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x/df  GFI  AGFI NNFI  IFI CFI RMSEA
6.344 0941 0919 0.895 0914 0914 0.0654
11.263 0914 0.856 0.940 0.949 0.949 0.0907
7.024 0986 0.964 0974 0.986 0.986 0.0666
6.529 0.987 0.965 0.963 0.980 0.980 0.0654

1.000 0.014 0.018 0.010 0.025 0.017
0.367 1.000  0.009 0.004 0.014 0.009
1.681 1.248 1.000 0.003 0.008 0.006
0.407 0.191  0.783 1.000 0.006 0.005
0.132 0.166  0.366 0.003 1.000 0.017
0.367 0.217 0.644 0.262 0.079 1.000

4
1.000 0.009 0.011 0.016
0.215 1.000 0.014 0.009
0.201 0.815 1.000 0.009
0.168 0.376 0.269 1.000
5
1.000 0.017
0.701 1.000
6
1.000 0.011
0.099 1.000

x/df GFI AGFI NFI NNFI IFI CFI RMSEA
8.475 0.982 0.954 0.960 0.957 0.974 0.974 0.078

1.000 0.005 0.012 0.011 0.006  0.009
0435 1.000 0.007 0.006 0.004 0.004
0.689 0492 1.000 0.012 0.008 0.010
0.608 0482 0.611 1.000 0.007 0.009
0.529 0.699 0.586 0.518 1.000 0.009
0.501 0.325 0360 0.298 0.815  1.000
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3.780 1 4.053 1 3.751 1 3.834 1 4.342 1 3.058 10 3.534 4
3.627 2 3.716 2 3.419 2 3.568 5 3.726 3 3.604 1 3.659 2
3.593 3 3.741 3 3.414 4 3.538 7 3.717 4 3.437 4 3.847 1
3.577 4 3.708 4 3.419 3 3.670 2 3.716 5 3.425 5 3.509 5
3.559 5 3.677 5 3.237 8 3.669 3 3.726 2 3.564 2 3.418 7
3.445 6 3.626 6 3.230 9 3.545 6 3.621 9 3.264 6 3.331 10
3.425 7 3.556 8 3.324 6 3.425 9 3.668 8 3.120 8 3.542 5
3.415 8 3.598 7 3.191 10 3.466 8 3.689 6 3.132 7 3.395 9
3.414 9 3.544 9 3.325 5 3.651 4 3.220 11 3.484 3 3.254 11
3.398 10 3513 10 3.264 7 3.410 10 3.688 7 3.103 9 3.457 6
3.311 11 3.539 11 3.088 11 3.829 11 3.553 10 2.939 11 3.405 8

10
3.611 1 3.766 1 3.457 1 3.601 1 3.770 1 3.446 1 3.645 1
3.410 2 3.620 2 3.172 3 3.490 2 3.636 3 3.153 2 3.351 3

3.406 3 3.539 3 3.272 2 3.398 3 3.670 2 3.101 3 3.515 2

, SC (Strictly confirma-
tory) \AM (alternative or competing models) MG (model
generating )3 . SC

«AM

9 o MG 9
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