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AR, 41BN 7T (intensive longitudinal study)7E O P24 HUH 22 AN 22254 S5 R}
AT R A5 B T ORI 133 T (Mielniczuk, 2023; Hamaker & Wichers, 2017; Zhou et al.,
2021). X FLIE T K HAdvk . 450 BURE V2 AN AR 25 Bk B PE Al 55 77 72 (Bolger et al., 2003;
Bolger & Laurenceau, 2013; Shiffman et al., 2008) it AN A TE [ 4R 175 55 v 22 AN B 1) 20 6 i
(4, 20 ANEFIE] AL Collins, 2006), A Hb T4 55 (g a1 it 1 8 25 A0 S8 =2 e, AR IR
i 22 1 i A 45 % P 25 40 %4 (Bolger et al., 2003; Shiffman et al., 2008; Trull & Ebner-Priemer,
2013). HEEER, KEI S HARR B 2 SR8 B AU AY SRS 41 s Al 92 2 AN A IR 4T 9
ARAS B I 1) (A2 4, 35 B RE 75 38 SE R N AR R A8 5 1) 31 248 38 Ao 1 R R A% 88 1) ) AH ELAE AL 1
(BEF T %%, 2021; Hamaker & Wichers, 2017; Zhou et al., 2021).

EAREEAEIE R 7 R 15 B 90 38 PR 22 00 [ 25 o = OME 7 ), (R s SR T R 2 AL
75 E )Pk % (Hamaker & Wichers, 2017), 54 18 15 175 558 Hh A2 5 P9 00 58 A0 000 565 1) DAty gl o G
W Z —(Mielniczuk, 2023). LA K& ZAEIE BT TR BRI 107 I EAMALE H 1
S (AT SRR S o AR 9038 A 308 308 S MR 28 (A T O 65 v e B — T X T R AT
—EMSEGR, N AR BN RIS EA T R R) R %A K Eh AR
AR SR, RHES S IX ZEAIT FU A 1A X RIF 78 FH I 36 P45 B2 45 0 BRI B 2 SR PR kAT 5 3L 78
43 B PFA% (Stone et al., 2023). Brose %5 A (2020)%53& T 2005~2017 4 9 H K RAE Emotion %+ &
Y] 50 f 15 26 AR S A IB BE AT S0 IO SCRE IR R I, A 29 Fs SCE AR TSR IERE, FPX 10
s L FE WA B B FE I A TE B T MR A K A2 5o T AE Trull A1 Ebner-Priemer(2020) %
2012~2018 4 R F AT O BEJg B2 F BHITI I 63 7 % AR BR i AL XM 25k, X 30% 113
AR TR TT T TG O BRI 25 S (S BERRUE ) o HE4h, Horstmann T Ziegler(2020)
Xt 24 R LT ABCIRA I B AIBEEOE AR B, KE B 78 ASUE 14 A R 5T 056 e 1)
T BT 25 1) e i B IR ZAS 1 BRI B A% I Bh A2 Ak, T FF AR TR A 563 L6300 56 1) 435 R4
FLIZ BB 7 f5 i IR BE A vk D5 S TS A A AN A AR R E 7E T I 20735 43, P x
BTV U E 17)— SR G AE B A T SRTRT, SX AR T IR IR IRAS 2 B
ATEEME, FRANE T A IB B 1S 35 (Horstmann & Ziegler, 2020). 25 5 2 585 FE 1 VFAk 2
R AN G R S OGP IR, R AT B s R S R R IE (M E 4R A, 2012
Scherer & Teo, 2020), 705 ZEEF % B ALI8 BRI 70 (MBI ARF 1, 32 HF R A & AL IS A T
o



S 5 R B 45 W36 15 P A T R AR 2R 2 0 S 2K o — AT 7 R IT AT 7 v 1
R AN THBAR, St 2 SR 18 BRI HEAT 2R & BR 20 4 LR AL R AU T cdfe e =X, PR A
AT 7T H T BAE BE A TR AR (A, o RBO M TH SR IB ERWT T h IR A5 L . BRI,
X T AE FE A 7V LR =Fh(Nezlek, 2017): (1) 56X EEANS ARG AL H ) B A
ZIM o BORAT R A, SRFE5y), R XS SR A 0 B0 BN E15 B Q)i Bl i% AN
I ZIBEAT ARGy, BRI 2 A AN T A e E BB 20 ol v SR 345 P S L BRI MA
) B H AR M REAT IRy, BT EEASMAT A R H BT I 20 (6 B0 53 3 v 50 56 45
JERILEARFEE . SR, R LEETTVEHAAAE — E W RBR . Eean, 28— oI55 3 S LRI
(AR 22 S ) B T S, TR AN B A ARG A B AT S 5B RO R B R R
ANTR] I 20 Py I 5845 P2 I FH B AR AR IR AR R, 45 2009 2 A 20645 B A B & 0 58
SRR T R — ANMATE AR 2 (4 25 2 18] AR LA, 3543 B8 T v 1 S0 Ak S
PERTIRIBAHIE Y o 28 b, IREET7VRHANE ] T3 AR 18 e 1% B2 b 56 A5 52 ) A v

