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Abstract: Residents, as vital stakeholders in tourism destinations, play a crucial role in shaping
tourists” attitudes and behaviors towards the destination. Therefore, it is crucial for destination
management organizations to recognize and acknowledge the role of residents in building the
destination brand. By understanding residents’ place citizenship behaviors and categorizing them
based on their responses, destination management organizations can effectively tailor their strategies
to manage resident involvement. In this study, conducted in Hangzhou and Zhuhai, a survey was
administered to gather data from 762 and 320 residents respectively. Latent profile analysis was
employed to analyze residents’ place citizenship behaviors. The findings revealed three distinct
categories: indifferent, moderate, and champion. The largest proportion of residents fell into the
“moderate” category, comprising approximately 50% of the sample, while the “indifferent” and
“champion” categories each accounted for around one- fourth. These research findings hold valuable
implications for destination management organizations seeking to harness residents’ potential in
shaping the destination brand. Recognizing the different categories of residents and their place
citizenship behavior enables targeted and customized management strategies. This approach can
effectively engage residents as active contributors to the destination’s brand- building efforts.

Key words: residents; place citizenship behavior; tourism destinations; destination branding; latent

profile analysis
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i3 %)l L) R R PR DR E T s R
& H 0y b s S W B R BLA 1)
[ ) gt LA L P g AR B A A0 E A
e HiLJE B Ry E A bt R R A A A )
Z0 B r e RAE i H P 4 4T
1 H Bt R A g VR o R 2 A e i 7 1O
T B R B A R A
4 ( Zhang & Xu, 2019 ) , BH#E 1 i€ i H 1% b
(5% JE (B TR AN SRR, 2003) o il dn, s
) mI MR R i  ANFTER” O SRR
IR REMF% W E " REA R
SO 0 S AT 4R TR R H Y
HR(EEANIE G, 52288 T ikl H A bt L)
ATHFAREE R . AH B, AU T B R B s R 2

B 38 S I IR 5, R 9T A 1SS B i
AN YT SEAF ) — . fEZRER =T, i
FRERRE H L, O SNELE 2R 28
i 0 B, B 22 b Ay R AR 1 1 1 R
NI AE RATE (LB, 2012) , 17 35 1R
SR H Y Hb 28 AR s RAE H B H
JER A 1o e AR AR o

PRIAN ) s B 3 e H %) 4 o o 1) 28
AT R A7 22 52, [ 8 ROEA TR B I
T i 2 BEL ) | e A % SR T N
K2 —. Davis, et al.(1988) £¥ JH #H £ 2wt
H 1 1 Js: B 38 T 3l 5% e 1) 18 5 AT R0
BT, s B0 B TS ) < 185 4R & (haters ) |
#& 3 (lovers) | i 1H & ( cautious roman-
tics) 1374 (in- betweeners ) FI J5 K ) 2k
%% (love’ em for a reason) , [ififg 722 2L
B R 1 P T iR 0 i SR B B R 1Y
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SIRIEGT , BIFT 3 Bl 1 f R T SR8
VA VN ENE 4 = N IR O 22 e o =
BN SCRFT PRSI P S IR
L HFE P B A (Weaver & Lawton,
2001; & E 55, 2002) o SR, AAEATGE H
e BT RO A8 R BN T 0B,
EL2 R e R p 7 8 AT Ryt A 3 R
AT

J& R 7 2 R AT R (place citizenship
behavior ) & W5 K AR 58 SF 8 1Y 4H 4%
N 47 7% ((organizational citizenship behav-
ior, OCB) , Rl 5 T 7E 40 & v BT 3R B i 114
b T S S 2 A (B3 H A 15 AT
Ry, HB TS AS € Pk i 42 45 38 i ( Or-
gan, 1988 ) . GHH A4 PR (2015) 5 3 41
A A B T RAT R FE A YR 1 R
R . H b R A £ BELAH A% b
1) B T EARRIE, & R A7 2 RAT R Al
DA 38R o R H R B A AR H Y
Hin it A R B B AR AT B ( Zhang & Xu,
2019) o U HJE REIR5E A H A4 3 it R )
A AR R 3 T B AR A v e AR
T B T 2 RAT R e ROEA T 08
Al S N R B SO L, A RE SR b
EEA RPN ) F BB AR RS i, B 47 4t
Joi BB Ry H b ) e st

