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1. B3] 1 —

2. 43 2 497 —

3. 813 3 306 470 —

4. B3 4 306 366 462 —

5. 818 5 240 284 317 417 —

6. A718 71 1 329 254 .198 .183 .150 —

7. A718 7} 2 270 307 .200 .197 .149 .381
8. A718 7} 3 210 244 306 251 .185 .368
9. 47197} 4 169 152 156 247 182 .273
10. 7187} 5 180 1192 191 220 217 .280

11. vked® Hr) 1 371 286 211 .189 .160 .725

12. vhed | 7k 2 295 347 228 228 178 .361
13, 9kd " Hrl 3 219 242 329 270 187 362
14, Wkd9 Hrl 4 201 219 225 331 216 279
15. ¥kd " H7F s 205 229 240 245 284 .281

319 373

778 371 .292 325

312 397 789 386 298 .342
308 357 369

398 —
305 398 —

400 —

369 330 248 275 —

389 —

366 790 384 369 374 407 @ —

446 —

796 301 366 410 405 —

Note. BB AIAFE 0015500 fFou| g Wazo] oA
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The Reciprocal Effects of Deviant Self-Concept
and Delinquent Behaviors Revisited:
A Latent State-Trait Autoregressive Modeling Approach

Eunju Lee Ick-Joong Chung

Halla University Ewha Womans University

The purpose of this study was to attain a clearer understanding of the reciprocal effects of deviant self-
concept and delinquent behaviors by applying a latent state-trait autoregressive modeling approach.
Although traditional autoregressive cross-lagged (ARCL) modeling has been widely applied to test the
longitudinal reciprocal relationship between the two constructs, it could produce misspecified findings if
there were trait-like processes involved in this relationship. The latent state-trait autoregressive(LST-AR)
modeling was applied to control trait effects of deviant self-concept and to examine the reciprocal causal
relations between the two constructs. Data were taken from a sample of 3,449 eighth graders who were
followed annually for 5 years from the Korea Youth Panel Study. The combining LST-AR model with
ARCL model substantiated the reciprocal effects of deviant self-concept and delinquent behaviors, even
after the stable trait component of deviant self-concept was taken into account. The present findings shed
lights on the reciprocal effects of behaviors (i.e., delinquency) and self concepts (ie., deviant
self-concept). Not only did behaviors change corresponding self-concept, but the ways adolescents

perceived themselves influenced their behaviors.

Key words : latent state-trait  autoregressive modeling, autoregressive cross-lagged modeling,  delinquency,  deviant

self-concept, reciprocal effects

- 468 -



