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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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W E: B AR T L L A EBEA R B (Single Category Implicit Association Test, SC -
IAT) M EPL AR CHTHE, EIMABECHIRR K ER, F%: %8 E - prime3. 0 %
HHF SC-IAT R o ERS METPFLAARRE S RAFSEFRCRAAMNET VL0454
BR FEAMEABRSTHEZAN LR, SR SC-IAT KB P, PFARCHARKRE S
FARBEEENELS T SR FAEEN TEMERFATRITFHRFLOZELF; AR
RUEI R RO MGMEREE, £R:(DFPFEARSCHERBAREE;(2) 5B RS A
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HE 525 :B841.2 SCHEFRIRAE A
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FILR MM EER (R, TR, TER, &HRR,
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OB B[R B o AE— e R BE F AR HEAlb i 1 18
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L, FOIM 2" ((BFEODE T, EA
ZRARIRE o 8 I R 2 e R A SRR
HR R FETH EEG I, J & 505 M e FSEHE
B K F AR R L7 BARZE L7, BLEAE
O ZERLD  ZE B DU FRLG L FE AL S O R
O T O AR (B, MR 3K, 2016)
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vk R WA B B I 3G R A N AR
BN BACE , BRI 7 AR ERY FoR
AT HENE, EERER S, GRIREAE
PIE AR BT T SO, B T R R R P
i 48 88 T 1% B PE 4% 59 i 3 0 36 7 ( Hoffman &
Saltzstein, 1967 ) ; (2) & F #2586 3= . Johnson Fi
Kalafat( 1969 ) {jj F& 3= 5 4t 5% 0 36 ( Thematic Apper-
ception Test, TAT) )5 2, 8% T B £ 59 00 Jr ik 5
(3) 2B, Porteus 1 Johnson %5 (1965 ) i 18
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(4) W& MBES TR ENEESHFERE
WME L, TIEME R, B EEHREQ R —E
MBS, A MEILESHEE —EW RN
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&SR 3 RS S PERE . F40JLE R
R AL IR RS, BSOSk A L E AT R4S,
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LR VIR ER L, ik TEHTFIUE3 ~5
% JLER.LK MC(My Child) [A14, ESMYR L H
TR 4 T2 H Johnson F1 Kalafat £ (1969) 4l 1t K.
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DCQ) \Dahlqvist 55 (2007 ) 4 i #J B L W [5] 5 ( Per-
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RO BIFIR G 2 A 2R E MR 30T (2010) i il 1
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o Hi, ARG EEENNEE PER LK E
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AR AL 2 SCAG R 3R AR R W, BRI 50 45 3R 7 AR il 22
(fiT4e 8, AR, XI4210,2013) . UL, R B R
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B, DR E SRR T KR M AR N ZAl Y
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Greenwald , McGhee FI Schwartz( 1998 ) £ i) 1N iR 56
AN EE ( Implicit Association Test,IAT) , {HEfiEH. &
BTSN R IR A R4 A 2 B8 (]
ZHY, EAKF, R4, 2013) , & I, Karpinski I
Steinman (2006) 7E IAT FEERY I A& & H BAS Py FR B
AN ( Single Category Implicit Association Test, SC
—IAT) LA & 88— H AR (. G 3R) Fjg i
YR (I FURAE R D) Z B B BR 2558 B, R AR
TS IAT TR R HEIN 4L BT, S X B — %o 4 i
AP A R, BT LAWY 0 E MR B C I8 iR IF
Hr, HRAER L. KT, CRE BN AER
RO —HA IR, 250k SC - TAT X — N &
T o) e ROD TR AR R o
2 MEBRNRMA
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SR SC - IAT AR Z R L, Wik B O
B P BN & A5 FETE s Zr BT N R RO i M 1 AR U8
A S REFENZER BRENR RO R
DHIRR
2.2 BFRMAR

ARE SRR — N EXR . WAt
RS RIETRRFSE , H B2 Pk & i 32 A BB B AR
W ( B iA) AEPER (45 5 B LA ERIE S
) , — 7 A S g SC - TAT RGN 872
FeRTH s — i, Brtsr 7 ScAk ERNE & EBGE
T2 R, /] OB G TSR 8 W RO
PR R SR AR T {8, 1E B 5T 11 S 56 0 4 T A 4
Karpinski i Hilton(2001) 32 Hi 1) SC - TAT BAE ,
E — prime3. 0 SR PP St M 6 ) AT SE BRI & .
3 M&EMEWE: BfRAMERRNEE
3.1 BmRAEH