T3 ROEAT 0 BIRIBEFE A I
FREE . — R R Z TR R A
Ja BT 8. R A & LR R ol
(variable centered ) 5% 115, FEE— E WY
JRiBRAEFAGREG , Hop B R AT E . — 02
3 5 BT 0 B A AR T TR A Y S IR
PRIFNABRE . BRSSO AR TS
TE 4B, AR F R b 7 2 BRAT G 1Y) 22 5L
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BT BT, BRI AT AR, VA F T
417 (latent profile analysis) & LA 4 %
> ( person centered ) B /7%, KL, A5
o FHYRELE 700 0 4 A0 T S e 1 = 28 s R T
O3, M7 RAT R Z FEAT HY s RGEE AN
HIREE B RS 42 10, RN BE I i 2 o R B
H o Hb s LY B AR

A B s R T 2 RAT R W WT ¢ H A
JE A RSB B, R SO Z2 B SE A B 1 H
HiTPR 3 5, AR B e T 2 RAT Ry B A
B RGETT 8 S8 E ROEAT I 20 BT
FEER A B0 PR T i, AR A A R
SE , T H 345 2 A —BTE BRI A o 3 S8H
WSS A o VEETE E T 53 A A AR 8 R o0 1
Jrik, BA AR AR A R w g
P {5 S5 AR , T L AT DA FH 22 4 A A
OISR, A% SRt O R RS AR ) o BT AN R
(EdJ, 2004) o A SCER VAL 1 18 73 By
(K775, AR5 T IR 7 2 R AT R |58 1)
BB, 30 ROEAT 708, BB B RS 5 7L
T I e JR 0 s B 7 2 RAT R 1 0 LA B
U WEIE45 s A R 5 B 4 3 50 4%
fif A R R Foa B LU B SRR B 4 T B 36 1
MEATAE L, B G e ROTE H A M
% AR A T o

ARG ER W A A AT 5. &
96, LABTIM B i i b, IS SRR AS AT PR R
9T o FU, AR A B o A, 303 e gk
A AT BRI TE . DAWAE H B s AT
Bt , A B A S s pE o A ) AT AR

1 XRR&RIR

L1 FERIMAARITR
Joi R T 2 AT Ry (place citizenship



behavior ) f A 22 4H 4k B 7% SIS0 4H A R
17 7% $2 H 1Y, Bateman & Organ ( 1983 ) .
Smith 5 (1983 ) 4 i1} T #HAK A RAT R 8 —
W&o Organ (1988 ) 45 Hi &H &k 2 AT B a2
BT VR AT RS, 3E B
AIAGHARSE S 2R (B AR - BRUS [E dEAH 4%
AREENERIFT Ry o Organ (1997) &8 7 , AHAK
N BRAT Ry e B TARA AR T R B 1) — 5
JEELZ WAL AL BRAT Ry, B AR R B
110 JEFEAT SR T el LI T (0 GG, 9 B
T E T A A SR AN R ORT i, AL
o5 RAT R AL B 2 BLAR 43k 9 S 15 ) B
[Fi) = A e P S I A DA S S A A
By T AT Ry o A RS S TR
= B 40, 2 1T e R G e Y RN S IS AT
R e B AT LA R

KER B T8 R S AR 2 BR-AT R A — 1
ZHERNE S (HAE B A AN T
— 3, W RLBE THEASAE | MBS TOMERS
B SHERTAE L AEAS T JUMESS M SE . Pod-
sakoff, et al.(2000 ) 2 &5 1Y -4 4 B R S i B
AACENE, 845 B A 17 B (helping behav-
ior) \iH B E K M ( sportsmanship ) | AH 4% K
(organizational loyalty ) | #H 4% % 1¢ ( organi-
zational compliance ) ] A\ F 8 (individual
initiative ) .2~ BIETE ( civic virtue ) 1 H F& 25
J#% (self- development) , Organ (1988 ) & i
T RAERE B3 T8 A AR S RAT Ry L dE )
47 5% (altruism ) | 35 517 5% ( conscientious-
ness) 3% 5 ZZ K5 #it ( sportsmanship )  SCHH A
4 (courtesy ) FlIZA FLIE 18 ( civie virtue) , H:
rh AT B 248 B T 44055 B ) 35 ff e B
B IEAE TAE BB 3 pY R . SRIAT Ry 24
B T T AR 3R B B 4k 0 2 A T AR A e

