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Abstract

Bystanders play a critical role in either stopping or exacerbating school bullying. However, research
in this area remains fragmented and lacks systematic integration. Using the Web of Science Core
Collection, this study retrieved literature on bullying bystanders published between January 2022
and June 2026, yielding 398 valid records after screening. Keyword co-occurrence networks and
modularity-based clustering were employed to identify research hotspots, and 30 articles were
randomly selected from the largest cluster (133 articles) for in-depth qualitative content analysis.
Bibliometric results showed that terms such as bullying, cyberbullying, bystander, empathy, and
moral disengagement had the highest frequencies. The network contained 89 nodes and 414
edges, and five thematic clusters were identified, with the largest cluster focusing on the psycho-
logical mechanisms and behaviors of bystander intervention. The qualitative analysis further dis-
tilled five themes: (1) individual and contextual factors influencing bystander intervention; (2)
effects of anti-bullying programs on bystander behavior; (3) bystander behavior in cyberbullying;
(4) the development and socialization of bystander behavior; and (5) measurement tool develop-
ment and meta-analytic reviews. Empathy, moral disengagement, social norms, and self-efficacy
were identified as core psychological mechanisms shaping bystander decisions, and effective inter-
ventions often activated defending behavior by enhancing responsibility and self-efficacy. Future
research should strengthen longitudinal designs, cross-cultural comparisons, and intervention
mechanism studies.

Keywords

School Bullying, Bystander, Bibliometrics, Qualitative Content Analysis

Copyright © 2026 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 5]

KRBz — RSN YL R BT ARG A SRR I, ™ E U D R O B R 5 GV 1]
[2]e SEILT4F, PHAMMMN W - ZHH” ZJoHERE IR N R A T E I sh AR . 5%
BN RLEI IR 22 B, FAT O RIS FAE ) R e P BOAAR B mT A Rl e cze , T Ak 55 Il
BREANIU 2 5 475 3 [3] [4]

Z 5FMOHEREEFUE X0 PR DE . MR g B &[], ENAE Wi E S
FONE L A K MBE BT =K 4], KBTS 7 TEEHERL . B R, R PR RTE A
X5 AT TN AE I [5] [6] AT4FK, 5503 Tb T AE R 7 Boah A5 & 5 38 2B HE i (1 = A HL
(71, 100 PAL R A B 522 7F 5 D0 A B S0 1 O 7 SRR RR B (8] T TR D, [l B Kiva S5 H K& [ P “3H J7
R RS TAR SRS R 55 WL A % L g 42 2] [4] [9]-

REBCREE, HRNBEWRIAZIT, KIRA L, QR R08 RS 58 (2 /12 F) B0 G (1M
PR)TI R [10], TEFEHEN AT 5L 5 v /R A1), TP R sk 75 FE VS [12]. BRI, AR E RS
BEZOURENR, RIS R RS A

ik

DOI: 10.12677/ass.2026.158670 377 BRI


https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2026.158670
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

M %

SCHR T E T 5 B N B TS S I E DB B ARt T A TR STkt R RE i ¢
S LI AN B3 A 2 WL T S BLE TR R, 7 E A P 20 AT DU RE IS R AAZ L SCHIR AR A 8, SR G
RIVELE]. T8k, AHTFTLL Web of Science 10 & 8 MBI, R LRR G T, BRI MM
Lo i - (1) 2022~2026 4 [A] A% el J v 55 WL T 0 ) B il A RS 2 (2) 4% 1 AR I T T A B
JEBRG RRTT AT A2 B T4 R N SR TR B AR 51, FF 9 RO T BRI 58 35 SR (ko
(/.

