RRARSBEE TR E231-262 (REAT—F), 8EER

HAVHR TR AR BRI RE

w =
¢’Fp:r:z[‘;;lxEIpfﬁiﬁé‘ﬁt’%iﬁfﬂﬂ'%ﬁﬁﬁ%’?%*ﬁiﬂﬁ T '/FTJ

(7o ST ATERR] W 584 BBI] M RRTEG F AT | - [ B A T
953 B+ 53 BIIT) B T R A ) ST AT S B R FE
5 R

A A3 AT XA [ A A A Y AT
%iﬂ%@%]’@?Mqﬁiﬂ@ﬁﬁgmg@,@gyA@guyﬁﬁ%ggﬁiﬂl
YRR e gt R (IR R e R T
AR R~ index [RErEE

ﬁtﬁfﬁﬂj@ﬁiﬁ L33 AT MIMIC 170 > §2 7] LISREL fii i > i
D I BRI XAE R Y AR5 B D A R
g (e I v ¢ M (T RS index (7 EE AL )T
PR [ 1 R R~ AR T B A B R A S A BAR R 5 A B
(S fﬁwm§%@@#<%@m#>u° 5 5 9 [
0 TR R T B S R ) A U Y
ffit A f{J’F‘E'%% (7 B B R R e

FRTF D BV 5) PTRLER A R AR - W B A A
ML T RS W D) AR TR A 1 - R SRR RS index
GG B AR T LB B B (R R A

FlgEm U BIARRH T AT ~ WA TR - R

ERRE BUSEMBREHETREHR
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= fam
i B A FTJ 77 Pr(canonical correlation analysis, CCA)¥E} % 7 El 5K
I L = o Al S Y HRR E Y RS (A )
pr) o EE L iﬁ‘ (9 =) Bk F 1 15 A fﬁJ’FE'F—TJﬁ?T’?E'@ﬁ (7] C e B
= 87 ; Arnold, 1996; Campbell & Taylor, 1993, 1996; Campo, 1990;
Fan, 1992; Freidrich, 1992; Thompson, 1991) - i ﬁ%ﬁfj oy A AL S
(structural equation modeling, SEM)py H 7 & %)FTE: 181 = (covariance
structure modeling, CSM)[! 1980 =+ & ’?‘[ £, k- bA S E’E’JIZJ“ ?{F’?[ﬁl HI( %
}iﬁ v 586 i’p TR 5@%@%‘ = 89 E”BF,’T St gd > W82 5‘3%}
B~ S IET . N 87 HIfflET » X 87 ; Crowley & Fan, 1997; Huba &
Harlow, 1987; Liukkonen & Leskinen, 1999; Paik & Michael, 2000) -
SEM = "EJ Z 1R E ElfJﬁJ’ﬁ: (Bentler, 1992; Joreskog & Sorbom, 1989) >
Ik CCA = SEM = i’»fl/ﬁr‘{r,’tjzwfﬁ-r\x JDI/A’F’IO
CCA £ SEM pv-— |ﬁﬁ f7l(Bagozzi, Fornell & Larcker, 1981;
Bentler, 1992; Joreskog & Sorbom, 1989) - SEM &4~ CCA ”Ez“u.EJ =
~ £ SEM i S (TS index (B (BEAE MEUAE T © £ SEM
S5~ 0 B A (R B 3 P CCA VAR
71 £ 893 (Fan, 1997) H YR EIT BRI Y ) Y
PRI (B0 47 > [ RS o 50 I SIS o BL ¢ 5 AT e
VA SRR 5T AT R R S 5T AT R AL
1 50 4

Eﬁ\"#f =p YAl

FA VPR VEFED (X 89) ffd %ujmfﬁmg«rﬂ,ga
B 2 B SR BT pu@ﬁﬂﬂ HARAOEIY B2 S 584 ¢ o HE]
W - WA XAV WREFIPINT C CH (R R ) - ST
(FLAZESE )~ EL (- BRRA PR D)~ B2 (P o i)
E3 (4 * [?t J?J;p) ~E4 ([I3 [?gﬁF[\J%H[)? ES ( E‘ﬂ?y@’?’g}i) ,
El = E5 £ [I & Iﬁmﬁgﬁl B AV 5T BN RT B Y AT VP (A8 2 S O
TOOTLCRAD T2 (BEEHERER) T3 (Fif) T4 (



HARES RGBS EEBRZIRRE 233

EBF) > T1Z T4 LR B2 (Y R 35%;[/;}5@0?%%]
R - P T S e A R R 1 (R

Pl o A AR R P Ry I & S S F,@fﬁdf [ = i g £
EJW%E_'W%& 1) o fike 1T o X 32 (CH~ES)E Y 52 (TI~T4)[1 § F‘
7 F [H] F”’F‘E‘FTJ > AR XA Y A A I B ] Fuﬁlrﬁ(i INATNE
E-'Jsﬁ[gjj) o

Ho1 K BRI AR BT

& i
CH ST El E2 E3 B4 E5 TI T2 T3 T4

M 459863  30.1969 373887 229041 22.1130  20.8990 13.7808  5.0822  5.0839  3.8647  2.0925
SD 4.5107 8.7917 7.2848 4.5184 4.2698 3.3465 3.3804 2.0890 2.0487 1.7553  1.2096

CH  1.0000 1585 4206 4748 3582 2182 AL -0423 L0053 -.0657 -.0086
ST 1.0000  .1033 0758 0691 1231 0376 0270 1565 1613 1143
El 1.0000 6371 6234 3650 5432 0386 .0065 0457 .0150
E2 1.0000 6168 4267 5737 0p43 0075 0180 0230
E3 1.0000 4080 5531 -0932  -0364 -.0341 -0176
E4 1.0000 3343 0120 0663  .0672 .0273
ES 1.0000  -.0659 -0164 -.0648 -.0353
T1 1.0000 1519 .1167  .1036

T2 1.0000 2188 2128

T3 1.0000 2184
T4 1.0000

o frijﬁ[%%j} Prpy ERU TR A5 45 U p e X A8 ZFT i A [;@ (weights)#! q
WY A@fipypAfn - g op W X A AE R F[ 77 B (linear
composite/synthetic score)=® q {fi Y 7l LA 5 i 53 gl PFE[FT;J T’J
O PIR L Fe o ?E?ﬁ'féfﬁﬂi['ﬂﬁ'%ﬁg* [ o7 CAHE

80 P.325) o
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q\%\' 1 dr ﬁjﬁ'?f&ﬁ?“ ( 2V F1 Bagozzi, Fornell, & Larcker, 1981, P. 440)

B 1Y XA CE (X, Xo®Xs) EYA R (Y, Y2 Y;)

F Al gjﬁlfﬁg@gg@;@m@f@ Al B PR Sk () YRR IF Al B P Sk () AR
%HRm)’UJ: ~ BT ﬁq“w¢ﬁ@é TR RS > W~ W32V~ V355
I 5% XA A FT S YA Ag CFT V[ A# [ B (weight vector) > 7 xey1~ 7 xeys
55 M Bb index (7 B E@Y,{”f@ HEE e X E A T g[‘ﬁw
CE XA gy Y A F'J@,pplﬁlrﬁ U ~Uskb Y~ YR i v
o [T A AR AR E FTJ,H i A R
BV RVRIT] SAS PR A B ) AT A 2 -

