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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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3. EHURTE R A O BEAATE , B R L BRI R B R SRR, L B E R SRR O (LR RS ) , JE st 100875)

2 P2 HEA L IR A NEL:
PR By v A 15 B 1Rk I 30 A i

-1 > o2 a3 %
THELZ N MW ,E F
(1. BERg R 2B , 85 M 3410002 TG 3R 5 TR HRV 24 Bt , 85 341000

W EMAALERGER, RERR BB RN ERAALALNM, LEEF T EBEP
KT ZORE, MRERTREAEZ R AZHARBONA X EAILTREKALH
MR TG RHANGEHRGTHRAEE G, AR T RABBIHAEL PR PANER, @btk A T4 %3
BOENEE, APRANNE, ARAAAE, AT L WNETRT & GE L SRR
BE,ERE2MNETERA LR ARAGEL, EFAN, EEHNT RN SR E2%HFRL
B A TEHARETALZEATMMAR AR, Lilgeiist PRI EAPAEA,
WA E—PARAZTZH ARG AT  MEALNWR AR TATRANFT VSR LB EHE

BT A EATH TR Rl # 5 5S TRAGRAITA

KEHE:MAK A HAHEM; S
HE S E:B848 ERFRINAG A

1 ®I5

P v B B W 4415 E. o0 (CNNIC, 2017 ) B A
5 40 R BB IR % & RR G TR E) , 8
#2017 4£6 AR, REMRHETIAT.514¢,HA 10
-19 ZHDEMR G H) 19.4% . FEE M E W
e B, MRFCPIL BEA T2 1 ) 453K 7L ( cyberbullying )
H #% B 14 25 A 3R] B, Kowalski 48 A 456
T REWFFREE RN W B B R4 R TE 10% ~
40% 22 [8) ( Kowalski, Giumetti, Schroeder, & Lattan-
ner,2014) , M & PERMERAN FTEZREFEL,H
IR E R BB 5% WER 2 EET EZ—F
FE /D ERBRT RN E 7 (Juvonen & Gross,
2008 ; Katzer, Fetchenhauer , & Belschak ,2009)

R 28 R AR AR AE M AT AR sl B i
BB BN XN BRENRELIRMBEREBETN
( Smith , Mahdavi, Carvalho , Fisher, Russell , & Tippett,
2008) , f3 8 M 4518 5 BERIL . B HE R 2 T
Ko MEIRFEFT PERESILES TR IZ NG
D IRERE B R AL ST ER L RS T
BEZ B E 34 7 T 52 i ( Kowalski et al. ,2014) ,¥E
— S B L T 2k Al B P EUR UE B B AT
>H( Friedman ,2010 ; Schenk & Fremouw,2012 ; Hindu-
ja & Patchin,2010) .
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RN . WIESRHERE , BTERREWAR L
/0 Y ZS BRI 35820 1 A1 W 4 0 B A A R B
ZHEMEZAEMEEN MERANRERLRTEE
HeshEF] (Sticca & Perren,2012) ; AR 17 & B 4RAE
KF A ST AR B R W& T 285 AR =
B IH A5 A RE N B 48 4 & ( Wang , Tannotti,
& Nansel , 2009 ; Walrave & Heirman, 2011 ; Ybarra &
Mitchell ,2004 ) , JA A1 HEAF BE 5 BAK . B 20RO A T
A2 e A S it ) 44 B £ 47 A B RT BB BE 7 (Ang
& Goh,2010; Ang, Tan,& Mansor,2011 ; Fanti, Demet-
riou, & Hawa,2012 ; Goodboy & Martin,2015 ; Pabian,
Backer,& Vandebosch,2014) . St [FRIR, A BF5T
R ARG BRI E R T 5K 0 34 A >
LM E W fERE, Al REE R AE W 4% _E IR fih
A (Ybarra & Mitchell, 2004 ; Smith et al. ,2008 ; Ma-
son,2008 ) , iX — B FF G E LT L& i)
MARMZE TR CENE S, REEREB 4
BRSO — I 4, E D EEL T 2 #E
JEE G, At AT TR BR T BBTE 4% _E BB Ath A

