Advances in Psychology ‘0>Z 33t &, 2015, 5(12), 835-842 Hans X
Published Online December 2015 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ap
http://dx.doi.org/10.12677/ap.2015.512108

The Relationship between
Local-Interpersonal Self-Support Traits and
Social Rejection’ Aggressive Behavior

Keyi Lv

Faculty of Psychology, Southwest University, Chongging

Email: 812821388@qqg.com

Received: Dec. 9th, 2015; accepted: Dec. 22"d, 2015; published: Dec. 29”1, 2015

Copyright © 2015 by author and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

) 0 orernce]

Abstract

Society rejection can trigger aggressive behavior. However, not all people can be generated ag-
gressive behavior, when they experienced social rejection. Therefore, researchers are paying
more and more attention to the personality factors, which are the regulation variables of social
rejection and aggression. These personality factors, most of which are vulnerability personality
factors such as rejection sensitivity, narcissism and self-esteem, can increase aggressive behavior.
The localization of human qualities is a personality ideal emphasized in Chinese culture. It is ne-
cessary to explore the relationship between the local human qualities in Chinese and social rejec-
tion’ aggressive behavior.

Keywords

Society Rejection, Interpersonal Self-Support Traits, Aggressive Behavior

AT HURABRBIAFRSHIIELENBEMET
ARFR

BATH

PO g R 2E OB 2E R, HER
Email: 812821388@qqg.com

YESH: B3H(2015). AL ABRE SRR S SR AR BT AR R, O FEHRE 5(12), 835-842.
http://dx.doi.org/10.12677/ap.2015.512108



http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ap
http://dx.doi.org/10.12677/ap.2015.512108
http://dx.doi.org/10.12677/ap.2015.512108
http://www.hanspub.org
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

SEEE

Woks H . 20154F12 9 FHER: 20154F12H22H; & A HB: 2015412 29H

R

HEEAL S KRBT N, TIARRRESEANBET R AT R R R B S R
IR, B BEE, XERIEHENGBEAEER, SERTET M. AN
B B SRR R B E A AL NS RRR . B AR A B R B A R R ) 5 0 T R — e h A
R A M ABIHMESHSIEARRTETANRR, BRIEFHLEN.

XA
ModEL, ABREIRER, BT H

ik

1. 5]

Fho DB AE GO A A LA ST 4R T 20 4D 90 AR, FRBEAE VT8 75 EA1 3 SR Ht T E AR EIR 1)
2 T S (Baumeister & Leary, 1995; Leary et al., 1995)., #axfE4u 2 48fErt S HANTH, — AN ABABFTE
B2 @R RIMEE IR PR AR 45, A BT ) ¢ R UL B T E A SIS, A
Hefe. fE4e. BOZ . IO 2 FRIE R (Baumeister & Leary, 1995).

H)E TR EHIR I ANRAES —MIHER R E, XA HZEER T AR, A ZEEE L H &
I HA A N Frdegh . Mtk StEA4 0l 7 AR EATE AR FE, PARHEL R, MK 2
— RANEFMAT N R B (Baumeister & Leary, 1995), .45 B I FEAT A (Twenge et al., 2002). H KA
Hil 55 (Baumeister & DeWall, 2005). 3E4E4x47 (Maner et al., 2007). HZE S 8U™ & KB 117 A% (Twenge et
al., 2001). MMz SeaE Rt B L0t AMEAT N AT R E R OT T, Rl 2 5 Bk AT I 0% R R 32 3]
HEWIRIE . A AR R TR A DX T P07 AR, A R SO N BR B SRR . AR
T BNA A 0 AR S50 A T R O A 24 48 J5 1 SO AT A R 52

2. HLERSHEMITH

HEEL SUHEAT AR REY] . B0, HafEgaes kBT . i, fE4AH M EA
B 2 A A i . B NG T R BRI, RRERI R A, DL B 2 I A
SRR IRIABIE N s TE AN SEIR 4 RCHs 2 DU 2852 AP Bl s 2 0 TS 6 ¥ 28 40 A i At AT T
NPRAETE A% (1) TAE VPl (Twenge et al., 2001). SEEG =AM TR B, S HE R BEE T R — RINMBTAT A
X 15 AR ke T R I NF 7SR B, Forp A 13 /N N R S 8 57 i 4k 246 44 (Leary et al., 2003). 534, Warburton
FH(2006) B LR B s AHLEAZ BIAL S4B 48 T AN REXT P O 428 LR ) AR adt, el 448 TS 47 o S i g N SR BB
DB AT 9 (Warburton, 2006). 4k, DeWall 25(2010)WF 78 £ . 2 BT ACEF O . T B JS i R 464
ANAAE BT FE AR 48 1T — BELAF 30 A I 15 AR 22 R30S B8 2 i Mo A7 A (Dewall et al., 2010).