BC & P 1) i) i p P E B K BT BATE A, 2 H A
M 2 2 0H2EEER 15 ZO0 A 3 AL
LA, GV RER I Y RA) H ig— i
W4 2 N HEI 2 A 3R 160 4, X & 5 Bk Sk 11
JEMETRAT G RE B S GERE PEAE o
3.2 BrRAMA

T EEG ST R0 B, 2 R E N
REMFMESFHELERONE, FERFFEEME
SCHE(2010) Gt 9 F D RO TEE IR VG 4T
(2013) 4t I F D R0 (RIS ) L IS /N Ha , 716 R 5
(2016) G MK HF P ER LB ) SRz JERIK
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T (2018) St il (R 3 R AAR RIS P 57 R0 ¢
LR ML, DR ) 4 ORI (2011) (%%
HETT M/ R (2014) X K5 AR P B R B
FEP IR A BOFE R SRR PRI R
B ISR L, B 58 RO B AR BESR

TR RO AR R A R R PR AR A 3 4, 3
48 (L 1) . ARIANS MAREE(2012) #23t
) T A8 P R BB AEL 0 B M A8 L (2006) B P B B B
BAR, e B (B, R K. B2 B
B AFN AW ) BT,

®1 ROBHRE

id8 BRI HR R

JEARL AFREIE BESM E4TE BREAS BEAY EHE4L
BB OERE MBEHR  BREERE  BEAX BRIUR HBIRE
ZHkL FEIHER  MEWRE AWOR AHEE AR EHUCHE
FERL SRKRE  SURA O RERE PSR iR Atk
LA WETR OHMOME  FWAR FRER BHEBEE  EFEFEX
AL WHAT RS RERAR  S#RiE DRy AARE
ZH0 EWKE FRERY HHWK  BRIERK AFEMA O FEAE
B ELCy O MG DR WEEE DRFER ORAAC

3.3 MER

B SEIE RO R R AT KoL PR RCE
BATPFE. PFEMTEZENEN - TIH S ROHEER
BRBHE REAFELANEZEIE B ARE
BERAR RUERS fE2 (N0 2l 4 2R
M SERAAE” BI“ARHAHR") , B e 1AL 60 =
3. WEEEEI T 35 NREHER R IR RO A EERER
e AR R A I, 2, 000 2B Pkt i
AT BB K , SR (A I 5 AR IR & b R 452
A AT TR X 2 PR IR B G B TR SO A
BATPFRE . ARG ECRAB TR S SRR, N0
4 TN Eaffd” 2 EAER") , Pl
WRHSE BT 3, H X 16 A BRUAR & 1 17 R R
JEPEA AT IS AEAS ¢ R, BURR J8 PR R AR R
PR 2 18] G 2 22 s AR SO B CRAT B S84 5
RER MO 4 RFNBEATEB“ERET
fi#”) o FrifiadiC M EGE SR T 3, H X s B AR
S P TR R AR S A IR AT I SIARAS ¢ K, B
JE A AR B A 1) 2 (8] G 3 22 5 A

CRHEBE®RR7 HEFR, A1 H 7 RN MY
B)” B HER AT ) B TE AR RNE < 3, BURIRIC
=5, H X B A AR S A ) A W SR i i A ST
REAS KSR R MR A IR B MR Z A B
ER7,
3.4 %%

FeR AR F S 160 47, R IA 4 155 £y , B3R5
149 iy , B ROR A 93. 13% o Guit i A B X 4
H i R TR B BGR L R UE R R
SHERE A, R RO BHE R S IR THES 5 0
A BOS5ER RO AN 8 4, 4 5l #idk
ROMANEE(NE2),  ERERER, TER
1) ( B UR 3R] 5 AR R)) TR AR L2 R B
(159) =36.80,p <0. 001 ; 7ERAKE | THEEER ¢
(159) =1.43,p>0. 05 ; EB X FE Fth LB EER ¢
(159) =1.53,p >0.05, B /R AHF 57 Fii 15 2] 9341 I
BREARLSE R LHEN, B4 WA R
EABE FHENE PR EES, TRt SE
SC - IAT B0 ERFZ Ao