LT B TR I BT R T BB Z BT HK
AAATRN, BT BEA R BAT A 32 EHIHRE
B THEE? AMRE B SR — BT
T A AT B AT e T R JR B o B
Jii (moral disengagement ) J&: 454147 Az ) — L 8
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FA M ], X Se A i ) R E R e L H © AT
A WA N R KRR B D B AT
i JE SR A B AR AR 5 AR B R S5
(Bandura,1990,1999) ., & EBAAG & /\AHEFILE,
SRR THERHP B R R LU TR
AL A 45 R AL ISR & H
(Bandura,1990) , EZEHEHIEEME A RS
R EEAEN, /T LAEERE § RIS ie e b
PR R R, L N E AR R, 5] DAE
THEEREDL AR B A I RE AR AL, S M
MPCAI B 7% (Bandura, 1999 ) . 858 &K 3L, SEFEHEM
AT LATE [ SO0 B 47 2 (B 46 F, 2% ,2012 ;5 Pa-
ciello, Fida, Tramontano, Lupinetti, & Caprara, 2008 ;
Hymel, Henderson, & Bonanno, 2005; Obermann,
2011 ; Pornari & Wood, 2010 ; Robson & Witenberg,
2013) , JLAFHTRFFE LR HA, T8 B i 2 AR A
S5 MKMW EE K E Z— (Gini, Pozzoli, &
Hymel ,2014) . [H i, BF 584 50 T8 8 1 B A 48 T 4
UG P s G uy S s it

AL, R IR R HoAh AR 5 AT BB IR T bk R IR
B EUEIR S, MEB RN SUGHERE
MRHFR. — T, E2FEANANREERL L
LT HE R RE , A 12 H AR SCHT (2003 ) 7EA R
NS ST N R T R, B B R e 5K
R A A AE AR, BMK B B LERI B T
B g A A G, 5ZEM, G RN
Bt 2 A B B AR 21K B B4 (Patchin & Hin-
duja,2010) , TiFH—J7H , WA = E R A R, A
TRy B AR E WA R MR H 2R T, B
T — B.32 3] g 7T B8 5% T AR 3 PR ) Jr =4l L R R
( Baumeister, Smart, & Boden, 1996 ) , {1 ¥E 5% 2| fth A
Yt Ja S e R M B AT O (2R AR, i SR,
2004 ; Bushman & Baumeister,1998) . IWHFFERER
RNZEEBEE AR, X TIRER AR
BESE KT PERYL, — A TEBLSE 32 3K
7, BT 51 & isR 2 B 3B AT REAR A f (1] LA B
IR Ty S B AL HLTE M 4% E SCHE R S AT o AR B B
BAME, W00 BB, XN R . R
&, H AR B BRI T 4T B0 5 BE R
KRR, FMHENEOFEEX THRAZ G, Ei GRS
Y TEL A 5 2 T Al S B 2 B AR R LA T

FT U047, R s I an B 1 Brs iR %
FRBY . 27 23R 00 AR BE A0 2 1F 1) IOV A R 2% H R R
fs NRREE B SRR MER, HB Y
WL T Z AR B R EHE DL O &, s — 3
[B] I B BR 4G , BB B — A R B A i, it

S, FETHIF MRS, 28 T TR B A
XTI, AR R ] B R SOE A A28 4 B
BRI, B, BYFORE 6 18] Bs— B o] i 3 Ul
B, I 1 EMARLTT R T8 P A
XIRGRE K H 8K, B 1] 2 0 R ELAE ) 2 b A
NHRERE , AR [R) JeBF 55 2 D — YR AR G AR
FHYBREG , R A A B R G R TR N VIS
SCUEIESR . &)m , BF9E AR B 2 B G AT 0 IR AR B
HOERHERAX G, 0T LU F & 1 & & e m
A BT B R 2R AT O L B B A LN E I R,
2 BT A MR R 0T D BB A B AR
R —ERHIESE

1 FFRRIZER

2 Fik
2.1 #uX

A T AL Eh EN A, At
1 #3407 N RBH—(105 A) W1 =(90 A) . &
— (119 A) &R (93 A) 4R, Hod 2 A 218
AN(53.5%) ,AEHETE 13 — 18 % Z )5 if ] 2 % i
346 N\, BRI H N 14.99% , 4856, T Ui I 4k
BIHER (" =2.50,p =0. 192) FIEHK (" =4.27,p
=0.234) MR EER, MARARIREWPATE
RTHIRAEE(+=0.26,p =0.796, Cohen’ s d =
0.02) EPEHERL (1 =0.66,p =0.398, Cohen’ s d =
0.06) . (¢ =0.71,p =0. 480, Cohen’ s d =0.07)
AR RN EER,
2.2 ITITH
2.2.1 ZPEEAIENR

FRHEIIEFT LS LML T FEFED
B (2011) gl 1y A Jl 52 35 47 (7] 45 ( Campus Bully
Scale of Student,CBSS) Y#EfTil &, 3£ 7 4~ , 4
B 2B RAEFE" , WA gHRE = H LRE
e ) B 1 52 A X e AR, 0 AR R L4 R3S
WMV L. BRI —BEEEER 0. 82,
2.2.2 Mgk

