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* # % 7 & (Research Method) °

Xt3F(Alignment) —— —FhEEY Z B4R DA

B EET MOEAC
(TR B/ E bR b, E 1 361102) C T TREFEH MAERE %5, E1T 361005)

H E BABABAANREZGERKRTEEZRNE T LT IR, FILAEB0ERILR % B4 CFA AT &-2%
ey BIE e T, R EELBARLETFT2AREELERA.SFEEZ TR TREME, BiTHBMN
Blag R b At e @ Mt T AR Z B, XENLT A4 CFA fost Tk R, 2 A
EH 4 A FARAAHE IR LANAEILHF R 5 4 kIR 4o T A2 Mplus 300 F A2 8 3 ik SATAR R, FHE 4 T xb 7
TR AL Bk, BT ARkt S e AT R R

(R SRASH, A CFA; MEFla i, ok, REFEENRRT

HES B84l

1 HRE=R T . IE R R T RRIR A 24 5, M

, VA DR Ay 3K — R S T AT AG + B A e i A
AL GE R SETERF T v, P ZE A B T LK AR 2 e R e .

. o \ - . TR (Billiet, 2013) . Piurko %5 AT T 25 BRI TG
SR T 725 ok A, 8 BB /i ) TR 3R OR i R SO 0 A . R e . .
N 0 , VRN WK KN RO < A2 e A7 B OB S B, & B
i, JRWRIE R X U 3 2R B R AR, B v e PO o

o o1 PN e e R (0 AR AT BB RGN B9 A R 32 SCE R (A
A LIz FH R 0 B R R AR AT — . R " N ~ NN

e AR, SR By, 4 E L ERAA ). FLEECER
ok, BT E A A R A R — O T LA B A , . X

X . . i (AnFE T A JE A —EERY (Piurko et al., 2011), FFLA
TR LB, R 3R 43T e 24 JUT A5 3] 1) 4 3 3ot 21 D o s N

o SN A - R A <2 R0 A7 i BUA M 1) FE B R A 26, R

SRR A I AN R F AR AR U B AT RE AT i AS [+, _ Cht o e e A o n
o U N FERARZEAEETREIFAGHE, B2, &
W DR I AN R A4 H AT HL A AT RE A7 7E M) e R ,
. FTLL K30 9 AT L bk (comparability) i 50 T 5 4k B AE R TR BEOAR 22 8] 1 ] gt o B
S L 4 2 R HY, ’ 1 o .,
T O I WOR L4 T He, TR AT %
MR AZ CE R R, — e EpR T - N
- . N P 1539y ORI R B E A RE B2 AT RS AL LA
TSR R R, RE TSR M i e e N
. o s e o HAE, HEcw F i — iR 06 2k B2 vT e ek 1
E & B Billiet XFERIN 4 55 oM S5 385 1 Iy A % BE 4180 0 P I 40 BT (2 BEAL CFA
~ o . P ZH v = z )
HEAT TWRSE, & BUAE LA o [ 5 0 Lo, +

multiple-group confirmatory factor analysis), ff5%

HAr tE R — & 2 5% LTS ER . , g N

Eéiimg%g%%;;ﬁﬁffgﬁgiﬁ AT LUE 2 B CRA K AR08 0 Bk 4 2
N A ZH, = b= R AE i

. 4 (measurement invariance, Davidov et al., 2014;
—HIZ ! EE2 4B THEEIE . 0 ) . ‘
) A T ’ LR PE R S50 o ) 5 1E 2 P A 4 A A B
=3 . N N J 2/%4 /'ﬁ\' )
{H; %‘?:, Hﬁﬁ;’ii ;L:jf@( E%;Iffsgfﬁﬁiﬁ #E(configural invariance I¥, pattern invariance). K%
IA LRI e (= N N R >%

