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ARTICLEINFO ABSTRACT

Keywords: Background and Purpose: Bullying and victimization are already common problems in schools.
Bullying, victimization, Research shows that despite their significant role in shaping bullying and victimization, the
marital relationship, components of family relationships have not been studied enough in this regard. Thus, the present
parent-child relationship, research aimed to predict bullying and victimization among students, based on the quality of marital,
sibling relationship parent-child, and sibling relationships.

Method: This research employed a descriptive correlational design. The population consisted of all
boys studying at the first cycle of the secondary school (i.e. grades 7, 8, & 9) in District 1 of Rasht
in the academic year 2019-2020 and their parents. A total of 355 individuals were selected from this
population through a convenience sampling. The study tools included Illinois Bully Scale (Espelage
& Holt, 2001), the Parent-Child Relationship Survey (PCRS) (Fine et al., 1983), Revised Dyadic
Adjustment Scale (RDAS) (Busby et al., 1995), and the Sibling Relationship Questionnaire (SRQ)
(Furman, 1985). Data were analyzed by multivariate regression and Pearson correlation techniques.
Results: Status/power in sibling relationships and anger toward father were significant positive
predictors which accounted 22 and 7 % of the variance in bullying, respectively. Also, 22 and 16 %
of the variance in bullying were predicted significantly and positively by sibling conflict and
resentment towards mother (p< 0.001). Our findings also showed that the marital relationship (15%),
mother-child relationship (13%), positive affect to the father (37), and communication with father
were significant negative predictors of bullying (16). Also, positive affect to father, father
involvement, and communication with father were significant negative predictors of victimization,
accounting for 26, 38, and 20 % of the variance in this variable (p<0.001).

Received: 20 Jul 2020 Conclusion: The above-mentioned results suggest that the quality of intra-family relationships (i.e.
Accepted: 11 Dec 2020 marital, parent-child, and sibling relationships) may predict children's involvement in bullying both
Avalilable: 17 Mar 2021 as bullies and victims. The implications have been described in the article.
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Introduction

Violence is one of the most common social problems
in schools (1). Bullying is a special form of violence
frequently occurring in schools (2). Great deal of
research has been conducted on this behavior and its
opposite extreme, i.e. being a victim of bullying (3).
Bully is one who continuously hurts or frightens
someone else over a period of time, whether directly
or indirectly. Also, this relation is associated with a
power imbalance, wherein the victim has problem or
feels helpless in defending himself (5). Based on the
reports, over a period of six months, 6.6 and 24 % of
the students have experienced being a bully or a
victim, respectively (9). This rate has been higher
among the boys, reaching its peak on the age of 15
(10). Investigating the phenomena of bullying and
victimization is of high significance, because the
students who bully and their victims experience
higher levels of stress in comparison to other
students and have more behavioral and emotional
problems (11).

Most of studies done in the area of bullying and
victimization have been concentrated on the role of
family (16). Regarding the parent-child relationship,
researches indicate that poor and limited parent-child
affections and poor mother-child communication
can increase the probability of bullying in children
(17 & 18). Children who bully have negative
perception of their parents, finding it hard to
communicate with them (20). Those who are a
victim of bully have reported that they feel their
family is inattentive to what they say and that it is not
easy to speak with their parents about what annoys
them (23). Study shows that fathers have a more
significant role in child victimization (26). Research
indicates that the poor quality of couple's
communication can predict childhood externalizing
behaviors, including aggression (29). The more
sever the conflict among the parents, the more
aggressive would be the children (32). Another intra-
family relationship associated with bullying and
victimization is sibling relationship. The unpleasant
experiences in sibling communication and poor
sibling relationship can be associated with bullying
and violence in students (35, 36-37). Research
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indicate that low level of sibling empathy and high
level of sibling conflict increase the probability of
peer bulling among children (38). As far as the
victimization is concerned, sibling role will be
highlighted whenever there is a power imbalance,
wherein one party is dominant and the other is
submissive (41). Considering the lack of a
comprehensive study on all intra-family sub-systems
related to bullying and victimization (16), the present
study was conducted to predict bullying and
victimization based on marital, parent-child, and
sibling relationships.