(18 [F) IR, 3 0000 v AN, B 1k sk 20 AT R
BAERETS, EE B2 TAZT
VE b S AT 3 e A AR RIS 22, B 2SR A
M TARAE B INAAS . SCHIA #E4 %)
[FIE AR, g el e . S RIETE I
5 B TR 2 BUHA P 25 FE0G B, R 3 2
SRR A B — T

DIESPIA S A2 RAT R 1 R i iF 90
AR PO B T A A S RO T R B R AR I B T
A I FE AR 5228 ( Katz & Kahn, 1978; Bateman
& Organ, 1983) . Katz & Kahn(1978) i£ i
2 B T/ M .47 5% ( supra- role behavior )
TS0 Aok A T A AR S RS (Rt A A8k
HEVERI A M. Morhart, et al. (2009) B 5%
T B LR AT R i e R R B LA
BEERAT Ry B T R i B TE A ATk
RENY o AHAR Y RAT R WAL 342 A 5 I
il H BRI, 7 RAT R e H i
J& BT R HRY B R B RR AT R
(Chen & Dwyer, 2010 ), Zenker & Riitter
(2014) i8R Jo By # 7 2 BRAT R A0 45 L J7
MRS b, 5 it WL 18 3 W {1 A 3 i B
JiE ( intention to leave ) F11F 1] A% b Jy 11 A5t
(positive place word- of- mouth ) W1l HI & 4
JERE T S B B 3b 5 B AR 2 B4 s Ahn,
et al.(2016 ) BIF 5% it WAL [m] | ot R ARt ot et
o5 RAT R A0 i L B BRI AT IR AR L 15 8
R RGBS AT R, W R RAT
R % M A ZE . Zhang & Xu(2019)
I TT 25 BRAT R [ 53 s LA 1AL, Bl A AT
Ry SCRAAT Ry ORTEAT Ry FIAS AT Ry , WS B
H Byt Joe: B0 3y A S e R T A R AT
P2, MESR AR B3 B 4 e R 1) Hb 7
s RAT R AT T — S0 hiF oy (0 I AT S35 8t
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FHE RIETT 08
1.2 BERIESH

TEEAE 5 J A5 (1atent variable model ) AR
5 VB A Ak 0 R A B 110 S A R A A R
A L3 R VU ORI T AE U 73 # (latent class
analysis, LCA) JB7E# 1 43 #T (latent profile
analysis, LPA) YE7ERFE] 43 M7 (latent trait a-
nalysis, LTA ) Fl Kl 2 43 #7 ( factor analysis,
FA) o 7838436 [ R v 1 8 ) 43 A F0 T A
3B B AH BRI o

1.2.1 BEmA s

TR0 2o B 3 368 N 7 e SR 1) T A
S 5t AR 43 AT BEFIORY 1) AT A e 2 TH] ) AR PR
BRAR, LU B A T 5 1 1 Jmy 0 8 57 M ( R
B, 2008) o SRPRIFSE (2010 ) 58 R VLRSI
53 B vl DA 20 S0k B HE e 1) e AR v 7
Sk SR iR R A/ M 5 AR SOE RO ARE 38 0t
I g et i AR B o 36 O S 1 1) R AR L
AR I ] o 30 TR B AR AT DA A
WIFEAE FVETE R, 18 Le R U AN T B8
R Y o

