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Abstract

Purpose: To explore the effect of violent video on memory tendency of college students with dif-
ferent anxiety levels. Methods: The priming paradigm was used on 56 college students, and the
proportion of aggressive words correctly recalled by the participants was used as the index of ag-
gressive cognitive memory tendency. Results: 1) Violent video had more effects on the aggressive
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memory tendency of the participants than the documentary; 2) The memory tendency of high an-
xiety individuals to aggressive words was significantly higher than that of medium and low anxiety
individuals, and the memory tendency of medium and low anxiety individuals to aggressive words
was not significantly different; 3) The priming effect of the male was stronger than that of female
in violent video condition. Conclusion: 1) Violent video can affect the aggressive memory tendency
of the participants, and the priming effect of the memory tendency is affected by the level of an-
xiety; 2) The priming effect of violent video on high anxiety individuals is much more obvious; 3)
There is a difference of gender in the priming effect of violent video on the memory of aggressive
words.
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1. 518

EHHE AT, NS 2 BRI 2 ), JCHGRERR ). AR TR AR 52 AA
IEH ARSI B Pk, &S H BN EME LA 07, 2004). BEEE
TR SIRITE I 2RI, A Ak S e S PR R 2 AR AR, G 00 25 77 T G HG 2 RO R DA R R A7 1
2RI .. HAT, KEA REEARE 00 R DU A A 5 0 MR AR L 5 I 4k i Bk
1T 7 R R B 2% £ (Mathiak & Weber, 2006; Anderson & Bushman, 2002; Bushman & Anderson, 2001).
TR & BTN B AR NIER R D) i i (R INE e —, B I v BUAE A0
PR B i 38 vy, RO sz A AT B B PEAT

S Fe o K2 MNBGEVEAT o B b 2s . Bob kA sn =J7 T Fte Mok, filtn, MAT N MIE,
Yok A 4R A P A5 T o0 J7 (28 30, (RIS Moo 5 PR ER M N [F) I 8 28 2 2 56 52 5 2 3 i EL 05 5, T 32 56
B A BB L 2 s WISZE ML, BUh 48 MR R I H A58 2 (Allen & Potkay, 1981); MIAKN
FARE, Bt MR AEREZ A FURIEUE FOA RS AR o BAE BN T2 sgna 5 B 4% S 8OME = A AT .
SN RAT N BN S — 0k, XSTBGH R e L EERAMEIMERAT R MER
A5 2B 55RO T AR I R = AN T T (R 254, 2005) . PRI, Mot Bl R I ANEAT AR T
PERIIASR B B PR 15 8 I = AN B0 0 A ) o 270 OV TG MR, T B Mo R B e SRR
S B AL 25 BN ALY, X — AR g B 47 mT DU i Sk i o gl i 78 B J2oin o f2 AT
o bR YL, MEBGE P SMEAT RIS AT A0 S E A R AR W e, S T MG IA
R FC i A2 4B 7R AR X — N R RE AL BRI o 1042 M0 ) 35t A2 8 20 1 TRV e AZ S8R o F A i
BUEEENE, X BT RIFARACNZ, TR 1A E e b —F U T B R A 56 % 3 AR 25
AR IR .

HA0A 1R 2 5% T AR Z Jy nfrl s ma Broh PR B e A8, Anderson %5 (2008) 18 i 8 6 e B o MR AR 1Y
BB AN N4 RS RREA, —RB A (General Aggressive Model, GAM). — I i fi Y -5k ¢ /)
SRR AR AR B AT UIE I DA 17 48 R A TR A — B A0 S M0 A X 7 P N IR, A I ) 24 /i)
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BRI EA BEREAT VAL RN, e 2 R DU AR AT RN ARFEIX — B8, MRS S 2%
TR R 2 AN #2 — AN ) SRR R . MR E e SR e B PR ARE, BE T 5 A A
LERTE LS, 7 AR B R S B RO &R A5 & TUATRIAS , Bradi Pk A A2 X 28 R h AN A3 215 1L
UEAk, B ST S Ah R R AR R 2 S B AT O g N, XA B R AT K . AN
WRRAE , MR R T BAARIBUG, SAEm P P S A A S S, IS B e, 7 A son
A PEANG 25 LA S AR I [ 5 BRI R s AT SR, Y138 R 7E B8 7D WA p mT e 2> i b AT I el R 245,
PAEBLAES & A, R AT RER B A -