Method

This research was a descriptive-correlational study.
The study population included all the boys studying
at the first cycle of the secondary school in Rasht city
in academic year 2019-2020, together with their
parents. A sample of 355 participants was selected
by convenience sampling, based on the inclusion and
exclusion criteria. Having at least one brother/sister
and giving the written consent by the students and
their parents were the inclusion criteria, while living
with only one of the parents or with another
caregiver, aging below 12 and above 15, and the lack
of cooperation by the students and/or parents were
the exclusion criteria. After informing the
participants about their right to voluntarily
participate in the study and securing them that the
questionnaires were encoded and their information
would not be revealed to their parents or peers, the
questionnaires were implemented by the students
and parents in separate sessions. The children
responded to Illinois Bully Scale (43) Parent-Child
Relationship Survey (PCRS) (44), while their parents
completed Revised Dyadic Adjustment Scale (RDAS)
(47). Data were analyzed by multivariate regression
and Pearson correlation in SPSS-20.

Results

Table 1 reports the descriptive statistics, kurtosis, and
skewness of the variables (marital relationship,
conflict, rivalry, warmth, status/power, positive affect
to mother, resentment, identification, communication
with mother, positive affect to father, anger, father
involvement, communication with father, victim,
bullying).
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Table 1: Descriptive statistics for variables

Variables Mean Sd Skewness Kurtosis
Marital Relationship 2.63 1.36 0.009 -1.259
Conflict 9.06 2.79 0.172 0.646-
Rivalry 0.98 0.65 -0.161 0.987-
Warmth 6.81 2.88 0.478 0.796-
Status/Power 1.44 1.21 0.414 -0.945
Positive Affect to Mother 77.08 12.16 -1.298 1.664
Resentment 6.99 2.62 0.536 0.426
Identification 11.69 4.38 0.114 -0.973
Communication with Mother 31.65 5.44 -0.105 -0.608
Positive Affect to Father 31.45 13.45 0.183 -0.976
Anger 4.87 1.87 -0.609 -0.827
Father Involvement 25.77 7.96 0.183 -0.796
Communication with Father 29.25 11 0.337 -0.714
Victim 10.44 4.40 0.243 -0.883
Bullying 17.22 5.79 0.825 0.147

As specified, the absolute value of kurtosis and
skewness for the three variables and their sub-scales
was less than 2. Therefore, the assumption of normal
distribution is approved and so the parametric tests
like Pearson correlation coefficient and multivariate

regression could be used. Table 2 summarizes the
results of the prediction model of bullying and
victimization on the basis of dependent variables
(marital, parent-child, and sibling relationships).

Table 2: Summary of the results of prediction model of bullying and victimization on the basis of dependent variables (marital, parent-child,
and sibling relationships)

R R? Adjusted R? Standard Error ()
Bullying 0.77 0.406 0.59 3.70
Victimization 0.68 0.467 0.44 3.27

As table 2 shows, the correlation between marital,
parent-child, and sibling relationships and bullying
and victimization was 0.77 and 0.68, respectively.
Totally, the three variables predicted 60.6 and 46.7
% of variations in bullying and victimization,

respectively. Results of multivariate ANOVA for
predictive variables based on the dependent
variables (bullying and victimization) are presented
in table 3.

Table 3) Results of multivariate ANOVA for predictive variables based on the dependent variables (bullying and victimization)

Model SS Df MS F Sig.
Regression 7224.66 13 555.74 40.50 0.001
Bullying Residual 4692.92 342 13.72
Total 11917.59 355
Regression 3219.496 13 247.654 23.05 0.001
Victimization Residual 3674.490 342 10.744
Total 6893.986 355

As table 3 shows, F is significant for both bullying
(F= 40.50) and victimization (F=23.05) at the
significance level of 0.001. Therefore, it can be
concluded that the predictive variables (quality of
marital, parent-child, and sibling relationships)
could predict the dependent variables (bullying and
victimization).

