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Abstract

In this study, a total of 645 junior middle school students were selected by cluster sampling. The
interpersonal relationship subscale and the Middle School Students’ Problem Behavior Scale were
used to measure the problem behaviors, and the potential profile analysis of the characteristics of
the problem behaviors was conducted. Then the multivariate logistic regression was used to ex-

EREE
A -

XEF|IF: B, JEEE2023). Y0 A R AT O TR R TR AT, O FE YR, 13(11), 5029-5039.
DOI: 10.12677/ap.2023.1311633


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ap
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2023.1311633
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2023.1311633
https://www.hanspub.org/

FSRSE, R EE

plore the predictors of the potential categories of problem behaviors in junior middle school stu-
dents. The results showed that the problem behaviors of junior middle school students could be
divided into three groups: low, common and high incidence. Multiple logistic regression found that
the better the teacher-student relationship and parent-child relationship, junior high school stu-
dents were more likely to be divided into subgroups with low problem behaviors. It can be seen
that there is significant group heterogeneity in problem behaviors among junior high school stu-
dents, and parent-child relationship and teacher-student relationship have a significant predictive
effect on the potential categories of problem behaviors, while peer relationship has no significant
predictive effect on the three potential categories of problem behaviors.
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1. 518

W B i) AR IR AL T N AR K SRR O B R B U, IR P o AR AN B 0 O Je 1 AR BRGA,
AW P 2 OIS T, FRAEDE, 20165 MRE4E, 2008), MIMF=AE— R4 20E NAS R 45 il i,
T N AME T AT i 2 O T AR I8 RAS R LAY SR I (Oh et al., 2020; Thapar et al., 2012). [ #8479
et ) LELER Tt R R FE R Bk 2E 5 8 SRR B A RAT RS 8, MR B, T4, 2003), —
W5y R AT AT ARG T AT 9o BT 48 A4 O B S T e 1 R, BUFE AR, JAR. R
GREERE G I), IX  n) RAS 2 6l NG S BB I, DR AN B Ml B SR 38 (1 TS L%, 2015); e & BLAE I
S B IR SMEAT I8 (Achenbach et al., 1987), HHSSHF 5T % B IX L i) AT A 4%
/DA B O i B N AR T 7T 520 (Chen, Huang, Wang, & Lei, 2012; Vaillancourt et al., 2013; %' =,
2017). B EYIHR AR, FEARIEIX — R R, AW AR SRS M E FISCRE, AT R
FATTAR AR B O FRAE AN R AF I ABR G &R, (R AT 5 MR K& .

DA R T AR BT NI R Z P E AR B R, XM E AT A L R, 28
T AXFh 7 VEEME DA ARRE AR AR R e . A 7 SR FRERRG, 2 A IRE S T MRk AME
FLAf (Mauno et al., 2016; Wang & Hanges, 2011) 153 #r F%,  HoRE 7E 5 T 43 #7 (Latent Profile Analysis)
VEIX TP 2 Do T o VETERI T 70 BT AT DAAR B SRR AR 5, S BR8Pl ANk BT /150 T 1) 1R
K, I R SRR R AR R R W R L AR, DAY/ 43 SRR (Ding et al., 2020; Olivier et al
2021), UbAh, ZFFC A AL A B T AT A A R (1) £ H R S BT FE (6 5, T U 3B 7R 1)
FRA R (GRS EL, 2008, dkibite, MEHE, 5KEE, 2010). Rk, AHFF S LESE A WAL BRI S 9] )
FANERR, RFVEAE R 24 7 EER T AR W RBAT N B AR G, FRoR A [ ) e 1 S
HHfE % WA P BRI . [FIB,  SB4G BT AMARTE &N 10 AT e bR BRI, inl AT 4 V8 78 3 T
I3 HTER L SIIE AR -

