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Abstract

Objective: Exploring gender invariance and longitudinal measurement invariance of the F-SOZU K-
14 Social Support Questionnaire in Chinese college students. Methods: A survey of 1000 college stu-
dents was conducted three times using the K-14 Social Support Questionnaire Measuring perceived
social support in the same cohort of college students. The comparison was conducted using single-
group and multi-group confirmatory factor analysis. Results: Single-group and multi-group con-
firmatory factor analysis proves that the single factor structural model of K-14 fits well at all three
time points. Multi-group confirmatory factor analysis showed that the configural invariance, metric
invariance, scalar invariance and strict invariance fitted well at three time points. Conclusion: The
K-14 Social Support Questionnaire emerges as invariant across gender and time.
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1. 518

EE ) Arnett #1552 18 & 29 &2 HH H15 B 5L 2 (811 B\ W) S5 B (Emerging Adulthood),
TXAN IS M B L R T ARRR FE PR IIR DA B AR B2 280 7 BT [ (388 i 7 2B (Arnett, 2014) . S B FE R 1,
FRABTESHI BAMEIE L T 5 A IR R 2 B ROGES 2 EHhR, ILR 8= 2 it 2508, I
MUBAN PYALREIR (B pE . HIAR) #5552 N (Kirwan et al., 2024). #4532l e SUN Al S48 B el 4
B, GEE N T WA TN AR GOBERRIAE 2 . SCRERTRESR FL A ARSI R AT A BRR &
GRS . KEERA . MR A5 FENA . RIHSCCRERIR . SR 3R] LR SEBREE Bh (i K
%\ PRALEN) . AT S EREUIH M B IR B 1A T SRR DL SRR RS AN e S AN B AR I
& ¥(VandenBos, 2015).

KT FEE =M BRI, KSR (Cohen & Wills, 1985). R MiA5 %! (Cohen et al., 2000)
Atk 2 B A HL S (Drageset, 2021) . M EULIEH T H 2K RIEES M. L& X R TEE HREE
YR, XS R BRI HE A ITE SR ES I i ) R A E R R o A 2 TR IR AT LAGE i 7 IR 3 6HgE e A
TR, FRONAEAIN N, 414 50 RE I RIS 3 $RAEAT =S € DA S 2 R AR fek
S RER AR B AN TR AT NBEMIR R . A SRR XY T PR SRS RS AR
PEGR . MGMFAERY . EOZ AL N (LR LR ) 3SR, st RIS A, U5 A8 H S
N ASAE IS (B, FEPARN ZIR]), B2 = AR R PR 2 B AR W] DUAH EL N5 . b3k B PB 3R B,
SR T O R B OCE T, EAL SRR A, X ST A SR A I B R R E R
X, A A ARAE AR A & E, 25 i AT A G5 2% B S EUR S, T 4 2 SR K F
(AR R B S B A AR, T I T B AR By (1 45 M 50 H T RE 22 5 BT 8L (Putnick & Bornstein, 2016).
DAL MR 7R A 2 SCRF B AR 8 o AL S IR ARIE sl T b = AL I BB 2 5% . F-SOZU K-14 44>
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SCRF 1) 4 2 7E [ BrRmk 7t sk BT B AL 2 SCRFREAT T AT AT SE VR AR G TR . ETEEE 14~92 B A RE
PR AR BN — B RO 094, — UG HIME A 0.96 (Kliem et al., 2015), —EH LLKRZIN&HEH
] R 2 A A R T S (B PR AT TR 2 o 28 B RTIR, AN AT B TR I I R A AR O A A 1
SRR, BRIT F-SOZU K-14 #E2x SCRFIM A1 R 2 AR BE A (R AN S 55 1, DU OB R E
FRTCo PR P A5 AU A1 2SI (1 0 2 R Al

2. MERE5HE
2.1 MR

XF 1000 44 KZEAEAT TONHPRAE I = A&, HOORE T A 2021 4F 11 H, /33145 Z0
A 912 A, HRUEI N FH 91.20%; [H]RE— 426 A7 1K T2 B )0 25 — VR A 1K) 912 AN AR A P vt AT
B, 1FEEMEA 826 1>, HRIBINEA 90.57%; {E[RIREG—4 /245 (1) T3 I [A]X) T2 i 8] ) 826 MEAHE
T =, ARUEIRENY 91.28%, AR EIFZE RAF, ¥m T briE 80% (Fincham, 2008). #x
LRI REAR 754 A, SRR N(19.27 £1.48)%, Hdh 542392 A, 5 52.00%.

