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Abstract

Driven by instrumental incentives and moral disinhibition, individuals who are doing proactive
aggression activities gain their own interests by harming others by means of plunder, control and
bullying, thus causing heavy losses to individuals and society. Therefore, it is necessary to carry
out research on intervention factors. The moral system is an important factor that affects the
proactive aggression, and the harm aversion refers to the upset caused by the harm action and the
harm outcome, including the moral cognition of speculating others' mental state and the moral
emotion dominated by the empathy and upset. In this study, the theoretical basis of the relation-
ship between harm aversion and proactive aggression is explained through the aggression-related
model, which can be supported by some relevant studies. Then, the reason why it is difficult to
study the causal relationship between harm aversion and proactive aggression is explained. Fu-
ture research should start from the definition and characteristics of proactive aggression and de-
velop an effective paradigm for purely measuring proactive aggression.
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BESME, SMANSERTERBKR, HUREUERTFNETRERNOBR. BEREREH
EFHUBENEERR. ERBRAGETALGELERIRNAZOE, SFEHENMA LIRS
BEEANDAMLIE. AN ENEERFE. S0 RS B R R T 45 KB M 3B i
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FLRLIZ M E S E BT B E SCRIAHIE &, T & 2RI B 3 Bot A 3 K.
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1. 518

2019 4 5 A4, HR AT b 48 2 E D 936 52 35 (R (R BERIL, K AR 22 A BT (/N o BT U A5
BERIERERURIET . KRR 7 X R AR TR T T B, 52 T — AR AN 1
o LRSS F RO ISR ZI3R IR AT, By — R A i o WK R AL 2 AT 8, O i 31
M H W AEENE A . DBIANPRAPR, KBRE RS, BT ik 72 m e R . Bk, X
Bk AT FE 2 TR RENS IR/ AT A T BLR AR R A 2

2. EEMERE
21 BEBRFE

Bt 2 HR WU R R e At N\ A B 13 (1) 7 20, ke N 9 & BB #1478 (Baron & Richardson, 2004).
N T RS RGO R BGEAT N, B AR M 2 MR B AT R Tk — R AUy 8. Hrh—Hp
BTz B2 20730, /& Dodge & Coie (1987)3F B AT NN FIAMERDL, H k5 R Eshtk
W i (proactive aggression) Al . B P4 B i (reactive aggression) 79 35 . 3 3 PE B B 4 FR oA A
(instrumental). T4 (premeditated). 452514 (predatory). v B 24 & [¥) (deliberate) &k # ¥4 IfiL [t (cold-blooded)
Yoike, fRiEE 0 F ARG N BRI 28 B AS N B F5 0047 v Elifitn, GFEx) Ui e 2 i E 25
T BAEFNHL L S TE BB 15 240 550 BR IR 22, W] DATE AR W A 46 VA iR (IR DR AN ECR) s 0L R R 2R
(Card & Little, 2006; Crockett, Siegel, Kurth-Nelson, Dayan, & Dolan, 2017; Dodge & Coie, 1987; Wrangham,
2018; Zhu, Wang, & Xia, 2019), AMERILHE NHIF . FEHlAER 71 % F B (Hubbard, McAuliffe, Morrow, &
Romano, 2010). T BB  Z AR TE 2 B N BkE . BEEsGh G, AN 3. B& IR
AMFAT NI4T KR (Dodge & Coie, 1987; Hartup, 1974), & MR A HRIELES . TR K BH K
WA Z, SR, HrhBUD R 1B £ BCE T 5T . 5 I8 SR A el e o0 28 3 56 1 At
K, BN EUF LA SRR TICRISR, MR R E FARR RIS — MRS, R
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FEMANBAHEE CRREL T, Sl R 0 sy, BT Esh Xt iovamk, Rk SR Eshvk
AT I BB UV E

BSRYE, FENEBGE MU % LU AR 1) THEMEZINIRS); 2) RIS ARG 0 B bR 3) W
dr T A B, 4) BIEEVFR]; 5) WA FEMANEEREAT . BT LS FuUARHHE, E3h
VeSS AR R 5 5 RBAEBE X 3T BARRAE: 1) A TR T, M ASH
PR AT B . WS EAT N 2) Ml AR R R A .

