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Abstract

To explore the relationship between childhood abuse and cyber victimization among undergra-
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duates, as well as the mediating role of self-concept clarity and the regulating role of gender, a to-
tal of 587 undergraduates from a university in Chongqing were used as subjects to test using the
Childhood Abuse Questionnaire, Revised Cyber Bullying Inventory and Self-Concept Clarity Scale.
Results: 1) Childhood abuse significantly and positively predicted cyber victimization among un-
dergraduates; 2) Self-concept clarity played a partial mediating role in the relationship between
childhood abuse and undergraduates’ cyber victimization. Childhood abuse affected undergra-
duates’ cyber victimization through self-concept clarity; 3) Gender modulated the second half of
the mediating pathway of self-concept clarity. Specifically, the negative predictive effect of self-concept
clarity on undergraduates’ cyber victimization was significant only in boys. This study provided
theoretical support and practical inspiration for the improvement of family parenting styles and
the prevention and early intervention of undergraduates’ cyber victimization.
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1. 518

A 2022 7 6 H , FRIE W RFNALA 10.51 12, BRI K2 31K 74.4% (1 B BRI 2645 2 0y, 2022)
b5 22 BRI PR R, ELIR I AE SR R AR AT SRAE I )[R, AR 1 9 28 52 3k 47 I R ¥ 4T (Guo, 2016).
R 265 52 HR A7 i A PARTE A8 P DO 285 () 2 R I 52 52 38 A /R BRBF AR IR R AT 20, B0 8 T8 L B
FEAZHE T BA K M 1 25 . 20 (Wigderson & Lynch, 2013). AHSCHF ST R BH, £ 65.9% 1 KB 2t a0 11k
W 2% K 71 (Beatriz et al., 2018) KIAMHHL T, W48 52 R A AMGAL G252 3K 87— FE 0] 32 55 35 16 il B4 1) B A
15, AB 2 AR B TR (10 BRAT 5 231k 52 T 2 B 2 1 SR 520, At e AL 38 AT 946 ) (Keith, 2017;
HIRHLAE, 2020). ST UL RJRER, A D TERE K S A X 48 52 5% 47 (1 520 (R 2% AR T AL IEAT 3R 72 o

11 I EHEFSXKEEMEZI S

JLE I E A2 1E )L B RN BOE S T o 0 AN ARG B D B S, RERE S A4 ™ A To B IR I E A R
FURI RO HLE(CEDE, 2021), EFEIERRER: . SHARRERE . VEERr . 15 IR AN S 14k 240 AP 56 3L (Bernstein
et al., 2003). HR#E3ZFHH BRI S, E20FERMET L2 FEENX, X—-BHAaS
MHEARMIGEE . WERST R, Mg 1RG5 F M X (Rosen, Milich, & Harris, 2007). 7E5-
SARA TS AR S R AME, FAE U IO 52 A AR S e i, 70 )L B E A A
PRAE AR 3 EL A 3 5 10 1 % 3. (Mandelli, Petrelli, & Serretti, 2015; Weber, Jud, & Landolt, 2015), H% 53
B 5 £ 2 F1(Widom, Czaja, & Dutton, 2013; Afifi, Mota, Sareen, & Macmillan, 2017), B4 5 fEAE2 % R 1
W R EZBGECET, SN, S, 2016). MTEEBCN SRR ISR, MRS E A T A
RIAEILATE T, WEER) [N, SEGRZIRFALE, 2852057 D ot s 2 B v
SR 5 T 6N B B Y E 45 2 R E (Dempsey, Sulkowski, Nichols, & Storch, 2010). BAWFFEIESE, JL
B RE AR A I 2% 52 B A7 T A BT DR 3R (R R A5, 20195 4 EARAE, 2017). JLEHIERHEAN—ME
FEWMKMRERZE, HE5MEZIRAE R ORGSR YT, (H X ) 48 52 3R 67 1) 5 i 8% A B 3L
YERBLENEA Fr gt — B4R

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2022.1210407 3352 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2022.1210407
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

