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Latent Growth Modeling by sem in R

Kazuaki SHIMIZU and Hiroaki KONDA

Abstract
The sem package in R was introduced in latent growth modeling analysis. The sample date in this analysis
were selected from the published official batting average records of professional Japanese baseball players
over a period of ten years. The result of latent growth modeling demonstrated that the quadratic form
trajectory model fit the data well. The R command lists of this analysis were also presented.

Keywords: R, structure equation modeling, moment matrix, latent growth model
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FUBHIC

LEFHEHTOMRTRELEAPRE TS, BRMAETIE, BEFFTEFVEN
EETFINETHHEHENRETY ¥ (Structural Equation Modeling: LLF SEM) #%.(
BEMEHFEOFLHLEHEBoTETVWE LI, BRUERENRE LD 5HNE
BB T R/MEDHHVIZBRILT S L) 2BEATIHOHEER—RETEHER»S, i#
EEBENRE LABUEBANORA DT RPHELBM O A RHEEFET 2 HikRNL
REALTETWwAS (F12iE, Cudeck & MacCallum (2007) % Mulaik (2009) % &). &
D, BOHEFEOLAA L LTONRS X (FIZIE, Lee (2007) & &), HEMDE
BFXW AR5 -00EEREZOHE L FZOINHIC L 2HEEMEOFTM (F121F, Ogasawara
(2005) %= &), RETTNMICLDTMERDZ 5 A 51t (Hancock & Samuelsen, 2008)
ZEOFHTRELZEYNEARETVS, Z0X) 2B &%) ANDHETSEM DK
FW%V 7 FTdh b LISREL, EQS, Mplus, Amos % &1, BOHET#HBEN L H ICERT
Wh V7 2-F-DUHIRLT, TOL)RBETCHHFETLLVIZELTES.
FO—JT, LET—BITORETE, AEANLERL I, HET2ERLY 7 FOfl
WHOE BRI L EA S22 0VIRIRE R TETWS.

ety 7 FOMRCTRETVWSH LB & iE, R (Thaka & Gentleman, 1996) 2k % %
@ T& 5. CRAN (Complete R Archive Network: http://cran.r-projectorg/ & 5 \» i3
http://www.r-projectorg/) (2id, REED Ny r—I iz, K354 7TORBIZE
BB RGO BN - BEUHE - MAHENR ST 74 v 2 A0y = UHBRENT
Wh, 7Y —DFEV 7 FEMHITN DS ROERBIE, 17 —% v P ETCRANSBWVIE S
T=HAIPLT7) - IIN6DNRy =P O0—-FTHILHTERLN) T E
PRI, V-RAa-FIAMEATVwEEWI) HIlds. RTIE, I0¥a—45F
THD Fortran R CHHEVIECH+ EDA V¥ =T 2 =A% MATVHDT, BEIZZH
COFHETHERINTELMMBELHAAL LN TES. 2L T, FMEESES TR
WRAOT7OY I 6582 E6TED (VT A, 2006).

SASHOIMLRSPSSDAR L) Fhn XSz, FHAENEHTOFH LV HEE 7ur 5
LELTHETTILLTELN, ZOHAITIE, SASHBWIESPSSE 7T v b 74—
LELTPCHICHERT 2 EMUEL LS. RTREAL LI, AMHOGEBLETT
3% <, #HE (2010) RifK (2010) THEAFIZRLA LIS, KB CLEL 2247
SR 2L A7V 27 PELTMELERERO T THEATA I ENTES (M,
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2007). R34 > % 7)) Y OMFERARBA L TV20T, EFITIZT /81 LRI~ NT
B2 5%, BB LIRS ) T F 2 ETSELNOHEREBEL I TCOBELAAED
PCO2Y Y — VEELTHERT LI ENTEL LV ) I H 5.

AITiE, RTREESN TS T 175 sem (Fox, 2006, 2009) % fli- T, #1ERE
FERXET) ¥ VORENLTHEF NS HEBERKET TV (Latent Growth Model: LT
LGM) DEM%IToTHB I EIZT B,

SEMiZ, X<HILNTWE L) 2, HFBHEET NV ETPHHEET VO 2 ODOTHE
TFhhbid BEFFHICAEZDE, GIETIE, BFLBUEROMBRERTF/ (Y-~
LBl coMmBEN GRELREE), 2L T HFogiétEFEOLF i (BFHOH
M) ZHETAHILIIA D, HhEIR BFORYEMIIBKIEFTLTH), HETY
(structured mean) EFN & LIFIN S (Sorbom, 1974).

