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* # % 7 & (Research Method) °

BEFEASMELALIT AT PRI
# &' Yy B % B

(bR R R 2R IAE R, JE 100083) G KA RIERE, M 510006)
CAbE AL T2 B A SCHRERE, JERT 102617)

 E OUAAFTSHHRBBRRFEINLEARRMELRSG—ANFRA, AT % AHFEEZ)BH KL H
EATRA, S THEGTA S 0. AR T SO RZEMG I m AN, LI FK, B S
#9% &, # 4 2@ o Hr(latent profile analysis, LPA) R AAK A S BF R B2 A SATH K, AL M0
MAEUEZAT A FRLBEZFE . LPA SELAUNRA TS BERERE, AARET LPA £4
AT A ARG R 28, SRR A, HAZR, Bkt A, JEREHTFFTHIEAT LPA B A
W REZEER. KB, RETARHRG T @,

XgEiE IAMRA T BAEN@ON,; FRAK

S B849: C93

1 5]

TEALLBUIT W24, L SCE B 58 J A4 25
B AL R & SO HTIIT, FR
BAYFIH . 520 (Bergman & Lundh, 2015), i%&12
RS TE S FARA S Sy, (FESE Berh i R 3
i & i T 4k(Woo, Jebb, Tay, & Parrigon, 2018),
LT, LIS e B S B AP AE I F R
BR: ()5BS MR B A A R R DGR . A X
WA L S 2% Bl 1 5 5 1 G 4
BTV AR | B A4 SN 2 (Macrae &
Bodenhausen, 2000; Woo et al., 2018); (2) fREHE

A, SR LT 52 SR AR A SO :
EQ§E%2£§Z£ji§zfiiiigg & Gagné, 2018), 41651 1P 1A TR
A A T OB A2 o 90 45725 > F?ngf?ﬁ?%fﬁ;fﬁéﬂﬁgﬁiﬁ
SRR R, (A A ey e o IR S B B

8174 (Morin, Morizot, Boudrias, & Mad 2011) (Gabriel, Campbell, Djurdjevic, Johnson, & Rosen,
orin, Morizot, Boudrias adore

o ’ et o . T 2018), AE T ELEIES T, AR
45 SO S BAGH A, BIIT2 300 A ) * S

HhL B IS B AR T B AN R RRAE R AT 7 A
Iy, T 7R AR LA I RCR s G)AUAT LT
FARZ S22, BREH T RN A

i3

(45 TR R 48 B AR v ) S AR PO BRI T &, (HAE
Se bz

R 2 e E BIRE LR R, ERDA
& Ay s (person-centered), EEHTEE S (Al e.g.,
Mikikangas & Kinnunen, 2016; Wang & Hanges,
2011)6 RAAMASH Hts O F 5% I 45 S 1R AR 8 A 1R 7]
e g AR R A PR A 43 B A [6) B 09 43 BT e
A, HAYRIRH 5T (Schmiege, Masyn, & Bryan,
2018); HAE 4 24U T Sy 2 4003 9 1% FH AN (B R B AE
(O)F BT SRR AT RRE G A TREA, KR
Bk R R AR F P B R (Howard &
Hoffman, 2018), H4E3T B #5E (Morin, Bujacz,
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* [ F I RBEE IS H (71802019, 71902048); H & EETFEXB? njﬁljfm,/,oo \etﬁr?%"’ 2018)’,Eﬂf)\ .

A SCHRLIE 4 H (18YIC630230). FNHAR T =R I (OIS0 B
WAEVEH: K, E-mail: zhangj@outlook.com F, B mEAT DURAEIESR(ETR,

1056



57 Fro g A WA S B AR ST R S Y 1057

FH, 2018, p9), AH LT LIS 5 S vt RO BIF 5 A X
ZIUIER MM RZRM T, BEAFEITIEL
PER RGO, (S)FRAE T — PR 46 =5 o B 4 28
A oL B B AR, BN FE T T AR A S SO =
A AR VS ERIE ST R IR T 5 R 5 B2
SR TAER AR, IESE T 448 B3R TAERA
By (Gillet, Caesens, Morin, & Stinglhamber,
2019).

PIAMAA Ao BB 5 B AR U 2 B0 16 434 7 1%
RZ, WiiteG B ETH . BB, W
I 1E 43 #r (latent profile analysis, LPA)Z—FHT 2%
B AR R i I GE Tt A vk, 8t i AR 2800
7R 5t R R R AR T AR i ] Y OCER, SIS i
A5t 2 B W SR i ST o AH EL P I (E S E . RS
WAL 4eJr ik, LPA X B 4 SRR oy H AT
BRI EAl T, -2 s . % W (Magidson &
Vermunt, 2002), #4785 T 73 B /e & R BT F B0 A
WATH K, A=AJEE: (DAR SR ROHYZ
AN U ) 22 3 T 2 D (X Z T IR R R
fift, JLHIETEM R AR, ARV T LA &
AL B (Laursen, 2015); (3)X FhiF o8 KARKE:
BREME HRER, S Mg, XHERERN
FeVEA X8 /D (Bergman & Lundh, 2015), {HiX A
RZ AR LPA N A ) BE fit(Bergman, Magnusson, &
El Khouri, 2003), $# 53R W], H Wang Fl Hanges
(2011)7E4 7] Organizational Research Methods I
KR REEION A EE G, DA
OISR B AR5 5] T P & J (Morin et al., 2018),
B2 N T KR AMS (Isler, Fletcher, Liu, & Sibley,
2017; Merz & Roesch, 2011). #1214 % (Wasti,
2005)., PRI Z(Chambel, Lorente, Carvalho, &
Martinez, 2016). T./Ezi#l(Valero & Hirschi, 2016) .
BA 12 (O°Neill, Mclarnon, Hoffart, Woodley, &
Allen, 2018) ., %4457 3li(Fouquereau, Morin, Lapointe,
Mokounkolo, & Gillet, 2019) \ Yk & 1A% (Bouckenooghe
etal., 2019)5F45K . FHT, ZIATER NP AR £
ENHTHE S OS2 SN om
Ji, sk, MRH, KT, 2015 TSR, iK%
= RWE, ¥, FMIT, 2014),

TEE N HLEAT R0k, & kR TR 2
BB, S AHOCTTEMF R Al . fEE SR E
FWFFERR, IR0 4 0 PR 2 400k %) Rz P 1% L e 5
WOHL AT NIRRT RR Tz kWA S

B HOHE . BARRELAE: (1) i B LA Ay
D5 LR RSy L BT B AR R S L LPA
PAA A o AR GEmt 5 TR BBk i, A BT
S M7 WA I A (R (2) 3 i A
AN LT 2 GUSN T LPA 1 R, A B T2
T RIZDT BR8N HT B BRSSO
U WIS AT LR (3)iE i B A A 8%y 1
JSE T Pb B4 20 SR T R I, A B T R R O TR
FHRERAEE, S B () LPA AR | fifthe ]
RS AE P AE DT TR TRk LPA BEFE R

