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ENERHES A EMRASEBRLR

X EY? oHEE' ¥y AP mEEBY
(PHRE RO BIAET; 2N 5 AR EE TR S S, IR 400715)

C I RN I R BT B/B L BIE R, M 510320)
(A T 38 TR 25 B2 e /i BN AR E b, 1M 510631)

H OE SRMARLTARIARBREARLEARLRANLEET R RBIE, ECEFEHFTEA TR,
REBARSE T A THMEAR P ERREIN T EAGERINK, TEMEGHE AR L,
BIARTARTHYMEF LR SN S E LY. HEEKREL RS EREZFFRRCEH ST,
F20 FHHFRAEFLEERLETELRFAFAE T, HHAZERELBEALLREF, STEMEYH.
EHRERARL 2 R FMAY At ikb BRI TR SR RIEF A L RE, BB NI £ 7,
AT FAE NE IR R R LR R

KR BXMAE, MAYR, WKk, HETL

SES B84l

1B BT (longitudinal study), [RIE [R]—4> A% . SCHR A2 B st et &Rz v fir A BRAS
ok [A] —HE g 2 LI, T LAAS B B WA 5 WA BT AU 22 5 A SCRE Y iy
(cross-sectional study) 53 A7 Uil 7 948 15 3¢ RIBTIE, 2 ALSRLE AT 43 58 AR, A
OIS HEY., SHREHSRE P AEE SRBE 2= vh i BR AR ) 2 24 A G T de: AR 2 -2
T BT LR, BB ST AR, 2 Y. B DAL AR, KFRETIE 2001 45 1 A
GER TR | KPR | B ) A AT AR L HZE20204F 12 1 31 H; ALALE R B <SRBT
ROVrBEELE, RBXEFEEZNER, Lk R B SCE SCHEIEAREER . . BT S LHF
R TR | AR RN AT E &R Ja . WA WA B W AR
8o 38 BB (B SRR B AR Ak, T DG Y [R) R B.RAEHK. ZE. 224, Z2KF. ZH
BRI B, HIEA ., 58, EMA, Z5REE . IR,
B, R THMELLSEEN LR F WEAESEAR o FERI ML, BT A A BRI R TR
) A DG 45 358 1) 38 BRI 55 T S, IR T R U B, HRHFEW RIS ®, NEAR
Mo SRIGIRIEIX B R SUNES, B2 T BN — SR R, E AT PR TR HERR T 5 A A L R
RIS [l R vk o AE LIRS B, FREE T E NI AR SCER, IR 4 . B — P HERR S
EERIEST H AT R Sk R B % . fe)m, X Eb ERF SR SR, 15 BIRF A 2R S0 75 5.
STV RIB RS, $Eh T @B R T . B P & SCEUIRFE BT 40/ 10 AR Pl (R
v e s L s T o T e AT D)o X HE—TF, 2000 4F DURT R R I FF A A 3R 2R 1Y
1 EREREEAMTERERRIL L e s T, A
#E A o E 1 ™ (https:/www.cnki.net/) # 1T & KBt Irid o X HARRIZERE, OB B AH CHE5E
%, HIREEEINY,
MG F AR A, PRI KA R 2 (1

Wk B 2021-09-24

* [ 1S IE S H (31800950, 32071091) TR OB, 17.3%), 85 HUCR 2 40 IR
WAEVE#: i EMEE, E-mail: wenzl@scnu.edu.cn (13.3%) . AU IEA (13.3%) . /KRR (12.0%) .
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1 HE20FEARATIBEEH—K

o, oo 2001~ 2006~ 2011~ 2016~ ..
R 2005 2010 2015 2020 At

P A 2 3 12 10 27
[EgLES 0 1 2 4 7
HEH 0 1 0 2 3
EZb 1 0 1 1 3
FARAL S 1 0 1 0 2
Gt 0 5 2 0 7
BE2p 22 1 5 3 9 18
LA TR 1 6 1 0 8
Jox e 6 21 22 26 75

