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Abstract
The traditional Chinese conceptualization of family privacy is interdependent and hierarchically structured, but mounting
evidence suggests that contemporary Chinese youth hold strong desires for individual privacy and respond defensively to
perceived parental privacy invasions. The current research examined within-person associations among adolescents’
perceptions of parental privacy invasion, secrecy, and disclosure to parents in the Chinese context. This study collected data
from 289 Chinese youth (MageT1= 13.57, SD= 0.63, 50.30% male) at six-month intervals over one year. Random intercept
cross-lagged panel modeling (RI-CLPM) showed that stronger perceptions of parental invasion predicted later within-person
decreases in adolescents’ disclosure and increases in secrecy. Disclosure and secrecy did not predict later perceptions of
parental invasion at the within-person level. The findings suggest that Chinese youth manage privacy reactively and
defensively when feelings of invasion occur, by decreasing disclosure and increasing secrecy. Stereotypes portraying
Chinese youth as highly deferential to parents’ demands for informational access might not be representative of adolescents
in contemporary society.
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Introduction

Adolescents strive for greater control over their personal
boundaries as they mature. Although parents claim a legit-
imate right to access children’s information (Rote & Sme-
tana, 2016), youth might disagree and attempt to take more
ownership over private matters. Discrepant perceptions of
information (co-)ownership with parents might threaten or
violate privacy expectations (Hawk, 2017; Hawk et al.,
2016; Tang & Dong, 2006). In this case, adolescents can

experience feelings of privacy invasion, or a loss of desired
control over others’ access to their personal spaces and
information, which might provoke defensive behaviors to
protect privacy (Petronio, 2010). One typical way of
maintaining or re-establishing privacy control is informa-
tion management (Ledbetter et al., 2010; Ledbetter & Vik,
2012), such as strategically disclose information or keep
secrets, to determine how much and what kinds of knowl-
edge their parents can access. However, there is a lack of
clarity about family privacy management processes in cul-
tures oriented more strongly toward interdependent rela-
tionships, and relatively little empirical attention to
adolescents’ multiple strategy use in regulating privacy in
longitudinal research. Moreover, prior studies regarding
family privacy dynamics have largely failed to distinguish
stable between-family differences from within-family fluc-
tuations. The current study addresses these limitations,
examining longitudinal associations between Chinese ado-
lescents’ perceptions of parental privacy invasion, dis-
closure, and secrecy at the within-person level.

Communication Privacy Management theory (CPM;
Petronio, 2002, 2010) proposes that individuals view
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themselves as owners of their personal information and thus
create metaphorical privacy boundaries. Particularly in ado-
lescence, individuals expand the scope (i.e., issues con-
sidered private) and reduce the permeability (i.e.,
accessibility) of these boundaries. Disclosure and secrecy are
two techniques commonly utilized by family members to
modify the scope and permeability of boundaries (Petronio,
2010). These two seemingly opposing strategies reflect the
dialectical tensions inherent in privacy management pro-
cesses, in which adolescents simultaneously juxtapose their
dual needs for separation and connectedness within family
relationships. Although disclosure has shown concurrent and
longitudinal reciprocal associations with secrecy (e.g., Laird
et al., 2013a), with lower disclosure predicting greater
secrecy and vice-versa, youth can utilize these two strategies
in conjunction. For example, youth might tell parents about
their school day, but deliberately withhold important infor-
mation about their peer interactions. Moreover, disclosure
and secrecy are unique indicators of youth’s psychosocial
adjustment and family functioning (Frijns et al., 2010; Jäggi
et al., 2016). For example, beyond merely engaging in
minimal secrecy, adolescents’ voluntary disclosure can pro-
mote relationship intimacy with parents, showing stronger
links with parental acceptance and positive family relation-
ship quality (Rote et al., 2020; Smetana et al., 2006). Con-
versely, compared to infrequent disclosure, secrecy holds
stronger associations with adolescent adjustment difficulties
(Finkenauer et al., 2002, 2005), negative family interactions
(Smetana et al., 2006), and parental disengagement (Frijns
et al., 2010). Considering the distinct, independent effects
that disclosure and secrecy might have on youth’s develop-
mental outcomes, it is important to examine them simulta-
neously in studies of family privacy dynamics. The present
research therefore examined within-person relations between
disclosure and secrecy, and the unique associations they
respectively hold with perceptions of parental invasion.

CPM theory further suggests that cultural norms influ-
ence privacy expectations, judgments, and management
(Petronio, 2002). However, prior longitudinal studies on
family privacy coordination have mainly focused on con-
texts that stress individualistic values (e.g., Dietvorst et al.,
2018; Hawk et al., 2013; Son & Padilla-Walker, 2021), and
understudied these processes within non-WEIRD (i.e.,
Western, Educated, Industrial, Rich, and Democratic;
Henrich et al., 2010) families. Assuming these privacy
dynamics are universal across families with various back-
grounds can lead to misunderstandings in interpreting
youth’s information management (Frijns et al., 2020),
which might in fact be substantially heterogeneous. The
current study therefore focused on families from a less
economically developed, culturally traditional region in
China, in order to broaden understandings regarding youth
privacy management in non-WEIRD families.

Privacy in Chinese Families

Traditional Chinese culture might influence youth’s con-
struction of privacy boundaries. Specifically, Chinese cul-
tures emphasize family connectedness and children’s
obedience toward parents (Wang et al., 2020), which might
determine how much information adolescents are expected
to share or withhold with parents. Therefore, in contrast to
youth from cultures highly oriented toward individualism
(e.g., the United States), Chinese adolescents show a slower
decline in parent-oriented self-construal (Pomerantz et al.,
2009) and a more stable sense of responsibility towards
parents (Pomerantz et al., 2011). Consistent with this cul-
tural orientation toward interdependence, traditional Chi-
nese conceptualizations of privacy are often based around
the family unit, differentiating family members from extra-
familial others (Chan, 2000), which contrasts with the
individual-level privacy boundary construction that is more
prevalent in highly independent cultures (e.g., Zabihzadeh
et al., 2019). Therefore, privacy boundaries between Chi-
nese family members can be more ambiguous or highly
permeable, since both adolescents and parents might per-
ceive greater co-ownership of informational and spatial
boundaries. Moreover, privacy within Chinese families is
vertically structured, in line with parents’ greater levels of
unilateral authority. Chinese parents often view themselves
as entitled to adolescents’ information (Chan, 2000),
whereas parents in more independent cultures might be
more willing to gradually relinquish this control both at
earlier ages and to greater extents, and detach themselves
from youth’s personal lives (Kagitcibasi, 2013). Indeed,
Chinese parents who view privacy as conceptually equiva-
lent to concealment perceive greater authority to access
children’s private domains than those who endorse beliefs
about individual privacy rights (Tang & Dong, 2006).
Children, in turn, are morally obligated to share information
with parents. Accordingly, compared to American youth,
Chinese early adolescents disclose more to parents about
their personal, peer, and academic issues (Cheung et al.,
2013). Taken together, traditional Chinese conceptualiza-
tions of privacy might influence how youth perceive and
respond to privacy turbulence. Chinese adolescents’ socia-
lization orientations and parent-youth asymmetry in
expectations for informational ownership might also com-
plicate youth’s ability to protect themselves against per-
ceived invasions.

