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“The two popular methods for dealing with missing data
that are found in basic statistics packages

— listwise and pairwise deletion of missing values —
are among the worst methods available for practical

applications.”
(Wilkinson & Task Force on Statistical Inference APA Board of Scientific

Affairs, 1999, p.600)
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“Unfortunately, virtually every mainstream missing data
technique performs poorly with MNAR data, although
maximum likelihood and multiple imputation tend to fare

better than most traditional approaches.”
(Baraldi & Enders, 2010, p.8)
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1. T2ICT X LA (Missing Completely At Random; MCAR)
2. (B ET) 7K LHEXE (Missing At Random; MAR)
3. 72X LTHUVLIAI (Missing Not At Random: MNAR)

(Little & Rubin, 2020)
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(B0 s EEE L R

0,4,

V(§1> AR
“S 494 ¢ 2

EERT YT o V() *[120%L 5 LLREF— &ty b4
(BIRHI T S HE TS & 92 (] HEEERE] ) fFBL - A LDITT 2753 Tl



X T v 7 EiEGEXMICE

« RAIL T, KBDD2ZEEIZDWNT D[RS

=t AL

% 7% (joint modeling: IM) &, TE2FRE([IDMmecRBWL5 A%

(fully conditional specification: FCS) D22 H %

Do

c JMTITBE. REDH2BHBNZEEERDMICRD T &

ZIRET B,

«FCS Tld. RAIDHZEEICDOWVWT, DR TOEHENFR

S5O T COREFRENDHZRAWTHTEL.
ZHEIZTH L TITH. NS L,

Z DIEEZ &

FCSOT7ILTY XL E LT, BEHFERIZCLSBZMI (multiple

imputation by chained equation: MICE, van Buuren

& Groothuis-

Oudshoorn, 2011) (FEFEHFFICL L FIHESNTWLW D,

22



MICEIC X DX T v 7

() HEETILDHRT
(ii) ¥ERME D& TE

(i) FE#EARIC L AHTEDOEHR

(iv) (i) D 18

23



MICEIC X DX T v 7

() HRETILDOETE
YD EFERDIFE, BRETILE L TREERET LA
AW bd I &EHZZ U,

CRSEETIVICIE. PTET VISR VER (eI 2,
z3,.) BEHTEV, 2METINOERSREIED S,

(if) FVERME DR E !”-’
- H—ARE, BHEAEGE 20 N P2l D g
B AEIE £ U KBS 5 12 (20 - 32
MR L TRUNARST — & ) 5 1 2

vy l\ 7&/[1:'}52-3—%0

N 5 43 - 23,



MICEIC X DX T v 7

(i) BEARRICL 2ETMEDEH(y,)

PICBERMEE, EUNERLT— 28y ROy,
%uq%%%mth@ﬁm%Tw#biﬂéﬂfﬁ%
S VETELEFRT D,

Illllllﬂllﬂlllll
2.1 = 3.1 3
2 4 2.6 1.9
3 2 2.1 3.2
4 4 3 2
N 5 4.3 2.3

*ﬁm%rwttfﬁﬁﬁk%rw%%mf% DA,
HTEET LIS, DT ETIICAEWER (282U 2z4,2y,...) DEHTLU,



HE B ET AR EREETILOBE

(Rubin, 1987; ¥, 2017)

- BT VAOEHER (REIRRER. ZENH?) DY XTI %R
T, TNZHWTHETEZEEICL Y ERT %,

RA b FRRE TADLAENBCATET LD (ERREEZEICONWT
D) HEREEEE L TH5,

- q (=8-1=")EDIRILZE K& B LR EIRETET LGy =a+
Bayz +B3ys + - +Bgys + £)ICHE VT, B, G*ETEET — A(H A X
nops) DO DHETENE., VZBDOHNBUTIIDHEEEEE T 2,

- B, GEDIEERD T L DYV T IV,

T G Teps—qEHAELT 57
x _ -~ [Nobs—q x _ D G_* 1= 41%63\?575‘60):&%10
o'=0 |7, B =B+tzul:  CozmsrmEatiss
DELEL,

TESN, y CRAAELTWBEANDT — Xy 1E, EE
ERDHH 5 OELu, 2 AVT, LUTALERINS,

Vi = &+ B3yip + B3yiz + 0 + BaYig + upo”




MICEIC X DX T v 7

(i) BEARRICL 2ETEDOEH(y,)

« Yy, (C 5)5&5' TIE%
y
U %%75 L%*ﬁﬁ_%

ME’]?‘ok*ét_\? Xy I\WOD

R
1 3.1 3 4
2 4 2.6=2.9 1.9
3 2 2.1=1.8 3.2
al 4 3 2
N 5 4.3=4.6 2.3
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MICEIC X DX T v 7

(i) BEARRICL 2ETEDFEH(yg)

cyoNIZH B RAER, U ATEET—Xt Yy FRDy,
y y, 7 BNz yg@?ﬁm%Tﬂ/ﬁ‘bilﬁéﬂf‘?ﬁmﬂ_ Z
U %%75 L 59 5,

R I
1 3.1 3 4
2 4 2.9 - 1.9=1.7
3 2 1.8 -+ 3.2=3.5
3 ?

BN

N 5 4.6 o 2.322.0
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MICEIC X DX T v 7

(iv) (i) D EFHT O KIE

(NOMHAEIIBEZ 7LD THY . TRIORE @ik
miceBB TIE, "maxit’IZxit) TR TCE—DORLUNBRTET — X

ty b2ED, T L T

- -
—

F CO—EDEEZMEITLM

BoxmeTr—%ty ba28 5,

=R Ty 7

SEd s — &4z v b1

SedeT— &4z b2

MTRAT v THRT

SEET — X tw B3 SEET — Xt FM

Dy ya o ye Dy w2 v D oyioye ttoys D v ye v
1 3 3 - 4 1 4 3 - 4 1 4 3 - 4 1 3 3 .- 4

2 4 4 5 2 4 3 --- 5 2 4 4 --- 5 2 4 4 4
3 2 3 -- 3 3 2 4 --- 2 3 2 2 -- 3 3 2 3 -~ 4
4 4 3 2 4 4 3 - 2 a4 4 3 - 2 o 4 4 3 2
N 5 5 - 1 N 5 5 - 2 N 5 4 --- 2 N 5 5 1
- - 4k -
(FF# o SHEEE & S =] bzEm =D

e AT v 7 V(@)

(EAEEY M R ENE & I8 =[] B R =] )
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e @ FA¥YI~y F T

HREEEET IILE R W f5E T, % %#@%Eﬁﬁ%%
HEIOIERIL LRI FEONDFZEICIE. FHFEE~ v

F > 7 (predictive mean matching: PI\/II\/I) 7f) FAHAINDZ &
%W,

N ﬁld)%%f/\i IZDOWT., BARETILAR(|ZAER
¥ RBy; yHVER) ﬁ'JéirL’CL\%T/\L:OL\’C'EJrEé
AMEY é:@EtE%éﬁfr T WMEANZERNEIRL, £ 2H b

WN's ?E INn7-1 BN ORI By, = B WL TE A
HEZ 5T 2,

S U ok Y
PN F S
%%#%

DJJ

/

CIDESIEREE L TEIMERRIRT A LT, LA D
F— 2D & RIRLIBRAERRTE 5,
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ME: PAFE~yFr T (W 2fTd 2%5

2
3
4

N

ZOHEHNS TR LSOEIINSZ1ZD
BAMEIC L YT (2 2 TIREASL)

R T I
1 3 4 1 3.2 3 4

BA1D T — & H KA

B A SR TN R S TN
1 - 3 4 1 3.2 3 4

4

5

2.6
2.1
3

4.3

1.9
3.2
2

2.3

4
2 4 2.6 1.9
3 2 2.1 3.2
4 4 3 2
N 5 4.3 2.3

¢—

EEADFEMELZEH (RFHRD)

2
3
A

4
2
4

FRNEA T MELA 2 2 HUEIR

(3.8)
(2.4)
(3.3)

(3.1)

2.6
2.1
3

4.3

3

1.9
3.2
2

2.3

2 4 (3.8) 2.6 1.9
3 2 (24) 21 3.2
4 4 (3.3) 3 2
N 5 (3.1) 43 2.3




TR T 7

s DD : BoNTMEDTEET —& £y MWL T,
D ET IV (eg ERMWRFAMETIL) ZXZNENHTIED D,

* DT ETIVRDOREEOIC D WT, MERO SHEE(E & RLER
= (FRBEHHBITI) MR oN D,

=R T v o

=T —&A v k1 T — Xt B2 e — Xt B3 e — Xt M
D ¥ ¥z " we D 31 ¥z " we D 31 32 ye D > y2 vt ys
1 3 3 - 4 1 4 3 .- 4 1 4 3 - 4 1 3 3 - 4
2 4 4 5 2 4 3 -+ 5 2 4 4 5 2 4 4 -~ 4
5 | 2 | = 3 3 2 4 .- 2 3 2 2 -+ 3 3 2 3 1
4 4 3 2 4 4 3 --- 2 4 4 3 2 | 4 3 2
N5 5 .- 1 N 5 5 .- 2 N 5 4 . 2 N 5 5 -~ 1
—t < L <t

(o SHEFE & R [HE] o= =E]D
8,. V(0,) 8,. V(85) 05, V(03) On. V(Op)

e i | -

])B,V(e)

