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A generalstructuralequation m odelis� tted on a paneldata set
that consists ofI correlated sam ples.The correlated sam ples could
be data from correlated populationsorcorrelated observationsfrom
occasions ofpaneldata.W e considercasesin which the fullpseudo-
norm allikelihood cannotbe used,forexam ple,in highly unbalanced
data where the participating individuals do not appear in consecu-
tiveyears.Them odelisestim ated by a partiallikelihood thatwould
be the fulland correct likelihood for independent and norm alsam -
ples.It is proved that the asym ptotic standard errors (a.s.e.’s) for
the m ost im portant param eters and an overall-� t m easure are the
sam e asthe corresponding onesderived underthe standard assum p-
tions ofnorm ality and independence for allthe observations.These
resultsare very im portantsince they allow usto apply classicalsta-
tisticalm ethodsforinference,which useonly � rst-and second-order
m om ents,to correlated and nonnorm aldata.Via a sim ulation study
we show thatthe a.s.e.’sbased on the � rsttwo m om entshave negli-
gible bias and provide less variability than the a.s.e.’s com puted by
an alternative robust estim ator thatutilizes up to fourth m om ents.
O ur m ethodology and results are applied to realpaneldata,and it
isshown thatthe correlated sam plescannotbe form ulated and ana-
lyzed asindependentsam ples.W ealso providerobusta.s.e.’sforthe
rem aining param eters.Additionally,we show in the sim ulation that
thee� ciency lossfornotconsidering thecorrelation overthesam ples
issm alland negligible in the caseswith random and � xed variables.
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1. Introduction. Latent variable analysis has been used widely in the
socialand behavioralsciencesaswellasin econom ics,and itsusein m edical
and businessapplicationsisbecom ing popular.Path analysis,con�rm atory
factoranalysisand latentvariablem odelsarethem ostpopularpsychom etric
m odels,and areallspecialcasesofstructuralequation m odeling(SEM ).Ad-
ditionally,in econom etricsspecialcasesofstructuralequation m odeling are
sim ultaneousequations,errors-in-variablesm odelsand dynam ic paneldata
with random e�ects.In latent variable m odels,underlying subject-m atter
concepts are represented by unobservable latent variables,and their rela-
tionshipswith each otherand with theobserved variablesarespeci�ed.The
m odels that express observed variables as a linear function oflatent vari-
ables are extensively used,because oftheir sim ple interpretation and the
existence ofcom puter packages such as EQ S [9],LISREL [18]and PRO C
CALIS (SAS Institute [27]).The standard proceduresin the existing com -
puterpackagesassum e thatallthe variablesare norm ally distributed.The
norm ality and linearity assum ptionsm ake the analysis and the interpreta-
tion sim ple,buttheirapplicability in practiceisoften questionable.In fact,it
israthercom m on in m any applicationsto usethenorm ality-based standard
errorsand m odel-�ttestprocedureswhen observed variablesarehighly dis-
crete,bounded,skewed orgenerally nonnorm al.Thus,itisofpracticaland
theoreticalinterest to exam ine the extent ofthe validity ofthe norm ality-
based inferenceproceduresfornonnorm aldata and to explorepossibleways
to param eterize and form ulate a m odelto attain wide applicability.In the
structuralequation analysisliterature,thistypeofresearch isoften referred
to asasym ptotic robustnessstudy.M ostexisting resultson thistopic have
been forasinglesam plefrom onepopulation.Thispaperaddressestheprob-
lem form ultiplesam plesorm ultiplepopulations,and providesauni�ed and
com prehensive treatm ent ofthe so-called asym ptotic robustness.The em -
phasis here is the suggestion that proper param eterization and m odeling
lead to practicalusefulnessand to a m eaningfulinterpretation.Itisthe�rst
study thatshowsrobustasym ptoticstandard errors(a.s.e.’s)and overall-�t
m easures for correlated sam ples with �xed factors for m odels with latent
variables.Novelform ulasareprovided forthecom putation ofthea.s.e.’sfor
the m eans and variances ofthe �xed correlated factors.Also,in the case
ofrandom correlated factorswe prove thatthe a.s.e.’softhe m eansforthe
factors are robust.The superiority ofthe suggested a.s.e.’s to the existing
robusta.s.e.’sthatinvolve thecom putation ofthird and fourth m om entsis
shown num erically.In a sim ulation study,the proposed a.s.e.’s are shown
to have less variability than the robust a.s.e.’s com puted by the so-called
sandwich estim ator.Also,the sim ulation studies were conducted to verify
thetheoreticalresults,assesstheuseofasym ptoticresultsin �nitesam ples,
show therobustnessofthepowerfortestsand dem onstratethee�ciency of
the m ethod relative to the full-likelihood estim ation m ethod that includes
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allthe covariancesofthe variablesoverpopulations.The proposed m ethod
can be applied to allcorrelated data that can be grouped as a few corre-
lated sam ples.In thesecorrelated sam plestheobservationsareindependent;
for exam ple,in paneldata the correlated sam ples could be the occasions.
The proposed m ethodology m odelsvariableswithin the sam plesand itcan
ignore the m odeling ofthe variables between the correlated sam ples when
itisim possible,forexam ple,in highly unbalanced paneldata in which the
participating individualsdo notappearin consecutiveyears.An application
with realpaneldata from the G reek banking sector illustrates the im por-
tance ofthe proposed m ethodology and the derived theoreticalresults.In
thisexam ple,itisshown thatthe correlated sam plescannotbeform ulated
and analyzed asindependentsam ples.

A generallatentvariablem odelfora m ultivariate observation vector�(i)j
with dim ension p(i)� 1 that is an extension ofthe m odels considered by
Anderson [3,4],Browneand Shapiro[14]and Satorra [28,29,30,31,32,33]
is

�
(i)

j = �
(i)+ B

(i)
�
(i)

j ;
(1)

with �(i)j =

 

�
(i)

j

"
(i)

j

!

and i= 1;:::;I;j= 1;:::;n(i);

under the following set ofassum ptions.The m odelis extended with �xed
and correlated-over-populationslatentvariables.

A ssumption 1.

(i) Thereare two cases:

Case A:The variable �(i)j is (a) random with m ean vector ��(i) and co-
variance m atrix ��(i),(b) correlated over i(i.e.,the m easurem ents ofthe
jth individualofthe i1th population are correlated with the correspond-
ing m easurem ents of the jth individual of the i2th population, for j�

m infn(1);n(2)g) and (c) independentover j (for each population the m ea-
surem entsoftheobserved individualsareindependent).

Case B: The variable �(i)j is (a) �xed with lim iting m ean vector ��(i) =

lim n(i)! 1
��(i) and lim iting covariancem atrix ��(i) = lim n(i)! 1

S�(i) and (b)
correlated overi[see com m entsin case A(b)].

(ii) Thereexists"(i)j = ("(i)00j ;"
(i)0

1j ;:::;"
(i)0

L(i)j
)0,where(a)"(i)0j � N (0;�

"
(i)

0

),

(b)"(i)
‘j

(‘= 1;:::;L(i))areindependentoveri;‘and j with m ean 0 and co-

variancem atrix �
"
(i)

‘

and (c)�(i)j areindependentwith "(i)
‘j
(‘= 0;1;:::;L(i))

overiand j.
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(iii) The intercepts �(i),the coe�cients B (i) and the variance m atrices
ofthe norm ally distributed errors �

"
(i)

0

can be restricted.Thus,they are

assum ed to befunctionsofa vector�.
(iv) The m ean vectors ��(i), the variance m atrices ��(i) of the corre-

lated factorsand the variance m atricesofthe nonnorm alvectors�
"
(i)

‘

(‘=

1;:::;L(i))areassum ed to beunrestricted.

A com m on approach to verifying theidenti�cation and �tting them odel

is to assum e hypothetically that all�(i)j ’s are norm ally distributed and to

concentrate on the�rsttwo m om entsoftheobserved vector�(i)j .Theissue
for the so-called asym ptotic robustness study is to assess the validity of
such proceduresbased on the assum ed norm ality,in term sofinference for

unknown param eters,fora wideclassofdistributionalassum ptionson �
(i)

j .
Itturnsoutthatthetypeofparam eterization used in them odel,restricting
thecoe�cientB (i)(�)butkeepingthevariances�

"
(i)

‘

ofthenonnorm allatent

variables"(i)
‘j

unrestricted,playsa key role in thestudy.
The m odel,the notation and the assum ptions are explained by the fol-

lowing exam ple.

