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EIS L S L EGR A I 51T %
72 D BT BEPEDFERE D 7230 Dt aT BB
—— SRR T4 7 & AR e/ 22 3 ——

I. EU®IC

KfgiE. B, miH. EK (2021) OFifE CTH
bo T, HIATIZMIZ L7222, £ L THRIET
MAZL L) ELTWED, [ZOWTHT S &
ZHMPLIED B,

I3, IRTME Lzt wn) &, FREo &
DEINZFEDLTENTE L, EEILE Xt
HBIREDOER & D) R~
MEDICE S %o T, [HEIE DM A Z
LV T =3 ED o TE L OB - FEREWY -
FERII S % END L)l hoTET, 22
T, HARTIE. SO L) ZfZE#IEICB 1T 5 < %
SFERWRONE L ZOREL ., BN Z [0k
2] OFFEICL LT A & &I,
BRI AL E VW) 3 v T F A MIZBWT,
INFTHROBLICHONTELLEND [L4
FREFE R K 75047 (multigroup/multiple group con-
firmatory factor analysis : MGCFA) | 12 £ &5 = &
b, ZOTAT AT - FRE IOV T#
L7z

T, AWTRMEFTLZONE V) &, Fh

B —

Woomoom e
ook m

3. EIBEIE UL EERA IS BT 5 TED
BT HE 4 (measurement comparability) | ——51] @
EH & & B %603 THlE O & fifi AN 28 14
—— % FEEEMICHERS (confirm) ¥ % 720 Ot Et
MIFRFRE IS 3 A ME. BEARMIZW ) 2 513,
[ Z MM R T 4] & [HERER iR/ 22 45
M (confirmatory smallest space analysis) | & @ J7
PEm 7 MBHE, L) 2 & TH D,

TITELIT, Tk, 22D L) LTTkmT
M 247 % 9 o, £ LT, %4 MGCFA &
SSAIERAEGDLELZDH, L) [Hv] 28
T %,

9. BEIZOVWTE, BRI S HEGR
BT B [HEDE T ReM: ] DFEFER 2 iR
DO ORMETFLRE LT, SFEE Lo
Bl % SN T & TWw %, Bl 2 1F. Davidv et al.
(2014) Tix, 2XD L) b HIFLN T
5o
R MK F 5 7 (exploratory factor analysis :

EFA)

- ARG IR T 9T (multigroup confirmatory
factor analysis : MGCFA)

- IR EH: (multidimensional scaling : MDS)

- JHE FGH S (item response theory : IRT)

-7 — K ATEDLE IR, ERRIEEALLEEGRE.
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frstauiits. SRR FA. HAIR/NZ2RE
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{12 9 AT (latent class analysis : LCA)

T, SOOI RSEFSELRF TIPS,
LREARRIIBWT, BFAITEORVD %006
MGCFA %, Z L C. ZRITCRELEDO RGO % H
P OREFER) SSA &, ENFILETHT I L2k
Sl bk, Lok, 2oL RERED
STk, TOWRFEIKICBIT S, ZAD [FiE]
L E T AWIEEHEBN D 5 7205 IE 0% bk
Ve FHUE, DEDZOTH S,

(1) Shalom Schwartz et al. |2 X 5 —3D [ AN E&
o€ 7 IV ] OB (construction) (ZBET 5%
Wge— BRERAE T V] 206 eI L%
AN EREEEET V] N~

Z T, WHEDETFVHERIZB W TIE SSA 7,
ZLCHEOET VRSBV TIE CFA (FEEE
A F-55H7) /MGCFA A5, FNENHV SNz,

(2) Shaul Oregetal. |2 X % —#ED [N & DZE
LK 3 2 BB 2PN E ] ORI
COWgE, LHEREORZERICE W T,
CFA/MGCFA & FERER) SSA H36fFH & 1L 7= e BR1Y
LWfEEFITH D L IN TV D,

INHZODHFRFEFICBNTIE, 2D L)
12, MGCFA & SSA B & 1LC, fE 0%t
HHED BNz RO BRI S EBGERAC
BT A [HEOLETREME] OBRIZ. b
(o] OB T X CRIE S NZDOTH %,
PLEDS, AfEI2B T, MGCFA & SSA 12
EEDLELIEIIRoBHTH D,

DEIL, WIED. BEINS ZODOMENEE
WZOWTHEFRNRE 2177% 9 O, v 1
WS L TEZ BRI IUER B v,

ZTDLH) % [HA] OF1IX, ED L) it
WIS, 2heh [FIE] & [BRA 2°H
D, TNOLORMELYBZCT— i xED %
—Z i, ez uE, TEBE el
BHIZEIZ BT 5 7m0 B o\ 1] (Steenkamp
and Baumgartner, 1998, p.88) #®H X$ I & &\ 2
H——720\2F, BROBE2 AT L2 L

HETHhY. 20X %O BN % 70 %Ki
TAHLIENRELELDLENILDTHDL, I
3. W FEFTHRL, EDDOTEELRRS VM E
WHZRITNE R SR\, €L T, D702,
INFTICHESNTEZS T ST LHEHNENE
DFFEFIE VAT RO T —< £ o TK B
U2l 2O &) RAERIHEICOWTH,

Mo [FZ] 1228 0D 5, T 312 [FeEi

HHLFEILEDDRY] L VIHIRETHSLH. £

1L 1%, Braun and Johnson (2010) (2 & 4. AnIl-

lustrative Review of Techniques for Detecting In-
equivalences TH 5o ZDLHKIZB W Tid, EE

i SALILESR AT 12 B 1 A I5E O L REPE

TERED T2 DI S L2 GBI — TR 2 3

% (basic techniques) | 7* & [ Y 72 £ (ad-

vanced techniques) | 2V 72 56— 3 F &

T O (features) %, WL D DM (crite-

ria) (2& o THHETLHAP LI TV,
9. MEDLOICED HI1F 5 NzFEREE,

DEDLBYTH S,

CREIHHE T L o [ERSAG (distribution) | [
fili (mean) | [#H B £% # (correlation coeffi-
cient) | 7 & DILFERY 2 ik

- [E¥EMEAR % (Cronbach’s alpha) |

TR M HF 947 (exploratory factor analysis :
EFA) |

- [ZWITERED: (MDS) |

- [ZAEMBERER R 5347 (MGCFA) J

- [%k#EET) 27 (multilevel modeling) ]

- [TEH MSBEERE 7V (IRT models) |

Z LT, IRHDFEEEEIZOWT, BP0 X5
BREDPOTEARX Y NEITRD

OZ OB DS W5E O HER T FeE o 15 7 B8
(quick overview) % THEIZT 5%

@ L OE IS/ bE ., FEFICIY &S (han-
dle) Z&ZTREIZT 57

@l5E O T REMEICRTEO & 5 [ S04 7k
$% (identify) = & ZTHEIZT 5D

@F DD, H I/ L2V TOREI 7%
[ZEHKIMEE (summary measures) | % #2432 &
EDTHED

GZFDHEDS, HHOLAVIZBWT, H5H W0
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F, TARMDOLAVIZBWT, HIEDLETE] B
e QE Sl

Dibo &9 i osifk e —BEEROE T £
DD, DEDE1THD (2 Tk A
TOMER.OIZ A DT, MDS & MGCFA Dt
BT, b EDORXMENVEL TV D, 2B,
MDS D52 51 7 A%, large number % & 9 i 2
LT, BRSO hNbEEZLEND),

+£1 MDS & MGCFA OAEF %L 5 & RFl 4 &

MDS |MGCFA
Quick overview Yes No
Handling of large number of countries | Difficult | Difficult
Identification of individual cases Yes No
Summary measures across countries No Yes
Item or test level Item Both

212, Braun and Johnson (2010) (2 X %Ll 1
D& BARETFFEOEE X, I F TICHES
NTEHRED [EFREOEER] Lv) mrb
LT, EbOTHEELRHA L VDRITNIR L%
Vo Ll blbhobE§EZsE, 20k
) BEEEEO [EFEGOHRER] L) LIzt
EELL5DTIE LV, DILONPDELTWED
L BT L S I2, 20O XD [H
LWREEOFEDFER | Th o, TlE 2D L) %
[FER] . WAL LTITREE RS TH S I b
Coid, bivbhid, ko (1) & (2) o=>
OWFEHEB O [BEE] 2LBLT, 20k %
RO 683N LI RDIDTEEDS)
M EEZ TS,

DED =5 omseHE 6L, Z OB BT %
[WF %2 @ 58 & A5, substantive 7 [ 55 19 & %2
(theoretical consideration) ] & [#% & #Y 3% (sta-
tistical technique) | & D&V E L B L THEHEI
L2 ENLLDTHAT EZRIEL TS, £
LT, 20 &5 7% [BIFEDSER] 25, Mg o%nG
& M8 (BT V) ORE]. £ LT, %
HOWET DHEREORSE] twHEThREN
T2V EANEH ESNLDTH 5,

ZIHLT, YERiZBWT, [KETMax 3520
ZHSDPICLTET. £, COWIEHEEIC S
5 [#HLWREOEORER | THY ., 20729

_3_

12, Bl RATHIFEEB O M 72 HARE 2 177 5
LW T ETH B, FD LX) HEKEE. BED
WMRFEGLOHED L, 2F ), ARTIEIHRED
Shaul Oreg. et al. (2 & % WFZEE1 O J5 51 7 75
Mt AT 9 mifm& Ak, Afik, 2oLH %
7=~ CHhEMIEE T CTE 7 3 AOFEHED
BT Ens, I, IB, M1)Q2) 3). 1. 2.
3B. C. V1. 2. 3, 5. 6(1)(4)(5) (6) & & .
TA-2, M3A, V4, 6(2)(3) & i H. TA-1.
W6(2) (3) 1FIEKIC & o THEAEASHEA S, FL[FH
OB RLEEBLT, BEDOEALTED
HIFENTELDOTH D,

I. ZEERAENE T2 & BRI

ZE S

A ZEMENET A
A-1. MGCFA OF|A - BIEAEDDLEEMG - %
DFER

[ % R BIERER K F 287 (MGCFA) | &%, Hi
FERIR T (CFA) 2 BIZEL7-2 L THIbNS
Joreskog (1969) 2%, 1971 4E @ Fa 3L (Joreskog
1971) TRE L7 [HEROZERIZFE—OBIMZ
ZEMALTHEONT—2I2BVWT, Ihbo
HOBERDSF— DR FREESH LN E D »
RRGET A | (BAKAIEK, 1994) 720 2BZE S
7oii——24 (Joreskog 1971) & [HREZEAIZ
BT 5 [ EEK T 447 (simultaneous factor analy-
sis) | EFFEN TV Th b, L TTITZE
T EFRLEIIZE O CIRIZB VT MGCFA 23HL
DEFENBEI Lo TELERLELVIRE
2e EOBGLIZOWTIRR, ZOFERLRS N
DA AT ORERDFED [FIR] 12O TiEH
AADo

1. MGCFA HERE L, AL BREIC BT 5
[5E DM A2 2EETL50TH
52l TTICHIMCTHRRZE) TH 5B, EE
e D CIRICB VT, LRoREIERE Kk
DEI LGOI TIRZDIENTED, —D
2. WP oREEIC L - T HEOBNEED
Yy ML HE—WLIIEEOBELE (0F 0
HF) 2B T VI EEIC, HEE - i
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BOWTREORTHEENHERIN/ L LT, 2
& RBRO WS 2 o E - S kIiZ BT HAEE
(assume) TX 27259, T/ FRFED X
IHERRTE LA EVIHRETH L. b
J—oud, b LIRS, F—oBlllE#OEy M)
LILEO R FHEE 2 RO ) e L
Ty 29 L72WMEIZBIT B 155 (score) DR/I
oW, B - tETERDO D 5 LB (mean-
ingful comparison) #3552 ENTELDONE D
MmEVHETH L,

2. L2 L%&AS, MGCFA Ok iWws 2 &
T, EDX)BRET— 7 2T BETY LIk
NR7ZEHICHELEMIZTIENTELINE N
&L %9 Tld o MGCFA 1 CFA ®\» b Tk
EBRLIIBOWTHEMSEDOONTELFHETD
0. L7225 ClEOHETF3HE TV E R
HTh7—5OWEE LT, RO XD RE&Mrsk
¥ 515 (Cohen 2008) o

(1) RSN ER;EHRERTHDL I &
(2) FEHOSANLE IR A (multivariate
normal distribution) Zft9H Z &

(3) BMEELBELYE (FT) OBRIHIET
HHTk

ZOHBBIZIE (1) XD BRENGWZ SN
v, 2D B VIR R K HE O BRI $ s
WHENTW AR, ZHERIRF I OIRT H
L FNEDE—EFOT— I ~OBEHTH 5
HEMDT, HFEREOHEIZIERY 31 v 74
MAEHWGmE1T) Lo, 2Ho%EICIZEHA
FIBET VD L) H#b) e e Ve BHT 5 0E
Hdsb (BH 2014 7% EEBIR), ERLED X
IR T ONEF R EOBINZE B OIS AFEFIZ. #2113
Davidov (2018) IZR2Z A TE 5,

(2) DEZERIERHATOMEIZDWTIE, BEH
BRDERERTH D &9 %7 — RO, 8
T A= FHEEFIRLEEZ BRI LEE R D
LDOEN, TOREODT—F~DHTIFTTN) 2H
HTHDOHER, TOMREDS T — 5 AR
LTWs (hTEFoTWaW) BoREic-o
WL, BIZITHE—EHAO R TIEFE - =il
(2002) #ZWT L ENEBETH S Ho BRI

BHIED IR TO ZOED» S OEBLIZE L T
. KD EMARESLEL 2L REERD A
Do

(3) DARED BN D W THUY P> 72 Bauer
(2005) 1%, BUNEEDSEEORFHHET IV L
TR DVBEEBO 2 KEBETHL L) ETIV
(BHDHVITEE) OTFTTHLNE T— 212, #HF
DL IO RE L7 (BYThv) K
THHET V@A LGAas. £EHTOSE
EAFES THEESNTLE)F—ADRINH S
[ZOWT, Y32l —3a VIFRICKDEMI LT
Wi, BARRICIE. b LBINER L BEEKOM
BHAEFMTRLLTH o772 LTH, MEDOBER
PIEIETH Y . W PHIERMTRE T
WAAILIE, BMEET VR LTI TELNS
Y & FHFAMRIGEVWDE LT v, AL
PBROOLNLVE VI FERIIL DI e BHHI L
R LTV,

3. T U LEOEMEG LT AEA.
MGCFA |2 & - THHEIH (H 5\ IxFEHE) 128
% g DO, AEME] OMEEIT) 2L
AT & 5o MGCFA Tl [ o A 1A%
] % [configural invariance | [metric invariance ]
[ scalar invariance] @ 3 DD L X)VIZX B L TH
RBo BI)ETHLL, TN, MEHWIZED
£ 4R LRI ZE NSRS N, 20
FERPODWENED L) BEREFHAND 2 &
WTEHLDD (EDQ L) IR NEH) L)
ZENRLE5TL b,

(1) Configural Invariance
RLLEBROEFICBNT, »2HEDHEE
(measurement instrument) % Hih 3 % F4HHE (8
W) o, [§H% % F T Al & (salient factor
loadings) ] & [BAE Clx 2 WHR T A= (non-
salient factor loadings) ] @O PEL{&E (configuration) 7%
[{] UCdH 534 configural invariance 25528 5 4
% (Steenkamp and Baumgartner 1998). [ f O
[BEETELZVERTFANE] 3. 22563 LbE
DZHF L 2R R 5 v En) boTidhwy
A BITMICEO L LTHIE NS 2 L% vk
IV Thbo BRIMRFEHOETTRE LN LB
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. [T HEEPEFB TH—TH» 5] (Davidov
etal. 2014), [T RCOEMPEFAMEIZDOW
TH—»/3% — %4 L T\w5b] (Cieciuch et al.
2014) Lo 2EKBBAVLNS,
Configural invariance 13, #§ B A% & (i &
72HTF) OEARMLEREHEL, B LE B
WTHIAET L Lo AL, &SI E
R BL TR L) &L TE B0 L9 »
EMERT AL TOE—DOFKM L % %, Configural
invariance 2%52® H 1L 5 Z & T, 12 U THE B
BORTHESER b A CTHETHL L F
IIENTED LR D, 72720, TN
bizze LTH ., BED BBk L TR
ORR (HDHVIIER) ORESH, ERHHTR
LoTWhEVIHBENERZONL, L72H o
Ty JVEVLRVOREE D HREIND T
3. EEMZHEAIT) C LR LERETHD
(Steenkamp and Baumgartner 1998) . Configural in-
variance DH IOV TOMTEIL, AL E
B SALRE & Vv URICB W T, ZR AR
PEEZGTNEGCERETL20DTHLZ LIEE
I FETH WA, TNERKEZ, L)@l
DWE DM, A DMREN LG DA %E
HED TN ETONR=ZT A v & LTHEMNT
5152 L12% % (Davidov et al. 2014) .