5 — 8 A 78 3 T Mk Ak B 18 (generalizability theory; Cronbach et al., 1963)#2 Hi % 42 18 F i
FOHIIGATE BE RIS T BRI, X M 50 o Sl i i e B 7 r IR R O T (facet) >R %
SR B R 2 1) S BERUE, SRS SR FH 77 22 43 T A A5 30 U1 DR T 00 0 T R H A2 LA )
ERGY, HFEET I EARS RS Hiln, Cranford %5 A (2006) I\ % 52 38 B 70 oW
53 K510 78 5 BT AR LR T A BRI X = AN T o B, A AT e 45 AN DU i £
18] 5 BB AL R A BB T 2 RS R S A 2 J5 BRI 7 & i 1X — 7 ik e 18
T2 M A AE ERE S, R H TR RIS FETH 572 (Schdnbrodt et.al, 2021). 44
1M, FEFHEA IR (S A T 7 VA B AZTEAS /2 (Scherer & Teo, 2020). i, ix 777575 2%
SRR R AE AR IRV 46 | 1R 22 5 2 B 1) AN AR S 5 iR A AL, TSI s 5040 AR e 0k 2 X 2641
W, XA AR S BUE FE AL T IR AR (Lane & Shrout, 2010). I, JETHEALIRIG K4S FE 4
TR ANTE F T35 B BRI IS 55, DA 70t 3OS B0 T WA BEAR A5 BEAl v D7 v 8
M TEEE (R 55, 2012).

it o) 25 BB BRI FU AR AN IR A , B 7038 1 0R B A e b i T 28 08 s 1
A PR TS T A AR B B A5 B A TR i WU DG I B R B R R R
FEH 2 B2 45 M 5h 2545 P (Hamaker & Wichers, 2017; Lafit et al., 2021). 418 IR £ 2
ZERAE S i SRR R 2 I R R G — KPR T MECGE /K AR 45, 24
B BB 11 B0 AR I ) 2 8 AT B ) et P ORI 45 SRR AR AR ELASE, T AFAE — 8 (ORI 56
T HERBTREIE ) FIR W R Al AR S B G135 B A T IE A TRk .



N1 B SRR R T UG BT 7 AT b 1 AR SRATE A R I 6 15 SR A T Tk
RSO I BB AR I P R s (B 2 SR GRS R R BN ARET 2R
SRR FEAG TH TR (R T 2 SR BE L B 7 0 W) MR A T 3l AR R IR A5 LAl T A (B T30
SET M, RFERANHES T HERIBEEIRE N2 R ARSI R E BT ik (2
TSGR TR, BEJ5, 72 SRS o I =0 E B AL T O i AT R B AL B
SR IR = RE AN T TR RRE RONNE IS B, 0 AR DG SE RS TR S 1

2 BREZREHNEEMITAEE
T £ JZ 56 UE M K 7 43 M (multilevel confirmatory factor analysis, MCFA; Geldhof et al.,
2014) A FEAL TH T IR R AE T B AR R Ul 1 2 R 40, A N RIS ) 7K~ -l il 10
S5, BlE) 218 H T & & (Eltanamly et al., 2023; Xu & Zheng, 2022). #{ & (Hausen et al.,
2023; Neubauer et al., 2022) . %k 2 (Di Sarno et al., 2020; Koval et al., 2019) . IIfi P& & B
(Gerstberger et al., 2023; Van Der Tuin et al., 2023; Wright et al., 2017). 2123 % P (Reis et al.,
2016; Schmitt et al., 2017 )45 0 Hf 22 4T3 1) 25 42 18 B2 0
FET 2 2 IR 1 B 23 B 0045 FEAG T J7 72505 B 4 0 2 4 I £ 45 4 R 19 e 380 L AR S A
RGN A R I DL, 2 DN 5 A PR 0 RT 2 0 A4 AH G A FE(Di Sarno et al., 2020;
Neubauer et al., 2022; Wright et al., 2017). 444 N FIAN AR [R] 7K - 32 g B8 AN &8 435 g Ik (A 1]
1), Z JZRAEVER 70 M S M G R E RS AN DRI ) S B0 2 # Y, =1, 2, ..,

G t=1,2, ., T3 i= 1,2, o m) MR RN (V) RN R (1)

jai



K1 ZBIRE A iR
W: AREZET Geldhof A Q014K HTE 1,

Viu =Yy Yy M
LiEp e /MZISW&ﬁ%ﬁﬁ#iﬁﬁﬁ%’l\ﬁiw7J<¥EI‘JEﬁu\iﬂl(xjw)sﬂ)ﬂli%%(ejﬁ):
A, e 2
b, SRR G AESE ¢ AN DRI 8] R TR A 1 Kj”%@ﬁj&’l‘%ﬁﬂ7k¥ﬁ‘]?%ﬁ
Mg, XA ANMAARSE BANRER (0284 s € M i BB E 7RSS ¢ AN DU SN ) A BE AL
% % (random measurement error), B BUMRAIEA A (L, g~ N (0, 07)), #AMELH HIBEHL
MERZRTTZAFE, cov (g, €)= 0, j#])e
AR TE] o W ek — 2B o AR BE (o )+ /I%Z’KI‘EH7J<EFE/‘JE§J\§Q(?&;B)Tiﬁﬂﬁiﬁ(ﬁﬁ):
Yy=a ;+A771, +8, 3)
Horb, a REH jMEEE: T 2AME BRI T Kﬁ%@ﬁjﬁﬁ‘ﬁﬂ%ﬁ?ﬂ@
FHBE 8 ME IR j (OWRIR%E, BRI ESSGE, 6,~N (0,03), &M
H BB 52 M7 B, cov (8 6;) = 0, j # )
BT R, Ay DATHEL &N H RN YR AR AR N AN TR KPS B o BRI
IRy 8 AR H AN A BE %R T AR RS DR AR 1738 S 5 i LIRS 1 1R A8 S
ZEE BN YEFE (A AT B N2 4R FE A A R EH T CE RS DR 1 AR 1R S A8 S 512 4 N 45 TR