Example 1. A two-population (I= 2)recursivesystem ofsim ultaneous
equationswith errorsin theexplanatory variablesisconsidered.Them odel

isshown in (2).Thesystem in (2)can bewritten in the m atrix form �
(i)

j =

�(i)+ �(i)�(i)j + � (i)�
(i)

j + e
(i)

j ,which hasthe form ofm odel(1)with �(i)=

(I(i)� �(i))�1 �(i);B (i)= (I(i)� �(i))�1 [� (i);I(i)]and "
(i)

j = e
(i)

j .The m odel
is also a specialcase ofthe LISREL m odelwith no latent variables in the
dependentvariables y(i),that is,y(i)= �(i),in the LISREL notation.The

latent variables �
(1)

j and �
(2)

j are correlated for each j= 1;:::;500,with
correlation 0.4.Thatis,them easurem entsofeach individualfrom thesecond
population are correlated with the m easurem ents of one individualfrom
the �rstpopulation.The �rstpopulation also has500 individualsthatare
independent from allthe individuals ofthe second population.Note that
the num berofobserved variablesisdi�erentforthe two populations.Four

m easurem ents,x(1)j ;y
(1)

1j ;y
(1)

2j and y
(1)

3j ,are taken from the �rst population

(p(1)= 4) and three m easurem ents,x(2)j ;y
(2)

1j and y
(2)

2j ,are taken from the

second (p(2)= 3).Forj= 1;:::;n(i),with n(1)= 1000 and n(2)= 500,

x
(1)

j = �
(1)

j + e
(1)

0j ; x
(2)

j = �
(2)

j + e
(2)

0j ;

y
(1)

1j = �1 + �1�
(1)

j + e
(1)

1j ; y
(2)

1j = �1 + �1�
(2)

j + e
(2)

1j ;
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(2)
y
(1)

2j = �2 + 1y
(1)

1j + �2�
(1)

j + e
(1)

2j ; y
(2)

2j = �2 + 1y
(2)

1j + �2�
(2)

j + e
(2)

2j ;

y
(1)

3j = �3 + 2y
(1)

2j + e
(1)

3j :

Theparam eters�1;�2;1;�1 and �2 do notdepend on i.Thatis,they are
com m on forthetwo populations.Theseparam etersbelong to thevector�.

The variables �(1)j and �
(2)

j can be �xed or nonnorm alaccording to cases
A and B ofAssum ption 1.Ifallthe errors are norm alin accordance with

the notation ofAssum ption 1,we have "
(i)

0j = e
(i)

j ,while ife(i)0j is norm al

and alltheothererrorsarenonnorm al,then "(i)0j = e
(i)

0j and "
(i)

‘j
= e

(i)

‘j
fori=

1;2;j= 1;:::;n(i) and ‘= 1;:::;L(i) with L(1)= 3 and L(2)= 2.According
to Assum ption 1,only the variancesofthe norm alerrorscan be restricted
to bethesam eoverpopulationsand thesevariancesbelong to thevector�.

Furtherdiscussion aboutthem odelin (1)isgiven in Section 2.Them odel
in (2) ofExam ple 1 is sim ulated in Section 4 and used as an exam ple to
explain the theory in thispaper.
Latent variable analysis of m ultiple populations was discussed by

J�oreskog [17],Lee and Tsui[20],M uth�en [23]and Satorra [29,30].The
so-called asym ptoticrobustnessofnorm al-based m ethodsforlatentvariable
analysis has been extensively studied in the last 15 years.For exploratory
(unrestricted)factoranalysis,Am em iya,Fullerand Pantula [2]proved that
the lim iting distribution ofsom e estim ators is the sam e for �xed,nonnor-
m aland norm alfactorsunderthe assum ption thatthe errorsare norm ally
distributed.Browne[12]showed thattheaboveresultshold fora m oregen-
eralclassoflatentvariable m odelsassum ing �nite eighth m om entsforthe
factors and norm alerrors.Anderson and Am em iya [5],and Am em iya and
Anderson [1]extended theaboveresultsto con�rm atory factoranalysisand
nonnorm alerrors;they assum ed �nite second m om entsforthe factors and
errors.Browneand Shapiro [14]introduced a generallinearm odeland used
an approach based on the �nite fourth m om ents that di�ers from that of
Anderson and Am em iya.Consideringthem odelofBrowneand Shapiro,An-
derson [3,4]included nonstochasticlatentvariablesand assum ed only �nite
second m om ents for the nonnorm allatent variables.Latent variable m od-
els with m ean and covariance structures were studied by Browne [13]and
Satorra [28].Satorra [29,30,31,32,33]�rstconsidered asym ptotic robust-
nessforlinearlatentm odelsin m ultisam pleanalysisofaugm ented-m om ent
structures.Additionalstudieson the asym ptotic robustnessoflatent vari-
able analysis were conducted by Shapiro [37],M ooijaart and Bentler [22]
and Satorra and Bentler[35].
For the one-sam ple problem ,asym ptotic distribution-free (ADF) m eth-

odsforlatentvariable analysiswere proposed to dealwith nonnorm aldata
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(see,e.g.,[8,11,23]).The ADF m ethods turned out to be problem atic in
practice,sincethefourth-ordersam plem om entsarevery variable(see,e.g.,
[15,24]).In thispaperm ean and covariance structuresare considered fora
generalm ultipopulation m odelthatcontains �xed,norm aland nonnorm al
variables;som eofthenonnorm alvariablesareallowed to becorrelated over
populations.W e use the approach ofAnderson and Am em iya [5]to show
that the norm al-based m ethods are applicable for nonnorm aland nonran-
dom data assum ing �nite second-order m om ents.W e also use extensively
theory and notation from m atrix analysis(see,e.g.,[16,21]).
Section 2 explains the suggested param eterization and the estim ation

procedure.The theoreticalresults are derived and discussed in Section 3.
Section 4 reports results from sim ulation studies and that the proposed
asym ptoticstandard errorsseem to benum erically m oree�cientthan those
derived by the sandwich estim ator.O ur m ethodology and the theoretical
resultsare applied and explained in Section 5 by the �tofan econom etric
m odelwith latenteconom ic factorsto realdata.

2. M odel,param eterization and procedure. In thispaperwe study the
m odel(1) introduced in Section 1.W e consider I populations and we as-
sum ethatn(i) individualsaresam pled from theith population,i= 1;:::;I,
and thatp(i) m easurem entsare taken from each sam pled individualin the

ith population.Denote the m ultisam ple data set by �
(i)

j ;i= 1;:::;I;j=

1;:::;n(i),where �(i)j is the p(i)� 1 m easurem ent vector from the jth in-
dividualin the ith population.W e consider a very generallatent variable
m odelthatincludesm odelswidely used in singlepopulation casesand cov-
ers a large class ofdistributionalsituations in one form .To cover various
distributionalsettings,itisconvenient to assum e thatthe observed vector

�
(i)

j can be written as a linear com bination ofL(i)+ 2 independent latent
vectors and thatthe latent vectors can be divided into three groups:(1)a

�xed ornonnorm alvectorthatiscorrelated overpopulations�(i)j ,(2)a ran-

dom vector"(i)0j assum ed to benorm ally distributed and (3)L(i) nonnorm al

vectors "(i)
‘j

(‘= 1;:::;L(i)).Note that the sam ple size n(i),the num ber of

m easured variablesp(i) and thenum beroflatentvectorsL(i) generally di�er
overpopulations(dependenton i).Thegenerality ofthism odelallowsusto
dealwith caseswhereslightly di�erentvariablesarem easured from di�erent
populationswith possibly di�erentstructures.

Allnorm ally distributed latent variables are included in "
(i)

0j and their
distribution m ay possibly berelated through �overpopulationsi= 1;:::;I.
O therunspeci�ed ornonnorm alrandom latentvariablesaredivided into in-
dependentparts ‘= 1;:::;L(i) with unrestricted covariance m atrices.Case
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A ofAssum ption 1 with �xed �
(i)

j can represent a situation where the in-
terest is in the m odel�tting and estim ation only for a given set of in-

dividuals and not for the populations.In addition,the �xed �
(i)

j can be

used in an analysis conducted conditionally on a given set of�(i)j values.
Such a conditionalanalysis m ay be appropriate when the individuals j=
1;:::;n(i) do not form a random sam ple from the ith population and/or

when a com ponentof�(i)j representssom e dependency over I populations.
For exam ple,the I populations m ay actually correspond to a single pop-

ulation at I di�erent tim e points.W ith �
(i)

j being latent and �xed,the
lim its of the unobservable sam ple m ean,��(i),and ofthe sam ple covari-

ancem atrix,��(i),areassum ed to beunknown and unrestricted.All�
(i)(�)

and B (i)(�) are expressed in term s of �,which represents known or re-
stricted elem ents and allows functional relationships over I populations.
Even though � also appears in �

"
(i)

0

(�),the elem ents of� are usually di-

vided into two groups:onefor�
"
(i)

0

(�),and anotherfor� (i)(�)and B (i)(�).

