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Abstract

As the consciousness of “Family” plays the role of core value of Chinese, we know, “Love the Family,
Care the Family and Protect the Family” has become an important part of the values of Chinese. To
further verify the protective role of familyism values in the development of youth, and understand
the current status and relationship between youth’s familyism values, empathy and aggressive
behavior, we surveyed 462 young students from three universities in Chongqing with question-
naire method. The result shows that, familyism values and empathy are significantly negatively
correlated with aggressive behavior, and familyism values are significantly positively related to
empathy. Empathy plays a part in mediating the influence of familyism values on aggressive beha-
vior, proving that familyism values are an important inhibitor of violent attitudes, and familyism
values influence the aggressive behavior of individuals through empathy.
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R

FEAN ‘X7 WBRREFROMERER, X, X, PROEAHEAMERTHEZHRRD
AB—PRIERKEE XMERN FERBORIPEER, TRIRFEXEEINER. BEMNZEE
ZRIBPR BRI R, HMEN B EEREE XM ERABE R MER, ACRARSERETE
R =Fma62 B FEELE . FIARNREE MER SBHME MEBE AR E SR, KE
FEXHEREBEEE IEM K. BRHEEREE XIMERN BT AR R BT ER TN KER,
ZKBE T X E L I B XA B Bt AT = A i

XK ia
FEESWER, B, JdtiTh, e
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1. 5]

KM EAE G RZ L, P B ST S B AR R SO (0, 1988). R HIEA “I%2%, 1
Wy i, X Teftl, EZRTW. 7 RUME 57 EEIT T E R E L, S E TR E R
o 7 XT R ENTE ARG BN RIRE K7 30, BRLE TR RSO IR,
BT AR EIN, R ER 0 B Z AR (P2 5T, Fairbank, 5KELET, 2003). RiEHRAE
A Z ) B AP ENANEF R XA LEE, RARA; SE AR, TR iR. B
ARG RE AR IAL,  “K7 fERE AP ORA SR, —RHTTORAE R REZHA
KX B EAR SN B ORI EER (T2, BT, 2015), [RS8 [F SR o 1A AR 2k sz
20115 200, BREKED, 2015), NFE XK ANK R AT IRKITUE, RATHBERII S EE S5 RO,
20110 E— T [ 5 AN SBE AN R TT R RIS AWl PR 0 22 57 it B T 7
HaF (2N, 2014). SERITUKRESK, >HEFRBICEANRY &2 OREE “IEREE, EEFH. IE
HFER” A (CHEPBRIAEBED FERW T TRE. KEMFRA, R RN RTE s R E
FMRROAT@ s KEME” o PEARAKREMNEZWS, T HEANS, KEERAAZLN
ERTERI(EHX, 2004). 25, S, §7 2K RO RN AHE UL B 22 B 7

L1. REEXHEREEFRFEER

FJEF XA E M (Familism Values) & —F B A £ T SCHIA N EN, N BT FE, NR%HE
XS BE T SAMEMR T H CR A E .

EAtEZ8 8, Burgess A1 Locke B RS 5E S SCAHMEMLATE 9 X 9] BUACAS N 32 SR A% Geaoll At 2 Ry
fEPEH, NS BE SR R BRE R 4 0] FB A1 [4] 45 (Burgess, Locke, & Thomes, 1963). George (1986)
oRm B, R SRRE R 4 1A BLZ AR 2R 5 8 R IR SN B 5 E 2 SUMMEW Y Sabogal “5(1987)K %
JE 3= SCAERLE SCAS AR S RE BN RAIAR B, DAAS N LS BE A 91 SRR IR, A A% X2 ) 55 BA

ik
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JAF P i i 2 BRGS0 BERRAE s Steidel A HL[A] 55(2003) IR, FKEEF SUHME I B A A0 H
JIT @ 1% 00 R BE AN Jie SR BE SR N [RI AR, DA RO [R]— SR BE A 0 DA, FL BRI 2R 70 9 RRAIE (1) 5 Z ek
%o I Knight F1 Carlo (201 1)F8H, FEE 3 SUNMME I T8 — N AN OME I At m) T 4697 3 A% O XK iE
B L E TG IR K BE R i, TR 5K BE A O TR AE BLSCHR, 4B R o2 . AR . KEXCHR S
SR UL SRR R LS5 JUANERE o AREFEIN A, FRBE £ X E e 3 T R ES i 5 R, Me 55k,
FRERA M)A AR I LN F BRSO E R, RS BIAE RN, X FEE S WONRHERI N EA &R, B
AN BN Z RS SURIE . WIS E 55 LA RAT RIS E UK g NS 1 .

