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2
o EAske= J?}%ﬁ]g A3e] Ml w7y
M5E olgale] AYeie nRos

& Kenny, 1986; MacKinnon, 2012; Preacher &

Hayes, 2004) Alg]s}, w-&sh g8l o 5

Thke Hopol X WA o 8% ek vl
ATYE e ATA 3 2 2 3
S AFA7E 49E uEs Sgus
o Fhus AoldA FAHOE foIT 7

N(intermediate) F&-S st=rlolty. ¢ A3t
A g ow mERE FAHsL HA
skl thekd Sl AQtE HAE
2 ThHBaron & Kenny, 1986; Cohen & Cohen,
1983; Efron & Tibshirani, 1986; Judd & Kenny,
1981; MacKinnon et al., 2002; MacKinnon et al.,
2007; Preacher & Hayes, 2004, 2008a; Preacher &
Selig, 2012; Sobel, 1982; Tofighi & Kelly, 2020).
Sobel(1982)2] WFH oL} Barond} Kenny(1986)2]
WA A4 P 5 HEA PHES AR
Efron(1979)0] 7|3l FE 2 E l(bootstrap)©|
i ast Ao % Az AUtk 7
o7 3t A1F] 7K confidence interval, CI)
2 olgdtel WAENE FHHE REXE
Mo HEZAC WIHE] Zt= ndAZARl 7}
L oAES A AT
QT 3R Ee=THEFritz & MacKinnon, 2007;
Shrout & Bolger, 2002). YHlH o072 HEAXE
Aol st W EQ ¢ HEE W (percentile
bootstrap)=  2Ju|sl=t] o] HPHO R F3- Al
o] skl 3 el
oA Fo
olE HUY3}r] 3| Efron‘b]— T1bsh1rani(1986)l‘}
A3 HekxAH REXE
2 (bias-corrected  bootstrap)S A<+l T}
& 243 Pl ol2Hoz o Fo A

= o= U

EGE

o = =

ek

Te AFstal HdAgs 2ve oA
AT ZAHSo] EAITHCheung & Lau, 2008;
MacKinnon et al., 2004). A% A< AT &
29 Aviug, Wizy RE2EUo] A%

o ¢ E=&XEE, FEHA(nflated) 122
S TAAZ7] Wl HAde e ofy
= AA& Sl ThBiesanz et al., 2010;
Falk & Biesanz, 2015; Hayes & Scharkow, 2013;
2008; Tofighi & Kelly, 2020). &
ol thopa
X dolie Fao] uiels
HEAEWY HexAH REAEHO FIPT

A 7

Ll

Taylor et al.,
A7 AT s WA
WP B

Y

(performance) & H] W GO ZH

3 BAF AgHe Aol=gele Azt
Aol B0l
AR =PHs X7 F

Lachowicz et al, 2018, Liu & Wang, 2019,
Muthén & Asparouhov, 2015) & U&FY AT
(Duckworth et al., 2016; Lockman & Servaty-Seib,
2018; Malone et al., 2016914 Z&3HA] ALL-5
ik 39 18 Shis AR 2

ﬂ

T GENEgS Jepdth SyHS7 )
Aol mRE dFE A= a, %%%1#91
FIFS BAT FEdA wiigTt SEHF
o MAle ¥%E AE v T o, WisE

T Az #Y abE A"
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X ; Y

c
J% 1. =Y H2ET

TEAT A= TS AHES Jolgn
gt SRR oA SHASTE SEAS
o MXe &I FEH o= HHEAS} F
AEaHde o2 FHdY F Athe=ab+ ).

AR abE HF AAsE YH F o
U2 Sobeld] WM mE vz del by

(multivariate delta method)©] $JTHCramer, 1946;
Sobel, 1982).h o] W Wi EI FHA7}
AFRLE GEGE VS el &
FLAE oA o2 AXtste HAs= WU
o|t}. Sobel?] WHH2 TRFSE Hokox QM
712 AHEEAAL, ARE] B FHoA o) &
Ha AR HA Yol vr= AV doH
(Falk & Biesanz, 2015; Fritz & MacKinnon, 2007;
Hayes & Scharkow, 2013), & EF9] HFO=F
o]Foix Wi aIE= o]BHOoEE AYPA O
BEE A 7S BEEA ¥ete &
7} 9l th(Biesanz et al., 2010; Lomnicki, 1967;
MacKinnon et al., 2004; Shrout & Bolger, 2002,

-~

Springer & Thompson, 1966; Stone & Sobel,

1990).

olgld nAAAI 7PgE FH3] st

FRA o] Rkl 092 PR Aol 9
Chsobel, 1982). B& @7AEo] et Pz
Sobel] MWL YA TR e Aol

A

D ZEf ol Bl Sobelo] WU AE adt b
_‘

AU MY - 250 [ FRUAA RES B89 IDIRY 28 Ul I HESS BEASHI HETH

HFEZEF Wrgo] 7 A thEfron, 1979;
MacKinnon et al.,, 2002). FEXEH L A
Z7F 7pz FEES 7PEE S B Dpseudo
population) 0.2 7}4 3} vy
74 A Ol (empirical) BEFEXE EE3
pEsEY NYTRE T A
£ 2U%2S B BE RE2EY 3
228 dAES FANES Fa, o
25%% 97.5%°N @l
slgtat A3to g Bt
o} 22 WHE WEGF FEXE(percentile
bootstrap)©] 23 3T} o] WHL w3 B ¥

!

