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[Abstract] Objective: The present study was to examine the reliability and validity of the Revised Cyber Bullying Inven-
tory(RCBI) among Chinese junior high school students. Methods: Six hundred and sixty one junior high school students
were investigated by using the Chinese version of RCBI. Item analysis, reliability analysis and validity analysis of cyberbul -
lying and cyber—victimization subscales were separately performed. The general characteristics of cyberbullying among Chi-
nese junior high school students were also analyzed. Results: (DBoth cyberbullying and cyber—victimization subscales con-
tained 14 items and each item showed a good discriminability. @These two subscales had favorable reliability. Cronbach’s
a values were 0.92 and 0.87, respectively. Split—half reliability values were 0.90 and 0.85, respectively. @Results from ex-
plorative and confirmative factor analyses supported the single factor model of cyberbullying and cyber—victimization sub-
scales. These two subscales were positively associated with the criterion variables(traditional bullying, victimization) as well
as their subtypes. Conclusion: The Chinese version of RCBI has good reliability and validity under Chinese cultural back-
ground.
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