XF 5 BE T S BRI 7 32 A b T 56 7 56 BN B 3K 3 UMW 9T, Bl v R hi R 3
EHZ DS ER, KREIF TR AR T RE TR KRB RIFIER R, Wl v FErta o
DIRE ORI IR 3R (b ) o i R AR/ AT A Rl A 9) (Ayon, Marsiglia, & Bermudez-Parsai, 2010;
German, Gonzales, & Dumka, 2009). %K EE £ XM EW -5 H4F 1 & = 488 98 (Campos et al, 2014;
Schwartz et al., 2010), [FIFS 0] PATRINEAR KT HIH 5 WAL SME A B (Gonzales et al., 2011; Zeiders et al.,
2013) 5%/ K947 B 21 JRAT J9(Marsiglia, Parsai, & Kulis, 2009). R, fEXHi R HEFREE T UMER S
FASAT A RFI T, Knight, G. P. 5 4th 1[5 5 7 5] WK 1) (Knight, Carlo, Basilio, & Jacobson, 2015)
HGAIA] (Knight, Mazza, & Carlo, 2017)F77 HIUER] | X E 3= SCAME W 55 74 81 65 56 1 5 4 R AT A I T
MVER o 3T S RE 3 SUMME RS P4 FH B RE, — 2822 0 m R BE XN E S 5L BRI 48 S IR
#H2%(Bush, Supple, & Lash, 2004), [FI0} K EEHFEAE T A] 5 14 2 R RS RER IR (Rodriguez, Mira, Paez, &
Myers, 2007), XLe#AT B T KKAT 06 . AL sl e /R R, AT RE, 2R AR ZEAT K
(B AR 2, AN AT REJR 9B (Hirschi & Stark, 1969). S8 BE T SUMME MRS, AMAXT FEERKRE 58
WA, Bk X — LR BRI A R O AU AR B XU AT A P AR HE A AN B (Brooks,  Stuewig, & LeCroy,
1998).

1.2. RE. WEHITASBR

B — B2 3 S B S,  BUH AT AR R A B FA AT R, HEE HEHAT A
BrArER T, WX A BRI M5 E s HL(Anderson & Bushman, 2002). B AT MMM R B2
FEAEE R, HAMAMERT . KA. BN, BES AR R (Twenge & Campbell, 2003; Hosie,
Gilbert, Simpson, & Daffern, 2014; Turner & White, 2015), R, BEHEAT BN TRIN & 24 F0
PR E DL R A 25 IR RS 3 BN U BRI S T, I A SR B AT ok b 2 #4331 % K G F (Hamama & Ro-
nen-Shenhav, 2013). FEEVEA N M H AT 06 f Yo el 2 BRI 0] R A A5, WAMA R Bt A &

SO, SRR TR I, AT 5K RE RN 5 A A 2 BT B BRSSO SR AR 5 V) K R (Searight,
Reuterman, & Russo, 1996). K47 J a4 m iR 224, H R AR SRE I et i BRI 0%, 20 7%,
TRETE, 2010), WERACBEAREIRMESCRAN . IRMR MK BERRES, T2 AL, A, ZAMEE T
KL T, MAZTRKKNCLE LA 5 B AL S AT 9, 046 BAE R I 26 % 58 R T i 2 ) A
HATH(Gover et al., 2008)0 XU AT Jyr= A2 W RIEH MERIFE K, CHAEBHTTIRE, B RNZ
MBI AR — AN H R (B, #i#AR, 2008; Ciucei & Baroncelli, 2014), #Z L& RESIIAMAR
B tH B 2 (M 47 8 (Piko & Pinczés, 2014). #4105 B AR 41 FE AT DU I 51 A 4 Bt & IR 2015 26 R A 1
Bdidr 9 T R FE I — A ER AR N B RE 0, FERUMMEBE W RUCR BRI AT 7> 3 RE s Al RAT
NBRR R, BbRATEAIT N(Stanger, Kavussanu, & Ring, 2012). %F/MERIFE 1 7K T Brds A7 N A
R, FACA AT DLd I 55 57 1 LA 18 SR PR 28 77 167 4 (Swick, 2005), FKEEXF M 15 7K1 1) K e
R EZEEH, TFAREAMERRE X UNMENR 5B 1E /KF 2 IEAM % (Knight, Carlo, Basilio, & Jacobson,
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2015), —HE2EEIR, EFRBEAEET, S K RE 3 SCUHE M ACBEBE H] BB X T 42 th 2 9 5K BE A A AR )
TSR, IX SR Ad HW A PR RE S0 ' (Armenta, Knight, Carlo, & Jacobson, 2011; Calderon-Tena, Knight, &
Carlo, 2011).

