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Abstract: To examine the potential classes of psychological suzhi, as well as the relationship between the

potential classes and school adjustment, a total of 3 649 junior high school students in Guizhou Province
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were tested with the Psychological Suzhi Questionnaire, Achenbach Youth Self-Report-2001 Version., Ex-
ternalizing Problem Behavior Questionnaire and the Olweus Victim Questionnaire, and their academic
grades were also collected. The results showed that based on the latent classes of psychological suzhi , jun-
ior high school students were classified into three subgroups: a higher psychological suzhi subgroup, a
moderate psychological suzhi subgroup and a lower psychological suzhi subgroup, accounting for
30.40%, 54.12% and 15. 48% , respectively, of the total; that the potential class of psychological suzhi
was influenced by demographic variables(e. g. , gender, age and parental marital status); and that the po-
tential class of psychological suzhi showed a significant difference in school adjustment: students in the
higher psychological suzhi subgroup showed thebest school adjustment status, followed in order by the
moderate psychological suzhi subgroup and the lower psychological suzhi subgroup. The above results in-
dicate that a potential profile analysis can help distinguish between potential classes of psychological suzhi
for junior high school students and, hence, offers a new perspective for psychological suzhi research.
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NG R & JL R R 4 4 000 43 . 3RA RN 3 649 (3 CHERE 91, 23%). HorH A 1862 A(51.0%) . F
PR 14.06 % (SD=1.21), 4 1 787 A (49.0%), FH4EW 13.95 £ (SD=1.17); #]— 1 272 A
(34.9%), W1 1190 A(32.6%). = 1187 A(32.5%); LXEFEUSH 3 056 A(83.7%), A BFUS A %
HOEFEE S P 457 N2, 6%, KMEH 136 N(3.7%); LHFLDI#H 2 184 N(59.9%),
AR SF& DI (BACEERU 85— 7 A TAERAE K DL ) 1251 AN (34, 2%) . K& 214 N (5. 9%).
1.2 #HRIEA
1.2.1 #FASHEERTA

KRR KR AT B pof A R BRI S ) AR DA L A R RGE B 3 A 4E R, 3
24 AMEH. MR TAER A& —5ARE/ ) Tt 0 Bom 2R 242 OB R R, ARFse b
iZn] %KY Cronbach’s a« Z%UH 0. 92.
1.2.2 FdlR4g

S B aRIE S, B SNE 3 BHRIIR BB 35 o AR BE G N R AT AR AL L 1 R 2l R
T R
1.2.3 FHIHFRNAFAITH P A

KA Achenbach™™ 7 A 4E [ W8 (YSR-2001) H g £ 52 /AMAR L 38 46 /4048 2 4> 5k 00 25 0 b 2 Y
AR T Ry, BRI S % R 45 IF 5 R AR R BT ARG AR (an . FRF M L&, MBS 21 A4
B, R 0TI ER I — 2% Q) =903+ 4r . o3 BUbl & Ros 7 E WAL ) 8T S 2. AR AE 5 iz In) 4
i) Cronbach’s « &% K 0. 87.
1.2.4 &Y HFIMOA AT A B A

SR FH T A g b 1 D AR AME IR AT Ry ) . SR PR B S 1% ) 4 5 R R AR Ok BT IR
BT A (AN, He2EEl IR AR TS, SR 16 NMEH L SR 0CGRA) — 45 I A LA B At 4y, 0%k
G R 2 A AME I AT i 2. ABESE iR A4E 1Y Cronbach’s o RECH 0. 83.
1.2.5 Olweus JLEHK A B &

SR H R SCB BT B Olweus JLEEIR UM 35 P 12 K G 1) 3. iZ MB35 6 NBH . R 0B &R
i) — A JRBF LU LAt 1 53 B0k s Ros 27 AR e 52 FH AR B BOR. ABFSR TR iZ I & 1Y Cronbach’s a &
Bk 0. 72.
1.3 HESH

