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ABSTRACT

Cyberbullying has gradually become a prevalent phenomenon among adolescents.
The purpose of this study was to examine the differences between negative beliefs about
offline bullying and cyberbullying and the influences of negative beliefs about bullying
and offline bullying (e.g., physical, verbal, relational bullying) on cyberbullying.
Adolescents were found to have negative beliefs about cyberbullying compared to offline
bullying. The influence of negative beliefs about offline bullying on cyberbullying did
not appear, whereas the influence of negative beliefs about cyberbullying was significant.
Adolescents who perceived cyberbullying negatively were less involved in cyberbullying.
Physical, verbal and relational bullying had significant effects on cyberbullying. Of these,
relational bullying showed the greatest influence on it. This study discussed implications
regarding the counseling practice of adolescents, limitations and suggestions for further
research.
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I. A8

Fadrlol &s] IAske EY 1 IE
(bullying)Z 39 9ol U= 7HRAelt o]
diiA o= oRgt EejoA AAHoR 52 47
Aoz FIE 7|Ae FsoZ HoHrHOlweus
1994). F AEdloly mutd 7]7]1& B3t ALS]
A JsArgo] 7Kgl wet 1Edle] sk

ot i 054, 24 59 meiole Yol

xel|
=

22kl #EJ(Oh 2011), A
o8] Z8(Kim & Choi 2012) 5 dA3A=}ct o
G 8015 ARESHL Ql=Hl, £ AtollA= Aol
H IE3(cyberbullying) 22 HHstazl gk
(Smith et al. 2008; Kowalski et al. 2014). A}
o[#] T|F3lo] FATIHA HA| FZtolA ot
= I5Y T ASH(raditional) HEFT
(Leemis et al. 2019; Johansson & Englund
2021), Wd(face-to-face) TFH(Dooley et
al. 2009; Wright & Li 2013) & M&A &1
Ao, 2 AT = AlolH YFY T H st
29l HEH(offline bullying)2& ARSI
A gt 20109 71 o 59 Ao @
ol HF3lo] AtolH IFIHT B& E5HA
gt Aol RIUFJOWHWilliams &
Guerra 2007; Smith et al. 2008; Wang et al.
2011; Oh 2014), 22 BESA7&] v T
I 3 B2 FAEE0] AFUIT AL BAT A
H|IAE o]-85HA EHA Afo]H H&FRlo] F7Fstal
9JtiSchneider et al. 2015). §t d&, =2 %,
%, 15ctn SHIE(R4~112)E TAo=w It
20209 SwEF AeRAb AFHMinistry of
Education 2021)° =W AIAA ZFH] H]

3 Atol¥ F|F9] W7t &3, 20199 T2 RA;

o} Blwste] AA|1A, 210i TF9]
AdEd Atold AFFY HSE F71613l
o}, ol2et A4 WHdske 2 AfelH &Rl
gt A7l BA]o] FokR| AL i Kowalski et al.
2014; Olweous 2017).

AtolH MFFE 92, ESL AT 5 Hh
o] AAEd BH5 07 AZFE=t|(Beran &
Li 2005; Mitchell et al. 2007; Price & Dalgleish
2010; Wang et al. 2011; Jeong 2015; Choi 2019),
ol= Al HFR9 olsf H FAE fls T
[219] gMo] & RS AR & A+
= AtolH 59 A=t QoA ARRH F
59 AEAol gt A7) Al Ad, & A Al
H(normative beliefs)o] FE5t3tt. FHA Al
J2 AEstAY BiHARE 5ol TR o
3t B7FE sk QIAIA 7| A W7t &L
Z(Huesmann & Guerra 1997), 243 5=
T35t ol ARl ol dFE E
At A AR 344 B xRl IF
9 AHsAY 8 & it BSeE o
2Rl T5319 7l sl B Frofsta, HitjE
YEYS Yo QIAESE 7ol g %
of3H= Ao 2 molslgtiSalmivalli & Voeten
2004; Werner & Nixon 2005; Guerra et al. 2011;
Burton et al. 2013; Kim 2014).

