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BEBANGHALGHTARER LN
FEZH HEBITEEAREZEARE R
BHEBAGHAHGRAAEEZLE  E£E
RFEBRASRELEHRTEZRGE &1 > #
REHMSAETSBARER T RZE XN
(MSEM) - BB B R H EE 5 Z(KIE 8k #
HreaB el KRS %% > B MSEM 2 4F i
FTHRUREBLERES R EA N EREEA T
fl o A #h B H o BIAE 3 A w7 F|  MSEM #
FRETBERGZ GO E ZHER BEHHER
M UL - REELA (76 fLH 4 TR
DR EESH I LELEN AT ER) U
Mplus4 ETEBRELBREBE T ZER S
Mot RHEET MSEM 2 F 7 LA K o B
FAEAGEEATELSEE ) THET HE
BRBHUERBANBEERZHERAL FHE A
— 4 FEHEA (non-equivalent model) ° 1f # &
KABEBHETERARE —HE— T ENBR
B THFENEXAEZRROMEA » BHE
EERBRAUAMGHEE AN B EEE - AXH
#iwdg it > MSEM L& 4 8 MLM B 1 72 % 2
BB LtELAERE AT L LEHEE
WEMG ERERMERMAF S A ERHEY
W HBRE—FRE -

B339 : ARIBHEIE - BHERBEK S 2 RRE
¥ BRREBJ|SEEX - FHFXRE

BT P B R i & B T E R S8 i KAk
Bz — » JTHEE BRI B 25 - B
() e & B S st BUIN IR 8 - S8 1 - BFTE % DA
FHT (factor analysis) iSRS » R
ECHERTE RS RGBS THE S RUE ARG - 3
AR > BIZ LIS 77 #2180 (Structural Equation
Modeling; SEM) (SEM, Bollen, 1989; Jéreskog, 1973)
AEELTHESHUMEET BT o SEM Y352 FI I L 48
BOREReR (RIS (GE Tl R o B B R (R A (R —
BRI ZERE T ST - (BRI E BHAG (I
AR ~ FERRVERRAL ~ /@ K& RL) (1Y SEM 74
() D P B ff PR - % e P R B e B RIGE A > AT
RAFTRREEG - THE %L @XE R SEM 73
M HIYE B 2 fig AR X3 A B VB (8 B AR A A
KEMG AR S - ARt BB E R LSS
ROOHEHEEE B3 E (Rabe-Hesketh, Skrondal,
& Zheng, 2007) °

% I K& R il e 7 R Ko A

% g XER (multilevel data) EfRIFFEHEAES
F&f@ M (hierarchical) EX#2%E (clustered) FURFEL »
(o 150 92 5 P I & 2 A B2 2 A R RO R 2 8/
FUETRAGR - 38 BRRAIE L M (R 8 S B A i e 1)
KA o 7 RIIT B R ER T T Z R ERE (nest-
ed) EFRBEZH » S REEXIRE(L R+ 5 B
FREEIH2F - PR EEER 2 F  BTHRE

VAR RIS R I E Sk (2005) BEEERSCHAIER IR > (EICEM MR IR (e S BIBE T R 2R
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e R 2 > SR E e s R B IR ETE
FEBEE - fEE IR E R BB R R E L
o BRI TR R B E (GRS
) ZHte

BRI EE 2 R ER: - S0 AT B AR
] /N SRR NI PN [ED) 2 ey =i 17
BN AR PR B AR 1% - (ERRIMET T B
i (BT - 8RBT ) Mk R E B > 44
JRER 26 @ X 3 Mreiits > 25 FITRHAE S5 A B 2 g X
[P PRI VR BB Z 00 SRARRE -

B b Z @RI A A B AR R B
& RS 2 fHR R 7 2 U & R ARl
(mixed model) » FFLAZ JC R B EE S TR B (LR - 8
B2 g AR RS 2L (Multilevel Linear Modeling, MLM )
(Tabachnick & Fidell, 2006; Curran, 2003; Snijders &
Bosker, 1999) ° #8352 B E 15 JIERSE » AR
% [& K& R s A A R B i & C A IR iy
#E (2 HEEE > 2006 ¢ Ferron, Dailey, & Yi,
2002; Ferron et al., 2004; Raudenbush & Bryk, 2002) °
SRTI > AEAEHERY 2 @ RIS 7B 2R W A AW
NEBER SIS > (F B Al E SR T HLM 8K
(Raudenbush, Bryk, Cheong, & Congdon, Jr. 2004 )
SRAT DU B R SR B ZE N (HZ AT & =2 E11 38 % (I BR ]

(2 i Tabachnick & Fidell (2006) FUFTER) ° T4

K% g R oMo £ E ARG 2 — > BUZAE SEM
I T 2R 2 @ RTE R > EAT% @RS /712
5 (Multilevel SEM, MSEM) (Heck, 2001; Jedidi &
Ansari, 2001; Goldstein, 2003; Goldstein & Browne,
2001; Goldstein & McDonald, 2003; Hox, 2002;
Joreskog & Sorbom, 2004; Rabe-Hesketh, et al., 2007) ©

AR L fEHAIR) SEM ZERET - AR A IIERAED
WAL RER IR AT T AE RS - A8 RS S o e
BT ER M Em E OB ARSI LA ER - BR5T
& BB L2 FRHIRSHERR (% - KL IR B
B LN > HAIR) SEM i3 A Rk Bakkh -
{5152 e GRS R T S M 1) S R R 1R TS A (R A
HTIGET - BRI &R B FFRHEOZ A i AR
BOEH > TR E RGN 0 B
H FIUFRRERRE (pattern) o & RRFERET RE/MICHIEA
(B R R B R AR BRI TR 88 2E « — M (E SEM
ST BRI FER (correlated uniqueness) * Hit
TR A R AR AR IR RE /Ao Beas i S ()
TIBER -

HI M MLM 4347 B SEM @& /B 55 1 Tk
AN[F] I RE P A8 L #E IR A a T Bl - B S HES - (H
e EFE—EEREH - BEEA %L E XA XEFEBE

SEAGETTROR 2R - R AT 75 8T R REAR TR 3 ]
- K #E R SEM % Jag X A Bedlr (MSEM) #]
DI S A e 2 B () S A Bl 15 LA PR S TRl — (R 722
oo [RIIRHIRR 2 e & L e BB A A B A 3 1 P
(Bentler & Liang, 2003; Heck & Thomas, 2000; Muthén,
1989, 1994; Hox, 1995, 2002; Kaplan, 1995; Kalpan &
Elliott, 1997) ° AXHIEEHHK » HIfERRIE MSEM 73
R - Sl — 2 R VB NIRAS A B (1 B
#r

% I R AR TR B it B

£ @ R E RS > RIEE S /N7 B
AZFTAE AL, (FIaERIrEE A ) - A ME#E/E X (micro
level) o B FER G BAZEOR - T A AR A e
X (macro level) » FlAIZ2ABE—G ({HEFEXK)
HArEe) TP BRE g (FEEERER) - PIRAT
B TR BRE =g (IEHEEEXR) - EE#R
() MLM AU > (fA3 8 (B £ A R A i 4 T Ak
) EEE KBS - BB B TR TE
W (R R AR B A ) v DU e e e
Ko WA IEER ARG X sCRIIR AL A g X
F LIRS Al K i s B A A s B s 2 -

{£ MLM 180t 5 —{EF R T X A IR
%58 (contextual variables) » 7T BIIE #8 fa 2% fiF Fgich
HEE W ARG (aggregate) TR SR TR L
I MEIKAEE B (Duncan, Curzort, & Duncan,
1966) » BG4 1Q #PEERAENFE » B 1Q
BEVE B E g X R L > (RSB 1Q (U
BIR A2 PR A 1Q MU L% » BEIRF AT 1Q AV
IRA& A > DL THER ] il s BT BT » AIRER
BRI 53 > BEAR & R AR 5 B AT DU SR & BB
FEAIRRE X 1Q °

RA& S B AL B EE R 7 B R LLE R T
HAEATIRAS 7387 (contextual analysis) » HEGEREZ R
(ecological fallacy) (Robinson, 1950; Snijders &
Bosker, 1999) o (RIS [RAE S8 S I T IR S S %F
B ARk EEHERE T B AE —EARE SR (con-
textual effects) o JRAE B ETT—(F /715 LRIBRE] > 2 1E
i X g B ] LR B A ECEE B IR S E = g K
PIlRAs S8 - HRREBRIMBHT RIS EZ S
BiL{E g O E RS SR — B B EA TEME (F8
SRt ) o B — (AR A I 5 5 RE B & %%
RE o AN FEAN RAE SR & RS HE g R 1 2 AR 2 A
IF o TR g K EAE R g KR S IR 2% (BR2ERE
JIHEEE) » {EAEHE e 2R 1Q BLASHE XY 1Q » FIRE
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TR T RFEIIRE & o thit /@ » [ —{EH S8
NEIFE I B RANR S3Afr BT A R A - (B A i ik
FHEIFTEE A A S - [RREERIAEARE - SR
S AR RS ST IE - 5 e MRS
o (HRIEHIEAEIRRE - FEiE RaURAS S8
RV A H B R SRS IR

E SRR R IRAS BB BEET > % %A MLM
PITIEZHET - FI RS g X AT = P A iS 20
Il > TEEUIREE S8 - R AP EE (intercept)
SRR (slope) Ef %2 (Stephenson, 2006; De
Silva, 2005) ° BRI —FRémC (BRREEL ~ A&
B 5 2007) » B1E LB A {18 531 2 Bl T R8BI T 5
FHAIE TR > BRE ELE RINRAS B itk - A
JEERIZ AT R BUE BGE 8 > il 1 RAS A8
MLM 7347 ° i@ ZEhfF 7 7l A MLM 5 A1t 4 k&
SHCATERERE - (AR IR S A S
BRI TR -