TR S Y,
(B o iEEE & 2 = dL ] e [EEIR = 32



A D E (Rubin' s rule)

cHHETEE (6) LT, BEET— Xty FhoEoniE
FEE (0, m=12.MDFHIHFIBT 5, 3“73707’9\
M

_—~ 1 _—~
B‘M Om
m=1
TdH 5
(0]

fHse = 5w =7
e — == L e — = 2 SEEE T — =t 3 SEEE T — Xt M
Dy, y2 vt yae D ¥y y2  wvse Dy ya  t ya ID 3wz vt ya
1 3 3 .- 4 i 4 3 --- 4 i 4 3 --- 4 i 3 3 --- 4
2 4 4 5 2 4 3 5 2 4 4 5 2 4 4 4
3 2 3 3 3 2 Fal 2 3 2 2 3 3 2 3 A
4 4 3 2 4 4 3 2 4 4 3 2 4 4 3 2

™ 5 5

z
&
IS
N
Z
a1
4]
}_I

P 1
Sy HT R T 7"’

(EF# oD SRFETENE & Rz [F] s Ha ez ]
8,. VB,) 8,, V(B) 05, V(Os3)

e R T o 8. V&
(R HEEY 4 S HETEIE & e 2= (] 4y aki=Esg 2] ) o, @) 33




HEAT Y T

cODIBREHSEATIIVO)IE, BT — Lty bhnEon
120,, DR E LS EITS @?&MEV( ) AL T,

V@) =Wy + 1 +-) By

E 8B (e.s., BFA, 2016, pp.117-118), & & T.
M M
1 _ 1 o
Wy = z Vn) .,  Bu =mz CROICE)
m=1

Thl), Wyb LUByldxhZn, WEEN - fTERO
HOBITI EMFIEN D UEDREN RO R EES BICTFHT 57
TR MEOREEBOZS L ZE.

- BEDEOICEET HIFRHEREDHTEE se(0)1d. V(O)D
IS T D2HBEZDEDFHIRICHEL L,
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LT Ty T

BFEDREOICET B IFHERET (Hy: 6 =0) DIRTE :

« 0ICRY 510001 — a)% EHEXMA :

- A by ol B S Oth
0 + ty,a/2 Se(e) D _FE1100a% =

BAREvOIDOHTEEE L T,

(M= 1)(1 42 = (14 Du
*By, Wy ld. X595 By
BLow,n (HF) Bx



i 2

« SEMIC L W RIBAIBEB AT ET L2k 5>HE. HIZIER O
semTools /X o — /)Pmltml /X r—<30 (Grund, Robitzsch,
& Ludtke, 2021) ZFHWT, HETHERDOFEECEETZ{TH 2 &
MNT=E B,

« Enders(2023,p9) O L 2 —7Tld. TEILBEZI{TD 5
SO, BMEAT v 7 TOH, E'J/f B@?‘%E‘ﬂvﬁ@’ﬂ]%b\it
HoNTUWD

*Lee & Cai (2012) & W'Enders & Mansolf (2018) ---MI #
BH L7-FRDOSEM OREMRTES L VESEREOEHIC
DWW T, =R ®semTools /S —UHARBETE %,

e Liu et al (2021)-- BT —2 DA L TMI #EA L 7-
BROBEEEOFMICDOWT, 36



fE I UG TET — Xty M IO T

« XM =510BETCt+rmn & INTZ1=H, ILEHERETH
%Mlzhmfj:—%\ M OMDNE (B3R, 2017, p.69) o

« Graham et al. (2007) (&M =20 ##3Z L. F 7-Huque et al.
(2018) D> T 2L —> 3> TlEIM =40 TH 5,

« B3 (2017, p.69) TIZL. M =100 — 1000 BETH-TH
WEOERIRIETCHINIENT LHEKRKELERFEAHT,
ZDI=OFTDHEEOMEXRTETDIENETLWLWERRT
W3,

HFICKHIDEIEA T W E T2, i‘)ﬁ%?&Mﬁ?&bbﬂ
5, RENILGEHLZELT, D EHM =20, FIEETHN
[dM =50, 100F2E [LFER L 7= LY,
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FIML & MID DT (ReRe9EF49547)

- BN T ICEE T B E8EH A E U AL T — X (M=300), MAR
ICEDLCTRAZIRE L. y; ~ys 2 TXHDEIE1£3.5%,

* Y1Ny475\|jq%§5/‘j§j]¢%/)”—¥ (Int) 7&\ Vs Nygf.)\ﬂ’?éﬁ/‘]
PESHET (60 &RET 22807 ORBHET AT ET
JLICFADIETEICE LA D 5K EE X b,

- FIML & MI (MICE EPMMIZ & 2452, M =100) Z{F > T,
CFAR DB = #TFE,

-MIIZBWT, BT —Xty MIETILZHTILD S
BRICIFELHETETH W=, T/, FlEE0/=H, URXFTA4X
E(N=209), LD @BEIEBosNAEW) JHOBWEEST —X
(N=300) ICEDL O (WFhitBLHET) b E,
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score

y8

y2

1 school gender yl

49

o1

51

4 NA

59
49

65
53
66
59
53
50
55
50
67

5 NA

10

3 NA

11

12

13

NA

A4 NA

14

15
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WEEGEE (R7afsRTrIEsE)

Listwise Complete
- VIRGEE{) FIML (N=300) N 209 N 300

Int =x1 0.632 0.084 0.634 0.094 0.462 0.102 0.612 0.082
Int =x2 0.745 0.0/75 0.744 0.0/9 0.736 0.100 0.755 0.073
Int =x3 0.554 0.0/79 0.560 0.087 0.471 0.098 0.532 0.077
Int =x4 0.562 0.0/6 0.562 0.07/8 0.543 0.097 0.581 0.074
Ext =x5 0.958 0.073 0.958 0.0/2 0917 0.089 0.958 0.071
Ext =x6 1.209 0.069 1.214 0.069 1.155 0.083 1.222 0.067
Ext =x7 0.838 0.062 0.846 0.063 0.863 0.0/5 0.825 0.061
Ext =x38 0.698 0.0/9 0.694 0.082 0.669 0.094 0.703 0.077
Inte Ext 0.398 0.069 0.393 0.0/0 0.398 0.087 0.403 0.067

CFl 0.906 0.909 0.896 0.913
RMSEA 0.099 0.098 0.099 0.099
SRMR 0.065 0.064 0.068 0.064

*Completeld GBEIFBoNAEL) KAEBOAEWEET—XtEy b 2o L1I-5EE
*CFl. RMSEA, SRMRIZE T /L m/\ﬁafrﬁo 40



HE TE 7 SR

cBHEICEWTCFAOH TIZE Y ITRITFTHY ., £7/MI &
FIML OHEEEICITREAGEWITRE oy,

c WEMAR ICEDK XA THA Z L AERMML T, BT —X
(Complete) & MI 3 £ UFIML @,'ﬁ\TEETI_ IFLL TWB,
RADRHBZEZRBL T, INBICHITHIEEREILT
é?‘—&@iﬂ%é}c‘:tt/\“f%?’ﬂi%%75\7(% AN

e YR FTAXETIEM E EERTHTEMEICTREE BT A
£ L TW5, BEREL TE2T—XDGEE R TE
10%- 20%$£ﬁ(§<7§kofh\% >BEN. BICIEHEDE

EIFFHL :E)%;%iﬁ 'T%Ec%o
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« FIMLOBEE

« MIDBETE

« BN DIER

« ¥ & EMNARDIZE
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HENZ 2 —MARD MNARD —

« FIML °MI TIZMAR c:J_.-i:o‘K Kﬁﬂﬂ%ﬂiﬁ LTW3, o
DANMHDEZINDT=5HIC KEIDAER (r) ZEgAAT
%%Eﬁ,ﬁuﬁéﬁz (yops) DITEY] /%ﬁ%wwﬁ ERAIND A

CE N SR

e — 5T, XAER (r) BLUOXAME (y,,.) B TE
LEBNRBICEDOREBRATE, XM ETTILIC KR
SNTWBEDONICETEIEETWVICIZEAH 5,

« ZDEMRT,. MAR @T&Eﬁ\%h ENFIFT RSN TWD
OHhEWSBWE, BEBZEESZ S (Graham, 2009:
Newsom, 2015)
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MR DER

HFICTRBDEIEAZ NWEE, DM ETIICIETAEENT
WAEWD, rPy,E D B & E X 5N 5 EHIZE % N
ELETNIEATAZET, MAR DEAEZZOH NS
AIEEEN B B,

« 2D & D IEAZERIIFEEIZ I (auxiliary variable) & FE(XA,
RICZENARBADODEZENGREE G- TWERLEH, BA
ICE VHETEBED/NA T ANMER LEBEEREL /NS LGS T

HTT VA U ICHEWNT (DIFETFTLICEAINTLAEL) BED
T ETHPR—XT7ADERIZLITLITER, 7.
BRICKIRBERET —4% - v /T —2 %20 55T/ E
BB Z D)5 5,
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MR ZZE L Tc i

