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The Analysis of Interaction Effect Using Latent Variables

*

Anu Jarernvongrayab

Abstract

The purpose of this article was to present the development of the interaction effect
analysis among continuous variables. In structural equation modeling with latent variables,
many models analyzing interaction effect have been proposed. Each approaches has its own
distinct strengths and weaknesses. This article described the model specifications, the method
to choose the proper model for each type of data, and the example of the syntax and output
from some models.
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(Algina & Moulder, 2001) Ingasesuususulu
Anadedugud uarliAmaguuesiulsusul
ﬂ'wLaﬁ&JLﬁu@uéLﬁaﬁmumﬁaﬂq%maaﬁaLuJi
Udustusuels wdlddnisiivuaminisniimes
wuuldfudunsafieosuunnnuduiussening
ﬂ'nma@mﬁaﬂq%&azmﬁﬂwnauﬁaLLUSJLLN@
UAAUNUS 8nfIRg 1ty MaI9INNIIANUALIGY
Ustwasfulsudsmeuen () Suiudsusuly
ﬁhLa?{aLﬂuquej wa@méﬁ'ﬁﬂa% (xX,) B3a13130
Wouldidu xx =2,&E +6; 1o A,
uae 0, Wiy var(8;) (@nmysznau 1) @1119a
Uszunaails Sensetudiuiuiznissivun
AmnsneSLuURaLRu
XX = 4468, + 480y + 4,8,0, +6,0; B
ﬁhwmﬁLm@%ﬁLﬁm%ﬁumaﬂmmmﬁaﬂﬁ? X, X
%gﬂﬁwMummﬁ”’wmiugﬂsuaammﬁﬁL@@%ﬁu ‘
Tluea fatunisussunaaisnsilidesinnig
fuuamwisfiwesmieuluaunis 11 e
wUsuren1guaniiniseanwasdulaaund Adu
WUSUTUTINVDIRMUTURS (@, ¢, ) AWMU
0 W3 Ky =B(§E,) = cov(£],E,) = ¢y, 1Tu
Wsdmivlumaiildudsusuliaiadedugud

ATNNITANNUATNYULLANIZUDIIDLUAINUA
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ANNISITLAD SN LANA1INT ANTUTEUIUANR
a11150917 1991801351 RUAAINISI TN DS
LAYNANISUSEUIUANTINAIULNTIDIIINNNT
wanuasvesteyavrlilulAsunflew3euiiey
AUATAISAINUAAINISITLA DS INS12 LA DIDAY
¥ dy ¥ QA' (v I3 ¥ a
YoANALUDIAULNLINUNITHINLILTULAIUNR
) Ay ° | A 3
Y2982 USNABINNUAAINITINW DSV (Marsh

et al., 2004)

Bn1shifvuaAINaanm 90154A0A
uagles Joreskog & Yang, 1996) lananalin
Saudindudsneusnuraisaesiiazinisuan
LARJULAIUNG wANITLANEIIVBIFILUIHAR

a3 swelaaz lalidulAsund setiunisuszanu

1%
=1

AUGANRuSALUTuRaA s Hudannasloniu

v9ansUszuuailaeIsuundsiulaviagn (ile
witeUgymdanany ladnuasyausines (Kein &
Moosbrugger, 2000) 3sléiausiinisiisenda
Latent Moderated Structural (LMS) equations
%ﬂlé’LLmﬁmﬁugmmﬂmﬁmwﬁmsmmm
WA ILUSUOINISTHAULIALABSHIU 1T
(Multivariate distribution of the joint indicator
vector) @sl¥milousuniswanwanduldaund
wuulWludfiniges (Finite mixture of normal
distributions) kazAITIATIEHTLNOINITLINLA
Aliduldsunfvesiuysudsiinanfeu fdusiug
wfiansandae eawnds LMs lddfudennas
Josduienfunisnsyareduldswnfmieudtu
Bnsdug FarnIman1sUsERIA1RziinLgn
Foeu1nn3133n158u faveurneuntiid
(Marsh, Wen, & Hau, 2004) 35 LMS lagn
Usulsalae laduuasame (Klein & Muthen,

