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ZE 5T D FEIMLEIE X ZRRRIMEFIR:
BMEERERNHNER

Y

ZHE

EMF K SCH

(ZRIME R 2 JLEE T D4R R AT S BE, IR T R 2 b BREBE, $F R 250014)

i E RS R TE SR SZ R AR BAR M IREE T, S22 80 B 20 i [ R AR5 AR
B 47 NPEIY 1764 45 5 ERB] 8 Fhed Mgk (B4 956 A, FHAER 14.46 %), 5T PP Z IR GUKF
FEARSZ I A 28 15 55 A MRV AR5 VR S B e R R A AR . S5 SRR (1)K 55 AME R Y 6 R A7
FEERRIMEAFIR B S, RIFEGT-35 32 3R S K P RE IR MR SZ IR 28 D S5 /MUY OC R, TEBEOT- 3 32 3R 67K
SERAR PR A2 IR 61 26 05 5 AME TR R DI B i (2)BEGRT-H 32 R B K P 32 39671 55 A Ml B ] 05 1 FH et
FEEIE R A SE I, ARBFITIESE T Z MR A S5 AME I BRI SFe IS, HEiEs TEEEAR Y

TR RIBL o
KR EHRETIE, 2K
7ES B84

1 [R)EE

IR R AR A2 ) g 0 R A R A
2, a2 T2 &AM (Olweus, 1993), 4l
TN, 29 32%M) JLE T DAE 218 32 A\ R
(UNESCO, 2019); &EHZ) 1.5%~13.4%1 JL#EFH >
28 57 [R)PE IR £ (Zhang et al., 2016), 18 52 [F]fFEHK
2 FEOLEE DA H I — R0 B4 238 B 7]
L, EAEEIE . MARSE P94k [A) B (Brendgen et al.,
2013; Perren et al., 2013) L K X ity | i3 20 S5 #Mb ] 25
(Casper & Card, 2017; Sullivan et al., 2006), #X1fi,
FEAR TR 52 A AR 23 77 A [ S5 A B 1 3 3 [
R, AR I Ak 7 A S AR T BB 2 5 A AR A7 B 17 242
T3 5538 W ) AU R 22 (Bellmore et al., 2004; Huitsing
et al., 2012), ITAFkK, HORMZ KB R B, 1K
. SZIRAKCFRARR PR, 32 R AR T
2238 o (0], BIF 5% K X — B G i 44 Ty <At B B
{%1£” (Healthy context paradox) (Salmivalli, 2018),

R H 3): 2020-05-12

7, SMERIE, PECFEIZ IR TR, BoE kI

SR, AEARVT SRR ST I "X — RS, W5
FECT T IR MR SZ I 7 28 77 5 & L 41D
B AR AT E R 5 P Ak ) A DG R ) i 98 4 4 T
(Bellmore et al., 2004; Garandeau et al., 2018; Gini et
al., 2020; Huitsing et al., 2019), i ZA0 T #Mk [n) 5
X —E RS bR . O EE N, 245 NIk,
UIERE- DO E3E 378 - RN LN (LY TR
[R5 2 14 & AR AL Bl L /b B8 Tt ARESE LA
SRR 8 FYME DRI E, KR PEHHA
55 (BEGF- 1 32 J 87K S TR 2 it 28 17 5 Ak
(B ) () 54 ], IR E 54 T Y & AR AL
11 BERIMEEFL

