(LEBFR) FRELSEEREN
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G, WEA R RGETHEM p E, UUZ A ETE ] DA B AR A 3 s NN,

(ER BT S AP B AR B R A IR ZE R, BOZA BARRgit 0k, sligiit &8 p

fE.

[B1 32 = 5 B L SRR L o 4% 22 35 0 AR RSOV 9 mo U8 8 TR B S 22 e PR R PR A

brdEs EFXFRZELTTH, AHEIT T ZNPI A B IA DT A R, — R & AR T RIRE

BIJTREE BT I 22500, A BB R EAER T A B FAAE. P EMBNAE, BLK

] B SL AT 25 B P B EAARTE LA 9-10 T, 55 12-14 TUARZL BBy . AHT 7T ARSI AL

WA LHFE 8, HZ% 7 KEBM BT 7, 41 Yao(2010). Yao(2011). Jimmy,

Song F1 Hong(2011). Wiberg(2016) fIHF 77 4% . 3 L6 1} 57 £ 155 2 Bk H. 'k (parameter recovery)

I, PR ZE . a0 IRZEVITTR . MIREEREUESR, FAWT R T LR PFO

P o PERCERE AL RRAN AT R b, O 7 S B LR SRR R A SE R, A R S A T
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2: Bl 2-at, —WGeitIiik, BRI, SRR BRI, <Rz
B R BAZAE SR BN, R B, MIRT R ZE R IM b EFEAR B IA A aas, &4
ARG A7 BN CARE, BT R R A
(5] R7 = I & e AT AR 352 . 76 2-a F, MIRT YERT & BRIK L 43 AERE AR 24 500+ 1000
2000 [ AF R IR Z 7R S) 58 0.376+ 0.386. 0.381, it MIRT 75 b /0 76 & FEA &
MR ZELTRGEAT T Z 0B, S5 RAEWIREA BRI E RN A 2 (F(2, 42)=0.04, P>.001),
Y] MIRT V& & BUS M FE S AEAS B 26 A T HER PR I 22 R RIS B G it 2 LR K1, AR
tH“MIRT 5% 7 [ M B A REA B IEINA TR B 4518 . 580, AW 221 B2 8 et
K, WALHEERRREISHAG T HERTE, — ok, IR E IR R H S 4T
P (Wang & Wilson, 2005; Park et al., 2015; Culpepper, 2015) , X} 68 S HftiitdErate i
AR, W1, Wiberg (2016) ORI TTH, I AR I B0 HI 99 J5 B A S5 T 20t
IR HERIE . BRIk, BT, BEEREARRIGIN, ST AR VoK B2 R R
BT AR .
225 3k
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IR : B FREXE . OFE“4.2 BdE ARG 7S 8 H 2500 A, B

NZHG A, LS E R Fr 4 iR A A 20 FUARIE S WA 8 TUARZLER 7« ABFFUR R

H'7 Monte Carlo BT 7T 5% RTIX— Rl JEBUEAKIERE, IAEE P 71X
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PAF 3CHR -

EEPUE
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B 4:<6.2 HAMNE S R 5L R 7 HLZ R A, RZgs 12 R 304 45 R A% gt

tanmle R E, S JFNZgs 1 AR RE E AR E R E B

[B1 Rz - WA o R KA E M. SR 6.2 B & SR 1R B 2 AR )1, H SR FE4E IRT

R ) FLAE Y 2 Logistic A, e AEPN S IRT BRI iR — AR, Hopsln T
Bo;0; =B ;

P(x, ;=1

91.,,8.) =
J . ef). — i
1+ ™0 Ay

Fobt, xi=0 8 1 AW BN | BHERAXEH [ B, BEKAEBY, B, RARES
B, 0, TR | RN, N TR, TR E T . TR IRT B4
S BTSSR A U A TR SR P B R



B S: “RT7 BT &ITEE B SEBREEE S FILEE 1B 8. MR IR H,
¥ T Bifactor-M2 % & BN 73 1 0.05 A1 0.95 F /{4, Bifactor-M1 i & B4EE 73] 0.05 Al
0.25 E 7 %4, Bifactor-M2 154 i4E £ 43 1) 0.05 B 43175k, Bifactor-M3 v £ 4 i 4311 0.05
F10.95 Hr 85 MIRT EAHZE 0.1 BL L, HARIVNEREAIES MIRT A Z#H N
Bifactor-M3 i£ G it 4, Bifactor-M4 vE G 4E FE 4 I E 2 805 MIRT RO, 4
X2 IEAR L 0.05. 7