9 7bgel Ba

BY B 948 A0 A0 & Ao A
AZ 20008017k HFEA FEXE0] 4
Ao 370 o e 4Ee AR
O+ olf2 AT HCheung & Lau, 2008;
MacKinnon et al., 2004; Preacher & Hayes,
20082). A o] WL HAAZ ZASHA &
£ a) AHoR folsiga AE Bu
& g8 1T R/ES A SR A
HAQ o] R A E R THTaylor et al., 2008).
o ol Mg AEHH ATES
W Wy BEAEZC] FEAZ I
© Hld@3FAY w2 AR YA
Oe ol frZ o RlESs Wkt
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(Biesanz et al., 2010; Falk & Biesanz, 2015; Fritz
et al, 2012; Hayes & Scharkow, 2013). A}3]3}8}t
Bofe] Be ATA} AH§SI Y= B =
2231 SPSS PROCESS Macro®| A1 = vl 7)) &3}
AARAN HeFzxA HREXEY A]Q;Lﬂ-_o_ &
E2 A3} B 3REE BEgs BE
2Efom WAR H Yow, MiwE o$
A2 913 AN 2014974 BF2A
HEXEJS AZPA, 2016 o] F2= o
A apes REAERS AT ATHE.
Muthén, 2014, 2018; L. Muthén, 2008, 2014,
2016). A= B7stal sfelld s HgFx
A REZEfo] 3] WA AMEHI
Q1O H(Kim et al., 2015; Park & Bak, 2014;
Park & Hur, 2021; Oh et al, 2018), &8 T3
AAdA FHEL e W=
S}CHBae, 2016; Lee, 2018).

2708 vhe o] A2 ofg) ATl MR
94 pE2EgoR T Bolel dTh:

uol-zé /5}

550 9, o] FAo| ofy A <Jstel
wolEol A7) AZetn YA, obd FE
A ANAARE B Vg o
295 FEXEY 2 AYEy FEAEY
5 wmdte 712 AEdIH ATEL
Aving guy Azey 97 dad
FEAY 493 ATE 2A0A% A7
g3, teta FEG 2AE neletA
maois BAZ 9o odE ol Huyest

Schatkow(2013) = EHIISZ AlEHAE &
S 9F A HES A e oA
Al 2] A(relative trustworthmess)— Hlwsle] AT+
ASA APkse zAe ATHHE
BB A% AEHE BANFE 1Y
317 g2 RPo T AlEHoHE

2) http://processmacro.org/faq.html

= AolA AL ATk Falk$} Biesanz(2015)+=
AARGTE gl ARG E o8 oY A
A e FYAEE AHRE AEYIHS
ABFRARE, AF-F Aot A
WA 94 270 @A F A9, B8
=500 olatu AgatE 5 FEWAA
A= A= ob+
. Efﬂ' Cheung(2007)2 wj7/| &35
A A3z A e A

u

m

N

probability) SFHRF % Agdct= A7 ok

2 A7 54w R¥S AEshe
FAE uiAES AA WH sk o)s)
E o]y, A3 REXE#” AX 4P
? A5 soleele AFshs o

th o|Z 93t mAEH AA whE

o l-l'l re

=2 o
)
QL'

s

olE& Hlwsh= HT ATES AT o]
¥ P2EA 2YY DU 20e YR
EHIIEE A Eolds F& wiad AA
el FYEE Rludth Ad PHoEE
WEgls RESEYD HIEH FEAEY
< 71RoE 1Pty Hla RHOE oy
deb e TERT. 2En PR )
NEHe ABAYA FHdo=E FTRIV], &3}
A718 FEHEEATY A7), AFZHFY
M, 8RlFste] 2718 AHETh 2 A
gy SYsE 99Y 2 1505 2
oA vt BIFHES FQATHTh(Fritz et

al., 2012; Tofighi & Kelly, 2020; Valente et al.,
2016, THABOE ABHCIH ARE Hheo.
2 ATl AH FEXER] IS A
ket B AT FAE 7|sdith

- 106 -



MAES A4 S AT 35

7 RE ] Q7|wEeoly kst wiziEs
A% W] AR e BHE

Atk B WS asdde AW A
b lenw O F 9 7k R 270%0
A T 2SS ARS8 WRGingle sample
methods) &2 w7/l g3 o AZAFTEE J)
B2 o2 A A T (causal step
approach) ¥} Wi/ &3} 24 AT AEZA G
=2 ab)E FAS= 7:"4::’1;‘ T H(product of
coefficiencts approach)©] Ut} Q1A HH
e e ﬁﬂ%ﬁ*‘ie sl FAATES
GAA o2 AAS= W Baron & Kenny,
1986; Judd & Kenny, 1981)3} AZAF o2}
bRb frolstd Wi Esrh frefsittal He
A3t 7oA AA(oint significence test, Hayes,
2018; MacKinnon et al, 2002)°] It} A4

