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The Effectiveness of Interventions to Improve
Preservice Teachers’ Bullying Identification

Yu-Hsien Sung & Li-Ming Chen"

This study aimed to investigate whether different types of interventions could enhance
preservice teachers’ ability to identify bullying incidents. Participants included 427
preservice teachers in Taiwan who were assigned to four groups. The first group received a
1.5-hour training on bullying identification; The second group was given a written
definition of bullying and its features. The third group received a written definition with a
checklist of three bullying characteristics. The fourth group, the control group, was not
given information on bullying. Pretest—posttest designs were employed in this study. The
results of the mixed-model two-way ANOVA analysis indicated that the preservice teachers
in the first group had significantly higher correct identification scores than those in the
second group (d = .88), the third group (d = .82), and the control group (d = .91). Moreover,
those in the first group had significantly lower incorrect identification scores than those in
the second group (d = -.95), the third group (d = -.59), and the control group (d = -.90).
There was no significant difference among the correct and incorrect identification scores of
the second group, the third group, and the control group. This study suggests that
administrators and policymakers should provide bullying identification training for
preservice teachers, rather than merely offer the definition and characteristics of school

bullying.

Keywords: Bullying identification, Definition of school bullying, Inventions,
Preservice teachers, School bullying

Yu-Hsien Sung: Doctoral Student, Institute of Education, National Sun Yat-sen University
& Doctoral Student, Department of Educational studies, Ghent University
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IRTTERUZEN R E 8B 2 P aai 8E D BV ENIHRI T AR

R F T A

T2 (school bullying ) RyfRE ARG ENEIET » 588 — T RIIH 5SS — 7k
TTERIIET R BEEBGETR - B AEBEES A% =% (Olweus,
1993) « $5 Chen Eil Cheng (2013) $1¥1228 4347 {7 24 2 REG ZHHE
T » 49E 10.9%EE B - 10.7%224% » 29.9%VEL 1 H B ER
% BUNRENGTE — 2 RS AKEGR ZEM0F - BNES NEE - HiNEE
NS e B BEEE B SR (BHIETS » 2010 ; Hsieh, et al., 2016 ; Khamis, 2015 ;
Yen, Liu, Ko, Wu, & Cheng, 2014) » {ef[/ifilfcE#E % - HERFEUETRIE -

ERCBEME R EE—RBE A& - 1 ETEN OB DR E R 2T R B - iH5E
fo U Em B A\ B R S AR S ER S INEBHEE 2 amEE

(Bauman, 2008 ; Bauman, Toomey, & Walker, 2013 ; Messias, Kindrick, & Castro,
2014) - Afe] ISR EFEEM - BABNBEIE G TEEHFEEMF 284 - IR
Bh AT B FiPS B 5 (Latané & Darley, 1970) 3RE% > B 4e{ERE154: T3 & | (notice the
emergency ) SE{F 7 84 KA NFTRERR BN - I " 52 | HhEE R R Y S E M (define it as
emergency ) FRIEHLE) - FHHETE B2 H A " EE | (take responsibility ) FEFE{HE
BN - MRS B RESH " REIHBIRAMAEHE) ) (decide how to help ) » f&fE
AELTEIN T178h ) (implement to help ) « ZAFTEAYE » 7 " 528 ) FEEL (define it as
emergency ) * 5 E{FFHERATE - BIAZTIEHETE S HESBMHARIF A - E
T RESE AR S5 2570 ARG  BRILTTER - PR TR EEIS RSB A BETE R AR
FEEMEEED) - A DED YR E SR R S i)

PMEFTEINE » BETE B PHERTT RS AT RhARNEE (BI2H - REERE
2012) > JRer s S EUERE S L A (BB ~ 5RFEERE 2012 ; Mishna, Scarcello, Pepler,
& Wiener, 2005 ) « [t » 58(LEENFR ZWRS 2 fe I ERIES - HEEEN HE AR
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7 VERSEBLZEAR - AR IR AT B S ES (Beran, 2006 ; Boulton, Hardcastle, Down,
Fowles, & Simmonds, 2014 ) » BFiTZ AT 2 (i dR A HRAIRE - EABIINMEEE S
BRI 2 B A B ) & R B -

BT 2B I B0 B R R 8 2 BB &Y (Curb, 2014 ; Craig, Bell, & Leschied,
2011) > Bl bt E S A e » ;A AJEHE (Beran, 2005 ; Bauman & Del Rio,
2006 ; Nicolaides, Toda, & Smith, 2002 ) » ZAHFTZAT 2§52 Ea8AE T L B s B 2
[EREAEIRAR  $REEFUE TG Olweus (1993 ) $2HI 2 = RICEFH AR EUHEAE - A4
TR BT A e = TR R WO - IR g PR LB ER 3 B 7 R 72 52 - Bauman
B Del Rio (2005) HYRHFEERST 82 fir SERAMEATZEN » S8 39% ATzt A 2 &
BEGEZ R - 28%IE RS IL M - T %R REFEREEEN 55 Benitez »
Garcia-Berben B Fernandez-Cabezas (2009 ) HYRFZEfsH » 199 (i PEHE B Em S
S N%REHTEETE K8 E SRR G E R 12.5% g RS - 551 3.8%
SRR A BFEEEAENE o HHIERTAD - S RURATEET N 8 4 E RN B U
AT HIEEMEREE 220 - ILEIERCEETHRSHEEL (Carney, 2005 5 Hazler,
Miller, Carney, & Green, 2001 ; Mishna, Pepler, & Wiener, 2006 )

B AT AT B SR A FF AT HE  BRIRERE = KFHEYN - TNEE A S sk G E
7558 (Benitez et al., 2009 ; Raven & Jurkiewicz, 2014) - Smith £ A (2009 ) HIYIFZE
{5 HBET S R R B AT RARRER R RER & ~ BRI HGE - S8
AT SR E Ry [ B REIAVENSE (teasing) 1T 5 » MIRFEIT Ry - LI AT AT AE
BENAETER A g - SR IR E B R » TRRE B o o s AIZEEE
i (Novick & Isaacs, 2010 ; Oldenburg, Bosman, & Veenstra, 2015 ) » [{F R] e 220 Al
YT RZIEE -

A BT RS B A A RO R AT R MR AR A BT &%
B AEFRSM (Smith et al., 2009) » B A[HE HI& Y E BEUG LR BRI - AR
AREZ 5 0#E (Hazler etal., 2001 ) - BRFTZHTN H 5 3 Ry d & A AH RGN 4R fhh B2
TSRS 41T Bk 2 88 /7 (Nicolaides et al., 2002 ; Yilmaz, 2010) » H A HHEE
Skt BRTBETR R EH IR AR ZE M (Curb, 2014) » 5 > ZLEEASE
[EfEfs H B2 A T B2 3| Sl s J8 0022 ( Beran, 2006 ; Benitez et al., 2009 ; Boulton
etal., 2014; Craig et al., 2011 ; Davis, 2015 ) i E. PR E AL S U] Pk 2R 2 ( Craig et al.,
2011) = (RIIE - PRAELESATZETHRA AV SR a4k - IEHERI R - BER ERYE
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P -