N TN STy
S TR R (CSSC Lo b ) 2R I Skl
IR 7 L R A 0 TR 45

B B (10.7%) SR (9.3%) 1 Al AL AR
(5.3%). AREIEG.3%), FBIAHLMHANE S 13.1%.
MFRLATOR B, O B2 S Mg AR A
KA RARI(25.9%) . LB TURE(18.5%), BRItk
HMNAF 2RI LR, W BT 2R (14.8%);
A VRS IIREL(57.1%); B HE X LK
SRR B 2 B (4% 22.2%) o AT LA 2E R
L RS 5 i

2 EBEREHFEZTH-—MAREERLE
BERAE

HRYFIT 20 47K ST N A L T ik & R UL BT
AR BERND =, &R, 2003; FHICE 55,
2020), FJHE B BRI S AR D R 27 ) O3 Sy D 2k
(HE2Z R E, (2)% 48 & 1 H 5 W (reciprocal
relations, BfEE M), ) Bk EREEH T 2%
5, D@ EAE T,

21 MEEREER

A 25 5 e 0B BE U T ] LA ) 2 Y &
HEX R — i A7 B A, 1540 1Y i X+
A ¢ I E AN E T Z T Eefg o, T E
S I Ty 25 43 BT I 45 1) F2 80N Shy 22 Ukl Y 44,
WA S — O S W1 AR RS OF R TR RICR )
BF, DEE A IR RN M . T % i HERR 2 —
YR 2 5 R R B O 22 4 BT CF 58 — Ukl 2 4 S
AR d), SOl I AL AR S ] A AR AT IR A
7 22T OB TLZE, AT FL, 2020), X075k
T 7 2 AR (A BB B ) 9 B s R AT 4 A

WA RE A R I 2 | BRCME . SRR S5 ) R,
22 ZTEWEFMN

55 SR 2 B Y OBLIR] ) RH B R I B8 (PR
)R AR50 (causal effect), AN A48 5 22 8] 2H,
SEHFENEmEAND =, BHRE, 2003; BE
1%, 2017) o AE BRI i 2 AR AL T, I8
B R b 1 A B (panel data), 35 B SR FH A i
JE#5i# (cross-lagged model, CLM, 4=F5 38 it
JE AR cross-lagged panel model, CLPM,
Py A BF A2 XU S Y Toreskog, 1970; Kenny
& Harackiewicz, 1979),

28 SV JE R g — AN 3 & B e
(autoregression), I L 734t ffr I 22 & Fif i} 1] 725 4k
AR, A BIAT N

Vie = My + Buiey i (D
o,y RS RAR R, Rk i A5 IR
SR yie o M 258 =1 U A O A
W NIRRT d,, WERZE; REL B, 8 A IEREL,
BT A BUERON A RN, RIS ) 5 i e e
4 (temporal stability; Hamaker et al., 2015, L5k
I, 2012; 2015),

PO e 22 B A A EE 558 308 5 RS

PIASJ5

Vi =ty + Buicen TV i Ty

Xip = My t+ ﬂxtxi(t—l) +7uYig-ny T dy
R 1, By R By FLBIH R, M58 5 R
v f BRSHR S B0 38 SR TR R By, Ay R
ANEREH T — A i b —B RS KRR, B —
ANAR b — B[] 50 7K X% AR B 2 K 1 B
TR o AH B W) 2 e T G o AT ] — A A8 9 AR
AR S 20 I — AR 5 19 T B AR 4k (Usami et al.,
2019), WL R BAGHXER, 50k
5 18 FH 45 ¥ 7 B 45 B (structural equation model,
SEM) 4 Hh B A2 43 B 1) JEL B8 Sk i e (43 B 20 B A0 Oy
LRI RIS 4R, 2015), AT DL B 2 K P AR
TRy JEL B KT T AR BN R IR, A1 #F, 20105 KR
5, E, 2011,

R b, R SR A AU R U 22 2F S AH LS 1
— P A R I T, AT SR S T B A A R
WAEGHBIR, 2009; #mI%R, 2007; %4, 2008), H
o, TE A IR A6 v e o v 7 0 2 7 S S U (A
AR E AR /). BEHTCER .

