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Recent Developments of Theory of Latent Structure Analysis
Chooichiro Asano* and Nobuoki Eshima**

EFECBI 2 REBEMMOBR L ZOEBAFARODWTEHEL TWE, T8bbE 18I
Wb BBEBESN LBHF AN AEROEE, BLIUZORAIIOWT, B2 HTREE
BEETIVEOVT, FREIHTREBEISAETNVIEOVT, X6KE 4§ TIRBEENT
BEFBRET VL 2EBRMTICOVT, ESFOMEROBRREFEHL, £ -BHEOH
FIZDWTEELTWS,

In this survey article, a general view of the methodology of latent structure analysis is
presented and some directions of further development are introduced. In the first section,
the background of the latent structure analyses is described with the aim of the present
article. In the subsequent sections, 2, 3 and 4, latent trait models, latent class models and
latent structural equation model are discussed.

. ZU&®IL

BRI L REN S BT, #EEOT — 5 R—2AOFH - (ERSHERICBAT, 0%
BERUIEBEL TS, L, INSOBROBERMENEESRRT—yThD, Zhoid
HERE - BFRE - MBRE - LREREC L 25EEBREEHOES L LTERS L2, L
Tebio T, BROARE, ZOSEWEAEK2BEMHTL, BT 07 4 — ) S
L, 1ML T, BROBEOAY - 178 - EWREWIL TwB I icks, Z0X> R
Bix, 20 HACOVEED > W. James, J. Dewey S#LRIEHIC L 2, [BETLES 20
WEDSEETEH] LI BAT, BEAEELE (manifest variable) OBEIED SWET 2HS
BHOBREERT 2T AERE LTRSS TR/, 2hs0lRizsW»T, L. J. Cron-
bach, D. N. Lawley, F. M. Lord, A. Birnbaum, G. Rasch, T. C. Koopmans, P. F. Lazarsfeld,
L. Guttman, A. M. Madansky ZEDOWHRIIELTH 3.

AFEDOTTBRAET 20 » OBERTCERT 5. Ih o ORER L EECEE % 7
2121, ZEBEALE B L (HAZE (latent variable) 2 {83 2 € FABFHRIC R 5,
BEEE<T 7V (latent structure model) & 13, HIEAZLE L BELTEOBRET T MEL
7ebDh 5, WEDOBRPERLAENIV AT AL LTRRENEBDET, BEBEETL
(latent trait model) ¥# 27 5 A€ 7 (latent class model) -¥7EEI HEBRET 7V (latent
simultaneous equation model) £DE L D E F )V E2#EHFR L Tv» % (Lazarsfeld (81), Lazarsfeld
& Henry (83))., 22T, X=(X1, Xz, ++, Xp) RBEELTEXRY T Wy 0=(6,, O+, 0;) BVEHE

IR 1993428 WEIRAT 11993 E3H RE 199344 H
*BMEAE TEE B AT ABRER, T 192 AEFHAKET 1-236
* RIAY BRI, T 852 RIBTHCHHET 1-14
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BB b, §72 0 BELTE EDX L X DRI S EEBHE 2 JHEEBESE Th TR
F(210) & f(x0),i=1,2,,p, TRT L &, BWEBEET VTR

£(al0)=11 £z )

BREL, Zh%BEFAHIOKE (assumption of local independence) & V> 3.

Z@l5&ﬁﬁ%itﬁ&%ﬁﬁﬂﬁt%étﬁﬁk%éﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁ%%én,%@ﬁ
ﬁﬁittfﬁﬂ%itﬁﬁ%iﬁﬁﬁ@t%E?ﬁﬁ%i@%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ,ﬁﬁ%iﬁﬁ
ﬁTﬁﬁgiﬁEW&%Qﬁ§E7U74—wﬁﬁ,ﬁﬂﬁiﬁEWTﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ@kg
BIESUEAHE L U2 730 H VT —5 ORTFHY, BHZEER L EBERESEIS & S RIEE
55 AAFSRBIBENTWS, 2 TRAT TV HVT —F OREMEST & U TRERED
MEBEI IADHEECI LD S,

2. BEWHESR

2.1 BESESW

ARSI HT 127 A 334 & L C Lord (88), Cronbach (31], Guilford (59) L2k ->THE
R&H, %7 Lazarsfeld (82) St LmEHEEHL LCHRMALTEL, T2b5, HE
HOHEE DS 5 EERE TERE L, HEBE OBEEREMY (latent continuous trait) ZHE
T3 1 I RSB S Nz, B, JOSWETIINRE T HEEREICET 5 2
EEE» 52T A RV, HBREOSEEOERGHER L BEREORBL BT, &
OBA%3TE B ERE% (item characteristic function) & Xif¥h, ZOBEORY iR % HE
epERAS (item characteristic curve) &5, ZDX DI 2fEET: REEORGTERAZ
1 SEOEELERC L 25 OEP T - EE&D S, TOFBEEET 5L LTHEERTS
WIS, ZOBET 2BEL BT B LT LIBRT 52k EHT 3.