—l

H‘ﬂk

* 2 AU EIHIR ) PT RA

CLE I U R ) S (U N @ “Fl Sy = [l BIAR R BT P [ Al B A
A Téﬁ? Index ’JM@ ?gﬁ Index Al 3 IT;J Index i1t ﬁh@ Index
R R FEr FEE e R FEe B FEr FEr FEe

CH -.3829 -.2001 -.0551 .1733 .2495 .0331 .6779 .5030 .0432 .3054 .3498 .0133
ST JI311% 7258 1998 4616 5064 .0672 .2593 .3029 .0260 .3197 .3118 .0118
El 3438 0994 .0274 2815 .3577 .0475 -.8284 -.3899 -.0335 -.3414 .0429 .0016
E2 4120 .0956  .0263 -1.0603 -.1245 -.0165 .0444 -.0109 -.0009 .6719 .3518 .0133
E3  -.5407* -.2307 -.0635 .7212 .5229 .0694 -.4227 -.2778 -.0239 .5858 .3093 .0117
E4 3250 .2872 .0791 .0637 .2004 .0266 .2309 .1257 .0108 -.7466 -.4229 -.0160
E5 -.3734 -.2706 -.0745 .2913 .3448 .0457 .5109 .2182 .0187 -.5484 -.1364 -.0052

adequacy L1135 L1278 L0011 .0912
A 7 .0086 .0022 .0007 .0001
il'f,»'ﬁf?fp L0758%* .0176 .0074 .0014
oA R .0277 .0039 .0015 .0003
adequacy 3651 .2235 .2059 .2055

Tl 2468 4054 1116 -.9670 -.8826-.1171 .1828 .2313 .0199 -.0747 -.0562 -.0021
T2 3644 5998 1651 .4064 .3031 .0402 .8320 .7149 .0614 -.3289 -.1930-.0073
T3 6791 8383 .2307 .1443 .1327 .0176 -.7154 -.5000 -.0429 -.3127 -.1721 -.0065
T4 2319 4833 1330 .0564 .0743 .0099 .0550 .0948 .0081 1.0131 .8671 .0329
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fpke 2 53 IR
(= ) BRI D TR SRR G B K 2752, 1327, 0859
=.0379 > [EST- | ["iﬁ*“]ﬁ‘%ﬁ[,f%@_aﬁﬁﬁu%ﬁ% 7<1E(P<.001) °
(2 )3~ (A B AR S o e XORE AR Y A5 AR R S A R o
B (canonical weight/canonical coefficient/function coefficient)~ !
#] ?EF,?FTEJ (7% 8¢ (canonical structure coefficient/canonical structure
loading) « “JV (i 1SR % 1+ {11 R A 7 B 81 B if
R L PR RLAR R R
(= )index [ B E‘”“ﬁ%ﬁ[ ?F*d@?’ﬁ”%ll%?’ (RN N TR
HoY RV ﬁ IR g LR oyl frﬁléj%t A R (Y A ﬁ
HE oy 1 ﬁ‘/ X* ﬁlfﬁ%t@ index [ B> ES‘\/?" I £ cross-loading [
g (Bagozzi et al., 1981) o
(1" )adequacy ( = £1 46 (7 B (redundancy) = # 7 % 4 o i (7 -
adequacy 7 515 # A RS 115~ 00 BRSBTS K RV R B
B9 AL BT R E B R YR R (TI~T4) 37
~ [l 4 E] @ CF 1V oadequacy (7 By Fh (.4054°+.5998” + .8383°
+.4833%) /4 =.3651 > F A g [ITI~T4 PU{EAd: ZEI IR
ﬂ%“fk'%ﬂﬁ P4t A CpI AR BN 36.5196 o El i kLI adequacy (7
Beo® b A i['fr'Jﬁ'F—TJ GHeT G TR 2 Y YR
oy - it AU B AR R A ] o VA RS 3651 % L0758 =.0277 -

B iGehiERN

A AL (SEM)LY U ~ S RS R A AR
F‘f——??{ %%( Bﬁif#lﬂ AV A > 24875 Bentler, 1988, Joreskog & Sorbom,

1989; Hair, Anderson, Tatham, & Black, 1998; Stevens, 1996) » 4 ¥
TR BT 55 A SEM Y ﬁ”;}gf«?ﬂﬁig, Y[ EQS~ AMOS~ CALIS
(SAS) ~ LISREL » 4 ¥ R "] LISREL 8.12 (linear structural relation)f
i3 Prer R o AU SEM (B i VST -

R SEMEﬁ > fEL = %E”r% Gl FA[ (- )i/’EF& Fl /ﬁ‘fﬁﬁ‘} 9} XA ZET (1atent

independent variable/exogencous variable)d) Jf [N v £ <t > TV &
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a5 () if?ﬁ G Ll R ﬁ? '] W A& ZfI (latent dependent
variable/endogenous variable)’ £j iFh’%,‘J B Ep e LB p a5 (= )X
BT KLV R 1 53 ¥ (indicator) [ R T 5 (D) YIBIE £ ¥
A 21 Py ) ¢ ;c",ifﬂ S I;ijﬂ/i—l C(TO)XAZE R EN R 0 T O

day

£

Hib)

>
A COYRCEORE B G T e R ()RR VR EREGE

a7
NS <’%Hﬁy,ﬁ%BW‘ ?@*%i%’F@%W%@’
PIRE 2 o [P AR TOT IR R (R e AT VP A

F"”fE'FTJ ' B%ﬁif?’?n& (SRR POAETRE 5 o A W U T (AR
/EIF'EHF'SJWF% P RLE - IﬁSEMfﬂ‘ﬁﬁﬂv (e i TR U ) sl
3 57 #7(confirmatory factor analysis, CFA) f L5 Z] q&ﬂ 2V E A ‘ﬁ[ﬁ 77 e

ﬁ%{ﬂ 2 SEM [ﬁ[—?» (v EI[@I—F“, ~ A AR 0 87 0 369 FI)

2 flve g w,ﬂ s L Y IR W R IR
N F—TJ [ E,J Fl £ #51 = (measurement model) 5 [[I [ ﬁf 53 e %?Eri 5]