Also, the data analysis by standardized coefficients,
F statistic, and significance level showed that the
sibling status/power ($=0.22) and anger ($=0.07)
had a significant positive effect on bullying at the
significance levels of 0.001 and 0.005, respectively;
that is their increase results in more bullying. Marital
relationship ($=0.15), communication with mother
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(0.13), positive affect to father (0.37), and
communication with father (0.16) had a significant
negative effect on bullying (p<0.001); that is their
reduction can increase bullying. Also, sibling conflict
(B=0.22) and resentment towards mother ($=0.16) had
a significant positive effect on victimization (p<0.001);
in such a way that their increase can result in the
increase of child victimization. Positive affect to father
(B=0.26), father involvement (B= 0.38), and
communication with father (§=0.20) had a significant
negative effect on victimization (p<0.001) and so their
reduction increases the risk of child victimization.
Other sub-scales could not predict bullying and
victimization.

Conclusion

Present study aimed to predict bullying and
victimization among students based on the quality of
marital, parent-child, and sibling relationships.
Results showed that the low quality marital
relationship was a predictor of bullying, while
victimization could not be predicted by this variable.
This finding coincides with different researches (29,
30, 32). Results also indicate that among the sub-
scales of sibling relationship, sibling status/power
was the predictor of bullying; while sibling conflict
could predict victimization. Research approves this
finding (35, 38). Finally, this study showed that poor
communication with mother, lower positive affect to
father, anger to father, and poor communication with
father are predictors of bullying in children, while
resentment towards mother, lower positive affect to
father, lower father involvement, and poor
communication with father predict victimization in
children. This is in consistency with different
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researches, implicitly and explicitly (17, 18, 20, 23,
26).

In a general explanation, it can be said that through
learning processes and affection overflow, bullying
and victimization are conveyed to the children via
marital and parent-child relationships; and then they
are reinforced by sibling relationship and pass into
peer relationships.

Limitations of this study included failure to use a
completely random sampling method, non-
determination of sibling gender, and limited age
range of the children. Accordingly, it is suggested
that further research be conducted on both genders
and that sibling gender be accounted for and
investigated. Regarding the results of this study, it is
suggested that holding the training courses on life
skills, especially anger management, communication,
and assertiveness for the children and marital life,
parenting, and family communication for their
parents can be helpful for the children involved
either in bullying or in victimization.

Ethical Considerations

Compliance with ethical guidelines: This study was
conducted as an independent research plan, bearing Permission
No. 3719/34144/972 by Guilan General Education
Administration in the academic year 2019-2020.

Funding: This study was carried out without the financial
support of any organization or institution.

Authors’ contribution: The corresponding author was
Mahmoud Khalilnejad who gathered the data, analyzed them
and wrote the article. Mona Latif was the scientific editor.
Conflict of interest: There is no conflict of interest in this
study.

Acknowledgments: We would like to thank the principals,
teachers, and specifically the students of Alborz 1, Alborz 2,
and Farhang schools.



i 8 P R T oo ELERE vl

93 Yo
20— Bl 9 i) P -y ¢ 29wl ) tulgy Caudes (wlul g Ol Sb S 9 SIS Sw sw

' S Lk bigo ¢ 8155 s 3 gozxe
Ol ety ¢ allod 13T ol (Dlihions 5 sk dom g ¢ Il (B D15y L8 51 gl IS

s Wlao Olasin
S5, S 39 b An3 oo DS a2y gy 1 ol = o sl dgliie SUSCin O gte 4 O L3 5 (555 5B § dio 3 Bojlgunls
a3 Lol 48 K5 515 350 Ol 031l 3 3 g b1 olie aen aalllae OB L3 5 65l (58 JS s sl (s

