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* # % 7 & (Research Method) °

FEHN A BE B EER T HHT(RI-LTA)
— N REBERETEI N REAERNDE

&

gy oy 1
I BR B

CEITRFEBRERE, HiT 361102) CALE KRFEHF LT, L5 100871)

47 2

H B BRBESEToNETEREIN, 2L BT AMEZRKF 5, Muthén = Asparouhov 3 VA
ZKF ST AL A KT S ATAE R MR T REAUAR BB A 3 T 5 AT (RILTA), E P o5t & = A 09 A K 4%
T TAAEENKT VAT 5, BobE EREGAER £ 75 TAAELEKF 2HATOMN, EAEH QRS L Ao
NER G EF 2B, BLT SR GEMBEMNGBME, EARA R F 2016 ZAF 4 of i 358 & I
TR EAEIER A TSR, Th ORI PR ELIINEIBIER LT SEREERE
MHEME, RRFRTREA R FTEEMFRK A MRS EL T )R GERE, LTUR %
KRF A6 B3 A R, KR S RTF AR IE 45 T AT R 3t o 2 8L,

KA
SEES B84l

1 Ry =

BRI T AR IERZERE T AR, W
R Bk FiRE, BER, BETIHIENR
A IR Ok 67 3 WF 58 3 1 7 BR (Collins & Lanza,
2009). R TAR MBI LR 1 2 Mo
AR E TN FAREARZ M 22 R, RETA
GV AEZE N A3 BT D002 T 0 2 AN AT L R A
2 [a] i¥) 22 5% (Wang & Wang, 2019),

TRAR LR A A ) S ARV AR 2850 43 BT (latent
class analysis, LCA), F 1950 4F i Lazarsfeld $21,
Jf-H1 Lazarsfeld . Henry. Goodman SENE— K
JEHET™, 27 TR E N TR R BE o T
SRR G IR REAS S A BB, A7 AE 2B ) s
B2 e 75 B A TS A 25500 3 Bt B AT 2B AR T ——
TE4% 75 /3 ¥ (latent transition analysis, LTA), [ I
28 90 EARH LR, WA E AR AT T B kA E
HMNIFSE AL BT (Collins & Wugalter, 1992), #57
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BHEHT N, MABRIEREH TN, BAKFHH, SRFH, HFEREMTL

T2 AR 517 8B # S (Jagenow et al.,
2015; Pan et al., 2017; Ryoo et al., 2018), E2x5
ANFE T A 5T (Cochran et al., 2015; Cosden et al.,
2015; Kenzik et al., 2015), FZFHIF F(Liu et
al., 2016; Ryoo et al., 2015),

FE I W58 & fd A A2 A iR T 2011 4F,
S MG FO XN 42112011 B K 51 AWSAEREAZ 43 By,
MZITERTE R A BGEAT . BE)E, e
SIHTRE N TR s A 0 B 3R EAT (R,
SRR, 2013; EHEBE 4, 2014, 2015), F A £
ZE B A, 2020), F/DAF R4 BRI K TR
BFGHEH AF, 2018), KA E AR XU () 2
B, BRBEA, 2018), 36 EAE ARy IR K H 5
WP (R E S, 2017; REE %, 2018), K
T3 1 AR N A AR A IR 0 & S fa (B A, 3%
¥, 2020) WTEFE S /3 O W E NSO BRAE |
FE2 PRI B — TP A IR BIESE T 125 . (Hi%
Ty AR AR R T RE, Y R B Al A SRR
SGEitEAE R, BAME AR T ARSI, B
Z — bR e, SEOZITIEAEME RS
ZFEHE 1 FEWEE A

