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AMOS

• Latest manual (includes tutorials):
www.washington.edu/uware/spss/docs/Amos16.0.pdf

• Student version available at:
http://www.amosdevelopment.com/download/index.htmp p

• Additional sites:
www.amosdevelopment.com/video/index.htm
www.structuralequations.com/resources/Introduction+to+Amos.pps

http://ssc.utexas.edu/consulting/tutorials/stat/amos/
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Use datafile:

CFA SPSRQ

3

SR

sr4e5

sr3e6

sr2e7

sr1e8

1

1

1

1

1



4



5



6



Model 1
Chisq = 50.3
Df = 19
Model 2
Chisq = 35.2
Df = 18

Chg chisq= 15.1
Crit chisq on 1 
DF

3 84

7

= 3.84

Thus – signif 
improvement in 
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