BT 2 KPSkt K7 o3 A
Sl T A DX A 2 BEAS )
—— S PIB RA R  k

e e

RE . X THHESEMANM KA S IR, U R EAT 8 #OE & 2
K EAE B UA R A EABHEE NG AP, BHRTET L
Mo #4570, 0 FTHZLEWIFME, XAREGLERARGBELIFIA, £33 UE
HAERFARIATRE MR BN a2 b, 0 R T X AR MWW KH & HHE, K
XA I T K4 P ARM X B 1CCs \Rwg % 4547, & & k#4447
A —FBRFEERIK, ZAMAT EWHE, R TEWNCARE) K4t
SRAMBENBET LXK THEESRANERZT HEA L AKFRIEREEF
AATHATHM, &G, XEAMK KAWL 0 R F AW R RHEATT
HERIT,

KERARXHELHER REe FAPRIEMEETIN ZAFHEBE
B RELSAFHA

— [l H S A5 BR

TEAL SR L ge b AL S BEAC R AR Z ] 1) 5 R B8 I 45 £ T2
K FE I (Bourdieu, 1983 5 Lin ,2002) o BFR & 1 Seke 2 47 | 21 2 W43
I, OS85 945 1E (Coleman , 1990) o UL EERE [ WH4% R4 B
B2 T (A5 PRI R 45 48 2 ) o B At 2 BEAS O3 FH 21 R
BEFEAFFEH (Putnam et al., 1994) , H H (R Tz k) ) A
R A B AT ST AR S A Z 22 BT

FEIRGEARMEAL S BEATIF 5T, B4 S X ik —F4 B F 1K i 53 Al

®ORLEFRBRANES LG A LR FRAR AR RANAERA, AHRAR
A H A RIS AR EB T AR @ RMEEGE S AN
+TRREEZFELGETA, L AR,
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i, WIESEE B T 25575 2 5 B — 48 bn (A 28 2% 5 H 2R
i) VE AR 1 07 A, 5 I8 BIE A B (0 52 2k, R 5%
R LR A A, IRy R R A 2 BT A A DX o A A
(SCCBS) M1 & A L & EAE B BAT N 11 A4 (W Hudson &
Chapman,2002) , % #47JF & T SCAT # 3 ( Krishna & Shrader,
1999) , J5 & XA SC-1Q [A] %45 ( Grootaert & Bastelaer,2001) , 7 6 KA
He,95 AN, HT SCAT K (Bt 60 A~ H AL HEFF ) | Ji5 22
I T AL MUAS A-SCAT ( Harpham, 2008 ) #1 SASCAT ( De Silva, 2005 ;
De Silva et al.,2006) , 2 Z5F4 FIINHIZEE

TESA R 3l 23 () — 4 S B850 IEFE S TR 216 722, 24 5%
HE/NXIAH b TGRSR Z BRGR IR S T T RO,
BRI AR XA S TEA (DU AR CSC) &2 — it E . JoHAE
o ER A BRSO R TR T T > CSC HE R
5 [0 (FMS2F,2001 58X 58 T8k, 2001) 5 EAMOA SCHFFEAR L,
R T B0l B A 6 R R A 2 L R (AN B A, 2008 5 X AR AR A
2015) , FE YA SCAIF5E 8 LAMOK il B AU T 8l 41 X 2 5 45 12081 (ke
B R, 2008 B B KRB 201185 T ,2016) , CEE S IKTY 5
YA,

FEAE % EAMG o i SE A b, B N2 45 A AR L &5 7E CSC
WA T T8 A B IRE . BEEZR (2006 ) f 5 PG 38 K AL
P B MG RS 5 YE XA SR YA T TG ZEXTRR L2 3k
ZEIRIFFE A SR (2006 ) B T IR R RS IO HESE  #  T5 4F 384t 4R IX
HJE LS 6 NYERER) CSC I, 5T B oR 5t (2008 ) REHLHE T
FE SRR DG SRR, 56 T 2 30 B B8 7 3 by At 2 I 2% I T Jak |
Bh EEE HEMMXGELET M4 ENERER, TE
(2011 ) $2 M 1« DX i R A 5 AL O [R5 R IR BB R T
S5 (A% 7 AR, LN T FAE cSC W, s Ji#d
(2014) 7648 K WFFT FEml FAIEE T 9 NERERY CSC B3R, B LR/ M i
BT HE SR 25 LRSS S M, D5 JrET
(2014) FEFBNREIG 30 4 & Mk KA s, MR 55000 =
AN S IR CSC, 5 9005 B2 F5 A1 X VP IR ( Nahapiet & Ghoshal
1998) [t S A 3 A L — 3,

HAGKE B2 MR SR, i THERMA SRS E X2
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Jofl HEEE 2 Hb KO R JR T, dnfar 5t Al i — AR AR R4
W, CRHOCRF 8 AR o A& B 6 br B A5 BB PR 9019, T
PN A Ay T ) e = 0B B, AR R AR BRI CSC LAY JE T4
PRPER & B2 56 BF5E — RO T A J2 T AT I S, TF AN 2R B
(De Silva,2005 ; De Silva et al.,2005) WELE ), I 5t 1) 222 & AMAR A
A TER AR (LM 2 58 AREIX) AR ST
PRI (e an A AR I A8 (AR5 AT @
TR G TEAETE 2 B ik B 25 A, X HEZR (2006 ) HYWT5E X
GUEAL T S B2 T R WAL 2 5T A” | R A BT S A2 T R AT
—SBRIFSE (15,2006 ; IMITAE 2007 ; X i MR AE 2015 ) BARBE AL 8 A
S SR ARARR & AEL T SRR v B 0 A2 T s 45 2R, ik s db
7 X T R ( disaggregation ) , ANV JEZH N —ZCPE ], {H )7 3%
AR B R A, SRR bR BT R SR I A T — i SR AR YA A
() 1 CSC, — Bk, 7E 2K P20 B, B R 20 N AR G IR B — &
IRV, Z Wik = S5 R AT BLKF- R 43 B, X 8 2 SV B O 25 L R
(), HARE T A RAANA R FEE . B TR NFE A AL
P LI (B2 ST AR B B IR, 25 T B0 B s Al LI P AR S B P 7
25 R F 23007 FAR DR A TG i L 8Ttk 2 MR A 36 % %55 7] ( Julian,
2001 ; Dyer et al.,2005 ; Preacher et al.,2010)
UK, [ N A XA S 58 T 4R 5 T 220K [l RSB (LR ff A
MLM) # AR (41 De Silva,2005 ; Wind & Komproe 2012 ; 432545 2008 ; 2%
HEENE 2014 B8 TID,2016) |, 7E CSC BUAH TS bRl F 1 IS
REHEER A (aggregation ) Ay F& Al (U1 Putnam, 2000 ; De Silva, 2005 ; £
B SE B, 2008 5 B B B 55, 20115 AL, 20115 )7 BE B
2014 F48E 7T ,2014) . AHIOCLERBESE (Agampodi et al.,2015) &
B, Z BT 452 IBSOWL AR J2 T WS B 25, 2H R 2 TG Aok BT X

