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Structural Equation Modeling Using R:
Analysis Procedure and Method
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ABSTRACT

This tutorial introduces procedures and methods for performing structural equation modeling
using R. For this, we present the whole process of analyzing the structural equations model from the
confirmatory factor analysis to the path diagram generation using the lavaan package, which is relatively
well evaluated among the R packages supporting the structural equation modeling, together with the
R program codes. Considering that research applying structural equation modeling techniques is the
mainstream in a variety of social sciences, including business administration, and that there is growing
interest in open source R, this tutorial focuses on researchers who are looking for alternatives to
traditional commercial statistical packages and is expected that it will be a useful guidebook for them.

Keywords: Structural equation modeling, R programming, lavaan, LISREL, AMOS

1. A2 e} Hof AAEe] 2 —?i oS4 A] Al Qi
T IT 249 %ﬁ’r QT A0 High Hilo] F

TERA EE”) (structural equation modeling) tgto] wat AHE AT EQ o] T)7)AE thalg 4= Q)
S AARSE OF 4 AL o] W 7] A4t = QEZAA A =250 st Q7 AAAL 9
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2 SPE|AL QIOHE 7] 2017). RE @A H|oJElRA0] AR B2 FASE OE 4 loH o] |
U Jeiga 22 HlEAA FAoRE ZH7 o8y 5 ] GHFHAE SAlol BAE 4 Aok #5HS
1 9lom, mAlz{d(machine learning), Hlo]Ejntoly (observed variable)E- o]-&3to HAj2Qle 7o
(data mining)/glAEn}to]Y(text mining), A+¢1014] 2 243 T o5 AR QS 7He] o] 29 JFLAE
2](natural language processing) & T3t 2o} ARSI, wEh FRAA RS QR A 31
2 SEHAE W7l Qlok A9 EAS At sto|HeE|& 7]Ho|th

R $g0ll= 2P A RAH S AlHshs o4 2 Tx7g A R (structural equation model)2 7Y
o|H2Z|(Ro M= o] 7]X|(package)=tal FETH Mg S48k 542D (measurement model)
7} ik Oﬂ~ E0°l, @4 sem, strum, lava, lavaan, SAE AAHS 719] QI TIAE Bt FREY
OpenMx 52 AMEE = Qlom XA el o) (structural model)= FHJHTh Uubdo g2 ZPud
st ﬁ:rLZ}*“-J H37} ALEE 3 o]& A Yst= o= 8ho1A QOIRA(confirmatory factor analysis)

grojHefEl= A& 02 S7Hd A0 Vet o & AHgslaL, R = of2] 719 Bl7inde] At

&
7he-H lavaan 3712 = 48 AZE O] A 7] H OF3]HRAE o &3ttt FRYHARLEL 59
o2 FRAAREY dAE S48 FEsL 9 <J3 >3 22 42 (path diagram)2 EHHL,
om A|&A 02 o] EVF o] FoJA|AL Qlof F2H BEREE BESHet AR 21 3, a8l o5
AR S AJdsh= R 9714 74 Hlad £ AR Abo]Q QINAAE Al O 2 T U
H7He WAl Slth(Rosseel 2012). 970 A+= lavaan ol 4% 25 2te FRARD S ofsliste
7|2 E ol &dte] XY PA RS pst= A o -85ttt
25 Amic B Eegde theat e ygo s RS = AR H S (exogenous latent
TAE A T T AdoMe LA EEY variable) 2} WAH A (endogenous latent
of tigh IRkAQl 7\dS AwEr). FAH o= 2 variable) 2 LR JFAALE 1A A}
HAREFO G/ Q40 FAEAE HHEDT o]ofA] € [ksi]= YR, WAHAHS= yleta] = E7]3HTE,
lavaan #7|2] & 0]-§3 FERGAREY pPHAE PIFAR = B Ulo] tE FAH ol 9F= 1]
ARt lavaan 37]0] E3HE A HolHE 0]-& A= WpaA] Bl yoji] SR A et 4
&fo] R T2 5] =0} 34| EAEALE AdAls] 71e g}, whdo] YA B U] AR
Sh 08 Re o] &35 L RYHA LI P AARS S0l Oaf AHHO T T PEA S 2 (2 WA
EoJgith ARSE Fo) FFS T BLEA B Yoi &
Pt FEAPEAS] TS ST AAHS
© ¥SRPo| ol SAEE 2 PSS T3 F 7HA|
2. AxRMAIQEIEIOl IMO A B JEE AHsE S5 S5 dE5Ee
£ RIT= 4 (exogenous observed variable)2} 3}
TFEYPAEEG L A AR S74o] ol A AL Gl x 2 e, WSS S8 9
(latent variable) 7te] FFIAE EA517] 3t th 3t == WATSH 4 (endogenous observed
F BAEA 7otk LA RIS AE ARl variable)2} s}l y= F 7|5t
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S 1z oxteky st LR QA= LREPYAI R E)
A

A € [zeta] 2 BAISITE FRPHA L= FE
o

A B 23t o A 7k S AT

f
e
&
il

cﬁ.
T

o
oX
i

s =t}i(Anderson and Gerbing
719 2014).

o2 WAMS % BEUSY BURS

A WA dARA A S

Pl Bl Q0IRNS 28 4
Sk o4 QQIRAE BE Az Tia) 53
solof s} AAEsEE AELo T B 2% 9
o}, Ao g HA| AL} St B 7

Y £33 2458 (pooled measurement model)<
o= s Sggsit) Q14 QRN Fa
AR 0] 2194 (unidimensionality), AlZ%=
(reliability), EFE=(validity) & F7}e 4= Jlth A=
ot EfEEE Frlsl| UA TUArd/dol tist 57tE

s
R | A=
ARSI Fsl0r Bk 57

7Hd(construct, & S

Hdo] ogfst E/dS TUAtY/dolgtal sty SR
do] AR A ko] AT Gd QIR
(single factor model)o] 9J3] 2 e =A2 7}
S}, BRlo) kAl AR (fitness) = thFEH A%

