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densinssilaea anslase 19
Test of Measurement Invariance across Measured Groups

Using Structural Equation Model Analysis

o o

yoanwal 35558 *

Tugr9 paNAISTHARIUNG
walulagimsitenzidayaiinswannadn
530157 laglanizaunsiessiluina

NM3LAS9 5N (structural equation model:
SEM) #4finaiinnsitaszy miums
wWisuguanuuanaizaslues s
Tass Hesswhanguilsssnns A5anduluse
ﬂﬂigﬂﬁﬂtjuwn (multiple group strategy)
¥39MITIAIILNgUNY  (multi-sample
analysis) unirinisvate 121le
matianagnsngnwy lU1dUsslamiluns
@522 au ‘ennlinlslasurainisia
(measurement invariance) %38 Nya/
AN NMILHENYBINISIA  (measurement
equivalence)’ 281901929 WU DeShon
(2004); Kuhn waz Holling (2009);
Makikangas, Feldt ttaz Kinnunen (2006 );
Widaman, Ferrer ttaz Conger (2010) Tu
yMimanInen Ellis, Aguirre-Urret, Sun
war Marakas (2008) Tu wﬁmmf"a 19
19 U@ McQueen, Tiro taz Vernon

(2008) lu MIMMIUNnguaz 15150 2

Tucker, Ozer, Lyubomirsky e Boehm
(2006) lu 12737 “1auInen uanaIni
Vandenberg waz Lance (2000) 1o
QJ I'd a v d' %4 1] .:}
waszvnwIasianuanuliulsiaau
YBIMTINNUIY 80 1589 Schmitt uay
Kuljanin (2008) 1@ 9t@512#91U38
d' %) 1] d‘ %) o
tennuaNNlinlsuasuaasnsianuiuy
d‘ = = 24 d‘ v
88 (389 1u 120NN IINNSLNDLI L6
A5ZUIUNMSIUNSIATIEWANNUANEINYDY
lueanisiassninngulszens wangiu
a WV AN' L 1 ‘gl < = 1 ‘:’
NUIENeNAIBEN UL U UINEY TURT9YDY
MATENIUINN i aldifiuany e
PPINISIVYAIUANINLYNIE Nlun5hey
N0530 WIBuuUIanungugnIaviaanas
& ] n:{' [-%4
¥3aMsne avanuliulsuldsurainsie
FaMlavareds nst us Iszluaauillv
AN AYAUNITNG BUAIBNITILATIER
s A & W 2 v v a P
9P UsERaULENEUEY F9epalENISILATIEH
Tutea ¥N15lase UsstANtmalianig
WATILVNGNNY  LHBINUNAN NN
% g ‘:s‘)/ v ) =1 =
c yanluvadiiaveulasliavsdnnasy

AZLAEAMUNANAMSILATIEY ¥TanIsih

* @1 mINnTNU ATUCATAN M§ QW’]@QH?OENM’]%VIEWZ{H
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L WAL UD 152 IALNEN 3 1IUD @D
Jaguse 9@ wanmMs warismMIIaei

[ = 1 v Y J ‘:3/
msmamaﬂmma:mﬂamalﬂu

'quﬂ's: aQ
Msne auaNNlNwUstUasuYag

[ 4

mM3de #iaguse 9@ AN 4 4B A
1) wena auhngugpniafifidnunems
300 /U521N S/ IMUBIINUANGNAY WS
HRNNMFINAYUUUINATINUNINUDELNEN
la 2) ieasa auhggniadifanums
wilaunu wazleazuuunnLuuIawnng §
WHEIANIZ DI NUAN AT DALl
uiarifnsefuanniaatiedla 3) liansa
AUNANNUANGNAINA Ho2d wazgl
WaIaY 2RI MINLAAANNLANEIN
Tumsasuwuuiasnniaaiiade 4) tiie
7572 BUIINTEUIUNTUNTAUTINIBNITIN
Asemlunsneasy  Axamlitianis
wWaguuwlaslumamsiaanniasiiade
UNITYATTNUNDIANY IAYDINT
ne auenuldudsildsuresmsianuy
wd Tuadaudiadalaiimswannmsiased
Tutea unslase 59 undaeldnisasia
AUNNANEA lawn msUszunaaIau
HeauazANNATaIIuls anufisafily
fusnmiuanuiiesswuueny aanaag
melu (internal consistency) %ﬂLﬂuﬁfﬁn
fulude @ “nUsz niuaavhuee cronbach
(cronbach’s alpha coefficient) @1A%

