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\WLsﬁl 3l Aoz | Faskn
Tt AEAoz o] FolA
@afm Pas ARE BRI} Ae
= ot B2 227 A 2A o)e
Fd WIsAGe] FHH
& ofyth o] W ULs
thete] Hr.

Lee, Zhang, ¥ Edwards(2012)°A= T3 <l
TECHAES] AERpHdA FZ2A71E 100,
228, 400, 100022 d}al BT 2ol 5
2 A5l tg Algdeld d+E
o 3 delA AR Ee] e
Aol UL FHHULSMVE AHEHA|
)= Adstal FHEFFEA, LA

B3, Mﬂ:fww @ﬂca Aesar:

l:o

_0|L

2 ofl 2L oA (o ool Ay o A A 32 o8 o

N
2
i)
-
o
2
4

3]
QL'
w
32
r XL
k:o
rO

° ﬁ.}%kiu} ok7t zml »h
EEI77} 228 oL o TH A=

AFA Artehs A BRIV} ofF
= . n=100)7} P ULS FH &

UsALE AESY Aol TR 34

A9 NS BATAG Hue]

27 sojok @ Jlojth o2, E]
By gge gol

2000] Qb =@ = A
SHETHChen & Choi, 2009). ©] w T4
Akl A el & He d97 AF
(Lorenzo-Seva & Ferrando, 2015), 1ol 7]%3F &
ATA gA] FAgel 4 Zlolvh wabs &
Hol AU AXsL 2 A= vLsALe F
AR AESAY, Fo| UT AX e gho}
of ala AR £ Hzsle] 98 sw
A AZA7} HisglE ook 3, Boz
ol ot @ T O?l'r‘}i
%, 2724
X] ol—o]_o]; 3t 7 )4\0

OL

OL
r o
3
o{rl
é
_I_z
lo,
to
Y
<
=

.E

A QoI E-Mof|A] 8 o] W A|(specification)
g sl 89l a, eI AR §F O
g3 oAt A% coolgn & 4 g
o) ZAN adle] SRE TEE PEES A
23l3 =3 2 46H of & A o] (Preacher

AR o A U 29 7l YU S

T8 A 2 BY, ATzt AL
FUuE &od dHE 9 B AHHA
% BYPQFIL dArh. afdE Esta o
e BYo] AUEE B fd Yo
Fs s wrEA]l 7Pgsof st FEel
B A3 EPEN FUHS Fhat
E A=l AL AETo g HLE FAIA
u, 38 gk o] 29 s Xrkede] &
el A BAA g A 2y
(ESEM)y= A&ato] St ZaE 1itbst
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WA EFAS @ T Sle USks Aol &

Aol

o] 2ol 21417l ehA F FHlE £
A4 EFAS] 7|olE RE o thste]
wdARoRe dHUsde THeke 1A

AYE AkE el o

EFA7} AAslt). olAl 28 2bge] o

24E BalA o2 o2usEve #AE

Huz s 2%, 245 A o

g2 Zpele Aol U oAe Be

Alge Ago] gt ra7E A% 2 |
JeMoz A #Hge dlof g

H wae
o) g}

(Browne, 2001; Cattell & Dickman, 1962; Cattell
& Gorsuch, 1963; Guilford, 1981;
1947). 2y R 7] o2 2 ek A4
slHo] o MEEo] $THFabrigar, Wegener,
MacCallum, & Strahan, 1999). Z18]al 1 F<he]
AzkEA BN E, AkEA Ale sk
W E)(SPSSOll A direct oblimins Y3+ &, SASCA]

Thurstone,

= .
012 S / BNE 20194

HEA S2RIL?

orthoblique #1715 913t HKP) = AFAL
wes sbed oW golE AgaN Folop
S olelgel AT TAd A7ad %
891 3 BEe Ao R FHEA B
AYE Ak Aol AN

sk H7= 39
thell: o5, 2001).
ay oAl ARE A o] 8H A
A8 AYRHAE Aol &olalFl) wiwel
3]

e AHEE ° ol 39E 5 gla
Ak o2 Abgelof of= ARl itk AR
3] A 2] o]iz% 701—7<4° E‘jj, 75'71 x%oﬂ H]s]]
Mg ol AdoA e a9l 7t s W
gehe 583 Aol o=, AFSHE A
ofo] oM@ dHE o) addyzd o
gt E3N(%) e (complexity function)®] = A
SA1m HASANT o B BeTEE A
=3ty 7|49 WEFEE Thurstone(1935,
oA AN, e e Bold P2s
Elgsia=g Thurstoneol A L-l(19354) A|A)eE
G7zd 3208 dedt 2o Z A
(factor loading) 3 HoA Z+ ol Hojx= sh}
opgel wool 9la, mAle FEaslel s
w eAs FEo 7 doll Hoj= mile] o
o] 9laL, ellAF PHA o= F e &

