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Gy F AR CEM) & ~HHHATF MR TR, AFEESEST P
AAMFLRGER B EMS AL ARRFRG LML, S CEERAL R
A427 SEM g9 & /R B AMA L A1 3 A2 VA Z AR B 4§ 3 S A4 3 gtk LI~
SREL, A3 ik SEMAwiit . QAR EERALLAEN, QE B~
SRR RARELS I, RALLAEL OREARS RENWLHEA,
@EYAAAHAER, SEM Binfl kB AR RO,

SR, s =, %itF ik, LISREL, s @ H 2

4k #75 F2 @ 1% (Structural Equation Modelling, PIF 5 # SEM) U, ¥k 5 “th 2
%5 ¥345 77 (Analysis of Covariance Structure)!?l, “pJE#t#E” (Causal Modelling) 81,
“eiME 458" (Linear Structural Equation)!) &, J2 —%hgr gy &5t J5 B R 0P 50 BB
HATFTATEREH, BRCL EERTLOEZE TS SR EYREESEIH X
T AR AR AL EREN 2 =k # R 2 — (Aiken, et al,1990) 14, A 3K FEIEB LAY
FHAh L8 SEM py IR R B 2 X SRR o I B RAE N A9 S B4 LISREL,

— MESRE

SEM B RJLME R ERE A RE, XILE—RKYY, DENESET K BEE
SMTEMEERERSHAESE R LT E (latent variable) pyiE&, B, £ K & F ey L
BEMASIE P, BEE LR HR MM a7 B R R0, X 2 2 B g R A
BERHEEMNPATRE, RN R ERAAETEERFERENENENLE, BEET
DIRRBEVMEZGIAR, BEMMERMORE, IMEANN GEAESIRGNR,
EADWER ST, Wright(1934) B R £ E 2P R rh IR B 724 #7 (path analysis), F%
EMNFRTRZANRR, EFBLFFER . MERFRTRLGEENTRANE, B
BETERNTES MR SMERZANRR. STERUR LT EERX=
2RO EREEER. MIERESNEREAKEE 4 SBr HF BRRANRSEGEES
&, Bl TR ERBERNEN M, X EHE TS5 K EEH Blalock, Duncan
0L B ERPH, BRI 2R — OB TR FRK Karl G Joreskog, 11 SEM 43}
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TWHEBEE BETESIHEEL T, AN ARACSKR ML RES T, BB EEMN
MBREREGEE, HAELER b, R EDH By LISREL ¢ (Linear Structure Re-
lation) 3, it 5 2 68 05 18 3R 0% #35 Al SEM 5 R Ab 8 & A Scbr ] L, X 2 SEM KB b
BB AR, LISREL BB A RS Z e SEM 84k, #5315 T —RIIE RS 410
W4, 40 EQS(Bentler,1989),COSAN (McDonald, 1985), TETRAD (Glymour,1988)®
%, LISREL %t g (Joreskog & Sorbom,1989)!"! ;& FZ & —> PRELISI® 52 1, % &
BHTOSAE, ARER TR HFEERBIENRAS S0 BiE, RAMRT LI-
SREL #yzht, BT LISREL p#enkibfr, A a2l LISREL AR EN 47 SEM gk 5
B,

ZEEEE

1. RS %R

1 25 & (observed variable) B4R AT LIME B L& , thR 15 R T E (in-
dicator), BTSN HE LRI, REEEEN , BT % VW R pyH 2o
AL B89 , B H R W AR FERg, B, —PAMHLSFRARETR, B EEN
W, RATTRLE LA BN . BF RN SR ERETRNEERE R,

E—ATRREN, ZHEEREWHTERYNELE (endogenous variable) , Bl
BER, iR ‘S’ AET RS T M XBEHRSEN T EETZ T RHNI
5% & (exogenous variable), B [ T & X B, AN E—RET BT LEHTH BEE
MEAAFEEERESFRAGER,

2 BEENEFENSEM N TR ER

FiBs 2Bl (path diagram)W] 1) 2 W% B SEM 4347 i B Al g9 B 2 % F SEM
PR E GRS —EE CHFSHR, XERAE LISREL g8 i 59 B2
B R EmEmE Ry 4R,