Z OEFENIIED > 15 L, Gulliksen (60) 13 [ L MIREES ] OFEMFEEL T, TR
NEEZR ORI R S 4, 1936 £ 5 1960 HEiCE B 25 EHOFREE5 2 T 5, %7z, Lewis(86)
i, S5 F0BO 25 EHOT A EROE % Gulliksen DRZICETORMLZMR 203
5, HLLHXREIALTLBLIERLTWS, MEORNR, ELLT ZFOHFCHEL 7
BEAIC B B, EADEES £ 7 A M2\ 2 BIEFTAR ORIR & LE 2 IH TR L T
2. ZHRSHTLF A VERODLEEL LIRS T3, L, Gulliksen s (1 )
FEOEEIEROFEOEEME, (2)7 X MNERODS  ORIELNFERC ZHEMETF IS
J 2 ST REFOBETH 2 LIEHL TV 2 L BHIREL, I, IhbORKRIPERERG
3% (item response theory) OFREL CRBECHL SN, HEMORMT B & KGO
HMPEESHE SN TS (Rosenbaum (113)).

20X 51z 25 &%) A T Gulliksen & Lewis DEFIRIS review 235 % 23, BRI B WL E
BEET 5 E S, 1986 ELUBEOEEOMIEICES 2B E 0D, —EOHHDL &L THERY
27 L BERLTWS, B E LT, ¥ LT Psychometrika, British Journal of Mathe-
matical and Statistical Psychology, Journal of Mathematical Psychology, J ournal of
Educational Statistics, Educational and Psychological Measurement, Psychological Review
R SET D, £7r, AOERZC LVROICARABBRENSH, T Tl review tH
HEFROXEIC L XD, BNAOMRRMICERZ B <.

2.2 BERECSH

BEZEOSFOREIC DV TE, ZOFESFOLUTD» SS ORI H 5%, Lord(89)
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LABE®D, Andersen & Madsen (7) & Sanathanan & Blumenthal (116) 2 18y x5
w7 (Fy¥ya) EFVOEERZ DWW EALRELHETE (marginal makimum likelihood estima-
tion) WU T\ 3%, Mislevy (97) RFRET — 5 AR2LT—F OBEH S, BESH (latent
distribution) »EHIKRDBE XK L L, BAHEEIC DV T Ramsay (107), Dempster et al.
(36), Dempster et al. (37) DEET7 LTV XL %B|HLE2S EMEOBHPERLTW S,
7z, M (63) RIEEBHDOAMRENEA I N —BD T A 7 NV53412 DT Gauss-Hermite
D5 AR, Gauss-Laguerre DS ARE I L 2BAHNER, —a— b= 7Y VEEDE
BEFELHMCHEEL, FORTRANEIZ LY 7 VY7 Y RT AR5 21 . BEZE 0 O
S DOVTIE, Andersen (5) B2 EEH» SR 32Ny 7Y CHES T -2t k- T,
mEOBAREFR BT 2BELROEL OFFOHBERL T3, L, FHESMHOR
B DV T REFIPESMORTE, BN ZHEROBNELLOREIC 2 DO EEEL,
FERFICTEBIREBOBRE SR T 3,

fti75, Stout (122) BEHKEOHEHBREFNVCET 2./ 285X Y R4 7RI BT B
BERBEORRNAE L LT, BEZROE—RKTHE DRSS 2 W ZY 2 REFIE
ERIEBLTWS, $hbb, —EDT A MNEEOHE—XTHBT 2 Lord(90) DR S 1z L,
Stout (122) BRBARFESLBRZFERDE, KTBICET2HFLVER LT, BEL:
BOEEDWERES 1 ThH B Z & &KL, [FRIC 6300 IDE > 7 H VO EBOREEEZRL T
5.

23 BESMEETL

BE, BIPENELBELR 0 TRL, Tho2EET 27 A b 2EEHCHL 6 275
L7 SQIERIGHERZ 6 OB 9(6) £ LT, 0=9(0)<1 %73 B3 (B % 72 135) BI%
ZHIFRE L, (1) EHFEHEE TNV (normal ogive model, Lawley (80), Tucker (129}, Lord
(88)) &, ZORMEBEB E» 27 (i) BRYRF 4 v 7EFA (Birnbaum (19)) 35 2.
O (i) DETNVIZOBBORL 2HESIRESH, 1RREFVCOHEETE, ZhET
DEMERTRLITNMTY XA (Bock & Aitkin (22)) £ 0 %, ST ERAHE R
BAUMERTRLI AT Y X555 2 & (Thissen (126)), 2 BHEEFNL « 3 Bes
(Swaminathan & Gifford (123), (124)) TRBEOBLHEE LD b4 XHEEFEOK 2 =
EBRENTWS, ZOUYRT 4y Z7EFVESLBRIZLEDI, (i{)SyyaEFIL
(Rasch (109)) #8b o3, ZOEFNVOHERIBERT, HETLTY XABNERZ LA
BT, Lo bEEIRROTIETRSELET 5, Andrich (10) 1%, #ESROBfE (threshold)
DEMMEBIEL T, EFY 7 T) — 7 2 RIGTHEORE 2 TR L, 2 o 1cBEEE
BB eE5 2T 7 3 — R SHBERIGCET 27 v ¥ 2 & F VO THERES O FE
LTw3%, Muller (100) & Andrich (10) DEFEREIC X 3 —RTEBEKET TV 2HEL,
Klaver (79) EZDEFNVIZBI 2HENBRORBEERBME52 T3, £, BREGA
ED2DODUYRT 4y 7 EIEREE TV LLTM (linear logistic test model) & LLRA
(linear logistic model with relaxed assumptions) 35 U &h, AT % BAHE (conditional
maximum likelihood estimation) 81} 2BO—EHONEI OFEFEENTIN, 51T
COETNVIEBET 5EERFRE DML SN T3 (Fischer (50)).