@ E4ef FHE (4e Baum & Ziersch,2003) 3¢ ik #9  A2&FA M B M A A K LR b T A K
Feg 5t HANRRATARLT TAEMRIAAR E@it 7%, A F4H (4 Knack,
2002) $iF 45 A AT A KB 0) S AF LT 3T E A%, (overly-aggregated ) | - JiT 1 65
Foir, BRBHBEFMEG AT B LR EA Y M A ATE R 65 R IE B A (de
Portes,1998)

@ FR#E FEF(2014) ZRAENIGATN T2, R0 LR IEFDOIEAR K BEF
FNBAFEFTFELESF LA BIREGBARAAR E@ME, LIE(NMR) MBFEF
A,
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AMARJZ T B ARG

FEZ KSR BRA S TR K T 2 4 i 35 KP4 A ) S AR
FaC O SR IE WA 2474 ( Dixon & Cunningham,2006) $§ i 1Y, N RE A
B D7 AR GE AR R RR R R B AT, A RAHAR N R 22
SRR BEH AR T7 WP SRR 215 B it i S AL i e
12 R MR ERFAR)Z T, 3 57 180 55 ( Preacher et al.,2010) 145
T 2KV b G LB — FR A [, o (1) 21 P R R S
FRBIS , SEBR EAR Y TRGE TR G AR R N AR S N (2) A
FEAB BN FEDE REE T B T AR S A ; (3) A
7% AN — S REAR G M AR RUBE B &, 55 5%

e, B 2K i th A X IK 728 i R AT 2R 2 i it 2 A
BN —SE, TE—BUERARARE 00 T R &, 8 W IR A K&
Tl = #2550 (James , 1982 ; Kozlowski & Klein, 2000 ; Klein et al.,2001)
F1M5 # ( Raudenbush et al., 1991 ; Snijders & Bosker, 1999 ; Bliese , 2000 ;
Asparouhov & Muthén, 2006 ; Liidtke et al.,2008) , BUFERE , BIRFE T
MLM FAH AT 58 AR BT — M AR 2 o) 448 SRR i A7 2H N — B AG
5 (A RHRZAN T XHEy fif e A8 1 1) CSC R AR 6 A 9 AH I A0 3R (a4
A ,2008 ;K5 T, 2016 5 Agampodi et al.,2015) . #% = Hav, A<
e b A A2 35 48 S X A ml @, 9f FLY) 45 (Friche et al.,2013) 7F
X 418 L Ja P 0 e O P R TR R TR S B, 2 R
(ZRHZ5 AR RBUR N R I7) 1) 1CC {H ( BPZE ARG ) ¥4k F ARk
o XAEOLT AT B bR VR BE 7 5 5 G T R v KR A
T Rk

SR R EAE T, B 28 0k e B 1135 3R 3] T AT LR & i ilm 5L 2%
8, BT RA T B 23 Ak Bl BB E A R ME, X — i n] i
ZIKV DT A AT . S LA REAS AL IR] B 7 2270 F% (Sy)
(Muthén,1990,1994) 4n°F .

@ % 2% (Kirkman et al., 2001 ) #3 T =4 A& K P 245 2 AR K P A0 H X,
() ABRAAMMZHE, QA TARES 7 XM ZRA; (3) 4 A BRI (RIT
)y K ABMALBMNE, AT EYETRGE, RN, FIRE
DAL, FIAE, 3R AL L IR B 0 4 — BUME ) AT AR, MO R AR M R 3 R R A9 TR
2,
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J
3 (%, = 1) (¥, = 1)
S, = o1

MIZRF S, HAAHZE T RE MM OF b b)) mas, F H 45
(B PR3 BTt T2 56 T A S AR B L A B A Uy 2506 5 8k
1M, B %% (Muthén ,1990,1994 ) FELUERH | S, FFAE S AR AL 8] P )5 22 56 B
() WTelmfhiit, 5br b S, AMUR 3, A eRE, 1 H AR 24 RFEL (c)
KNI IT 22560 (S ) R R, B

S, =3, +c3, (2)

DLS, FORPEARLNIIT 2R, ORAT S, = 3, Bl LT o
St (Muthén,1990,1994 ) .

SB = Cil(‘ss - Sw) (3)

L (3) EIRE MEFATT 2, , T EM S, KBRSy BT IF [R5 & e,
JUEEL T4 MLM J7ik, 52207 2 JE W55 ( Subramanian et al., 2002 ;
Subramanian et al.,2003 ) 88 & P, 28 B2 4123 AR PEAL — AT &
BT A F AR A B BRI R G, A 23 52 B SMARRRIE Y T
25, DR T 1 58 PRGN, Hh i] BB 2 36 A AR RN A U BRI

SRR + LR K R A T AR gt ese, 5
PR bR T Sy, Ho iR A 1M S B, e 26 0E” iyt X2 s &
SR SRR AL 254 |, R 2 fr 23t BRAORSF PR R 152 ( Dyer et al.,2005)
ARSCNREHIE SR ARG HT A 305 5] A Z7KF- S5 7 R
FYCLLTR fi Bk MSEM ) B9 frg 8 ik Ji& , 15598 CSC il it A5 Y g 0k 1% Wl 47
Ji 1),

(D

L nkgER

()RR A &I B B A TPk

TEZ Ao B R4 bR 3R G i AT AT PR S 78X = 7K P A8
OB SIUE 300 = 2 i ol

Fi7 25 5 17 B R0 5 3E ] ( Kozlowski & Klein,2000) 4 /5 K A4 2 X 45
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FHCEERY ( compilation ) Fl1E A7 ( composition) o I 5 AE AR A 1% 22 8
VRHL (AR TR T, 75 A2 T A 3 50, B A i) L R 4
W, JEEAEAR TR BRI RY Ok B TR A e R 1 (HHGC B
W2 ek H L BT A 2 T 1 20 B, R G AT 5 IR N — Bt I
HIHT ( Bliese,2000) 73 32 Hi B 52 B UL AR (fuzzy ) 5 IS Y , J& ¥
S TRIREAR & v KP4 S 5 0 AR 4 & 8 3 S, A O HOAR
[] , HLTA] 22 S AR KRR 132 1CC R/,