B S A 00 B PR B S SR A B i B v A L L R 2 e T R e LR T B 4
SRAE » 4 Dedousis-Wallace ~ Shute ~ Varlow ~ Murrihy B Kidman (2014 ) 2538 - TR
M2 B HIEe 2T Ski% - MEEA BN S A HIBERETT - 2 ERYEE -
BARE Z HIRRNEE - HFREN N AERE § 55 Benitez % A (2009) AYBHFEHITS
R 57 I3 R PR A T Bl 2 R A P FRRBE < 28I - E R D i ST
TR HTBETRIIHI#Z2 ISR - BNV VAR AR R 8 A PEsee ) 2 B
R WORHFERIAE T LSRRI TR5T -

Bt4h - HEE/ DT E— PR - $EHLER A E RO EUE SN B RTRET 2 %
WrleE A PTRs 2 - 8¢ Vaillancourt S8 A (2008 ) #E1T 2 BATT » AISEHIAE TR
ZETEFMVERA: » HBIERAZ AR - ELEERGG T8 2 E R 228K - Vaillancourt % A
fRHRA e a i B Bk - AR EE 2 5 & m) R (R Ry BURR - AR
EEEERAES [ HOR IS Y &K 8GR T 2 AR APRRBIMGRETTHIE R &R0 - 2
B H Az R LR - SRR A ER - DR RIEE R HE - B R IEH
R R A BV IREWIE N - MR & m b - HEL AT A - R
ERNFABINEPE TR - MAHTRRZBIRERATEETFZER - DIERIILZE
SHEE A BN R T T Ha A PRREE 151 - TRHE— P BRI A E R = W=
o B A BRI A WA

Gritt - AHHTE H BV RIEAEIE AR [F 7 AT 20 SR OLER a4 - 45 TR ER -
ETHEER A EAREER - BRI AT e 2 e ) 2 28 o AR
SRAREIE N RS - BIE R S A D7 AV ATEET - (8 BRI sh R
ELHBEER?

&~ SR

— BEREHEZER - HEA T E

BINEEH OB (2002b) &5 HERZ B HEEEEEEBEETT - MiEH
AN ~ WEEHA ZUEIT R o 55 Cheng ~ Chen ~ Ho B Cheng (2011) $1#2
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B 1558 fir RERATA TR E R A ITIE T - BRI AR BIEEH ZE N I8 K
ZWERT BB - LHE - WY) - ARSI E ZEET R - BE AN A ER
2R (BT - 2012 427 A 26 H) o IR EGF R H AT - BT
[E] B [FI SRR AR BILER A R AR ~ SFrdg AR (824 ) (8 ABEERSFF B DL S 38
S [EE - FRR - BOREFECH M T - BRI R A (B4 ) Rl A - HEE
HeE - BRIBBESR ST R o A (B4 ENEAMESRN LS KEEEHERE
ECERLIPUE - EAEM L A EEE F2IEE > BB IEE R a2 T -
KEFAT/RFEAEA =R BIEERE - E5 - TEEHS (B2HE - 2002 ;
Cheng et al., 2011 ; Olweus, 1993 ) »

BEEZE A AN ES - BNINE R S i E
TR~ AR R B TERTT - IRCE#R &R T2 > Chen B Cheng (2013 ) $f
B2 3554 U h B AOEITIATTE  SERBH NRMFEERT BT EE -
ZEE  SFEE  BEAOE (R ZEE) ZBETRIHE 10.9% ~ 10.7%
29.9% ¢ 5.5% 5 SSFRAIEE ~ EEHEUES N (2015) $HEEE 13 R - 22 A/
Z 1816 fi S FERERA T - SR BB A REAE - 2&E - FEE - ¥EHA
B 7 BT R B 13.7% ~ 14.5% ~ 37.2% ~ 5.4% - B3 - RIS BIZRERE (2013)
P EE 20 [HEh 2 3441 (LR TR AR TRIE S RUE LA 8.71% aREE
7.01% 5521258 » 2.91% R E B A (0 - 47 FBUE - P EREE U N AT — BRI
B AR EGRESM -

B ERREFA - S FE) R B E s E - BERET IV
B SeEE AT MG AT EG - ErFES (2N - RERE © 2012) -
DLrhE2 A 8522801 = > Cheng ~ Chen ~ Liu B Chen (2011) $t¥f 860 fir S2A4= 3 THT
FeaA o SR B RAVER A SRR - W% - AR E SeEE & - DL
KB EEER % 5 IEYD 0 Mok ~ Wang ~ Cheng ~ Leung B Chen (2014 ) Jigt¥f 11876 fir =
B~ FOBEDRPI =3 B AT R R E - SRS EEASF - IS5
TR NE R &/ R Z o SR NVEEFRAFANS - HEFHITE -
INERAR B R SRR R FEEREEANEE - ERWIKE SIS Z - HIEZEITHES - #E
TECEEIERAGER 2 ~ RIEEHHE - BB G & » &b RIvER 280 A48k
Bz (BHIE%E - 2015) 5 % BPE2HE (2002a) $H¥ SRR 405 fi7 3 2 6 FF4REE
AT BIRAE RV T K Fysit et ~ PR - 801 - 301 ASHEE - RS ElE -
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WORHER S - 45 BRI gV N RAVE B IS S e A R E - T
A g A NI SR D -

iz 2 A BN SRS T AT A 2 A s B E - flinZiz
BRI — R ZERTEER - 28 - BINEEAELDS) - ARRSEE (Hsieh et
al,, 2016) ~ [RE & ~ 28V I s H i EEM T F & [0 B OJEIR (BHIESS > 2010)
GRlt - BHRHEIETE 2TV T AR -

=~ BRATRE B TR R 2 BRI/ eR N 2 BEAH B S

B N AT AR R FE B 15 i 2 AERRTSE H 2 3 00 - J0AtBF (2015) 13 11
i B/ NEET R DR Sl BT By < BRI T E - 458N BARLRME
B RIS (E R ~ PR E B AR ETES » BReARUnB B S ET R 55
WEFREE ~ 25 (2013) S 128 frprdb B th 22 A= 5t — & & B E A R T A
ZNATTEERFTH Z B 4553 TR S B2 A WA G 2 R 2 R13%, ~ B TR R
BIANZREEFE Sz - AMEREAVE - BINERS G = tHRIHIT S SR AT
MR R A B EE ISR WPRITHARY -