I8 D M3l X|EY s Ho=d
Chisq Discrepancy Chi Square p-4f > 0.05 Wheaton et al. (1977)
HMHAMSIE | RMSEA | Root Mean Square of Error Approximation| RMSEA < 0.08 Browne and Cudeck (1993)
GFI Goodness of Fit Index GFI> 09 Joreskog and Sorbom (1984)
AGFI Adjusted Goodness of Fit Index AGFI > 09 Tanaka and Huba (1985)
—— CFl Comparative Fit Index CFI>09 Bentler (1990)
L Tucker-Lewis Index TLI> 09 Bentler and Bonett (1980)
NFI Normed Fit Index NFI> 09 Bollen (1989)
MHESIE | Chisg/df | Chi Square/Degrees of Freedom Chisg/df < 3.0 Marsh and Hocevar (1985)

3) A¥= A& 712 Chisqe H 3R

test) 23t AF7HIE 717512 ot (p-gt > 0.05) Eo] tlojElE 2 AEAA B A7} =0l Prisich 22y 7HolAlg- BAE S REA7
7} 37kl wht 3 A= Aol Q7] wiiel REAV7E F 739 AFTHES A 712 wEbs 2237171 2 39-(BE 200 o) o] Ax
£ A%: 7} o)A A 9E 7] % HHair et al. 2010, Joreskog and Sorbom 1996).
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o Uehb= &5 7He] dadolut &
7VshH, o]5 WA YT (internal consistency)O]EJr
STt AEHE dupA|lsol tigh Bt 7|
HE 07 of/old vigAet 208 E&%@E}(l 7]
2019).

TR RDY M=

R QAR S S I
AlF = (composite reliability, CR)] AF-g-o] A%
CRE Th} o] AitshH, 0.7 o
40] NEF w7} FRE Zo g 7HEsith(Bagozzi and
Yi 1988).
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e e ) 3 O R AN to) B8 o] e 2917
CEIN2+X18(e) IO +ZiA-22)
o

ASEG e Yot
NFEl st RE ArHso] e PaErzs WEEEEE S =7 S 7= EHof §l
(average variance extracted, AVE)S A4tsto] 7} = O ek B9S2 B ARE el
8} 25 9T}, AVEE T}o} 7ho] Alatsit) stm, TR Aol &3t S o= Mz ¥
wdo] Hofop St AL ekt 2 717} the 2
s AWI%E 25 2HEE} AR ol 4 e
PN AL EES QAR 00t & Ao ne Sus s & T AWHOR (@A) 8AR NS She 7
S 97 A7) ol AAFAA (cross loading)o] &
F231E QolAR|Ze] AT AR o] o8] A Ast, & ot S =] F 7N oo 2ol =4 A
HE 2 9L gh=W2s HAlo]l 37]2 Ukt ule} A= HEHEE T S55A] 13t A0 & 7hsit)
A AVEE Aol that #E340] Hi2el A J FRYARDEL 0|28 o2 AR e
2 on3it). AVEZ} 05 o] A9 NFw @ A4S QA B S 70 SRS S| wio]
=23 70 2 gt} o]Zof| oJaf TEHA %2 AR E KO Z o
BT E 2-KC 7 24541 o5sts AL o 7Vl okt oW MAao] el o] BA)
i} 2435 2457 QA2 Uit gygrs 7F QoW HESHpE o WAL HSHSER
A HZEd= (convergent validity)9} THEEFGE ot o2 A4l S ET ¢ B2 AANIAE
(discriminant validity)] ZHdollA 715kt F3e} ZEETh S AP AP Ale] #EHLo] o3
gdrl 2T} 2462 Hol Y FAsst Hrhs thE AAae] #SHa] SeiM o & A
DS 2 ATE Uit = 508 gAues  PEC AVES @Al o) 48 4 gl #3
AL BAG ZANTA M oL AT dxjsh W40 MES UL o2 dapis 7o) Aw
AE ofujehtt Aee] S EE St AN 29} v w3to 24 WEEYES 71et 4> T AVE
22 AEle R sluR YE2(E) oo} sit) = 3 9] AlFto] HAHS 7t AAeET I vhEE
WP B 3 FH0E OlgE = AARS o&) IEE F53 202 gekstth(Fornell and Larcker
M3 We Bato] Ayelolof Sk eolaAzkel 2 1981,
42 AFEREE 219, AFEYE 2257
e 2R BE FEwso| golHRzlo| 32 7xEE
AR S E Folsfof gt x| tigh Wrhe Aol RS 7k
AFEFT e T35t AVES Bl F71sE 4= Qlrt A 2& W30l Fgsi, dAtudo)] oa) A%
A=t FEE7| fJeiAE AVEE 0.5 o]dolof H o|24] #AL HlolEjol &Jsl A|A|E=A] HESIT
of &tthH(Fornell and Larcker 1981). AVE: 9147 Helo] AL ) 7T Ao s el A=A

6) PEHAN BRI FHolH R0IA S8 A| A%} B
2 44510l 002 A7) wEo] IAHAE 24uA erh
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4. lavaan Ij7|X|E 0|25t XX Al izl

ol 7|0 A= lavaan 37| Ao E3tE o] Q=
PoliticalDemocracy H|o]E{Al(dataset)= ©]-8-8Fo] -
A RYEY BAEAE Ay E}(lavaan 2019).
M2 thea} ZHo] lavaan H7)A]E WREo] A8k
glojEjMe] F2E An R}’ o] HlolEAlS S Al
A9 2tdst E T Ao BIFsE SES
It oA st M2 AdE o] Qlth

> library(lavaan)
> str(PoliticalDemocracy)
‘data.frame’

75 obs. of 11 variables:

$ylinum 251.257589107575752510 ...
$y2:num 008.88.83.33 ...

$y3:num 3.333.331010 10 ...

$ydinum 009.29.26.67 ...

$y5 num 1.256.258.758.91 75 ...
$y6:num 01.18.098.133.33 ...
$y7:num 3.736.67 10 10 10 ...

$y8: num 3.333 0.737 8.212 4.615 6.667 ...
$ x1: num 4.445.38 5.96 6.29 5.86 ...

$ x2: num 3.64 5.06 6.26 7.57 6.82 ...

$ x3: num 2.56 3.57 5.22 6.27 4.57 ...

