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Evaluating the Measurement Invariance of the
Scale of Resilience for Primary School Students

Shu-Fen Wang* Tai-Hwa Lu** Yuh-Yih Wu***
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Abstract

The main purposes of this research were to construct the Scale of Resilience for

primary school students. 980 primary school students were also included in this study.
The data gathered were processed by Structural Equation Modeling.

l.

2.

The results of this research are stated as follows:
By utilizing Structural Equation Modeling to examine the theoretical model, we
found that goodness of fit was good.
The measurement invariance of the Scale of Resilience for primary school
students was good by the test of multi-group analysis.

Based on the above results, suggestions were provided for future researches.

Keywords: resilience, multi-group analysis, measurement invariance, elementary

school students
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d 4 3 Paro AEEABWIEP )iff“42~84 BRI LB R
82-89cd BT, AR ALG AR LR

i<

2 3 RERFEBUAPLFFLIFE - RARZFLRASLGR - TIHREH
B~ (N=980)
I8 il 5’*\& B2 3p 1B 5 eI i Tiagd
(REfpreE) HR2ZER R b P~
TR .82 47
<A FiR 70" 49
fFE TR 657" 42
PP F R 66" 43
HR B T R 69" 48
A g L 737 .53
N S .89 68
FECRE 697" 48
C3-3 82" 67
AR 84 70
R RLfE A0 927 84
™ p<.001

SR EA R BALIRT R

SR E AR R B2 kR AT A A RAROR Bk TR A
FEym o Y e
(=) Rao ¥ %

Fornell & Larcker (1981) 325 &3 2 RapahehE 2 5 R & 772 A %K
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®(1)#r7 BEFZ £ (factor loading ) AF’KJQ <35, @ 23 3].05 £.01
kg FoKE ; (2) £ 4 A (composite reliability, CR) & % >+.8; (3) Tia%
2 J P~ (average variance extracted, AVE) & §*t.5-

d&237 o AEALELTFE L FEA3.65~92 B L FE L FE L350
R > P35 001 cREF R L AL R G 8289 B EIATR ARS8 D
T TR NP5 47568 TR £ TR NBF 5 ik 7 LA
TE2EG L2 BE TR -

=) BRERFE AT

REMLFIZ AP DATFER BN LI A BRI ERETRE HA 32
TEAHREATER R L THRFEIAELETEG THATR BTN AR
B BB E ﬁf#\i AT 980 FREA ZERERA Y AMOSI16.0
AP EmEr TR FARRS B 2R ERNERRTREORER LK A
WA FR R TR TR AR T RS L E R p Ak @
B~ AR A S RARRAR S S REZRIE IR P AT REN ARE L FL
BEEFRERNE LR T HR(LE S ) Bagozzi fr Yi (1988) i H:k ehif &
B RSk & i§ & 1% (preliminary fit criteria )~ & %8 5% if & & (overall model fit )
RN BB AR (fit of internal structure of model ) = = & kg > 1T
Ak A
. AAFeER

Bagozzi fr Yi (1988) i A rcnif SHEI BT AT TiEF hEE

(offending estimates) > 7* W/ & T4 HE 1 (1) XF fonFL %3 1 (2) #F
ARPERF LR (3) G BT HMDGHED & 2 ZT15(4) FlFE
FEH A S MA xR 0 BB ANS0~95 2B o g ARARAE L LREFEA LR
LBLTS 42 LTABGF KR AR & Rl g RREL A wd
RPEN IR £FLRB 5 PAF R A 1 7UAREAD A1, A
AR I G L R FEEELE o AR L2 L KR A 3.13~5.19 2
B 2352001 2 8 F -kl BLEAAFERIEE (R4 4)-

4R IE2H R ELA2LERRAFLREBoER 4 (N=980)

Ex I S B R E Tl e
err p 437 23 18.78
err_t 5.11 26 19.57
err f 5.19 27 19.47
err n 4.15 22 18.87
err m 3.96 22 18.17
err_e 3.57 18 20.36
err o 3.87 21 18.16
err s 4.10 34 12.12
err_c 3.13 18 17.41
p<.001