NS OBEREETNVO—BIBIZOWTHH L DRTELDH B, T vy a®e T MELLE
HRABIERMEE 7V (multicomponent latent trait model, Whitely (132)) =—f@{kL 7>
%7 (generalized latent trait model, Embretson (43))
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P(xi7=1|6;5 1ms d)
K M M
=(a— g)g[exr)(ﬁjk — 2 Come e — die) [ {1 +exp( O — 2 Cimk i d)})+g,

BREBINTWD, Z2ig, BHI=L2,, 1 BFm=12M;EAj=1,2,]: 90k
BRELERTDH 3. :

7YY aETNUBBEASNRTER, OEEPHESELZ CEBIATWS, EETLEMA
NHBERC IR L LTRE S h, ROFEREVET 5. ZOHAEHETVIZ, ROLD
H 5 (Masters & Wright (94)).

(1) R7Y vEH#E TV (Poisson counts model, Rasch (111))

P(av)=exp(— Ever) E37€ [av:!.
(ii) Z=3EEIT7E 7NV (binomial trials model, Andrich (9))
P(xv 10, @:, m)= mnCruexp{(ro— ;) xu} /{1 +exp(zo— a:)}™.
(iii) FHERE <7V (rating scale model, Andrich (10))

P(X=x|B, 8, x)=exp{xx+x(6— )} /7,

zziz, r=7(8,8,x)= Rexplxet k(B 0),

Z
%0=0, xx= —kZ_!lzk, x=0,1,..., m.

(iv) =44¥8= 7V (dichotomous model)
$nir=exp(Bn— 8u) /{1 +exp(Bn— 1)}

(v) #5219y %7 )V (partial credit model, Masters(92), Masters & Wright (94))
ZOETIVIEHSTE (Rasch (109)), KREER1THE (Andrich (9)), HERE
& (Andrich (10)) &%, ZHBERIGRENMERIG « H 7 IV —BRE - RIGEE
# (Samejima (117)) E—BLEZHE2bD, IO I7VYy FEF G,

Ton=exp{ 2}(8s—80)) Zexp(Z(8a— 8} 2=0,1,2, -, m,

TRENS. Z 2T, %a&m;zzé(m—&»w L5, THIMEERE n 2EE § D m

ATV 7 THRr R EDHERT, 05, 3EHB i Dj AT v 7 TOHL S, B, BHEBE »
DEEXBCBI2MBTH B, F— T8I & 2 RE IR, A=I1Il7m TTX n,
FRHEEOHEE I EEBRKORALIZ X > TiTbh 3.,

Ele, —RIELHHET v v 2 ETVIEZDWTIZ, Jansen & Roskan (65) BRSO 48 &
FHRCOVT, E-TEROBESHEMICH L TVE, 75y VaE®TNIZBY 3REHE
i, T—IHD A ADOEENKE NI o5, Wainer & Wright (130) 3o vz M &
LTPryv 794 7EEZRIBLTWS,
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59y aEFNESERTALT BHBCEL T, ERTEHET v & 2 € 7V (Rasch(110))
533 D, Whitely(132) 37— Z I DWW T LEBEME R SRS DIEHE LB & § 528, Stegel-
mann (121) &% D —BEZIERE—DOMEEOFKIO L TRL TWw3, ZOBROHEE
BEEEIIYD, 2RETVOREREERREIC LS, HXTT v ¥ 2% 7 )V (multidimen-
sional Rasch model) 2% Andersen (6] 2435 %75, Bl Embretson (44) X% BiEEI
BAHERTI vV a2aeTVERBL, B RHAPERMCL2EIRLERT—7%2LY
HoTwd, ZOETNIEZ