MEAE SCHR AT LA s SRE E UMM EDWE A ORAP PR F E 4 22 A BN, O S0 A SG IR 36 (W i Ak
I R ) PR 3Rt S IR AR SCANAM IRV E o AEX T SR RE 3 SUM BN B VEAT D s i (1) L3 E AT 98
T, SR A N LR AR . AT TS B R T R S E M R B A AT 1
BRI, BRI S E SR BEH AT AR e, A RS =& 2 B R A e . DUR
BN BE F SAMES AME B AT R CRA AR I SCUEUE SR, 3F— 5 A K e Al 2 @ s iR At —
JE IR SCRF RIS B4R

2. 5%
2.1. W&

KA BB 77, SRR = s L 500 A ERRFA AT M & IHE, iz bEkn
5, WG, [FEERNE 462 4y, MAERERN 92.4%. HAF 54 143 4y, 24 319 . W,
BHEAAE 264 4, RKT2AAE 196 4. K— 192 4y, K182 4y, K= VL E 98 #y, PR 19.90 £ (SD =
1.54).

22. ARTEHE

2.2.1. IREEXMEW

KH B9 5 2 SUME =R = K E E SUME WL, 256 A B A 5 RE 3 S B 1)
S AT 26 ANEH, RIB 1200 43174, 600 43210 H i IR R MR R8T, 53IER
4 16 NMEH, BREFELSAO6 MEE) FKECREAG AN E)MZREFOSBG M) =A
IUERE, =ADUEFERSEE TN 0789, 0.749 A1 0.786, HERIEEEN 0.890. 600 £ ik 11 K & 4>
M, BEWATEFRT: ¥/df =2.823, RMSEA =0.055, CFI=0.956, NFI=0.911, GFI=0.943, SRMR
= 0.039. LA SCROSCAAME B SR P R BEE U R (A0 T7, RALEE, 201ENERRR, AER
SAbRIAER R ECN 0.797. B, AEREA RGFIMSEEE, w7 DUH T4 5 EE 3 UM EW I &

22.2. BiF

F& 1t N\ B s S 46 $5 &: 2 (Interpersonal Reactivity Index, IRT) &, iZ%&E % M Davis T 1980 £E 4w,
MEHRKEM AN, A RIS AW FTd BN bR 5O $8 5 3R i LA DS I R A
SrER. BIEIET A)IME LM O RS AR B A N A, BRI WA
KAR(T R E AR BRI RN O B s ], SRR BN AT . R 5 st r, | RRws
AFFE, 5 RRTRM G AT, WG N E— Bt BBl 0.701 1 0.765. SEERGEN
0.809.

2.2.3. WiEMITHA

Bt VEAT v e Bt i) 45 (Aggression Questionnaire)dll &, 1% 3% H1 Buss 1 Perry X} Buss-Durkee #0X}
i %5 (The Buss-Durkee Hostility Inventory)f&1] flifs, =53 29 NMEH, W GAKEHO ). SELEGS
) (T DRI (8 AU AT 1 A A — B RECN 0.94, &7 4ERE I R — 20 Ry
RS HIE 0.85, FikKk 0.72, B 0.83, B 0.77, KM Likert 5 xiihsr, 3 9 A 16 AN
ATy o A5 By ) 2 1 P9 3 — 20 R0 0.880, BRI N 0.731, FEREN 0.712, &
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N 0.779, BEN0.767.
2.3. XEIFZERESZEXLLZHRE

K H] Harman 5 PRSI 7E (A, AL, 2004)8 Fr A BBUEAT IR R IR F 4. 45 R1E3) 13
T B AE TR R EN 20.27%, /N T 40%. BRI, AHEFEAEAE L F 7 %00 % -