YEYIE LB F D ) MG sh i g 0, Bt
Gl BRI T IR —BE g b, A E 5 A (G RAR
&, 2019), I HAZ A & AE AR gL 2532 B PRS0
I) P A 44 B 20 B 5% 1 (Salmivalli, 2010), L BEZ
IR 23 N 32 JRAR A R 1) 0 B A 25 3 Ny 7 AR B Y
Wil 38R, SR SZ IR AR A PRGN
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R . BRI RS, AR TILES AN
A MA R, HE, REHS5HAESL -3, KiE
SCUEMFSE R B, FECHERE R RN, PR 2
R BAR PG, D T A el Jk v+ it it
M BEGR B 2B, 52 R 3 T T 23 77 A2 T 22
[A]J5 (4N, Bellmore et al., 2004; Garandeau et al.,
2018; Gini et al., 2020; Huitsing et al., 2019), iX—¥{
%Al fE & K 5 BR 5 R JE S (misfit) 3 5% A9
(Garandeau & Salmivalli, 2019), HA&3kii, TEZHK
T A AR AR A BB v, A A 32 £
M2 D — PR R B MG, SR PR
R AR EAR R BURAEAE AR, R G AZ 6 1 A4
TEAEA R gy, LRl EL, H3—
Z 3.0 B AL £ 3E B[R] 535 (Bellmore et al., 2004;
Sentse et al., 2007),

YER RIS MR, DA oy 38 B (gt
JR P B 9 A7 T 5 AR IR R DG &R o Bellmore
Q004 77 DBER Y 6 AEG g ARk BH,
FEBEGT- I ety Az R oK S BRI BE g b, Ak
IR 2 D7 5 TR 45 1 G 5 Gini S8 A
(2020) LA 6~10 4E 22 A= il A B, 76 32 Bk T K F-
BARMBEG Y, SZ IR LT /DA T ] RE s K
A e L OE N R0 R -2 W (1 R )
Jca i B 2R IR B AR T B R SRR, RRgk
2R 22 AR s RS T Z AR R 5 TEAR R B %
(Garandeau et al., 2018; Huitsing et al., 2019), X4
CA R % 52 T il R B AE AR A2 IR 42 0 5 £
L ARSE A G R B YA R, (HRAR D
AW 5T VR AR R IR B IR FE R Z i &1 5
Yoy o il 2l S M a) BOC & rh i M
12 ZHASIMEE X R BREIFMEIFIR

A T0] 82 8 ] 1 F A B B A N B IR VAT
K, BFEEAT N A 2247 K (Achenbach, 1985)
B JLEE AR T MR R R A B KRG,
2 AR B R SO R, S EGERIL AR SE
Idi % [A) #51(Broidy et al., 2003; Odgers et al., 2008),
AR R ] 2 D AR R R AMb 1)k R i
W (Moffitt, 1993), iX— I JH b [a] Y & A 2
U E R Y B 25 B (Petersen et al., 2015), J5 i
IR RO AME B 4f B BE(Odgers et al., 2008), JL#E
T DA ) A2 B 28 D7 2 A T R T R R 2 —
(Ot M WL Casper & Card, 2017; Reijntjes et al.,
2011), HZIK 5, AMART eSSl R — R 51
MR AT, W 2 A T R AN L AR

TH 1 45 (Kochenderfer-Ladd, 2004; Sullivan et al.,
2006). tbAh, S22 RS 32 0 R AR A
[0 L S Tk a5 A ATV VI R B A 2 2SR KE
TR B2 A7) A 1A 2] 7558 22 S b [A] 8T (Rudolph
et al., 2014), 5t —2L, Sullivan %5 A (2006) 1 £
W58 A 32 SR | 532 56 BRI 5 80 L 2
R VE 5 FH 55 A1 B TR B AE AE IE A 55 Gregson 25 A
(o1 Y M F 5 IR BRI, FEFH T HAEH
I AMET S, RIS 52 IR SR AT L) 2 i
7SR Bl AN U 5 ) M ) 3

2 IAR 5 A7) ] AT R[] A A A fil B R
TR0, BT IEHIAEE 5 AL PR TE I 25 R 3L
AR IR — FR B 3 I [, i R PR v A A2 R
R T RER B T ZAME R AT R . AR SE
A WA s SCHiR Ry 2 3 7 R 7N Tm) AT 1) it 5 A 5 1%
WAL T UEE . R4 H A BT, Nishina Al
Juvonen (2005)LA7SAFEG 2R il R B, MARTE
H A0 v B e 2 3 S5 RE 22 v B B 32 3R TR
TG R RG24 . TR0 5 N (2004) 1 A T W)
—FH] = 82 NHERI 4654 24, RIMAET I
KRG PR D, YT o 5 2 306 A A e B
RESES; MTEFH B ACH AR BE T, BihidT
R 5 32 R AR TE ) B R B