Assum ption 1(iii)and (iv)provideaparticularidenti�ableparam eterization
forthem odelin (1).Forthesinglepopulation casewith I= 1,variousequiv-
alentparam eterizationshave been used in practice.Som e place restrictions
on covariance m atrices (e.g.,by standardizing latent variables) and leave
thecoe�cientsunrestricted.Theparam eterization thatleavesthecovariance
m atrices (and possibly som e m ean vectors) oflatent variablesunrestricted
and that places identi�cation restrictions only on the coe�cients and in-
tercepts is referred to as the errors-in-variables param eterization.For the
singlepopulation case,a param eterization with restricted covariancem atri-
cesgenerally hasan equivalenterrors-in-variablesparam eterization,and the
two param eterizationswith one-to-onecorrespondencelead to an equivalent
interpretation.The one-sam ple asym ptotic robustness results have shown
that the asym ptotic standard errors for the param eters in the errors-in-
variables form ulation com puted under the norm ality assum ption are valid
fornonnorm aldata,butthatthe sam e doesnothold underparam eteriza-
tion with restricted covariance m atrices.Forthem ultisam ple,them odelin
(1),wewillshow thattheerrors-in-variablestypeparam eterization given in
Assum ption 1 providesasym ptotic robustness.However,forthe m ultisam -
plecasethereareotherreasonsto considertheparam eterization speci�ed in
Assum ption 1(iii) and (iv).As m entioned earlier,a m ultipopulation study
is conducted because the populations are thought to be di�erent,butcer-
tain aspectsofthestructuregeneratingdataarebelieved tobecom m on over
populations.Supposethatthesam eorsim ilarm easurem entsaretaken from
di�erentpopulations.Forexam ple,a sim ilarsetofpsychologicaltestsm ay
be given to a num berofdi�erentgroups,for exam ple,two gendergroups,
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groups with di�erent occupations or educational backgrounds,groups in
varying socioeconom ic orculturalenvironm ents,ordi�erenttim e pointsin
thegrowth ofagroup.Thesubjectm atterorscienti�cinterestexistsin m ak-
inginferencesaboutsom egeneralassertion thatholdscom m only forvarious
populations.Such interestisusually expressed asrelationshipsam onglatent
(and observed)variablesthathold regardlessofthelocation and variability
ofthevariables.Then arelevantanalysisistoestim ateand testtherelation-
ships,and to explore the range ofpopulations for which the relationships
hold.The param eterization in Assum ption 1(iii)and (iv)with unrestricted
�
"
(i)

‘

and generally structured B (i)(�)correspondsvery wellwith thescien-

ti�c interest ofthe study,and allows an interpretation consistent with the
practicalm eaning oftheproblem .Notethat�

"
(i)

‘

;i= 1;:::;I;‘= 1;:::;L(i),

areunrestricted covariance m atricesand do nothaveany relationshipsover
ior‘,and that�(i)(�)and B (i)(�)can have known elem entsand elem ents
with relationships over iand ‘.O n the other hand,the covariance m atrix

�
"
(i)

0

ofthe norm allatent vector "(i)0j can have restrictions orequality over

populations through �.This gives the generality ofthe m odelin (1) with
only one norm allatent vector,because a block diagonal�

"
(i)

0

corresponds

to a num berofindependentsubvectorsin the norm al"(i)0j.In addition,the
possibility ofrestrictionson �

"
(i)

0

overpopulationscan also beim portantin

applications.Forexam ple,ifthesam em easurem entinstrum entsareapplied
to di�erentsam ples,then thevariancesofpurem easurem enterrorsm ay be
assum ed to bethe sam e overthe sam ples.However,thenorm ality assum p-
tion forpurem easurem enterrorsisreasonablein m ostsituations,and such

errorscan beincluded in "
(i)

0j.Assum ption 1(iv)and (v)do notruleoutla-
tentvariablevariancesand covarianceswith restrictionsacrosspopulations,
butdo require the latentvariableswith restricted variancesto benorm ally
distributed.This requirem ent is not very restrictive in m ost applications,
as discussed above,but it is needed to obtain the asym ptotic robustness
resultsgiven in the nextsection.The generalform of�(i)(�)and inclusion
ofthe �xed latentvectorallow virtually any structureforthe m eansofthe

observed �
(i)

j .Hence,the errors-in-variables type param eterization in As-
sum ption 1(iii)can solve the identi�cation problem ,provide a generaland
convenient way to represent the subject-m atter theory and concepts,and
produceasym ptotic robustnessresultspresented in the nextsection.

For the m ultisam ple data �
(i)

j in (1), let ��(i) and S
(i)
� be the sam ple

m ean vector and sam ple covariance m atrix (unbiased) for the ith popu-

lation,i= 1;:::;I.It is assum ed that the sam ple covariance m atrices S(i)�
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are nonsingularwith probability 1.De�ne

c
(i)=

�
��(i)

vec(S(i)� )

�

; c=

0

B
@

c(1)

...
c(I)

1

C
A :(3)

W e considerm odel�tting and estim ation based only on c,because such
proceduresare sim ple and have som e usefulproperties.Also note thatAs-
sum ption 1 doesnotspecify a particulardistributionalform ofobservations
beyond the �rst two m om ents and speci�es no particular correspondence
orrelationship between sam ples.Let�bea d�� 1 vectorcontaining allun-
known param etersin E (c)= (�)underthem odelin ( 1)and Assum ption 1,
and let�= (� 0;�0)0,where�and �contain theparam etersm entioned in As-
sum ption 1(iv) and (v),respectively.That is,� contains param eters that
can berestricted,while�containstheparam etersthatcannotberestricted
over populations.Under the m odelin (1) and Assum ption 1,we com pute
the expected m eans

�
(i)
� (�)= E (�� (i)) and �(i)

� (�)= E (S (i)
� ):

Fortheestim ation of�,weconsideran estim ator

�

�obtained bym inim izing
overthe param eterspace

Q (�)=
IX

i= 1

n
(i)
ftr[S(i)� �(i)�1

� (�)]� logjS (i)
� �(i)�1

� (�)j� p
(i)

(4)
+ [��(i)� �

(i)
� (�)]0�(i)�1

� (�)[�� (i)
� �

(i)
� (�)]g:

The obtained estim ator

�

� isa slightm odi�cation ofthe norm alm axim um
likelihood estim ator (M LE). The exact norm al M LE can be obtained if

[(n(i)� 1)=n(i)]S(i)� is used in place ofS(i)� .Asym ptotic results are equiva-

lentforthetwo estim ators.W econsider

�

� becauseitcan becom puted with
existing com puterpackages.The form ofQ (�)correspondsto the so-called
m ean and covariance structure analysis,butthe existing covariance struc-
ture com puter packages without m ean structure can be used to carry out
the m inim ization ofQ (�)using a certain technique (see,e.g.,the EQ S and
LISREL m anuals).Note thatotherestim ation techniques thatare asym p-
totically equivalentto M LE can beused,such asm inim um distance,which
is actually a generalization ofthe generalized m ethod ofm om ents.In the

next section,asym ptotic distribution results for

�

� are derived for a broad
range ofsituations.
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3. Theoreticalresults. The m ain results ofthis paperare presented in
Theorem 1.W e now de�ne a set ofassum ptions for the m odelin (1)that
assum esnorm aland independentvariablesoverpopulationsunderthesam e
param eterization asin Assum ption 1.

A ssumption 1B.

(i) For alliand j (i= 1;:::;I;j= 1;:::;n(i)) �(i)j � N (��(i);��(i)) and
are independent.

(ii) Forall‘= 0;1;:::;L(i);"(i)
‘
� N (0;�

"
(i)

‘

).

(iii) The m atrices �(i);B (i) and �
"
(i)

0

can be restricted and are assum ed

to befunctionsofa vector�.
(iv) The m atrices ��(i);��(i) and �

"
(i)

‘

;‘= 1;:::;L(i),are assum ed to be

unrestricted.

Theorem 1showssim ilaritiesand di�erencesofthelim itingresultsforthe
two di�erentsetsofAssum ptions 1 and 1B.

T heorem 1. Assum e thatthe m odelin (1)holds under Assum ption 1.
In addition we m ake the following assum ptions:

A ssumption 2. Thereexistslim nm ! 1 (n(i)=n)= r(i),wherenm = m infn(1);
:::;n(I)g and n =

P I
i= 1n

(i).

A ssumption 3. (8"> 0)(9�> 0)3 j(�)� (� 0)j< �) k�� � 0k< ",
where kxk=

p
x0x and �0 isthe lim iting true valueof�.

A ssumption 4. For all i= 1;:::;I; �(i)(�); B (i)(�)and �
"
(i)

0

(�) are

twice continuously di�erentiable in the param eterspace of�.The colum ns
ofthem atrix @(�0)=@�0are linearly independent.

T heorem 1 (cont.).

