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PrER AT BEAFREEFR, BL-MEREBARAREOMBEFOANBT LRBA T AL o T AEHE
i S WA A A BATILER BRI, IR TR AR P ey, RAL B TR RBFOESR,

KEBIR EIRAR, AR, HE, DRKIE, FEEIRHE, BERRF

3RS B84l

18 ER 95 (longitudinal study, a9\ ) BF58) %5 B Gt Al R LA A AR A ) B
) — > sk [7] — e gl 2 0, 48 70 BRE 3 R [, B oE F R — T S AATHESE
R AR DL S LA B[] ¢ o () A8 AR S R AR, 4T 1 BBER
e N P > Yy N 22 Ay j-L'
LN RO ST . BE . A AR
S ESI IR R, BEER M. 1.1 #EEWREB/EEECEZPHN A
BRI R Aok AW R, H AT N FEAT S BB O SN R S
T A 50 A B 3 = L TR Al B4 (panel data) PR3, AR R A A 4 B A8 (4 K - R 7 I
S5 4538 R 80P (intensive longitudinal data) . By [8] 7 [B] A AR AT AN]SR O B 25 1 — SRR R A sl oA A
B HdE (time series data)%, BB fRUL 5T 7] PR AR, HBE KB 2 0T DL IR pR Ok R
B XA, RS PR EEER, (Hamaker, 2023; Lohmann et al., 2024), X
3B M5 W 5 IR RT LA 43 ol < #a # (trends)” [ 5 LA 7 WA A, R0 BRAG A  T5 B B R] & 2R
F 2 2% (dynamics)” i 2% (Voelkle et al., 2018; T AE— 2 i [E] T R P B AR ARG | AR AR
Lohmann et al., 2024; XJJ& 4%, 2022), X HiZEHHF b BB/ MEESR, VIRAE R R 2
FAERE MR, BRI A HT I S5 TR L M S5 R, 2 TR A A B A A Ry <
FHBEE—EEZR., BETE 3@t fmesiz” 518 BRI (static longitudinal models)” (Voelkle et
FIRFE, K2l LU 45 44 5 B2 B 78 (structural al., 2018), MLEWFEE (Al AR IR IR | 2 IR ]
equation modeling, SEM) I Z 7K 45 B (multilevel (] PR ASE S s [ 325 32 e A ) T AR 5097 30 ik o 5 )
modeling, MLM, 814 £ J2/k )22 AR B Fh 411 13K #1F(McNeish & Hamaker, 2020), Jii44 & X,
A RS, R AR B, (AW — il 4 TR LR — A W ETE —#F, 7R TR — > ] A3
1 o AR SCN AT B PRI R R &, 456 FERENFERENM IS 2L ),
BPE WS M AR A, BRI E R A 5 A U B ) KSR AT G N FHAE O BRAT by 5 {5 401 35
AR A IR FIAT . BREE R R
Wes H I 2024-08-19 I e (CEAE DY %, 2023; ikt 4%, 2023), #
PR 7 B AT H (SWU-XJLI202307). B SCE AR K BB AR
BEEA: X1, E-mail: lyusuan@swu.edu.cn R PR, X4 =, 2018; KNIE, 67 #F,
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2024), INAIPN Bl AT AN A G5 | K I
JoF Bifi A 1A AF 4 A5 6 1) 22 4 (Chen et al., 2024; Li
et al., 2023),
1.2 EHBHRNEER
1.2.1 BEREREE

Wt AR (latent growth model, LGM; McArdle
& Epstein, 1987)7E SEM UL T & L%, £
A F RS, B 1 gie— 12t LoM [
¥, BRFIR A

Ye=m+E-Dm+e&, (@)

H &,~N(0,07) o %M JE—AFFH L5
AR, ORI A AR 10, BIRRAE S 0, T 170 .12
HIME a1\ ar B AT, FoRBHRPIEERS Y
JL/QJE}:, ﬁfﬁjﬂ (li\(ZiH?—l%/E [;li’§2i]'~N(0aT) 5 TH»
RS EN MRS LM LGM P, BlE
B 1 R E (L1117, B A 10 2 B
H10,1,2,37, TidEZe T8 A& ] LL R IR E RLR
PR AT 1) i, 0] DL S ZR A 45 i R T (Hoyle,
2023; HAS %, 2021; AR, IRIEEE 2022; A
s 4 2024).,

BT RBERR B A

122 HKFER
WA KA MLM 7] L g A 1 AR R AR
[&] B9 43 BT HE 42 (Goldstein & Woodhouse, 2001), Ff:
[i) Bt 328 FH T T ACESC U A 4B i B . Mk T —
ACEEWESRE TR ESdE, A
FIKTe yy =7y + 7yt + ey
BIKV s 7o = oo + gy 2
i =70 T Uy
FES— KT8 SCM IR AL ¢ 45 AR R 5

W, ¢ B A — N H AR B3 AE B (time-variant variable),

RB BN TR BR(BER) . WAL ¢ AT L
RICRAR T7 3, R R I IR E SO U, X
A 7o, AT AR W IR S A g IR () o X
TER— K5 BB AR R, RS #R A AR

BERLBONE, 52205 1 [y ;0,1 ~ N(0,Z) ; e, R
MR 2, ¢,~N(0,07) -
1.3 FEREREENTIFESEN

3 SR e SRR % L 2 XIS O S AT
TR BT LA, NG AN R 75 1 AR, e O 1 1) 2
ST X U S O R R S B AT R . — i,
SEM I MLM 75 A 0 £ 5 S A8 B 0T LU B 5% 46e,
X R S SV 22 R R F 9 4R 1L T e B il
(Asparouhov & Muthén, 2023b; Ernst, Albers et al.,
2024), —HWA PTG, 1, XS] A E
SC VG R A (18 B ) 2R BB — A B ] e
(et LGM iR A7 1] 14 [0,1,2,31), 10
2 K- BB Fy I [ 2 — S B AL AZ 5, BT DL 20K
AT I 8] 4 A0 BT R , X 2 o A4 S i
YOG TN B (%5 5238 R B A IR IE ), Z2KF
B AY 2% B 53 AT B9 43 AT HE 22 (Castro-Alvarez,
Tendeiro, de Jonge et al., 2022; Castro-Alvarez,
Tendeiro, Meijer et al., 2022), b7, TEFIEHER L,
TR AR A O B N — A e, R
“Gi e 2k (wide format)™$CH; 2 K P-4 ) 25 5
AR E SO — AR R, D B IR R) A AR E
—A A, R K A% X (long format) %4 .
TR S I i OB £, AR B R AR
SUE, RS, NG KSR T RS
[i] # (Castro-Alvarez, Tendeiro, Meijer et al., 2022;
Walther et al., 2024),

BeAb, W AE iy, AR BR T — 8 b5
O B2 TP T 2240 A T R T 5 ROR R AT I Y,
W R BN ZAAEIR IR (g, FRBOR @ AERFT] ¢
EE g AEH BIE bR ) o BT H AR Y 38
BEWE ST AT UM B SEM I AR TR A4 £ 4
5 ZR B\ ) P AR B (AN Castro-Alvarez, Tendeiro,
de Jonge et al., 2022; Castro-Alvarez, Tendeiro,
Meijer et al., 2022), X B, 2 1 B5 A £ A8 A8
(measurement invariance)tl J& 75 B A A A R 2 2
—(EPB %, 2020),

