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Abstract

Hostile motivation is thought to be the primary reason for reactive aggression, while its specific
components and the specific mechanisms influencing aggression have yet to be further explored.
This review divides hostile motivation into in- and post-process motivation using a temporal di-
mension, and outlines the current state of research on the impact of in-process motivation (e.g. hos-
tile attribution bias) and post-process motivation (e.g. anger rumination and revenge motivation)
on aggression, as well as possible methods of intervention.
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1. 5|15

Wk R B A N B EIRGEAT N R BT, FF HIX AR 3 2%t A8 2 8138 ) (Anderson & Bush-
man, 2002; Buss & Perry, 1992; 2505, HuH, 2021), WAV EH & fE HRE, WREAMIERLET
Hste, 3 ELATBE 2 0 P K4 S B (Knehans et al., 2022), 7 fRICHRAO 4 1R JE HUSTHLAL
i, MR REGE AU LB AR Y, KA BT - 3R BB AN T ISy (A RO %, AT AL 2 BE N 2 AR e
(Coie et al., 1991).

L1. REMSERERE

MR TR B LA, Bods nf DA R A wEE . 3t 5 R RS (Dodge & Coie,
1987)o b, FBNPEBCHRAMRTE AR SZ BEE At AN Bk BREEE S ) s oL T, i b A
RLHLEA H AR W2 B 5T BT AEUE(Dodge & Coie, 1987; Zhu, Wang, & Xia, 2019), tbanig#.
el e A5 o A BBt AN AR B N 3 (R it N PR B BELBR B0 45 ) Bl H AR R R R, 8 R I
N RS . RS 4 10405 AT N B H] (Dodge & Coie, 1987; Smeets et al., 2017), Eein [ Pifdi. Bg&
BV, HUER, 2021). XMy SRR E HAFN, LRtk I, EsitERGE SRR E R - W
A RIKA K(Lobbestael, Cima, & Arntz, 2013), T Js WA By T 5 56 15 4% 1 L A8 A0 A R A ) AN R R P2
A K (Brugman et al., 2015). WAk, IXPFECE5) 51 5 VE 2 AT AFFEFAURS PG A JHUREAH G M (Raine et
al., 2006).

1.2. BEMEIH

SSAPEBCT 5 3 By Bk 2 T AE AR AR I Xl & B B L(Dodge et al., 1997). 333 E Bt = A4
HIHEE LR T T A MSHL(Fanning et al., 2019), 72X & i B Yo ok 3R45- 9 5 3 2 Bk 21 50 H
B 1) 75 {5 ] (Anderson & Bushman, 2002). 11 5830 S N A4 BU 7= A2 (R 2 s AL & R HESL(EE 1,
Hue i, 2021), Ao i B B i bR 52 o s U RS, AT AR ) O 5 52475 35 R k31
1% 28 (1) 75 Z2 5[] (Fanning et al., 2019). BUETEShLZ FEBEE 11 (Dodge & Coie, 1987). #H(Crick &
Dodge, 1994). X} (Rathert et al., 201 )& FA eG4, A& &S H B W 71 (Dodge, 2006) & EZ 3hHL
(McCullough et al., 1997)., #EITIR 517 PTIR (Sukhodolsky, Golub, & Cromwell, 2001)Z I\ 15 2 1 & 44
Beightl. Bk, A BEXNBEESINU R B HATIRANIRT, B8 & B 51 KBt i B AR AR AL
Hilo ALHR T B ITEBGEEBIHLAI AN IR 5, DARS IA) 4 B X FLHEAT R4y, 5 85 o B el B 72
DR ANTEAE 1) TOU it AT R

1.3. BEMIIHAIEE 42

MR AR AN R], BT RLKs By (B R s LRI o A F A LA G sl B 3 Ml (in-
process motivations of aggression) & F5-/MAXT 4 117t I ) Bty BOSCE 0™ A B sh AL, RIPIIASS A
G TE BB, A5 T B VA R s ) 55, 3% s B AN 0244 i 50 B T B 1) >3 1 5 e S (SR,
HuEHl, 2021). 1B 25 sl HL(post-process motivations of aggression) M & AN AR E A 1930 BRI R B
BEAT M2 BB P AR B ZAL, B FRAR ISR SIS T S B ZhL, BN yns . ImE N, X
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SR T AR [RZ B % 2 Al T PRI (4 S 5 R SR, S, 2021),
2. EREE MR
2.1. EEVFERE

U VAR i 7] (hostile attribution bias) e HRHSUI 152 P At AT D i B AR D B30 R B AT ) (Crick
& Dodge, 1994), R4 L2 15 BN T8 (social information processing model, SIP), AMAXAH 282 AN
R SRR SN S5 R, PRI, B i SO VA R 1] )8 5t S 2 AT RE PEATE A B v (Crick &
Dodge, 1994). JeiiftFi&M, MRS A TR mons & BT R AR PR, W) RE 22245 A58 IR g hn
Yoy, B SR B AT A R B (Dodge, 1980)0 S JE 5t AR SR H R 5 A48, 7852 BIPRIE R 25
drttk et AT RE KGR, JRREAE I (8] B HERS 19 N 17 AT, 5 B J5 BUti K1 BE i (Pettit et al., 2010).

