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FRTABFAERAN AR ARHANE
RAERERBARBEL ALY BLHA
B BETREA SR AMMET > LA AH
RAMRBAGILBELEY A ERERE RN £
2 - BESFEARGELHEE RGBT M
Am o WEERBB AR AN ER A Kok B
ERBZ R ARSI BEER > BEHEHTHE
HMEGEHETREA - A5 EUEKEM K A
iR RER N AR ERBH et
N 28 AR BT R R
BEREBERAZZE - B RET » AP REHR
WHAEHEZRRERBARN N EZ 2 Y 2
3t BRI o

RBil3239 : SRMEMREIR ~ HBRSEAE ~ SR EE
B~ ERAE ~ BEEE

W T REMEE (structural equation models ° i
M SEM) St gRIZBE RSN TEZ— BARS
{17 & A IE M BB (R 2 BERT - g EEAE
Mg L E RS E BB EE - S
L 55 A VB A 8 OB LR MRT B R 2 VB R A
Ho ARABEBEBERAEEN 2 EBRA (1
Muthen, 2001a, b; Quintana & Maxwell, 1999) » {HH
MERREREEE T - Al RSB S E e TR
IR BN AE & - KSR AEREN EBEER
HEERERALIERE - SRR EBgE
HEERERENE PR ZE NBESEHIES

f2AU | (latent variable pattern mixture model) ° & JR
BRI e B R AR EIF Fe e I B s -
KB A o] 8 e A 1S58 12 3 R M R B 0 T Rl
I EFE (King, King, Bachrach & McArdle,
2001) °

K ETEERD - B Foan B R RE A5 RS e hH B i
A BEXEMEE TS EATNE & SR
HAEEH R o S8 =E8Mp LIRS R S 6 - TR
PEMEBREREE  KREEBRGHEFZE
B R AERE AT - AT SR I B EER » DL
THE RN RHEENE AR (pattern mixture model)
HER IR RE S RS BEER 258 - DUk R
ELBTE G BLERE R - ® A 2288 -

HEVR SRR - BIREGIIUEERP > Little B
Rubin (1987) LUK Little (1993, 1994, 1995) &
FHANE AR > S/ B IEEREE RSB RE
REMRUBATR - EESSEIBR MR R & EERA
BRI FIMRR - [ERESIESARERESER - 7R
BN > EIRAHIUED B — AL BRI B 0 - RFE IR
Fon AN Z AR BEIESEN I EE
AR R RETNHIE o AR & HEABAT LIE L RER
R HE RS TR ARSI - BEEREE
NEERESER (finite mixture model) » KL
5 [HENEEER ] (Little, 1993, 1995) ©

Birmingham ¥ Fitzmaurice (2002) f$#HANRE S
A EREER OERERE TRETFENERE
Bl F o Birmingham 2 Fitzmaurice £ %} 7118 B §h
FEHE (cohort) HIE =W EH  FXUEMIFHTE -
PR AN EE M A BT BT A N E ZIBRE
Ao RBE=RHEEFRHERLE  TJLUGEER S

TEE R RN - DUR G EBR BRI LE -
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BEiEEREY > G =XEEERTEER - DL
BRI R HEH — Kz & =g RAE - E8hE
RNERRERET BXEABRZEEZTHEZER
BRI E HEE - A7 Birmingham ¥ Fitzmaurice
REBIRTTRE BB AR - fl - B EE AR
BREMABERERK  HEHEEERERS - K
BLHETE > BEERBRBS ZZHEE > PIREE
BRERARERZEE  HAAERE R EEE
SHRESRER o Kt - AREERENRESE
Bl AT TG AT RE S AL AERRER - HRRIETE
IWAHB O] R N E 2 AEREZR - fEDUERAHAL 340
3G EF AT R 2R 1 AT 1 (R B B 2 IR AR 2R - BIERAH
AR GERIEEERRER -