£2 SC-IAT RaUEAT AT

brag AR FEAR)
Bzl B Eid E24:] g B i3 {iA:0] LN A
B 4 TR R R B TH IR FEE REE BE
1 BIED BEEIE 6.08 3.23 3.37 BIERSG 2.57 3.09 3.3
2 BB HBEER 6.44 3.68 3.45 BREA X 1.77 3.42 3.35
3 ZEkL HMEEE 5.31 2.73 2.92 ARk 2.01 3.36 3.21
4 FRL  WAKRE 6.31 3.21 3.14 iR s 2.35 3.44 3.24
5 WEL  WRESHE 6. 60 3.7 3.4 FERIER 1.79 3.27 3.16
6 FHEL  AENE 6.38 3.49 3.27 HhRETT AT 1.98 3.36 3.2
7 WL FEMEKE 6.62 3.63 3.44 Epn=s3 1.7 2.86 3.01
8 LSRR X i v 5.39 3.1 3.2 BETE 2.41 3.29 3.09

6.14+0.78 3.30+0.64 3.26 +0.73

2.07+0.95 3.24+0.76 3.21 +0.83
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4.1 BRI
4.1.1 HFREXT4

KB BRI B R D R ) —
SERL 1A PRy AE T 240 A SR & A
MERE BA S B ELAE S NP0R 15 A, NI &
4% 3E Banaji, Nosek FlI Greenwald (2003 )  Karpinski
A Steinman (2006 ) B %CHE AL B 7512, M BR B L ef R
T 10000ms 1 10% LA - # S2 W Hf /h T 300ms 8%
WEAE, FA M EREE IR 25 T 20% M5 8 , 3
MR TR R 49 A, LR BB EF AR =
WA 176 A, Hh5E A4 86 A, &4 90 A,
WERSPH 159 N R A 17 A e ¥4 65 A,
e A 2 111 N EEIRTE AR 12 ~ 19 2 Z ), F
PR 14.91 %

4.1.2 BT HE

WERI A T H . R E - prime3. 0 2 {4 4 #2 0

S, BRRF 5SERINE3 2, SC -

TAT BB BR AL, B T BE AR Y 24 425 ) W 56
FEEE I 72 AL 56 (24 Mg —He, 35 3
Y HRLGEIF 7 0 ,2007) FESS — T B (B R
W)+ BODEWRIA) K B R IA R 19 878 <17 4
FOTHRIE AT B b AT WUBETE LR
fRZ=, B3, B IR FO T A% 1) R DAAE S8 i B R 2
B, T2RA7:7:10 MR EB, LIE FAH 58% KL
WA TE“ 1" 8 I, 42% B IE R BEAE“)” Lo 7RSS
TAHBE(B + BOIERIN) , BRI A T
S b, AR SR T B, AR,
IR ATE AL, 7:10:7 FHREH, UEFH
42% W IEAR R N AE“ 17 88 I, 58% M) IEHR R N 7E“ ]
FCAnEE 3 iR ) o HE TR FE SR AR RN 2 R —
BEERERFE L, &2 1500ms, MR IRAE
1500ms Z PNASBEMH R BT, 4 H B — A 500ms 32 2
“THRPR L o XA 500ms ) 075 7T 5 3 ik 7=
A —FP B TR, AT 9820 ELAE AT 55 o A S 43 1
T AT REM:

&3 SC-IAT WESHERIARF

AR BEHE RIEEK It 3 b GN] “J7 BRI X B R Bl
1 4] 24 B + RORRE R/BBERIE FLLH R 7 AR
2 kS 72 BRI + ROFRE R/ BIHHRE BB 1A AR
3 4] 24 R R AR R B + ROHERE  RRIEAD
4 Pk 72 R0 ARRIA AR B + B.OHERdE REEAD

SRR T A SR BB/, 39 R B (2016) 4
HIME DER LS, ZAEEREBEC G
WEL TS EIE L FE RO L0 FEALD 8
NYERE  FL 42 NS5 H . RIS sidHar, Hid 12 M
AR mit4r,5 A E T, TR R PR
&b 37 AN IH B4, TR EEERLE T EAG 508
TR B FIAR R R 48 FE KOS . WF5E R izlnl G
[f] Cronbach o %4 0.92,

4.1.3  HEil R

FiR2 A1 ARHFRESR AN, 1 A8 8)
F=, TE 7R AL BIML B R FH AR A 77 A T,
BRI 40 NG . BAIFE 58 E il E A
PR EME . AEERES(FLERLORE),
HEMITHER SC - TAT W &, SC - IAT jl il 7T &=
WOl PPT YHE T SC T R R R E T, AR
JaH R R N WS edE T BT S U R S
. Frgidsel SC - IAT WP 5, il HTiR
UL , BN IE I PR R AR EE 30 434,
4.1.4  FdRgeitatr