CERRGIR RN BT NI AR FE A2 BN ANA R BRI, FREERBR I T K KRG SN E
Z MM ERR. EFDFRRKERES, AR RIE Iy —A BB 0 ] 84T 1 5856 FH & b 473 v
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TEXRBEBEMAO. VIFPEANFKRFPIZOERTEAMERR, BT RAMALRR, ENETD
SRR AR TE R A SRR M . STUERRF TR I, R ERIE T ORR . ARG R ANFIE G R 15 R 3 T
HOFERR KA AT N BRI AT RetE(F %, ESE, B, 20165 SEEHETAF, 2017, EARTIAE,
2019; sk, HERME, KN, 2023), I HA B TRAHDEROEM2E NS (BN E 5, 2009; Buyse
et al,, 2011; S:5:4%, 2021). 4R1f0, HETIET AR R XS W A= 1] B4 T S ) T 0 T30/ it e %
AR KUk, AHFFUK @RI 0T, R GEHUATF BRI R0 A ] BBAT MR TR R &%, 4
AN AERITH Z B R FR o H HLE THRALRN 1 0] A 10 AT A0 BR 6 5 2 TR G 0 I A, R VEE
U N AME T AT Ay s AR IARRAE 16 T B YA 7 A AR A bl A el Bk DA B T 87 A0 5 5 AL S
Fh2x 1) RBE AR R o

2. 5k
2.1. HRMR

AHIE TR EERERIARE (1) 7 20, FE T B AT P 48 Sl Pl b 4% Hh 2 i 22 ARV N E S R . B FE
IR A LT 825 44, W lEl a4 748 1, i RS I G B bR dETS 2 2R 45 645 17(86.22%). FHiH, 55
4= 281 N(43.6%), L't 364 A (56.4%): ¥]—4E4K 276 A\ (42.8%), ¥] 42K 214 N\ (33.2%), #¥]=42% 155
AN(24%): Z5FE-FFE N 13.69 (SD = 1.087).

22. fiRIE

2.2.1. ABRXBRKE

FTRAEE: Olson. Sprenkle Fll Russel (1979)H) 5 i i&E M 5 3% F13EA B % (Family Adaptation and
Cohesion Evaluation Scales, FACES). %04 10 M8 H, KA 5 Sida#lE0 = JIEMA, 5= JIF
SA2), HAH 3, 4, 8 M9 @M. XA SR 7 E SR BEE AN 7 4, A —
Bt R0 0.83 (SLR)H1 0.77 (BESR), BEAAR R R w b Lk o RE00H 0.87.

IAERRER: G T(2000)4m 1T 1. ZERES 18 NEH, A8 HHCRH R e
ITHAR T AT, FHEHAT ATy, Ror#im, RORINAESC R . BRI SRR IZ M
F, AW 50 ) e B B o RECK 0.94.

[FfER R ER: KH Davis (2013)F#ATEIT . ZEXRILEE 14 MH, ZERHTIMEHIKSLT
— R AR, R 7 Ry, AR RN RO SR, AT SR AR o RECN
0.92.

2.2.2. IPEEBITAKE

SKH Achenbach 71 Rescorla (2001) %l 1) (/> EHWFER) (YSR) LA EH] AR n] @AT A7k, itk
BRI T WA B ANSME ]S4, b A A o) L FE A R AR AN T 4RSS, MU S EE 2
B B AE L = AT I ERINE 29 @B H, Hh bR S 12 EEH, SMERE S 17 EEH .
XTRANEE, P HRERE A OB IER “BE” . “MR7 . KN B YRR, JEalG
T 1~4 oy RYEFERER R, ARG D ER AT N E . EART T, ZERNELH o R
08 0.93, MU AT I T B EURR o RECN 0.87, AL I EAT IR T B R o RECH 0.92,
2.2.3. £EFZRERE

AT 1045 R G R BRI A ) AT N R AR, YRR — NAEES, AR
R B8 2 52 B 5] 75 V2 22 VB CE 2 o RIS 7048 F Harman SR -idb A T 35 R VR 22 RS I (72 11
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MW, 20205 JEVh, AR, 2004), KA R EUHATIR R VER T 4 SRR B, RRIEECR T 1 B
FIL 144, HEAE T 7 Z RSN 23.49% (<40%), B ASURIE 5t rh ANAEAE ™ 5 35 5] 7 VR 22 o

2.3. GitAbE

T JafliH SPSS 25.0 X BT RIA ST /b, LALKAS BN BRIC R A Ak i AT A 4 )T 1
B PRAEZE AR R HIRAEF Mplus 8.0 X 28 3177 A2 5 THI 20 AT (LPA), DA AR AL Ry SEhdi, it
WRUSE IS AEL, PR SRS AR bR (bRt LA A 15 0 R0 S FE RV RS T &8, DA ALy
HRHEXF 9 AME 0] BRAT AT fr 4 . iR ST AN BRI REEAL R, X AME n) BAT A E S AT 2 0T
logistics [B1 A 7347, R FEH XS I AME I RRAT 93 7620 (R T A FH