ZF [ pJFTJ [ N 1\:}7}%‘ T+ AL (structural equation model) ( [@ -
If'[ iR - 2 87 5 Crowley & Fan, 1997) o g 55 #7 - i['f{J?FE‘EfJ
P RN R I G ST ) L SEM Elfi’ﬁ] ff(Bagozzi et al.,
1981; Bentler, 1992; Joreskog & Sorbom, 1989) -

h~ HEMEESITEGEB LI ERINZER
Bagozzi = (1981)}]‘—’]’4 F'Jﬁ'FTJm Pr(CCA)I'] SEM pu =0 &5
TERPESFUE CCA VEpY - 2 RHEH 7y & E#‘t': CCA Fmig i
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o> B - B SR B RS index (FEY(EREF EPVE R H AL
IS T (U ﬁ‘%ﬁ (FHE — [BREE 1% Y ¥ & (Dawson, 1998; Fan,
1995, 1997) o & IF=> it}{éj’ﬁ%: Fﬁ[gk (B FIPH o A f A B index
[ B R 1 A ’%M%ﬁlXi‘@HYi‘@iﬁﬁﬂ
BlRg-p B (DA AR 7 R R index [ERE - (2)FF D AR EE R
Q) o i N BAAS P ERE - [WABCE n’ﬁfém’e@’r&.:ﬁﬂ%% ¥ .
FI# > M (= CCA R > 3 pIE oy R J’rE'FTJl FRCRE o H
fm‘?ﬁ'ﬁf“ A ARl %ﬁ%‘ﬁl’%ﬁ%"?ﬁ“ﬂ%f%%fﬁ*ﬁ o b E Ay
—WWWWWﬁE IR ) BN AR Y [ R ] e O R Py
Q@ﬁiﬁ”FwH’EFT R0 N SR N R N R
gl A o T R R (TRl (AR MﬂT’Wt@ﬁ@
’EHPJ Y R Y E VA o[ (Bagozzi et al., 1981; Fan, 1997) -
H % SEM B CCA Fif5— &V 8y i 5 £ SEM 21 & — fi#
%ﬂﬁﬁgﬁg?ﬁ%@%ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁ%i’T%}CCAHGﬁéﬁﬁﬂqﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁE?ﬁ
R = AR [":F’?F?HEJ ~ % iU A < (sequentially testing) o 1[I CCA
I 3 E = dr B AR 77,4 (8 Hll#h S = ] B3k (likelihood ratio)
R (R e T LA A ] fFE'FTJJg“t 0> 37° fihe &

_”Hll

VR WIS TS W RN 00 52 LY R
ST B 0 F BT ST (R TR AR B e
ST b Lo SRR O e I M BT - Y ﬁ%ﬂw

&

d’fm

]ETJ (AR B R YE s [ BT = I[ﬁ'i['f{JTE[ﬁTJ I%TEEI'FE'UFT g U1 RLES M
~@ﬂﬁw%wwmﬁ%’%m@afTﬂwww%ﬁa“’wqﬂ
= TR T D B LS B P g
(BN WJ’FE'FTJ (A B p A P%F'[??Bdﬂ“ﬁzﬂjmm i » fRe TS (A B A
R =) 2 o R PR AT S A BRI R R A A
+ e i—_ LH*E' f'f=> & CCA VT ?ﬁﬁdj\i—_:m\y{ A1 p (Fan, 1995)¢
@fﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ“?WWﬂﬁéfﬁ%WikFjﬁﬁJ—IFWFﬁPﬁk
G R A A PUSMIE VR i (5 U Fi['ﬁfJTE'F—TJ &
0> 37= I’lﬁ{%f@?%@‘fi f[ﬁ'i['F'Jﬁ'%;Eﬁﬁf’fE‘(ﬂ%@ 0 3y = I’[ﬁ%f@ﬁ%%ﬁff
([t Al *“Jﬁ'ﬁrdl FHEEL 00 i) SEM YA 1 @S (nested model)
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(=55 > H 5 ﬁ;@%% bl 8] 53 T’?ﬁﬂ 75 e
2SO B R index (T EELY R TR 15 B ) AT
LN
(~ ) BB B MIMIC fgh 5% .5
MIMIC(multiple indicator / multiple cause)ffi=t j/ﬁ T Jﬁf‘if’gﬁj; figh
FOTALE S F PPV 4 AR (causal indicators) Al N [V 42 (effect
1ndlcat0rs)(MacCa11um & Browne, 1993) » % q&,ﬂ LY o (XA (Y
Y LIV g (X)ES 7 1 (YT) 0 2T KIS FCCAT P
MIMICHLZ 4 &5 (P 3) - i 3 ' M|LISREL.V  Bififif ) =
Fea (JLA3) e

3 A EIATREL MIMIC L% A5 (% F1 Bagozzi ¥+ 1981, P. 444)

%3 fhate e i

Ax=1 B=0 ¢ =0 0,~0
? ? ?

= (22?292 Av=? o7 ? 0,2 2
? 727 279

* JVEI Fan, 1997, P. 70.

VR G F L VG TR T FHI > TR PR IR

FI#H > T (gamma)¥if EIJ XAl ([NpuARe) 1 8y - Iﬁ?fgz
TR (BT WAl EIAECE S 7; o AR XA AR Y BT - [ A B[R
Xi ") BYUIE TR Ay (lambda y) ¥ & Af YRS A (R e )
Y- (W A p (37— {4 B g 1) ﬂimdexw e [ o
CCATJSEMTe &= [ o = 5T p Ui = (Wi R (o a0 X
WY o NP 3 T BRI g LG R T R B
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WOE (Xi") o T MIMICHLA 1 Ax 85 T #II - XA & i 52 45
(X)) BRI N & HEE (0.,=0) ([ 3) -
W A R 3BT AR Bk L BB B 0 ]
ﬁﬁ%’#ﬁi33nmﬁ%§%0<¢=0)’Eum@%ﬁﬁ
(symmetrical) » | ﬁi"]‘Yﬁ“L' fgh Zf1 I Al B ﬁ[%%Yl*E?]: > Bl iﬁ*j,J:)-{ﬁj’W%‘J ?‘F’,?F%?:
YR OB R AR T W R X RS Y A AR Ty Y- i A T
APCEL Y PR BB A AR R REEE index (REFSTET > 2 D iR el T
B il RLAR LY o
st o 5 CCA Y 325 3l MIMIC 81205 nb 2y~ H7pv (55
UENEEY S LR
(C W b= HESZ RS ATE B XA REE Y A AR T T [
PR Sk A E R (R A AR G RS index (R FUR %Tféﬁmfé Z))
=l A ERRCE (o) Y TR o H R DR 4

4

B4 WRARRE (IS WO ) MIMIC 0 R
(JVE!I Bagozzi = > 1981, P. 449)

B 4= 3 e A A B R B E ] [ 4 F D R A B AR
Fo PR3 PR R A BIRR R o T W4 FlAR R BRI 0 2 7 e,
6T Ao Ao Ao Iy, va, 75 A Aveo ATV IR -
TV B BORLEE S T A B A AR O F B
=R AV ST AT AT R XA R R AT AR 5T = i A B A

FCns) Y EER I R~ R D E i F] A MIMIC
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L S By (T WX“”E’“Y"Sﬁ = W e = A BTN
Cnve mae ps) > FIRS & Ve

[ﬁ[ 5 7= [@dr 'JTE'F%J L SEM #.=¢ (HVET Fan, 1997, P. 71)
S Wfp‘* )% 3 AR G SRS R )
SRl

TR o0 B8 2 2 s~ R RREY  AF AR R RS index i
YhErERTR I VAL T i['if{JfrE'ﬁTJ (i BB 1 A
- o~ e Gl B BBk index Tk R EEF
M2 e T
AL A RUARRE 53 AT S S R 2 %?,%@J‘Jﬁ'fm AR
R = S IV SEMT ST BT 0 20 BTG U A R AR 0 XA A
=@ HFEYpT C CH~ ST~ E1 2 ES5 » YA A figf pU i - f,mm :
TU =T4 - e AR CnaZ pa) o PEERPER S 500 7
o33 AR i LU T
(—) BRI 2ERX
FEPR I AT AR SRR 4 S AT S XA AR N S e R
S Y AR S S D 0 o S AR R [ XA Y A
G E S W R S A R 2
F SISLEE
(_)L}\X%H—HIEIE%E;,\J%IE , YN EZIEARBERIE
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(F—ERBELF )