JiAR SC - TAT M55 8 f i+ &L B 3hid %, )
N HE B R, WA IR BB r
BAE, Hid gl = B SN B, SC - TAT i dE b

K F§ Karpinski 1 Steinman (2006 ) 7=} 38 7 JF 3%
FRM i : OHLEE IR S I S B B BT EE 20 IR 1Y
R LB BSE BN | 400ms T LR E; @4 BT E
55 2.4 IR L B G O BT IR R R
NE (AR TR S8R R ) U MR 2 DTHE S
4 BFNEE 2 B R R B B ZE CRHE - HHE);®
KX A2 HBR DA HEZS , IS 8B RI Jy SC - TAT 1
DA{d. SC-TAT 3w 200k 2 WAHAAE S, DR 4
HAMBES . DERB T HEESHAHBES
R ZEF IR N . 2 D {E R IERT, YA AT
%5 FURL I K T AL 55 R BLIN, D B 8RR 35 B 4
FEARZEX B O RPE R M R ; 24 D 7
B, LA AR BT 55 IR N BT /N A AT 55 S i B, 44
MEBE R R PR E N RZ X 3 T PR i
THM ;24 D AEY O B, 358 B AN A 254 55 IR B I 55
TAHEBAT 55 S L B, 2 WA 3R 19 P9 R 3 b A i 3
(fap 22, BAKE, X[ 4. 10 ,2013) , b4k, R SPSS
22.0 SR SC - IA FR AT RS T4
BT, R ¢ I B R L N RN R BAAAE,
FRRMSIFEA s AR R R T 0T ERNER
DMAAFEER BERAMXSHHFEEARRE O
I TAERING Y S
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4.2 %%
4.2.1 R0 PIBRAON A 5

MWFE 4 AT LE B, BRE AR RS, 50K 6
e B A/ A SRR R M T /AR AT
oFE SRR MR R A REETTRIE
WU b/ — /AR T4 ERNDHE,50H
e, ZRAGEB T BEKFE (B p<0.05), #—HF
1158 Cohen’ s d, Forh B35 5% B2 2% A= B 8K 0L & ( Co-
hen’s d =0. 41) 31 H R, K BE L TR K LA

TR MR R ( Cohen” s d =0. 63) IR F S,
HARAEA RN T 309 /N ( Cohen , 1988 ) o BLAh,
Br T HARERAK D G0 AE A B 5 B
A B A/ AR R REAS A T /AR A T
THA BERE FORRERAR ARREZETTR
DUREAS 1 D AE XN IERL, T 2 R H A S R
D RRRIR 2 IR AR L FFTEE PR L IE M BBR R , B9k
R AP R B Y BRALRE o

F4 SC-IAT RaIE D HEBR ST R BEA : 4018
(R, BLO A3 {E)

A M SD df t

51

Lils 0.12 0.34 85 3.26*"

A 0.09 0.31 89 2.63"
FREE A,

WA 0.09 0.31 158 3.36**

At 0.19 0.38 26 2.64"
A 5w

MEFL 0.13 0.32 64 3.33""

e Fic 0.09 0.33 110 2.74%"
B

W 0.10 0.32 70 2.66"

B 0.10 0.33 104 3.21*"
RIELE

SRR 0.10 0.32 154 3.91%**

i 37 0.22 0.29 10 2.50"

BEHRE -0.03 0.32 7 -0.24
RIEGTRI

BRELE 0.11 0.35 54 2.10*

— 0.09 0.32 102 2.58"

BERUT 0.22 0.19 6 3.84%*
(AENENEN 0.10 0.32 175 4.18" "

W.p<0.05," " p<0.01," " p<0.001, Fa,

4.2.2 R NERORHADYESR
M1 5 B, AR A (R 2088 B 7E 3 g 2R
TREE ARRELEH A FRELETPRI AR

FRI AN R RO RS S AT B
%ﬁﬁ“o

RS AREAOFHSIHPEENBROKELE

e M=+SD t/F
WS illﬁf;;’ir 00903 0.89
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&gxs
A MzSD t/F
TEERRE 0.10 £0.32
FRIELEN BA SRR 0.22 +0.29 1.53
EARE -0.03 £0.33
Bk 0.11 £0.35
FREZFRA — 0.09 +0.32 0.55
BERUT 0.22£0.19

