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PRI AAR XS [ B 1+ 23 5% FR 0 28 AN 3 1]
JIT 7 A g — b FE LA, 38 R IR A N S i
TG 2% 50 (Asher & Paquette, 2003), & A W5
FW, IR Z AR T4 B SCAE 24 1 (Rotenberg,
1999). ALARIL, AARTR FL AT DL A 56 21 Jonh gk,
M H. 27 W L2t & 28 mT LU o ) 1Y o 44 X
—J&%3Z(Coplan, Closson, & Arbeau, 2007; Vellymalay,
2010). PR L2 R B 2 — FR A B0 1 ) 16 2
RS, o i I RS 2 28 2 ™ i g )L B £ 0
PR R FN.C FEALAE A IE % & J' (Mercer & DeRosier,
2008; Schinka, van Dulmen, Bossarte, & Swahn,
2012). PUA RILFIMBRAIAITE A 20 T4 80
GRS R TR E TR IZ G

SR, NEA MRS ST, A IR Y
BB B 22 S T IR T L], A2 o 22
P& (Social Needs Theory). TAAIIN THiE4E, &)
20\ ] A R A S 1 VR RE X A58 o 1T D S TE B
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KWIENRE, AR R Z E R 2R A5
B B e L2 AU PR 2R, DL G S PR 52 L
AN 4 FH AL (W0 Nangle, Erdley, Newman,
Mason, & Carpenter, 2003; XM, Ji524s, 2006).
XTI A B AE LR Y & e84k, AR
K AR W5 v 1 % 25N Lau, Chan, & Lau,
1999), X FEHFFT EARHR AL T 3¢ T PR A Jre 1) K
AP E RSB, SE LR R SR & R 0 LS
Ol o A BT X L IR Y % T AT 4ot 3 B
(In Kochenderfer-Ladd & Wardrop, 2001; J&552s,
WXAME, FINRE, ERLIE, 2006), (HAM & T HA
Ap ) A, X AR T LAE B FRATT 1 IOk g i A e 1k,
TGk A B AT A A s RN g IO IR Y A S
B, BECRE, R m e icit, Eniy
DAL IS S 0 A A A I R e S 7K 7 DL A I % &
JEta Heny it ot 2 2R b AR D AR i (i
Roekel, Scholte, Verhagen, Goossens, & Engels,
2010;Vanhalst, Goossens, Luyckx, Scholte, & Engels,
in press) A1 B 4F B BH (U1 Cacioppo, Hawkley, &
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Thisted, 2010; Dykstra, Tilburg, & Gierveld, 2005),
W R B, IR 7 D4R B — I e BTy
B 7. 8AERFHFERZ 5. 6 FHMILESAE
S22 I A] A AL, A0 Ak ) 285 - BE AR A
(Roekel, Scholte, Verhagen, Goossens, & Engels,
2010; Larson & Richard, 1991), {HX} T2 45 r g 14
JLEE AU Y & e a3, EAMUA D EhsE i B A
fri#% & . Jobe-Shields, Cohen Al Parra (2011)iB#E T
33 5 AEHILE MBI &, K IIMIERAE 3 4F
WE S5 FERZ TR RS H B RDRE,
AH 5% By S IE A 98 E P8 AR I B B 2 (Asher &
Paquette, 2003), JUHZTEE N, MHOCHFFIT R AT
Ao AR FRATTN B AR v i A IR ) K e
JUH R v [ L 2 7 B A v i 30 IO 1Y) R
TRIEAZ
11 JLEMMRMER

FEAE T BEHE A A A AR T A A2
T B 1523 /e (Heinrich & Gullone, 2006; Weiss,
1987), HHE Weiss (1987)HIM A5, MNMAF ASFh 4
AR TR, RN R 2 AT
B R EAE XL H AR e iYAL 2 R R
Berb A GBI L o 1l — BOX ST 2EBA 15 8 7847
T 2, BRI 2 e R Bk, IR A AR
PP AR, AT IS Y B R PRERAE T, IR
TR 5 25 W K8 Ak 2% O 2R B T AN A7 A T A 114 X
% % (Marangoni & Ickes, 1989), MMAXT#E&5E RA MY
FLIFA LTI bt 23 06 R A9 2 UL M BN
TIRRA W F W T T3 % (Marangoni &
Ickes, 1989), PRI Ny, IR = A A 2 A
SRR B ST BB AR B R, I R R R
FEN Y A BROC R BARAW . AR THNS A R,
AR AL 23 R FARE LA S 5 A LAt
23K FR 1Y 2 UL JE M B RE % e e AR 1) 7K -

SR A2 T SR IS FIAHUIN TR0 0T &2 56 E
PR AG = LR AL, (B0 IR ) K S it 1
BLRHNE SCHE, PR TCIE R MA A ST RIS 2
PRXS L 23 6 FR Y IR TPERAS & — AR S/, T2
AT AW R AL b, B, AR TR OR
MR IEAEE, NIRRT BRI R . AR
FEoR B N R P AR, 362 285 25 1 B et M ot it
JRA 2% 5 (Rubin, Bukowski, & Parker, 2006), HiX,
AR A 2 R R B AR 2 7 T — A 4K
Fhg . R R EISE e . 2R B R g R
(Fisher, 1980), iXFhit 2K AS AL LL B R AE

FIE 7 1 B0 SR 2 N IR %™ A T EE A 52 )

Parkhurst fll Hopmeyer (1999)7E4& & JL#4E4:
e BN AT 2 AN A 1) S At b B e — A DI Rk
RIRIIEAL . TEAATE R, MILEFINEF D4FE
B, MR R R T HAB B H—1Fr
BBy U A R, AR 2R R Tz
SRR EE fil RN 4230 T S 30 28 AN B B 2E R A
INEEARAE G, A Bt BOL B A0 Y H
o 55 = AR BOR A TR/l GEA Rl AR,
SINBHARIG S 2 JLE R S A EZ R,
BB BOR /N AR BT, X AHr B LE
REOCTE T TFERE A b 32 UG R AR B2, [m] s, DG 3 L
TEREAR R B4 2 S B b o7 R, XA TR 2625
e L RMURR Y OG5 . 58 A B B i v R,
XA B B AR TE N E R I A R, TR
X G AR BCE A DG AR BT i 25 2 T Bt R Y
P