BAF > MLM BRI B (mani-
fest variables) » S EHE 12 A I B3R 2 1Y & H W
& o RS R A g O EER & B i e O
AE AR R - BT R A S DU AR
DB R RRUS e e skt > IR 2 E R
IR A 8 R 0 S R B 9% 87 it LA ) B B IRt
(Macintyre & Ellaway, 2003; Macintyre, Ellaway, &
Cummins, 2002; Raudenbush, 2003; Snijders & Bosker,
1999) o HE—I ] » QIRIRAE S B & B A RN
RIS > JREIRAS S R AR E B RS
IRF > Mk S ECE AN E DA B R P

T OHEH RS BRI E B R EEA
AT RIS R - B FEE B IR A R R R
AP EATRIRIZR T - MRS TR T (con-
firmatory factor analysis, CFA) » &> SEM HJ—{E K&
M (RRE > 2006 5 BEEEE - 2003 5 #7587
2003) o 5 MRS A BT R A ST A A 1
IRF o SO BE PR 773 B M SEM 2Rk Bl i e X
(1) ER] 58 R B X P DRI SR AR Y 22 5 - (EUZ AT
e ANJERE SEM 8 R E 2% [ XA » 4T MSEM 43
M o FEHIRAVBIEARTE - MSEM BUA AU ET /7 E R
E7E PR A e KT S IAS A B e 25 TRBIAIRAS X
e J& K B G R - TEREES I R B A — (8 ) A
X BLUET Al (B4 - PERREcms) HITEL(E
SRR B R R ARG - BRTEIRAS S B A X
i R EARE SR S R A B P E AR S » Re—
FEVEE ARA& B A (latent contextual variable model )
(FIFER o LUT » BI%f MSEM HURRET IR EEES TEREA o

% Je Kt b 7 RS R
SERENEE

WG R [GRER M EEEZR » LG
KB B (R KR - DA — {8 o3 e
BN EIRERE - IR A b L (Y) HUAH
4 52 B AH PR S A T /04 o FS SEM B MSEM 2
DI A RS B o AR » RIHE S ERE DL
BRSO B (Y-Y) 2R > JREIARJE (centering)
o\ B 22 7 B (deviated scores) ° LI/NE y FKoR
(Cronbach & Webb, 1979) o i) E E IRERAEHEST
B NFEFY > R FEER 0 > AEERGE
R EEIERE Sy S AR 5 o S ER S AR R
W (v-Yo) MEAEZ (grand centering) @ 3/ H
R F—(EESEREERE - Llyr R SHEEIE
ERE SR (v-Y,) > TR (group cen-
tering) » SHEFR—MHAVEZEAEFIER (Dlyy
) SRR E (Y,-Ye) RIS
ER (Llyg o) o yr ~ yp ~ yw =& KB —
FH PR Z2 s oA M B 1 T 70 B R (A ek i 22
it > ZEA pErE > EHEABRAT -

yr=yetyw (1)

EELRRTEEiNE 4 VI YN TR IR e RS (A
i > RIEAE SEM R HE TR & Ia PR S 2R R
PN AR E0E - BEht - B ] B Py 2R 08 0 B
(B8 RIEAC B > MenT LG H i (L H &
B AIOVER SRR - R SRR (S),) BERHMEIE
BERER (Sp) -

ST=Sp+Sw 2

M (e B A B P ok Y S B2 S5 B AT
P o ) 5 R BB SRS (P AH P A8 S R R B [T A
BRI R A PO R (o) BB
SRY (or) PRRMEEE FRES/INEI w il b %
7T o % 5 I 1 R L A 1 R R T 1 o A A SR
B [KIC AT AT 5% A8 T A T A3 S B B A A S B L
fii » 78 Bl 1CcC ( #H N #H B 1% %, Intra-Class
Coefficient) » HHIfA 1CC & LIS EE T HSH
AR B Ho A 2 B39 1CC 2% (manifest ICC;
DLICCm %) > [ ME B B 4 i 52 B 1 BGRE P [
B ALan
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2

—p =_ 9
ICCum= Py g (3)

w

ICCum AR E BB SR & - HMERAE
i > JRENRHRRE R o B 1CCwm /N » s AREA
B 2@ RAERERIR ] LIZRE » DUEE 7B BN mT i
W oz BIR R R A 2R - SWEDZ @R
MrEzfiT 2B EE (Roberts, 2002) °

SERRIERE

RI% B F g BB e ICC (ICCL)

JEAE AT A8 SR R B AT ik B R A2
()& AR R S R B R E o IR
A8 L N T ) B Bl I A IR ER 43 ¢ AT A A A A R
oy (BIESESERE > DIVRR) BEART RS
sy (HIEERZE > IO RKR) » MG INEA R ; F
> [KZRZIAT eI IR E (Op) HHAH A
(Ow) TREAMEN RS AT -

WT: \I,B‘i‘ \I,W (4)
®T: ®B+ ®W (5)

HH S % 58 B 2 P EL G R (R FE BT A P
o ek B [T R el % 1 (3145 L PO Py BELAHE T R e » T
RBET B BRI R i - P ]Ef
BB R, B, BGREES E R
(IELH] (Muthén, 1994) o EAHRITIRZE R (W)
G F =R (V) Ul BIEEEEE 1CC
(IccL)

Y W (©6)
Vot ¥, W

1ICC1=

ICCL UK » B ESEEME (REX) A
BT HRERRER R ] BRI S © X
Zo ICCL U » BB BEHMIEEAA
NFRFGEAER PR SR -

TR A e B A

ek ARG Y I Fa R B B A JEfE > 1 SEM
{5 RS 7R iy 28 H 1) H A R e R £ S8 JE P (reprro-
duced matrix, LA2 o) o £ & XA) MSEM & Al
rfo S8 AR B T R AR R A AT AR (Sg) AR
PR (Zw) FED -

Si=3pt Sw (7
LIHEAUR ) SEM FRF BRR A T -

Ve =V+AgNg, +Ep, + Nyl + &y ()

Horhng, R FEHS G KRB > v 2 A
WG KINJIRI ARG © B3 Rl ZRon N e B e fg X i IR
FEMEEN - BETE > vEEE - e FIE MEE T
(1§ R AR RE A EEE - S AHES A nTEE
TS g Rl > g=1%IG -

EREENE > B A 2 (8)RR 22 TE 1 73 F B
FHFF SR AR ER 73 » DRIEEAT 23 RG-SR T A e L a2
LI REE (SRMRp) BEAH AIEHE( LI 72 2] T AR PR B
(SRMRy ) ° ;52 £iR SRMR /&7 h SEM 5 i
AR ZEHE1E (McDonald & Ho, 2002) » [, SRMRp
Bl SRMRy A]{E MSEM AU HH P B A5 =G5 E
B EESEEE -

TR E R IR BAE R - MfEIR 28 20 (8) i fid] B
FH YRR GBS0 K, > (E AR B B B W g R B e &
(775g B Mg ) HIRERE O] LAMHIR] > tha] DIRTE o FlansH
WG = REMAT » R LR = RER K
FRR  HAREEAER AR (REEEAH
B ) o MR E A A (KB E ) o F
FH g B Thwgs W 6] K] S AE M AH RI BLASI] > DURe A p B
Ay FERERELRE > TR B ET F S e B A 8 B 7 A
[@XRIKZAERE (FBSIEE) &6 AKX AR
(tEalRtE) -

EEEERR - (£ 8 XK S aIhET E
rfo R R B A R e 2 3 A A R A R % R e
(Sg ~ Sw) KopAGET o A2 GRER G HER
TE (88 KBS E g 5 o A EURE ) o IRIEAE A
EISEM (Sy) RHSHSE (1) rESEME A0
B AHANEIZHME (Spy) (pooled within-group
sample matrix) > FI DUGETHRHPIE IR (2) -

ii(yg,» =V )V —¥,)
g=1 i=1 9
N-G

Sew =

Horh cp RAHHATVEISEIEE - B—751H > HHEMEE
B FT 15 H A AE B 22 R R > 712 F 25 A A i I
i8> LlsrE (disaggregated) & FHE AR EHURET
B LS R
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D, -y )P, -V

G-1

5, = (10)

Muthén (1989, 1990) F8Hi » £ @ RHIE BHE
g FEE KBRS RLE A E R A
HokFor (IRENARAS S8 - [RIHAH R AERER fE  B
TMEMARER o 1L Spy MBI RHEMHER (Zw)
W AR DU EH 8 > {H S RS Z AR AERE (Sp)
W KRR DU - i fEfE (2p) BLAH PR HE R
(Sw) MR & IR % KRR CLAGE 3 > a3 =
it :

Sew= Zw (11)
S's= Spytce2p (12)

TEZ J@XE R - {16 #5 B AR e R R R B A
A > K ARQ2)F RSN o (FEIIEZH - &
R NBOHEIIE » cp FRIEE W 8L TR P i X
(balanced model) ; AR ABAERIFEF ki
(un-balanced model) * ¢, FH - #1527 » HEHA
HORFEIRE > SEM fHEF LA —H BRI AR
A g H e 2 i KRR LT (Full Information
Maximum Likelihood; FIML) ZR{GEF228 » &R
IS EHE(L o [KIIE Muthén (1989, 1990) #3420
SN Gt kil Z - RV S B EPN ((OE
At TR A () 2RI o HERL > SKIHHIHER R
Beii - & DA LAR Y » R ILRBI H Y o o* E#
wrr

