IR E IR 55CRE

2025 F 9 A 755E 9H

il 255 47 1 3 DR P
X 7o B v 2 A o 20K 222 14 S50 0

5 B R %S AEa

L AMAF#HAFF R, HM;
2. RMAFAFECEBEHAFR TS, HM;
3. AMT I X 2 #A, M

E

#H E | B ARSENREREDSNESOEETIPEEIETIN TR, RERESHD, BMEERNTA
B E, MMARIREREMER EZXNEN, /3% ETSMENN. EBARSHER. BRRE. B
WESRSIEG, 7 STACIREERVE MNTEETP TFHIRE. XBOEEN 623 2R _2EHTHEN,
FhiEN 208 BEEH RV =EMRET IR, EF: INANZSEXENESDSTEU (MD=0.27,
P=0.039) BRI (MD=0.59, £<0.001) , LMARPEHBIVNHSHET TSN (MD=-4.17,
P<0.001) KBEMI (MD=-6.96, P<0.001) ; MEYMNMAEBBHIESNST TSN (MD=3.02,
P<0.001) RBERMIK (MD=5.93, P<0.001) , &Il (MD=3.02, P<0.001) FOREI5MI (MD=5.93,
P<0.001) o ItHh, LEEREFFENHTURNE DR F S (MD=-4.51, P<0.001) KBEITNI
(MD=-7.84, P<0.001) , 5i5: BETIPFETHNEREEREZENZREE, [RESWSPHZIN
ANBEBORPEABKRE, HIRABETPENTD.

K | ROWE; BNESMHE; BETP
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1 3§

8 el R R PR AR el B LA S DX S, 2 ) A ) P B Al e PR L Tl I 24 S B,
J2 A2 X2 v S, 3 B — e R A B L O BRI T O ORIEAS 45, 2020) o ZHRESAAE
Jer S 15 BRI G RERERT (Nielsen et al., 2015) | A (Tiofi et al., 2011) MK R, B A%
HIMER M B K ( Karanikola & Karali, 2016; McMahon et al., 2011) . BRAiMFEREERETS 1, R0
SRR AR R R 5, SRR AR B (RO, SPRERE, 2017) .

BIVES : X, ANASZRELENERRABHRDPIL, 8IEE, AROSO: SRINMERER,
NESIFA: TE, XM, 7G5, JNGRA. (2025). BEFF FHORENTS PSFERE ISR, LG 5358, 719), 619-630.
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Demaray 55 N\ W48 el iz 2 5 5 M AW B R0 70 I & B . S5, Hidh 55 08 LA 4y
HETF L RPE ARSI TS U I A T A BRI AT, DR AP 2y iR 1k
v . RRIRE A, RSN RAATAT— 5, B E R AERR, HHRE S ( Demaray et al.,
2016 ) o TEAZRE o F A LA R, S5 0 o Pz e TR A MR . R S NI
KL, 81.4% W) FA M TE M — R R Fe 2 55 W, 34.7% B4 22 R 55 Wi A Pl e =1 (R e
AR, 2013) o YISO X H AR AT R B BEE R, AT st —2B 3 (Salmivalli &
Poskiparta, 2011) o MZ T, HREES T 5 UWE MFMRAT R RXHTRE M EZ A (Saarento et al.,
2015 ) , {HEEMUT AT A Y25 M & /3 B . Evans Al Smokowski BUBIFSE B, 244 IR <8
Bk # " 155 W LE BN 17%, T SEBRUEE 2 122555 WA LB 10%. #7185 5:55 W%
Y Jry I NS T-AM0 BB 22O/, A B Tl A el S i & B ( Evans & Smokowski, 2015)

Midgett 55 AT TR el e T e 1) STAC I H , B 7ERG S5 L0 192 A IRl Rl BB e, 2
S BIIREAT R . PR E R SRS AR T TS, DN AR . FoREEL . B
PR AR (Midgett et al., 2015) o BFSEEAESEEPACHLIX YR RT4A% , BEHL 900 RANFEHRE
TR A IO H . SeEIIG, FAaMRE SR, ARSI RSB 1T N RE T . X STAC 5
WY TR, DAAEIRV IS F BT T SR O A R T

