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A 4R 3 (peer victimization) 2t AL ) 25 e
Fié 7] 8 (Oncioiu et al., 2020), BRI+ FEFH D4E A
[FIE A RRH M E RN T 9.4%~33.0% (Barzilay
etal., 2017). FEPNREEE TR, 25.1%0 5 D4EH
S LU EREN R R FE T (BmRE 5,
2020), BASF5 0 Bh 4 A0 AN R B[R] A 4= R
DU N5 GE M 95 5%, 2020; SRS 4%, 2017).
[F] P42 3 1) A 23 i A AR At DR 5 A AR E 1Y
7K (Pontes et al., 2018). MW MMEZEHNRE, A Z17
FLPT W ILE T DAL R 2 2808 X iR
F, H2RHF S0 BA B FRE 7 (Nylund
etal., 2007; MEE %5, 2020),

[F] 1= 5 N EAAE % V) E R (W et al,
2015). WALIA] S (internalizing problem) 2 +§ [ M4
NS G 2 I S R A, SRR B . AR

W5 F 32 2021-04-06

PR (Reijntjes et al., 2010), X} F7ME[n) L,
AR IR RIS 52 9% At N 580, AN Al A\ ) it 422
Jip, (EEEAMAC B R B F5 A B2 R (McLeod et al.,
2007) PIAR RS JLZE 7 20 4R (1 B 0 2 e
27l B AN PR A2 AT 3 A K Y £ TS i (Yap &
Jorm, 2015), XFhsZNIA ] Gy 2 1) 847 /D4 1
FEEENAED, BRI, K. AR A
IARRE AL IR 46 (B R H 4%, 2015), Hawker Al
Boulton(2000)F& F oo Ar &5 g #8 i, JLP- A
BT AR 3 50 B 2538 0 G 3R B BT i 5T
I 57 2 2 1) %o T 5 PR 2R 56 &R AR )

ARk, WY I8 B R R E 4 R R AR
FHH NP Z ]2 V1O R WE R J7 1], (HE518 5
& AW R I E 2Z (]2 B ] T 56 &R (42
M 4§, 2018; Saint-Georges & Vaillancourt, 2019),
AT W58 25 SR S PR 2 2 18] AR RH B T 5 2 (Mlawer
et al., 2019), AR BR, FHERESNKL
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[ UAR B 2Z RIASAFAE B E T (A 5348 4%, 2006),
7 JE W4 R R W Z [ B OC &R AT BB SZ U 5% .
FEAFRAE (PR AR A5 O 77 (A 1P 5 lE,
S5t 5[] (1) B ) 55 8 59 LR A sE e o s A AT Y B 2T
RETE TS CADISE, LR i s i =
BRI R AR Z M 22 R H R, AR5
HEJ5 ] (Egger & Smith, 1997), HIlt, AHF5E R HIC
ST BOR R L D4R R AEAR 3 5 AR G &R
I B TR, RIS Z IR B S &R LA ST
REAEAE A IR 00
11 EHFRESNHEENXRRENG

] P42 5 8 R SR S0 3 A2 2k A R
P FIE N SGE . BIREF . FIRREMLR
2 H NI A A AR AR B =P A A (Mynard
& Joseph, 2000), HWIEAERRGEHIE, FfEXRE
ILEFPVERK MRS EZE N BRI B
(Bronfenbrenner & Morris, 2006), M JL# K5 7
B, BEE RSB E N, [E AR5 B
R @INGEE 4, 2019). ABRXUESBERIIA S, [Ff4E
12 HE S NBRE D7 &)L T A AEE B R TR
(Forbes et al., 2019; Noret et al., 2018), &)1k il B4
H)E T ZRTCIEW 2, HILs ] & amARSE & 51 )
i (Kochel et al., 2012), A o/ Hr &L B, TERIHA]#E
ZARFENE R, TP T 6.9 AR5 L
AR AT REVE A2 T iR F 48 0 D AR I R 29 4% (Ttofi
et al., 2011),

5 BRI AR, AR K B85 Y 5if 3 P Ak ]
S TN [ A ) XU PR o St AR Y L A D
AEA ) T T AR AWATTIA R 25 5 SCIRE I X R AR R
H#¥r(Juvonen & Graham, 2014), AL 4k
HEACHE, )L DA B T AR S BT AR
RIS AT TR EN G 26 S N o TRV BsE, SIS R £ i 4
SRR AR B A 3B 4 . MR L (Bl SEr
FE IR TY = G845 FRe AT R A3 n . bk o3
TETR AT 1 45 45 5 32 BN FE Bt 5 0 G
5, DN BE AT BB B 5 M 1= 3 X 4 (Carthy et al.,
2010; Forbes et al., 2019), Reijntjes % A (2010)F—
AN, AEAE AR IR AR TE T 35 A T 2
1 H TRE, Xsmfl AT 52 3 E f AL, %
PRSI ARG R INUESE 1Y SRR (DT 45, 2018;
Kochel et al., 2012),

B & & RIG IS 24, BRI R
), LEFVERERE S OISR RZ AR
PR AR A O R . AR JRRTEA RS IR

(B & NPRIED) A2 BAE i R v 9 B0, JF Hax
ol B 2y it P T ) 722 Al A A i Ak 11 i Jre B Be 5 B
AR B BSCR (K SOHT, BRIEHE, 2009) . A J B AH
Y& FIAE A (transactional model) B3R & J@ &~ N5
HFRBE L) KAt 2 PR3 BT S B 0 PR I8 28 56 22 ) 5 48 |
SR AR I SE R, X RhAH B B I 18] 9 4
R 48R4k % 4 (Sameroff & Mackenzie, 2003; B 45,
2008). JLEF AELL TR F 5 LR ) 2
K, MRAE SR R AR LA PR R DL R A 25 R G BRI
(ATER %, 2018), WALIEE TR )2 1.0 21
HWR, FEREERI—-FEECR, B THRERR
A 2 (Krygsman & Vaillancourt, 2017; Sentse et al.,
2017), PRtk, Pk a) AT AR T B0 A Y[R A 06 &R
(MR E . FHEHEF), iR ESFERELH
WAL, [ Z IR o X FRORLIA] 5C 28 ] RE DL 28 3%
AL DA