HAEHdls mAEsd F4A7F AEEE o
Eoa 7Hgete A4 Bt B asymptotic
=° o 28 4y
3} Sobel®] WH S)F x| dhsl 7HH kA
%= FEX W H(distribution of the product
method, & &9 MAA, A4 MAA 5
o] Atk tho & AEHE B3 THL BE
oRHE mEadE F
methods)oll & YAEE AA E’_;‘ﬂﬂ'oi Xl
olg o] &3 AEY3E= HE
I AARAA D By T4
AT
o o] SJelE $EoI AT
s (likelihood-based confidence intervals,
2007), "o ARt 7H8-& o]-&3dk= Wl (bayesian
mediation, Yuan & MacKinnon, 2009), X & 7|4k
Ak H A3} AX}(the model-based constrained

normal methods, &

A= W (resampling

E @ (bootstrap)
45 o8
EH|7FE Z(monte carlo) WO Q)
be olgshe

Cheung,

2 weiol Ul H29Ih SEAEHD EYLY

E/\EEH
oo S —B

=]
TE=

optimization procedure, Tofighi & Kellly, 2020) &
ol gl

BaronZ Kenny2| EHAIA A

WA ES Age] WANA 247] Baronsh
Kenny(19867} Alokgh B4 whie ohest
20 3 WA SYY) F4g] 1)
= Fadker} BAM0E fo3e Iy
A - E I P N IR R ES
AHarol )3 BB A WA 59
H5E B4 Aol e Fams
o rw Aol flBA FAVY. FEH}

247t EAZ R folF o

uma}gg AQaINCH A7t FEA

A= w7 Oﬂ = 7—17—?94 75‘1?—% ARt

er;qoﬂ/ﬂ BEEY 4de AN F U,

ol 3t o]ix
%‘@D}t Aol A= WHA(Zhao et al,
w7 &3ke] HAHo] Ytk A7 UThFritz
& MacKinnon, 2007; MacKinnon et al., 2002). ©]
wb oje) wiEsel AWEe R5)
e ARy sl s Saa)
FoloiA 2k AL, AT} A
AR EAFIE olF HlaA 2o A 84
< TR LFE HE F UtHKim & Kim,
2020). o]¥ o] fFE W2 AFAEC] a
A& s A A44 dAR Ha
9l © W (Cerin & MacKinnon, 2009; Fairchild &
McDaniel, 2017; Rucker et al., 2011), Hayes(2018)
+ Baron¥} Kenny®| WHol| thsl] FAH o
EE HAHORE o]z o)A At 4ol
AAI JoH, § ol o] e HekA &

=L skl

2010),
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A8 AL FaEA tiF 2% @l
of MjEI}E FAs= AR o9 b A
BAACE F38tH@# 0 and bz 0) "i7H
37 EAZTGIL FITHKenny, Kashy, &
Bolger, 1998; MacKinnon et al., 2002). ©] W
L2 Baron¥} Kenny?] WHEOE A& GAE
selstel o] L Aok Aol 9
S MacKinnon 520022 A3 AA
s AEWE ZolAn e AR
Ao 12LFEL BT AT AT
o] Mix FEES MEHoE HAse o
HetA HHe ARRYH AREE F
ok AFAHA HIHLS A7 AAsEE
WAL AAe Zrle] U R, pak
e, AT S ATH ol b
aae] HHAYL $AE AT :
& st b7t BT SAHCE %9]3}1] B

E

¢

AARTGE gh7} EARNOCE 98 5 9)
e AHE Fsta e E”](Hayes 2009;
Kim, 2016 A8 FOW/NEFOR Ao

oJHT+= SAE THMacKinnon et al., 2002).

AR EA O 2
2O F Sobelo] ®
A lem quellM=
T8e 7Hske eSS

sto] S AAET e
IH(Sobel, 1982)0] o] &7
WNES A A
S3te] Sobel 9|

Polg} B27|% St} Sobele] WS dE}
o] v AZ o9 b7t AE EgHolgt
= 7}Ao] F7}E 2 (Sobel, 1982, 1987), 2] 13}

o] wiET FAR S FZEAS AL
SE; =\ b'SE2+a SE} (1)

Sobel9] ¥WFH I vlwsle] o= el vy

(Cramer, 19460 AZE a2} b Alolo] Aol
e % e BT T2
oA AR adt b7} AR B AS F

ooz M EsE A8 AW AaHA
£ F A% G 4R st vt
(MacKinnon, 2008; Valente et al., 2016). THH
Geb o) B uEs 2979 wE
e 4] 29} )

l-Oo

SE, = \[b'SE2+a SER+SERSER ()

et al., 2010; Lomnicki, 1967; MacKinnon et
al., 2004; Shrout & Bolger, 2002; Springer &
Thompson, 1966). Stone¥} Sobel(1990)2 A&
oS Tl &I BTt 0o] obd W I
Han F4A 227t dxde Bt &
A, pEst FH27F e WA

Ot EHPLE Bl BT A
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7Eg o Z1ukgk A Al AE A o] &7
o= HAHQ /& AV TS
(MacKinnon & Dwyer, 1993). Aqfo]&¢] 7|Hl

@ B wo) QAT A 2

pwo) ousl A L weTh 9o
el AREE A7 A
oA EFES AAM, Zrol #AAuj
o= AT AWYAL] Eddol A
Aol msth AEe] AEAgol WA=
t?l'lq-(Cheuﬂg, 2007; Fritz & MacKinnon, 2007,
Hayes & Scharkow, 2013; MacKinnon et al.,
2004). AA, AlEE ol AT A IHBiesanz et
al., 2010; Fritz & MacKinnon, 2007), F-EXEZ

Az

ol the 44 WEEs) s Aae ot
Al HHES] AAHo] u]$ gk o]H o
g 74 olfrE <&l WEE AT7AES "

ael AA A Yol AFA 7HA
719 HES WSHA] G=ThBiesanz et al,

2010; Hayes, 2018; Hayes & Scharkow, 2013).