TEPRAE b 125 %8 Wi e 0 77 75 8L ( Kozlowski & Klein, 2000 ; Klein &
Kozlowski 2000 ) 7 — -4 FE A4 J22 M) 8 i 1 43 R 42 JRy MERRAIE ( global
properties) A4 1& PEFF1E ( configural properties ) F1 3 52 PERE1iE ( shared
properties) =28, FEARKEM: R WAELE B ALRE 2 R A AE T 2202
T, AU AR BE 2250 AT BCMASZE AR A TE , o) B e &
WFEDXCALE MR IR A D AR U, I i R 2% AR A AT 68
IRFRNE, BIINAE IR 54 (ERIF ST HOR A AR B o A A A B 7 1
G, FEABE WATE ZRE AR N TR B — Bk, S MR R I T
FEAR RO B LRI 200 S B AL AT, A MRS
FAARLNGE I A A, AR A BESR J7 . I T 2 2 149 5 e 3 > 4R
MV

— B ) MLM A9 22 56 1 5% ( Subramanian et al., 2002 ; Subramanian
et al.,2003 ; Araya et al.,2006 ) 25 B F W, 7E 6 TSR E S 2 5 Huf
N EVRAIE AR B 2 I AT A 2 AR s 248 SR AT 47 A W 385 4 IXC ]
225, A SRt AN G R T S & A o IR 1
KA, BT HEF AL, HAT CSC 3k (i 53 | 2528 5t , 2008 ;
U FA R 2014) SRR IR A T RIFI2T B $5B ( Chan,
1998) SIS RLFARME , HL AN« J& 75 28 % AESK 4R e i 2 0L J& TRl
P ASERY | TR /NXA AR E” Ji T R O A, A R )
BARYJE T2 B RS AL, G /N DXL IR o A A B A By A, @
TE RTINS B A v | SR 7K BGOSR T A7 JER o — Bk
P AR MG A T a9 35 AR, T AER & A B AFLE R 48 45 ( Hofmann ,

@®©  HH% (Marsh et al.,2012) #H dK-F -1 AMRegom B R A R egKF -2 AR5 H 5B
(climate) 2t 3% (context) & &, 5 ) &b 5 Lk Sk FHfo b HMAFIEE F

@  FFRA B P AE ST R S B w0 A AR A3 e BRAK 3R 0GB R A R BE AR Z 1)
#9 % 5% (Klein et al.,2001) ,
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2002) 6T ( BRI SRS S B ) A A BT B Y
ILEL IR LV 1 0 — B A . MR Z T 22 AR E A
PR IR A TE Z 50 T T AR I 58 3 OGRS ik
-2 M Z A5 BE AR YR (Marsh et al.,2012)

LA F 0, AL 8 22 K K- 43 B vy AROKSF AR B2 A5 TSR G o
TP TR EXS N — B AT P, B IPAN $8 b5 AL 45 41 N AH G
(ICCs) FINTR—EMEREU(R,,) o 1CCs Y EEINRELE T R BUAAL 7
ZRPREE LT FT R AL BERAAELICC (1), BI ICCT, RABX FivRFAE g
PR EMAMEICC(2) ] R, FEHRHNIGRIERE, Gt b
S SRR S AR S 2 A PN A [ 280 R Py 7 S AR B A T
BEHLELI S50 A B AR R R Z U .Y S AREA B S R, W0
FHZEA TR AT I EARR — RGO, B2, R, RIPAG 2 N — 2
AN A R] 224k | PR AR AT ] BE A1 A% 2 PN A8k 57 R [) 2 {HL 28 1) 3%
A 255 BE O, I LOZAR bR T S s 7K P48 23 2802 [R] 8T ( Chan, 1998)
FIHZ T ICCs B T4 2R 18] 05 2215 5., AT ARy i KP4 2 A R
B ( Chen et al., 2004 ), ICC (2) M $& 4L T H] W 28 4= 1 ( emergent
property ) FAIESE ( Bliese 1998 ,2000)

() ZOKF-R B 5 7 1 5 2 7K P Y

ZH o A Z — SR S T T RS AR SR,
FEI A LI B g 2 1CC BN, 25 58U T 22 ( Raudenbush et
al., 1991 ; Snijders & Bosker, 1999 ; Bliese, 2000 ; Asparouhov & Muthén,
2006 ; Liidtke et al.,2008 ; Muthén & Asparouhov,2011) . X — s M AR N
(15 BEAG THA 20 ( Bliese, 1998) , BPICC(2) & SUAZ AT LA H . SEbR
b BB TR i AR S, B T AR A R S B R A R A IE S
1T (Bliese & Halverson, 1996 ; Bliese , 1998 ; Shin & Raudenbush,2010;
Grilli & Rampichini, 2011) , A& AU FECF B ROVAL 1A W, 1 H &
T ) AZ O R T I .t T SEBRASE h 1ICC (2) ik B 1, fi

© MTEEATEA, THIR,,) . BTHERAGEESLBARNFRZ MG H 0, R, BF
L2133 B ZRT e NI — B0 (AR X F,2007) . ARG R E B BAR IR S
TR — S, B SR A AR R B o R BEAT AR,
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AH 2 R AEARAG O A 5 £ 45 (Kirkman et al.,2001) X LR FI SR
BT PR B AR W R R G Iy X LR AR SF Al T

SR, TS F A 20 R, RIVSEd i ICCs (R, SR AR AR IT %
BT AT SR AL B M AR S 17 85 2 i 92 BR B ABCE T Ak TIOR8
I R AR AR & R 25 (HE 5L R G SRR A KL
ZA0 % 25, H S E SR A A S0 5% 7 7 19 ( Rabe-Hesketh et al.,
2004) 2 A TEFR R LI B B AN T AR B 1 2H Y (E AR A 1S
TELTF 2 T 7 78 4 A 00 A B, 3k A AOM5 B e 22, 4 3 A T O 22
( Liidtke et al.,2008 ; Preacher et al.,2010;Marsh et al.,2012) ,

R 2, Ay S A RS0 308 Ao AR AP D A 5 K P A 2% MSEM 42
BT — AR BE  MSEM 225477 #2 (LR & F% SEM) 5 MLM Y45
o XFMES S A TR, WA Z AR, S2Ps , MLM Fl SEM 7E
Beop My bR, R’ o A S0 28 S dh i, B8 B MM ( CFIA
HE) B T hREEH o CFA (BRI ) 19 N A5, Wl A E7E &
VR B A o (T At )28 5" ) (Mehta & Neale,2005) , 7£]~ X