WA B A e 2 bl o R AEIRZS 7 17 2 E5E N 1, ﬁfu?%iﬂ%/l\@ﬁmeljw))%ﬂ%/l\



Y FZ (Rel™ ) AR S L7353 A

W2
@y

) _
ReZ/ ()\j(w))2+ var(€;) (4)

(S Ay
Rel™= ol (5)

(2;-1: 1 )‘;W) )2+ qu: 1 Var(g[fi)

FRAcity, LEARIAIACT, RE SCREA R AR 1] 45 2 DA 12080 b v 72 AR5 I DR 1 Ao ) A

5% 5 3 IR AR S 2 L I P A AR 18] 5 P DR 2 28 5 PA) 45 A T o R 1 AR 1)

A S IS E N & VR R R AR e 2 B R E R PR TR DT Z T E N 1, W] AR E
H

FAELH (Rell” R A I (Rel®) O A PRIR 35 P 43 509

(B)\2
®) _ A7)
Rel” = ——1 6
T AP ) ©)
(3L A%y
Rel®= o (7

(ST 27 3T a6 )

BIRFET 2 IR PE R 720 A7 K015 BE Al 1 77 252 B SR BT 9 rp s FH 013 8 ik v 7 7%,
(HEWAAE—ERRRIE. b, X — 7R Ris & A H 10 DR 38 N5k 22 U 22 08 i A /A
ARG, WU REAR BIRS AN KA BE I — AN BTl . SRTTT, X — (R AE SE BRI 7 Hh T g
FEALAL, B ERIE R F0 I 5615 BEAR v] A7 CE A ] 22 5 (Hu et al,, 2016). UMbk, T2
JEBAIEPE B 1 20 W S BEAN TF VR B0 28 R 25 BB Rl P R S I A TR (R B PP G R, B

BRL T EEB TR SR, X T RE 2 A BB BRI 7T BOAE BEAG THE R I HERR L .

3 BREMSIFHENEEMITAEE

T 20 25K 14 M (dynamic factor analysis, DFA) 15 FE Al 11 77 72 42 %5 42 48 B2 F 50 0 55
— I EE A T IT 5 BB M) B Molenaar(1985)42 i, ‘B 7E P HARE 14047
(P-technique factor analysis; Cattell et al., 1947) {1 3&fiti_E32E— 2 @B 8] 7510 734, AT LAGEAS
[5] RIS P 32 S AN [ PRI R DA 2N ARF TE (person-specific) M B &S id fE . Gk, A& X
— 7 vk N T8 AR 38 BEWTE AU R WIS B Al 1 (Fuller-Tyszkiewicz et al., 2017; Lane & Shrout,
2010). X5 AL IVERE SIS R H [ AR, AR B BRSO B B AR
W REHE TR IR SR, (T AMAREE S B, FE RO U S AF T AN TR AR TE
SIS FE Bk e 22 5

BT B A 1 5 W AR BEAG T VRS R AN A 43 33 2 Bl A TR A O T S AR
B ML TR, T IR 007 (15 FEAG THJ7 190t B4k 0 22 40 & 45 1) () 1 e 3 38
AR LA B2 N 5 4 (R R V5L R (22 R A T 2 W, Fuller-Tyszkiewicz 55 A (2017) 5 7).«



AN @ (¥ 375 D TR B ] DAy il 350 40 R 45 R 350 (a1 2)0 B A3 TR R IE 0N«

Yie=a i+ Ay Fyt gy ®)

Horr, Y/ MA i R j LS « MRS RS 8G=1,2, .., t=1,2, ..., T;i=1,

2, on); a AMEIEBHE BT B MR RS AR SRR T A,

AR H IR TR g MR § R RS ¢ AR R AR, Rk

N IE 25 90 A (B, g~ N (0, 07)) 2 A H 9 I8 3R 22 1) 0 O 2 8 & (B9,
cov (&, ejrn.) =0, j£j)e

FELERER 5y, ARVIAE R T 2 — B BRI RE, 0S5 H38 2 AT R

Fi=@,F;+¢&; ©)

Hodr, @, AN E K E 18] 9 %08 (autoregressive effect), tHAEFR AR M (inertia) B B 25 M

(carry-over effect), IR J FT— A (] A FRITE AR R 7K ST 508 24 117 B 1) 5000098 7 TR 7K (R 52

MW &, MA i BT R FAE SR ¢ NI ERE S8 517 2% (dynamic error), B %R M IEZES 7

Y, Y| o |G| o |V

81[

2 M EN S TR A

(B, €4 ~ N (0, 07))e

BT B, AT AR AMA R BN H AR 5 . 58 SO E A
R 58 A7 L2 FH T AE PR R (A28 3 5 ) J AR e 2 L, %N P2 A 8 15 E 1%
UEFE N & A AR R TR B S S IZE T N & B A e 2 b MR KEEH RN
SE A5 P (Rel) RN 4E L IR ARS R 15 B (Rel) 50 3909

var(A;Fy)
var(X;iF ) + var(g)

Relji = (10)



(3L 2 Pvar(Fy)
(37 N Pvar(F) + 3L var(ejn)

Horb, var(NF )& mT UL B £ D 7 AR (1A 5, S5 B AE DN 1 (K7 22 (var(F )5 R 1 A 19

Reli =

(11)

