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CTERKRIER A S E4E2BE, 1M 510320) (P EE I K 24 0 BN FHBF ST AR e, 7N 510631)

BEXT ROV ab B S A AR AR AR IE S0 A I TR, A n AR 4R N T =28 0H X ab M fhEE 2>
AT HEATAEAT R G LG T b o ANVREAR B D7, B AR AT . AEZ %L Bootstrap il /R B EE S 4E R B
(MCMC)J5 ik o RIBUEAR LA T = 2RITEAE P A O A P R B, 45 R R B DA 5615 B i MCMC
Ti 0 ab gV R ER; 2)4 K5 B A MCMC 5 ik e TH DA, (EA Y ARG SR T 28R DR m AU,
B 26 8 1E B9 Z 800 7337 Bootstrap J7 ik I GETT IBOL Y, AL T Rifl2e 1 2R a U ) A LR EE
(5 MCMC 77 7 i vh A S50 X LG 3 fee il o 25 SR 3T, A SRl R B, R (AT e 3 (5 B i) MCMC J7
% SRR R AT AR, TR R G 22 K OE B AE S 80A 7037 Bootstrap Ji ik .

AR, ARSI, AE 28 Bootstrap 5 MCMC i2; Seiufs &

B841

1 515

141 (mediation) 2 ft 23R} S A9 b 8 B T ik
SRS IR A AR Xl AR MO Y
FEAE— M, WIFR MAE X R Y 2Z B rh A1 F sk
MR X R Y A g (WA 1), H A 808 By
H 2 0 b [ A8 5 XRS5 Y 22 (8] 1) 5¢ R 2 5
w &R R Frh A A M (Baron & Kenny, 1986;

7N

X . Y

&5

K1

H i AR 43 A1 3 {1 F Sobel A garik:, EP
FATARONAG HHE ab (a . b & UL 1)L ab
FRIER 6., 15— 2 H(z=ab/6.; ), H4x A =z (i
B TAREIES A IG A z T, Wi 2

e H 3: 2011-05-11

AN

MacKinnon, 2008; Yuan & MacKinnon, 2009), 4%
K, A RO oy A R BT AR A 3 % (Wood,
Goodman, Cook, & Beckman, 2008) . .» J 2
(MacKinnon, Fairchild, & Fritz, 2007; MacKinnon,
2008; Fairchild & McQuillion, 2010)424 Rk, A I,
Hh A 280N 43 B 0 A PR T T AR E A B B AR
AR 2 (B A G 2R, ARG AR G 2 1A AL ]
R WAGIC Ry

M = prraX+e, (1

Y=g+’ X+bM+e, (2)

S5 A T ]

(ERTFGT z H, SO0 3, R W3
A RO AN S O A — A X R Y A X
(Gb—z,px6.;, Gb+z,,x6.), WHE X MR fL
50, ULIA A o, IR R A SR AN
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I % (MacKinnon, Lockwood, Hoffman, West, &
Sheets, 2002; W& & BE, K&, AR, Xz,
2004).. Sobel x5 1 BT H B2 A 0N ab R IEZS
AT A ERAEA, oy R IESI G T, A RE
A A TARUE 40T I A 2 {8 . AT R B,
B G AN b #RRIEAS MG, ab AR —E LM,
kB, R ab N AE, ab 516 R R
FOYAR, I HLA A (9 (38 22 B2 b A SR ab
(75 k M A8 L (MacKinnon et al., 2002, 2004, 2008;
Cheung & Lau, 2008; Hayes, 2009), i, T
AN RURE ab 2 TE 25437 9 R A 2500 439 77 15 (AR SO
GG ) AT AR

AR B ATRE R R A ROV o A e AR, ok,
FEH NI S BES T T =R F 2t ab 19437
PEATARAT BR ) FLi& T o MEAR Y 7 12, RIS
4345 = (distribution of the Product) . Bootstrap J5 il
Iy IR B 4% 52 0 R B J7 % (Markov chain Monte
Carlo, MCMC). 4, X =3I EAE A 800 53 B
R B H AT =280 k0 LR R T
B AR AR UEAT . Mackinnon 45 A (2004) #5548 He 45
TAEGE L | TR Ak M T AP AE 2 8L Bootstrap 75 %
TEFP A RO o AT P BRI, e IR 22 4 TE AR S8
A 4313 Bootstrap J AL T e R Y o A 20N BAR
D), Geit PRy, (AT 7R 2 A
o5 1 EERFRAYAH . Yuan Fil MacKinnon (2009)#5
PLHE T IRV MCMC 7 AE TR A0 43
Mrebry R, ZIAED . AIEARRE, A ERE B
MCMC J7 ¥ A1 HE SRR 43 A vk RE B A AR O iR,
M 5 B MCMC Jr ik M o A i e ¥
A RIUA S, PR MCMC J5 2k i 95% {5 X 1]
B RER T AR, Kb AR FE LN
MCMC J5i1) 95%E {5 X M) 55 R 3 KT 95%
(Fe/IME R 96.3%) fH /&, X TR AAAE LT )

DA =IrE—FEEfT . THE, H
HI R Z B4 AR Bootstrap J5 i #E47
AR (MacKinnon et al., 2004; Pituch, Stapleton,
& Kang, 2006; Williams & Mackinnon, 2008; Taylor,
MacKinnon, & Tein, 2008; Pituch & Stapleton, 2008;
Cheung & Lau, 2008; Biesanz, Fak, & Savalei,
2010), A4, Bootstrap J5 74 F1 MCMC J5 ik Z 1], F§
BRFA RSB MCMC Jrikzlal, dEfZRH
LW WA THRANIG