LA
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TETEFE AR 3 B A AT LA R 20K 2278 (Nylund,
2007; Wang & Wang, 2019)c HH, 7., ) FmD
FAEVA RN ] =1 925 ¢,y = k AURTHE T,
TERTE] S ¢ A2 ¢, =m HER ., C R e, Al
%M%%%ﬁ,:%—%ﬁ%oﬁTﬁqﬁ%ﬂ
ABEE, o W JE — BB Y S 1
ﬁomT%wEﬁﬂ¢&%~¢§ﬁ%E§E,
T B £ 432 logistic [M1H, Fr IR E4IE C-1
RIS dy, dy, -+ dey YEN logits F8HR, UL
Bt d. Wl 0, i NS RA ., «, N B S
t Y50 m I AREE, B, d) D FETE H] A ¢ AH
YTESRH e, =C, JBTEH m MBESRS )
SAETAXTEMA ¢,y =C, JB TR kR
(4 LA G FRIBON B, X TR IR At =1, 2, -t
S C-1 4 a M C-1 A B ST Al an i
RERY Hp IR T L 5] A 532 AE i (covariate), HARAHE
T B EIMA p,,x BUA y,x, AR RS -2
S R R 2 R

Terjer-1y = Ple, =mlepy =k) =

exp(a,, + By + VnX)

P )]
1+ Zexp(ac, + Peady + 7eiX)
=1

WEAEFE A A7 AT LABE E /2 5K F-(single-level)
ST, BRITHEATEAS [R) B [ 5 L A 4328 B o A
SR FEASTE O, B s A — AN, BB
AR AR B 15 A [ 1 A A S 1 o 7 2 S A ) 1Y)
AR SE BB, [RIET, VB TR AR 43 AT b T LA
B T IKFE(two-level) s A, Hirp EE IR [R] &5 7= A=
1Y B AR L AT, 5 I ] SRR A
F A 22 T AE K 2 #4743 8 (Muthén & Asparouhov,
2020) o /K43 Hr T LAAS 30 5 A o 6 1 5 A AR
PR S AN 22 10 ) FR I A AN SR I (4 ) s 2 S5 i
7408, v AR 2 0] A k) 9 4 G i e 8 )
(B = A 0 FRFE AR . X — AL A 2R Sk
PR, G0 OV A R BT DR — A 2 ) A A
(latent trait-state modeling)#Y C# (Kenny & Zautra,
1995; Cole et al., 2005; Eid et al., 2017)#AZE )4
Rz REEH — D ELE A i RN 1 R T
A F; Hamaker 4% A\ LL3Z i 5 T AR E AR (cross-
lagged panel modeling) Ay fl, $&4BHIAAE (14> 5
(i) 2 S (REHLABCEE ) 3 2, o Fir A iy D00 I ) 0 HL 5%
Wi 4% E AHAR T — NS ik E] S, B2 R R R R

ZANZR (6] 22 5 B3 (Hamaker et al., 2015), Kenny
1 Zautra (1995)f P48 T KW A2 55 0T R il
RSN 40 B o AEAATTER s AR AL b, LI 45 B
TR A L AR AR E I B R 25 1Y
B 22 BTN, i E A R AR TR R B A T
UL bR, A EER W TEAESE ], ik e
Ja, WTEFNAZISTER N 52 m, HIRE
TE 28 T3 [R] (14 G ZR AN 52 15 B T o AN 738 1141 58 ] 2
M2 . Kenny F1 Zautra L} Hamaker %5 A W57
) L ] O i B S i AR B, T X ORI 8 B
FNE AE AR FE #2432 AR JE AT, Bid Ml Langeheine
(1999, 2003)RIFFY T V& A 4 I IRV A 25 0 A A8,
B JE T[] I ] i ) 5 2 288 3310 72 o RS e 2 3 A
R R L [ e A SIS A o X — AR T AR
JOT 2 BRI AR 8 A 5 AR A B, RLAE Y B I
X —2Fr. Bz, BT oainks
3 B R SR RN 22 R, W RS EUR
A R R AR SR A SR, IR B K 15
TR LE SR F AR 45 2R . L% 2020 4F, Muthén
H1 Asparouhov 1E 48 H T Bl HLAR FE W8 A2 7% A8 43 A
B, E B KOP 438 H R KT 434 9 SR AR S
MIANRARELZ G N RN ERW TR, XK
RV AR 35 B AR R R S T A T — A &
JEB B .

