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A A AAK TR B0 P DG T ST RS S M 1Y)
NZE, TDHELLIEA T 85 SO A% A S

1A kizsh i, Fitad 90 4R A E A
P2 ) (Chinese Personality Assessment Inventory,
CPAD/A & F Hi K (Cheung et al., 1996; Cheung
et al., 2004), ‘& J& FH 75 ik Hb X 24 35 5K 0 v 2047 kR,
Frils T SCR 220 B2 R 5 v [ B2 B O BB 58
27 L FIF & | il i —2 AR I T 5, CPAL
IR IT R R F —Fh SOk 53 1 (Etic) 5 30k
FESFPE(Emic)fHZE G LA, X LA AHKS 1R



392 N H

55 %

L

Wit T R B S0 Ae — 30tk AR B Sk e S Y
F-KA AL A BEN A . CPAI A% 91S
PR ATEEME L M L ANBROCRMESE 4 D AR YEEE,
Horp < A BRI & M (Interpersonal Relatedness, IR)”
AEJEAL TR A A AR &, B E AR
& 55 SCAb sZ R B BAR A S anfar < A B9 AT R
B, WPESE AR AN . EE YT s . 4ERRER
T4 . CPAIL ETTJA BYRA (CPAIL-2) 3 X 30 b
IE PR 4E R SEAT YT SR, anm A — S 5 TRk P
(Openness)” A1 & HTHEZR, JFH B il 8 AH L (1Y) 431t
M LS4 (Cheung et al., 2013; Cheung, Cheung,
Zhang, et al., 2008),

Xf CPAI-2 I AN 25 R AEA T (A
AT, KRI—BA E-F A AHSS AR 1 B2
PRSI gE S, Bl CPAL-2 AR L1k APRK R
P g8 el R, 5 ORI AR BT A T,
8 B — A AT FH T4 3 A0 R b S PR R T O Y
“R N7 N 45 (Cheung et al, 2013; Cheung,
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TH)), 4 NBBRER ARt 28 S AT R R & A= o
GEBF, Nz AN R, e R S R
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FIF LPA A5 B R AR 56 2 1 AR 8 7 351

eI

22 FHiE
221 #ik

ARBEA NI AT 2001 4E&1T CPAT (B
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(Cheung, et al., 2013)1 APre R MR GFEA
&1 2 UL Cheung, Cheung, & Leung, 2008; Cheung,
Cheung, Zhang, et al., 2008), =R L B#id T A%
PR AE PR BRI M ) N BROCRAT R S 5D
SR R 5 H WA AR, B RINEE
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223 HELESHH

i SPSS 21.0 #A7#iiAMESE T, i Mplus
8.0 TR R S5 )7 F A (ESEM). ESEM #5&
TR M 7438 (EFA) R IE 1 [ T 43 4 (CFA)
PR B DD RE AL A, (EFRATTRE AT AR K 45
F4, SORT LSS IE PR AR R (2 B F, LS EE, 2013),
i/l Mplus 8.0 #EA7THEAE#ITH 43 H (Latent Profile
Analysis, LPA). 7E#EAT LPA Z30#H7HT, Jofs 44k
FER R IR AR L 50 S 34ME . 10 M FRiEZE Y
T 5141

LPA J&H & TEZE S50 #T(Latent Class Analysis,
LCA)Y JEMIA, LCA S Fi i i 5] 7 i) o8 A2 1k R A
FEAM AR AR ] B OCHR, 4 Wb 455 H] Y OC 238 1 7
TEZ T bR AL T, HE 4R LA W e bR 2 0] 7Y Ja)
B SL PRI 45, 2010), LCA I LPA HJIX
TET, Hid AL BRSO FE bR, J5 74 b 2 % 2 U
fabr. AP PR R VIR bR A B S AR fE, ik
KANEAERH 38T 5548, LPA VERLAANME Ry ol
W75 (X T DS & b 7 i), BAA 5 &R
ST ARIET Y E A, REREAS AR 38 AH R RRAE 53 A 7]
MY o T H T LPA 25 TR ik, HARHER
XT 45 B K 5 B A & B (Vermunt & Magidson,
2002).
23 #R

WRREATENNE . ABrfilse . A, L5t

A E DL R 2B HEYE 6 1 4 (RS- 430 R 9.33
(SD=1.90). 7.72 (SD =2.02). 10.83 (SD =2.08).
6.78 (SD = 2.87). 6.35 (SD =2.02). H16.14 (SD =
2.24),

PR 45 M 5 PR (ESEM) (Y 45 3 (i 75 5 A4
LA B R 1T (3 2(4) = 34.13, RMSEA = 0.06, CFI =
0.98, TLI=0.93, SRMR = 0.02), #4F, M 6 4> F4k
FEAESNBR N J7 Fabn b8 (FE L3R DT, A .
NBRfvE . FOIETE M B 5 bR A AH X5 e 1 8 AT 5
FEGE | AT L S ZE A 9 FE b A A R
o R AT o

