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Abstract

An emotional facial recognition experiment was conducted with 66 juvenile violent offenders (32
with high callous-unemotional (CU) traits and 34 with low CU traits) and 35 typically developing ju-
veniles to examine the characteristics of emotional recognition among juvenile violent offenders. In
addition, the offenders completed the Violence Risk Scale and the Callous-Unemotional Traits Scale.
The results indicated that: 1) juvenile violent offenders exhibited significant deficits in recognizing
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angry facial expressions; 2) these deficits in anger recognition were significantly associated with
higher CU traits and an increased risk of violent recidivism; and 3) compared with offenders with
low CU traits, those with high CU traits showed impairments in recognizing anger, sadness, and fear.
These findings provide important evidence for understanding emotional processing deficits in ju-
venile violent offenders and offer valuable implications for early intervention and treatment aimed
at reducing violent behaviors in this population.
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1. 518

RAERIOIR R — R R, BT AU EEE T AILR S, SRR AR S E
WG AT AN AT K IR o B0 R AR N IR B, 73 BB VE SRR IR R i, I R0 FR 0 B % K Andrews &
Bonta (2010)4& th 1 UK KRR T2 Sedb AT sy Sokb o A& XPARIRAT N B SR AN DL R S At 2 )
Horr, CXPIUERAT AR RIS AR I AMALE AL 2 A TRl N AR 48 ShUAT B e 22 B, 17
175 28 T FLUR Ul SR IFA 1E A2 XM i 22 1 B BRI 2

VEAESR, 2 TR 90 A 2000 B 2% S5 AT 2 A BE IR AR 1 15 45 1R 0 i 5 75 /D AR B0 AT R Z AL K56 R
(Dawel et al., 2019; Waller et al., 2020; Sebastian et al., 2022). 1&525IR 5 BE 11 (R BRE 2 S EAMRER £ H E)
R AR, B AR AR R 22, R R A 4T A (Lozier et al., 2016). A BT 1 (Callous-
Unemotional, CU)AF BT B A\ Ay e 6 1r) ) 7 22 AR 6l & CU BB AR AR R I 1 48 S BB B, Lt
REJMRT . SRZ R 5TE(Frick & White, 2008). HFFEAIL, CU R FIAML S T AR 1K 45 10000 Bk (n 36 £ . 2%
YA, 5 TURIELE N Lak P %5 UM 9% (Ciucci et al., 2024).

SR, DA R FADAEAER T4l —J7 M, #4WFFEIN I 4 R0 B i A7 1E T 2 P 5 2 2 v
(Kahnetal., 2017), M55 —SemF MR X PG bE BT L8Rt AFERRE 15 28 (Ut gk 15
3 (Dadds etal., 2020). 55 —751H, CU K¢t 5% 71 KUK AZ AR FIBLHI U5 A BT . DRIk, AN FE AR I
PRI AR BRIt G, Gl 5 0 AR A X 2L LA, R HE 48 AL IRIARE, JEiE— B % % cU
Rl A BT E o AHT FUAE MR BT SRR Bk AT 7 IIAE. H—, X4r 78 CU 4(32 N) 51K
CU41(34 N), 4tk 7 &I AEZESR: =, Sa e e B 5 2 K70, KGR T
CU HER 5152 IR M B FA XS RIOC R, 28 VR AR R (10 1 S Re 5 R e R T 1) SIE S RE

2. HR—: RRERDILEMBEBEFLIRAEFS
2.1. IR

BIF 55— B GO AR B B TR AR X B A, AR A % ) R 4 AN G i i b o A A0 A BT B AT LA
066 4, NAbsuE B, BL5RIIMIE, WAMORHIER . GRITF, HERRSZ ™ 55 # F i
I ENERE A A . BT RS 16.26, FR#EZE 0.78. JRFITHIHATIAMEA 6 5, AniEZE 2.68. HAU
FERMJGTH : AN S AN #EGFET AL SRUF 9 N 85145 N 5T mReE 9 AL Wl
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J3 43 N ANFSCAE 14 N B AR RAEN 35 4, BET AE R E T, TSR N 16.08, hrfEZE 0.67,
SEOG AN R AR T ER .