)W WFIE I AR PR AFTEAR . B 5, IS
I IR S R T 7 N I ] 2 4 R S R/

Mackinnon % A (2004) (1) = HeASFEFR#B e h T %
RO BT X R, A LA BN S A T
%5 =, Yuan F1 MacKinnon (2009)fii 1] ) 95%% {5 [X.
5] 7 35 R AE bR G e R Y 95%. 8 15 X 0] 7 75
AT 95%, 1 BHZ 7 ik i DX TR A TR o 1) AS BB
U MCMC J5 ik FSRe B o3 A1 1 78 X Tl Ak 1 F i
45 o B2 MCMC 5 48 i 1 72 W] &g X [1] (credible
interval), 95%) i & X [11] F2 7 76 M ES 8 SL il 45
B A E X A] o S A S EAE A 3R 95%, 11T 3R
T4y 4 % A1 Bootstrap 5 32 A4 & 19 2 B {5 X [H]
(confidence interval), 95%f1 & 15 [X ] /R 78 B A
HATE IR, JEXT R AR AT — IR B
X[H], AR AFEX L E(E XA, 45 95%0 B 15 X ] &
0,5 5 2R B (ERAS L, 2007; Yuan & MacKinnon,
2009; Muthén, 2010), 9K LA 95%'E {5 X I) 78 76 4y
FL B He bRk A TR F A7 M Bootstrap ik,
A1 Yuan 25 A (2009) & 1 MCM C 77 5 1) 95% {5 X,
B) 78 55 R = TRk, L HEA R E B
MCMC J7¥ERY 95% 8 {7 X [R) 7 25 % W 2 K F 95%,
FEAR LIV MCMC 5 i 0 X [ AN ER 1),
T LAASWFFE ARG 95%0E {5 X (M1 35 KA 0 LU HE b o
5504, Yuan % A (2009)i4 SRS A MCMC 5
BT S A ARG ST 5T Y X 1R] B8 B (interval
width) (W3 1), &G JeifE B MCMC Jrik i IX.
] & B2 78 T AR A 1k, 23 Wik — P AR S 4L
Bootstrap J5 i34 T IRl —&dE i XA B (L3R 1),
KIA SEE A5 BB MCMC 75 A6 0 IX ] 58 B fe A8
(0.089), MMiJCHCs i B A MCMC J7 ik Mg BN 125 .
ik 2 ¥ Bootstrap J7 % 1Y X [B] A 1 % B A 24
(0.103~0.110), /nAJEsfF B A MCMC Jrikii X
[ AbTHLLPfeifEff . AIRA, XA HT IS S
HAT G EWE? T Ik AN ), AT 550K X [A]
T E VA 0 DX B Ak R ) LR A

g5 BT, ASCRBESE B W2 =207k — W
PEAT A TR X R T A b A . T, TR
T A 1% A S Bootstrap Al MCMC J5 1% 4R
Ja i B(FEASZ5 5) x 6( ab A7) x Sk 1177 12:) I S 56
VO A TR oA, B35 XA AL e 45 0 245 S R A7 45)
WIHAFHEEIE, RO BT IE 3 7L BE £ R A 8500 43
Mrorint, #EEA M S%.

P S A SR X TP REN

2.1 RN HE
e B> A e B LA LB T A S8 ab



1410 O I T 44 %
FT 1 ZHEFHEXE—ZMEE R A RO = 1R X E i
Wik ab EAliF X J) A 3 T BR X A3 BR X i) B )3
T3 A vk 0.056 0.013 0.116 0.103
S H0H 4 Bootstrap i 0.056 0.008 0.118 0.110
W 258 B (ARS8 4343 Bootstrap 74 0.056 0.014 0.123 0.109
AR B MCMC ¥ 0.051 0.013 0.102 0.089
TCHes {5 B MCMC ¥ 0.056 0.011 0.118 0.107

FELE IR G LT AR IEAR S0, IR AFER
BN EAF DRI, AN BE A 2 T AR o IR A 4 A
(I e 2 (L, T %A T @ R b TR 1A I
Bl TR BRI ab S A A WA IE S 4
B ALAS H 1 e FRL 4> A (Meeker, Cornwell, & Aroian,
1981), J& A KR 0 i A 53 A, Ptk 3R AR A A IR AE
Pyt A M, EAEXKEA L T EER
(confidence limit)Fs SEA [|] (4 llm FAE, T 45 3 A9
{75 DX ] 2 A ) Bk 4 845 X 6] (asymmetric confidence
interval) (MacKinnon et al., 2004; Fritz & MacKinnon,
2007; MacKinnon, Fritz, Williams, & Lockwood,
2007; Tofighi & MacKinnon, 2011; A7, sk&EH,
2=, 2011).

TR oAt =2 B—, FIAAL ()2
Ha. b. 6,(a WFRHER). &, (b MbRER), 15
B T A0 I AR T ab o 55—, ARIRE — A
Wa. b. 6,. 6,18, LK p,(a FlbHIHIK)MH
I 24512 %R o, F|JHl PRODCLIN (distribution of the
PRODuct Confidence Limits for INdirect effects)f2
J#(MacKinnon, Fritz, Williams, & Lockwood, 2007)
% R I B RMediation {3 (Tofighi &
MacKinnon, 2011) [ 3/j £ Meeker %5 A (1981) 1 e 2
SRS b T EERMIGSE, I AT
FRE A X 6] ((ab— F 815 R o0 1k I S A G .7 s
ab+ B 15 BRAR AL I FHE X6 )o
2.2 3EZ#4 Bootstrap 3%

Bootstrap J7 % & H Efron fir F 42 H By —Fp &R
HhkE 7712 (resampling methods), 7] 3 2% Bootstrap
FAEZ %0 Bootstrap W3S, AL EEFEITIESH
Bootstrap J71%. dES%% Bootstrap J7 1k i LA EUAE
SRR SRR A A AR A Y A Rl
IR BB I FREA T RIS Ge T e b B, LS
SRR T B BENL R AR A L R . H
()9S 4L Bootstrap ikt FEAES U E 4y Bootstrap
J7 % (nonparametric percentile Bootstrap method) il
{22 1 1E i (Bias-corrected) JE 2 80 i 4337 Bootstrap

J7i o HATH SR A (45 SPSS)#RAE UE
17iE2:%k Bootstrap B:ia% .
2.2.1 AESEESH I Bootstrap 3% IS A
Bootstrap 77 k5 = S —, VIREEAR(BEAR S =
S )R SR, A RIE A WL LA A U A 2 ) A
FAEGI Un)BNE O 2474 00 A4 552 fil A,
B3| —AEEA N n ) Bootstrap BEAS; 25—, H
AU 1 15 21K Bootstrap FEAS T HAH N A A
SN ab; # =, EESE LM 2ETRGCH
B,# 1% B = 1000), 4 B>/ Al iHE ¥ {EAE
A O i A THE, B ST RO Al THE
ab BAUEI/NHERE, 8 31F51 C, JHFSI C s
2.5 HAMEAES 97.5 H A BORAL T 95%) Hi A
8 B {5 IX 8] (Preacher, Rucker, & Hayes, 2007;
Preacher & Hayes, 2008; Hayes, 2009; J77, SKA#iE,
ISk, 2012; &, X, EANER, 2012),
222 RERERIESEFE DAL Bootstrap 55 i
ZAGIEMAESECE /0L Bootstrap J7 i MAESEE
53 Bootstrap 7 kA AH ] B A 08 a5 A THE
2248 IE R AESH0E 4337 Bootstrap 77724 1E 1 2
ES%50E 77 Bootstrap 772 BRINF 4] C 1 {E S5
T IEUREA SO SR Y A B B G TS Sk 4
DX PR R 22, S IE 1 5 R DR A A X )Y
ML, AP RUT =4, $—, Kab EF5 C
T Y ELHERE, IS Gb < ab” RIBER D(20); 4
= TERMEIES R R, R @(z0) K HK
FHRLHY 2o {8 5=, K 2Zy+ Z,p fEARUEIE S B
g A eR B X RN R @o( 225%2,, ), T
D(2Z % Z ) JEIF 1 CHI BT 2 AR S A X ]
M FEER, M EEE N 1- o B AR E
{5 X 6] (Fritz & MacKinnon, 2007; MacKinnon, 2008;
Preacher & Hayes, 2008; Taylor, MacKinnon, & Tein,
2008; 77N 4%, 2011; iR GLEE 4, 2012).
23 SRPREFHFFFT(MCMC)E