@ EdedTE F A % E B (Kozlowsk & Klein,2000) FF 35 i 69 | f2 5 V20 R — SOH 69 1 0L
TFTAHMERE G KT HERL IR EF A BT Aok B A7 AR R K/ & AME
TR I M B EARDIE S G REE Gk AN AR AR R B AR % Mk A A
% L& T & #5422 (dispersion model) (Chan,1998) , ¢ T 2124282 40 W — Hob 2 38 i
REEMERTFHAGITIR, MEBBBRER P, ZKTFMEIFRAL TRAKRF 0093
ML MABETFEZY, ANFTE(RALFTEY B A—HBRIHR, XEFE R
G HEF)VBRERAGRFME, o RL LR REF AN T ZE AR EFT £ (K
JL Chen et al.,2004) , #:% X % (Hofmann,2002) #93Lik WL & B MR L FE B L FH
BRARLGE, EFZIARLERR B R Z 0 A7 L3 MM A& 0 2 AMRAT
RS J AF RS, Wil EH R — R A TR Tk g E T
WA A SRR/ BRI R T AN, Rl THEEMNE BT TR AL L
B — R BB A N A TS B G G, RARGHEN—EIEA
WA, ERE LT (B A/ AR MAERMAFN £ R), S EMAE AR ERAST
He % B, A R E A B4 (Chan, 1998 ) o iE 4w % A% 8 % ( Chen et al.,2004) 4%
L ZKRTIFHAENRER Lo ST mAEE P AR, BERBEREANT, &
SR A ERBEALST AN TR F AN T AL MANEEFIRAF(RAELEE) A
BT HEMMAE AR THTCRANETRAANTEERE T T M RAER & A
Gy XAE, mAEMEEE ME PO ESF (LB E) ANERBERELST AN E,
W g TRAGBHER, CNALEERAE TR HREGR, 2T —KAGERLT
(Fodk THARR R F 0 W25 8 ) 7T ABBRAFLA SZKFEME, TN (Lest TAKRR A
AL AW B ) R E AT R R

Q@ A XHTEHRRBERF, RE AWNF AL R E AFEEFHRTHELETLS,
MEZ AR EEIE S PN 6 ALK Z ¥ B T # % & (Skrondal & Rabe-Hesketh,
2004) .
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VAR AR SRR | i AL )y 25 ML N 22 5 )5 o 2L R) O 22 Foph kg
i ZEAEAERT I 56 &, 7T — &3 ] 2 200k & 38 (Skrondal & Rabe-
Hesketh,2004) , It i S8R L5 AT SEM Al (V1R A A B
LAY 2 F A ,2014) , H B A& I S iR 22 A] AR 22 K
SRR 1) BB 4543 ( Curran , 2003 ; Bauer,2003 ) .

a2 | % 1545 ( Liidtke et al., 2008 ; Preacher et al.,2010) % T
Mplus #4728 5 73 A HE S8 28 G2 b ) RS T 22 /K P P22 £ (MLC) SR g,
MSEM FEASEIE—Fh s P ofe B, IR BV A MLC J5 vk (52 RIpé
BLALN, ANOVA BEAY ) DREARHRY v 2 0L DA £ (BR 1 R A~ 2 A8
L TSR Z A1) B 3l il S AN/ AR Ak Se RS R4, %
JEAE A AE B (Lidtke et al., 2008 ; Lidtke et al.,2011; Preacher, 2015
Preacher et al., 2011 ; Muthén & Asparouhov,2011) O 5 A X, 28 4
MLM R G T, B 2 K7 B R & (MMC) . Hh H 5 (E 2 i
A, AR P A TR &, G AR RS PR EAH 25 T4 4 P TouL B
S ETC 2 S AR X, T MLC UK 1 MSEM K47k F -1 48
A W TC T LI B AR R S T AR B (W IME) | KF -1
BN AT DABRAE A K - 2 VAR LI 8 AR . 3K e Z A Y DG
X1, BAT 407 A %5 2= R 5% (Asparouhov & Muthén, 2006 ; Liidtke et al.,
2008 ) fdt FHEA 5 4 R B FEEAT Z2 K743 B inF, 5 MLC 3R W A
Fe , MMC J7 BEAEA T TR RON FI T B RO I AATE D 15 . A 2R AL
8 ICC W/ AT HmIR 2N . A SRR SRR B D

MBS FRYE, MRKF- - 1 F8hnA BB E R Tl K -2
M A MLC M & & 7E— Sz i R | Pl ss
(Liidtke et al.,2008 ) 5 & 4 & X 43 B WM (formative ) FT 52 B 14
(reflective) PIRNISHY B (EE A A KT B3 A 2H B K 4 A7 AE ]
RFR , KV -1 $RbR R G ZKF -2 13, S R SR AR KF
PR LA 38 Ao % 2 A A e ) o < A R BV AR L 481 L o, v
MLC Jr N5 Ja&h, a5 TR MA R A F R 1, & &
B H MR BOKE - 1 MR 22 5, 2 BUTUEKE - 1 48, tinee

O EFRBASMHMEEHENF X EH% L MLC A% 5 K (Chan, 1998 ) # & # 4 & A k18 2
W, KTFHEZ,MBMLCAHATHEFHBREL, SRAFLARA, BRELR
09 FIRA A T £ R THE B RARE 094547, MSEM N2 i@ id 5 % o5 £ AL N A=
20 18] 3 o TR AT B KR S A AR AT A ERE B REMAGANE S,
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A RIEFE S B TF AL, A HIRE FL B , FEAC & L ICC B, AT ]
MMC %, YR LL BB NTKSF - 1 FIKSF -2 BEAR R BRI, 25 &
i MLC %k, n2RAS AR AR SR A, IR 5 V545 SR AR I

At WER FRFE , MLC X5 1Y & B ds bR W I A5 & | FRAR AT L 45
AR DR 22 (EOF A 2 S 1R 22 ( Liddtke et al.,2011) , 3 2 58 14
A 22 WL A R 5 I F T SR G 7 OB UK -2 #98, Bt
f#i 2% (Marsh et al., 2009 ; Liidtke et al.,2011 ; Marsh et al.,2012 ; Morin et
al., 2014 )R 07 1 T4 52 280 73 A Hh B9 MSEM A A XLk 22 7K - 6 77
(doubly latent multilevel model ) , AR FE Y B S P T [RE] ERK
T -1 5K -2 i F T (sampling items ) 38 5% % I 5 152 2 Al
TAEACE - 1 FAER G EKY -2 M85 A8 b A AL (sampling of
persons ) FIFHMFE IR Z K IE

WKIEARAE  fE 58 MLM (] MMC S0, Ja 80 AR | AR 2 o )
o BRG WRZEYARE &, R SR 2 IR AR 24858
Dt TREP A HII iR 25 (HiE A W R Al TR 22 B T —
TERRD MLC B AR 0 ( Lidtke et al.,2011) ., CSC $8brty 2 v 1
“IRE + AR A 530 ab By R T — AR AR
it ZAE bR T AR 2 (AR R AR E R R 22 Y SR
(Muthén 1990 ,1994 ) 47 SCLLIBI FIAL N By J5 2506 B 1) 5 0 RS 248
o ERIEIF T Z b I i g HKF -2 e T B R A,
B LA S5 4145 ( Marsh et al.,2009) #f 2 As— AR B—0 5 B
PR ) S S A A LEAR Y | BofE MSEM WU Jag T AP AR A |l sl 2 T 4 7%
M ERE