2 HEMR

2.1 FHEWREBAREECEZHHEA

Bl A FT it DR 1 [ BB A 7 22 YR £ 22 1) )
PR AR AL, DG TE A SR 2l e RS i 22 ) P A A
AR, BIAARALE Z R 2 )2 n o] & e 24k
1) (Hecht et al., 2023; Hsiao, 2022), #3058 5%
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T 1 T Ay O PR B (19 48 22 P (carryover) . 11 7
(inertia)B¥, 22 A% 1t 2 [B] (1)) 38 St J5 RN (cross-lagged
effect) (Castro-Alvarez, Tendeiro, Meijer et al.,
2022; Hamaker et al., 2015), shZ& i FAF5EH AL 1
KRR I R, BT RO A, AT L
PR R AR 5 32 B 5852 0 1 IR 2 (state) 48
s DX TR Y (2R 40 1 78 Ak 1 ) o0 B4R
(trait/disposition)”, J& 4 /i WL ME H BR & T AN &
R G AR Z AR5 (Ernst, Albers et al., 2024;
Nuiiez-Regueiro et al., 2022),

T A KAl 2 1 G g A P A R i B M =2
— o N, A8 S SRR A R e R T A KR A
RAFEFN AT BRI, — e 6 R LI
(Hamaker et al., 2015; Tseng, 2024), T4 KBl %5 2%
EEALE BRI B AT, S AWESE B I B) R AETE
i 10 ¥k, I+ A] B B 8 (McNeish & Hamaker,
2020; FEFTT A, 2021),

WA AR RN T WAEE Tz,
1, Orth Al Krauss 55 A (2024)%} H 2 AA& (9 Fa 2
PERR S AT T RAEM IR R T AR U AR
e I HE P AR E P B R 22 ) A A B 1
71 [1] T (Braun et al., 2021; Orth et al., 2021); 2%
KM E TP B AT ZHRERMAELR . [
PEOCHR . A AHIREE Ty . O ) 17 4 S5 A AR LS
JEIFiTE (Blanke et al., 2022; XP555% 45, 2025;
b A%, 2025), AARTE— 2L 2 B RAT R EiE IR
ST R (Bl I BN %, 2019; FIER
45, 2024; BB 45, 2019), WFEEVIR B EAA
B I 8] Y fa S B HO 2 OB IR RS T, ARG
T S S8 1 A 58 S JS O], R BT i k) 25>
FRIAIE S )
22 hEHRIER
221 ETEREMNHZNFEER

TE THARECE T 1 3 25 0 BRI 5T 1Y A AR A W]
PLIE P8 B 38 i J5 AR R (cross-lagged model, CLM,
Kenny & Harackiewicz, 1979). & 2a J& 7| #4%
ST fa L 0 B B RDR SR BERLE o

Yie =t + ﬂzyi(t—l) +e; 3

Hrh, e, ~N(©0,6%) . %y, =,B,y,-*(,,l) +e,, WAR
TR — BRI o, FORBRY v, , 5 H TR
SRR E ¢ =2, BRI E A SHUR A R AL B,
(HRIEHERED, Wi HEFFaE M (rank-order stability;

€y

(@ —e /63 —

2] €3 €54
b
® 5 . 4
N —> Y2 Vs Ya
>< < g
Ba P Ba

2 FUREE [T (a) 5 WA 22 S (b) R 2 7R
EH

Jongerling & Hamaker, 2011; Roberts & DelVecchio,
2000; Roberts & Nickel, 2021) ‘BRI T AR X
TRERIE N 5 I ALE
ATPE e R B & 2 AR R A, T
A3 R AR (P 2b), B
Yie =ty + Boidian + BraXi-ny T €yt @)
Xt = M+ BaXieny T Brardigeny T i
TR ) B A8 S EURIAE B W R 5B,
Bad ST G BB (Brar s Brad), WHRN I PERE
ey Gl S TB - 55, 2024)
2.2.2 BB R SIS HT 4
WFIE B A 2L FE Y 55 —Fh J7 vk S22k F s [ 91
ST (time-series analysis) R A fd F A (2] )5 4R Ay
AL, AT LN AR 5 AR 0 R 2 b, TE R[]
F 5 43 BT AE SR b, A [ U R I A2 dt 2 — A<
G, SR A B B
¥.=p +ﬂ1y(t—1) + ﬂz)’(t—l) +..t+e 3
TETFE S, MR E AT LS H— IR ()
AR (v0) =+ HIT p R (v,-p) 55 3 I PRI 4 A 5K,
PR B AL, — A o 87 Ak A BT 3 2 — B A [0,
A 15825 R B AN S R — A O, REL B
Bore o BRI R e RBEHLIE, ¢~N(0,52) .
KAVEI T 5 i EBEIHREBB S I 3 i
BT, WA T MAbs ¢ BB A FEE 0 AR
H B B TR R AR S Y o X BRI T A ARG (AR
FrfEAL 71 [0 09) 5 F2 1 (stationary), FRHA T A [E]
FFAN R GETHRRIE AN . J7 25 . FHARDR) S Ta)
XK, Aoxhtis I &4 RG22 b (£, 2022;
Hamilton, 1994). #04 F— A FRF 51, EMHHE
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A, H B A G RS ARM T I ] S 8% 8
17 -5 B[] F9 R 1 A TE 56

FEm L, W RPRMORRE R, BWRE T
G BB R /NS BTG O, B30 R SRR
FISCH AT E LT e —f 2G4k, ol
VLS R ) R, Wk AR 2 A B E MR R
(deterministic factor), K& a3 ok AL i 1 [# 2
B BRI RIS H A ¢ B 20T RRBUKFE SR,
X 26 PR B O R AT DL A S B (trend) . ZE T
(season) . J& 1 (cycle)5¥ (Falkenstrdm et al., 2023;
Mills, 2011; Persons, 1917). HC7EXF Ak P42 51
iRt E L%, nI Rl k2 A E AR,
A P PR 2 e A (b At = P AR TR ) A5
F 2 B [ A T BRATKAE 3.2 thpat
IR0 15),

A BRI WA % 222 fln, B3hT7
Wi (moving average, MA)5 2% {if — K 5k 25 %] 24
VNI PR E R 1B B ) B e I
(autoregression moving average, ARMA)H BE{1 7
H EE 08 LA T #8307 B08 (Mills, 2011;
Walker, 1950). # 3l 200 AR 2 2 25 2 K 1
Mo LA ot TR X — AP S B LV =
D), WERFEIVEEA R 1AW > 1), AT £ 00
BisJ [8] ) 1) 45 5 (multivariate time series)fi# 25 AT
G {x,} R0 NP B {y,} Z BB &R IRA]EE AT 0]
i [ [8] I3 4% & (vector autoregression, VAR)¥f £
WP I {yr, 2, -+ }i8 FJE B[] i 45 (Liitkepohl,
2005; Mills, 2011). 7ERCEEA [, & AT LK A
HSBMAANERZE T, KRR ZIKF i [
VAR 4 (Ernst et al., 2020; Ernst, Timmerman et
al., 2024; Liitkepohl, 2005; Rovine & Walls,
2006). H [ I AR R (0 0 75 ZEAR S G AH 5 R
FR A5G 2 500 R SO BB A8 n BB DL
BB B A B, W] DA AR A TR L ORISR A
T /N e A Oy v AT S B T (A, 20225
Mills, 2011),

! BEANE A 2% 43 (differencing) ¥ A1 4N BT, B 7 A4 T U
BILZEAY = yi— yor (— Ay, T LARIEEIR 3
FUMING d W2 1Y d 2508 5A%Y,), BIFE25 TS
A S7 A AR (FR R R A0 mUEES 37°F- 2, autoregressive
integrated moving average, ARIMA), {H&5% 25 225y
JF 5 TSR Y SR S, R A N AR A AR
A MBIR

223 HBELEHFRER

ShALER J5 B A (dynamic structural equation
model, DSEM)/&454 T SEM. MLM L) K i} ]
G 3BT I ERE BT, RBAE A R M A3 SR B 2
i3 FE(Asparouhov et al., 2018; Asparouhov & Muthén,
2020), B EZSHE B AR, ] A mR
BaEd, RAREHRNSHE TR Es Lk
() R (R ] 0 R D AN U 8148 B 5, DSEM
TE L K454 J5 FA 5 (multilevel structural equation
model, Muthén & Asparouhov, 2011)F) 34l 3T
WA R, B — K A R
XA AR &R, AT EE TS 08T B,
B ESHAVFA VLN, JFH 0T LR
FEmEMEIRE T M MEZMNEinE T
A 1], 3 57 38 43 25 22 /KT 15 78 (cross-classified
multilevel model). WF5% % 7] LIARE 78 75 Zi 4k
N — 2Ly, A BAT YR 2% DSEM S iE
5T RS T PR 7K 1 sl 5 SO0 A o g A
(Pl 3).

