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ADJUSTED GOCDNESS COF FIT INDEX .989
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¢

CFA FOR CCRR 726 CASESH km condition no trait

DA NI=25 NO0=726 MM

LA

TENRY T2NR' 'T3-NR' 'T4-NR' 'TSNR' 'TI-A o 'T2-A o oT3-A
T4A " T5-A ' oT-AA" 'T2-AA" 'T3-AA" ‘T4-AA" 'TH-AA!
TFH " T2H ' oT3H ' T4H ' oI5H ' 'TI-AH" 'T2-AH
T3-AH  T4-AH 'Th-AH'

KV

<| « - )

MD NX=25 NK=5 PH=SY,FI

LK

HR' ‘A" 'AA" 'HOAR

PA LX

<5b11)

10000

10000

10000

10000

10000

01000

01000

01000

01000

01000
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00100

00100

00100

00100

00100

00100

00010

00010

00010

00010

00010

00001

00001

00001

00001

00001

R H(@Z1) H<3 HIBMH@EL MH(42) M43 c
MH(51) H((52) M (53 MH((54)

VA LFH (1,1) (2,2 M (3,3) M (4,4) H(55)
USETNVIXNre=l o™

2. U CLISREL  ESTIMATES (MAXIMM LIKELIHOOD)]
LAVBDA X

\R A M H M

TINR 680 000 000 000 000
T2\R 123 000 000 000 000
TR 606 000 000 000 000
TANR 699 000 000 000 000
ToN\R 692 000 000 000 000
TI-A 000 109 000 000 000



T2-A
T3-A
T4-A
T5-A
TI-AA
T2-AA
T3-AA
T4-AA
T5-AA
TI-H
T2-H
T3-H
T4-H
T5-H
TI-AH
T2-AH
T3-AH
T4-AH
T5-AH

F T >3

NR

.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
000
.000

NR

1.000
1.036

921
1.230
1.222

193
645
157
115
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
000
000
.000
.000
.000
.000
000
.000

1.000
1.125
1.012
1.060

.000
.000
.000
.000
146
826
684
805
758
000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
000

1.000
.890
952

.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
000
.000
.000
.000
674
113
998
.688
688
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000

1.000
1.222

000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
000
.000
675
123
601
698
683

1.000

208



THETA DRLTA

THETA DRITA

THETA DRITA

THETA DRITA

THETA DELTA

(H -SQUARE WITH 265 DEGRES (F FREDOM = 1790.14 (P = .000)

TINR

238

T2-A

3

T3-AA

232

T4H

226

ToAH

o34

ADIUSTED GOCDNESS @F FIT INDEX 737

T2\R

ATT

T3A

983

T4-AA

392

ToH

221

TR

633

T4-A

426

To-AA

426

TI-AH

T4NR

o1l

T5-A

488

TI-H

A6

T2-AH

AT8

GOINESS CF FIT INDEX = 786

To\R

221

TI-AA

T2-H

491

T3AH

639

209

TI-A

498

T2-AA

317

T3H

642

T4-AH

913



«8 t y - 1M « 0ff @

CFA FCR QCRR 726 CASESII km condition FIX 1 TRAIT

DA NI=25 NO=726 MM

LA

*

TI-NR* 'T2-NR" 'T3-NR" 'T4-NR" 'T5-NR' 'TI-A ' 'T2-A
T4-A ' 1T5-A " oTI-AA" 'T2-AA" 'T3-AA" T4-AA" 'T5-AA
TI-H ¢ *T2-H " 'T3-H " 'T4-H ' 'T5-H * 'TI-AH" 'T2-AH
T3-AH'" *T4-AH" 'T5-AH'

KM

*

( - )
MD NX=25 NK=10 PH=S7FI
LK

‘TRAITL" 'TRAIT2" 'TRAIT3" 'TRAIT4" "TRAITS" 'NR" 'A" 'AA" *H" '

PA LX
(1011)

