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Abstract

Objective: To understand the campus bullying in left-behind children, and to explore the mediat-
ing effect of peer relationship on the relationship between the campus bullying and parenting
style. Methods: 585 students were investigated by the general situation scale, the bullying beha-
vior scale, parenting style scale and peer relationship scale. Results: 1) The bullying has a negative
correlation with positive parenting style, while a positive correlation with negative parenting
style; 2) The bullying has a negative correlation with the peer acceptance, while a positive correla-
tion with the peer fear inferiority; 3) Both the peer acceptance and the peer fear inferiority have
mediating effect on the relationship between the bullying behavior and parenting relation. Con-
clusion: Peer relationship has a mediating effect on the relationship between the campus bullying
and parenting style.
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1. 518

20 a8 70 AR, E R IRUEIRAT N A R B, A L R O ] PR e S
JEIT TIRAWT I M2 — MR B R UM s B2 b B e R F 4708, dd oL, 13
B g AT BIRETT AR FEMN SO, JRIRE, 2009). TR, BRIFRE ML SO E R
A, NGRS E R R )R 2 B YOCE R, IRZEMETES, SN, REEEf
T 5 B A A FA T AT IR

B 7L AR SRR BT — i sh B H At X AR R UL L, B AE 7 R T AE B SRS A R
KMR AT (B 5K, XIEL, H4gkst, 2008). B~ ) LE 3 K HORE SO RRAAEER, SRR 4
AR LA DT PUONFERAGE 5B, 1R 2 B <7 LB RS IT 46 H B S0 L5 10 e 4708,
R MIIRAEAT A AT A AR D e SR A b A T i LE, A2 LSRR O 3,
LHEZUFIERICONE, BT LERRET MR Z TIER ) LB, 2016). FLHIRFEAMERI, &
NP LE Z T O IUGRAT N, IR E S AT AT A R, KIIAESCR S, Sz KEFHOR,
N TN RS SR, B RAT A s @2

BRI, RIEEHER M E Z T PRI RS W TN AR FIERIE
MIZRE Oz i, 5%, 2014). ARSCEER U TR TT AR, BIRSCREEGR 7 s AE R RHETR 5 HAE T
AR R B R R IR . S E SR, WSRO SRR S HE T R R
Bl A B ERY . BIRSCRHEER T A M TR SRR BEOIEY. B
AL, WASCBREGR T MM S (P2, B, IR R, 2013). B SF LB BER I B TT
XE M R ROOE” X ai(5kar, 4, 2016), By )LEAEXANEE 250 TR, RO PR
RPEARIEER, PR T ILEARETR AR S0, RS R B ZE T OL(R AT, 2015), FEAME
O, JFHAES MBI RN £ANBRERN L, B LE R R PRI 2 1 AGE ph R L
B, Em i FE R A AR R A S X (i, 45, 2014). FATRIA X DMIER, EHZHFILE
IR E, 5 RO RS (B <P LI RO B, R OC R BN B~ LB 2 21 [F) RF 1 o5 S AR 5 /D,
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R 5 Z N2, HIUREAT AR LB . BATHBCFEH, SRR OC R BE PR AT N R AL R LA
H I B <7 JLE AT 3 2 R AR SCREER . RS LB AT I, X ARG R FEAZ
VA T 2 AR AT It UGN, (EOG 1 B <3 ) LB AR el e 5 S B H9R U sCRIR) 5k Rk e e
T HATRIBLR, ASHT FOR IR AR B 55 ) LEE A 50 RAEIRRAT 95 SRR3R 77 SRR AR, R J i
=HRAMIVIIC, b iy LR BB SR 2% . BT U N ERIPI RS 1) HoRfT
NERAEHEGR T NE R E A, SHRACREOR T NERZ LMK 2) M T SRR 2R
FOOMIG, SRAEREERZEEFIEMG; 3) AR R LEREKEAT NS R T A 6
AR
2. HRSTHHE
21. FSERIR
R TV, W ERTTHSE. 22K, BT, S, AN TA KB E 5 b2z ] o A 47 1)

Lift, it 700 L4255, RAIRIEA B 585 4, AR N 83.6%. A RN B ALFE B 57 )L )
& 455 1y, AEFESFILE S 130 4y, B SFLE RS G A 77.8%. HARTE UL 1.

