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Abstract
To explore the relationship between passive involution and bullying victimization among college
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students and its mechanism of action. A questionnaire method was used to measure 288 college stu-
dents, and the results found that passive involution significantly and positively predicted bullying
victimization among college students; social exclusion played a mediating role in passive involution
affecting bullying victimization among college students; and trust had a moderating effect on the
path of social exclusion affecting bullying victimization. The results suggest that (1) passive involu-
tion significantly and positively affects college students’ bullying victimization; (2) passive involu-
tion can also indirectly affect college students’ bullying victimization through social exclusion; and
(3) trust plays a buffering role between social exclusion and college students’ bullying victimization.
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1. 5|8

B L PR, T AHRSEHE R TE BB, b i T OR B, R AR AN EAE
R EWASIR SRS, B &P URINE BRI 2 ST BB Y, XA A WL R T k. 7R
PARS S AR A hg B Db o BB DA B A 22 8 5 SR AN E s, FAE et S 554, M
M= ENEIR, & H AT R0 K22 14T R BA S G BR A RS BRI SE e, Wi iR 2% 28 1) AR 18
FIJE S(Yietal., 2022; Yanetal., 2022; Liu et al., 2024) . K&l 7P ) SCAC AT RN 248 (4T A 35 B 520,
— AN AR E SO T BEA B TR IR AT NI R A, TN SegHE . 2 SCREIER B RT RN
FINGBISR . NESFBAATPRES . ABRXREK ., ORI INAE & E SR AT 5 W Sk T
2021), MIMAT B2 P= A Wi SR 2 AT N N EIE I I Ta 4, el K2 AR DR I B 5 4 i 7 A= K
BZHENR, HEFE—DRATIEELWE R, AT HE R AVEAT R B3 P93 KAk
52 B B S A FA B

IR ARARAE SR BN A A I 8] B 532 B — AN B2 A R AR B0 3 IR (Olweus, 1993).
KEFAEFANRE 2B I NFRC R, o H O T2 R, S22 51 R MR T 821
T8 . PR 3 DA KB 2 (R A I BRI e, 2021), AT RE S LRI Bk AT MO R 455, 2021). W5
FH, FFERRAYin et al, 2017). #H2HF(Kiefer et al., 2021). fEEMIFE NS, 2023). 74+(Sischka et
al., 2021; Jiang & Jiang, 2023)% K R IR AR 2 FHI AR 2R . WS ILGR I AR 59— PO 05 55 U 1)
EHME . ARBCERMZTESAT (Y et al, 2022), FKEEAH(2024) NN o2 B MA B b TR A PR A i,
ZFFE S RE S W AN R 13k E s, RIVHEA R OHEURES RIER WS 1T . AKN, NG
SEHRFAMEE(Yi et al,, 2022; Yan et al,, 2022), MBI NIEEER J1(Zhang & Ji, 2023). W& N
FEN GRS N, T3 BHANTESIHLOREE H AR OSSO EE R BURAIE A, T
B 50 4 45 (passive involution) & 48 AT A A [F) 6 BRI 408 2 5 I AR B 36 4, I 1) 000 £ JE (Y
etal., 2022). 5 EEHIH 2 P A O FE R AR, A0 70 R B R F A s W17 .

2 LB LR (Festinger, 1954)f8H, AMATESR Z BV B 238 i St A FEBSRIBET B3RP, 4
BT PAT OB (S B CARF I LRI BE 25 5 7= AR SE e AT N H AR B FRVEA . BHUE AT, 2t
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SURTESAT N, TMiEET BHIEMER AR R I3 N & ] R AL B N ORI 28, R AEAE 32 AR .
KRN, 55 GAMKRIIR AR E A 56 55 R (Jiang & Jiang, 2023), 35T I 0 & VR A PR 8 o 1y oo
SEGAT N, X P G i SR 1 s 0T R 2 4 AN OB, T 4 25 SR R D 2 g A Ok B B
M0 58 4k RR 00 R 0 25 45 ANV R SEAR UM (CE VT D45, 2024) . SRR FUR B, T I A R H A7 il 2 A A
P A SRR Wi, P2 AR B o) A AT 4T M (Reh et al., 2018),  24MAE S N 36 BT P2 A I 2 AR AR &5
BB, FTRES TR M B MEYT, AT SO LR I S A . R H R IRR SHIER AU SRR B A S S A
M SZ IR AR T, AR TR — R R YER T, S AR 1. RZEAE B 3l P 4 Re 8 1 1) Tl /4 (1)
IR o

