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The effect of group mean differences upon factor analysis

A3 eH2) o] 4~d3)

= ite} ,

Cheongtag Kim, Soyoung Lee

of wio BAE JTEMelA AeA WrE FANAS W Aol U A%A AL fE
4 9 wolFy, YURE 1AW LAY FaAT 1 PYS AAtE Aotk AT
L& Agdold AT AnTzel tE BAA aARAdA JuAE PASGH Aurt AY
3 QY 29TRE vesh 2FS melFth olo] W Aoz EEAS % 4w
of WEWWI} FEY TEEYY] JUEAL ol geti W Fol ANHYL AT 2= e
AFE AA ARAM guo FFAl o Bt BAHEAE AP ARE o §tol
35 old @ BARE AT F dEAE welFY

The purpose of this study is (1) to demonstrate that ignoring group differences may
mislead to incorrect conclusion when analyzing correlation data (e.g., factor analysis), (2) to
highlight the importance of the data analytic method considering group differences, and (3)
to provide ways of incorporating group differences in data analysis. In study 1, ignoring
group difference in factor analysis may mislead to incorrect factor structure. To remedy
this, z-transform method and group analysis tool in covariance structure models were
suggested. In study 2, the group differences effect was illustrated by using real data (IQ
test data).

s o] ATE H3/ e e ATALY AAS WS
2) Aehe Qe ek Q149 @59y
3) Mgt Ae s



I A&

A

=
T

LAZA7IHAA Az

L
o

——
o

i
el
gyl
o

)
»AO
o))
i
A

T

oW
w

3
il
K

o
i

o
TR

o

= AbEshe Aol

2 w£g%

3}
S}

el

A A 8 AT

= O
=2 =

ol Al
EH’

ol

} SES)7} &y el A

3|

o] A3 A A A<l A Y (Social Economic Status, ©]

=]
5

il

~
BN
N

oy
wmo

Bo

bl Aol &

of & SES¢| &3
S|

oJ
=
I S 1y

A A

35

11]‘_0

=
=

SESe] male] ol

EAE1=ESls

4 ge AHeE

N

|

ol

o°
o
)
oy

T

)

0
K
el

0
ﬁo
H

ﬁo
%
e
sl

W

—

NI

1ol M A

7

w4l

|

o

= 9o
L =

ZAATAN ol A

1
.

1 ol A

T ool

o
1
oF

b
m
el
v

—

XH
™
—
o
A
jp

o
!

4r

= Simpson

=
=

(aggregation error)

°R

3 gkl A vhete Qe

24

94

o

|/

Simpson?] %4 (Simpson, 1951)

(contingency

F7b U
1w

15k9] o
table) & &

X

ol A et

4 x

)

;OH

sAke] mgol W A
2} 5 o] tH(Paik, 1985).

A7t Qe

H
T

3T
ar

ki3

s8e 24

b7l s el we @
WA L3t #A He g 184

o)
=

o YEAE

i
ol A

ToR

¢

R
L

AA BAke] dE 8RR dekx 57 A s gk



E L ORA LY dud wga/EEa 5
AL A H REER
L SR CE SR GCE
AL 550 1250 2950 800 3500 2050
gzl 4 1450 2750 1050 200 2500 2950
18E 27.5%  31.25% 73.75% 80% 51.3% 41%

Fol A yERG vRe} o], KA L} H BEFoA oo mgEo| |

EAROR fodtA He whARA L x’= 918 p < .01, ¥4 H x* = 149.06
< 0D, 7 FAE T AA ALY Ao = L3E HFAHLEEC] AN L&
BT} EAA R fo8A =rhx® = 33800, p < .01). waba] o] 2zl A

W9 B4E WwYHA B WHOE AR B AES W

& 7M1 A e=dE &6t
5 o] AABATE AFAA
AAE AEFstE A4S ek (Nunnally & Bernstein, 1994).
of , < Pearson®] AE4#AAT(ME T3 2F FtolA o
Eld wd#Ae} F#s Foust A#AFrE yEld & Utk (Pearson, Lee, &
Bramley-Moore, 1899; Wendt, 1976). oA g Q2 F7F ¥A5H Simpsono
M3 mpA R ST AAA S ZA3E SAeA o 5 Jds FAlsta F
AEHHQ x1 % x0 VS ot Az Jeel A deids ddd FaeAY o