Despite acknowledging parents’ ‘right to know’ about
certain domains of their lives, adolescents might still view
themselves as the primary custodians of that knowledge and
desire control over how (much) information is shared with
parents (e.g., Chan et al., 2015; Rote & Smetana, 2016).
Similar to studies conducted with American and Dutch
adolescents (e.g., Hawk et al., 2016; Smetana et al., 2006),
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Chinese adolescents (versus parents) express stronger dis-
agreement with parents’ legitimacy to access children’s
personal spaces (e.g., bedrooms, bathrooms), property (e.g.,
bags, e-mail, diaries), or information (e.g., activities with
friends, online behaviors, spending habits, exam scores)
without their permission (Hawk, 2017; Tang & Dong,
2006), or make unilateral decisions about youth’s personal
issues (Wang & Faldowski, 2014). Furthermore, Chinese
adolescents’ self-disclosures to parents decrease over time
at similar rates to their American counterparts (Cheung
et al., 2013), implying a similar process of decreasing
information access across different cultures. These findings
suggest that, when faced with feelings of intrusion or over-
control, Chinese adolescents may become less willing to
openly communicate information that they would otherwise
view as important or even necessary to share with parents.

Chinese youth might distance themselves from parents in
order to fulfill their needs for individual privacy, despite this
behavior contradicting cultural expectations for children to
unconditionally submit to parental demands. Aiming to
understand this dialectical tension between Chinese ado-
lescents’ needs to stay connected and also establish their
independence, this study examined privacy dynamics within
families in Shandong Province, a culturally traditional
region of China. As the birthplace of Confucius, celebration
of and adherence to Confucian philosophy comprises a core
aspect of cultural identity in Shandong; accordingly, indi-
viduals in this region report high levels of “Confucian
traits”, such as relational relatedness, traditionalism, and
rule compliance (Obschonka et al., 2019). Even in this
region, however, youth report expectations for autonomy
and dissatisfaction with rigid forms of parental authority
(e.g., Zhang & Fuligni, 2006), making Shandong a valuable
context for exploring family privacy dynamics. Considering
that Western research on family privacy processes has
reported inconsistent findings regarding the direction and
valence of particular effects, identifying relationships
between these constructs in a variety of cultural contexts is
theoretically informative.

Parent-Driven and Youth-Driven Privacy Processes

Earlier studies predominantly suggest the presence of
parent-driven privacy management processes, wherein par-
ental invasions prompt changes in adolescents’ information
management. For example, studies using cross-lagged panel
modeling (CLPM) have found that Dutch adolescents’
perceptions of parental invasion predicted greater conceal-
ment one year later (Hawk et al., 2013), and that American
adolescents’ reports of intrusive parental monitoring pre-
dicted greater secrecy and reduced internalization
of parental values (Son & Padilla-Walker, 2021). Parental
invasions might also provoke resistance among Chinese

adolescents, as one recent cross-sectional study showed that
greater covert parental monitoring predicted more conceal-
ment and less disclosure, via youth’s invasion perceptions
(Hawk, 2017). Overly-controlling parental monitoring
practices are also negatively correlated with Chinese ado-
lescents’ trust in parents and frequency of disclosure (Ying
et al., 2015). Although these initial studies require long-
itudinal replication, their findings collectively indicate that
perceived parental invasion might motivate Chinese ado-
lescents to reinforce privacy boundaries by reducing their
voluntary disclosure and/or keeping secrets.

It is also possible that adolescents’ use of particular
information management strategies predicts changes in their
later reports of parental privacy invasion. Existing findings
are inconsistent regarding these youth-driven processes,
however. Some studies suggest that concealing information
from parents might intensify future privacy turbulence, as
parents who suspect or detect youth secrecy might respond
with more intrusive behaviors. For instance, parental per-
ceptions of child concealment were positively associated
with more covert monitoring (Hawk et al., 2016, Study 2).
Longitudinal research using CLPM analysis has also shown
that Dutch adolescents’ own reports of concealment pre-
dicted greater invasion perceptions one year later (Hawk
et al., 2013), suggesting that unilateral efforts to assert
desired privacy boundaries might backfire. Other studies
suggest a protective role of secrecy, however; most notably,
one recent study used random intercept cross-lagged panel
modeling (RI-CLPM) to examine intra-individual associa-
tions between privacy invasion and secrecy over time
among Dutch adolescents (Dietvorst et al., 2018), incor-
porating three waves of data with three-month intervals.
This research found no evidence of parent-driven processes
at the within-person level, but did find that youth’s greater
secrecy predicted later decreases in their invasion percep-
tions. Consistent with prior research suggesting that secrecy
might facilitate adolescents’ emotional autonomy (Finke-
nauer et al., 2002), the authors suggested that youth secrecy
might protect against future invasions, rather than merely
being a reaction to perceived parental intrusion.

The absence of parent-driven processes and the negative
association from secrecy to invasion in this previous study
both represent departures from the majority of literature
examining these topics, and offer a different interpretation
of family privacy dynamics. One explanation for these
deviations concerns the use of RI-CLPM to separate stable
between-person differences from within-person fluctuations
(Hamaker et al., 2015). Indeed, studies explicitly comparing
CLPM with RI-CLPM suggest that the former can lead to
biased conclusions regarding the direction, valence, or/and
magnitude of effects (e.g., Dietvorst et al., 2018; Rote et al.,
2020). In contrast, by adding latent intercept factors to
CLPM, RI-CLPM can identify within-person associations
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over time between youth perceptions of privacy invasion
and their information management behaviors (e.g., does one
typical adolescent who perceives more parental invasion
than his/her own average level engage in more secrecy and
less disclosure later on than is typical for that youth?).
Additionally, these processes might differ based on the
timeframe at which they are examined. While the study of
Dietvorst et al. (2018) suggested potential short-term (i.e.,
three-month) protective effects of secrecy against invasion,
most other longitudinal studies of these processes have
utilized longer-term measurement intervals (i.e., six months
or one year; see distinctions made by Boele et al., 2020).
Therefore, more research is needed to explore within-family
privacy dynamics at relatively longer intervals and/or
timespans.

