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Variable Mean-Centering and Multicollinearity

Mao-Neng Li
National Chia-Yi University

Abstract

To reduce multicollinearity and to make the interpretation of the intercept
meaningful, it is frequently recommended that an interaction variable be based on
mean-centered variables. Previous studies however have found that this approach may
be futile. The variance of a regression coefficient is affected by three factors: error
variance, variance of the predicting variables, and the correlation between predictors.

Multicollinearity for the interaction term can only be detected correctly by
analyzing simultaneously each of these three inter-related factors. Previous researchers
have only focused on the correlation between predictors by relying on the VIF/Tolerance
index to detect multicollinearity. Consequently, inconsistent findings regarding the
merits of mean-centering have been reported. Using an illustrated example, we show
that the Condition/Variance proportion Index which reflects the variance of the
predictors in addition to VIF be examined to effectively detect multicollinearity.

Interestingly, mean-centering the predicting variables for reducing the threat of
multicollinearity can be valid only under the condition that there is not a significant
increased difference of variance ratio (SD/Mean) especially between the variance ratio
of the pre-centering interaction variable and the variance ratio of the post-centering
interaction term.

Keywords: Mean-Centering, Multicollinearity, Interaction Term, Variance Ratio
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i R3

23 iE® Y it (Centering 7T ALE IR Y ) A A FA I B
FEROES S AN KRR R AR e ¢ AR Rl AR MR R R
FEEEOfRR L F el & o 23 7% 5 & HLM (Hierarchical Linear Model )
TERAL b B SRR F LI T 1 B HLM o e 2§ R
St F G o KA R T IR R end i f R AT R N IR DE & AT

A PIRRIA T S TG R R SR S AR R g friv g L2
fiw o b4 @ Belsley (1984 ) , Gatignon & Vosgerau (2005) zn iz = 3 (%% 18 ¢hl 35

BYORVEMRE - REAII AT MM L EZRLANRES &

ERPOE P o T EF Feh s AL QPR ES TR L (RAFR LI
M) FR,H H A2 AT EHRIE TR N R AR o P i R R KR
ERM A R nERMH KR o R E AP L] T AL - Echambadi &
Hess (2007 ) » M T o s ¥ g &s » T @234 5 A2 AP 2 HF
TP SRR Rl ELE AR R R B R RO 2 R
(% i VIF (variance inflation factor) ™ "% ); ¥] 5 L ffFEL (X’X) hiF 7V E
APt @AY S TR PR MR T AT FFH DL RPRES ARG
Pl o ipEhHEE T AT 2 B 5o T G HU ERF RS fER
FAXMMREE o ¥ b > Hofmann (2007 ) 225 48 3c? o it 2 ¢ R InAT4 5%
SR A SR N R A - Rom ¢ 2 R R s ¢ RO Rk
23 F (48T level-2 ersgsa v 2 3p R level-1 shgl & ) o

Flpt > P s LR A P A X M aFE LR S —%"7\% ’ﬁ B 42 {?‘fb%"'év\’f’?’ﬁ
E R BEFE-HFAAPERGF o T o g ARG bR A 2
WU RY M AR AL Re Rk X E R b RO ALY

Fedohzger g

P it fidg R B (zero point) sht 5 o F B-fde s Bop 3 T oo S A
Al RTAAEPEFLY B ET R L - BYERA G ARDRES bl
dod @ R4s® ¢ HDL (42 EEE ) =-24.990+0.498LDL (3 *2 FfE ) + 2.459BMI
-0.019 (LDL*BMI)» F3gRliE s OpF » *TE W2 B9EZ f E > 2 55 3 F2 ™
foo dr S MU SR HIE AL B P 15 HAER OV 5 HDL (45 "2 FH S ) = 47.555
+0.080 (LDL-215) - 1.537 (BMI-22.5) - 0.019 (LDL-215) (BMI-22.5) - F]* %
RRIE R OpF > *TEE2 BFEL T E - Pk FHF2L 4% %4 LDL & BMI 3
TP AR SRR T 5 47555 3RE G B P2 F TR K T F
BRAFRIFE TSI ARDITRE L ER LR e M ERBE Y
FEIA LR ARG NPT o P it P RS- BRERE H R
A B R AL AN Frrw FFENA A beh? w itk BB anfhik
FRERT AR DL R PR BACFRRAEL LG RTLED0 L F T 2
LA B BN L

N R LE

SRR UEEP Y &
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A < 4
BlER A ET] K 58

-

- ~# 4 ¢ it (Residual-centering)
Lance (1988) , Little, Bovaird & Widaman (2006) z_ i+ % it %f:;ﬁs#;, NS R
#H

(-) i FhREZ A witdgihz LA JIF L LRHA Y Tk
BT GFAT OMAL TR TRE AT TR

(Z) Z2Fa3iv g (E1€2) T 112 kA £58 (Resll~Res22) iF 5
Btk (%2R 1)

FriE z g 2§42 3 i¥* 38 (orthogonalized product terms) » & 2
Ed 22k T FREE > FIL AL FAF I E LR 0EF 2 F&é Dl D 2
B> m T 5% ib (Mean-centering) Wag ' M3 HR e RBE TR TR
NI W= 3

|

Bl s £¢ z‘-ﬁvmj

= ~ T iogc? < it (Mean-centering )

Tioge? o i f R fEA 5 SEMEHLMA 459 > £ ZHLM § & = 4 {4
ﬁ’%eﬂnewiiﬁﬂnhEmiia&ﬁowﬁwernlb%ﬂuﬂh~egfar
Toougg EH’“-%"EJ’ :

(-) 2T iof? i

o T raged o it (Centering within clusters ; = £ % Group-Mean centering ) »

# 5% % it (Contextcentering > fi 5 CWC) > if * il 5

1-#=5 % ACIREE ) "R x- ¢ %I X&YF’*‘ M (s ) %3 :(1)
BT E P RN P (TR R REE) & (2) RHAERF AT RS
Heo A 5@ iﬁ!;' By = Pu P& CGM(Centering at the grand mean ) # % § »c5 o

2~ EH ﬂmafﬂ"r%‘%] K2R TR (Slopesasoutcome)’ MEEHEDT K
F- A 12 (MEFZPHUIRRIRIE RS ) Fl i ~jET 11 A H cross-level &
between group interaction 2% (Hofmann & Gavin, 1998)

3 AT FandFy TR RAF LT EY o
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=S = %
Pl S E T3 5:4

-

(=) % g

K (NN (Centering at the grand mean » * #£ = Grand-Mean centering -
HAs CGM)» * FLZ BT E P » % P o

1oamgda edf g ThED ¢ TR L Enk (R RE- £ RF L%
o

ARG N T N E I S L

WHELRA L TR - A ARG AR RS (TS ) WU
& Wooldridge (2005) #3k ¢ * R4 Bt @ * CGM (Fak == ¢ 4e » o T 30k
AR ) P CETRBERETT B BHA TR B BRIk o

Foobo BTy vt’l\%v&r/»\ﬁzﬁ“ Mzed mer (2 F BERES ) TR
2 S HFUNEEABER IR wE Gy TIIRE SN - ~a 22w

Y=DBy+ B X+ B, Xy + B X, X,
Y =70t X{ +7, X5 + 7 X0 X5 (xlc =X, =X, X5 = xz_iz)
y:7/0+7/1(X1—)?1)+72(X -X )+73(X _XXXZ_YZ) (=254-)
=70+ =7 X0 )Xy +(r, = 7 X X, + 75X, X,
:(70+73X1X2_(71X1+72X )) (71 X )X +(72 X )X +73 X, X,
P 1 ST R PR 0 (55 (R 2 5 (6, = 7,)

PR Xp & Xp e 5 G

ﬂ1:(7 _73)?)

