ERWBEEI 8 PRI
S DFERNTRRRFRAR

IR SER

(HETRE S BOA

DRERE-BEARIEE
ZOO—#mB




FRFEER 3L

BRSBTS
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e

ERRAR (longitudinal study) B ARSNEBFREENRZ
—» BUTHENERRNRNATRADEEAMR - DUREIHARES
REAHBRMNEE T EENER - ERSPREDHARENS
MiTW (sequential behaviors) RENERE EEE—PHE LR
MITREVEBS (prevention) FH (intervention) » BT KB
FORK - EEXNPRNB OB WHEER (latent  transition
model, LTM) FRBRIFARNHAAHRELERARDTRISEN

* RS R R e R R D R bR A R R A S AT R M
Mt R R AT R S R AR S E S B LR EE
HERRUEEESCARESR  Eh—6t98 AU/ @SRy (22
REHE FEAER | SHPEN & A RE TR ER R MR ARG
EER » BRRAEMEMRMBAOEE » SR EEAES WS © 8T
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# (sequential relationship) : {$BRD WA BHREIFAEHER
Kt DS BIENE ) TRSAR S PHRNRE (Wu, 1999)
a4 » BMBLEENBHNER RPRRFRPORRBERE -

#ADENEM (aggressive) (TR (deviant) TRBEER
B EROENER (trajectory) RMEETHE (MR Tolan, & Rolfloeber,
1993) - LTM BB OSS RO BRTREBH (tracking) B
EAMDEERMPRDHBTRAT  BAMLTMRADH Wu
(1999) BYMAERDITHRHIRRE - BBULRNERDN  HERE
FHNE TERTEI DL DETREVING » DUREHE—SNRA
P TR -

BRn | BEAEE  E-M ERE  SOTRDITR - i RPN
HE-

Latent Transition Models for
Longitudinal Sociology Study:
A paradigm of
adolescences deviant behavior development

Chih-Chien Yang  Chyi-In Wu

ABSTRACT

In a longitudinal study, antecedents can often be the impor-
tant indicators and/or predictors of consequences. Many sociol-
ogists and educational practitioners investigated sequential
behaviors of adolescents to be able to proceed effective interven-
tion/prevention programs. We demonstrate that latent transi-
tion modeling (LTM) is a good statistical modeling method for
revealing sequential relationships. Theoretic derivations as
well as computational implementations of latent transition mod-
eling are discussed in this paper.

Substantively, we studied items (Wu, 1999) that surveyed
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adolescent aggressive behaviors across years to model the latent
transition probabilities of the behaviors among these adolescents.
Using this example, we further provide substantive interpreta-
tions of conducting LTM methods and demonstrate the practical
importance of LTM in substantive research fields.

Key Words: Latent Transition Model, E-M algorithm, Adoles-
cent Aggressive Behaviors, Sociological Longitudi-
nal Study.
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PERHBRSCRR (40 Yang, Wu, Yang, & Lyu, 2000; Collins &
Wugalter, 1992; Graham, Collins, Wugalter, Chung, & Hansen,
1991) WIATEBHEEMSEE (latent transition model, B§f8 LTM) %
AR R R PR EH A E P ETRERE —ERTF
HIRET TR ;| MRS ERFTZENEE o RFFTRBI R
BREBHBE% (questionnaire) B# (scale) THYZFLRNE
(items) FE—METSHE (indicators) » LIE HEE —{ERS T2 TRy
ABE B (discrete latent variable) o S {EMEIBR BB L2 2
HIABFEEEH ROERRE (latent status) EFEHMEHRhE
HEE—FEE » FH—ERBREE - 7L LTM oiE—45E%
EEAEE R (estimated) ZHIFBRRRET BN R BRI R
LTM B {E al AR 108 Lo R B T 2 T R B TS O IR e
FRIRYRAE B2 RARG: | R E)EEER » B ES FAERIBY FETHI & B 6Bk
R+ TR SRTABIE R R MR T B T AT B 2B T R - TS
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LTM FrE&MESHE2IE (latent variables) 28 (discrete) B8
A (categorical) By tBIERFRE LTM T RHIERBEIEAEF
BER THAEE B (transition) BMLIEE -TE L EBHERELER
SERRE RSB T BB L, » JREIERRE RS ASAEE (transition probability
matrixes) L

BARUM eI 2R OB B2 E AR ERE (path dia-
gram) FAZRZRME LTM &R EFEGERBEELIE— (Yang,
Wu, Yang, & Lyu, 2000) RER ©

