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WRMRZE 5 Hr (Exploratory Factor Analysis,
EFA ), 20 B 2 )1 58 10— Fh 5 2L 10 43 A O vk
(Fabrigar, Wegener, MacCllum, & Strahan, 1999),
R RO I R A5 S8 1) W tH I,  EFA T2/
ORI AR RS TR W KD TR, X
FEMBERRATA AR . T2 U E LA [H] 1
AR BRAE A 5] (15 SR B I B 1 R R 2 M, i

B —/ N ia) @ (Kiers, 1997; Lorenzo-Seva, Kiers,

& ten Berge, 2002; van de Vijver & Leung, 1997). [l
Ub, PPN ER XS [R] 2R AT 2 IR R P R 4y
HrAF R AR 45 R AR VE R, VRO EN TR 555
[l B 7 S A e PR R g e ) . I H b i
¥ ( Target Rotation ), H#R & 5 i — 2 e ¥

(Procrustes Rotation) J& fif ¥ 124 ) B (1) —Fh 7%
Fbs g 2 5, %1 D3R 4k — S i &4 L
A F EAfE bR v] ik P, Bk, SRR RS
Hr— FUbR e — — S VAl 1 20 A ik, S PP A I
T REMK—F 23X (e.g. Lorenzo-Seva & ten
Berge, 2006; McCrae, Zonderman, Costa, Bond, &

Paunonen, 1996; Terracciano, 2003).
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AT AT R 20 AR S AT A0 AN, I RAT
MBI R LR, REAELED ST —%
MRS, bt TAhm b e T B (AL, £
BUE, 20060, WA DI EESCACTHEI TR, 7RI
BERGHL T, R GE A I — B R E I T ORI
Rz — o WAk, A8 IR I B S AEAN AR
BEEA F I N i R VRS R, bt s g
EUERXAS A T R R G BRI VR T,
KT ZHBWAEER R I EZ AN, R R
BTN _E F bR e LK Gk — PR SR bR ) o S
AAH 775 (van de Vijver & Leung, 1997; Aluja,
Garcia, Garcia, & Seisdedos, 2005),

2 Biriest

EFA " Ileie AR M, XLk 3L (R
5 U DA R ) 1 Y BB A5 R O HE ), X E R 4R
Y7 HIBWRFTIE. {BA I ZEIR SR A B S B L
Kim I SEIE IR R0 2l L, P fE 5 Zi it
T3, A4S SE BRI (K ) 28 G RS R BN 45 44,
H b e %l /& He o —®h 592 (Chan, Ho, Leung, Chan,
& Yung, 1999). TR rAfrHh, “ gt ” f “ i
R—EHE 7 JEEFE Wk H 1 (Kiers, 1997; Lorenzo-
Seva, et al., 2002). 1 —AA5XT H bR e il B kAT 42
MR (ten Berge, Gower, & Dijksterhuis, 2005) .
T ] AR 28 A R 5 0 T 11 I ) ) 2 45 A iy B 2l g
o HHEAT e, TN T 2R AN B IR S ) b
A, RSk faimsde & Cln kg, oG,
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2006 I i fi A 243 ) IEAS H AR BERE (1R A R XEF TR 2 AT RIS, A T Y

DA % 5 S [ 2% 5 32O BRI B 2 AT S 45K 1)
MW
2.1 RIBEA
ML, LA B B bR R M A
T, TR SO T R LI AR S5 R 7K Bt
T T HMHEE, BN X A—A kAT m IR 5Ek
FERE, RIN—ANEZRSFEARLE kN4 H BN
SE R m SRR S I T A R, R R —
ANTREEL B TR PR G5 M 1) 513K BE  (Lorenzo-Seva & ten
Berge, 2006). [Al—214% B 55— AU R I — AN
AR, AL ARV FRE I m AN, 153
TEGERE Yo 3500 X Wow ok BRRAERE, ¥ e AR
WER AR RE, T 1EAE HARIE R & FHR— A m AT m
IRIEAS IR 7 RE T, 145 ¥ UL X 24 B bRl 133
FERE Z CGERE Y R0 T AHFRMZ5 S . T w7 LU I R 4
1 s/ R A 2 $5 ROk 44K v 5. (Brokken, 1983),
R, A4S RS i R RE B R b A 2 22 1) 1 3Fe 1)k
B /INRJE R Fa (KRR R B MR S E BRREBE 1 3R
MK R 2R R A, WS4k %
AT, AAFBEANFEREES T B AR FEIER (ten Berge,
1977).

