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Abstract

Objective: In order to discover the characteristics and patterns of cyberbullying among junior
middle school students in ethnic areas, this paper aims to explore the relationship among parent-
ing style, moral evasion and cyberbullying, and to understand their current situation and the in-
fluence factors, and provide evidences and suggestions for reducing cyberbullying behavior and
reducing the level of moral evasion in junior middle school students. Methods: In this study, a strati-
fied random sampling method was used to survey 558 students from the first grade to the third grade
of Gaoping Experimental Middle School in Hubei Province, and SPSS, Mplus, and Java were used to
analyze the data. Results: Parental rejection was positively correlated with cyberbullying (r = 0.22, p
< 0.001), and moral evasion (r = 0.15, p < 0.01). There was a positive correlation between cyberbully-
ing and moral evasion (r = 0.27, p < 0.001). Between parental rejection and cyberbullying, part of the
mediating effect is caused by moral evasion, which accounts for 38% of the total effect. Conclusion:
Moral evasion has a partial mediating effect between parental rejection and cyberbullying.
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Table 1. Correlation analysis of parenting style, moral evasion and cyberbullying
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Figure 1. Mediation model for predicting cyberbullying
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Figure 2. SEM path diagram of moral evasion as an intermediary between parental rejection and cyberbullying
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Figure 3. The final SEM path diagram of moral evasion as an intermediary between parental rejection and cyberbullying
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