XA A - (A EBE D index B REAR I WA AR i
B o ) A 4

%

*o4 XREARCE T T [l At BRI A R S 1; P
LAMBDA-Y  (index [#Ef)
ETA 1
T 0.11156
T2 0.16508
T3 0.23068
T4 0.13305

GAMMA (i (R

ETA 1  -0.38306 0.73118 0.34365 0.41183  -0.54069 0.32510 -0.37304

CORRELATION MATRIX OF ETA AND KSI (it ()

ETA 1 1.00000

CH -0.20027 | 1.00000

ST 0.72581 | 0.15850  1.00000

El 0.09940 [ 0.42060 0.10330  1.00000

E2  0.09553 | 0.47480 0.07580 0.63710  1.00000

E3  -0.23075 ] 0.35280 0.06910 0.62340 0.61680  1.00000

E4  0.28738 | 0.21820 0.12310  0.36500  0.42670  0.40800  1.00000

ES  -0.27046 | 0.41110 0.03760 0.54320 0.57370  0.55310  0.33430  1.00000

Tl T2 T3 T4
Tl 0.98755
T2 0.13348 0.972175 THETA-EPS (&%)

T3 0.09096 0.18072 0.94679
T4 0.08876 0.19084 0.187171 0.98230

REGRESSION MATRIX ETA ON X (STANDARDIZED) ([ 7El)

ETA 1  -0.38306 0.73118 0.34365 0.41183  -0.54069 0.32510 -0.37304

B 4 53 PR R
(Dlambda YV iS85 2 1 YA 57— {4 B (g 1) 0
index [y > W~ﬂ%[ 3 j’?lﬁf Sﬁﬂﬁ’?ﬁ )
(2)gamma i S| RL e 2 fl1 X2 AR T BT [ A B R CE o (R
ﬂqﬁ‘# 3V =A ﬁg Fre= > % % 4 fl1 > regression matrix eta on
x(standardized) .V Bl fifi 2] kL A {7 B o
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(3)correlation matrix of eta and ksi #ififi eta S ﬁl = v Bl fif ] B A
WG 0% 2 5T R
(4)theta-eps [ = S5f £ 6L FAU Gyl £ Y 35 AR 2V LA -
i E I SEM RV B IS CCA T Y AL o
X AR Y- (WA BRI ) o [ SEM T TR [ E H RS
G 0 SEM [ [ index (7 B2 i (7 BPRA 1 VAR R RGIR A S -
# 5 TI~T4 DV index [FHy™ CH~ ES "M (7 By 884 [+ ¥ B (27~

J
14 4 ) 80 ) )

LAMBDA-Y (index [# g )
ETA 1
Tl 1.00000
T2 1.47963
(0.61447)
2.40800
SQUARED MULTIPLE CORRELATIONS FOR Y — VARIABLES
T3 2.06769 Tl T2 T3 T4
(0.81270)  meemeeeoemeeceoo ieieooio aoooo-a-
2.54423 0.01245 0.02725 0.05321 0.01770
T4 1.19262
(0.54751)
2.17827

GAMMA (9 (3758)
CH ST

ETA 1 -0.04274 0.08157 0.03834 0.04595  -0.06032 0.03627 -0.04162
(0.02393) (0.03221) (0.02667) (0.02891) (0.03081) (0.02212) (0.02564)
-1.78627 2.53257 1.43742 1.58919  -1.95758 1.63969 -1.62322

e 5 i TRl R
(D)lambda yf[i 2V 8¢l (F Hlindex F8) » T1 [V lambdaffi £ 1> P

LISRELH1 » A yfl1 %]~ fl A& fi < pr%{ﬁ 1.0 > sy T gy L *
L R WFI‘}{‘%’]TZ NG )Lyzr%%tm 1.0 > % T2 = T4
BAE = o B R A e e ]FL[ = {fl (unstandardized
estimate) > ?F[ﬁ’f\ '] B~ B fifi ’Eﬁl@ﬁ‘ % (standard error) > f& N FIfY bt
(o B AR [ SRR AR SR o o AT 1.96 Il index

775 05 PURRE A iE ELSFT2NT4 ok 2y A B[RRIV index (7 B
B R YE S i A 4V index (F B L AR YE [T RV lﬁ,ﬁ > ﬁ?mdex pE
Efr;f H 4 1 H R RLCCATT &L iU o
(2)gamma (7 5[] A YE [ VA R R ) o B ERRY ) VS index [ EAT
[fil » STV ¢ ffi 4% 1.96 » E3 1 ¢ ffi=%® 1.96 55 $37 - F &RpY i
RIS A SRR N YE > R 4V gamma ERARYE [ U R 0 T
CCA fli=n i (B R R 1 W ke -
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(3)squared multiple correlations for Y-variables > 3fs [F=p4 fj ?ETTE‘F%}TE,J B
A il B R O (R E(.0277) (FREEE > N 87) o ATk 4
oy Fﬁ%fﬁ Y R AL (theta-eps) I 35 7 bl BV Blerfili » A 5% 1 Y&
AN ?E?frﬁlr%fﬁ?@’m/ I Al (g T1=.98755=1-.01245) -

(A YA ESEAFEISE XEANTtESEARE

SEH (F-—EAREE )
= ST AR (2 o3 A [l s 0 XORE AR R A B AR (P

F'UTF[T? ) o iﬁﬁ’“@ £ 3SR A (Y F'UTF[T? ) o Y AARRIER AL o Y A

e P ?ﬁ@??ﬁiﬁ] o Y AR T W A BIAE LV index [EE

A A [ AR R T 6

*6R 4 ﬁ%’Fﬁ AR > (A €78 B Rl o B P RS A

B RSCE R 2 VOriEL - B (3955 I0E 0 2 index B0 KL RLEY

WA B~ B TR By R R B R B )

£ 1 YA & (A E JF'E’FE[F%J AR (A7) #H D I0 CH IV EE

£5.99696([| £% 1-.00304) -
[l B3 SEM - [i' [ index (7 B [ (7 el % 1 0 A i Y

AT
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* 6 Y%ﬁﬁ&ﬂ*@@ﬂﬁﬁfWW@ﬁ%?%%ﬁW
LAMBDA-Y (index [ §¢)
ETA 1
CH  0.05512 )
ST -0.19974 GAMMA [V (7556 )
El  -0.02736 Tl 2 T3 T4
E2 -0.02629 ememeeee e il -
E3  0.06350 ETA 1 -0.24679 -0.36438  -0.67902 -0.23208
B4 -0.07909
ES  0.07443
CORRELATION MATRIX OF ETA AND KSI (%ﬁﬁ%ﬁfg?ﬁ
ETA 1 Tl T2 T3 T4
ETA 1 1.00000
TI  [0.40542 | 1.00000
T2 -0.59982 | 0.15190  1.00000
T3 |-0.83823 | 0.11670  0.21880  1.00000
T4 |-0.48348 | 0.10360  0.21280  0.21840  1.00000
CH ST El E2 E3 E4 ES
o099
ST 0.16951 0.96010
El 0.42211 0.09784 0.99925 THETA-EPS (&)
E2 0.47635 0.07055 0.63638 0.99931
E3 0.34930 0.08178 0.62514 0.61847 0.99597
E4 0.22256 0.10730 0.36284 0.42462 0.41302 0.99375
ES 0.40700 0.05247 0.54524 0.57566 0.54837 0.34019  0.99446
REGRESSION MATRIX ETA ON X (STANDARDIZED) ( “[/#{7e)
T1 T2 T3 T4
ETA 1 -0.24679 -0.36438 -0.67902  -0.23208
% 7 CH~ES index [FH/™ T1~T4 I Al (78 808 1= H & (97—