=yl =]
B HiH

MacKinnon $(2002; 2004)& F 3IAAST «
9} bel HQl abe EEIF AAE AGEEE
NEAE &Y FF =2 ASE zhe vgiA
TEXE IOEE Eeta thAd dE
o] BEEE 7H8sy] wZol AARHo| ¢
I AFFte] EHYE olETa Eal o)y
g 7HAS BRE SHA v Tk Wjo R
FEE P AR PTHEEZEDS A
£ ALs Adsidt WA FEE PHS
BROZHE F AFSEHT o 09 T3
AF@FH FFHZDE Tt 2 ZEHT
= ‘?ﬂ%"é‘]'l(z& = (;/(;'&9’]' 2y = 5/(5") O]%

AUE - Mg% - 24g / FRYYA 28S H83 phan 2

2N o] Hm: e HEAEUN ALY HEAEH
& H53 ]’(2&25 )S 0] 83 Meeker 5(1981;

1994)0] AAZ F FEHTY] FREFA
WA Bt Meeker 733t Mecker 3F3ha T3} ©]
Eﬂ?ﬂ T YAFES ol g3t M

= Tt o] AHFAE 0& EFSHA do

2 Z(Falk & Biesanz, 2015; Hayes &
Scharkow, 2013) A2} AASE 71X 9
] ol—o]_ xH:zxt] H]—H—](Q;“ HE}\E%)O /\]-%
g Qe AFo EAETHMacKinnon et al.,
2004; Tofighi & MacKinnon, 2011). Tofighi®}
MacKinnon(2011)& F A& Ha

Pt Sye]
‘IT TTo=

gatde 7HEe Wl ES A8 S0l
e AE S5 A% = & it
oz HeEAE] A|E I THBollen & Stine,
1990; Efron, 1979; MacKinnon et al., 2002;
MacKinnon et al., 2004; Preacher & Hayes, 2004;
Shrout & Bolger, 2002). HEXE@H L uH7H£JJr
#4Ae) EQRZ0| U 71Ho) B ¢
MEsdoln AYHe AEY WHolth ol
THE A7t 7R BREEAT] n2 7
2 wAReE Ve oERE FHHes

- 109 -



=deletElAl 2t

o

TR o] H4& B,
B/Y HFE~E"H TEHS

3} 33 %)(ab)
1,000¥) HFE-}
WS 7 REsEY BEOENY F )
of viAES FHAC, ab,, aby,
g 7o o@A e plel AR #4

e gRE LEAE0E YdUT

=

AFE s%E 7MskE WESsT FEXEY
K
o8

ab1 000)

AN 95% AFFE T3] flall, 271

2 Jdd vilayd =4z = olgry
B 25%, 912FH 25%° dds= s 24
7} 3}gHlower bound)¥} “gEHupper bound) S =
Arggth. olgAl ek AlFF3te] 08 XF
A ko Y VE(H, ab=0)S 7143t
MAER )} BAZHOR Folsitia A
Oﬂ?xw A3 d= } 2 ngoz 3

ﬁ
_&L_l,
m oot fu n

fz

ke
ot
e
f
N
lo i 4r N fo

it

o](Bollen & Stine,
1993; MacKinnon et al., 2007; Shrout & Bolger,
2002), o] WHoE 3 By

Bg 2AAZL 57 A% 24 @ S

1990; MacKinnon & Dwyer,

FRAE T

NE T B, AAA At Yl
A & 4 THDICiccio & Efron, 1996; Efron,
1987; Kirby & Gerlanc, 2013). H|t) A Q] &
EZ 7 A ARJE, okl A4 25%)
A TS At A3 F £ 2
£0] TYskA e AFH ANHFNH Fe
74748 o] WAYSTHMacKinnon & Dwyer, 1993;
Shrout & Bolger, 2002; Stone & Sobel, 1990). ©|
Hak A sty =Ho AHAS o]y

o

sty HIFEY FEZEJI AFEATIES
HFE2EF0] AAH AT
HExH FEAEM

Efron®} Tibshirani(1986)= WE Q4 HE
A AT EAshe BAH e

% ASERE 73 A ET FHX(ab)E
o 277t A& REXEF FHXEY HE
S o] &3] H3F AF(bias constant)S AAMEIL
ol olg3] 2T & B 23hgo] o}
AEE RErEY LT FHBG @
ofF REXEH THUET Ho] glo] bR
o 2 ab, NG Hlgo] 50%H W
FE 00] Hi MESSF REAEFY MIT
9 AP RE2EY AT UA
A A FuE {HIFRA JlE FEAED

[e]