A plal 3 =l g i3l ¢ g 3365 b e el O3 paT S50 53 G5 L3 5 68 sty a b Sl DL Sl S
4 Sy b OSG amb gl A gt ey O3 5aT 13 ooled (LT sl 31 (Soeen £5 51 5 oo 5 (05 ol 2 b 193 (sl il
3590 Gl 3l s DBl o 2w 55 (6,8 Wsas Sy 4 T 18 Y00 sl o5 Ls s A48 Leas Jlo 55 6T ol of jan )5 =l alal
Lolyy Gonte olie 5 OO OLan 5 ) 03,5~y daly ulde (Y00 ) (I pny SUsl) 355 ol 6506 ol Jald oslizal 5ol al e dal

S50 2 P9 S Sose 4 S 35 (1490 OLSan 5 (oml) (05505 Sk aldo od Jiidon o3 5 (VAAD ¢po ) 3l 3 — pal
s spss-20,1p\¢;b._w,sou}@ S ki Ogen S5 5 Oy Smerd B9y 3l o3kl b o 0303 OLL 55 s ol ool
B
by 3 ooV S YT L )l a5 e b izl 5y 4 kst g 0/l 5 D p8 (e e o 0L o Ll
YV i a glaliae 5 e b izl pale 51 BLosb 5 530/ al s Sl gle e pimmen ST o i 1) (6B e
sle b byl g s5L5 LL;)\ksufé;sal:QLiJW@b.(p<'/“\ ) LS f e |y 0E SL S e byl Sl e s VF
e Iy o ate byl 51 e 33 VP YV Y OO C 5 4 g ylsliae g sae ysb 4 il g 5 L bLS 1 gy 4 Cte adble
Loy Yo VAN 5 a6 lobme 5 gite s b 4 Al 5 b Bl 5o (KebenT s Oy 4 oo aible (sla it (pioman S
AP/ ) ST i 1 0 GL S e bl )

5 oM oS’ iy (3l pal s 55,y a sl =05 bl esl sl 0ay5 Slablisl CudS sls Ol s 18 AR AR ALZARIME SRR

el 43 8 13 Loy 3 g0 e 53 0T sy gl (slapl el 53 gy 0I5 3 OB S 3 W/ A/TY fos

Q4/VY/YY fodkds izt

O el ey ¢ gallal 31 5T o8l «Dlidiond 5 p sl domy ¢ Il liBO 5 L3 (calid IS (3155 st 5 o I Gant Ohhm 95
Khalili.moshawer@gmail.com :«L1,

DFSFPERT VY il

AARY



)&Aﬁ}}‘;&}}w

3=l gk p -y o 5als daly) ClS el p Oad SL S 5 o s i

s SUS e Sl Ly oo (650 SU B it b b s

3 ybionods by 4 (S5 bl 5 Ol 51 30505, 61
4 Goos e 5 el e BASTL e 0 LS (YD
Gl s 2l s () 55 b e e OLL S 2ty S,
4 6ol steale ol sladlow ;5.(V0) Gl ol o 2875 =
00 45 55k 4 il ails 5525 03 53 5L B 5 5B 5 00l Sl g 5o 5o
S L L) 5 YNy duafd;;»gjuc;uuféwwglwﬁ
a:|yu&&w)ﬁgu¢l¢d\ Q\J’}«Tuidl: BERUN S W i
(V9) Llastls
Ol Sladlas ¢g B ooy 53 OT 25 5 5,5~y aasly 05l 5
SN p 9 Ml Ol s 9does 9 Can s (bl g 5 o g 45T WUilesls
OIS ks Jalse 5155 5 5ol Ol &SI L 5 gudmes LLS
s s od (e S andllae 53 (VA 5 1Y) i (5l 4 U555
6305 Aol L WelS sy lls 8 0155 3 il g oS A osls L2
dias o OLES L) 5 L 1y (g e Jale 5 aidls 555 Ol 2 L1, sLs
S iy Ol & A O3 8 cp llg b sl 53 iy ol pioeas
w8 o S 5 0T )3 5035 0BT 035 Lij 3 bogy o slasly g
Syl das o 59 0355 5l gyl Hlby a8 SUIe g i .(04)
Ul L bLs 1l 5, 0T 534S disls iyl 8 eslgilss i1, it
Llosls Ol Sladllas 35 0dd S5 L byl s (Y) Sl Hlpis
Sl 55 S Lt oao 508 Al oS Nt 5 S
S Sasey plp 53 Sl 5 ol 5l Sl )b an by e
303 4555 0t b3 ol s 41,8ty A8 el OT (gladain o
S piom Al 5 L5, — Wy a5l i ool ¢ e abas s (YY)
S5 sler 5 il 5 (A 015507 L5515 5550 53) (55 L 5L
O 5L 3 5 ol an s (G 3 Ol 5ol B3l5 35 5053) Al i
L35 ol Waiy 5 SKps el (YY) LS PR
| Ll 1 0ds L3 Sa b a4 pu ST S8 S