FI7 N ITRA s var(e,,) AN AT DL H VS 7E R TR RE A8 e, B0 958 25 02 S (B, 07)o
HARO) A1, WER 71T 2 (var(F )i 2 T3

var(F;) = @7 var(F,; ;) + var(E,) (12)
FeF B H A FE 1 55 F 2 8 (weak stationarity assumption), 78 75 K1 [ 77 22 B i 8] AN
BB, var(Fy) =var(F.; ), AT ARA2)SE NAK(13):

2

var(F,) = :—(pz (13)

BIRFET BN 120 M 45 BEAG T I VR REAT T IMACRR 8 15 2, 38 e 1A I 85 4R 18 B B 1Y)
AR, HEWA AL BT, SR T HriRE 7002 B s s (R A
BE— R AR 2 O P 8 — BT ) RIDPR 2 RS 73 (B AN A8 PR 288 — g 2 1A R ML AR T e — J
AP HI ), XA BES S EUMARE G BRI TR A W2 . IR, XMOTIR B T AME
F) 7P R B 4, Al v AN AR T K I 845 B2 o kb, ORI B —AMA ) B 2 0 A
ST AN 8 AN AR BB B (145 BT Be 2 T B LA HME DA, 1 1T e T 3

EEANAR IS BE (7] 2 L Fuller-Tyszkiewicz 55 A (2017) BRI 78 45 S BA SC I SRR 1) o

4 BEZREMMASFENEEMRITTAE

BT 2 EWAETE R 120 M AR T BN A B 1 e A OAS AL T DT R R R T B AR IE ER AL
4 (¥ 30 43 ¢ 2, 17 Asparouhov %5 A (2018) 42 i (¥ 2 4 45 i J7 #2 4% 8 (dynamic structural
equation modeling, DSEM) I Jy% S38 7 8045 (1) 2 JR 45 My A1 sh SR I B S S Bt T RE . B0
GER T AR LR T 22 JEAEAL L I IR] e B AR AR 45 ) 7 AR AL 14 42 95 (MeNeish & Hamaker,
2020). ‘B AELEAMA PYRIANMAR AN K T 2 Bl B S R A5 A, 8 R A B AN [ KT F e
DL I3 SR I R AR 1) 2 R 450 s BB RELE M N KSR AR B [ R E AR, 5 RS
R TE PR TR A, DA I SR BRI (M B AR . IO, BhAS S M 7 AR AR I
MR T, A B TR G 2 B A CR I ORALER At )y T DA SE R0 Mt T8 2 800 BE AL RN,
(IS AR 7] 2 5 McNeish & Hamaker, 2020; Muthén & Asparouhov, 2012), ] LIEEIZS
DR 7 — B T B ANA R E S, St T 3 OO Sl A IR R 2 2 15 00 T 1
$h ¢ (Asparouhov et al., 2018), 2, FhAS L4 7 FEAR AL Gl 7 B 4 B0 285 A I8 B AR 1) 22 S 46

PIMEN A RFE 8 RE5 S BA5 L AN ZE S, A7 BT U S 4 Ll M B 5 B D BT



5¢ 9 ()45 (Luo et al., under review; Xiao et al., 2023).

AN L3R B A5 325 i T B A G R T R AL A FEE il v 7 kxS R 22 I B 5 A Y
TEOURIE T, AR SC LA BN B 25 M T 175 DL B (2 4E R I BT 22 L Xiiao 55 N(2023) KAL) -
XTI SR A, B LI PR T 3 A 5 H J7 FERE T (two-level DSEM; f1] 3) 1 5644
WL 53 55073 AR AR 80 18 (B T 18 0 ) R A 1 AL R 7 (RIDER S 1 73 -

Y=Y+ 1y (14
Horb, Y2 MR EH RS ¢ N IER SRR G =1,2, .., q 1= 1,2, .., T5i=1,

2, ..,n); Y M G R H AR A DR 1) R AR (BN TRL ), AR R R ot

m%;K%ﬁ%i%@Ejﬁ%t4%%%@ﬁ%m%ﬁﬁ5ﬁ4%&&@EL%@@%%

B3 PR TBh 8177 R pe 2
e SO0 R ARG THZS BB, BEAMEZER . ABSE T Xiao A (2023) 3 HFIIE 1.

BEEMAA RS, RREEFREKT.
BRI RN 53 B AR A RS S AR AR (B 3 A2 R ), BRI o A A
PRy o AEMER . AN — i

AN Yol =20Ys, + g (15)
i, S RAME §IES (AR TR A TERA T 75 A RAME § B H j EMERAT
BB T8, AEAMATRIBENLR T, (BB IR e, A £ IR j £85I A

RURIBEHLIN R 22, SR M IER DA, € ~ N (0, 07)), 28 H AL B 1R 2 15



FEEAMRIEBENLE T, B E Ry 22 A E R, cov (8, £7) = 0,/ %))

LMY, BRBERERN FlE W AR R, ARWT:

MAP Si=@iSe, it & (16)
Horh, @ RAMRKEE I E EARUSE: €A i AT LEIRAS TR 720 ¢« AN BN TR B s
%, BRRMIESAAEL, €, ~ N (0, 02)).

e S W4 B A 1] B4 R ST IRV (B P 3 4 T 3808, /L B 39 43
BLROSIHS oy o AR Sy, A R — 25 )

A vi=a ;+APT+8; (17)
o, a0 JEEH jIOBEE: TRAME R T AR j MR ACF
THA: 8 M I H j IR, BBRAES A, 6,~N (0, 07)), #ME
F I BHRZE B 7 22N (B, cov (8,5, 6,) = 0, j #/)-

