LoBISERE 2025, Vol. 45, No. 2,167 - 175
PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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HEPeg R, SR T H V871 &, KA Olweus LER AP AP RG TR ASER.F I F4
HEFBER P IRE S ARIENEEAF TS FARELRERBFRE, SR (1) %X
FERMN ABRRFFEEAEREEZR;(2)F VS 2 S E B RN PARE
RUHARZAHREML; Q)BAHAS BB ARERNSANEFT Y F T RASATRER LY
EAPRPMNER,ZBAESFH -0.05,-0.07, 55 & L4 19.23% 26.92% ; (4) A8 3
FBF RS BRIBENGEXPAZBMEA -0.16, 5 5% B85 61.54% ., AR5 AL B
HERNETVESRAEBAREBRMY LA PREXPAMER,

KR Mk AR SRS | RIS ATRIE B

E 4y 225 :B848 HRFRE A
1 5|§

P ER R F R TR SR B 25 M 4%
Bied B UK A (Smith, 1991) ,
AR, T/NFIETE " E RO R, KYy 1/5
A/ NS R v 2 B R T A A 0 52 B 1] R (i
SCH,2002) , REZEZ BT D FEREED
PRS2 v BT Ok B9 o U 8, TS At AT T 5
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SR IREER B AWBE (EEIF, K0,
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20 20 70 I IR, B R R IR IR B 1Y 2
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1) PN 52 BB e B 2 B — B LE R RAT
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ZHEERREL, B A AEE, X AR R
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R 2B ERZRBE BAEBREERERT
2B R A (Chen et al. ,2019 ; Olweus, 1993 ; Whit-
ney & Smith,1993) , B, AHE A, BATTREE A
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VIR A JLAE TR R AT 2 1) & A T ] BB 5 AW 8
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AW R U] 2 B 0N bR A& B A AE R R
(Schwartz et al. ,1993) , B EEE TR G i
EFHER T L, B2 A Bl 5| ) B2 i & 1 —
AR FE R AR A P R B IR AT IR 45, T aX
AT iR gE Rt R R BOHL AR AZ R 2, A
FtEER . BRI, 2 E 5 T R Z A7
TELBE (Payne & Hutzell 2017 ; Schenk & Fremouw,
2012) . 23 LUE , TSR B4R, X
B ANBRZ AR, A E R, S AZESL T3,
JHAEHPRZS T AR W] e s g A FRiE it S5 itk
[y, AT sl o AR SL i S B IR Ak & T B 8k, 13
JRIERMMEERERNT R, RFHBRMELEA
FEABRSE . T BRE R PR B S B AT ARG
B FE(Toma,2014) . ABRi& RV & B MR B
IR R R, RUNER ST, DEERREE
i, HRIANR R, BRI LR OB (ERT
£8,2019) o I, ABRE REPEAR A Bt S5t A
B ERERR AN GREERSSE A5 5
[EEBi LT , 32 5 R A AT 45 1R AR A DI ke S A7 T
54, B R R B UER A (EBR, &, &%
F,2020) . L, ZET ABRIE PLEXTF D4 B0 fif
R SR EEE, HATHIR UE RN EZRRE
T3 32 3w I 3or N o 3 oL Pk B 200 o

AUFIR I, AR B bR B 5 A8 X R 25k
Z IR FEAE 3 VIR 2R , AER 3 3 B , A\ B i oz 1
fRCREME 55,2021) . BRULZSN, BRI R Z R
A] AT AR X R, 2R S AR R IR E B
IEAHSC (TR 4F,2017) o ZTHTAXS 3 35K (rela-
tive deprivation, RD) #¢ 12 & S MR BB 78
52 IRX R A a5 ] LA TR B B AL TAH
AL, TR S B R FA S5 R IR 2 I —Fh
WA RIAINE 28 /K 5 ( Xiong & Ye,2016) , HRyEHE 42
Hr 3B 38 ( Social Comparison Theory, SCT) , A5 T #
LRI AZ O 0 B 2 #E R4 25 L3R (Zhang et al.
2011) , ] b PRI BB 257 AF Ay 3 BE LG , T BB 25
ZeR i pap s R R N N T O N = R
A R (FB R4 ,2001) . MEEEZBIRE G &
PAERZ RGN AR AR, A
BB BB MR S AR L R A
HO A AER—%, H BB R, MXFHEA L
PLAR 45 55 fth AT H 38 L2 (S AH X 3 < SRk ot
( Mclaughlin et al. ,2012) , -4 )40 X%F #) T B AR
5 , 655 A | ELAth N B Bl 3 AT 1 7 vh R TR A B
BN B TAFI AT, T3P O T8 7 B A
TE4E , % 5 fth NHE AL IR R A 7% i O 3R o A PRI X ( R
T 55,2021) o 350 R UK B ARG R R 1 R

