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ZHEEANS Al o zE giEdo R A A7 A AREY AR 4 o

O] %A (confirmatory factor analysis), ®34Hg-o]&2(item response theory), Z2]a Lyts}
Bl
=
[e)

¢}

‘O
7Fe X o] &(generalizability theory)e] A olt}. o] Zzke] whHel tigt 1tekst o
543 A Ko} og@A ol WHES AHET 4 deEA| 2 o|EFC] Ao} 4
sl ol o] Al 7kx] Wele 2t Abde] Ealehy dE BEele 98-S stnE Al Ut

A B AbgStE Zlo] e, dador Bobseth Ao M7 fgolt B et

L

U @ $£218 Folske Ae Lt (Stevens, 1951, 1968). Ak # oA S
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test theory, CTT)Deol] &A% 2Z =9} B ES 7|Fo 2 4ol 249 A& Hrls)

AL = L E
g fle %ﬂ@‘d 014—?%01 HAE AZ1EEA iAol 2] fAZE Efva gle

ES=X (measurement equivalence/invariance, ME/I)

AFAES AFE ol UM 2F3te] vluE & F J=E 2o SHET F
d3 MdS bR AE S 7Tt F, S0l aFit S5 s HEAIR
< 7Fg3ste= AAd (Reise, Widaman, & Pugh, 1993) oA A7t A9, &3} #H
o, SHuA Sol MR tE 2 StllA dde #Estn 4 W, S 99 =

[e)
Zlo] B3I A4S S5t A=A dFE WH(Horn & McArdle, 1992, p.

1) A AF]E: 19043 American Journal of PsychologylA Spearman(1904)¢] - A%+
g 2 AgEA /idd Bz HAESR e -G QA4 oz o] Fof
AUeE AS 7ERg oz Ae A&



TR T
& AT ol KT oT —_—
T w oo ALY T R
goleMwﬂmlﬂ%%wwﬂéwxﬂbwﬁﬂ =
COpe 7703_% B R oy T
m ,_Ly ﬁl N —_— i EE 3 ul 7. ° o~
) N e — 9 i — o i T o B T ol = Lo B oy %o o
[y B B 2 £ X 1% ™ oT S Eo ﬂ = .4.0! o Eo _z_ﬁ =y B
0 N %uﬂﬂaﬂﬂ uwﬂ).moﬂxﬁ aooMq%mﬂ %E%
oo T H F N aooog W WX oA Mo 2
o oo X = 0! of N B - oy
5 = F o= 9 o N P H S o T m o i o Wy X O® o
4m:w; ﬂ%@a%z e if;%ngmﬁa
ﬁ%w«zaua,ﬁi:ﬁo Jﬁk%q ) ﬁﬁoﬁgﬁoﬂo_xﬂw
oAy e - o o X% = X woog s s o " A Tn frw
p e g wﬂqkﬁ;oﬁ;am mﬂﬁom;]m%qmé
H w ]_u wjy o - o 0 Ar o R B = ;o X NG T 2 R K ~
| B o =) S o o I o ,@ m o = 2 X No =& Pl nH ~X
O T ™ ~ o i o 1n B S g o oy oo A |
Z_i = X0 NG ‘_ﬂﬁ el o ..__‘_ 1Aruc &o of ° m \M.O m - 2 ,I,Vl — \E#IE va ‘UI T X0 ﬂﬂ_OI
I O R £ oA R S N T X DX
po,_ M_‘ 1o M 5 o o Woa = ~ o = LWI_ g % W olp Pl aby - gl o o m@
mooo@mﬂAA%ohv&iEQ@%%méaruh.armmﬂﬂ?@gﬂoﬂ
= oW e o o HR 3 B X = g T A
5 o 0 w.c T X = oF NS AT ~ £ G oo W Fo < "o
} o (- TR o _ L 7 W o o go == Mool o ol o ) o)
1@ i) ﬂf o) B o ~ 0T| L N B ,_ZID ..ME >3 _O/ S o I :i ~ o~ " ‘_,IA
‘WH o o N < 5n G I = wE R DA_M @ w#__m mw__ }ol % T :M | N o = w/_ 3 Mm
. . o =
olo o 7o =z % o ¥ o Ll o o oy g T % il o B0 ol )
-~ T B = OT ﬂ_W XN :.L il 100 ~ ol EE fpxco] =0 o w T T 3
) N 3 ulp b Ny = 9 o KO %o o Njo Mo go = ) o2 X
1ﬂrlﬂﬂeﬂﬂrg1r,_ojx.ioZﬁéodﬂuﬂﬁo]?ﬂeéﬁﬁ
RN Y AL <H L . b T o ’ o g do oy O
15 B TSR o ﬂ%@ﬂy@ﬂ%mmg%g%
R o o o ® o BT T ° 5 k) <
ﬁ@&]ﬂﬂwgt%%ﬂooﬁ@@%@%%%ﬂﬂzﬂmma_%
o o o X ul o = = o = O 3 K A M T B N ol T I o T o 550
J@_aek 2 = oA ﬂixymﬂk A
Efﬁla?oﬂ“moﬂoﬂ_ltgﬂx.dlwé T kL G
T ol = o Eon g i iy o ~ & oy ) n = = ° ) S m i Lﬂ_ﬂm o & =
o oo ® i w e ¥ ER A N N o
: ﬁ%og_zﬂﬂm%agﬂz - _2}504%0M B Y _E%ﬂ%%
= 9 o RO X HE oo ‘ — 2 — . PO s -
nwomoﬂgﬂﬁgommqmu%doﬁ@A@LL@.MW%%%%M@L
f%%}mﬂz%oHuﬂ&ﬂ@ﬁo,@e%%awﬂ%q G-
~ N oo = % T o W o X o = X 5 H o oo X
K E Y ol go BH oo X = Q¥R ® o P
do T o T Lm W ) = T = o -
7%aﬂo_wﬂzm44.s Eg%ﬂym%@u
o T wwﬁﬁﬂﬂrfi
CICH w_o o ™ Lm.w
o o ;
© W =F