G
2 2
N E o
g=1

N(G-1)

(13)

Hr NEREAREE - ¢ FBHE - —BEEAAKXA3)F
TR R AU G E AR IR FIML % - T RSz IR K
KE UL AL F % ( Limited Information Maximum
Likelihood; LIML) » [f:3% Muthén (1989, 1990) .2
£ MUML f# (MUthén’s ML) » McDonald (1994)
HIfE 2 B 1P #f# (pseudobalanced solution) ° 7£
FH T BEAH R A B KRR - S RIFH G S
PIET 8 (ERREAEU NG > REEE SRS - 2
B At B AR AN B -

IR15 Hox B Maas (2001) FIILEERTFEREEL - 1F
FALANBAERIEDT - Bt R R B S

BAGE T A& (R AR > (S A AR A5
ZEHEOR N2 > TERBEE (50) H1cc Rk
W - 3 N E B R R B A AR - TE
ASFEZERARH PR A B G 3 AR A i (A AR
fiE/N o EEGE TR A A — PR AR AR R -
KL Hox B2 Maas (2001) 7335 % fH A B0 35 2 FH
%o HBCREAE 50 LLT o ERERFTE 100 LLL o [FIFRE
TES AN BRSNS > 8 DUSE Bfs A — 3R 224 (filan
a =01) KET2HEES

ZERIGHBRE

1€ SEM 7 ZEFE T » CFA AU H (O7E ST
BT RIBERS > —H CFA RAGEHE il &
TR B TE BB - BImTi G A A &
AEAT AT B B2 R AR B ERET - TR A R A 43
Mr o £ MSEM 81 » ERE A 26 @ R A i s A Y
EFTESENERN SR > (HEAR B F 1 A e
(28 fag A S AR AR TR B AR DL > IR s A o3 E piAH
B RN ER 3 > ST S B S w HUfLET - AN[FIEE
TER IO T #ERERHUAIER 53 - S R HE R B A i g
RARRE A p 8L Ay FEFE COHBFIRE) HEAT 55T
(Muthén, 1994; Lee & Shi, 2001) o JHiRE > 2 8
> 26 Jg KRS ZE WG B R R AR B A
W% o fHEFEEERE - NI - 2 @RISR Y 72
Mt B AEIENT (ERR [ SR (SR - A2
WA A EEYIRMGEEE > I MSEM [ 53 #7 15 FE£R
Anderson ¥ Gerbing (1988) FrAtaR1Y PG EXTER
B ECEE M R AR o P TR R 4y
Hr o

PSSR SEM REREE - SHAS ot B i x
By Pt ARHORS AL E 20 T -
y=a+By+Ix+g (14)

ARXAHF > YEBEATESEE (FRKE
B X SEEAMTEE ((FRESE) - BRI
B I B R O - T At S O T B
MG REERE > o B#kEE - ¢ SRR o IRER
BE% @RIV - A4 R 7R T
DLt — 25 B it Bl M B Ay 7 F2 20573 © Muthén
Bl Muthén (2004 ) I 88 @ X pAE P R U A 5 DL Py

T U R (BB B R IR A B B R ) » ]
bRk T -
Yy =0, tBy, +¢, (15)
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AAS) BN ER L (structural form of
the within-group model; Kaplan, 1998; Kaplan & Elliott,
1997) » T g B BRI L&A AR BB 3T 1T
1% e BAHNEERIEREE : o, BEEERE - HR
B RHE I S C @I > S S A A
B RURH B o B RBUERE (B) {E&AHEE R RE
AAFRE AR (HZAE MSEM {3 LA 2 %4
SRBEPE - B B E (REE 5 DARE R CR
AT REIAT 7 R R B UL A E B s 5E 2 (Rabe-
Hesketh et al., 2007; Muthén & Muthén, 2004) °

AR G R (7)) > AHEEH A
TR AE AT GRHAREIRY TR ¢ Blg) -

M =0 +Bytp +6p (16)
My =Byily +6y a7

AFR(16)BE(17)E 28 1 AH e SLAH P9 7 B VB T
(PIAERERA (R > AT LSS [ KA AL A A -
EfFEENE » PSSR G2 P R AR
Bl - RIAH RS RERAR I RS (P8
B2 LT USRI A B o It
— A > ] LIS A R [E B R - AR
(IRFEETHEEEE 2% Hox (2002) ~ Muthén (1989,
1990) ~ Heck ¥ Thomas (2000) FJ7r#H » ASCHILL
B3 I 5 2 B BA 2 g A I A A D E B S0 AT 2
Ff, o

VR Mot s BORSE TR ) e 1 B A s

{EfE MLM 53#f7 R IRAS S48 > & HI {1 e
WERGTAL » (EAE LTI g (JFEETE
) FEE K IRAE S E S BIEE (FHT I8
ZTEIR S BB A AT R o RHRE AR > 1cC
58 o SRTMAE MSEM HYZHTERE T - IRAS B B E 32
77 XA REE IR RERBLETE AR @Rl
MSEM H[a] a LU T8 e R A B R S E 2
LI CFA SRS AR S RAS S B B e G R T i - 2K
IR B T S IR O TR - AR A B A
A ) I i 2 A R 5 VS A HIRAS B B (latent
contextual variable model) ©

TR MLM 80 (588 E X R &
FEIA R E XS A E BT > WIS
BEEA DIEERH SR E 2 RRE
PEBSIE T IRASHITER - BIRF S IRAS S B 2 28 -
{H/1E MSEM &A1 » (M AT BT R E

IEsS e X RS ER VAT RIERE
REATHAEA - [ > (E88 e ZCH B EUR &
HAHE g X PIARAS S % - 7 @ & R A A E K
EBHNEZR  BWREEGFEERENRZME > 5
NEA BB B — R RERIVEERHE
i e T ARAS B > A TS IRAS BT E R - H
BERTAT > MSEM HU Al A i ARAS SR FLE ~ i LR
BAEMITEI M > T8 A s R R TR P R R
PIEHIHERRE R - IRENRZERE (factorial validity )
Htae -

MSEM HU iy H MLM AU E 2877 2K - B2
GG (R TR R DIRER R R
IRRNRE RS AR - S ARAE 22 8 o FIH Muthén Bl
Muthén (2004) HYRERE (RE 1) > HIEEE -AT
BURIE O RE R BFE AR - BB - hilt
AIAD /£ MSEM 1R AU » IRA& A (FEH#EE) 7Y
WO R A SRR R R (18] 1 DU AR
it BRI FE T S B A E S B 7 g3 2] 7 o ARNEAE
) o (T LUGETERERR - 0 DL ¢ b E AR ke Bt A R
7 RFERREIE RS RECREME T K E (B
ICCym K/N) » 22 BRIHEE > N E LUIE B AR
S MR RERE JGET T S g R IR R AR
0o [RII » Fl B g ) A S BB 5 B R MR A
taba EE AR -

AR e B A M - BIATR A b
FEMEKIZZ73HT (higher-order confirmatory factor anly-
sis; HCFA) JR B » ZZHUHNBE PRS2 (Muthén &
Satorra, 1989) © tHELEAT » 1B (FMkAS A BT AH s
b Z BRI SPEINE S S (81 FE 7s
Bl gy) > [HIRE » mFEBHE R A P REIG I 1 T e e
REEAEEE (B 1w B nwo) o 2 (EEE
{EB TR G RN AENR 488 - ZR1 » MSEM
AR —{EFE I > AR e KR A N — e T B
g X AHIE - & TEH B B B B R AR LS
(Hox, 2002; Heck & Thomas, 2000) » 5 LUiG i f4 et
KRG E S R VEAER R A R A ERA (% o W Wi {E e
RIKZEAERETESE > MR o] B 2 S (VB 1 A A
# (equivalent latent contextual variable model) » 415
el KRG E S > RS MIAS R R B e 2K T
eI L P TE o R PTR B E FE S (E B AR
BRI (non-equivalent latent contextual variable
model) » JREVRE RIS BLSMMa R -

MSEM H[a i) A — (@R - A ME ARG DL
AETTHERSE KA RAS S B 8 FE B AR Y » ARt
[FIR% AT LUEE TR BRI E B AL R 7 © & —{ MSEM
TRAU P e R B = /e 2 > A B & g AR
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VB E HIRHS e e A

TBAE IS (A

[£Bs1 Vogity)
g X
A A A Ay Ay e
Sm E $pa E $as E S E $rr E $a E $ro E
Em E Em E Ews E Ewa E Ews E Ews E & E
NY NN Ny NYONY N\
ym i w3 ywa yws yis v I e e X

fIEHE e R
— : %/ K SEM IR % BB AR T

B> BT B A e 6 i 25 BV AT 00— fisk VB A o A 23
(general latent contextual variable model; GLCVM) ° —
{18 GLCVM KA e ] 7= S 2 s e A 1 s

PV 1 RIRD » 7o R e Fe A B e AR e g AR
—{EFH S FER AR S B ENRAS S 8 - T A B IRAS
fiAE RS (latent contextual explanatory variable) * 5
TR A8 BT i 2K (R L 2R B — (R S PR A
g B EARAS AR > DRI W] DA AT T IRAR A A8
(latent contextual dependent variable) ° FI# 1] LIRS
Fs AR AU P AH I B > S TR TV A S B T
B ST