A A a VoA o s v
LV]ENV]“Q N MusguguNNeUsznauy N
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FNNGINERT AN “NWuSAURSe
AMNANNIFAUNN Fa ANNATIBUN 0T
“WWus (criterion-related validity) @y
A5UT9D9AUSENBUNIDANNATUNANBSED
(factorial validity) @2IN@3ILFEIILUN
(discriminant validity) @780 39L%3
1A59 SNNIIBTNEN YL WIS (multi-trait
multi-method construct validity) @103
assitldig T yuihdulslumsidedy
HaMSIaTinseny Iiaziease Waldasa
UL IHAMSIATANNATIEEANNTES
Tusedu s mslensidayailanaumma
3o Idwamsitaasauinglsy a@ided
Gaams HuRslumMHTaBImeans (iaiin
WeAaesidayane t-test ¥5a ANOVA
Iduamsinnsyidayaiiuaniennuuan
@19P0INaNISTIARLANINNITTANTETN
FEPINAJNUTETINGAN fldanuuanead

[

Hennanwazealsemnshonety wazly
MBI W Nwug  ilenisedmedd
AayamEMIIANVnnnssnnan (MRA)
lamanednswarestadams ey 3ninen
WAIEgNA NMSANY wazlszansg flasune
anuuanesludiusmuade dldanswad
Lina1nanyazaslszaInsREI9n Y
(Vandenberg & Lance, 2000) @274653
UszaniiGenhidluanueswaimsiseaiu
715 JUMe 06 (statistical conclusion
validity) (Kirk, 1995) ﬁmm@;ﬁ al7
Aezuszan ANOVA waz MRA 53w

& &

M AfeNEvdY_andesanan ANOVA



wor MRA Sefidaanaiiasduiuilann
fdasiamnuiisaasamuase (Kerlinger &
Lee, 2000; UIaNH0I 35558, 2542)
nsne auanwliwlsilasuuas
M5ia ramlavargISuanaeny 355
aaildiuluszezusniiudsmemadu
Myialaun NguimMIney uesNede (item
response theory: IRT) uazngufms U
ey (genralizability theory) alzlea
Tunsaifisrulsigasmsiaflududsionii
(uni-dimensional scale) 'Duﬂsﬂﬁﬁ’mﬂ’i
figasmsiaduduuswyi@ (multi-dimen-
sional scale) luszazusala ra1samle
(Vandenberg & Lance, 2000)
Waiinswaunnsieszilaaa
umslass 39 3 mwnl%‘“amswﬁﬁ'ay}aﬁ
Wududswuiialad mama auanulivls
Wasuzasmsialuszesnas ulnaddld
MSIATITHLNLED NAISLATI 319 WY
wlwindsaiianudnlaidamudasnnly
wlswasuwasmsie (MID) WNBY uazLii
eaanadtiesduiiefuanuiiesuas
ANNATVBINANSIA gald 1M5aUsEiu
lauamsIeaziinnuasiiiums U
86 wazlatiingannaaiiasduiifendaiu
anwliudsiaauaeenissa (MI) %38
anuldulsasuaslumanmsia (invari-
ance of measurement model) 53‘1/1’:;Nﬂéi3\|
Uszgns fiesdaane aunauiasdaszy
ﬁ'agmﬁamauﬁmmﬁ'ﬂﬁﬂ 3 Uszns

(Bollen, 1989; Vandenberg & Lance, 2000)
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%4 dgl
il
n. TaeNaLUANAUMUA NN
Y30 NYAUBIATUUUIIN (true score equiva-
lence) #39AzUUUDNAUIZNBY WIDATUUL
mudsuehluluaamsinssninanguussans
Vv dgl 4 4 1 =
2. 2aONAIUTBIAUMUANNI NN
- ¥ o ¢
¥3 Nyauevmiinasdlsznay (factor
loading equivalence) lulutaanisia
SEWINNGNUSEEINS
A. 0ANBIUUDIAUAIUAINLT
WeNv3a NYAYDIANNANIALAFDUNIDDIA
Usznau@nie (unique factor equivalence)
waz/vnIaanuulsUnuINANNAMIAAdaY
luluaamsinszninngulsenng
namlas U mM3asia auanula

a [ - | o W [
wlstlasuasn NNy 10y waztu

R ]
a AV av

MBS amIlunsIedmnaans
UAZLEY ¥ NWUS 08905 BUNBUI KB
myiaian 3G liwdswasu (invariance)
A o o @ o .
VIDNANNIMNENNUYITD NYD (equivalence)
Tumnnandssng 393z nsaamiiums
JeszviinanaumainIdelilenanisiae
% oa v
asenIngUse sdsaInuaall