M Parkhurst £l Hopmeyer R AN AT DUIA H, /N
22 B B L B IR R Ji AR A i I SR,
RAGBEAAFZE, e85 4 L2 v i 31 90
MU AR I E S TF AR IR AR 2 . X L&
HH G DI B R R Y SR S A TR R, — T
By 748 7 DA AT R 3R PN S R A R AE A AR I Uk
RIEFIVER . 71—, A B T3ATA R I ek
TEA RV AR B B J Je 3, 3 1 5 B A1 0 -
ORI Ik SR A Jie 5 1 1 i) e A AL

He4E Parkhurst fll Hopmeyer YRR /N22 R4
KA T WA B Bz Bl i P, ek — i,
R TT AR N ), HBE AR 0 25 A A FE TP Bl
e, B ESE WML TR 2ZE, ATiesFRULE
7P B KT B IR TR BE R AR S A AR E
MR GE Ty Fdt s Re i — 2 R R, JLE R
T U ARG 8 A& R R DL 2 X Rt
AN, PR KR B A . SR I A 25
RAE— R b SRR T B ie o XA AL AN i ke
(2003)IRIFFE R B, IRIA 20 (2~4 - 9%) )L 25 A IRl ek
B E TR (5~6 F9)JLE, i Lau %£(1999)
PIBFSE AT 5. 6 AFEZE A IR B R T 4
R I, I, AT/ 2 4R R
5 ARG AR B I EOK - SR B R R, H
S, XA R EE RGN . AR YE Parkhurst
F1 Hopmeyer MWLM, M/NEVER B EEY, JL
AL TG RS TR WA AR, B K i
BB A it S B A5 20 2 T RE 23 X I R R 3 AR
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. NHEENEREABIEEMZ G, PR
ELHBH B A ETF. Koenig #1 Abrams (1999)7E
SZE O TR SR S5 AL SER L IR, Ik
£ 10~17 2 Z A — BB EF g, Lau %
(19993 [E F s L BT 25 AL Z B, B8R
5. 6 FYEEA RIS ELT 4 B, B 8. 9
SR IR B 2 & T 7 g A
B /N B AR AR AL TERETT . 226 D
EWAEER, AT /R BOLE R B AR 4
EIUT RS, (PR AR08 0 1 R T R 25 B
WIRZE, I HAE A AREEMG, IOMER &
R R S A 0) <k

12 MMmERARHMHNES

KFIAMBE R AEEM 25, A M5IF
KIGHG—HE . B & IRE T B2
25N JE 52445, 2006; Coplan, Closson, & Arbeau,
2007), i BB 5T IF A & B 2 PR 5 22
(4N Catterson & Hunter, 2010; Junttila & Vauras,
2009). L FE A1 [ 558 (2003)IA 0 HL A 9T 4518 1Y
—HHE N A A BRI . AT R, X T
R L RBFSE, A S 0B ) 22 S A5
ZHOE VAT A FE SR g AR % 2 AN R L
)N G X FIE R LEM S, KEBak
T DL A9 B 5T 45 3 34 3R W1 55 £ i Ik B K S
¥ T4 %, Chen, Rubin Al Li (1995)th % ¥
[l 5 A 2 A R R0 I A b e %8 2%, RIAE
B AN AL M R BT AR a2 e e T
Ttk BT LRsHr, IATAN T L LE IR
AR IRIKE A e S A TE i 25 5, 5 I gk
KRR KT R R K] g s T &%

O A M oE AR 2D 56 i I 8k & i ol B I i
MR NBEMZ IR ACKRE, LZ%BZ
BEACTE R A ERyBt T, SRR OCR T
o %%, X [E AR IR R RR B B R & (Ellis &
Zarbatany, 2007; Ma & Huebner, 2008), X 1fij 1F 401k
AU TR 48 ), B2 2 RFRIEIE AR b
SRUE MR UK O o o BUARTE SR R AT
HHZ R EA—ENILE, BRaER, L%
X 5 2 1 1O B R LR R At 355 T 3B 4% (Bakker,
Ormel, Verhulst, & Oldhinkel, 2010). gk % & ik
JE ) 25 S 7E — o B R L WA A AR R A4 1Y
AR 5L W AR R B AR 1 T SR R, Gk
B AT IR A 22 5, (HEA G R & et
ANHFE B 2R o I FRATTB s 5 % L % I

TR S 1Y) P N A AE 0 35 0 22 5
13 RHFEENSMMELRE

[F) A AR R e i B 2k 2 b . X L2
M, SEENA R S AN EENE, H
o S B A AT Y 38 M2 1 B (Rubin et al.,
2006). JLE [ PSR M NAIER FE . RS
Parkhurst £l Hopmeyer (1999)/E8ig, XFF 44~/
FRr By LE R UL, RSk F AL, JFAER R
PR O R A A 2 M A A B T A S R 1Y
BT o

) P N AEAR R b e 7L 5 H s
FEIR S 2 1Y 0 & (Gifford-Smith & Brownell, 2003).
SR P N AR BE (LB AR L, Bl IR PR 4 0 L
BEAEARAE TR L AL, 25 2 BHEBRTERE AR
5 2 Z Ah, I 52 2% RO A B X FF (Hymel,
Tarulli, Thomson, & Terrell-Deutsch, 1999), 7EiXFf
TEOLT, JLE IR T 5 — B B BEA T SRAR MRS 31
T A2, DT 3 B0 U g J 1 A ARG R I 2% B2 T
CA MRS R S T EIRMRIE (Asher &
Paquette, 2003; Emler & Reicher, 2005; J&5%4s4,
2006) FRTM, A IR ZEHFEER AT BWTHEST
BeF, XA IRATICE: 1 A [F) A a8 e IO R S
AR PEH]

e R, JLE M [F AL BRI — e R
B9 f2& & M (Lansford, Killeya-Jones, Miller, &
Costanzo, 2009), H1 %55 2 8] JLEARFHE . £
AT R VA KA 2] B 4 R &R (520 (Chen,  Chang,
& He, 2003; Stoeckli, 2010; Mahon,Yarcheski,
Yarcheski, Cannella, & Hanks, 2006)ifii /= 4= % 5l . [A]
P42 90 3 R iz AT g 23 0 L B 08 DI ™ A 8 )
PERYFZIR o 55 i 0 [R) AP E2 40 PT B 2 7 4R e 1) ] Py
L Y IR, BT [) A e 4 0 mT 8 25 hn ) L
AR Wt B, TRl AR 1 sh A mT fiE
OO RAE B R R - B A e 2, T
1, FRATTHRLHS [R] B 42 A 41 S Bk 18] 222 e 0 Bp 2% o
A LB AU S i MR . FRATTAY A
. R 2350 2 s L2 IR A A AT 7 A ) dd
BV T o B i [ A4 48 25 S BU L B 0 )
BEEARR, 4524 T i JLZE IR B L A B & Jre i
B b D 2 o