AR SR 5 187 B2 28 AL AR R 0 A 5 722 43 B
A, R, B IR R R 2016 AR A
B3 IR A B e A ol PR AL AR BV AR R A A 5
T, TR 90 0 58 Y A A AR A BT S S AT A T
TREBTEAZE NN R, (L3 1 B HL AR
WTEFE AR AT R o[RBT i2 I 52 R IS AR
RHY 4 7 I AEAS F 5 v BEA LA T e 5 722 3 b
BERUAG TS BN ROR, 7R A0 F: 55 Bl AL R T
AR AT AR E R B T A Ak . BE,
SIANZE T UM, 7 W) 7 BE HL R BE W 72
BB 4y BT AR R AE S8 o AT 22 AH 3 AT RN 28 HL AN
SR, O BERLAER R VA A A8 43 A AR B ) g FH R
ERMtSE, L2, ETENER ML RE
JH AL AP 5 7 e 8 3 A A 18 ke 005 AR AR A
BZ FH 52 R I LSS R A (0 vk AT R
AR A B E Z R E T X — Ik

2 REBENAE
AT 5344 Xt L 7 e 28 3 BT i £
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IRTRI 45 BEMLAR IR TS 7R A8 0T (RI-LTA) —— 8 H TREL A8 54N 2 1] 25 S 19 43 85 1775

R EAN A, ARagiEENFREXN X —F AR
FET AR, B 1 JRIR T R T S 2 B
BEAIL R W AR 5 R AR B AR IR . Horp R
FAL AL, Yit> Y12+ Yip AR a] 5 ¢ Y p SR
TIHEBR, yar, yao..., yop FRERBTRIAL o F1Y p SR
FE%, o ARERIT ] AL 6 TETESE AR &, o (RERAT

6] 53t PRI AL

B R SRR 2 I 0L B8 £ A 43
B2

BEMLEUE £ BE AT LU B i 2 I TE R -,
WA LUE—A 2 r e i, [HARYE Muthén il
Asparouhov SCEE HPI 45 F 461 F 24 2 S 461 (A I 5% 485
R, BEHLEEE £ SR TE R T B L& 48 bR
ST HEHLEEE £ 203 280 A B B AL & 48
b, A 3 S 1 Y A PR 4 Sy BRI A B 2 T A Y
1 #E(Muthén & Asparouhov, 2020), S~ T faj {5
SR, WD R WA B S T, AL ARV A R
FIEEREEN 1o 535, B rh—Lua 5 iR
WAL T ESEAT UL, ] a8 3% A 22 Rl 4R 22
S ANBEN I BOE, BFEG 6 0 p AR bR Y
FAERAT Ay Aa.. A BEVEAE FIRS E] 25 6 199 p AR F- 3K
i PR R 58 A A5 R T AR BT, X T[]
BT AESE T, Xob 7 1) R 288 A A, 152 Dy 5 4 AH 5
Wy bR; BEHLAREE /1 ELHE R e 45 B ) o5 bRy 4%
WM FER, A2 BB TER & ¢, o, (H
A2 fift B — B0 43 5 N ) B AH OGP, WAt R
() 22 5, DT 52 Wil e 7R ARE 385 7 Bl L AR V4 7
AT, WERAEAE n DEHEE, T84 o, 47 W] fig
S ey, WA RTRERZIA coa, coos, (HOA T fRIAESY
Br, BRI c, M c,y; VSR TE
PRl L2 i g8 B R 5, 20 E,
FEF 2oy R0, THEUE RS, (Y UL 4R B )

5 EA WIS bR ) B A 20, S
Rt 22 S 8A WA E A S8 H A
WA BONIEZE, DAT 52 M VEs 76 56 A8 43 A B 2R (14310
S, i AR 4 R AR A IS A A/ 1) e 07
FE ] LI 847

BRI B VS A 5 2R A A T R BEATLAER R f G
S SO bR E BEALEEE iy T BT OR,
i L 8 bR 3R R, S RAEZUIM 8 bR [ 1Y
WREFB R, WX —AERE, FYLERER L
B AVE W T AR A N 25 % (measurement
noninvariance) . 1F B 0 WL 48 FR 1 22 R 8K,
RN Z B B X4y BE R R, X R A 2 s i Bl L
BB WO B a2 ) A8 &, i LU FE 26
Il 1) 4 728 A 23R R e P A T R R B A A R S g
i 65 38 P AR AR i eh, 252850 22 TR) Y s IX
3 BE VA B BB E WO, 2 4 5 A v A 28 031
WG AR MEAR, T LA 4% 28 T 1] 2 720 MR o5 I 1 =l %
FA R A WE ARSI, WA AR A AR AR (PR A4
IRZE BB o AR 4% Muthén F1 Asparouhov 3¢
B A S RN SRR RIS AU 5, B LA PR W A
R A TR A B R DL 4 AR SR T B VA
BEAR SR, BT LA AT AN A S A 2 AR 43 T e i
TR A 2 T R B8 A ) 46 25 00 (9 E 3 (Muthén &
Asparouhov, 2020),

