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Abstract

Purposes: To explore the influence factors of peer protection behavior in junior high school stu-
dents, and the relationship between peer protection behavior in school bullying and parents’
moral disengagement, and peer protection behavior education for children. Methods: 412 junior
high school students and their parents in Qingdao, Shandong Province were surveyed by using the
Defending Behaviors Scale and the Moral Disengagement Scale. SPSS25.0 and Amos24.0 were used
to input, collate and analyze the collected data. Results: There were significant differences in gender
and whether students acted as class committee (t = —3.523, p< 0.05). There is a significant differ-
ence in gender between parents’ aggressive protective education for students’ peer protective beha-
vior (t = -2.392, p< 0.05), and there is a significant difference between parents’ help for students’
peer protective behavior and comfort for bullies on whether their children serve as class commit-
tee (t = -3.304, p< 0.05). Conclusion: The peer protective behavior of middle school students is re-
lated to their gender and whether they serve as class committee. Parents’ education on peer pro-
tective behavior and moral disengagement can predict the occurrence of peer protective behavior
of students to a certain extent.
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1. 51§

ER IR TR AR = RN R . Bk & DL 55 W4 (Salmivalli, Lagerspetz, Bjorkqvist,
Osterman, & Kaukiainen, 1996). fEAR ek 37 5 o B b 55 W A 6 1) 5 AR B R B AT 3 A FTAS ], M
TR EE, RARPFME T FIRE . SRR S AT, OR35S 04T R WIRR A [ A £
#1474 (Polanin, Espelage, & Pigott, 2012). A7 H 12248 [RAR AR AT N 8 SR 2 AR AR TEAR el Bk v A
Hh By b 55 I A LR (R IR SR . RIS IR F AT 9, KA Lambe F11 Craig DA A4
HOROMESE, BRI AT AN E I BRI, BAREFEIUE: SRS SR M2k
W BRI R R TR (Lambe & Craig, 2020). X FE KX T F L FFERPIT N E — I 1T
ERFEMERA AT e AR b, LR FAE, F AT KT O T R TN B #ECE . BRI
R AR 58 55 WA AT N ) PR s TR 2 7 Hh I R A 1 2 A R = A BE AR AR T Tl vz A ) SR
AT AN K AT R (747 4T 9 (Desmet, Veldeman, & Poels, 2014). Blt, R BEXS T 1L R LR 4T N A2
SAERAAAE R e A b AT S L

Bandura 55 A\ S P E AL 2 ORI BRI (LA b, S T B fORES:, H RN TR /M i
S B B EARHE AT NG PR AR AN RS 5 I S (FBH . 2014) 0 T8 78 i B — R EL G 2R R0 0 S A
MU, FHCA 2 B S AR B AT 5 INTEM bRt DLk S 8 B BRI A AL (25 21, i 55 242, 2010).
W GBI B 2 VU AL, /LRGSR 48 ST/ AE AL FH A (GRS, 2010). K
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KPR T 5 25 5 55 A DR AP AT O R IEAR R (SR IR, 415, 2022).

MERZE MR (T, Kaia, iz, 2018). FEHEKCH, L, 2008). & EFHTIE,
LR K (Straus, Sugarman, & Giles-Sims, 1997)H Z KX 419 AL T 2[RI A CRA AT 9 M 2 E DA B i F it 25
XF PR AT NAETEREIA, = KPR AL RESCRERE RS 1Y INAR R ¥ 55 W& 47 (Jenkins & Fredrick, 2017) & A
X T el R e I R AT 72K 2 B b Tk 3 5 52 e 8 2 ), 6E A ) i vge v 55 W3 A €20 BT A e 11 TR £
TRIAT NI FR D, G568 ME S REER 3R 2 2 IR B R T &AL RME ORI AT B R AR IR LA R
SCMAL, S DR R A A AR T B — PR R .

2. MEE5FHE
21, &

AT BTG BCGE— I, RIS S R 596 1, FAKR i3k
RTH580 1, WIEI 54 ARy 100%. %45 FKEd 48 SR, 3L 412 SR EE . AHE TR
FH 412 B 5 dhs

AR, 412 i o B34 230 N 1 55.8%, A 182 N, (Y 44.2%; Y4 89 44, 5 21.6%,
Wl 181 44, 5 43.9%, WI=2AAE 142 44, N 34.5%; {EATHETAAAE 272 N, Y 66%, ARIHATHE
THEB2EAE 140 N, 15 34%; —FEHNERES N, 15 1.9%, IE—FENERE 404 N, 5 98.1%. FAFER
16 13~17 % 2 |f], ~FIJEERY N 1454 % .