A B 9 3% B HE Y- 249 52 I 67 7K AR S £ B BA
BRI FE PR (Gini et al., 2020; Huitsing et al., 2012;
Schacter & Juvonen, 2015), %2 HAEEZ I 4
P35 AMb IR R R A3 75 VR o BEZP- 381 52 55 K1
AR YEN A 22 A 2 IR OK S B E . R
Nishina il Juvonen (2005)L4 K 7 75 % A (2004) F BF
XM A2 AR 5 b ) R <A B PR SR A e I 4 4
LT SZRE, H 3 R BRI R PT343 R 6 K
o H T2 R A A I [ AT fE S F B2 R
PRIEE AR AZ B AR 2 18] A S DS BT S B0
IMAH b Al FE AR (AN BE R rh i Mo ok - B At A
AR, BEYCAT Y 52 IR K 5 A2 A AR Y
ARG . R, A W B — PR PR 1 5%
A KV AE 32 3587 5 A M) ] g 8 5 4R
13 HEMHAEREREMREIFL PFHPNTER

3 4 4t 2 {5 B i T B 38 (social information
processing, SIP), #t2: {5 B T it F2 v sl g, an
BOE R R SO R, SR Az R
28 1 BAMbE R AT R 1Y 2 HE BILRI (Crick & Dodge,
1994; Dodge et al., 2006). &&= M: I PR & —Fl g 2
PRI R 7 2K, F8 78 T A R I ] 1 47 S I
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XF Al N B AT Sy 1R 4 T T 22 R M A R Y A )
(Verhoef et al., 2019; Ki# %5, 2020), ML
GRS A AR BOE MR (D AR 45, 2012),
TE gt At 2 (5 B 2 R B 1] T BB PR LR,
TE A B AL 22 7 B R b 7 A T 22 TR 1 VA LA )
(Guy et al., 2017; van Reemst et al., 2016), iX 254 22
PERY NI T e P ECMAR R I B 2 20l 55 A
[")847 A (Smeijers et al., 2019; Verhoef et al., 2019),
P, SRRV ARSI A 22 0 5 Al R
kR PP AEN . A R AL T SEIEIE
. BEWTATF ST LB, WORPEIE BRAEZ I 5 BRI
i RFELEZ W& /1 (Hoglund & Leadbeater,
2007; Yeung & Leadbeater, 2007); — I =4E 4 [A]
WFEBTH AR B, 5 ARG LAY 2 th 22 2
AL 6 ARG ™ AR T BRI, N3 Bt
i1 7 F2 it BLEE 2 HMb[A] #(Perren et al., 2013).

AR, SZ 30 A AT At Y T B i 2 32
JITAL [ B R AR R BE AL A 52 e o AR AL 25 LA
B (Wood, 1989), i#HZ[RIfTEHM G, MAS#EL S
HoA R AT b A, 53R 06 T 32 0B S0 10 fige e
(Schacter & Juvonen, 2015; Visconti et al., 2013), 7
I Z IR A EARPER T, REBILEASZ
B HA R 2= St 7ERTT ST, D HOE Z IR Y
e RS R /NS S W 3 N (N R O @ =3 )
(Huitsing et al., 2012; Schacter & Juvonen, 2015),
PRI AT AT RE A S A [R] R A9 A7 2 0 A A L
B, RIGUIE, T2 mUssos i 05 P Y A i
), AHRC, 1EFR32 R GOKF8m BESch, S23
TR AR EIR B R — s S, AC
AR ME — 32 K 17 19 2% 42 (Brendgen et al., 2013),
XA BRI | R BE A . RECA
WFFE R B2 % SRS 2 0 5 BRI
RABEM, HEREEaF BN THIE R T 2K
AR 7 AT ST, FRATHENT, {dFHEFR 5T ] fE
Sl 2 A A PR SE I ) T AT RSP Y, g
SECHRI E ZHME T,
1.4 NG

