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ABSTRACT

Early in 1970s, the theory of Structural Equation Model (SEM) was brought forward by
Joreskog, K. G (1973) and Duncan, O. D. (1975), etc. Some thirty years later, SEM also becomes
popular in China due to its advantages in the applications of many areas such as sociology,
psychology, etc, however, there are few interpretations about this theory from a view of
mathematical statistics, which directly leads to its widely applications without in-depth research
for its theoretical background. This paper mainly deals with the theories of SEM, including
theoretical presuppositions and assumptions, methods for estimating parameters in SEM and
interpretations for the output of SEM.
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1T PIANS iy e 2% A ES P e P S~ 22 T M e S 2 - T T e Sl sl P BA K B T R 3 T R T 5 5 s
AL, HEMEAE T SEM FIRE; M2 T, EWTAXHESRE—HLOREAEMY, T
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1. R B E

TEAER! (Measurement Model): [z U A & 55y A% 2 (AL PESC R, 0 Al Adh
A BRI A O I A e 5 v A RS, IR N i s

MR (Structural Model): [ WA E AR BRI 388 i 2 (1 (BRI OG&;
TG

n=Bn+I'é+g ——————————- (3)
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(D) EZETYENE. E0)=0, E()=0, EC)=0

(2) RET AR WAL EE)=0, Ene)=0, E®’)=0,
E(GC)=0, EMns)=0, E(Ge)=0

(3) WEHZMEAHK: Ebe)=0

(4) Brxtmgonsiaeh®, (I-B) " f#4
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VUM AR ORGSR th kA B i 2 Hme A sh W Bt SRAFHE— A D Al o 3
KM AHSEL MRARERIX— S UREATy 2200 )5 2 MARBR BERIE , XA S Hol AN fE
PO o R J5UNSE ] R R M A R o S5 AN REN S H A m] LA gl A2 5 (1
JiZE T ZREE GRS o) A s A u R AR HORETR, R AN S K]
PO X T AR, T AT B A S A A S RN T Bl ity A7
B o ST AR B UM R 15w 0, B ol s A H AN e T B S 805
H s B0 s 8 H R AR S 05 22 R 5 28 H s BT (p+q)(p+q+1)/2, 3L
Hop 5 q S XS IER 1. BRMZEEH IRRE M58 . MR R 4L AR
T BT B ER R A A2, X BRI R P A R R EE B
ZHUD, R RREARERI Y, LSBT, DA, ORI e, Al
AR REHEAT

UEAh, AEMEAIRE R AMEAR R A] BEXT A LI AR, 18230 R L — AR
RGO 1, A T2 7 AR N RER R 1o URE B — AN W A (i AR

S WLIAZ E: (Observed Variable) B Al AR o 1 7 o BRI IR AR &, SCalFRoh A8 B (Manifest
Variable); #74F#& (Latent Variable) BT HEM MM E; WAAEE (Endogenous Variable) &AM &
SN e B REN, WARNZEE, MitEAEE (Exogenous Variable) W AR LIAMRIR Rk, *t
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1. HRES & HE N

e PR R0k KR AU O AP U R0 T LB LR A By 22 B S 5 LT 14 1y 22
SR, Horh, BRI (A hz= () x)) EBTIEREE SR
% A=(I -B)™):

n=Bn+T{+{=n=1I-B) T5+{)=ATE+()

Var(x) = Var(A £+0)
=Var(A &)+ Cov(A &, 6)+ Var(o)
=A DA +D,

Var(y) = Var(A n+¢)
= Var(A,n)+Cov(A,n, £)+ Var(e)
= A,Var[ATE+{)IA, +@, =
=A ATOT'+¥)A'A +D,

Cov(x, y)=Cov(A,£+5, An+e)

=Cov(A &, An)+Cov(A &, &)+ Cov(d, An)+Cov(d, &)
=A ®dI'4 'A'y

¥ =Var(z) = Var[(py', x")]
Cov(y', y) Cov(y', x))
:[Cov(x', y") Cov(x', x')j
_[AwﬂFQFHJprA;+®E ATAFQA;j
ADT'A'A, A DA, +®,