W [P A AR R FE bR T BEUR R SRS R A4t & b= AR A AR B PE S5 4, TR B 4 2 B2 3]
NBRKRR, MMl gear= A w . IOI5E4 . +E2HEF (social exclusion) & F AN B F 43— 4 2 [F 4
A BT, A8 T R AR T SR 32 2 BHAS I R A FECHE 22, ELUKI, 2008). #EaHERT 247
FETRZARAS,  HAL S HE R MBS H 574 T o S5 0 s AR BECR B 45, 20132). BRALRE,
SHEF S AMESZ IR AAFAE AR SR R(MRZL4E, 20205 Kiefer et al., 2021).

I 8] 75 SR B AL (Williams, 2009) AR [EHZRZR, AR — BRI BIHEF 88, (22 RIS
T, BEATERGEAEE. HBEE)E 2N, NITr=E AT . BRI S UEAS v R, SR
DI G T G AT R SR AR S R, (A AN T R 2 g, M S BHARTEAT N ERA SR, A
SR 5 SRAF LA A2, BEAAR P od 5 i 1 e (9 07 207 AR B, 385 6 FR B SR R AR 0] B2 IR () 4 o ek,
MR AN 240 1) 75 3K, T 4% 22 55 50 4 I N 1T e 2 At 2 HE 5 AN 38 1 32 B R 22 1) KU - de Waal-Andrews
Al van Beest (2018) RIMMER TR ai 54T 5, A0 B CHUS ER [ S8 2tk Bt RAR s i\ (1)
BB IR AU 2 B GG I SEAR R A2 NA, RO 2 3 X S 77 T AR AR AR 56, ot —2P
BMSEA AT N AT, SES P ARG A A B TR A AR, (HIELE S VE B R A
AREFE AT AL . BT AT A g 22 SBORFAEEM N P AL S H R (AL, IR, 2012),
MRS o H RS IR RS AR B EHAT MR, 2019). o RS mBIFEECR, &
ARSI TCHE, B HAL 2SR BRI, AT 25 5 BOR R I H AR . fE e G s, A
AT RERU N TCTE R b 5e S i DA I B i 2 th, X RN AT e S 8t S8 R, RN, BTz
B2 SCRERI BRI, 52 B HE R B R T e S M DA IR 52 B R R . DRI, ASHIE TR VIR 20 4
SxHE AR B A A R AR g s o R A E R

BRI KRR E AL R R EEIN R, Yamagishi 25 2015)1EH TEAERUR /18,
BB 9 T A5 ATA5 2 (Trust belie) 515 AT 0w I (Trust preference), o E TS & Fa AT A AT (54T
PERME &, TS AT W2 48 ARG B SBT3 5 E DL E O BN — MERHE AR RN R LT -
AR, B2 2, H—REEACP RS B, 41, 2019). REFAEMBEZES A
BrfE AT 2 AR SR M55, 2023). SEIRRFUAIESE, S/ MAMHER G, BEMIMTS T S5HERE A 1E
W, TS EEAE NS VERA RAEAR A (Walasek et al., 2019). #E2xHER B9 IN2: SN BRE AR KT 1 %
K, 5 A ] RE XSl A 26 0L MO S B2 (Pellegrini et al., 2021), 7] WASAEEHE R A B ST Nl &
BAEH . BAEXYE RS R RIFIABR R A (RIHER, it Fme, BAREEMK
SRR S A W] B A O S AR AL S HE RS2 R (RS o [RLMG, ASHIE TR VIR 3 [EAEXT AL HE R R
IR I IR R A AE TR

g b, BT BN T RS IR 2 E ] BRAE(E VB AR e, B AR AL 2 LUt . i ) 3R
SR BUPMR AL R AH SRR FT, SR FH 0] AV SR BRI 3 P A5 0 K 2 A S R IR s ), IR e xR R g e
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Figure 1. Hypothesis model of passive involution and victimization of college students

