ERA BRI A2 MR E (X ERANICHETFICEIT STHERZEITAH
D2THBYFET, Fo. AV FNUANIIRAR NS (ETERR CTESENSHE
ELES M DEHIE SPSS DFELNAIEVSEHEEZRTL. CHiFERE
TWET . RBE. COSEEBETETH-THY . FHfz[CEHFI—RIZFZET
LNBZEMASDFETYT . TD—EZPDFERELTERKRICIRHLTLDD
MNCDEMTI,

AFR/AVAULANILRAREOEBRPICTHKIZHDSIAIE =
http://www.institute—of-mental—health jp/books.html
AMHAVAUANNREMREABFOMRBICCTEHEKOHSI AT =

http://www.kitamura—foundation.org/training.html

EFAVFZIANWZAZMIRBEFAFAETEDEIFT—ICCHKDOHDIHIE =

http://www.kitamura—foundation.org/training.html

ZFDMDOERBLNEHEIEX = info@institute—of-mental-health.jp

T151-0063 HHEEARXRETYA 2-26-3 YIN—F5URN\HYREL DA


http://www.kitamura-foundation.org/training.html
http://www.kitamura-foundation.org/training.html
mailto:info@institute-of-mental-health.jp
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12

BHETILEZERSLES ()
ERiE - AEARE - HEE

1. BAEZRIECHERZAELTLDSDH

BB BEHBERCA VRNV ARAEET OB, ERICODWTEHE (TR AR %175, FHEIITXEM
RAEEMICITS L4 HY. BE - BRENSBREV/TIENICTSI L1 H D, SMEZEHOEBRTITS> 2L
LAENTHD. HIAIE. M5 DREOEEEZFTHET HIHEIC 6 DOMER (15 DRIE. HIROFIR, EERK,
TR, BMIET. i) & BIRIEEEB b #ET) AELELELS, ChoZFHEER &LV, FHEER
BAZEHELEEND, T LTEFSTOHKR. 2 DORF (factor) BNRHENIZELELS, £ 1| ORFIZH
WEFEME (factor loading) ZRLIERIF, #15 DRIE, EKRORELR, #ERT. ChES DOOLEEKR
L& Lz LES. #F 2 ORFICEVWVEFEMELRLEZEBE, TR, BRET. E¥T. Chzxill520
BRERERmALIZELEKST,

SO LERENHD ERMEBIE, WELYIS DD 2 DOTRRE (subscale), HIZIEDEERTERREE
BHERTEREZEY. CORBEAVSERLH S, LHAL. £5 LEFEVNAZT HRICHEE LTI
FTHRWZ ENH DB,

EEROMS DERORERL

(1) BERE (BRE) LatEE WHRE) CRLAROBEZRZATELTLEDEA530M?LDES
M TR—OREZAVNT, TOBRREZDEFLELTILDES S ?

1S DIEKRDAFEEDEFGTHERE L TIL Shafer, A. (2006). Meta-analysis of the factor structures of four depression
questionnaires: Beck, CES-D, Hamilton, and Zung. Journal of Clinical Psychology, 62, 123-146.

2 Santos, L., Vagos, P., & Rijo, D. (2018). Dimensionality and measurement invariance of a brief form of the Young Schema Questionnaire
for adolescents. Journal of Child and Family Studies, 27, 2100-2111.

% Wu, A. D, Li, Z., & Zumbo, B. D. (2007). Decoding the meaning of factorial invariance and updating the practice of multi-group
confirmatory factor analysis: A demonstration with TIMSS data. Practical Assessment, research & Evaluation, 12, 3.
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(2) ALK BIZESDORTHOTRIELI-EE) TLATTIRHALEL->TH BIZEHBE. A&
BENEELSTIMNABR) RALABRORREZRHELTLDIDEE5H?

LL. COFEE (@ECT7U7—F) PMAELTLDLONEROEOBTEA>TWV Y, B#Ick->T
BEioTWW =Y Thid, BRERCHARIIRY L4455, BROLBEORAZ LOURIIBEERIZAELIN ST,
BIEEDEN. HRETIHE W5 2ODEERLE) ORBREZZTRTLOTHEELLELIDTHD, BHEER
DEEZE [5OFROEEE] LAHAHTILOEEMBRUN L HE>TLES, BiHEHZEEFLS., TRICRKRZ
RBoT1 EVWSHMERAH -ELES, HBREN 3 ~ 4 BOBAEE. 10 RULEDBET. BIEL TS
RIFERICELGL BHOFLELICHT HIRELRET HREMNH>7- & LT (Parental Bonding Instrument % &) |
BRICEALEBREXBRICERALLERE., BHICHELRRLTLIVDOTHAS 50, EREBIC K HFHELE
BAEAPELIBRATERLCATOBESZEEL TSI L% (GEID)BIERZEM (measurement invariance,
measurement equivalence) &MES,

SO LEBEERDES BV OMDRTY TE2HAT, Rifchd, EELZOIE. COIBEIZRFELAETAIE
WHFBEWEWS ZETHDS. TRORTY TDZAETNTHBOFEENEATINIIBE. RORXT v TR
FTHELKIEEL, FIZIE. BBEFREME weak factorial invariance (metric invariance) AEEETE =S, strong
factorial invariance (scalar invariance) AE&EEBTEMM o1z, TDFEF strict factorial invariance (residual
invariance) MIRETIZEA TIELMTEL, ZOIHE. strong factorial invariance (metric invariance) ZBEEL T
WAERR E#FEEL . TOEH DHRE #1TH o T, strong factorial invariance (metric invariance) W&ABTE5E
TILEE>THD, RISEC I EIZGD, BHE. CORHEDEHEDTLL—HLTLELDT, FEASRET
Hd (R 12-1) , 8. factor covariance invariance &, RFNERELET L ZIZOHEHESh S,

£12-1. AETEDOHE

BERE . e
, , ) , HF3h & & RFOERIZE A EER
configural EREAZ configural invariance )
. . TRLC
invariance

. o (ERIZMAT) FHRALHORAF
weak factorial (metric) invariance . .
AERE REENERETELC

BERE - - —
, o (EERRICMZT) FRALZHOU A
measurement strong factorial (scalar) invariance . .
(*F1) NEFTEL

invariance _ N
(ERICHMAT) EHBEHDRE

EROIWABEBTEL

strict factorial (residual) invariance

. . . (ESRITMZ T) BFDREHEER
factor variance invariance

‘ TRL
BERE _ Z
. _ o (LEIZMAT) [EHD] BAFMHE
BERE structural factor covariance invariance . )
o DEPEDEBTEL
invariance - — -
o (ERITMAT) BFOFHELFE
factor mean invariance .
TR LC

2. BEEFZE (configural invariance)

4 Widaman, K. F., Ferrer, E., & Conger, R. D. (2010). Factor invariance within longitudinal structural equation models: Measuring the same

construct across time. Child Development Perspectives, 4(1), 10-18.