22. KEMBEERF

AR A ) NimStim Face Set & 22 A (1) o [ [ FLAR 48 B A 45 9 LOM EL(Tottenham et al., 2009).
LRI 6 NS ZmFL, S5 ALt 1 450, (E5P a4 MIEgmEAL: m%. B, ps. 2
o 4 FRTALAR IR 2R EE LY 1077 I, 8 FR A 15 B 10%~100% Rl g o RERRERFE T X5 AN [H]
THTFLANAS [ 155 28 () 2 IR AT~ 16

SCEG 1 RH 2 (BASRAY) x 4 (s, BMEL &%, AR DURMELE I FL2RAY) x 10 (10%~100%5 ) 7R
GWIT(LE 1), AR AEFEESE LI IEN R, SCIGFET H Presentation ZFgmiil fidztl, 1EIF4RsK
I, BRgE EAESKIE G FLAIE IR RS RUE. . BIUANEI, kil Rbs A2 ik %,
B RZEN T — trial. BEAFESCNRE, AT EETOERENTH, BEEs B BIREmALE
BURHIERI G B AT, SEa0 3t 160 /™ trail, BEMSREE T, 4 FELE ISl & B 4 K. 10K TE &l g
FETRIIERZR . SZITFART, SR EANVHRELN FI3E S48, LG AR B S], A RLFEE 30 404,
A trial 1, FEIKBERE O R A R EAREMLAL “+7 , BENLERS: 200~400 ms, FREEBR RIS RN TR,
Bt 5 e R B AL A A I, R E A SN R — trial. SZIGEE RS, AT HOR—E R .

} | | mX Bt g Bl
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Figure 1. Emotional face recognition task

E 1 BEmEfLRAMNES

B2 AR R AE AR BTN BONL S AT S0, I R AR AL 5 AT o R BRAE 2 A0 4T
T DR N AL B (Violence Risk Scale-Youth Version, VRS-Y V) A5 G 15 5 i B2 0E, 203
DBl 2 0 RS KT RA TS 4 B (CU) K P . VRS-YV B IEEM R RS 6 5% 17 07 S R BRI
X MA VTR T B E, 1ICU ERIE I B IR A PR 1 7 S

TR ) RS EAS B R (VRS-YV) N5 K Wong 5 Lewis 25 A TR S &1 2 88 KA IX B IEHLI SR
i T A2 ) RS T R B HE R LR, 2 J5 i 1Y R 55 (2017) NgkAT BT« B3R NESRH T
MBNASF T, kR K AKCE S . AR, VRS-YV P — 8 2408 0.84.

AT SR 7 B2 (The Inventory of Callous-Unemotional Traits, ICU)fL % 24 N2 H, H Frick H%E
#4247 77 25 B 2% (The Antisocial Process Screening Device, APSD) il & CU 455 i P i A2 g 46 H N
LRl R ik (Vg 2013). AHEFEHT, BRI N8Bk RE0CH 0.75.

2.3. HiiEare

SR SPSS 17.0 Seb HOMHEATHCR AT, 125 5836 AL ST Jy 26 B Wk 243 I
HEATH 6. 8 66 44 KIRAE A IUAE 10 MR FIARRE FHURFAG A% 5L 1CU R4F VRS-YV i 5k
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TR o
24, ARER

B0 R B 2 TR L RN IR R AR A DU PP 28 T AL IS A R 2 10%~1000658 B [ B (1 IEAf 2, R
F 2 K2 B2 E 7 250 Hr MR e i 5 1) 77, e ipgial B AR & i iR OR e & 004 3wt
H), BN E 1 OB THFLEB (B ZUYE ., 2. 35 0), #ol AR 2 15 % R8RS (10%. 20%-
30%. 40%. 50%. 60%. 70%. 80%. 90%. 100%).