@)
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B AR i 2Z (AR OC o e T B 1 TR SR 5 2 o 3 B F
FERLI A R R IR UE R IR AR, 2017),
23 BREARBEBRER

SRR SR R R, LI KR
# (latent growth model, LGM) Fll £ /K - #5% #l
(multilevel modeling, MLM, X Z JZ/H )24
#i# | hierarchical linear model, HLM)N = EAF 5%
TR, TR, 2003),

LGM Lk SEM WA SUK S # (McArdle
& Epstein, 1987), i FHF 45 HI(E 4544 59 30 3E 1 K
T AT AR, SE A LB A R R SE I K
PR . LLSFRE I A ) S A Rk LGM A A,
FE ST AZ B U o, MERAEREAR iy, A7
o | EAR R e T

Vi =M tm =D+, (€))
{7701' =Ky + Gy )
i =K +&y

b, WHHRZE 6~NO, o%); PR T#
KA BN 1o I wey, SEBEEAIRLGR AP, PIAS

{ﬁgijﬁ‘%%%[]ﬁ var (C’O)ﬂ:‘[] var ((l), E_|:§Oi:|~
1i

NHO),[WOO H 2 W R B A 2 5
0 Vio ¥

PIRWIERFR, e 3 AR & no IR EUE E N
L, oy B FR B0 1) MR 48 W 5 B )4 5 S0k
0,1,2,...(ar iR AN L T B3 X402, 2005,
EFma, FEH, 2018, UL ZEWNE 4, 2012;
KA, MEFE, 2017; KEFHK, 2005; #3500,
2005).
MLM 7] L) g 08 43 A< A 780 AR (] 1) 53 A AE
48 (Goldstein & Woodhouse, 2001), H A 7E &
T, K5 3 S AR — K (K
N SVRik
Yie = Moi il + & )
RS o, o REL 1, R — BN R, AR
LGM AR [ 5 s i B, v LA E 3 Rk
RFF, BATMM R, 5 K FECERKF)
RIS W 4, R A RN A 3R Y B LA
(RPAS R 22 52, AT LLR G & LA 28 BRI vk
A &% XLz, 2005; Fd i, @&, 2018;
HAE SE, 2019, UL SRS, sKIA¥E, 2005;
FRR3C %, 2007; EHufg %, 2007, R %,

2003; BT, (R4, 2008; JEM-F, 2006).
24 FHETHUIRE

e Ja — MRS IR M BAR AR N 2 4R, MR
AR FR Sl 25 4 AU GE BE AUHE (intensive  longitudinal
data), R4 — & MR T AE 0 SE 16 55 T % Btk A7
KR B AR (R SO 4, 2020, JRDEE 4F,
2021), BTy ik FTIT HARAE BRI [H] 1 3125
AT, XA AR5 AN AR P 0 2B b R AT 43
B BRI Z KRR AR R0 A5 A (time-
varying effect model)% 5 , IT4E H B 1 KE A
JL# 25 & ROk 1) 8h 245 45 #4 Jr 72 45 AU (dynamic
structural equation model, DSEM)%% J5 % R &7 7
45,2021, FEULES 3°9) , (ST JF 51 43 B (time-
series analysis) Y AH AR L 72

FH MLM 158 sh & 22k i R o247 56 1
A I s [ ) SRR R A R AR 22 S TR AR 1)
IR R E R, ENFRE LTS
R H MLM #HE (T E0 55, 2019; Bz, BRICE,
2012; ZE3Cik, K44, 2008; FEIEK 4, 2019;
HRAE 4%, 2011; 4557, 2020; JifHE 4%, 2019; 3K
B, SRR SE, 2016; SKEREE, fifh 4F, 2017;
TKELE S, 2019), SO 4 FOTRE 5.

B 748 %4 7 455 U (Shiyko et al., 2012)F 7R 4

Vi =)+ (#) - x; + & (6)

o, x SERER AR ARG H AR &, no(n) 2 MRIE, 3R
7N x= 0. FERFI] ¢ B, S5 5AR SR ABIME; (02
R, RIRTERT] 1 B, x;, 5y, Z 010G 2R (058 B2 R 7
1] o 3X B (DA 57, (O)JEIFTE] ¢ 9 PRER, 1T %E ST
B REOCCRM SR . FEE BN, o, ne(0)
T B O FRAR B 1 - S8 K 1 B s [ 4 R 5 s A5
b, mi(OFRIR xi XF yi, BBRORE Bifi s (B) 4 % 22 Bh A8
LB 4%, 2020).