< Hlas) = W 32 7je] "t EP‘/}—J o
1 00] ofd AFE 7HHE b2
—’F 7HA ok gt o)dRt 2 =
A7 Ao glAsT & @
ofF X EHola 2 AL O}Zr Zobr
07l 7p7kel Zp=E "rh O
9 7k Aol AsE BANd 22e

o
i

ﬁ
o

l

¢

NJI

fo |

022 Zﬂ“ﬁﬂ*(?@ﬂﬂ) 3 He F7H4
89 AP Ho 8dFFRe TS
7Sl EThBrogden, 1969). 3] 8.%10]
F7H L Gt F9h s e ekl
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2AlE|5HE| K| U}

aey ARzelEA AUHA BETE
£ o Ab BE Ao ¥ikEs} wojol
A% PEel

B, IS

T2 E®) T<(complexity function)Bhil
3HCHBrowne, 2001). S2NFEE molgt & uf
sibel 297 2 Al aqld g AE
7F HEAE YEE W48 2 S (variable
complexity, Browne, 2001;
FHagko]l 10l Hulgo]l m12A, 15
Aol AN 7kt 4], ol2fd T
SRfega @ o widle 59
(independent cluster solution, McDonald, 1985; &=

Rummel,

= A8 perfect cluster solution, Borwne,
2001)3]—5_7_ jau s Eﬂ;xloﬂ zo E
Mg 7 -$(McDonald, 1985>°17<l ”J, %@X}L
A= %7}%3}E(“practically impossible with
empirical data”, Harman, 1976, p.99), Thurstone’=
SRrgezE dde ste Aolgta skt
(“complex patterns originally regarded by Thurstone
as representative of reality”, Browne, 2001, p.113).
Q449 BeTal BgEdds) gk
|t

B3E

=
Al

A

uck

= 3 A7IFE: VARIMAX,
direct oblimin)ol] wWakA &g FoxEw 1 g

Sk 7HEA AadPomA AU BT
1

z7b |7 stele Zlo] A9 HEAo|th 1
dAd dx) a91FAo] xshd ‘%'.ﬂ% o E%l
0]Q1 SASU spssollA] dE] zol& 3|AV|EE

Bardels gyrew tE 7 gith

N rlo

= varimax % Direct Oblimin(with parameter

delta=0) 7]1FL =HFAHE hFE7)dq A

“d3hBrowne, 2001). A3 Al B3R 8
£ gF7lele A A
AT AFEY 7epdds Hash 71l 7t
7 A &K Browne, 2001; McDonald, 2005). ©]
Geomin 7]5E0] X3E AXEO]Z= CEFA
b Mplus7b $lolA] AMAEHE 9dk A8A
o] zk3olx sle Aol
ARl AFE A 7191 direct oblimin(SPSS)
o]t} OrthobliqueSAS)SI A= IHEHE1S] 3hs&
AT A7 = FolA] B M ske ZheHl
A% S| & Aelsi s A, ATA=
A od gE Folof @A & F71 glolA
dAZ o0& F= Al Utk oA A=
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8 7+ AHE A
7F ok a8y BE §
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Walold setE RS A7 R &
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H o
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0_1.4
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e g 27
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oA 712FEE FHst, T e
R L 4L AU Sl A1
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Zlstandard error)® L FHE Zlo|
(Cudeck & ODell, 1994). o}&¥ B

nEoAe W8 e Arae AT AeHolt

=4, AP Al Q1R sAoA] F
ZaloF 3t F 7HA SRMAIS FE F ¢ L
2 dHER Jln gl A EAlAdl oig
A77F dasih A3 P2 e W
A= 2] @<t o] FejAFe F2AF
P F7F At AR B Az
v S8AE THATE 1 2UES A5
WFR dhe BFS AT A A Gl
3 TR A 8 ko] Ak hE
8159 A7t BAHA ¥ 24T A
olty. EFIAATE A 89l 1 IAd
oA 1 e9lo] B 2SR FHHE ¥
T FAIG Aoty Aol g9l 3t
o] oot M= It FAE o] §le
28 ZFIAAFEHADS A E
Aol 2a SRJAAFYEL 3 7] BAE
AR FolXnh v dvhy
o7 AR He AME A= 89l 2t

o Mz Zddse Fio] AU e

717} 24 ghe] €

a1 & FRAFE FHOE dMste A
< AA e dE°] d2(el: Brogden, 1969;
Gorsuch, 1983), FEAITE THCE X et=
AL AR AFE0|(@: Harman, 1976;
Rummel, 1970) Iogth a3y} o] g%
Ho @o| AMHEEHE CFARFS XT3 +
22 RYoA aiME e QAT BF
e A7 HHA EFACIN T FEASTE §
Mot Aol ezt 2dd
BgoMe A7 ARl a]le] enlE
Rolghnz ofn] 2 ozl FolA gle] 5
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)

el ol s FuARs TEAS
%) odn A Fxsol @A GAH =

7 gasd g A fo@ A BE
5% 89 3799 NI wobd woltk
W AN E 2919) 9uliel A
BAE She RoBE 2 Z3A7L 893 7
Ax BAE LA stk o] Fas
o wAS AAE 23AS 89 1 gl
72750 P m, WA shed A
29l0] 23Ael e APaTEAT 29
o e 8915 M HBS AT )
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HE AHE AT Wel Wt s,
onle] gL N E A7le 89 3 A,
ada FERASM P FEFE Qo] 2

23} (Lee, 2010).
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& Muthen, 2009)0.2 Fjo] BAZ QolEA
o & W37t AT o] ¥ Fef el EFA
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Asparouhov & Muthen, 2009).

Ol=% S / B4 QQUEAM: 08 Z2iXL?