F1 ABRXREFHEEEIBEANFTER LB

INUS S it 324 Hh WIT
NI 0.43 0.26
NP5 fi i 0.48 0.23
FliE 0.60 -0.01
e gtk -0.16 0.67
R 0.14 0.40
2R 0.01 0.79

KT LPA W45, &, RAMUBIATEL 6 1
Hr g AR AR A A e, T W A ) T AR AR,
RIS FE PRI DL 20 V7E & T AR PPAN 0 4
5 BIEM 35 FR AIC. BIC DA MHFEARIER BIC
(sample size-adjusted BIC, aBIC), iX 3 MEARH/),
FOR BRI HIHLA 4T . Entropy FRRASK
PIUERR A, BREEIT 1 RWIMER 385 . LMRLRT,
BLRT ¥ p (HFRRX k FARLE ST k-1 HR R4
15 (p < 0.05 N . %), Smallest Class Proportion 37~
S TEZE R, ARSI L. R 2
AE Y, WA, WRIAR RIS 1 325
5, W& 2R, S5 4EFR AIC, BIC, aBIC #8
BRI/, BAL 4 1 Entropy {H K, FRom Hr 2k
HEWh . PIrLAZE & A &S8R, FRATHEREERIRL 4 1E 0

x2 EESEXEBEAEIEEEMESIERE=1911)

Smallest Class

HEAY AIC BIC aBIC Entropy LMR LRT BLRT Proportion (%)
1 85084.59 85151.25 85113.13 — — — —
2 83832.57 83938.13 83877.76 0.69 <0.001 <0.001 36.40
3 83494.38 83638.82 83556.21 0.67 0.05 <0.001 16.00
4 83259.43 83442.76 83337.91 0.72 <0.001 <0.001 9.50
5 83181.34 83403.56 83276.48 0.68 0.24 <0.001 5.40

e AIC, XHLWAE BARME; BIC, DIM-Hr{E S FriE; aBIC, #:1F I i-HfE B brE; LMR LRT, %:T Lo-Mendell-Rubin L8R L A5 ;
BLRT, 3T bootstrap RIS LRI
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RO RE L RARA Y o 55 R AR IR . K
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RS, mifegitE . 2@ 5 aEr e
AR A
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SR Z TE) SN T (8 NTENIIE 1 5 5T, X 2 A
N Z AP A& 50 AH B 285 5 10 B A R 43 A
B, HMEPIRBLENNS . APRfilsd . FLESE 3 N
TER NSRRI I, RITERF N4 b0 B3 5 (5] il
NI WKL SetE . itk . @t 3
RPN <350 = N TS IR S T R S S
X — 45 R 5 VR FR LA (2010) 19 SEUEBF 5T A AH
Iz Ak, WFFEE WA T B o TR R 7R
f), IR — AR ARG . R IA R
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BFRHASESEH . ASmasL. m A, A
IR ARG TS 5 AR, Hp ) —se o,
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HAEWEEASANLR, BEHRER, EEL
A A g ek, RIS AR/ BA “ff NE
AN 2T AN N 31 0 e B 5 2 TR NS N
PROCA&R, 1M CPAL Hiy APROC R MW R <5
A, ARIRAE RSN i R AR, R
T, 2006). “fN B ETE BRI S M H I

NG
|

7 H
XN I
I
I OREN !
EISOC :
r I
I
I

=20~ profilel (42.10%)

a

profile2 (10.70%)

22790

profile3 (9.50%) profile4 (37.70%)

Bl 1 CPAI-2 HHFEA A PRIE R PR FEZN (WY = 1911)
#: (1) REN AfH, SOC APrfiise, HAR FIil, T-M £ 41k, T-E M, DIS 20 A (2)%8 — 28 HFA DIS WM M 0.01, #irF 0, ALl

P ok R o



396 N H

55 %

L

SHA R AR HRR(ET I, 2008), “FLZH,
5, o E RN PR 5E R PEANBE AT Y BE A%
R AR E G O R, BEABE R G HL AL BEA R A
PRoC AR A, B AL TR N TE R TE SRR _E i) N BrRoe 2
75 T B R T

AR EE R iR AN R HEVE, R CPATL &
B9 N B o 2 fih 2 21 1 v [ SR Y <M BN T Y
Ao AEREA A E Dy s A R B T, ORI N T
AR S5 AT 03, — BB T A% i
KRS OER . P EIEGESEER AR
AW GO E B RS A AR, SCEORAMTRA R4
A8 PR TEA S R S 5T 68138 14 Ak D7 5K, PR AR ST B T
BRI o <HNEENE X AN, RE VAR
oy A AR AT R NG IE R, R
R, WRFFEI, — A NIRBHMEANTT B, A
SARAT BAR AR