FKEKR, 412 L5 KA, Hp 303 NG REANREE#T GRS, (5 73.5%, 1 109 N &%
AMACEHAT NGRS, 5 26.5%.

22. B

22.1. AOFTEEE
g N\ D 2EAR B 3, b TR ICEAR I TE R . ER . EIEZh RS . 2 S RSk &
FR: FRERWEGREZ THACEEREEE.

2.2.2. REBERHFRIPITHER

ZIn 45 /& B Lambe & Craig FF &1, 1 262 PN R T 70 4 LI 3R . 598 B0 R ke (-

Wr I [ 2 5 25 5 — N[ 2) o FLUOR A 18 T8 B R IFAL DUSR R PR ARAP AT M, il TR £ 3CRR(tn:

SR NI AR 2 FRIAZ T S M 2d) . 85 BRI 2 A8 R 2 (. Bl 10 v 1 [7) 2 A
— ) ARG (0 IO [F 2 THEAE) R AR R B R AP (0 3R RO B [ 27
AR AN ] ) . SRFH 5 SN0 = Bl 4= — ot 2. K4S R, REPMHZ
KRR AT R Z

HARRAZRER, TR LB, EREH B TRIEER RS, 45075 ER A
J& R U7 (4?/df = 3.44, GFI = 0.91, CFI = 0.97, RMSEA = 0.08, NFI = 0.96, SRMR = 0.03). {4 74 71 v (4Dl &
ERFE TR L, PR AT N R At R T SE RS o« TEARHI 78 Hp 5 4 5 1) P i — Bk
B AN 095, 0.96, 0.91, 0.93, M HNEE—ShE ZECN 0.98.

FR RIS ER I LFATIET, BEEMASCA R KA . BB R 1 W B T oAk el B
ARSI AU BLG, HR, 12H 18 388 B RVHAS PR R R AT N il s F RS 3R 3R
HAEGTEREIA NKGR Y RBG T 2N HFIENE) M2 ke # (. Rash
P X W IR [R5 R — ) . B BUAR Y (s FRBUEA % T IR AR R 2 THEAF) o) A e B £
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PN A% TSRS IR G [R] 24 E R AR R IX AN W ) . SR 5 i =58 &R, 4=5E4
FEE)o SRR HBATIAEME R R T, G575 R SR 3R LA R AT (/df = 3.30, GFI = 0.95, CFI =
0.98, RMSEA = 0.04, NFI = 0.91, SRMR = 0.06). KCHi AU b (F & JE 4 G125 3, v SCRARAP A7y
BRAA B E M SRR . FEAHI T o & 4B 1) A8 — it R %00y )8 0.77. 083, 0.76. 0.71,
SR B0 R %N 0.91.

223 EHEHRBSER

Shelley Hymel & Natalie Rocke-Henderson 7t 73 %74 i & A A H & H (1) 51 DT AR R A
FERME S RITH DL RS0 77 S R SIFERL F IR 1) DY RS E A B I H DU ST A i 2 T
Haralie: INREHM: AR IERE ) SRR BRSO N RSOZAE ST R A AP R
)~ BT SR L i (B A 6 2 L b R ] 25 B o an e N — AN ) Fi DA A 52 5 5 (G A R R R
FA—RERT AR A7) o ASHFFEREL A b 5398, W e s 5 2 DY 2K R R A I st 3 (1 = JERARE,
4= JEHFE).

TERWEFCA, ARHEAE B R ISt ML ) =38 8 H P — 5 5 AP i 2 pE oG, HAZgEE N
WS RECE S, FTREH TR 22 S 80 WO BR85S 5 h 1 e LI 4R, RZER T 6. 7.
8 . AW RBUZER I =AGEFEQAENE A, i fE R el f5 /4 A sz F3), it 15 TERH .

FARERILER, HHATALMET, NEREH B TRIEER RS, 4057 2R EdE e
¥ BT (}%/df = 3.11, GFI = 0.92, CFI = 0.94, RMSEA = 0.07, NFI = 0.92, SRMR = 0.05). &8 A J5, A
T S UERT A — Bk 2% 908 0.511. 0.811. 0.824, S HIFHHINEE—FhE 2 ¥N 0.87.

FRFSAEVLIERE EBEATAET, SRR H HEAT IR D R HT , G54 75 FE B n B LA R4 (o2 =
3.11, GFI = 0.92, CFI = 0.95, RMSEA = 0.07, NFI = 0.93, SRMR = 0.04). 7EAHI 5%t &% 45 5 1R 4 35— Bk &
374 0.69. 0.84. 0.82, ek [Ml 51 —EhE RECH 0.91.