CEEALED

LAMBDA-Y ( index {if §/)

CH
ST

El

E2

E3

E4

ES

1.00000
-3.62404

(2.93756)

-1.23369
-0.49633

(0.96928)

-0.51206
-0.47700

(0.97414)

-0.48967
1.15217

(0.92476)

1.24591

-1.43491
(1.44251)

-0.99473
1.35046

(0.98360)

1.37298

SQUARED
ST

0.00304

0.03990

GAMMA (8 (8
Tl T2

T3 T4

ETA 1 -0.01360 -0.02008 -0.03742  -0.01279
(0.01289) (0.01698) (0.02878) (0.01256)
-1.05542" -1.18250° -1.30017  -1.01838

MULTIPLE CORRELATIONS FOR Y - VARIABLES
El E2 E3 E4

0.00075  0.00069 0.00625  0.00554

0.00403
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Hiske 7 flipr 5
(1)index {7 §yis+ F B¢ ¥ o
(2)Y Ao o e Ag Y p AR R Bk A R R
(3)F1 A (7 B ja: 3.0086 » =Bl == % 2 I Berfif - 5 o

=RV F 3 RN 2 I > gamma (PA#FEEY) > lambda Y
(index [F8r) = theta-eps (&3 ) [F‘[;:[f IR BRI
B - [ s P - T‘E‘Eﬁl’%ﬁﬁmﬁl(phi) 2] XRE e A R A
B Y R R R AR B R 8

\

# 8 Xi= Y,{'Hfﬁ »Flﬁﬁrﬁ‘jﬂ T R
CH ST El E2 E3 E4 ES
@ Lowoo T T e
(0.05857)
17.07337
ST 0.15850 1.00000 PHI

(0.04193)  (0.05857)
3.77986  17.07337

El 0.42060  0.10330 1.00000
(0.04493) (0.04164) (0.05857)
9.36123 2.48102  17.07337

E2 0.47480  0.07580  0.63710 1.00000
(0.04585) (0.04153) (0.04911) (0.05857)
10.35619 1.82499  12.97374  17.07337

E3 0.35280  0.06910  0.62340 0.61680 1.00000
(O 04392) (0.04151) (0.04880) (0.04866) (0.05857)
8.03321 1.66448 12.77345 12.67563  17.07337

E4  0.21820  0.12310  0.36500  0.42670  0.40800 1.00000
(0.04239) (0.04173) (0.04409) (0 04503) (0.04473) (0.05857)
5.14741 2.95003 8.27883 9.47621 9.12134  17.07337

E5  0.41110  0.03760  0.54320  0.57370  0.55310  0.33430 1.00000
(0.04478) (0.04145) (0.04713) (0.04775) (0.04733) (0.04367) (0.05857)
9.18066  _0.90723  11.52519 12.01531  11.68637 7.65536  17.07337

T1 T2 T3 T4
T1 1.00000
(0.05857)
17.07337
T2 0.15190 1.00000 PHI
(0.04189) (0.05857)
3.62609  17.07337

T3 0.11670  0.21880 1.00000
(0.04170) (0. 04240) (0.05857)
2.798717 16092 17.07337

T4 0.10360  0.21280  0.21840 1.00000
(0.04164)  (0.04234) (0.04239) (0.05857)
2.48815 5.02561 5.15192  17.07337

e Fe 8 e AR S E = IR 5T G ARRE R BV ﬁlJ?ﬁ

DI RRARTERL - BYS GIEE e AT 196 P AR £ B 0
[ORE T2 o P A 8l E = TR (A RCRL A R A R A ST =
E2 - E3 > ES VAR - 0 R [ R LV AR -
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AR A 4R 6 VAR o R ISl XGE R YA AR
9y~ (W IR (p o )PV AR BB ~ A AR B R index (R 7 - H B
iR E = e 2 1 By W A BIRECETN V RRTRLAR L
LV LISREL #rErtH IV y ]jg’[iéf By 15.526 ¢ }J.I’['E‘P (RN = I = e
0 N = WELE E XGRS YA AR o T (I A B AT PpJ r‘Eu’F‘[
EY I
(MAXENEtEEEATFIEE  YHANOEZEARE
gH (F-EARSE)
TR 4 0= 0 F—ﬁ%n 1V oafr=tsusy » HEHR SV X
F A YE [ VA T E-.04274 = -04162??91&4@'«“‘ & index [FEf 1.0
1.19262 [V Brfifi » SR =5 fif [ =1 21> =0 4 [F‘[;,f Xﬂti'Q & ZFl T DY
S AR VoS e R E o f/['% 9 e

T

g4

F0 XAURCET EY -~ BV (Al B CR L PR G e A AR R
LAMBDA-Y (index i)
ETA 1 ETA 2

T1 0.11156 0.11717
T2 0.16507  -0.04020
T3 0.23068  -0.01765
T4 0.13305  -0.00986

GAMMA. (it (78

ETA 1 -0.38310 0.73116 0.34366 0.41187  -0.54068 0.32511 -0.37306
ETA 2 -0.17306  -0.46159  -0.28088 1.06023  -0.72210  -0.06363 -0.29087

CORRELATION MATRIX OF ETA AND KSI (i (8t

ETA 1 ETA 2 CH ST El E2
ETA 1 1.00000
ETA 2 0.00002 1.00000
CH 1-0.20029 | -0.24918 1.00000
ST 1 0.72579 | -0.50633 0.15850 1.00000
El 0.09942 | -0.35726 0.42060 0.10330 1.00000
E2 0.09555 0.12471 0.47480 0.07580 0.63710 1.000
E3  1-0.23073 | -0.52305 0.35280 0.06910 0.62340 0.61680 (%)
E4 0.28739 | -0.20019 0.21820 0.12310 0.36500 0.42670  «eeee
ES  |-0.27046 | -0.34436 0.41110 0.03760 0.54320 0.57370

Fige 9 (g™ pugip]
(Dindex (7 845 0 YA R ¥ 57~ (W22 57 [ 4 BIA80p (p 2 p
) Fpvindex{# By (A o BV FECE -f1 W A 2 VAHE B
HI5S VO RTER S (U 2 8511710 [y 9 #5.1171)
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(2) PR B - XA W g S o VR R A 2 VA
E NG ol e L A . A L e
(3)adi A B = WO A (7 LI 7 etal, eta2 Zpl IR AR CE DA
TJ = ) [/ﬁlﬁrgr‘g% 77 pl— % Pfj'iﬁ2% ) ?{I/J_—Flli‘rgﬁl?
VRS
(HFEE 7 Eﬁﬂ Yy
E o index [ o= Up A (R B 5 [ AN BIRR R RO B Y
B o A I 10

