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Abstract

The purpose of the present study was to identify the latent classes of mobile phone dependence tra-
jectory patterns, and to examine the associations between gender, academic stress, psychological
distress and academic resilience and these patterns. The participants were 293 10th grade students
and they filled in the questionnaires over 3 waves, with an interval of 6 months between each wave
(April 2017 wave 1, November 2017 wave 2, and June 2018 wave 3). Latent Class Growth Modeling
was used to identify sub-populations and three latent classes were observed: High-dependency class
(7.9%), Moderate stable class (19.4%), and Low decreasing class (72.7%). Multinomial logistic re-
gression analysis showed that psychological distress was significantly higher in the High-dependency
class and Moderate stable class, compared with the Low decreasing class. In addition, girls were more
likely to be involved in the Moderate stable class than boys. Our findings provided implications for
discovering the risk groups of MPD and facilitating a more effective intervention.
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1. 5|8

T FHLEA N 7 DIRE 2 5548 2L, WM TR PR | 7E 2RI AR AN+ A M 4% (Billieux, 2012;
Hou et al., 2017; Lepp, Barkley, & Karpinski, 2014), FHL.EBN HHE A/ H LA DR —H 5. THEK,
B FAHLRRIE Y &, FHLUH & 2N, #% 2018 K, TEFHHF L 8.17 12, Hr 25.4%HH)
F PR %A (CNNIC, 2019).

FEBAE STk, F B A ARAE & FAUSE(Kwon et al., 2013), FHLHK#(Billieux & Linden, 2008)
A “TBFHUERERE” (“Nomophobia”) (FATEIEM H FAHL) (King et al., 2013). FAIHTE T T HLAK 1) 2= 2 0T
F 1) 72 #% 5)) Hi 1 (cell phone/mobile phone) AN G FAE A, (HIRBEERHL A RE, BEETHLIIE 2, A M
W T B SRTE AR R RE TG, (025 T 10 ST A IR A WA X A3 IX e ARAE,  [RIRASHE 7R “ FHLK
#1” (Mobile Phone Dependence, MPD)iX— A&, FRH Leung (2008)#2 H I FHUKIAIME S, B FHUK
ST AR 1 A2 — b 5 5 B RS ARLBL ) b sh %l Bk, B A AR B o (2 B 2 5

WFFE R, FHURKEA A BRIC R A (Y oung, 2007). 2NV G2 (Ng & Wiemer, 2005). V& 71 8(Block,
2008) LA K AR 22 0o B ] f(Thom, 2018; Zhang, Yang, Tu, Ding, & Lau, 2020)H 3. FHUKNT Akt 218 R
TR AR T D R, X 22 HTARAT B 34 68 S8 HLAS 5 0 e ) r= A 0 2 0
(Steinberg et al., 2008), KIIt-5HABFER BEARMLL, AT 25 51 B FHL(Livingstone, 1998). & LIAE
TG AR 2 B0 F U TION D ZR AN Zs R R M 7, ABARAD G T & IR R D TR R i
A LT DA TR E TR R, 11 A T /D A ] e FA UK IR « IR ST TR A4
ZE5, DARCTRESEMA AR R R s m R R . Rk, 7EARDEFIH, BATMHETE H IR 1) RIS
KA (Latent Class Growth Modeling, LCGM)#RZE FHURKMI A R, 2) B 705 FHURKEUZ R P20 G
PG R 2 Rk R 26 o ELAARSRUE, BRATIEFL T M5, b 7 O3 L S BIPERFHURKIR I K R .
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1.1. FHRBAOXEEE

AR, XFEREDFERU, SRR E R RS s ). ELVE R R I )5 %
s 2 [B) 7 AE 35 B 38 A0 2% (Lam, Peng, Mai, & Jing, 2009), 02 i & /1 A] fE 2 AT A — A EE K
AR e 2 MRE T N TEBAME R I8, A T Re /= AR O, X Bk e 20 BONAT TR SR 5K AR 56 (13
A1, AN R — R AL .