—— e i [H % (metric invariance ¥ weak measurement
BOCHA e 5 9 252, TS A O 5] L (

invariance). # [ {H E (scalar invariance BY, strong

measurement invariance) . 5% % {H % (uniqueness

Weks HH: 2018-03-08 invariance ¥ strict measurement invariance), H#
WAEEE: EEREE, E-mail: wencong001@xmu.edu.cn J % -t J % 15 % (factor variance-covariance
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invariance) . [A 2 ¥J{f {5 £ (factor mean invariance)
S MEIEE P RORK TR, R
f14 DXL 2R B H A% DR R B sE (AN A A T Y
PH] 3% 28 47 J2& AH [6] (1) (Marsh et al., 2017; Millsap,
2011; Vandenberg & Lance, 2000; Wang & Wang,
2012; Widaman & Reise, 1997), Kz fiix &
BOE AL AN EL A A R Y PR B H AR Al
TR PR A PR3 8 fH 5 s X AN ]
MIRE, R A — P i A8 A (00 I A2 & = A=
R 28 P A T ), G 60 12 AR B i A 15 S AH [ [
FRHCH TR R B A TR Y SR A b P BE
A v A [ B 28 A AR A5 £ TR 3R 2 AT s 4B i R
IRRTT AR AL, LI AR & (1) 9) 16 2 BUE 2 A1
() By, G 9 12 R B HEAE B AR TF] R R 454 . A
[F) 149 PRI 28 280 A7 (4 R At b — 25 0 A A rp O[]
HAEMFERBIE, FREHEHF K, BT
SEMR YRR AE S AE E R BATIRE KR, B
G 58 33 S ) A 5 M AR A B T T ST AR AL
PR A AR 5 AR A (AT A e B2 AR AR, o5
N, R R R B, R
AN TR 2L P AR L DR 3R A P S i A )
FE, U AN [ T 20 X A 9% 4 B 09 B AR ),
I AT AR AS [R)RE 20 1 PR R MM R AT B e, R
FEARRI R AE AT 4 8 R E S5

R HH SEUEMT 50 R A Bl i Z HE2H CFA R
RARBFHMEEARRE LRI ZER, Wik
TR RIME I B2 R4 CFA F RIA 22K
™ T 4 AU AR E R A BEEA T R 1R) PR R KA
PO, TR T RO AE VR 2 O T TR L .
TEX ST LT, 28R E il S B T 4
H(modification index) il — L& 2 K R & Sk vl 3%
BEALI G, T RE 2 79 3 8 0 R 1 E AR, Ak

R BT T A A i — b S B RR (R N,
2014), HIEZA1EZ AP CJFE XN pattern invariance, 5
configural invariance 7 FiAN[A] . %t F configural invariance,
WTFZ TS E PR S TEE”, EH N —FEIEAR
T, — 5, <G RL B SR structural, LN
configural 4 [6] -7 I A& 2 O —Jr i, 40 b SCHT IR,
configural invariance 1245 HF4L I Z 4549 B B M, #1%
F45 2y (E AR A B AR T 09 R Z i AR, R A
configural NUA B R E5H — B0 & X, A B R Ho id g
TEL—3 & o 45 EFFR, configural invariance Y H 30
SCRR SRR TE E ”, 255N RN e B,

HEATHIME LA . {2 Asparouhov Al Muthén 7£ 2014
AEAR S, BB ERR BT RS E RN T T
SRR, A B 5 4h, il B IEFR B TR
R I 7T i T B0 0 JF AS IE 8 1 38 43 1 8 A 7R
TRl Ay 7 1 A 78 AR fe gl R S 5S4 22 FE
(Asparouhov & Muthén, 2014), Marsh %5 A-H7E
2017 4FE4R Y, BRI E R AR IS EOT LIS
SRR A BT (03 4 AR E A AR A, H kA
FF AN RE LR UEAT B0 BAT 22 19 [ 2 2 {H (Marsh et
al., 2017), HUL, Y#EETE @ Qa4 s, dnfofghss
PEAT 4[] s — L LA SR 2 MR

Asparouhov Fl Muthén 7£ 2014 4E32H T —F
“XFFF (Alignment) )73k, HAMKEEREEE 2, H
T B AL e 1) K 224 B0 R AU E R e TT LA
A7 R Z 18 HL B (Asparouhov & Muthén, 2014), Xt
FOTEA AL G A A2, AR T
MGG Tk M . BTk B — X L B
Jrik HBEAE Mplus FF L SC SRR, X 5535 H
H R AR A SRR S TR . A SCAEE R
O E R EIR LR HET AR, s R E A
4 AR A B B A (8 WA 5 S5 461 8 8 s 4n
ful s X 53 AT SRR 5E .