294 Auel U 948 24

EFAClA ASta )
A g o d#E AAE ulg}l EFAS

And, A AAZ, oleg, 2019 A=
Mg TEQ 368l Azl el AAAE
& wHlggo] RAAow dsugeta dd
st dolE s Fate] 1HARl EFAQ
&% 2

&= Ho|7l 4 =1 2}
AE 7ISHAIIAthE 1 2. 9 I
48 HHAR©, 1, 2, 3013, B WES #
(Vs B8 BT Aol Stk &
A el S9d SHAE AASA
A Fe 368 bR tiste] A2 A7
SASOlAl thadiAle] 71292491 MeMC 4
o2 103 AA F FAEgeR gA)E ¢ 2
o] g FHLE 5, 2017k AXEHAE
Ol(E 2 32, W Y sMoTHEA A FX)at

9

B Ao F71ek Aolrh of71xe) sMce
A qRRe o A%Y ) 1 A

ol 71xat 7t FHAE e SHA A
A Azt A Rt EAE AZEY
oZE Mplus 78S AHS-SIS T

EFAS] XA AE 49AZ vtk () 891
A s HE 3 88 A%, O '3

) REAE BEIH, @ 5407

2
b
2
o

3) MpluslA] DATA: File=filename.dat; Format=
VARIABLE: Usevariable=
ANALYSIS: Type=basic;
SAVEDATA: Sample=poly.dat;

. [e]
Type=correlation; < Y.

; Categorical =
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PR %5F tHE A3 (Polychoric Correlation) -
HA vi v2 V3 V4 VS V6 V7 V8 V9 VIO VIl VI2 VI3 VI4 VIS VI6 VI7 VI8
Vi 177 095 1.00 488
V2 188 105 .65 100 651
V3 137 098 -42 -43 1.00 497
V4 063 080 -30 -29 .48 1.00 408
Vs 127 105 -31 -35 34 30 1.00 278
V6 170 106 46 .58 -38 -24 -32 1.00 1520
V7 062 089 -40 -47 34 32 37 -43 1.00 579
V8 088 093 -24 -15 38 38 24 -19 32 1.00 439
Vo 159 L1353 .64 -49 -37 -38 .64 -52 -26 1.00 642
VIO 094 091 -32 -34 58 50 34 -4l 47 54 -46 100 594
Vil 084 093 -25 -29 33 42 32 -24 43 46 -27 49 1.00 480
vVi2 161 109 53 .65 -42 -33 -40 .62 -50 -35 .67 -46 -36 1.00 646
Vi3 102 092 -34 -33 39 42 32 -28 48 34 -38 37 42 -36 1.00 411
V4 L13 100 -39 -49 40 26 39 -47 .60 26 -59 39 42 -58 47 L00 593
VIS L17 109 -24 -36 21 18 31 -29 43 22 -36 24 27 -30 30 45 1.00 298
VI6 049 083 -34 -49 34 41 30 -39 61 43 -48 55 55 -50 45 47 32 100 769
Vi7 069 109 -31 -40 34 28 21 -37 37 36 -41 48 33 -37 30 39 .18 .72 1.00 612

V18 056 081 -30 -40 30 30 .36 -34 47 35 -39 32 38 -44 45 50 36 50 .32 100 .429

AR B ARIFE 2H v QIR s HE

2 A S HEES flE 2 3

A AAlsH Aok g4 3] Ajall W 7 8715 AES YA E 29
FeAlGF FD)elA Z a FHeR Exd  AWAFE BU AUXA 2 #@ gtk |1
dE Agste] FEAY BRIAS Stk & A eldA s & v ARIA Yt #
F3A@LAE ARFERSALE “Afzbo]  ©E 9Bl FE AZEQ] Factor 10.3
71¥olmg Aeh Ay =43t 7t ¥ (Lorenzo-Seva & Ferrando, 2015)°14 7 &3t

g FEAFM7t et ol& FEsE Bartlen AS(H; FWFHAA AN
of ESEMM 3 eat 3t S 48 A 9@ UmA] ghel oolthy B AEA A
Al BE WEd kMO, Cerny & Kaiser, 1977)8 #=xg 2
tiate] BAA QRQENEEIH Ehe ¢ Barder HFE 71Z4E AL KMOAFE 912%
4894 ARE AFES 2 AFdME 9BMd HFA™d6 ol A) AEZ B
oz Aikel #HE s E‘rﬂ‘iii}.
= 3L, 1 =< Mplusl| Al AV, E BE o

=

heA QAN DR At -
Moty BADS BAEE o) FEA 2D 295 4G AANDE el s, 3
= 2T AL WISMVE AR, R*E AWRIATHEE 29 Syneax 0). ©] SMC
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QIEAY OfEA H2AILE?

© 2o Bad Solde 3ERY 34 BN naAEFEel FHE T @
A g wpde] 8 Ue ¢ & 39 AX8

A #o|7|= st} ulekA] WA /R AAKscree test)(Cattell, 1966)=

SMC7F Ui oWl FEdo]l BEF Aoz s & 304 FAZRPLEY 1RA Aol
B3 792 welo sAw YR 2 Wge BE oW 44 to R JA 1§
& Wgsd 50 AB= AAsAY o 7 @A FoAlEE(@RA Ael: 055, 0.31)
W7l g e uss gdel Awenh 5wl neAvHE 27 Ak gn 97w
£ 2% 29 7 3979 2EE A4 A AL ¥ 5 O ¥ PEau)]
SMOZF SR 30 Aelz 4T AAG 4 484 4 8cle] A4 4 A Beoe
7 2 A97h glold 2gRlel BE WEE  FAR ¥ EGomuch, 1989 AENY, 53
2Ho ALga] 2 sk 75~g5% AEW TAdn @ W )3
75%% d2lete] sAW 854 ‘dsett. wet
olrz 2F A Izl M= A o3~s7ie] g9l AAE F Sl Eew
B3PA EA(Parallel Analysis)Tg‘ skt
*}ﬂﬂiLQ]*ig H%‘% %781 ste 33 TimmermanZ} Lorenzo—Seva(ZOll)oﬂ Lq'ﬂ' PA-
I AE SR dE SH L