Ml TIEEDTET IV E@BTETIIANBBEICKFEINTWS T
22 JEEE E L@ EHAFBRETINICESO TONAETT
AN

«SEM OFIML ICEWTHEBER =ZER L= 7 70 —F
FEEDNFI BN TULB A (e.g., Newsom, 2015, pp.18-25; Enders,
2023; pp.5-6) . BZF L 7=tBBE 7 7' A —F (saturated correlated
approach) X8, Mplus R ®SemTools /Xy o — TE
XTE D,

c TDAHETIE, ETIMAHICTABRAINTWLWEEE (0

=) CHEHEOEBEERE LI-ETIILEHI-ICKET S
ZET, BHODWETILVOBEICEEAS5Z T ICHBE
MaERT D,

45



BA0 L 7=MHE8 7 7’ &8 —F (CFA)




i 2

- RRERAVIC. r¥y & DEBELD Y & WEBIE DA
SNBEWRY . DFERICEZBAZLIZ/NEIWNT &A%,

- SEMTRIRAIBELR DT ET L2/ D B E7IILESICET
HIRERMETE () CEHEIIHBEROERABEBRTED L
mW7zoH, RMSEA OIEIEEHZL L7 L,

- CFIOBEHICERL TR, H#CET B&ARID) TTLZ DDHTE
TIDBEEEGIRT 5 2 ENENDT-H, MEPERICLYE
ASNTABBEAEO-ETAEMITTLE LTEHET %,

B EBUICE L 2 X DEITIIADERIL FEMLTL2 k)
BEMNTEIZHRY ., SRMR 2B H 3 % & BEH B A S 11
5. ZDI=H, ENEH RN LI-ETCOBHNHEREINS,

- RDSemTools /Sy A — il Eo A2 EE L -1E1EE
MRE N5, 4



« FIMLOBEE

« MIDBETE

« BN DIER

« X & EMNARDHZE
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- HFICSEMO TR ETIILERDBED L S IC, BEELEDK
T - THEABRZICETTZE AR TIE, FIMLZAIB L

& Uy, %%“wb*‘ftl,ﬁﬁiéia’cm X ERNE (EERE) D
oL HENTWS

HFICKBDOEIEARKEWVWE T O TETILICE T NG LD,
KHZ 0B 2 DICHERABRFEBEELAHNIE. TNZEEHT-
DN (eg, BAFIL7-1BE7 7o —F) H 8B H,

AT ETILEDTETIILABRREICX B L =Ml BFIZMICE
INAEEOESWAHETH Y R4 7115 \7Fﬁ367‘)l/ Xt L CERER
uﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁﬁu\y7hﬁl FOEELRS,
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R —FIMLEMID LS & 2R —

c ETIUADNELLERTEINTUONIEL, FIMLEMIAEWLI(ZAH
B LI-EEREART L IIRENICH LA NTWS
(REBEL O, & RGraham, 2009; Lee & Shi, 2021) .

- —H T, BRRICIZTETIVORRTEZ TS Z L ILFFEEICH
MTHY, TDOEZEFIMLEMIDOE CHTEREICKE LT
MNELCHA]EM DL H D (eg, Lee & Shi, 2021) , CD LD E
S OT-FIMLEMID LB & FEIRICDODWT X, IRETHH
W EmORMA D B,
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LV LWDITREDTIZD (2

¢« RAT =2 DAL TE, RAT —X A D ZXLPE
PIEICRIET 2IRTE Z SR L LA 0@t e ot 575z 2=
IRLTWL ZEARDBND,

e MITHEREDODIESICRL T, ZHODENEGXZ DAIETF EHEA
DINTUVEWT—XEZ W, Bz X, R=x200EF8
15T O XEREAE % 1T > 7=Zyphur et al (2023) Tl%. WIESH
FBICDWTERIAD H - 738 UE e D34% Th-71-Z & %
HELTWLWB,

e T/ P EDODIXRFITTIEHL, FRABT—XINE LD
TEXHEETH 5,

c - ZIXBREATDOSZEIC. RED TN E (ZEM TR
PEZEFEDLIC WVERIBEBZEIE - BilRd 5 Z & TRAD
L2V RIEHTITA2Z2ER, RAOEEARIATE 26
A FTOBKLINET L &R EARITFONSE,



MNAR D R] e % & B Z T

e MAR (& UMCAR) ICE DK KA IFEZbNT. /-8B
NEENEEDIBERD+0ESNE N (13, BInTL
DEERAT—REFE S BEICHEIEROBEREN ORI N T LA
W) BE. TAEHBMNAR ICES LK THTH 35814,
EI\/II%(‘DI\/II IC K DHERFERICIERERNA T X &S A]8E
=D 5,

e MNARIZCEWTIE, RABBErIZCOWTOETY v 7 hHuwh
=,

52



MNAR D FJ B & B EE AT

« MNARDISZED D ITEE LT, BIRET I, BEEETILE
EDH D (Enders, 2011: Newsom, 2015: =3, 2016)

e 7272 LIRYR, MEXMICENT-AEDLH S EIEE X750,

e MNAR ICE DK KAIHNEBE S NS5 L. BREONTDE
1TIEEH. B 5%l ;%o@&m%ﬂ—”%@%ﬁ Sy = AN 4
NEONLTWLWDOTHNIE., HEDERNAIAERRNETER
IC5EZ5EE /N0 EERDIITOND,

L LEERRICKEATBADNEoNDSDTHNIE, RER
%E’]?&Ef@’?f‘ﬁﬁﬁ} RIFDODANBDIFTROBE I A GH 5. ¥
M ENELRmOLEZRT I EhKROLND,
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RN T— S SUIBD 1= 8 DIRFEI /8w 7 — &

 TRFEWMHERALHEEER FIMLE)

> lavaan, sem

o WIht, SEMIZCKDRTZETOIHDNNYT—2
m EERAE (MER)

> Amelia

® EMB (Expectation-Maximization with Bootstrapping) [Z & 4 MI

> mice

® FCS (Fully Conditional Specification) [Z & % MI

> semTools ( + lavaan)

e Amelia&mice/Ny 7 — L TR INZELUEELT — X
[Z%F9 % 24 - MEE A AIBEE



NFoHrEBRDT, tRE, DEPTET O AEZEMN
(=L, ERMWEAFDFIEFIML, DT EMIO H)

»FIMLEEMEEIZ K BRI CRHMEATITAD LD,

¥ [Zlavaan & semTools, mice /Sy —J HHWND
> LRRE & DB ITIE, BISDFTORMEATITD

e semTools Tl%, mice THEM s N=&LZTLT—4&
[Zxf LT, SEM D#4EM THHT - & hATEE

e semTools DEEFrunMI() TIL, #5E - ¥ - HED
RIRFICETTEDLN, KEXRTIIERY EIF4a0

® mice *Amelia OFEMIGEWVNSIIEHE - B (2017) ,
lavaan ®°semTools 2 H (2014) R EESHBO Z &




m 300EDANTT—% (RAGERTIZIE .1 (EUFR) BEA)
school: #FE (1=217, 2=[FE3I, 3=FA1L)
gender: t£5] (0=81%, 1==%%)
y1-y4d: REWEK DT ZRIET 2IEE &%)
y5-y8: AFWENIK DT ZRIET 2IEE (&%)

score: TA MNER

[example.csv] (—&3k#E)

A B c D E E G H I J K

school gender yl y2 y3 y4 y5 y7 y8 score

<<
D

49
51
-1
29
49
65
53
66
59
53

1
2
3
4
5
6
7/
8
9

o ‘hwr\)bbl\)m

10
11

el e e e T o T TR S =
o O O O O O O O O O
w ~ Ok w ks, RN PRw
w B~ U1 W W w w w ks Ww
w & 00 W W kA WL, BB W
B~ o0 o0 BB W A PBEEw U,
_.LL)_UW_I.JJ_wa"I-b-bLnUﬁ
g, WwW ke W oW




— 2 DT HIA F+

= B8%tread.csv() M 5| #na.strings TXEAIE %5 E

H) T—AR%dat mis EWNSA TS H MNRE
dat_mis <- read.csv(file.choose(), na.strings = ".")

[example.csv] (—&3k#r)

A - & D - F G H I J K
school gender yl y2 y3 y4 y5 y6 y7 y8 score
49
51
51
59
49
65
53
66
59
53

1
2
3
4
5
6
7/
8
9

o ‘hwr\)bbmw

10
11

el e e e T o T TR S =
o O O O O O O O O O
w ~ Ok w ks, RN PRw
w &~ 01 W W W w w Pk Ww
w & 00 W W kA WL, BB W
B~ o0 o0 BB W A PBEEw U,
.wm_moobmbbmm

g B~ W kB~ W oW




T—RITL—LDFER

= E#head() 7B L T, RIUDOEITEERR
> head(T—4% 7 L—L, RT3 17H)

Bl) =FD8ITERR
head(dat_mis, 8)

R o ||® | =]

> # BOSITERT

> head(dat_mis, 8)

school gender yl y
1 e 3

score
49

51

51

59

49

65

53 |

<

NMiwwhaweEpl~ww
<

VWEBWBARBWWVA
~

Viw AU b Buuvu,n
g

DEEwNNPBRRARNUVO
<

(SA B S S R R i A

w s wnufF]

<
w v 00

[ = S O = Y S =
OO0 OO®
Ve whapPpNRBE
VI W wwwwh wN

=

66

VOOV B WNRE

FAMEIEINALE RSN D




mice/Nw 4 — 2 Z FH U= KGRI D # 5




RGBIIR 5 D HEER

o mlce/\ v — o OEE#md.pattern() ZFIH L T,
— 3 D KRR 7 1R

> md.pattern(T 2T L—L)

) library(mice)
md.pattern(dat_mis)




TGRR R DFEZRD

.l! R Console | — H l@ |

# )T —UDRH AN

"

llbrary(mlce)

# RABIRRO LS
md.pattern(dat_mis)

school gender yl1 y3 y5 y2 y4 score y6 y7 y8
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ©
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1(e]1
1 1 1 1 1 1 11911
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1[ 0 0] 2

