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Abstract

Objective: Study the characteristics of face recognition among college students of different aggres-
sion levels, and have a deep insight into the internal mechanism of individual attack behavior.
Methods: Using stratified cluster sampling, we obtained 128 college students from Southwest uni-
versity including freshmen and senior students. With BPAQ aggression questionnaire and implicit
association test (IAT), we sorted out four kinds of subjects, high and low explicit aggression, high
and low implicit aggression, according to the principle of 27%, each of 30 people. Next, subjects of
different aggression levels performed face-object recognition experiments. The dependent varia-
ble was the reaction time and accuracy of subjects. Results: 1) There was a significant difference
(P < 0.001) in response time between faces and objects. The response time of the individual rec-
ognition object was significantly greater than that of the recognition face. 2) Groups of different
aggression levels had no difference in face-object recognition tasks. Conclusions: 1) The response
speed of recognition faces is faster than that of the object. 2) The levels of aggression do not affect
the individual behavioral indexes in face-object recognition tasks.
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FIWT AT . WERBGEPERI AP B B PEAL T AR I TR, A SRt R R L8 24 (Rl i) 45 & P BR Bcd
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MBS N R RE Y. Hrp LR AR A2 A v ) — DU itk 2 N A Th R, Al
PO AL ABIE . HERES . thathn, . FRATMIRSEE — AN EFPGR, A BT A0
(A S A FNIAEEIE R 1F R b, T FL R — B A 52 0 A T AN R Bt A 7K S AR S A 1 T L
WONRE I ——T AL - WA A E R ?
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Table 1. Target concept words and attribute concept words used in IAT
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Table 2. IAT procedure
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Figure 1. The experimental materials in face-object recognition task
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Figure 2. The experimental process in face-objective re-
congition task

B 2. mfl - MRAES L RIEE

W BON AR SR, AT IERANEE IR S5t HAG M IR #5900 LA_E A W] Ak N R3S, 1R
SEIGI BOAE A St 10 R 1E U SEIR B B i s B2 I I Af 22

3. &R
3.1. WIS SRR

FEAN B E, ARSI 44545 (64.20 £ 5.61) R K T w4 Bt 1 41454 (90.47 £ 5.45), t=
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PRI EAR S B0 BRAFAE 2 I (P22, A5THE, 2003) 0 IX BEAF 5T A 24 S AN AR X 420445 T FLAR A 1) 22
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