5 Vandenberg, R. J., & Lance, C. E. (2000). A review and synthesis of the measurement invariance literature: Suggestions, practices, and
recommendations for organizational research. Organizational Research Method, 3(1), 4-70.
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SEFEDHS DERDFHEEEL 6 BENSHEREA TS, Chi, NZOBMHBELAMEETNEN
100 ANIZHEITL. BREDITTEAFANET 2725, WIhd 2 RFHEETHDICEARA o=, THhHE
BEFETHDH. LML, L LBETIEINS DRFELEERDOBRN 1| BFZHEL. ZYD 4 ERMNFORAFZE
BRLEELES, —A. XMEEET 3 EET 2O 2 AFEETH = CHREREFELEWVZLEL., £5
THNIE., COREZAVTIS DERKDOBREZLE T 5 LITEYIL S, BERRELLXERAREES
ABNETHY. MBERTTERT S LIZH S,

DNEER

BiEER

e || B0 || mze TE ||awET || @@
B 12-1. 415 DERDRE O EFiEE
Ff=, VEDDERTHOERNAFANTHEONI-AFEEZ, LS50 EODOERIZERE L -HERMNEFEE

DEEENBNGES, AEFEMREEESND. COBHE, THREGROBEMMEEZZDEFLRT S LET
RS, AETERLSERTELOLE, RICERZRT Y FITEL I ELTERL,

6 van de Vijver, F. J. R., & Leung, K. (2000). Methodological issues in psychological research on culture. Journal of Cross-cultural

Psychology, 31(1), 33-51.
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ACOV

AFV

AFV2

SR

AP1 AP6

Al6
?[ﬂ')') Eﬂ*o) e BEMET
‘ AEV1 i AEV2 AEVS AEV4 AEVS A
g
BCOV
BFV1 BFV2
BI6
ﬂﬂj’) ﬁ-u*a) s BYIET
BEV1 AEVS BEV4 BEV5 BVEﬁ

12-2. Bt &£ RIS H 1T 5805 DIERDREORFIEIE

BEEALEMZRERIT HICE, K 12-2 OL53H4BMEELEENS 2DIZEFMAIZONT., UTOFIFHOHEEL
T. RICERTZTES (ZBEARGHEN)

AP3 = BP3
AP6 = BP6

1] 1]
—_ -

REFREAERSN=L, DEITHETEDORFICEL Z &I2H D, COTR, ENALBRBMTRLETHD
ERELTH. 2ARDBEENSLLANWC EEHREL T EZE SEFEDM S DEKDFEED 6 H
BOHEMEAFAMEBHEXMDT—2(221H-LT, —ELTEAEDHEZITS. OB, (1) BER
FHOLBAUAERICELDTVENREREHA, BHLAMTRETHSERET S, (2) SHITHFRAZKOU A
(Fy) M, BHELXETRETHDERET S, (3) SHICBRBALTKDREETROIHN, BHEKHET
FETHAEHEETAHE VoL ST, FIMEFLALEAEZEDOCLTHL, COFINFEEBRTIHAEL, L1
L. B3N\ ABRENBHELETRLEZTT EVWSEGHTRERDLIDTHSMN O BEEFBVARIZITL,
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CMABEICELLGLRTNE, RHRBICHES EFZT, HHDBNES ZEATIHEVS0H,. ERHESE
HETHS,

3. weak factorial invariance (metric invariance)

LIS DERDEHEZD 6 BEOREZEMEAFATICOVT, BERFHMLBBERICE > TLB/IREHR
M, BHELLZUETRETHIEREL. TOBEENREFTEETILOBEEDCHESELY FEICELLITAIE
Chbo#x MELL ELTEHEAT S, L. BEICECLGDLLEL, BETEETIDNELVWETILTHD, AIFE
TZEETIVIE weak factorial invariance (metric invariance) ETI/LE HLIFIENTLVS,

BETEMZHERTHIRVNDRATY T, FHBIEH (N5 DRE. HKORE, - - -) ORFEFEN
BLEBEZEVT CAERHAZEVT) BA—THEHZ LEZHRT 5, DEYLTORKNZHITTLESEN KL B
gL CEEHERTIDOTHD, TOMDNARFRITITHPERE LG,

AP1 = BP1
AP2 = BP2
AP3 = BP3 =1
AP4 = BP4
AP5 = BP5
AP6 = BP6 = 1

fRIZ weak factorial invariance (metric invariance) DNEITEhfz& 35 &, ECHDRAFAFELNMERTK
ELEGOTWBIUNRREEZOND, £2T, CORRALIAFEAREONNIANENIZHEEL, TOH
BIZEHZHIBRLE=LT, RULEHEZET S & weak factorial invariance (metric invariance) AR TE ML LA
BV, REOEFARMEZHBERTHEL, 20 z EFFRLFRICKEVLON, FERZEET HREOEF
BRE (LTOBALEHR THEHLEEZLND, -, TNTLFEULSATINANE, RCEEXEERYERT,

4. Strong factorial invariance (Scalar invariance)

& (2. strong factorial invariance (scalar invariance) TIXEERIZHOUE (intercept) DF Y EHMNE &
BEBELNT (AERHEENT) R—THDILEHERT S, DFYUTOFRPNZRITTIEEGEN LN LE
HRT 5,

AP1 = BP1
AP2 = BP2
AP3 = BP3 =1
AP4 = BP4
AP5 = BP5
AP6 = BP6 = 1
A1 = BI1
Al2 = BI2
AI3 = BI3
Al4 = Bl4
Al5 = BIb
Al6 = BI6



BEFRLEETIICHET S &, FIHUNT BRI TS, BIEFREETILOBEARELY strong factorial
invariance ETIDBETEFEVD, INABEICELAITAEISELE TELL ELTEHAT S, L. &
BICECHB% 5, weak factorial invariance AIEELWWETIILEHIBTL., ZhUEDBEEIXITHAEL, LAL,
ETILDOHREEZEZADOTHNE, HEOHAZHOVMADEZEBERTHEL, 0 z ENFRLEEICKEL
0N, FEREZEETIRADY A (ETOEAER) THDHEEALNDS, TLT, TOHEALEKZTHIRL
ETILEHEY, BE HEZTES. 12, TATILITFEREI TSN, RLCEEERYVET,

5. Strict factorial invariance (Residual invariance)

RERIC, EBRAZHORELR AFAHTOLRIETRBERATF) DA (variance) MNBEEHZEWNT CAIERT
ZBENT) A—THAHACLZHRT S, UTOHRNEHTTHLHESEN LN L Z2HET 5,

AP1 = BP1

AP2 = BP2
AP3 = BP3 =1
AP4 = BP4
AP5 = BP5
AP6 = BP6 = 1
AI1 = BI1

AI2 = BI2
AI3 = BI3
Al4 = BI4
AI5 = BI5
AI6 = BI6
AEV1 = BEVT
AEV2 = BEV2
AEV3 = BEV3
AEV4 = BEV4
AEV5 = BEV5
AEV6 = BEV6