(i) Then

V
(�)

G
= V

(�)

N I
;

where V
(�)

G
and V

(�)

N I
are the asym ptotic covariance m atricesof��underthe

generalAssum ption 1 and under the standard Assum ption 1B,respectively
(the initials NIstand for norm ality and independence over populations and

G standsforthe generalsetofAssum ptions 1).The m atrix V (�)

G
isthe part

ofthem atrix V
(�)

G
thatistheasym ptotic covariancem atrix fortheestim ated

vector �.
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(ii) For the asym ptotic covariance m atrices for the m ean vectors ���(i),

(1)in case A ofAssum ption 1 with �xed �(i)j ,

V
(�

�(i)
)

G
= V

(�
�(i)

)

N I
� ��(i)(5)

holds,and (2)in case B ofAssum ption 1 with random �
(i)

j ,

V
(�

�(i)
)

G
= V

(�
�(i)

)

N I
(6)

holds.

(iii) Forthe asym ptotic covariance m atricesforvec(
_
� �(i)),(1)in case A

ofAssum ption 1 with �xed �(i)j ,

V
(vec(�

�(i)
))

G
= V

(vec(�
�(i)

))

N I
�

2

n(i)
(��(i) 
 ��(i))(7)

holds,and (2) in case B ofAssum ption 1 with random �
(i)

j and assum ing

that�
(i)

j have �nite fourth m om ents,

V
(vec(�

�(i)
))

G
= V

(vec(�
�(i)

))

N I
+

1

n(i)
Var[vec(�(i)�(i)0)]�

2

n(i)
(��(i) 
 ��(i))(8)

holds.

(iv) The function Q (�),de�ned in (4),evaluated on itsm inim um

�

� con-

vergestoachi-squaredistribution,Q (

�

�)
d

�! �2q,with q=
P I

i= 1[p
(i)+ p(i)(p(i)+

1)=2]� d�.

Proof of T heorem 1. Fortheproofweneed thefollowing threelem -
m as.

Lemma 1. Assum e thatthe m odelin (1)holds.IfAssum ptions 1,2 and
3 hold,then as nm ! 1 ,

�

�
p

�! �0:(9)

Proof. From Assum ption 1 and thelaw oflarge num bers,c
p

�! (�0),

which im plies Q (�0)
p

�! 0.Since Q (�)> 0 8�and

�

� m inim izes Q ,we have

Q (

�

�)
p

�! 0.From the last result and Assum ption 2 we get (

�

�)
p

�! (�0),
and (9)holdsfrom Assum ption 3. �

Lemma 2. Let ��n = (�00;�
0

n)
0, where �0 is the true value of � and �n

contains the vectors ��(i),vec(S�(i))and vec(S
"
(i)

‘

);‘= 1;:::;L(i),for alli=

1;:::;I.
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(i) Then,underthe m odeland the assum ptionsconsidered in Lem m a 1,
and under Assum ption 4,

p
n(

�

�� ��n)= A 0

p
n[c� (��n)]+ op(1);(10)

where A 0 isfree ofn
(i) and

A 0 = (J00

�1
0 J0)

�1
J
0

0

�1
0 ;(11)

whereJ0 = J((�0))istheJacobian of(�)evaluated at� 0,

�1
0 = 
�1 (�0)=

[r(1)
(1)�1 (�0)]� � � � � [r(I)
(I)�1 (�0)] and 
(i)�1 (�)= � (i)�1 (�)� f 1
2
�

[�(i)�1 (�)
 � (i)�1 (�)]g.
Recallthatthe ratiosr(i) were de�ned in Assum ption 2 and c wasde�ned

in (3).The sym bol� isthe directsum for m atrices.

(ii) Also,

Q (

�

�)= n[c� (��n)]
0
M 0[c� (��n)]+ op(1)(12)

with M 0 = 
�1
0 (I� A 0).

Proof. (i) From Taylor’s expansion and Lem m a 1 it turns out that

there exists�� on theline segm entbetween
�

� and ��n such that

J
0[Q (

�

�)]= J
0[Q (��n)]+ H [Q (��)](

�

�� ��n);(13)

where J and H are the Jacobian and Hessian m atrices,respectively.Now
forthe Jacobian and Hessian m atriceswe proved that

J
0[Q (��n)]= � 2J00


�1
0 [c� (��n)]+ op(n

�1=2
m );(14)

H [Q (��)]
p

�! 2J00

�1
0 J0:(15)

The resultin (10)followsifwe use (14),(15)and the factthatJ[Q (

�

�)]= 0
in (13).
(ii)Afterdoing severalm atrix m odi�cations,we getthe quadratic form

Q (

�

�)= n[c� (

�

�)]0
�1 (

�

�)[c� (

�

�)]+ op(1):(16)

Also,thereexists�� on the linesegm entbetween

�

� and ��n such that

(

�

�)� (��n)= J[(� �)](

�

�� ��n):(17)

From (17)and (10)we getthat

c� (

�

�)= [I� J0A 0][c� (��n)]+ op

�
1
p
n

�

;(18)

and the resultfollowsfrom (16)and (18). �
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Lemma 3. (i)For the m odelin (1)under Assum ption 1 itholds that

c� (��n)= Ew ;(19)

where E isa constantm atrix,w consistsofthe subvectorsw (i);i= 1;:::;I,
and w (i) consistsofthe subvectors �"(i);vec(S

"
(i)

0
"
(i)

0

)and vec(Sx(i)y(i))forall

x(i) and y(i)suchthatx(i)6= y(i);i= 1;:::;I;and x(i);y(i)= �(i);"
(i)

0 ;"
(i)

1 ;:::;

"
(i)

L(i).

(ii) The lim iting distribution of
p
nw is the sam e under Assum ptions 1

and 1B.

Proof. (i)W e proved thatthe com ponentsofc� (��n)are written in
the form

��(i)� �
(i)
� (��n)= B

(i)

�
0

�"(i)

�

;(20)

S�(i) � ��(i)(
��n)= B

(i)

�
0 S�(i)"(i)

S"(i)�(i) S"(i)"(i) � D "(i)

�

B
0(i)
;(21)

where D "(i) = 0 � S
"
(i)

1

� � � � � S
"
(i)

L (i)

.The result in (19) follows by noting

in (20)and (21)thatthecom ponentsofc� (��n)areproductsofconstant
m atrices (functionsofB (i)) and the subvectors ofw (i),and also using the
property vec(A B C )= (C 0
 A )vec(B ).
(ii)Notethatthem atrix S"(i)"(i)� D "(i) doesnotdepend on S"(i)

‘
"
(i)

‘

for‘=

1;:::;L(i).Also notethatwithin thepopulationsforeach (i)thesubvectors
of

p
nw (i) are independentand their lim iting distributions do not depend

on thenonnorm ality ofthelatentvariablesand on the�xed latentvariables
in caseA (see[4],Theorem 5.1).Now between thepopulations,thelim iting
covariance between w (i) and w (m ) for i6= m is0 despite the correlation of

�
(i)

j and �(m )

j foreach j.Thisholdsbecausethelim iting covariancebetween
p
nvec(S�(i)"(i)) and

p
nvec(S�(m )"(m )) is 0 since the errorsare assum ed to

beindependentoverpopulations. �

Now we return to the proofofTheorem 1.For(i)Lem m as2(i)and 3(i)
show that

p
n(��� �0) is a linear com bination of

p
nw and thus the result

followsfrom Lem m a 3(ii).
Forcases(ii)and (iii)we usethe respective equations

p
n(���(i) � �

0

�(i)
)=

p
n(���(i) �

��(i))+
p
n(��(i)� �

0

�(i)
);(22)

p
nvec(

_
� �(i)� �

0

�(i)
)=

p
nvec(

_
� �(i)� S�(i))+

p
nvec(S�(i) � �0

�(i)
);(23)

where �0
�(i)

and �0

�(i)
are the true values ofthe corresponding param eters.

In both (ii) and (iii),for case A with �xed factors,we need the lim iting
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distributions ofthe �rst vectors in the second parts of(22) and (23).For
caseB with random factors,weneed thelim iting distributionsofthevectors
in the �rstparts of(22)and (23).Since the procedure is the sam e for(ii)
and (iii),we explain the proof only for part (iii). So for case A in (23)
we com pute the lim iting covariance m atricesofallthree vectors underthe
Assum ption 1B,

V
(vec(�

�(i)
))

N I
= V 2 +

2

n(i)
(��(i) 
 ��(i)):(24)

From Lem m as2(i)and 3 itfollows thatthe �rstvector ofthe second part
of(23) has the sam e lim iting distribution under Assum ption 1 with �xed

factors and under Assum ption 1B.Thus V 2 = V
(vec(�

�(i)
))

G
and the result

followsby solving (24)forV
(vec(�

�(i)
))

G
.