2. ZHAHEH T

SEM ZHfivt ik 2 F, Bl s A s KR At 7% (Maximum Likelihood) A1
M /N7t (Generalized Least Squares), & 1. HAF &L (Instrumental Variables). PR
Bt/ 31k (Two-Stage Least Squares ) A AL /)y —3fei% (Unweighted Least Squares )+
] SO /N 361 (Generally Weighted Least Squares)« X # AR /N 37k (Diagonally



Weighted Least Squares) %555, FRTHRiME, A SO S RAUSRAN THE B E BN TR A
M.

Browne (1984) XIT- SEM IZHftitt4sth 7 A48 S AnUER Z Rk £ F (S, 2)
(Discrepancy Functions), X p& £ H K B S ULIIARE A5 1 2 PR 5 B 0 2 R ) 22 e e 1)
1M SEM W2 4uhtivh, W L A ds/Mb 72 7 e B 2Bt 2 F i) Browne $2 Hh 22 57t B 400N 1%
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1. F(S,2)>0 2. S=S=F(S, $)=0 3. F(S, %) Frks:

(1) mKRAAMIT
SR T 2 ICIERI® /T IRAZ T IESS N, (1, Z) (Z[#0) 1
BEMLIE Rz, oA BE R

fm(Z)=;16Xp{—%(z—ﬂ)'2‘l(z—ﬂ)}
@m)"* |z

AWK, XT SEM [ p+q DIIAZ R, BIRREC -

1 -
N/2 exp{_EZ(z(i) _/-l) DX 1(z(i) _ﬂ)}
i=1

A 1
Ha 2)= (2m) OV |2|

PTG £
1 N oy 1 <
nL(g, ) == (p+ N Qz)+—Inf2"| =2 (2, ~ )2 (2~ )
i=l1
$F LRI GEfE © fE R AR #:

g ) & -
C=52(z(,»)—ﬂ)'2 l(z(,»)—ﬂ)=tr[52(z(,») —1)'E (24— B)]
i=1 i=1
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A 1 _ N - - N _ ERN N —
2 ulz (2 =Dz, —2) =7 u(E 'S )&~ (ST N
i=1

XFEE, AT I L0 TS R A R AT 5 0 PR 85 H5 0, 6 ALK R 25 mT AR B Ay
InL(g, 2)2In[S" |- (SZ™)
PR SR o BB 2 (R 2 57 B O
F=tr(SZ")—(p+q)+In|Z|-In|S|
TATY E brafa B 22 57 R Hicdse/IME, - AT SR HHAH B 1 2 25008

8 HWIFEFR ML b HESET Wishart 20410, (HRSS HAEWT, FRAGUENI S WLFH % 1

S VERIP BT AL RO FAREAS A BRI, U AEA I B AR I T m A s 5

RS ST, R RREALZIE T, ST 5 S (25 ST UM . AN R et B T
(trace) HITER,

10 g ) IRl T A5 S T4 B 25 5 jR B o
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T Al TV S AR AT DR B v 50700 PR A AR IA AR . i IR
B BSRAG VE gl J8 T IEARR AT vk, SR I ik, A — RS EUG T vk
WA — AU SR, TS EAL TR I e Mb 2 e s R 2, L T B R AR
AR 732, 44 JE SCRUAN T3 S50 sk (B kAR R B v SR i o ek 2 4t T IX 26 57k (1)
MEYE. K1 R T AMOS 3 A4rh peAdt i R v o7 i

DL SRR 7 VA A — e A T gk, 1RSSR B S E T, B SEM £
SERMIRIE, N T i IRIX s, A — et A v vk L3 A0Er, L n SCR[81 T
PS5 Bhi fe /s — ek (PLS) (RSBARM VISR, ARG ik Msi S .