B3 PRl 5854 7 R B R B IR

PLBR R i 9 W K - DSEM 2 AR 2y )
(Asparouhove, et al., 2018; Muthén et al., 2024), B
SE, P O A R AR S A3 e Sy DV AR Ay, FHZH PN

A Nwits Hp

Yie =i + e (6)
TR 6, np R AR )RR, 55, 2 BT (1) 25
HN RN R , EEREEH, E X

N5: = Qoo + Co; (7
A 7 e R BB (A 1A ) 5 AR AR O
2 2) Y g AIXTRE , FEEESL T AR AL SS, 410
AR LS B 2y = Vi — Ny » X R T A RIKFE
HASSE e DAL O f(latent centering), 2
E B A AR D AR R 22 T/, BiTE, T
ATAT LhsE SCZH PN (A1 P )1 7
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HIKF = Biltwi-y + €
FI: By =g+ 4y (3)
In(67) = az + &

T8 B — KN T (0 ) =
Bi Wiy = M) + & < Mwie-1y = Yige—1) ~ Mgi PRI
AL (DI ZI AR B S8 S 8(H )y,
B RIAKEBEHLE, [EERN R 0y, BEHLEN A
G e BEE MR, W2 8,-,~N(0,0'§) , WA
PRI BELIY (R S 5% 22 05 26— AN B8, Zead it
Kot 2 I 1 RO BRI AR SE R T), [ &400E
R 00, BEALN N G X, B FE 7 FITHE 8
WATTRE 6 MEGIHBIY y, = ay + o1y +
Cort Culyny + 0 o RS B M0 220
(o0~ a10) FHREBLAR N (Lo, + Cli’?mo—l))ugzyﬁ%ﬁ%
) 1 78 RN (o) FN B ML (L)

DSEM #AIHIEZ M AER, FiREAR ] LIk
JRENZE XA R E AT, BTk N

Yie =i T e + e )

HE 9 BT —ABENLALNL g, FEE
B TSR A BEHLASON o J7 72 8 Hh il R A vl LA
AR B BRI 5 2 A (A KT TS ] KT (4
ML By =g+ S0 +C0 o AXMEFR Y, HRE
n5=0, 3 X432 DSEM 7T LL%E # ol P K SF
DSEM,, T Z Ul A2, 28 X Ar S Al B4~ TR 0T
MEA 1 AEEE R (AT, PTREAFTEA IR
L1 7] {1 (Asparouhov et al., 2018),

n, B i R AR 2 ) i A e ) XU L
BTG, B8 x A o R
(B x;, =& + Gy ), S IER — /KA AL AR Sy

Mwie = Boillie—ty T ByaiSice—ry + €
Swie = BaiSi-ry + Praitlio—ny + G

ZBR(ZIEMIEIE T, i 7 Frte 8 1y
T LA — 2025 2 ) s AR B RN 25 A A
23 ERANSEENIFESREM

Bl 25 Jk AR AR R i B A% ) EAE T A [ )3 R
ARV . B TR EGRE T AR A, T
FERITC A T 5, Dy el DL — @ #R R |
B R R Gl DBE 4, 2024), AR AR S
(815 28 B G A1 o) B (82800 2 =, D 450 Y 7
AR 2 [8) )& A &2 2 (reciprocal effects), B fifi %
BB A A2 AL, B AR B X 23 0) — AN B i —
ol UL [ 5 e (X R, 2021) 0 H R Al iy F 55 [ 55 A5

(10)

(equivalent model) L&k, [R]— 45 1 1) Py A AR
A 1 I S I D C A N I N s v
(contemporaneous effect)# Y (3 UL B 4 b 5% 2,
1 7. Muthén & Asparouhov, 2024), % FE5ETCHEH
1 D7 e DR SR IR T O R O R s i R
B fi# B¢ (Greenberg & Kessler, 1982; Muthén &
Asparouhov, 2024),

W Ah, A A 28 SO R AL AR vl T
FFEAR, A EEREN T AR ¢ B TR
I AN 0 BR A B (] — B, (HR R 28U AT (an
Muthén & Asparouhov, 2024; Nufiez-Regueiro et al.,
2022), 5RO NG IR E N R —3%, B
HBANEAER [E] P50 23 B8 vpry 3 019, X RE
FrAE s 5 — TRl . 35 5 A ] — SR AT 4R 2 7
T 2 () PR [ 5 0 SR A ) R AN (R, s ) —
S E WA 436 (Luo & Hu, 2023), Hoxd [ 115
Al TR ZE TR B (1 B W) 5067 (1) R % . DSEM #%
TR L3 2ot 50 21 475 R SH A Rl 2 ) 8] A8 — B0
[ R, (E2 SRR MRt £, S AT A
ME(Asparouhov & Muthén, 2020; McNeish & Hamake;
2020) . ITAE R (1981 24 ¥ 7% 2L A (1] 45 2 (continuous-
time model)J& T i3 77 2 8 T RS fff b Ak S8 A (1] 1]
A4 Ry A 8I(Asparouhov & Muthén, 2024; Driver
& Voelkle, 2018; Hecht & Zitzmann, 2021a; 2021b;
Lohmann et al., 2022),

i, M T DSEM JE T8 A8 i 1) J 1543 B 4
BIAS SO AN AR Ot 8), Al A%
BRI ZE W ZHE bRl AR, BI5] A Z /K5
UEPE BB 4387 o T 22300 R B, i 8E 2,
BEATHAEAE G 24 i SEM SR, Bl
A ROk A 28 S5 2 I 43 BT (cross-
classified factor analysis), XJ5F ik (Alignment), ¥
LR BFFAF Y (latent Markov model) 35 646 56 55 45
i8R BCHE I O R M R B OBR L, 2025;
Asparouhov & Muthén, 2023a; Kim et al., 2023;
Muthén & Asparouhov, 2018),

3 HFAEBEHMTHHAR

3. ZEEBESHTHHARDBAREECES
B R R
R R E AR R, A IR E
RIEREHE SSRGS B AT RR
“HAFTEKX HUE —A ) O BT Uk A
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G Al (SR ) ) B A, ) R R R R,
AT DUAH XS RS (A SR ik ) (] L, 9 ange— > H
Z U B K, AT LARERR O TR e R RT)

IAER, 456 KIEBH S g & n b oe fr
K52 B0 BRI SR T A B S, BN, B
B LA iR Y A A 25 S, 33K 2 <R B 2 T Y
FHE; HJR B2 BEIE G R, &2
PP S, X R RS2 T 1) B A FFE(Guo et al.,
2024; Zhao et al., 2023); =R 5 E Sk H, W
REWR T HATIIRE SR | 2B 3 U
PR = A B B 2 ) A ) 56 R, SR I R
JoJ TS HAROG, JRTEMAN R TR K
REAEH 4, 2024; X 55, 2024; TR 4,
2024). Orth %(2021)ild HLHE 7 ML & S AE
P BN AL, XoF R AR 2 [ P AE O
WRIEAT 74007, 4RI T A RE AW AR T =[] i)
ORI, K 35 B I S TN 52 ST S 5 R 43 15 3]
TAMENE
32 SEEBRBEHEMHKEE
3.2.1 FEMEEEREI R HinR