LR B REE S R 2 (MCMC) J5 15 S 7 DU S
FSHEZL T, B H/RB st i R o) A SIS R R P B
Fhefr, SEEIAE 53 A B ASEAEL A8 2R A 7 T AR Y B A A
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Blo MCMC J5 ik (3 A AR AT A5 A a0 T =45
85—, My TR BRI AE, 0k S B £ o A
(stationary distribution), V& 4345 i & A2 7 ) = 4
[ J5 58 3 A o A T T R B SR A RSB - AR 4 A
VR EFFRIE ¢ UGERE, AR Hrd, ¢ B
1000 YKk 2% T (Yuan & MacKinnon, 2009); 45—,
FH B R B R BE AT 5 A1 B (Gibbs) #l A%, B A
ZA—JC 44 (full conditional s)73 A (B — N8 &
G, HoAth TG A8 d A0 T [ 52 A A0 o A ) E AT 14K
ke, FR13 n—1 (49 10000)1N )5 B kEAS, 192005
W REA YRR A Dy R B EE (S ERE, B =, B
Ky REAS T 10000 A4~ F A ARl (B ab , % 10000
AT OB A T A Y EAE Sy b A 508 1 a5 A
{8, % 10000 A~ ArRORE Al HHE ab $ie B A /N
FE, RS 2.5 AANENG 97.5 H (i HokiE 5]
95%11 Hh i &80 AT FE X [E] A 11 . MCMC J7 1 155
H Fl WinBUGS, Mplus6, SAS Fil R # 4 5¢ i (56 i+F
¥y, E# e, HEBEJE, 2006; Ntzoufras, 2009; Yuan &
MacKinnon, 2009; K 7% %, 2011).

MCMC s A W51 S ZAE T, DL 2 =X
AL, RS0 56 00 A6 5 e 56 o A (Ge s A5 S
R A3 A ) FLLSR BRI TR FUBLAE L, fifh MCMC
7k LRI 5 K e 8645 U8 (prior information)#& A
) P A SN A AT, BN A AR B MCMC
(MCMC with informative priors, MCMC inf) /72,
X FE AT R0 ) FH H b R G 1) i AT 5 RS A A
FERI VR, AT A5 21 T AE 6 A P A SO0 S M A R
(Muthén, 2010)., 1755515 8.1 MCMC JFikiftfTHh
AR AR, A2 (D) A1 (2)BY 11 250 a A1 b 15
B oA W U N IE A, 5% 25 &, il 65 WS 43
A1 B E NS (inverse gamma) 23 A5 (7] i 45 5%
Z T R TEAE) . LURIE RSB a M, a H5E5R 5
i RN a~N(u,t), N FRIESME, uFn
18, SFRAEEE, BIJ7 2% o2 MBIk, an Sk e i o i
BN a~N(0107°), BLifJes /A6 I {E A o,
T5 2R K (R 10°), WTLABEMER IR REE, AT
JE 5 B A MCMC (MCMC with non-informative
priors, MCMC non-inf) 5 .

3 MM A
3.1 AR

MRRHEE 25435 B BLP= A REA R N B9
TR X, 6y M eg, RIFHUEZAR(D)- @R Ao
Pt MRS Yo A7 B R e e,

RGBT 2R (DEEARE . #I5 Yuan 1
MacKinnon (2009)#% L iff 5 Hf i FH B 1 Fh e A 1
N=25, 50, 100, 200, 1000, ()= a f1b WA, %
FEEFP AN K 0 A=A AR A 0 BT
B =R AR A O S AL EE () a=0, b=0; (b)
a=0.39, b=0; (c) a=0, b=0.59, it LA EHEiX =i
HAER SN MacKinnon 25 A (2004) iy #7826 1,
afil b #k OB, 5 I KRB RAT o =0.05;
2 af b ARHS A ORF, 55 1 45 R Rl m T a=
0.05. =FPH AR A K O BT ALTE A3V ab
fY EL{# &y 0.0196(a=0.14, b=0.14), 0.1521(a=0.39, b=
0.39), 0.3481(a=0.59, b=0.59), Xfi; T/, ", Ky
Fhr A% 0 (B (MacKinnon et al., 2002, 2004; Williams
& Mackinnon, 2008; Yuan & MacKinnon, 2009)., 73
b — BB AE 7= A AL B () 2 B b T B S Ee ik
FE R E AR BIan, BT LATT A A S5O0 4 A UL
TR, FHIBAZ R, IR E
c'=0 LATRALARARL, B, il g ik aE A O(MacKinnon
et al., 2004; Fritz & MacKinnon, 2007),

Mz, R i A JeA0FE 30 Rl (5x 6)4 A,
BRI A AR TS 1000 UK JH 5 Rl ik GRELV M %
S HE 437 Bootstrap 32 . fMZEA L AESEH
51{ii Bootstrap ¥ . A {5 B MCMC 2 F1J0 5%
5 B MCMC 3)%Hi% 30,000 4~(5x 6x1000 )4k
P HEAT AN BT . W ARAE ] Bootstrap 7772,
£} Bootstrap Jr ik #6 5 xF 4~ B g 4E #E 4T 1000 I
Bootstrap filiFf . WHERMH MCMC Jrik, W7 Zx}
T EE A% 11000 Wk, Hil 5717 1000 Yk AR,
FIH 1001 ¥k F] 11000 YK A4 10000 WK% ARAEEA T H
BT X TAERERR MCMC Jrik, 4
4 a=0.14, b=0.14 %, SElfFE A a~ N (0.14,
100), b~ N (0.14, 100).

3.2 LEIERR

X T A A 2808 Y s AG T, SR A 22 (Bias) AT AH
Xf )75 1% (rel ative mean square error, RMSE) 5845 .
XA A RN Y DX TR AL T, SRS T 28 4R &
(Type I error). iitshsk(Power) ., XI|H] % FEFrR .
321 REMHEIHAIR WEMITEALN
bias = E(ab)—ab , i 22 46 % {4 (0 3F 8 A =K =
‘E(&l;)—ab‘ . E(ab) AR 414 F 4 1000 K155
1) 1000 /> H A 2800 14 s At ab Y 4ME, ab Fonrh
AUV A, 22 80/

77 1% (mean square error, MSE) #1523
MSE = E(ab—ab)?, B Fi4Fh4 4 5 1000 K155
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2% Eibd 44 3