ETIDREREEZEZDDTHNIE, HEDQHUERDORENHREMEMTLEL, 20 z ENRIFRICKE
WA, TEMREZEET IREDH (EZTDEBEH) THHEFEADND, TLT, TOBRAEKZHIR
LI=ETILEHEY, BE, HEZTHE5, £, TATELEFEUIATIANIE RLCEXEERYERT,

Weak factorial invariance A% strong factorial invariance 1247&. & 512 strict factorial invariance 128 %
THEREE, BEREMNBELEEZ OND, LML, EREOHARTIE strict factorial invariance & TIXEKR
NEWTHA 5, Strong factorial invariance MiEfzchhnlE+REEZ NS,

6. IELRLTM (structural invariance)

CCETHR, £NHBEATOREZAVAILREETIVICET 2EMORESEZMEICLTLV -, £I T,
weak factorial invariance (metric invariance). strong factorial invariance (scalar invariance). strict factorial
invariance ZFEEOTRAEREL LN LI H DL ST, T, BHLFIEEREHLAETREHZTAEB L L
TWBH, IRFICE >STREFEEZEL > LLFHNOVLVRAEFRERL LTHEALTLDEDE VD (R
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12-1), BIEFEMAHERTELORIC, BEET/IOHBTEMHERFA TSI LITLHD, CBBETEMTH
%,

F9, factorvariance OAFEMEZE®REHT 5, Thit strict factorial invariance OFIFIICIMZ TLUTOHIFZES
ATH, BEENEEICECLAEWVWILEZRBET L L THRIETES,

AFVA
AFV2

BFV1
BFV2

R®D factor covariance DAEMF S SIZUTOHNZEZEEZTH, BEENEEICELC LBV L ZEHET S
CLTHRTED,

ACOV = BCOV

%D factor mean OFRLEMIE, EEO—AVIL—T FIAIEBEH) O 2 DOERFOFEHEZ 0 ICEEL,
E5—ADTN—TOEFOFEHEICEEDOEHELEEZ D, A%, FHFOFHEDMEMELRD 5N T HXH
BEDTHD, TIT, AABNIT—AYVIL—TORFEHEELALL, ThERBELLTES-ATIL—TD
ZNDARECELGOTLEINEZHERTHDOTHD. HEIRAFOFHENTHETHARDEERINERD D,

FEHRERK ERICHE O TEIRERFTME ZOEEICGE->TWLV S, LML, RCEBZAELEMSEL
T. BEEAARLGNER CHZERE L TLSREF LD, ZOBRIC, BEFRE - AIRTE - BETLEEHR
BEREITFARBDTH S

1. BESTEERIZETIERE

EETEFRETERMEFAINET . AEFE -BETEIL Anos ZAWVWTLZEBEFREAEH (multigroup
analysis) ZE{TL. BRENEAFIMEITS. #lHIECLEDICLEA>THEEERIELLLD, TADVFEIC
BELLHBVWVRYHINESET . COBIE. 2 EOELEER S’ (ikelihood ratio test, chi-squared difference
test)e LAOL., ¥ EQELEDEEKEIH U TILOKRES BREDEH) [TIRELTWS, YO TILHEHTH
BIFE. P EOETIVEDE (ELE) NEREICHELS, ZD=H. AIEFREMED (B2 5 CGBEIC) BBEES
NhBdZ EIZid, TIT, YU TILORESIZEESLAL, HOBAEIEIZ (alternative goodness—of—fit
index: AGFl) 25 RZ2LDERNH S, HlAIE weak factorial invariance METFIL & strong factorial
invariance METILIZEEITLTEH. CFIA 001 UEBIELAEWNWI EFEH>TEDFIFEEFE L. strong factorial
invariance BRI THEEZDNDTHD., £z, RMSEA DELDIEEMN 0.01 KETHNIE, FTEMNERT
25LTHEREL BB, COETIE, 2 fiE, CFl, RMSEA OZELEFTHEDIEIZE TS, HIZELE VLD DOHMDEMN
RENTWS (&R 12-2),

® 12-2. AETEMEOFHEDOKRDES EER

ACFI ARMSEA

" Meade, A. W., Johnson, E. C., & Braddy, P. W. (2006). The utility of alternative fit indices in tests of measurement invariance. Paper
presented at the annual Academy of Management conference. Atlanta, GA.

8 Millsap, R. E., & Yun-Tein, J. (2004). Assessing factorial invariance in ordered-categorical measures. Multivariate Behavioral Research,
39(3), 479-515.
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Cheung, & Rensvold® <0.01 —
Cheng!® N <300 <0.005 <0.01
Cheng N > 300 <0.01 <0.015

® Cheung, G. W., & Rensvold, R. B. (2002). Evaluating goodness-of-fit indexes for testing measurement invariance. Structural Equation
Modeling, 9(2), 233-255.

10 Cheng, F. F. (2007). Sensitivity of goodness of fit indexes to lack of measurement invariance. Structural Equation Modeling, 14(3),
464-504.



12 5OFDEREANELALED — FERETILERE - FHEETIL

2 mifoEk

1. T—A2D%EHE"

Hospital Anxiety and Depression Scale (HADS) OREFHEEIZDOWT, E#HO YT IIL—TTEE - JIFE - BET
EUERFLTHES, FT. U TILT—20 WIQI0 (HEREDERH) LV EHOBEOFETEITHE T,
FMODLTTHITHH LIVEH AGEGROUP #{E5S, DFY 30 ZERBDIEIFE (AGEGROUP =1) & 30 &L
EDiEsR (AGEFROUP = 2) T, HADS DAIEFEME > FUHBEREENERE TEINERETT o

FREQUENCIES W1Q10.
RECODE W1Q10(LOW THRU 29=1)(30 THRYU HI=2)INTO AGEGROUP.

FREQUENCIES AGEGROUP.
| 1

CCCIFETEEGIEZHBRIZT 5712612, ANXIETY (ANX) @ 4 1BB (H1, H3, H5, H13). DEPRESSION (DEP)
® 4 1BE (H2, H4, H12, H14) TREMERSINATWSELTEHET S, 9, UTOL S HEBEEDOERME
FHAMDETILE AMOS LICHEHITE, BEROLNDETOBHEEZHRT 5012, BEBHE 2 D%
E9 5, ERFICETHHALHDS EEEDVDEODOADERFEREEZ “17 [IHRET D,

chi—squared=¥cmin
df=¥df

CFI=¥cfi
RMSEA=¥rmsea
AlC=¥aic

RIZTHH W1 DTNETIoAZ2—D5 TTIL—TEE (A1 Z&ES,

T AMOS FZFALLEE - BETEMORBOMEHRELT
Yu, L, & Shek, D. T. L. (2014). Testing factorial invariance across groups: An illustration using AMOS. International Journal of Disability
and Human Development, 13(2), 205-216.
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S(A) | 9-MT) T°530°43(P) A" (H)

HEEEE(C) Clri+F9
EEE T EOHIE(S)

-1 EE(G)...