TERBHLASE A, AR KT B F B (A7) BEHLIIRE R 205 219 AR X H(in(0))
[ 15 VL, ) P A% 27 2 10 AR S (I O ) A S R E B0 (ALY L 6, i) A

E@*ﬂ%ﬂﬁj\(uﬁ\ Win M)

W) _ W)

A=A (18)
ln(Oj?l.) =0, +y; (19)
©; =pte (20)
In(6)=v+T; 21

IR LEAARE E SB[ R 70 RN % S BRI A SR R SR, BEALEE 7 Rm 2 — Mk
3K — S (R B i 5 Mo B BEREAS S B BEAIL IR 5 #3 2 1E S AT (M, g ~ N (0, 07)+
Wi~ N (0, 09)s e ~N (0,07 YT ~N (0, o). HAVEHIZ, XBEPLINE R T2 A

ANARZETT Z AR, FER Y TR THS 2 AR AMAR R BEHLI &R 22 7 ZE BN A
WETTEBINIE . HAh, XX R 277 Z W EH R BOL A B T3 T 2 uIES 0 A, HEEX
B3R 22 07 22 M BE LN 205 T8 S 8 (an AN R 2 AE B T30 )3 2480 ) B BE AL 280N 1 AH 5% 0% &R
(Hamaker et al., 2018).

BT BRI, w] DL RN E AN AN G FE AR A A AR [ KT IS BE o ZEANR
KT, 78 SUHEAN TR E R 58 15 FE %R0 H v LIRS DR 1 R 1) A8 S 5 12 RBUIR S s 49 1) AR



St Ly B AN P AN AR 58 15 B M4 L A 5 e DR A B R (1 2 A2 57 5 R S Y
B RAS R R AR Lo AN G B E‘J’l‘%%i%fﬁ@elﬁ”)%ﬂ%’l\é&ﬁEI‘J/PMS%%

(EHE(Rel™) 3 51 M-

)
Rel™ = M (22)
JU var()\j(;WSﬁ) +var(gjy;)
(L AL Yvar(sy)
Rel™ = jo1 ) : (23)

(SL AL Prar(Sp) + T var(ejn)

Forft, var(A) S, )T LU RS I F AR IOE R, S8 PR IR I F 10707 2(var(5,)) 5
AN KT OB T B (P77 (AP HOTERL: var(g) S A T LA B AR TR TR 1O 22 7
EUBEHLIIR R 2 (0 (W, 072) MEARER AR, TR TR 7 2 A R S B
TR AR T 007 2, 1

o?
var(s,) = —2 4

@;
BEL SR AT A A 45 B 35/ 8 00/ PR 135 B2 7T DAY 5078 8045/ B A %
MNEZRAENEE, BIFEIR AR A AT A B AR (R AR TR 7R AR SCR S - 1)
AEASR IR KT 52 SUHEA R 9 9§25 18 A 22 0 R R DA R (28 57 5 L R
RS (AR S5 2 L /R B0/ VA ) 35 B AR P 450 e PR R FARRR 0 A8 57 5
VL P 45 R R R SR S 2 P BLE 7 IR BE (Rl )R 5 AR FE 1 S 7D £ 1

(Rel®) 535l A -
a®T)
Rel® = — 2 " (25)
J var(A;7T)) + var(8y)
q B)\2 g
Rel® = 2=ty e (26)

(zjq: 1 }\j(B) Yevar(T)) + 2;.1: L var(8))
Sl var(M®T) R L A SRR AR RIS, 5 AR BRI 0 2 (var(T)) 5
AR Ta] 7K 1) R 5 E‘J%Zﬁ((?xj@)z)[él@% s var(8)) /e AN FT LA HI V8 245 5 R 7 i Re (A8 =

B0 B P A S (A O'gj)o

5 SEUEMF
5.1 SUERIRS S5 5
ARG S IE SO P 7 T T SRR P - 407 « 025 BB T 437 B 25 4 1 7



AL 25 BB BRRT 7T b A R AR E (V05 2 (LA 4R DN IS 1), 2 A 2 R 35
Mplus 1EH) A1 R A8 I https://osf.io/m2gw7/?view_only=44938b711ff3425a8e65a87¢f523a49c¢).
SCEBHE A 252 44 RSP ADESE 34 R I H 84 . 225 IAERT T H 5 Rl
& (Kiihnel et al., 2016; Kiihnel et al., 2022; Maier et al., 2021; Van Eerde & Venus, 2018), A 7%
{E Tuckman(199 1) HEZE R AN “ AR MR RFRRU, “AK, BA DB HHEAE 56 i
TAE, RS2 BB AR RIS AMAR R H . AL EHE 6 R, A%
FEREMEBERT AN 1( “ B ARFER” B 7 “ BARR” X EHE BTy &%, #R10TY
T HHN 94.89%

T % B IAEE R T 2T IR BE A T AT A2 Mplus 58 R« SR PR B AR 1 (Mplus
SNt PR KPS (R BRI A T 07120 15 8 2 B IGIEME IR o T BB [ S A T . IR, AR A
K@) ~ (7), iz Mplus F11¥) MODEL CONSTRAINT &), B 345 %)M A AN 8] 7K %
AN E RTS8 (45 FE A T RS R