HIR, ZRFELR AN AT, 17 HARA IS 20 AW R BFE AR S DU A DME
i) 77 RBPCRABA T T 2 56 = R I RPN BGE AT . X R APt SIE 4 1) N AT BRI B2 1)
Skbgy, AIREA SRR B BIAR A  HAd N o A A e R ORARA TR A 0 N SRR ARATT . N EARATT, A
REAR I IX PR I A o DRIG,  S2 BFE R 2 1 N AU 8 2635 7= A Bt PR ), 0 5 96 ZadA 58 6 ¢
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156 = [FIFEE B P47 R (Twenge et al., 2001),

oY FRIGE AT MR AT A LR LA 1) BRI . 4 S4B a0 B 4
AR Bt e AR I RGR A SR A ), 3Ot AR S PR R DA R i ) 5 12 A A6 4 28 4 56 I 5% i N St B
PEAT AR AH R W DeWall “5(2000)WF 70 & B, 4B 44 A bl 4 p ik, SERe s s rEs BN
B A B A, B AT AR B 1 R RAROR I RV VRYE B 2 B B PR S BRI AR AT S
AR LA RECR I SR S ]EAR R A VIS 28 OB, G ARV B 5 8L AR B TEAT N
B (DeWall et al., 2009). 2) IEL/ERETRIIRIE. S IEA B E— Rt S50, SAMEmILE
AL TR S 45 B AW X, Eisenberger (2003)3246:3 BH (Eisenberger et al., 2003): 7EZ it &8 48 J5 KAN i
BT BB IO, X AR A RS 45 R AEAHSC,  [FIRA IR RT AT EGE, X5 B RIRE IS S R
HBOEAHS: WA SR, AR DLF R BURS M EE X, AMathain sk 738,
A& T AR (15 AR e (Berkowitz, 1989) . T 45 422 o 5HE 1] 4 51 A ANt bR f) 15 28 (s 78 - A5 4
W), FE AT DA [RIRE R B A 5 R I AN B 47 9 (Leary, 2001). 3) FEAA1E AT IR IE . FHAPH
P T ABATIES ) 23RS S e e T B N R BRI 45 5, X R T - B B W A5 e — K
ff(Dollard, 1939). ZIIRIAA: 4/ M4 AR IK B L I00 B b8 52 ARG I 4 23155 K BGdiA7 . FE48RH
157 LA FE L, Uk AR UK AT e R G . 4) I EM. . A& T IRERTE S,
HFT YRR E R L. BT ORGP R B, B BB BT, T AIE R 2
JEHAE 2 B RIG 2] T Bl 5) TE4LRN B BB . Boh A I g — A AN B R EE E R
5, B BB FZMET IS 2 1 Sk FL2 ) A2 ARG & (Baumeister et al., 1996). 4 ARG HELAI;, (8
FHIEMEE B OES T4, XFPUB TR S BOE 4 3 10 B EKFREK. 6) Hi B IR hil I age k. 4
EBEAE 2 AT B b B — N NI B RSRE R R, Al R BGE R sl i) — B, A T EEA
PR RR A SN L L d . AR YNIEA4SS, & h— Ry HG k2 R EGE
AT RCA R 24T R AR o AR 4 (A 2R 25000 DR 35 ()4 il S, B AT A B e il 2 i
EHIN . Sz, WAy DU R ) PR AT 3 ], FLBGEAT AR i 2H 0 A4 2 7t (Warburton et al.,
2006). 7) thAE4E S IR KPR B S B AT = A2 s (Ford & Collins, 2010). Dickerson 45
(2004) 448 H A ERIE A N (Dickerson et al., 2004), 24— N N2 B3, QR — AN A E 2.
AL ARG, K25l R — R AV OB RS, BT R - A - SRR RS BOEFIA 2
AL SIHURAT RS . T i - IR - B BRI (HPA axis) & N8 AE B REEUSORE IR 2 220 o 24 REI
EEIRVF 2, HPA B BIBOE, B2 E00 B RER, R RESSGE .. it tE A —
Pkt 2 NGBS, RS EIRAE . E R HPA il S A AL S IR A I B R A R Sk 4t
SRR E N N . AR, Ford AT Colling (2010) & BUAE k234 446 o 1M 389 1 Bz JoR B JiE /) /R o A )
Re XA [R) A1 33847 12 452 (Ford & Collins, 2010).