=1 =p+ 17X, (27 -)
,Bz:(Vz_ysxl) )
=¥, =P+ 13X,

R Y SRR

BN

By = (70 +73)?1>?2 _(71>T1 +72>T2))

F2E E%ZFV HH; (o>38=
Yo =( 0 +(71)?1+7/2X2)_73X1>?2)

ZCHTEA e

Bz it ¢ it (Fixed-value centering) z i * pFi# 5 @ & £ %t 247 (Latent
change analysis ) »

P E R S ] T AT R e e 0§ e A W] B
2,3,4,5,6 f » R FET0I T F ati=0 pFenTERl e $TE Y B *“éﬁﬁm&a > Blde

R RE 2 kG ali2=0 0 TR TR bR E > k] 0
JRAE Y P BEA R LAk B RIR Y ati-d ek P F R R B BEERITE
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%;réf ¢ fL 8 5 L E ﬁilvj_-_m—i %}k}
I?IJ%E jv..;‘l‘-!} J]J ’;;: - L ﬁ

Aok B B Y ati-6 -
D GEN R SRR TR R R A Y S D eI B
B NPl B A AL f okw FEE R

B 5 AR &
5~ & @t (multicollinearity ) & % H IRt 5 ~iw jF e 47403 (& HLM & 47)
FoRBEFA BB 2ZIFRRATE G BRAAAMSEERIT F AP Y E
ERB Y SH2 B3 ED ﬁiﬂ AR R S 2 % B E AT %Eé'*%ﬁﬁﬁg‘%
RS8P+ %6 o W T ikw Er;a}y_—\kaa X 4Bt 2m 2

Yi =L+ L Xy +o+ L X + & (27)
1 Xll Xkl
x=|i L)
1 XlN XkN

YR -t AR HARSTERIRA

B &y
&

ﬁ = ﬂl y £E= ! °
By En

Al F S N A 2 Y=Xﬂ+€ s
OPBOXER IS PR I R B = XY L L X amn s Flpt i fF e

1
ﬁﬁ’—&ﬁgﬂ?ﬂ:ux)XYﬁﬂoﬁkX%@ﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁ&%@,&%

(Xx)ﬁm;q;v BEE0 Fa F%,ﬁ_(xx)‘ljm Fho W E G EwS BAERE
FBRHEZ24pM N F - BIERIFIE GHE T IR R e L
OLS iz Beta 3 fE 3 # PF > 23t 2 37 4R edf £ 38 F € 4130 T Matrix is singular |
FET o A L F M (75 B XL-X2&X3) & 6] 0 1P 4T

% 2 MEAR B2 RESTOR

1 3 4 8
1 4 3 6
1 3 3 6
1 2 2 4
1 3 6 12

AFERE? SX2& X3 E G 2 AR >0 X3 5 X2 0% 5 & o | * SPSS 4B
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HERTEE R S

ko

FToAETRALTA s RF2 XFANESL 00 4L F 22 SPSS 4754 %
RO o
e [

Matrix.

Compute a={1,3,4,8;1,4,3,6;:1,3,3,6;1,2,2,4;1,3,6,12}.

Print aftitle 'Raw data'.

Compute ml={t{ai*al,

Print mlftitle '3 for uncentered data',

compute f=ginw(mly.

Print f/title 'generalized Inwerse for singular XE--Raw score’.

Compute d=detimly.

Print dftitle 'Determimmant for Eaw score’,

Compute b={1,0,0.4,.8;1,1,-0.4,-1.2:1.0,-0.6,-1.2;1,-1,-1.6,-3.2:1,0,2.4,4.83.
print bftitle 'Mean-centered data’,

compute m2={ t{h)i*h),

print w2/ title 'J00 for centered data’.

compute e=detimly,

print eftitle "Determinant for Mean-centered Data",

compute h=glnwv(m).

Print hititle 'generalized Inwverse for singnlar - -mean-centered data',
end matrixz,

W2 SPSSEME T /2N E T (P w it AP i)

EE * Fa oA XL Rank & O 220 Sl o ek o) ot Sodicliep o
Fx?“i’** % o 7% Rank (X'X) =Rank (X) =4#cicp - (X'X) T EH &
» Rank (X'X) /] e > Bl (XX ) HiE7 F A

3o (Xx)mf¢ 7| 3% &3k 173 0 pF (near-perfect multicollinearity ) » ¢ # 4
'L 5547 2 Till-conditioned matrix | R % » s fEIR % & F]E A TR F IR o W

MOFHE o LA PRl Yl 232 AR L] L2 3 b 08
Beta 772+ & }M‘%ﬁ '%P\?';#fé':“i’iﬁxx;: :sgr]g’}lﬁ‘wﬂf\%fnm__;_f_—k
R FEGVETRAT AT R FSELEA 22 II?H‘?EF:%E—;\V‘ S (A
- S
e e m o #h TP HER % @
xl | xd | ol | i | o3
1 271 2,70 d4.10 d4.10 4.0
2 20 2 dq.34 dq.73 dq. 32
E] 325 325 .25 4,81 e
4 3.a0 3.1 538 5.30 523
5 .81 3.80 S 575 557
] d.15 d.15 .13 (SRl 5,50
7 4.41 4,40 &5 .51 &85
2 q4.75 q4.75 el 13 AR
=] dq.21 d.2x0 FAs .30 FaAas
10 4,85 485 F23 T2 F.a
11

W3 el L T
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B LM E S AERM NS
/?'J%E ju;J'-&J'J l;;:_: —‘Lﬁ

B 374 > x1&X2 ua B % B 10,0=.999915 » @ 12 y1,y2,y3 & 32k » X1,x2
;?f;?' PISIE chd 2 tadios B 5 1 R%=.997 » R%=.995 > R%=.990« d % 2 2. 4§ % ¥
¥ 7 0o “f 7oyl 9:1‘@.1—1 hoxl & X2 2w fF T lic Y2 & Y3 P EA .05
Z R ORE (FpBRIERIREILT B w,? |4 ) fe HAp Bl 2. S AETE R4 ROGrE
7R F2 FIpe 4 (.990~.997) Fa NI F 2% o ¢t 4] Till-conditioned
matrli 2 pev s VIF B8 # 03 (5868.654) > x1&x2 S#cim3t i (beta) § &R