B4 M DB TR S TR R B 8 A B S ST TR SE AT BRI
AIEETRE P B 2 SRE T - b A TAES SRZ S BE A D f Al B SRS #50L
REBRTEENR AR ERE AT - FEBHEEER - FEHFPAESEE 2
Ve~ SRS EER S B R R~ INIESRIS S > IHRIT LB SR
FETTER 2R B ZRA I HIAE 2 %% ( Benitez et al., 2009 ; Inhat & Smith, 2013 ; Pytash,
2013) o FHELATAD - RSk = S AT Z AT AL B E 2 . S E
S WES T HPCRERETHI BB 5T -

H AT U~ S AT AT PR (L ay F2E %R - BA B R A H I F AR AR - W
A7 H A 2SI E B RE )7 =TT > Benitez %A (2009) $2(LAHA 2 7 - A
60 53 SEHYFRZPIHIERAZE T 106 fir i A/ NRERAR 7 BT - 45 R B E A B
RTINS 2 B S IR R R R FE R A4 E AR © 55 Thnat B Smith(2013)
HIBHSE > RIFREE Al 120 Sr$BESF AN E - 2HERMERFERE ZSET 27
I RBRRTZED - W EE P T A B el L & = SR FHHBIN RS
BRI ERAE 2 A 7B S B ERAR 7 FUEm A B ) B R R R BB B & 2%
BRI o S DARRESCA T = HEFT » Pytash (2013) $1¥F 22 frBRATEAN - HAHK
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Al AR e i R BV ERBDOR - WEBHE ERESR Ly =56
GRS > WA Y R A SO BIRE AR EET S > A BN H R R RIREERE
Tt AR HBRESCA T I AR fR N IEAR ) 2 iR ~ A BBETH R A S 2 A
IR E N « IR A ERIEN - SUECRAK AT RE 2 NIESRIS S - St A BT
A ETET 88 2 1 A B S e B - G0t - mIRR R FE (05 2 A R R T ki
U (A BIOREE AL BT 2V HI R RE AR » MR8 2 RE 2 B BOEE - AL -
AU FE TR B 2 B | SR m] ST TR T 2 A B 85 2 1T R Z IR RAE 7] > PR
HpE PRI -

= et TR AR R IR

S BHAERERRZE - ZBERA Olweus (1993) FEHHIFEZ = KFFE - 1M
Migliaccio (2015 ) 58 Ry RERZEM TAESI T IIGER S 8 2 2 e SR BURFE0 > (HRE
R HENFE B S H P AN ZIRENGOE TR HIE - IERGERH - PRtz e«
ERF SRS TS - N TS A B IR E R EE - RS ENSINE D
WS — P IR AR ST SR LB 2 E R B U S BN IR AT 2 B A W RE ST A P
& .

HAE R — IR eaE R WEHREE R G T UHETL ST S EBITR %
B W AR A E R 2 B o Chen il Cheng (2013) $HAfEIEIL 4347 fi 5
HHIER AR T TR B TR AR BHGTHEEERRG THEATE 1K
TR P RFEBEEZR TR R R 28 h 4 W AN B A EH N E
AT o HELATHER - ST HEEERNS  HHREAWRERE ZEBEINERAK -
AT » Vaillancourt % A (2008) $H¥HIIZA 1,767 fir Hr/NEA HETTHIRR WS FE -
ARG T ER AT FRNVESE » HEIRZARN > LLERGTHRAERZEAEE S B
LTHEEZRNBEL > HORAFAM A ZILR  ILERGTHECTHRZBELEE
= o MR R FTRE R T E R - A RS E ML ECEMERHIE - ki
i o AR A E U TR B Z el BRI AR HEEREE T - ZRH LA Ze aT A - F2 4L
FEERE M BN EW AR —E A58 Chen B Cheng FHURFSTEE T
Heam o (BUE BATR AL E 4 E A TRATEEN - BHEA K EFEPERE TR ERK -

LEAN - e e H R HLE 2 = KRHE AT BEX 4 > Menesini ~ Fonzi B2 Smith(2002 )
B 60 frF AR/ NELED - BITER AT ERST 2 W5E - ERBHETRHLEITE

i
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AR RGGEET > AFEERGETR - A - EEELAT > BETHEEREEMLL
FHEORIE YR Z TR - e a0 - SRIEFZ =R DA ERT Y
ZREST - I > ARG TRAE R N EF A =K Ele gk - IERBIN T IRT
FETETE T 2R IEHEAE ] - IS I E § & 2 s (B -

& BT

— - WiFRSEE

WHFE S BIE IRV ¢« FETE 2 B 2 (8 SR W Iomrsl| SROI S S 4 2 B 28
(UM R X 4 A2 E R 2 Bai#En (Y 4 HEHRSZERME K
AR R BRATIIEET (Z 4 @ R RIRE R IR 2 E T A G ZBmi#dn (C
) - SHEARTIEZ BRTEEn £ Z A H ZEILEL ~ il -~ FEb ~ WEE 9 FrARLILK
HBefcrIEi &R g T OREL - IERGHEET S 692 47 ~ [EId 546 {77 - FI&EYER
F579% » X 41~ Y 2l ~ Z 41 ~ C HHATAREEE T HIA 105 ~ 106 ~ 101 ~ 115 {77 > &5F
427 {3« Horfr > Ry 100 fiz ({5 23.4% ) ~ ZCME Ry 325 fir (5 76.1% ) ~ 2 i ARIE MR
Bl BPEE Ry NEERRE Ry 186 {ir ({5 43.6% ) ~ (PEREIE Sy 225 fir (fk 52.7% ) ~ 16
A EAPE R RS BE B R R 272 fi ({5 63.7%) ~ 148 iR t4E (15
34.7%) ~ 3 L KTl A2E (5 0.7%) ~ 4 iLARIEZE G EL - BIFESBLIER P FER By 24.5
p (HEE Ry 18 BRE 52 5% + SD=64) - HHWIFTHERFHERFRE 1 :
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®1 IRHRFRER

WREE . e mE AW HE b
gy DB e s pras D0 ey SO0 HK
x o 60 fir
. , 527 fir /N 67 fir

SIS ATAE 1060 . § Wt 42
X mmemmmmnarcs 00 (o 1090 fﬁgj& ﬁ%ﬁg M- 1 i
2 T ki
. JNEE 34§ A T3 fir
v 195 53 (17410;;) 106 (3 i;‘z‘g EL 71 R BEL 32 i
: e N