AAE BIF 776 5o 385 7 351 T 288 J31) F 0 W = 2L F-BI8R EE Log likelihood #6756, Akaike 15 5 #EMI(AIC),
Bayesian 1 B UEN(BIC), BEAK: IEf) BIC (aBIC), LMRT, BLRT #1 Entropy Z:403t47 EL i A . o,
FEE% AIC, BIC. Al aBIC ¥ TV B R LA i B, BUEER /N M R B AU B bl e . 7RI 4%
AR, BIC H W% 1E, BINAHX T AIC, BIC A1k i 1548 B AE e FAs Y | o g s f (1 72,
Jild%E, 2017). 1 LMR 5 BLRT &2 Nz Ja e B2 BROU i FRitE, =4 BLRT Al LMR ik 2% %K
F(p < 0.05)F, Y k MR ABERLLL k-1 NSRBI R TR (E A, BEnIPH, 2018). S AMERESH 5
Mk &5 A8 Entropy FaECR VPG 7 RS R FE RS, HBUEYEEIZE 0~1 1], 0.6 LA 3R BHUERA 14 vl
0.8 LA b 15 B 73 R e P ik 90% LA b, BRFEIT 1 U BB 43 SR HER , X Y (1 ] ARk — 2 1)
ZEME.

B2, TEEFRAAERNEER, BRELSESH b, R ESGEHBU LIRS, &
1) H AR AR R B R I S R, DA e b PR A AR IR S A R S TR 2 R

3. 4R
3.1. BT EHRMELGT

Table 1. Descriptive statistics of each variable and correlation matrix between variables
#* 1. ETERHERMGTREEEE XX RIER

M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1fif%% 378 0.87 1

23Tk %& 351 068 0.3427 1

XA 539 1.05 0.3817 0.380™ 1

AMER4TN 178 076 -0.5037 -0.3107 -0.276" 1

5iB4if7 N 171 064 -04627 -0.326" -0.288"  0.807" 1

6 ZFTAH 173 064 04417 02697 -0.2217 0.698" 0677 1

7L 124 031 -0.3717  -0.307"  -0.206" 0483  0514™  0.558" 1

8 WHATN 122 037 -0.310" -0.265" -0.249" 05267 05147 0592  0.690" 1

*:

M PEAZKE N=645; "p<0.05, “p<0.01, “p<0.001, T,

X NBRK RS WAME IR AT NS EEREAT AR OG0 AT, AR LA 1o MHISRHE BB, ABRR RS4RI
5 WAMETR AT R YEFE Y 2 8 TR . MR RBINRNE, NBRR R B YRR 5 A MU AT %
YE L IAR RN A L8255, JCHR [R5 2R AT DR 35 4 PR 2 18] A LR AR 55 RO 280

3.2. MIPEERRITABERINSIER
TR HI AR BT AP AE SR, ARAE A IR AT 9 B AN E AR 0 VR D Sh i AR i ST
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TEAEHIHARAL . 12 Mplus8.0 # . AR E 1~4 NN ST Az 1) BT APIR LR AE 25 T gt
AT VA TS TS (AU A it

TAERITHA AL AR EUN % 2 Frn. WEARIG KR, BV EIEm, &84 AIC, BIC
1 aBIC ¥ S IZH T BRI, 1A S I8k 2 A B 130 & R R AT . W BY oy FRE TR G, 4 BT
M) Entropy {E#5E T 0.8, M4 T2 B MIHER T T 90%, i 3 35 BIBI K Entropy 5L e K-
MAETA A B E KR A, 3 A 2 58RI 3ERE | LMR AT BLRT #0k 3] 7 22 M /KF, BRH 3 28511
BRI AT 2 SRPIMRET . AR 4 255145 B/ AIC R BIC, {HHE: LMR (A &2, HIRYE LMR 5
BLRT KIfEAR R, 4 R L 3 K B MIBERL I 5 15 A D03, BDSCRE 3 8B . MRS 2324 i vk i
MR, RN EDEE S%FEARR, LA aBIC IEFEFAR, EAMF T H A 3 KRR FF &
BOR . AN, TATEFR R FE 7B AT L S5 ARG 48 AIC, BIC H1 aBIC 7E 3 ZRAYI R [
FER B R G AR, ATRAE 3 SR TE T T 2 A 3 s B LSRG % R I a1 20 M 5
HERPE, FRAERE 3 SRR (CA, C2, C3) A Az I FBUAT A IR £ ) T e AR AR