SEM TOBHTTIE, /37 A—FHEFEICBVT, BH - #E - BED 3SHENHEEz @A
EhEBILIZL o TEFTNEMEL, BEAPLBONITEY - 5 - HFHEZDET
NEDBEEEFMTHILICRS.

LGM i, SEIIfR3EBAT D, —RIBLRFHMETNDLITHD. ReDE
X, AFELBNEROBBRICHYTI2RF Y -2 HHEETEIREENNTA-F &
LAZETHD, Z2LT, FETF—7E2MRELT, BlEKOWR 2 E¥O@EL, #llE
DEEHOBROFHOME L BHEBOH TELORE S METHNIME) ZEE
NIA=FETHILILEST, TRODHEFOFII, ZLoFatat &« £HMICLTE
By s hkemiLr.

TOEIIZLGM X, SEM D35 EMEE L FIOMEZMAEHhEL I LIZE > THEBL
2bDTHD. HHERTIE, BINROEFTVOKEIZISEM DL FiERAL T
WwWarekhwi s ZITR, TOEFLRBERTIToTHALILIZTS. LT, @i
HROEF VOB T HIERICOMEEMRATALILIZTSH. TITHY LTS
pliz, BROEO/®OIZ, Kk (2003, 2008) T Amos THET L 72 7 0 EFEROHERTRY 7
-5 TH3.

1. 475 sem B¥RATS SEMET IV

SEM 7 — ¥ oM RTHEBENE Y 7 ML, FhZEhEsidEEc2WToMAR
FBETNICHESOTHESNRTWS, K (1994) THALZL ) ICAEERENEE
B2 o0ENBEYMEST S LISREL £V %, McArdle & McDonald (1984) i, il
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EHEBEERLF 120 Lo/ L ) ML ET IV TH S RAM (Rreticular Action
Model) NERBEE/. ZDEFNIZOVWTIE, #HK (1989) THRALTWBDT, =
CTiE, BRAREDHHICL LD B,

RAM®EF VR, BUEREBERHE PSR DHBEREHNT MV v EFENEE
BEBNER L BELEBOBEALEE,» 5257 My, ZLT, BT/ — 282 4%
¥ EORBITHIA D OSHR END, Thbb, v =Av +uTh.

ZDH S EEEEDETFTNATIE, FHEENIKS S LIiETE LV, McArdle & Epstein
(1987) &, ol DEERZHEATHAILICL Y, EHOEBEFNVE LTRAM 2415
LT, FHEHEETHILENTELILEHLMIL TS, McArdle (2005) i3,
FHMETFNT, TOBREREHALALFHOHRVIZOVTHAL TS, FiHliELi
ET A0, BEH] ZEFVICEATSHRIE, SEMOETY 7 M T, Mx THA
ENTVAEZTTH S (MxIZOWTIIHE (2009) bBM).

#;oEMEE TV (RAM) LEEZHICE 2 EHHEEFAVARNELENT VS sem &
W9 5 4751) % RIZFox (2009) PHREL TS, UTFTTEIDsem #WH LIFAHZ &
1Y 5.

2. sem TOETIVERER & BT

RDsemid, MOHEETLEFALL IV -V ETa<y FEETTIERTH), &k
OE»r LB I TS,
1) =85 AN FZRADDLEFBATHIORE (cova<r F), HorVdELAANDL
LE— X MTFIDOFH (raw.moments 22~ F)
2) EFIVHEEE | specify.model TORRITEF N DR
3) N A—FIEE jsem vy FEETL, HRELHEEHRICNET S,
EFEATHI R R R E LIHE
HEHER <— sem (2TRBLAEFN, £FHITH, N =EZFH)
E—AY MTFIEMRETIHEICIE,
SR <— sem (2 TRBLAETN, E— 22 MTF,
N =#4%, raw = TRUE, fixedx = "BEZLHDEH")
4) BROHS summary (fEEHFE)
CHaTry FEETY L EHEME (BERE AEKE) 2L T S&EKEN
HOSha, BEERRE LTI, y HEHRICNA T, #oHtEZaRe LE
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¥561213 GF1, AGFL. RMSEA., NFI, NNFI, CFI, SRMR, BIC Z & 8 h 5.
4) IBIEBEOM S  modindices ( HEFEREF )
5) R TOHT stdcoef ( HEERR )
6) tRiE{LFRZE D) | standardized.residuals ( HESERGH )
SEM OB T, Dlhoa=wr FrHMNIZEDE, HASGbETHBATLI LIRS,