TELEREUN 43 B AT AR S8 18 7 4
I R Al 1% SR T 7 A 36 TR T A Al o ot
17081 A5 & o BUNBONAS B, 8 TR A
RIS TR RS B EGE R (FS
MEFN T, 2006) o H A, ¥ 7881 0 o Hr )i
Z MERTT AR, (45 O BREL (F AL g
LA T R BL 0 58 55 BB (Kim, et al., 2016;
Fitzpatrick, et al., 2016) ., 440, 2225 e Fl-F
15 (2006 ) {5 FH V& AE 803 4 BT ik 7% b 35 6 08
[, 3B/ NEL A R SRR DR T 0 B TR IR
(AT I J7 T, A (2012) HI 2 A T
TESEUN 73 BT WF 55 368 A [v) 3t Sl 1 i R Ak B AT
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o 1) M S e FOREAEA T 7085, 45 H A ()
P Jeer AR B AT R A7 A SU BT Y 4 o Note-
laers, et al.(2006) &4 & TRERUN 73 M A A7
BB B AR B i 52 3y
B, WP S MR AT i B &5 G R B B
o PR 5 AR T IS B L A ) SR O3
B B B R AL A A R

1.2.2 B3 @aH

TR F0 T 0 BT A YRS 20 B ) 9 e o
Ty MR T A A Ry, YRS 0 BRI
S 2T A ) 180 o Mo VB A ) 18 0 B 2 DA
“flE G .04 (person- centered ) Y43 BT 7
B, BT ERS TP A7 e A [) B i A, 0
T RA SRR A T 1 R A A, , B T B {1
B AL (R DT, 2013) 6

TERRZ 1O BREL ST v, SIS R 22
Ryt VR s I S O B, VBT
FTH A3 AT 7 122 2 B 2ol ss =i, 3
(1% 53 T o YRR R 20K, 81 L P A A1 5
R AT A 1 BT (AR B, 2015) .
S HEATSE (2014 ) 52 RS T8 R &) T8 43 A 168 P
ZAREE AR A RGE 9, AT LLYE R S
i ZNG PN EIES T GUE S I AER TN
/N (6] 1 #5107 — 25 IR i 58 i 22 [T 17 )
%o Block (1971 ) i I LASE 1% .0 I BIF 5
ITEAE—E 1 R PR , B BEAS A] REAFAAE
A& 8 7 A ] A AR A AN T, FEARAS A R (R
YRR SR 1 {1 A B YEE e T TR A1 40 )
=8

TR BV I 0 B 7 i T IS Y B 5 4
HALHE AIC #EHI| ( Akaike Information Crite-
rion) . BIC #EHI|( Bayesian Information Crite-
rion) 1 LMR ( Lo - Mendell - Rubin ) , H
AIC 1 BIC (14 Bl FNEE AU /N , 57 3t
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TRELE F01 180 B A0 SR 70 A 15 A A 4
T3 1A A REAL , R SR AS A T S ) B
3 AELYEEAE B TG 23 A AH 3B IR SR T
HA S EAES

B 26, ARG HT 5 S AR R A ik
Fo BB ISR RO n), S 7R
O R LR B B Ry A i, AR R
SEEEAT S A, AR A SR B e
T VB L0 o B DA A6 RS TP 0 B 0 B 7
5,6 R 2 ] SR o R )
AN [R] BRE A 2 AT Y 22 5, R TS 4R EE
OEEYEN

HWC, VAR BU0 53 B B A BRI SR B
OIMTR . SRBH I A 7 VA SR S A i 2 ]
WO ZE R ST AR TR BB AR 1 TP R R
SEVERY IR SR A DV R R, DRI BRI O B A
TE—E R BRI . SR, Ve 51 THT 20 B 36
g Sr A T S AR 2L, T H A ] DL
AR B, AN 25 8 T 2, v LLE
P B R0 25 5 i T T 0 AT ( Vermunt &
Magidson, 2002; #2175, 2013) .

A% YETEREUR 53 T AN T SRS R
B , o dF R A B Rl 30 I S T AT
PO, AHEN A SR B T 2 5, V8
TESEUR 3 D AN B2 R e s e U B, i
R 108 P AR 1 A PR A B B, I
S BEEBTRS, E A AT Lk o D B S H AR
MEAT A B 1 2 B ARE 1T 22 R R ) AL o

R AR R 7 A TS ]
rh 57 21 i AR RE Y RSB O N2
WA W KR EEE, HoOrk HA G, AHETA R
R AT 3 125, VR A i 0 B 2B B ) )

(98]