“H ] 7E S IEARMIL 0.05. 7 A RSN ZE SR, N A BRI TE R

BIRz: B aiAE T X AR M. DU AR 27 FAAE[-0.05,0.05] X (6] A, B ARG 2 W55

17 WHRLLE D o

HRA 2 ER:

WO TR, SR T DU E B RYERE 7 (7538, i R sk, Ak,
4 JRy s AU A2 A0 = 0 AL AU AE , R BRI TE I TV, FERE AR GG
YEPE AR SRARE I 26 A T8 T IR TE SR 2 4 IRT JNERIRIL. &)a, BT SHET
FERBEFLEE AT 12— P IAE. 230 2 IE . HA T A LEE FHE:

B 1 SCETHRAE RSB R 8, X T IEFHIIR. Kb, AR
WHRZ e, AT T — BISEIER 78, SRt — B IR RN T 45 R AP BOA 1R 78 70 (s 4k
[BIRZ: Vi i A L A M L. SCUERE U R 45 R ST LR 45 R — 20 MR+ I 1l
R AW T ZAT IR ) FERAE , BLADURIT FU AR 20 e vl LA i o (E R A 722 i LA ik
ATSEUERE T, AW T WA TS RE .

(1) SHEWTFTAT LA BT FE 3 B X — 7R B I R v R T ) RN D e 4B Al —
S VS RS TRY R 1 ] R, S DR AT T BT SR AR Y 5 SRR R UL 6 HE I U AU, S 46
AT DK AR 5 K A S R AT BB, TR BN IE IR . FEAHE T, HRAE 1L
SME, Bi-factor BRI SRR R, BVEANZERM S HdE. B, dit—D R 7R
BT XA TR IG5 2 7 AR JE 73 FROTVE R E0 . (2) i AESUEHT 7T Hhiz T
I th ) & 3R B U 7 S YRR s FFRSSE AT LURE, 7T PAZE & S8 b 56: PL B S B el o
BINERIZES X T 0L R TR AR PR 8 S5 o3 RN P 23 T R R F B R 1. 4,



FETTIEHI TR G TN L SAIERT AT, 0 ¥V 22 8 VR R A S0l 2 R F %

Ya0(2010)~ Jimmy, Song Al Hong(2011) BT 7 5%, FEAEIUME FEJa AN T SAERT 7E, Rtk —

A WAEMBRRIBT TR EE R, A BAEE AT T e
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AT SH BRI R .

IR : W o AR L XA W JEOCHE A MIBAAA £ 25 S0k AN 2, AT S BR AR ISR

I, D2 FESCHIHT S AHE AR AT T8 BARIE 2 WA 18-21 TUARZLER 2> .

B 3: BUURTFRAIRER >, (EEMH T2 00, AHRT7 2 70 i i 45 REGRAFE A RTE AN
Ry, EEHEEEREIE.

DB, fE5.2.1 #5y, (FERBGEIRER, YR 14T Ir& U520 RN B2 (F G5,
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IR : WAt AT S 548 1, SN AT T8k, HARIEZS A 12 1

FRELERSY o

BID 4: 2 EF R B4 BRI, 45 4 71 5HE A (F(10, 196)=7.31, P<.001, °=0.272).
YL 4345 BT 5 B KB (F(10, 196)=57.21, P<.001, #%=0.745). #EFEo& iyt 54Lp
A AH5S(F(20, 196)=423.01, P<.001, #*=0.977)MIXZHAFMEE. "MASTHAEMEZE, MM
GHEAT TR SR RO AT, R P RO, UK.