RAMRTLAE BT A B, AT IR rh N A AR oA el e 1 R A2 560 13.9%, 541 23.9% HY2EA:
Z BRI ZE P CROARTE 55, 2022) o BT, FRERREIRE UR CORZ R, HH G T AT
FEIRRFTFRE . WEAPRESL T STAC W HAEZRHEA A H AR5 , 760 IR £ )7 5 rp 2 T J S0 17
S50 BRI R T UG 2= AR ISR BI AT B T CRfMRE, 2019) o ABFSEAERT AWFoT L
filt EXS[RIBESF AR HEA T PR, R SR A S LB VRN T I i, VRS W (0 ) (A7 R i AR 1
M, IEGI W REUESAT R, BSIETLIE A TidErh2f g s T3,  DUHZE S IEZ I H 1 XA %4
PER RIS, Ry Jo SAR DG SE = & S

A 5L T 2 [ S PR & T 00l ——STAC RY PO (B “rpipfe etk ™ 7
WAt h” CBEAEMN CREREIET ), BOHEEBESF IR E S T IR A, IR B SE e T
W25 A AT EE AR PUAS H e, 6 SEBXT R IEA TR ) B i . B s BB T . Rk 1. T35,
S A B R AT A AR T IR AL BAR 2 THUS, S5 A (0 AE S0 ARG R AL IR A7 A
255 B 3. THUG, SCRARESFRE 150 W3 & T X B Bk 4. TR0 g™ A= i &iOR
RBORFFRC A ]

2 MRAE

21 #Hax

AWFFE R RIS, UL IR A T ) B e R R i T S i A, ek ikn 5
680 177, [l 670 1y, HAERLNE 623 . FfiJa ARl B ALE S BRI SS . EZ R 2R AR
F ( x’=0.64, p>0.05) M2k, 505043 L4 ( N=106 ) FIXT BRZH ( N=104 ) . SEEG4H & )4 106 1,
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+ 621 -
AR 106 15y, AR 100%; XF R LRI 104 4y, AR 102 4y, ARE 98.1%, Wk 1 Fim.,
F= 1 #WikERS TR (NV=208)
Table 1 Distribution of participant characteristics (V=208)
e T H N HE (P80 X’ J4
N SCIAH 106 2(1, 2)
(TS ey 102 (1 2) 0.64 0.43

22 WHRIA

22.1 (KREBRENRER) (Campus Bullying Scale )

K Olweus il (Olweus, 1992) , WEMpESZRIEIT (HEMEEE, 2019) A9 (ARSI ER ) |
PRI 28 NH , ARG ARG BT AR SRR, W . R
SAENGHL . PMUERAFE S 5 I ARSI, AR iR . iR T TERSELEEE; A
I AT G WA TGO, W SFNZTT  XFRAA B B NSRBI AT A L X B A )2 i B S B A T
REEDTTE ;SRR MR L, LSRR . A P RAESEE R . 1ZIAE B Cronbach’s a &
A 0.70,

222 (Hmz=EEABITHEFR) (Bullying Participant Behaviors Questionnaire,
BPBQ )

(WES5F MO HEE) (BPBQ) H i Demaray %5 A% ( Demaray et al., 2016) , T35
WA AT E S, IR RTERE AL 2 FETT CIRAE, 28, 2021) b SO R
TN S R, IR SR PR A, FEAEFWE AT R TME (78,
an YA SRR AR R A, REER SE) o RIPEAET (98, a0 RS F L plk
BRI 2R IR R ) & RSN (78, A0 YA AR R PG e s R, FRAB
PRHER ) SAYEE . R 4 S0HNE ON “MREAE” B “5 ~ 617, A5lid 1~443) |
REANYEREA s, AR BRSNS B AT N RIS . BAEEN RO R BoR . xdf=2.118,
RMSEA=0.073, IFI=0.914, CFI=0.913, TLI=0.903, |45/ RIF. MG, 1IN 645 4
[ Cronbach’s o %5317 0.888, 0.928. 0.910, ji Cronbach’s @ 2N 0.840.