3 ERERHESTTENER

DL TS 5 s 45 B 7 L 3 A A
B A, W LU IRIR 2 5 20 AR ST a8, %
TR 22 A A B AR )8 R R AR B kA
B ERRIFTE 7 B B S RSB 25, 2021), B
N B BRI 5T E T A B 58 B R R e SEL i
31 BRUEEXREBREREBEIRNEZRE
311 BiEKERNRE

AHER I, il 08 BRI SCE E AR
TERR =25, ARk R oz 7 oh Mt
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SY A, B R BGES 30 kUL W 8 s
FAZ M5 (R4, BT A3 25 T SEM HiAR 1M &
JeSRHL, PLRARSCE (U Mplus, R, Amos 5%)
3 K

HAlE A L& MGk LGM 73 f b
H, A& LGM WAL, HKIEE AL Glad %f
A ] R AR 1 28 B SCMR B R, R XL
MhZeS A0/ 7 W ES S EAE T R FRIRLAE) A
HESE PR SN 2 B BE i K AR AL, piecewise
growth model), £JC LGM (GRiEZEMR . Z4t
. LGM) ., A5 S (time-varying) AR A8
(time-invariant) P48 & . DI Jp 880 3 S5 1308 (X1 41
=, 2005; XUJE %5, 2013; Fh5 %5, 2017; E#K,
EEmIfH, 2018; JREEE, XLz, 2020, KPS 4E,
2019). % T SEM, BELEA B e X LGM, Hlll
BHWEAR 3 RS B L BRI I ZER ,
HEUEA SEM Ao &, i BB g Y
W, LGM & — MR 1k
312 BHEISWMEEBEEKENWRE

WM FERTE RN R BB RR
RIRNA 2 )5 TR & R 1) 5 B (heterogeneity)
[a] R, BP<kRIZEHN7, MRESEEEKIES
RERY | P KA R RN 2 B BEIR A G AR T

AR IR A1 7 (growth mixture model; XJZL =z,
2007; Edl 4, 2014)E SO Ko s, I3
LGM [FEA LB, PR IR K ok a2k, Ll
HEIRIR AR O fE 7 MRS 8 By R 3 Ay
4 M 220EX):

K
Vi = ZP(Q‘ = K)oi + e ¢ =1 + €54 ] 7
k=1

{Uom = Ko + Sou ®)

Thie = Kie + S1ik
H, p (e;= Fa0 B TS LR, R
P LI H8 AR B4 S A% Y BV [ A 6 A AR SR R i
A6 EMRIBAEA Y b, W LIRE &
RN RN 0, BRFIBEHANZRIE 8
Con M S 03 TAdihl, el B, 2018), 15510
2 5 18 K AR T (latent class growth model; XU,
XN 2, 2015, BIEA, #XFR, 2018)l 20 Bl id A Al
(group-based trajectory model, K2 %, 2020),
J5 45 AT LU R R . 30 B T i —
BB KIRABIES ZH B KBRS, 155

£ B BE IR A 3 K B AU (piecewise growth mixture
model; XU, XLz, 2018; XUE %%, 2014;
W A, 2017), (RIS R ) S B AU i
SERY ),

R B A UY vh, E2508H Y E 2
PHER B S (ESE %5, 2017; Nylund et al., 2007).
P o 2R R — R R MR R, S H A
JE 7 BRI — BRI G R ARk LR AW, HA%
A B BRI 2R A BEF AR —, PR AT
ZEA B SIS IR 2R
313 HBEHRTSN

B 1A R RS AT, iR LIRS
S BE ) (4 % e, ARV R i 8 A B, B2kl
09 R S /7R A, AL 5 VTR e 7 3 T R BE AL AR T

W AE 75 43 1 (latent transition analysis, B¢
TE 56 7% e 45 70 A ) s S AR T 2800 20 A, E AN T]
R ] b TR IE X AR 73 2, O T 70 2R 25 R Bt
] AZ A B AN [, PR AT 25 1R T (Bl ) MR 2 A 14
SRR I — A RBINIR, XL, 2015 E
I A, 2015)0 AT DUHLI M hE 200 AR B A
BUAIHT o JTAFR, TR R A8 o M A 0 4 e 1
£, 55 Bl AL AR TR 7 B0 BE AL AR T A B A 4y A
(random intercept latent transition analysis, Muthén
& Asparouhov, 2020; HEREE, R4T, 2021), B¥f
ANUARTR] S S 5 A A A AR SR A, e T Al IR B
TERI IR ZE 0 R
32 ZLTESHEHMIERLRE
321 ERER