Yl.l Yool eoeres Y Y21 YZZ ...... YZ: ...... Yel Yez ...... Yet

G C | - —¥ °

B LTMARANEEN

HBMAMAENLTM EXERBER NAMNEE (maximum
likelihood functions) BUEEERRHEM HFET » FRMEAERLU
E-M &3 (Expectation-Maximization algorithms %% E-M &)
K2 fhET (parameter estimation) » BEEHRUHEE T E RIEF
1 > SERERAEEI R HCE—F N o

AW FEEY s —ERT LTM Rt §SWR N ERER S
B R HE FREME R Wu (1999) MRt eERIEREmEY N




ERARRAEL ERREHRLER §

BRI FRNTRNVATRES M EEREBESNIH &
Wu BYERZES » BE T 1,500 (1545 » FHEFVER 1997 SRS
ERF—ERTEERELE » F 2000 £’ EHECRERT ZENHE
EBRER  TELHEHFHLEREREGPHEE - EEHFSHOXR
I (large-scale) AEWRBRTREEREELEFIESN » RIRFEE
HKTELFIENRERRREREN - RENFERNREETHET
HOENEREE - REEAE RS LEEEEEE  2—EHES
BNEZRGBHAETER -

FEAXH RIGER T B F D ENRY (aggressive) BEER
(deviant) fTREFHOMWREEFR BRFTIERNTTBNESHE,
WL LTM =AM E I » FARRRL & LB SR RO (B
Tolan, & Loeber, 1993) #&i + H4 5 R HHREHEERETES » 7R
HEFHAHPARRERMETERRNTENETGE - Bt » 3
EFREREE AL LTM MR R ELE EETRER R
[EIRE T RO o 2 —iFWu (2000) FrEZRRRE ERIEIT R AR

®1 BHTRBARERASKEEE

BRAETE BE—FHE » FEREMR THIR ?
A HAEMRER » FLREMEEETE -
B BEEREEET R TR o
A MARSEY » BB T MRGRERES -
B A EANETERELEIRERA
L
=

PR B IEBIA » BRI EL o
HARE - BOBNESFRAMARE -
X Huk » BURREE -
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IH (items) FEBHIIK o

RS ERR EIRETH - AR RIBTMNEEHRHSERE
—EPEEEERELMETR - EWRHRMEIZEREER > Alid
#5510 K& BERRBFOEERSER  AIRCERE 0 26t
RIAEERE GELEERE 7T JThY (dichotomous) BfE(EEL #5)
Ea » RS TTAYER] (multivariate categorical) &F BlFA
FREAMBMEBRITR M & 28O EBNMEFCE » UK LTM
ERNERRER - BRHEREETHEHIETR o

AR T | E-EONTEEHIEERARBE » B8
PEETERITHR BT ER LB
W EARBERTTE B OCR » S5 = BR A AR TR R SRR T Pl TR
DVERNTEBEBENEIPENT AP 2TEE > ERHEI
LTM X8 R LTM B FEEB BT LAHE - &
P LABE A EAD R 2 S BUHERS KR BRI n RERIBHSE A 18] ©

—  ERAT RO

FEBRFHTE B SRRl B » 3 FRER BT » SRR IR A4
BIITRBRURIEHR AHIEHRNERERETHER £
15 B BB R B i S AR B R O » DU SRIBU AT A
BREFIE o

2.1 HAFRNTHSEAIERAREEE
A ER BT R R ARG TR E BRI Rk
FEREEBRENRNITERRIR L - BHEEERINEE » b Tolan
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& Rolfloeber (1993) HHRERH » MIEZRRERILE (chronic
offenders) BRE RNBBERZ — » BENFHIRESITR (aggres-
sive behavior) BHERRITE (deviant behavior) iE{EZRE (path)
BRWR o

Chaiken & Chaiken (1982) EiH—EEEITRBRKRN
TRNFIETRRERE  PIIESEEBITRYT » WRA "B
BMARY” ERERBEAHVEFEAYARILREZA  HHE
FERM AP ERR (sequential relationship) ZEfFIEISCHHE
FERIE IR - B AUFERETHZS (3440 : Rowe, Almeida, Jacobson, 1999;
Lahey, Gordon, Loeber, Stouthamer-Loeber, & Farrington, 1999,
White & Hansell, 1998) HEf5HBHAEHITR  tLrlRERHMER
BEHRNTE  HIRTRIRE BEYERTREHNENTE (pre
cursors) EEER (causal-effective) BRfReiEEIAREHILLISIES
REEZE S E0 EEHITE » TEUUTEFIENTRITR
WERER » 5EHMREEHNES » FuLiE—FERFOHK
REMITHARAER » JHIEEE LR EFRERSIATEREN LTM
BERXWFESTR TR EN  AREEEREEHENMTE2E
BERZ%EE -

