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Number of Input Variables 10

Number of Y - Variables 10

Number of X - Variables 0

Number of ETA - Variables 4

Number of KSI - Variables 1

Number of Observations 108
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ACT1 0 0 0 0 0
SATISL 0 0 28 29 0

THETA-EPS
D01 CHECK1  ACT1  SATISL

D01 24
CHECK1 25 26
ACT1 0 0 27
SATISL 0 0 0 0

SY=grl.dsf
Initial Estimates (TSLS)
LAMBDA-Y
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INFORM1 1.00
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THETA-EPS
D01  CHECKL  ACT1  SATISL
D01 0.03
CHECK1 0.00 0.05
ACT!L 0.07
SATISI _ _ 3= =
Behavior under Minimization Iterations
Iter Try Abscissa Slope Function

POWER1  INFLUL
0.08
0.04
-0.04

1 0 000000000D+00 -0.80473551 D+04 0.62438708D+02

1

0
1
2
3
4
5
b
7

0.10000000D+01

0.00000000D+00  -0.90244312D+02

0.10000000D+01
0.50000000D+00
0.25000000D+00
0.18490829D+00
0.16676987D+00
0.12507740D+00
0.93808050D-01

0.85329126D+01

0.31767949D+02
0.98152574D+01
0.84862799D+01
0.70965573D+01
0.67561395D+01

0.83880538D+00

0.83880538D+00

0.25450908D+01
0.14545563D+01
0.12895838D+01
0.97033480D+00
0.75456971 D+00

PLAN1

0.05
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57 0 0.00000000D+00 -0.73007631 D-09 0.12177044D+00
1 0.92167649D+00 -0.13431735D-09 0.12177044D+00
2 0.18433530D+01 0.46143033D-09 0.12177044D+00
3 0.11294778D+01 0.98576582D-15 0.12177044D+00

58 0 0.00000000D+00 -0.12316925D-10 0.12177044D+00
1 0.11294778D+01 0.11241585D-11 0.12177044D+00

59 0 0.00000000D0+00 -0.26931783D-12 0.12177044D+00
1 0.11294778D+01 0.59002985D-13 0.12177044D+00
2 0.92649778D+00 0.19858402D-19 0.12177044D+00

SY=grl.dsf
Number of Iterations = 59
LISREL Estimates (Maximum Likelihood)
LAMBDA-Y
SC1 ~ DECEN1 PDCALl  SATISL

STUDENTL 035

TEACHERL  0.36
(0.02)
17.37

INFORM1 -- 0.40

POWERL 0.47
(0.02)
2181

INFLUL 032
(0.03)

11.39

PLAN1 0.44
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DOl -- 03l
0.02)
13.79
CHECKI -~ -- 042
(0.02)
20.36
ACTL -~ - 051
(0.02)
22.38
SATISL
GAMMA
EFF1
SCL - 0.72
(0.09)
8.17
DECENL  1.00
(0.08)
13.26
PDCAL  0.80
(0.08)
9,56
SATISL 1,00
(0.07)

14.65

0.34
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Covariance Matrix of ETA and K

SC1  DECENl  PDCAl  SATISI

SCL 1.00

DECENI  0.80 1.00

PDCAL 0.84 0.96 1.00

SATISL 0.72 1.00 0.80 1.00
EFF1 0.72 1.00 0.80 1.00

PHI
EFFL

1.00
PSI
SCl DECEN1 PDCAL  SATISL

SCL 047
(0.08)
6.22

DECENL  0.07
(0.04)
1.96

PDCAL 026 0.6 036
(0.05 (0.03) (0.06)

509 494 636

SATISL

EFF1

1.00

Squared Multiple Correlations for structural Equations

SC1  DECEN1  PDCA1l  SATISI

0.53  1.00 0.64 1.00
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THETA-EPS

STUDENT1 TEACHER!

STUDENT1  0.02
(0.00)
3.83

TEACHER1

INFORM1

POWER!

INFLUL

PLAN1

D01

CHECK1

ACT1

INFORM1
0.01
(0.00)
2.66
0.02
(0.00)
4,35
-0.02
(0.00)
-4.21
0.01
(0.00)
2.00

POWERL

0.02
(0.00)
5.15

INFLUL
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PLANL
0.05
(0.01)
8.36
0.02
(0.00)
5.36



SATISI -- -- -0.03
(0.00)
-6.46
THETA-EPS

D01  CHECK1 ACT1 SATISI
D01 0.04
(0.01)

6.86

CHECK1 0.01  0.02

(0.00)  (0.00)
3.68 5.88
ACT1 -- -- 0.03
(0.00)
5.21
SATISI

Squared Multiple Correlations for Y - Variables
STUDENTL TEACHERL INFORML1  POWER!