S =uY-2)(¥-2) (D
g(T)=trZX 2)
X X Xy,
XY= X Xy XNy,
X M2 7 K
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Ya Ve " Vim
by b 4
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4y 4yttt gy,
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TEAT H AR e MUAN A& I ERe 2 0, a1
& (ten Berge, 2006). X HLE K (172 M4 1 1EAL
ek, AT LAIE L BRI S (ten Berge, 2006) .
T A AT HARBERE e R AR W EERE Z HE
FRIHRE Y (NI EAT 2000, H N R SR AN KA
ORI AT AR AR () PR A 9K
Fo XH, FEFMHENRZ N TEES ARgi iR
2, AR HARERE il U ) — AR R H o
FR T IEAZ HARliess 24t AT RIAS e i 5 HoAh e i
J77% (e.g. Cramer, 1974; Bevels, 1978). I8 V£ £
ARG P B 2 AR AT ] B R — SR B H 1R
HHT e (Kiers, 1997; Lorenzo-Seva, et al., 2002),
2.2 FEFRRPRINH

H A e ol AEA 22 85 P 5 (Commandeur,
Kroonenberg, & Dunn, 2004; Christie, 1996; Andradea
& Goémez-Carracedoa, 2004 ) A1 fin L 17 25 7] 4341 (Fjell
& Walhovd, 2003) ST, 2B EL 27 ) B
N FZEH TR S0 B A — B Mg G . XL
W], A Mo aghig, sl g s Al S A i
ARLEAT S5 M (003G T AR ) B bR e I 53, T
ANE XGRS T PR . = YEik R H AR 2 44
F, WAE RSN T 458, 3R — R i
ARSI B AR . 8%, IEH LT 1L HArliE
L2 5L WS B AW R e =g =y 1T 732 O = (1 i
DK 222 5 Wi T 6 s (R 45 4 55 A 8 R 1) — S50 o
(Paunonen, 1997),

AR S W R A R R i ey
M PT 2 8a 75 1, BRI 28 4 AT i S i 22 b e 2
AT DA i S R 1 S 80 O ) 2 — I B ) ] R A7
HOE PR el R . X BT ER T H bR ik
AUHE LA —AN N R 5 () V0 R MBS TIE 75 HA TR R R
o BARITER, IR HERE 1 AR R B T LU R 2 e
L ATAERE, BT DU — e et S A RE
(Lorenzo-Seva & ten Berge, 2006), & AJ LL43 51 %}
ZMINER BRI Z A FERAT 0T, LIS J5UR
e T VR TR 23 B 5 (e A B 45 R (eg.
Aluja, et al., 2005), RELEEGEZMITEMG R TS
o

WA R, EREAABE AR 4
Ak LW ROV SR8, ARl et
g BB EM N HA R TR —2PE (van de
Vijver & Leung, 1997). 7034000, e r 45
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W22l NKs 454 Ce.g. Allik & McCrae, 2004; Cheung,
Cheung, Leung, Ward, & Leong, 2003; Lin & Church,
2004; McCrae, et al., 2005a, 2005b; McCrae, et al.,
1996; Yamagata, et al., 2006), ANUERk I NFEEF
AR, IAFENW. NS, BT LUERR )
#E#4 (e.g. Reddon, Brito, & Nicholls, 2003), A%
LS S5 B AL 45 I FIFABE 458 (Yamagata, et al.,
2006) 5. MHEARI S ARENG 2R 24, Lo
LA AN E S04, AR S, AN RS
54555 (e.g. Rossier, Quartier, Enescu, & Iselin, 2007;
McCrae, et al., 2005a), P25 1 5 A0 Lo

(e.g. Rossier, et al., 2007), 1E5 BEARFNIEREE AT
75 (e.g. Egger, De Mey, Derksen, & van der Staak,
2003; O’ Connor, 2002, £ % 22 5 H IIAN [F] 4% 73 B

(e.g. Savla, Davey, Costa, & Whitfield, 2007; 3% K,
ZHME, HKEDH, 2008) 4, W Ut B AR e T
] LA 2 B0 B S AR AN R R A 2 TR ) 45 R L
LG

TER A, EbRSE PR e R B — A
] o SR B SO R B o) 2 S A AR A
KTRAOES IR, I BFREERE e v
AN R, BIAE R —ANFE RS T LA R E AR R
HEZMARI AT, BARFRERT DU Hoh —A
FEREAR AT LR — NG A LR, R0 (van
de Vijver & Leung, 1997). JJ-Cr [P v LAk 5 T2
W, WATLR B ITA R T RAEAR 2 A 3L
FERE, 5 V] RE TR EEAE A AT AR AR A bR IEA LAY
BRANZ B 22 5 (van de Vijver & Leung,
1997) . — /ST R 47 1) B AR A 300 el 88 8 HIAE B
FRFERE o AR AT (RIS 380 2 P BEAE D AR R RE R 22
A (e.g. Jolijn Hendrik, et al., 2003 ).