BIR: Wl R L RN, S OAEREE NN, BSE R Y7 3 R . ©&85

RS> ANAERE 7> A5 R TN IN T IX 8y AR, BAKIEZ NG 10 BT, 55 13-14 TARZLE 7



BILS5: )EHE MMM b B A ISR, G, (FERIBEEFARE R, MIRT
% Bifactor-M2 7211 Bifactor-M3 v2: 1)1 22 851 77 AR ) 22 S ARG/ o RSEHOURIE 2 BT 3 T
FEAE 7> 500, 1000, 2000 =i, faj RN M Z Ul FEAE Y 500 I, JLAFJ7 %2 18] 1
[E = IVATHNTE TN A TE N

[B1Rz - Vi o A L S L, ST ] S RENE 23 # B 7 I iR AN HERf, LR AE S AR

RN T e SRS M S R, BARIE SN 10 BT, 5 13-14 TUARZLAR 7).

B 6: 3.2 Wi EHIEN T b MUE D YERE 1 ST %, (HAATTE 34 4. b WA SR,
REZRAEF B IR T, BRI TIER R 2 A4, VR A 7 i
[B1R7: W o AR 2 XA W o XL VERA SR A TR I TVE, R T IR A AR S5 S
AU HIBAL T 7 5 o TX BTGP AR R 1 R AR R 0T 4 ) R M e R 1 A 5E S
A W& o B MR E 5 1) 5E S, LA — SRS S 25 0R . AR B o h ot — P 4l 11X
SETT AR T IR A LSRR, BRI S WS 6-7 TURRZLER 7).

BR7: 515, EECA M TR, (RN AL:

DA ST TE A XK AR R 6 8 7 AN 4EFE 7 5 T 1%, WG H B, 515 N2 T
I GNP IR A 7 R AT (TN 96 5 70 R JBE 7315 T3 92, (B 51 5 A0 1 KBRS IR VFIR
IRT, RAERT S KI5 PBOE AR B0 AL R i 7 MR FEE 73 1) 45 BT 1

8152 : A o A L SRR o SO 0 51 5 RO O R] - ABE Y R JHG 5 90 RN P 0P 5 1 7 12
WIAA L, CEA ST 51 F 3T TS ——RMIREE S 7 H Ay d ROTER 4,
TR T OO AR TR, XA AR o K BROTVA I AR S N A . BRI S

55 1-3 TURZLER 7 -

B 8: 2L T IR ATE R, I U1Yao(2010)7ERBLALLAN SHIERT 7t HoR R 1 AL 15 21 (1)
ST RYEE 73 5 AN AL THIVEHEAT 1 HUARL, S5 SRUEWIZTT iR B 5 70 AN P 73 HE R 1
AN MIRT A1 HO-IRT BRI R, Hof Al T30 MR IR T 2 ik fatt A Jrik?

BIRZ: BHs ML RKIER, FICPRRAERER Yao(2010)Wt st Il tH ik, CfE

R B, BARIEZ LA 3 TARLLHR 7).
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BRL: W SRR SR IE, BT MU ABRISE S R T, (AERSER b C LM
TS NE

B0 10: 2016 £F5C T XU T B i 7» FIEE 7 Bl A ) Lol STk, AR5 IR BCA 51
AR B B8 SR

R : AR T RS, R E N 1Sk, SR 1 UR DA T8 7 & B BT
SCHR. BARIES W25 SRR ZL R 77

k1
HRA2ER
NEAMBH, BHFHIRE T R AR AR, (EIRGEIENS A I, SR
B AFEENSH 2 A 17— BOEREN A TR, SRJSAE 3.1 WA TR 3 A4
TR TR, A BRIl T HE A E R . BT S R e XU 5B
AR5 LT Spearman(1927) FIREZ) R UL, AAREE ANTROE ) 5 SR IL L, Kene
F153 N—REhe T RIR R e 11 Holzinger A1 Swineford( 1937) 1EaUFEH 7 XUR TR, %4
RASE T — AR RE T, S 7 IS i R R0 aE S ZAREE T, R
TAREFEEI T, —48H WL RAR R, B4 RE RN B N o A A T B 24
EHE, BHER H AR AT OO = AL 2R R TRz, 7, AR
3.1 HEE SR B R FAR Y N FR A4 S - JR) i R 1152 84 (general -specific factor model), &1
SEAAE DR T R LRI A L H 3L AR5, AFAE 2N R T, 2] T 2 RE T
SO G BRI R R T A MR A 0 H AL R AR S o HLAS I IR R, BRI
TR AR ?
[BIRZ: Wi o Fid & AT A DR 1o 505 A 00 R TS 2R P 23 A 3.1 rhoxf A28 fg - 2 ) i
FAAEE SR RIAEAS DO R S A 2R RS . PR B A A 3B A 3
3.0 WA TR b, S R TR TR R G o AR E > O T Ak . R

