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.606 1.000
.633 .650 1.000
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.621 .598 .680 443 1.000
512 537 538 536 592 1.000
624 601 .638 540 736 .683 1.000
784 .789 .818 .680 841 .785 .893 1.000
p .01
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Component Analysis eigenvalue 1
1 eigenvalue 3.081
51.346 613  .805
3 312 2
eigenvalue 2.879 47.986
361 .812 12 313 3
eigenvaue 3.282
54.708 681 .806 17
314 4
eigenvalue 4.001 66.680
729 .882 20 315 5
eigenvaue 3.508
58.459 q42 792 29
316 6
eigenvalue 3511 58.516 .636
826 33 3-17
eigenvaue 6.321 57.460
695 .786 46 3-18
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Lo 707 | 740
2 622 729
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4. 613 .666 51.346
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6. 781 .656
7. .748 567
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1 1 2 3
4 56 7 01
. 577. 758
.01 . 470
. 649 3 3-19 2
7 8 9101112
. 01 . 570 736
.01
. 397.628 6
320 3 131415161718
.01
. 676. 766
.01 . 538
. 683 5 321 4
192021222324
. 01 . 754
. 868
. 01 . 530.858 2
3-22 5 2526
27282930 .01
. 731 789
.01 . 608
. 682 5 323 6
313233343536
.01
.66/ . 820
.01 . 579 644

3 3-24 7 37
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38394041424344454647

.01
. (78
.01 . 644 695
3-25
4-16
1
1 7192 539
2 .700 470
3 D77 459
4 .588 498
) /58 616
6 745 636
7 731 .649
p .01
417
2
1 .36 553
2 713 530
3 681 .628
4 671 531
5 .692 591
6 570 397
l4 597 421
p .01
4-18
3
1 .696 597
2 . 766 .683
3 q27 677
4 126 .650
5 676 517
6 .58 47
7 57 .538

p .01
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.615
671
.609

741
780
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01
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.604
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.564
593
590

581

143
769
667
.697
.820
769
.808

01
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7

1 761 678

2 778 .688

3 754 .685

4 751 .694

5 .769 671

6 754 .649

7 767 .676

8 .764 .695

9 778 .689

10 716 .644

11 .726 .654

12 737 .662

p .01
Cronbacha
190
Reliability Anaysis
Cronbacha Cronbacha
8 73 82 90 8 8 .92
a
1 Cronbacha .80

4298 .6430
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326 2 Cronbacha 73

2488 5973 6
327 3 Cronbacha .82
5394  .6566 5
328 4 Cronbacha
90 6303 .8034
2 329 5 Cronbach
a .86 6209 6734
5 330 6
Cronbacha .86 5078
7221 3 331 7
Cronbacha 92
6347 7237 10 3-32
4-23
a a
1w 5883 | 7579
2. 4908 .7900
3. 4298 7911
4, 4398 7798 .80
5. 6430 7476
6. 6183 7514
7. .6044 7555
4-24
a a
211 5073 | 6607
2. 5861 6702
3. 5150 .6823 73
4, 4994 .6864
5. 5493 6768
6. .2488 7971
7. 4488 .7012
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31 5601 | 7926
2. 6566 | .7801
3, 6240 | 7907
4, 5905 | 7907 | &2
5, 5304 | 8026
6. 5854 | 7992
7. 5062 | 7936
4-26
401 6812 | 8855
2. 6303 | 8903
3, 6503 | 8863
4, 7639 | 8729 | @
5, 8034 | 8669
6. 7808 | 8687
7. 6806 | .8853
4-27
5 1 6246 | 8355
2. 6734 | 8255
3, 6333 | .8316
4, 6535 | 8310 | 86
5, 6200 | 8350
6. 6507 | 8651
7. 6674 | 8264

131




4-28

a

6 1 6228 834

2. .6589 .8290

3. 5078 .8573

4. .5289 8342 .86

5. 7221 8165

6. 6534 .8298

7. 7047 8199
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7. |1 6979 9168 92

2. 7191 9157

3. .7011 9168

4. .6906 9170

5. 7138 .9160

6. 7022 9168

7. 7184 9162

8. .7023 9165
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10. 6347 .9209