3. AMBEMMSIEENBEMRITAR N

MR s P T RN, (I A S A AR AR AR S R I B AT O, T HANE
AMER ISR A B AT iR IS FE L AR, X 7R A7 AE — BE AR 22 57 1) TR 3R BB R Ao 4k 2246
LT NI R, AL S 9B 26 5 Bk PR RO BT S0 2 BRI 2 1) KT . AL B 2 th e R —Fi
NBRBGERARTS, — e MR A IER RS, A A, B, 3h&EVF 2 ARSI RE IS 1 15 ke
IR EBERAT K & (Bettencourt et al., 2006), RV s RAFBRBUR 548 S k. i - TUE. AR
By B PhEAR B SRR BUE FORR S R I B 2 BT
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3.1. UM 5t SERNKHE R M

FEABUBRPE B R — ML) T B 4 R RE i R, IR 5 B A T KE 4. Ayduk 25 A (2008)
I NN TEAE e 5] R B AT N, X8R B e T MR FE AR A Uk b ) 22 S (Ayduk, 2008). fEidE4a
TR N K 248 1) 5 T e A S0k 14 A7 9 B 00, T ARG & B0 N\ X 4 28 1 52 e s AN 2 A B0 R AT R 3G
0 408 20 4 R T AR AR 8 24500 TIE B 22 (R IR 45 AN B Xz AR IR 4 2, T 46 4 BURR 1 e % A T
L 5] R B VAT N AE SR L U MR RAE R, AR IRIEABURMER M. £ Ayduk 55(1999)
I FE R B (Ayduk, 1999): MERE — MBER 22 RIELE, =45 AU I Lot AH o T HE 4 Bk
PE, ABATT AR SR GG B M . T 7E Romero-Canyas 25 (2010) R 5t , {ERIFEIIEL4atE 1S T,
e A A RO ) AR T A U I A HA N 58 2 (RO i sz, 58 22 3R I R P et AT
“N(Romero-Canyas et al., 2010).

32. BESHIELNBHEMER M

HAAEA—FA AN ZE SR TSR ARG S R, BFEA T IRME S0 H AN CL 3R 4
R AT B FRAZIK B 9G3E « 24 B AR TG A6 0 AN FIARATTY B FRA s A —F, Al AT n] B2 - R AME 118 73
B ] RE X — L g 5 3R AR AR LR — AN MU 25 ) (Carroll, 1987) . tt4b, Bushman £ Baumeister
(1998) (1 SLBRUF B 1 A3 AHXS T B 2835 B0 n] RS ¥ 48 i o ot AT ) NI 45 T B 22 R ek 14 S S, Gkt
AT S SC RS T AR AN, DASOR IS 6 0 22 flg fo 3ot Al AT ] P N St Mg 5 ik (Bushman & Baumeister,
1998). fE£ Twenge 1 Campbell (2003)#F 75 H, HAE X HLLAE MM AT N SE BGhEAT 2, sk, B2
BT — M SIRA AT G, X TESE R = St Bt P47 8 (Twenge & Campbell, 2003).

33. BEESHSAEENBEER N

H 2RI AT I 55 R 2R 1. £ Ford 1 Collins (2010) FIRIF F23E S TG FH BEAMATE 52 3+ 2546
it EE g AR TE 22 3 #3463 (Ford & Collins, 2010). % H 2EAMERD THSEBCR, ATSE T A
At Ak T AT IR MR JBE ARG, BT D 7 e itk o 76 22 B S TR 4 IR B AMA HL v B MR 20
PLE CRER, ABEMEHRA L AN S, X R A MR & B AT A HAE
Bushman F1 Baumeister (1998)I\ A H B AIB AT AR TR HT, X F LA A AR H 3B S 8 B AT A
I s A G, ER BB R4 A R K B R B8 5 B0 KCE I Bd 4T v (Bushman & Baumeister,
1998). TXS PR B SR B : 62 B S iR Aant, HAT B P I L B A AR P B B
PRI AR (A M SR S HBERE D, Xl ST 0420 IR AR R PR, RIS n 1
W AT N, A% H 2R et 405 S5 AU i, 2012).

