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Abstract

Adolescents have a high incidence of NSSI, which, in addition to causing physical harm, may also be
related to a variety of mental disorders. Peer victimization is one of the risk factors for non-suicidal
self-injury in adolescents. In this study, a cluster sampling method was used to select 323 high school
students, and questionnaire surveys were used to collect data on peer victimization, shame, self-for-
giveness, forgiveness of others, and NSSI. A moderated mediation model was constructed to explore
the influence of peer victimization on NSSI and its mechanism. The results showed that: 1) Peer vic-
timization positively predicted NSSI, peer victimization positively predicted shame, and shame pos-
itively predicted NSSI; 2) Shame plays a partial mediating role between peer victimization and ado-
lescents’ NSSI; 3) Forgiveness positively moderates the mediating role of shame between peer vic-
timization and adolescents’ non-suicidal NSSI; self-forgiveness negatively moderates the mediating
role of shame between peer victimization and non-suicidal self-injury in adolescents.
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1. 5|8

4k B 21 B % (non-suicidal self-injury, NSSI)& 5 MATER A BALE BRI MEHmYI#E Ffh. ™HE
15557 20 B R 2 R AT B AR B BR B AR (Goodman et al., 2009). AMAT] GEIEIL NSSI SR Xt E 77,
AR B B AT (/N 58, 2019), #ETR R BOARFERPE R B 54T R, BRI, NSSIBR T ik
WAGESL, EATRES ZMEIEATE G, B fmd. 2. BaiEeg. 5% S5 (Forrester et al,
2017). /D42 NSSI B AR, BB KT HDH R (Cassels & Wilkinson, 2016; Swannell etal., 2014).
TR T5 A 4F NSSIHUBEFURIE FR R Z R, AR 10.7%, SN 24.7% (1245, 2016).

[ £ 42 F (peer victimization) Fig A4 ) B AR B0 B2 BIR B R AR A MR R Bl , B4 SRR
TR FER L R 2 E (Mynard & Joseph, 2000). [FAfER R E T /DER BRI EERGE . K FER5
TR ARG P E R AR AR, X B DI B E RSN . RIS [ B AR R DA R £ BER
W R RAN TEF MIE LU N, AN Ay 238 Bl 7 fpf L S B AN PR AT 28 1Ak 36y, R 1 40 ) 7 R B2 (.
SRIRAE, 2017 T T R 17 48 22 Mk ) 45 SR 2 oA N O 1 2 TR S 3, IR AT BE 2 K
BT AR AOTFIRY], aREE# 1 NSSI AL H FO R 1 2.1 fECERIE, 0%, 2019).
U, AHEFRISR AT 1. FADF FAER F IE [ F L NSSI AT 4.

ZE QLIRS FE MR KT R AT 9 45 R VAR T B B BE AN R I 7= A B0 i3 1) B A4 1 380 T B A 48 1R 5
(Klaassen, 2001). H 35288 PR 58I B 452 B & G Wi —Fh o7 0, BT v BA B RET)
e, L HBRGRA RS M BRI SR 2 (Klonsky, 2007), Han/MAR N B SRS 261 i1 R A 2,
I 5 5 [ O LA AR 15 45 (Smith etal., 2015). AHFF AL, HHEEGEE R 4SO aimd |0k
R BHRIET B RIS R E(CE SRS, 2019) L, AW AT iR 2. ZHIHERAE T D F R
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i W (forgiveness) & 488 Z A N B 805 % f5, 2 3 i v A N 55 B Feme g LS il B 5 Y AR A %
B, AT RO BB (Enright et al., 1992). #RFRIEIEIR AN, SAMAE 20 NG E G, 7TRES REUH
FIASFR b 5 20 — Pl Mo s R IR AR s — Rl o s B g A, Il
PR R VE IOAT A SRR F K A AR 55 B (Botvinick etal., 2001). H IR % AURZEE N H O, CREK
BERE, MRBEEBGE H AR, A THCRME. %K. &% (Freedman & Enright, 1996). HIKFE
A1 49N B REDE RS A B BRI . B RIEGIIS R (Baver etal., 1992), M FEARE X B B8
TS T A N BN, CETTIE A BRI s, A1) T Al 2R 00T, g o AR 5 AN ) Oy 2 N
SERUF R FR, AT AR H B0 1% 4% i R 6 AU (Enright et al., 2007). Bk, ASHFFTER AT AR 3. 5 44t
N FRERE S EIUER L R, A H T EIHE S NSSIAT KR .