FEHARK4 EE “BE=1A2%, REM
B F A FIHET B 225 BRI 51/ BB 5 A\ 5
BISLANT RO G R, 1 AR TR
B, REFRATILKR. HARTHAT R
FER0.85,
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2.2.3 EfEHER

K £ 24H8 (2011) 11 B9 Caprara, Fida, Vec-
chione , Tramontano FI Barbaranelli ( 2009 ) R # ¥ £t
PriE RS g M E R R ) , 3L 32 4>
%B,1~5 81l MENYEE . BB B0
P& BRI TR 5B T A i A 25 2R 3
NEFFRZEEH, BNMERE 4 20 H ., 5T
MER—BUEE B 0. 94,
2.2.4 HE

{ifi i Rosenberg ( 1965 ) 4 il /1Y { Rosenberg H 24 &
Z%(Rosenberg Self — esteem Scale) Y EF/PEXT H
WMMER B REH R OMEEZ, 2L10 8,1 ~4 fi3t
a1, 1 REEFARE 4 RRIEFFRE, 88m 1w ]
HEKOT 8 .. PR N E—SUEREEN 0. 86,
2.3 BIBKREE G

PIHEI or TR — 4R 9 A3 A, E
EfR 6 I H 2 IS 4 fop 5 DAL RC U . B
() 1 00 € A el A2 B £ a5 ) L CTEPEE IR 23R )
(Rosenberg L E3R) MA OGEiT2(EE  IH 2 i
M 28 3R B R ) o B il B e 32 35 U1 9 BE =1 5

ORI A B, RS — M9 T3, R
BGHAT SRR A 77 X i ERGE— IR R &, 0
BB IS () — AR 10 ~20 J3Bho (] SPSS21. 0 SEit
BAF AT B BT o
3 &R

B TH W & B EE AR B A =R
JETEMSH] 1 R — YRR AR R B, T
HEBRIL R 77 5 22 119 %2 1R, SR Al Harman F) B8 [ R
R grE Xt 1a] 1 R A B T . 45 R &
BFHEARAT 1 FETIEA 10 4, 55— B TR f#
BASREA 25.57% ,/NT 40% Byl A, Ui BT 5E
B RIL R 7 R 22 A&, AT HERRH R (4
& & JB375%,2004)
3.2 BEENHELRITAMELER

BRI A R B BT T IR G RIAR K )
Pr R AE 1., SRR, T OERLT 2N
PRI SR 4R 1 00 b A PR BE B0 3 IEAH G
EEHEG S I E B AR, BN 5 =%
B & AR

F1 BEEMHERGITREXER(n=346)

A M(SD) 1 2 3 4
1 BT aRE 0.55(0.79) 1
2 MK AFH 1.27(0.70) 0.26*** 1
3 TETEAED 1.85(0.63) 0.15*** 0.21*** 1
4 08 2.75(0.53) —0.24"*"  -0.20"""  -0.32*** 1
. p<0.001,

3.3 AT AR AAZE AT M 4k 57 AT A 4 T
LAITE] 2 f) W28 B 0 A7 Vo R AR B A TR IR
B34, 56— R AR BT Ay B AR &, 26
TEMALT AR A BN AR R SR A
(WLFR2), B, B AT NEMERKNIT (B =
0.19,p<0.001) ,MIFH LB EFE M (B=0.02,p =
0. 648) s HK  ZEf2M THERIFER IR WG, & T
SRR AT AR 3 I 1 B0 4 48 K AT R (B =
0.23,p <0.001) , X SHFRBANTT o
x2 ZETEMABREMMERAITANEESHTER

TR A & Step 1 Step 2
i3 0.19 3.63" 0.14 2.60"
AE 0.02 0.46 0.06 1.09
2
%‘g%y 0.23 4.30""
Adjust B 0.032 0.079
R* Change 0. 038 0. 050
F 6.64"" 10.81"*"

AT S0 =2, 1=8H;"p<
0.05,""p<0.01,"""p<0.001,

3.4 AHiAY S PARALR

TR 1 TR A R R TR,
{ii F§ PROCESS %2 ( Model 7) for SPSS ( Hayes,2012)
WA . BREIM(IER3)  LEFH TS HER
25 T SRR T LA 3 OE [ T o 4% R A7
i} (B =0.23,SE =0.05,p <0.001,95% CI:0. 11
~0.30) , ELiE 74 B A2 o A2 2 1E 1 19 P A /R A
(B=0.04,SE =0.02,p <0.01,95% CI.0.02 ~
0.14) . Msh, X —HAMEHEZE B EHET (B
=0.10,SE =0.03,p =0.003,95% CI:0.03 ~0. 16 ) ,
¥ HE AR 38 B N — R R
REHFTTT SRR R A IR, KT
B2 H 0N R B X0 T T A A T AR B
(FERE4) , SR EEER M P MERKA R
#(B=0.03,8E£=0.01,p <0.05,95% CI.0.01 ~
0.05), L LA SR BPULEA, TR T B2 B m)
HA ST B R G EA BT 1T R,
AE R b A 58 2 X FAB AR AT R o
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R3 BRIERERTIRAEE >MNERA” PEIPFr{EM (5000 bootstraps )