PEF ARG blde XL e E A 'B:&Eﬁﬁr‘\i A& w5 5.897 5 -2.002 &
1526 X2 ehig 3t = i Ep:%s-‘\ F o w] 5-4.341 0 3.461 & 061 o B2 7R >l 78
yloy2 & y3 2 Hchp F L e ds o AR fF Glcdr MY 3 R R B A
BE

T

22 EHBHD R AHRE A RTHPERTE
Unstandardized Coefficients 95% Confidence interval for B Collinearity Statistic

Model B Std. Error Lower Bound Upper bound Tolerance VIF
(constant)  -0.209 0.128 -0.511 0.930
x1 5.897 2.409 0.200 11.593 0.000 5868.654
X2 -4.341 2.404 -10.025 1.342 0.000 5868.654
a. Dependent Variable : yl
Model Unstandardized Coefficients 95% Confidence interval for B Collinearity Statistic
B Std. Error Lower Bound Upper bound Tolerance VIF
(constant)  0.182 0.157 -0.190 0.554
x1 -2.002 2.963 -9.009 5.005 0.000 5868.654
X2 3.461 2.957 -3.530 10.452 0.000 5868.654
a. Dependent Variable : y2
Model Unstandardized Coefficients 95% Confidence interval for B Collinearity Statistic
B Std. Error Lower Bound Upper bound Tolerance VIF
(constant)  -0.298 0.244 -0.875 0.279
x1 1.526 4.596 -9.343 12.395 0.000 5868.654
X2 0.061 4.586 -10.783 10.905 0.000 5868.654

a. Dependent Variable : y3

L~ % xR
- ﬁki‘t*&ﬁp‘ﬂv\#‘rﬁ SEM 2457 » S AP EiEap ki P 2 TN 2T
Fooe fF GHCE B  hd R B £ RHR P AR MR
BRTERIEIEFF R - PR EE R ERE DB ERESL & <L (F
EREEBELRIAT2Z A ) - HhE DOARE '“Lﬁﬁ?‘f"‘ﬁi;%ﬂ%@f\;ﬁ W3 Ml
( modification index ) & ~ Cl (condition index ) & (>30)~ %38 ¥ 2_ 4% £ 4p b >.85
b~ S REF2 VIFiEF (40>10> 77 &4 Tolerance &)« 3t & HLM @ >

R R E A T At A HLM 4 4 ¢ o Tau 3 dics S HLE R B - 5 £ 2
44 s %&{@#&%%1* LRSS RECELH AR A LR £ 0
RARMAFR]EBRER A HIM Y ¢ e T B S R & BT
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BIEP LV S AERM
Bl EN $ - LB

SR APM 0 RS AR A A A HLM Sl 2 T -

B~ § R s 2 R FIRRRS
FirL o FAERAMBOEREFTAT L DR ABB I - A RS
Bt ¢ BT TR AL 6 KRR (LR ) TR 2R e
MPEE A )RR R R A e S BRI R AR (AT
BH AR ST AP TR RIRIE (Ao B A T r 2 2> RATr )~ TR %;Eﬁ%ﬂeﬁ@]\i
M (FRAL %A )3+ FEFHEEE - ¥ ¢ Wissmann,
Toutenburg, & Shalabh (2007) £ Liao (2010) 7§ #cF= 3 7~ 4 > & FEoruE #5F
SR FRE S TR AR R B ] E B P g T
% %2 (low frequency as the reference) » #-¢ # (FZ8F B RA ERFEZ 4 2
Moo TP o B R IE g EP;A,\ v o EHEFE E‘i/kgtﬁil'ﬂmq-ﬁ‘iﬁ EE LR, ”i}ﬁ
PAL S ALAME
P s b ] B e XL & X2 2 A AR y=Pot P+ fpXot & s
BlodBETE P S AL MM E S DR FIEIR G o A EF AR Y R Tl R R ¥
3+ 5 (O’Brien, 2007 ) » 42> 38 T #97 o

pfiepy
var(ﬁj):o-z[ljl j=12 (2343 )

1-13 S

7S, = Z(Xil - Xl) 1Sxa = Z(Xiz - X2)2

FONT Y =0 B B EE IR 0 F rpl o B B H B R AE
Gldeg rp=95 FF o BB BB (B rp=04pt ) €35 208 od 28T F

de (1) FLAREE (O ) a4 (2) RHL T3 foa + (FRELE > bl
des, ) o @)ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%&$’m%%£&$§%$oﬂw’w%ﬁ%ﬁmw
BB LA A BRIl G HIOE T S fei A B 4 3§ G RERE R Pl

e r s MR ELAREF (07 = W?ﬁ - S NEg) HE U

(R~ gsog i &%) (N> #rr0 g N~ 3395 T2 fo2 < R g+ p¥ > Beta
GGty ﬁé}?%”’i

ﬁrﬁ?fﬁ)?]%ﬁi&jﬁ Bt ANT P L, T R L 1 R, (BB
tolerance ) RJ BILIERIRIE X b ,:ﬁ'._ Hap p-l BT E FIRRIBIE L AR
#i o

Yol AR B AR P (AR X HIEY witis s A RE - XA L2 H >
R T B RS ) Y= B+ fX et [ Tl B0 T ATd A58~
IR AR SIS
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1
XX=( mj (272)
r, 1

r-12
3| 1-r; 1-15 N
(XX)*= e Ty (28
1-r; 1-r}

rly
Xy:(l’ ] (;}ih,\)

1
1—r2 (rly o r12"2y)
p=(XX)"Xy=|"" " A4
1_ r.122 (rZy - rEI.Zrly)
Betaghf:! HieH AL
1 r,
A _ 2 2
valf)eo?(xx) =oic=of) T TR (e
12

1-r3 1-r)

d oL & L - Foars B R ket g

BRI RERPRLITRES
(0% g (XX)" o b o e (XX ) it i 155 0+ it 19 ) s B de

L% 7 4% € - Gatignon & Vosgerau( 2005 ), Echambadi & Hess( 2007 )&=

i
S —1
177 (XX)
FEATHLIEY AR @ Ta BEK{ORE KR EHT - TR P
. ; 2 . . ‘
ARFRF (0 ) 27 EFM2L (£H G

HA4 2 p q %3 Bimitga
(XX) e g = 7 UEF @ LA AR 2 RH B i) -

e? 27T

A A 2 - 5 A 2
fin, >1 var(p’j):oc” = L[ COV(ﬂl’ﬁz)zaclz_)oo' (25— )

1 .
VIF, =c; = =2 j=123---p

i

A\ -
(23v -+
FAL-BVIFzZ3E 2

N
B 5

o NP Rj2 BUTERIRIE Xj 5okl Hepp-l B
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B wivE AL
I?IJ%E "-L"‘;J"& ;y‘J ’;;’; - L ﬁ