Now forcaseB in (iii)wecom putethelim iting covariancem atricesunder
Assum ption 1B and underAssum ption 1,and we get,respectively,

V
(vec(�

�(i)
))

N I
= V

�

N I+
2

n(i)
(��(i) 
 ��(i));(25)

V
(vec(�

�(i)
))

G
= V

�

G +
1

n(i)
Var[vec(�(i)�(i)

0

)]:(26)

Again,from Lem m as2 and 3 itfollowsthatV �

G = V �

N I.The resultfollows
by solving (25)forV �

N I and substituting the resultin (26).

(iv) Lem m as 2(ii) and 3(i) show that Q (

�

�) is a quadratic function of
p
nw ,and the resultfollows from Lem m a 3(ii) and the known resultthat

Q (

�

�)
d
! �2q underAssum ption 1B. �

Theorem 1(i)and (iv)actually extend Theorem 1,proved by Satorra [33]
forindependentgroups,to correlated populationsand itcan be applied to
any type ofcorrelated data that can be grouped into a few groups with
uncorrelated data (e.g.,in paneldata by grouping the occasions).

To derivelargesam pleresultsfor

�

� m inim izing (4)underthem odelin (1)
and Assum ption 1,weconsiderthecasewherealln(i) increaseto in�nity at
a com m on rateand usenm astheindex fortaking a lim itin Assum ption 2.
Assum ption 3 isa standard identi�cation condition used in Lem m a 1.Note
thatthe true value of�in case A ofAssum ption 1 with �xed variablesde-
pendson n(i),since itcontains ��(i) and S�(i).Thus,we denote the lim itof

thetruevalueas�0.Lem m a 1 givestheconsistency oftheestim ator

�

� that
m inim izes (4) for the m odelin (1).Hence,under very weak distributional

speci�cationsin Assum ption 1,theestim ator

�

� isconsistentforthelim iting
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true value �0.In fact,it is clear from the proofthat the consistency of

�

�

holdsforany generalm ean and covariancestructurem odel(�)= E (c)sat-

isfying c
p
! (�0).To characterize the lim iting behaviorof

�

� in m ore detail,
especially fortheassessm entoftheso-called asym ptotic robustnessproper-

ties,itisconvenientto consideran expansion of

�

�,notaround thetruevalue
orthelim iting truevalue �0,butaround som e otherquantity ��n de�ned in
Lem m a 2 that depends on the unobservable sam ple m om ents ofthe non-

norm allatentvariables�(i) and "(i)
‘

(‘= 1;:::;L(i)).Thus,thelim iting true
value �0 thatconsistsofthe true covariance m atricesofthe random latent
variables is replaced in ��n by �n that consists ofthe unobservable sam ple
m om ents.W hilestatisticalinferenceisto bem adeforthetruevalueof�;��n
with an arti�cialquantity �n playsa usefulrolein assessing theproperty of

��in

�

�,aswellasin characterizing the lim iting distribution ofthe whole

�

�

withoutspecifyingany m om entsfor�(i) and "(i)
‘

(‘= 1;:::;L(i))higherthan

second order.To obtain an expansion of

�

� around ��n,weneed som esm ooth-
ness conditions for �(i)(�);B (i)(�) and �

"
(i)

0

(�),and the full-colum n rank

ofthe Jacobian m atrix J[(�0)]thatare stated in Assum ption 4.Since the
linearindependenceofthecolum nsofJ[(�0)]associated with the�partof
�istrivial,weneed to assum eonly thatthe�partofthem odelisspeci�ed
withoutredundancy.Thusin Assum ption 4 wejustassum ethat@(�0)=@�0

isoffull-colum n rank and Lem m a2expressestheleadingterm of
p
n(

�

�� ��n)
in term sofc� (��n).Note thatthe use of��n in Lem m a 2 producesan ex-

pansion of

�

� around ��n with the existence ofonly second m om ents of�(i)

and "(i)
‘

(‘= 1;:::;L(i)).Itcan beshown from theproofthattheexpansion
in Lem m a 2 holds for the generalm odel(�)= E (c) and for any ��n with
��n

p
! �0 provided that

p
n[c� (��n)]convergesin distribution.However,the

specialchoice of��n forthem odelin (1)m akestheresultofLem m a 2 prac-
tically m eaningful.Lem m a 3 isactually thekey toolin theproofthatshows
asym ptotic robustness.Itexpresses

p
n[c� (��n)]in term sof

p
nw ,which

hasthesam elim iting distributionsunderAssum ptions1 and 1B.Thus,the
m ain di�culty in the proofof Theorem 1(i) is to express

p
n(��� �0) in

term sofa vector
p
nw whose lim iting distribution doesnotdepend on the

existenceof�xed,nonnorm aland correlated-over-population variables.Sim -

ilarly,we proved Theorem 1(iv)by expressing Q (

�

�)asa quadraticfunction
of
p
nw .The form ulasin (5)and (7)in Theorem 1 show whatcorrections

should bem adewhen wehave�xed variablesin orderto getcorrectasym p-
totic standard errors for ���(i) and vec(

_
� �(i)).These results are noveleven

forthecasewith onepopulation.Theform ula (6)in Theorem 1(ii)(2)shows
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that the asym ptotic standard errors for ���(i) are robust.Equation (8) in

Theorem 1(iii)(2) gives the lim iting covariance m atrix for vec(
_
� �(i)) when

�(i) are random .Form ula (8)involves the com putation offourth-ordercu-
m ulants ofthe latent variables �(i) in practice.Thisispossible in practice
and we obtain satisfactory results when we use the errors-in-variables pa-
ram eterization and have norm alerrors.For instance,in Exam ple 1 forthe
m odelin (2)with norm alerrorsthefourth-ordercum ulantsfor�(i)areequal
to the fourth-order cum ulants ofthe observed variables for x(i),since the
fourth-ordercum ulantsofthe norm alerrorsare equalto 0.Thistechnique
wasused in oursim ulation study and theresultsareillustrated in the next
section.Note thatin m ostpracticalcasesthe m easurem enterrorsfollow a
norm aldistribution.
Although the paperrefersto the m ultisam ple case the sam e theory and

m ethodology can be applied to longitudinal data. That is,two di�erent
applications,correlated populations and paneldata,can be considered by
�tting the sam e kind of m odeling and applying the results presented in
thispaper.A sim ilarm ethod developed forlongitudinaldata,known asthe
generalestim ating equation (G EE) m ethod,was proposed by Liang and
Zeger [19].The G EE m ethod was proposed for generalized linear m odels
with univariate outcom e variables.In thispaperseveralresponse variables
are observed and theirrelationshipsare explained by a few latentvariables
within the tim e points.It can be shown that a specialcase ofthe G EE
m ethod,using the identity m atrix as the \working" correlation m atrix,is
a specialcase ofthe m odelconsidered in this paper.This can be done by
treating the outcom e variable and the covariates ofthe generalized linear
m odels as observed variables in the m odelconsidered in this paper and
setting latentvariablesequalto covariatesby �xing errorvariancesequalto
zero.Thus,theresultspresented in thispapercan bealso applied to sim pler
m odelssuch asgeneralized linearm odelsforlongitudinaldata.O n theother
hand,theuseofa \working" correlation m atrix astheoneused in theG EE
m ethod,could be also used in this m ethodology in order to increase the
e�ciency ofthe m ethod.
Now we de�ne a generalized version ofthe so-called sandwich estim ator

used by the G EE m ethod for generalized linear m odels with the identity
m atrix as the \working" correlation m atrix,and also used by Satorra [28,
29,30,31,32,33]forlatentvariable m odels.W e generalize thism atrix for
correlated populations and we are going to com pare it with our proposed

m atrix V (�)

G
de�ned in Theorem 1 theoretically and num erically.A general-

ized version ofthesandwich (S)estim atoris

V
(�)

S
= A 0E (Sd)A

0

0;(27)
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where A 0 isde�ned in (11)and E (Sd)isthe expected m ean ofthe sam ple
m atrix Sd thatinvolvesthird-and fourth-ordersam plem om entsde�ned as

Sd =

0

B
B
B
B
@

1

n(11)
S
(11)

d
� � �

1

n(1I)
S
(1I)

d

...
...

...
1

n(I1)
S
(I1)

d
� � �

1

n(II)
S
(II)

d

1

C
C
C
C
A

with

S
(ik)

d
=

1

n(ik)� 1

n(ik)X

j= 1

(d(i)j � �d
(i))(d(k)j � �d

(k))0

and

d
(i)

j =

 

�
(i)

j

vec[(�(i)j � ��(i))(�(i)j � ��(i))0]

!

