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The purpose of this study was to explore the latent profiles of social achievement goals and to investigate
the differences in peer status (perceived popularity, social preference) and aggression (overt, relational,
cyber) among those profile groups. Social achievement goals and cyber aggression data was acquired
through self-reporting, and perceived popularity, social preference, and overt and relational aggression were
assessed through peer nomination. Applying the latent profile analysis(LPA) to 1,239 elementary school
students, three distinct groups of social achievement goals were identified: a development-oriented
achievement goal group, an average social goal group, and a overall-high social achievement goal group.
Using logistic regression analysis, the relationships between the latent group, peer status, and aggression
were examined. The result indicated that the higher the social preference, the lower the probability of
belonging to the ‘overall-high social achievement goal group’. And the higher the cyber aggression, the
lower the probability of belonging to the ‘development-oriented achievement goal group’. In addition, the
higher the relational aggression of the second time, the higher the probability of belonging to the

‘overall-high social achievement goal group’ as compared to the ‘average social goal group’.

Key words : social achievement goal, peer status, aggression, cyber aggression, latent profile analysis
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