N T SR TH 20 AT 73 2 5 S B HERR R SR AIE , 6T 7 30 1T 43 BT 1 43 2845 J itk — S0 el 0, 3 /N
FEZEHI(CL, C2, CABMERIEFES W% 3. th# 3 W4, BB o)A 8 TRANEAESRS)
(1P IIME SR (F1)#E 0.959~0.979 . [H], K] 3 ANEAES A 73 2K o] SEMERL

Table 2. Summary table of potential profile fitting index information
F 2 BEIEMAEBERLEE

Model Log (L) AlC BIC aBIC LMRT(P) BLRT(P) entropy FETIMEZE (%)

1 -2890.785 5801.571 5846.263 5814.514 — — — 1.00

2 -1989.246  4010.493 4082.001 4031.201  0.107 0 0.895 0.697/0.303

3 -1495.952  3035.904 3134.227 3064378  0.001 0 0.932 0.529/0.345/0.126

4 —1271.783  2599.567 2724.706 2635.807 0.137 0 0.93 0.465/0.340/0.151/0.043
F: Log (L) N ARG TE: AIC ARG BHEN]; BIC Jy DU Hifs Sy aBIC: FEAKE IE ) U5 .k
Entropy = “U44B%0” ; LMRT = “@URLL{EKEE” ; BLRT 24 Bootstrap AR LG, MK R R AT 78 L& R i
I FRITIRTY,

Table 3. Average probability of belonging (columns) of subjects in each category (rows)

#* 3. FEHWIAAT) B FHERHRG)

C1 (%) C2 (%) C3 (%)
c1 0.974 0.026 0
c2 0.032 0.959 0.009
Cc3 0 0.021 0.979

E: Cl= kA4, Cc2= ¥4, C3= mk4. FH.

3.3. MPEERRITAZTBERINEZRER

BSE 1 3 FSBAERI T AT R Y IR AR 5, 2P il 19 8UAT O 3 MBESRRBILE 5 MEE 1Y
R E(E 1), FARIEAS G DU 2 2R AT A 44

a1 1 ATLLIEMTHE B, TR ATy 3 MNBERAUAE R YRR AL L I AR AL
BEBEN . BB oHrkE, B3N HT CL IS THEFR 157 M B BAC T e A~ -
B, BAETANYERE E RS0 ARR 21, 31X — 200 b il i 52.9%, DARE R iy %R % 4608 1wl
AT NI o C2 RBIERANYEE B Rm T CL, (HWBRART C3, X5 R PG N B
HPRES, X —J) 2 APEA 34.5%, LI fr iR 230 r 44y M RAT I iE4l” . C3 e
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P TH ERAS 0 882w T 0 AN AN, BAEIIRA 2 3047 9 EAS R, X — I b ARl
12.6%, DAREREfn 2Rz dolar o8 “ @i g4l .

HIAR B4 25| Ha Yty
— @& —Class 1 (52.9%) —&—Class2 (12.6%) - - - Class3 (34.5%)

Figure 1. Response score plot of problem behaviors in five dimensions in junior high school students
1 ¥VIPEEBITAEENEE FHRESSE

K b fir 44 (1 =B AESRAIAE SPSS25.0 HrbAT i 20 M, Aerie AL IRDEAT U FE AR (FAI . IR 4) A A1
MR REAT AR (BY 22 3047 B AT A AN LB AT NAE S TE (L ISR T 2 R A4 22 5, TR oy =il 72
FANAT A 1) AT IR BLEAT 1 AL ANTRITERAE SRR AT o AR 10 AT D9 e B R P S e e 6 AL (LA 4)
SRIBTESIAE S YERE L3 22 57 i34 (p < 0.001), HLASMEIIEAT Yy 5 AMRARE I AR R0 A fE
e 1 KE 3 KIZWIG A BARUL, BT ARRA” BTN I A E R E
T AT EA A AT R A, AT IR AL AR R AT DU AN AR AR B
RTHAPIAN A . bkl W, AN [T AE 35 T S Y AR G 2t X 0 AN 3 00 v 2 AT DA AL, th IR IR
TR 2045 2 = SR A Rk