“RERERMET ZWas LRI, BRI E RN R, F(3,297)=55.39, p<0.001. 1%
T FL2E T 5 a2 I i 28 FLAF FH .35 F(9, 891) = 3.06, p <0.05. 1#4% SEBIBE A 3 &40 553 F(9, 891) =
377.51, p<0.001, 5% EMWmE SRR EAER R FO,891)=3.49, p<0.01. [HHMILAEMNYE
15 2k SLPISE B A2 AR 3% F(27, 2673) = 22.36, p < 0.001. H=5WAZHAEHALEE FQ27, 2673) =
1.05, p>0.05. fAjHRLRIAM el RS (K 1), PUMTEZ LS, S Lr R Rm, L& s TR
MfL(t=6.27,p<0.001), —=FhFAMEIELETALA, BEMILERM RS, B3 T HEGTIL{t=29.00,p<
0.001). 1% 2 fiizw, PORMEGE LA, A2 7004 R 18 26 T FL IR IR 1 26 B 38K T 1E 8 56 B4
(t=1.97, p <0.05).

Table 1. Mean recognition accuracy for four types of emotional faces
2 1. A EEEFLATEIRAIE

AR AL A AL s I AL HEE T AL
RGES 0.89 0.09 0.79+0.10 0.85+0.12 0.92 £0.07

Table 2. Differences in recognition accuracy for four types of emotional faces between juvenile offender group and control
group

F 2. REFRNLESHREENMBEERILANENESR

A AR J1HL4 (n = 66) TEE XA (n = 35) t
BRI AL 0.88 + 1.06 0.89 +0.76 -0.84
AT AL 0.79 £1.03 0.78 +1.21 0.36
A AL 0.83+1.33 0.88 +0.07 -1.97"
XL 0.92 +0.51 0.91 +0.09 0.35

¥E: ™p<0.001, “p<0.01, p<0.05 FEF.

Table 3. Recognition accuracy of emotional faces at different intensity levels
3. BEEFLARZIBEMIRRE

10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

KAERT] 040+ 065+ 083+ 090+ 096+ 096+ 096+ 097+ 097+ 096+
WA 0.14 0.15 0.16 0.10 0.09 0.10 0.08 0.07 0.08 0.08

SR 046+ 071+ 087+ 095+ 09+ 093+ 095+ 096+ 096+ 095+
mr 0.10 0.11 0.08 0.05 0.05 0.14 0.14 0.13 0.10 0.14

Efi% 043+ 068+ 085+ 093+ 09+ 095+ 096+ 096+ 096+ 096+
0.01 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
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Wi 3 iR, BEE B ESREEIERE, OKM LR R RN, 7E 40%5RE & UG, BRI
IEFZRIIPE 0.93 LA b REEFRJIIULTE 10%58 5 . 20%055 5 F 40%05i 5 (1) 15 551 26 2 2K T 0 RE 4 (t =
—2.18,p <0.05; t=-1.98, p < 0.05; t = —3.05, p < 0.01).

HERIRIERIL, PP AN FE 2 B A R BN . a0k 4 X RUHALE R, RS2
JIARHAE 40% K DL R BREERT, HRAIERH R B E T X R, MY 5REETE 50% M LA Bi, X R RALE
fEo TERA =G LA, PAEBEA R FhE S

Table 4. Differences between the two groups in recognizing angry faces

3 4. MEHR R EILAIRAZE R 1T

R IR A A B J1A04 (n = 66) IEH R4 (n = 35) t
10% 0.24+0.24 0.40 +0.22 -3.28™"
20% 0.62 +0.32 0.73+0.28 -1.69"
30% 0.82 +0.27 0.93+0.11 -2.82™
40% 0.92 +0.22 0.98 +0.19 -2.88™
50% 0.95+0.17 0.98 + 0.06 -1.19
60% 0.96 +0.14 0.95 +0.17 0.26
70% 0.97 +0.14 0.96 +0.17 0.29
80% 0.95+0.18 0.96 +0.17 -0.26
90% 0.95+0.17 0.97 +0.07 -0.80
100% 0.95+0.16 0.94 +0.19 0.40