CA TR TIILEE L FERERES N
Ak [n] {5 7 ] Bisp 4 5 R (Casper & Card, 2017; Hawker
& Boulton, 2000; Wu et al., 2015), HTiX 3 T4y
B 24 TR W 0F 5, I ik b 7 9 5 22 ) O AR A T
] 1 WG T32 4= 3 5 ] SO AR 1 5T 43 7 - AR
T Z [H] B WA & R (Ttofi et al., 2011), 124584
1 WG TSI tr, 49RRM, Rt RES
PR A ) 7 22 () ) A A 8 B T 9 T 00 € &R (Redjntjes
et al., 2010). [HiZIT o rW ARIWFSEALAT 18 T, H.
FEAR AR ERR H VU7 UL 52, MRMYLEF DA,
AR ES FER . ORI R B A 2, TCEA R
7R W O P AT REAAAE R IR LA o FERE bl
B H i Z EO T ST, AR E NI 6
[F] 42 3 5 AR TR EC R I RIFFE KIS 22, S B
22V N R R R AR T A Z ) YOG R4k 1T
fE, U B T d A PG L A 0 A7 45
ZIMRFRNRB A B, A 0SB AL+ LR
R B N AME BB 5E R BE T 255 20 BT o

gi b, [FERH 5 AR 5C R UAE RIS
AR, 1T H SRS I S5 A AR AT
I, S TE TN E G R I TT I | SR DL
TERFZ MR PR R 2 W B o X BRA B T IE #2216
AP, 0 PRI 13 P R B A N B TS T S
FAOTATR,  SCRE S e el J v 1 T 9 e i B MR B S 37 o
T RIBMMHEAE IR S E A5 ER, AR
fE R 10 JLEE DERFEEE 5N 8L
TEAH EL IO Y 5 2R o
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Kawabata (2020)5% 1 [F] { {= % 5 0 34t 2538
RLOCER PR SCIRI R, 48 HnsR e 3R PG 75 SO 5
TR OCRBIMISE, A 4 TG IEXS X — ] RS S0k
22 S AR B BRAR o SOOI 28 S LA L A
AT R 7 A 6] AT B B8 7 Rl 1R 3 5 Ak
[ 2 [A] Y 5G 28 o AR 278 5 A4 32 Sk,
B SO T b o OB R A A | FeA A,
RS H O 5 b A BB R (Markus & Kitayama,
1991), Klitk, RAEEREE N PRIy 1) [ B4R 35 2 %0
AN B F A (A B B, AT R R B
NI, 1 Ah, Sk R B S B 0GR A
W AR g€ A 4T o (Chen et al., 2019),
3X S R R T i A BE R B B AL S 4 )L
A, BEFHBRAZ R, 323k A%
R DT AT G A, 2% 2, 2010) BFFE LR W],
b ST S i [l 4R AR F AR (Chen et al,
2019; Eslea et al., 2004; Huang et al., 2021), i I
W, Xof AL A TR) RS | A 1) [) B 2 35 m) A o 4 o1
AL B U SO Rl A= AR I T AD &5 1, AR
WEFE S R 20 AR T PU 7 3Cfk, v E SO 55
e ] B 452 35 % P A TR F 0 R P S i, P Ak R) R
T R AR 3 BOVE T EE N
122 £

R JRAE BE R v R AR S BB R 2 T S i R
(RS ) 2 82, 3o A8 H A T RIS B o R SR AS [)
BN 52 B0 A R AR SRR IE (R SCHT, BROGHE, 2009) .
—Jr i, HEGEERA B, N6 17 %, [RfERE I
AN 32 A FFE L 5 BT B #5(Oncioiu et al.,
2020)c 735k, AR ) AR X — T A A PR 2
JE e BTy, W T MR NTER A S
TEEET LR . MR OB A R kR, BEE
ARSI, OB R SR A, Nkt T
e RIEA 45, 2020), Ptk FUBE AR E R
AR WTEAE DA PR, 55 —TJ5 T, o LU E
0 AR B R B A 9 AR TR RERHR s . — ety
BRIy, DOl PE e R IE 5 A Bl T o i B 55
K # (Anderson & Bushman, 2002), X} FHHE M5,
AR FE XGRSO LR 1K
A E A 2R W] Bty 3 A R X e 2 R A R 5 AT B
FETEARIE 22 57, POk I T [R) 42 35 B TN )72 A7
1T JLE A /D4 (Chen et al., 2021; Forbes et al.,

2019; Z8MKk)T 45, 2018; Mlawer et al., 2019), %% I,
AP s R 3: U, [ AR R U Py i
R P A PR R, A 8 7 PN TRD RN () 2 5 1 7
W AR AEAE T VE T
1.2.3 =R E E R

A BRI 5 T PR A D B AT 2 ] B B Ta] (] B
KA —, AHF5E I 2 B ] (] B B A B4R
1 AR 24, —J5, MRRIAHN 51540875
TS AR FEEH T R 2 R FIfER
FER G FEOLEE DX AR . AR F A
AME L MR NRFEBE TR THBOA
HIRAE, Wi — 254k T AR X B &R (e, 32
TMNE, B NEHRIO) AR R, FKETE
P 7K TG 3K 2 KSR ) ) S T PR Y, IE 3K AT AR A
A R PR 3 5 Ak [R]85 % B R (Forbes et al.,
2019), BLAN, 1458 1 R ME gl DA R R R4 R AR
F 50 BRI 1) E Z AL (Adrian et al., 2019). IMiiX
BB 55 1 G R AR AT 9 S50 1% 1) ] 90 Bl oA L
A LR ARRT RS 1 o PRI T[] 4452 3 % P Ak ) R
()5 M AN AEAE DU e B ) R BR A 25 570 53— T, M\
2 S E AR E, ILEF DR AT AR
AT R TS o R A (A A e R 5 (R A 5
PR AL, BEE B A A HERS, B B () 1A
B AT, I H A R 51 5 Bt e AT o
BT —E@MREIE 4, 2019), 52, ZREEN
S e Rz BrR ik, R RERBULES >
A 32 {3 AR B B A (R RS T — 2P e . 25 L
AMFFEHE AR 40 D03 B () 1] B 7[R AR 35 %
A e 50 P S0 A AN AR, ERT AR PR A ) R
[l P4 3 i sz, RPN Ak ) 0t ) £ 452 56 1) il 4
FHBE RS ]S 073 58
1.24 FEAX

KT R FENIFE, R HE Zm
Jridoe B A, U FFEHR 2 (Bouman et al.,
2012), WAkmEi4 K 280 LEH D 4E A, D
HEAIF 5 2 i ACRE B0 Ok I E [ A1 42 3 A 4k )
LB TR R, AR A ERILE
A SR RS S8 A=Y iy we N [ = el 61
ZS. —Jrm, £ TAHRSGFEEREMREERZ
[B)FF7E 22 5, Bouman 58 A (2012)45 th, >4 H R £
et AR PN Z A F AR OLET, [FAER 3 5 kR
[ 4 5& R MG AR . BT AR E AR Z) 9 Ath
N Eu 1) Re ad L H FR RS 1Y J7 B O 0 E
(Pagano et al., 2000; Tepper et al., 2008)., %5 —J7'Ifi,
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1 AH [ R W AR R 5 AR RS, 1T RE
P T 2 [R5 i e 22 15 B K B9 350 & (Hawker &
Boulton, 2000) ., AAHF5T X W Z [8] iU 9A 1] & R RS
AFFEVEE T AT O 1 7% 8¢ MR X Y
5T SC PR, AHEFE A 90 J7 SRR DR PR
o — & [FER 3 5 AR LS D4 |,
TEILEF DA A IFNARIE, TR R AR
o AR BRI SRR S AR R AE
HRON O R AFAEVEE AR E R, B PEALAL
g R
125 [G@EEE

