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An Investigation of Prevalence and Related Factors of Poly—victimization in Children
KONG Zhen, CAO Feng-lin, DONG Fang-hong, LI Yu-li,et al
Nursing School of Shandong University, Ji’nan 250012, China

[Abstract] Objective: To explore the incidence rate of Poly—Victimization and its related factors in children. Methods:
624 primary school students were administered the Chinese self-rating version of Juvenile Victimization Questionnaire.
Results: 72.28% students had at least one victimization. The top four victimizations were vandalism (34.29%), being
assaulted without weapon (24.36%), personal theft (22.92%) and witnessing others be assaulted without weapon (19.39%).
The prevalence of poly —victimization was 17.31%, and the low poly —victimization was 10.74%, and the high poly —
victimization was 6.57%. Poly—victimization prevalence between girls and boys and study achievement showed significant
difference : the prevalance of poly-victimization in boys was much higher than that of girls P<0.01, and the proportion of
high poly —victimization in boys was higher P<0.05; the prevalance of poly-victimazation in those who study badly was
higher than those who study well P<0.05. The academic achievement, the educational level of mother, overcrowding in
living space and playing video games were the factors of poly—victimization. Conclusion: There is significant incidence
rate of poly—victimization in primary school students and there are several related factors.
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