2 BAEHESH

21 UZEEARLHUNMAROLHAREEZH
=5

IS PO I RF R B AR R AR TR B LA
PRRFAE, {H 23X S RRAE RS2 1 IS s AF 5T, %+
PRI & 7% 1 28 HAE A% 01 2 A B 19 (Aguinis &
Gottfredson, 2010). FlaN4r#r K HAMHERE, —
W22 BEHURA 104, o 2 038 B3 248 &y 2208
kKT, FEARS T 5L 1 (Cohen, Cohen, West, &
Aiken, 2003), UL 52 TOI% S EOW ML BR AR . L)
AR H O B F 5T B AR S B RE AR S S LA T
BRI, A BEEARN T ELAE 5L TH
WG, (H T2 8, Xt Z S B Rl R R
LA HRE S T TR A A I LT R
HAMEMRATWEZERF, 822, DA ER T
ORI S R A A G & FME R, HL gk R
TN W 5 H % B A 5] J7 (Robins & Tracy,
2003).

AR 5t Ay vcs R LA A A Rl BRI 5T B AR A
BTk L AR A 22 5 (Bergman & Lundh,
2015), MBESE H A, LIS bl BRI 2
BZHMXER, TRPLHERZMRET HERNE
KA, DAASA A v R 5 F AN [ 1 S R A
EEH A, ORI AL S 0 F R, AT
RABEE, 1T E B E A R BTRY, 15 5
FEAS TP AR S i, RO AR J AR 5t 45 b SR AT DA AR
DHUE T TS AE N K A B, AP 2R RIXT £ A i
A N BT R ) . N &5 H IR,
T 5 8 A8 T8 344 BT b R 00 PRI A St 19 5 22 40 F 15 L
Ji B WAEF AT AR S G, I TR A 04 50 1 AR
AR . MRS 5 B B A,
FHALLHATHHIG . 2R . S HAE ST, A
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AL W] B R 2 [E] () 22 5 (Stanley,
Kellermanns, & Zellweger, 2017), #R&iT5LFRH 2
A7 76 B8 b A9 ¥ 7 ) T (Meyer, Stanley, &
Vandenberg, 2013), MGtk E, AiETEA
[F) A5 8 AR S 22 8] (9 AH B R, SR R IR 4
. M. BIESHT . SEM. BRI AW
LT, JEEEMENAER RRNEGGIE,
HORFAYE ST . RS, LPA. WA &) 1H 1
A | VAR I 2 AR B X L3R
lo MEREMLERKES, BREXNVXR, L
A L A DA b AR BN RS, A
Bl T i R I] — R J8L (%) AN [R] 77 Tl (Zyphur, 2009)
22 BEINESHHELRRE

VI AE 0 TE A3 AT 2 A VA ) AR R A R
Hh L RIFR AR A OC R ST, A B AR
o (] 11 DG 3D 3 o WS AR 2 ) AR B e ik, T 4E KR
A1 FE AR IE] ) SR S . AR R S B A
A5 N B MRS A3 A AT L 2D BOE R B T AE S
TS R R, RIS I A AR i N A R
ELUA R 2 {5 7] (Collins & Lanza, 2010), 53 —Fh
LB S LPA 2R IR A 155 (mixture model) Ay i
TEZ2 0553 11 (1atent class analysis, LCA), P&
BRI H X RN AR 2 B R, XA
FET LPA X By B 2 IS AR 5, T LCA %
ARRIAN AR, (H RS o A B R A R
(Lubke & Neale, 2006), 41U T =400 58 0 Z4H
BRI AN WA bRk R B AR i, H AR AR
& LPA. sKifils . MRBERISKALGR (2010)ff B T

LCA MRS EI, JfF45 0 T Mplus 73 fin 4o
T A ER [ PH(2018) HY AR A (M AE R A
Mplus 5 F - #EBiE YA I T LPA i 54 3
23 BEI@DASMEERFZUNMRAR L HHE

RETEEE

LPA 5¥{E5rE] . A H AR, #B
BN T ARG IASFE R . BIE T EIE TR
[F] 2% £ Y {8 A B s AR, AT PR G SR
a7 AR A3 e R i TR Al T MR 2R S, A5
X A2 1] A 5 5 19 5 £E (MacCallum, Zhang,
Preacher, & Rucker, 2002), IHAb, B8 H ] BEATE
e ] 53 R YRR, B0 R BE U R E T
FEMR, I =Fh 2 SURH 1Y LPA R IUAAFAE =
Tl 4 2L AR = 1Y 1% DL (Gellatly, Meyer, & Luchak,
2006), FT 2 4EfE 457 S RMEHIBE ST HTIL T 5
FRER(Gabriel, Daniels, Diefendorff, & Greguras,
2015)0 SRATHHTAR LT B(E 2 5 5 0 R, HX)
Bl 2OR B m, AN T e UV AR L B
162 F AL 5 B (Milligan & Cooper, 1985).
Ko RIS Hrbn e LAY, HA& 5 A
25 X B4 (Ketchen & Shook, 1996), #H b T3
Ko, VAR BN 53 AT e X S BB AT 4328,
XA T — R T AT Re M A T, fig
B B AUA 15 B AR AR HE AT R ARG, A4 T m
B TR A G S B R B 1 S 2 R (Nylund,
Asparouhov, & Muthén, 2007), FF H. 7] DA A B8
IR GHE, WIEE RN TRERCE
d A, HEmFH, 2018, p.11). Hk225 WL 2,

F1 UEERFOHUMEIFOARBEEHE

DS g v Y B A2

PAAS Ay o B 542

W H Y TR A At 18] 56 2
FHRE LA B i RS2 AR b1 U7 22
P
o
PEF HEA 175 W PR 1) 05 22 19 gt

REASAR th T LUE ™ 2R AR 4518

R AR AT . S5 MG
FINALHAE

W T 7
Br. Jeobr

EHEHEY  HRR— TEREERE

PUNTE B R 58 A ALOC R KPR 7 B

REA RN I 5T, B b [) 5G] AHE T 3R AR s A b A B A [ A A

AR AE k(0] i 415 7 UK TR

RS 23 A7 24728 2 ) 14 A 2 4L MR ) 7 R,
IR TR SRy A ek

TEAS [T A P G 30 A A ) SC 2R5 RR B oR A
FHEZS

MRVEGETT . M. ZoCEH ., SEM, BZ0 WESE . RIS LPA L MR B, e

T/ 28 B Fe B 3
ZaFEIE. AHMME. e EERWS )

BORERIR: VEH 3



57 Fro g A WA S B AR ST R S Y 1059

®2 LPA SEHUANMEIP LS ANES

K e

RFESHT LPA

P s JOEm E L, AR TR AT HE BB 206, 3T 8 SRS ™ M B ) 58 T v ok o

REAR, ZET AR bR I 2 FE AT

AT KHCRE, TEIE M T
R IR KO, R BT A
Wi s LT HEAHE AR A A4
TR L.