3 R B T A - -
1 R LT A 138 65 g 10 MBS A6l i
Z 1 prEmmE AT AR 19507 g00y 10110 t&ﬁz¢%%mﬂﬁt”m
| FRE R fA T A ' | rREE 1 RIE
| FF R B A Ty A L
16247 . B30fir 7 fiE1: 35 fir
cd 607 (ga70) W gy Tif&g Wt 1 fir
B ki

—WETE

AUFEERITTEE B 4 2 1E 5 & (B K4 (recognition of bullying incidents
questionnaire [RBIQ]) RHIZETH o L% EE BRI 72 BIEZ M RE IEHEE P
R R e R IRATE 2 - S IEIR 2 (Rt T R AR ARSI R (&
BEE S (2011) et 2 A A B EZe 2 ) (ShoyAeae ] - =R ~ BARIER) -
AR R A H R ELRL - FEFEHA 24 3 - BiEAH 12 8 (5 6 EHEE - 6
BTSSR ) R MERR T e 2 B 2 M 3 A W AE SRR DU 12 RE (&
6 REFR A ~ 6 i) - A&l pRAaELET - £ BIRARA FAH R 2 Tt 2l
B Z BT AR AR R ERBR S GBI ARTZ BRI I LAMERS /i AdH
ez 5 - I HNE L > SREBRE SRR ESTHE KRR S —&E
RIEEEAEARE G ER G — 2 AR AR -

AEERWEAET Y > MR S BN S B RE 2 B E P TR
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(—) EEMHRIEY (AR2ZAED):

HseS BE RS H 55 - HHEIL R & RB AR - W RS
& TAREHE (WRETR) ) BHEPE LR - B2 AR %
THEERE ) W REEREAE T A EFE (WRETR) ) G L RZAN
% 0 57 ISR RIS EIRT Se 2 BB PRI R RISy > ATEHE AR = B By 12
73 E(EE R 0 73 o SHoYEEFIAIT ¢« AIRTHARE | T B ABRIREEGIHY A £ AR A
ABEAERTAT > BAEE ~ TEREEE A LTI - B A A5 0URAT ) IEEER
"WEERE > ESBEFIEILER T MEERE ) WA B ILEE - IS | o) - IERE
P RE AR 2 BB AR IEHEE R R A IR B — (B Ze i - Fombitst
SHLEHW SR ZEYERRE S | IR S A RARRY e 2 R A A&
PR AR B SR > ORI 2 BRI R TR -

(Z) sERRIER (k2 ZBHC):

BEER T L E R - — Rl R AR R i@ s e (R k2 2
C) s B R — i@ e Rt e 2R OB S 1%k 2 Z B) - &it
TS BIE A RRE S B A SR A BT s - WA EERE SR 2 BRI > RS 1 5y 2
AIES 0 53  t&rf 73 BUINAE nI G AL R S 8 oy B B 2 W80y - ST oo dafilan T
ARMIRE 9T A A= 81 B A= i N R FAUBAR R A 2L R0 (& A AF B A AHD
P - WEA R EGE 2 - AR C 4281 D £EE , IPREEEL T AE&E (WfFE
TR BSBEFIERIRER " HEERiZ ) W AER IR - AN e ERosa s
1 53« ERRFIIGRES - RS HE AR &2 R — i@ ZeE
5 WESDRBTETR - B FRSEEER T ERGRGE RS - MIFRoRHEAT
Tfglin sy R 2 IR BT B — AR AT 2R I 5 - Shi— MR e iR s s ) R i i 15 e -

x2 HEREEP—BEXR
RBIQ 155 IEEE 2

IS A BT

T B A T B — R B2 S
s HIERTR RS (A) sEEagEn (B @)
ZHIET e —ReETsEIEEE SERREER (C HRR) RS (D)
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PRIEABERRE L AGEEBE =2 E B E R (LA E R EEH
et 2 BT 5 0 A Ry BB E A AR A B BB IR )
PG ERANSE TR - RIERX MG HERASRZZ T EWANE - 246K
B HRAETRE BRI EF N E AR TZe B - TR E
PEFr i U M B e SRR R T T30 3

PREBERERE L ARG IR TEE (pilot study ) B » $H¥FEEALES -
& EERdL 18 FrEdE /N 601 fir Fhl 0 A 2% m & 7y 8 Rasch

( multidimensional dichotomous Rasch model ) 7 ConQuest 2.0 #REEEITEUESTHT -
AR Rasch HBs 5 Z B EE 2 Bt - RERFEE AN B R E SatiEn e H # AR [F]
—{il & R _F#ETEEES 5 55 Rasch JHIEzgE HaUEieftE H B e Bz fE1% © F°& > Rasch
BRI G HTE o HErT /M (Bond & Fox, 2007 ) © Rasch 73Af&i RE TR - FrA st
iy infit MNSQ E5RF& Wright 88 Linacre ( 1994 ) ¥£H, 22 MNSQ {BJE/HY.6~1.4 [EHIHE
e o SIERE 2 SEAEE S EE(SE (item separation reliability ) £5.99 » BE REREAY
EEIT logit (HEEEILERA T A& > (Linacre, 2006) %7 Fa[%l - HLEFEA ]
BEZ 2 (SXESSHE (Chen, Sung, & Cheng, 2017) -

AT » BHFEE 26 A% 708 Rasch =TT HIGERUE 7347 © Rasch 77
MrESERFsH - FrA SR infit MNSQ 1172.92~1.12 [ » outfit MNSQ 7114.66~1.25
2 e N HE(ENE (item separation reliability ) £5.99 5 55 e {[E ] & 2 ]
HIRHRE Fo.47 - BERBRRT AN 85 2 (E R APk S 0 BLE — e i se R R Ay pass oo /e
EAFEMHRE - 471 Rasch 34 EUR - ILFTGHEERA 2 2 ERUEHEE -

BN - R A RCH SR ATZEN R 2 PEe T - MG s EREE—
B o ¥t - &HFTERE Rasch 234 HI IR 01 24 SR EE T logit (EAET TR A ¢ i
JE 0 GESFEURHIR AN RE S R et BRI (1=.17 > p=87) -

= IR

AUFE E Rl A [F A B HEE HSET IERBEA ER E WraRe J1 2 28 - i
PR o E =B AZH © FREtEZARRIIeR (X&) ~ feftfaEs (Y4 - e
RER R E RARH R RERR (Z4) - RIZERRE (C&) - AWFEGta TR 3
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®3 GGt

