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Table 1. Comparisons of Sociodemographic characteristics between subjects

with and without bullying in college by students

bullying in college by students

Yes (n=82) No (n=859) p
Sex 0.184
Male 36 (43.9%) 443 (51.6%)
Female 46 (56.1%) 416 (48.4%)

Parent marital status 0.002*
Married 63 (76.8%) 758 (88.6%)
Divorced/separated/widowed 19 (23.2%) 98 (11.4%)

Paternal education 0.684
>12y 42 (54.5%) 430 (52.1%)
<12y 35 (45.5%) 395 (47.9%)

Maternal education 0.734
>12y 22 (27.8%) 246 (29.7%)
<12y 57 (72.2%) 583 (70.3%)

Social economic status 0.001*
High 14 (17.1%) 145 (17.0%)

Middle 47 (57.3%) 609 (71.2%)
Low 21 (25.6%) 101 (11.8%)

School records 0.557
Above average 19 (23.2%) 166 (19.4%)

Average 40 (48.8%) 469 (54.7%)
Below average 23 (28.0%) 222 (23.6%)

xstatistical significance

15



Table 2. Comparisons of Health related conditions between subjects with and
without bullying in college by students

bullying in college by students

Yes (n=82) No (n=859) p
Overweight or obese 17 (20.7%) 94 (10.9%) 0.009*
Sleep disturbance 16 (19.5%) 117 (13.7%) 0.146
Problematic alcohol use 21 (25.6%) 116 (13.5%) 0.003*
Current smoking 12 (14.67%) 190 (22.1%) 0.115
Body dissatisfaction 55 (67.1%) 314 (36.6%) <0.001*
Disturbed eating behaviors 11 (13.4%) 66 (7.7%) 0.070

xstatistical significance

16



Table 3. Comparisons of clinical related conditions between subjects with and
without bullying in college by students

bullying in college by students

Yes (n=82) No (n=859) p
Lifetime suicidal behaviors <0.001*
Yes 29 (35.4%) 138 (16.1%)
No 53 (64.6%) 721 (83.9%)
Depression <0.001*
Yes 26 (31.7%) 113 (13.2%)
No 56 (68.3%) 746 (86.8%)

*statistical significance

The presence of depression was defined as scores of 16 or more on the BDI.

17



Table 4. Factors associated bullying in college by students

Controls vs Subjects with bullying in college by students

Variables
OR (95% Cl)* P
Low socioeconomic status 2.00 (1.10-3.64) 0.003f
Parent marital disruption 1.68 (0.91-3.12) 0.098
Overweight or obese 2.20 (1.13-4.29) 0.0207
Body dissatisfaction 3.92 (2.36-6.50) <0.0017
Problematic alcohol use 1.27 (0.67-2.42) 0.462
Depression 2.42 (1.53-3.85) 0.003t

* The odds ratio (OR) was calculated using multivariate logistic regression analysis and
adjusted for sex and age, fstatistical significance.

CI: confidence interval
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Factors associated with bullying in college by students

Sang—Hee Kim, MD', Moon—Doo Kim, MD, PhD*

'"Department of psychiatry, Jeju National University Hospital

Abstract

Objectives : The purpose of this study is to investigate the factors associated with

bullying in college by students.

Methods : A total of 941 college students were recruited in Jeju area. According to
existence of bullying experience in college by students, they were divided into two
groups—bullying in college by students group and non—bullying in college by students
group and the differences between groups in terms of various sociodemographic and
clinical characteristics, including depression(Beck Depression Inventory), and health

related conditions were investigated.

Results : A total of 82 (8.7%) college students reported bullying experience in college
by students. The associated factors of bullying in college were low social economic
state(OR=2.00; 95% CI, 1.10—3.64), overweight (OR=2.20; 95% CI, 1.13—4.29), body
dissatisfaction(OR=3.92; 95% CI, 2.36—6.50), depression (OR=2.42; 95% CI, 1.53—

3.85).

Conclusions : These results may have important implications for the strategies and

specified intervention to prevent bullying in college by students.
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