HAWARGI S8 M > F o3 Sl 42T 10 £ 1 Sz B33
¥ 40 F]pt Bagozzi fr Yi (1988) 05 3t Sz FARM chB 4 E 3 & 2427 1 -
dA 58 5l B Sl RAMAELT oo AR A2 B SRS HE 40
0~766 2. > 4 & B2 Sl RApM NG @4 i 2B 1 2 8 -
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25 R F2 R4 242 R SFEipMaEL (N=980)

par 1 par 2 par3 par4 par5 par 6 par 7 par 8 par 9 par 10
par_1 1.000
par 2 443 1.000
par_3 .000 .000 1.000
par_4 .000 .000 761 1.000
par_ 5 .000 .000 744 .695 1.000
par 6 -335 -338 -451 -413  -403 1.000
par 7 465 469 .000 .000 .000 =356 1.000
par_8 485 490 .000 .000 .000 -.373 515 1.000
par_9 -563  -.568 .000 .000 .000 756 -598  -.625  1.000
par_10 .000 .000 -766  -707  -.691 756 .000 .000 212 1.000
par_11 153 155 .000 .000 .000 -.093 .164 172 -.183 .000
par 12 -.147  -.001 .000 .000 .000 .018 .000 .001 011 .000
par 13 -.001  -.150 .000 .000 .000 .019 .000 .001 .012 .000
par_l4 .000 .000 -.186 .015 .010 .046 .000 .000 .000 .038
par_15 .000 .000 .031 -.118 .002 .007 .000 .000 .000 .006
par_16 .000 .000 .025 .002 -.110 .006 .000 .000 .000 .004
par 17  -.001  -.001 .000 .000 .000 .024 -.163 .001 .015 .000
par 18  -.001  -.001 .000 .000 .000 .031 .000 -177 .019 .000
par 19 .000 .000 118 101 .098 -.056 .000 .000 .000 -.098

251 RS2 k4 42 R ed (1 4)

par 10 par 11 par 12 par 13 par 14 par 15 par 16 par 17 par 18 par 19

par_1

par 2

par_ 3

par 4

par_S

par 6

par 7

par_8

par 9

par 10  1.000

par 11 .000 1.000

par_12 .000 -.017 1.000

par 13 .000 -.018 -.013 1.000

par_14 .038 .000 .000 .000 1.000

par_15 .006 .000 .000 .000 -.180 1.000

par_16 .004 .000 .000 .000 -.146 -.022 1.000

par 17 .000 -.022 -.016 -.017 .000 .000 .000 1.000

par_18 .000 -.029 -.021 -.022 .000 .000 .000 -.028 1.000
par 19  -.098 .000 .000 .000 -.059 -.009 -.007 .000 .000 .000

Bofs— gt F1F f 7 £ 547 4 0.50~.95 2 & - Bagozzi v Yi (1988) 3=
FlZAAE S MATUZRERATLIBELTFZHE7 7 FL 2R T
fFEBAFA30.50~95 2 F o dodhit 0 AR A2 T2 LR A20.65~92 (2
3) BEr R FE T ARABEAMEERZ L
2. FHMBESEER