(=) /h&

il /& (Payne et al.,2011) {35 i VE WAL E MM S A ST AR$E bR
TEME ARG SR A Z 000 % TR N — Stk Il SR A D 5
(U Friche et al.,2013) {3 R E5X — s, DU 2y B8 ARG A0 48 B S AU -

@ AERREOGER N EM 201435k KZEF ,2017) £ A MLM s34k R F fb 5 4k K A
RERAXZGHRT FRERAFLELXLETERER Amnit A 2mARLT
AR P AR R RNAT h B AL K 89 FE RN A FARIE &AL K 89 39 18 3+ &R
HARBANYEGREZ AR LB TERS, BARFRAREIF I, A
F SEM #gm] S A A
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% 2 A — SRR F 5 B A 0 SRR B SEAE RS
1 T A Y AR A AR [R) I DR UEZH [R) FNZH N BRI REAR R, S T
PRAEAL R REA R R A8 TEAE DXV 30 - 50 MREARR IS DL # 0L, B
IR N 2 N (S 15 D s i B30 2 T =V € e 7 NS O e
I DX PRy G BB T T S5 R R, K R R A A R R 2 R U
[

SEM F— AL Rt i I i AR 52 e v B iR 22 i AT R
B R 22 BV T, A0 i ] A SCIBC Al T M el B iR 22 75
R EA TR ERYE, MSEM MY TAE\ WA 1 AR (507
T ) Dy A AR HE EAR A | L ZE AR ) 2 D s A o R A | A
SEEL T R 2 A AR R 22 XU AL AR, 9D 1l T AEKF -2 R
] BLIR A AL R R A i i | 22 T R B TS 21 T AE

FEZ Ko h 0 T JE T BA LSRR IE R R SRR L
L T R SRR b, D T IR B e R ER OO A
T T MR Y AR Y R 1 B R sl ey A A AR
WN—EVE T AT B (B AR R 22 () R TR A7 T 2R 5 A A
SN RZESE TR —E R FRIRTER T, T 25 LASGE 2 K
PRI (Lidike et al.,2008,2011) , #f&it, 7E CSC W&, 2=AX T
IARAPEZE I 0 22100 H] MSEM HEZL . SRIM4E D MSEM [9R¢6], A8 22
IKAPEEUEME R 5730 B (MCFA ) B 75 123 7 5 2 G0 2 A7 1 T, 15 F i
A BRI T SRR P 2 BEA I D7 T Y 407

Wik (Staber,2007 ) FELEIRA I XA REAL 22 BEAMTITIS A 2L,
FEBEARBON S HATRRIIA —ZtE, URAHBRE A S TTAR
B RO B AN RIS R T RAR R 22 S (E AR D T Y
T2 WA, —BERVE, R G T UA S i AL )2 300
TR SN APARAL | DA 2 o PR B8 AR A A 2 AR I 4 0 e v
BERONEAN 2 AT REFR 32 T X AN

= S

AT 2200 AR b b AT A0 B2 0 — B A
HSHERN L 54 TR ESE AL , 221k MCFA FIEE CSC HS BRI .
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(—) VA S B Ol

WS T B R EEE S 500 A B < Efeh X0 8 btk £ 0
HUIH , A SRR R G I KA, 00 H A 4 A [R) S S
Mo A TR AR A X, B AR AN Y4 IF & /N X 28 ] 2
AELLE (2010 4R Z07) A P 41000 P LB AESR 70% DL 1Y
T4 NITH , FFEAEWIE e — 2 =208 17 AT P AE
A 7. 66 4 (ARifE2Z 3. 62 4F) . A ELSH S 62.2%

PAAE MR A DGR P RIS SR EBUBE 3% LU B4 AR ( PPS ) S IBUINX FEAR
SRIGAER A T /N DX e 1] 5 fT FH 460 B il R 2 B B P A Oy o A
A, FP g AR S SRRl 3 (Bl T EE 0k ) HE
BN 55 Al 3, 3 30 /MK BT EFEAS 1650 4>, [R5 TR A
F2013 4 8 -9 A, &8 B, MEA AR 1544 4, G %R
93.6% , Horr, Bk 49.29% , T 43.7 B (hREE 12.7 %),
SCACFR I Ry R AR A b 5 O,

() B BOR R b fihat

M TFASCE BT LA MEAEEIE R R, I % b i 5T
FEA b, oAy A7 B L2 R N 5 1k A aE R (), i B DA R4 4
PEARVEA R F (208 T EWAW = R XM EIEIR) , % 5 5
ZAECINT) GG FE L (VOL) 4 X AE/E (TRU) AFEVAJE (IDE) 3t 4

O FRBHASTRAIFRT MEALREZ O T RALARNEREAZENEREGRR AL
ZEBFRTOMNELER, A EENET GRARAME -, BAXEBFLAR LR
ETERET, B TARTHEHRALEZIAF, K0 ELREL, 24FH—MKkt
AN BAEMELEER AR, BT Fi& 5 ETF(2014) 935k F , L Mg E R @
SHRER AR EEFETAREAS T ARG ESERTN F (F HRAETI LR 6
RN E) T REZAR E@ey, AR, FFMEEAS, Tid TxF R
BRI E RGN Bt B BARE IR B AR, ZREMNE A EEZ ARG
* %, % AAFR (4 Muniady et al.,2015 ; Isham & Kahkonen,2002 ) 4, % 304 #) F= ik 4n 7
MNgFEZRFRAE, &2/ R E(De Silva,2005; De Silva et al.,2005) 72428 F 42 5] £
BEAERAFMARTABRBTT 5 CHEERAR K R (N EA LR LT RG R
AT IR A ) AT L M AR 2 TR B B &, 3L 5% 4w A /R 3248 ( Paldam 2010 )
Fe oy AT WA S FRAM R, RIX T B A3 LA & AR T A M T AR
ZREA G REAFRELENL, MBFHLEEINAELTAALE T @KR, HRALS
FA P B 45 A (bonding/inclusive ) = #f 42 & ( bridging/ exclusive ) # & % ( Putman,2000) ,
Ml LRSS EF AT RARGEERSRIEZI S5, B4k R & bt A nl
FALABILFM(Chan,1998) , 4o fTE AR ARREREAR HET AR E® EAR
Bl AR 63k e B NIZ R B 7 ik AR, BET, 28R AR EZ T,
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ANYERE VYRR A PRI ARTRL (G 1 $EFR R Ty 1)) o MBI R A
KE, BRI E P A AL R S R R R S R R 2R (R
NI SOR R LIt X 5l &R LR Fg 1), PRI R PR LA X 4y R A0h
W E Y 2 22 56 T F R b @

