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ABSTRACT

Objective : To examine the association of having siblings and sibling relationship with
school bullying

Methods : A cross-sectional study was conducted in middle school students aged
11-16 years old from government schools in Bangkok. Samples were selected from
three classrooms per grade in one school under the secondary educational service
area and one classroom per grade in one school under Bangkok metropolis. Data was
collected by using questionnaires consisting of demographic data, family, adverse
childhood experiences, sibling, parent and peer relationship, and school bullying
behaviors in the past few months and analyzed by using statistics including one-way
ANOVA, Kruskal Wallis test, Pearson chi-square test, and multinomial logistic regression
to examine the association of having siblings and sibling relationship with school bullying
Results : Total 231 participants, mean age was 13.61 years old. 135 participants (58.4%)
were female. 120 participants (51.9%) were both perpetrators and victims. After potential
confounding factors affecting school bullying were adjusted, sibling relationship was
not significantly associated with being perpetrators (p-value = 0.43), victims (p-value =
0.90), and both perpetrators and victims (p-value = 0.42). Having siblings was not
significantly associated with being perpetrators, victims (p-value = 0.998), and both
perpetrators and victims (p-value = 0.19). Emotional abuse was significantly associated
with being perpetrators (p-value = 0.02) and victims (p-value = 0.01) and physical
neglect was significantly associated with being perpetrators (p-value = 0.02), victims
(p-value = 0.02), and both perpetrators and victims (p-value = 0.03).

Conclusion : Sibling relationships and having siblings were not significantly associated
with school bullying. However, emotional abuse and physical neglect were significantly

associated with school bullying
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meAnEnaasiinn Uszosdneitesinin 51 (22)
deauAnE/Ua. 100 (43.3)
Una. Ay asvagend 37 (16.1)
elasnaiAauaaiian <30,000 LW 163 (70.5)
30,000-49,999 1 13 (5.6)
> 50,000 UM 12 (5.2)
andwaasian Fudng 93 (40.3)
INEATNIViTLTEa 3(1.3)
d1918n13 wilnewiFiavnasena 50 (21.7)
Anangl 26 (11.3)
19U 10 (4.3)
ﬁluj 8(3.5)
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aunn auuFAnIaSIvA la:ALU:

A9 1 dayanalilaasdidnsneuide (se)

Yiadia dayanalil IUU (5aEAL)

NSANHIUDINITAN sznuAnsviTanindn 67 (29)
dsanAnE/la. 93 (40.3)
Uaa./l s3ri3agandn 31(13.4)

elaralAauaainngmn <30,000 UM 171 (74.0)
30,000-49,999 1IN 7 (3.0)
> 50,000 1 9(3.9)

ANIRINITAN TN 72 (31.2)
INEATNIViTLTEa 19 (8.3)
d1919n13 wilnewigaanuna Lenau 40 (17.3)
Anangl 42 (18.2)
199U 18 (7.8)
B 2(0.9)

A5 2 AusutinGaunangAnssufuniululssFeulnausaiungusiie 4 ngu

noAngsusawnnuly 93. U Sauaz (%)

none 45 19.5
bully 29 12.6
victim 32 13.9
bully-victim 120 51.9
FIUNA 226 97.8
laifidosya 5 2.2

T 231 100.0

o

A5 3 ANHANTUETTUINANNANTUEALATIEY tau uaswausiungAnssunisisuniugeainFewly

Teaeu (felsimaununiladean)

NOANTTNNITIILN Aag naus ey
nululsadau - - -
AZLUULRAE 95%ClI AZLUULRAS 95%Cl AZLUULRAS 95%Cl
(SD.) (SD.) (SD.)
119.52 5.07 5.44
none (21.25) 110.75-128.29 (1.68) 4.49-565 (1.79) 4.89-5.99
119.69 4.96 5.37
I 106.58- 132. 4.06-587 453-6.21
bully (24.61) 06.58- 132.80 (2.30) 06-5.8 (2.13) 53-6
- 109.19 4.35 5.10
victim (25.89) 95.39-122.98 (2.32) 3.46-5.23 (1.70) 4.46 -5.75
- 117.43 5.08 5.50
bully/victim (18.90) 112.55-122.32 2.15) 4.65-5.52 (1.12) 5.15-5.84
p-value 0.43 0.73 0.61