2007; Klein  2006) 13807135 Quasi-Maximum-
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Likelihood (QML) 33n15iilnanisuseaneuen
1ndLAeeiuds LMS  Ligausn1sAwIuiau
gagntaunit (Marsh et al,, 2004) wag 35 LMS
ffonnandesdufoifuiiuysurasteiasiiune
waziAwdenndselinisuanuanduléauni
wily QML Sdemnastesduliilaidurosaads
wazALLUsUTILDIRALUsud s T usviune
waziawndenndiinisuanuanduldsnd @
Tunaufoaudidnvauzvesanadsnazaiy
wUsUsrumesinUsuisenaandumdssuadia
faudndvihuskazirumrdoiniswanwaaliily
179U (Klein & Muthen, 2007) ag1slsAnuna
N1sANYIves ANYsAwAzAMy (Dimitruk et al,
2007) wag leduuazindiu (Klein & Muthen,
2007) wuilunsdingusegadvuialvgne
W AW 400 AudUlY NsUsENMANe S
QML wa LMS Tinanisuszanaaiiliddndes
LLazﬂ’ﬁUizu’]mﬁﬁﬂT}uﬂaﬁﬁLﬂ§QUM1@§§Wuﬁ
anugndastndifesiu ulunsdifinguiaogiad
YWIALENNT 400 ASUTEINUANLAEIS QML 2
Wmamiﬂizmmmﬁgﬂé}’aqmﬂﬂdﬁ% LMS
YeNaNdANLANAIIEnUTENTHle
203 QML way LMS Audinsduq fie Tu3snis
ue dsiildnannandresiy azldsuuuunaguniy
wuamsvenauiLazdns lunisadisaunisiite
Uszanuarufduiusuasdaudsuae wluisnng
oML T5unuvenidsass (Quadratic forms) &

lutnayjduiusinasieiuainnisninua
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Y a s

ANANYUEDY LAUlLazInd (FIuUsnanm) ag
Junsdlianzvedlunagueuvenidaes gad

AUNNSAIU

N, =a+T§ +&QE +C, t=1,.N, (14)

Wo n, As Mudsursidudinme,

a

AeAnadednUsudsiiludainme, & Ao A
nAMEsIUIA N x 1 vesmudsursmudaving

o

[ Ao wasngduuseansaum 1l x n, Q @8

s
a

WnsngduUsEaAVSIUIA N x n, way &, Ao M
wUsiAwnae Andwesiuunsng T uay Q
138071 ATdweslasiainveslima EQE,
Hugunuvenidsassvedluina devinliluinad
auwandlunlunau§Euiuiisnisdug
newes & fteanantosuinfinsnsyaedu
Tasunfvatedinds Tasarataniadu 0
(E(&)=0) waz Cov(&,,E) =D, ANALIAD
¢, Iemnandesiuindnisnsyaneluldng
Tagmaaniadu 0 (E(L,)=0), Var((,) =¥
war Cov({,,&) =@ AuwUIhNIuIaunIsiaa
Tassasegninlasfianuaainadeusisusinglu

Tuwan1sin fadl

X =AE +6, t=1.N, (15)
Y, = Ayryt +&, t=1..N, (16)
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Aun15lAseEsng ;

n=a+(y vz)(alj+(§l QZ)F) an}(

) 0O O
lunan1sIn:
Xl 1 0 81
X2 | _|Mxa 0 (G N o)
X3 O 1 ‘22 83 ’
X4 0 Axa 04
1 €
Y1 _ n+ 1
y2) (Ay2i £)

dlo x e nawesvesiulsdunnves
Ewnmg x 1, A, Ao wnindduuszans
D9AUTENBUIUIN g X N, 5, AD NANDITVDILAY
WMADINAITIATUIN g X 1 WAz Y, AD LAMDS
YOINUUTAUNATO N, WA p x 1, A, R
RS ndduUsyanSeeRUsynauvun p X n, &
A9 NAWDIVDIAMMADIINAITINVUIN p X 1

laglvanesruinds 5, waz & NT0anNaq
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J+C (17)

(18)

(19)

