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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to explore the relationship between violence exposure and school
bullying, and to examine the mediating role of children’s automatic thoughts. Community Violence
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Exposure Questionnaire, Children’s Automatic Thoughts Scale, and Revised Olweus Bully/Victim
Questionnaire were used to survey 856 elementary school students in Chongqing. SPSS was used
to explore the correlations between the study variables, and Mplus was used to construct struc-
tural equation modeling to test whether the mediating role of children’s automatic thoughts. The
results showed that violence exposure and children’s automatic thoughts were significantly posi-
tively correlated with bullying, and children’s automatic thoughts and bullying were significantly
positively correlated. Violence exposure positively predicted children’s automatic thoughts and
bullying, and children’s automatic thoughts positively predicted bullying. Children’s automatic
thoughts play a mediating role between violence exposure and school bullying.
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1. 5|8

% I K % (school  bullying) & fi e # AE R e il A Yy, W8 HE S M i F AT A
(Quintana-Orts et al., 2023; Z=/NE4E, 2023), FEERNEIRHERSEEZRAERYH . RERKEITNRE
JLE T IZ AR — P B 77 :(Martinez-Monteagudo et al., 2023; 5% 1255, 2023), SARTEHRLRT ] Py HK
BAE T CASCHCAt N, R RS i AE R A R AR S AL FI R J3(Esposito et al., 2022). {H2KILDIE, ik
MU 24 52 T R G AL E 05 E (Burger et al,, 2022), Ui /E8A8, FEENAIEREYS, Eawn
Wpe s B Bk UM 2R (Garandeau et al., 2016), HLZ27E FIEPIUIRAER . KL, $RITJLENIKEITA
) PN R 2 0T L) B A S R AR A B R B S 7 S

7% 7] % & (violence exposure) 2 B/ MALE H ARG ER . ral, EAhBIsFEaahdm 5% H
KL R (4 MRS, 2018; Valdes-Cuervo et al., 2023). BN RETHEEMEMRGE LR, REZETZNF
B )L & R B AN AT S 1 ST 2 (Santacrose et al., 2021), KA RE LR SFERME R A
BATN(So etal., 2021). MRIE L% S IS (Bandura, 1977)F A 1B (Allen et al., 2018), MEIR AT BE2TE
BB @ W ) B BOR AT R B X BT, TR E BRI EEA, g s E o
(SR AT I . W SCHE TX— Al Bk yt o s i) 46 8 A R I /) B B 5 T K
SRR B 2 25 AH 9% (Hlavaty & Haselschwerdt, 2019; 5K AK%5, 2017), FlanzEiR B Bg 5 0 R 2% EF 1l gk
HABATE Y. BT R R 1. B )R FE T DLE B s . (H2 A 00 L2 e fl ¥ 5 /7 AH
KR Z A WAL 52 R AT R B P LENLA v AN BB, A B 90 R I A 2 DA R A O (R 3R 70 B ) 3 B A
17 R AR A VEH (Bradshaw et al., 2009), #RT0, JL2 H 3 84k 2 5 7E 8 ) 2 5 AR 2 [ 3 )
YEFSRZ A58, DRICAH FEiE B L2 3 30 B YERER 5 5 7 2 B 5 Wi Sz 1K) S ZEATL A1

JLE H 3 4E(children’s automatic thoughts) = Z &8 — RVVER M AL EUE4E(Kishida et al.,
2022), FEAEHAZ B M (social threat) H 4k, B (hostility) H 3 B 4ESE . 1E H W PRI A 4 B % i
FOEE, BETEIEEMAE D S5BEMICE A FRFNCZ 55 50 45 ¥4 K 4 U (Anderson &
Bushman, 2002), AMAFEZE Gy i 3 ) SO AR D7 UM 4 T A FAf I 9 0,k i 2= (i i ke 47 9 )
KA. B, £ ARG ERE)ZRESFEEENARREYE(Zhu et al, 2023), BEBHEIESZU—
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TR BB RO G B A, v R ) B R S WOEROR S A YL, Ao B TATAE AR
ANATEARDRII R B I {0 1) ARRCGRC A 7 SO 4 RIS R, AR 5 KA 47 N (Dodge & Coie, 1987). 5E
WEAIT T AR 7 I, A9 0 — TR B RIS K 2 AR 1) R ) B R AP AT DL E N E B B 4E, B
) JE At T DL 3 T X 4% Mok (B EE 2255, 2019); KSR AR 2 77 8 85 T LA ) T -4 J5 i s B 3h 18
Yk, FE E B BT DA A T 4 S R R (Zhu et al, 2023). BREVENICEAT O —Fh2R Y, IR
A1 B R HEDU ) L2 BT D7 16 6 00 % 88 A mT Rl e SR — DR R IR AT s TRIRERAT TR B i 2:
JLE H 3 B YErE B BB AGE 2 B R AER .

gELETR, AR ETERETLE R R SHENCR, Rl SRR AL E A 2 B4R T
EEEIF AR, R i TS5 A TR A R A

2.
2.1. #iR

A G O ok E BRATIR S ) — TR B ) R A 5T . A 7 (R (0 073, e B R T 2 P
AN LE AT NS . LRI 856 i inl s, A RLE ] 812 47, HA [HIUE K 94.89%. “PIAFERE
H11.33+£094 %, HA B4 426 4(52.46%), A 375 44(46.18%), A 11 AH il mlE L .