3 3 VoM
v M DV (a)

M—DV

3340
(axb)  95% CI

HER
(b) ()

%\Tﬁﬁgﬁ BEEHER KRS 0.15(SE=0.04)""

0.21(SE=0.06) ** 0.23(SE=0.05)*"* 0.04

(0.02,0.14)

T p<0.01,"**p<0.001,
*4 HEX“GTEBRABE -EEER"OEATER
KT ZIABRESTEEREB

A% A 95% C1

1% 0.05(SE =0.02) (0.03,0.09)

e 0.09(SE =0.02) (0.06,0.12)

=2 0.12(SE=0.02) (0.08,0.17)
4 it

i — A ERE S A B SR E BRI, BT
HERA T B AT 0 52 3 38 1T LA )l 3 2 % Ak, JCHE
XPAREL T B 8 19 4 R UL B R A0, Atk AT R BB
L ZIRFAARAEXS = B BB, 4k TR R R
oMM = B 28 B R 3Rk, FF X — 3 Bid &%
S E A ARG 2L

H 2%, B9 R BUBLSE P K 17 32 3 3 T RE L
RILE IR B S, R T R H T By EE S
( Kowalski et al., 2014 ; Hemphill, Kotevski, Tollit,
Smith, Herrenkohl, & Toumbourou , 2012 ; Raskauskas
& Stoliz,2007) , —FEHL T REM 4 _E A K
MR IERZATERAL HIRAMITIN B TEIRE
ATE AT A DL R IR, T 4%
WRBEE LERBRTHEL PRI, AN EEE
AV AR IARE IR 3 A MR SR T —FhE HE Y
752, BRI A AGR BRI R E 19 B 59 3O F LG
#e Xt H7 & B (Kenig, Gollwitzer, & Steffgen, 2010)
F—FPE T AEE M4 BRI SR S Z AT
SRR EH LRI . T RERER A E R
By el T A M b ARG, DA SR B 4
AT (eyber — displaced aggression ) )77 B 57 Hx
G BRI SHREE SRR T EE Y
B (Wright & 1i,2012)

HIR BRI T O 7 5 BB A8 3 1 1B AR 4
G ALELR EBHAT N, FIREAEEMBRR: B
BT R BAL A ALS ARG oo A7 o B B R
YER] ( Barchia & Bussey,2010) , 18 {83 AR R~ &
—FEEE R IARIBL ], T BB RIS E 1R 5 R T I e
AL, NTTEXS B #-4T Bras AN R 9K B 3 B8
JEt, EHEAT , MEASKYE B 5 BEEfT AR
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MR ATRIRENE O, 2B ERE A D
EEATER S HEEE” W17 R, 8 E 2 N
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= AR EENE, U LORE SRS N
ARG R AR X AT RBYE T M SSME B
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Victims in Reality , Bullying in Cyberspace : Mediate Effect of Moral
Disengagement and Moderate Effect of Self — esteem
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Abstract : This growing problem has been gaining the attention of both researchers and the public:cyberbullying. In various features of
cyberbullying perpetration,one unique perspective is the exchange roles of victim and perpetrators. At this point,it is unclear the routes
from traditional victimization to cyberbully and whether some kind of victims of traditional aggression would be more prone to perform
this transition. The present study aimed to test three hypotheses : (1) Traditional victimization experience will be positively associated cy-
berbully 6 months later; (2) The effect of traditional victimization experience on cyberbully will be partially mediated(in a positive di-
rection ) through moral disengagement; (3) Self — esteem will moderate the effect of traditional victimization experience on moral disen-
gagement such that the effect is stronger when self — esteem is higher. In this longitudinal study,467 middle school students participated
in the study. At Time 1, all participants completed a self — report questionnaire to measure their traditional victimization experience,
moral disengagement,and self — esteem. At Time 2,6 months later,346 of the original participants reported their experience of cyberbul-
ly. The results showed that; (1) traditional victimization experience predicted cyberbully 6 months later; (2) the effect of traditional vic-
timization experience on cyberbully was partially mediated(in a positive direction) through moral disengagement; (3 ) the association be-
tween traditional victimization and moral disengagement was strongest for those with higher levels of sell — esteem at the first assess-
ment.
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