BAE 2 MRFAR Teld EAzE 18 BEXLoA
1S AASE 95 MEY gIEARD W)S AAAE nF

° 124 (common A (Factor 1039+ EAtgE A A v w3}
fuctor andlysi® AT 5, gHPe] of o FPY LA AATKGE 4. BB o))

d S4B EEANE 10 okl FER
ol

FHAZ Ay A8 E 3. clRAIKIZ 1R U FHEM|E
kAl eRleRaE A4ty e 2w I EE R A )
L HE
HE YA+ FACTOR 10.3(Lorenzo-Seva & (eigenvalue) z}o] v)& H] &
Ferrando, 2015)=(%-5 1 %), FE4 1 7.50 6.10 0.58 0.58
}‘1% %‘5‘]5—(@%@/%%31 ?ﬂ]'j]l':—-) 73’-7"—% ‘?’] 2 1.40 0.55 0.11 0_69
4] Mplus 7(Muthen & Muthen, 2012)2 A}& 3 0.85 0.03 0.07 0.76
sttt Bo g 4 rtsAS HES] Yl 4 0.82 031 0.06 0.82
X oA e] ERA  QolRA 3z
T Mplos 7 oﬂ 1l maA adleEr 5 0.51 0.06 0.04 0.86
El—/lﬂ}d 12 Al 3] ESE E}G A=
A TR RPEsEw 24 Are 6 0.44 0.13 0.03 0.89
a4 9 B ’EP?E}
7 031 0.07 0.02 0.92
N 8 0.25 0.02 0.02 0.94
HAHOZ CH2fd =5 A
9 0.22 0.02 0.02 0.95
_ } 1 2 . 02 .
AZEY o] FACTOR 10394 T3 thEA 0 0-20 0.08 00 097
WE 2 FH) AR dMAAFHLY 2
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2H QRlellA FAztE nFA7F AEAE 2
A= 1222 Y 820s A4 F
E 4. clEASXZ Chst PA-MRFA Z1}
W Z3ARDAAY  FAARDAH
- 224 % 22 g
1 46.1 12,5
2 9.1 11.2
3 69 10.4
4 5.5 9.6
5 43 89
6 4 8.2
7 34 7.6
8 3.3 7
9 3.1 64
10 3 5.8
T oa E2BPEY RE 15317 571 H
2] %= MRFA WA o2 Aaksleg 7z} 347}
ARste et & 3ET7h 7bed Ik 3
2% o
b: FAAEE S00NEES AlLtete] 2+ Mol u
Fr2loll et BxeA 95 WES e FH3 A
]

2o T st

FEM M2
Mplusel| Al 1~58%1 ®=3e] s|E ot

5 29 Syneax 1) A4 AT 9 FEH
FAES FESIAThE 5 T2 89 1A
A Z74e wivith e feletA HolAa gl
t} o7|A AHeE =AW wismvel FlolAlF
afo]l e o] EAQl FloAFEEE WEA
2o} Muthen 5(1997)2] W2lo 2 £ H 3k
th @ 189 2¥e XUt Yy 2

8
O] ~5:]\:IE1 ?% qu]E“ 3_8—?_] E_‘Gﬂoﬂjﬂ 61:]__

o
=

Al FobdaL, 4890%EHE F
el fFeletA] @ AdA FAErh
gl 7he). 2eA sa”l BEe Alefs
I 34891 el diel 7] zaflrEs A
staL HFalol A slM7bsd = dESI

17149 a4

of| &
o AXE TdEL A

2y ¥ (df) M7 (Adf) CFI TLI RMSEA SRMR
189 23 598.628(135)%* 911 .900 .097 081
289 =¥ 335.527(118)%* 202.541(17)** 958 946 071 055
3991 23 232.597(102)** 90.440(16)** 975 963 .059 .043
499 2% 120.302(87) 87.878(15)** 989 986 032 026
58291 23 69.744(73) 47.708(14)%* 1.000 1.001 .000 020

Aol g

2po] AZE Mplus®] EFASIA] 7] B0 2 A Fats B, ##p< 001,
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. 3201/4991 2¥ EHIX 31X Z1to| HefAs

329 23 489 23
v
F1 F2 F3 F1 F2 F3 F4

Vi 761 -.026 119 .700 -.038 .002 .006

V2 .857 124 -.004 784 122 -.077 -.072
V3 -.504 .530 -.183 =505 537 -.050 -.088
V4 -.226 .546 .008 -.203 531 .092 .006
V5 -.341 124 152 -.176 156 .380 -.095
V6 .748 .060 -.003 .680 .039 -.086 -.026
V7 -.326 .010 494 -.103 .009 622 146
V8 .010 535 243 .005 503 .181 167
\ .788 .008 -.062 .679 -015 -.193 -014
V10 -.232 .609 145 -314 585 .003 2204
V1l .001 370 432 104 .340 429 204
V12 735 .003 -.116 .620 -.009 -.227 -.059
V13 -.200 219 338 -.003 .233 525 .017
V14 -.449 -.075 429 =177 -.047 .696 -.019
V15 -.252 -.077 345 -.012 -.050 591 -.056
V16 ,020 116 .89%4 -.068 -.036 322 .861
V17 -.024 142 .616 -284 .096 -.015 562
V18 -.250 .032 440 -.008 .039 .628 .065