(2) Metric Invariance

Metric invariance £, I 5 @ configural invari-
ance IZBWVWTKkOOLN D [HETELZWVWRTFA
fiis ] OEESEFETEL W E W) HIRZ
Ay [BHELZRFAME] I2OVWTNHNTX—F D
EHEFIFEZES I ETRESINS, 2855I,
HFAfE &) O, HEBESOEHDER
2. BIEBOBEOERZIZED L HIZHEL T
WAEPIZOWTOEREETHDDENLTH S
(Steenkamp and Baumgartner 1998), L 7245 > T,
b LEFMTHRFAMENE LV E W) T EATE
e, IR SO REEMIE (inter-
vals of scale) 735 L \» 2F 0., MRS
B 5 1 BALOMIMAZ O BRI T L
THEORED, EFHIHTHEL Ewv) Z e
E25E912% 5D TH A (Davidov et al. 2014,
Cieciuch et al. 2019) .

— 5 —

Metric invariance 25740 H L7z & T IL, £ D
THBE D& O (difference score) 23HF D F IR IZ
OV, ERLHTEROH L E 52 L
BTELEHII% DB, IV LEENIIE 2L,
metric invariance 23588 5 N72IHE &, DAL
ZH & QIR RYFRERL LT T OV,
BTELINIIRDEN) ZETHD (Davidov
et al. 2014, Cieciuch et al. 2014 ; 2019), 72 72, Hf
FHEOBLIZE o Tk, ERLTE o, Blll%E
BRI S OB SO FIgEIE 2Tz v &n
I HALHEA S, LA L. Metric invariance
DHERR SN2\ ) 2T Tl /229 Lk
BATH) 2 EIETELRV, 2 H b, BIIERD
R (RSB EO/REAI e o7z L 2O
WEHOME) BEZEIZH L > TW BRSNS
LI THb, Lo T, ZOBETIEL,
b LEFMTEIEoOENROLNI-E LT,
ENDPYROEIZL > TELZDD RO, i
DHEBBE D FIGEDEIZ L o TEL2D D40
PORFNEDITFEZENTELVDTH 5,

(3) Scalar Invariance

Scalar invariance (&, £ FIH T, RF A&7
FCTh L BIINEBOY R FE L v v ) filf &
B Z L THE S b, Scalar invariance 2558 ©
bifzeshd, R8I T2HEETH
5728 LThH, BEMEOBESE LTIV, B8
BIEBOMED T2 L vE V) 2 EPHFEINS
(Davidov et al. 2014)c L 7z2%> T, HHH T®
BUNZHOTFIHEOET, ERIM OB & DT
PO L > TELTWL DO TH D L HFT
LZENTELLEHIIHRDEDTHS (Steenkamp
and Baumgartner 1998) .

Pibo &9 7% [WEO&MitE, A ] o4%H
M7z END T LITL 5T LIRLRIZHITS
E)% [BERODH B #17) 2N TE S &
9127 % (Steenkamp and Baumgartner 1998, Davi-
dov et al. 2014, Meintinger et al. 2020) .

- AL T ORI & DR H O gL

- ST T OB S O PIgE o F i (B 2
EEZEDT X T RERT AR E)

- SR TIGMED LB T H 5 2 & & iR
& L7727V F LV
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Z Z F TIEH % 4T - T & 72 configural invari-
ance, metric invariance, scalar invariance @ § X T
VRO LN IFIE, EFIZ X o THEDREDS
ZLELRL S TWDLDENS . B
BREOBEOEE L2 LT [BEERAFZW
(meaningless) | & \29) 2 &2 b, L72di-> T,
b LM T & 2> ORE R & O P E L % 4T
BI)ETERLIE, AL 1 DOMBBEEIC
D&, EiR3 o0 L NVvo [IEOZM Y A%
%] OFEMEwT. 2 2 LoBINER* HE
T5HIENRDHINS (Steenkamp and Baumgart-
ner 1998)

LA L 7% A5, Meintinger et al. (2020) (2 &1L
\¥. scalar invariance 2SFEO 5N A Z L I TH
L), ZOHHO—D2 L LT, MM %
MGCFA 2 & ZHRED ST DS [hk# (exact) ] %
KOFTECTEY, [ (strict) ] 1CR ST ES
EV) ZENRBENT VS, ) LAXRICE
W, TR, [RNA VT Y OB SRR E 7
7" 1 — F (Bayesian approximate approach) | %
[ Alignment F%# b 12 X %5 7 7 1 —F (alignment
optimization approach) | 25 H 2 £ 5 L H 12 7%
STELZEIE, TTICHRTHRRZZEBY TH
%o

A-2. MGCFA (Z & 5 5D E &8 & FIE

1. MGCFA %= FJH L7zl A% (MD) ORas
DB = FMIZO VT O HHEIZERTE I 9,
ET FIEZ $2 28 L 72O Sk H % 2%, D
WHTEHL OBEZOFIHEI T —F v — FD L
) BIETRESI NG BRI, L)k
[1] configural invariance €7 )V D& & % i3
LERE (BB, SHICZEORER) 25,
[2] HFEMOMIZDREFHOFEMEIF = A
% metric invariance E 7V & T, —FHIF ANEE
Ly [3] Y/ IH S £ T L > scalar invari-
ance E 7 )b & il & 3R T T IAITH T &
HEDHD, LV AP TH LD, BEINS
ETIVH OB D 72012 2 6 N5 MR 5T D
TLALIZ D W Tid, #l 2 1E Steenkamp and Baum-
gartner (1998, p.83) O 1 2 WFHE M TH H ., =
LT LV ETVHDIST X —F O
RO DHNEPE > OH W, 5 IE T E

-

(modification index) & VI HEITENH V5N 5S
ZEDEB v, ETIVHORBO-OIZ1X. SEM
T SN EF IV OSERN Z% HEE R
BErziRgiud L vgs, ERLEFTAO SR THE
BENTWAEDIE, CFA ¥ RMSEA &\ o 7215
T dH %o Bl 2 1. Cieciuch et al. (2019, p.161)
3. TN DIBEDEDEALEITEED R Rk
RIRAL TS, — I > T - A AH B
MR EVIREE TN 21T 2 & 0% EIBRILEGR
HTIE A 2 FemataE xR L2 ERE T
FEDET N OBMA I D 2 IREERE A EI S
TLEITF—ANELL, /22 AN LAZET IV,
Rl e LD LS LZETVETLDET VD
BOAA 2 FeFFHEOEOMETH ., HHRDORL
WETNVD (FEICHEEEN T 5 72 & O HIr
T) THRHEINLZVEWV) ZEPELR TV, 29
L72HBLH Y. TN - A X% ik
FIZ T2 VI A FEEIRIEAIFA TR ST 5
bOLEZBND,

2. 11021031 D &9 ZETF VB, B E
HENZHED SN 5T TIEH BD. ZNENOE
FIZL o THE D AN TV L) &, MEt 7o
L ADBAEIZOVTRIBR L TV 2 DL LD
% < % \vo Z @ 1T Cieciuch et al. (2019) O %
BUIFRTHA ) HTOERTIET HYT, §
F (g 2SEECFOR R - MEL-LD
BN, K1Thb,

Mig EEH O, [5E4 M EARELEDORGE] O
FIZDOWT, 22Tt [3] @ scalar invariance 7%
TAMSNDLZERRLTVDD, HiEREE LT
(1] [2] oEPHLLIZE) F TRV, L
72730 CEDEFIZFMA 7ot ARG TN L 2
L2 B A, BIAR D & 9 12 Steenkamp and Baum-
gartner (1998) ICX DHRET LI ENTE S, 2
DOEST % BT 5 (scalar invariance 2S{ii 72 S 41
L) &L BETo [E£ERM 7% (substantive sci-
entific) MREY - ST HelF 5] T EDTEEICR S
A ZHUIEF O M TORFFIEMHED LA 5E
W75 2 ERFERLTWE D,

. SN SN WIGEEOETOMMARA
T H5H% MLIZDWTHRRTWEDS, 2
b [E2Ie FEQHBIZOWTOR) Bk
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[ REAAERZHORE |
RERIL PR3L
PP [RERFH R AR HE |
v —HEEDARTELTRETE FRAL

v 2TOEB TREHUNMNETE
v —EEE O MELEREFRE

|[AEHE L BREFLOBRE |

/

[aAra

Alignmentf#i#i{t. 7 7' 0 — F OFA
LB YEE0S I 2EEED
FHEEBS D

FEHEE L BRASETYTEL
T & AR

RIEHB & BHHHELTH S
= & hHIER

l

e : = RETEIEA R ) 177 IR
HERBE/2 1 ARAETLO | | 2 emasin REMERON
HWeELTRHA

1 AEAREME*#BNT 200701 XDHE (Cieciuch, Davidov, Schimidt, and Algesheimer, 2019 % &R - #i1%)

B MIDPEIV LTV, [£CTOHEE T
B 72 ML DS Y 375 TW B A, T8R4 B9,
WA 7 ML 2SAL L T 5 | A, Evo 7zl
OHPDEBENRHVIFELZ EEERLTWE, RKE
DI — MR b IR DT GIREEIZ 2 o T b,
COFMEDNHHEBELVIRETHi S Twh
X, BORAETRTFPFIHEE T 5 &) 42%E
BRI 3R OND 2 &l b,

[E 0 R MEAZEE] Dz SN T
Al WEEE (BARRIEREICE TN L ERE
H) AL TWAEFTVORLMEZ e &,
BEICE-oTiE, HEZHAELT GrLVids
TolT—4%HBT) ROOBFIIKLRL, &
SNTW5,

3. I, MGCFA 12 X B HEHZE T 2\ (o
POREEET LFLEH, —oHOFESIL, £H
M OFERIR Z MEREN R F AT D ED8T 21— %
WCETHEAT 0L W) JICBEL T2, flif
12 MGCFA &\ ) fiEt i F ik 2 a3 % 3032
S5id. EHICHIRITRNET VO T5Z L1
WREP D HIRZZ &L W) 5T B, scalar invariance
EFWVICMAT, E51C 4] £FBTEEHD
HIZEE TV BT BREEDEDE LV E v ) il
EANBETIN, HBHWIE, [5] BHBEORF (H
Bk E) 25 DAk, W B30 1T5 )

EHAMTELVEVWIHIHE AN ETIV, L
BEZOND, £ix [5] ofEIL [4] DL
BIEZR BN RICS SIZEMEN S L v ) EE
THRENS LIRS T, [2] ORFAMITHI~ND
HRORIZEZENLREHHTHLELEZS
nad (Bl zIE, FE - = (2002) Tl [4] &
[5] oEBEHEBIIHETILTH S EFHKHL T
%)o [5] OAEIL. metric invariance DEIZ, #H
BomEMes (K1) BokZe) (R1r28a7
BEGETHLE VIR SN L)) 25, HEHIMTE

LWEWIFRYTHY ., I OZRTEE ORISR
SOMWENTOMERERD & CEFIHcIET
HHEV)IREEFERB LTV TH D, LT
B HF5H OMEE O E VD BRTIZEE MR
FHETHLEEDbNS,

MI DSCIRT [5] OIREFLT L L@ L 51
ZVoid, [5] BEBETF 2RO T VARG
LEICELDZETFNVTH LT, ERRIE - b
LB D SCAR Tld. AL LA 4 ORI &
LRI NG, ThbE—RTFOETIVTH
FEND LV AL L. WFH aET o
NG A= PELEHELR WV, L) FHFICL
5TH»H9) (B, MATL Y 2—7F2% Oreg et
al. (2011) Tix. HEEKTFD MGCFA T MI O
MEAITONTBY, ZTOEMICEL L BV,
B, WEHEHPEE - 7-—RNTETIVOEEIZ



— 8 — Mo R BI138y

1% [1] @ configural invariance € 7 )V D KA W
LRG0 L BEILE, [REuoi
DNEAEFE L] TE% L, [HFEEPLERT
WCREZAMELZRS (ZOEKRTIHELETTH
%) L) EREOBREPITOIDL Z LIk 5,
75, [4] OFTFIVAHEREILES - SCALRH HEGH
O MI OICARTLT L b BT S 07 v B 2 B
HIEAWTH L, COXLRTOMILIE [3] @
scalar invariance D T3 TR R T
LIRETHL I ENE L, SHICHINEwD/-E
TNVERETT A 2 LIZERATMTATRE Rz Sh
TWh Lo 2l ThHS ). —~RTETIVTH
AEna5EIC 5] oz, 1] [2] (3]
(4] DNEIZHIF Z RO IZET NV EMWET H T &
BZOLIZEARTH 20, [4] OHIHOETR O
. LiIFLEAZEE s, 3] oz %x o
T AT PHOEFMBEASTETH S & /a S
NTWBLDIEHIBDO L B TH 5, Cieciuch et al.
(2019) %° Vandenverg and Lance (2000) i & @
B 4DHKIZOVWTEFERL TV AH2%, HiE i
HIIRMO 3 2OFF O LT THITHLE
TR TWob, COEBEHEIRALETIA2D
UTofthTd, MmEdo#iplz EAmic [1] [2]
[3] O#AITIPREL L Ho TL—HFET NV
TOME & T 5. L7z -> T [2] ToRlKIX
[RAFAMTH] TEed TRFAK~NZ b

~OfFI L ORBEXFRAT 5.
THEHORBEEIZ, TTICRRZEBY ., (T

B9 72 MGCFA |2 & % Mg O T DY The# (ex-
act) | ZRDFTETBY ., [ (strict) ] 12752 &
NTELEVNHIBHICERL TV L, S FHS
IZETL T 2, SEflfix, BENRIREE L
TREFAMNZ MV, YR Thiudtr o~y
MV DETOEZEPEFM THEES NIZET VO
LT RRRES T A 2 &L —#%121E full metric
invariance & %* full scalar invariance 72 & & 9 |2
MAZNBEEBAEDET N EEZ LT 25T T
FT5ThY (ZEDFSV) LW HTHL, —
BDIST X =5 Xy MV O—HEOEHD A aEN
B CEETTREZZ DS, BIO—EED /8T A =5 X7 |
WIZOWTIEEETTRE TR\, &\ o 25
filitd (partial invariance) O AR § % €T IV D

PR BRI A BET L 2 TR b v — A0S
VY, Z O partial invariance D fEEND T 70 —F
[ZDWT, NA XU 7 7a—F &
Alignment f LD 7 70 —F L) ZODET]
kA, B - miH - Kk (2021) 2BV
L7z TEREI N,

EHIC, ZHEHOWBEEAYEITT A L. HA
EMEOHFFIZOVT L, EFHOHEN L N
L FFEOZY REEE) BT 2/87 2 —%
(HTEaWmELRUAE) ofolhd, EofH
EEDEMTIIEMEITRETH L0, L) /8y —
YOMAELENHEZ T LTV, MK T S
CEITHEMICEE L 2B HICOEENLETH
59, BlZIE 2EFTHIUL, —DD/¥T A —
ZIZOWTTHo>Th, hy=ro? AopFhe (Z
2T (1) (2) DE)BBRFIIITINV—T52ET
bOETs UTRE Xt shomlfetl »
WA, A HNIE, (1] do~reDPETEHFL
WD), [2] S D H B —D 22 il
Mizdn @@Ey)., Bl 4EMDI b0 220k
L, D 2ERED, HEICELL 2V, D
T30 V=TI s (6:8D), [4] 4
EFDH) b2 oFOE LV 2P ND (6
D). 5] ECOHREFTHEICER2Z 1#ED)
DX %, L ONERMENED L, EH O H 2
e, COMREOBIIBRZLDIZRD, &5
WZINAIRT A—=F X7 R VoM A~ DERIZH L
TEEUWRERZ LS, BB aEZ %
F—= I 1DDINT A= FIZOWTHRER DN
SFOETHAL, BENICIERFTLZ L1
FEEMICATRETH %o BFEM % partial invari-
ance DRETTIE, 29 L2 K& RO MET
XE»rNh, £CoE (ER) oM TOFMEOMRE
BT B PENPE, 8T A =8 TLITHRET
By LSRR FEIRONL Z EHE &
I TH b, B, T TICHIME THA L 72 Align-
ment Optimization @ 7 7' 1 — F (Asparouhov and
Muthen, 2014) &, 29 L7zHEZ2EZH R LN
WCHRTLZHTLEETRERELS R D,

B. R/NEEA
ST [Hy b~y - 27—V 1Icko>T4&
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% B+ 72, Louis Guttman |2 £ » TRI3E & L 72
[H/NZERIHT (SSA) | &N B AL R B
DWTOFFERAAD. Hilld, TOFFEIZON
T, T CREESELRCTOMBHEITRoTE
Twb (EH. 1993, 2001, 2002, 2003, 2016, 2021
Eh) . #2T. KETIE, Fomliz, LR
INROFEIHIZHKES 2 L1125,

