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Abstract

Objective: To investigate the risk of violence and the psychological behavioral characteristics of ju-
venile offenders. Methods: A comprehensive assessment of 206 juvenile violent offenders was con-
ducted using interviews, peer evaluations, and self-assessments, focusing on factors such as vio-
lence recidivism risk, antisocial personality disorder, conduct disorder, callous-unemotional traits,
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impulsivity, and empathy. Results: The proportion of individuals at high risk for violent recidivism
was 32%. The detection rates for conduct disorder and antisocial personality disorder were 76.21%
and 77.67%, respectively. Recidivists, individuals from incomplete families, and those who were
not enrolled in school prior to institutionalization showed significantly higher levels of violent risk
compared to first-time offenders, those from complete families, and those who were enrolled in
school before institutionalization. Empathy scores were significantly correlated with the risk of vi-
olent recidivism, while callous-unemotional traits and impulsivity levels were positively correlated
with all violent risk scores. Conclusion: The juvenile violent offender group exhibits a high level of
violent risk. The individual’s callous-unemotional traits, impulsivity, and empathy levels are good
predictors of violent risk.
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1. 5|8

A2 IR TRAE A BRVE A R A AR R AR 2 il R, RIIRASR SR T T2 -3 . ) A Rt
AR AU AR AU . R0 O BT AREIE, R R MBS B SR, DO TR R
OB R At 2 AR A 22 2 A8 SR B I T PR

BESOT IR A N (1 R0 SR SR R 40 AT B AR AR T30, N ZE KR 4R 0 3% 5K Andrews Al Bonta #i H}
TR AT, Bl A2 47 s [edtos Ad& IR IRAT N BB DRI R K At 23 [l £ (Andrews & Bonta,
2010) XPUAE TN A& EFALARAT i E 2T AL &, 02 2 AU IR ARG TR SRR, |
XU A 0 A B A FRE T SR B 75 2 £ % g KUK T A 58 2R A DA O e VA A A % 0 U XU B 4 ) T2 R
(Stockdale et al., 2013).

DA B AR IR A 2 IR F U R AR e A, B S MR O FRHIE . A7 N FERS . KEHM B
ZRRZYIM R, RIEEEEFKE D F TR TR & (National Institute of Justice, 2018), £ 60%HIA
FRAE IR ARE FERTBUR = N 2 B OU R, X — 8RR 1 AR B IU AR & P08k A e R 4
ARSRAE 7 AL ARF T W AFAE S AL o NARBREAT . AT BRAT . P2 55 0 FAT ) i, X280 PRRFAE |5 B
JIAT WK AE B VIR S (Blair et al., 2015). JCHZ B IE 1 1% /&4 T (Callous-Unemotional traits)Fl & !
B AR A 2 T 4 ) AL A 535 DK R (Frick et al., 2014) H AT PYBF FUT T oK B 7730 57 00 B A0 AU PP A
BORNGRZ., 0155 5 77 RS AH OC 1) BRAT PR 2R (R i 98 R ATD SR R ik

AWFIE B AEDR DS AR BAE 5 A0 ) 2 0 AR 50 384T J9Rs i, JFd R A 23 B 8 s 5 2 70 XU AH 5% )
LA IAT ks fLe JISROVIEIR R 20 FR PRl . B AT TR Bt 2 H R

2. ARAZ*
2.1. #AIEE

TR T BEN LI DA DX B3P A 2R 000 206 4. RGN 14~17 %, K 14 8 3 4, 15
% 25%, 16 % 93 %4, 17 % 85 %4 “FIJFI N 16.26 (0.73)% . HARMIIIA 1~15 45, FIHFIHIN 4.5
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(+2.80)F, PRI RHMIN 2.99 (£2.62)4F . BARSCALFEEEG AN : NFE LT 63 445 W1 SCik 131
% BT 12 % IR A E NG IR R): MR 14 4 MESIE 30 N, BREF 10
N, #0651 145 N, AR 4 N, FBEREHE 2 N, FEEGIERSC 1 .

22. ARTEHE

22.1. BREXERRER

ZRFBEREETILHIN DG 205 BRI . Fi . SCRERE . FEAFFINS) J8TE 7 05 5
(EFUIRRA, 4. M. B0 mss). g e E B MM+ RA T HIEN, AOSIHAE
BHidE CHE.