2. I3
2.1 HREKIFESKEER
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Table 1. Overview of theme clustering

=1 EmMBRER

EES AR NS 5G] O WUE

S moral disengagement, empathy, defending, social norms, i STTOR [Ry=e
AL 29 self-efficacy, passive bystanding, social media SEULE T B LEALELS 1T
®k 2 26 suicide, workplace, PTSD, violence exposure, BB 5 OHEBIE T
A interventions, mental health ZME
Hx o school bullying, middle school, workplace bullying, < S 7 1 5 7
B3 22 prevention, roles, child Febe S HA S e Bl K fiy &
=S parents, teachers, peer aggression, victimization, latent N o a2
B4 6 orofile analysis o B4R 5 55 KR
w5 6 bias-based bullying, high school, bystander intervention, (T 5 324 2 T T

affective empathy, sexual violence, prosocial behavior

DOI: 10.12677/ass.2026.158670 379 FESRERTH


https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2026.158670

M %

BREPUEL SRR IR 5 A ERURE(E 1), K 1 MR KR LR (29 M octtial, i 133
T SCHR) b S T AL BEATL B 4 2 S R R A S5 LB AT NI e B 2%, AT o “ 5L
T ENUE] 51787 o FIE 2 W 26 A, K55 I TC A 4 Jig BRI A 7 ) 2 i 1 553
IR MO ERL R, Ty “ B R S LEAES N ISEMRE T o KK 3 Wi 22 R, B
BT AFRSIRCEER )T &2 5% M, wWadn B SPI0R W ke . %
I 4 FURE 5 BB 6 A octtial). K 4 Rtk AL EARCCRE M) 555 WE AT AR L, W]
WA AU ERGEWE R o RE S M I 2 ) SR e O R P KSR AL & T 100,
AR IR SR TR .

33. EMRBER

FISRi RIRIRCRIE 1, 133 5), FRATBENLHMIN 30 i SCBRBEAT VR B2 M 4wt . X 30 i SCHk T LLIH A
NI LRI LR, A0 TR Ttk 2 1/, A L oTikAe. BUF R & R0 A

e

2

331 ¥l 1: EREFANMESHEEXMEER

ZE R S B AU, P 14 B SCHR, BRI . B A SRR IR R A
AT [ 983 55 WL AT k%

NS I1E AR 3 T B H— BUIEHE SRR . Imuta 28 A\ IR 70 BTl e 128 THEFE, 2 W4 I3 1% A
WG Y 548 PAT RN R E EMC, 15 IE T HAE 18] X R OCIES) ) LIAEN T L. Zhou A
Xt 310 44 H &l LI TR, S @ it 32 T [ AR e g B A bR AT [ 14]. fEREPRIB S, SR M1E
FEE R H . Mulvey 28 \NRIR, TR AMNEEAARSZ S22, O3 B AL B8 7 e 1) b L5 /0 48 T 4 ) T
PN AT 352 PR T 110 X el 140 DL AR o A0 U 00 7 904 2 55 W S 2 [10] o 3 28 H LA ARV 2
A 3k 1 PR S AT 2 AL TR, T BRAE T AR Bl DL %) T AR s e RS B S AR

T U TR S A, AR AT N BRSOk £ 5 S B A O XU TR 2 o Knawf 25
NTE 1506 %A IIREAS Fp ORI, TEABAHE it /K T 450 o8 (0 AN B T 6 oAy 55 M2 v ) g b N B AL 2 6]«
Brehmer &5 Nt — 20 UE S, T8 BEHE M A A 7 Bt AR AU BT 5 I 4R T s SR v RN A B v — ol e A
SREZ 2 R[15]. BT FUIE R T I8 AR A RN Esposito 25 N & BLAEIX 5 ) 2 85 il $2
I 7K ST 7 2 48 i B v S 16] s Bao 25 A\ T IE B AQ B 75 2 P9/ AL 368 3o 8 8 ot X — 6 45 T =2
FERRR 58 AT, HAZKOSTE B34 e A B S [11] . TEGUIR S A IR 1N 28 175 55 h, Wachs 25 AR i
A AN BB T SE AT, IR REAL T B o A SER R Ak, B LAE AR IR P [ R < TE FEAA LR
8/ MMAELT].