Table 5. Correlation analysis between recognition accuracy of angry facial expression intensities and juvenile offenders’ ICU
scores and violence risk levels (n = 66)

5. BHRIRHRERAERESRMERNIL ICU. KKK FHIREX 5347 (n = 66)

10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
ICU -0.80 -0.14 —0.16 -0.35™ -0.29" —-0.13 —-0.09 0.02 —0.04 —0.18
VRS-YV  -0.18 0.02 -0.25 0.24" -0.33" —0.10 0.06 —0.13 —-0.14 0.09

66 %A AR SR SIIULE 10 MO FIRERE R U RE FIR R 5 H ICU 243 F1 VRS-YV 4 3E T 2%
ST, GEHINFE 5 TR, ICU M4 SR TE 40% A1 50%FL R T R & LR B % 2 5 740 5%, VRS-YV
B 5AMELE 30%. 40%A1 50%FEE T (10T TH AL IR 1) 2 2 3% R % .

2.5. Ihgg
ENMIEEI LT, RRERBHREHRBELDILA NG REZRTIEESERA, ALmbm=

TN B2 . W T UL, R S JUZAE 40% 5 LA SRR, AR IR 2% 2 3%
T XA, M5RBETE 50% K LA BI, X FhZE R AfEAE. HAERSP=MIGZ ML, WARA ZIXM
. AR, BT 40080 50%FEE T MR THFL, ARBER LI ER 53 1ICU /K 2% futH
K, {E 30%. 40%AH1 50%FESE T UL, RMFERIUFPRMZESH VRS-YV B0 BE ML, N
T HE— 0 T R AR R AR A A R TC S R UK I E R AR IR AR I 2 5, DHAL 0% 66 4K
FRAE R TIE X 4 A CU AV CU it AT it — 25404t
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3. iR—: XRERDLEE CUEHNBHIRAINER
3.1. R

BT 0 ORI 7 — 1 66 A AAEFR 10, TR BRVA BT IR T 3R A S K A s CU ZHANIG
CUX, HrFECcU4l32 A, {1k CU4 34 A\. & CU MM TFEIER N 16.25, Frifi 0.76; ik CU 41
PIFER N 16.26, briEZEN 0.82; WAFR FLRERER. & CU HEHTHIAFIMEN 6 4, trdEZEN
2.7; A% CU AR A FIIME N 6.67, trifEzE N 2.72; WHATERAIFIM F LR EER .

32. XWMBEREF

SEIGHPORF SRR R AN SEES 1 — 8. 9256 2 KA 2 H5)(5F CU 4. K CU 4H) x 4 1B RICRR. 645
RS m) IR A LI W T, RIARE AHATE 10%~40% 2 IL55 5 T 125 IERf R .

3.3. HiiEarE

KH SPSS 17.0 Geil- 33k 8uds o0, IR H £ K 2 5 S & 77 22 43 H x5 B i 15 46 R ) IERf =%
HEATHE TR . F i CU 4RI CU 417E VRS-YV &5 ik T2 765 .

34. HIRGR

Ft 66 44 AR RAF R IEALIR 1ICU B A IR i CU 4LRHIE CU 41, & CU 414E ICU BRI
94954 44.93+4.58, ik CU 417 ICU mR 13515504 33.20+£5.90. Wik 6 Fras, WAEFERZER EA
W3, EFEAHF EERAEE, (HE CU HLE VRS Mo MESHAAR T EHEES T CU 4.