JUE A S AR g At S B A T RE 2
52 AR 8 AT % 7K SF- (Anderson, 1999), {Hiz 4>
R 1A DG )L AR R Y B 58 R BB 43 i S TP
AR FE 5, AR UG CIE RN . A2 X i
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B, AV TE RV T AR E5 e A nT DL 4%
PR B H A ) SO v, FRATHRATE R E R R
TEA A8 DI B 50 v 93 Y B AE 1 €0 0 AR T S
M, RV AL Z AR R i 22 57 o R R 53
AR TSR A TR 25 00 FBEPE, SRS TR RN . X
TR, A by — A2 AR B
JLEETE O A 14 VA i SR FE Bk (Chen, 2010). 7E
XFPEEE T, o ToRiE A RAGERDS N BHARrT e s
SEN B BB, T ] A& KR (Mijuskovic,
1992), AfXANLL, Chen 55 A (2004)i845 ), 7R354
B ARsE ) SCA AR S v, A A IO R i) 1 B TT g 2%
B HIERTET, EXFEET, MK
R, Wb st # vt Y )l B
R, DT B 25 ) B Az 3 9

SR, AERE £y 304EM], PERSEE TER
Mtk R, fERTT AT s R, MEABERE
IRBEZ B T NATTE ) ER 5 I DGR Y — 2.0
PR BT, WM REICHE L ST M SR LB S 3
MR 4% 32 (Chen, Cen, Li, & He, 2005; Shi & Xu,
2008), Ff RN L 24k H AR A B EH R o T
Fh o Al ad B rhoxg ol 7 B RE RN A A 09 5 I 1T RE 23
Bl LB & R R B RE T 2R XS AN R AT 25 1R 56 . 4
S H R AFE N (2012) 38 5 B W7 7 S AR B, AT 2
25 4E, RAAAE R R REAOK B P St . HAh,
WA SR, ek A0 2045 0], o E TR D 4E
Xof G i e B 58 14) 285 B8 BOR B o AHR TR AN 1)
AR AT X AR 3 B9 AF Ot B 58 (Chen, Bian, Xin,
Wang, & Silbereisen, 2010; Pew Research Center,
2005),

rh [ A 2 Y B R B RUZE AR R AR B Bk AR AR Ik
WG, AT i FE A ST R A R T L
KM —Jo —miEsE . —Jrm, LM E S
HERBYEW Ty o 53— H, AR H AR T
OB E S FEXAMELLT, T L I
(8 R SR A TR Z B I AR B, FRAT 18 12 £ Bl [ Sh i
ik 25 A 28 30 R4 2 2 i b I Sk v L B IO R S
MR . BT A R, MR T RIS BT
RFEST A AT | JLEE RO R R H 25 37 21 E A DL K&
Fh 2 Ak ik 2 vb gk N7 B RE R A 09 SR I AT RE 23
Bl L3 K AR A B RE 1 R RS AS BRI 4 A, 3K
ATTIA S 2 i e 1 36 Tl L 2 Rk Rk Ay R K P A 2
T RE A —E R R

Zi AR, AFSEAGE A 7 I = AR Y DU UG E B
DX, R AL e B AR 5 4 i b [ i 7

st /NE LM R SR AR AR a3, JF 5 25t 01
HE | g ) L2 IO ER e Joe ke i 7K Y- Bk 3
5
2 ik
21 #WMik5EF

AWF R EE B — ¢ T ILE I 46 S+t ot
RIBIRAA BT 5E . o T S Br/NaE i
H ARG R WA = AR, T T i
B HAE ARG P B IR E — i, Bk
FEHIME AN BRI TR (FZ KM EZES) ,
SRR 2 5 P ZOMC ], a2 5 F R AN B . 95%
WAL R B Z TS INARTAIGE . FE I IERE b, &
0] 896 7, MIWCA RN 884 1, Hf 5% 444
£(50.2%), &% 440 4 (49.8%), JLESEHAER K
8.5 % (SD=3.06 ~H). MAET N 91%., LKL
K VA B2z 78.2% HoJm =yl il o ) 22 Hi e =
EY. PR M TGN 05—, T
A, = MW, ARG R AL 75, 101
138 Ao

RO Rt KB A R R, R MR S 4k S
I gE Ak, 78 M B oA(1)=1.72, ns). 4FiE
(#(882)=—1.09, ns) S22 — U MK 1 [F) PEE 94 (1(882)=
1.37, ns)FIPRIER(1(882)=1.01, ns) FYIRAETE L&
25, RS .
22 IR
221 JLEMMEER K Asher 5 A (1984)5F
N g il 8 B A 5 0 20 8K 9] 45 (Tllinois Loneliness
Questionnaire) I & JLFE [ IR o iz w3 h 24
AWHARL, Hd 16 A5 TR AL 2 A 1l 1) 550
Hdn “FRIBABARIE” . I 55), 8 4>
KT NEZLFHEATH N “FRERBE” 55).
R R oM A 25 R B, 16 AP0 B 671 Ao 78 51— [
T b iz 5, A 16 A5 H BE 4y,
Fr A3 ok e, ROAIMUEREREL, X —id a7
A E W AMER Bz R (R o 4, PhR 4L, X
41, Yeh, 2005; Pedersen, Vitaro, Barker, & Borge,
2007; Juvonen, Nishina, & Graham, 2000; Nangle et
al., 2003), HAFIUE T IOER ) 4 & 26 8% 2 W T
o E DL E R BFIE, B B A AR (A o 2 4%,
2006), AU, 44 PR SC(201 ) 5T 3R
B, ZE RN T 1. 2 R/ NFA RS . TE
FELLSHBOM VTR ZE BRI, 2 AFHFEART T X
R H B AL RME . AEARBRSE T, POk
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iKY Cronbach o RESH7IN 0.86. 0.87. 0.91 F
0.91,
222 [EIFIEE  RARPERAM IR, ZR¥
e AR A R B K — A B A e AN B —
B (R BEIR) 2 o 448 W A 2] A FEURE 38 42 RIS i 4
2 BB LI BE R B bR ifE A, SR Coie 55 AW
¥ (Coie, Dodge, & Coppotelli, 1982), HFIH
BRI UESY 55 TS24 BR v o ORH R, T 454045
TILEZ YRR 2= E R R B . [ AR 2 )12 g
AT AR SCAC TS 52 F L [R) J22 40 A E 1 )  (J
TFZE4E 2006; Gazelle & Ladd, 2003), &—FhIE#
I T
23 #EF