HTEER T M S 5 7 B4E R PR Mplus 58/ B AROKBE, 1E2H R F10
MplusAutomation £3(Hallquist & Wiley, 2018) 1 F Mplus, #4544 H ' 46 2E B s 20 51l 0,
EalA AL SRA U T (A E IS ARECN 10000 K, AR Hamaker %5 A (2018)
ML, it PSR RI-2 HU B35 & (trace plot) BRI k8, T RIS 2 AAMAR)
AR THEAKSEAEHE, HEH SAVEDATA 5 A (A7 TH MK 2 (5 T R 35U
5643 4 (1 200 4~ A {5 {H (plausible values)41%). B 5, W4 ARA0)FI(11), 7F R FitHE
FUREAAAR A R RN 56 (A 52 15 BE 1A 3020 A1 (i 200 AN TS L), fE50 5y
A3 (6 LB AN A I AN R S AN 56 1 AR 5 13 P I sl o, R T A 1/ 4
YR A PR P AT T T DA 32 R 06 1 AR 2 A5 FEE 1) 23 o

ST BhAS G5 T R ()15 FE A H 75 LRI IE F Mplus B R 588 7 Mplus 1, R
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(055 BE Al T AT 95% DU ol {5 X I by FRR . A T TEAMARE (5, 2 %6 7E Mplus
F132 F] SAVEDATA i A R A7V SRR T8 A5 BT 75 (1 2 8U5 5643 A1 (1 200 AN IS AL) -
B, ARHEARQ2)F(23), 7E R oSS BIEEA AN A AR ARSI 56 (¥ AR 1 15 2
() J5 36 3 A (F 200 IS EA ) KT BB 7 BT fE A TS, o g B4
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ST BB T 0 b BB A S50 5 B R THE FEN, B 1 A5 TN MR B MR 2 15 1
BT DS T3 BIAMA B B o M G FERT DA MR A ZKF 045 FE R B ARk, T 55T
Z JEEVE R 120 A 45 2 AN G BEEAT LU O 749 3184 8 H B AN D58 AN A A (S
%, H SAVEDATA ifi &) RA7 TSNS 2 A5 B2 I 7 (02 805 56 73 A (1 200 AT {5 8 2 AR
J&, St EARIGEACH RN BN H AN LS (1) NRRE 1S FE (RS MR &SR E A
HEAS DI 73 79 W] AT B 200 MR EE L), RIEXPTAMEKRFY, 533)1Z8 H 5
SR FR) AN A A B2 1 5 38020 AT (Fl 200 MAMA NS FEZL ), 5 56 23 A0 IR A 8O MR A5 FE Y
rAETE 2.5%0 97.5% 73R H0 3 O A S BERT 95% UL el 5 X T Y . R R

SeAh, U, R T B 770 i Ak T BhaS 45 R R TH SRS I, Kok
AN LB AL R P IBAECIRES) B 777 ZRIE THE T REN . 9 1 HEBRIX L447 f) REAIEAR
45 FOHE BEAl TH s, FRA1Z 7% Xiao 55 N (2023)MIHGE, K AH REAC A I AN 2 15 FE
BN, BRI NB&5HE BT 5
5.2 ZER5i1E

SRPTTEAG TR AN R ARSI AR T BRI AMA N AF IR 1 R o o TR
IS PR A B2, T 22 R e M IR 7 43 B R T B s 5 4 D7 AR ASE A4S B ) A (B4 B2 1 A T
FIE, AMAAAE RS THER Z A EOR,  HAMR T2 T3 5 70 5 28 ME N5 2
T EMNEEBEE, =MINEREEMA TS RBAAEER . Kb, T2 RERIEER T
Fr AN T A 0 77 FEAR A5 3 5 &8 H AR T AD AN 45 FE AR e, (H 2 T3l s
R 72 M A3 B &AL H BN N AE BEA e T 2 T3 S S T AR R AR B i 45 R (A =
HI, 1ER TSR T E AT, A 145 NRIshES R 7R TR & (i
AMRAGTHIR T 22 00 07 ZERERE AN IEGE 55, U BE A T R A TR ARE 1 107 A (42.46%)
AR - X P RESR W LIS B T ahaS Bl o i 5 8 T B TR THS B RE L A5 R B HL AT
FETRER, RO 2 T A OAEAS IR AR, W 7038 N TR LA DG4 R . SR B2, Xt
SRR 7538 B T B A B 120 M7 A5 Al TH J7 VE W] REAE 1005 JE L8PS Y I A7 6 R X L 2210
VRGN  AHRLANARE € A5 BETVEAS TE, AN S BE A T 45 SR mT REA7 A I 22 -

%1 =MA RS MEEIEERMEREE

BT 2 B R T 5 T T BRI T Hr BT B A G T R
AMEIEfEEE MEATERE MEATERE MEIEEE MEATERE
BH 1 954[.929,979]  .511[.047,.550] 649 [.566,.704] 973 [.961,.985]  .514[.500, .528]

MH 2 731 [.631, .831] 305 [.266, .344] 472 [.365, .556] .851[.802,.900]  .329[.311, .343]



i 3 .905 [.864, .946] .689 [.654, .724] 753 [.677, .796] 930 [.908, .952]  .677 [.658, .687]
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HEAh, PR ANEE H AE LA THES R, @ H 2 “A R, FAEEMU RN E ™)
FE = BEAG T 77 10 25 S 3 L A IR A A AR T AN A A B o E— B 2B 9 T Bl 5 R 120 M
ANZNAS GG R T R AT B AR 52 A5 FE I 0 A (LR 2) &L, AE Pl AT BAAS TH M4 52 A5
FERT5 T, BH 2 M AMARRS E A5 BRI 7 A 1) A SO (A BAR T e H , X
WRAE L H 2 LR A SE RS o i 5 e R E 1 SRR S5 S5 E 2 AT
ST AT DN AR BE T RE AR RS . 7F Tuckman(199 D) R E £ H, BH 2 PP A AR
HH AR AR R E B — T o A FUAERE H 2 SN 1“4 R IS a3, I &k