7. Externalizing

8. Psychological profile
9. Internalizing

10. Self-compassion
11. Positive parenting

Y.

-

oo
ol | SUSs o Sl 5 o st ) (SO (Sl e st
IS 8T s (1) din Ol T Cs BT L o ylits 87
A5 OT a5 (Y) Sl oylie j3 035 4 (6, Sbls 5l ol
Al i 531 b la gty 0T Coenl s & 70 (gl
S o1 8y o7 s 1 i 51 (F) sl 03l olazsl s 5 4
4 &S Sl ooldl b et d A (F) Coul o e opl 5 ole
TS 4 T st Ll b e Jlesl Oloj (b 55 5 Slabs
5 S Al Wils (s Wl 5 o Jlasl ol 48T A (3l
5058 51 L3055 b e ot 3 () DLl 51 oslial
23 Dy &l g0 pde rmen AL (69 laail o 50 Sl gl
355 51 gs 55 GL S i oS g a3l s DL )
L(0) A8 o 3l 53 S ileys el 5 axils St

Slaos S 55 5 Calien gla oy 2 53 Mo 3 (6548 g
V) Canlods 518 Sosline 0,868 6515 5 oo 5 omicr ¢
i 095 &S5 45 355 oylow 1 01T ils ST 18 b LA
Q) W5 S a2 |y 0as SL ST YF o 57 /8 (Wlesls plrl anle
s o 3 by 53 OB SL 3 5 o UL SN e ()
€65 G5 gmo sy S 1D JNY 51 gy gl pioman
.(\~)W&ul)‘;)wol}:.d%ﬂum)“fd,y

4.\;:_wAQTJ,:f)>4§L5§l_MSMLglﬁJJIJJ@JJ)‘.L«J;L;).LB
Pyl dal s OS5 S 5 ¢ SL 3 OIS 5,8 ulE 0S5, s 5l sl
OLL 5 5 58 O gaT L2505 .(0) dbb arals Sdadids 5 Gaas I
3038 45 1) 6 e’ (S Ol T s plebaclia 53 6T
s (V) dias e Ol 55 1) (6 i ()l 5 Sl Ui
O e Aile V3 gailrg 5 syl b (o8 (UL ol e 51 STl b
oaeia 505 G SOt ;i b g SISy e el 0

Q)}_.pQ«f@lj}».\d&dbAux&qu)Cﬁ):SQ\ odd

1. School violence

2. Bullying

3. Being a victim of bullying
4. Victim

5. Bystander

6. Tension

FTr TN 0 SFC 5 <60 Ny e Co g (om0 sw]