FH (DAFRREARBMEARR, MLHETE (Dl E/MEEH N 2R B (D)X REA i BUR, R A AT A 2
FEA RS (I RARALE T 250 04Uk QB RE . 41 I ZA); QEIELMRERT, o
Al T AMAZE S, MELOE R BN BT E AR B Q)RR AR e BB )T RE T I
Btk G)ukl R AT REAST AL R SL | 3B RN Z TSy A ESRAR 0P ST, HE LU SE B4

B (4) 7T Rl 338 e VS 7 1 T REAR i A

R IE S50 i

k6

BORERIR: VEH 3

3 BEIESNEALRITHZENRRS
R I

3.1 BESIE S E MK E R AR B

LPA 2 LA Fc 1 7 4% B B A e A
RZ—, KSR RAZBEA, HEFARRFHE
(E )M REAR AT 4128, H 2 MR Z R IETT 5
Bro LPA IR URFX AMI 2, FEmitT+
AN B o3 e BE AR B | A3 g AR R LPA T 0
Yy LUK . LSRR
311 EFTXAABHSZE

N FFAEXS AT 2 1 52 W A S IR 1Y, AR 2
G BT - R AR RR I 5 4T B 96 R (O Neeill,
Hambley, & Chatllier, 2014), 3T K AME S E 14
SHERAE B 3 AEI T 4372 AT #2578 (under controlled)
JeFE R (over controlled) 5 B8 1 B! (resilient): 7] 4%
REA R R 5T 5w S PEARAE; 2R
ERRI g, Ak, B TXECH
T2 BE s, R Rk R R IO R &
WL BT RN S B A, BT, 1E
LGP . RS R, TAERA . BIEES T
T ) I T A 45 R R AT s 7 AR R REAR R Y
AR — 5 R B =A% m . 4
O’Neill %(2014) H3EFFH A5 4 a8 W Fh A A%
FERLIEAT 4328, R RGR A L R0 e A
MR AE—r A m R e A PE—ARS b L 4 A
FTH; Conte Z:(2017)LLSEEZE NN, #ish kI
TR R TE AR ASTE Isler 55 (2017)F5E
G L e R, & BLAR b & i 5 AR L, R
Fisher F Robie (2019)3&F #1243 #7 Hit (socio-

analytic theory) A 3 T K H A K& 19 18 76 1) AT A
fiEEES, IEEBEES, B AARR
ifi B (maladaptive) . % N (adaptive) LA S /& 1 N
(highly adaptive)3 A~ F#F A, ik 22 5 7= A 3R 4y
FEBEHAERE . METX . gitathrdk. dk
REBLHIRE D775 . RR TR % 7 7F 25 5% (Herzberg &
Roth, 2006; Isler et al., 2017), Zi b, BAIET K
HAAE G AT R DA T —, ARl —
L BIE
312 ETFHNASE

PLRAT N R . RS RFLMIKS) ) &
(Seo, Barrett, & Bartunek, 2004), H F & BISIA
K EB R NES LS IMES LIS S SR AT R,
SNTE S LRI B K AT 3 — 20 53 SR AN TE B)
Bl WIS, INE SIS G el T H
KU EHIBHY 5 FEhplsrds, v LB AR
WA (low introjection) . HP45E%AY(moderate) ., ik H 3=
% (low autonomy) . H €l (self-determined) .
S 7 (motivated)5 /™) i (Moran, Diefendorft,
Kim, & Liu, 2012), JF7ER SR . AENSTHOT
W fFAE 245 . LA, Parker, Bindl F1 Strauss (2010)
TELRIR E B AT M HT R BT, B shpl o IR ag .
PR, AL, FBE RIS T8 B
5L, “FRIERE LT IR - s Y
BANENY . AR EIS T A £l <A R
g5 A — P B R GG, FRARCIE B 8 1 1 AE
H—1T8h 5 & . Valero M Hirschi (2016)3:F Fik
BB SR S RS 45 8 . TEB LAY
MEPLEL . PRSI S S A EIE, JF
UESE T ERFAE AR ICEL . TAEREA . TAEW
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BT 25
3.1.3 ETHLUKEREHLEEMNDE

KA W T IR T 2 LA A Ay vt i B AR DG T
H LUK 2 (e.g., Gellatly et al., 2006; Herscovitch
& Meyer, 2002; Meyer, Stanley, & Parfyonova, 2012;
Wasti, 2005), [FIFESE T BOR M . BRI 5 15
SR 3 NHERE, Meyer %(2012) 407 H AR AR B 7
AR AR AR AL SRR AL, I
AR BRI 2SR R R A 6 /ST,
Stanley, Vandenberghe, Vandenberg F1 Bentein (2013)
SYHIT AR R | RRIE R | AR | ORI
F AR R A | RREORE 3
6 /I TH . Meyer, Morin Fll Wasti (2018)IA N4k
TRV RN HE— 25 7 WAL &6 Z (lack of alternatives)
5K (high sacrifice), T 4 ALK #H = FR
vl r 3] 7 AEIHE, HO 7 48R e
LU EHLETE RATEME . BAh, R RERAE N
ANFER AR ZE R, 0] LU XS [ A9 H AR (Morin,
Meyer, Mcinerney, Marsh, & Ganotice, 2015), 5
A LUR R DI KR E 2 Ok K 1 . Morin 4%
(2015) LT EFXF e 20 &t XF 2 9 3 Ff 2 i L BRA
1] (I R | FR 8 AR 5 K, A BT IESE
T 7 AT SRR SRR AT 2E
3.1.4 BT REEASZE

BT AR X SR B9 E AR ThfEAE 4 55
3 WIS, LIRSS IA R S 45 55 sl iy
22473 T R 2 49 B AR L HE R, 3 AU — b
%W (e.g., Austin, Dore, & O’Donovan, 2008), #X1fij,
JLAHT R B IEAE G, B AT LA R A A
PG TS 454 B . Gabriel %F(2015) T 1%
PSR T 5 R, IFiE— B0 TR
45 55 SRR 4 F60  TAR B B2,
Fouquereau %#(2019)1A4 Gabriel %5(2015)fHHF 5%
AN 2% 231 (surfacing action)#f— 2 X4y, FFil
ik LPA UESE 1 A7 W 20H 3 2 90 180 00l BB 2 5
PHARIE LI TR, RIEETIRZ0 0,
15 44 55 BB 52 = AR bR 1015 25 57 3T LUK st
G383 A BN o PR E MRG0T 5L T2 BRIl (g R
AT AR IR B A T, K B O SR R
(psychological detachment). Jithh . FEIRLELE . #
il PRI ] 45 . Gabriel 45£(2019) B K244 0
B 53K T AT PK B AR (recovery experience) )i
RS, BV ] A AR 15 2 SR BBOAS [ 1 52 A4