2.2 WRESBEANRITR

HEEREAR T AR REEEE R » #l Wiggins (1973) B
FHHEUA R BHERR MR EEE AR TSRS (hidden
Markov model f&ift HMM) RYIEHBERER « ARt G w8 E
FE PR it & BB RURRSE » B0 Poulsen (1982) ~ Van de Pol & De
Leeuw (1986) H Van de Pol & Langeheine (1990) » MAEit&
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EBISE T EER— B o DURET IR AR ELE » 5B HMM S A 3L
B LTM #8002 — » FERE E80E B9 = A DU R 7 e R
Bhrhf)—{E A2 8 (dependent variable) BE1E# B, (indicator
variable) ; A XA LTM #: » IESESHEEESE _TH
(dichotomous) FEIEEE o

LTM BT EAX M & EFRERNERN » ERNEAGEERLE
RREEIZ » F40 Collins and Wugalter (1992) K Graham, Collins,
Wugalter, Chung, & Hansen (1991) # LTM &=\ HEE
BHFE (psychiatric studies) BIEH okt Al ABEH LTM WE
ENFEEREENZEREE o

A E 2 (model setups) HISEEILAKERE LTM M5
B BHIR LTM K% LUEER M E—RBHRWMIERN » fla
Wiggins (1973) - F&# Van de Pol & Langeheine (1990) # LTM
R IBERISEMREMESTE —EL LroREE  EEESEERT
(multiple groups) & REVIHR R RGHEBE DI A KBE R E
ZH o Hih B & T & TRUBEER B > F14 Collins & Wugalter
(1992) F Graham, Collins, Wugalter, Chung, & Hansen (1991) °
il Humphreys (1997) W@ #8217 - E+H S EHAEEN LTM £
A FEAAERE (measurement) ER5 » BT AIIA L BB 4
KEZEE (multivariate) B84 M HAS THBEHR (random
effects) BIHE o

THE2EEE SRR TEHARNER 2 — » HPLL
BAGEUMEEE (maximum likelihood estimation, i MLE) &
HRRNHE RS  BEREREEBREREH 2 HNEES
% M RHA Wiggins (1973) RUBHSE » B4 Collins & Wugalter
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(1992), Langeheine & Van de Pol (1990), Langeheine & Van de
Pol (1994) % Graham, Collins, Wugalter, Chung, & Hansen (1991)
RIS » BALDUEERREHEERFTENSEGTETE » £
HBEHEURUREMEREERTE -

LTM ZEHEHTEB THEM IR B _RAgEEE TR %®
EISER » ETEREEE /% (algorithms) REIGSHERE/IRIK
ERA  LTM P RIKHHEE TH#E SRR EERNTRNER
FEF L - B HHERNEE » WAt LTM S E KRS » 7508
FBYEE R KIBH L7 » #1240 Robert, Celeux, & Diebolt (1993) -
Chib (1996) AR Yang, Wu, Yang, & Lyu (2000)

= BRRREI0Em

UToamEs  hREFEEEERX (LTM) S8BT
(LCA) 5% » Wi LTM B B o

3.1 HBEELTMHEA

T L BRI T R RER B AV B8 (Latent variable)
BEERL (discrete or categorical) RYIEYC » 7] LAFE B IBEAER 547
(Latent Class Analysis) ARG ABERHETHT o SRR
RIS EXNFREr TR REE T EZINE » ARG EE - 55594
(1999) ~Bartholomew (1987} & Yang, Muthén, & Yang (1999) o
55t LCA EFIFEARPSSE - M - BE5 (1999) REBEE~
ks (1999) FIREEF o B AR EREN SRS E
B IR AEH B EE (MLE) » BEERE (given) —EEE
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¥Rl » HEH-HMESREEIRE  REETImENs SR
#rl BIEHERSE (longitudinal study) ¥ E—HEEAEER
£ (repeated measure) MY . RIHFE—FHEE TS BEEL
PR B R R I R AL - (HE BB BN IEEE % RS
T HRE—EE-HARTRNEES TS ENEHREM
(autocorrelation) » FHIH#G LCA BEMHB I R ATTRENE
WP AL M2 T LTM E S E A RS ER B e e
[ERFEIEE T RO BER - LR S AR PR R LR —RER
AR REE TRBEREHTE R TR LTM AFBRTRY
% EERE | B BULE LCA NE—RIERMEN B RNRE » FES
R R AR IR R AT o

