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Abstract

This study examined the current situation of school bullying victimization and its intervention im-
plications through a questionnaire survey of junior high school students. The results showed that
verbal bullying victimization had the highest reporting rate, followed by physical and relational
bullying victimization, while cyberbullying victimization had the lowest rate. First-year junior high
school students scored significantly higher than second-year students in verbal, physical, and
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relational bullying victimization. Peer relationships were significantly and negatively correlated
with verbal, physical, and relational bullying victimization. These findings may provide some refer-
ence for school bullying intervention. Specifically, differentiated interventions may be adopted for
different types of bullying victimization, greater attention may be paid to first-year junior high school
students, the role of peer relationships should be valued, and the application of artificial intelligence
technology to school bullying prevention and control may be explored.
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TR Dl e 7 B S W A S O R . — T DAERE 15 ANETH 114,290 44 /N2 NREAR I & BoR,
AN SR AR R AR FE N 13.9% (RRETLEE, 2022). ILABFF R, KRk 525 5 2 A i 4 vl B (G )
S5, 2026) Eb (A KA, 2023), BEHR AEI(EC DS 055, 2021)BA K AR RS (X155, 2026)3) %)
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53.8%), LMWL 205 N(5 83.0%) ¥ 42K 42 N5 17.0%).
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2.3. HiEAE

KH SPSS 27.0 AT I RN . BE 5 S0t Hr .
3. fIRER
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HIh AR BRI B2 ER T . FiBEE 106 A5 42.9%), S1REEE 76 A(i5 30.8%), % &M
% 63 N(i 25.5%), Mz 13 N(i 5.3%).
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Rebd e 3 5 (BB . BRI . R R IR AN I 28 ) 450 Ml 22 R AN B3 (AR 1)

Table 1. Gender differences in school bullying victimization

# 1. FRIMHIRERRZENESR

o bE %
AR t
M SD M SD
& E R 1.35 0.67 1.50 0.79 -1.57
By R 1.23 0.51 1.21 0.44 0.43
RARE 1.16 0.54 1.28 0.64 -1.55
) 5% 0 1.01 0.09 1.05 0.26 -1.63
33. FEEFREREZEZENER
SiE. BN RMEZESSHEEE TV EH, NEREZEBDPERAEZNE 2).
Table 2. Grade differences in school bullying victimization
%22 TREHKEMRZTENES
¥l— H—
At t
M SD M SD
BSOS 1.47 0.78 1.20 0.47 2.97*
EERLNUerd 1.25 0.50 1.08 0.29 2.91*
KRB 1.26 0.65 1.06 0.21 3.56"
DX 2% i 1.03 0.17 1.05 0.31 —0.46

FE: "p<0.001, “p<0.0l.

34. TRAREFLYEREKRZENER
ANFFBE T LB B T AR e ke 2 T (IR« SRR % AR IR AN I 4 3 ) 45 43 22 S B A B

E(E 3).

Table 3. Differences in school bullying victimization across families with different numbers of children

3. FPRREFEHERDRRZENER

AT “HERE =y 40w
A F
M SD M SD M SD
FiEME 1.47 0.78 1.42 0.72 1.42 0.77 0.07
B R 1.30 0.47 1.24 0.53 1.15 0.32 1.35
KR 1.16 0.47 1.24 0.65 1.24 0.57 0.28
X 23k 1 1.03 0.13 1.04 0.25 1.03 0.12 0.17
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Table 4. Correlation analysis of peer relationships and school bullying victimization
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