11 6544 9132

12 6757 9177
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4-30
3 3 3 3 1 2 456 7
6 6 6 6 1 2 3 457
5 5 5 5 1 2 3 46 7
2 2 2 2 1 3456 7
5 5 5 5 1 2 3 46 7
3 3 3 3 1 2 45 6 7
1234567
10 10 10 10 8 9 11 12
()
(confirmatory factor analysis)
716
Joreskog & Sorbom(1989) (linear structural
relationship LISREL) LISREL 8.02
Bollen(1989)
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Bagozzi & Yi(1988)

(preliminary fit criteria) (overadl modé

fit) ( fit of internastructure of model)
335 ( A )
Y
4-31
A SC SC 2

1. 74 51 45 2 x1 =55| TCD X =.956
2. 75 52 A4 2 x2 =56 GFl=1.00
3. 77 53 40 2 x3 =.59 AGFI=1.00
4. 62 54 61 2 x4 =.38 RMSR= .69
5. 84 55 30 2 x5 =.71 LSR=1.15
6. 75 56 43 2 x6 =.56
7. .85 57 27 2 X1 =.72

(goodness of fit index, GFI)  1.00
(adjusted goodness of fit index, AGFI) 1.00

(total coefficient of determination for structual
eguations, TCD ) .956 (largest standardized residual, LSR)
1.15

— Plot 45 32
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51
5-1
1 716 4.80 0.68 5
2 716 491 0.61 4
3 716 4.70 0.76 6
4 716 5.42 0.57 1
5 716 4.79 0.72 7
6 716 4.99 0.71 2
7 716 4.93 0.66 3

M=355 SD=121
M=5.48 SD=0.76
M=5.19 SD=0.76

M=4.45 SD=1.10

M=5.10 SD=0.89




M=5.06 SD

0.86 52
5-2
1 716 445 110 | 5
2 716| 355 121 | 6
3 716| 548 076 | 1
4 716| 5.19 076 | 2
5 716| 510 08 | 3
6 716| 5.06 08 | 4
M=5.13 SD=0.85
M=525 SD=0.76
M=4.92 SD=0.88
M=5.08 SD=0.90
M=4.99 SD=0.80
M=4.12
SD=1.32 53




5-3

716 | 513 0.85 2

716 | 525 0.76 1

716 | 4.92 0.88 5
10 716 | 5.08 0.90 3
1 716 | 4.99 0.80 4
12 716 | 412 132 6

M=5.06 SD=0.93

M=484 SD=0.94
M=5.13 SD=0.82
M=4.81 SD=0.96
M=3.91 SD=131
M=4.41
SD=1.25 >4
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54

13 716 [5.06 0.93 2
14 716 |4.84 0.4 3
15 716 |5.13 0.82 1
16 716 |4.81 0.96 4
17 716 (391 131 6
18 716 (441 125 5
5-4
M=542 SD=0.72

M=5.33

SD=0.75
M=548 SD=0.67
M=5.47 SD=0.67
M=5.37 SD=0.69
M=5.47

SD=0.70

55
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19 716 |542 0.72 4
20 716 |5.33 0.75 6
21 716|548 0.67 1
22 716 |547 0.67 2
23 716 |5.37 0.69 5
24 716 |547 0.70 2

M=5.17 SD=0.81
M=4.93 SD=091

M=4.82 SD=0.93

M=4.26 SD=1.11

M=4.96 SD=0.88
M=459 SD=1.04
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25 716 517 0.81 1
26 716 4.93 091 3
27 716 4.82 0.93 4
28 716 4.26 11 6
29 716 4.96 0.88 2
30 716 4.59 104 5
M=5.05
SD=0.89

M=5.08 SD=0.89

M=4.93 SD=0.95

M=4.88 SD=0.97
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M=4.98 3SD=0.95

M=5.02 SD=0.93



o-7

31 716 | 505 089 | 2
32 716 | 508 08 | 1
33 716 | 4.88 097 | 6
34 716 | 4.98 095 | 4
35 716 | 502 093 | 3
36 716 | 4.93 095 | 5
M=4.73 SD=0.94
M=4.69 SD=0.94
M=5.16 SD=0.79
M=4.80 SD=0.88
M=4.86 SD=0.85
M=5.16

SD=0.77

M=5.13 SD=0.77
M=4.79 SD=0.93

M=5.13 SD=0.86
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M=5.04 SD=0.87

