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Abstract

The experiment studies the relationship between the sense of power and aggressive behavior. In
the experiment, the participants’ sense of power was initiated by the context recall task, and then
the competitive reaction time task paradigm was used to measure the aggressive behavior of the
participants, and examined the influence of the sense of power on aggressive behavior. The results
showed that the level of noise penalty selected by the participants with high sense of power in the
competitive reaction time task was significantly higher than that of the control group. This result
suggests that the sense of power increases the individual’s aggressive behavior. The article con-
cludes with a discussion of the reasons for the increase in power-induced aggression.
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1. 5|8

Bt 5% —HRWM AR S EE NG, WM ER5IELS ZREM . SBEAT AT
WAL, HWRGEBEAT RN, f857 B AT R, X T AT BGE A7 P A
5% U AR BA AR BRI R o fEAL RN, RO & S AR TAT . WE SR kB
FER, NBUFRIZEIPGTEE RS8BT, R I RBahF,  PET- AR A B
7, HEHELEH “BUIMERT)” X — SRR R (FLIE AL, 2004). B8, XERESHERIFER
(RS- R AU RN B AT AR B VIR K R

Moz — O AU E N, fEAL R R, AMERA BB SR A A ], JEP T RE A X
flt NG ERRIAT 9 BT B2 ) (Keltner, Gruenfeld, & Anderson, 2003). fe Gt SN NAUS & —FhEi 28 &
AL R R — Mg, THEERUEAF R MABRS, BRI A0SR, SRR B
AR R AAAL,  BIAY /7/#(Galinsky, Gruenfeld, & Magee, 2003; Btii = & #E#z, 2013). WF
REWNBITERE TR, BB T AL 850), AR #A A gl 2 sk A2 5 3 O L
KT BRI AOE AL S (Galinsky et al., 2003). BT E& R IFHRAE T ATIERHIE, 23] T2 HRE T
KV, HETRZHAI T Z MR T R A 5% TR O A A O BT 9 5200 B BIE 78 K
By BVESRAR B O BT Ay AL AR B 2, i B o BV RS i A mT RS v A P AR S AT
NHIAT e

T, AP, BUTBRSEEEMEREIE RS, WD AT RG], ESIA R AR
A VA A AR 2R, T RERS 42 8 B & ML 1S A0 75 3K 47 F(Galinsky, Magee, Gruenfeld, Whit-
son, & Liljenquist, 2008; Kifer, Heller, Perunovic, & Galinsky, 2013; Kraus, Chen, & Keltner, 2011). K, #
AR SRR T AZLAREPRE, AT N EGERA, S0 Tt S RSk AT
(Anderson & Galinsky, 2006; Galinsky et al., 2003; Maner, Gailliot, Butz, & Peruche, 2007). FTEL, FATAME
A3 IR T B AR 7= A AT D 25 A1 RIS AT e (i it MR B i AT 9 i 7= 2

Fok, MRIEBU AL SBEB ES, SAU ESEIAMA SN Z OB, B S Al A OC R
(Magee & Smith, 2013). Bil#1, FHIHIF T KB 298D A A AN B R AR Al AW A28 A2 BE 1Y)
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7 J8 25 (Galinsky, Magee, Inesi, & Gruenfeld, 2006; Van Kleef, De Dreu, Pietroni, & Manstead, 2006), %%
FEAE NN RGO 0L 825 B ) S AN AR = A Bt AT 9 I G882 (Jolliffe & Farrington, 2004). H
BEFT I, B EEE MA S AN RO R, S s NMARI R O B 1 A IR ) A4 = AR i AT Y
IR, Fem MR A B AT AT et

=, BUOES S BN T 28R A ) 7 U6 ARt N (Goodwin, Gubin, Fiske, & Yzerbyt, 2000,
Gruenfeld, Inesi, Magee, & Galinsky, 2008), 2R AANE AN FIHERE, ZA0A N N 7E FE BB R, F it
NNIE R H BT B, W2 iU S 1 A Aous At i) 2 A4 (dehumanization) it 7] . A4 —
FERAN g — i1 55 HL 28 05 T B AR 7 A B AT R I TE RS DS MBI, T 25 AR I 3 BOX A SG LR 2K
R AT B NN R AN FE , RITTAERR S s DL HA T A 2 g S v R 4% 3 24 ) (Bandura,
2002). MABEFARIL, 2 NI e SBU L& ML SOk 247 9 ) 2 2 AT 4 i B 2 R R (VR AL
Haslam, 2006 FJZRR). K, U EG™ A2 B fl 2 NG OB RORAT 7] BE & BE T B4 7= AL Bt AT
NHIEHEERE .

