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[ Abstract)
surveyed 679 middle school students and study 2 used cue—target task to explore the attention intention on harmful and

non—harmful event words. Results: There were 8% of bullies, 19.9% of victims, 4.4% of bully—victims and 33.1% of self-

Objective: To explore the attention bias in children with being bullied and self-injury. Methods: Study 1

injurers. Significant correlation was found between bullying and NSSI behavior. Under the condition of invalid clues, bully
and self—injury group responded faster to the target after harmful event words than the target after non—harmful event words,

suggesting attentional avoidance towards the harmful event. Conclusion: The findings suggest that adolescents with being

bullied and self-injury exhibit attention avoidance to the harmful event words.
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