223 ([FEFIPFEHREFR) (Student—Advocates Scale )

K0 Midgett 2 NGl (1) C[FPESFIELER ) (Midgett, 2015) , FL 11 EBH, FEALS “rr
Ry (3R, CFRAGER MRS ) L CHASREATR” (38, MR kAR,
WERFAHUE el 5 Bl 52 v I IR SR BV T SE A RUAE N7 46 ) o BRI (38, i “FRIERALRT
MGtz E” 45) o “RRRET (28, W R RAE, RANBCE SRR E AT AR A
B2 %) WUASFSBESFIYERE . BRI 4 STk (N “se 2% 2“4 R L a5l
iC 1~44)) , 1908, RERREZESHRE iy, BN ZE o &L x’/df=1.049, RMSEA=0.015,
IF1=0.998, CFI=0.998, TLI=0.997, LHMELEMHE RIF. AP, LM EEYERR Cronbach’s «

www.sciscanpub.com/journals/tppc https://doi.org/10.35534/tppc.0709069



) BT FRRIENTPL P ERERAETIR

ZE 50 0.859, 0.844, 0.849, 0.896, JL Cronbach’s a AN 0.713,

2.3 TSN

[FI2ESF 3 T HREE R BRI AR K R A5 A R el o B / BE R =
ANER (A 2 s ), Sr SR STAC IUH (Y “rRWiliaAT " “RARIRGAT RN BN A g
ST DA O RN, T IR BRI SR 2H A S0, Xof BRZH ~2E Uy []— (AT R
TFREH AL BB REURFE 207 o B S T RSN = 8 . 7E St ARG S T IUAT, XS P2 R AT
B TN R BEA TSI s T IASoR 4 D AR eI, DIVEAL TP R EerE

2 FEFPFRREBRITAR

Table 2 Peer guardianship intervention curriculum program

PR pEaragy FETHHE
22 1 JBOFE ot ] 22 7] 4 NEi SRR BN I ¢ el K
BT e (R T zfgzgu FE T[] 27 ) A LA () 22 ALk 1) JoR B RN 94 315 | i A el i

5| G2 A AT PR IRV AR G BERRAE . 1 XA PR U 4 T A R

H B AT IE, FEREPENT A G AR bl s (4 IX 51

WHS 5@, WIS DUR A o, ROH R el s

kS 5M6 (ThRE (fEF / BRAT) | (20 T E i f i B AE
fifi 2 A BEAE IE A R R I 2

2 el B2 R S AR fili=f A E e HE B v S

et ELAE i A T iR 5 3 RS RNV 7 5 7 AR SR, 5] & 2 A Xt 55

% B i s——iR R 5% e TR S

I E— “BIFEN VR R OHBESE AR, 51540 SRR A f (ka2 Kigeeet

Prep HIFLEfE

o CWERT , BVE BRI R H A RAE AR BY;

NS AR IR 2
5 Pl S e oK

BATEZ N U

N i Al ) /
@@%&ﬁmi,x%u’&mm“ﬁ“A? AR B /TR 5t
7 0 =yt
Pt iﬁggﬁzv (25 A e PR X S e A TR RS Do

AR FEZETPUEIEE | BT, S A O R IR (Y Rl E S

3 MIRGR

3.1 HEGERENK

KBRS Harman 805 TR SR S 2200, 45 R AHE AR T 1 B9 TR
W7, TR RACH LR 1828%, AEAE LSRR R,

3.2 BETFPFIRENREIRE RN

FKH 2 (A5 SEgh . XFREZH ) x 2 (Bfa]: Agl. JEil ) s a )y 22500r ik, st ANl
ZH A [R] AR AT ) Hp A A TR IR B R A R IR, G0 e 3 T . FERRE R b, IR A R0 B3 (F=12.41,
p<0.001, 7°=0.57 ), ZHHNAY FR0 .2 ( F=9.16, p<0.01, 5°=0.04 ), 0558 938 BAFE .3 ( F=5.17,
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p<0.01, 7°=0.24) o LR BT RI: LRA TN 8% S T/E0 (MD=0.27, p<0.05)
BERM (MD=0.59, p<0.001) , J&ill (757 i 3 & FAE BRI (MD=0.31, p<0.01) , BE{RE TG,
XPRRLLHTI . S, GEERNAR I R E R BLAh, BT SCER A R IR AT JC 3 25 S (MD=0.07,
p=0.54) , J5illl (MD=-0.25, p<0.05) SiBE:M (MD=-0.39, p<0.001) WP 2z 540 % .