RIE S WAB AR S 4-6 TUARZLIR )

B 2: ZHAMN RS, (FEAT 1R, EAEE. (HEATEIATEE. flin,



£ 5.1.1 WwEW IR, (FE RPN LG MITIESFEAREF®G, 124)=14.30, P<.001,
n2=0.409) X HAEH W3 . TR ERMN s KR, FEAE N 500 i, Bifactor-M1 V5[
RZEW TR /NT Bifactor-M2 1% (d =-.021, P<.001); FEASEJy 2000 i, Bifactor-M1 ¥ [)i% %
Y7 KF Bifactor-M2 7%(d=-.016, P<.001). », fRjHLEMN T, 1EE DT T UFEARE—
SEIS, BRINERRZL IR ES A AT, M7 —EN, FEAREZERRELD;
MRS BRI TTHAEE IR 0T, A AR e B ? H1EE B E 2.
[BIRZ - A o A o SAF AU B 52 SO R B BORL A3 BT IR A AN 8 S8 8, IR0, 55 43 B Al
T3V 56 BT SRS A T A SR I T

e g3-E R 8] BN 43 A

(1) BoE T iE SRR (F(6, 124)=14.30, P<.001, #2=0.409))28 HAF A&,
BRI AT A R, REACERA 500 I, Bifactor-M1 B R1iR 21 75 /N T Bifactor-M2 i
(d =-.021, P<.001); FEZAE Ny 2000 i, Bifactor-M1 ¥ #1152 54175 #E KT Bifactor-M2 2
(d=-.016, P<.001). *|7" Bifactor-M2 i%, FEASE Ny 2000 I (iR Z TR B Z /N TREAR Y
1000 I R ZE I JTHR(d =-.017, P<.001), HEAE Y 1000 I (iR 2277 MR & /N T REA R Jy
500 I ()R 22377 M (d =-.020, P<.001), X} J-HAhT7v%, ARFEAREFM T IIREL ITIRE
FARE.

(2) RorE BT S I6K 5 (F(6, 124)=38.24, P<.001, #2=0.649)f1% HAEH &3 .
fa] BN A AT 4 SRR I, ISR K Ry 18 fii, Bifactor-M1 1% 2244 75 i KT Bifactor-M2
1%:(d=-.030, P<.001); 4% K 5 7y 36 @i 1 60 @I, Bifactor-M1 %1% 2 #5757 iR /N T+ Bifactor-M2
%, HRATENLE A N 60 G5 T 2 57 0.3 (d=-.029, P<.001). MIRT % (56K &
18 #5536 #: d=.116, P<.001; M4 JE 18 5 60 f&: d=.185, P<.001) . Bifactor-M1 % (411
WS 18 #l L 36 #l: d=.116, P<.001; IS fE 18 #iL 60 : d=.166, P<.001) =775
FRAE W56 A B AR ] 461 R B 22 7 22K T Bifactor-M2 72: (Uil 36K 18 85 36 /i d=.080,
P<.001; 56K 18 15 60 fl: d=.107, P<.001) . Bifactor-M3 7% C(IniliaKJF 18 i 36
fi: d=.091, P<.001; M6 18 #iL 60 i d=.150, P<.001) .