TERR IR GEEE | > Niaura, Spring, Borrelli,
Goldstein, Keuthen ¥ A (2002) #E & 5§ & @&
(Prozac) TERE FRUERL > #5525 0 B FE S [E B
EHAETEBE A o SHEEREZE I/ CENE
HATERWE » MLIE—~ =~ U~ 7/~ ~ VAR
HRG BB IEE (S ERL - 75989 4%
B EHSTOLEZEBEERE > NiauraFAEE
= HE 2R R ST RO AR AR SR A E A 0 T e BUE TR
BHRTEREIEE A e H A EBMBE DRI IE » T
B=MHZRESHMAE [TAM] 8 [ RTH
o S RIEE R RCR R B BB -
Niaura 3 A EE RS e E W B 5E R R 5ERL
FETRAR Y > WEHE IR IS BN F 2 B E 4
A - EREIUE LRSS A E i IR Al o

T R BRI 7k o 103 R i B
MR > BEBENEST2MEEER (missing
completely at random) *» EAMHINE SR T2
H5HE T TRREAL o Hedeker ¥2 Gibbons (1997) #$2 £k
AEEHETEBEL (multi-sample SEM) &R E
2ot AR EEAINRGEAERER T IERET
TR (40 Lee,1986; Muthen, Kaplan & Hollis,
1987) o AHEE A B (3 B IR A S R R 0Us2 3
HHER > AR AGEE R A4 R -
KA [EE R R 2 B RE SRR o LS AR
FEHE T TR R R o TS B IR AR
—(EEEREETT 0T - UL PRI AR AR & R AUE R
1B TR TR AREUE 7 BT RS
FRAURE > AHEEECTRERZ o

EREEHICPEYETERIRIE - ARSI
OB RS EE A B R E IR o (H LT R
HOHEBINRME Wt MR E - M5
TETE R R I o TR o] (€ W {8 A B IR R S VB T 1 A
FIAE RS HIRE 2 AT

B WL TEEmE S ] ARSI ABEE
] o LHEN SRR S A ERRE - Il
EBESIE IR ZEERME S (40 Everitt, 1984;
Joreskog & Sorbom, 1993) o TEERHEHIATET EmF

thr] DI &5 BT E LI R B A i s o (A
FEBRRBOGHERS - ZEETES R [BU&
e B TR E ] W B T8
1 R REER S EEERIER - M
[ 2aiE ] EEERERVRERNIRRNESES
NS DBCRIEE - MEZEE B RbE R
AR EE - EREREROFERAER - B
BE - MR R ER E R kLR AL - E
R T (8 S e 2 3 B S SRR Y W RENE © AR
—RPHEEBEEE FEROBRE S HMEE
EIRMRAREE - AILZHER TBUEZEE | 0
WRERE - B JTH  HEZHEELEERES
SE R IE nm  RUETFIRER (5523 | -
BLIRIC A » 3235 & SRR B R REA » SR Fe3 <~
HEm e o B IR A DA A B - TR I
AT (indicators) ©

HR - LRI ERR AN A RS A EESHE -
BV IEA R AR R - w5 ERA e - Sk
BB RS ECSHANEREZN (HIW
Griliches, 1974) » & iR AU o o v 7 888 35 [F] £
W w] DUGE & (8 B2 2R At A - DARTSdE [ ARk 2 3)5 3
B[R %ahE ] Rl WEEMBSEELER
EIAVREE - By e E LR & RAR -
PIAN—{EE 55 28 & SR E B K - ATRETS i
BURREE - RICEREE R SRR E L& 2
Al MATREHRRE - 280 & AR B AE 2 e
o AR TY (R R AR o SRR R AR OE - AT DU

SIEEIE R S HE R E RS - R
T LA Niaura %6 A (2002) HUERTZERG - 31
WIS EE B B BB MR E L F R -
Niaura & AfFS2EAF W3R 5 | B [RTR
Z | WD SRR RE W E Z B - I
(e A S ERE - U 72 7 DU ST
BLURSERGEE T571) ARRE LHE - RDEH
B AR 5 B EE RIEARE S - W& S
R RCBURME R E - R EAET 247 - U5
HM A REBE e E BR T E R E MG E EAE
%o N8R - HEmTEE DR TRE R
STEREBRE  BERER—HEGHME - BN
Mt ([3%7])) EIEEE (ERMEL ) A
&> BIGTWEZER - REMRARS » RoE
ERHES I E - ATRER ZAE IR PR SR
RAGRE R - [BRER T &MA RERY - &
HERHOB SRR AR FE R - 1SRRIl E 4 R
R o BIAEBTE R ARES ERATEFIRE - 525 A DL
A [#0E]) 8 [5E] MEZHE - L
RER R B TE SR B I IR A RV e SR Z FE AR
B o S LU IR PR R B R R 2 FE A
R APt 5 T ol VR 7 68 1 80 0 B ) U T R Y
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BRI -