1 1 1 1 1 1 © 1

1

1

1

1 1
m AN DE é&@ﬁz iz PANS: /@A?&
B AimDFOME : AL TWBEHDOH
m X RMNYSRBO 0] : KRAZEK
1178 : ZAME®D 7 L\E|EFE H 2094
2478 1 y8O A XA L TWBEEZEENTEH
4178 1 y7TLy8AIRAIL TWLWBEEENTE

B A A VO R R[N E|=N




R GBI 58 D e 58

> # )T U0 AD
> library(mice)
A >
| i
> # RAERIRO HEED
> md.pattern(dat_mis)
school gender yl1 y3 y5 y2 y4 score y6 y7 y8
209 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 @©
17 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1
10 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 6 1 1
F j 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 6 o0 2
17 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 6 1 1 1
14 1 1 1 1 1
. . . 1 1 1 | ™school & gender [FRAI7% L
5 1 111 1 | myl&y3, y5li4% MR A
4 1 1 1 1 @©
4 | a2 B 2 4 A 2 2 T & & 3 ‘
%) @ 4 4 4 59 14 17 17 24 98




RGAIR 5 O 3 141

Motiv Emot (2018) 42:178-189 @ CrossMark
DOI 10.1007/s11031-017-9646-2

ORIGINAL PAPER

Basic psychological needs and work motivation: A longitudinal
test of directionality

Anja H. Olafsen' - Edward L. Deci**? - Hallgeir Halvari

Table 2 Item non-response and wave non-response across the 15-month study period

Variable Item non-response (of the composite variable) Wave non-response

Time 1 (%) Time2 (%) Time3 (%) Time4 (%) Timel (%) Time2(%) Time3 (%) Time 4 (%)

Need support 1.5 32 1.3 0.0 0.0 30.7 43.1 56.9
Need satisfaction 4.1 1.6 2.6 0.0 0.0 30.7 43.1 56.9
Autonomous motivation 4.5 4.3 3.9 0.0 0.0 30.7 43,1 56.9
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I
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Journal of Educational Psychology

© 2024 The Author(s)
ISSN: 0022-0663

2024, Vol. 116, No. 6, 1019-1033
https://doi.org/10.1037/edu0000898

What Are the Long-Term Prospects for Children With Comprehension
Weaknesses? A Registered Report Investigating Education and

Employment Outcomes

Emma James" %, Paul A. Thompson®, Lucy Bowes', and Kate Nation'

Table S3

Data availability (n; %) in covariate and outcome variables for each reading group

Comprehension ~ Word reading No reading
weakness weakness weakness
(n=947) (n=1383) (n=4516)
Covariates
Sex 947 (100%)  1382(99.93%) 4505 (99.76%)
Maternal education 876 (92.50%) 1271 (91.90%) 4104 (90.88%)

Free school meal status 800 (84.48%) 1127 (81.49%) 3780 (83.70%)
Outcome variables

SATs (Year 6)° 807 (85.22%) 1171 (84.67%) 3882 (85.96%)

SATs (Year 9)° 722 (76.24%) 1007 (72.81%) 3372 (74.67%)

GCSEs® 794 (83.84%) 1113 (80.48%) 3738 (82.77%)

NEET status 396 (41.82%) 625 (45.19%) 2001 (44.31%)

12



RAOW=O

mice/Xw 7 — < OEE#mice() %= F|

> mice(T—4 7 L— L, method = X A 5%,
m=4El9 5T —4%2t v kD, maxit = xERH,
seed = ¥ — K{&E)

o RAEIZIEFREHTYF Y (pmm) A
B EE (norm) , B X T 4 v Y B (ogreg) 7 &
S EBHDORAA FIZISCTTIAHL MDOAFEEFTEDLS

(EFREHIEIpmm, 2EZ #Xlogreg’t &)

o ET ST —X2tEYy NDT T4 MIE5

o XIEMMBM DT 7 A bIE5

e EHMUEHERITZ2-HOEEND — NEZETE




RAIDHETED

H) LTFOEEGETHTEZTL, dat Ml IZRF
o XKL FHIEBHTYF YT (pmm)
o ERT BT —XEY F?&']OOL Fa— kY7,
o X1EEE : 30 S LICEFT 54
o L — [fE : 23109 (EEDE) SOV

e printFlag=FALSE : OV —/LEEICKEERE
HAOLBEWE S IZERE

dat_MI <- mice(data = dat_mis, method = "pmm",
m = 100, maxit = 30, seed = 23109, printFlag = FALSE)

14



RAEDHER

m RAEDMER
> 5L T — 2 $method
) dat MI$method

o | ® | =
> # ZELAD R IEDHED
> dat_MI$method
[school gender ] y1 y2 y3 ya4 y5 y6 y7 y8 score
mmn pmm |pmm|| Ilpmml| llpmmll |lpmmll llpmmll l|pmm|| Ilpmml| llpmmll

> |

|
FKAMENE <, RKANSNTOENERKEF ™ LR




'f—t/_& é ;h/f"f O)EEEIIL;\

[] 'ft]&é’h:f'rgd)ﬁﬁmb
SEETEDIDOEHIZ DN THESE
o UL T —2FmpSEH £

> B OEHIZDNTHER
o FLSELT—A2SimplcFIFEE, FNEE...)]

B) ZHyl ICRASN=EOHER
dat_ MISimpSy1

#) 3~MIBOEHIZKRKASNT={EDOFHER
dat_MI$imp[c(3:11)]

16



AA SN B DR

D

X
AION

R RConsole

£7

180 %2

iz

> ## E#yl (CHAEN
> dat MI$imp$y1

2 23 3 3 2 2 3 4 1

1

5 4 5 3 2 4 4 5 4

3 4 4 4 3

2 3 58 5

4

3

5

5

2 = 5 3 5

33434325 3 4 3 4 3 4 4 4 2 3 3 2 3 4 2 3 3 3 4 3

112 345678910 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29

30 31 32 33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40 41 42 43 44 45 46 47 48 49 50 51 52 53 54 55

=

59 13|144244444 4 5 3 4 3 3 3 3 3 3

64 |3|3 5445535

199|3|55353435 5 4 5 4 5 5 5 4 5 5 4 3 5

265

3 4 1 4 4 4 3 3 4 4 2 3 3 4 4 3 3

3

4 4 3 4 3 4 3 3

59
64

3 4

1 5 & 3 3 8 3 1

1 4 3 2 2

DUVT, 59,64, 190, 265 TH D4E MR

3 4 5 4 2 5 3 4 4 4 2

H

1l

~
~
/;

—
N

Tyl |
> 1D2EHDODT—%tw hTIE, 59,64, 190 7BHD

o &E (& 131, 26547HI1E 2] MRXA ST

265 3| M

190 5

56
1

59
64

4

19 3

2 3 3 3 3 33 8 3 3 3 3 3 3 353 3 8% & 53 8% 3 3 4 3 0 3

265 5

92 93 94 95 96 97 98 99 100

82 83 84 85 86 87 88 89 90 91

4 4 4 3 4 3 3 3 4 2 4 4 3 3 4 3 3 3

4

59
64

3
3

5 4 1 5 4 2 4 5 5 4 5 3 3 3 3

3

3

5 & 3 58 8 1 35 & 8 § 5 8 85 5 3 &

190 5

3 2

1

1 3 2 3

265 3 3 2 4 2 4 1 4 3 2 3
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'fJ&LEéT & @EEIIIIL;\

m FLUTET — 2 DOER
> complete(BRIUZLT—X, T—XDES)

1&') 1950) 'ﬂﬁlj'l__,éT g@ﬁﬁnlb
complete(dat_Ml, 1)

) 3DBDRUTET — X DRV DEITDHER.
head(complete(dat_MI, 3), 8)




[(2E] BEHELICTRAZEZZREE

= B#mice() M B|#method Tld, ZTHZ EIZRAZED
YeE A\ RIBE
SRTEDARBERERIZOVNTIE, TN A—FT—2 3y
" OHRETTTI29 5

) y1~y4Z#EFEIF (horm)
y5~y8 & score IS FRIFEH Y F 2T (pmm) TR
(school &gender [E#5E L7 L)

dat_MI2 <- mice(data = dat_mis, m = 100, maxit = 30, seed = 23109,
methOd — C(" ll, " ", llnormll, llnormll, "norm", llnorm",
"omm", "pmm", "pmm", "pmm?", "pmm"), printFlag = FALSE)
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lavaan/Sw vy — S OEERBEEWNFD

B ETIILOEER
>IN F—T— 3 () THAUEESST
ETIEEZRL, ATy MIRTE
o SN ZAHT, ZEHEOREAFZETLR
o THMNEHMDLIGEIZIE [+] TORC

EE=) =R 1 15l D =R

_ NI RFf (&, x1&x2,x3D
T AEARR TR s p s R E T S

=
~ BEAREX | y~x1+x2 yi, x1EXRHDINAEZIT S
X1 ~~ x2 x1 &x2 DEDOHDE

SEY

X1 ~~ x1 x1 D8
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lavaan/Sw vy — S OEERBEENFD

n B OHERE
> lavaan/Xw 4 — < O $sem() B %cfa() #HUL\T,
ETILERR LEATS Y MEEE L THE
esem(EFLEDBLEAF TS LY b,
data= 7T—%2 T L —L)
— 5|#1Z missing ="fiml"] /0% % Z & TFIML%
ICKDHERE

22



lavaan/Sw vy — S DEERBEENER

m fERDOH S
> BE#summary()Z H W THRERDH 7
o summary(fEERBRDA T2 U )
o 5%
fit measures = TRUE : @& EEE
standardized = TRUE : {ZX£4#Z
ci = TRUE : 95% S #8 X [
rsquare = TRUE : JREREK