BEDLEEE W 7R A BT B ) A T

logit[P(Up; = D)|Cyy = J, fil = oy t2,f: (2)

B U, AIBTAS i, BRS¢ 58 p N8
PV RS, C; = FRIE TASE i, Bl ¢
WIS AIEAESEAN, o, FCIRAETEAE 2500 28 H 000
e 05 T AR RIS, 4, Ron 5 p AW R i B
A, f;FRIETA%E i WRTFR5, RFRaThE
NN (0, 1)o FEEMEEALER AL oMb, BEE B A
SR8 AR LAZE A j A AR A SRR P (U =
1Cy = j), TIAERENUAE T 7R AR S i rhr, X0
A8 I B S5 RE R AN BE LA ZE T A B8 45 14,
L f RS . A2 LI AR R i $U AR 1 B
SIMIER P, ARREE U, = 1 IR
& IR TSR, FREZ U, = 0 i3
. FTLL, XA IE R HFR S EREAN
[0 0] 22 3R, ARG S5 . X
B SR 5 R T BE LA A T 7 T AR
e 38 VAR AR A s I I T S A AR B AR G 2 i
S

%5
%
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3 MRTE

Rl BIL AR S AR 5% 78 23 BRI AT LATE Mplus
AP AT, T B EORT 1 Mplus 8.5 MRS,
YA T 75 1k RN SR B K BL8A Ak 71 1% (maximum
likelihood), AJ LA 73 Hr A 51 B5 ] 3 K 48 w2 BEA T
SRFRISHERIIGE . 78 Mplus B4 HE4 7 BEHLER
PRV ARG AR A BT 0 2L R T LUR IR IR 4 45

(1) EH XA 7] Fry Bk ) 23 31 2R A7 P E 2 531 43 B
(LCA), IR RS b AL & B 20058 .

(2)FHAT 5 300 VB AE e 78 43 BT R B AL AR TS T A
AEOHT, TREFEB W AR BF ) g P A28 ) AR 6
BEATL AR IS R A A0 25 1) 2 I B DA S e AR 0
A RRERL S FE R AR oA, A R e AL

Q) IZ B AR B () S H A T 25 Rk A7 52 4
RIS, SRR E 1 5N fr o AL T
B ISR A B

(HIRYE C A By I R R SR R T,
5] ATY 5 M AE 2 (covariate) Fl it i 45 SR A8 & (distal
outcome) #1743 Hr, BIE A 2 B 41 43 HT (multiple-
group analysis) . Z/R B} RHEAE B~ B 73 T (mover-
stayer analysis) . 257K 7 BEALEIE 7554 22 7347 |
#5157 K F 43 1 (longitudinal factor analysis), X}
BAEEA S AT IR Z U RTE

oA AT BRI R — B S IR
i b 4 A 8RR S AT B LA T e R A
ST, IR BR M AT, IR =R
BRVUT USRS AT, T 30K IR B R
ARBFE 5 2] SR A ], AT BEALEEE W AE
AR T EUR -

4 THEEH

AW I SIS R K2 2016 AR
1B ER VAT RE, A0 A (AR A 2 A AR A Ak
B2 2] ShHL & R Bk e o W UK IR A B ) 43 ) 7
2016 FE(A¥FIBBEAEE—H)M 2018 4F
(K= L%, Hph A THRENDSER 634
N, ARWFFER X 634 NGBS N BFEA .
7] 365 v I 2 2 S R R S LR 1 sh AL
PIANHERE, PR s BIL AL 5Pk ik 1 A 40 1 1) RO
HNES AL AR B AT . 6 A PR T 4 Al
S I 48 45 I A RO, RS f A AR AR A 3
ARFFE7H 4 AT 5r. 2+ ShLaE 0 N2 AR

mFE 1 iR,

R1 FIAPNEBREESRERNE

qejE B RN 25

Q1 PRI BT B b S5 B 4
Q2 GRS LS I EEY S
o, Q3 KRAHEMALMIEREF I FAR A
ﬂ% Q4 fh A e MU H RS LB i =2
=ipil
Q5 FRARZETF S T A W5 8 4 I BT
Q6 FRINAERBURIHEH I HIBE I B 3 L