[ 1000 4~ F A7 1 £ A T @b 5 v A 2508 BLAE ab
Z NPT RIE, YR INERGT . A T iR
3+ A 4 RMSE = MSE/MSE, , MSE, 371 JT1 3
T AR LA T TR A 8O0 AT AR B X T iR, MSE 3%
AN B TR T A BON A T AS B 3 R, A
75 15 )N - (Yuan & MacKinnon, 2009).
322 FEI HB|REMFEITINF P AR ab
b O}, R4S 1000 Y4531 1000 44
N BT DX R, AN O BT i 51 3l
XAZHA RS | R, o | JER R BT i
SE MY 0.05 B4, Bradley (1978)4& Hi 45 T 254k
R A AL B 2 AE 0.025 ~ 0.075 2 i)
(MacKinnon et al., 2004; Williams & Mackinnon,
2008) . 4 H1 A BU N ab AN A O, H3Fh4H 4 H % 1000
A 1000 > H A RO Y BAF X E] Y, AR50
BT i LB e X R4 A I GE T TRk, Geitah
SO AT 1 B
323 XEEE XM EMIFAEANX=
E(liMogrs) = E(liMgops) . EliMg gzs) 2278 43 Fl 4 &
42 1000 KA 2 ) 1000 A4~ FR AR IX a4k 3 6L
BRIME, E(liMmggps) RREFILIA EE 1000 15 5]
1) 1000 >80 X TRl 34 T FRIAE, X 8] 5
BE R/ INER ST
33 #MHIA

R # 1 \WinBUGS # /4 . R2WinBUGS #4413, |
Coda B A o i Bl ik e A s B4, A 4 o B
FHETF. #id A4 R ¥, 774 1000 HEK A
PEHE, B Ak . 6% Bootstrap
B RO T, [EESEE MCMC 5k b Ay
BN AT o TR B S 19 7 SUJEdE : MCMC vk iy
FR A RO A BT R E I e R R il & WinBUGS
AR R M S, XN R RS TE
R2WinBUGS #il Coda Wi~ 4k {441, R2WinBUGS %X
A ERTET RN R 3K4F WinBUGS #114:11)
“HRZE", Coda #AF42 B /R HIFE T4 i WinBUGS #k
PRAER MCMC 255, i A 8400 i) A5G THE A
95%f1 X [l 11 (F2 G, Tk fER, 2009).

4 ZER 550

41 PRAYESEITERE

X AH R BRI, i B B vk .
2% Bootstrap ¥ F1 MCMC 14t A 280 5 A 1 1)
2z, &Rk 2 iR, B TP RERIEMIESHE
534 Bootstrap J5 ik FAES 0 H 73 Bootstrap Ji ik

A SON S AT HEAR ], R rER 2 hg—H
Boot #£/n., # 2 Hf) MCMCinf 1 MCM Cnoninf
Iy FRA RS BB MCMC 5 ik FIJC e 56 15
) MCMC J7 1 .

Ax5x 2 (77 2253 BT (ANOVA) IR /4 4 FhJy
1, 5 AEEAC IR A 2 B ep A RN E B (FR RN 0
FUAS Ry Q)X H A0 s A 0 25 B 52 i) o 2500 B
o, HAREARSEMT LN EAEM R, F(12,
80)=1.964, p=0.039, 775 =0.228. fij &L F RN 5-H7 i
IR, FEARTE SN 25 B, 5 AR EROY B, F(3, 80)=
3.666, p=0.016, ZH 1. ({f H Bonferroni # iF %,
TR)EB, 8 58 MCMC J5 ik i i 2 (3.5)
MMk (3227 8%, AN 50 #,
7V FERON B3, F(3, 80)=4.483, p=0.006, £
A, e E B E MCMC 7k (-23.1) 5%k
MR (17.) 22 5 3, HORFEARRZMAT, 7
B ERBARA W . HAERBMIET, HA
HAY ROV WL, F (4, 80)=5.528, p=0.001, £t
BB, #EAC R 25 SFEACHE: 50, 100, 1000 2 5+ ik
&, FEAG R 25 B 2 ok, HAR LS, AR
(1) 2N ABAN 3

X T oA S S5 A T Y I 25 4 X, 4x5x 2
M5 225 i s, RAAFEARR M k2 BAEH]
53, F(12, 80)=2.04, p=0.031, n2=0.234. fijHiE
RN AT B, REACE R 251, Ik ROV B,
F(3, 80)=6.47, p=0.001, £ & LI LB, HEk(Ea
) MCMC J7 3 o i 22 48 X (5.8) i & /N T B 43
1 1 (34.9)F1dE S50 Bootstrap 7:(40.7); HAkEA
WAAMET, JTiEm BRI B . FERRF Tk
T, FEAE A F 500 ., F(4, 80)=4.354, p=0.003,
Z BRI, HARE 25 5HEAH 100,1000 2 5
W, AR 25 0, W24 H K, fEAESEL
Bootstrap T, FEA Y ERLN 8%, F(4, 80)=
6.987, p<0.001, £ [LE LI, AR 25 A
it 50, 200, 1000 25 ., FEA T 25 0, {24
SHER K. PFiFP MCMC ik T, BRI & BFEAR
Y RN
4.2 PRYLE S ETEHEX AR

X AH R BRI, o B Uik .k
2% Bootstrap ¥ F1 MCM C 1= 14 H 4 808 5 A 1 1)
IR iR, 45003 2 IR . 4x5x 2 15 22401t
FHAA T AN J5 1%, BRIEEAS S R0 2 B b A 20007 1 B
(FARL R O FIAS A O)XeF A% 7wt A A4 A
BT R . 5 a0 Eon, R REA R R i



10 #1 JoA S AR R S A TR X AT SR sr Ak . AE Sk Bootstrap il MCMC 74 1413
F 2 ZEFFEMHITEH N WAL IR Z (x10000)FAFE 3 14 77 1R (x100%)
a=b=0 a=0.39,b=0 a=0,b=059 a=b=0.14 a=b=0.39 a=b=059
Ik Bias RMSE Bias RMSE Bias RMSE Bias RMSE Bias RMSE Bias RMSE
N=25