(bias-corrected and accelerated bootstrap, BCa)<

HE2EY FHR2| AU AHE BA
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3171 Y5t 71 Adg(acceleration  constant) S

eIt
=HZIEE U

EH7IEE AT 7HMacKinnon et al., 2004;
Preacher & Selig, 2012)2 TJH-E9] 54 A
Edo] s7|AEe] mijadet Hdd
FAA Y HTFEAHY H(asymptotic covariance
i AU AL g 0
RS olgdl WENE TASE 4S9
%ﬁl(a, b, SE., SE)E T3, olE5%

EFe s zh= B2 TES Mo, 1,000
7H) Aggth o)A Wzl REREERH
ab® FFREEE eI B
olgste] mAEF} FHA ZHIER
Fe AU, BHARE PRE REX
EqI7 SR A RS F8e) Bl
% 71gol Bagit. of W Qokyuy
I A s AN 44 £ 3
o Ato] mEv], REZEY A
BHA, FERIAE o8 F+ Ud= F
Aol At} o] WHE oA AE37H RMediation
) 7)R(Tofighi & MacKinnon, 2011)E ©]-&3)
F4g + Atk

EEH7IEE AZ 7 o] Ajkd ol %
AE Az WHEol /MEHI AlEdHlA
< T3l 4 REY o] ASHL A
(Biesanz et al, 2010; Cheung, 2007; Tofighi &
Kelly, 2020; Yuan & MacKinnon, 2009). £ ¢3¢
TS haEd A4 s FolA A
= J|EoE FES| ATHIL, EOSPSS,
Mlus 5 A Z2IAHANAE Ago] AAE

=

[}
S el REAEQ PHE FAO

PN
B

L

=

2 K

T 58L AvEn,

0F / :HZ(_HM&M Eﬁi% i*%ﬁ‘} |]]-|7H§_ﬂ}; VabN| HFHQQ‘ |j|m_; tﬁ‘{% ‘_/F EE/\EEE}— HEIRN

HEAEZH

oo o Uolo T="—-—H
REAEY 70| 55

BEXEY VAP BHHS ¥l

& x4 REXE

AA
Tibshirani(1986)°] ¢J3] 7A=Y o] WHELS
MacKinnon $(2004)°]] 9]’3]] Az
gshs BZ3F

L

Rel BRIIL A0} Wpse FEAE
Aol AAYel de A9 HPxg NEAE
#e 5 5€ 4992 BI2 U PHo
= —%—{Q 9}13} MacKinnon 5(2004)-2
A HEXEZOR TTLs]. Al
shmz o] Whe] Hthe
best method)ola} 3+ Th Cheung¥ Lau(2008)
HAWETE AR iR EolA o 7}
e A4 Wy T dIdFE FEX
ol mi7jastel < AR 7+ A
o AEFA Y} 5 g& ATtk
3+ Th Preacher® Hayes (2008)= Th=wj7)
oA HE P EA dF AHFAE
sk M Aol =1 S AR <=

OE

f
O{N
rH
o2t
l‘N

} 44

JQ fm > r{r

A &3}
A%

K o

o\ o

2ERS AHES AL Atk

SHARE AFAS Alolol M R REX
Eo] ARgol g 29 E4ert vehd
HA, MELT FEXEY AH¥FxY FE
2Efo] gt AMEL Bln AT7FEAP UL
7] AZSFAY. Taylor $(2008)2 3712 wj7j
W} e T HRECAA AT o]
gl M ERE HAske WHoE MELF

3) ATAS 7F-SH= Wl 7FA] HWE(Sobel, Aroian,
Goodman, jackknife)?} F-E<E# 4| 7}A] W

(percentile, bootstrap-t, BC, BCa)
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2EfS FEHHF
AWEA S Holmg ALRS 2HE A gomn,
IZF2H/ES AASEAE TeEF
A ANYA LS Kol HE

| AuRog s 2o 23S
T AEAUTE Friz 5420122 HakzA
Z2ERAM 1F2R7E FET )
WEk7] flete] AlEg ol ATE sk
O] E2 0°] obd 4 Z(non-zero pathyh2] &3}3
717} Z+& wiesmall, A ZAFE 0.14)9055 E
B3717} 500, 1,0009] ZANA 15877} &
oky, & Az FHIA} BEAY Z
Hmedium  EE large, BEAFE 036 EE
0510 FEI7)7} 100 o5 2 2A)
AN M = 120822 wolty Ryt

rlr
BN
Y
o
U}

ojfe] AT AAES HHoE e HAY
< Holg #2 #EIV] A4 HAFEA
FEXEgo] FF AHEEHoI7] wEo] 22
FEATAA FEHR 1FLFE Hole A
& EAZ AXHTHChen & Fritz, 2021). Hayes

9} Scharkow(2013)= AAHo] 714 8% 74
St HEgRA FEXREFo] 2 Aol

A0, AREA 15, AT AR

4) 1Z2R7E WAEHI} gloe G7Pde] WA
Aol G e 7148k LRClEE milE
B ab=0% 4% F a E== b7} 0°1AY «a

5) &l fEol mel AwAfe AWes
ske) 2717} AET:

fol

Sh
¢

o

ZHZIEE AlE2o|M

TR 2ol
4

fo
o
o

o mE7ER ARHAS AAGAT. 1)
N3t A4 Pol g 43 A%e ¥ws)
t 2 W AR A7E Sasn),
S A4Ee mase A7olw, ne 8