2 Yo}



90 SHBRREE, A1213

B+ o] Al 43 (latent construct)el] oisk
e}

=5l S = &
AdFE AlE ket flow, AFAES RludTE ddl & E3kdelM At AT
1B
<

H 1:‘3:'4 T= %(framework)% D]——E— 'E‘i]-?:]_oﬂ 7]’X:]q éf\_ﬂ]/‘l‘(BagOZZI, 1994), /2;—0]?_15}
A 3] vwE 98 shue] HA=E F Jdde] 25 A& "o o] 45 2Aske
Q9 7 AEel Aol Az ThE v FlAl ARG 27 WA S8

o,

Aol 24 A (structural relations)ol] 24 Zpo|7} EA)37] wjTo]ojof
ot ey ol2fg S HEe] Aole AAAoREE v 22 S 7 =
ATt (1) A2 b FJdol &3 JriAE 54 SH=FE sidsta Sdste W4
o] o], (2) /W8 7L T TGN FLe S Bt o e T
sHAl FelskA] @ HlellA o= AAA At (3) H=8} 7te=(scaling artifacts), (4)
Aol AP Aol (5) A" FAdAe] v]EYLA (nonequivalence of the constructs
involved) (3%, 2004; Steenkamp & Baumgartner, 1998; Vandenberg &
Lance 2000). webA olgh /5 WAetal A9 8BS FHa] fsixe A
T73A F BA] vtk ZHEAES oldel FEAE S5 913 34 =7 (instrument)
7F g8 w3}, 58 Jddl A8IbsdA o i S TS ASshe Aol d5A o]

tH(&3=, 2004; Hui & Triandis, 1985; Steenkamp & Baumgartner, 1998).
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S5/ g Tl Aollx g0l FelE ZolH 7] ot} WA FejolA
= 9dE o7 ME(measurement equlvalence)‘/]- MI(measurement invariance)®
T2 AFEEA Y Satof mEA o] EE & 5}04 2= A= 9o, H3 JidSs

of ek &7F7F AlA =1 ‘}l‘ctﬂ ds =

| ‘4
54 (translation equivalence), %3372

OIH i
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2,
—
©
Ne)
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rlo
J]Nl |
J./
offl
o[l
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o
(E
19

—~ ot
OHI

o

calibration equivalence)o.& "—rL-v‘O]'Oq
Z & dvka stk 2 Qd® oy A S

el MdS 1 AFAQ 5489 thdely AH &9 wet st 22 oY
Aoz AAE b Sk o9]F5/d (semantic equivalence; WZPol|A ot
T3] Aol AFoA AR oo ounE RiFste= H =), WE-E54 (content
equivalence: 7H'dolut &£3fo] 13lo] ARRH &34 @43 st AR A
%), Nd&57d (conceptual equivalence: AHEHE Tolel FaabA|, A3 HAd
ool B3 7de] £ R EAste %), THESA (normative equivalence:
AFAE ALA e Zfelell s AAl He EAY FE. o'W EAVF AR
=902 = A HEAEEA]! o] ). 715557 (criterion equivalence; 2}
sto] el AFolx Folzl W] AL FLSH dMEe B®), 7IsHE
’d (technical equivalence: 1ElFY A|B3A} & A9 Wgo] fFAlH QA==

A%) (Flaherty, 1987: Cella et al., 1998: Singh, 1995: Cella, Lloyd & Wright,

etric equ1va1ence) e
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1996; Touw-Otten & Meadows, 1996). Z2&u} o]9} #-dste] el EA)7} o}

ZA8tn 9o (Herdman, Fox-Rushby & Badia, 1997), ¥ 9] =9 Hlo]

U= Hfolnz B Aoie o]gfst A HEE RS g THoez Hds)
1

4
549 Aol nesgEA o
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Drasgow (1984, 1987)

Reise, Widaman, & Pugh(1993)

Robie, Zickar, & Schmit(2001)

Azevedo, Drost, & Mullen(2002)

Raju, Laffitte, & Byrne(2002)

Schneider, Hanges, Smith, & Salvaggio(2003)
Liu, Borg, & Spector(2004)

Mead, Lautenschalager, & Hecht(2005)
Woehr, Sheehan, & Bennett(2005)

Cole, Bedeian, & Field(2006)

Meredith (1993)

Reise, Widaman, & Pugh(1993)
Schmit & Ryan(1993)

Steenkamp & Baumgartner(1998)

MI Bagozzi, Verbeke, & Gavino(2003)
Reise & Henson(2003)

Raykov(2004)

Chen(2005)

Reeve & Lam(2005)

Vandenberg & Lance(2000)
Vandenberg(2002)

Meade & Lautenschlager(2004a, 2004b)
Meade, Lautenschlager, & Hecht(2005)

Cheung & Rensvold(1999)
Sharma & Weathers(2003)

71k Lastovicka (1982)2)

ME

ME/I

rlot
o

2) Lastovicka (1982)& ZHEel3Ae] 770 7Id % SFU=E invariance® A|AISFT).



B9 S & 3.0 W H-H § F-WE Y 93

A
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ol
ol
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g AR Aoz FAte] BSsheke el olwE(1992)e
o8l AFHQU. oI F AAF(1997), 2&eh% AHE(2002)9] AFAE FIFY
Al 8918 48342 IS Ao %}—(2004) =550l gol
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-
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R
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off
2
>

l Ak 2 el W Qo] A
Z YolHE o 9o b}y 4 9}
A on)3)= pae w ‘BEo ould u sigtin o
Sl m. w2 ESA olals Solz Eddle] ALedlr]2 st

=

2
(o
fu
SO
%, ofo
)
2
o
_1)‘ O_u

A 3 S4E 23E0] oY qio] 2H FLIA ol B3t EAle e FE Thomson
¥} Lederman(1939), Thurstone(1947) &9 Atz 9aff A7l=o] gher}, o3
o] 8lFUA (factorial invariance)® 7Wdst=o] A &3e] &3} 3ol F55H
WolEold & deR], vheF 2% et ofWl Zfo] FEokA] Aol te ==
60t FE] A= At (Meredith, 1964a, 1964b). ©|F 3 F5de A5l gk
AT7F A==, 197090 oldddle thekg Felag Hgfo] AREEAo Y, 29l
A QQ1EA (Joreskog, 1971)% #awkgol&(Lord, 1980)2] /W= <laf FrelxH
kel A2 548 dastA =H3dh

