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& F Ao, EAle 2 Yt dIHeE aXA &
gFo] 7yl Atet vt Aol o] Blef Bl oal A<
A A (physical), 1013 (verbal), ¥4 A (relational) 3 A5 FollA HAH FAYFTLZ 9nE
A 7Fsde] 7] Mol & Aol e Al 7R AdES BT sk Adold &
ol2 AHESHATE Wb B AFellA Lzl AL oA Fg AF @l Alol
7ol opd A It A dojub= A5 Lot 28l viAlE kA &l Ay 23 3}
= 53l AFdel Lojve B+E v
g 2 AFolME oled HEY 4ol A=EF e Ay AT 2L AtolH F3t
M EAstE B¢E 2ol AFP R A S5l = Abol¥ 3 & 3 (cyberbullying)
AR 2 AFolM e ezl AFPH Blashs orjEA 21l
Fdold &ol& Adlsidnt. g Zal, & Aol 22k AFoldt =& 22 viAy
AE Ul 22 Abo]H FZtolA g o] g S A dojut, 4}, oY & Tdd d
grdo] mjAE T3t wiEste] vejE F= Pz FosA O]Eﬁi} =) JFFS
ezl AFYF e FEE At £ AdFolMe 289l I5% dF
&, 5 1) d=FL ol8shk= AT, 2) oHlY s ol&dh= A, 3) YAIES o]&dhk= AT,
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_E
N
N
N
D)
Lo
o

,5) 985 EHUY WA ol&st= BFE TESIU

2ol Ao g IFs= PFEolh 229l Hiﬁ]% olelg dolF, BAZ TABETY T

o7 il WA & o] &dt= 5AS Btk AFHol A HE wAZE A AFE o Fd

Fo] F2 AREHH AFHAAE ooy 2, JIZHE HAA(IM)7} T2 AHE-H]

NES B3-e 243538 358 EAHAIA 7 A" th(Kowalski & Limber, 2007). ©]

F SACE Qe ezl A 2o AFHY /S 112 A Bludte AL fA

gk v 28kl JF5TS 5480 52 EAAE S ”EHH""HH] HHE =t
£

rir
B\
)



221l HEYS 2=zl AFPH Hlwste] 221 A7t 7HAe 54 o vhe 2
< 553 54& Helti(Kowalski, Limber, & Agatston, 2008).

AR, el A7} 7HAE ABAS AFEDY TheAS SIS ezl AEF Y A
G Ap219 el Eo] FHAENA AGA HIFHAA o thE e E Tteidso] A E= &
7F AARE 221l HEFEYL YA o] &3t HFS]7] Witel JAEHT} vk =4, 280
A o] whe s ade AFY MEE ST 2819 wAAY ojH|do] ZHA = wE
A&t g Mol xRl FEEE A8 5 9 {9} nluste] 4 w2
I gassith AlA, exel AF-S ThelAe gaiat Alolol] gk 319 B el ofs)
WA AT 2Rl M= Zhefaket g a; Atolel jlo] Ew @ o] EAlskA] atiete EgA &

=
HE AEY 4+ Y= SAL AU Aok oY L) AFAL B4 wE a2

e

e ohefst A7V ARSI ok A E 50, 22Q1 AF3 o B S A4 FAKVarjas,
Henrich, & Meyers, 20094+ 2}l #F3 ] He)E 2o}s AFE(Topeu, Erdur-Baker, &
Capa-Aydin, 2007)°] 13l A8 ] 2fo]E &4 sA (L, 2006) &2+Q1 &I LRt 539
Al =210) 5 Bladk A5 (Erdur-Baker, 2010; Ybarra, Diener-West, & Leaf, 2007)E°] 1T} E=3F
2] YFel FFE vA= S 8JES Fetsle = A5 (Hinduja & Patchin, 2008;
Ybarra, 2004; Ybarra & Mitchell, 2004)0] A|=531 lom 53] 2191 584 AHH A4
2821s FA3% AFE(Calvete, Orue, Estevez, Villardon, & Padilla, 2010; Patchin & Hinduja,
2010)0] &= gk gk ofyz, HITol= ElolgHuang & Chou, 2010)% E7]
(Erdur-Baker, 2010; Topcu, Erdur-Baker, & Capa-Aydin,2007), . 5+(Price & Dalgleish, 2010),
299 (Slonje & Smith, 2008) 5 Hv] o]efoll = ofrlol, 3 T AIAIS Zh=ellA 2] FAFd
of 3 AFEo] W Jom 7k It vl A= AJ=F AL QIEi(Li, 2008; Mura, Topcy,
Erdur-Baker, & Diamantini, 2011). ©]2jol|= 229 AFJ 9] FAHA =4S 9F ATE
T W E I ¢l ¥(Snakenborg, Van Acker, & Gable, 2011) 22}Ql 353 #AE HA FA