K H SPSS 26. 0 Al Mplus7. 4 #AFSEATEE 7. B R A LPA 8w b AR O3 R Bk e 5], & H
BE1E B BB ARG 7R {5 B ME N (Akaike Information Criterion, AIC) . Dl M-#r{5 & #EN] (Bayesian Infor-
mation Criterion, BIC) ., #EAHF 1E 19 U1 {5 B MEN] (aBIC) . % {8 (Entropy) . 3£ T Bootstrap J7 % B9 {81 4%
Ho A 36 (bootstrap likelihood ratio test, BLRT) FI% -5 {0 /R—& ALK L A5 5 (Lo-Mendell-Rubin likelihood
ratio test, LMR-LRT)&E. HK, iz HBIHIE G5 (Regression Mixture Modeling, RMM) , Bl %748 i il
AR/ B SR B A TS AR L xR b R0 B R T T OB Y AT A DY S A e Y, R TR
fit = 2% (3-steps approach), 435iz Al Mplus7. 4 F1“ AUXILIARY = x(R3STEP)” M1 “ AUXILIARY = x
(DE3STEP) "3 A i 47 W5 B 56 28 (TIN5 #55 S R ) RATE % 45 o 45 /A0 b Ay 2 03 oy 48 s ) A

2 # B

2.1 MpECERRNBETES W

FRE A PR TR T2 DA AR A 1Y Oy Bl 32 A 4 s B v i ) S i1~ 6 AT
TER BB R PEAT LA, W3R 1 B, & B8 Encropy F8 80978 0. 80 LI L, BLRT E¥ R, BREE 6 JKL
TSN, AR B LMR-LRT fE ¥ 23 . BIC {ELFf 2 5l B i S0 8 38 9. 7256 5 I pe i b, A s >
A2 G B A REAR B ELEE /N T 5. 0000, HAE TG R B Z AIAF . XS IR AR LI AT 2 0 2 A S8 iR
5 3 IR R SR 4 S BIBEID) B FO B K B 55 4 RS rp A A DX 0 AN A8 A9 28 001) . 4% 21 il A 1 7 26
FEAR LA 22 S P ok T A A X A T B A R, e AR B B TR SR, O U 5 TR 24 Y ) T A
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T BT, ARBFIT IS 3 BRI Sy B AR
F1 HELEERBEIDSWEEPESER(N=3 649)

i AIC BIC aBIC Entropy LMR-LRT(p) BLRT(p)  Smallest profile/%
1 247 772.535 248 070.241 247 917.720 — — — —
2 231 775.165 232 227.926 231 995. 968 0. 885 <0. 001 <<0. 001 45. 93
3 226 449.194 227 057.010 226 745.615 0. 881 <<0. 001 <<0. 001 15. 48
4 224 194. 676 224 957.548 224 566.715 0. 874 <<0. 001 <<0. 001 8.08
5 223 213.723 224 131.650 223 661. 379 0. 849 <<0. 001 <<0. 001 4. 85
6 222 484.258 223 557.240 223 007.531 0. 838 0. 295 <<0. 001 5. 02

. Smallest profile (%)« NEUE 2B 5 BARFEA B LB

FEWETE ST M A AL b, PR AR OB R R 3 M e RN T A 4. N EE 2 R, B —Fh AN
SRPERAY 30.40% (n=1 109, LHEEFEM i, BEETH 2 MR, BHaH b mOoMEETH”;
B RN 5 AR 54,1220 (n =1 975) , O BER AT 4340 F R K, R A 44 ki A0 R TR
7 RN R 15, 48% (n=565), ODEERES R, BEMRT B 2 A5, BG4
RN R, A, ANFEEAENEAECHRER 3 MR LR ERBEARITFE L Fo s
{E5r %10 3 888. 30,3 491.40 A1 2 084. 15, 7 {E4> %14 0. 68.,0. 66 Fl 0. 53, p<C0.001. #t—#WFEFKLK
KW, mOMR A EEOCHERR 3 B LR RS, PEOCERRARZ, O ER AR,
3R =R BA G L.

R2 AEBELNVPELELEEZRRSEELNEHIRERKE

— i/ DR T NGIE T A i A

% M=+SD M=+SD M=+SD M=+SD
B R 30. 40 3.8740.31 3.9320. 39 3.8340. 39 3.8540. 42
rp A5 T2 T 4 54.12 3.1340.24 3.114-0. 36 3.07740. 35 3.2140. 40
RO E A 15. 48 2.3040. 35 2.2040. 48 2.2540.42 2.4440. 54
F 6 254.62" " 3888.307 " 3491407 7" 2084.15° "~