22. 5REHEHXFR

Verhoef %5 N (2019)%F 111 T 5T 2 JEIRoT /AR B, SR A 1) 55 ) L 28 1) S S ML AT AR AE
A, I B RN AR R A /N2 BT EHN T . Alsem 25 A (2022)%F 7~12 % JL 38 H4EEE B BRI 5 %
AT Z 2T, 45 B I S M 1A 1 7K P A A L AR VA R Al T 5 v PR L 28 b At L 2 41 75 P 2
SR, R T = H ML . Voulgaridou 25 A(2022)f8 FH 878 3 TH 0 A AIE AE BE AL o0 M, K EIRE
6 AN H I P A AT A A ) 6 R B AE DG R B AT i, RIECGR AR MR 1314593 e 1R 7 /D AR BE A R
RBPESR RIGERHEA G, FF BRS¢ RIGERFIE M AL MITE 6 N H N IRFFRRE -

Quan %5 A\ (2021)%F 600 4 AFHA= IR AT A I, A0 VA DR A [ FE AR I 103488 5 e I 1k ok 2 TS Hh A1
o Li 25 NQ022)MIWFFLRI, B HAZ FE A5 20 1738 b SR V51 DR i 17 £ H A/ FE 0000 A 2 A 1) D 28 ki
TN —IUEBE 6 AN H RPN AR, K AR VA R i ] 5 5 AN 3 5 19 [ £ 0% R AR 1) et B
BRI I, FF ELTRI SN 1 X 48 e iR 38 N (Ding et al., 2022). Su, Quan A1 Xia (202 1)k I 72 &
P, TEFEH T R ARG, SOAE R AT T 6 AN H G B S B RELEAT N A, BE
VA R 1) AN A 38 40 B B R s Bl IR R, R RE R e 2 3 ) BB R E, JER RS ZHEH A
o S 5% M) AT i 550 R AR B XU AT 9% (Franzen et al., 2021).

g b, WO VAR ) 32 B S S B ARELE TEAH DG (Verhoef et al., 2019), JF HL EAN RS RR R 2
AT AT & 2 AR/ /E FH(Quan et al., 2021; Su et al., 2021), W I EHE MZEZHOE ., #0510
Y4 B &8 1 AT 2 (Franzen et al., 2021).

2.3.

R VA R ) A UE S AT DL I AT N SRS AT T 0. b, BT HURIE A T P LB SR R
) (1) — M T B AN, X 4~9 2 1) e R 0T e A B8l s ) ) L 2645 P 1 R B0 IR PGSR AR ATE, 1) (R8N
A T8 R A7 T 25 SR 1) R 3 A AT RE VA OE) A RUEAR 1) LB A 5 2l A i SO A R vy, 9 ELASE A Atk
AN VIR TR W 32 58 S T HON B B A T AR R T T8CR , R IX T 106 B 47 M 2 e 45 /)
(van Dijk etal.,2019). LAk, AR &N A5 1E I 25 (Cognitive Bias Modification for Interpretation, CBM-
D)2 F 2240 5 /D R RGS E B ) ) — Fh - P B a0, s BGER R E AEAEEAT 5 IREE T EE A
BRI g 5] FY) CBM-T I k(2 >3 ORI M AL et SRR AR 5, L B Rk & S A R ) .
PAER KA B, 10 32 sh PR B /KA 520 (Van Bockstaele et al., 2020). 2811, CBM-I X
VA ER s 1] ) PV E AL AR — e PR 22 57 o 7E Zeng 25 N (2023)EFXT 121 AT R 5+, S
5FH P27 8 Ik CBM-1 YIZRE IEAE S5, SRR, (N LS 5E T, CBM-I X & A PR i 7] R 52 0]
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FEAE, I H B VA R 7] 7E CBM-1 5 [ S ) 2 Mok 2 Bk vh AR s T AE 5 M b I R X — 25 3 .
AN, tErPLE S AR N RS tDCS)REAT AT Blhn, X REAMI A AR I (ventrolateral
prefrontal cortex, VLPFC)#4T tDCS FH B3 mT LAy /b 4 4 2 HE % A6 T FL AR5 210 (RN EG=:
VAR i i), L[] S 2 8 50 0k T LR 260317 4 U (Rajchert et al., 2022). XA T ik BUBGE I T A
M, BA BT RER SEGE A R AR L . (R SERECE T fe BA BIE A (IR . I R34
J&&E) (Choy et al., 2018), BN 25 [ 46N NS5 7= A Hofh TR 2 A By semm, AN AE — @ A2 B2 g2+
?ﬁxﬁ%o

