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ZFHE

AT K SUH

(ZRIMYE R 2 )LZE T D AR R RIS RE, IR 2 O B2 e, TF R 250014)

B OE RS RIS T A IR UK P RUR AR T, S AR S R B B 223 7 (] B AR5 LA Ok
F 47 ANBEJIN 1764 45 5 93 8 4R E (A 956 A, “FIAEIE 14.46 2), B4 T BRI Z K-
TEAMASZ I A7 22 55 A MU TR RE ) B 54 T RSO IR R B P A ERT. 855 R B (D)ZIRGSHMER B R A
TE“REREIREIFIE IR, RIVPEGCFE 52 K- BE TR T IMASZ I 5 22 I S5 MRV G &, (EBES P332 Bk
SRR ARG A2 IR G 22 55 SME RN SCIR BT 6 (2)BEZRF-3 52 R B0 /K- 52 3 87 5 A IRty 380 3 2 e et
SRR PRI SE B, ARBFFEUESE T 3200 5 AMU R R BRI IR UG, HFE B T BE e N

AR FIBL]

KGR RIS, IR, SMERE, BRIk

2HES B4

1 [ i

SR A AR AR A2 B g (R A OR A
e, W BHAERE R AME(Olweus, 1993), 4t
FHEFEN, 29 32%R9 )L E DA 32 R B
(UNESCO, 2019); &EHZ) 1.5%~13.4%1 JL#EFE >
AE L5 18 37 [ K 17 (Zhang et al., 2016) . 1837 [R]4E Kk
R HILEFT DA I — R H]0 H A 2538 B (1)
L, EAEEIE . MIARSE Py Ak [A) # (Brendgen et al.,
2013; Perren et al., 2013) L K X ity | i35 20 S5 4k ] 25
(Casper & Card, 2017; Sullivan et al., 2006), #XTfi,
IR BT AT 32 AR AR 22 77 A [) 55 7 J8E 1 3 1)
R, ASA I Ak 1 A2 S R T B 2 WA AR SZ R B 22
J3 5538 W [ RS A BE 22 (Bellmore et al., 2004; Huitsing
et al.,, 2012), T4k, HORMZ U LI, 7K
. IR BRI R T, 32 B MR T
235 ] () R, BIF 9T R X — IR R i 44 A < fid R A 45
%18 (Healthy context paradox) (Salmivalli, 2018).
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TOKF, BErEEN

SR, TEARDT BRI AT B "X — BRI, W5
FECT T PRI MR SZ I 7 28 177 5 f & L 41D
6 AR AR TR E R A N Ak 0] 8 DG R T 14 8 55 A T
(Bellmore et al., 2004; Garandeau et al., 2018; Gini et
al., 2020; Huitsing et al., 2019), i Z40 T #Mk [n) i
X—E AR . O E SN, 245 NIk,
WF 5T R T e 1 45 52 W) K 32 J B 28 7 5 Ak
(BP0 aa o] i V5 S 1P A S o A N 1 T D
5 AR E 8 YT AR RTINS, K g B9 ER
B (PRGCF B Z IR UK TE MR 2 R G 22 177 5 AME
() R[] 95 4, T 5 1 T % & AR AL -
1.1 BERINRFL

YEYUE LEF DA 2 MG sh i g, Bt
Gl BRI AL T IR —BE g b, AR 5 A (8 TRAR
&, 2019), Jf H A2 A & AR AR gL 2532 B PR
5] B4 B 5 B 52 Wi (Salmivalli, 2010), [ BEZ%
B 25 X8 A2 JCAA A A B 0 LA 20 0 7 A R Y
Wi ORGP SZHRGUKCPRAR R BB IA
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R . B RIS, AR TILES AN
AR, HE, RS HAESL -3, KiE
SEUEMFSE R B, FECHERE R RN, PR 2
A RAR PG, D T A el $ vz + it
M BEG B 2B Y, 52 R 5 BT 23 77 A2 T 223
[A]f5 (4N, Bellmore et al., 2004; Garandeau et al.,
2018; Gini et al., 2020; Huitsing et al., 2019), iX—¥{
%Al fE & K 5 BR 5 OR JE S (misfit) 3 % A9
(Garandeau & Salmivalli, 2019), HA3ki, TEZHK
TR R AR AR R A BB v, A AR 32 R 7
B2 D — PR w B MG, SR PR
R A SRR BURAEAE AR, R AZ 6 1 A4
EAEARE R, RSB FEE L, 1l —
Z 3.0 B AL & 3E B 0] 535 (Bellmore et al., 2004;
Sentse et al., 2007),