FIAR | £ 85 B A A ) 8 7 R F8 4%,
SHZEIBRE VIR, ORI — SRR i R E A
WATH (Tran et al., 2012), ARE LS EMTF A M)
O ARTE N E AR IR 40IRA, E AR
OFRPR(EEMT 55, 2018), W ZFFERE S Mkb
R R PR v s 2 W4 b, H 5 FERE
Z 8] UTHY AL ) 26 & E 3R 15 R P F5E 1Y 32 (Tran
etal., 2012), JRMUERE 54 R APRC R R i B %
FIFEFR, FEAREIBEE] [ OB A0 Y SR Ak 2 i
N Z A 22 S, Bl To ik oy R 5 o At N A 15 Jak
A7 I T AR 56 2] %) 7 H% 17 /B% (Bauminger & Kasari,
2000), =7 AR F W BG4 5 R I8
AMRXT BRS04 L T RE 23 38 B 6 B b A 155 B
LR D SN "N v - U1K 1R N RV A=
THHIRES . BB E 2R, Hrh, HIIRMmA
ProC &R 1y 2R 24 A2 fE ) (Lang et al., 2000), (I,
AEXT T A PR A AR E, — R IEE 4 5 1A
PEAREM C R TTRRESS . 25 b, AW RK 6:
AR TR, Rl T S AAR L DI R ) A
YR S5
126 EBELR

— e B IREE S FIBRFXAEEZRE
WG NI RARE . B IR F W S SR, i
T, B, RS, SigRFW ROk ERE A 3k
FEFERIINAE . 5HM AR FAXT L, KRR HF &M%
PR FIE, 876N PR IC R A& 5 50 7 1l 5z 3]
K B [ A F A i (Crick & Bigbee, 1998).
KRR F W LIRS R | BRI
FESTRRARIA, (5 HE LIRS 4158 77 SR A0 36 2 A
M 5, BOIA R F R FRA(Wu et al,,
2015), KR R2 R FIEBA BB R A, AMRINEAZ
FIFER G W Rk 5 T, HAFAE 5 52 J2: Fr 22
. Ik, CREF LA WA= XHE 26 fidt B i sl i)

BT RETE S, AL, AR FEAEAES L E
A UL, N EEAE I, AR A2 0 R AR
Al HESE DL R R IR E IR AL, iR 3 o 25 mb
(Casper & Card, 2017; 5K3CHT 4%, 2009), 5 K5
I R B, RARRHES WAL B R T N
2 4] (Casper & Card, 2017; Wu et al., 2015), %% I,
AW B 7 HS T BRE, XRRES
PA A T A 1) A B 000 A FH B i

HhRARE L RREFE S NN O R WA GE
ZSCARSETY | AR DL RO T AR B . B
m, BHF R, KFRRFH AT RE S E SO 5t
WO H WL Z FE 258 (Chen et al., 2019), [EE i3
RO S RAZFETE M SE H (Casper & Card, 2017; 5k
SCHT A, 2009), KRR FIEH FIEEE RS %
Z2 40 IR i 95 A A (Branson & Cornell, 2009), 28T~
[F) = 55 2 18 5 PN AR TR) 1Y) O RTE AT IR B
S [l SR 2 AT B B A AT R R, ASBIF SR i it — 2
XFRfE R FWRR S AR F . RRERF) S NN
BN 1) O ZR (A 19 80 AT 43T o

2 WtyErik

21 X#KRSMHIE

308 3 ] R ) - T e SR % . T O )
5 08 SRR e . 438 191 B PR ARG 2R vh S0
ko 257 NA G AR 3 5 AT 5C 2R 4 1m)
WEFER A, A AR IOCSCHR, 3 51 DL m) P4 735
“BIREE? HRRE KRREF” SRR E
FTEERR, MREA . CHEIAMGEHE P ik
G R AU SRk . 7E PsycINFO. Web of Science.
Science Direct, Springer & FE T, R4 T A&
“peer victimization” “physical victimization” “verbal
victimization’‘relational victimization™“overt victimization”
()3 SCSCHR o 3 3 PR R 4 L AR B S Ty 2
e G AW FEAR A SCHK o [RI S, SR T SCHR [l 399
IR A SCHR 1225 SCHR H 5 b e DL A e kb sk

SCHRT EARELN T : ()R TR 5 AL
A1) 2% R AT IS (MR L E T D AR AR IR Y
— M E (PSR, 2018), BB AP IR AFE R i e o 7
Z 18 % QY TR R E RS Nl %
BB S AR TR 2 D — AN FRAR GRS . £R0E . I
BOM R, OIE TR TS RS HE B FEA
i, VIRRES R AR T 5 AR R A 5C R 8, (W)
PR FE 5 AR R A UG I 0 220 1A bR AR [l
RO N A 5 R K5 (5)HEBR LA S R 558 i g
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o JE A BRI BT 5T 5 (6) 52 2 3 A KA PR FE AR T
FEITH G S VRN SOk . RS LR bR, Rk
2021 4F 10 H, L AFFEARIERSCHR 89 F, AT
SR 99 A4S, B Rk 70598 A o SCHiR i 6 R L
K1,
22 Ymfg

27 Lipsey Al Wilson (2001)fEE, MGG
il 22 BIATRE 5 15 W R IE T 9w, LR 1. ZmiY
B SR AW SRR (5 B AR E(S B, ATE a5
E# S . CRERER . AR . M. 3
B 5 BRI BSOS L [RIE R S
[T E o PR A Nl AL
- B [0 B B 4, 5 R BN (L, A7 AR (]
(R 5 R B, AREAL el RECE S5 . B4k
SEREAR Gt — RN AE, WER—R SCER TP A E 2 A
ST REAS, WIS T gt . an SR SCRk s T 2
A8 R BRI, LI S5 S A B ) ) ks [ ]
82 [T 11, D) g BB 25 (PP H4 M
TSR A T LRI 2 R AR 35 5 P Ak ) 8 A
X, XX LN AT (van Geel et al., 2018).
Ivi] — 2 it 257 (1) o 9 1%t T A 50l a0 A 7 4R i, LA
K6r 56 s B 25 R B VE B P (R PR RN 5%, 2020;
Tk L, 2021), PR it 25 i — 2t A 95.8%,
XFAR—Z ) gt 8 RS SCERT DA IE .
23 mHiEiE
231 HHNEITE

A 5 35 T[] B A= 35 55 PN Ak ) A B F0 0 Y
FRuEAL Il REAE BN . Wl 2, PRSI Y

B B AR [l I e e T T1 & T2 R EE | Akl
AR M DL R W 35 22 [] 1 A8 SUH Je R0, ASBIFE 32
BB IR S 38 SUME SR RN o 22 T AR B #2235 11 58 X
i J5 B A DG 28 B80T 2 PR E A 181 U5 2R B S &80
i, PR AN BT T AR e 2 SR AR R Y
SO, R HRR T P B a2 T AR e A RS M o B,
MPAASREAE T1 WoR H B 1) [R] B P A DGR, —
AN KA A S I AH 6 R BT fig HUE Sl 1 Rl R AR
55 AT R AR T o T U S 1] U 43 A A
Gt bR A T AR AR E RS N, FESE ] T4
AR [ BIERONY S, B9 ERBET Tl
O I0) 725 F %oF 45 SR AS R A T1 AN T2 22 6] 728 Ak 14 5% 0
(Sowislo & Orth, 2013),

AR AT LS R Z BT Ee, s LA R
55 9 Ak [ R R 56 R B v Ry bR T SRSV
Horp, f 5 WIWFSR A A AR (0] A AR OCHE B, R
AT B R B R 0 I SO S gE, EEL
VA 25 A8 U S A5 AL 1 o1 U5 3R B RN (o SO AT
BN ANF (Sowislo & Orth, 2013):

Pria= —rnl _’szrlz

M2 T [a]Rf 45 3% T2 Pk ) 880 g 15 0 46 1
W, By RS T T1 NALIRSIVE S, T1 A £
12EXF T2 AL IR A AR AL B9 2250, ry, 48 T1 [H
fERES T2 WALRIE A REL, ryv 76 85T AR
s RENE, RIPARmIEEAE T1 A T2 BB 0 i A
KFHL, rip 8 TS T AS 8k 18] 14 ) A A 2
RO A2 3% 5 AR B A C R B, B 45 T1 W

MR AR AR -

'

K% Farn = 344; BCn =3280 HpJr IRk n=0

!

