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Relationship Between Social Goals and Social
Behavior among Middle School Students: Popularity

as a Moderator

Wu, An-Qi

Abstract

The purpose of this study was to investigate the association between social goals
and social behavior among middle school students, and further examine the
moderating effect of popularity between social goals and social behavior. Participants
were 565 students (291 boys and 274 girls; the mean age is 14.25) in grades 7-9 from
15 classes of four junior high schools in northern Taiwan. The study measured social
goals by using a self-report scale and used peer nomination questionnaire to measure
“sociometric popularity”, “peer-perceived popularity”, “overt aggression”, “relational
aggression”, and “prosocial behavior”. The findings show that:

(a) Intimacy goal positively correlates with prosocial behavior, while dominance
goal positively correlates with aggression and negatively correlates with prosocial
behavior. There is no significant correlation between popularity goal and three kinds
of social behavior. Both popularity goal and intimacy goal positively correlate with
peer-perceived popularity. Sociometric popularity negatively correlates with overt
aggression and relational aggression. Both kinds of popularity positively correlate
with prosocial behavior.

(b) With respect to gender difference, boys score significantly higher than girls
on dominance goal, and girls score significantly higher than boys on intimacy goal;
there is no significant difference between the scores of boys and girls on popularity
goal. In addition, boys score significantly higher than girls on overt aggression, and
girls score significantly higher than boys on prosocial behavior; there is no significant
difference in the score of relational aggression.

(c) After controlling for gender, the interaction between popularity goal and
sociometric popularity is predictive of relational aggression. The interaction of
intimacy goal and sociometric popularity is predictive of both relational aggression
and prosocial behavior. When adolescents who with high popularity goal or high

intimacy goal are not liked by peers, they tend to have more relational aggression. If



adolescents with high intimacy goals are liked by peers, they tend to have more
prosocial behavior. The interactions between all social goals and sociometric
popularity have no significant effect on overt aggression.

(d) After controlling for gender, the interactions between dominance goal and
peer-perceived popularity, intimacy goal and peer-perceived popularity, are predictive
of prosocial behavior. If adolescents who have low dominance goals or high intimacy
goals are popular among their peers, they tend to have more prosocial behavior. The
interactions between all social goals and peer-perceived popularity have no significant

effect on overt aggression.

Keywords: overt aggression, popularity, prosocial behavior, relational aggression,

social goals
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BB R IE TP F AR IR GG BF I ) 0 38 Ak IR AL SE B KR B ] By B 45
Bl REREAL G T A LB EEF D FRERGAHRN TR @
( Bukowski et al., 2018; Ellis & Zarbatany, 2007 )

LHBELEGERTY  FOFEERRAE EXEHKNAATA (Rubin et
al., 2015) = H ¥ > LBAT A FAEHEEAR A E R4 (Cairns et al., 1988;
Card et al., 2008; Crick 1996; Hawley, 2007 ) > £ & % % shEask % (overt
aggression ) LR %% (relational aggression ) WA&H X : M EESIE £ T4547
ANBHAN REBREFGAFTS  HGRARAEL - ZBHRIEET R
B NG AN AR A (ZFH 0 2010 5 Crick, 1996) - A A& AF R
HA B (Lagerspetz et al., 1988 ) it &% % (Galen & Underwood, 1997) ° 3%
BAiTA R EBGaRFYE (FlolER i% ) A AR (Crick et al.,
2002) - R E R G KB G IE L KA (Crick & Grotpeter, 1995 )
RTHBTE  DFB 6 2 FZAERWANFRRTAT IR ZE
R ARG iR EZRA (Wentzel etal., 2007) ° £ARZL
Y ARIAEGITANLENRFT VD FARGER P AL LB LB
12 A B &AL (Luetal., 2017; Wang et al., 2019; Wentzel, 2014 )

FEARAT AR GT AR ARG RABEEE ERZVE AP
BB AT A A AT ARSI R P ER & - #E#%IZH (motivation
theory) AR * AT AT AUNBR AT E E AH) (Ford, 1992) ;| £HAZL
Hegdiz b o AL g BRI F R BT AR L 9 ARAITA (Lochman et al.,
1993) - EREARZT—BARGHENGH BRTL2¥8E FOFLAMHHER
AR R A MA@ B AR - BB BT A E RS G LR (social outcomes )
5] 4o AR &~ 4F 3] E R 693 E % ( Wentzel, 2000; Wentzel, 2002 ) ° AT &9 %
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FERTRALEAFT D FXATARAL LM EAGMB - o  Kiefer #
Ryan (2008) Ml F 2V FF Az ¢ BAA R 2 ¥ E (academic adjustment ) &)
M5 > Kiefer 2 Shim (2016) Rl TH & BAHNE X RMITANBE - £
AGERBARLZGTAS @ S EREEEAERR PHEBUEM 2 REBA
X B AR S E4TA (Ojanenetal, 2012) ; M 1B B ERRE R
Ag R AGARSARGITA » 8D ZETH (Mayeux & Kraft, 2018 )
EANF D AR AR BE P 69 AL A R 2 B (LaFontana &

Cillessen, 2010; Mayeux & Kraft, 2018; Rubin et al., 2006 ) ° @BERRTE S H TR
AL AL 0 B E ZARS  ARE R A o R e R R R - ERiE

TEEM S MERARRE - At BAREA AT A A AT ¥ (van den Berg
etal.,2020) - mfELBRQEYAFNRGITAGFABE LA KRB iTA %

MAERGERKEEE A4 MARE R R 2R (27
2010 ; Cillessen & Rose, 2005; LaFontana & Cillessen, 2002 ) ; % #h @ Bl 4%
THPEEF ST Tiefr 82 T R (visibility) 0 SLABEAE P
BREMAXBOLGCERBRAN AT EXRLEAR T EABENAEE
B $10E F Aol AR IR AR Ao L5 R a4 €@ B 428 A B (Ojanen & Findley-
Van Nostrand, 2014 ) - MmiRF4+ € BAZ N KRG ERAERIITA=ZZ O TELE
Bl FO R E TR AN RS A G BAREIT A B E B 154
ho o ERMEFERA WA N BB RN A X ERNEZAGERGFD
Fo g RB BB S LETA (Caravita & Cillessen, 2012; Dawes & Xie, 2014 )

R o MR R R RAE G BAR N AR AT A MAE R Ml = F X B A a9 R
ER - AAERXE Gy AAREARR > MENEALEAME (Rodkin et al,
2013) - flke > Ojanen £ A (2005) R 11 Z 13 RZEAH S BATHEAE
BBEAERMGBER A EXRREE AR TR AT ARG
ATAZ G MIE  DARET R0 RAR A G BARSAT A BB ~ U RAER

PR E A SAT AW A - 22 KE) 0 & R 4o R E - ik &3
WAL G BRI B E TRE R AR © Sijtsema & A (2009 ) A9 &R Fu\
FREEBH R HREAAER AR HGRHEL T BRELERTE A
TR E N AR BAT AR FEAT AWM - A ML LI BAT AL
FE SRR B A S B AT 0 8RR AR AT A NG o Caravita 2
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Cillessen (2012) RIAwd ~» BF BT EFL N NFRFVFARARLE X 57
R TR EXREEALR MG EAE N BIMERREEREAEHEBE
Fo DB F A 474, (ringleader bullying behaviors ) 2 Fil &4 BBt - #83 T A
EMBARAR MBI RN LEZ R IR FHAEITAHNGBE 2L RoA#
Bl EREWXGABATE  CRBARGITANN R FVFERMETHE
FRBMORE  HAEGERALBIMATAZMBNBE DA FRR

EAGTERNERT @ FEARHHERT "HEAXREAR, o T ERH
1% B A% 894 #8% A (Caravita & Cillessen, 2012; Ojanen et al., 2005) * Dawes
# Xie (2014) XFARLEERT LKL BAR ~ BT REEA L BITA
AT S 0 AESL T BIME Ao BRIE L H D B AR S SUBRAT B 2 B B 04 3R B 2L
ReEHHBEARUNTREZ LKL XBME - RER =L TERABH
1B 0 FlEAR AR SAE Rt ERE A R A BRI N AR BT Ao Al AL g
ATAHZ M &% o % Rodkin £ A (2013) s B R 2 BRI TAGHE
B B EAIRE GAT A N AR RAE IR G B - AR TR B R AR T
B (achievement orientation approach ) 24 € B A% 448 » Brat €38R B A% ~
M RRAERMEABERBEE  TRAEFEARGERZNAERNE N LKA
GCERPRBROEZREER -

BRLEE » FOFEMRBLE T RIFMERL LG ER  HFHRALAEKA
BEGBAE T AR B TS (Hldo : KETHRAERTE) HANH - M E
Y FAREE R P RE AR AL RERE F M AR B OREITS &
FEH BAREAT AR A A BE - AARKIEFTE ¥ A4 g BARELRST
ByFo FIAE GAT B e BBt AR RAE R B BRE AL @ B AR SLIG S AT A R 7T
RERYSRE ThAe 0 WERHF D AT AR OB AR  RETHEELE -



Bt MEBHEAEEA
AR L & 0 AR B 4T
(=) BMEAFAERRLEEBAR (KL~ BESRER) S HRFE

BN AR giThA) R -
(=) BBRRA Y ARG ER N SBREEEATAHZIMBEA -
(=) BAER Y AL E AT R4 G B AR SLAL AT A X Rl A28 38 49 3R
B T RE
ERABR B 6 RFR AR AT R
(—) BPALERREBAR N B E AT A L a8t AT 2
(=) BV AW ER RRLERAIITAHAZMATHBEMAM ?
(Z) BP AR EARLTERAREITAHAZIM LT EAAG LR ?

F=8 LRRE
—~ ZEEgB#E
g B AR ERAEANRZHH T B RE RO TER (social

outcome ) * ELAEEMRV AN B F B F DL EF o KB R EF Jarvinen 1
Nicholls (1996 ) #9323m# 4% @ 44 Kiefer #2 Ryan (2008 ) #v Kiefer 5 A

(2013) &y e & - BRE4RT Rk B 4% (popularity goal ) ~ X Bt B 4%

( dominance goal ) Fv#L % &k B 4% (intimacy goal ) =#4# € B4% - £+ » &
WERBRALBRRGEEEE P EREZOEOMEFHEY ;) LRl B %
DA AEE > BEABCARKACTHER  THACRZEREN MR
FERBARRE Rt A48 X35 N SE LB ERERR TR EMA - &
At 3848 B Kiefer $2 Ryan (2008) FAi#m® 694 € B 4% 2 % (Social Goals
Questionnaire) R EM R LB H 2 AT EZ > Zehad TEL, ~ T X
Mo f THRERL B ER FRFAEEDERNFIAS AT HHEY

HEERES -



=N REKEE
AB AR AR T (2010) AAER 2 "TA R EERLE (sociometric
popularity ) 4 Fo " B0 5t 838 B (peer-perceived popularity ) | & #Big
B AT ) AR RO EIEARAR GRS X AR EEE [
i Jo 5 S BRI 45 60 B R AB RS A [ R P a3t fe B o KB SUAE A R R 4 P
% SR S EFWEIRE T REBRL RERBES X

¥ &
AR 2EFRBIRME T AGRE REREL S - RAHLR
Bro BT BB ERS KRG T A%GREZ  RERER S - RAHLRHLE

<

ARARGRETATA LSBT AL GTITS - ABITAIRETHGERA
4947 % (Crick & Grotpeter, 1995) » % % sMaZ % (overt aggression ) Fv Bl 434
%% (relational aggression ) WA X o BRAFEAZ F ok (2010) X T & @ S
b AN B0 B ST B 0 BRI A R HE RS A 15 B R ey 15 E e AT

