ER}

SEERMXTHIRE S TR EMIRE
M XALE?
(" R REHE OB R, L 200062)
C JERUTTE R OB, B ST O HE AL T T A =, O E R s e s L (R

LR, JbEt 100875)

@ E O LA AR A A BT, iz DB SR AU e N BRAE
HRBE T - e 5 s SRR ER v H 45 & A B TR TN B HL A R A AT v 5 PR ) 3
A, B H AT Bk Z R RS G SRR BRSO DA [0 2 O B 7T OG0 AR R e T T3 s
A B FE A8 LR SEE B AT, R T 3 A 45 44 U7 2 4L Y (Dynamic Structural Equation
Modeling, DSEM)HEZE, #RTE=F NPREAEACUALZLE, —~ AN5ZANLH, ZAWPHZH)
BRI RO EE AT SRR R A SR AN, HESI D BEERT SURIR N L B
TR AR N B 28 EAB S AP IMARAT N B A R R RE RN BRN o

KA EERIBEEIE, ORI IRT, BRAEN, ShaS R A

7ES B84l

1 HARE=R

MG ARPEG T, TTHZ QST RIENVFZ WG R AN ARZ NE
TR, GIUSEE KRR ANBRAE S HIMSE . Wi 5 NBRESA RIS, BE
TR Z B A FAT N A H AWK R, 2tk 2 5AT ARA R 78 K3 (¥ 6 2 7] f Z — (Cook,
2001). A BRAZ IR FE A b o 5% 2 (dyadic relationship) 1 (169 4 AN AT R, W W
TN ELAE F o SO RIF 9T 1A DA G 2 ) R LA F O 44 A, BI04 (dyad), 1R
FEA I 73BT 70, PR N BRAEEE AR 47 R 0 LA KA 2 18] 17 N BR 5 45 ) Rt
B4 JIEHE (Kenny et al., 2006).

1 N B2 R LA BE R TS A R RGP, — SR 903 R A S B B B 78« AR 48 IE B
T 55 B BIF 9T 1 45 B S VI 908 W82 BN B B8l A ST R, R 90 Ak 22 1) Bt o B ) £ A

521 (Brinberg et al., 2022; lida et al., 2023). {HH TS ARG RED, 145008 B RO AT 7L

W HH: 2024-01-03
- B ARREAREEEFE R ETH (32300938) 51 1.
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M LA I N B A8 B3 AR AE KT A P (BN 1, e DU RE [ AR AT S AN P AR i RR g PR 2 e
ULAE SR (1 25 BB R VT I — 1) BRI T T RE AR DTy 8 o NS TR R T AT v I 2 42
B ER BT 5 BO I FU IR 45 G RE S N B B30 I AR BE kG 4 (I =, Fe VR T i — AR
HH AR P S0 BDIR A FAT 9 R B A5 A8 Ak e N BREE I, 53 A3 Se AR AL RIS 56 RAEAS [ AN
PL B AN R et 9% 28 22 18] FA) 22 5 J 521 IR 32 (Bolger & Laurenceau, 2013; Laurenceau & Bolger,
2012).