22. TR

AHIE 748 F 45 6 F 78 2 Fydrich 28 (Fydrich et al., 2009)% i ) F-SOZU K-14 #2337 £ v 3 v S (2
Fefl, 2016), ZIE R 14 NEER YR . WA “RRESE R —BIE, KRS K
FINEERT” o “BIVNNRITLAMMaREEZIR” , KA 5 mitmik, N “Se2A /a3 “5%
BT, BRI ST E AN, B 14 E 70, AT = 0 R Bk 25005
4 0.975, 0.981 #110.982.

2.3. BUEREFE

P YSCAE 2 1) B 8 SPSS 27.0 JEAT R PEGL i E Al Rz /R IEMH SS 0 HT . 8 Mplus 8.3 AR KAUSR Al

THEIEAT LA G UE R 28 e A A 2 L BRIE T R R e RS a3k CRI {Em T 0.90 B AIE:%2(Hu &

Bentler, 1999). 34 RMSEA &/ T 0.06 B ACEAAL & R4F, 0.07~0.08 ArH454ll4, 0.08~0.10 Jy “ik
%7 #)4&(Chen, 2008; Cheung & Rensvold, 2002).

3. &R
3.1. RS

S = AN IA] 25 8% 2% BB BT RR S5, W#e 1. T1 A &4 H A LE 3.63 3] 4.07 2 7], brufEz
7£ 0.86 £ 0.99 2 [A], T2 WA %25 B FI¥IMELE 3.57 $ 3.89 2 [A], FriEZE7E 0.89 £ 0.99 2 [&], T3 Hf[H%
% H5MEAE 3.62 7] 3.88 2 [a], FrifEZELE 0.86 £ 0.98 2 7). ML/ HTEE G R, =WIHER T1. T2 A1
T3 {0 HH 5% 5.2 (r = 0.41~0.48, P < 0.001), W% 2.

Table 1. Descriptive statistics and standardized factor loadings (N = 754)
= 1 MG REE L EFEE(N = 754)

T1 T2 T3
. Factor . Factor . Factor
gfg M+ SD Skg%v};ess Kﬁg)gfls Loading M +SD Sk%vﬁr;ess Kﬁfﬁ;'smading M £ SD Sk%vrr;ess KE;ZES Loading
R 3 =3 ?%ﬁﬁ /= FIX ?‘%ﬁﬁ 4 >4 ??éﬁfj
3.63 % 357+ 3.62+
1 0.99 0.22 0.49 0.74 0.99 -0.25 —0.34 0.78 093 -0.20 -0.24 0.77
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sz

2 35T 035 038 084 0F 038 -017 090 S/oF -031 039 090
3 300 -043 02 o0s 30F 03 -018 o091 > 033 -016 091
a 397TE —osa 001 08 3P2F 043 009 o0m °BE 03 027 090
5 SO0F 043 004 086 oot <036 004 090 oF 029 015 087
6 ST 055 012 090 S0f 042 017 092 oF 028 028 093
7 3% 049 -019 o8 3°F 041 -012 o090 /0T 033 006 090
g W7F o7 o1 oss 30F 052 -007 o087 >%F 03 -020 o001
g 0L 052 019 087 S0 030 -020 087 2F 041 002 089
10 3(';89* ~052 -043 086 3(')7.391' ~043 -019  0.89 367.881 040 018  0.89
11 4(')?31* ~063 000 092 3(')%61' ~047 -008  0.93 36?5’11 035 -022 092
12 3% o061 011 o088 >0F 04 020 o090 B 041 -021 09
13 405 064 003 090 S2F 053 o001 092 SP°F 042 005 093
14 387% 049 016 083 3°F 03 -016 08 0F 030 -014 085

Table 2. Correlation analysis of total score
2. ROEXMSR

M+ SD T1SS T2SS T3SS
T1SS 54.80 +11.41 1
T2 SS 52.97 £12.03 0.46™" 1
T3SS 53.26 + 11.59 0.41™ 0.48™ 1

vE: N=754, ™P <0.001. SS {23 #F(SS = Social Support).