WanNNIs
NISINVIDASULUUIIALUVIARTU

P R v v a < P 4 %
vikian widlivUsiasuidaiiiaggnia

=

N

A NUONAAINITINATINY  LNIIAZN

9

=
f
NNUTERINTHNNGN A0 a9lasUAZLLUY
mM3iannuuuiatuesiny lunsdinggnia

v
1A

nigu NUANADINTINATIAY  weLiliaNn

UA 1 aUuil 1 nsNNIAD - SUDNAL 2554



915 15930uasAImIKAN AT

nnUsennsanngn naulasunzuuumsia
nnuuuiatuuandedy u ashmaiowia
azununnuuuiaatunieiian wiGwls
wasu Vandenberg 8z Lance (2000) 30
Ussianzasanalinlsaldsunasmsianu
andznIINe auyge wyAzIulung
Aensilaes amslass Sulivanauuy
Schmitt &z Kuljanin (2008) 1x190
NNANUMNINHULNITNG BUYA NYGFIU
Tumsitanzilues umslase $ule 7 wuu
WHAZUUUL 09 NYGFIUNINNIN DAL
nsdivsznng asnguuhiiu (mndinnah
29nguLRNAINITIA DS MU N
Userns) 09 158uazMWINLeanIsIn
sswialasens asnguaaluil
1. Mne auadnaldnisilday
ATULANINAAINLUTUTIU-AMINLLUS
U59u594 (variance-covariance matrix)
sEnINNaNlsEnT@ NYFFIUNAANN
dfine au e H:Z =X laui s
wndizgou gulddnsialuusulasy
sEWiNngulsEEng
2. Mna auAnalinlsIUALY
aulasaruy (configural invariance: COI)
{Wumsne aunsUuuueasluea (model
form) laudsuldsuszviranguissmnns

a L4 aa A
® »udzIuviany 96 A8 H: Form =
q =9 i

o

q o8

Form wé 3y®g1uda 2 lure uudgu
_] 9 *9 9
NYAFIUTIN WNGFIUYD 1 adY A
Ho: (, Form) = (X, Form) aatiualy
i j

Ut 5 wndgu w aenliufe s wydgu

UA 1 aUUR 1 NsNNIAL - SUONAL 2554

3 =] gj v v = VY

MWYAABNIYD 1 Uae 28 2 A §1J1mﬂmm1
MIALNLUSIURIUNIAIULNNSTAE AN
wlsUsu-anuudsusiusin uazmugluuy
a0 TueansNe uanNAEHNNSATA NN
wU5USIU-ANNUUSUTIUTINARDUN LS
U af v o % ] dq’ =~ %
FaNlase S MpIAlsEnaULEEMUNTWN UNY

weluteaaaienuinasalsenauLazad

1
aad J

86du Y wanannusznInngulssannsle
wor yuldhlaaamsiadanaliuisnlaey
Wagusnaayu (weak invariance) Wan1g
A U NYATIUTD 2 il doleneueni
azlulea (separate analysis) uanainazla
Tuaaituge wumsea wWaufe s/eausu
wyigune ddludadaluuar delalus
M3I0 WTUNFNUTERINSUABZNNAE
3. Mne auadnaldwisiuday
AIuLN@SNn (metric invariance: MEI)
© Junsnag auhehwiinasddsznau
(factor loadings) 2aefUsudazani
dansdsznaululuaamsialiudsuldsy
SENINNGNUTEIING  NYFFIUNAINN B
fine au Ao H: Ax = ij uaz Ay = ij
we NyfgIude 3 luga uqﬁgmﬁy 1y
NYATIUTIN WNGFIUTD 1-2 678 Ad
Ho: (X, Form, A)i = (X, Form, A)j faiy
iUt 5 wydguds 3 w aenliufe s
unfgrunagadanida 1-3 39 guldd
Tuaamsialiulsiasussinangusznns
meuamindamnuulsunu-amnuulsus
i dugiuuy wasdnvinasdissnau

wia UM laeamsdalindsilasueu
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O 8 0u@
I’g—— /:—-_-:": _______ ’%",:— \\\\ \\\\ -\\‘\\\
g ’ /’ V/ \\\ Y A X
v v v D(k,k) \l A A ®(T<,k)
05 Z, Ax D(k,)) 05 z, Ax D(k,)
A A A A A A A A
\ KD E \ KD
—_ _ » X
/ /