)

SIRE R 5345 3C#kn = 2102

B

B AR, W12 RRS 1
Fook. REUERR. TS

Y

Y

SCikn = 1813

BTG FRAS SCHikn = 289

o= S SEE b TN

Y

BB, EILEFE,

fﬁ’v}\ Y
R E UGN = 79

IR R SR RRR AR A SOk = 210

A4

Y

| SRR R Sk = 10

AT BT SR = 89
WA HF3n=11; EXn=78

1 ST A STk i
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F1 MATHTERARWERER
BEH Gy Sk REAR M mHEERGEE) PVIEE PIFE REEA v PVSIP' IPSPV?

Adrian 2019 F 287 — 0.33 ER32 ER3E 3,4,5 0.34 0.13 —

Arora 2020 K H 232 12.96 1.00 ER22 ERS2 1,2,3 0.53 0.28 —

Barchia 2010 WRFW 1167 13.30 0.67 ER22 ERZE 1,2,3 0.41 0.07 0.12
Boivin 1995  JEgEX 567 10.83 1.00 [A] 2% ERSE 0 0.45 0.07 0.09
Brown 2016 B3| 294 8.71 1.00 [ERA0 ERAE 1,2,3,4 037 — 0.20
Burke 2017 Fitt 837 13.20 0.50 AT ERE 0 0.24 0.06 0.09
Chen 2021 Rl Es| 1987 12.32 0.50 ER2E ERSE 1,2,3 0.55 0.08 0.11
Cooley 2020 FH 464 8.64 0.50 AP AP 0 0.43 0.16 —

Cooley 2017 F 228 8.32 1.00 AP AP 1,3 0.36 — 0.16
Desjardins 2011 JmEER 580 15.50 2.00 ER2 ER22 3 0.30 0.03 0.36
Dill 2004 K H 296 — 1.00 ER22 ERS2 2,3,5 0.39 0.13 0.13
Doyle 2016 B3| 437 — 0.50 [ERA4 [ERAE 1,2,3 0.38 0.07 0.24
Drazdowski 2019 B3| 317 12.10 1.00 [ERA0 ERAE 3,4 0.42 0.00 0.17
Ehrlich 2017 Bk 692 15.62 0.25 ER2 RS2 3,4,5 0.29 — 0.11
Erath 2016 [ 123 12.03 0.83 ER2E ERSE 0 0.57 0.28 —

Forbes 2019  WAFW 4169 10.30 2.00 A ZE 1,3,5 0.53 0.13 0.09
Fox 2021 F 178 9.58 1.00 ER32 ER3E 1,2,3 0.43 0.11 —

Gibb 2012 K H 100 9.97 0.17 ER22 ERS2 3,4 0.45 0.07 0.20
Griese 2014 K H 511 10.62 1.00 7] 2¢ ERS2 3,4 0.34 0.09 —

Hanish 2002 B3| 1469 — 2.00 [F]2¢ B4 0 0.14 0.18 0.04
Healy 2018  WRFI 111 8.72 0.75 ERSE a1 1,2,3 -0.09 -0.01 0.21
Helms 2015 B3| 313 17.13 1.00 EEZ A 1,3 0.01 0.07 —

Henrich 2014 Diag] 1081 11.00 1.00 ER2E A Bk 1,2,3 0.16 0.05 —

Herzig 2011 FH 286 13.51 1.00 AP A 3,4 0.43 0.10 0.07
Hodges 1999 FH 173 11.30 1.00 [F] 2% [F] 2 0 0.69 0.12 0.17
Hodges 1999 &k 393 10.00 1.00 [F] 2 Hom 0 0.21 0.22 0.08
Irwin 2019 JnEX 396 11.80 0.50 ER22 ERZE 1,2,3,5 046 0.06 0.18
Isaacs 2008 o5t 177 — 8.00 [ERA0 [ERAE 0 0.10 0.23 —

Kawabata 2017 H A 528 E_ 14ERH ER2E ERZE 1,3 0.40 0.03 0.10
Knoble 2015 [ 302 11.90 1.00 ER2E ERSE 0.43 — 0.23
Knoble 2015 B3| 291 11.90 1.00 ER2E ERSE 0.29 — 0.06
Kochel 2017 FH 483 11.10 1.00 EES AL H: 1,2,3,5 041 0.12 0.18
Kochel 2012 FH 380 9.93 1.00 ER32 AL H: 1,2,3,5 0.19 0.15 0.13
Kochel 2020 K H 230 9.48 0.50 ER32 ER32 1,2,3,5 0.50 0.03 0.14
Krygsman 2019  JmER 464 12.00 1.00 7] 2¢ ER22 0 0.07 0.09 0.03
Krygsman 2017 &K 703 11.91 1.00 ER22 7] 2 1,2,3,5 021 0.08 0.11
Landoll 2012 B3| 941 15.80 0.13 [ERA0 [ERAE 0 0.33 0.12 0.08
Leadbeater 2014 JnER 578 15.52 2.00 ER2E ERSR 1, 0.29 0.01 0.11
Leeuwis 2015 fif 2= 330 11.20 1.00 Ep2d ERaE 1,3 0.44 0.11 0.05
Lepore 2019 FH 986 12.81 0.50 AP AP 1,3,4 0.40 0.15 —

Liu 2018 | 945 10.16 1.00 [F] 2% ERSE 3,4 0.20 0.11 0.04
Loukas 2013 K H 227 11.69 1.00 ER32 ER32 3,4 0.52 0.22 —

Loukas 2013 K H 263 11.69 1.00 ER32 ER32 3,4 0.47 0.19 —

Machmutow 2012 Hi - 765 13.18 0.50 [ERE2 [ERE2 5 0.27 0.08 0.11
McConnell 2018 FEH 123 12.03 0.83 Hm ERSE 0 0.22 0.12 —