YE R MR E IS IR, Doy 38 B (gt
JRE P B 9 37 T 5 AR IR R OC &R o Bellmore
FENQ004) L 77 DL 6 AFEGE A LR B,
FEBEGT- I ety Az IR K SRR BE g b, AR
IR 2 D5 5 R TR 45 1 G 5 Gini S8 A
(2020)LL 6~10 4E 22 A= il A B, 75 32 1) K F-
BALR PR b, SZHR ) L T A B ] e 15 4K
A e L OE N R0 AR -2 W (Y R )
Jcn i B 2R R B K AR T B 2R A Y, RRsk
2R 22 AR s RS T Z AR E R SRR B %
(Garandeau et al., 2018; Huitsing et al., 2019), X4
CA W% 52 T il AR B AE AR 2 IR 42 00 5 £
JE L MARSE N A G R R AE A, (2R
A7 W 5T VR Mg R R B IR FE MR Z i &1 5
Yoy o il 2l S M) EOC & rh A M S
1.2 ZHHAaEIMEBIEX R BREMREIEILR

A T0) 82 8 ] A1 A B B A N B IR VAT
K, BFEEAT N A3 2247 K (Achenbach, 1985).
B JLEE AR HT MR R A B KRG E,
2 AR B R SO R, GRS
1t B [A] 5 (Broidy et al., 2003; Odgers et al., 2008).
AR R ] 2 D AR R R AMb ) A R i
W (Moffitt, 1993), iX— i JH b [n] Y & A= 22 FN
U E R MY B 2 B I (Petersen et al., 2015), J5 i
IR RO AME B 4f S BE(Odgers et al., 2008), JL#
T DA ) 32 R 28 D7 2 A T R T R R 2 —
(Ot M WL Casper & Card, 2017; Reijntjes et al.,
2011), MR S5, MART GBS i@t R — £ 51
SR TR, W 32 I T R AN L RS

TH 1 25 (Kochenderfer-Ladd, 2004; Sullivan et al.,
2006). teAh, S22 AR S 32 0 R AR A
B, R I R BRI s, 4558 2 R 1,
TR 3032 R A7 ) 444 2 7558 22 S b [A] 8 (Rudolph
et al., 2014), 5AH—%L, Sullivan %5 A (2006) A
W52 A 32 SRR | 32 56 BRI 5 80 L 2
R VR 5 FH 25 A1 B TR B AF A2 IE A 55 Gregson 25 A
o1 M F R IR E I, FEFH T HAEH
A AMET S, [ RIS 52 AR SR AT L) 2 i
7SR Bl AN AU A5 1 M ) R G

2 HAR 5 AN )R] AT R[] A A A fil B PR 5
TR, BT IERIAEE 5 AL PR TE I 25 R 3L
AR IR — FR B 3 I [, R PR A a2 I B
R AT RER B T Z MR AT R . IAEA ST,
A T s SR kg 52 3 7 R I T 0 ) < fidt B AR 358 4
WAL TR . SRITAE H R BE3t, Nishina 1
Juvonen (2005)LAZSAFEG 22 gl &R B, MARTE
H AR v B I 22 3 S5 RE 22 v B B 32 R 1
ST R RG24 . TR 575 N (2004) 1 A T W)
—FH] = 82 NHEHRI 4654 24, RIMAET I
ARG PR D, YA T o 5 2 306 A A e B
RESES; MTEFH B ACH AR BES T, Bty
R 5 32 R AR TE ) B R B