M M
P(xz‘(k)j = 1| ﬁj, bj, ak) = exp( Elakm@m - bi)/{l + exp( E}amﬁm - bi)}

TRENS, ZOREEERREAECIY, BEHELLTE=2— =7V & LS
BRINFEHE I L s hidk skw,

BEZYYa2aEFNVIZEL T, van den Wollenberg (134) 2 [ 2 00¥—4%F vy a « F
AMBEICEBENZ v vE b B, FOBEBE—SHAR LB, S5RZOHEARSCEDS
WTH Y IV EREL T &, TBERROEEENTAY > 7NV EBLTELWLELS EKT,
2007 A OEFEIERT v v a2 5HT 5] L) EEEREL %, ft)5, Forman (52)
BHIEER & > T EOEENEEWT, 25122 20BEREOHEI/NEWIZ ERYE N I3
KIBZEeRBEPIZLE, UL, ZheDERE, HEBROMEROEZRMNE T,
P TNVEBKELTH, Andersen( 2 ) DAREHREMETBRIEREREETR T I LR WODT,
Van den Wollenberg [(134) 3HERMICERE TR TY, EHMCIRZYLARRTWHL 3,

Westers & Kelderman(131) &, ZE@IREH 1) % DIF (differential item functioning)
PHEBRT 572007 A VEERGOBMERZREL TWw3, 7XAM2EF5A0BT, FUH
RETEREETTHERS—HMOAZBCEIERBCE R > 2R ICR 3 & 5% DIF 27R3HH
VhHb, ZOL>RERETA I poRELHET 27:012, DIF EEORENERICK 5,
Z D1z @ DIF #4113, Rudner et al. (115), Berk (18), Osterlind (104) % < DEI5
bV, ¥ELIEERIGERICE T WS Lord (90), Muthen & Lehman (103) #3556 5.
Westers & Kelderman (131) % Thissen ef al. (128) kD ¥ T, BELIPTVWI L &—
DOWHEI TAETNVE LTEMEENZ ZDOFIEEHE L T3, BHE, Thissen ef al.(128)
37 A PEEEALT TMskvl, [—EoAmsd 2], [ReEHFEND2] O3 DDRE
B2 ANTZETNVERIEL T3, Westers & Kelderman (131) &2 @& F D HEM
EZRIEL T2 ZDWMXOZERINEB T 2T 7NVIE, H2BEED S OHEREL LE
D7AVEE%®25, BE/ & ,BOFRD 120G ys, s=1,2,...,7;, ZEELIZET 3,
2, EONDBERIGE x; L L, AHBOBERICL->Tx; OFEE2ME (0,1) T, 5 4
DREREH® X, eLT, BERIC L 252 EDBHKRE vy OFB(T SHEEXR %
Dy =Plysla;) £33, 51, 6 RELERES], 6; #TEE j 0% E R (difficulty parame-
ter) ¥ L, BET1IBROYRT 4 v 7EFNV P(x;10)=explz(0—8)}/1+exp(6—8;)} IR
EFELT vy BZhTha &L 0 PHEETIET 2L,

P(y310)={ Doy, "'+ @1y, Vexp( 6 — 8;)} /{1 +exp( 6 — 6;)}

RO, b LEH 2 DIF 2R8I Ox,y, " LB BRI 6; 134T DOERSEM (sub-
groups) WXL CRILE.R oW ks, RIBLTWS ABRIEITRTLBEZ 7 XAET NV
(incomplete latent class model) %{# - T DIF #8EF3 2% Z L ¢, LELRE I EE
CEoTAP*BRET S, k72, BB oEBEISAETVOBESEELEHBRLT, Sy yaE®FN
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ORI BT 5 DIF 253B T X 2Z D51 H % (Kelderman(77), Kelderman & Macready
(78)). 2D &>, HEBRNEBET2ETNVREBEY 7 AOROHRCRMSh, 8%
- 7- DIF % RBEEEP—HoHL LTEELERLEN S,

3. BEIFASH

3.1 BEISXSTOERMNES

WIEY 5 A4 (latent class analysis) 2% HEBEAIIC & 2 HSHEZF B W INRERT
CEETAEED 7 S ARHHL, ZTOBES 7 A RERT 2 BNOFERE L THERFES
NT &7, IhsOUIHORE Y 7 ANHOMEIE, & LU THBAER» sREH & v HF
TEFNPORBEHET 2RATH Y (Lazarsfeld(81)), Z0ABRRINT 22 OMEESH
BIEx 72 (Green (58), Anderson (8 ), Gibson (53}, (55), Madansky (91)). L#»L, Z
N o ORI BOBEHT, LI THEBORENS L, BEHZVEBEHAIATLRY,
HERIVEa—IOREL LHIZ, ERNWCEBNLBLESEBEHECERAZLTVS, &
CTHRERED L THAERBORE L —BRICRESEFEFRE L L Tbh T3, #5, Good-
man (56) % Dempster ef al. (36) D EM ERZFOEEDOHEBIC L 2BAMET VT Y X488
BASh, BIEZ 7 AGNOET — 5 BITI~OBRAVPEHIT > TETVS, ZOHERPE
DEEPBVUDHDD, RAMEC B TTEREREL R WHIRNEFETH S, S, For-
man (51) BEFEZ 7 AT NVORBEEEBRL TRAHEERITo T3, ZOFERRITERE
i HBEELTHEEENR TS, 861, BAEOEMBEIC L 2 B8#HECET2MELLT
Mooijaart & Heijden (99) »5% 5,