SR, BB 4EI8 I A 9 (intensive longitudinal dyadic data)X 48t/ #4820 7 4R K
Pkl (Gistelinck & Loeys, 2019; Savord et al., 2023). — 5T, X EdE o — 041 AN AE I &
A BAAEANIISL, A DL B N AT IR B T LA A ) BB BRI S A T, A4S
77 PR (Dynamic Structural Equation Modeling, DSEM; Asparouhov et al., 2018). % —J5 T,
e GBI X B 1 3 AT VAN SE 1 25 BB B e« BB BB BRI R, ARSI A B
22 E B, W50 BOGER AT 2 MR N K AR S AN TR 22 5%, RIS 75 2225 )8
I A BRI R RN, R “SELE N (carry-over), AT IR BEANGE . ASFEAMAR)
N P T AN [ 48 ) R AR 4%, 20225 2 ML, A 35, 2023) 0 T EAT FROAE 3 Roxs Hicdts 20 07 ik
S LA SHEI/ e 2 1) R AR RS T E  Bof () 28 32 b PR S R A 5 AR TR Ak A 15 S 1 4025,
DAk 3 00 2 ] 5] B AN 5 . 040 5k 2 %5 1) R (Savord et al., 2023),  H 4l & k2 1 6 ] BE
FAEZ A 1 19 8 (Asparouhov & Muthén, 2015). ek, SR — e 4Lk 51 2 Ble T 24
5ot LR 7 7 59 S 1) 9 (Planalp et al., 2017) R A& 1R R AF 5L Z IS AR 2 B KIS &R, M
DA IR0 b T BRS 5% 2R F9 A 22 T AH ELSE 18] 1 16 8, 77 3% 1 2 FOnd AfF 7 1) 232 H A 2 —(Cook
& Kenny, 2005).

Zi b, EARIRER NI SO TS O BRI AT A R KRN R R34, RES BN K
(IR A AR TR 2 18] () N B EL B 1 B B DG 2R, AT A NSRS 0 B B K S BRI A
RBUFESE S H, BRARIEEX Gt i 7 S m iR . B (15 BT 7 i A
ELRH T B ARIB TR BN et A ORI BR ) 3 B B R AT 58 A o B 2 U SRR ]
BRI, AnrfAEAS [E] o BTt R 78 70 7 M s SR IB R it BHy . & BB [F) N PR I3 1 B
AR NS NBRFEM AR, 2 B AT AR ) 1) R
2 EAIMARIR

XA N BRAC ELAR 58, A5 7 S ) 5 28 FE 1A s TR MO AT BT X 3l o THT S5 26
WIATE E Hh i L = 2R B v, P A 2 ARG B RORT T B AR B 5 O 20 T I O Bk R, 2



TR =BT SR G AR T VA IR R SR BILIREAT (B BT, B i Tl 5 R 1B B de 20 # ik B
SR PRI TR 3 T e JHL Ak PR
2.1 BERM=EKRIIHRIZ

MR T RIE A = HAN S B AN R, OB Fe A7 =i F i (Kenny & Winquist, 2001):

FtE A BTt “ — 5 % 7 (one-with-many, OWM) B i Fl 443 5% R A% (Social Relations Model,

SRM) it =SRuiT AL MW 1 fron, KEFRERRAME, §i k05 78R N br B3]
KA, XFmBE S, T BRI IR 4 5 AR A bR BB 5L

®—(® (® O
(8 (© © "‘

0

Bl 1 W = oet 0 (FPRKIE: Brinberg et al., 2022)

PR T B T 78 ORI 7 HR 9 R 35 T2 (Kenny et al., 2006). WHE 1(A) iR, &4
ARG iy — % R AT B 5 &R, R 64, X BT Al & A [ i — AN (R A B &
Ak PR A A BT MR B AT K U7 i S % AR LK 8 A (Actor-Partner Interdependence Model,
APIM; Kenny, 1996), H T EIZ WA B EE S, AMEATAZEKE B 5 F0F A F (A
[ ) A b 1) s A R PR E 7 1)

fr“—527 &itd, SAEENGE —4 B A (focal person; &l 1(B)H fr/MA
A N EYF £ 4 [ £k & A 1B)H 4ME B. C. D ATF. G. H), Hizs \¥W 58 FELEE D
A BA R KRR, TR Z e, ABREE Z ARG Bl Uia 7 M5 AN [F R U7 & 1K &R .
— SR H AR NP AN R £ 6 % 5 R AR R AR i A AN BRVEAR BRI o X S 19 2 B 7

A B C DEF G H A B CDTETFGH A B CDEVF GH
A X A X X X A X X X
B |X B|X B | X X X
C X c|x clXx X X
D X D|X D|X X X
E X E X X X E X X X
F X F X F X X X
G X G X G X X X
H X H X H X X X
(A) bRk T3 B) “—5HZ” (OWM)&it (C) He Xk BRI (SRM) it



