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Abstract

Aggression is one of the common negative behavior problems and is receiving a hot topic of the
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society or a long time. Many studies show that lots of factors can affect aggression. The personality
is considered to be an important factor affecting aggression, but personality influence against the
cognitive mechanism of study is less. Therefore, this study aims to explore the cognitive mechan-
ism of violent attitude in predicting aggression and to explore the influence of violent attitude on
aggression and the mediating role of hostile rumination. Based on general aggression model, this
study investigated the relationship between hostile rumination and aggression among 115 college
students using the Attitude to Violence Questionnaire and the Aggressive Behavior Questionnaire.
The results showed that: 1) There was a significant positive correlation between hostile rumina-
tion and aggressive behavior in attitudes towards violence; 2) The results of this study supported
the hypothesis that hostile rumination played a partial mediating role in the relationship between
attitudes towards violence and aggressive behavior, and suggested that personality leads to ag-
gressive behavior through influencing cognitive mechanisms, providing a reference for personali-
ty pathways.
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1. 5|8

Tt fuit 1) 2 i AR A B 4k B 8 R AT BO BB I, DR A R B A R0 IR R R A R 1 1 2
(Anestis et al., 2009; Buss & Perry, 1992). Hah il [a) AU X} 52 % 34 (Ybrandt & Armelius, 2010)F12 £k (Foster
& Jones, 2005)7 42 BT, 525 FH A 5 MOADATRER . FEr&RG . J09E. 29l . MR
&5 ) fi(Crick & Bigbee, 1998; O’Moore & Kirkham, 2001; Rothon, Head, Klineberg, & Stansfeld, 2011). B i
X T A AR Gy 51 kS BT A 2 AR AT AR I 0] BT HLO i B0 1) & (Asberg, 1994; Coccaro, Noblett, &
McCloskey, 2009)4 £t KA (1) 57 T 5200 Sy 17 Tl AR TR o2 e i 1), 9 7 JH 5l [R] 38 2 A A6 211 o

NN 2 i Bk 1) B 32 5 K| 2 — (Ferguson & Dyck, 2012; Tackett, Herzhoff, Reardon, De
Clercq, & Sharp, 2014; Vicent et al., 2017; Bick, & Béck, Knapton, & Gustafsson, 2015; Ramirez & And-
reu, 2006). T YH A% 0 NS 45 2 AR 3k s P2 AR ) BB R 3R, A, 4B (Egan & Lewis, 2011; Pailing,
Boon, & Egan, 2014; Martin, Watson, & Wan, 2000). [R5 1288 EEA—MIE R AR R A2 I

1.1. RHSE

T 75 FEAE 72 JT M S & I8 WAl P R 35 B 2 A4 B (Anderson, Benjamin, Wood, & Bonacci, 2006), ‘&
Fe AT B g AT AR B AR ) S S ), 8 R R AT RV, HERTANMAR ) 2 A E R
— R FRER MR TR, RN EFREBGE AT N . BRI BEARE =Ry, Al T DL
BIER. BOBELEER DR, HNKRNSEASSERAAGIZOER. CHMITRIAA,
AEAREZE, AeigiE NI MY Bt g, JRem 7 HAT N, SERTFZ R IE LI,
IR M 0 25 2 R AN A6 T2 J1 B VRPN (Velicer et al., 1989; Mills et al., 2002). BRItz Ah, A&
AICAZH),  SREma T SRR W, BT LUOST 28 35 BE 0 L R TR e DU B
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1.2. RHBEFRSEREH

BAVNA BB LR BEEAT A RRA LR LA 55—, BSENE R T 2 JFHITA
AU R ) (DS AT55, 2010), 5 25 P8 8 v WU xof 46 FH 22 70 A B0 AT D e 1 i R P DA TR R s, 8] e
O EREAT N B, MIECHNHR SR, BAORERSABESERIT N, £y ELGERE
BRER, "PAEEEE R T AP AR (Velicer et al., 1989; Hurd, Zimmerman, & Reischl, 2011;
Guerra et al., 2003; Farrell & Bruce, 1997; Wei, 2007).