M=4.78 SD=1.05




5-8

37 716 | 4.73 094 10
38 716 | 4.69 094 n
39 716 | 5.16 0.79 1
40 716 | 4.80 0.88 7
41 716 | 4.86 0.85 6
42 716 | 516 0.77 1
43 716 | 5.13 0.77 3
44 716 | 4.79 093 8
45 716 | 504 0.87 5
46 716 | 4.78 1.05 9
47 716 | 5.13 0.86 3

145




5-9
229.87 24.74 232.77
26.0 -1.35
5-9
t
1 184 17817 1550 |-1.35
2 337 190.02 1252
5-10
5-10
Hotellings .036 .001
-2.45 .05
28.93 3.70
29.69 3.65
-2.61 .01
29.27 4.06 30.19 4.30
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5-10

t
(1) 197 |2855  |3.97
114
(2) 519 (2894  |4.09
(1) 197 |2893 |3.70
-2 50* 1<2
(2) 519 [29.69 |3.65
(1) 197 |2820 |4.39
0.09
(2) 519 [2816  |4.66
(1) 197 |3229  |[349
117
(2) 519 [3263 |3.38
(1) 197 [2891 |4.43
0.70
) 519 [2866 |4.32
(1) 197  |29.27 4.06
-2.60**
(2) 519 (3019  |4.30
O 197 |53.72 |7.18 1<2
51 135
(2
9 5450 |7.36
(one-way ANOVA)
5-11 512
9.02 001 1.30
225,56 24.53 2.30 —40 231.86
24.88 3.41-50 241.01 2475 4.51 —860

233.45 2654 561 24411 42.09
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Scheffe 41-50 30

41-50 30-40
5-11
4 22772.64 5693.16 0.02***
711 448546.81 630.87
715 471319.44
*xp 001
5-12
1 | 30 229 | 22556 | 2453 3 1
2 30-40 283 | 231.86 | 24.88 3 2
3 | 4150 146 | 241.01 | 24.75
4 | 51-60 49 | 23345 | 26.54
5 | 61 9 | 24411 | 42.09
30 30—40 41-50 51 —60 61

5-13

148



5-13

F
1 30 229  [2748 400 I 2 1
2 3140 283  [2894 397 31
3 4150 146 |30.40 357 3 2
4 5160 |49 29.45 392 4 1
5 61 9 28.83 557
1 30 229 [2881 3.62 448 v+ 31
2 3140  [283  |2951 361 '
3 4150 146 |3043 363
4 5160 |49 2953 3.67
5 61 9 30.22 5.7
1 30 229  [27.04 458 848 +5k 31
2 3140 (283  [2816 4.42 3 2
3 4150 146 |29.66 440
4 5160 |49 28.61 445
5 61 9 30.78 6.10
1 30 229 [32.00 348 218 * 31
2 3140 (283 (3271 3.2
3 4150 146  |33.18 330
4 5160 |49 3208 367
5 61 9 32.67 585
1 30 229  [27.74 430 - 31
2 3140 (283  |2861 423 3 2
3 41-50 146 [30.20 4,24
4 5160 |49 29.37 404
5 61 9 30.44 5.81
1 30 229 2931 423 .
2 3140 (283  [30.06 439 298 31
3 4150 146  [30.71 398
4 5160 |49 29.60 373
5 61 9 3156 543
1 30 229 [5318 7.05 S 31
2 3140  [283  |5387 721 3 2
3 4150 146 |5643 7.19
4 5160 |49 54.82 7.62
5 61 9 57.44 10.36
*P 05 **p 01 **:p 001
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WilksA 901
F
F=13.72,P<.001 F=4.48,P<.01
F=8.48 ,P<.001 F=3.18,P<.01
F=8.12,P<.001 F=2.98,P<.05
F=5.29,P<.001
Scheffe’
41 -50
30 41-50
3140
5160
( 5-13)
(one-way ANOVA)
5-14 5-15

33

.001

31--40
30

30



24.43 3 231.81 27.35 4
231.38 25.44 5. 234.92 24.87
5-14
4 88151 220.38 33
711 470437.94 661.66
715 471319.44
5-15

150 | 23243 | 26.30
136 | 231.01 | 24.43
126 | 231.81 | 27.35
230 | 231.38 | 2544

