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Abstract

This paper explored the relationship between belief in a just world, anger rumination, and online
aggressive behavior. 550 questionnaires were distributed through the Internet, and 451 valid
questionnaires were collected. Questionnaires on belief in a just world, anger rumination, and on-
line aggressive behavior were used for testing. Correlation analysis showed that online aggressive
behavior was significantly negatively correlated with belief in a just world, and significantly posi-
tively correlated with anger rumination; belief in a just world had a significantly negative predic-
tion effect on online aggressive behavior, and anger rumination played a mediating role in the re-
lationship between belief in a just world and aggressive behavior. Also, the latter half of the path
of the mediation model was moderated by the belief in a just world. In particular, in the lower lev-
el of belief in a just world, anger rumination can more significantly positively predict online ag-
gressive behavior than under the high level of belief in a just world. The influence of belief in a just
world on online aggressive behavior is a moderated mediating model.
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1. 518

BEA ELIR X BOR ARG AR, AR BT 45 FATE Rt AR RIS, 348 “XUTI81 7 1 fi i FE e 8
WralE A5, Hd 48 247 4 (online aggressive behavior) sl & 2 —. MR i AT A 58 )
BRI NP6, W R M SR A B S B W i B R 0 B a5 4
BT A, HIXPAT AR 5 R AR T /738 4 1 (Grigg, 2010; Tokunaga, 2010; #X4%, &30, 2012).
T8 52 3 28 Bl AN B OB B R, Bk, BBGhE o HILE 2 BT 8. FER AR
Mg, SEEAPRRRLZ, HIREHER. F R, HE B E AR (Bauman & Bellmore, 2015;
Bonanno & Hymel, 2013; Litwiller & Brausch, 2013; Pabian & Vandebosch, 2016; Zsila, Urban, & Demetrov-
ics, 2018; #HFH, JuF UL, 2013). 2020 4E 3 A 1 H, EZEMAN (MEEENAEREBEHMED)  RIEN
E, MEEERANB RS EHFRMAEE . FEAPITRMEER . NS RSB 50 E K E
W 265 AR 25 T R T 0T P 28 AR S HEAT VR Bl BT DARIOR I 2% e AT IO BIDIR 17 A9 5 e AT 9 i R R K
FLOFRIRE,  JFHR AR D S B L E Y

5 IEHHFUE & (belief in a just world) 2 8 AMAFE X AN SR A TERT, 7R AN S BT 15 2
F AT AR, X FRE SRR L ARATTARE R A 2 IR e A P . WERBRZ X ME R, MEmAE L
AT KT AbR, HEAMEIAT NS AL S TG (Lerner & Miller, 1978). A IEHH 55 & B A REFA K
SRR, R0 Fg B (Fatima & Suhail, 2010; Xie, Liu, & Gan, 2011), {45 0 ey K H 5 (Hafer,
Begue, Choma, & Dempsey, 2005)FIFRARAIE A . A IETH 545 & 5 B AT NI 23 AU TR AR 2 0 i 15 2
iEEA(Correia & Dalbert, 2008; Donat, Umlauft, Dalbert, & Kamble, 2012; Nesbit, Blankenship, & Murray,
2012; Valor-Segura, Exposito, & Moya, 2011; %277, 2018), iiMZ%X 4T M (online aggressive behavior) &
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& G AT AR IR AT A (Wong-Lo, Bullock, & Gable, 2011). it LMB B 1EH S A5 & AT LL & 32 1 1
HKIEAT N
A B S S B ME DA FERAN AR, E L AR AR FIROE BTG IR 2 —,

PR AR A J b 6 TR 3 AU AS T 1) N7 (Shaver, Schwartz, Kirson, & O’Connor, 1987). 15U H AT A
BAA Gy, USSR BEAT NI L ERTHR, AT AR SRR BRI M 4T (Novaco, 1994), FF HEFZHEA
TN EH RS & SRR S E AL 2 B 2% ik 5% (Dalbert & Filke, 2007; Golparvar, Khaksar, & Khayatan,
2009; Otto & Dalbert, 2005). ik — &t 15 B anr] i 15 15048 4 th 2 0 Mok A7 7 A2 5200 o Dalbert 1E] 14
IEHE FE SR PRIE 28 R A 2 E, b 36 A B AUE S BER I N DT B b0 e 4, AT
g0 B4 BE (Dalbert, 2002). 17 [ 2 FE 4k & — i1 25 18 5 5 i (Garnefski, Kraaij, & Spinhoven, 2001). %
2 B4k (rumination)f& MATE TR — LSS, U S/ otk b, MEASTEE R, BK
HRF S22 B O, X1 & FH 54 5 T kAT B M B2, 1A e AU b I % 9] A8 (Noolen-Hoeksema, 1987,
Nolen-Hoeksema, Wisco, & Lyubomirsky, 2008; Rood, Roelofs, Bogels, Nolen-Hoeksema, & Schouten, 2009).
WF N T R e 2 JBE 7 e il v T e R 1% AR B0 i 1 Ry . Hh B & 22 o AMITH 7
IV ) 3 8 (Sukhodolsky, Golub, & Cromwell, 2001). 517 Jz Z1(angry rumination) & — R4k IS 1 ) 2 18
Yo TR A AR — A A DUEE Gt s BAR IR B 25 5 22 D RO R 2 (Sukhodolsky et al., 2001). 13
B A M B AT R B R 2 R A O8Ok R AR IR 2 B 7T 15 B IE B (Garcia-Sancho, Salguero, &
Fernandez-Berrocal, 2016; Peled & Moretti, 2010; Peters et al., 2015; Pugliese, Fritz, & White, 2015; Turner &
White, 2015; White & Turner, 2014). Ft DMB I 2 IEHH P05 85 B8 LABTRS S 2 g vh /i 4 25 Tl I 2 T e A7 A