23



FERHWER T2 - ETIILOER

m ETFILOEI
> UG F—T—=3 Y () THAEEST
TTILEE
o HF=~&HZH
SEEMRLEETILIEA TS 2V MZRE

H) 1D2ORF (F1) BNyl~y4, BIORF (F2) H y5~y8
THEREIND Z L %EEB L, CFA _model IZ1#7F
CFA _model <-'
F1=~y1+y2+y3+vy4
F2=~y5+y6 +vy7 +y8




ERRNAF2ITOET L
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FIML;AI1Z & 2 ERRF2 45D

® lavaan/Ny 7 — Y OR#cfa) ZHW\NTEHEOHE

>cfa(ETIIERBLEZATo T b,
data= T—% 7 L — L,
mlssmg = "fiml", std.lv = TRUE)

e std.lv=TRUE : RFONEZE1IZETE L THH

— FALSED 54 NFERRT DEANETHD S B,
H—?ﬂlhnﬂiéﬂf*ﬁ AZTHORFARmE1ICEE

m BE#summary() Z HWWTHERDOH 5

» T, BREREEZRELRRE (E8

o summary(#EER/ERDA T 7 b,
fit. neasures = TRUE,

XE %

standardized = TRUE, ci = TRUE)

26



FIML;AIZ & B RERHRF 2@

B) B E#HE LE#ER%E CFA_FIML ICRTEL,
ERZHN (BAERELEELR EERMEHEN)
library(lavaan)
CFA_FIML <- cfa(CFA_model, data = dat_mis,
missing = "fiml", std.lv = TRUE)

summary(CFA_FIML, fit. measures = TRUE,
standardized = TRUE, ci = TRUE)

27



DHTHEER (FIMLE)

> # ETIOiCE

> CFA_model <-'

+ F1 =~ y1 + y2 + y3 + y4

+ F2 =~ y5 + y6 + y7 + y8

g

>

> # )b —UDiRd AH

> library(lavaan)

>

> # FIMLECLSHE2OIEF 7

> ## BERETE |
> CFA_FIML <- cfa(CFA_model, data = dat_mis, missing = "fiml", std.lv = TRUE)
> ## BROLN

> summary(CFA_FIML, fit.measures = TRUE, standardized = TRUE, ci = TRUE)
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DGR - BA

RRC

User Model versus Baseline Model:

EREL

CFI=.909

. TLI = .866

. RMSEA = .098
(90%ClI [.075, .122])

. SRMR = .064

Robust CFl, TLI, RMSEA [,
JEIEFRMZEHIE L Iz 1512

Comparative Fit Index (CFI) 0.909
Tucker-Lewis Index (TLI) 0.866
Robust Comparative Fit Index (CFI) 9.909
Robust Tucker-Lewis Index (TLI) 0.866
Loglikelihood and Information Criteria:
Loglikelihood user model (H®) -3445.745
Loglikelihood unrestricted model (H1) -3409.123
Akaike (AIC) 6941.490
Bayesian (BIC) 7034.085
Sample-size adjusted Bayesian (SABIC) 6954.800
Root Mean Square Error of Approximation:
RMSEA ©.098
90 Percent confidence interval - lower 8.075
90 Percent confidence interval - upper 9.122
P-value H_©: RMSEA <= 0.050 0.001
P-value H_©: RMSEA >= ©.080 ©.899
Robust RMSEA 0.101
90 Percent confidence interval - lower 0.077
90 Percent confidence interval - upper 9.126
P-value H_@: Robust RMSEA <= 0.050 0.000
P-value H_©: Robust RMSEA >= ©.080 0.927
Standardized Root Mean Square Residual:
| brug 0.064

4
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DHTER - &

Latent Variables:

Estimate

F1 =~
yl 0.634
y2 0.744
y3 0.560
ya 0.562

F2 =~
y5 9.958
y6 1.214
y7 0.846
y8 0.694

Std.Err

0.09%94
0.079
0.087
0.078

0.072
0.069
0.063
0.082

z-value P(>|z]|) ci.

6.723 0.000
9.403 0.000
6.420 0.000
7.194 0.000

13.305 0.000
17.695 0.000
13.330 0.000
8.440 0.000

lower ci.upper Std.lv Std.all

0.449 0.818 0.634 0.519
0.589 0.899 0.744 0.702
0.389 0.731 0.560 0.488
0.409 0.716 0.562 0.507
0.817 1.099 0.958 0.715
1.079 1.348 1.214 0.904
0.721 0.970 0.846 0.737
0.533 0.856 0.694 0.518

- Std.Err:

Std.all :

[Latent Variables: | [Z&X

- Estimate : JFZ%ELHETEE
JE m—.@t?ﬁmﬁd)ﬁ‘iﬁm%
. ci.lower, ci.upper : 95%{Z%&

ZAECHERE(E

NFEFICET 2R

XEIDOREE LR
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AITHER - AFEHEE (FIMLE)

R = (=] X4
Covariances:
Estimate Std.Err z-value P(>|z|) ci.lower ci.upper Std.lv Std.all
F1 ~ow
F2 ©.393 0.070 5.631 0.000 9.257 ©.530 9.393 ©.393

[Covariances: | [ZCRFEHEREICET 2R
. Estimate : &£ &L
. Std.all : *EF'%W*%I
— ZCTlX, EFOEZE1NIZEE LTS,
| A E =R E
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BN & H =0T

m semTools/\v /7 — ¥ D #cfa.auxiliary() Z B W THEE
> cfa.auxiliary (ET IV ZER LI=AT2 U b,
data=7—% 7 L — L,
missing = "fiml", std.lv = TRUE,
aux = "@EIEH L")
m BE#summary () Z HWTHEROHE

B HRET AN EREMBERE LEERNEF O
library(semTools)

CFA _FIML_aux <- cfa.auxiliary(CFA _model, data = dat_mis,
missing = "fiml", std.lv = TRUE, aux = ¢("gender", "score"))

summary(CFA_FIML aux, fit. measures = TRUE,
standardized = TRUE, ci = TRUE)
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DHTRER ¢ MBI & DOFEE

R ERIERES
Covariances:
Estimate Std.Err z-value P(>|z|) ci.lower ci.upper Std.lv Std.all
F1 ~~
F2 0.395 0.070 5.675 0.000 9.259 9.532 ©.395 9.395
gender ~~
score 1.202 0.263 4.565 ©.000 0.686 1.718 1.202 9.278
.yl -0.071 0.036 -1.948 0.051 -0.142 0.000 -0.071 -0.135
score ~~
.yl 2.407 0.650 3.703 ©.000 1.133 3.680 2.407 9.267
gender ~~
.y2

| EHELDRIZ [ ADONTWD EDIFRNELEH

gender ~~

- — TORBDEEDRERTHD - LEER

.y3

e~ | {B]) score ~~ .y1

.y4

e — score L y1DEKE (e) & DIH-DE - HEARE

gender ~e~

e (Estimate (48, Std.all (Z4BEEZ %)

.y5

gender ~~

.y6 -0.038 0.039 -0.985 9.325 -0.114 0.038 -9.038 -0.133
score ~~

.y6 0.565 0.687 0.822 0.411 -0.782 1.911 0.565 0.114
gender ~~

.y7 -0.016 0.033 -0.477 0.633 -0.082 0.050 -0.016 -0.041
score ~~

.y7 1.165 0.597 1.953 0.051 -0.004 2.335 1.165 0.174
gender ~~

.y8 -9.114 0.040 -2.830 0.005 -9.193 -0.035 -0.114 -0.199
score ~~
|.y8 -9.205 0.700 -0.292 0.770 -1.577 1.168 -9.205 -0.021



MUEIZ & & HESRRY R F 017

m semTools/Nw 7 — T O #cfa.mi() Z AW TREDIHETE

>cfami(ETILZERBLI=AToTT b,
data = £&{l582 7 — 4, std.lv = TRUE)

= EA#summary() ZAAWTHRDOHE A
> 5| Zoutput = "data.frame" % B /0

B) BHEHE LEERE CFA MIIZREFEL, BREHD
(BEERZELEELRE, FHEXEZEAN)
CFA _MI <- cfa.mi(CFA_model, data = dat_MI, std.lv = TRUE)

summary(CFA_MI, fit. measures = TRUE,
standardized = TRUE, ci = TRUE, output = "data.frame")
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R o @ ]=]
lhs op rhs est se t df pvalue ci.lower ci.upper std.lv std.all
1 F1 =~ y1|/0.629 ©.084 7.487 Inf %] 0.465 ©.794 ©0.629 0.517
2 F1 =~ y2|0.746 0.075 9.981 Inf %] 0.600 ©.893 ©0.746 0.705
3 F1 =~ y3|/0©.553 0.079 6.963 Inf %] 0.398 ©.709 ©.553 9.481
4 F1 =~ vy4|/0.564 0.076 7.412 Inf %] 0.415 ©.713 ©.564 0.512
5 F2 =~ y5]0.959 0.073 13.060 Inf %] 0.815 1.163 ©.959 0.718
6 F2 =~ vy6/1.210 ©.069 17.557 Inf %] 1.075 1.345 1.210 0.901
7 F2 =~ y7|10.839 0.063 13.425 Inf %] 0.717 ©.962 ©.839 0.734
8 F2 =~ y8/0©0.694 0.079 8.770 Inf %] 0.539 ©.849 ©.694 0.517
9 yl ~~ yl 1.087 ©.111 9.783 Inf %] 0.870 1.365 1.087 ©0.733
10 y2 ~~ y2 ©.562 ©.090 6.249 Inf (%] 0.386 ©.738 ©.562 ©0.502
11 y3 ~~ y3 1.016 ©.100 10.180 Inf (%] 0.820 1.211 1.9016 ©.768
12 y4 ~~ y4 ©.898 ©.091 9.849 Inf (%] 0.719 1.076 ©.898 ©.738
13 y5 ~~ y5 ©.866 ©.9089 9.694 Inf (%] 0.691 1.041 0©.866 ©.485
14 y6 ~~ y6 ©.338 0.081 4.148 Inf %] 0.178 ©.497 ©.338 0.187