R TIRRRIE AT Rk d RN L& o VRO Bj R B R E N G
‘#iﬁ%ﬂ#(“)*VF“”“% P10 B L AT VIE & LAk R
PRI PRE o LB L PR 12 )3 oA A 20 UndE o
otk Ak ‘ﬂl“ﬂ"\?ﬁ‘ufﬁas\h}_m Mz srre g T HBEEFF
A FRRIFELLFRE %Iﬁﬁ“\#ﬂﬁkg@ﬁ‘ﬁﬁg%ﬁamiﬁﬂ BRI FAR
PE L FEEE R =3 GEEFREFE S ERFEGTEAETRYE o
W2 F A @;gkigjgﬁa PO it T O MR T T R
oML EMMEREI P RATRRIRAE R XA dokZ 23 0T
GG P RAEZE M RLIRIRAR S AL MBI g o ;%“p'iTFﬁTM

2 Bl X3 % XL & X2 2. % 44780 X6 14 X3 crdpia £ A deensgag ( X3=11)o

a8 Linear-dependent-3_sav [DataSetl] - SPES Data Editorx

File= Edit ¥iew Datn Trensform  Analwze Graphs Utilibes Window Help

= N T mh 8 BLER % @

1 xl 3

| xl %2 | %3 | e | 6 | ¥
1 | k] 4 12 A0 1.0 12.00
2 4 3 12 - El 1.0 4.00
3 3 3 9 - El -2 18.00
4 2 2 4 -1.&0 =70 14.00
5 3 & 18 240 .00 210
&

W4 R4fpRIFERF 2 R {vw
B 4dol? > XE&X6 % x2&X3 2. ¢ w - 37835 » HiphELick 3977 o

23 ¢ e Ead o jppEt

y X2 X3
y 1.000 0.497 0.219
Pearson Correlation X2 0.497 1.000 0.938
X3 0.219 0.938 1.000

y X5 X6
y 1.000 0.497 0.219
Pearson Correlation x5 0.497 1.000 0.938
X6 0.219 0.938 1.000

Fle 7 BRAPN 2 Bdp2 APH R T Ae R RART AP Y Gl 2 FE ¢
LA H T IFRX2&X3 A F 2938 @ X2& X3 B ¢ {52 X5& X6
PR 5 038 LA RY RAFZApHEE AR A k7 §:%) M2
mﬁ%&%%@ﬁvwbi&%&ﬁﬂiﬁ%b%&%oﬂjﬂéﬁi:?ﬁ%’
FERAT AN ARAS LM VIFL 3 €% (4224 42N 3 )
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AN

it A 3¢ B2 AP T 3 FIE P AT A T Atz 0
SNL T2 taEa B o ariﬁjﬁ_ ¢ @ Pearson ff AP M h7F Bt E N kg o HA

A

nl-l (Xz—)?z)(xai‘)?a)
i=1
T a el < ¥
\/n-liZﬂ:(XZi _XZ) \/r"liz=1:()(3i _Xs) (258 +=2)

B 7 18 Pearson f# £ 4R B ey 3 plde o 5L w apon

r. — n-1 i=1
Tl S el [ S o
\/n = (qu - Z)ZJH;(Xsu _X3)2
i n (Xgl OXXC; _O)
_ 15
1 3 c 1 c
2 s -of [ 2 55 -of
1 : Cc Cc
_ miﬂ (XZiX3|)
1 PRV I B L R
S BT L 3)
nJ:1 " (X2| Xz)(xsi X3)
_ i=1 r..
JE S0 -y [ LS00 -R)
n_1i=1 2i 2 n'1i=1 3i 3 2};\:']_‘]:)
o Led
N . Z(qu_xz) szi_nxz
X3 :(XZi _X2)1 X; =+ n == n =0
(XSi - Xs) zxsi _n)zs
X3 =(X3i - )?3)' Xe? == == =0

n n (2\;\,41)

P AN HF WP ORI TR auEE S AR AL AR LA
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B> TR R L RAEERAT LM G o ot R R LR FET LM
ﬁ’?aw%@?@%%ﬁmﬁéﬁﬁfi%%féi%ﬁﬁ($%2$:4—%

7\4 \'-;:\.ILE"{F;N.IL ﬁﬁl}*ﬁg‘;-ﬁe

Model Unstandardized Coefficients Collinearity Statistics
B Std. Error t Sig. Tolerance VIF

(Constant ) 5.225 5.806 0.900 0.463
X2 10.340 4.325 2.391 0.139 0.121 8.263
X3 -2.604 1.286 -2.025 0.180 0.121 8.263
Model Unstandardized Coefficients Collinearity Statistics
B Std. Error t Sig. Tolerance VIF

(Constant ) 13.800 2.041 6.761 0.021
X5 10.340 4.325 2.391 0.139 0.121 8.263
X6 -2.604 1.286 -2.025 0.180 0.121 8.263

a. Dependant Variable : 'y

P2t s e (XX) dgig 500 00 s @B) 0B ek 2 B2 3
FEE o WUBSZBF P2 > bF P X1 &X2 2 4R BT 00 R VIF &
@iTle F‘@:LEIE’—_— ﬂ;’ii::-’:ﬁiﬁjg;&é ) g’ﬁ % "‘-‘#;ﬁ'ﬁ'_ﬂcﬂ%, ,’_E_LLLQET%-A\*%%P,}; B

vii Multicollinearity-low-corr.say [DataSet?] - SPSS Data Editor

File Edit View Data Trensform Anelvee Graphs Utiter Window Help
= S = T mh éFEEEER % @
10 Visible: 4 of]
s | @ |2 |y | w | e | a
1 1.0 100000 1.00000 40
2 L.00 100100 1.00300 ]
3 L.00 10000 1.00000 500
4 L.00 100000 1.00000 4,30
4 1.00 100100 1.00300 HJix)
=} 1.00 100200 1.00000 50
7
]
E
i —
11
12
13 v
|4\ Data View £ Variable View /f | < »
SPES Processor is ready
W5 M GHkEiT> 05 s X REF 6
S h 2z Ea i R VIFSL kg o A fEadsing o~
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,\»L

-

BIEP LB S YR
Rl st ET F - iR

2879999998 x -

4o XX s sy 355 0 ¢ 107 %4 »ET
£ AU RAL ; ~ 4ojB W42 Cldp ke (1426688 & 3160.470 ) %
PARRIEA G B DS SR RILKAL 3 ey R ’ﬁ'ma?
B Mehip B~ e VIF RED §F 5 s AaEk o Cle
B iv s e dp ik (Chennamanenl Echambadl Hess, et al., 2008 )~ ¢ 2 ;% 7
1