By o FALGAT A IR X B d 69 A FI A894T A (Eisenberg, 1991) » ##]4w
T Mol REE o AARKEABERE M ER EARLLTAENEIITA

SRRV RATS  2HFRFZRLREAS > RALIHITAERR
HREERS
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AELS B DAIRTAE G BAR ~ R RTINS B BAR
R E AL RAT B Z AP - AR B0 SUR B 8 - R AR 283K -

B—8 HREBEZERIBRALIBBITAHZHMAE
KRG BN B ERZIERNGE N TZAEREOFRE TR A
AR RATE R AIE R 48 URA G BZARIITAEZHMPR -

—\HAREAEFTEROFEAERRG

"BA% (goal ), RMEAA L RNER N FHRBERGNALE - HEMEY
THRB I Ofe > AL 2E N BB I EF 4694224 (Austin & Vancouver,
1996; Chung & Asher, 1996; Dweck & Leggett, 1988; Rodkin et al., 2013 ) ° f£ 24
BoAeMgEc B RE2EGRMBAEZSR F) FHEE LA TR il
73718 B T v 38 K4 € B 4% 69 F #.( de Bruyn & Cillessen, 2006; Kiefer et al., 2013 )

AT ARAE) 0+ F 0 SR AT B o A B3R T ~ 912 67 5, ) 45 7€ 31 B 14

(Wentzel, 2000 ) » f£3& — 3t R PS8 > F 0 38 RATHEAL @ B AR - i S ) 4641 2

FIEZLE AT R A i8S EARKEE - BAEARK ST BRELE XA
Bl RESMEARRZE ~ AR BAREZET AP LEEE 6 M % (Kiefer &
Ryan, 2008; Kiefer & Shim, 2016; Liem, 2015 ) * # € 2| 2R L RE MG E R £
B3 M EE AR SR @ (social domain) #) B R R EHARITAZEER
Hob Btk e N Z o ARAH A MG BAR  ROWS BT X ERBZET hEE
WHE ¢ B AR 2 E® (goal content approach ) Fu sk # & & HtE) (achievement
orientation approach ) °

BARN ARG EABEBAFCHERPAERZIAETERGERNE

(what) - JRPEPACFPIEHTAEL R B B B @& - BRFEFREANEE 58

AR e BAER#E %] (Jarvinen & Nicholls, 1996; Ryan & Shim, 2008; Wentzel,
2000) ° BEFKEE © FOFEEBREGARLEBR T - TheaERER
WA~ B RENMA N RABREHEEBAR  2A—F & I ThrLA
AEBTERESOME  £E2BTERMEAGIES  XBRXENE



( Anderman & Anderman, 1999; Jarvinen & Nicholls, 1996; Patrick et al., 2002;
Rose & Asher, 1999; Ryan & Shim, 2006 ) -
AR EF P R E B R AR T AE B AR ) B AR (Fl o B R N B ) RE
Ao R EFRRERET S —BEHF4 G BRGAKE (Ryan & Shim, 2006) ©
WHREEEERBZNBENFTRER (why) » RAEGRERELRIERTBHY
HAARERRAFRAT > THRAALZEAR TR F ORI
(social competence) @ &M ABAEB CHAL TN N RAHRDARZE LR
BEHAERRN  SLERRAPEXEREARLGRE @Mz N TARERE
J& (Kiefer et al., 2013; Kiefer & Shim, 2016; Ryan & Shim, 2008; Shim & Finch,
2014) ° Rodkin %A (2013) RETA#GEaRa T =HEERE8&K: (1)
R E M A EA R IIE TG R B4R (social development goal ) |
(2) 2@ ER R g g ke T ER B4R (social
demonstration-approach goal ) | ; #v (3) F T @B R AAG & @3FE T@
# & 3 B 4% (social demonstration-avoid goal ) | °
McClelland (1985) ERAFREA = RARGH A4 - # A (power) ™ &
# (achievement) 5% /B (affiliation) ° HF - # A B4 IsEEHE S —EA
R—FHAEAEBERIEFNRAY J RRE M E EH R B R - BARFEEA
BHEAGRINRE  REHBAELS BREOK A  ToaMturend)
BYE PR —BAMROER  RRBEMOLGLEHEY HAR TR
B Fu TRER BEAR K E R L HHZREM%68E (Kiefer & Ryan,
2008; Merrick & Shafi, 2011) - izt # & St Ao 3| T AR4TAH - @ " B
2 BRASKZT BEA B4 M (situation-specific ) #9%&#% (Kiefer & Ryan,
2008) © ABRENG M A R mQBEL 0 KT RF D FAERBLEFRT AT
BROGEBR— Bl 1 BT BEIEG9RT ~ 2 I8 AL 6 BB A&~ 2%
RAETE BB S A S AIERIAE - BIR K S g B AR Lo T3 E b ey ATR A
PATA  HOFERNZRE QLG B AR BT 0 BN T XRARRE T RE
SHEHAGTERG S -
AR EROALEET BRI
NEBRE AT BAR GG R ERAR T HRPAERGERNE - £K
HEDFAAGBRSBOFET - BA R KM L Jarvinen $ Nicholls (1996)



FRES R ) T4 BAZ P& (Social Goals Questionnaire ) | ° HEARIEIE 8 A &
BTy "B AT ERNFHRTA AL H AR BRER -2 RaS
% Bt (dominance) ™ # % Rk (intimacy) > #%3#%t (nurturance) ~AE% 7
(leadership) ~ =¥ (popularity ) Fei@ &M (avoidance ) 184w A -
¥ XEMEGEAEEBSAELRFEERE T EREAHETREEL Y BTESH
EEERR A CERUF  MER @ A EEA EEALREEE TRAR
FHiaik s HFARKHER G THA  FH % EEAAH A AR RABAL
o st AR B~ SR AR BAF 5 AR ) & 58 B B A AR B A% P R 5
AL H TR AL RBAME ; RBLH EREAS LA E ZF0 G
CHMMA N RERACES QBROEEENABARARRBL Y R E
BAAIS) ~ STRRABE B T (Jarvinen & Nicholls, 1996) -

i Patrick % A (2002) #9580 % R T 742 - RERF =8
2 o & F4E B 4% (social responsibility goals ) & % F b 4% 2 Bl % Ko A
Ao R GRERBAIE N REE THREANTASE ) st B R e RAER
HEBRAERBNHERARELEEGBE  OHEBRSHHLRFERRFE - AR
HETFER  AGHER/M A B4R (social intimacy or relationship goals ) %34
PEMERIF R R ELAENEY BE—BELH BRLCEAZERTF K
A A Fa et > fmHERA B S B a2 (Patrick etal., 2002) ° 8%
AL GHE R/ G B AR RAL R —H — R E ARE - A g B4R (social
status goals ) B Re&yAM A "L~ FHA G AL » LTI RE8 24 B
MEv#E R FH—THHEE (Ryanetal, 1997) -

i 2k » Kiefer #2 Ryan (2008) #v Kiefer % A (2013) &4 KR 454L & B
B A XBREBR RERBRTREBR = E - £ IEHEBAR
(dominance goal ) A FI &V HA M) & F 2 - BFABEBIRM B T o ERA
FH A TR BEREN  MERB % (intimacy goal ) & KL EHZ 148 7 £
3 AR B R L R BB ¢ 2 BAZ (popularity goal ) R B E
EBRRGEHEM P ERE SO FTHEY

B — M AE G BAR6 £5k 0 4 Locke (2000 ) &9 AR BRI A
(interpersonal circumplex ) # /&M% + %% T1AAE£# B4 (agency goal) |
Fo TR Bi4% B A% (communal goal) 4 * %2 BB & F D F4 B H 4 F #3b

i



£ o 33 % Rk 89 F KA g9 #% (Ojanen & Findley-Van Nostrand, 2014 ) ° 18 A £ 8
BAREZ ARG B & (self) AP @ BAEHIL ~ X Ffo L EIEGEME > B
Kaizh A2/ £RMGBIZAEAL T EREMAENETE
S A28 8 Ao F 16 K (Hagemeyer & Neyer, 2012; Ojanen et al., 2005) -

BANARARER  REMNZEHLEG BRGERAMRE BB T
o TR B KRR ERGAE B4R #ldw > Mayeux # Kraft (2018) 44+
SAGARER £ "THAFMGBE 9F 0L LANFsBEESHF A
Ojanen % A (2012) ¥+t~ NFRPANARTTER » K EARGMEBAZ
(closeness goal ) L8R BESGN AL - A —F @ FHLLZMER L R4
& HA BAZ (social status goal ) * Anderman #2 Anderman (1999 ) 4t# & ~ 5
FRBE AR s Ryan £ A (1997) ¥ 443 A FR L EHARERH X
o BFHALAGHUMBR LTI BEESNLH - S~ 2R TRRREL
N BRI TR TGO MEZEAETA RN REY T A
FH % (publicimage) o ; MEERRFHZNAES ANBREHET » FREK
RO BIEE RS - &% E ZLUEI N ~ B MR e 7 X R A 3E B
THARFRMERNZELAE G BREFAZLENRE (Patrick et al.,, 2002) °

T RN EREOETERRERT U, "HA N EG  fo

"HRMGRER, R N TRt e BRRAR BT RRE N A
RBE N AR AN BRI BN ERAERBRGOERKET » TReHK
BB RO AR BT AR A~ BAM 5 MAFR > HAREe i
R R EFARMAAGRLE  RE R A BRI G BRGEBAIER
PRI B A 00 AL AT A @B L B (Mayeux & Kraft, 2018 ) © AR#F R 452 A
Kiefer #2 Ryan (2008) A& Kiefer % A (2013) FifE A 2% #30 ~ L Bt fo il F
R g BIRZ 5% 0 sbHES B X °F & T Jarvinen ¥ Nicolls (1996) 75
ACHERVTORE LB KL= nq & F &85 Patrick A
(2002) A GHAFRFERBEEAR - S BEHFRXHE THBERIES A
BRI G 94§ B A% 48 0 3E4E Patrick £ A (2002) Fr32E]ey TR G ibAr B AR
ZHBRE E—FBAMARGE PG BAZ s T2k, BT XA
My MA@ ATERABRAKREIE P S EY B R TR A RE
B IR Fa 2R o F U3 ta N B AR AL ¢ B AR MA AT A Z A AR -

10



S ATEREABRITAHZIAWAR

B EE R R Y L8 F D Foy BARAITARBZIARER » & RKAEA
IR N A RIFBMAE— T B4 B 4% (relationship goal ), ¥ L E R FV F
FHAMMNEFALE GO RS LEA B SHOREEEMRZE ; MmER TS BAR

(control goal )| * L AE EHAAZ IR FTAE MFof AR 694EFI 9 R &

SmEDF o QRN EERCH o SUE ) R 0 BREIUE — RS &R E A
&) F) 54 4 . (Chung & Asher, 1996; Renshaw & Asher, 1983 ) e