Q7 IR Tl U B 2% Y )
- Q8 WO ST i e SE A
g Q0 FIRTHIBHISLE £ 1)l
QIO Ay B R~ 2 > BRAS S (L F A I iR 5 3%
DR

HF AR S B F R IE T 4 AT,
10 AR FE R, 2 A~ B[] 4 0 SRR B s, X AR k™=
AT 1099511627776 FARRIEM . HFRKEHA
)17 250 LA B A ) R H ) 258 00 1 B TG A 3 B 1) 1
0t (empty cell), FECETEFE AR 3 B RUME LLTEN
T3Hh, BEALEEE VAR 28 43 0 BRI AR, ¢
oy A BAEZANNE 2 FRIIAHSE, FEVLEEE £
1 PR 2 At AN ) R, SRR B
Bi—, SMERATEETT, GRS EmE . R
TP L R, ABETEKE 4 s I e R
el A B, ARG AR 67 5T
R0, “LESFERRAT AR 1o I+
PR¥EH o A BV S, SR 1R [R) 1 LR
1048576 Ff, ARk T ABLRIE G, R
{ER0E RAF, LB RECH 0.70, £565 5150
Br bR o
41 BELEJSH(LCA)

TG, A Mplus 8.5 MRASEKM 43 B4 2016
AR 2018 AF WA (] SAS T TV 2 340 # !, 45
FNF 2 Frm B a5 . xR BIEE AR TR
PR BRI, X BRI AR (R B R, ARG
U DURHETHE A BIC (fF 46 85080/ ME R4 45 8
I TSR EG SRS, AR

VORBRIESI BT KT A Mplus B CIEE S EEE
OSF B Jr M, Wi HEE 3 https://osf.io/8529q/
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IXTF 3% M TEZ BB IA N AR HA R FE M (Ryoo et
al., 2018), FEAHEFEH, 7£ 2016 4EAf ] 5, HHE
FNE B BT, R EUR (R s, L
HrH8 % BIC e 5% H 3 Wik Bl /ME, $H
Sy 4 BT, PR BIECK 3 B SRR
TE 2018 AR A, FfE S HEH B # TR, R
ISR ARk i, D348 40 BIC #E280 %0 H K
4 BE B/ IME, 0 Ry S o BT R, BT LA
BOh 4 1 fifk Sk e AR i

F2 HEEANRERKERIGMESEENEER SN

R (N =634)

N - I o /NG
WA 2EBIE XERISRME BIC R
2016, ¢, 2 -279537 572623  47.0%
2016, ¢, 3 -2709.70  5625.87 10.8%
2016, ¢, 4 ~2686.64  5650.71 10.5%
2018, ¢, 2 -3268.72  6672.94  43.4%
2018, ¢, 3 -3157.45 652136 24.3%
2018, ¢, 4 -3101.55  6480.54 7.6%
2018, ¢, 5 -3080.31  6509.03 6.3%

42 E@EBAEBRTHWLTA)IMEIEE AR

TAH(RI-LTA)

Hk, #4358 T 2016 4E0FE] S A1 2018 4F
R ) A5 B VAR R B AR ¢y RIS | AV A S5 AR
3 BT R R AL AR P s A 2 AR o AT A R R AT A3
3 20 45 AR 3 FTR) o AF L 38 P LE B AR S B
W AL 1R P s A 2 A8 A 1) AR ) 2 e LA A1 5 | B
MLEREE £ LARE S 0 7 A Bt 18] 0 L AL AS & . itk
B, [ — L3 A e A [) st ) b A DR 28 e
WE N, WEERRE, 5001 [FRE I 28 514