7 0.77 0. 68 0. 66 0.53
= Yy iod 4 1>2>>3 1>2>>3 1>2>>3 1>2>>3

W FREAR T, 1= 0 ERA, 2= DS 0MERA, 3= RO EFRA; * * x: p<<0.001.
2.2 AOZETENMFELCEZREBEXINZMN

K R = A g v AR O PR TR S A D 2 AT R, DRO B R R A B R, 20
3 logistic M1 ZREUR IR 2 P48t OE R 27 2 BT 0 38 28 5 76 7 28 301 1) 5 i) 2 8 (3R 3D, AR IR A R ) vh A
J& TR B R BTAH AL R B R (OR =2.57) s ME TH A, LEJm T b0 R B H MR K (OR =
2.59) 5 AHECT ACBRUS WRIR B0 S 0 B2 A, ACBETE NS 1Y 2 26 Ja T 8 o0 B3R BT 2 0 o A0 B S 4 A R R T
KCORAESTH A 3. 26 F 2. 41).

%3 AOGitHE Sy &0 8 R RS 7L 0

p— IR Al rh 20 B2 T4
Coe f ficient SE OR Coef ficient SE OR
SR —0.12"" 0.05 2.57 —0.07 0. 04 1.67
51 —0.17 0.11 1.54 —0.27"" 0.11 2.59
AL B B AR L 0.52" " 0.16 3.26 0.35"" 0.15 2.41
RS2V —0.08 0. 06 1. 44 —0.02 0.05 0.4

e MR OH R4 NS B4 ; Coefficient: £ IR logistic M 1 & £ (multinomial logistic regression coefficient) ; OR:
. ZA4=0, BE=1. KBHEPREFH =0, KBEHF=1; LEFLE =0, FEFLI=1. x x . p<<0.01;
¥ % % p<<0.001.
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2.3 MHELCEERNEEXISZEREBENNXER

R AR g =B R R A D R A S S BGE N Z R OC R SR INER 4 s, KR [ELGO 3
R AR 2 A 2 RGE N s b B 22 5 W3, XP {43 %I 171, 80,228. 61,378. 86 1 59. 92, p<C0. 001,
FN R WY, O B AL 2 A 0 2 B R A, T AR B R A A AR R IR0 B A A AR AR
MG, 3HZMERDE. SR, SO0 RRA AN N SMUR AT R FR G 52 F 185553 0 i
K, OB AL 2E AR 3 T pA B » P AR B AL 22 A 0 X 3 T E f 45 4 b T e K7, 3 4l
ZI 2R A58 L.

F4 FAACEZRECRIVPEESRENERLNERKE

L 2l L B W 2 WAk IR ELAT AMETR] BT Sy
T AE S
M (SE) M (SE) M (SE) M (SE)
D HEE A 0.23(0.02) 0.34(0.01) 0.48(0.01) 0.35(0.01)
AP TR —0.03(0.02) 0.40(0.01) 0.61¢0.01) 0.57(0.01)
%0 B B 4 —0.35(0.04) 0.61(0.03) 0. 74(0.02) 0. 83(0.03)
Overall X* 171.80" " 59.92" " 228.61" " 378.86" "
200 g 1>2>3 1<<2<<3 1<<2<<3 1<<2<<3

T KRR, 1=mO0MREAH, 2="PHF0MRRH, 3=(ROMEFA. * * »: p<<0.00L

3 W
3.1 A CEERNEBELST

ARG B . W AE O R AR 3 FORRI MV 200, 4 2 O R AL (30. 40 %) . HhAFO IR
J A (54. 12 %) ARG B R B4 (15. 48 %), Fo 57 o4 3 2 3R 0 40 38 28 oK F 1= I FN Dy R & 5 R B 1Y 2
S BARME . @O R EALE 3 AN L AR o e, 2R W Y 7R O B 5 R S AN AR IR B T R 3
B RAF B R SRR B, DO H 2R AR E I AT RE AR B A R . 5 2 A R, O B R R A L B R
i 3 ANYERE LS WEAR T 040 2 41, R A B4 AT A AR, oAb A AR i m (BEE i T H A
S0 ARG s 2 B 28 1 2% AR AE 1 R R 45 PR 5% 35 7 5 1f A T AR X 45 e, AR AT RE R SE A E AN R
2 X R TR R A R S A AL R IE DI SR, R T H R kg A
3.2 ANOFEZTEXMVFEOEBERREEXINZ M