SRS IR A SR LA I B M . Camacho 25 NI, T /AR R m A R AR 0 SRR AT 9 AN
WEBhS5 AT N, A A R R AR AT N, S Rh RIS 5 0 2 535 TUMAH B (AN NAT Rk %, FLZE S AR
i 2 R FE DB A R o B (18] Wu 25 NISRIe i 7o I, A 4 lid M IS Ok 22 N s e ) 45
A VERTE (N 24 [ ) R B A 2 LI, 75 /D4R 1E 35 V8 AN I 28 002 1 58 mh R 8 I 4 B3 T [19]. X
—RIER, HAifER “ 2N RIRE” AT RN L AR AT Bl B2 “ AT S — i R (i
SOV

B TR AN AE IR R RE 2 [X 0 AR 5 i W 55 0 3% (1 B AR . Fissel 26 A\ UL 576 44 35 [ B NFEAR, K PLE
B 32 7 R e T 1 R KRG (0 AN R TR T BESREC T AT 0[20]. AN, SRR R BSR4k Feijéo
ENKI,  REX B NG 50 7 A 2 SR S P 26 452 2AT Sy, A & — ek

DOI: 10.12677/ass.2026.158670 380 FESRERTH


https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2026.158670

M %

(K B R A LABRBIAT BI[21] o Bk, 2 IBEHRE T S R S MR KR BAT Y, JUIE =4 5 £ 0
BSZYGU ) [ F AR LI, SR N B O 25 [22] . SCHRRVE IR 1536 55 WA A7 N R A 2R Crumly
SENKIL, AR AP R FZR B RS NP TR T~ SO P U BE R “ 228 A N
B MU AT NAERS M SCAL T I RE 51 4 B i B [23]

332 ¥l 2: REVEMBEXNENEITHHHR

4 RESCERRAE T R G T T 55 AT AR, A SEBRIR Gt T BB A 0 R4

Garandeau %5 A\t 45 2% KiVa [k 51 H FIBEHL RSS2 3L, 0 H 2 Bt DLREA S b DAT . &
DN E B e 7 AR I T PO, R AR TS 12 P REAE kb sl 1 [9] . X PR T T BT L
PRI BN I LE SR A AR 25 JL T .

Chen % A\Xt 49 TR 7T 1A G AT 7R 1 55 03 T F00 H 1% /A %08 & Cohen’s d = 0.25, J& /Mg
SERUR[12] WA M R, A R T BURFE S /MEA (<200 A). JERF (<L A A T FK 22 A BEA,
PASCR AL T EHrHARMGE SRR X—4REW, W EaRE0a 8, HTHH
BB R AR

FEARAME AR R X RGBT 7. Cheon %5 N AISEREBEHLXT HERIGHs T T AR i M S 2E AN
20T, T SR B B i R S B SRR [24] . S5 SRR I, SEIG B IR e e W
HARHRAY T P M fh, Z2EACFRE T, MV EIE-0.40. X—RILPRER T 5 a3 A A4 4
GiIR, PERYEGONE AR AR I AR R IR AT 2005 e 3 55 W B A 1 R e

BhAh, Ata 25 ANFETHZES BRI, RS 4Rl B ERE R “RBBIR " —— LS Y
H 5%k, HAEREU WA AT A 05 ——RE % 5 KRR BE AR TH I 4% vh BT A 5 3 52 55 4 1) e S
7, HBCR T BEALRE 2 3k Rl 1 55 W [25] -

3.3.3. X 3: MERRPHZNEITA

5 J SCHRE TR 1 M8 I R B 55 B AT NIRRT . 52 REIAHLL, ARSIt 4k 7%
FETC IR ARAN LA, R 55 WL O A R 1 AR R R

Hoe, WA H & B E 55 0 1O B# B . Doumas 58 N R IIBT FE AL, FE42 ] 146
THSEEIE, P2 AR 0 A RE IR (AR A8 IR T AR KT [26] . X
WRAE M2 55 IR “ MmN, ATE BT RSO — IR B 52 T

HR, W28 55 WL (AT il £ 52 TECEHE AN L5 B 3L IR 1Y Wachs S5 N\ R Iy iB AE S 2 OK H
7 [ St R A, 17 e A T R S5 X — BC R [17]. X UL EIMEAE R |, FEA I8 A B ) A0 S RLAK 8
TR EAT NI R .