FET AU X e R, ST A RA B R E RO B B R ALK, AR W] BE R S B AT
e E G B A R . AN EET AT I T R R R B MR RIS, R B ) IR R A 2 I 55
AMAEXT B HIE RN BRESBE (AN, HSEE, & =FF, 2014); =AFSEW R, 78N BRECAR LS+,
AR A0 2 T BEAT IR EE 1 S L I S 25 DR TR AU 55 ARl AT B &8 O SO RE N, A2 81 ) BT
G, S BOIEAUME  2 BEAR A 1 28 R I SOREI S PR A NATTRT REAFEERL T - 2 0¥ Y BRIk
GERF, B B0 T B (et M P A B AT N (S A E& /T, 2016). SRTT L3R AR LE A ST AR
K TRAIMEGZIIHRIEE . WSFR KRR, AW MBI BARBGEAT R R, Bk, AH
FORAE EIROT AR EEAS B, SR & B o MR I AT

2. fARGE
2.1. #IRAFSLIERT

it A el 1 S 0 05 AR R A2 60 AL 2E 40 N), FlefE 18~22 ¥ 2], ARSIt
AN OB ST . W TR ISR R 2R 58 e B AL 2 AHSEIR BT (R R Sha, 12, #olBEbl o ieE) &
FHSEIR 26 Ao ISR N IAAT NGES VIR 554528, BRI,

2.2, SEGTH

22.1. WHRBRBINES

SR BE R 00 77 135K B s i AU . 125 B SRS — 38 200 A4 630, ST seie4ighit,
FRAATENZ G AR A S T & P e ae AR . Rma i A BB, xR ) AR B R A A S AT — R
Ji. WP AT, BT L@ 121 25 8 2406 BT R4 TR B0 (Galinsky et al., 2003).

2.2.2. WARBIHRENES

2% Lammers E WAL, B0 A VE A G bz AU R, EEME . S2 5 XT R sh R AT
K (Lammers, Stapel, & Galinsky, 2010), Z/ESEEUANTHE, 502 “sbh, R EHRHER T ,
bR, R ECREE” , Ukl REHECRARm 7 A ke, RefSECEERE” ik
ARYE B SRS AE LT B RRIEEARE, 9 RREFFTE), A ER VAT M . 1R
ARSI, BRI S BT840 5.23 (SD = 1.61, 0= 0.79).

223. BERBEHMES
K 58 4 [ N BT 45 (competitive reaction time task, CRTT) Rl EBE5 17 M. ZALSS W 2N+
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W T AR EE, BB B ERIA 20 (Elson, Mohseni, Breuer, Scharkow, & Quandt, 2014). AHf 5%
E-primel.1 1, M4 Giancola 54 (1) CRTT WifE, a5 ikE BRI F#EAT R S 58 AT 55 AR)T
B “MR BT A% “HmfiET”  (Giancola & Chermack, 1998). FEFA 25 MR, TSR 13
J&, K12 &, BEIXTREAL; AR 7RI AN AT, T A . M TN 9 AN ER,
BRI 65 43 ULE] 100 43 WLGEGEM 5 43 U, SRk, s ialom i s - St In 45 50, B oo 1
R 65 43 DL, 9 FoR 100 43 DL B i, Sl e AL R 5 1650), RREEI TAIBE 2 7. plikik %
MR E AR AR, AR TGRS AT . TEEL B Shid sl it SR R B0 CAS I A JRATT A e e
T A T R LA ) . BARRAFR WA 1 TR

IR -9

BT IES

WA ST Sl S 15T
—_—
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Figure 1. Flowchart of Competitive Reaction Time Task (CRTT)
1. SFRNEFESTEE

Wi

2.3. SEEGSE
SEI6IE T 3 R S (BE IR 30 M) R IE5E . 1 Je s s 3R RZAT 5%, 35 58 AU R
I EATS, WG ETEN R ee g N AT . a5 B AT S 4 R TS E shid k. sLe s
WIE, FrA R 20 BORIA R AT S, DA SR SR B s E S MR 8 5 B R R A et . fEA
WA, WA SRS L H 1.
3. RS
3.1. MAOREB IR &N
DAAL IR S SRR AT 55453 0 N R AR &, AU BB e B AR &, d#E TN REAR t e Bon (L3 1),
WL 3 sh A A i 4454y 25 5 B 35 (1 = 2.90, p < 0.01, Cohen’d = 0.75), BUSEJE sh4H1G5»(M = 5.77, SD
= 1.18) & m T (M = 4.63, M =1.79), i B A 256 i 1 8% 8 S 4 2K .
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Table 1. Manipulation check of power priming