F 3 RWA. MRAFRFEEMAN. FN. BERNELR
Table 3 Comparison of the pre—test, post-test, and follow—up test of the bullying rates between the

experimental group and the control group

ikl il Je il BRI FORm)  FOAR)  F(5EH)
, P 1.70£0.83  143+0.78  1.11+044
L0 12,4 9.16%* 5.17%*
BB Xt A4 1.63+0.83  1.68+0.88  1.50+0.70

E: FFEp<0.001, **p<0.01, *p<0.05; “KAL” 45 “BFE7 Fo AR HRZ, TR,
3.3 RETMENAARSBEASUSENITNINE L

SRF 2 (4U): SCB02H . WPRRZL) <2 CHfal: ggill. JEil) S 208k, AR
L BT ) AR Al I A 55 B A AR 55 WA BE RV TR A5, A0 4 i .

FE T B A TR 24 0 5 A B 1, s T) 9 23000 3% (F=17.22, p<0.001, 5°=0.08) , ZH5IAY FE RN
B3 (F=17.41, p<0.001, 7°=0.08) , 45115 K0 22 H A B% (F=5.33, p<0.01, 7°=0.03) , ¥t
— TR ERUN A BT A B s SEERZH AT A 43 i N TSR (MD=-0.38, p<0.001) FLAERN (MD=-0.57,
p<0.001) , Joil 5B EME B E 27 (MD=-0.19, p=0.07) , BEAIAE TS xR AT
JaW ., GEEEI TR 2SS AN, AN SEG A AN XT B TE B E 2% (MD=-0.02, p=0.78) , J5ill
(MD=0.23, p<0.01) SiBEM (MD=0.39, p<0.001) P25 5.

FE X B A R 24 0 55 AT Ry L, kB A =R B (F=13.73, p<0.001, 2°=0.06) , £H 5/ 325400
B3 (F=16.78, p<0.001, 7°=0.08) , 415115 K 0] #22 BAEH B% (F=3.82, p<0.05, 7°=0.02) . ¥t
— TR AR AT R B SEEG AL RTINS 43 B LTSI (MD=-0.40, p<0.001) FLEEEN ( MD=-0.44,

p<0.001) , J5I 5EEEN T B #E2ZR (MD=-0.05, p=0.92) , BIAILAT [T, SHIRART . J5m
B BRI TC 5 25 55 o IeAh, RTINSZ562H AT BRZH 0 I8 3% 22 5% ( MD=-0.01, p=0.96 ) , 5l ( MD=0.30,

p<0.001 ) 5iBEEM (MD=0.29, p<0.01) BT EE .
TEXT N A B AR BE 54728 1, iRl A0 =0 A 3, A s BRI 3

F 4 LIGA. WRAWMPRSEEASUSEMITAHOEN. El. BN
Table 4 Comparison of pre-test, post-test, and follow-up test of the attitudes and behaviors of the

experimental group and the control group towards the presence of friends and strangers

205 AT JE B B F () ) F (%)  F(324H)
XA A )52 SIS 203+£030 2.89+040 2.87+0.34 001 053 123
A X B2 284+042 287+041 2.90+0.33 : e -
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20 51) T Je B I F (e FOAS) F(LH)
papilivaiES SEERH 286+0.38 285+041  2.86+0.38 ol 0.84 042
AT POk 282+041 2.81+042 284+0.39 : ) )
X B Az ] 2 SCEGA 212069 250+0.61  2.69+0.52 1792 741" 533"
B 5 A popiizka:] 2.15£059 228+060 230+0.73 : ’ o
Xof B A [ 2 SCIRZH 213+£0.66 253+0.52 2.58+0.62 o .

i) 13.73™ 16.78 3.82
Y S WA TN X B 20 2.13+£0.57 223058 228+0.74

3.4 RETIEENEREDFINBRPERR

K2 (AU SEeH . XPRRZE ) x 2 (CHf[al: AeiiAsm ) Bl )y 22500 ik, i AsIml T
2 BB ) A2 AT v AR 55 0 F G LR SR, Tk 5 .