FERHACN G SR L AT ER BN SRB T G SRR T TR

PR T TS
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Rt B F AR REEEMEES R SR L (D) BT EF (2)
i fie && 4p i (goodness-of-fit index, GFI) + .95 (3) 3 % £ if {o & 4 #ic (adjusted
goodness-of-fit index, AGFI) = *+.9; (4) ##& {5 X 352 {2 (standard root mean
residual, SRMR ) #&=*+.05; (5) NFI :}Flﬁ”{"‘ .9, (6) IFI #g&«’ .95 (7) &
T B (TCD) *230.9;(8) 352 3:7 i £ (root mean square error of
approx1mat10n RMSEA) 4p k] .05 -
%6 57 AEE 2 E%ﬁﬁ—}\ib&#pﬂmﬁﬁ FZod 67 AR A2+
Y E S 53.050 df260 p<01 > A L EF CEFH A A HhE o - LR AL
Beix o HT ety rn%s:\i"&v ie 3B % (Marsh & Hocevar, 1985) 0 & e P 2 B
Hoelter (1983) #% )¢ r%};ﬁ‘ N (critical N,CN) - CN z:-jjﬂ W ehy wiE ki E ok
®ar 2 2 4% A #c o Hoelter 22 3% CN &4 < 3% 200 > ~ & £ CN Ei£.05 a8 F -k
B2 R TIQ Bk Adc <3 Hoelter 2 k2 hAdc FIRt B & L RRE o
GFI g dicd 77 d I ficst | #ric A% 2 £ 2 % %3 > GFL 4 dcehdk +
41 %] &% 0 Huf Bentler (1999) 35 #7424 2452 if fie & GFI &/
X309 AE £ GFI:F@:;Q 988 > & LiE & RIRE o
AGFI:}P@:—«L%GFI pd Rendic) e MAFE S A ETEA\*H'V—“ el
515 R > AGFI dp ik~ £ 41 - Hu{r Bentler (1999) 325 £ 7 2HE ik
2Z.H;VAGFI ER+~* 0 A§ £ AGFI:} Bcn 9800 = & & fii%‘ﬁf% °
RMR @i T4 £ & gfced | ¢ 3&1%%;»7% el % 2 T iaehl S 4, o
A A ] o B EAR] AT BN il & BAXE A RMR HU X SR £ 3
B ¢ TIRARAREE maf o Fetead A BRSPS fpF o RMR
‘J EFRAE (ZAEF 2009) F '/ﬁ?ﬁ?ﬂ—:"i’ 7% A K38 RMR o 37 12 k3=
EHN 2 e R LMAPHMELA L ORMR 2 5 THEC RMR > 7~
o % SRMR > SRMR 4%/ >+.05 ~ & £ 2 SRMR «‘fﬂgt; 017> B EMFEER
o
NFI 4p % ~ IF] 4pdicr TLI dp 8% 8 TR ) 4 T St ) o
PATI AR & Rodpdic AT Y F AIRn s Bt B L DR 2 AR A > F P IR,
w3l enl 3 B & & (incremental fit) > NFI & 4 ** 0~1 > Bentler 4~ Bonett (1980)
RE A ECE < N0 M P A AR g e R o AR A HNFI L 5 988 Af
T AR RN 2 iﬁu&#ﬁ’a‘? LA e
TLI (NNFI) TRIIA D RERGGE AR 2ZBE 0 F BEE 3w i AGFI
$# GFI “f {23 55— # » A, (IF1) 2 TLI (NNFI) 478} 7 i 42 0 3 1 enfe
@ °Bollen (1989) & A, (IF1)4p #ice F 4235 1 &8 < *% 1> Tucker fr Lewis (1973)
' 2% TLI (NNFI) #ﬂﬁ('b‘k—f‘? I &8+ 1 5 & o &IFI 2 TLI :}F]@:JF’KJY <39
.phfs,}kgbm g hE Lz IFI 2 TLI @4 % 5 994~ 992 » % # & 245
M e RAptk e
TCD dpdcd e 3 BBRApiR2 S AanfF s Lkl R A5 A%
BAFERF § defe R > TCD :}F]@:éﬁﬁx"‘ EA_1> gt <39 b SN £ en
T Ag A2 TCD BEag* L4 F (2009) u’\:fj‘gzé,’—fﬁ” #e1TCD 2.3+ 8 o 3¢
(A28 3)r¥E B2 SPSSFEEA N EF3E 251 A28 4 TCD & % .994
e i s RARE -

TCD(n)zl—ﬂ (3)
|C0v(77)|
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W] @ giing m s FAR S AR L -
|C0v(77)| Batehn £ BlcEE 2 750 o

