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ABARE M EMZAREFR T ETALNAEZZUORGEGRMNXZ; () — M HOFRLLTHE
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1 AR

AR LR A A TR B S A AT O K TR Y T I
W o o R R 32 HAT W i 2 A AR A TR A
BRI AT (Smith et al. , 2004) , 2 25K
ok — & 5 om0 B AL 25 f5 2R (Christina et al.
2021) 5 M55 AL 247 0 U g0 O 5 2 AR X 57 A FR AR
10 (Hay, 1994) , H k& AT A7 280 A A 1R 59 1 o
Pl (Beschs 45, 2022) o Bt , b A 4F B R
W M2 BT N AR HORAE AT R E O R
FREVEOCHERAFTHEZNE (H K,
2016) o AR JVE A2 T AT B0 8 0 o2 7 0 AR IR
B ARAL AT R AR AT B A T A AR
2 KA AT Ty B R AR 2

K8 ( Developmental Cascades Theory)
o, Z2 AT S U 2 8] AT DL A 4 e R) 4 )
B ] Y AR S I G K IO Y A% 3, IX PR 0 455 B A
11 A B B I [8) & 8 it 7= AR i R AU ), A 45 AT
Sk 18] 15 450 388k JR i R 9 97 HIGR Wi (Maasten & Cicchet-
ti, 2010) , K, RGEH G 2 H MR ST H
SHZ R IR AT T HOR B IRA b B
I AR R B S AR AT O B0 R SR, OF A e gE
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Wowe 552 FAT AR 000 SR R AR AR T N A
A AR XU P R BOE O E LG Hob i n s % 7
B Sy S it MR e AT O, a2 B0 T B 2 A
(Smith et al. , 2004) ., iR 52 FAT ¥ 7 DI
T [F) AF B 2 b IS A AT S s AT R B, h T
# IS E Bl M AT A L0 (Olweus, 1979) Fl52 3 3%
R AL 32 5 B 2 (Rosen et al., 2007) , 3% P ¥
FER] — A K v ¥ 8 42 € (Chu et al., 2018;
Scholte et al. , 2007 ) ; {H ik A A [a] £ dhs R W1, B B 1)
HERL W) — AR B iR A 52 F AT o KA A
Ak (Falla et al. , 2022 ; Kim et al. , 2023 ; Walters,
2021) o FEH IR AR 5 & J G W L, ik 5 2K
A Ay ) 70 THT 2800 2 B o () 2R R AT 0k 5 B0 el T B
TR AR R A . —T5 T, Bedi A7 o4 mTREHH EoAtb A
F18g RSB T e 1 A i o 8 3 19 H A (Ostrov et al.
2014) , 5P il = 2 SCHF T A0 32 A KUES: (Bo-
ivin & Hymel, 1997), 7 —J7 i, % F & vl GE ] 15
I F B AT o LU B 3R R R X R B ( Cooley
etal., 2017) ; — MLy IS W R, 2 FHHF &)
R R e A A AT [ 22 T s A S QUL T B



R

& G WP AR R SRS AT MG R BT R R R BB Y 32 U IS 4 T

(Agnew & White, 1992)
1.2 XMRTAERERIZIEFTAZEANXRS

BEERANE

AL AT TR A I HAT R A R A £5 14T
N e T AR E S b i B A 4T A (Eisenberg
& Miller, 1987) , ¢ K £ bk 55 L Ry 5 Rk e 52 %
TRHERBI S (Card et al. , 2008; Eron & Hues-
mann, 1984; Kokko et al., 2006; Miller & Eisen-
berg, 1988; Wolke et al. , 2000) , — 5 [, 3¢ 414>
£ 0] BE BES 1 T AT B R A AR 22 R
R AT 2 AT B9 A 4E 0] RE 23 DB 22 T R 1 AR AR
Bh A2 55, WA AT 25 2 At s s g S B A
PR R BIPLZ: (Fu et al. , 2018) , DM 4 T 52
(Hansen et al. , 2012; Wang et al. , 2022) ., WF5EHE
SRR R W R AL 2 AT O a4 RE % B e /b S
% 55 % (Fu et al. , 2023 ; Griese et al. , 2016; Mc-
Carty et al. , 2016; Schwartz et al. , 2001 ) , & 1% h 2
e SR B Y R R 2 — (3, 2016) 0 55
—J7 I, W% 32 F AT O T g 23 i T 500 Y 2R
BUSY 8 R AR R AT R R . i, Ak
Al BB A 32 3 A% 11 2 ) i AR AR AR S 1R AR A A
(Lian et al. , 2022) , il 55 H 34247 N A RE /) (Lee
et al. , 2021; Pouwels et al. , 2016) ; k& H F >+
TEAL S FE S 1) T 6 B e R AR SR A 2 AT N
(Pouwels et al. , 2016) , KAy o B 32 28 Py Al
112874 s 2 1187 N N N S 5 |20 [ Al B e
T MBI R IMHLL: (Schwartz et al. , 2001)