FEP A b, IR A B0 3 (F=12.11, p<0.001, 7°=0.06) , éﬂ%ﬂé’]ﬂt 3 (F=23.10,
p<0.001, 5°=0.10) , ZHS SHFM A EAE B3 (F=7.71, p<0.01, 5°=0.04 ) . HF— L1 SR N 434r R I

SZES A RTINS BEML TSI (MD=-4.17, p<0.001) FEEEN ( MD=-6.96, p<0.001> Je 55 38

T EESR (MD=-2.79, p=0.07) , BARILAL TS XTHAIRT . 500, 8RR He R &2 .
AN, R S2E6 20 FIX BRI 3 25 5 (MD=-0.25, p=0.80) , J5ill (MD=4.14, p<0.001) 53EExN
(MD=5.83, p<0.001) ALl 25735 8%

eI NS F, BRI R0V % (F=32.97, p<0.001, 5°=0.14) , WM TRV B# (F=96.09
p<0.001, 7’=0.32) , @A 58FEIYACEAER B (F=24.31, p<0.001, 7°=0.11) . #F— BN
rok B S2E6 LT IAS 2 B3 T e il (MD=3.02, p<0.001) FliEEEM (MD=5.93, p<0.001) , F{D“J
203 0 = TR EEI (MD=2.91, p<0.001) , FEREARR TGS, XTRATM ., F, 8EEmass
IR = BeAh, T S g Al A MR A TE i 25 5 (MD=-0.95, p=0.15) , J5ill (MD=-2.95,
p<0.001 ) HiBEN (MD=-6.42, p<0.001) AfPIZH2E 738 0%

PO, mE 4000 FEROARE, AR BB RE .

F5 KA, MRAZFUERBHERWIN., F. BERNER
Table 5 Comparison of pre-test, post-test, and follow-up test of bystander roles in the experimental

group and the control group

2H 5] A S pEL I F(WE)  F(HR)  F(35H)
SR 10.57 429  10.08+3.27  9.74+2.88
I3
T Xt BRZH 1091+3.89 1046407  10.18 +3.60 2.28 1.88 0.01
. SR 2076 £6.54 24.92+8.17 2772 +843 i
bRy Xof 2 21.00+7.04 20.78 £8.40 21.89+10.34 2.1 23.10 7.7
S 1396 £4.84 1094+425 8.04+2.76
RS Sk * * * 32,97 96.09 2431

popicEel 1491 £4.51 13.89+4.42 1446 +£3.90
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3.5 RIETIERETFENREA

K2 (AU SEmeH . XPRRZH ) x 2 (Rl ;g fEil) sy 2250 ik, A Asel T3
LB ] AR A ) A [RIBESF B LR 2, Ak 6 IR .

TEFRZESF R B, MR ESOV 5 E (F=53.94, p<0.001, %°=0.21) , 25/ F5000% &
F (F=9.16, p<0.01, 7°=0.04) , 415050\ §32 BAEH B E (F=3291, p<0.01, 7’=0.14) . #—
A ] BN A BT A B . SEE 2 R IAS 4 B E IR TS (MD=-4.51, p<0.001) Fl3iB &M (MD=-7.84,

p<0.001) , JEIS5r BEMLTEEEN (MD=-3.33, p<0.001) , BefRK5 FFhash; wHRRLERTM . fF .
BEEMAR A TR E S MeAh, AT S 41 ATk R4 C W 22 % (MD=-1.36, p=0.08) , J5 il

(MD=3.75, p<0.001) 5iBEN (MD=7.22, p<0.001) W} P2 25544 B 2%

TER WA T N 4ERE |, IR F80% B3% (F=33.82, p<0.001, 7°=0.14) , #H A F50% 8%
(F=44.34, p<0.001, 7°=0.18) , 4% 5HA A28 HAE R B3 (F=14.84, p<0.001, 7°=0.07) ., #—
A ] BN A BT A B s SEE 2 R IAS 4 B E IR TS (MD=-1.68, p<0.001) FliB &M (MD=-3.02,
p<0.001) , JEIFS5r BEMCTIEEEN (MD=-3.02, p<0.001) , BefREAE FIHa#; XHRART . 5
W, BERMNAS T B E 2R HAh, BT SE I AR LT B 22 5% (MD=0.18, p=0.62) , J&
M (MD=1.17, p<0.01) SiBEEN (MD=2.60, p<0.001) W2 22 73 ¥,