H=, WL B YA R T . Feijoo S5 AN B R 22 g AL A A R, 45.3%01) 4%
FWEEGWAEZELD, X MO R SE P78, s SBsh 55 W [21]. E AR PR
K RARTIEN “ BN NI EN 1K) B RABEA TR AT, 10— et i SO R e 8ons
W AR RS O TEBE TN 77 o IX BRI R IR EE A AR BEAL, s AR AR AR AT R
A

534h, Banyard S8 NXTHESCEE )T (10~34 2R L AN e &)@ T 28 g, (HRIMEE S 15700
FEANEE RGO IEEECT TS F R IR, HX A 2 ikas 5 FrR UK B AR BT 3h A
K IR 55 WL S 5 A B O B SR AT RERY 0 L B [27]

334. ¥f 4: ERETANEREHLSUBFR
6 i SCHRM R FEIL A s 1 55 MEAT NI 542, JHRI TS BRI A .

DOI: 10.12677/ass.2026.158670 381 FESRERTH


https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2026.158670

M %

Jin S8 NEHNS 1259 44 i [ 5 /04 (1 = B [ Bk FU A P 8 e 22 20 A U b DU gt T SR T . AR
PR T B R AR BGE RR B PR B (E/RIR BAE 28], Horh, ARl AR RE AP 4R
PHERSBEONEE, HREMEA ARl BT P 5 R it 2 17 & N SR T e A8y Mot
ARG AR S AR P M BUR B R X587, REGRBE MUESR ., 25 35 DL 24
FEBEAE R T AN

oA BN LRI C TG . Green 55 AWLEE 1 97 X 2% 11 [ B3 & A7 A AT 15 Al 5 I (o 1%
[29]. SR NRE: LKA 1767 K ARMERAITR T, U 9 xW AFNET N, HAH LXK
KIS b T LA B 52 35 5 B ARAT 3. B FE 0N, )Ll el XA H O Bahpl “Es ittt 2t
Weshs5 W -

FUTHIARI S AT N AR IR . Wolgast 55 AKX 556 44 HUM I TR,  FOUMxh o R I it
ATV 5 A PR AL LA IS AT IR, B AR B 55 R 1T TS AN A2 [5] o T 5% R R 12 R B i
RAWIRN BRI AT o DRI, SN I 08 5o e 2R A R R RE 0 AT T

3.35. xR 5: MEBTEFESTHRER

7 R SCHR N Z AT AL 1 5 10 b R 5 PR A

Nielsen %5 A% BRI 55 005 Bl AT 7 RGLEARIT T, AN T 24 THF7E[30]. /USRI 45 R
—HURIR SR S O ER AR R ) TAEASH A IR A O, (ESER R L Z R I R R S5
HEMZEE . SZEFHWRIERE LKL EIPAIT NESE =R, AR B B RAAN . X—
LR FIRRE T RIE G5

FEI & T B 5T, Camacho 28 NJF R IEIAIE T R 18 FEARUBRE TR (BMS) ™ 1 “ I 45 Jk v i il ke
JEER(CMS)” , PRI ER R A BRG] PR T AR [31]. Hrb, RN R T
PR R 2 R 480 R S 2 TN B ARG 14 R St R B R A AT R, AR SR ST PR R4 T ST
H

>No

B4, Tolmatcheff 25 A ¥ £E 51 T 73 46 75 A SR RRAR AR SE 1O B BOW A 742, U3 58
SRR AR L R =PRI, R R A RIR ) 5 e TR A 1 0 B Ak
REHIHEI[32] 0 %W FT AR B R AR, (2 T HAHERE AT R 55 I O B e T &L fe (16 2% . Chu %5
FIRTI  TUAL IR I 25 1 55 M AT W AEAL Gk R 2 30cse b R R, TP RSRBIE 72 s P 2 ) EL R L
BRI EA3].

4. g
4.1. FERMSMmELE

KRS T ES EMESHT, B 2022~2026 F1 A 2 W E T FTRIERR T UL “ 550 F 0
HHHI ST R GO AT, . EEMER . SR B AR B% O OB L]
Hrr, B RRREAR KRR, EEEN S EEMHIRF, HSERTTBERN, BRUEERITE
AL IR T 261
4.2. HREF B SFHFRiC)E

SR RRTT MG, U T A Bz A, AT fiE ST,
Fo—, A A Y 958 R BRUAC e B 7 o Imuta 55 A Y 78 70l iy 3L 1% 5 48 AT O 9509 0.18~0.32,
JE/NE T EERLN[13]; {H Zhou S8 NFELJLREAS T L5 2 S SR AL o TX ] A RLIRHS ) L B8 T A4 AL AR 1 R