;

where i;k = 1;:::;I;j= 1;:::;n(i),and n(ik) denotes the num ber ofcorre-
lated individuals between the ith and the kth populations.Note that the

form ofthem atrix V (�)

S
in (27)can bederived from Lem m a2.Equation (12)

in Lem m a 2 also holdsifwe replace ��n by the true value of�,and the re-
sultfollowsby noting thatVar[c� (�0)]= E (Sd).Theorem 1 actually gives

an alternative form ofsom e ofthe parts ofthe m atrix V
(�)

S
.The parts of

them atrix V (�)

G
de�ned in Theorem 1 areactually theoretically exactly the

sam easthecorresponding partsofthem atrix V (�)

S
.In practice,them atrix

A 0 = A (�0)isestim ated by

�

A 0 = A (

�

�)and the m atrix E (Sd)isestim ated

by Sd.Despite the fact that the two m atrices V (�)

G
and V

(�)

S
are theoreti-

cally equalin practice,the asym ptotic standard errors (a.s.e.’s) com puted

by the m atrix V
(�)

G
have less variability than the a.s.e.’s com puted by the

m atrix V
(�)

S
.This happens because the estim ation ofV (�)

S
involves third-

and fourth-orderm om entsthatarem orevariablethan thesecond m om ents
ofthe m atrix V

(�)

G
.The m atrix V

(�)

G
involves fourth m om ents only in the

form ula ofTheorem 1(iii)(2),butthesem om entsdo nota�ectthecom puta-

tion ofthe othera.s.e.’s.Thisadvantage ofusing the m atrix V (�)

G
isshown

in the sim ulation study in the nextsection.

4. Sim ulation study. W e sim ulate the m odelin (2) of Exam ple 1.A
sam ple from both populations was generated 1000 tim es.The sim ulation
was done twice: once with �xed �(i) and once with random �(i) (cases

A and B ofAssum ption 1,respectively).In both cases,�(1)j and �
(2)

j are
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related (correlated overpopulations)and weregenerated aslinearcom bina-
tionsofchi-square random variableswith 10 degreesoffreedom .In case A,

a sam pleof(�(1)j ;�
(2)

j )wasgenerated with sam plem eans,variancesand co-

variance ��(1)= 4:95;��(2)= 9:95;s2
�(1)

= 1:97;s2
�(2)

= 1:95 and s�(1)�(2) = 1:36,

respectively,and the set of (�(1)j ;�
(2)

j ) was used in all1000 M onte Carlo

sam ples.In case B,1000 independentsam pleswere generated forf�(1)j ;j=

1;:::;1000;�(2)j ;j= 1;:::;500g.Thetruem eans,variancesand covarianceof

�
(1)

j and �
(2)

j are ��(1) = 5;��(2) = 10;�2
�(1)

= 2;�2
�(2)

= 2 and ��(1)�(2) = 1:4.
Note thattheabovem eansand variancesareestim ated,butthecovariance
��(1)�(2) isnot,in accordance with the estim ation m ethod thatwe suggest.
Note thatwesuggestthism ethod forseveralpopulationswith quiteunbal-
anced data.In thisstudy itiseasy tousethefulllikelihood and estim atethe
covariance ��(1)�(2),butthisisnotalwaystruein m orecom plicated studies.
By notestim ating som eofthecovariancesbetween thetwo populations,we
lose som e e�ciency,for exam ple,we obtain larger a.s.e.’s.W e discuss the
e�ciency ofthe m ethod in m oredetaillaterin thissection.
In both cases A and B,1000 sam ples were generated for independent

e
(i)

‘
;i= 1;2;‘= 0;1;:::;L(i),with L(1)= 3 and L(2)= 2.The errorse(i)0j;i=

1;2;arenorm ally distributed with m ean 0and unknown variance�2
e
(i)

0

,while

alltheothererrorse(i)
‘j

fori= 1;2;‘= 1;:::;L(i),weregenerated from a chi-

square distribution with 10 degreesoffreedom ,�210,with adjusted m ean 0

and variance �2
e
(i)

‘

.Thevariancefore(i)0j iscom m on forthetwo populations,

�2e0 = �2
e
(1)

0

= �2
e
(2)

0

.In both cases with �xed and random �
(i)

j ,the true val-

uesforthe errorvariancesare �o2
e
(i)

0

= �o2
e
(i)

1

= 0:1 and �o2
e
(i)

2

= �o2
e
(i)

3

= 0:2,and

the true value forthe vector�is�0 = (1;2;� 1;� 0:1;0:1;� 0:01;1;0:1).The
param eters of� are shown in the �rstcolum n ofthe �rstpartofTable 1.
In accordancewith thenotation ofthispaper,thevector�= (� 0;�0)0,where

�contains� 2

e
(i)

‘

(i= 1;2;‘= 1;:::;L(i))and the m eansand variancesof�(i)j

(i= 1;2).To estim ate �,weusenorm alM LE by m inim izing (4)despitethe
appearance of �xed and nonnorm alvariables,and when we estim ate the
param eters,we are pretending thatwe do notknow the true values ofthe
param eters.
Som eoftheresultsin the sim ulation study areshown in the�rstpartof

Table 1.Colum ns2,4 and 6 show resultsfrom case A with �xed �(i)j ,while

colum ns3,5 and 7 show resultsfrom case B with random �
(i)

j .Colum ns2

and 3 ofTable1 com parethea.s.e.’s(G se)com puted by them atrix V (�)

G
in
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Table 1

Results from the sum ulation study
�

E� ciency ofthe m ethod

BiasofG se Variability ofG se relative to the fulllikelihood
G se

M C se

SM C se

G M C se

P L � M C se

F L � M C se

Param eters� Fixed Random Fixed Random Fixed Random

�1 1.01 1.01 1.63 1.56 0.99 1.03
�2 1.01 0.99 1.78 1.68 1.01 1.05
�3 0.97 1.00 1.84 1.50 1.00 1.06
1 1.00 0.99 1.44 1.47 1.00 1.04
2 0.97 0.99 2.02 1.56 1.01 1.05
�1 1.00 1.00 1.65 1.57 1.00 1.03
�2 1.00 0.98 1.60 1.44 1.02 1.06
�
2
e0

0.99 0.99 2.68 1.56 1.00 1.03
Resultsfor1 underdi� erentdistribution assum ptions| degreesoffreedom for

�
(i)

j � �
2(d1)and e

(i)

k;j
� �

2(d2)
d1 d2

1 1 1.00 1.00 1.59 1.69 1.01 1.09
3 3 1.00 1.01 1.55 1.43 1.01 1.07
3 10 0.99 0.98 1.48 1.41 1.01 1.07
10 3 0.99 1.00 1.51 1.51 1.01 1.04

� M onte Carlo standard errors(M Cse)forthe estim ated param etersin �versusthe pro-

posed a.s.e.’s (G se) of��,com puted by V
(�)

G
de� ned in Theorem 1.Com parison between

the M Cse forG se (G M Cse) and the M Cse for the a.s.e.’s com puted by the sandwich es-

tim ator,V (�)

S
,given in (27)(SM Cse).M Cse com puted underthe fulllikelihood (FL)and

underthe partiallikelihood (PL).Resultsare shown forcases A and B ofAssum ption 1

with � xed and random �
(i)

j
.

Theorem 1(i)with the M onte Carlo standard errors(M Cse).Allthe ratios
are 1 orvery close to 1 and thism eansthatthe proposed a.s.e.’shave very
sm allbias.Biasexists because we use the a.s.e.’s asestim ates forthe true
s.e.’softheparam etersin �nitesam ples.Actually,Lem m a 1 provesthatthe
biasconvergesto 0 asthesam plesizesincreaseto in�nity.In thisstudy,for
sam ple sizesn(1)= 1000 and n(2)= 500,the biasisnegligible.
Now we com pute M onte Carlo standard errorsforthe a.s.e.’s com puted

by the m atrix V
(�)

G
(G M Cse) and for the a.s.e.’s com puted by the m atrix

V
(�)

S
(SM Cse),de�ned in (27).The ratio (SM Cse)/(G M Cse)com paresthe

variability ofthe two di�erent estim ates ofthe a.s.e.’s.This ratio is com -
puted fortheparam etersin �and theresultsareshown in colum ns4 and 5

ofTable1forboth caseswith �xed and random �
(i)

j .Alltheratiosaresignif-
icantly largerthan 1and thisfactindicatesthatthea.s.e.’scom puted by the
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sandwich estim ator V (�)

S
have larger variability than the a.s.e.’s com puted

by oursuggested estim atorV (�)

G
.