NBRze il B rp 2t 3 © A BRA: BB A dnfis
N, &% BB A BRI A A R PEE 4, 52 Im
NBRIERLETK o B I3 AR 35 2 2 AH R 3 35 BT
HEZIE S5 ARG M ERRRPREPNER.
Judge 2 A YR 200 B T PEHT (core self -
evaluations, CSE ) 3X — AR, 344 o re S g A4
X HRBE S FOE T RER WA PR F T,
B BB 5 IR P2 5 DA B ] o e
AFR B A, X DR RS 20 6 B — M TERY (52
Z S5 (Judge et al. ,1998) o W58 & I B id i
5 BB Z M FAETEAH X (Judge et al. ,1998) , 1M H
BVEZL BRI MEFZ —, Bk, 7EILER -
A DL —2B 40, A BRad W 5 %0 B R IFH Z 18]
FETE— B AR M. RN, B R 2w 5%
FEBMBE X R S m TR B RIF
B L IEFMAR KT o SR A A4 B B,
MITTE B LB R 1) B A&, MR 5 SR E
TR BRI ( Olweus, 1994 ) . B #FE Eriksson B %
JRH, R RN T O EN AR EBEFMR KL
SO, 2 I8SZ BB HE R R4 B X BRI R
SR, AT THY B B2 T R (Peng et al. ,2019) , T
B2 F A REER B RBAE R 2.0 B VRS
M=AEEARA T (Judge et al. ,1998) , [Fi, #E
WAMRZ IR )G, &0 BRI . Zo R
TEM R MR H C SR B SRR WIS, 5 8 5
BEJI AT EFFA T B, AR B AR TE M AL T BT
R, TEAPRAE P SR IG R G153 i A BN TT
TN, AR Brad B PO R (TR e 4,
2022) . MR, B0 B EIEN IR EXT B R
R EIPEYT , BMETT B &, & Tk 5 A,
FEANPRACAES RS R I A R 81T R, A RBAR AT
HPPHRABRK R, FEOE BEBAR M A BRIE B K P
(MM 5,2021) . R BRI 3: 2.0 B RIFH
TEF D2 5 A\ BRE R R E R P A1EH] o
WA, WEFE R W AR X R 5 IR R L B
RIEMAEZE R, AH X 3 BT DA ) 35000 A% 0
B3 3 F 4 ( Hayes & Scharkow, 2013 ; Hobfoll et al. ,
2018) ., #t < % i ( Social Comparison Theory,
SCT) 48 i L 2 A TE i 5 A LLBOR 1T B ]
TN R . MR AR B RIFH 223 BT
B KR (Festinger, 1954) , Tt L2
AHXT I 35 8% 7= A B 1% 0 0 R 3 #2 ( Zhang et al.
2011) , —J5TH , AR R0 B2 A7 4 & L (up-
ward social comparison, USC) 45 R, F 7t &l
RIEMERERIFH MCRINER, & ik MR
HORZ3 THSHENALEXRF (g% 5,
2021) o FH—T5TH ,AEXT R RS 45 R R TR
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ANHERIEELE A5 R A g%, KB Ak
FHBAESET, 25 BT B RMENTTER
FRAR , 328 T8 BB I A% L B TR 7K F- ( Nezlek &
Kuppens ,2008 ; 5k B M 5,2022) . Fir LA, AH X %35
B HL BRIPH Z B UIAEIE , AHX 3 2R BB
MBS I E MAMBIRAE 0 B B BRIR e &,
PR O BRIEM . EIRB R 4: 4