3 BT 2: ARMEAREIA A PR C AR ML
ARV A T 254

BB
Fee v 7 NBROC R PR 22 57, IRRIARRNTE
P B 26 22 B A1 B — PN 5 RV F TR 454 o
32 A&
3.2.1  #ik

M MTurk Y8 2] EE(RIE 200 44, Hop 5
134 2, Bl 67%, FIRERAN T 18~72 ¥ 2
0], SEHIAER S 35.81 %/ (SD = 11.45),
322 MEIR

& TEFEE 1, ARRAPRIC RN /35 R
H1{Z 845 Cronbach’s o fE N 0.77,
323 HIELEESH
AR S A R R SE 1.
#R
AR EAREA, A bRl . Fig

3.1

3.3

fRGek . TAPE L) Bl A 6 A 4ERE B 43 5]
9 8.69 (SD = 2.15), 7.87 (SD = 2.16). 9.89 (SD =
2.56).5.62 (SD = 3.44).6.43 (SD = 1.79) . 6.39 (SD =
2.22), HHEFEREARLL 6 NEREALL, HEAAN
BrROC &M MR IR TS 20 | T AR (E 2= 2.10,
p<0.001), I-HIENN . Al fEG4EE F 258
FEEZE= 0.64, p < 0.001; HJ{HZE= 094, p <
0.001; H{E2E= 1.16, p < 0.001), XFH AFRKFR
P EN S LR B ™

FIFSE 1, DL 6 AN4ERE B T 43500 ok i Ax
i, L IRAE R , ANREAS B R AR S BT
FIR T A AR TE LS 3. NFR 3 I A H, FIAFRE
A MASAY 1 BREAL 4, 1535 FR AIC \BIC ,aBIC
Y dd N, (HEIRR 5 B, 54865 BIC KT
R4, FRUABIA S AL TFERL 4, 5548, 4% Nylund
ENQOOT)EEIL, AR k ) LMRLRT (¥ p fHA
i E R, BRATEBE AR B 2 AR K, 1T B A
BERERRIR k—1, MARBFR A 2 SIBIRL 5 [
LMRLRT # p HAEFLIFE N, KA 4 1
LMRLRT ¥ p A 3, $ERmFATHE 4F n i P52
B3, FAE, ARSI Ee ], PO 4
/DI — 2R SR R 6.11%, 12850
AR 2 B A UER o i34 Yang (2006)
B, BN EDA 50 MR A REAIER 3
aBIC IE e AR | FIf AZE B 4536 bR, FoAT s
B3R IR I S AR AR

[, FRATH A AREA A 3 6 DL
BaSl, ¥ 6 NEER T ek 50 5ok
YRR, 45384538 3 Mr2EnE 2 FiR), 18 3 Fb
Femip B NBEAE NS . ABRflat . A1 . %
Gk TR LA R L e B R, b A
TRIY 37.56%. 55 — A ANBEBR TARGetk e, 7EHAR
5 ANAERE FARST AR, R 25.07%. 55 =K
NBEFE NP fivt . MR 2R LA, 7E AT .

®3 BABRXEBEINERBEUSIERW=200)

Smallest Class

£ 581
i AIC BIC aBIC Entropy LMR LRT BLRT Proportion (%)
1 5459.28 5498.86 5460.84 — — — —
2 5365.63 5428.30 5368.11 0.70 0.01 <0.001 46.40
3 5288.40 5374.15 5291.78 0.76 0.01 <0.001 25.07
4 5261.76 5370.60 5266.05 0.80 0.33 <0.001 6.11
5 5250.64 5382.57 5255.85 0.82 0.26 0.03 3.80

W AIC, WYL s BFRE: BIC, VNS B AR, aBIC, A& 1F UL n-Hi{E BARME; LMR LRT, #F Lo-Mendell-Rubin MR HLAS B

BLRT, 3T bootstrap ALK LA
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15 -
10
5r ﬁ H 1
o
o N o N
"Qé _s| OREN u :: ﬁ U
2 @SOC ' =
_1oL OHAR .
OT-M
BT-E
150 gpis

—20 - profilel (37.56%)

profile2 (25.07%)

profile3 (37.37%)

2 HAEEA PR R MRSV = 200)
7. REN A%, SOC AFRfilve, HAR Fils, T-M {24, T-E 1, DIS 881

(R TN AR R G Rl o - 3 o A = X 2 N
37.37%. "JLVEH, ShEANFEARMLIL, FARE
ATENBR IRV 6 A>T 4E R b B9 AE 5 18 20 Hr 19
BRI 5 HAAHPZAL, BEREE TR, &
J6, BARE AR B S — 8 AR b [ AR A (1Y)
B AR AL, (HAERNE DL T4,
E AR BARTE R, HIR, PR R TR,
FFEAS P8 =28 ABEAE A BRfilsd . AL . AW X
— B SRR bR BT e, T R 2R
5 @ B AR GE AL, T e AR AS DU A HS B
B B o
3.4 NG