2.3. GitFESH

)26 RO AEAF R I P22 R R K W R, AN BRI, [FROZ A& 122 R R AR
N IR [ G T AT B, DL BE N BT BEAT HE . BF 70 R SPSS25.0 #A4- A1 Amos24.0 Xt fit
R B R BEAT SN EFRT 20T

3. &R
3.1. #AERHFEFRIPIT AR NIIR

3.1.1. #IhERMFRIPITAAEBHIIR

HIR ARV . A2 DL B2 5 AR HR S5 (5t A TR OR3P AT D 28 3L B~ S50 BOR b i 22 L3 1

RFBSIREA t K5, R IAS A ) (0 47] mp A= i b A e e v () A R AT SR B v 1 SR A 2 S
fPAE R 2 5 (t=—2.308, p < 0.05), FBIAI L2 IR To i3 2 5 (t = —1.684, p > 0.05), B MRy
B Z 5 (t=-2.785,p <0.05), AR RAURYFT 82525 (t=—2.745, p < 0.05), [AIE{RI EFEREM
ZR(t=-2.423, p < 0.05).

KF T 2253 Wl R W A AR Tl Bk v (R A ORGP AT A B b 3SR AL 2 SCRE . BB A 2202 K
v BU BURA e R AR L R AP AN AT AE 2 3 I AF 9 % R:(F = 0.318, p > 0.05; F = 0.387, p > 0.05; F =
1.865, p > 0.05; F = 1.448, p>0.05), [FAIfEOR41T A EAEAE R 2 7% 57 (F = 0.894, p > 0.05).

RFMALAEA t K05, IR T A HEZE A A A Tl SR g2 v () (R P AT S B v 1) 3 SR A 23 SR
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Table 1. Mean and standard deviation of the number of times junior high school students made peer protection types (n = 412)
= 1. 1AM R R IP R BDR B I AR AEZE (n = 412)

IRARIR WA BBk RER R RERS RS

(M +SD) (M SD) (M +SD) (M +SD) (M % SD)

i 0.76 £ 1.23 0.89 131 0.42 £0.88 0.54 £ 1.06 0.65 + 1.07

5 B 1.06 +1.43 112+ 1.44 0.70 + 1.14 0.86 +1.33 0.93 £1.27
t —2.308 -1.684 -2.785 —2.745 —2.423

¥—  0.89+1.30 0.98+1.36 0.52 +0.94 0.63+1.12 0.75+1.11

e ¥~  089+1.30 0.98 £1.33 0.50 +0.89 0.65 +1.09 0.75 £ 1.09

W=  1.00+1.44 1.10+1.48 0.71+1.25 0.86 + 1.44 0.92+1.35
F 0.318 0.387 1.865 1.448 0.894

& 0.64 £1.12 0.66 + 1.05 0.40 £0.81 0.50 + 1.04 0.55 £ 0.95

PR 2 1.08+1.44 1.20 + 1.50 0.66 £ 1.13 0.83+1.30 0.94+1.28
t -3.388 —4.236 -2.721 -2.792 -3.523

A e sz o . B RORI S I AR AR L R OR AP A7 AE B 3 2 S (t = -3.388, p < 0.05; t =
~4.236, p<0.05; t = —2.721, p < 0.05; t = —2.792, p < 0.05; t = —3.523, p < 0.05).

3.1.2. REKMTFFLRHFRIPITAEEHIAR

MRAE SRS TR AE MR ORAP AT R, b i S 0 S T AN R ) L AR AN 75 48 AT
HRSAE SRR T 7 AR [F PR ORAP AT Jy R LR L AN R R B P B B b e 22 L3 2.
Table 2. Mean and standard deviation of parents’ agreement with junior high school children on peer protection type education

(n = 412)
2 2. XX FHPEZFEATFREFRIPEBLE FRIARRE R FEHARMREE( = 412)

HHZTIR HAEZTHY UHGT UELZTHE  HEZTRE
lin > &5 Mgt TRy it R R OR3P (SaEsYiy

(M + SD) (M +SD) (M £SD) (M % SD) (M + SD)

B3E 3.06 £0.94 2.86 +0.98 1.49 £0.98 2.13+1.07 2.37+0.83

BTxK RE 2.95+1.07 2.78 £ 1.04 1.58 +1.00 2.08 +1.05 2.33+0.88
t 1.043 0.672 -0.741 0.421 0.375

4 3.05 +0.87 2.88 +0.89 1.39 +0.89 2.01+0.99 2.31+0.75

1R L 3.01+1.04 2.80+1.07 1.62 +1.05 221+1.12 2.39+0.91
t 0.389 0.794 —2.392 -1.803 -0.932