A B 5 3% 5 HE T 259 52 I 67 KA S £ B BA
BRI FEFR(Gini et al., 2020; Huitsing et al., 2012;
Schacter & Juvonen, 2015), 2 HAE A Z I 4
P35 b IR R RT3 75 VR o BEZT- 38 52 )5 K-
TR YEN TR 2 A Z IR ORI E . R
Nishina il Juvonen (2005)L4 K 7 75 % A (2004) F BF
5% R 52 A5 A 0] Y <fgt B PR BE A% 18 B 4
HET 2R, H R BRI R PECT- 34 32 R 6 K
o H T2 IR A A ) AT B S F B S R
PRI A SZ AR B 22 18] B AS DG L BT S5 350,
IMAH b Al FE AR (AN BE R rh i Mo ok - . B At A
ZIRAR), BEHAT 3 32 B OK -5 52 RS R Y 18
NESNAHSG . PRtk A B — 2B R PR - 1 52
AR KV AE 32 3587 5 A M)t ] i 98 5 R
1.3 FEHAEREREMREFL PP NTEAR

3 4 4+t 2 {5 B i T B 38 (social information
processing, SIP), ft2: (5 B T b F2 A sl g, an
BRI SR R, SRSz R
28 7 BAMb AT R 19 2 HE BILI (Crick & Dodge,
1994; Dodge et al., 2006). &&= P IH & —Ff i 22
PRI PR 7 2K, F8 78 T At R B ] 1 47 S I
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XAt N B AT Ry T 45 T T 22 R A R Y A )
(Verhoef et al., 2019; ki 5§, 2020). ML
GEA X AR B MR (B MO 4§, 2012),
TE gt At 2 (5 B 2 R Bl 1] T BB PR LR,
TE i AL 2315 B R h 7 A T 22 R ok IH PR i 1]
(Guy et al., 2017; van Reemst et al., 2016), iX #5422
PERN N7 S BN ARR I o 2 ot 458 4ME
[")#547 A (Smeijers et al., 2019; Verhoef et al., 2019),
PRI, TR P VA DR S 7R MR 32 0 7 28 7 5 Ak )t
R PP AMER . AR AL T SEUEE
Wi BEWAT SR L B, WORPEIA BRAE Z I 5 BRI
i, KRG ZEE A 1EH (Hoglund & Leadbeater,
2007; Yeung & Leadbeater, 2007); — i =4F A2 ]
OB R LB, 5 AR LM 2 It 22 175 2
fHAE 6 Y= AT ZHOEEIE A, 5 2t
i1 7 F4 it BUEE 2 M [A] #(Perren et al., 2013).

WAb, A2 AR A ATl N R TR ) W i 2 32
T Ab R R BE S A BE A RE M o AR AT 25 b B
£ (Wood, 1989), M Z [ ME, MA&Ed S
FoA R AT P A, 53R OC T 32 0B S0 10 fige e
(Schacter & Juvonen, 2015; Visconti et al., 2013), 7
R Z KRR B T, REEILE RS2
B HA ] 22 3t AR SR, A EGE 2R
A T B O gk Al R AR R B
(Huitsing et al., 2012; Schacter & Juvonen, 2015),
PRI 52 A7 T I Sy HA [ £ A 47 S 2 X B O A 8
B, RIGUIE, 1238 s v 05 Py oA i
o MR, V2R TS M BEg T, 2K
TR 2 B IR B R R — R S, AC
I A 2 M — 32 171 (9 2% 42 (Brendgen et al., 2013),
XA RE LS DRl A2 A 5 | R B E R . RE A
W SE R 3 % S BE O B X 22 Wi 5 B st e
RKAMEM, HEREHE 2N THIE R T 2K
AR D7 A BF5E, FRATHERT, PR 57T GE
S SZ A ARSI ] T AT SO R I A, Sk
SECLR I 2 MR,
1.4 NG