*FrlednAtyneadanazau p< 0.05
U P M V) a o o =
none winea dnFaunlNedesiunginssunsfauniululsaBeulas
2 o a Ao P = A
bully vixneaie sinFaunfaniieululseFauasdamian
Lo 2 o oo A A o ~ o
victim anes i FauigniteuiaunlulsGaustaman

_— < o oo AP a A e =
bully-victim YN0 UNLTEUNTINGY LLﬂLWﬂuLL@zQﬂLWﬂuNLquINLTEIu
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A9 4 ANNANRUTITIdeNNsiNTas Usvaunisninonugunssluenn Anuduiusaasenazuy Lay

=2 1o a [% o = o a o ] o lﬂ‘
NN7ANIUBILLN ﬂ‘LI‘WE][ﬂﬂﬁ‘i‘llﬂ’]ﬁ‘i\‘iLLﬂﬂuiuI?\‘iLﬁ‘Elu‘ll‘ﬂ\‘iuﬂ bIEIU (m”lumugmﬂmmu)

i none Bully Victim bully-victim NANNA p-value
n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%)
msiiRYa 0.92
i 35 (19.70) 24 (13.50) 26 (14.60) 93 (52.20) 178 (79.10)
laidl 9(19.10) 5(10.60) 6 (12.80) 27 (57.40) 47 (20.90)
TNUUA 44 (19.60) 29 (12.90) 32 (14.20) 120 (53.30) 225 (100.00)
NSNFUNTTUNNAR LA 0.01*
i 1(2.56) 5(12.82) 9 (23.08) 24 (61.54) 39 (19.40)
13431 42 (25.93) 22 (13.58) 21 (12.96) 77 (47.53) 162 (80.60)
TIMNA 43 (21.39) 27 (13.43) 30 (14.93) 101 (50.25) 201 (100.00)
NTNIFUNTTUNNENNE 0.04*
i 13 (16.00) 6 (7.40) 13 (16.00) 49 (60.50) 81 (40.30)
aidl 30 (25.00) 21 (17.50) 17 (14.20) 52 (43.30) 120 (59.70)
NUUA 43 (21.40) 27 (13.40) 30 (14.90) 101 (50.20) 201 (100.0 0)
NSNIFUNTTHNIUNA 0.93
i 3(16.70) 2(11.10) 3(16.70) 10 (55.60) 18 (9.00)
1343?‘ 40 (21.90) 25 (13.70) 27 (14.80) 91 (49.70) 183 (91.00)
TNUUA 43 (21.4) 27 (13.4) 30 (14.9) 101 (50.2) 201 (100.0)
msldannguusslunsaunsa 0.03*
i 4 (10.30) 2(5.10) 6 (15.40) 27 (69.20) 39 (19.40)
13431 39 (24.10) 25 (15.40) 24 (14.80) 74 (45.70) 162 (80.60)
FAnNA 3 43 (21.40) 27 (13.40) 30 (14.90) 101 (50.20) 201 (100.00)
nsaziagnanianisanla 0.73
i 15 (19.70) 8 (10.50) 12 (15.80) 41 (53.90) 76 (37.80)
aidl 28 (22.40) 19 (15.20) 18 (14.40) 60 (48.00) 125 (62.20)
LA . 43 (21.40) 27 (13.40) 30 (14.90) 101 (50.20) 201 (100.00)
NN9AZLAANAATNISI9NNE 0.85
i 9(17.30) 7 (13.50) 8 (15.40) 28 (53.80) 52 (26.00)
1343?‘ 34 (23.00) 20 (13.50) 22 (14.90) 72 (48.60) 148 (74.00)
TNUUA 43 (21.50) 27 (13.50) 30 (15.00) 100 (50.00) 200 (100.00)
ANMNANNUSTEUININB AL 0.80
snlmsfiug 21 (21.40) 15 (15.30) 14 (14.30) 48 (49.00) 98 (49.20)
WavTauldadin 4 (36.40) 1(9.10) 0 (0.00) 6 (54.50) 11 (5.50)
Y9U 2 (20.00) 1(10.00) 2 (20.00) 5 (50.00) 10 (5.00)
dausfennideaii 4 (25.00) 2 (12.50) 0(0.00) 10 (62.50) 16 (8.00)
nzagldnnaeiu 1(16.70) 0 (0.00) 1(16.70) 4 (66.70) 6 (3.00)
¥ 11 (19.00) 8 (13.80) 13 (22.40) 26 (44.80) 58 (29.10)
NUUA 43 (21.60) 27 (13.60) 30 (49.70) 99 (49.20) 199 (100.00)
NSANENUDIUY 0.34
< 1seanAnm 14 (20.90) 8(11.90) 10 (14.90) 5 (52.20) 7 (35.80)
TsauAne/la. 24 (26.70) 13 (14.40) 16 (17.80) 7 (41.10) (48 10)
SIEWIELTLTIEH 3(10.00) 3(10.00) 4(13.30) 0 (66.70) 0 (16.00)
FAnNA 41 (21.90) 24 (12.80) 30 (16.00) 2 (49.20) 187(1000@
“FiladAtyunn9adianaLiy p< 0.05
none Wi iindeulalifeadasiungfnssuneiuniululseFeulan
bully manede TnGeuiisaunifenlulsGauetnuien
victim vangite sinFeufignifeusounlulssdauesiamien
bully-victim vaneiite dndauiinefunifeusazgniteusunlulsadey
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A9 5 ArNANRUsEnd A NANTuEAuATasuaznsiftesiungAnssunisfauninlulsaBeuly