1. SSA &, ¥ OMETHIHE LES T, Th%
BT — 5 G OFFE LT 2 2 L AR
Thrbo TND, BIZT =¥ 5Oz DEEZ
LEFLLDOTIERNDRLTHL, Wi
I, SSA L\ ) HiiE, Guttman @ [7 7 & v
N -7 70 —F (facet approach) | & I-iXN %K
ER B A D LI EDT LN T, Lo
TEKRDDH % (meaningful) bDERLZHNHTH
b0 ZORHED o T, ZOWRERIZEBIT S
HEAOE—NEDO— AL B SN 55 (2002
b) %%, Guttman O JjiEFRH % 373 % . FERERY R
T3 H7 % A L 72 Karl Joreskog & Z 1L & 3 &
B, DEDLHITHRRTNWD Z EANER &
nbs,

[Joreskog £, HEN L EF 5 ET IV DOE
RITM ST RFIBE T 2R 2 HEE 2T 2
FHRRFEN 2287 X M) v 7 BTV R RS L
BEORETBRRNET VAR SE, £
WEBEM S N TR TH o725, 771y
D &) LERMOVEN A S T — YT £ T
EE OISR T R ol 77k
v MEIET IV HWHENTIE R, <FE
T b FLaR 1Y 72 5 P O Rkl A CHREERY 2> D
B2 FFEEDEILZDDOTHDL LWV X
9ol (ppi~ii)o

Tk, HEHOWH &L ZH0 [EMMOTERA, S
T— Y RN E TR EL— R A] L LTo
[77ky b T77U0=F] PEDLHIHRIDT
LMLV L FNITDOWTIX, Samuel Shye
(1978) 12 & 2P A, TN F TP Guttman D5
EmfzelcBn T, &b [EHEzH2b0) Lw
Zho FDOFMUZ, Guttman HH b, FOLED
DB DV TFELBRIZIE. T D Shye DIt

_9_

FLLZMMEACHITBVE LTS
(Guttman, 1980), #NiZ. [Z7 7ty b -7 7
O—F] % [77%y b T7THA > (facet de-
sign) ] [7 7t v b7 F 1 I X (facet analy-
sis) | [77%y F-+t41) — (facet theory) ] ®
SO L %5 [MOKR] L LTRLE LW
IbDTHE, ZOEHI R [77Ry b T T
O —F | OEFRGEOFMEBITIZOVTIE, B
12 &2 EREOBEFE R E SR S iz, 7272,
[77%y bt =] 12OV Tid, ®RBT 5
SSA L 23R TH B [SSA~ v 71
(diagram) | @ [F ALY /M (interpretation) |
DHETT & DBET, LRFHMIZBNTER» 4T
E7% 5700

2. MEVRLICHBD, 77y b T TOA—F
. 778y b - TS, Ty T Y
VAL 7 7Ry - 2d ) —DZ OO S
BEN Db, £ LT, SSA &\ ) FamyHi: g,
Ty b TF)VAOEELRESELETLO
ELTMEDITFONEDTH A,

(1) 77k b - FHA

OBi% (0F ), HRHKRE) 0720 ofah:
A DM, /R L L 1% O A ——scalable
question items (REALTTREZ BRI H) & rating
method (FF7E#E) ——DFER, OFRAEDIFAIE
RENEORCTEIAT IMAOH L THLY v E
v 7 -7 A (Mapping Sentence) DHHL.

2 77y b TFITVR

EMFEERL D 7 — & i ok, Bl 23, [R
JE 45 7 (Scalogram Analysis : Scale Analysis) |
[R5 A7 1 75 4450 (Partial Order Scalogram
Analysis : POSA) | [#x /) 22 ] 43 #T (Smallest
Space Analysis : SSA) ] [H J& 4 [A] )& 73 47 (Me-
dian Regression Analysis) | 7 & D%,

3) 77y bkt —
BRSO T AR L LTz 5 s AR
T OEEA & ZOBBIRL O ERAL  [41
OFERN] T4 2 o8] [ZigEoE )] 72 &
e,



1) %51 ol

FB1OFEA &, [RBE (attitude) | X [ 5
(involvement) | 72 &D ABFTENIZOWTIX, Z1
FHUTD W T OFIEH [ O B4R 13 B B4R %2 7R
L. HEREZ7TI X (B DV, dvudnd
0) L0, A4 F AR RS RVEVI HDT
H5o

Bl ZIE, BUAFOHEM TR EINTELALED
BGARB G- IS T 2 A T, [H 54 TH
EICES 2 A, 1320 TOBIRICES T
LARMDH B ] L v ) HA (finding) 28R &
., 2295 [BUEMS OB &) B
— At (empirical generalization) A E AT X 72
(Milbrath, 1965=1976) %%, Z 4L BU{G O HHIE
OEAFOFHIE VS XD &, Guttman D 1 D
HIO—20HEF T ELn bRl s i
Vg

EHIC, II 2=~ a YATEIORZEHEET
BRESNTE [HAHATA T TIAI ==
SyETLIANG. ErOAT4 T T Al
r—vare 3y r2EnrhL] L) aEd, 2
DFERO—DDHEFNIT E L VEEZONDE (B
§i. 1998) .

29 LT HafFEomEIcBNTh, InF
T% < OERMIE (redundancy) 537 SNTE 7z
ZENbPLb, FH1OFHIOESLIZE T, &
D &9 IS 5 — D OFRIEIFHER S 7z
LWV LEDTHD,

i) %2 ol

81 OFERIA, ERMFEEE M OB4R (Pearson
O MR 2 Guttman @ [ 55 H. 3 4 4%
) Y RTTIRCRDLEN) ZOEBRO
[(TIA-<A4FAD) 5 (sign)] IZHT 2
FHITH 2 DI LT, 82 oFEHNZ. ZoBR
D [(K=-/hD) K& (size) ] 2B 5 EAIT
Hbo ZOPFHIH [#HBLOFEH] (Regional Law) ]
EIFIZI S DI, SSA O & M3 RATE R IIK
(configuration) 12X =T, ZI5FEIHH ORI
OREEP BRI ZZH O FEI% (region) & L TR
ZHN5,5 THb, Guttman (X, % DRI
ZHEMEHED T -7 2T, & F EF % Re-
gional Laws 2 L C & 7205, #6137 C
DEDHEMPLIRELTEZDDTH S, HMGEH

&R E B138E

77ty b ofE — %2 MW o 5 #

HIEZ LD D/
. al a2 a3
Axial SHIIZATA AT
B ENGTET S
—

HHDFE O EDY

o S NN PG|
R S e ]

b

SO S DI
| ERAERG D
DIV (V F#)

2 T77ty FOFREIE regions & DISER

HDOWE (domain) (Z2WTD7 7ty P OFHE
% (elements) (X, Z 1 & W% D regions |2 55 H]
END SSA DZEMIZHIET 50 77y b (D
FEEE) NEBOSENIBWTRELTRENIZ=
SOMHENH D, 77y NPT - F—F—
(rank order : B -7, & — Bt & -1k, K—/N7%
EO—RITHRIET) b7 ndDTH LA
idpolar, 77Xy bAT VT - F—F—%bD
b DTH DAL modular 2° axial & V29 DA Z
NTH b, HIHE G T 5 HFR L Circumplex.
BZEIIO T 5 HEIS Simplex &IFIEN S, 29
LT, 207 7%y FOZHEOEEHMALD
ENT. RET 555 EHM A cylinder ().
cone (M #EJE). sphere (BKTZ). cube (37 4 1)
DX BN RTEREHMS 2 &12% b, 10
ZNOFKIZ3FIE T % H i1 Cylindrex. Conex.
Spherex, Multiplex & FFIE 1L %, F 72 modular &
polar 23 A G b & N7 IR IS 3 % Bl aw i
Radex £ 5 (K2 77ty bofkdE L
regions & OXTREAMR. BRI /2,
i) 2R PRl

AT R ZFESE (varieties) O AMATEI O
HHEOBRIZOWTOHEAITH 0 BAEIIZNH
% B L. intensity (3# ). closure (B B). in-
volvement (B 5-) X, attitude (REFE) (Zxf L T
ZFNENEREARLE LD, JHICU (DL V)
SRl N FEL M R o [EF (regression) % 7k
FTLEVRIBDTHD (7272, o oFEERNL,
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AR CTOHEBEEBEIIDPDPDLDLEZADN VD
T, TITIIEWTS),

3. UEEBERT, o2&, 20X [77
kv b7 TU—F| O—ODETHE [T 7
v b TF)VAR]l o=kl LTEDITS
NB SSA IOV TOMFIZHE Ho SSA IE, £k
JC R B (multidimensional scaling) @ 51 12 )&
L. I~ MY v 7 2R a7z n O
HHBOMMAREZ, mKIT (m<n) OZEMIZHBIT
L fAOSOHEHO KRNI L > TRT HIETH
B0 MHMEDE 22 EHBEINS KDY, I
AHBAME 22 BT EHEHEII R & < %2 B HH IXEH
ZEHEOBEBREHENICHE T 4572012 2 RJC
CPI) &5 Wid=&it (L) oZEmAfE > H
WHEND (SSAIZDWT D, 77 =)V AR
&, Amar and Toledano, 2001 = M X 72\,

Pl SSAD T 7 = v fllEr»s$ 5,
TURLEHTH D, T TOEIL, ZDLH
GRLIR LT B FEER T DV DD T IO W
Ty DIH)PLHHLTBE 2w,

(1) SSAICHVWENETF—51d, il Ld
[NEEE R EZA % THH (ordinal variable/item) | T
BZUTNIER S 2 wE TN Tw 5 (Braun and
Johnson, 2010, p.385)o

(2) Z8/HHMEOBIRDOME (measure) &
LCid, TE7 Y Y OMBERE Tz <, L
ez & B IEEHR B OMBIRE (HEREARED | (5
. 2002b. pi) BHVSENAE, HAIZ, SSA ~
NDAY¥Ea—% -V T T xT - -7T07TF AL
HUDAP T, [55 5 F 4425 (weak monotonic-
ity coefficient) ] 2SFH V62 (FEMIZ DV T,
- BIHR. 1976 A B SNz,

(3) DLl oo [HHES AR — 155 553 1 4R %5
— 2 HWT, [HE~ M)y 7 2] 205 5.
INAS, SSA EfTDz00 [A)/41) ¥V F
£2%% (input/original coefficient) | & 7 %5, Z ALIZ
bLEOWT, 7Y MTY FELTO [SSA Y
7T/ BER S NG, FhUE. ZRIEH B\ ik
ZWIED [2—2 Y v FZ2[H (Euclidian space) |
IR B— BRI W) 2 60, ERFEEEO
#FH 5 HENF & 7 [Z2 B A & X (spacial
plot) | TH 2%,

(4) TIE . ISSA =y 71 i3, Lo M~
F)w 7 A] %, EOLHLWETICHEH L T
LTHHINe TOLH %, [HE~X M) v 7 2]
L [SSA~ vy 7] & o [#AE (degree of fit)
1%, [Bi#44% %% (alienation coefficient) ] 12 & - C
TRENDL, FNUE, [A ML AIBH (stress index :
Kruskal DA FL 2L bwvbhd) O—FTH .,
0751 X TOMEZIY. 0 ek BEE
(perfect fit) ] % &4 3 Guttman (1968) @ #%5%
HI (rule of thumb) T . [FFAli T & % # &
(evaluating fit) | 1X 0.15 2, H B Wik, E1L LD
INEWEE SNzAS, F0H, 020 F Tl (Borg
and Lingoes, 1987). & %\ &, 025 F TTZ 2
(Ben-Shalom and Horenczyk, 2003). [{ii & T & %
A (satisfactory fit) ] &\Vibd L H1l% 5
726

4. TlE. TDX )% SSA 2L BT — 7 5T DR
B2 FY [SSA~y 7| LT [Z2/ AR
B I2onTid, E0&H % [5HAD ] » 7%
ENIDTHAI Do SNASSAIZLBTFT—%
SHDOBRKRDEA Y M eZebe #YBELIZHE D
A5, [ZERIAREE] 1$ SSA &) HiEIc L 57—
Mo [HR] <oy, [mAND | 13720k
) BAERD [HR] Th b, EFEFFITBWT,
MW & TR 3o &) EXIEhBERE
BDOTHb, SSAYY TIZBIL, TOLIH 7%
W OENE, B, EWFE oBRe—o7
4747 (f&hd, 2010) 2HT 52L& o
T 2EO L) ICHIRMICHFAL T 25, #lz
12, BEOREIHCEARZFOETH X TICAD
2T 565518, FOEADEEIZZFD XD ik
AP I N [HR] Thb, 2L T, 20
BEOEE LWL OO RER X5 L TwL Lk
FTLHR6IE, FhUd, TSLLFOL) RERD
[HR] v b DTH D, REITH B 412,
BEL V) [BROT]—F ) R —
ZHEL72DDTHLDHITIENE LRV,

SSA & W I MEMEIEO LI, DEBR
(contiguity hypothesis) | &\ ZE X b b, €
LT, BRM#HAE L V) bold, 2oL GH
HE) THwHND [FEHOEKR] 20 C5EE
HRMEDOFETH Y, Lizh>T, 20 L) %



HMMRTAED 7 — & 50E. F SIHEE &
TEOWHOMICBIT S [EWRZER, Bk
DR—MoBEHRLEN) LI b, LT,
Guttman DR LREZ FH 6T 5% 61E, itk
THWH N EMFEEE OBERANETEVEGEIZ
E, FNHFEEH D SSA Yy TIZBUT HALE
(M) davwdotd, F0LH%
NEE] Z2FHH0 & LT, 5 E oMEEIX 578
HENDL, THLT. SSA Yy 7D [/ 45E
(spatial partition) ] 2552 K 9" 5. % 111 SSA
<V 7O [fFR] Ths,

5. SSA Vv 7D [FEHAY | &2, LLED X H I
HFELCBL LT 54 51E, Tid. Guttman & %
OEFWIEZ L. ZDLIH % [FHAMD ] 2D
LIICHED TV 72D TH A ) Ho T 2 T,
SSA ¥y TS S o [HEAME] 28R4 5
(i85 - Mg - 388N] PEREND, ZL
Ty 2D L) BEROBENCEZ bNTHEES K
TELLDZEN [77ky b - kF)—] 12I1F
MEBRV, L, TOL) RHEREITZN
THEDDLIDLITTIE RV WolzAMEIN [7
7y bk F =112 EDT, DEIC, HF
ED [ETFT—7 ] 1ZowTo [ZEHAER] »
50 [Z=MFER] OFERPTREELLDTH
%o T, FEHRFOEBICBIT L [HNES
DIEBRBE] LIV IRELDOTHD, TH L
T [(SSA~ v FI2B S 5) #HHEIH (regions)
OMOFERIE. B2 5EPNLHDOTRITN
7% 59, M 7% FH & (statistical procedure)
DFERTH - Tlx 7% & 7\ (Braun and Johnson,
2010, p.385) &\ ) FEIWOEKLS, HARMYIZHT
ENbbDEL D, Z LT, TOL) BHEEL &
B L T, Guttman ® SSA &\ ) FEHEH P12
WClk, NS [ 77y b - 77u—F] Ok
PICMEITFHNT, LT, L HEZENICIE
[Z77&y b-kd)—| EEESTFLENT, F)
DTHEEROHLIDERDL LW Z DS, BAR
WCHBINLEZLIZRLDODTH b, T 812,
Guttman D FHEHIE, ko [HOKRA] &
WIRELDTHA ),

6. LLEIZBWT, SSA & W) feliikz. £

&R E B138E

hezo—8 gt [772y b7 70—
EIFEND [HOBRR] EBEEDIT A LMHL
TE7 BYBERLICRZEH, SSAIE [7 71y
FeFHA ]l E[T77Ry T Y—] &%
BT B [Hik] & LTREILER SN ZOTH
Ho LArL. SSA Ok e L TOFRREIL, €2
e EL5D TR LD o, D%, Samuel
Shye 12X o> T, ZNF TD SSA T [HEZHI SSA
(exploratory SSA) | LD IFHN D & L b,
B 7202 [HEFE 1) SSA (confirmatory SSA) | @ 1k
R FHE g SN, Tur I afkshsic
H - 7z 7 a7 F A 7 blE, Faceted
Smallest Space Analysis (FSSA), FSSAWIN & [
T3 (Shye, 1991, 1997) —

7. TUE. TREFE B SSAJ X, TEk o R
SSA] & LOEN, EDLHI, #ESTWDHD
THH) e TNE, UFD3FIZTEDHNS
(Shye, Elizur, Hoffman, 1994)

(1) [HERER) SSA] T, [#EFEM SSA] 12 &
o TR E N7z SSA ~ v 7 O 72 [ 58 5 45 1
(space regional partition) 2%, X 0 Z#i (objec-
tive) A CHERES D,

(2) THEFRM SSA] TiE, 20 &9 % [HHEIX
) A ST E DSOS 2 ) (impression-
istic examination) #1779 Z &, @5 HIM (par-
tition line) # FHETHZ &, IZLoThEN
T&H, ZoBEPaVEa—sbs
(computerized partition) &\ 2 & Th b,

(3) ZOFHx (procedure) 1&, T TITaE~7z
[Z7y b+ —] 12fEto> T, Qaxial, @
modular (radial) . ®polar (angular) ® JIE T, %
NENOZEETHEA, FHZ [7 72y b - T
4 v O THMAL S L7z (pre-specified) 74K
gL, EOREIT—HL W r—22MH 5 E
D # & & (goodness-of-fit) A3, [57 B4 B
(separation index) | & WIEN 2 HER 2 HE (nu-
merical measure) (2 X > CTHEEN L, L) D
DTHD, DABDNATD, SSA~Y v TDI ¥
Yo — 512X 5 Z2H T EI ORI 3 ITRENT
Wi,

[EEdese] 2. 2 Zh o EE (region) 7
5l L7z (deviant) FEZH THH O (num-
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s0.