I, BEDL AR T AR 5% A8 43 B L 3 VB AR 3 78 A3 A
ZAG TR A (% LI 5 BR 5 E B IR T 30ms S 40
(EARBIF R 10 4, XTERSREMXS R, et
Brfa$ BIC FHXTTE /v X U0 WA B AL B BE Vs 7R 7% A
S BT RS LA 5 A 11 0 i A 3 VR A
AN, BOEGIARALERE . X ESR(E
KE, ¢ =3, ¢y = 4 BT BB AL VAL 7% 28 73 A A
RIS B R (H . UL d8 4L BIC R F, ¢ = 3,
ey =3 B BE AL AR T AR 5 AR A BT R R IUAR B/
{H. MHE Muthén Fl Asparouhov 3CZH Ak
(2020), YXTELSRE R DL i 4840 BIC A
)28 SR, 752 U335 4 BIC oA #E (Muthén &
Asparouhov, 2020), AN, MARRIL S ECBCE
KF, ¢ =3, ¢ = 3 BT FEHLARRE WS A6 3 28 43 B s
BT A8 1 BHL ¢ =3, ¢ = 4 IFHTBHEPL AL
TEREAS BB 91 NS5, ML Z TR
BRI o £R B FTIR, BMBER ¢ =3, ¢y =3 BB
HLBHE W A 5 A8 A A 25 S R S

RIF, FEMRYE Mplus %45 SR AESE
HIT R EmA. K2 BRT 3 MBETERBITES
AN AR . W LLE ), 3 N2
FERBIT 10 L Ch S B R AR AR 5, 7T DUIX 433X
3 ANE52E 3T SR 0 B BRI R 1 ZE A 9,
P2 SR R 1~6 BN SN ShHL (K i
NIFH e N BRTE 4 FE SR |, 55 7~10 @k
TR S AL R M AR R M), TTRAXE 3 280 ik
TPndiansh o Jul 1 EBI 1 /I 9 [ A
RHFXTEAR, TTLAAR 2 I, 250 2 7
W1 B9 RYIEMERER i, T LA ar 4 N
Mee; 2851 3 7RI 1 =BT 6 MY IEA LRI,
TERBIIE 7 ZRAI 9 AYIHZAMER B, AT L4k
HMAFBIHLA -

%3 REBESEHHEE RS H RN = 634)

ST 43 TR %L i S8 H X EBIR BIC
e Y TR R AR S T c1=3,¢=3 38 —5857.19 11959.56
e VS LR AR 3 BT ci=3,c=4 81 —5747.69 12017.99
e VS LR AR S BT ci=4,c=4 55 —5780.99 11916.84
38 WA A A ci=51c=5 74 —-5718.64 11914.72
B AL BV A 5 A S A7 c1=3,¢=3 48 -5725.25 11760.20
B AL BV A 5 A S A7 c1=3,c=4 91 —5664.63 11916.40
Bl VS TE 5 8 A3 BT ci=4,c,=4 65 -5691.77 11802.92
[SERIR R e T ¢ =5,¢6=5 84 —-5657.61 11857.19
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110 -
1.00 - 095 094
0.90 -
0.80 |

¥ 0.70

5 0.60

ﬁ( 0501047 w7/
0.40 [0.45 :
030

0.94

—=— 4131
020 .y
0.10 F — #7513

0.98 0.97 0.94 1.00

0.29
0.16

iR

A B mEt "q’?%gﬁﬁ AR A1 AR
5]

EAHIDE ke Moy B5BF  HEERILIR
[RIAE BexE A

H A

K2 BESUE A 2 o A B 3 28070 45 AL b A B HE R (N = 634)

e th A5 2R, ATRIARE] 3 S2R51E
PSR ] AR, Ak 4 B o 152850 1
5 3, PREEARISGN MR B AR, HTE
JI) 2, 3 WA AR o3 R B AR O AR
I8 68.9%, i Bl L ¥ 7R 5 A8 0 M Of B AE AR
F LR IE R 33%, XULHTRENLEEE £l T
ANGEIR BRI IR 22 5, 8 TR AT Al Tk
B2 PR B AEAS S RO MR, o AL R T A
AR W B B

T4 INRFEFTRA B ERETER(N = 634)
Ay WML AE T BELER IR VLR AR S T

W0 s R AR R
citl —coftl 49 74.1% 58 73.9%
ci#tl —co#2 16 24.8% 11 14.7%
ci#l—co#3 1 1.1% 9 11.4%

it 66 100% 78 100%
c1#2—cotl 62 24.4% 37 55.5%
Ci#f2—co#t2 173 68.9% 22 33.0%
C1#2—co#3 17 6.7% 8 11.5%