Table 6. Comparison of age, sentence length, and violence risk levels between high and low CU groups

6. &K CUBESFE. T, KEKF EHERGE

7 CU 4l(n = 32) ik CU 4H(n = 34) t
GR 16.25 +0.76 16.26 +0.82 —0.08
THIH 6.00£2.70 6.67 £2.72 -1.01
VRS-YV 5 35.82 +5.87 32.62 +3.86 2.60
VRS-YV iz K+ 6.15+1.70 5.08 + 1.54 2.67
VRS-YV FI&HEF 29.53 + 4.69 27.44 +3.35 2.06"

Table 7. Comparison of recognition accuracy for four types of emotional faces between high and low CU groups

F# 7. &R CU BENMIBEEEILRARNERQR

& CU 4l(n = 32) ik CU 4 (n = 34) t
REE AL 0.66 +1.95 0.76 £ 0.18 -2.60"
AT AL 0.51+0.13 0.56 +0.16 -1.98"
sS4 IL 0.56 £ 0.19 0.68 £0.17 -2.32"
T A T AL 0.83+0.12 0.80 +0.12 0.87

PAA(r CU 21 IR CU 4) x TG RBIME. 2605, B @) T PR R A&7 Z 704,

DOI: 10

.12677/ap.2026.161003 18 a3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2026.161003

A RGO E B 25 258 10%~40% 2 ISR R 1P IER%E, JFLL VRS-YV & AthEE. 455
R, EHELTMERNAEE, F3,189)=1.50, p>0.05; HNAHEERR A HAEHEE, F(3,189)=
3.92, p<0.05. fAjEARNI ML A 7 Fion, w5 CU ZLTE =R k15 25 1 FL 10 R i S T CU 4,
FE AR LI 2 5K CU B R & = 5+ .
4. g
e, AR 2R R E H G B AT DA B AL IR AT S5, B 5T REUE R ILEE T
FLIRBI 7 T AR Ao A5 R EIR, 10%~100% - FR LR B2 (1 X 352 T R R 26, RS, WA 5
WO, BRI BEEARE R bR E R R, DURTIALE A R B A e 2 57, M ER
GyRIMERHEE e L RRE AL WO L B AL. — AR, BRI T FLE R R L
TG AL, oR R AL IR A S TR g s e AL(CE B, iR, 2013).
KPUFEHTALS, RAEBERIALARNZ b, RS R AR R BEE T IR W . B

PRI, 1E 10%~40% 230 77 KBS FLIR A H,  RAGE R LR A H B 2K T IEH X4 . 50%
J UL ERRE R, RARFERE LS ER T BA T2 T X U I R B 2 A0 E R R 2 T AL AR ) AR AE

BB, MR, B0 BRI AL B S IEE S AT R . WS 2 HRA %5 M
(15 71 AR K B2 1ICU ZKSF AR OR &R EoRE, AR B2 A0 A & LA 48 00 2RI, AR 10
PR KA ICU KPR

T BERABETIE R SEE R A RA R R, ¥ 66 ARBFREIIILH MK CU 4, & CU
A2 RS KT 525 TR RS AL, X FRIRIE T CU R 5 8 AT N S — Pl AR AT
TEHLLE % CU HAE VYR 24 I FL AR 22 S 6, DAR T AR RS Ko A & . 45 R kI, & CU 4
a0, RYB =AM IR AR B3 BB TR, 75 m L % b5 xR G 2=
o RXULH T ARBUER 0 H IR CU KRBT E ANMUAER T FLIG 26 (1R EAEAEBR g, 1T ARG Ak
PETETFL R b A7 AR B

MBS R A AT BRI AR 50 (0 S BCER AL T8 IRIE S o B A SCHRG 175 45 18 501 i Ffa 11
PR 5 R R FEAE > B (Kahn et al., 2017; Dadds et al., 2020). AHF 5t 45 SRR B,
KRBT L BRI R B A P E UG 25, AR A SRS 28, SCHRF T 4RI BRIR 0) “Ah 2% 1t
M. BEAh, BREEIN CURFR 4, AWFtit—5 kKBlE CU FEL R A2 RA EHRMAL,
Ui B CU K)ot nJ A il I H) 95185 26 0 1 2 Gt 0 o2 A AT AR B0 ) s i 2 27 40 i AL 1 (Blair, 2001; Sebastian et
al., 2022).

