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(BT R A7 B 2 B i A A NI R S 5 Do B R R i se g =, iU 430079)

H B ALEHARBET, ZEEO5ERGALATIAED . KEFHFTHE T ESEEHORKL,
FRXT AR T 0 3o AE BB E MR, —H X A G EBRAAE 5 RBERAER BT i, 2F
AR A 2 F ik Tad A, MERARE NAR ., AFELESABE LS, axEdidhneas
)2 B 6] 69 A i R ik, 4B AR S it R Re g ik 15 A 3 AP H R IR A0 i ) o @ IR AR K
FHEHE MmO RAEXA.

XA Sk EERE; BRBE

HES  B849:091

138 Iri) B0 Ao 8 v Tt A e B P o

JUHE SR IE R R NEHASR AT A, Wo VERAMEBEE VAR AL, fEINAn LRk R
REATT H RARFE = A T AR . 0] 28 ) B Bk BRI, B e B N AR E N LRE R,
AT A ISR AR TE R I B AT Ay R B AR WA, EAEI R R T A A R R
EVE BT kUL, — BRI BEEAT A KA, T HETR NN LR R ZE, mvEE
A FRZ A “ Btk ”, e WG E—Fh ANk WD RevUE T e 8 e R Ao A FUE Bt
R (HBEME (aggression) X —iidk LLEEHEHE, TIEBERS (HRETT, 2006). HWFFTERY, HegkEig
EAFPOEZEIR Y, R MR E 55 HE LT EMIN (MacLeod, Matheus, & Tata,
A R AR 2 R, W& Crritability ) 1986, HIMARAEH# (Yovel & Mineka, 2005). £
e B A Ctrait anger ) FF 0 I M (Ctrait FENE B (Yiend & Matheus, 2001). [ R fErg
aggression) . 3Pk Cimpulsivity ). 1% 25 5 BV 5 CZHRIN, FBAHE, 2008). IR b X R 4

(emotional susceptibility). 7% (narcissism). #E T S5 ot 1) T M R R 5 AR Y

AU (dissipation) LA A A ZRU%:4% (type A personality) TEXBCIR IR A, WERE AT R X U1 2 F i
% (Bettencourt et al., 2006). FriEXiiz, £ TE & B B K B A (Kring &
HRoEm —BBEEAT ., HRaRE T Bachorowski, 1999). 1X— R IR FEATIT LR

XA BT i 2 AAR R R TE TRIF SR o e R R 1)
PR B T A N AR I A7 A — 22 [ S5 22 L0 0 et 5 PR i ) 3z 2

WA, WvE A Cattentional bias) 1 PR i ) PR BT TN REIHI, KRBT EHAAAEE
(attribution bias) . A4 519 KA AN LRI =5 R, AT A, B R 1 T TR
R R . XX 9T H 28RN, T =38 2 10 ST K. Eckhardt 1 Cohen (1997) 5t

IR R WAL — 243 D RAIAR AN A5 L8 B2 I3 B [ IE 9T, X 88 44 K2
0 WhEEESEEMEEERE AT T Br P B SR ST, AR ST R
21 Wz E"]I:Ili;:ﬁ o i Stroop Y3 (emotional Stroop paradigm).

Stroop Y83 H] LA S B HAF0EH], A4
FE LR 2 T () 2 SO B0 H SRR I B, 7R
T [ B R 1) BT REAEAE T, WA
TER WY T, RTE RPN R 5 IEf
(#28, MIEH, 2008c). MEh M Stroop Yzt 2

T 1) 5 PR AR T R R R N TR
R CL2BRAE, B BE, 2008), 1y Bt #1033 2
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SROGHE G BT B &, WU TR S 2 1
T B A A4 ) OIS B AR, AT BAE B X
NG Gk R N R T, AT R
(Williams, Mathews, & MacLeod, 1996). Eckhardt
A Cohen (1997) JKHUAERZ BBl s HErh, Hoidi
PRI T S TR A KT i R, T R T
BACHL AR A . BEJG, FHRMETE
Cohen. Eckhardt #l1 Schagat (1998) A% T Hff57
W, AT R E (visual search paradigm)
HAT T REAAH R 5000 . B8 2R AT 55 Bk ki
TR, HRTERE S PR DR AR CEYR
B, 5k, 2007) ey A, fibi S
S HA R, B AR 3 AR EE T
Hlgs, ZRPKNMHMFI7 . Cohen. Eckhardt
A1 Schagat (1998) [FIRIFFT A IRAE AR 48 2R U 5%
5o, Bohi A RE AR Dby 43 Lo SR S
PEIRTE 0 A2 U, ¥R ki, T
LaAE W17 (1) 20O RO RO P R B, B P
B IR AT LA s T 2 A 43 Lo i O o
T, Uk 2 R S 4 P AsE R