BREBIR T+ FR o E R B AE
it 33 B R R 3 A

HREAETH

AFERTE FIRUE RS KPR (2005) FrdEss
RUEREE BT R B TS > BERFFERUIR E AOTE R 2
AR A - CIRAFFE 2R B B A U SR U
AP ZE B OB SR AN 5 B BT % A F R (E RS S -
JUHEEART & B R AR L AU R 47 e Y
FEELT T  BFZERISRIE 93 FFEREALEL =i

IR XA

HEMEE R ERE 76 L 841 (1 H 4 - 76 (U FE
B 31 A BiE4s A ZEEHEAE 0 205
LLEEEE 36 A (1547.4%) » 10 FELLEEIRE 33
A (f543.4%) » HobigR s A FF46 A R 11
N o FAER S HBGEE R K 883 {7 0 ARUE K 841
3> H #4603 % (15 71.7%) » BEH 4 238
2 (1528.3%) » FEZ B30T (1575.7%) ¢
144 % (17.1%) EUFFRRTERE o EEGRS RYUTEETE
2044 (35%) 0 BH 1-2 FHEREE 349 4
(41.5%) » 3-54FF 140 % (16.6%) > /NFELLE 58 4
(6.9%) ° FIFFEREMERAIZEENBRD3 A
% 22 N FH11.07 A (JRED e*) -

M TES TORBFERERFE] (Interview
Assessment Form) (f&iff IAF £3) - LB R HEITH
Graves 5 Powell (1988) AfmBifiEEF » R EF It
B 5 8 K 20 [HREH » #RF R K (Likert-type)
FERE R o ARWFFEHAH & R} & R R %
[E{ZEBE 7] (V9%E > Cronbach’s a =.92) » [FEIFE
] (=fE > Cronbach’s « =.89) » {58 = —{HG
[FRERER] R - TEFERIRG ]~ TEHEE
WEEZM ]~ [ EEEkINELZ %4 | (Cronbach’s @
=96) » F ‘BN —ENEE A o



49-4B8-3-06027-383405b 12/7/2007 2:19 PM HiiE 390

—p—

390 [k

HRE Y

AHRFERR TS — R B H A [
Re11 0 JRED [ B AR 0y TORR Il B T
TERIERZERE ST ) (RO 2% > IO ZE B EEA
Erta st - BEOEAERZEHF AN EETE - —H%
ME @ BETERARE R EENMWE » IAE
EEER TN ~ BB ~ §F 0 A7 ~ BENEHE
H~ AEENSE B AR - SRR LA R - BB
BB QWA ~ REFIEERE ST ~ EEITER
ERESIAF ~ B IR NG ~ MHEH TORRSER R AR ~ 2
Al ELZEAE (GHTEARE - 1997) o ARWFZRECAH [ EFERE
RSB Ak | ~ [ EPERA =R 1]~ [ EBEAE
EERES) |~ T BB SEAES | 5 IYREAETE

B AT E R B AN [
WAERE | WIRTAG - STkt TR ) RAEFEO
REMEASRIVEERKZE (Graves & Powell, 1988) © K
HEMRLIOAAEFEZBHAPFAEN [ TIERE ] -
FERFERAR T~ TEEHS ] IR SRR E
il RARFR R > SRR R & B 5 A AT
) BEE B AEKZE (Anderson & Shackleton,
1990; Graves & Powell, 1988, 1995) ° &£ IR FE#
W NS /EE (Baskett, 1973) ~ %5277 (Rand &
Wexely, 1975) FIE & OG5 ( Anderson &
Shackleton, 1990; Graves & Powell, 1988, 1995; Raza &
Carpenter, 1987) » #l#$HE AFFHEZ BHIFH 4 .2 H]
RERE ~ R BAELL - BFE B A O 3R E B
I%J o

AKERFEHR F Mplus4 (Muthén & Muthén, 2004 )
AT MSEM i » HABELE AT DI B 1 TR A
FEPRAETE > AT AT DU ki BE T SRR e 2k
15 Sw B2 Sp o ZNHFFEHI S 73 A i H P B AH Py B A 4
FERR SR 8% — - A {sE A MSEM 434 (") Mplus 25
TR gk —

o SR BT 5

RS B AHRR S i

K1Y T 76 (FFFEZBE 841 (i H LT E
TR AET AR - NS > FFEER
A 841 (i ETE 10 {# 1AF FF7E & £ WFF 0k HEJF
oo REEA L 3.40 2 3.63 Z[H 0 & IEH IR
g fEUE R A 75 .99 2T - FEH FHRE
TE.01 BHEKYUE > (RE .49 .87 » Hih = {E#5 5
FE (R1EIR3) AIFHEAE .80 LA L > Birmid =1
RE E R —2 i e

Sy—J7MH - #tBf 76 (1FFE R H AU HEfE R
HIRRGRACTE » AT LLIBEEL IAF 25 ISR & B FHRH
s ZHARBE SR80 UL > HE (A REIFE
(R1FIR3) AUMHBABE .90 DL I » BURFFHFZRBHP
FHEART > ALFFE Z B S S AR5 A
MRIFRBRI © SRR HR R B B ABCRE - KA
BRORESOR F CEXABy LU » DA & BRI T
BRGRERAIMGET -

Rk ANE AN

BB THEZEREST) - THIEE] B [T7HE
fhER ] EBEESIRERE &7 10 EE
S CFA - I EREHES 2 fEXF
CFA ISR e s g X 841 HAFEEK] -
HEITHEIE X CFA > A LIRERE £ g XM RZ A
FLLZ 8 X CFA 2 be = (E VB (£ B B {F A Bl g XY
[RIZERE o

B —JFK CFA ° B—J@ X CFA B » 215
10 {EEZE > BB (SMOo) R EEMKIZER
R S ESIIRAERE o HAh CFA R KIBE
(RS IRAERR A I & BT E A : B2 =R
FEAL (SM1) > JRED={EfE SRS 0 ¢ R =K
FEA (SM2) - JRBI={EHE B B HiGET
B — A (SM3) » JREN [EL2ERE 7| Bl
[EIFRRE ] mifEfs s amE— DU =8t & E
BEEHM (RER 1.00) » JRENESBE — K HE A
(SM4) o ZEAIFIR GEBC RS R 2 -

HE% 2 AT 40 DR EERAR AL R - DI a2 = R
AL (SM2) RIERLEBCIEIE AL » x2(32)=114.065,
p<.001, x2/df=3.56 * RMSEA=.055, CFI=.988,
TLI=.983, SRMR=.022 ° {H¥f.2 T » EHAZEA (SM1)
BB — R B EA (SM4) SEECE I REAE - 2R
= (W N IR T IR 0 N2 SR — U
o EAC PR B R A BRI U7 A B EGERE K
#E > A x2=1582, A df=3, p <.001 » FoRIAFEEINIHRE
T B o B— 71 o B — R R R B R A AR A
A2 JRGEBEEE » A x2=611.20, A df=3, p <.001 - f
RT3 2 FRT D R B AN 22 1 38 AT 32 ol A ] P T %
B

etk > SM4 IR A E R iE A B S R ]
— RS B (AR A R (A R AR
K% o (EEREA BN RBEAE - x2(34)=305.151, p
<001, %/df=8.98 * RMSEA=.097, CFI=.960, TLI=.948,
SRMR=.035 ° [K[[ft. » AEfiffG R (g KA K Z s
LI — B AR E > A EE 2 X
CFA [EERE o SM3 BRI LE TG RSP E 2 -
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& 1
[oXFE k] S2EBMAERITF A0 281
AR fAtEET IVl : BZERES) V2 : FHIFEE DV : FFERR
M SD; SD» El E2 E3 E4 SI S2 S3 RI R2 R3
El. EMIRE TIERSBa R 355 81 46 100 77 81 8 .75 .70 71 77 97 .76
E2. EPERASERE T 345 77 44 63 100 88 76 8 8 83 .79 76 .75
E3. ELEIAT AR ERE /T 353 75 45 58 72 1.00 80 8 84 84 82 81 .80
E4. BB SEA 363 78 46 60 58 .61 100 77 73 75 82 85 .83
S1. TAERIRESE BLE AR 345 80 45 54 60 61 61 1.00 92 89 8 80 .81
S2. ¥irpER A S REEGHHML 340 76 43 49 58 59 56 73 100 88 81 .76 .75
S3. HE M S B AR 341 77 44 50 59 58 57 .68 71 1.00 .83 80 .79
R1. R 350 85 47 56 63 64 61 67 .65 .65 1.00 .93 91
R2. & EEh 350 89 49 57 62 .62 .63 .66 .64 .65 83 100 .96
R3. AJHERKH 349 99 53 56 .61 62 62 65 .62 .65 81 .87 1.00

if T=ARMEEX (FE) NREMRAE - E=APREREX GFEZRE) MEMHRERE (U&EE
AP AN o SDI FR{EHYEX 841 (L FHFRIFIEER: « SD2 FHEHEIE X 76 T A & BACHEAR A A BN
e UFAIREER) RIG2IEHEE -

&2
BRREEG KR CFA H WX A RIGARHE E R
FHA FHFH x 2% df x¥df RMSEA CFI  TLI SRMR

A AHE

G CFA

SMO JEAT7 AT - 6890.687 45 153.13 425 000 000 572 -

SM1 = HA K - 1696.065 35 48.46 238 57 688 469 -

SM2 =RIAC[KIFE - 114.065 32 3.56 055 988 983  .022 -

SM3 [ HL LA R - 305.151 34 8.98 .097 960 948 035 -

SM4 H—[KF - 725267 35 20.72 153 899 870  .057 -

% &K CFA

MM =RIAZNFE LA 423479 77 5.50 073 941 931  .086 791

MM2 =RIZRFE  ZERXRFR 584.100 70 8.34 093 913 888  .053 688

MM3 =RIECRFE =R 160.118 64 2.50 042 984 977 026 043

MM4 =RIACRE  HEHEHERER 170.190 66 2.58 043 982 976  .021 051

MMS5 =RIACRZE  BH—KF% 202.105 67 3.02 049 977 969  .027 066

* AR x 2 fEE3E.001 BHE /K HE -
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46 .33 32