3.2 LTM WygFEARem 1

PUF#8 LTM S et e E R B AR « £4
—EEFHE T BREBREASE LUES2 - EEEERN 5
(latent class analysis, f&j#8 LCA) =3 o Kt » DA —{BEFRRIBAT
B B me=Pr(yva=1|c) RECH ¢ B> 5 { IR HBHE (k=
1, ., f) ABEENEERERER (va=1) FREBE (1) - Kb ¢
BOfEE  7RE) & » ERFIHBEREMSCBEHEN (va) » BEHRX
ZETHE R  BEERE SR EWEET (estimated) EEARHE (latent
membership) 2l » ¢ EEMNGTEEESFAHKER (Bayes
Theorem) HFHYEHEIES (posterior) FHE AR o AEESR » ©
BERHBEREN MEXZ2EE RS ERIEA B R ENEETE
R o ¢ RUFHEIGTELRE » BRAME— T 2 HEBSS R T E 2 IR
#X (W Bartholomew, 1987) 4t » FEFR®RAGAICH » IVE RIS o
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E—-SHEEEEFFUOT | FEIZTHENTEERAEER
iy — HREAZEEE » =0 JIFRZHENHEBRIE
EBPEREREZEHIHRUFEREERCHIF Rz +# ¢=
DLAIFRRZHENGEEERREEB R R RECERSEEETX
FEARZIHEE o LITFAFENRNITEWERA » HESAREEHENEE
RIEFRE “B” Jl yu=1°-KZ  E2HEHEENEIEREER
B “FE” 0 Bl yu=0 BBESER  BEZHEQGEERIRE ¢ =
0 IEHBEENERPTREEZRNTTRHE R & =1
RIEEEENRBREEERITRZMERE -

Btk 3 ¢ (U2 PEER 1 ES ¢ @ﬁ%ﬁ?ﬁ’ﬂ”ﬁ%#%fﬁ Y,
=i, o, V) AIHBEHES

£(¥)= 2 Aea ¥)

HF Ae=Pr{c=0,1)» T g Y:)=Pr(¥ilc=0,1) o

EE 1 BE ¢ {FREEMEA B (conditional independence)
BREXBILT » B —EERED < R EK (observed data func-
tion) » RI[RTATF »

gc( Y) H ﬁyﬂ'(l e )l ik o

Kt s F—Ar 2 EIERET S (likelihood function) » FEEF T
FIBRER T » AILIFERAO0T »

#(Y)= ZAeTLai(1— me) =" o
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HApBEEH o 0iR5—AEEm SR #E (latent categorical
variable) » #158530 > ¢ T[TRE Dempster, Laird, & Rubin (1977)
# E-M &k (Expectation-Maximization algorithm) PR Z
%¥ (missing data) * A ¢ £ LCA 3 LTM AT 22 HMEES
WRAVERFEEE (latent indicator) » BESR ¢ ATLURE R RUHEE S
FIERERILL L » JREl ¢=0, 1, 2, ..., s * {HZE » B T RH{ELA T RS
AT » A F ELARREERIER FH c=0,1 #9 LTM X 5H
TEREHG  HEBHSHRRITERE

AR BSRY LCA U EEI 2 R MRS T » R
LTM S AEAHE » DI — AR » R S (il Crem) * B
RRH#EES F153 B (Bernoulli distribution) » 8l

F(Vikea1| Cre=1) ~ Bernoulli{ mece=1)

Ho mecie-1 BE—ERRBRE L HEHNEER EEROGEFRR
Ho 7 e=1,2,.., E» e URMBEWRAIRFREBRNAIE Wik cr R
RIEE o ARFTEERF - 88 (IR AFBRNE  HRREHEERE
B LCA #=UHF o

B e > 1> JRENTEMEE HIeRy S — IR R DA » cee AT FIBER
TR

P(Cl'ezllyike, Cie—l) N - i
lOg( P(Cie—-——0|y,~ke, cie_l))_ﬁo+ﬁlcze—1 1)

HF i REZHERT—ER R B EEARRE » ©FERENRE
HE (logisjcic regression) BYA ZUERE T —{ERFE B BBHRRE
Cie® Bo B B Y BIREMERE S MR RSB BE S RIZE - [t » AfIRAEEY




EEEREATE SRR ER 17

122 FRIRUERARRE » (5 LU F AR SR 2 45 /& (transition probabil-
ity matrix) #IBR{E »
_TAw An .
A= [/110 /111]

ﬁq:' flab=P(Cie=a|Cie—1=b) o ﬁﬁ Aab E@Eﬁ%%ﬂ%ﬁﬁmﬁlﬁ%
e—1 R REBEBIRGE b 2 ZHERSERTE o R R ERIAE
a WIHEEs o '

