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weighted least squares,WLS 87

Joreskog & Sorbom,

1993 1 p <.05

1

1.00

.76** 1.00

.52** .48** 1.00

.44** .48** .48** 1.00

.14** .17** -.03 .16** 1.00

.28** .36** .11** .36** .50** 1.00

.33** .32** .14** .32** .48** .45** 1.00

.45** .40** .41** .40** -.03 .17** .12** 1.00

.56** .60** .36** .42** .05 .28** .20** .55** 1.00

.30** .29** .21** .40** .25** .31** .43** .24** .28** 1.00

.43** .43** .22** .42** .41** .47** .74** .22** .37** .57** 1.00

** p <.01

1 .50

4= 0.02 p >.05

identification Bagozzi & Yi, 1988 87

2 2
38 =544.71, p <.05

90

Marsh & Hocevar, 1985; Marsh,

Balla & McDonald, 1988 87 2

GFI AGFI NFI NNFI CFI IFI RFI 0.93 .97 .90

ECVI 0.72
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3 0.38 0.90 0.5 .38
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28 .05 
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0.38 0.57 0.55 0.90
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1

2

1

completely standardized solution

26



11=.95*, 21=.88*, 31=.73* 41=.69*, 42=.19*, 

43=.18* .05
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45.94 9.46 43.79 7.52 .61 1.94
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28.17 5.40 27.91 5.18 .52 .06
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41.31 6.05 37.11 6.28 .52 .05

40.92 5.39 37.38 6.11 .56 .59

21.21 4.31 20.56 3.90 .55 .38

22.58 5.01 21.79 3.93 .62 2.18

6 p >.05

6

p >.05

F= 4.83, p <.05 5

44.97 vs. 43.79

48.71 vs. 45.94

6
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F= 10.10, p <.05

24.41 vs. 24.88 28.06 vs. 26.73

6

F= 1.03, p >.05 F= .76, p >.05 7

6 p >.05

6

p >.05

6 p

>.05 F= 10.68, p <.05

37.11 vs. 37.38

41.31 vs. 40.92

6 p

>.05 F= 9.67, p <.05

21.79 vs. 20.56

22.58 vs. 21.21

1.37 vs. 1.23
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SS DF MS F

2599.69 81

A 23.17 1 23.17 .72

2576.52 80 32.21

345.01 82

B 14.15 1 14.15 3.42

A B .00 1 .00 .00

330.86 80 4.14

16696.12 81

A 32.51 1 32.51 .16

16663.61 80 208.30

3163.86 82

B 1.37 1 1.37 .03
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10599.74 81
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757.36 82

B 32.38 1 32.38 3.61
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767.31 82

B 6.75 1 6.75 .76

A B 47.14 1 47.14 5.28*

713.72 80 8.92

3356.15 81

A 1.75 1 1.75 .04
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3354.40 80 41.93

1106.57 82
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A B .08 1 .08 .01

1101.97 80 13.77
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5048.98 81

A 594.49 1 594.49 10.68*
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560.68 80 7.01

* p < .05
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SS DF MS F

A

b1 .37 1 .37 .02

b2 82.76 1 82.76 3.78*

3503.37 160 21.90

B

a1 54.00 1 54 6.05*

a2 7.78 1 7.78 .87

713.72 80 8.92

* p < .05
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Verification of Inferiority Coping Model:
An Empirical Study of Supportive Guidance

Program for Vocational College Students

FINLAND CHENG

Department of Child Care

National Pingtung University of Science and Technology

By verifying the goodness-of-fit of the Inferiority Coping Model, the effects of a supportive guidance

program for vocational college students was evaluated. Survey samples were collected and analyzed,

adopting the weighted least square method to test the effectiveness of the model. Evaluated basic goodness-

of-fit indices, internal and external quality of structure, indicated empirically a good fit with the model.

Therefore, the empirical model could explain how feelings of inferiority, coping strategies, and living

adaptation are related. Our results further demonstrated that feelings of inferiority could influence living

adaptation by influencing problem-solving copying strategies. Restated, problem-solving copying strategies

are the most prominent mediator between feelings of inferiority and living adaptation. Further analysis using

a pretest-posttest, nonequivalent group mixed design to evaluate the effectiveness of the supportive guidance

program, indicated that the program partially contributed to overcoming feelings of inferiority. Results further

suggest that the qualitative paradigm can be adopted to discussing the category of coping strategies, as well as

clarifying the most effective mechanism among related variables. Limitations are statistical approach and

sample size. Results of this study may provide valuable information for counseling vocational college

students. 

KEY WORDS Feelings of inferiority, coping strategy, living adaptation, coping model, guidance

program
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