N T RRIERG G UITE, 5 %R 1CCs R, VPA B iddR bR, 4
A A IR AR T4 R P E T 0T AL BB | R 2 P — BeEAS T AT
YE R 1% BEBY4EH5R ( Hofmann 2002 ) o H1 T H ATIA B = B X W 7EM &5
FERITEA R AR , X8 A A A = b A A T I e R AR A 75 2 % 45 SO
I 1CCs (LA S R0 A5 B ) #E4T7FA ( Stapleton et al.,2016)

MEER (WL 1) R F , EBaHabrdn« T2k 5/ X HoAlh Ji RO AR
RIBFNAE G bR H AR FKCF  ICC (1) #1 R, (HI AL THARAY K-
BUHAKE, HA 4 ADNETICC(1)7E0.06 VL, 5 I1CC(1) Mk, 1CC
(2) Bk A (AN BAT 4 AN ETAE 0.7 AR, 1 AN 0.6 LLR ) H:
FEEG & TRRHANFEA T, AR5 R,7E0.7 LT, A
R, MR T AN A S e - 25 Sl oK, AN il F6 bs A /N IX

8T 0.3, 52, B ICC(2) F1 R, AT i W] 45252 1 /K SF-, {H 1CC
(1) B EARXTBAR . — T T 8 B R A BO i ob , i il A LAY
FasE PERR R R ], JU AR RSN WA AR R LT 5 53—
7T R Ja 1 25 T 2 32 AR TR Z S A X2 T o AR AN
I3 o FTRL UEROR BEATHR AR N — VA T B AT IR, S
T X NERSE M . ARIE IRV (design effect) bRiE , $5- -3 20 BERL

O INTHAFLRE. (1) KREFE DRI EREIZ; (2) R RER, TiLAREH KA R
b EH Al E () RAENREEZLE B TRIFUMA; (4) MR EXKSHAREA
EH B, VOL #4R 645, (1) R FFAREMH# DR FA; (2) e R A FA Y h K,
B EHRFHABER—AREMIE,; (3) W RAALF DR ERRMR DR 6 FA, &
Shdm, TRU ¥HEE (D)ESKBELEELEIERS;(Q)ESXEALEEIR
R/ EB)ESREALEEIR LTSNS, IDE 547604, (1) DREXA
CRVREGE Q)P REERMK SHMBEA DR ERMEFE Q) EADRH— R K
B RAF/ BB B 75 (4) B DR RAKREAHEZ S,

@ MER EkHF,CSC EMMAEFIGAFR S 38 TEREMERT M mIEIF, STkt
HIARF B A S & F M A A I (Bliese,2000) 13 K LR B8 A B A&7 k., b
SR R E M A LA R A T RAWEA, 3T T AT 8 RIRE 7 AL NAEN
BERE, FIRHEEAEFTELAA TR, (1) P EREISH, LEAN TRALEE
BRGELTF AERSHBAREWIKEHFI; (2) H £ — ) oh 3F M ALE kAL,
X LT AR A AR £ | 354 A £ S KT AR A B AF AR 5 4R £ A0 iR F, Jo AT
HAR BB —F R,
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1555 11, 1CC =0. 02 B BEi 2O B K F— il FE 2, PRI A fi] v B
SRIRITFERR 1CC BN (HIEMACR B M T b R4t Tt — i £
I BT B S5 H

(=) B 5kl

LT MCFA # CSC 8RR R O B 4l fal Fdd oy K+
HARMYE, 58 4 N, b T T EDWEEAE , LB Shsc Mg
SCHERE RG], 45 K SE CRA RERLE (LR R . b 2 A 1A
A8 AR A T Sk Sk B 0 [ s AR ALK IR | XoF R 4% 46 b 4L [ A5 751
HOH N AV AR B, R TR I B kAR R AR AR . TEZ KT BEL
BRBEA I 2l N RE AR BEHLAE AL, 7 247 T4, PR At
ALK — 1 R A A 4L FR R, @

i}

Rk FRiE M TSR B2 (HED)

BAUE T Mplus GEIHAAMAGTH, MCFA SRIBUB 7 B A th A
TS 2% HOKF - 2 BEAR AL/ SR DU A 1 COR BEE e R 5 R .
RO, BT SR Y B K S TR PR Mt e A DL S

@ MCFA & T MSEM #4¥2k % X, B A% %5 ( Muthén — based approach ) & L7 X, 3 L Muthén,
1990,1994, # F MSEM HLiE & SU#9 7 #2 5 L % 45 X 4 (Geldhof et al.,2014) # X,

@ B Mplus BHAHHEAAFE, RIS EEARL, wRENAEEF ERET LS
Y LB O SR
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(P9) 5890 -

F14H T MCFA AN ZHIRE R, BRSBTS TR
ORGP 4 X2 KT CFA S55L X F AR A 25 L w]
PIE R, SaE A, J5 & 25 R 72 fr B g Al . 5540, A
FPAS IR 7 =A%) (L)) PR TaD AR G R 40 ( L3R 2) hnl R 3, AR XS F
MCFA 4 [m) 255 3 T R4 7 XnY K CFA 25 R K2 W 3l 71K
Al o ME— B A2 L Bl A8 18 ARG B A SR 22 R A R O B R, R DR A
TP FZRIE N CE T4 (WK 2) . X 5B ESEEE TIH R
N AT 4518 —3% ( Lidike et al.,2008) , MAYSEFE , BS I R riass
SRR ZH AR PN PR A DG R SEFOMACT-3

&2 A7 EFEEX R R
PR B A b T RATRMAKT -2
i) | PSRN T
INT VOL TRU INT VOL TRU INT VOL TRU
VOL | 0.604 * 0.545 0.572"
TRU[0.389" | 0.419" 0.656 | 0.433 0.538 | 0.39

IDE [ 0.572" | 0.463" |0.700" | 0.877"| 0.656"|0.841" |0.858" | 0.626|0.815"

7E: " p<0.05,

SEM R AL AR SOSE T IX U . X TSR, CFA HEZR TR
— R T E L (CR) FP-25 28 S A Uit ( AVE) #EATPE . ANl B
AKPAGTHEYE TN A RE AT, Tk R R G, 122
K HE 28R, R AdE T 18 K F B 2 {5 B (level-specific reliability )
(Geldhof et al.,2014) ., H T A S o3 Afr 1 AEAL DCZ T8, T 285 v 22
TROVABEHD A FHRLZE PN VAL 80 3553 A B ST, 3¢ L AS AT ko 4L TR AR A o 5
RIATIEH . IR R | & N Fhniefb i 4 7E 0.6 LI E,CR
¥IE 0.8 LA b, AVE ¥IARMIKT 0. 6, K R A5 I Ar, Mk 2,
X3 ATLUES, A 5 AVE AR5 AR TP 2Z (8] 9 AH 56 = 4K