Based on the systems model of privacy (Newell, 1994),
short-term and long-term privacy turbulence might have
substantially different consequences. In terms of effects of
perceived invasion upon youth information management,
isolated experiences of invasion might cause temporary
and reversible distress, whereas repeated failures to
achieve desired privacy might result in entrenched
impairments to interpersonal and intrapersonal regulatory
systems. Therefore, youth’s longer-term experiences of
parental invasion are more likely to undermine family
communication and predict greater secrecy and/or less
disclosure to parents. In terms of youth information man-
agement effects upon perceived invasion, youth might win
a fleeting sense of autonomy and avoid invasion experi-
ences through greater concealment (Dietvorst et al., 2018;
Finkenauer et al., 2002), but parental anxieties (Hawk,
2017) and the high psychosocial costs (Finkenauer et al.,
2002, 2005) associated with reduced communication might
paradoxically make it difficult for them to maintain long-
term privacy control. It is also important to note that, in
Chinese contexts, reducing communications with parents
represents a detachment from the family (see Koepke &
Denissen, 2012). This might be less compatible with
Chinese cultural norms, compared to cultures that more
strongly emphasize youth agency and independence (e.g.,
Qin et al., 2009). Consequently, Chinese youth might face
cultural constraints on their ability to claim sole ownership
of informational boundaries, which could complicate the
ability to gain protection against future invasions through
secrecy and non-disclosure (cf. Dietvorst et al., 2018). In
order to contribute further information on the direction and
valence of longitudinal associations between privacy
invasion perceptions and multiple information manage-
ment behaviors among Chinese youth, the present study
utilized RI-CLPM to examine within-person effects at
longer (i.e., six-month) time intervals than employed
by earlier research using this analytic approach (e.g.,
Dietvorst et al., 2018).

Current Study

Existing studies regarding longitudinal associations
between privacy invasion and adolescents’ information
management have potentially reported inaccurate estimates
of intra-family fluctuations, lacked adequate information
regarding longer-term within-person effects, and paid little
attention to non-WEIRD families, all of which might lead to
inferential fallacies. The current research attempted to
address these limitations by investigating longer-term,
within-person associations between Chinese adolescents’
information management and perceptions of parental inva-
sion. This study used three-waves of data collected at six-
month intervals from adolescents in a city located in
Shandong Province, which is relatively less economically
developed and globalized compared with the metropolises
where most Chinese family research has been conducted
(e.g., Beijing, Hong Kong, and Shanghai). This study
applied RI-CLPM analysis to disaggregate within-person
fluctuations from stable, between-person differences. A
conventional CLPM was additionally analyzed and com-
pared with RI-CLPM to examine the importance of differ-
entiating multilevel effects. To extend previous studies on
family privacy management focusing solely on single
information management behaviors, this research simulta-
neously included disclosure, secrecy, and perceived parental
invasion in one model. Regarding parent-driven processes,
this study followed previous literature in Chinese contexts,
expecting that greater perceptions of parental privacy
invasion would predict later within-person decreases in
adolescents’ disclosure (Hypothesis 1) and later increases in
secrecy (Hypothesis 2). Given a lack of consensus con-
cerning the valence of effects, this study explored youth-
driven processes (i.e., disclosure and secrecy effects upon
perceived invasion) as open questions without a priori
hypotheses (RQ1, from disclosure to perceived invasion;
RQ2, from secrecy to perceived invasion). Moreover, this
research followed existing evidence in predicting that ado-
lescents’ lower levels of earlier disclosure would predict
later within-person increases in secrecy (Hypothesis 3); and
higher levels of secrecy would predict later within-person
decreases in disclosure (Hypothesis 4).

Methods

Participants

This study utilized data collected as part of the “Facing
Rejection” project, a longitudinal study of Chinese early-to-
middle adolescents’ interpersonal relationships and regulatory
behaviors. Participants were recruited from two junior high
schools in Shandong Province, China (39.80% from an urban
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school, remainder from a rural school). The valid sample
consisted of 289 adolescents (50.30% male) in 7th-8th grade,
aged from 12.25 to 14.92 years (MageT1= 13.57 years,
SD= 0.63) at the first measurement. Most participants
(58.10%) reported their families as consisting of two children,
and 37.90% of them were the only child in their households.
Only 3.10% of youth grew up in a family with three or more
children. Most adolescents (76.30%) reported their subjective
family socioeconomic levels as “average”, 12.50% rated as
above average, and 11.20% rated as below average or having
difficulty sustaining themselves. A majority of parents had
middle school level of education (51.20% of fathers and
38.70% of mothers) and 24.70% of fathers and 24.50% of
mothers had attended high school or vocational schools;
7.40% of fathers and 25.50% of mothers attended only pri-
mary school or did not attend school at all. Only 16.60% of
fathers and 11.40% of mothers had a bachelor’s degree or
higher. Moreover, more than half of parents engaged in
manual labor (59.90% for fathers and 55.8% for mothers),
and 38.90% fathers and 34.90% mothers had non-manual
jobs, or were unemployed (1.10% for fathers and 9.20% for
mothers). The household demographics in the current sample
were largely consistent with those reported by the Weifang,
Shandong Bureau of Statistics (2017), suggesting that the
sample was generally representative of families in this region.

Procedure

Ethical approval for data collection was granted from the
Human Ethics Review Board of The Chinese University of
Hong Kong (Survey and Behavioral Research Ethics
Approval Number: EDU2014-023). In contrast to a prior RI-
CLPM investigation of privacy invasion and secrecy that
utilized three assessments at three-month intervals, thus
capturing relative short-term effects, the present study uti-
lized three measurements conducted over one year, at six-
month intervals. According to a systematic review exploring
how observed effects of parenting depend on different
measurement intervals, a six-month time lag is considered
sufficient for capturing long-term changes (i.e., macro-level
family processes; Boele et al., 2020). At each measurement
point, permissions from youth, parents, and schools were
obtained. Adolescents who agreed to participate completed a
series of questionnaires under the guidance and supervision
of a trained research assistant during their homeroom peri-
ods. Questionnaires took approximately 20 minutes to
complete. Upon completion, they received sticker books as
gifts for participation.