HEE AR E g e a RIE G HEA
ZEBEHIHENERVEBZELTBERES
A - FIRESGEIEEBRER ZEIE L EM
HHI (Expectation-Maximization algorithm) B{E%
FofGEH R A 2 8 > REFSENRBUE LR - fhEHE
BT EERERGERTERI 228 - &
THAME A/ EM KB E IR B R E R A RIE S
MW EZ M -

EMERI - HENTTEERMBIRGET TEZRE
B REEBERE R > R EIRERHER
B EER EeEEREE LSS - EM
EHINZ A8 E N EERERN 2R LE L E
oo AkEEE R ERENED 285
(Jamshidian & Bentler, 1999) °

EMEHIZ— @& (iterative) fEF > R E
R EHBE (expectation step) BEEMHER (maxi-
mization step) ° B BRHEELG & B/ B0 T #
TREIE 2 GRS R > HETE T2 8 hET
E T H B Bz BREE - M BRARIE E 2 B
FRigE R R S2H 2 xR OMEEHE - HERTEE
k2 B RELUEET (Dempster, Laird & Rubin, 1977;
McLachlan & Krishnan, 1997) o ZEIEIME & & H BN
EL IR > M Dempster F AN EE A bar 2B EME
Al » 0SB LSS o Dempster & A G 2 B I
BRI RAEESEE - TEEBBEEHEESE - |
BRI L A RMEL > ZRFEEM BN E
B APEET 752 — (Meng & van Dyk, 1997) °

BRESEI 2GR EEREMER] -
I T (R 25 R 2 A B S VB 7 B A U AUE R B R
B o M5 E B EANS BB ERE C
LS RE i (A EREB 2B EA - 5 C B on
X 1HAE » Kk C RTER BB EEE ¢
R BEREERNERBREBEEN g Cig=1>
S EAMMBTEER ¢ (¢ 2 g) > Bl - WIRBRRERER
(hypothetic missing data) - i FH EM EHl » 40[F
Dempster 3 A (1977) EEERERESHEI
McCutcheon (1987) & B 7 Al & »
Bartholomew ¥ Knott (1999) FRIERE & BEHE K
I (mixed latent class model) % o

HEAREM BRI & RS - (HERAEMER]
S ARG RIVRIRE) A — By - Hh o B
IEAER > WeEgkE ARTMmE - KX BEH
B R o3 0 LR R MR R T RE M
NEE - FE > ERPBESENME S TER (poorly
separated) * TN HEEMERIFIEIA (Celeux &
Diebolt, 1985; Diebolt & Celeux, 1993) o & aik
I8 » FEMEM B HI (stochastic EM algorithm) %
HREfREZ— o

e EMEH] - FEi& EM ERIE EM B AT 8

> REREERERERGE2— EEEMEH
HEMBAZBEFUSPERNREMEAZES
BR > BMESR R R R s - 18 DL A
BERHEHERE IR EBER IS CESE - Ik
R 5 BRI B DI B2 FAEfE » Celeux B
Diebolt (1985) FIFFEHREM HRARHEREAE
B2 RRE - IR B BB R (augmented)
BE o MABREHRH HATEREESET > REX
B 2 2 AN - BB AR 2B W
Ho BE—BREIEESBEEN  FRESK
BIFRERN v 8L 35 2 AR A Z R 7 HT R RE > fihET
THREMERIES - B TEHHE LEREESN > fEEM
HHIFIAREREKE R > 7 LU E IR E T ER R A
JRBA i P R - [ R R B R TR 2 VBT S RN B
ME TR e MR8 L IRENT] - ERp e thiim - VB
RPN > NER - FE% EM B RIZRIRER EM &I
(Celeux & Diebolt, 1985; Diebolt & Celeux, 1993) °
WRE % HF - FEREM B RRT] 23 0 &0 mT
BEERIR (5140 > Diebolt & Ip, 1994) °