7 VEEE(A)...

BFUAT (L) [
EERAEha/ SV EEERE(T)

E&E(D)...

=

s 0hé =BG B

q
Z T, younger & elder £LVS 2 DDV IL—TREEEFAD,
Younger
elder

el O <

RIZT—R%Z AMOS IZRYRL, [T—R2I77MILEBIRI OTAAVERE, ROKLS5HGFATRITRY IR

N, ET 07408 N1 29UV 9 95, TLTHRRETET—2I7A4ILEERL, TR 01 251
VOFT D RICTOL—TEH @1ZF22)vo L, CIHLERIFEEMLI- AFEGROUP & WS EHEESR,
FLTIHIL—TE V)] OF4a2E9) v, ZThid “17 E8R, &blz, BU 77408 (N |
= AGEGROUP = TEH< (0) 1 = T L—TfE V)1 = 27 %#BRT B, #KRE [7—2T774)L 01 D
FAT7ATRY I RIZUTOLSIZRTEND,

”
-8 Ir{MD) g A ase
=75
vounger  zample data HADE CFA =av AGEGROUP
elder zample data HADS CFA zav AGEGROUFP 2 111234
i i ] »
274 LB EZITPOI7A W) A 7H)
7' -4 T(D) Fh-TEES(G) 7 0= 7@
O el
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2.  Configural invariance MD¥|E

3 configural invariance #2935, 4EIO HADS OT—42 A, 30 mERFBDITIFEE 30 FLLEDTIRTR—
NDEFH, R—OBALTHAFTNEFNORFICALSTNO>TLSEHELTEHE, T—RISESLTWAINEHESE
TE5DTHD, KIFED AMOS 2ETT 5, THLRDER (IZELME) HENS,

chi—squared=60.333

df=38

CFI=.953

RMSEA=.051 58
AIC=128.333

.09

5058 518

AGEGROUP = Younger

chi—squared=60.333

df=38

CFI=.953

RMSEA=.051 19
AIC=128.333

28

5648 &b s

RIZCOETIVDEEEER D, BEERBT I TITERTITIELIITLTHD. 30 BMRBDITEHOE & 30 U
LORRORT, BEENELTHAZLITEALES, £ ITXFRAMHADOERTI b TETLES] 28

AGEGROUP = Elder

12



A&, BTDESIZ, y¥/df=1.588, CFI=0.953, RMSEA=0.051 THY'? (HHRIZ, A0S DIFEES DERTER
). COETIDEEEILLEMBIFLRELDTH 1= ($F(Z CF1 A% 0.95 X TLVS), K> T, configural
invariance I[IBRTE 5%,

CMIN

B NPAR CMIN HHE #3 CMIN/DF
OVER 1 34  60.333 38 .012 1.588
BaFneEr v 72 .000 0

MSTEF Y 16 527.286 56 .000 9.416
e

o NFl  RFI IFI  TLI CF|

Deltal rhol Delta2 rho2

S 2= | 886 .831 954 930 .953

BaFnET 1.000 1.000 1.000
STEF .000 .000 .000 .000 .000
RMSEA

W RMSEA LO90 HI9 PCLOSE
VA 1 .051 024 074 447
STEF 193 178  .208 .000

3 Weak factorial (metric) invariance MD¥|FE

Configural invariance 132 TE1-, £ I T, weak factorial (metric) invariance #¥i23 5%, EHITIL—T
DRI DFTAA2FD)vITBE, ROFATATRY I ZANENS,

B -7 AT

.-“‘|°_ L - fj'_ﬂi
1 2 3 4 & § 7 8
HAET NN WV F ( F ( F ¥
HEsTNoMAE -\ F | F | F|IF | T || T
e D |\CD|F | F|F|OC|OC|F
WwETNothRrE - |\ C | F|FIF|TC|C|T
WETWOEHRE - |\ O | F ||| || T
wEtrlnta® || M| [
wmErAMeEE C|(C|C|IC|FIE | FE |
dETTALERE CICICICIFIC I T
L2 HD TD D (] Feutll

12 Wu, A. D., Li, Z., & Zumbo, B. D. (2007). Decoding the meaning of factorial invariance and updating the practice of multi-group
confirmatory factor analysis: A demonstration with TIMSS data. Practical Assessment, research & Evaluation, 12(3), 1-25
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BT IL—TORH] OFA47a5Ry I RI(ZIK, 3 TIZ defaultmenu ELT 5 DDETFTILNFZRESNT
W3, ENSEDIET, ETIL 1 hEETILS EFTHATWS, FAIE ETIL 3 & TRIEETILODIA b,
TRAIEETIOURIEL BEETILOFEHE] O 3 DIHIKANTOAETILTHD, TRIEETILOV A
b ESEOSE, RFARNEZEKL, THAEETILOUAE] XFALZHOUKZEKRL, EEETILOF
HiEl FRF (BEZER OTHEZEKRT S,

LAL. BlISHERZEBEEMNS, SASETILEFICHMIIRALEL, £3. 5 2 ETILMLGE S ETILE
TOTIZHIEVNT A VI ETRTY YV ILTHT, COZET TAEETILOY A L] (EFERE) OH
MEETHNZERTIE | ETILOAFEFTTIIEICHD,

BB VT O

no— R IR O }._Lﬂ)_
1 2 4 5 & 7 8
BEETLOYI W OO, 00,010
BEFFAOMEEN T OollolPol ol 5
T DA b DI IMIFM|EO|E| K
werTotnRE C (D |FIF|IF|ITDC|TD|T
wErTWnESRE O\ -
BEtTNOESEE C|C |\ D | C|\C ||| r
BEETTADZRE DD D|ID0|IF |00
HEETTFWRE [CICICIiCiCcliCoiclr

57 5&, ANOS EEDERBEED T IL—TOETIZRDEL S HETIERNIEND, SEIE1 DDETILOH
E-oTHBDT, T W3, TV 4, V5 FABNEDETILTHS,
_—
XX L
XN AL
bl = B
XK EFA4
XX EFAS

T3R5 EBBRICUTOL S BEHABBMICOHFOATNS,

chi—squared=¥cmin
df=¥df

CFI=¥cfi
RMSEA=¥rmsea cccl 1
AIC=¥aic vwi_l -

vwv2_1

H1 || H3 || H5 | [H13| | H2 || H4 | |H12||H14
(6D () (9) €19 (c2) (e8) €12 et
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chi—squared=¥cmin

df=¥df

CFI=¥cfi

RMSEA=¥rmsea 1 ccel 2

H1 || H3 || H5 | |H13| | H2 || H4 | |H12||H14
(o)) (2) (e9) €19 (c2) (e8) 12 et

RIZ, BFREHOETILERTLTHI2HESHS THHELI 20UV I L. TETILEEE W1 LWS54
FATRYYRERFT S, CZTIETILE W # THIFNIE LI AD configural EZEEFET, /NTA—4
HERICERWD, TRALS] 29V V0 TBEDFATRITRY Y RADBER B,