222, BLERAREITEHER

/A5 7 XU PRl B % (Violence Risk Scale-Youth Version, VRS-YV) i II£ K Wong 5 Lewis 5 A
TR R 2R G B A X IEALAS P4 7 20 2 2 g B T TF R I A B ) C R . B R 555 (2017) 4
WARBAEIRAC AT THEIT o &R W H T 2 U0 [R] — 480 18 XU 7K~ I B3R 7K ~F (R A2 4k
VRS-YV 4G =GR AR JI(F) A RATRNE) MK EE [ BU(F3), AR HE R T2 75 RE M o2 o il i
SETFHBERET. APFFH, VRS-YV N EH—ZMERECH 0.84.

2.2.3. AELBHRER

PR TG 15 47 U 5 % (The Inventory of Callous-Unemotional Traits, ICUYE & 24 45 H, H Frick fR#E /%
FE2AT RTHE B R IR CU KRBT YA f s Fo o€ 1R 5% H R ZEA K k(R fig, 2013). AHEFLH, &R
IR — 2 R 0 .75,

224. HIFER

A A KT F PR [ 87 45 #5722 (Interpersonal Reactivity Index, IRDI &, 7 28 M H, Al
NI AR BRI AN ORI IEEE, 2010). ABFFCH, ABR N $8EER I A — 80 R 308
0.71.

2.2.5. HEMER
B PEERBIS-11) A B /KIFREZEARIE B 8K 3 14 &3 (Barratt Impulsiveness Scale, BIS)T 2006
FBT. ZERAAGRITFHERE. AU F, Barratt (130 E R A —80E K508 0.80.

2.2.6. AMEiSHAEE

NA% 12 W7 4] 45 (Personality Diagnostic Questionaire, PDQ) & HR #5 ¥ #1575 955 48 vH12 W7 T M 2 = kit (DSM-
D41 4 5 PRI . 2002 FEHZEEAEAE PDQ-4 HFEAll b g th PDQ-4+, IR T 3R E IE# AFFFIA R
NS FENG B, PDQ-4-+1E [ N HABUIF G U « ABEF KR Lo N BERS 4 104, 0 8 Mk H,
KA 0 801 1idsr s, HAF s 8 AN RHAE 15IEME, RS ARSI EMERIA 2N 3 5. 18
AHEFEA, Ao NS BT 0] 45 5 P I8 — B0 RN 0.92.

2.2.7. MITIERRHER

AR AT RS T 2 R B DSM-TV-TR fill T B s PR i 304G 25 08 FH P67 » 1246 o 1H 58 [ 41 29 1 SRS o
SEHIF 50T AR DI B 9T % Michael B. First 25 Ay DSM-TV-TR i T 5% [ 14152 G R 2 W2 . TR
FH PO K 22 46 75 = e 0o 38 T AR A 9 A 3 [l W0 I 5 s DR YRR AT 9 5 B 9 25 A7 0 38 S /8T (First et all,
2001).
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2.3. IRREIE

XF 206 # AR ILRIPEAG 2 U5 R AP EE =TT 1) R, el Tl IRl
X AR R IEHEAT — X — [ VRS-YV Tk 2) flv¥, G418 58 BOR AR 2 10 R AE BoR AR AN
ICU #3%; 3) HIF, RMAEEMA T K 206 2 REEER VG — L EMEAE, hEE s
i, Pakg AR, AREHRE ICU B3R, B ERSE,

2.4. BUEALE
KH SPSS 17.0 XA EUHEREAT RN GEit Mot
3. ARER
3.1. REEFRNEREAEHSERAERFES A BERNRTERRLE

206 4 A BUAE R SIJU R AR R KU1 2% 1 fTx. VRS-YV M350 4 30.64, riEZE N 8.20. Hids
N T 58 BR8N 0.77, 15 0.01 KF EEZE . ShERF5 RS RECH 0.98, 76 0.01 KT _EAHE
3.