R HARFEMR SEM W T AR BEHL
ARIE (32 X )5 )#R &Y (random  intercept cross-lagged
model, RI-CLM, Hamaker et al., 2015, [& 4), ¥
RGN DR BB LB AR, AR/ BAE
FEAL B AR, 20 B Ry BT IR S BB TE
18 B 9T TP AR DL S Y B 2 45 3 45 B (Castro-
Alvarez, Tendeiro, de Jonge et al., 2022; Castro-Alvarez,
Tendeiro, Meijer et al., 2022; Steyer et al., 2015; =
FL, B BE, 2023) BEAIL A8 32 B A T A 4L
P o B ARy, $4 BRI AR i 7 AT AR SOy
RO 6). BARERIIT

Yu =M AN+ BEg e, (11)

JifE 11, EHRSEIR A REYLEEE 7, R
B ER 1, BER 0, J5 2 A mfiTh; w R fats
B, BERTEAZ I H A AT g+ RN T 7R
7, B mg = ago + &op s MRFIR T BRI (B 1 5 57
FERE i AT oy ARTET I RE 7 AT 71 {H
oo, TEPRERIE g, BE N 0, WRRRE J7 ik HRRE WG
AR UN Y ER o 2R, B9T7 ZE N E,
i B AR B A AR gl T L] A A — iR Y 52 S i A
B, FBSEARIAE Be ) +e, WP T I 8 1
IR iy = By + 6 (LIS 5y AR

R E L, BAE 3 REL A, SR RELRIE
Pnle 7EJ0r R 11 b, i TR TR, A [l
B, AR AR E E, TR AN
SELERYN (carry-over effect), Fern T /KT i)
K- B 43 5T L I T A2 A 4 2 v IR T U K
SR TTREME o TR GE ) 38 S S B AT O3 B
LI A A ) 22 55, T DAAS AR 9 HE P e 1
() IS 60 7 A B ) ) IR I AE 22 0007 5 B HIL A
SEL RS AR 114 48 KA AR PR R ] 28 S B 53 1A T 4
B, MERN S A S AR, A A A
EARE MR T, BEALEFE AT T L3 i 1) AR
Z 18] )RR EL S e, RV RIS S S R, il
Vie =ty 10+ Byieny + BoySiny T €y T
Xy = oy + &+ BruSien + PoCicen T € - R
E SCINE, — B SR VF IS BEA LA P 7 22 TE) R G
A it BE LA AR B 58 A FLIE 9 A a3 1
7y, FUBKRRE MR B 0 8 1 o AR A
[F) i A7 (CEAL R ) SR Zh 25 s, T LATEAS 1A
)B4 R Ge e He . H AT £ 2 A [0 9
KPR R (autoregressive latent trajectory, ALT,
Curran & Bollen, 2001)F1%5 4 5% 22 1 1 AR A
(latent curve model with structural residuals,
LCM-SR, Curran et al., 2014)P5 kS @A #%(4n
K5 BRs)o
Wl 5 B, n AR R AR B OB
A, HEhESEOR AN E AR . ALT 25N
Vi =1 + (= Dy + Byiery + €, >1) (12)
BB SEARBAEIN T ny 1y, S ZRHE
AW LR AR S R R, HIE AT 22 A di Al
o ShASHURITE A RN B, @S AE I
WAty oMy, Z 0. TR ALT $4 y i SMEAZ

€ () e,
Y. b% Y.

M 2 3 4

1

A4 BB P Ok 5 D)
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K5 SA R A EER SR (R B A EPLERLRL b 7R 251 1 5k 22 9 4 KAL)

i, BWOE yi ST gy o BIASE A G TE () 5
P A BT, WA RBE v B F TR E (Bollen
& Curran, 2004; Jongerling & Hamaker, 2011)2D
LCM-SR ##A5 Ky
Vi =1 + @ =Dipy + &,
& =&y TV
HA B A SBALE IRy, M S S5k
= L(¢), FREBIRZ T Hb fb(Curran et al.,
2014) . FARBERIE AT LAY J B 58 S IR AR 2
AR ) B AS S B T A [ 3 FR B0 38 U IS
FEC, WRA 2 AEE MR ER Y, xi0), 4
YR S I Y ALT A AL BEBGE A 1A B I — 2
Afgni 2Pl WRE A AT B AR, H
5 WaCE Z R . LCM-SR AR 3 1]
WA 3 ke Ll F R EE R,
AT LA B ALT A5 R 1 8 3 B 43 A 3l 285 B 534
HENTAEWLNAZ HE yy, b, AT RN S il 7E — R

(13)

2 IRy BEE R AR AR R, Ry B2 BB P A A
BYFZI, T LMy OB AE T . o T — U R po TR
el o MWL SZF] 71, 7oy FIFERT— M &L .y AYFEIR, 0L
TEARAE S A A 1 R AL B, B PAR MR, KA B, o
SEHAERBRAGEOLT s B 76 ¢ = 1 Xy BOREL 551 K
(1-8) FI-p(1-p) %, MEREN vi, Hov, ~N(©0,07 /(1= ) -
RO TC A i R SEM SR T . S T X S AL, g
W N A A A7 B (Andersen, 2022; Bollen & Curran, 2004;
Jongerling & Hamaker, 2011),

PRI B ALT B E L

Vi =My t (- Dn,y + ﬂyuyx'(:—l) + DXy e
;

(2 12.A)
Xy =& H =Dy, + ﬂxnxmfn + :Brzryx(r4> +ey
38 X J ) LCM-SR &
Yy =1 =Dy +&p EEPE” =i +¢v2ré;(z—l) W (i 13.A)

X, =& +(t=D&; +5, /E\ZEFQS” :¢xué:(/—1) +¢xz/‘9i(/—1) W

B, RFR N« BFRIAY (accumulative model)”5f
VR (Usami, 2021; Usami et al., 2019), 40,
B AVEANIEZRREE T y MEMEEZW, R
WELE T m—y—ys XA EMAE . ALT PR
F W FR A« R N F (accumulative factor)” .
LCM-SR 5 7 f) e 34 pl 7t S7 76 v 1 KBl |
BTN AR 2 b, BRI A R AT
Mo S555 1, FAFak2E AR 0T B R A Y i 5
G2 FR O 3% 22 45 4 5 B2 S Y (residual  structural
equation model, RSEM, T fij F§ 5% 25 fid #l )»
(Asparouhov & Muthén, 2023b; Tseng, 2024), A
RN, BEDLAR AR ST R — Fh ik 22 R, [
Sy sr [ WA A B RS ] DL R A 2 (A
FRIER 2R T #2085 n) UL AR A A B
BRRERBMEAERN 1), BUTRZ I RALEE X
LCM-SR SR 3 2 T 56 B 719 B AL AR
iR E X B&(Berry & Willoughby, 2017; Yan et
al., 2021), HORIAEHE Mplus K AFr, ATLA
BHEARE L HES EMLER,

AR, A—RINBBARCHLE G BH 53
AR, XA AT LUE R BB R Y ol ik
ZRR AR, Hlan, 32 AR B B (dynamic
panel model, DPM, Allison et al., 2017) &= B 434148
EZEMHREXLR, EATHEKETF, REafi
FE M EHEE TG #y), (H= A AR & b g sr A
[l U3 F1 52 LA TR R &R (B ), BT R
(Andersen, 2022; Dishop & DeShon, 2022)%, Xhn,