TERES R AT N AERE |, IR F80% B 3% (F=25.70, p<0.001, 7°=0.11) , #H A F50% 8%
(F=27.55, p<0.001, 7°=0.12) , 5|5 A 2 HEAEHA R #E (F=16.97, p<0.001, 7°=0.08) . #—
A 1] BN A BT A B s SEE 2 R IAS 4 B E IR TSI (MD=-2.04, p<0.001) FliB &M (MD=-3.24,
p<0.001) , JEMASS3 BT3B (MD=-1.20, p<0.001) , BEAAFEAS b Ihjadt, X RLHFTI . 5
BB TC B 25 5 . LA, I SE g4 At B2 TG B 3 25 5% (MD=-0.45, p=0.26 ) , 5l ( MD=1.26,
p<0.01) 5iBERM (MD=2.47, p<0.001 ) FFFiZH 2% 544 53 .

TERGAEAI A ZERE -, IR A F80% 8.2 ( F=44.76, p<0.001, #°=0.18) , ZH3IHY 500 .3 ( F=30.34,
p<0.001, 7°=0.13) , A5 HEAE A B# (F=26.25, p<0.001, 7°=0.11) . #E—H 80N 4
Mri 8. SCO6 A RS 4r B KT/ (MD=-1.50, p<0.001) FEEEN (MD=-2.95, p<0.001) , J&
M5 B E LT ER (MD=-1.45, p<0.001) , #EARFARR LIS XMTAFW . 5. 58 EnE
ATCR S WA, F AT SEG A A RO B E £ R (MD=-0.28, p=0.33) , J5ill (MD=0.81,
p<0.01) 5iBERM (MD=2.28, p<0.001 ) FtFiZH 2544 3% .

2% (s o [ 93 1 I TN £ B S E 0N I8 N T E e 3 (OB R (iR NTE

6 WA, MRAFEFHFERWIN, FN., BERLLE
Table 6 Comparison of peer guardianship status between the experimental group and the control
group in the pre-test, post-test, and follow-up test
215 Hi JE SET I F(RE)  F40) F(3XH)

THRA 3158572 36.08+656 3942376
XPHEZH 32934528 32334570  32.20+5.16

GESSial=yr 22.39™ 53.94™ 3291
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415 Hi Je i JB BRI F (mfE)  F(4%)  F(xH)
ESOTD i Goasas  waesw  wmeam DT T e
WOKETH i imanes  aeiaass  seam D0 7T e
MERA s ssieam  wosiw  weszos W6 3T 22
O ww  Sheior  smaron  sowerss 1 1716

4 tig

41 BETFPFRIRENRERZ RSN

IRFET IR, SCHZH 2 A ol R 0 e, XA Ak, X —45 15 E N SMASCHI 4518
—H, RS T RIZESF T IR A RO JBEREERRE, FEES T IR RCRE 2 A H A
PRASIE DL AR . R PE SRV P O BRAP B AT B T B AT g, 260 & T BE D R AE N i 2 T R 25200
FFMERONAE H I FAE R AR AR S F AR R 2T, AR A C LMY AR ATEZN, TR R
W HiA78) (Darley & Latane, 1968 ) , X FPGR F B h SHEY . AR BB AERNIEAN RMASE R S50

ARSI URAR M el S 55 B DA I, B0 1 55 WL AR T BREAT RO A AT . T3,
FAVUIRE R RE ) B R, T HCRER BRI, Xt — P AR A TR B 52 A A A AR
I, PREHE WS TR E R OB, fE—E R s CIRGEAT ik A, et
WS K FE B AR, IR BEAN SO AR B DR B 32 s, HOX MU AT o 7E 22 A
REMA AR PRGN, AR TR AR R AR