3.4. AREBEMHNMSHSIEENBHEEITAR K

T i VO B S ) THE AT I A I I B O AR e 9 AR DR 3R (knee et al., 2003) . X T AR Le ki R 3R 1) 1
frfE & AR UL, TEAAR AT AR B R — R AR 1) FREE VTR . BEFLR I AR T8 3
IS, A s S MR MR T4 2 HE R RE S sR B SR I ) B K — AN s 1+ . B anigfs
A A AR TR = 2 TARA TR e gy, 3X b A 18 A5 (RS B 0 B 10 It B8 2 I B MEAT . B
BEMBBHEFHOR, T — DI RAE S HE R, B — AN T AR ) H i 2 S D BB
FI7FAE (Chen et al., 2012).

4. NERBAFRESHREB/NBEMIT RN
HETDZAH 2T A Mg, Tohitbir = # LR TETT,  EICKE AT DU 49 1 SR 45 1
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Wb PEAT N @R ) — LSRR SR o ERE DMEXT AR AR A5 28 )5 Bk PEAT R ik 7805 1 2 B e —
SO IO NAS R T, ST A H ARG i BRI Fe b, R R ARSI P T KIS Ja . AT Ry
BN FR BB L, ASCR MBS B SL S5 2848 J5 Bk AT M B TR E A TR R &

4.1. ABRBIMFREVELE

NBRE ST A ST o [ A 8 SCHG R Co B AR REATCo B REIR B PR P (K AAR R 2R, 2 R B A% 483
BRI BTN ST (R, 7 e, 2009 MRORY%, Hiefil, 2009). ABRH LA B LA HIH A
HET M, RN E TR R TIB R HEA N BRI 7 8 P O AR HRRAE,  EFE A BRASr. ABs
EF NPT AP RIEMABRIT 5 MR . Horb, ABRSLR 8 MAREDS B CAFIEA RN FRE
2 NP EshRIRESN 5 ANAAE: ABRStEATE NG, G ARG IR . BLseiti LB br
KA NBITTBARARBEB BN (L], 2010).

4.2. ABRBIRRSBUE{TRERMSCESH

NBR B LR R RN B s ABR S AR5 T ABR R IEFI BRI TR O B E RO 2
TR R A ORAP 1 DR 3R, 1SR J 28 70 ) RO A (PR 0, B 01, 20009), 171 Rk A — b e P P 0t ) LU B2
B2 W AT PEAT R R AE BT AR S S FIAS B, DR A BR SRR A 47 1) TR0 B T VAT oo IR R
REMEREKWH: ANBRTHE ABRFFEE S TN BCH AT . R PTINCAR 7 TR MONBR B 2R
JRA G PR SE, ABRst T NS, 5, X ANARRSERAE, ARl ia s
BAA RIS, AMEFR 3R T2 4 22 SRR D B SR RV A SR, R T 9320 Vi A 44
P2 s AR B LA R FE Ry T 5 K A SRR R A, WA BRE B SRR RE R, A
BRI K TN IR, N B s 5 40 28 T 00 B 3o A2 ABL, 17 470 1] A AR ok 22 5 5 B PR A DG 25
Pls NBRFTE ABRTF RS HA R () AAR R BT, EAT TR R A A i NG o, R L A A1 T A i 4 )
FEOME A En R T LA, o RSB X A T T R S e M S s ANBR SR ABR PR B R 2 S At 4
e AR, R E AT B AN —FERS R A R SErb 2 min . & B AR MR TE TN SRS
SIS B BB IR 1T T R 5 2 FBAE RN A B (Meier et al., 2006), 3 B B APERIAMA GERS I SE 4
SN R T B A S (Wilkowski et al., 2006). Bk, BATAAABRTAE. ABIFi. AbrE
BN AT g2 5 T B AT

4.3. ABRBAZFRRATLUATHSIE L E K EIT AR BRI FISEIE S 4T

NBR B LR R AL SRR IR AR R 2 A BR 5T 5 N bR R A R Tk 22 SCRF I RS 5 (2
Rl AEESE, 2011). NBRE SLRRITS SEBREOAL 2 SORF DL BN B AL SRR DG R, SERRIY
22 SCRFRE A A bR B LR S BRI AL 22 SCRFI RN, 1 ABRE3 . ABR3TE. ABRIF iR ae s il
A SEBRERAS (£ SR MURSZ B (R E 45 3 HE (Xia et al., 2012). #EEAAR G — R A, A
PRotfe. ABRRiE. ABREDN. ABRH SR AL 2SRRI YE ARSI E, S T3 RO B 22k A
B ML TS IS 2 0T g, AT 8D B AT A A