% TR SCH 3 1 RS AL (T 2 AR A 5T
Bt 2 Ak, WA ST R TR A 2 K
(propensity score) . ../ & (instrumental variable)
0 8] Y5 8] 87 45 (regression discontinuity )% 45317
LR PR B AT AR 36 (U, 2R, 2009). B A
WEIEAE T 2 0 & (Y T ARCEOE, ST shas T
MR R, (5 % 1 I ) 4] 43 1 BB, TR AC
S e BB LA AR AR L AR L S
BEHL AR B S (PR AR, 2010, JeaE, sRHEAR,
2010; 2K, 2009; JHER, 2007). £ H B4
t, WA T RN TARA kR 4F, 2014),
322 BEREIREYH SRR

I HITA S A S800E 18 3C 3R 22 R AR BT F 52
TR B 22 (B) B 5 R G B2 DT NP Y, R T 5
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EFESRBE CH TR RE, 2014; R EEE, 2017), LLES, 3B
ERRE R AT IR« A - A - AR R X
—AG BRI F IR . S8R SE B A A BT
EATLAN MLM, 28 3 5 B F LGM AT, {2
WA BT 238 i e i s A 43, AR 51 D
RHER AN FA 4, 2021; XIETF 4, 2018),
FTF MLM Ao, BIZKFE A g,
&KV AR A AR E AR =
[F B8R0 o B M A RS — K, MR E
F A Ko T A [ 3 R AR TR Sy
my, = fh,; +a;x,; +d,,;
{yit =,uyi+cfx. +b.m +dyit

)
b, my AR P AERT ] TR AE R, X, R s O3
FAAE R B AR A R ARG, 1 R O AEREE IS
(h R 20 2), BB a; S HAZ R A
AR RN, FREL b, A AR B % AR B RN,
FHOC) S 17X RS B AN,y Pl
Z o T RBOMBEE T B AR, B
TSR

BT S N AL A A BT, BRIk
AR A AR A AR AR R
G, TR

Xip = My + ﬂxxi(t—l) +dy

my, = i, + ﬂmmi(,_l) +ax;,_ + d,i (10)

Yu =ty +BYigny + c,xi(t—l) +bmy,_y+d,,

Hr B B BB, 0NN AR R . A AR AN
AR H AR R 10 AT LA 2448, )
] AR AR S B DL E S — B sl i e TR
A S JE ALY rh 1) S ECE U REBLARN

P2 RS MLM 59454 0 Af D= AR
Z K A [l H A B R (multilevel autoregressive
mediation model), R¥ 7788 10 24 i R ECHIEEE
WU FR AR i, R 2E 5 R KR AR
5)o MO] DL REGEE 252 B (RIS 28 N 22 7K ST B AR AR R
AR A %, 2021),

ET LGM Wi, AAs | AR
AR 45 H &2 57 LGM, 4 BTG 96 = & 76 #l ip 1A
FHREEF P AXRR, FEEZIE,
H — e e B ASUARE 23 PR 1) A AR TR s R 4 1
HA R PRSI A 45, 2021).

3.2.3 BEREIIE R T AL
TR ZL 7 (2020)1F18 TR T LGM (1952

AR, RIR AR R AR A A A AR Sy
S EE LGM, T A A2 d R A2 o i O Y 1
TR 8 PR 22 A T3 31 i ) K] 28 e ) 4R A R
Ao M LGM B R A B8 AL, A B 4 AT LA
o S, AT LU v R Y A O R O ok
22 BIRARIEAT AT, B AT RE A WS Gl A
g%, X142, 2020).