= A#Es AETS U AdeE d olE 7}”1F(Spurious correlation) olg}x 3}
(Wendt, 1976). & 29 x13 x2&5 o583y 4 g9 Yel = Sha, Ae}
Bl FH o] Advkar 7HAskA He A A B°ﬂ’\1 x17% x2¢9] *o“?{r?:ﬂ*’?% Z}+ 7}

7}
+62, +38% AA Aol yutwteoy F AT AnE FdAAM FRAFE SotH
~442  FA4RE HAth(Nunnally & Bernstein, 1994). & J@S FAlshal #4138}
d, AAzs doleH Flsdo] A AudAd dsdHE = ska FA<Q

el vt AES g Aotk



X2
23
24
27
24
29
21
24
27
21
25

10
16
19
21
20
14
14
16
19
20

-
X

x1

L
-

X2
11
14
15
22
12
13
11
19
14

It gk (1) F

x1
18
19
32
24
34
28
31
25
30

2 ZT:I]?—]' Ag]’ Boﬂ’q X1, Xgiﬂ ;‘f—
37

Sockloff(1975)el 2] &}

-
R

2:; qmﬁubtﬂﬂa \mﬂ%oHJI\DrL

e A ,mw BN
] 0 f rs oo NPT
ﬂmuaw TR E L~ oW
o & o CALARS Jo CS Y
T 5 B o AF oo s N RO
(i T o T g W B PR RT
ﬂArO Ot O#D ‘WO H_T_ ;L.OH ° ﬂ-ﬁ._ NI MM M\Im e L#O H‘I‘__.y'
= g Fam ey P & w
ﬁﬁo g = ﬂr.] -
ZLAMMW%aﬁﬂ%ﬂ%%@W
o o~ 20 T g W o oxw S
NS T T O U S T
i NI mn o TR o W= 2
N b a7
R R A A T S s
- X o PRy O =
T S RN
_LJIHT ,A,.jlbf Bg‘lmﬂ
I ™ X -~ = o)
xi}mﬂﬂloﬁbﬂowﬂA,x%ﬂ%
Por Xzl T %
= 2w 8o s o o <
Vu/‘ﬂ_ﬂuM;o_.ﬂAT o h T LT
s T R
I MR “%l = = B N 4 " Hlm_,l
-, - . —_— ol
Y%&%wzmﬂo;arabwgw
0 ™ — o o~ . T
L NP EN T R RN
2 ETZLTIITLLE

N 9 — = g —_
Ny i ™o N ™ K on o0 T o
V\mﬁi ﬂ%ﬁﬂ;mﬁ7%%mﬂﬂ?

"0 !
VAlﬁ ’H.f‘l_ﬁlﬂtﬂgmu_._%_/ 7&&&40#2
O TR - R o Ao o W
ForadT®eHrey 5

W BN o By Rmowm ¥y
A AN L
O;o/\ - =0 N
%&W%@Wﬂmmiur@A%@
- = w MR m T RS F R
o R e B o
T B oo o ey (&) @ T 0
o TN W WoRE o X T o
s N W R R B o o W B

B} FAA AL aAT B

)