Table 1. Risk levels of 206 juvenile violent offenders

1. 206 BRMER FIILHIREKFE

R/ME I UN| Rk i
VRS-YV &> 5.00 47.00 30.64 8.20
ST 25 0.00 11.00 4.90 2.00
BT 25 5.00 39.00 25.70 6.72
F1 ANBr#7) 3.00 23.00 12.80 4.03
F2 NRATH 1.00 21.00 12.12 3.92
F3 ZR & i /R 1.00 13.00 6.54 2.38

HEHE VRS-YV JXUSFERE (%)) 73 JR I (Stockdale et al., 2013), FEiZEEAR TR 50N 0.5 MhRuE%E
g e A FIARG AR 7K ~F - 753 P AME R B RS K o TEAKEEAS R, v AR AR (990 BB DA 43 7 35 49 &
PLE, AR )T SEEE L 26 43 S AR, A XU BT H TG D 27~34 43 2 18], 206 44 K LA 2 A0 A
B 7K HAR > A R i KU 66 N, 1 EARTE 32.04%; XS 86 N, (AR 41.75%; MR 54 N, b
SR 26.21%, BER DAL R IERAS

R A N A BR8I35 (PDQ-4+) Hh S A 4 A% Bl B M 2 B R o bt s 206 44 AR BREE 52 7101
o N FERS P TE NSO 160 44, 4K 77.67%. H4E CD RITHE bRk, 206 4 A MER L4 CD
BWIPIANECN 157 N, R 76.21%.

32. REFERNLAOFEE., LRFTESHERNKBHXFR

BRI RS 1626 %, AT HITEE N 1~15 4, PRI 4.5 4. HRKAKE5ER . T
WITE B2 AH (P> 0.05) o FER BT ET 7 1 BTLE L0 1 5 20 AR A RSB, b P B fE R AR AT 180
N, FTEEHCIEE A 26 N, %78 &5 & A RSB A S A S (P > 0.05).

TR RS KRR TS BILER R RIMSIAEAR T A5G, SR19E 2 FrnBii 4 L. B AR Ry
AR TF LS NG RATAYEEA RS R EEREE({=2.96,p <0.01;t=3.04, p < 0.01;
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t=2.06, p <0.05; t=3.82, p <0.01), RIEFTEI KA EH S THIOACIEE, HpER RS
Iy ISR NPRE YRR RAT NYEE B2 TYIRB SRS -

MFE 2 IR AR, R REEIL R KSR B A SRR 2 B2 T BN
ZSt . ERARBEINAR TN LS SIEE T80 ABR2 4R RAT A4 NE S BE & T

AEAERE R BAEIR(t = 2.12, p < 0.05; t =2.22, p < 0.05; t = 2.36, p < 0.05; t = 2.00, p < 0.05).

R AT T TR A FE bR E R BE S X — i P 2O T R ENER . KETHENA
FSCAE AL B 5 77 RS 7K P 2 B T K AN T8 B I AR A0 « BARARILAE VRS-YV E41(29.52<31.76,t=1.97,
p<0.05), FH&ERETE(4.46<533,t=3.19,p<0.01). FKEE M H(5.88 <7.20,t=4.10, p <0.01)/F % L.

Table 2. Comparison of risk levels of juvenile violent offenders based on recidivism, school enrollment status before admission,

and family integrity
T2 KBRERNLENRAKFEERTRIL. NFRRSTERERRETEENERMERE
N VRS-YV &9 BESHETF NS Nbrgth ANRITAH ZRBE ) 5t
JE(18) 3601 +£6.76 5.61+1.85 3022+559 14.66+3.08 1538+3.03 6.88+1.67
=N 75(188) 30.13+£8.14 4.83+2.01 2527+6.65 12.63+401 11.80+3.86 6.51+2.44
t 2.96%* 1.57 3.04%* 2.06* 3.82%* 0.63
7(26) 31.10£7.94 497+2.00 2606+651 13.05+3.92 1232+383 6.58+2.42
U
N Hes 73(180) 2748+924 4424202 23.00+750 11.07+4.39 10.69+4.26 6.30+2.13
ERE
t 2.12% 1.30 2.22% 2.36% 2.00%* 0.54

FEHE(102)  29.52+8.16 4.46+2.09 2500+6.57 1251+3.96 12.05+4.08 5.88+2.40
FhEse B AR5E#(104)  31.76+8.10 533+1.81 2641+6.79 13.10+£4.09 12.18+3.76 7.20+2.18
t 1.97* 3.19%* 1.51 1.05 0.23 4.10%*

e TEOFRE LR E TR . ARENFZEELBOFE RIS FIRE, WS RRFENI LS.