M B FEEaEN R » 2O H— S EBE

# -~ FHETIR - fU40 > AR EVERUERIRY LTM ARARS » Ae ATLARK
BT

1

o=Trem

eﬁo
=Ty

1

» R

A]O:

eﬁu‘H?z
An=—TgE ©
1+e¢

HA)EERR Ao B B Z I 1A (inverse) BB (logit transfor-
mation) BEfR o EREYRIERFHELMAERE - XATBREREX
##E5 (Markov chains) » TH2RCIRIRLZEBRGR » W27 Diggle, Liang,
& Zeger (1994) WS » WBAARSITEBEENER (observed
data) o #FLA_EAYRIERF AL MR RE A B AT E B R A T RIE
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RE{ERF IR » (FABEL T B ME LTM B R A SR RE A [l R
AT RyE L SRR o
Hoh » HERIE B H I MBS AR E (s>1) » #5

R AERE T LU T Ry R RaE »
/100 /]01 i AO(Ce= &}
_ Ao An s
A= T
A(Ce-1=s)0 A(Ce-1=s)(ce=5)

H A PCie=a|Ciemr=b)BATIMAFIFHEE o T Ao WEEBEZETE
BB e — 1 RRERBEIRE b SZHEE » SERFREE o iF
BRELBEARE ¢ BREE » SREFTREIFHER o FrARE92 B R ER
KERFPERREERE NP » KA EEFR S M8BREER > 4 cee
B ciey ZHIRGERE T (BIAR—F AR FIEEErER A
A— TEBEEE | (log-odds) HEISIF ¢ P(cie=1|Vike, Ce-r) BITE
DEFEE Plcie=1, 2, .., s{yme, ce1) HIfFER » HZE LEFIT
P(cie=0|Yire, ce—1) BETF2ERER (reference class) » FREIAR—F
2R MBEAREVTREERENRENFES » TETASRE
SEREEEHE

A LTM A28 B EESERTR OIS ERE
Tl LTM AT LIES (likelihood functions) »EEEI2 8
% (closed form solution) ¥ EHRERT » HEMAHEEME
¥ (Dempster, Laird, & Rubin, 1977) J&AREEH LTM K2 81Eo

E-M BZERFENS R —RMIEEFRIATER (missing)
R (latent) B ESMEERREEEFEANESE (B
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step) » i E-SRATESW A E2BERERCIAE (BIRAEE)
KARELER TR RENSEEBELREIMER (complete data likeli-
hood) > FGIEME S B B & R HR B AT TR IR Ry TR E Rk B
BB IRTEBE E— AR R BE 77 R B AE » B
fEERRER M-S (M-step) » #§ M-FRATEENSBERHERH
RE E-H8Y » EEFHERTERNVHZLE  FFELEHN2BER
ERFHEERA TR TRLAURR » $EH — R M-2F8 - 0
MR #ST B BEE M-S ERRURA (iteration) »EE[ E—{ET{EE
B R T A ESEOREEE PR B AR E A BE (toler-
ance) * EHREERNEEBREREMBEE —FEEAME -

DIE—{ERE R » BERENZEEIUREPNERE
RHE R Z R E N EEEREE (c) » EREAEENT »

hei= sAC C( Y;) 4
23 Acge( Y7)

HECSEEREM b B o EBAHE - EM HENETHR  BEER
FEAOT
HH— | RE—EREH N2 RS ERREGE -
TR L BRI BUEEA GRS -
FE= I ETE- S8 -
R ;BT M-PER o
HEE s LD R EE T — L R E R E
=2 BE/INPHEEBRESZME (o) BRI e R
[EIHE S BRMEAN | BHE/MR e 0 AN IEER o
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\ ERRBERINRBIDN
BOTFHRRDORBRE

AT B NS HITRERNRIEEMEZR (Wy, 1999)
DL R M BRSO ARRE 1,295 #HF V& ERES
WHHRRMEARE RN 2 MR MBS RE » MEETER
RS » HMIWR—DERS S ENEMITRN CEMESR
o LIRS (=1 ZRED ¢ =0, 1) 8 LTM #0547 » i
o WM R RSB o

&R R AT REE = b A R T R R E RO
Bl » KRR ERTHGREE » T - KPR E RTS8 5 LAl
(c=1) MWERED RRWHEE - HETS » S—EEsEs 3k
BT RIS (c=0) BFREFES BRGHEY  EFS—REIE
CEBNHESNEREE  B—REETIEACHEEENIL &
RGEBREE AR B - 54 F R0 MR T R B B O & BT
A BEE o ERMERNE » SE—EKF 21.26% T £ RER BB