o
Sk

il

S

Al

T

=

=

%E



94

}

o] 1.00°t}. whebM

\

T T WA o M T W AR
TSRS BT WB
0 KO ~ I
™ %%mAW Eﬂfﬂ_c%
X op T ol 5t T W W T
ar %d.ﬂd,@lw DS Namﬂwﬂroﬂ
%o % § o W —_ A T AR
—_ o ‘m,ﬂ M NI q m aY)
~ T om g D o Wy
W Mow o =7 X X mo
o s Wo — . g P
= ] .= O =~ .
X o ¥ 3 Foo, XN gr
—_ 5 S o il r
T g O 2o NN @
e I R O R
W T 8%y Now NG
- A E7 w=E®
{F o ) T T S W 2
‘Dl 7 ~ ‘mﬂ vAL H 0
Sa M Be o N oy o
zT_ -~ - &o K T
T o sm RoH =X
T T T - TR
) - 7 o 5 — - — —
1x_u| = MnDCBADCBADCBADCBA ! o p = R o X _ M_o of 3
< oo - | - = HE
— 70 A =y 2o o e
< &) LIS oW —
Jo 0 o S o N w5
oo 2 ok DD
oy - S g M N B
dn s B 2w mrha ™ oy X
MM Mﬂ WL2468246824682468 OIM E ﬂyl ,OI — 0
BO L WT ) < monN R .m M L of M
A_l w V B N_.o m ILI T = m = < e M,V.L
) < s S W F T oz 3
L b o g 3 e
T i |Plzsecmguscogrcrgrsy TNy Wy 5T o W o
Bl R B e B e Bl o B e B B e W e B B e R o R o B e B ,a‘_ﬂmﬂ_Al . - o T T
ooy | < Ko SEE R o g My
nm_! T 1@! o VAI —_ Le] o
T “ %7&2,Mufmm®mﬂ%dowr
C S i o 2 X - N =
w B P R e e =R T Eom o x 2 i ny
o ol =) S = <0 e —~
B - o = T oF = oo )
0 = ) S oW IR AW
. TTIY o FlvE Rk ®
ol ™ B g N 2o O
T b MR 5" S o3 % Mo o
il Moz O W W o o T N B

Tt ol A

o

]

3L

o



Xg‘l’ e;

fuse)

2)

oy
e

—

~E
|

I
i

KR

o
o
A

_—

o171

—

X

of e A

E(X)=E( X,+e)=E( X,)+E(e,)

B

——
o

T
i
1

o

=1
-

o] o}y7] u

4
o

a

!

24

ki3

L2. QALY ZAPE F2 o

A ol M

|
o
=

b}

AHE 7

%!

LR1F A (factor analysis) 7|H-2 A @Al EZAA A&

Ton

il

}= 71 eolth. Spearman (1904)¢] A

e

ij

=
=3

Z}
=

&t7] Al

o] 71Wol A<

=]
4]

1

o

o

—_
o

it

to] Thurstone (1931)<¢]

5|

#7218 4= (latent variable) =

olgh=

il
HAl= &4

$-2)9] Aol el

s

ul

=

T

2 3
Jerd .

I

*x

|

of FAWMSE A

Fal it

S

4

o

o=

e

of AANE (%)L 4

KeN
=

)

-
[€)

A (el Zd e A

2R

&

__’Z_}\

(1)

N im T u

Uj+}\]1221+}\]2222+

Xi5=

jN

(unique factor)o. @ T}

o))

a}

i

S 3z
EJJL_

2 A& (component)



2)

x=

(3)

e lc
3 —
o < o) T©
io O# 1__/l OL M B o,DrE LC
e e | ms
o n ol T =
m_/rm xo ﬁm % p ,umﬂu B3 ,_uMl = I
N M)A &} ) S ol .
b U B LS Eﬁl%m i
oy il o E xo =0 il rERIC U~ g =0 Th
_— ARG ~ HT X ﬂ oR ol Ay
o o T X G A 9 g~ eyl o Ho
o T B W ps O up T
E:u ‘mw| B i ‘._f — s g o O
p o - xaﬂxu is ﬂ.ﬂ?mm et %aﬂoT
\ ol —_— . —_— —
R QE m.,Au. ﬂﬁwor%_wuhu @@ﬂﬁo
"7 mdTzEs cyE® Fgii
U~ BXWTO,&] E&H% poqonP]m
5 ™ oowe 9 N ~ B N ) N = N o
S = 3 - F T ol op o = Mo oz N % B K
T ox e . y }?Q}E% A%%m
5 o =¥ woke B Y 2y R N o
HLA ﬂmm%ﬂruhqu | DL1_x e o o
S JJ o d 0 = Ug + E Nl s ~ i ~
H i L~ T S ) N e
oE Q (! T ~ S < T w N o o 1 BP
I 7 w o o W N = 5 W o = T g N
A G B uy w NF
° N 10@%? _ N, o W ST
2 T X o x o TR %o = W = o M ™
o 1@1%@& ) W@ﬂﬂﬂﬂ mo ool
va T Ho %‘_ = MO ol i wg o Zl =z @ dl o I~ E HOW
- il B R o SN % o= v o| o X N
& w ooy BB W, + o < e % P T
. 9 o <A IR + B ) 2o RN
e W T o W =) A} ST ™ oy 0 °
- B W oo w 5 S
a — T oon D o A ol < N o oy o= B~
= g T ER e L oo R <o o
iy SO A R W w O T = - B oS S
o uy = 2 = — o X o A I dn mo T o
1\mmﬂ1u|za mur,_lﬂr W_l.]umoﬂr ?%wrzﬁ
< o Do 6> o) 2 Y M 5% @ R L AR B
h of NERNCN s i o X 1W T est s = WE T N2 oy
o %wr.ﬂLdr.@ﬂ._%%)M ﬂﬂ%ﬂ %%%ﬂ
e w N _ = q| A o B B N KO oy K
ol N % N n- LL — v o 8° I~ Jo 5 a
Pl N i G M o= — = T om =
g OE ML 1 Y Mﬂ Lf ,_MNI ,WW MFIL bd& 1__/I E at3| wa ,WIW MI ,UQ MIEH =
o o T T M.T T Mo om of ; o o)
H Mo W R A 1@ i i
7mﬂﬂﬂzo§ﬂw Tk
1@! ﬂ \w dﬂ E‘C n._mﬁ ﬂ,h MW M.A OIM
o R I
s ‘.:‘_ ,H_ol