X D BRI TE T EZ o 5 AR E
N6 R e A ER

LR ERMER S EERE D ERRER
RARERESEGEHEENTRT, UFSEZ
HosE A R DT AR L B R e L O
B, SR, Absid A wEE CEM BN EEM
&R T MEREANRRE S O LB S B R E K
Frig it ey BARMIREAT B9 A BRAT o AR R B 32
4 (Oliver,2012) ,JF HBEHRRW/NrAZ &G
59. 9% M NEVRICEE, 48. 6% B N5 FIF 2 5 &
Ko M4 Z BN MG, & UF B8 6
36. 1% , & UFRI2- s A 1 LG 2 63. 4% (TR 3T,
2006) , By T U, A2 AR B /NS A AR JIH A AR
2 FMMRTRRE R IFEFPESREMRARR
FRER TR R (FRRHE 48,2011) , A
I AEXS TN AR ) b AR AR 5 I R RR )2 IR AR A
BT A T AR VR R AR 1 A B 5% &R 1M BB 77 ( Sum-
merfeldt et al. ,2006) , HILE kK, AR AL/
2 FHIRAE 2 BB Ja A\ Brit Bt BB R
HEE, mEMVRPENEDEZRE G5 A\
T8 RO FR B N TE LRI IR B A , 3o A X 381 35 8% Y
PR KERIE R E A Ty R, B 2 DLBAE A A5 xf
%, REF PR R R R 8, HI A
RETH B MBREIRMAE, X ENAE
PURI B THR V. TR — P8 R 5 A Pria M
REFFEWFNS, H BT D E S L IR AR, 35m H
NBR3dE W
2 WRAE
2.1 #K

FARMGBERIBARX N=2[P(1 -P) |/E
fhERAR, H N AR, Z 2 o =0.05 B3
ST Z g FUE, P OV ERME, E ARVFIRE
(Arya et al. ,2012), AWK H,Z=1.96,F =
3% ,P=14.9% , SCHi ARG Req dy, /g, 2
FRBR (MK 1 28 0 14, 9% (5K TR, 2002) , 159 BIHEA
2542, #IB3 10% BTk b5, B ik 475 2
AHH 597,

ARFFRER TILVEE P TITT A (F BT
i BERUE TR D) WA FAR (R
MHRSED 2 EETHNE L SEHPY) ., &

BIF DI R AEWR R, IS SRS, =
Rk 1 R AR E T STt BER B B At A
W RAEFEAREMN, B — 9=, I =4FERE
AR AR SRS, BB EIR —ER L
S TG BT BR 58 (938 I LA B 88 57 9 (R4 56 2R R) R, i
¥ —FREEE RS R, Hbw— 185 A,
=143 N, 01=109 A, H—434 N, FLcbEy
5, BAE 428 A, 2LoH 443 N AR R B 625 A,
B 246 A, JLRTH 930 176146, B Bk TR B & 59
By (IR A5 it o A — 18 T 0 A, 2204 B Ry JC 30 1]
&) REABINE 871 4y, MG E R K 95.93% o
PO AR 12 2 17 B Z[H],
2.2 BrRAH
2.2.1 Olweus JLEHRE 7] 4] P W I 52 K& 40
=R

R SCHT B 1T Olweus JLE KB [R5 1M
R R T HEZHOR” &R P EZ L
BN B (R SORT, :RAEIE,1999) , BREKH
Likert 5 3}43,0 R “A 2 AEA R A (1 KR
“READT PR 2R R —ITAWZKR 3 R
“RA—F—R” 4 TR —AFILK” . F—, 8
BRI R 5 R iR, 58—, VO 88 F Sk I 7 o6 R K
%=, IR IR B i . Y TE R —
MR EFRWERTRTRET 2(—-MHPH=RK)
B, K R 4 S 22 R . AT RZE
FHY Cronbach’ o REUN0.77,
2.2.2 HOEMEXRHFRER