BARC A SR 25 R R AE TG 7 B h e
TENFR R, EEMN B g LA ULE
e B, MWABRICERMERR S0 S0 S5 R i 3R
W ERF, ANPRERMEX — ASFEE S —1 30k
RS AMRRE, fEh E NS ERRBE i &,
X 5 K g T AR B I (2006) R — 2, B S
PO 5 ANAT AR o 22 (A B B 1 51 S AR
(1) 7 E AN [l (BPIF O B S ), He BN AT A e
3 2 b R B AR A T B R (B BROC R PRy
M), HUk, MWITERI BT 5 5k E, vty
BRI 3 2R I AR —FE . TEh EAREhRe B G
BT £ S5 e b >F 18 << &1 8 — P 77> 8 WO 4 23 ) T 7 ) T
458, JFRATEVT T REAR TR R Bk, Xk T
N BROE ZR I — AR =P8 75 i v A 0] 1 g o ) S
T 1

4 BT 3. REIRSAARHA N BRSG
F M %) VR A 0 T 5 ) % St oy

41 H®#
N N Y2 = VN € I 1| e Sl S NN TS -y e

(4 4 FPSSBIRERY, TR M AT S TE N

42 FHix
421 #Wik

AR N K HILTHARLGEERFR =2
PR AR, 2580 A, Hr BHARE T
H 37.40%.

422 WMEIA

AR R SR CPAL2 H Y APRIE RS
1% (Cheung et al., 2013), fERMIE HEXTAEE
TEB LA S YRR, N # LU B I8 kAT
VEZ, AN RIS EFEHR Cronbach’s a {H N 0.76,

AT BRI T 2 500 5% 09 K A 59 Mk i
£ RS S [EN: P SIR G =X iy S I D WS QIS L (295 -3 = il

FAom g AMRKEHRS HERE ZIFLS
PP X5 LG AR A He Al i 4 1Y) 2 WA s

Fnif o F HUR R E S A ZE AL
TR RN 15 B TR A i R (de Vries et al., 2006).
A W FE R W R LA R R 2 A AR b ) R 4 =2
1704 B3 50 (Gupta, 2008), TEA BRI R PEX—
£35S I N [ B~ R 7 NS R P X o ST B R €2
TEARIE . AWFFEAE ] de Vries 25 A (2006)14 8 4~ 5%
H 0] 4 %5 AR 4 == 38 A7 00 5, A AR TR
(knowledge donating) 5 %1 i Ui % (knowledge
collecting) i~ F 4L FE . FNIRTTHR T8 1L B2 MR 45
SN, HERICSE AR B A ST A & k= 1y
P MR 5 m0~4)TH o N HEF AR & 3 <k
B E ), AWESE A R 1Y B0 R R s Bl A
WU S IR, o0 BR a R s pa  TH 0 E A E
o TEARBIFE, HHR NG N — B R 5
Cronbach’s o & 0.78.,

IR AR R N O LR R Y — A EE AT
AR o ASBIFSE X R 2 AR A R A B KT R A T
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VS FE3E WP TR 8 A5 o AWFFEMET Goldberg
A Williams (1988)fY 12 > 4% H AY— s filt B 1] 4
(General Health Questionnaire, GHQ-12)J &= MA Ky
A3 o B0 FE K F o [ R Likert 4 5
(0~3)1143 75 =, [A] 45t A 0 3R 70 Bl a0 JL (g SR
() R %) P R R, 1 v 2 s HL O TR B i) AT
JUE . TEARHETE Y, —efd R ) 4 B N — Bk &R
1 Cronbach’s a i 0.77,
423 HELRESS5H

ffiF SPSS 21.0 i f7#iiR MGt i/ Mplus
8.0 HEATAY A 45 M AL H AV AE R TH 43 AT (BCH) o £ %)
WA 1 2L N AR B TR A B, AR R R EE 1) FH
(2018) i # LY, W] R AR M =20 R BCH IR R 45
HH G N A e Z [ )G R . REFR il =ik 4s
MR A [) 2 1) 7 R AR b 5 22 0 A5 550, A AE PP
A )5 (DE3STEP il DU3STEP), {HA: 1178
AT WA T 43 B i TR AT I AS S0 4 A 28 1 HE A AR
i R E R, AR TR AR S PR R
IR AT, 1 BCH IRHUNFAELL T, LY
ANRIZEHITERAS 7 | J7 2248550, BCH IR R
If-(Asparouhov & Muthén, 2014), It LLASHTF5E %
BCH #4747 A7 A8 5 A e ) T 43, & 0T LA
LA A 2H ) 7 R AR o AU RS, DL R A%