@ FRENEFRBIESH RA X IR ERRL, B A h il AR LN F T KA KA
B FRIEKF -2 AR EZFOMAEFT X, B E XA BARTFREA X,
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o X {H, 2 I X R fchy ©

MEERAT ARKFEE B R EBRAMRRE W T, T RS
K CFA iR AVE Fil CR F8ARZEAR IR T MCFA 2 [] 45 5 48 i
Febr. FTLART LAFRAR A (8 ] MCFA &b 2 B0 it v i i R 4 7
At T 2 AN 0 Rt X ARE A PN 0 5 25 118 S I LA 1T L T B 4 5 i o) o
e AR A AR 1 H T

%3 AN (HE) ERNRERRELR
WK 560 R T 2 A HFREHTAAKFE -2
(4 [RIEEARD ) B 7K - B8 I 4 R 437
AVE ( i’%r;) CR AVE ( i’é‘;) CR

INT 0.818 0.905 0.947 0. 744 0.862 0.920
VOL 0.620 0.787 0.828 0. 604 0.777 0.818
TRU 0.897 0.947 0.963 0. 806 0.898 0.926
IDE 0.891 0. 944 0.970 0.836 0.914 0.953

2 1]/ 20 N TR 28y ATERL - [R1 DG R A b At A B ), S5 5R s 4
PURNZE (B R B A A 25 S, ZEAE X2 I, B T B 8h 28 A AR R
F T ZER RO AR 2 i T2 K2 K A B 2
AN 120 — BB FE bR A SR AR T 2 MR R 5, H(R]
KAWE LM RINAANRZ 1, o0, ARG, G SR bRt &2
Z:7 pS GRS REIT (A< /N LR 280 N JE AR B RS B ) AR AN AT
TS SR AR (AR« XS /INX Aok & se i 07 ) IRk 3k B = i 4
W3, ANk, S B8 B B AE ) B4k DX 2 T B A SR DA I 24
(HEXAEAE AR JE ) 7R3 1k b B3 m i 41 g — 20tk 21 m) O 22 5
Fe AT, 2CR T AVE WK,

© b TAER 62 N et M4 3+ 75 i 4 s 45 R R &4 4 SEM 44 4-45 47, 4= RMSEA . SRMR |
GFI1 & | B oA VA4 A 3 b JE AR R AE BE A S0 A 0L, MU vt 37 4% 3+ 44 i DIC 3547 (TAL
HAICHIYR) A THMEAMBELEM AR HAEEZFER, EFRLLEARA
Z AR AR PR AT LAY ) PL A

@ AIA D& (Muthén,1991) it B EF ICC #9F%  h T ER B A S h ey AL R+
INT,VOL,TRU.IDE w9 | -F 2818 /40 W 7 £ i+ £ T 43 & 8 ICC 4 0.036.0. 088 .0. 131 #=
0.231, & 2 Hizs#k,

229



ST 2019. 6

L EE S e

“IL[E G2 5 BRIN— B0 SR AR G AL A B A 5T (B2 IT,2019)
AL 7 B R B A X Sl DX A ) e [ R 1) G B2 B B AT145 H
BAH G )7 3 (A% 2011 .6) . R CSC, B R )52 (2014) 44
SO FE TR AT £ R BB ) HE ) B R AR T Eh AT, A
W22 FE R VR, 6 T BE AR AR S AR I R4 | S ] AU AN 2 i 7K F-
P AR 1 T DA 23 T A 0 (R R 5 v oK 2 854 A H B i
I T AR AR R ) |, TS 227 I A S HE AR 28 ALY Sk I,
FHOCHE AR R A BIEE AT IPAS e S A i DU AR

ARCHTER FEEE CSC AN HIESE B, 4R [ il F8 bR, 2345
A IEEVERRIE  TER A KA A T R A E A 4L TR K T
ORISR AR RO B AR L AR TR 22, JE R 5 R
FNHN BB L BRIEO, SBH5 Wow |, Fa b5 th R d N — 3
PR L BIAR 5, a7 50 3R A5 A B IR XU, 5 256 Fh T B A v ZK S 2
(ER AR b B R — 5 b, B A 5 - (2014 ) %F H i@
17 CSC e hn Il & B A L B, HSEYE T ( Van Deth, 2003 ) 5
TE RS AL 23 B AT S A7 (%) ) RS A0, 3 28 el 5 3R 5 T A B, 45 18
SRR ST B R ST M | DLk Sy A SRR BB BT

HAIKE , EET MLM #E4T CSC RIAF I8 i, — AR 4 % 55 45 1
A 1CC RN, DLW R A AT 2K 0, SR 14 A5
FRIY S, CSC 25 VLI T8 b 21 8 — SO R BE A PEAG g im Z 00 T, 3
T MSEM HESR fry b $H 38F e T 48 b 17 020 5 A7 7 1 {5 R0 )t , A
1A% 2 T 0 R 2 R 4 TE 7 Y CSC L DA Z2 7K AR R 5L 30 AT B X
G EAT XS B BS54, R B A ik B AR, X
PR IL AR 25 5 v 76 2], 2% 8L P 45 DR - 28K far 1 4 ] PR AH O¢ — i
Ho T T B SR A B A L A0 R U A A X M S A AR
iR 2

o BV A R W0y R R B R B T M A A D K
SRR, (H AN TR 2 7 ARSI Ak DX P 3R] b v, iR AN R A
PSR, DA (51 B i 0 A7 25 SR Kk B, 1CC (1) Z2 4R YE [ #E 0. 02 %]
0. 13 Z[H] (fAI 3 F37 0. 056 ) 5 R NAHEA REEKA P bR 1CC(2)
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HT Z KI5 20 B BT A R 2 B AR I

IR, AT 0.7, W] WAXSFLL FE WS, G540 T MBI AL X
BB N —BOE A FRAR A K@ KL, 78 8= D ZIEH A1
U, BB ABUE M 7 SO AR ST pn R A AL X2 18, SEE I 1 4t
DX PN R ALY S B P, 25 ) R T, IE W B | B9 Bt (2006 ) 534
PERFSE AR 02536, BT A0 4k X oA e IS o SRl ik . 241t
Hh ] Y B A DA R SR NI T 4, i LB B B A fef B Ay
o, 78 CSC I 2= — e X 2w 58 b 22 B TR B A X
i TFIRIEAL 1 75 B T A A 2 00 B | S ELGE R A AR
T, AN 2R RS KA XN, 7 SR R A by M [ AR — 1 g ] et X
WER AL T 00 K . B X R o A A AUE I % 3R A 10 i B
LA SR BE S I SEE ,