3. ERHEMEM
3.1. {ERRR

TRYTIZ (anger rumination) & fE B AR AE G, XWHEARIATLERN . REMEEZ SR, I
PEA R 46 (Denson, 2013). HHRVTIR M2 B R G (multiple systems model of anger rumination)$g i,
TR IR A WO BEEAT J AR A G 25 B4 fill(Denson, 2013), Fox il id BEAIK B Fedz il 58 71 R I i 47 4 .

3.1.1. 5EREHHXER

Quan 5 NQ021) A FE R, FEFFBRYERIFEN S, DU TTIR R S Re T AR FEAT S B 14 Bt 1)

FONRIKZR . Li 4 NQO22) B FL R, A 52 e R 48 7 8 1T AT R v A FH 00 R 2 A 1 T 2%
BAEAT N X 7~9 FERFHF DERIR B TR, FUSIURS 9 AN H 5 I 28 0% 52 5 I 2 247
i%%‘j]l]ﬁ?%(Camacho, Ortega-Ruiz, & Romera, 2021),

BEXT R A N R A A, A2 e e 1 R B S R, K222 BT TR TR [m) 00 1 3R 45 10 £ 4
ME HELH (Tao etal., 2023). 7E 86 A A IE&WE T &I, e B AR IR & i i o iR i A
1 P TR A 1 F 4R35 Bt 47 M (Eisenlohr-Moul et al., 2016). A K075 R i 15420 ) s A6 FA T
BRI Bt M (Barlett, 2022)0 b41, WTRUTIR A SR 58 77 45 &L R Pl s N R AR B AT N4 i (Fer-
nandez et al., 2022),

3.1.2. F

G W TR SN AT T R AR UTR A R, i AR 7 A IE S A A E .
1, IR DL URTR,  F FEAC S A 5 15 B4T N (Garofalo, Gillespie, & Velotti, 2019). FEZL i
T IR s g B R AN F VARG 25 R 1567 7T DUA AR & N A R AR i A TR A B MK
B, I HX ARG ITAF 1L 5 1 3 AN A ANAFE(Bjureberg et al., 2022). [KIt, IANEAT T TALT-5 BRI
TR UTRA BRI HASE K IRCR «

Fiah, AR DCS) W BEIE S a] PSR ITREAT T 1. i, K tDCS 5 1E&y7 %A
ZEE BT T AT DA IARAE 22 3 FOFIAR KT . G A2 TR K- (Monnart et al., 2019). 281, A
BRI, B X5 A MR- () FE AR tDCS Al 38 gl ik B ek & TR UTR . B i i T HEm, 55
DR FRIAFOT 2 250 B2 Jo 3% S AH QBT T 1 DARE o R 1l g MO A AT 3, -5 5 R AR R A 8 e s
ARSI T 1 F0H] 15 24 TIR (Kelley, Hortensius, & Harmon-Jones, 2013). K, [N tDCS 25k
SO 1 AR AN B S it T FI ) AT A7 M 1 AN BE

3.2. IREE

A B (revenge motivation) e XA FH F= AR AR L PRI AN S B FFAE B 0 T 1) 75 B840 R) (Den-
son, Pedersen, & Miller, 2006; 251, HiHl, 2021). WEHLG R EHAT NS IE 4B AT NE X,

gﬁ

§f+
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4B T H R RN, R B = A e SRR A, TR @ R T M), MR AR
38 B B T R R i — B TR = AR 4R R ML (Jackson, Choi, & Gelfand, 2019). Ak, RESHIHIAL
5 H BT (R Boh AR EME ) A OC, 38 51 R B AR BT 1 H B N R & (Denson et al.,
2006). R E H)F WL FE 1S (forerunning evolutionary theory of revenge)i\ ly, REFIHL IR B HEIEHAT A
F BN —PoE SYE R LS, SREEEAE N TR EZEFE A2 A%, HHRIREE A2
W ]2 52 Brak B (McCullough, Kurzban, & Tabak, 2013).

