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FITTED COVARIANCE MATRIX

Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4 Y5 Y6 Y7 Y8 Y9
Yi 1.000
V2 640 1,000
Y3 -245  -221  1.000
Y4 -268 -241  .388 1.000
Y5 -316  -285 407 .45 1000

Y6 o -202 -182 .260 .285 412 1.000

Y7 =234 -211 302 330 .47 306 1.000

Y8 -320 -.288  .411 450 651 416 482 1.000

Y9  -367 -330 531  .581 609  .389  .452  .616 1.000
Yio -361 -325 .622 871 8BS 383 .44 605 .781
Yit -3l -32 522 571 599  .383 444 606  .782
iz -372 -33%4 538 588 617  .39%4 457  .624  .80B

g -1 -153 219 240 347 221 .257 .350  .328
4 -23% -211 302 .331 4718 306  .354  .484 453

5 =231 -208 .297 .32 470 L300 .348 475 444
Yie  -.167 -150 (215 235 .340 (21T .22 .34 322
yir  -.066 -088 .08 .09 .134 .08 100 .136  .127
Yig  -029 -026 037 .041 059 038 .044 .059  .056
Y19 J165 148 -239 -261 272 - 174 - 202 -.275  -.358

Yig vil o viz Y13 Y4 Y5 Y6 YT Y18
Yo 1.000
Vil L1688 1000
YiZ2 J1er .792 1.000
Yi3 322,322 332 1.000
Yid 445 445 4BB 576 1.000
gt 437 437 450 U565 781 1000
Yi6 316 316 326 409 .585 .BBB 1.000
Y17 J26 125 12 (162 223 .219 (159 1000
Y18

05 .G85 0
3

6 .071  .0%8  .096  .069  .480  1.000
Y19  -352 362 -.362

- 141 -195 -192 -.139 .004  .002
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Mode! Equivalence in Covariance Structure Modeling:
JID Approach and its Application

Soonmook Lee

Chungbuk University

There are very few studies devoted to medel equivalence in Covariance Structure Modeling.
The present study introduces JID approach in deriving equivalent models to a given model. JID
approach is based on the property of a just-identified block in a covariance structure model. As
long as the just-identification is maintained in a block, the block can be modified in a number
of ways to derive equivalent models. This is the logic of JID approach. The JID approach
explaine much of Lee and Hershberger’s (1990) replacing rule and is applicable even to
nonrecursive block and measurement model.