AR Tt ARG R B R 2 B T R R & 3 R, B3 RS0, AR 23RS )
AE R AR BRI S B S R BN ER, AT SRR A TR TR S5, U BE 1)
TR, REHARTEAE i R b R B Ir) 8, 7 it U 485 o5 R TBCAL

22. TH

22.1. ROREOE
1 [X %% 77 % 7% 7] % (Community Violence Exposure Questionnaire) & H Schwartz £ Proctor (2000)% il ,
AT E ) LE )8 ) BT BRSO RN TR BAT181T, RILE 25 R, . “4K
W B3 22 b oA N T B A B R R PE R A N7 s A 4 kg, Hid “17 AR AR,
“@r REF BT, EER IR E AR B )RR . 1R A E AR A ¥ Cronbach’s
a RECH 0.898; SR UEYE H & M )45 FE 8% 1% 10 26 78 I VU 25 v (1 45 F 20RE RL P (o%/df = 4.065, RMSEA
(90% CI) = 0.062 (0.022~0.109), CFI1 = 0.981, TLI = 0.943, SRMR = 0.017).

222. JLEEzBY4HER
K Schniering A1 Rapee 4l i1 )L # [ 5 B 4 5 %% (children’s automatic thoughts scale)ll & H 5/ 4k
(Schniering & Rapee, 2002), ZEEILA 40 E#, ZRPOATEAT £ — BN HIAR AR, 1.
CEEEATSWNTRIRE” s EHZEwAE 5 sy, H “0” R%& “AF” . “4” R “B2”, 59
AR ) P R4 2 . AR 1% R 1 Cronbach’s o RN 0.965; JoiiE 14 Kl 2 4 #1145
PRTEML AT, 1% B R A5 R R (/df = 3.432, RMSEA (90% CI) = 0.055 (0.014~0.102), CFI =
0.997, TLI =0.992, SRMR = 0.004),

2.2.3. Olweus % E] %

KH H Gothwal %5 NMEIT ) Olweus R/ 7% i %15 1T it (Revised Olweus Bully/Victim Question-
naire) F1 K22 73 1] 45 (Gothwal et al., 2013)RIME )L #E LR 2B R0 AT RIS, &0 nE3A 8
TEE, e CRREC ST REF IS, AR A AR E A/, 7 A2 S Rt
3o E AR MR T AR S, e “0” AR CHCRIERRT , “4” RE BT . ZINBE
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AL ) Cronbach’s a RHCH 0.965; Ktk kK 2240 HT 45 SRR 2K 2 T IS5 K 30BE WA (o /i
=2.096, RMSEA (90% CI) = 0.037 (0.000~0.088), CFI = 0.988, TLI = 0.963, SRMR = 0.024).

2.3. YERABES S5

IR LU T P PR B g AT A B 3T o 55—, BHATERA A, SRR E B (e LA R E ) A E 3K
& RN EAEE B E A 58 =, fi A SPSS25.0 XJHl AT #ii&PE St it Pearson #H5¢ /34T A Harman
HRER; =, %BROAERENGEHTIE T8 (Matsunaga, 2008), 2 J51#F Mplus8.3 X /1%
Fa. JLE A B4R 3 MEEITIE R WL, &5, EREERERPER, IR ER
IEMAESH0A 73 £ Bootstrap (B HHIFE 2000 1) LT A BN AT S o £E1ZIE R A AR CAT BIF 78 10 2 1
A5 FH 4= B AR R ARUA At 1122 (Full Information Maximum Likelihood) X S AR AB #E 4T 111

3. 58
3.1. £RFERERE

BT AHIE 78 B 5ok B R 5 2, RIS Harman 5208 Z0VE 0 W] REAAAESL [R) )7 vk A 22 1R AT
K. RN, EARUHEE P IRREVER R RS S — BT RSN 28.01%, N Tk FFr
1 40%. FEIL Ty DL, A 7T R F A 0 AN A7 AR W S i 3[R 05V O 22 1)

3.2. RGO

1T L E B YERURE (T 8 ARAEE RO i 45 R ane 1 P ATRUE H, BRI
WEh, B REMN)LE A ELE, R REIEMHEK P < 0.01), JLEA3)E4ERKE 2 BWAEE
W IEAK(p <0.01).

