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Types of Juvenile Delinquents’ Social Problem Solving Ability
and Its Relationship with Life Events and Problem Behavior
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Department of Psychology ,School of Humanities and Social Sciences, Beijing Forestry University , Beijing 100083, China
[Abstract] Objective: To classify juvenile delinquents’ social problem solving ability and explore its relationship with
life events and problem behavior. Methods: Social Problem Solving Ability Scale, ASLEC, Problem behavior Scale were
used to investigate 553 juvenile delinquents from Shanghai and Kunming by the method of Latent Profile Analysis. Re-
sults: (DJuvenile delinquents’ social problem solving ability could be categorized into three groups: fine group, ordinary
group, and weak group; @)In the weak group, ordinary group and fine group, the scores of social problem solving ability in-
creased in turn observably and the scores of problem behavior decreased in turn observably. 3)Social problem solving a-
bility can moderate the relationship of life events and problem behavior. Conclusion: Prevention and intervention of juve-
nile delinquency can be started with improving their social problem soving ability, so as to improve their resistant ability a-
gainst the influence of negative life events.
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