DIEWFE A B, 76734 32 UK P BRI HEE
o, SRR IE Y T 22, HE AR AT L
PR 1 52 3 A7 7K 7 X 52 35087 A 1A A Ak 0] 8 ) 52
Mg S AR AL o AR 5~8 AFEL# T /D 4E
YERBER, R BEGAT- 24 32 AR FE AR 2 1
213 5 MBI SC & by R E R, O A S Bos v
U PR A5 v A BEGT- 34 52 3087 KT R AR 52 35 B

K5 HMERE VR . 256 A BLSFIAE ¢
SCUERFFE I AE SR, AR (DIFRT-HZ K 1
TKF-BE T 5 A4 32 3K 67 28 I A A ) 7 22 ] 1) 26
R, B2 BARM PR h, 2 Rk
Al BRI 0T 2 A MbTa) 8 (2)7EF- 1 52 W 67 K P84
B PEGL 323567 26 D7 2 B I A AR B B i I 1A
AT R T ZAME R T (A 1 BiR). N
PRUERF IR 45 S i ] S0, RATREH] T T Re 2 2 52
WA S AMUIEOC R A, AN T, B
A R I B Z A MEI) B (Sullivan et al., 2006), Kt
TEAARIKE EFRATTE ] T HERIVE R . th AR 4&
1 19 52 0B K- 55 L3 A1 b ) 8] 7] 68 4778 £ )
KB (Karriker-Jaffe et al., 2020), X AHF5T 15
T AL B2 0E AKE X AMb [l & U A5 . 53 4b,
2 YA IS N 22 TR YOG R P e 252 B4R HEZON
Y52 M (Saarento et al., 2015; Vaillancourt et al.,
2013), KUILTEBERAKT b, FRATHEH T . PEH
T RN o

PG | PRTHY
%m%#%
AT
SMb I
Bl 1 BEHAEI 532 R 6K 2 5 0 52 B AN A A M 1) 7
FRIE FH AL

2
2.1 #Hik

filf AL BEIORE, BEBULAR B P T MR LT 5
JIRAEREE) AT ARG /N R i, PR
£ 18~50 A o AR LA %000 B FARk & 745
1764 iy, Hrp B4 956 A (54.2%), &4 808 A
(45.8%) . MEJLHE R 5~8 Fg, 4510 470 A
(26.6%). 400 A (22.7%). 472 A(26.8%)5 422 A
(23.9%), FHLERE 14.46 + 1.21 %, FEARH, Q3%
ZHE KRR EAR L #5 40.3%, AFBH
THEHL EFHEE ST A) G 44.0%, &L
TN 12.3%; BORZEEAKTFAEAR AR
Hhi 28.5%, AFLIF Him Dk B (& Rk
)i 49.2%, EHLLIFE G 14.5%.

22 WIRTE
2.2.1 ML IEIER
f#i | Achenbach fil Rescorla (2001)% il & 17 #Y
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JLEEAT %A R A B IR A R (Child Behavior
Checklist-Youth Self-Report, CBCL-YSR)H 3C jiu il
AT AEIMURIEAT N . RS YR T A R A
T RWAYERE, 332 8, H, Kt ek
17 AR, CFRAERK BAVE) . a2 Tk
HARAE 15 TN, “FRAKE TR LR AR
PO WFRRM 3 HIHr, IR0 = AFFET. “1=
ARG M2 = BRFE7, TG 8ER Y
P B £, 2 R AR E AR T
Z(Chen et al., 2015). ABFFEH, % REHRUE
A, ydf = 3.49, CFI = 0.901, TLI = 0.893,
RMSEA = 0.039, SRMR = 0.098, Cronbach’s o 24X
4 0.86.
222 MEZRAZH