S BRE YT e ek TR BT PR B ] (dok B KL & X2
5 %.00089443 & .00154919) JI‘ € R ER CI:} %ﬂjrs o Kk 2_» 3 VIF
i_fgﬂ\]“:‘ oA g @ 2R & if 2 (Belsley, 1991) d oz o VIF dpik g
2 PlSIE P2 AP B AR > C|‘§2‘§1‘ LS #Fﬂ‘;ﬂﬁll_ﬁ P 3R P TR HEEETE o
ﬁu;; r 5 A2 /‘L««"r:}ﬂ%ﬂ A BRI AEZEN I AE RO EEYE A
chambadi, Hess, 2007 ) -

%5 1AM BRI 0eh ) AL AP bl

Standardized
Unstandardized Coefficients Coefficients Collinearity Statistics

B Std. Error Beta Sig. Tolerance ViIF

A R

Model

{Constant) -986.000 |  00d | -5091442
1 %1 500.000 | 0.0001892445573317 500 | 29543032.0 1.000
x2 500.000 000 .BEE | 5117002.9 1.000

2. Dapendant |V ariable v

Condition Variance Proportions
odel Dimension | Eigermvalue {Constant)
3.000
1.4T7E-O006
3.00E-007
2. Depandant ¥ ariabie i

¥oobo - IR g Wp%%;@m#g&gx 3 ,/T;,;,; ¢34 AEVEE T A B
TE - BFL W 6L TR MRFLFLOZTREF e BIRIFE xIx4.
T BIRRFIE XI~X4 B2 4p B dok 6 9751 o
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%IEC’ N rih! 5 L E ﬁilvj_-_m—i %}k}
RloAaztrET F- LR

&a8 ¥ ulticollinearity sav [DataSet?] - SPSS Data Editor

File: Edit YView Data Transform Anslvee Graphs Utlites Window Help
= H & b mh M BEER % @
1.7 6
' v W ] w2 ] wm ]| tot
1 o 8 1 1 1 10,00
2 5 b 1 1 0 1000
3 3 8 1 1 0 10,00
d 2 ] ] 9 1 QX
5 3 0 0 9 1 eIy
& 1 ] ] 9 1 Qi
7 3 2 7 0 1 QX
] 4 2 7 0 1 QX
9 5 2 7 0 1 Qi
10 2 ] ] 0 10 0N
11 1 ] ] 0 10 0N
12 2 ] ] 0 10 XL
W6 TP Gl B ) R MEF b
# 6 TERIEIE X1-x4 T2 ip M
x1 X2 x3 x4 Tot*
x1 1.000 0.052 -0.343 -0.498 -.997
X2 0.520 1.000 -0.432 -0.371 -.996
x3 -0.343 -0.432 1.000 -0.355 -.997
x4 -0.498 -0.371 -0.355 1.000 -.998

*2r oo Tot A e 2 REP B A 2 pBE  Bide 0w X1 E B > Tot=x2+x3+x4

d & 622 BIRPFEEXI-X4AF2ZApHELL S ooize BIPRIFIE 2 pH A
%-498~520 R ApM 8T 3 F o 2w ETF A ir BB EZ F s M
MG > FRAEZESD AL 2 de 12 2] 2o

FLEMKS  AEN L EF L 7;',? |5c% (R2=.769 > p=.022) s fe i %] f B
R Irm b E 2 FRRPTE (p>.05 2 )y AR E 2 VIF E352EF + (>158) -
FERATZPNE -

ROl EF A 5 ALRBR G Fo G H v FR ARSI BIFRISA 2

A HGE B TR (Bl4e @ x4=10 -.957x1 -1.012x2 -1x3 > R2=997 ) =¥ L A
(tolerance ) i/ #T3% o

¥z EWIERRAITEACERIRELELE T BARAMAME (Aohb
x4 g2 tot £ 5 B AAPM 1 -998) F RIS g’eﬁi FAXrAMEIRG o F - ILMJ,?'J%JE
BHUIERIRAZEELF B AN Faépéf —‘ﬁ'%ﬁfgﬂ.&i: 4n #( 4= VIF/Tolerance )

e R ER 0 TR E AP AEL Y e
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B wivE AL
BB ET] - LR

107 FRIRA XLx4 FLwFAEE

Unstandardized Standardized Collinearity
Model Coefficients Coefficients Statistics
B Std. Error Beta t Sig. Tolerance VIF
(Constant ) -18.333  11.966 -1.532 0.169
x1 2.254 1.147 4,762 1.965 0.090 0.006 178.287
X2 2.261 1.215 4.246 1.861 0.105 0.006 158.046
X3 2.037 1.199 4.954 1.700 0.133 0.004 257.907
x4 2.000 1.195 5.166 1.673 0.138 0.003 289.375
. : : Condition Variance Proportions

Model Dimension Eigenvalues Index (Constant) xL  x2 3 )

1 2.383 1.000 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

2 1.098 1.473 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3 0.914 1.615 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

4 0.605 1.984 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

5 0.000 86.580 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

a. Dependent Variable : 'y

# 7 ¢ CI (Condition Index ) #g%ﬂ Al (X°X) 22k fFeldike
(eigenvalues) 3+ & @ % » § #FHciE g (4odis 0) & pdisUibip A2 R 4 Bk

ﬂ’max

g o C|5f’fﬂ-m‘”‘g’ 44\‘: % C ’ﬁ_—'\7“3053'?(73\1;1]};«;}'3‘?,{95(151&15“"0’
A Cl @5 8658) T4 7 zapﬂ G BREMSAEME £ T P RS
(Varlanceproportlon)éfﬁﬁ—r hiPE - e hEe o 5 - Fike B F R
RODHF M PHREDTRE > - W2 A s Ly - BEAe LML
R o5 A B F%Iﬁmﬁ%ﬂ“i&ﬁOS s Tk s d A (Judge,
clal, 1985 e+ 64 7 B35 &5 ¢ + AL S 00002 & xIx8 1 B
WLl e BRARFEAL LT AL MPBR A -

AR PREEY LD - LLRES AL RBOI P?

Belsley (1984) , Gatignon & Vosgerau (2005) , Echambadi & Hess (2007) =
WERIIFH BT oy ¢ ,gsr e s M - PRI T EF MM
AR S E PR R g e %\\ox\gﬁiﬁi“”i"a TP L B Tm el 2l
PEZ2ZE A ”ﬁ/zah’irs B R2 2 24 (Fig VIFT'%) Fl5 244
FEE (X°X) enfFFNEAY it AR it T R P BER M AR o

Tk 20k T i A # SN I SF 7 e AR - EUR U2 SR UER LR A (4
HodgFoe ($24£8~492R8~H10) HFE2 o

—;ﬁ;}%\_ P57 —\,Dl;]:gp‘,:.