PoliticalDemocracy El|o|gAlo= E5 1171<] &
SHp7t Z9dE] Sk 24 HEHp= Al 719 X}Zﬂ
HPE SASES =R y1, y2, y3, y4 Hebe
1960 AlolA 9] 7153} 4+ (dem60)& 573813

3L, y5, y6, 7, y8 W4 1965 Aol 2] wiFs) 4~

Z(dem65)S A3 x1, x2, x3 HEe= 19604
AOIA Q] AFAsE =E(ind60)S S5 ol &

SHapet X*XH%# 7+ 94, 283 Aol sfgdat
A 2be] PA| = <7 2> )’

FIF

7) PoliticalDemocracy Ho|E{M} 11 kol E3HE 117] 4ol that A glo]efAlo] that &
8) lavaan Z|71A|7} A Eo] QIA] g2 79-ofl= install.packages() &5

ST Fac}(?Political Democracy).

o] &5to] MA the3} Zho] W7|A1E A8t} install.

packages('lavaan"). & BEZ|Ho]A] A8l H7)2]%& R AFdo] Ax]Eo] ikl 7 s

0) £ REeldol Tht A7 A8 ofa) oA AN Zolk wrebq olo] thal old sldolt A4H olnlg

Hojs A oheict
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A7ttt cfa) g5

19654)2] WIF38 22 1A ()5 E1, 1960

=

R

oA

K
N

NLMINB
25

75

ML
72.462
41
0.002

PoliticalDemocracy)

cfa, data

Number of free parameters

Number of observations
Model Fit Test Statistic

Optimization method
Degrees of freedom

lavaan 0.6-3 ended normally after 47 iterations
Estimator

> cfa(model

2~
T

oh. <9 2>¢]

ol 196049] Aist 2L SYIAMSEA B
8 £78 WANSRA B9 o

=
T

]

i

o
1960419] AFJ3} 323} 19609] w3}

=

=

I(

(@)

gl oJRo] Qolof ofs| ArgHtial 7pg st} 19602
o

196512]

]

s

o

1o

A= 12 Ao 2H

S|
&

P-value (Chi-square)
S5 7k of gt} 89l

S

&l ohat o] AL

)

_?4

=

=

fus

it} o]

soF

[e)
dem60 =~ y1 +y2 +y3 +y4

3
dem65

4

e

o
=

]

=

o
>cfa<-"ind60 =~ x1+x2+x3

+

)

}EAH(residual

J

o] AHg o & ZIHETh AR, <

3l

=
%%

A2 (listwise deletion) WA O 2 2] Ht}.

Zlo] 2 ZAA7F Aol A Al LT,

variance)o] Tt

A
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~y5+y6 +y7 +y8"
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o
2A 7)1EHo 2 _41’41 TR (maximum likelihood)
Sttt (estimator="ML"). o|xq ZHJ>EHS
el Qs B A4k A2 ez FIML(full
information maximum likelihood)& A&gt 4~ 91
t}. FIMLLS &t (multiple imputation)¥} G-At
Ao R ASgS AYsto] 2530l x3d

v Ao 2N A 4

_{

[e)] N
AN L
Ql7ko & tlHato 24 A7 4 9l Wk 93

d 4 It} FIMLo|| oJst A&7t A2l& aiA

missing="fiml"& #7g 3t}

N o

lavaan #7]#|¢] 3 gHpole RS sjAs)
A, FAstal, Eshe WA Tld ohedst 340
33k o] 9tk lavOptions() 42l =fa Falst
W R Al AT e S FRE ANE
> Qo HE= lavOptions() ol 5419 ol&& A
Ao = aid A1) 7147 E ERIE 4= Qi

> ?lavOptions
> lavOptions("std.lv")

$'std.Iv'
[1] FALSE

geld eQiMe AxE HY] fdMe o
I o] summary() $4E o&3tTh A4=A fit.

measures=TRUE®} standardized=TRUEE A5}

> fit <- cfa(model=cfa, data=PoliticalDemocracy)
> summary(fit, fit. neasures=TRUE, standardized=TRUE)
lavaan 0.6-3 ended normally after 47 iterations

Optimization method NLMINB
Number of free parameters 25
Number of observations 75
Estimator ML
Model Fit Test Statistic 72.462
Degrees of freedom 41
P-value (Chi-square) 0.002
Model test baseline model:
Minimum Function Test Statistic 730.654
Degrees of freedom 55
P-value 0.000
User model versus baseline model:
Comparative Fit Index (CFI) 0.953
Tucker-Lewis Index (TLI) 0.938
Loglikelihood and Information Criteria:
Loglikelihood user model (HO) -1564.959

Loglikelihood unrestricted model (H1) -1528.728

Number of free parameters 25
Akaike (AIC) 3179.918
Bayesian (BIC) 3237.855
Sample-size adjusted Bayesian (BIC) 3159.062

Root Mean Square Error of Approximation:

RMSEA 0.101
90 Percent Confidence Interval 0.061 0.139
P-value RMSEA <= 0.05 0.021

Standardized Root Mean Square Residual:
SRMR 0.055

Parameter Estimates:

HhZlo] ALg LZHAARER] 4 2 EYolo} SNl Information Expected
Information saturated (h1) model Structured
Standard Errors Standard

2019.3 9
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Latent Variables:
Estimate Std.Err z-value P(>|z])

ind60 =~
x1
X2
x3

dem60 =~

Al
y2
y3
y4

dem65 =~

y5
y6
y7
y8

Covariances:
Estimate

ind60 ~~
dem60
dem65

dem60 ~~
dem65

Variances:

X1

X2
X3
yi

y2
y3
y4
y5

1.000
2.182
1.819

1.000
1.354
1.044
1.300

1.000
1.258
1.282
1.310

0.660
0.774

4.487

Estimate

0.082
0.118
0.467
1.942
6.490
5.340
2.887
2.390
4.343
3.510
2.940
0.448
4.845
4.345

0.139
0.152

0.175
0.150
0.138

0.164
0.158
0.154

15.714
11.956

7.755
6.961
9.412

7.651
8.137
8.529

Std.Err z—value

0.206
0.208

0.911

3.202
3.715

4.924

Std.Err z—value

0.020
0.070
0.090
0.395
1.185
0.943
0.610
0.447
0.796
0.668
0.586
0.087
1.088
1.051

4.180
1.689
5174
4.910
5.479
5.662
4.731
5.351
5.456
5.252
5.019
5.169
4.453
4134

0.000
0.000

0.000
0.000
0.000

0.000
0.000
0.000

P(>zl)

0.001
0.000

0.000

P(>zl)