74 | 23492 | 24.87

G| |WIN|F

5-16
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5-16

152

F
1 150 28.71 4.24 136
2 136 28.51 3.96 '
3 126 29.06 4.27
4 230 28.68 3.90
5 74 29.74 3.92
1 150 29.53 3.40 45
2 136 29.82 3.29 '
3 126 29.26 4.20
4 230 2941 3.78
5 74 29.38 3.67
1 150 28.35 4.52 g3
2 136 27.83 4.50 '
3 126 28.17 4.77
4 230 28.02 4.55
5 74 28.95 4.68
1 150 32.65 341 a1
2 136 32.79 3.03 '
3 126 32.37 3.67
4 230 32.28 3.52
5 74 32.54 3.35
1 150 28.79 4.23 1.46
2 136 28.08 4.34 '
3 126 28.67 4.51
4 230 28.85 4.40
5 74 29.54 4.09
1 150 30.14 4.33 43
2 136 30.18 4.08 '
3 126 29.87 4.14
4 230 29.85 4.38
5 74 29.49 4.22
1 150 94.27 1.25 75
2 136 53.80 7.43 '
3 126 94.42 7.56
4 230 54.09 1.27
5 74 95.54 6.93

WilksA 947
F=1.36 F=.45




F=.83
F=.43

( 5-16)

o-17 5-18

15
26.19 3.16--25
239.43 28.28

Scheffe

F=.41 F=1.46
F=75
(one-way ANOVA)
6.61 .001
227.65 24.02 2.6—415 231.84
237.45 24.49 4. 26
16 —25 5 26
3 12762.69 4254.23 6.61***
712 458556.75 644.04
715 471319.44
***p 001



5-18

1| 5 269 | 227.65 | 24.02 3 1
2 6-15 257 | 231.84 | 26.19 4 1
3 16-25 111 | 237.45 | 24.49
4 | 26 79 | 239.43 | 28.28
5 6415 16 —25 26
519
Wilksh  .912 .001
F
F=12.17,P<.001 F=2.58 F=6.89 ,P<.001
F=1.74 F=7.27,P<.001
F=1.54 F=4.73,P<.01
Scheffe
16 —25
5
26




5 635
26
5 ( 5-19)
5-19
F
1 5 269 27.87 413 12.17%*+ 2 1
2 645 257 28.86 4.00 3 1
3 1625 111 30.03 3.67 4 1
4 26 79 30.29 3.66
1 5 269 29.06 350 258
2 645 257 29.54 3.72
3 1625 111 30.10 351
4 26 79 29.89 421
1 5 269 27.47 4.45 6.8 *** 4 1
2 645 257 28,11 4.80 4 2
3 1625 111 28.76 427
4 26 79 29.96 427
1 5 269 32.17 341 1.74
2 645 257 32.70 3.20
3 1625 111 32.78 359
4 26 79 32.91 3.77
1 5 269 28.02 4.26 7.27% % 3 1
(2) 645 257 28.61 434 4 1
(3) 16-25 111 29.82 416
4 26 79 30.01 443
1 5 269 29.52 4.10 1.54
2 645 257 30.21 433
3 1625 111 30.01 458
4 26 79 30.38 395
1 5 269 53.54 693 473+ 3 1
2 645 257 53.81 7.43
3 1625 111 55.96 694
4 26 79 54.28 8.13
*P 05 **p 01 ***p 001




(one-way ANOVA)

5-20 521
249 .05 1.
239.48 24.41 2. 234.06 22.75
229.10 2744 4. 333.81
26.09 5. 228.90 26.27 6.
229.93 25.10
5-20
5 8135.6 1627.12 2.49*
710 463183.84 652.37
715 471319.44
*P .05
5-21
1 77 | 23948 | 2441
2 103 | 234.06 | 22.75
3 119 | 229.10 | 27.44
4 140 | 333.81 | 26.09
5 140 | 22890 | 26.27
6 137 | 229.93 | 25.10




Scheffe’

F=7.86,P<.001

F=2.05

Scheffe’

5-22)