B0 SR 2H A R AN TAEh A B I #E, R IARIBUR
SR SR WU B SR . DU BANTAE ., b
SRR 4 FORBEALA, ESE T IR EIHAE T
RN . BRI ELS R TEE FIER.
315 EFLEBARARRHEENSE

DR EASE — PR A OB, AH LT A
TIGEA | A BEAR, FEfE I AR TS MUK 5 I
VEFTEE S8 . BE3k . i 08 MRS (2017) 88 1.0 BB
AN 4 DAERE(HFRBEE . BITE L AL SRR 5
THEAT 2, RIAFAE R R B | IR Y /)N B A
=P S RALO IR 4 YRR S A
AL TARAKY; IR A A S 8, BRI
/N BRI A B S AR E & 2 B K- o DA
AN RAT I O BRINAR A 25 8 1 X 1% 4 2Kk
P8k, KBS N RAT N B4R 28 N B <
MRS </INFREAY, O BRAMAR F ) 2 BUAH B i i
Bouckenooghe %5(2019)%: T WIRMAAFE, AN
ORI B IRAEE . SRR R TR
6] B BT, B R R TR S R BRI, A
AN 5] 80 BB A F T, BIVAS W 320K O B BEAAE Sy
— A B AR RS A, I BRI T A [R] ) I T
EHA . TAEG EESR
3.1.6 EFLHEZARRHENSE

Chambel 45 (2016)3E 0> B 32 2 (1) A [R] 14 25
CRFR . VAT, 225 i sk O B A A | P-fif/
KAFFH, L5 FM | 55.08FLL4R 4 4F
I, e TAERA FAFTE2E 5 IeAh, AR &
SR LA TAEME 22 5, R IER B 52 %)
FFA LM ETE R, WIER A TR S
A E T o5 BT AE A LT R BT 1197 24 K%
BRI WE R, AR 6 ML B R A W
(Ruokolainen, Mauno, Diehl, Tolvanen, Mékikangas,
& Kinnunen, 2018), 5 4 T O B 52 45 SR A7 A 25
5, T REMYARREAE T P H PR M E R A
[, B S0 BT & Aol 63 T2, TS AT R
ST W SR PR ARALOC TR JR FE xR B A 2 2
LW, WG TR R 5 Uy i
ARSI

AN, HEARIZIR, LPA iR T 5 T4
B TAE S e ih 22 bk, e AR B 45 FRAR
VERRSGRAR R . TH A TAEARDC S ARIE, T LK Bk
PR 7 A SRR A T TS T 1 TR 43 BT (Médkikangas et al.,
2015), T TAEM S . fE4EFEm . Wit =
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AR E T B TR 4 ANFIH, S0
AL TR RS, S TAEMN
WA N TAE-FKEEMWSE . FEE-TAE M
A, Lee (2018)3LF Wi oA 2] 5 Fhif i,
FFUESE T AN [A) ) 1 A TAE W L HLARAT N .
BN EESEERB LNER,

32 BEIHEmASMERAMRSHLRE X EHRNHA

MBIBNZ R E, H A g 280 0] Loy AT 55
WO, RRMEGAB MR, 15 RPN
By, MR MRS SR b o 8 57 HREM
FAMPAMEZW, FHit—ASH#H—Em—K
A0 o T A o 2 1) 1 2 BT A 0 O AT A 5 24
P ROIR 5 A H 2RI (O Neill et al., 2018), AR 41
255 BT 38, O’Neill Z:(2018)3:T ik hze
BRR MAETEAT S5 bRk £ A (ool | J
vhoe B DURESCTVREY 4 AhH B shoeinlE, I H
BAZ AL SR I FAR YR o oA SR 7T Ak — 25 437 Al
BA A= i J& 3 5 ET A w9 Vs A ) T 28 1 Y 5 )
(Collins & Lanza, 2010),

Aol 5 5 M ) U AR B R R R A Y,
AN R A AR 5T & R, S Al AR AR B
HEXEIRAR R EE I, HEREMPER,
RRE R 5E T B0 — A Al T I S5 1R AE D —
A A BEIE AR ST . Stanley Z5(2017)%E T %
W e . R AR . RIEN G IR
B, NFEIK BREE S MER ARG
AR 5 Rl G . Kok
AHER | fLGA A RA . TRA, Hp
g A WL E R R, A an R A, 57
OCRIITIH, 2P A A R A 25 . LA LA
KR E R B ERFEL . Kollitz, Ruhle il SiiB
(2019)FE 35 R A Ml e ) SE e 28 AU A, DIk &
1% /W & (socioemotional wealth), ZZJEAR I A
2ERFAEAE Ry A3 SRS, W G5 £l e A S e A
SR ARAS A . EL R AR . 2B TR
TR ERRM . EX AR 5 A2, A
HFAERZE R, AL A2 R - LPA B i
HREH

4 BEFNEASTEAMNTREEIE
E

P C 2k R, BE5EM T LPA M H
25 TR DL B ELR A Hh i R R R T

4.1 TEXHZRE

e, B AT A ) A 1 A A R e 2 X
(Woo et al., 2018), LAAAA Hhuly (A HFFE B8 £ (1) 2
Hgh=, 43 3 RO (D)X E FEUm = L,
AR A AR R 5T, AN T 2 W
ARV A Ho i 22 5, S Ry A0 5 1) At <R AR
L Z DA FREHE, ilUn Gabriel 5(2015)4 ¢
1525 55 S BIFFE; ()N B R AR 7E 4 8 25 ALY
FREM, HRTEHE 2 A7 4 FoA A BRI 8, X
INE 1B 5 ] R < R A v R 5 A A R 2R R T
ek 2, DLEIRB A Jr g H, #ilan Kam,
Morin, Meyer F1 Topolnytsky (2016)/J#5T; (3)RE
fig B b R AT DAELAAR 3 S JUS T AR DL O [T
AR 22 8] AE A A b 22 S 0 ELOR AR, % 7 1 1R 15
FEAMR A+ 0] LA4rA n AT, AN IR T A H Ak
FRAER .7, B0 O Neil £5(2018)4 ¢ 1 BA wh2e
PRI o AR5 v B DL S 5 — A O, W AR
TH] 1) 25 42 5 00 T 0 B R R AE — RN 23 5 Se g
(Mikikangas et al., 2018), {HX[FFEFEELEGEH
BRI 5E 5 BRI RS UE AN R (A B A A qE 45 2 1Y
A [ EEEAT LPA 43T I IR R A B
TG T B A 8 I 2 1 A% (Gabriel et al.,
2018)7 LPA 4347 Hi > i %8 £ 1 I 2 75 % A 3 X
14 235 SR AR B = LR R ) 7