4H A1 FiHI AT ¥l
X#H «l PR 1.5/ N8R 28 B | 4R y
Y41 V RS AEER y
Z4H l R E A E RN E R R «l
C4H l s V

KAFERE R CHBIL R IR il B 2 B G H %88 - HI5EREE
P E R R BB E R B 0 » SRR B d a4 B 284k
ZAREEAER R X 40 E - BI5EIIEREE 90 Srg - SISRBALART 5 o0 - IHFTERE T
WEEREA R AERES WA 2 B AV B - K5 ER s - A 9esis
BRI REEAEHE T REERIR - RS FER TR e S - R
FEERHHAE R » T E ST AT RN 2 BT 2 B - St HEIRSEE - RS
&% T RBIQ fi4 X hiz » #E{T RBIQ i+ X iRz 12 BEAIDH » IHEIFELY 10 778 - 17
HE R - ETIEAAVEF AP - DU B EERIS 2 NEBRER © 9tk
7 iR ER AAERAZE BT ~ f2 R 5 ES BB R BRI SRy FE ~ ARELR
12 - RAFE RS 2 E 5SS 2 83 (41 Campbell, Slee, Spears, Butler, & Kift,
2013 ; Jutengren, Kerr, & Stattin, 2011 ; Lam & Li, 2013 ) » [a] SB35/ 400 B8R A5
HVEZ G OEFE (10 38 ) ; #4283 2HEFEE TR (SR
=oa o Btk - MEREHE)  ERNNE (BEBRGETR IR - =EE) &
A B ER i RR 2 T R ~ AT Ry ~ BT RINESR (15 708#) 5 $83 »

TR R A BV E B Z OISR (35 08#) - b7 12 (EERE - SRIFEE
B RISy T = - S 2BUBEREN S M (%84 100~200 7)) WHEECHITE
HY BRI - BB TR B S AR EHR 2B - P AT B SR ERE
FEEARFEEG AR RBENREF A TRINESE > SHHSEEZ EPHER KA S,
A HIPR T TIEER ~ Sam > DA BN E iR g A YRR ISR W S B B e b > tHER K
B Btg o e B RISEAE THRR R 25 R 7455 (41 Barbero, Herndndez, Esteban,
& Garcia, 2012 ; Ttofi & Farrington, 2011 ; Vreeman & Carroll, 2007 ) » [a] 2B /405
PR R ZE 5 SRS A0 7G5 (support group method ) ~ [RIEFAELBL ST HY « Z40M:
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I AZE (10 73#) - RIEABERETRIL - HE2HEET X BRI > BERRHEIR
&y 10 oy - RHNTFEEST—EULEE -

st =8 IRt AERA (Y 4 -~ et 2 E R AR HE R T
Fall (Z ) RAZERIGE (C &) - WHFEa Rl T et s e T B R R S K el
ERETOZHEN  SAEGTFEAHR HAY » iR - BECEE BB AT

ZRTE B T TGN - R4 - UIFE &3 L RBIQ 4 - Wt PRI & ]
EETSEET MEIMEgBHRES Y il Z Uk C S - B8 AETEIREEE
BHERABAREH] - FAFGHUNAT - H5eE B iE R S S o B AN 2 $ER B - i
1T Rolf5&y 30 788 2 45 7388 2 FEREHEAIFISR - 5l ok 2 £ 2 fEmT SR H B P »
DUzt - o/ N AR A E b e S B [ SR e ~ 6B S S o m]
REXE A RH BRI FTRE AR R 702 - RIS TR el o)l SREE L - DU S ik T Y
B WESENE R TR T EIEL » DIFE R RGN - o2 ] 2 et E
PTG - P IEA RN - S BB E &4 T B A E R
o WA —EHANTEZ BB - RFEHB RS - [FIEHE RBIQ 45 Y il
ZWR2EE - BIE Y KR - JHEHEE Z iRz 2 8B AR Z i E - DUEE
fE oY~ Z~ C 4R BIFRIERT 12 AT 12 EIRM] > 1Y 4R B G SERAmliL -
TERCEEAVIER AT > 5 Y R S REE R R AETRM © Z (iR SRR SE AT
A% > REFHORERZER - MAERNEE DS EEREE - eftfz =%
BEURR BRI - (tSBE R IR Bl A B IR TR ST IER Z = KO ARMRE L
BEZIEESBN T AT Ry 1 C AR AEARIEMEME TR R AFEHE  HEEES
AIAIERIR IS 24 B> DUERBIIGA » FPGEE SRk - RIERZEERBh g —m ]
& WAFEEFEE IR E T
U ~ 5337k

Rl e 2 AR B AT S ATRRAT N - A FR AR RS sE iy (o i nE
BRI B2 T BIE R AR - Bt AW ST IR B I T AT -
AWt FeE Gt EAE SPSS 21.0 - MR AR AR U IR T8 B8 37 (mixed-model two

way ANOVA) #E{To3#f - ZEERRT HEEARNMATGR (XY Z-CHl)» 2
AR TR B (BTRR M) - SRADE S N T2 RETTRI R - £
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AR R 2ol BN T2l ENA TR BA EE8CR - DU HATHES
HAROEM - Bl EERTBEAEERER - AREE AR P8 E AT E
S EZHENETEREERR - AR B E AT ERER -

B PTG 2 B (B h S AT - R R A (3
TYEEGR) Z SR R AT BT 2 R WHERR A [F 1 AT 2R AR
ARSI SRR G - AFEERAIMIREEA ¢ B8R (paired-sample ¢
test) > SLiTEH B S AHIRATZEMA 28 3 B S @ SRR F AR SC T T o - DA
HEEOFAER » At R EEmee s HIR A 2 SRR & - AR
T SERRPR IO PR R R R T B R HE T 08T - AR BT 2 A [
ITATTRI& - INZIE 2 SER e T e A AR -

B~ WioEds

AW ZR &S B TR » AW st B RTHIEL R N 2 B IR E LR - KBERE ST
IR > HiHIEL ) R E LR A Bl By 1%F1.9% > [LAA{E7A Schafer (1999) K Bennett
(2001) ERERHEREZEN 5% N ZHRE - S nHE R LA E R LT T il
T e

— ~ BEHATE A ERE SRR T

B et BB AR AT BT HIRI 80 > S IE R AE Sy - X S Y 40~ Z
&H ~ C &HARTHIZ S IEREERAE Sy > 53 A Ey 9.46 ~ 9.06 ~ 8.78 ~ 8.99 5 A& > P45
TERE R AE 5y R4y R B 10.66 ~ 9.12 ~ 9.24 ~ 9.08 « 3¥HF2 4 -
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R4 SEBETRETATER A IEEREGIR L T

i HTHI &Ml
N M SD M SD
ROt ISR (X 4H) 105 9.46  1.58 10.66  1.32
RitFEERSE (Y4H) 106  9.06  1.48 9.12  1.86
TRt A E RO B R (Z4H) 101 878  1.27 924  2.05
ez (C &) 115 8.99 1.42 9.08 1.69
HEt 427  9.07 1.46 9.51 1.86