1.000 1.000
7 Ao -.349 1.000 -214 1.000
-.589 401 1.000 -.628 .343 1.000
-.288 311 361 1.000

S WAlsks Aoz e dsusy ZalE e ¥ 2AA 3AE Browne2001)°]
AAERAdel frelsor & Aotk W whe} JP o] ¢3lE AME GEOMIN=
Agel] 2Ast g B bR 0 AHESTHES 29 Syneax 2. BAA SRS
A AAEES FHAFRE Sl 4 @ de derRe Jheds wola dye

(H~@2] o] 87 et GolstA a7l fal 7129l Brow) & EF
A 389 B 489 B st 7] 5 Atk erlde Eo] AHd Ar|d
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F3

F2

F1

3

F2

F1

F3

F2

F1

-.128 044

659

758 -.029 114

V1

.033 -117

77

.852 118 -.010

V2

-.300 .687 -.221

0

-.507 526 -179 0

V3

-.041 .675 -.060

0

-.227 543 .010

V4

-.030 -091

.665

745 054 -.007

V6

.061 .542

=245

014 503

-316

\

153

.641

173

.006 538 240

V8

-.096 -.148

.681

784 .003 -.067

V9

764 058

-.024

-.239 616 136

V10

378

447

135

433

373

.005

V11

-.096 -.196

.629

729 -.002 -.120

Vi2

.287 336

-.087

-.192 219 347

V13

-.030 508

-.378

-435 -075 443

V14

-.061 401

=212

-.238 -.080 357

V15

174 .869

.100

.016 141 .878

V16

.203 589

.052

-.031 163 .602

V17

.071 479

-172

-.235 031 452

V18

1.000

1.000

1.000

-490

1.000

.590 1.000

-.509

390 1.000

-.587

961, WRMR=.759.

.063(90% CI, .053~.074), CFI=.975, TLI
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2AlE|5HE| K| U}

SRHHEAI/EERA HIE) L FEAT

- EFLANF AT/ EE 22 W H) TEAT
F1 F2 F3 F1 F2 F3

Vi .006(12.45) .08(-.38) .08(1.47) .70 -.24 -34

\ .04(19.66) .06(1.89) .04(-.24) .82 -.17 -.46

V3 11(-4.75) .08(6.38) 12(-1.56) -58 .63 32

V4 10(-2.25) .07(8.01) .01(.66) -42 .62 36

V6 .05(16.12) .06(.84) .05(-.13) 73 -.20 -42

V7 .09(-3.36) .03(.41) .08(5.99) -.62 .32 69

V8 .03(0.22) .08(6.59) 11(2.16) -32 .63 45

V9 .05(15.25) .04(.08) .07(-.90) .82 -29 -.53

V10 09(-2.70) 07(8.98) .11(1.26) -53 75 .52

Vi1 .03(.16) 11(3.31) .09(4.68) -.38 .54 .58

Vi2 .07(11.28) .03(-.09) .09(-1.34) .80 -.30 -55

V13 .08(-2.56) .08(2.67) .10(3.58) -47 42 .55

V14 09(-4.70) 09(-.84) .09(4.95) -.67 .25 .67

V15 .09(-2.69) 11(-.76) 09(3.87) -42 .14 47

V16 .09(.18) .20(.72) 11(8.09) -.55 48 .92

V17 10(-.31) .15(1.06) .10(6.15) -44 41 68

V18 A11(-2.23) .12(.26) 11(4.32) =51 .29 .60
AF ANEAIL EE kel FHAETL o KA 038 2EHEA, FHAE
A vlgo] AXHATE o] el ¥xe Wi Foat wge] Al 2 ool A
EEHTFRES ZhE BEFBender, 1980, © 2 Heo] Hdhole 24 sk &
p428). Wb Aoigto s ¥ A77F tigk 20 o 94 A Ao, iz v2e e
opgeld frefstta e 4 Efz} = P Uehled fE e gy
T oeAR A RN e FRAFE & 8 Alg7E 2 Fola AeA Hlge] 3
TS0l A 2 Holr, F2AFE 70, 8202 Z Ftolth

2R B B ARE M we S Re $2 ARt Aok vin vie W8
£ 79 FEAlF, & 89 EELA BA AtaEurs ofvlshedl F2oke] FeAleTt 2
EEoA vE, A, 223 P $8F Fola Agyea vgo] FE3| 2 doly,
Aowr wde ouE dFe Fi A FRATE 6, 2R 2GR FE AWt
Aok 2 2% 74 a9l AX7begt 271 "ok 3 FellA vaerh BAeR wHkith



Ol=% S / B4 QQUEAM: 08 Z2iXL?