JABIRONAR BTSRRI 2B, MR 5 AR 5 S IR R g o R i T AR Ao BB G (i T
TE, FIHEZS, 2006). K2 HUE AR Mo ME R BB 5 1 AR AR AR BN 52 o b, RDEE 53 fAxt DA 0
RN, AR, 18125 . Anderson %5 A (1998) K H R ahital, VAR VORI oA sesemikl, &
B At A R K VR P B S A S8 25 T rh PRl R IR, S A AP A R it e e ok 4] A
B e - Wi AT 22 (1996) B Y I R A Dy ST AR RE, RS SAS I8 10 7592 M T B i oy
Bk, R 2 0k Aot el 2 ) e LA MG B BE 2 o KR /7 (2010) RAFET R AT R BE M 8 338k
KHE o RAESF GO AT TS5, RIS 7 R ) s B A et N A A — g i . — 2
Bk FE 3 8 25 S AL R R B I PR DRI J5 Bh AL o LS/ A 21257 (2006) LA 2 7 11 P AN 1 D9 S
FRE M BZEANTCAZAGT I 15 75 T 5 5% 2 0 P P Xt Bk PR AR K R B, B T B Ja 23 1 KSR
WEREEEIN R . 52 R0, 5KAHE(2016) LA 2 Pt AU 4o 1k i 5% B A 9 s bil, 20 il BB ZEATE
AN T T AR 56 2 1 it B A A 75 % K 2 IR B AR R AR SR BN, S5 ORI, WU & 2 g
i Jo B K B AR

CAERE TEARBL, IR R NI 225 FE AR R 2 SR R R ORI . IMAR 3R AR FR R I SR 5
PEG . BT, Horb, goali v e Hox i B E T ORI M EEA R . BUARI R R
528 S S B EOSEE CR AGE AU E L) B ATRISILAR R /ECE) . NI s(F B KA. B fr)
8, REEH R RMAAR I AT, TR IS SR AW B vk s R R iOmt 7e, A IR I
R BGRAT AR E AR . Loudin 45 A\ (2010) A BB A £ E RS 1A AT AT A IE L BU AT A it 47
VeI 25 . BUAS P S5 N (2014) DA 22 A st e BUAR R 5 MOl PEAT A8 S 2 R IR ARG, (RIX— S5 SR 75 Sk 46
WIE . BRI, ARSCHIIN T BT B 2 —, $RITE IR 75 F] AR 4 1k I Bt P A2 ]

2. Ik
2.1 REAR

JHRDIRAS - R 2 RE R I I H BB A DUE K42 56 44, “PIJAERS 20.25 % . FEEM R N =4
K, B ody REREEACEEOR & 19 (55 11/4 8). 20 (B 10/4 10). 17 (J 8/ 9 N A #oRk
HIES Y, MASEEMIES . S G3E— e iR .

22. fiRIR

K F AT O A 56 1 0 e R A A% S8 N T 1970 SR g IRPIRES - )1 £ 78 7] %5 (State-Trait Anxiety In-
ventory, STANMEIT i, % ERIL 40 WEH . % 1~20 WUAPIRA R &R (S-AD), b 10 Wik 7 k1
&, 10 TR EMEE 4, B TPty ) sl f il B — e R R N Soh IRV, B
ik M RESENE LIRS B 21~40 BUNKRIR A R R (T-Al), b 11 TEHiR 7 kg%, 9 TR IEVETS %,
AT IPEAATH & AE h &8 I &AL . & —TUH R s 750%, &R Hokks, 3]
FEREKCT . ZERMENGEOIRSERER N 088, FRFAEEER N 0.90; MM EE KM RE
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YA 0.84, EWA 0.77. S-Al F1 T-Al ] Cronbach’s o 15 FF R %043 %2 0.915 A1 0.897.

JEE RS DA AT S KER IREA TR TEGRERIEE, PLER NBERIERE A A b
A, ERFWXAIEGHEAT T STAL FRERINR. 458, 1EH ANERR SRS F 58 51375
f511) 39.71 + 8.89, L1 (443 f5i]) 38.97 + 8.45; i i Hz LB ML/ P H98 (375 1) 41.11 £ 7.74, L (443 )
4131 +7.54, LIAHERL, K S-Al B2y T 48 H T-Al B0 & T 49 B RS, ¥ S-Al B KT
30 H T-Al BT 33 Fm KA E, & S-Al BT 35 il 44 2 B H T-Al S50 /F 38 Al 45 2 [H]
T N REIERH o DUHCOARRAETRIE =P R KT IR A S 5 S5 BaRIRAS - Rl fE R A AR LA 1.