’f‘?: Ef"JbEE}!(A]— m

EEZ
=== A
' |c:aniguraI

A'ZA- 2 FIP)

RIZ, TModel 11 ##H% 5. TTICEBMIC NS A—42FI% P)I AREINTND, ERFEARENTET
BLETHDIEVLSIE3DTHD, HlZIEX, ANX EVLWSEFIMS HY ITES> TULSEAFEREE 30 MK FHDITIF
TlE al_1 0 BULOERTIE al_2 LBARFADOVTWT, COEERRMTHS EVSFHIFIMN al_1=a1_2 &
WSHTRENRTWS, 512, TETILE M1 % metric LEEET,

& FMEER(A) (-0 S
B-E£58
ceel 1] | FFAEM)
é""_'-“-'-'-"-'-‘] 2 |metric
B-1R5
1 e F b I Epl]
-all al_1=al 2 -
312 aZ_1=a2 2
gl ||ea31=232
ag; ad_1=ad 2
AL a5_1=a52
331 a6 1=a6 2
332
ad 1
-ad 2
.a51
.35 .2
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NTHEZETT S, R, UTITRT &L 312 metric ETILOBEE(L y¥df=1.704, CFI=0.935, RMSEA
=0.056 THoT=,

CMIN

£V NPAR CMIN HHE #E3 CMIN/DF
configural 50 60.333 38 .012 1.588
metric 44 74.963 44 002 1.704
V3 50 60.333 38 .012 1.588
7V 4 50 60.333 38 .012 1.588
V5 50 60.333 38 .012 1.588
fafnEr v 88 .000 0

JNTET 32 527.286 56 .000 9.416
HUeLh g

B NFI  RFI IFI  TLI CFI

Deltal rhol Delta2 rho2

configural 886 .831 954 930  .953

metric .858 .819 936 916 934
7V 3 886 .831 954 930  .953
7V 4 886 .831 954 930  .953
TV 5 886 .831 954 930  .953
filfnt7 v | 1.000 1.000 1.000

TRNEET .000 .000 .000 .000 .000

RMSEA

v RMSEA LO90 HI90 PCLOSE
configural .051 024 074 447
metric 056  .033 .077 310
£V 3 .051 024 074 447
7V 4 051 024 .074 A47
V5 .051 024 074 447
FMSTET W 193 178 .208 .000

RIREIL, configural ETILIZLELEZ L T metric ETILDBEELNEEICELR L TUOEITNIE metric ETILEERRA
L, BEICELELTWLWASLEDS metric ETIVEETTEHENITETHD, [THFRAMNADERTI OF71AV%
9199 L, TAmos HAIDFA 7RI Ry Y RERITH.CCTCIETLLEIZS Y v L, [ETI configural
FELWEWVWSREDTT: 1 EVWSEATEBET S, T5&, ETIL metric (EETIL configural [ZEEEL T,
BHEEM 6(=44 — 38) #AIL, ? fEIX 14.630 (=74.963 — 60.3333) ML TS, BHE 6 ODBERENST

16



5&, COEMIE p<0.023 THEETH2f=. MAT CFI DETH 0019 & 001 ZHZ TUL =, #>T, metric
ETIEFHTENS,

& W configural IXIELWEWS KED T T:

. NFI IFI RFI  TLI
20 it 2
7 HEE  CMIN - i Delta-1 Delta-2 rho-1 rho2
metric 6 14630 .023 .028 .030 .012 .014

2 DDETIL (configural & metric) MDBEESEITEEICEALZY., metric ETILIEAN T EShiz, #Z T, metric
ETILOREEZHELELTCVLHBIEEZRRTHEELTLES, BELVWThHORFERE (BFHSH
BEBAD/IR) ODEZREL LTHBLI-CENRETHA 5. €5 THNIE, configural EFILIZELTE
DHEFEFNETHEEBM TELLEL > TV ETFTH S,

% 2T, configural ETILIZR %, [Amos BA1 HhEEATRATERYIRD IS A= D—*tE| D55
TN A—SDEICHT SREMETE] ZFBIRL. ULTORBZAFT S, ChIESEOHETHERALZTAR
THEHDNSH 2 EHOEAALEEEY, MEDENE (critical ratio) NEETHSM% z ETRSEDT
Hbd., LLIDED 1.96 ZHANIE p<0.05 TEETH D,

's AmosH7 <
RENE BEFE 3 -7 -0 -'}-|D.. L}
+HADS ML 02 amw
& OB A°5A-IRAD I H T DIRREEHR (configural)
FI-TENTOER
Sfﬁfﬁﬂ%’gm all a1 a31 a4l a51 a6l ceell wyll vil 21
EHIEDIRE al_l 000
gﬁ#%ﬁﬁ;ﬁﬁﬂtb\éﬂ‘ﬂ*ﬂ‘--‘/sy(Mahalam a2 1 -051 000
B i3 ﬂ) T
& A AEONTOER al '331 '358 '090
& Rl ad_1 -1678 -1730 -1974  .000
w fEE T8 a5_1  -2549 2689 -2977 -1154 000
Hﬂ;ﬁggfm a6 1  -1087 -1112 -1354 881 1834 000
?EE{IG)&:‘H 4T E ceel 1 -3928  -4234 4447 31175 -2975 -3.645 .000
R MOAE wyl_1 -3.133 3361 -3.578 -2597 -2.145 -3.143 1297  .000
HT{;&*’?MMf‘fﬁé’fﬁEﬁHi vi_l  -3796 -3970 -4279 -2211 -1571 -2816 2011 783  .000
= A A - A ame A= A AAA a AAn P A AAn A aas asa Ana

COBAEELRTHS,
§2: Amosti)

R&WES W& 3 -7 - 0 - FTOmm : Q
H HﬁDS MI Ozlamw “IE:I TIT asan |-|:| . an PETITT) 13d3n N e —
PR o) WORIMOHIH S SRR e
& ROER - i
I !\‘iﬂ*ﬂ@g%‘ﬂ al_l a..-_l 3-3_1 £
EFRIEOIEE :al_l 000
FOHSRGEIN TS A7 A ~ia{Mahalan i 22 1 - 051 000
g OISR S .
B EFFCONTOIER a3_1 331 358 000
& EEE ad 1 -1.678 -1.730 -1974
E?fIEIETE'ﬁ as 1 -2549 2689 2977 -1
& EEE a1 1neT 1117 1284
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COITNRIIWIHICE IS, FIT, THEIE—F Y FR—X MZT EXCEL IZB#T 5, CDIFSH.
RHRROF LY, 512 EXCEL @ TRFRI b 0 Y FROBEE] #FRALTH WSS E/RET 5,