< Flol tisteq FejAF7) -sor2 EE R o] FRAFE W 5490 582 oA O
Aol BSFE oyl mEkbs 3 o diMe] 7wtk £ AAELS AEvtEelded, &
FAAT Ae) ANl L ol AR FA9l duolozAE O JEE HFsdn
g e, Al AFs20% Fdek Ao B de A 2 o] Axe BEe B
ok kA e e Feb] A BE3] ote Jdo] ofd AA st Jdgoldern
Ao Frol tat 8QAFE 0oz At 2 AHE el @ $HAEY] 4= £33
o o] 7Hde] AHA o dgteds 1 72 sta Mg EFEr) 29 BPOR f4
ANE BHu HET oJFo|thHESLA 1. 712 Stk wekx ExPEAM = Rt

V6(=HHA 8 ok po2

e A2 A gl adAsd B E%:—Oﬂi AHFRSFRE Shal FlolA]

9]
9l /]UW F19] & Ax7 9ok viE = %/‘Rf_ WOE fﬂ«l owlet % 7 17

bl Feao] Ad)e Wed AYdAe 1 E 8% AESN vize F19 ARE, Vi3
wakoly] pof gk 3719 dEjASolal,  VISNVIENVISS EF F3o A EE Huhsla,
A2t vge] An, FRATE 08 B ARZAN9 s AFstrlel ntd AFE
olm® poll Wafd F2 Adeltt. JdEl  HRYPHo|N RF 0oz ATt

o] #32 FIHE -3169 FEATY] W Vi4ES W] sl =he AP =)
o7 fN7Fe)E EOW A/t Hl&ol <l B ARV} He AL BdAsty, Fio o
fFost FRATE -e0olete & A7E AT ek s, & mube FRAES
Ho|2 5k F19] *ﬂiaﬂ] de dA7e AF 5 Eue 2% 9 Yehle AER
9] HdolA w2 Z7loltk webA B3 7lweta e Algyeat HlEo] feofsta
ghe] 232 Hu ERPHA = F1Ee & FERAGVE FAE o fle FECenelth 1
QAFE 02& Aksisirh o 7Mde HE Hu AARAE Wie] fAdolga 2 3
34 * HEZE ZohHESLAH 2. Wkl 3] A EENE 7HEsle] EE oA

V8L Y& Alw=Hkeld] pooll Fddt =
719 FEj A, Ag/at HlEo] FE9] An UHAlE B5F 0
29} 039 FRAFTE Ho|BE R £2 A A AAE HuA HEZ A thHELR
Eolty. FARSE =]l vool vio2 2t F1 o 4). Vi7e Qu|d Alm=EReld] 3ot A E R
3} p2of] F& A Folth velsth ey 8 Aluzer F8E0]

pol Ud eQAFHS ARESE S

12 R rlr
>~

Vil EEE Bl 2o 8 A AXER Jehve o Axdel stEE E3
Be A0 2 JEs AP =ute] 7 A s R AFESFE S, F1I B3
| ot AZsta Az FFoldedl EFolA 022 AGAATHHEELA 5).

At zrke] FaEo] AFR FAIEE F204 AEAHoR 399 B9 22N Are 1
Hohe, AP s £9ECl A AHRAY g M FASel e =
Hu e BolA o & FHATE B v 7 ﬁi‘t, e AluEE 891, B3 A

A/t vl foetth add R 9 B HExE 8o sty e U
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RIS PYREIT!

48 HYUGE 79
= ARE 7hdset
Uz 0oz Agsle d A7 itk &
v3z}k FiZE, vig Fib QA 25 A7t
53 A77F HA gormg Azie] dtto]
AH 3 ok AELA 390 vile SxPE I
2ol F2 % B3l uigh QllAGTE BT A
7hed A7|R FA 0] M BT 22t
sk A Ake] o] A HAY 18y HE
23 49 vidoles F13e] LQlAFd 02
Aok FASUE A 7Hse 2719 QA
T(-378)7F AF=EEOA Fr HEZ aWHTh
AELA 59 vi7 A d&Hte] opdHl®
A% B AZEZF lEa glojx F T
A&7} desitt. gy ofy siuA Fe
HAESA 49 59 AV} ESEMS AH&3le
oA SaE ATk Aol Al A,
E 79 AR [ BxsHe 7 x2F27t
4ot Ry dX= JA] T #
ofefo] AAIHE upe} o] Fdgt Holth,
2334 AxolM 10 ol FHAFMI
e vieH vi7el S oAt 3b Ao dis)
80.063, V13 v2 b A At g s
25975, V14$} V16 3+ =3 oAb A
18822, V73 V17 3te] =4 ¢
11.0742 YESY. vieZ viy
© Y wolrt WhHETe] dle]
EE FAT ftol olalE = Stk
+ o

HAoz of 54452 nel%

rlo
i
1z
tlo
o,
I

X 2

T 71BA R AANEAR Ex3]He
U ESEM°|A+= OUTPUT®I|A TECH4E £
A 8l A 2 AHE D), 99l ¢
T, TFY onlE Fxsjor & Aotk &
99t F 10914 FAHEF 19 i Fio
ESEM X5 29 Syntax 5 FF) Aot}

E 109 g9 A4 B a9

¢
b,
r
il
LT
o,

6188 Z o FHEHJUG o oAk 3+ A
w2 FHstn vy vi4st Fizk eQAE
314 tide] ¢t He FAEZ fharo] vl
g AE7t HAKAELA 49 o). =3
vi7el A7 291 26 dis) AX A&
e & Stk =, g9 oulo] A 891
20 gk A7} o] afAle] Hrh AAst
HAKAELA 59 d|d),

