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combination)

STANDARD 3 = 0.28 (ZN +0.35 (ZN + 036 (ZINI0) + 0.16 (ZINCX)



(IND12-IND13)

Bartlett's test of sphericity
2
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(Correlation  coefficient) 2
2
0.63
192681 (p < 0.00)
MSA 0.50
(CFA) 4
(X2 0 (p=100)
1 (Saturated)
(Perfect) GFl, AGFI
(CFA) 12-13 (IND12-IND13)
SE t R2 Factor score coefficient
0.01 34.95 0.41 0.05

0.90 091

4 055

0.66 IND12
STANDARD 4
D.Da

2
(df) 0
RMR
62
Factor loading

IND12 0.64*

IND13 0.95%
#P<00L

62
2 13

0.59 INDT3

| ¢— 0.64

15 4

15 (Factor loading)
(0 <0.01) 064 095
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4 (Factor score coefficient)
(Linear equation)
(Linear combination)
STANDARD 4 = 0.05 (ZN12 + 0.91 (ZNX3)
o)
‘ (Correlation  coefficient) 4
(IND14-IND17) . 4
' ! 0.01-0.52
Bartlett's test of sphericity 253479 (p < 0.00)
4 MSA
0.69 4
63 14-17 (IND14-IND17)
IND14 IND15 IND16 IND17
IND14 1.00
IND15 -0.01 1.00
IND16 -0.01 0.50** 1.00
IND17 -0.02 0.47" 0.52" 1.00
*P<o.01
(CFA) 5

) 252 (p = 0.28)
(df) 2, GFI = 100, AGFI =100 RMR =001
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64 (CFA) 14-17 (IND14-IND17)
Factor loading SE t R2 Factor score coefficient
IND14 0.02% - - 0.01 0.02
IND15 0.67* 0.01 38.50 0.45 0.30
IND16 0.75% 0.01 42.43 0.56 0.43
IND17 0.69% 001 3952 048 0.33
#P<00L
INDT4 (4= gg
0.01
INDI5  |4—054
4.
INDT6  |€—0.43
D17 =052«
16 5
64 16 (Factor loading)
4 (v < 0.01) 0.02-0.75
4 5
(Factor score coefficient)
(Linear equation) (Linear

combination)

STANDARD 5 = 0.02 (ZN + 0.30 (ZIND + 0.43 (ZIND8 + 0.33 (ZN)

Aaker & Bagozzi (1979), Millman & Greene (1989) and Bollen (1989) (
, 2539) (Latent variable)



(Observed variahle)
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(IND18) 6 18
65 (CFA) 18 (IND18)
Factor loading SE t R2 Factor score coefficient
IND18 1.00% 0.01 85.86 1.00 1.00
*P<oo01
(CFA) 6
(X2 0 (p =100
(df) 0 1 (Saturated)
(Perfect)
17 6
, 65 17 (Factor loading) 1
(Factor score coefficient) 1
(Linear
equation) (Linear comhination)

STANDARD 6 = 1.00 (ZIN18)



(IND19-IND21)

test of sphericity

66

IND19
IND20
IND21

#n<0,01

(@ 0
RVR

6/

IND19
IND20
IND21

*P 001

211

(Correlation coefficient) 3
o)
3
0.44-0.50 Bartlett's
2253.14 (p <0.00) 3
MSA 0.68 3
1921 (IND19-IND21)
IND19 IND20 IND2L
1.00
0.50* 1.00
0.44% 0.47% 100
(CFA) 3
(%2 0 (p =100
1 (Saturated)
(Perfect) GFI, AGFI
(CFA) 19-21 (IND19-IND21)
Factor loading SE t R2 Factor score coefficient
0.69* 0.02 31.73 0.47 0.35
0.73% 0.02 39.79 0.54 0.42
0.64* 0.02 35.60 0.41 0.29
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0.6 IND79  [4— 052
0.73 ND20  e— 046
06 IND2T |q— 059
18 7
67 18 (Factor loading)
3 (P<0.01) 0.64-0.73
7
! (Factor score coefficient)
(Linear  equation) (Linear
combination)

STANDARD 7 = 0.35 (ZINI9 + 042 (ZN20) + 0.29 (ZN2)



2543

UszARiieuIneninus
10 .. 252
) 1
2542
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