VIBE hy Bvr, R FH LAt 0 1) 7 2% 2045 7] 2
WPFE o WP R 2t Lol U 2 i e i o0 PR e\ A5
AT FIRK, JHEHCIR RN R . BEERAT
AT B A A i BEn), JFAR F 32 5K
AR MR, G ket A R I ) AR R
HRPOH IR A O IS U, BRI X
“HET 24y, SIS, A RLER ST .
BROFFEF AL, WA NS E B

G5B EAETHRMEE R, JFE5 G DA
280, T AEYAAE IR, B B s— B
AL, SRR ERE L T ARG DL R A I, TR
el R, T A A . R IR R
A A G ATF 5% A R e 0 56 %) 35T B A7 7 L R
T ARG (5 U S5 ROk E, Ml Iy X 9f Ak
Xt R A O R R
24 BIRSTRES

TSR 25 AR e BEAT A IR MG O TR G R
B, FEE PR [) P42 90 0 R M R 3 =22 ) 1Y)
KR RIE, RH Mplus 6.0 #4 #y8AR 1 1 K AR A
e g )L AR Y AR L

TR B B K AR S0 AT (Latent Growth Modeling,
LGM)J2: 25 #4 J7 BRI ) — Fp A =X, PR 98 e —
AR 1Y AR AL B (Meredith & Tisak, 1990), 5148
GEAt ik (Can = 52 I 9 7 25 430 0) R S TE TELL YA
ANTE], LGM AT LA % Ji b 72w i) 20 R AR 72 S
[ i #4745 11 (Fan & Konold, 2009), LGM % 56E
SMHAEAS 2, R AKERREER . SR R
— 75 g AN [ B () 4 S o 0 A A 7 v
(I PR AT AR B 45 0 . i, X — AR ()T 7
HAE =ASARE] A (L1, 2 1 t3) 3RS i e — A i
(14 SEZ o XU EL TT A Pl AR i 7 S 0 ARk 23R 5k T A 1 A

I DA SR 22 IO I G SR e I 5C A R LAk Y
W, AR Y 1A 75 38 AT DU LR R R R,
Horr o o Al 23 BICERIZ A BRI BER A AR, M
& MARRPEAN IR ZE .

1 £

Np 4 7, 1p
I

Vop |=|1 1 | +| &)
1| LT

y3p 3 ‘93p

TEICIERE I, B — D NP EEE AR AT LLEA T
A IE, AT 2 BE A 4 R, (R B ] L
P R A RER A AR S, DA KORGS5 Y78 S 30
B AR R FRAT I EOGER AS 5, B4 R
TR AR AR GRS AR ARG . R R A
BT A AR B KT (9734, i AR A A S D
B T AR G AT S . [FIAEHE, REEEAGIE
Sy SR 2B Al BE T AR A AR S DU i ke T A
AU B AR 2 57 o SR AR Ak R A A T AT B IR
FAE YR Ry TC 25 AR Y (Unconditional LGM)

B 1A LIRS A Y e 34 AT T FR A R, LGM
AT LK 5 #kBE FRL R R = S, RIS A
(Conditional LGM). ANSIX WA S0 5 B — i) ] 48
5+ (Time-variant) 2§ i [8] {8 52 (Time-invariant) K & 7
e E AR, I ATEARA B4 22 A AT
DIfiE A RGN S . AEXFER T, RS
Bl L RO R RR

Top = Onop + B1X +&55
Tp = Orip T Pox +820

Hordr oo, T o, AT 5 B AU AREE, By F1 B,
I FR AR A S BOR T X e H R AR, & RN &,
BEBLDR 22000, AR & x AT DU AR A A AR

TEAW T, RATE @ IR, H5
PRPRIEAR A BB, LA S AR R A 4 7K P 0 & e
R AP E AR 22 5 o FEGEERS [, A
PR X — I ] 4 R 2R, 25 IO R i) 728 A 2 2
BAFFEVER 22 5 0 B, AR gh X — i) ] A2
SRR, B AR AR A0 2= 5 32 R A A Y

AP
3 4%

31 ARSI

HHE Duncan 251 57 # B9 21 (Duncan, Duncan,
& Li, 1998), FATRH Mplus #AF iy 25 Bk
ol 8% ¥ (Full Information Maximum Likelihood
Method) 2 57 A BRI AH . 45 4 08 B Be A gk . [w]
PR BRifE2E B C RBUERF IR 1 R .
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M ARG B R AR, L UM R R T R
I %I [v] £ 22 290 8 AS ] F 00 3 s 1) 34 22 & 28 7
ARG LA, IO R R ] £ 2 4 36 B o S R R
(AR M o
3.2 IMPMEREITILIEE . TEHER

Sk TR 56 AR ) A b e B 2 1 A 2
eEmy, FRAT B E T UNE 1 R A TE AR A
TR B AR RUR AN 8] 2 B A A 2R v G 4k 1 1 AR
TG RAIR

S METC A RV AR g R T BAL R
(o) FIRER(B) o o R HE AR F I B & e b #5 iy ke
GO, BT I DR 2R 3 B e R 1.0 bR I
R AR, AR Ay, R
AT %A 1.0, 2.0, 3.0 fl 4.0, H— 2K FH
AU T7 N : LONE;=a+BiA+Eyo HeHt, LONE, N
i i TERF] ¢ PRS2 o B 7 AOHREE, 7E
B FE H R ARG AR A T AR B e i
F AL, AEAAIE ST AR 2 0 I 349 ) I R 1) 4

x1 BLEEMMIE.