438 R R AL M4 894 € B A2 » Heidgerken £ A (2004 ) #9FF 2242 %]
5 /% B 4% (affiliation goal ) s ¥ 4T A7 /£ % @ 4R > Ojanen F A (2012)
HEEL N NFRF D FHAREER 0 R B (closeness goal ) ¥ A% £ 54
Bl BE% A48 - M Ojanen ¥ Findley-Van Nostrand (2014 ) 4% 384 4 ¥
ZHEORBAREREN LRI GEARARMARGF RS G40 > LAEE
TRR T AR SRR TR 9 ) » AL 4T A/ 7 @ > Ojanen F A (2005) 44t
ANXNFREZENARBERAT LM G BZAANEGITAGTEBEEEMAN - B
BB @) A AIAL G AT A A B H LM i BT B e R Z 9 B 5 > st
REAE G B AR AR L BT A6 B4 ¢ Crain £ A (2005) 414 134 £ B/ & F
B R R KA B 44 &3 B 4% (friendship continuation goal ) #2[]
A% 4 69 SRR BB AR B AT A 3E B BR S BB 0 1255 T @ R A AR g R M B
143 E 55 3% (hypothetical ambiguous relational provocation situations ) ——1] 4w
LGB AR RN REREE AR T A EB AR ) BB GSCE
#8& (likelihood ) fF/E#8% & 48R 5 Visconti £ A (2015) St HBEFRZEH
MEEA  mRERY - BA " 4% 1% B 4% (relationship maintenance
goals )y #1372 ~ H&k ~ PRI AERRAT A AF A% &M - Wentzel (1994)
4475 & 7 E AR AR T AR g B4R (prosocial goal ) B¢ RIE B
#% (social responsibility goal ) 1R B4 X AT A X B8 ; &R &KW - MAEBRY
MAREGATR (ot BE N 0 F N FBEAE) FEBEEEAAM  HFER
TR (Bldo D ITHR N BIRAAE ) ABRE G4 - S48 Samson F A

(2012) 4t3tak@ B AR B ACRAT 2 2 B W 69 CIRR LA P AT 663 — B > B

BRI T b AR b oy Flat & BAR B SR AT B X RIF 4 & & g BBt

HEBAE N AN EETEAR DR DNREARTE D FAHLOAR
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MR X B B AR AT A5 B84 T4 B (Heidgerken et al., 2004; Ojanen
etal.,2012) » Kiefer 2 Wang (2016 ) 4t#f 347 & X FREL TR LIEE » £
BLME B A% A5 88 % IE o) FARE R F SRR 9 SNAURIF Y - M e B B AR
(popularity goal ) $ 9MBaFo A4 X B AL BAZ EARH] © B — M & X BLHLIL
ALY TEAXHEBAZ, A E®ER T X%¥4iT4 (Ojanenetal, 2005) - &
HEERRR T AETRAR T MRS B 6938 hn (Ojanen & Findley-Van
Nostrand, 2014 ) ° 4& % Sijtsema £ A (2009) B AL FAHAAE &30 B AR 9L F %
ZHERERK  EEAHHOFEILERAFRF D FHRARLTY AL GHME
WBFRATHZ R G EAAM > EAENFRF A AZIME - Wright FA
(2014) RIS ERM BIE S A T LB 1% (popularity goal ), #1 "3 &
% B4Z (social preference goal )| * 4K 313 MfE B AZ B BT A AR /T A
BB f5 - SbETE 477 B EAF D FHMRER - R BRI A G EF LR
Fatal N AR GITAGARE AN HES BRASNBAARA GRS
g4a B o M Li $1 Wright (2014) ##EBRRR%EGF I FIARERLA » #
BARSLONES RIS At ARG AT AR BN 2B
BAZ B B A AL T A AR E AR - s Wright £ A (2014) %
RAXBROB RO G R AL aMAR—2 -

B ERARTUAESE A EMA Y BELAREROAEES B AR AL RF] 18
ARAT AR B > MR BT AT G MB - Ak X EH
N1 b dyit g BARRI B RAT AR B % EAR B ¢ AR 0 A BT P L ERG
frogit g BARTAE A M @tE - Bp R r o AT Ao Ak @ 4T AR EAB B -

*
=%
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Fof RERLEZBSERARAABRITAZAMAEL

— N REL KL EBRSH N

BRI/ R I EAMM PR T - @ LA R AR ) B RS A 1B B8 AL R A ) e
ey AE AL 1 R4 (preference ) Fv X #iE (popularity ) @ EHhAEE E £
Cillessen 2 Rose (2005) &9#F %+ 5 5 #4F " A3 2 < @A (sociometric
popularity ) | Fo " E {40 < #E B ( peer-perceived popularity) | ; X3 E
SR ERAERARGRE YR T X EANRE 0 FHrT BRI A
5B B AL B G B A% o 6934 ~ AR RIERAZ R S ARENNRE
( Cillessen & Rose, 2005; Rubin et al, 2006; van den Berg et al., 2020 )

EBRFHOARTT  BFAELTEXREERIERLERF D FL B
B A8 ¥ gAML PR A AAL R B0k 0 A ERADMFRESR A
fE 6 82 5 A 2 AR & 8942 & ( Parkhurst & Hopmeyer, 1998 ) ° X % #5732 75 4B
Coie #A (1982) s4#uk « SFA RS- AL MMAE " & E# (most like)
Fo TR E#K (leastlike) J #9A > HEEANRLBEAFRRFRAH Flrik
TR BRREBRORLZBERERFAERORLEE A TERARER
R ¥FtE (social preference ) & —:2&EmE LoyiF 5 Forad AR TRikiea
(popular group) | * 130 &F B TikIEL A (rejected group) |

PR TBEFRE UM E AR N B R R BB RS 69 AL A 2 S 0 3
F O R Z AT o R R R R B B 694 AL i - Eder
(1985) G4 AFEXM 5 SHHRBRRAR RGBT F RRKEFHNF I &
WATTABRE S AR A RIFERHE  AREBR - RS HP AR HLH
AR ZEMBANER (morevisible) B K S BAFT4 - PELER B B3R

R e RIS A RA SR LE T RBLSIEST  BIEL
WABEZEBRNEE  — o ANTHEAERAR N RS\ EFERBELFTFER

fi ; AR FHE AR KSF ~ B RA RIS (Eder, 1985; Parkhurst &
Hopmeyer, 1998 ) < B#MAR T » LK S HARMBR LT X - FFHF D FR LM

P32 Mg T &2, (mostpopular) # T & R Z#ki , (least popular) &9
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A (Cillessen & Rose, 2005 ) * 3t B &AB A B 4 ko & 52 B30 B 6945

BAEH R R AR T B BB L) ko B B By AR B R B AR &
van den Berg ¥ A (2020) &9 @AM AT » AL 3T 8 LB L B 15 Jo
BOEORMGERAERRMART T 0.2 2] 0.7 F%F > MKREDIHKREBR Rfoi
Byt AE R —H 4 EAB M (r=.45) @ Parkhurst $2 Hopmeyer( 1998 )
R WRA 36% AR RO EZ A RRREA 5 RE AT R
B mE AR 28% 0 S R B TR EZARFER AT EREHE -
gk 0 AR R B AT E 69 4T A3 & (behavioral profiles) &R EABF] @ HAER
T ERRLEAG R H iR LLE N F D FAALR ARG ARG A6 45
P R TAL R 3 B R A RAT B A A AR B ko R BRI R AT
% 2 T4 8 (Cillessen & Rose, 2005; Puckett et al., 2008 ) °

BT BERBABBIEBEEIREY A ERLE - #18
FEMARMGEMX EEY T RMEL R A BN AR B
BBASE RATARRLEE AR B BB - BORH R B AR AR R AR
LRI T AL AT Ay 4 B B
N RERRERAEITAHZAMAR

ERE BB R RS ¥ B R AR BRI E » ITARRLEELAARE -

T ERRLERHE  BFHRRL S E A GIT AN 540 fL 5] i fo

BEL R N ERMMEE N BB AW E R B RAE - AL REE A SN
AFofE NER (VHEM > 2014 5 #2573 0 2010) - Coie FA (1982) RIFAR
T %F M Aot T F & ) AR & B 6 R3] 4 B BRE A (popular) ~ #hiE LA
(rejected) ~ #HZAA (neglected) ™ F/&AR (controversial ) Fo-F34 %!
(average) BAEFER > H ¥ > TH#HIELH Mgt TR BEEARY
POMAGITAH N LS5 T TR ARITA  ZRHk (2010) & EEF D
SR RABERTHAIGTESREEAMGAERA 39 a0 LHl&ER
¥R AR R B RAT AR A BB N SRR AT A X RIATAE
iE 157 B 6t

MmE R LBLE SO F D F  BETRLFENEGHESIFIER -
{2 AR R E B B4 e47 %A (Cillessen & Rose, 2005) ° Parkhurst #2
Hopmeyer ( 1998) 9%} A% T & Bl ko 5% % #k 30 FBE 2 o 54T 2 2 ] 64 iE 4

;dl\

E
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B - Bp R Ao R E B e R R E BRSNS F Y F 0 R aRedr
B BRBEIMANIK ; ZFH (2010) 9 RLERT B F R KL
FE R AR R B AT A A A BRE E 48 B © Mayeux £ Kraft (2018) 4t# 300 % >
NFBEE QA RAR  BAMMG T L E (popularity ) o #MASCEE
Ml B Ao e iT AN GFABRE LA > LBEEERTER T M AL E A4
@474 - Malamut £ A (2021) 4tHEEZ N FHBB AWK ERE  FHTHRA
ez TRBRWE ) BAT AR RNMG 0 BREAN > R EEIMNASE N
G B o AL @ AT A3 F AL BE % B4R B - 3 E S TR T R F 09 MR A0 Bl 4R 2L
itk MAQBRTREFHFEGITAH -

LaFontana $2 Cillessen (2002) L 408 frva 2 A\ F& 24 AH % B BRRA
TR R EAAE AT AHZ B - &R A E R SRR
R B AR AR A QB MR ke R L AR AT A
2 BN WAL R R RAE AT A Z RN SIKER - Aa ko
Bl o BRI AR B R B S AR g 4T A B9 48 B M £ 9% o Puckett
A (2008) 4%t~ NFRZAMHRE > Fm TABIE ~ o TR EH
FEARATAZ W RET & REA » MG B R BB EF AR
FEAAH A RIEAAE AN FAN PR RLERSAT )~ S1F
ITAMBRE AR BB AT HIERAIKA BRI EARTAR T REFH
PGS BATA MR BREEESGTAR T REFHMAIEATH - BEH
(2014) 9P RENHREE Ao S EQE - HRE PR KRG F D FET
&5 (cluster analysis) @ B3 "#HE %, A FHEaRA LA GHEF
RANG4FE - T3k AR E R R EFAa ST A (Bl 0 T35~ RRAR
BB N R N R AR E ) AR EAAR c BRAMAER -

BT REBARAKALT ERRLEAARTAHZEAN - F
Pk BB R A RATH B R B BB (A2 79 0 2010 5 B 3%EH
2014 ; LaFontana & Cillessen, 2002; Parkhurst & Hopmeyer, 1998; Puckett et al.,
2008) - M EEIAARE ERBESRLENF D FH e R B
& A1Eah45E (Cillessen & Rose, 2005; Mayeux & Kraft, 2018; Puckett et al.,
2008) 0 [ do R B L 3t IR 48 % S A R AT A A7 AR IE ) 8 B

(Malamut et al., 2021 ) -
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AHE 5K ) B MR AR, T A MR R LS B R s M A B A A A R AT A A
FRARATHN MG - T—HEFE— S RARRANAEE BEAZ  ARITE R
R &b 4 B P B e B o

R AR RRGRREITHZHBRS
AU FERARG AR LR ERRTATHZHZ AL BT
B

ARBAL AT A B ST AR AR 6 R B 0 A > R AR R oy o A o

BIETHEE —FHB N BEREEREFEAEZAE > BT
A BAR N B RAT A EAE AL Z [ 89 Bl 44 © Ojanen % A (2005) A 276 4 11
ZBREFAAREL  HA "R ELRLE L ARSBMYE IR - FEE

BT HBEAITAFFAEGITA s EREN > AR GTAHE S E B A B AR KE
ANERBAR N & B ey Fo (K B R IE B3 7712 48 5 M B+ S8 AT A R 4K R) 4%
B~ ZEEIERBEEAAN > MEAXEBERBAZ EOTERTHETA B
AEWTRR THAGITS  LEMGBEZBEEARRTHAEGTS - RTHE