EE S
14

Figure 1. A hypothesized model of current study
E 1. SR BREEE
R A4 IR 24 (Rusting & Nolen-Hoeksema, 1998), M-S £ BTN, IAFEIX—Hr B

AN IEH FYE SR MR UG E L M AR A . (BRI 2 TRt AU 8 mT DL DU e 2 S A 3k T il
Mg B AT 0y, T HAIEHIYE SSW TR —h e EERE. %L, REPTFBRsEmE 1 pr
IRo
2. MRAFE
2.1 AIRBFERRMIR

KA EMAEE, DaERMEENNSEE, ZHOVREARVE, EIRE R 6K, W
EHE, WEBEETARMEATTR, S E5EEHEREZ AW UGS —ERIekm. Lt
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)4 550 173, A RGN 451 47, AR EIR A 82% 5 5 & ) FHER A 209+ 22 %, Hf 253 45
5FHEFETHE, 19842 5FH BTN, K— 1024, K= 1604, K=1034%, KVW574%, KI
5%, AERZEA 24 445 Ltk 250 44, F 201 44

22. fiRIE

221 AEFRESER

KT G, FRABETH (AEHFEEER) , L 13AN0H, B BRAEHAESANAAE
RS SN AR (5898, kY, T80, 2012). FrA W H RAZ T 6 Sitr, M “dEw AR
BB CHEREET A 16 e B ERRRAMEI A IEHEFUE SEAL, Rz A I TE SR .
AT A IE T 545 45 7] %14 Cronbach o 2404 0.91, Horb—f /0 IE tH 5SS 4R 1 Cronbach o 2304
0.82, MAAIEH FUSE4EE 1 Cronbach o 2240y 0.84; 1M HLiZ% v #5 30E Fa b0 & BT (}%/df = 2.35, IFI =
0.96, NFI = 0.94, CFI = 0.96, TLI = 0.96, SRMR = 0.03, RMSEA = 0.06).

222 MRBRREER

K HH Sukhodolsky %5 A (2001)Zw i, &V F]FIX 2 9% (2017) 1T 1 (B R4 B4ERER) , 3£ 19 /NI
H, HEFEFREH. U2 I AREFI B I R DU e . B 0 H SR 2R 50RF 4 5t A
A7 B T Rt 1~4 4y, Sl RN MRS R A B4R, R TR R YRS . AT
FAAR R 2 4E R R 1 Cronbach o RECH 0.91, HH 5B 4E ) Cronbach o R%4 0.78, #7112
4EFE 1) Cronbach a 2% 0.77, #REAHE4EEE I Cronbach a 2% 0.64, FEfF R K4k EE 1 Cronbach a %
Hh 0.65; 1% A 2 E AR A R (}%/df = 2.69, IFI = 0.91, NFI = 0.87, CFI = 0.91, TLI = 0.90, SRMR =
0.05, RMSEA = 0.06).

2.2.3. MEBEHITAER

KRR SO (2012) gl () (D AEMZSIEAT VR ER) , L 31 ATH, T AEMEBEKR
PR BRI, AN BRI BB RBGEH A . a0 E RS TEE 4 55
a8 SN B “CRR” 3t 1~4 45, ROTBRERIR MRS Bt AT D, R S BRAT N
TE . AR 9T /4 4 T AT J9 P18 B3 1K Cronbach o 2304 0.97; T B3k 4> &2 (4 Cronbach
o ZHCH 0.95, REIEFRE BT (¥df = 3.57, IF1 = 0.95, NFI = 0.93, CFI = 0.95, TLI = 0.94, SMRM = 0.03,
RMSEA =0.08); S WMl 4 83 ) Cronbach o RN 0.95, R IR RLA K 4T (}°/df = 3.96, IFI = 0.93,
NFI = 0.91, CFl = 0.93, TLI = 0.92, SRMR = 0.03, RMSEA = 0.08).