PRI AR (OORIE T 68 57 A (1) VAT 45 DA S S BERI U ) “ B2 7 R A& A i A AR TR I 2 2R T
PikiE, S77RE AL, BT D AT I 5 R FE R J(Liu & Lu, 2011). [k, A EFHA4E
A R 2o B Aof P R 28 1 R X S8 I i — 7 20(Chiu, 2014). KERFFREW, FAERREACTE 2L E
15 B0 2 P25 AR 5%, 335 WX 2507 %% il (Snodgrass et al., 2014)FFEAL B F (41205, 2017).
AL, FRATME B S E J1 5 F U8 R R Bk 52 IE ARG

T EF AU 55— AR N 32 OB v . AR — MR /13 ie, HAENE LD TRES F5
OHYETT, BRI SECH P BT N(Agnew, 1992). 5 2, FHUHAT e T DX H % 1K 151 1)
FERAMARRER ) — PR R N 77 e DA RFFIESE, (DR EEE ) 5IR 2 04T Z [k Ay
YER, iR %< (Goldschmidt et al., 2014; Haynos & Fruzzetti, 2011)F1 /4% & (Jun & Choi, 2015). B,
BAMR B O 5 TR R B2 2 IEAE

1.2. FHEBARHE =

WFFLE N, OFRFINE AT LAG AR 24 i i) — AN S LR R 3R, DR A ) 4% e ) — A 2 22 iR R 2
Bz BRI RE RS R ST TR OB (E i, ARJR R, 2009 DLESF, #1F, 2015). TERFA
P 26 BB PR 1] B, Young (1996) I 7T AT, O B0 = (10 A4k LU o BB VAR 1) M 58 22 (R AR 4 P 2
P, WEEE NIt BRI A, X AT DL ANA R N 4 RO ) R, LEANARCRT DUSE A R
LSt A= 3 PR SR M, AN AR B N R 5 A N I 4% RO I R B, 2008). BFFEE IR R, (O
A DA T T HUR (B A2, 2017), BLCERBIMERR S AN, LA R R RIS

EVIIPECEE VI B R E BB 1G5 T 00— P BRI O BRI, e SO ROk I Z i sl
MISEEIIRE T, XS BT A A 2 R R £ Z 7 (Martin, 2013; Cassidy, 2016). 22T
D, TETIE 2L R A B I, ReO8 IREF R AT 2NN R DL, BUEAARA TR PP B
b, FEAS B I R £E S 7 (Alva, 1991; Martin & Marsh, 2006). B, b A] BLRBAR 220 T F AT
PRI 50 T WL R 47T 57 (Luthar, Cicchetti, & Becker, 2000). %5 F, ARG\ S FHUR K
JRENIE 2 8] 2 A

I H., O SCHERUE S 2 520 FHUE M — AN SRR R . SR, S8 T UMM 22 57 AR 7
SRTFAEER . 55T, oMb 5 A Z KT HL(Augner & Hacker, 2012; Choliz, 2012). #£53
— IR s, BAYELEAE AL LRI A B otk B 22 (Lemish & Cohen, 2005). #R10, 7EHAMRF 7 H, BAE K
WFHUE A B 2 F (Bianchi & Phillips, 2005).

2. ARG
2.1. HFRMR

R FCRBCEREA AR, TR R A E AR N RS, DAPEROy ALE I 7648 AR T 3 b
—IEG 433 ZE ARG, TR ST, BRIRIEIRE 6 N . m TR HE R RS
JRR, R E R B =R, 5 140 A(32.3%)EESINE =ik, SEEUEER. B4
JH 293 L4k S5, HA B4 109 A(37.2%), &E 184 N (62.8%), i tb), PR N 17.46 (SD = 0.60).
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FLIR T 2T R B R, RS 5 R RS B R AE 24 FI(F = 0.01, p > 0.05, partial n° = 0).
O (F = 0.01, p > 0.05, partial n> = 0) 22 HIPEF = 0.79, p > 0.05, partial n> = 0.002) F1FHUKHi(F =
242, p > 0.05, partial n* = 0.006) 5 KA B & E R . XUPFERRIRARENLIGOEE, B, A
e, B %, 2014), Bk, ABE UM AR ORAASAAS V15 B IAB EAT AL BR(E i, 2014).