“—52%7 A (Kenny & Winquist, 2001), &7t H AR AWM H (BERPEAN I — 2k, BLR
His NS A RIF 8 06 R 8] ANF B AR AN I8 22 5

TEAE 2 K RBBY(SRM) BETTH, BRI 5 H AR 2 N BAG SO R . #AL) SRM
BT RAEIA ¥ i1 (round-robin design), B % 4N A 5 H AT R #H HA KR,
S A AN BRPPAR SR, R E S 2 oo B 1O 2B — MG
Bite SRM #it# AT =AU B, TIEHAL. SES I NERIEESE. XKt
TR B T T R R 4 R (Kenny et al., 2006), AT DU 22 AL A2 T il
H (BRI PN B — B, PP (R 6 R, DR ZHJZE THI B AT R 2

g b, BONEOE A NI 2 B B R AN, L AR R S AR R
FAREAT BN & (actor), 53— AR NBEFR N 25 AR B F) £ 2 (partner) o P76 3 S0 _E 1) 58 B OGS
it , MRS RIS A A2 o [R]— — 024 A 3 44 10 5 R 0000 43 A A R AN ST 4
2.2 BEBERITEIT TR TS

N T RFENBRAE HL BB (B AR R, B U R A DB Bl ok 5 o i T 4 4, R
SEMANEF el “— 527 Ao N AT EENE. ks BRI ETF &
ik, BEABERRTHEEN T 0 7038 (L BT IR SR 75 Bk o 6 25 HRIB R TH IS T X B
FE RGNS T A 2T 9 A B BB FE AR AMARAT R A O ERIRES VR Ab, A BT O
A TOIRN . IAMRPY . ZJe2H /KT (R B A WA [ 25— ¥ 1 97 I

PR HE O Bt T — A e A B) A, B 2 I T % e AAE T A% B BRI R
R — BB A R o B 02 P R R U 11 43 B0nT B8 52 B B B DL R pk R R —

ZIFH A AN A A B AT I B fER, fE% 8 7 IXEREe e, 1Rk B3 2 Ta)3d ml REA7 12 [ 1A
Ko FiHb, ZICHLN R Z T8 B A FE AT R AR G, AT REREE I () & RE AR AL Xt T AN A

Mg AR I, XEHRRW AT REFEZE . Bt B TS RIBER O BdE, BF i T L
MZTCH NP IR FEM R R BRI 3D 253240, WA ACTHRTEA NAT N Eh 22 4E.,
PASGX AR A L N s M () — e 4[] 222 S A 8] 22 57 (e.g., Bolger & Laurenceau, 2013;
Brinberg et al., 2022; Laurenceau & Bolger, 2012; Savord et al., 2023).

t=1 t=2 t=3 t=T

B 2 BB ERRE R BT, e AB) I — M ah S KRR e E
5 b, S BRIB R BN R o [R] A7AE Jle AAAR 22 Th) 2 R B ) O R R A A AL
F 2T A2 NESNE, MR AL -AREE, BAEEER RN A
PR T8 AR R 2R SO R 2 AT AR, 25 R I SRR ST R ) Al B AR TSN I FRAS



BRI G T A B BRI T R R (R R AN R ) SO R SRR, AL TR
V2 BN SEIN E AR, BRI 5 S HUS TR R IR KB .