AR G- RARATZAfFEL ) 5 B R X1 % X222
SiE® I8 X112 T &7 54 % #c o
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-

B wivE AL
Plk st ET % - iR
T X, X, X,
A =[x X]| = T>_71 XiX1  X{Xp; XXy,
TXZ Xéxl Xéxz Xéxlz

TilZ X:I,.ZXl XiZXZ XZl'.2X12 ( A 5\} L =
Pat o i diE ek W T TRV AE Y k-5 - 7)) (strow) 3k

4 _XHJIJ%’:: I S SRR IR T N 7%k b BRARSCRIS TR
E2] I RS F(lstcolumn)a&i _Xl%cﬂ?’ﬁ: Fe®m—- Tkt _XHcE'J?’ﬁi 7~

$- gt "X Kass e 7o R e @5

T 0 0 T(XM_ 7172)
‘XX‘Z 0 (Xlrxl_?i) (XIXZ_TXLXZ) (Xl,2x1_T)El)EIZ)
0 (X:X, -TX.X,)  (X1X, -TX?) (X,X, ~TX,X,,)
T(X12_X1X2) (X1’2X1_TX1X12) (Xlrzxz _TXZ)?lZ) (X1'2X12_2TX1X2X12+T)?12X22)
(23t +-)

T 0 0 T(ilz_iliz)
_ _ XX, — X, X!X
0 (x;x, -TX?) (XX, -TX,X,) [ R et ]
+2TX2X, — 2TX, X,
o _ XX, — X X!X
_ 0 XIX, —TX, X XIX, —TX? 2 et
‘XX‘— ( 21 1 z) ( 2\ 2 2) [+2TXIX§—2TXZXIZJ

X1, X, + X2XIX, + XX, X,

o (XX, - XX X1,X, - X, XX - N
T(Xy, - X,X,) | i met 2727 MR | o x X, 2K, XX,
L2TREX, ~2TX,X,, ) |4 2TX, X2 — 2T, X, Pt e e
1 4TX X, X, - 3TX2X

(2384 ~)

X% =X-X (22 +4)

FBAaEL (BRsEYEL) LA®L (BXRZARYEL) hi- 7] (&
7)) R ESIAELY -5 (A7) Bd BERELDFTHNERApE (|A|:|B|)c

41



ko

FIWP o iLE A RO
Bl EN %o LB

xd'xd

, %g.:lz FOEE A L A Heih j{;ﬁfzﬁﬁi Vol R4 R hes B E
‘?::-’L; 4 1 cpt > T E NS XX EL AP ot EP w2 FANER
> 4p 5 Gatignon & Vosgerau (2005) £ Echambadi & Hess (2007) eficdss= 3 &
O BEFEARE FRERT?PZAELFTH AT EENXL & X2 %E &

T XIX2 e fpI R 7 2 SPSSEMLGET AT g A XX B A it
v‘%c‘ 2o (FAINE @ e %153““ BI95 4o FP > BT B P H L X

- - La A
R Ewset > ey miEwigd o

File Edit Wiew Data Transfornn Anslwse Graphs Dtlites Ewa  Window  Help

= =y [y i B & » =
hatrix.

compute a={1,3 4 12:1, 4 3 12:;1,3, 2, 9:1,2. 2 4:1,3 &4,18}.
print a.

compute ml={t{ai*al.

print mlS title '¥¥ for uncentered’

compute d=det{mly.

print dftitle "determinant for raw score”

compute b={1,0,0.4,0;1,1,-0,a6,-0,6;1,0,-0.6,0;1,-1,-1.8,1.a;1,0,2.4,0%.
print b,

compuate m2={ tihi*hy,

print m2f title '} for centered’

compute e=detim?).

print eftitle "determinant for mean-centered”

compute k={0, 0.4, 0;1,-0.a,-0.6;0,-0.a,0;-1,-1.a,1.6;0,2.4,0}.
compute m3=0Ct{ki¥k).

primt m3.

end matrix.

W 7SPSSEMET 1 E R B XX hiFs i

% i > Shieh (2011) 33 7 § #§E38 ehi7 7|58 & (the augmented data product
determinant) ¥ 7 i * RIEEHAE ¢ {3 S AL AP PP BREAE S DE LT AT
BRI FF B RIRIERF AP G B B S BFEHF (£
' I 'F*IE bt’lﬁ'&p%ziw’“ Ap B %
£ :‘hﬁyfilg 777 3N B ap

™

L
=
T
oy
V'ET

‘}

Pl I iE J?Fb’/%'ﬁé%lﬁfwﬁf’aé hF - TR J
’A ;\: L% %%‘*ﬁt (Bde%3s X1 &2 35 8% 38 XIX2) A % ¢ % 7 Pearson

| e g
%_%@ﬁ?%ﬁﬁ_Jl

n
n - 1 Q&
n_lz(xli_xl)z\/ 1Z(X1ixzi _X1|X2|)2

n-15 (;};\‘.:_L)
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E-B RN T I A
PlER Syt & T

>

-

EXF led=z)

B
g

XC—X —)? ’)?C=|:]_ = _O
1i ( 1i 1) 1 n n
_ N Z(Xli _)?1)(X2| )Tz)
X?fi :(Xli - X1)(Xzi - Xz), ng == #0
n (25t +-)
%i%’*’4—ﬂ*‘m?ﬁ éf,%%éx1wx2m$g¢&;i%
o @ 2 X1 R X222 %ﬁéév\ﬂt( PR AT Yo NS Lo g
$¥cE ¢ (5 Pearson #% £ 4p M R o
1 s c v C c v C
ey ey ri i XX %)
o %@gﬁ/@ﬁé% B 13 ¢ _yc) 1 c Jc )2
\/nl;(xll _Xl) \/n-l;(xa _X3)

I, (2= =)

p AN Lo IR T R R PR XL ¥
BB T IR E2 AR A ) A B R FP XL R BB T R R iR A -
,Lhﬁgl;ﬁ Qj,’r’#;g,(xli_x [ )’ﬁﬂ;i}vﬁiﬁ?—‘lif—?ﬂﬁ:\“m (P RE %

P Bohs I8 20 % 3 (B IE (Xli)(XZi) s R
gn_';f—li'—:lﬁi;7 e ﬂj'i"@ )93‘? i&,gﬂ’,iﬁ,“‘ﬂ&,——]‘E"%lﬁ;’i"ijﬁ'%lﬁfé&i#ﬁ
B AR GoodE D 2 e RIEE Y BN T IE L pHRREER VR (¥
;gfﬁwm%) Feé NIE Y B - PR E I TR A2 AP 2 ERF 2 2
g o bl4e: B8 ¢ X1 ~x2 x’ﬁ*&&‘%iﬁ ' X3 5 X1~x2 22 2 kI 5 X4~X6 2 B
PR ARSI Sy ot

&
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B wivE AL
GE RN ER

if Linear-dependent-2_sav [DataSet2] - SPSS Data Editor

File Edit Wiew Dats Transform Analyze Graphs Utilities Window Help

== = mwh #FEEER 9 @

1:xl 3

1l %2 | Vi | xd | ] | ] | ¥

1| 3 4 12 0 A0 il 12,
2 4 3 12 1 £ £ 4
3 3 3 9 0 £ il 13,
4 2 2 4 1 -1a0 ] 14,
5 3 o 18 0 240 il 21
[