22. ARTHE

2.2.1. FHLEBEFR (Mobile Phone Dependence Index, MPAI)
K H SO UK FE £ R (MPAL R & F AL, ZFae i, JaARie, SAng, 2014),
BFE17 ADTE, W “DREAAMENFEBIRE R EHTFI” %5, RA S st 1= “—SlA” F]5=
CRET ). SEBEFRRTHUKBUER ™ E . X EREA RIFMESE . AT, %EEN Cronbach
ZH a3 A8 0.91 (T1)s 0.91 (T2)F1 0.9 (T3). FUEPERE RS HT(CFA)K I, k385 & & DU R R AR,
Zz/df: 2.33, p<0.001, SRMR=0.046, CFI=0.959, TLI=0.948, RMSEA = 0.058.

2.2.2. W FE FIE SR (Academic Stress Scale, ASS)

KA 8RR (Lin & Lu, 2012)M &8V D), B3 7 DMIH, a0 “ 5Bl Jok 2 — M i
07 5, RA4 8o ON 0= “dEEARE” 2 4= “FER" ). HBR SR IE IR AR
FCH Cronbach R4 o 4 0.77. CFA Z5EM, HRAEH G AW RBAL: //df=2.75, p<0.001, SRMR
=0.033, CFI=0.962, TLI=0.938, RMSEA=0.06,

2.2.3. 1ILIREE (Brief Symptom Inventroy, BSI)

K HH 181 2R IR HL(BSL; Derogatis & Melisaratos, 1983)H1 F Tl &I ARFIEE G B3, 7300l
6 I (Derogatis & Spencer, 1982), A7t R BANAL S £ EAFAE = FEAH R (r = 0.84),  AIATIX N4k FE
E G RN OB T IX N AR B I FE R (Sellers, Caldwell, Schmeelk-Cone, & Zimmerman, 2003), JL4 12
ATH, I PEBIE KR &, KA S SN = RAAT Bl 5 = “RRILTEE” ). 0 HE
m, DERE TR S . ZEREA RIFNERE . fEAMFH, Cronbach 2% o 24 0.93. CFA Z554E
SAZAERIN AR, df=2.86, p<0.001, SRMR=0.034, CFI=0.968, TLI=0.957, RMSEA =0.068.

2.2.4. FW I E R (Academic Resilience Scale, ARS)

KH Cassidy Zw il )2 W1 B R (ARS-30): KM E L IvE, B4 30 MH, W “TRASEZZ
FIVEE” 25, KA S Mt 1 = “IRufgE” 35 = “RufgE” ). EimEREEEN &, H
FRFAEALCNT 0.40), MERT 4 MTH, R 7 26 ANTEALE—S 4. FEARTFF, Cronbach &
$ o N 0.87.CFA 45 FAIESCZ A R A2 0] DL SZ 02 4df = 2.34,p < 0.001, SRMR = 0.060, CFI = 0.864,
TLI=0.845, RMSEA =0.058.

2.3. A E

AT FEAE P S BT (LCGM)SRAR TR T A FHUHOB A R B » 4656 75 B3 8245 BIC, BLRT.
Lo-Mendell-Rubin (LMR)A! Entropy. BIC #&f5 8@ FH M bt Fabr, (BRI LA 8R4 . BLRT 1
LMR Zo il £ 50 M B A 2 (k 28) & A0 T Al — MEBL (k — 1 99). p (B35, Ui BA &k BRI T & — 1 28R,
Entropy {E7E 0~1 Z [8], FRIEUT 1 x40 2 585 3 (Lo, 2001; McLachlan & Peel, 2000). EARKW, 7E
KBEGeH, RAMER BIC A1 LMR {0 P (A fEAH ERE, Hk e BLRT. 4R, BIC I,
LMR p fH(k RS k — 1 SEBTRH Lb) 538 ORI B A E N i Bri& i 43 2 (Jung & Wickrama, 2008; Ny-
lund, Asparouhov, & Muthén, 2007).
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TA