3.2. ¥RENETFHR

=AY AL S B4 B BIbs AL R FEAT a0 1 Bras. TLRSE S, 14 N B R FEA7E 0.74 & 0.92
28], T2 ISFE] A 14 AN4% H RT3 E 0.78 % 0.93 2 JA], T3 WA 14 N4 H K 734576 0.77 £ 0.93 2
] o 45 BTN AT S 33 ) 26 1) B IR A AR R AN () Bk ) o5 LA R e k.

3.3. RAWIEEERS

F-SOZU K-14 Hb2x SCHF il 2 (1 LA 7 S5 A (DL & 45 R A0 3 oo 18 Sfaer 36 /N 1) B (B 7 40
By SR EIRRR T RAEAS RN TR R R S T R
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Table 3. Model fit indices for each time point

3. EFESEEMEE
Group 7 df CFI TLI RMSEA (90% CI) SRMR
T1 390.429 77 0.936 0.924 0.073 [0.066, 0.081] 0.028
T2 389.063 77 0.945 0.935 0.073 [0.066, 0.081] 0.022
T3 461.689 77 0.919 0.905 0.081 [0.074, 0.089] 0.030

3.4. MEFERR

341 WASFERE

N5 ARG 6 42 PR TR R FE AR R 40 N T 45 (configural invariance). 02548 (metric invari-
ance). JNJ¥%{H (scalar invariance) fl ™ 4% 25 (g (strict invariance) (Luong & Flake, 2023). &5E, {2 415%
TEVERIZR T, BB A EBA (ML) KIGK: F-SOZU K-14 #1437 35 il 35 12 75 3 2 B I ) 45 # A A8
B2 70 10 DR A J T A 2 75 A 7] TR S S EAR IR R V-2 50 B, 52134 #5300~ CFI=0.906,
TLI=0.900, RMSEA=0.075, & EHHEIILS] T MEZER, WL 4, ULH F-SOZU K-14 7£ =M} [A]
IR TEASEE, AR AL A IR () HE AR AR Y

Table 4. Longitudinal measurement invariance test

4. YENEFEMRE

i df CFI TLI RMSEA (90% ClI) ACFI ARMSEA
M1 3683.757 816 0.906 0.900 0.075 [0.072,0.077]
M2 3718.709 842 0.905 0.903 0.074 [0.071, 0.076] —0.001 0.001
M3 3978.416 870 0.903 0.902 0.075 [0.073, 0.078] 0.002 —0.001
M4 4545.685 898 0.902 0.899 0.080 [0.078, 0.082] 0.001 0.002

3.4.2. BANIEERIE

TE ML 52 I ZRAE T, BRI 2 R 3R A S5 (R S5 M8, S s SEE A (M2), 73 34004 i Hln
T: CFI=0.905, TLI=0.903, RMSEA =0.074, ZHATRESAR] TIEZER, Wk 40 M2, X—
G5 B SCHR DR 3 AT 5 I () S5 E

343 REZFERE

TEBAAT AL BB UE I RTPE T, B = AN [R] A R PR AR S (ROBE S, i AR 4 1 M3, K
e R, BRI 44 (RMSEA = 0.075), {H ACFI &% ARMSEA {/37F 452 Ji [ P4 CFI =0.903,
TLI=0.902, R EEERIR R, = AN 8] SAFE e & RS .

