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RBAE A BIEA R BTSSR, MEAATTERAE PHLEXIRFN, K EEHEA
HHBATET BEATRARF ZAFBATHEFIN, IFAAEE S ARERR TN S4
WhWMEHF MY S5 F RS FREAREH TRV REfE Lt FEETHF
BWhBEMFEBDELSNF M S AR ARER T BENGRYL 5 — FRETF BN ERE
PR R AT B RERE A SIS = A THE ERIFOBARERBRITAR F =,
RUZHEHYG EZBF IXBF AFALBRT AN 2 SR TFTHEAFLAHSE T S W, A8
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AL SRR IHERER B, B TARE R A%
X R B IRAR T EAS W], QAT A 36 A [ 28 1) 1 52
RRE R — R HERE S KRR L H B HE
HSCRRR L, BRI =BG  Z A LBk
X 25 H AT Z A 5 TE 1 A 1 g3 ((Multiple -
group Confirmatory Factor Analysis) D)6 55 A8 %Y 3]
AR (H B30, BRER ST, 2004 X &, R4ETE,
2005 ; R EHE Z5,2021 ; F 0 %,2020;Deng & Yuan,
2016 ; Millsap,2012) . —fBR U, LB 2 18 A28
PER, BEAT RLA D & 0 B R B LA — 3, BF 5T
& AT DOl 9 - E R 5 T B
BB (F RN, 2014 5 JR R R 55,2019 ; JRBRER, 52
Fk 15,2022 ; Jiang et al. ,2017 ; Millsap,2012) , {H¥E
LRI PP 225 R B, BRI BN MR BARMEN A
TeH R UEE P HB BB E BN T E a4
IEOLT AR BATIC o o7 2 CR B 55,2021 ;5
EFH %,2020; iR BN R 55,2019 JRBR BN, LAk A,
2022 ;Davidov et al. ,2014 ; Nagengast & Marsh,2013;
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S, AL AG AR B b [N 5~ 27 AR B S B0 2 oL
AR DL 58 BN 8 1 78 1 4 3 ( Asparouhov &
Muthén ,2014)

2014 FEGERTST LR I, DAL T ZH
YRR M 45 1) 7 72 45 B ( Multiple — group Exploratory
Structural Equation Model , see Asparouhov & Muthén,
2009 ; % X, IR LW, 2013) 205 B A AR RUE
BRI A2 ST O B T B 255240 HAIZ
HIIENE N T i — R BB R R I R A A
R BEXT &2 B B HEAT H R HO R, T U
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XK, BB T SRR MG T BB & T
7o SR (Wen & Hu,2022)
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E(n,) =a,, =0,V(n,) =¢, =1 (2)
Forry A, A B FEA,n BT8R
ER e XEBHT] LR T4 M B4 . B+ W As
B ARATHANE, MUET Tir. Hp =1,
2., MM ERTFEm = 1,2-,m, FHTF
Bsg = 1,28, WEAFEGE = 1,21, h#H g FHY
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HEH BRI Z R BB 1S DL T AR MW 2 , B R
X ZHRIEEREF O THRRZ —.
2.2 AR EBEMTEER
SRR R R R, ZHREMFE T
ST 2 W A8 LA S B A A B T
TR, S B N EE ST A R 2= (Asp-
arothov & Muthén, 2009; Asparouhov & Muthén,
2023 ;Marsh et al. ,2013; Wen & Hu,2022), 4K
RS T R DR R R M B 2 M BB R T
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S8, B 1R 2 Al AT SRR 1 A Y ]
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Al AESERRIER AT 2 4 T, B A
SRR AR L 9 W B N AR PR R 3, TR AN A
PEAR IS SUARMERG 2, X — A R R T 2 HIRR S
¥ 77 AR B )3 PP AP ) 1
2.3 &%
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WEAAYAS, HHA S B 5%, 0T
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B HEIA TG AR R A R A TE R R 1 v 1A
FHETARE R 1 228 W DRG] . AE5R I E AR
PERBHELNE T BN T EE PG BETE
AT, IR, SR B A AR PR B T ) S A A
(17 PR 20 AR S 500 AR AR, T X ST A 36 1
TR ABEE w [A] - 288 7T 0 46 B 110 5 2L 30 ) R AN AR
%, AFSEAR —ERENED), 2— 1 EREENEK
Bo BHR, BT R R gL S < TR LA
LB ESHAR LT LRI EAENSE
MR, X ST L 2 A B UE P B F T 2 AR
PESEH 7 R B AT 1D O A BB TR 0, 58 S 9% 5 (Assp-
arouhov & Muthén,2023) . &/5 , X R LIE B AL
AhBANSHMNRATE AERSEER, hE
BRI E 0 8 2 H IR R MR 5 Ty AR H B
o TR SRR A A5 0 5 U B A AR T BRI
A,