McLaughlin 2009 F 1065 — 0.58 ER2E ERSE 3,4,5 0.30 0.12 0.08
Mlawer 2019 B3| 1264 10.10 0.58 ER2E Zi 1,2,3 0.10 0.08 0.04
Morabito 2021 FH 317 12.42 2.00 ER32 H B 3,4 0.37 0.03 0.15
Mulder 2017 faf 24 748 12.00 0.50 [F] 2% H B 0 0.31 0.02 0.05
Mulder 2017 faf 24 755 12.00 0.50 7] 2¢ ERZE 0 0.25 0.03 0.01
Noret 2021 EEs| 533 12.56 1.00 ER32 ER32 1,3,5 0.41 0.33 0.12
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Pan 2020 | 466 12.80 0.50 ER32 Bk 0 0.20 0.07 —
Perren 2013 K H 478 10.59 2.00 EE= LA 0 0.15 0.19 —
Perron 2012 JmEX 1250 8.00 2.00 ES4 A 0 0.40 0.07 0.12
Rao 2013 B3| 1132 — 0.50 [ERA0 [ERIE 0 0.40 0.00 0.27
Rodriguez 2020 EE| 581 9.30 0.50 ER2E ERSE 1,2,3 0.18 0.01 0.26
Rudolph 2011 EgE| 132 9.46 1.00 Ep2d ERaE 3,4 0.49 0.24 —
Saint-Georges 2019 mEK 612 12.40 1.00 [Ep2d ERaE 1,2,3,5 0.45 0.06 0.14
Santo 2018 &K 100 10.52 0.33 [F] 2% ] 0 0.68 0.42 —
Schacter 2017 F 5374 — 1.50 ER32 ER3E 0 0.31 — 0.12
Schwartz 2015 K H 276 8.50 — EE= B 0 0.11 0.03 —
Sentse 2017 752 2772 14.00 0.50 ERAE ERAE 0 0.30 0.10 0.06
Sentse 2017 P 2873 14.00 0.50 [ERA4 [ERAE 0 0.27 0.09 0.13
Shapero 2013 B3| 216 14.00 0.73 [ERA0 ERAE 3 0.38 — 0.12
Siegel 2009 FH 228 16.00 0.17 ER2E ERSE 3,4,5 0.29 0.01 0.11
Spence 2009 KFW 255 12.14 0.25 EREA ERE2 3,4 0.29 — 0.08
Storch 2005 FH 144 13.90 1.00 ER32 H B 3,4 0.48 0.13 0.16
Sugimura 2017 F 273 7.96 1.00 A Zom 3,4 0.08 — 0.17
Sugimura 2017 K H 303 7.96 1.00 ER2 Hom 3,4 0.07 — -0.01
Sweeting 2006 SRS 1149 11.00 2.00 ER2 ER22 0 0.27 0.15 0.14
Sweeting 2006  FHEE 1222 11.00 2.00 ER2E ERSE 0 0.29 0.07 0.08
Tran 2012 [ 303 10.90 1.00 [F]2¢ ERSE 1,3 0.34 0.05 0.21
Tran 2012 B3| 295 10.90 1.00 [F] 2% ERSE 1,3 048 -0.12 0.30
Troop-Gordon 2015 F 527 8.94 1.00 ER2E ERSE 3,4 0.47 0.22 0.24
Troop-Gordon 2012 FH 190 9.30 0.50 EES Zom 3,4 0.37 0.16 0.05
Troop-Gordon 2018 FH 170 9.34 0.50 AP Zom 1,2,3,5 0.18 0.16 0.12
Troop-Gordon 2018 K H 196 9.34 0.50 ER2 ERSE 1,2,3,5 0.40 0.24 0.00
Vaillancourt 2011 JmEER 156 12.25 0.50 ER22 ERZE 1,2,3 0.43 0.11 0.22
van Lier 2012 JmEER 1558 7.10 1.00 ER2E Hm 0 0.39 0.08 0.06
Visconti 2010 B3| 420 9.33 0.50 [F] 2 ENE 1,2,3,5 0.09 0.12 0.03
Wang 2014  PEFR 1018 9.50 1.00 EES [F] 2% 3,4 0.60 0.18 0.10
Wang 2011 [ 1112 12.20 0.50 ER2E ERSE 3,4 0.36 0.07 0.08
Yeung 2010  JnEX 513 15.50 2.00 AP AP 1,3 0.26 0.03 0.14
Yeung 2010  JnEX 580 15.50 2.00 AP A 1,3 0.26 0.13 0.12
Yeung Thompson 2013  HIEK 361 15.50 2.00 ER2 ER22 1,3 0.33 0.00 0.16
Yeung Thompson 2013  HIEK 278 15.50 2.00 ER2 ER22 1,3 0.19 0.09 0.13
Zapolski 2018 B3| 801 — 1.00 [ERA0 [ERAE 0 0.50 0.07 0.13
WA 2017 el Es| 528 12.32 2.00 ER2E ERIZ 1,3 0.52 0.06 —
WA AR 2017 Rl Es| 535 12.32 2.00 ER2E ERSR 1,3 0.33  —-0.03 —
[} 2021 rh [ 1094 13.52 0.50 AT ERE 1,2,3,5 043 0.11 0.19
6T S 2017 | 378 — 0.50 ER32 ER3E 1,2,3,5  0.50 0.13 0.08
M 2011 | 1767 9.25 2.00 ER32 ERSE 1,3 0.43 0.08 0.20
a9 2018 el Es| 1068 13.22 1.00 ER32 ER32 1,3 0.41 0.05 0.17
B 2017 el Es| 1508 13.27 1.00 ER32 ERZE 1,3 0.38 0.06 0.12
xR T+ 2013 [ 787 9.50 2.00 EES B4 0 0.07 0.05 0.10
B3 2019 el Es| 2036 10.26 1.00 ERSE B 1,3 0.17 0.08 0.03
REFI 2007 ERlEs| 299 — 0.42 [R]2# A 0.33 0.11 0.00
R 2016 Rl Es| 924 12.65 1.00 EES Zi 0.12 0.10 0.01
JiRZE 2006 | 274 9.70 2.00 [F] 2% ERE 0.14 0.18 0.04

I REERSD, 0 = BIKRE, 1| = BIRRE, 2 = FiHRE, 3 = RERE, 4 = SbERE, 5 =

R A AR AR

PV—IP 8 T1 R F B T2 WALEEE, 1P—PV Ko T1 WALEE N T2 FARE; rev e 88 T1 IR AR T 5 AR SR AR
P O NN A TTEES i 8
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557
Rt e |
Timel Time2
P om0
Timel Time2

B2 A S e i A

AR R T2 [A] 4= 35 B BRI, By, » BI4E T1
AR IR T2 [F A= 3 i bR EAfL Il E R, ry 46
T1 WAL T2 Al FE 4R 3 B AT R, ry, 46 1H]
PEAZFETE T A T2 PIADET R RIAHOCREL, rindE T1
I [] 4% 35 55 A Ak ) it A G R AR
232 HRAEESERRMEKE

JC AT 32 HEAFAE [ 5 RN 5 BE AL A5 P Ao
AL i E RS R ST IA] B B SRR A AR [R], BIFSE
R Y 22 R oOE R LR 22 i g |, J5 F R AN TR
RIS 1) B B SR AE AT AASTR), BEAILIR 22 DL REAR
2 5 55 E 0T e vk A 9T 45 SR 1) 2% 5 (Schmidt
et al., 2009). i SCERARIE, ABF5EINN, XLy
s, RFRME A REXT R R R 5 Ak Y OC
Ry Rg ), R AL N B R, IR Ak, XA
ABFSE RN AE AT 5 B PEAG 5, 2R O K
5 PR, 4 0K Fon BE i, 38
BEMLBON AR . [z, BE e e, o P i R0 A
El(Lipsey & Wilson, 2001), PP GiHRik, SHdE
B, PAER 25% . 50%. 75%F, 4353 R A%,
R AR R S B, e S M TG S PR RE AL AR
A (Higgins et al., 2003),
233 HhiREFRR