SR, T 4 R LA 98 & B, A48 FL 15 I R AE Y
R SR A2 T T H R 22 BA O 9/ B AT O Y B
AR (Ellis et al. |, 2016) o 57 H R, MFEALIE )
AR KT, 3 v AT LA g A0 A — o 6 305 4 T O Mt
(Hawley, 2003) , />4 ] G 2% [6] i 5% JH o o4 o
F o P Y e m DUAR A5 T 3 23 b (5 F0 B 22 HE AR HE 40
(Hartl et al. , 2020; Farrell & Dane, 2020; Zonder-
van — Zwijnenburg et al. , 2022) . TM7EE 4, M
A BRI R 2 H 5 AL AT N Z DA B
) H IR R 52 A 0 R AL S AT R AE S B H Bl (R
PG F& J7 TR BCR B A R (Farrell & Dane,
2020) o, JUHXF T £0m F, AT R B A R A4
7 230 T BEREIN Ay 2 0555 10 2 L, DT 8 o At A ] g
N ZEFH WA BEPE (Closson & Watanabe, 2018)
1.3 K#=R

H bRl R E A OE S i W R 2 S R
FEAT B PI Z [8) 1 5C R EAT 1 2 AR 1, H

dif = [ I 9 A5 =S8 B 0 3B BRI ST, IR O )
SHZ R 2 AR sk Z NI TR
GUBRHIE , AR TON IR 2 F 5 R ST Z )
AREFFTE R 2R M Bh A CHE, |0, Mk 52 FH TN
22 [) ] B8 30 o A A 1 15 285 B0 235G R AL 52 B0 0L 1)
Bl s ok, 2Rt 2347 ] RE 24 iRl o A2 A5
R K T 5 5 = A R A2 A D BT RO ) R AR AN
AR R IR B R At e ). ST b, AR
PR FH =4 52 S Ja BETH R T 52 3 SR AL 2
110 =38 Z [ R K &

WA, BB W Rk B % F Mo a4
NAETE I M 22 % (Hellstrom & Beckman, 2020 ;
Kim et al. , 2023 ) , 24z 1 55 AF B AT AT BEAMCHT S At 2>
174 (Wiepking & Bekkers, 2012) , 574 ] fE1E 3% &
Ja sy 25 4t 2= )2 )W ( Stubbs — Richardson et al.
2018) 51 35 AR b 2 A A B s A B RO F
( Scheithauer et al. , 2006; Seals & Young, 2003 ),
PR H AR AIF 50 3 B TR AR 3 = Fh AT Sy 22 ) 5C 2 i 4
ViP=E-

gi E R AT DLR S 90 B O 48 S AE
R = ARG )58 BRI T8 28 S 5 B R R
BIrh AR B e 32 H R AL S AT I R AR E I &
HoYh i Ik, T MRl b 28 5608 10 B 1R 0l 22 5+

2 Jrik
2.1 ik

SR RS 6 7 B IR J % , b 5 1l = ) e 6
17 ABRGL I ) — 3 2 T LR 3 AT 3 47 S 00 = 42 1
BB A YA T 2018 4R 11 (T1) #E47 i
GAT WO T 2 518 0 345 A T 2019 4F 11
A (T2) AT , Wi 5 50 e 1 2 456 5, 46 T — K
il 3 Bl L B 3 R Ol 88.03% 5 45 < U A T
2020 4 11 J3 (T3) #EAT , OAE A7 2035 2 ) 4 383 1,
T — I 2 30 L 036 B % 83.99%