B 1. #xIRESXFERRZENRIZIEE

2.
2.1. #ik

AWtyiEIE 2 EARBCRT IR, RO ERRERI 5, B 320 ATERCRFANME AT AN R H
32 I AR E ORI B, e IRl %) 3 288 1y, RN 90%. 25 10 41 5 I K 2 AR AF R u [
NT~27 %, PEFRE N 21.66 5, taEERN 172 5 HAF 54 133 N, 4 155 N5 KR—F4H 27 A,
KEFG 64 N, K=FZ99 N, KWUFEL 62 N, WA 36 A
22. fAIRIE
2.2.1. #EIRENNE

KHAH Yi Z52022)gmil K FAE N BT NER. BRI 26 ANEHE 0 “FE RO STEL I 70z
eI ER, PR S IRE B8 S S FHCE SR, IO OB ), dAESINE. £
FINEMBERENHLF NG 3 ANGERE . rERA 5 stk (A “dERmARR” iF 1 538 “dewER” iF S
55, WEHKE s, SRR N BT AR . KRR ZERNESIN G EER, SR
¥ Cronbach’s o RE5 7110 0.88. WAIEYER T3 M 45 SRR, 1% 5 1046 55 3005 R UF(¥/df=2.18, NFI
=0.89, TLI=0.92, CFI=0.93, RMSEA =0.06).

2.2.2. FRRNNE

KHIH Olweus Zgmifl, 5K 308, sUESF(1999) BT Ak 6 2 i oy il 25, 3% 6 ANELE (i
CHINABELAET AN, BINEIR, sSE AR ), R S Ao O “AokEARAEL” iF1
BN —JETLIR 7T S 4, )46 88 H 0P3503Ry, 150 B 52305 (1 AT %8 = o ASHF 99 iZ W) 45 1) Cronbach’s
o ZE0N 0.79,

223. #SHRRNE

SR Hh 5 520 130 K 2 SR B2, 36008 19 /AN H (1 KSOM 3R AT
ARERBIFR” ), AN EHE TR T 2 AN, SRR S AN “IR7 3 1408 < it
S ), WA F BT 5388 8, 1A H R OB . A 98 T 1200 %5 10 Crombach’s a R4 0.95.

2.24. FEMNUE

KA B Yamagishi 1 Yamagishi (1994)4m 3£ Yamagishi Z£(2015)BIT FIELRER, Lo AMEH N
CREBNZEREER ), 5 REESEMEERE 2 NMER, KM 7 Stk “dEEARE” i1
SrE| CAEFRIET UE 7 4r), WS E RS R, U ME RS KPR . AT AR E R
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Cronbach’s o %04 0.79.
2.3. YIS SE

AWK SPSS25.0 M HHE BT A S M AR G511, R Hayes (2013)JF K& ) PROCESS Z 2+
HEAT F A 5 RN AR 5

3. &R
3.1. XFEFERERE

AW FUR ) Harman SR 723 b 77 4L AT L R 7 2 m ZE AR 00 o 45 AR I, RIede R R i gl 8 4
FREARR T 1 BB, RS — AN iR 28 e 80N 27.61%, (KT 40% B I SHEL(JH7, e 22, 2004),
DAL 6 ] LA AR BF 58 AN A2 L 7™ B 1) 3L 5] 7 A 22

3.2. BT ERHERG T FRX O

KH Pearson BRI NG 2R o HRFMEEZ RN, S8R IE 1. 458
R, BEhNESZE . iR IEMG, 2 SHtaHF B3 1EMK, SIESHaF. 2
Wk BETMK, SHEINERIERIGHFE R,