10000 toooo
01000100G0
001001000
0001010000
00001100C0
1000001000
0100001000
0020001000
0001001000
0000101000
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10000001C0
(02000001C0
00100001C0
0001000100
00001001C0
1000000010
0100000010
0010000010
0001000010
0000100010
1000000001
0100000001
0010000001
0001000001
0000100001
FR PH (7,6) PH (8,6) PH (8,7) ¢
M (9,6) M (9,7) M (9,8) M (10,6) M (10,7
mlman (
FH (6,6) FH(/,7 FH(88
M (21) H31) HE2)
H(G1) HE2) HE3
WENVLrec=lro O

) ( CLISREL ESTIMATES (MSIMUM LIKELIHOOD)]
LAVEDA X
TRATL  TRAT2  TRAT3  TRAT4  TRATS IR

T-NR
T2\R
TR
T4NR

~
H
~

888

000 000 000 -002
696 000 000 221
000 120 000 000 -213
000 000 113 000 086



T5-NR
TI-A
T2-A
T3-A
T4-A
T5-A
TI-AA
T2-AA
T3-AA
T4-AA
T5-AA
Tt-H
T2-H
T3-H
T4-H
T5-H
TI-AH
T2-AH
T3-AH
T4-AH
T5-AH
LAVBDA X

TI-NR
T2-NR
T3-NR
T4-NR
T5-NR

TRAITIL

.000
686
.000
.000
.000
.000
696
.000
.000
.000
.000
126
.000
.000
.000
.000
120
.000
.000
.000
.000

.000
.000
.000
.000
.000

TRAIT2

.000
.000
151
.000
.000
.000
.000
149
.000
.000
.000
000
670
.000
.000
.000
.000
674
.000
.000
.000

AA

.000
.000
.000
.000
.000

TRAIT3

.000
.000
.000
607
.000
.000
.000
.000
610
.000
.000
.000
.000
132
.000
000
.000
.000
111
.000
.000

.000
.000
.000
.000
.000

TRAIT4

.000
.000
.000
.000
172
.000
.000
.000
.000
807
.000
.000
.000
.000
694
.000
000
.000
.000
124
.000

AH

.000
.000
.000
.000
.000

TRAITS

611
.000
.000
.000
.000
628
.000
.000
.000
.000
654
.000
.000
.000
.000
613
.000
.000
.000
000
601

212

NR

295
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000



TI-A
T2-A
T3-A
T4-A
T5-A
TI-AA
T2-AA
T3-AA
T4-AA
T5-AA
TI-H
T2-H
T3-H
T4-H
T5-H
TI-AH
T2-AH
T3-AH
T4-AH
T5-AH
PHI

TRAIT1
TRAIT2
TRALT3
TRAIT4
TRAITS
AR

. 145
280
. 160
132
252
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000

TRAIT1

1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000

.000

AA

.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
300
504
350
252
A11
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000

TRAIT2

1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000

.000

.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000

-.043

312

-.360

. 102
335
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000

TRAIT3

1.000
1.000
1.000

.000

AH

.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000
.000

-.009

215

-.233

.046
231

TRAIT4

1.000
1.000
.000

TRAI

1.000
.000

213

1.000



TRAIT1

000
000
000
000
A

EII£I>

1.000
2.103

688
1.323

EIB:D

THETA DEL'A
TI-NR

528
T2-A

355
T3-AA

512
T4-H

933
To-AH

624

TRAIT2

000
000
.000
000
M

1.000
031
389
T2-NR

A8T7
T3-A

615
T4-AA

325
To-H

540

TRAIT3
.000
000

.000
.000

1.000
3.500

T3NR

089
T4-A

387
To-AA

Ald
TI-AH

965

TRAIT4

.000
000
.000
000
A

1.000

T4-NR

217
To-A

Do4
Tt-H

926
T2-AH

508

TRAITS

.000
000
000
000

To-NR

D74
TI-AA

A37
T2-H

AT3
T3-AH

611

CHI-SQUARE WITH 240 DEGREES OF FREEDOM = 1624.31 (P = .000)
GOODNESS COF FIT INDEX = .807
ADJUSTED GOODNESS OF FIT INDEX

139

973
223
2.831
4. 166

TI-A

013
T2-AA

221
T3-H

594
T4-AH

931
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CFA FOR CORR 726 CASESII no method