16 F~JL'%EHL%¢6#%
 IFEE TR

se ! SERRE(LEEEDREERE

*‘ ci.lower, ci.upper : 5% EEEXBE D TR E LR |

std.all : BELHEE

v =
€0
° °




DTSR - AFBEHEE (M%)

QR R Consol [e][@]=]
lhs op rhs est se t df pvalue ci.lower ci.upper std.lv std.all
1 F1 =~ y1 ©.629 ©.084 7.487 Inf %] 0.465 ©.794 ©0.629 0.517
2 F1 =~ y2 ©.746 0.075 9.981 Inf %] 0.600 ©.893 ©0.746 0.705
3 F1 =~ y3 ©.553 0.079 6.963 Inf %] 0.398 ©.709 ©.553 9.481
4 F1 =~ y4 ©0.564 0.076 7.412 Inf %] 0.415 ©.713 ©.564 0.512
5 F2 =~ y5 ©0.959 0.073 13.060 Inf %] 0.815 1.163 ©.959 0.718
6 F2 =~ y6 1.210 ©.069 17.557 Inf %] 1.075 1.345 1.210 0.901
7 F2 =~ y7 ©.839 0.063 13.425 Inf %] 0.717 ©.962 ©.839 0.734
8 F2 =~ y8 ©.694 ©.079 8.770© Inf 0 ©.539 ©.849 ©.694 0.517
9 yl ~~ 1yl 1.087 ©.111 9.783 Inf 0 0.870 1.365 1.087 ©0.733
10 y2 ~~ y2 ©.562 ©0.090 6.249 Inf (%] 0.386 ©.738 ©.562 ©0.502
11 y3 ~~ y3 1.016 ©.100 10.180 Inf %] 0.820 1.211 1.9016 ©.768
12 y4 ~~ y4 0.898 ©.091 9.849 Inf (%] 0.719 1.076 ©.898 ©.738
13 y5 ~~ y5 ©.866 ©.089 9.694 Inf (%] 0.691 1.041 0©.866 ©.485
14 y6 ~~ y6 0.338 0.081 4.148 Inf %] 0.178 ©.497 ©.338 0.187
15 y7 ~~ y7 0.604 0.064 9.421 5261.583 %] 0.479 ©.730 ©0.604 0.462
16 y8 ~~ y8 1.321 0.117 11.266 Inf %] 1.091 1.550 1.321 ©.733
17 F1 ~~ F1 1.000 0.000 NA NA NA 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
18 F2 ~~ F2 1.000 0.000 NA NA NA 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
19I|F1 o F2|0.399 ©.069 5.770 Inf 0.263 ©.534 ©.399 0.399
>
| ) AR 5B |

. est: RFEDOHDEL
- std.all : KFREDAEEFZRE




WMEEEDT LD (BFats BFREEH)

RFDRHZ1EE Lz& SDIRBEHTEE & BEEFRE

TET A& FIML FIML+#H BN %% Mi JAXMT4 R
i e  WEE . KEE BL  HEE e HEE AL

Int - y1 0.612 0.082 0.634 0.094 0.627 0.094 0.629 0.084 0462 0.102
Int - y2 0.755 0.073 0.744 0.079 0.746 0.079 0.746 0.075 0.736 0.100
Int - y3 0.532 0.077 0.560 0.087 0.557 0.087 0.553 0.079 0.471 0.098
Int - y4 0.581 0.074 0.562 0.078 0.565 0.078 0.564 0.076  0.543 0.097
Ext - y5 0.958 0.071 0.958 0.072 0.959 0.072 0.959 0.073 0.917 0.089
Ext - y6 1.222 0.067 1.214 0.069 1.213 0.068 1.210 0.069 1.155 0.083
Ext - y7 0.825 0.061 0.846 0.063 0.848 0.064 0.839 0.063 0.863 0.075
Ext - y8 0.703 0.077 0.694 0.082 0.699 0.082 0.694 0.079 0.669 0.094

Int -« Ext 0.403 0.067 0.393 0.070 0.395 0.070 0.399 0.069 0.398 0.087
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FIML;AIZ & 2 ZEREHRERF245D

m lavaan/Nw 7 — 2 DO #efa() = F

> efa(T—% 7 L— L, nfactors = K F#,
rotation = "[B]#5;%", missing = "fimI")

e MlER;EIZI&, /N1) < w4 X[EER (varimax) ,
A<y X[ElER (promax) X E

— T IJAHILMEIY A = U[EER (geomin)

m FEROH A IZIZEEsummary() & F| B
> summary(#EEREER DA T2 =& b, cutoff = 0)
ecutoff =0 : IXNTOHORFERDEZR

= B EOH HIZIFE#itMeasures() & FI| B
> fitMeasures(fEEREER DA T T U )




FIML;A (12 & 2 EREHNRERF2HO

B) BEDITICEAT HEH (3~10518) [TDWNT
RRNRF2T CRFR, £ 73 EER)
EFA FIML <- efa(dat_mis[c(3:10)], nfactors = 2,
rotation = "oblimin", missing = "fiml")
summary(EFA_FIML, cutoff = 0)
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DHTHRER C BaE EERE (FIMLE)

> ## BEROEF DT QEFRE 008

> EFA_FIML <- efa(dat_mis[c(3:10)], nfactors = 2, rotation = "oblimin", missing = "fiml")
> ## WwROLN

> summary(EFA_FIML, cutoff = @)

This is lavaan ©.6-18 -- running exploratory factor analysis

Estimator ML

Rotation method OBLIMIN OBLIQUE

Oblimin gamma 0

Rotation algorithm (rstarts) GPA (30)

Standardized metric TRUE

Row weights None

Number of observations 300

Number of missing patterns 10 Fit measures ﬁéﬁg?ﬁ@%

- Ir
Fit measures: (O)_ |:|B)

aic bic sabic chisq df pvalue cfi rmsea
nfactors = 2 6926.488 7041.306 6942.992 46.242 13 0 ©0.948 0.104

Eigenvalues correlation matrix:

evl ev2 ev3 evd ev5 evé ev7 ev8 Eigenvalues . ﬁ'ﬁﬁ

h.951 1.651 0.898 0.675 ©.577 0.506 0.483 0.259
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DHTHER

FEIHERE (FIMLZE)

Standardized loadings:

(* = significant at 1% level)

f1 f2
yl ©.658* -0.042
y2 ©.501* 0.203*
y3 ©.645* -0.048
yA ©0.321* 0.215*%
y5 -0.094  ©.755*%
y6 ©.020 0.877*%
y7 ©.131* 0.707*
y8 -0.103  0.560%

unique.var communalities

- 579
.660
297
.818
.454
.222
.439
.703

OO OO ®

(%)

OO OO

.421
.340
.403
.182
.546
.778
.561
- 297

- 1 F1IRFORFEF
- 2 F2RFOERFET
. unique.var : B

. communalities : FE&E M

f2 f1 total

Sum of sq (obliq) loadings 2.267 1.261 3.528

Proportion of total
Proportion var
Cumulative var

0.643 ©0.357 1.000
0.283 0.158 0.441
0.283 0.441 0.441

Factor correlations:

f1 i
f1 1.000
f2 ©.236*% 1.000
|

- Sum of sq loadings : K+&F &
- Proportion Var : RF&H 53
- Cumulative Var : EFEEFEX

(* = significant at 1% level)

Factor correlations : [K+& 0 EEE % #K
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HTEMRBOLT LSO (RFanms R RFEME)

TET —X FIML JAKTA4 X

Int Ext Int Ext Int Ext
yl .659 -.050 658 -.042 578 -.019
y2 511 .200 501  .203 409 .235
y3 .623 -.058 645 -.048 659 -.023
y4 344 221 321 .215 224 255
y5 -089 .757 -094 755 -176 .735
y6 .012 .883 .020 .877 041 .837
y7 131  .697 A31 707 155 726
y8 -079 557 -103 .560 -.100 .532

RFE+ERE 247 236 153
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BREHDERD

= B rowMeans() #F|HA L CTEHEEZEH

T—RTL—LSH L WVEEDLH]

<-rowMeans(7—% 7 L — L[c(%Z

SEPEIE

X=0)

o BEHIZKADSHAHEIEZIZDWNTIEX, EHED XA

TBHEZEIZRB

) y1~y4 (3~6%18) DOEHEZInt, y5~y8 (7~10%I8)
DEHEZEEXt EWVDEHEBZLTT—R I L—LIZRE

dat_mis$Int <- rowMeans(dat_mis[c(3:6)])
dat_mis$Ext <- rowMeans(dat_mis[c(7:10)])
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/

BREHDIERD

@@ R Console [ S " = ” I

> # GRREBDIER
> dat mis$Int <- rowMeans(dat mis([c(3:6)])
> dat_misSExt <- rowMeans(dat mis([c(7:10)])
> head(dat mis, 8)
school gender yl y2 y3 y4 y5 y6 y7 y8 score 1Int Ext