WA L, S dUNZEREA R EESR,
4.3 #£R

AR R FEAFEA T, NI ABRfils . il
W ALGE | M DL R B 6 AN I H{E
5r5Ih 9.16 (SD = 2.17). 7.48 (SD = 2.13), 10.58
(SD =2.23).6.04 (SD=2.37).5.75 (SD = 1.83).5.00
(SD = 2.14), [RIFELIBEIAAE ML 6 4R R 1550 1F
A AR, ST AR R . R AEREA AT
TERITA AT BRI S HEARTE LR 4. R 4 TTE
, KEFRAEREA T, RS 1 BI85 5, LA TR bR
AIC. BIC. aBIC iz /)y, B 4 ) Entropy
EEK, FoRpMIEEMEN. LA &, IR
TETRY 4 1 Ry R AR AR I e AR

[, FRATH R 2E AR AR AL 4 v 6 A4
FIAR o, W 6 MNEEREER) T /a2 50 5
HATVER], 4558458 4 Dor2AnE 3 UrR). 1E 4
PRI, 55— ABETENNG © APBRfihds . A .
fRgetE . ML R A AR B AR AR,
SRR 39.40%. 5 R AETEANNE . ABRAlSE
FNE LR R e B AR Ak, TEAL Gtk LA S 28 7
PRAERE BAS 80, HERTY 10.30%. 55 =2 AT
bR T ARG, FEHAY 5 ANHEE LA AR,
HTEAR IR 11.70% o 575 DU AN BEAE IS 4E B 119504

R4 RFEEHFREBEEINERBEUSIERW =2580)

Smallest Class

LAY AIC BIC aBIC Entropy LMR LRT BLRT Proportion (%)
1 114633.45 114703.71 114665.59 — — — —
2 112731.04 112842.29 112781.93 0.84 <0.001 <0.001 21.20
3 112253.45 112405.70 112323.09 0.66 <0.001 <0.001 17.00
4 112017.23 112210.46 112105.61 0.69 0.02 <0.001 10.30
5 111836.31 112070.53 111943 .44 0.68 0.02 <0.001 9.10

W AIC, WYL S BFRE: BIC, VNS B AR, aBIC, A& 1F UL n-Hi{E BARME; LMR LRT, 3F Lo-Mendell-Rubin MR HL A B

BLRT, 3T bootstrap RIS LRI

10
Sr 1 e %
N Y
B [
! I = = R
ié ~5I OREN ' =
<* =S0C :
-10F mMHAR
HAT-M
—15L [T-E
ODIS
20" profilel (39.40%) profile2 (10.30%) profile3 (11.70%) profile4 (38.60%)

Bl 3 Rt A bR o R PE R FEZE B (V = 2580)
#: REN AMH, SOC APrfihve, HAR Flils, T-M &40, T-E T8, DIS 20,
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SRR S SMBINTT AN BR O 2R P B v A ) T 45 A R P 399

[T UG = TN AN (3518 i N K (74 6 A D WS AR e
PEAERE EAF 8, 7 BN 38.60% . X LA 1 1
B3, FATAMER H, WAFEAIZS] 1 fZei) 3
AL, S B2 2 B ERE A
0.01, #ix ¥+ 0, FIrhJoikExs ok, (AFRATLE AT
PLA W8 BRRAS IR 2R A BEAR I 2 591 2 SR A
B AL S BRI 4 FEPIFEA TP 915 5 1
FEAT 225 o BIVERREAS . A 4 B RN B i o 4
JER T 0; SEAEREA T, SXPIAEBEAR T 0, [HIX P
AR AEA PR ka0 TLL, FRAT
N R AEFEATE NBROC R R 6 T 4ERE AT
T T 2B AR R S5 AR 5T 1 Fp i AR AR B Vs A ) T
BEAS 43 AL, TT DAAH BB E .

SRIG, BATUAARIRILL R B A&, 405 L2l
WG R L R B R [ Ak PR AR R, ST
A Lk PR AR R TR A AR R A i ek N AR
PV E T . FARGE SRR LR S,

*5 wWHESZETEMNRSDEPEE(BCH) (V= 2580)
HAsE 2 M SD G P
= An%5 1 82.69 0.13 Overalltest 29.86 <0.001

