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AAAZ U (1): AL Hetd

Atz X% o170 3 AH 23
Chi—square @ 96.247 213.228
AR E 30 34
P4t 0 0
Chi—square gt/ A& 3.208 6.271
Comparative Fit Index 0.964 0.903
Tucker Lewis Index 0.946 0.872
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H1: 0.02
(0.61)

H4: 0.15%*
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RH5: 0.10*
(2.17)

KA =

H2: 0.32%x ERP At &1t

(5.99)

HE: 0.64%=*
(18.95)

H3: 0.48%x
(7.41)
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