0.000
0.091
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

Std.lv

0.669
1.461
1.218

2.201
2.980
2.298
2.860

2.084
2.623
2.673
2.730

Std.lv

0.448
0.555

0.978

Std.lv
0.082
0.118

0.467
1.942
6.490
5.340
2.887
2.390
4.343
3.510

2.940
1.000

1.000
1.000

Al A0 &2 LieojA ok 7H
&|ti(header)etal S Th

* lavaan 3{7]A] WA, a7} 4>

/\‘7

S e, B Y
ﬂ(ﬂolxﬂ"‘ HEEA, A
Sl 4% Chisq Ag%= #|3% 0]9]9] 7}

Std.all

0.920
0.973
0.872

0.845
0.760
0.705
0.860

0.803
0.783
0.819
0.847

Std.all

0.448
0.555

0.978

Std.all
0.154
0.053
0.240
0.286
0.422
0.503
0.261
0.355
0.387
0.329
0.283
1.000
1.000
1.000

Q1 AL AFE HolErh o] A ‘Model test
baseline model’5-€] AJ&5le] ‘SRMR'Z Ty} of
7ol <3 1>of] A7 AT A RS H|ES ohgst

A7} ANS] YLk, TA S H5FHAE B
3 gIck AL, TR, AN AR BAS

K| AEYT ®202 ®Miz



4.2 BAEHX|

parameterEstimates()
A AAE o Zo] 2T

t}. standardized=TRUEE- A3}

Sy mazx

> parameterEstimates(fit, standardized=TRUE)

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8

9
10
"
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23

lhs op
ind60 =~
ind60 =~
ind60 =~
dem60 =~
dem60 =~
dem60 =~
dem60 =~
dem65 =~
dem65 =~
dem65 =~
dem65 =~
X1 ~~

X2 ~~

X3 ~~

yl ~~

y2 ~~

y3 ~~

y4 ~~

y5 ~~

y6 ~~

yr ~~

y8 ~~
ind60 ~~

rhs
x1
X2
x3
yi
y2
y3
y4
y5
y6
y7
y8
x1
X2
x3
y1
y2
y3
y4
y5
y6
y7
y8
ind60

24 dem60 ~~ dem60
25 dem65 ~~ dem65
ind60 ~~ dem60
ind60 ~~ dem65
28 dem60 ~~ dem65

lhs, op, thsi= BEe] 125 LreRth op Ho] dAt

26
27

A= lhs Fo] M2} ths

est

1.000
2.182
1.819
1.000
1.354
1.044
1.300
1.000
1.258
1.282
1.310
0.082
0.118
0.467
1.942
6.490
5.340
2.887
2.390
4.343
3.510
2.940
0.448
4.845
4.345
0.660
0.774
4.487

o] W4

se
0.000 NA
0.139 15.714
0.152 11.956
0.000 NA
0.175 7.755
0.150 6.961
0.138 9.412
0.000 NA
0.164 7.651
0.158 8.137
0.154 8.529
0.020 4.180
0.070 1.689
0.090 5.174
0.395 4.910
1.185 5.479
0.943 5.662
0.610 4.731
0.447 5.351
0.796 5.456
0.668 5.252
0.586 5.019
0.087 5.169
1.088 4.453
1.051 4.134
0.206 3.202
0.208 3.715
0.911 4.924

e WS

z pvalue ci

NA
0.000
0.000

NA
0.000
0.000
0.000

NA
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.091
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.001
0.000
0.000

Al

o) ZAHWAZS ek, ~~
BAE skl oot 22
= 5 EANIS

J

7} &7 &89t} standardizedSolution() 3H4> T3k
parameterEstimates() $h9f AL, EF0HE &
PR Hojtt
.lower ci . upper std.lv std.all std.nox
1.000 1.000 0.669 0.920 0.920
1.910 2.454 1461 0.973 0.973
1.521 2117 1.218 0.872 0.872
1.000 1.000 2.201 0.845 0.845
1.012 1.696 2.980 0.760 0.760
0.750 1.338 2.298 0.705 0.705
1.029 1.570 2.860 0.860 0.860
1.000 1.000 2.084 0.803 0.803
0.936 1.5681 2.623 0.783 0.783
0.974 1.591 2.673 0.819 0.819
1.009 1.611 2.730 0.847 0.847
0.043 0120 0.082 0.154 0.154
-0.019 0.256 0.118 0.053 0.053
0.290 0.644 0.467 0.240 0.240
1.167 2.717 1.942 0.286 0.286
4.168 8.811 6.490 0.422 0.422
3.491 7188 5.340 0.503 0.503
1.691 4.083 2.887 0.261 0.261
1.515 3.266 2.390 0.355 0.355
2.783 5.903 4.343 0.387 0.387
2.200 4.819 3.510 0.329 0.329
1.792 4.089 2940 0.283 0.283
0.278 0.618 1.000 1.000 1.000
2.713 6.977 1.000 1.000 1.000
2.285 6.404 1.000 1.000 1.000
0.256 1.065 0.448 0.448 0.448
0.366 1.182 0.555 0.555 0.555
2.701 6.274 0.978 0.978 0.978
Zrolck = QuibAlol ola) Helg 3 W) 1ge] B
FAAE S WA e B2 Qe1Hto)
th dl& E9], ind609] thsh x19] QXA G A
A A 1R s o n R o] EFHEom BF3HH
QAR 0.9200]th ~~ Axtato] & AojH F=
HA 150 B2 BAHhset rhs7}t ZHOH)
i FEAH(hso} ths7} TR S Lrehick #39
0] BALS ZkaF R A (residual variance)S oJu]sit)
A7)0l A AR S S AlQslal=(x2) B &