Z JG BB #4E Echardt 5 Cohen R %15LH6H
FEhil BT B SR AET, XS S AR
BARTR YR B 0 ok 5B Fe a2 )
BRI,

SRR BRI K. A8 L PR =R 1)
S 2 AF IR R A RE LR B, A8 3 a4
AR U I A IR B B 3 B ) (Kring &
Bachorowski, 1999 ). i3 (3 2 i i) AN SR,
Echardt 5 Cohen [ 551 52 56 35) & A 3530 R 27 A
AR, IS T AT P Bt o e 2 R0 I
VS Z A IX 5. Smith FI Waterman JiT 34T 1
— RIS AT R AR, ARATTRIRE A 2
P Stroop JuFUMELE T B ) LS ME R AmI, K
IAENE i1 Stroop SESG Y, B JLARFTE (Al iy 44
L5502 3] 7 B i & W40, e
I, RIEE IR TE S O IO RO A
TE IS [ 52 N IS 1 o (Smith & Waterman, 2003, 2004,
2005),

HR AT RIER A Sk . Eckhardt FI Cohen
(1997) HIWFFCRELG 25 E Stroop Vi sURAEAT, 5K
AR 212 H 1] ¥ . Van Honk 55 A (2001) ]
WEM BT T EE S, (HHRNE R T IS %
Pk Stroop WA SLIAFAEE — MR, RISk Bl

FH 1% 28178 5 3 1 1 B 2 (R A G IR AR AE T
o, BT LG 2R kAT S AR BT A 1)
SRS NE I CREE, JBIET, 2008c). T2
IR PIRIF LA AT e v, A FH AL Bk
HATSEES,  AnAE P LS Mo s ke ik AT
o BOFE RSS2 Stroop Y0 B 1E
T B HE AL T ZE M (van Honk, Tuiten, de
Haan, van den Hout, & Stam, 2001; Putman, Hermans
& van Honk, 2004).

BRSO
ANJERT Echardt 5 Cohen 1S58 B 4 H 1)
Stroop X SMALZRIEA, ZJEMETFEAN TR IE
P A ATF v SRR A T B0t 2 1 2= A T ATF 5
a1 -BMIEL (dot-probe paradigm). 7E—A>fi-
ML, OSSR NE — RV, 7E—
P EERIM R G, B RN S I R 1R
TR B I — AR, SR AT
SN R, BREL, 20060 . Ui HEBr e o w1l
VB S R B Y IR AR, e B B ) R
RS A AR B A Z A7)« Smith A1 Waterman (2003)
L 5% ST AU AR 35 FH 30 R~ AR AR v S8 i — 1R
M CIER T IX—4518.

] A RIF S SR B o R 5 i ) BRI A 22
RAE—SEAH QI b R R B B0t B 1 = i )
R AR NAE . Wi seE OR%, H1EH,
2008a) I, A BYPERSE XS LA 1 B i,
BARRI N A BRSSO LA d e m, o
POEMFLA W S, 1 B AR #0615 24 LTS
FERE R . WIHTHTIA, A TPEAG R 5 Bodi A
KM/ MAZE AR i (Bettencourt et al., 2006), i
5] H T sC el B S e .
WA Stroop B HEET w14 FUE (11 2 i
M RS, SIEH, 2008b), WAMRAHEH 5%
T RO E RS TR, s E 2%
PUE R SRR T . AEEIESE, A
R B —E 95 F&R (George, 1977), FFHXT
FHEGHEM T, METURBET I “37 IRy, £
Yokt 52 (R B3R T i AR U s ke T 3“4
Ry, 2 BekvEsZ Ml %I (Scott, Robinson, &
Wilkowski, 2008 ). PRI, o 128 S50 ROV 5 i [e) 1)
DAZEREA R B b S RF B 8 B S i i (R 4518
2.2 WHEWAERRE