Measures

The current study applied a translation-back translation
method to minimize discrepancies between the Chinese

scales and original versions. Since Cronbach’s alpha (α)
would underestimate reliability of latent variables, this
research used McDonald’s Omega (ω), which is an indicator
of reliability that is robust to most of alpha’s statistical
assumptions (Kalkbrenner, 2021). Information regarding
reliability and English translations of all scales are available
in Table S1 of the Supplementary Materials.

Perceived privacy invasion

Adolescents’ perceptions of parental privacy invasion were
assessed with the Intrusiveness subscale of the Level of
Expressed Emotion (LEE) questionnaire (Hale et al., 2007).
As in prior research (e.g., Hawk, 2017; Laird et al., 2013b),
three items of the original seven-item measure were omitted
to avoid conflating perceived invasion with perceived
monitoring. Adolescents reported their levels of agreement
on four statements with a 4-point Likert scale (1 = strongly
disagree; 4 = strongly agree). An example item is, “My
parents intrude into my private matters”. The privacy
invasion scale showed good reliability across measure-
ments, with ω ranging from 0.82 to 0.85.

Adolescent information management

Adolescents reported on two information management
behaviors, secrecy and disclosure. The reliability and con-
struct validity of these secrecy and disclosure scales have
been demonstrated in a previous study of Chinese adoles-
cents (e.g., Hawk, 2017). The present study maintained the
same scale items as this previous work, in order to more
easily compare the results of cross-sectional and long-
itudinal research examining with similar (i.e., Chinese
youth) populations. Secrecy was measured with five items
adapted from the Self-Concealment Scale (Larson &
Chastain, 1990), on a 5-point scale (1 = strongly disagree;
5 = strongly agree). An example item is “When something
bad happens to me, I tend to keep it from parents”. Relia-
bility1 ranged from 0.66 to 0.72 across time points. Dis-
closure was assessed by four items adapted from Kerr and
Stattin (2000), arranged on a 5-point scale (1 = never; 5 =
very often) and modified to emphasize adolescents’ spon-
taneous and voluntary disclosures to parents (Tilton-Weaver
et al., 2014). An example item is “How often do you tell
your parents, without them asking, what you do in your free
time and with whom?”. The scale showed acceptable
reliability over time, ranging from 0.79 to 0.83.

1 Based on one reviewer’s recommendation, an item-by-item exam-
ination was conducted for the reliability of secrecy scale; no item
deletions meaningfully improved reliability. Therefore, all items were
retained in order to maintain consistency with previous research.
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Plan of Analysis

This research employed Mplus version 8.0 (Muthén &
Muthén, 1998–2017) to model longitudinal associations
among adolescents’ reports of invasion perceptions, dis-
closure, and secrecy across three measurement points. This
study used the Full Information Maximum Likelihood
(FIML) estimation with robust standard error (MLR) due to
the positively skewed distribution of invasion perceptions at
all measurements. For each construct, items with factor
loadings above 0.30 were considered salient and meaningful
(Brown, 2015). For the model evaluation, fit was considered
acceptable if comparative fit index (CFI) and Tucker-Lewis
index (TLI) values were at or above 0.90; root mean square
error of approximation (RMSEA) and standardized root
mean squared residual (SRMR) values were at or below.08
(Kline, 2016). The S-Bχ2 difference (ΔS-Bχ2) test with
alpha set at 0.05 was employed to compare nested models
(Hu & Bentler, 1999).

First, missing values and patterns of the data were ana-
lyzed. Within the whole sample, 94.12% of the participants’
reports were complete across the three measurements. A
maximum of 3.80% of cases (N= 11) were missing for
each variable. Little’s (1988) Missing Completely at Ran-
dom (MCAR) test was non-significant χ2 (433) = 464.50,
p= 0.14 and the normed Chi-square showed a good fit
(χ2/df = 1.1) between sample scores with and without
imputation (Bollen, 1989), indicating that the MCAR could
be assumed. Next, a single Confirmatory Factor Analysis
(CFA) that included all constructs was performed to test the
longitudinal measurement invariance of the instruments. All
measurements attained residual invariance across time (see
details in the Tables S2, S3 in the Supplementary Materi-
als), meaning that the scales were appropriate to test the
longitudinal relations and interplays between key con-
structs. Finally, intraclass correlations (ICCs) were calcu-
lated for each observed variable across waves. In the current
study, ICCs were 0.48 for invasion perception, 0.61 for
disclosure, and 0.47 for secrecy, which indicated that
approximately 48–61% of the variation in key variables
stemmed from between-person differences, and the within-
person change accounted for 39–52% of the variation.
Based on previous research (e.g., Hamaker et al., 2015;
Rote et al., 2020), the proportion of within-person variation
was sufficient to run RI-CLPM.

The main analyses were conducted in the following
steps. First, in order to compare current results with prior
research using conventional CLPM (e.g., Hawk et al.,
2013), this study simultaneously included invasion per-
ceptions, disclosure, and secrecy in one single CLPM ana-
lysis. Considering that the parameter estimation in CLPM is
based on aggregated variances within and between indivi-
duals, however, significant paths might indicate either

within-family effects, between-family effects, or both. Next,
following the same procedure used in a previous study of
privacy invasion and secrecy (Dietvorst et al., 2018), RI-
CLPM analysis examined the same model. Comparisons of
fit between RI-CLPM and CLPM (i.e., nested models) were
conducted via ΔS-Bχ2 tests (Satorra & Bentler, 2001). RI-
CLPM extends CLPM with random intercepts to capture
trait-like, individual differences, which allows it to disen-
tangle effects at the individual and group levels (Hamaker
et al., 2015). In contrast to CLPM, lagged effects in RI-
CLPM represent within-person fluctuations over time (e.g.,
whether a teenager who perceives his/her parents as being
relatively more intrusive than usual subsequently disclose to
parents less than is typical for that adolescent), while cor-
relations among the random intercepts represent the stable
differences between adolescents (e.g., whether adolescents
who perceive more parental invasion than their peers
also disclose less to parents than their peers do). In order to
demonstrate whether conventional CLPM analyses led to
flawed interpretations, this study directly compared CLPM
results with those of RI-CLPM.