DITERFFE R B, 128 52 3R 4 KA i PR
rh, SRR N T 22, B E A BIFSE I R B 4%
BEGT- 1 52 J A7 7K 7 X 52 35087 A A S [0] 8 1) 52
Wi Nz HAE FHBLE] o ABETER ] 5~8 SR HILH T D 4E
YK, RITPEGF 1 32 A KA E A A2 R B
22 1 5 MBI EUOC R F IR TR, R R SO Pk
U PRI 2 75 v A PR T- 1 52 BB K P X A A 52 B B

K5 AMURE VR . 256 A BLSFIAE ¢
SCUERFFE I EER, ARFFARE . (DIERT-HZ K 1
IR BE R 15 A~ A 52 1R G 28 5 Ak Ta) =2 ) £ 56
R, B2 BARM PR h, 2 Rk
AT BRI 0T 2 AMb TR (2)7EF- 1 52 W 67 K P44
RA RS, 32 MR 2 Dy S ASR R B e A A
AT R T ZAME R T (A 1 FiR). N
PRUERF SR 45 S i ] S0, RATREH] T T RE 22 52
WA 5AMEEE R AR, AT, B
A R B Z SMEI) B (Sullivan et al., 2006), it
FEARTKE EFATTHE 0 T MV E R . T AR
1 19 52 BB K- 5 L EE Ak [ 8] 7] 68 7778 £ W)
KB (Karriker-Jaffe et al., 2020), X AHF5T 15l
T AL B2 0 AKE X AIMb [l & U A5 . 53 4h,
A2 ARG N 22 (8] 1) 5C R AT e 23 32 BN4E . PRGN
Y5 M (Saarento et al., 2015; Vaillancourt et al.,
2013), HILTEPERAKE b, FoAT4 il TAE9 . PEgk
T R o

BGOKF | BERTH
ZIGKF
N
MK

BT RG2Sz K 23 5 M 32 3 G A MR S ) R

fVE FTBL I
2 Hk
2.1 #ik

fif A HEEURE, JEHULAR B Bt A 5
JITEREH) 47 ARG R /NE R i, REEA
£ 18~50 NG o AR LA 2500y F FoAi & 0] 45
1764 fiy, Hrp B4 956 A (54.2%), @4 808 A
(45.8%). MAIJEHE K 5~8 4E, 0lh 470 A
(26.6%). 400 A (22.7%). 472 A(26.8%)5 422 A
(23.9%), FH4FEHE 14.46 + 1.21 %, FeAth, Q3F
ZHE NRTAEARR AR L# 4 40.3%, AR
THmEHBL EFEE SRR A) S 44.0%, &L
TEN 12.3%; BEEZEE KRR EARL
Fih 28.5%, ARITHEHL EEGE SRR
)i 49.2%, FT LT E G 14.5%;

22 HIRT=
221 SMEEm
{#i ] Achenbach #1 Rescorla (2001)Zw & 1T 1Y
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JLEAT AZAE LT DA B RS I(Child Behavior
Checklist-Youth Self-Report, CBCL-YSR) 3C ki il
AT AEIMURIEA TN . R S UGE T A R A
FromiAHepz, k32 8, Hoh, Wedid s o iR A
17 A, CFRAERK BANE) . a2 TRk
HARAE 15 MBI, “FRAKE TR LR AR
P WFRRM 3 FITHr, IEC0 = AFFE7. “1=
ARG M2 = BRFE7, G580 RY
Pl SME I B 2, 2 R AR E AR T
{Z(Chen et al., 2015), AT, % REHRE
BAF, y4df = 3.49, CFI = 0.901, TLI = 0.893,
RMSEA = 0.039, SRMR = 0.098, Cronbach’s o 24X
4 0.86,
222 MEZEMBZR