W5 2 B0, AT W 55 K 400 v A T 0 B 28 IR 4L A MR K, 3 A g — 1 BE R i A P A B
0T 4 I H RS A T B T RS SRR, R b AR 0 B A R R R I S M AT I KT R R
XA VR T I A A WG R AR B 22 ) R A TG AR A, SbE A IR SR 2, 2R R 3R, X bR
AT 4G S S I B SRR, H4ERAES, XER RN 2R X F &2 B0 R AL
JEFEA AR, Lo R TR SR O R SRR R, X S T B H S R R, o g
IR AR OB R R B SR DA R E W 25, XA i — 2 MR R IE. b, MR R, &
BETE 0 (14 27 A & T im0 B 2R S5 AR o 450 B3R T A I ME SR T R SR E R R T 7 /D AR B3R T R R 30 i 11

OWIRGE . FRBEE A RG4S ZEA ANACHE 1 R e 01 52 8 256 % J38 4 0 HC0 B 3R o AR 5 4 TR AT B Y 32
m s SRS IR S E R R RKEE S REMERZ —, WHYE LB RN A& FERE, 1B

RS AR B S . PRI A A 55 ) J0BE 23 X 7 A0 4F B RS & 58 (AL 4 0 B3R o K ) Al o B XU I 4F
K, FoIE BT AP B TR (2019 4R35 3. 360000 fEE PR LB AL TR K, i TR RSO B B E R
2V R AR G Ak S 4 RN I G AL BE B S AT AR L 7 /A A B AR 3 A AR A S
3.3 MIPAELCERFANEEXISFRENNXR

WEFEAE R LR o AN [R] O BHE I A0 28 0l 1 2 A A 2 T B AR AR b 28 S BT et o 38 30, RO LR 5
HE OB R, Hop RS R B3 LT, A SN IR T O R 52 35 45 70 IR U 25 T
HARME , © OB Bk A 22 sS4 25 09 1E [ S0 AE T, R T3S KR A 88 (Growth Mixture Mod-
eling, GMM) 38 B IR FE - BT 10 B R 2% A 24l R JR W0 (0 S0, AR B e 1) 2% A 2 2l
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BE R o BEACAH h AEDTR ZR AP I W B B R o 2 ikl LS Y H AR [ A B B OR A A
@ L B TS AH R S B0 B BT, O B BUKF AR AY 22 A4 By Ak T 0 BN @ R IR S, R B B Z Y1)
AT Ry, RZAR8K. AWFoet Y R g A O B B HL Ak AN I R AT O A R G AR . ©
OB BAE A AN IR DR R A B TR AR w0 v AR e 52 3 i XU, 7N BT T, A WF 5
FaE BT M EE5E DR ZH, R EZEEER . R B3I AR BT B R
50 4 ) LUK [ 000 MR 8 52 30 5 ARk S O I, R TR A AR v A 1R B AT 0 AR R R I A7 A AR
PR T S UL DA S KR PR s ARl RO I A BT R A EE N R O R AE T B 1
AR, IR R TEIAN, DL E SR S ER RE 5 S 5 Z B M fE 4 g, 58D ok =2 F % U
G, 25 b ST RO BEER BUK V- A BT AR 22 A AR 1 v 3k 3 AR A 365 1 RS
3.4 MRBEXMFR

AT T Wb A O B B AR B AR S Bt R e v A A O B BT SR A T — R
(LB TR0 b AR 0 BRER BV R RN S A A IE I 2 TR G R EAT TIRER . NWHE TAEE S E M B E
T SRR TR

AELRSE ) 9 2 R 1 AS 0 5 XF — L8 [a] BUFEAT IR A PRI o 200 31 3R o0 i 70 28 0l i A M S R S e A O B
BT S RGE N R OC R A JE S 5E TSR 22 6 ) s A G T Bt G i v ) T 5% AR 23 BT (Latent
profile transition analysis, LPTA)#47HF%%.

4 ARG

D) A0 rp A0 B AT R S M . AR WA T 20 A (LPAD RDHE L2300 3 Rl e 2800, B e O LR
e, v A BEE 4RI O PR A

2) WA B AR P 0 R A B B R RS AN 1 A A ok L LR VR A A3 S U A 5

3) ANTAlC B R 5T T AR 200 () vh AR AR 2 RGE W AR AR 28 S B ST B MECT R R BER A
AR D B A A AR B S R T IR A R
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