BEEE EM BEHIS B R MR @k (Markov
Chain Monte Carlo) fJ—7& » JR B MCEM H HIl
(Monte Carlo EM algorithm) FJF] (Diebolt &
Celeux, 1993; McLachlan & Krishnan, 1997; Nielsen,
2000) o —fiH DIRE#E EM B HIR IV 2 B A% B o i
(5140 » Diebolt & Ip, 1996) » TEFRFETEE T » HEE
ek EM B RIDEBA > EF 2B R (b2 8z
MIERGERER (ergodic) BRI K » WINGIZE IS
A R Z ERRESMED (stationary distribution) o [HEERAE
SEC A IR e KLU R - Tt B S
IME R EAFFAETA (information loss) » HHFEME
EM B AfS H 2z 2B LEHE - 7] LB I ERRE S AT
—{E#7 (Diebolt & Ip, 1996; Van Zwet, 2001) i
TEEGALETI - FEME EM E A B MCEM B RIZEDL - &
fiti &1 {08 5 A X BB N T 7 8 (B R R M A B IR -
BIFRAGETEU S (Tanner, 1996; Wei & Tanner,
1990) » CERF AT F &3 TR > BUEEH BEREFE
w2 fEEHE o DL INfEET R (#la
Bockenholt & Tsai, 2001; Diebolt & Ip, 1996;
Nielsen, 2000; &7~ S5 {#1H - 2002) o

KT B 0BT IR % 6 b % & B A JEH R
Ho DREBAEENHENBRANNEE B
B BEsEE RS &) a DI EM SRR
IS R 2 A 1 0 R R A 2 ) i KR DL B
E > B UEERE REB I - w2 MR
TR R

B T B EE R R

A BET S G VB A RN B B R I R B 2 VB AE
BIEAARR G SRR IR 2 B MR A



286 b

AU AR BB R DU AR 77

REE - BRIV R R 5] A B TR
H o DRI B ER AER o (R p I EE
Ho BB IHEE - BIREEEE s MR
X 1FEREEEERR » M ZBHER T8
HoFXTERLER - H1FRERTE - v ZEEal

SCRE T MR R R E AR o
[0 g MR
My={0 Vg L2 ()
VB A S T AR AR & AR T (R s A 2 [ R 2
AT PR B S B AR i JE SRR 0 T
VBT SR A AT A (I R RS 5 A AR AL - T A T

BIR B SIS B TERE R - KIS B E
THEL BT B e B A BRIR & /W 7 B s A
(finite mixtures SEM) » [fi3& e I8 6 M BB TR
AR B BB E AR (VETERER 247 » latent
class analysis) ©

HIRIEEGEE TEMIEF 2 ERE (F)
0 > Jedidi, Jagpal & Desarbo, 1997a,b) » A58 LL
Dolan % van der Maas (1998) Z KAk

Ylg=vgtAgngtey ()
Ng= agtBgngtly 3)
2 FRBAE AR ¢ R I REEAE S H S e

HPRALR > EP Y | gBpx 1 WM EEHERE > v, B
pX 1INEEM R » 7, Mk x | FIB(EETHME » A
p X kKRB > e Bpx 1INEBEME - 3K
BTERE AR g R (2 B THTRTHYBALR » P e Bkx 1
BRI & > Bo i kx k FIMRBUERE > £, B kx 1HY

BERAEAS EBAL AT » M BRE TH AR R S B
BZ I EREAN - RIS EEESIE B AL T e
HRRIR & D o B 4 A TR A AR T ) 38 R
X LHEERBEEIEL  EinfE s EEn
BAGREBAE B FTE B > e B A > ALER
e A HEIE BT - TR BB L (local inde-
pendence, McCutcheon, 1987) ° 7EILIRERT » BB
TERERE gl - MAHELE m FUMRER B