5)

)Y

1

=2+ i
w1, — 1) (1, — 11y
g M’

g



3}
weh
®

©

I
17122

o

A

Fu
H

-

o

s
4
b gleld Ao

3|

1

Ao, o 7] oA

TEE U=

=
T

S ARHez 4 @)l

42

=

s
TR 2l

il 7

stol w9 Fol Hrhrh

0

o

21=A1®1A1'+D1w
22=A2<D2A2’ + Dy

o 9]
A%k

2
=4
=

=

S
S

hva

5l

o

ol 7hs

3+ & (likelihood)

(3)ell
obf &= W2lolt}. o 7o)

2]
< MPLUS
r

1

L

o

H A
_O
1
| A7

L
2
=
]
S|

=
-

LISREL (Joreskog & Sorbom, 1994), AMOS (Arbuckle & Wothke, 1999), EQS

(Bentler, 1989)

_
-
=
=
=2

o
o

jase]

B

M

o
o
il

(unidentified)©] 7] w39

Al E mm+1)/2 (me]

3

Is

m

23tk uhebA

Aol B

]

HEN

Fb7b 12 g elob

5|

-

= 7]

T

<

WAl QoA b fRe
Tl A W7t

A
A=

1T},

Lk

Qoliste Fol mAZE 12 nAEA &d 2do)

L

L

tol mA A 2l w7t

A3

o

o

el

—_
o

-

AT 10 AEFHA AT

IL.

el

ToR
~H
el

™

—

NI
]

jze]

= EXx
=

L

o] el A

]

[e}
RS

a

S
A

o)

A AZsA o7llA AER b

s

o

T2

%

sshet Aol el deelA 47 AR 5

A% 8

.

1

o

o

3

5

Holzinger#} 5]

L

.

o] ALg¥ o}

=13

s

ol A

q

A



]

Aol Adel ael

29 Hogket.

=
=

A=A

]

in

el

o°

(1) Aol 44

iz

3491 A

25 9709

1
.

%

oA A= Qg

[e)
R

Holzinger2] w]

1
.

Ab-g-3te,

o
=

1962)

(Kaiser & Dickman,

w4

o] &34t} Kaiserd

=95
2=

Al

ol

Holzinger®] @A ol A 714+

AR 2 AR AT

Bl

@
H

el

25

30
50

40

40

50
30

60
30

70

70

60

80

50
30

40

40

30
50

e

—

A

)

—

A

X
Ul

H

3|

—
file)

el

(aggregate) |

3
=
AO

%

A
XA
NE
2

il

Kk
e

el
™
gt
o}J
c

g

B

—_—
o

el

g

Hy AMOS9]
(Maximum Wishart Likelihood) 2. =

el

ojn

TR
=

&

o

Q
.