BARA R E R AR A RATHZ R RGBT IL » LA 2ERE]  HABITH
T AE ) B BB AR 04 2 e B Ae BB A 8y F AR aE e B AR B

( Caravita & Cillessen, 2012; Dawes & Xie, 2014 ) ° Caravita ¥ Cillessen

(2012) # 276 & B/ NEE 196 LB ¥ F D FME > fmtt @ BARAH
EWIRHBE L MANTRESBREE LR R EREA - EF D FHET - @
ANERBRAR LR R EFARE T4 - ML F A B AREER
RO EAABRETEAN MA - BAZMERALEIROEN LR R
ZEQRRATHATAH FEBARAA SLEREENHEALT  BAZHEE
REFAETAZMGERMZERS » T FFEfESEAXNEB R Si
X EAE  BHFRTANRERS

B oh K B 5 %4k B LaFontanna ¥ Cillessen (2010) #/& &) T E4R/%

#:3% (prioritizing popularity ) | &R R 8k F D F 42 BIE B 44 P # T g
WAERER BRI ZEMABIMOARLZGRHEFET - HaEE TR

W, mIEEEY (Flhe 0 RENREBMG S BFRAAACERE) 92E
(Cillessen et al., 2014 ) ° Cillessen % A (2014 ) 4%t 288 & \FRF U SF ey
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RBEBR > R ERREEERARRKREN I AR AR TARBE LY
; van den Broek % A (2015) 4% 314 % 14 £ 19 3R% 4 69 K b & A B 4%
BRXBLENERTRLYI AR ERTAR G A HUIEXR T ETH - L
R R BREHAAEREY TBRE WER  HELE XLRYH
B G R RITHEEBE

Dawes ¥ Xie (2014) ™ 341 & -F3F# 12.01 RXFVFAH LG R

g

i
g

ARELEFVFRBROBRARKRLEZRIFRBRREREAT A T
WRIBCETHRAEGADG AR EREAN > IRLBRALKRL T 0T
% (popularity-driven behavior * 4o : 2 7 HARR K EMBA LAY GHF) foill
BITAM G ABE AN ; st RRLBRAIREEZ MR IR 84

% Ew) B EA % (social aggression * 4o @ AL A N HIEH A AR

% PR RZMGSE) LRAR  HEXBROLENFIFME  BH
SR B M BEE AR R SRR  EHRREKEE
MFEDFRR > RRLBAREE R BTAGMB L RREE

Bz EARMGY  FOFEREEREGARIIRFHGHER 2 E
e Fodb ey LB N R BR AT - FRERLEA RN LB ER

Mo mMARRAITA Y BA RAMIEST N HHECA 0 B SURT A SRR A
RGP A2 E2e94EA (Kieferetal,2013) > £ & D FHEUEmibMA L
BB R X BAMAG BT AR E ETR H L RGE B ERMN B AT
B F D FRTRECET B S50 & BT LR A mAF R X F 69 B 2U4T8) » &
MAEANRLE T L % IR AIAE G 4T A (Mayeux & Kraft, 2018 ) ° &1 3L sA i
Bl FLOFTRREMNE F KL E N HIK > RRATERZAGEAZGEEMK
BRARBHAERAITA ; MERARBEAR AL F D F 246 BAZSA AT A6
105 FMERMAESIATA  CEMEF D FAEMAE T A LTS -
AR ERHBRIR AR F A EABY R CE TRV ELAL BN
AARAT AT GG BB o SR ARAAL G B AR ~ B S B ~ B
BeFo 2L GAT A QBT » ARG AL @ BAR AL AT A A9 A a2 R -
ASEERNEROZAGTEZGSBEFT A > BFRFF R~ XBRELR
FEREAERF G BAR | A m I AR RERLRITA - LA GTIT AN
ANARGEIR o gboh R T BRE B A A T G 43R 60 B 4o 5 BRAE 69 3R B T AR
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Ih o BRI EXRRLER T RAARAA S B RARITAZHGFAAL
BR e

AR RZA GRS -
(—) BP AP BAZ N BERBAZ ~ Bt BAZE SN AT ~ Btho ¥

FoF AT ATAZIMABREARN - B Y AXERTERLE ~ FH
Go B B B B INIA A N A R AR AT A R AR E AR -
(=) BV AZXAHRFERREEARFAG BRBEEATA M ARG LR
2-1 AR ERBQEH R BARBINAR B A AR -

22 MR ESLEHIPEH X R BAR I BELRA AN LR o
23 AR ETHRLEHB FRBAZBINEL R A ARG AR -

i

24 AR ERBQEH R BARE MG R B A G AR -

2-5 AR ERHLE H LBkt BAZRM AL BA AT R -

2-6 AR ERMILEHRE R BAREBGHBAAHLR -

2-7 AR ERREEH X BAZAA A GITHA AT LR

2-8 AR EHEEH BB FZAFEGITAHRE AG IR -

29 AR ERREEHRER BREAEGITHRAG AR
(=) B A R4 < 80 B AR B4 g B AR SAL AT & R A A & 20k

1

N

3-1 R s g2 B BEH R BAZ R BAA B A AR -
32 R So R B0 B S & mutk BAR BN BRSO A R
33 )M Ao 5 S MK B R E B B AR MBS A R B R
3-4 s R EH R BARRMGAEREAGHR -

o

3-5 oS % R B R ok B AR AR R AR R
3-6 FlMfso R e H B R B AR A B o A AR -
37 RIE0 0B H 2L B RBAR T AH AHBR -

@B aE B
RIS
B

;dl\
o

3-8 FEfso R B EH X R B AZMAE AT AR AL KR -
3-9 BME4o S BCEEH R E R B AR BA AL GIT AR FH AR -
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¥=F WMAF*%
AEERRARTRRRGTRE T > AHWE > 5514 SRR 5
REZNARTERER G o UTFRATHFERNA -

f—f MAEHE
BN SRR 3 20 AT RS ¢ — A& B AR\ 2T SR AT
BZAMEY = HEBERSREERRARITAZYE = 2R®

Bk @ BAREAL AT B Z R AR HE 00 & S A © B 2-1 AR R RARE -

B 2-1
GRS
A B8R HRATH
% ¥k B A% ~ o BE v 8
¥ B B AR B A% i 22
WE R B AR HAL AT B
ZERBE
GEER L& Sl
5] A o KR R

Ao HEHR

AT AT AT 00 BORHRIR By 35 F A 2019 £ 5 A TR MR B B R
IR E e AT B P o AT B AT P A e B AR AR 0 R R R RTK A
30 4% o SHEA 1S MEBERE 602 tr A B H - MR T SMALEARAR 7
AN RAE—FRULAB ZHERI0AN  REPANRTR SRR 565 A -
HP o FA21 A (51.5%) ~ %4274 A (48.5%) @ @& mthAEFR 141
AN ANFB2T0 A~ FB 54 A0 ERF AR P F8 8 1425 7 (&b
12.75 %~ &R KR 1583 )R ) -
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=t MELER

—\AGBEREX

AAREREBERAXERBANER PAZHEBAE » ELHHEA Kiefer &2
Ryan (2008) Az " @ BRE.R, £t 128 a0 =Brzk %

B A% ¥ (popularity ) #4728 (flhe @ ERFARLE LK BHZHRET

AT E ) ~ B (dominance ) 4 A& (fldo @ & KAo A KL —ALEF -
KRERBMLEE) S RER (intimacy) 3# 4 88 (Hlao - ERP AL — &
B BAERAET AR T) c HEAFR THEERFEL ~ TBAH
Sy THBERS » TXE/EL R TEERE BEERETES  EIB
AR E 1-5 4 e

DA RARAREATRELE W 2 F @ » 2 F KX Cronbach’s o &
Z 78 H Tk, 24k (4#) 2 Cronbach’sa &4 .78 > " L &M |
5 e+ (448) Z Cronbach’so 84 61 "HER, 22X (4748) X
Cronbach’s o B2 .79 « MEF @ * REEPCAT Z R AY BLETHEENRE £

E At & 85T ¢ =301.186 > p<.001 ; CFI=.879 ~ SRMR =.085 (95% CI
[0.083,0.103]) ~RMSEA =.093 » £ ¥ » CFI & (% X# .90) - #v RMSEA
B (FEHL .06) B R (Hu & Bentler, 1999) ; #& Browne #2 Cudeck
(1992) £k RMSEA N7 .08 £ .10 X M & FAER 8 F k438
(marginal fit) - BF &M ES @ R TR Z XEHEBARGFE A T FRAM
AE—RE > REBROCMAECERTREEGERM, 2R F & TR

2 200 R R EAMENN 44 E 81 2R o by MR LARIZ AL A 38
BERER L EZRERK > B Kiefer #2 Ryan (2008) Z 2 & &M EAEM L 4
A > 75 Fabrigar £ A (1999) 3% EA LS HERN E2V E 2 o043 > ¥
REACHBERAER °

N RBRQLERE

ARREFRAEMBRE T XA ER T A AR ERREEARFH i TR
PR #RAEXREENRLAF S AL HAEL THRIR T REE
B Aot — RO ZMEF - FEe R KRR REAFSFRE T L



BIAF Ao TAGRE MBS RIFELER  UBERAEM - FHEA
A4 ) REIBIC AR - S-S F R 3T k693 B K(Coieetal., 1982 )
AR ERRLESL "TREH, Mo HRE TRAEHR L Yo HNER R
Wi BB R " ANGRA Mz o BRE T AGRE L Wz o BHEX -
ZNARRTAREL

AR BER GG KB EB F A ZISMASE G B oA GITA
ZRRRNAERITA  FLAEEEGGRAB B RIT A ZAREFERE L - SR
BORLARA Q2T AR "ITANBANBALF HGAENRLAW
R LAWNITAR THRIEE T T FRREEANMARREY  F AR GITANR
LA plhe TEBHHFBMEAL RBLAFHHEALER  UHEKAHEM -
BAAAGEAR S ) R A BAZ T 2 ¥ -
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FwE R
AFRFALR SPSS23 AR A B M T T B - A BRI H AL T o
— Buigst
DM SRIT o SR E R BAE IS AR ER B ARITER
BRI B o ) A ko % B RN N A R R AR R AT BT -
N EBRAHEAN

DEBAABEMMST R PARL G BEE R E AR TATAHZABER
A AT R — e
ENFHIBRRARE

UG LR RN AR R Z B ¥ A A G BAE R EAMTITA
ey ERBER -
W FH RS

PEARAIE B FEHRG A RRAAG FIBOTFERE T A2
P B OR AR AR R R B 0B LR B TR 6 B A% & RE 23R B 4 0B ey R 3 SRR R
M54 G4 (BReSE 0 2019) ° AAARAE A — X Z @i A 2k » Be &
FAR TR~ X Bl Ao % R A4 @ B AR SN E S N BRSO N AR AT
B e MR AT G F AT F R Ao B o 5 S BRI B B 3 kT B

B R AR — L = o
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FwFEr MAREEXR

AR RIEE - ATRNBZH > B RRERREG AR LR
AT A 6 R ST AR AT R 0 B B P SR b e £ R AT
R BEHARMLHQ A S B AR T A Z MR -

F—f ARETER N LREEEBEZATAHZH MG R M EY

AEBHFTIRPASRPBEAZ IEMHBEEZ S BERBE AR ERE
W ER KR B N SNBRSCEE N B S AR AT A B ILE B
ok 4-1 Fiom » WEGITBA G E TR EHEZ TP BAZ M L Bl B AR

(r=233,p<.001) ~HERBAZ (r=.51,p<.001) HFLEBEZEAM; AR
FERRLE AR TR E ABE T (r=.70,p<.001) ; sMEAL
B iAo BEEEME (r=51,p<.001) ~BAEETAHBEE RN (r=
-19,p<.001) - B BaFEgiTAH#E B (r=-09,p<.05)