YA B A R SRR, & Sk | AR TR] ¢ Y
2%, B EAKEN RN o= Ua T Eois Pi = ug=+
Epio A w0, A gy 53 B R RS FNRPR A I, Eut En
Oy RIARR I . RERIER2E

LA TC AV A e B KA R AR 2 M TE A 3
FAR Y [ JER 380 T — A kI, S — 2K
TR LONE,=artBiictfoidd +E0 Fo, A2 Rt
BT Tr, B MERMEREE, By I ARER S
JEIKERITTHER 2 0= po +Euis Pri = g+ Epiis Poi = pp +
Epnio TN TCAAFAAL ) R B AU G HRARINER 2 R .

MG FERR T AR H, ALtk o4 R A b
AR K A FUA P T v 0 S 1 A i K
IR, FRHH 2~5 4FE G L B PRk 1) A i 52 th 26 A8 1k
HaB L MARZRPE TG AR R B 25 SOk, BB
R L R A KR 1,97, BE KT 0(p<
0.001) P JERAE PO 0 40 1) 2 2o i e 44 () =
—0.16, p<0.001), i H. 32 ¥ 1) R R AF T B (it 2t
#K=0.03, p<0.01). MAb, HHAEFR(67=0.22, p<0.001)

WRAEE R X R EIEME

AR M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1.T1 PR % 1.96  0.78 1.00
2.T1 FfEH40 0.08 145 —0.25%* 1.00
3.T2 R gk 1.84  0.68 0.38%*  _0.17** 1.00
4.T2 [ 39 0.10 1.51 —0.25%%* 0.59%%  _(0.21%* 1.00
5.T3 PRI 173 0.73 0.30%*%  _(.25%%* 0.50%%  _0.29%* 1.00
6.T3 R4 0.06 1.48 —0.20%* 0.55%%  _(0.19%* 0.65%%* —0.20%* 1.00
7.T4 R ek 1.71 071 0.24%*%  _0.2]%** 0.38%* —0.20%* 0.49%*%  _(.24%x* 1.00
8.T4 [A]fEHe4h 0.06 1.44 —0.20%* 0.48%%* —0.18%* 0.54%* —0.28%* 0.66%* —0.28%* 1.00
W T1. T2, T3, T4 40000 2 FF9 . 3 4F40. 4 YR S 4L *p<0.05,**p<0.01, T[]
0.03%*
ARG AR PUAELL IR
P Pt DI Jae P
’[ 0.29%%* T 0.25%% W 0.28%* I 0.23%*

B OB e TG 2% P T A T A Y
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FIMZRBERINE F(67=0.02, p<0.05)H B FE KT 0, %
I L2 A b 1) Ik JER K O B S5 R 117 738 b RS 2 4
P B R 22 5 R, R AR R (]

(r=—0.02, p>0.05) . AL A1 il 28 1R 2 [6] (7—=—0.003,
p>0.05). RPE5 LR ZE](=-0.05, p>0.05)¥I~K

BRI K 2 [N A7 A S5 R K
33 MMMBATHEZMMENES

N T 25 N IR A 7 Al B TR A AR ) 22

S, FRATFEAR et 0 S MR 1Y 58 — 2 7K1 O
AR, B o = to + Yoxitois Pri = g HypixitCis

TAERE VS, RIS AL | MHE B o = +ypoxit S HERAPFBURAMIE 3 BTR). 3
T2 HMHEREZMLEGRTERRKENNRABEMSIER
— FH A5 5
x(df) P CFI RMSEA SRMR i RS Mhgesbr  #kiE g HhZeAspR
LML 18.08(5) 0.00  0.96 0.05 0.05 1.93%%  -0.08%* 0.24%%  0.03%*
ARLRMETCAFR 1.65(1) 020 1.00 0.03 0.01 1.97%%  -0.16%* 0.03%* 0.22%* 0.14 0.02%
ARG ARG YA s
. " - Bk 4]
1 | i i
D blE LN Eleps i/ LP3
T 0.30%% ]\ 0.21%* I 0.25%* I 0.20%

B2 IR A AR S P TT0 2% P A i g A Y

Kl 3

P42
D e

W 0.25%*

P A SR A B3 ) 5

[LAF4R
P

I 0.20%*
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o, xRl s PR (0=35, 1=2).

gh HLR W, % 2% R R X B Y LA R4,
v’(2)=3.35, p=0.18, CFI=1.00, RMSEA=0.03, SRMR=
0.01. Lol il e 4 i A B K 7 b A7 7 Bk 25 22
5 (ye=—0.22, p<0.01), Zr % 1h i PR LT
B IR K (1) AR A R AT B 22 5
(751=0.01, p>0.05), NP JEEAE Ak i 3k B[R] A AN A7
TE 3 2 5 (732=0.01, p>0.05), X} F 53 ok i, i)
9 PR R =2.08-0.22 X 1 51| -0.16 x Fif [A] +0.01 x 1
S < BffE + 0.02 x BFE] 2+ 0.01 x P53 x Bpfa] 2 =
2.08-0.16 x I []+0.02 x Fffa] 25 %t F 4%, il
B PR JE%=2.08—0.22 x P4 51 -0.16 x B [6]+0.01 x P
B > B[] +0.02 x B[] 24+0.01 x 4 51 x A i) =
1.86-0.15 x Hif[]+0.03 x i} i) 2,

AN, #IE B AR F(67=0.22, p<0.001)F1h <4}
FHYAE 5F(67=0.02, p<0.05)3 & KT 0, KA
BLiE— 5 A AR [ 2 BT R R KOV Kl
I T MRS
34 MMEATIEE. FEEENEIN

R T 2 5% AP 9 L I JER AR £k )
So, DL TA] B 4 g 4 g i 1a] A S 0 T 78 4 (Time
Varying Covariates), 4 54 Jhy B[] 15 & /) Pp A8 &