#—  3.01+088 2.78+0.86 1.44+0.75 2.11+0.82 2.31+0.63

¥~ 3.00+098 2.85+1.02 1.45 +0.92 2.08 +1.09 2.32+0.85

BT EY% —

¥=  310%£1.02 2.85+1.05 1.65+1.17 218 £1.17 2.42 £0.94
F 0.507 0.198 1.963 0.358 0.748

& 2.94 +1.06 2.61+1.05 1.52 +0.98 2.01+1.08 2.25+0.89

BTEEE £ 3.08 £0.92 2.96 +0.95 2.52+0.99 2.18 +1.06 2.41+0.82
t -1.309 -3.304 0.066 -1.539 -1.823
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RAMASIAEA t K5 RIS AT I BEEIL R AR, R T HE &R IR o [F R T
RAIPFRAL SRR, T2 IR« BB R ALRY . R E A B35 AL
BRI 2E R (t = 1.043, p > 0.05; t = 0.672, p > 0.05; t = -0.741, p > 0.05; t = 0.421, p > 0.05; t = 0.375, p > 0.05).

RAMASIEEAR t K5 R F KR T RE R AT AR () R A SCRe . BN 2 iR Rk . 1
TR AL ORAP AN R A OR3P BB AE 22T HIVE S B3 AR AE 3% 22 57+ (t = 0.389, p > 0.05; t = 0.794, p > 0.05;
t=-1.803, p>0.05; t = -0.932, p > 0.05), ZKKXJ T+ [ [FEEORY AT AL o (1 Bo oy B ORI FE 2% 1 PE 01
AR R (= —2.392, p < 0.05).

K T7 2250 WA R W] ST ] A A R Bl Sz R AR CR AP AT A rh 3R SRR A
o . BEEORY L Il AR DR OR G B 2B AN AE 35 TR 2 57¢(F = 0.507, p > 0.05; F =
0.198, p > 0.05; F = 1.963, p < 0.05; F = 0.358, p > 0.05; F = 0.748, p > 0.05).

RHMSIREAR t W5 R INF KR T FAE R AT R A i TR A 2508 . B R R A T it e e 2
PRI FNE RS BB R 0 4R 55 I AAAE B35 2 R (t = —1.309, p > 0.05; t = 0.066, p > 0.05; t
= -1.539, p> 0.05; t = ~1.823, p> 0.05), ZK KX T-F% 1 IR L ORI 47 SR AL v (1 35 B A 22 D0 52 S e 5 AE %
TR GRS AR 3 % 7 (t = -3.304, p < 0.05).

3.2. EfHRIFITHIEE . EERESERHFRIPITANXR
K BORREMR G T3, XA FAE ORI AT L DUANERE . SR 22 R A O
OB LINUANLERT « SRATE T 0 ) = A S M 2 AR T 28 1) =N T AT R R W, S5 R LR 3.

Table 3. The relationship between education, moral disengagement and peer protective behavior (n = 412)

3. FfRIPITANHEE. BERBSRMARIPITARXR(N = 412)

M+ SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14
1 093+135 1
2 1.02+1.39 093" 1
3 057+1.04 0847 083" 1
4 072+1.23 0917 0907 0927 1
5 3.04+£0.97 0217 0227 0177 018" 1
6 284099 0237 0247 0207 0217 079" 1
7 152+099 0217 0197 0347 0277 045" 0517 1
8 212+1.06 0.237 0237 0277 0277 056" 067" 067" 1
9 1.39+038 -0.10 -0.09 -0.05 —0.08 —0.13" -0.09 0.07 -0.01 1
10 136+052 0.05 007 007 005 -003 -004 0.12° -0.01 050" 1
11 1.42+050 006 006 007 006 -0.05 -0.04 009 -0.02 051 0707 1
12 1.61+0.36 -0.04 —0.03 -0.05 -0.04 001 001 011" 005 023" 035 028" 1
13 1.48+055 0.02 004 004 004 -012° —0.09 0.07 -0.04 028" 042" 034" 058" 1

14 150+054 -001 0.02 004 003 -009 -0.08 0.09 -0.03 0.30™ 0.39™ 0.47" 058" 0.72" 1