24. EF

K HI SPSS22.0 # A AT A-MOS22.0 X ## Gt i3 bt LA S ASE Y (1 A4
3. &R
3.1. BEFREENMEN., BESHHMHITANXR

3.1.1. BEREEXMENR. BEMBHETHHEIXR

TS RE T SCOMENL . B M EAT N =AW TR REAT R T, GOR IR 1. R 1 AR,
FBEL N S 2 0.454 (R 25 10, B MEAT 970 0l 5 5B = SCMELL #245 & 0.247 A1 0.407
5538 ARG o SR SCIMEDUL . A AL PEAT P R 0 S 2B AR S it — D AR IR R BRI T WD I 3H

Table 1. Correlation between family values, empathy and aggressive behavior (N = 462)

=1 REEXMNMEN, BESHEMTHEXXRITN = 462)

RR2k NS FREE Sy A=Y
FKREF RS 67.44 10.07
4Py 50.16 6.87 0.454"
Bk AT e 76.99 15.02 -0.247" -0.407"

3.1.2. BIERP AR

G, B RSN AR R O (UL, WY, 2014) BARR(HE T UIMEM) TR EEFE).
DRI A B (M AT D) xS PR A2 B (R 300 45 23 3 FFBUSMEL I e Al 15 203 028 B — 50 £ U EWL
by, BB LA MR TEAT (R0 AR) .

AR LR AR AT, PIANE FSE E SNMEN . Bt S BB AT R =3 [0 A A BB K R,
HARAT A RN M 26 AT 9 T RAEART TR 32 2R, BASTE S RE 32 UM B 5 Bl AT 9 2 1)
BAFNER], SRR SR A RN IR PP Gl B, 9k, feAZs, X402, 2004), FliE
MIEAR VAT, R AEREATIE D B A OB g G5 R ILAE 2,

Table 2. Test of mediating effects of empathy between family values and aggressive behavior (N = 462)
2. BREREETXNMERSHEMITABMF NN = 462)

K96 FE P ISy SE t R?
W Y =-0247X + ¢ 0.067 —5.469%%* 0.061
IR 2 M = 0.454X + e, 0.028 10.922" 0.206

0.071 —1.649 0.170
HIR3 Y =—-0.079X + (=0.371)M + e3
0.104 ~7.779

HH2e 2 mlgn, B 3 S E I B0 HEAT NS RUN ¢ = —0.247 B2 (p < 0.001), ZKEEF SR E T
BIEMBAE RS a = 0454 B3 (p < 0.001), FKEEE SCMER AR BA1E N B 28 806 B AT A SR
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AH b=-0.371 BF@p<0.001), HZEc'=-0.079 (p=0.100) R EZ. WIFEPABNAAITEF, av b. ¢ i
F, H AR, FILBETEREE UMEW BT N Z TR e A ER . AR ab = —0.168
FRA RN N SR N R TTRR R a-be = 0.682, Bl 68.2%, H A 250N R IR A% B F 7 2248 57 sqrt(0.167 — 0.059)
=0.108 (10.8%).

3.1.3. BIENPNHBEE Amos L5175 TRER

AR A, MR SR BE S E S M B MEAT A I 251 7 FE AR, JF2R H Bootstrap % T DU IE
5 A%, ki, BRASE, 2012). R CFA RIGas R, B SHIERLA REF, ¢/df=1.797, RMSEA
=0.042, NFI=0.974, TLI=0.982, CFI=0.988, GFI=0.979, AGFI=0.961, SRMR =0.0363, WXl 1.

Figure 1. Intermediary model of empathy between familyism values and aggressive behavior

1. BREREEXNERSHEEITAZ BRI RN ER

Table 3. Path coefficients of structural equation models

3. GMEERANERERY

T H Estimate Lower Upper SE P

Bll<--FEEE X 0.597 0.496 0.690 0.059 o
Bt AT <~ E 3= L 0.059 -0.121 0.268 0.120

B AT <--Fo i -0.602 -0.781 -0.428 0.110 o

e 3 AlAL FEE MENS BAE M ERE RS, BESIEGE T AN ERE, KEE UNENR
B HEAT A B2, T, B TE S N EW S Bh AT N (R 52 A A E
4. Wig
4.1. BEREENNMEN,. BESHGHITANEXS T

