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The Mediating Effect of Normative Belief about Aggression between
Cybervictimization and Cyberbullying perpetration in Middle School
Students
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Abstract This study examined the mediating effect of the normative belief about aggression between
cybervictimization and cyberbullying perpetration among middle school students. The data for this study
was collected in self-report and online survey modes from 360 students (168 boys and 192 girls) who live
in Seoul and Gyeonggi. Frequency analysis, correlation analysis, and hierarchical regression analysis
were conducted on the data using the SPSS 22.0 program, and the mediating effect of the normative
belief about aggression was verified with the Sobel test. The key findings of this study were as follows.
First, the normative belief about aggression had a significant positive correlation with cybervictimization
and cyberbullying perpetration, and cybervictimization was positively significantly correlated with
cyberbullying perpetration. Second, the direct effect of cybervictimization on cyberbullying perpetration
was significant. In addition, the indirect effect of cybervictimization on cyberbullying perpetration
through the normative belief about aggression was also significant . It was also confirmed from the study
that the normative belief about aggression had a partial mediating effect on the relationship between
cybervictimization and cyberbullying perpetration. Finally, intervention and prevention strategies for
cybervictimization, cyberbullying perpetration, implications, and limitations of this study were presented.
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Table 2. Descriptive statistics for prime variables

Variables mini/max | Percentage SD
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Table 4. Mediating Effect of Normative Belief about Aggression between Cybervictimization and Cyberbullying

Perpetration
Independent dependent ) .
Step Varaibles Varaibles B i : R (Adj R2) F
Stepl Cyberbullying Normative Belief 0232 0.274 5.391" 0.075(0.073) 29.067
Victimization
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Victimization Perpetraion
Cyberbullying ) 0.677 0.632 16.249**
Step3 Victimization Cg:f;:t‘ﬂlyolzg 0.502(0.499) 179.085
ekl
Normative Belief 0.244 0.193 4.957
* pC.001

Table 5. Sobel Test Result for Mediation Effect

Path between variables
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