3.2.1. 5XEHNXR

Wilkowski %5 A (2012 )33 7] 35 A SEIAT 7o A B, IR R ZNHURT AT B Al i FAT A PRAG RSS2 £
PRI Dyduch-Hazar 55 Mrozinski (202 1)k B0 70 & B, ML 56 m (WA ) Bk 5 06 . X
979 AT /DIERIWT LR, 28Rk e 52 e AL 1) IR I AR E L AT LAT 4 A H 5 X 26 105 47 9(Quin-
tana-Orts et al., 2020). Runions 55 A (2018)%F 7~9 =AM LRI, B DML T s S M By 3=
Yo stz —, Rl e & FH ERTRAIR B AL LS 7 be A los & 5

WEFE R I, AU S B bR 5 1 B N5 S IR R B LA 0%, IF HAR B B 22 %) AR 3 o o
(MacDonell & Willoughby, 2020). £fX} 18~70 & H GG FE I RFE N LI, BIRIREEZ B
I RFENT R IREZNE 2, XFSHLE sl Bk, HIRE LT 17 5 B A =B
AIE H FRDRE P R 5 SRR 32 X 4E 5 K (Clemente & Espinosa, 2021).

Rz, WRESNLE SN M A AT 5 1795 A 9% (Denson et al., 2006; Quintana-Orts et al., 2020),
F HAEAS R NS 52 000 BL i AT N 9% & AR EEAE A (Clemente & Espinosa, 2021).

3.2.2. T

A B FRIE S AT DUB AT N T I B AR S B0, Ban, DATa S0 M x5 0 g3 k47
RERIVBAE T, A8 U TR RS S HLAE T T50R 99 A (R B U7 U IR B S T R, TR T RE X
Tiph % & H MBS AF HBI(Rowe et al., 2018).

AT v A A AR AR N U T B 75 T DARR AR B 3L, (HAWTFE I, 6 tDCS Hlch Ml sk
i &5 (dorsolateral prefrontal cortex, DLPFC)fiKi [X R LA 35 4 i1 2 55 3 £ M 7 3 <5 7 = (R #k L sh LT
N(Zheng et al., 2021).

4- IE‘Q:EEEE

HUSVESILIE 51 R S SV Bt ) B SR K 2 — o ASST DA [A) 4 FEM RO PRSI 2y i FHrhs)
BRI EFIHL, FFEIE T 2 52 R AT FEIUIR . LA VA PR 1) AR 2R 1R b S LA IE 55 5 e
VTG AT G, e RO VA R i 1] A A% B 25 5 o RSO0 175 5 A8 ) Ot PR AR, AT I e A7 9 IR R AR
(Verhoefetal.,2019). A, O ZIHFFAIRE 7 FHEN, WA BRI AR AE EFIEEAN
R (0 DCS), X LT VAL FAREO= YA i [ 77 TV XA T — %€ &% (van Dijk et al., 2019; Rajchert et
al., 2022).

FIGEHLTTH, WESUTR AR S B AT VR E R R . SUSTTRAE N B AT B FI A
IHEE SR, I PRAMARRT B A5 58 71 SR N B 57 (Denson, 2013; Quan et al., 2021). X ITIR K
BT A E GRS 2715 25 (Garofalo et al., 2019; Bjureberg et al., 2022), XYL 7ATE KRR
Bt AT A TR K BRI RAFIIRFAROR o IR S HLINAE S A A AR Bt v 470 S0 B A
o, WA N, WESPANE BRI A K, & 500 S8 HedhRe 5T AN 8 I RS R 5T 55 AH QI
(Wilkowski et al., 2012; MacDonell & Willoughby, 2020; Clemente & Espinosa, 2021). R E 3] LLBT 4T

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2025.154195 175 a3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2025.154195

JROK

NFB (s S M B rE )T T I(Rowe etal., 2018). WAk, H AT AN BRI B JE42 AN
BT I iR MR R s HLE W4T .

RARAETOR] AR SRR R GRS B AR e K AR IR, JEIHAREA A RIS R B AT A 1
TER, PRI THUNERA R, FFIF AR TITFB I S G s s ARy AT .
Ab, B AT SR R AT ST R PT DAY AR O e S AL Sl A (AN AR 22 g (R S8 T2 R A, I3
Bty Oy et M BGESIL B IS . ), tBATLLED fMRI EEG 58T BUR FTRUE VRSN L W 2 AT
D IRATLERD, AT A i BT A AR AR N X 3 S8 A 2 T 7 T 4R AT 20U

SE Tk
2PN, EE2021). Wi HU R RIS NI R P ER: — TR TS, OB #7R 53(7), 788-797.

RSO, HEAI2021). KA AE AN A7) TN 0 o647 S 1A B 1) g A A 8 - 08 0 R i ) M 2R 098 R XL ) R AR
DL NG, 19(3), 396-402.
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