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P @) = g +(lic) e 3 1515258565600

Dai(e-bi)
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2.6 The communality
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2.7 The part/whole test (Bejar, 1977(b): 13)
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2.13 Nonlinear factor analysis uas analysis of residuals

(McDonald ,1980 a ,1980 b uar Hattie ,1981)
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2.14 Eigen ratio (Reckase,1979)
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2.16.6 157ma9 Stout (1990) : DINTEST
Vo 4
Stout ‘AWaun nonparametric statistic nanfa large sample dis-
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QqnﬂqﬂﬂqQluﬂ?ﬂﬁ““auuuﬁﬂuﬁﬂQﬂﬂ1uu ATUIVINIBAAUITIUIN 20 7aRA"E

phi correlation Tasi7avatfuainiadnelunaiagn




65

o : { w0l . .
A1919N 2.4 AdnlTEAngamANEuINA e 8 phi correlation mavBagauizaniwn

o ° U < ° e v v
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178 .187 .260 1.000
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5.2 nMTLAT1IENRITEnaYAIA tetrachoric correlation matrix
4 o o 1 W ﬁ ' 1 d - o 8 d
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| 0

)

==

4 o ] . .
ATNN 2.5 A NADANEAY , y {76 u9m8Y tetrachoric
correlation =\ \

Iﬂ 0 c d

‘o Q/
v oA, X, ﬁ <4 '
- mmnﬂ'\tjﬂ‘luégperafelc[ Eposlllwe correlation m’mmzae‘lu
¢ o o/
A RTANNIUUNIING
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d

- 9. 2 .
fadrianavdaT r, NAWIWIMAT cos
H d‘u - ] ] [
1. ga1uaz1§1aa1uaaﬁuu1uéasn1gnuu¢1ﬂu 2 ﬂwaoaaauuo (threshold)
» .Y
agn Median tnuul
" ) o N - ' . LW 4, v
2. LiB3ANI9RVE NI TRIHBVAIUANATSTUNINLATTT I THe £ TR
ﬁdwgqniwaaﬂutﬁua§q (overestimate)

. vadxd - <~ v L Y R |
3. NITATUMAIBITUILY sampling error uqn aqnao1ﬁnquaaaawa



68
' a w u o ' ﬁ ' Y] .

maling Uneisaasiravialagndilde 2 inisasnigiuniTaiwIn
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_/\ o~ 7 i .
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< £ %) £ o. J < 4’{ | ﬁ ' < ﬁ
0 uay 1 uasuuu1n1¢un1nnaunu1a¢ntnanu1u1ﬂﬂsL URINTITLAT W8 A1TLUY non-
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true dichotomous ‘J‘*" g forced dichotomous
L) L 2/
s ey TN ;
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4.1 ﬂ?1ua1nnaqnadaunuaaanwﬂn§uuuﬂ 4.1 aaq1ﬂnaua1aa1qnu1a1nmtwvwv
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Phi correlation Tetrachoric correlation

4.3 nwwaauﬁan?agn?uudaz cell 7av

o <
A1T19  2x2 01 cell TaNAYA2WD

Liw 0 BT r. fiA1 +1 nia -1
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5. n1Tuntn
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18V LURTNTA 8 r, gednluuazioul
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correlation matrix (Roza.ogki, Tucker &’Humphrey, 1991)
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o & § ﬁ aqw o '
6.1.2 afuUSEAINL ulE)mmﬂ1899]1'!6")1&113\!Bﬂ?’lﬁﬁuﬂaﬁﬂﬂﬂLnu

- ' e < o [} @ ) '
(Ratio of Eigen Ratio:ERR) wwnany nﬁnqLann13awnaa11ﬁ1unaqaa1wavuﬂwiatnu

I'4 < @ w [ ' s N
gavavalIEnaun 1 uazr 2 nu anTI8wA T laLnuaavadAlTEnaun 2 uae 3




72

i
ERR = ER1/ER2
ER1 = E1/E2
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El = a7 Eigen Tua2dsznaun 1
1 . o < =
E2 = a1 Eigen Tualiliznaun 2
ERZ2 = EZ/E3
1 @ d
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4 £y} .
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U <4 v a4 @ w . 4 « t e 0 ’
A1 ¢ 3TUNITUINUININaLAAYNY chi-square Luaunuwanquadaaﬂ¢1nm

FBY. degrees of freedom (d) = s - ¢
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naﬂalﬂ;au residual matrix ?zlﬂuﬁﬁ‘;i"u#si'mﬁqa (simplest function)&ImTu
N1TNAFBUAIINREAARE DBV TANALALTHLAR