P ERRESERX R TSRO TR AR B AJT PR ETEET - &
GHEH G EEHE RG22 R - ARERERHER S RYE T E - #Ek
Pillai’s Trace JE53H7 2~ ° Z*S'E?*ﬁiiﬁ%%ﬁl% (REIT AR FEEE T2
F(3,423)=16.42 > p < .001 > .10 » 4% Cohen (1988) ¥f ,” 714 » /B PR
& (effect size ) » ARWFFTER Bonferrom REEEME TSR » SRR + (—) X 4R
HIZREN (M = 10.66) » &X8R 2 W ISk1% - HEzER YRS ENHM =4
FH (Y4 :M=9.12>d=88:Z4H :M=924>d=82:C4l:M=9.08>d=.91)>
1% Cohen ¥f d (H 7 1E4E » X 4HBIE =407 |~ R EE SRR E « () HL=4ARK

AT - NN FEYERERREMAEAEEEZR - W W EART (F
M) INMEAEBEE FEREE > mulh. F (1,423) =24.14 > p < .001 > 77,, =.05 ({{< Cohen .
REAE > B SR &2 ) o BURIRETZETTE RN IERERSRS 5 (M=9.51) » BEE S NER]
HEIFT (M=9.07) - F% » i EEEF (REHNATR) B2 HmWET (FFE)
FREET TG mult. F (3,423)=8.28 » p<.001 » 5,7 = .06 (% Cohen {2 » H[I
PRORE) (GERRS KE 1) -

FHER E T AGHAY IEMERS S $2 5T » % Bonferroni M IE/AMEI TE (& ELEL

&I X 4H (multi. F (1,423) =41.61 > p<.001) B9 011545 (M =10.66) FEZE5

HAISSy (M=9.46) ; Z 4H (multi. F (1,423)=15.80 » p<.05) MY&HI{55y (M=9.24)
BESATIE Y (M=28.78) » H X 4HBATZET 2 (EMERRERG T (M =1.20) 12
[E Gl Z 2H BEATEET (M =0.45) « AR Y 20 (mudti. F (1,423)=.13 > p>.05) J&
C4H (multi. F (1,423) = 24, p > .05) ZIEHTZEN - HAife M EMEPRSRG o I s 7=
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GRLL > AWTFRAEREIE > SHEZEG R Z AT (X ) HEEEHRE
HEHR AT o7 (R B Y R 2 At AT SUELR B Z AR/ A7 75 Z IR 2 A ) T
PGy (Y&~ Z4 - Cef) s imH > Y& ~ Z4H ~ C BB IEME RIS
AIRFABEZE - 55 REFEEEIR (X ) - kFZERERFEERERR

(Z &) PREATEET - AR T HIEMER A aE 17 > mE Rt EER (YD)
SRR R T P ST 2 TEMERR 22 e AE

2 5 Mixed-model ANOVA BB HT-2 & 41HT& M TERENR SRR T P S Bt s

95% (= Rl ]
&H A1
M SE TH bR
1 st AIH 9.46 14 9.18 9.74
REF ARG (X 4H) .
&M 10.66 17 10.33 11.00
4 o e FTH 9.06 14 8.78 9.33
RMFEEERM (Y4H) .
&M 9.12 17 8.79 9.46
REFE T MR EE S mEERE ATl 8.78 14 8.50 9.06
(Z41) & 9.24 17 8.90 9.58
Epill 8.99 13 8.73 9.26
PEBIAE (C4R) o
&M 9.08 .16 8.76 9.40
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11
#F 105
7=
5
=
E 10 o .
Eﬁ L S deeasas X&H
W Vi
i)
3 95 Zid
7r Ci

9

8.5

EIE % R

B 1 AE AT EERZ AR N B R RS 7t

i X Y8~ Z4 - Cefiorhl iRt leRal - RIS A E R - R EE
TR R R B - PRI - IEMEMRRIS o B2l & RBIQ M6 LIEWEE /33
R EZE BRI IE G B D BrEs R 2 5 e LT 1R 2 B — ik (2
TH5E -

=~ BT SRR B S o EEE

B Seat R AHR AT AR 8 03 B R B R S SRR ALY S
gy e X4~ Y4 - Z4H ~ CHATIZ B BHCFI1ET > 43R 1.94 ~ 2,14~ 2.39 -
2.16 ; HBHRFIAZ 291557 - 7R .60 ~ .77 ~ 82~ .84 - FERFK 6

B ERREEA ¢ B SRR AT prl A s S e &
AR - GRS AT Z 85 BRI (RS S Y S AT Z 529155

(X4H:¢t=687>p<.001; Y&H:1=6.92 p<.001;Z%H:¢t=8.62>p<.001; C4H :
t=782>p<.001) (3R3FE7)-
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&F Lifiam - SAERBmTBET AT 38 7 E G A RS B IR LB EE - SR A
e ST 2 28 o B AGIRIL I THE 25 AT - A2 A EI AT 7AG > HZ
BT ERGRIUE B FRELCE

*® 6 SHBAIRETATAE S BTN B < F & FR SR et

YT B2
4H A1
N M SD M SD
FeftE 2 HsallsksE (X 4H) 105 1.94 1.59 .60 .85
TetitER A s (Y4E) 106 2.14 1.45 77 1.02
it 2 CHE S EEAmEFE (Z4H) 101 2.39 1.31 82 .86
PEHIGH (C &) 115 2.16 1.41 84 .80
4HET 427 2.16 1.45 .76 .89

R T SEBETBETRTAE S B RS RT R L # R B RS R AR A ¢ BB
95% (S HHIE
M SE t T ES

ENl

ROLEZYERI%4E (X 4H)  B\BOER -2 135 20 687** 173  6.86

eftda ez (Y4 WO — A 137 20 6.92%* 176  6.92
REFEECE MR REE

' (%) ) WOEH — A 1.56 .18 8.62%F* 192  8.62

PEHI4H (C &) WOYESH — B 132 .17 7.82%** 165  7.87

*p <05 *¥*p <.01 » ¥**p < .001
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=~ BHHARAE Y BB SRR Y

St B S AR AT AT AR R AR — Rk e (e b sl an il BBz 1R (CANE
M) 2Ry X 4H Y 4~ Z 4 C TIPSR - 05k 1.94 > 2.14
2.39 ~ 2.16 1 HBLHNEMZ 9157 F5.88 ~ 2305 1.76 ~ 2.22 - ERLFK 8 -