WE 2 T A OB ICZ, HEREST (exploratory analysis) & BREFAYSMT (confirmatory
analysis) 235 %43, FEIF LD BEARNRETNVEEBA L LRIENOTEORENS Ao
%, #y b= RE (Guttman (62)) 2EERGICHEA L -3 EE#E< 7V (Lazarsfeld (81))
i3, EFVOHRE (Goodman (57), Dayton & Macready (33)) R#EECEL THEX
nTw3 (Proctor (106), Eshima & Asano (48)), BERKIG/ (Y — > BT 50 ORE
€7 (scaling model) DOHF%EiZ, Dayton & Macready (32), (33), Price at al. (105),
Rindskoph (112]), Clogg & Goodman (28), Eshima (45), (46) R Ek&EN, T—F DHF
WD DEEINEEEZ TS, BEZ IAETVOERE U TIE, SHESEHMOMHE
%8 (concomitant variable) % % DWW 7 A€ 7T N3 Dayton & Macready (34) =& D
RIBEN TV, $72,BE 2 7 AETFNVEBWLIZRRESH (Goodman(56), Dillon & Goldstein
(38)) HEAXEOMORRBFREHET 2 LCEETHS, 20, BEZ I AETVOHE
JG7 A DB BIGH (Dayton & Macready (35)) & Boh, BEZ T AT TN ORKRIESD
FEL L TOMESZRCEBSNTH R CH 5,

32 BEITREFN

W, BHER 0 BAROEE S 5 X (latent class) & FEFN 2 HHRERM 64, a=1,2,, A,
RHEERTWR LTS, 221, Xi2AhT73Y—{0,1,2,-,C},i=1,2,--, ] 2 OEHRIHE
BZRL, o TEBEZ A aROBEANBEE X, A 73 kORIGERIBERE2RT L X,
BE7 7 AT CREET 7 A a ROEBFEADEE X, i=1,2, -, 1 &3 2 KIS EE L
THDERET D, TORFHMNOREDEWRTEEBEZ ZAETH 5, v, TBEY I A
a @%’ﬂg%%?‘ k& ?5, ﬂ%@ e W@f@)\i)§ Xi=xi, 2'=1, 2, “tty I ODEFE\ %a‘??‘ﬁ’@% ,D(xi, X2y
ey .I‘l)=_D(X=xi, 1=1,2,, I) %y
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A 1
(3.1) p(:ci, T2y °**y x:)=§lvagpaix;

TmEhb, ZOFBRTHEE p(xi, 22 -, 21) 2 BEFERER (manifest probability), fHK v,
Daiz, ZTEFERER (latent probabilility) & W%, ¥E 5 A BEELE X, BOMEKEZEEE
T IWIEMETH Y, RIS TREEY 7 AOERITEKMTH B,

—RETN (3.1) TREERERE [I(C+ 1) -1 HOMTI B E &%, BERRZ (A-1)
TAZC—DHEOMLEZBHEE2 LD, TORD CHEERK L B S HSH5 AT s
(identifiable) T»H 272Dzt

(C+D-12(A~D+A(E D)

DEREPBHEE 2D, —RICE, B 2EERBORZ BN ARERKOK, D&EEREF L
OBAMREDLBEEFMETH 5. EBO T — 7 BT FORET ORI ES Tbh, HESH
T RBUCBIL TRFTRBIATEE (local identifiable) D% (Goodman (56)) HFRENB. &
DHRFZEERBE ¢ T2 L &, 175 (dp(ay, 22 -, x0)/dbe) DT > 7 DT I FERMY
OEBIZELRBILTHS, 22z, ZOFFIREERKCDWTITiz, BESBIz oW
THCHER b DT 3,

BRI TRET NV (3.1) KETEF— 2 2 SBEHE 2TV, £ OBEOER %1,
L7, BEERISHTCRNRE T 2R 2 FERSE T O BB IC € 71 IC KBS
THH2fT5. 20w, EFNV (3.1) BELZOHWEZF2izk s,

3.3 BEEBREFML

W&, IEO2EHES 1EORKECET2HEEEIC X, X, -, X; TRERTVR2E
T4, CZR2ERBDOAT TV —120 %7231 L L, Xi=0 2 ARG, X;=1 2IERE L
LTS, v b rDOELRE®E TV (Guttman’s perfect scale model) TO R S5 —
V(X Xy oy X1)=(x1, 22, ) EXRD I+1 Bchs.

(32) (09 O’ Tty O)s (1a 0’ Tty O)a "ty (1, 1, "ty 1)

COETNTREDRIE/NY — 2 & D HEBRE ORI T 2THE 21T 5 25, - DRERET
TNVEHECRIZFEALEERYS, v b~ YOREREETNVOERETF L L LTORED
TETEIEREE 7V (latent distance model) T# 3.
WEIEEREE 7Tl [+ 1 EOBEEFE” 7 X (latent ordered class) %{RE L, €7V (3.
1) Thur=pa T 2L %
b, a=0,1,2,--,i—1
(3.3) pai—{p,ﬂ,a:i,i-i-l,"',l,

(3.49) 0= plspi<1

OEIE L . ZOBERG S — > (3.2) THYST 2 b OIEE (X, X, < Xp) WWHT 5K
DERGHERD NS —>Th 5,

("5 Dt oy D)y (B2, D2Es oo E), oy (47, D2, -+, o).