Results

Descriptive Information and Model Results

Descriptives and correlations are reported in Table 1.
According to the parsimony principle, pathways were
constrained over time to simplify the CLPM and RI-CLPM.
Comparisons between time-invariant models and freely
estimated models showed that over-time equality con-
straints on stability paths, cross-lagged paths, and within-
person correlated residuals did not deteriorate the model fit
of either the CLPM, ΔS-Bχ2(12) = 18.84, p= 0.09 or RI-
CLPM, ΔS-Bχ2(12) = 14.75, p= 0.27. Therefore, the more
parsimonious models with full over-time equality were
chosen. The fit of the final constrained CLPM was accep-
table S-Bχ2(21) = 67.52, p < 0.001, CFI= 0.93, TLI=
0.90, RMSEA= 0.09, and SRMR= 0.05 (full results of the
CLPM are provided in Fig. S1 in the Supplementary
Materials). The constrained RI-CLPM showed good model
fit S-Bχ2(15) = 16.13, p= 0.37, CFI= 1.00, TLI= 1.00,
RMSEA= 0.02, and SRMR= 0.04.

Random Intercept Cross-Lagged Panel Model

The standardized model coefficients of RI-CLPM are graphi-
cally depicted in Fig. 1. Compared to the CLPM, the time-
constrained RI-CLPM significantly improved the model fit
ΔS-Bχ2(6) = 49.06, p < 0.001, indicating that separating stable
between-person differences from within-person variance could
better represent the data. At the between-person level,
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adolescents with higher levels of invasion perceptions (relative
to other adolescents) reported less disclosure (p= 0.01) com-
pared to their peers. Additionally, youth with lower overall
levels of disclosure reported more concealment from parents,

compared to peers (p < 0.001). The between-person association
between secrecy and invasion was not significant (p= 0.15).

At the within-person level, stability paths for invasion
perceptions remained significant across all time points.

Table 1 Descriptives and
Correlations for Perceived
Privacy Invasion, Secrecy, and
Disclosure among Adolescents

Variables 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Correlations

1. Invasion T1 –

2. Invasion T2 0.51*** –

3. Invasion T3 0.36*** 0.56*** –

4. Secrecy T1 0.26*** 0.26*** 0.19** –

5. Secrecy T2 0.26*** 0.35*** 0.25*** 0.48*** –

6. Secrecy T3 0.20** 0.30*** 0.50*** 0.40*** 0.52*** –

7. Disclosure T1 −0.19** −0.18** −0.18** −0.41*** −0.37*** −0.26*** –

8. Disclosure T2 −0.28*** −0.23*** −0.23*** −0.31*** −0.43*** −0.32*** 0.57*** –

9. Disclosure T3 −0.15* −0.19** −0.30*** −0.31*** −0.27*** −0.41*** 0.59*** 0.67*** –

Descriptives

10. M 2.03 1.96 1.96 2.58 2.46 2.51 2.92 2.89 2.93

11. SD 0.64 0.64 0.62 0.76 0.75 0.76 0.90 0.88 0.91

12. Reliability (ω) 0.82 0.85 0.85 0.66 0.70 0.72 0.79 0.81 0.83

*p < 0.05; **p < 0.01; ***p < 0.001

Fig. 1 Random Intercept Cross-lagged Panel Model with Standardized
Coefficients. *p < 0.05; **p < 0.01; ***p < 0.001. RI= Random inter-
cept. Correlations among random intercepts represent stable between-

person differences. Solid lines indicated significant effects. Dashed
lines signify non-significant paths
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Secrecy showed concurrent negative associations with
disclosure at each time point (ps < 0.05), suggesting that
when a particular adolescent was engaging in more con-
cealment than was usual for them, that adolescent also
engaged in less voluntary disclosure to parents than usual.
Moreover, invasion perceptions were positively correlated
with secrecy (ps < 0.001) and negatively associated with
disclosure (ps= 0.005) at T2 and T3, indicating that when
an individual adolescent was feeling more invaded than
was usual for them, they also showed lower levels of
disclosure and higher levels of secrecy than usual. Con-
sistent with the CLPM results regarding parent-driven
processes, the RI-CLPM (see Table 2) showed that greater
invasion perceptions (relative to the adolescents’ own
average levels) predicted lower levels of later disclosure
(ps= 0.02) and higher levels of later secrecy (ps= 0.03).
The cross-lagged effects from the two information man-
agement behaviors to adolescent later perceptions of
invasion (ps= 0.18 to 0.25), as well as the interplays
between disclosure and secrecy, were not significant
(ps= 0.22 to 0.87). Overall, the RI-CLPM2 results indi-
cated that within-person privacy management processes
were unidirectional rather than reciprocal, from invasion
perceptions to adolescents’ subsequent information man-
agement but not vice-versa.

Sensitivity Analyses

In order to explore whether the main effects were robust,
sensitivity analyses were conducted for RI-CLPM using
time-invariant covariates (i.e., age at T1, gender, and loca-
tion). Although the coefficients of within-person pathways
changed slightly after adding covariates to the model, the
significance of these paths remained unchanged. The cross-
lagged paths continuing to show significant associations
from earlier invasion perceptions to adolescents’ later
decreased disclosure (p= 0.03) and increased secrecy
(p= 0.04), suggesting no substantive differences in within-
person estimates for the alternative model. Model fit and
estimated effects are provided in Fig. S2 in the Supple-
mentary Materials.

Discussion

Adolescents might reactively adjust their information
management behaviors in response to perceived parental
privacy invasions (Hawk, 2017; Hawk et al., 2013; Son &
Padilla-Walker, 2021), prompt invasive parental behaviors
via their reduced communication (Hawk et al., 2013), and/
or use these informational strategies to proactively protect
themselves against future invasion episodes (Dietvorst
et al., 2018). These within-person processes might be het-
erogeneous across different timeframes and cultures.
However, previous studies have often conflated multilevel
effects, lacked information about longer-term effects within
families, and largely ignored privacy dynamics in non-
WEIRD families. Given that disclosure and secrecy can
differentially predict multiple dimensions of adolescent’s
adjustment and family functioning, existing knowledge
gaps in privacy management might result in inaccurate
interpretations of youth behaviors and ineffective recom-
mendations for practice. This study therefore examined
within-person and longer-term associations among Chinese
adolescents’ perceptions of parental privacy invasion,
disclosure, and secrecy to parents. The results of the RI-
CLPM analysis largely supported the existence of parent-
driven effects, in which Chinese youth respond to per-
ceived privacy invasions by adjusting their information-
management behaviors.