B TAE GRS 55 2 AL T I R 2 pr s il
BT ST, A RAR B p A A PR P 1 1 3 S B
i, 233 B E B F B v R TR 28 4G, U
B R 7 3 {E 59 =4k 1 ( Asparouhov & Muthén,
2009 ; Asparouhov & Muthén, 2023 ; Marsh et al.
2013;Wen & Hu,2022)
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& BUER O MU/ M IE(ARBLE B 25 pREK F 1B — B
EE TR XN FFEMEEEAS HBERENT
JEB A TR BE S (x) ~ V1 x1) RE/MERRT
i, FHNELFRKAx) = /T xl) -x BREK
BRI, 40 <x <0.258, VIxl) >, H
VUal) —x BMEBIE I, IR R f(%) ~
VT aT) SR AR B A 2 0.25 < x < 1
i, VTal) >x, BT x1) —x BESEER, K5
BRAE S(x) ~ V1 2 1) Birnfh B BRI 5
B> 10,/ Tal) <x,f(x) = /Tal) -2 Rt
B, AR RELf(x) =~ V1 1) BARAEFTLLL R
P f(x) =~ VT xl) MIPERR, 2 » BUEEEE 0 8T 1
i, /1 al) — o BEARERD; M v BEKRT 1
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hy Xy X X, =1 (5)

e AT, AU AR g, =
G BRI, Bl

FRORE X5 R LA M TR UL S0
BTN — SR 7R B F okt 57 £ 2
Al B3l 5 S YRR P T R A, 2
R ARSI BN A BT R R
AR T A O, A TR A BB RO 25
AU TR 0 R 8 4 K S H0F
RS BOR A R RELIR B 1 T E4A A
FIR T 2 AR 5 ST
TR RRA .
3 HARTE
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KIS R M B AR, I 528 LUT Fr e LR B
PIE BRI FIM 1. BIC .CFI. TLI . RMSEA .SRMR £
PEREHNSEEE .. RrE. B HESRITE;2.
BRI SR HER I 2 R 2 B TE 10% LI, B
PR LB JTER FEME A EFES IR ZE R R T
5% LA ,95% BAG XA B E 5 R 2 TE 9%
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R HFHM AT R RN ((RTITRE %
BB SO R T R 38 N ) = #0R) R [ 2012 ] 221
=) e E BRI P AT T AR M4 185
& EHMET A B EEA T 41282 Zs e o
478 ZAPHERA CO A" ,5409 A PN
H3E CO m ALy H A 985 AL, 5442 A ARk B
211 R£R,29953 AR B EEAP AL, KB
TR 9 A5 B A BRI R X 57 85 P 7 110 4L
FE,

BroEsE Bl B ERE R ZERSR LAR
F G B LB SR (Maltese et al. ,2014) , SRR
HE&E A (2019 ) JH 7 fn ey 5 F 72 e %) 5% 1 2E 47 B e
SRR RER -8 SRR A RKE, Lt
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4.1 REEBAFHH

BT RE N T ik e R R A S5
FEEHREAR, 3 AP AR/ R P A H T2 S
TN EST . PATRRIMEE T 0475, i 2551
TR T RCR I S0 3,8 3K 2 P iy N - 2
%EIZZFO E‘“u%tﬂ ’ ?%‘zﬁ All \A7l \AQI \A62 \ASZ \A‘43
AR T 58 UERAT , KAR I AR B B rh R

R2 RERHETFHTER (N =41282)

IR Fl F2 F3
L. BB TRt R R AR LR 4 0.24 0.50
2. HRER 0.89
3 HIRBB I HE 0.78
4. B —HA REE TAE 0.46 0.32
5. f B A 0.83
6. RERRIEFIFES 0.57 0.18
7. B EH LS 0.29 0.70
8. RARIF IhhReR 0.14 0.65