R P ) 2 1 < T 256 % T
LA 5 Ay B — 2 18 0L 5 U 2548 43 1 20% DA
53— AR A 1 3 A 5 h 3 % 3k 0 R K 1
FUSCALE T AR < AR TR R B0 A R %
A4 SRR IR S 5 % S R PR AR A A
S JE A 1 45 5 , 23848 A7 2802 2 1 4 320 1 B3
W) 17 G, 320 424 B SRS T SAE =K
6 B I A, b, B 171 4, 4k 149 4TI i
BEH M ER A 12 5] 15 % 20 (M = 12.23,
SD = 0.65),97.40% ()% 5 % FF 35 56 WL T JLAE X
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FHH ,55.80% A1 RE UL B2

Little’ s MCAR ( Missing Completely at Random )
(Little, 1988 ) £ 38 & W] , K46 JF AF 5¢ 2 BEHL 6k 2%,
X = 207.03,df = 122,p < 0.001, &K%, =45
Ha 5 B 5 A B R Bl i iR B L 7E T R R
Ve \ZE GRAL AT N S BN B E R
(ltl<1.90, p > 0.05),

2.2 IR
2.2.1 BEMZEITH

K H Swearer 5% A (2008 ) % il . Wang 5§ A
(2022) & 3T By MR 2 TN 52 5 47 o 6 PP Al 0 Fn 2
FAT R PR RNE B AUERR EAAEARR,
SrA 16 ASTE B SR CF TG R LN 45 R
v/ TV 3 4 BE A B (SR 1 H L an = il 22 4T
0 B8 5 Attt B9 AR P 7 Lk N AS S At b A
JA” 32 F 0, W a0 8O T i SR IR R R
PO LR AAN BN ") o R A,
BERUT G WE AT = MR LA FS =
SURRAET AT R R W R 2 EAT
Z o AWM 3 Wil s 2 FEIT R RN
B EE S B AE 0.89 ~0.94 F10.90 ~0.95
Z[E
2.2.2 EHESITH

K H Crick (1996) 4 il 19 JL B4t 217 h 2 3R -
BOMRIEAG A ) R AL 24T R i 3R o o
2, 4 AT H AR X AN T T B R A
ST F R SRR IR ) o AR H
et ERUT ST BT = R KA )
Y5 o= MBERAET AR BEARLEL ST
2, AWM 3 WA, RN — B
BEAE 0.89 ~0.92 ZJH],

2.3 BF

NI R N R IV R 0 (o8 A e 1 1
HIBF R &8 DA N EFDAERN=
FHgSMERE, g iEh B EAFEE4Rm
H 2850 74 55 I 0 B0 22 B 5 98 A AT F2 0,
DLBEG Ry B A7 AR AT, fh 3K 3 40k Rl
RIS 5 A2 5 UM TE BEG N 58 BUARAE D 56, B Uit
DB ) 24 9 45 435, FanT, FIEHR NG —F
BEIA) 548 10 O ) S s, = kgt I 1y
() B — AF B () E AT, 2L HEAT = AR 1Y 38 B JR A, B
b AR By e 32 E FEAL AT .

2.4 HIEAE
SR F SPSS 25.0 X # i kAT iR it EA
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I Jy 22 73 Fr AH G2 B 55, SR T Mplus 8.3 4 48 3k
VAT R FAT NG IR ATy 18] 1 28 S IR AR
R JF N, Z R R LR ) 25 5 . AWESER T
5 KASR B ( maximum likelihood estimation, ML) f
TR AN 3, 25 B e KSR 15 (full information
maximum likelihood estimation, FIML) &b ¥ $t 2% {8
(Muthén & Muthén, 2014)
2.5 HEHFERERE