2. fARGE
2.1 FsExs

PLIIAE 28 W3 T PR 22 B 22 A N A 5, SRBUBEBEEUREIE ST 360 42 i AR iE4T TR A, RIS S8
323 1, BHRERN 89.7%. Hm—%4 1754, w4 1484, w4109 N, T4 214 A,
22 HiRTH
2.2.1. BLFEEBFRMEHITHONE

K T FEE Q01 i (FAEIEE AW BT AT RE) FRAT NS AT, b aks
12 ANk B I B AT N CA R B E AT 9 R AR L. KA. W3R 5 Sy, AR AR o
ZHCN 0911,
2.22. BOERHEERRE

KR Z QO ISHBIT I hiteik 2 EEREAES)) , 16 240M%E, GFE5ERA. 54
W, He/SE BRI EANGERE . SRS AT, IR 51520 8 v 1 A A I 0 B GOl B . AT AR % )
5 o RECR 0.888.
2.23. EHtEXR

KT E L2008 HmH ) (hp G HHRER) , L2 ANEH, aFEAMESEEE. 47 . B8l
ZEHEA S ARG ALY AN e . SR DY S5, AW FiZ S o RECN 0.926.
224, BHER

KH 47520071811 1) (Heartland %5 28 %) R, 3524 NMEH, 9 R5 8 AR %8 EH W
ANYERE, K 7 Sty . ASHETE A gE R AR 2 4B o RN 0791, 0.835.

23. MREFSHIELE

FH 27 A BT TE R A 00 B 24 WAL B 2R 00 4 67 57 48— RSO R ) 2 . SR A SPSS 25.0 A1 PROCESS
V3.0 S Bdim 34T A S o0 A AN 45 ) 5 FEAR TR 43 # o

3. ERE5 9
3.1. £RESFERENKRLE
K H Harmman PR EAGIH AR, IR ik mEE s, warse, 2004). {8 EF5 /D FEJEE R MEEA.
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FIMERE . &k, SEARMB A TE 20 B DA f BN — MRZEEE R b, AR R IR AR e .
ZiREoR, A 15 DRIRMFERAT 1, 58— DR E 777 ZWREERN 24.67%, HIBCA IR —
AR BN A TR R R B B0, R WA B (RS AE ™ FE AR 3[R 1 22 28

3.2. BLERMARE. B, ERMIEEFRNEEGREXSR

NFEEHDEFRMRE. B WANIEARMEEHRR, MSZEIHATHIIN, raEEY
BEAT T hRAEAAL B SR 1. R 1 T BLER], AR E S ZIE. FEARE B0 28210
K, FHRE. HEESERAC, A A R R ZEFUHK.

Table 1. Descriptive statistics and correlation matrix of the sample

= 1. BARER MR 5K

e M+ SD 1 2 3 4 5
1 [FfERE 1.50 £ 0.62 1.000
2 Zht 231+0.74 0.377" 1.000
3AkEAMES 1.27+0.52 0.444" 0.472" 1.000
4 FEAARN 3.80 +0.98 -0.215™ -0.333" -0.234™ 1.000
5 mAMAC 3.91+0.94 —0.232" -0.691* -0.380* 0.347* 1.000

FE: “FoR p<0.01.