AF7HA] Atold FH T A AgS o=
AZl A2 FEE 3A P50l tigt 4'd(Ang
et al. 2017; Go & Lee 2021; Shi et al. 2021)
= el 59l FAQl S e,
7¥l &%), LIl AlelH IFIS ZTAA F
A & ANkE YEP] digt =84 &
(Williams & Guerra 2007)3 Alo|® &3]
9] TGS At sHAIRE £ FE Y] ¥
doju 344 22 FH 9 EFoly 34

S

fus

1°)

N Tlo

o

ox ot



2Iafel 51 AO|H E0 tHet £EH Mgl

of gt Aldx H& BHEEHAS AE =0,
Werner & Nixon(2005)2] A -ollA Fa4d9]
AR SA40] gt HA AES #A4 5

A< Aoy AAA FA/0 et Ald
AA FA87 Fongt wago] vEhA] g%
o} ol&gt ATE 3l AtelH IFH o gt
H2 S39] A wZel ezl ¥53lol of
Hsj| AtolH ¥ &elat BL A5k &
dE & k= 9lFo] 7hssitt olof ek e

7

O i

rﬁ ;

Y&l digt 744 Algo] Al ¥E39]o] ofF
5t I Q7} 9ok T Werner &
Nixon(2005) 831845 &5l *Vﬂﬂ 11“3011
ek A Ada BAH 5
Algo] == 9219 Q‘l@ﬂi’ﬁ %Zﬂ*é-‘ﬂ
sh] §ol wet 4 Algo] e Holsa
ULt olof & AtolA= HFTol
S7bol| wet A Ao ApolE A ET] f15)
Qumael g AlolH ¥F9lof it FAA 4ld
7re] 7Rl Wi ZpolE FSstarAl gt

AtolH Hiﬁg Qmael 3’4%@7 Y+

L
o
o
=,
;L
=
o
L

T

Lzl MERo] 7Rt ‘3—! At HE Ato]
H HE90e ZheiAt 2 wsirtE SRRl
(Ybarra & Mitchell 2004; Campbell 2005;
Hinduja & Patchin 2007; Raskauska & Stoltz
2007; Kim & Choi 2012; Wright & Li 2013;
Shin et al. 2014; Heo 2019; Leemis et al.
2019; Wang et al. 2019). oJA¥ =zl IF
do] AtolH] MFRH} FE st A= A
St= Yol 35 +4
theory)°] £-851tHSubrahmanyam et al. 2006).
7felo] v|gxd 343} SAFsE HH4lo 2 fx g
AAE F&3HaL 7Hske 35 4 olEel @

0]&(co-construction

248 >
Mo, e A 50 A4 A% hE
BelAL 84517] 59 ol g, TelT A

314 iAot AF HEgr] 53 22 #AE IE
39l 37k fFLo& FEEH(Oh 2011; Smith
2014), T Hlko|A §F 2t 2fol7} Q& & of
YzKWilliams & Guerra 2007; Wang et al.
2011: Smith 2014), AtelH HFF o] T/l
A& 2po|7F e ol =01, A999] 4, 5,
681 obs HEEO|A AfolH ZFRZ AAA, A
ojq IF9} St FEe] Aol B, A
oj¥] WFa} TAA HFY 1+9] Aol v A
=7 YebgtH(Johansson & Englund 2021). ©]
= AaEE0] Aok Aol IE9ly} exe)
ol AF9 7he] TGS metshr] flsiAe o
2Rl HE39] ot B FEsto] BT d8e

¢

tH HAad7] }0131 Y& 7HeldEelA 44
= b A Fom(Li 20063
Williams & Guerra 2007, Oh 2014; Go &
Lee 2021), WEREA] 23} AfoH 153919 75
BEL Had 271 719 A9 ofshgo] ¢
ol Folshn F7] HAUL Wepiol o gol
Holstk= ZeZ YelgthBarlett & Coyne
2014). o]= Atoly] :EF| o] A zjol= didtt
Aol w2t vE= 2 AolA=
AtolH] HE3of gt J7F a2l % A5l 3l
AEE BAlBtAL Stk T3 AW AlolH
Y&elo] HIdsHA sk mHrd w4l
S Eaf 7t aEo] EdstA o]Folxs ARt
(Li 2007; Oh 2011; Lee & lee 2013; Lee &
kang 2020), QIE|Hlojut BHM HAAE ARES

