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[Abstract] Objective To understand campus bullying behaviors among middle school students in Jiangxi province. Meth—
ods A total of 7 129 students from 3 middle schools in Jiangxi province were investigated with the Olweus Bully questionnaire,
coping style, Strength and Difficulties Questionnaire. Results Nearly 7.8% of middle students reported campus bullying, 18.8%
reported bullying victimization, and 5.1% reported both bullying and bullying victimization. Campus bullying (8.72%) and bullying
victimization (23.91%) was significantly higher in middle school students than high school (P<0.01) . Physical bullying ( victimiza—
tion) , verbal bullying ( victimization) , relational bullying ( victimization) was 19.9% (22.8%), 68.9% (63.7%), 11.2%
(13.6%) , respectively. In high school the figure was 19.7% (18.3%) , 67.7% (65.1%) , 12.5% (16.6%) , respectively. Multiva—
riate logistic regression analysis showed that boys, punished by parents, ADHD was associated with higher rate of campus bullying
behaviors for junior high students, while for high school students, only being boy was associated with campus bullying (OR>1) . Be—
ing boy, rural areas and poor peer relationship was associated with bullying victimization among junior high school students, while
punished by parents for high school students (OR>1). Conclusion Significant differences are found in campus bullying and bull-
ying victimization between junior and senior high school students. Bullying prevention programs should be implemented in middle
schools.
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