VPSR Cattribution bias) S48 X547 A Al )
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FERHERT AR RS AL (Colman, 2007). Bt )4
BALff ) Y SR R R ) Chostile attribution bias),
ST BU AN B AT USR] R ) RS AS 1 T )
THBEVERCE ME R (Orobio et al., 2002). VAR R
KNS i #2 v R i 72

Nasby, Hayden 1 DePaulo (1979) 35t
Brai P 1) 95 B A0 AL A5 RBEAT R IS A2 155 )
i o AT &R N B 06 2RI R A A b
BE, XL A EAATERRAAR S AR SRC S Rk
A BT, RIVBGHPE R 5 E VR
Vel B PR Sl v T S A L) AN R A P A
ST HAWED, WA T HE w2 FRT
RO VA DR s v (R4S 380 T iz ok, HERER
I MO LE R I Bk . A PRZEIGTE B & A4 K
W5 AERIRERIST B R T 5E 4 R

A 73 JET Rl ) (R F R A Bl L 2 R B AR
N, i NFEY R BRI ARE, WjuaRE, Har
SN GAT LR a5 A SO o ORI R [ PR 5
B mBER )L, A Dodge (1980) 45 A
SRk LB AR — Lo [ PRI B, XL AL S
WO RS GBI S, RIVTA
P LE A RE IE A AR R RO G B 5 R BE, i EAR
BT (i B b, ARBGT Y S Bk e ) LB A= 2k
TN, ARECT LB S BRI R AR BT TR N
W RMEEE, mEBeh R LE SRR EE
ke E AR R B TRk 5 XA KRS ER
WIETIX— R, M T EARMERL R, R
P IR ) LA A RRASAE 1Y M) DI B I 2408 2t 0 A
JHPRR 7] (Orobio et al., 2002). AU )LE, =K
i P AN AFEFE VS R 7] (Bailey & Ostrov,
2008 ) o KAF IR ARG A B i 1) TP AR AR T
J&, WoeUEARE B R IR AR R SO I
f 17 (Dhaliwal, 2003), 1fij HL#C U R 1) 55 20 4k
FB4i753 (Criminal Thinking Styles) 13 {35 A2

(Walters, 2007 ).

RIS AR A U UE R U R ] PR AT, B
RO U PR 16] 24V B AT Tk 1 AR R A
A BT 2T B SR RN TR T R IR, T
X T ATl ) RIS ANAN S A Atk B i
L A PR e ) PR DG AR, i FL DG R U BR e o] 5
TTRHERIIKRR . AHFERN, BT LAT 0
B VA R g e R T TN b X T 2 i R R AT O

(Nakaya & Nakaya, 2006)., HAWFITINA A H

Fy WO AR ) 5 B AT O T AR TR G
R, WO H B R ) H AR AR S BT N
Z A A As i (Vitale et al., 2005) . T H A #E 5
BRI i 11 % AR TV RTE ST AN R BR T A 4 o B gk
by R AR B A 2 R O UH R 1) B =2 o Peets
EEN (2007) WFFERIL, JLEAEBUR S4BT
FEAR I T B R EUAT 4y S W 5 O A DR e s Ttk
LRFMFEMRE, LEERE OS5 R0 R A
TR A AR SR RS AT Ay SR, g HL=
A I R 7]

— S S T P P R O SRR U PR R R R AT T
P (U Crick & Dodge, 1994), T JH K HIBT 5 A
AR BB IR, 7R AR A ) N VA R R LA
HATHFEIZRE, G DR LA S 5T (=
A, 2003). EBCHMESUE, HIREMTBITR T HZ
T H 2 % Bedi Z A 401 Hudley 1 Graham
(1993) kil T —FBE X mB G D E A F
T, WA TR SR,

] P A IR S A Bt ) LEE AR BN T4
A AL RO E R 1) BE Y (I T, &
w, 2007a, 2007b). WARIS 110V
) HEAT T SF PERF ST, — T 5N e B
PE AL S E RN TR, R IBGHE B AR T
LB AT SN, i BRI B O
ML Z WY, Al FEh b E AR
MIEEIA N G2z, $EUL, 2008). 55—
WF 50 R RS G b 7 T2k 54 W AR B0t AT
FIHDR T 20, R B MR e ) TR i B AN
{100 447 T 00 1) A P R g e AR S P (14 eV T
W (R, R, 2004).