#2455 BN T8 (Social Information Processing theory, SIP) Crick 1 Dodge (1994)3# 1 1 4+ £\ A1
BediA7 9 #94E FH (Crick & Dodge, 1994). Z BB FEAR S 7 AL 1R 402 51 K BG eI Rl 2 —, RIAk24E
Zasgn 1IN S B O ECE IR, XRECR AN B B AT 9[10], TMIAE Xia, Shi, Zhang 1
Hollon (2013)®F 7 H, i A B B SZAE K 7] — F AR (K N BrAE B L ad 72, AR BR B SRS 5K
[ — ol A B SRR BN T A% (Xia et al., 2013). BURANTE R A B fE 2 800 T R IR i) 22 501 vl



SEEE

DARRE . AP B L B RE TN 0 B RN B ok 2o B v AR B SLARE 58 fi o A B D 55 S ik
AR BRI TATAEEE, A ARSI L, A e R IE 26 )5 A B AT 9

e, ANBRDTES ABRIFBOX PR N RS B RE 5715 00 S A T AR B 7 RO 25, 2014),
AL A6 28 )5 BB VEAT NPT RE B — R AR NI 75 30, BRI ANBR SR ARSI & i St = HEF
Ja BT NAFAE SRR . L3 EPTR, ABRSUE. NBRIFEPIA NBR B SRR 5 RE RS 57 MR 84 248
75 K B PEAT N

5. B4

SRR AR S S AE 48 )5 Bt AT S BT L AR AR AR AR BT I, A A BT
2. BEBURTESE . MASCEZNA TR T A LUB A AR ——NBr B LR 5, A B B SRR
FESE T E R O AR, A IS S AT N B 5 SR 55 4 AR 485 B PR R AT it
FoH, R L 7 Ak AR A AN ey BB v 3, L e U= T AR RE A R A0 45 AR B S 2 1 2l
Bribz oh, NBr B SLRE A 210208 5 Bl PEAT 9 R A EE AL th i AME AR T 72 (975 170 o

ot 2 FBAEAEAT N EZ T RHEEEREPRESCEIMNIEL . BN EET R0
FLRAF J5 BGEAT AR K A (Dodge et al., 2003). Bk, 4h2x 22K, B, SRR AR AR L2 AT A4
MIHE A PR 2 . By AR SR 45 TR B (R SGTEAN T 1. BARAT LR LR EEAT: 1) 2. UM E N L
EWEGE e ek, BNOTN AL, BOMXPERA AL B TS TEZHIRE . %,
SN . WIEZE ML, BONE S AN TRNGL A FE BIPE R L 20, JIOLRORER, JRAEBERR
FRFEZEHSE . A%, BHEY. MEEMANREERNA. 2) 2R ZUMEXPAELE K 2% 7 34T
RGN BRI E AN R R B3 REUI 2R, ST B BME & BN R AR AN, Ay At AT TR N S R A PE AR
R IEES %, ITIZ R A PR E sy 5 NEE, £S5 UGES R T HE, BRI AW
FNGF RIS NP TR . 3) SRR EIETHAELE AR 1 B BT E EAOMERTE E .
HOMRLVE BLAE T A G B PO IR B A 25 T B M E SR, W T2 8 e R G
RIRTHBATH B BALRERS: KR W2 S E QM T, FRAZERGEHEZ T B E/E, BT
FHBED BRI R AR . 4) BARL )L AT D AE BT AL B A5 RDBRAT O e JU AT DAIE
WBIABATZRLIL, YIS RERALAE 22 %)) LI IR AT 4 AR B RE9% S BURATIAE T DA AT e 2
Bl— R B0 BAT 9 ol REAAE 23 S e T EL,  SCRFEER 2240 LI A BEAT R T 10, iR 4L
R NAR IR, XA RE PG N AL 2 (675 22, 413, 2013). 5) BIBZEH R A HAmeR. Ak
WATRE Sy B R HEOR P BB AT R A B E B R K (Baumeister & DeWall, 2005). 2R UM REx P4
REgangs . IOLRAREAT A RIEHINZ, FFECRHE S IE, b1 A rilgerEoe, e
R N TR P 25 IR AR S A, 8 DR A AT B A R R AT B AT B (K R s A, IR AR ATT B e AL
FR T E QAT o AR T ER R T30 T FUE M R 8 B, Lo dn ()it e A8 A A g AR
15 26 AT DR X HE e LA K TS gt e PR RS o
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