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Abstract

Objective: The purpose of this study was to study the relationship between self-concept clarity and
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aggressive behavior of junior high school students, and to construct a moderated mediation mod-
el. Methods: We examined the mediating effect of social comparison on the relationship between
self-concept clarity and aggressive behavior of junior high school students through a question-
naire survey of 545 junior high school students. And the moderating effect of just world belief on
the relationship between social comparison and aggressive behavior of junior high school stu-
dents was investigated. Results: 1) After the addition of mediating variables, self-concept clarity
had a significant predictive effect on the aggression of junior middle school students ( = -0.43, p
< 0.001). 2) Self-concept clarity had a significant predictive effect on social comparison (§ = -0.17,
p < 0.001), and social comparison had a significant predictive effect on aggressive behavior (§ =
0.15, p < 0.001). 3) After adding just world belief into the model, the product of social comparison
and just world belief significantly predicted aggressive behavior (f§ = -0.06, p < 0.05). Conclusion:
Social comparison plays a mediating role in the relationship between self-concept clarity and ag-
gressive behavior of junior high school students, and just world belief plays a moderating role in the
relationship between social comparison and aggressive behavior of junior high school students.
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1. 5|15

BT e & B E 1 CEib NI4T 9(Crick et al., 1997), &)L ZE AT/ 4E & WEIAT J9 1) e —
(Ortega-Escobar & Alcazar-Corcoles, 2016). BRI HE MR BT AR, 51%MH /DAETEYI Y
BRI Bk B AT Jy(Sarah et al., 2011). T /0 AR B4 T ot 52 358 At 238 #0 46 BRI 0]
(R SRR, AP T IS S A7 8 A PR J5 2 PR SR A7 2 R B L B 2 TR o R R I 2, T e 28 5 S T e
HILEERE . ISR, JF BLAEAE 2 G i 2B R AT M (Arseneault, 2017) . F1H AR IX—i B S R0 2
AT —ANIE R RIRT, X—BBAFEIB P, LA O ARE—MIREL. 5 R ENIRT
NEERERL, X RE SR AESGEAT A R, KA IR AR AT N B R R (Tao et al., 2021).
IR, SRAE X — I BRI AR AT — MR R 51 T, AT TR ES 5 7 AR S P AR B O BRI T A ]
. R DB A BT AT RS USRS G R R 22, SR AR 3B e o

Anderson $2 1 i) — B i 5% (General Aggressive Model) X il 47 N HEAT 1 4T HOMERE, 121 RN
B AT AR — R R I, W2 P85 R 3 A BR324 B4R H i 45 5 (Anderson & Bushman, 2002).
HDAEWE A TE 2P E IR 3R, Wi 5%, Bobxt 51 BGHAT AN B R TR 7T (Gavine et al.,
2016). TEANMEH R, EIRMESIEITER A B IRAATEIEMT AR BERUGRAI—8E. A
A RLERT 8] b (S E #2 5 (Campbell et al., 1996). WFFEAIL, FRILHBGEAT Iy 4R B BME& 5 M
PEZE LG R R T 17 R 7K P (Baumeister et al., 2018). HE#5— % H /) #1i4 (General Strain Theory), H
BMESIEW AR IAMA, B2 B REWIARN, ST HRME BARA AR, AMARIAT LR A BR
KAEMAATE, RUHBEZWAMIES, FENFRICR A 20E N R, A mmiE E KRS,
SR R AT O 22 R B I ST 26 R 59 555, 2020). FET 0, BTSN E A 7 i o] 6
S BT A TR 2%