1. WAOBRBRHRELE

15 n M t P
SEER A 31 577+1.18 2.90 0.005
EchalEdEN 29 463+1.79

JEYN 60

3.2. MAORBIIHNBHIT AT

BRI BCAT AR BB LA 2 FroR,  Seae A ki Peng 3 18 1 54350 5.53 (SD = 2.61), 1
s ) 4 34 R e 5 B S 25 P R 4.12 (SD = 2.63), Dlsegr BT S5 4 NN A &, BUEIR N
HASE:, BEATHMOSZFEAR t /5, S5 RUWERFTR: BUTEE ShA AT 6 H X e v e 5 16 T S 2 A7
PR S 75 5, B IER R B AL BRI e 3 16 T S5 0 2 2 & T8I 4H.(1 = 2.01, p < 0.05, Cohen’d = 0.54), RIAL
DI B B 1 R SR T A . X IR B R T AR M

Table 2. Independent T-test of outcome of Competitive Reaction Time Task (CRTT)
=2 BERNMESERERSN

215 n M ¢ P
SIS 31 5.53+£2.61 2.01 0.04
i 29 4.12+2.63
LT 60
A} ~
4. g

AW FCE AL S B MR A IR, B EEAE e S NI AR 45 T, AMA I B P A 15 52 BIRU IR I S,
g L SR T LR I AMA I B AT N . X — S5 Rt — DI E T N T QOIS A R . 2/
(20 14) B 70 R BLS IR 7 I8 2 11 58 AR B SIS S S, A T — 20 R, U E 2
BEIMAMARIBEAT A . X — 45 BT ffn R

e, MBI SNt A ARG, BFFE DA AT & X 2 rp AR ZEAL - Bos F Bk
BT MRS 1628 AT R 5 Bk A M 1% 1T NRTE AR R AR B R R,
SAMAAL S HE M 8 B 0 25 (mindset) B B0, 4 76 2 U MO 55 J5Cet HH 5% MR 8 O BB ) (2 /1 125,
20145 =AESE, 2016). 140G = VNS P SEPRA ) 1) 53 M R R, 2 S S B0 6] L P g P B f
Al 3 AR T I 2 I 55 /A0 2 T BOTEARAS B, 3 AN Bk 1m0 e B FE SR . FEARIE AL
W R SRS T RS BUE OGO A B, BRI T MATE 55 S I B AT 2% R R B AT
Mo

HR, MBS R OB FIAT A I A N R, B IS ot B SR ) B e A7 o R A RO 3 R 3R
FEAR I R, AN, AU SRS AL 2 UUR A B 20T, R R B ORISR R SR AT
ITHERERY, SMAETrOER, 55 28MmAREZ, BN BEMEIGO%, XA
BLRBEAT RO ER R ZRES G, MEMBERAT AER S K E . 7i5h, AR B bRiE R
(Chen, Lee-chai, & Bargh, 2001) 1% 55 B A2 1§ (Guinote, 2007), B HIEEE 2B INAMA K B FRiE SR8,
KNGS R, R LE A 78 1) 55 4 S NI AT 55 o, B0G m BUHER  EAE T-Se S O B iR . 45 AL
FHESHAAOIAT B G RN, BRI 55 10 = B B 3 2 4 1) 1R B 25 A PEAL b 15 2R ) 5 4 it
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T, BET BG4 S R A M

i, ML ORI R, NS R NI “ 87 B, XA <8k HLBIEE TV
ZENVIRREE, DO EA R TORIEHES S BHE(R Y, S, H1655), BEARAT AR TR UM Al
N B BB IR RS BB 1) A ER TR B AT O, (B LS BGEAT I NATBRAG BB, HERF B it 22 5
P EETF B WXMIEERE, ANRMBUIMBEE B EAER, B M BT e i 2
MIFL2, RIS B AT A AU A (1 T 2 R e

Ash, TEGRNIA, AT T TS SN AR S A A SHIR I R A A SE S B X, BT
(25 RARBLR RAETEFAEAE S5, SRASHER I B B 1 R B AT R, XM R B S BUf =
B AT e R Ao 2 s oL, T B P

5. &t

AWFFRIGRIIT . FETES RN ARS8 B M I AU IS RE RS 2 25 I i e AT 1 1 I e %
W SR, BURU S SR m AR I BGRAT N

E&WE
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