LSO

0.,

/3 SEPRN INDEX = .968
H3 SSA Yy T7DIALE1—2ICLZEEAEE %
hEhDTr— D5 BEIEE (separation index)
DfE (Borg and Shye, 1995, p.142)

ber) Tix% <, ZNH 0 [HEEOEM (sum of
distances) | 1I2® & DOWVWT W5, ZDRHIZDOWVT
DT 7 = H)VOfEH 1L, Borg and Shye (1995,
pp.143-146) B E N7z, ZOEEIE. 02
S51ETOMHERY, 11T RTOEH HH
P, FNEIURGHISR S M- IS ALiE L T v
52 ERRLTW5D, Oregetal (2011) 1. 0.90
 FNLL LMD [WHETE2#EE (satis-
factory fit) | Z/RT DD THDHE L TWwh,

PLEIE. SSA & ) it B EHEIZ 2w T o,
J7 @5 W 72 5% SCHK (methodological literatures) (2
bEOKFLDOTH D, Tldy 2D L) HE
i, Wb w2 [ AR (applied research) ] &
WHNLHEIRIZB T, ERIZ, ED X9 ITFH
ENDDOTHSH) e Z0 LD RWFEFEHO—D
B, DEDOMTHRY &1 % Shaul Oreg et al. & %

AN E DZALI N 2 EHEB 2 IRPLRE ] DR
FH7ETH %o

m. H7EREH
——Shaul Oreg et al. (2011) @ [AV EDEAL
ST 2 EENLIEMRE] OREME

AREZ, 22T, ¥, FFEslo—o& L
Ty ZOXLEZHDY HIF D D02 T O D
SIED L, THIZOWTIE, DLToOERH TS5
5o

() AFilx, 1. ZLOI, Ok IAHTHENZ
£ 912, MGCFA & HEFER SSA & O 75 i) 72
BT EEbETwD, 2L T, 20X
BRiZ. Oregetal. DI T 2 & 9 12, [N
DOWTCH (construct dimensionality) % 7 A b9 5
72\, MEREME T34 (CFA) & ZIRTTREEH:
(MDS) O % FEEICFIH L-W7eix. 2
THOITPLP%RL, EIEHLFFEDOREDRE
O EAfiTE (measurement equivalence) % 7 A b5
% 72812 MGCFA & TERERY SSA DTl J7 2 $RH L
72bDE LTiE, ARV HMOTOLDTH %
(p253) L LTREDSITHNE, £L T, £9 T
H5H%5IE, bILLbNOTIIIZEIZBVWT, 20
A F =T RMEREIER T2 2 L. 55
WCHREEI N THH I,

(2) Shye. Elizur. Hoffman (1994, p.120) 3.
[SSA &\ 9 Hkid, Z DR HB DO EHE S
% — » (regional contiguity pattern) & \>9 H225H
ER SN, BRI N L5612, (Bl &
[REEAL] 12k oT, RRONEFEHETLHOL
5] (p120) LiRNTW 5,

ZLT. ) THhHAHruoId, WiEo [Hiw
#|——Shye LOHEN ST 5 7% 51X, Fhid
[77%y b-tF)—] OfELN) IR
BHN AGDEZEL P ST 5 7% 51, [MHifHEHH
fil 72 & Tsubstantive 72 BREG ] OREEE D GHFEIC
Ao TLB——L ) ZLiZonTit, LIFHL
ECELT, BEO [RE] vy Lizon
Tid. Oregetal OWIFEFHFIL, TEIZZDLH
e TRERZ] 22w To#EmoEROTREM



%. CFA/MGCFA & SSA & O F il 7 ik %
EBLT. BELZZLDOTHY ., AfRIZBITAZ
D& BWMFEREBOFMET L. Shye b DIaHHE %
BRI RS 2B e VW) 2 82k D,

Tid. ¥, 20X REREERAD P EVD
L. FRE. FRICE ST CORFEREIZB W
T . methodological 7 [ ® % & (cumulative
knowledge) | (Blalock, 1989, p.15) 75 725 & h
HTHH) ZEEETHNOITIEIN R LR,

(3) mAIfRICB VTR, EB S R
B2 [0S, AWM (¥ 55t
DRFEEZONEEZBBL 7225 22 TlE. 20
WFgesEIIC 31T 5 35 3CRE % |

- [ERR RO FEE & k2T 5098 ]

- TREETRY B 5 B BFgE

- [REET o EIBS e SU L R e~ O

IS HIZBI 9 2 HF9E ]

WA E LB, SHROEELIZL L IO
IR B HENE, @ [JRHBIZE] 128175
BIEYE (creativity) DBEFRE V) HIZHDH I L%
R L7z ZLTC, Oregetal. 12L& 5 [ANUTED
A x5 B E M R PR EE ] OB S IL.
FRCEDO LD B [ISHIIGE] ORI 2 iT7EH
BIO—D L Vb RIFTXE bR\, 2L A5,
T, COXEENY HITHLHBTH S,

DbxEFE 2T, AETIL, Oregetal. 1245
COWFEHEG O [HERE.L] THRE AL [5irE
] [TCFA/MGCFA & ff 7t B9 SSA O Jb B4k 7 |
22T, RRFHEMICHEN L T &Il 5,

1. HEOMERD

1l %4 NiZ. ZALDFEIRI (change situations) (2
x93 5 AR 7 KIS (typical response) 7% ¥ 7z
b0 ZD &) ALK T B MBI 2 SUS (typi-
cal reaction) O & \ (&, A #%& 4F 1% (personality
trait) D—2, Tabb [T 2EEN %
K Pt (dispositional resistance to change) | & L T
B & 1t (conceptualized) & 4L 7z (Oreg, 2003)
Z LT 20 &9 Zxd 2 IMPLo ik % i
Z % [l % © R B (measurement scale : RTC
scale) | 2%, —HOFEM L L B L THEZLINT

&R E B138E

7o TNHFEMEICB W TIE, RTCRED
(RS2 U RO & 2 4 1 BRI 2 24 1%
Tl 19 2 24 % (structural/construct/concurrent/and
predictive validities) | 73377F (demonstrated) & 41
T &7z N ZIBITR LTI A 18
MAHNIH 51T L, B 2HFEORMENRZEIIC
LT BENGCRBELRbIHA»H ., £
LTHSPOH#ATED L) B b2 ANRS
A 7 vy (] 21X, Oreg, 2006 ; Oreg, Nevo,
Metzer, Leder, and Castro, 2009) o

Pk &9 %, 23 2 B,
ED4ODKIE (dimensions) 225525 H D& &
Nnas,

(1) FD Eo72Z EA~DEXR (routine seek-
ing) 1 AN, EOREEF CTL%E L7 (stable),
¥ o 72523 (routine environments) %= 52 L. 1B
K9 DD

(2) B 7 IS (emotional reaction) @ A I,
AR S 58 5 7z (imposed) ZAfBIZxF L T,
EORE, A ML ARFLHBOES (uncomfort-
able) %KL 57D

(3) FWIN 7% f ridE & (short-term focus) © [H]
U<, BN RR (affective sources) 25 TT
CHLDTHY, AWPELIZOVTD, —=HD
[HE 1Y 72 A9t £ (inconvenience) | & . 15 @
[EWIW 7% F 45 (benefit) O T BE% (potential) |
12, EORE, LEEDLILS D,

(4) B2 ELEMY O % S (cognitive regis-
try) 1 ) —DDRDOEZSRASTE L THLZ
LICHLT, CoRE, HETHY ., SANMEE R
V.

INLA4DDERRDLPTTIE, EebayTFA
MZBWT, BEBUL (salient) LT 53D TH
%, [E8 TRC A2 7T (composite RTC score)
WS % 5IE. BFEWZ (voluntary) /5 il Y
% (imposed) FEMOSFEEFLaTF A
IZBWT, flx AD [ZA~OFIE] 257 T &
HEWVnH T EDPRENTE L (Oreg 2003,
2006)

ZD &) %—HOWFEIL, substantive 7 A5
L C% . methodological 7z 5 LTd, b
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THREWDL DL Wb R E RS R, 25
A Z2IE—o0 [ME] s hTwiz, €
E, SO X9 H—EOWZEA, 7 X)) I ERE
EAATINVIZBWTRESINTZT—FIZDOH D
EDLDBDTHDHEN) I ETHoTz, T &I,
CITHho, [EALICR T EHW 2] & v
(el &, Theitz s [HEORE] o,
TRA)HEREE A AT IVOTAL LY T4~
xRz B [—HALTRENE: (generalizability) | O
B L V) MER LT T AT Ll o 7z,

Z 9 LT Oreg et al. (2008) &, WFHD 17 HH
PoFEOENIZTF—FIZb EDOWT, [Z 0%
FHIIC BV TR D BT (most powerful) T, &
D JE ™ (versatile) 7 7 1 — F ] (Steenkamp and
Baumgartner, 1998, p.78) & & 11 5 MGCFA %
WC, 2D X% [—Mfbrrett] &£ I
L7 (Oreg et al., 2008) .

L2 L. 20X iR, WEOFEMSE A

BHEDOT A MOLDIZBREINTE I hOHE
AHWTH, ALE)ICHERTELTH A 0
D& B HEmRNGRER OIS, ZOXET
¥, CFA/MGCFA & 7R SSA O ILBET 787
ENDLZ LI Ro72DTH A,

2. BRHEREZEDAEE ZORER
(1) FAEOHBE
OFEEOR 5
RAEOMRELZ, F—A 57, HE, 70
TFT7.Fra, FAY, FUT v, f AT T
Ve HER, VD bT7=27, A¥La, k5045, )
Vo z—, AaNEy, ALy, Mla, 41F
VA, TA)AERED 17 ETH L.
QOREEORNGE
LDHEREOBRSSIIEIC BV TIE, KFEOFEFE
EDPTHEXNREIREIND Z L%V, 22T
b, LEo 17 2 ED 4201 ZOERFEE IR LT

+£2 RTICHEEBE 17 PEICEI 32 FHEFARE

Mean Loading
Item Factor Standardized
. SD
Loading
1. I generally consider changes to be a negative thing. Routine seeking 0.54 0.14
2. I'll take a routine day over a day full of unexpected events any time. 0.64 0.10
3.1 like to do the same old things rather than try new and different ones. 0.70 0.08
4. Whenever my life forms a stable routine, I look for ways to change it.? 0.44 0.11
5. I’d rather be bored than surprised. 0.50 0.09
6. If 1 were to be informed that there’s going to be a significant change re- Emotional reaction 0.64 0.08
garding the way things are done at school, I would probably feel
stressed.”
7. When I am informed of a change of planes, I tense up a bit. 0.72 0.08
8. When things don’t go according to plans, it stresses me out. 0.64 0.08
8. If one of my professors changed the grinding criteria, it would probably 0.54 0.10
make me feel uncomfortable when if I thought I’d do just as well without
having to do any extra work.
10. Changing plans seems like a real hassle to me. Short—term focus 0.62 0.11
11. Often, I feel a bit uncomfortable even about changes that may potentially 0.72 0.09
improve my life.
12. When someone pressures me to change something, I tend to resist it even 0.49 0.10
if I think the change may ultimately benefit me.
13. I sometimes find myself avoiding changes that I know will be good for 0.50 0.09
me.
14. I often change my mind.? Cognitive rigidity 0.48 0.17
15. 1 don’t change my mind easily. 0.63 0.11
16. Once I’ve come to a conclusion, I'm not likely to change my mind. 0.68 0.08
17. My views are very consistent over time. 0.64 0.13

Source : Oreg, S., Bayazit, M., Arciniega, L., Armenakis, A. A., Barkauskiene, R., ... van Dam, K., Journal of Applied Psychology, 93 (4), 935-
944, 2008.©2008 by the American Psychological Association. Reproduced with permission.

a These items are reverse-coded.

b When used in a job setting, these items are rephrased to fit the organizational context.
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BRI HE G S Nz RENREOEEL %
mOLOI, [HERE] & i) 10L2 [~
v F v 7«4~ 7 (matching sample) | 234 A%,
Sz,

P TN A RF FEFED 241 H—
BLNF) v D386 %, mODBVAUNET
MH171&%—TC, FE (194%) L A% 7
(171 %) =kwT, 26 Ao E <2 T,
WENRD 200 LU EE R ST ZOE) BT VT
V- A ZiE. CFAIZB VT, %58 LK%
(stable results) ZEL T EDTELIDEVDbI
Tw5 (Kline, 1998)

@RE L. KFII BT 2 FEOFFM (credit)
B\ IEEM (requirement) & WA TET, FHOD
—Br& L CEBI N,

(2) ERAOVER

OB MM—RTC REAMRT 2 17 OEMIH
HA7Fr—t2xArF) EHMEBEOREHE—
13, BIER - BER (translation-back-translation) @
Tut A% EBLT, TNETNOSINEDSFE
(native language) (ZHIER & N7z,

@ 2 ANOZALIZHK $ % &t (orienta-

tion/reaction) IZBA T 5 17D X7 — 1+ X2 v b &,
ZNZNOR}ET S 4 DDKICIZOVTIX, F2
RSN, BB, INTRDOAT— P AV
MCxtd 2 & D #IRE (response options) & L
T 12 Bbawv] 56 [ 29
By FTOL Y (range) HHEH S N7z,

(3) MGCFA/SSA (2D Ffii st

O MR

17 DI FENZ BT 5, 4 KITTHR SIS
RTC REDEEMERE— 0Ny 7 O o fk
¥ (Cronbach’s alpha) ——Id. 3R L7 B
BMREIE, $XT070, 2V iEZEND LD
[ T& AL~ (satisfactory level) | (23 LT
WL ENRDRD,

ORERER H T 5347

P RENC BT B [WEO M (measure-
ment equivalence) | % V.5F 3 % (establishing) £
LOZATy TE LT, ENETROEDY ¥ T
*F L CTHIA 12 CFA 34T (run) SNz £2°T
1%, Oreg et al. (2008) THERR S 17 KT 12 AH
BRI R 5N 5 [4 K TF% (a four-factor solu-
tion) D F 7NV (B4) HRE S N72h iR

®3 17 PEICH T HERERY. R E. EEEER

Country N C}in?b:ch 1515; RS%T v RMSEA*  CFI° GFI*
Australia 251 0.82 3.00 0.57 17256 0.050 0.93 0.93
China 194 0.85 3.14 0.62 17007 0.055 0.94 0.91
Croatia 246 0.84 3.01 0.61 158.88  0.045 0.97 0.93
Czech Republic 224 0.84 3.13 0.56 18424 0.057 0.92 0.91
Germany 206 0.77 3.12 0.48 13136 0.033 0.97 0.93
Greece 386 0.72 3.03 0.50 22729 0.054 0.93 0.94
Israel 241 0.85 3.15 0.59 19342 0.058 0.93 0.92
Japan 337 0.75 322 0.52 19846 0.051 0.91 0.93
Lithuania 212 0.77 2.86 0.51 17139 0.053 0.92 0.91
Mexico 265 0.79 2.79 0.58 21674 0.062 0.92 0.90
Netherlands 205 0.85 3.17 0.52 17759 0.058 0.94 0.91
Norway 266 0.84 2.91 0.56 21821 0.063 0.92 0.91
Slovakia 171 0.79 327 0.51 18428  0.065 0.90 0.89
Spain 288 0.81 3.01 0.58 16597  0.044 0.95 0.94
Turkey 241 0.77 3.03 0.54 188.86  0.056 0.90 0.91
United Kingdom 204 0.78 3.02 0.51 19022 0.062 0.90 0.90
United States 264 0.83 3.05 0.54 160.90  0.044 0.95 0.94
Mean 247.12 0.80 3.06 0.55 183.08  0.050 0.93 0.92

Source : Oreg, S., Bayazit, M., Arciniega, L., Armenakis, A. A., Barkauskiene, R., ... van Dam, K., Journal of Applied Psychology, 93
(4), 935-944, 2008.©2008 by the American Psychological Association. Reproduced with permission.