FEa LUBERIR NN, 0 B IR E I 2B TS5 AT ERR, AT B 7 AR I ) e o
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&AL 22K (Bethany & Nicholas, 2006). SCHFIX—fRULHIRFFE RN, B FRMEETE MR MALE R
IR S B, TR AR . AR B FRIA N, K B PRSI M A48 A ) T (& BY B S FRA NS B
BT BRI, A% k2l (Vartanian & Dey, 2013). F0iR, 16 E FMESTE T IE I AME T 2 5 7=
AR AT A 2 UG, i) - AT AR 80 07 SO k23 LA RS AT AR AR BT o AF DGHIF Fi 25 SRR B A AS I 4
AFAERIAL 2 LU B 2 0 A A 1 TR V7 I M A PR R A 155 46 O L= AR W A s, R ILH B8 I B AT
(R4, 2020). BRItL, AHFFEIN A2 LUECRT REZE B M IS IS BotidT i A E A .

A IEHFHYE 2 (belief in a just world) & 48 AMAAH{E FE A & BT gt U2 A RN, BEAATE R 23 240AT]
Rif3 I (Lerner & Miller, 1978). St N\ LLAR 2 — il ry o BRI 52, (EA ()5 A RSN 21 3 B b T AR 1
MM AS R BRI BGET N, XRRANR? XRFAA T FYE S 5T DEMAN AR EEDVIEXE,
MR EHFHE SRS, fE5MALRIERES, SRS, BERAA IR, FikEoEE
JOA A FIZS AT BEPE SRR, AU B MR Ik RERE BTN, BRI, 165 R HT
BUR,  SAREEST AP FUE BRI AL, B AP A E SR AEAE S AR, HEOEEAR
29 NF(Begue & Muller, 2006). [FIFE, S5xF A IS SEARME DEMLEL, AP HFYE SR &S
A ] T E PR T IR B R I D BRGROA BRI ZEAT (Gu et al., 2020). B, ABF AN A IE
HoE R REAE S R S BElAT AR R R

R IR R AR, A AYDEE T — /MR AR, Bk 1 R RS RERK
MESTEWME . i, AEHAESSEEHEIT AN KR,

Mt ////&Eﬂﬁ1

B 7 i ik BTN

Figure 1. The mediating effect of social comparison and the moderating effect of just world belief

1. SR PMER R A EEFESHETHEREEE

2. WRE5HFE
2.1. &

AWK BB RE R 78, (RS ahE] — . W] = e, T (RN TEMT I ER)
(HoeBmimER) (AEHAEEER) M (FOEBEHT NG Sy ESE T AFEARE
E AL TE I « 414 Eus DA S IE A S5 & AT R i 2, BIRR T R0R 3 20 43, [RIUCh &R 45 545 4y .
HREN 96.46%, BRI 1.

Gl
&

Table 1. Basic situation of junior high school students
F 1 IPEERFRFAER

B HH N¥ [ERiH
5 270 49.50%
el
% 275 50.50%
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Continued
= 257 47.20%
BT

& 288 52.80%
& 265 48.60%

R T4
i 280 51.40%
N AH 424 77.80%

FEEH =

W 121 22.20%
o e 500 91.70%

REHER 57
i 45 8.30%
& 475 87.20%

REBIEHNS L
5 70 12.80%
W & PLR 108 19.80%
EFE 168 30.80%
RERZHERE K& 99 18.20%
AF 141 25.90%
fifit & Lk 29 5.30%
HIF L LR 84 15.40%
R A 175 32.10%
SORZHERE K& 106 19.40%
&F} 137 25.10%
it R LAk 43 7.90%
%T 3000 G 120 22.00%
3000~5000 7T 209 38.30%

HUEA B
5000~1 /375 139 25.50%
17t b 77 14.10%
22. IRIR

FHDEYAT N BRI T, JER, B, 2009), KX THEE A (2009)4F B #5717 Buss 1 Perry
(1992) 4w il B 4T N E R (Buss & Perry, 1992). ®RILME 20 MIH, mABRBTE . SRLE. 5
RMBCEIYANESE . SR 5 sty A EoERRBGEEAT k& . AW o RECH 0.90.