ALK QM}LFaJucVn‘)):csifbﬁf)U)@uwA.AMJ

)&Aﬁ}}‘;&}}w

3=l gk p -y o 5als daly) ClS el p Oad SL S 5 o s i

Wl 03l g 0555 Lol ) g olis 51Tl al 5 Ll
03 Ulg o OUwan L as L 50U Ol o s o Ol b i g5y
St 53 .(F0) AsL adls aly ) s ytan L el t5Lw Loy,
N S IO P S GOV PR ) T3
Sl 3 4S5 (V= YD) ol L5l 3 b e Ols Loyl S5 S
Byl U o, 5 el Jdea s jiea Ol 85 sl 0L
L byl s (s anlsl 53 g La e tea L BLS,1 s (g yuds Jlaz>|
5548 At esls DL Ko dgas 53 (FA) b g a3 OULcees
Jlozd Sl UL (3587 53 Lo oo Ols olazrl s (sla )l Ol oo
sty blie o 55 .(F8) 558 0 i 0T 55 OUluan L (56 55
b i sd iy CodS caalsl 5 5 polazrl CUS dla ptian 0 8
(F) S iy Aal s ol jar 4 dan 53 51 ESS ,a (gl 1y OULen
PERCETP PG PR B A BRSPS TN >
e S s 6,510 555 OLa ke Dy ol 45T s juban Olee
) oy O G o s (6,853 el i 6 0 5
(FY) U5 n ity eed 33,8 55 1y Ollas
s et OS5 51 (S 08 LS 5 sl ey
55548 Sl O gal 251 Ol el 0l g e Jl 58
383 S 35 5 50T OV e 31 s &5 51 (5km (5551
S5 3 3T Ol Gas gl st (aile 53,8 oo Laesl il
B3 op 4 Rl otity b (sl dblie gl oS gty el
Obe Lailg; 5 osl gl . Cls O SL 3 5 (6,8 Slowataas ol e
Gl g ys 0 dsls 15 Swais] Jolse cpl ol s 0T clozel
58515 (s p 3550 0315l sl S| (S S Ans o 0L by o
=5 (o daly Sl el 03l 5l 53 5 g ge Jasly ) plad T iy
ST oy 2 1) O (G5 5 (ol aia 53 yol =l 5 55 3
56Ky b Wt 51 S 53 i sl pl Wl 3 gdoes
adal )y o)lips 6575 b8 adllas e Ly 5 Jle Ol g 4 0

osble ed 4 5 I 3 g g 55 0 Sy o el sl ol

3. Sibling

o posle to sl i 5 o o T 4y S el s S
S i 355055 W b oo dis gy diime (5,8 ) Se OLL 3
S a8 el Jlm s ol (YY) Sl Sl piis das o 15T 1, LT
(U3 51 (S ol (g g 51536 s G sl S 08 S
ol & Olsia s LS a5 el (sl Ol 55 oS
L atS U Lol as™ Jh5seT 5l uomen ((YF) WUlos S 0l g2
s 6 51 oM L ailia (gl 6 g slaely iy 5 - ol
Aly 93 dglie 33 duy o b4 .(Y0) b 8 o ) 3 0L jlas! s
g) (’Léf\é‘f-*’)‘-’ LB 4 LR 0 LA 53 (g a5 A 0y
S Ol o) A5 3 L oy Sl s s 5 Sl 3 O
O oman (YF) L3 S = as L5590 GU 3 ogn oS o oy
LS oLy UL esl gl elaml Colas 010 5 4 8 b osls
V) g oo S 3 (5 S Ol e
52 B0l @ille 51 golm ' g 5505 LU ol CiS
O35 53 65l 5 (6 sl (YA) 313 ol o s 1y O3 5T 505
.u;\;om;};wwﬁJJJujofu.M)g;_w\v;u;JU\é
SUS e 31 (b T Ols sla o)l 5 pdly ol adasl
) S o i 1y A0S 6 Kl adas 1 Vs 5e500 5
J;L;,ta\_fu;;dz,\fgf4_,41_14“;};@1)\_(@,“,;“_“
b o) 5 slamar ol (5 S alaals b g5 (o slaie 5 igkies
oo JSKE LMY el 35 (s (6 Bl oS oy ) 5
ol 5550 48 o Fon S Tl S pm Gt ) 53 55 Wl
Slles ¢ 4505 Sla 2,5 O 53 & (oo s Lisls OLE QL
S5 st an b LU 3 1) oA Slablis (aeSSTE 5 i
5 e Sl 5 5 Gla Lol 53 48 g5 b s lie 3 4,5
Lals ) Ol 5 i (6 Kbl il o sl (glablie (claeSSTl
(55 LU ol S 4 sls O anlllas oSG s (FY) s
oot (M) 35030l a1y 55wl pad oL S Can
3 2L sl ol Ol Jwlws s Ol 4SS a5 esls plis