3. 4R
3.1 £EAZERERR

{5 FH Harman 508 22k 3620t At 50 i 35 5] J7 35 O 22 IR FE 31T R 3% (Podsakoff, MacKenzie, Lee, &
Podsakoff, 2003; Jilifh, JirZE, 2004), 5REKH, FERKT 1 WHEFE 94, HE—ANFEFHBENE
SN 32%, NTIRFHE 40%; HIRUAA EHFUE &, BURAME S N MW LT N BT 0458 5
P B R R AR B AR R, B A RO — A (Y/df = 4.28, IFI = 0.63, NFI = 0.56, CFI = 0.63, TLI = 0.61,
RMSEA =0.09); fJa, 7E =R FHA R MALFEAER TG, BN SR SCERRERK, IFI. NFI
P45 0.02, TLIL. CFI A 42 0.01, RMSEA 25 18<0.01, Fr ARG FEE A 3 OGE (At
WA, AP, 2018). 4G BIR=AE, BRI A ESEE R ZE . LR R A 25 R
W 1.
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Table 1. Results of common method bias test

* 1 HREFERERR

TR 42 y2ldf IFI NFI TLI CFI RMSEA
PR T 8095 4.28 0.63 0.56 0.61 0.63 0.09
=[XF 4375 2.33 0.85 0.76 0.84 0.85 0.05

4068 2.24 0.87 0.78 0.85 0.86 0.05
3.2. X7

K] SPSS21.0 T8 2 5EH AL ML AT A o~ IR FHE ST 2 ) 46 _EA5- 20 (570 2 8] B R 38
MEMRRE, HRKINEL AT A S A EIMES 2 EE TR, MAREIT AT R4 283
ARG B R 45 2 IR S & 2 23 U R (4K 2).

Table 2. Correlation of the three variables (N = 451)
2. HELEZEIMHEXRHN = 451)

A M + SD 1 2 3
1. ANIEHFYES 3.96 +£0.92 1
2. WA 2.21+0.57 -0.47"" 1
3. M BT N 1.46 +0.59 -0.40™" 0.46™" 1

#: ***3yp<0.001.

33 RAEHEFAER HRREMNEREITANT BTN PNMER SR

iz Fl AMOS21.0 AR AT 7 (BB i3t A7 A vl AR A Y, R (s A% IE 1 3E S 40 /347 Bootstrap 77
HEEHAE 5000 KT A IEE RS S B AR 4R B AT A R (0 R ARG 6 (R,
FU4H, 2014; WELE, iR, 2013).

BABIRUNS . 5 e x AHIE 78 b Bl DL & 0 H AT PR AL B, THE AR E S E RS A TR
HHFHE SR R 2 I RANI,  ffa e B AT Al T E, AR g5 Rl 2. SRR EH TS
o WU AR BEAT N =3 Z W A A I AR L. A TR RS &, TR S A A 2% I it
AT 9 I B A AR R DL A 45 B BT (%/df = 3.15, IF1 = 0.98, NFI = 0.97, CFI = 0.98, TLI = 0.97, SRMR =
0.05, RMSEA = 0.07). E ki, 2AEHFE S MKBEHT AER ZE AR BEREP = —0.55, p <
0.01, 95%CI = [-0.65, —0.43]); A EtFUE&EXTUR A EF BEW AR BNEHREP = 0.37, p < 0.05,
95%Cl = [0.26, 0.47]); BTS2 Bk AT A H A B2 I E [ TiAE A (B = 0.37, p < 0.05, 95%CI =
[0.26, 0.47]); 2 1 FHA5 &Il I 1538 5 2 S H A %o I % Lo AT S 14D ) 42 008 28 3 (95%C 1 = [-0.28, —0.14]),
[N R /INN—0.20, 7 SN[ 46% . 2 T HH S5 S R I 44 A A8 LIS ) 468 Ui A7 ¥ 35 1 47
] A FIAE (B = —0.14, p < 0.05, 95%CI = [-0.25, —0.02]), i 1 2 1F t A5 8 0 35 R 1 100788 s 2 R I 4% 2
AT N R R

NT =B A EHFYEERETER, 20l A EHFUE SRR EEOE R 1 75 m. KR4,
SRJE U AEAS R A TEH UG &K BRI 4 5 5 N2 BT i fa s pt 22 Bl (an 1] 3). 25 R .
EREA IS &K, B RZAXHHE NN BT A EE@ = 0.25, t = 4.14, p < 0.001,
95%Cl = [0.12, 0.37]); TEARAIEMHFEEAKFE T, BURR AN NMLE BT I 53 1E B 1ol A
955 (B = 0.45, t = 8.30, p < 0.001, 95%CI = [0.34, 0.56]).
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Figure 2. Results of moderated mediation model
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Figure 3. Results of simple slope analysis