Table 1. Descriptive statistics and correlation analysis between variables

#* 1. EXEEMNWARG T SHRX D

Bl M SD 1 2 3 4
1. $ENE 3.25 0.76 1
2. %R 1.32 0.41 0.22%%* 1
3. tHeHF 1.87 0.66 0.13* 0.68%** 1
4. f51F 4.64 0.85 0.10 —0.24%%* —0.3 %% 1

VE: *FoR p <005, ®FRp<0.01, #*FEp<0001, FF.

3.3. SRR MERKRE

X} T 1% 0 A8 SR HEAL AL FE 5 R Fl PROCESS 1] Model 4 % #8514 36 6 52 1Kz i 52 i S 4k 2> HE R 1)
A ER TR S, A5 R 2 ISR 3 P . 3l N 4 83 1 M B 32 JkiE (B = 0.17, 1=3.75, p < 0.001),
Wesh P 3 35 I T2 HE R (B = 0.12, 1 =2.28, p < 0.05), 4NN 54k HE R 3L R P 52 sk i,
BN N 3 835 1E [ TN 32352 (B = 0.10, £ =2.96, p < 0.01), 4 HEJ+ 3% 1E [ il 32 A (B = 0.55, 1= 15.19,
p <0.001). 95% CLAEY 0, UL HEFR P ER B3 (RN 0.07, SE = 0.04, 95% CI =
[0.00, 0.14], TEJEERN (5 LK 41.18%).

Table 2. Results of testing the mediating effect of social exclusion

2. HSHRHNBNMERRIELER

L IR e HE T IR
AR
B t B t B t
GRS 0.17 3.75%%% 0.12 2.28% 0.10 2.96%*
tHaH R 0.55 15.19%%*
R? 0.05 0.02 0.47
F 14.05%** 5.18* 127.97%%*x*
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Table 3. Mediation effect results
3. PNYMLER

PRAE RURLAE SE 95% CI B L
PRSI 0.17 0.04 [0.08, 0.26]
BB 0.10 0.03 [0.03,0.17] 58.82
Vi) 42 24 0.07 0.04 [0.00, 0.14] 41.18

34. BRTHRMRE KT

X T 1% 078 BhR AEAL AL P S5 SR F PROCESS (1) Model 14 SKHE— IR SR B 1 s A E
It HE R R SR K R AR . 25 RN 4 BoR, DURIRE R IR B, A N B IR A T 32
(B =0.10,1=2.87, p <0.01), thoxHE/F 53 E R T SZ2 (B = 0.50, ¢ = 12.80, p < 0.001), {FEX%
HR SR R IE B B35 K (B =—0.34, t=—0.98, p > 0.05), (54T 52 HE 7 58 HI500 32 825 1 T
MR ZE PR =-0.10, =-3.04, p < 0.01), VLIABAEN Fh2HE R 5600 52 R 1 % AR AFAE TR

Table 4. Results of mediation analysis with adjustment

4. BETHHNRELER

=)= 7 72 &% EVEES - &rE2Es
g T Az & R? F i 95% CI t
et R BN 0.02 5.18% 0.12 [0.02, 0.23] 2.28%
T ek 0.49 68.58%** 0.10 [0.03, 0.16] 2.87%*
e R 0.50 [0.42, 0.58] 12.80%*
fE1E -0.34 [-0.10, 0.03] -0.98
thaHEF < B1E -0.10 [-0.16,—0.03] —3.04%*
0.60
0.40 F —— KfE1E
B GfE(E
0.20 |
®0.00
%ﬁ\
X -020
-0.40 r
-0.60
-0.80 t
it SHF AR