1. Low Marital Relationship Quality
2. Externalizing

AAR



)&Aﬁ}}‘;&}}w

3=l gk p -y o 5als daly) ClS el p Oad SL S 5 o s i

e Sl 5wy NV gAY LS T s s e
Cslhn 5553 Gloen sdasolss S0 ,S 518 SLS 5 s
5905 Slar Sl )y s adle (FY) s asl iy ol
4{3‘.3}:5-J{oﬂ}ﬁj&‘sjmwgﬁél&f‘wh@‘l—@)
OLES Lt s % e 53 atmed (ol I3l il o5l olg odins OLES
bty 5 6 el sla e UL e (Ko L0
oo odias DL a8 3 13 55 (VAAY g 5 o) T Ssls

(FY) 55 olas ol Ole e
aasly bl asbiin Sl andlas opl )3 Ml -y )y elids Y
Al oslal 015 3Ll aasly CulST e S L5 5 - Al
St p b EK) Sl ads S5 (sl 8 YF 3 Y 51 alide ol
(55,5 =5y dlasly o sl K05 09 5 55,5 — ke dlaily jioni
5 o el s s SLSs slaan 5 ulie p 3 55 2
o S pldees 535 (or i 35 4 bgi e e 53 4S5
R K S AR ST )3 e ible I LIS le L
S 03 ] L3l (e adble t fals ale o Sl liaes 5
Sy g0 4 daliiom (65108 0 03 Bl 5 T g ludslen T
Coo 4P 9 IV A oyl i slan S sy slabiV o S b
S5 5 0k ez Loy Bl o 9 Lk () 00 o sSns
(S e (plines 5 o o 80le) B oo ol o sloat B
23 UL 00 T o Cs 4 ba olidnes 5 5 S0a ¢ gazs Jol
— Al Laulgy o wlidses 5 OT (GUL Ol e odiins OL s wlidess =
G350 2 (FF) olie O W55 487 55 (FB) Gl 55
o|.u;,é&,s.4f.u)'}—,0\,@\)wlﬂb.x_;.’l.srl_?uwﬁ_::.;\;\f\
d\‘{;;kwrﬁ;\\)@)gi,_éuuguﬂswduu\};u
A ST ol o 5 wliie e ol sdiasOLES 4y

G /%) Lgl.dT g_,.ﬂj_',é c‘)v\.lm.]o_yf ‘_SL-A‘J,NL-;.;.‘&)JPL L;‘ﬂ AP U

8. Parent-Child Relationship Scale (PCRS)
9. Positive affect

10. Father involvement

11. Communication

12. Anger

13. Resentment/role confusion

14. Identification

YYY

CdS” bl 0s SL 3 5 6y iy Oua L Sl aalllas
.Q‘e“rbﬁ‘))\ﬁ—fh‘}éjLJ.;}}—J.S‘) (9 il

9

et adllan ol ipy IOETART S b 9 g Tk (A
o g2 oy 013501 13 (oS Juls (LT anslr ol Stcan ¢ 5
(hams Il 55 Sty b G amb (o 5 piion 5 02in 4L ) Ul
drsle o 4 a2 5 L Ole o 51 48T s LT plly 53 2 5 A8
S 4503 ) 4 g 5 Y00 3lutad 0B 550 Jgdor 4y 4l 0 L
sl oylala ansl o b Il slite ol (gl s OBl 2ws s
el o slie & e 5 Aol 05U Sla ) g OWS Dkl s 5 5
Laaalitow 5 ¢l goT 5305 4 (alid el 5 Ol ke Sialea b s
boks ol ot Olsesl 4yl aw o 314 WUS VY 5 dcnjlo a3
oty anlitn T (g i axln 5 s g asbi o5 JLan |
Ools 5l b oysl oS5 Bl crils i enls ol 1SS w5
45955 S We e s pllly 5 5 50T 215 (6w I (2S5 Sl
Alg oSl o b S5 b cplly 5SS b (S5 5t
ol s 6Kn e 5 (L0 I 5UL 5 VY I 5ol e il
s b 8 s tass Sl e s seS W sl 5 5ueT s
Jpt(e