5y

J

# 10 T1~T4 V index [FErZ CH~ES5 [V il FHrEE# 1t B (
T B RS )

77

LAMBDA-Y (index f8f)
ETA 1 ETA 2

Tl 1.00000 1.00000

T2 1.47963  -0.34308
(0.38407) SQUARED MULTIPLE CORRELATIONS FOR Y - VARIABLES
-0.89327 Tl T2 T3 T4
T3 2.06769  -0.15060  aeeeeeee meeeiee eeeeieeo oo
(0.35288) 0.02617 0.02886 0.05352 0.01780
-0.42679
T4 1.19262  -0.08418
(0.35423)
-0.23763

GAMMA (i8R

ETA 1  -0.04274 0.08157 0.03834 0.04595  -0.06032 0.03627 -0.04162

ETA 2 -0.02028 -0.05408 -0.03291 0.12422  -0.08460 -0.00746 -0.03408
(0.04284) (0.03798) (0.05253) (0.05821) (0.05347) (0.04127) (0.04835)
-0.47332 -1.42394  -0.62644 2.13392  -1.58217 -0.18062 -0.70489

iz 10> | 4:
(Dindex by s etal = I Brfif & L =1l il (BLF5)
o ER BRI = e @H THS1.96 A A E
(2)VRE 7 B etal VARSH G i =UALY a © i (BL3 S) >l eta2 4
%] 5 By, ]’F‘I—h;@ > [IEE E2 I/ t ffl(2.13392) %" 1.96 » 3£.05 VB
7T< 135 o

(3) 1 A 7 B - R D R FTJ ¢ (SMO) [t I ATEE I
fH.03159 [Pl E7FF 2 2 7 jﬁ[ V= R F 50277 22,0039 A

1 eta?2

%

1
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BaE o AR R R A B CCA Bl Y BUA P[] (cumulative
proportion) °
(A)AYHRANEESELARUESE K XEANELEZELSYE
PR (F-ERAEBHE )
P53 HT 0 A T VA AR EE S index [ 1.0 = 1.35046 =
1 (7 §-0.01360 = -0.01279 1 G fifi (1% =1 1> B 1) i 51 Y &2 A i i
Y A B B P R R A HAR IR T

F UL Y AR oY~ Y [l Al BTRR RV N (RS A BT R

LAMBDA-Y (index {75

ETA 1 ETA 2
CH  0.05511 0.03308 GAMMA (o[t (256
ST -0.19972 0.06722 Tl T2 T3 T4

El  -0.02735  0.04742  ececeesemeeeeesaeieoseoooos
E2 -0.02629 -0.01655 ETA 1  -0.24679 -0.36437 -0.67902  -0.23209
E3  0.06349  0.06943 ETA 2 -0.96696  0.40628  0.14483  0.05660
E4 -0.07908  0.02658
ES  0.07462  0.04571

CORRELATION MATRIX OF ETA AND KSI (%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%@)
ETA 1 ETA 2 Tl T2 T3 T4

ETA 1 1.00000

ETA 2 000043 | 1.00000
TI  -0.40542 | -0:88249 | 1.00000
T2 0:59982 | 0:30313| 0115190  1.00000
T3 0:83823 | 0.13324| 0111670  0:21880  1.00000
T4 0048349 | 0.07451] 0110360  0.21280 021840  1.00000
THETA-EPS (%)

CH ST El E2 E3 E4 ES

099587

ST 0.16729 0.95558

El 0.42054 0.09465 0.99700

E2 0.47690 0.07166 0.63717 0.99904

E3 0.34700 0.07712 0.62185 0.61962  0.99115

E4 0.22168 0.10552 0.36158 0.42506  0.41118  0.99304

ES 0.40548 0.04939 0.54306 0.57641  0.54519  0.33897 0.99235

REGRESSION MATRIX ETA ON X (STANDARDIZED) (jif#{ge)

ETA 1 -0.24679  -0.36437 -0.67902  -0.23209
ETA 2 -0.9669%6 0.40628 0.14483 0.05660

Kill’ﬁfiﬁmjﬁm;
(Dindex (F 5 BRXAT R T 7 1% 5 2 =V index (T Hr » =% 2 Af %
J He A {ﬁJ B B DKV A
)t (8 ELYA AR o S g o VMR TR R 2 MR
AR > EdE b = i:![;l/f_—gj THEAR S
(G)adfib GREE - =2 2 APEVRBETEATNR > (e 1 5 2 BV TR
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B o
F W index (Y PR R ETE ST (A BRSO _FAOEE 1t Y R
B TR R 12 o

. 12 CH~E5 [V index [FE/= T1~T4 Vi (FHrEA® E 4 @& (57
[t AU ) A fi )

LAMBDA-Y (index [
ETA 1 ETA 2
CH  1.00000  1.00000
ST -3.62404  2.03214
(2.62285)
0.77478 GAMMA (9 (5761)
El  -0.49633  1.43363 Tl T2 T3 T4
(1.69748)  emmeceecmeceecmeeiin e
0.84457 ETA 1 -0.01360 -0.02008 -0.03742 -0.01279
E2  -0.47700  -0.50042 ETA 2 -0.03199  0.01344  0.00479  0.00187
(1.64480) (0.04010) (0.01948) (0.01216) (0.01090)
-0.30424 -0.79772°  0.68976  0.39397  0.17177
E3  1.15217  2.09885
(2.47945)
0.84650
E4  -1.43491  0.80344
(1.41638)
0.56725
ES  1.35406  1.38188

(1.66737)
0.828717

SQUARED MULTIPLE CORRELATIONS FOR Y - VARIABLES
CH ST El E2 E3 E4 ES

0.00413 0.04442 0.00300 0.00096 0.00885 0.00696  0.00765

S 120 k= TRl

(lindex [y @ fl1 eta2 EIF?ﬁ’iﬂ t fli 5T AT 1,96 ’}ﬁfindex [ Blots

=8 I At

Q)R Y7 [ eta2 RSN AT ¢ fE P AT 1.96 0 SR (7 Bt of
B e -

(3)%'3‘1 e [ g’“fﬁ;‘/?ﬁﬁ'ﬁﬁ FEEET VAR = 10109 -
AMEyH 2V BF Hi o = B B (0086 +.0022) T CCA 3
W’%ﬁ%%JFMO

(R)VERXRDHERZBERE

(1)fE CCA ‘ﬁﬁﬁ} N AT R 25 e BT Al F’JWFTJ] TE(.2752)F
B YR 8 & ﬁ“%l BT T EL.0758 0 & M 10% I B B 0 FI
B o iy =i ao”Hr RV EEE YT 'ﬁq['F'JTE‘FTJI "R R 1327
S Bl Rl o AR e - W Fr o AR U A
?Jﬁ'%f&l’ﬁ’f%fﬁﬂﬂ’?#%” RV F R CCA = SEM EH%I » ST
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= M A BIAR R G R T e I