KRz %A (2021) 4l 15 D EE AR R
FRER, A E A HAXT R 3555 15 B X 3 35 Rk
PR, 38 10 DI H , AR 515 BAH X 1 350 B
Mo ERE S NMEE , A AEEECERERR K
REL TR T B B R R 2 R AK P
TN T3 T AN F L B S B0 A R SR SR B 7K
oo R Likert 5 git4rik, Hh 1 KR“EFEAF
BSRREERE",TAEZE BN IER, T
AARBEH T ARAEE T, AR ZERK Cron-
bach’ o« ¥4 0. 89,
2.2.3 izl B SRR

R BSE A (2012) 78 Judge 56 A 4R ] HY
CSES Ehiliz 1T W 4L B3R, i 10 M
BAR, g = . TR R4
B, R Likert 5 Jitar:,1 R B2 ARE",S
FoRCBRFR" . HpFE /B REHEH O EL
ERRIIR AR 26 A TR, LT B
I S T MO “ e ig B oA e FL BRI
BAEE", AP L ERK Cronbach’ o RECH
0.90,
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2.2.4 FOENPREMNERR

K FH A 55 (2008 ) il , aR 25 5558 (2012) &1 T
HICHF NG N R R) B S FA
PREi s 4ERE, i 12 NME R AR, T E B ¥l
IEl), &R Likert 5 miitark, Hoh 1 K175
EARFE" S RRBEFE . FMEZERM
Cronbach’ o &%0M 0. 71,
2.3 sitFE

APFFAH A EpiData ¢ A RIS U W BUE, %
FH SPSS27. O B4 X BB AT i, THE AR
FFEIER, T EM BT R £ in i) R
o XTEARHR VG T 04T s R U SLAEAS « 0 T
B E I AR A= F D AR R
1843 ;R Pearson AH 36 43 MR 151 45 78 & 2 [H] By AH
KK Fo #1] Hayes FF & B Process &5 i A 6
AN 4B 31T BE A A 20, R Bootstrap 12 %
AR5 ) S KR TR TR

% ] Harman 58 24 5 (&3, L5,
2004) ,Re32 B  AE X 3R D B RIEMN AL
B R M PO~ B3R 1 BB 2% H BETT Bl 20, 45 2R
R, HH 6 MR KT 1 R, B ERS
T ZEfRRERR 32.51% (/NT 40% ) , UL ADF5E A
FEAE T B I kR Z , i AT IS 22534 o
2.4 HIRE&R
2.4.1  ZZIRER XTI L BRI A BRS
MAEEAND2E R ERER

MR R IRAE R BoR : (1) Z IR AER (o
=2.34,P <0.05) A F (1= —2.56,P <0.05)
Vit 2R, BIETE B AN ZIRERE5E

T IR BT, F R RIS R %
BEATE BRI S, BN T RGNS
BRI HBER T L, MEXRZIRETT
W, BLEAFIEBEZS . KA A RIRRE S
BRER TIWEAY A, EXTRRBTH, FiHX
SR AE AT AP BE AR, R AN FIE
ZRR G ERE R TR A, TR R IR
BIRZRR LT EAFEREER. (2)%L0
AP AEER (¢ =2.28,P <0.05) FiA: Y5 3h b 2%
FWE(=2.17,P <0.05) , B AEZE WAL RWL
BB R RS0 BB & T RN
FHE, (3) APRERMEIE AR IR 225 B2 (¢ =
4.44,P <0.001) , BhHA T 5 SRER A A0 B9 A Pl B Pk
PR R & TR

BRERTEMITERE R (1) ZERTEF R
EFHRERFER(F=4.64,P <0.01), ZH L
RER, BAEME, I —2ENZHRErEERT
VI =2 A MR — S AR TR RO A T T, oA 5 i
ZHERMBEZHRTEFR EHFERBEER. KR
ZHRTAFR EAFERENER, VI —FAEFE
ZREMKRZIR G BE R TR—%4, 91—
FHEGEZHRRGTRER TH=24 (2)%L
ARIEM T ERERNEREST (F=2.89,P<
0.05) , ZF LSRR BR, W — B0 ARG
B EBER TW—%E, (3) APl EFEER b
25 BE(F=16.55,P <0.01) ,F—#4 1 AFif
JSLPEAS 23 T T B S R T — ) A =R