HEY R AR5 i 358 B SR A fig 4 T AR 3R I S0
O 4TI B, R R T 45
BN TE R o AW FEALIN A KRB TR S,
AL AR R RIZHALES, A BT ik & R o
[FIEF, SRMATFE, RE2REM Eggers BlIHL
234 HFEAEESHF

iz CMA 2.0 (Comprehensive Meta-Analysis
Version 2.0) 8 {4745 i ab 2

3 4R
3.1 RRERE

Nz 2 iz, [RlREAR 3 AR TR PN A TR
Xof [l AR T TONAE FH AN O KSR 45 2R 70 ol

221.673 (p <0.001)., 260.104 (p <0.001), F£HITA
T H 45 0F 9 8500 (B S B A o P (B 4300 60.302%
70.012%, MG 7 AEPEY bR, e b AL AN FR
WA, JFHRES BRI BRI X R T
AT BEAFAE 1 IR 1 R0
32 RFREEFKRE

TR R, AR 35 Pa A ln) U B 7 AR
FH BRS04 45 7 1 4 T mp T L35 A 4450 i 4y
A5 F ERZON B A PN o 1 — 25 AT O 28 4 R Ak
(Classic Fail-safe N)Fll Egger s [Pl JH7k K % (Egger’s
regression Intercept). Z5 R, [FIfERE 5 M1k
RBUAH B FI0IN OG 28 1) 2 42 4 R AT Wl 1481, 4629,
TR T EE AT B0 AN KR I T B0 SCRR L H I
AN A SCHk, A BB BH P 22 R] A R B T O
o Egger’s &S R W3, RIFERF XN
1k In) 15156 22 () A EE R 0.441, 95% CI [—0.399, 1.282],
p=0.299, PIALIREU [R5 OC R B #IE S 0.751,
95% CI [-0.215, 1.718], p = 0.125, % |-, ABF5HY
TJUAT T A A R AT R, A A L R 22 A T e
BN,
33 EHRMEL

SR FH BEBLAL W A5 AL 23 BT PR 4> 28 S S % 48 1Y)
SREE . ZERLoR, [P TR0 P Ak T A A (i
9 0.097, RERAEAY 95% B 15 X [7][0.083, 0.110], A
50, PIAk IR R] R 45 35 0 A FH A 2z (i 2k
0.119, RN AR 95% {7 X [8][0.104, 0.135], A4
0 (K 3) L, JLEE DFRERE S N n B
AT B W0 A 56 5
34 BT

KT 11 5% 12 2R R AR
IR [ 4 AR I (PREE 18, 2018), ILAh, B LT
WL 12 B E MG A4 (Reijntjes et al., 2010; Wu
et al., 2015), NETHFFTLE R Z M A Ho#, ABF5E

®2 FAHEESAUEDERERMNXRENENRRERIEER

B . S Tau-squared
bR (e WHFEEL
Ol df (Q) p-value I-squared Tau Squared SE Variance Tau
PV—IP  FfiLAE LY 89 221.673 88 <0.001 60.302 0.002 0.001 0.000 0.047
IP-PV  FHALEAY 79 260.104 78 <0.001 70.012 0.003 0.001 0.000 0.055
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Y,
=

836 .
®3 FHEZ5HLEELRMOEIEE SR
SN B OSRE SN AURKK
sabr WO ——— -
AROF TR LRz p

PV—IP 89 0.097 0.083 0.110 14.012 <0.001

IP—->PV 79 0.119 0.104 0.135 15.068 <0.001

BRI 12 Z T 512 2 KU HA T
o ST AB EE I A g s [R) (AT, AR AF 5T HP R [R] ]
bk 1 AR 2, N 39.3%. N5 RIGIFSY
PRFFAIRT—BAE T 2R MG R IV, THLi 55 IE
V2 27 ) 2 7 54 R Ko T A, I ] ]
R43 1 AE LA 5 4R B DL B RS

SRR 4), FIE AR FIAAT LT A A
1538 X6 A TR A 1) N A P o A 1 1 .2 53 A 45 SR
WoR, O fH(4HIA) K 4.246, p = 0.039, 12 % LI FAHRY
THMAE 5 (R 28R A e SR R, O
{E (48N 7.68, p = 0.006, FIAEHERRZEH
S R AT D < I 4 T 5111 I 2 =y W 1
RS R A [R) A1 AR 5 T PN A 1) Y G R B8 i
PR, X 4 MR WASH O [HEL AT
0.938~5.647, p > 0.05,

Nz s pron, MR AR . RFERA . P
JrE . ) BB R A P Ak ) RSO ] AR 5 B4 T 56 2
rhOES R T R o DU () [ B 7SI 2 G5 B 45 R 3R
B, O fH (418K 5.699, p = 0.017, 1 4E X% L) F4H 1Y
oA 5 (R ESBIHras R E M, O
fH(41IR) N 16.176, p < 0.001, TR FI7EL R 2 E
AR, PEE T B TS R R, O A

[B])A 5.351, p = 0.021, HFPEEF AL 53
Ko BRI RER, O HER)N
17.651, p = 0.001, FAHRAY T AE FH ik, 4 R 14 T
W 38555 o SRR 5 AR T EH], W2
AT O (E (4R 430°8 1.616. 0.000, p >
0.05,

F 6. KT R, FIRERE. XRREDTIM
AL B AR b SO | AR RS IS AR ] )
B PP 7 2RI 2R R AR AR, 5 AN
WAH AT O (DT 0.055~1.998, p > 0.05,

MR 8. F 9 ATLIAE M, 76Nk XA WA=
F L ORRZFE TR b, AR A I AR
WYER, WA HT R O (EE DA T 0.158~
2.101, p > 0.05 5t sk [i1] [ 58 A1 ] 524 780 AT DA 90 5
WAL E XS S AR . KR AR FH BRI &
i [1) (B g P 2 A A Al 25 SR 3R B, O (EL(ALTA)) 43l R
12.77 (p < 0.001), 5.29 (p =0.021), 1 4E & LA F4H Y
TOUI A i o ) USSR ) AT A SRR, O
(LIS 30 27.1, 11.372, p < 0.001, PRAhIER S5
FIAR A TR T 8 . SCAR 2R RUAE YA IR] R 471 ik
= TN P T VR, O (4R K 17.294, p <
0.001, 7E PNk a8 15 I 5C 2R A= 35 AR A5 A4 v A kS 9
TYER, O fH (4L A 1.598, p > 0.05.