* Root-Mean-Square Error of Approximation.
" Comparative Fit Index.
¢ Goodness-of-Fit Index.
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Items

Routine
seeking

Emotional
reaction

Short-term
focus

[ ]

W

Cognitive

rigidity

]
~J

-
Fa ~1 152 w L]

4 RTC D 4RHFETIV
(Oreg et al., 2011, p.263)

(#]3) 13, 4 T 0 RTC REIE, dREO$~
TIEBWT, AR [METELZHEAE
(satisfactory fit) | & 7R L 720 7272, oMz A oo
X7 T, ATNFTTIEGFIIX090 &) b
PIARER (0.89) &7 o7,

@RTC DE 5 REE B OB B R

Oreg (2003) DFEMA & Ak, RTC O H 4554
R (subscales) MIZiE, A EZHBIBERIES
N5 (Fd4). mdEVHBBERIE, [EIEN R K

(short-term focus) ] £ DHD LD TH Y, T&D K
WARRIBIAR I, TR 2 RS & TREZNG 72 il

£4 17 »EIZHTS RTC 2o RERBOFIERFRE

Subscale 1 2 3
1. Routine seeking
2. Emotional reaction 0.49
3. Short-term focus 0.61 0.77
4. Cognitive rigidity 0.23 0.16 0.21

a Correlations (estimated) among RTC subscales were derived within
the CFAs. (Oreg et al., 2011, p.264)

D% & (cognitive rigidity) | 1ZBI9 53 DT
H5b

3. MGCFA & HERERY SSA IC& 2 A ifER
A. MGCFA D#ER

Oreg et al. (2011) Tix. MGCFA |2 & % ] &
ANZEPE (Measurement Invariance, LA F MI) @ 43
WHet & B RTW 525, ZIUIERNTIUDKRD &
ICFEDOOLNE, (1) HitEE LT, FHOHEK
% Oregetal (X [f8 A L X)L (individual-level) |
D MI OREHEEDTHWDLZ ERD, REFTRE
AREEOFHAZTA1. B X PIA2 IR
[ configural invariance ] & [metric invariance | (2
RET S (p258)s ZLT. (2) EFNOEAE
/I & LTI CFI & RMSEA # v, R H
BIfYIZ GFI 2 B3 %, HlA L Y EvET NV
TOBEH, FEIZES GoTwainItzllo
T, HHIABRGET IV ORI G EHET 5720
DOFNE% AT OISV CTED D, (3)
ZHo. CUei) REROBVEEEO5M
TiE, BELAZM: (full invariance) 2SI 3 5
LARBIELERNETH D Z ENBVDT, BB H
% ANEVE (partial invariance) % FF&A 3 5 (B
FICIE—HOEBORTFAMAEM TR L2 > TDY
Iweds), INHIETA2 THRRZKTTO
B TEe e MEAENMOWEE] & 20k T
[ 0 2 B EAEEORGE] ICHS T 55 0T
H5o
DEoksto 6, 3) iI22o0wTid, 17 2 H
LWV TN —=TEDOL I PO HRBHEL VR
o WM AEREDOMET OLENE L ZDOFEIC
DOWTCIE, EH - miH - K (2021) B E
72\ (2) IZDWTIRGHHEE Lo SATHIFE O
THEDOLLDTHY, Oregetal IEHA ML



EFIVHE OB AL O 729 1ZHTE8 chi-square
difference test (&£ 1) HlFDENET IV THOET IV
DBEEDEIZRTHA 2 FMHOWES) ORI
T R THRIIRIA TS 00) RH
LTWivy, ZoOFhtE 2 HENEEKZ invari-
ance O DEPTH, LV HHPRETIVIEE
BICEEEZEBEL LD LHESINDSLETHS
CLEZOHMBE LTS, i), CFIIZDWT
E (LD HIRORNETIVT) A EEDSEEE (2%
BLTHRWEHBITE 225 %IFE L THETT
5 i8R LT\ be GFLIZRD — M TH )
B HAVLENTWS CFA (F7213 L) —#Em
i 7 AEE 7V SEM) TOMEERETH
Lo THHED (1) 122V TOERmIZ, BT
5o

PLEDSHT )i $1 & MGCFA 129 i DB T & @
CFA X B2 P TO4RFETVOMED
FEOMREET, HHEDSHIEMGCFA I & %
configural invariance & metric invariance (2 B 3 %
Bt RE BTV D, 2 TOMEIE 4 7T
X LT 17 HEDEE S 7z 17 4T 4 B o [/ F-Efif
TTHNCKT 4 2T Th 2 HICHET %0

$ 9. configural invariance DET IV, T2bbH
A ¥ a5 0 B O ED 17 2E O T
AUTHEH (HIZERLZ->THIWV) EF5ET)I
OBEEITHICEL. FRRTFAMLHEE L7
HFIHEP IR 2B A RO Z EAVRE iz &
SNb,

& 512, metric invariance % fRE L 72 €T )V T
LiMETELEAENELNZ L, Thbb,
configural invariance 25 DK & REALDS VT &
ZBRTWVD, LA LAAS CFLIFETIER R
RKEWVKTHBIZE S N7 O T, metric invariance
ETNTbLETORFAMOMEE 17 HEH
T U EARGET B DI R HlR 8 X 5 0] geid A3
MRS, ZD72OWLOPDOHE TEDEZ
DD EDPHET SN TS, DF 1) Oreg et al.
& B 12BN % E AN ORE O
@ partial metric invariance DRET FNE % B A TV
%, Oregetal i&, RTC REAN® EDIHEHE T
B OEREVOEPRKE VDN LV RO T
KT E DATIRS N & 3=V F Y T
4 RER ETREENT — T4 v 7 &AW (»

&R E B138E

bw3) MEIHHE T, UL CRMENOZEE
T LR TwEw) &Rl Z B F 2 T, RTC R
FENCTOMZIHE Th LIHH 4, 14 TRFELFO
EHEH RO D L) e ED i, EREIZZ
DOHIFI % K> A Z & T metric invariance 2> 5 O i
EEOUEXRLIENTE/ZZLERLTW
%o JHH 4, 141220 W TITROWEFER SSA TH
BEMGFLE INDLOT, ZOWFIZOWTIEZED
LTRTZEELLE S,

PL_E %% Oreg et al. ® MGCFA |2 X % 75 #T & 3
OMETH D, T TII—HDEE (GEIRIEHET
&5 23HH) % B\ T partial metric invariance 7%
B, [ 2 882, Lvw)
RS, 4 DO TR ZFoLED b D &
LT HESNA17THBIZEY 17 2EHTO
BTREZ (Z47%) WTHEIN TS Z L &k
REHELTwD,

B. HEALHY SSA DFER

1. Oregetal (X, 17 2EOHRHLET — ¥ 12O
T, Shye (1997) 2L > TR ENAZV 7 Y x
7. FSSA : Faceted Smallest Space Analysis =
W CHERERY SSA ZFEATL. ZIRICD SSA ¥ v T
ARG, BRIIERS EKSITRLAZEBYTH
5o

2. WEFERY SSA DGR OfHIL, 17 EICE
7% SSA ~ v 7O [BAMRE] — THB~ b
v 7 A] L [SSA ~ v 7 (Z2l Ai & X : spatial
plot) | & DWEEFE—ORF LB A5 — b3 5,
FNHIE, R5OE2H T LTREINT WS, T
2. SHRSOHIERED LI TSN L THA
A Mo TTCIRHRZEIIWIZ, 2hFEFT O
Guttman (1968). @Borg and Lingoes (1987), ®
Ben-Shalom and Horenczyk (2003)., D=2 5k
PREENTVDE, TIT, @ODEELRTTS
7 oI, TERYMREL] &, 3 _XCTOET 025 DB
B A (cut-offpoint) 27 1) 7 L TWAHI LIlhk
5o LAL, QLQoEREZFFHT L2 51E, M
BELBECIZOTTL %, Oregetal. 1. THh
SOECIZIEDWTIE, ZWIE LD SSA < v
T O DOUENMNEEZRE L T b,
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x5 17 »ED SSA RIMRE & S BEHEEL (Oreg et al,, 2011, p.269)

c Alienation Four-Factor Solution Three-Factor Solution
ountry Coefficient # of Deviant Items Separation Index # of Deviant Items Separation Index
Australia 0.21 3 0.90 1 0.95
China 0.24 3 0.95 0 1
Croatia 0.15 0 1 0 1
Czech Republic 0.19 0 1 0 1
Germany 0.20 0 1 0 1
Greece 0.19 3 0.94 0 1
Israel 0.21 0 1 0 1
Japan 0.21 3 0.97 0 1
Lithuania 0.23 4 0.79 2 0.95
Mexico 0.20 3 0.92 0 1
Netherlands 0.16 0 1 0 1
Norway 0.14 0 1 0 1
Slovakia 0.19 4 0.95 0 1
Spain 0.19 0 1 0 1
Turkey 0.23 0 1 0 1
United Kingdom 0.21 4 0.88 0 1
United States 0.18 0 1 0 1
Mean 0.19 1.59 0.96 0.18 0.99

5 17 »E® SSA ¥y 7——Angular/Polar 2[5 E]—— (Oreg et al., 2011, p.266-268)



3. DXL, MU HIT SNz RIEEDfEE] &
[SSA ¥ v 7D Z2[ 43 E][X (spatial partition) | &
DBEBEOBFIIE D, T, w2 U,
TNENDOEO [ZHEAMAER] I22o»W T, £0
£ 7% [22M5EK] PR b#EYTHL 2. Lw
9 MWl THb, ZokH% [He] 1235
[E 2] 7% FSSA DEITIZL > THzbE N5,
Oreg et al. I, FSSA @ “angular——Guttman /]
BTl polar—rpartition” %R 5,

T X, Oregetal (X, 7 . “axial partition”
& B\, “radial Guttman @ A 7% T % modu-
la—partition” T 7% <. “angular partition” %
BIRL72OTHA ) D 22 TiE. UTOZOD
HEZHITHN T D,

Qo [ZR5E] OHEZESPIZONT,
EIZTNE TOFERISE (Oreg, 2003 ; Oreg et al.
2008) 2HRMEENS RN 7% 258 (concep-
tual basis) ] &\ o7z DiEHRV,

@FNhD, ThFTHRESINTELLITBY
T D LHAHASNTELFETHD ., mD &
CHIGNIZHETH 5o

4. 2 @ X 9 7%, “angular/polar partition” O J7
2L 217 EO SSA < v T [Z2 [ 558X
DWF——Z OWEEOMF—IE, D L) 7%
bDOTHA) Do TO LI RBEIZD VT,
[MGCFA] & [HEFERY SSAL 1213, K& ZaEwv
WHbo VR LICRDA, ZNUIDEDHETH
5o

MGCFA i & B ORI, TE I o4k
M7 E7 IV #A RIS (indexes of overall fit
of the model across samples) | 12 & > T | [{f
SNb,

HEFERY SSA 1 & OMERIL. OFE D SSA
~ v 7T & B 4 (separately) (2RI 95 2 &
EoT, @FNLDECIZDSSA Y Y 7
BT 2HEBOGEO/NY — VIZFE L L9
Z—H L7z (consistent) HMAL SIS D%
B+ 52 Lick-T, &b,

P2 2D &) BIERRIZO VT, O&BRE
T H @ % (deviant items) . @743 B 8 %4 (separa-
tion indexes) & 9 Z O DEEIN % FEHL (objec-
tive indication) . *HIFAH T EMNTE S, LA L.

&R E B138E

FNHDS, SSA ¥ v TIZBU A REIEH oA iE o
SR X Y — VR EMICHE T4 2 & (visu-
ally examining) (ZH-> TRH DL HDOTIE R\,

5. DEZBEEEFR T, KR5S 6, 2&D
L) R EHAND Z LDVTE S,

(1) F 3. four-factor solution/four-region parti-
tioning D E1E. BS NS INE—2 T T F
T Tz, AV, A RAFTT)NV, T35,/
Nz — AL v bva, T A A RE
—IZBWT [EEe %3 (full support) | 234
b, YD 8pE—F—A T T, HEL
F)Tx, BRIV F7Z7 XFva, AN
FT7.AF) A——ITB W T [E5 M % L F
(partial support) | ——& < 12, 4 ¥ 1) X (0.88)
L) b7 =7 (0.79) T [rHERE] OEAVRE
W DPIFOENT=Z b b,

LT W55, BIED 9 PEIZE W T,
PO DX T HHE 0 ThH B DIZH LT, BE
® 8 2 EIZ B\ Tlid. “emotional reaction” @ Ff
HH (6~9) & “shor-term focus” D FEIH H (10
~13) %%, SSA X v T ETHEIZEE) G- T
MELTWDEZENbh D,

(2) D & 2. three-factor solution/three-region
partitioning D E1L, F4 26T E5461F, T
VA EEE 1S 2 EIS BT [Ee k30—
SEEREUL 0— MR 5, FR D 2 E—A —
ZARTZNTEY T ET BT [#5H7%

S IEETE L 095 TTRE (o7
PEHNT,

LT 525635650618, A—ANFYUT
EN)NT =T o2 hEEERL 15 2EO SSA <
v U2 B VT, “routine seeking (JE H 1~5)"
& “cognitive rigidity (32 H 14~17)" & “emo-
tional reaction + short-term focus (3 H 6~13)" @
ZOOHEBXGOHL P TH S,

TiE. T 2T, fSbE L2 hE D SSA < v
TINED X 9 IR (configuration) D H D TH
Lyl F—A T TOREE, KHT
I3 “short-term focus” DIHH & L THEDIT72IH
H 12 “When someone pressure me to change some-

thing, I tend to resist it even if I think the change
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may ultimately benefit me” A%, “routine seeking”
DFIRDO L NIZAYAAT VD, ZLT, )T
=7 O¥EIE, KL TIE “emotional reaction” @
HHE L CHEDIF72IHHE 9 “If one of my pro-
fessors changed the grading criteria, it would prob-
ably make me feel uncomfortable even if I thought
I’d do just as well without having to do any extra
work” 7%, [A U < “routine seeking” @ FHIH O 7%
PIZAYD ZATWS,

6. FiRIZ AR 3 2 3E$T) 123k L <.
[ENLTHD RO,/ X35 5 FATT =T
4 YT % SN IHEHE (negatively worded
items) | @ SSA ¥ v 7 ETOMEIZDWVTOM
FAP%EINTn5, £n6iE. DXOZHETH
%o

4 “Whenever my life forms a stable routine, I
look for ways to change it.”

14 “I often change my mind.”

17 2ED SSA % v TOFENENIZBIT A, C
NOZHHOMEZ BT b, 20 L)
LI ENDbRD, FUE, TNHTHHEIL, XU
DOWFUZBWTEZ SN FNE RO
MELTWEH00, OFNENOEHNDIIH
DEHOHONENR SN &) DOTIE R, £
NOOBEEOIMAIO L Z 512, @angular/polar D Z
NZENDFEFIZHENEZAHIZ, BSSA Ty 7
DOINFIZE N E 2 AT, MET AEMD D 5 &
)T ENDLHI D,

ZHLT. INSHODIHEHEIZ, SSAVY Y T
Lol OFEEE & ATAAHS % Z R (relative
distinctiveness) #/RTHDTH 5L Z &A%, FEIEH
IR S NT=DTH b,

C. MGCFA &HEFIRY SSA O LEEA&ET

1. EIZBWT, Oregetal i&. [ZfLIZx}5
LEEN I L) B ES, B LEC
BT, EfinERE D O0 L) 0 i,
Oreg. et al. (2008) & [{ U7 — % % H\T. CFA/
MGCFA EFEZER SSA &\ ) ZODEFHEEC
LoT, FEHWIZT AN LTz, ZORE, 2o

DHE Lo TH b SNAFEMRIZIE, Tl
B4 (anoverlap) ] & & & 12 [% 7 % 56 ) 1
(distinct aspects) | 25 5 Z L b h o7z, L
Ty 2O &) fERIE [AHFZETH 5728l
& (measure : BRI 1I7HBE»S 2 AHED
RE)| & [ZORIKICH A RS (its under-
lying construct) | ~® X ) BFW % (insights) %
T2 DE% 5,

2. HToNEHL b DD, LT, BTO

L9 AERAE PN,

- WERERI R 79047 (CFA) 12 & o T, [ZALICKS
TLEEM IR OEBREO 7 LM
(cross-national validity) ASFERE S 7z,

“MGCFA |2 & 5T, 17 2EOFTRTIIBWT,
partial metric invariance @ FE#L (evidence) 34
BNz LIRS 23$0] Lid#o, K
O FT HHBTT =T 4 ¥ 7B Eh:
ZIHH (negatively worded items) % f\T, %
NS LA OFEIEE L 17 2ENCB W T [AEHE
D 5 HF MR (invariant loadings) ] % 7R3
bD &SI,

- WERERY SSA 12 & o T, REDHE R o i B4
(replication) 2R3 % DL EOifE RS TH (sup-
port) & M 7zo [4 % 3 % (four-region solu-
tion) | 13, 172 E® ) 5D 9IPEIZEWT
(e AR (perfect fit) | . T LTI D
SHEICBWT [LWBEE (good fit) | & iE
L7z FHORHEBY . MBSO 4 KT

routine seeking. emotional reaction. short-

RIS % 78

HHIZ, SSA~Y Y 7DD OFHEMIZ 7 T A

% —A4t (clustered) ENBHEREL R,

term focus. cognitive rigidity

3. CFA DR (K 4) 2R &7z [emotional
reaction M K JT] & [short-term focus D K JT] &
O OECHE (0.77) 126G LT, fERER SSA
OFER (5) 1IZBVTH, INSZODRITD
FEIEHEH D7 5 A% — (item clusters) 1%, & 2B
¥ (adjacent) L CTw5, LT, L8 E
BWT [BEEEE] PiEbohirolzd
. FNZEND SSA ¥y FIZBWT, IhbH
DOFEIFH THEISGEEH ORI GVl osi