Figure 2. Simple slope diagram of trust moderation effect

E 2. FEATHEREERRE

DNk WIS AR AR T 0 S0, AT Tl SRR A IR (LI 2) 5 3R W], X FARAE AE7K P (M — 1SD)
MR RAL, k2 HE T AR AR FUARAE S E e O 5 v 9 23 K 2B 3 (Bsimple = 0.60, =13.77, p <
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0.001); XFFREfEAEAK M + 1SDYIR AR, mt o HE R R AR W AR S HE e (10 5 s 1 2 K
R 2 (Bsimple = 0.40, £ = 6.98, p < 0.01), {HAIX TARASAEA TR R ZEARUEL, FAE A s .
4. Wig

W 2 i BB BESR 7100 R B (Zhang & Ji, 2023), ABroe REVESK . XA N, HE2r=408
SIBFERE AT NI T, 2021), HATRES 4G /MR R ZH AR . AR ST, ETHe
PR L B () 55 SR ol S 2R R 5% SEUF I ST R T 1 4 20 P9 A5 FH K 27 28 e 32 35 1R Ok 3R S LA L
WFCRIL, #sh sl LLUE A SR R RSEA IR EZE, HASH o KA 0k 2 5 1 g m ]
CUIE I (E AT R 2 M -

4.1. WIIAEEETANKFELRRTE

AHFFEIRE R, YA R AR R Rk 4 P, XS RAIESE T RATHIBE U B it
WL MR, IR S A R MAR AR S BT, AR NBEOIT U (8 AR 52 447 0
. ETIN B UM SR I BRI, ML ARG, SO GRS R B AR RO RN . S5 RN
AN AR, IWTIAEAT N BRI 2 i tEAT oy, BN T 4ERF B S S im0 3R B, XAl
RE = FEIGEAT MR ILGE 7255, 2020). B MATHEZ 5HENE, BIOY 70 F RIRTA BRI AE
FEHAR)BAT AR B T 4y, FLJE H R B R A K ARG ARG, SR I TT REME 2 3w o LA,
A OB R ESGRIR S, AT YO8 B SRR A AT AMESE S S E — 2 (Ross et al.,
1977), XA 2= FECMA RS AS B R —20E, 298 NP AR TR AL A A7 (i B2 52447
NS, AR R AL T AR IR R, AT B NS¢ R R . BRI G R 1A,
TN P A2 — A AR O BELRR SR IR BN R IR E [ AR SE S 1) — P RERIE AT N, 5 AR & DI
BRAR(WRIHE, BB 0L, 2024). B H MR REZE — 2D IR BRI S84, 054 AT BE S EUIRAT 9 L
L, X BRI R PG, EERRIE, @R EE LN BOR A ER, 515 KA
SEIERARISEG IR, BrIE s sont 2 LIRS SUmR, fEAT MR, MR EEE R AT 54 R AT,
oD B o AN R E S AR G, SRR R, 2024).

4.2. HRFHHNER

K FRI, e FERNE S RFEAEZIRE R /PRI S AEH, B s NS E
IE R SRR e 52 5, T BBl Ak 2 5 (M B R A R 2 5 . AN IR T B 55 4 0 A Ak s
B3R H AR RRAE F (Elliot, 2020), W& SECMERIK & R R S RAAEIR A TR R . W
AR H A, AATT R (e A ] 2 345 e 5 432 2R 1) 3% 4+ 348 3% (Frank & Bernanke, 2004), HREFANES 5
S FITH OR I AR AT AT SR RIELE, =4 TR SE S ANk, A E AN R a2
— Mg 5 E1EN K R (Keller & Loewenstein, 2011), {HAS NWCRIE & LA A4 ALY (ROzycka-Tran et al.,
2015), KL AEER M 55 40T GE B IRBEAAR N B0 (8] (A5 AT 5 & fE (Barker et al., 2012; Liu et al., 2014), 3%
2