P Y . .
p(M=m| g)=1/_[lp (M=m;| g)=]‘_[|/ljg’”f(1—/ljg)‘ i (4)
= i=

Hrp g 3 R EREBEEANRE T -
MBI 55 m BB j (H — ST IR RRRUMEER » Bp X
LRy & > RRETEER R g T % BN E R
B BuRES BEBER 1 CRER) 8% - £
BTSN TH R REI M B m > KILEE o (FE
TEREIE - MABBUE m HIREER S

7. J1e P N X
p(M=my=3m*p(i=m|1Y=3n/ TN (1130~ (5)
= =1 R

FifltA

Hopw, B2 B EEANE RIS LA o [HRE
EEREER (G » FEE2BEEE &5
pX n. BIBKERIERE » SRR R E R A8
IRHEZER > o BUS ne x L HEA & > RRRBEERL
& HunHHEL -

BTSSR ANR A AT 2 A58 5 AT L

X283 > AIEIEHREAFEETRER &
HEENEZUEE CRREBESIEM » :Xs5) - 8l
R BRI -

EREHIEIES - BagEEIRE A EE
B - BEREGEM S —  EERESEL
o BERBEENRNZERBEEGAEEER B
BT ZI& R (latent ignorability) » SR IILIEE
WA EFERENR - N EREEE BT -
T FE#N A BRI 73247 (Frangakis & Rubin, 1999;
Hills, 2001) B/ EHANE A B > {554 6
AT EEEREY BEREBEAEETHEM
B HS BB BIRIEH B R 8
BEaERER > BRBEUARER  FIES
BIRBEE AT > Bl w= (Y, M) > TFEE S
WY - WHEERESEL » HH5

FN=3 fua (V31,3 fo (M51) ©)

Hep £, (O BRTBEEANG R 2% T E B E
WERBEWE > £, ()R TEEF S ECEEEREL -
FHEET ST LUy BOBTE SR A ELES ~ fERS R AR A
SHWELEREH 2B =50 > BEEAILER
=( 70, oy, wy,) 0 R TERE B v=
(Vi,vaesVin) > D=(AL A LA Y @ =(a), ..., @y,
Y1 B=(B,,Bs,...,B,.) » LIK ¢ B e fYFL BB RO
z(\lfx,\yz,-..,\ync) Eﬁi[ G =(®1, ®2,..-, ®nc) ’ ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ‘ﬂj%
BAIB A=(1,, 1s,...,1,) °

{hEt o K ZE BB EM B HI HE i 5 B I i
BB B IEE R A AR SR T R R R K
PUEER » LILVPM-ML (latent variable pattern mix-
ture model maximum likelihood estimation) 8.2 -
A A FE TR BEM BRI > 0850 8 i s 0E e 3 e
BRHEM O BIRER - HNE EER » BERHRE
I TE ~ EUREIE ~ B e I A I G I B
ﬁﬁu% Yions > Yimiss Migﬁi C; > E%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%g{g ? Eﬂ
Y ons =y,-,ub‘\-§£1 M=/711-F ’ /EUJ Ci /Zgﬁ gfﬁ% Crc_’g@ Y miss
AT (HEEE BRGEE R e —)

f‘(Ci,g, )/i,mi.\'.vl Y;‘,ub.\'zyi,ub.\', M= mi)
=f(Ci,g, Y’l’,u/;x=yi,0bs, M= mi) fé'(Y’f’mi.vx:yi,o/w) ( 7 >
& CHIFRR K TE C AR T R

BB AR 7 WO RE R vk e % 2 RLE 2 JE ] - 2
e FE SRR I B g 1% 0 EIREHAI 2 2 TR S
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BV (1, i) » RIS T AR 2
ELFEMmE > BB TEER - RSB HRE
BIHC A MW EEEREE - 7 DI 8 (hEHEAE
FARI R - KT R 2 DL % AR T R R
B HTekE (A0 > Joreskog & Sorbom, 1993) > &
IR 2 H A AILA 9 k1 -

N

Zci-g

7= (8)
N
zci-gM/

L= (9)
sc.