) 5 =R T Ay A B 0 R S [l T2~ T4V index
(RRr B MRt .05 VEEE RYE L CH~ES Vi (g B
WY R > ST E3 .05 VEEE Y (il 4 1.96) 5 & 7 (1>
ST~ES 1 index [ §rt9 4 ERTF A3 T1~ T4 I pfie (7 5o #4594
B T

(3)iiEA 10 =R 12 V372 {4 B @ ppm % 10 [l T2~ T4 V index
EErEs BT o Ty B2 U B (t=2.13392) .05 B e o ke
12 fl1 > ST~ES5 [V index {# = T1~T4 I it (FHris 7 BF -

(OFVE T > PO U ST (A BTARE (7 R 05 BT 48R 0 pUA
MR s E‘ai AR UNE L f“‘ﬁa‘f— [ERUNNEE RN TE[FTJ%EWFH
?rl’qti;'/?v@ Ml 1024 120 T3 0 fER 10 R 12 i 77

ZHEL Vﬁ*érlﬁlﬁr@*ﬂ% =% TR

(S)E“j:SEMg[ 77 AL FMLISRELY PYo% 55 7 (A N B AT 4 4 = & 12) >
FOEHIE S S Y s R S [F%EI[SEMWM;@ 5T
[ Al 27 A V2 B A XGRS YA R Y- B
=Mt A BRI AR R R A (B index T B TS (R A
P > 2 X R TSR YRR IR BT T 2R TP A B A [/?,F,x_,eg};r
lﬁﬁliﬁﬂflﬂlﬂ o @R R AL YA RS g FRY g

P AFPE P DT AR SRR o 2O VAR R

SJXRE A e YRS AR v 2y P A BRI - (o a) PR R
fig B index B > [ if 8% 2 2288 3

(6)NfF 6 2 5 I 6 3 fl1 &0 5 il 7 B ~ A (7 B index (78 o 57
(7B index f%ﬁ%‘r%l% [ VgL Y i A BART R £ R
THH AR AT R

()@ H A CCA=Z SEM I KV oj fradi il (B~ gl (fLA 13) (5%
i 22 Mg 3) o F oY BB I f1 AR iﬁfy'] SEM [
ﬁﬁ:iEJ “R k" gl i (reflecting)(Dawson, 1998) o JRIF=Z K 55 7
BRI A =

EAN
T



# 13 CCA ¥ SEM Jj #75h i

HBRESNEEBFEERXBRIRRE 251

B i

Iy fEdr BIARR R | BV T i A B A CE 5y = W AU B AR | BT P A T A
Bk 3’*{77}% index | "I fi ﬁ‘%ﬁ index | A %"eﬂﬁ index | Ui fi %%ﬁ index
FEee | 8 | 8y | e | R | R | R | R | e | 8| e | B
Af! ! Af! il Af! Af! ! A Af! ! Af! !
Il IFil &~ &~ &~ Il [ [ Il IFil Il IFil
T1~ T4 i i i il i i i i i i i i
&~ &~ [ IFil [ &~ Il Il [ IFil [ IFil

S R AR H G FET R
o FE SEMY [l B AT Ff’fsi [ BB 1% Y R o Ao B A B Fffd

[FHET 4 (RPe) | (i % [l SEMf > Bagozzi¥ ™" 1981 & f5LfH " 1 =4
PR =[] EJFTJ[ FLR%c=A y[(yy)'/N] Ay=r -y Ry, r .y (Ayi-a@
SEMF1 I lambda- Y ; y b YAE A8 Ry ¥ 55 Byt 5 1) CCAH Iy -k
XAL A 2 Y AL A e VARV T BRI + Ry 43 YA %‘EWM’E'TM’ Pl
B ) o

SEM RL#: [ e 181 28 4 2 4 =¥ (nested-model testing approach) s A%

ﬁ (R A%EJI SR PR R T A ?Eﬁﬂﬁjﬂﬁl?c (unrestricted
model)=® ﬂﬂﬁ‘ﬂﬁi?“ (restricted model) ( ﬁ% JLIL VBT o fpsf s i
AoV EE W6 R D

/’@?\1\ N
e s
=
\;?'(/ ? @
e B S
( /\‘, ‘.‘/.:)‘/\/
= BN
I SN 1'.,:’/
q‘%\' 6 SEM A 57 il fﬂﬁ']@ﬁ e T N ﬁ%\[? (ZVE! Fan, 1997,
P. 75)
“x” A Eﬂﬁiﬁr”@ﬂtﬁﬂéﬁiﬂﬁiﬁf Y SRS AT W TS
it Al B A F BV index (i B XA ?@fﬁ o 5y AT WA B CH B

R T 2T A T FRIEIRLEE ) i R = e T0T e i )
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ML= Py iy 0 V= iy

it 6 Fm WURSFEY 2 [ A0 R ffE'l}J A B TR 1 P e g ot
#oy— i *"JTE'%%JI’%EJWE%ET% ER AU NS KNS IR EcE Sy RINE
FANE o 2 AR A 7‘& noed [Fgre I 5T- IW"F'VFE”%I« i
[ & 1 B T LIS (X —45.9177)%@!5[5,%%@,“(% —.0023)
T Cfl U B (x 2diff=45.9154) > B Y (p<.01) > [l 5T~ {4 B
ﬁ'?fdfﬁ‘:é’rﬂ@%ﬁ@ P BT S B E [’[ﬁ{il'ﬁfﬁrﬁ'r—ﬁ%f%@?%%‘l@df’fﬁ%@*ﬁﬁi
% o

AP P A ﬁjﬁ'?f& [FEr # CCA == SEM I 8 1% A 5
WAIHEH 14 -

# 14 [l1 > CCA™ SEMpYS#H ! fL— 5= » %E CPUE BT A B
%’EJI'%T':E‘(T%-OI VR R o R PR P frE‘Tw B o3 Wl
£5,.2752 > 1327 .0859 =2 .0379 » 37— il (FErE -~ o Elr]jag (A R
14V CCARH N > H Ffifi - fL (A 0896 - SEMPE @B 0y 2l = B (x
2Aiff)7# LY o K2 Fan(1997). 74 (11 > CCA™ SEMP g L=
fﬁﬂﬁ A 4"F'J$E‘Tsl« gk d - fu’ﬁﬂ T CCAL 377 i
Gl ngﬁIFTJ FHrD A HUFf RS 2.41(p=.0482) 3£.05 IV EIF ¥ [
T SEME; gt 8 0 5 0 By 2diff (df=6)=8.62 (p=.20) > F 3£ .05 &%
o FISEM (HERRLAY ) S RL PR o

14 CCAZ® SEM i PM A BT A Rl 7 BRI 46 <L

CCA SEM
Hy @ M f[ﬁ‘i['i?Jﬁ'%%l'h‘rE}\'f 7R 0 Ho @ 37— fdr *‘J’FE'FTJI. ki oo
F(28,2067)=2.1898, P<.01 ¥ 2diff (df=11)=45.9154, p<.01
Hot BV« 5 o W B4R B I 608 0 Ho : - CEEETS
F(18,1624)=.8528, P>.05 x 2diff (df=11)=10.3660, p>.05
Ho: 57= ~ YR J’r?'ﬁjsdllgrﬁr Ho: 572 l'[ﬁ'i['f{JTE'%%f{’:Eﬁfmo
F(10,1150)=.5094, P>.05 x 2diff (df=11)=4.3199, p>.05
Ho @ 379 it 4 f{J’FE'%% [ By 0 H, : 57[” flet A *"J’FE'FTJ [ 8 0

