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Abstract

The rapid spread of the Internet has led to cyberbullying as a new psychosocial problem. Cyber-
bullying refers to individuals or groups cause repeated damage to individuals who are difficult to
protect themselves from a hostile attack in an electronic context. This paper systematically re-
views the research of cyberbullying from the aspects of the definition, prevalence, characteristics,
the relationship with the traditional bullying, the harm, the related research and the qualitative
research in the domestic and foreign literatures in recent years. The future research and content
of cyberbullying are forecasted.
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