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Abstract

In order to understand the categorical characteristics of middle school students’ moral sensitivity,
we asked 3114 students to finish the Moral Sensitivity Questionnaire, and the latent class analysis
method was used to classify the moral sensitivity category characteristics of middle school stu-

SCEGI WG h R TSR AR K SRR AE: B TR RO BT RSB AT D] AR RHERTHY, 2024, 13(2):
1290-1296. DOI: 10.12677/ass.2024.132175


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ass
https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2024.132175
https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2024.132175
https://www.hanspub.org/

gy 50

dents. We used logistic regression to examine the characteristics of middle school students’ moral
sensitivity by gender, school stage, and only-child family. Results: Based on the statistical indica-
tors of latent class analysis, the moral sensitivity of middle school students can be divided into
“high moral sensitivity group” (45%), “medium moral sensitivity group” (44%), and “low moral
sensitivity group” (11%). Further analysis found that compared with the “low moral sensitivity
group”, the “medium moral sensitivity group” and the “high moral sensitivity group” accounted for
a larger proportion of girls, and a larger proportion of only-child family. Besides, in the “high mor-
al sensitivity group”, the proportion of junior high school students is larger. It shows that the mor-
al sensitivity of middle school students has obvious classification characteristics.
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) 1) 2 0, e 3 e N0 510 1540 (49.5%) A1 1574 (50.5%), #)— 1233 A(39.7%), ¥] - 926 A(29.7),
W= 68 N(22%), #— 310 AN(9.9%), =5 493 N(16.3%), == 76 N(2.5%), L&k 8 N; IHWIHE
2227 N(71.7%), A 879 N(28.3%), AT NECHN 1687 N(54.2%). MCAMIEFERT R R TGy
12 53] 19 &, “FFBRN 14295 5 . WG HMEAT T BT F R0 A R = .

22. AIRIHR

Hp 2 AR TE AU 1) R BT 1 SRR R (5], Z B3 35 M, A as T IIANERE,
53 5l 2 ST BURIE(1~10 ), RTEBURPE(11~19 &), 15 BUEKNEQ20~27 &), APrBUEIE(28~35 ).
un, IRV SRR AT o MR LikertS sih5r, W “BEARTFE” 2] “H2/FE7
SAIE 1~5 2y H 1L 20 30 44 50 64 74 8y 9. 10 BUNKIAITHr. Ao JE T R TE R Y
gy, bk R T E A U . AW, SRR ST EURE . VOB . 1 S U
N BRI DY AN 53 852 1 Cronbach’s o 540537172 0.872. 0.846. 0.801. 0.711. 0.730.
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AW TR Mplus f 2z 4 i TE AR U IR GUEA T IS FE S Ao BE 0t A SN PR 28
— 3, X e AR AR )T AR U T AE 2R AT 23 A MATEE B TF AR (B T AR AR RAEAE — N0, 1848
WA R SR H, RIS BRI 5B, S PRI I 0 1) 4y
RERAE NN R, PERAZEBR DL ARG B2, @I LF 202 R logisitic [FIFRAL[6]. /L
K327 Nylund 55 N HIIE[ 7] DL RS D9 2 0 50, I3 g DA A S % B AT 2 84t
PR (Al AR 25, FR BB o W AR AR - RS L Fa A UAAR L Log Likelihood &%, {58
P FEhR AIC (Akaibe Information Criterion). BIC (Bayesian Information Criterion). aBIC (Adjusted BIC),
KA EUERN, RSB G . R AE 20 20 A 48 F A5 2686 (Entropy) F8 BOR VAl 43 R RS 1 12
J% , Entropy [IHUEEFEITE 0~1 2 [A], 24 Entropy 25T 0.6 I, RIILIH 20% I MAFTE > K457, Entropy
Z155F 0.8 I, KB/ SR HER I T 90% [8]. th4h, Mplus 54t TSR LU A 46 F6 5 Lo-Mendell-Rubin
(LMR)FH3E T Bootstrap AR LUAT 38 (BLRT) FE bS5 K U RIE A M B 4G 22 57, WX RAME R p
HIR B E K, R k AR AL R E T k-1 NS 9],
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DL RS RO S 8, B 380 1 ANEBES, R 4 BRI 2B E iR, ke
1 A%, AIC. BIC F1 aBIC WMEFEZE 72540 H R38N @ i Ak, 2R 5 N2 5K ; LMR 1 BLRT
PIEFIEE @ < 0.001), FH S AL T 4 DNZ5H], 4 DEHIET 3 A2, 3 AT 2 N,

Table 1. Comparison of latent class indicators of moral sensitivity among middle school students

® 1. pEEEERRM R BB ELAIEIREE R

T £ AIC BIC aBIC Entropy LMRp M2

2 251 30914239 309783.02  309446.22 0.93 0.00 0.40/0.60

3 251 299286.53 300144.73  299693.54 0.94 0.00 0.11/0.44/0.45

4 25 294502.99  295578.76  295013.18 0.95 0.00 0.11/0.06/0.42/0.41

5 251 289598.28  290891.62  290211.66 0.95 0.01 0.14/0.02/0.41/0.37/0.06
H: N=3114,
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ERERRSE, VUSRI R AR AN 2R L R IR, AN EASLbrE L. thah, T
2 AN, R 3 NI Entropy ¥ & FFE M 2 ANZEHIE] 3 250, AIC. BIC 1 aBIC $5
)R FRIE 2 e K (AAIC = 9855.86, ABIC = 9638.29, AaBIC = 9752.68), PR 3 GBI HREA 5 248
T2 AR Rk, FATE 3 DNEBMEN R LB EBURERTEIE DS H4h, 3 FERIR S0 0
IHEMERAE 96.7%~98 2% 2 [MI(WL3E 2), KB 3 ANIAIMITELE K] (E.