AR SN R HL MCFA #4588 PR P4 X Ak 25 0 A ) — Wk 224K
MEERATF  Z B AR ML BA W f51E, nT AU, T MSEM ££ 7 i
AR AL B 22 7K S Hp A FJE 1 %508 D5 T AR A% 58 MLM ( Zhang et al.,
2009 ; Preacher et al.,2016) , 7EARAAT X A58 Hef 3R 15 ) 12 s H .

e, T B A S B9 LSRR | o e 82 TARA FRR AW ST sk
PRI : (1) SEBVEE L X2 I FEAR G/ H4L N TCC 3% 3 4k T
AR, 3k Z AR A 15 o — 2 R e, SEBR - A F MLM, MSEM
iR, G RAEA S (JU 241 1A] ) (Ludtke et al., 2008 ; Liidtke
et al.,2011) ;@ (2) LB A HALFE A 8 HIFF & 1 /NX /N 22 8] AT
REAATE—E IRt (A 3k B An et AR 56 F R, A9 24008 — Btk
FNWT) 5 (3) SEBI LA 2 BE T8 b5 A 3, A 40 45 B 80 (1% 25 44 1 OG 2R 1

D EFRHIER, BPIERFE RS P, B TEMR A RS E W EIIAR ICCs MAAE
M, “BIREZFBEILEARLITRFTHERRART SV P NEDR AR R IR
KAK S YA EANRE NS Ha AR AR R F SR 82/ BN/ BR
EMED)EH S VA2 ZAFHMICC(1) . ICC(2) % #1  0.03/0.53;0.04/0. 60 F=
0.04/0.67, “LANRALEZES TRINEGHERXAT S Y P B A AL F
RKEFERAM ICCs HIL T BIL T 0 89 fAA,

Q@ MTHMBEZTLA b, o —RAA XA RREFTAGARL (B F, T, 2016) F,
AR EZAREFE>ANFYHR G BB B AL ICCHRATR, R
BN 6.03% ,RE—FERILETR, XERLEEV S TELERFER HRERTE
ws Rt

® #15% (Lidike et al.,2011) A T2 - F AR5 F B0 | RAR E R o AR EAEA 7T 48
F B EWN PR AE M RiR, RIZ PR R T &RFHERE ICCFRHE, £ ICC
AR R AE AT S A DL T IR £ AR IE (W) ARG T 09 2R B B T R AR AR
AR
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HEREMIE 5 AR A AR ARG i MSEM 195 AT7 ik E AR
AT LASE AR 4 R PR AR A 0 2 (0 (5 R0 AR T |l T DA PR N 2R 1Y
B H Bt R TEGE A PR B & 7 A A AE SR FR . MSEM A ST |
T EE & 2% ( psychometric ) T JE A2 25 32 % ( ecometrics ) ( Sampson ,
2011 ) HEZR . /KPS AL o 1 — A Ja SRR 1 SR HERR T X &R 4
PIZE o A BRI, KT AR (] B 31 B0 AR 1A S S 1 [m) A 4n o] 1464 7
ZIGHISY, W AT B A R, P A el 78 CSC F5 br il 2 v 58 A 2,
YRNGERY RN OC 1 4 B OF 5N 4 B A RO A R — AR R
Z D

BH IR ;

AR A S R 2011, (R AL R ROME £ SRR IS i), RN, B, b
YN e

SR BB, 2014, (i DX B v 5 4 X R ) —— LA AR HLG FONBFTE R &), (o
R A2 (FE 2B ) 56 2 T,

R SRERI 2017, (IR ATHEDC S Btk S B ——JE T 2014 47 v [/ 57 3 ) Sl I &2 64 73
M), Crha Bl k) 5 3 0,

TS EE 2014, CHEIX A as 6] St 2 B AR ——4 e s [ A R R AL XA 2 AR B
BE) (ET 5 11,

HEB HEORFE,2006 , (AL DX SEFARE R < BAAHCRYARHL™) |, (A T R 2 A 3l (AT
HERREERR) )5 6 1,

——,2008 , HEXAH AN At —TUEE T 2RI BRI AT ) , (Fh2x B0 45 3 W,

BB (T, 2016, (R D2 BEASK Ak S 5T (9 5 I —— T 2 SR B B9 0 A ) , (TR G
AR A2 ) 5 3 301,

#%%,2006 , (HE2 B S P EA R Rt A £25
M R AT, (2 2R ) 5 2 .

TR 2011, (SRR AL AN X 2 5 5 1
)6 W,

SRR B LRI, 2015 , (R DX A 23 8 A % o 44 il 28 2 A 5 i)
FDCRA ISR , (A SCHLER) 55 3

BRIE Ji i 2014, (ChE AL 2 BEA B 5 Bt ——— D5 AT 2 LA B9 4 J5 756 ) L (VL%
(RS L LR N

MR RIEN Rk h 25

T ZIRWBA 4, (G

T ATH R A

© A3 55 (aggregation dynamics) AL LELXBRAARM, AW ASS A4HF 0K
AR FEFA P T2 8 A R T £ 4R (agent-based ) H AL Fu S 5 Ty A2 K R pLT A2 AE A
E A I AL H B R XA BT ANBA R E RGBT ERIELS I FAR
ARG I B o fE AR A Z R LR AL R, — B0 T AT AR A 45 AT
HANRARBEFFZT,

232



HT Z KI5 20 B BT A R 2 B AR I

PNSLF-,2001, (R IX AR BEAR SR T ), () 5 4 W,

PAIT RGN AR IRAR IS 2007, ( BUARRAE M SR ATIN RiE# 25— T 2 RAR
PEREAS T A B SCIEMT) | (222 BF90) 5 4 8

SR T, 4 R 2019, (L RMR SHE ) | Tk AR bt BTSSRI,

o ng K AR 2014 (IR SR e BT AR RIZE DI AMA R ) | (220 5T)
B4,

A 2011, T Ak X i R @55 ) ( Formulating of the Scale for Characteristics of Urban
Communities ) , {#1:2¥) ( Chinese Journal of Sociology) % 1 1,

TRGesE XU 55,2007 , (PFo338 N — Bt i ss MR T , CO BB ) 26 5 391,

ARER RS R ,2008 , (RS BEAKT I T i RO B R Y S . — T SR R A AT A AT )
(HAAF ALY 6 W,

B U, 2001, GE A S T AL S BEA——rh R R O B E AR B 4y
Br) , (ILIRAE R 22 ) 45 4 ],

BUIEAR 2006 , (IR PG IR £ Jar RAVHE S BEA) , (A AR 2 40 (NSO BEA R ) ) 26
6 1.
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