W8 57 o einh idcr - L8R b

@86%§6ifﬁ?%ﬁﬁié&$%ﬁ£¢w§11&5%@a§
a3 %;ﬁﬁ—yi’jﬁg@—h%ﬂﬁ; Awl % 0.2 27 0.82462 - :}%\LLL , ;\-aa'g 23 (e %«
R (X F A *iJr ;ﬂl % ﬁz » coefficient of relative variability ) 3
5.099/11=0.4635; @ % P {56 =2 3 &% F3m g Rt g 5 1 0.8242/0.2=4.121 ; »
Wt o B ATV RS FH TR E F E S LR d T A ,%'_“a”'
IR AL TR LIRE  BF AL (APHRREAREE B2 F ) T
i”w%ﬁiﬁﬁ*’ﬂ%?u%;i—g%EWA?m%@W p T
EHBoABHEBY LML ApHEL I P RAET 2 4p0 T - «Lg'f
555(|F 45 = —943

e YA

3
=2

we vm‘\ <k

v<z~11,e§§§
&@(N\«ﬁ@

.

% o {4 |rxlx3
FE s T
AT R (2R
RSB £ 0 R
» B 5 —%Zmégﬂ e Gy R

7R

&
]J}mvg %-ﬂ- ’ t‘ NN I"‘{?ﬁ‘i”ﬁ 7‘2;:

B3

TE YIS - PERIB R 0T 2 4p
v‘iﬁx L g 42 7 M2 = - Shieh(2011)
2?
| TH#

‘_‘_ -

>
_l-.
I‘

’fé,‘%lﬁ)# ;fif"_,’ v IL%Ié—gr‘I

Nid V"’}&
;\"

\l\ﬂ\,«

123 W2 PR EZ sph 2 VIF &
F ?E"FE] TP LV RHEALLRES AESR
B AR T ER R e T35
.BE éﬂ%ﬂbl“k["q'ﬁﬂ—\ ’ﬂ‘\’]L%IE

B2 AP R g o

SR
Nt Y w

'E"’}‘:(S\

ﬁtw r%a“i“ a?%‘i‘

o
N wﬁ“_ﬂ&ﬁ%w

!Ef‘}\

28 B9 RSApM thietd D AN Thikc g ®

y X1 X2 X3
y 1.000 -0.544 0.497 0.219
Pearson Correlation x1 -0.544 1.000 0.233 0.555
X2 0.497 0.233 1.000 0.938
X3 0.219 0.555 0.938 1.000
y X4 X5 X6
y 1.000 -0.544 0.497 0.289
Pearson Correlation x4 -0.544 1.000 0.233 -0.943
x5 0.497 0.233 1.000 -0.440
X6 0.289 -0.943 -0.440 1.000

Aoie- sk THEW LR 2% i §1* Shieh (2011) < ¢ ik
2FA (2RI Pcndcdy ) #EP B apELs|dE 4 10- B9 2 2%

\\\
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B wivE AL
HERTEE R S

ko

¢RI (T RITchT o R L A6 ;'8M8ﬁ27m6,a§eéfffa%ﬁ
T g R X A w 3.0%9ﬁ0M1%W’% PRI R B
27.206/8.478=3.21 ; @ a3 fEr %IE g Bk % 5 1 0.341/0.369=.924 - F] %

@*?w?ﬁ%Wm%ﬂ%ﬁ(QM) AR F R P wABILITHETAGR
FRRBE SR F > T OUSER - PR E T T AR AP TR ¢ i
FBHRT UG MR FAERIIT TP RAF 2L AL ARG o

i a2 Multicollinearity-Shieh-2 sav [DataSet5] - SF3S Data Editor

ile  Edit ¥iew Data Tremsfoom  Anslwze Graphes Utliter Window Help

S I T mh & EER % @

19 7C

] # | & | A | HiZ | i | 2
1 &80 5E00 38.080 1.450 L0 827
2 5000 5,100 25050 -.350 L0 -5
3 4,70 370 17,350 -.Ga0 -1.320 865
4 5000 4,200 24,500 =350 -.130 L6
& 4,740 4,740 22060 -.Ga0) -.330 215
& 5,100 3.900 18,870 =250 -1.330 A33
7 5,800 . 800 39,440 A50 170 N
b 3400 5.100 18.260 -1.740 S0 - 123
3 £, 800 5,100 34,680 1.450 L0 d02
10 .00 5600 33600 £50 A0 371

WO BP mfsph hlicg ¥ ) F &) 2 B~p Shieh (2011)> £ 2 F#L

d % 9 o B¢ {8 - R IE BT R IERF 2 4p R e T
(.853>.410 > .827->.139 ) > m i 3% K § ~ & R H> %ﬁcf—é FERATLZ R
oo B M iz B % TS E TR (capltallzed by chance ) - JF,Z 2 41 £ 10 2
SPSS ZiE AN 0 3R F SPSS poiE S0 RVNormaI (Lo L8 1) iRESEk

FoRLEE £ A1 SPSS 2 Mt At PR ERAMEY RS ERI R EE LTI
*IF 2 LI R L gt 5o T R %Iﬁﬁ_ “‘ s 2 AP ML o X Motk SR ¥

=
- BAR
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B wivE AL
/?'J%E ju;J'-&J'J l;;:_: —‘Lﬁ

BRA P ERELSRAPATRE > T F R RS P WhApe 5B By

B REIHEAE K L3 (00 W L LR w»tu’rﬂmmm

GRBEREY VPR E T UTERIE Y A F T LGRS AR e
e LR SRR BB W) I R ek R -

# 10SPSS #ix #25" | W ER R THE

comment 'A SPSS program for RELATIVE VARIANCE RATIO experiment'.
comment 'Written by Fred Li, 2012".

comment 'Data is generated from NORMAL distribution WITH specified mean & sd'.
Input program.

DATA LIST /#X1 TO #X5 1-5 #Y1 TO #Y5 6-10.

Loop #l=11t0 5.

VECTOR A=#X1 TO #X5.

COMPUTE X=A (#l) .

VECTOR B=#Y1 TO #Y5.

COMPUTE Y=B (#l) .

End Case.

End Loop.

End Input Program.

BEGIN DATA

1

END DATA.

Set Seed Random.

LOOP #I=1 TO 5.

Compute X=rv.normal (1,5) .

Compute Y=rv.normal (1,5) .

End Loop.
Print/’ XY 1-4 (2) .
EXE.