FiE 2 SEM FEZESHE It AE %
KA T3 L
. " 1
AL Bz — ik (ULS) %E@ﬁanﬂw—mﬁ
. . 1 _
|7 X/ FiE (GLS) %E@ﬁanmu—Sif]
ﬁgfﬁﬁg =) . y 11 > Ny ' -1
Bt —3feiE (WLS) ZRRBF=(s—0)'W (s—0)
k k
S AU /N — 3y (DWLS) 2 | ZE5 R F = z(l/wgh)(sgh _O-gh)z
g=1 h=1
THASREE V)
FRIEAI | PR B/ — i) (TSLS)
HAbAL o7k B8] ¥y PLS J7ik
-2 Analysis Properties ) x|
Bootstrap i Fermut ations i Fandom # I Title I
Estimation l Numerical i Eias I Output
Discrepancy
¢ Maximum likelihood s

and intercepts=
(-Qﬁneralized least
squares

~ Unweighted least [T Emulisrels
Squares

Scale—free least
sguares

+ Asymptoticalls I Chicorrect
diztribution—free

For the purpoze of computing fit measures with
incomplete data:

i* Fit the =saturated and independence models
" Fit the saturated model onlsy

" Fit neither model

[ 1 AMOS HeyS8fhit A%

" 7E AMOS # A, ALK WLS A HHE#RAE “asymptotically distribution-free estimation” (ADF), HHN#H
BFFUE KA “Wrdk B IR IR /N 3L (S W[21D

12 7E AMOS ¥ A, BEAL ) DWLS {5 ERRAE “ scale free’ least squares estimation (SLS)”; LISREL #ft:
JTAFERR  DWLS
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H i B RAT HOSR i SEM [ 3 KECE P RN : AMOS A LISREL. Hij # J5UA &
SmallWaters /A & (177 i, JEk 4 SPSS A A, AMOS & “Analysis of Moment Structure”
M4ES, 7 SEM 271, ‘& LAETES WA, Wil 2 s, Bl A &, A,
R ZE AT AN [R) IR B R 3R 7 IX LS T AR i) LA 220 1 T B A rp A AR 1) T B AR A i 2
KX BT T2, MR f st o] LLE S 5. “File - Data Files = File Name” § A,
FEWRE SE SN JEPE L B Ja Pk CRUFE AR @ BET A vF D7 vk B HY 4 L IE T, Bootstrap
WEINAE) 25, HidZEH “Model-Fit = Calculate Estimates” EJI ] Xof A5 784 SK i 5

- Ex21-adf : Group number 1 : OK: Default model
File Edit View/Set Diagram Model-Fit

Tool=s Help

Group rumber 1

0FK: Default mod

Chi-sguare = 4,069 (8 df}
p= 851

#
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Standardized e=

Bootstrap -
Sample 1000
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Example 21: ADF estimator
Restricted two-factor model
Haolzinger and Swineford {1934) data
Standardized estimates
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Ex05%-b. amuw

Ez089-c, amw
Exll0-a. amw
Exl0-all. amw
Exz10-b. amw
Ezll-a. amw
Exzl1-ah. amw
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Exll-b. amwr
Exll-c. amw
EzlZ-a, amw
Ex12-b. amw
Exl3-a. amr
Ezl3-all. amw
Exl3-b. amr
Exld. amw
Exl8-a. amr
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1M LISREL (Linear Structural Relationship) — &l i $ATRE PiEH) (Syntax) KK f#
VRER, AR WA, PR BEAEAETE LISREL R 78 A h A VIS, LY.
LX. BE. GA %§; ek [ LISREL 5 AMOS fi i A[: AMOS Hnf LA A4 Ji 4fy
i (Raw Data) ", 1) LISREL #4112 JSUUA SR IR B 22 4 (Covariance Matrix)
B MK R B (Correlation Matrix), ASAE L0 ] JRAA%cds, 38 % 1] PRELIS Kt Jiidh
BRI NIR G e A R P 22 M el AR R /eS8t U7k b, LISREL w] DM AT A SC i

B RANEA SAS B AEH CALIS 2. Mplus. EQS 58 H#8HT LUK K i SEM
SRR L, AEREATVHERART, AMOS {588 5 B 1 S AR B e Ak b B 2 B ko MO R A
" H{ 1 PRE-processor for LISrel {1455, & RI7E LISREL 4 H7 2 fif AL T H.