2.1 SWETFILORR

NAFTOETFNEEHNSEM DR TIE—MLR b DER>TW5S, BIKOR D sem
Tid, specifymodel Dt > a » T, RO—Mka<y FEIXINZ, BFTLEFLE
il L 2T hid e 64w, T2 Tl sem OFTET N Z ik § % 728 ? specify.model
BB MEICHBLTAL I EIZT .

I, &L, RTOANLABUEROLTPZOEEFEFTVICHARENS. &
EEBID2WTIE, EFVERETAAOIH L REETSI LIRS, RAM Toidd
R Tik, BUEROBANTREBEEROG UL, EHEEEHRTHILIED, HE
IS5 8N T EICh 5. Amos B ETid, MAMLHEELERE L THY SETERL
Twb. sem Tid, BNEHDOBCH MO THAENIM ) b .

iz, BHEOBMBLNET S8 A— 5 2B T5I7 Y Fik, RD220DH =T
R oNRRE,S %5, $1ORBHETIE, ERMOMBEEERT S, AWK,
—S>EVIEFTTEHED LEBDEELEHRT L. #FHMIRI<—>EVILFTT2o0
EROIFHEBARERB TSI &% 5. B0, ChOOMBRTHET /37
A=Y DLW EERTIMTHD. MUARVIIRAERRONRE 2D, FHEDARNVT
(2% ¢ NA (not available) &Foaf L7z#i& 1213, KOFE 3 O TR T 24FENMHICEE
THIERERTDIIEIL D, EIORXMBETIE, BIE/ST A — 5 DR HHHEED
MR EGEZBZENTES.

€7 <— specify.model (EFND7 7 1 V)

HBHWVE, VY- NIZTRDE ) IZERT 5.

fRiFETN <— specify.model ()
DTz F Lz it




BBEAY R E] B2ss 15

AR LR E LT ICEE L TAH5.

HAY %1 OFthiH , B20EMRIE, 3 0iLkE
ISR % HESE BF —> BNEHx], /859 A— 5%, WL#E
IR % [EHE ATl —> BRilEEHx2, NA, i

ki eiEE Wl <—> BTF N72A-5%  WHE
MESHEHE T#xl <—> ZHExl NTA-54A  FHE

b 2T, BT (x1, x2 x3, x4) T2HTF (fl. £2) @ specify.model % 7R
LTABILILTD, THFAMERD 77 A MIZEFNVEFRABL, Ih2HEARLIED
T&5%.

#URBORBIEIRTIIIA L MEWEL B, ST, MELBHEEMRZLILIITS.

cfa_model <— specify.model () # cfa_model &\ &GRIO T THOEF N
fl —> x1, NA, 1 # xIOIOHEF/INF— % 1ICEH%E

fl —> x2, pax, 09 # paxZHEENTA—yDEHE L, MHEE09
f2—> x3, NA, 1  # x30RORF/Ny— % 1ICEE

f2 —> x4, pax, 09 # x20DfIORAF/%— > L[EME

fl <—> {2, cov_flf2, 04 # fl& 20355 H, ME%04

fl <—> {1, v_fl, 02 # BEFI1O5H. MEZ02

2 <—> 2, v_2, 02 # HT L2058k DHE%02

x1 <—> «xl1, exl, 01 # BUERxIOMAEOSE, MPE%0.1
x2 <—> x2, ex2, 01 # BWEH20MBEMOFH, MHHEZE0]
x3 <—> x3, ex3, 01 # BUEE30MBEMOFH, MHEZE0]
x4 <—> x4, e_x4, 01 # BNEK 40BN MEZ0]

ZZTC, B2 x4DETFI/8F — Vilpax LW AR S5 2 -0k, FEMEREZ FR
T5720TH%H. SEM TIHMERDGE - 7 HITHIZ BEEOHRETIDT, EFNVE
WHTH7.OLHoTx1E xX2OFF /Y — % LIZEEL TV 5.