TR E G R, FTLACRA Logistic 1404 H A8 &0 FHUKHEUR RIS, &— 5
HRARZIARE, MR, FELACTRFLE ST O EEE R AR
3. R
3.1 TEERMESHFEX SR

AT AS B I . R MR S PE S B 1. 22V A1 5 FHUR I IEAHE(TL: » = 038, p <
0.01; T2: #=0.15, p <0.05; T3: = 0.17, p < 0.01). CHEHT 5 FHPUKHE R IEAHS(T1: »=0.36, p < 0.01; T2:
r=0.16,p <0.01; T3: r=0.23, p < 0.01). M5 FHUK Z FAHK(TL: r=-0.21, p <0.01), 7E5 1K

WA, A THIUREUK T B m T L EM=2.49,SD=0.77), t=2.72, d=-034, p<0.01, {HIEH 2
OFIER 3 YA i A R A 5l 22 55

Table 1. Description statistics and correlation analysis of each variable

# 1. BT EHRGT XSO =293)

RE M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6
22V IE Fy 2.48 0.45
WS P 2.11 0.81 0.34%*
2 3.78 0.50 —0.29%%* —0.27**
TR 1 2.59 0.81 0.38** 0.36%* —0.21%*
TR 2 248 0.73 0.15* 0.16%* -0.03 0.45%*
TR 3 2.57 0.72 0.17%* 0.23%* -0.06 0.52%* 0.67%*

*p <0.05, *p<0.01, ***<0.001.

3.2. FHUKBIEIA RN

WATERLE B E 2, BIC 45 R IUSSHA B Lf, BLRT 45 R 8%, (HZPUEHAN LMR p HAZEE
BN, RYE DA, 456 UL R IR, Bk e = SO RE e b AR LR 78 75 8 A 3 KA 7Y

FHUAE 20 I 1o FHURE = I8 57 5 2 002 I 70 3l v 415, 2.88. 2.11, RERAN
0.19 (SE=0.11, p>0.05), 0.01 (SE=0.19, p>0.05), —0.39 (SE=0.04,p <0.001). FETiXsz¥, H—K
BERR 9 FHUK I ZH (n = 23, 7.9%), HAF AU T1 AR FHURI KT Semr, 3 HA T1 B T3 2R FFR
KF. HERFESGI LIRAEE . 5 RPN P EREH(n = 53, 19.4%), HPFHUKBTE T1 M4k
TrEEIKF, FRREAE I R AR IR RFARE o 28 = RN R B4 (n = 217, 72.7%), BCATE T1 B F
HUKHAIUG KB, {EA T1 B T3 i FREEE.

Table 2. Latent class growth model comparisons

2. BEXIS

2051 BIC Entropy LMR BLRT T AR
1 2778.289 - - - 1
2 2541.691 0.902 0.0001 <0.0001 0.806/0.194
3 2492.307 0.885 0.0109 <0.0001 0.079/0.194/0.727
4 2244.719 1 0.1307 <0.0001 0.102/0.263/0.116/0.519

VE: BE0F BIC, Entropy, LMR and BLRT {55 = 21 /& e & ik i 4L 51
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Figure 1. The three latent trajectories of MPD
1. FHUKHBE = KRR E

3.3. FHKBREETNIEHR

Logistic FHpHr &5 R ILE 3, DMK N4V ZIRA . 2005, s FHLHOBZEL A b 4548 52 410
OB T RCOT 0 TRACE T AL RARIEH L, SO PR, ORI AL,
AT m TV AL LA e 2,02, BIECJFORBIARAELEHIN T 1.02 £ . OFUF RN In— N 8h, 4T
AR E AR N 1.07, BIECEORAAALLIEIN 1 0.07 . MAELT 54, AR T rhaEfa g Aol
HEN 0.99. AL, bk A ANEE LI E S TS ST W s R B 2 A R

Table 3. Logistic regression analysis results, using the low decreasing class (Class #3) as the reference group

%2 3. Logistic BEl)AR AR (S RARIKKTETER)
KPR 4 TR e 2
B SE OR B SE OR
2K 0.08 0.54 1.08 0.19 0.41 121
PR L1 0.28 3.02 0.73" 0.21 2.07
ol 0.79 0.49 2.19 0.28 0.34 1.32
RS —0.65 0.41 0.52 0.14 027 1.15
HAFE: 1; & 2) 0.59 0.51 1.79 0.99" 0.37 2.71