ﬁéﬁjﬁélbl}%"&r?ﬁl? %I?bb’ﬁ F'F’%I?m*ﬂ—g L g( %'ﬂ”
AR FROERAERE Y Do o ¥ i g}«’ - E S p
Mg 7§ 0 IR 2R 5 (range-restriction) I % o — L kI > B ¥ RIF R 4 TR R
RALIRFRA G NI DFERFHFR R > IR R FAPM T E o FY 0 B
A3 R B L 3 i E iR '*’li”ﬂv 5&‘5‘“”% BF oG T
é'#ﬁf’a:? t"fﬂtjﬂ witz TR LR 125! lmpm\’mﬂ‘ BT b2 S

PR REMY TARF MR ERI I RTPM IR G -
"X#‘% -iﬁp‘? FAE TR S BRERASES (PR R2-ApRGRAEE) £

Bl

Echambadi, Hess (2007) e = @ > @ i 1 enf § 3=806]F (p.442, o b+
B Bottomley& Holden 2006) > & {7 A Y FHCT LT R P o A B3 L,&p‘?‘é\
170 BRI R E ST A (substltutablllty x1) & &5 (quality > x2)
Y F'Hg"i:-,k 54 phatl "T’%ﬁf\—"w’}ﬁj mﬂ};{,ﬁ"]" o % 11 = + 3 i ,«B ¢ g TQFK ﬁr;éfg_
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B wivE AL
/?'J%E ju;J'-&J'J l;;:_: —‘Lﬁ

FrEETELHRAR 1L X3NE - 55 450§ ¢ {2 Substitute $-#<(01=0.132)

Pl 4 1 2pak v Eaw (PR pngga
h2 2 Vi) HAp B 2 Jfﬂ}‘jl(SEbl 0.008 > %2 # 11 A% )~ FH2 R2(=30)
wipd BT HEA R FlA S B SHGY  BE  A B R AHHE 2 4y
PR B AERIE 0 Slcs VT o IR AR ¢ B3 kf o Substitute 4dkc
(al) tp & (-.04655) ;E:;? X3 rr,;,;lﬂ*%,l« A g%—i(ﬁ(l%mr”ﬂ%ll“ o '{’3 ’

Tl ER FIRe £ ”"F"”J""’ng AFAEREOT A FH AT B
fz 3" k5 > Substitute Kﬁz(al) A e (132) B & AP aAp °if§\”‘ ’
’Eﬁ;ﬂjﬁ?’;bgﬂ]'p.ﬂﬂb/ﬁ\' S A E RN TR o 7@’1&-&\-”5171*‘5” M AR A

B OE e Sl ﬂ&p*’rb L g (.005~.026) - HF > eS¢
m’fﬂtl*%\ FARALE > AT IR Phe AR Y ik fFHCUAL - Substitute
Sl (al) dpenA§ 2 U IERIRIE 5 0 pFenff B ok (simple effect) Lg’_
s S Ep’?fi;‘%ﬂl_ » Substitute %-#cerrek (bl) i g B v SERI%IE (X2) 3 2
e &2k (maineffect): 7~ T2 S8 F ¢ EpF T é 5 BTN Y A
r? o AR oA EHCN AL S Ak LB 0 Substitute -dicerc ke (al)
B fEAEEG LT r?mﬁ%{ﬂ/zf”fdm°

£ 11 ¢ %48 ﬁﬁ*'ﬁ:
a; + X,a; =—0.047 +5.208 0.034 =0.132 Substitute= foIF5
Uncentered estimate Mean-centered estimate
Substitute  Quality SUbSt't.u te Substitute  Quality SUbSt't.Ute
xQuality xQuality
al a2 a3 bl b2 h3

Estimate -0.04655 0.250 0.03426  Estimate 0.132 0.349 0.034
(SEj) (0.026) (0.015) (0.005) (SEj) (0.008) (0.009) (0.005)

VIF 13.69 2.90 16.05 VIF 1.31 1.03 1.02
VAR-COVa VAR-COVb

al 0.000656 - - bl 0.000063 - -

a2 0.0003  0.00023 - b2 -0.00001 0.000085 -

a3 -0.00011 -0.00005 0.000021 b3 -0.000003 0.000005 0.00002
Variable mean

X; 2.898  5.2077 X,

R2 0.30 R2 0.30

VAR, ;.. =VAR, +2%,COV,, +% VAR,

=0.000656+2x5.2077x (-0.00011) +5.20772x0.00021=0.000062=0.0082
it : 4 & p Echambadi & Hess, 2007
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7 f& & * v (Morris, Sherman, & Mansfield, 1986; Cronbach, 1987 ) ; & & ¥ * ¢
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Bl EE RS R RN AR 10 F b i - ﬂb . o Arceneaux & Huber
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daz Multicollinearity-dropping-var zav [DataSet?] - SPSE Data Editor

File Edit View Data Trensform  Analvee Graphs Utilites  Window
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1 :xl 0

! xl 1l | il | ¥ |
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3012 Pk 2 S RAR 2 M EL

y x1 X2 x1x2
y 1.000 0.145 -0.712 -0.257
Pearson Correlation x1 0.145 1.000 0.000 0.885
X2 -0.712 0.000 1.000 0.361
x1x2 -0.257 0.885 0.361 1.000

d £ 12 2_p M 4B o > rxIx2=0 » rx1x3=.885 > rx2x3=.361 -

it fFAtr e, o AP XL&XIX2 2 VIF <2210 > 3R 5
TEMMIRG o
2 13 mFLires @ 2
Unstandardized . . L .
Model Coefficients Standardized Coefficients Collinearity Statistics
B  Std. Error Beta T Sig. Tolerance  VIF
(Constant) 14.667 10.541 1.391 0.299
x1 20.000 16.330 1.454 1.225 0.345 0.100 10.000
X2 -2.000 6.667 -0.178 -0.3000.792  0.400 2.500
x1x2 -12.000 10.328 -1.479 -1.162 0.365 0.087 11.500

doR LAdo BIE X222 060 T IR F2 AP AFERIAG T L AS
B3 ETANIEF AR o F o % F] x2x3=.361 I 3 F TR o

314 R EAFEF AR X222 KR

Model Unstan(_ja_rdlzed Standa_rc_zlized Collir_1ea_1rity
Coefficients Coefficients Statistics
B Std. Error Beta t Sig. Tolerance VIF
(Constant)  11.667 2.782 4,193 0.025
X1x2 -14.400  5.452 -1.774 -2.641 0.078 0.217  4.600
x1 23.600 9.244 1.715 2.553 0.084 0.217  4.600

c;g\15:rr,7mrjﬁle7‘;;;»'jf’r 2 BT 00 BN AN R
NP2 MR EE G EE T i %% rx1x3=.885 fx B TR e F 0 F x1 & x3

(X3—X1X2) #Eﬁﬁ?sﬁn'ﬁﬂf {HJ",KFT E AR EEE A D FReniTE o

# 15 wFA T8 %F C PG xL 2 S0

Unstandardized Standardized Collinearity
Model Coefficients Coefficients Statistics
B Std. Error Beta t Sig. Tolerance VIF
(Constant)  24.667 7.201 3.426 0.042
x1x2 2.55E-017  3.528 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.870 1.150
X2 -8.000 4.884 -0.712 -1.638 0.200 0.870 1.150
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