RAFRHUMEROFYMELMEET H101E, Fie LICEELLERZEFVICHATS
SLilhs. ZOEBERETHELERDPOEFADNSADMEEMAIETOFHIHYLT 5.
ZLTC, BMEROFELkDPODNRRAZEST, HETHIENTRREL S, Ok
22w TiE, 3UTTLHE#LLHEBAT 3.
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2.2 BROWEF®

sem DREOHEFEIIIRAEIRBEENTVS. SEM OB Y 7 F Tid, RAETORSE
DR, HONLOWHEEES L, TIrOMEOR/MEZROLEVELEHEEDS
EV)HEAERARATVS, B LOME, SEOLBAIE 2055, 1 DI, &3k
KOBRMETRBRVEMEICE LS LRI ED B VEINITEHDOTHD. b
1213, BHERMLZETA L THD. BEULIHHEL G I RV EPERE I EL
MBREHIChAZEV) T EbREPRLV, BULOHOMEEZ VL HIZT 52, BT
HROEFNVIZHL TEREINTELERYBEIILETHA).

3. BEREETI /BEKBET I

120K EMRE LT, BHEEOPTOREZEOHMERITT 27012, B
DHPMRIZOVWT, BRI BVWTHELT— 218, THETF— 7 &dhi. 2
DF—= TN EHEORFHELEAL L) L LAOd Cattell TH . FHICHTHHE
FRBDLIEHNTED &V REAYZ RELIE, Cronbach 225 DV I iR UB 2 L i
otz |EDORA L ME, K (1999a, 2003) TREMLTV2OTHMIIZ ZTITHEE
T5%, FEEHRFIMOFEOHEL LT, BHORTEHETLIILINTELRVEL
IbDTHA. WM, BFRORDY, BoltElik atkofERE Er#om
BHEIDWT, WThOF#Er 7T S BINTHHATINICL o THESRLR L EICh
5.

BF/5—OEFEETH L) BENS, I OMBENDORE O McArdle (1986,
1988), McArdle & Epstein (1987) & Meredith & Tisak (1990) (2 & o> TRH»h 7.
FHmTit, BEEBED SBNEB~NONRAFH T 2bbRF/ Y- %, @RFLEV
IBRANTHET S, ] J. McArdle i3, LT~/ 1 OEEEREBATEIENITA T4
7%, FHOBRUERE*NRL LT, BEEROFYOREIZEAL.

BEZIGHNDLEY ) 2582 ZOFFTIE, TOBRILEERIRET )V (Latent Growth
Model) & %\ ii#7EMMARE 7V (Latent Curve Model) &IN5, T o 2 >DOREEA
HELTVAEMIL, I J. McArdle & W. Meredith DEFZNDHERDEMFVEVIHITD
HHH, MENREDBEBIZH D LEZTVA,. Meredith & Tisak (1990) &, LLEok
i£%, Tuckerling & XIZNAHZ LI HLHLEETOHERMZMMEFHRT L HEROTEN
DL, HIEMBHEET IV (Latent Curve Model) & LTW5. ZHUIR LT, J. J. McArdle
2. MEEOEERERE TR SN F— 2 RELTELI P OBERRET NV
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(Latent Growth Model) & L TWADTIEARWIES D ».

3.1 BEIPSDIRE—AH

B BTN PROREONRE T HOIIAUTHITH 2. BREBEOEREL LT
IFHRBALIEZIBZILITESL, BAOEKOBSITYOKRE SIHEVWDD SIS
i, B W BB L > TEOfRIIEDLND T LR b, FEMETT T, B
(k) HoHITHIA O BEANS A5 ZHEL, EFNVEOBEELTMT S
Lk,

ZADEIIME4 DBROEHCHENS. 5T, BRI ETOHSIT)DRVE
ELRBIETETYH, LRVOBEEELZHILIITER ., LE4HEHRE LTOFE
BEEZHI L, FEF—-IPUEERD. F-IEMOBE T, EEF—FICEET Y
LATELRWREYHS. T— A2 MIFIS S, {FBHEEFITOBIT Y 7 b THIEEHK
THHRTFOFHEHET HHELREL2DHSorbom (1974) Tho7:. BMEKOH
i DBATHE S, PHXI INVEmETHEBEEDE— A 7 MTFUIKRD L I I2RKT
CEHTEBD,

S+mm' m
m 1

LB, ZOFMOTFLETIOKRE S, BHNEHOBIZ1 2MA-HTH 5.