DOI: 10.12677/ass.2026.158670 382 FESRERTH


https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2026.158670

M %

RO RIE, ALIAGFME R RN T EHE[14]; BEFR GG, TR o N SR 2 HR T L 15 O SR AR 5K 7

H=, GEEERAEZ E S 2T RO SR EEAAE S . Wachs 5 AR IILIN 2% (LR 35 18 v T A HE i A TR
REGREIE A FR 5 B 4 AN 5 M A 5 [17]; (5 Knauf 5 N B ELER PR 155, A A DUE 1B HE
IR AR I A — B [6]. 7 BT BEIR TP IR TEX “ A8 7 MIIRAEACAN R —— Rl & R R P x it
FIIMMIRF W, J5& RIEM R —MRIEMZ IR e . 155 AT g LI/ 5 58 AL e = 3

H=, M ErI/E R A A7 1 Wu S5 SR 8 PG 5 15 S VERE 75 B 7] 204 e A i
RERE[19]; {2 Camacho &5 A A ILRLYE G- H BN RIS FRINAT Sy, WG~ BUTE (K7 Y T e (RN A7 A8 BB g AR
5 HBRAR[18] . PIIUIEFE 77V 72 S (SR IR R A% vs IR T U 2) 25 Pl 38 7 AR R S5 1R I AN )

4.3. ERHFITHNS ZESEEY

BT Bk, AT NSRS R,

Bl 2 AN ENLE] . e 5B AR HE B A IS ), 3 B PR R —— WO R LEL,
T P e i DA EE AL T R L. R TR UE S, A R DA LR IR X A R 5 T AR 55
G ER A 5 [4] [33]. BX/NZESEHE—B RN, Tl WO A5 R T A A P e ik e 2 A U AT R B T
AT B IRALRE I B AL IR AT B Ak (11 5 2 A

BT el . FKEMFAR NG LI IE R A A . ST H 85 S RHMR AR R B M K
FERRAR[11] [29], SRR RUIE -5 2 WU R JIH6 2R AR [5] o T SR SR HRE HH AR SCREVE I T A5G R e
A BT RAR 55 WL AT R[33], HEGOTE T 5 UM A B XS 25 DA 55 [2] -

FE EEWTRER. AR IR B RS S TS I R R 2 . R AT
A IAE AR UTER[18], WA B X EH MLV B 2 2 4R THR PR EI[19] . BROGRESE R I P B A i 52 R0 52 9
PR A TE A5 4 A8 KSR T [8], 9 4% B 110 4 M R 25 o ) e O 368 o 55 v e 5 /S A7
171

HVUE: TR . AT FERAER T =5, S UEREANZCHIR. X 0E, #
B LA I SR 0 R A 2 1 ASE T A AESIL, [ A 2Rk 2 AR TR B DA A O L A SR T 364
LAE R E IR 0 B AR R [4]. B, TRIF UM E 3SR I AR s SR L, 3
BRI T EE R EART-F1[24], 5] 0S Z50 00 3 30T 58 F IRz (iR e 71[5]: 7K SCHTAE[2] 1 3H J7 RN it
FUMFE NG FAR AR B3 AR R A . BEHERR, AL IS T TR 0 f ik v 5 48 2 P
[19], A& fl X R YE RIBEGIRE s 2% 32 IR 0E W R AS R R AR BB S A NI A, I RN
M BRI A A [21] [26] 1ZBAL 1 & B T A SCERIAIE AR, & Rk A R SR B A% 5 58 BB A £
Y\ 1 3B B AN S BG P TN ARG o
4.4. HRRRR

AW FRAAEETRR. B%, BIEIORIET Web of Science &4, A4IN Scopus. PsycINFO.
ERIC &% ¥ e, HATRA AT CH R, JE3 Ok RGVEARRR . RS A il fe il S5 # AT A 2
DR, SR SO T B S BOA R 78 . RSN AD 78 HARER 22, FR48 N SC(n CNKI) & i &= A
FORATEE A L. FLIR, BT AN R SR AN 30 e sCiik, HARRIRILA R, KKzt sl
JEAEE DARTHE B B . ShAh, OB LIS B AT ARt OC B A A SRS IR A SR T . AR SR R I R
BT 5 SO LA R R 42 A BT B
5. &g