A= R R IT N FRAE SR, 2 SRR R IR 22 Bk, 3 AR 2 BE R Ry, 4224
FIPEORIP I AR LR, b KK FIMERIP BT R RSCR, 6 KKFERIP T T2k &, 75
KRR ECT 2B RRY, 8 ZK MR T < MR R R, 9 22/ Rl B AR 4, 10 22 Rl AL R
AR, 11 SRR TE R 2 ARSI AR A, 12 SOKIE I B W E A, 13 SORKTE 2 S e R
(el , 14 KBRS 2 568 St A2 ) E 0.01 ZKCF(UUI) B35S, 7E 0.05 /KT () - &3 A%
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AR ORY AT N Z TR SRR S R KRR AT RAEE AR AY(F R 3 W2z
W B RORAP S Il R R AR R AP B AAAE i 35 1EAH G (r = 0.210, p <0.01; r = 0.225, p < 0.01; r = 0.211, p <
0.01; r =0.229, p < 0.01). “FAERMELRI T A B BRIk 5 K FEORY AT N ZCE DAY
SRALS SR A2 e ¥ . B AR e R R ORI A7 A 2 35 IEAH G (r = 0.215, p < 0.01; r =
0.242,p <0.01; r=0.196, p < 0.01; r = 0.227, p < 0.01). “EAEFRMERI T N2 B BURY 5 K KRR T A
A MV RAY (TR SR TR 232 s BB n R R R ) B 7 3 IEAE 2 (r =
0.172, p<0.01; r=0.203, p < 0.01; r = 0.335, p < 0.01; r = 0.266, p < 0.01). L [F L4 4T A2 o) A v 3
P 5 F KR T NEE DU BB (TR S0 RE . WAz . Wb B g e L R
P)ERAEAE S 2 IEAHS%(r = 0.180, p < 0.01; r = 0.209, p < 0.01; r = 0.273, p < 0.01; r = 0.266, p < 0.01).

3.3. ARRIFITHNEE . EERESRHFFRIFTASEENEYIS T

331 FRASIFERKMEHFRIFTHNHE . EERENEADH
AT AR I R ORI AT SRR R 1 R A 2SR N B AR R, SRR R, RS EEYIZUN

Table 4. Regression analysis of influence on students’ peer protective behavior seeking social support (n = 412)

4. FMFERMHRIPITAI KA FFHEIFSH(n = 412)

PR 1 iR 2
B4 ik &2 5 A4 PRt Z L

i8S 0.665 0.185
) 0.339" 0.125 0.294"™ 0.108
L 0.037 0.020 0.009 0.005
e M 0.435" 0.153 0.394” 0.138
A TE AR B AN H -0.588" -0.163 -0.544™ -0.151
B S N 2 BT i SR 0.058 0.023 0.023 0.009
SR B R ST AE A2 0.314 0.116 0.366 0.135
FREMERYHE 2 F RS 0.109 0.078
FRFE R BT 2 1 R e 52 o & 0.053 0.039
FR MR HE < Bk AL R 0.122 0.089
FAK R ORI E < 1) R e B LR 0.112 0.089
FKTEMEM A N H L -0.378 -0.100
FRACTE A B 2 T S SRt 0.309 0.125
ERSEL P& D E I e+ -0.165 —0.066

F 4401 4307

R 0.247 0.357

R? 0.061 0.127

PG R? 0.047 0.099

AR? 0.061"" 0.066""

: "p<0.05, "p<0.01, "p<0.001.
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A2 B TE AR = ANEFE QAN Ui 5 R AL . 48 DT/AR A2 E &) st R (B 1), K
X %1 TR A ORSPAT D K DU AN JEE (1 2808 M SR TE R 28 1 =N E O3 — )R AR (R 2), AT 0 )=
ikmIH, 48R WA 4

Gy RIAZE R R FAERME . R, AR R NN AL 2 A [F R AT N
TR SHAAERZ LRI R AR 90 RS RIS A2 R B B =N GA
FNEALL SRS RAVHL . FRDTAR N ) (AL 1) REMS AR 2 A R PR ORGP AT O TR AL SRR R
6.1%. EMMAZKAEFR ORI ITNEE BIVUAYEL (TR 2SR BB sk . BlitE Ry,
FRAR R R AN SKEAE M B = DM ERZ AR A i e R . R TUAR M2 H ) (B 2))a,
R R BRI EATEEM R =R SR ORI AT A DUANERE (308 AN B TR
=ANEFERENS IR P A R ORIAT O SR ST I 12.7%. BN T “ R KAEF RS IT NEH
RIS LRI S KB R B = ANERE” A2 Jm, B RMER 1 6.6%, HIANH) REEA ST 3o

3.3.2. HEIMEZMZHEESHKKMNEHFRIPITANEE, ERRENEASHT

LA AL 1R (5] ORGP AT R op (8 B AN 2 S B O AR, SRR SR, R T RAEDE
IR S5 M A A P TE AR I 8 = AR L QA REE AL i e R i 3 DTAR AL E ) R AR B (A 1),
FAKRT T AR OR AT 9 B DY A4 2 PR 0 AN KB P B P = AR 38— 2 A AR R (Y 2), 34T
DIRENERT, SR WA 5,

Table 5. Regression analysis of influence on students’ peer protective behavior to help and pacify bullies (n =412)
# 5. BIMFEERRIPT AR MBI F LR E M ETHH(n =412)