S WjRL Aow
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2 AF9] F22 ApolH HFFo] dAof olE=
S5 HAEE e FWilliams & Guerra
2007) Rzl HF3 T TARA| o] AtolH HFH
9] oJg}E =ol= Hl Utk ol s ezl 1
B3 At | FRof| Higt £ 41'gQ] el
Ul 2tolE glstal, @melq] 9 Ato|H 53]
et R4 Adat AA1A, doid, BAH &
glo] AtolH FFH | PR B BAstAt
gttt o] AFE B9l Ateld HF9ly} el
59 7+e] T gt osfiE HL &oli,

Atold IEY R I FAIE A XA H2

ATFEA 1. Fade] sk exael AE
ol wigt F44 Adst Atols HFo] it
A A2 Aot el
T2A 2. exEiel gl AtolH HFE] Hig
FAA g AAA, dold, BAH HEol
Aol ZF3lo] wAe FFE oHITy

e

Barlett & Coyne 2014 Ministry of Education
2021). FEZ AFAILE AAHRZA 2Af5H= 2
270 SstaolA 1, 28hd AA shFo=RE #4
soic}. 7k shno] Tl TAE B9 Wi 4B
< 850% 7hedl 44 8 AHe A5 A
@, 727 ey 9wkl WAAS AFgEHA
Ae td= AlQdstal & 71989 A=t &40
AREEIQIEL. o] ZheEl FEAl 34278(47.6%),

oSS 37778(52.4%)°] 1L, S 18hd0] 355
H(49.4%), S8t 28hd0] 364H(50.6%)°]tt.

2. FET

1) AtolH 53

Aol 7591 579517] 9I5f Shim et al.(2014)
oA AR&3t H=E Moon(2016)°] ATAIgH 2
TE AMESIGITE 2 dAtolAE HAIAE St o
shgolA doju= IE9E S4517] dizoll A
ol¥ I Z3|7} w|AlA(messenger)e] FJE the
¥} Zo] iAo ZIAIFT. Aol IFA'2
QE[Hloly B HAIAE Edf Fot7tolAl i
o2 ¥YS FEAY =AY Es17], gl
A We A% Qges 2dsh| 5 tE A
oA shE 7HE Q= 7HAAL Y5l BES
dRteh AR @ 7PERE, HolAE, Rl
fE, e, 7PIeAED 5 2ERjlos A
E= 15 "ol 7 AZE oS it

32 od FE FAsH Aol Q=
AFEAE izt Ho] i, “of# 7} Aol
A Ut Alg Yoz xofsto] 3E3 Fo
At T & 128Fo & ek 2 B2
5 19 Aol gity (134 i A5 18 Ho
AT GH7IA] S =l loH, Hrt =&
5 Ao EY 7165 At w2 A 9
ulgit}, AlZ]% Al Cronbach’s a gk 900t}

e

o

.

fm o

=

—_

2) exeRjl I&F3Y

21l AF3-S =5t7] Yol Salmivalli et
al.(1996)°] Tr= “Frofzt A& A-EA|(Participant
Role Questionaire : PRQ)'E Seo(2008)7} ¥t
sto] 7%k AL E ARSSIITE B2 AIA1A T
F9 3R, U= oE IAFE fygAY g2
ZF Ho| io¥), do1d IE 28, Y=o+

ol



sEt 82 @
#o] ick), BAH WEY 223, L of3lo]
=) 3902 9 172 7195 Gokd Hol 9
)og TAstt SRl 94 oxelel WE
el e Aol gee] ZEAECeue
FE5 e o i B oy o] shiEo| o s

M e L HEE Al Ao

A7 B). 7 B

R

ﬁi % Ao %i‘jr (17@)

oA ‘wi- A= 1™ Ho| ot )R] SHS
A =Hol o, vt w25 2=l F1
A AAA, dojE, BAZH AFE 7HEE
T =8 AL 9usit) AZ|% Al$: Cronbach’s
a2 AR, dojH, IAH IAE 22 0.65,
0.70, 0.66°]tt.