H AT LPA FYBIFST 32 80k B0 LA R 3 U2 It
(DR —AN A it AR R 4 AL G, HoATd & A
Y pg B —E XA, Bl UK . O3
2y RILNAE OBBEASE (i 55, 2017; O'Neill
et al., 2014; Isler et al., 2017); (2)F]—HJ A [F) %}
SR A, BN ARE FAA SR . Bl AR Y
204 (Morin et al., 2015); (3)[F—728 @ AR Ay AL 1L
S BIATRA AT L SE AR R SR Gk, B RE %
ST BN AR LA 2SR, B4 Takeuchi, Li Al
Wang (2019)3& T4 42 4 4F SR A B ST 5
W&, 0 TSR 4 R8T, HEUT N
WA KB A LR oT 8 AN B RS m .
TAEE YIS LAFZHR, (92 T LPA T IR (19 1 FH Al
o PR I = 2 I O 2 AR T AR A A B 19 00 4
FESE X 4, 286 T N Gh SR AR R R B A
K BN, AW IBFEAES 4 Rk B o
TR S NG RAR R AT & . FlnaT L
EEIR AT AT T A S8, WiTE—
45 B (AT 55 B30 W A PR A 1 o e 1 2 A AR AR
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sl S G B R S b i e 11T [ N |
BAK AL ZUZIKE, %07 B A 43 A B Ak,
A LA AT T BAERAE . A ZUVRRAE LA, O P A 5
PEACHT T 57 B
42 WEMHAE

JRAE LPA RS AR H 2 [8] (1 A PR E &R,
AN WSS Z A S B, (RRAZ T TR AR B R
AFEERA A R, JCHAEV S B AR 2
KEERY SR H K IFEATE AR . LPA — B R

AF KT 500 (Meyer & Morin, 2016; Nylund et al.,
2007), FEACE R/ TG E R A TE, AR XER
SN 35 1T (Vargha, Bergman, & Takacs, 2016),
Woo FFQ0I)XT LA MG T LM, KT LPA
MR REA B - 802 481, Yang (2006)% B4
A TS B R AR IR B S0 MBI T, A RESEIRR
MG M as Ko B LIERFSE, LPA W H
P FEAR — 5 IS (LFR 3): (DEFEAS, ([HEEA
BB LK, 140 Fisher Fl Robie (2019)3E T 1] LA

#z3 LPAWMNEAFrHSHEAER

YEH (F-4) e 2R FEA IR BEA

O’Neill %£(2014) N EREBET. TAERA S| N =148
Conte %(2017) N3 IR HiFE XKH N=4763
Isler %:(2017) N AR A RAETHMEM . K HivE 2 N=6518

AR TF RS
Fisher 7l Robie, (2019) N ATERERE . TIEAR . TAERIES LR N=3137694
Moran 4§(2012) L TR . MONSIK i N =226
Valero 1 Hirschi (2016) Bl ABAVEHEL . TAEBA . ARG EE i Ny =577; Np = 949
Chambel %(2016) LDERY) TAERA A N1 = 1821; N2 = 1046
Bouckenooghe %:(2019) L FRBEA TAERA . TAEG S WA Ni =171, N2 = 190
HIR4E(2017) DFEBEA BN RATR O FAR i N =283
Bouckenooghe %£(2019) DGR TAEA . TAESHL ELIEHTE . 35524 Ny =171, N2 =190
Moazami-Goodarzi %(2019) T AE-ZKEEMR TAEEH . HIREE P Ni2; = 789
Mikikangas %5(2015) E i — P N =402, HE4E=4F
Benitez 45(2019) E YR — U N =396
Bujacz %£(2019) A — TR N = 3461
BER M 55(2017) HBRXR — i N = 381
Wasti (2005) HYURW  TAERT R, BHEE., 488 +HH N =914, N2 =336

RATH . HLLUAR TAERT)
Meyer %£(2013) LUK OFEAR. MR, Wi, & JIEON N=6501

B TARE SR
Meyer %:(2018) MOURH  TAERES . TEWEES +HH N; =346, N, = 797
Morin 4#(2015) LUK BEEE . Em il N=1096
Gabriel et al. (2015) THeEo7gh IR EAENE . AR RS e = FUH Im Ni =692, N2 =480
Diefendorff %(2019) W95 ShFff  Fmk o N =246
Fouquereau 45(2019) W5 TAEWEEE . TSI | Ny =311, Ny=311
Gabriel et al. (2019) WERY:  THEHRA. TIEERY S| Ny =520, N2 = 536
Lee (2018) THESREWR TIEWERE ., HEARITHE N =823
O’Neill Z£(2018) PIBAThEE  PABNALAE . AAES ph o 3 g N = 195; N = 92
Stanley %5(2017) Al A2 Ak Bt 7 ] N=314
Kollitz %£(2019) Ml A-RPEEL, A-ZHZUWLHE . A5 Tl N =259

BORLRIR: R
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48 TR R MR TR 20 B 5 30 0k M TR 43 7 LI
P REA AL 2 o A FREA, 4 34 LPA,
3137694 A HAARIWTST, UESE T 3T ORI A AT
PR 3 ST AR X T —RAEA, i
X LG ) T 0 5 4R AE (e.g., Meyer et al., 2013); (2)
WA B H A, FEAR A AR MR, o
B AFEARRE IR ANE — DA IR R, IR
X AEGA ] | AEAR S B AE B (e. g., Chambel et al.,
2016; Gabriel et al., 2015), X/ T LPA — ikt
ZOURA SIS LA, RO B — BT XA A,
MIEE R Z B ZMA S, ZhRME FHRENE
5% (Bergman & Lundh, 2015), {HAF5% % B0 Hr
ke ) T B T Y S BRI AR
A R B UE ) T 43 28 19 3% 38 %, Bouckenooghe 4§
(2019) & L B 5% 2 A 301) 10 250 o 7 AR AR HR A
XS,
4.3 EEDEKIFHIEE

B, N LPA dEATRRGRAS, —MArfEm
T3 RAMAE: (D)¥ R H (items) FEAT L ECF- 2, LU
B AR (R ) BT BB AE R A KR (2)
SEIFAT SR E T a8, B A R E 155
Y 23 2 (e.g., Morin & Marsh, 2015)., i K
RGO E, AR T EEE AN A, HEHT
HLFT AR R ZHOE R AR, Wl
FHPBE I WA P R 22 (MR, SR, S84k
JHIE IR G A 2 % W AY (Morin, Scalas, & Marsh,
2015), SEBr b, HIEFNRA BRI E 22, AR
fE P AT RER B e e, — MR
J7 2R I T 0 A T A Y TR 45 43 (Kam et al.,
2016; Morin & Marsh, 2015), & HF1550 I %
Aot bR R 22, H2 47 R 22 /0
B 4% BB S AR, BB S0 I RORE I 4 il
(Skrondal & Laake, 2001), 2 F1lt, LIS LPA 4
B, Wi/ AT el B IR 15 50 VE S 23 S i Sl
44 BELNRSIEHENHE