1vs2 7.2 0.01

2 8173 0.32 lvs3 21.62  <0.001

1vs4 12.67  <0.001

3 8141  0.25 2vs3 0.54  0.46

2vsd 0.19  0.66

4 81.89 0.14 3vsd 272 0.10

ARG 1 2228 0.18 Overalltest 81.10 <0.001
1vs2 46.57 <0.001

2 1878  0.47 lvs3 37.80  <0.001

lvs4 17.38  <0.001

32003 033 2vs3 409  0.04

2vs4 19.68 <0.001

4 21.07 0.18 3vs4 732 0.007

ODFRMERERE 1 9.46  0.18 Overalltest 119.89 <0.001
1vs2 59.91  <0.001

2 1322 044 lvs3 3228  <0.001

lvs4 1.06  0.30

3 1192 040 2vs3 3.97  0.04

2vsd 68.05  <0.001

4 916 0.18 3vsd 3834  <0.001

e M, FIME; SD, frifE; o, BRI (H,

HE#E S WATTLIE 1, 4 DRBNFEAL S
SRR (E S 2 82.69 . 81.73., 81.41., 81.89, ik
ZR B FEG(3)=29.86, p <0.001), Hr, 2551 1%
BISHAL 3 ARBITH, WHEEREZRGQG) =

7.12, p=0.01; ¢*(3) = 21.62, p < 0.001; ¥*(3) = 12.67,
P <0.001), 4 NZEGNFERNV > A5 50 1 I {E 53901 2
22.28. 18.78. 20.03. 21.07, BkZERBEK3) =
81.10, p < 0.001), 1 H A 2 50 WG P =2 [) 241 477 ik
222 % (A(3) = 46.57, p < 0.001; ¥*(3) = 37.80, p <
0.001; ¥*(3) = 17.38, p < 0.001; ¥*(3) = 4.09, p = 0.04;
Y'(3) = 19.68, p < 0.001; ¥*(3) = 7.32, p = 0.007), 4
AN TE L B R (] US43 0 Y (B 50 ) J2 9.46 .
13.22, 11.92, 9.16, BEAZF B E K (3)=119.89,p
<0.001), Hrr, 251 1 5250 4 XF L, AT E
Z70A(3) = 1.06, p = 0.30), HoAbE50 WP 5]
FEAE B2 R (A(3) =59.91, p < 0.001; A(3) = 32.28,
p <0.001; ¥*(3) = 3.97, p = 0.04; ¥*(3) = 68.05, p <
0.001; ¥*(3) = 38.34, p < 0.001), [Emf, T R¥4E
R AT A REZ B TR R | 2R IEH R
fsm, PR, FATE— 20 0l s g it 4T T $a i,
R 4 DS HRS R SR ERBE (F 3,
2483)=27.77, p < 0.001), KU, 285 1 43515
Hofth 3 AN e, EENR 2 B A
(Mpi, = 2.49, p < 0.001; Mp,3 = 1.99, p < 0.001;
Mpy.4=0.87, p<0.001),

M 4 DZEHITELL b 3 R AR & 1 194553 1Y 25 55
Fod, FRATAT UL B, 56— 285 09 N e & 046 b
HB A AT A = 2R AR . 45 R — T IR AR5
TRTE S 43 BT i A FPE NS L, 59— T iR 5
— N HE R BAT SRR IE
4.4 INGS

e, S 1| IR R AR -, 5 3
FH 53 A — ST R REARTESE T HFSE 1Y DU 43 A5 8,
srii P11 Mg M NEN S P S Ll S P NUN S S N
8 AR IO ) R A P RATE

B 56 281 1) 43 28 45 SRt 27l il 4 A i)
KE, SMNERINTHCGEE—H) R E S T HAL 3 4, H
il 3 HAEA S E iRl g 2R —J7
T, X AT RESE t T AME N J7 B AMR LU B L . BES
PR¥F i, RIS 5 54T O (Conscientiousness)
FAMARFIZERL . K IBFFEIERA, ST O 2 4
P2 % S ) — A~ M I (Noftle & Robins,
2007; O’Connor & Paunonen, 2007), % 4h— 71,
W FT RE A2 F TN B N 7 A A e Ak B 54 B b A
R A, REIE B R AR ANBROCER, NI RETE 41 Hh
AAKER 2R BB, EA MR RN, /DK
VIESNER SR NN S B 2= =4 % S A N UL K
T X 22 2] 19 $ A F =20k 36 3 (Furrer &  Skinner,
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2003).

TEFIRSF AT N5, ANBRCRMER 4 A
P 22 (B A7 7R 35 25 S o LR AR ELIN 5 R REAAR
BA R Z WA Z B AR AT, O A
AT A . Wi, RS20y — Rl &
BB E. 3l 1 541 247 o (FE Tl 2 40 B A2 45U
FR I AT R O S — ol i R0 1) 2H 20 R AT O,
AR PR CHR K, X —&5 R 52 h
AIF 5 5C T 0C ZR W) X R A AT R A R B 5%
] FR AR 5% 25 18 A1 45 & (Huang et al., 2011),

WEIELE Rk Wos, AME -5 415 R E - A
J7 4 0O B R KT 34 4 3 b v T A 4, R
JEUL, X P B O B RS SR Y B
PN BN 1Y A NG B i TSR e bR A 53 S Ik,
NIE NBRAbSE . FE S <SR HE bRA o3 L Y
N, e BABAFA.OHEERCRS . fE R ANLF T
A BB A% 5] 7 X L 1820 27 G 3 g A AR B A R 7K T B
L, XA RE S TR AR S REEA X, EfA K
PRI, AR R O B R ) —
RO R AR & (£, 2015; Bond & Flaxman, 2006),

