} 9
A Aoy T4 132 A8 ol

2ol At=3t

(ay, "““""141)2

Wreea 3 za =
ASAVAE (0 )2+ (agy + ot ayy)?
+(thy + o+ 1hy)
y _ (B573+..—223)°
HS* A 7 2] (-566+4..+.645)2
+(.573+...—223)2
+1.398
=.108

(a52 +...+ a82)2

(c5+ ... cg)+
( aso + .. +as2)
+ (5 + o+ g)

WHs AN ER =

(1724 ..+ .607)"

(.408+...+.429)?
+(.172+.697)2
+1.682

WHg AN ER =

=.568

02+ +c§+c§)

02-1— +C7+CS)
2+ +a41)

(a52+ +a82)}

ECV,

A&

494

A AdE Aeshd, AMHTH oA A
27} Adw7t 886olH Qu7t A
Adwpe 22 Ueigth ZAH32E o
SH7} Aot vzt A A9
Hl 8- 642/886 0.2 FH A IHGTE XA
e B4k 3 oF 725%7F GukaglelA el )
AA=E AW Thesith AMA P AR
o ig A= W7t Afw ke 44
842, 8549101, &}9] 7% S1A Al

jusiye)
—

A Hze

A= o

o i, &)

(Wt ZH2E 1083} 5680|t). AAFY A4
ECV)E 4718 Y¥taglo] 47.1%9] &4t

[e]

Mmaq

F 44 BAAHTA thA 2] 1890 B
3 299 AT wd@I B9 ndo] HIT
245 vwst A3 o2 WA 7]=9)

- 493 -



8 Al
29 df x? CFI TLI SRMR  RMSEA 90% CI RMSEA AIC
1821 20 211.052 .648 508 136 .207 .182-.233 3397.875

2891 A 19 89.196 871 .810 117 129 .102-.156 3231.613
29l 12 17.862 989 975 .031 .047 .000-.089 3151.484

B4 AFelA 289 AR 2o WEHzl vk vyt At sue AL AR Ay

Aae 2] A8l Eyol 2<12 N=222) = 9 &4 F FF7E AR S 4R HI S0

17.862, p < .01, CFI = 989, TLI = 975, =U+= AL oudtt 2 AFoA 22359

SRMR= 031, RMSEA = .047(90% CI [.000 - TtH3y 2 IO HE AL A8E &

089, AIC = 31514848 iAo ® F2 2 M3k A3} AotEFit Hxet XA o

P2 Hol: Aoz vkttt Aol g emzk Age A7 8949

8860 % EA UEtRth ©, eHrt Age

At a Ry} JEale] EARS BF A

= 9 Hakol] wredsty] wgel ez AgT =2

e BRlte AveR Ax Hevt gt

B9 =80 Ao #e9l vy A U dutadld diF AjdAE wEdtu

A3g olg3to] E2Y 4 Ut tokw B4 AR WA < Btk F enih A

A AFES o] &t x| AdAE AT e 71FE Ar Ha7h AnbAl 2
i3 Z

W ek F o pAdeR o @ 4
ool Fekaslel BARGT RS A5 TR A€
of Ferasle] 4 s 4dH oug AA =
Usr 2o ojl2xogt daxigolxut i © AAF
%‘ gy wE ¥’ Q9l(nuisance factor) . 7b A AwpE olgshe Ao H—% H}
2 Qs Al JaEE AEsk Ads  FAsh AEFARe o
o] ouE A A WeloZ Qld TRt TwyT 826 1L @Aﬂ@%ﬁ A A=
217 ohyw W ERE QW HUAE o oA uam A7 7414« £ 6 U
7F A, ezt 9A A% 2w 1
FECY) 5 Bgolel AR £ Qee B wgw B A9k gmw B2
ol a7t e W AFgEl7) Wl ezt 1A ARt
Qul7t AwiE B AHE AFZ 2/t 4L kel itk ey AolEE7
N e Y ARARE gl T & ARG} Po| wt wye A7t IA) W A
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o
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AT (wye)=E
 AmoA By 71e el wet ?—Erf‘f}
A AoteFtHy F