B 1 PR 2
RE ik & 5 2 PRt &L
Gk 0.707 0.147
PES 0.258 0.093 0.224 0.081
G4 0.037 0.020 0.007 0.004
RGHEIEZE 0.524™" 0.179 0.459" 0.157
B S A B NS -0.625™ -0.169 -0.581" -0.157
A T A B 2 BT S SR PR S 0.185 0.070 0.154 0.058
FABENE BT ANZ EE 0.256 0.092 0.282 0.102
FRFAERTHBE T RESFF 0.090 0.063
FRFFERIEE < IR 22 & 0.115 0.083
FRFEERTHE 2 B E TR 0.079 0.056
KR FELR T 2 1) i R B LR A 0.118 0.09
FATEAEI 55 2 N HIE A -0.422 0.239
FACTE B B 2 S SR L 0.324 0.185
PSSPV IE INIEE =3 -0.095 0.197
F 4.915™ 4727
R 0.261 0.366
R? 0.069 0.134
G R? 0.054 0.105
AR? 0.068™" 0.066™"

: "p<0.05, "p<0.01, "p<0.001.
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S EENERASIRE IR AR AR YRR A A A TE AR I 2 N AL 5 A R PR GRS AT O HE B A
LIRS BATAE 2 NERNE IR - AR VE R R A& SRR YRR 55 A2 A (KB T i B =N FZ A
FOEE AL, s RAHIE . 48 TUAR A E E) (B 1) RERS MRS 2L R AR ORI 4T D9 B 2 PR S e
AR 6.9%. FEAIAGAAE AR AT N ECH UL (SR A& SCRR T 26 3 e Ttk
ORI T AU AR ORI ) RN S AIE P I B = AN EZ GA R4 il fE R A 38 BT/ A A2 3528 ) (B A
)5, AN, REIEAEYEZR., FABMER S =AY . KRR AT IR B F MK K
P A 125 = A8 P e A R ) b A TR P DR AT N B AN 22 T 32 e A2 5 B 13.4%. BRI T “x K
TEFFECRA AT A EE B DU YEFE I R KB A B8 = AN B e 5, L RR S 1 6.5%, HIhnm R2AA
it A= 3

333 BERFRPERKMEHFRIPITANEE, BRRENEESHT

LT 2R R PR ORI AT MR AR I B R ARG Oy B A2, AZEROTER] . S, R RIS
SR B AR B =N AR EL A . A R A L 4R STAR AR FH E) AR R (R 1), Kk
T AR ORI AT 9 B DU A FE (20 RN KA TE A B 8 1 = DN RN SR — )2 B AR 2), AT 70 R4k
PEEDS, SR 6.

Table 6. Regression analysis of the influence of aggressive protection on students’ peer protective behavior (n = 412)

6. FMFERMHRIPITARERFIFHIEIEDH(0 = 412)

iR 1 iR 2
B4 PrAt & L EX 4 Pt & 5L

WA 0.109 0.153
PE5I 0.295™ 0.141 0.226" 0.108
L 0.095 0.067 0.046 0.032
P (ENa s 0.265 0.121 0.245 0.112
B S N R -0.328" -0.118 -0.340" -0.123
B S A I B 2 7T i SR 0.044 0.022 0.033 0.017
SR B 2 AR ST AR A2 0.226 0.108 0.201 0.096
FREMERIP B E 2 F R 2HF 0.002 0.002
FRFEER T 2 B e 2 ok & 0.001 0.001
KK F R HH 2 BGE AR 0.2917 0.276
FAK ORI E < 1) R e L g 0.072 0.070
KB B9 2 N H 4 -0.453" 0.175
FACTE A B 2 s SRt 0.172 0.136
ERSER P& HE N 0.035 0.145

F 3.839" 6.239™"

R 0.232 0.411

R? 0.054 0.169

% 5 R? 0.040 0.142

AR? 0.054™" 0.115™

: "p<0.05, “p<0.01, "p<0.001.
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P ELAERASR B R AR R FATEER S AR EH . RKIEER S
IFHE AR A AR B 2 Bl B R 5 22 A PR R AT N Bl BRI A AE BB 2R R 222
FPE) S S e T IEAEHEGR S AN AL A TE AR I 1 = AN EREGA RN AL Fil e R i . 45 TT/AE AL
HEA) (R DRe iR AL R A ORI AT N B AN 2 T 52 A A2 57t (1 5.4% . FEIIAZAAE [F R ORI AT
NHE WAL (TR SR BN P2 R e VE ORI (A ok TR OR 4 ) M SR TE A M 128
=AYERECGARIEAL, S e RO SRIAE AL FH) R (R 2), AR REEAEYER. ¥
PETEERES = NERE . SRR R AT DU AN PR 0 A 5K R P8 1 8 = A4 e s R ) h A [
PERIAT NI LRI AR I 16.9%. BIIEHN 1 SALE R AR LRI AT 0 207 1RO DU A 24 P2 A0 XK T 1 i

=AYERE” AR e, B RARE T 11.5%, INH RREA St E .