SR, AMEIN 7 B ARTE Al b BB B4
MR, T7E.CHMER K AR Ly, JF HRMA
2R X R AR ST, T AMNEN
T B ARG B A e, R T 2
MAEAT R, X — 25 ARG M R TR PR
FE SRR AE 1 S50 50 T T 0T 5 R (Kwong
& Cheung, 2003),

5 i

WH5E 1. BT 3 ¥k HARE SR E AN
PR o& R AE RSB - 7 A7 A B B AR AE (LI 4
7R ).

b7
A
TET BF
FiAE SNEI T
> SME
REA EEAA
AR A

KNI S S b e it

B e — R BR O SM B - T BAAS o X FEARY
11 09 5 SR S ESMEI N T B <R 7 AR
ABATTAE B AR FL A LU 42.10%, 72K AR RE

TR 7 39.40% . Al TR BLBYARFAE 7R R, AT TAN Y
FENNE RN . NPl o S50 ik o N 424 07 T i) 4
b A5 80 4, RBLAMED W RRAE, T ELAE T
P A A A T AR s O E AL I RE,
JENCN T 1. AMEIN T . R T —
Tl ALY () v AN T 5, X —AF R 4 SRl 5 3210
T (1993) I WF 5% & A —B o

e YN\ N S i B L (W€ SV 2N
BE 10.70%, TERZFARHAR S 10.30%, XA
Fssad i, Al fi] i s R 2 R VLB ST AL G
AR 20RO T AN, RBL T N R —i (R, il
A A R i g, = A PrRagfEdifE . X
BNWTETTIE, HRMfTa T 255 2R, 8
S| ] A —BR“PEAL”, AR R RAT . WIRAE
X7 T RPN, SRS WREELN, SEERIANE
“EM A SGETER AN (BIFR, 1952). HE L
—J7 SR VHSNE N T7, AN [R], ke N Rf o
T ARG —H, HER N E S FECTE
SAL BRI, SNSRI - B RER, EONiEE T
X NBE A BRI T LB T3l N
TR B T P (R T2, 2009)

EUe YN N U B A 7 Ny L B (e e
A 9.50%, 1K EAEBEIR G SR
11.70%. X8 N HA WE A i m, b1 BA
—, ARG H DA BUE L ). RAEGEPEST
W, AT B AED, THSERE, B EHE N, XA
e 2 IR A, R DB AR, ANl A, O
HANTTIE, ME M . A <A o, (HL
i) — B “FEUCTRR, BT, BB T
P A Nk TR, TETAR . FECREE)
JESCH, A —BOR R ALY, /N E AN E,
BN OE IS SO G 51, 4 il U SRl
NG, HE N A O, M A, Wi g,
X5 FRATELAE VLAY <X P — K, Al R
e, REA—, IPREINAT

VU NN HNE N AS T B, AR R AR
Wi R 37.70%, TERZEARHA T S R 38.60%.
R NGER BN, 1RG4, g fib
T = 2R B P i I, BEFEAE S 3c Ay
mAFK, EALTAES sl . AP O #5145 5%,
AR RETE A 25 15 A S SRR Z T, & i,
FIHNE M4k 3505 A 2R 35 . X8 N 5MaE
SeEAE CEL) H R i <3 280 i v =N N T — 2L
MRAEHE DA A i P T AR 1) P (Lin, 1935/1988).



5 3 JEIBTE A ANBEIPN T A E N N B 56 R AR A 5 T 5 A R A B 401
SNRTARA, XHAK THERIMERRE . W 6 BFRINE X 5B R

i, Ay, AMEtL.

Bribz sk, FATETE AT 200 >HAFEA, B
TR IR B\, WABRERMEN 0S50 &
AL RIKRE, APRLRMEX — AR BE R —
DA SRR, FEREAS R
fh ik HOR, TETE RN 45 Rk B, hia )y
BRI 3 G RIPA—FE, TErh R AP REECN TS
AT ) 2 W S SR 1 <& (B — PN > W 2 ) Y A 7 T
IFEATEVT AT R B HE, X —45 R WA
PR G F I —HIME] - PN 5 B T AE D T o SCqk
F57 7 (Cheung et al., 1996; Cheung et al., 2004),