A% W 588 T 5K ST R R 2R (1999) 15 1T /Y
Olweus M 1 2z J 11 & 3 (Olweus Bullying
Victimization Questionnaire) SC 1 Y 32 3 71 ] 4
HRAPAL PAA A AR A A P ) 2RO DL o 7 7] 2
AT, B e i B A S, SRR
ORI EAE . AT A R A, JRER
PSR e B ZORIPAL A B2 2 B A cm, <A
SElEAAT By, HE . EEECE B E I,
DN FEMEVT NS BT, BCE B FIIRRIFE )
SFIRZ AR (i, <A [F] 24 Bl LE R 2 i B sy
3, WIRHSFAEAMATEI N A Z 58, SiE b)Y
WA e AR EN . mRIL 6 ATH, R
JH 5 stor . BRI 0 = A2 WA K E
<4 = — UL Z M e, PR
FE R A 32 B B B i KA T b I DA,
HEA RIFHE8UE (Zhou et al., 2017). ABFFEH,
WUEE R 2R T B, i AR A AT, o df
=3.103, CFI = 0.996, TLI = 0.989, RMSEA = 0.035,
SRMR = 0.011, Cronbach’s a Z2%0M 0.81.
223 HERFHZEGAKE

2% B A WFE(Gini et al., 2020; Huitsing et al.,
2012; Schacter & Juvonen, 2015), KL N Ir A 2%
A 2 A R AT 0 Y P X B D PR S B B K P
55
224 HEYRE

i FH 5K 5 55 (2020) B 1T 1Y 56 TR vh 2845 54 1Y
TE IR R PEAS & % (Assessment of Intent Attributions
for Ambiguous Provocation Situations) (Nelson et al.,
2008), IZERALE 12 FiiE R, BORBOHIWTE S
PR AR R TR E AT N0 = BAEER,

1= MAEEER), mRAHFE T HAMEEEHRMLR
PR TE SN MERE, 3Bl s RoR ot A
PRSP g o ASBIFFE HR, 12 RAS IR R, o /df =
4.552, CFI = 0.956, TLI = 0.946, RMSEA = 0.046,
SRMR = 0.030, Cronbach’s a %N 0.84,
225 EHIETE

MEAKEAS T, GRS ARG, PR 1
FE R, Wl A WA, CREZHE K-
SRR A o BEGIKAT- L 4 i A2 S BE GRS LA~
it I B2 iy NEAE R A o
23 MRERF

ABFE R S A s . T, Az ot b
YA HE FAERE G R 2 5 kg 2e 2k, Hape ki nl
FIa, WHR KB R E IR, 22 A AEE )
GEE, HERSEE OCHE LB E LB
1R F, TEPEH i T BN . TE BT IR 2%
()G HT, S F il s AR i SCFE N e =
i, DA R e o B A R, 0 58 U e — [l
Weln) s, DA R R BE AT S H AT R Y .
2.4 HiEsbIE

WS SPSS 25.0 5 Mplus 8.0 Ab PR HE .
x SRR ik EYE T, AR 2 2S5 T R
B HEA TR T . 55— 20, s AR, TR
= E A5 Ak R B )2 A SE (Intraclass
Correlation, ICC); 5 — 4, FEMAIFMAMER . &
REZ BB K A RS2 I A 28 7 g8 7 AR K15 78
(M1), 8RR AR & X6k A0k ) 81 10 4 11 5
B, AR, BB BT 35 32 K 671 /K
S, HEST PO (M), 5 R K AR X
Ak Ta] Y 32RO S HEAE AR 32 3567 28 5 Ak
[5G 22 R VE T 2B 20, FEBARL foin ARk
B EAE R A ARG, dE S A A B TR R
(M3), ZEHEEEIA 8 A PR35 32 R
TR X A R 32 1 7 48 105 RN Ak [ 85 56 2 1 9 15 1
FH o BERd . S B AAE GG AT T P RS (5 =0,
7 =15 6F% =0,7. 84FK =1), HSHCOAH
WFRCE A 5, 2016), $ACEESZ BH KT IR IR
B i WRAB CRr /N B/ INE LR L <l (B ok B
by g (EE R R ) R B (FROR
HLR)? “RZAARBE | “BIF 58 A (- B ) MR
8 1~6)o MAZ IR KT 5B Z B K T4H
SEH LR, BRI UK S5 PR A T RS
¥yl o SR 1 INECHE D 25 X A5E AU Ak 1 B8 S
KRR g B KL SR Al I 2F 47 46 i (Maximum
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Likelihood Estimation with Robust Standard Errors,
MLR) (Muthén & Muthén, 2012),