0.87 091 0.91 0.91

Squared Multiple Correlations for Y - Variables
D01 CHECKl1 ACT1 SATISI

0.70 0.88 091 1.00

-0.03
(0.00)
-5.81

INFLUL

0.67

PLAN1

0.91
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Goodness of Fit Statistics
Degrees of Freedom = 26
Minimum Fit Function Chi-Square = 26.06 (P = 0.46)
Normal Theory Weighted Least Squares Chi-Square = 26.21 (P = 0.45)
Estimated Non-centrality Parameter (NCP) = 0.21
90 Percent Confidence Interval for NCP = (0.0 ; 16.51)
Minimum Fit Function Value = 0.24
Population Discrepancy Function Value (FO) = 0.0020
90 Percent Confidence Interval for FO = (0.0 ; 0.15)
Root Mean Square Error of Approximation (RMSEA) = 0.0087
90 Percent Confidence Interval for RMSEA = (0.0 ; 0.077)
P-Value for Test of Close Fit (RMSEA < 0.05) = 0.76
Expected Cross-Validation Index (ECVI) = 0.79
90 Percent Confidence Interval for ECVI = (0.79 ; 0.94)
ECVI for Saturated Model = 1.03
ECVI for Independence Model = 27.28
Chi-Square for Independence Model with 45 Degrees of Freedom = 2898.74
Independence AIC = 2918.74
Model AIC = 84.21
Saturated AIC = 110.00
Independence CAIC = 2955.56
Model CAIC = 190.99

Saturated CAIC = 312.52

Normed Fit Index (NFI) = 0.99
Non-Normed Fit Index (NNFI) = 1.00
Parsimony Normed Fit Index (PNFI) = 0.57
Comparative Fit Index (CFI) = 1.00
Incremental Fit Index (IFI) = 1.00

Relative Fit Index (RFI) = 0.98

Critical N (CN) = 188.41

Root Mean Square Residual (RMR) = 0.0029
Standardized RMR = 0.018
Goodness of Fit Index (GFI) = 0.95
Adjusted Goodness of Fit Index (AGFI) = 0.90

Parsimony Goodness of Fit Index (PGFI) = 0.45
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SY=grl.dsf
Fitted Covariance Matrix

STUDENT1 TEACHER1 INFORM1 POWER1  INFLU1 PLAN1

STUDENT1 0.14

TEACHER1L 0.13 0.14
INFORM1 011 011 0.17
POWER1 0.13 0.14 0.19 0.25
INFLUL 0.09 0.09 011 0.15 0.15
PLAN1 0.13 0.13 0.17 0.20 0.13 021
DO1 0.09 0.10 0.12 0.14 0.09 0.13
CHECK1 0.12 0.13 0.16 0.19 0.13 0.18
ACT1 0.15 0.16 0.19 0.23 0.16 0.22
SATIS1 0.09 0.09 011 0.13 011 0.12

Fitted Covariance Matrix

D01 CHECK1 ACT1 @ SATISL

DO1 0.14
CHECK1 0.14 0.20
ACT1 0.16 021 0.28
SATIS1 0.08 011 0.14 0.12

Fitted Residuals

STUDENT1 TEACHER1 INFORM1 POWER1  INFLU1L PLAN1

STUDENT1 0.00

TEACHERL 0.00 0.00

INFORM1 0.00 0.00 0.00

POWERL 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

INFLUL 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
PLANL 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -0.01 0.00

DO1 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00

CHECK1 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

ACT1 -0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

SATIS1 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00



Fitted Residuals
D01 CHECK1 ACT1 SATIS1

D01 0.00
CHECK1 0.00 0.00
ACT1 0.00 0.00 0.00
SATIS1 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00

Summary Statistics for Fitted Residuals
Smallest Fitted Residual = -0.01
0.00

Median Fitted Residual
0.01

Largest Fitted Residual
stemleaf Plot
-6/21
- 49
-2131653110
- 0187406543332222100000
01123336667992344
2/911
414247
6l3
8|2

Standardized Residuals

STUDENT1 TEACHER1 INFORM1 POWERL

STUDENT'! -0.19
TEACHERL -0.04 -0.02
INFORM1 0.32 -0.55 0.19
POWER1 -0.54 0.19 -0.93 -0.19
INFLUL -0.47 0.80 -0.19 0.28
PLAN1 0.12 -0.69 1.50 0.42
DOo1 0.72 0.96 -0.70 -0.15
CHECK1 1.76 177 -0.14 -0.98
ACT1 -2.12 -0.84 0.14 0.24

SATIS1 -0.08 0.62 -0.28 0.68

INFLUL

-1.46
1.73
0.25
-0.59
0.29

PLAN1

-0.19
-0.89
-1.18
0.78
-1.30
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Standardized Residuals

D01 CHECK1I ACT1 SATIS1

D01 0.26

CHECK1 0.12 -0.19

ACT1 -0.17 -0.07 -0.19

SATIS1 192 2.10 -1.89 0.35

Summary Statistics for standardized Residuals

Smallest standardized Residual = -2.12

Median standardized Residual -0.04

Largest standardized Residual 2.10

stemleaf Plot

211
- 195
- 1130
- 0|998776655
-01322222222111000
0111222333334
067788
10
1157889

21

SY=grl.dsf
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3.5.