BR S5 AL 247 O b O A5 Ah IR AT 9 A
S HEAT NBIR A A A Bt 1 07 SR L T e
FEAE SR [R) J7 VR 22, WOTE 23 BT i 23 00 G e 5 R A
B, B SR Harman BUP 7G50 2 (JA 0, Jer
7%, 2004 ) A3 F] 24 NRRIEE R T 1B FE T,
B T77.06% BAS 5 5 — A I TR R O 23.07%
I8 T 40% 5 HUCR JH 30 0E vk K7 43 17 A 0 v, 45 2R
KPR AL UL G 48 bR ¥R 3K bR (CFT = 0.27,
TLI = 0.26, RMSEA = 0.11, SRMR = 0. 12) &
RURVE AL o PIRR 7 1 3k WY A BIF 58 8008 AN A7 78 ™
(%[5 J7 75 i 22 1)

3 4%
3.1 B . FEMELSITHRMIRES I HEX
AR

AT R (R 1) JRE ZE SRS HR
TE= AN R B3 2o B E A 6 (0.34 < <
0.57, p < 0.001) , KW I iR4E & HA K &R
PE o AR ) AR S 22 (8] AE AN (] B (i) i A 389 ded 38 4 OG iR
%52 EITNO.21 <r<0.59,p <0.001) BE
ER BB (-0.30 < r < -0.18, p < 0.01),
ZE(-0.25<r< -0.13, p < 0.05) 455
FESAT N B E A G,

K FH o 52 0 f T 22 43 W7 5 5% = Rl T Sl AR B ) 22
S, AR R AT O B IR E RN ) (F e =
8.57,p < 0.001,n° = 0.03; Fg, = 5.61,p <
0.01,7° = 0.02; F ,, = 401,p < 0.05,5" =
0.01), HEKE Bx,FENREITNEY =
B = A 18] A5 35 0 D TE W) = I 1 2 FAT B
DT M EAL AT A AER) — 2] 0T 1) i 5 ok
D AR E Y S B E T R E B R A
K

K MSTREA « K 96 47 A 0 PR ) 2% =, A5 R R
W, P AR 2 FATNAMNAE T3(0 = 2.64,p <
0.01,Cohen’s d = 0.29) A7 @ E MW ESF, 0 =
BAENZEITAEEZ TA, WITEMRET R



G WP AR R SRS AT MG R BT R R R BB Y 32 U IS 4 T

®1 ZHENEE.ZTESFEFASTHANBEMMEERBXSH
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1T ZEAT N -
2 T2 ZFEATH 0.46 "
3T3ZENGH 0.36 " 0. 54 -
4 T1 W47 M 0.56 " 0.28 ™ 0.21** -
5 T2 JREATH 0.36 """ 0.37 0.38 " 0. 48 ™ -
6 T3 MK ATH 0.33 " 0.32* 0.59 *** 0.34 " 0.55 " -
7Tl ST R -0.13* -0.16* -0.22"" -0.22"™  -0.21° -0.18" -
8 T2 Rtk &t R -0.17*  -0.13* -0.22*  -0.21™  -0.19* -0.19*  0.57 -
9 T3 EA&AT R -0.17* -0.25*"  -0.22" -0.19""  -0.30™ -0.21"*  0.45" 0.46 " -
M 1.55 1.50 1.44 1.24 1.19 1.16 4.09 3.98 4.10
SD 0. 54 0.57 0.57 0.36 0.31 0.32 0. 80 0. 80 0. 82

H:"p <0.05, "p <0.01,

“p < 0.001, F[E,

<

TE =AW A A B B R 25 S (3,30 <
t <4.51,p <0.01,0.30 < Cohen’sd < 0.36),
BHEMREAT AR EZ T, Wb Er R
AT R TR REAE =S I B) B 2 22 0 3 ) 25 R
(-3.86 <=:t< -2.26,p <0.05, -0.43 < Co-
hen’s d < -0.25) , LAKEH ST HIGAREZL
THAE,
3.2 ME.ZEMEHSTH

gl

O3S IR %R S R AL AT O R R =
AT S S5 (G R AR | AN 5 (59 S5 (E) R
S (O AR ) AR TR K % 22 S5 (E (1 4 S ) B8, LU
RERB BRI 2 H S RS =T
T A I (] et () F 3000 S5 P, S B UL 5 S 0 DL 36 2
BRI R Z B B R Or R e A5 R B % L (H i T

a1

TENNEEEN

]

