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Evaluation of Structural Equation Modeling Fitting: The Overall Fitting the
Internal Fitting and Cross — Validation Testing
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Abstract: The article introduces mainly the evaluation on modeling and three aspects of data fitting degree in structural equation: the o—
verall fitting the internal fitting and cross — validation testing. The overall fitting evaluation refers that the evaluation should consider the
goodness of fit index. When the fit index is on the critical value the evaluation should refer to other inspection results at the meantime
and make a comprehensive judgment based on the theoretical basis for building model. The internal fitting is inspected from four angles
including project quality inspection reliability testing average variance extracted and validity. Cross — validation testing can be divided
into loose replication strategy moderate replication strategy and strictly replication strategy in the analysis of diversity but it can be a—
chieved through ECVI if it is limited by research samples.
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