Now,asto the e�ciency ofthe m ethod,we com puted the a.s.e.’s under
the fulllikelihood (FL)and underthe partiallikelihood (PL)given in (4).
Theratio ofthe two a.s.e.’s,

e�ciency=
PL � M Cse

FL � M Cse
;(28)

isgiven foralltheparam etersin �in thelasttwo colum nsofTable 1.These
ratiosactually show thee�ciency ofthem ethod relativeto theFL.In both
cases the e�ciency is very satisfactory since the ratios are close to 1.The

e�ciency lossisvery sm allforcaseA with �xed � (i)

j and relatively sm allfor

case B with random �
(i)

j .
In thesecond partofTable1,wem akethenonnorm aldistributionsm ore

skewed to the right by changing the degrees of freedom ,d1,and d2,for

�
(i)

j � �2(d1) and e
(i)

k;j
� �2(d2).Allthe results rem ain the sam e for case

A with �xed �
(i)

j and the only di�erence in case B with random �
(i)

j isthat
thee�ciency ratio ofthem ethod relativetothefulllikelihood (lastcolum n)
becom eslargerbutrem ainssm allerthan 1.10even in theextrem ecasewith 1
degreeoffreedom forboth d1 and d2.Thus,thederived asym ptoticstandard
errorsgivesatisfactory resultsfordistributionswith verylongtailsthatoften
appearin applications(e.g.,in �nanceand banking).
Fortheparam eters��(1);��(2);�

2

�(1)
and �2

�(2)
weused theform ulasin (5),

(6),(7)and (8)provided in Theorem 1(ii)and (iii)and we derived results
sim ilar to the previous ones.It should be pointed out that the sandwich

estim ator does not provide correct a.s.e.’s for case A with �xed �
(i)

j for

the param eters ��(1);��(2);�
2

�(1)
and �2

�(2)
.O ur novelform ulas in (5) and

(7) show what corrections should be m ade in order to obtain the correct

a.s.e.’sin thiscase.Thea.s.e.’sareevaluated attheestim ated valueof�;

�

�.
Notethatallthea.s.e.’sarefunctionsof�excepttheonesfor�� 2

�(1)
and ��2

�(2)

(elem entsofthem atrix
_
� �(i) in Theorem 1)thatrequirefourth m om ents(or

cum ulants)for�(i)j .In general,thefourth-ordercum ulants, ,areprescribed
by the following property:ifx = y+ z with y and z independent random
variables,then  x =  y +  z.Thus,in the m odelused in the sim ulation,it

holdsthat x(i) =  �(i) + 0,sincetheerrors,e(i)0j,areassum ed to benorm al,
having fourth-order cum ulants equalto 0.Thus,the sam ple fourth-order
cum ulantsofx(i) were used forthecom putation ofthea.s.e.’sfor��2

�(1)
and

��
2

�(2)
.

The a.s.e.’s can be used for hypothesis testing ofthe param eters.The
powerofthe testsisalso robustwhen the sam ple sizesare quite large due



SAM PLES W ITH LATENT VARIABLES 21

to the applicability ofthe m ultivariate centrallim ittheorem .In the above
sim ulation study,weuse,asan exam ple,H 0:�1 = 0 versusH 1:�1 < 0 in case

A with �xed �(i)j .Usinglevelofsigni�cance�= 0:05;H 0 isrejected when z<

� 1:645 wherez=

�

�1=��
2
�1
.Thus,theexpected power(EP)isapproxim ately

EP(��1)= �
�

� 1:645+
��1

M Csefor�1

�

= 0:956;(29)

wherethe�function isthestandard cum ulativenorm aldistribution and we
com pute the powerforthe actualvalue of�1;��1 = � 0:01.W e also com pute
the sim ulated power(SP)as

SP =
# oftim esthat[

�

�1=(a.s.e.of

�

�1)]< � 1:645

1000
= 0:967:(30)

Thus,the results supportthe robustnessofpower for nonnorm aland cor-
related populations.Thepowerforoverall-�tm easureswasinvestigated by
Satorra and Saris[36]and Satora [34]in structuralequation m odels.
The robustness ofthe chi-square test statistic is shown in Table 2 for

case A with �xed �
(i)

j .The m ean and the variance ofthe 1000 sim ulated

valuesofQ (

�

�)in (4)are close to the expected 6 and 12,respectively.Also,
the sim ulated percentiles in the second row are close to the expected ones
given in the �rstrow ofTable 2.For sim ilarstudiesusing sim plerm odels,
see [30,32,33]and [25].
In sum m ary,the m odelin (1)with the errors-in-variablesparam eteriza-

tion can form ulatethem ultipopulation analysisin am eaningfulfashion.The
corresponding statistical analysis under the pseudo-norm al-independence
m odelgivesa sim pleand correctway to conductstatisticalinferencesabout
the param eter vector � withoutspecifying a distributionalform or depen-
dency structureoverpopulations.In practice,�containsalltheparam eters
ofdirectinterest.Theasym ptoticcovariancem atrix and standard errorscan
bereadily com puted using existing procedures,and providea good approx-
im ation in m oderately sized sam ples.The proposed a.s.e.’s have sm aller
variability than the variability ofthe robust sandwich estim ator,provide
high e�ciency relative to the full-likelihood m ethod and can be used for

Table 2

M onte Carlo m ean,variance and percentiles for the chi-square teststatistics with 6
degrees offreedom

M ean = 6 V ariance = 12 10% 25% 50% 75% 90% 95% 99%

6.0 11.7 9.2 23.6 49.7 75.9 90.5 96.3 98.9
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hypothesistesting with robustpower.Forinstance,in thesim ulation study

foroneofthem ostim portantparam eters,�1,in case A with �xed �
(i)

j ,the
variability ratio is1.65 (seeTable1),thee�ciency ratio is1.00 (seeTable 1)
and the power ofthe test H 0:�1 = 0 versus H 1:�1 < 0 is 0.967.Thatis,if
the standard deviation ofourproposed a.s.e.for�1 is1,then the standard
deviation ofthe a.s.e.for�1 com puted by the robustsandwich estim atoris
1.65.Also,ourproposed a.s.e.for�1 iscloseenough to thea.s.e.for�1 using
the fulllikelihood,and the power ofthe test is very high,0.967,and very
close to the expected power,0.960.

5. Application. An application form odel(1),estim ated by m inim izing
(4),and forTheorem 1 ispresented by analyzing a data setfrom the Bank
ofG reecewith annualstatem entsfortheperiod 1999{2003.W eexam inethe
relationship between assetrisk and capitalin the G reek banking sector.As
capital,we use totalcapitalover totalbank assets (capital-to-asset ratio).
The variable fortotalcapitalincludescore capital(tierI)plussupplem en-
tary capital(tier II)m inusdeductionssuch as holdingsofcapitalofother
creditand �nancialinstitutions.Asm easuresforassetrisk,we usethe two
m ain com ponents ofrisk-weighted assets which reect credit and m arket
risk.Thereisa two-way direction e�ectbetween capitaland assetrisk,and
theserelationshipscan beanalyzed in a m ultivariatesetting with sim ultane-
ousequations;see[7]forthelifeinsuranceindustry.Barano�,Papadopoulos
and Sager[6]com pared the e�ectoftwo m easuresforassetrisk to capital
structureby approaching latentvariablesfortherisk factorsvia a dynam ic
structuralequation m odel,and they pointed out the di�erences between
largeand sm allcom panies.They �tted latentvariablem odelson a balanced
data setconcentrating on com paniesforwhich data forallyearsare avail-
able.In such balanced caseswe ignore com paniesthathave been bankrupt
orhavebeen m erged with othercom panies,and new com paniesthatstarted
afterthe�rstyear.In m any studies,researchersareinterested in exam ining
such com paniesand �tlatentvariables,such asm acroeconom icand risk fac-
torsorm easurem enterrors,in a highly unbalanced data set.Papadopoulos
and Am em iya [26]discussed the disadvantages ofthe existing m ethodsfor
unbalanced data.Them ethodology proposed in thispaperisappropriatefor
highly correlated,nonnorm aland unbalanced data.Also,Theorem 1ensures
robustasym ptotic standard errorsand overall-�tm easures.
In thispaperweanalyze �rstdi�erencesofthelogarithm ic (ln)transfor-

m ation,which actually approxim ate percentage changes,in order to avoid
spuriousregression,nonstationarity and cointegration to som e extent.The
explicitform ofthe m odelis

�ln
�
capital

assets

�(t)

j

= �1�
(t)

j + "
(t)

1j;
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�ln
�
creditrisk

assets

�(t)

j

= �2�
(t)

j + "
(t)

2j;

(31)
t= 2000;:::;2003;j= 1;2;:::;n(t);

�ln
�
m arketrisk

assets

�(t)

j

= �3�
(t)

j + "
(t)

3j:

Theabovem odelisacon�rm atoryfactoranalyticm odelwith oneunderlying

factor,�(t)j ,thatexplainsthe relationshipsofthe three observed variables,
and itisa sim ple case ofm odel(1).The param eter �1 is�xed equalto 1,

for identi�cation reasons,and this actually assigns the latent factor,�(t)j ,
to have the sam e units as the corresponding observed variable.The vari-

ables�(t)j ;"
(t)