o 53" sm s Sl by ulie ol o ) (s ylls ulids )
5458 odoen Jals & i as b Sl odoen b o s (g1 To 0
355 (50 TGS e £ ) (ouls lapls 4 ulidess 5 4w
5 6o slaulines 5= Sl anlas 534S e ul (4 S0) 5y
02 Sl eslial b el ol (5108 0 i ol 0l oslinal L 3
& Xl b Y=5lss b oSG 0= 8) (lar s iy o S
e a5 Ubo i o g o plawil (0= i b L Cida F= )L 2a L

5 Sl sl 35037 53l Olen (glajliy i 53 el Olis

1. Morgan

2. lllinois Bullying Scale

3. Espelage & Holt

4. Victim

5. Fight

6. Aggression Quesionnaire (AQ)
7. Buss and Perry

FTr TN 0 SFC 5 <60 Ny e Co g (om0 sw]




ALK QM}LFaJucVn‘)):csifbﬁf)U)@uwA.AMJ

)&Aﬁ}}‘;&}}w

3=l gk p -y o 5als daly) ClS el p Oad SL S 5 o s i

V4AD JL_»»J.) wL:&.a ui‘ :HJ_://';}J,@L‘;- b&_}u&’h’_nwwéid ¥
jO{J.‘Uk;‘ﬁtgj‘yw):}&l{}cu;rﬁjJJQJ}b}:
Ol 3 adnsi il 0 3 51 293 o 53 (FA) ool o st L 01055 3
bS5 olie V8 5 Jale ¥ B 55 40 8 FA G el ol .dd oLzl
Coand s T S35/ 0 5 fale Sl e s cal 55 Sl 0
w la & 15 ey STl (P, T oyl T Sl gl & ya8

JJ‘J&}&)‘K«:]«;QT)JKQ{GJJALQQL}{]A&‘.AQ}?;&»‘

23 =0laSS LB L DLy = el oY —aten Ty 55 | ten)
Pl Sl 0 6 15 & S b ol )M e i oy £ L
Py sl =gl Y=o S st V=05 n by 5) 555 0
5903 Slad g b (VAAD) s s 5 0 3 (001 5 - ) o
G Vsl s e 51 eSS a sl 1y (Fls S LT
P30 23 et el s 4 /70 85 ) elie e 4y 40 S
S &y asliow  nl Slaplines 5 (g1 Ve bl 55 2L TSL
VA LS GUWT SIS s (YY) O S 5 ule (FA) LT
ol 61K slzel (osla 5 (So35/ o5 Jale 33 sl t/FA
A 30V Y e s ) Tenl gl ases L U Iy elde

(FOLlos S 515 o pllae
G257 3 s oslal 35U slaj sme A I 2l (895 (2
S D958 5 H95 rolde 4 sl e L AA-AY Mdbrg):
LI Ol e s 53 (6, 4 gad Shgy 4 5se] LI YOO (i
3955 L aalsl 53 s Ol ays WS VY 5 aw e ¥ 5 sl !
— ol bl 50 p -y dal) ooyl glaaslin y WUST 2w
S dnliins A | 015 58T 2515 S5y 2 258 Doyse 4 0l
St 53 25,8 Soso 4 o lls 5 IS Dses Sl dn 55 g 550

ol 93 IS b S A osls 5 ol Ll 31 S .28 8,13 16T

10. Spanier

11. Sibiling Relationship Questionnaire
12. Warmth

13. Status/power
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. Revised Dyadic Adjustment Scale (RDAS)
. Busby« Crane« Larson« Christensen

. Lewise & Spanier

. Consensus

. Satisfaction

. Cohesion

. Enrich

. Olson

. Dyadic Adjustment Scale (DAS)
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