% 4-1
FS E-EE Tl o) RES (SR

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1. B B AR —
2. X B BAR 033%%  —
3HRERBAR 051%**  0.05 -
4.SP 0.07 -0.02  0.05 —
5.PP 0.12%*  0.04  0.09%  0.70%**  —
6.9M A% 0.05 0.14%% -0.07  -0.23%%* (.04 —
TR 0.06 0.07  0.07  -0.28%%* (.04 0.51%%%  —
8AAEITA 0.02 S0.12%% (. 18%*%  (.34%%% (. 43%%% 0 [9%k* 0 (9% —
T # 3.04 191 410 0.13  0.11 -0.01 0.01 0.03
B E 0.86 0.67  0.72 1.60 154 0.97 0.98 0.99
3 SP= AR ELHLE - PP= Rl H -

*p <.05. #¥p < .01. ***p <.001.
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WEGBEIZHIAE  HEEET® > RL BARARFAE R E
A EMM (r=12,p<.01) ; XEMAEBZEMELER (r=.14p<.01) H4£
B IEARR] N A GITARGFABEE G (r=-12,p<.01) ; REKRBAZ
PR LB E (r=.09,p<.05) FoflA @478 (r=.18,p<.001) ¥77
LRAETANY 2RBEF @ BRI ERERM RSN ELE (r=-23,p
<.001) FuBfthsk B (r=-28,p<.001) FFEEZ G~ AL SITHRGF
fBFEAMM (r=34,p<.001) ; FEEsg 280 g b A4 €47 B 520
ZEAER (r=.43,p<.001) -

B8 MALEFRAAGTER S XRGEERARLIITAZEZRGTH
A ARBARMI A TALER TR XREEARRITAHAI BZEE
B R IIARR AR E » 2 Cohen’sd A AF4% » HHEZ B 28R E -
ok 420 G BRT @ AL EELE T XEMHBAR, LEAEE
MR EE (t=4.19,p<.001) » FANF S (M=202) BEHH&E (M=
1.79) ;s ik "HRERBAE, WFo T EABEER (1=-250,p<.05)
S ATy (M=418) BESWF AL (M=4.03) ; F Atk £ L it B4R
FRERBERLYEZELRENHIA 354 21 ABBFTE - F LA R
RO BRFre tREREBRERE  BOaMRIAZHIRLBZRMN 2
B oARITHY @ ARLAHEEIBELE (1=9.51,p<.001) FFAEETH
(t=-4.61,p<.001) L HMEHMHENER + FAEANMALE LTS (M=
034) BEE&SIE (M=-037) » X ALFLGITAHLNFS (M=023) #
2o FAE (M=-014) - BAFo A A BEABR LY ERZZIRERKR
B 9 AFREGTA LG EZERRETHF A 38 F ~ A AMGAETSY
B R ERERRERE B RLELGHGRBEEEN LR -
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* 4-2

REMEA A G BAR ~ KB ILAE AT A IR AR AT
95% CI Cohen’s
(N=291) (N=274) d
g8 M SD M SD t LL UL

Z ¥ B AZ 3.07 090 3.00 0.83  0.90 -08 21 08
X Eobt B A 202 069 1.79  0.63  4.19%** 12 34 35
WERBAR 403 075 418 0.69  -2.50% 27  -.03 21
HRFELEGE 012 174 014 143 -0.10 -28 25 01
Bl #fidn @i 022 1.62 -0.00 144  1.72 03 .48 14
o} B S 034 121 -037 040  9.5]%*x 57 86 .79
B 4% 4 5% 0.02 094 004 1.02 -0.78 223 .10 .06
G AT A 0.14 084 023 1.10 -4.61*¥* .54 .22 38

% :Cl= E8EM ' LL= FR > UL=LR -
*p <.05. #¥**p < .001.

=8 RBRUEHAETERARIFTAZABER
AT R R RKRY > TR S HH £ B B AR - RER BAR S ShERSE
BAGITA LG ABENMRN 2R AL - F 4 X BRES
ME R BARBUR - SRR ERRE S~ AR GAT A RIBAK -
AR AE R F A AL G B AR ~ SUBAT Afo P AL 4T A L 5T fE 174
ZR I HAGERI D FARTITEARMGRBEAME NG G EAZ AL RE
FIEIRAC B oy TR~ 8 TR AR EF W (Ryanetal, 1997) ; % £ 84
e R EEZ AR X A5 ~ AE LI R E PR AR E WA ¢ B AR
( Anderman & Anderman, 1999; Mayeux & Kraft, 2018 ) ° Kiefer & A (2013)
MARER > FRBAZEXRMEERLOFT RS HAZERERBARL
R @R R BARAARERERTERLBZ G BENRN£2E - {275
AR AR P AL BAR La9iF o &4 #% (Kiefer et al., 2013; Kiefer &
Ryan, 2008) ° ARXATA T @ @ BAEARERER > BEHLHNERT » F
ABMRMBEAITA N HAFI LI - Mk EMRITHEEF  SURFF A

7

s # (Bjorkqvist et al., 1992; Cairns et al., 1988; Crick & Grotpeter, 1995) ° #|4t

25



TATA S E 0 Xiao FA (2019) sy =AM R &R > FlAEGITA LEH £ E
AEUNE] P E ; van der Graaff £ A (2018) E &M A R ey 45 € 4L AL BB T
R EE R AL AE TS W 497 £ F D Fehut EMARER
LAY FIREGITAEEM TR IALES -

RIBAT R 2R £ B oW & RBRBE BRI RER - ARG AR 2
PERIGR  RAERBRE ~ AR RER AT ERARLR N E > BFELE
MELBROENR LR R EREDE BN WG ARG iTA - 2
SR E RO ER IR BRI R -

—VAXFEXRLEHATERABITAHIARER

R BEEFZ 5T ik R BIEFI% R SRR =g BARE
AR B LR 2 X A A MR N B AR A AR R AT BB
(=) AXHELSRLEHAE G BREIBEAEZHDHRARR

hoF 4-3 prow 0 SRR (Model 1) £ =B R EZ@FHA o PEH] T M7
BEGHE LT » 4£ Model 1-1 7 » BRI B AR Fort X3t R BRILE 69 L8R

FET NSBB8 5.4% 0 F(2,561)=18.724 » p<.001 ; miEHl £x R4 -
LG BREAR N EROEN R DAERA S o T HIMNALIE 0.1%00 % BB F2
€ > F(1,560) =815 p=.367 > Model 1-2 R &BA - ¥hl M7 00 %515 > X B
BARFAR T EXREE ) EXRT AR BEGEZ657% 0 F(2,561)

=19.602 * p<.001 ; #=H| L R% > XM BBRAAEITEIRLEH R LA
P 3t 3% ho ¥ SN BRL B 0)  B AR E 0 F(1, 560) = 292 » p=.589 > Model 1-3 4
RER  EHERGHELT » RER BRI 2 RO E 6 X8RN
KB G RMIEES 52% 0 F(2,561)=17.740 * p<.001 ; =5 E2 R % - BE
REBRAM I ERREENR AR LR i SMAR B G RREE

F(1,560)=.134 " p=715 - #82 » REG BRI EFXHREHE (B=-034,p
=.367) ~» XEMHBRERGERREE (B=.021,p=.589) ~ M E R B 1%*

ARG ELEREE (B=-014,p=715) HINBELABITAM EBEHEN » £
B & BARMIN AR BATAR S ARXEMARFTERRLERKPE -
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* 4-
ARFERRLEEHAE G ERARLRITAHZIARARBEL
yhBE o B RESE &S AAERATA
(Model 1) (Model 2) (Model 3)
AR? B AR? B AR? B
Model 1-1 Model 2-1 Model 3-1
Step 1 33 .001 37
1l -.364 %% .033 1924
Step 2 0547%%* 083 HH* 5%
1l =361 % .037
HL B AR 056 .082* .001
SP - 23Q%%* =282 %% 3307HeH
Step 3 .001 .006* .0057
1l -.362%%* .035
HL B AR 056 .084* -.001
SP -.230%** - 283k 3307
L H I *SP -.034 -.081* .072f
Total R? . 188%%** 0971 #** 5T
Model 1-2 Model 2-2 Model 3-2
Step 1 33 .001 37
1l =364k .033 1924
Step 2 Q57 L0827%* J22%**
1l =351k .047 A76%*
X B B AR 0741 .073F -.086*
SP - 225%%* - 275k 337
Step 3 .000 .001 .001
M 7] - 349k .048 174 H%
X B B AR 0737 071F -.084*
SP -226%%* - 276%** 33 %
% B E*SP 021 024 -.037
Total R? . 190%** 083 HH* 160%**
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* 4-
ARG ERRLEHACERALETITAZ ARSI RE R L (8)
Model 1-3 Model 2-3 Model 3-3

Step 1 1 33H* .001 03 7H*
PR -.364%** .033 192 H*
Step 2 052%H* 083 *H* A36%H*
PR -362%** .026 A176%%*
WER B4R -018 .080" 1 47HE*
SP - 226%** =281 332 A*
Step 3 .000 013** .008*
PR -362%** 026 1 75%H*
E R B AR -018 073 1 53H*
SP =227 - 288%** 338HA*
HE RSP -014 -~ 113%% .092%

Total R’ 85 HH* 09 7*H* 82 H*

<

3 SP= AR ELBLE
fp<.10.% p<.05. ** p < .01. *** p < 001.

(=) R ESRCEHB T ERAMAARZI AT UERR
SRR (Model 2) » &% 4-3 F &9 Model 2-1 T %o » $E 51 5] 1%

L B AR AR R E R 6 E R T AR ARG R 269 83% ¢
F(2,561)=25.525" p<.001 ; #H £ k%K > LBREBRAREI I ZRRLE

R BAF ARG T H AL % 0.6%m % BMEZ > F(1,560)=3.985 " p
<.05 > Model 2-2 &8 » #EHIER G HRNT » LB B BT EZREEH

MR - R B BAREAE R E R E A R BAF A e T H B AR 0.1%8

=25419 > p<.001 ; #EH EHREZL > RERBEARI N ESHREEH R IAF
FA3ghm T H ML E 13%% EMEZ > F(1,560)=7.819 p<.01-
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BEEms  SBREBRRERFERRLE (B=-081,p<.05) >~ RERKE
AR ERENE (B=-113,p<.01) HUGLELHFREHEN  RixH
SEER BAZ N RE R B A ALR X RIBMA 0 &2 BB R B 2R
FEOYAE o M XEtE BARMAL R 2R AN R AR H M A EGBER
EREKE (B=.024,p=.553) » AT EBARGESREENSHIK S 2R E
P8 X Btk B AR SRR B Ay Bl R
(Z) HRXF ESRCEHATERRALGTITAHAZ AT EARRRK

A €47 A (Model 3) » % 4-3 49 Model 3-1 &8 - #4715 89

BB RBOBEMERTERREENEIARTUARMN L CITAG RS
89 11.5% * F(2,561)=37.966 > p<.001 ; ¥EH E R 2% LEE BAZEAER
TERBKLENR BRI T HAREGITA 0.5%0 % EBFEE - F(1, 560) =
3.450 * p=.064 - Model 3-2 ¥ - MRV A S G814 - X Bl BARFoAE X3
BRI E G EBR T UREAALGIT AR Z69 12.2% * F(2, 561) =40.712

p<.001; MIEH EBREL » RMEBRARIGEXREENRLFERE 0T
HAE AT S 0.1%09 % B MFEE > F(1, 560) =.922 ° p =337 = 4= Model 3-3 Ff
o EAERIER QR OUT 0 RE R B AR AL T B E 0 EBOR T AR
FAEGITHE EEH 13.6% ° F(2,561)=46.178 * p<.001 ; ¥Hl £ R1% B
FREBALEZFEXRREEN R BRI T HAEGITA 0.8%4) % £ MFE