FeBUr Ak -329 1000 -29.7  100.0 7.9 1000 -551 1000 -11.3 1000 -724  100.0

Boot -35 1109 -393 971 55.0 1064 -106 1167 -99.0 1075 -36.9 99.7

MCM Cinf -0.5 0.1 0.7 25 9.9 3.2 4.6 16 12.7 32 -6.4 34

MCM Cnoninf 26 1011 -159 107.2 -3.0 99.0 -3.0 95.6 -80 1096 -76.2 91.1

N=50

PR oA ik 52  100.0 295  100.0 23.0 100.0 103 100.0 440  100.0 -9.2  100.0

Boot 4.4 95.8 02 1017 31 1086 -16.8 83.2 44 1003 -21.8 1096

MCMCinf 0.9 1.0 -6.8 8.7 215 9.9 1.4 6.6 2.2 9.5 -1.8 10.9

MCM Cnoninf 6.0 857 -30.8 959 -432  100.4 4.3 97.2  -284 850 462 117.1
N=100

P AV iib/S 14  100.0 1.2 100.0 12.5 100.0 6.1 100.0 -1.4  100.0 16.5  100.0

Boot 1.4 87.7 -09 1059  -50.2 92.9 -58 107.8 -30.8 1024 515 101.1

MCM Cinf -1.6 5.5 -60 235 13.7 9.9 0.2 20.6 -9.2 24 -278 21.7

MCMCnoninf ~ -35 772 -148 1024 15.2 100.4 -8.8 9.1  -29.2 89.6 171 1041
N=200

PR3 Ai ik 21 100.0 39 1000 -235  100.0 50 1000 -182 1000 -12.0 100.0

Boot 0.5 90.2 -42 116.2 -1.8 99.2 -4.4 88.1 2.2 97.0 6.8 1117

MCMCinf -0.2 175 -103 461 34 41.7 15 42.3 -5.6 45.6 8.4 45.6

MCM Cnoninf 13 80.0 46 1076 9.1 92.7 -9.1 93.6 -0.8 101.0 72 1088
N=1000

PR3 Ai i -0.3 1000 3.0 100.0 -2.3 100.0 21 100.0 -2.6  100.0 15  100.0

Boot 01 1100 1.0 944 0.8 100.6 -1.4 92.2 0.7 106.7 -4.7 92,5

MCMCinf -0.1 69.0 -39 766 11.5 86.7 -1.2 79.1 -5.2 89.6 -1.7 75.3

MCM Cnoninf 0.0 86.8 -28 965 47 109.9 -0.2 1019 57 107.6 35 97.1

(932 HLAE 3%, F(12, 80)=11.18, p<0.001, 7’ =
0.626, faj B F 54 W 43 #r ks, HFREAR B 41 T,
Dk BN AR, ZE K -REH, AR
{5 BB MCMC 7k RYAHX 405 1R /N T H e =
FP 7%, BXHT Yuan 55 A (2009) % B A e 56 15 2
) MCMC J7 % i AH X 34 07 i 8 3/ TR Lo A
MR R G, RAELERFEREN MCMC
FEFMET, AR RN B E, FA,
80)=42.875, p< 0.001, L& LI LI, Bk THAR
25 BYAI T 5 1R (2.4) 5 REACRE 50 B A X E 5
1%(7.8), FEAS T 50 A9 AH X4 5 1R 5 FE A = 100 Y
AT ¥ 07 1% (19.5) A 3% 22 4, HpreA &
Z R AH X Y DT IR B E 22 R, AR R,
A X 389 07 R AL Bl =2 3 K
43 WM FHTER T

X AH R BRI, B B U vk . dE
%% Bootstrap 12 F1 MCM C ¥: 14 FR A 3808 43 T i 55

TR, 453 NER 3 s % 3 iy P_Boot #RdE
Z4UA 43 Bootstrap 751, Bc_Boot IR i 25 4% 1F
7y dE 2 %k [ 43 Bootstrap 77 ¥, MCMCinf Fl
MCMCnoninf 75784 JE 565 B MCMC J7ik
RIS K B0 MCMC Jrik.

5x5 15 25 B R0 5 Fhrik, 5 FiEEA
ST AR BT B SR T R R . T 25 5 AT ik
N, HAREARR R BN B E, AR, St
S bz 14, F(4, 50)= 5.646, p=0.001, »2=0.311.
Z E AR R, HEACE 1000 1481154 (0.997)
R TREAH 25(0.345) . 50(0.548) 4514, 5x 3
Tr 25 M R BT 5 FhTvk, 3 B A s0n R/ xg
H AN AT I G DR R o 7 2540 AT R,
SR A 3800 R/INE) RN 3, F(2, 60)=28.521,
p<0.001, 7’=0.487. Z & AL R R, AR
/IN(0.0196) ) 4t 31 1 %5 (0.288) i & /N T Hh A 24 i
4(0.1521) 19 48 3 21%% (0.790) F1 Hh 4% 1 K (0.3481)
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AIGE T H15%(0.925), £ AT, AEA AR AR
PGS L P OIS A I S E SR A TS N T /N )
T 2 TR A & BT VR BR800 83, (R
JeRAF B MCMC ik G R 4k T Hitb
PuAh ik (UL 3), B SEs 5 80 MCMC k4t
THI Rk e, i AR BT RIS BT IR 9 A
PR I B TA R i 25 A% T 7Y

Bootstrap 77 i 4t 11 U) &4 A = (MacKinnon et al.,
2004; Fritz & MacKinnon, 2007; Pituch et a., 2006,
2008; Williams & Mackinnon, 2008; Taylor et al.,
2008), #* 3 MR W IR, WMERIEMNIESEA
5345 Bootstrap J5 12 1 48T IR G 4 R T e 53 A
. JES A 47 Bootstrap UG 4G I 5 H Y
MCMC %,

MCMC 25,

R3 ZEFEGIUTHPNYHFEITTI. F 1 LR 95%[X 8 35 &
a=b=0 a=039,h=0 a=0,b=0.59 a=b=0.14 a=b=0.39 a=b=0.59
Tk error width error width error width power width power width power width
N=25
Fe R oA ik 0.001 0.237 0.035 0.393 0.053 0.526 0.010 0.287 0.209 0.504 0.611 0.713
P_Boot 0.004 0.312 0.028 0.455 0.056 0.582 0.022 0.351 0.154 0.531 0.548 0.762
Bc_Boot 0.009 0329 0049 0470 0.088 0.593 0.030 0.367 0.234 0.551 0.661 0.782
MCMCinf 0.000 0.040 0.000 0146 0.000 0.210 0.040 0.079 1.000 0.197 1.000 0.298
MCM Cnoninf 0.001 0.326 0.015 0.455 0.019 0.585 0.005 0.370 0.145 0.571 0.534 0.790
N=50
TR oA ik 0.006 0.108 0.054 0.242 0.051 0.348 0.032 0.157 0.605 0.332 0.959 0.483
P_Boot 0.001 0.144 0.041 0.260 0.058 0.362 0.012 0.182 0.525 0.334 0.932 0.494
Bc_Boot 0.004 0151 0070 0.265 0.089 0.366 0.049 0.190 0.643 0.346 0.951 0.503
MCMCinf 0.005 0.037 0.000 0130 0.000 0.192 0.058 0.070 1.000 0.177 1.000 0.266
MCM  Cnoninf 0.001 0150 0032 0262 0.041 0.367 0.019 0.181 0.505 0.339 0.933 0.492
N=100
Fe R oA ik 0.002 0.053 0.050 0.166 0.060 0.242 0.087 0.092 0.941 0.224 1.000 0.333
P_Boot 0.003 0.070 0.049 0.168 0.053 0.240 0.060 0.103 0.912 0.228 1.000 0.332
Bc_Boot 0.005 0.074 0.087 0170 0.068 0.241 0.119 0.108 0.946 0.234 1.000 0.336
MCMCinf 0.001 0.030 0.006 0.113 0.006 0.166 0.183 0.060 1.000 0.155 1.000 0.234
MCM  Cnoninf 0.000 0.072 0.040 0172 0.052 0.244 0.060 0.102 0.938 0.229 1.000 0.338
N=200
Fe R oA ik 0.005 0.027 0.043 0.112 0.053 0.166 0.288 0.060 1.000 0.154 1.000 0.234
P_Boot 0.003 0.036 0.055 0.114 0.060 0.165 0.222 0.063 0.999 0.156 1.000 0.233
Bc_Boot 0.009 0.038 0.079 0114 0.064 0.165 0.312 0.066 0.999 0.158 1.000 0.235
MCMCinf 0.001 0021 0.012 0092 0.016 0.134 0.469 0.048 1.000 0.126 1.000 0.191
MCM  Cnoninf 0.003 0.036 0057 0116 0.041 0.166 0.203 0.063 0.999 0.158 1.000 0.235
N=1000
Fe R oA ik 0.002 0.005 0.049 0.049 0.044 0.073 0.985 0.025 1.000 0.069 1.000 0.104
P_Boot 0.002 0.007 0.046 0.049 0.053 0.073 0.99 0.025 1.000 0.068 1.000 0.103
Bc_Boot 0.005 0.008 0049 0.049 0.058 0.073 0.996 0.026 1.000 0.069 1.000 0.104
MCMCinf 0.000 0.006 0.035 0.046 0.048 0.070 0.995 0.024 1.000 0.065 1.000 0.099
MCM  Cnoninf 0.000 0.007 0.044 0049 0.066 0.073 0.982 0.025 1.000 0.068 1.000 0.103