2 MFHENRE

M — e B L BB T, H— IR X
LUV
y=a+bx+e (D)
Hohy SRR, WAl ROy SRR R, XN
Aer y b b R o x O AR, L] RSk B
ARk, PSRRI AL B, XA BRA x il b %L
o a N, SEEHLS y fA S BUE, B
x =0, WEEER y MRS HE. b ARER, Wit
JEH L, BT AR x B3
RN y IrE e e ook 2s, AERMMIES
TR B D B, IR IEZS oA o SRR I ik T
I 728 T DR AR ] e — R R PR R
TN RAE — B [l R AL A ) 2 R A
LML Z HELL CFA B R AL
Yipg =Vpg + Z’lﬁmgmmg + Eipg (2)

m=1
Horby NS, JR T AR R v N,
5 BE AL, AU AL ) 4R 2 B
(AR, Mok, (WBKHE, ™R, BZR, 2008);
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— BT 2 B ik 183

AR ZE BT, YT — L v BT R A AR, 1R
RINE n B2 —A 57 A8 AH B VLI A | AR
B W E, R ) 4 2 P 4% L AR e e
ALERYERE, ST — v AR x
AR oo IXLEESHAT LU TR A B FEAL
. O E . REIBFE PSR, FTUA T
Pro e p=1,2-, p, WA R FEG m=1,2-,
m, HHRTFEG g =1, 2, g WHATFEG i = 1,
20, i R g IS AR R e PIME
N0, FEN 0, WMIESME; B ng BIEN
O JT 25 o IR IEZS 53 o

T ST Bt 38 A s A TR sl R o 4%
41 n (A B RGN A5 A RE AR B AT
A ARTR, PR 2R 8 iy 1 A e B A ) B E TR R
Ak R A5 B IR R AT A ARTRD, AR 1 ke
A ) P A PR 3 A 1 R T Ak B
B v MR S

NS Z R4 CRA I G MRS 30 6 1L T A
fHE, BT LA E B s i B 2R e B AR RS E
TR BRAL, A E vl b, nT DL N A
AL R A AT He A o (B AR AR S (s T A
21 DA 28 28R A 0 R T 5 4 K 2 0 A5 R o T 4,
TE SCBR AT 5T T AR MEAS B0 L, G H R R Ay
B2k, MR ZWEHE, WIRZH CFA &
P G 00 AN T L R R, IR 4N SRR,
HIF 5 3 B0 A9 52 358 2 A B A A 70 o AR W 75 51 1
BRAAAL, 2[R DR R M A A TR T

TEZBEA CFA M B BB E T, WEY
RN 2 7 29008 g, JCkst A hAi, 4
2 ) 1) DR 2R A5 0 e A IR 2L 18] 11 DR 2% 240 {8 L AR
TEIAT o A 4 BB T R 2 A8 a7 e S AR
fisE, WERFEMAZEA GG AR, 5
R T R A R R A 4 ) PR R A AR B
41 CFA ARIA), XF 5747 410 PR 2R I L g 2 3
FAe EE E R

15 5 H4) 1 SE B A Sl MO, o AR EE N &
BT 5 IR Vg0 T Apgoo MO ZERAG R R EGAL N
B 0, Jr2Eh 1, B RELH T EAAN N 2R 4

Moo= (1g=ate) | Jy, 3)

W EF, ST ik A 28 &40 A A R B4
(metric), J7 B[RO0 A% £ 64T LLEE, XF STk
BRI HEAL BT A I AR

LI AR S5 %) 7 22 FNSAELAN T SR -
V (pe) = Ang‘//g = ing,O “
E (Vpg) = Vogthpglty = Vpgo &)
P38 3t 2 XA 4 AT LAAR 3

Apg.0 =Apg \/E (6)
A
Vieo = Vygt 222 o @)
g0 Pg \/Vg g
S TAL BRI ag Ty, A7 5007 O R BE
vy M ZERA Ay, A1 BB A MO AT A1