VIANA A ons (I 9 B AR T — A e 0 Y )
R 2 351 T 5 T 7 (Woo et al., 2018), Xt
7 R N B — A M (E AR, B BH, 2018),
TR ) T R e EE ) PR RO G, BRI
()37 1 Fe 1) B4 30 T (F REAAR) 7 43 S5 48 b 134
BT, QR B 22 R A S ARMEE 1T AR
B, DRL, XY A AR LA 3R R SR, R
EBE— 18] 29 B9 35 1 #5575 (Howard, Gagne, Morin,

& van den Broeck, 2016); (2)&AN 5 # B %A L%
AR, A DU A % e 1 I P % T, B
XA T AR G E L X T HoA %) T, Mikikangas
£ (2018)H I AE/NT 2%H} 13 % fH &, Nagin (2005)
DA Ay T o S AR A 1 L B D iR F 5% (3) LA
(R EP I EMHINTTE & (R EERT Y

FEGETE b, AR W k AT S k-1 A4
Pl T P 4005 i s Dfe TR 1) T A e . LPA Al —
TR PR R AL AIATIE, — PR T e i i FEAS BT fiE
G340 TR B S, O R A v ) T AR
FPAE 22 S AL v] RE 2 B AR S sUdk . 0 A ] WL
D S5 S A i, ) T 285 2R R RN 45 T 4
M5 B RHEE, MRS Peugh Al Fan (2013), W 7E
P TR R LS AR AR L 2R R B R AR
(information criteria) . 43 2 48 #7 (classification
criteria) 1 {1 & Lt 46 45 48 47 (likelihood ratio test
derivatives), 1, # FIE B EEE LL (log
likelihood) . AIC (Akaike information criteria), CAIC
(consistent AIC) ., BIC (Bayesian information criteria,
Nylund et al., 2007), ABIC (sample-size-adjusted
BIC, Tofighi & Enders, 2007); 432548 b6l & B
(Entropy), Hi¢H8 F Wi U 73 2K B 14 A0 A o Ak T
B, WEAE 0B 1 2085 ISR LA %6 T LA P
TR (kISR (k—1) 2 AR AL ) 2 ] fr) 481
BIEES, ¥R LMR (Lo-Mendell-
Rubin likelihood ratio test, Tofighi & Enders, 2007).
BLRT (bootstrap likelihood ratio test, Nylund et al.,
2007)o VA LARAREEE S0 KL . S BN A i
AR AT AE AL, PR AS A 78 26 X 1Y Il 5 {E (Marsh,
Liidtke, Trautwein, & Morin, 2009), H:#" BIC FI
BLRT Al I REEAAY 43 BT (40 N = 3137694, Fisher
& Robie, 2019). BRI & —fE i LR iR
HEFH] 5 (Gabriel et al., 2015): (1) LL, AIC. CAIC,
BIC. ABIC /NF HAh 75 4+ 4% #Y; (2) LMR #l BLRT
BE(p < 0.05), FRUIHGIN—A> ] 1 2 52T 1A
BRI BE . A Entropy AR B il T K
IR bR, (H— R A — 5 T AP 24 J5 A (R
BRI Ja T4 5 ) T I AN S JE At ) T ) R )
KF 0.7 (Nagin, 2005; Stanley et al., 2017), Clark
F1 Muthén (2017)IAK 0.8, 0.6 #1 0.4 43 HRFE T
K. FHUN Entropy fH. FEd. XA, 6
FH i3 A= FiA OB (2017)48 H, Entropy b HoAth 43
FARPRXT P R R R, A/ MEARTEIL T,
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e B2, Entropy I 2SRE B PEMUS o

H A it 3 A B 9 dE AR BIC . ABIC
BLRT (e.g., Stanley et al., 2013; Valero & Hirschi,
2016; Meyer et al., 2012), ZT{ EAF5535 H, BIC.
ABIC. CAIC Il BLRT Z£8 % ] 1 50w i A
% (e.g., Henson, Reise, & Kim, 2007; Nylund et al.,
2007; Peugh & Fan, 2013; Yang, 2006), Nylund %
o0 EMF R R, WEE AR AL, BLRT
WIRA AWK S /1, BLRT #1 T LMR . BIC
REAS AN EE — 28R 0 B BUPT RB 1, B mAR L3
BRI TERIZE . Yang (2006) % WA~ 81 R REA
Bik# 50 ELL T, ABIC A %05 /28
R e, HALR R ZA ] ABIC MW B 58
i, WENHARTRKKEZ T ABIC, X LR8I
o1k B AR B, BIC I CAIC 5 ) T A% 1)
[H ¥, 1 AIC. ABIC il BLRT fill[1] T e i %1 T8
B, UL OLT, F50aF F dUU a s o ) 1
B 5 ABIC. AABIC %535 %5 i BE S 1% (elbow

=4

plots) > 2 $& 43 A3 LU 2 41 1 45 i (Asparouhov &
Muthén, 2014; Morin et al., 2011; Petras & Masyn,
2010; Wang, Morin, Ryan, & Liu, 2016), T 7 il F1
BRI FH (2018, p.15)EEI, AnR A O Hr 48 br 22 1]
A=, WGBS I PR SRR A R R
WiE RAMZENEE . &5 Brk, B45T LPA i
T B 22 AR (3R 4) S o R (P 1)
45 EBEIEISMHWERBIEISEIEENX

LPA W& R BETT LI LI R JLAFm: (DA
BRE W50, G5 R REERA R R E A
fH; (2)5 4 AT i 275 A58 (Woo et al., 2018);
QVH R BB BB Z AT E R T SME
B[] 1M A8 £k (Marsh et al., 2009; Meyer & Morin,
2016). B 5, WA TR E /7R E (3
)R RS A A AR E, — AR
AN [RLH) T 20 58 AR BN R (f 1Y 22 5), %
SREANRE 5 BRIy 6] A2 AL (BT 0 22 5¢), AUAL & B
W2 RGN, KX S LPA I LK