\ 42 \ 27

\ 28

\.32 \.20 \.12 \.15

El E2 E3 E4 S1

S2 S3 R1 R2 R3

Bl = #XZRERAY (SM2) SHEHEREF

HHIE 2 A A > VB B S B R 5 AT
H/IEGKE.70 - BURKZEARN S0 S o 38
{EBIE SRR .86 (p <.001) » BETRHE AT E
HEHZERNE > FFHEETEEE BIVHEIEE S
5 o P lE E SR B R TME 0 [ESERE T
B [ERERER | FHRH DU, [FEFRRERE ) B [R5
THEAESR5.84 (p<.001) °

% @R CFA -~ JEFERATIHI B G K CFA » RETH
fEEfg X (FHPy) BAEREX (AR pURZEAGHER
RHA A AT Horr g KRR — B Fr IR B ) = [R5
REA AT > FEE g X B IR R — B 1 43 75 =X o3 B
AfEREEEA - F—EZ @R (MM1) ZEH
R JRENFEEE G N2 A R R IR B AGHEEE > 10
{16 e At T AL P g X B = AR e > B2 H 10 B
SO AT 10 (EREHEIE R IV B B — B S8 U
TESEFRAE RN, > SR BN H BN %A FHRERY
RE o PRI R BT R IR B R -
PIEUMERET (baseline model) ° FEHE/E RITIKR L fEHE
IS g R AR 3 E - IR E A2 = R R Al
(MM2) ~ B2 =RNERA (MM3) ~ B8 B A 1
B (MM4) » DU =B AR E— KT
AL (MMS) ° 38 T2 g R CFA AR ERCAS
Rk 2 -

HHZ 2 AT 4T > MM % BRI B A E
ORI M A 2l I B B AR > x2(77)=423.479, p <.001 >
[ IR FR AT ] DAGEFH IS SRMRp 812 (.791) B #
/g KRR R = TR R - (A8 g R 15 2 FE
/[N (SRMRw=.086) » Bf-1x MM 1 T8 B 4 22
BAEEREREE R » P — BN E AR, - 48
g KA FE A2 = R (MM1) SEBCIEZ A
HIAH > x2(70)=584.1, p <.001, RMSEA=.093, -7 =l
VB TE B O RS g RN R AR B LA S 0 B
SRMRB=.688 A] & HifE#E g X A EN K o

BAS MM3 E] MM4 R {lE A > & ERd R 5 FF
WA o MEIR VT LI S IR R Rt A = K F Al
(MM3) 1H5E » x2(64)=160.118, p <.001, x2df=2.5,
RMSEA=.042, SRMRp=.043 » SRMRw=.026 : Hi
MM4 [FIERC AR R T ERE AR (Ax2=10.07, A
df=2) > .01 BEEKHE > {HARZE.001 BHEKUE » xY/df
HEFFLE/ N2 3 7 2.58 » RMSEA=.043 » 87 MM4
SERCEE e > 7REN B S A g X 1
TIRAK o 5% RSBUSEHIIRE R T LB - FEiEg
RIKNZ M EE. 96 » HHEHRETT 95% {5 FE [
(0.911 %] 1.005) 125 1.00 » JREIWE K 2 FHEE (%
BTHERE 1.00 FUTEEFHRR » IR BB E e X G
ARESE BIA A5 o @ AILL - ATdtes R IE AR
B MM3 B MM4 (B S5 » IRIECE A8 53 17 (R R ER FH A
FEE G (BSOS R TR A S B A )
S B AR S AR S g K MIARRE o

By 8 1 B I R XA Sy ==l PN S O
A (MMS) » EBEACEACTERE B x2(67)=202.105, p
<.001, x2/df=3.02, RMSEA=.049, SRMRg=.027 >
SRMRw=.066 > Bl MM3 B MM4 )2 88 H {553 51
HZ3E 1 HE R ABEABOR T 42832 > £
=R AR .001 BEE KUE - x2/df BUE UK E]
3.02 - e 3 AUTE ERE > B MMS [ ECRE S
MM3 Bl MM4 B - [RIH T SCER iR MM3 B MM4
W{EB I 2B RS R » BUBYIRER 3 -

2350 H T MM3 B MM4 9 {8 5 CE A5 R ) 22 8
TGS W2 (R g XA 2 B G SR B e rif B
—J@ X CFA FEAUS MDA 2 > & SRR
B (2.666 2£.917) ¥+ 3HH o (HE7EHERY
[& R 53 > FHRERCERAT CFA BEAUF IR 3 & il fE A A
HiE o A L Lambda (REUITESS LI E > HEE
.95 [k e o HRP% Bagozzi B Yi (1988) HJHEHESL »
i 3.95 FIIKI 2 B =B S rI RS K2 1.00 &
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&3
LRREBBERER ESNSREFERBER
i Al MM4 MM3
e e =l T NES faRgfE X 5 SR A —KF#

FHA (FE) FHE (%) A (FHE) FHE (FF%%)
ICC  Coef.* t Coef . * t Coef.* t Coef.* t

V1 : B3R

E1. B AHRH T VRRCER B AR 243 668 - 885 - 666 - 907 -
E2 H P& RE S 269 777 1572 956 997 776 1570 947 9.87
E3. ELHAN AR ERE ) 298 754 1524 971 1134 753 1554 973 1147
E4. BT SR 265 692 1425 885 1163  .691 1418 906  12.10
V2 : FRIRAE

S1. TARHREEE BRI 246 799 - 993 855 797 - 1.00 -
S2. R ER A 7 A B AR 257 799 19.66 977 809 796  19.72 985  16.92
S3.HH BB R AH 256 774 2487 963 807 772  24.83 965  14.83
DV : FFERER

R1.ZHRAT 227 864 - 968 - 864 - 967 -
R2.j# &5 il 219 917 3038 1.00 1390 917 3037 1.00 13.96
R3. 7] HEfk 203 906 2464 988 1138 906 2467 988  11.15
INES LY

TRFIVI - HERES) 215 7.14 213 7.01 157 4.49
TRF V2 - SEREE 308 8.03 305 7.99 131 4.17
HRRIV : FEFETE 124 4.06

TR - TP ERS IR 415 7.10 159 449 415 7.11 158 5.72
ENE e

ESERE TR 790 7.73 801 776 957 5.64
AR 1A E R R 799 7.64 799 763 918 4.50
FEIRIE AT ERG R 817 7.35 822 7.35 864 5.15
RV E THME AT E R R 895 441

* B 7B BB R L AR HESS » RS BUIR T R LR 2 (RBE -



49-4B8-3-06027-383405b 12/7/2007 2:19 PM HiiE 394

—p—

394 [k

RIS REE# (improper solution) » BiIRE & HAHE
g B ROHRR L = (G R & B R IS R
E2.90) » LURFEE g KEISEES 76 A - TERFEA
S Hhd B B S L i 1.00 7K R BT 3R
R o —RRAEEABING 100 - JEH B S ELRE—
WS (EH AT AT R R 2 AR EE (41.10)
77 ARHETTHEL (Bentler & Lee, 1979; Loehlin,
2004) » {H2F EAMFFCE A1 1.00 FI(REEE
EE R E N E ALY (a0 1,007 B
1.001) » EEHESRFEE I BIEE - SBIVEE EH R
EERRRE S PR - ER S BB R (G
TSRS E B I » DRI T AR g L B 5 H
I E » NUABRITTRETSIRE » MR REK
IR EE o

fe1CC BUEPT LI Y > & I RE AR T 722 22 )

£.298 ZfH > B E NI ATHR (Cohen, 1988) ©
A% o DLER A% W 1 A8 B R AT B 2R
ICCy » JJE T BTES BB R RS - IR 3 E
R S g X B g X IR B B AN —E FEIA]
IS B AR B BT 1CCL (R LU #E B AR B8 /g XA B 1Y
VB O S B AR T B - TR R E B A
BRORETE ICCL © MM4 BEARIF) ICCL £5.232 » MM3
BRI 1CCL AIlfS.323  MREARAR » A MM4 R
E 3 BTE RSB S R fh B — W (R 5% - 28 B
Do FHELZ T 0 MM3 FRALE) B A g R AR Y
TRERF > B MM3 BB S R T 22 2 |
B MM4 f&RIER KEF % -

et AN

i — B CFA HERE T {E 8 g KK A A i
RAERL A = KA B3R g AT RE 2
R > IRl ReE BRI EASHE o DUT B UGS R R AL A
PRaT TELEpe ) Bl [ERERAZS | B TEFERS IR
T2 o

EREREEE I > B R —E 0T > R FE g
KPR AR KR (MM4) BLEERR
(MM3) FTEAEERRE » KT AE A AR 1 st i
WA MST (L MM4 SRR EHE
KM =R SR RN B MS2 (LIMM3 &
HHE > REHEE JCOHI R B R AR ) W
fif o

Fls FEAE A s USRS A £ BE VAR - S (I
[ KBRS G X (25 KI5 (6 T35 it e et S B st )
MR E RS 0 » RAMTRM R > BT
O(LLo0 i) s WIR(E#EE X5 KB HBH R E 5