3.2 EEOBFHMIETIN

Z 2 T, McArdle (1988), McArdle & Epstein (1987) # L T Meredith & Tisak
(1990) 22FIZL%d 0, BFOFHEEETLLODEFNVORBRFELRETLTAHS
ZEIXT B,

FRPLOERFFITETFNE IOOBNER, FhFRy., 3. ¥, 20T, BF%
S BBNEBOMBMYE u), 4y s, ELTELTHBLILIZT S,

Y=t +A4.f +u,
Yy =Tyt A, [ +uy, (2)

Yu=t3+A4f tuy

:.:.'C;‘i, ﬁiﬁu%&@¥ﬁ%%h%‘h Ty, To, Tgt L. %I\Qy—'-‘/% 111. /{2, /‘.3& L'C
Wh ZFLT, BAOBLICRIERAFE 252 T3,
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RMsem 12k 2ERRETFNOBF (iTk - #tH)

BT A & ORFEHER T AL, BUEREEEBELTH0T, FYENRT21—¥
WEOHRETH I LiZAV. XFHHBETORETH S, BUEROFYFEFVICH
ARG DI RARBECHFTHELERFTT2HETH 5.

BNEBDOFE 1, 1, ;2 ¥ DICEELAZETIANL EOXEERL TAHS.

N =0+l|.7; +uy,
Yai =0+/12.7i +u,, (3)
Vi =O+’11.7; +uy,;

E61C, BFNRNY -V ITRTIICEELTABLIEIZT S,

Wi =0+1Z+“u
Yai =0+1J7;'+u21 (4)
Vi =0+lfi+”3i

COFER BFBERTHEROENTRL, RALEATHRUNEBRTRRTLHFTELI LI
%5,

3.3 EFOFHOHTE : RN sem TOEFILORM

FEF— I BAFTERVRIRT f,OFHEHET 5 H 2OV TIE, Meredith & Tisak
(1990) AR DE— A ¥ MTF % {3 B EFTHT TORGBATIN MY T2 DL LR
KB L BNRFA—- Y DHEFEPSBRFEMA TS, 2L T, BEEFMHII>VTH
ERLTWVS.

(WRDEBRMEHDOTYZW DK 72912, McArdle & Epstein (1987) (25> T, E%E
ERkEFIITRBEALTALILILTS. AEERkDPHEBAND/SAIBNT, T
DYEME/LIENTELZOT, WROBUEEOTE oL $5RIE, k2 o#E
HEBADONRZ% QICEETRIZI VI LIRS, AFANDkDPHLDONRADEZHEET S
LT, RERIHELL LV EBVAEAORTOVHRMEET LI EATELI LIRS,

ZIZTE, HAEEE IOOBMBESTRHELZL LT, IhH60EEE (vl y2. y3)
ERL, FHORTF % Level L LT, BELEHEkERLTD. 4B, JOkDFiHT]
WZEET 5.
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# E— AV MTIHIZKDDKHED (sem ® raw.moments B % f#F)
LGM_mom <— raw.moments (cbind {LGM_data,1))

rownames (LGM_mom) <— list (“y1", “y2", “y3", "k")

colnames (LGM_mom) <— list ("y1", “y2", "y3", "k")

#EFNDOELIR

raw_score <— specify.model ()

Level —> yl, NA, 1 # EFNy—-C% 1LICEE

Level —> y2, NA, 1 # BT/ —-r%LICEE

Level —> y3, NA, 1 # EF/8y—r% LICESE

Level <—> Level, v_L, 50 # Level D, #IHIEZS0

yl <—> yl, dl, 100 # BNEyIOMAMOSEK, W#%E100
y2 <—> y2 d2, 100 # BER 2B S, MIHEE100
y3 <—> y3, d3. 100 # BUEH y3nMB%OTE, D# %100
k —> Level, m_L, 250 # Level D, I %250

k —> 1yl NA O # BHUEHyIOFEY% 0 ICEHE

k —> y2 NA O # BER 20T % 0 (CEE

k —> y3 NA 0 # BNER y3OFY % 0 IEE

<—> k, NA, 1 # EEELE k OFHE 1 ICHEE

N7 A= OHTELERDOWN

LGM_result <— sem (LGM_model, LGM_mom, N =121, raw = T, fixedx
= k")

summary (LGM_result)

P

3.4 MEATFORR
NEBRKMOBMEAIZIZR L THIIE, LT, @B TEILEEFMLTESZ LS, B
SORFEEBUEBL L THRBRTHIENTES. LOFYORFEIZTIHLAVEF
ELT, CHICHEDBETEMAAILIZL T, BEOLTILERADEMNTESL, =
D&, SEM TiE, Level DEF (F,) (AT, Slope DEF (Fy) #HMMEE LT
EFL, TREFNORFOFEYEHEETIIET, BEARTOTLOBBEFIIT LS
ENTES. BIUBESOMBAEL VWAL, WRZROLIICHXIRZ LI ENTES.