25 BT, IR AR LRI R b A
R E S, WIS 1 oL,

®1 FEAAOFEHETSVPEHEEREBIIER(x +5)

A ke ZHE  HMRFTE L BRITH ARRENE
ezl
L2 428 0.52+0.66 2.52+0.81 3.26+0.84 3.13+0.48
4 443 0.43+0.53 2.48=0.73 3.1420.67 3.18=0.44
1 2.34" 0. 68 2.28* -1.68
d 0.59 0.75
R4 246 0.39+0.51 2.43+0.85 3.30+0.86 3.27=+0.51
ekt 625  0.51£0.62 2.53+0.73 3.16+0.72 3.11+0.43
¢ {8 -2.56* ~1.64 2.17° 4.44*°"
d 0.59 0.76 0. 46
ER
W) 185  0.61+0.66 2.53+0.70 3.08+0.76 3.04+0.37
= 143 0.51%0.59 2.4420.66 3.23:0.77 3.01+0.45
¥= 109  0.42+0.44 2.63+0.73 3.110.71 3.13+0.37
H— 434 0.43+0.59 2.47+0.83 3.26+0.77 3.26=0.50
FA{i 4.64%" 1.58 2.89° 16.55%**
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gkl
A %k ZEE MR B BRI APRE R
n 0.02 0.01 0.05
REBME T
T 108 0.45+0.65 2.46+0.92 3.270.88 3.19+0.52
Jeah 2k 763 0.48£0.59 2.50=0.74 3.1920.74 3.15x0.46
¢ {f -0.43 -0.46 0.85 0.83

. FRp<0.05, " FR p<0.01,*** FR p<0. 001,
=2 FAEAOEHEBSVPEESREER LENBILE(x +5)

A g il ZE®R  FEZHR KRB Sz

el
5 428 0.52+0.66 0.81+0.94 0.45+0.77 0.32+0.71
% 443 0.43:0.53 0.66+0.78 0.42:0.63 0.21=0.55
t A 2.34° 2.66"° 0.46 2.45%"
d 0.59 0.86 0.63
R 246 0.39+0.51 0.55+0.75 0.41+0.66 0.22x0.53
RS 625  0.51+0.62 0.80=0.90 0.44:0.72 0.28 +0.67
t B -2.56" -4.18""" -0.67 -1.30
d 0.59 0.86
FH
) — 185 0.61+0.66 0.97+0.98 0.53+0.75 0.33=0.68
= 143 0.5120.59 0.780.90 0.44:0.64 0.31x0.72
= 109  0.42:0.44 0.70x0.81 0.390.55 0.160.42
B 434 0.43£0.59 0.62=0.80 0.40:0.73 0.25+0.63
F1{H 4.64"° 7.22%"" 1.49 2.01"
7 0.02 0.02 0.01
R T
ThAE 108 0.45+0.65 0.64+0.87 0.46+0.81 0.26=0.62
A 763 0.48+0.59 0.75+0.87 0.43+0.69 0.26+0.64
1 H -0.43 -1.14 0.38 -0. 08

. ERp<0.05," * FRp<0.01,*** F£R p<0.001,
2.4.2 2 MHMHEFRAZOCBRIMEASR FMARENHEREEERHARX(r=-0.36,P <
T8 R B AH DG AT 0.01) ; MXT R F R 5% 0 B (r = -0.52,P
X} £ AR BT Person MK T, 5 R 41K 3 F <0.01) MABRE R ME(r = -0.35,P <0.01) 2 &
Ro ZIEFAXFFREREFEMK(r=0.49,  FHAAL O BRIFN GABRGERNHE(r=0.44,P
P<0.01), 508K (r= -0.48,P <0.01) <0.01) B EBFFEMHE.
*x3 HETLSZHEPIEXS T