KRR &%

12. BRBEWER P NER

I FRAE A T BT I 4R A R T AR RTEMI R, OB T AN B A I A AR MR YR —
B /K (Campbell & Fehr, 1990), X 3N 5L HA A R 1) o B BRI AL 2538 K~ B HEAEH . JLER
W, ANMETFAZ T S BN A BAR, MR REER SR EE R R, Al T RIFHISE TR R
5 1R 1 5K E 8 5 b AN, S5 R8T AR 1) AR B R K 1 B FRME I BT (Na, Chan, Lodi-Smith, & Park,
2016). T 2 EH E AR BES H0 A, BIR R G2 ) LE I RE AR 2 D1 5 St R 45 0 T A
SR, EBOFEERAMATT RS A RS 5% MhORETERIS N BRI, SEUME A RS
K JE 2B (Rosen, Milich, & Harris, 2007). [, 32 )LEHIE R KA e BA BARAKF 1) B A
W, TE52 B 55 R 18 2 DK 5 AT B IR A5 0 s 2 i ), DR BCERA A 24 6 77 R X
B 25 5 1 52 3 W 48 747 19455 2 (Sanzonegoodrich, 2013; #£k54k, 2018). FT i, AFFRRHIRE 1. A&
TR IV TE ) L3 U1 RE A5 5 K A IR A2 R 7 1 9 B b R R AR T

1.3. MAEETERA

P9 22 S5 — AR o0 B 2T S0 DT PO 1) R, SR T A 0 D 286 52 R 47 (4 4 1) 22 SR F i AR A 30— B 485
B I I 2R A 55 AL WX 4% 32 3R K B 28 = T B (Zhou et al., 2013); G EEH 7R H1 R I 4B S 2 F 2 W
2435971 (Guo, 2016; Beckman, Hagquist, & Hellstrom, 2013); 375 I 78 5 P 51 7E WX 48 52 35 47 sh AR AE B
FHZEF(LI, 2010) PRILAT A BEOGTE RS AE 28 SZ IR G MR 22 5 H AT T 0 SEVR AR 17 [F]—Fh T
WA 5 AMEZ IR R R RGN ZE S, HRER, BEEAT OGRS, KKk, Ji54E, 2013),
SBFBFR T AN (ELL%, B, JYALED, 2020)55 R 3 5 2 A6 RAEA R B 22 bk . AR
A7 N 4 R B Sz 2 18] B AT — 8 2 51 P4 (Subrahmanyam, Smahel, & Greenfield, 2006), %% 32k 51£4;
23 A B B A 3 & ME(Wang, lannotti, Luk, & Nansel, 2010), 2% [E A5 g 5 /> 4F BRI AL IR 26 B, W 2%
SRR S AL G WA I — SRS A 88%. 93% (Olweus, 2012), HF4, [Al—Fhiis & 5 k24
I 244 SZHR A7 1 0% R R AR TE MR 22 57 2 Bhdb, AT 12~16 % (i A4 0 SR B, T 99 ARk it
b6 & HRME S TE W s, A2 3 9 28 67 R KSR B H 235 1) B %5 (Sanzonegoodrich, 2013), 1%
—RBENFEREPRTIRIANL? FET 0, AWt i 2. MEalal s LRI B 5 R A M
26 S AR () R A S5 2 B, BV B FRME & TE M 1t 5 R A A 2 IR G &R

Zib, AFRBEHEILEMERS RKFEMNEZIRAMICR, LA RS i 1) - A A
YRR VERT, R A TS PR 2 R ETP A ER, HAERR A B S B, AR
JE TR 7 I S B R 5 A I 24 52 3R A7 Il R P TR 5 3 T TR A B SRR SE B R

2. AR GE
2.1. FAEHR

AW FE R 7 A BURE 5, %5k [ 3 K — 2 ) 620 42 22 25 EAT ) 5 2 . B3 B A48 Il L) 1) 3 33 443,
%% 2 587 1, 5 R0F 95%. HHRAERAE 17~23 % 2 [Al(M = 19.60, SD = 1.16), H:rh#4: 285 A, 54
302 A
22. fiRI R

2.2.1. JLEHERDE
KX 24545 N (2005) &1 #2391 FE 4% 7] %5 (Childhood Trauma Questionnaire-28 item Short Form,
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CTQ-SF) & JLEE HIZ FEEFr kI . M BIEE 28 MEH, H 5 MraEk: HEERS. SIRER. ER.
1A B R 240 . KA Likert 5 s5itr(L = “MA” , 5= “B”), mEHEE, KIJLEY
ZRERF KT . A 7T HiZ M 4 H) Cronbach’s o %04 0.90.

2.22. MEZHARR

K 58 5 ANV 22 92201 7) BT 1 W 4% Hk 61 7 2% (Revised Cyber Bullying Inventory, RCBI) A /4 4% 52
A7 B RN B AR I 28 SZ IR ORI . BRI 14 M8 H, KA Likert 4 sSit4r(1 = “MARIEH]”,
4 = “BWLAE"), 13558 R I RE 52 X 28 0 DUBRT B . AT, 1% &SR Cronbach’s o
F40090.94.