2 ' F(1,560)=5.793 * p<.05 -

MMtz RRE BRI ESRLE (B=.072,p=.064) ~ X Btk
BAZ R R ERBLE (B=-037,p=337) #$A R eiTALEREMREN
RAZHEAGEREALGTAZHOHB IR AT ERREEZ FHIK
OHE - RERBRAAI N EIRLEZREAER (B=.092,p<.05) ##]
HEITAHBEABEREN  RARR EXRERLECHAGRE R BZHF A G
AT B 2 T B B
(w) RXF ELRCEHAEFTERARIITAAT KRB &Y

HE—FRAAFBRARLZ G EXRLEENRLFRAHEAIAIT AN
B AMRHBAR N EXRLEZSNFH B —EARELZL TSR E
LHE o BN E—EREES TRAERGERREEE,  BEER

ZARE By aaixies "5 SP, fo TR SP
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1. #XFHEXRLEHSRLARAMALXBIAGERE
4-1 AT ERRGEH L B AR A A X B AT ZRE - R
Dawson (2004 ) &% 7% #4744t R A2 € (simple slope test) » R # o~ - #

<

BAER T ERRLE A (gradient=.129,p< .01 ) M3 » TP BAZH M A ¥
ITHTFELERBIES M SHERTEXRLE A (gradient = .035, p = .442)
AR RBRLBBRHM G RATALRBEEREN - LRAR ZFVFEA

=R EGE B AR 0§ A A B A P a0 A 2T B B AR ET 0 RS A B 44

B 4-1
HRXFERHRLEH R BAZAM AR B AT ARE
0.6
04 |
0.2
?S
e —e— {&SP
' --4-- 5 SP
_________________ ..
02 - .
-04
-0.6
R R B 1% £ e

i SP= AR ERRLE
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2. AR ESBRLEHREREREMNAARZIADHRE

42 AT ER R EHAER B AR A AL B AG R - Fast
B EEREN  HRRERH B LR EA (gradient=.132,p<.01) @E + &
FREZHMGABEAEQBEREN > Mt EXREE A (gradient
=.010,p=.830) ' MEREBBRHMGARTARBEERE) - E—ERXERA

AT B % B H A R B AR 2 B R

0.6

0.4 -
Mg
o —— 1&SP
* --#--- 5 SP

0 -
............................. .
0.2 m---
-0.4
BB R B AR SRER B
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3. AR EX B EHRER BBAFNRTITAHZHAGHKRE

A3 BRERBEAAIG ERRLEZ R A HFIREGITAZIH
BB T AR ERRLEANGFAAGITA KRR LB s ST
BRI RAE R E R e R G AT B ARST o Bas R AR BT
HERAR T E RN E A (gradient =101, p<.05) 23 SP 4 ( gradient = 201,
p<.001) Mm% MEREBBHALGITANGFLBEEGREN  LHRRS
EXREEAGBEN SRR ERREEA - LA R  FMERERE
ey AR EXRRLENF D FEARGITARRG £ R LEHE

CARRFER BRBRARFESREENF L F 0 AR ETARARK
SREREBZELGAEIGERRLEN TV F 0 KA GITARRRS -

& 4
ARG ESREEHRER BRAFEGITAZ AN ERE
0.4
P
0.2 -
o —e— J&SP
f " - HSP
2 0.2
0.4
-0.6
&A% RY B AR = B R B AR

i SP= AR ERRLE
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SN AB RS REEAR T B RARITAZAN KR

R BEEFZ5M T ik FHERIAEBIERIGE SRR A g BARE
BIE &0 BRI 2 R AR A H NS N Bl B A g AiT AR -
(—) AR EHAE e BRI BEAEZ D HRARR

ho % 4-4 prow 0 SMNEESK % H @ (Model 4) » Model 4-1 & ¥ » 4% #1147

% R BAENE R R E R T AR R R G RN
0.2% * F(2,561)=.567 * p=.567 ; =% £ K% » LI B ARE B 407 < ¥

WEORAAER L &S MRS EMEE 0 F(1,560)=.139 > p
=.709 - Model 4-2 & A » #9815 » X B B AR S B 40 B BRIP

MR 0 KB BAR B R Ao B BE B 09 R B A SR Y Ao S B S B ey
EMAEE > F(1,560)=.029 > p=.865° Model 4-3 ¥ > ¥4 THA I BET - B
FR B AR FEf0 R D 0 E AR T SMAKLBRE R Z490.1% * F(2,
561)=.395'p=.674; =4 X R%E > RERBBAR FrEREENRE
VER b 3 e sh B B R MEZ > F(1,560)=.130 > p=.719 - 482 » %
g B AR R F R G (B=.015,p=.709) ~ X Btk B AR* ) 4o & % #k
WE (B=-007,p=.865) Fuil B B AR*BE4s gL E (B=-014,p
=.719) B EINAS R BIAERIEN - Brib g BAREINERRAT B R A 14
REe BB E Hi BB EHHE -
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s R E A G BT A AR ARBEL

9 88 T4 & [RERIE S MALGAT A
(Model 4) (Model 5) (Model 6 )
AR? § AR? § AR? §

Model 4-1 Model 5-1 Model 6-1
Step 1 33k .001 Q3 7HH*
1l -.364%%* .033 192%%*
Step 2 .002 .005 207 %%
1l - 362%%* .038 224%%*
LR B AR .038 .058 -.030
PP .014 .040 A5k
Step 3 .000 .000 .001
1l =361 %** .037 226%**
LR B AR .037 .059 -.032
PP 014 .039 453k
% ¥R *PP 015 -.017 .033

Total R?  .135%** .007 239k

Model 4-2 Model 5-2 Model 6-2
Step 1 33k .001 03 7H%*
1l -.364%%* .033 192%%*
Step 2 .007 .008 205%**
A -.349%%* 051 212%%*
X Eek B AR .080* 081f -071%
PP 022 051 A4 5%k
Step 3 .000 .002 .008*
M 7] -.349%%* .054 206%**
X Bk B AR .080* .079° -.068"
PP .022 .050 A46HH*
X Bttt *PP -.007 .042 -.092*

Total R?  .139%** 011 250k
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* 4-4

B ko 2GR A g BARAAA AT A AN SR E L (§)

Model 4-3 Model 5-3 Model 6-3

Step 1 31 * 001 (037%%%
(2]l -.364%%* 033 192k
Step 2 001 .006 214
e ;] -.360%** .029 PABELE
M E R B AR -.030 063 A21%%
PP -.021 041 A3k
Step 3 .000 .006 015%*
P 3] -35Q% 031 208%#*
WE R B AR -.032 053 136%%*
PP 020 036 A44%%5
E PP -.014 -.076f J25%*

Total R? 1340% 013 66%**

<

PP = FfEs R
Tp <.10. *p < .05. **p < .01. ***p < 001.

(=) ABaEsBRCEHBE TR AARZI AN UERR
¥4 % (Model 5) ° % 4-4 &) Model 5-1 & > #EH] TR ey &

% BN BRI BT ER R T MG EYEEN 0.5%
F(2,561)=1.553 » p= 213 ; #H 220k % » RBRE B AR R F 4L ELE S

RENER BRI BB EBEE 0 F(1,560)=.172 * p=.679 > Model
5-2 %8 0 AERMERGHE T 0 X BB AR EEA R B E 0 ERRGE
TR RG220 0.8%  F(2,561)=2.404 " p=.091 ; #EH E5% K% > &
M B AR IR M o B B 6 B AR 3 e T B AR 0.2%00 % B EE
F(1,560)=1.011 > p=.315 - Model 5-3 & ¥ * ¥ #I1E311% > R F K B 4250 B 5
ho S LRI ) E MR T ARIEMG ARG EE0.6% ° F(2,561)=1.702 ' p
=183 EH EH R > RERBRARFroT RO E O X ZAER Ao T 4
1o B 0.6%0 % £ F2E » F(1,560)=3.182 > p=.075 °
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L BB BARRFHoREBREE (B=-017,p=.679) ~ X Btk B4R+
BlEF TR E (B=.042,p=315) FRER BR*FHr TR (B=
-076,p=.075) HEGA B RBEEZHEN  RAHA G BRAM A EZ
Rl M AR EME 2GS EBE -

(=) ABEESRCEHATERRALGTITAHAZ AT EARRRK

HNA A G4TH (Model 6) » % 4-4 &9 Model 6-1 & B » L2 H 5] 6915
AT > KRR BEF R R REEY EARTUARFN A CTAGE TN
20.1% * F(2,561)=73.805 ' p<.001 ; #=# £ R 2 1% » L BZARE 4%
REBE R BRI T HAREGITH 0.1%49 % BMFEE - F(1, 560)
=.806  p=.370 - Model 6-2 & P4 » EHIM 5144 - X Bolt B AR Fv B 4o 2 kL
B ) ERRT AR RBRAI AL G AT A% B 269 20.5% ' F(2,561)=75.675"p
<.001 ; = EMRME - XM BARARMEIEBEE R DAER I T HA
G H 0.8%8 % EMEE > F(1, 560) = 6.330 * p <.05 ° Model 6-3 #7& » 3%
B 2 4%+ BLE R B AR S B ko 5 BRIE L 69 E HOR T ARR AL @ AT A o
B2 809 21.4%  F(2,561)=80.112° p<.001 ; ¥EH £ F% > RERBAZER
Wko g B E R BRI THAEGITA 1.7%69% EFE=Z > F(1, 560)
=11.694 > p<.01 °

Bl RBRGEBRNEFe R RO EN R BAFRA AEREEKE (B=.033,
p=.2370) @ BRAE—BREFEGTANMAER & B FE T REE 5K
FE - M B BARRE R R E (B=-092,p=.012) ~ M %K BR*
Bl &0 e BRI (B=.125,p=.001) 4HALGIT AR RBERESN  LAF
P oo B BRIE L @A B KB N R R B AR SLAN AL @ AT A R Y R o
(w) Afc RS RO AR BRERTTAHAN KRR 24 Y

BHiE—FRE XEMEBAR N RERBRER BT R EG R IR H
FAAGTITHYBE  BRE FERELBREEZ AP —ARELA TS
Bl BB, BN E—ERE LA TREHi R R E
W, BEEBRZARE - B Y oaliEies " & PP, o T PP
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1. AEaE2ReEH XREBBEFBGITHZIANKER

XEMBAZF @ 4B 4-4 R 0 ARE B SR R B F D F e A A€ 4T
By BB AR T KR B REME AR R 6 F ) SRR 3R B K
B RIBEMMERTER  HIKRRAMELE KRG E L (gradient=-.010, p
=.820) Mm% @ XEMBEHALEGTHRBERES - &R HREREE
(gradient=-124,p<.01) » XEMEBEHANLGITAHGLEBEZ aEESN -
HBREW  AGEAMEAE B ENEST  RXBREEROF I FARSY
FIALGITR » MEABHEBRBRSERNERRAE LD HHEGITA -

B 4-4

B o R L H R Btk B AR LA AT A XA E AR E

~~
~~a
~~
>~
-~
~~o
-~
~~o
~~
~~
~~o
~~

45}_0 5 | —e— KPP
T ’ ---&-- 5 PP

& % Butt B 42 5% EMEB AR

3 PP = R BB E -
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2. A ESREEHRER BRAALGTTAIAGTHARE

4-5 Z B R T EREAA - EHREEFo B2 L B 48 (gradient
=.063,p=.115) Mm% MEREBFEHANLGITAL BIBERESN | HE R K
B2 Ea (gradient=207,p<.001) Mm% @ WERBZHANEEGTAHAHE
EERBRREN AR ARBRERBRELSEE R REEGF D F o AR
o