3 WHEAFEREE AR RBAIKXRE
3.1 FEMAEE SR ERE

Tt o S A SR S P AT D i 0 A
ALE BT AR B AR 7] . Wilkowski 25 A (2007)
N R R AR R R RE AR A A R R ) o
R D HHRRETREME. B — A AT RebE e R
SR (Attention-First Model), HI s & i1l snid
RO TR, AR5 Bt e e 1 B3k
TTHRRE, M=k T VAR 25 bl etk 2
BALSEAA (Interpretation-First Model), HIXdi
LETRD AL 2 5 B I o e FLHAT RS, WX P B8
VA BRI B R R I el AR G, AR AT SR 4k
A ST o
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R S A B S 2 BT 9 3 B A S AR B (W AR
B, BRI SN — o, 51ERMIA
HIM RT3 AT ARG, 7R R XA
le) 2 i J LT B AT BRI R A IR — ML ko Crick
5 Dodge (1994) & H 445 B L (Social
Information Processing, SIP) B¢ 4R T ANk
TET G AL 2o G BRI, X 3 R AR AT (¥ o A fig
B o b5 B T HERFRAMATE I LAt B
SREL 6 NP IR, m&A T HAT M. Crick 5 Dodge
(1994) X0 T Bl it s PR A AR R AR,
T AT A TE B PN B B, AN i R TR
HE X WA RIAT IS, ARG HERE R L
R, MR YRR R RIMATERE, ExAT
i, MEEEET RN SIMENE R, K5
R IR B2 B ek . B IR B 0 LR iR W
BN R, SBT3 R AR AR R i 1)
VA48 0 Bt RO AT R R B A R . Buts
B R REm A4, BEERAREAd 4. X1
WA 5 LI, DR A e Rl o S5 A oy R 2R
76N AN TR T I A BRI BOF AR 4R 22
TERZIEB T, B TS E = IR AR
o
fRFEL SR B P et — o B & T Re
XA IE AR BRI ARRE, S B R AR
F R SRAGFIIRAE T e Re, & 5 S sism
—ANEBEXIE T e R R e A3l R AR
TINEIE R FF 4G (Wilkowski & Robinson, 2008).
5 A RE DL 56 B R L KA I 5T ( Wilkowski &
Robinson, 2007 A4 A7 3¢ Bt 14 2w 1) IR 52 P
K AR LA B — s, Lt 41 Stroop =
PR 22 2 LA B o — a9, BT A
BHB R AT i1, X5 H AT R AME BT & P
BEAARRMID N, H i AT A A T8 B TR )
SR RIIEEE, AL ] PR I LA H 2 sl
(1418 . Wilkowski 55N\ (2008) 5IHE T VF £ HAb 45
AT R S B AL SR, e e i
FI8F5% (VanRullen & Thorpe, 2001) ', #F5TE 4]
RIAEA AR E BB &R AR H TR
W, MES AW L (gis), X—d
RATEAINANE S R i, B 45 2 410 2%
FedAA 5 Crick Al Dodge (1994) F SIP FHig s #F
R ACARTURTE, Anderson 25 A (2002) H—M%
W57 (General Aggression Model, GAM) #1537 £