3) ezeiol 9 Ato]H ERlo]| ok g4 Al
2 AFolAE HEel digt 44 Ad
/\}%— &5l 7HsiA Zheidse] i
1 U= JfjQlo] Al¥ o7 AHoslgion, @ mEe
2 At} I F]] ZHZto] disf Fg2 AldS =
ottt ezl HEFF izt F84] *“é 2
Salmivalli & Voeten(2004)2] Z=2} Park(2000)
o] AMGRt A E At F STtk £%F
< AFEA A 25t #rste] 2= 2
T2 E Wopof 3y, FFSoA e F=

o
o)

re

Ay E5k= A2 YHY, ‘o|H ojo]o] YHE 4
2 OE IFE0A fEges A2 YEY 5

L xRl IFHY AIAA, 21ojA, BAA JeE
I 3Sto] ol=et Yuof s BT B Fx
£ St A=A Aol HFF ] Higt
BAA AES 243517] 98] Shim et el.(2014)
9] A& Moon(2016)°] AFATH A= E 4
sto] AMGSEGITE F ZERlolA ERIE ] oF

=

< AME HEF s A2 Y, 2ERloA
TE HZAY &5kl IR FolfiEl= A
< HHELY S 62F2= A5

Qxzol gl AtolH ¥|F3lo] Higt F84 4l
= S4ck= 7 232 Ad 18R] g (1)
A e 25T GR)7HA SESHA Hof 3loH,
o7t #5255 2x2]l 9 AfolH &3] o
S F424 A8 7ML Qe AS ulgith 4
= A4 Cronbach’s agf2 IRl U Alo]
H A F3lof oigt 784 AdE 22 0.913 0.97
ojct.

3. Xz 24

ALTIAY] dutd B4 #elEY Vs
ARE 24571 S5l vl
AASH o™ AFAEIE 2k
15 Pearson’s ZHE4TA
el AFPT AtolH TF3lof gt F
g9l 7lQl Wi &olE ASSH] fsl oS-
HZ(paired-t test)= AASIATE 18|11 4
SAHFE dAsto] enEQl 9 Aol ¥
of gt A Alg} AA1A, 21ojA, oA
0] AlolH HERlof v|A= IFE= A5
7] sl AAA IAEAE HASIHE Alm E4
o= SPSS 24.0 Z&713H0] o] &E|gict.
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fr
A,

ol FadEo] o:all IF T} Aol
AdS B2 d4she A B
Qxakel IEFFM = 4.39; SD = 0.77)

AlolH FEIM = 4.69; SD = 0.68)°] i

ok
=
=
rOlt

R o
30
o

Rg7] o] Bl o ¥4 Uet, Jads
omelol YEYRLH Aol FEUL HS Ut

rlE o b 2 v &
=
%

PEoE AT AS & 5 Utk

Table 1. The differences between negative beliefs
to offline bullying and cyberbullying

Negative beliefs Negative
about offline beliefs about t
bullying cyberbullying
M 4.39 4.69 n
-11.449
SD 0.77 0.68
"p < 0.001

2. HOl Zh AREA|
sk7]of QbAl AEHEQl 2 3
Pearson’s ABAIFTE A=
AN, WA e Ho] 3
RS AT, Aol D] T ¥
A7 A, AR 25, e
Roldl AL Adat folvie 4ol vheht
o 2 Aol Tiguol el olshy

HS 2449 g 7T Ao,

Table 2. Correlations for the main variables

) spgo] A4, 9lojd] MBIt AtolH 3
S0 o ol Folsick el Loi
L teRt 999 ANFFL Aol NEY =

oxelel gl that $9H Adw 2 g
o] fojulst] ekt Z emetel AEe] o
A o 298 4de 7D
AR, o, A BEY L Aol 7E
o @ Folsks o= ekt olo] ute) Al
o 2590 e 2 e exdel 35
% WAA NEY 9 Aol BB 39
CIE 2 R el Al S 9