B TIB LR T R, AR B IU1E 45 1R A RE DT AS R FT B 5 — oA SN Th REBRFAAE G . andhAT
T Re R RS (R ] D RIE VAN TAE IS IZ BRIE) 51 45 1R 0 B 70 1R B 25 DIAR DG (Dawel et al., 2019). ¥
A R R AMATE G 2 24 0 1E 4515 BT, 3 DA S0 I b B OGS B, AT 5 201 45 15031
(1% (Blair, 2001). X LA 57 3 BA 1% 45 1R 00 R 70 R R AT BEAMUAUR B @4 F v I 8, 38 vl e A ik
FH AR 7738 A 2 AT (Lozier et al., 2016). ARV IT RLAE PEAL - 28R 7 B 7 0 [E] B, 2% R LAt o\ Jen 4t
BB, Wl LR A VPR ). ARG AT DR, 3 PRI D\ N T RE R B R IR 25 R0 T
JIATNBIREMARLE] o eAh, #E2 D\ R 22 (Bt U5 DR i 22) 1 R e /E B 4 iRl SR i h i A e, X2
72 1] e S BUMARTH NS 2615 5 IR M, T3S 0 Be ek 14 2 i (Sebastian et al., 2022).

TESCERZ T, AT 25 o i AME R B IR T 5 TR A EE G R E L. mibE D FIE4E R
A SILERE TR, IR A BT IE R (CU)MA R E 710, A Bh T e AL & 15 %0 168
77, SRR IR 5 BME S U . OIRFHE T RATE B BT T IE R R B, BN RS
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M 2RI 2R 5 0T B AT, A B R BRAE 2% J R RE A B S 48 R 1T LR Sk 2 IE L RE 7T, AT
BEARFF U o BEAh,  ASHIEFEHI AN AR BRI A O PR TSR B SR AL T SRR, R mliE. #A K
Fho BRI RAEFE TAE b R AL 2 0 T RE 0 32T+ 5 345 I 2R i ) FE AL 2

SR, S AHIE FEAE AR 7S R R B T AU 2 T AL SR T TS TR R I, B T
R D e E 5, WTSUREASRIEAN B —, B R SE SRR A F M X B o,
A 5 SO A b T RSN A SR AN R . ARSI T AT AREATE R, A FHIX ., S0k
MEHEFHORMER I, DRGSR R & R, AOFFRNESE 1 IR ATS 2 ALt 2
Ry AR %), REGH & AL S (I PCE . 1A ZiAE), BRI R AR 2 U I 4R
PRI Z 2HWE R 2B ARKRATSINE £ 5 WEE R 5B RE, D3RI i A S
BeJr, AHTFCR BT it ARERRIRE 45 UM SR IE 5 20 AR Z ARG &R, TRIERIE — & 2
[ RER B AR . RSB ST A ANB ER T, RS0 GG 45 0 BE 70 B U1 AZ 1 S o 2 0 A0 AL
FRITIIAE R, ATV AR 175 28 I T e 2 e BTL ) 1) LA

5. &hig

R FREE 28 ST ARAE DR 28 T FL 0 IR0 A7 AEBREE ,  IX R 28 TR A BRI 5 v o R I A 5% 77
RREREFZA I 5% CU RFRALAALL, & CU eI AR B B /BRI 65 RARIX =Fi s 25 i 4L
AR EAE ARG, A5 A 2 AL U0 AN AE SRR -

SE 0k
%5 (2013). B ESHEEE - G158 T %, it hrig e, dbat: FEBuE K
T3, Mt B(2013). FSLEMFLIRA I FCt . #Emhze 444, 26(3), 232-235.

B RS, gkal, B, %(2017). HAF ) KRB ITAN B R TR R BUE B UG RUSAL LG, A7 [ 0 P 7 54,
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