]2 W —BURBIEAY

AL
F—iF c=0 78.74%
c=1 21.26%
E—F c=0 81.22%
c=1 18.78%
F=4E c=0 86.67%
c=1 13.33%
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HABEITEER  MET - SESHIRENE 18.78% Kk 13.33% %
AT RS R BB IRASE TR AR » SEARWLLAICITAEER - [BR
MEERREHELFEFE P EARERN -

BABELTMEXNEREHNBEBERE =M A s=2
(c=0, 1,2) » RN » B PR T RS FEBRIT R
(c=0) BLBRITR BRI (c=2) 4 » FHE— A ISEMERT
2 BRI (c=1) » R REEHHEE  E=RERREHAES
SHEFTAGERE] > S RIIIFR S TR « FERERERN EREE ST
Fy R » ER— RS ZHHEHERE (statistical model selec-
tion) MEFAETHH o

LTM 8 SR ER T T EREEERER LAt - B
& EE BRYTHEE - EURHEMNBE2ENEANZH LR
HRRE (sensitivity) RIGHEE (specificity) RBRERERNAT—
B (internal consistency) JRENFEITEMIAAERRE (internal
validity) + FIOFIBREEICAERERRIESE > i P

&3 BATEIRBILEH

Ll

71.23%
25.20%
3.57%

74.21%
22.85%
2.94%

80.45%
18.54%
1.01%

5 60
Imh

B

a o o
ol

B=F

|t B e [ ST S ] | T e T ]

a o o
o
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x4 RA-ORTHRE(BRERNEE)

P(yielce) B BE B=F
PE#@EA=1c=1) 0.6708 0.5942 0.7054
P(EA=0c=0) 0.8644 0.9131 0.9081
PEEE=1c=1) 0.3810 0.4004 0.4306
P =0]c=0) 0.9891 0.9852 0.9878
PRA=1c=1 0.0254 0.0329 0.0869
PR A =0lc=0) 0.9992 0.9992 0.9993
P(EA=1|c=1) 0.4545 0.2701 0.3310
PUBA=0c=0) 0.9648 0.9967 0.9957
P(ia=1c=1) 0.0617 0.0452 0.0985
P(H8=0|c=0) 0.9990 ©0.9993 0.9995
PE#R=1c=1 0.0254 0.0342 0.0811
PlhE =0]c=0) 0.0992 0.9993 0.9995
P(Eik=1lc=1) 0.6665 04142 0.4338
PHFLA=0lc=0) 0.9064 0.9608 0.9741

A=lle=1) WiEHEC EERRETEREENE @HITE) WK
RREE > i PORA =0]c=0) BfEE R & BE EREEASESE o
HEZRVY B ST H 8 e A R BRI T 8 TR B R A AT
TREN » SE R IERE SR I T BT BB _E AR A
TR IEFEHO IR SR IR T R AOHEREZS o LT » IRy M AR
BELERE - REGHESTRER R NEESUET TR E
BT R BSEHERAIERERE = LA PRI =0lc=0) 5
—HEREEBIER 0.9891 B4 - EETHEER S —E TGRS T B R
(c=0) WP ED > GHIEEMETBIOBE S 98.91% | MY
& » HEABHTRES » FiE CEMEE R RETEH e
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HEFAARIEE > L P =1lc=1) RPE—FIMEERIER 0.3810
BE  CHTEERES - ENFOFEERTRET (c=1) %
HEEEEMBRTRAVEER 38.10% ©

AR » RE—EAEREELEF - URLIBES—LERFHNE
F » RAHE—EERENE B EERSEERE (=18
EEILe - 2

P(yre=1lce=0, 1)
LABSE (odds) AR ER » RMMMELERMFMER CP-Odds

(Conditional Probability Odds) » ZFFi#EH CP-Odds 25 E AT
r s

prob(yee=1|ce=1) |
CP-Oddsie= prob(yke=1|Ce=O)

5 BN ORI EE
B BE BDE

BA 495 6.84 7.68
i 34.95 27.05 35.30
A 31.75 41.12 124.14
BA 1291 81.85 76.98
B 61.70 64.57 197.00
B 3175 48.86 162.20

Bk 7.12 10.57 16.75
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HP B L2, .t ARABRNVELENE e 51,2, ., ERRHE
HARNERE - BE L » CP-Odds TILVEHE BB ERE » §a
REWHBERLL B EREMERE—ENBRE S 0.3810 7RE>
P(WR =1]ce-1=1)=0.3810 « {8 » SE BRI E A CP-Odds M & 3%
34.95 » MAUFEHR - BE—EEERCANEEEHTRNE S ERT
(cemr=1)>1ts (3t) Y EBERPET B EB R EAHE PRE=1)
RHEFNCAEERRRITRI T D ERH (com1=0)  AITUEHEE
FERITRER SR BARK 34.95 5 BES£R EEBETEM
£ 35.30 f5 o