AH ol g 2wt ﬁlﬁ‘%w@-‘— 27k 819
o} s210|9lom AT ezt A AlF
Z- 0198} 2142 YERiTE o=
Aol B4 F AW

‘?d olgt= Aetacldl 9l

((.UHS)7LT —l

mu a9l H =
W 52 s
A9 7H°1?<} ufj-5-

I AEY 2A7 U EeRke ojnld
W, AAREA oA Hmeld A el
Zé*islifﬁ_ A=At 2m7 Ay

_l\‘

7 8429} 8540]1%1oH AT owrt ¢
A ANwyE 22 1087 S568F |7}
Hﬁl At Azl e Rlud o AAA
¥ R o RS A Hﬁl ﬁl—rﬂ doFo s
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olyz}, wakeQl F3}3HKcross loading) &
2y correlated  residuals)S E &S TR}
Q1M 2 & (Higher-order modelY 74-$-o=
2ol A5 A 2H Hg ¢ &2
le< AASHAT
Q574 7t
29 FAAGE
o A9 Fxet A
2ol Aquiyel AP 3
stk Aol

OH]

Mg oo du % fdotlo 22

rl b fo

o
tl[o

o 2 H
X

2 M
o
fru
fo
rO
b
O
)
ok
b

(

bl

ol
o
)
o
2

U
o
oft
oL
rlr
Moo
oot

)
i

ofl M1 A o} md 2 fo
Hi
v
rlr
oWy o
re
|o
o M i T it
L oy Lo —W
o
N

o
™ *”

B2 oxt
‘0,
N,
i

i

Di?i'i
koré'ﬂ—{
]o
e o rjr = oft

o
=y b

e
o 2AAF AHL ATRA A
@ AL BAAs s
%+ ol o

EO%—ZrEL AT 0131@ Hee

El
:(I)l:
T
I
3
ko
L ro i ‘.ﬂ
B
R
=
2
>
i,
ro
2

v
X3

ﬂL
o

oX fo
R e T
o
Mmoo ™= W=

th 2

l‘-.dﬂ

off
ol
)
oo
=
nj
o
ol
m of it
)
[o
B

ry

Lo
=
rot
=
e
o
o
o >

)
b
N
o
fu o
o
(o
fu
Iy
mt)
e
fo
ro
i\
ol
ol



Fobst=d dakd AHECVZF T el
_/':

83 AuE ATT 5 Yok ANH2A o
A AHE BPE QY AFENE 2
uE g BYEAM Quraclel AU 7

7 WA Jeha, AAAHEY a1 A
ECVHE A712A AA 35 B2 5 47197
o] dukagld] o) 4 “é‘

7 Ak dukecls

HA ok AA A= 1341] Bes B
F3 T & % ot v AolEEy A
sE el vHY AT} 1Y BHE B
% ohuzh B AAY AFIEVE 4]
HE hRe) Eabola Qukacle) AnEol
u-¢- Aot s HA Az dakd A
FHECV) GA 793024 YHkacle] 79.3%<)
TE e Adsta e ZAoE =yt
5, AolEF AEE o|EHOEE Tds
102 A9 AotEFte F74sk7] Hall A
HHA AA AR EEHos ©d
Ade] Hrde AAse FAE S T
AA T

A AFECV7E o AL ARE B
LA A BYg o] &dto] Rl stE
Euksltte AL 9u|3tl. Gu, Wen, & Fan

AGHECV)7} 75 ol ¢
Aol myogHE 77t AAHJT 0}‘3
FAAAESH RS AT EAET

Fol 79 glth= Ze B

)
Y
o
v
2
l‘ﬂ
o2
O

F%13, Rodriguez, Reise, & Haviland(2016a)=

QA ASEC} 70014 A BUR

of Z5mYolAe) aclAse Hadl wHol
gdutade gk a2l Ageel & Aolrt

A

foe 2E 2o FRUoh olE Fetd, o
2 ASHECV7E 70013 Y BS ARE W
LAt SAHRY S o] 8t RIS 3§l
5 AA =