AW FEE N 2022 4F 1 H & 2026 4F 6  Web of Science 1% 0a-& 82 398 23k % 55 W3 SC Rk 1K) ST ik

DOI: 10.12677/ass.2026.158670 383 FESRERTH


https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2026.158670

M %

THE A 30 F A% O SCHRARE VE N 87, 387 1 LSS W T B0 BEHL 5 47 9 o0 O iR TR RS
oo JENE . MM AT B RABE AL DN 2R . FERCEERE b, AWF YA T Ao
BN - AR A RE - BT - TS 2 R AR . OROR NI HE I BT LA A R B
SRR S At oA AR

SE K

(1]

(2]
(3]

(4]
(5]

(6]

(7]

(8]

(9]

[10]

[11]
[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

(18]

Salmivalli, C., Voeten, M. and Poskiparta, E. (2011) Bystanders Matter: Associations between Reinforcing, Defending,
and the Frequency of Bullying Behavior in Classrooms. Journal of Clinical Child & Adolescent Psychology, 40, 668-
676. https://doi.org/10.1080/15374416.2011.597090

wacHn, wBE, o L= ERERE R RS REN]. O EARE 2026, 46(1): 23-30.
Chu, X., Zhou, N., Fan, C. and Campbell, M. (2024) Editorial: Bystander Behavior in Traditional Bullying and Cyber-

bullying: Characteristics, Antecedents, Outcomes, and Interventions. Frontiers in Psychology, 15, Article ID: 1519007.
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyq.2024.1519007

EEA, AU, KRR P55 0 e Rt TR TR Fi 0], b M5 R4k R4, 2021, 40(6): 71-77
Wolgast, A., Fischer, S.M. and Bilz, L. (2022) Teachers’ Empathy for Bullying Victims, Understanding of Violence,

and Likelihood of Intervention. Journal of School Violence, 21, 491-503.
https://doi.org/10.1080/15388220.2022.2114488

Knauf, R.K. and Eschenbeck, H. (2025) School Bullying and Cyberbullying—Associations of Student’s Roles with So-
cial-Cognitive and Affective Reactions. Social Psychology of Education, 28, Article No. 51.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11218-024-09969-1

BUNE, REHE, GHES, SR, Bl TS SRS SR Ay R AR S5 WA T I R e T ug
T T HRAL[). CES AT AT 5T, 2024, 22(5): 620-626

MG, T 5%, XU, 5Ko0Hr. BRI B 55 AT N P BRI Z HLEI [CYP ELO 2R 2, B+ hm e E O
PSR U B4R, 2023: 560-562.

Garandeau, C.F., Turunen, T., Saarento-Zaprudin, S. and Salmivalli, C. (2023) Effects of the Kiva Anti-Bullying Pro-
gram on Defending Behavior: Investigating Individual-Level Mechanisms of Change. Journal of School Psychology, 99,
Avrticle 101226. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsp.2023.101226

Goniiltas, S. and Mulvey, K.L. (2022) Do Adolescents Intervene in Intergroup Bias-Based Bullying? Bystander Judg-
ments and Responses to Intergroup Bias-Based Bullying of Refugees. Journal of Research on Adolescence, 33, 4-23.
https://doi.org/10.1111/jora.12752

Bao, Z. and Yu, M. (2024) Longitudinal Associations between Parental Attachment and Adolescents’ Pro-Bullying By-
stander Behaviors: The Mediating Role of Moral Disengagement. Child Abuse & Neglect, 149, Article 107173.