FE B T HARFVE RN I Bt/ — 3feik

124 == rmthl

T
15% = e

648 313
1304 =1 pathd
282 engl

2924
9206 .= engl

2080
BATT = engd

Chi-Square=14.89, di=11, Pavalue=0.18742, RMSEA=0 024
& 3 LISREL #4895 th R HE

SAS HAEM 6.04 JROTAAtARML T 5T W7 Z2 454 /) M I #——CALIS  (Covariance
Analysis of Linear Structural Equations), %)) V2 1l T2 MH . B A FR
RR R PP G P m AR e v AR S, B0 T~ SEM AR BE v] e ANl AMOS 5% LISREL
HSHE e B PR G R EE AR BB (BB SAS A2 LT SEM A EE T H), [HiE WFES?
W) bR U LG o L

Elproc calis daca=Employ mechod=ml toteff;

Kl

linegs x2 =

xq =
x5 =
X6 =

¥l
vz
¥v3 =
f4

std e3=ef dl =

ruam;

1=

f1 + e3,
£2 + e4,

£3 + e5,

alé £f1 + ald £3 + e6,

= f4 + &7,
= a20 f4 + eg,
= a21 f4 + e9,

f1 + b2 £2 + b3 £3 + di;
8 % var::

[ 4 SAS #Y CALIS 312 =1l
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FERA A 25 R 25 BA AT LR R A HEbR RS SEM (12N G 70 3547 PP
ALHERHI AR | GE R | BRI DL R S HOE VP, R RS B i A BE.
XEEFEARUN T P
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(A M= ¢ il )

AR 28 R BEE, BN Y T SE A
Var(T) 1 Var(¢)
Var(T)+ Var(¢) Var(Y)

WY =T+e, THRREESERI, &Rz, T e as chss ¢ A
B3 IV DIER PR

A2 A2

1—6’;’;‘/0‘;’;‘
{5 LISREL "R ET 7 % MRS Horh O WIRE MM o 5 i A0
AR 2 . AR (T S T T (0 Bt R T
1—‘(?)/2
VO AR 0 B 1 20, BB T 1 o MR bR AT S P A

2. WG R KPR

ALY, 55§ A a5 7 R 2 FEAH OC R B DL S A S M 1) S e RE A -
1-Var(£))/ Var(n,)

1-‘@‘/‘@@;)‘
3. XSTEEAME R BIVRAY

KT RA BRI SRR, W UUR 2RSS E0RIIA ", LUF U
it CELRL AT 4P 2 W[27]D:

=3
&
\:>
o
o
+H
=

a7

(1) Chi-HitE

X ML, GLS Fl WLS, y” ZittEiie (N —1) el s Bt i M, % ULS Al
DWLS WA 25453 (B IL[26]). y° (HM/NERB RS I ; (RIXAEi R
SRR AR, WA R N2 TCIES A AN TREA I 22 FE AT . FEAS IR 218 K55
ANFANE B R LGV I T RE A S RO AR 55 P 1 AP i RO, B n R (PR AS b o)
BRI 27 AR P AN MRS MR ZE N ZE . 2 E SR

1
df=5(p+q)(p+q+1)—t
Horp ¢ RS TFRI S EEH .

16 AMOS 5 #cAt, Wi EFEFEY, FTLAAEI T A 33 MHlE3580 (Measures of Fit)



(2) WEMHERE (GFD
GFl=1-(s—o)W ' (s—0o)/s'W's
PG FE AT T 1 KRR ARG

(3) BERMEHRERE (AGFD

AGFI=1-[(p+1)(p+q+1)/2df](1-GFI)

IR AGFI B T 1 s UL A B, X MIAMERCS 72 AEEREK, X REA AN E
AR, B HURHATIR A IR T R

(4) PHEHZRERFAR (RMR)

ptq i

ZZ(SU' _O'ij)z

RMR = [~
5(p+q)(p+q+1)