3.3. EREPNBNIERRLE

BRI R AR F AR AR E AR, SOREN], R AT DUIE A A R AR B R A
P70 FLOARIS R AR X R IE Ao, SRR W], [RIARRE AT CLIE R 7 A 4R A 22 0. e A 9 1R
R ZI AR ERE A IR, G5 RRY, FAR T ZEIE AT BLUIE [ B0 A R HE B Ak B 4,
I HEEE ZZ AN, BIRRRE s . 45 Rk 2,

Table 2. Regression analysis of peer victimization and shame on non-suicidal self-injury

2. FfHRE. ERMIERGEBGHEEASH

RS E ENEES (8 E AL
4R AR T AE &
R R2 F B SE t
FEartat B AR E 0.44 0.20 78.66 0.44 0.69 10.23**
Z 0k A 12 E 0.38 0.14 53.20 0.45 0.06 7.29"*
EaAMtAG ] HE AR 2 0.55 0.14 70.25 0.26 0.04 6.16"*
ZEHiE 0.25 0.04 7.06***

VE: "R p<0.001,

KHAEZHA 734 Bootstrap iEIRUEHAMEHIERL . BEALAMEE 5000 ¥k. S5 REW], FFERFXAEA
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AR B AR A2 R PR SR I 3,

Table 3. Results of Bootstrap mediation effect test
%% 3. Bootstrap /T 8R4I 25 R

o Bootstrap 95%CI
FRUEAL R A SE
THR R
SR 0.38 0.04 0.29 0.46
BN 0.26 0.04 0.18 0.36
g3 g 0.11 0.02 0.08 0.17

3.4. ERMANERESHETHERKLR

FEPA A SRS b, SRR SRR AR RER S SR E CMZEIERAE B, % 55 24t
NFIFER B QT E TR, 4R 4. EAMARIF R E ., A H CRZE R B I 3 R %
W3, UL A AL Rl PRAR FE AN A R AR R RN, R AR B AR IEAN AR B ARk B 2 A
S TR T RN

Table 4. Results of regression analysis on moderating effects

F 4. FHHEEVISFFER

45 AR T A & NS L EIVEFS T2
R R2 F B SE t
Z& 0t [F AR 0.47 0.23 30.78 0.45 0.07 6.84™*"
B A A -0.20 0.04 -5.23"
FfERE < SR A 0.15 0.06 2.64™
EERAERD A AR 0.59 0.35 432 0.27 0.04 6.44""
Z 1k 0.16 0.05 3.36™"
EARACD -0.07 0.03 -2.04"
ZEhE < wmAED -0.14 0.03 —4.50"

FE: "R p<0.001, “FEp<0.01, “FxEp<0.05.

NS R BoR SR AN S A B SRR ROR, SRR drE 1 R, e R AN
O, AR LA TN AL, AR RN, AR F A dif 2 A0, EARTE
AHCRACFT, ZHLEIEE B A B 05 T RE /5 55 .

K AEZHA 73 £ Bootstrap 23— LI UEA I 9 (K - /A AT . BEALIAE 5000 K. 14 5 7L,
AFACFI TN T P I GE, P EA B35 25, WIIREE 5 A A KPR, 250k
FEF AR F AR B AE B O Z R R AR R 0. Em 5 E SR, ARG, 72K
TAE /KT, RAERROL, SRR A CAKCFRIRG, ZAER AR FMIEE R A2
RPN (RAERE Sy
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Figure 1. The moderating effect of forgiving others between peer victimization and shame
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Figure 2. The moderating effect of forgiving oneself between shame and non-suicidal self-injury

2. BIREHCAERUSIFBFM B A ERIETR

Table 5. The impact of moderating variables on the mediating process
=5 FTEEN RN IR

A HE WA BREAKFE  effect SE t p LLCI ULCI
RN K 0.31 0.07 4.62 0.00 0.18 0.44
HKF 0.45 0.07 6.84 0.00 0.32 0.58