S4E57d0 B A= 1990dthel] S UM HS sl =dl, Meredith(1993)
© 821FYA (factorial invariance)® TEC] SHTTES SHE FA=E A3
31, Labouvie®} Ruetsch(1995)& 3% =9 %%"é gk ATE AAsHATH

FolAtH(Cella, Lloyd, &
Wright, 1996: Holzmuller & Salzberger, 1999. Steenkamp & Baumgartner,
1998 Touw-Otten & Meadows, 1996)

o] % 2000 ol HolsmA = &A1 A9t t]E<](Robie, Zickar and Schmit,

2001; Azevedo, Drost, and Mullen, 2002) 7|& 7ol gt o]&4 HE 9 o|%

ﬂ

3) L od A vl £25 T8 ROV ATt 28 e ad S04 FE
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Aol tigk A B ol o AW AZA A st 538 ElRU) ol FoA= &
Ao thek EA A =27} o]Fol X tHVandenberg, 2002; Vandenberg & Lance,
2000: Raju, Laffitt, & Byrne, 2002; Spini 2003).

4. FAPHE

45549 Mbdeze Akl F538H(test equating) 9t NEEFEA (etic validity)
o] Stk AAl] FEse Veldt T o ol BEE onlE e AFETEY &
= Zolyr] 9 %71]7‘q Aars 9|3t (o]s, 1992, p. 165). 2& H4& =%

olde]l FAe MIsAY, 22 HA Eilaﬂ"ﬂ’ﬂ wd A 28
FA = 7H%}3% 7359k o], 22 ikl sl vhre] el idE A, shiel
A7t BE e FEe] e & 7IAE AE BT 5 gl7] wiidl, 3% A
A SEliAE ol FAEC] FEstEclof gttt A FE3HE A FAA AA)
P4 o3

A QolRAS A48 4 (o] E, 1992).

RS |

H el ZHgee] Bols F o|®E3H( k) AR - (cross—cultural/national
marketing research)4t =174 59 FofllA Fag WHEA olFE thFoA=
Moz, A7 du-oEl d#nt(emic-etic dilemma)zte 7HdelA FEjE Aol
ot oY S doluh &3 HollARt ofn)rt Sle WAk #dxdolt), vb, gl
ol

A S owAd wHelN The Alg Bk AAE JEstn vlmss BaH B,

[‘

= A=
e P43 & 9 He AU B oY BIE mad ANE FH] 4
A 2 BoE 9 AAE ZUstel HBAe SRl FIsHe A wE, oY =
Fe oﬂa wye] ALg 2L Tt duwsle Wiseln 54 Tael A& A4

Salolth (Berry, 1980). wabA] HENGAI S 7] HtellA
q

o Hlw ¥ °,:l‘?_§]— 7V S AA s A EA (external validity)= 2 w] gt}



B9 S & 3.0 W HH § FAE Y

. 2%

=454 nAHSAIE] AR

1. 2XE

=7F 28 adla Je 3 vlad el d7aES 54 gl e B
o

o ittt o|& "Fd cEE
FA (imposed etic validity) olgtaz &la, o] B35 JElegdAe] AAz d=5dE 7
o o]F "=&d EHEIA (derived etic validity) ekl dcH(Berry, 1980). =
=4 dgErddo]l grE wi7hx], S8 ov 2ES 7Pgste Alo] BEsitt.

S8 ETH0] GEEA &5 A5, e H 22 JAEAE A Yol o 5E
FA ol olfr7F EAZTH Chan & Rossiter, 2003; Voronov & Singer, 2002). <
TAH7E A AFAPE 7P WS ko] BAA TIRlske ARIAIE & 5 gl7] o
ol A9 dSEgAdel okskd kel gle Aolth Steenkamp$t Baumgartner
(1998)= 159 ATollA Gaski®t Etzel(1986)°] AT+237E AEA 5] S4 554
= AT &5 Al Bk dSEA EAE AFsta Stk Gaski®t Etzel (1986)
o #He wl=e &HAr b Fael iz ejee] ztolo] thgh 4 237 ANOVAS
AT (raw score) & HlwdS e p<.05 FFodlA fFemlsl=] &ttt skA|vt ol&
o] Arste SHESE AT Aakdl wat AAEHES vlws)E 23 p<.001 FF
A ztelZb fem|shAl vt olE9] ¥4 A= F 2 vlmdTel oA &

I
O Ao A3t @k les Hol e F2 ]

YEEe e Be AS
o geq A5 ghe) BElel hig ola), AW Telm dEe 224717 A
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Douglas & Craig, 1983: Green & White, 1976: Mullen, 1995).
2. =] Aol EHEESSY 2l HE

1) e EdolAe] ZHEEA 14 o
EBERY & W

H
FEerdel i A B A e ol Aol fAREelE A

Multivariate Data AnalysislXe TR 2914 Q1A FEoA =4
o]23} #HF ] tEHEE Q2R (multiple sample factor analysis)< ©]-&3}]
45585 Aeste DA tal AAls] Arsta vk HEgh Shultz@ Whitney (2005)
o] Measurement Theory in ActiondAe A o|9r(diversity issues)d) F-Eof
A E5E5T8T FAPNES] AAFEY A (test equivalence) el thall Arsh, Zauke-
o] FEdAE S8 FeHY widl A3 (measurement bias, A
M2 TE Jd dtllA SHstnA ate Jide AdE JdehiA] Bshe ZD) el tia] 3t
] dwsta ot

29| gt&A]e] ¢ Academy of Management Journal® Journal of Applied
Psychologyell AIAE At 5d7te] =5 oz S50 AFEolof & =+
= AR A3z 8703 30709 = 3 AN, FA4 A3 AMJIdA = 878

e
ttlo
o
o
+
X

4) WEY, 4, e, o] 5, AAA G S oJa PRACAE ER A4 A Y BAS

ofw] .