3.3.4. [EREMERBURIFSRKMEHFRFITANEE . BREABHNEERSH

LA 2 IR (R P ORGP AT MR AL AR (K 1) U o R RGP Oy B AR |, 2RI SR, R IR
S M I TE A B = AL CA R E AL, i E R . F83TAR A2 T H) v R R (B 1), X
RS T 7 A AR R AT 9 I DU AN B2 (208 AN SR TE I B 1) = AN FE N SR — J2 FAZ R (B 2), BE4T 73

JREMERNA, SRR T,

Table 7. Regression analysis of problem solving protection affecting students’ peer protective behavior (n = 412)

F 7. EWFELERHFRIPIT AR ARRERIPHIEIVF ST (n = 412)

iR 1 iR 2
B4 PrAt & L 23 Pt & 5L

WA 0.299 0.145
PE5I 0.356" 0.144 0.289" 0.117
L 0.109 0.066 0.065 0.039
P (ENa s 0.330” 0.127 0.289" 0.111
B S N R —0.480" -0.146 -0.486" -0.148
B S I 8 2 7T i SR 0.008 0.003 -0.002 -0.001
AT S 2 AR ST AE A2 0.301 0.122 0.287 0.116
FREERIP B E 2 F R FF 0.020 0.016
FRFEE R T 2 B 2 o & 0.016 0.013
FKF R H 2 B AR 0.199" 0.160
FAK ORI E < 1) R g e L g 0.155 0.134
KT B9 2 N H 4 —0.459" -0.133
FACTE A B 2 T S S 0.227 0.101
ERSER P& HE N 0.015 0.006

F 4.266™" 5.244™"

R 0.244 0.382

R? 0.059 0.146

% 5 R? 0.046 0.118

AR? 0.059™" 0.087""
*: "p<0.05 “p<0.01, "p<0.001.
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P ELAERASR B R AR R FATEER S AR EH . RKIEER S
I E LN ZA [ DR B0 2 B R R 5 22 242 ) DR AT D il R R R DR P A AE 3 IR PR R &R
AR S BRI S AN A (R TE R A B = AN ME R A A . B e SR . FE DT
RN E ) (R 1) BE G AR~ A2 (R PR ORI AT 0 A8 B RN e P 32 e A2 57 (1 5.9% . FAEMMAFAAER]
RYATRECE DU GESE (TR A 2 5CRF . BN SOt ORY . i o A R ) MR KGE
PR RS =N ERECGA A . fi e R $RTUAR AR EE) (B 2)f5, Aol 2 AR
Ty FATETEBUES =ANERL . SRR DR AT 9 DU A 58 0 280 7 R S R 1 12 =48 158 e 06 il P40
AR A AR DR AT O BGE R ORI R 0 14.6%. RIHEAN T “ SRAE [ ORI AT 9 0R BN 4R E M K K
EME =AY s, B RMEE 1 8.7%, HINK RRAASHHAE L.

4. g
4.1 MPERFRIPITAIIRB 247

PE AN [FILE BT R BT () OR AP B A A TR 55 L AR A 55 WA el v s i A S Al 2 e B 5 B
M2 s, MAET RIS FE . B AR W AR B 5 TH, B AR e B DL 2R (A R 1)
T, DUEREFC R AR B AR AR R 2 IR 3 T Tl B8 2 AT N (X240, I, 2015), T4
PRSI RAE I, X P REAE FH T2 b 53 1 B A B e 008 R L S BRAT Bl o i e A ) 1), B
it e 2503 SR T AT 300

AR PEZE 1) [R] 2 22 B 2 (R [RIAE R AT A, & BT A T HE SR AR A AN [ 19 4 2 g € By SR () A [
TP NENHL, BT T HE AR 5T, T RE AR Il A2 R A T e A R I i ok 88 s 8k 2 A el k2 i
SRS . PET-HT LA — R S 2 SR R, RS AE OGN ZIf s 1E L2 %%, B
BEFERIRZAEH], VIR B . 2D HEF, ditk, BT 50(E P50 8 fe i R AR 470
{EHRFFFUR I, FRATIET-H A 2% 28 5 3G TR BE 50 1 2 26 I b 1 [ OR3P A7 i 0 25 22 e (K
2017). Bk, SRTBETFHAE R R R AT N T BIE A Rt — P R &R

IR i R g v EAE R AT AAAAE BB . MR LA, R RIP AT N A
TEAEG M), BB S 3G Km0 R AR R 37 AT N I A 26 P K (Poyhonen, Juvonen, & Salmivalli, 2012;
Barchia & Bussey, 2011), iX 5 A8 7015 H A 510 A — B, 7T Re 2 BN AHE FC BT AR SR Re 5 BRI,
WA R I EA R R SR ERANEE .