Sh=

L.
AT F AT F B ypol BAE =
o
AR

FelA @ e FEEAHE RIY ATE 9
AATHCheung & Lau, 2008), B A= 7
A3} 1F0FE FAHOE AEHoIR A}

gelold
g vlzslglnh. AT BYe SYug w)
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a7 2. ERpESOicH X/
Cepley 2R

TE 370 7IxlE

). Sim 51(2022)9]]
A 20163 FE 2018'A7EA] =Ul9] 7714
SR dxd Ry AT F
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o] 9ol o]F&}A] & al(Preacher & Hayes,
2008b), HF2] 4%

%=} (Lachowicz et al.,

2018). T3 WEH S

ATNAE F2 HIHE AsfolnE v
AT A5} Mastr] Arhlin & Wang,
2019).

ARG e denEger] &
4E A3, 2REY PAAAE A
WSk gAY R4S 1YYl ut
EES 8RR A9 AFS T ATMF

Z{K gito| H|M: HHEO|L BEAEMD} HEAK

E/\EEH
oo oH S —B

TZHL Muthén & B. Muthén, 2002).
ekl gE AR wt
1- X202 Asdch 4

sl QRARS7}F sEHE A EHS
1 257} Ha1, 2 exte] &
o Faz ojm ¢4
(composite reliability)= 5= A4
AN = ARAS ol R*F} 2o}
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83(L. Muthén & B. Muthén, 1998-2021)%}
Python(Van Rossum & Drake, 1995)& ©]£3}%
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likelihood estimation, ML) ¥} & ©]-&3}3T)
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7} ooletd 15258 9
E2 AEdoldodA e 4 ARAE=R

Mplus |

E
m
N
fo o
m}L.-E

Z O
>
ot
a3
i
£ M o
e
i
2

3

ﬂl
i
iuj
LS
£ i
Do oE D
o 4y X L m

ul

8

KN
=

=)

ol
o
X,
i
o
E ~

rf

28 24T 9 £ 5@ ABAEe
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o) g 2=d0lA Al 7HA AF wel A

3‘\] Eﬂ_aﬁ }—Zj. = o L ]ﬁ
< Ads M Bol AgEHE Y T sty
ol ThA% Wel PHE AgL, PEXE

U @o] AMgHol 2 %
AFE3HCHKim et al,, 2015; MacKinnon et al.,
2004; Park & Bak, 2014; Preacher & Hayes,
2008. F WA 2AE AMSE ST AR

WS ASEA A A 220 AFH
t}. Bollen(1989)¢] AP 22 R4 H 2
(2-indicator rule)el] wet HA 27| FH 3 Y

K
BEE7E O 20 AlgdEd Al AR =24
S wi/fE RS EH T (effect size)o]TF. W]
Mazte] 2718 F46k7] Hsto] Fatol
et HEAY H&(P,), = ab/c; Alwin &
Hauser, 1975), 214 &30 thst 7Hg a9l
&(R), = ab/c’; Sobel, 1982)& HIF3| Thafet
a37] 2 (X7} 2715 A BHLachowicz et al.,
2018; MacKinnon, 2008; MioCevi¢ et al., 2018;
Preacher & Kelly, 2011). & dFoA= Th2 o
**JJr«l Hla7bsAd e Hste] MARE S o
Alggold ATelA 7 IRtz os A
A Sle FAAY WAERE dEEHs
W 24k HlE, S FERS diE
3715 AFE3}FH THCohen, 1988;
Fairchild et al, 2009). A7) % Al 714 $5F
(small 2%, medium 13%, large 26%)S A73}5
3, ol wet BE a9 b AFTVE 0.14,
036, 0512 Alksel ARHU. AzAS
oA 2ol esE Slall § Aze 2]
© 2ua 7Hgsil AR eyt o 2r)e
smallo] 3G 0.142 7FASIHETE  Friez9}
MacKinnon(2007)0ll w2 2 &3] 7]
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A B B 2 %
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ol R oA

(dM)
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we a337)

Small Medium Large

a 0.14 0.36 0.51

b 0.14 0.36 0.51

¢ 0.14 0.14 0.14

Var(d,,) 0.98 0.87 0.74

Var(dy) 0.95 0.81 0.65
PRRIA R Sy, uiiwe T8a S5
Ho] A M SEHTF VY &4 F =
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&7} Q0 @R 2 A FHF 3 AEHS 4 Axs
7] 38 A7 Dela PBS BCBS Delta  PBS  BCBS Delta  PBS  BCBS
100 0000 0045 0.113 0000 0004 0037 0000 0003 0018
200 0.000 0025 0053 0000 0003 0028 0002 0016 0.033
% 500 0000 0079 0117 0017 0041 0.110 0040 0.121  0.205
1,000 0016 0130 0249 0135 0277 0410 028 0461 0576
mal 100 0.000 0054 0056 0005 0007 0026 0005 0025 0.046
200 0001 0072 0117 0017 0060 0116 0031 0075 0.147
o7 500 0.074 0.180 0347 0204 0359 0487 0279 0445  0.569
1,000 0422 0504 0722  0.695 0828 0869 0760 0861 0918
100 0000 0070 0223 0000 0032 0194 0003 0058 0.156
200 0000 0128 0274 0.039 0200 038 0252 0365 0.494
% 500 0151 0530 0735 0843 0870 0926 0967 0973  0.982
1,000 0923 093 0968 1.000 0998 1.000 1000 1.000  1.000
Medium
100 0.031 0261 0376 0254 0368 0491 0382 0520 0614
200 0485 0648 0810 0.835 0875 0905 0901 0933 0956
o 500 0992 0991 0994 1000 0999  1.000 1.000 1.000  1.000
1,000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000  1.000
100 0.000 0.100 0369 0000 0.118 0409 0010 0.189 0.390
200 0.000 0227 0531 0135 0494 0673 0618 0733 0797
% 500 0424 0755 0862 0977 0973 098  1.000 0997  1.000
1,000 098 0975 0985 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000  1.000
e 100 0157 0525 0671 0694 0762 0825 0857 0885 0911
o 200 0913 0908 0948 0988 0982 0987 1.000 0999  1.000