oY - F & sl d x4 & =4 97
(E 2) =2 st=X| =22 EH4554Y ¢4 dx
4554
X AA (A=) Hzyg (A= | EHE=
Q4] | 8olALE
Lam, Chen, & Schaubroeck
. ' il
(2002) =7} T O 0 0 X
Lester & Meglino (2002) THASL @) 0 o) X
Chatman & O'Reilly (2004) A 2+ a4 @) X X X
Cullen & Parboteeah (2004) =7k 2 AT @) 0 X X
AMJ | Spicer, Dunfee, & Bailey (2004) | =7} 2t 43| O 0 X X
Perrewe, Zellars, Ferris, Rossi, Tk 71 o
Kacmar, & Ralston (2004) He & 9T © © X X
Chen (2005) THAF 0 0 @) o)
Polzer, Crisp, Harvenpaa, & I
Kim (2006) AFA A |0 | O | X X
Gelfand, Higgins, Nishii, Raver,
Dominguezm, Murakami, =7} ZF Wl @) 0 X X
Yamaguchi, & Toyama (2002)
Saks & Ashforth (2002) TaAT X X X X
Truxillo, Bauer, Campion, &
sl
Paronto (2002) T © © X X
Cable & DeRue (2002) Aot 7 AF o) @) o) o)
Fuller, Stanton, Fisher,
Spitzmuller, Russell, & Smith AL O (@] X X
(2003).
Ambrose & Cropanzano (2003) FAL ) @) X X
JAP B B
Simmering, Colquitt, Noe, & 2ol
Porter (2003) e 0 o X X
Bagozzi, Verbeke, & Gavino
il
(2003) =7} T O o} 0 o}
Donovan & Williams (2003) THAF ) X X X
Avery (2003) A A+ | O X X X
Shaw, Duffy, Mitra, Lockhart
. . Zt}o
& Bowler (2003) FRAT L 0 X ) X X
Schneider, Hanges, Smith, &
Ztod
Salvaggio (2003) sadT © X © ©
Smither & Walker (2004) FAL o) @) X X
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(E 2) =9 staX| =229 FH55d o dx (A=)

235354
X AR (d%) Hxyg [(FI= EHE=
Q4] | BoJALE-
Simpson & Stroh (2004) A A+ O X X X
Liu, Borg, & Spector (2004) THAF @) @) @) @)
Fullagar, Gallagher, Clar, & Zriol
Carroll (2004) sadT © © X X
Woehr, Sheeha, & Bennett (2005) | A& 44| O @) @) o)
Az A
Epitropaki & Martin (2005) S ored Tl o 0 0 X
o 11l
Westaby & Lowe (2005) THAF @) @) X X
Begley & Lee (2005) TAT o) 0 X X
Bauer, Erdogan, Lide, & Wayne Zrhod
Eddleston, Veiga, & Powell (2006) | d& 2+ A+ | X 0] 0 X
Gong & Fan (2006) FAL o) 0 X X
Johnson,, Morgeson, Ilgen, Meye, 2k 71 o
& Lloyd (2006) geday) o0 ) X X X
Tay, Ang, & Van Dyne (2006) THAS @) @) @) @)
Fritz & Sonnetag (2006) THAF 0 @) @) o)
Porath & Bateman (2006), THAT o) X X X
de Jonge & Dormann (2006) AL @) @) X X
Keller (2006) THAL O O @) X
Shaffer, Harrison, Gregersen, =7} 7 AF 0 0 0 X
Black, & Ferzandi (2006) FAaAF

2) T TR FPEFY A4 ol
FuelAe] 914 FE Q7198 Fuld] Z9E PR 4217 24 A,
2540 U@ Aol A3 glglon, B EE ARG o seht Tl iy

€ A9 B S Sl g Aol AF HA &1 e Ao gesn.

B\ e

A SEAe] Y, Tl FL GEAN FYIAT A ZHAT AR

ol
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tack 1 A,
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ted A" 7o =
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2343}

7H ol
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ol

,z__l

14 [ goiate

Bg=

A=

2ol 2 QUL olel] T =] 7} o] Fol

H] 3 &

G

~

N

AR (A=)
(1997)

73780 (1997)

A%

4]

O
O

=7} 7+ vlw
=7} 3F ¥l
=7} 7 ¥l

(2002)

=

[e]

(1998)
A, ARkE (2001)
olg R, A= (1998)
]
(2003)

. °IE1 (2006)
3l (1998)

L

T

olef 4] (2005)
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39 alds vmalel, Ul AL 245 U@ A7 dPekn AR
AANE olo] that 914je] FFo] vn|go] Eefdc. ole] thewt ge AAHE B3
@ 5 99tk $4 3 AP Bok Ul 24U N A4S A Bay
o] Yee & 5 Utk HF F3 Aol AT ZHEFHL Aekn AT el A of
§o18 APaoz AEsm YNt sht, obde 1 FEsb A VIER o] B 24
& Fo R MRl Ed ZPEEHY AYS Leltd aXA gn, olF =
0 APAEe] AFHor A7 ueele] AT HYYS ¥ F UES FHE 9
@ A AAAS AT Best 2o & & AT
V. 8554 #5
A =@ ks o] ZHFEAE We AFolN BFAoR AFHolok e A%

il

a
E)AAE ZHESH 4SS do) AEE tud Wz 2 48wy
sl Tl AFASe] SHTEAS AFAAL o2 B BHYA Uk AT el =
gol FaAET. ol2 98l oIINE TS AEe] Vg dEA Wer 4En
g om sl sl T WY S04 QRN FPwrgoled U

3(Raju et al, 2002), ExH oz dutsirlsizel &l e d¥at=s shltt.