4.2.3 HBRLSIEEOHER
LR BN HAF RO RS S S E RS

515 D {HZ 8 AR AR B B3 PRk P, RIS
0P Bl B (W AT RAT BIIX 20U

R6 SHEROMNEROHIBERIN

M+SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

LLABRL 0.10£0.32  1.00

2HMERL 4.08£0.48  0.01 1.00

3RBL 4.50+0.70 0.04 0.64*** 1.00

4.24EL 4072078 0.11 0.75""" 0.47*** 1.00

5.EREL 4.29+0.73  0.00 0.49%** 0.33*** 0.33*** 1.00

6. ML 3.99+0.77 -0.06 0.75*** 0.51"** 0.43*"* 0.28*** 1.00

7.0 3.68£0.78  0.04 0.58*** 0.19*  0.28"** 0.04 0.20"** 1.00

8. fEr  3.85£0.77 -0.05 0.55*** 0.19"  0.42***-0.06 0.28%** 0.42°** 1.00

9. KL 4.250.76 -0.04 0.79%** 0.55"** 0.59*"* 0.38*** 0.56"** 0.25"* 0.38"** 1.00

10 0l 4.340.67  0.02 0.60°** 033" 0.37*" 0.27**" 0.36"** 0.27°** 0.22** 0.43*** 1.00
4.3 i CRIBEE,2012) R EETEE (KN, 2013) SH R A TR
4.3.1 H2pE RO N R BEMERN A FLEAOYXTERNER, X—

BRI, oo RO AR B K A Rz , B
45 BB, A S 7 A B O VR L [ B
BLLPEHT . DA BRIBEAR I 46 9 J B RT 0, D i [A) 4%
S T BRI B A X LG PR AR 25 BE el
P57 D EE B A I AT B B B L A
AE 1] R B T HL 255 AR A RUR 89 B PP
(Tesser,2000) o R R—Fhdt &t GHFEMEAR R K
OB R, AR B E 8 RO IFIT IR A 5 R B
AR B . XS5 EABITEEE R B ik
1 (2012) BRFE R B, 75 0 AR L B SE A A TE AR AR B9
P BB s 2 (2016 ) 2 B0 H A2 1IN B B s
[ AR s BGRR (2011) 22 B4+ A IS R A A5 BT vl
B, AR R EARRE P48 DENT( -
0.03) , {EL48 X ELAH X B2/ , T B PO Bk IR DS A
[ AN, AT BB A B/ K
4.3.2 WIBROENDFIER ENESR

BroE s R A, D AETE ] AR YR A S
FBLHKBESH FEATPRILE A D ST=4815 L
PRk SutI ke v ST R UL Mebz e P R E )
TR PR AR RO BA BRI, X
SR XA RBT R R 3, e s R B
B L (fey 22 B, AR, XU 1L, 2014 ) | IR A

GERWH— LU T N R RO MR, K
Greenwald 55 (2002) Fr $ i B 9 Ak &I I GE —
w8, BB ZER R A S EFERR K.
SR, AR AR BT R SHEARAB A K,
4.3.3 ARRLSIERLHRR

Sk —BL HE R B RO B A BRI B FSh B
M 22 8] A A B 2, BUR IS R0 550 e B
Z 8] A] RERAREL A B 1, B T RO B h P S
BRIy . LERAF & N E—N B DB 5 B
W, ZHEE U S B I B AR P9 B & BR ER
R PR AN RO B A, ELAT AN [R] Ao B AL
i, SO BRESF R R B 4E B R T 0 A B,
SBRBISE SR, T P R0 BREL A AT RE R RRI =4,
AR REE T A B (R, RAIE, BIA R,
2006) o LATE—LEPFFEd A B, X F R/l — 0 B &
SrAEAT MR A AR E R, £ A EE AR
BT DL (7 22 B, 4B 1, BBAKSF,2013) o TR, 25
AR RO — 2 W T &, f b2 R
BSABIMEMMIEAISS , ILENREREY,
XA BRI B S N2 0 &1 SE R IIFAS R
5 £k

(1) Hpee i RO FE R PR Y B 30ORE 5 (2) IR
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RLSA B RO B, RPN R KA o

S

WA, RUTE, 98 B (2006). MABUGH AR S BE X
RBPR. BRI ,29(1) 44 - 46.

