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Abstract; Objective

fluencing factors of neglect to provide a scientific basis for the development of interventions. Methods

To understand the neglect status of primary school students in Chongqing city and to analyze the main in-
Using the random sampling
method, the partial students from the urban areas of Chongqing city were randomly selected for the survey subjects. The primary
and middle school students neglect assessment scale was used for questionnaire survey. The rate and degree of neglect in different
ages, genders and neglected layers were described and the influencing factors were analyzed. Results The average neglect degrees
in different genders of all age groups were 45. 38, 47. 18, 50. 42 and 52. 56, respectively, and the average neglect rates were
34.32%,33.33%, 36.90% and 33.80% respectively. The neglect rate in boys of all age groups was higher than that in girls. The
neglect degrees in the aspects of education,health care,body,emotion for the students of 15—17 years age group were higher than
those of other age groups. The received neglects in various aspects in the students of 6 —8 years age group were relatively low. Con-
clusion The degrees and densites of received neglect in the primary and middle school students in Chongqing city are higher. The
average neglect rate and neglect degree are higher than the level of the national survey, the incidence of neglect in various aspects is
also higher. The occurrence of students neglect should be actively prevented by combining the neglect status and influencing factors
in the primary and middle school students.
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