CEBEARBR AR, v, = 0+ By te,(>1)
L REHUEREEALRAR L, R R 7E T A 02 57 7 0L 22 e
I, QYR AN B, SR ARG
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B ER I NAFE B P RN AR, 2 A i — I
Z 5% 2 %08 24 i I 22 WL AP 90 5 ey, LA ) LSS
Jiif J5i #5578 (general cross lagged model) (Zyphur,
Allison, et al., 2020; Zyphur, Voelkle, et al., 2020;
A, 2021), FEHLESEE A 915 F 2 -F S 88
(random intercept auto-regressive moving average,
RI-ARMA) (Asparouhov & Muthén, 2023b), It —
HIEEG T RIS | A 11552 S S f R
YO (B ), ROEHTE N R, 5
FER2ERIR . FEE, SEM HEZRTT I G 8 ARt AT
DL 224N WL A 0 A 30 1, TR A & A
AR A R AR e R 22, UL
I 7% i B 8 S 0 SR A vy = s+ Ty + €55 T LA
FE SUHE BT AR A —1R 2 (trait-state-error, TSE)fR %Y
(e S 45 5T [ R BT S5 IR SRR, stablle trait
autoregressive trait and state model, STARTS,
Kenny & Zautra, 2001); TSE W] LIt —H e
S} 24545 TSE (Usami et al., 2019); RI-CLM 7 28
£ 48 b5 RI-CLM (W B 7 3¢ Ul )5 B R,
Usami et al., 2016; Mulder & Hamaker, 2021);
ALT 5 8- ] LAFA e D 18728 it [ U1 vl s A6 7
(latent variable autoregressive latent trajectory,
Bianconcini & Bollen, 2018), X¥£5t5 LCM-SR
PRIEIRNA T (X, 2021), 06 T IX — R AIBAY 1 ¢
R 2K 1,
322 EEBHHEEMFTRERER

DSEM ZER I[P 4 e A Y, it & a4

MR LSBT T DSEM (AR . W SR A
WEBEE, BB E NI TR (Asparouhov
& Muthén, 2019; Hori & Miyazaki, 2023a, 2023b),
HETA Z Ry ot ad b, &%, LK
TrFE 8B —/KFE)yPIm A BRES [ R As i ¢, 4>
ENSRIE =y R S5

Mwie = Billw -1y + Poit + &4 (14)

XRE, I G T (LR ) fa B 52 gk — 9
EERIE TR T o Hd, R8 By T L% A
KB BEALENE, By =g + & o

HR, KA X5 2510 22 /KT A58 70 H: 5l ]
Dhab s, BV AR [E K B LR s, OF
T 9), iXBF, A EIHRECH AT LU H A
] /N T U B A ) AR Al Y AR S, SRR T LA
B R0 RIS I B FH B B3RO0 St 3 AT 42 1)
Or s, 1R B, 2023).

A, 5% 22BN )y FEAR A (residual dynamic
structural equation model, RDSEM) 1 1] LI #1722
HAA B (WK 6, Asparouhov & Muthén, 2020;
Tseng, 2024), £ RDSEM 1, J5 7% 8 (45— K F
A S G3 Ff R A D 5 A A R R A R A Bk 2 A
4, R

Ty = Boit + &
&y = ¢li‘9i(t—1) Ty

AR GBI E ST 2SR T AN [R) AR o
ZIBRR, AR 15 P THHEAS A5,
REL Poy FR T IR (S M) G S (AT DL S

(15)

R1 ZREBSHTHEIME—K

LAY ) 45 2 W FEES BT

BRI (UL A5 AR TR )

T XA U R BT (GCLM) Ve v/

S AT (DPM) VAl

81 L 5 R (ALT) VA v/

TS B [ [ P I AR A (LV-ALT) Vv Vi Vi
B2 AR

FEDLERHE B 151985 3724 (RI-ARMA) vV Vi \/

Fifi LA I 55 50 (RT-CLM) Vi V4

FEFT—RAE IR ZE R (TSE) Ve VP

LK (L TR 22 T K BT (LCM-SR) vV VAl v/

TE. B L AR R ISR GE T L B E AT BN 7R R h, RN BN T TERR BRI, R SRR Al
MG R 1o SRARBEAL P ) R AR SR AE(BUE 31 O NIRRTk 5 3 22 R 2 ¢ B (Andersen, 2022).

a: WEERAE 1 Ul By 0z, HAl A AT b SEERRGE R 1; ¢ BOME LIE 2.
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AR B B RN, W 77, = 7%, + Pt + &) T
RN R ZEBIRE LT NS/ mt P, s
b, RE ¢ FongRE A AR, &K
B v, ~N(0,0,) o 55 Z K FHA S — i DSEM —
HOTE 8). RDSEM i, oy F/MAE NS ARIR
5ok BN F BT R A AR fE, BT LAAS TR P9 45 4835 43
FLARE N 37 000 2 B ) 16 B A9 2 ), XA A ks R
B A W o B K HOW fE 09 Al 31 (McNeish &
Hamaker, 2020; 7578, WGBS, 2023), Ll
DSEM &5 RDSEM ¥7] LU i 21| 38 S I # A,
WG S MRS AR — KO R 14)Fn5k 22K
TR 15) (B 12.A FFRE 13.A).

Yit

&) —— @——> 8 Ik

bu /
@ Wi

Ko ZEdimsk g gl R nn E K

33 #EHBBREHNTERIUNERESEN
FEEAREAE T, 456 BE S SRR B
PRI A B — AR, — AT R DL A [l
VA28 S Jo B Sy BR i, KT A SIS (B
Ay, ) — A R DG KRBT AUY IR, K 3h
BINA B G S b (FRERR) AR T DL i B
FE AR B 45, (H BRI ALT)Af B2 5%
PERREE AL, X BRI A IR A RE, ALT
r ) B R AR R I R AR R AV K T 4R
T EREEFNARLR, B R I HER, AR
TUEL B 52 M 4 308 3 30 A 3% R T AS W 82 FH (Hamaker,
2005; Usami, 2021; Usami et al., 2019), Ll Z
B s B 7 & OF AR A RIB T &
Gipi K, Usami 25 A (2019)4 H &R ZFR N 2
L F (accumulative factor); MEEHIME XL T

— A FRFREA RFCR, MR EB A Y
B F 3R] LA BRI AT 132

ER T B, RPEEARZOR A A
BARM:, Boh B BH RO A 5 7T LLR ¥ 45 i
U8 S, AN AR ) A TR VR A S T LA R AR AR
#1HH (Andersen, 2022; Dishop & DeShon, 2022). ifi
TEFR ZE R, S o 3 b O AR AR Y 58 42 03 B
AMA ) 25 R FIAS R N S, BRSO RY b g A AR
S A A ) DA i, X b AN 2 B e B S
B, AXTSBSEOT R R 25 B T
SR B 7 22 G5 AR R, 5 U Bl 252800 i A
14577 4 4 2% (Andersen, 2022; Tseng, 2024), X FE
FH, ALT fIF t LCM-SR A 532 {9 S B 18,
T 34 30 Ao B3 PR 4 S R0 SR B IR B T 7 3 R
FERAMEMRTIE T, LCM-SR A &35 ALT Al
YA B $1 5 (Andersen, 2022; Dishop & DeShon,
2022; Murayama & Gfrérer, 2024), 1H ALT i T %
AT T O AR R RIS AR TR 5 4y B, 2
77 — 6 22 (Muthén et al., 2024; Tseng, 2024),

T3 AMERS — S, N R AR R i
RIA BREUE, AT AR 25 A AR S G T R Ak 2
(<45 FE 73 : LCM-SR B 3& 5 H 5T %, RDSEM
TS A BRI AR AR 1t 19 [F] 3] % 1 (Andersen, 2022;
Asparouhov & Muthén, 2020), 5% 2RI AG(T 552
V7 S 1 7 B P ) S 4 R B R 25 R Ay, A
543 ] LA 7843 b 26 2 S 2 A8 R AR i 22 () Y
[ S5 el (B4 R 38y o PR HE T It ik 22, TE AR
& 5% 2 1 B £ {6, (auxiliary), SR ZERRI R IR T
CTEFVF AN [F) — 728 £ I 52 W) 18 A JBT 22 4 T K
27 & 2 [8] 1Y % £ (Asparouhov & Muthén, 2020,
p. 277)o XA BER UL, AR 8 BRI BT 1Y
“ X &% (detrending)”, 1 b HAFRE N T L F
FR MBS I EAT A BN TR AL B, A Ak ok 5 1 AR 5
PP RHARE, (HA15 LCM-SR 7521
SRR R Sl R T, AT S A A 2 [
— Gt AT VAR . A B — AN R S A P
5 AT AER T
4 =B
41 HEESHTE