A A%sh QAU ARECYE
%4 e AT e 4T
oItk Wik, A= Yo BAF 3 o
A patold Awrasis Agaslel
FERe] Hgo] &S HolE

= Aot
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LH|7b Aot 2wz A A
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ulgo] ohel, Uwbacls Pgacle B4

o] A7 =Z7E nludte ALY AGHECY)
© YRkadle] 4k el #4ke] A
iy A7)l o] AAH o] ofu]oA
Yzt AFECY)E As7t BEHoRE @
AR RS Ak = e AR ALE
2 g 9lon, dde V|EoE dAd AF
ECV)7} 70 B2 80 o] #e 7 A
4 Uﬁéﬂw Adade AAZ ddxt
AE A3t BA AAB =
%]"E}FJ—— A7} ZATTHGu et al. 2017;
al., 2016a).
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A2 - O[EHE] / & R201(Bifactor) Z&EE 088t MM o] ZHA &9 HA7UH JHEt

gHE, -8Rl BYoA al b Adde]l  mg] ¥Rtacdle] Aoid A7|vh AujH o
- =& A AE7F eradvke AYs 3A FUth FROE oJEFo® Tl
H-8 % E¥(single-factor model) &> ARk JHEE A fl8f wHEolxl A=} ohY
A Adadle 7 Aol ZFd o 7] wEel 2¥ A= VEeE A<l
A 2 g 7 Aol ETHReise et al, 2007). TEE 7RIGE 28 WHAE < 2 A0
AAZ F 194 & 4 %Ol Rosenberg 2 AL EZE W7} AG7 woe AE WIS
olEZ7t ATl T 29l 7F AWLE 8028 B HAHE HFE AT o] &3l A
e =y, #eel 2y A3 dx vy 1 = fostdor & Aotk HE ¥ AYm
F=7t W EhoHGE 2, LH7E A Al ol JAME A8 By HlE FAF A
T 3 A AF FA] wff ok o]l = 1 Iy VEoRR AR U =8
gtk 2y Ae-ad 2Y AR A% 4 A REoy 289 B3] o]gHoR
< T Ue & AR AFE FAR A oS Asta sjAsty] golsty] Wil 28
o] A8e WK W AFAE AT 0 9 BEES F o Aws) sk WIPeER B
A T 7HA AR BHsiE, 89l 7 dH dEE Fdste o] oS v & 9l

d ot

waclel 4o oy AAA HRE AT EG R4 E=odxo] 4ad BIE A
SAE St AT-a%) EHoA 9 4 2 ABE /4@ Tad mad el o u
Sl ael 3k Aol thd Aush Bel, 4 & Y= mols F97t Bol BYL A
29 By A A% AFL 5 dE OWE P Gl AYE A% B o AR of
A Ay, SFAHEA o 2mst 94 82 WA TEske 2ol Fasn et
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Bifactor Modeling Approach to Investigate Studying

of Psychometric Properties of Psychological Measures

Jaeeun Shin Taehun Lee

Chung-Ang University, Department of Psychology

Bifactor modeling approach is increasingly being applied to the study of psychometric properties of
psychological measures. A bifactor structure consists of a single general factor that is purported to explain
co-variances of all the items and a set of group factors that are purported to explain residual co-variances
of some items that cannot be accounted for by a general factor. The model assumes that the general
and group factors are uncorrelated. Bifactor modeling approach enables researchers to test whether a
given psychological scale that is originally designed to measure a theoretically unidimensional construct
appears to be multidimensional due to nuisance factors such as method factors. In this article, we gave
an overview of statistical indices such as omega coefficients and explained common variance(ECV) that
can be effectively employed to investigate dimensionality of a given scale. We illustrated how to compute
various types of omega coefficients and explained common variance(ECV) and interpret them using

Rosenberg Self-esteem scale(RSES) and Emotional Approach Coping Scale(EAC).

Key words : Bifactor model, general factor, group factor, omega coefficients, ECV, confirmatory factor analysis
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