TEARBE L, A 52 KT Bk 2k $diE
1.93%, B MEIEE Y 3.46%, HIRMRE AN
AL 3.23%. BB RN BRI, HFFERHAT Little
A MCAR (Missing Completely at Random)#5: 4%,
BB A BEALER S, 13(8) = 9.92, p = 0.27 . SR AT 57
FEAS ¢ Ko R B, A7 ARGk R B A A i 0 B
PokTE szt | BoE IR A SME ) TG R 22
5,1 < 1.68, p>0.097, |d] < 0.15. N T W/ gk
i XA B AL T B R, AR BFSE A H] EM OBk
(Expectation Maximization Algorithm)ffi #MR I {H .
T, BTN R B A A, IR
Harman SPH 5360 A 4 15 42 f g0 47 2[5 77 2% O
Z KK (Podsakoff et al., 2003), & FUAFAEME KT 1
AR 44>, 58— 77 SRRl 21.00%, /)
T 40% I AR, RIS o 2 S [m) i s 22

3 4%

3.1 #waHwm

SRR PR EZE MO CRELE 1. 18
MR L, M HEE, ZEZRAKD, ¢
(1754.36) = 4.29, p < 0.001, d = 0.20; HME[n] %L1,
1 (1736.39) = 2.86, p = 0.004, d = 0.14, MEZH K
L BEEEE L AMERIEA B EAEDC(WE 1),
YT HRGOK A 1, AH /N, I ARG AR SZ IR
FKEEAE, ¢ (1707.48) = 2.66, p = 0.008, d = 0.13,
32 BKELEHAREREDR
3.2.1 ZE#E!(The null model)

BRI R S5 4ME R R ) 1CC 43512k 0.030 Al

0.038, X FEIRE /A8 it FI 45 AR 1 73 AT 3.0%
3.8%MPLHIKF-AE R, KA, HRYE Peugh (2010)fY
W, MEEARMIBETIRN (design effect)y KF 2 A,
2R 2 KR AT 8 R o i, DA S GE 1
. W ICC MBFAEA RIS, BEtEHES
AT B RON 43 ) 0 2.10 Fi 239, Hitk, %
JE B ABFFE I BIEFE ), B )tk 22 1 ot A R Bl
BN KT 2, ARMFFEIE Al H 2 A BIR B T
B4 4 B (Julian, 2001; Peugh, 2010; Selig et al.,
2008).
3.22 NMEKFER

e, FEFEBRIPIAAS R . SR HE
KL MRZIR 2 T3, 25 58 ARIK T 1 722 £ X6 Ak
Al T 50 A 0 T, S AR AR ML, 4
o, TR XA REZ BB KR, RS2 IR
K- 5 S ME R B AE i 25 1E W] SCHK (b = 0.081, SE =
0.015, p < 0.001), MEKFZEEMBET 11.07%
A SME AR AR 5 o $2 R ok, i ar BEALARY
R, B SRR 2 R 7 28 D5 - A b)) Bl
Uit S5 L, 2GR SME IR BRI 5C RAFAE
5 F B PR A] 22 5 (Var = 0.007, p = 0.002).,
323 BEZKFAEER

R 25 SR PR3 22 B KT 1R 32 )i 5 M
[¥) FEE ) ) 9 5 200, FE AR KPR AY (g B Ak -,
AN PEH V- 34 32 30 67 K7 55 BEGL K V- A8 AR S /15
Ap g, AREVBR M2, W 2 Hh M2 TR, BERAZIK
KX A0k 0] B B0 FAS 25 (b = 0.094,
SE = 0.056, p = 0.094), FELF-35 37 1K 7 K - Fn 444
2 AR KT 1Y 28 B3 b 2 0 Al (p = —0.263,
SE=0.110, p = 0.017), PEGIK A5 B el 1AM