=K 0.6 0 5.91 0.00 0.4 0.79

wAED KK 0.29 0.05 5.61 0.00 0.19 0.39
HKF 0.16 0.05 3.36 0.00 0.06 0.25

w7k 0.03 0.06 0.48 0.63 —0.09 0.14
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4.1. BV ERHRE. EUENEEREBGHXER

5V g R—8, R E E I ZE RO 2 Hi5%E, 2023; Ahmed & Braithwaite, 2004), Z&
Hit 1F [ P 3 20 42 JE B AP B 5 (Laye-Gindhu & Schonert-Reichl, 2005), Z5HELE [F£E 12 E M D EIEE R
PE A AR A PE R (CF R 5, 2020). BIFFL4SE SEUEST 14450 [m] @A B0 A0 [ 497 155 28 7 B AL . 3R
B E AR 51 R T 25l (H 52 R T1% 46 8 BRI R J /KT, AR 35 I 75 A AR AN g BLIE AL B Ff S PR A 45
S RE A A [ 155 BRI PR v, A T B % B AN A2 DA% 5 A o R SEBR 1) B A0 AT SR AR R RS 48 R 7 o
BT N AR T B E T, KT RN RE I E DTS, X —MRRG R, X —k
SERAEAL T BTN, MEUGERIRAR TR, SR T BT RO, ATETS B 54T RO —
17 B

4.2. ERBAERFRENEIZEBETER

AL RE, AR R RFMEILZMFICR TR, &AM ANEDE, SKF
AR 5 R A ZEBEARS, ICTE AU AT AR, Sk R R 3 51 RARKE ZEHHAL . 3 5 e
For U ER 12 (1) A A —F(Botvinick et al., 2001). XATRERY, BEAML N BARAT K T ANBROCRE MR IFNL,
{25 A H A ZEE H ORI, SPREDERNEAE, AR REMZ HH MDA, 1k
H/DEXT H CRIRE IR B SRR, FERTRES] K H 51(Zechmeister & Romero, 2002), fEXMIELLT, &
DAET R B R FRIGTTH O, RIEXN H WA Hoh, AR —MIT AR, 24T h2 H I
BT AN ) T R R A —FE N FEARSS o 22 BONAE A58 A 6 ) T 2 B HS JUIARE M 0 RN R 1 i 2
BPEATE AN J7, SEMFEAER BN G FLWH R U 544, TER—F “IREETA” FRR (ML 2024).
Rk, 9 204t N BOAE LA 75 B — D ARG 3G . B SS R T LLUs R DO @ REEE T1E, 4
EIEBFER IR, FHFEIMARE— RG] SR E A S SR 3, 1 5 NS B R 3 2 AR A %
WIS, @G AR T R IE A BN AE IS DU TR SR i) 5 ) S0 SR, BRI S
ALk i) R AZ O FIRE ST, PR NSST Y XU o

4.3. ERECEENNERREBGZENBATER

AWFFEAERLH, A AR EREA NSSI Z AKX R, BE %A H O, 20kt
NSSI TG §8 77 T % o X 5 ph I 2 18 1) %18 — E(Botvinick et al., 2001). X 7] REF R E DELE PiRH
I AR IR E AT H S, W E CREE ARG 7). 82 ANPRASAERTT . KidHE54%. IKE KT
AT D FE ] RE B UL It B SR, JERICA R EN TG A . &R AN E D FEREH
SEZEN PGS, BHEEE AR, X E CEE MR Ry, i E A G |07 A IRAE
file WA RAT LR K E D EOEMEREE TIE, £ TEBRFEMHEEFNE DETERN, #HFE2me bl
JISHREZMEERERERME, S FHIEFAR, M qIREIHMER, BRI NSSIFIRE.

5. &g

1) FEfERFIERBNE D EEERERG, FEEEF IR BN ZEL, 20k E @ i > 49 5 R
SEVE

2) ZEALERMFEAZ FHAE D EAE B R B 5 R ES 7 i A EH

3) T AN IE [m) RS A A AR A AR AR B ORI B B R AR SR E SR 5
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