W ISR 1 24451 R 7E Bradley (1978) 114 M54k 7l Bl 0.025~0.075 2 4h

44 PRYEDEIE [ LEIRE

= 31y error FonE 1 B IRE . 5x5M)
22T R AT B Rk, 5 REEAS S Hr AU
SIS T RN, 2T BN, HA

Jr R ERON B3, F(4, 50)=4.145, p=0.006, 7>
0.249. ZH WWEIKIM, AEKERK MCMC Jrik
M55 T 2512 %2(0.009) 1 3 /N T 25 1 1E Y AE 2
s Bootstrap 75#4(0.049), HARTT ik Z I
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o5 1 RERAR IR F 2R 3x5 T 2200 Tk 4
Br 3% a5 b LA, 5 FIFEA G X H AR08 73 AT 1
51 R, T 0 R, B ab 4G
ffy &G0 . %, F(2, 60)=37.936, p<0.001, 7; =
0.558, ZHE LA, 05 0 HAME 1 Je4fiRR
(0.003) .3 /N T~ 0.39 H1 0 14H 4 (0.041) . 0 1 0.59
()20 4 (0.048), a=b=0 HF, £ Fh LAY T 245 1%
(I RAE N 0.009) AL IE T ELAH 0.05, tAKT a Al
b NI R O (I L (W3R 3), X FTET A A 75 245
—3((MacKinnon et al., 2004; Pituch et al., 2006,
2008; Williams & Mackinnon, 2008; Taylor et al.,
2008). WK 7 22 5 BT BRI AT 2 BB A 2 1) 32 3500
W, HIL, FiEMab HE RS T RAEHRRNE
Al

HAAEEAE, Y a8l b N O}, & T 248%
56 4 Bradley (1978)11 4 FRAR Akl I FR 0.075 (1)
T 0L 4 EB kA e w22 B IE W EAE S BoE o
Bootstrap JiiZiH; 2 1 KEERALT Bradley (1978)
(4 A5 AL Y5 R PR 0.025 417 1l 42 i & AR A
MCMC J7iH, Rl 7Ef Se k{5 B MCMC
P 3). XEW, 7 a ok b OB, ZEAIE
HAEZSBA S Bootstrap J5 B2l 1 254kiR
K OMALKEER MCMC iSRG 4 1 2848
45 NS HTHIX (8] 3R E

F 3 Y width /R X 8] 588 . 5x5x 2 A 7 2%
O3 AT R 20 M 5 R 5 1%, S RPEEAS AN 2 R A B0
TEBL(RAE R 0 FIAS Ay O)SF H A UL 437 B IX
[ Ve FE I RE M . 7 22501 R, R RUON AR R O
ity E 0% .3, F(1, 100)=11.563, p=0.001, 7’ =
0.104, FFARL M O B DX 1] FE % (0.179) W&/ T
ARV AR O Y X 8] T (0.239) . A B A 325 )
LA 3, F(16, 100)=1.859, p=0.033, 7’ =
0.229, A BN M, HAFEA S 25 i,
TR EROV ¥, F(4, 100)=11.458, p<0.001, £
HILEEM, AR EEN MCMC Fikfhiitrx
] 5 JiF (0.162) . & /N T HAm v A )7 2, HoAth pu Ay
Bz ERARE, AEREFEEN MCMC Jriksk
PR, FEAS R ROV AN B3, F(4, 100)=0.923, p=
0.454, HARTT 4T, #A FEA R A9 32800 1
F, ZEMEKRM, FEACE R 2511 X 8] 55 B E K
FHAREAS B0 X [ 98 B, AEAC R 50 A X A]
JE I 2 KT REA B R 1000 111X [8) 5

5 Zigifie

51 Z=FFFBIPNE D HELE

FRAN RO S A T AT R B, AN RSN 0
B4 PR 28 AN 52 i) Hp A 2500 e Ay T %) Al 25 F1AE X 38
B, BEA NS AN I X RSO A T 22
AT Y7 GRS M Y, REAS A Ik 2 R 7R
RHAEM . BARUER, wiiR2Em s, /IEAR (n=25)
T, AEKAE B MCMC 5 s 1 22 46 X
BENTRBMEAAES L Bootstrap 571, Jf
HA LA S MCMC Jr ik i fn 22 48 5B BEFE AR
AR, MR ILAEIES 4L Bootstrap 75
T 1 i 255 268 Xo (L B A S 28 R T8/ N; mE AR X 35
RIS, ARKEEN MCMC J7ik i FIxy 7 1%
TET A AR A F A /N HA T, BHA %
B 5 809 MCMC J5 ik AR 2 7 iR S Bl FEA &
FRERIMME K. 28 BalAL, AERFEN MCMC
D7 AR TR A RO B s Af T B R, JCHIRAE /D
FEAR (n=25) 714 F, AEKEEM MCMC Jrikn
A RS A5 A B D 2 24 RHEL I /DS, AR 2 07 1R
AN, DG R A RN, A T B E A o

Ry VAR [EIK N s TRy -2 VR < Bt 5 =D S N )
MCMC J7 A3 IX 18] 58 BE 4k 2/ N T Hofls pu by
%, 5 Yuan 1 MacKinnon (2009)3Z14) 53 # fl) 45
—F, RIAERIEERN MCMC Jr e A &ion
DX A T AR R IR ALY, U IR/ MEEAS
(n=25)%1FF, AREREER MCMC J5ikny X i
B E A T A DU AR