0 - {HASHEIG KK FHRH B 53 - BE Al
(LLo1 ) 5 anSRARHE g K& K EHBE R E R 0 o
(R g K KA HRE R AE - B A (L
10 %7%) o fHEREMERALSE - FBIBTE BB R
TEARSREGES T B BT ARG RE R (DL 11 R7R) © [H]
I > SOFRTR =R > JEEHE (AR
BT o FERAER 4 Fo o

FH2% 4 ATAN - &SR R AU BHE /3 e N A PR K
R R K EA S fEBEA (MSigo »
MSlo1 > MS20;1) [KIfEAH P9 IR 2 435 7€ % 25 R I
IR IEE M RE SR E IR - B R g R s (3 e 88
AR B BB ERENE - B— 5T o WS
AL s BT R RAT - AR R R B R R
fis fE A (MS1,1) BY x2(66)=170.19, p <.001,
RMSEA=.043, SRMRp=.051 > SRMRw=.021 : FH[HA
FE T INEAE R (MS211) 1Y x2(64)=160.12, p
<001, RMSEA=.042, SRMRp=.043 > SRMRy=.026 °
TEHEACFEIEATE - LI MS2,, (R ER R E - H2
WAl AT —EfAYET AR > AHRE R E A HE R BEAE - R
FIVAHE ) — BRI 2 A R £ &+ DRI Bt R s R AT
ST P BETE At R R S AT e ol B A M R
GBI UEFTE AR

FHS MS1y B2 MS2,, mi{lEfR AU 72 SR AE R i e
KR RS E - LA A R S B E AR
TEE B8 g K& 3 FEH B (B25R 3 1Y CFA B —
B0 o WA T DM o R B REE 7 0 MST 1
TR A1V T A S VS A A A8 B 1) I B R I
[ELZERETT ) 119.409 (1=5.14, p <.01) B [FHIRFLE ]
f7.493 (1=6.32, p <01) : MS2y fRIFg [EZERETT |
£%.392 (1=4.79, p <.01) Hl [FEFFEE | 7J.507
(t=6.44, p <.01) © MS1y; B MS2,, P AU EAH P
FREfRERE S (R2) 55,73 » BERRE B8 BRE S0 E &L
(IR AR -

MS 1y B MS2, WA 7ERH I R I35 R
1E BRI AR (2 & 3) - MS1, B
MS2, W RIHERE G R R? 1) 73 155,80 B85 » B/
TR 1) E AR S A X R AR B - (HUZ MS211
() I T TR 38 g A R A B AR B - [ 2R T
FIEERHR RS 1.091 (/=2.52, p <.01) » Tfi [EEFLFRSE |
(1) 20 B 5 S It ol N B R BB (.18 0 1=-.43,
ns) > MS2y (B EEFEIRR NEE R o P MS21,
PR > HEHE K WV A [ B SERE T Bl
[EEFAESE | RIFERRE 957 (1=5.64, p <.001) » BETHH
[P 2K ) 8 LR S A R ) AT s 7 7 32 B AR T ) 2B
Ko RGN AEE B EERA - HEZ T > MS1y
TRAIRFE g X DUBE B A [ SRR e R E
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& 4
LSRRG BERIEHEL

fid Al x*

df  x%df RMSEA CFI TLI SRMR

il

boNiiE] (" %%*%ﬂ <MSI>
MS oo JEAZREAT (AR MEAHRN)

MS 1oy SMBIIAERY (GRE P9 R 32 SEAHRH )

MS 1o BB EHY (RH DR 5 S AHRR ) 242.997

MS11 fﬁﬁ’fﬁ%‘iﬁ” 170.190
1520.259

MS20; nfﬁﬁ%mjﬂiﬂ (H PRI e AHR )

MS210 BRME AT (RH DR 3 S AHRR ) 308.379

MS2y, ARl 160.118

67 3.63 .056 970 960 .027 527
66 2.58 .043 982 976 .021 .051

70 21.72 157 155 .685 403 .664

67 4.60 .065 959 945 .043 .667
64 2.50 .042 984 977 026  .043

* FTE R x2 fEEE.001 BEE K YHE -

SRS 7 116 e P R 2 A B > S R A ) R
%.895 (1=8.82, p<.001) > R2=80 » H/x [FHEFPE
FHME] T LUERRRE [FFER R ] R 80% » &—
AR SR PRI -

il i BELA

HRk& BT B - Rt R T IR
S E AR TERE - LEFRREEE AR
e L)&%&%ﬁﬁé’]@lﬁ%?ﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁi’
EA R KHURHRIROR - TRAMIRES IR - BIZH
LAZ g AR RIS T 04 = R — 5T AT RE 2
{18 i X SR 11 B AIRAS S B - o m] RE RS AR/ X
BISERIE AR (PIATRHARAIRUR ~ SRR A RLAT
TEEE) o AR/ ORIYEE RS - AR UATF] IS
TR R AAGE THRAS B B 32 08 AR VB E
IR At » S A T RS R A ARAS B R A BT
RERRIBIE -

ﬁbub

%&

AR A8 SNV = =R B D AT
HRAS R B B RAS BRI T E 2

% [G XIEBIAE 5552 DR IR IR > TR RESTES
AR A% ) 52 B AE 1T H 35 /287 (Snijders & Bosker,
1999) ° i Ellaway (2003) &2 > DAE#E

Macintyre i

ERHER & AR g K E@%fﬁﬁ%@f’?%ﬁ)ﬁ%ﬁﬂ’]ﬁ@@
W HE T —REARISE G RTE L &/ AP
—TEit &S (social miasma) FUIHER » 15‘5&%5’\
Hﬁf%:@ﬁ@ﬂ%ﬁﬂﬁ’]li%ﬂ}ﬁ%@[ (Flans /&

CHERESE) R LHMEEEEEMEM -
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H & AT A& TGS S BT 5o B 182 o SR TR AR 2
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R ER > B HESERE S CRNalEfsg
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A TR LS B T AR SR (51
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LI Z 375 s IRAS UE (background contextual
effects) ©

AR 3 R A B s A A TR NIRAR S o
M ST A — T A RAS SR A AE o H e
[@ R IS5 & F AR g KRR B L RS AT 3
7 HUREGERF A SR E RN 8 - e
B AR ARAS S PRV E U RE AN o E A5 A 0UE A
FrE B R E S HEP S E - kA AT
BEESTREIENER (REIFRSE R E) » %
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FRAFAERIAC ELAE R » 8572 A e 2 5= B A5 P
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effects)

B FH AR RRAS R R 51 703 R 4R
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BT R BUEAI N TEA LIRS SOR - AR
Fer] LIRS I IRAS S B A2 - DAt
HRAERR 72T T MSEM Z3AT - 16 58 REH23T —fie Al
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e » o7 DSBS BCRAEAEIE X - EE T REK
FANRIBUREH 2% fa X B RIS R T A AR » B HER
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AR FEE P ARAS BB 5 — (R PR > R LUE
TERE T RIS SR PR IRAS B B s 2 BB S K
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W R GRS TG A - iR EE A T LU REA 2L
i HE 4 e R AR U AL - (HANR B E R R
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S (HR LI ZNS TR BPEEGET
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HESREIE EEE
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BEA L AXPIOEE RS S BRSNS
ARf& s 8 (BI MLM H A (IREREELEE ) » S & T {731
TR B HIFEE E SRS (anchor point) HUERIZER » H
IR E P EETEE (EHENS  FoEER) > (=
B E BRI CEREHME - FF 8t ) -
RO TR R » ZE AR PV A s e 1
TE BRI o MRS BB (AR S B R e 22 (i
BB RIE TEEBRERER > SREEK ) XoR
o BRI —EUE R > AR R o (A - &
ELIOR (RIS A DGR AE H e E 26 1
SRR R R o FAEFE 3 AR LA Z R - 758
LW E R ER T > R EEE S ERERE
HER E KB R B —fE E S K% (anchor effect)
(Lord, 1977; Allen & Yen, 2002) » Fl| FIVEEA B i =
B HT RN » & BUETS IR SEM RIS T
GG - 3 E BN R F A= 5%
(EHMIE) Mg X028y Dbk - 2271
E MG XML o RIS EFEE R i %%
B B E SR S R A AR FE RS B8 g AR e S
SR A R BE S I R RCR > IR A A
AE 113 B1 » Niu B2 Sternberg (2001) FJ—IERFFEHE
B FEIEE > E P TR A AR E i R
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AR
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bias) » JRENRIEEF 3 ) E BRI - g Gl &2 3
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T R B A MIRAS: e R B PR BNEZR 2 H # IR
(HETE o Ha e — Rl [F] /7158 % (com-
mon method variance) » —fEEPRFFE R T IAERN
HIARAE R > Campbell B Fiske (1959) #&H 7 /714
RERIRE S - WA H T % & 7 % B R R
(MTMM matrix) 2RfhiEt > FARAEE EH] SEM HY A
oA MTMM & B (5141 Kenny & Kashy, 1992;
Lowe & Ryan-Wenger, 1992; Marsh & Hocevar,
1988) » {H G UG LA R0 o Bt /7 B8 52 - AR E
TTIRAS ROR B 3 M @ fE > BB 7 FIFH MSEM 2
F? o ATAERS RS I B R B A A B = P AHRA -
R B — B T &0 > 25— Bt & dT
=53 T LUBE BT A e EELE > BIR%
J& ZX i) SEM AL ] DL AR B & S (] 75 i %8 S Fi)
(Podsakoff, MacKenzie, Lee, & Podsakoff, 2003) » Afiff
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& AT B S B R B T 0 o [ES R
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& Mplus FftEFELRI A > HIFE 5335 [& 2% Ja K& FHR
8 A ERE AT R - K AT D@ e %
[@ IR FE TR -