B Tk B AR e N TR R VR 3R 40 A A5 2
SFERE, HARGE T2 b 71245 B0 ) SR Rt )
CLEEAT H AR e, Lbaniir kR 2= a0, £ 4EaR
M4 (van de Vijver & Leung, 1997).

2.3 FitIREMiERF

1t MaCrae 55 A\ 1996 45 () — i SC R M sk oAy
SAS/IML & il B AFEH T2 (McCrae, et al.,
1996). #£ van de Vijver fil Leung (1997) ZE K
W5 SCARBIE S I 0 A 5 — A SPSS 4t
WA T BT, IhAbEA M — 2L R T H
PRBERE G444, Ll Procrustes-PC F£/% . HITH
PN, RARZ0R— 8 1) B AR BRI R e S IR 5E

M LLIEB PR U 384T et RE VT SR e i 1)
R DL RRY L RRAR B PR AR AU R EE 1) 25 P A o

3 LEM—EUEBY TR IERR
PREZ M DRI 25 20 49 B 1R DR 38 AR R B st —

HEFEEFRERRR, il 7RISR
P B ) “ AR S5 K7 AL . T A A — B

(agreement), BEABIPE Csimilarity) . 55 [ ¥

(equivalence), J&4&PIA™ERZ AN B AU B A £l AR
3L S AR 2% (B @5 A AR AR R o S AL AT
il E BRI 2 )5 A5 5 B AR g R I — BOPERE R 2
MR e P TR gi by, — AN
W E g, DRI AR — NN E
I B = A

TR SRR PAL, A R g

#& Tucker %1 (Tucker’s Coefficient). AN[A|[)2%34
A4 (Abdi, 2007), AR 1948 4
Burt FRZ AR IEMIFHSE (unadjusted correlation),
1951 # Tucker v % A — (M R4 (congruence
coefficient, CC ), A W W ¥ 2 A % 1 R 4

(monotonicity coefficient); A7 ANFRZ A Lhiol %L

(proportionality coefficient, van de Vijver & Leung,
1997) 0 ASCRH —F R EBIEANRE . XA REEK
LT HOCEREL, DRI A A R A ] 2 B A AH O
FAH (Abdi, 2007), HUEVEEAM R RS —FE, 1
-1 F+1 2 0R], ARGEFIAE OC REHITHE LA R 2
LR — S R AL A (3D (BLE
RTEREHTI X Y PIANFERE 41D :

%xk,myk,m XY

Py = ' =
\/[Zx zj(zy Zj XX )Yy

km

X TR R R R S R EO U TR T A
MR LR, R AKX mAX (4.
WA TP H1 ) 2 () R A AR 5L [ BE, %)
A AR (B ) A A AT N R
AR, AR ANX (5. WMt
A T i 2 ) A AR 52 A o

Zxkyk (4)
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PREAN (5> & Leung, 1997).

Prery =

ey

M ETH =T E AR AT DHET H, XA FEFRX
TSRS R ) ez AU, TN T nikis S
J& (van de Vijver & Leung, 1997). M i 2 i) & £
PR SZAEIXAN A FE SR BEAR, WhAE BRI Bk gh
RMPUETEE: RS, WHERMA o,
A —BIEREON 1, WIS 90 5, Py
TIEA, WA—BERYC 0, WkiIesiiy 180 J&,
MAPETTIAMHR, —BHEREC-1. 515h, ML
M=K LE W, IEA BRI A S 3 B
HIR, TR AL (3) Mo T& AN Hix, BIH
P I W] LA i G I A HE A ) (1 — 3Pk, (AN R
FEAR R — B R B —E 2R,

BT 5 5 H AR e R AT i — B R e
Ah, AT HAl— LE 4R R AT LUK S AL Al 45 44— 3
M, A7 e A 2 AN R AR ORI AN — Btk
(van de Vijver & Leung, 1997), LG [A R %L
(Cidentity coefficient), ¥ JI1E & $ Cadditivity
coefficient) FZk 1 &%k (linearity coefficient) (van de
Vijver & Leung, 1997 "EATTH et i P 22 Bl A &%
T — 3R TR A XA A2 (60 B A (8).

o= zzxiyi (6)
inz +Zyi2
go 5o €
S, +s,
K
P (8
5.8,

N6 i RN AT AU S
BWARM () AL Q) s, KonPIHiFE
(KIS N AT B Z NV T3 22 s, RO FERE X R
IreBIbRHEZS s, FRoRAERE Y P AT B (AR v
.