HZLIZEBEDTHD, ZORRIT, [ELIC
w3 AIPL] 12DV TIE, [4KIT/WT /I8
fig ] 12 < 5 X, [emotional reaction D K] &
['short-term focus DK TT] %A A& L7z [3 kI
R #8385 oFH. L0 [HH (parsimo-
nious) ] T, [ & Y iEHM@ (robust) ] % REMH T
HHZEERELTN A,

T, 2o Eens, T4 RTT/ W1/
L0 3T/ WT /g %8RS 5 Z
THbHEV)FERMNENPNDLTHS ) D% Oreg
etal. 3. ZOLIHILEZHFIFRAL LV, Th
X, XD L) EEANSTH S,

(DCFA LHERER SSA % AL A A DR 7253 HT Ok
(X, [emotional reaction ® K JG| & [short-term
focus DRTC] & DOXHNIZIE, FHE D S FTEKERMD
&% (still meaningful) &\ T & ERLTWh,

@ MEOZAICH T 22 ADIEE (re-
sponse) | = Fill9 572012 RTC REZHW/i%
COMEICBNT, Thb o085 RE
(subscales) DX FNIZH &DWT, £ <L DFEHR
WEBEINTETW D,

Vb ¥ % 2 T Oregetal (&, [4KIT/HF
SR ] B R b DETEDTH S,

4. FEFERY SSA OFEFIE. D EIizBWTH~RT
E7 L) R A [&F0 2 #E (overall
structure) | OFEFIZE EF 5L D TIEZ v, SSA
V)RR ORI, Fhe i T BE
DOIHHE (specific items) O, IOFEHE & O
HWIZBITA, TNHDSSA Yy 7T ETONME
(position) IZ2WTH, EBOBEZTHIZT S
EWVIAETAILHD, TD XD % SSADHH
(nature) ZFHL T, UTIZBVT, WL O0D
HHOWMFHRIREND,

(1) [T 2P & iddo Kt o/ %t
S AHMTY —F 4 v EN-#EE (EHE 4
LIEHE 14) 122V TiE, £9 MGCFA 12X - T,
Z o [Z80E (irregularity) | 2SR S 7225, »
KIZSSA Yy FIZBITA2ZNS0FMEHOME
OETE LB LT, 20 [ZHIME] PEMHRESN
LTl oT,

&R E B138E

(2) BBFEHE —AREIC BT 5 [/ a5E (38
WX 5r) ] LEBO SSA vy TIZBHHEA O
[ZEMAE] OMPICERFIRONZHHEE %
[EPiFEEE ] L IFR—oEs, UTo k)
2% SN 5o

SSAIZ& B 7= 4 T D EE LR D—D9%,
[4 ®F/HIFEE, AESRED 9 DEIZB W
TIE, SEe 7 (full support) 235 & L7225,
B o8 hENZBWTIE, B4R (partial
support) BELNLICL EEF 7] LnHbDT
Holzo €2 T, INHIDED SSA Y v T2
DWC ORI VHRE L b0 TORR, D
EOLHIRIEVPHONEL L, FUT, Thb
8E D SSA ¥ v TOXHIZB T, HHES &
HH LR [&FEEE] L hoTwadn)
Tho7lz,

¥ 3. I H 8 "When things don’t go according
to plans, it stresses me out” (L. FEIDIKFIZ BV
Tt “emotional reaction” DI RED —FH % 7
FTLOLLTHNEDIT LN, &I HH, SSA
WZE B0 OER, ZN0HET % (adjacent)
“short-term focus” DFEIHIZA Y AA TS Z &
Whhrole L L. I OMKEIIEME ST 5
CEDTELLDEVR D, THUL, Rl ZZH
THEW) ZEiE, EHMICIERER LD TH -
Th., BRIMIZIZAEEZ b 26 TR S 5 &
EZEZoNDLPHLTHbD,

© X |2, JH H 12 "When someone pressures me
to change something, I tend to resist it even if I
think the change may ultimately benefit me” (¥, I
B ORI B TIE “short-term focus™ D4R
BEO—HaxedboLt LTHNEDSITON, &2
B3 SSA I K BT ORER, T NDHEET S
“emotional reaction” DFEIMIZ AN IAA TV S
ESbrole L L. CORRD ., B WG
TH5ILEDTELLDTHS ), ZThUE, Fligx
DO EEEDH HEHIHILT 5 Z &A%, W
MBI R B ERIC L > THRY 2 THRZD D
THHPFBRICEL 2 SbThHL, ZDLH
LAER OB (interpretation) —— [ FH1% 1Y 7% B
(post hoc explanation) | —%, [\0EERY ) 727 %
v A @ B E (theory of psychological reactance) |
(Brehm, 1966) & \»2) BEGEHAYFLHT (theoretical ex-
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planation) (22 %A5bDTHDH I L xRIELT
W,

VL E2DS, Oregetal. 12X A, SSA ¥y 7FIilh &
5<Fﬁ%%ﬁﬁj®ﬁﬁ®%%féé 7272,
DL BRERIZOVTIEZ, DXD LX) L EICE
BRI N TV 5,

OV EDHEH 8 LHH 12 122V Tid, 17 2°H
DD 13 PENIB VT, K &8 ) OFEE X
SARENTEBY ., MLoRBEFIZ 4 EICB
WTHBIBENIT T,

@mEH 8 LIHH 12 # T, NP4
FHEIZOWTIE, —EHEw) boldR sz
Vi,

@BEPFFDHL SN D ECIZIZ, —20 [l
JH (a common denomination) ] & b\ 9 XE 4 D
FRIETIEIZTE RV,

5. 4 /AT FHERIZOWT D, SSA ¥ v TS

LD FRETORE, DTOEFHL 2 E R o7,
4 /T /IR, 2 OECIIEBWT, £
R 7 3245 (overall support) 5345 5 L7228, #
DEIBRITFI) VT 2T EAF) RZBW T
R A4 (poorer) TH o7,

F9. U M7 =7 T, (B 12079 &
7 kv, Z LT, CFA OFE R, 4 W1
BWEIZ BT, 3ERF A HBBOBMEENLY
= < (superior). & D #Y) (appropriate) T& %
ZEWbhroTWh, LAL, U NTZTIZBW
Ty ¥, TOL) BRERE LS T2DIIDONT
B R A AR S-S S B NN AR A
2\,

DEI, A FY AT, [ 8EIRE] 12088
T, Oregetal D H L 72090 & v 9 B 11
(cutoff point) # H ¢ NICFH 5, 2D L9 %
SSA ¥ v T OMREEFIE. CFA I2BIF 51 XY
A D [F 7 )V # A E (model fit) ] @k &—
RMSEA 7% 0.062. CFI & GFI %% 0.90——IZ % It
TH5LDERS>TWD, LaL, kD L) Ak
RAZOWT, WE [HEERWHA] w2230
DEVBIRICH > TiE, 2O LW T
S Z ) L7 ECITET T, A F ) AIZD
WCDEL LT —5 OIELGFT A I &EDPLE

ThbEWVnI,

6. LD AF) ZIZDOWTHOTF—F 5T
cmizwAfAkﬁéF%#Téht#\_ﬂ
LZOONHET, BT HHEREIEINLZ LD
Hbo BlzIE. UTOX) Rl HIFHZ AT
&5,

A TN F 713, CFA Tld. RMSEA 77 0.065.
CFI 25 0.90. GFI %°0.89 & \» 9 g b K\ i & &
%R L72A5, FEEERY SSA T REE DM A E T
Holze TlE, E, TOL)ERELST-D
THbHIH) 0 —DOOWREMEEL LT, 2l
CFA DFERICHEBEEZRIZTTHAH)T—F D
[EHE (normality) ] & %\ id [#EI4E (linear-
ity) ] LW MEIEBRL TS Lkw
M FNSIE [IEHME] 2 [HIEME] 2aidts L
e WAERERY SSA 12 & > TIREBRD VW & TH
L3 Lt

FnkixHz, V) rT7TE2TEEF—-AMNTYT
E. FERERY SSA TIER RV B A AR S
A5, CFA TIIHBME WEEEIREHE o,
FERERY SSA IZBUFA) M T7T=T A+ —A T
TORRLBMVESEIL, ) T =T OREOHHE
9, F—ANTFTUTOLHEDHEHADL S %, B
LHFEDOHEB O 7% [EF] EBRLTWaE 2
% LN, 2K % [HEL] (ZHERER SSA

BVl rIE/uf_rf*% (skewed results) | % %
t%?%@f%é# CFA 2B W TIE [HRVIE
B (strong trace) ] T D TIE LWL ) TH
5o

koD X9 7% CFA & HERER) SSA &) =
DFEETHI I L B FEHIR (findings) DEW I,
ZFNHZODOFEOHMEITH A D lifE (com-
plementary value) (2% 4 THbDERD
V. Oreg. et al. (2011) DIAZREHIDRE

ERE

EIRE SO L R AR BT A e o Mg T
REMEDMERR D 720 ORI R E LTid, 858
FRLDOPHBEEINTETVL, RETIZ. Ih

SEEEO RPN S. RFAITEORFIET S
CFA & MGCFA. Z L TEZWRITREED R



BT AHEREN SSA B L, TN HEOT
A747 - Fhi& - FHoOMELRT & & I,
SHIZINSD=2ORtaEYEEZ W T, RTC
REE LM GBI RE ORI 2 #H T &
72 Oreg. et al. (2011) DWFFEHEFIZID HIF. Z
DOREERC - T - BRIV TR L TE 72,

FI T, wmRI, TOEICBIT A S %ROE
DIEEDOHIEN 5. Oreg. et al. (2011) DOHFZEH
BIOFEEELLID FLOTB X,

TlE, Z0&H) % [RELRE] 20X H 7%
W& T 5L w) &, 2 2 T Oreg. et al.
(2011) DFHBROFWAIZH > T, £ZTHOWVLD
POBEZIY HITHE LD, FREFNIZONV
TOhEmNGFEROEMEZRALDL LI %
&N 720,

1. Oreg et al. DHFEHZE DR

Oregetal. ., D7 —<IZHT HW3EDER
. (IR B g E e ] —B 213,
Wallace (1971=2018) ——& W) HlEEA 5 L T,
EbDOTEF—V R 7 ARIDEN) T ENTE
LHTHH9.

S EP. (BT 2B IR 25 A
NEDABEEO—2 L L THELS
(Oreg, 2003) -

S FNUCL EDWT, FO L) REEM AT E
SERICHEIE ST B2 RTC RIEFREEI NS &
RIS, FOMEZ LM - MRS Z L - Tl
W2 Y7 & EE & LT & 72 (Oreg. 2006 ;
Oreg et al., 2009) o

D Eo—HOMEIL. T A I AERE L A A
TINVIIBIDEMEAEDT— 5 T x B F 2
D THolze T, FD L) b v
TA VTR LTI ONEZOE LT H
EHfHAEPEmENLE LD, ZOKEED
MGCFA % F\2 727 — & 537 2572 72 (Oreg,
2008) o

DX BT — 7T OERIL. MGCFA L.
SroMEHHEE W TH, AL L) IR TE
LTHD) D ZOX) % lEmN % EEEOH
5. MGCFA & HERER) SSA O ILBMFET 257 &
5HZ L2727z (Oreg, et al., 2011),

&R E B138E

T, bivbih—HE§, Al EKk—of
FRLIE. LR X9 % [FEIERAIZ BT A%
W OMRlATEZ T, SHICHER¥ D
DB 5 [IEOEL] 2D &)
Wb TDLE)LREIENS T S 7% 51X, Oreg,
etal. (2011) (2B1F % [CFA - MGCFA & F§REY
SSA DB &) T A T4 Tid, 1970 FH A
D DEFEW et R FF O TR 5 RGBT 5
“methodological pluralism” ——2fk & L THFZE K
RICBI D2 HEOLHEICE L THYONE—
X° “multimethod approach” ———2 DOWFZEIZ B
TV OPDELZHENHANENLZ E—¢&
W 9 % z 7 (Payne and Payne, 2004 =2008) & .
EDEHIZOBDoTETRETHS I ML)
FERI LS TTL B0 W FTL LK, DI
FHOFEROLRELEVD SDIE, ZOWEHED
FHEMZELIID EOCHBEZLDTHL L LD
12 ZORREAASOBL L @RS 2 [HFEF8
M) (BERY. 2017) b DOTHHDHhHI2IEN %
572\,

EHIVRIE, FEE (EH) O L) BAER 2R
ELT, 2EDLHI RV HIToNbE, Th
. 20X % TV OPDOT— 5 5HOFEED
BEHL &) HEGmmE LB RICIE, [Hail
BT — 5 O ZWIKGH (secondary analysis) | O
L VI IREIND S 572 8 V) IR TH bo
Tld. RGO EEmr e nd) & ZoHoFEM
IZowTid, B (2012) 2RI VA, —
W AT (primary analysis) 7%, #L&FHA % Fh L
T 7= %PEL, Zo5E L BLTHMRAE
BLILEBTOICHLT, Z20LHIZLTTT
WCHUE SN2 T — % 2T, Fi 130
2 EDWT, Fie T =y ok efrewv, iz
RN A E X 2 & & IR & R
L) DB RER T ToHb, ) LT, #l
T — 5 OETITE V) 2 &I LT, &%
SFEHEOFHOHADVILN o Tnolzb ) D
NEEZORHTH B, D XD = MERELOBES
X, RO E DO THIKFENT —vD—2, %5
TH»H9o

2. AEFRE
Oreg. et al. (2011) %, Oreg. et al. (2008) @
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17 PEHET -5 2HEER7250TH L, €2
T, Oregetal. ¥, 217 0EHREDOHEL O
CHODBREIZOWTR LT WS,

O17 2EFEIE., REEEZHFRICGZSNTHE
HHAETH- T, ZOT—FET 5L -
T T7IZHEDLDDTIE RV, Lzh - T,
P Tk, FhEhoEoE R (national
culture) 8T 2 b DO TIiL%\,

@A GRE D 17 HENX, HROERALO
ETERET DT ARV,

W FTH R, oS, EEE X
LHEFEDH ) T &) DS LT, I
BENT-EBELZHEETH LI LITHEN RV, L
2> L. [Schwartz OBE&FALAIZH & O < fififili i
OEBILE— N4 v EHRIZBIT S [REER
] oF—5 55— L ET 5 EBEILRTZE
(& %, 2018b, E #, Jagodzinski, Davidov, Diil-
mer and Hommerich, 2020 a, 2020b) % #¥#t L T
E7-5E (HH) 59545513, Oregetal O
[RELEFE] OFEIZOVTIE, L )EBEOR
EAEHML B EIE®RYEH L EZ DL, #
ik, UTo=Z8THh o,

(1) RpAREORME

bk (E#) 5125 ERERBZEICE
Wik, FA Yo7V R BHAROGHEE RS
EFIFBRRFD =D DRFDFHE & G
AN FERE SNz ORGSR, BRHBICL -
T, P YORFEARDORF L DENT B
Ty AbilE RS L FIIFRRF L OBENDRE N
LW T ERbhotz, TOTEIE, FNENLOD
ET, EORFEZERDPICL o TRERIKEE
hhEwn) T LERBEL TS, T0RIE,
Cieciuch et al. (2019) 12 X % [HEREILE SCiblt
BUZ BT 5 WE DAL 5 im0 70 SCHk
DL T a—]1ZBVT, ZOWFRERICBIT,E
EREREFEE LThITo Nz [HEORHESR
@ national population samples |2 N 7E 3 % & &
14 (heterogeneity) | & V29 BIED—2> 0 BARK 72
FHITHLEVZ L) HENIT, DX RRTE
. EIRRIE AT A T — & O B 2 it
T £ B T2 » T Haicat LB
PRI RS VEEE Wb R IT TR 5%

Vg

(2) BEMHEEROME

BRIAREDORENSTIZ BT S [ 77— DK
#] LV MBEICHLTIE, ChETsESER
FiEmRERmP R INTETW S, i, —
HOERTREEE W) BEEIZB T, 7—%
1$ [MEF R (ordinal scale) | TRIFIIEAR S %
W& ENT &7 (Borg and Groenen, 2005). % L
T. 15 ® MGCFA 1%, [##5i5 74 (continuously
distributed) |, 'T1E # 43 i (normally distributed) |
DTF—=FDODOHETHL EENTEL
(Davidov et al., 2011)s o &b, BHEIZDOWVT
k. FoB [ 3alb—va rifge] it eon
T, 722790 [HFRE] DbDTH->T
. MGCFA 1X 9 F < v < (works well) &9
Z LS M E 7z (Welkenhuysen-Gybels and
Billiet, 2002 ; Welkenhuysen-Gybels, 2004 ; De
Beuckelaer, 2011)o = LT, 2D X 9 ik
% ¥ ¥ 2 T, Davidov et al. (2011) X, [T — 1
v 8t (ESS)] o F =5 2 HWT, )y
J— k- AT = )VEIONEE REO B MFEEH 22
WT b, MGCFA OFIHATRETH 5 2 & Z ML
L7z