ALERAE, I HL T U i3]

2
y) pe-0 ®)

pgl = \/E

il ©)

Viel = Vyeo — O
pg.1— Vpg,0 g\/l//7g

3 T A 2N R 0 R R BE o FIE
TE we, FFHRE TR ) 4 B H e A AT
AH (RIS VAU B A DG ZR 1550 R X R Y PRI R 48 A
FEFE v, MAWES | EA, ERLUT S
K %% (total loss function) F #d/Mb, HEIATSEL
AEE W R/NME, WERERRE] T R a e
FEREAY

F=3" 3% W (Apers = Apgaa ) +

p gl<g2

z z ng,g2f(vpg1,1 _Vng,l) (10)

7 gl<g?
XtHFALE X g1, g2, HRUEAI 2 fif
AY 22 538 5 43 2 V8 PR 4 (component loss function)
O A SRR F O TR
Mplus H 5 FH X 5532 43 B it 47 FH 90 3 0 oA
B f TR
f(x):\/\/x2+£ (11)
Ak e H—ME/NWIEE, BET fBE B —B
HELFRCAA f 0 — B g s 5, BORRE F
B4k a3 # (optimization process)ZE 1S H &5, JF
T SR F T . U R R f A%
T flx] o MK BREF IS 5 /IME A 2 A
HAT B R AN TE E S ORI 43 3 AUE 22 19
SR LR, KES /S BORUE 2, AFH#E
SR ZH 22 5 x BT 0, f(x)=Afl x|, Uitk
IME; T OBBROAEESE, TEEIEW
FAEDL . 24 x<l I, f(o)>x, SHONTEE TR,
BRI ANTH B SN B AN 28 S 8503 R AR A
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AEEVEMBETE/N, 2 x> B, fo)<x, SN
E 8 PR B, KA E S H B /NAR
5 2 B R AS 1 M S ) R B R BT LA,
RYE £ R, x B FA GBS B/ME . WSR2
A DR x REEEE, R4 x YR B KN
xR, BB, RO E E P
HZ . ORI EFA e R8I B R RN/ Nk
i, HEBR T A5 AT R RS

AR, BIEE R F I Wy 0 H
o B WA 20 R /NI R S B2 S B T i e e
BRI TR 2 B A /0N B TR 4 T A 5 5 R B 110 Bk
Ko BRI AR

Wa1.62=NgNgs (12)
o Ngy il Ngp AT — X REAL g1 g2 HIRE
EN T
M EWRE F #sMUiE, B TR A
PR T I 250 1 192 B2 (7 Mplus R 55—
), Fruinl LA EIBR T S IRBF AN T B £ 1
AR Jr 22 S BB i R #3948, it
2g-1 S8 R TR S IR T A R R 7 24
X, FERMHAUTSERE, 2w = (poxx
ARE
Yixyx Xy = 1 (13)
FEIXEL, X FF9E ORI L4 Sk [ E A AT A B
AR AR, LX) 2 T 5 A Ak B il 2 R 20
WEME a; R 0, HHEEANKE o B HEATT
Asparouhov Fll Muthén Ir U BT 5 s,
HECH N 2 SRR AT NME S S, FEE
AR ZAR T A m B, AR AR T
2 JF HABERUATE 2 B, i A SR A0 T [
AL 1 (Asparouhov & Muthén, 2014),

3 RHIKA

XF FEEAE S — BB 75 1%, 18 SCUERT ST b 4 il
MIHAZ . EHRIETEL, FXE Mplus X
12 e X 5 322 4 T 0 4 20 BRBEAT T — A B
4. B, M FFEE AT AR LR PO IR

D)E Je221T EFA, K360 #r i 0 i R 451
JE AR MBI B ZE A AR, AnSRANTE, DA

? Mplus 7.1 BA_F 095K PERRA B S 485 1611 % 55 25 3BT B0
HITIRE o

FWATHA )L,

) H R T Z B CFA 7H, K4k el
I AR E . D SRR R AR R, A
RUEBCN RIS R BIA, 20T LIEAT e (A R 2R
BIA L, A DB X Sk, R AR
LRI E S, AT LS A X SR