RE < RiFRERCEREMER]] - &0
TAPER -

K

1B EHME A AT HERBEEHE AKX
8~ NOMEMFBEA SN KM EARMEE W
o 4E o

2MATS TR EH WA RETMET RRES
HPG ARG R A RS
HPYEREREERY RS BAZI LR
# o

IHATAM T RV H 2B LT EE
#o AN~ NOEEBRREHFREA S M
RGN E s ARBH S EBEHRS
PR LB o
AFHETHE2BILET R BULF LRI BR
RUAEE » &5 BEFMEEA T ERL RS
B TALE A BT ER ARER
RAEFHEZ T B EM J B A& SHE o

i 1

AR L — AR R R - DIV L B E
IE R E R P BESEAAESEII T 2RI - It
#i0]2 BT IE SRR AN R E RHE R B B B
FHEDR SRS » KRS 2 (G ENRIAETS
wE A E R EEEESE - ST EREEELE
FETIMERE ~ R EREREE ~ 0 i s B AT 55
R LVPM-ML © HP AR EEEBIRE R
BRI o TR E T B E A RS TR AR E
IEfE - AIEERESHEEAEREL - #IT5RIES
T il T R AR AL A - B DU (A L R B & R
AT - Rt R E A TR E R 2 ERE
EEEE N o HES S EEE MR EE 2R
B AL ES (full information ML, Arbuckle, 1996;
Enders, 2001) » 2 ARG 7 12 A8 e (il pE P 1%
IR A B RS2 s A -

REHEFATEERRE  RCHELATAS
1000 » WifHER (2% B [HRZHE

TR ER] » S5 2HARZ66.7%58233.3%
B EHURE IR A B IR 2 R A2 —R5R
HA RRFEZPEHEE  EHEES 1 - KR
BREIE 5 » B -BIEFE—ERZ LEEEEH
BB I8BEIEE-_NEFEHEEAHE  Hik
B#HERO - EBZHRFZAEHEHBETLHANK
BEEATREME > [ESZHE] HPIHES 8
B0 [HURZHE] BB 682 - FEEGERE
Bl E > B BRSBTS EMAIR S EA
THR SRR 2 5h & & B R R 2R TE i i
Al RIS 05 ~ .15 ~ 258 35 » BREBIERIZEE
Shan T RERELRE Rtk AR EERER (.35) 0 %
% HEEREERIRE (05) BEREEN 22
B ER S R — A PR — M

EABRER% - B DI F B IR R 3% 2
Mo AL EHRERE TR AT & 22 B o (RIS R LA A U
XA TEEE - AT TBERE » HhR@EZH
EHBENCE BT BRARBE T ERI S
ERREEFT BRI R » ENEE _EBEER
DIEREESHEETEER SN Z - F—EaiER
B TE IR PE M i B G A 2 AR 2 - B TS
RZAGEHE - AR 2R RZE 2B IREERA
ZEEERE R 2 B o AWFEERZIGET > Z
BhE MHA B BEEIE » R LI i RIES
Z B BREEEEESSE - FIMRE - FIIERH
5 B A A7 el 1 R S PR SR R 0 T DL AR
FEITERIE AT R « sl 2 2 A
TR EERERIEC FIRESKEHE
A0 434 > £ A Mplus 2.02 (Muthen & Muthen,
1998) #4T! o LVPM-ML HI [ i R R E T
BREGKHETEERE SN » HIFREELLSAS /
IML F2 205 o ARH 508K 800K » REEBUK
e - 2EGEHEERRT > BEMRT22H
it EBEE - ThEER 200K » 32X 1000
K> LIge#s 200 KB 8 GEHEZ /R LVPM-ML
(I{EETE -

S EREREEE PRI ER410ET R
KERER VI > RS T EEREI1000EE
Bl R ) B % FE S IR 1 R R 2 B B (R ETHE S
BER— - W LIS EBEEFEES 282 RMSD
(root mean squared difference) =& LS GEF 2
TG o SERERAIHTE - BRI ENB
MRS H > G2 BB S RS #1746 %
KAERE T EER SN » ETERZEEE - HREME
R~ %8 IE S 1 fE B A1 EE AR AR BB Y RMSD 43 Al
B 142 ~ 121 ~ 044 88 003 » MLERD SFERER R E
EARE AR N BUE BB E 2 B2 o AN (e PR EEHE R
KHE 1000 - [HE S S MEEHE AT > EEUEIEZE
F AR (336) 0 BEMA S BREREE
R M & PR AR A 21 2 RMSD TREZ K © #5235 %
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FRBfE Rk - HRESGEEFEER G ES
RMSD #BIE 134 ~ .130 ~ 04851 011 » BEHZ A
A EEMSEC RAZHEBEREIER
ZBYAEE BB A o I TTRE B A 8 45] oh FR B E
FER 2 BIE R E BEE X > WRBEENZ S
Mo 2= B/ » BIREN 55 & B EEAE L2 2 8E
EEE A R o