VARIMAX 3]

2. 23 9 =9



xr
it
B

)

—

A

~

o %

]

PN
FE 89

ol 4, aLf* (eigen value)7} 1¥.t} & 7))

(Kaiser?] 7]

71

1

Ak
=

=

H

Fapel Aol A

S

=]
29 ¥

4ol A A A =

A5k FAHYonE Auko] mebd 2918

—

B

4. A 13} 29 279

-
3t

—

o

—

o

-.023
160
005
972
895
819
175
055
072

-.011
-.038
094
-.036
042
.040
144
839
.886

946
819
875
-.010
013
133
-.150
105
.086

1—7]

Al %

13

EEER
]
w7 52

—_—
1o

g

A%

A el +=

9]

o o
5ol Al AE o] ek,

g 7%

Aol u}

AL

Fth, Kaiser?

[e) =)
qe s

1=}
bk

o &

gl

&

i
!

als
el

e

—

A

22



968
971

wof o v

—~
o o o o " —
2 = gzmaw  HTIYES
e X o T utmnnoq xR, O 3
3 B0 W ® T T o o =,
o o o om WO T oo P EL
% of o %0 B o M <~ g
X ok Nd Ho g il < o g
™ o e . oo o o o O
m T Ak gy o MY W oMo I
e ° = T o mmeﬂou orﬂm .@Mt
ok B RO A 7 - Al A
W o Ho o SR oW i S -
G5 w o o of gp N =
A oy = ey IR~ - 0 T
ﬂoF b\_ ho i) it “CII ,Alv_wl =iy OM _ X s \m_ﬂ B N
ﬂuﬂrﬂoﬁ o ﬁ.4%btﬂmﬁ oﬂwﬂﬂ%ﬁoM
= A el iy ST %o Koo
R :.L ) g Ayl HI frvint O#
o T ok e Moo o om
e o = TR LT ox = T o .
= = X ) ol e ol =] 3
D [ X % ©° W o T D &
NEEERR8 T e s = R - e BB Lo
SES55888 575 o do O#EWWMMM %QQEOW?
LW W g % ®Ee °© g T X 2o
o A B i
s TR EE ] ‘m: — J: 0 — &O _!L i
o M e B KN xr M o —
o W MT o Mﬂ vomo_ h ol of % T oo
A . N R s R
e NE g e o o R <o mh 5 o/ o AR O
oD o 4 B4R o o oe o X
= o0 N R T do| T AR JKET T wa T o oo X
o n- H o o NS S Bos N = % -~ ] ™
o ) ) IR S T Sl B
GG B gt M o M T mom e
= R b3 Ty P oy i I I N
FR~ < TR ¥ 2 o RN o gy WP o S o i
AR R - T MW T Mose T TR e
" SRR L= A . Sl
[ ‘m o X juy ) — LL —_— —
Zoom E R Rmoaw | O o %Vﬂw %%o@ﬂﬂﬁ p] A mmﬁﬂﬁo_@r%m
T T E DAY o P R @Wﬁe wrm%ﬁogﬂorw-mme )%?@;ﬁﬁ.m
— 0 T NE oo e o o do . o g
HOw R 8w BT e R B SN S



=
T

ul

=

. o] F7e

058t}

L

R

Error of Approximation)

el

¢

M
o
=T

©
B

xr
il
!
‘mﬂo

=)

]
™

—

NH

g
oo

sl
el
)

—

XH

091
5.696
075

053
40.63
A28

RMSEA

GFI
RMR

B
0%

=

o
il
ﬂ

—_—
ils)

i

o] el

sttt

A
o

A=
s

=
25

A

}

kel
pil

77471

il

-

2 o

Akl

H]

Q.

[©)

-

AT 20 AR AT
A

ol .

}

kel
pil

IIL
gow Al

[e]

=

L
L

bl A%

o

SERRY
b1 9

=

°

o)

—

e

A&7}
127119

i

}
k)

3 A9l 64017

1

A 2l

=

=

2

AR

73)’

=
3

’

a}

4

S
QA

2k s, A,

o

g (2001)0] K-WISC-II
=,

J

8

AEe A

8Al, 1341, 16419 AE S5 AR AT K-WISC-IT¢] 137} &3 A}
L7, A, vR)E A Jlow, v At

<, 4

4
T

Fo] obE 2231 S Ao m K-WISC-IIel| of

A -0l A

f

I1.1. A&
o

AbE-= A
1641 ©]

=



Ay Ak A<, 2000).