RO R — A N FRE B B, B2 R AR I R A B
R DRI — e AR A TR L A v R 5 5 T Al UL 5 48 A 1
S 0 HE 4T ) 0 ( Asparouhov, 2006) , 4 ACFI
/NF % F0.010, ARMSEA 5 ASRMR /b F % F
0.015 B}, W W] £z 32 W 5 55 {8 7 {2 % ( Chen, 2007 ;
Cheung & Rensvold, 2002) ., ZE& 2~ & 18 bR ok
B ARHEZE = e T L D0 AR TR 8 AR B
Vi) 0 B T S A B A E R SR, 2 AT R
TR GRS AT i 3R R B A RO A AR 2 AR
{8, AT LA AT 28 S IS 43 T
3.3 B TEMFELSTANZXFRSN
P 08 AR R A5 T R AL R VIR S 2 E S
FEAL ST RE SR ZEM AR EXR(E 1), H
TAMF P = AT N AT B M 22 %,
HREASSU AT = AT A B B

£2 CZHENNA SESERHSTAAANEEEMKRE
s Model RMSEA SRMR CFI TLI Xz (df) A)(z (df) AlC BIC aBIC

= E LT R M1 JE & (E 0. 084 0.041 0.965 0.94 126.53(39) 8536. 68 8728. 87 8567. 10
M2 B ZE{E 0. 081 0. 046 0.962 0.94 139.25(45) 12.71(6) * 8537. 40 8706. 97 8564. 24

M3 REE S5 0.071 0. 046 0.965 0.96 139.32(53) 0.07(8) 8521. 47 8660. 89 8543. 54

M4 5% 2% S (E 0.076 0.048 0.954 0.95 174.35(61) 35.04(8) " 8540. 50 8649.78 8557. 80

Wt R M1 JE & 25 {E 0. 066 0.037 0.976 0.96 93.05(39) 8715.99 8908. 17 8746. 41
M2 B S5 (E 0.074 0.047 0. 965 0.95 123.25(45) 30.20(6) ™ 8734. 19 8903. 76 8761.03

M3 RBF &5 (H 0. 064 0.047 0.969 0.96 123.39(53) 0.14(8) 8718. 32 8857.75 8740. 39

M4 5% 2 2l 0.091 0. 056 0.929 0.92 221.25(61) 97.87(8) ** 8800. 19 8909. 47 8817. 49

RS A M1 B A 5E 0.134 0. 049 0.923 0.87 262.91(39) 7926. 20 8118.39 7956. 62
M2 B &5 (H 0.126 0.053 0.921 0.89 274.28(45) 11.38(6) 7925. 58 8095. 15 7952. 42

M3 RBF &5 (E 0.114 0. 054 0.924 0.91 274.55(53) 0.27(8) 7909. 85 8049. 28 7931.92

M4 5 2% 25l 0.111 0. 055 0.917 0.91 303.15(61) 28.60(8) *** 7922. 45 8031.73 7939. 74
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M), PR A2 AR PR (0 = 5,1 = Z0) SRR
HEKFE MR RE S LT A BB FEFR, Au-
rino et al. , 2023 ) 1 Ry ¥l A8 &, Ry (RS A 1] R 3
AR B 0 [ E SA G ME AR R A TR R 2= LA K
Pl AR B AR TE R R . BTSRRI/
df(592) =2.08,CF1 =0.92,TLI = 0.91,RMSEA =
0.06,SRMR = 0.05,

T, T A T2 (R (2% RS 4T 8 4 5l
1F [m) 3 25 00 T2 AN T3 A %) A AR f L, AR 1 B
[6] ) % 42 250 7E 0.39 ~0. 66 Z 8 (p < 0.001),