A% W 58 T 5K ST RN R 2 (1999) 18 1T /Y
Olweus Mt 1 2z J 11 & 3 (Olweus Bullying
Victimization Questionnaire) SC 1 Y 32 3 71 ] 4
HRAPAL BAA A AL A A P ) 2 IR FOIR DL o 7 1] 4
T, S i AU IR A S, SR IE IR Y
ORI EE . IR R A R A, TR
PSR e B ZORIPAL A B2 2 B A cm, <At
SElEAAT . By, HE . REECE B E I,
“DNEFEEAMEVT 9 FMT H T, B ISR )
SFIRZ bR (i, <At [F] 22 oA LR 2 i L sy
3, WIRHSFAEAMATEI N A Z 58, SE LR TRy
A e AR EN . mRIE 6 ATH, R
JH 5 stor . BRI 0 = A2 BA K E
<4 = — UL Z M e, PR
Fe RS2 B B B i 3R T b I DA,
HEA RIFESUE (Zhou et al., 2017). ABFFEH,
IR R R T B, i AR A AT, o df
=3.103, CFI = 0.996, TLI = 0.989, RMSEA = 0.035,
SRMR = 0.011, Cronbach’s o 2%} 0.81,
223 HIRFHZEAKE

2% B A WFE(Gini et al., 2020; Huitsing et al.,
2012; Schacter & Juvonen, 2015), B-HEH N Ir A 2
A A2 A R AT o Y P X B D B S B £ K P
FEHR
224 HEMIEHE

i 5K 5 55 (2020) B 1T 1Y 56 TR vh 2815 54 11
RTE IR R PEAS & % (Assessment of Intent Attributions
for Ambiguous Provocation Situations) (Nelson et al.,
2008), IZE R 12 iR, BORBOLAWTE S
R R TRERIT N0 = BAEBER,

1= MAEEER), RO T HAMEEEHRMLR
PSR TE SRR, P30 B0l s o B ke
PRSP g o ASBIFFE R, 1 AR LA, o /df =
4.552, CFI = 0.956, TLI = 0.946, RMSEA = 0.046,
SRMR = 0.030, Cronbach’s o %N 0.84,
225 EHEE

MEAEAS T, GRS ARG, BRG]
SE R, Wl A WA, CREZHEH K-
ACBEMA o BEGIKAT- L )4 i A2 S BE GRS LR A~
it I JE 2 i NEAE R A o
23 WRERF

ABFE I S A s . Y, Az it b
YIBHE FAERE G [R5 kg oe 2k, Hae ki nl
FIa, WHR KB NG R E IR, 22 AR )
GEE, HERSEE CHE LB AE LB
1R F, TEBEG i T RS . TE BT IR 2%
() G0, S FE il s AR i CFE N e =
i, DA R e o B A, O 58 U e — [l
Wein) s, DA SRR TR BE FAT R HA R R e Y
24 iR

WS SPSS 25.0 55 Mplus 8.0 &b FRELHE .
SRR ik EYE T, AR 2 2S5 T R
BRI TR T o 55— 20, s ALY, TR
= H A5 Ak R B )2 A 2E (Intraclass
Correlation, ICC); 5 — 2, FEMAIFMAMER .
BEZHE KT L R SZIR R 28 T3 ST A A KPR AR
(M1), 55 R K- AR B ek A1k ) 81 F00 4 11 5
B, MAAEY . BRI PE T 35 32 HK 671 K
-, L IFPOKARRI(M2), %28 FE K FAR %)
At Ta] Y 32 R0 S HAE AR 32 3567 28 5 Ak
[5G 22 IR T VR T 2B 20, FERARL Hoim AL
B EAE A2 G, dS A TR BT B
(M3), 5 EEHE M IH P RE A5 Hh A BEGCT 34 52 Hk 1
TR X A R 32 1 7248 105 AN Ak [ 81 56 2 1 3 15 4
FH o BERd ) S S AR GGHEAT T P RS (5 =0,
7 =15 6F% =0,7. 84FK =1), HSHCAH
WA (E A 55, 2016), KA BEZH B KPR MAIK
B i WRAB CRr /N BN R LU L <l (B ok B2
by E T (S E R ERAL ) R B (RROR .
HLR)? L “RZAARBE | “BIF 58 A (- B ) AR R
1B 1~6) MAESZ IR K- 5 BEZ B F K- AT
SE LR, BESZ IR UK S5 BER B 1T B
YAl o S T INESCHE D 25 X S AU Ak T 8 S e
KRR g B K RLSR Al 3 #F 47 46 i (Maximum
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Likelihood Estimation with Robust Standard Errors,
MLR) (Muthén & Muthén, 2012),