F IR R o) T A is TN eikis ST, =
B RE I NERR, T2 R HON T PRl 2 M5 e
AU, AL RO T IE IS AU, TR
THRFISFUR . A2 B WFANAR 2 X DY AR
RE S AT K VEAL PSSR IOAR U, 2RSSR
K257 LUK, S5k — B T BEAF AR5 I, G 22
o R AR 22 5 LU SR K )AL (van de Vijver

SRS, T ORE Lk Y —
BAEFRPR AT SRS, X HE T RHARE > TR
A, DMESRHHERTH A2 — B RECE T AU
WA, EREA MRS, k56 F A0
R TR A ZHON B BE S AR CAbdi, 2007,
Bedeian, Armenakis, & Randolph, 1998). 4R 7 _L-i& JL
BRI HIFE 2 AT 2 HOR A, AREE I A I 77k
K€ (Abdi, 2007), HITIAGETH A AF X H (van
de Vijver & Leung, 1997) . {EE a] LA A 5L (1) 7 v
1K, B AE FH 245K 2P F9E (Broadbooks & Elmore,
1987) sAT Sl 4l AE 7% (Chan, et al, 1999) 2K
KB — AR AT, R AR X — 2 AR IR X R A
AR BUERAT IR . BRAR R A )
JINS S M S R AT, Bk
PSSR AR, LLIR B A%, A& AT DAE ] S ALl i o7
PERETE (Abdi, 2007). ol EIifAZe vk R
Tk SRZEA R TTARR], A ZEAH G2
TR 0 vtk e vT DL 9 5 /R i dok AL 2R, th
AL LK ICAR AN FRARL 0 A OC REALBE, SR AAE G
REWGE TR T EA TR . kA, FESERR NV
e, AT AR R TR i A R A — LB 22 46 v ) >
HIWrAHIPEFRE (MacCallum, Widaman, Zhang, &
Hong, 1999). X T —HIE &% (CC) MLLbrt,
HILMA R e, bl 0.95 7 ASS5 i —2
PEAR L (b, MIET 0.90 51 0.85 WIAE A B 44544
AEAEANTT 20088 A —E W bR HE Ce.g. Chan, et al, 1999;
van de Vijver & Leung, 1997). X1 &t &% L
LRI ARE R/ 3 R SUR RIS 3 B 2 A Z A 1 — 3L
PEREGEF] 0.85 B, PIANSSHIA AL, T4 —3
PEIE R 0.95 BF, LI P AN 450 mT 400k 35 55

(Lorenzo-Seva & ten Berge, 2006). IXFEIRFFTSE
FET ZIFREBOE A B

FRubz A, BB (1) A (2) T g R
DL E— S i iebs, (HEB DN

I S5 H — B MR SR AR N T 40 2 e A R AR B
&, TRAEJAEN Y, NMEENMERREEZ K,
B A LR A S P R T, R R %=
SR T (van de Vijver & Leung, 1997), IXAEA B
IRAMEARTIE AL . L TH H AR e R B it
A RER AT AN b Bl — S FR AR R T
4 FKIERIFEET

LLAC T RN h2e AR 5 A 2o B AR R
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S s b . BEAR. WP 2771 4, Hh R
1295, 27 1476, 455 14 A W AR sk AR 1 ok