2019.3
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A RIS el 03 therh, e oJE1e(data frame) 402 Esp] who of
o W onr} A, o) AAMsT BEWAE g F o83 B Ue WO R Yolelg 138
’6}71] A &3siA] Eotth= S LERdth kARt oju st 5 9t} A& Eof, o2 2ol =~ itz FojH
IS BIUDE QU YA LE Q1M DUHALE 2oiel 3 30 30f i)
B0 o] mj&- ekA o & = Aotk HolE= THE 4 Qo knitr 37]2]€] kable() &<+
parameterEstimates() $Hp= E4FPAE RY HolEE & o &) g5 WEolE
> library(knitr)
> options(knitr.kable.NA="")
> library(dplyr)
> parameterEstimates(fit, standardized=TRUE) %>%
+ filter(op=="=~") %>%
+ mutate(stars=ifelse(pvalue < 0.001, "****,
+ ifelse(pvalue < 0.01, "**",
+ ifelse(pvalue < 0.05, "*", ")) %>%
+ select("Latent Factor"=lhs, Indicator=rhs, B=est, SE=se,
+ Z=z, "p-value"=pvalue, Sig.=stars, Beta=std.all) %>%
+ kable(digits=3, format="pandoc”, caption="Factor Loadings")
Table: Factor Loadings
Latent Factor Indicator B SE Z p-value Sig Beta
ind60 x1 1.000  0.000 0.920
ind60 X2 2182 0.139 15714 0 **x  0.973
ind60 x3 1.819  0.152 11.956 0 **xx  0.872
dem60 yi 1.000  0.000 0.845
dem60 y2 1.354 0175 7755 0 *xx  0.760
dem60 y3 1.044 0150  6.961 0 **xx  0.705
dem60 y4 1.300 0.138  9.412 0 **xx  0.860
dem65 y5 1.000  0.000 0.803
dem65 y6 1.258 0.164  7.651 0 **xx  (0.783
dem65 y7 1.282 0.158  8.137 0 *xx  (0.819
dem65 y8 1.310  0.154  8.529 0 **xx  0.847
4.3 &2 THRE HH 3 AAHASE TR0 Grgts BES ol 7))
S QRN BRE UFHLES WASE  He AW 2T S Ak o o), WS x1zt
AAE T2E GRS AABAE Ba By T2 @ ind603 dem60)S Sk 9
e 7he] TAIE A5t Aolth olE 9, A< |7 & o= o A= AaTAZE A4 Ze =2
BEoA 9Elt x|, X2, x3 M4E0) NZ ABTAT 7l ﬂmfw Ao Gmelo] W 19604
Zh=tal 7pgsitt ot Ol HPEEL B Y3 AoA 9] A3t Eat FIF3) 22 AR B0
7, 5 19601 Aol AIeH £E(nd60)& 24t ATl Has o] AdxelE o Q7] wheolth
7] & Ao g S4stal Q7] wjFolth 3t 5 oY SHRELS IS 7] 7thE A
12 X AZYAT ®203 M1z



& BYE Jlop7] wie] BH9] ds& Htste & A 50 22} FH L th-2a} 2o residuals()
7HA] WS Bdlo] 7|tet = AAlS FE(EE a2 S5 o] 8sto] 718 4= Qltk Q12 A type=“cor’E A
A 33E) 3} dolE2RE AL AA| #SH HoAS gete), 2t fEe Z2E A E(list) 2449 cov €
FE(E= S22 BE) 7Ho] Hol & AujH= Zofth Zrof ZgtEo] ) tizbHe] o3t 02 AMAlstAL,
o Zto|7} HiE SHEEL] zkxto|t}, ojf F W4 7F kable() & o83t HolES & 4 97| =5
ZA7F A 14 7F BAof tijs) Bdo] A2 2 =T

22| ke Fato] EAgthE A oJu|gith

> residuals(fit, type="cor")$cov
X 1 X2 X3 y 1 y2 y3 y4 y5 y6 y7 y8

x1 0.000

x2 —=0.001 0.000

x3 -0.003 0.002 0.000

y1 0.034 -0.047 -0.083 0.000

y2 -0.099 -0.082 -0.086 -0.038 0.000

y3 0.037 0.005-0.050 0.083 -0.085 0.000

y4 0.114 0.068 0.054 -0.033 0.066 0.002 0.000

y5 0.155 0.089 0.043 0.075-0.054 0.022 -0.024 0.000

y6 -0.054 -0.068 -0.047 0.003 0.123 -0.113 0.000 -0.064 0.000

y7 —0.029 -0.040 -0.044 -0.002 -0.028 0.085 -0.008 0.020 -0.032 0.000
y8 0.032 -0.002 -0.039 -0.034 -0.024 -0.054 0.025 -0.050 0.090 0.018 0.000

> resid.cor <- residuals(fit, type="cor")$cov

> resid.cor[upper.tri(resid.cor, diag=TRUE)] <- NA

> library(knitr)

> kable(resid.cor, digits=2, format="pandoc", caption="Residual Correlations")

Table: Residual Correlations

x1 X2 x3 y 1 y2 y3 y4 y5 y6 y7 y8

X2 0.00

x3 0.00 0.00

y1 0.03 -0.05 -0.08

y2 -0.10 -0.08 -0.09 -0.04

y3 0.04 0.01 -0.056 0.08 -0.09

y4 0.11 0.07 0.05 -0.03 0.07 0.00

y5 0.16 0.09 0.04 0.08 -0.05 0.02 -0.02

y6 -0.056 -0.07 -0.05 0.00 0.12 -0.11 0.00 -0.06

y7 -0.08 -0.04 -0.04 0.00 -0.03 0.09 -0.01 0.02 -0.03

y8 0.03 0.00 -0.04 -0.03 -0.02 -0.05 0.02 -0.05 0.09 0.02
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% A3 7Fd RMSEA(root mean square of
error approximation), RMR(root mean square

residual), SRMR(standardized root mean square
residual) 5& H%& ZAE Higo 2 AAET) Ab

4.4 HEE X|Eo} BY JiM

fitMeasures() <4< lavaan 37]x]o]| Q)& AH&T]
.

A% At AMHO R FO4E o5 AFE AL L gav ARE Wy P02 sl
e 2 Bk wieba 2R AR BHEe] Aol
> fitMeasures(fit)
npar fmin chisq df
25.000 0.483 72.462 41.000
pvalue baseline.chisqg baseline.df baseline.pvalue
0.002 730.654 55.000 0.000
cfi tli nnfi rfi
0.953 0.938 0.938 0.867
nfi pnfi ifi rni
0.901 0.672 0.954 0.9583
logl unrestricted.logl aic bic
-1564.959 -1528.728 3179.918 3237.855
ntotal bic2 rmsea rmsea.ci.lower
75.000 3159.062 0.101 0.061
rmsea.ci.upper rmsea.pvalue rmr rmr_nomean
0.139 0.021 0.428 0.428
srmr srmr_bentler srmr_bentler_nomean srmr_bollen
0.055 0.055 0.055 0.055
srmr_bollen_nomean srmr_mplus srmr_mplus_nomean cn_05
0.055 0.055 0.055 59.937
cn_01 afi agfi pafi
68.225 0.854 0.765 0.531
mfi ecvi
0.811 1.633
o= A3FTHS S| AeliAE thaat 2ol fitMeasures() 3H429] F A Q4= A8 A4,

> fitMeasures(fit, c("chisq", "df", "pvalue", "gfi",
chisqg df pvalue gfi  rmsea cfi
72.462 41.000 0.002 0.854 0.101 0.953

rmsea”, "cfi"))