\
469 _
/ __’B

S IRV { o o S IRV | T o
ﬂ’]L’ﬁﬂﬂLﬂ’J‘LN‘H X=T AueduadAlsznal K = Ol mm‘aﬂmmm X=T aAwedsedslsznal K=ol

immnwy

.
a._
T | b
g B
i‘/

N » J [\ " J
<< Y S~ - Y -
DR S+ SRR < W A_--
\\ //
Tweamsdadszmnengui | Tumanisdndseansngs j

JU 1 wy@gmny Adlunime euanwliusasuvesluesmsiaszoing 2 ngu

a =~ 4 = ] & v a G4
wasn wazdenluweamsiaianuliuds  mmwwnindanuudsunu-enuudsidanu
o & v . . ' v % H o s
wWaeu_av3awiu (strong invariance) 7 enugluuy enuhvtinesdlsznau uae
4. mana suaabindstddaw  au wars Wi guNlueanmsialiuds
@14 sna1% (scalar invariance: SCI)  tasuauumsn
@ Uuming auAmwRdeIpIRINNg 289 5. MING auAAINbsikUsLURAY
avaUsznavluluieanisialaiudsilday  aruAINL@NIz6 (uniqueness invariance
studenguUszeIns e Tx, Ty @A  or equal residuals: ER) @ \Uumna au
a Lol .:: w % v 1 c{' J v q' 4
wnsndamasainls “unalameusn x uaz  anulaiwlsiwasussuinngudssannsiiy
wnsndemmasauds “unalamely y eu 9@ (strict invariance) wziilam das
° OJ a [ qul =l v a a dt:l' = = d‘
MaU  wydgIunanne 8anne su da  mnlumsliufe 5 wydsu TreGendne

H: Tx = Tx ude Ty = Ty wd andgw  wiklunsdinenuwlsunuvesasddsznau
o i i 9
! a dy < ! a ] t:i' 1 '
une wndgIuil Wu uyagIusIn Tdudsilasudn nisne auaaabaibils

q q

R

2

>

v
v A

NYAFIUYD 1-3 028 UuAe H : (T, Form, wUdaguaiwaanutigs (reliability invari-
9w o
A, T) = (I, Form, A, T) eauucla ance) a1s5ne avluduasuil (WJuns
! J H k4
UL 5 wndgude 4 u e liUfe 5 na aud NBNANNAMNIALADUYDIAIULH
a 3 =l g Vv = Y o 1 d' 1 1
wyhgungedeneda 1-4 39 gulad  Tulueanisialaudsidasuszvninengs

Tumamsialaulsildsussviangulsznng - Ussnns e 0 fia winsndanuulsusiu-
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ANNLUSUSIUIINYBIAIINABINLADAY
NNAFIUNG D7 Ao H: O = 0 ue
LR o i

a 4

a dyj <
wyfgIude 5 luge wndgiudl Wu

9

a a v

NNATIUTIN NYGFIULD 1-4 e UUAD
Ho: (Z, Form, A, T, 0) = (X, Form, A,
1
T, 9)j aaumliufe 5 wydgiuds 5 u a9
NldUfe 5 NNAFIUNYAABNITD 1-5
sUlanlueanisialiudsiasuszning
f & v a <
nauUserIns meunInganaulsusiu-
1 Vv g°/ [ 4
Anuudsdsiuin ausduuy Wrinesd
Usenau 1A wazAMNAALAFBY ¥da
sUnlueamsiabindsuasuimumnin

MING DU NYAFIUN 5 YDA NG
unisna BUYA NNAFIU INTUNIS
N0 dUMAIINLALLUSLUALUADEINISIA
(measurement invariance) FEWINNJN
Uszrins wazily NYAFIU IMTUMITATIA

v & v o & £ o a'
BUYBANIULDIAUNLNNTUDN 3 UseAsh
' X ¥ ° @ a a
Aaleey  msumane au NNAFIUN
= = k4 < a
waedn 3 da Wumne auya uNAFIU
AEINUANN  NWUSSEINe9RUsenau
MSUMSNG auAINbAUSIUAwLEY
Tasa %1% (structural invariance)

