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Abstract

This study examined the effects of the violent images of cartoon and live-action on children’s ex-
plicit and implicit aggression. The quantity of hot pepper sauce that participants added in the be-
havioural experiments is used to measure children’s explicit aggression. The Implicit Association
Test (IAT) paradigm was used to measure their implicit aggression. 79 valid data (including 26
subjects in cartoon video group, 28 subjects in live-action video group, 25 subjects in control
group) were analyzed. The results showed that: 1) the animation video led to significant increase
of explicit aggression, while the live-action video did not; 2) neither animation nor live-action
video led to the significant increase of participants' implicit aggression.
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Figure 1. The average of chili sauce tablespoons of subjects and
the results of their post-hoc test
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Table 1. The effect of interclass variables to both explicit aggression and implicit aggression
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Figure 2. Evaluation result of video material
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