L3, HEMERNPNMER

T 1A FE T RRAR HE XL AT NI A, (RHAE ML R ATE 2 . — R IGHBIB(GAM, general attack
model. Anderson & Bushman, 2002; Dewall, Anderson, & Bushman, 201 1)\ A& BN A 84 A H
ML= A0, R, B )RS Bk 2 BT REAFAE A AR &= . R4S © A BT 7T 278 (Bushman,
Bonacci, Pedersen, Vasquez, & Miller, 2005) A& 0] LB JTE R R B8 SR e B s, Bt LA TR e &
IASFER] Beid i BUS TR AR S ST TR R &

HORPTIR AR B AR B S B R n), RSO e e R i 2B )
[A]1Z.(Caprara, 1986).

BATNA AR BSOLH ST AT Lkl 35—, RIS BLER SR DtR. B, Rins
A FEWRE RO R B ISR A ICILH, X AL L 2 M AN R W, TSR TR X T HOS A )
BREESIEICIZ, OB IS E RS EMEBEDIR: Kk, BIAEREESIAMETEE
G BRI E E. R CH R SR B A E S HOE B R E KRS, 2012), B
RUTIR B F B S 53, BT DAHEI 2 7725 BE AT e SO SO Dl

B, BOEUORA DRI ST A . MBS TRUS PUR KA S Bb (B EA B AT s BUS ITER
1) 3 BEH BT A BOR 5 UTIR 7] LS B AT NI~ A2 (Bushman, Bonacci, Pedersen, Vasquez, & Miller,
2005), PRk, FRATHEN H 5 AR EGE IR AT RE G| KB .

=, WIEZESIABAE(ICM; Wilkowski & Robinson, 2010)58i, AMERIN RN TAR A (4, SR
MR ] PORIER . 85 745 o SO 17 B RS WA s S M B b e R, X = A m i A%,
FERE DR S I SLPE BL i 1 96 & ARt 4 28 00 B ) 4E F(Wilkowski & Robinson, 2010). Bt AFRATTIAHECE
DUR AT REAE AR IS S BT AR ER .

i LRk, fEHEAERET, BN EREE & MR 2 5 7 AR SO DR BT R OB AT A .

2. fARGE
2.1. ¥k

K BEFERE I 55 116 4 REEAEHT A, SRAE R 115 N, B4 45 N, &4 70 A
ERME 37T N, BERMAE 44 N, TRV 33 Ao $RFER 20~26 &, IR 21.72 (SD = 1.38).

22. ARTHE

22.1. RATEER

BN ER R RS EREEFunk et al., 1999)363t 14 MBI “ 5 775k 45 SR AR E (12 7] L)
97, S A = EFEARE, 5= ERFER), Aol RR IR UK G . AR,
R I b L o RECN 0.77.
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics and correlations of observed variables (N = 115)

1. RATE . WERITUEMBEOFERITREX SN = 115)

A M SD 1 2
1 #IBE 2. 19 0.46
2. B ITR 3.40 0.66 0.49%**
3.3t 2.33 0.81 0.58%** 0.69%%*

YE: *p<0.05, **%p<0.001.

3.2. RATE. BERAR. WHITAENA LHER

N MBI BOETUR . BERAT AR AE R HRE R Fr DO = AN B3 EAT I AEA ¢ i,
ZERINE 2 Fron. MRWH, BAERNEE EEFS T4, MR RSEIR 58 B R
FESF o

Table 2. Sexual differences in attitudes towards, hostile rumination and aggression

F2. RNGHE. MEURMEENMN EHNESFEE

B L
Ak TH
(M = SD) (M + SD)
BB 2.32+0.48 2.10+0.42 2.55%
R YOR 3.43+0.88 3.36+0.70 0.42
WAT N 233+0.71 232+0.57 0.14

HE: *p<0.05, **¥p<0.001,
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IR A AR, SR A 2212 IE I FES40A 43 L Bootstrop 77 1% A% B 45 A4 5 Y g AT K 56
WHFt L EHhRE 5000 RO LS, IR, 2013). BEALLE B EORBIGHA 5 HIRYIA .

A a R 1 PR, B I N R AR BEAT ATIIEH 22 (8 = 032, p <0.001); F& I
X ECR YR TAE 35 (B = 0.49, p < 0.001); B IUR N K2 ABGHAT A TAEH S4B = 0.54, p <
0.001); 2 /725 FE I B IR A K AR B AT NI (R 20N AE R 0.26, 7L 95% 1 B 15 X 3] 24[0.17~0.38],
BEXEAREE 0, YHEEEIURENBRFF RO K2 A Bt A7 A 1 R e 5350 4 A e

D

0.327%%* 0.54% %%

/

HE: *p<0.05, **%p<0.001

Figure 1. Path analysis diagram of hostile rumination mediation
model
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