9. it S REAERENLHEF 0.20 0.57

o+ BAEUEE 5% B EWKFRTBE KT 0.1
FIZE LB R BIR
4.2 ZHBiEMREFHH

S35 BRI AE AR 55 B A AL SR &
A5 BT 2 H B E N A T I R AR S
BHEITIRNER, BESATEREN R F{ER
1%, 28 &%, BTIESAL SMEAL ENE
AR Ry i R, it ®, R R ES A
1 BE AR AR B ) p (EAE 5% 1) o 28 MK OF- 2 4E 4
JRR, B B S A AR R R L,

x3 ERAZERIEEEFITRTNESENE
BEEHRER (N =41282)

o *HE BHE
FERY »ﬁﬁﬁﬁzﬁM; ﬁm? pfE
AR 120 7192.64 96  <0.001
S ERAE 102 7255.42 114 <0.001
SR AR 84  7732.35 132 <0.001
NE=N ;[‘r; [~
%@%KXWT% — .78 18  <0.001
i B AR A
i%%”%gzﬁxﬁﬁw — 53971 36 <0.001
NE=N ;[‘r; [~
gﬁ%%glﬁﬂ:% —  476.93 18  <0.001

4.3 BostFEao S FR R REM T AR
2T

I VEE PR GERT 351 AR T H AR BE e 14 Bt 57
FRIEEM I BT TR A . i E R B
H H RS B S i AR B LU ), 7 0l A
AT BN PRI Ta R . R4 BR T AR )
B G BHR A B S8R R . TR
TUE LR TS A AR FEAT 5047, B LA E AT 8%
BRREME . XIFFRRES W BRE K BIC,
RMSEA .SRMR F84r#8 8¢ /N, W CFI A1 TLI #B%8 Xk,
A AYCHTE RTINS T X FEER R P4 M 7 A 1
UEBIRFARRBUL TSN Tk, BREET
SrATRREY Y CFT Jy 0. 99 2 50% 57624 0. 96, % 5%
RN RRELy 0. 99, RIIRRIEN T4
o B SRR A B B T S5 E T3 S R R Pk S5 T
FRASERL AT F ) 25 2L

R4 SHERMFENNFREEEHATEERNSHEEFFHOER S RERER (V=41282)

Wy ix i} SRR (E BIC RMSEA CFI TLI SRMR
U EiR7S ~286989.63 582447.28 0.09 0.96 0.94 0.04
WFEBREEHTEER  -286989.63  578023.60 0.07 0.99 0.96 0.01

RS5RO6 KT AT MR AP ARATE=
AHET BRI N T BME LS R . ATLUE W, B
BT AT SR AL B 2 A = T LR T EHE
FEAAMR, AR Z LR N 7 L 985 FE
211 BRI R FEEHF AR PR
4 AR A TR A IR T DY T X (B REAT P LT 2R

M8 Z %% 5 B E MEEEA B A f — 2R,
BIAnXE SRR S T R REIG ) CO MR qE
) R 7 A 2257 B 7 _L v R T (B R T A
REVF R AR, T AR GEXT S5 ik WA iy C9 Az
AR A T EE DR T KRB R

RS FHEENANTEEETFHEMLRER (V=41282)

R T BENFRA ,  EETE B NF A
Eil) P i pa 5] o i R
1 Co HR TEER,211 1 C9 B A AL, 211
2 985 mifk  WEmRE,211  XFFER 2 985 Bk WL ,211
ey MR
X 3 B 211 %ﬁ%ﬁ 3 WERB
4 211 %BE 4 211 ‘,%7!3‘5
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x6 WMREFEREFHERERER (N =41282)

BHEFYE BENTZA g BETFHE BENFIZAK
PR g WA E@gﬁmg LB s HMAFR gﬁmg
1 ELEBHE  985,211,09 1 @SR 211,985,09
. 2 985 B X FERE 2 211 &t 9
Rk 3 211 B %ﬁﬁ%y 3 985 Ef: 9
4 9 Bk 4 C9 EH
x®7 AHERZFEETHEHLESER (N =41282)
pm WESHE ey BRATEA gm  WHIHE gam BEDT AR
1 WEER  211,985,09 1 WEER  211,985,09
. 2 211 Bt 985,(9 MR 2 211 E# 985,C9
RELES 3 985 B %ﬁf@f 3 985 Ef: 9
4 C9 B 4 Co B
4.4 ZHFRHRBDR I ZEEGE T 0. 05, B HiIREWE K, 95% BEE K

