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Table 1 Variables and their descriptions
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Table 2 Latent class analysis fit indices for secondary vocational student

gl AIC BIC Entropy LMR-LPT (p)
2% 1339.723 1367.042 0.831 p<0.001
3% 1313.658 1313.658 0.999 p<0.001
4% 1299.893 1358.432 0.851 p<0.001
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Figure 1 Item probabilities for 3-class LCA model
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Table 3 Demographic distribution of different types of bullying victimization
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Table 4 Latent profile analysis fit indices for secondary vocational student

25 AIC BIC Entropy LMR-LPT (p)
2% 7013.916 7099.774 0.941 p>0.05
3% 6932.355 7049.434 0.940 p<0.01
4% 6867.166 7015.466 0.945 p>0.05
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Figure 2 Profile plot for the 3-class model of bullying victimization
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Analysis On The Profiles Of Campus Bullying Of Secondary

Vocational Students
Kong Bojian

Jiangsu University of Techonoly, Changzhou

Abstract: the purpose of this study is to investigate the Profiles of bullying victims in secondary vocational
students. Latent class analysis and latent profile analysis were used to analyze the data of bullied secondary
vocational students in Pisa (2018). The results show that the bullying behavior of secondary vocational
students can be divided into “comprehensive bullying type”, “relationship body bullying type” and “body
bullying type”; In the category of “relationship physical bullying” and “physical bullying”, the proportion
of girls is higher than that of boys; In the category of “comprehensive bullying”, the proportion of boys
is higher than that of girls; In the category of “comprehensive bullying”, the proportion of boys is higher
than that of girls; In the “physical bullying type”, there are more schools in urban and rural areas than
in urban areas. The influencing factors of bullying of secondary vocational students can be divided into
“serious bullying type”, “general bullying type” and “slight bullying type”.
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