TN 1TnAgaUL NANTRTI AW T0H MR N TEE N THenua T 9i e 1T LR nd

awnnéuﬁaaéwqunu S-£(8) i1duLaBIfuN1ITINARAUAIE chi-square
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: . i 4 & y
A1 residual Lﬁu + ¥N1EAININ TuLﬂanﬁ¥1eiun1uﬁaﬁﬂna1uuu1ﬂ11u

[}
°

L] ] ] 4 ! ar 1]
7016097 (underpredict) ﬁqwuuU1ﬂ11u11un1aa1nnqua1aawe
L 3 1 4 4 ° 1 1
A1 residual Lﬂu - nuwanawuvau1aanﬂ?nqiun1u1anwﬁu1uuﬂ1ﬂ11u11u
gqniwdﬁnawuuU1U11u%1unaqiaua
e |

d4
210 n11n?ﬁn1 residual aﬁ1ﬁudaanaa¢naqnauaua TuLaa az??éw;aaanaq

A1 residual astﬁu911aaanaquan1qunasﬂu13n1un1qnaqLdunuaqquuasdwuadWQTuuua

. e 4 (Y
tﬁunua@qu anniavdadivwatuanl
< da
Residual (RMR) 1Tuiaanaa
Root Mean Squ

o ) & ' <
naqnaﬂaiﬂﬂnqua1aaﬁvnﬁ

residuals) ﬁwudmaﬂﬂg

f. ﬁ?WﬂﬁaWﬁLﬂ%ﬂﬂ?ﬂﬂﬂﬁ?ﬁ"ﬂ?ﬂﬂﬂﬂ

A T AT e ot

(large range) a" LUBuAY Laaanao%p residual nw?uuan1aua

RGN NW%%&H@ g]wam

<
nﬂ1n1uuuuaﬁ LuBQHWQTﬂ scale naqn111aa?uﬂiuaaoa11u1utaa un1un11a71iﬂ|u

o

ﬁ aa e < ve " W < Y
AMNLLRLANUATASLUURAY ioua1uﬂ1n5¢tnn1ananaﬁauuaasnansunﬂ11aa1a scale

a . 4 ' 5 <
LABINWAENITIRAZIUBILLY 0 WAz 1 111N 71887 residual LiuEnuuanaeigamaTe

aa

WA ERTIIRAUAI N L DuL anitE

> .., v ad_ v
Avilun1Tnadautuganas overall fit Foidan RMR L iudrEn1ERT23daY

ﬁ aa
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2. n1Tnad8UA18 incremental fit index (Bollen,1889:269-276)
4 ' v " o M
LuAWL2INITNARAUATE  chi-square aﬂﬁcﬁjaaauquU1zn11
dndgIn1Tieiunauls £it function (F) umu Widrasiiu F wia F__ uia
' ﬁ'oﬁ € o ~ < U . <
Fore A1enituilniumas s uas £(6) T9lu F 1avas A (scalar) 3nudumii

< < ' J L~ < o o &’
NUAASAIAIINUANRINTENING S URY £(8) F NF!N&'NUGIU')\IUTSN"ITQQH

n. A Bay F ﬁﬂqﬁﬁzﬂdﬂlﬁﬂﬁu 0

' a
1. LUAFNNASIUL
oty Tl 4
ATINUAINAUAT N UAzLINd F
L ‘\'
A. INnNa 2 WN free parameter 3¢
1NNNAARAY F
' I - )
LAY INNT] EINUAINNAAAARANTDN
[ < < d
EﬂganuTuLﬁa T9RRINTHL J8ULNEY THLAR base-
(most restric-
. 4 2 < : AR - -
tive) twasslauInnLUTauL ng BEINNARAAN I Tun1TILATITHENALTENAY
- 4 g - ; 3 @ e 4 b4 lg
baseline niwuTzduAd TuiARN I NNESAUTY NS masR WU TNE S LNATA LUA I

i @ ) ° o a z
ua"n1ﬁuuﬂ1ﬂ11u17u1vu11¢a1s_“br; 0" RNy .aaeaauﬂ11ugnaﬁna AYUL

< < W . < '
nTLUTauLng 1 1 'l‘ LNEY A1 F 7a9TINLAR

dJ “ o 2 © o Y o @ dd Y a
AINNNEINLARAURTY (mOove) }'mTuLna basel&e FIININL TanatunTfusra Iy

aaaaaama»anﬂumW@mwaaaﬂ'imummm
ARIATH WRAIRYABY con 5

Bollen, 1983:269)

b m
NFI =
Fb
2 2
Xb_xm
wia NFI =
2
X
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F