4.2 RETHEXNARSBEASNSENTRHEEN

TG, S AAERRERA Az [ 27 B (8 B S BEFIA T R 2407845 AR, i X6 I A B9 B AT 4y DDA X
JE , HIXFP R i fE T TES R A A S A Re R VR . A 2B WFRIESE , 55 UE 52 H R RBORI,
A AT REAR 4T (Robert etal., 2012) , i K 4 A4S Bl 5 FELRN“4 AL R ZS WA Bh R 242 Z R I SC R o
A Bl BB AMARLEA R IR BG B0 1Y . % F B A7 2R S i A X R FLARE A IR ( Hoy & Hannum,
1997) , KA R LR BRIPPE . GRS ALTE, AR A AL . L BRI BEER A =
FpA) (Ferr ans & Selman, 2014) . 7ERUERIA RIS EIN, FWEHSHAEL “HF" , Hi D
MR AR TB, ATRERCHAEIER Y A sl A Jr =X FE % SRR e U, 55 W0 B A )
T RBRA SRR CAENATE, RSN WZ; TERBER AV A, AR R OG0 . A
B3R, EEGMHE “PRE” SEZ (I, 2022) o FREREETE MAXT R IR R, K
W T 2R R R I B R AR L B AR (Wilson, 2010) . BAWFFERM, B AR FE 4R I AE IE
] T 5 /DA (A IR A, T2 ARSI Fr 1) W0 R Ab AT CBIR T 45, 20135 fifAfE 5%, 2022) .
FUE AT DL, A B A A A e Al A Bl AU, B B Tl e el B A7 R i
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IR /A il YR 37 A e A p o b ST E B [ N oy VTR BEEF T WN il e 2 € AU B EN
LR SRR R AR T R Z IR RIS . R AR X R AR R RS, R
AARIE Tz BB AP R EIE G JEHXS TAREI A > | 5 =2 s i~ AR T, AR B bl
WL i, AR HAERTE TR R SORERE ST, b HESh 1A P AT Y IE 1 4628

4.3 RIETIEENEREPFINBIRIPE iR

BRRETUS, SCRHEA R RIPET MO, W2 R 0 B S BRI AT 9 3210 5
Bga, T RSN AR BSE MAT N AR s 0 BRI R B AR X — A (R TR
TR AN, (RN CRANNT FASN TSN T .

PR, B T IR SO TR IR 0 E FER B . 7EA R b, S50 A AE
AL BT TE SR IR, XML R AR — (R RE S B . ©ABIERM, BN
WHIBAB AR B AR SE , SR et ORI T . s AT (ZFdfl 55, 2021) o BAERESALEE
WO DRI R ST, R REHESN HIETE N AL ( /NS, B, 2015 ) AAERFRE S WUBURT R L2 A 5
D7 S RGARET, B LSE ST RE OO R, aRie RRIBAE” RS IRCR, S E RA R B
PN E e, WSS ST MR BOE NIRRT . BES, PRSI (i 5 O B EOR , K%
TEMERERLE P “BHIRES” 5 BRI AHLES G, TEREHE A AL R 2 D A | TRAL R I
IRZ S RE I A A TR 542 T

BERMA RN, A TSR T AR BB S5 AT D5 TG — € AL, JEHAER SRR P AT
D JRANAAT AT HRCR B2, HTHRCRBA AL R, TR 5258 m e & f s,
LB D AE Y (Y RAEARER . (EARERA S, T GRS I RE B h 3 Jo 28 22 5%, 1]
AERSZAL SRV, SR ARG BIR BUEA s (HIBERNE R /R, 3 PR AE /Mg
TR, FRUNZA AL BT AL

4.4 RETIERIETIPRENDREA

AW IR T, RERTN TR AR CPWHRERAT” HARIREATOR” R R
HERERREST, H R TR MBETIR LS E .

o5 WHE H AT A A AR, SARIERT 1 B BT BB AT SRz 25 BB 2% H snT
MBI TE R, WHE MR EORARSE NIRRT, TEm A FRLRERME T, SR IERE S K-F
f A S RBU ARAPEATo , BEDA BIERA E A9 17 (EDRAR 2%, 2021) 5 ZEidffice A&,
BT S A BRI E B (Al 58, 2021) o FET i, AT/ NMETHE RIS IX
&, SIS S AT R OR BT, R B A AR BB AR e
77 SR 2 B, DA s 2 A T AL Pl S i T T 0, $RTHHE AT o™ A R el s
MIREST . BEAh, SRl M PN, SRERIRR A T SRR, Sl Il Bz A Ab
HE I AR R o R B RO SR T B AS S, AR T AR R fE
SEEPERES

