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—\ REHEHE X

R W A ARG, ERE. EEH., SF2FEFWHE RS, ALl
P — N EERMESE (Wang, lannotti, & Nansel, 2009). Chan F1 Wong 7E 2015 &k 5
g T IRE R IR IR, S5 R, ERE KA R R, A 2%3] 66% A%
A2 s, T SERE IR UM 2% %)) 34% 425 (Chan & along, 2015). i3S i) —
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S Sl A R 24 5 LA 51 4%, 17E M4 B & 5 E kA 13.6% (Wang
lannotti, &Nansel, 2009).
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WA R AL BRI I X6 5 (uvonen, &Graham , 2014; Pellegrini, Bartini
& Brooks 1999; Veenstra, etal., 2005). AW FE K, ILGHER . BR B FREMY
AT N Z 8 s (Juvonen & Graham2014; ZREEL, XISCH|, 2015),
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