X SRR,y P R B, BTSRRI RN

E SN ERE R, n AR IRIE A &, 2 B S

S.e HBIERxBEMY TRONE RS, ZRALTN 1 wRHRE,

HAERENEEGLER—ATERAONE—PEE (RA) WEBEEW; HE
B RSk (B g 2 FR X AN B A B E N B, BUR A B R R AR LB Bk
FERTERESELE 3),

3 EMARERNRAER _

SEM B HMEARR, —HENANNEE SEEEY MWELER, Hylg
#17 (mearurement model); 5 —Ff R IR TR MAyEHXE R, By B BRI (struc-
ture model), THEHEENFERBMGERERER,

. . X=AxE+d (1)

omgnm: { - S
XY AR R (QX 1 (pX DR, E 0 R R (nx 1), (mx 1), Ax,
Ay 5@ x ), (px m) g EE AR, O, & AWM ERMWBIREZM (XD, (PX D
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HT&EMADBEZ BN EH Z0, BEMUER T EERERN&EAS, X
5—RegEESWEXBEC, B L, MEEATEERNEENBESZE (BER)
R, Wk AR IR R [ E 4 #7 (Confirmatory Factor Analysis,CFA), B F£4E 9
HERE E 4 (Exploratory Factor Analysis,EFA),

QFEMEAL n=Bn+TE+L  (3)

He,n. E HBAREBTENmX DARFIIMNEEEENXDAE,BAYNEBER
N ZEHEEREMAENREIERE(mxm), D ANFREEE EXNRFRETR n RS
BARHEMEmMX0), L FRERYREEZRB(mx1),L 51 Rk,

BANTTRERTHARERZENEENN, BEENTERBET RIRE Z B2 A
REBERRD, T EEN T ERB TINARERMANRBE B EBERAD, EIE,
BNAUEE— PN ERTRERATEEMEBEZEMEEZTEENLSEAE, CENE
BRERBERRFEAEME T BMEBEN I FEEEN BRI,

SEER AT EER, XAk LISREL (58, MORANEER, hEE & W E 8, ¢
—~ LISREL $RIpgsRAR, B B NS 808N, B LR B B. I Ax, Ay, JZ?ETIEI/‘E:

Q. IMNFERT BT MM, 250 N , ’/'\
FERSGMEERERRAMAR 00 J—F Y‘——\ng

URETE LWl REE, W 1
REBT RS OEERER (Al Ax Ay
BENRRERTRTEHTFRH O, T .
XERE R AR N AR RS Ly
BHEW, H S RFRERER N S TR
BT AR 2, -

@0, BB TEe.b 2 4 ¢
Eo < >

%t F LISREL #EIKH, T E v
*ﬂ%%{fﬁﬁﬂ@%%ﬁﬂ@ 1 [1]]5)?7‘,—-_\_o 1 LISREL &R E (kY Bentler,1988)

BEREFEREROBEN 0, TRUKS&F LISREL 4%, LISREL % -+ 5 5|
BT MATERR, TR . LR E R, 32 E 2T EIT R L) B2
SATCERTMER) W B £ 447 B L H ¥ MIMIC B 9\ F8 iR 47 (two-
waves model,simplex model) , MTMM SRR 317 B RERER £ R BUE ST ST,

=, SHUFEEENS TR
-2 35 Tl e
R G T, I 2454 SR EE. HEAS, BRADEOEEDES. &
AEUIE, ISR T RIS, W SEM HR &m0 BIER HHIIAR, #HEKE
TR I W SRR R RIS ME H o IR, S IRE, BE— X F—4%
BZAMEXR (BHRERER) WBR, bTFELSATHPST, H2ERBET
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TEEMENIREFAENELHWE AR SV EH.EES), AR h L%
BERETHRTR, ATHEBRTERERN. TELESIXRI, MEZSESMELEREERS
MIEmERETNE, SHEBNER,RE—ATNEEGREEME T I 438 T8 R
BT AR, XA AR T M RE S R UEIT SEM 43 ag SR, #0T SEM AR th T 245
¥, FRXATTT MR LA TR A £ 2 5N, EIRIEA T R A% 8 Bl e th
FEEES(ORBERE B S, T ERANEEE (SO S) wRERE, BRitfR
BETRIT IR MR R (S = ), MEERR X T RAEFEFHUNELENRER, BLE
RUPPIT AR D (0) BN %S FEAB G ZEMED, X = X(0), FOHREN WUEE
G REFRSHT G, 1 X R 1RE, WREDGRFNIEEE, BARET
B2ny; IR AR R DA B, MR R T LT, LR BERMHEE, U
ERGEFIF BB SRR, FHit, RIER SR GBI RA, R 5 AEEE ZEIERA,