CFAE "33 H4Eo] A4 (construct) S eyt 2 Jehl =712 ASsies W

A

o
o
o
a
QO
=
@
o
=
)
S
S
ISP
©
g
|
@
Q
eS|
>
fr

Q,
-
>
o
o,
i
2
=z
o,
ftlo

sl
=
ot

o
il
rot



ol §-d & 80 d B4 & -1 & 101

2) CFA®t 34554 a4 A2
ez W A A Alelel BAl] tidk ARl S ol CFA R3S
ARgE veRd = Sl (3" DS F AdelAe] T oA A SR g
CFA AS= =433 Zlojn o|eh e SHYRYoA AFAES AWt o® Al 71A]
7PgE 3tk wA, 7 He 7 AR (latent §) 59 WHlRe] HE vde] RS
7Pt AR, 4 P SRS AAReR) e w5 AN E 7K
o, mpREte 2 ek 3 SHHF(X) e Je 2 sYe FYdA(unique factor, §)ell

ofsf FLI =] 4

Vandenberg & Self,

o

S W=ty 73t Bollen, 1989; Drasgow, 1984, 1987;
1993). AFAEL AA| HlmwATFANA 9] Al 7] 7S

gt HSslel MANOVAY ANOVAE o] gste] Hat 3 Hat zpelE ASsh=dl, ©]
745 Ak 2F #EE Aoz Heke] Aol Qg AJA], S o] HjFdgoz <l
3 AA] golgr 4= gtk webd FAw 7k FE 2po]S HEE] Aol CFAZ o] &3
ZH 5SS g Fav) o

(T™ Dol Hepd

(a2 1) CFA =¥
58 2AE A el k 2FE0 U #AE 4o
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7} 2t} (Vandenberg & Lance, 2000).

o
=]

= Yepd o

(D

X{=rf+ M+

e

%O

X
iﬁﬁ

D392 Aye] W
D 3] A eNA 9] 71271

iy

7

Af
g
&

ROERERE

Rhef g9} gpe] Zlthgkel Oolehar 7hg dttk

29= MDIN] + 6

(2)

© Qx}E-AHunique variance)2| o

g -
8

o

b AR, FAAe] 71e7],

el A (D (2)

k)

CFAE Hlgo=®

mJ

TR
"
Njo
0
o
.Z_ r

Choucat:k

3) CFA®k

ojy

I

7z

dlgoz thew e 7

=
=

Aol Ae] (" 13 (1), (2)

ok
S

o)

A
il

o

PH 55U (equivalent covariance matrices =<

=
<)

omnibus test) 7
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I AS e e F7F glem (Raju et al., 2002) ©] HF9 &4, &7}t
Jo] ¢]&o] A7]5)o] gtk (Meade & Lautenschlager, 2004a). wex] AFAEL
ARk o2 o] HFeo] Ao} gAgle] v Ao St (Hair et al., 2006).

Ni

o

(2) ASWH 2: JelF5LA (configural invariance &2

factor structure equivalence) A%

O

Peledd HSS TAtE HASo o3l Lol ASHEA 2 A5 LA 2
J3l7] 913l Aydct. FulFLd ASoAE JAd b glFzwto] Aok
ol A\, @, 07} AHFEA FHET] wliol 4
A= F Utk o] W EBAAE 89l ALk ThE AFE WX OB \F .
T 23 (baseline model)«] g3 It EI AdEe o
TARe] BEo] HtEe FEAE ] duly A E YERge | vkl i 7 CFA
o] AZe x|F7F AAsitpd | HAge] AR A8 (cross validation)d] gk A=

SH g Zlolgtn & 4 UthH(Hair et al., 2006).

lo,
rj(_)l
ro,
tlo
N
o

o
HE
o
£
N
=5

o
2y
i
9,

)
a0y
)
_>|,1_11
o,
N
N,

;1(:}

ME e Jde SRk oef 22 WA R AMgduE sow, ol J ¢t &

A7 B FHZ(rating scales)® AR AHggtthe A vtk (Hair et al,

2006). o] eAAF ste] RN FARAE A (F e~ xbage) St AFES AHES

<, Ax*gkol Fevlsiad 7Aool AR o Afeite Aoem S FYHol

EAA et e duisHl 9t SRIATLE L olF AT dusddd 3t
=

o]
AHFETtEsdAde] Azl i (Cheung & Rensvold, 1999).
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o|\
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g
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(i,
]
OHl

A A (scalar invariance) A=

A o Bl 8714 Aol W 2 BLAHA=A)E ML #FD
AP FRA O RIS 87, BE Aol

15
At 3 FdE vasks A B3 v $a3dH, ol e dhsdds A
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ﬁo

ald

tH(Meredith, 1993).

?}

3ok

I J}H(Steenkamp & Baumgatner,

A

FEAFEA A (invariant uniquenesses) A<

o
S

Ak

hul

3} (Cheung & Rensvold,

R

w4

i3
=2

S

1999).

2 A (invariant factor variances /

&

zZ

covariances)

w] APAH Byrne, 1994: Jackson,

51
Wall, Martin, & Davids, 1993: Marsh, 1993)

stazt

H o

=
=

No

T

z

A (equal factor means)

Q]
=

Nr
)

oy

iz

1

o

8

2%
@

A
k=

4 A (strong factorial invariance),

factorial invariance), 7

Q
i

ol A

ok
<

}71= 3 (Meredith, 1993).

3|

SAA (strict factorial invariance)® &

I

B

b

Hlo

Cheung® Rensvold(1999)& =3 %

gl

o Al 7HA]

S
=}

v o
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H
A9l 3 EAM B (item analyses statistics) = oW g 54 (trait)ell 1o
2 7o TEe 7R g8gAEe] 74 EdEe] el o9A whgshEAlel g A
HE(SF, 2985E) AT etk A8 AYa it o]l ®ksll IRTE w33
(item functions)”} AJG A o] FJH =7}l Uik JHE A A} (Crocker & Algina,
1986). =, o= wdAle] & (traditional test theory) x| & AP} ©@ed] B3159] &7
o o #AMEE Aol oidet, &3 shtehte] 553 545 Ad 1

A (item characteristics curve)ell 2J3] EA "tk o] 2o|tHAEHAl, 2001). 53] ol&

&
M
%
A
2,
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€ TFE0] Y3 582 4 dvh=s DU A4 (unidimensionality) ¥ 5414 E34
(local independence)©|&ts T 714 7F8L 7|vto 2 shn | 23l EAS Jeh e &3
1

—~~

= (item response function, IRF) & YePHZITH Chernyshenko, Stark, Chan,
Drasgow, & Willianms, 2001). ©]2]g+ IRTE £ o] (dichotomous)H 42| a0
gk olal & 17171 el L= AJAT. AR Fol] FFREE-EE (graded response
model: Samejima, 1969)< o]-&-3sl] BHE H=(Likert scale) 9 22 thH(polytomous)
EEdME A go] 7158 Htt (Meade & Lautenschlager, 2004b).