2.2.3. BRI XENEER

KA FEAEE N (2016181 11 B FRAM 215 i 4 5 35 (Self-Concept Clarity Scale) . &% 354 12 AN H (U0
CHRERKE A L BRERFARAEMAMAN” ), KA Likert 5 St = “JEHATFE” , 5= “JEW
A, 195 MR A B M SIE W AKCP s « FTEARFFE R, 1% 3R 1) Cronbach’s o &% 0.86.
2.3. BUEALE

K H SPSS 22.0 #ATRAMEGLTE . AHIKE M FIAL [ 7 i 224856, (% A Hayes (2013)JF & 1) SPSS %%
F2JF PROCESS %Y 4 AR 59 HEAT rh A FIH 5 RS0, R W 2295 1E I IE S 40 434 Bootstrap V(&
R 5000 ) er i [m] A AR KR 251
3. BERaH
3.1. HEGFERERLE

SR Harman 5 PR 226 3020 s gk A7 L [F) 7 vE fm 2 A0 56, 45 SR BoR, B 8 AN F HIRHIEARE K T 1,
H— AN TIERTER ME LT R RE 26.68% 78 F 5, /T 40%MIG FHUB (A s, e, 2004), Frfd
DA - S Rl fif B 68.71% 108 S i, AR HH AR RE J0 e Tl R B R 7, U0 BRI 0 AN A7 A B S ) 3 8] 7 VA 22

3.2. R MG REX ST
MRS HTRE, JLEHESGSMEZTA R MK, 5EBRMSEWER MR, KEAENK 2R
15 HEMESTEWE 2 AR 1),

Table 1. Descriptive statistics and correlation analysis of each variable (n = 587)

F 1 JFLEER MR RBXIH(n = 587)

e M SD 1 2 3 4
1) M - . 1
2) JLEMERE 1.48 0.51 -0.17" 1
3) REELE WL SRR 1.37 0.54 -0.18™ 0.43™ 1
4) H IR 3.11 0.73 -0.18" -0.09" -0.12" 1

M JyF%, SD NFriE#%; 'P<0.05, "P<0.01, "P<0.001, F[d.
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3.3. BRE2EMWERPNER

XA R BT ARUEAC AR EE, 3T E ARSI R AER, gk 2 fos. RS T R
S, ) LB ) R A 5 O 1A TR X 48 32 36, B = 0.41, P < 0.001, {2 6 [ 0 B FRME i b ik, = —0.13,
P <0.01. 4 )L 8 I RE AR A E FRAE T 1 (5] s FR0000 D) 286 52 3 A7 i, 1 FROME 3 A A8 o 19 % 32 B8 A7 ) 47 1)
TRAE B2, B = —0.11, P < 0.01, ) L 28 HA FE A5 0T I 28 52 R 47 1) 1 1) 00 P AT 98 (6. 3%, B = 0.39, P < 0.001.
HA ORI 4 SR, TR R T E ) L A B A R O 2 A I 5% 52 A7 8 IO A F v B2 i 43 R AR
. A BONi{E A 0.02, H: 95% Bootstrap & 17 [X 171] 9[0.002, 0.03] (A 135 0).

Table 2. The mediating role of self-concept clarity

F 2. BRBSEMENRNER

EVEpyE EPNEEEL A BEN
L A B T R R R? F B B°§§§gap Bﬁg”‘p
KA 245 52 A 0.44 0.20 71.217
P51 -021 283" -0.36 -0.07
I EA 0.41 10.94™  0.34 0.49
TR S Wb 4 0.22 0.05 14.78™
el -0.40 -4.92"™  -0.56 -0.24
JLEE I EA -013  -3127 -0.21 -0.05
KA 45 52 3 7 0.46 021  50.88™
el -026 3377  -041 -0.11
JLEHAFE A 0.39 1054™  0.32 0.47
M 7 M 1 -011  -290" -0.18 -0.04

3.4. ¥RYEHER

i AT AR HEAGAR B, AT RIS E R, Rk 3 pioR. TE7FE 1 JLENIERS M
PR AZ ELIFU R 28 32 R A R TRV E IR 2, B = —0.11, P > 0.05, TiMAMERIARARER N — & Z K &
MR V5 2 5 P 0 P 58 ELTRURT P 2% 2 R A (R T E A 2%, B = 0.20, P < 0.01, BT B3R

RTE W IS SR (R DR R RS, LR I RE I8 1 MR 77 B P 5 e ) 4 52 3K 7 (1]
PR P B2 B TR . TETRR 2 e MERIS LB B AR RS ELITOGT [ PN AT BT 1 T A
A&, p=0.76, P>0.05 ULHIMERIAREET JLELERS B IR SHEWMER XK.