LEDONRT -V BEEI TR0 ]  COERBRERD Y —>Th 5. ZOEWRTEREY &
ARZZA0»5 751 s CIRFAHI &N, BESY VoV RERHBRT 2. 77, BEE
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75 ANEET 2B RBEESENE 0 2IRET A LVHRETHS, VWE, 6 25X
xDEF X, BT 3 ERICEXRS (8) £+ niE, —o=6<0<k< < 6r < Gra=00 1T
LT

pr, 6<6;

_ﬁ@ﬁ%nﬂ 026,

BIRETES, 2212 6; 3MERET. LORED S BEERMET 7V IIBEREETVECED
22EHTES, R (3.3) & (3.4 Tﬁﬁ&ﬁbﬁéhé%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ?x&-f;v@ﬁ&ﬂﬁﬁb:ouvc
BREETEREM (3.4) REHL TiTbhizss, Eshima & Asano (48) i3

pr=exp(a))/{1+exp(as)}, p#=expla:+b:)/{l+exp(a:+b:)}, b:=exp(B:)
L a SRR, RABROSAEECEL CEMEERERLTVS, ZOETAVTR
0< pr<pf<l

D& EEHIIC - 2 h, BELE TN (structured model) LA TW3, & 5IiZ Eshima
(47) TRBEY Y 7 YREEZACTEHRLOBEERFHEOTE 2R L T 5.

BEEREE TV E—RCIER 2 7 2 DFERRE LT T VAQIRSAIRETH 5., HFY
S5 2 BEMOT AR 6., a=1,2, 1 A, D < B<-<Oa BT T & &, ERICHERE po; 1358
= RANE S

(3.5) paz':gi(ea)

TREND, B 9(0) D52 FELZOBMCIEC TS 2 5 2 L STHET, FROERK ¢ ot
LT O0=g{0)<1 %+ ISR ORANEL TH 5. %7z, B 9(6) »E O DEE
¥ (item parameter) 2 &L Z L BHFBI N DD, ZORBOBSHEWNIET, » O
DFEFRBES TH BB OBRVEETH S, Flz il

(3.6) g{8)=exp(8—d:)/{1+exp(6—d;)}

Enig, @H LT gi(91)<gi(9z)<--~<gi(0A), i=1,2,--,1, BEILL, OB d; 12
HE X, 0BG E LR,

34 REEFN

REEE TN (scaling model) 138#% 2{EHT — 9 OMHIDOT:DDEES 7 AET VT, %D
DPOETFVBRIBENT WS, 2 TREFEE X, 3EM (skill) S;, i=1,2, -, 1 OEBIRED
EELRZL, BEIZEE X ke L TtTi. v,

sof (EHOEELL)
T, EEoB/DH )

ERBTHIE S REOEMESRE 2RI BAEREERE L 2. BEEE (X, X, X)) O
EARZEEX E—B 2 HORIG/NF — > (21, T2y -y 1) 2D, BEEE (S1, Sz, -+, S1) D
BAZES IXOWAEETH S, SOEREBERIG Y-V End, W,

U(S)ZP{(SD Sz,"', 51)2(81, S2y °°°y 51)}
EEL. 22 s=(snsHs) THY, HEABERNX Q1) CEIERDLSCEZONS,
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I
17(.1‘1, X2 **°y .1,‘1)=EU(S)EIP(XI-:llS,‘:Si)‘Z’{l'—P(X'zllsi:&')}l_n

ZDETFTNMEZBWT P(X:=0|S;=1)=1—P(X;=1|S:=1) 34M:E43 (omission error rate)
2R, P(X:=1]S:=0) 3@ AEEER (intrusion error rate) %373 . Dayton & Macready
(32) Tk
_ _ _ ﬁ, Si=0
(3.7) PX=ts=s)={ " T
ZRWTWRS, ZOETNVTIREKBRE L LEAEEX ¢ B2 TOEET—ETH 3. 17,
Dayton & Macready (33) i

Bi, Si=0
(3.8) P(Xi—:l'Si)—{l_Bi, S.=1
ZRIBLTWS, I TREAKBEE L BABREIERBCA—OEL L5, ZhbnE
7Nh (3.7) & (3.8) BHIKKTHY, BEHECHETAEELOFREEZ NS, L,
Dayton & Macready (33) ZRHEOBELHETE B W CIIERRLHETEE B >1° Bi<0 2 ED
TEEOREEPTHNCAREL 2T TN EHEEBRIGETERVBANRIZZ L 2EEL
Tw3,

Eshima (45) iZ&70n

exp(a:)/{1+exp(as)}, Si=0

.9 P(XizllSi:Si)_—-{exp(aﬁ b:)/{1+expla:+ b))}, Si=1

ZRIBL TV, 221, bi=exp(f), 2 2 TREH a; 0B X ~NOBABEOSELTL,
b: 13BN s: DER X BTHE X: KT 3 ERIGANORREET., ZDF FIUTIIEEEEE
ERABEENHEEBICERY, »D