3.3. RBRFRNELELBHERSKKEKFHXFR

BRI FEFESIAE NP AR ERER . i tEER . BT H R R R NS0 5 5 R /K T 4T
R HTAIAFI R 3. 8RR, REEER UM AP RBAREER L5 VRS-YV Ho0. 3R T,
NBREETIYERE . AN RAT NYESE 535 TG NBRIRB G EUAS b, 3K LAy T A RSB AR, ARG
1855 RS AT 1 SR R FE B fo e, LRSS o sk 5 USSR e 2o T B3 I IEAH R OGRS
M 3 IEFT A, AETERRERNG LI SR KGR EREES. siaE T2, 8=
B A ES ESTENETE NRIPS S B

Table 3. Correlation between each variable and risk level (n = 206)

3. ELESRKRKTEHAEXXERE®D=206)

VRS-YV &%y F&ET FIAEH T FI Nf8&H  F2ARAITN  F3 REMM

NS ANE SR (85T —0.18%* -0.08 —0.20%* —0.24%%* -0.14* 0.06
NI —0.21%* -0.12 —0.22%* —0.26%* -0.18 —0.08

135 IR IL 1 —0.19%* -0.12 —0.19%* —0.18%* -0.15 -0.07
Mt 0.31%* 0.12 0.31%* 0.22%* 0.17* 0.15%

ICU 0.31%* 0.26%* 0.30%* 0.26%* 0.19%* 0.17*

VE: SRR 0.01 LR, =R 0.05 LR,
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Table 4. Linear regression analysis of each variable on the total score of VRS-YV

F 4. ETEX VRS-YV BROWLMEES

Predictors R AR? F df Stand. B t

ICU &% 0.31 0.10 21.87 204 0.31 4.67%*
MEPER S 0.28 0.08 17.63 204 0.28 4.20%%*

Ak 253 0.17 0.03 7.239 204 0.17 —2.69%*

FE: #5p<0.001; **p<0.01; *p<0.05.

P4 BT SRR KRS A L A A, SRR A5 AR BN VRS-Y'V RS TIIN ) R
B3 . ICU B0(A R = 0.10). #FshPERIM A R? = 0.08)HE4% I [ Tl VRS-YV 243, FL4E B0 A R? =
0.03). INHIFEIEA R? = 0.05)FIHEILHE (A R? = 0.04) BEWS G o) T ANA 0 2 1 MBS A - JL P 7 /o 5%
SRIC S ICU 77, HA 1is 3 1 a8 40 2+ B b o MRS R AN A 5 77 A0 AR ) S50 (K T 1 S A

4. g
4.1. RBRERDILH B EXBEKF

TR O FIARAER 206 2R EREIERI b s RSB KT . =R U KT 5 R
S 66 N 86 N\ 54 N, 2 1:1.3:0.82. fiFiEMr iE i KU S5 2 H 1 SEACHF IE 1 XS G R e 7 i X
BAEAAR, AR SR T TRURI A I (%) B ORI B  E H vy JRURL 1T 152 A HH

e DAY o A B DI 32% 0 i B AR YR ERURE (R B4 U KPR . A 206 44 R BRAE 2 B I I A2 A
FERRAGAT 2R CD K2k E, HJE T AT ™ E AT . AR BRE 2 1000 okt 2 AR B AP
¥ 3.89 + 1.83, T 4iiE, U(2002) 78 H E - N FEFURS 0 P i AR AE AT IR AL (il A\ H)1
B0 0.76 +1.25, A5 200 BFIPECR 1.12+1.62, TR M0 B Z I FIECH 1.35+1.34),
T, VFIE(2007)1E 18~24 & B MR SRALHH A B 1 At 22 AA RS 15 7 CPI9 %0 3.21 + 1.77). 206
2R AT R JTAUI CD K 26(76.21%) i T3 E HAR R A 25 5 . 22, 7 R (1994) Xl g 44 78 T
24 7~16 & )LEMHE R, SATERORE RN 1.45%. f£EE, CD ABRKEEN 9.5%. HpH
PER 12%, LR 7%, “FHIRHER A 11.6 & (Nock et al., 2006).