1 1 0O 3 3 3 5 5 5 5 5 49 3.50 5.00
2 1 0O 4 4 4 3 5 2 4 _ 3 Bl 3.73 3.00
3 1 0 2 3 1 4 4 4 4|NA 51 2.50 | NA
- 1 0O 4 3 3 4 4 4 4 3 29 J.90 315
5 1 0O 4 3 4 3 5 2 4 5 49 3.50 4.00
6 1 0O 3 3 3 4 4 3 4 3 65 3.25 3.50
7 1 0O 4 3 3 4 3 _4 4 4 53 J-oll 370
8 | 1 0O 5 5 5 5 5|NA|S 3 66 5.00 | NA
>

Y
v



BREBOER FEUxELT—-%2)
m mitml/Xy 7 — 2 OE#Emids2mitml.list() (2L Y,
mice/Ny T —C TR ENE=FA TSz bEI U NRN— |
L, for X&FB L TEREHEIER
AT b <-mids2mitmllist(ELlZE T —4)

H) y1~y4 (3~6%518) DOEHEZEInt, y5~y8 (7~10518)
DEHEZEX EWVWSEHATT XTI L—LIZRE

library(mitml) ERL L8 T—42 v MRIZIS CTERE

dat_MI_list <- mids2mitml.list(dat_MlI)

for(i in 1:100){
dat_MI_list[[i]]$Int <- rowMeans(dat_MI_list[[i]][c(3:6)])
dat_MI_list[[i]]SExt <- rowMeans(dat_MI_list[[i]][c(7:10)])

}
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(%] for XIZ L D&Y R LALE

m lfor(ZE#infE){}] £95&, TE#HI Ain DRRIC

Ehnf2To IME] ZERRYGEHS, {} TB

MIBZREYRT

f5)) for(i in 1:5) {
print(i)
}

+H-

¥ W

o THi MMM SSDEEIBIZEY A Sprint(i) & &1E
(MO EED{YNONIEBEEFTL, Thrikb b
EiD20ICELH>T{YNDMIEBEFEITL, i NBIZHED

FT{IHNONIEEFEITTH)
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AT - ETILOEERD

m ETILDOER
> VTN A —T— 3 () THAESDT
FT7ILEE
o IEREH ~MIEH]
o [MMITEE ~~ MIEHY
— WM EHODE - EDBDHEEET 52 & T,
FIMUEIZ K 20 E T HRIC, BMIZHARELT
WST—REDTICEEND
(EELEWNE, BMIUITHICRADH D7 —REBRNEND)
>0 LT=EETILIEA T MZEE
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) NEMNFEDT (nt) ENEREE DT Ext) &
WMIIEH, TAMNFA (score) TRERBEHET D
BRI/ DOETILEED L, reg_model ICRF

reg_model <-'
score ~ Int + Ext
Int ~~ Int

Ext ~~ Ext

Int ~~ Ext
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FIML):(Z & 2 [BlIEDHT

® lavaan/Nw 7 — 2 O%sem() # B W TEHOH#HE
»sem(ETINZER LA T U b,
data= 7—% 7 L — A, missing = "fim|")

m E#summary() ZFAWNTHREEDHE 7
> summary(#EERERDOA T U )
o CC Tl RZBEEHMEAERE, EHEXEIZHD

B) B aEE L=zHERZzreg_ FIML ICRTEL, fBRZHD
(R ERERY, EREXKEZEN)
reg_FIML <- sem(reg_model, data = dat_mis, missing = "fiml")

summary(reg_FIML, standardized = TRUE, rsquare = TRUE,
ci = TRUE)
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DHTIER IR

'R R Console

> # EFIOERE
reg_model <-'
score ~ Int + Ext
Int ~~ Int
Ext ~~ Ext
Int ~~ Ext

## BT
reg FIML <- sem(reg_model, data =
## BROLH

>

+

5

i

3

B

> # FIMLZECEBONRDHT
>

>

>

> summary(reg_FIML, standardized =
1

& HRE (FIMLE)

TRUE, rsquare =

dat_mis, missing = "fiml")

TRUE, ci = TRUE)

avaan 0.6-18 ended normally after 28 iterations

Estimator
Optimization method
Number of model parameters

ML
NLMINB
9

Number of observations
Number of missing patterns

Model Test User Model:

Test statistic
Degrees of freedom

Parameter Estimates:

Standard errors
Information

'Regressions:| IZ{REIFHREIZET R

- Estimate : FZE#{LIREIFHREK

- Std.Err : FFEEREIGHREDIZEELRE

- ci.lower, ci.upper : 95%EREXE D TR & LR
- Std.all : R R EIFHRE

Observed information based on

Regressions:
Estimate Std.Err
score ~
Int 3.378 0.665
Ext -0.260 0.567

Hessian
z-value P(>|z|) ci.lower ci.upper Std.lv Std.all
5.083 ©.000 2.9076 4.681 3.378 0.308
-0.458 0.647 -1.370 9.851 -9.260 -0.03@
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R-Square:

score

Estimate
9.091

L RTERE (FIMLE)

R-Square : JREFRE

(= @ ](=]
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MEE(Z & 5 [EEDHT

m semTools/Ny 7 — 2 D #sem.mi() ZAHWTHEEDHETE
»semmi(ETIINZERBLE=ZATo T b,
data = &L T —#)

m E#summary() ZAAWVWTHEDOH N
> summary(#EERERDOA T U )
e 5|#(Zoutput = "data.frame" & 1B

Bl) B E#HE LIZiER&Ereg_ Ml IZIRIFL, fBREHT
(R ERERY, ERKEZEN)
reg_MI <- sem.mi(reg_model, data = dat_ MI_list)

summary(reg_MI, standardized = TRUE,
rsquare = TRUE, ci = TRUE, output = "data.frame")
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DHTIER - RERRE (MEE)

(=)@ =]

-
> # MLECLHONRD
> ## BEHT
> reg_MI <- sem.mi(reg_model, data = dat_MI_list)
> ## BAROELN
> summary(reg_MI, standardized = TRUE, rsquare = TRUE, ci = TRUE, output = "data.frame")
lhs op rhs est se t df pvalue ci.lower ci.upper std.lv std.all
1 score ~ Int 3.384 ©.633 5.346 Inf ©.000 2.143 4.624 3.384 0.308
2 score ~ Ext ©0.009 ©.483 ©0.018 Inf ©.985 -0.938 9.956 ©0.009 0.001
3 Int ~~ Int 0.617 0.051 12.062 Inf ©.000 0.517 9.718 ©.617 1.000
4 Ext ~~ Ext 1.059 ©.088 12.062 Inf ©.000 0.887 1.231 1.059 1.000
5 Int ~~ Ext
o . r—1 = —_—
6 score - score | [ | [ {RENRFEHICBET 5 #E R
s Extr2 ext| - est: IFRREREIFHRE
9 score r2 score
>

Fy

se ! SFRRELREIFHRBOIZLER
ci.lower, ci.upper : 95%fE8EXE D TR & LR
std.all : ZZE/L{REIR{FRE

56



DHTIER - RERE (MIE)

QR R Console

=@ |[=]

all

.308
.001
.000
.000
¥
.905

NA
NA
NA

> # MLECLBONFH IR

> ## BRHTE

> reg MI <- sem.mi(reg_model, data = dat MI list)

> ## BAROEN

> summary(reg MI, standardized = TRUE, rsquare = TRUE, ci = TRUE, output = "data.frame")
lhs op rhs est se t df pvalue ci.lower ci.upper std.lv std.

1 score ~ Int 3.384 ©.633 5.346 Inf ©.000 2.143 4.624 3.384 ©

2 score ~ Ext ©0.009 ©.483 0.018 Inf ©.985 -0.938 ©.956 ©.009 0O

3 Int ~ Int ©.617 0.051 12.062 Inf ©.000 0.517 0.718 ©0.617 1

4 Ext ~~ Ext 1.059 0.088 12.062 Inf ©.000 0.887 1.231 31.959 1

5 Int ~~ Ext ©0.204 ©.049 4.169 Inf ©.000 0.108 ©0.300 ©.204 ©

6 score ~~ score 67.360 5.585 12.061 Inf ©.000 56.414 78.307 67.360 %]

7 Intr2 1Int ©.000 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

8 Ext r2 Ext ©.000 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

9 score r2 score ©0.095 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

>

[score r2 score| Mest : REZE

o7



WMEEEDT L6 EELRRREYE REEH)

EET — A FIML MI X RIA R
gl T mEl D mEE L. MEE Lo

Int  3.521 | 0.622 3.378 | 0.665 3.384 | 0.633 3.379 0.762
Ext 0.131 | 0.474| -0.260 | 0.567 0.009 | 0.483| -0.495 0.562
R?2 105 .091 .095 .086

BHEMEAZHWESH TR, 2T —42 HE L TFIMLTIX
THREEENKELCBSOTWVWB I ENDS, (BEHLULRILTRALT
NoRESRZEHLE) MEEMXERE WA D
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[%£] BE%with) Z BV E=MERIZ & 2 EIFESHTO

n BEHwith() & B%IM() &M W =MEXIZ & 2 BIRDHT
> With(BELEL T — 4, Im(EREH ~ ML EH))

= B9%summary() & pool() AW =R DS
> summary(pool(JEEMEEREDA T U K))