RMR T R0 0 A5 1 —FPA 8, 77 DU LGB 7 (4 B0 T — S A 4
5K, T Al AT,

4. MBS HBE IV

FERERBE I RE T, T REAT L8 SRR D [ 8 B N 1 2R, IR X
NSO A BB, 7 ST, XA A 2 T I B RS T H8 4 (MDD
5 AR, RS BOR B, NAZSOY A SE, DB i
WA, Pk MG IERAE B S bs 2 B IEAR R i Hi -

. BANMAIREX

XTT SEM, 7 B4 EE A Z A — e HEVEY 75, W1 Freedman (1987) F1 Sobel (1998)
CLiff' (1983), iy A WIEELAf CJE R RRE'S, BRAEA, ok LB IE B0 T £ S Al e
HREEED, VF2E N SEM SRR R, HERHNEZMA “MEI LR (B30
[14]D, B2 XTES PRI, A AN —SRIX, AWiF2as = =1 K.

7 CLff (Rt R LU 4 A ZI, 2 0[29][31]
8 SV E IR LR (ST BS 5NV IE1R 3] T —25e T SEM IRt



1M AR KEw

IE WAL Z 2% k[ 1313 #fiF8 Hi:  SEM models can never be accepted; they can only fail
to be rejected. X H SR B BRI P IEAR:  —BORUITRATH RefE e siAAME A R AR, A
REHE 2 ARV U SEM RS RIS M A g el B, HLSi it i — M A0k 56 (Hypothesis Test)
MR, ERITIRTIRAT BB SRR ZE M S BRI S Uh Z2 s, I =2(0) . 2
FIXAME R, AT DALY R G, IR S A R . B
BN (BN P B, FRATBAREE S M “ BB (458>, o BA9F
ANGTE 2 AT I A Hoe B 1) Bl A A5 A (Alternative Models), VR ABEERIIY A 2 % U
LSRR

2. AR AR

M SEM (S HUhivh ik ERG, S B S ERBETIR S AN RERIG 1, L, 3R]
AT S R ADUIRA T IR, A2 A, 2 I A 2 53 A A 22 TG E 2 3 A R AS AT LA S )
FOR, WERANGEW LB, WINAZIEFIAB AT 5k, 2998, BEFE SEM Ik RE, X —
SRRSO, OIS . AR IR ANEE, AL T AR g M. e, AR —
PR EAT B T 5t AE N TN AN BLE R

3. SEM IR AER) “PRr”

ANDIEFEE X T SEM WL SAE T 84, 48 N—HF “SEM Jyfie” B, 1 24 e
FHAT SEM R 22 AL BRFFFE B RE, Blan s (2005) WA SEM “459F B AR & % R AR
FAMERZEE 2 (B WOD, K7 HRE SEM FUEIR I TIE S, X2 UERgHT
TPEARDER K ), 3X B “ IR 227 e SO AT A e v T ik =] U 4347 v ) 358 22 B
B AAUE? AT R FEAE I Sk N HE P 2 8 G55 (2001) A H SEM
Wi ZE AL EE BRI DR AL TR (S UL[10]), PRI A 0 S AR TR R0 5 A A 70 #4055 A R 22 IO
BRI ZER) “ 87, AR WA S PS8 AR iR 22 “— ks, &R “ k5
57 177 AT RS .

RSN, &2 REE SEM IR (Causal Relationship). J¢T PRI R
W S5, EgvhF e —H UK AA P, Hrpioh 2 2 10 Granger RIS,
ARV R MBI (HRRUURIEASE), BT # e ki, BERCRMIL
FRTCERI R ([28]

BT, SEM 5|k B8tk SR} 27 e i iy R (1) B R AR A S SR P e T A ST
R BTN AR R TS v RN DR S OC SR R S PR M, i DAIK A 7 T2 S AN FRIE 2
Ab, BRI, FINK, € RTINS SRR AR T E A RS2 AT, SEM 2 H X
ORI RS, XA e, BARSCER I, SEM BAARE LA SR AR AU 1E
ELRTR S, SEM M4, HAelia NGirt = A Nt R BIR 457 1 — 2 ISR
2T SEBR GO TE AT, LB TE R AR, IX L ) AN B SE KA ST B T AR

VORIV S A S A TR, RSO TR A, BRI LL S I [24].
20 him—SeRr LU IRz R
2REWIFE AR T SEM [Mix— MR, QIEEAREZE LM SEM BFFCH, (HEIFAEER .