(Time Invariant Covariates)Fs & 25 {4 5 (A& 4
TR)o FEIK— SRR 5 — ROKOP R Y 7 7R
M LONEiz:ai"‘ﬂiit"‘"‘ﬂzi/ltz+Vta)it + o HP @y
Wi FERTIE] ¢ M EAEEEA 5, v OBt ¢ R[]
PEEZ T IR ) O 0] 05 R B 28— 2Ky O
N o = o + paxitloss Pri = tp Fypixitpns Pr = pp +
Yp2XitEpio

SEIRLRI, AR EE A 3B TT LA A7,
Y’ (14)=43.41, p<0.01, CFI=0.95, RMSEA=0.05, SRMR=
0.07, FEFEANBF LA b, RIS g RE B bR s, DIk
HOEHAR (T AES: p=—0.11, t=-6.14, p<0.001; =4F
2. p=—0.04, =-3.02, p<0.01; PU4EZ . p=-0.10, =
-6.23, p<0.001; Fi4FEZ. p=-0.09, =5.83, p<0.001),
2 B[R] AP 2 4 %o I 3 7 R AU 1) 1t L AT 2 A
FHo A, BRI 5 (67=0.21, p<0.01) Al £ 4l
78 5(6%=0.02, p<0.05)/5 B E KT 0,

4 HHE
41 JLEh g AT AL B % R AN
N A IR T A b i

A R BIE, Jitt, BATM AR T IR e Y
LM AR R A AR LRI T . BT ST 4 SRR,

0.22%%
—wgg | OB i
LA ALK
—0.10%* —0.05%*
[l - pe2 [EEEDELR

»

A

mepge | 02 it | 020
Pk P |

-0.09%* —0.09%*
e IS
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L PR G B AL 1 005 HR AR IR 2 e M R R A B
b, H R BB S R bRAniE o T AR Ze v
KB SHORE, R0 REAE, RUTENK
W), L R IR oK B R R it 2Rt
g AR, DML EE IR KPR i) R 2 ik

JL 2 v g S I JR 4 Jre i B AR AR KRR B
SBT3 — B B A A it Ak 15 5 %) 722 Ak DA BN R A
H IR AR Ao WINHUR SRV EERE, /MR
AEG R JLE C 4] DLRIE 2 4 A Z 8] & 2% i)
B R (Fisher, 1980), TEXFMELT, HZA
JITRE) 11 [ £ P 7O s 32 3] L 2 1) e 4 o F 5 R B,
MILE RIS, L 5 R R s R 2 & AR TERT
ZHZ H1(Rubin et al., 2006), X TiX—4E B BB L
HORUL, [IPEREACY LSt 1 5 s 8 B 38y
2 . X—Fr B JLEIF R B T B O kR a8
T2 DL S H 7[R A o i) 2 Rl B (Kuttler,
Parker, & La Greca, 2002; Cillessen & Rose, 2005),
T [F) R T iU AR E SR — i i i i e
TE AL L ANE G Ry BB, T I X — it B iy
T A8 A RS 28 M, A2 5 1A 0 38 958 v 7K - 1Y
PR, Bl BERGE R BR e, A A8 18 Al A 5]
B A R, O3 b I 8, I sk [ 4K
ST A

B TN EEAEY, BE AR AT R,
AMABINERE ) XA T i — 2 Kk e, AATRERE [ iy
KR 2 ANPRICR, FERT TR T
FIZRAE (Fisher, 1980), iXFhiAJIRE T ) K JEXS ANk
H IR A RS 0 & 7 A T E AR . A
FESCKRFE, PR A A s, —2xf B S
s AN SEBR AT OC R A IARISRAE, XX —RAE
SORMIEZE SO . TN B IR A SRR MAERE, F0
R ZILE - MRERAREET, MiTsdtfrEL
1Y A 3 S (Goossens & Marcoen, 1999), 2 B i
BT ARMR AN, B H S SMmARNCR.
DA F18 ol 28 A el A5 Al 17T 1 sz JEL R A% 45 728 745 B
MR Z o X AT g A T B0 D AR R0 3 45 e 7K T I
R E BN, A, IWREMESKRE, /4
P56 ) — I R A 55 R B R E ) R
NIA] o 3K —AT: 55 18 5 W — J7 T 75 B3 — B B ) AR
¥ H O SMAARFR . AL AETE, 5 —J7 i
Wi L ABATIE B — A 5 B B A B 25 SR o 2%
B X IE RN, — AR AFT RN,
PR S 52 2 3 T (Fontaine et al., 2009), %5 —Jf

T, A BT A A IO Y 25 BE IR AMER 2 i
ARRET I, A fTFE A 1Y 3 72 P 37 25 R 22 (Goossens
& Marcoen, 1999),

M ERGGHTAMER H, 2~5 FFR/NFEAEATF—
FRON R JRLATI] o /INEEAR AR G AR T DA i ]
AN B B A DN RN s A A O [R] A AR
FFG A, XTI B 2 i E1AURE B A R K &
AT, MR — B B, BEAR TR B AE AR 1L 2
o SIS AREE S AN AHICEC A2, JLE A B X
R A1 B AR FE 0 A K IR AR A b A7 1) 98 BE O 1 b B
FEXAME O T, 0L B 5 50 S 1 % 25 02 B
PO K A i R S PR i B A AR R S 1, A
M A B REA W, R CR MBI E ., 16
XAMEBL TS, MR IR S Bz T R, SR
HEAB/NE AR B, R I N L EE [ 75 20 41
FREAE o Bl A & DL K B B 3R B Rl
K, RIS HE 23 56 R BTG SRAFIAR S A 1 91 7 7
— KRB VERE o TR R 2548t AR X B B — T 2
] ZFh 2R TE XL AE o OC R T B3/ NAA ST
I TE B (Bagwell, Coie, Terry, & Lochman, 2000),
WA EZEEH BRI, TERER TS R, Abf]
BARBE 55 MR R —E i B ER ST, JFH
AT M EE, EX BT, MemEgILE
PRI 14 B BT 4 D 2%, BT A A i —
H BT ATRE . LA BRI, /N 2~5 4RGSR
A I K S AR 2 TR 4 T B R
42 JLEHBREAIIM A RMITR R EF