R 8 REABATREATHEE N B BRER st

- anfill &M
N M SD M SD
feft A EREIgRaE (X 4H) 105 194 159 88 1.00
fRft@EERME (Y4 106 214 145 230 1.72
RIERE ER AR AR ERM (240) 101 239 131 176 1.47
PEFIAH (C4H) 115 216 141 222 1.66
HEET 427 215 145 1.80 159

B EAURGHEA RN T E RO - DO AR A5 AT 2T

EAHBSERS B EER - RAEARE RS RYEEMRE - §ER Pillai’s
Trace JE53HT < 455 ZH B RIE T CRENATTR) FAEEE 20 F(3,423)
=9.64 > p<.001 > 5, =.06 » & Cohen (1988) ¥f 5, 2154 - [LEBHRE - %IEH
Bonferroni fZIEA#EITERILES » 15501 0 (—) X 4HREATZET (M = 88) » &K AN
ki o Hoad oy FRIREEE N M =4 2 R0 (Y4 1 M=230-d=-95:Z 41 :
M=176>d=-59; C4 : M=222d=-90) X 4HEAfL =405y R 752 > #£ Cohen
¥ d B2 @S -~ P SRERE - (Z) HAMAHRATEE > PR B S
FHMRARFABEE R - BN ENRT () FEEFEAEE 2R mult.
F (1,423)=25.17 » p<.001 > 5, = .06 (fi Cohen {23 » B &) « HHFrIRAT
HEA M 2 8 05y (M = 1.80 ) RPN EAERTHIZ 1557 (M =2.15) < L4k
ZRERRT (RENAGR) B2 EANRT (R FAEE AN » multi. F
(3,423)=15.78 » p < .001 » 5,7 = .10 (% Cohen 7 f24 » BPi &) (BERFE 9 KE
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2)e

HIARES S AGHZ 187 BRI EE R - 748 Bonferroni K IR AT TR
ELds » S8 X 4H (mudti. F (1,423) = 51.82 > p<.001) Z1&MF57r (M= .88) BHEAR]
BIHIESY (M=1.94): Z 4H (multi. F (1,423)=17.19 > p < .001) B9{&: 011545 (M =1.76)
NIRRT > (M =2.39) » HFWIAHATEEIEE r EE s ESEE o X
SHI TR FEA(M = 1.07 Y2AETS Z $HIKRTEEN M = .62 ) AR Y 4H(multi. F (1,423)
=1.19>p>.05) J C4H (multi. F (1,423)=.19 > p > .05) ZBkFT2EN > HFTEH2 8
SYEFAF I IR 72 -

GF ifiam o ATHFCIEIE S BAEE A Wrakall| o 2 BRI (X 40D Hig—REZRs
RS AYER R EEE (BER) 21557 BE RPN EAM N AT RELRBEZ AR
ATTEZ BRIV RSy (Y4 ~Z4H - C4D) Y 43 ~ Z 41 ~ C 4RI
BT By R AR R B 22 22 - RO - R EERTI o (X 4H) - R#FZE
ERPRHEE M RER (Z4H) TBRETEAED - HAPNESESHGEZEEA TSR
FHERPEEGAO - AMERBFEER (Y ) AEAEERIBAIZEESEZ -

(B3

®9 REHEA TR EB O ERILE Z SHERRAE T BRI R B G O

95% (S HEIE [
4H A1

M SE TH 5
A 1.94 14 1.66 2.22

PRALER EYERYIS4H (X 4H) .
&M 88 15 .59 1.16
BAl 214 14 1.87 2.42

RMtFEAEEEAE (Y4 .
| 2.30 15 2.02 2.59
R TR R SR A 239 14 210 2,67
(Z4) &M 1.76 15 1.47 2.06
iRl 2.16 13 1.89 2.42

PedsH (C4H) .
A 202 14 1.94 2.49
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==
2R
2 2.5
,[elﬁz —
fiﬁ — —— —
it
)
ﬁi
= X4
715 — =y
i# 748
ya
i,ég C4H
w1

0.5

0 R 1508

2 RETATTEERZ BB Y BRAS 7 T
it P X4 Y8~ Z 4 Ceflrhl iRt a el - iR HAERY - RUHEAEE
FORH IR PR B ~ PR - SRS T R Zel &t RBIQ MG L —fikfEize
TEEE s R R SRR G 2 8 rBRE R A S i@ e E 5
AR B AR o

{h ~ &Y amEd R

KH5E BN T2 BRI A EN AT E (PR - IRIEFE TR - 24t
FETERNFBEM IR ) ZATHET - REEBSESE ) LR AER - &R
BUT > PR YRR SRE TR - A L MRS o B B HLA A
Al SEE AR RSt R BB AR G ERD 2B M RN E A
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Al o FTRE R RIER 2 el Sk R Ryl 1.5 /NI 2 el o - Ho R e i i 5 e R B8
aTam > DA BT B AR A (R A R R @ R 2 T Ry BB 8 Y
ZHBAZRE . SRR LR E] > BRTAET B2 3 SRR IR RE S 1 — A2 15 5 I
FE BTG - GILEBOMEZEZEE (case methods) 253 » A EEREITER
BE 7 BN > IR EAE B HIEREEL ~ IR ZEH] (Cannings & Talley, 2002 )
LU EEAIAE (Rickard, McAvinia, & Quirke-Bolt, 2009 ) » 41 {E (3 iE 87 23l
SR 2 Z PR A A DT U R R - AW Ze 45 SR RE S (AT R R 2207 34 mT
FEERRRTZ AT 2 B 25 &R FI 3k EBIRERE (Benitez et al., 2009 ; Inhat & Smith, 2013 ;
Pytash, 2013 ) « 2RI » FTZHZE RS E TGN ER AR JETHET - AHITRL
RANE—PEEE T S B ARG - AR RT AT 8 A2 1E 5 Y (E YRR
03 0 Wit H oy B SRR -

AR AWFREET SR - B2 FAE T AT - s e BN R e
Bt Z WA ~ DURCRIBERZATAN 0 AJ77AZ BRATEET - 15 = E R H 8 25 et
BMAVE RS AR HE SRR E R R FET R CEER) Z iRt
gy INEEE AR - SRR ERT S oAt TR IR IR 2 e REE
H P ELAHY R TR 2 (Chen & Cheng, 2013 ) » AWAFERIE -2 R
HEE 2 TGN - WA R T PR ELS D - SIS - EREERES - B
BB EERZENAK - IR A E ZIREERETR S » SRl ER
FETHEE A E A I B A SUE AR AT EOR @ W IZTT B (Menesini et al,, 2002) » 28
ABHFEaE A FAAFEaE A —8 - efER it T iR B e RE = R ek - B
BETERN_ER G 88 2 2 IERE R B s R R G o (T B R A5 R A A R - JTH
JRIA > mTEE A R Bk AT 2 LA B B 48 Bl A NFEETES (implicit perspectives ) ZCHET
HIE - EHEE DUEET BAYETER (Benitez et al., 2009 ; Raven & Jurkiewicz, 2014 )
W2 EHENERHTREST (Mishna, 2004 ; Mishna et al., 2005) ~ £ 2% Bl
ZEEEAER TEIR ) itk (BMEHE - RERE » 2012) ERAGHEGECE MG EE
> &R E AT RE R BT 2 I I E PR R 6 _E SRR IR LY E TR BR8N RE