4.2. RKXTFFERHEFRIFITAEE RN 547

TR B NEZTHISOREEER . T RERIE, T 7L AR IT N EE 2R ZR T, #e
XTSRRI R . AMEZTHERIE, ERKAKIE S TR 5 FORA R 1 [ A R4 1T 2
Bo KM T BN AR T T DR A B R (AT D9 ST, TR el S B S 23R AR 4 £
PAT Iy MEANE RIFRL AP B R R B R HIEE, AR, KR TR RAERIATAREE thid
IVAAStags S T ek e fede 2 il i PR R N D 187 X e o

TPk 0 B AN A OG- Bl B OR3P AT 9 K 80 B T 4% 1 N D A A I B R R AT O
A 2 A2 B S ARIR G, LR 2 52 B R (IO, SRR, 2016), IXATHERE RO T 5
P iy G REALE BT SRS R, WA 55 Ak T LA 25 £ R P el 2R3 vl 34 F) g ke 7 XK S it ) PR 37 4T
N

AP HHPRISTN, SRS L IR AT 0T BT 20 32 s 3 28R (1 Rl PR ORI 47 9 2
B, XARERRONMAOKNTE, HHEINERITEO 54 M B RAARERIET B SRR,
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4.3. FIHRIPMTANEE . EERESHPERSRIPITANS

AREFFCRIA G A e R s . WP AR F AR CRA AT A DA 2R 5 K T2 AR R R DR AP A7 3
BRIV KA B Z AR R B TR RS AT N 2E BA v AR EE By, 2% AR ) pE fR
AT R EGER 2 o X Ut A AN T 24 B R R AT A BB AE— @ FE R L2 %15 R AR RS AT A
I AE AR KT TSR AL 2 S0k s, B0 T e IR ik, AT 2 3 SR 10 gk vk S mes Ol 5,
2017). WHAERM, FKEZFFRWIRFAVIH AR ZKIPARRK, R NEK G L3RI 2 ERERNE R,
IXAFAFAAITE A5 2 RUCE AR S FE Nt SR () =, iy, SR20%5, 4, 2020).

ARV T A R R AT A T I TSR 3R Bu AR [n) R o L ORI I ) T £
o BREAAVEG N I, 2 BE25 5 A R R el i [ P OR3P 47 9 ) 3SR A 2 S Ul B (R 47 8T i) e
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A R BT IERAT T A AR AT A LR TR o B3R AR DRI, ST ) i AR
WA VUK RIMFEORY AT A (TR A2 3CRE . F BRI 2P0 2 e - Boeh Y R4 A o) U TR B ARG o 3X U3 BH4E
ARHET- 51 [ 2 A (R A G AT 8 3 8 T A FE IR T80 I Rl 2 . X mT RS S PR BER BLo Bom i)
e THUEEA . BFARYE, &IHEEN MR AT NE E R BN, AR P2 51 R AT 2
ORI ZCRR, i LU T 5 AT i S 47 47 9 (Pozzoli, Gini, & Thornberg, 2016). HET-#5 B A4S A& 1)
hae, {ERRE ML, PETEE 02 DLEAR, RIS RIER, HUhBhBUTN BER 23S
FHHMTEHE(P L8, 2009), X TAEMER, AR T B2 MR sEbR M Sm(ma, A8, 4
aide, VPAERAL, 2011), DHECHPET-ELH B R SE SR, S SR E B THER S, WE 5
i RFEOR AT FERS IR BT 1R SE B R T, B8 0 R BT B[R] PR AR o ST Al S AR
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(A ZH R P I v B, 4 i DA AR el B R A ORAP AT o ARIEAIE 70 45 AT R A 700, e
TG 5 2 X S A AT N P A S THT R, A v 11 T A 0 2 o N R O BT IR AN B R UER, T R A [l ks
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Wit N, i 7 AR EE S A A B sRZUR . [FR, BOA mTE RN SRR I AR TR e, S
A5 FH B BUAT R AR R 1) R, 5F HARAT T AN 2272 A N PCEK . (Barchia & Bussey, 2011)1% sfi 7] DA AR 1 it 25
2 FE 2 s i[RI ORA AT A AL B AT 7 e
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