L v s 399 IO IR e S 1) P Ol 2 S 2 AR 5
KIEME AELENE . NFIBRIE SRR,
BEIMIBA R LG K- B & T L%, (8 1Ek
S B BRI B FIFAE R E N R BAaW
P A IR B [R5 T B 3

PRAMUBK P 1 i IRAEAR R AR BE b s 14k
FaTEORAT RN R R, N B A R
AL 22 5 0] BE 2 5 IO B SR K A7 A
PRI R BRI . CA MR RN, NER B
W) ff: 28 7 o 2 0 & A 7E ) B BE AR Y
(Maccoby, 1998). 1M 5 %A L L FHIAAEAR Z
BLRHIE AR AR TR B, PR TR
BN AE—E N 2ZE 5 BB w4 5 4P
Y 1% 2h A1 i Xk (Benenson, Sinclair, & Dolenszky,
2006; Weinberger & Stein, 2008), X T8 [ ¥ 1 i
KR FNER Gl 5 TR, ARSNGB Y rh, BB
PR B 1 <7 e A0 3R BURTRE 23 H A A0 4E 37 (Noakes &
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Rinaldi, 2006), SR 2 Hfig e b 5 1) 5 207 3K
(Benenson, Sinclair, & Dolenszky, 2006), % %
PRTUTE i 8 5¢ R ARG 3, AT KOS WO &Y
W3l R NSETE G iRk, AR/ B 4
Wi f# e vp %€ (Kuppens, Grietens, Onghena,
Michiels, & Subramanian, 2008; Smith, Rose, &
Schwartz-Mette, 2010), HYK, PIBEART A7 7 X
FIE—EMES . BB RSB SE 20
R B AR 7 X, TG A B A S
Z W N B IRAZ A ph 58 B el B et TR I B IR A
H 2 YL (Maccoby, 1998). 4 £ AT BT 5 1) 2%
AL, T Al N A ERAZ, 0] TR B A Y
Jr 2RSS I — B AR e gE, WA T ) TR
FH 8] 2 19 7 28 2 1k 151 %% (Benenson, Sinclair, &
Dolenszky, 2006). 55 =, 4 H Z ML ZHRM T
B3 0 [P AR 4, AH 58 AR 3 2 A A A A T
Jr 5, BOMELLREAZ B R e MR AT R, IF
FL 2 7 T i Ak B b B9 1 1k 9 FR1E (De Goede,
Branje, & Meeus, 2009), XA, 415
KRWT R BT . 1 Lo B HE AR A 30 AR X R,
XL BRI B T I 54, SR
) RN LS = P a3 ) | B e S NS N L
—XF— BB e FR, B Z ] YOG R A T
(Lansford, & Costanzo, et al., 2009), i 5 1% Bk i1 5
KA O FR, [RGB 7E ) A4 3 R b i) H
7o HATH R R ISR H IR ERE LT
Lo N EHUARRIE R S BT AER ), &R AR
FEFRMLES | SO A B AR W B
P, TEMRS D # FE 1 AR, B4 AT RE AR IA
HRORAS IR, XA AT AT 4 B SR R A Y OGRS,
MATITZI H T 55 £ AR iy PR AK -
SR R R R G KA RS, IOk Rk ) & R
HEEFEAR KRR BE b S Wity ) L2k I AP B AR | il
AT SRR L. HADRA, A XJLERA
S J@ W SCAE B  BR i sh SIS T R A 2, BF
FEB AT G S 202 1 B P 1k A A 2e A1 7R
HEINE . H8UB. RERESTHNES . =
JCXAL i (Two Cultures Theory)ih N, 761 H Y
ZHT, B LW R S 2 0 e A A R PR I R A
frh, PSR Z B 22 AR A B . AEAR KRR
FE 155 4R 2 243 i 2 TEAS IRl B W SR A B
K (Maccoby, 1998), iX Wi Fh V. SCALBEAH 2L Y
H R BARAEAE—E 1 25 5, (HE BUR Y, H A 9 2 48
JFEA RN 2ZS . BETHARAIETE R, MAZ

& 2 AR RS E T AL 2 A B 18] b 5 4% 4 7% 22 IR AT
FES I 25 5 o X — a5 LT S O R 25 SR 1 D R IR
SR AR A 1) 3 R I A AE 3 PR 22 5%
4.3 REEZERT)LE o R HA A0 R & R 40T Y

A

BV RN, MILESR TG, MExH &
T [R) P4 T A v 32 52 12 B2 1% 5 7 2 1 T (Kuttler
etal., 2002), FEIXFPE OL T & 0L R f 42 98 A8 B m)
B2 X IR 1) 2 Jre 7=t E BN R . LA ARG
LR ARG, R T & Z AR
ARHIFGT 2R VAR e AR s [R] Pl R gl i B B
A ) AR S IR 2R, 8 8 FLAE IO B R Jig b 2 rh i 1
o 25, R L LW R A9 K-
AT LS M 24 B A IR K ST, 858 v 1 [ A 32 40 7K S
FE— B FERE ] LU A )

MAFFEEE KA, LAY A P2 48 K S B
EREE MRS TR, 2 AEM RN S 3. 4.5 %
[ AN AT 565051 0.59 . 0.55 FiT 0.48, [RlfE4%
iR FRE T e S L A B R ERRE AR FEAE
Canshg . B . RS 56 SRim, JLEERY
[ PE RN BR T 22 ik Sefe e R s i b, [a] i3z
— RINAFE R NI a . AN H5Y
Wi, DTG 6 B0 M — 8RR B B Bl o X i BhAR 25 5
BILF A BEH], DI 52 e Y s () B K-

TR RIS, AIEASUNER B G, W
AR A PR 2 A 16 A B BT S IR R AR A XA A
PR B JE P= A — S A e . R R Tk A 235
W B AR S, RN — o B i
SRR P R 56 (Pedersen et al., 2007), H
AN 3 2 B T SR ) B DL R PR R R & R S A
T AR PR R B — s BB BT . AR
LS RRE, 2GR SAEY, FFEEgKFY
AT DL R R AR B B4 A 5, FE— 2 R b
UESE T A AR 907K 7 1 85 SR o (DA RS 11 L
RRAE, R g B AR IR K R 7R
TR IR BR T 52 W A g ix — &R 1)
AN, AR KRR A7 3 HAh B N R
WA, 4nigf& A 25 (Lucht et al., 2009; Roekel et al.,
2010), T X FR(Clark & Ladd, 2000). Jfi‘k %%
(Birch & Ladd, 1997)%: .,