BUSEN—-EME-— (W8] 84 EE—ENEREREN
6.17% > (BRE(EMEHN CP-Odds AIEE 61.70° BE—EHhZMEE
B RS s H-FCANESEARITRNE ST ft (1)
MERHRITRVEE » REFHNENAERBRTEWF O E£5
o (BRI RER ORITR MR 61.70 1% » EE =M EEBEE
RHCRF 197 5 | BEFER (B EBROER S - RFTTHER S
BEERITRELIEBRT RS BRI S ST R G
B 178 B4 BEREE CP-Odds R EEMEWIeIRnEs
AE— S E A RERE HABUR R ER R AR -
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Qdds Transition
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E? SA—-NmERivasE

BEREFITR CP-Odds FILVERE LHRBESE » M RERT
AR SR e B LS - (HiRRRER (BIRE » 2000; con-
ference discussant comments) LCA & LTM #= F#y CP-Odds
18 5 2 AR AR A O T 8L » RIAH B8R » CP-Odds BERRER
HIE MRS 2% » I ETHEER —ERHEEKER o

PR T RS P(vie=1]ce=0, 1, 2) » TR + R T LA ERY
R BE—ENREESH (factor analysis) BWAFHHAREH
(factor loading) fERYEHA » 7] FREBTEIBEEINEERES
BT c=0;:EEENREFERNIEBBITRRSN » c=1 EEFHINEF
AR R B AR B » RRERAENENZEEMEER
HMMmETRE i (%) MRERRTIENNTRMAREEES
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RORIFIRES » QAL © A ~ BREE ~ B ~ LK > T HIE BB AR
BRS¢ =2 :ERERR R A FEGRA R » R o =2 SEEERISET T
LIRS B R AE T RRE o

®/E6 SATHVERMEE

P(yre=1|ce) E—F E_F B
P{EA=1lc=0) 0.1035 0.0556 0.0651
PN =1c=1) 0.5681 0.5077 0.6046
PN =1|c=2) 0.9125 0.8499 0.9234
P(HE#E=1c=0) 0.0048 ' 0.0082 0.0091
PEEE=1c=1) 0.2381 0.2619 0.2729
P( =1{c=2) 0.7316 0.7258 >0.9999
P(MA=1|c=0) < 0.0000 < 0.0000 < 0.0000
P(EBA=1c=1) < 0.0000 <0.0000 0.0084
PHEA=1c=2) 0.1515 0.2098 >10.9999
P =1lc=0) 0.0249 <0.0000 0.0032
PBA=1lc=1) 0.3159 0.1376 0.1904
P(BA=1|c=2) 0.7278 0.7160 >1.9999
P(EE=1|c=0) < 0.0000 < (.0000 <0.0000
P =1|c=1) 0.0117 < 0.0000 0.0167
P& =1jc=2) 0.2854 0.2885 >0.9999
P =1lc=0) < 0.0000 0.0010 < 0.0000
P& =1c=1) < 0.0000 < 0.0000 0.0083
P(#h#R=1|c=2) 0.1516 0.2099 0.9234
PEK=1|c=0) 0.0729 0.0300 0.0143
PELK=1|c=1) 0.5517 0.3005 0.3171
PEKk=1lc=2) 0.6860 0.6357 >(.9999
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LTM AN T EER S — » TER TRERETE B RER R
IR SRR SRR R 2 PRI > TS S IR E B At
wELUBRANEHRAIRRTHENBBEY - £RtH » TROEH
ARREFET A RO AL B B FE RS R B R SR R T LU R B B R R T o

F7 BRE—NWBMETER (transition probability matrix)

B o=
c=0 c=1 c=0 c=1
B c=0 0.9433 0.0567
c=1 0.3264 0.6736
g c=0 0.9831 0.0169
c=1 0.3634 0.6366

gt R REE —FEOBEERN B RIEBSTE (ceai=0)
MFEVER AR - EREES T EEEREN R E AR
94.33% » TIEREEBITE (Ce-a=1) BIBRIER IR 5.67% o
RA—FEAERE » F—ENBEENERBRBEITE (cooi=1)
HIEAER » I3 T B - SRS IR s R
67.36% + TR RIEBHMITH (ce-=0) HIBBER HHB K
32.649% o |
BERBEZEsMNBREINNSREROTRE EhE
M > HEESRTESEAGASI FAER - BEnEar e s ras
—FREZFRMER AR - EEEENE » S FHBE
BRIERBRIEREITE (co=0) WHIVER  HMESSEBE
HERFE B RTEAE R OB R HO 2 98.31% » TR BUBMITE (Cons=
1) BRI ROBAERY 1.69% o 15—~ —ERBRET EREE
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L B SERMFRERTRERER S ERIEEHE - Bt
5 I RET S BB RBITE (c=1) KR DER - tE
5 S MBSO (R RSB B AR R 63.660% R ATREREE il
S DA R R R P ERA RSO FHBRIES
BRATES (coms=0) ROTETRIER] » HHREEHY 36.34% ©