F=2.09

5-22
WilksA .838
F
F=.85
F=4.35,P<.01
F=2.29,P<.05

157

.001

F=1.84



Gl
N
N

F
1 77 30.38 3.70 1 5
2 103 28.81 3.80 7.86%** 1 6
3 119 2847 4.33 4 5
4 140 30.04 361 4 6
5 140 27.89 4.23
6 137 28.01 3.95
1 77 20.84 3.66
2 103 29.56 354 .85
3 119 2945 349
4 140 29.86 3.63
5 140 29.21 3.77
6 137 29.15 3.89
1 77 29.17 455
2 103 28.68 3.83 184
3 119 28.24 4.77
4 140 28.19 4.90
5 140 2741 4.81
6 137 27.93 4.32
1 77 33.23 2.85
2 103 32.56 3.20 2.09
3 119 31.76 3.85
4 140 32.76 334
5 140 32.44 344
6 137 32.67 343
1 77 30.53 3.98 1 4
2 103 29.22 384 4.35+* 1 5
3 119 28.73 4.74
4 140 28.31 4.40
5 140 27.88 4.69
6 137 28.64 4.84
1 77 29.70 4.65
2 103 30.48 353 205
3 119 2891 4.70
4 140 30.31 4.30
5 140 30.09 4.10
6 137 30.03 411
1 77 56.62 6.88
2 103 54.75 6.75 2.29*
3 119 53.55 752
4 140 54.34 743
5 140 53.97 1.24
6 137 53.50 7.53
*P .05 **p .01 ***p 001




(one-way ANOVA)

5-23 5-24
2.09 1.
229.64 25.34 2. 239.88 23.17
3. 230.33 2719 4. 230.14
25.61 5. 230.86 26.10 6. 232.59
25.09
Scheffe

5 6833.64 1366.73 2.29*
710 464485.80 654.21
715 471319.44



5-25

5-24
1 92 | 22964 | 2534
2 86| 239.88 | 23.17
3 133 | 230.33 | 27.19
4 108 | 230.14 | 25.61
5 135 | 230.86 | 26.10
6 162 | 23259 | 25.09
Wilksh  .901 .001
F
F=4.59,P<.001 F=2.27,P<.05
F=2.71P<.05 F=.34 F=2.35,P<.05
F=1.52 F=.97
Scheffe

( 525)
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Gl
N
o1

F
1 92 29.70 3.77 5 3
2 86 30.37 3.32 4.59%** 5 4
3 133 28.46 4.16 5 5
4 108 2831 4.16
5 135 28.27 4.17
6 162 28.63 4.01
1 92 29.07 3.60
2 86 30.69 3.28 2.27*
3 133 29.33 3.75
4 108 29.52 334
5 135 29.30 3.85
6 162 29.33 3.85
1 92 27.33 4.73
2 86 29.58 4.05 2.71*
3 133 28.00 447
4 108 27.63 512
5 135 28.17 4.75
6 162 2841 421
1 92 32.38 340
2 86 3294 322 34
3 133 32.48 357
4 108 32.39 3.33
5 135 32.49 3.02
6 162 32.59 3.76
1 92 27.96 4.15
2 86 29.48 4.42 2.35*
3 133 28.14 4.46
4 108 28.44 4.62
5 135 28.80 4.38
6 162 29.32 4.35
1 92 29.62 4.22
2 86 31.10 4.03 152
3 133 29.87 4.52
4 108 29.74 4.13
5 135 2981 4.05
6 162 29.79 4.35
1 92 53.60 7.50
2 86 55.72 6.50 .97
3 133 54.05 794
4 108 411 7.39
5 135 5391 743
6 162 54.51 6.91
*P .05 ***p 001
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(one-way ANOVA)

5-26 527
1.66 1.5
249.75 22.06 2.6-35 229.18
2572 316 25 231.51 23.70 4. 2635
231.10 25.28 5.36 234.14 27.07
5-26
4 4368.20 1092.05 1.66
nm 466951.24 656.75
715 471319.44
5-27
1 5 8 | 249.75 | 22.06
2 6315 82 | 22918 | 25.72
3 1625 85| 23151 | 23.70
4 2635 345 | 231.10 | 25.28
5 36 196 | 234.14 | 27.07
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5-28