Table 2. Average belonging probability (column) for each latent class study object (row)

*® 2. BEBAIHNIARMRATBFHARHERG)

e Cl (%) C2 (%) C3 (%)
C1 98.2 1.8 0.0
C2 0.7 96.7 2.6
C3 0.0 2.7 97.3
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Figure 1. Latent categories of moral sensitivity among middle school students on various questions
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NT RS SN 1A et A A R RUR I RS, AT ST X T A UM A TV TR 0 4 AT 1)
Bem b, KRG =1, & =2). FE@IT =1, @ =2), MAEBRGRE =1, B =2)ENA
A, TEERUSME TR R AE N AR BT 2 T Logistic [F1)H. ZEEIA T, # C1 (K8 iU
PEAVE N FEUE LR 9255, 131 OR {E(E) Odd-Ration R &0k EortEm . 2B, JiAb 1 i 78 1 p iUk vk
ANFERA ERRN . E C1 A, BAH 209 A(58.87%), WIFFAA 213 N(60.17%), FAETLH 145 N
(40.85%). HI7 3 Z5alsn, e Cldms, 24, C3AR ARG FEREER, BERELT
ZH(p < 0.001). C2 A AR = A BT & HEBIAEAE B35 22 R (p = 0.350), C3 A4S mApr
HEBIEEREZER, VP EREZ TR AP <0.001). C2 4LF1 C3 42 1 A AL S 2 (A A7 AE B2
5, WETREELZ TRMETZ.

Table 3. Multinomial logistic regression of demographic variables on 3 latent class groups

3. AORITFZTEX 3 MBAFBEHZ I logistic [E1Y3

C2 (P EETE BRI 2H) C3 (FiEfEmUR k)

AN OR CI (95%) P N OR CI (95%) P

5B 655 (47.74%)  0.605  0.477,0.769 <0.001 676 (48.74%) 0.598  0.469,0.763 <0.001
A % 717 (52.26%)  1.000 711 (51.26%)  1.000

. ¥t 821(60.01%) 0.888  0.693,1.138  0.350 1193 (86.20%) 3.621  2.763,4.744 <0.001
o E 547(39.99%)  1.000 191 (13.80%)  1.000

o 2 705 (51.46%) 1.669  1.304,2.135 <0.001 837 (60.65%) 1.824  1.422,2.339 <0.001
it % 665 (48.54%)  1.000 543 (39.35%)  1.000

4.2. PEEEEHRMEBERINSTER

TEAEE A M A S REART TP ) — R E B 0TIk, BE ST T DA I — J7 AR R 8 R
WAEAI) S B VE[10] . A FE 128 HIVE 7E R 0 40 M BORS Hh 22 AR 1RO BB AR AE WY SR (R 0 LR AIE, 041t
FRFRSCRE T =0 B . ARAE Bl O FH S 2% I R SIRESRAR AL, PR H il dm 44« il A UK
PR, “PAFIEEBURMEA” ,  RIEEEUREA” .

FATRT A2 f£=200F, SR 2EREARAT 44.54% 8008 T “ moEEsuREdl” , bl
FETEBURIE . DVEBURIE . W HBURIE. ANPRBURIEZ AN 7 B A B R 26 AR, B 4LAE %
MET LRI o HEEREA DA 44.06%0B0R T “ P AEEEBURIEA” . HIXRE D FEAIETE
BRI E BB . TS U E . NBRBUBE B AT Ko, T “STERBUSIE” E4gEfE ERI
T2 “ARIEAEBURMEA” B HRD, N 11.40%, [FIFE, X/ DETEEEHURIER AL E
PR TR o IX UL L KB 2 75 D4 FRE AR U AL T 45 R KT, HBZTH 1710 E D4
B TR RSP E AR X FREEBURIE A RATTE Bt P IMFIE . A8 AR RFRME RN R, T
P HOXA 2 A H R UM FIARIE, 52t AR e TR0 5, B 5 s FOE R URTE KT
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WA REE SRR, A A 2 A I ROR ), T REHRIE, VA R KRB AR IR
RARFEMATNREFI LT, ity NAED, WP 3ded, WA RIELR AT R A, X0tk Z 5 BE 7T 107 >
FRYL, TEERTEIRT[S] AT, FEEFRIPERK, PAARSIINE, SCRERHE 20 b2 3]
HRERE RIS ARTOAFIR PR A IR, E2HRE T, B SBOED R RETIEER

I

BeAh, RSO L, T “IREEBURIEAL” M, P AREEEURIRA M miE R R
7 PR T LR . HRAATREAE T, XA T 2ok UG, ABITR BN a2t
SCREX AN T2 M5GE SIS, SEmAAMATM KRS, ST BCE R 1 B B A 2
RV T AEARAE 7 2T 5, AR BAE RE R, SCREXT AT TR A AR 2 7 iy Y, TRl
BRI ANS LRTUERES D, S BERR A T RS A AU AR 13].
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