FhE B, BIERAIFSHERBHTERRIBOFENINE, FREBALH, IEES
EFAGRGE Y, I EGEE, Anderson(1988)1" @I, E R BRELH I EF, %L
WA RER SRR, BRBTRAFERBMEERR, fim,E—MERBER
CFA T B EEEH, BES — bR EFA Biffgek, XAMBF AR LA
3L (cross—validation) _

SFM 5 -2 F 5 BL3% B 50 60 B 3047 E R S R MRy, R oRAG KR IE B SEM R
RS SRR T BB A ATIE R B, TR Frome R =E3it, MeeEet
RENL W EREERERNGEMR, HHh SEM 5| #ELE, Fﬁgi%ﬁéﬁﬂzm#%‘f&w
BRE, RGO ET AN RS BREHE IR, SEM B TRBE 5T, ER
FHREHE, ETH T SREARSATEY, B>, B R L TR R THTH SEM
SR EHIE, ‘

2. MREENERIAMN

7EF SEM ¥ Sl ny, B BB MITHIREE (specification), FETH AR EIERE
FRZAEEHEMERURREENZMBEXRNEHEY., FEGTOSERAH
¥, MRREREN S HEES A EHT, RFEERE“HE" R LISREL #5757
BRES, BESSREENTER, REMAENA—ARERNEELANTRE. LM
B Z2po iR (nested models), BT LA R B BB MSRE, W ELEWSEHH
M TR % 18 16 (Bentler, 19800, X BRI & — MERIAE B Ry “RHI” (identifi-
cation) 9|l FIRBIGSEE T ERAHT WA NE N, BrEMEEANRE, F\jﬁf
T BE IR B RS AR B R B S BIE TR SR T AT RIE R B, BRERERBIN—&
EARHNN: t<1/2p(p + 1),p H MM E B H,t BHENEREESENZE. 4
W, S 5 AMMER, IBA BRI T LR, St ST R R 8 BB EAR
£F 15 M 8 &4k, , ’

3. 8% . :

SRS — R BB, MRRA SR AT E S D (O RREE S, B G-2®)
REBREFE, sRETOREEEIERS, AEEIRRRAERN, REERTHE
YIBF Aae 3RS0 i%ﬁ@%%yLISREL%—E:W‘;%&T-'l:ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁfﬁs: ITEZFREEAV),
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1 # WEE. — RS TR B

PR 5/ i (TSLS) | sk A g /N EH 3 (ULS) \J X/ P 3 (GLS) | Bk Dl sk B
(ML) ,— i AB N 5 i (WLS) | 3 f & inius N E ik (DWLS) M, —fg R f IV
B TSLS $HEFF4A1E (starting values), SX/5 i ML 3 77 LISREL fi3t, &—Fh{itJy
BEE —MEDEIER S BIA 8, B E 5 R EE XA IE BE Y E X BB,
—f LISREL B3y 2 BB WIS 8RR M £ TEIE 25 40 0 B 2 AT M 36 2R 2 4tk T
e, ERLFRER, EEEERE LRBE A A ER, LISREL g5 5 it 5%5H#
I 52748 19 (robust) (Lomax,1989)[°1

4. BRBITH :

%t LISREL #7094 — Rt B2 f LISREL S tH 45 10 6 /5, B ER B THINE: 0%
Bl E S, MEEAR S BN AR, Pl EA A EREXRREAT 1, 3%
P FAEBIRIR G QW BB IE S, EL R EWRATE LR ANXRRTEE
S Z R AT SR 2 W B R A 1 RO, X — B S BT B g R4
VBRI Pz B (EH RS B L RB0 s OREIR Bk LIS, BRI 2 3 SR
BERTRI T TESHKE, ENEFE X R%. BIaRERE (GFD RENRIS®T
BEE (AGFD 3 5 &2 RMR) %&; @BRE SR MAEHEN TN, RBSH EHE
FARMUNRETHBERN, LISREL 4 g 2% EiHEN“ E7, RAFRIES
5%%m%tﬁk?z@<m®ﬁk$3Gknmnﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁmﬁ&ﬂﬁﬁ%%ﬁ
BB RZ, RPUHRANSRFREORBERRMPRES, THUER, T8 T
S AIEFE T IR LR B IE H5%k (MI) 2021