U.‘.
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A% A% A7RE AL ATKStewart & Fritsch, 2011).
oy AFES YRHHo R E%‘i‘ﬂi‘:}t TATHAES tdoz o] giry A+
Ao mEW 2210l AFH 9 HEE 20%-30%7F 7HE Bo] EEE A (Juvonen & Gross,
2008; Kowalski & Limber, 2007; Ybarra & Mitchel, 2004) F&8o] e} AF3 ol o Fol
TSR oM (L, 2006) 22 AFT S Bt FAEC] 2 22 FAA AYH e
ey e BAg4 53 vk Hlgo] wr= Zlo| ¥ A thMitchell, Ybarra, & David,
2007; Ybarra & Mitchel, 2004).
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2) AlolEF7 (Self-esteem)

rr

ApopEF 72 Rosenberg(1965) 2] AtotEE3 HEE AHESIIY S84 AolEdde &
q

5y B4 AolETE 25 5EY, F 1088z ?*éﬂ(ﬂ&v} oA &5, Y= W7

-

B a7l e S T SA87] stk Davis(1980)7F 7023 thl 4] vE-5-4 =
(IRT: Interpersonal Reactivity Index)& AH&-atth QIA1F F7Hs S8t +3 5709 93
TS SA%ke 2% IS & 1079 £Fe] AHEHAT AE S0, 'UE A sh= A
Fol & o FAYel 28] JAelA olsfstelal =E Ty el o] AAH T3S S =
TG ol A 018 Fehe AFEE B 15 BEska AL nlgo] Eu¥e) o] Hod FS
SAske TYFEE T Uk 2 dAFelA Eld HHIA == 8280]30H

4) A3 a7t (Psychological Well-being)
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wat7] sk Ryff(1989)7F ALe “AgF hd

PWBS"7} AHEE Tk & A7olMe A58 Fe #do] & AokrdBed)H 84 o
ABA (7 %f%) d9 16| AHEEHA & 50, ‘AF7HAY A8S Soks o A9

Aol mrEgity 9f o] Apolg3 Vol TSR Y E ks Ure

S} Zo] JBAE SHsk= FFEE TH Ak & Aol WE dA == 82800

5) AF3]24 2|A] (Social Support)

S-S0l AAZ ALEA A A]= Dubow$t Ullman(1989)°] 7H&3 "AFe]2 =571 A
(Social Support Appraisal Scale: SSAS” 2 S35t & HEe 7IEAAE B £% 55

I IAFAAE € 58, 212 AAAAE 25 55, T 152 Z FAH U A5

147, 2008; Zotn|, 53], 2007; #Hv], HF <Y, 2010; Perren & Alsaker, 2006; Rigby, 1996).

oF 2o FEE AFTY BEE WYste Ao HAGSHAT TR Jdzte] 54 Xfe]
£ FEE S AU Aok AFE Y Fdel Al met Zhol7t ok AP AT
5, 2008; 93, A8, 2003; Crick & Grotpeter, 1995)2} shdol| wha}l xto]7} ke APAT
(018173, Aal<, 2001; 2538 2007; Olweus, 1994)°] 7]%3}e] shdz} Ao w2 x}o]2 wa}
S B3 1A HS(Chi-squgre test) &2 15T 3 7 JbEE 2891 HFTH
xRl fEY e Hd EAY 2ol E wetetr] 98] d 9 HE A (one-way ANOVA)

S AA3 F Scheffe AF5-7374 (post-hoc test)S A 3FATH

of
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V. gt
. 2201 eIl MFY FEo| ME
AT Feizte A EXE B 3 756 (50%) 7 oA 755T (50%) o2 /o] 2 A