(3.10) P(Xi=1|Si=1)>P(Xi=1|Si=0)

DERALT 5. &4 (3.10) BRBHERICREL ZEFAREET 220 EETH S, BE
fLE7V (3.9) OFAHEEHIX Eshima (45) w5 % sh, ZDWETNT) XATIERT I
¥, Dayton & Macready (33) 127~ &1 T\v> 2 T@f# % M L 7evs, RESHEE K O SR
YEETHY, ZOFHEHIE Eshima (46) w5 X S5NTW2, FHEXRZRESH (3.2) D/5¥
— YO END L EREREE TNV IEBEERE TV ER S,

ZTOMDET N E LT Goodman (57) BFRHER 2 ABHICRIERTEE (intrincical scalable)
ZRIGE & RERCHERTREZRIGEDRE L T3 EFV5#IBL, Dayton & Macready
(33) ixE7) (3.8) AT Goodman (57) DEFNLRHAEL T3, Goodman (57) ®
BT Y BRT, Goodman (57) DETFNVRET N (3.9) #AVTHRET 32 L bARETH 2.

3.5 tDBDBESIFXETFN

ZITREDMDBEEY FRAETNVEDWTHERS, BIEZ FRAETFVOWEL LT, (15
Zfx b OWFEZ 7 A€ T )V (concomitant variable latent class model) #$ Dayton &
Macready (34) @& > CTRIEBENTVWS, W Y=(V,, Y3 -+, Yi) BAIBEESE L, EREE
TNDEDZ Y=ys=(yo1, Y2 *** Yox), b=1,2, -, B H3RBAZ S LIREBRE TSz oh
TnsLET3, 2Ok X,
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A 1
(3.1 P(Xi=23, i=1,2,+, 1| Y =45)= 3} 0(al )11 puiz

BRET D, 22, v(ald) & Y=y, 2521 E EOB/EI TR a DERETH 5. Y ILE
REHTHhix (3.11) i1 Clogg & Goodman (28) iR U SN T3 X 5 REMOEXRED
ERRBE Y AN EEZ 5, YHEGER THLBENEETHY, YOFRSOMEOBE Y
7 ABRECH T 2MROSWTURETH S, CHETORBRISBIHFTELLEION
3.

BT — 7 DI L TiE, Gibson (54) 2 X > THBES 17 4+ — V431 (latent profile
analysis) BRIEE N T3, ZOETNOROEFEEIBES FAETTNVOEELHBLZT
T, BEIZ FRAETNVIEED BIIED H 2 (Bartholomew (13)), Wi, EAELE X, i=1,2,
] BEGERT, BEMSABOBE Y S ACHEAINTHE LT3, BEY 7R a %Fi5
ET 5L ESHEEXRIIMNITHD, SHELTE X: OOBELSENIZ

6= V(X)= 2 vl E(Xila)— E(X)Y+ 3 vaV(Xila),

05=Cov( X, X0)= 2 vl E(Xila) ~ ECONE(X) D)~ (X)), i+]

TEOSND., 22, va BEEZ TR a DERET, E(-la) £ V(-|la) 3FhFTNELES T X
aNTOFHEFBERT. VE,

0= 3 0ol E(Xila) = ECONE(Xla)~ E(X)),
il o i3 > A B SEEE L,

A

2 Va V(Xila), Z':]
Oijw =19 a=1 ..

0 157

EBTWE ouw 1327 7 ANSEESEERT. o T De=(0m), Dw=(0sw) LB L%, X,
2=2+2w

D& enEiEnsd, Wi, v."{E(Xila)—E(X)} % (i, o) RS T2 IXAfFH%R A L Th
¢

2:/1/1/+2W

LRBEEN, &7 Dy RIEENATTIICH S 0T, EOSBRREFHNNC ST 2 MRS 8IT
SIDGRREIENT 3. Z ORI OV T ORRIZE 12472 <, BIEEMMTEL LTOENR
ET N EIRAFRESBROFEAETH 3,

4. BEMEFEISMN

HEEREE HEAE 7V (latent structural simultaneous equation model) ¥, BEZ
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BZEUCRBMICBY 2R (causal analysis) % 7213782 4MF (pass analysis) &EE
n, RECEL OSFCEENZY AT 2B 2 HREGROBIEZENET 5. - O
REHREFF W B 5 ERH & L THAEZEH (endogeneous variable) & 44258 (exogeneous
variable) 253 3 U AHBRE TV %, ANR L HARONHF BT SE S5 S BHEE
EE2BALTHREMAT 55D T, Joreskog (66), (67), (68), Sorbon (120), Bentler &
Lee (15) S k> TRIBI T &2,