Xxs Z AERRIREE Bl BIPRY ARRE R
ZiReE 0.48 +0. 60 1 - - -
MEXTFZ® 2.50£0.77  0.49*" 1 - -
B ARES  3.20£0.76  -0.48*  -0.52° 1 -
ABRERE  3.16£0.46  -0.36""  -0.35""  0.44"" 1

E: "R p<0.05," " 7R p<0.01, """ 7% p<0. 001,
2.4.3 MMRFR L BRIMEZHR SAR BRI RIIFE O B RIFNTEZ R 5 A\ R iE
3 2 18] R R A AR JSL P B (R PE R SRR AR AR R K AR X
i SPSS Z AT Process AT H AT, RIS LG A RIEMAE A2 R 5 A Brid i
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fERNAE R, WRIRKIE ISR 4 Pos, ZHE 8
8 IE 1) T30 00 AH X #) S5 (B = 0.49,1 = 16.61, P <
0. 001) ; A ISR RRARGE 71 (m) T A% L0 B RN (B =
-0.37,t= —11.72,P <0.001) ; #.0> BRI Be 1IF
) B A BRad i (B =0. 30,6 =8.28,P <0.001)
K AR 22 8 IE B 73 Bootstrap ( F & HURE 5000
W) AT PSR , B 95% EAF X0, LASZHK
A AR, NFRER MR E A& AR R AL
O ARG A ZE R, DS AR R R R %
AR, R S PR, SEEZER -0. 16, &
RN ) 61. 54% , Bootstrap95 % B Z X A A& 0,5
HAE S R B A L B RIEN P EH B ]

&2\3 \4 Jﬁjo

BAKE , BBl = A7 A
—, H1 I — A ) <5 Jf— A Bt L 2 R TR
BN 1, AR {E o - 0.05, B AF X[ [ -0.08,
-0. 2] 415 0, R AN I F B F N EHE
Z B2, RIRE -0 H IRV — ABRidE B
JRF B AL 2, AR B AE Dy - 0.07, BfF XA [ -
0.10, -0. 05 N7 0, AR L B IFH B4
EHEE 5=, R X R0 AR
PRHT— A B O 2 A% P 1B 4328001 3, BN (E
-0.04, BfEX[E[ -0.06, -0.03 ] ANE 0,£H
FAXF IR S 0 B RN TE S OR 5 A PRI R
H ) EEX PR EE . B FEZEERENT AR
N BRI 1 RS o

F4 #wXPMMEARE

EYEy:y: ERAERE EH R R E

HRTE FRAR R R F B t
N3 TERR 0. 36 0.13 127. 62 -0.36  -11.30**"
A A ) 2 FIR% 0. 49 0.24 275. 96 0.49 16.61°**
.o BRI ZE®R 0.58 0.33 216.95 -0.29 -9.25%*"
AT )2 -0.37 ~11.72***
R TR 0. 48 0.23 84. 84 -0.16 -4.43"""
AT )2 -0.11 -2.98%**
20 AT 0.30 8.28%**

H:"F R p<0.05," " F R p<0.01, """ FR p<0.001,
K5 IR BEZHERIEE Bootstrap 4347

BN{E  Boot #r#fEIR Boot CI FFR Boot C1 EFR  AHXF SN (B

SN -0.26 0.02 -0.31 -0.21

UM -0.10 0.03 -0.15 -0.05 38.46%
IR0 1 -0.05 0.02 -0.08 -0.02 19.23%
IR 2 -0.07 0.01 -0.10 -0.05 26.92%
IR 3 -0.04 0.01 -0.06 -0.03 15.38%

. FRp<0.05, " FR p<0.01,*** FR p<0. 001,

=0 37= E,2002) , G E FOEZBREEFBE,

Bl ERF B MK, B RS & T4, XAE NI E

B=0. 30"

B=0. 36"
B =0.16"

NRRIERE

1 #XPNEEE

3 it

WL b BB TS S R R A 2R W e
2.86 73 (ZIRE LBy 52.8% ) , WA I TR H
AR E—MEE LS =2(—1TAK
=) BRI N IR E , I A 7 D AR
SRR LS LB B , XS 8 BT —2L,
AR B —F IR G (3K OUHT, 20025 55,