42. REFRNLAOFEE., LRFTESHERNKBHXFR

AR EA BIL  8.70%, HIAL A7 91.30%, &BUXEGAEX T RIAUFYIIL 2 H B W27 BI0E
1E VRS-YV &4 &R 145 ABREE SRR RAT NS> B | TR . TEERAS TR TR B in) @ 4k
fE, BAFHERSEm TN, (HERAEZE . XUWIARBE NP RO LR EEED TH0. 2
T B —FRARTE 7 52 LR A & OB A SR KERH . RICIREE N — A EE RS E TR
B T P A RAT IR A

AW AR P TER A LGN 12.62%, FETERAEMILLBIA 87.37%. 1X i 1 K 2 HUR AR TE R I
WEFHERAS, A SR, ARMEAERW, NFTRCATERA R, HRSEER I HILE s ZhaR
T ABRBEDFARAT AR E @ TR . R EE N S 2 R AR . @ X fh g ik i) Sk
BEEANTRIL, ANATHTRIERAEMAECH 26, AAERAEMANECH 180, W FIMEALZE RECK, fFA1E—
ENIRFE R ZE . 26 B NFTRTRIER AN A BT A HERN 4 N, HaAEA 14 ZTER
MNIBH 28.57%. 4 ZHEGiE, 4 BRNHFBRGTE. WX M BF, NFTHTARBRAE2 10K AE LR
SR E AT N, T R T A L
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B 1) 58 B BN R AR RS KT P2 AR T e, A SERE R BEE R ST B 2o SR
FRE ) AL P R T R e e, HEREE . ERBNRES, XRXCENAOEHEE
B, BRRSSLRIN AT & T B FE ., R R IR, FRERBUE AN
R EA R E A . T ACEET AR R — J7 R R AE T A I A2 &R 5 & A R 2, A e
FEM T ARG Z K%, T NEIME G IERERK, P T RARBRENR S KRR I, H 5.
Wik BRMMERCOE, 2013).

4.3. SRBERNILKKEHEXEIOERRF R

A BTSRRI S AR A 2 10 AR KT 2835 TER G, MR ICU 19008, H RS APk,
LA PR VA 3% 1A 45 o P R 6 T SR A 3 o VAT T R 2 — P oA N R B4 T . LA R A
B2 AR — PP AR SRR, X APRR BT 5 F LR ARG, R0 A5 438 ) A4 U A T ek R
PR S RFERRUIE N (Y K55, 2014) 0 VAT TG 1K 7 JFUE 2 T i) R /D 4 0 75 fi I 78 RN KE P 2
M E AR, 2 5 /0 58 1) EE SR FR(Frick & White, 2008).

MR — P 5 B PUIEA R AR T, fEARB T, el 2 07 B0 KU 5 53 TR AR O .
HAG Bl NSRRI PR A A 8 5 25 P Bl S sl DR ) A TR SR, T AN B R I A e
S 1 B B A A SR 75 27 AR AU R IR (Moeller et al., 2001). 5 30245 KU B F (A < B35 . 28 )
EANYERE R, B S S RS E AR R, Tort R R R ARUIC . BRI LB AR
B A FAE 5 — I SR RS G, HIRE SIAFIsh M O¢ R Bk . Barratt et al. (1997)F#F 7845 R IA
RS IS Z AN RS B8 X 43 S At 2247 I 5 T