DA N1=25 N0=726 MA=KM

LA

X

TI-NR" T2-NR" 'T3-NR' 'T4-HR' 'T5-NR' 'TI-A ' 'T2-A " 'T3-A '
T4-A " T5-A ' 'TI-AA" 'T2-AA" 'T3-AA" 'T4-AAL 'T5-AA'

TI-H " T2-H " 'T3-H " 'T4-H ' oT5-H " 'TI-AH" 'T2-AH'

T3-AH'  T4-AH" "T5-AH'

KM

*

< - )
MO NX=25 NK=5 PH=SY,Fl
LK

'TRAHI* "TRAIT2' 'TRAIT3" 'TRAIT4' 'TRAITS'
A LX

(511)

10000

01000

00100

00010

00001

10000

01000

00100

00010

00001



216

10000
01000
00100
00010
00001
10000
01000
00100
00010
00001
10000
01000
00100
00010
00001
R (1,2) M (L3) M (L4) P (15) FH (23) FH (24) ¢
M (2,5) P (3.4) PH (3,5) P (4,5)
) H

VALFH (1,1) FH(2,2) PH (33 (4,4) PH(5,5)
Qsetvscre=l ro T
2. CLISREL ESTIVATES (MAXMUM LIKELIHOOD)]

LAVEA X
TRATL  TRAT2  TRAT3  TRAT4  TRATS

TI-HR 973 000 000 000 000
T2\R 000 943 000 000 000
TR 000 000 967 000 000
T4NR 000 000 000 965 000
To\R 000 000 000 000 972
TI-A 931 000 000 000 000
T2-A 000 L7 000 000 000



T3-A
T4-A
T5-A
TI-AA
T2-AA
T3-AA
T4-AA
T5-AA
TI-H
T2-H
T3-H
T4-H
T5-H
TI-AH
T2-AH
T3-AH
T4-AH
T5-AH
PHI

TRAIT1
TRAIT2
TRAIT3
TRAIT4
TRAITS

TRAIT1

.000
.000
.000
806
.000
.000
.000
.000
957
.000
.000
.000
.000
974
.000
.000
.000
.000

TRAIT1

1.000
578
451
510
462

TRAIT2

.000
.000
.000
.000
853
.000
.000
.000
.000
924
000
.000
000
.000
959
.000
000
.000

trait;

1.000
476
597
596

TRAIT3

887
.000
.000
.000
.000
829
.000
.000
.000
.000
946
.000
.000
000
000
971
.000
.000

TRAIT3

1.000
463
434

TRAIT4

.000
939
.000
.000
.000
.000
901
.000
.000
.000
.000
944
.000
.000
.000
.000
971
.000

TRAIT4

1.000
539

TRAITS

.000
.000
922
.000
.000
.000
.000
.883
.000
.000
.000
.000
956
.000
.000
.000
.000
969

TRAITS

1.000



THETA DELTA

THETA DELTA

THETA DELTA

THETA DELTA

THETA DELTA

CHI-SQUAFE WITH 265 DEGREES OF FREEDOM
GOODNESS OF FIT INDEX
ADJUSTED GOODNESS OF FIT INDEX

TI-MR

054

T2-A

160

T3-AA

313

T4-H

109

T5-AH

061

T2-NR

101

T3-A

212

T4-AA

168

T5-H

087

T3-NR

066

T4-A

110

To-AA

22

TI-AH

051

T4-NR

70

Ta-A

149

TI-H

084

T2-AH

080

To-NR

055

TI-AA

214

T2-H

14T

T3-AH

057

U148 < = .001)

948
937

210

TI-NR

134

T2-AA

272

T3-H

106

T4-AH

051
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CFA FOR CORR 726 CASESIL L methodCcondition]