Bt 252 100% 67 100%
ci#3—co#l 64 20.4% 109 22.4%
C1#3—co#2 101 31.8% 121 24.7%
c1#3—co#t3 151 47.8% 259 52.9%

it 316 100% 489 100%

43 FHFFRELHR
TE GRSy, ) JH AL AR T 7 e A8 20 A7 £ A7
TR B S BAG T AE R A O 1 B e 4, e IR

RURTR T HTA R, 17 SR RIS RIS, B01E
G BE T BEATLEE T AL 3 AR A AR R 45 S 4
YA R o BEALR 2 A1 9K A2 20 A 52 4025 12 L 4
bR, o Fl oy EMBI N 3, BAEEARI A 634, 4
BB B A 500 4H, BB N TR A
B HFIA T RENLARRE, SN AT —CE
BUY R, FFLAE Mplus 3 H745 4 o 55 kAT
AR 1 SE o

500 ZHEHE A B R Ay SR TS R SR 5
FiR o BEHUH 28 5 BE AL IR 5 — AR
AN TR T AR Ay R Ao, FSF IR ) AR A 2 S A
of PR — B —ABEE o #1 vy, BHELT ¢
B E R DA 5 o A AN 280 R 58 kR
Ci#2 vig, HFTAIRL t RRVEAES BN AR 4 o) P2 =AMk
AR U RIE ¢ #3 va, WAESEHAE R ¢ FAHXT
FSRIONERVN G —AZE5)E T8 42
B LB o2, AR R o PN TS5
HEZEHE T AR B LB AR o2 AT
(B AN 2251 &, Bl AL 78000 8 A 56 78 4 M RE oy
WA THZ B4 T B H, RA Ao R
2355 0.05, Hizfm2E i BAEM LA H T 5%,
J& TR A Z a . N iR ERE, %535
HIITTRZERN, RA Mo BIIITIRZERI R, 55
T 0.2 MARiEZFIT- AR ER Y LR R, Wil
TE 0.95~1.05 MY B sh, J& T AT 2 32 1 [
(Asparouhov & Muthén, 2014), M 95% & 15 X [i] &
HHE T FRE, ARZHSENHE T R8L, R
o2 v MEMEEZRRER 0,

G L LRSS R T LA, IR S5
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®5 ETIRARYENIHFFEEUFARNBISEEITERN =634)

G5 it M Ao ci#l v, C#2 vio Ci#3 vy ci#2 cH#2
=R} 1.27 1.41 -0.04 -996.34 0.63 -2.00 -0.76
A 1.27 1.46 -0.03 —996.34 0.64 —2.04 -0.75
i 2% 0 0.05 0.01 0 0.01 0.04 0.01
¥yJ5iR 2 0.02 0.20 0.04 0 0.02 0.09 0.03
FRiE 22 /7 Hhr o 15 0.96 1.05 0.96 - 0.97 0.89 0.98
95% {5 IX ] EL{E A 75 % 93.8% 94.8% 95.2% 0 95.6% 96.8% 94.0%
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Random intercept latent transition analysis (RI-LTA):
Separ ating the between-subject variation from the within-subject variation

1 2
WEN Congcong , ZHU Hong
(l International College, Xiamen University, Xiamen 361102, China)
(* Institute of Economics of Education, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China)

Abstract: In 2020, Muthén and Asparouhov proposed a so-called random intercept latent transition analysis
(RI-LTA) model which separates between-subject variation from within-subject variation. In the current
study, a two-wave longitudinal data collection from undergraduates attending in the year 2016 at a
research-oriented university was used to demonstrate how to implement RI-LTA in Mplus. We performed the
RI-LTA analysis, a multiple-group analysis and investigated the interaction effects by including a “type of
university enrolment” covariate. Results showed that RI-LTA avoided overestimation on the transition
probabilities of students staying in the original class and allowed for clearer interpretation of the data.

Key words: latent transition analysis, random intercept latent transition analysis, single-level analysis, multi-

level analysis, Monte Carlo simulation study