At the within-person level, when particular adolescents
perceived more privacy invasion than was usual for them,
they subsequently engaged in more secrecy and less dis-
closure with parents than was typical for their own rela-
tionships. Contrary to prior research, however, this study
did not find any youth-driven effects from adolescent
information management to later changes in perceived
invasion. Moreover, while earlier research using CLPM
suggested a developmental shift from lower disclosure to

2 To further explore potential gender and location (i.e., urban versus
rural areas) differences in family privacy management processes,
multi-group analyses were conducted using gender and location as
moderators of the time-invariant RI-CLPM. To first examine mod-
eration, fit indices of a fully unconstrained model (i.e., parameters
were freely estimated across gender or location) were compared to a
fully constrained model (i.e., parameters were constrained as equal
between boys and girls or between urban and rural areas). Adding
constraints on all parameters across gender did not worsen the model
fit, ΔS-Bχ2(18) = 20.75, p= 0.29, ΔCFI=−0.003, ΔRMSEA=
0.02, indicating non-significant differences in effects between boys
and girls. Adding constraints on all parameters across urban and rural
groups significantly worsened the model fit, ΔS-Bχ2(18) = 31.45,
p= 0.03. Additional explorations then separately added constraints to
stability paths ΔS-Bχ2(3) = 2.10, p= 0.55, cross-lagged paths ΔS-
Bχ2(6) = 2.52, p= 0.87, and between-person correlations ΔS-Bχ2(3)
= 4.71, p= 0.20 across locations, with none of these constraints
worsening the model’s fit. However, constraints on within-person
correlations across location worsened model fit, ΔS-Bχ2(6) = 20.31,
p= 0.002, ΔCFI=−0.02, ΔRMSEA= 0.03. Wald tests showed that
the within-person correlations between perceived in invasion and
disclosure and disclosure and secrecy did not differ between groups
(ps > 0.25), but the within-person correlations between perceived
invasion and secrecy showed location differences, Wald (2) = 8.78,
p= 0.01. Perceived invasion held stronger within-person correlations
with secrecy among urban adolescents (B= 0.16, SE= 0.04,
p < 0.001), compared to rural youth (B= 0.08, SE= 0.03, p= 0.006).
This indicates that urban (compared to rural) adolescents engaged in
relatively more secrecy that was typical for them when they con-
currently perceived their parents to be more intrusive than usual, but
cannot disentangle the direction of these associations.
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later increases in secrecy (e.g., Laird et al., 2013a), the RI-
CLPM analysis showed only concurrent within-person
associations and a stable between-person association
between these constructs. These findings indicate that
adolescents might adjust communication behaviors simul-
taneously, rather than sequentially. At the between-person
level, adolescents who reported less disclosure relative to
others also concealed more and experienced higher levels of
invasion overall, whereas the correlation between secrecy
and perceived invasion was not significant. These incon-
sistent associations between secrecy and perceived invasion
at different levels underscore the need to distinguish these
multilevel family processes, and also suggest that the
longitudinal links between privacy invasion and secrecy
identified in prior CLPM research might be primarily
occurring within adolescents, rather than reflecting relative
differences between youth.

Parent-Driven Processes

Traditional Chinese concepts of privacy are hierarchically
structured within families, with asymmetrically permeable
boundaries between parents and children (Chan, 2000). This
construction, which is aligned with cultural values regard-
ing family interdependence and children’s fulfillment of

filial piety, might diminish Chinese adolescents’ agency in
privacy management. Contradicting these notions, however,
the current results suggest Chinese adolescents’ attempts at
defense against perceived parental intrusions. These find-
ings, indicating that “young people tend to reject the
absolute form of filial obligations” (Wang & Hsueh, 2000,
p. 66), might challenge the stereotype of Chinese youth
being highly subservient to parents’ informational demands.
Indeed, despite being socialized in a context where family
relationships are close-knit and vertically structured, Chi-
nese youth place considerable emphasis on privacy and
desire control over information to which they have primary
or sole access (prior to disclosure to parents), such peer
relationships, free-time activities, and school performance
(Tang & Dong, 2006). Even if they acknowledge parents’
rights to know such information, Chinese youth likely still
desire the ability to actively determine how (much) infor-
mation communicated to parents. When youth perceive a
loss of this control, they might utilize information man-
agement behaviors that increase distance from parents in
order to maintain or reinforce desired privacy boundaries
(e.g., Hawk, 2017; Ying et al., 2015).

The current findings on parent-driven processes echoed
prior studies based on Communication Privacy Management
in cultures where individualistic values are more strongly

Table 2 Parameter Estimates for Constrained RI-CLPM Linking Privacy Invasion (INV), Disclosure (DIS), and Secrecy (SEC)

Parameters B SE p β B SE p β B SE p β

Cross-Lagged Path T1 ➔ T2 T2 ➔ T3

INV ➔ DIS −0.21a 0.09 0.02* −0.25 −0.21a 0.09 0.02* −0.22

INV ➔ SEC 0.22b 0.10 0.03* 0.19 0.22b 0.10 0.03* 0.20

DIS ➔ INV −0.06c 0.05 0.25 −0.06 −0.06c 0.05 0.25 −0.05

SEC ➔ INV 0.09d 0.06 0.18 0.09 0.09d 0.06 0.18 0.10

DIS ➔ SEC −0.10e 0.08 0.22 −0.10 −0.10e 0.08 0.22 −0.08

SEC ➔ DIS 0.01f 0.08 0.87 0.02 0.01f 0.08 0.87 0.02

Stability Path T1 ➔ T2 T2 ➔ T3

INV 0.35g 0.09 0.000*** 0.34 0.35g 0.09 0.000*** 0.38

DIS −0.13h 0.10 0.22 −0.17 −0.13h 0.10 0.22 −0.11

SEC 0.16i 0.11 0.14 0.16 0.16i 0.11 0.14 0.16

Correlation/
Correlated Change

T1 T2 T3

INV with DIS −0.03 0.03 0.30 −0.10 −0.06j 0.02 0.005** −0.23 −0.06j 0.02 0.005** −0.22

INV with SEC 0.07 0.05 0.14 0.20 0.11k 0.02 0.000*** 0.36 0.11k 0.02 0.000*** 0.42

DIS with SEC −0.09 0.04 0.03* −0.23 −0.10l 0.03 0.000*** −0.38 −0.10l 0.03 0.000*** −0.33

