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Wrong Applications with Overall Model Evaluations and Its
Corrections in Structural Equation Modeling
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Some wrong applications in the area of model evaluation with the
use of structural equation modeling are mainly associated with the
uses of chi-square test and RMSEA. The reason why those wrong
applications happen is that even though the logic of hypothesis
testing with structural equation modeling is different from that of
general hypothesis testing, many researchers do not recognize the
differences between them. This paper focuses on the differences of

the two different hypothesis testings and in consequence prevents
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wrong applications with overall model evaluation in structural

equation modeling.
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