&Y

o
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PRAER T R AN BRI 8 SR 4EEE . kR DA S5 UL SO R AL
FURSFHEX I AT IR s SIERSTOE, WA SRS WA R, R A At 2 T AT
B B FHOBREIBEAR , R A R BRI AR B R R R Rz, BR RIS RE D), 51 SRR IE
BARYIETENL, 2 A RN R 3 0 e R B AR B E T, AR A A 23178 (Aquino & Reed,
2002) o BRI, ZHERETE SR AU BRAT AR 2 L0 5 22 5, IXATRESE PR IR A BFR IR b, JCEAY
oo BB T AEAEBLAYAE T o Bandura 8 Ay, HIEEHEBIHLE A AEVERTNS , AR EEARES R,
FVF A B AN IETEA T, [R) 555 Ak E FRE T BILR] , 1 AP 25 Bk S A PR, A 244705 24K Bandura
etal., 1996) .

SVATTE, TEMBE 4 A RGEER T, R SRR BESF R BE AT T RO REFRYKF . ARTRFERTT
B HISE “STAC DUHUZ.OHERE, il A E o) SRS ALS], ARERT 12 iR s
THRES]

45 RES5REE

i, AWFTICETT A FIAFRE BEARR 0 0] LURIESE . IR Eeit e nl 48 5 H AR I B AR i e, B0
IS A [FIAF e B p A el s Bt T R B . 56—, R AW R BUERT S A Y 5, H32
GEIRARAEBRS, FEARRAIAE TN . AR — LY REEAR, IR U2 5 W A% 1
=L RO RATEA LI R, HESEXAAERR, Xl aeE—E R LIS 155 H K+
HOR . B, AROPSERZAHEA TGRSR, [H 52 R T PRUGE ER A 18] 85 BRI R] PR, XE LSS PG TR
FERCR AR AL . MOBEREG R, FRIZESFARRE I AYRR M HERE (AN 8RN ) RAESCIFFENGE,
FEE B LR RE L, BRI R SeRARIT . 510, ATTEE B 2 A A e | s |
KA =PRI AT T, AT Al — 0 F IR B A B Y, 3 0 268 3 S5 A
RKNER TS BT
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Effectiveness of Peer Guardianship Intervention Program
on the Prevention of School Bullying Among Middle School
Students

Luo Xia' Liu Zhiying"” Su Zhifang’ Sun Xiaoying'

1. School of Education, Soochow University, Suzhou;
2. Soochow University Mental Health Educatione> Research Center of University Students, Suzhou;
3. Suzhou Industrial Park Xinglan School, Suzhou

Abstract: Objective: To conduct an experimental intervention on the peer guardianship ability of
bystanders in school bullying, promote the development of positive behaviors among bystander
students in bullying incidents, and thereby achieve the goal of reducing the incidence of school bullying.
Methods: Based on theories including the bystander effect, moral identity and disengagement, moral
empathy, and self-efficacy, this study designed a peer guardianship intervention program using the STAC
program framework as a basis. A questionnaire survey was administered to 623 second-year junior high
school students, and 208 students were selected for a three-week intervention program. Result: For the
experimental group, the pre-test score of bullying victimization rate was higher than both the post-test
(MD=0.27, P=0.039) and the follow-up test (MD=0.59, P<0.001). The pre-test score of protector role in
the experimental group was lower than both the post-test (MD=-4.17, P<0.001) and the follow-up test
(MD=-6.96, P<0.001), while the pre-test score of the outsider role was higher than both the post-test
(MD=3.02, P<0.001) and the follow-up test (MD=5.93, P<0.001). Additionally, the pre-test score of peer
guardianship ability in the experimental group was lower than both the post-test (MD=-4.51, P<0.001)
and the follow-up test (MD=-7.84, P<0.001). Conclusions: The peer guardianship intervention program
can significantly reduce the rate of students being bullied, promote the transformation of the bystander’s
outsider role to the protector role, and improve the scores of peer guardianship ability.

Key words: Campus bullying; Bystander role; Peer guardianship
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