fEREAR AT . BRI R P I ARRE 7 S A Y
B, H— 2oy, H = hFH P (Anderson),
B2 PP & 7E S AT R R (T HL 2 A 3tk it
s AR LRI S s Re A, B
X RIZIVEAT () &5 AR, AN S RICE BT
v, WA RS =AM a8 R, MR e TR
FHHSEW, SN N AR X (Anderson &
Bushman, 2002). —fBrdi B8 ik il R A
SERER R eI T B BN, B O AR R R
filt, N B B SE VPN 2 A AL, T SCRE
AR SE BT R o
3.2 XA FPEEY AR T
AR R A AT, AR, 4
IR FE SR T S0l TE R AN E RS E T DA S0 ]
[ ZERY B AT 4 o TS E AT ) U W 2 41,
FRE LS R A I B RO AR
BT Lok F R I, RO S AT SUE
IR s RE, 2— DA RE
(Wilkowski & Robinson, 2008) .
R AR AL MR . Huesmann
(1988) AP IN ) LEE 2 P LR B AT
A, RBCAAATIE T A (seripts), FF LA A 1)
SAELUG AT A RISk . Boehi ) LB F- i )L
HAEMPRE AL 2 NS BE L RIN, AR L2 A AN
W07 A BLAAE PN BVAS )54 o) 7L B AE AR A
o Brb A — B BURAE SR, Zid 2 gtk
ES I INSCEAT N IR T RedE . X — I FEAEE
S T AX LT O HR B [ 7 Bk vk B, X —
AATERAE AR A FE. Berkowitz (1990) [N
A T X2 (Cognitive Neo-Associationistic
Theory) W ABGHPER DAL, 54 FAT i 7Eid
2R HAHBR RAE L, I HARZS 2 45 A IS 05
Anderson (2004) F— Bk BRI T A 1)
WL, e B AR — AN Bk PR O AR
KT WS HARFI B A G AR 54, TR
AT A O IR 2e R It Bei itk . SO E
ORI i 1) R I AS PR SCEE ARG . AN AD AU Btk
R ShHRAE, RINT B4 SO0 T RE T
Y] oMt Caccessibility ) (U1: Anderson &
Bushman, 2001; Bartholow et al, 2005; Carnagey &
Anderson, 20050, X H T &2 KAACIZE ME
BRI R EY, B SRR B AR S B R E
Z—, fERER AR RESE BT AT Rk kAR, Bl
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FIEPREH S T ME R, WNEEE T Bt
L1141 N R TR 7S SR RS N T A S G PR K
] o 50 T DRI ) 2 A T Bk 25 AN B LE i B S 17
AR, MBS AIE PR IR LR R A BLE 27T
B DRI U DR ) AN R AR AR I T
A .

A D T o) (P 90 A b o B ok 2 1 Sk
PR B T HEENZLR, THREITHZ R
IOAIE TIX—&5 0t . (HR X LRI 5T A0 A J -2 B
T b O, I AR 2 ST BR AR R I B
(Wilkowski & Robinson, 2007). UHTiHTIA, 35450
B (RATE LR WA W] RETE S — AN 3 st sk
ITHARAERE, ARG RIEAM LR (Wilkowski &
Robinson, 2007; VanRullen & Thorpe, 2001). 1% —
WEAERHERE, A R BT8R — AN B P AT [ B
BOCHHAT IR AR TR, b X AME B AR
BOSPER, R EEBM LR, o 5HMRE
V&R, WHeEEgR, SHRBRT
I, S IARRBAH T B 2% BT 5 e AT A AR K
ful (i e 625 B 2 IR S IR BEIE (Wilkowski &
Robinson, 2008). Wingrove Fil Bond (2005) FIA/f5T
BRI — RIS VE RO P9 ) I R A
X, FIXHAL R, RIERRAHEN S E R R A
N T2 HEM 4, EHARRIZE G, SR
BIR TR ENAAT, il o 1)
TSR], X ER) A Bl S AR BEE Rl . 25
SR, TR i B AR S R I S b B P )
PR R SRR by e B PRI, T ELB S B e i vk
A B TR R A 3 s A B P ) - B B TR G o
XA SEIGIE S T AEMAK R — 15 B TR e, &
165 22 [0 I [ 3 7 00 8 05 A R AN AH 25 10 45 15
(Wilkowski & Robinson, 2007). Wilkowski % A
(2007) HHRZNEATE 5T Briki & MO LR P o] 1
BRI WA [ 2 2R HVERLINT (8], A LBl S A5 0
A R, il RS O, 45 R R I
R R I ] T T 22 () I U] 25 R A5 v P R
R, MAHE LR RN, XL IR
AW S BRI, AR AU TR B T AR
B 716 1] R AEAE TSI aRiA st f2
3.3 XA MIEEL AT