AR AT FE R 5 S R S BE E SUMEL S RS TS RN MEAT AP ARG, Horh 4R 52 32 SUME S
BiE R IEMG, DMK, TLmBEK PRI, S5A0REE S EE AR g Hho T 22 32 75 22 Rt
K FR NIIE SR A % (Knight, Carlo, Basilio, & Jacobson, 2015). X £ SCIME M SRAS NTE KB 7K A 75 5
A SR ) SE RIS B, IR 5 5168 Al D3 FE W B ARG 88 b AR R X %8 B & (Lugo Steidel & Contreras, 2003), X
BR —J7 T A DUEAMATE O N B AR LG, i RN, WREHIE “2BEURANZE,
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MEHULNZG” , WRERRANER . 5T, FEFAEREZENE AL, MRSt
SCRF EEORIE . — (B, FsREE, KOG T, 2018), s —NTEM HICA I 20 e — ) S (i
AN SRR AN B SR IE M (Miller, 1975), RAFAIFEW 52 HIAMEP B A B T MR Sl A e . K
JE E S E S U AT R AUHR, e 1 S0 2 SCOMEDIL R ORI PR T, R o A 8 B o A e
HAF RS RE, 58 5 b B A R B 5 3L R AR SRR IS, ETTON T YRS SR TR K
B H A AT R ([ X, 2004). AT & <87 PRSI AEAG MALE RO JE o D R TR
i, SIS FHERAEME AL, ), MRREREACH R MBEEAT A 2 0OHCH), BiE2 M kh T
B T FSR B RN BB 2T 51 K S 22— B AR 1 B A6 (2 U, T A, £ AR 2013),
KA AT NI H S N R« XESZ RS, B AT 2 MR B B AT = AL A AR
XA 5 TN BRI SR — B0

4.2. BEREEUMNMEN . BRESHHEEITREHNSH

T Y 3 oA B A 1 = 2B R A R R, R VS A, BT R T A
WL B HEAT A 45 7 PR . 45 SRR ISR E S SUME L 5 0 . Bt 5 Tk M AT 9 1) ) B 4
BB, (AR L SUNMEI ST AT I B A RO B35 . X U SRR 3 SUM W3 i 175 0 T A7
SN TRV BE R B2 S IR R 75 4R SR X SO D R B AT i R P iR 3 e AP A 01 T FRE
F S R R T VAT P A B A A ROSARA . R o, REE SR S WL T 4 8
PEMERT, RN, FEE. REMFREBMEELE, “57 RAMHAETEE RO, T
AR B0 AT N R A T R LR, BEHEAS, 2015). SREE NS HIBAT, FELHI R Fe s rnt
FIOREA T MR SR E TR RS RAESAT A MR, R4, AE. 20
FEEIREE, ANAE A AR LR 5 RE (303 5 2N H SR RE U5 TSR, AT R T 28 5 B KA R A 22 £
PR . SRTTEATER IR, ST U Tt 47 9 I B I AN A BB S0, 5 S i % 1)
BT AR TGE AT A, AR T — R RE AR, REEEBZME T, AR R 52 I
AT, REE—WRIEE . WRTERT % YRS IR BT BB/, 4R Baumrind (1978)MIWF T, 5%
BT AT IOTF OB E R AR, AL B SR e vk, I LR A2 BT, SR
%, A, RIS R I, FREENE T S T AR, LRy rho, EAR B I
G, TS BRI B AECHE B 95, SAM, 2017). (EREEMN T TGS, BEEELTHIENIN
W, M FREM TR S0, R XA AR AT SR EE X 55 RUR AR RE FAEIER,  LALRS 5k
FKE S AU AR IR F7, SR BT AMATR AR SERIIMERS, AR T AT A B 1 1
il
5. &g

TR RE L S SUME W . Bt S AT R IIG, T4 5 X S W SRS 525 TE K,
S EAT B G, R SR AT 5 U

AR S RE 1 S SUPMEL R Bk AT B B A P A SRR, B F SR BE A SO LR 5 e
TR B 5 A M P AE o SRBE 2 UM E B B 1 S A A I Bt AT 7K <
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FETT, WAMEQ2017). SCBF#FE T A B EBCR I, HFH 15 (36), 66-67.
TrAS, BREREE, DEREEL2012). AN BRI VAR R B RIS R, O LRESHE, 28(1), 105-111.
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