6. N5NO dUAMNLAULUSLURIW
gavnadquUsUsauluavnadssnay
(invariance of factor Variances)etﬂumi

U o
na auNnanNulsUsivvesasasznaulu

Tueanmisia  liudsiasuszninengs

1
aad

Uszrnng  wyfiguwanmae ddnine au @e
H: ®k,k) = Dk) i k Wusi unu
0 i j

J v J 1 a
NAUsznaULeazaeAUIzNaU Ue NHOTIU

UA 1 aUUR 1 NsNNIAL - SUONAL 2554

4
Vv a =]

70 6 luge wydgnd Ju wndgrusw

q =9

=Y

NNAFIUYD 1-5 68 A. Ho: (=, Form, A,
T, 0, q)(k,k))i = (X, Form, A, T, 6,
D(k,k)) awumldvie 5 undgiude 6

J v h )74
w aenlduf s NNAFIUNNYAABNYD 1-6
3 guldnTueamsiabinusuasusznin
: z o .y
nanUserns meunInganaulsusiu-
1 %’ LY 4
anuudsUsIusIn sUuuy InUnesa
Usznau MU a1 MUANINAIINLAFDY
wazeuaNNulsUsrvaasasddsznauly
Tuteamsia
7. 1519 duAINLULUSLURIW
AauA1uUsUsIusaaluanAlssnay
(invariance of factor covariances) @ tilu
15N BUINANNLUSUSIUTINYDIRNA
Usznaululueam e luudsilasussviing
NaNUTEINT NNATIUNANNN DANNE DU
fa H: Ok, = Dk, e k, 1 Jusw
[0 1
J 1 ! o 1
wnuadrUsenavweazasrdsznay  we
a v a 5 <
uyGgIude 7 “lmqm wyGgIuil Wu

NNAFIUTIN WYGFIUYR 1-6 oY @D
H: (X, Form, A, T, 6, ®(k.k), q)(k,l))i
= (%, Form, A, T, 0, ®(kk), Dk,))).
-] gj Vv ] a = L4 1 -'l
GanunliUfL 5 NYATIUDD 7 W aanly
Ut 5 un@gIuNsgedamde 1-7 3 qula
Mlueanisialaindsildsussninengs
Uszns M unsndennulsusiu-eny

U £4 £ %1 -3 o
wdsUsuIn @ugduuy MUINKUNBIA
Usznau euU a1 MIUANINAIIALAFDY
AMuaNNLUsUsIMLazaNwUsUTIUIIN

3 %
gaeavddsznaululuieansia



8. Mne auaMaliuisiUanu
ﬂﬂ\‘]ﬁ%%gﬂa\ﬁﬁﬂ‘i:naﬂ (invariance of
factor means) {UMING BUNANNUANGI
?lawhl,a?;ﬂmﬁﬂssﬂamzwiwﬂéuﬂismﬂs
O Fuiluingus: of 1Auaenside
BNAaRY WNAFIUNANNN Bdfne au e
H:O, = 05K =K il O (alpha) uaz
K (kappa) Huemmaszesiulsumeyan
wazmeluauaau ue uyGgIvude 8 luga

uqﬁgmﬁ Wy wydigiusin wyhgiuds
1-7 @28 A H : (Z, Form, A, T, 0, @(k.k),
dk,D, O, K). = (%, Form, A, T, 0,
D(kk), DD, O, 1), darudilsige o
wNGIUde 8 w avnlaiufe 5 wydgIu
Magadanita 1-8 waz wsa gulad
Taaanistalaiudsildauszvnitangy
Usznng mesuming anaudsusiu-
anuulstsiudn dugduuy @b
29AUTZNBU MU 1NANT UATNNANALAADY
muanuulsUnuuazanuLlsUnuINges
2afUsznau wazsumwasasdUsznauly
Tuwamsin

'3§mﬁmswzﬁﬁagal,ﬁ'awﬂ au”An

a a

WNATIUNN DONT 8 2B anHuUMIIN

duaaumsitesidayaluias wns
1as9 519 nagnsnauwy (Joreskog &
Sorbom, 1996; Jaccard & Wan, 1996;
Bollen, 1989; usanwal 35ute, 2542) il

[

YUNBUNMITIANWTDYS 2 FUADU (93]
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duaaui 1 N15ATRIANAUNY

a g 1 ) a 4
MIAANTUNYNNY WumIaey

v
aa v v =

TDYANNYA WNAFTIUNN DAN 8 YD M3
J a Y < [ dy
aiunulody 2 wuy ol
BUUN 1 N153LAS1HNAUNY
BuAKaIINNIgbanuatiawladedu
a P g a ¢
MAEAUUH L TunsiesIeH
7oy GuauNMIUszIaumWINNLeas
luluiaa wn1slase SzesuAazngw
Uszmnsuennu (separate analysis) WlA
laluianiansaeuanaNNUINUUIIADE 9
Q’ £ 3 4:]' v @ . v
WinZamvuedaulateay (constraint) 1%
W feastnulunsne avu Huns