(3) BIrE T i 5 4E R A A 9% (F(12, 124)=198.99, P<.001, #2=0.951)(%)%¢ HAEH &
Fo RN AT A AR, 4ERE [RAR OGN (A5G 0.0), MIRT 2. Bifactor-M1 .
Bifactor-M2 AR ZE ¥ 77 i 22 9K (P<.001), Bl 4 P52 (B AH SC I35 I (#H 5% 0.9), MIRT
%+ Bifactor-M1 7%, Bifactor-M3 y4 )17 23 7 i B #2k (P>.001), H./M T Bifactor-M2 ¥2:

(d=-.123, P<.001, d=-.117, P<.001, d=-.123, P<.001). X} T MIRT ¥ Cln4kfEAHo% 0.0 FigefE



FH2% 0.9: d=.158, P<.001) . Bifactor-M1 % (U4EEAH % 0.0 FIERZAH K 0.9: d=.416, P<.001)
1 Bifactor-M3 72 CAn4EFZEAH ¢ 0.0 FIZEEHH S 0.9: d=.253, P<.001) , Bl 4 (A AH 38,
RZE TR RN, XFT Bifactor-M2 5, 4 EAH 5G9 0.9 FI4E B AH G A 0.7(d=.011, P>.001),
Y5 B AR5 0.9 FHLEE KA 0.5(d=-.008, P>.001) 5 14 F KR ZE I TR 2 BN 3

YERE A R R BN AT (BAZERE 1 940D

(1) 4EFE A7 SREA B (F(8, 160)=3.20, P<.05, #2=0.138))2¢ HAFH & . fd
BRGNS TS R, BEACE Y 500 I, MIRT 3£ Bifactor-M3 i (1135 22 177 MR i 22 S A
K (MIRT 41 Bifactor-M3 3%, d=-.046, P<.001); % FE A &1k, MIRT 3241 Bifactor-M3
TR IRAR 22 2 7 MR 22 S 08/ N (BEAS B A 2000, d=-.031, P<.001). T Bifactor-M1 %, FEA &
A 500 &4 T A5 245 J5 B 3 KT RE ARy 1000 454 R (915 22 34 5 M (d=.023, P<.001),
BERTRAREN 2000 244 T R 21 77 H(d=.026, P<.001), %I THALTE, SFEAREK
TR RERTIRE R AR

(2) 4504 BT 122 5 56 K (F(8, 160)=62.91, P<.001, #2=0.759) )3 H.AFFH &% .
TRT BN 0 A 4 SR B, IO Dy 18 i), MIRT 2411 Bifactor-M2 #:(d=.017, P>.001).
MIRT 7%l Bifactor-M3 7% (d=.006, P>.001). Bifactor-M2 % fil Bifactor-M3 7 (d=-.011, P>.001).
Bifactor-M2 %41 Bifactor-M4 :(d=.019, P>.001) 3% 2= 35 7 W% A B35 25 5 MIEGK N 60
JIF, MIRT LR Z )5 B2 /N T Bifactor-M2 i2:(d=-.028, P<.001). /)T Bifactor-M3 i
(d=-.084, P<.001), Bifactor-M2 %1% 2235 77 R it 3 /N T~ Bifactor-M3 7% (d=-.056, P<.001),
KT Bifactor-M4 i (d=-.039, P<.001), X}F MIRT %, Bifactor-M2 i%. Bifactor-M3 7 Al
Bifactor-M4 i%, FEE MGG, REL TR L Z D (0 MIRT 2% MR 18 @l 5
36 /i d=.153, P<.001; MG 36 5 60 i d=.078, P<.001) , *IF Bifactor-M1 7%, i
WKy 36 AN 60 A& T R 22 7 AR 2 S A (2.2 (d=.006, P>.001).

(3) YEFE & 7% 5 4E R IR AH 5% (F(16, 160)=450.18, P<.001, #2=0.978)AI=Z H.AF
W2 RTINS AT 45 SRR I, A 4 FE 1A A DG (A 5 0.9), MIRT ¥4(d=.073, P<.001).
Bifactor-M2 7% (d=.099, P<.001) {1 %44 75 #R 2. 3% KT Bifactor-M4 7%, Bifactor-M3 VLR %
Y51 5 Bifactor-M4 15 7% 4 .2 7% 5 (d=.004, P>.001). [V Bifactor-M1 %, [ 4k [A]
FASHEIN, AR ZERITIR BRI CAngEREASE 0.0 FI4EFEMISE 0.9: d=-517, P<.001) , HAth
TIEAEYEE RIAH DR & 564 R 1R ZE 8 7 IR RAFAE AN 3B 10150 (A Bifactor-M1 vk, 4EFE
FH% 0.0 FI4EZAHSE 0.9: d=-.016, P>.001)