K E—T 0 FHEE RN ST IR R PS5 T AR B oy
PR ISR R AR BAR, i IR R
ADFFEARE I8 A AR 52 T w0 AR R B 43 A7 45 SR R RE
Yo 8 B THAGEX FHE R BT SR 45
o WTLAE IR P 500 AR o8 R 1 )
T EZESZ RS REARAE T, (i H T R 4

] BB o R S BR T 90% , 1 A 1 e Al it
IR A IF ( Muthén & Muthén, 2002 ; Asparouhov &
Muthén,2014) , FEEE N, B 2R Z B8 A6 1138 X
B B ER TR BEFRE I EZ R HE
PIRER R E R A A T 4R, TR IR MR -1
EHAREZ BN EESR,

R EENFEUSHEEFOARESG, #TRFFEEMRAGSINESARARENSHAITER(NV=41282)

2 RE  MIHE £NRESTRE RMEERR B4 AE  HTHE AWRETIRE AMEESR
1 H3
Ay 0.49 0.49 <0.01 <0.001 0.95 Asy 0.48 0.48 <0.01 <0.001 0.97
¥ 0.38 0.38 <0.01 <0.001 0.95 Y 0.99 1. 00 0.01 <0.001 0.97
F, 1.27 0.98 0.29 0.25 0. 86 F, 1.22 0.92 0.30 0.25 0. 86
F, 0.33 0.25 0. 08 0.16 0. 96 F, 2.17 1. 87 0.30 0.32 0. 84
v, 2.93 3.06 0.13 0.05 0. 86 s 3.07 3.11 0. 04 0.04 0.96
72 Ha
Az 0. 65 0. 65 <0.01 <0.001 0.95 Ags 0.49 0.49 <0.01 <0.001 0.95
U2 0.62 0.62 <0.01 <0.001 0.95 2 0.59 0.59 <0.01 <0.001 0.94
F, 0.29 0.21 0. 08 0.16 0. 96 F, 1.22 0.92 0.30 0.25 0. 86
F, 2.03 1.74 0.29 0.33 0. 84 F; 2.17 1. 87 0.30 0.32 0. 84
vy 2. 89 3.02 0.13 0. 05 0. 86 v, 1.94 2.12 0.18 0.13 0. 83

9 JBIR T XS IRR G 7 R AR
SNBBATEE R, TR, 3T HREREES R
PR R RERA A TR B o ) 32 IR 30T 38 LR AR
HEOEETFRDF ZMEEFHAESS R, XS
B XHRZERR/ N T 0.05, Y riRE KB/ N TFETF
0.001,95% &5 X W] A 2 R4 K- #0& T

N% , SHAEHBOR B CRISEE, S Bk, 20225
Asparouhov & Muthén, 2014 ), ST LR E N
-288068.22,BIC >4 577921. 97, RMSEA >4 0. 002,
CFI 25 1,TLL 2 1, & WAL H-& 16 B R BRI
L5 BRI, X FE IR R M 5 R AR B M R H 5 2
i

*9 EENFRREMSUAERRAMSHESFINTARES, ETRFFERUTR
REAWBLAERRUENSHMGITER (V=41282)