DA H1=25 N0=726 MA=KM

LA

¥

'TI-NR"  'T2-NR" 'T3-NR1'T4-NR" 'T5-NR" 'TI-A "'T2-A ¢ +T3-A '
'T4-A 1 'T5-A o 'TI-AAL'T2-AA" 'T3-AA"  'T4-AA''T5-AA

'‘TI-H " 'T2-H ' 'T3-H ' 'T4-H * 'T5-H ' 'TI-AHI'T2-AH’

'T3-AH" fT4-AH" 'T5-AH'

KM

*

< rme« - )
MO NX=25 NK=6 PH=SY,Fl
LK

TRAHI " 'TRAIT2* 'TRAIT3 " 'TRAITA" 'TRAITS' 'method’
PA - LX

(611)

10000

010001

001001

000101

000011

100001

010001

001001

000101

000011
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100001

010001

001001

000101

000011

100001

010001

001001

000101

0000t

100001

010001

001001

000101

000011

RAHQ)MEY HED HE, M@ M
HS1) M2 MBI HEL phb1) 6.2
ph 6.4) p (6,9

VALIAH (11) H (22 H<B3) M @44 MG, p
Qs tv sc rc=lro0 O

3) C
(6
<5

,6)

2 ] | »  CLISREL ESTIVWTES (MSIMUM LIKELIHOOD)]
LAVEDA X

TRATL ~ TRAT2  TRATS  TRAT4  TRATS  MEMHD

TI-NR .76 000 .000 000 000 197
T\R 301 000 000 000 242
THNR .000 818 000 000 . 168
TANR .000 000 800 000 203
THN\R 000 .000 000 000 174 209
TI-A 765 000 000 .000 000 .16

288
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TRAITL TRAIT2  TRAIT3  TRAIT4 TRAITS ~ METHD

T2-A 000 987 000 000 000 343
T3-A 000 000 105 000 000 . 186
T4-A 000 000 000 690 000 261
To-A 000 000 000 000 152 168
TI-AA 134 000 000 000 000 157
T2-AA 000 917 000 000 000 344
T3-AA 000 000 647 000 000 189
T4-AA 000 000 000 628 000 283
To-AA 000 000 000 000 103 200
TI-H 138 000 000 000 000 202
T2-H 000 184 000 000 000 234
T3H 000 000 198 000 000 . 166
T4-H 000 000 000 192 000 .19
To-H 000 000 000 000 154 213
TI-AH 165 000 000 000 000 192
T2-AH 000 805 000 000 000 245
T3-AH 000 000 837 000 000 . 155
T4-AH 000 000 000 803 000 202
To-AH 000 000 000 000 183 200
PH

TRAITI TRAIT2  TRAIT3  TRAIT4  TRAITS  METHD

TRAITL 1.000

TRAIT2 262 1.000

TRAIT3 170 142 1.000

TRAIT4 .19 313 A7 1.000

TRAITS 137 312 143 256 1.000

METHD 1.126 671 940 867 963 1.000
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THETA DELTA
TI-HR T2NR TR T4-NR ToNR TI-A

073 037 064 048 072 120
THETA DELTA
T2-A T3A T4-A To-A TI-AA T2-AA

212 243 156 140 195 385
THETA DELTA
T3-AA T4-AA To-AA Tt-H T2-H T3-H

342 234 214 107 083 . 106
THETA DELTA
T4-H To-H TI-AH T2-AH T3-AH T4-AH

087 107 067 021 050 036
THETA DELTA
To-AH

071
CHI-SQUARE WITH 235 DEGREES CF FREEDOM = 318.73 (P = .000)

GOCDNESS CF FIT INDEX = .952

ADJUSTED GOODNESS OF FIT INDEX 934



«8 1 « « « - a % 2
1.