RMSEA ip #3327 1317 3% 4 > Browne ¥2 Cudeck (1993) %5 RMSEA 7
435 0.05 pF R i e B 243 (good fit);.05 % .08 el i fe A & & (fair fit): .08
1.10 ﬁ%"* Mg e 3 i | (mediocre fit) 5 4o+ > 10 RIB> T fR A+ & o &
42 RMSEA 385033 P AR AH2 R - FE v AR 47
ERAEMES LR 2RI LG AL FHEEER -

26 R B2 k4 E4 2 FMRIER 24 & A4 E (N=980)
PEEA R LU S (TN AFEY 39:15 ]
7 *EE 53.05 PP
CN >200 718 4 s
GFI 359w 988 52
AGF1 0.9t 980 P
SRMR %%+ .05 017 S
Ay (NFI) R 988 %k
A, (IFI) b9k 994 4 g
TLI(NNFI) R 992 “ 2
TCD (## R*) 5.9 994 Ba
RMSEA /] 3+.05 033 52

**p<.01
3. WS AR ER

FERGUN AR A AL ATEHG P R e FRR L E L4k

SRS %Iﬁm' B % o 7 A EEAO z’f_rr’?ﬁ Bagozzi f= Yi (1988) £k 2
RS *~ﬁmﬁ$y 2(1) BRFER PR AS M 5 (2) BARIE A
BRAE6MY (3)BERBNTIHGEREALS N (4) #F F m‘&&*&
ERFRES(S) BRECRLDBEE] T 1.965(6) 2141k (modlﬁcatlon
indices) /|3t 3.84 o dowh it A E £ 2 BU|IE P i R A0 42~84 5 LK
AR G825 89 TR B L AT 68 2 41 i ehgdicnid p< 001 o
MEKE (B4 3)

AEELR L BT ALT TR BRI EE | ZRECRLEL o
PoapAp R K A ez Z 0 0 Rl RiE.05 B E Ju%ﬂ—ﬁq’gjl & §+1.96 -
?*iﬁﬂéﬁ"g J\—QE’ %\TT/F'«}FF' Ty A "i*"Om}*mlp’)\P{v?T"rlg\—;r l@f@;‘”] -
0 (Z 4% »2009)° Fp- LH NP BB g & R 2 REL - & ﬂ}wa;ma
HET 219600 £ 7740 2B L2 BB AL NG HE A 1.12~03 #
EHHERE S T AR AB IR F L3840 d BT AR A AP A&

%ﬂﬁ%‘f""ﬁ%
FEIHT A AL AP EANMEE R CFMEEEREES N ARG
&R 2 % FHE T A

; %8’1‘1—']‘0‘;}7\8—14‘7’%\17\_\/? '\b""ﬁ}*
P miﬁam"‘ TREL LG AL EocR i K RET B ARBETH
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27 "TRIEA R EL 2 FRFCRLEL

TplEk st E

ENEN &

pav e R 9 g A R Pk L N
i LF 0 FRT A f2h FR TR TR
p At
. .000
LRy
At
y 8 500 000
R B
’f T 216 -248  .000
AR
#@p 1.007 284  -096  .000
A l‘%
gy 11100893 387 -213 000
|
,,{E 079 353 -515  -060 .158  .000
-
Jp %
o =412 -133 153 -234 810  -.081  .000
R
i £
- 202 233 030 -1.121 -.089 -1.116 .504  .000
Y
o G
;;Ea -160  -784 423 187 129 224 -523 752 .000
Y
28 R FApRAMERS LB ERRLE
EEH B BREKE AP EE  FERE
Y ES X3 A 3.13~5.19 g
& EEE S EE KR ¥<.001 b
‘z§ B3 Sod2 R Ap M BHEZ S BT 0~.766 [
R 54§ e £ %+ 50~.95 2 ¥ 65~.92 SN
CN >200 718 N
GFI %359 988 =S
f% AGFI ) 980 @
b SRMR %305 017 S
X ANFI %359 988 s
i ASIFI %39 994 w2
A TCD (%% R) SRk 994 s
TLI(NNFI) %359 992 S
RMSEA ] %05 033 =
B3P hi R > .5 4 % 42~ 84 P
-3 LAY >.6 82~ .89 Be
+
& LRI OT R E f >.5 47 ~ .68 B
n it p<.001 S
BT + L 2, e,-'_ 7N
% ‘TP Ipplm%&ﬁ,{ éz _g J\‘)‘g ﬁ%ﬁ%’kiﬁ'
A S B¥E|A196 420 1.12~.03 =&
CEREr ]+t 3.84 * o]t 3.84 e
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AL 2R kY $42 GoaR 2 MBEEPRE MRuF LT B AR