BB R ERIRE

IS KA

SR bR AR A

() BB (TR RIS LI 2R, WA ER

Lok 25 5 A B
(2) BEAHITA LG AE, —BEOR & BR 5% L.
(3) MEM B AT, ik SeA7 78 5 LR AR 1 75 1

(1) AIC, BIC. SSABIC, CAIC H3E4Hi/I,

(2) BLRT X} p 7£ 0.05 /K I .3, HL—HEams

(3) £ EFCR 5 ABIC ., A ABIC S5 58 93T 28 12l (elbow

plots), #F k455,

e AR
AR x
l/]\
Y
%% BLRT HEEEABIC
HRER
ERBWICR éﬁﬁ;
EfESMEEME > LEA W “— hic
AR 4 LMR
ABIC, AABIC At
&
Y
> B e e T 2K
B e ) v Ao A A

e (]
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K%L (Wang & Hanges, 2011), {441 Gabriel %5
(2018)XF 4% 0> A AT e R AT R 3, A
B — ARSI B X MA R X, R
T X0 A I BN . Mikikangas (2018)
R TAEEBAT ISR 2 AHE, WA T X AR
LS HIAR . R, Zr M TR T 5 B E AR
KRR B 2 A A DG (AT R B 45 2R ), — MR i i
S BTSRRI AR S5 3 i R AR 22
sE I logistic [MIHE BLIE b A HT RS & &
AERE TIUM P AE 432 A8 Ha (e.g., Gabriel et al., 2015;
Mikikangas, 2018), R, AN [F] ¥ 12 5 B A B
A (4 AR A ROEE R AE AT O TE Ry )R, W] LA i 5
A Z B AT E 4 M PEN Z 4 LPA /3 Hr 4

B AR AL B 4IE (Muthén, 2002).

5 KREKFAREE

JSAE H AT SESF Y LA S O i R &,
EE DA oo F 5 AR A A O R RS
[d](Laursen & Hoff, 2006). IT 43k, %&F LPA AYHH
WS WiE T JAP, JOM., JVB, JOB %I Hl, J&
Wz AR R E AT A E R, RRTT L
U0 O 20 4 LPA BN
51 JEIMEBEIES AR KIELE, HE2E

EE LB

LPA Jj JHTE 22 (102 5 T ) /0t 1] (9 T = 7 1)
’@1%](&(6.&, Gabriel et al., 2019; Jebb, Parrigon, &
Woo, 2017; Spector, Rogelberg, Ryan, Schmitt, &
Zedeck, 2014), V5 3 D BEAT 4487 B ) 20 5 4
TR K, ST ST R R (I HAT A A NS IR 4
BIMAE A QI )), XA RTS8 5 9K
S K OB TN DR 1ab =S R N T e R
2 “LPA TFR MBS EERILZ 47, <A ATH
J5 Tl P 0 BB B A BE ) . AN AN, R ]
LPA I, 7 B ARl T 338 Sk 3 i 57 2 1 a4
(Kollitz et al., 2019; Morin et al., 2011), | an1R Xk
BRI b2 Do kAT S k=1 A5 A 5 4
(e.g., Steinley & McDonald, 2007), 4K, K&
S WP L ZURE ST 2% B 2 Ml S R T S ] R
MR RPEDT 5T 5 IH G PE R TE, T T ™ ks 19 7
[a) 4B i% (Jebb et al., 2017; Spector et al., 2014), i
Gh, X4 JR 5 T EIS AT R R S — B,
Morin 55 (2018)7A 5t T HLiE B BIF 52 2 48 BIF 5 7]
FOLE BT Y o B R A SRR Y . AR ST

B EEIe S m R SR, Xl TR
LPA HYHLSE S ™A (D)5 2EHEIRm1E
B, S RS Y B IR R TE R AT A e R R 4R
PAE N A28 HHE, B0 Bujacz, Eib Al Toivanen
(2019)ZE A 55 SE AR BRI T A, 1838 T A A s #
IR (hedonic) 3248 IR AG bR (I TAEW B . TAE-
A TGS AT ) . S B (eudaimonic) 3 4w BN FS B
(EJEE L B A T %8R o3 b = A2 ) T 5
QUFEA LSRR, ZLREAS I8 IR VG 8 R o FEAS (1 20 4
Pk B X LPA HYF2 0, 5140 Gabriel 45(2019)4435
TR A I S AR I T A A A S R R
R T A TE 26 55 (3) T PR 722 ek 55 485 SR8 d )
P, BAFIEPRIT TP C 2R, JFRER AT
FEAT X B AE A 2R (4)IE Y S L
H SRS A5 R e B IR B 3 2 A i 2 W) A A |
AR KR, S)/rKJG T LU BB, X AH G4
o % R RE A BT ik (Marsh et al., 2009; Meyer &
Morin, 2016),
52 RITEBEIEASATRBEROBEYE,

WIESERES AL EY

RAE LPA FiARRIL T RAFHIN H . & R,
{HAH LT DR &2 ohoO I RIS R AR 120 1R S 1 e
% Xof DG 25 SRR A B vy A AR D) o A . —
J5 T, VRS AE T A3 BT 23 A 2R A PR A AR 2 ]
A& X7 7% S (Asendorpf & van Aken, 2003;
Costa, Herbst, Mc Crae, Samuels, & Ozer, 2002), DA
HRE LPA IR LI iy b Ak o s A i 2 AR,
i HUAE R LB BN 7 (Woo et al., 2018); 5 —J7 1,
H A = 2198 B IESE R WSSl LPA X F LIAMA Ny
R BB 5T I A% 2 SR B A IO R RS 1 (Woo et al,
2018), HHE Meyer %(2013). Bouckenooghe %
(2019) Mk, AT LA G LU R A pr 2 1 L 43
FE bRt 45 S A TIOM Jy,  LA AW R P R AR ) 1A T
R BAMARRE T, (ALK B RO
M LPA X S 45 R0 1 2 5 B 1Y 45 380
I, AR LEAEHAT LPA W), [FIRTEZ LPA X
S5 R T 1 R AR, BN 43 A I TE Sk

LPA I FH a6 B4
53 ERBEFESWHOEAER, FER—X
BRI A

HAT LPA 20 H T AMEZE R AAE , OHE
2y AYURFETFF T, KA LI LPA R H
FNH LT 220 ) AR T $0  Bian T AE
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B4 FP A TAE B ¥ (job crafting), B W53
VI T T AR H YR [R) 4 B X T AR AR s2m (G722,
PMERL, YL, 2016), AR TAEE B AR
He g R BANE . 7540 Bucci, Emsley #1 Berry
QOINEE TR R 2/ | FL 4
fE R AR e -l R | ARl JCFE Y (disorganized),
TEH LT N R A IR TE R Ay S8R ik —
AR, TEAMEIZR, 0] LLS BT [R]— A&
AR G A S AE T, A0 A AL 43 T A TR
HZUAIR . FBAINE, PERCafE A-KVCRE., A-
SUFVCEL . A-FABAVCEL . A-ZHZUCRLSE, RA
LPA SRBFSEINIA |« DCACAFA 4= 5 B A LLAE By
UG SCIFGY . AN, B FT LR AT LPA ELHEEXT
IR HEATY R, BIANARHE T AR R - IR BIR,
Lee il Cho (2019)ifE4T 1 ¥ FE M T 73 Hr, K BLIX 7>
AR 2SR EZRTE R AL A BT, iR MR A
W) TAEZOR S TAER IR . A£ S5 XU 1T 55 4
W, LPA & W) [y n 2z B, — 85 a] L
I Z AT S, B0 A S 1A [R) 4
B WAL, 18T LAALA 2R oL, B
BIHEHLIRTFES S, X T T HERE S
b 45T Y 4 KU DR LA R
54 HHMBELEBEPEEIEONAR, TDBE