7848 (Chisq/df < 3)2F CFI(CFI > 0.9)2 A|9jalilE A3 A FE0] BE P& $2(p-Fk > 0.05, GFI >

0.9, RMSEA < 0.08)2 Z=3A] Halal It} (<3 1> &),

XA AHIT x203 H1E



— oo = = o-d
F ARE olgety Hdls fAsk Bdll AYLE N EAL 4 AE= thadt Zo] summary() g4l
modindicess=TRUEE A48 modindices() 38 A7 Asjsto] L& 4 Qith
> summary(fit, modindices=TRUE)
> modindices(fit)
modindices() $t= ATE HlojEZ|Y] A0 R Y| W] Yol REWS &SP A 34k A
710wk 25 4 Ik o2 Sof, QAo thet 47 A E Thea} o] Ho|B FAO.R 2T 4 Utk
> library(dplyr)
> library(knitr)
> modindices(fit) %>%
+  filter(op=="=~") %>%
+  kable(digits=3, format="pandoc",
+ caption="Modification Indices for Factor Loadings")
Table: Modification Indices for Factor Loadings
lhs op rhs mi epc sepc.lv sepc.all sepc.nox
inde0 =~ y1 0623 -0.269 -0.180 -0.069 -0.069
inde0 =~ y2 2.157 -0.826 -0.553 -0.141 -0.141
indé0 =~ y3 0.004 0.032 0.022 0.007 0.007
(B
dem65 =~ y2 1531 -1.520 -3.169 -0.808 -0.808
dem65 =~ y3 0.056 -0.253 -0.526 -0.161 -0.161
dem65 =~ y4 2563 1.553 3.237 0.973 0.973
mi 9 B4vk 74 400 oAl MaFe ST QUHOR o BAE F/1% o) A}
UEeRAL) o] ZHe S42 " w o] /jgipt a2 7V A WAE S JeAlol TS etk oeat
s RS Jufgith epe B FAE HEljMY mp  2o] 24 ARS 27] 0.2 HAs FFw A
Z#%]9] H3l2F(expected parameter change, EPC) FIPt S EeE G & Aok 24 AEgk] A
g ekt 24 ASE 7)ol wde] g ¢ 3019 AT ZshicHminimum value=3)
2 ARE 4 715t TE HZE A wjio A& =01, 97]olA A A 39| y2 ~~ y6 FHA
EPCHE B4 00 ZRE|9] HakgS e, o} < 7 TSP y20} y6 TARA JHIAE 518
B of gk AT 4 BHMO] BEZANE o FHe A9E Ukt F BI04 dRso] o3
nST Ul g Al $Re) BEehE EPCgol:  ABEA Raht 380 Relhe 23 glrku woe
sepclvE FAAHSTHS BE8HE 3Ho)al) sepc.allS uj ojgjst Rl 7hEsit A7 A F #S5
HE HAPE ZF3)SE gro|H, sepc.noxs RIS H y28} yoi= S ST H(HFXA virhe] 243)
$E A LSt BE HEE FF)SH glolth < A=Rt st} SAstth(Z7Zt 19603} 19654)
2019. 3 15
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> modindices(fit, sort.=TRUE, minimum.value=3)

Ihs oprhs mi  epc sepc.lv sepc.all sepc.nox
88 y2 ~~ y6 9.279 2.129 2.129 0.401 0.401
104 y6 ~~ y8 8.668 1.513 1513 0.423 0.423
81 yl ~~ y5 8.183 0.884 0.884 0.410 0.410
93 y3 ~~ y6 6.574 -1.590 -1.590 -0.330 -0.330
79 yl ~~ y3 5.204 1.024 1.024 0.318 0.318
86 y2 ~~ y4 4911 1.432 1.432 0.331 0.331
94 y3 ~~ y7 4.088 1.152 1.152 0.266 0.266
33 ind60 =~ y5 4.007 0.762 0.510 0.197 0.197
54 x1 ~~ y2 3.785-0.192 -0.192 -0.263 -0.263
32 ind60 =~ y4 3.568 0.811 0.543 0.163 0.163
85 y2 ~~ y3 3.215-1.365 -1.365 -0.232 -0.232
100 y5 ~~ y6 3.116 -0.774 -0.774 -0.240 -0.240
102 y5 ~~ y8 3.090 -0.686 -0.686 -0.259 -0.259

wHpA o] 59] afdat 1t A} *ZHU‘ A0 2 Vthshz A2 FelAo|al Bfgsit) HRT A =T 2 yl ~~
V5, Y3 ~~ V7, yA ~~ y8 59 RLAHE A8 7153l) o]2fdt o] 27 viAY} 4 A EE Falste] e} o] =
WS S5k HH QRS ThA] Saith TAK y2 ~~ ya%hy2 - y6is THA y2 - y4 + y62 L 4
AT

> cfa2 <- "ind60 =~ x1 + x2 + x3

+ dem60 =~ y1+y2 +y3 +y4

+ dem65 =~ y5+y6 +y7 +y8

+ y1 ~~y5

+ y2 ~~y4 +y6

+ y3 ~~y7

+ y4 ~~y8

+ y6 ~~ y8"

> fit2 <- cfa(model=cfa2, data=PoliticalDemocracy)
> fit2

lavaan 0.6—3 ended normally after 78 iterations

Optimization method NLMINB
Number of free parameters 31
Number of observations 75
Estimator ML
Model Fit Test Statistic 38.125
Degrees of freedom 35
P-value (Chi-square) 0.329
RAE 3718 1Es} 7)E 1E 2 e anova() $4E o3 anova() B4 PRI ER ope}
TS 58] S35 (nested model) & vl e wf ARg3F 4= QIct”

10) of7]ellN 3 rdolgt 278 L40) Pfol| A g o] thg wlof ebdsh FE o] ejel RS Sulgitt, of= 22 mdof] 33he na
_‘é_% i %E‘.‘ﬂé ]1: 4—6]-1:4 1010} @q_L \:\:O]I:}

. XA ZEAT H20H A3



> anova(fit, fit2)
Chi Square Difference Test

Df AIC BIC Chisqg Chisg diff Df diff Pr(>Chisa)
fit2 35 3157.6 3229.4 38.125
fit 41 3179.9 3237.9 72.462 34.336 6 5.792e-06 xx*

Signif. codes: 0 ‘xxx’ 0.001 ‘*xx" 0.01 ‘* 0.05 0 0.1 7 A

ik sl maw J1E R of e 2

AL 593
L==h

_]
o
o 7}01111% tﬂi}’%% SAA 2 {03k 2fojo|th(y(6)=34.336, p-%k < 0.01). ut
2hA] TSP WAHLA T AHBAIE 388 M2e Bdo] 7]E RART 948ital 248 UlE 4 ok Al
1=]] AN

gfi", "rmsea", "cfi"))

> fitMeasures(fit2, c("chisq", "df", "pvalue”,
chisqg df pvalue afi rmsea cfi

38.125 35.000 0.329 0.923 0.035 0.995

rir
)
L
ok
it
4>
i

I\ sl HnE s et 2ol ofe] RHle) £R M3 RS AU FHF 4

> library(dplyr)

> library(tibble)

> library(magrittr)

> compareFit <- function(...) {
+ m <- list(...)