5. MEBESERIE

MESHR B PR AL TR L B, Bt S T B IS B R 1T /B 1E (modification),
TEREETE IS SR, B EBE B MBISE, XA X L3 SEM B A R MY
ThEE, HEIEIE LU AR R P A IR A SRR AT, I B R S L RS R
BITEZS. t E B IEEHS, EREENRES X SZREPE RE NI E R B,
BEARR /N T 3 B £ e TV S S 4 B R 0 SEBR R M2, X R BB AR B R B IE
B &M, RBCT B A B R A FHEN AR, AT HER G KER, —RER RS —
&I, BF BIEE BENERGTN, WRERBENESK, BEHENE, WK
BEWE, R5 W5 2182 XAESTR IR 197 19, DR I3 200 447 60 & B 4
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m, E#GERERNEA

TR — LGB SEM g 454775 A0 LISREL piE473 7, :
FE—WRTF LU HENOHR D, BNl TARR S TABERE ZHEETERR B
AEEmEE, ERHER? ATHRECAEN TR, MEIH#=ASZHRNER. Rt
PP PITREESHRANBE, OF, REBRLHITSENAR, B EWHE
B, RE TFANERRERTEERN BN BT R, BMERME S g NlER

WTERERERE 1,

Bagozzi(1980) [18]

&y W1 Ay $1 & Yo
Xz g, \ s ra1 72 A WE 1 —e2
Sz— Wl 2 bay THHEEE 1s Vs
Xz . ' e 2
&3 Wit 1 s 31 & 723 ”{321 Bz & €3
Xe a1, (RtES0EY A TR N ds V1
&—J3i 2 y ma (220,
32 &3
X5 1 €1
os— mm = AF
H8 LTHABEESIARRXANBEEEEXMITI,p.184)
B vV B IR Ve ViV ®
1 BagozzilEBHWMNTEMNIAXIERE. BESFEE (N=122)
b e yi y2 y3 xl  x2 x3 x4 x5 oL g RHE %
vl 1.000 720,86 209,06
¥2 .418 1,000 15,54 3.43
¥3 .394 627 1,000 18,46 2,31
x1 L1200 202,266 1,000 14,90 1.95
x2 .189  ,284  ,208  ,365 1,000 14,35 2,06
x3 544,281 324,201 ,161 1,000 19,57 2,16
x4 507 .225 314  .172 174 546 1.000 24,16 2,06
x5 -.357 -,156 -,038 -,199 —.277 - .204 - ,174 1,000 21,36 3.65
¥k E BF s LISREL g9 5 20155, B
pih=g:owidh ,
x1 1 0 0 *
x2 * 0 0 3 %
X=AxE+d x3 =101 0 £2 + | =
- x4 0 * 0 3 *
x5 0 0 1 1.998
y1 ) 10 . 0
Y= AYT] +e y2 = 0 1 (nz) + %
y¥3 0 * N k *

GEHRE, 7=Bn+TE+E
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Bbl AR, AR

Hi, QATHEMNERRDETESWNEEA FTHAEERAM, W TRAGE BIag R
B, 3R ERRER— MR ERNERATENR 1, HI&RITE Ax ey 41,42, A3 71 Ay
B A6.A7T T 15 @ W{EER 0.85, I O AT EERIS 0.15 % 3.65% = 1.998, H 1
3.65% & x5 I £,

X ARG LISREL 443X 4.

DA NI=8 NO=122

LA

Y-1 Y-2 Y-3 X~1 X~-2 X~3 X~4 X~5

KM FI=C,\TRY\EX, DAT

SD FI=C,\TRY\EX DAT

MO NY=3 NX=5 NE=2 NK=3 BE=FU PS=DI

FRLY32LX21LX42BE21BE1]2

FITE1 TD5GA 11GA 22GA 13

VA1LY11LY22LX11LX32LX53VA 1,998 TD 5

OU TV EF MI ' _
XTFXANGLSXBEHRE, X ETﬁﬁﬁﬂfﬁﬁ #HE WXHRL7] (184——187 . E2FH

x2 Bagozzi #BAYEE4 LISREL AR

‘ LAMBDA X(Ax) LAMBDA Y(Ay)
S £1 £2 £3 al 2
X-1 1.000 .000 000 Y-1 1.000 .000
X-2 1.138(3.4)  .000 .000 Y-2 .000 1,000
X-3 .000 1,000 . .000 Y-3  .000 .882(6.1)
X-4 .000 .866¢(6,3) 000
X-5 .000 .000 1,00 | (E: BIARLSHMUE)
GAMMA() ) BETA(B)
g1 g2 &3 nl n2
nl .000 1.111¢5,0)  ,000 1l .000 .220( ~1,4)
n2 1,057¢2,4)  ,000 .265(2,5) 12 " .816(3,9) 000
Y-1 Y-2 Y-3 X-1 X-2 'X-3 -X-4 X-5 -
WERPENEERYE — -
’ 1,000 - .58  ,675  ,341  ,396  .581  .479  .850
nl n2 ' T ‘
EWBRRERY BoRERYE 547
.409 .433