3SR T B HIXS ik, AR i ot 5% 4 48
) S B 1 100 32 38 1 2 P A B8 v b2 ) PR AR Bk
AT

NIRRT I T BT R RISBIUBISE . 1
A EAT BT ST 0% B 0] LR T BB Y 1
S, AT DU 50X SR A TH S S B B
Pk, WA LU S 2408 PUE 2 15

A, 283 48— S R X 5% 35 20 i 1 1
BHI YRR S, RAECh R R, HER
XNFESHAEITERARROEALR
(Asparouhov & Muthén, 2014), 244 R Hp AN H 52 1Y
SELRIRF] 25%0F, ToZdE— 5 B R
¥ 56 %t 5% 9% B9 F %1k (Asparouhov & Muthén,
2014). GnARTEEHAT RGBT A
Mplus F1{# FH svalues $§ SR FAX kIR S
b HaE R, VRN 0BG . AR
PR ZESEATEE AR R, Toik W 2 il
fHRE, XSRS B A HRUCR .

TR, BERHEE 4 AFRARERN
ML 58 92 B e R 2 2 BEAL CFA BRI
R T AR, IO 25 A P X6 5 A A
RIS R DVE 8 M, o TR AT IR R I E L3,
ZHARRRATE 4 DN ARHE SRS
4692 # 2k, Horf A 2R 2729 44, BAERE 615 4,
C %1% 455 44, D 2FHE 893 44 . 4 4145 B HE
AEE L, T LI R X 55k AT B R AR AR B
Ko WO N 4 B, HEE S,

31 EFA ##f

AT AT FH B BR800 £ 32 2 BN AR 2 4R
2#[n] % (Assessing Multinational Interest in STEM)
F T Ak A& 2R (Maltese et al., 2014), g 1 Fix.
RV AN A | S THUERMZE T I =4
depE, flifH 4 HERQAERE, 2AKEE, 3.
W EE , 4 BE)WIB BTG, A % IE

P OAHESE S BB FARSE Mplus BB 2 HERE
OSF M 25, WUH 420« hitps://osf.io/k34sg/
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IRERERSE: XF 57 (Alignment)

— BT 2 B ik 185

B AC AR LR, BN TIHER HER
BEfar”,

*1 EERRINENEROHEERIT

gt s RIS 1y 2
QU ATl R R RFHL R
Wodir Qs HEMEA
Q9 WRFEEL R AT T S A
Q@ HRKE
Q3 IR LR T
A A% y S
Q4 YA O R T
Q6 RIEIRMEMAAES
gy, O DRI

Q8 RITUAMER

f#F Mplus k3217 EFA J&, ik 2 fir
715 YR Ty DR 28 0 1 R A 3 4 R ) 365 19 4 B2 3
e, BRI T RHEEA R S

#2 MEREHEZREHE(N =4692)

T F1 F2 F3

1. A Bh T Al Hp2 R SR FIER 5 (R 4 0.767

2. AR R 0.742

3. ORISR S 1 0.833

4. PAF— A BRI T A 0.625

5. Hhf A 0.828

6. RIEFHRIKANGE T 0.689

7. AR LS 0.671
8. IR MEER 0.705
9. Mo At o R SR AT BB R L A 0.717

T RARBETE 5% BRI H) 1 3%

3.2 ZfLHE CFA o#h

Syl PR A AL A e e . R e e .
FEIEE, (1] Mplus {1217 Z BE 4] CFA & fH
FEMRL, BRE 3 FURMBEAIALE R, W
H BB R HE AR, RIE ERL. &5t
MERMITE S, R AZEMES A B E X
NEF) p AEFE 5% AR DX ) $6 4 i 1E 5 A
T2 o 1 A A AR AL, T
TR R AR g AR A, PR ORI R 4 4 N 5F
K 50 3 AL A P, aE T S AT R R B
HH,

#* 3 FHAZEE CFA HHTIEEEMREERME
BIHIEEER(N = 4692)