FAEY 19 B4 A FHASF F
10 °1/d9] Fe vig v2 3F S AP

sl 23.1072 YERETE vig

A
GFHEY 2, F529] Syntax 6 FE).
vicd viz e A AT/ 622, Vi v2
7re] 9aF ATe 3482 FHHJTE 2#d)
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g > (df) A2 (AdS) CHL TLI RMSEA  WRMR
309 29
& 79 BHEA A3 218.109(88)** 975 961 063 759
FARY 1 134.378(87)%* 30.103(1)** 991 986 038 573
FHRY 2 111.288(86)%* 18.217(1)** 995 992 028 510

T FholAIFAke] AFE HE Mplusol Al DIFFTEST AHE. & FARY 13 28 ¥4 & Syneax 49 59
Analysis 2=l Z}7] “DIFFTEST=ESEM1.dat"(Syntax 52 SAVEDATA 30X AFAZl SA= A, o] AL
Syntax 4|4 Ee]4 X}o]E-A]) “DIFFTEST=ESEM2.dat” (Syntax 6] SAVEDATA E-Zol|A A4H 2L Syntax 5
AN EBA 2o|BANHE Frlstn tHA EH. WRMRE] | ATHAIR 1.0 o5+ Z2)L yueo12)E FHE

# 10. ESEM 4 Znto| HejAls ¥ 20l 7 Az
FHRY 1 FHEY 2

2l (V16 with V17) (V16 with V17, V1 with V2)

F1 F2 F3 Fl F2 F3
V1 679 -126 063 531 -159 -017
V2 803 022 -062 692 026 -147
V3 -324 622 -163 -330 621 -163
V4 -037 619 013 -028 612 029
V6 683 -.038 -053 738 -.047 004
V7 -.100 002 705 -.108 -.002 701
V8 200 614 212 201 610 217
V9 675 -.081 -150 72 -.088 -103
V10 -066 790 011 -082 789 .000
V11 237 402 506 256 392 534
V12 609 -.081 -210 640 -.085 -.182
V13 031 208 504 039 200 519
V14 -241 -125 689 -266 -122 663
V15 -.081 -.145 571 -.086 -.149 569
V16 -010 248 589 -.008 239 599
V17 -196 352 116 -203 351 112
V18 -029 -.005 653 -032 -012 657

1.000 1.000

9l 7+ g - 475 1.000 -471 1.000
-626 628 1.000 -630 627 1.000
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Exploratory Factor Analysis: How has it Changed?
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In the present study new developments in EFA(Exploratory Factor Analysis) that have occurred at the
turn of the 21th century are discussed. New guidelines and an analysis of real data following the
guidelines are given with practical comments. First, in a process of determining the number of factors,
MRFA (minimum rank factor analysis) is recommended as the best method of Parallel Analysis (PA)
instead of Horn's method (1965) and PA-PAFA (parallel analysis in principal axis factor analysis). Various
fit indices such as CFI, RMSEA, and etc. allow us to consider “various psychometric criteria” before
determining the number of factors as the indices are less sensitive to sample sizes than the conventional
x? statistic. In addition estimation methods that are applicable to categorical data (dichotomous or
polytomous) have been developed so that item factor analysis can be readily performed for categorical
data. Second, in a process of rotating factor structures, “simple” oblique structure can be easily computed
just by minimzing the value of complexity function, and a “partially specified target” rotaion is also
available adopting a target matrix whose elements are partially hypothesized by a researcher. Finally, in a
process of interpreting factor structures, ESEM (Exploratory Structural Equation Modeling) will get
prevalence in the near future as it allows us to free correlations between unique factors (measurement
errors) and can produce more practical and interpretable factor stucutures. New guidelines on EFA are

described in detail in the later part of this paper.

Key words : exploratory factor analysis, common factor analysss, exploratory rotation, target rotation, exploratory

sturctural equation modeling
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1. FACTOR 10.32] Al2(F=20lA Factor 10.32 #|H EAIIS)

1) FACTOR 103 ¥o]4 ‘Read Data'(free format 2] ¥AIF.dat & “participant's scores” A8 Faidz w
3B E dat & “variance/covariance matrix” BN ARESX 7 B SHARE AYAHA EAH)
£ £2]3 ‘Configure Analysis & 2 3},

2) [Matrix ana.lyzed}oﬂ/\i AABAA  Tloj&AT EAo|™H ‘Pearson  Correlation’, THEAH EAo|H
“Polychoric (tetrachoric) correlation’ A BJ(FHALRE B A] Pearson’ FHLZ Q2])

- {Procedure for determining the number of factors/components}o| 4] ‘Parallel Analysis (PAY 1€

- [Factors & Components]cﬂ}ﬂ ‘Minimum Racnk Factor Analysis (MRFA) X

- FACTOR 1032 47¥e] Aot Fud Aolng gQIsis AU |l 89 13 <l8td 2)
o= Fi 3L opF Foly Adesta dojiith

- ok 2¢

3) ‘Compute’ & = 2 A8 A3izit)

4) LA AA 2 FHEAES AF AoA] EIGENVALUES OF THE REDUCED CORRELATION

MATRIX©|& o]Fo 2 YEldthERE F 30| AAD. A5 wWebAE [Factors & Components] ©A]

VLS E AEsfof o] A7} 12t ‘EXPLAINED VARIANCE BASED ON EIGENVALUES(Y/3 ¥

o W el AHE Hshd] P2 Fo g

BeYd wAel A 27 Foll A PARALLEL ANALYSIS (PA) BASED ON MINIMUM RANK FACTOR

ANALYSIS©] & o] F2o2 YepdthEEe] & 4o AA). o] BA¥ gl chtdaelx] 1o

< A FolEiA B B A Al B 1R osHEAFE, FAIHE A afA] 9

s AP nfAel Bl

5

=

2. Mplus Syntax

<Syntax 0: A7$E A FES =AM 4 HF sMC Tt >

DATA: File=Poly.txt; Type=correlation; NObservations=368;