" fit function may baseline model

F

m

fit function navﬁagaﬁuTuLaaaﬂunnvﬁ
14 a ﬁ 2 f4 ~ o 2
aEn (n-DF,  wia (n-DF, _ 1w X estimator 3wwia1 X
une F_ uazldan X°_ umu F_
1 dlsi < IA' L <o b v
A7 NFI dAAYHA 0 nv 1 A189°0na 1 asuannqa11uﬁaanaaenaena§a

'/ﬁ

v dg 13
AUTHLARADUL NTUY

nasfianay NFI

n. 1uiAn1789 (df) vudaufiuan RS Tu

da s

regression analysis nd

uuau1iﬁn degrees of
Freedon TWTnLAANNINMY Maui df tasnAan uaziin
aslﬁu overfitting da

1. WA
distribution 28vRIAYY Muiiiuaoad, n \ ling distribution azil

UieTatidald LT sy fauTy

2.2 Incremen vgr;ﬂ‘xf}h #2Y Bollen (1988 8197y

Bollen, 1989:271) [(— {,,‘

- 0
ﬂuﬂvmwwmm
’QW’WNH?@UWBW@B

b

. ' ' 4 | e ' 3 '
n17a1UMAY IFI ?3§Nﬂ3'lﬂﬂ'l N luﬂﬂu']ﬁﬂa‘uﬂ']aﬂ"ﬁﬂuﬂiﬂlaﬂ A1 IFI

of 1 14 1 e ' [ LV .,H ”Jdll o ' W
azunwuwnnqﬂtuanquaaaaquuwaﬂnm n17l7aUTuRssTdLuaLtnu1an NFI dATUaERY

a

-

' [ ) ' da o
LUBNANEIAE 1N TUIALEN WANTWANTNIRY TFI pavTaiea 2 Tuwieann a1 X°, uaz X

[y

< da ® 4 € ' < 0
LABINW THLARNY sample size NiLannl13zua IFI w1nn3n
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< as o g
A7 IFI uansmeagw

<o

N. 3LUAINY 1 A28 sample size muIARIY 9

]
Y
4

8. 1n‘la‘luuw§‘ammuauﬂavaa‘svmw 0 79 1 nialu
o
n

A. AMNTANIANIT 1 Luatﬁu overfitting data
d ] l U U ] v
48R N Tugau [df _/(n-1)1 3z1311n8 0 uazA1 IFI LINALABY

fuA1 NFI

2.3 Relative Fi ,L& 9 Bollen (1986 81491 Bollen,
1989:272) _4
'---i

» o o
mn‘l&'; BAVRRVIW IR P was B w8 4f uﬁ?ﬁﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ““?ﬂ

f
sac

VU
y . 4
28y df n9TuLaa baselmﬁ W A1 a mﬂummnmaaaauua

b g U Jd . L % J 1
Tutaaﬂﬂ‘nui‘uﬁaumnnu A1 PFA ‘lu‘iutnanmwu parameter a"ﬁmuasm'lm RFI

T*tﬂ WH GREAI NGNS

nvasutaaqnu NFly n‘lmﬂauuumﬂumum N 4§ A1LadsDay

saapling d’Qtth Bl sl VBT E

2.4 Non-Normed Fit Index (NNFI) 1849 Tucker & Lewis uas
Bonett & Bentler (1989 81474 Bollen, 1989:273)

(F /df ) - (F_/df )

NNFI =

(F /df,) - [1/(N-1)]
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X*,/af ) - X _sdf )

a
#ia NNFI =

(X°,/df ) - 1

s ¥ool Pl T 4 y . . :
aﬂﬁnquﬁ1wq§utwaaaﬂmn1Lﬂﬂ1ﬂﬂﬂ1taaanaq sampling distribution

9 RFI WAz NNFI i1un1suf df maeIuiaa baseline #1789 NNFI LARITENINY O

« < YT | 4 | o
0y 1 Tmaaazun'nua'aaﬁaa\mnqat ”/ U 1 31n17AN¥1289 Anderson
X i, % . . o do Y
& Gerbing (1984) wu21A1 amp ibution 7AYAYURIUNAIIN
ot . v —— 4 .
fuwug sample size uasun A% INNE 2 LABINULNA sample size
< 02 ' . .
daunadngau
Yo o 9 == By <4 o <~ ﬁ o
wan3INuavaY 1 AHRRIND VluanEar La8InY Al LNy
— H" \\\
e I"«
& -

WnAA degrees of freed

\ “of approximation (RMSEA)

18y Steiger (1990 Joresko 4*‘éﬂu1mawngn1

T — Y Y ———— . S
' c—:-un;.x R a2 s —

kY
./ﬂ],o}

Vi
&
A L T i

= N-1 g :