HIEEAE B MCMC J7 ik Ae /INEAR SRR 35
W, AL E R 1Y s A TR X R T, X 5%
505 B E R B UM DG o U P/ INEAR 25 F T,
MFEAE g th RS 915 B, AR DA 20 iY
HA SR A TR X e A, R, SRAR S A ik
JE S50 Bootstrap J7 45 5 i th A 8N AR THE ab
FRF= AT A X R 0 e 25 AR XT3 i, HLIX [R]l
THRYSE BB TE . A e85 8 MCMC J5 ik i T
ATREER, 8T AHNEdRER, A T/h
FEA AR IUF BAS R By S b, 1528 17 B D AE )
HA SO A TR B . BTRA, A5 B
MCMC J5 ¥ B3 A R H B REAS 50/ B9 R iR ik
B0 BB, il an, B A A5 A R 5T
NG, B EERRRLE M B WIS

Bl 5 FEAS T G N, MRE AR Bl rh 3RAS 115 B
R 2, AR KA (n=1000) 15 L T, FEACEK
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P 2L 15 8 8 T DA 2 P A 20 S Al T A
X Al T B A 5 2, RIS g (s B VR SR o
TEEARFZM TR AW T, ILEA 85 B
MCMC 5 i R A 75 1 4R A5 04 TR A 2800 A R
DX [l ok e (L 2 M 3), (HAER(E R
MR EE—ENEN, RAEALEEFELN
MCMC J5 245 21 1Y A RO s b R XS 35 513
i DX TR 58 BEATS R /N T HAMh 5 1 o TS5 80
MCMC J5 k1 TR A s (s 8, Mok . Jk
Z4{ Bootstrap 777 [ A 808 s Ak 1A ] A
RIS,

SeBAF BXT MCMC Jr ik i BR T 1R B
AR AR TR AL T e 1 2 Ah, R IAE
Gt b, AR L, FHERGEE®N MCMC
TR TINA T REAER, /15 T &em NI IRL,
T 2248 1E B AES0E 4357 Bootstrap 77 E: 4511
BALK T A ek 5 B i MCMC i,

i bRl MARAE RN, ARG
MCMC J7 i iy s A A X el Al 3 2 AR fe i, I
Hait s, MEMHEHAALEREE®
MCMC J7 i A7 Ao 43t o a5 f5 BT
TR0, w224 E R AE S8 E 4357 Bootstrap 777 1)
Geit o, AR X A R S T e 1 A
) MCMC J5 i RIS AR S A 1A Y, HEFE 0 I 22
K IEIAES A /v Bootstrap 75 B #EAT H A 850U
53T

EAS—$EAE, ARERESMN MCMC ke
AT EEM A B, SR B R EERL
I, WMASERE R AAIE, MCMC J5 453 19 &1
fl TR S TR 2 7 AR B R 22 . B RIS e de
HRMITEAWA, —&RK 3 T30k A ic s r A oG
PETABESE, kA TR, 84, 3155k
A5 BE, AR e i (5 BE Ay — A
T I IR 2R 07 s (N S 5e 5005 BRI S5 fs
BBy MCMC J7 i) [a] i #E47 o A 2400 43 Hr (M plus6
FEIF WLRM o), anRA S 5 B0y MCMC Jr kATt
A4 DX ] 98 B R T At 7 7, R WA S0 (5 B B B
Fif. Hk, AEKREREN MCMC Jrik &Ik
I R (BB, AX T2 1 2R
RN, Gt R Ny EE, HA LRE
X, Wik, AREFEEE MCMC Fikh T2
i B GE T DR AT ARG 5 T 2R AR R a2
a0, [FHE, fW2ERGERAES50A 407 Bootstrap
J7 Rk T AR B S e T Eh RO A A A T 2

FEBORIMN (R 3 A Al [ RS2
{7151 (Taylor, MacKinnon, & Tein, 2008; Williams
& Mackinnon, 2008). Cheung F1 Lau (2008)H] i 5
B, AL 22 5 E A AE S 80 E 43 i Bootstrap
HMAESECE 0 Bootstrap i ik [RII #E AT HR A 8K
NEAr AT (Mpluse 2 5 UL FE s%), FIEHES80A
Bootstrap J7 ik R A1 RS T 284 15 52 38 Bk 45 il g
ZEFFEAESE T /7 Bootstrap 77 1 1] fE &l 4
[ 551 0] @, Cheung 43X A 7 IR0 28 L%
JiE(cross validation), [RIH, =2 X geikykdinl LT
PRI JC 05 B MCMC J7 BTl AR A & T 24k
TR [R] R
52 BRERZE

BIRABAA G R I L T B A i L AES:
%5 Bootstrap 1 il MCMC J5 1L 7E H A 3500 43 B Al
THADC A AT ) R B, ABATSRAFAE— 28R 2

G, AW S A RN SCRERR A a7
IR (simple mediation), i} A AN 28 4 JR
) Z 5 4 &8 (multiple mediation) F1 22 )2 14134
N (multilevel mediation) (77, skAoR, RAkEL,
2010). AB4, =AW 2 EMZ)Z
AR A B R I anfef e BRTE AR £
22 2 T A RO 0 B BB ADLBIE 5 BB AR T 1% 4t
. A . Bootstrap 5 ik 19 FE % (Pituch,
Stapleton, & Kang, 2006; Williams & Mackinnon,
2008; Taylor, MacKinnon, & Tein, 2008; Pituch &
Stapleton, 2008), #/b# K& MCMC ik, XA Yuan
N (2009) LU #R T RERBEHLEY 1-1-1 2 2 T 2800
rH MCMC J5 ¥ Fil Bauer % (— 2% Bootstrap 712,
Bauer, Preacher, & Gil, 2006)/ZE 8 . {H MCMC Ji
AT L Se g0 (5 DA AR AU e Hr e, e/ VR
ARGEAF T AREIC WL, 0] DX 6 Bl 4 7 A
AL PR, HATH] Mplus6 #4755k #5 MCMC Al ¢
X, 55 3%/ Bootstrap 751k (BB,
JR AR, 2009; Muthén & Muthén, 2010; Muthén,
2010; Vk~ywg, JAfh, 2011), Kk, HIAHTE] AR
B4 F B B8 MCMC 7 ik . T BUAR A vk RN
Bootstrap J7 L 7E 2 # I 22 2 A RN A ST i R
IEA BRI TS A

5, AR AERAUEE I, 8 B A AR
FENIEAS AR 2 e, (HSEBR Y, AR Y
I AT I B IR A A, JF HUH A A R ()
n, PR AR (A, THeE S BCE S A
i, Mackinnon 5§ A (1995) LI 5E LLAL 1 A 748
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O o RS B TR A OV AT, AR K
BT A RBON Al ETE2E SR, TR RO A
TR ME R TE AR 5o — 4 A8 s R T 1 AR
R ¥ G2 A & 45 IF (Mackinnon, Warsi, & Dwyer,
1995), (Hitk, AAFFERY4E R Al LIHE 3 B 22 &8 —
7378 e Y T A RO 53 B i o Biesanz A5 A (2010) % FE
WIFGE T IE AR AR 1E 2 0 B 43 A1 % 5 B o A 2800
SAHTBYELE, Pituch Fil Stapleton (2008)% HLHTFSE T
TE S AR 2 A S 43 A1 X 22 2 v A R0 4 B 7Y
oM, R —FOLI, AFIERSAMA X, MM Y %
PEAETT LR AR R 25 TR A i ) R B, 2
AN XA BN T I U R 45 R A 5 e, (EARTE
A, Biesanz % AR Pituch %5 A A9 BN BLBLAAF 5%
#B LW K AR A Bootstrap Jr ik, IR K&
ACFTIAR) MCMC J7ik, Frlk, MCMC J5 ik fi:
77 AR R AR I S 0 A Y A RO 23 A R
T T — B RA ST