RERAE 2 KL EAT HER M WRME R 52 I DL o (BEAHE IR, MRS —E RERFR & T
i XEAE AR AE o PRI, AMAAT IS AT S 0] I T R ) 2 3R 38 DR J sl AR 25, iR E 2 AL

Bl H ) — S B
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BT BRI e T B A G T R Y
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BH 6 144 1.000 770 745 157 056 1999 638 619 214
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MR FRET), A A S B LE AR R KPR B, BT 903 7] LA 355 13
AR T3S BEAG T T735, 45 300056 1A AR 8 15 FEAMAMA NS B2, (HI e F 2 s E
NI (8] AU TS R0 2 RSB B A RIH LA S I /. AT, TEH B R ZHUER T,
SR U R i T B A G 7 R AL 43 BEAS U532, 13 B IN50 A ARE e (5 BE L M
WA BER AR (B4 B2 o WA OV 22 3 R 18 B 088 3 5 e 00 56 e £ 3 2 ) SR 12
W i 7] £ 224 (Horstmann & Ziegler, 2020; Trull & Ebner-Priemer, 2020), & H )12 A0 2 4w 24
R = G R E R SR XSk, BFFCE AT DLRE T3l a5 i 7 AR B i 45 FE Al it O
VER R A B0 e i )0 36 3 75 T S b A B AR ] KT R 22 S DA R AN SR A 1 A K
BARZN SRR . HEIR L, 18 B 0T 7838 W AR 7t B AT R i T AR IR
175 B2 ) I 56 (Dietrich et al., 2022; Horstmann & Ziegler, 2020; Mielniczuk, 2023), HiT4Ek
A R Sk Bk %2 3% 2K W 56 T R BT 9% (Blanke & Brose, 2017; Engyel et al., 2022; Ringwald et al.,
2022), WG FF B B 45 B Al TF LR AT R SR A& C T 25 518 BR 450is B mT A6 1 % 285 FE
JP (Y, T Eh A LA T R AL A AE BEA T D505, AT BG4 8 A b AL 36 0 56 7
AIEEPETT TR I

6.2 SEER N A HARYEIL
6.2.1 ENEEMEE

HARIB AT T T 2 H 5 B2 SE BN /5 B H —AN RLR. O 1 S G M R
FEHRIAR &, T I E SR I AN H (W, = A K BA bkl B B 1A AR R
(ERHR 73 I M TR 5 BEAS G A5 2, TR 2% R %> H 915 FE (Eltanamly et al., 2023;
Koval et al., 2019; Van Der Tuin et al., 2023; Wright et al., 2017). A H#F70 &5 H, MFrRI LK+
MU S g O R H JF A — 5 ELREIE T T 00 AH ROIR 2 ) % 4 I 2 (Horstmann & Ziegler, 2020;
Mielniczuk, 2023). BbAh, A SCHISLUE R FH ORI, L6 2o B AR ot 00 56 1)t H 78 & b7k
BEENACFRER EHR T HEEH, 8568 H AR IRy, 2] gedrAE ] T
FARBERIEE . T WL, BB I FEAS G0 R S BN IR B L2 R, IE Rz — 8
FREANBHMER. — T, & H 1E FAG T 45 R LS H T8 f ELE 7 B mT LA Bt
FOE RV AN B T3 A G ERAE 1R H , 300] TSR FH AR 5 00 565 11 i i ) 2 R A A 1 1)
WU 53— 51, 5 BRI BE % B BRI 7T b R BRI 56 (0, 3~6
R Mielniczuk, 2023) DL 56 57 B AE 2 S4B K2, 0k 8 FAS BE VP05 A B T
WEFLE & 2 4 SRR AR e rh B 56, S e B IR
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BB EEE BE PEAR OGE R 53 — AN 10 R D56 15 BE AR 22 57 o FEAS BE M R S oy
VFZ W5 E 5, A5 B2 — PRk i T it DU A 44 16 I 562 455 7% (Meellenbergh, 1996; Wilkinson,
1999), FETIEABEARAG BN BE ML vH 45 RA— g mee ] B e AT . KO0, EHEE
ERIE S, BT DI A R Bl A I R A 56 43 B AT FE I, TR AMATIAT A RLIR 2 B B
] (A2 40 T g HA — 52 (85 5 7 (Schuurman & Hamaker, 2019). [RIk, AN [F] AN 0 565 43 %
(AT S5 PEAR BT fE - AS A 25 (Fisher et al., 2018; Stone et al., 2023), {E%5 8218 EEHF 78 A5 - I 56
155 P B A 0 228 RS 5 A5 JE B AR IR) 2 57t o SN T DA BRI 903 SE VR N T A 92
JOFT P 00056 00 S S A T 10 T DA Rk Tt U B (3 AR FE , 3 T LU 9 45 SR I A e
P 4 H SRR R BB R AR o X T AR E (S, KB A i HOAR B T 9 M 7K
S FOAE R R RS SRR, Rz, REAMAEAR 115 BE R AN A Y KSR 7 45 R K R A5
FEAERAER, WF T8 TR AR O 2 A H AR A 10 I 75 S0 IR
6.2.3 EEHERIRE

LR PR AL FRAT B BRI RO TC (S BE Al T A R RS SR s B, BIE
B EAE S FER B I, @R T 2 R 00U R 12 T A T 2l s 45 40 5 R A RS TS
(RIBIF T3 0 5 %R AN (R AN ERE R RDIRMA A BEAAMA R AE B2, S T3
A DR TN A 15 FEE FRVRIF e 2 2t 25 A R0 I R 056 P A oA 455 B, A5 JBE A i 4 SR
LG RS THEA U D FHE X B PR HASCR 1) XEF R THEE BT LUk
BRI 7 BT FH £ %A R30I RN AN I 56 70 A T RN P4 KT ) B A R B, A3 B TR A& T
FARBERER B E, R A E SR .