KW, A0, AMEIN TR F A
FRAEA B 5 A 5 ANAR W By o A0 (5] A BRI
T A% ) 52 R ks, 17 PN O D S o AN 8 B NGO s E
U HE o HME N 7 BEAE R N H R AT R T 2
W FEHURAS T W SE LS BER A S BEAR, P22 4
(1987)%4 243 Hr i AR B R0 I AR B 7 BN
FERRAE, g A XURR Qn 8 i SR g 5 B, i)
ANZPUR I L2, (HIXHUgr B0 A 1B 2 b
F L ABATEEAAS 1 KA o 4R I SRR AE 1
YA TR X M o, 3K R A B A
SRS N ST 58 il S ES DN VRS W S T W RN
FRIE ST R LALAER G S ik . <t S im e
ERAZRAER, RER. RIGHRENSACHE
RAG S A A B 68, ik T4 20
SEEASES T, 1B —URE L B A ST
XNBRICFR MR F #4770 8, 483 T —DLLN -
AT =[RS DX 3 ) B B Y A3 AR, I B —
R KRR, D lig . AR E 5.0
et 3 MMERBACH S RIE N R bR, B5E T E
SCARE VAR SC Y AP B A J7 (R B DG R 1) iX — A%
FEUEBACHE S E A E, UET TR ST 51
ST, AMEIN T (RN BRI R M) I A R ZE B
ESp SR Il R A

WU B 3RS I A, AR LLA 2,
AME P 7 2 E NI | RS AT AR FE
E AT A, B 7 A2 4R 7 . 7Kk
AHZE, B DA F—Ag—kd, HAH
B, M, RIAE AR AN, A5
[ P9 75 A% R AIE A A R 7 A 25 v T8 L
P, WS T EAR SR SO S BN S A
AR Z [ 3 A

FHF NHE, HMAT NI 78 E g s i K
R, BRI E G B i A B0,
Sh v N B N A B R A A A A S B S
“BBEATIT, HMRN T — E AR T S (1) E 2
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Abstract

What is Chinese personality? This question has long attracted the interest of researchers. Joint factor

analyses of the Chinese Personality Assessment Inventory (CPAI), which was generated using a combined

emic-etic approach, and the NEO-FFI, which measures western-derived Big Five personality factors, produced

six factors. These correspond to the five factors from the Big Five Model plus an Interpersonal Relatedness

factor (IR). These six factors constitute the “Big Six” personality structure that describes and explains Chinese

personality or behavior. IR is a culturally specific personality dimension that is closely related to traditional
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Chinese culture. The existence of IR has been confirmed by a large number of studies, but its connotations need
to be further explored and refined. This paper discussed the subtypes of the Chinese IR personality trait from a
quantitative perspective and further explored which subtype of IR was more adaptive.

The study adopted a “person-centered approach” to reveal the overall nature of IR in Chinese people. In
Study 1, 1911 participants of the CPAI-2 normative sample were analyzed with latent profile analysis (LPA) in
terms of six dimensions of IR — Ren Qing (Relationship Orientation), Harmony, Interpersonal Sensitivity,
Discipline, Thrift vs. Extravagance, and Traditionalism vs. Modernity — to explore the potential subtypes of IR.
In Study 2, 200 white people were investigated to explore the latent profile structure of Interpersonal
Relatedness in non-Chinese people. In Study 3, 2580 juniors from a comprehensive university were investigated
to verify the potential structure of IR obtained in Study 1. The LPA method with outcome variables (BCH
method) was used to investigate the social adaptability of different subtypes of college students in the potential
structure of IR in terms of academic performance, knowledge sharing behavior, and mental health.

The results of Study 1 showed that the fourfold classification model of IR had the best fitting index. The
fourfold classification model was specifically composed of high and low scores of “round outside” (including
three potential personality constructs of Ren Qing, Harmony, and Interpersonal Sensitivity) and “square inside”
(including three potential personality constructs of Discipline, Thrift vs. Extravagance, and Traditionalism vs.
Modernity). The four subtypes were “gentlemen” who were round outside and square inside, pedantic persons
who were non-round outside and square inside, two-faced persons who were non-round outside and non-square
inside, and hypocrites who were round outside and non-square inside. The fourfold classification model showed
that the latent profile structure of the Chinese IR personality trait involved the dialectical unity of “round
outside” and “square inside.” The results of Study 2 showed that the latent profile structure of the four categories
of “round outside and square inside” did not appear in the Western samples, which reflected the Chinese cultural
specificity of the “round outside and square inside” latent profile of Interpersonal Relatedness. The results of
Study 3 verified the fourfold classification model of Study 1. The results of BCH in Study 3 found that among
the four subgroups, the subgroup of “round outside and square inside” had better academic performance, higher
levels of mental health, and more knowledge sharing behaviors, which indicated that this subgroup was the most
adaptable in modern society.

The results are discussed in relation to traditional Chinese culture, especially regarding the characteristics
of the Confucian “gentleman personality”. The research provides a rich historical context and insight into the
applicability to the contemporary life of the dialectical and unified “round outside and square inside” behavior
mode of contemporary Chinese people.

Keywords personality, Interpersonal Relatedness, round outside and square inside, latent profile analysis