JH3 32 [H &4 Pp 2 (National Institute on Aging)

B {5 1B AR AT 5% (Health and Retirement Study,
HRS 2013)"$dfaff: M %0 . BT 5E A T M 2013
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2 2021 3 9 AR B AR N AAT N 5 e ), 45
PIAEIN—R, 3£ 5 yRInlFRAH % 0 8 2 R AL 20
P et 8, 095 A9kl FATHY H TE TR AT R
T (G B TAERF K A10~E10, BUERHKE A6~ E6)
RMTEX 10 4R BHEEL, LIz Ee 7
AAHE A A (B 7)o 120 o SE AT AR
i, FRATA Mplus P& TH PR 0 K A% 20 (N
MRS 1) BT 85 AR I8 BB (R AE =) i FH R
2 5 THAREE (KA O M F], X BN PRI R

BATESL LU JLAAL R AAI(H % R
By AU RN (R &) . H R
IR (R e+ B AR BB | S5 fh ok 2= W
KA (R R+ S A I 5% 22 B AY) | Zh S T AR AR AL (e
FE R T R AU ) | AL I AR AR (R R AR 25
A1), 7F Mplus 8.1 LA L BIRRASH, ] RAfE FH <Ay
A8 ERZEBA AR R BAR M RAS, T LRLE X
BRI ) £33 22 B A2 Dy 0 Sk S 3 (1 486 i o 5
1, PRI 45 3R 58 42— 80 o WHER A I iR 22 B
FEN 0, NAF R PUIRAS R 22 (TSEVR T . B
AU 5 — UOWLI 8 AR Y OO R i, 5 R
A A AL T A R AT Tk U Do 2% R o 5% 1,
A 2B 45 2 T 0 28 J o 5% 36
42 R

BRI TS T . NIRRT RE (B 7),
B TAEAAAE — R PRI WO 3, HUE T %
AU RS, XTI TSR A RLS, 45
KA A T AR 0T B 3 (BRI 2
Est. = —1.246, S.E. = 0.067), iR AL
PR T YA E) RT3 255017, @
T 28 S e A AR N A RS AR RS RTEOE R A
TERESME : RIVAT— B BE i) T AR /6 I AR AR IE )

16
12 F B\—B\S\S\E‘

—=— AT
&2

2013 2015 2017 2019 2021
4

B 7 HRS2013 i A TS Sk g

I/

MR — By B AR /84 B K (Est. = 0.766,
S.E. =0.025; Est. = 0.336, S.E. = 0.008); —# [
WA 1 ] (4 AH 520 < JT— BB AR/ A,
T—Br B BeE TR A (Est. = 0.025, S.E. =
0.008; Est. = 0.051, S.E. = 0.005).,

B, RATBERC AL T XMW RA—
ERR AR, TEESHEE, B E B
HE B, BAMAEREN, BE THEK
R (ALT . LCM-SR) ML A A, 1 K 4 T 1)
BHY(DPM ., RI-CLM)#UL& T4, BB R F ok 2
BRI LA A 22 T )L ARG IR 2 PR,

DL TS v A R Ry A1l (3 3), A3 A T AR
KRB B TR S AR Z WA EY)
URIEAARLRA 2 7 R8RS T MR %R 25,
TAERH B BOR M IE L 1k, EEUE K ILEAR
FETEIESEME . 38 Z A A B 0 06 &=, /I E
— B K TAER R 2 R BOT — i B K
B RZIRA

®2 EERERBEBEYUS K

WA Wk S EER AR gE ik 2208 ShAS MR RY AL AP A
1% (LGM) (CLPM) FEIU(ALT) H K B (LCM-SR) (DPM) (RI-CLM)
r 449.95 1368.54 172.12 211.71 294.79 241.66
df 41 36 26 32 31 33
AIC 397705 398634 397457 397485 397570 397513
BIC 397873 398837 397730 397716 397808 397737
RMSEA 0.035 0.068 0.026 0.026 0.032 0.028
SRMR 0.030 0.084 0.029 0.022 0.035 0.027
CFI 0.977 0.924 0.992 0.990 0.985 0.988
TLI 0.975 0.907 0.986 0.986 0.979 0.984
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BATEI, BBEAEI(ALT . DPM)FIFIFE 2245
#I(LCM-SR. RI-CLM)H 45 R7EEHSEM 3%
SHPAE—E 5. BRSNS SHERA T
BE, MHRSEN T ER 2 DR, MiskERR
R 28 W TG S HULTAA B2, B3 S50
Ty 22 ARIA B B . X EIE T AR 22 AR L S
AFT BT, teah, 3t T G A A5
AR (W S, REOR AR
RIS A SEAG T REA o (R, SEEALLG
TR 27 AR B 0 AU, 3 I B2 ARUAR 7Y
ZHAHA IR Z —. P, e
AR [ [0 R BRI LT FA 38 S
BRI —2F, ULE & e 3 B B A HERR A R ]
KU S0, ) B A 3 7 < Jo DRI - A 252 >,

BT A AR AR 14 7 I P52

5 iipSmiy

5.1

BREXRSILER

SR 1 AT, e BRI a sk 22 AR A
T, A REBLAR AT L3 i 5 2 i R L e,

AT R A B R I SR ARV TR 1 5k 2 A5 78 2 1]
HA B A T4, v LGE sl A A AR BR A
R 1 A R BB (ALT 5 DPM)4%4
FREMHRI(LCM-SR B RI-CLPM), Ll BEEU R
RE T 5254 % (Andersen, 2022), Usami Fiflh
[F] 244 1(Usami, 2021; Usami et al., 2019)if i 27
AN R RE G HE QR TR T A TR 0E o (RS Ui B
S, WA RE SR ME A E SR, R R R B AL
EREFMMEKET, & ANBEEEHT R
(Bainter & Howard, 2016; Tseng, 2024),

ST DL S —HEZR X sh A A Bt T8 A,
FZ BN A BRI, B, Wi
RV B e B 5 () REAS /] o S A AU B G 1
AR (within-person) A8 £k, iff 55 T A5 & AH AR A
)2 (B B RELE PRI y o1y Dy,) o X FIRZ RS2 1T AAF
HEMEZR BN ZKTE VAR), [HEHIEZ O
B, MR R AR, SRR A ] S
D (A Ay 3 B A A A TE S0 I TR =55 14 7 A B[]
gl PSS VA SR 7 BT Y (EBER N ST L S e
AR A A 8] (between-person) i “ -3 & JE AR X 5

®3 FEERRBSHMITER

G E IR g B 2 Y G K R B A TH AR A 7 B AL A 7
it 24 (R (JRZEAEAD) (R GF= R
Est. S.E. P Est. S.E. P Est. S.E. P Est. S.E. )4
ERmYE|
TAE-TAE 0.27  0.04 <0.001 0.32  0.03 <0.001 0.44 0.02 <0.001 0.41 0.02 <0.001
[ E 0.06 0.02 0011  0.04 002 0.026 0.07 0.01 <0.001 0.06 0.01 <0.001
2 I
Wb - TAE 0.08 0.01 <0.001 —0.001 0.01 0.944 0.07 0.01 <0.001 0.01 0.01 0.377
TAE-H 0.09 0.01 <0.001 0.01 002 0.691 0.08 0.01 <0.001 0.03 0.01 0.017
HF¥1E
TAE#UE 10.05  0.61 <0.001 14.38  0.24 <0.001  /° /
TAERER -1.03  0.08 <0.001 -1.21  0.07 <0.001 / /
WL #E 622 028 <0.001 7.30 0.14 <0.001 / /
[EIF R -0.15 0.08 0.045 -0.02 0.05 0.629 / /
W2
TAE#RIE 195.84 29.26 <0.001 300.21 10.21 <0.001 65.47 6.73 <0.001 227.87 6.18 <0.001
TAERER 358  1.85 0.053  4.64 0.93 <0.001 / /
Wb e 30.45 14.82  0.040 5590 3.40 <0.001 3837 2.73 <0.001 47.43 1.68 <0.001
WAL RER -1.38  1.50 0359 139  0.50  0.005 / /