Aigner et al. (1) BHEBRFEEREERONC Ty 7L LT, BROEEL SRR
2REL, INSOERD Y OEL OFBERE 7L O3 LEHHLERHERIL, &
AMEDOETERL T3, 22T, BMAEREFL, SEHERT T, ERAFBRRES
W, RENEENC L SBEBHE TV 2HAL, ROTHEEE L L BT 7 v DEf% (Dolby
(39)), WHEERICHET 3HIRE, SBE0BERRORLRESE (Dolby (40)), [FlERIfE, #t
ERNR, EEET T (Dolby (41)) %23&L T, HfEstEH: EEAMIZE E RV, —Eh
BIEHERNCE T 2 Eh BB 2 LT\ 3.,

COFEBERAEROES T, BIENHEERIBELRICEET2 L LT, Horuis
%€ 7V (LISREL model ; Joreskog & Sorbom (69) ; Bentler & Weeks model ; Bentler &
Weeks (16)) » 533 % b DT, fFH7% Bentler-Weeks & 71 BRI RD 3 KOEE
ZHIR LT3,

(i) #WEHFERET N 7= Bon+75.

(ii) ZER=EFN (selection model) Y=u+Gyp, X=p.+G:&.

(ii) 5E£E7)V (complete model) E(Z)=p+ GrEU,Z’=(Y", X").

2= GyB™! 13 % Gy,
Zyx =GB ! yOG’ s,
2 xx= Gx @Gx,.

CIT, glmxD) & &(n+1) RENZIEBER « BOIER, fo(mxm) L 7 (mxn) iEmfH
DEIEF FTERO LT OHHBEIR 2 XIS 2 MEAT5, Y(px1) & X(gX1) BBAREE
B, Gt GRBBITCIEF1I>0EEN 1 THIZ 0 DEERIOITH, ue & gy iZZHEFNXEY
D7 v, 175y & B RRERBICEEE S0 2 B85 VHHEZ RS 2 &
bDT, m)ﬁEﬂ®ﬁM&7FN%%tK(m)ﬂ0§§ﬁ%ﬁﬁ?%:&m&5.:@%
B7Na) XazBLTiE, Wiley (133), Joreskog (67), (68), Browne (24), Bentler &
Weeks(16), (17)43% D, % 7z/HiHRD LISREL-ver. 7 3% 2 B, Z2hizBIL T Ke & Asano
(72), (73) 13, Gauss-Newton ¥, Levenberg-Marquardt ¥, Armijo ¥, Scaling & % &t
TEHEHEEEMFELY 7 b7 2 0E L, EONRXB2EELFIEECIZ LD LISREL-ver. 7
SV BRVERSEONLEHRUTWS, M (74) 12 W EAHEEI DHEREIC BT B EE
HICHEBBESEhTw 3,

22, ATV AN RS HEERCET 2BEFBERNEFLOWE B A T, Christ
offerssen (26) & Muthen (101) i 2 fEF— % OHRFH7E 7V (Bock & Lieberman (23))
EERFETMCHIRL, —REB/IERE (GLS, generalized least square method) iz
PRBHEEEEZEEL T3, 7, EHELEEPID TS O8RS TR L, Muthen
(102) 3B EERIC BT 2 HEHBRETF L 2HIE L, GLS B & SRIBHEE 2L T3,
W&, BEBREENY M Z2=(2,, 2, Zs) £ L, BERALTE Z, TEGER X; DIEE,
Tabb, K()=12,, K ZHL<T
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Z,=/f(l), di,k<i)§Xi< Qi k(i) +1

PIRET S, IR tinny BHETH 2, ZEEBCNT 2@EEAERNE T VO HFvid, %
ERIFRAFIIES BREERRT bV X=(X, Xa, -+, Xp) KDWTITOI, ED (1)~ (iii)
WRSHEENEEINS I LIk s, RBEHEICEL, Leeet al (85) BHFLLEAELL T3
BB/ REEERRIBL T 3,

5. € ¥ U

BHRIEESDOER - BRBEORE - BUEBORBSENEL S L, BER OHBEHRVIE S
n, BEORATT =% « R—AR L 3BEEBRIIEENCREL T3, s OFEHRE
EERNC & 5T, HEREPERRROWFE D, HROBEWAE OMFEE & BEER RO
RO DIZ, BEBEMIOFERIEITEILESEEZHETLEbN S,

Ldpl, 2O&IBERERECRL, EAHOBERITLT L LHFICEIL: b DO TRv, HE
BN RLGEET — 5 1 X 2 EIAFESET, B LAERIRERAR R EBbhs, BE
DEEHROMRELMbN S D, el —REXDOERIC X 2 EREFCIIBABH Y, BO
—BEHERNGRM: « HTEFEEVME TSI RV I L IO —EANH S5, Thbb, BEBESHE
BRI NZBEENAED, ETLVOLETYH, BEFREOLTY, 2 LHEEEOLETY, BR
WISz BT T VORIE, ZRICHEELBER7 VY XL0OERBLEL k%, FEEE
OBED»S, ZOSFOEGELEAOLERIGC AR EHEEROERNEE NS,

BEAURCERZ I XY PR T I o BIREZE LS X VEROERE Lo 5 BH# T
5.
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