TEARBE G, A 52 KT Bk 2k $odiE
1.93%, BERMEIEE Y 3.46%, H IS MM
AL 3.23%. BB RGBSR, HFFERHAT Little
A MCAR (Missing Completely at Random)#5: 5%, *&
BB A BEALER S, 13(8) = 9.92, p = 0.27 . SR il 37
FEAS ¢ K0 A B, A AE SRS EIHE AN BT R B Y
POIRTEZ IR WO S SME R R TG W3 2
S, 1 < 1.68, p>0.097, |d] < 0.15, N T W/ gk
i X A5 B AL ST B R, AR WFSEAEH] EM OBk
(Expectation Maximization Algorithm)ffi #MR I {H .
FHh, RTARH I RO B 3R, IR
Harman SPH 5~ 36 0 A 4 15 42 f 7047 [0 77 2% i
Z KK (Podsakoff et al., 2003), & FUAFAEME AT 1
M3 44>, 55— 7R SRR 21.00%, /)
T 40% I AR, RIS i 2 S m) i e 25

3 4%

31 ¥MTHHh
SRR, PR UEZE SO CRELE 1. 18
MR L, M HEE, ZEZRAK D,
(1754.36) = 4.29, p < 0.001, d = 0.20; FME[n] %L,
1 (1736.39) = 2.86, p = 0.004, d = 0.14, MEZ K
W BOEMEERE L AMEREA B EAELE 1),
YT PEGOK A 7, AH /N, BIHAEGRAMARSZ IR
FKEEAK, 1 (1707.48) = 2.66, p = 0.008, d = 0.13,
32 ZBKRTHEMFEER
3.2.1 FEH#FI(The null model)
BRI R 5 4ME R R ) 1CC 43512k 0.030 Al

®1 MEKFSERKERE

0.038, X FEIRE /A8 it N5 AR i 73 AT 3.0%
3.8%MPLHIKF-AE R, 1A, HRAE Peugh (2010)fY
AW, MEEAR VIR (design effect)y KT 2 A,
e 2R 2 KR AT 8 R o i, DA SR 5E 1
. W ICC MBFAEA RIS, BEtEHES
AR BETHRON 733002 2.10 A1 2.39, (A, %
JE BB FE A BIEFE ), B )tk 22 1 ot A R Sl
W KT 2, ARFFIE Gl H 2 A BIR 3T
B4 4 B (Julian, 2001; Peugh, 2010; Selig et al.,
2008),
322 NMEKFEEER

e, FEFEBR PRI AAS R . AR HE
KL MRSZIR T3, 25 5 ARIK T 1 722 £ X Ak
Al T) B0 A 0V T, S S AOK AR ML, 45
o, FEE T A EEZ BB KR, RS2
K- 5 S ME R A AE i 25 1E W] SCHK (b = 0.081, SE =
0.015, p < 0.001), MEKFZEEMBET 11.07%
A SME R AR I AR 5 o 2R ok, s BEALAR
R, J SRV 2 R 7 28 D5 - A b ] AR Bl
Ut SR LB, IR 6FISME ) B 5C R A7 AE
2 B PEL 8] 22 5% (Var = 0.007, p = 0.002),
323 HEHKTFIRE