Chen, Q., Lin, W., Wu, Q. and Chan, K.L. (2025) The Effectiveness of Interventions on Bullying and Cyberbullying
Bystander: A Meta-Analysis. Trauma, Violence, & Abuse, 26, 938-954. https://doi.org/10.1177/15248380241297362

Imuta, K., Song, S., Henry, J.D., Ruffman, T., Peterson, C. and Slaughter, V. (2022) A Meta-Analytic Review on the
Social-Emotional Intelligence Correlates of the Six Bullying Roles: Bullies, Followers, Victims, Bully-Victims, Defend-
ers, and Outsiders. Psychological Bulletin, 148, 199-226. https://doi.org/10.1037/bul0000364

Zhou, Y., Wang, S., Deng, X. and Shi, L. (2024) Empathy and Defender Behaviour in Bullying of Young Children: The
Mediating Role of Peer Status. Journal of Psychology in Africa, 34, 1-6. https://doi.org/10.1080/14330237.2024.2311987

Brehmer, M. and Meyer, J. (2025) The Roles of Moral Disengagement and Basic Moral Sensitivity in University Students’
Antisocial Bystander Intentions Towards Relational Bullying. Social Psychology of Education, 28, Article No. 189.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11218-025-10101-0

Esposito, C., Spadari, E.M., Caravita, S.C.S. and Bacchini, D. (2022) Profiles of Community Violence Exposure, Moral
Disengagement, and Bullying Perpetration: Evidence from a Sample of Italian Adolescents. Journal of Interpersonal
Violence, 37, 5887-5913. https://doi.org/10.1177/08862605211067021

Wachs, S., Bilz, L., Wettstein, A., Wright, M.F., Kansok-Dusche, J., Krause, N., et al. (2022) Associations between
Witnessing and Perpetrating Online Hate Speech among Adolescents: Testing Moderation Effects of Moral Disengage-
ment and Empathy. Psychology of Violence, 12, 371-381. https://doi.org/10.1037/vio0000422

Camacho, A., Runions, K., Ortega-Ruiz, R. and Romera, E.M. (2025) Norm Misperception and Witnessing Bullying:
The Role of Individual and Contextual Characteristics. Journal of Adolescence, 97, 1807-1817.
https://doi.org/10.1002/jad.70003

DOI: 10.12677/ass.2026.158670 384 BRI


https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2026.158670
https://doi.org/10.1080/15374416.2011.597090
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2024.1519007
https://doi.org/10.1080/15388220.2022.2114488
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11218-024-09969-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsp.2023.101226
https://doi.org/10.1111/jora.12752
https://doi.org/10.1177/15248380241297362
https://doi.org/10.1037/bul0000364
https://doi.org/10.1080/14330237.2024.2311987
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11218-025-10101-0
https://doi.org/10.1177/08862605211067021
https://doi.org/10.1037/vio0000422
https://doi.org/10.1002/jad.70003

M %

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]
[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

Wu, X., Li, L. and Zhen, R. (2024) The Influence of Social Norms and Bullying Types on the Defending Intentions of
School Bullying Bystanders. Current Psychology, 43, 19283-19293. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12144-024-05735-w

Fissel, E.R. and Bryson, S.L. (2023) To Intervene or Not Intervene: The Role of Moral Disengagement, Self-Control,
and Empathy in Bullying Bystander Intervention. Journal of Crime and Justice, 47, 201-218.
https://doi.ora/10.1080/0735648x.2023.2241444

Feijoo, S., Laffan, D.A., Sargioti, A., Sciacca, B., McGarrigle, J., Heaney, D., et al. (2025) Bystander Behaviour Online
and Anti-Cyberbullying Self-Efficacy among a Post Primary School Aged Sample in Ireland. Educational Review, 1-18.
https://doi.org/10.1080/00131911.2025.2582556

Crumly, B., Thomas, J., McWood, L.M. and Troop-Gordon, W. (2022) Does Social Withdrawal Inhibit Defending Bul-
lied Peers and Do Perceived Injunctive Norms Mitigate Those Effects? Developmental Psychology, 58, 161-175.
https://doi.org/10.1037/dev0001276

Nguyen, H., Frey, K.S., Lin, H. and Onyewuenyi, A.C. (2023) Gratitude for Bystander Action Varies by Peer Interven-
tion and Social Norms. School Psychology Review, 54, 98-104. https://doi.org/10.1080/2372966x.2023.2236008

Cheon, S.H., Reeve, J., Marsh, H.W. and Jang, H. (2023) Cluster Randomized Control Trial to Reduce Peer Victimization:
An Autonomy-Supportive Teaching Intervention Changes the Classroom Ethos to Support Defending Bystanders. Amer-
ican Psychologist, 78, 856-872. https://doi.org/10.1037/amp0001130