T a: 2l A5 T ARAS T 1 B AL A A 200l 3 O A 4 A, TR AE D 0.
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ANTRIA A 2 T8] 14 22 57 o 3 HE ST — SE 3R v g <>
PR 58 SO — B - A ) BRI Bl AR Al
(temporal) T Hliid A .53 (Asendorpf, 2021; Hamaker,
2023), kA2 A MW AR D <PLE, T
AR K IR 2R BOTE R o PREE 14 I R R TR E
1, WA A(Orth et al., 2021), JITLA, J52HE
HH— RIS HELL R (N Asparouhov & Muthén,
2023b; Ernst, Albers et al., 2024), #HFERHE L
FNAMAR], T ESEEE CRIAMAR ., XA,
EF TR B RGAE R R 10 B LA
AR S BRI A P 3 7 [ R

W, BT R A FE A G 7 vk B HERT 32
B A o o 258581 BRI ] 5 5103 2 - Ak,
K o ROl PR, FRATA T U171
JE SR ARG 1T (I A 09 i — B Z0% FF A 09 24 W B 221
MsEmR . BOH b, SEARMERBLAE B IR A THE
B4 E/NF 1 (Bithler & Orth, 2022), WIR H [
HRBORT 1, i35 7TFRMEN RS, MARTEE
SR ME KR, LR EE, NizHiE
PRA LS R GDHEWER, LG EHRS
A RRAI D, B 2E AR EOROP R M R, T
RN,

PR, )0 A5 A0 45 SR AT A e 1) ) A
) ShASHRL b, R AR E M /ML T AN
ARRS T SR 2 B A8 A, o0 AR B R 1Y
PRI, AN SR HE O SRR AR BN R AR B,
i B 3K ol 4 S5 AN 4 B 3 ) A RS T A AR AR A,
A4 E R R R T (trait-like), K ZNBEFRH
“IRZS (state)o ML, o (] B BE 2 — M5 2% T& 1Y)
PRI I I 5 G, B ARE M Re BT, Y AR
FEPEM S BEAR(—A A A R 0.8, =K [ [
RN 0.8 = 0.5, Far th K RBEAR) 1 3445
(BB AL AR AT AL )i ok [ 8 0e7 Y IR 7 0 R
i, BRRGER I ESE, A BT, A
Hamaker 55 A (2015)48 i BEML#BE BRI LK, fih
AT Bl 82 2 SCF R A A P R A 4 T 2040 7 32 31
B o K A) o A AL 5T B R B, R BT R )
(disposition)t AT LA A [ B2 B g HE 7 fa e 4,
B, REAK. HE., A1EWHEE % (Lucas &
Donnellan, 2007; Trzesniewski et al., 2003), Tfi7E
S [5) o I ) 55 B R R, R BT AT BEOT R 2 R A
— W ANZE ¥ (Asendorpf, 2021; Hamaker, 2023; Orth
etal., 2021),

5.2 fREGESEREE

N PR TS, Gnfar oy S B AR ZN A, — B
B NMER TS . WSSEEBRE, BT X
WAL, JLARAY S AMRTRILE A Y, W R T
FHEbR AR ] ALT, X 45 SEUEAR 5 o i8S 0 1
B ok T RIME . AR Sk LS A D R ALL A 5T R S
UEDIF 5% R 2% 3k R S A5 70 (9 1 B LL A e, (E2
PR R Z, AR B (R R TR 5 A 25 AR K
T2 R M A2 7R 15 % (Falkenstrom et al., 2023; Orth
et al., 2021), Rogosa Fl Willett (1985)% & Tk 1t
KBIRUVER T 5 Y25 8, X
SRR T —A A WIS, &I SRR
ARG MR T X SRl . BT — LR, AT
1T A EEA R B RS, Ko E Xk B g
B B A £ B L F T EARAY . Bollen N
Curran (2004) F 7% X SEEE D145 1 S8 B ALT,
RIATAT B A W R BEA B2, A% A b
AR BB F GO T, ALT 8 5 LGM £
AR A MY X UL ALT BEUR 2R B 24K,
M S a2 %0, Jongerling 1 Hamaker (2011)
HIBF AL 3R B ALT BB 1] T AT 5 S A A o]
“RIBIEAR it hiash, HIFRFIEEZR T
[) 5 P X R JRTE AR SZ I, AR Falkenstrom
(2023) (5T, 7 S ) 0] 10 ARCEC MR B S5 P, 1D
i & AL & ShaS S5 A 1 B ]I B AR b i 5,
RO Np A R R % W ol = ¥ Sl (bl o = E = N )
e

EFWAN T A B BE RN B N B
8), YiiE T kit I H sph $2 B ) i — s
BB R (AN ¢~t5 B t16~ta0), “TEFA D KARE
JBE o BT LAAAAE T IEAREE th ka3, BERT B2 M

1.6

0 s 10 15 26
it i
8 MHIa] R 5 ik B (E Bl pE A y, = 0.5+0.6y, ,,

»n=02)
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TN e e BREEMAE, WA HEZ 23
A AR AR 75 B 238 3SR o I AT AS B b X
naisSBE, BRI, KRB
ST AT AR X Anfu] A6 b 43 25 B R B B AT IR
WRIZW ST, 8 512 A [R] s (8] 5 5 % 290078 2 A
2 e, BTG B0 T2 1E R < R TR R AR N A £
PE B X5, A DSR2 N AT — A
iR

5.3 EEEFAEIL

PSSR 37 M e S PGNP 758
IR, SeH— RN LG, FRAMEG
TG A R R A R, BT OB ) A S R T i
B RARRE . H, #F5 3 H St AR XUl
X B iR B BB, X IR R AR
R, FRBR O B2 PO AT B RS -E
BB, T AE 23 X0 B 5E 2 a0 a4 A AL 4 it —
FERHIES %,

AR B T R UG, A A AR
BNEE T QAT R B A A (AR SR (] 9), HRERAFST
HILDCHNBEZ SR . B, ARk
THAT B A0 BRAR BTG AR, WCEE B A 5 A
TH] A S 5% 4R 8 BR AR, I 2 T 2 A T 1]

B o SRR B R ECR 22T 10 YRl i (] 1] B 95
KA, AT DU A AR R s e =2 AT DR % AR
B B B s (McNeish & Hamaker, 2020), H:yk, #4F
AR . AT LM X G YRR AL, AR AR
R 2 AT /S, U AR SRR
(Walther et al., 2024); RS EEUE D, A2
HAE . B —Eoh, siF R UR E
355, WE ] seks =X, 2% 48 00 B dua g i He
FHAAS 2 DL i K AR B BB R (A I 8 . A
1B Y R AL TS B2 . TR, BTl AR
ARG HR R AR, AR BCHE AT D S T
AU T I (A] P38 2 1) MM A5 H0AG 06 B 2 75 0,
i, AR IE BR AR (B E) F 30 43 4 ) AT LSRR
BA(7 MR A6 (40 K wiatkowski-Phillips-Schmidt-Shin,
KPSS #:3& . Augmented-Dickey-Fuller #5;
Kwiatkowski et al., 1992)k#F HoP-Fatk . Boit, &
TR 3R 3 Je AR AR F IR Ge TS 0 20 FI W gl
fl R JRIEAS, e il 2 25 4R 38 B A0l vh iy e AR 2
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Trends and dynamics in longitudinal research: Model development,
integration, and differentiation