R, T 52 F X T2 MR A7 o0 7 B 3% BO 76
23 T2 32 % 4 W3 0 1w Wl T3 B i b (B =
0.10,p < 0.1%);T1 kXt T2 52 FE 47T R i 3 1
AE A T2 B 1 )t 3 W0 T3 32 F AT M (B =
0.18,p < 0.01),

e, T B 32 3% M XF T2 447 o i
HWNAE L AE T2 32 3 F0 K e 24 18 3 6 1) S T3
FEARATH (By = —0.11,p < 0.1, 5 B F;

TIZE Jee
NS

\\\\

045"
~
\\ ~ ~

4
7 ’/’
/-

/-
-
TIK®
0.39"™

Bux = —0.20,p < 0.001);T1 FI T2 (i 4k S 461
o) W M R —4E 2 EATH (By o = —0.14,
p <0.05; By = —-0.16, p< 0.01) FEKEAT N
Brym=-0.11,p <0.1" % B E; By =
-0.11,p < 0.05),

i BN MR 2 E R R AL S AT M AE ) P =
AR IR 2 A A A K e e M, BRI AT O 22 I8 A7 AR
PN RS/ € VAN ) B ) Rl i N a0 F (@7 il
TZEHRDESRT -FENZESRE, BSY
B R AL S AT O SR, 3 el D SR A S AT ks
SR I AT S AT R DN BE A5 R 2 8 0 R — AR I RO
H5ZEITH,

3. MR ZEMFELRTAHLIXNHESTHIES

5 L3RR B Ry b 2 — 20 H ) 20 T 2 B AL X )
WA B A2 R SR AL S AT N AE AR TR OC R Pk
W2 AT R, A oA B AR TR EL Y AR R
g 2 fros

Bl yPE=ZFEHRE . FTESFHASTHINEINHEEERE
("p <0.05, 7p < 0.01, ™ < 0.001, ¥0.05 < p < 0.1, FIH; L HERARREER)

TIZ#

S o

NS
A
R

2
%
" \

N
\

0.51°(0.40"")

B2 ARAMMNFE=FEARE.ZESFHSTAXRNSHATI NG EREE
(35550 9 T A A MY A 80, 36 5 TN O L R R B A2 R B
MR RN W B AR A2 - MR RN T SO 22 5 W AR
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& G WP AR R SRS AT MG R BT R R R BB Y 32 U IS 4 T

X e 53 AR A 2R B 4% R R BOHEAT Wald
KKK, SRR, BB AE T2 R 5% E TN
XT3 EASAT B LA E R EE R, B
AT 25, 76 53 24 vp T2 R S A T T3 At
IR(B = -0.31,p < 0.001) fHAEL A i . 3
WM, & 2R ENGEE (M = 2.85,p <
0.1%) s 7E 4 tEvp T2 3273 W35 i B T3 4t 4
iR(B = -0.32,p < 0.001) fHAES A b JE 2%
WMAVEF, P 2 57 B3 (A" = 6.87,p < 0.01),
2 W], X T AR T T L ) N R AT
TR 500 = I 25 10 36 kb 2247 R 205 T % T 42
M 0 % E AT NS TR G =25
S AT
4 g

AWFGER AW P =4 % SRR AT
RO 7E LR R B TG 4 S 1058 S IS A A
R TR 2 E RS R 2 MR R,
B = FAT g P S A A A R R M ES [ R
509 2 T AEAE AN T 0 B8 , ELAR 32 B R 3 i AT
Sy X BB AT O ) K B A A JE AT S T BB A T
g X AT W B K 2R A AE B i AR PR, HLTE R[]