FLAB AP 5 R AR JUI RS K1 52 38 A G, A APk s, FLXUR BRI . R 23 FE A o 3t
5 B I AR RRRAT Ty, DD A 2247 . XD AERE AR, s 5 8ah 205G . Blackburn
(1993) AN AARILE K5 A BRAE N R T M FUEIRILEAT N A TERS M . Davis $2H T 25 40| 2
AT AIE RS, ToiR A2 S (01 I B A A A e o P G A A A o X P L) 32 ZE R AR
AN AMRTENENSENE RGN S IRE T BB B AR AN 25 200 7 0 s iR 6 0 o] DA AN 1 24T
N, AMRFENE RILE bk 52 35 28 35405 R v 4 2R 0 LR FE L R M AR M AT N R AR GRS, 2011)0 A
WF 5T FR A L A B 5 R IR R KT S 2 ERIE B T B M ORI, JC A IS A R 7,
M HAE KBS 7K & AN GERE B, IAEN IS IS L R 5 N bR D4R R E G, 54 RAT A K EE N
BAHRA G2, IXAMYEIE T Davis FSEIGIHI S 8, 7 HAb w0 B 178 R A 28 1R 1 % AN 3h & K
5 R AP 1o G = 5 =1 o B A e G N< B B =S - i I v N o N SR SIS R S
R R LIRSS g, X — SIS T A M4 R . Jolliffe & Farrington (2004)i#id 7 43 #7545«
AMEILE K HA0IRAT A RA ARG, INFISEE 5 S AT N B BE M FESC, T5ERILE 509RI 1
FHORPERS S . LA B4 B & T 45 43 00 AR A 28 7130 KBS 7K PB4 T [BE 20 #r R B0, 5 TUAE br B AE 2
E U E AN EIER

4.4. MARREILFEABTTRMBFIERNE T

IR TS R R R AL IR B I AN TR A A R oA R . ITRB A R, b R AR
FHRENINEDNRIET . B, RIVMERIILERES, JCHZNFIHRE KT, 3T RRERIIERR
W B FEE o LA RE 0 52 AR T AR SR A N PRI 8, Tl 14 36 T 175 R SRS AT M ) A7 T
Rmi(Jolliffe & Farrington, 2007; Lopez-Romero et al., 2020). Bb4h, FEARAMRRI s MG 58 5 2 58 12
TR & AT NI T B RO FRN, phah 5 8 AT N Z AR R I IEAR S, phah izl
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ZRe s 535 D T /DA I 14T J9(Denson et al., 2012; Kohl et al., 2020). #—J5Tf, 324l AFIZEP )
fERENED, BEFRiE SIS AT NI, 2 i R A AE B ] R AR % B8 42 (Gifford-Smith et al., 2020).
XF TR A BB R R A, BT WO EE, X R Tl B bR R, I,
FH I BB A0 T RS 5 5 808D H 2 78R (Luntamo et al., 2018). KT E, HEIARENR
Je A A A 2 R R, AT DUA 808D B AT IR A (Vitiello etal., 2020) . 3 A0 5 ) 37
FUH Al N BRI RE ST, AR BT | sl AT N PR A AR S5 5 T ) /1, A 3T T A% 0 (MacArthur
et al., 2001; Sullivan et al., 2022).

5. &hig

AR UCHURE VI B R AR B 108 I R AT e, ANV R B Pah itk SR KT 28
T3 S A Bl A

SE3CH

WRIR(2013). B FEA R IEHESIEZ M L HIHRR W2EArw s, bt P EBIEK.

A, VF(2007). FRIUSCH S NARBRIS R, 7 E1FHH B, (5), 80-85.

RFQ2013). KEFEIEMZETT A THIET e HIIZHNIFER G A0S, B ik,

TR, TEGR(1994). WIFE 7 £-16 X LB MATIRIS AT AR, #E OB PA4F0, 8(5), 227-228.

R(011). SEIER R 1T #mifl) ERP iF# W00 3, dbat: T EBUELK2E.

MO, B RE, BUEQO14). WETETEAER: —H 5 TR ARIE N AR BR. HFSEUAE 22(9), 1456-1466.

B, TR, RO, SQOIT). T MK VA R R A I R o A,
25(11), 1715-1720.

WZaEE, #UE(2002). NHEBEAG2 Wi 46 (PDQ-4+) 7 v [E N IS UL IE. [l A0 FE 4, 10(3), 165-168.

SR, FMIHE, TNE, ZH2010). H LI RLER R AL B3Rk S B R EVE. OB 3(1), 69-73.

Andrews, D. A., & Bonta, J. (2010). The Psychology of Criminal Conduct. Routledge.
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