It 5 B 9 3 0T T B RO R S8 BT IR T, X — AU R 80 o T T VE I AEA W K . R
B RTIR =Fh BERS Beh R B TR TN Bom 5 B3R5 (1 A AR B8 DT 080 e A AR e LT B 5%
i .
2.3 FRERIHEIT PN ERRERRE R EIAR

LRAR H AR (APIM; Kenny, 1996) /& At ons Bt N e IO 0 05 (0 75 5%,
2018; ZEHME, K, 2010; X4, HHTH, 2017), TEREWTHE T AT AR LF L [EI 2556 T — o
WO AT 52 3 1 B T £ S (R 72 0 /B (Cook & Kenny, 2005; Ledermann & Kenny,
2017). TR 5 2, ZIEALEANMASZ B0 S0 53 R AR08 (actor effect; WFRAT 2 208, RN
AN B TN AL 7 % 45 SR AR 1 R ) R 244 R0 (partner effect; HHBR [A)£:2 R08E, B[] £
(I FREIN AL BT AR 2 AR B [R50 ) o

FEAEGUBRER T T 1B T, APIM A I # sk mT DA B4 FH 00 B b 1y A
e, BRI R A58 O E AR AR — B X T 2 B R E R 7, B 5T
APIM $2H 7 AN AR 20 m) = %4k BAKBIAL(L-APIM; Gistelinck & Loeys, 2019) i f5
M T 2 A B AR R (lagged-dependent APIM, LD-APIM; Gistelinck & Loeys, 2020). — % 7£ #ffi
SR 44 A [0 S [R1 25 22 ] 1 [T BT 00 1 [ B 308 S ke 2 22 o i s R0 23 850 5% s —
B (] 0 65 ) R A e L R 2 TR AR e o R, AT B A R AR R 2 Tl (LA A
R P8 R R0 56 SR AR TR 4k, ARBEAMAAR AL, TE R FUA AR A B A8 A A A e ) 22
S 0 R, e ELEESR B AP0 e ) — 80D B B [ B AR A5, NI T 2 B R R

TR, B XA S SRR BRI, TR R TR k. Horh, ZhAsiY
TR R(DSEM)E & | 2 )2 EMERERL . SR 7 R R DU RIS 18] 2 41 73 #r = Y, R
VAR UL VA S B AR S B, TF B SR R R BRI VR A B B, DA e
e TR AN ] 00 65 ) R A 38 1 B B, A 5 0 BT 2 R e 1K 30 258 1L 72 (A sparouhov
et al., 2018; Hamaker et al., 2018; McNeish & Hamaker, 2020). 5% T DSEM HIHE Z /44,
Al LS WX EE N (2022) B B FIXI L1 25(2024) 5= JLFIEH H 5:(2023) 303, BAR T 28 A
IR (2023) 05 2 . Savord %5 A (2023)% L-APIM 44 £ %) DSEM HEZEH, K — e N 44
F TR AN R EL IR (A0 65, A o 2 ) E A R LA ) A B b1y | T VAR 58 ST 5 R &R
CAREIR % B AT BB (8] (B0 AR 4k, ARRE AN IR] | A% 5 (8] AR AS [ A (AT AN [ A2 65 ] 14 A

WK R, & CKZEM A APIM-DSEM.



AN HZRERNEN N AFENZEX My

i, APIM-DSEM [r)45 %4 1 &

7KCFE2

A 2 AT Ros i R

AT
Yy
3
X1
X 9
e
e
e
e
He, y

1i

21
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.0 X
3i 1i
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B, y 5, Fx o, RS -ARAWHESHNE Fhc  FoRkm
BRI EMIE ORISR, a | o~ 4, ESRRAMAE AR

WEANESE, B,y S =y g, —a g .y =

2t -1

y 2i t - 2i ’ leﬂﬁ%’é:f&; C 1i ~C 4i %%ﬁﬁz’gﬁﬁﬁﬁitmﬁgﬂg
IO CEUAR RIS BT — BT A0 E — B LA, @ |, ~a o, RAMKIT
WA B0k e 8 SRAR B 158 S 2808 CRIVRT — B 8] il — N A2 B Je — I [A) i) — AR B R
Wi D, X PR RN H K AEAE R — EAR N E, # R T A AR AR B R RN
d