NT R T R AR, AR (S =1, L = 2)7E B RIS S KA
25 WA R B AT 7 R B R B i . A IRRE, XTSRSk UL, [ TR AR BT I Y 2 e T K
2 ) 4% 52 447 (B = —0.19, SE = 0.05, 95% bootstrap CI = [-0.29, —0.09]); ixf T4k, [ FRMES 5 M
P R 2 A I 285 52 3 6 ) T4 A J2. 3% (B = 0.003, SE = 0.06, 95% bootstrap CI = [-0.11, 0.12]).
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Table 3. Childhood abuse and undergraduates’ cyberbullying moderation model test
%= 3. I EHEFSAEEMEZROETIREEE

Tt JitE2
oAz & KB 28 SR A7 ] M7 A
p t B t
JLE I ERE 0.39 10.14™ -0.12 -2.93”
I R T AT -0.10 -2.59"
5 -0.27 -3.38™" -0.40 -4.88"™"
JLE 1 pE A1) -0.11 -1.39 0.76 0.90
E FRAME 7 AT 11 ) 0.20 2.59"
R? 0.22 0.05
F 32.84™ 10.13™

4. 7Fig
4.1, ). EHEGSKEEMEZRANKR

AT LR E AR AOER, BRI 7L E R 5 AR 2R G R SRR, LI HE
AR IE ) FIUIN R 2 AR X 2% 32 A7, 5 i B S — B0 (2 B4, 2019) AT AT A SR SRR 132 3 R A A,
JLEHIZ EL AT REE M R EH B, RSB EAR G MR 5170, dhmign 7
JREESEBINIFE IR, RIUAE R IA ST g Sl 2 AR S G DL 1 EARIE R W s, B}
B . ST S LR TR DI 245 T 22 B RE 70 LK SE A AR IO 15 45 B T 2 R T
il A AR 2 AR B A S RE T R A RE A R e, IR SR 78 T B IE AR s i) LB S B A
W 2 BRI A 2 AR, XA RESUE AMA O BIE NS RAT ARUA R, (AN A Bk = 3kt G MG RN NS
SRR s EEN N AR L2

4.2. BRE2BMWMERPNTER

A FCHE PR T A BB TEME LB E A 5 R SR B R, WA R R,
H MW P 2 (AR A A E . 0k, ILEMIENZNEHEZ AT ARBEE . X R
BT, XL RE R ] e T SR SCHR I BUA A R AR S5 (W B FOMEE) Hh i, T A B B ] A
PRLERE Ja B B I R P S AT e AR N AMbE IR (AT (5] R, R4, 2021). Lk, B ERMEEIE e T4 )
RIERAIFAE RGN . EEZ IR, B ERBSTHEBE SR MESE 2 38, DB IS ESE
B AR DR R, B S 1) SR N R SR A & 5CRF s 29N B B iR B . AN TR ,
AT RES AR 24 TS B BAA T 2R B SN N R YE, B s e JiT R, 2 HeRH
THIR A RS 77 X (Slotter & Gardner, 2014). G4, TR RGAARIT ), BRER T B2 W0 22 A4 IR 2 A
JEAPRAT EC, ISR A R SR A RS IR A B G AR Rs2mT . B s 2, 52 LEY
JERF AR O T B B AGAEE R IR, ABATCLE AR RS- B3R, SR 5 2 B4 5
iR (Campbell & Fehr, 1990). £ I & 4% I 28 PR BEHT, 45 ) L3 30 R 135 28 7 A0 A X AR B IE A )
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HIRAHRAE L VAR 15 B U8 5 15N B PPA . BRI DAL A 5 A8 25 55 j 28 R 11047 A
ER 52 EiE

4.3. MHATHER

WHoEE R RoR, LB RE AR E e M I AT 1 5 el K 2% 2 D 28 52 3 67 [ TR 42 B AR 1 )5 B2 3 T
PEBIOE T, BIXHF BARYE, B BRSSP R, a2 2 48 35 K KPR B H 3 1 R R
%, 515 A — 2 (Sanzonegoodrich, 2013). R4 — K JIFE, AMAXT EH IR EERIE IR 5E 0%
B4 3t N K A TE [ I 0 B8 B AN R 243K 55 (Bechtoldt, Dreu, Nijstad, & Zapf, 2010; {F/hz, Bz,
TP, THEGE, 2022); AAME E BRSNS, 2 ) fk 2 I R RE AT THI I BE ORI R g . T B T A
S RIAT NN B 22 5, A pAEL, S5 AR S fitn) Tl AT kA7 ik, DR AE T s g b SR A]
BEE 25 5 K /ML 77 (Nolehoeksema & Girgus, 1994). MiRHE “ZEHVE” KM A, ZEHENH L
AT 9 (1) vy AR B ) R A DR 28 AN 2 1 1 3R S ISR A5 ) 2% 5 RS 7E 1 T AN BV R, B
T AMAER IR A B AT A4 (Bennett, Michelle, Henlen, & Lambert, 2010).