BExEa 58hd 889511, 62.9%)°] 63hd 44 (560

oA A

4%

¥8, 37.1%)°l I3 @ol
S-S A A F 10057 (66.5%) 2 F1E T LA HF

Folshdnh. @z

S AP AL A A F 3457 (22.8%) 22 T F ATHEL).
<E 1> sdn} Muo 2 e=slel 1EE FH fEel Bx
shd g4
Hers 5 6 ) ol B
N(%) N(%) N(%) N(%) N(%)
QARLE EH(%) 323(34.0) 183(32.7) 227(30.0) 279(37.0) 506(33.5)
|31 3 (%) 175(18.4) 90(16.1) 113(14.9) 152(20.1) 265(17.5)
7YNEH (%) 114(12.0) 76(13.6) 110(14.6) 80(10.6) 190(12.6)
7Val - S131EHE (%) | 339(35.6) 211(37.7) 306(40.5) 244(32.3) 550(36.4)
=2 951(100) 560(100) 756(100) 755(100) 1511(100)
<E 2> A1} Mol mE 2alel IEE HY Ryl Bx
Bhd B _
Sl 5 6 =S ol @
N(%) N(%) N(%) N(%) N(%)
AREEH%) 747(78.5) 419(74.8) 549(72.6) 617(81.7) 1166(77.2)
D503k (%) 81(8.5) 47(8.4) 64(8.5) 64(8.5) 128(8.5)
7Y EH (%) 49(5.2) 31(5.5) 49(6.5) 31(4.1) 80(5.3)
Vel - D155 (%) 74(7.8) 63(11.3) 94(12.4) 43(5.7) 137(9.1)
B 951(100) 560(100) 756(100) 755(100) 1511(100)
059 B 38 ¢’ 594 #259 29 veoz 4y shde e exell FFY
7Fal @ el Zbol7h JEAE, & 4= A3l FF ol Aol7t A=AE BAET 3 33 40 AA]
9 ups} o] AA o7 Ftae} v BT Aol HF3I(7181=36.9%, ZeN=41.1%), BA 2
F1e=23.9%, 3e)=27.2%), AAA FAF3(7}e1=12.8%, ¥&1=202%)2] =X Z HFI 73
o Rz7t EQAEAeh AAZ e 7he)e] ARt dsje] Rwrt A4 BaHch
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g n=8 on 221 YES ZiEd ¥
=S (%) oISt (%) EA(%)
1 QIEH! AME 95 (12.6) 41 (5.4) 136 (9.0 23.48"
2 SHEZ0|L BAMAHIA 58 (7.7) 40 (5.3) 98 (6.5) 3517
3 AIEL E2O 33 (4.4) 20 (2.6) 53 (3.5) 3.28°
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=0l UEdE JHEEd
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o Ee— =2zl IES DsEd ¥
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Comparative Analysis on Characteristics of
On-line Bullying and Off-line Bullying in Elementary Schools

Oh, InSoo*

The current study analyzed characteristics of on-line bullying and compared them with
off-line bullying in terms of psychological characteristics by investigating 1511 elementary school
students. Three hundred forty five(22.8%) students reported experience of bullying or being
bullied in on-line, whereas 1005(66.5%) reported experience of bullying or being bullied in
off-line. Bullying by chatting in on-line showed the highest frequency and verbal bullying in
off-line showed highest frequency on the other hand. Male students experienced more bullying
than female students and 6th graders experienced more bullying than 5th graders. The students
were categorized as four groups of bullies, victims, bully-victims and others based on their
experience of bullying, and the differences of self-esteem, empathy, psychological and social
support were compared among those four groups.

Students who did not experience bullying and victimization showed highest self-esteem,
empathy, psychological well-being, and social support. In particular, bullies showed different
psychological characteristics between in on-line and off-line. Bullies in on-line showed lower
self-esteem, empathy, psychological well-being, and social support than the students who did
not experience bullying and victimization. However, bullies in off-line showed equivalent levels
of high self-esteem, empathy, psychological well-being, and social support compared to students
who did not experience bullying and victimization. Implications for better understanding of
on-line bullying, effective counseling strategies, and educational interventions are suggested

based on the results.

Key words: on-line bullying, self-esteem, empathy, psychological well-being, social support
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