AT AT B RS RS B, A B 3
o

1.2.4  HAEZN G5 IER

TR P01 T B DR L F S0 %) 3 i e s
FHAE T 22 A5 a1 B4R 4 4, 7 B B2 4
Igbal, et al.(2005 ) i I8 75 &1 1h o3 A 7 8
R BT 2% SR S5 2 A [R) ) it R R B 5197 At
A" 53 FARKE A 5 760 BLEL I, Ellis, et al.
(2017 ) 35 JFH VB AE 741 10 43 A 5 ¥ , AR 95 £y Bl
HAE SRR F 8 R EATE O, A 55
% DUARAU s 76 208 2430, Klusmann, et al.
(2008 ) 35 FH VB 7 741 T8 4 A 04 O %, AR 45 1
[ AL ) 12 3R R O 9 A 3 %
Tt [ 3 A G0, SO0 3 ) 2l P 2
ELGROM BB 55 A AH AR AT Ry ¥ 8L, Coop-
er, et al.(2016 ) 3 ¥ 7 &1 11 53 B 5%, 1
P55 THEA B ZE AL 8 TAER K
at A1 BE, 43l o A 1 R EfR 43 7 =X i)
B TTFNEERT [ 1 PR 55 8 & [W) i B T RY 8T
i, He R AR A N B TR T3
B MR T E e RSB & R B TR T
481, MMIRARYE B TORFEUN, B8 T
TAERBEST T3,

2 ®WERAE

1TRs o BESR i R Hb 7 28 RAT Re 15 3 &8 45
ELF B BT H R R i R N — 3, AR
WFFEAEEE Zhang 1 Xu (2019 ) AWEST , 4% Hb
T35 BRAT Ry #i) 0 o AR AR R, FLA0 0 45 11 it
1Ry I AT Ry SCRAT Ry IREAT R FI A 2
TTRs o TUAERE RERIAE 1 75 m) F1 H 1Y
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MO 3 1] /) 4T 5%, AH 3R Zenker & Riitter
(2014 ) 55 H AW E BT 5T, B8RS 40, PRIt
AWTEER A AERE R . DAT R 245
& o) LI Y A Bl 5 R AR A 15 iR 3 £ 3
AT Ry s B AT Ry 4 Ja R S A 1 B sl 75 i
TR 3] ) [ LRI 8 5 SCRPAT R 24 i RS
R H 0 0% Bl % e AT R, 491 a0 3 3t 4 T
L B 118 R RE A At H A b P 288 e
TEA T R e 45 i IAERF ke A% 1 22 3L 355 fie
FORR P , DRt H A st i a0 2 45 , L S i
HAIE G55 0017y s B 8T Ry e Ja IR B
LA TR A R ) T AT b T A A ) £ T R
i

= e

SR EE2 % /AT 1

FRAT RS I 2% T Choo, et al.(2011) |
Zenker & Riitter (2014 ) By HF7E, I 5 ff JEH
T, BWATT% 2% T Choo, et al (2011) .
Burmann, et al.(2009 ) A9F5% , 3t 5 & IE .
YA TR 27 7 Burmann, et al.(2009) .Lee
& Chang(2012) (BT, 34 3 FEIE, Fi#
TR LB RAT RS 75 1 /N (2006) BT
5T, AT Ry 3L 6 RE T, A 24T RS AL 4 i
FETE o ARy JEAG IR R 0 SUHE 3R, T8I P
PARBEIth SRR, R E R B R, A
WEIEIR &5 G /A AR A Y Oy 2t — 2P
TR BB . B PR A Likert 5 B f
KW, 17" TR FEEAFEZ, 57 FR
“FEETEET . SRR AR AR,

=1 ==
i R R I AU
AT WML e AN

WM2 TG e TR 0 A AT BON BRI
WM3 TR BTN BRI S 1T 19— T
WM4 T TN R R AR A 11 A

Choo, Park & Pet-
rick (2011) ; Zenker
& Riitter(2014)

WMS5 FREr B B C B A AT Bk I ik e

BYAATRS HBI

ey EL R IR K] 38 B3 7, FRARIE AL By At
HB2 ey EC R IR (M) 8 B 7, FAR G 2 0 AL B A", LU AN 2% 45

Choo, Park & Pet-
rick ( 2011 ) ; Bur-

HB3 Sy L PR ] 3 ) 25, FRAR Er BB AR A
HB4 TeE Il R AR F OB, i ke 25 1) P R A5 A e 11 L 0 o
HBS TR 1) 32 2 A SR TN /K T B R B S