R?sem (2 & B ERET T VORN itk - dHH)

Wi =0+1;Li +0f51 tu,
Vi =0+1f,_,.+1}:3i +u,y, (5)
Yii =0+17Li +2fs,* +uy;

FRMEE DD DOHEBHEEERTEIMAMNICBNT, 0206 2 & LABINBEZHEE S
FA=—FETHILLWHEETHL I L LIEHLTB &,

BRPIERIEOSE L, BOLMBEERT LI ERkOOSNS. ik (19993, b) T
b—MEBNANLIE IS, BFEICHT L 0BENIRIL, TV QL EEBOBEE
WKOWTORRAERL TS, SITit, 2KREEEHL LTHY EIFTAHABZEICT
%. ZROE (Quadratic) DEF (f,) 2BERIMATAHLZ LIZT 5.

Y =O+|7Li +0fs; +02;Qi tu,
y:i=O+l.7u+17$i+lzigi+uzi (6)
Vi =0+1fu +2751 '*'2279:' +u,;

4. 2 RBHETIVOHRTE

C TR (2003) THE L 7O REFI2IZO10FE B OFTESE Z R D sem T
DOHRELTAHABIEIZTS. &B, AmosiiE B I D7 — ¥ DFENERIZOVTIE, #
& (2008) THLBAL TS,

UFTIRRTOAS Y - 7OTTATHS.

library (sem) #5475 DRE

LGM_data <— read.csv (“kanzen_l0year_obgeneki_genponl00.csv’, header = T)

# E— A MIHIERDZFHED (sem O raw.moments B % )

LGM_mom <— raw.moments (cbind (LGM_datal)) # EEZ % 1 THE

rownames (LGM_mom) <— list ("y1", "y2", “y3", “y4", "y5", "y6". "y7", "y8",

“y9", “y10", k")

colnames (LGM_mom) <— list (“y1", “y2", "y3", “y4", “y5", "y6", “y7", "y8".

“y9", “y10", “k")
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# EFNVOIRELHE

LGM_model <— specify.model ("LGM_model_for_baseball.txt")

LGM_result <— sem (LGM_model, LGM_mom, N =121, raw = T, fixedx
="k")

summary ( LGM_result )

# {EIE4EHE

mod.indices ( LGM_result)

EFNEIEB L7 74V (LGM_model_for_baseball.txt) iX:kTah 5.

Level —> yl, NA, 1 # LAUVORT  £BIERE 1ICEE
Level —> y2, NA, 1

— &g

Level —> y10, NA, 1

Slope —> yl, NA, 0 # HEOERT : WEL 0BT

Slope —> y2, NA, 1 # D 1EZE 1 oG L LB
— kA

Slope —> yl10, NA, 9 # D104 H% 9 ICEE

Quadratic —> yl, NA, 0 # 2RO :#¥nax 2H&L CEE
Quadratic —> y2, NA, 1 # 12

— &G

Quadratic —> y10, NA, 81 # 19D 2 %

Level <—> Level, varL, 05 # VLUVEFOGEERE
Slope <—> Slope, varS, 0.1 # @ERFOTEEEE

Quadratic <—> Quadratic, varQ, 01 # 2REHEOHERFOSE LT
Level <—> Slope, covLS, 01 # LAV EExOELGEHEHEE
Level <—> Quadratic, covLQ, 01 # L~V & 2 REDOHGHEHEE
Slope <—> Quadratic, covSQ, 0.1  # & & 2 KREOISFHEHE
yl <—>yl, var_yl, 01 # FNEHOmBETEOHE
y2 <—>y2 var_y2 01

—Hh A s
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R sem |2 X B#EREEF VOB Gtk - #HH)

y1l0<—>y10, var_yl0, 0.

k —> Level, meanL. 10 # VAXWVEFOFYEIEE

k —> Slope, meanS, 05 # BERFOTHEHE

k —> Quadratic, meanQ, 05 # 2KIMHOFHEYEE

k —> yl, NA, 0 # BNEBOFYEEMES 0 (ZEE
k —> y2, NA, 0

— A

k —> yl0, NA, 0

k <—> k NA 1 # BEEEHkOGHE 1IZEE
EEROERD» SO L RBERNE, S TIE, HHBLTVA.