500 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
1,000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000

% 74l 08 VRl Aol 9 A2l D = ThAT We} W PBS = WESS HEAE,

0.056, 1,000¢ Welli= 0.0400.2 gty & AAHEUGH Aol7E fAHAY Z&sH
HaNeE A ARl wet Al AF EY Zrkete E3a7)7F FSmal) wollE W3
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XEHST TH Fn37|
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271 374 47y Small Medium Large
ODelta @PBS MBCBS O Delta @mPBS MBCBS
olE3 37| 237
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0.4 0.4
0.2 r 0.2 ’_rl
0.0 0.0
0.5 0.7 100 200 500 1,000
ODelta OPBS MBCBS ODelta OPBS MBCBS
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0512 AEANY. F dze| 23l meh o
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7 ARENY AHER o e AT 1
el p7A R 01472 AAsAT
7]+ 100, 200, 500, 1,000, 2,000, 3,000, 5,000
dF 7HA =02 HdAHEHTHYuan et al,
2017). 71& 2P ES AVEA AAYLS %
B2717F AR w} F7keke FEE A
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FEA

TS Hols A G, 1FLRFE BRI
FEE237)7}
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A W} 1FLFE S7FsFA A(Tofighi &

MacKinnon, 2016), EE37] Z7d0] 2,5007}A
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Hayes & Schatkow, 2013; Tofighi & Kelly, 2020).
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ADlE - Q% - 74 [ TRUEA SHS B8 WPHET 2 Wl I WSl SEACHN BELY PEAcH
H 3. o7 29| AlEEfo|Md =0l mE 182F
A4 BEAT FEI7)
P o AR b Az =§ 100 200 500 1,000 2,000 3,000 5000
0.00 0.00 /4 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
0.00 0.14 ZS 0.000 0.000 0.005 0.015 0.039 0.036 0.049
0.00 0.36 M 0.010 0.018 0.037 0.044 0.052 0.046 0.054
Delta 0.00 0.51 ZL 0.015 0.033 0.042 0.050 0.052 0.048 0.054
0.14 0.00 SZ 0.000 0.002 0.003 0.018 0.031 0.034 0.038
0.36 0.00 MZ 0.003 0.018 0.035 0.043 0.048 0.049 0.046
0.51 0.00 1z 0.009 0.028 0.035 0.046 0.051 0.052 0.047
0.00 0.00 77 0.002 0.001 0.002 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.001
0.00 0.14 Z8 0.004 0.007 0.023 0.043 0.054 0.053 0.059
0.00 0.36 M 0.026 0.040 0.046 0.050 0.055 0.052 0.059
PBS 0.00 051 ZL 0.039 0.049 0.046 0.051 0.054 0.051 0.059
0.14 0.00 SZ 0.002 0.007 0.027 0.039 0.051 0.049 0.046
0.36 0.00 Mz 0.014 0.038 0.046 0.050 0.051 0.052 0.050
0.51 0.00 1z 0.028 0.040 0.042 0.049 0.049 0.054 0.050
0.00 0.00 o4 0.002 0.004 0.004 0.001 0.004 0.004 0.006
0.00 0.14 A 0.010 0.024 0.041 0.071 0.077 0.069 0.070
0.00 0.36 M 0.050 0.067 0.054 0.056 0.056 0.051 0.061
BCBS 0.00 0.51 ZL 0.058 0.053 0.048 0.050 0.051 0.055 0.060
0.14 0.00 SZ 0.004 0.020 0.057 0.068 0.071 0.064 0.055
0.36 0.00 MZ 0.041 0.054 0.054 0.054 0.056 0.055 0.047
0.51 0.00 1z 0.045 0.049 0.047 0.050 0.057 0.057 0.051
F1FLFRIE 055 2skE A Ve YAR, Saling] 71FG5 ~ 65%)% Holues e #2 2
AAZ FEeta, 7 7120 27 didete A9 YA D, Dela = ohleF el W PBS = HE 95
REXE#W BCBS = HFZXH BEXEW Z = Zero; S = Small; M = Medium; L = Large.