=)

A AU NYATIUNN DAGENNNTD 1, 2, 3,...
7 MuaIeu laeh NyATIUNN B6de 1 &
t4 o d‘ v W v d' 1
damuuadaulaivauiesn o wazase
WaanAuaudeden 7 Fw esdeanula
wUsilasuaaslamamsialos wysel wa
a Jd Y a 4
msienedmalisunsnd saaslaseanu
MaBInzAUANIN 8aAaad (goodness of
fit indices) 2BNMING BU WU WNFFIU
nnde weardadsznaumes meninisie
AN BAAABINNNENUITEAMINILUNINTIN
(overall goodness of fit) #Falarnannanil
195:0UANY 8ANABIINNGNUTEEING
WEAENGNIINAY  INUIINANITIATIEH
dayalu uydgudalalaaila- waisson
lifivde "ame 86 w aehlueaudas
U v [ v a [ 4
nauUsETINIT BaAdRINUTRYAENUTEINY
nangn  gUNTuealiudsidauszning

[

Uszans slaaila- wardsinde

o
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M BR u eendluearasUsernsaeng
vasnilanguild anndasdudayaids
Usednd  suhTwesuwdsidsuseving
Usznns 1L wanamIezin aaliiiiu
INANNUANAINZRINITIHe RS luluea
seriysznnsaall

BUUN 2 NI153LASITVNSUNY
BUAARIINNITNIRBALE AL AT AU
a P A a P
MsIeNzWLUUY HumsIteszv
FayaEuauNNMIUsEIam NN asly
Tuea uMslase SNeuaasngulsenng
Tagmyvuadaulatiaduln wisIitaas
ﬁ'wmslu‘[umawaqﬂizmﬂil,wiazﬂajuwhﬁ'u
mlilalueaniisnwazliudsilasy an
HUIABY ) andamuuaaulatesy (con-
straint) s H@asnulunsne au
unsne au NNHFIUNN DAG891n
%9 8, 7, 6,... 1 MUMGU Logh NHgIU
aa v Ny o a YY) o
M ddde 8 fidamvuataulaisduinni e
LATABE 9 LNNINNDUAUDNTDN 1 T M99
anuliulsidsuadlueamyiolos wysel
a Jd vV =Y Vv
Nan1sILAsIzinr8lUsunsNg saazla
NINUMABINTZAUANN DAAFY (good -
ness of fit indices) 284MSNA BU 1SV
NNAFIUNNYD waaztaUsznaume eyl
M3iaaNy aarassnnnguUszanslunw
334 (overall goodness of fit) Falaunan
ABUINTLAUANIN amﬂé'mmﬂﬂziuﬂismni
WHAENENIINAY  IWUIIHANITIATIEH
v = v LAl '
dayaly wyfigiudalaldamla- wnissaw

[

laifivie "ame 86 uw eehlunaudas
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naxlseeIns aardavnudayaldNUszany
NANFY ':;ﬂif[uLﬂalaiuﬂsmﬁﬂuszmw
Uszns olaaila- welssrudive e
MY 08w eenRlNeaavlsEEInaEIa
v d! 1 cl' 1] v % v a
Weanilanguiild sandaesiudayaida
Uszand UM lueaudsilasussuing
Uszrns vt UaramMIANYL aalvilriy
D9AINUANEINYAINITINLA DS L UINLAS
seviinUsznsealy
Tunmsiessvidayail minuanis
a o Q’ £4 U ]
asrsvluaauisnaunuIlutaal o
L4 % L4 = -7 rd E4 %)
aamaaInNUYBNalaNdszanyd  aevUsu
Tuteauaianzvilun tialilaluealsu
WANNaNEMIATY SN NN USTEHIN
s aandpenudayadelszand M3
USuunlutaatimlaloalddar uauuszn
Tusunsusranuly Huzesazioawlaq
(modification indices) w3aUsuun
MINTD “INAYDIUNIVHUUNUFIUNNNG )
wuteeanunsUsuudluealunsitesz
Tutea un15lasy 19l ialuiaa
YV o L4 = -7 rd Vv = o =
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i Tucker, Ozer, Lyubomirsky, & Boehm (2006)
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