BKAR. (2011) . /4 R 25 BE 0 AE B9 SEBRBF9% (R - 2508 30)
LI 2.

fIZz 8, AR, X 4E 1. (2013) . Ah BRSE AR X P e Rk A
FEAR PR, B IRHT ,33(4) ,81 - 86.

A1 B, XU4E L, K. (2013). K2 AR BB P Bk nit Y S
Wi L ELRESHE ,29(1) ,23 -30.

B, AP, X410 (2014). SC - TAT X F R4 R
B B O FEFIRHT ,34(6) ,536 - 541.

IS T IE, R, (2017). RE¥EAARGER
ODHBEERA KR RMITEELEFER,33(6) ,44 -
52,

T, B IERK. (2014) . EBEF]E FI LB 6 R Xk
A BDAT MR . RO R 4k, 22(5) ,685 -
687.

T H /N TERK. (2014) . B0 B9 P BRC 38 R & R
XHEEEE WA OB ,7(2) ,33 -39.

ARG, (2016) . 47 2L S0 B M B JBR IR 5 S5 4L 4 10 g Y K
FOR (RO 30) . WWHIFTE K.

ZE TR (2010) . (HFDF RO PEAG RS H gm0 22
SR ,8(4) 268 —273.
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An Implicit Study on Middle School Students’ Conscience under
SC - TAT Paradigm

Wang Xiaofeng'”* , Yan Liangshi' , Ding Daoqun',Li Mei' , Wu Ximei®
(1. School of Educational Science ,Hunan Normal University , Changsha 410081 ;
2. The Students Affair Department, Central South University of Forestry and Technology , Changsha 410004 ;
3. Beijing Zhonggong Education Technology Co. ,Ltd. Guangdong Branch, Guangzhou 440106 )

Abstract ; objective ; To explore the feasibility of measuring middle school students’ conscience by Single Category Implicit Association
Test( SC — IAT) and analyze the relationship between implicit conscience and explicit conscience. Methods; The SC — IAT conscience
measurement procedures was developed with software E — prime 3. 0,176 middle school students were simultaneously assigned to re-
ceive SC —IAT test and explicit conscience measurement by Adolescent Conscience Questionnaire. Results ; Implicit effects of middle
school students’ conscience measured by SC — IAT was significant(p <0.05) ,there were no significant differences of the middle school
students’ conscience on such demographic indicators as such as gender,only child or not,school period,family structure and family lo-
cation(p >0.05) ,and there was no significant correlation between implicit conscience and explicit conscience(p >0.05) . Conclusions
(1) Implicit effects of middle school students’ conscience was positive; (2) Implicit conscience is separated from explicit conscience,
they belong to two different constructions.

Key words: middle school students ; Single Category Implicit Association Test( SC — IAT) ;implicit conscience ; explicit conscience
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Constructing the School Bullying Victims Questionnaire

Zhao Fuguo' ,He Zhuang' , Yuan Shuli' ,Huang Xiting’
(1. College of Education Science ,Guiyang University , Guiyang 550005 ;
2. Research Center for Psychology and Social Development,Faculty of Psychology,Southwest University , Chongging 400715 )

Abstract ; This research, starting with the current situation of bullying behaviors of the adolescents in school in Guizhou province and
based on large samples ,constructed the “School Bullying Victims Questionnaire( SBVQ)” by employing the method of psychometrics.
Methods ; After theoretical modeling and items bank construction,the initial questionnaire was developed , with 3923 students for item a-
nalysis and EFA ,and then 3899 subjects for reliability test and CFA to form the final questionnaire. Results: The questionnaire consists
of 7 first — order factors and 2 second — order factors,with a total of 40 items. The internal consistency reliabilities of SBVQ and its sub
— dimensions were between 0.7 and 0.927. And the test — retest reliabilities after four to six weeks were between 0.291 and 0. 49. The
results of construct validity showed SBVQ had reached psychometric standard. The correlations between OBVQ — V were 0. 646 and
0. 726 between MBVS. Conclusion ; This research explored,integrated and innovated the concept of “torture bullying” ,that reflects the
difficulties in the prevention and management of school bullying. The School Bullying Victims Questionnaire is reliable and valid enough
to be applicable to measure school bullying behavior of teenagers in China.

Key words:School Bullying; constructing questionnaire ; reliability ; validity