WP BRAT &5 B YE, Buh & £k
M SR LR, MBEMERRIBEE mLE, RE4
R ACAZ T A (R AH ELIBE R RS 25 1T R JAS, #R

TAT LRI, AR D BSOS AR, T
T BRI PR T 17 A e X AR 1) A T
fERE S R T — B Be B VIR A Az T B, R
FSCRE VA DR i ) A T MOk 1k IR AR GE AT B 2
( Takarangi, Polaschek, & Hignett, 2008 ) . 7T
Berkowitz (19900 FIAKIHNBAN 3 HE T, iz
LRI R B S ARG, R RS A
BRI I G R o HLSERR W] L2 IACAS 8] Dy ik
PR RO AR P 0 AF Bk A2 Ris AT, i
TR TEGEIEE, A7 T RS E) .

FFRREDE ST B T AR Y, Wilkowski
Ej Robinson & AR FEAL /LAY (1148 7 & (Wilkowski &
Robinson, 2007; Wilkowski & Robinson, 2008). {H &
Wilkowski 55\ (2007) (K155 B B A7 1AM R
BB, RIABIRGE T I TR 5067 ) 2200 . JL SR
AT B E RS T A AR (RO SR
BSOS PERDD PRI )R A v e iR A 1 2
R AN B IER] . MRS B AT AL S A
Rt/ 2, (0 Wilkowski 25 A (2007) 5
KRB A B S R AR LR, IS Sk S
PR AN A 2 45 U 75 24 2 BE 22 A n e U
X B A LR, R R AR R, 2
SRR SE 56 AE FAR 5 1 P A3 45 R (Gordon,
2004), BETT T B PRSI0 AT A AT S RO B AR
ife FIX —HEFE ARG WIFA R B,
T i 1) — e el SRR S RS, I ZE A A
[E%, BRI NRAAF B AE, A
O SR SR ) 5 & A R 2R, JAIIGE
R, 200500 TS AVE i 1) FE S 7 R I A BT 3
BUREAFHDT ), At T8 S A A
AT AT 5 SR AT R AN RRIE . 1y L
A 1] PR A ZE ML B ) AT AERR T, 22 RS [ R B
T HR AR R e R O TR 8, Wy sy
PEAR A A 5 0] 1) R AR 2 ol T B PESOE e T
AR B R R SR A AR A R R
DR AT PR DA AV M 1) ) A 1 T B
Wbk T 82 R B, P AT 4 A n AR A
(parallel distributed processing model, PDP) A JyiE
p=X I PRERY7 NSO G ALY S NEITE € ]
%5, IEH 2008¢) . XLy R 17 A A HLH] B 1
WAHLBATSCRF Wilkowski 55 A (2007) X B 71k
A 1) R AR BT AR S

RO SRR 0T R I S R R 4 Y 1) B AL T



-826- BRIk

2009 4

SCRFR eI TR G 5 R A g, IX
FFATER B PERE TR H Ao oI AR B a5
RN SR RS A, XN LIRS
AN S BT B R e, T R
RS R TR AR B B BT AR

4 NEERE
4.1 HERIMIXARIRL

AR [ Py B A O 1 -5 VA Rl 1] FRRIE 5
R EAW, EWEET —eG ST R
BT S, B P H B s i B =
) 5 AR [ (< 2, AR BRI , TFs
— R BGE B R R A (e &k, RR,
e, 20050, FEJRE, FIREZ BT W Dodge
5 Huesmann 25X S AT RF B+ 45 5N
T (Geen & Donnerstein, 1998) /4R Bk 145
B R R E AL, IF HE AT B
T Can: #AE =, UL, 2008; Db,
iET, 2007a, 2007b) HA EHGEH] SIP BEAYAE N
HRHR T, SIP FEALE S RRE AL AR A& 1

of LU A B ok 284 5 1) B 1) R e S5 1
E BT AFAE— 2200 ok, BB xSt
ML TIETE,  HORETTT SR R AT S A%
BT, 0 A IR, BIESIRAS, XA HAR ML
B, LA RE T A% A T Bt .
R, FERRFEIT I AT AR S 9 FH &b S O 1)
X, ACHM 2 BT (B3E, JSIEHE, 2008a;
%, WIEH, 2008b) REMAFFTIEERA  Stroop
B E B IE R RINE 2 Stroop Uk, HWFRIEEE
BERAE I B 5=, HWPIN SR A5, (L
ACHF R T 0 K 2 A o e B PE AR I 5