22. BIRAE

2.2.1. MAITAEE

HOSCRRIR 5747 R 1) 45, A4 Peter Smith 75 1990 FAET MR 74T M 1) 45 /N2 RUFH P 22 FRAS LT T Ao )
B NGRS, DRI TG $R 7 IR . TR0 An, Sk, Ui s g £
AR . 203 R R R AN 0.77, & NP IR B R EUHTE 0.70 DAL, (SRUEELT

222, BARBHFHAEE

KHIH AR NAE 2010 FARAE A RFHGRT7 iR B (EMBU) BT BT G M35 (05 2, 45, 2010), f&1T
JERIFEIA 42 NEH , 3PS, AN SORIRATRERRR, RSy 21 L, BUH 8. WA
BOE =AY B4 BRIRRAE RS WERM 4 fit, W13 4 9R308 “AAZ A

Table 1. Distribution chart of subjects
=1 WASWIER

PNEE- Napszs o NE (M) LA (%)
P51 % 273 46.7
e 312 53.3
FR Hl— 260 44.4
W= 152 26.0
¥= 173 29.6
R 2 455 78
i 130 22.2
RmMAE = 171 29.2
& 414 70.8
S BT P 208 35.6
i 377 64.4

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2017.711166 1339 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2017.711166

LR 45

ERER AT AR AMT . CRERRXAM” o ZEREEAN 079, BUEN 078, BARIFHE
RO o H AP ARG RO IR 5 BER I BGER IR FON AR SRR 7 3, HESORIEAE . BEORIEZE ., SORME
TR 5 BRI BE R T B 7 3K

223. FffEXRER

K AR LS NABTT BRI B o BB (ARL, 44522, 2008), I35 £ B2 [ 4 54 A AL A2 b i [ 3%
BYE . AWEILE 30 MIH, FESSANAYER, BIFEEZ S RERQ E 20 E)AE VR F 5
(21 & 30 /). MBXKHH 4 St “1= BEAFTE” . “2= RAFE” . “3= LEFE” . “4= %
SR, R EER 1. 3. 7. 11, 17 BiHANLA T H E a5, ERa R
FPEE 2 Bl v, [REE O RMRLTF, TEVESURRZVGH . [F ARV [ B4 B3R T H #R H E M5y, HEx
N R R AR R AR A R v, RVMELERORT [ PR R sy, | BRI R o % ) 1 P — S R B 0.85,
BRI EE .
2.3. HIRAbIE

KH SPSS20.0 #EATHHE G117 B A AL BE
3. Z{RMSH
3.1 XB#EFAN. BRITASRHFEXREX

AT N SRR B R 7 0. AR R R E G, S AREIE . R AR R R
FZIEAESE, AR E R SRR T R B EAR, SBREGE R EEE L E 2).
3.2. FNAM
321 FEEHEZREXBHFAFRASHRTAZBRZDMMER

K2y E B i 77 24T R 56 A RN, 3 2 p e R R A AR A a3 P 5 R (LR, 25, 2004)
HG, DA BEER 7 AN TN AR &, DUREAT AE e AR B B 05 RS, Hk, DU A B
FE T RONTRINAS &, DA PR N ah RAT BT M A TR, fea, AW #5707 AN Rl P2 52 E R
TNAR &, LUREAT NE NS R BT . S&RER, B REIE T e 02 47 M,
MIRAT NN TR, SRR E, RWREEEZER T N SRR HER i R B e 4 b1k
o HEBETRNAZEANERAEEE TN, SGREE, U RAEEZEREIT NGRS HE: T2
[ A ER (WL 3. 3 4).

Table 2. Correlation analysis of bullying behavior, parenting style and peer relation

F 2 HRITASKBHEFAN. RFEXRNEXSH

M+ SD 1 2 3 4 5
1T A 41.66 +10.23 1
2 RIS BB T 40.42 +10.19 -0.186" 1
3 HRASL BRI 54,39 £10.21 0.269" -0.355™ 1
4 [FERE B 20.65 +7.27 0.287" -0.174™ 0.294™ 1
5 [FAIff4 2 62.12 + 10.54 -0.341™ 0.351" -0.406™ -0.602" 1

A p<0.05, "p<001, “p<0.001 FFE.
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Table 3. Mediation effects of peer acceptance on positive parenting style and bullying behavior
= 3. EHEZERRXEBEFHRMERIT AN N YRR

IR iR T A &= F B t
W WiTh TR AL BEE 77 7 = 20.776™" -0.186 —4,558™"
W Al PR32 R AL BE R 7 5 79.866™" 0.351 8.937"
H=p AT N TS BEH 3R /7 38.765™" -0.074 -1.762"

[ P4 32 74.150™" -0.341 -8.611

Table 4. Mediation effects of peer acceptance on negative parenting style and bullying behavior