FEEAY ZHBH FHE AmE p i
ey i fE 2 120
HEHMEE 102

1028.009 96 <0.001
1058.646 114 <0.001

R 84 1120.288 132 <0.001
faf 1H 58 X

ﬁ{“ﬂ,mﬂ@ - 30.638 18 0.0317
B H

3 IERED.

ﬁﬁﬁjmﬁm - 92279 36 <0.001
B

2H ‘E'—"r‘

éﬁaﬂyjﬁtﬁﬁ - 61.614 18 <0.001
frfE 2

33 MFES

43 S I O A Sk A A B AR AR SRR A
Mplus B HATX FH k4087, 158U S50R
el e 25 S A R R S EAG TR . (5 SCE
5T UIE W 81 28 DAL TR A5 10 O 25 SR A T &, it
RN TR 43 B2 LA S A5 B ) S H U 45 50
M= 4 RS EOELIEE SRR, i e
FR R A DU E 2, X SRR 81 T #HAR M 2
B, RN R E B YIS AT, Wi R —
i ZHE4 CFA B, PR 28 2 far 1 S A5 26 0 48
ERIAIER PR 2, R WE LB T T. X
—FHRE, X353k 5 IR T #2415 22 26 far A
1 57 42 A 198 20 (B8, 3 3 AR 46 R 36 3 ey ANl
BB 2 B0 3 DL 8 A AS ) 2 R 38 B4 R) 19 L
BB AT e, XA ZHF 4 CFA —K
Peth. IR S IR~ A ZEBE LB R,
B 4 WE S TRHEA 1.2,3; WNFE 6 IIRIAEHE
EWEILRKRTE, BEAE 2 it 3 BEETR4A

R4 BSBUEEESR(N = 4692)

SR EUEEAN)| SEIER ST UE )
AR PH 2 2 Ay
Y1 1,2,3.4 Y1 1,2,3.4
Y2 1,2,3.4 Y2 1,2,3.4
Y3 1,2,3,4 Y3 1,2,3,4
Y4 1,2,3,4 Y4 1,2,3,4
Y5 1,2,3,4 Y5 1,2,3,4
Y6 1,2,3,4 Y6 1,2,3,4
Y7 1,2,3.4 Y7 1,2,3.4
Y8 1,2,3.4 Y8 1,2,3.4
Y9 1,2,3,4 Y9 1,2,3,4
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1,4, %8R| 4 FrBi)ZRBHET R 4>1>2=3, XT
FEIE I FTAE 5 2 H 4 EREAC 985 B2 A AH
Fb 211 BE A RS 3 A e A 2 2 B J S 0%
W EAPIBE R 2E A A L 985 BEtss B 211 BEd
2 O 22 BB I Y S5 1 A — BRI,
IAE, ¥ EE, 2016),

#=5 DAXNBERNHELLRLER(N =4692)

W4 mas 2 Rl wf?gi%
1 4 0.162 2,3,1
2 2 0.038
3 3 0.028
4 1 0.000

*6 ZFERMHELLERLER(N = 4692)

N A
W& meals CESSLL ﬂi?EZ%
1 5 0.163 1.4
. ; 0.127 1.4
. 1 0.000
) . ~0.014

34 FREFFIFEUAR

FE 55 =5 0 55 1 43 vh 0T R W 4 A
7 DAL 0 A ORISRk LAy, BT LAEE
X, R 245 R RS A B S
B THEE R AT SR RIS BT 5, R 560 4
S SR I X 5575 B A BT 4 BT S 8 1 E S A
fHEME, BEE LMmAGTH&DNSE AU R R
i PN TR B30 R % 550002 5 e A 125 A S 80
PRUEA PAS, — I A 55k 1) PR 28 34 (i B S (e A
fETHE R AL, R RIAE BB T 20 8E
2% ZRAHN R N R IE R iR 2, it
W2 R 3R P 1) T 2 0 TR 2 45 41 190 30 28 0 22 119 °F
JrmEnARE, RSB THROR . BT iR
ANERGE, HS S A TS B0 Jr 25 1 g i
SETCARAG T o BRI FE 0 S R ARy B9 L,
Ve 4 DB, 5 E SR AR R LR AR
(2729. 615, 455, 893), ‘LN EIRLAHLCH 500,
il R 58 =25 11 DA A5 B0 0 S B0 T 45 S gk
A7 B LA XS 554 A, T A B A B kA5 2 Y
ZHAGTHEE AT A B ARAE X FF 00, A EILLE
R BEAG A5 R M R iR R . N