2) IRT¢ 454 M3 A2

(1) 4543 (Item Characteristics Curve, I1CC)

IRTE °lalialy] flalire EF5d=4 td olsi7t BAoltt. BS54l
ool sl eutEA SEse &S A £IES A9E Uee S

trait, ©)] g2 vehd 201t (Crocker & Algina, 1986, p.340). 5, °l IRT 2&el

o,
~

latent

3l IES YellY] 93 428k4 =2 (Shultz & Whitney, 2005), &=4WH <= (criterion

variable) 3 B9l $< 29 shEstel d4 A BAHAEA, 2001). HAA
o gol 2ol SEope] BFEYIHE theel (a¥ sk Tk,

IRTNAM 2 &2 (2™

©
i
rlo
|
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i
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?{_II
+
%0,
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p‘L
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2 2 2 =
oz wHT RESo S wel 27 1, 2, 3 BeRgom Uiy B oA
E 7Pg el 2ol e 2 BeRYe VIEe R AWshes sPlth. WA B ae 3
ASA oot FoIx FASG ol SHe] 2AAR] &E P9)Atele] Bl V&

=
Zle digk &S on]gitt, o] Bye 3ol 7+ 79l
EAES et geor 25 pE A
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1.00 l

2wz

SR

3 g 9] 0-0
v, A6)

0.00
FA 54 (8)

A&9: Crocker & Algina, 1986, p341

(38 2) EESEFM o

of 7Rk BFE5d=4e R AR E AAske 42e vk IRT 2RIl 25 ve

Fahdo|= B (item difficulty parameter) &kl EdtH(Meade & Lautenschlager,

st 54 ool dldl o2 e Y Ee] T $HE & 7ted P0) 7t Fesitt
= 2L onmgtt(Mellenbergh, 1989: Millsap & Everson, 1993). =, 714}

=2
1o
o
olo
it
(i
Hd
ot
o

,agla FAAEAR 18 Sty S W, agla " o E
e SHF5Ee BFEH 1,0 BETF rot LT W o 2

tH(Borsboom, Mellenbergh & Heerden, 2002, p.434). EE {z,t, v}l thal,

2
)
ol
rr
P
_Yi
r )
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F(X;=u,| T=t,V=v,)) = F(X,; =2, T=t,) 4)
ol21gt A3 [RTEY A= DIF(different invariance functioning)@t HEt},
o]+ ZU=74 (absolute measurement)3 JHSH (relative measurement)2] 714
< o]&3dle] F o AAE] AHE 4 v} AulSH ol HAUlH = (absolute scale) 4
o] EAS =5t S guisiti(d: U= =X T A 9Zd = AS A
= 238 A=), S ole BESERE £33 ey g3 To] gduiEel 913
o} dHgle]l s A EHE FHoRE TS S0 AFude BE FELEA
FUHA AgsHA Aot vhH AJUlSE S A = (relative scale) e 54 S35
= I & rlsh=d (4] = 57 "ol & & 4 Jot) (Borsboom et al., 2002
p. 435), ol SHA} &Fdde A AuEQd YA we} goldt F3o] o]F
A= Aot} o]y g2 o S 727] v S5 HolE LAl
(Z 3) s} AtiEde| £ SSH 7X|2F #Hole| dH|w
A& e
3554 F(X” :xul T=t,V=uy,) F(X” ::Uij\ W=w, V=1u,)
4] =F (X, =, T=t) =F(X; =z, W=uw,)
7o F(X,=x;| T=t,V=u,) F(X, =, | W=w, V=1,
b #F(XUZIU\T:Q) #F(Xi_]::z:ijll/V:wz.)

Z29: Borsboom, Mellenbergh & Heerden, 2002, pp. 435-436 A+4

QAR eulshzd), ol Bl S

A7 we 549 A<l )
bzt ek Borsboom 5(2002)& Wi diF
ol
E

bl
.
suje] AXA Ao et
a

e =
9
g 1o Mo r o]fojAof apH, Edoll HAte] ulet
a5 99 A2 S duSHEedH S EEs

T2 I Zakl Zpelzt gl& winte] FAll EAE
Tl Apol7h & s AuSge A
Il 574 55482 dol¥ol(absolute bias)E ¥o
2 Zol7] wiZeltt. &, ol InbA]l Aol Wit AR 2 F[ek 7 HFd Aje]d]

= =

Bggk BlwE ¢laiA] e E Fielor At AL ridn. oE

SR e S S 2 P b =

o,

¥

o

=)

—_

flo
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TR 54 sHrgdsel tigk Helrk EAskA] ehoto ghth(Reise & Henson, 2003).
3) IRTS 24554 424 Q2

(1) IRT 7I¥ke] DIF HSHH

IRT 7|¥re] S E5489 HASS AMSEE 543 WHES e uet ezt
IRTE 7|Wre= sh= DIFESHNE o2 7PA7F EAsk=dl, |A Lord(1980)¢]
chi-square x}, Raju(1988, 1990)¢] two area measures Z(ESA), Z(H), Thissen,
Steinberg®t Wainer(1988)<] LR#Ak(ikelihood ratio test), Raju, van der
Linden & Fleer(1995)¢ DFIT(differential functioning of items and tests) &
o] tjzx&o|tt. Lord(1980)9F Raju(1988, 1990)¢] "HHE A5Co=2 ol [RTEY
oA DIFE #7He & sitte A& AL Aoz o]ASE2 Fol Cohen, Kim¥
Baker(1993)el <3l thEwde] IRT BE3o 2 = Qlth. Thissen 5(1988)°] U
A LRAANE 7 e o] 238 'S Atelo #EH Aol {948 Adst=
A& D3t} Flowers, Oshima®t Raju(1999)+ Thissen $(1988)¢ 233} Raju
5(1995)9] REe BT o|iEd E}—ft?ﬂoﬂ’ﬁ DIF# Sl A4dsitta #7ksta
. g5°] Oshima, Raju®t Flowers(1997)°l 23l Raju 5(1995)2] S5t

IRT 28 ZH3] o]&2d = St} olgis WHELS F ZHTGES] FIusEe 5
7 ]

4E Brlshed, o5 Yol DRITAAE Ade By Ad5el FL4e
249€ 5 3 BRWedsse T gve 24 $U4el wwds BrhRaju et

al., 2002).