4. FHEZEERRSEF A RAMPRIT AN DA

HIR g AL F B t
B WiTH TR AL BEE TR 7 50 45,095 0.269 6.715™"
HEob R THRAL BRI T =X 112.008™ —0.406 -10.583™"
W= AT A TS BEH R T 44.930™" 0.164 3.820™

[ 422 73.492" -0.340 -8.573™"

322 FHRRERERBEFARSERRITAZGERPNTER

o, UL B 7 RO TN B, DMK AT AP R AR B S WA A2 HR, DABURAR
REEF T RO TN &, DA 2 [ B oA A A S VA S 2, s, AR AL B 7 2R [ £
TR BE TN AS &, LUKEEAT 9 AE N4 S BT Rt . 455 S, B B85 7 SR Aehs 55 T
WIEAT A, AT AN TG, R, PO A A [ B AR R 3k S AT AL
(L3 AR Y SO T A B AV A B R T, R, B R R AR KR AT S T R
REFHFE TR L A AMERI (L 5, % 6).
4. VWHig

AWFGCRIL, BT R G B R BB RS, 3 1T L TR AT A s AT N
WAL B T R BB IEAR S, AT DLIE [ M AT A o i 1 A0 BRSO A, 3 B
IR A RS2 ST E 25 M IUKEAT A . 2B 505 1145 A (2016) B 50 45 SR — 55, JE4aRI#35
TN LR S, ot AT A A A, o (R R R 2 S BT A 5 IR AT A
FORRE, B LEKIA TEABEHEN T, BT, BR0EEED, FILERS M
HRUSAT AR . QA TABATE 2 R 5%, iR R B0 58, SREMI0Z4e
B, SRR T AT AR

WA A S A R B A, SRR R RS AR, AN, FMEXRME, &
A5 BURAEAT N . AHE 9045 5 5 SO A KB 98 45— (R S0k, XIFS, 3K S0, 2013). R
Be s —ERLRE b R RE 26 R Xt B S LB A BE 6 R AN 78, SR LR B R RRAOHRIS, [ R 2E A AT 2
EH SRR ENIER, FE R, I A LS EAEAL, I A TR R
(AT, R, [FHEEME [ B2 RE F LE A SRR, AT E AR 2 A, T 8 25 5 7= A ks
7.

AHIF G R DRI RAEHK VAT A5 5 BFE 7 R 2 I p A o AR AL BRSO AR B8 17 v T
MIBKEEAT 9, AL B 83 7 3R AR NS IE [ UM AT . ZEN N AR 2 A R R 5, ARy
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Table 5. Mediation effects of peer fear inferiority on positive parenting style and bullying behavior

5. EHRERRAERRRSHF AR SRRIT AN PN YL

L SR A= ot A & F B t
B T h AR AL BFH 77T 20.776™" -0.186 —4.558™"
B [FPERE 3 R AL BEg SR 7 50 18.136"" -0.174 ~4.259™
=25 WRAEIT N A BEER 7 50 32,753 -0.141 7.221™

[ fe R R R 52.144™" 0.287 -3513™

Table 6. Mediation effects of peer fear inferiority on negative parenting style and bullying behavior

6. EHRIER RAHRRBHF ARMERIT AN PN YR

HIR SR A T AR & F B t
B AT N TH RS BEEEFR 7 20 45,095 0.269 6.715™"
oW [FlfERMA B 5 THRAL BRI T2 55.207"" 0.294 7.430""
H=b W7 THR LB FR 7 39.114™ 0.202 4945

[ B L H 51.681"" 0.286 7.189™

WA R HFR T BN AT — e R L PR, DL R PR R AE =3 2 e P A, BACRERGR
& LALR) P 22 A AR T AT N

X H AT S5 LI B S FRRAT Y, AR A X By ) LA AT HE AN, 2 R AR Y
HE R 2. e i 7 L 00 R PR R KT B A2 — e REJE A IRAT M A A, 1 /b b
(2010) Wt FE th A DR 5 3 1) R PE A KT S v 2, [ PR L — B BRI T B~y LEE JRAT T 1% 48 T 3
IR0 ERE, FINTERE TN RSAER T S ATRE, SEm MR KT, (et MR K.

5. &

1) BURACRERER 7 AT DA G ) TR AT, TR SRR 7 AmT DAL [ TSR AT 9
2) AT NS R R TG, SRR B 02 8% B,
A F 58 RAE IR AT N 5 SRR T sz e PR

EETH
PO AL RHIHLHT 0 H (YKC17023).
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