D bo &9 2wrgesEhim 2 B £ 2 T 2 1E. Oreg
51k, RTC REDRZED 720 OB ML OER IS
H72o T, ED L HITL T, scalable 7 B M FEIHE
HE#fFL» £LT, EDLHICLT, #h
SASFTIIFRIC L B 7= HTICIHZ ) 5 b D
TH5POBFE 2 TR o720, L) SERATT
%o

L2 L. Oreg. etal. (2011) IZBVTiF, 2D
I hHEmNRERE. TR ETwas &
EV R 00,

(3) HEORERFE OO

RTC REDFIHH & L Tid, K21IRL7217
DHEML (AT7—bMX Y b) PMEREN, ZL
T, TNENOEM KT 2 [E O EIR
(response option) (2B Wi, 1 [ Z 9 Eb
7\ (strongly disagree) ] 725 6 [5H < £ 9 B 9
(strongly agree) | T THO [T 7 1) — X ¥ k- A
=] OERAPRH I TV S,



ZD L) REEOBRRFOERIEHL T, &
DEFE LB HRAED 2 > 7 F A MIB
% [SEffilE] OS2 SN TETnD, ZD X
) BRISREBHDO—DH, FAY - LD
(R4S - ik - k> 5 — (ZUMA - 485 ] &
KEY A TRFEO [ZEMGFHEL Y 5 —
(NORC) | o I[EMF7E & L CHE M & 1172 MINTS
(Research into Methodology of Intercultural Sur-
veys) 70TV 7 FThHY, FEF (HEH) TI0
FEFFROER - Kk - #REzLD T DL Y
- EENTND (FLH, 2003),

L% L. Oregetal. (2011) I2BWVWTIE, 2D
&9 ZREIZOWTE, HiEmmzE.0IE4E OR
ST,

(4) EMAOFIROME

BRI A OfIR -8R0 7o 212
BWTIE, FIRRE L FIRRE A, 2t [H b
) 72 #FR (most appropriate translation) | T& % 7*
EI)PUIZDWT, HE (agreement) (ZFET S
¥ T. “Original Version” & “Back-translated Ver-
sion” & O DE > (differences) 122\ T ifim
BT LRENRT WS (p256)s LA L.
(R GBEILRENR] L) e, LDk H BN
BETHHODP, TLT, ZOL) 2z o
T ED X)) miliwh e SN0, E5I12, W
FOEBERIEDL)ITERINZOH, HEIID
WT ORI A< v,

O RIE, T X9 12, [Schwartz @
BRI D & O AEBIO EIBR ] O ERE
HRMFZE 2R L CTE-8E (B KEoT
. EbhOTHEERZETH A, Oregetal. DI
FRFZEIC BV TIE. HADMENSEO—D & 7%
2 TWhe LT, §% 5 ORI FEFIRIZE W
Tl FEFED S HARFEAORRE . Z20#FIEIC
BWTiE, SEIELMENTTL 52 LR
SNTw2 (EH, 2018b)e V9 F T %L,
INFE T, ERLE SULBERAEIC BT 5 B/
| FAEZ) OWROMEIZOWTIX, 7 TIL%
 DFATIIZED 72 ENTVW> % (Harkness et al.eds.,
2003)0 &2 AN, TNHDOLHERIZB WV TIE,
HODVEOMBON MR L TE72, &Il
HEHRFEOZSHEMOMROMEICES &

&R E B138E

BRI R TFIC R EN T v, HiEnf
TRIZHEA T, Oreg et al. DILFEWFFEIZBNT, &
D L) REMKOFRE D <A MEIME ST
WhEWEWV) L, RIENELENLI LW
DRFIUEHR S v,

3. MGCFA (&S DFHEAH

Oreg et al. (2011) 12 B\ Tix. MGCFA & ff
FERY SSA L\ ) oD EER O L FEwN L
R 12963 o ¢, D17 2 ENS BT 5 IR IE
THEL S b RTC REDEEERE. @17 2 E
BT BHEREE T8 (CFA). @17 »ElIC B
I} % RTC O REM O BERER. OBEs
BHEINTVDL, WHIEFTLEL, INLOME
I3 MGCFA & FERERY SSA 12 ¢r 726 O #Efif 11 3E
Thb, L. TNTEHohtwnye, 3L
bZ 9 LiFwvz vy, 21X, Braun and Johnson
(2010) (&, EBE LR BEREICBIT 2
[T etk ] oMo 0 [HEAR %]
D—2k LT [HZE®ERSA (distributions
across response categories) | DIEFT % H 1T 5 L &
b, SO XD % [ERWLEDE] 2 FAET—
YOI BIT A EELME S (pitfalls) OFT
. (BELREE] LD 7= ok ED
[ATYW (artifact) | TH A Fetk. #RET 5 E
BERHETHHE LTS, #DE IR DA
Y (EH) 3. 2oL LEEERABRICEH
T52eREBLT, [MEBOERIE] 12
THEELRE 7O 27 MIBWT, [BELRE
] 2T T BWTHRBIT SN ST
OB D S F ST RHMAEZIRLTEDT
H5 (EHIIH. 20202, b)s

4. MGCFA D#ER

Oreg et al. DD 9 H MGCFA |[Zfb % ik
RHERIZOVT, FERTREETOHIZONWT,
g5 (W) ORMERTBI ),

(1) 12, ZOFNHIBEHBHE T TR IS
RETOBRFETHLEN—2OHHMTHA I,
RTC 24l AH L EL2o2h, BlZIEERS3
T o R 17HA DS 7% 5 RESEKIZOWTK
HTVD (ZO7200% ) BWEFHERS LT
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%) BhLbG05LHIl—20/ELELTD
RTCHRZRKDDLEVIFENFT L SNLRET
Hbo TIWILHERERETLRLT (B
OFMRECHRIND, FAREZB—0f5 5L
LTHHWS) ODEICHEZDLH, w290
HICEBZBEL TBE 2w, 9. [ %1
HWEZIRET 5 o FREOFIHR L TIE T 5 H A
LHETH D, 1 FElONE & EHMNT A b
DXPRT. xi=1t+e, xo=1+6, DL HII. BE
o EHEEsE LTHEH2Z L2 ERT 5,
. aRF2PH5EWETSHE, 1 ICF 1~
DEI R AT DL EPFMREENTWDL I L
2% 5% (b HEAAINS 4 DOWBIIIHED D
STEWw),

C O EAE B 2T T I E & v oo 72 ARE &
VT LHEL 2 WEBEEREOMEELT AL L
THREMICIIBES LA, HlomHd et L)
WZERIZZBZ 50T, LLBEEEZ CHIAT
%o EBILE SULIER O SOIR T, g O Rk
%o T MI BETT A 121, H— DK
BEe xRV, ERM TR CllEE B O & %39 SOk
Tl configural invariance D B H V2 H F V) &
SENLBWTr—2A3%L b L) ICEbND
P ZOWEEOHEITERE LT [Zicxd 5
WH RG] &) —2OKE RERMEE %
WD, FNENA4ODORTEFEO17HE &
I REEZR > T 5729, configural invariance
HFAMTY] A OHBHBROREREFEL Vv E W
I ZELDERIFZIFEoED LTS, . 20k
I RBEBEORF 2 H. RFHMEE 3751& LT
X O CTERILENDLLDET D) DIEHIZOWTE
ATERLTVED, £OF KL [CFA €TV
THeE L7 WA O 17 2EToOFE] o
THoT. [FOHED 17 »ETOLEF] 122w
TIEm L TWwiav, 0o DRFAZwmLE, T L
9l UC. TAEES (TALRE) MHEORM
BHAEDOBTRRDLNED, L) ERE MI O
FEWICEDORLLTIvorln) HizowT,
ML O FEmzREg L. FAMAL TV AHESE
DTy AIPHFELENT LD AHT
B, EREIZONDERPLELEZZ T D,

(2) ZOFHX T/ 72T — 72OV T D CFA

ZEED MRS, FRICBICE K L2 RF AR
WTOD &) FEM e BE L. SBITHFZE, Oreg et al.
(2008) * BT LLEND L, REICERL
F4xRLE, NEBMOMBEOfEIZ, ~F~<FT
HoT, FARE22-3ME»Z ) EC—T, 413
i1 3 DO FHLRE & OB &I, 20
THREERRERE NG 22T 5. 7272 LRE
28320 FEDICLAINTFETIVEDILE
AT CHREENELA RDEDFERIEIH L. T
A N PREGH 72 HFE T TAZRE 2 (emotional re-
action) & 3 (short-term focus) DR HFH W &
2L 52830 [FRIRZ4 1] (B2 25
TIIMHEMEL B BRETH D) (D LIARTH
SN, WCOPOETHELZREI LT EEH
T&bhdbiNniwv (p236-237TBHOINT 75
TTIDERNH D 1 1272 L 2D, JATHIZRIC
ERTHIET. 202200 FAREIIZFHRRING %
FUUNDHLBEEERLTVS),

(3) b9 1. Oregetal. ® MGCFA TD##H
TORFRIZOWTIAY FLTBL, M3A TR
MrL72& 912, Oregetal X DREIFEE L T,
MGCFA |2 & AAREEOMET O HEYIZOWT, H
L NV (country-level) TOREWME SO (FLsgn]
REME D) HEE O 72912, A L N )V individual-
level TORERMEZ D MI OFEEFLEL W) 2
L. % L T E % configural & metric invariance
WCHRET L 22 BRTWLD72, AAL R
Vo B~ e v HEEREA L T2 B,
EXRIF T THTE RV, REICHET 5HT
OFErEOBTRKT L L) 2 LT, EL
NV REFF L X)L (aggregate level) T O A%
BEVORAZEALIZDES ) DS, ZORH
A (E LU A ORRE) 12 & 2 ik aetk
. ALV TO MI OISO HORD 5 2
LOEBEBRIZEHTIIZVWE W) OPER (FiH)
HYORMBTH S, 7272L. T DL T config-
ural & metric D L)V T® invariance |Zikam o PR
LT i, BT MR O % ) 22 D HERE
B SSA L DA HMET LI NSO DEFET
VHHrEEZONDL, V) DL SSA BIRIZIE
BEHoOMBOBHROATH D Z & H 5,
MGCFA 12351F 5 7 )V — T H TOY F OEME D



WIS TS (L7zh3> T, B2 invari-
ance & 0 b & 5 IZHIFIIH 7 scalar invariance D
HEITY) FhzzEFovwroThd, Dk
. BELHE THLOT, KAfEoxktk (V6
6) 12\ HoBEr S, SHROBEDO—DL L
THERELIT) o

(4) EMICHRES 2 SRT 5 &, KRHEE
1 SSA TEE AT &V ) #EmmICEAHE I,
L T2 THFHORFAMIVINIWIHH L T o
Tdwhrd Lz (HH4,12,14), 29 L7
M2 Tid e < s b 726 Sh b &g
IZDOWTDENIIDWT, Oregetal D% &
EOTBLI LI, IV RELBEEIDHLIZH
Do

5. FERLAY SSA DFER

(1) Oregetal. ix. 17 22EREDOT—F 2D\
T, Shye (1997) @ FSSA & -1 N % # 7f B
SSADYT7 My T H#HAWT, ZIRITD SSA ¥
v TR, W) F T AR FERER SSA @
H9lX. RTC & “four-region partitioning” & % \»
I% “three-region partitioning” & \» 9 Z2fH] 43 E D Ff
BThHb, ZL T, £)TH 5% 5L, Oreget
al. A%, FOT— I 5%, e, [ZIRICD SSA
~v 7] OfEHEZOMENIZE ED. [ZRTO
SSA ¥ v 7| Ok & FDME E A h o7z
DB, L) BRI TTL 5,

g (EM) OFERNAI<IR—2arns
T 5% 51E, FlzIE, ZIRIED SSA < v T TR,
[ emotional reaction MFEIHH | & [short-term focus
DFFEE] PRIV EIECIKIZBNTH, =K
JLD SSA ¥ v T TIX, ZNHAH ) —DDWIL,
2F) [EE] owTh s LTHIN GRE) mThE
WAl ZTELHN I BDTIELNS ) B
EEZLNLEDTH D, ZD L) G FEMEOHEK
(. &b THIREWAS RO T % HEo—
DERDLTHH) o

(2) Oregetal i&. AL &9 % kITD SSA
O [Z2fAAER] 1I2oWT, 0 [Z2[455E ] o
JiiE & L Cid, “angular——Guttman ® i §5 Tl
polar—" M L7 €L T, TOHHE L

&R E B138E

T, DOreg et al. DFEATHIZEIZ L, LD F % #
EREPERET D B2 7% 258 (conceptual
basis) | L\ o/2bDNHLDIFTIEERV, @
“angular/polar partition” 7% [fxd & {FIH SN T
EHETHY, OB EICHALGNLHETH
Ll LV TEEHITTND,

L2 L. Guttman ® 7 7t v b - 241 =&
SSA IZDW T O EmMIITE % i) C & 7253
(E#f) OMNEPLTHHbIE. 20X %HT
R TR TE 2 DT RV,

T4, OIZ2W T, Oregetal i3, RTC KR
DBAFEMIEIZ BT 5 substantive 7 [ME& 19 7 2
BEJICEEEL T2 50D, SSA &\ 9 fat
L LYo TO YN VERICH S [7 71y
Fetd ) —J i3 ECERLTY ARV, L
L. §TIZ. RRIBOL ZATHHILZL D
2V SSAE [77ky bty —] LGRS
FoNT, FIOTERDD S (meaningful) 7 —
FOAMOEEE %5, BAEIZWI 2 6L,
Guttman ® [7 7ty b - &+ VU —] 12k, 77
oy MR ENS B TR TRENIE 3 5
Hl—— T o FE ] LIFEn 22— E Fh
bo TNIE. 77y IDT VT - F—F—%
DL D TH DAL, axial H 5 1T radial/modu-
lar, ZLC. 77y M TV - F—F—%
b2\ b D ThHLYE L. angular/polar & (X
N5 ZEMBEOEEZRI-T. LWHERITH
%o ZLT. Oreg Hid. [ZMLICHT 2 EHEM %
L & v ) LHE W %, routine seeking”
“emotional reaction” “short-term focus” “cognitive
rigidity” OO DWILTHER L 72, Tk, Zhb
WODRTTNAT S DT > 7 - F— 8 =% ET
LIZENTEDLNLEV) L, HERFEOINET
DHA > X2 b)) =25 LT, 20X HHE
BAMETHS ). LT, £H72LT2%40
W, Bk o [FEZo0ER] 26, 20 k9 %k
RTC O REOFHEHE X, SSA ¥ v FiZBw»
T, angular/polar DIZIRDOFHIFIX 532 7R T ThH A
HITEDNTHENDLZLIZRDDTH D,

COLH % [Fil) %2 2 EER R HEROR
AlI, 77ty bt ) —OFROYENS L
T, EOOTEERMET -~ LERLTHS ),

2 X2, @ [angular/polar partition 233 b &
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CRAHENTELFETHD] L) 2 Lizon
TUE RYIZZEI DA I L) FEHIATT
{Bo FHUT. TTICHIF/EEIT X 5 UHIFZE
PHTENED, TCIIMBETEZE2HDTIER
Vo, & F & F 7% substantive 2T — 7 IZDOWTO
WF 2212 B » T, “axial partition” “radical/modular
partition” “angular/polar partition” ¢ = 2 @ J7 i
A ENTHOr — 26 U TEYICHV ST
X728 ONVEFELOTIE RN 0%

CORIZOVTH, NV ATIT 4 v 7L
BRIFRFZE1C b &0 CHRERDS, S RIS NEHE
RAEE B T EITHEEN RV,

(3) Oreg et al. DIEFEN SSA DR DOMET L.
CFA DR E DB L\ ) HE D 5. “four-
factor solution/four-region partitioning” & % > I
“three-factor solution/three-region partitioning” @,
WML DB TH L xR THE ) &2
HIHES Tl ENT Wb, HEHIZ, RTC RED
FAZEWIZE & 9 Oregetal. DRfFETT Y =7 b
HPL LT, TDE) T =y O BEET
i, T TE2b0THL L bR
X7 b%wv, L, FNEREC, Zobigess
CFA/MGCFA EHERER SSA &) “ODR% %
AT EGE D TR IO ATH L 2 & &
FZHubIE, TNE. INLHEEEHWT,
RTC REZMBHKT 5 17 OEMHEHEE 2, £ON
7w B U—Ta O E L TRET 5
ORI O %D ) 2D THo72. TL T,
FOL) BEMENIE, 772y b TS OT
474 TI2H EDWT, ERFTHENISED 5 2
ETHRRICRDIZTDOLIDOTH o7, L2l 2
DEIBRTATATIZOPVTIE, ZITEOEE
ZREICEHIS 5 20 OME O FHIL Ve 2D
RUZOWTIL, &5 (EHl) 2RIIEE - KIEX
FHEEARE T LR EEENIE (A) O [8
PENC B B REERRAE] 07— ¥ 5icsw
Tl 7z THRT5AT & /N2 AT I B 5 ik
AAIRES | (2018a) ZZM S NIz,