(G AR R T R B

* 1 FREMERDITHN—HES

TH AR A% NA

12 LR IUER 5 BB A (LRI T
13 S, RS ML T IS E

15 W HELe B B OGN 2:40e
17 &3 {H%&

110 B E O L

113 BAFAASTI AL

116 S35 40 A iy o

BG40 PA
11 AL

14 B4R

16 o S =R SR ) PR BN

18 3% i S5t IR 51 R M

19 D51 A e iyt i e S S SRR 3 vy %
11 B A il iz 30 N i i 31 B 5
112 J& PR SR

TP PEIREAR LS A i REA A T IR R PR N 2 7 A

1A 2 B U 2 BT

R 2 SMHIURSBEENERSDTER

L RE] WA AR A
A PA NA LI NA PA LR NA PA LR
12 -0.071 0.659 0.439 0.667 -0.148 0.467 0.664 -0.113 0.454
3 0.071 0.502 0.257 0.546 0.098 0.307 0.527 0.084 0.285
15 0.085 0.579 0.342 0.552 0.065 0.309 0.565 0.072 0.325
17 -0.118 0.727 0.543 0.749 -0.137 0.579 0.739 -0.130 0.564
110 -0.118 0.774 0.612 0.794 -0.155 0.654 0.785 -0.138 0.635
113 -0.068 0.716 0.517 0.738 -0.053 0.548 0.726 -0.066 0.531
116 -0.121 0.717 0.529 0.713 -0.173 0.538 0.715 -0.151 0.534
1 0.628 -0.167 0.422 -0.314 0.550 0.401 -0.241 0.593 0.409
14 0.713 -0.158 0.533 -0.282 0.658 0.513 -0.217 0.689 0.522
16 0.538 0.160 0.316 0.174 0.575 0.361 0.169 0.552 0.333
18 0.705 -0.093 0.506 -0.129 0.713 0.526 -0.108 0.711 0.517
19 0.754 -0.024 0.569 0.023 0.757 0.574 0.006 0.754 0.569
111 0.679 0.176 0.492 0.154 0.680 0.486 0.166 0.677 0.486
112 0.751 -0.219 0.612 -0.339 0.723 0.637 -0.274 0.741 0.624
R HEAR 3.347 3.342 / 3.655 3.245 / 3.486 3.301 /
% 23.91% 47.78% / 26.11% 49.28% / 24.90% 48.48% /

T ERIIAT - EEE RIS 0.80 Bl ko AR M T E U B AR KMO KRB 45 2523500 0.876. 0.877,
0.881: IRILALG S5 RIYTE 0.001 /KF LW B e 7 do2 R, NG SmaEgEaRg, Lk MAP f%. L
BRI SRR . YR AEAR DL T ZE R R e 40 Varimax with Kaiser Normalization gk 2 G5 9. %R Bl J7 ZRE%.
BATHREAE, WG o W R I 5 AR L AR AR I A R S R IR R A ARG 22 RPN 8, IR AT 43 730 x 55 24

M ERR AT bl o

I W A S RS R K SR F): AR A
KA BT B AR AL SRR
873 R SRR (102 S s KT T M A S e £
REIAZSE, S0 IR AR — AN e AR AR S AR 122
S NIRRT B A TR P AR 1) A2 S s MR MO
FriOR S T Rl 38 AT DR HAb ) 204 07 72

PCan A, BORIUSRIE, &5 FAt g de ik,
R ACTe e, SRR TSR AL G B I IR R A
R — bk R 8, RS R B N S TR bR

A7 LA B REAAS 2 0 S B 0 F AR, 55
PE R SRR AN L 2 R 7R A 203 L e Dy H st
ITHER I — B R . LR T A AR R i i
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WRIEF R, Hbslhiehe SRR A5 — 80k -1099-

WK A RIS, 55 A S LA 2 2 B B D H A
Jigke, RIS A (M FE S AR Z T8 ) [

RURARR S REL, PRI 3,

&3 BinER MR — B RE

YA~ AR A A~ AR A P-4
A NA PA cc NA PA cc NA PA cC
2 0.664 -0.160 0.998 0.660 -0.065 0.998 0.661 -0.053 0.990
13 0.548 0.088 1.000 0.501 0.076 1.000 0.500 0.085 1.000
15 0.553 0.055 1.000 0.578 0.090 1.000 0.576 0.101 0.998
17 0.746 -0.151 1.000 0.728 -0.111 1.000 0.730 -0.098 0.999
110 0.791 -0.170 0.999 0.775 -0.111 1.000 0.777 -0.096 0.998
113 0.737 -0.067 1.000 0.717 -0.061 1.000 0.718 -0.048 1.000
116 0.710 -0.186 0.999 0.718 -0.114 0.999 0.720 -0.101 0.995
1 -0.304 0.556 0.994 -0.173 0.626 0.993 -0.185 0.623 0.974
14 -0.270 0.663 0.997 -0.165 0.712 0.997 -0.178 0.708 0.987
16 0.185 0.572 1.000 0.155 0.540 1.000 0.145 0.542 1.000
18 -0.116 0.715 1.000 -0.100 0.704 1.000 -0.113 0.702 1.000
19 0.037 0.756 0.999 -0.031 0.754 0.999 -0.045 0.753 0.996
11 0.167 0.677 1.000 0.170 0.681 1.000 0.157 0.684 1.000
112 -0.325 0.729 0.998 -0.226 0.749 0.998 -0.240 0.745 0.992
cc 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.998 0.999 0.998 0.994 0.995 0.998