+ sapply(m, fitMeasures) %>%

+  set_colnames(pasteO("Model", 1:length(m))) %>%

+ as.data.frame() %>%

+ rownames_to_column("Fit_Measures") %>%

+ slice(match(c("chisq", "df", "pvalue",

+ "gfi", "rmsea", "cfi"), Fit_Measures)) %>%
+ mutate(Fit_Measures=c("Chi-square", "df", "p-value",
+ "GFI", "RMSEA", "CFI"))}

At o
kable()

o] &E o83t 7|E HEnt M2 B 7] A9l AR E thEat Zo] st HolER YT 4
AN

71914 HolE FHY 8= %’4 s kable() g thalol stargazer() @& o833l stargazer() ¥4

oft
&
10
e r
o
i
ofth
a
1o
o
o,
tr
tlo ®
O.-::
ox
mQL
)4_4
fiu)

> library(stargazer)

> compareFit(fit, fit2) %>%

+ stargazer(type="text", title="Model Comparison", summary=FALSE,
+ digits=3, digits.extra=0, rownames=FALSE)
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Model Comparison

Fit_Measures Model1 Model2

Chi-square 72.462 38.125

df 41 35

p—-value 0.002 0.329

GFI 0.854 0.923

RMSEA 0.101 0.035

CFl 0.953 0.995

MNZR B0 A3te i 7|E B Hg| B AT BE AE A 87F #4 43(Chisq/df < 3, p-

%k > 0.05, GFI > 0.9, RMSEA < 0.08, CFI > 0.9)& SS3TH<E 1> #0l). TS0 WARA 7F I A E &
gato] oAl 7S] B4E ME 28 Bdo] 7|&e] Hdloj vlsf tloeE Xt o & HFAILE £4H SR
O] Aot ANFH 0 2 ostH, upeti] o] A3 HoM SHEHS] tdx S SHE 210 & Helr

SAAAHo] FHE7] QAL Eat 2t FAESo] O] BE BHWETL AP SEAWHOR 06) ol
o BES QUGS FHEA FA0] oFo] BAHOE fJslol Gk EEs LAY BAF foYL

standardizedsolution() &4=] AYATE HIO 2 tha3} 2o] QoF HolE FA .2 T 4= Qlth

> standardizedsolution(fit2)

Ihs op rhs est.std se z pvalue ci. lower ci.upper

1 ind60 =~ x1 0.920 0.023 40.005 0.000 0.875 0.965

2 ind60 =~ x2 0.973 0.016 59.110 0.000 0.941 1.005

3 ind60 =~ x3 0.872 0.031 28.081 0.000 0.811 0.933
(B

32 ind60 ~~ dem60 0.447 0.103 4.323 0.000 0.244 0.649
33 ind60 ~~ dem65 0.578 0.088 6.559 0.000 0.405 0.750
34 dem60 ~~ dem65 0.967 0.029 33.579 0.000 0.910 1.023
> library(dplyr)

> library(stargazer)

> standardizedsolution(fit2) %>%

+ filter(op=="=~") %>%

+ mutate(stars=ifelse(pvalue < 0.001, "***",

+ ifelse(pvalue < 0.01, "**",

+ ifelse(pvalue < 0.05, "*”, "")))) %>%

+ select(Construct=lhs, Item=rhs, “Factor Loading”=est.std,

+ Z=z, "p-value"=pvalue, Sig.=stars) %>%

+ stargazer(type="text", title="Convergent Validity: Factor Loadings", summary=FALSE,
+ digits=3, digits.extra=0, rownames=FALSE)

Convergent Validity: Factor Loadings

ind60 x1 0.920 40.005 0 * kK
ind60 X2 0.973 59.110 0 * kK
ind60 x3 0.872 28.081 0 * kK
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dem60  yi 0.850 20.200 0 * kK
dem60  y2 0.717 11.157 0 * kK
dem60  vy3 0.722 11.439 0 * kK
dem60  vy4 0.846 19.462 0 * kK
dem65  y5 0.808 16.847 0 * kK
dem65  y6 0.746 12.924 0 * kK
dem65  y7 0.824 18.392 0 * kK
dem65  vy8 0.828 18.477 0 * kK

[e)
= = - =
ZArdo| i3t R42d Avtes v Zo] ZEE(path diagram)Z YERA 4> it} semPlot 3j7]7]¢]
semPaths() $r~& o] &3Ith semPaths() <42] what Ql4roll= HE2E9] H3o] FAS FAEA] Gttt
what="std"= F340l FF8E B4LFAAE ST F39) M2 edge.color Q4o 218t} =29 Mt
|

2 color Q14:0] A8 4= 9LOm, ZAMS (a)o BEWS(man) A7E AE PHOE WER A 4 9k
q

> library(semPlot)

> semPaths(fit2, what="std", layout="tree2", edge.label.cex=1, edge.color="darkgreen",
+ color=list(lat="orange", man="palegoldenrod”), fade=FALSE,

+ style="lisrel", rotation=4, curvature=2)
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4.5 M|} EfEt:

SR M e AE20E dupg BEFAIE R, B EAEE S olgate] Wrlsitt of Al 7HA] A#E th
1} o] semTools #7]2]¢] reliability() g4>E o]-8-sto] 2HES 4> QlTh.