R COBME RN, (DVROE— A2 MFFEIDOLOERICML T, RLTBLZE
I2%%. ZZTlE ROprinta~vr FEFEHLTWS,

> print ( LGM_mom )
Raw Moments
yl y2 v3 v4 y5 y6 y7
yl 58158058 609.52570 629.98653 637.65413 644.39612 647.43793 640.23132
y2  609.52570 657.76339 669.92504 679.11248 687.07554 690.18967 681.34769
y3  629.98653 669.92504 701.13215 703.78570 711.34231 716.18074 706.52744
y4  637.65413 679.11248 703.78570 72198116 722.17116 725.87355 717.44107
y5 644.39612 687.07554 711.34231 722.17116 736.97488 734.67488 726.14992
y6  647.43793 690.18967 716.18074 72587355 734.67488 747.66223 731.87835
y7 64023132 681.34769 706.52744 71744107 726.14992 731.87835 731.97603
y8 64195987 68191592 710.89617 72052913 729.06134 736.60272 727.39001
y9  639.24711 680.54835 706.27099 715.70959 72391091 730.01926 721.87017
yl0 62812562 670.36025 692.94364 703.05736 709.50058 717.28298 710.00190
k 2378760 2530331 2626860 2662645 2694050 27.08512 26.79339
y8 v9 y10 k
yl 64195987 639.24711 628.12562 23.78760
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y2 68191592 680.54835 670.36025 25.30331
y3 71089617 706.27099 692.94364 26.26860
y4 72052913 715.70959 703.05736 26.62645
y5 72906134 72391091 709.50058 26.94050
y6  736.60272 730.01926 717.28298 27.08512
y7  727.39001 721.87017 71000190 26.79339
y8 73966204 72694164 71101175 2691167
y9 72694164 726.87934 707.84066 26.72727
yl0 71101175 707.84066 70563983 26.22975
k 2691167 2672727 2622975 1.00000

N = 121

KIZ, TOE—AY MTFIEMRE LBIERERTILICTS. ROsem TlE, 3
THATHI R R RE LG IR L), BEEOHEE LTiE, y *HEtRE 7 VIHED
612 5 BIC (Bayesian Information Criterion) 757 Té 5. ZEROHEELR CIL,
fesEft, HBidtE, WEMEOBEREHR (ZMELP), 2L T, fEMHOEHESHMHIENS,

> LGM_result <- sem (LGM_model, LGM_mom, N =121, raw = T, fixed.
x="k")

> summary (LGM_result)

Model fit to raw moment matrix.

Model Chisquare =50.859 Df =46 Pr (> Chisq) = 028817

BIC =-169.75

Normalized Residuals

Min. 1st Qu. Median Mean 3rd Qu. Max.
-0.22200 -0.05250 0.00493 000134 006250 0.20500
Parameter Estimates
Estimate Std Error z value Pr (> |2))
covLS  -2.1758021 06988149 -3.1136 1.8484e -03 Slope <--> Level
covLQ 01766489 0.0656851 26893 7.1596e -03 Quadratic <--> Level
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covSQ
varL

varS

varQ

var_yl
var_y2
var_y3
var_y4
var_y5
var_y6
var_y7
var_y8
var_y9

meanS

meanQ

Iterations

R ®sem 2 & B EMEE T VORI (K - #iH)

-0.0843091 0.0312621 -2.6968 7.0000e -03 Quadratic <--> Slope

9.2967230 1.9245189
1.0056592 03214117
0.0077573 0.0032212
6.9280735 1.6532733
10.4406756 1.5792173
6.9536369 1.0321657
8.6199964 12344365
7.2077368 1.0848314
73012136 1.0949831
86438423 1.2657284
8.7185126 1.3009970
5.7035640 0.9843569

var_yl0 10.0380151 1.7091282
meanL 240926756 0.3448185 69.8706 0.0000e+00 Level <-—- k