Multinomial logistic regression model

Tiadia bully victim bully-victim
B adj.OR (95%Cl) p B adj.OR (95%Cl) p B  adiOR(95%Cl) p
ANNANNUSAUNLN 0.05 1.05(0.65-1.71) 085 0.13  1.13(0.68-1.89) 0.63 0.36 1.43(0.93-2.19) 0.10

mwﬁ'uﬁ'u'ﬁﬁ'mﬁ'au -0.38  0.68 (0.42-1.11) 0.12 -0.19  0.83(0.49-1.38) 047 -029 0.75(049-1.14) 0.18
ﬂ'nuﬁ'uﬁ'u%ﬁ’uﬁﬁ'm 0.02 1.02 (0.98 -1.06) 0.43 -0.003 0.997(0.95-1.04) 090 -0.01 0.99(0.95-1.02) 0.42
ﬁﬂﬁiﬂﬁqmniiuﬂ’lﬁﬂ’h 441 82.60(2.29-2977.54)0.02° 452 91.56 (2.65-3168.81) 0.01° 3.09 22.06 (0.84-576.11) 0.06
(Feuriulad)

ﬁmsmg‘mnsiumamﬂ -0.62 054 (0.07-4.40) 057 -0.65 0.52(0.06-4.29) 055 0.66 1.94(0.38-9.98) 0.43

(Weumuladl)
ﬁmimﬁ;mniiumuwﬁ -0.13  0.87(0.03-25.57) 094 0.31 1.37(0.06-33.95) 0.85 0.63 1.88(0.15-24.09) 0.63
(euiulam)
ﬁm'ma;ul,ﬁd’l,uﬂs'auﬂ%'q -0.04 0.96 (0.03-35.55) 0.98 2.80 16.42(0.78-345.32) 0.07 2.02 7.54(0.58-98.03) 0.12
(Weuiulam)
ﬁﬂ'\‘iﬂ’ﬂﬂﬁd%ﬁﬂaﬂiﬁ -0.57  0.57 (0.08 -4.11) 057 -1.11 0.33(0.04 -3.02) 0.33 -1.20 0.30(0.05-1.74) 0.18
(Weuulad)
ﬂmewamﬁamq‘hqmﬂ 328 26.62(1.53-462.25) 0.02° 3.55 34.66(1.92-625.42) 0.02° 2.82 16.71(1.31-213.91) 0.03'
(Feuriulad)