> library(semTools)
> reliability(fit2)

ind60 dem60 dem65 total
alpha 0.9023348 0.8587945 0.8827394 0.9149416
omega 0.9437375 0.8375192 0.8556193 0.9134989
omega? 0.9437375 0.8375192 0.8556193 0.9134989
omega3 0.9436899 0.8411795 0.8575539 0.9192055
avevar 0.8588015 0.5996704 0.6408647 0.6320778

2t AR AE20KS dupA 4 (alpha), Al S72] B4 % (omega, omega2, omega3), B EAEE
(avevar)o] AXFETE o] & T3} o] Q9F Hlo|E P40 & SHIITHO7|olM HAIE e A HA| 271t E9),

> library(dplyr)
> library(tibble)
> library(stargazer)
> reliability(fit2) %>%
+ 1) %>%
as.data.frame() %>%
rownames_to_column("Construct") %>%
slice(-n()) %>%
select(Construct, "Composite Reliability"=omega,
"Average Variance Extracted”=avevar, "Cronbach’s alpha"=alpha) %>%
stargazer(type="text", title="Convergent Validity: Reliability",
summary=FALSE, digits=3, digits.extra=0, rownames=FALSE)

+ 4+ + + + + o+

Convergent Validity and Reliability

Construct Composite Reliability Average Variance Extracted Cronbach’s alpha

ind60 0.944 0.859 0.902

dem60 0.838 0.600 0.859

dem65 0.856 0.641 0.883
B3 st AR dupl B A% 290 078 AF3lehal Qlom, B RAeE w5t I8 #3221 055

23k E}EW X@E‘%‘E ’\@ :@H‘i F3ACt.

Zal 9;19—‘34 %ﬁlﬁﬁi %QBPE}. EEf& AVEE 05 0]%01‘3}. EE}EW %—@E‘%‘% HATHIES S5 ez
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WHENG T QA 2 AP B EAREY] AlgS Hlughe =4 g7kt 4 olok FAS 3 3
Alg= B 2] lavinspect() eHE 085t Alxkeitt.

> lavinspect(fit2, what="cor.lv")
ind60 dem60 dem65

ind60 1.000

dem60 0.447 1.000

dem65 0.578 0.967 1.000

£ A3 o]7lo] AAE what="cor "= A 71
ego AFES sk 452 a3t 2o 8o

A9 reliability() 345 0|83t AFE3ITE.

lavinspect() §42] what ¢10] &34} 3F= 4
O] FBASRE Sujgict! A 7t iAot 3
olE5 A/ditt HHEAEES A ARESE semTools 7

3
i,
el
a1
2 ru
_4 -1N‘

> library(semTools)

> library(dplyr)

> library(tibble)

> library(stargazer)

> lavinspect(fit2, what="cor.Ilv") %>%

+ as.data.frame() %>%

+ rownames_to_column("Construct") %>%
+ cbind(Square_Root_of_AVE=

+ sqart(reliability(fit2)["avevar", -ncol(reliability(fit2))]1)) %>%
+ stargazer(type="text", title="Discriminant Validity: Correlation and AVE",
+ summary=FALSE, digits=3, digits.extra=0, rownames=FALSE)

Discriminant Validity

Construct  ind60 dem60 dem65 Square_Root_of_AVE

ind60 1 0.447 0.578 0.927
dem60 0.447 1 0.967 0.774
dem65 0.578 0.967 1 0.801

46 FXH

gy QQIEMS Fofl GUAY/S, AE %, BHdEe] tist F7HE vk SRS Higo g LR RES A4St
o BAsit s Edo) tfgt Jrke AARS 7H] AIE BAsts FAEEAS Bl oYE) of& fal WA o
83} o] 7)20] SRR WANIS: 7 PAZ F7he TEER] FEE So BAAR AYET
1) &8 4+ e AR ZEL lavinspect() g9 =& (?lavinspect) S Falsict
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ind60 =~ x1+x2+x3
dem60 =~ y1 +y2 +y3 +y4

dem65 =~ y5 +y6 + y7 +y8

# regressions
dem65 ~ ind60 + dem60

> sem <- "# measurement model
dem60 ~ ind60
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> library(dplyr)

> library(stargazer)

> standardizedsolution(fit) %>%

+ filter(op=="~") %>%

+ mutate(stars=ifelse(pvalue < 0.001, "***",

+ ifelse(pvalue < 0.01, "**",

+ ifelse(pvalue < 0.05, "*", "")))) %>%
+ select(Dependent=lhs, Independent=rhs, Coefficient=est.std,
+ Z=z, "p-value"=pvalue, Sig.=stars) %>%

+ stargazer(type="text", title="Regression Coefficients", summary=FALSE,
+ digits=3, digits.extra=0, rownames=FALSE)

Regression Coefficients

Dependent Independent Coefficient Z p—-value Sig.

dem60 ind60 0.447 4.323 0.000  ** =
dem65 ind60 0.182 2.587 0.010 * %
dem65 dem60 0.885 17.405 0 * ok

ARG 7] M) A= B SAH R foJsith whebr 196092 st 4(ind60)> 19601 9] I} 4>

F(dem60)9l Y& MIFIth= 7H2 A 1960'99] A1eH £} 196039 RIFE £F2 19651 7
73} #E(demo5)oll FFe HRIThE 7Md E=E AREIGIE SE&H o] e S9HA0] dEs Uel:s R'e
Tkt Zo] & 4= Qlk.

> lavinspect(fit, what="rsquare")
x1 X2 x3 y1 y2 y3 y4 y5 y6 y7 y8 dem60 dem65
0.846 0.947 0.761 0.7283 0.514 0.522 0.715 0.653 0.557 0.678 0.685 0.200 0.961

lavInspect() g0l what="rsquare”& #7Jgtch. BE AP USTSReL YWARAHS) o) tish R*7} Alat
=, o] 7he-d WAR A (dem603} deme5)oll theh R*7F $-2]7F TS ZHe F4maapo] tish el s Lehy
£ R%|t} 19609 R13:38} 423(dem60)Q] EAFS 1960E2] AMISH 422 (ind60)o] 2J8f 20
A9 RIS} (dem65)o] B4+ SHHS 1960139 AYet a3} 196019] RIF=8} T%oﬂ °Jal 96.1%7%
ArgE,

FEEH) ZAETH= semPlot 37]4]9] semPaths() 35 o] 85to] 2= e 4= 9tk A/dE =%
= <9 49 2.

> library(semPlot)

> semPaths(fit, what="std", layout="tree2", edge.label.cex=1, edge.color="royalblue",
+ color=list(lat="lightcoral", man="lavenderblush"), fade=FALSE,

+ style="lisrel", curvature=2)
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