SFHTRS SBI

PRAAT PBI

T 1o T A B2 P e A
SB2 T R i LM /B Al e R
SB3 TR TS B THHUH BRI )R BT S T — S 5 BT A

mann, Zeplin & Ri-
ley(2009)

Burmann, Zeplin &
Riley (2009 ) ; Lee
& Chang(2012)

Tl BT AR AR e A L8 BT i A R

PB2 Fefr F I Ml O L35 BT A R

PB3 P e BH 1F AR 0 AN ST T RS

PB4 Je ORI RIS T /N IE(2006)
PBS  Jfr B B A B
PB6 T B R E B 35 0R E EUR
HRATE TBI oAb H ARG A ST TR AAC 2 3 | A
TBY  JRAENE 2GR N ST A £ T B
J7INEE (2006)

TB3 TR RS A0 22 IR 8 il 2 A A O 4S8 _E A £ TR 2, 6 R
TB4 TRRBAE A 22 I8 il 26 A BRI b A £ TR 28, SN BR I 95

. WB=w#47 & HB=B) A7 B ,SB= ¥ #5474 ,PB=1%# 47 4 ,TB=2 247 &
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2.2 HIRWERER

AR5 158 BT M R 3K 1A T P8 i 3 3% T
HET AR, ST 52 o P sl 30 I 1%
JE R BREANT 555, BUN AR I
F AR H ), FRE A R R ) 5B 3
AR RIE 302 2 U o ATC M R TR i 30 3 4% e A
e, S A AR, K, BT A
PRV IR [ A b R A7 B, HAT AN ] 114 b sk
R A SO R AR EE K-, 3 i LR
1o A B A H Y R R b T A RAT R A R
JETRY AT LA S 4 T b R A7 A [ b [ A SO Ak TS
N E RS ELH ) B, 5B
= IEAROUIN AN BRI S AR H A Hb, wT DL
B 5T &5 i A AE ELED S . SR DF S ER FHACRE
IR S . P BT A BRI 2 i AR
FA WA 762 153 F1 320 1o

BUIMERAS Y, BB PEAN L 52. 4% , 2o A
Lk 47. 6% o TEAFEEEL T 1,21 ~30 4FHEL
IREAS B e 22 A HE 61. 7% o K%
Wi A RELELEE Al L 65.7% o 25.5%
()52 AU AR o R JE A IRE R T8, 7
B EAE 1 ~5 M ANBEZ, AT
44.7% o BRIEHAT, B AL 52. 7, AL
47.3% . AF B A PR 21 ~ 30 5%, A L
50.2% . A K BE BRI W & A
67.3% o IRIFH A HEAG L 27. 3% o TEEKIE
JEAE 1 ~5 4EA L 38. 4% o

3 BB

3.1 BEEEERFIH

AWFFEE SeiE ] Mplus 8.8 ficf4-3%} 11 7%
TRy B AAT RS SR T IR T A 2

A1 e s A At AL G ) T A AR e A T
PR 5007, OB A FE T R MLM 7 i,
RV B 157 2 o0 1IE RE 43 A, MLM. 5 ¥k
A DAPRAERR (P Al 145 2 ( EF AR, 2014)
FEFUHIBEAS o B A e 5 4 SR F - )
=747. 014 ,df=220, CF1=938, TLI=0. 929,
SRMR =0. 052, RMSEA =0. 056, £ k11
Ap, HERIEBESERNT: ¥ =
408. 112, df =220, CFI =952, TLI = 0. 945,
SRMR =0. 052, RMSEA =0. 052, WiflfltE 4
PR RS T 400 R 5 5 240 52 1) 95 A A (IS s L
FIFRE TS, 2009) .