44. MRBR

AW FE 9 2% BE 7 TT A T B R = A o 24 52 A i) 7 5 300 T TR A AR SRR R SR B R R

H— EEFEHIR TN WA R LUK, JLEER A ME S NG S E, ER
WA AR T (1 SO R . SCBERGZIRZIANIR B, RAFISR TR AR MR R EEZ . JLE SR
EFRPE T HAI KA, KWEEI% . WIR. SORFERmRIGES, Xaefedt) LR AR g s A0
B, DR R RO PR X A R RE ST, AR A S R A 2, TR AT R ) JRE 45
Ro Boh, REHENINRBIAET BEHTR T N L ZEI0H, BUEEIUE 4 LR A
Mo FEHGRILERERE S, SCRENAZRIBRIRARL A 2, 3R m SO A LEE B0 75 SR I RE 77 L K 7438
KV FFRERIUERAIN 7 s RIE 700 T AR HE S A YT LR S J5 18 R AEAT IR A -

F, BEAAIRLE, SRIPOER KR S TR —38 “XT1817 , fEHRER RN, thiE
MEFEAFIA T P 2RI FH . ARPEFR R KA AR R R L A A
W5 BA L AT N LR AME 21 B P 2 DL SRS S8 #0210 A 1A 52 S IR K R R PR (M s, DL,
iKEE, FoRZE, 2016). A )LZEIYIREAR 2 DI RS AR DR R AT B A A R 7 SR 238 7 R 5 28 5 (s T
W2, (A IS M AT REVE 2 R (I, RERAE RS i B RE AT, JEHR L WY I A) & A
EEE RS, A2 HPOE T MR b, PR G CEZ MR T RErE . HAEE R 7%
WAhaE, ARZERRE . WEFHRTER, BRI SR ISR .

B=, FRMEEROHEEREE SRS . AUTERYIAMER BRSO E I, AL
FE—ERE L B gt L WIS A5 X 7 A0 4F A AMUE IR IR (L et al., 2013) “ZERAR A BRAR AN AT B )
—3, NEEAMASOKMETTIARE, AEHEE R OB R SRS, OB R, L
fil RREURAE 2507 S B MR AS R TG 5 E RIS SR TR AR OB A T, 9 AR fit
DPSCRR

45. MBI RE

RHFFAFAE—LEANE: T, WHFCRARGRBRIABT, Tk iR AL B R R KR, AR
AR A Bt s o, BETEBUR T T B RBEESIE R R, R R AT DU R Ge it i i
R BE G BAE P P VR, DAY TR 27 25 X 2% 32 S 48 (1 B =R ) B A 40 R0 B L AR ) S B
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AN Bea, LB SHEARRE ] RS AT AT om0 [ RE S AR S5 X 1A R AR 4 A D% (Teicher & Samson,
2016), RGN 2 (2 A Lk 55 15 2 N Wk A 5% I G DX %t 4h SR s 3& B 1 ) B2 (Callaghan,  Sullivan,
Howell, & Tottenham, 2015), M 200 A f5 BN AT 547 9, AR FU AT LIZE— PR3 W 45 32 JR A 1)
i o 25 S Al o

5. &g

JUBL S RE A 5 3 IR T U K A 2R I 28 52 0 1 BRI N AR ) L B A 5 K 2R I 4 32 0 1
KA FAAER] s PRI A B4R G B, BB M I XS K2 2 X 2% 32 3¢ A 1 4 i T30
E RS AR 2.

&E ik

BLREMR(2018). A4 ITZE I 51 SHIEY: B RESTEMIERT AR, WA S, R RIEEIHTE K,

WRREE, M, ARMEIR, W, LR, EF(2020). KA E MR SIESHIA e, A2 L, 41(2),
235-238.

MRJa B, FEMEE, 5k, JSRZE(2016). T /A4 1 IRk 4o FH 1 IR 24 R 6 BIDIR B UG TR 3R —— 3 1103 44 7-11 4F 2%
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