4 g

ABIETE X LT A AR [ AR 5 P A )
AW BT AT IO, WG = 2R

x4 FEHFEEXALEE X R REVARE S

N S TP 0 ; 95% CI XA Y
P AR B 250 k : ”
Os af p AT TRR R VA P
. alEs| 16 0.086 0.065 0.108 7.893 <0.001
pie i 1.198 1 0.274
lipig 72 0.101 0.085 0.118 12.097 <0.001
123 LUTF 45 0.113 0.094 0.133 11.521 <0.001
G 4.246 1 0.039
2% KL E 41 0.085 0.066 0.104 8.898 <0.001
) o LA 37 0.088 0.071 0.105 10.151 <0.001
MR E AR 0.938 1 0.333
14 R b 51 0.101 0.081 0.120 9.978 <0.001
AR F 28 0.059 0.043 0.074 7.432 <0.001
kR 7.680 1 0.006
XRRH 28 0.090 0.074 0.106 11.147 <0.001
. A FIPEE 54 0.095 0.077 0.113 10.476 <0.001
PE Jr 1.681 1 0.195 .
ARV #H 12 0.069 0.033 0.105 3.732 <0.001
P Ak 7] 8 17 0.110 0.080 0.141 7.021 <0.001
o JAR 64 0.092 0.075 0.110 10.153 <0.001
[in] R 5 7Y 5.647 3 0.130 )
IR 22 0.070 0.049 0.090 6.667 <0.001
AN 6 0.102 0.057 0.146 4.470 <0.001
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®5 ALBBMEHEEERNXZNEIERSHF
. S A . 95% CI PAGEEY oA 4
VT A - Byl k - —
O daf P At TR LR Z 14 P
. alEs| 13 0.098 0.059 0.136 5.014 <0.001
AR 1.616 1 0.204
iy 65 0.125 0.107 0.142 14.089 <0.001
P 0.000 X 0,986 12 %LU 41 0.114 0.092 0.137 9.845 <0.001
’ ' ’ 125 &P E 34 0.115 0.093 0.136 10.629 <0.001
. o 14N 33 0.100 0.087 0.113 15.445 <0.001
DRI EEIFE 5699 1 0017 .
1R E 46 0.120 0.110 0.130 23.672 <0.001
. A AR 22 0.082 0.065 0.099 9.461 <0.001
g 16176 1 0000 . _ -
KRRE 23 0.131 0.114 0.148 14.929 <0.001
W gy 5351 | 0.021 AH RV E 50 0.141 0.122 0.159 14.966 <0.001
Pr-E T T . . .
ARIVEE 10 0.076 0.024 0.128 2.868 <0.001
P A IR] & 15 0.083 0.060 0.106 7.031 <0.001
s ELIEET 54 0.126 0.106 0.145 12.733 <0.001
[ia] figi A 74 17.651 3 0.001 )
fE & 23 0.061 0.036 4.698 4.698 <0.001
% 5 0.079 0.021 0.179 1.545 <0.001
* 6 SEEEXHLEBFTNXRYBEVER S
N SRR 56 . 95% CI XU A6 46
) 7 251 .
Os df p Jotan TR R VAN p
. LRl eS| 4 0.051 0.014 0.088 2.686 0.007
By 0.689 1 0.406
[ipig 23 0.071 0.040 0.102 4.502 <0.001
12 2 LIF 10 0.067 0.023 0.110 2.971 0.003
A 0.055 1 0.815
12 % &L 17 0.060 0.026 0.093 3.496 <0.001
o LAERLY 10 0.059 0.016 0.102 2.675 0.007
W EEAFE ARG 0.080 1 0.778
VAR L E 18 0.066 0.034 0.099 4.033 <0.001
. AR E & 21 0.070 0.040 0.101 4.489 <0.001
W Jr 0.800 1 0.371 .
AR PFE & 4 0.040 0.021 0.100 1.289 0.198
P Ak 7 0.048 -0.001 0.097 1.925 0.054
o AR 17 0.051 0.016 0.086 2.879 0.004
A TR 1.055 3 0.788 A
IR 9 0.069 0.069 0.013 2.420 0.016
B & 2 0.028 0.028 —-0.026 1.025 0.305
K7 XREEXHLLQBETNX R REVER 5S4
_ S B A 56 . 95% CI XA B
AR . 25 k -
Op df p R TR R VAN p
. GRS 4 0.046 0.019 0.111 1.383 0.167
AR 1.805 1 0.179
iy 23 0.096 0.063 0.129 5.659 <0.001
12 % LF 9 0.105 0.057 0.152 4.322 <0.001
S 0.679 1 0.410
12 % KU b 18 0.079 0.041 0.118 4.078 <0.001
. o LAELLN 9 0.118 0.061 0.174 4.044 <0.001
W EEEFE] RS 1.998 1 0.157
VAR UL b 19 0.071 0.042 0.101 4715 <0.001
. . ARV 22 0.093 0.060 0.127 5.459 <0.001
W Jr 0.561 1 0.454 .
AFIPEEH 6 0.069 0.017 0.122 2.607 0.009
P Ak 7] 8 6 0.071 0.022 0.120 2.830 0.005
o AR 18 0.076 0.041 0.111 4.247 <0.001
[i] S Y 0.668 3 0.881
fE 9 0.059 -0.009 0.127 1.713 0.087
AN 2 0.089 0.048 0.130 4.252 <0.001




838 N I 54 %
X8 MUBBMIMINEEERNXZNMEIEE S
o S TP 0 ; 95% CI XA Y
AR ?é%u k N o
Os df p AT TRR R VAL P
N e 2 0.172 0.137 0.208 9.267 <0.001
ALY 17.294 1 0.000
lipig 19 0.069 0.036 0.102 4.081 <0.001
125 LT 7 0.093 0.019 0.167 2.459 0.014
G 0.310 1 0.578
12 % KU E 14 0.070 0.031 0.114 3.572 <0.001
) o 1 LA 10 0.033 0.002 0.063 2.091 0.037
WEEE B 12.770 1 0.000
1 4E R UL b 12 0.124 0.085 0.163 6.102 <0.001
. MR & 17 0.085 0.046 0.124 4.284 <0.001
W Jr =l 0.694 1 0.405 .
ARIVEE 2 0.168 0.024 0.360 1.718 0.086
A7) 7 0.059 0.024 0.094 3.328 0.001
. EL/IEETY 12 0.097 0.057 0.138 4.702 <0.001
[r] 2k 75 27.100 3 0.000 )
JEe753 8 0.037 ~0.033 0.107 1.025 0.305
AR 1 0.203 0.156 0.249 8.515 <0.001
F9 MAREXXREEZWNXRPYFEIER 5S4
_ S B 56 . 95% CI XU B
AR - 25 k -
Op af p R TRR LBR VAN p
o rp 2 0.171 0.135 0.207 9.204 <0.001
ALY 1.598 1 0.206
iy 20 0.132 0.081 0.181 5.083 <0.001
12 % LF 6 0.125 0.048 0.201 3.188 <0.001
S 0.158 1 0.691
12 % KU E 16 0.145 0.089 0.201 5.087 <0.001
. o 14ERIN 10 0.089 0.053 0.125 4.787 <0.001
W) % B[] ] iy 5.290 1 0.021
VAR UL b 13 0.171 0.111 0.230 5.523 <0.001
. ARV 19 0.142 0.095 0.188 5.966 <0.001
PRAETT I 2101 1 0.147 _
AFRIPEEH 2 0.218 0.126 0.311 4.625 <0.001
P Ak ) 8 6 0.073 0.034 0.112 3.697 <0.001
o EL/IEETY 14 0.171 0.116 0.227 6.046 <0.001
[i] S Y 11.372 3 0.000
fE 9 0.089 0.024 0.154 2.698 0.007
AN 1 0.151 0.104 0.198 6.348 <0.001