F(4,576)=.2071, P>.05

x diff (df=11)=.8425, p>.05
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X 15 5B

AT AR 53 AT AR ) R LS I G R R SRR A R )
PR B> BV R 50 A 2 L A B A
E%J;’}T’?iﬁiwﬁﬁ f;,fﬁj*gﬂ'(SAS) VEE S IvH F"[ B CUp
(i B ﬁfﬁf[ "B~ index FEER  Ei A R~ AU BUARA BF BRItV 48
EFLT) o ARG AL AL P R BR A B A
AR l/[ Rt o PR s - WO VO RS index [FBEEEE 1T D
CACES Y N CREE S N ek ] AR IS TURE S
TR 53 FTRLAT AR ) AR AL o - T 1

vk | - SERDEBEZREEEE

CH ST El E2 E3 E4 E5 T1 T2 T3 T4
ﬁﬂﬁi -.5730  .5780 -.5483 -.7537 -.4540 -.9344 -.3503 .0061 .2480 .1672 .3646
mERE 5750 -.4250 1264 .4481 1260 .8647 -.2171 -.2952 -.3876 -.4551 .1640
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fyix 2 X A& IR ENES

T1
T2
T3
T4

ETA 1
ETA 2
ETA 3
ETA 4

ETA 1
ETA 2
ETA 3
ETA 4
CH
ST
El
E2
E3
E4
E5

T1
T2
T3
T4

ETA 1
ETA 2
ETA 3
ETA 4

ER G BIREN

LAMBDA-Y (index (8¢
ETAl  ETA2  ETA3

0.11156 0.11716  0.01985
0.16507  -0.04020  0.06144
0.23068  -0.01764  -0.04295
0.13305 -0.00986  0.00811

GAMMA (A (FER))
CH ST El

-0.38310  0.73116  0.34366
-0.17309  -0.46158  -0.28089
0.67795 0.25939  -0.82855
0.30426 0.32007  -0.34191

0.00001
-0.00703
-0.00635

0.03316

0.41187
1.06023
0.04432
0.67335

-0.54068
-0.72207
-0.42258

0.58555

g 7 18

B8 2 IR

~

CORRELATION MATRIX OF ETA AND KSI (i (78t

ETA 1 ETA 2 ETA 3 ETA 4
1.00000
0.00002 1.00000
0.00001 0.00022 1.00000
0.00014 0.00007 0.00006 1.00000
-0.20029  -0.24922 0.50283 0.34939
0.72579  -0.50633 0.30302 0.31197
0.09942  -0.35728  -0.39018 0.04311
0.09555 0.12469  -0.01121 0.35260
-0.23073  -0.52305 -0.27806 0.30962
0.28739  -0.20023 0.12536  -0.42257
-0.27046  -0.34438 0.21793  -0.13573
THETA-EPS ()
Tl T2 T3 T4
0.97343
0.13696 0.96731
0.09387 0.18260 0.94459
0.08982 0.19018 0.18810 0.98103

REGRESSION MATRIX ETA ON X (STANDARDIZED) ([ift&{7E¢)

-0.38310  0.73116  0.34366
-0.17309  -0.46158  -0.28089
0.67795 0.25939  -0.82855
0.30426 0.32007  -0.34191

0.41187
1.06023
0.04432
0.67335

CH

1.00000
0.15850
0.42060
0.47480
0.35280
0.21820
0.41110

-0.54068
-0.72207
-0.42258

0.58555

E4 ES
0.32511 -0.37306
-0.06367 -0.29088
0.23068  0.51073
-0.74670 -0.54767
ST
1.00000
0.10330
0.07580
0.06910
0.12310  (I%%
0.03760 -
e
E4 E5
0.32511 -0.37306
-0.06367 -0.29088
0.23068  0.51073
-0.74670 -0.54767
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fysx 3. Y #HEIRANEREIE FAIIRERE

CH
ST

E2
E3
E4
E5

ETA 1
ETA 2
ETA 3
ETA 4

ETA 1
ETA 2
ETA 3
ETA 4
Tl
T2
T3
T4

BRI B IREN

LAMBDA-Y (index [F8¢)
ETA 1 ETA2  ETA3  ETA4

0.05511 0.03308  0.04321 0.01328
-0.19972 0.06723 0.02604 0.01185
-0.02735 0.04743  -0.03350 0.00163
-0.02629  -0.01656  -0.00094 0.01339

0.06349 0.06943  -0.02387 0.01176
-0.07908  0.02658  0.01079  -0.01606

0.07462 0.04572  0.01875  -0.00516

GAMMA (A 7R
TI i) T3 T4

-0.24679  -0.36437  -0.67902  -0.23209
-0.96698  0.40626  0.14479 0.05653
0.18283 0.83267  -0.71441 0.05485
-0.07530  -0.32958  -0.31511 1.01245

CORRELATION MATRIX OF ETA AND KSI (;'@%1% [FE
ETA 1 ETA 2 ETA 3 ETA 4 Tl

1.00000
-0.00035 1.00000
-0.00124  -0.00004 1.00000

0.00284  -0.00006  -0.00001 1.00000

)

=

-0.40542  |-0.88252 | 0.23162 |-0.05724 1.00000

-0.59982 0.30308 | 0.71580 |-0.19451 0.15190 1.00000 (&
-0.83823 0.13318 {-0.49891 |-0.17489 0.11670 0.21880  eeeee-
-0.48349 0.07442 | 0.09495 0.86570 | 0.10360  0.21280
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The Relationship between Canonical
Correlation Analysis and Structural
Equation Modeling

Tsuey-Shing Fu*

Abstract

The purpose of this study was to explore the relationship between canonical
correlation analysis and structural equation modeling. Data were scores of eleven
scales from 584 4th and 6th grade students. The study described canonical correlation
analysis (CCA) in comparison with structural equation modeling (SEM) by analyzing
the same data set.

For canonical correlation analysis, the data contained seven x variables and four
y variables. Because the number of canonical function was mathematically limited by
the number of variables in the smaller set, the maximum number of canonical
function for the data was four. Among the four canonical functions, only the 1st
canonical function reached statistical significance. In addition, the analysis not only
provided raw and standardized canonical coefficients and redundancy coefficients,
but also provided structure coefficients and index coefficients.

Canonical correlation analysis could be represented as a multiple
indicator/multiple causes (MIMIC) model. Maximum-likelihood estimates of the
model parameters could be generated by the LISREL computer program. The
parameter estimates from SEM were the same as those from canonical correlation

analysis.

*Tsuey-Shing Fu: Associate Professor, Department of Education, National Kaohsiung
Normal University.
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Actually, the representation of CCA as a SEM seemed to be a little complex,
because several related models had to be analyzed, and some additional calculations
were needed to obtain all the results from CCA. In other words, CCA could be
considered as a special case of SEM. In sum, two advantages of the SEM approach to
CCA were: (1) significance testing of canonical weights and index coefficients were
possible; (2) significance testing for individual canonical correlation functions were

possible.

Key words: canonical correlation analysis, structural equation

modeling, MIMIC model.
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