4.8307 1.3607e -06 Level <--> Level
3.1289 1.7547e -03 Slope <--> Slope
2.4082 1.6030e -02 Quadratic <--> Quadratic
4.1905 2.7832e -05 yl <--> yl
6.6113 38097e-11 y2 <--> y2
6.7369 16176e-11 y3 <--> y3
6.9829 28906e-12 y4 <--> y4
6.6441 3.0506e -11 y5 <--> y5
6.6679 2.5953e-11 y6 <--> y6
6.8291 85423e-12 y7 <--> y7
6.7014 20642e-11 y8 <--> y8
5.7942 6.8646e-09 y9 <--> y9
58732 4.2752e -09 y10 <--> yl0

1.1059577 0.1394401 7.9314 2.2204e -15 Slope <--- k
-0.0983744 0.0138825 -7.0862 1.3780e -12 Quadratic <--—- k

= 351

ZZTHRLIEATEAEEMIL WK (2003) THE LA Amos DR EIZIZFE LT
HH, BOIINEHTTE SIS AR, x *HEHRTIE, Amos D#FTI350426 (df
=46, P =0303) T, MEEI1LTIEPALN/Z. £L T, modindices 37 FIZ&

AEEHREOHTL, AmosDLDERKELBEVIALN o/,

UEDEREH,S, ROsemit, LGM &) SEM THHELEF L EMNRE LRALE:
12X B85 A—2HEETH, THOY 7 FERRTOBBEOLE, THIERTILIHER

ERHFELTCNDENVZ D,

5. BbWIC

RTIE, 7W¥y >y A=a—FRDRCommander ¥Rt XN B L HICh-oTETVS
A5, BEMIZEayy—-hsavwrs FE—FF2LALDS, FXFAMTZ7M0H063
< FRBEARALHFRXTHS. RiZA v —3 v MEROFRBRSICHTER CHRIC
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¥y ou—FTE5HH, PCOAMEMOLI—W—A 25 72—RLLTIE BEIEWE
EbLbIB%HBR '

SEM it R ¢, BNEEENATEEEREZMAH 5 IIATHE, ZHMOMEL
RA (—HERED) H50idta (MAMEKE) TREFIK TSI 74 AN BA ¥ T2
—AHRUE, EFNVOHERLRITHROIRMAT L0123, FHIERAY—LELT
BCHBEN TS, Z20—HT, ) LVBEAELZRD S -OIBEREORMEIIRD
Blah, SEMOERNLEZ FPLIINNETVEBRTLEILICLLEVITAFR
HbALND.

SEM OH#tR %, Amos D& 9 %Y 7 A5, BIZBIRADHCIEH O H 6 OIS
WKARITBZ EICEM L L3N THS. £0—FH T, SEMOFRED SHANBOH
HERNT A — S HEEMEBEBRANEERLAMEE LTUMERAL TR WEEICET S
ZEbHB.

Z 2 TCHATEM L ) I sem P specify.model iE, EFNOEX R FOHIHE®RELS
DERIBERZZDDOTHSD. ZOkD, EFVEERT A0, HELTES
HMEHICRTFYOMS LML L2 ROONE, CZTHMALTELLIZLCMD
£ RICHEBEANEHEL DB, S HOWELTE— AV N OBRERLAL R
2TW5h, ZOEKRT, SEMOEHEZHBETHEVIBA,OAL L, RIZBHH 55
fEHTY — N THBEVRB,

sem (2B L Tid Fox (2006) #RBIEL T2 X912, 971 v 7 AL Twin
BTk nl, SHEHARBSTEZOFFITRITIZLRTELY., ERXEERLETS
BEOLHTH L, BITFICIAOEAMISECERBT A LICL Y, REAMTH/IS
A=W EDLET, BOWENTHTHS. ZORBFMOFEICHELTIE, #Hk
(1997) #$COSAN % ffio THE L T3,

Fox (2006) &, &HI2, NI A—FDMFEHEE LT, BRAECMAT, SEMHSHA
HEROBAICLERLTWS, LBETIR, SERERAMIOBEL -5 LTS
EHB. RAEN, 0L RIS LTIE, BEREMEERTIEGEMOATVSAS
4 E O LGM OHEFETIX, PEHISIIBIOBYBLEELTVAE L) THS. Amosk L
HARTHEEAZ . sem Tld, EFNVEERICHBMEZ ZE L 2T RS2, 185
A= DWEEICH L TORREFEA NI L EIEHLTB A2,
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