R T FURIINRIEMT AR, W EE R
ATk BT 55 1 RE B Al 45 A 2 1y IR SR B 1
EAEHT A phy D0 P51 00 5k PR R P (A o 3
TERMmZE, THEEZTNR, WMEBL T
1.3, WK 8 PRy R ITiREI 4 R A,
PIRNE TR 2ROy 22 B 5 iR s se ), 2
F i LSk e 45 N R B (E L i3 J7 iR 2 AR 2R
TRERAT L. THRESFNER, Ahmitik

=7 EMEENEZRHEMRITER(N=4692)

I E 1t A
5fiE S| sk fiHE sk A
FLAH FLAH
4 1

AR ZE 0.000  0.000 0314 0221

FLTERE 0.000  0.000 -0.081 -0.072

ZHRE 0.000  0.000  1.848  0.520
a2

MAIGBAZE 0.038  0.040 0351  0.261

HETENE 0075 0.079  -0.004  0.008

ZFHE 0.163  0.164  2.009  0.682
4 3

AABFZE  0.028  0.033 0339 0.252

HETEHRE 0.065 0.070  -0.018  —0.002

ZTHER 0.127  0.129 1975  0.648
B4 4

ANAERHE 0162 0.163 0472 0.381

FEETERE -0.005 -0.006 -0.086 —0.077

ZUHRE -0.014 -0.021  1.810  0.484

#= 8 MMEZEMNBERHAREITELER(N =4692)

I S AAL S i NS KR A=R7S
WE bRdEX HE hRifEE

AR 2
el 0.036  0.016 0224  0.179
EYiF 0.046 0.020 0.046 0.020
HATHER R
ESSLE 0.038  0.017  0.184  0.141
W T % 0.050 0.022 0.050 0.022

PSSOl 0.041 0.018 1.527 1.139
FSEWIE 0.060 0.025 0.060 0.025
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SEAGTH N R E B O R 22 A F) 1,527, 1
72 AL S X — R AL 0.041, 5% LTk,
FEASTR A B 58 BT 15 2 (R 5% 25 4 T, (8 I [
SE AT X 553577 LULT- e A R 4,
P/, SO B T A sk
(S T3 o I RELEE =25 vl i A PR 22 48 £ R A AT
IERUEE, X—4518F1 Asparouhov 1 Muthén Ft
RO ADLBIE 5 e < A5 Y v A N S R, [
FEMRACTEL AR T A AR AL B I 451 A — X
(Asparouhov & Muthén, 2014). FFLA, 55 =H{LF
Hh T [ DR AR SRR X SRR T R B S UG
ESE

4 FERES5RE

WL AT ST, XA DA N Rt s 2
B2 CFA WA t#h s, Hm R TTmk2 T LASE R wF
200 1 A MR, A 5 2 ) L
25 F R ) ) PR R BB L e i B Y . AR LS 52
ZTE CFA, XF 37T LUA 50U A S 50 e
FE B, REAR G BE RS BE AT B R R
PRI S M), BT AL BRRC A 2 gl . &
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Alignment: A new method for multiple-group analysis
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Abstract: Comparing the latent factor means across groups need to test the comparability of the instrument.
Researchers usually test the scalar invariance to achieve this goal but often get unsatisfactory results. The
alignment is proposed under this background. It allows the comparison of the latent factor means by testing
the approximate invariance of the configural model parameters and has become a significant complement to
multiple-group CFA. This article gives a detailed description of the multiple-group CFA and alignment,
summarizes the research procedures and points to which researchers need to pay attention when applying
alignment, uses an undergraduates’ work value data to illustrate how to use alignment to do a research with
Mplus. In the end, this article summarizes the advantages and limitations of alignment and reviews its
research developments and empirical applications.

Key words: multiple-group analysis; multiple-group CFA; measurement invariance; alignment; Monte Carlo
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