Table 4. Differences in dimensions of internalizing and externalizing problem behaviors among different latent categories

4. PRIBAEXANERIMLEIITAREE LHESR

c1 C2 C3
s (n =343, 52.9%) (n =221, 34.5%) (n =81, 12.6%) F ig
M SD M SD M SD

ELIEHS 1.234 0.264 2.099 0.401 3.205 0.544 815.063™" 3>2>1
B4 1.269 0.255 1.970 0.323 2.892 0.495 688.867"" 3>2>1
Z3) 1.331 0.340 1.998 0.480 2.654 0.641 287.021™" 3>2>1
e 1.110 0.164 1.316 0.279 1.559 0.485 77.866™" 3>2>1
Yok 1.083 0.192 1.265 0.306 1.684 0.638 61.991"" 3>2>1

3.4. FPEERITAHBERNERENTNER

R A b H A o T e A A, BRA T3 — IR AT P A 1R AT 9 AR SR I TR R 2R, R R
AT N 3 MBI N R, ABRRREVEARR, 2RlbL “MRAH” M “wmkdl” SR
4, BATHIRZ I logistic A5 HT, B RFTA A R LIEEAT — Ik b 1E. £ 7T logistic [B] )35
RU OR A S 1 AN )N B 9% Z006F =N 310 T 2l AR RS2 i - 45 R L% 5
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Table 5. Multiple Logistic regression analysis
%2 5. % 3T Logistic EYISNHTE

N C1VSC2 C1VsC3 C2VsSC3
T AR
B (SE) OR  CI (95%) B (SE) OR  CI (95%) B (SE) OR  CI (95%)
IR ER —0.9477(0.13) 0.39 (0.302,0.506) —1.5177(0.19) 0.22 (0.153,0.319) 0.5777(0.17) 1.77 (1.268, 2.475)
FTXKFH -04570.16) 0.64 (0.464,0.871) —0.9877(0.24) 0.38 (0.236,0.597) 0.5377(0.23) 1.7 (1.092,2.632)

FfE< & -0.19(0.10) 0.83 (0.676,1.007) -0.21(0.14) 0.81 (0.616,1.056) 0.02(0.13) 1.02 (0.798,1.311)

YRR KR A NS A, s A m R AT L, KA LL(OR) & R R AR 56 RFISEF K
R W] A T AT AN oA, BRI RIF TR E W . EIMAERRTTH, HEFEH 51K
YA ELA, I AR ¢ FBR A, A1) mh AR JUIEE N 10) R4 T 91K R 28 00 v] REME K =i (B = —0.94, OR = 0.39, p < 0.001),
EERI AR =BT, AR RS GG 1 80fr, HE @A n kK B I PRIK 61%. K@kl
SRR A LA, I AR 5C RBRAT, AT AR N i JAT AR R 4 A mT R =5 (B = —1.51, OR = 0.22, p <
0.001), iAok RGN EIN 1 #hr, HETRRARKEL S 78%. R FXR AN, K@y
AR HAHECER, W) R AR SR 8 R, T4 E N A AT K R 2 1 mT et s (B = —0.45, OR = 0.64, p <
0.05), SETFRAMGHEIEIN—A 0L, HJE T H @A R A 2 K 36%; K R 510 R A LU,
SRR AR MAF, I AR E N 1] AT R 4R AT RE MR (B = —0.98, OR = 0.38, p < 0.001), K&K
o — s, HE TR RN REL SRR 62%. HIbaT IEH, HHl. HAEXRFETRA
X 10 RAT R PR A0 S0 T A P S 3 T AR 5 b (0 200 9 TR [ P 06 R AE = L 1) AT SR ) 3 A 9 TG S
=25 (p>0.05),

HRCA BT N E R NS, K AT A B ST IR, S5 REIINA R RFET KR
TR AR 1 AT N B oA, T TR R DG R T R R R . A 5 AR AT () R AR AT i
N A AT A E A (B = 0.57, OR = 1.77, p < 0.001), Ak RIS EEIN—Ahr, HE @A kL
b 2380 77%; 2590 RER T ] H AR 8k mT REREN [ R AT @ 4. (B = 0.53, OR = 1.7, p < 0.001), 2EF
KAB I — AL, HE TS R A SN 70%. Wi, 2452 HASCRERENE TR
AR ARRS T AR AR MEE N R BT N R . b, AR S RATSE 12 SO0 il /AT A9 F 785 7 28 3l T
PERIRE, 1 RO R IEAHIT 50 Hh A A 30 35 T 4 FH (p > 0.05).