(2) LRAA} (Likelihood Ratio Test)
oA AFE WHE F /MY 9] 2ol RS LRAAR, BTl o] FoiAH
CFA % ¥} o] HY$-%=5% (maximum likelihood estimation)°] ‘=255 43t
=l AFEY. o] BFEL A (fit function) 2 EElzl R AT gEA 7]
sh=dl, IRTAA At @2 Folxl 2o FYgRFsS Fsk=tl AHed Hdl¢
=53 AAte] darA ztset duhv dAsteAl defFe dE8S Ik (Camilli &

Shepard, 1994). LRAAE 71AREH} vlurge] X =s vlasks A& 23t 1
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A& vhewt ook

LR =—% (5)

L, 71ARE9 =38 (likelihood function)

G io] Bl e BAglel AHEEE MaRY $EFS

N
M

o] k4ol EaRgte] o]Fojd £ QlEd], ol JrHEstY] B AYBAE
(test statistics)dl] 7]<1gic},
x*(M) =—2In(LR) =—2InL, +2InL, (6)

A7 ME ARG Hlu R o] FPH TIRFEY o Aol (S, BIFE Ao
o] ZHf=) 22t LRAANE o835l faire AAte] 72 &35 tsl 7 Aldteof
oF 3la, Fonlgt 2 7kE 7 EEL DIFE YeERWAl ¥tk (Meade & Lautenschlager,
2004b). &, & EFFEAE AHESteE A AAA RIAF[EE ST

LR AAFE 93l oldoe 7|28 2 =& Thissen(1991)2] MULTILOG Z&213-& o]
2 ¥ AFgs e}, Thissen(2001)¢] IRTLRDIF Z2I3& o]838tH & o 4%
Aol 7Fssith. IRTLRDIF 2032 DIF BAXE Aiteles o8 dAE o]&3)
<, 94 BE £ e RFEI AR B35 BaEe] ARt #Algle

fin

Ustrke AgzAs] FHE oo f4b

—

BN
L
_OL
2
2
v
a0
)
N
N
o
ut
2
>
Ky
A
e
ot
oft
£
&
=
Ay
X
fj
tlo
X
=
oY,
)
>
o
iin)
A=)

i 2 s
F Utk 97|14 DIFZF ¥ E &85 tsA= IRTLRDIF Z2 3] o8] F714
[e] =

Aol FgEr. 28 ©] "= o]dF} #o] BE TIEFES DIF7F e £%F



& ASskaE Azl ugle] BUslol dths Aol Aol Utk old @ F@5o|
el e 7 7 WHo]l e e, WA AFole BEg bRE At A
glol BUsHE Feeld AL, WAE T WAGE 2E o ABH] Y= e
o FHol galAch ol AAEE 7t ¥l vlF DIF] FAF AL 2R
S =S B4 s b9 FAAC AAE ABAY 2@ LR Aike, A 24
54 dole 99

>
< AFs] {8l Bees Adehs CFA A9 WAlE Fie]
o} 3] FAFelH(Meade, Lautenschlager, &

~

A7 AH nested chi-square test

Hecht, 2005).

3. YEtsl 7= 5£0|2 (Generalizability Theory, GO|&)

1) o2 /e A75%

Cronbach, Gleser, Nanda®} Rajaratnam(1972)°l <Ja] ZaHo 2 A3 A|7|E G
o|&2 P54 Az g FAA o]Ee]tHCronbach et al., 1972: Shavelson
& Webb, 1991). G ol&dA9 2lgse ndgAtel&e] A== 7ide 7123 Ao
ARt 2@ el B 2 3 AARaTE B 2 stelAE dutskE = e
o Fo] 24 Eth(Shavelson & Webb, 1991). & W AAMIH dH#gle] o
2] ol HriEe HrR ST Bld A, 32 iRl daglol AARAAI e HlSs=gh

o B2 AFLAFE FHIT = Go|BE x4 ksl dHS e Y 7
Zro] Aol Zte= Al S e Yo HEAHFE YS9 QAR
TEae @A) 2] S =53 (Brennan, 2001: Cronbach et al., 1972).

Gol&2 G99t (generalizability study)®t Dt(decision study)® TE¥th. H
A GATE AF7F dept dutstE $ deTtel B 2, S oAt S =
T Akl FAlel A5k, FAHEA AALE o] &ote] AARF ] e EAMdEs
Z4s4= Fygolth. whd DATE Fojzl A =
7] $Ig Aoz, F2 GAFY Ay ihEd oA EAMIEe ddid e AdE A

7o meh g 21& AT QAL Eola URkEL Thek AlFE A E

>,
ot
=
>
N
N
o
}:op
o
2
ro
B\
o2,
i)
2

[l
i
o
ol
ol
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(7)

(el

GAls

Fe] B0} A7je] neh oAl gt

N
=
A= AT (Shavelson & Webb, 1991),

1
&

ko]

70
=

T

X9
=

pul

2

A 1kl Aol o,

SPS|

s

2001; Brennan,

A& 5ol exkagle]

(error score)E4ke]
K=,

i,
o,

4

>
lo

Xe

o)l -
AT
3
=

E
5]

L

o WERA, 1 4e et 2

39

i el

il

Eis

=
-

stk o AR,

]_

R4
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stk Aol Re] AFE AGe v
al

CAl%(generalizability coefficient, g-coefficient)7} 1
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LA BN AHE A5 o
)
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=08
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yil

@A p)e] el A ERE
. 22l B3H(pie)ol o)

U
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Ak (cutoff value) 22 A<
LHEZH Sl A
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=
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ARz 7 == 8 F=rt AA

h= Zdtaz el <7

112 ZHERIRgTE, A214
3]

of71M et
9
2001).

Eis

[¢

ol
o
<
H
ol
=

ol
;OO
il

b))
™

X
el
)
b

A A & e 2

=

.