T AEBA B T, EAERO ST RO, TS B T S T i 2 T e
.2 T BLAE SR8 B2 3848 ) SR AU S 077 0 AR 10 5 77 L R - MIRT
B T 7 REHEAT T Ee, SYTEE A LT 4R 175 VA SR A FUARECOIAIE, It s
BRI R R ) . RIS B R IR IR 2, 76 G35 (U B B
K S T A AR B 7 iR LU T M LA, L 2% (R 2

9 TUARZL AR -

B 3:7E 5. L LR A I AR 43 AE & R B2 R LR, AN AL o3 T VR 1 32 28R 1 35 (F 3,

124)=873.60, P<.001, 12=0.955), ZHEILEERKY, MIRT IE1RZE TR E /DT HA
J7iE, HUGE Bifactor-M3 i, 4R )5 & Bifactor-M1 %411 Bifactor-M2 %, — & KH BEH %R

EHAER AW ERWE 2 s, » , KEAH AR W8, HEE R R 2
BT, EONRYE . R, (EETEIX PR T RN AR A AT, 1
V1) AR B0 2 B A T — AN BRI ZE DY K SF (K7 28 40 BT A AN [ 43 T 125 0 322
N2 (F(3, 124)=873.60, P<.001, n2=0.955), £ HILIRLEREY, MIRT iEMRZEL TR
BENTH AL, HIE Bifactor-M3 i, #RJ5 /2 Bifactor-M1 i£F1 Bifactor-M2 7%, —#
B B EREERRNG? WS, EVERE. RIS EERT, R 4%3 7 0 b
KO SR AR, TP I BE A BN ? IR, TE . B, e
SR, AEE R T — AT 200, SRREANB T EMBL, RGN T8RN, X
WAEIL T . FONASHABN R, FR A N AR LT .

[BIR: YHHH L KRN X T —, s8R 248 A 0 2 8 L R B G,
BRI AR DO AT 7 b7, BEFUAS R (12 2 F LA LSD ¥+ bonferroni v, BAKIEZ W,
PEURREE 11 T, 55 14 DUARLLER oy o Wb T, 05 2 0 M OB B 24 S 58 AR I 45 58
ERIEQSCRE AT & PR B, I R B & 7 1 R o R AR FE S Al T HERf I, RIEAE
HAEFRE, (B R U5k IR 15 AP TR 3 22 S (K e R, TR0 VR ) 2 RO B 7
DR E L, WX EEAT TR o MRYE RS T KR, B SR rh ok 4 SRR A B AT T
VAR, eSS HARFISE R, TR FERONEE R, AR F O ) . B SUTEA 5
AN FEAIE T 77 22 5 W (0 S T O JR it b, ST 1 — AN A B 3 AR AN A LA
FH 1) 58 B EAT J7 2 5007, R 4 5 3 ORI RIAE ELAE FH IR 25 5 91 1, Yao(2011). Jimmy,
Song & Hong (2011) AR 57 25 S 358 70 RE A48 T 454826 14 i 28 AR FH SRR A e AN [R) 7 vk
ZIAAFEREES . Xl COLEEEIR) 2016 4ERIM RS SCE (FHENSE, 2016, FEH,
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B 1R bR P AR RS, EIEE B, TERA.
[B1R7: Wi o A L SAF A B SR IE. O8N EHT T REREMABS. Bl &
FCHRRE N, BRI S (FERSCHARLLITS) o A4k, X L R AR S ST T

PRI, BAKTES LA 4 TUARZLE 7Y

B 2: 1F 4.2 BERA RSy, (EE RS, MR AR T EE R 30 1k, EEBHIIE LA
SR R B E R, 30 YA HE A1 27 S0k

IR : WA Fa L AT B . 7R85 — U Rah, #fat X Wt Hid 56 T Monte Carlo
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