A Q REUVWWEREADULTIREW

2 B | 5 H 8 E

L 100% EREEEICSHET | FUUWIFY BER 94 FHR0

—

XN ERC BE- [
A=L

HAFRFEATBETEDS L VEL TSI DENITERT 5,

A B C D E _ F G _ H _ |
1 A 3A-0f D EICH T HEEETE (configural)
2
3 | al l az2_1 a3 1 ad 1 as_1 ab_1 cocl 1 vyl _
28 |i8_1 -0.513 -0.507 -0.844 1.885 3.935 0.947 8.891 6
29 |al 2 0.23 0.277 0.015 1.965 2.929 1.358 4.689
30 |a2_2 0.302 0.355 0.082 2.136 3.191 1.491 5.109
31 a3 2 -1.228 -1.26 -1.533 0.441 1.417 -0.19 3.531 2
32 a4 2 -0.26 -0.237 -0.471 1.203 : 0.691 3.372
33 a5_2 0.042 0.078 -0.17 1.638 2.486 1.081 4.06 3
34 |a6 2 0.777 0.821 0.633 1.957 Sl 1.566 3.488

1.94 ##AZT-{EM. a5_1 & a5_2 OEDKEIZHSNT= (2.486>1.94), hlk. HADS DE 4 HBE~ADEF
MMETH o1z 22T, COEBZHIBRLEETILEERD, BE. LI ELEETHS. OB, T&HEIIL—T
DHRH DTF7AAVED ) VI T HEENBEIZLS,

chi—-squared=¥cmin

df=¥df

CFI=¥cfi

RMSEA=¥rmsea cecl 1
AlC=¥aic

H1 H3 HS | |H13 H2 H12| |H14
1 1 1 1 1 1 1
v4_1 v3_1 v2_1 vi_1 v8_1 v6_1 vo_1

AGEGROUP = younger
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chi—squared=¥cmin

df=¥df

CFI=Xcfi

RMSEA=¥rmsea cocl 2

AIC=¥aic vvvl_ 2 vww2 2

ald 2

H1 H3 HS | |H13 H2 H12| |H14
1 1 1 1 1 1 1
v4 2 v3.2 v2.2 vl 2 v8 2 v6_2 vh 2

COHETITERIEFELRABFEDHEZTH S, SEIK, ETIL metric IXETIL configural IZLHE LT, BH
FEA 5(=30 — 25) #inL, » fEIX 6.438 (=48.575 — 42.136) &ML TS, BHE 5 DBERENIDT D E,
COEMIE p=0266 THETIEAL, Ffz CFl OFDE 0.004 (=0.957 — 0.953) THTMGELDOTHoT1=,
RMSEA [0 F T L AET L Tz (0.052 A 0.050 I2), #>T, metric ETIEERIN=DTHS, 8
BIZEHAVEDHEIBREN, ETILNEBEINTLDINT, S0 configural ETILZDELODESE & BIESR
T %, y2/df=1.621, CF1=0.957, RMSEA=0.052 TH>7=, BHD 8 IHE HADS IZHI1+3 configural EFTILD
BEELYELEHELTLVS,

AGEGROUP = elder

CMIN

£ NPAR  CMIN HHE fE= CMIN/DF
configural 30 42.136 26 .024 1.621
metric 25  48.575 31 .023 1.567
BT 2 30 42.136 26 .024 1.621
V3 30 42136 26 .024 1.621
BAFNET W 56 .000 0

HSEET W 14 415.446 42  .000 9.892

& v configural IZIELWE WS RED T C:

. NFI IFI RFI TLI
2 it 5534
7 HEE CMIN - fiess Delta-1 Delta-2 rho-1 rho2
metric 5 6.438 .266 .015 .017 -.005 -.006
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12 SOFDEREANELALED — FERETILEKE -

HAELER
. NFl  RFI IFI  TLI
=

R Deltal rhol Delta2 rho2 CFl
configural 899 .836 959 930  .957
metric .883 .842 954 936  .953
BT 2 .899 .836 959 930 .957
7V 3 .899 .836 959 930 .957
fafnEr v | 1.000 1.000 1.000
JHNLET .000 .000 .000 .000 .000
RMSEA

v RMSEA LO90 HI9 PCLOSE
configural .052 019  .080 415
metric .050 .019 .076 469
T 2 .052 .019 .080 415
5V 3 .052 019  .080 415
NLET .198 181 216 .000
4  Strong factorial (scalar) invariance M¥IE

BEETIL

Metric ETILIESEIEHEBRINT-, TlE scalar ETFILDFEM TS, CZTIELHT, BREHIZY
B (intercept) MOFEMNREIZL D, 22T (HHFOTO/iTF4 A1 OF47ATRYIRD T#HE] OE%E

EU,

CoT TEELUAE#RE B ISMELNS.

¢be DIRADI O F4(A)

™)

O .

ie) M Tl

(M)

C —R{ER/]2mE(G)

R | BBART | HHRA(7| £ | 7-Rabsw7"| MEBER | ELER | 20 |

v F1i@: R E#R(E)

™ Eevailiseal &Y

THEHAZHOUFIZEBMNICERENEZ oND, FILL, BRALZHOUFDOEHBLELT
ELEHREANETONTLS,

20
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chi—squared=¥cmin

df=¥df

CFI=¥cfi

RMSEA=¥rmsea ccel 1
AlC=¥aic

m1_1, vwvl_1 m2_1, vvv2_1

H1 H3 | | HO | [H13 H2 H12 | |H14
1 [ 1 1 1 i 1
0.v41/0,v31[0,v21[0,vi1 [0 v81 0,v6.10,v5.1

AGEGROUP = younger

chi—squared=¥cmin

df=¥df
CFI=¥cfi
RMSEA=¥rmsea cocl 2
AIC=¥aic
m1_2, vwvl 2 m2_2, vwv2_2
a3 2

H1 H3 | | HO | |H13 H2 H12 | |H14
1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0,v42|0,v32|0,v22|0,vi2 |0 vB2 0,v6.2| 0, v5.2

FIZ, TETILEE W] OFA7ATRYIZAD TEFILE M1 T, HFLWLETILELT scalar EWV5 4
DEEY, ROESBNRSA—FHHERAT S, FAONDTOHLLWNMEEE TETILEEE N1 OFA7
ARy ZOEDHEIC, {28 Y UALEOERENETVLIOT, H#LTIERICH—VILEEDLE,
EFTLY U9 ETDE, BENIZZOEREDS IS A48 IZBETLIOTEMNTH S,

AGEGROUP = elder
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12 5OMOBEREEAESNDED — FERETFILERE - HHETIL

[ h o Em(A)

= A
B-®ETH .
cecl B
cocl 2 Iscalar
= 1RE
1 A5 A=0HFAP)
a1l al 1=a12
al 2 a2 1=a22
a2 1 as_1=a3_2
aE:E E ad_1=ad 2
as_1=a6_2
331 i1_3=i12
as_2 i2_1=12_2
ad 1 i3_1=13_2
w2 || [|B1z42
I =1
@b i6_1=i6 2
Legh 2 i8_1=i8.2
= 7]
11
1.2
i21
MMAZTHAF (ANX & DEP) OFEHZETANT “0" [ZHET S,
chi—squared=¥cmin
df=¥df
CFI=¥cfi
RMSEA=¥rmsea cocl_l