PAERY. x=12,11(df =14,p=.597) GFI=.974 RMR=.,288
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T A BIE 4 LISREL #y i 45

MERTLUE kH,I321 = .816,t {8 = 3.888 (P<0.01) , i B12= —.220, t {8 = 1.363
(P>0.05), B A, m2 % 01 M RADEW, HH 11 5 n2 ZEHWERXRZRLRER
[ A AR R 8G , B TR R e TR,

% B, SEM g BRI R L K, MR T EAE R ESAH SRR KA
BEMAMREVFOATHEE S, 504, SEMFIOAMAA,

BE—, SR ERERNAERNEAN, SEBFOUEFTRUEFHRE IR Z0BIEH
B, BETHE—MREXELESNREE, BAFTEZE, ESRGITRNBETUR
BERUEIRE, BEBEXNME SR E 5 BEIR, 28 T HRNEFHRLE,

B, BELTELSTHN—BEERRAFITRIER ST, FMUETEST ZTEH
EEGS W H BB A% LISREL WERIR, @R ERTRNE L, EHAEFT R
X,

=, RN EETHRROFNOSE, NABEEGESTERANERXEZ—HTA,
XEBRTHRESTEAREIL  CEEABETE THEABEHERARXREHRADT, 5
oh, B2 R AR OLS Bk GEHWR/AN_TE) &N TES B 217 &3, T
SEM N2 ML 75 e R rh i g S 3R 27 M0 b RE X AN ZE L X R
ZHER, AR E T EENEN, LREHBETFHIERZANERRIR (L
B, SEM BT TR B 7 B0 B R Ah » T AR 5 H B S R R B3k B » 3k HR o
T RGER: B MR RRESHER, REATEANTEEASIEREXR,

B0, RFRETUNERNLET T E, RESTARNERMTAN, fAre8L2#
RERSEMERENERNEN, EZNEERETR/KFE LS. B, HEHRENR
BE RS SEM gy B RIZER R 9 A B S B A 2 A FF 75 — Btk , T A TR S R T
FRT BT M, BN “SBORE 17, T LB RTARER IR RAER 2~ RM A ER
2R EBRN AN, ‘

B %3EH, SEM I EEAERNR DS, SHESIT TE— ﬁtﬁﬁ)%‘ﬁﬁﬁ%n?rﬂ
Zht, Bt B AL E RS ERXR, BERNARERS RSB ELES. I
BGEFENER SEM fES R, BASFERR SHEHERBEGIA (Breckler, 1990;
Long.,1988)[13 18]

K> ,SEM HEE B LEEMM L TAREE SRR BRE TOMATR Z— B
EmpEENEETE, REMTEEK. SRR EIHE SER LY, F
RENTEXATEELSIREX (FEB,1980) 17, BARTEELE, NTERUEKE
3t SEM SRR FTI0SCRREL 4852 300 £5(Austin & Wolfle, 1991) 15 ZFANEMERIA
e FI A 2 B R BT b, 1077~1987 4E ], B & SEM B RIMI A& X 12280 8

ZEaz—mEESNEAKSELERNEL2REFET SEM JIZM, FHit, &X
%, SEM %5 RRELEZANER . N ARMTR.
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STRUCTUR.AL EQUATION MODELLING: A NEW KIND OF
STATISTICAL AND RESEARCH METHOD .

Zhang Jianping

Institute of Psychology, Academic Sinica

Abstract

Structural equation modelling (SEM) is a.new kind of statistical techno— °

logy and research method, which is applicated more and more in the field
of psychology and social science in recent years, This article introduces the
resources, development, basic concepts, analytic procedure,and corresponding
computer statistical package LISREL based on nonmathematical language. The
author considers that SEM has four types of advantages, a, Introduction of
latent variables makes the research more profound;b, Confirmatory analysis
following common linear models makes the research more meaningful;c, Com- |
plex relationships within multivariates are treated appropriately; d. Structu-

. ral equation models. are characterized by invariation in model- parameters.

- Therefore Chinese psychologists should pay attention to SEM,

Key words; structural equation modelling (SEM), statistic:ltl method,

LISREL, psychological research