Agzr FEZEfoA = 00] obd AEA  oid AEAFY A7|7t BE o] @M, ZL,
& A7y Aazs, $z) FEA77F 1,000 ©] Mz, LZ)o]H FEI7) BAQo|(FEA|I}
A wol] E& 1FHFE HYow, ¥R s ZS 10004%) 059 ALY 05

FE 28I 1FL/HE Btk ol I 4904
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Sz Mz Lz
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0.05

Delta PBS BCBS

07z OSZ @MZ mL.Z

J% 4 HE¥xH REAEMM HEAST F7|9
BE237|0| WE 1527

F. Z = Zero; S = Small; M = Medium; L =
Large.

T IT F Utk AHEHE 0082 uAHT
HERFE o]&3PY Friz 520129 AT A
Fof HlwsH, 159 AfelA= 0] ofd
AEAS7E BE o]0 A(medium, large) FE
A717F AL wiso, 1009 7P BEHA 1%
SRE BA, 00] ofd BEASFT} AE o
smal)ol]= FEF7] 500, 1,000014 E& 1%

LRE B ¥ R FHEHANVE EES B

Eoa BE b7 0Y W Usx A=
o A A7]el whE Al 7HA A g 1
FTLFRE FEAI|A et HEd Aol

22l 5. 00| ok HZ(non-zero path)2| =7|ol
mE o7iEn AN Wzt 1527 Hw
F. Delta = ThF de} ¥H; PBS = R

0
REEZ BCBS = WHRY HEAEY 7 =

RS

Zero; S = Small; M = Medium; L = Large.

N9 FEZEJ A
A 2717F ARl wet

Fs Btk HIFzA
HEXEHME 00] ofd A= AF7}
ZtS(small) WHE o]u] s%ol 77 A AY
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g 4. & A T2 He 00] ofd A=
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N

e @A ofzigol Yol AT B
sfoll T4 ulEge) UEA 20L
wedale] Algelolde AAsidn. 24, o

Os

¥ THY WANEFES BT ZINZ T
Nz ZyPdset w7y, S5
247 g A JE G EEhs ARSS)
Aok AR, AA-AA FHo g kg
S Ao NEAZ|AAE SPSS, Mplus &
A& ZRINES Fo AFAEe] gGA &

T Y REXEHS F4OE Hlugo

24 5 2y5 #A8 ¥9E FgAY o
% DU A9 W YT Ageolie
53

o)
g A7AZNA ATE gl Tl
o thew Utk A, cha de PR A
82 WSk this 9E el bk
WAETe] AFHE olgdozE 7
Foglom, this Wek

Lo |

2)
= =4 H
S AREe & A7 AEdeldE Fel
A= FAT = i =4, WAEs A4

Al HFEZEH,
APz FEXEY A 7P P FoAe
WS FEAERS AT FEAT 1
FORE WAL e AFetns 44
9o ol WS MEs: Zle A
7] mgelth. Flolq F7re IR
HHTo) B2y FEAERS AL 9)
T o] ATAEe] o]& WolSe] Ag3
I QAR 249 33T gy, 54 v
ARY PPS AT 5 e Z2ade) o

g H2A, 712 d7EE S A5 A
T 5& gt @ARA A A
9 Sle A wiAEs A g
HESF FEZENY Ao et ul
of 8Tt QY REZEJS AHEE
e e 2 A7 ai8E gE A
A eSS 3E 5 Ao
2 d7e AEss AES difEde]
AR R, 53 FE2Ef di@ d7AE
o] o E Eol7] S FAHoE HZT AT
SES aMEta AEHOIAS FEl 1 59
S5 Hlag dgoltt & A7 A#AE bt
gog dA7ase] tE e W, U
T FE2EHI d¥zy FEXE ] E4
< olsfsta vk A7 AulolA A A
e AEE e AeR gt
FaEd
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Comparison of methods for testing mediation effects
under structural equation modeling framework:

Percentile bootstrap and bias-corrected bootstrap

Mikyung Sim" Youngsuk Suh” Su-Young Kim"
"Department of Psychology, Ewha Womans University

?Korean Education & Psychology Institute

Mediation models are widely used in various fields such as psychology, education, and business
administration. Some traditional methods like Baron and Kenny’s approach and multivariate delta method
were used before, but now bootstrap methods have become a standard procedure. Since the bias-corrected
bootstrap (BC bootstrap) was proposed to correct for the potential bias in the confidence intervals (Cls)
obtained by the percentile bootstrap, the BC method has been frequently used domestically based on some
old research that the BC bootstrap provides more accurate CIs and higher power. However, recent studies
have reported that the BC method may not be appropriate for testing mediating effects because it
produces inflated Type 1 error rates. The goal of the present study is to enhance researchers’
understanding about testing methods for the mediation effect by examining the recent research trend of
testing methods for mediating effects and by comparing the performance of the percentile bootstrap and
the BC bootstrap through a series of simulations under various conditions. In Study 1, the results show
that the power was high in the order of BC bootstrap, percentile bootstrap, and multivariate delta
method. As the number of indicators, the effect size, the factor loading, and the sample size increased,
the power also increased. Study 2 demonstrates that Type 1 error rates were also high in the order of
BC bootstrap, percentile bootstrap, and multivariate delta method, confirming that the BC bootstrap also
generates the highest Type 1 error in structural equation mediation models. Finally, the limitations of this

study and guidelines based on the simulation results are discussed.

Keywords : mediation model, mediation effect, bootstrap, power, Type I error
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