R SRS R T R AR R TRRATHE
AR IS » AR Tk BRATR A — BT AR o

58 ERTNEBKEERE(transition probability matrix)

-t FE=F
¢=10 c=1 c=2 ¢c=0 c=1 c=2

i =0 09321 00585 0.0094

c=1 02031 06829 0.0240

c=2 01203 04121 04676
mBoE =0 0.9875 <00000  0.0125

c=1 03018 06982  <0.0000

c=2 0.0943 08794  0.0263

A LTM ERNZ i RER

{#F8 MLE T8 E-M BERMAF LTM SRR 5 — L5
FHOMEEERE £ E LTM #aRA 5 hH R A BT L £
& » LT E s LA ER R o

MLE 28 T8 E-M 83 - A R E RSB B{EZ K
EERER— HTEEREESERE (local maximum) TFH
ZRAMA BB (global maximum) - HEAEEATRRRIIHER &
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RIS TEIRRIAME (starting values) KEEE) E-M Bk REER
> EERAREREROEESEREETHER » T2 E BRI
— (A - 52 » IR EIMEE SRR E R T —E 2R
EIEEE o UEXEFAMTES » E4AML ETREHERESK
HEFAE > MeEfME YRR REEE » BRASCRERIE
HERAEHERSEEE -

R — EEE S TR EE  JREIEEISR M BRI » RREA S
BEREFIELEREENT O S EBRAITRIE BRI
RERm LM FEATER - Fi0 S REERER LTM R
RHEERE L REZEEER o thot » AT A E R
(model selection index) ZR{EMHRUAEAIEBAVEER - FOCRANES
(Yang, Muthén, & Yang, 1999; Yang, Wu, Yang, & Lyu, 2000; B
- BCHRIER 25 R DIEKFUSIERE (Bayesian Information
Criteria, # BIC) HYAR/D » PUEA R EEE R E &9 LCA 5
LTM #:H~ 84 % (goodness of fit) » B—{HBEE 0 A
TARBEEE » R — (s=1; c=0, 1) BERZ (s=2; ¢=0,1,2) Bl K
Bs=3 ¢=0, 1, 2, 3M9EX =89 BIC & 4 B £ 10730.5133 ~
10533.8292 & 10610.5627 » (K[th4c BIC 2 F ik » 15—y BIC &
=/ FTBVEERET LR A EE R -

AR <t
FXRRT LTM fEft & SHEHROEBERITE | {008

o AALGDEM LTM ZEFERMHAZTERNER - RFURT®E
8 LTM BARZREBRE S - LHL LTM BEMHRNS HREEE
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FERERE ST » M LA & B L B B RKEE AR BRI ETEH -
ERAGE-SESHEEHAMRE o BRI EEREE > i
FEHE

LTM W rTRERLEE - B T SHE LR - vIRERYZ - BN
LTM f4EEHKERE Y A EE - LTM BB A M gRas
SAS ~ SPSS /R (default) HEHERIZ » BRIEFFBRESIEITH]
A SAS- IML SRR E  BfTSF RE A A —ERESHRN
RRERES » TR LTM B EMEERE R c TIAXHIEERE 2
2L FORTRAN-90 ot IMSL WEMEAFZ S BITHRNR AR
ERER » AXAEEREA BN TRNFEEEREER -

LTM RRBHE HiE LW EE - RT W E—-SHETRR
fhE Ak (0% KEUE » Gibbs Sampling) BARREWHEEHHERZEHE
(1 Yang, Wu, Yang, & Lyu 2000} 44T LTM #=R4 » TR
E—HHHE LTM B4 0] KRR So e s B bR 8
B E LA RGE IS R B (1999) ZFER T LCA #UE Yang,
Wu, Yang, & Lyu (2000) = LTM #= » 8 &5 Ry rT A
FERIE RS - EEEENRBREE > ERREREE -

%8B

1999 <HRHEE HBEREAEI M (FIBRET) 46(2): 73-84 -
HEEE -~ B - A
1999 <HEKB#FEN SR AT ENHMTTRNER (& PHRSHR3:
114
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