Atay, A., Mauleon, A., Schopohl, S. and Vannetelbosch, V. (2023) Key Players in Network-Oriented Interventions.
Journal of Economic Interaction and Coordination, 18, 879-907. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11403-023-00394-9

Doumas, D.M. and Midgett, A. (2022) Witnessing Cyberbullying and Suicidal Ideation among Middle School Students.
Psychology in the Schools, 60, 1149-1163. https://doi.org/10.1002/pits.22823

Banyard, V., Mitchell, K.J., Engels, L., Mumford, E.A. and Taylor, B.G. (2026) Gun Violence Interveners: Exploring
Perceptions of Impact and Reactions to Helping Behaviors in a National Sample of Adolescents and Young Adults.
Journal of Interpersonal Violence. https://doi.org/10.1177/08862605261443243

Jin, G., Wei, L., Wang, Z., Ren, H. and Liu, J. (2026) Defending Victimized Peers in Unique Ways: Profiles and Tran-
sitions in Defending Strategies and Their Associations with Youth Social-Emotional Adjustment. Journal of School
Psychology, 115, Article 101524. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsp.2025.101524

Green, V.A., Jacobsen-Grocott, T., Salmivalli, C. and Wilson, M. (2025) An Observational Study of Parents Reading a
Storybook about Bullying to Their Young Child: Are Bystander Responses Discussed? Social Development, 34, e12815.
https://doi.org/10.1111/s0de.12815

Nielsen, M.B., Einarsen, S.V., Parveen, S. and Rosander, M. (2024) Witnessing Workplace Bullying—A Systematic
Review and Meta-Analysis of Individual Health and Well-Being Outcomes. Aggression and Violent Behavior, 75, Article
101908. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.avb.2023.101908

Camacho, A., Bravo, A., Ortega-Ruiz, R. and Romera, E.M. (2025) Bullying and Cyberbullying Moral Sensitivity in
Early and Middle Adolescents. Journal of Interpersonal Violence.

Tolmatcheff, C., Galand, B. and Roskam, I. (2022) Validation of the French Version of the Moral Disengagement in
Bullying Scale: Testing Bandura’s Conceptual Model. Journal of School Psychology, 91, 81-96.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsp.2022.01.002

TRORIR, R, Bk EE S E AT AR L], OEEEIAR S R, 2019, 7(2): 118-128.

DOI: 10.12677/ass.2026.158670 385 BRI


https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2026.158670
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12144-024-05735-w
https://doi.org/10.1080/0735648x.2023.2241444
https://doi.org/10.1080/00131911.2025.2582556
https://doi.org/10.1037/dev0001276
https://doi.org/10.1080/2372966x.2023.2236008
https://doi.org/10.1037/amp0001130
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11403-023-00394-9
https://doi.org/10.1002/pits.22823
https://doi.org/10.1177/08862605261443243
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsp.2025.101524
https://doi.org/10.1111/sode.12815
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.avb.2023.101908
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsp.2022.01.002

	校园欺凌中旁观者行为的研究热点与主题结构：基于文献计量与定性内容分析
	摘  要
	关键词
	Research Hotspots and Thematic Structure of Bystander Behavior in School Bullying: A Bibliometric and Qualitative Content Analysis
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 方法
	2.1. 数据来源与检索
	2.2. 文献计量分析
	2.3. 定性内容分析

	3. 结果
	3.1. 高频关键词与共现网络
	3.2. 主题聚类结果
	3.3. 定性内容分析结果
	3.3.1. 主题1：旁观者干预的个体与情境影响因素
	3.3.2. 主题2：反欺凌项目对旁观者行为的效果
	3.3.3. 主题3：网络欺凌中的旁观者行为
	3.3.4. 主题4：旁观者行为的发展与社会化后果
	3.3.5. 主题5：测量工具开发与元分析综述


	4. 讨论
	4.1. 主要发现与领域结构
	4.2. 研究间的矛盾与待解问题
	4.3. 旁观者行为的多层整合模型初构
	4.4. 研究局限

	5. 结论
	参考文献