5=, RZ AR BRI IE (45 A DF5T)
HR R BT A A8 1t S A i A% i (manifest variable), 7
WFFEHa A AR A A SO BT T 20 T
1% 22 (measurement error) 2L Ah A OV {E, @
1% B R R (latent variable) fil 248 #x (multiple
indicator) (¥ 77 ¥ 1T LA A5 21 5 o B 19 A 3500 B
(cheung & Lau, 2008; Ledgerwood & Shout, 2011;
Mackinnon, Coxe & Baraldi, 2012), Cheung #1 Lau
(2008) B4 b5 1 1% 4t vk AU Fh -k 2% Bootstrap
7 VE AL AT VR 78 R T B R A RN 3 B v A R B,
RIURZARLIE R AESE0E 43 Bootstrap Ji kR
Ak, A Mackinnon (2004) )58 45 % —%k, (0
Cheung %5 A BIRIFFEIF AR KA SRR ) MCMC J7
%, PTLL, MCMC J7 ik A=Al 7 & A i AR 8 1Y
AN 3 AT R R B 1 i — PR A, T
VLI Y2, A8 SEBR N b B ISR A1 10 A8 B b 2 %
AT A ROV A, LS R — AT Y A A
Ledgerwood 1 Shout(2011) /A [ (ALK HR, [7]
B ol D s A2 S A AR RS 5 VS AR i A RS A R A 7 T R
TR RO, e BT AR R R R A SO B A 38 B A
6 B4 A O R LA GE T DR AIR  ARifEdR & Al
TR, HRFEREA RN PTLL, Ledgerwood
S N IUTE S5 PR B 40 1 157 58 vh A 2500 53 A bR T
Wik s 8 — 20, AN AR i R AT TR AR 43
Br, 1520 iR AN o0 i e 2 v S5 0, AR
SR JEAT TR A ROV B, A5 B A RO Y A
A,

00, ARBFIE W KA T s A fE R .
n, AR R & T HE S % Bootstrap 7 ik
MacKinnon 45 A (2004) FA i $2 th i i — 20 bk 2
OS5 Bootstrap J7 1A 7E A RO 3BT Hh 1 2R3
SEBR b, Pituch %5 A (2006, 2008) 2 %%k Bootstrap
TR AZ R A0 Hrh, 41 Bootstrap 7
P FA AR, R R RE A B 1T 5 S 8 ab TN
BRI NTHE, JHBRIRER2E N IES AR, X5k
253817 Bootstrap flitf . ZEUAIIEZ4L Bootstrap Ji
A A BN S A R A R BUA i E— R A ST .
6 4t

(1) 76 A B 8 S A B, OB BB S B
MCMC J7ikRBURAL, 7EFTA AR B 40 T A A
XiF ¥ R R AN, I AR /INEEAR (n=25) £ 14 F 1
YRR, KR RZRN R EES

(2)F S i B MCMC 7 M 48 1 sk ik s,
TEATH TARAEEE T A5 RR0RMY, 2ER 3R
ZHE 535 Bootstrap J7 ik MGE DIk, (A4
T AR T 2R RN

(3)7E AR X [ A B, AR B
MCMC J5 2 1Y DX 8] B BE S5 /s, R

Bt R RAFENN I RFREARBET Y
Yuan &)#4% = I F) AR 2 K ¥ Mackinnon #43%
BRI BAE S FTebT 6 LA 8
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Assessing Point and Interval Estimation for the Mediating Effect: Distribution of the
Product, Nonparametric Bootstrap and Markov Chain Monte Carlo Methods

FANG Jie"% ZHANG Min-Qiang?
(* College of Humanities and Communication, Guangdong University of Business Studies, Guangzhou 510320, China)
(% Research Center of Psychological Application, South China Normal University, Guangzhou 510631, China)

Abstract

Because few sampling distributions of mediating effect are normally distributed, in recent years, Classic
approaches to assessing mediation (Baron & Kenny, 1986; Sobel, 1982) have been supplemented by
computationally intensive methods such as nonparametric bootstrap, the distribution of the product methods, and
Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) methods. These approaches are suitable for medium or small sample size
and do not impose the assumption of normality of the sampling distribution of mediating effects. However, little
is known about how these methods perform relative to each other.

This study extends Mackinnon and colleagues (Mackinnon, Lockwood & Williams, 2004; Yuan &
Mackinnon, 2009) works by conducting a simulation using R software. This simulation examines several
approaches for assessing mediation. Three factors were considered in the simulation design: (a) sample size
(=25, 50, 100, 200, 1000); (b) parameter combinations (a=b=0, a=0.39 b=0, a=0 b=0.59, a=b=0.14, a=b=0.39,
a=b=0.59); (c) method for assessing mediation (distribute of the product method, nonparametric percentile
Bootstrap method, bias-corrected nonparametric percentile Bootstrap method, MCMC method with informative
prior and MCMC method with non-informative prior). A total of 30 treatment conditions were designed in the
3-factor simulation. 1,000 replications were run for each treatment condition. For the Bootstrap method, 1,000
bootstrap samples were drawn in each replication. For the MCMC methods, 11,000 Gibbs iterate were
implemented in each replication, 10,000 posterior samples of the model parameters were recorded after 1,000
burn-in iterations. The methods were compared in terms of (a) Bias (absolute of bias), (b) Relative mean square
error, (c) Type I error, (d) Power, (€) Interval width.

The simulation study found the following results: 1) the performance of MCMC method with informative
prior were superior to that of the other methods for Relative mean sgquare error and Bias. 2) The Power of the
MCMC method with informative prior was greatest among all the methods. However, extra power comes at the
cost of underestimation of Type | error. Power of bias-corrected nonparametric percentile Bootstrap method was
the second greatest, with elevated Type | error in some conditions. 3) Interval width of MCMC method with
informative prior is smallest among different methods.

The simulation results indicated that 1) when informative prior was available, MCMC method with
informative prior was recommended to analyze mediation. 2) If informative prior was not available,
bias-corrected nonparametric percentile Bootstrap method should be adopted to analyze mediation. We also
provide Mplus6 syntax to facilitate the implementation of the recommended bootstrapping and MCM C methods.

Key words mediation; Distribute of the product method; Nonparametric Bootstrap method; Markov chain
Monte Carlo (MCMC) methods; prior information