~d . REEEHAKER AR EPEANE RN, p o, ~P

1i

7 (7P P LN A o A 45 SR 8 (458 S I 28080, B0 T3 ARk, B — e L B
SN, BT IZHL BAEEEET. R IR AL, DRRET Zo fi ~0 2

4i
WA TR . R FOVEHLA R, VS M R R AL [ . HEHL B
UL TE R — AR BRI BN (w , Su o, .u g Su o, )20

FOVFAEAEARDS,  DARREZE A R o AR AL, BRI

o 2 =exp (w 1+u 1i )
1i
o ; =exp (W 2+u 5 )
Y 3)
o 5 =exp (w 3+u 5 )
2
o . =exp (w 4+u 4 )
o
1i 0 T 11
u .
2 T T
I B S 2 Tz ) )
u g T 33
0 T T
u gy 43 44

HABBENL R B ARE — BRI Z AP B P BN R EBE — 8, EX A ——FIH.
{HJ&, APIM-DSEM fF{EUL NP iR 58, 1ZAEANRA 7870 R i A ok — ool
W 2 TR A5 S . APIM-DSEM EL$5AE — Je 4L IA) 7K1 b€ Al — o4 A B B B
WU 2207 72 2 [BAFAE ] B T5 22, R E AR TS IS AL 2 I IBRZEAE 0%, Tovk B2
SRR NS AR 2 18] R AR EL A B AR S . LR, 2B RURSE T DSEM, R385 1)
BRI 1 — PRI A2 (stationarity) . {HIX — (B B TE SEFR A B CIATR AL, B ERIE

T BRCH LRI T S e — A AR T AR IR o PR VE B K3 T 7T e S Al T AR 8K



KIZE, S0 AR 5[0 5 R (Wi B (Asparouhov et al., 2018),

g b, (ERRUER BT R, AREITRIE AL RGBT 7T, TR BB SRIBEET T, APIM
FE S BT N BRI (1 32 AU AR 2 5 0 R A A (¥ Ll 5 BB R BE T I a5 T 4 R AR
APIM-DSEM {KIRAFAE— 2L /PR o anfof S & B R ST O BT E N = e 9 A FRse
HIOBA R R AR ZE R, HHE R R R R, IEH filt— BT .
2.4 "—5%” ERREEBRYBEPHRR

“—EZ 7 (OWM) % (Kenny et al., 2006; Kenny & Winquist, 2001)42& %1%} 8 W AF 77 1
OWM Beit4 i RIEUE 7 #r77 i, FTIRFT H b NYIRI 2 AN TR 2 8] TP K 2 B RO K &R
IR B AN NBRAT NEEAE . B AR ANPDR/ER A 3 X T 3 45 R R, L
LANTR] R (BRSNS 5% 2R) 2 8] ANR] H A A 2 1) (4 22 57 (Kenny et al., 2006). H1 T4~ H
ARG ZAFFEE T RI 2 A e 4l E T2 B A, OWM HEALR — M FiKFIR AL,
H i HH T A4 AR R i 5.

- FAEGLE BTSSR ) OWM #it, Brinberg 25 A (2022)% 4% 4 i /KF- OWM F ALY i
RN ZACPREAY, I T A AR L3 I )P R R R« — 52 B AR B A A
AL, KIS AER HAR A SRR R FR, =K OWM BAUASE HI T3
SIBERESE . MRA BE, B RN 2 RRMARA, TR 74 & ) 2h 48 10 K H s i [
REAMREZESR:, X IE 2 B B ER T OV IR O ol REURI 2% SR8 BB 1 R A BT TE

R, 18 “—527 B RIRENSE T, E8BH GE M 7200 288 & 80 1R R
FIER A LR TT H AR N2 B BR R R I Bha R IR .
2.5 L XRRB R HEBEREIEF AR