Hg L
#+ o
—— {XPP

- 5 PP

EIE RS

&R E B B AR BHE R B A

<

%0 PP = R4l B -
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REF wAEH
AFRHARIEA R LRI BAT R E 7 AR Z B m R R R
LU RAEHTZEE - UAFB P AHZH - 2 ARG R TR AR
& PR LA B T TR S A SR, ©

£—8 MEERIH
AHIRE TG R AR P AR B L BER R SARAT B 24
SR SRR B AR R B AR LA AT 2 W R 2SR A A -

— BFPARET AR TREE N A AT A 550k 51 5 B

ATERT G EEmT BY A AT EFHMCAZ I AORERBZL
BFHE AN REEA A RRL BT o EH AR EE A
B X BEMEBIRES WERRBREARSHLEH R ERBRONER  L— &
FZEMILE R B LR H AR 44 F0 3569 %38 (Fiske et al., 1998; Ip, 2014;
Kim & Markus, 1999) = % —F @ ' ERBEZ & D FEARE A §3RF
B R AR B % (self) #9% 4 (Dyk & Adams, 1987) - ¥ B]45 &9 35 M 1408
BA DRy F 00t AF D FREAER L6 X3 (Shulman et al., 1997)
MRGEEERERBZLERZOE  LREBEE &R F D FH R M
HZRERGFERER -

FEAGERA AT AN S @ X EM BAREIN R ET £
EER M BAREGTAGFEBE AN RERBZANLGITATLE
BAEEGME - WERERA > XMHEZEAGZHEFLF  HoBELBERSL A

ITHRD A% FOFREERAERERBERNEr LS B —8
TRERERITARBEEARN B BRAM G RIT AL RSB - S
R # Kiefer #2 Wang (2016) Z &% —2k o Lt A3 0 & R¥E Az H] ~ 2R
AREIEBOBR YA AEFRBKOGFIAECITSA » THMAGEARLZE T
BE SR~ KBRTARERE THEMES X8 (Kiefer & Wang, 2016;
Pellegrini & Long, 2002 ) ; Mt KEtb AZ I T HF A F V4 RIMES &R
HEEHY N REMANFEEITA (Ojanenetal.,, 2005) ° sbsh - B ¥ A8 %
otk BAZSLINASC R BRE MM 2R R BB E B LR R R

39



RZ AT B T RRAATE SR APUT R LA AT £ R (Xie et al., 2002)
RBGE T @ AARBERAL B E AR R X R A
£ 70 49 BA% £ 48 B » #v LaFontana ¥ Cillessen (2002) 4% 405 % W £ A\
BEAEZHRER R HNEREIE Rose #1 Swenson (2009) 4#f £ F & fv
REBL A ZAEEBR (r=.36) ~ LLA Parkhust #2 Hopmeyer (1998 ) 4t#t
ENAFRFEZHRER (r=40) > MIF&HP Schwartz # A (2010) 4%
FAZEZRR (r=41) > NiuFA (2015) ##FRARMEF D FZHE
BR (r=42) ; LRERKRA > FRAKREREAWE - RET R R
BRERE S - LuEA (2018) P BERMEF D FAH ZOB R LR
CENFRFARNEIRLENG r A S1E 61 HYREFT D FEREIEK
WEGAEMBELRARER  r A 392 47 - REAARER  2HLAER S
PFETHRER ) F DALY HRER ABLETRAGRGERN - AARE
Rh o ERBALE S DH DB EAEAE » TR GRS RS
WEDFEMEA BB AT A  EMEXEBEEE S R THEE
TR, ARG R AR EGRRFENET D FE L o Chen FA
(2018) X7k » Ramfe ¥ SR A R XAYEIRT » R IR B —EH 09333
R EBALBRB TP RLYRE  ARTE TR A ZREKLE AR
Frka B LR AR  RFHFAEMTLERRRGER] - AR » 8
# TREZH, RMRE > THAERBALEIL T NG RB—FA
LRI AL AT B Z AR AT & R BT AR E R MR R
Ao bR B AR AR AR GTATARE B4R 0 B R ARG
R Z ARG (F2F# 0 2010 ; Sandstrom & Cillessen, 2006) 5 % B % 3|
FIEEZNEFDF  ManERRERDEITA S BEARGITH - A —F
& 0 B R R NI R Ao B A R T R A MR (EEAR TR
AEaE B KAR BRI RLEDER — TR B S RBIRA LB
AT A o BB AT A BL T B o R R B 4 AT By 2 ) 84 IE vy ) W
( Caravita & Cillessen, 2012; Cillessen et al., 2014; Mayeux & Kraft, 2018; Ojanen
& Findley-Van Nostrand, 2014 ) - Hawley (1999 ) & & /&= 4|32 % (Resource
Control Theory ) R £5k » & E &0 R LELE 6 F D F7T R ¢ HBAAL G AR
Reg o BB SHATE 8 @Y (Charlesworth, 1988; Hartl et al., 2020;

40



Hawley et al., 2007; LaFontana & Cillessen, 2002 ) ° Mayeux #2 Kraft (2018) 3]
WA RMER R E ARG A XN EQ R TR ENEERA
RAXEEAGF D F > CETRAIAE G REAEI AT REQER - B M
EANRLE TR KRB AT AR GTEY  SEFTREARAARLT S
ARFIVFEMGERREARGITANORR -

— N RRLEHBETERBEAEAITAHAIANKR

—

<

AR AR BRI ERAE T 2 ¥ B AR 8 Ao B2 M ey B
B FEARBRR 24 PABRAERGTEXREAYGHEALT » HRKLEBRE T
FREBFHOMGARITA A ERLELAG THRER B AR %L
B2 P SRR EK2-6 0 RAARFELRLEBKAERLT » HHR
ERBEEERAERSGOMAAIRITA - BliRb X ERRLE LA
TRERBREAEGTAHZRGMIB > FEHRRE29; FRRERBIZA
BAERITEXRLENF D F > AARGTARARK moRERBZLS
RN ERRLENFD S HARGITARRARS - AM=M4¢ BARH5
BB RN MR ERREEZAG 0 BARMBE2-1 2223
FA Bt BARE M AR B A A CITAZHS  LH BT TR
WA S RARK 2-5 0 2-8 A KB B AR EAA 4T A R 69
B RRARITERREEZ A 0 W RARK 2-T R 4T o

A—F @ BAEKRREBRE S T X B B AR AR 4T A X 6 B
B A RABRR 3-8 PSR Hao B EIF LT - B I& LB B 4%
FTARBRBHNAREGTITH - BB E R E ARG TRER B AZEF LG
BHZ B FEMRBRR39 SR FHrR BB EAELT » WER
BERDZECHBRSUANEGITS - Rin =4 ¢ BAZ 89N U R MR L
B2 R RIE ~ R BL BAZEARE ST AR 0 R RMEL R R
WREZ P o WA RRARIK 3-1~3-T R AF -
(=) RXFEXHRCEHREFTERARIITHIAHTAR

feRFRREAR B AT T o R BRE BAR AL AT A I AR B KA R
BEHRBEBAR > EREREGRABBTHLBIARLGNTH A &
MNAL R R A 0 R BARHBIMASCRAT B B A B 0 B AR
710 PR EEE RIS — AR SR 0 e T R EE B AR BIALR ER
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BEE - MER BARAMGARAERARL P L BBEEAY - 2R E R BAZEER
HERREENR ARG RREARELED T EFVFHAR
S E B R B AR AR T E R EGE E BUREY 0 RGO ERS - AR #
R RMERE RN F D FRR - wREFIRGREGE RS T 2K
W RABRBEFTRAMAGNRER » TRTEARZE T RR BB S 6 HMA
LEAT A o

BtRERA  BEERART ESRLENF D FRF LRGN
('social competence ) 7R & (f#l4o @ £ Z @09 AR ZH T ~ ITABRLERFE
HEEAFE) MAKRBEYOET  CRFEGFEGETIFHN N ALY ITAR
ER B LA EEE T e B4 (LaFontana & Cillessen, 2002) * R 7] &€ F
BARMARRZA BT BT B TREFHGLENTX  RERSKRLEAR -
A B F D F R EREA EZMh4E » Grotpeter £ Crick (1996) B9t
REA MGEABERZERSZNALE  RABCHREMGEHERSORER
fMm4E Banny ¥ A (2011) 89 R T » HRALEMGTFHE D> FMT » BHE
Bl 14 2 Bk 8 #1135 (relational aggressive talk ) > #4vfv i &K —Ae 436345 ~ &
BAREZHE T E  CeBERELAERETHRER BHEEQE T -
BT R ARABEZNFVFTARGATERAMANRERLEL M
B RHEEIRBATEMGAR  REAXRAEABARBZIAERTEE -

ERFRBZAANEGTAHANM G B ARG ETHAIRKREE
WEBREERARE - KAMRERFER & F D FRA ERAMAEILE R
AT AR ERARRABETR > TReEARAEBRIGFARETE S RZ
FOFEHGRBZORERBAZ  RIFLEEEMEZR  AleRRAERSIRAE
w5 B At B o ARYE Wentzel (2014) 89 £k - $1F o) B 8 JF £2 7T e de it
TRHEAF& T B X REBERE ZHBANFREGITH - ARERE %
EAMEEEETARE D EARKHGTERIFHEELARLEKR > BEERE
A HRTEEFDFHARGRET R RRREMAIIERE £ % AT
B MAREB|IFEMEHSME  RITTRAEES A QAR EE @ Flot &R F
BARRER 2 A4 % (Hartupetal, 1967) @ Bim bz ddF P FRARB A EER
AR LLE CRERHELEIE N BB AGFAREGITAT -

ﬁ‘rﬂ

o
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Bz XRRABEEAF Y FARERAOAR LN GORERBL B
WA AR SRS AT AR - BERLAMELOEALT - &

-
EEVFEGHEARB T RYE IR FH AT B  RFLF e
AT B RER 0 R T RadR A M A B R BB AE T AT ORE
B> LT R AHBREF X ETREZISHIK  THRESERKERRLERE
BROFVFERETEFEAMENTARR  CLAERIEHFREBETARE
IR By
(=) AR RCEHAEGTERARITAHAIARER

RBAARZER » XERMBREFNEGTAGFLEBRE QM > RE
REBARSAAEGIT AR BEE LR - TR EHmBAXEREBRGFDF N X
BBEEFBEIREMGOFT D FHRCHBRSOFEGTA AR oMHER
AW EREFVFRABERMETRNRSAE M ERREOAETITS
B& 0 RAS R ER R T AL B AR SAL AT A 6 B B

1RIE Adler £A (1992) 89 X3k > HEMERTRLEGF D FHEAEY

ANBBRIRA BAE G R RAR L0 L EMG SR T ARBI A HAEN » A
#ifT A &4 (role-playing) % A &H A (role-taking) ' BRKEM A Tugit
W IAE N B RBRRA L4 v AR AR AR (Adler et al., 1992; Meijs et al.,
2010) - Bt ZREFVEEGEARLY P ERE KXY RELAH# )oK
W REEERAGRL N BEARBEEIREGM A ST MEEEA
BEHARRENEZRE R S S ARE - @ Eder (1985) a9 E MR &

B BN F D FREELLBEENER R G E—& TamAT
RS Ao REFLRwE -2 HEAFSIARGTEHGNACH R » &R
B EAARZH FPHRETER - ARFE DA  EEHRRLAZARN
FOFARMBEM T EHBE - 2R BEHBTRERRR  FRENZ
22 R Bt ZRBREHFIFEAEABRLG T EREMCANG S BERE
B THEE AL 5 MIEM AT » REMEAL B TH R IR ZIAREP
% 0 EILBBHREANF R E 0 FEB R -
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(Z) AHLRMIARERRHA

