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Rising or declining? Growth trend and heterogeneity of aggression
in college students with being left at home in childhood
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Abstract ; The present study aimed to investigate the growth trend and each subgroups change patterns
of aggression in college students with being left at home in childhood. A total of 304 college students
with being left at home in childhood were assessed with the Chinese College Students” Version of Buss-
Perry Aggression Questionnaire (BPAQ) in current longitudinal research of four waves measurement.
Latent growth model and growth mixture model were used to explore growth trend and heterogeneity a-
mong college students”aggression with being left at home in childhood. The results showed that, the o-

verall aggression in college students with being left at home in childhood showed a linear downward
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trend ; their aggression could be divided into low-risk group and non-risk group,the intercept and slope

of the two subgroups were statistically significant. The study results suggest the aggression level of Chi-

nese college students with being left at home in childhood is gradually declining.

Keywords: left at home in childhood ;college students ; aggression ; growth trend
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Fig. 1  Plot of growth trajectories for latent classes (K=2)
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