T %oF L TRl A/ 3o 2 U1 R s 1) B 0 S50
[ Y ORI FE AR U0 5y 5T PN 28 LA BT 9 4
P FAFAEAS R o [ P %o B 3 v T i ) (R T 22 S
JLEE, TR AP R A, BRI R T
Tid: (ZEREK, R, 2004) XA LLEBEEER
NHE, AR5 IR SR 2 B AR i A
TN o A BE HP M & T TR 2, B
2 M)A BT B 2 (045 R TR s R A A
K. ¥, sEsk, 2007a, 2007b), LI
A [l BRI T Al =, BE80L, 2008; 251,
TR, 2004) ikt Hatab TRAEMN B, IHRHY
S B A B ) 5 A AR SRl 5T A E R
AL, B A RN PR MRS, JERcE AT

T o B A PR T N
4.2 RRE
4.2.1 TAZMIWTEXNRANRITHEE TERE
AL

EEE MM ANy, FEAESE
Stroop . MM RIEA . LR S
. Garner YLLK ILM G G2, Fbe
R, 200500 B A A OUHR S, TR S 1)
e, AR SR 2 1 LR E . 4
JE RIBIR 2 F 85 AT 5 9 2 2e 8 ok 2 1 2 O
o e #E B RE A 9T AT DA R 45 18 2 T
i B SRR M B RGE R R R AR 1
BRI RS kA, BRI E BRI B4 ie sk
INPREE . A JE BT AT DAV 2 R = S,
B B & AL E T A2 T R .
#E Stroop B3\ (Wuhr & Frings, 2008), i T 5g3%
IPEZ TR THANE], B8 Al & ml
R b AT S
4.2.2 FRFMMHEEARNZ

ot - Bt 2 U5 R ) B 9 A 2, RN
TR 2L EH UK 58 . AR I RS B
o IR U BRI 2551 i A — 5 10 T e IR 45 T4k
&0 VERPERE, S BGh e DT R A o)
E RN ZRfeik 2R D IUAR 20 B 1, ikt 705k
& TR U BRI 556 S bt B ) TR AR 1) i
4.2.3 EIEFERITERINAFFHiEHUNI5EG

IR R SRR R O R IR B
TESE, PRSI (R LIRS #2400 2 Ok ) I HE 2
Heo LA, FREERTHRES 4 B AN I R K S O
e S — A i L HER T A S R . (Hi
T I G P (10 S S S R T LUARORG 5 PR
ARG HR, AN AEAE I B SERR ] e 1 AN ARG
ST SRR AT TR VTR B ) B R O 3
BT 2 S B — A, AT TR R BT VR AR R P T 1)
R BN S R AR T S SO L . DA, AT
—SE PRI 5T DU ER AT IR B 38U\ R [ fr 22
fitto HJE, BIZHIRRIFA AR L F KR, ER
Rt —SeR B PEIPE A, SO S0 = S IR U i,
{2 B8 3 B SR PN R N it 72,
IR LA G KRR 2 T RER T R G A 2 —
ST BRI LA

Tk 25 (3 7 O 1) 5 AR A [n) PRI AT 4 LE S80I ¥R
N AETEARARIR R, AR R R T fig —
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FIIHLEL BIWT MR, Al sl o F i
PSRN ER AT D, AR SRR A

S
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On the Relationship between Attentional Bias and Attribution Bias of Aggressors

YU Feng, GUO Yong-Yu
(School of Psychology, Central China Normal University, and Hubei Human Development and
Mental Health Key Laboratory, Wuhan 430079, China)

Abstract: Attentional Bias and attribution bias are especially important in the researches of aggressors’ cognition.
Aggressors have preferences to hostile cues and also inclined to interpret the ambiguous situations in a hostile way.
There are two possibilities of the relationship between attentional bias and attribution bias, which are Attention-First
Model and Interpretation-First Model. Attention-First Model persists the idea that attention is at the beginning of the
cognitive processes and left interpretation processes behind, but Interpretation-First Model do not. Each model has
its supporting researches and the relationship between attentional bias and attribution bias is not clear. The
innovation of research paradigm and experimental design and the importance of application researches must be
considered in future.
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