M EWPR B BERA T EMBEREREG T
4 (Olweus, 1993 ; Whitney & Smith, 1993 ; Slee &
Righy, 1999 ; 3K 3CHT,2000) o #R4EHRE & 1@ A H
e, 5 A B F RO IR B T, BB
TR (Ve [B) R s R At A SEREAS B TR
RIHIREAT N AEE B R =B 1567 R,
R Z R R & TR 4, XM UER B
TR B (BHEE,2017) , RSB BZ L5
IR A, BACE U R FE WS B 1 I AR
KIFEE, REA T AER KR E LS mikeE
RAZR BT S 4E , RS E ST g 2 10k
FPITA] , 36 TC B 25 38 IR Ao 5 A0 ke & A Y L3R
{ERR LATEWT 5T (SR SOHT, 2002 ) A D I TT 24 A 32 s
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HHIE R TR ERTIRERA—B. A—2H
JR R A REAIIRTT SRR ZF R ANA K. FE5F
b, HERBEEREE, X5 UERTH
“RIRG M A A R A S RO R TR
W FIIE ST 45 R — B ( Olweus, 1993 5 5K 3CHT ,2002) o
H 2 USSR T A, W) — 2 A B S2 R A3 A
BT =RR—2 A IR BT, — 5
HEEEZRBRMNKRZMRBIEERTH ¥
W B2 R B R R 0 B R T H =% 4.
X BER N AR — 2 A MR B SR R 2 A TR AR
e LS, O A RS, H)— 2R W R —
WIS AT AR B 200 B8 b BN I T, T 78 T %o
X 2 ) AL B At AT T BEAS 4% B C R1B 4%, B
Fmas B I RE S B, A FRAR AT b Ak B 2
(Rl 2R BUE £ 2 ) 7 i LT B9 77 2R A ok ]
R, AR HER =R — 2, B Sl R B3 R
OB R R, ) 0K X 22 S T e
Sl b, S BT E R M Ak R AR 4 [, T 2R
IR AR, NI AR MR E B AN A —
) AR A O B, Bt AT 2 Ay A
DR S  TEAR AR B L] AR 0] — %) AR
WE KRR,

1T, A_EAFSRE i 2 I B 7 PR P31 A YR
WA ERTEREER . B TR L R A
PR MRS B R T A X AT RER NN 5 ik
Z5, AL AN R, A S A E R,
R TE A, BB AWM E AR S R H R ST,
BT R ANBRSZAE ERE D LR AR, &
A3 AFRK AR (Espelage et al. ,2004) , 5=, £E2E R
b b, AR AR BN PRIE N P B e TR SR
X AT B R A SR S AR A S A B R B R B R
T MR BE AR S, IR ACBE VT R S N ER
BT BRI X 3 24 5N FR 2 18] B8 T
fif , A TARI B AP SCHEREST, L Z
R E R E S FPR B ET PR B, ARrid
775 T 2R BT BN AEAL B . B AT L, AR
BRI SRR T IR E M, IR S 2T RE2
SEMENEZTARA NG LR SR 5=, FEF R
L, m— A APRE R B & T — ) A
=t X =% A (2006) MBS R —2L,
KPP NSNS R F RN L RE BT
g, X AT BB R O B AE R AR IR B R S
INEARIAESC AR, Rl s B ARk , B < S
PSS NEL, ESABARRKR , ABRSLHEfE
TR BHA . NI, R G EIT RIS A a) LA
BONE A APR SRR S B SR, X — R
ERB TR RN

FHR AT G SRR W] - IR AR 3 3R I8% A%
O HEIHN 5 ARG N ZE R BE . B, 4
MR EAZHE G ARENIERBEAHAR, XS
LI T 5T 25 R — 3 ( Schwartz et al. ,1993) , F 8
G NRENER X, FNAFRE R iR
MR e AT LA B T IO N B S R M (2 A2 AF,
2012) . HFAEH AR BB 1, 3 A~ BT 3
KERGT2 A WL 3R AR R R R U e 55 1, U HR TR
B2 B E 2 R 5, S A4 AT BE IO TR KA
#OCHIES, BRI a2 R sA 5
BB = APME ERSEF A O, X FBOZ R G
W 5 RS SRUBAMEE L R E S5
NS, WX 2 2 BB Jo 2 £ A BRAS AL BE 7T
AP B Ja SR A B BRE R