E: ZRANRKE R4 OR BILLELE. *p <0.05, *#p <0.01, ***p <0.001,
4. g
AW I RARR T D ET AR RPIL, IR 5K B8 F SR AH I 1) R A O 47 PR 2= R B 7

2o BERRIMFIUKT R BB R ZERMMEESR, RN =FFRWAHR BT, 755 KK
TRBRAH(72.7%) TR E A(19.4%) A= UK IZH(7.9%) . FFH., BF7EE & IS AU 2 A0 A 252
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TA

SEALIT OB 2 TR N B AL B TS RO R ILTE A4 T LA ARG A Ak LA R 2 32 BE AT R
T 17

4.1. FHIRBIER A& RHNIE

AR =2 7R WAL 732K 45 B 5 Seo Al Choi (2018)I 70248 B —5, MBI P#iE T LR
=R KK B4 (Low Dependency-Increasing class, 70.6%), H1%5/K FF&5E 41 (Middle Depen-
dency-Stability class, 26.1%), & 7K°F K B#4H(High Dependency-Decreasing class, 3.3%). M45RKE, &4
MW MR LB, BAERNE R T, REEHX(72.7%) )8 TIKF TR, 1MfE Seo M Choi
I FE R, 70.6% A4 R TR K20 o AHIE T 153 H A 45 AT DUE % Yu 25 AN (2013) B FEREAT il RE o
B, BORIEAA, £ Seo Al Choi IIBTFL(2018) 4, HARXTEZE 4~8 R A4, MAERANTHIW T4
REZEATEDE. HEFERIIGK, HOFEN B IREHIE 2B WG e, KA 5EG T aeish 3 O
179(Yu, Tan, & Shek, 2013). /D4 H B RE 7 8 22 5 A AT B 01 68 H FHLA P 3 (Elhai et al,
2018; Khang, Kim, & Kim, 2013). IR, EARBFH, H—REEHIEN FAE SR —, &5 —RIER
PEINABATRLR D NS =g, RUAE B e — USSR B I A AT T 2 oA 58 B, BYKe 1 s va = ) At AT
SR 22 B TR AR 7 N3 22 20 25, BRI Be T LA I 1) 22 52 B4 ] . — TR B HIHE A5 A (2008) B9
MR, W =224 PR A T4 = 5.

4.2. FHKRBEZETNEIR

TERBIIE KA LCGM 45 R BoR, mFHUKEZH (7.9%) FHE 0% FHUK S KSFEPE T1 M &m, EH
M T B T3 AR FF B KT, 1XM5 Seo fl Choi (2018)FIHWF 78 R I E K N BFAIR . 5045 F 11
72 5 AE T m TR 11O BRI 7 /K1 B i TR TR R Rl — s i, FAMEE N R A
WSS AT RE AR, NS BOS BT FAL. IREEAE ATy, X AT O] e b B
6 30 A7 T 1% 25 1 — Fb 2% 77 R (Agnew & White, 1992; Lee et al., 2014). Ak, H1 T RR 2% B P4 A 42
P, H/DELEM LS 0] B2 BB ORI, X AT Re M AT R A 1R Ik B B S AR VS 1 W] BE(Young, 1996).
T D AR L W _ESRAF IR I b O B e 24 W] e 2 3 30T BE A 0L, AT 38 B bR i w] BB (LA, Zhang, Li,
Zhen, & Wang, 2010; Liu et al., 2019). Kk, B, ZIH. O FEAE TAEE MNIZIERX — /N5
AR, IR AT TS B I R] BT TR D AR T LR = K P R R U (Coyne,
Padilla-Walker, Holmgren, & Stockdale, 2018). TFF&ERibRE, HEEH/ DEEMAMIEL TR T
I o T LA o