Between-Person Correlation Across Waves

INV with DIS −0.08 0.03 0.01* −0.37

INV with SEC 0.05 0.04 0.15 0.39

DIS with SEC −0.19 0.04 0.000*** −0.58

Time-invariant random intercept cross-lagged panel model (RI-CLPM). Equal superscripts refer to parameter constraints. Significant effects are
shown in boldface. 95% Confidence interval can be derived from B ± 1.96 × SE
*p < 0.05; **p < 0.01; ***p < 0.001
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endorsed (Hawk et al., 2013; Ledbetter et al., 2010; Ledbetter
& Vik, 2012). Although explicit cross-cultural comparisons
are still needed, results suggest that adolescents’ desires to
maintain individual privacy might be similar across different
contexts. Indeed, establishing individual boundaries and
claiming ownership of private spaces might be a devel-
opmentally normative part of adolescents’ individuation
(Petronio, 2002), and maintaining a private life can con-
tribute to various aspects of psychosocial development, such
as identity formation (Koepke & Denissen, 2012) and self-
regulation (Newell, 1994). In contrast, acts of privacy inva-
sion indicate parents’ claims of ownership over children’s
private matters and beliefs about children’s obligations to
conform (Tang & Dong, 2006), which might thwart adoles-
cents’ opportunities for individuation. Notably, the current
study sampled youth from a less culturally traditional region
of China (Obschonka et al., 2019). While interregional
comparisons of Chinese family privacy dynamics are needed
in future studies, adolescents from families in more globa-
lized areas (e.g., first-tier Chinese cities), who might hold
more democratic attitudes toward privacy rules and boundary
coordination, could potentially react even more negatively or
subversively to perceived parental invasions than the current
sample of adolescents.

While current findings were in line with earlier CLPM
research on privacy invasion and secrecy conducted among
Dutch adolescents at year-long intervals (Hawk et al.,
2013), they were inconsistent with an earlier RI-CLPM
study, conducted at three-month intervals, which did not
detect parent-driven effects at the within-person level
(Dietvorst et al., 2018). A potential explanation for this
discrepancy is that the effects of invasion on communica-
tion behaviors only crystallize over a relatively longer
period. Indeed, the systems model (Newell, 1994) suggests
that individuals might effectively recover from specific,
singular experiences of privacy invasion. Associations
between impaired interpersonal functioning and privacy
invasion might become more ingrained as invasion episodes
accumulate over time, however, making recovery in the
family system increasingly difficult. In other words, repe-
ated parental intrusions into adolescents’ private lives might
produce more entrenched disruptions to family commu-
nication, in the longer run. Although explicit, multi-
timescale comparisons are still required, this study con-
tributes to the literature suggesting the short-term and long-
term associations between maladaptive parental practices
and children’s outcomes might be different or even
opposing (e.g., Granic & Patterson, 2006).

Youth-Driven Processes

In contrast to fairly strong parent-driven effects, the present
research did not find significant within-person effects of

adolescents’ information management behaviors on later
invasion perceptions. On the one hand, perceptions of
invasion were generally more stable over time than youth’s
information management behaviors, potentially making it
more difficult to predict changes in these perceptions. On
the other hand, the asymmetric effects concerning parent-
driven processes versus youth-driven processes might also
mirror the hierarchical structure of Chinese family privacy.
Indeed, cultural traditions empower Chinese parents’ con-
trol over children’s information. They might be reluctant to
relinquish their authority (Tang & Dong, 2006), weakening
adolescents’ attempts to modify collective privacy bound-
aries and guard against later invasion experiences. In other
similar scenarios that reflect parent-youth expectancy mis-
alignments and tension (e.g., conflicts), Chinese parents
typically are the final decision makers, even if adolescents
object (Yau & Smetana, 2003, 1996).

Previous research found that greater secrecy predicted
within-person decreases in Dutch adolescents’ invasion per-
ceptions three months later (Dietvorst et al., 2018), suggesting
that youth secrecy might serve a proactive and protective
function against feelings of privacy invasion. This study did
not replicate these youth-driven effects, however, suggesting
that reducing the permeability of informational boundaries
might not be an effective strategy to protect against invasion
feelings in the longer run. Different cultural contexts in which
these family dynamics were examined might account for this
inconsistency regarding the functions of secrecy. Indeed,
cross-cultural research suggests that early adolescents in
interdependence-oriented cultures might accrue fewer psy-
chological benefits from increased autonomy than their
counterparts in independent cultures, where such increases are
relatively normative (Qin et al., 2009). In interdependent cul-
tures, early adolescence is seen as a turning point in matura-
tion, during which children are expected to fulfill family
obligations (Wang et al., 2020), including self-disclosure to
parents (Yeh & Bedford, 2003). As such, withholding infor-
mation contradicts filial piety expectations that parents should
be co-owners of children’s informational boundaries, implying
a rebellion against parental authority and disruptions of family
interdependence. Such filial obligations might impose moral
pressure on Chinese youth that prevents them from gaining a
true sense of control over privacy, or reaping the same adap-
tive advantages as their Western counterparts (e.g., Dietvorst
et al., 2018; Finkenauer et al., 2002). Collectively, potential
conflicts and compromises between youth’s privacy needs and
constraints stemming from cultural norms represent a dialec-
tical tension inherent in privacy dynamics (Petronio, 2010).

Practical Implications

This research provided empirical evidence regarding detri-
mental effects of perceived parental invasions upon
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adolescents’ open communication behaviors. The subsequent
reductions in disclosure and increases in concealment suggest
that, even in cultures oriented toward interdependence, ado-
lescents are willing to engage in culturally unfavorable beha-
viors to protect their individual privacy boundaries.
Considering that youth’s failure to achieve desired levels of
privacy might precede maladaptive communication, parents
and practitioners require actionable steps to avoid impaired
family functioning. Since giving adolescents more autonomy
in privacy management might correspondingly encourage their
voluntary communication, parents should acknowledge
youth’s explicit expressions of dissatisfaction or disagreement
with behaviors that they consider to be intrusive, and poten-
tially loosen privacy rules and ownership claims in a corre-
sponding manner. Youth’s emerging expectations for
autonomy also mean that some previously acceptable parent-
ing behaviors might need to be reduced or modified over time
(see also Hawk, 2017; Hawk et al., 2013). Despite cross-
cultural research suggesting that adolescents in interdependent
cultures hold later autonomy expectations, compared to youth
from independent cultures (e.g., Feldman & Rosenthal, 1991),
the present research focusing on individual-level privacy
processes can highlight the considerable heterogeneity that
exists even in interdependent cultures. Therefore, it is likely
more appropriate to consider youth’s specific needs, instead of
relying on general country- or culture-level assumptions.