4.4 EAWMRBREK. BRERRKRARTHEE

AWFFTIE L Dy B = AR PO RAE BRI, REEE
FT 25 b G 4 e L e s Bk Y &
JEHaH, fE—E R EAE TILEING . AR KR
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5585 R A A R & e R VR . A DG L 19K
MU A, O A IR 2 R I W I 58 BT 309
AN TE) R BB BRI T o X BRAR AT LA BhFATT 1)L
MU e B RERR, (H A BN 5 0 50A fa7s IK
LRy gt D= RS 57 I N O S A N YR o2 ) U £
KEFEF, W HIATRT T IR kR, ER
TR R FE AR 22 5 o A 4 SR A AU K e
AR S8 PR AL T — W SuE SR A . R, AT
FEIR R GHEE TR R A R AE L&
6 S0 I R & e e v A o ST O L DI 9IR
A% P B 5 T 22 O T IR JB% e AR KT 1 i) 25
DL [ A 5 28 %o I K S B 5] o AR A B 58 R
T BRI R A JR AL S ) o AR 1) 485 T
T AR AR R e i 531 2 5, D S R 40 5 9K
MR AR LREA —ENHEE X, /e, M0
Hp ] R AR R T R A R R L EE R R I RR R
TE4, HAT SR CRRE . RATBEICIE 58 2 ML
SRR, Wk 2 eI kiR E
o X TFIX—IHHRT, JLEIMER GBI E R,
FE—EFRE LA B85 B3R AT 4 s U 3 A
FAE LA A SR Ji o 78 R o

AR HBE RN B BB BEA —Er
SR X . M Parkhurst Fl1 Hopmeyer RUBERIE
AW 58 B3 A AF W8 5 B TR 55 T AT B R R i
BN B, MR AR R, JLE MR AE R L
BE, BEE TR, AT RS, FAHF
Ja XA BT RTRE . B R R RS X L FE A 3
HLAE RO B FE 7™ A F 2 AT AR S e, 3K PR S B B
NZAFEIACEE | BOMAIL A A B R S OCHE , A e
TEX BB, X LB AT L2 a9,
i) 3 L N AR A N Z VA K2 S S B EC S B2 0]
IR IR, WA ] e 23 A 450k T B R A /%
T 77 A P 5 o3 7 1) AT

AWFFE ESR R AE T OC T L2 A & Ji 3
M EAE B, (AR FEEE Z AR . Bk, Pl
W4 1 i BEA)S S ANGE o R TR ORI 2 RE T 1 5 K,
— ARG IR B E AN S Y, XA
ITCHk R FE 4R LB A 22 5 A ISR . AT,
CA MR RV, MK A 2 B i
It HERZIE, tEMEILEZS D 75—k 4=
W, DL A IRE RS — 20 ke, Pk
SHBUERR A, A4S Rt Ak, H
W, X TR H ARG 41 . 3ET Parkhurst
F1 Hopmeyer (1999)ffkix, FATHZHE T [F1E

AEH)—AAKe, BRI AE B2 e AR IR & & rh
MIVERT . R 2E A B LA T, AN ARRRAE . A
KR 2RI O A5 R R A A B IR R K SF- 7
BRI, AR ACRERER T R
K A TE H P 3 BRI A 03X B[] BT A Ak
R IAT RGN ZEE . a, R %
SRR, ARYE Weiss (1987)AYWL A, JL# I
JEAT 3 Rk A P PIOA R R 2 P IO R B s, Hod
FEAS M I B A A 2 A 2 S R 8 TS 3L
5522 B R A HE R AR IGAT 56 o 1 1E 25 1 I g ) 2
H T Z R PR R R IT B, 5 RIS
BB . AWEFE IR AR R R )
TEWR BT & TS AS[A] A 4 i (Asher et al., 1984),
SR R 28 43 M &5 SR 3% B T 301 H 35 284 /B — 4
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AIF 58 1 12 e DI J8K A S [ STV 28 60 T J2 7 Sk A 4
WIS o 1E— 25 B IFFE 340 AT DA SE K 38 SR I IR R], 25
BEEILENF ST . EREHIE . th SRR EE
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Abstract

Loneliness is typically defined as the subjective experience of dissatisfaction with one’s social and
relational life. Children as young as preschool-age can reliability report feelings of loneliness. The experience of
loneliness is associated with a wide range of socio-emotional difficulties from early childhood to adolescence.
Most previous research has focused on contributing factors and mechanisms that may underlie the development
of loneliness. However, much less is known about the developmental trajectories of loneliness, particularly
during middle childhood.

It has been postulated that loneliness arises as a result of unmet social needs (Social needs theory). From a
cognitive perspective, loneliness is thought to be influenced primarily by subjective perceptions of one’s
personal relationships. However, children’s social needs and cognitive capabilities do not remain static across
development. Accordingly, the purpose of the present study was to examine the developmental trajectories of
loneliness across middle childhood.

Participants were 884 primary school students, who were followed up for three years from grade two to
grade five. Assessments of children’s loneliness and peer acceptance were obtained from both self-reports and
peer assessments at four time points. Latent growth modeling was used to examine: (1) initial levels and change
in loneliness over time; and (2) the prediction of both initial levels and growth in loneliness from child gender
and peer acceptance.

Among the results, children’s loneliness decreased in a non-linear trajectory from grade 2 (Mean age =
8.5years, SD=3.06 months) to grade 5. As well, although boys had higher initial levels of loneliness than girls,
there was no gender difference in the change of loneliness over time. Finally, results from latent growth curve
modeling indicated that peer acceptance as a time-variant variable influenced children’s feeling of loneliness.
Peer acceptance at given testing point could reduce children’s feeling of loneliness at that time.

Our findings suggest that developmental trajectories of loneliness are influenced by changes in the forms
and functions of social contacts, activities, and relationships at different developmental stages. A better
understanding of the causes and consequences of change in loneliness across the critical age period of middle
childhood can help to ameliorate intervention programs designed to assist lonely children.

Key words loneliness; developmental trajectories; latent growth modeling; gender difference; peer acceptance