Wesauliinisuanuandulasunfvatedinys
(E(0,)=0),

(E(g,) = 0) wazlifianuuususiusiussning

J [ ] Y]
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wnsvkazAny (Marsh et al,, 2004; Marsh et al.,
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AMNTRDS Mvuae oAf Fovenguiiogns  Aeudne fey  tlee
ALl Tngiu 110
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vun wnelusunsy feenis Laidl roudnaflondituey  SE Aoute Aot
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nUBWA: SEM = structural equation modeling, SE = standard error of estimation, N = Bummﬂfjmghasm,
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TuiifiFouvernauefdanmsiiase
uagnansUszanaUsETildanTUsusY Mplus
Ingenseg ulayanNemIdeves vauasane (Liu
et al, 2009)

a v

ANDUNITIFeNF a3l NSRS

Va o Y

URFUNUSUUUAILUTURG A {IT8ABINITNTIVIN

Y

AnusanUasasislunsineRuiussuvesulal

M519 2 ANFIN1E1 Mplus MTIATIZVBVENAUSENTUS

) < A A o q v o o ¢
vawgnAmpay)  awuReulnviliauduiug
senineaulinalalunisteduanud umasiin

YpaUTEMEUN (Mtru) AuANUdaluNSYaaUAT

'
[

F1U0egNA1 (mre)  wandnaiuvseld  Andanns

[

a € dy
IATICY LAY

TITLE: interaction of tacbao
DATA: File is 'D:NABAC\norinter.dat’;
Format is 22F4.3;
LISTWISE = ON;

VARIABLE: Names are pay0l pay02 pay03
pay04 pay05 pay06 pay07 pay08 pay09 payl0
payll trustOl trust02 trust03 trustO4 trust05
trust06 trust07 trust08 re01 re02 re03;

ANALYSIS: ITERATIONS = 1000;

TYPE = RANDOM,;

ALGORITHM = INTEGRATION;

MODEL: mpay BY payOl-payll;

mtru BY trust01-trust08;

mre BY re01-re03;

mre ON mpay mtru;

mpaymtru | mpay XWITH mtry;

mre ON mpaymtru;

OUTPUT: CINTERVAL,
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TESTS OF MODEL FIT

(nalifiujduiug)

Information Criteria (padudusiug)
Number of Free Parameters 70
Akaike (AIC) 18305.571
Bayesian (BIC) 18585.322
Sample-Size Adjusted BIC 18363.206
(n*=(n+2)/24)
MODEL RESULTS
Two-Tailed
Estimate S.E. Est./S.E.
MRE ON
MPAY 0.298 0.120 2.493
MTRU 0.683 0.130 5.253
MPAYMTRU -0.246 0.048 -5.081
MTRU WITH
MPAY 0.263 0.030 8.782
Variances
MPAY 0.355 0.045 7.960
MTRU 0.312 0.039 8.025
Residual Variances
MRE 0.339 0.035 9.756

CONFIDENCE INTERVALS OF MODEL RESULTS

Lower 5%

MRE ON

MPAY -0.010

MTRU 0.348

MPAYMTRU -0.370
MTRU WITH

MPAY 0.186
Variances

MPAY 0.240

MTRU 0.212
Residual Variances

MRE 0.249

Lower Esti

2.5%

0.064

0.428

-0.341 .

0.205

0.267
0.236

0.271

mate

0.298

0.683

0.246

0.263

0.355
0.312

0.339

69
18315.774
18591.529
18372.586

P-Value

0.013
0.000
0.000 i
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

Upper Upper

2.5% 5%
0.532 0.606
0.937 1.017

-0.151 -0.121

0.322 0.341
0.442 0.469
0.388 0.412
0.407 0.428
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N153LASIERAINA19199U vDunag
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a = - pRp = ad o
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a a Ay W €A 1 a PP '
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& West, 1991) 9laauadunaunIsAnwILALLAL
- z 4 Y
2N 2 YUABUAD (1) AITEATINNNEUNTORNDBDY

1 1 . A Y @ a
9819418 (Simple  slope)  iieluiluiAnNIg
ANMUFUNUSTEMINIAIUTDATE AT FILUTAY Tu
LAAESEAUVRIILUSHOULY waL (2) NNSVAEBU
Y A ° a ° a '
AENAI LBADUANDINDN 2 A1 UAD (A) Tuws
arseauraIAIfLUsauly BnSwaves X fe Y
LANE199IN 0 ¥Sokl war  (B) Tuwmazaunis
0A00Y ANANUTUYBILAALANUNITLANAIIINAAN
YR = | A ¢ Y

ANTUBUY nIald (s1eazidenfnwilaann
Alken & West, 1991; 8y t33ey2edseduy, 2547,
2553)
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