IR, ABESE 2 AR 233 BAE L B IFAH
ST BNFETT D AEAZ BR e oF BRI B T B4 e rp ke A
YR, BN A g . BOEZRREHAEESR
B B BRI, MARME AU R B &
I% B R BBE AN 28 A Fe e M (AR 4, 5K U,
2003) , T £ 6 i) 00 B S A0 SR 5 AN 9 EL R
A AR ST RO, KA S B & in
FXF R 8% ( Mclaughlin et al. ,2012) , #8537 & L%
SR FRIAEN R B L SRR R B I PEHY, 3
el BRI FEAR, X 5 LUEDF 5T 45 5 — B (Hayes
& Scharkow,2013 ; Hobfoll et al. ,2018) , &H /&5
B, mARX R BRAEAZ O B RIEM K 2F
AT TFE B S8 A ik 2 Hh Ak T 0k s 58 74 L 1R 4 [ 36k 1Y)
R, AR IR AR R, A SHME D F
(1N B B o

BJa, MR 48 4 & HL 3 2 i8 (Social Comparison
Theory,SCT) , A% I SR RRAZ L0 D B B R AL 5
#i(Zhang et al. ,2011) , [n] | [LECAT BB~ A A3}
HEBGL , AT BB 2 7= A AR F3F BN O3, T W T
HEBE M 2225 5 7= AR il IR R (RN )| 46 ,2021) , BAFSRE
ERBRBITAINEET PEZRBR G RIEESE,
UMM ERARNAE LK, EHRHE DS
EIEF AL 2 LB, AT R B B Bl T T 3
R, A TREF D EZIRE G M BRIG WAEFG
PEERRAKF

BT AR (1) R R
FITEREMCER H S W R G, 55 % 2
HIRE WAL SV B, HABE
GEBURE R IR TULTE 4 MU BT 52, = b Oy (R, A%
DR G5 R W] DA 2 H A 2 A TR B ik
— RIS A SRR . (2) AP R 1
5T, LS B BRI HEWT, ARk AT R F R4 G
Ay 0 Bk An il A RS R A R TSR
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The Relationship between Bullying and Interpersonal Adaptability in
Adolescents ; The Chain Mediating Role of Relative
Deprivation and Core Self — evaluation

Zhang Ting'? , Wang Binyu' , Ye Licong’ ,Zhang Fenghua'
(1. School of Psychology,Jiangxi Normal University , Nanchang 330022 ;2. Yangming Middle School,Ji’ an City,
Jiangxi Province,Ji’ an 343009 ;3. Fuzhou Medical College of Nanchang University , Fuzhou 344000)

Abstract ; This paper explores the relationship between bullying and interpersonal adaptability in adolescents, and the role of relative
deprivation and core self — evaluation. A total of 871teenagers were selected. The Olweus bullying subscale, the Relative Deprivation
Scale,the Chinese version of the Core Self — evaluation Scale and the Interpersonal Adaptation Scale were used for the assessment. The
results showed that; (1) there were significant differences in gender, student origin and grade; (2) Bullying, relative deprivation ,core self
— evaluation and interpersonal adaptability were significantly correlated; (3) Relative deprivation and core self — evaluation had media-
ting effects on the relationship between bullying and interpersonal adaptability of adolescents , with effect values of —0.05 and — 0.07,
accounting for 19.23% and 26.92% of the total effect, respectively. (4) The chain mediating effect of relative deprivation and core self
— evaluation was —0. 16, accounting for 61.54% of the total effect. Relative deprivation and core self — evaluation play a chain media-
ting role in the relationship between adolescent bullying and interpersonal adaptability.

Key words:bullying victimization ;relative deprivation ;core self — evaluation ;interpersonal adaptability