These findings also provide empirical support for prac-
titioners and clinicians to implement effective treatment
aimed at identifying and modifying intrusive parenting
practices. Practitioners might assist parents in recognizing
early adolescence as a period in which youth must develop
self-determination and self-direction, and that increasing
privacy needs are largely normative. They could help par-
ents adjust the privacy-related beliefs that might manifest as
overtly invasive actions. For example, parents who view
youth’s privacy demands as an illegitimate tactic to conceal
information are prone to perceive themselves as having a
stronger right to access children’s private domains (Tang &
Dong, 2006). This study also highlights the necessity of
constructing mutually acceptable privacy boundaries within
families. Practitioners might utilize current findings to help
youth appropriately respond to parental invasion, thereby
avoiding potential mental and relational costs stemming
from problematic family communication patterns. When
adolescents feel a sense of invasion, or are frustrated with
having restricted privacy at home, practitioners can guide
them in discussing these issues with parents openly to
recalibrate family privacy boundaries, rather than asserting
desired boundaries unilaterally. Indeed, discrepancies in
perceptions of privacy boundary ownership between parents
and children are less likely to diminish in the absence of
mutual negotiation and attempts at compromise formation
(Petronio, 2002).

Limitations, Strengths, and Future Directions

The current study has several notable strengths. Firstly, this
research considered dual information management strategy
use by simultaneously examining both secrecy and dis-
closure, which extends prior studies on family privacy
processes that only examined concealment. This study also
highlighted adolescents’ spontaneous communicative
behaviors, particularly the voluntary aspect of youth dis-
closure (cf. Kerr & Stattin, 2000). This emphasis on volition
is important, particularly in hierarchically structured privacy
contexts where youth disclosure might otherwise be the
result of explicit parental demands or moral pressures.
Moreover, the current study sampled adolescents from a
relatively less globalized region of China, where traditional
norms still prevail; this represents a useful context in which
to explore tensions between culturally desirable, co-owned
family privacy boundaries versus youth expectations of
individual, less permeable private spheres. Lastly, this study
contributes to research that highlights the importance of
analyzing and interpreting family processes at the within-
person level separately from stable, between-person differ-
ences. Indeed, this study suggests that a within-person
perspective might provide more detailed insights into the
directionality and rank-order changes of effects. Such
information is valuable for designing effective family
interventions or treatments. This study also points out the
necessity of using analytical tools that can pinpoint the
correct levels of inference, in order to draw accurate con-
clusions regarding family processes and avoid related fal-
lacies (Frijns et al., 2020).

Notwithstanding these strengths, there are also several
limitations that should be addressed in future investigations.
First, there is considerable cultural and economic diversity
throughout China, as well as between various cultures high
in interdependent orientation. Different conceptual repre-
sentations of privacy, norms for family interactions, and
parenting beliefs between these different locations could
alter the patterns of associations observed in the present
research. Therefore, while the present study provides insight
into family privacy processes in Chinese areas with great
adherence to traditional Confucian values, those findings
are not necessarily applicable to families in other Chinese
regions, or in other cultures oriented toward inter-
dependence. Additionally, the relatively lower reliability of
the secrecy measure at the first measurement point might
have led to an underestimation of certain effects of earlier
secrecy on other constructs in the model. The parent-driven
effects from invasion to secrecy were sufficiently robust,
however. Moreover, secrecy and perceived parental inva-
sion were measured using relatively broader, global mea-
sures without distinguishing which domains of information
youth were managing (e.g., personal, conventional,

Journal of Youth and Adolescence (2023) 52:1287–1300 1297



prudential, or moral domains; Smetana et al., 2006) or
spheres of privacy youth felt parents were intruding upon
(e.g., spatial or mental privacy; Tang & Dong, 2006).
Similarly, the disclosure scale mixed youth disclosures of
personal, peer, and school issues. Prior studies have inclu-
ded school issues as a topic over which Chinese adolescents
desire control over how and when to communicate with
parents (Tang & Dong, 2006) and suggested that sharing of
school-related information constitutes an important com-
ponent of family communication (Cheung et al., 2013).
However, future research should examine topic-specific
information management within Chinese families, since
parent-youth (dis)agreements concerning parental authority
and disclosure obligations can differ from one issue to the
next (Hawk et al., 2016; Rote & Smetana, 2016; Tang &
Dong, 2006). Lastly, this research solely focused on youth’s
reports without considering parents’ viewpoints. Indeed,
adolescents’ feelings of parental invasiveness and parents’
actual invasion are separate constructs that hold different
associations with youth disclosure. Similarly, parents might
perceive adolescents’ information management differently
than youth, which could influence their use of certain
intrusive practices (Finkenauer et al., 2005; Hawk et al.,
2016). Moreover, using only youth reports might lead to
over- or under-estimations of parental invasiveness. Per-
ceptions of privacy invasion likely rely heavily on sub-
jective interpretations of informational ownership that
change as youth recognize an increasing number of issues
as private (e.g., Tang & Dong, 2006). Particularly as
expectations for autonomy increase in early adolescence,
youth might be particularly reactive to parental behaviors
based on privacy expectations that were established in
earlier developmental periods (e.g., Hawk et al.,
2016, 2008). Conversely, parents might also engage in
covert surveillance that goes unnoticed by children (e.g.,
Hawk et al., 2016; Rote & Smetana, 2018). Therefore,
parental reports can contribute to a comprehensive under-
standing of the frequency or extent to which privacy inva-
sions occur. Future research could consider multiple
informants to better understand these family processes.

Conclusion

Prior research on longitudinal associations between ado-
lescents’ perceptions of parental invasion and information
management have often reported potentially biased esti-
mates of intra-family fluctuations, have lacked sufficient
information on longer-term within-person effects, and have
not sufficiently considered these processes in non-WEIRD
families. To addresses these limitations, this study applied
RI-CLPM to examine within-person and privacy manage-
ment dynamics over one year among Chinese early

adolescents. Results showed that adolescents’ stronger
perceptions of invasion predicted less disclosure and more
secrecy later on, suggesting that perceived parental invasion
might produce disruptions in family communication. These
findings also indicate a tension between culturally desirable
expectations regarding interdependent family privacy and
Chinese adolescents’ assertions for individual privacy. This
study underscores the need for parents and practitioners to
assist youth in establishing mutually acceptable family
privacy boundaries, in order to facilitate adolescents’
adaptive interpersonal functioning.
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