CFA FOR QCRR 726 CASESII km condition 2 method (fix ph method)
DA NI=25 NO=726 MM

LA

TENR' T2-NR' "T3NR' 'T4NR' *T5-NR 'TI-A * 'T2A ' oT3A
T4-A " To-A o 'TIAA "T2-AA" 'T3-AA" T4-AA* 'T5-AA

TEH " 'T2-H * 'T3H ' 'T4H " 'ToH ' 'TLAH 'T2-AH
T3AH" T4-AH 'T5-AH

KM

( | W - )
MD NX=25 NK=/ PH=SYFI
LK

TRAITL' *TRAIT? 'TRAIT3' TRAITA TRAIT5L NR-H-AH 'A-AA
PA LX
(711)
1000010
0100010
0010010
0001010
0000110
1000001
0100001
0010001
0001001
0000101



1000001
0100001
0010001
0001001
0000101
1000010
0100010
0010010
0001010
0000110
1000010
0100010
0010010
0001010
0000110

RPH (2,1) PH <3.1) PH (3,2) PH <4t) PH (4,2) PH (4,3) ¢

PH (5,1) PH (5,2) PH (5,3) PH (5,4) PH (7,6)

VA LPH (L1) PH (2.2) PH (3,3) PH (4,4) PH (5,5) ¢
oh (6,6) ph (7.7)
VA7 ph (7,6)

OUSE TV SC rc=l ro TO

2.
LAVBDA X

TI-NR
T2A\R
TR
TANR
To-HR

TRAITL

820
000
000
000
000

TRAIT2

000
983
000
000
000

»

TRAIT3

000
000
941
000
000

TRAIT4

000
000
000
973
000

TRAITS

000
000
000
000
958

NR-H-AH

269
31
281
. 165
260

224

CLISREL ESTIMATES (MAXIMM LIKELIHOOD)]
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TRAITL TRAIT2  TRAIT3  TRAIT4  TRAITS  NR-H-AH

TI-A 903 000 000 000 000 000
T2-A 000 189 000 000 000 000
T3A 000 000 178 000 000 000
T4-A 000 000 000 850 000 000
A .000 000 000 000 833 000
TI-AA 800 000 000 000 000 000
T2-AA - .000 101 000 000 000 000
T3AA 000 000 688 000 000 000
T4-AA 000 000 000 186 000 000
To-AA 000 000 000 000 160 000
TI-H 009 000 000 000 000 9261
T2-H 000 968 000 000 000 115
T3H 000 000 934 000 000 216
T4-H 000 000 000 962 000 146
To-H 000 000 000 000 946 255
T-AH 826 000 000 000 000 950
T2-AH 000 911 000 000 000 154
TAH 000 000 943 000 000 292
T4-AH .000 000 000 970 000 . 180
To-AH 000 000 000 000 949 260
LAVBDA X
HAH

TI-MI 000

T-ML 000

ML .000

T4K1 000

T>~ML 000

T-M2 420



T2-M2 540
M2 497
TaM2 Al4
M2 449
TI-M3 537
M3 .644
M3 615
T4&M3 521
M3 549
TI-M4 000
M4 .000
T3M4 - .000
T4-M4 000
oM .000
TI-M5 000
M .000
T3Ms .000
T4Ms 000
oMo .000
PHI

TRAHI
TRAHI  1.000
TRAIT2 522
TRAIT3 335
TRAITA 445
TRAITS 365
NR-HAH 000
AAA 000

TRAIT2

1.000
407
D48
044
000

000

TRAITS

1.000
398
393
000

000

TRAIT4

1.000
486
000

000

TRAITS

1.000
000
000

NR-H

1.000
933

226



PHI
A-AA

A-AA 1.000

THETA DELTA
TI-NR

.004
THETA DELTA
T2-A

083
THETA DELTA
T3-AA

139
THETA DEL™A
T4-H

.050
THETA DELTA
T5-AH

.030

(HI-SQUARE WITH 239 DEGREES OF FREEDOM =

T2-NR

015

T3-A

140

T4-AA

.08B

T5-H

.038

T3-NR

019

T4-A

092

T5-AA

. 100

Tt-AH

015

T4-NR

022

To-A

097

TI-H

031

T2-AH

020

T5-NR

013

TI-AA

071

T2-H

049

T3-AH

025

18.87 (P =

GOODNESS OF FIT INDEX = .994
ADJUSTED GOODNESS OF FIT INDEX = .992

221

T1-A2
.009
T2-AA
091
T3-H
051
T4-AH

023

1.00)



228

17 2495

2521
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