A, MLM AR A vl LB A 46 8] 4 &%
JO7, RIVR B K S 9855 (S E) RN . B 2.3 A
209, MLM e B8, 7 4 rhagin Aok
FHARR, WM 1L R

{770; = Koo + Ko + 6y
i = Kio + K1 + &

b, BBy R B A K S AE 4 x R ]
£ B R SO CHS 7 R 11 2l A S BT 45 3 22 B
i), Fe7s B a] B9 224K, x; % i, R0 2 AL
33 MAREBSSTEEEYMOME

WEAEA, 28 S e AR A TE AR S o3 fif B R I
A, ATLUEHT SEM HEZR, 73 B MA ) AR S 54> {4
WZAZ S, ATAE ROk — R AURERL 72 1 AR B 5
Mep i R v, AR AL AR I AR Ay, B I R Y
R, el DL i Al — A BEA L 5, HEBR
AR B R E AL 5, TERIAR B <A AR s S o
A [ m] AR 52 U 50

S FARFRME 1 H R ASE Y Shy B AL AR 52 S I
5% (random intercept cross lagged model, RI-CLM;
Jr R ae 4 ENRIH; XUYR, 2021; Hamaker et al.,
2015):

(1n

{yit = /uyt + ﬂyi + /Bytyi(t—l) + 7ytxi(t—1) + dyit (12)

Xip = My 1 + PuXig-y + VatYige-1) + dxit

ATRE N TR 12 L R 2 A T REALER IR
Ny R m, FORBORI G 2Z [ A 0K, HikoE
FHCH 15 BAAAE BRI 2 AT 4k 2 7% &
1 T U1 SR B (v B e OSSR T
ABEHLERIE R 7 2 )5, @k il ik N 22k 380K
A i A A R R BT (A ) A2 ), R, A L
FEL P TN B, R RS E PR (MR NS 5), R
AR PY I B8 2% (within-person carry-over; Hamaker
etal., 2015). WA RI-CLM [ n,, Fl 5, 9 2 50BR
FERL 0 B, U — AR AESS U R R, KRR
VAT 5 I 8] P AR E AR T o 43 1 H A AR R) 2 e A
RN AZ S, B R 14 J AR o 2 o 3 A A ], i
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Wl 3 5 8 A e AL BN, SRS A A AN [
K- 4 732 i [6) 4 52 0

WFEPE—4 RI-CLM A BEHLEIE N 75
BUE—A AR IE R 71 LGM, %5 ¥ /L5
HF Wy AR (B 12 shakgeig g
THETF g, WA 3). HELGEH BN FiRE
(B B AF B, FERE ARGt g T F ] )3 R0 5 S
JEREM XU W BB R R, WS
—HEHE b AT B B SR AR B e (O R 4F,
Bkl X0, 2021) L ANV AZ £ 5 [0 9 7 1S A
#l (latent variable autoregressive latent trajectory) &
T A8 SUH Je AR R G A L S i VR A K R R
B2, TS5 KA R (factor latent curve
model with structured reciprocals)llj /& 7 75 14 45
BRI HERE 3828 U 5 S8, B @R R
AR RS — (X, 2021).

ISR 7E RI-CLM 2l % [E R 812 (moving
average) H [ A BIRL DU AT LAAS 27 SRR 38 X
Jiff J5 15 %Y (general cross lagged model, F U %,
2021; Zyphur et al., 2020), #3 ¥ H [B1H F 2%
TE A ) U PR (8 5 Z SNSRI 3R, Rieipit)
YA JE e R 52, AT B A
VIR (d ) F d gy YRS £ TRy, i )
FA) 5 ) -

Vi = by A1+ BuYiaoy TV Xy Ty +
B o=y + Vau yige-)
Xy = Moy 0+ BaXioty ¥ VaVieny + e +

Biesiemry + Vayd i -1y

Horh, d, Fd, Sy B9 BV RO, T d g, A
d gy VR oty B89 (— )i SR 2800 o EE A AE Al
X 53 T B A s BN Bl 2, BRI AE R
X TAESTRO™ A2 40 B I 2 5 A7 5L TR
YISt T2 J5 mH TAEE A, 85UA930R
B, T A8 3 A LB R I AR B 3 RON
WIFRAE T vhis s s e, AT LR 3R X 43 J 3k
o FIH AR -
34 EBEMREITHEZR
341 MFEERIEIT