R EARRIEARBIESEIR

FRIFIFARRA BADREESE AP REAZ T8 2B
PRl S EMA AT T A B4 L TR B AR RS RIERES AT
2% 4p % oip| £ 4o (measurement weights) o % 9 5 7 2% 5 EHHPEE 50
2_ v+ i (nested model comparlsons) PURF R BN 2 TR d o AR E S TR N
Bemr T o RFPgEnr - e U TRIE A da e W] TRIER AL D
B ERGY2ZE SR o

He £ 9] {é_ T % 'L 7 #5;% | (unconstrained model ) #_i FEeniE =z T » %k
PR - 4 b TRl 4c 4 | (measurement weights ) ~ [ % 5= % | (structural
covariances ) ~ " B £ 2 % | (measurement residuals) z_ *T+4]i% & = BH V2 @
ER & 018 1 THHEE%, WIS AZ0S LHF LT L% L Tirk
FOoEL T AGIHGY o RA v E X EGET eSS TR WS T
FERE5Y o

492 RARATHE S, 5§ 2 HRT o RRgE - bt TREEE
CREA L, LU s B L N Ly

2R AE0S B FRE S AT RG] TRl R A AP 2 5N
R XA p 7 NIESH b - BESS EB e
%\ 9-3 E‘J" ﬁifj\’q’;ruﬁ‘-_*' %J p.;l" g—ﬁ—r ’ «:’J‘_g‘én I “ET'FH 5?'J‘E5§§;J

22 FiEE N2 E R o d & 9-3F Avo /?Ja%‘i{JbtiOS LR,
B gw\ﬂm#&;“f# F WS D IR o R SRR R R AR
Tl B EAE > Re PRI TRIE S P25 5 D ai
FomTAEFTER(Z) T2 AR F 2R RS RIERS Y BG40 E R
AcfE -

d bis%ET ok p §A el an BEMA R EAR RS RIS
PEGARE R B AP RE R ik AR AR T
ARRA TR A HE G AR R A

29 2 PN S HEMATL A R
% 9-1 BE AN T 2

i3 Adf  ACMIN P ANFI AIFI ARFI ATLI
P e 7 13.880 .053 .003 .003 .001 .001
BHs 10 18.529 047 .004 .004 .001 .001
BEAL 19 51.264 .000 011 011 .006 .006
F 9-2 BRI E A B H I AT

Bost Adf  ACMIN P ANFI AIFI ARFI ATLI
BHER 3 4.649 199 .001 .001 .000 .000
RERZL 12 37.384 .000 .008 .008 .004 .005
% 9-3 'hhpﬁ’- %’b—)«

st Adf ACMIN P ANFI AIFI ARFI ATLI
BB A 9 32.735 .000 .007 .007 .004 .004

AR E
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R E4 4k $22 %R BEERBT Rlonreas] §L1 A48
¢ oL A ¥
i > gﬁér}—‘,’—'?gﬁi