344, ERREFERE

70 R S AR ST () A B, 3G UEAS R 2H [R] (R iR 22 07 25 A 2 (), DRl s = AN I () S5 R 22
ZEEH, BARETREONLE 4 1) M4, BRI A REE R4 & (RMSEA = 0.080), {H[FEKS ACFI X
ARMSEA i /£ 2614 ACFI ¥J/hF 0.01, ARMSEA t53)/NF 0.015. R ™R Ze A oy, &5 SRAEH
F-SOZU K-14 #1- 2 3CRF A 7E = AN R A5 B AFEE S E . 0 Ty T2 A0 T3 i) Ed 2k 47 M ol il
EEH ML, BG4 5 iR, 4 MBI CRI A TLI $845357E 0.899 £ 0.910 2 7], RMSEA
fEPRIGAE 0.077 22 0.081 |8, B ALGWE, HEAEPIM LLE ACFI /M T 0.01, ARMSEA /M T
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0.015. [, F-SOZU K-14 143 H i B AE 70 M 3 I = S5 E 1

Table 5. Gender measurement invariance test

5. MANEFEMRE

x2 df CFI TLI RMSEA (90% CI) ACFI ARMSEA
M1 5416.555 1632 0.905 0.899 0.078 [0.076, 0.081]
M2 5465.834 1671 0.909 0.910 0.077 [0.075, 0.080] 0.004 0.001
M3 5631.800 1710 0.901 0.901 0.078 [0.076, 0.081] 0.008 —0.001
M4 6705.823 1780 0.906 0.901 0.081 [0.079, 0.084] —0.005 —0.003

4. ¥7ig

AW T O F-SOZU K-14 #123 SCRF IR A5 7E K 2% AR B A b kAT 17 5 A 0 R BT T a5 1 00 28 46 {1
RES8 . = U1 3 — B R %0 0.975~0.982, & Bieda %55 K-14 #E&3CFF M AS7EARE L MR 2 A
] K 28 A P R 1) 5 SCARAIE AT R 0.95 145 S BEilE (Bieda et al., 2017), IXRHILE K2R A, K-14 AU
BA B AR EEYE, i HAR B IR (T Rk . A ST A B B AIE IR R R M A R R I K14 A4S
R ) 45 (0 B[R - S5 PR RS2 AR AR R B T 2 LA B, UE B 1SS M R 22 R AR R B AR AR e
o ZHBUFHER R TSR ER, K14 1 RFERR R ISR R FEASSE . A5 A RESEM
PERE SEAE I RO o X R K-14 TEFS I B B = AN AR T AH R 254 . OB S ERE S T, R
i) R ¥~ 0 P S5 g ST B B AR A o BRLAT SEE R T R I K-14 2% B B0 R RS R I P AR 7E =N [R) 2L
A HE RN S RS 1 T3 B K14 75 AN 7] I 8] A 000 A% 52 18] B AR R S BT A% S5 1 A
ST 3% B ST IW) A5 0B 15 22 5 22 A5 . AT L K-14 7E AT 9T B R 220 B o 7 0 6 15 ) ey ) 8 A A
P, HLUI S HORT DAAE R R ) 5 AT S B B Ao [RIRSE, A 5320 L A 0 ) ) R 5 e ) DO A 7R 1)
BT, X FEHZ S B MR . AN, K-14 B RTERE USRI, 1% AT O
FREAR SR I A 35 57 SR 25 A 2 (Ernst et al., 2024), T H.CUF T3 2% I . B R0 4 S DUAN R SR £ 280
YR YT 52 R 3 WF 9T (Rutkowska et al., 2023), B K 5 0o I 26 3 B 493 5 S 38R 06 1 R 47 R e 1t 9
(Freibergeretal., 2024), RN T HEEMEZCR, AW AE IR EE—PET I KT K-6 fil K-3
()RR (Kliem et al., 2015; Petersen et al., 2024), [FIFERA B FERE . AW BINAIE T F-SOZU K-
14 425 SRR i) 25 7E B (8] _F FLAT M 90 SR 1 DA B A 1 DU S5 e R X ] LA A 6 BB R AN TR R M
H X DL SO SR G 50 A fR it — AR T
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