F
1 5 8 32.25 315 168
2 645 82 28.99 3.88 '
3 1625 85 29.07 3.61
4 2635 345 28.77 413
5 36 196 28.62 4.18
1 5 8 30.00 2.20 150
2 6145 82 28.66 3.79
3 1625 85 29.39 349
4 2635 345 29.50 3.62
5 36 196 29.83 3.83
1 5 8 30.00 3.96 151
2 635 82 27.16 4.99 '
3 1625 85 28.00 4.84
4 2635 345 28.32 4.34
5 36 196 28.34 4.72
1 5 8 33.50 293 503
2 635 82 3171 3.46
3 1625 85 32.44 3.03
4 2635 345 32.52 343
5 36 196 32.92 349
1 5 8 31.63 3.66 231
2 6435 82 28.63 397 '
3 1625 85 28.95 4.06
4 2635 345 28.34 4.29
5 36 196 29.23 4.68
1 5 8 33.25 3.69 177
2 6145 82 29.51 4.27 '
3 1625 85 29.87 417
4 2635 345 29.81 4.30
5 36 196 30.24 4.18
1 5 8 59.13 6.69 172
2 6145 82 54.52 717
3 1625 85 53.79 6.73
4 2635 345 53.85 7.02
5 36 196 94.95 8.05
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65 1625

F=1.51

79

F=1.77

5-28
Wilksh 927
F=168

F=2.03
F=1.72

5-28)

( 78

82

164

26—-35 36
.001
F=1.52
F=2.31
1.
3.
78 78
83 83



o1

5-29

lisrel 7.16

84

165

86

5-26

88)



5-29

N N N N N N N

AN N AN N NN

N N N N N N

51

X

2. h
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dl > X1
z1 Y1 < el
d2 —» X2 l
2
gl / Y2 < e
d3 X3
—>
—__ Y3 3
d4 ) X4 | €
ds “ ~ L o4
dé _p| X6 Yo < eb5
d7 N X7 Y6 y €6
5-1
1.X1 X7
2.Y1 Y6
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1.d1  d7

2.el e7
1. d1
2.21
Joreskog & Sorbom(1989)
(linear structural relationship LISREL)
LISREL 7.16
Bollen(1989)
Bagozzi & Yi(1988)
(preliminary fit criteria)
(overall model fit) ( fit of internalstructure of model)
5-30 ( A )
Y

(goodness of fit index, GFI) 0.99
(adjusted goodness of fit index, AGFI) 0.98

(largest standardized residual, LSR)  1.69
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5-30

A SC SC 2

X1. 74 51 45 2 x1 =55

X2. .80 52 36 2 x2 =64 | GFI=0.99
X3. 74 53 46 2 x3 =55 | AGFI=0.98
X4. 73 54 A7 2 x4 =54 | RMSR=0.058
X5. 75 535 44 2 x5 =56 | LSR=1.69
X6. 74 56 45 2 x6 =55

X7. 84 57 30 2 x7 =.71 | dl1=0.74
Y1 74 el 45 2 x6 =55 |z1=045
Y2. 75 e2 44 2 x7 =56

Y3. 81 e3 35 2 X6 =.66

Y4. 81 ed 34 2 X7 =66

Y5. .83 e5 31 2 x6 =.69

Y6. .85 e6 28 2 x7 =712

— Plot 45
5-2
X1 X7 2
54 .71 Y1 Y6 2 55 .72
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Andyssof Chaos Sengvity and Classroom Management Effectiveness Model
QPLOT OF STANDARDIZED RESIDUALS

B e ———
X
X
N
O X.
R X.
M X.
A XX
L X .
X .
Q XX.
U X .
A X.
N X
T L *
I X
L X
E X
S
X
X
1 TR
-35
STANDARDIZED RESDUALS
52
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— Plot

35



526

5-3

3.
53
45
d 4 x1 .
«— €l
2 39 x2
44
oM oe
a3 49 x3 35
< e3
47
d4 A xa
g 34
44 ‘ e4
das A x5
31
45 <
d6 4 x6 e5
30 28
a7 39 x7 <28 e
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53 1 7

J4 80 .74 /3 .75 .74 .84
1 7

5-3 Y1 Y6

74 75 81 81 83 .85
n (
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Y1
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5-3

53
74 10.86 001
74
( 8 (
82) ( 83 ( 8 (8 (86 (
75) ( 8 ( 8 ( 8 ( 8

Borich (1994) Davis & Thomas (1989) Edwards(1993)
Perrott(1987) Kourilsky & Quaranta(1987)
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