Table 1. Distribution data of the subjects’ state-trait anxiety

1L RS - BREESTRE

S-Al T-Al

%I @i %I @
R 54.10 + 8.67 53.44 +5.27 56.30 + 7.62 54.11 + 5.60
TR R 39.90 +1.97 39.30 +2.58 41.70 + 2.45 41.30 £ 1.49
fIRERE 27.25 + 4.68 26.22 +4.12 27.37+2.82 30.11 + 3.59

SR AT 2 77 W [ AR E 9 B M IR B . R A B 8 R S B AL S (AT
HHE) , WK 8 4r 59 . Sy T I iR T Bt MG g L, i A B SGh S REEGE
HEBEWE M, e JJE. FEEE T WA S Hd . 1E v R Bk 5 BBC
A TEHER 1), MR 8 4 43 0o W/MSIM B35 DL S & FIXGE 75 0. 1 1AL 10
ATk A 10 A EdE], 20 AMAElE RN AR R, AL ERENEES, Al 1 2B it ek
123% 20 AN, JRERS k.

LR 3 (FEREAKCE: m/hUR) x 2 () Bi) x 2 (JAsh2RAY: F ML) SEsdt, =
AN AR AR AR R . AR AICIZ MR, KRB R 6 [R1Z 1 3 o B3 i 5 e el BL(IE
B [F147, H 00 25t 31 TR (R A2 H B BT 3] x 100 BITAS- 20 1R A i 2845 7 o SR 3 ) MR i e ok ) B
WA, a2 E 2 R IR R 2t R B e B o L

BRI . SCIRTFAA T, EIRN ML AE R FT, S xR THS
A2 525, At JE AR IE RN Rm, g5 RAINe SO o siluE & e e e, RO B
Hh S IUAE L AT B (R I 42 5% ) R - AR IS SRS, 2 E sl BB 20 A1) 15 2R Bl
W47, 1 o3 E BER UK IO AR IRE R AT BEHER L S AEAR 1o ik o Bl AE B N B i
WA BTN, FIRELE LIS WA B WS UR WA R, Ui 3iE: “BE4da,
BRI

2.3. G ESh
¥ SPSS22.0 B A4 X Bt #t 47 e Ab H .
3. &R

56 44 M AT EHZ H G IER, RN EIE IR 1 pikicdz. @ o7 200k, fH3)
AU E RN 2 (F(L,55) = 2.447, p < 0.05, 5, =0.101). SWAELTF R4, WE R
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SIS ZH Y R B2 H B Bed R B o R B B e, BT L, B RRATAT DA B S0 H B O e A N )
Az . AR RS KE RN B (F(2,55) = 9.875, p = 0.000, 775 =0.310), #t— L EILHEKRI, mERA
Aotk e e PR AR AZ AT S 3 v T R R M (p = 0.004) A A FEAMA (p = 0.000), H A FEAMARIMILAE R
AN B il BT A2 A ) 22 S AN 2 3 (p = 0.254) o 31X 3% B i £E RE A R I Bt P DA R G TR A BB A o £
JEHE T R E)), R FER A TE 2 5 52 2 ST R o B Sl 3 20NN . 3 (F(1,55) = 0.946, p = 0.336,
nt=0.021). FEREKPGHAREN 2 HAE FAS .3 (F(2, 50) = 0.391, p = 0.679, 5. =0.017).

JE AL K22 B F 235 (F(2,50) = 3.366, p = 0.044, 77 =0.133). % 2 WA, AlalAEEK
SR EA R R B 28 R iic iz Wi s, BRh SEMERE RS, SR R AAREL, S A AR AR R
WA Bk 1A A2 ) 5 B i AR By, R R e A I A I RS R R . Bk, 5
SIS AREL, SRR e A R R LA 1) P JE BT 508 B B o 1 B R T AT e A 1) £ S B R
AR MRS AP I 2, A0 van A P8 2 A A & IR 12 i m) s B K

Table 2. Comparison of memory tendency of the subjects among different levels of anxiety
F 2. LIGAFNIEFILA R IR T R EEKERIZHE A LR