VARIABLE: Names=V1-V18;

Analysis: Type=general; Estimator=ML;

MODEL: V1 ON V2-V18; (Syntax 02 HAEAL v2~VI8S A2 FHHER A HHEAA] )
OUTPUT: SIDY; (73} 3l o}l F&o] SMC (R-square)7} #-5-8)

<Syntax 1: 8AFHE 159 e BFAJAEN AL = & 59l ¥)>

DATA: FILE=data.txt; ! free format®] °FU™ formar &3 L Q.
VARIABLE: NAMES=V1-V18; CATEGORICAL=V1-V18;
ANALYSIS: TYPE=EFA 1 5;

ROWSTANDARDIZATION=KAISER; 18] £F3
ROTATION=GEOMIN(OBLIQUE); ! &4 27
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ESTIMATOR=WLSMV;
OUTPUT: MODINDICES (ALL);

<Syntax 2: Q0148 340 th3k FoQBMAI= £ 6ol HH)>

DATA: FILE=data.txt;

VARIABLE: NAMES=V1-V18; CATEGORICAL=V1-V18;

ANALYSIS: TYPE=EFA 3 4; (JHA|= Syntax 17 L)

<Syntax 3: 5¥ E3F A¢] T 30091 R )3 EFeABNAIE F 7, 8o Hkg)>

DATA: FILE=data.txt;

VARIABLE: NAMES=V1-V18; CATEGORICAL=V1-V18;
USEVARIABLES=V1-V4 V6-V18;

ANALYSIS: TYPE=EFA 3 3; (}HAE Syntax 29} EY)

<Syntax 4: E3EI]HEIE F 79 WH)>

DATA: FILE=data.txt;

VARIABLE: NAMES=V1-V18; CATEGORICAL=V1-V18;
USEVARIABLES=V1-V4 V6-V18;

ANALYSIS: TYPE=GENERAL; ROTATION=TARGET;

(FEo] AAY BF3ANAE PEF3} ¢Fh ESTIMATOR=WISMV;
'DIFFTEST=ESEM[.dat;Syntax 59 & ESEM 323 19] 4% IA4 79

FrelAlEAeldSS € W =AEE AZste 3 =9)

MODEL:
F1 BY
\4! V2 V3~0
V4~0 V6

V7~0 V8~0 V9

V10~0 V11~0 Vi2

V13~0 V14~0 V15~0
V16~0 V17~0 V18~0 (*1);

F2 BY

V1~0 V2~0 V3

v4 V6~0

V7~0 V8 V9~0

V10 V11 V12~0
V13~0 V14~0 Vi15~0
V16~0 V17 V18~0 (*1);
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F3 BY

V1~0 V2~0 V3~0
V4~0 V6~0
V7 V8~0 V9~0
V10~0 V11 V12~0
Vi3 V14 V15

V16 V17~0 V18 (*1);

Zy agle] 2% 29l +1) 99U Fl, B2, F3 ©] EFA 8lE5(@Qlert=n2A shte] AEZL H.
OUTPUT: MODINDICES(ALL);

<Syntax 5: ESEM(FHE3 1)>
DATA: FILE=data.txt;
VARIABLE: NAMES=V1-V18;
CATEGORICAL=V1-V18;
USEVARIABLES=V1-V4 V6-V18;
ANALYSIS: ROTATION=TARGET; ESTIMATOR=WILSMYV;
'DIFFTEST=ESEM2.dat;(Syntax 6ol S1&= ESEM $3 53 29 #4F 1479
A FAIASE & W =ARE A A E9)

MODEL:
F1 BY
Vi V2 V3~0
V4~0 V6

V7~0 V8~0 V9

V10~0 V11~0 V12

V13~0 V14~0 V15~0
V16~0 V17~0 V18~0 (*1);

F2 BY

V1~0 V2~0 V3

V4 V6~0
V7~0 V8 V9~0

V10 V11 V12~0
V13~0 V14~0 V15~0
V16~0 V17 V18~0 (*1);
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F3 BY
V1~0 V2~0 V3~0
V4~0 V6~0
V7 V8~0 V9~0
V10~0 V11 V12~0
Vi3 V14 V15
V16 V17~0 V18 (*1);

V16 WITH V17; | 2893} 7+ 43 33

OUTPUT: MODINDICES(ALL); TECH4;
SAVEDATA: DIFFTEST=ESEM1.dat;(Syntax 4 2] DIFFTESTOIA o] T A}-8)

<Syntax 6: ESEM(T3 53 2)>
DATA: FILE=data.txt;
VARIABLE: NAMES=V1-V18;
CATEGORICAL=V1-V18;
USEVARIABLES=V1-V4 V6-V18;
ANALYSIS: ROTATION=TARGET; ESTIMATOR=WLSMV;
MODEL: (ESEM 7§ 2813 Fdota o2 &4 d= F7h
V1 WITH V2;

OUTPUT: MODINDICES(ALL); TECHA;
SAVEDATA: DIFFTEST=ESEM2.dat;(Syntax 5¢] DIFFTESTOllA] o] 5 AL&)
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