HIRMESIE W R (M A, 2016), K 4SS A (2016)4F#1 i Campbell %5 A (1996)Z 1) H
FRMEEIEMT B2 (Campbell et al., 1996). EXRAE 12 MH, KM 5 sihsr, 8l viH B3R &
TEMWE A S . AT o 2% 0.80.

o R (CEWILE, £22, iR H, 2006), K H IS A\ (2006)4F-# 7 Gibbons #1 Gerrard (1997)
S G ) ) A £ LU A8 6 1) B 6 (Gibbons & Gerrard, 1997). BRAA 11 ANWH, KM 5 Aitsr, o¥osEi
B A 2 LU ) FE P i . AR TSR o R 5K 0.78.
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ANEMFUS S EF G, K-, £3858, 2012), KA 7 &R N (2012)4E #3151 Dalbert (1999)
SEGm i 1) A IEtH FUE & B R (Dalbert, 1999). BRAH 13 AMTH, AN AL EHAE S — KA EH R
BEEPANYERE . R 6 mitsr, 2 BERYIMER A EH FHE SR, AR E o RECH 0.89.
2.3. HEALTE

K H SPSS23.0 XA K M AEHEAT BEBE, e FERATES T MSC T AERE L 131350 4 F1 PROCESS
MRRTE, RPIhA B IRBESTEmT . s L A RS S MY AT N Z R R .

3. MIRER
3.1 #HEAERERE

1EHH Harman B[R A 30206 A A 75 b Bk F IR) 1) 5 335 AT 35 [F) 7 iR m ZE A 50, of T A 2% B R4 [
2o, BURARERFER AT 1 ALK THA 12 4, F— AR TR 7 aJ7 %1 19.88%, B3F
NT A0%IR I FHE,  DRIEASEI T e 3L R 7 W A 22 RUSAFAE (i, 2o, 2004).

32. EEEMHEXIH

AR BT A )W), BRI S A IR G & R RE T, SHahi &
HATARRENMG HSUBRERHTHREREEHL, A EHRESESIER TR EE MM 1t
B S A EHFESHRAEE .

Table 2. Correlation analysis of junior high school students’ self-concept clarity, social comparison, just world belief and

aggressive behavior
2. A BRBSEMM. SR A EERESIRHITA LB

M + SD 1 2 3 4
1) BERBESE MW 3.07 £0.69 1
2) thaxbbE 3.33£0.65 -0.14™ 1
3) KNIEMAES 3.99 +0.98 0.38™ 0.06 1
4) Bkt 249 £0.77 -0.56"" 0.18™ -0.39™ 1

*

¥: p<0.05 “p<0.01; “p<0.001 F.

3.3 BERWMBFWMESKHITANXR: ARATHHPNMERLR

{81 PROCESS Model 14 Skia e B A2 &8 HRMEGTEWE, h ARt td, Wi EE NS
IEMFES, AR ST, 2fME TR FEER. 208 F. & hES L.
BERRZHEMRE. SORZHERE. AN, HEERLGEET N 5 A EH ARG SR 8, 45
Bz 3 prn, SRS A EH SR ELI LLC FRA ULCH ERRZIAE 0, H Process 24
HHEFRFR INDEX. INDEX .35, Ui WILE 538 B AN EKF B RN i) 22 3 . il 2 s,
I MR 5 375 I T DS 3 I A £ LR (B = —0.17, p < 0.001), #:4x Ebal DA 2 1E ) Fi B e 47 9 (B =
0.15, p<0.001), HFRMEETEMTEXT Bk 47 A RIEH B3 (B = —0.43, p<0.001), A IEHFFEEALLEE
B T B AT (B = —0.24, p < 0.001), A IEH FUE & 544 b i 22 BAE AT LA 2 47 ) J e
17 N(B =-0.06, p<0.05). iR INDEX A 0.01, HE{=[X[8°4[0.001, 0.022], EEXIHALS 0,
FRRULIAE P I RO 3
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Table 3. Moderated mediation model test