43 56 RAFAL (SRM) & A BT AF 78 SRML B2 (¥ S AL 4y TS AL, AR 4 23 0 B 2 0
B AR (i 78 (Warner et al., 1979), F i 2 NFFAL P9 5 B3 (K MAAT ok A
AN 5% Z DAL 2 THT ) N BRZUN (Kenny, 1994; Kenny et al., 2006). fii 5 2, SRM #44
I3 (A AN B N RPN B T ) 20 = 47 30728 6l N TEA B8 — R P (R Jan 2 R, 54T
R, [ AT VAN (K — MK T (B Ar 2 BORLEK [ 2 R5080), X T 56 2R A AR
SORRBBL), LASHEALAT AP35 K (L) o

KT IBERE B T K SRM BitBuds, BF 703 509 S 2 AN 18] m043 S B SRML 22 A,
P A FH 22 S A 6 bR v A 1 AL 4 BT % 22 THT N s 8L B B 1) 7 AR A 155 15 (e.g., Gilll & Swartz,
2007; van Zalk & Denissen, 2015). Z J&, Nestler 25 A\ (2017)#2 H T #E 22 % R KAFAY (Social

Relation Growth Model, SRGM), H4/M A $2 L 1 22 RN BRiFAN 43 H00Ca A5 I ] 1) Ze ik ek 4,



K R R e 3 v FF) A R R 236 0 A AR [ 2 T ) N B8R, BT 3R 0 2 7K S AR e ok o v
AL KRB Z RN o X677 R AR RE N FH -0 B 8O b A g i veit, B
R 2 N H R AMEAT BB NS R IR, S T IE .

Nestler 55 A (2022)3E T SRM 5 4544 77 FEAR RUAH 455 14 77 V2 (81 BX SR-SEM; Nestler et al.,
2020)# 4 7 [ [B1)9 SR-SEM, i T [m12536 B SRM $udfs b AN J2 T a1 208 5 H b
NSRS EAER, LA = o 2 K RN 1) sh a2 A A T 5T A . {5 %
AR SR AR A Rt BT — G AL A R, VS R 3 2 4L A AL T L A g R A
F) A5 SR e BEAh, 127 0] 80 e 2 oK A 000 8 () R RH 45, LA FH 3 00 2 1) oy 56 m R,
T PR 5 B R B

Zi b, SRM TEIBERNEEE N M B A LN T2 408 R BE, ToVE I & S A IB BRI 5 T
BRTERI AR A KT 23R /KT RS 28 Ak AR DA B AN ] L 5% 28 18] T 2 Bk 4 1) 22 53 1 i)
A, RE T MAN SRR AN SHERER.

2.6 WEIBFHIE SRR RS O] & H A0 TR B

AT 9 F T AR B ST AN A 4R 8 ER BSOS 15T 77 DSEM AN T I [) 3 471 ) A A J
R, AR (] )5 R AR L T R (stationarity) B L, BIAS BRI . 7 2 LUK MK
ARSI R R A RGN o KR P R A7 7 R S B RS R (L R, R
Xif SR UE K 253 (detrending) A # (e.g., Asparouhov et al., 2018; &7 4, 2021), 75 WA
(K02 Uk TR P AR B R 22, 3 T S 5 73 B ) O AR IO KT

fE DSEM HEZE T, LG —RAERIR AR & [ 5 DA B A 520 %
FA M) RN, 4 B R E Ay A8 i A ASE RS DA il FRF [ 29082, (T FR DSEM %8434 )57k s — /& DSEM
Ay N ——F% 22 B A& 45 ¥y 77 FE 45 7 (Residual Dynamic Structural Equation Modeling, RDSEM;
Asparouhov et al., 2018), RJJ 7% & o 3l 9 i I 5 (1) R JE A 38 05, % ik 2 30 23 B A Bl A8 AR AL 1Y
AL, fAFK RDSEM 2 a3 5k . AT F 45 R, ZEMIIS 0] I RS AN S 6 AE T, 5
I ¥ 13 (Asparouhov & Muthén, 2020).