E 3. fEEafiRE
4. Vg
AT UG & R I AL 32 B A N R IR A OB g pi R (S A, 267k K, 2013). FH A
N BB A IEH TG S — R NSRBI, AIEH R E SN NGIRRE , w8 5 L 16 R0 5 R
2, M A EH TS SR N— R N RAER, HAER &S WA (F 48, 28k K, 2013), JFH
XA T 2 WA SRR (Christandl, 2013). & F A IEH S SN MBI, AEH A E&
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DN —F N NG, R — R e /MEAE S . 458 W% BT N2 &R 383 12 (Joinson, 2003), A
N TIEM S FIGEIRTS, 412 B 1414 2 B 3 BUAT R BRI PR,  AA% AR S22 s 4T 2 3 PR P A
(AR (Suler, 2004), BT AASRIZKF2 IETH FUE & AME BRARAT A LR B BR M FE FEAN R, S EUIRA IR T 57
5 IR 2 TR S & MR 2 H B 2 I N 28 BT AT v o 3 AR — M i A5 2 (general ag-
gressive model, GAM) (DeWall, Anderson, & Bushman, 2011), 7] LA¥FZ2A IE T FUE & 9 EMEAs &, A IE
HAEEAEARRRIN, EEE TiFERMNELEE T AEMHZ G, mAIEEFRE SR ASHE DM
TN, MRAIEHFE S ASH L Z MM BEAT . AT 2R I A T FE o0t W 2% I i 47
R A R (G e, BRI, R, EP oL, 2019).

AU T 2 1E A 55 Rl DA S 2 2 oA S 3 00 D9 4% b AT . AT AR T R BN A IE
{H FAE ST R e 24 55 25 1E 1A U4 Y (Liang & Molenaar, 2016); 15554 e 2 %6 48 Brdi A7 9 B B3 1)
R TR P (e, A2, 2018). 1 BRI A IE HH FE & i MA 2 58 22 (1R R0 R4 TR T I 1 26
B S ECE 2 IS BT N AP AL R R, A EHFE S0 LR ZE R X — R AR E LR,
XA UL T X — R A BRI N TENLE . R 2 AT DU S @ k5, 1 A 1E H FHE S g bt
RABLEAEX — W Bt /e, T s I 268 Bei AT o A 1E RS & Ak 2 ek JB Jn 2 1 15
HAAF R 2 (Dalbert, 2002), 435 /b7 AE A&k 56 (Dalbert & Filke, 2007), BI§E7E = A 151715 45 KT AT

T, WA i B AR R 2, T R AR R 2, IR AL, A EH RS &1
UEB Bt e AU T, TR I 28 G AT o i DA 24 IE T A5 S MR AR LRAR 2N IRt S5

AMASE SR 2% B AT LB “ DU fREE” .

AT NS KB BEEAT N BUS R AMA I FYE & =F KRR AHFFCIEY] A IEH
TR S E M IAAT IR R, IF B OBENLHIEAT IR, RUMIRA IE A5 & MA P R U
T AR T @A I RESAME, JFHRY T A LRSS 2 Bl 2122 U s 2 11k
A

JREEEFEAT O RUN JUAN T TN T2 1) BT 4 T A 2 A 50 22 A P O 17 4 18 1 3 s 2) 4R
WA IR FE S IR, KRR BE SIS R M AT R AR P, AR AR TE S S S A Rt
FUSSAPE—E R R (FeH, BLP, Z951, 2018); 3) AARBIFL R NHELE, BFFUAIE A EH S &K
P BANMAAE B AT o 75 T B SR B AR L AT 9 U P FE AL o

AHIFIA R FEER T IES LA L, AW TR R EXT TR0 R4 2 IRt FE S A 2% Bt
TNREATINE:, ARER XA B2 M ARG &R, Bt — 2D I SERAT ST AT IR 0 FLASHTE TR )
FEREWTHE T, AR SRR A IR MRS DU R A MM AT NEE R R .

5. &

I TS SRS Bl AT o R 82 UK, U R A MM B BGERAT N BB B, A EHARE
AR 4 B U R

O3 B S R n] OB I B8 S 24 O o 8l 2 000N R 4 e AT, IR I b 5 28 X A B 22
RPN, B A 2 B R AT

O3 IS5 S S TR 28 A1 P AE 28 T A 5705 2 DA B 4 D v o FU IR0 2% Lo AT DR (1 v A B A
e~ BLIE R

P
HIBH, JEIE(013). T OEMLIOIT NI TR S, A P, (5), 83-67.

=

=

S
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