=] a o :’/ =<
nsANM (Neunudulsyondnm)

SIWIED 067 051(0.03-897) 065 012 113(0.08-1560) 093 1.26 3.52(0.45-27.73) 0.23
G 0.04 096(0.18-513) 096 -0.49 0.62(0.10-367) 059 -0.44 0.65(0.16-2.59) 0.54
ANNANNUSIRINawazw (Waufusnladium)
Waudvinadiu -22.88 0.00 (0.00) 0.997 -22.38 0.00 (0.00) 0998 -4.09 0.02(0.0-2.07) 0.10
dpuflannidies 221 0.11(0.01-254) 017 -19.99 0.00 (0.00) 0.997 -2.80 0.06 (0.004-1.04) 0.05
Idindaniu -21.69 0.00 (0.00) 0998 -345  003(0.0-3.0) 014 -517 0.01(0.0-0.39) 0.02
nehine 041 066(0.12-3.77) 064 048 162(0.28-9.40) 059 -139 025(0.06-1.10) 0.07
Weo/udidedin -17.67 0.00 (0.00) 0.998 -17.02 0.00 (0.00) 0.998 -0.38 0.68(0.05-9.14) 0.77
Lsififvias (Feusuives) -19.50 0.00 (0.00) - 2085 0.00 (0.00) 0998 -327 0.04(0.0-5.01) 0.19

” P = R P — - P —— .
paupusieiladefifesdes 1oun aruduiusiiuneuduaziien Uszaunisalanuguussluednsiine Anaduiusasmauazus uaz
NANTBILN

'
aad o

*FrlednAtyneadanazau p< 0.05

'
= Al

none nxneiv dnFeuildinedesiunginssunisfauniululsaGaulan
= o o Ao = = LA

bully wxnedis tinFeuniunieululseFeustafen

victim wnneds dnFeungnitaufsunlulsGeuatnasien

bully-victim usngfis nFaufivefniiaunazgniieusanlulseFeou

adj.OR 11181 adjusted odd ratio
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1 dl dl o a 1 = =
nguigninauiaunlulseFouet19ineod
AZUUUANNANAUS LW UANIgARS 5.10 £ 1.70
(95%CI 4.46 - 5.75) WATNGNNANGFANTINAIFIUN
AUBLLArgNTuNlulnBeulAzLUuANANRUS
AUWaUgINgARD 5.50 £ 1.72 (95%CI 5.15 - 5.84)
@ﬂmiaﬁmummﬁmﬁuﬁﬁuLﬁ@uLL@quﬁmmmi
o o = T o 6 o ] a o
qunAululsaFauldinnuduiusues nalde
ANATUNNADS (p value = 0.61)
NM9IANEILIWLAINIINITUNTINNISAR LT
AudNusiungAnssunisfauniululsaGauan
HiTrdAtyn 9aDiA (p value = 0.01) Taadidnsananu
FRagaulunlidnimigunssunisanladaiiy
AU 162 918 (Foraz 80.60 eIANUILL NN
NUAAETINA) TUngunEn1IIIgUnNIINNINanla
wudunguindingAnssnrisiiunauauLazgniun
TulssFauninigaaaiusaiuau 24 91 (Feuay
61.54 TDIATUIVAUNNNIINITUNITUNI9AA LA
H & LA ~ o ~
WnNg) sasasnnAengugnineuiaunlulssBeu
peNUALRAMTNANWIU 9 918 (FREaz 23.08 184
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do o A e - e
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A a Y o A o a
nangAnssueunAnauLazgnisunlulsazay
wnngamiuatua 77 918 (Fewuas 47.53 999
ANUIUALT HANNINITUNTTUNSRA LATInNA) 999
B o
asunpanguilaneadesiunisfuniululseEau
WAMTNANUIU 42 518 (FRgay 25.93 UB9911IL
AT LHNANNINIgUNITUNNSAR AT )
NMIANHIUNUIINIINIFUNITHNTN 8
AudNusiungAnssunisfauniululsaGauan
HTRdAtyn19aTiA (p value = 0.04) Taadidnsananu
9N dANNINNIINITUNNTNNBHAUIU 120 98
(Foeiaz 59.7 IDIANUIUEITNFININUIRENA) UAY
{N1IMITUNITNNNIWNBAUIUN 81 918 (Foras
40.3 299 UAUEENFINURREINA) Tunguid