R 7% B2 BEYOT 3 52 IR 7 K P AHE 32 I B 5 Mk
[F) B2 ) ) 9 5 R0, FEAM AR AP RBE AL (g BE Ak 1=,
A BEG V1 32 31K V- 55 BEOK P A2 B AR I
Apgr, AEHEVR M2, W3 2 o M2 TR, BERAZIK
KX A0k 0] B T A FAS 1 25 (b = 0.094,
SE = 0.056, p = 0.094), PELF-35 37 1K 7 K - Fn4- 44
2R AA KT 1 28 B30 b 2 0 Al (p = —0.263,
SE=0.110, p = 0.017), PEG KAy 75 Bt 1AMk

ERTHH. mEZEEXEY

Ar M SD 1 2 3 4 5

A

1 5 — — —

2 BEREZHE KT 3.81 1.20 0.01 —

3 SESZHH KT 3.99 1.22 0.02 0.73" —

4 ZIRH KT 0.38 0.60 -0.10" -0.05" ~0.04 —

5 EEMEERHE 0.20 0.22 0.04 -0.02 -0.02 0.317 —

6 FhMbIn) 0.18 0.20 -0.07" —-0.02 -0.05 0.28™ 0.26”
HELR K-

1 4E4R — — —

2 PR A 39.67 8.19 0.53"" —

3 BERF Y2 K 0.38 0.13 -0.31™" -0.03 —

H B ESNEE 0. 1. 5. 6 FHI/NEHEL,
*p <0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, Fl,

WAEH 0; 7. 8 AR AR BB, WRAH 1.
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®2 ZKFEHHFRERE

MI1: AR5 R

M2: FEHIK A M3: A A R R

Sk 7] Sk ) A Sk 1]
T 0.1917" 0.168™" 0.198" 0.162""
A4 IK
P -0.018" -0.016 0.038"" —0.022"
R ZHE KF 0.002 0.001 -0.001 0.002"
R SR ZHH KT 0.000 0.000 0.001 0.000
AR ZIR K 0.0817" 0.068"" 0.165™" 0.041"
BoEEIA 0.161""
PrgiK -
2 0.048" —0.049 0.049”
PE AR —0.002 0.000 -0.002"
YEYOT- 3 32 W K 0.094 0.135 0.096
B R
FEGOAEZ I K 0.073 —0.049 0.081"
YER A = Z IR A K- -0.001 0.002 -0.001
YRV 1) 2 R AR AR Z 5 67 K -0.263" —0.470"" —0.186
B AL
o 0.036™" 0.033"™" 0.041™" 0.032"""
o0 0.002" 0.001" 0.198™ 0.001"
7y 0.004" 0.165 0.004"

T MAZIRGUK AT T 4 b Ak B, SRR 50KF L BEABGEAT T 8P bbb BE . o® R ARk P i 5k 2%

T3 22, 100 7N BENLEBE (5% 22 T7 22, 1), 7R BENLARHRS IR 22 07 2% .

Bl 21.91% M BEH KT 148 5, MR T A2 1K
2 D7 —AME R B R 43.38% 19748 o MR
Aiken Fl West (199 )AL, 735 5 PE V-1 5%
AR50 = 1 AR, AMEZ IR &
HAMER B ZR . K 2 B, @RRRR A
W, T2 AR i BE g, 2 5 Ak
A 18] LAY 56 2R AR T 855 (b = 0.035, SE = 0.013, p =
0.005); {H -3 32 K AR BEg b, Mz
Wz 5AMERBE R C R TR = 0.101, SE =

12
1.0 -~ KB ZH M
—— R 2 &
08}
=
g 0.6 o
=04t e
02f = -
R U S ¥
s ) 7
)’Kfﬁg‘ v "5'})‘;/ ?’@/ /@X/ /@S\)
e
MEFZIR K

K2 BRGP IR GUKFR T 3200 5 AME R R 5 &

0.025, p <0.001), #H—L LM, V2R
HFEARMBEG h, 32 6 34 5 SMbTR] Y 2%
FH R TV 32 A7 K P A w8 0 BE rh — 35 1 o
(b =0.066, SE = 0.027, p = 0.017), XLeZhFLH,
BR324 52 R K SF- 28 b T A 32 3 6 K OF 5 4
A T] R T 1) DG IBE, S AF T il R PR R AR I8 (R
o
324 BHRNAMFTHER