AIC=¥aic

1 0, vwv2_1

AGEGROUP = younger

22

0, v2

H13
1
10

H2 H12| |H14
1 1 1
1]0,vi1 |0, v81 0,v6.1] 0, v5.1



chi—squared=¥cmin

df=¥df

CFI=Xcfi

RMSEA=¥rmsea cocl 2

AlC=¥aic _ 0, vwv2 2

H1 H3 | | HO | [H13 H2 H12| |H14
1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0,v42|0,v32|{0,v22|0,vli2 |0,v82 0,v6.2 | 0,v52

AGEGROUP = elder

COEEEETT S, SEIFMER < scalar ETLAANHFESN =,

CMIN

W NPAR  CMIN HHE =% CMIN/DF
configural 44  42.136 26 .024 1.621
metric 39  48.575 31 .023 1.567
scalar 32 54218 38 .043 1.427
7 3 44  42.136 26 .024 1.621
BV 4 44  42.136 26 .024 1.621
V5 44  42.136 26 .024 1.621
BAFNET W 70 .000 0

MNZET W 28 415.446 42 000 9.892

W metric IZELWEWIRED T T:

. NFI IFI RFI TLI
BV i B3/

7 HEE CMIN - g Delta-1 Delta-2 rho-1 rho2
scalar 7 5643 582 014 .015 -014 -.016
FLYE LB

5 NFI RFI IFI TLI CFI

Deltal rhol Delta2 rho2

configural 899 .836 959 930  .957
metric 883  .842 954 936  .953
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12 SOMDEREANEERNGTES — FEERETIVEKRRE - BFHEETIL
. NFI RFI IFI TLI
7
7 Deltal rhol Delta2 rho2 CFl
scalar .869 .856 957 952 .957
V3 .899 .836 959 .930 957
V4 .899 .836 959 .930 957
V5 .899 .836 959 .930 957
B FNET v 1.000 1.000 1.000
INTET .000 .000 .000 .000 .000
RMSEA
BT RMSEA LO90 HI9 PCLOSE
configural .052 019 .080 415
metric .050 .019 .076 469
scalar .043 .008 .068 .640
BV 4 .052 .019 .080 415
TV 5 .052 019  .080 415
INTET .198 181 216 .000
5 Strict factorial (residual) invariance M#I5E
&IZ residual model #2< %,
&, T VEEIE(A) >0
SIE:)
zecl 1 OB
- eooclZ ]residual
SRS
S N 7RI
a1l al 1=al 2
ceal2 a2_1=aZ 2
i a3_1=a2 2
S 4 1=a4 2
a2 6 1=a62
a3l i1 1=i1 2
232 2 1=i2 2
ad 1 i3 1=i3 2
- i4 1=i4 2
a4 2 £ =52
-a6_1 6 1=i5 2
6.2 g 1=ig 2
ER =y vl 1=v] 2
H i1 2 =gl 2
T v3 1=y3 2
12 wd 1=yd 2
i21 WE 1=y 2
22 w6 1=v6 2
21 '-.-'8_1 :UB_Q
i':!_"'?
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CDHEEEITT S, HE— CFl OfEA metric ETILA DS residual ETILIZFITT ST ET 0.018(=0.957 —
0.939) E{L L TLVfz, D 2 DDIEIZEIL residual ETILEZEFL TULNV=DT, residual ETFTILHNERSINIzE

fBIRY %,
CMIN
W NPAR CMIN HHE #% CMIN/DF
configural 44  42.136 26 .024 1.621
metric 39 48.575 31 .023 1.567
scalar 32 54.218 38 .043 1.427
residual 25 67.661 45 016 1.504
TV 4 44  42.136 26 .024 1.621
V5 44  42.136 26 .024 1.621
faFnET v 70 .000 0
JRSTET 28 415.446 42  .000 9.892
TV scalar IZIELWE WS RED T T:
. NFI IFI RFI  TLI

=T T 2
e R CMIN - s Delta-1 Delta-2 rho-1 rho2
residual 7 13.443 .062 .032 .036 .008 .009
FEYEE

. NFl  RFI IFI  TLI

7V

7 Deltal rhol Delta2 rho2 CFl
configural 899 .836 959 930  .957
metric .883 .842 954 936 .953
scalar .869 .856 957 952 .957
residual .837 .848 939 943 .939
V4 .899 .836 959 930 .957
V5 .899 .836 959 930 957
BFNET Y 1.000 1.000 1.000
INTET .000 .000 .000 .000 .000
RMSEA
S RMSEA LO90 HI9 PCLOSE
configural .052 019 .080 415
metric .050 .019 .076 469
scalar .043 .008 .068 .640
residual .047 .021 .069 .556
BV 4 .052 .019 .080 415
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12 S5ORDERZEAEENLED — FEBRETIVERE - FHHEETIL

£V RMSEA LO90 HI90 PCLOSE
V5 .052 019 .080 415
JRSTET W .198 181  .216 .000

Residual ETIVIZEFB S M-, £ T factorial variance ETILIZED .

6 Factor variance invariance MD¥|%E

HLOWETLERDESIZH S,

¢ TOAEER(A)

F j i .
‘Qﬁ

SRS AT
cccl 1
cccl 2

SRR

I}

s

FFNAM)

[lacmrial variance

N2 HENF)

@,
dodd
(in]

R

&
[l el

il
HENEGREE

=
——

CLHENENRED
L e et e TP B R T b e et et
[T T T T T A 1
(Rl g el B e BT

BEHmELR
ghhhhhhh

—

H&HHEHS

CiE
iu

ha'ho

COHEEEAT S, HEL COETANERT S,

CMIN

£ NPAR CMIN HHE f3 CMIN/DF
configural 44  42.136 26 .024 1.621
metric 39 48,575 31 .023 1.567
scalar 32 54218 38 .043 1.427
residual 25 67.661 45 016 1.504
factorial variance 23  69.302 47  .019 1.475
TV 5 44 42.136 26 .024 1.621
flafner v 70 .000 0

VAN 28 415.446 42 000 9.892
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W residual IZIELWEWHRED FT:

s o NFI IFI RFI  TLI
o HIE  CMIN - ffess Delta-1 Delta-2 rho-1  rho2
factorial variance 2 1641 440 .004 .004 -.003 -.003
e

s NFlI  RFI IFI  TLI
oy Deltal rhol Delta2 rho2 CFl
configural 899 .836 959 930  .957
metric .883 .842 954 936  .953
scalar .869 .856 957 952 957
residual .837 .848 939 943 939
factorial variance 833 .851 939 .947 940
fAFNET W 1.000 1.000 1.000
MSTET W .000 .000 .000 .000 .000
RMSEA
7V RMSEA LO90 HI90 PCLOSE
configural .052 019  .080 415
metric .050 .019 .076 469
scalar .043 .008 .068 .640
residual .047 021 .069 .556
factorial variance .046 .019 .068 597
MNTET W .198 181 .216 .000