4. STERRETR H AR TE AT AT MR RO

SEM [ o 2 e tERRR (R E LU, 28— T Guub Wb gk, 2P die ok ) 0
HETHGE; SEM AR v 5 A SR B 1 2 Je IR YE,  IXAE SR ] AR IR
FEO AL, ARG, KER 7 WE ST XA )R A g SR R TR R IR AL
(Normalize); ZPTLAULIXANIpid “ZRIMAIAT”, 52— MR AR (1R S A BA 2 R
ZEPEP, ERIEOF IR, LA 44 ) Box-Cox A #8471, R4 bE M 8y 2 S ANUAE T
BEN TR SN, T LR RAR R ACKE AN 1 — B S PR RO R A 5 s o ek A e
MIESRCR XARZE, I DB AR IEASIE, s EASE AR (A 5 il AL

/‘\ ~ IJ\g:E

SEM [JBIR AN HIAE [ A4 S A 1 Reid,  imnfe b [y R AE N B BT ARCRE, M
ZANSCI BT T, X PEY A ERREA, R, B0 ERU, IRZ WA SEM
MINIFARR A R GE T el X BART 5A T e vl LR . ARSCRL “Al88” S H i, X
SEM [ GE o BIR TS S LA S AR /M IE A5t T 4, LASRIE T, SEM JFAN T E TR,
5 T BR TSR (B, 53 O TR S AR AT A T I R s

IR, ERITEAEAR AL S B U S AT FEAEAL, ASRE2UE IR 18 i1 57 Z kA T4tk
A, BAZAN, SEM EIXEEGURIT e TARKMWFFAs ], X Joreskog LK AR 2 [H 4
FUEXT SEM IR G HE) Bt T ANRT K R ok, FATTEE Y IIE ST A TR AR 2E 0T
SEM BLEMIHTEE &, S5 A RER SR OL, Al SEM S HIEATRLIIEL T~ .

B AP o B G v A SHE T A A T B B R AR 2] T ISR McMaster K2
John Fox #UZIZ&LFRSG], AT h EALIE R #HT O B#% . Hii it Dalarna K% Kenneth
Natanaelsson ZJifi. W AF)IE Victoria K2% Tran Van Hoa (4% . & H RKZ PR TTA 2%, K
FJ3F. Monash JK24[F) Liang Zhuo [[]%%. FF221¥) Yangguoyi Ou [F]2%. WL K220k [ 2 4R 5
SRR, FEME— IR IR0 B

2 AR — AR NER R
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1. Wishart 2525 &

Wishart 4347 i1 Wishart 7 1928 E#E S ok, 55— 08t b 19 7 24T 25 [RIRE BB (14
. 7E513t Wishart 7047 % & 2 a0y, ATHFE THMEBER 2 Am e L XD E
X = (x;) » A ATHERG I BN NN BRI A, 2 X R ARFE

RO, AP AT B X = (X5, X005 Xn st Koo Xy a1 Xy s Xy ) RGP AT
,fE/%/—\‘L’Ey(l),“',y(n)*EEzmj’ y(l)NNm(lLll7 V), l':l,"',n’ _E/a

Y Yo v Vi y'(l)

Y= Yoo Voo 0 Vo a y'(Z)

ynl ynZ e ynm y'(n)
Hi Hip
M=EY)= :
:Llnl e ﬂnm

EX A=Y v,y =YY K5 A AR Wishart 54, iCEA~W, (n, V, 7), 3

i=1
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> chi <- rchisqg (1000, 5)

> plot(density(chi), type="1", xlab="Chi", ylab="")

> plot(density((chi-mean(chi)) / stdev(chi)), type="1",
xlab="Standardized Chi", ylab="")
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