ARAMAFHURAINYA Y

3 « 3 ' ' < S
3#%11utﬁun111aﬂ1wuuana1vaauuvﬂnaqaqﬁwadﬁu1ﬁuaﬁiz (discrepancy

per degrees of freedom) 1a8 Browne & Cudeck (1993 81v7u Joreskog & sorbonm,
v < ' ) TR TR e
1993:124) LAUAINBTUAT RMSEA N 0.05 WAAYIINAIINRERARAININ n1n1n1ﬂgqnunq
L - ‘g L]
0.08 uda¥lILNAAIINARNALARBLILIUNITUT N MANYTLEINT
N 0 R | l”ld!} L
N192714A17 RMSEA 341udﬁuﬂ1n1sg1ainxau11 nIAIMtauanan93Inn 0.05

< & v o Bl . ] ¥ " 5 '
mseLanuamzaqnqna‘:'mm'mﬁaaﬂamagma‘iu
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qu [ LT ) - - =
lA3anuuananarilu incremental fit index
< . « . dav . o
N. N17LRaNTHLAR baseline N17LRaNINLAR baseline nuza’nauqn
S do ] o 4
asacnwﬂnTuLaanaaqﬂﬂinaaauuﬂaﬁuﬁaaﬂaaquwnnu
° LT R ¥ ) vl < .
I. NIINTMUANIRTIIUIANAIAEURTIAIIWRT L o1 TIEIIULANLAEN TNUA
I o N,V ' ld LY | < o oV ] e
AR 0.95 UATWTIBY U THNNWUNAIATY 0.85 #Ia 0.90 L1 ugauiuan

Tulaauﬁkuﬂaaﬁaaq uanw?u1waq1utaunwnuaﬁwnﬁu11 0.80 LﬂﬂTﬂaqwu1nuLﬂu 0.85

n3a 0.90 =1aTun178885U71THL ARl ,
o e '
A. A NRuNuT Ty wnansnaeaﬂuuaa #235WU7I7
,naquu
a4 " Y o ad,w V... b
4. N17LAR 1A avAYUNTALANAIINY
ey <
R1uTUAI8 17137698 M
v
ns ar L "~ 4
drline 5 &1 LnauiuTaLeani iy F
- o d_w < 0 .
baseline a¥u NFI, RFI u nN1¥3zuwana sampling
distribution f1TWtiL W 1=g#TUN L USaULABYTH L AL 2iua 8 muIa s nauE a8
4 » ar [ [ N ‘ JE— : ‘. = < 53«. <4
NUANAINAY  HIUNITAIRAY SRBUT IIRANL MUN17938ATIUIILABN NNFI

urciuEriiega 1w St anie

véﬁau fit

4
L Nan1TIH ch} square 1unﬂ1naﬁaua1wuﬁaaﬁaaquuu overall fit

R “““"“ﬁ“%ﬁf‘}ﬂ“ﬁmﬁW%ﬁ“ﬂ‘ﬁm‘lwﬂ‘m

Tuiaa Joreskog & Sbrbom (1989 aﬂe}u Joreskog & Sorbonm, 19aJ.122 -123)1a
uoifds rO PREHR I AUEA b or 7
Index) Taa‘liﬂF i’m"m‘lm1naﬁuma’m‘luuuau121nnmanaqnaumaaw

3.1 Goodness of fit index (GFI)

GF1I Lﬁun115a515n17tu?aULﬁauﬂ?uwmnaoa11uuﬂ1ﬂ11u WAaLAIIY
wilTUTIuTINDaY S ﬁgnﬁﬂuﬁaTaﬂ £(8)

F[S,£(8)1

FL5,£¢023
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AL ARITL umuaﬂnqﬂna@ fit function LNATHLARANAIINRDAARDY
) 3 " ~ < < v < <« 4 '3
'aa"mazlﬁu fit function zavIuLaRAU 9 NWLIINA2INAAAARDY WIa LUAWITINLAAT

]
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(s - 6 W s -®

GFl = - M‘\“// /

-

s = r1i“r1x naqnaumaaw
3 / \\ \\ ix pavUTEEINTAINNOED
¥ / \' 'umm
A1 GFI
3.2 Adjusted gdodness - of ‘ ndex (AGFI)

° 1 4:' ]
ATUIUINNAT GFL | W YTNIATA URTIUIANBINAN

a 9 3 b n (4 - 4 [d g
R2884NIUNA AGFT 3viduniiusy df 3 : AR TAIU

AGFT %

au&inﬂﬁfwﬂiﬂizxﬁx;
AR AN T ey

A1 AGFI 'e.,umaa': #1140 fv 1 lﬁ‘ulﬂﬂ')ﬂllﬂ'] GFI

3.3 Critical N may Hoelter (1983 a141u Bollen, 1989:277)

Critical 7(\2
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