1 Factor covariance invariance MD¥|E

Factorial variance model DAFRZEMITHFER SN, RIZ factorial covariance model %{E%,
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12 SOFNDEREAEENOED — FEBRETIVEIKE -

BEETIL

[ & 5 rzE(A) ~as
CEZ T
el 1] | #FABM)
-cocl 2 |facl:orial covariance
CRES
b1 NA=RHIFAP)
2l al_1=a12 a
-al 2 a2 1=a22
aoo |l |[241=ed2
Bes 12| | |a61=262
331 i11=i1.2
| ] |4
261 i6-1=i62
L ? || |15
- LY} =\
o mﬂ 1 L | |veh=ve2
| 7 V3 1=y3 2
,1.2 va 1=v4 2 .
2.1 VB 1=v5 2
22 vi_1=v5_2
i3 1 vB 1=vB 2
g vl _1=vwl 2
~i41 ceel_1=ccel 2
- i4 2 | A
- 15_1 ) -
-6 1
~i6.2 AT KIB$(D) BAL3(C)
81 (M)
H:!_-".i o
CHDETILEUTOLSICHR ST,
CMIN
7 NPAR CMIN HHJE #E= CMIN/DF
configural 44  42.136 26 .024 1.621
metric 39 48575 31 .023 1.567
scalar 32 54.218 38 .043 1.427
residual 25 67.661 45 .016 1.504
factorial variance 23 69.302 47  .019 1.475
factorial covariance 22 70.655 48 .018 1.472
fafner v 70 .000 0
JNTET 28 415.446 42  .000 9.892
5 v factorial variance IZIELWEWHRED FT:
. NFI IFI RFI  TLI
;E" V H- ﬂ?
7 R CMIN s Delta-1 Delta-2 rho-1 rho2
factorial covariance 1 1352 245 .003 .004 .000 .000
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EYEHR

£ NFl  RFI IFI  TLI CEl
Deltal rhol Delta2 rho2

configural 899 .836 959 930  .957
metric 883 .842 954 936  .953
scalar .869 .856 957 952 957
residual 837 .848 939 943 939
factorial variance 833 .851 939 947 940
factorial covariance 830 .851 938 .947 939
fAFNET W 1.000 1.000 1.000
MATET W .000 .000 .000 .000 .000
RMSEA

7V RMSEA LO90 HI90 PCLOSE
configural .052 019  .080 415
metric .050 .019 .076 469
scalar .043 .008 .068 .640
residual .047 021 .069 .556
factorial variance .046 .019 .068 597
factorial covariance .046 019 .067 .602
JNTET W .198 181 216 .000

Factor covariance ETILDELBEIFHFRSIMNT=, KIZ factor mean ETILIZED,

8 Factor mean invariance M¥IE

Factorial covariance model MDFEMIFHFB SN, RIC factorial mean model ETILEESD, KIFED
factor covariance ETILDETHHEZR S L, MEDIXRTORFOFEYEA “07 ELHEIATULV,
ST ELLAVEDDTIL—TTHOHFEFTEHEE “0" &LT, ThESRIL—TET S, LI )L—
TORFISEEEMEDTSH, C CTIEI0RMLULDITHED ANX DOFEZE fmANX, DEP DOFfE%E fmDEP
t@mB L, TOLTHEEZT S, LML, COETILIE factormean ETFIVDOHRETE S, LEEEEZTS
Z LT, TNETOH configural ETILM S factor covariance ETILETDIRTDEHEIETEHL b, =&
ZIE, 1BmEEM S configural HBULE metric ITh—YVILEEHETYI UV ITDE, ROZEHNEND,

[ Amos ﬁw

| SN

.0;. B MBS SR UE Ul 75 hEE D EE A
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12 5OFDEREANELALED — FERETILERE - FHEETIL

chi—squared=¥cmin
df=¥df

CFI=¥cfi
RMSEA=¥rmsea
AIC=¥aic

H3 || HS | [H13 H2 H12| |H14
1 1 1 1 1 1
0,v31]0,v21|0,vi1 |0 v81 0,v6.1] 0, v5.1

chi—squared=¥cmin
df=¥df

CFI=¥cfi
RMSEA=¥rmsea
AlC=¥aic

AGEGROUP = younger

ccel 2

fmANX, vvvl_2

fmDEP, vwwv2 2

H1 H3 || H5 | [H13 H2 H12| |H14
1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0,v42|0,v32|0,v22[0,vi2 [0,v82 0,v6.2]0,v52

ZEFRIET, [TFRMHADORTI hd, THEME] ZFY, Elder @ TEHE] #RHB, THEUT
DESBET—EAHHTES, ANX ODERFOFHEL 20 Ll LDIFRTIL 20 HERFBOEREY -0.036 &KL, £=

DEP (& -0.001 {ELNERENTINS, LAL, WIFDHHREZIFIELS p=0.624, p=0.994 THot=, TEER
T2DODRFOEHEIZEITHEN>T=-DTH D,

AGEGROUP = elder

SEBIME : (elder - factor mean)

HEEE  AEUERRZE  REMETE R I~
ANX -.036 .074 -490 624 fmANX
DEP -.001 .073 -.007 994 fmDEP
5 #ERXRDLI:

NETOR/RERICTEHEUTDOLSI1ZH 5D,
30



® 12-3. BRETEN - BETEMEDFLD

P | dar df | ag@n | cH ACFI RMSEA ARMSEA | Judgement
Younger vs. Elder
Configural 60.333 38 1.588 ref 0.953 Ref 0.051 Ref ACCEPT
Metric 74.963 44 1.704 14.630 (6) * 0.934 0.019 0.056 0.005 REJECT
Younger vs. Elder without item 4
Configural 42.136 26 1.621 Ref 0.957 Ref 0.052 Ref ACCEPT
Metric 48.575 31 1.567 6.438 (5) 0.953 0.004 0.050 +0.002 ACCEPT
Scalar 54.218 38 1.427 5.643 (7) 0.957 +0.004 0.043 +0.007 ACCEPT
Residual 67.661 45 1.504 13.443 (7) 0.939 0.018 0.047 0.004 ACCEPT
Factor 69.302 47 1.475 1.641 (2) 0.940 +0.001 0.046 +0.001 ACCEPT
variance
Factor 70.655 48 1.472 1.352 (1) 0.939 0.001 0.046 0.000 ACCEPT
covariance
* p<.05; ¥ p<0.01; ¥** p <0.001
latent mean difference: Elder as compared with the younger
Factors Differences of latent mean SE
ANX —0.036 NS 0.074
DEP —0.001 N8 0.073

* p<.05;**F p<.01; *** p <.001; NS, not significant
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