Qplot of Standardized Residuals

XX

. XX
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S8

-3.5 3.5

Standardized Residuals

SY=grl.dsf
Modification Indices and Expected Change
Modification Indices for LAMBDA-Y
SC1  DECEN1  PDCALl  SATISI

STUDENT! 0.08 0.32 0.01
TEACHERL - 0.08 0.32 0.01
INFORM1 0.00 0.83 0.79
POWER! 0.02 0.02 0.05
INFLUL 0.01 0.26 111
PLAN1 0.13 0.01 - 0.00
D01 000 021 /- 0.35
CHECK1 321 140 - 0.79
ACT1 231 2.39 2.23
SATISL 0.04 - 0.04

Expected Change for LAMBDA-Y

SC1  DECEN1  PDCAL  SATISI

STUDENT! 0.01 -0.07 0.00
TEACHER! -- -0.02 0.07 0.00
INFORM1 0.00 -- 0.18 -0.08
POWERL 0.00 0.06 -0.03
INFLUL 0.00 -0.03 0.08
PLANL -0.01  0.00 0.00
D01 0.00 0.02 0.01
CHECK1 0.06 0.04 - 0.02
ACT1 -0.06  -0.07 -0.05

SATISL 004 _ 0.02



standardized Expected Change for LAMBDA-Y

SC1 DECEN1 PDCAL SATISI

STUDENT1 001 -0.07 0.0
TEACHERL 002 0.07  0.00
INFORML 0.00 018 -0.08
POWER! 0.00 0.06  -0.03
INFLUL 0.00 -0.03  0.08
PLANIL -0.01  0.00 0.00
D01 000 002 0.01
CHECK1 0.06  0.04 0.02
ACT1 -0.06  -0.07 -0.05
SATISL 004 _ 002 _

Completely standardized Expected Change for LAMBDA-
SC1l  DECEN1  PDCAL  SATISI

STUDENT1 0.04 -0.19 G.o1
TEACHERL -0 04 0.19 -0.01
INFORML  0.00 043  -0.20
POWERL  -0.01 0.12 -0.07
INFLUL 0.01 -0.08 0.20
PLANT ~ -0.03 -0.01 0.00
D01 0.00 0.05 0.04
CHECKL 0.13 0.10 - 0.04
ACT1  -0.12 -0.14 -0.09
SATISL 010 — 005 _

No Non-Zero Modification Indices for GAMMA

No Non-Zero Modification Indices for PHI



Modification Indices for PS

SC1  DECEN1 PDCA1  SATIS1
SC1
DECEN1 -- 0.04
PDCAL
SATIS1 -- 0.04 -- 0.04

Expected Change for PS
SC1 DECEN1 PDCA1  SATIS1

SC1
DECEN1 -- -0.01
PDCAL
SATIS1 -- 0.01 -- -0.01

Standardized Expected Change for PS

SC1  DECEN1 PDCA1  SATIS1
SC1
DECEN1 -- -0.01
PDCAL
SATIS1 -- 0.01 -- -0.01

Modification Indices for THETA-EPS

STUDENT1 TEACHER1 INFORM1 POWERL  INFLU1

STUDENT1
TEACHERL --
INFORM 1 0.75 0.79
POWER1 0.46 0.29 0.88 --
INFLUL 0.78 1.26 0.53
PLANL 113 143 0.38 0.37 2.26
D01 0.00 0.03 0.04 1.86
CHECK1 0.62 0.10 0.13 1.08 0.24
ACT1 3.07 0.77 0.24 0.57 0.08

SATIS1 031 031 — 0.04

PLAN1

0.0
0.97
186

0.0
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Modification Indices for THETA-EPS
D01 CEIECK1 ACT1 SATISL

D01
CHECK1
ACT1 013  0.06
SATISL  0.04 247 259  0.04

Expected Change for THETA-EPS

STUDENT1 TEACHER! INFORM1 POWER1 INFLUL PLANL

STUDENT1
TEACHER1
INFORMI ~ 0.00  0.00
POWERL ~ 0.00 0.00 -0.01

INFLUL 0.00  0.00 0.00
PLANI 0.00  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
D01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00  0.00

CHECKL 000  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
ACT1 -0.01  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01

SATISL  0.00  0.00 - 0.00 0.0

Expected Change for THETA-EPS
D01 CHECKI ACT1 SATISI

D01
CHECK1
ACT1 0.00  0.00
SATISL  0.00 0.00 -0.01 0.00



Completely standardized Expected Change forTHETA-EPS
STUDENT1 TEACHERL INFORM1  POWER!  INFLU1

STUDENT1

TEACHER!