4. T1ig
4.1, ¥4 BT AR

AW FEE T A AR A, UESE T W] A 1] AT AR S A LE B R 0 o AR AE o AR % Sorh AN F
B, S EWRTE HANGEE BRI B T ) AR AT N = AN RN s A, R AT AR R
2(52.9%). 1] AT Ay i 41 (34.5%) 5 I /AT e K 20 (12.6%) o 7T UL, HTH AR IR AT R 19 S 5 PR RRAAE B
RIAARFEBMNA S, NRINAFFE AT K, s 17X —80g M Hk 78 R (Zhao et al.,
2019; fAkEESE, 2019; BIARESE, 2021; #H, 2021).

HARCRE, =200, HEURYIhAEREAR TS 12.6% 004188 T 8T m g4, HAEMmE,
Z 3, LT EEAE R R AR, BES RIS R AR, XY AR R LT
REZ ML A E, BARYIP AR R LA, G2 AR 2 shin, (H 2 RS R 1)
Bl 5. 0 AT N R ) A R AR D B SR IT T I E A R, R L R A
AR NTE, ORI RO B, AT A R O BRI AR O E B, ) AT R R 4
(1 B B RRAE & 7R 2RO BT 4E S A0 R LB R AR, X — B 5 1) 52.9%, & BT N
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KAVIHER) 4.2 %, XU 2 Htp) b A B A B R O BLE M RE S), AT R AR TR o T i REAT
N BA SR DN TPE N0, BHREIFE, IF BRI 2 B 8 E AR AR A, R
B2 RPN KA FOBEDRE, 5N ORI KRG, CAB OB ] i —
A, LR EPTIR, VLR =SSR ] s A AR A AN IR EE I A MU REAT D, BB 1R AT N A
BRI R, AR R R KA WAL EIER AN R SME R AT N, thE KR RIARE S
BRI A AT AT A o

BEAt,  SEHTHRAL B = AR AE S I AT AT PP EL R, G5 SRR W & YE AT 20 AE R /T IR A
Y AN A = 2 1) S I R B v i s A BAFAE B2 22 5, R W] Pp 2R AE ) RBUAT O %2801 B Y
RUBA—wEZRN, WU 18] AL B AT i SRR A 7 o P ) 0 SR

4.2. #epAE EIRRAT o A0 TN 3R

KHWFFTZ TG logistic [FIALE KB, A BroC R AL T AT Gt ) o AR 1] AT N R L 3 2= A Rl
B NBRK RACT I H . W0 AR R AR [ RAT IR 2 BRI, X — 25 SR SCHF T IR AT R “ R R KR
ARG, RIRJECH SR OCEAR FIR RIS EE . [F) A A 22 ) 2 8] 1) 22 BAE RO AN R S 1) 5%
Mo HARSKEE, I AR5 1 96 R RN AR 5% ZR RS 65 5538 T00 1) A4 T R OB (E R0, I LB Fh 26 &K itk
1, WA NAR R LR 2 P MRl o XA 45 R S 1 DR R AN A 5 ] A ) AT Ry B
T N 1) E A

NBRRRE BT AR C ARG R TIRZ I FMIESE . £ RIFRISETRAT, KBS A
SRV B RIS A P 17 S BB A B T A AR T A M AR R AR R, () A 35 B A AT D RRURR S ko A g e )
(Bireda, 2014), X2 KK BRARAAT = Az 1] BAT S 000 AR, B T CRAP AAT T 000155 6 AL B R (B 22 7, X,
JE T, 2016). Fi4h, HHFEADEOHE SIS S, BE AR R SR S0 5 R, s
ERFETRANAE S ARBAKGHE, SR FRRRBAEDFE-FraREARK, MRy
I i SRR A % A 5 ) 0] AT AR 2 AR (Zhao et al., 2015; Yun, Cui, & Blair, 2016). Ak, Az 5 22t 4 iE B
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