FEIBKT JR BN N M+ SD F p

T I 10 70.54 + 8.84

It 3.612" 0.003
iy 9 59.82 + 12.30
7 I 10 54.84 + 10.49

i -0.630 0.537
e 10 57.74 + 10.12
T I 8 60.59 + 7.57

1% 2.200" 0.042
e 9 45.63 +9.28

*:

: "p<0.05, Tp<0.01, Tp<0001, T,

JE BB Pk A8 FLAR 3% (F(1,52) = 5512, p = 0.023, 77 =0.111). £ 415 3 fiox. D
RN HTR I, LRI, goltEnERARE, EERIUIUEET, Poalikh 25 5E,
RN B A2 A RBOR B T 2o e s ac Iz i O RCR o R G 2 0, T
CAZ A i B ROR S e AR o AR AP AR 205 i A, v e 2 2
R mT B BB R 5 BT o

Table 3. Comparison of memory tendency of the subjects between different genders
= 3. LIGAFNIEHILA R XA R MR IZ s R B

el JR BN N M+ SD F p
T I 18 63.88 + 10.98
H 2.276" 0.031
e 11 53.71+ 12.76
T I 10 58.87 + 11.26
4 0.826 0.417
e 17 55.04 + 11.85
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4. g

SEI SR P B R 8 T B A IO R RV AR K PR AR Bk MR I B . BRORE, B
FATR AR AU 722 T W S B, ELS SRR B2 k2 A AR R KR I . 4k, TEe Tl
JEEIRPRE B KT R, R IER M2 B A SR 2 T rh i . AR T K (2001) BT A 1
BEFLES SR ABR Tt A, Mk S MR I ki ) . 7T LA 2 A o B0 ) ) AR A At 78 T eh i {1
T2 BRI R BRI T, PSR R I S SRR S, B3 R
AZA IS4 5 T B B SRR . b, TENE B R b, — 3 AR EZ
Kl iE S R — 8, BEMY ARG 2, Bl B, ME, BER, W, By
s TENE L0 IR 4 B o ok R L — 15 1« 3 AT LA Berkowitz (1984) A7 B 5 38 1 Sk AR R«
AMRBEZ EFMRRIBUS A AT AR OS MA TR M4 h S0 R A, ARG, BT R
TR BN T MR B, WOl T /MBI, B TG S0 2L 0 12 1 R 0 IR 80 v
— R XV IE A T A S A R R B, BRI R S R T, S8R
L LA AR ITAZ I . 102 B SN B A A S Bh R — AN TR

S AU, R R R B R R T A (AL B B 5 W S B, TR e AR AN
Bt T A0 (60 BR800 B S, 1 B R KTt B e DA ) B R . X 2 (2018) EF AT
A B Tk P P B T A S T3 — X, AL AE A e ek R S L eh ke e AR A . 244
PR TR FORASRS, IR T B T 2 WA, AT S8 Bk M S S 1 LA B P P el e i, B
RO L, B RGO R A TG B, R TGE YRR, R SR AT A
Mo MR IR R, R, M ABUR S GO R 2 R AR AR . L, AMERT
FR AR, 28I BT sk R R AR RS, DUSRA R 4 L AR

BAVFUEEN T, SRR T Bl (18 A2 0 8 R T B T MRS AL R . X — R
DL 4 8, BB E 2 5 2 B R BRI, BR S BB, PR,
RICEEAT . AT A R 9 5 A5 N B B (0 B0 LR AL A TS B R AR 8% . BOi A 06, e RAEBLE
(T2 KIREE T, S AENT0 5 7tk e TS E B O ML FIR B 2 . FTLL, WL B I HLTR
Y A B A R S 5 B

B, SIGEREN, RS ANME S I . B A S SR, (5 BN TR
J% ot S SRR S BE AT I DSR2 52 BB . T A A AR VA 5 B I e
IR LT, S TR S B B, JCI T 5 % R AR A, B
LA T R E B il e 7 A S AR AR IR AR L, DRI S A SR e AT . R B i B e vk
NSRRI AR AT, (E B B i A St M £ S AT A T R M A . TR, S A fr 7
IR 25 2

5. &g

TR AR TG W 28U, FLS BN 2 2 R KT IS, 5 O T B R T B
RN T S o 5 IO T WA ) 0 8 B BN AE P M 2 5, AR MR T4t B AR 5 A B ST
AT
&Lk

BRI, fREE, sk2ER, EARA0(2014). H AW ARG R SR8, IR BT NI R R, P A&
PG, 22(2), 281-284.
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