P50 A7 22 A R B
41 HMHAFERR.ZEEFHSTANDIELRE
XER

RS2 FA NS RECR b, 5k
BF 5% 25 8l ( Baldry et al., 2017; Giumetti et al.
2022 ; Pabian & Vandebosch, 2016) , A< #f 9% %& # #K
VR HAT RAER) AR R I B B )RR
1 S P N N )5 -2 /R € ) e ) e 1 =~ i V) Rl
ISV 52 3 PIRNAT O RE 6 AH B T0I , IR 5 &2
FAT ARG & F& b, A7 ] BE 2 K AR B Ak ((Falla
et al. , 2022; Walters, 2021) , H &34, 5722 (1) I
di AT N AT BE R & R Z Ak 2 SR IR R Bl AR
MR W 1 H FR (Boivin & Hymel, 1997 ; Os-
trov et al. , 2014) ; T 52 % & ] A5 2 — & I 8] R 5
A B2 F RS IR U 45 3 AL LR ok
5 47 3 ( Laftman et al., 2024; Yao & Enright,
2022) o A7 R B At n] B8 5 2R 1 R R Y B AT
K, W) — 27 AL T R B & T T A N BT PR 8 ((Jindal -
Snape et al. , 2020 ) ; B & 4F Tt &, PEHAL AL B 3
ARG BN A HE A PN TR B0 AL 5 R A AR R A A
Hb 437 B @ ( Wojeik & Mondry, 2020) , H. 2% 4
SR A] e R B AN YU R v 5 32 AT (Hellsuom &

Lundberg, 2020) ,

TEFEA 2 HIOR K2 FAT W LR B AR
RI,B) ThA  SE AL AT R R AR IR 2
11 A R 1Y S 25 B g T A T, (ELA WD - A R
Ve M52 FAT XS = W RA AT A N
W WIAE T . B, I M 2 FAT XA A AR R AL
ST B BT R MR T e IR A s kA o SR
PRI, 00T 45 252 114 32 3 1T RE 3% T HI 55 AR 3 R0 FD
A {& .0 (Laftman & Modin, 2017; Ostberg et al.,
2018 ) , AT [m] 3 AR A+ 52 47 Sy 5 TG 30 A B v A7
Al RE 23 #F — 2D 3R Ak R v 3 1Y %0 BE B (De Bruyn
et al. , 2010; Reijntjes et al. , 2013) ,ffi H.[5] £ 5% %
I QT R I 0 0 RN TR R 3
21 Z 5 (Malti et al. |, 2010) o HUC, R 42170
X A A AV A A TE SRR L 3X T g
PR R S A 2 A SR A S R A 1N A A AR R B B AR AT
(De Guzman et al. , 2014 ) , ¥ 55 %} H 2 155 2= o ok |
SR, Qn bR AT B B0 Y SR 5 R 45 DL A A Y
SCREFUCIA , DT RE 4% st A2 O M2 H AT N
(Berger et al. , 2015; Fu et al. , 2023) , X —ff4"
VEH e R, R R AL 2347 2 MR R
SRR B SCREMESC FR , DT 355 8 s A 7 /0 4F 5 AR
FAF (Griese et al. , 2016) , FF 4 Jin H 5 22 10 26 4k &
PR

WAL, 5 — B J5 BE AN [R], AIE 5T 1 R & SR
VAT ROR At 247y 0 1 1] B0 A (Hartl et al.
2020; Farrell & Dane, 2020) , 0 5K & 31 55 4 i) S 41
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Bullying, Victimization and Prosocial Behavior .
A Cross-lagged Panel Study among Chinese Early Adolescents

LI Beilei' LIN Tong' LAI Meiyan""> CHE Meng' DENG Linyuan'
(1. Faculty of Education, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875
2. Guanlan Campus of Shenzhen Longhua Senior High School Education Group, Shenzhen 518110)

Abstract ; This study examined the developmental stability and interrelations of bullying, victimization, and proso-
cial behavior by employing a three-year cross-lagged panel design among 320 Chinese middle school students.
Guided by the developmental cascades model, The findings revealed that; (1) Bullying and victimization were rel-
atively stable over the three years of middle school, with a significant bidirectional association from T2 to T3; (2)
Prosocial behavior at T1 and T2 predicted lower bullying and victimization in the following year, while only bullying
and victimization at T2 negatively predicted prosocial behavior at T3; (3) Significant gender differences were also
observed. Among boys, bullying at T2 negatively predicted prosocial behavior at T3, while among girls, victimiza-
tion at T2 negatively predicted prosocial behavior at T3. This research offered valuable understanding of the inter-
play between these positive and negative behaviors and emphasized the significance of fostering prosocial behavior
and intervening bullying victimization at early adolescence.

Key words:middle school students; bullying; victimization; prosocial behavior; cross-lagged panel analysis
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