89 WHEFE . AN AW SCHERE AT, ¥ Kb v J
HEARRR, AR THZH, WETAA— &
o7 B He Y5 1Y Z2 FEAR AR R T8 5 [ UF 5 22 18] 1Y 55
M, DA A5 HE O AR fEE BT R 1Y 4598 (Egger &
Smith, 1997),
41 RHFEESHLEIEEEERERMN
JLEE T /DA A A= 35 6 N Ak TR) i A8 S J (]
ISRV AE R 0.097, AR TA] RN [R] P 4% 55 A8 X
Ja BRSOV E A 0.119, 454G 490 ATCo BT i) IR bk
BT, SRIMT, JE A AR % 0 bl 5 7 AR
Z AR U B TR, e AR TR R Bl e
PIAEZ N R R AEAR 35 oA e E . 4R S
BB 9E 45 S — 2 (Reijntjes et al., 2010), i T
ABFMBREE 1, UESE T RIER F S AR EOE R
FRRH ELAE IR RY St o 55 N (201738 4o 38 B 3,

A FE42 3 5 AR ) B2 AR PR DGR o AR
F BRI T WA (] B B RE, DFR A5 AN EE
BEBAE AR R . HES G Frgh A SIS rp i 47
W oA . B BRI )] B SRR R R, LB T AR
W B A7 AE R AR 3 5 P9 Ak Il @A B SRR T B0
PEOE IR B3 T e . JLEE T AR R R R S
DA AR TR R 1 7 2 3, PNk T A B Sy e 3 7 ) Xof
%, 18322 5 SO X AL B R s SsRAE T AR
[, 2R, HEz, ILEEDFERABHEER
AL T 3 A 3 A GRS 45, 2017),
42 RHFEEESHNLEBEEERIET B
421 XWUEBATIER

[) £ 42 5 55 P Ak ) 2800 B 000 O 2R B i
SCAR I — S, P Z I SC RAE T Y L D
PR EZS . X 50A T R ik
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5 R R 2 5 P9 A TR] G 2R A0 2500 T /N
ZEBA—F(Wu et al., 2015), BB IC/HT TG4 A SC
MR E BRI ST, JF H A 3 WA Uiy
WFFE o T AAIF ST 32 2 3 45 1w [ 5 76 7 SO AR,
RGN T AR J7 [ R B . 6 F R R E a3,
IEAN Yun (2008)fr4g i1y, [FIPEAR 3500 6 5 7 D 4E
TR B S o PG O B R A T /D AR TR, R Ay o [ A
A EERGHARE SEHRERE) . HARMS
BRI I L2 AN I (K awabata, 2020), [alkE, 78+ E 4
NS A &= N U NI UDN TR (@8 o A -
[ 42 5 T R O T R T AR T, 15 4 O 7™ L 1Y)
AR, (AARDFIE 2551 5 AR B IEAHARF . el
EAS ST, AHFSE T4 & i v B SO s S iF
I8 BTG 5 AR . — MBI R, LAk,
T[] ARF N2 A5 o /N 2 A8 el R 1) 9 Lk A ek
FA, N IE A N7 RN B 2 SR SRR B A A
bl RAr AR, ALEE AR R . — &R 5
T e A B s b x 247 F A s 4k, JF Bl
AT ARAS BT 22 00 B SR RS PR AS By, X s —
FERRIE LG T IS R R

PN Ak ) A0 B[] B A 3 1 JXURS: A v 0 L 2
H AR, SRR RN —E. 1]
RESR A LU R M. B4, Z2HE A O HE R 5K 3
JE AR & R AR R EEALE] . AR .
£ 185 PO R A5 oz A AR G B 7 R A 1 00 B AR
LA S i — 2ok, o AT IR R P T AR
PEIXLLRFE 7 T AF A SCAR2E 5 o LABIAR R3], SAS
AR R B NN AL A7 O T A b, andfik A
WM. WHWRFEEES . APRSCHER RS E, D&
R4 FEIESEAT ARG A RRIE . X R AEAS B B Ay
BT 37 R A4 A SR 2R, i1 i 2
4% Y[R £ 7 3 (Rudolph et al., 2008; bk 45,
2018) Hk, oA Uk 2= WA TR [ & A W Rl A4 35 AT
RE A LA BRI 6 R = FH B 2UE £ (Chen et al.,
2019), FEAX TR FH T, RRBGE LR E X
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Abstract

There is a close relationship between peer victimization and internalizing problems in children and adolescents.
According to the interpersonal risk model, negative interpersonal experiences, such as peer victimization, are
important stressors, and they leave children with their basic need for belonging unsatisfied and so lead to a series
of problem behaviors. The symptom-driven model emphasizes that internalizing problems leaves individuals
vulnerable to attack, so internalizing problems are risk factors for predicting peer victimization. The interaction
model shows that childhood and adolescence are in high-incidence periods for peer victimization and internalizing
problems, and internalizing problems may lead to negative peer reaction (such as peer victimization and peer
rejection), which in turn induces more internalizing problems, and vice versa.

Many studies have explored the longitudinal relationship between peer victimization and internalizing problems,
but the results have been mixed. This meta-analysis was conducted to explore the strength and moderators of the
longitudinal relationship between these two variables. Through literature retrieval, 99 independent effect sizes
were selected, covering a total of 70, 598 participants, which met the inclusion criteria for meta-analysis. After
coding the data, we analyzed the main effect and moderating effect using Comprehensive Meta-analysis Version
2.0. Heterogeneity testing indicated that the random effects model was suitable for the meta-analysis. Based on
the funnel plot and Egger’s test of regression to the intercept, no significant publication bias was found in the
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included studies.

The main effect test indicated significant prospective pathways from peer victimization to internalizing
problems (f = 0.097, 95% CI = [0.083, 0.110]) and from internalizing problems to peer victimization (f = 0.119,
95% CI =1[0.104, 0.135]), which suggests that peer victimization and internalizing problems are related in a
reciprocal manner. Moderation analysis revealed that the predictive effect of peer victimization on internalizing
problems was moderated by age and also by the type of peer victimization. The predictive effect of internalizing
problems on peer victimization was moderated by measurement interval, type of peer victimization, method of
assessment, and type of internalizing problems. However, whether the participants lived in Chinese or Western
cultures did not moderate the relationships observed.

The results supported the interaction model, which suggested that peer victimization and internalizing problems
are mutually influencing factors. Future research and intervention program design should look for protective
factors outside the individual system to help children and adolescents break the vicious circle between these two
variables. Moreover, particular attention should be given to the effects of age, type of peer victimization,
assessment method, measurement interval, and type of internalizing problems on the relationship between peer
victimization and internalizing problems.

Key words children and adolescents, peer victimization, internalizing problems, longitudinal study, meta-analysis