= 3. BETHHNMEREAE

EEpE BAME TR EIEES§0E Su

R A T A 5 R R? F p B t LLCL ULCL

ke

etk BRESEWNT 0.24 006 3.3 0.000 -0.17 -3.95™  -026  -0.09

B FAME T i -043  -1096" -050 035

a5 0.15 410" 0.08 0.21
k% NIEHEFES 062 038 24 0000 554 632 031 016

y SRpAN v

fﬁ;ﬁ*ﬁ; 006 212" 012 000

B A T \\\\\iﬂi:\s
A2 B
-0.43 %

/i

ATFHRES 0.15%*
-0,24**\ —
WHFATAH

\

AR X A R ES 0.06*

Figure 2. Mediating effect of social comparison preference under the moderating effect of just world belief

2. RIEHFEZFHIERTHESERImE T8

N T R SERESUE A P TR AR, (RIS SR AR 0 B S BT T B SR . SRk 3 AT
Ny WIEMFYS ST J SRR, E IR I 24 2 LR B B AT A 0 T3 RN 45 2 2

RYE R AR, B A ERES S MK, Py BAY, S EEREmE. k4 fE 3
N ARG SR, A2 U RsE I, Bkt v 2 E &S (B = 0.21, t = 5.53, p < 0.001);
N IEHFYE SR SRR, BEE L R RIEm, BT 8 2 BB = 0.15, t = 4.48, p < 0.001);
AN IEHE S SR AP, P RN A AT .

Table 4. Effect values of just world belief adjustment level
4. NEHRESFTHKETHENE

z BRNAH Boot #rifEi% Boot CI FFR Boot CI _I-fR
{&: M—-SD -1.01 0.21 0.05 0.12 0.30
: M+SD -0.07 0.15 0.04 0.08 0.22
H: M+SD 1.03 0.08 0.05 -0.01 0.17
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Figure 3. Social comparison under the moderating effect of just world belief
3. AEHREFATHERA T SILE

4. +1ig
4.1. BRELZFMTEX AP EBHIT A

AW TR I E B TE WX A AR BGEEAT R BN 22, BN A AR RS, B BT
XS A B AT A I IR E PR IR 3 . AR e A B AR B e BRI T AT I T e A2 B MRS AN il
FIAMA S T OR3P B AT L b 3 B0 347 9 (Baumeister et al., 2018). AR 4% B e AR (¥ B0 R FE B
B, RTHEFE(12~18) % MK I Im A B A — 155 A CIRELR R, X T “JRuE” 55 it
AT EBARMEE S T PR — [ BEAN A iy P 94 348 ST 46 ) B B SRS, T B RBEA TR
TEMTRIVGR DB AR HEREARRE 99 H P ahSERs A, TR T RIS AT g ooy JE S R

BEAh, B EME S K, HBGEAT AR AT eV o KRR B B T b
A, BERSIRA NS 2, B N RIRRE (SN NSE, 2020). fEAR S SAEDS T EEANE, 2438 2 o @ E
2 H ORI B @ A, HBiAME Rk . M, B IRBESIE M ACHIIT, R AEBGRT )
AIREVE K. A% E B TE I B AR 22 PR JO G, HE LSS AEA N A BB AR A AR, R LR
Gy et eE . RIAE B R B JE I, 1) T SR ) R T D ok il R

42. LB PMTER

AW TR DAL 2 LEAE B TR SIE M M S P AR SGEAT A2 M s AR . AT B TR
T T RERE B TN 4L £ LE % (Saadat et al., 2017), WL X ZE b A G EEAAN SR EHITHRT, K
I E FMEETE WA ACHR M, i T S ARTER “5E a8 7 #THES R, AL S p R
GEHRBLE. AT SRR TAEEEGIRE, G EE R B L E REESEm K S5ttt
BEFMER.