B) RERNEE DT (nt) EAFENBIE DT (Ext) &

MWILER, TAPMER (score) 2EREH ET S
EAEIV =i

reg_MI_Im <- with(dat_MI_list, Im(score ~ Int + Ext))
summary(pool(reg_MI_Im))
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[%£] BE%with) Z# BV =MERIZ & 2 EIFESHTO

m mice/Nw 7 — ¥ OE#pool.r.squared() ZFHA LT
RERBZEH
> pool.r.squared(fMi & DHEEMEDA T 7 )

e 5|#1(Z adjusted =TRUE #/01%x % Z & T,
HHEFABRERZHARERHEZLE N

) mEROHEEEZest TRAL,
REFRBMEBHERABFTARERKZ H
est <- pool(reg_MI_Im)
pool.r.squared(est)
pool.r.squared(est, adjusted = TRUE)
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mETILDEER
> TN F—T— 3 () THRAEZSD T
ETILEER
o (WMEEH ~MIILTH] CKBITHIT2ELTE)
o [MIUTH ~~HIIEH]
— WMIIEBONDHEHET 52 & T, MIIEHN
RAILTWBT—AEDHTICEEND

1) MBI (gender) ZHMIIEE, T X MHEA (score) &
WHREHMETHETILEREB L, t_model ITRFE
t model <-"'
score ~ gender
gender ~~ gender
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FIMUEISL St
® lavaan/Nw 7 — 2 O%sem() # B W TEEHOH#HE
»sem(ETINZER LI=4AT> T b,
data= 7—4 7 L — /L, missing = "fiml")

= B#isummary() # W THREDOHE S
> summary(#EERERDOAF T U )
o CCTIX, EHEXEZHIT

B) BHE#HTELEEREt FIMLIZ®REL, #FREHS
(EEXEZHN)
t FIML <- sem(t_model, data = dat_mis, missing = "fiml|")
summary(t FIML, ci = TRUE)
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7Fﬁ%“—“% (FIML;%)

# EFMIEdE
t_model <-'
score ~ gender

gender ~~ gender
.

>
>
+
+
+
> # FIMLECLEtIEE

> ## BT

> t_FIML <- sem(t_model, data = dat_mis, missing = "fiml")
> ## HEROLAN

> summary(t_FIML, ci = TRUE)

lavaan ©.6-18 ended normally after 21 iterations

Estimator ML
Optimization method NLMINB
Number of model parameters 5
Number of observations 300
Number of missing patterns 2

Model Test User Model:

Test statistic 0.000
Degrees of freedom 2]

Parameter Estimates: Estimated)ﬂ_g li%?%:lﬁ %%uﬁk
i — e (1) fi%’l‘i (0)
Observed information based on J: L) _-E) “‘\ 4 863“\\|_-| (/\

Regressions:
Estimate | Std.Err z-value P(>|z|) ci.lower ci.upper
score ~
gender 4.863 0.979 4.968 0.000 2.945 6.782




MERISL Bt RE
m semTools/Nw 7 — T DOE#Hsem.mi() Z HWTHR#EOHTE
»semmi(ETIINZERBLEZATo T b,
data = &L T —7)

m E#Esummary() ZAAWVWTHEDOH A
> summary(#EERERDOAF T U )
e 5|#(Zoutput = "data.frame" & 1B

B) BHEHELEZHEREZtMICEEL, BREHES
(EREREEE )
t Ml <- sem.mi(t_model, data = dat_MI_list)
summary(t_MI, ci = TRUE, output = "data.frame")
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DHTHEER (M%)

@@ R Console l Ad H &) ” &3 ‘

> # MLECLHEIRTE

> ## BHHTE

> t MI <- sem.mi(t_model, data = dat MI list)

> ## faARO I

> summary(t_MI, ci = TRUE, output = "data.frame")

lhs op rhs est =) t df pvalue ci.lower ci.upper
1 score ~ gender 4.875|0.971 5.023 Inf (%) 2.973 6.778
2 gender ~~ gender 0.250 0.021 12.059 Inf (%) 0.209 0.291
3 score ~~ score 68.503 5.681 12.057 Inf (% 57.368 79.638

> |

estOEITEERA T B
— M (1) ITBE 0) LY E/EAHN4.875250)

4

66



HEBROE LD

EET — 4 FIML MI JRRTAR
el Gn  mEm L s G el Lo

ZFHI— 4853 0.957 4.863 0.979 4.875 0.971 4.439 1.126
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(5] B#with() Z AW EMEAIC L DERTE

m B Hwith() £BEEIM() Z MWV EMERIZ L 5t RRE
> With(BELEL T — 4, Im(EREH ~ ML EH))

= B9%summary() & pool() AW =R DS
> summary(pool(JEEMEEREDA T U K))

) MBI (gender) ZEIIIEZE, T A MFRA (score) &
CBREHET HLRETE

t Ml _Im <- with(dat_MI_list, Im(score ~ gender))
summary(pool(t_ Ml _Im))
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MIEIZ &

2 DR D

D MU EHEER

AZEZH L =&, BE#Ewith() &Im() %

MALTHOBDOH
BlELT, FREZMIEHE T D08
o X lschooll IFHEE D&, BH#as.factor() %

FALTE

AN

BIZEH L TH OO

) FAFE (school) ZERXE IZEZ
1100
dat_MI_list[[i]]$school <- as.factor(dat_MI_list[[i]]$school)

for(i in 1

}

\
YER L8l T—2 Yy MRIZIE CTEHRTE
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MERS L9780
= B#with() &Im() ZFIB L =082
With(B L5227 — 2, In(EBEH ~ FRILEH))
= mitml/Ny 77— 2 D8 #testEstimates() ZFIFH L THEE
g Si=)
testEstimates(D DT DFEREZRKA LA T2V )

fBl) ZFARFE (school) ZHMIIEH, T X MER (score) &
WREHET 20D
anova_MI <- with(dat_MI_list, Im(score ~ school))
testEstimates(anova_Ml)
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DEDITOFEER (MEE)

QR R Console (e l®]=]

# FRErZEYCER
for(i in 1:100){
dat MI_list[[i]]%$school <- as.factor(dat MI list[[i]]$school)
}
# RO
anova_MI <- with(dat_MI_list, lm(score ~ school))
## BARDME
testEstimates(anova_MI)

Vv VVV 4+ 4+ VvV

Call:
testEstimates(model = anova_MI)

Final parameter estimates and inferences obtained from 100 imputed data sets.

Estimate Std.Error t.value df P(|t]) RIV FMI
(Intercept) 54.909 0.818 67.131 3.133e+05 0.000 0.018 0.018
school2 7.376 1.159 6.366 2.228e+05 0.000 0.022 0.021
school3 2.494 1.173 2.126 5.008e+04 0.033 0.047 0.045

unadjus * School 2 : school =1 (A37) &school=2 (Ex) & DEEE
— NILE BB L TEILIE7.37T6 RE LY
. school 3 : school =1 (437) &school =3 (FAIL) & DEE
— NI E BB L TRAILIE2.494 25 LY

> |

4




MEEIC &K B2 EHE

= multcomp/Xy i — 2 ORE#gIht) ZF A (Fa—F—%)

> lapply( BT DOFBREZRKALIZAT O b,
glht, linfct = mcp(JRIZZEZ = "Tukey"))

= mitml/Ny 7 — 2 D #testEstimates() ZFIFH L THER
v SiN=)
testEstimates(ZELEDERZRA LA T I K)

) ZEBELEOHEE Zanova M| _pairwise IZ{R7F L,
B #testEstimates() IZ & U R DS

library(multcomp)

anova_MI pairwise <- lapply(anova_MI,
glht, linfct = mcp(school = "Tukey"))

testEstimates(anova_MI_pairwise)
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ZELEBRDOER (MEE)

‘R R Console E=N(EcE ==

# HDEIER

## ) —UDFEEH AH

library(multcomp)

## HEIUR

anova_MI_pairwise <- lapply(anova_MI, glht, linfct = mcp(school = "Tukey"))
## BROWS

testEstimates(anova_MI_pairwise)

VvV V V V V V V

Call:
testEstimates(model = anova_MI_pairwise)

Final parameter estimates and inferences obtained from 100 imputed data sets.

Estimate Std.Error t.value daf P |t]) RIV FMI
2 ~ 1 7.376 1.159 6.366 2.228e+05 0.000 0.022 0.021
3 -1 2.494 1.173 2.126 5.008e+04 ©.033 ©.047 0.045
3 -2 -4.882 1.177 -4.148 3.765e+04 ©.000 ©.054 0.051

Unadjusted| o« 2 =1 I school =2 (Eir) &school=1 (1) DOE
> | — NILE B L TEIALIE7.376 25 LY
« 3-1:school=3 (FA3Z) &school=1 (R3IL) DE
— NILE B L TFAILIF2.494 25 LY
« 3-2:school=3 (FA3Z) &school=2 (E3iL) M=
— EIL & & L TRAILIE4.882 2K 0D
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HEBROE LD

e T —4 M JA T4 X
HEE ZEERE HEE EERE HEE Z2ERE
Ei4I— 7570 1.145 7.376  1.159 7.210  1.298

FAAIA = —  2.850 1.145 2.494 1.173 2.268 1.371




[(Z2&] MURICK D REAET YA > DD

m BA#Im() TIEA <, Imed/Sy 47— ORE#Imer() % A
with(RRUZE T — 4,
Imer(fEBEH ~ MIIEZH + (1EAZHIT 5LH)))
[EEREZETILICK S0 R CEME CTRBE

5) EEZE# A score, ILZEF A condition, BANZHAIT 5
EHMNID, BUZLT—2EZRALEAFTO I MAImp

# DR
fit <- with(imp, Imer(score ~ condition + (1|ID)))
testEstimates(fit)
#LZEK
fit.pairwise <- lapply(fit, glht, linfct = mcp(condition = "Tukey"))
testEstimates(fit.pairwise)

4]
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