mima;mmium\iéwmﬂwudﬁLﬂuﬂfojuﬁﬁwqﬁmiu
MedunauduwazgniunlulsFaunnigaaniiu
11 49 978 (FaEay 60.5 289RNUIUAUNNNNT
NIFINTTNNITWNILRAINNA) TBIAINIABNGNT
~ o = \ = LAy
gniiauivunlulssFaust1ahaquazng il
NeadasiunisfaniululsGaueeAndusaiuau
13 318 (Fo2a¥ 16.0 TBIRNUIUAUNINIINITUNTIN
. Y do o v
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4 . o d o @ e
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52 318 (Fouay 43.3 10981uauALT RNV
NITNNINTWNILNINNA) TBIAINIADNG NN b
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30 318 (Foway 25.0 U998 UUALTLHRNNINIT
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= é/ 1 v
nasAnwIdnuIIn1sld Aang Uy
AIRUATINANANRUS TUNG ANTTNN9T LN
TulsaiFauad98lad Ay n1eadia (p value = 0.03)
Y v 1 a o ] 1! | Y
Jiindananuddadoulunflidnisldaonuguussly
ATAUATIAALTWATWIL 162 718 (Fasar 80.6 184
o v v 1 a o :// 1 d‘d 2
AU dNeASvianne) Tnelunguiniinisld
ANgusluAseuAfanLdlungunfing Anssx
MadunavduwazgniunlulsFaunnigaaniiu
AU 27 978 (38T 69.2 1BIA1UILAKARNNTIE

'
1 =

A NguLsluAsauATITianNg) Tuanienlungui

Taisinnsldaanugunsslunsauaionudniunguid
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woAnssniuniululseFeuatieiided Aynieadia

MAIRNILATIZUALAT A multinomial logistic
regression AYWLFINIINIFUNIINNINAR LAH AN
FuwusiunsfaunienlulsaBen (adjusted OR
82.60 (95%Cl 2.29- 2977.54) p value = 0.02) LA
migmﬁ@u%\mﬂlu%qﬁmu (adjusted OR 91.56
(95%ClI 2.65 -3168.81) p value = 0.01) aeinafile
AN NATA NsATIAENEATIN1E IR A
FuwusiunsfaunienlulsaBen (adjusted OR
26.62 (95%Cl 1.53 -462.25) p value = 0.02) N179N
ieusaunlulsaGen (adjusted OR 34.66 (95%ClI
1.92-625.42) p value = 0.02) LaTnNTRaaLnIe
megmﬁ@u?ﬂm (adjusted OR 16.71 (95%CI 1.31-
213.91) p value = 0.03) agNATHAATYN AT
waznauiInmzia el Ennae iUt A NduRus 1y
mam\‘iﬁu%uﬁumiﬁﬁ"\iLmLﬁ@uLngmﬁ@u?\iLm
(adjusted OR 0.01 (95%ClI 0.0 -0.39) p value =
0.02) ateldadAtyn1eana Muﬁ@@"ﬂﬁluj TAwn
NS UL Az el N1INTTUNITNN
FNNRATNIUNA NIFLEAINIULITuATa LAY
MIaLIaENaATNIARla ANFURLETEII e
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SN TR PG T L bt F e TSIzl PR A EES R
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UNIATTU
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v |
o o A
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