BEAN, 0 TAE BE AN 2E S 1o R, G SRAE U T Bl AR R 4 W B T3 A i AR A
THE R, HORIEAN RS R A5 BE A ) 22 57, JF 7 P DR — AR 5 AR 58 15 BE R AH G
ghUL . BRI, BFFTAT LA R I E REE AN 1 AMA R R 15 B 00 A 1 (2 0 Xiao S5 A
(2023)/1 & 2), Bl X B A R PEGE TR AR (P AL R B RRHE S, S AL
% 2), DAFEEGEH AR A ANMAIE R, g mT S DA SR A B S ki
6.3 HERESMRRE

BT A AME BT Tk, TR ARIB R BT IR AE FE A THE A FF IR R 5.
betun, 228 & TS E NS Al T AR, Dejonckheere %5 A (2022)id 78 4 B3 B 56
BENLE S — B4R, I A B 1 AT R A THZ A S B . Hu %5 A (2016)i8
$2 AT DATE 35 SR 18 RO 70 B 2 P AT WG, HH S S AR AT IS A4S 3 AR SR AS T
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AN, A WE T IE T LR HR 5 -R 4 B8 (latent state-trait theory, LST; Steyer et al., 1999,
2015) TR o wJ H T % 2 38 BR W 5T I AS BE Al 1F U7 ¥ (Castro-Alvarez, Tendeiro, Meijer, &
Bringmann, 2022; Castro-Alvarez, Tendeiro, & de Jonge et al., 2022). & 7ERFF-RA IS A
=N E B L) R E(Steyer et al., 2015): — M (consistency)- 15 5 HF 7 1 (occasion specificity)
FIA] A P (reliability) . —FCHERARIE T BERT S E ARSI RS 1078 7 5 B A R L gl A5
RS R PR VR T BRI R RS B AR 5 5 AR S (K LA 5 15 3 U — B3O R S5
PEZRT, BRI IR T A0 (RRE 043 AL A 18 SR IR AS BG4 178 e b5 3 e Fg L 4
PRI R 22 2 A AR S 5 R S (0 ] o RS ERHE SR AN B e SCR, AT DA T2
RERLAG TH a3 BB BT 70 PR (A5 B2, 2 4R A - BURF I (multistate-singletrait, MSST; Steyer
et al., 2015) K78 | [A] A 45 45 57 IR %5 (common and unique trait—state, CUTS; Hamaker et al.,
2017) A5 70 T4 57 - R A5 - 175 4 (trait-state-occasion, TSO; Eid et al., 2017)F Y, ix sepsi 7Y b5 A
MBBRALE—E Rk tln, 22 MILEMRER RS HAE ST | 5 2 R ETER
F 4 Hr B AL A ] (Roesch et al., 2010), 17 78 & 2 B (1 %F 57 - 4R 75 - 15 3% (mixed-effects
trait-state-occasion, ME-TSO; Castro-Alvarez, Tendeiro, & de Jonge et al., 2022)# & 5 4 3 4
AP AGE T FERRTE Guit B AR . (AR A2, BT AT RURAS 2T
Y (R AR RN A SO 28 (10 H e AR AR A AR S 4 A R RT3 B8 (10 R S50 T AE 2 5%, 15 38045
FEAS VB S H AR 77 s AT REAN ] o 6 ISR (1) F 03 7] A2 [ Castro-Alvarez, Tendeiro,
Meijer f1 Bringmann (2022)LA & Castro-Alvarez, Tendeiro 1 de Jonge %5 A (2022) /) 3 % .
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T TR (U, 3SR ) 25 44 5 FE A ; continuous time structural equation modeling, CTSEM;
Driver et al., 2017)[15 & 58 SCRM 7710, TERFIBRFE R, B F0 38 6 I 50 A5 FE AR 30 S5 4R 45
FEIBA 45T /215 1 EE AW (Brose et al., 2020; Horstmann & Ziegler, 2020; Stone et al., 2023; Trull
& Ebner-Priemer, 2020), A KA 708244 305 52 (RS B4 9 s 20 BT i B0 3R, AR L
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Estimating test reliability of intensive longitudinal studies:

Perspectives on multilevel structure and dynamic nature
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Abstract

With the widespread use of intensive longitudinal studies in psychology and other social sciences,
reliability estimation of tests in intensive longitudinal studies has received increasing attention.
Earlier reliability estimation methods drawn from cross-sectional studies or based on
generalizability theory have many limitations and are not applicable to intensive longitudinal
studies. Considering the two main characteristics of intensive longitudinal data, multilevel
structure and dynamic nature, the reliability of tests in intensive longitudinal studies can be
estimated based on multilevel confirmatory factor analysis, dynamic factor analysis, and dynamic
structural equation models. The main features and applicable contexts of these three reliability
estimation methods are demonstrated with empirical data. Future research could explore the
reliability estimation methods based on other models, and should also pay more attention to the
testing and reporting of test reliability in intensive longitudinal studies.

Key words: intensive longitudinal study, reliability, multilevel structure, dynamic nature, dynamic

structural equation modeling
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