2.2. HHXE

221, —fRMEHEER

— B AR 7 (general aggression model) i H AN 24 11T 1 A IR A s T AR DR 28 (st A& v . 151
K EE) R 185 PR 2 (N ik « ok 2 I04%) (Anderson & Bushman, 2002) . AMA ) P BB IR 2660 35 A e (e ek 1k
RYE) I (DT) AN AR B EE . /NMAC Y T P SRS Ak i s e B S VAN . AMAE EIRET. SRR
YR X o= s H AT A

TEVZRAI, ¥ R B B PRI I N 75 2 ARG DUR R Ao B0, SRl AR 3l B (R 75 1A
IHRIF IR T NTARBLA R B AR 20 o S8V AR E RGN, Be8FE AR AR SN 2 0 A A 75 1)
Letil, Bk AT 2 R LRV S Hk, T8 A bR oA T A HE I 3 R S AR B AT
Mo — MU AR R 21 s A B A R T S B SRAT N AN S R I ERAE T, K 2 BN A AN 2 2 (o
RTI4TN N) o IXFE B AT EAR KRR RE L2t T AT I B bR L B HIE R . 5 2 A
S WARTESA 1B 5 (B AR AE A BER  WRoR . E R R KLAAT o IR (0 2 4 ot A AT )
IXBPER, A5 AATREREHE B S A AT P A 0 TE A bR v o T AR AT AN B AL . SR A ER AR 325
NIHE A e — et B B W B RS T “X RN THEEXMRE” « “XEA T REMW
Flas” o “NNRBFRERITNRN & —Bom N AR E LGB R AR T “MhfiEAZN” |
“HhE A 55, X REEIE M T AFOKE .

— B AR AP AR R T AT NP AR OB R, SR B T — R T 1) R 2R i D R
TEAESE . AR AR I e B AR N R s E S G, HRE| TR ES T S
AU ST, i DAARHE 8\ g T8 A8 DR 30t 3 3 M ek 2 A 2 ¥ (Zhu, Wang, & Xia, 2019).

222 HLEBRMIRE

#2215 BN T A (social information processing (SIP) model) M\ 18 2 b 2K T AN ()45 52 T\ S
A QRN B R I (Dodge & Crick, 1990; Dodge & Coie, 1987). MM, MEMLR HBLE
Bt AT Nseit— 3 6 AP, B0, BRwiD. iz fEd, MR EE Z MRS LR+
X PG H IR B SRR R A B AT B A, RS B0k, T RAME SRRV = &
HER b B0, RRMR. 2B, MR XSS N RAE TH AU a2k E.
AN T B BT B RS BT R, M2 R AKNE X, IR ZE&RU A It TA582
MOAINTESG: B0, HWREE. MEENE B TR S S, ASHRISIZA R R —A
BIENAT Y NAT R, B ELAER N G RO S AT MR B0, RBOVEAS . R4E H
TR FIWIZAT AN AT, VPG 2 SR B AR DL SBAT AT 9 s SR R AR A i A 4
REAY: BIE, T RES, BIATEE MR IRAT .

REJMERN TSI, B, MERNANRER, #E AR BA X B AR EIE
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MEFHNIZER TR TT I, AMEMKEHAZ TRt AE A N TR AT LGB BGE N7 () J
B BB, AMETPAS AT X BT OB IS e AR O, SR A N E A A TE A S0 BRAMEFR B 26 2 3Rk
B, PATHGE A2 R E B G IR K, MR R K AT Re AT B0t SRS A — AN IR SO
I, R B R AT B A AT A