INEA Ty | 0 AR BRI R BRE A B R RlAL € B AR M AR S B Y B
Bho HARMGEARE  RBRGBEMRERBAZANEAARITALRABEN
Bifrfe » RAF D FREBE XML RE KARFBOMNE » LR —EERILE 5
BABRNTE AR ENEAREIEAE  SHEBRESHEBIKE
LN BEABER—AABELZE > At A HABRHOREZHER - 54 A
15 A R 88 % 69 4 R 81 Dawes #v Xie (2014) AR REAM - P BRE B AR
REVFRBROLENR AR R §HBEDERM ALY (physical aggression) ©
MEHRE  BHTRAEGNITA Y BAZINEKEITE > REANE BN
NAn A5 09 B 4454 % (Archer, 2001 ) - f£ A i@ 42 P & 404 % B A28 T
A& By - Xie FA (2002) StHARHALRATAHZ M T LA KB
R A eyl RF A A G —H— (dyadic) AR L AR - 0 HE
BHREZA (triadic) %% A (multiple) 89 A& - B4k & SN BA U T AE
FERERSEABLOTRNMNA

R AR X B B AR N BAA R A B B —H
Bhap 3t R % B R R E R E o 4w Pellegrini £ A (2011) AFE7ReY > LB
B G X B R R T ERATIE L RAT Ao E 25 12 Aslund F A
(2002) 3k @ H7 X BB ARG SCBAT B 7T AE 4 & s fo i3k % P 4R+ 00 %
R AR B E TS EBBEENHEH R N BRE TR SR
BB XTI 8 T bsr ~ R AR X Bt (Pellegrini, 2002) * M &RA>
BEi AR ® 8 32 AR (social threat ) BF » 7T fe & & 48 dy oL 2
ITHRG B oyt difE o GUbT R - X EM B RS MAS B X M IER
B % RAERAFE R - FBEGES - E TR LR
RIBERXRDERGBRBEZ— o B9 Sijtsema F A (2009) 4 E5k » BN X
M B AR M H A AATIE G ST A RN R AR ~ BN A KA REM
% (reactive aggression) ' £ 4 EFHMZE (proactive aggression) &9 &
BPAEIBE 77 5 i@ sb AT B3 AR B & 45 R 9 FAHA & B 4% - Poulin Fv Boivin
(2000) &t st S AT B a9 P 2 R B » ROE M SUE L B R B AL AR 477
ERRE AR 0 M ESHER A BT L BBENE 0 EREXARG
AR EE M R RSB AR EE ARG I R R
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B AL XA AR E A B AR B RE X Bobk B AR L BA B 2 R o B B
AE R B A AP A2 B AR & 2 B B 942 60 & IR T Ak N 89 &k 381k o

Mlfa % d » — A g BARAB A B X B BB R X BB &0 ¥
WENBE RFAARZIER  BRERFTHATER  EF—Z €3
Bl MR AL BAR BB A B X R BB - R BIAER
MmIEE i RN EZBE - BERFHFERRT B LT BRI A 2
i~ XEAHETENFZZAGTERAFHETARG THKRE, i 1B 38 B
FRHOBEAETRER Y LARGTEABRSMAE > Aok R B eHix
4T # (Caravita & Cillessen, 2012) ; & » AR RBHE O E R AR RZI 2
LB EABATRE MERIATERAMGA BN ENELAL -
RERE  ERE—EZZOTREREY  AENRKREREHBAER UL
HE o EASUBIKG T2 %AIEKE L (Luetal,2018) - BT
fEAE AFRBA 14943 £k (Bergeron & Schneider, 2005 ) - #IRIB B RT S  &
SRR EBAL L EMERFTOH R  BMA@ARETRNLEGTER £
FIfE T8 A BELGF D FETR BN ERR P A EZIIE » ™ RIRER
BRSO H A RER - A RRXEAMBGEZHNF D FRMTRLRA B &
MAEREEREDN  Ba BT X FRIRLARERBRNETR - LERL
WA 0 LA AL @ B AR B AR OB BB AT 0 TR AE ST B A A BB B AR P ey
fIN - L FEERBALDE T HEN Y TFHRAE -

_dg;

s

3

P
i\\L
bl

m
&
e

% m PR

1

= %

q

45



=N &R
B ERGERANBTR QB R X BMBRNFDF o SELRREH A
HETHRIK - REIFMBEZNF D F o SMEA A EAT A RIK s AR RAT
BEE ARBRTEERARNFTDF Mo RRE RSO TA -

WA BR N XBREERBEATHAZ LWL HGE  BE N g BAR
BRBEHEABRAT A A GAT B AT - 2 RRLENEKET - B
FOATHZ BRI+ RE - AARER > RERLBRAFT D FRITORE

GAERLER  BERBENGARITA  RERBBLAREFTOREGFE
RENR  BEEQBEMGABEANNEGITA  ZXFEABEEZOF D FR
A R AZIHGORERBR  AEFARJZOALGITAHRR
FOERLAMES  SHERCBOPREREHEBZET R ERH
B5OMARARITA - KB BRNMRERBARYEF D FLBE T 6T
ERONER  BEDEANEGITA  FEESH AN F D FRAERERT b
AZBWMEGTERE Y RELZTARERBRE > eRAHBIOHNEGTH -
HLERZFT R ZF D FLARMELEBR T AL KRG BIZHHE
BB R - TREERESWARITA  §FVFAEARLE T
FRACHERATINRERETRE 2 R EHEE TOEME > Mok A
B A OGS ETA MM  FF D F AL RELEBRGRN - XAEA M
AR (PR EERAAR) B AMER AR BB S A GITA -

\
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Fof& FAERA
SRELBXERANG > AARERARPAZAGBER  RKRQEER
ATRABIEAR » BARRGT BB A A EHro TR AR T4 € BAREAT
BHZIIEARABER - AP FHFLE—FRAARERIETHEHEER -

—NWEFDFHRBR ARG RL AR AN P bL
AAMREREA > FLFIATER Y RREEAEATHFLME - 1F
BERTIAEE  BAFETYRARBIBREINF D FARTNTARR KR
THET AT AR T8, & TAMe, HH T K HERES B
BLAE 3BG AR F D S EN LR Z B B BA A A AT ~ 8 T Fe iR R ) A 5 L AT B AR Y
B4 o eI RO BARA AR - A FOFARBGER Y REN

THALETRLE D EMMAETA LY AR Bk BEME WP ZAHA
EREIBEAEERM -  APREBE T > RFFT S AAE R P AR AT 4E
AREERZTERORENPTEMAN > MEARZFTELRANEIL S ARATOHE

A MEARBRRARBRE  RFHFBRGAREG G RE - B
KERRBY > FUEAL G BAZEAEIG EEAOR—RTRALLE 3
BT HRBANRECTANBER R BEH AN THERBEERE BLEL
REFEL BN UHFDFNREIATAR LD @A
NERARRABEEZF SR T ERAMNGAETS
BEBEMREA  BRAMAZIREFONGOFT D FHEGERRE TS
MAGITH  EARREREL > §FVFRLBEHRER » TR
EEREMOREIOME > THEEGERRERKSOMGBARITA - TH/FH X
FEEHCBEFIF I mBE  KERBLTATROIHK ~ LE b2 H
Bre Rt BEFIFANCEZ T, ERAMAG MG KmRFLR A
BB ABR LI N IR F BB EER 0 FREMAEES @™
WAL T I E F M AR HURAT A A By sk b R R 6 B 45 44T B AF &
BHEZBIEMBER - EREE > RFFLEEF D FRAGTHEHEEN G385
Fr B eEE ~ HAH T REBCRE  HEARLHNRIERT > &BFD
FHBER N A F X MIFRBITARG T ELE L A TRE -

o> 3
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ENBRIPELAENBERAE  RBMBAXRRBESHREETITH
AARER  EFVFEABRSORERBL  LEARFEIR Y EARS
AR ERRLE  §RREBSIALGTA MEHRIXREBRERSR
FREZHFVE ZRFAEAZAGERRESROE  LeikRAERSAEE
T - F AT AENEARERABRGEGER  EHIMEH—F |
TURBPREE > TETENRA > BRAFRRB PR EREGFH T RN
B A FRIEAW I B RE R B AR SRR AR R S X
MBI B —F @ LTRSEMHERTEEARER S ARBR S WS
A BRIEREB A 0 WHEARMELE ~ BB AT R ENIERBIE - & RE
BEE TERWREL R E RS ARG S BB T FHMEAR
BB EREE - ERBZAABBKET SARF DV FUERTEHT - Hib

Bl R Fbpetih S M s Uohib AT A » RAFER LA R, -
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Bt FFRMBFIEER

BEARTER TG BAR KR ERLRAT Bl A e /T A Z T
— BB - A2 48 B B TR IR ) 6 BAB A ARARAR » B3R 54 3R 2 ) A4 BA B 32 R 48

c BEER FOFEARLE T RN BT AT BRSO R RS I
FEF BRAREIMRT R AE  HAMAL LR aX R F4REE 4
4o fE B B 5 094 € % 2% (social awareness ) fE /1 ~ AR 435 (social skills) % °

ERE L AR ARAERG - A RAELBE G WATER ¥ a2 4
RABERIPA LB IR XIARERTREEIZEHBESHNRA T A
S EREARFLE B AEE  ARTEBBMEOTX  RERAEGHER
BB R FAZER - A4 RTEFTRE S FYHERKRLIFD FRHHRG
FERARMY  RRARIFELER ST AFRAADN > AR D@ F
b AL G B AR N AR R SALAe AL AT A R 64 B B

ERAELEL  AAREZUARXZERRAZLAEHREGEAR  UARE
RAEZFTRBERZATE » BBERISFARAAE - BRA B R EZRFL
W RREAETRGLEEZFEAETMANEE MR CHATRE &
THeZ RN N A (introspective ability) * ik B4 8 CEARLE
HETERNEY  FEOEZERERRR - MERA RER LR ZAIITS
RENEBRER S EARZH HRAREGEFHE M HERAKBOEL - BaE
B S E PR T TR L BIT AL GITART  EEMER S TR IR
Bl WA ERESHOER  B—REFEEELHRRIHUREY LA
MR ERAIBAETRE  AREZEHFVFEIROEAMLRIITA L
AR SRR

AMKRETE > AARHAREN AL EBERY LA KRR RF
A BT RF D F o AT R AT EARBERNE - IR

ERRARE TN oA A HREFS NS T  REENET & (4o

HAHZIE A W)~ N AZ BRI R RREMEAMER) » ARFEAE Y
ENBAEERREGTH > RE2@ERF D F T AKX BEE -
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RF G A — IR AEFAE T BB IETAR] - ok — S Hn @Ak a9 B R B
et o REBENFIARERER  SBRLEARTITAHRLLRE
BEW > FVFRABBEAERBORIAITATRESERZORLE -
4u > Rose & A (2004 ) #v Cillessen # Mayeux (2004 ) 345% 3, T k§ % &6 3Y
he o RBGE A BEITATEERIYE - A AR BREABRABTRAE L
M (situation-specificity ) #9&# > 47T A2 B JE Z B3 AR KA ey %16~ RE R
8% R A P AR (Ojanenetal, 2007) ° KRR THRAHKEHART » WA4L T B
BN RHROE N MHRITAERRSH THHERERRRABE HFIFNZ
B~y XM R ERBARESRESOBET  RELERLT THRMAE
1T A ARG AT A A R e A 0 MR RE R B E M F D F 0 AL

THAFEMEER
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%2 UK

¥ IR Ay

SRek g (2019) : B RS 2H : SPSS E R BRI EEIEH - 2
,gj o

HEM (2014)  FOERAMHRTARETBM  ARTREBEYASKE L
(R#HER) - BROBREERACHELEZBALRI -

ZFH (2010) : AR EREME I TR E R F D F A ERIVERZ
AR c A CEER 42 (1) - 143162 °
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