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Abstract: Objective: To explore the differences of parent-child attachment style, peer
relationship, bullying behavior in gender, grade and other demographic variables, and
to further analyze the relationship among parent-child attachment, peer relationship
and bullying behavior. Methods: the parent-child attachment scale, peer relationship
questionnaire and Olweus child-bullying questionnaire were used to investigate 532
primary school children of senior grade. Results: the gender and grade of parent-child
attachment had significant differences in total score, and the gender of parent-child
attachment also had significant differences in intimacy tendency and trust degree.
There are significant differences in gender and grade of bullying behaviors in all
dimensions, and boys score significantly higher than girls in all dimensions of bullying
behaviors. The gender difference in peer acceptance was significant, but there was
no grade difference. The two dimensions of parent-child attachment are significantly
positively correlated with the dimension of peer acceptance and the dimension of

peer fear and inferiority, respectively. The two dimensions of peer acceptance and
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parent-child attachment in peer relationship are negatively correlated with the
three dimensions of bullying behavior while the three dimensions of peer fear and
inferiority in peer relationship are positively correlated with the three dimensions of
bullying behavior. Conclusion: the level of parent-child attachment between parents
and children can significantly predict bullying behaviors in school. Peer relationship
plays a part of mediating role between parent-child attachment and bullying behavior.

Key words: Senior primary school children; Parent-child attachment; Peer relations;

Bullying; Being bullied
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Table 1 Parent—child attachment and gender differences in each dimension( M + SD )

51
] A !
SRR 19.06 + 4.376 20.14 + 4.564 -2.534"
(ELEIES 24.67 + 4.601 25.74 + 4.545 2441
SEFRAR 43.73 +7.950 45.87 + 8.382 2759

H: *p < 0.05, *p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, R,
F2 FFREEERLMERKE (M+SD)
Table 2 Parental attachment test at the grade level ( M+ SD )

DU QTLAER 7N F LSD
SEUTMR 19.75+4.821  19.97+4250 1877 +4.242 2.836 @=>0D>0
{EREE 2541+4.692 2548 +4338 24.44 +4.733 2.240

ETRAR 4516 +£8.653  4545+7.442 4321 +8,317 3.096%*

#*3 MATHEEERMSN EMERKE (M£SD)

Table 3 Gender differences in the dimensions of bullying behavior (M +SD )

P ,
3 By
HAEE R 3.10 £ 3.397 1.56 + 2.051 5.656™""
Pl 2.11 +3.001 1.32+2.114 3.162™
ELEE BHASR B 242 +£3.124 1.12 £ 1.827 5.227"

T4 BMATHEHREEFRINERKWE (M+SD)
Table 4 Difference test of bullying behavior in different grades ( M + SD )

DIU4EL QTR QN F LSD
HIETIEN 3.05+3.400  222+£2768  1.82+2.420 6.935% DO>2>0
KR WA 239+3.175  141+£2280 134+2.197 7,792 DO>20>®
HESEIR 247+3217  1.51 £2.407 14+2.10 7.663% % D>20>0

www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pc https://doi.org/10.35534/pc/0104019



NFEFR) LEFRFHESRAITIIRR: FEXFEVENER 20106
£ 292 B1BEIH

*5 FFXRZFEEAMHNLHERQE (MSD)

Table 5 Gender differences in the dimensions of peer relationships ( M +SD )
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Table 6 Correlation Analysis of Peer Relationship, Parent—Child Attachment and

Bullying Behavior

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1. SE A ) 1 _ _ _ _ _ -

2. (R 0.630™ 1 - - - _ _
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6. LRI -02417  -0213"  -0292" 0304”7 0.645™ 1 -
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Table 7 Regression analysis table of parent—child attachment, peer relationship

and bullying behavior

SR [RIAE R F B t
7N . -0. D .84
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i —U. —U.
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Sl 13 354
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