M REVFAG R T AR H % BRI A A E S M Bt 5 45 ST TEAH ¢ (Jumarie, 2013). 3 HESEAT A
FRERN . RBRER . AEK. ARINAT A, —RE SR AR AR EAR, WAMER RN FE 2L
i, &3 EiEir sy IRs)(Anderson & Bushman, 2002; Dambacher et al., 2015; Perachbarzilay et al.,
2013; Wrangham, 2018). >4 RER B ZRME 1M S £ AR A 45 SR TR A (Arsenio et al., 2004; Crick,
1996; Hubbard, Mcauliffe, Morrow, & Romano, 2010; Smithmyer, Hubbard, & Simons, 2000), 41 B 547
N5 B RS FE RN S R B R R, BB 21 NS (Arsenio et al., 2004), Brdigeil B UK
RN B, Yl e SR E A L B 5 5 (Smithmyer et al., 2000) .

M ERES R LAE H, TR R R AN G RO o E A G R R . BT HIRER W GE
FEEU\ 01 RS 2 445 1 45 B 199 (Cushman, Gray, Gaffey, & Mendes, 2012), 5 3&hPEIr (5% RAESRIT .

3. BERE
3.1 B&

1 DRI AR It A0 AT sl BI05 35 45 SR 51 S B S AN 22 F2 B (Crockett, Clark, Hauser, & Robbins,
2010; Patil, 2015). 53 PR RT 43 Ju s 5 285 R PO AN FAT R DT o 25 B PO AN R PO A AT N
AR, AR TEZFHX RN, E A BRSNS L, AT XM
SO A POEBAN I RUNE N OGE A2 R gl e 7E , 1772 A8 21 A 18 SR 2 43 08 v R ISR N D B A
B MESZ . fETERoRTE, AP FAT A RO 52 3 i B R o AT A PGB RO EIME A 18
HOB R EE R, — D NPCGR B AT BE 24— AN S E I8 ShBUR AR fid ko 9100452 35 5
T TR SR A DRI (o D) 5 5 7€ S AR (Bl T 3 ) R I, HE. FTIBN Rl 27 A 25 A RO
R, A% ISR 5 T REAN AT NI RSB PR 51K o RIS RET-3RAG 0 E FAT A B PO R B 2 G E
R, 02 PO NI T A PO AR T FE R B, AN 0 T AT D B DO AT Re IR B R 52 5 38 9 v 114 [+
15+ LA PSR IR ] 1) N B AR . B A OCT-05 35 DB IR BE 7t 2 8 Hh ZE 16 4 4538 (Crockett et al., 2010;
Cushman, Gray, Gaffey, & Mendes, 2012; Perera, Canic, & Ludvig, 2016). MK EMERIZEHIMERE, A
B 25 PR e 1 A 1 106 L LAl (Decety & Cowell, 2018).

3.2. INFIR S

153 PO T NN AE RS 25 P AN J7 1 . 0555 DR rh I T A A SR 2 SR T o At NP 2 R AR
AMHEM (B QL EAT R, MW RS, S8, EE, OBER), i NE 2I3REGE
it N2 A AFRARIR L, 20 JRIREE: 15T AT PR Hh R A4 28 3 SORVE Tt AN 3545 (B 2l A A2
H SRR T . H%) (Civai, Crescentini, Rustichini, & Rumiati, 2012; Cushman et al., 2012). WX (SEHEAT N
JE AT RERS At N3 R T 5 RO AN 2 RN 477 T At SRR AT A B (R R

3.3. ME

HEl, 455 RE A2 Mol St A SLHL . i E AT A RN 7 ik S 5 M R i ®
A NPT AE S BR b A 23 5 55 J5 ATy, Een AR A TR Al N R SR AR yiE b, i
TEAT J W22 5 B AE SR BR d R v X T 77 IS O VP Al (I 41 A 7B 77, Civai et al., 2012; Cushman et al.,
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2012; Miller, Hannikainen, & Cushman, 2014). [al450l & T B BILE N 1 H A E 2] Miller 55 A i AT
RIS B ) 45 (Action/Outcome (A/Q) Questionnaire; Miller et al., 2014), %0354 34 M4 H, Hr 9 W&
FeR i EAT NP, 14 BTSRRI ELSRRE, ©F 11 MW@, HFE—-gRE%. +E
B Ji5 S0 98 % (90 W] (Patil, 2015; Reynolds & Conway, 2018), #iiF B4 BL i 14 E (o > 0.80).

