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Abstract 
The purposes of this research were (1) to develop quality indicators for educational management of World-

Class Standard schools and (2) to examine goodness of fit between the proposed educational management of 
World-Class Standard school model and empirical data. The samples of the study comprised 7 World-Class Standard 
school management experts and 570 teachers in World-Class Standard schools selected by multi-stage sampling 
method. The research variable was educational management quality of World-Class Standard schools. The research 
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instruments were questionnaires. The data were analyzed for descriptive statistics via SPSS and confirmatory factor 
analysis and second order confirmatory factor analysis via AMOS.  

The results were as follows. (1) There were 21 quality indicators for educational management of World-Class 
Standard schools, divided into 3 groups including 6 input indicators, 11 process indicators and 4 output indicators.    
(2) The developed model was fit to the empirical data (Chi-square = 160.436, df = 134, p = .059, 2 /df = 1.197, 
RMSEA = .022, RMR = .011, GFI = .966, CFI = .997). Factor loadings of all 21 indicators were positive with the sizes 
between 0.69-0.97. The indicator with the highest factor loading was learner competency. Factor loadings of the        
3 factors were positive with relatively similar sizes between 0.93-0.97. The factors loadings of process, input and 
output were 0.97, 0.94 and 0.93, respectively. 
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(Input) 

m_envir .730 <- -> <- -> .534 
m_ready  .715 .079 13.653* .511 
m_admin  .698 .087 13.756*  .487 
m_teach  .738 .070 14.565* .545 
m_stud  .760 .082 15.003* .578 
m_supp  .803 .085 15.431* .644 

 
(Process) 

m_learn  .760 <- -> <- -> .577 
m_manage  .808 .057 22.441* .653 
m_curri   .784 .067 16.986* .615 
m_develtc   .776 .075 16.703* .602 
m_network   .723 .066 18.474* .523 
m_develst   .849 .071 18.508* .721 
m_evalu    .852 .064 18.792* .726 
m_strat    .852 .071 18.645* .726 
m_insur   .790 .070 17.139* .624 
m_follow   .819 .078 17.746* .670 
m_reseach   .798 .070 17.291* .638 

 
(Output) 

m_achive   .809 <- -> <- -> .654 
m_charac   .860 .048 20.731*  .740 
m_compet   .943 .042 24.189* .888 
m_worldc   .852 .047 20.455* .727 

 

 
Input   .930 <- -> <- -> .864 
Process   .973 <- -> <- -> .947 
Output   .938 <- -> <- -> .879 

Chi-square = 160.436 , df = 134 , p = .059 , 2 /df = 1.197 , RMSEA = .022 , RMR = .011 , GFI = .966 , AGFI = .941 , CFI = .997 
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