(4) RTC REZ#HE+ 2 17HHD Y b, 2
Hix, T2t 3 238t I LT, 2 kil
WD KD RS B MTT =T 4 T

SNZERSC BARMIZW ) 2 51F, (21
T HEMEKZE] v BRI HEM L %o
TWwak, LT, TOMR, T b ZHHEIL,
SSA X v FIZBWVTIE, I 0FEHHE ¥ 5 H
12 [ZHE M (distinctiveness) | & 5 W id [ B4
(irregularity) | Z/RTHDE %> TV 5,

Oregetal 3. 2@ &) iifdix, £k
KT HEEN I REOEHRIZBWT, [£
(AN e 2R 1R 7N B A E LDV & S KOV S RV A RV ]
T =74 Y IR SNZHBZHCWLZ LD
HY) 4%  (appropriateness) | \ZBI3 4 im0y 7 BY
LEERT L, LB R_RTWwD, L2 L., Oreget
al. (&, 20X ZHEEORTEEREH T 12L&
F0. The 3612, HEREOEERN L TR
FOMENEFER S, TOMRD 720D BARK)
LTATATEERT S, &) ETAIIETIE
HEZdo72,

6. CFA/MGCFA & HERERY SSA DB 2 8H < 3
ok affl

(1) Oregetal {&. [ZALIZx 3 2 & HE MY %% 3K
Pul Ev IO BMAE L. A2 S RTC RE
A, B LECIZICBWT, FilaE®E: b o
E9 ;% Oreg, etal. (2008) LR LT—% % H
VT, CFA - MGCFA L ERERY SSA &9 =D
DOFEFHHFEN L o T, FFEWIZT A P L7z, €D
HR, CNSOPGEICE o TL 25 SRR
2iE T4massy] & &bz T8R4 25600 28
LI EDNDbh ol DL HRERIZ. [RTC R
Bl EZOMEICH B [HRBEE] ~0 XD
MErRHT2L0THDL LV,

U EoRtBIiE. Oreg, etal. (2011) DiEFwHE D
WIRZDDENVZ L), TITT, EXLOME
.k, 2o F12d b, 1%, CFA -
MGCFA & FEFEM SSA &\ 9 D OFEFHHFE
OPFHAOSL -0 FTHMAD [L D R E
(greater insights) Z#2Mt5 %] &\ ik DS
Thbo Tid, ¥, FEHIE, 0L =EHD
WKELE DO E W) b, ZUE, EFS P
mifE (E$h. A, &K, 2021) 12BWT, 20
WFFEFEISC B 5 Sk E . ORI R T 5
SCEk. @ERILE SHLIBRAE O T L I
B9 % 30k, ®ftati ko ER R S K



DT — & OIS 2 k. O=H
IS LEboTL bo TOREND
2% 7 51F, Oreg, etal. (2011) X, @ [t H
Whe) L LTSN LEE VR 5. L2l
FHOLN, ZOWRBEIIIBWT, BRL) 5 &
REDTVEEZ AR, ZOOHESNLI5
3% 5%, ZL T, ZOIZGEI NS
FEDFRE RO —DOH LR D Oreg 5D Z OFE
WO, 2F D TLHBEAELE] &) ERH
HEOE SIS B F1UT. T D EVFELZE] &
V) RBLHFED, BETHFE ORI BT S tech-
nical language Tl3 7% <, HEFFZOHEBIZ BT
% substantive language T & %——Jacques Herman
(HAFER 1993) @ [H&%DF 7 (Les Lan-
gage de la sociologie) | &\ E X FExHFE 2 C
w5 PHThb, FELIE, TOLH % [N
FWFZE] OCHEKIZ BT 5. VDO W 2 nontechnical
language——ftatF O E M HEE DAL O HEE—IC
BLxboTwa, £id. N6 IS HF
78] OFEBICBITE [HLWREOHDOFER ] %
RETLLDL LD TEERAI . LHEZT
WAENLIZIENR SR\,

Tl, Oregetal 13, 2D [X DEWVWIAE] &
WO HRET. MEEIRLEID L LD THSH
Mo ZOFRDDIE. TS ZODMEHHEIC
LoTHeMIENTE [FEHs] & T8
LI ] (2R3 % Oreg et al. DLk 2 FEHET 5
CLIZE o THELNLEDOTIERDD ) D EED
DEMOMEERS TR 6IE, Z0XH)% [XD
TR &, —HIicBWw T, AUEo 21k
BB &) LEERED B3 X—v )
T A FEIZOWT O, RIFEIC B W TR S N72HE
FERFAR R HRSE % . substantive (2 X 5 IZIFEO T W
LR DNEE ELIZ, AIZBWT, Dbk
O TR ORI FEE ORI O WT D, 2ok
FHOBEEA S 3 5 Ff#E % . methodological 12 & 1)
ROTH L 2 2NEL, FREIZ, E0H0
DIFFTTHLENV) L THoT

& 2 AP, Oregetal (2011) I22WTo, LL
FOZBRICER T DRI IHAEORBE, S,
DEDZ LWL 5T B, T, OIZD
W, WO DHIFIZ OV T ORI 2 E 5
L e BT, SBATHIZEIC BT % substantive 7 B

&R E B138E

—BZE TLEWR) 775 v A0 ]
— L OBEDSIT AL NE b OO, FNL L
OEMOERIE R EIN TR,

D X2, @DIZDWwTid, CFA/MGCFA k T fl
B SSA IZ X o TERZZERMVEINL F — A
D2VWT, TORRKA%Z O "> T, CFA/IMGCFA O
BEET—5 o [TEHE] 25w THEk] &
W) DS b o TW LI REM R RIET 5 & &
BT, FERER SSA DA 1EdH HHHE D SSA ¥ v
TIZBTE @] 77— % &I [BALZKE
R 2L70FT L0 MEND Do TV AT HE
WEREL TS, LAL, 2OL) ik
RIZIE, EZFTORBICEEEFLLDTH-
T, FDOZ L% SOICHEMMICERT AT
RENTWZR W,

PLEAS, Oreg etal (2011) (I2BWTid, [&
DIEWIAZE] A5, BAEMICED L) RHNETH S
POV TIE, THICEm SN e VwEF Lo T
Who TORIE, EEHESOTRT S A
2B % [AIEME (creativity) | &\ 9 2 &
LT, OO THRELHRTHLEVDI LR 2
e\,

(2) Oregetal Tid. #0E LR SOHE
REOZLYE (validity) ICO2PWTERSINTE
D . Oreg et al. ® MGCFA % SSA |2 X % 5 #T @
HRE, e LT [+ 2852 K
il o TEEE E oY% (cross-national va-
lidity) ] # 7 R T25HDTH L EREwmOTTw
b0 LML, INHDFFETOMEIC & o THER
ENLEDIE, REOHEZ Y (scale’s structural
validity) IZBRSNTW A BEIEETRE25 9,
b L. BesrEMIcBWT, (BRSO EITAE
LEWVIEKRT) [W—LENRERIIOVTE
. ZoORZEORRE (BEOBEMEHEONZED
AHE R EN) (Il O N/ LT, &£
BB TE S LGB 2 FR 0GR & L COITE)
MR LR LTI, FUIR—0B L %l -
TWABEZZDLED I I

(3) RE#MRETLEVIEAICIE. FOH%
HIZBWT, #HHTAEMEHOEKRTAEZA
P, KR E L B EOBRAIZEDLLDOTHD S
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EWHHTH 20, e E)MIRTAHZ &
HK DG HM (reasonability) 2VER S b, L
Pl 9 L7- %R AT, s g
LD L 725D TH b, 2O LiL
KM Z UM (face validity) oD [ RE 2 [ B Ib 85
S ALREBEFAEICBBCORIHb b N& 9
W) EERHLIZODTHLELE LD, TOE
BRCiE, WERED [EREIE Eoz41% ] %1
LT 5I12H 725 TiE, MGCFA % SSA 12 & -
THELLE - L2 B CRBOHIEE 7V AF
FAWRETH L LIy RGO NZE LT, £
DIERERDOEBYEIZOWTEEB L 2T %S
VO TIE WA, BEIE. REAWZLMER. B
HVIIRETHH OWNERZ 4 (content validity)
2DV T ORETIE. I[@‘ktﬁi%%i%ﬁﬁ(i)$~®
B, S ToORSE LT LHmEICT T Thbh
T HEARICY UTLTwééw\twm%ﬁ%
LEEZOND, FNDFDOFE THEEOETHHE
ML HEIICRIET 2 & W) S E Tl wvweED
TRRVD, EW)HEEELIIRERLTBE
Vo ZNTIIEREE O RIS BT 5 EHIYE S
T, WHENZ LS Z MRS AEEREDL ) 2 d
DTHDEREBDIEDL ) Do #YELIZER 205,
MGCFA |2 X 2 WEAZEMEO R L, R 722
BHOIEEIZ OV TR TV LT TH Y, £
T2 4 1 R A Z 4 P AY, 6] CRE RO & D %4
e, BRSNZHEHEIC L o T, #NEho
ECHATLTHERR SN TV A Z EEDTCr Y T &
N300, Zhe b, SHITMPE1YL
HTHDHOP, 7 EMEMFASINLERETH S
Ja

(4) P EIZHRRTEATHEOKEO b 7257
FEHR L LT, Oregetal. I, 2XD L) LFEMA
THEL TV 5D,

“ CFA |2 & o T, [2ALICK 3 2 840 DEE
W DR UYL S 720

- MGCFA 12 & » T, 17 »EIZ B F % partial
metric invariance D FAEILAES S 72,

- WERERY SSA 12 & 5 T, RTC O D DR IE
—routine seeking, emotional reaction, short-term
G S A EEIHE H R
SSA ¥ v TOWUS DI 7 7 A8 — AL (clus-

focus, cognitive rigidity

tered) S72,

ST, 2 CHIEIE, FERERY SSA 12X 21K
 [HHBEIMNSOFEEIC s 7 A —fbg i
ERBLTnwBLATH L, . ToOHEMEL
EZHINE VS &L SSA L) ko IR
Mg S LC, [#EikIE 7 9 A% —Tld%e v (Re-
gions are not clusters) ] (Shye, Elizur with Hoffman,
1994) L ENTVDLHIZIENE L%V,

COREL)DLEMEMICHHL TB RS
3. ENiE, 2D L) I12% b, Bl 21X, SSA
Yy FIIBWT, EHMGEIS NIz, HDHEBANIC
Tay NENLEOESLRVEE, FiUL.
D L) HRPEBUSKIG T 2 EMIEE O vk
5CTHho T, HANCEL OEMEE 2 #f LTk
B biX, SSA VY TOZFOHEE I 7Oy b &
NLE TS IEWIZRbIZTTHDE, 29 LT,
SSA ¥ v FIZBWTIE, 20 LD s (EME
H) o792 — B/ TLFEH)] Tidh
Ky 2089 i (BRMEHE) PHEIND [#H
W I CZFEREHLDTH D, ZDEIE, Lo
X, FEOT7 7y b THA VBV THEFS
N5 [EMIEHE & Structuple & @R | 11

H i (2018a. p27) — & SSA~Y v 7
pR—ExIEE L ETHS R

L b

PlE25 LT, Oregetal (X, %28, SSA < v
TOEBSENIBWC, [FE] & [7F725 —]
HEICX L R 720 TH A ) o LT
Oreg et al. 2%, SSA &\ 9 iz | 13D DK
FEORE LR L L2, BT — 2 58T ok
&thﬂbﬁw\%ﬂ%77%/b-77m~
F—7T 7y b TS TRV N TS
VYA, 77Ey b)) ———D=— RO
HMOKRDO LR BEST LI E Lrdot-nb
TEB25 9 2o TORIE. Oreg et al. DFEFEH
SSA DFH DR ARDE R L VbR Tl b
e\,

(5) Oregetal. l&. [CFA - MGCFA & # FiE 1)
SSA LD A D L] R HI1TY
7o T [SNBZODOFEIZL MR OE N
X, ZNS ZOoDHEOHAENH G D i 8
\EEETSH] (p239) &

(complementary value)



— 32 — Mo R E 138y

RRT 5,

L2l FEELPLTEL06IE. ZOL) Rk
Hb, HEDLST, LT LWL DL ITV R
e ZHUEL [ZNE oD EOME I
EIMIE] ONEPEAIZHELN TRV
I 7% 5%\, HEDIZ, Oregetal. (2011) 12
BWTIE, NS00 HEIZ L o THEpNIH
MEIE THET 585 &b [REeDE
Gl BHLIEPELPIIEINLEE DI, FO
&9 AERIZIZ. FNENOFEORE D
STWVLTHHH) T EWRBEEINZ, LAl 2
CTH, ZOLX) ZoRgid, EZETHREICE
EFToTBY, FOI L%, E5IC technical |2
RS 2 AR ENLEDITTH R, /2, #
NHOFMAE O CoT [ToAE] & LTosl
H @ substantive 22 SRR SN D DIF T 2
Molze VR LIZEZH, ZoOmb, RIEDHE
LENLEEREVDRITIUES 5%,

(6) W ZIC, Oregetal IZ. KWL THE S
2. 2EDE) b ) —o0NEmIN B IEE
FTwa,

KIFFEE, [BAE~OBH W ZIWIT] L)
S E. BEOE iz, AL
~N)V (individual level) | T, Z @ (meaning)
HIA (share) ENTWVWDB I EZIRBLIZ, &
9 LT, RTC REIZE F & F 2B/ IZB W
T 4 AN [ZEAb~DOEEN 23] % s
LI FATRE L o720 TiE, [BL~DE
B Pt o [#£ A4 1 L X)L (aggregate
leveD) ] IZBWTh, MLLHIZ, ST 4HE
S AL RBUITTRE TH B e v & Fhidae
CHMOMBETH 5, [HABL XV IZBIT 2
[ DM (X, X 0 EROFEHEALM O LK
TR D [WNE % £ # (necessary crea-
tion) ] TlEdH > Th., [T45 % &E#E (sufficient)
T ¥ %\ (van de Vijver and Poortinga, 2002) &
Vo

2212, Oregetal ORI T 5 L 912, [HEA
LV ] 25 [HEL V] ~OFEREIITSE
DEFAOT=OIZIE. —FH O BRI HH A o
fig] &, Mo [7—=8 5 HoFHEE O] &
V) ORI B B HMEIEASEE S ND

LWl B, TD &) HRREICE L Tld. Hofstede
(1980 = 1984) . Hofstede, Hofstede and Minkov
(2010 =2013) . Schwartz and Bilsky (1987) .
Schwartz (1992, 1994) . Schwartz et al. (2012) .
Triandis (1995 =2002). Smith and Bond (1998 =
2003) LB E LT, 2% OWROERLH
b0 2H9LT, Z2IThH, ZOT7—~IlTEHKL
LT 2=l o [ efGEoRE] &
[# L WIRIEOHOFE R ] 25, SHhOBEELRE
LR BDTH b,
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Statistical Techniques for Assessing Measurement

Comparability in Cross-National/Cross-Cultural Research:

Multiple Group Confirmatory Factor Analysis
and Confirmatory Smallest Space Analysis

Kazufumi MANABE
Tadahiko MAEDA

Koki SHIMIZU
ABSTRACT

This paper is a sequel to our previous paper entitled “Measurement Equivalence/
Invariance in Cross -National/Cross-Cultural Research” (Kwansei Gakuin University
School of Sociology Journal, No.137). Previously, we examined the development of
studies on measurement equivalence/invariance in cross-national/cross-cultural research
by focusing on the statistical technique called multiple group confirmatory factor analy-
sis (MGCFA).

Diverse statistical techniques have been developed for assessing measurement
comparability such as confirmatory factor analysis (CFA), MGCFA, multidimensional
scaling (MDS), item response theory (IRT), and latent class analysis (LCA). We fo-
cused on MGCFA in the previous paper because this technique has been the most
widely used in cross-national/cross-cultural research.

However, any statistical technique has its advantages and disadvantages. Here, we
attempt to methodologically examine these techniques to test measurement compatibil-
ity. As the first step, we deal with MGCFA and confirmatory SSA. We have two pio-
neering research examples that compare these two techniques.

1. A series of studies on psychological trait called “dispositional resistance to change”
was initiated by Shaul Oreg.
2. A series of studies on “basic human values” was initiated by Shalom Schwartz.

In this paper, we begin with the first example. This study is the first instance to
use both MGCFA and confirmatory SSA to test the compatibility of psychological
trait, dispositional resistance to change. This is the discussion of the first section of this
paper.

The second section summarizes the basic ideas, main features, and practical proce-
dures of the MGCFA and confirmatory SSA techniques.

The third section presents a literature review of the empirical research on “dis-
posal resistance to change” by Oreg. et al (2011). Their research question, procedures,
and results of data analysis are traced and examined in detail.

The final section presents a methodological discussion of the problems and pros-
pects of their research. It also suggests a future direction for development in this field
of study.

Key Words: measurement compatibility, cross-national / cross-cultural research, statis-
tical techniques, multiple group confirmatory factor analysis (MGCFA),
confirmatory smallest space analysis (SSA)