g0 BB FE o P AR SR P DA M R AL 2 HE e, AN A A3 AT 9 I B A
an GIERTES RN, AR A R R AT RE it — 2D A A R, X Bl A A B A (SN D) 0 BE N
AU, IR T RO E R ZIBREN R, A5 BN I 2™ A B X 1) A B AR 2 R AN AR Z AR AL o XT3
W] ¥ REPRAh R, B T BN B MR B R REME . BEACR R, SR AT Ae SR AN A B
RERTNRERIORTE, SE4 A #9750 4E L AR sS4 REAA Th I 75 /0 4F B AT RE HE 7 5k = B8 1K B3 (Richardson
et al., 2014). BAITW G MRS Z RAIRE S, 12 B8 S WA b 5 b TR iy g i 7 A
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BLELMAT N, WA 2T B2 HFERHEI. Bk, ErmidiRbaid i, 2R
MERIBHE R A1, 513 H 5P REHAAEIL K B ARgs )y, R O e 4 1 51 A A BRok 2 1)

o,
4.3. FEBATBIER

KWL RN, BAEAEA2HE RS2 R 2 AR EH, BRI E AT R &S AR (S5 EE
BRI AMEA EL), A2 HF 50 52 300 1 1E 0] F000 8 F A B osesss o ARI (B AR TR, (SR MR
fift 5 At N 9% R A% 0 3K (Berscheid, 1994), AFARIEE 2 M — N A0 AR RAT A 0 PFAl BOWRE ) — J7 it 2511
A7, KR B Bk e R 26 45 L R2 i (Dirks & Ferrin, 2001). X A2 HE R, A5 AEAKSF 5 A A4
] TR PP A 0 R, RIVHIRAAT ARN, B4 HE R AR A AR R Hp R B0 0 75 =R 2 R BH
15, A5 ARV (R AMARGE 52 P DU 5 3 8 ST (R 5K 3R s B AT /KA A A A6 1) WA 4 7 1T S 1545 B (Fedlor,
1991), FHHEFFIA ISR R, B MMR, [BIEFG A 4258 R(Yanagisawa et al., 2013). #t
SHF S ERE EaEm AMRRE TR, NRBCZRE KA, NREEEA R EE
K1 “JEIEH)” (Molden & Finkel, 2010; Yanagisawa et al., 2013), ‘B 7L RK2FAE S HE R =2z s mid
R —E KR ER « BFFCR I, 805 Al 2 4k 2 HER MR 20l NSEIEAE, A R R XU
N BB AR B2 AR 2R, T BB LA B P (Derfler-Rozin et al., 2010).
I, fEmBRREDTEHRE Y, WESTEMEEEAKTFRRRE, 51 FREERTRGFABMEE, (2 bR
AT R R
44. AARBMESTE

AW FAE AR A NG BN R AT 5, /I THEINE . bt R 2%
sz, DASAEAEAER RS ER . 8T, AR 1 s NGS5 IR 2 5 2 [ AR B
WHFt. FESREITIH, NRZAEREE J7 WL RO A AR e 32 B T AN+ T 4 7Bl A

WAL, AHFFIEAAAE AR, ARAEARKRI AR EE S0k, Bk, #HARRH RN 5
WA —E RRYE, & 5A Q2N m it Tz 85 e ol — PR 5478 Hk, AT Sk
Yk Agekn) BRI, RRIER RS HARN E T AL S, USRS E 2B ML R, &ia, At
FREFE T RN TR R, RKIE 00 EHE FRHATEE, BR8N 45 S 52 HAE IR IR
TE e ARSI
5. &g

AR FEET A R IR . MR TR RBUMRER, R TN ES REAEREZFER IR LI
YERIBLH], WFREs L] (1) #shNE R E IEREm R AR IR 52 % (2) #ah WGt nT DUR IS 2
HEFr 22 ma K2 AE R 255 (3) (BARTEAE 2 HE R 5 RS A R 2 FH 2 MR g riEH .

S

B N KA B IR AT F S IS GG W 2 i e A, AR B R R 18 SO S ok R v SR AR )

By, 5 Es

SE

MRAL, 2575, Z5izim, JBERPL(2020). ML Z G Ak B AT BRI Sm: ko R Mmootk ig g s R e, 74
HHHEE, (1), 73-78.
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