SO xlo

=

P ESCEN

a)

o]

—

Zi
X
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ot
l‘ll‘
mlo

i
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9
o &orfr x>

A4 1ie) e Aoz SelrloH e
H(r=0.52, p<0.001), o]&= =z}l 3’45 ol
S Tk QAESE Aold] EZlolA W
£ FE] PHHE BAHoR B AL
Foh AAA, Qold, TAE BB 2ko] ke
0.49914 0.687HI% Upetton], o xelel 7%
Wl s9) 99 BE Aol BEWH ful
4 gehe trehigic

u&\‘
= %

e
oZ,

mﬁ
%

3. QIO U AJOJH TSF0| Chet SHK A}
Quajl 50| Alol TSF0| Djxl= X3t
Hadol 4Ee SAE 3 oueel 9 Aol

o282 o

Variables 1 3 4 5 6 7
1. Gender 1

2. Negative beliefs about offline bullying -0.07 1

3. Negative beliefs about cyberbullying -0.14""" 0.52"" 1

4. Physical bullying 023" -0117  -0.07 1

5. Verbal bullying 023" -0.10"  -0.06 068" 1

6. Relational bullying 0.03 -0.14""  -013"" 05077 04977 1

7. Cyberbullying 0.11" -0.19""  -0.19"" 05177 05377 05477 1

Gender: female 0, male 1.
“p <001, ™"p < 0.001.
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3 30] AAE] ek, 7Y 12 BA R A
o] Abol® TEe] HlAE AFL Tetsh] A
olx, B 2% 9xelel U Aolx] IFYo| chat
$47 AT AR, dlold, BAA UEUL
27k msioict. 24 23k 59 1[F = 7.955 (1,
715), p < 0.01]3 &3 2[F = 85.492 (6, 710),
p € 0.001] 25 B|7EFo] Hgsictn & % 9
o 58 1] wjsh w3 29] R wilo] 0.408%
KeuIsHA Z7tsteic

29 12 2E, Fade] B AolH I5Y
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Table 3. The influences of negative beliefs about bullying and offline bullying on cyberbullying

Variables Model 1 Model 2

B SE B t B SE B8 t
(Constant) 1.23 0.02 60.016™" 0.96 0.10 9.800"""
Gender 0.08 0.03 011  2.8207 -0.01 0.02 -0.02  -0.569
Negative beliefs
Offline bullying -0.03 0.02 -0.06  —1.737
Cyberbullying -0.06 0.02 -009  -2.788""
Offline bullying
Physical bullying 0.11 0.03 0.16 3.956"
Verbal bullying 0.13 0.02 0.26 6.307"""
Relational bullying 0.26 0.03 0.32 9.283"""
F 7.955" 85.492"""
AR2 0.0117" 0.408"""

Gender: female 0, male 1.
p < 0.01, ""p < 0.001.
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] Z53o] AtelH &Rl H|A=
SH3A
T8 A 3A, ezl AF9 9 At
5ol it FA4A AdoAl 7]l W Zpol7t
YEPRH ol 5ol gt 7i1e] A Ald
< A dgo] 712 4 7] HZol(Wright
& Li 2013), B2 324 dojuhs IE32 2+
Zho| thgt Al'd2 FEste] Al Zo] a3
£ Hoj&EtHWerner & Nixon 2005). & A2
I FAdES el AFIHET Aol AF
Qofl s o 744 Ald= 7HAAL ASl=T,
O]L /\]—O]I:H qio]OE O]o]— HX‘]XJ ﬁ_q.g] /gl 7}
37t TAA|O] olsfF 4 Uk Aleld F39
ot el #3919 wsfirto] vl &2t 4
Zo] ¢ E=hoH(Kowalski et al. 2014; Johansson
& Englund 2021), Ao 2531} 4Al2et 2aE &
B31=(Kokkinos & Voulgaridou 2017) A% ¥
2 el IFYY /8 F 1141%H 15
Al Ato] 9= HAEE9 A7}y FEE 4o &
oA 7Hg BAAR1 IS HA= AR By