4. ERESHENXER

FE I & SO E A UL S B H B (045 2] S sUh 25 55 RIAT O, U Toeh A R A 2
&, AFAEWR TG RE, B, AT AF AR AT A 5 ) S IR BRI S Bl g — S A EE AT
Ne —RIGI T, REHURENAEFARE FBE LA SWIEHEE TEATEM T B 5 58 BB A R @,
XL AL HE AR AE RERAE 8 A0 b 5] S AMAREAT REFISRAL ATy, TERANERI ARG R TN T
33 H SR 8 25 R F AR NZ M AL AT A S RATHAL R TE AR HEAR S TS, XM RS SFEMER
W TTANIC, FEEEARAE SR RO R MRS A 22 S LB AT M (W k1, EH, &%,
2010). H ARG, FRATEM TS IS B SEmy, 75 ZE0 BT A T E AT N RN CR FH E 3 P B i B
T HANTBY) . FEVF I AR T B S S 12 AT A 51UR B S AN R BE, SEiAT N Ja AT Bex Al N i i)
d, PLACSEREAT )G, AN B CRE @A AR OB o X B Rl k2 BH b AT 3G
BT . INFIAME S8 SR AR AE IS MR RIAT Y, BIAMAIE ST00 E CRIERMT NG, e S
PRI R EE . B N1 H R B R HE B — BB AR ERT, BRI 2% 2 4 (Haidt, 2003).
WP H W — FhE a2, X P s g nr DL B O B A rhsh, Mk B S8 msd A, FFi# st
CHIBAT )y WIGEF SEEE B ENIRRRIAT N, AMHESD AT F1E, BHIE A L MeE 6t
g N B2 ) 25 () 25175 (Haidt, 2003; Jerome & Elizabeth, 2004) .

I ERESBEHERRROAMBE] T 1w EFI, Buss (1966) K, FIMAR(ZMFHE
PRI ) 2 9 B N B AT Ao RN, AMARTE R AN AE ARG 28 5 0k . s 55 [ Ak 2517 9 .35 11
e, et R IEA S (Laible, Murphy, & Augustine, 2014). Ith4h, EEWIRE K, L6 R
ML 75 Z AL G A0SR T AN DB T EL R AR TE A W, JRSE st AT 0, R0 T Ak AT
“A(Crockett, Clark, Hauser, & Robbins, 2010).

Sha— RBGERR . MBI, BLURIUAE R0 E OB S B AT NI I, BATA B D
355 DB AT Be 20 B PTG R B AR B AE AL, T A R ROk R AU R ATy SE I — R gaE . (H
& BT IR R T W R SRIR AT 5T, LR AT ReAE TSy U A Rk . B Al B Xk A7 A R SEge e X
E BRI (Taylor, 1967). sigsrit(Cherek, 1981)%%, Wi BIRHRAEA MM BEIEATA,
BHGUR K BEEAT AR SRR M ) L e, SCEHE 7RSO~ 51 R I R SRty kb 2l
b e e B G NN R e v

5. RFKMAZRGE

B, AWTAEL & AR AT AR S U SRt B, R4 T AT 9 PO R e AR AE B 1k
BalAT N, HERZSHER . ARRA R IT A A R0 B s PG e 33, REls 2 St s 1545
FIRE A R R KR 4G BRI K€ PR S RN PERG (KX, ASHE FEA A TS P B v =
A LUR JUsi: 28—, BT N BRSO A AR T A 3, B AT AT MR K TR Ak Sh AL
PAnBRASRI ;8 =, M A B R L IEEESIL, S, BN AR G L AT, e
AR BRI LU AT SOOI AT A PR R SO AT 1 B A, ARORA E
e 3 i AR AR R — 2P b e e B 5 DR IO B R
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