AHFFUAEE T DSEM HESL X 25 B30 I o) B8 M) g o3 T B2, [ o 75 0 T AR A1
W, DA 2 3h e — AN AN T 2 R 1) R RS AN AR B TR HE Y DSEM 25 35 7 Al
RDSEM &35 5752 @& 1 o Bawh 78, W £ SAAEZER, DU OWM Al
SRM it % S50 A AT B B i 2 38 A0 B, R AT TN SEBUE RF 2. A 3 2 3B 1
JS B 5 T A AR 2R



3 [ElREEE

AR 4 S S 7V SEBAR T DL, BIBR: 2 S0 I S 2
Br [PALIR FOASCHE SO MR 5 1, BOCHUIRA T 20U SE AT S IR R . LA
B 2 B2 PGB DL AN 5 T

B, BDREA I SR ERHCRAS £ OWM LU SRM ¥t B X B 7t i R
Gik ST HL. (LTERRHE UM B, SEIATBE G APIM 41/ 5] DSEM {4, LA
HER AL BRNEHE T U T ek 10 A 5 BRI, (E6 /R T o 2
IR, 7E OWM Al SRM it ¥, O REME A, MEZIF, KR 2T hEA
TE T AR AR T ML T He S8 B B AT OWML SR SRM. I 461 TE 7
TERASEIRNESE, Tk o AR M09 MY PR RN R R

U, AT AT T 9 AR L 2 DSEM (07 RabEBRL, A B R AN B
SYBTBUTLE ST T, MR IRR 7R, SR APIM-DSEM A A%
BR300 3 s MO B, LR A HE O T 49 P AR LR T L 02K
R TEAR A BRA b LA G 277% IR TE T % MUK B F 6 T DSEM AR 23
BB AR D DT, s ST e & 9 B
4 Wzt

ABFIE T SRR B, WIRTRR: 4 SRR A LA bR T2 Rsh A
(0 BN BRI ZN A — B P, TSRO B <5 %7 Wik, &
e R BB O OB OFEER R, DL DSEM @ BURERUS AT, IS S8 B A
RGE B MIHEAT AU, SR U [ 98 R Y4 P
SIS FR SLAS A 075, ST AR 4 T



DSEMAEZL I 35 4R RYIE w8 ont B 70 A B R (K by S5 4 e

WEFE2: BEMGES “ 527 Bdnirbrei

17/ Rk SELES I EF 73 73 A 7 g

WFE3: 2 NTLEhIRH it T

F A RDSEMIK RISl it F s ¥ 0 2 B i AR BB MW B K AR A RIS Bl o
TR AEDSEMIK Ei A4 F52-1 W Ft2-2 i #i3-1 fF7t3-2
BREANABTE | | FN SRR FEAEBER | | AaERREHAM
N DSEM. RDSEM HI=AT “—5 A =KF S A EI N
] i) 2 45 TEHGE| | HaESsITE £” DSEM “— 54" RDSEM H#DSEM 2F W4 2BRDSEM

R EEY, RV LGS T
AR BN AR BN B R

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
i
1
VS. VS| .
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

Bt — A% N LA B s IR
SN R

BRI D O

WAL NTEWIUT a7 R RS
ML GRS B E AN BRE

TF 4 B IR0 X onk Hc 2 AR KN F I

SO BN BR) R ZE R AR AT 5 RGBT R AR T R 30 38 A A0 ORI —— 1 = ARDSEMHA N (P 25 2 95 VAR L)
GE2: O PRSI R i V0T AT ] B Eh S A BN FE RIE——= /K" “ — 5% 7 DSEM/RDSEMH /]

Z013: KPR SR S AR AR T R A B N B D A A T Y A B

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

4 IUH A HEZEE

% NTLEh7AE X 41 25DSEM/RD SEMAH v /1]

H

114

o




BFFT 1~3 SR 2 BAe HE T ST T B 78 =l ond BT T 2 A AR 12 R 208 43 b
PR, BFST 4 WL T SCUE$ei, SR BT 2 75 VA AE S S o A 5 B A T 47 12
4.1 MR 1 BEBEFOERIHEITT, EE4 DSEM FEM S S H AT