ISR B 1T o e T BEAL 350 (cohort effect,
WA AHBERON | BEA)FFIRIT . IR Gk it45),
SRR AH SR I AN B AL [ B R4 (%) S 038 R AT 5T
AR A ESMAALAE . BRI gA

(13)

TR RO AR WSO, LA B AL T
Z 15 B . — MR A LGM 5L MLM 4347 hin sk s 35
BOTEUE S, REeR 45, 2014),

FIHI SEM Z 4 L Tr vk, B35 g 3 A ) B
ZH 1) LGM, 29 HAS [ FE 2H (448 [R) 47 8 26 AR R
RIS [) 8T B AH A5, E— 20 T LARE 2 AR A
MR S AR B A 25 57 . o0 — DR R
ZAtk MLM, RIS 2 I 52 7K T ik 22 AR K F B
IKAF-RRAY R 2E AR AR R B KT PR
P SR ALY 5 5 KT 1 SR A ASE R R 2% A
BTG 22 5, WL AR — B, =%
) AR R B R IR TR A 22 4 L B ) i 5 % 2 ) 22
S (Bl 2L i) — 5Pk ), R S — R R 5 RN A A
MLM 7E5 ZK-FIMA PR, HXTBEHLRR I
Wi A B 2 85 KV S AR o DR AE T 5L
AR O T Y R SR R A R A R 2
342 EEERE

AR ERTE S X IR | RS BRITAL |
RO ECHm AR I, HAICHESE T L GERR, =% —E
1y W R W TE R A 3 R E I 20 B U
ARAFILAH 2 B AN 038 R W R T 1
(B3 %, 2020), — B, RN G 10
A, T o I [ R (ORI ), D) B R R
B2 5T VE R (Castro-Alvarez et al., 2021; McNeish
& Hamaker, 2020; REFJ5 45, 2021). BLEEHE I
B 5 B BT R AT 5 [ 80 o MR i 8,
PRTTAE 53 BT AN SO B R AR A a3 i DLTE 37
ZATA e S oAb B, IR G R, T
DATERS AL 8 i iR B 35 9 43 o %) 25 B AR
BRIk, RS TR 1 MLM
By AR S5O AR RS | Bl A 25 45 U7 AR LAY (Asparouhov
et al., 2018; Asparouhov & Muthén, 2020), LI KFET
AR 1] 2 [ ] JA 88 (vector autoregressive
model; Chatfield, 2003; #H (R, 2010). HiE(%
*ﬁiﬂﬁﬁi‘f(group iterative multiple model estimation,
GIMME; Gates & Molenaar, 2012), 7.0 #2254
KAt BRI Yy, 250 BURE I 25088 T N G
W sh S #; (0 HETRROLE K, &5 IHE%L
HEZ UL MLM S5 ik, HA0 e R AR AR
By, WO EHe (N 2230 %5, 2008), KiEEE)
TG B 2 I A2 S5O AL FI DSEM

I 78 250 A 20 24 e (1 A R B A I )
MR AR A, o — o i SR I ) LR (S 4,
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2020), XG1T LGM 4 e FRl 3 0y Al H48 2
5 1, AN B A ) AR fh T A8 Ak WX MLM
F, £, SRR R RS o WSR-S
J& T RBURBIE T (EER 45, 2010), HIK B L
AR AR PR A, EAT LG T IE L T A E
S R IR h P AR B DGR R, RER R AT
SRR HERR IR CGE BRI, SREOR, 2021).

A G5 )7 TRAL A (DSEM) 254 1 A ]I 4
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Abstract: Longitudinal research plays an important role in sciences since it can reveal a more convincing
relationship between variables compared to cross-sectional research. The present study reviews the methodology
studies and model development for analyzing longitudinal data in China’s mainland. Longitudinal research
can compare the mean difference, examine the reciprocal relationship between variables, depict the growth
trajectory with individual differences, and explore dynamic changes. All these are the popular research
topics in recent 20 years, especially the growth trajectory with individual differences, reciprocal relationship
between variables, the integration of the growth trajectory and reciprocal relationship, research design, and
missing data. We also compare the present study to an international scope and look forward to the future
direction from a multidisciplinary perspective.
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