R FEIE 4 ) L R A BRI TR A S L E BE, 5 BRI, AHLLT 1A R E g RG] B
H, LS N LE R 2 1) S AR 5 15 B (Hafer & Olson, 1993). FREGH s AL
(17 b B A0 2 BRAN a0 B R EL () R ERER) P A — R 38R, 1T T Y BRI AR g, A AT i e TR
Bt N7 30Ok R0 B2 B . BB R E S LAy, MRS T Fum sk b, A e
AT VAR BT AR . IR AT DL S P RS G 2, R MR ISR AT NI S KR
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AT TR S5 RAB SR 1 — e B AT R, BIAMA I i A7 08 52 B AN A ST AN A AR A LA
FEBATNARE T, BFSeziasE . BIH0 B BN, A% 8 BMESTH I A A SR T8 5 il A B
MFRAG AP FLK, A% E B AR E A 2 B 5N o R 5y 32 B 2 PRI A R i
AR R AN B 5 H ISR AT UL, TP AR PR S — RB RG2S, R A AT
o CLEAHE CRIELE, S, B, Ao UBAE B BRBESTHME S 9] A X AT vz [
rAER

4.3. RIEHRESHEHIER

ATRTCR I E M TS« B IR T ME - * 2 LU - 0P AR AT A7 S S AR 1 B,
I ek 2 U B AT A o 7 B AR R A 7 R B It 435 K P 1 e G 5 4 b e A7
S, A IE RS R IAMA, 752 HUB i A vp 2 I B 2 T TGEAT . 302 1 - IF [ 543
SRR, FETX AN BB A AT W BRI DA, I ELSE LUSE R A2 3 o 1 F A A A . 5T
FWATE PSR B TR A T IRV RS I S W 4 S, 4 2 3% T e bk S i
TR CE T, SR, PABEZE, 2021). FTLLYSHI R A Al AT A2 BUBEIE 2 A 7 AR A P el
WS ISR T, A TEHE RS BRI AE, JEARREIS RIS E F O, T S RIs %, Of
BA— AR 10 £ B 22 X AN AR HEAT VP . RS 5 HEATBOR ADIR 22, LA B SR P Tk A7 A 22 e
DIk, 2 T G4 A VR 2 b e ) P A Tt AT A B0
5. BRI

AT FE 5 B0 TR D) P A B AT A B — RS R W S M O AT DU i 0 B
SETE R T L () 1 TR AIE M LA IR BT S &, 0 RIE R — MBI RIS,
IR A BRI A, MHEAEMAEAE. AN 5] S22 Efh B At S L Mg e, 75 Hode s v 3 3
YEIEHHLE i S LA G SR, U URBIEGEA A B OIS, SMAEE A O, AEE
4% 1 T B AR A R3S . A, BOMTESRAR R, %4 VAL 2 b (B ) A
W e — T RIR T, BN AE 2 T RS, IR HLLAA T A TE RS 2 T B S A 0 T 1
B, S RS BE R [ AT 9 R, TP HE R A R R R . HR, SR BRI
MR AFHIRE - BRSO . i T 5, SR EMBIAFFAMAIE. s BT AT, ik
PR ERE T A M T XA TG RIS B TSI T SRAIVESR , JE RS2 1 T R4 TR I
Bio SREMEET, TR EUNZAREERIER, T EES 0T AEST—E R
Kb, 3 S TR At A B AT R A SRR, T2 AT o

6. &1
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2) Ao PR B MBI I 54T AR B AT IR R AR
3) M IEMFE S & B S AR AT AR R R .
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TR, SRR, FMPEZE(2021). AHXTRISFEFIA IEHFYS & ——SNS 1 AT A2 B K AR B O B, JLRA
LRI S FL2ER), 38(3), T7-87+126-127.

TN, PGREE, FSREE, HR, XIKAF, N (2016). T /A4S W sk A A M S M R AR LU
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