2% AME  HHE fxmESTIRE BEEER S BEE  fiHE ANmENTTIRE REESER
A1 43

Ao 0.18  0.18 <0.01 <0.001  0.95 A, 0.53  0.54 0.0l <0.001 0.9

A, 0.36 0.36  <0.01 <0.001  0.95 ¢  0.87 0.87 <0.01  0.001  0.95
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Zx9
2 AEE  fHHE a3MREXRFRE HEESE S8 HE  AiHE 43RERSRE HEEER
Uy 0. 50 0. 49 0.01 0. 001 0.93 F, 0.01 0.01 <0.01 <0.001 0.97
v, 3.45 3.45 <0.01 <0.001 0.95 F, 0.11 0.11 <0.01 <0.001 0. 96
s 3.19 3.19 <0.01 <0.001 0.95
212 44
Ag 0.27 0.26 0.01 <0.001 0.95 Ag 0.14 0. 14 <0.01 <0.001 0.96
Uy 0. 40 0.41 0.01 0. 002 0.95 i 0.74 0.73 0.01 0.01 0.95
F, 0.03 0.03 <0.01 <0, 001 0.95 F, 0.23 0.22 0.01 0. 004 0. 95
F, -0.10 -0.10 <0.01 <0, 001 0.95 F, -0.20 -0.20 <0.01 0. 004 0. 96
V5 3.41 3.41 <0.01 <0, 001 0. 96 v, 3.29 3.29 <0.01 <0.001 0.97

5 MRBGEERE
5.1 R4

XENGETILMERZH B ITE, 5IAT
X TR PG T B, s T @ E d AR A
BV A B RBIE 58 SRS T )i R X SRR M 4
M T FARTU AT SCUE B . BRI R B, X SFER R
oA T BT AR AR AL GE X TP UL RE A B i AR 1Y
H—ERAFESHMI AR b, SO TEGEN
FERBMAG T AT AR, A T ZHRRME
LT GG Rk LS. X FFIRERE S
77 AR AN B AT R RAAE Mplus 8.8 K2 JG A i3
1 BBBOE TP AR IR, fy th 45 R BBy T S
BRI TR ANE AT LU RSB R B R AR Al i A
DA T, B i REAE RN A e/ 3R s 4
SRR . B2, X IRR S T AR B AR
N—Fh L H LT s, BA A S BRI, Rk
B S PTIEM R E T E 2
5.2 HRRZ

BB FE M RENE S| AT T B IR H T EE &R
BUAN AR AR GE 05 1 B9 A0, 07 J0eT (56 38 7 ik
IINTSEIERHR . BARULBT TSR T —2u a8, {H
BRI PEBRRKBT BRI N E, T H

o, BT X IR RS T BB R XA 4
X FRE GRS T A R B B &, TR T RS
RSB FRE NESHER B E
H] BERZ IR SHIR R LA T B R R B . RSk
FEAT LA S SR IR T 8 07 AR T SRR R T
GEAL 7 R BT FPE RN AT HE S 1, W B I R Ah AT
REEFERAWBEREMERNSFREEEN TR
WA,

5 M SRR PSS A 7 R H R AR
TR B B K20, RSk 1 2 4 L BT
TR BRI 2 K- | 5 I A 5 B8l o0 AR B o)
IR (TR, PR ,2025) .

=, BRI BRI 5

RS T BEERN DR T2 4 1
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Aligned - Exploratory Structural Equation Modeling ;
Integration of Multiple — group ESEM and Alignment

Wen Congcong' , Huang Yifan®
(1. International College ,Xiamen University , Xiamen 361005 ;
2. Center for Higher Education Development Research,Xiamen University , Xiamen 361005 )

Abstract: When certain noninvariant parameters exist in multiple — group ESEM model , strong measurement invariance model struggles
to yield precise estimates of intercepts and factor means. Conversely , traditional alignment method cannot accurately estimate factor load-
ings ,factor covariances,or factor mean parameters when the model contains cross — loadings. This article systematically elaborates on the
theoretical principles and computational procedures of multi — group CFA, multi — group ESEM , traditional alignment method, and a-
ligned — ESEM. It summarizes the advantages of integrating the alignment method with multiple — group ESEM . bypassing the strong
measurement invariance assumption for measurement invariance testing and multi — group comparisons; utilizing well — fitting configural
invariance model for analysis ; providing more accurate estimates of primary loadings, cross — loadings , noninvariant parameters ,factor co-
variances,and factor means;and offering diagnostic insights into parameter — specific invariance/non — invariance within the model. Fi-
nally,using a study on work values among Chinese undergraduates as an example,the implementation steps of aligned — ESEM in Mplus
are demonstrated , confirming the method’ s applicability when strong measurement invariance conditions are unmet.

Key words : multiple — group exploratory structural equation model; alignment ; aligned exploratory structural equation model ; measure-

ment invariance ;multiple — group comparison