INFORM1 0.01 -0.01

POWER! -0.01 0.01 -0.04
INFLUL -0.02 0.02 - 0.02
PLAN1 0.02 -0.02 .01 0.01 -0.03

D01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.03

CHECK1 0.01 0.01 0.00 -0.01 -0.01
ACT1 -0.03 0.01 -0.01 0.01 0.01
SATISL 0.01 -0.01 0.01

Completely standardized Expected Change forTHETA-EPS
D01  CHECKL ACT1 SATISI

D01

CHECK1

ACT1 -0.00  0.00

SATIST 0.00 0.03  -0.03 -0.01

Maximum Modification Index s 3.21 for Element (8, 1) of LAMBDA-Y

SY=grl.dsf
Factor Scores Regressions
ETA
STUDENT1 TEACHERL INFORM1 POWER1  INFLUL
SCL 0.0 1.46 0.03 0.00 -0.03
DECEN1 -0.12 -0.19 0.92 0.25 -0.44
PDCAL 0.08 0.10 031 0.13 0.13
SATISL -0.06 -0.05 2.23 0.80 0.05
ETA

D01 CHECKL ACT1 SATISL

€t 025 021 0.08 0.11
DECEN1 0.04  0.05 0.09 2.16
PDCAL 0.03 042 0.52 0.03

PLAN1

0.00
-0.01
0.02
0.00

PLAN1

0.09

0.10

0.57
-0.82
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SATIS1 -0.06 -0.60 -0.76 242

SY=grl.dsf
Standardized Solution
LAMBDA-Y
SC1  DECENT PDCAL

STUDENT1 0.35
TEACHERL 0.36 --
INFORM1 -- 0.40
POWERL 0.47
INFLUL -- 0.32 -
PLAN1 044
D01 -- 0.31
CHECK1 -- -- 0.42
ACT1 -- 051
SATIS1
GAMMA

SC1 0.72
DECEN1 1.00
PDCAL 0.80
SATIS1 1.00

Correlation Matrix of ETA and KS|
SC1 DECENT PDCAl SATIS1

SC1 1.00

DECEN1 0.80 1.00

PDCA1 0.84 0.96 1.00

SATISI  0.72 1.00 0.80 1.00
EFFL 0.72 1.00 0.80 1.00

248

SATIS1

0.34

B+l

1.00
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SC1 DECEN1 PDCAl SATIS1

C1 0.47
DECEN1 0.07 --
PDCA1 0.26 0.16 0.36
SATIS1 -- --
SY=grl.dsf
Completely standardized Solution
LAMBDA-Y

SC1 DECEN1 PDCAl SATIS1

STUDENT1  0.93
TEACHERL  0.95 -
INFORM 1 0.95 -
POWERL -- 0.95 /.
INFLUL -- 0.82 z
PLANL - - 0.95 =
D01 -- 0.83
CHECK1 0.94
ACT1 - 0.95 =
SATIS1 -- 1.00

GAMMA
B

SC1 0.72
DECEN1 1.00
PDCA1  0.80
SATISI  1.00

Correlation Matrix of ETA and KSl
SC1 DECEN1 PDCAl1 SATIS1 BFL

SC1 1.00
DECEN1 0.80 1.00
PDCAL 0.84 0.96 1.00



SATIS1 0.72

B 0.72

PS
SC1

sc1 0.47
DECEN1
PDCA1
SATIS1 —

0.07
0.26

THETA-EPS

1.00
1.00

DECEN1

0.16

0.80
0.80

PDCAL

0.36

STUDENT1 TEACHERL

STUDENT1 0.13

TEACHER1 --
INFORM1
POWER1
INFLUL
PLAN1
D01 --
CHECK1
ACT1
SATIS1
THETA-EPS
D01

D01 0.30

CHECK1 0.09
ACT1 --

SATIS1 —

0.09

0.04

CHECK1 ACT1

0.12
0.09

1.00
1.00

SATIS1

INFORM1

0.09

-0.10

-0.22

SATIS1

Time used:

1.00

POWERL  INFLUL

0.09

0.33

-0.16

0.078 Seconds

PLAN1
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