B NTESRE A E DL AN 2 iR,
FERTMIARAS SR BRI RR A b, BT A I R
WAL TR T fr BT 0. 60 BRATMI AR AS o
SCRAAT RS W AL 17 B2 AT X 48 BUT 22 43 1)
T 0. 683 F10. 423 Ah, AR S MES WA S
BEBIRIA 0.7, P $E BT 22 B R4 0.5,
1o ¢ WA A LA T ER AR A WSO

A 5% £ S8 - BEH ( heterotrait -
monotrait, HTMT ) Fb 3% 1 B 45 27 [H] A1 B
( between- trait ) BL4FE] N ( within- trait ) £H 84
1Y HE 2 31 A B [R5 731 %% B ( Henseler, et al.,
2015) o w7 R, WA WA S T 1) HT-
MT FRHU R 0.85, HIJ ¢ B & FLAf [ 5 &%
BEo HI3R 3 AT, GG R AU AR AR 2 I 2k
MR A T HTMT R334/ R 0.85, R W
A TH) HA HAR A [ R R
3.2 mMERBEINESH

AWEFEE Se BTN AR A AT VA ) T
O3 . ASHFSEE F Mplus8.8 5 {43470 N i
R H Ty 28 RAT RS A T VB A 5 1 A3 AT o 56
W VBB IR Ah =1, 32 20 34 g i H AR 8
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®2 RERNERARER

i RE I B i
R AT A EEUy 2% Hpr MAEMEE R
FRAT 0928 0.721 0912 0.677
WMI 0.831 0.800
WM2 0.895 0.880
WM3 0.892 0.861
WM4 0.877 0.876
WM5 0.741 0.680
B AT R 0.896 0.632 0915 0.685
HB1 0817 0.875
HB2 0.846 0.870
HB3 0.783 0.829
HB4 0.795 0.843
HB5 0.731 0.710
VRT 0.683 0423 0814 0.594
SBI 0.649 0.795
SB2 0.755 0.819
SB3 0528 0.693
PR AT Ry 0.897 0.596 0.907 0.622
PBI 0.659 0.683
PB2 0578 0.667
PB3 0.807 0.758
PB4 0.867 0.903
PB5 0.874 0.861
PB6 0.830
KBTI 0.866 0619 0.902 0.698
TBI 0.684 0.705
TB2 0.827 0.873
TB3 0.801 0.857
TB4 0.825 0.893
=3 ERNERER
& P T B AT TR PREIT R HBAT
HARAT 1.000 0.581 0525 0611 0274
BYAAT 0.554 1.000 0.596 0.661 0221
XRAT R 0651 0.607 1.000 0579 0317
PRHEAT R 0551 0.675 0.629 1.000 0218
KRBT 0.077 0.060 0.069 0.077 1.000

i b 2 R T R B R AT 2 A0SR TR 8 R
4 MGER AU IS I G R R 3 iR BIBATNAY LMR (p) S RE R , W] 4 3
A JE AR (1) 4 FUMBAUATES 3 80 BB 3 BUMBRBIBOA Bint 22 5%, ERFAR
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PROGRR A, R BOE D /R R i A A5 . SRR EE PRI IE . (3) A4/E R4 T 3
(2) Wi E BN H 3, /5 BY¥ERN AIC,  BUIRe, BN @ o f LR &
BIC 1 ABIC Z Wi A%, (HAE 3 BB tn, 5 20K,

F4 BEREBEIESTEEBESER (M)

Model AIC BIC ABIC Entropy LMR(p) BLRT(p)
158 41264.140 41477394 41331.324

2% 37311.718 37636234 37413954 0931 <0.001 <0.001
3 35714.777 36150.556 35852.066 0934 0.061 <0.001
44 35031.716 35578.758 35204.057 0.949 0.147 <0.001
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e 51 ML 52 LR 553 B
(n=152;20% ) (n=184;24%) (n=426;56% )
WMI1 299643 4.69443 3.87047
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WM3 333143 481937 4.04355
WM4 3.17382 483162 397831
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PB2 301137 4.1455 3.50059
PB3 342886 467494 402118
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PBS5 341924 4.78933 4.06592
PB6 351712 4.88866 4.17586
TB1 285271 356271 3.08417
TB2 250584 3.34459 2.88567
TB3 229451 261724 244069
TB4 23491 296115 2.56891
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2 4 16008.720 16272502 16050 475 0.942 <0.001 <0.001
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