[e)

)
Q. U=

o]

=

o}

o

pu

=

AL E

2

z

2. £44dxk

E

<
Th
el

i
o
ow!

—

NI

o

o

AMOS 4.00] %1

o

20 o
T =

3

ojmj A}g¥ X2

ted 3744

S

& A8

it

AMOS ¢

1
.

Aol A
171

A=}
RN

HL}\

o

s
)

ARE FA

<
g
!
o

A
il
i
N
o]

e

S

ARt A2l

L

L

sttt

uzl:% /\]--g-o

sl

st

HA A

3. 234 2 =9

N
!

<
iz
™

—

XH
I

(AMOS)

it
T
iz
™

A

A
R
NE
2s

<
g
o

aH
el
v

—

NI

928
2.370
039

963
323
056

950
2.043
069

RMSEA

GFI
RMR



el

=
1o

il

el

= AX

of wepa ol

it
o
iz

FFel = Al 22

S

-

—_

o
™

o

A AA

il

L\c
A
™
T

o
o}

Fo
T
g
o)
0~

Qo

il
_

™

XD
—_
o
I

o

il

]—D:])

S

3|
&

1o}, ook

o A A
2 A

Pl uts s

S

1o

E Qo
o a-

vl 7he] ¥

L
fE

kel Fomz of 74}

ol

. KWISC®] A

=z
fLE

)4 g of

&

o

Q
an

24 0] AHg-of of

@_

e

el

o

—

NI

T T
o Np
R T

=T
H
7!

als
oy
T

—

A

B

L

1o

I+

o

|

N

0

0.930
0.887

<7 1o
<0 MO

5i

A0{H o]

0.952

0.868

Ol of

0.803
0.773
0.892

ol

=
[=4

al
A

0.762

o0
]

0.874
0.783

0.817

00
1o

el £

0.892

1of

=




xr
il
B
o

¢
KR
i
23]

7

L

)

o

o

0

0.750
0.669
0.824

o
HO

0.722

Ol of

0.566
0.547

o

=
[=4

0.715

al
A

0.648

o0
]

0.659

<+

ed]

Kfo

K1

K-

0.506

0.598
0.662

00
1o

M| £5

1ot




# 10. A4 (AMOS)
2l 2 AL R,
8Al 13Al 16Al
ERERE AAl 0.742 0.832 0.735
S 0.694 0.751 0.631
o % 0.833 0.876 0.675
OloH 0.680 0.759 0.713
X|Zt™ ==&5F A 0.623 0.562 0.525
el 0.513 0.634 0.521
= 0.712 0.716 0.693
2 0.715 0.584 0.694
Fol T b= 0.595 0.724 0.718
=X 0.481 0.605 0.401
el £= SE 0.572 0.609 0.334
= 0.593 0.693 0.563
E L HEAE FAE ZA 0 29053t g
oA0fxf ofsh x| 2tA x| s} Fo| AF Hal £
o™ o3| 1.000
XA ==& 5} 0.890 1.000
Fo| ME 0.961 0.907 1.000
Me| £5 0.892 0.896 0.897 1.000
# 12, FA 240 o9 acleite] A
ofofxf ofsh x| 2t& x| st Tol AS Hal £
210{ % ofaH 1.000
Xz =25} 0.658 1.000
Fo| HE 0.876 0.743 1.000
XMl £5 0.423 0.522 0.571 1.000




£ 13 PERAe] % 8a57e] u
8l

Qo= o[sf X2H mHat %o BB Hel &=
2101 of3f 1.000
X2t =% 5} 0.735 1.000
Fo| ®dE 0.987 0.893 1.000
el &5 0.557 0.897 0.885 1.000
134

olof= o[sl  AZ4H z&at %o ®ZE Hel £
1013 olaf 1.000
X2 == 5t 0.689 1.000
Fo| AE 0.837 0.673 1.000
M2l £5 0.431 0.452 0.413 1.000
16A

oloj= ofsh  x24H zHat %o BB Hel &=
1015 ofsf 1.000
X2 x=& 5t 0.526 1.000
Fol HE 0.760 0.660 1.000
Me| £5 0.351 0.385 0.463 1.000
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