Table 1. Means, standard deviations (SD) and correlations between violence exposure, bullying and children’s automatic

%Ol;fghgﬁ%?ié\ ILEBHBHMBENFIE, FREEMEXXR
A HE M SD 1 2 3 4
1. Fwe 11.331 0.942 1
2. BIIREE 1.122 0.240 0.086" 1
3. JLEEZ)ELE 0.632 0.699 0.149" 0.478" 1
4. Wz 0.174 0.356 0.069 0.442" 0.407" 1

E: "p<0.05, “p<0.01.

3.3. MEEARW

XPA AR I R B LB B AR b i E A A AT A 3G, A5 R RN, M ERIA %L
WIS IR IIE R T RIF/KF: ¥/df=1.663, CFI=0.985, TLI=0.982, SRMR = 0.047, RMSEA (90% CI)
=0.029 (0.019, 0.037).

3.4. PAEESHT

HRYEHE FBBAD R R AT T = AT R AR, BRI 1. ZRER, 7R
W5 %A AR B S e B B I (¥/df = 3.030, RMSEA (90% CI) = 0.052 (0.044, 0.060), CFI =
0.979, TLI = 0.973, SRMR = 0.032); % /7B nl DL )L [ 20 46 = 0.52, p < 0.001), & JjZFE0T LA
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TR B2 (B = 0.36, p < 0.001), JLEE H 2 B4k 0] DL K (B = 0.27, p < 0.001) . 3 — P K A Bootstrap ¥2:(E
SHEE 2000 )X [HERUN A Bon, L EH3h B 4E@ab = 0.138, p < 0.001, 95% CI = 0.049, 0.251)7E %
WAE SO0 R 87 b LNtk sE I VAT E

0.357%**

il P

e UEIT BEARMELERAE RS p <0.001.

Figure 1. Analysis of mediation models between variables

E 1. TEZERPMRESH

4. Tig

TEFERIER AR G, AP R BN, BB DL EEINR v, KR 7 itsifik, H
5 UAERT LA R —B(Azeredo et al., 2023). AARRYL, MJLEMEMRE TRAEE D, LR
RETEAIN A Sx sy, 3E— 2D SRR T 8 0 2 B 2 R ) KU P Rl 3 (Hlavaty & Haselschwerdt, 2019). X AR
AT RESE PR O LB TGVA A A% L R 22 70 P 85 o B 4 A (0 N B S A R R M AN, JEIaAE Jy—Fh B AL A
DB AE X PR 55 rp o A AR 3 1 L %42 (So et al, 2021)0 HIR, B HBRETRIHENILERIES
BASE T DA it 28 4l R AT AR, Al ATT S XY P s SR ) 285 SRT B A S0, AR vl e i od 3 1 Pl 25
SCHHEAT A A B A (Esposito et al., 2022), A3 [0 77 SRR AL TEH B AT I

KW RE R, JLEH DY R R GEARE TR DA, SR TR 285 R iR
TNy #k 7 FRER 0] DLk fvE R R ) LB (AR e A o 3X ] DU A2 2 2] MLl (social learning mechan-
isms)KMERE, )L B MFREE b i) 2 AR b 3R A5 3 HF 2 ) (S S ALE4E(Dodge et al., 2007; Dodge & Pettit,
2003), ABATIA g FI B Al A2 — R & BRAE 2 BOAT 08, 2 2 R r 07 U 2 B SRR it
Ab, B FRBESINES AR B AR 2 (Dodge et al., 2007; Dodge & Pettit, 2003), — H&H # 5% T8 13k
Ba i) BN AR R B A IR, PR AE SIS TE ), WA TR A RO R T SR R R AR S, X
— AR T HREAT N R A

AR EE 7RG ILEE S YN R RIBTTE, KT 5 a g v Ll )L 5 3 4k
AR TR R BE AR AT I R A o SXIIR 1 FRATTRh S T2 e Ll RO B, it — 28 R R SR BRI AT 9
AT 1] o BEAL,  ASHIEFERS T I A e AR bl v 0 T A 10 H B A R A . 9,
MU B 3 B AR AL N FI R RN T REATIE R B A 10, A UG B ROR . (ER AT T s
FE— LR ERAN . 55—, AHE AU TR R 7T 7R R B R R, Ak ISR m dhs, Al
FHTE A AR Y B AL AR R 52 SO J R T R A e B . L EE | Bl SE RN 1 A e AR Ak B AN 1) Tt
KFe H, ABHFTREI T JLE 5 3 B 48R A0 28 ) 5 88 M 2 [ AT BEAFAE R A AL, ROR L%
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