I T B9 A [F %E iz

HHT, LPA 0y 32202 5 TR A A [ 4
JE 5 A U A8k X AR AT 43 25 (Woo et al.,
2018), LPA F4 3 Y ) 10 A6 RS 0 e/ DAy 8 15 AR
[FIFEEA T EAEN:, Blinds S R EHALU P
BAAL . & TAEZ S SARERAL . B2 TAEZ R R
TR EST R RPER R, AR .OB 5 B AN T
TG (R RN, SR, fdm, JRISCHE, 2017). 48
SRR A LA A R, AN [FE R Rk T
EARES FHBAAT R RIEEES, R
BT T P 3 9 AR AR OC R e o, B 8 28 v PR 3 1 G
AR EEERIN 25, 2017), A5 FaR B, HET
AEFRTREE . BRI . AARRRIE AL 4] 1
ARSI AR 5, IAh, LPA #4803 T AE
A AT RETE B 5] 0y lhn B RGN D BEIR A
FHLARU o R R I T AR S A AUGARL, R DL AR
EHLR THEEEER ., HAGR R R
LPA A AS A B 3 T, K 9 25 1) 40 4040 4 5
ARV 2SR, T IR L i s 2 S Bk R % S IR 5
TEEHHRGR M, P, NERAE N

K, AT LRI, R AR i R 2 A R I 45 R 2% 5+,
%l 4N Diefendorff, Gabriel, Nolan F Yang (2019)¥
R E X P AER(RE L), TAZEREGT
T 48 BRI PR A8 AR, BEER T
TE 32 B 0 & AN AL XS B s 18 55 2% O X SR e, axX
e T B TR 45730 .
55 BUBAEIEMERSHEI AR

IR e IO 32 58 5 A #0143 A P R 1) 5 9 1) %
tbo MBEIME, BOZBOT AR . B T 2R
e R 2SR, DL S ko 4510 19 & Xk
5@ M. AR . ASFEATIE 5 T AE 524K
i 5 RA PR REAFEAR R 2 2 (UL Meyer et al,,
2013) CAT B RUREABFFE AR BL T AL O BIT 5 S B,
40 T 4F# & (Gabriel et al., 2015), T./Ezh#L
(Valero & Hirschi, 2016)AHFSY . TERE 0] LLRT, A
VB2 S | 1T = a1 11T W L Y VAT S ol 2
OR[N LB R R — 3, 140 Chambel
FQOOBEW TIEX AT, dEEX AR TR T)
TEEFA N | O3 ST [R5 b
B, KIAEIER 51 TAESE 5y 3 S AL & T o N B L
il v T E 2 T o VAR ) T A 1) X L (R A ) T
MR AR R W EZ Jy 1), BRI —Fp & B 4%
R385 oh—FhiiE, R AR E ST X
. Bl il Moazami-Goodarzi, Nurmi, Mauno,
Aunola I Rantanen (2019)# 220 %5 T 3 4F Y 51 T
FhE—TAE Mo, 78 3 ] 5 56k 5] T o Fs
EE.
56 MMREEFESIWHNARX, 9HEB/

¢H L0 2R B 3R 18] /i

DA AR e R A JEL B 58 4 vl A 31 A
BA L HEUZR, RKEEIBN . HAUWE s,
BA . HEURTRHE LG . AXT A2 WA T
5%, FASH AR R RN BAR A WL 3), 1
FIBNZ YR, BHEIAT LK LPA R A F T BAKT 2440
ZilY U Nz §NEZ iR c 0 N T N il T
WA WRERIA G SRR . AHZUZR, 1]
DI 36 F 41 0 1) S B O e X 2 2L AT A 2, 6
Kollitz 55 (2019)%E FZ Al 6 Fi i 4w 4 (un £
A BRI SRR HES MR, K
ALK RS 5 Fh2EAY, JRIR0E T Lk 5
T S AR AE N~ DG 55 5 T A7 7 25 57 - S I IFAR
DL F A LPA 1953 A1 &8 SR A PR A E WG AT~k
TETEFR I 3BT, A0 AR B AR JZ i 43 2
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el 3 1 N R N g 2 [N S NE T A
TR BRI BRI 4o N, AIFSRUESE T 5 F it
TSR AR R T 9 AS ) T BA 2 U A AR 45 T it b A7 AE
2% 5 (Benitez et al., 2019),

2% 30k

BBk, e, . (2017). FET AL H 5 07 10 H /N
b 57 T IR A, o [H] (O P 4, 25(1), 54-60.
PR IR, T, WA, KT (2015). KFEACEATH
o] BRI TR . OHEKREGHE,

31(3), 350-359.

TFK, YR, (2018). /A& ##-5 Mplus A7 M- A5 7.

HROK 2 A

EAR, A3, BRI, L, B8 (2017). 5K
FETEFE B Entropy 7EWE T TH 70 B oh ORI — WISEHr
REBWEI. OB FIR, 49(11), 1473-1482.

BUEEE, TR%E, BRIE, £, F#57. (2014). 3~5 2L
HRPRIL TR IR S R MR R, O B GH
7, 30(4), 427-434.

BEMEM, TRE, BEAE, FSCE. (2017). SIHIE SR ALKM
R FAERFKTAR AR B BAT AR R WA EA: —
AVELEGITH 34T, A EHA T 35 RTFR, 34(3), 81-89.

FAE, IMiERR, HRE DL (2016). TAEEIMN TIEBARIRY
Wi: TR LI Ik, AALZE DR G B, (8), 24-33.

Tk, SRER, TREGR. (2010). VELEIN DHTBORLE OB
BTN . O ZEEf A, 18(12), 1991-1998.

Aguinis, H., & Gottfredson, R. K. (2010). Best-practice
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The application of latent profile analysis in organizational behavior research
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Abstract: A person-centered approach views divergent variables as an interdependent system, and divides
the sample into subgroups according to certain participant characteristics to analyze the antecedents and
outcomes. This approach has earned much attention because it more closely approximates practice and
easier to understand. Latent profile analysis (LPA) is one analytical tool typically used for such analysis.
After comparing and contrasting person-centered and variable-centered approaches, and then LPA and
similar analysis techniques, we systematically illuminate the domains of the field of organizational behavior
where LPA can be applied. We then provide guidance for using LPA as a research method with regard to
research theme, sample requirements, the use of theory, and the determination of profile number. Finally, we
offer suggestions for the future development of LAP.
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