2j and "(t)3j are assum ed to follow nonnorm aldistributions,since
the observed variables have long tails,which is very com m on for �nancial
variables.Thesevariablesalso have unrestricted variancesovertim e dueto
the heteroskedasticity over tim e ofthe observed variables.By viewing "

(t)

1j

asm easurem enterror,then asa sm ooth and invariantlatentvariable over
tim eitisassum ed to follow a norm aldistribution with equalvariancesover
tim e.Also,we assum e thatthe autocorrelation ofthe observed variablesis

explained by the autocorrelation of�(t)j and thatthe errors "(t)
kj
;k = 1;2;3;

areindependentovertim e,which isa com m on assum ption when weanalyze
di�erencesand applicationsin thisanalysis.In general,ifthereisstillauto-
correlation after taking the �rstdi�erences,we can try second di�erences,
and so on.
Frequently,in �nanceand banking weareinterested in exam ining there-

lationship between assetrisk and capitalratio,particularly when the asset
risk increases or decreases signi�cantly.In these cases the restricted vari-
ables ofasset risk have truncated distributions,in addition to their long
tails,and the issue ofrobustness ofstandard m ethods to such nonnorm al
data becom es very im portant and necessary.Especially in the cases with
restricted variables,thealready unbalanced data losetheappearanceofthe
banksin consecutive years,since they do notsatisfy the required condition
every year.Therefore,itisvery di�cultand in m any,ifnotall,applications
itisim possibleto m odelthetim eseriesstructure.Then m ethodologiesthat
focuson m odelingrelationshipsbetween variableswithin theoccasions,such
asthe proposed m odelin (1),becom every attractive and useful.
Table3 showsresultsform odel(31)using theproposed m ethodology for

alldata and for data arising by restricting one ofthe observed variables.
Form ore details,see theexplanation in Table 3.Table 4 showsthe explicit
pattern ofm issingvaluesforthecasewith m arketassetrisk lessthan � 0:05.
Thus,ifwe try to reform ulate the four correlated sam ples as independent
sam ples based on the m issing pattern ofthe banks,then we end up with
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Table 3

Results for the coe� cients �k;k= 1;2;3;ofm odel(31)for severalcases:for allavailable
data (colum n 2) and for data thatarise by restricting one ofthe observed variables to be

signi� cantly positive (> 0:05) (colum ns 3,5 and 7) or be negative (< � 0:05) (colum ns 4,
6 and 8)�

W ithout Restrictionson Restrictionson Restrictionson

restrictions capital-to-assetratio creditrisk ratio m arketrisk ratio

All > 0:05 < � 0:05 > 0:05 < � 0:05 > 0:05 < � 0:05

n = 68 n = 23 n = 39 n = 37 n = 18 n = 26 n = 41

�1 0.96 0.53 0.47 0.61 1:00 0.82 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1:00 1.00 1.00
(| ) (| ) (| ) (| ) (| ) (| ) (| )

�2 0.45 0.36 0.57 0.16 � 0:03 0.54 0.58
0.46 0.68 1.21 0.25 � 0:03 0.66 0.58
(1.95) (1.58) (0.43) (0.94) (� 0:13) (2.18) (4.57)

�3 0.48 1.00 0.16 1.00 0:54 0.73 0.51
0.50 1.88 0.34 1.64 0:54 0.89 0.51
(1.98) (3.00) (0.56) (4.69) (2:74) (2.37) (3.76)

�For each cellwe report the standardized (� rst row;see [10]for a de� nition) and the
unstandardized (second row) coe� cients, and the value of the z test [unstandardized
coe� cientoveritsasym ptoticstandard error(a.s.e.)].Thesum ofthesam plesizesforthe
fouryears,n(2000) + n

(2001) + n
(2002) + n

(2003),appearsin the third row foreach case.

Table 4

Pattern ofm issing data for the case with di� erences ofthe ln’s for m arketrisk
ratio < � 0:05�

G roup N um berofbanks 2000 2001 2002 2003

1 2 0 0 0 2
2 1 0 0 1 0
3 2 0 0 2 2
4 4 0 4 0 4
5 1 0 1 1 0
6 3 0 3 3 3
7 1 1 0 1 0
8 1 1 0 1 1
9 1 1 1 0 1
10 1 1 1 1 0
11 1 1 1 1 1
Totalnum berofbanks 18 5 11 11 14

�In the last four colum ns the nonzero num bersindicate that for the corresponding
group (num bered in colum n 1)the num berofbanksstated in colum n 2 appears in
these particular years labelled in row 1.The nonzero num bers in colum ns 2{6 are
the sam e in each row.
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11 independent sam ples that have very sm allsam ple sizes| sm aller than
four| and m ostofthem having justoneobservation.Therefore,theanalysis
ofbalanced data isnotpossiblesincethereisonly onebank thatappearsin
allfouryearsthatsatis�estherequired restriction.Also,theanalysisoftim e
seriesstructureisnotpossible,sinceallsam plesthathave banksappearing
in any two orm oreconsecutiveyearshavesam plesizeslessthan three.The
m ethodology suggested in thispapercan beapplied to fourcorrelated sam -
pleswith observationsfrom thefouryears,respectively.Thesam plesizesfor
the fouryearsare 5,11,11 and 14 from 2000,2001,2002 and 2003,respec-
tively,and the sum ofthe foursam plesis41 (see the lastrow in Table 4).
According to ourm ethodology,weanalyze41 observationsfrom banksthat
appear in at least one year.In this case,there are 18 di�erent banksthat
appearin som eofthefouryears.Itshould benoted thattheestim ated pa-
ram etersofinterest,�2 and �3,belong to the vector�and thus,according
to Theorem 1(i),theirasym ptotic standard errorscan becom puted by the

covariance m atrix V
(�)

N I
.The com putation ofV (�)

N I
involves m om ents only

of�rstand second order,and this issue isvery im portantespecially when
the sam ple size,as in this exam ple,is sm all.O nly the asym ptotic covari-

ance m atrix V
(vec(�

�(i)
))

G
,de�ned in (8),requiresfourth-orderm om entsfor

itscom putation,and foritsusewe need largersam plersizesthan the sam -
ple sizes ofthis exam ple.Thus,we can �tpaneldata m odels ofm oderate
sam ple sizesrelative to the num berofestim ated param etersand m ake sta-
tisticalinferenceforthem ostim portantparam eterswithoutusing m om ents
oforderhigherthan two in theanalysis.
Also,in thecasewith allbanks(with no restriction on any observed vari-

able),there are 20 di�erent banks that provide data for som e ofthe four
years,creating a very unbalanced data setwith only 12 banksappearing in
allfouryears.AsTable 3 showsin thiscase,ifwe add the banksthatap-
pearevery year,then wehavea totalof68 observationsfrom the20 banks.
Actually,these 68 observations were analyzed in four correlated sam ples,
giving consistent estim ates,and correct and e�cient asym ptotic standard
errorsrelative to thesandwich estim ator,despitethenonnorm ality and au-
tocorrelation ofthe variables,according to Theorem 1.
The standardized coe�cientsin Table 3,in the case withoutrestrictions

on theobserved variables(colum n 2),indicatethatthelatentfactor,�(t)j ,is
strongly associated with thecapital-to-assetratio,0.96,and hasalm ostthe
sam e degree ofcorrelation with the two m easures for asset risk,0.45 and
0.48.The resultssigni�cantly change when we restrictone ofthe observed
values on signi�cantly positive or negative.W hen we restrict the capital-

to-assetratio on positive values,the factor �(t)j coincideswith m arketrisk,
and gives a stronger and signi�cant correlation with capital-to-asset ratio
than theonewith creditrisk.Theresultsfound byrestrictingcapital-to-asset
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ratioon negativevaluesarenotstatistically signi�cant.W hen werestrictthe

creditrisk ratio on positiveand on negative values,thefactor�(t)j coincides
with m arketrisk and capital-to-assetratio,respectively,and issigni�cantly
correlated with capital-to-assetratio and m arketrisk,respectively,0.61 and
0.54,and notwith the othervariable.Com paring the resultsfrom the last
two colum ns to the results ofcolum n 2,we observe that the standardized
coe�cients for � 2 and �3 are higher in these colum ns than the ones in
colum n 2.Also note thatin colum n 7 the m arketrisk givesa m uch higher
standardized coe�cient,0.73,than the credit risk,0.54,and indicates the
strongestrelationship between capital-to-assetratioand assetrisk.Allin all,
asexpected,thecapital-to-assetratio isalwayspositively correlated to both
creditand m arketassetrisk.Also,theresultschangewhen werestrictoneof
theobserved variablesto bepositive ornegative,and thusitisworthwhile.
Even though thepaneldataarehighlyunbalanced and additionallylosetheir
consecutiveappearanceovertheyears,ourm ethodology can beapplied and
can providecorrectstatisticalinference.
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