JE& F MSEM 5 3 2 A B v A IR s 280 B BE SR A5 3
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SRR THRER o Q0SREE A (R AN HAE - BUR A
BRI - (G BURE BTSSR o AW SEAE T
R B g KA Z RS ERERE - 7R 8 |
FHEMHETISE » DLEATHE G 8 L 7o iR o flans
AR FERERI R - B R PR B IR -
& GG S AR - I > (R EE R L
(RS > MSEM RHU i B B AT > ek 2 B fh
sTHIELT o HCHRAS ST BIPRET » B E s i
RIS LA AT - IR B BeE 2 - T LR
B (item parceling) Y7715 o JRkESH] & AU S
SR EAE o DU 5 RS RS AT B 53 () 2 Ak B A IR
(Bandalos, 2001; Bandalos & Finney, 2001; MacCallum,
Widaman, Zhang, & Hong, 1999) °

I ASCAT KA HRPRET » (e E
W[ BSRRE T - DURE T B E
FENF B NS S BT T > IR0 - (EFE X
BB ER 1 e X R &SP RESETT SEM 77
bt REGREFr SR EH (AiEE R
¥ HOHEHER M EE B E RN A LT 2 4
2 KRB R T — 80 G s B v - Hofth
BURFERI & 0 /& MSEM M RES TR REfli 2 2 J@ X
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RINEEZ & KBTS AT 72 i) —(E RS - #50E
(PIRIF 5% 5 BrREIT 72 22 -

MSEM {3 A —{#E Al ERIIRGR AR > H
Fi>2% @ AR AL WA ZE R IR BT 61 i B A B fg I 4T ML
i3t > DRI R g R 22 & R A ZH T & SEM 43
MIHUEAR TR » Hox (2002) F8HIZ% g s 17 {688
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5 o EEASH A o T AR AR S 0
1CC BUNRE » FEH8 G X 12 Bk TR AR e > B B
(Cheng & Au, 2005) ° fR#5 Hox B Maas (2001) fJF
HEDT RS R Bl > FEES g B2 ETE S0 LN EL 1CC
R/ > (53T Er A IARERRAR - B2 100 DL EBIEZRE
RS RABRTRE - TEARFE M ERE T » HIRE
FAHE G MR RS S0 PSR E > (HIRES 76 - KEE
EIE 100 fUEANE - EEHERIE RIS B LE 3R JE
ERRBR (K& 28 1.0 (UG ZE A B
BERTEEH > (B B A B B AL 3T B R -
HAMEFA 7 A FEH P MSEM BAGE 1T
B KRB AT @B 2 I - HERAR
Hox 2 Maas (2001) [ » #E KT8 KIUEEA
Bt - A EEBEIREE B RUIEE SR o 3 W/HRER
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SEM > ffF5E & 6 1 9 B e O kR o

25 Sk
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FFKEE (2005) o T[] Hp 2B R 28 1R SR R A 2 T
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WFFERT A AR Z FE L3
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585 (2003) o [HEHE e X E AR EER | - B
i TLrEEEF A A o

HAEE (2006) o [FEEMRMER A - R - ik EE
1 &b BEBEARAA -

BEAEE (1997) o 18 R BbhFE 2 =R /4 o
[HEWFEEA] > 53) 7 1428 ©

Allen, M. J., & Yen, W. M. (2002). Introduction to mea-

surement theory. Long Grove, IL: Waveland Press,
Inc.

Anderson, J. C., & Gerbing, D. W. (1988). Structural
equation modeling in practice: A review and rec-
ommended two-step approach. Psychological
Bulletin, 103, 411-423.

Anderson, N., & Shackleton, V. (1990). Decision making

A field
study. Journal of Occupational Psychology, 63,
63-76.

Bagozzi, R.P., & Yi, Y. (1988). On the Evaluation of
Structural Equation Models. Journal of the
Academy of Marketing Science, 16, 74-94.

Bandalos, D. L. (2001). The effects of item parceling on
goodness-of-fit and parameter estimate bias in

in the graduate selection interview

structural equation modeling. Structural Equation
Modeling, 9, 78-102

Bandalos, D. L., & Finney, S. J. (2001). Item parceling
issues in structural equation modeling. In G. A.
Marcoulides and R. E. Schumacker (Eds.)., New
developments and techniques in structural equa-
tion modeling (pp. 269-296). Mahwah, NI:
Lawrence Erlbaum Associates.

Baskett, G. D. (1973). Interview Decision as Determined
by Competency and Attitude Similarity. Journal of
Applied Psychology,57(3), 343-345.

Bentler, P. M., & Lee, S. Y. (1979). A statistical develop-
ment of three-mode factor analysis. British Journal
of Mathematical and Statistical Psychology, 32,
87-104

Bentler, P. M., & Liang, J. (2003). Two-level mean and
covariance structure: Maximum Likelihood via an
EM algorithm. In S. P. Reise & N. Duan (Eds.),
Multilevel modeling: Methodological advances,
issues, and applications (pp. 53-70). Mahwah, NJ:
Lawrence Erlbaum Associates.

Bollen, K. A. (1989). Structural equation modeling with
latent variables. New York: John Wiley.

Campbell, D. T., & Fiske, D. W. (1959). Convergent and
discriminant validation by multitrait-multimethod
matrix. Psychological Bulletin, 56, 81-105.

Cheng, M., & Au, K. (2005). Applications of multilevel
structural equation modeling into cross-cultural
research. Structural Equation Modeling, 12(4),
598-619.

Cohen, J. (1988). Statistical power analysis for the



49-4B8-3-06027-383405b 12/7/2007 2:19 PM HiE 400

—p—

400 [k

behavioral sciences (2nd Ed.). Hillsdale, NJ:
Eribaum.

Courgeau, D. (2003). Methodology and epistemology of
multilevel analysis: Approaches from different
social sciences. Norwell, MA: Kluwer.

Curran, P. J. (2003). Have multilevel models been struc-
tural equation models all along? Multivariate
Behavioral Research, 38, 529-569.

Cronbach, L. J., & Webb, N. (1979). Between class and
within class effects in a reported aptitude X treat-
ment interaction: a reanalysis of a study by G. L.
Anderson. Journal of Educational Psychology, 67,
717-724.

De Silva, M. (2005). Context and composition? Social
capital and maternal mental health in low income
countries. Unpublished PhD. Dissertation,
Department of Epidemiology and Population
Health, London School of Hygiene and Tropical
Medicine, UK.

Duncan, O. D., Curzort, R. P., & Duncan, R. P. (1966).
Statistical geography: Problems in analyzing areal
data. Glencoe, IL: Free Press.

Ferron, J., Dailey, R. F., & Yi, Q. (2002). Effects of mis-
specifying the first-level error structure in two-
level models of change. Multivariate Behavioral
Research, 37, 379-403.

Ferron, J., Hess, M. R., Hogarty, K. Y., Dedrick, R. F.,
Kromrey, J. D., Lang, T. R., & Niles, J. (2004).
Hierarchical linear modeling: A review of method-
ological issues and applications. Paper presented
at the 2004 annual meeting of American
Educational Research Association, San Diego.

Goldstein, H. (2003). Multilevel statistical models (3rd
ed.). London: Arnold.

Goldstein, H., & Browne, W. (2001). Multilevel factor
analysis modeling using Markov Chain Monte
Carlo (MCMC) estimation. In G.A. Marcoulides &
I. Moustaki (Eds.), Latent variable and latent
structure models. Mahwah: NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum
Associates.

Goldstein, H., & McDonald, R. (2003). A general model
for the analysis of multilevel data. Psychometrika,
53,455-467.

Graves, L. M., & Powell, G. N. (1988). An investigation
of sex discrimination in recruiters’ evaluations of
actual applicants. Journal of Applied Psychology,

73, 20-29.

Graves, L. M., & Powell, G. N. (1995). The effect of sex
similarity on recruiters’ evaluations of actual appli-
cants: A test of the similarity-attraction paradigm.
Personnel Psychology, 48, 85-98.

Heck, R. H. (2001). Multilevel modeling with SEM. In
G.A. Marcoulides & R.E. Schumacker (Eds.), New
developments and techniques in structural equa-
tion modeling (pp. 89-127). Mahwah, NJ:
Lawrence Erlbaum Associates.

Heck, R. H., & Thomas, S. L. (2000). An introduction to
multilevel modeling techniques. Mahwah, NIJ:
Lawrence Erlbaum Associates.

Hox, J. J. (1995). Applied multilevel analysis (2nd Ed.).
Amsterdam: TT-Publikaties. Available at:
http://www.fss.un.nl/ms/jh.

Hox, J. J. (2002). Multilevel analysis: Techniques and
applications. Mahwah, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum
Associates.

Hox, J. J., & Maas, C. J. M. (2001). The accuracy of mul-
tilevel structural equation modeling with
pseudobalanced groups and small samples.
Structural Equation Modeling, 8, 157-174.

Jedidi, K., & Ansari, A. (2001). Bayesian structural equa-
tion models for multilevel data. In G. A.
Marcoulides & R. E. Schumacker (Eds.), New
developments and techniques in structural equa-
tion modeling (pp. 129-157). Mahwah, NIJ:
Lawrence Erlbaum Associates.

Joreskog, K. G. (1973). A general method for estimating
a linear structural equation system. In A. S.
Goldberger & O. D. Duncan (Eds.), Structural
equation models in the social science (pp. 85-112).
New York: Academic.