A, 5 Seo (2018)F1 Yu Fil Park (2017)MIFFAZER—5, AR AR ZAEE R T HEfed.
SR, 22l e g Al 0 1 oK R 2 T 3 /D A TR R BE . o T2k s g Al i e v e 2%
TN TR ) o MV 2H K FE MR 28 501, SX AT RE 2 R g, AR T OB, 22k e D A sl 0 2 AL
MRAGUR R BV 1) BE Dozt o FR) WA R 3 o AHOR ISR SR WY, il B 3Rk e IR Rox 7 045 Hh A AR B 5
FEEAT N (Chiu, 2014; McNicol & Thorsteinsson, 2017). Ik I A& HA— 52 £ S 805 B 772 A L fE 1
M, BB T I pr s R A EZ, DL N A B 80E BRI 77 sOR B s 7. AR WY 2% kb2
PR, A PR 25 A g b 35 67 T 17 4 B B A Vi 0] R () 32 BB AR, o 2 I HE X 4% i P A
(Kardefelt-Winther, 2014)0 BEtG, 52V AT 2P0 M0 AT AR 6 P 52 00 ] e g et o B85 7 F1 81 4 1
FAP= A1 o Rl FH P i 3 A5 FH B IR ) DA — i AR B 1) 7 R BOCHARAT T A TS 28 . O T SR X MBI
AT S — VO E N EAR T T —NET o0, XAMEIRE R TS .
VIR TR, O BT R S0lk K SRR TR T 4 AR (B = 0.10, Boot SE = 0.02, 95% CI [0.06, 0.15]). Z&MV PR HS 10
PRI A FHURI 2 LR (B = —0.11, SE= 0.04, t = —2.82, p < 0.01),
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4.3. HER

T, FORDORE e, B GAE AR R B A, I, AN BETE dE s T A
o RARPAZIGIBERT H], 3 — B0 T AU A DR I B R R . IR, AW FU i TAEA
HEAZ, FBGHTHUKBAMPOABERR D, RROPFEAT DI IR A SR . Sa, AR 1 #
BORIE T A 0 B BAh o ARKATLUIMASIBHR T, 475 D 5 SR T P U i & 45 R AT
EEAN #7045 SRS N A 1 AN A

4.4. Wr5RgEip

AW ST MR AN HBERT T 75 20 4 AR R R 3728 DA R 5 1) - AR . Jo S Py IR R 3% A 3
Fo GREMW: 1) HOEFHIKBR RIUSAAAEMEZE R, RICN =267 TV AR EPE: (KKF TR
H(72.7%)~ F R E 2 (19.4%) M FHUK L (7.9%) . 2) O BT A T DT AU B2 1 XU K]
2, MR IR B B TR F AR R R, 3) 5BAM, LAEREE T hEkE
Mo AFER, CBE #E TEH . OBEER N G NAZCRIUE (X S i, A2l ac
(TG 28, (2 A i O B R R o T A P AR LA R R R 13 D0, 408 B il s 05 3 5 e

SE 3k

e, IR R(2009). IR KA LIERIVE S N W28 BRI KA. PR 28 B Tl # B 59K, 23(3), 115-117.

WETF, HHI(2015). REFAEMB IR 523 DEPIMRIRR. ZP 28R, (6), 91-95.

HAEE(2008). FLFEALIFTHLE OEMIES LM FREF. WA, bR B #E R

B, EEAL AER, RANG2014). FHUKBHE S SRR AN ERERS. FEIEROPEE5E, 5, 16.

EB?@,( )B%E?EE, Z=MEIF, PAMRME, XL WI(2008). A1 A A X 48 ORE IR B VR B AR S IRV A4S T, 7 B I e 0 B
16(4), 417-419.

BB, MEE, &°F, ViR, ZEEMEQ017). OIEFINEX I X B R GE TURHAE FALKIR R0 A T A R
DIEEKEGHE, 33(4), 487-495.

THH(2014). FHFE @S Mplus WA, k. BR: ERKZEHKR.

VI (2017). SFALSE 0 D EF LI T T 520 715 R4 59 0 T R R 1 R 219 98 7200, L A
Wi, B THE R

KO, BRR, XL, MitH22(2014). ERARSE D ELREN: —TUBERA. 0HLRESHE, 304),
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