WEFE 1 B R R FE AR T O BT BB SR IB A E A5, AT A B 78 70 &5 & N B 5 1
HGHMENNELHMHELE, HHETAEGREEHBINITE. TEBHEE
APIM-DSEM (3G b, SEHTEE — oA B A 2 () (AR Z2 W) 07 Z2 45, # L E N —nl N
IR IIBEAL R B, LA RE AR — JO2H YR Z TV MR R IR S, [T ZE AR v fi 2 3
KhER, PLKHTA BB R AR 32 2k DSEM (Actor-Partner DSEM). R4 DSEM HE4E T %84
IS, KA AL (D)ZERERY o 999 B R 1R Sy TR AR &, [5) Bof ) Sg/Ak PAY 350 A J
TR A B AT ()1 H Bk 2B A A5 I T R R (RDSEM) 7%, FESY RS R Rt 3%
J i 2 KPR SR R B AR AR . R SR RIS AU T, BOUE P AL ()
SHET AR, FEXT AR B L Fa i

.25 R R 2R 4 (@) N B A8 B R sp AN AAT A a3, RIDASE A e e i) ]
Rl R EG (D) AN, R RURE (AN TE) R0 ) 5 32 AR 802 (AN PN 280 ) e B A s
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Model construction for intensive longitudinal dyadic data analysis

XIAO Yue!, LIU Hongyun?
(" Department of Educational Psychology, East China Normal University, Shanghai 200062, China)
( Beijing Key Laboratory of Applied Experimental Psychology, National Demonstration Center for Experimental Psychology Education
(Beijing Normal University), Faculty of Psychology, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875, China)
Abstract: Dyadic studies, in which two persons interacting with each other (called a dyad) are the
fundamental unit of analysis, are widely used in psychological studies involving interpersonal
phenomena. The integration of such studies with intensive longitudinal designs helps to further
investigate the dynamics of both individual behaviors and interpersonal effects during the social
interactions. However, there is a lack of appropriate statistical approaches that can adequately
answer the dyadic research questions of interest based on the characteristics of intensive
longitudinal data. Through simulation and empirical studies, this project will investigate the
construction, extension, and applications of appropriate statistical models for intensive
longitudinal data of different dyadic designs within the framework of Dynamic Structural
Equation Modeling (DSEM).
Specifically, the research contents include: (1) constructing two actor-partner DSEMs with
different detrending approaches and selecting the better model for intensive longitudinal data from
the standard dyadic design; (2) developing an appropriate statistical model for the intensive
longitudinal one-with-many data and extending it to more complex data with time trends; (3)
developing an appropriate statistical model for the intensive longitudinal round-robin data and
extending it to data with time trends; and (4) illustrating the application of the constructed or
extended models under three intensive longitudinal dyadic designs. This project will advance the
psychological research to gain a deeper and more scientific understanding of changes in individual
behaviors and interpersonal effects in the context of social interactions.
Keywords: intensive longitudinal data, dyadic designs, model construction, dynamic structural

equation modeling



	1 研究背景
	2 国内外研究现状
	2.1 常用的三类成对研究设计
	2.2 密集追踪成对设计下的数据分析难点
	2.3 标准成对设计中的主客体互依模型及其拓展
	2.4 “一与多”模型及其在追踪数据中的拓展
	2.5 社会关系模型及其在追踪数据中的拓展
	2.6 密集追踪数据分析中的时间趋势问题及其处理思路

	3 问题提出
	4 研究构想
	4.1 研究1：密集追踪标准成对设计下，主客体DSEM的建构与参数估计
	4.2 研究2：基于DSEM框架，密集追踪“一与多”数据分析模型的建构与参数估计
	4.3 研究3：基于DSEM框架，多人互动循环设计下，密集追踪数据分析模型的建构与参数估计
	4.4 研究4：密集追踪成对数据动态模型的应用研究

	5 模型建构与创新