Joreskog, K. G., & Sorbom, D. (2004). LISREL 8.7.
Lincolnwood, 1IL: Scientific Software
International, Inc.

Kaplan, D. (1995). Statistical power in SEM. In R. H.
Hoyle (Ed.), Structural equation modeling: con-
cepts, issues, and applications (pp. 100-117).
Newbruy Park, CA: Sage.

Kaplan, D., & Elliott, P. R. (1997). A didactic example of
multilevel structural equation modeling applicable
to the study of organizations. Structural Equation
Modeling, 4, 1-24.

Kenny, D. A., & Kashy, D. A. (1992).The analysis of the



49-4B8-3-06027-383~405b 12/7/2007 2:19 PM Hii 401

—p—

% g Xk TR 401

multitrait-multimethod matrix by Confirmatory
factor analysis. Psychological Bulletin, 112, 165-
172.

Kreft, 1., & de Leeuw, J. (1998). Introducing multilevel
modeling. Newbury Park, CA: Sage.

Lee, S. Y., & Shi, J.Q. (2001). Maximum likelihood esti-
mation of two-level latent variable models with
mixed continuous and polytomous data.
Biometrics, 57, 7187-794.

Loehlin, J. C. (2004). Latent variable models: An intro-
duction to factor, path, and structural equation
analysis. Mahwah, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum
Associates.

Lord, F. M. (1977). A broad-range tailored test of verbal
ability. Applied Psychological Measurement, 14,
117-138.

Lowe, N. K., & Ryan-Wenger, N. M. (1992). Beyond
Campbell and Fiske: Assessment of convergent
and discriminant validity. Research in Nursing and
Health, 15, 67-75.

MacCallum, R. C., Widaman, K. F., Zhang, S., & Hong,
S. (1999). Sample size in factor analysis.
Psychological Methods, 4, 84-99.

Macintyre, S., & Ellaway, A. (2003). Neighbourhoods
and health: An overview. In 1. Kawachi and L.
Berknman, and F. Oxford (Eds.),. Neighbourhoods
and health (pp. 20-42). Oxford University Press.

Macintyre, S., Ellaway, A., & Cummins, S. (2002). Place
effects on health: How can we conceptualise, oper-
ationalise and measure them? Social Science and
medicine, 55, 125-139.

Marsh, H. W., & Hocevar, D. (1988). A new, more pow-
erful method of multitrait-multimethod analysis.
Journal of Applied Psychology, 73, 107-117.

McDonald, R. P. (1994). The bilevel reticular action
model for path analysis with latent variables.
Sociological Methods and Research, 22,399-413.

McDonald, R. P., & Ho, M. R. (2002). Principles and
practice in reporting structural equation analysis.
Psychological Methods, 7, 64-82.

Muthén, B. O. (1989). Latent variable modeling in het-
erogeneous populations. Psychometrika, 54, 557-
585.

Muthén, B. O. (1990). Means and covariance structure
analysis of hierarchical data. Los Angeles: UCLA
Statistics series, #62.

Muthén, B. O. (1994). Multilevel covariance structure
analysis. Sociological Methods and Research, 22,
376-398.

Muthén, L. K., & Muthén, B. O. (2004). Mplus user’s
guide (3rd ed.). Log Angeles, CA: Muthén &
Muthén.

Muthén, B. O., & Satorra, A. (1989). Multilevel aspects
of varying parameters in structural models. In
Bock, R.D. (Ed.), Multilevel analysis of education-
al data. San Diego: Academic Press.

Niu, W., & Sternberg, R. J. (2001). Cultural influences on
artistic creativity and its evaluation. International
Journal of Psychology, 36(4), 225-241.

Podsakoff, P.M., MacKenzie, S.B., Lee, J.Y., &
Podsakoff, N.P.(2003). Common method biases in
behavioral research: A critical review of the litera-
ture and recommended remedies. Journal of
Applied Psychology, 88(5), 879-903.

Rand, T. M., & Wexely, K. N. (1975). Demonstration of
the effect, "similar to me", in simulated employ-
ment interview. Psychological Reports, 36, 535-
544.

Rabe-Hesketh, S., Skrondal, A., & Zheng, X. (2007).
Multilevel structural equation modeling. In S.-Y.
Lee (Ed.), Handbook of Latent Variable and
Related Models (pp. 209-227). Amsterdam:
Elsevier.

Raudenbush, S. W. (2003). The quantitative assessment
of neighbourhood social enviromnments. In I.
Kawachi, L. Berknman, and F. Oxford (Eds.),
Neighbourhoods and health (pp. 43-69). Oxford
University Press.

Raudenbush, S. W., & Bryk, A. S. (2002). Hierarchical
linear models: Applications and data analysis
methods (2nd Ed.). Newbury Park, CA: Sage.

Raudenbush, S. W., & Sampson, R. J. (1999).
Ecometrics: Toward a science of assessing ecolog-
ical settings, with application to the systematic
social observation of neighbourhoods. Sociological
Methodology, 29, 1-41.

Raudenbush, S. W., Bryk, A. S., Cheong, Y. F., &
Congdon Jr., R. T. (2004). HLM 6. Hierarchical
Linear and Nonlinear Modeling. Lincolnwood, IL:
Scientific Software International, Inc.

Raza, S. M., & Carpenter, B.N. (1987). A model of hiring
decisions in real employment interviews. Journal



49-4B8-3-06027-383405b 12/7/2007 2:19 PM Hii 402

—p—

402 [k

of Applied Psychology, 72, 596-603.

Roberts, J. K. (2002). The importance of the intraclass
correlation in multilevel and hierarchical linear
modeling design. Multiple Linear Regression
Viewpoints, 28, 19-31.

Robinson, W. S. (1950). Ecological correlations and the
behaviour of individuals. American Sociological
Review, 15,351-357.

Snijders, T. & Bosker, R. (1999). Multilevel Analysis: An

Introduction to Basic and Advanced Multilevel
Modelling. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage
Publications.

Stephenson, R. (2006). Contextual influences on the use
of health facilities for childbirth in Africa.
American Journal of Public Health, 96, 84-93.

Tabachnick, B. G., & Fidell, L. S. (2006). Using
Multivariate Statistics (5th Ed.). Boston, MA:
Allyn and Bacon.



49-4B8-3-06027-383405b 12/7/2007 2:19 PM HiiE 403 E)\\P

% g Xk TR 403

Bf ik — : TAF 528 H AR A B AH [Tk A 36 88 R et

El E2 E3 E4 S1 S2 S3 R1 R2 R3
El 129 141 147 127 119 122 137 138 .144
E2 254 151 129 .148 .149 141 136 132 137
E3 .200 258 136 .149 .145 .146 .143 .144 152
E4 217 207 208 128 119 124 .142 151 158
S1 213 217 213 241 150 .148 139 138 .149
S2 177 191 .188 .209 295 141 134 129 136
S3 185 205 183 213 270 276 .140 136 .143
R1 237 271 257 255 310 287 285 161 .168
R2 255 283 259 273 322 299 .304 461 181
R3 .288 319 291 302 356 325 .343 .506 574
W 482 432 .388 434 479 432 440 558 .612 766
B 155 159 .165 156 156 150 151 .164 172 195
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Bif ik — = AW FERTE FHAY Mplus 3575 (DL MS211 #RALESH1)

TITLE: 2level MLSEM ANALYSIS (MS211)
DATA: FILE IS gld.dat;
VARIABLE: NAMES ARE E1-E4 S1-S3 R1-R3 clus;
CLUSTER = clus;
ANALYSIS: TYPE IS TWOLEVEL;
MODEL:
%WITHIN%

Expl BY E1-E4;

Similarl BY S1-S3;
Ratingl BY R1-R3;
Ratingl on Expl Similarl;

%BETWEEN%
Exp2 BY E1-E4;
Similar2 by S1-S3;
Rating?2 BY R1-R3;

Exp2 WITH Similar2;

Rating2 on Exp2 Similar2;
OUTPUT:

SAMPSTAT;

STANDARDIZED;

CINTERVAL;
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Multilevel Latent Variable Modeling of Contextual Variables:
Application of Multilevel Structural Equation
Modeling on Rater Effects

Hawjeng Chiou

Department of Business Administration National Central University

The estimation of latent construct is the core issue of
social and behavioral science. Structural equation model-
ing is the most important paradigm for estimation and for
exploring the relationships among constructs. If the data
for analysis involving multilevel or clustered structure,
however, the multilevel SEM have to be applied for the
special form of dataset. One of the features of multilevel
data is that the observed variables in the individual level
could be aggregated as a contextual variable into higher
level. In terms of latent construct, contextual variable
may behave as a latent form and should be estimated in a
way of factorial analysis instead of manifest procedure.
In a circumstance that the latent contextual variables have
significant effects on dependent variable is called latent
contextual effects. The purpose of present paper is to
clarify the significance of the latent contextual effects in
the social research. Rating data of oral examination

examined in the present study contains a total of 76 raters
and 841 interviewees. A series of single and multiple
level SEM models was proposed for examining the latent
contextual effects. Results of Mplus indicated that the
MSEM modeling can effectively extract the latent con-
textual variables and furthermore used to explain the
dependent variables. Different factorial structure on
latent contextual variables in both macro and micro level
reveals that the contextual model is not equivalent across
levels. The present study proved that the MSEM
approach to examine contextual variables is more flexi-
bility than traditional MLM paradigm. However, techni-
cal as well as methodological issues have to be solved.

Keywords: contextual variables, latent contextual vari-
ables, multilevel data, multilevel structural equation mod-

eling, rater effects
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