ATHChester et al. 2017). °|AH Ato|H] IF
2 21l Fof v FadoA HE F
92 JFE F7] 41982 HLEE0] AlolH |
82 o Wty W= ZoE Hlth AAR
Moon(2016)9] A-tollA AelH ¥ &3]19] 417H/d
O]A]O] }\]-O]]:H qio] ] q] ]—_‘?_X-]FG A]%% J—Q
SH al&sh= 2o & BrsXl v QUch

A4, ezeel 9 Aol ¥&E3lo] gt 74
2 gt AAA, 1013, BAA 1FRlo] Aol
H A F5Rof v|A|= JFe 24T A, SAS
ol A4y} ool FE3So] ot AF AL
AlLIet the =gHTES AolH HEHA /2
u)et JFES UEtdth HA el H&E
9] 5t9] /3 BT Aol HFFel HA= B

e 4

=

o[\ JN

ol

[©)

—

n&l'

X

o

ool

02!1

o] foulstA Uehd At exEloA HY
Shi= 530l AfolH HFRY At 589l
A7ZTet I@HAHPerren &
Gutzwillwe-Helfenfinge 2012). Atol¥ &3
7 emEdl HFH FAA TS Zeldt A+
E(Ybarra & Mitchell 2004; Campbell 2005;
Hinduja & Patchin 2007; Li 2007; Wright &
Li 2013; Shin et al. 2014; Heo 2019)3 & <
TALE F6f AelH TFAS M= F7olA
Yojupx|gt QR E 246 2 FE32 FH
T StHE = & St E I5 74 ol
(Subrahmanyam et al. 2006)%} Z-& migto] A
Q_J—i‘g].o]oﬂ/\i H]—Aﬂz‘s}_‘: J,]Ed o o]Eilio]q- 1:!,_3]—

o =
des =el

A A 5 Aol FIEOE olojR= A& &
st && 74 olEclAe 344U Fad
=2 AtolH IEF] Zlefiggsol FofetegA o
A AACA HYAE 34 FFE L i}@‘jr
3 At Williams & Guerra 2007). & %

W9 5 AgFo] AA| F7tolA tAE eFo=
sPgoto] Yepdtta & o, e el IE3 A

oj#] IF3lo] FESIA Tk AL =R
I} AtolH] FZhofl A FARRE WA 0 & AN A
282 T 4 7] "otk ekl ¥59l9]
Skl 73 7hetl AR mE]lo] AtelH 53]
of 7} & ¥ HAl= ALE YEl=H], o]
25t A T IE53T) Aol 1EY 7H
o] =A YERt d9Johansson & Englund
20212 HEPYS tido R AlolH HAE F44
o=t IAH FZA/d0] tid Aofd] FA4
H|5) o & JFHE HojE 723K Wright &
Li 2013)9} d&dct o=l F7tof|A] ¥HAys)
Hee TAA 52 AAA, 101 FF5Fol
H3f| g0 A7t 7] wzoll AtelH &

!
o AR, Qlold BERc TAA WEU o

re



THE 4 Qoa 2ot A IEPT AtolH
99 7HliR= 47 EACIAE tEA] gtk
1 B uE =T (Kokkinos & Voulgaridou 2017),
o|= AtelH IFgo] IAA AF3 FARE B
B2 dold 4= 3= HojEth
thog emeRel HFH ) et £4A 4ld
= /\]'01‘31 YFol Fough JFo] veEhtA] o
2 WA, AlolH HFFof et REA AgE A
o[ ﬂ%ﬁdoﬂ Fopmet 54 JFES YEgl
ok & AlelH IF3s RAA0E Hi HAEE
o] Afo]¥ ¥|&Fglo & ofsiitt. HHEA Axt
oA exERel FFQ] P AtolH FF3]9
FAA Algat Aoy 1E]] 7F Aol 47 &
ofulsHAl YRttt steetE(Table 2), 2Rl
5ol et £42 Aldo] SAE AJElollA A
ojH F|F9]of thet FAgH Algwto] AlolH I
A FYusHA d&ste AS & & Utk Aol
H IF3loll= 22 34 "WEgoA doju=
ol et A Age] dFel § oy o
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