TE: CC s —HMERE, L S el J5 10 55 25 20 28 G I 5 A AR AR 10 7B R 1 A AR X 3% DA RS S 1 — S R
B WEREE I I A E SRR SO R R A R AR B R B TS I AL (3D (4) A (5D,

M BT R BOTELE Y, g AN 2k
TSR AR SR AT P R DA R A R 11— BUPEAR i, A
XA BEUE N T R R 1) P A 2 R AE PSR AAR HR
HATBG SR — 2k, W mT UGG R R
A ERAEE P AN AR A (KD AP 7 A AU Ao SR R 22 57 o

5 BERE

VRN —FP s T E AR TR B IRR LR FE 5
1 — H ARl — — B Al R — P e SOk S A
RIS i AW 77 (van de Vijver & Leung,
1997)0 = AR — D AE, H— PRI G
B, TR AMRUE T .

ARG, BRR LR o s 22 2 ) &
B RIREI TR, K0T T 75 2 2
EAT— 58 AR, X ER T E ST IR R MR %
SIRTHEATIPAL, RO, B R
HRHE, FEFINERERE, 45 RIS AR .
TR 11 2 W 532 DA R 4 SR 5 S 1) 2 W0 4 T e — T
KRB, IXATRT RSN DRSS, A
T BORHK AR SORVE T REJS 1 BN i 4 . HAthyE
B SCHRPT S 45 (Fabrigar, et al., 1999;

YO, MO, FERETE, XIFiE, 2003),

RN FARRATIRR IR R 2 5, W
IGgs WM Z T, MFEHNRLGHE . KR
SR —BE R TR —ANENE, IRZ TR AN
Hg R HAD LR  — AN Al B AT S5 M TR,
RS A — S abr, TTRES AN St — SRR
B, RIAE O i 75 B0 S5 M HEAT — 8 M e
R HARBER o 1EAC H W8 e A2 AR R el i 4544
WESIARXT G R, LA AR K —308 His, 2
AL BRI B 2 AH DS, TR 22 1) —FP ). 7E bR
FEH s K ir) AR . IR BRI E, HARAE
BRI S, LA RE S R0 M R O

B2 )5, DAGE T B MSKITFN PIAN 451
H— B ARG 1Y), L Ak T AT EU 7V
LA 2 A A iR bR, b o R R — Sk
FHL ZIBFE NG IANFIBAL 60 248, MARAEHIRAT

(Lorenzo-Seva & ten Berge, 2006). —Z(PEFEFRH
WAL HG: FRbRIERE, FARRTHEL, FRESEUE R
PEAL, AR RIEE DL R AR S fe b r e X 45—
BRI MR o XL abn i H TR A SR
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M, A NP TR WEE. Thfex
SRR AR AR K

AT TT iR RESR A — R 2RI T
F gt =i N iia T i 2 4L etk N 5 o)
BT AEAR 22 3 B IAIE W — ol 20 R R s 45 A 45 )
755, ARSI AR R R 7 M — H bRl
= HE VAL B R R AT JUER R TR 1
FLJG AL B (AR A T AN B S 5 0 LA
P AT WLk I By S SR I RS B SO IE A, 2 Fh
ELAFHERE K HLARRS 22 5 A K i

SE R
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—— R PG A R AE o AR . O AR, 37,
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SUHE, R, BRETE, MEE. (2003). SRR RS HFT—
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Abstract: Applications of structure-oriented techniques to investigate cross-group or cross-situation factorial
agreement/similarity are common practices in psychological researches (e.g. cross-cultural research). Exploratory
factor analysis followed with target/Procrustes rotation and factorial agreement/similarity assessment is an approach
to accomplish this purpose. In this article, the brief principle of orthogonal Procrustes rotation is introduced, then,
the application in psychological researches is reviewed, and some related software and procedure are recommended.
After target rotation, factorial agreement can be measured by some indications like congruence coefficient, which
can be tested according to empirical sampling distribution or rule of thumb. The proposed analysis procedure for
assessing factorial agreement is illustrated with empirical data of positive affect and negative affect of male and
female adolescents. Finally, most of the important issues in the three stages of the procedure are summarized.

Key words: exploratory factor analysis; target rotation; factorial agreement