F1 MEKEEHURFKETZTENFHH. FEESHEXRH
LIS M SD 1 2 3 4 5

AT

1 PR — — —

2 BESRZHE KT 3.81 1.20 0.01 —

3 SRR BE KT 3.99 1.22 0.02 0.73" —

4 ZIRGKF- 0.38 0.60 -0.10" -0.05 ~0.04 —

5 FEMEHE 0.20 0.22 0.04 -0.02 -0.02 0317

6 Shbln) 0.18 0.20 -0.07" -0.02 -0.05 0.28" 0.26"
LR IK -

1 F2% — — —

2 BRI 39.67 8.19 0.53™" —

3 PRYOT-X 2 K B KT 0.38 0.13 031" -0.03 —

W BLMERESNBME 0. 1. 5. 6 FHN/NEREL,

WRAE R 0; 7. 8 AFZCARI B, W{E 1.
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*p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, F[dl.

F2 ZKTEHHTERE

MI1: AR KSR A

M2: HEZK TR M3: A B A

A ik
Sk I Ak ) fiesyedE| Sk 7]
HME 0.191™ 0.168™" 0.198"™" 0.162""
A AR
9] —-0.018" -0.016 0.038""" -0.022""
SRZHE KT 0.002 0.001 ~0.001 0.002"
BEEZBEH KT 0.000 0.000 0.001 0.000
AR 2 A7 K- 0.081°"" 0.068""" 0.165™" 0.041"
(=X =10 0.161""
LK
L 0.048" —0.049 0.049"
YEGL A -0.002 0.000 ~0.002"
BEGOT- 2 Z Wt K F 0.094 0.135" 0.096
ARG AR IR K- 0.073 —0.049 0.081"
PEGAAE < Z I A 7K ~0.001 0.002 -0.001
PEGT- 39 Z IR A KP4 AR 2 1 7 K OF -0.263" —0.470"" -0.186
FE B
s 0.036™" 0.033™" 0.041™" 0.032™"
0 0.002" 0.001" 0.198"" 0.001"
T, 0.004" 0.165 0.004™

T MAZIRGUK AT T 4P b feab B, BRI R 50KF L BEARGEEAT T 8P oAb B o® 7R AR K P i 5k 2%

T3 2, 190 7N BENUEBE IR 2207 22, 7, RN BEALRI S 158 2207 2%

IR 21.91%8 BEHK V148 5, MR T MR 2 1k
2 =M ) B R 43.38% 048 5 o AR 4
Aiken Fll West (199 1)L, 705 % 5 PE V-3 5%
BR800 + 1 bR 2en, MERZ IR L7
SAMERBR R . i 2 FiR, R plRai &
M, 1EF 2 A K8 R, 2R 6 5 4
A IR OC RAHXSEL55 (b = 0.035, SE = 0.013, p =
0.005); {H P332 Ak AR BEGL h, MRz
WA 2 5 MBS R E (b = 0.101, SE =

12
1.0} -=- RPERE2Z K
—— BRI TEHZ A
0.8}
2
§ 0.6 .
= 04 ‘—_—,,r"
02 e
0 @‘ L ﬁ~, 1 * 1 ry 1 =
g 2
*%ﬁg\ - ‘%3‘;/ ?;@/ /@X/ /@6\)
o

MK
B2 PRGOS S2 0 S A M G G 2

0.025, p <0.001), #H—HHELEM, £ FHZKA
P RARBHEGL 52 IR 67 35 5 A M TR R
R TV 3 32 A7 KT B i BEG b 3 B RER
(b =0.066, SE = 0.027, p = 0.017), XLzt L
BEH T35 52 MR K722 oh T AR A2 R 67 K 7 5 46
Ak T] R TE 1) G IE, S T il B PR R AT 18 R
W
324 BHHRNHWFAHEE

Ry K 36y IE 25T 349 32 B 7 KO 5 e 32 1R A
Rl VR ML, RS oM A B Ia I,
AT TP AT AR M3, PRGOS £ K
AR 22 1R 0 28 5 R B M U TR 1 38 B IR R
PEFRIXTSME R B R BB R, H 95% 85 X
[ PORAL 0, WISRRA A IR A sy .
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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