AL EREETEERANRFL 2R RS E
AR E LG R L ﬂﬂViﬁ°”T’*Fii$3
-~ B
AT g R AERRRZR L F AR RS BA RS R R R
P AR gjﬁ%ﬁﬁ&a&iﬂ?&’%%ipiﬁﬁﬁ?&’ﬁ@ﬁw
TREHEFAD B SR 0 EE T ARHFR
(=) 2 £ BUBEP PR ANLA2~84; BLBHE L E R 582894
PERARAE G AEER o
(Z) 2B2BEMFF LI E A20.65~92 B & FF g+ .50 chiR >
2302001 cPREE KR XA AL 89 BESARRF 08 P
Tl TR R H P 47 82680 1T £ TR R HPF 0.5 iR
A B AE T ARG LR RIBWN P EANELR B
ﬁﬂﬁ@ﬁ?ﬁﬂﬁépﬁib&’ﬂﬁ’”%&@ BEH N ERET
I, §r g R 240 R4 2 AR
(Z) 2 2L P ERYRRZEZIHAET > AT AE L ¥ 3028 7 R YR §
ARG TR ABEF RS E -
=~ ER
NTAEREEA R R BEA Y 2 AR R NER
(=) ¥R FARRY B2 LFROREY U RA T2 RRS F R
%o
DAL SERT ORI AR BA LAY LB LG RE T T
R E AR R A i R AP 4e Wright fv Masten (2006) #7% > 42 R 4 %7 §
e d R R PP R TERRA R PEAR O BEI R AT RS
BAFADHRRAS cFVERTREY AR LT ER AR LRSS
Foo MEL KT A5 kP o
(Z) 2% R4 247 SHIARITARAS FB
ARALHEEBEBH AR AL S AFR LS TG TR
3 EE 'T’H’L 5 DA .ﬁ,_-g ERCEEP{EEFL» TS FEFRF A GiR
o2 FFIARFLT R [RORA BRI AR F AR RS A RS
BRI RRE BILAS S TR R TS T KRR E 2
H B i‘éﬁ« PTG anTno U { 2o BTG E A g HRITA RS Faik
§ﬂ+*f%q+°
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25

v IR

IR~ FH (2007)0 WP A2 2 ERA CRWEHRER R 2 pHET o 2
AL B 5 11 131

F Ftp (2000)° F 5 EAR R A P A o 2008 £ 10 7 23 B oo B
http://www.bsjh.hcc.edu.tw/guid/guid3.htm o

T E (2000) o ML HHS FRBE BT - SLEHEH D ok o F a0
RIRAE-RE AT AR 557 S Sl R

2 MMz~ BEG (2006) FP B BgdE 4 48 5% 75 & RE TS
AR 2 AT Y o Ry o IZE SR - 38(2) 0 151-176 -

2 (2008) - ADHD #w + & 2 chirgp 4 (resilience) 2 A M4~ HEF T - 8
CAETRR TS CELFEL A 0 A DR o

PRBIA (2008) FEERRA BAHUBPMAYL - W F i~ Ty
BREE TR LHm o AdR o

ey (1997) ¢ f& R RIE & 1P| B4 B 2 5% DATARS T B> R

( Structural Equation Modeling ) s * - £ #7%x E&4F > 7> 61-95 -

EAH (2009) F 0 E FIERBR -~ AEAFERR LML c S EAF K
TEEFEFTTRHRLH 0 AdR

EZE R (2005) - BB i R4 EL2HEREFE2AT W o rEREER
AL o AdR e

MET (2008) P @B pa¥F 2 I 22 U TRE A% TS 2 FHEFS
ZALFT RS FHEEEFE L% 0 ATk

B2 A (2006) ° 4 BEFF kR PR 2 L s o BFHEEE > 14
1-35 o

Fli g (2006) - MY BAR RS B2 F R M A2 L -UFFIEE G- B2
LR R RTL TR LR 0 A TR

HEE (2007) - R® B2 HHF4A BRI ZIPMFEL - FZF, i F R
TRELTAHRLwmY 0 ADK e

FEE TR F(2008) T £ B 42 B2 ERAFY KT HSEEY 31(4)
53-82 o

E IR
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