TS E R MEEEE T R AEEMER LIART
geiiR 7 LVPM-ML &£ > RMSD & .088 » &A%
Bk B E B G HE (RMSD A 22781 244) »
EfEfEmERE (.523) o [RERMAMEBMLILVPM-ML
EZ &G et R E (RMSDE 08282 .105) » i
BRI L R I A A 22 (L1738 207) o BIH
B 7R 258 DLGI 5 B8 LVPM-ML fh 2t /£ (.088

B 134) » SEEHEREERZ (323) 0 BLLPEE R
s E (.406) o BRI LA (GEE LT IBR 2
Bl L VPM-ML {53 #HE (RMSD A .013 B .036) »
HMAFERENME - MWEERMEEE ST » LVPM-
ML JREEfL BT R ENVBTESE R & B IEH B IR L 2R » i
~—J%bﬁuﬁfﬂﬁ”zﬁzuﬁx SR SN ERL
BKETE MM S BURERHIE —EEHS
iﬁ%ﬁﬂﬂ » LVPM-ML ¥ & BB IR B AL E 2
RMSD £ .019 ©
FEER » REHH > LVPM-ML FIREE »
B‘%ﬁiﬁﬁi’jﬁﬁz% HHG2ENMGHSEREM
 HRZ AR ARZFERNGTEERTE
ié:ﬂz*ﬁﬁﬁ(ﬁufn%mﬂ%%”%{i » ERF R &
FRIERBRZIALE - FIBRERRRZ > FHS

/{Q...
FEAE A MALR SN IR Z R E R REEE R A AT
B = ZHaE T TEE EE
mal 2 mmm WA aEm O WRE g peene LVPMOML
ILY11 8 762 .849 888 795 914 868
LY21 8 .860 725 .633 .890 1.093 726
P LY 32 8 763 725 744 905 .845 745
LY 42 .8 805 776 765 .889 1.047 .863
PH21 5 .608 617 553 .709 743 564
ME(Y 1) .0 .032 037 -.044 .290 263 .015
5 ME(Y?2) .0 .020 -.010 -.022 428 371 .024
ME(Y3) 0 051 028 .000 676 339 117
ME(Y4) .0 088 .069 -.017 718 416 124
P(M1=0) 05 018
i POM2=0) 15 165
Mo pM3=0) 25 244
P(M4=0) .35 367
T 667 664 .656 654 907 .805 631
LY 11 .6 916 910 1.036 .890 .639 731
LY 21 .6 410 496 367 -.803 473 578
Eﬁ LY 32 .6 586 .629 .595 494 207 .680
LY 42 .6 736 746 958 917 977 746
PH21 5 367 358 362 .295 467 403
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Estimation of Structural Equation Models
with Latent Variable Pattern Mixture Model
via Stochastic EM Algorithm

Chung-Ping Cheng and Li-Jen Weng

Department of Psychology, National Taiwan University

The maximum likelihood estimation method
using the stochastic EM algorithm was developed
for structural equation models (SEM) with latent
variable pattern mixture model. Latent variable
pattern mixture model is an extension of pattern
mixture models with measurement errors and the-
oretical constructs considered. The patterns of
missing were assumed to reflect latent classes
rather than categories of manifest variables. Each
latent class was allowed to have distinct structur-

al equation model. The results of this simulation
study indicated that the proposed estimation
method via stochastic EM algorithm performed
well compared to other missing data treatment
methods and yielded satisfactory parameter esti-
mates.

Keywords: nonignorable missingness, pattern mix-
ture model, structural equation models, maximum
likelihood method, latent variable