LIU Yuan, YAO Zhichen
(Faculty of Psychology, Southwest University; Key Laboratory of Cognition and Personality (SWU),

Ministry of Education; Chongqing 400715, China)

Abstract: “Trends” and “dynamics” are two popular issues in longitudinal research. While trends studies
focus on the systematic change of the psychological construct, dynamics studies mainly emphasize the
carry-over and reciprocal effect between variables among the repeated measures. Recently, studies have
focused on the integration of the above two longitudinal issues and thus yield numerous models combining
trends and dynamics components. The present study retrospected the main research questions from both
trends, dynamics, and the combination of the two issues, reviewed a series of models employed in both
panel data and intensive longitudinal data, and raised several critical discussions on model selections. We
used empirical data from the Health and Retirement Study (HRS) 2013 to show how to apply the numerous
longitudinal models in practice. Finally, we compared the longitudinal models and offered practical
suggestions.

Keywords: longitudinal research, trends, dynamics, panel data, intensive longitudinal data, model selection
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B107-E10" PON A10°-D10" (1);
B6"-E6" PON A67-D6" (2);

B6"-E6" PON A107-D10 (3);
B107-E10" PON A6"-D6" (4);

A10 WITH AG6;

B10 WITH B6;

C10 WITH C6;

D10 WITH Dé6;

E10 WITH E6;

1R PV AR B AR 7 AR ORI BR 222,
MODEL:

FA10 BY A10; FB10 BY B10; FC10 BY C10;
FD10 BY D10; FE10 BY E10;

FA6 BY A6; FB6 BY B6; FC6 BY C6;

FD6 BY D6; FE6 BY E6;

A10-E10@0; A6-E6@0;

11 BY A10@1 B10@1 C10@1 D10@1 E10@1;
12 BY A6@1 B6@1 C6@1 D6@1 E6@];

11 WITH I2;

FB10-FE10 PON FA10-FD10 (1);

FB6-FE6 PON FA6-FD6 (2);

FB6-FE6 PON FA10-FD10 (3);

FB10-FE10 PON FAG6-FD6 (4);

FA10 WITH FA6;

E MRS E
VE SCAMRAS B 5 AR AR OG, R AT OG,

IR E AN [ A8 4 2 (] SIS JAH G R 0
U YB3 HBUE AR

E R FERAR

E XA E

U ST A K
UE Xl HiseE F Rt

I SCBR 2E 1O

UE SRR

IBRE AR T 1R 250 0, HCSEFRE R TSE KLY,
E MASE

U SCHR AR R G
E X3 HBUE et

1E SUERZE AR
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FB10 WITH FB6;
FC10 WITH FC6;
FD10 WITH FD6;
FE10 WITH FEG6;

I1 I2 WITH FA10@0 1 BT 5 MR AR F A 0;
FA6@0; IR R (ONFAEEAH ) Mplus BRI EEER;

Al2 EFHEEHARERNKEHIE

TITLE: THIS IS AN EG OF LONG

DATA: FILE IS sl_cams.dat;

DATA WIDETOLONG: i ] Mplus A& <5 # K #% 2L 6 4
WIDE = A10 B10 C10 D10 E10 | A6 B6 C6 D6 E6;

LONG =T10 | T6;
IDVARIABLE = PERSON;
REPETITION = TIME;

VARIABLE: NAMES ARE *#¥*;

USEV ARE T10 T6 PERSON TIME; Vi A B A4 2 5 iR AR i
MISSING ARE ALL (-9);

CLUSTER = PERSON;

WITHIN = TIME;

LAGGED = T10(1) T6(1);

ANALYSIS: TYPE = TWOLEVEL; A LRI ZELZ I RAMDOM;
ESTIMATOR = BAYES; VSB35 A AR 5 B DL v Tk
PROCESSORS = 2;

BITERATIONS = (2000);

R FHBIAY;
MODEL:

%WITHIN%

T10 T6 ON TIME; 1 S,

T10 ON T10&1 T6&1; 1E LB

T6 ON T6&1 T10&1;

T10 WITH T6;

%BETWEEN%

T10 Té; VAR (BT A BN T I, AT LUH RS [T10 TPk FRAE, T,
T10 WITH T6;

15R 25 R,

MODEL:
%WITHIN%
T10 T6 ON TIME; I
T10~ ON T10”1 T6”1; 1 LB
T6” ON T6~1 T1071;
T10 WITH T6;



L HORE 2 R R 33 %

%BETWEEN%
T10 T6;
T10 WITH T6;

VRBUERIBEALARR, X B R RORBELE SR, 5 SEM B g L —F(;
MODEL:

%WITHIN%

TREN1 | T10 ON TIME; 1B SUEBEDLALN ;

TREN2 | T6 ON TIME;

T10 ON T10&1 T6&1; 1E LA,

T6 ON T6&1 T10&1;

T10 T6;

T10 WITH T6;

%BETWEEN%

[T10 T6];

T10 T6; T10 WITH Té;

[TREN1 TREN2]; VA 1 A ] AR

TRENI TREN2; Ui F RSB Ty 255
TREN1 WITH TREN2; Vit R BB By 2%

1R 2RI BEALALR, X B R RIRHLE SRR, 5 SEM B L —3;
MODEL:
%WITHIN%
TRENI | T10 ON TIME; 1AE S BEDLAL N ;
TREN2 | T6 ON TIME;
T10~ ON T1071 T6”1; 1E LB
T6” ON T6”1 T1071;
T10 WITH T6;
%BETWEEN%
[T10 T6];
T10 T6; T10 WITH Té;
[TREN1 TREN2]; VA 1 A AR
TRENI TREN2; Ui T H RS AL R Ty 255
TREN1 WITH TREN2; Vil T S BE AL B 25

VR BEDLARELRL, SRR BEALEh A S BORPRRBHNLEE 22, 1ZRAG T ), FL7E AR 22 45 70
HOASRBICS. R BRSBTS 522 1T AR 5 7 AT IR
MODEL:
%WITHIN%
TREN1 | T10 ON TIME; 18 S BERLRN ;
TREN2 | T6 ON TIME;
AUTOL | T10 ON T10&1;5E SLEh A HEHLEM ;
CLAGI | T10 ON T6&1;
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AUTO2 | T6 ON T6&1;
CLAG2 | T6 ON T10&1;

LOGV1 | T10; 1AE SUER 2 BEALALN ;
LOGV2 | T6;

%BETWEEN%

[T10 T6];

T10 T6;

[TREN1-LOGV2]; VAT 5 BN
TRENI1-LOGV2; Ml T BEDLA R Ty 25 5 P 2%,
T10 WITH T6; TREN1 WITH TREN2;
AUTO1-CLAG2 WITH AUTO1-CLAG2;

LOGV! WITH LOGV2;

Bt 2: FHAMREREE

< A~ <~ = A~ <~ A~
o »n Vs o> oy > » » = n Vs

7 A~ 7 ‘ e P e— —
X1 > X2 > X3 Xy > X2 > X3 X ™ X2 P X

(a) (b) (©)
. =ANFEHERR R EOR 3 ANEHE ) o B RS R LA 58 42— B, SRS 2 — B B a R bR RS X A AR,
&l b AR 22 AHSCTE BOR x—y RIS SEME, KRR T IR0 ; 1B ¢ ¥ 3¢ U G B AR S OB IR — B )R, ROR T x—y DL
y—x WY RN o 5 22 [F) 150N AR 2 1 15 5 S H S8Rl 1] fT 2% Muthén Fl Asparouhov (2024),
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