Sk A 56 BIE T 24 52 R B K S5 R A2 R B S Ak
bR RE AR FBL, AR o ABCE R IE A, 4
AT TR BT AR M3, PRS2 £ K
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Healthy context paradox in the association between bullying victimization and
externalizing problems: The mediating role of hostile attribution bias

LIU Xiaowei, PAN Bin, CHEN Liang, LI Tengfei, JI Linqin, ZHANG Wenxin

(Research Institute of Child and Adolescent Development, School of Psychology, Shandong Normal University, Jinan 250014, China)

Abstract

Bullying victimization represents the experience of being the target of aggression by one or several peers
while not being able to defend oneself. This phenomenon has high prevalence among children and youth, with
approximately 32% school-aged children across the world being bullied by their class- or schoolmates. Exposure
to bullying victimization puts children at risk for a variety of social-psychological maladjustment, both
internalizing and externalizing. However, the likelihood of victimization leading to maladjustment might vary
across contexts. Recent research found that victims were more likely to be maladjusted in relatively healthier
contexts (i.e. classrooms with low overall levels of victimization) -- a phenomenon that has been referred to as
the "healthy context paradox (HCP)". Specifically, extant studies found that victimized children were more
likely to exhibit internalizing problems in classrooms with low levels of victimization. However, little is known
about whether classroom-level victimization moderates the link between bullying victimization and
externalizing problems.

More importantly, no empirical study has specifically examined the underlying mechanisms of HCP.
According to the social information processing theory and existing studies, it is reasonable to assume that in
relatively healthier contexts, victimized children are more likely to feel targeted by peers and develop a hostile
attribution bias, which in turn leads to more externalizing problems. Therefore, hostile attribution bias, a
tendency to attribute hostile intent to another person in ambiguous and even neutral situations, can be a potential
mechanism explaining the paradoxical effect of classroom-level victimization on victim's externalizing
behaviors.

The present study examined whether classroom-level victimization moderated such victimization-externalizing
associations, and further examined the mediating role of children’s hostile attribution bias in the associations.
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The sample comprised 1764 fifth- to eighth- graders (956 boys, M,,. = 14.46) from 47 classes in 5 schools in
Shandong, China. Bullying victimization was assessed via the Olweus Bully/Victim Questionnaire. Hostile
attribution bias was measured through the Assessment of Intent Attributions for Ambiguous Provocation
Situation. Externalizing problems were assessed on the Child Behavior Checklist-Youth Self-Report
(CBCL-YSR). Classroom-level victimization was calculated by averaging individual bullying victimization
scores for each classroom. All measures had good reliability and validity. Multi-level structural equation models
were conducted to test the hypothesis.

The results revealed that: (1) after controlling for sex, parental education, grade, and class size,
classroom-level victimization moderated the association between bullying victimization and externalizing
problems, such that the victimization-externalizing association was stronger in classrooms with a lower level of
victimization compared with those in the classrooms with a higher level of victimization; and (2) low levels of
classroom-level victimization strengthened victims' hostile attribution bias, which in turn was associated with
externalizing problems.

The present study has two major strengths. First, we extended the literature on the healthy context paradox
by examining the role of classroom-level victimization in the victimization-externalizing association. In line
with the hypothesis regarding the healthy context paradox, victimized children were more likely to exhibit
externalizing problems in classrooms with a low level of victimization. Second, a mechanism regarding the
healthy context paradox was identified, such that low classroom-level victimization had an impact on victims’
externalizing problems by increasing their hostile attribution bias. These findings highlight the importance of
concentrating on specific victims and providing help for them in prevention/intervention practices. Specifically,
to alleviate victims’ maladjustment, teachers and school counselors could take efforts to reduce their hostile
attribution. Future studies would benefit from replicating these findings using a longitudinal design, and
multiple informants to assess externalizing problems. Moreover, future studies need to test more possible
explanations for the healthy context paradox.

Key words healthy context paradox, bullying victimization, externalizing problems, classroom victimization,
hostile attribution bias





