- 1534 - 2R AE T A 2025 4F 11 45 46 455 1139] Chin J Sch Health, November 2025, Vol.46,No.11

DOI: 10.16835/j.¢nki. 1000-9817.2025328 ° %}j i?ﬁ%%%%i@%?*ﬁ °

PR R A A 0 B A K BT
R EH 2 ER 2

L TSR A B RE2BE )P 530001 ;2. JU AR R0 B R Pl 5 3. P4 R OB R B0 2 5 O B2y B

[{#ZE] B8 ) VAR B A R 32 F TS AR 20 AR JUE B e R R ) o A A Tl 3 B YR B b 5 5 kB
Fik T 2024 4FE 5 7 (T1) R BRI LB P 503 O 3 BRI gh2E 1 667 22248 TR sExt &, 2k A
Frhrfe g 2 F R JLEOIER ARG R M E P 20,2025 4F 5 H (T2) B TR AR 32 & &
RGPAE , RAEAEFNE I 2 A8 ) 802 A IR 32 3 B A IR 325 800 52 2 0 M e e ek S e A e
3 LI Logistic [BIVA4HT JLIEWI A O PRIV RIZAA IS X 24 A 0% 2 E AR TR , &R KA
B2 EAE TR T2 P/ (B) AT A AE A 2 A2 | BV 32 4 (91.8% ,93.5% ) MG G AR 2 E A (R 5 i Bk &
REZWEAE AT ) (8.2%,6.5% ) o Forr IR 52 H AR FF IR ME R 95.7% GG A AU 32 Al I IR R 52 41
W REREN 59.1%  DMAIFTEIRA g 2 08, 55 A4 IR IBOETF AR IR ZR0AT 27 A IR 32 F A B e 2 R v <2
LR B RERIG K (OR (B4 018 2.05, 1.21, 1,11 ), o BRI R0 25 A B0 205 A0l G o) A% 49 24 IR g 52 AL 738 A ME R R A1
(OR{BS17H 0.88,0.94) (P {H¥<0.05) . ¥ B fop il 2% 25 AE Ge S MR 02 A2 3 21 1) AR 2 A2 8 A 6 78 O AER IR ( OR =
0.88) , L FEEIPE foli 1 IR % 52 5 278 BOME I R (OR=1.09) (P {H19<0.05) . & T a0 v AR A5 el ok 32
FECERP AR S O, LB 407 |0 ) 1 N 2 A TR 235 R A el e 52 B S I BB O R &

[R@iR] 2070500 DA WE 0T 244

[FESES] R179 C913.5 G478 [X#ktriRAB] A [XEHS] 1000-9817(2025) 11-1534-05

Latent class transition of school bullying victimization among rural junior high school students in Guangxi
ZHAO Zhanfeng*, WU Zhenghui, LIU Guangzeng
* School of Education Science, Nanning Normal University, Nanning 530001, Guangxi Zhuang Autonomous Region, China

[Abstract] Objective To investigate the latent classes, transition patterns and influencing factors of bullying victimization a-
mong rural junior high school students in Guangxi, so as to provide a theoretical basis for prevention and intervention strategies of
school bulling. Methods In May 2024 (T1), 1 667 students from three rural junior high schools in Guigang and Qinzhou of Guan-
gxi were selected by using convenience cluster sampling to complete the Delaware Bullying Victimization Scale—Student ( DBVS-S),
Childhood Trauma Questionnaire, School Connectedness Scale and Brief Resilience Scale. In May 2025 ('T2), the DBVS-S was re-
administered. Latent transition analysis was employed to identify the best latent class model of bullying victimization at two time
points and to examine the stability and transition characteristics of victimization types. Multinomial Logistic regression was further
applied to examine the predictive effects of childhood trauma, psychological resilience, and school connectedness on transitions be-
tween bullying victimization categories. Results Two distinct patterns of bullying victimization among rural junior high school
students were identified at both time points: a low victimization group (91.8% at T1, 93.5% at T2) and a traditional victimization
group( high scores in the dimensions of verbal, physical and relational bullying) (8.2% at T1, 6.5% at T2). The low victimization
group showed a stability probability of 95.7%, while 59.1% of the traditional victimization group transitioned to the low victimization
group. Using the subjects remaining in the original group as a reference, factors associated with increased likelihood of transitioning
to or remaining in the traditional victimization group included being male (OR=2.05), emotional abuse (OR=1.21), and physical
neglect (OR=1.11) (all P<0.05). In contrast, psychological resilience and school connectedness were associated with reduced
probability of the transition victimization group (OR=0.88, 0.94) (both P<0.05). Additionally, emotional abuse decreased the
probability of transitioning back to low victimization ( OR = 0.88), whereas psychological resilience increased the probability of
students transitioning to the low bulling victim group (OR=1.09) (both P<0.05). Conclusion Group heterageneity is evident in
the school bullying victimization among rural junior high school students in Guangxi, and childhood trauma, psychological resilience
and school connectedness are important predictors of the transformation of school bullying victim categories.
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