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1 Participants could choose more than one racial and ethnic groups to identify with. Therefore, the total percentages 

of racial and ethnic groups exceeded 100%. For ease of presentation and interpretation, we included all non-White 

racial and ethnic groups as dummy variables in our regression models, in which case the actual reference group was 

White youth with non other racial and ethnic identity. We also conducted a sensitivity test by creating a multi-racial 

category (therefore making each youth belonging to one and only one category), and found no notable difference in 

the findings. 
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2 We are aware of the long debates on the acceptability of treating Likert scales as continuous scores. In addition to 

the analysis presented here, we also attempted to estimate LCA models treating the eight scale indicators as either 

nominal or ordinal variables. Both sets of models ran into convergence problems when the number of classes 

became large, presumably due to the level of complexity. A recent simulation-based study suggested that even with 

a Likert scale containing a small number of points (like a 4-point one used in the present study), treating the 

responses continuously would not gravely distort the empirical findings (Wu & Leung, 2017). Therefore, we present 

the sensitivity test to support the robustness of our findings. 
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