2o dnt

=
T

Aol o

-
It

ol A

3

i

]

@ A

go| 73

3l

a

ZE =

@A A A WA=

U



sa 2

15

Ll

1

}X]
Ao
=i ]]jr(
Sharma &
W
ers

o

A

-

5]

R

A7} W

1

=

17
A (la
rger
univ

erse)

o o

ED’I_]/]_

o

gl

o =

=

9
of slowA
= T T

200
3)

golge 2

EX

& Floje

1

2) Gl
ko] A

B
@_é]
~ o WW
_EEE
E.M J
ﬂﬂru R R
Pﬂmhma ATo»_r,
%ﬂcg _gﬂfﬂo
~ va Jl&oll @) \./
Wr%h ﬂﬁ%d. ™
wmn_mw %afwﬂ 275
) ™ L_o — J.]
zﬁ.%ﬂﬂ Mwaﬁﬁﬁo% ,mmuuﬁ.
gamﬁﬂ G doﬂan%E
E}ao s%mgmﬂog = B )
47u g o wuuleLlé ,
Zozlf O. o ,Llr,:ro <
‘UIEH#EJOBOEHTA -
@@E mgﬂ@iﬂ&g@w S
) ﬂ_rm_zu (qul,.WHE B 5 ,mﬂ_1r N -
A—l,lﬂml ﬂv_/WC]r ka‘ALZﬁ 01_
T % = 0 < W 5 & 5 & b i
v Mg@%oﬂcw;% -
@Eom xﬁowuﬂ,fgzﬂ T
m@oa gﬂsﬁ&aﬁfmmnt N
oZome ﬂ,ﬂ du]ﬂlq..th ﬂ -
. P o W ° 2 o NI <
;.Mﬂqur mox@ﬂiW)mae P
b 3 o T o i R g 3 = A i
ﬂod]on_ ﬁuﬂ,ﬂleATZ‘m,wnﬂ]T M_o
Z_;__M ) o — Tor = oj . mw = = M = !
. i T A =y ¢ R 5 :
XL.L.oN_.oﬂ :on_AljaNl%,urfMﬂMﬂ} =
w,AoecA MmﬂﬂAiAL%moﬂui,_% :MM
n
Of%ar% fwﬂwMﬁﬂ_%mem 5
5 @%fwmmmm@%% ;
mﬂ@ Eofmﬂmm@;am@ﬂ, v
.mMA% OEEDSAshwwﬂM 3
(ay _mTl Ebodﬂ?mﬂmﬁvmhqwr o
ﬁlﬂ.,%ﬁ O\I_ﬁlll SeOgEaOdlon‘uL e
oLn_ G,;Loﬂ qumnm_uHG T _lu_ =
w )L@JSdunimﬂ_ﬂ& o -
3EG eT%Lum 4 7
G im«twr(uau]fl? - S
‘._mDEDLC;oL ﬂﬂ__/ | L
# e&A7h o M —
ol quoV %A_e L T
B8 = % o T i AF W S -
Bw/%\moimﬂu Huﬂ
\AoyOE —_ "
_&&c_o < o
1H o 9
AF O <©
° &
oH



114 ZHERIRETE, 214

oL
il
rlo

N

IRT, Ge]&ol tall skl dwsisitt. o] AW
ol Al d=dl, AFAkE olol thall <14st
Ase & AdA 249 & v Wb CFA, IRT 221 Gol&el 54 3 A
< Hlaste] 242 (& 5)3} (i 6)°l AAskAH

&
%9,
2 g
o
29
o
g,
2
rg
N
it
o
o
oo
ol
ol
2

(E 5) CFA, IRT, Yutst 7KsE ol2e| 53

CFA IRT Gol&

BAA Ax 29} A3te A% les GAI

o 20439l 71y

_ o yHste] AAZ BV} g | e AFAL HEE Y F

i} h ° ]

g | ;]Hﬂégigiatc aﬁge)’l s e d aadel. | wehdl ske Aol w7t
RS o pa) N CFA| B0 W #8310 ALE
o B} [RT7} A3t

At59Y9: Meade & Lautenschlager, 2004b: Meade, Lautenschlagerm, & Hecht, 2005: Raju et
al., 2002 A4

>

q

.1__

g =y

Jm
2,

S E 9= A7l A1g CFAS IRTE] H2WHLS /IgAc2s A8 1 ARS-
oAM= ztelE HRIT, F Wy BF @EE Aok A HeE Akl #AE 23t
sta, Hledige] EAT u 12 =5 FYste dl AE-EtHRaju et al., 2002; Reise,
Widaman, & Pugh, 1993). gt F Wy 25 yA2E HuE o4&

YAPel we ANES AT A AlASAANE o188 5 Ank

st
al
o)
=

E
)
M
&
A b

o] ArtellME CFART IRTZF B Adettt= 4, 28lal IRTE CFASH 22 4 A
Aol Aol vz S Atelo] FitAte] BYskE 4 gltke Aol F "2 Aol
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ABSTRACT

Measurement equivalence/invariance(ME/I) has largely been ignored by
researchers who examined cross—group differences in social science (e.g., human
resources management, organizational behavior, marketing, and etc.). Thus, this
study basically aims at investigating the meaning, importance and verification
methods of measurement equivalence/invariance.

ME/T refers to the status that measurements in different conditions (e.g.,
time, region, culture, group, and medium) have comparable attributes. The
establishment of ME/I is a critical prerequisite to ensure the validity of study
for cross—group comparisons. In order to assess the researchers awareness of
ME/I we reviewed papers published in Korean Management Review, Korean
Journal of Management, and Korean Personnel Administration Journal in last

ten yearsand those in Academy of Management Journal and Journal of Applied
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Psychology in last five years. Results suggested that researchers of the Korean
journals significantly lack in the recognition of ME/I compared to foreign
researchers. Based on the findings, the authors recommend Korean researchers
understanding the importance of ME/T and verifying ME/I to improve validity
of their studies.

Three frequently used practices to assess ME/I are proposed: (1) confirmatory
factor analysis, (2) item response theory, and (3) generalizability theory. The
concept and empirical application of each method are elaborated. Each of these
three methods has its own pros and cons, and it is encouraged to use all the
three in a complementary way. When it is practically not possible to combine all,

researchers should choose a right method that best fits their own purpose.

Key words: Measurement equivalence, Measurement invariance, Confirmatory

factor analysis, Item response theory, Generalizability theory