(explicit perspectives ) ZRHEFTHIET - HLASREXREUR - EIREEREN > WFEER
S EREHE . HIRTBET A B R A I A K -

R B AT 2 AT R 2 AR RO 4B 157515 2 ( Bauman & Del Rio, 2005 ; Benitez

etal., 2009) » EAVESEREFT A ER - SUTHFZER BT B IR TIAITEGN -
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A EF YRR R PR R SR 2 AR - S » WS AR
A PR UL ER 2 & FMBURF L U8 > FELBEAHIE TR AT R 2 I - W1t 774 7T 8E
IR « AR TR A E RN EE - M ERAEREIVE 2 E &R
AW R 2 R B AR A E s AV ISR el T
FRR -

e ER i W) | SR T IR BT B B - B R R E R R
G EHE S By el 2 AR R AL B B A S  Blieam » oI RE A B e E IR 2T 2 RIS BT
YRR A HEM R (Bauman & Del Rio, 2005 ; Benitez et al., 2009 ) ~ B EAK
BTTRE 2 HA S R HE I B 2GR A 2 B (Smith et al., 2009) » ZIFKEA
B BT BT 8 2 EaskAaE ) IS8 0 B sEER PRI - BNt AT Ry Rk
HEANEGHSERE ) B2 v - BB AT RT3 (Latané & Darley, 1970)
P TERRE ) PEEL > FERETR(CIRATIETIVER A PRREE ) > BN R BB AT Rl —
REAT R Z WERIRE ST » A0 AT PRI I RE TR & 1T S M AR A U5 O 5 T 2 A s
o MEBURE N A2 THEZ R > AT TR I S SR AGE - IE
Flig&EN A -

AW Z BRI RS - B AT EFAIEE T - T B
[ = KR NI iH9eaE R sE i an 2R EIER 2 E RO ISR - Bl
By BT BT B R R 2 B = KR - BT 28R B 2 1B 5 B L SRR
BT [ 2 Y o SR BB SR E ZRAG A AHE] » RS9 AT PRE T T Bl B — e
AT E AN FE - DIEFEE ERIBETE IR E REAE 2 - HI AR GRE
EEFRIEE T DRI BET R R AR » HEER 2 2 (EEraeE e
FHERPERILE 2RO - RERRE B A JT BB AR JRAER R A TR
It BRI ST n A B Mk OR AR » DRI/ A TJ7 LS
ZHEHE -

RIEARBHITAE R BE AR EFR ZHIPHIR K NI EREE BT + (DA
BETR a2 A SR B PG E R TR e VBRI IR e FR
i - WINEENER A 22 - it AHTTsE R AT ER T A ERE -
KPR hdE 2 E BB BR R - BRI ER 2 (RN EREE 1 Ko o B 2 s ER Pk
IR K » BT E S BB e S 1T BUE R B R IR AL 8 E BRI
AT - JEFRA HAMBCER - (2) B A BET s AT ET e LAV EE 0 R4k - 205
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FBHRTHRIELL  MBERRE - P2 RIS A D ITFe PRFE B R R s -
AT FeaE R A — 2 SR FR AL R & WA SR T IR - B Z IR EE TIie
Tt MR B SRS i R B HUERRAT I B A RS 1T B
REIRE 25 L B SR BT < R 2 W B SR B of > BB R T W B EE N
ZEBRBRHAZ R ~ FIETRIER ~ DU Z stREUS B 23T - A uE
HIC R AR

NEEHER - MilEAEEZ R M REE S A e 5 R Rt 2 4s
Fo FrLEGH -

SHERR

SO - BEPYES ~ AR (2013) - B M I B T B2 A 2 A 60 2 M S HLEE A RI R
ERZREZoN B8 EEESE - 32 (4) 0 372381 -
doi:10.6288/TIPH2013-32-04-07

[Wu, W. -C., Luh, D. -L., & L, L. (2013). Individual and family correlates of bullying roles
among junior high school students in Taiwan. Taiwan Journal of Public Health, 32(4),
372-381. doi: 10.6288/TJPH2013-32-04-07

RS (2015) o BR NELETIRS D 2 50 38 2T R B SRR 53 AT - T B R 2%
28 (1) 99-130

[Tu, S. -F. (2015). The elementary school teachers’ successful guidance strategies for
intervening children’s bullying behaviors. Journal of Educational Practice and
Research, 28(1), 99-130.]

BREHE (2002a) o /R REIEOETT BB IR — SR B0R - FIFEHEEH » 110 219-250

[Chiu, J. -W. (2002a). Bullying behavior in elementary schools: Teachers’ and students’
perception. Journal of Elementary Education, 11, 219-250.]

BT (2002b) - BR/ N AL E BT R ELE ST - BACEIARBEE R » 3 » 99-129 -
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[Chiu, J. -W. (2002b). Bullying behavior at elementary and middle School - a comparison
study. Journal of Education National Changhua University of Education, 3, 99-129.]

BREH ~ SREERE (2012) o F/NEEZEN 2 AR ERR AT R « BEE MRS AGHE Z bt
22 o FERHCNERRSE 0 54 0 203-250 o

[Chiu, J. -W., & Chang, L. -L. (2012). Identification, evaluation, and intervention of
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HEE (2011) - KEERRESREBFZ TEY R ER — R E R E X
4o 5db fEE -

[Ministry of Education. (2011). The prevention and treatment suggestion for school
misbehaviors or bullying incidents — the case reports of preventing school bullying.
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ZEED (201247 H 26 H ) - ReEFRZDHIZER] - BLE
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BRAISE ~ EEHH - BEEE (2011) - BR/NESFPIERR AR Z AT - HERT]
45 > 127-157 - doi: 10.3966/156335272015120045004

[Chen, L. -M., Wang, C. -C., & Feng, H. -W. (2015). Prevalence rates and common
behaviors of school bullying among Taiwanese elementary students. Education Review,
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K5 E ~ s (2013) » B PR E 2 B EE SRR AT ASRERRE T ABER -
EEMEEREH - 19 (1) 21-52 -
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BHIEDS (2010) « SREH/ VAR EGFZEBALO IR Z BN - SBEHEEE - 24

(1)>3-13-
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