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(R AR T 5 T SR, AR 350002) G AR Tolk Bl X bR R, SR 215123)
CHHTITE K OB, 448 321004) i #RIBIE R DA% BE, JLaT 100048)

H OE FRZARBIAA, AERSAZERKRBELRAEFY, Ah, AEEZH. QLSRRI KE
WA HERYANKEFEARLBTT SHOBELTEAIAERNIE, SR 2 REEERTERR @D
N TH B ZRASLEM, AEdott, RADFrRT WX FMREGFERAT T X, wEEETRA
ST E M ATERE . XU T AT S T e | @ikse, A4 E T B TR E AL SR SR
RHER B ZAFAFNEAN. REFTELENR, LR EHEEEAARCEFRFATHRALEG RS
Y 3-S 2

X&iE B BEAT, R EFH

HEE  R395

1 3|

H Mt (catharsis)— 18 I F 1y A5 i iA] 1 katharsis,
B AL BV B (purify), B A —Fh i 45
¥4k (purgation) fi 5. Al 38 ¥ ] — T 2 4F 1 W
T2 M TS, A UE AR AT LR AT
3R AS L (fear) M1 (pity ) 55 5 21 A4 175 JER A 6,
M RIE g E M, A TR E AATAO R
S, T RE IR A Gl IR EL A N (RS,
IR, 2008), 19 42K, Breuer A1 Freud #f & it
RS AL UR, e, [0 4% URERIR, AR
RS 28 (repressed  emotions) 2 FE A N LR %E@ﬁ{ﬁqﬂ, ;ﬁﬁ 79%5‘]!&*%&”&'@%?%/\&1%
3131 %5 BT FELAE (hy steria) BB (phobias) 9 Hip &g, YU EEESERES M T

il

& Forster, 2012), FRIEFRA NS E N HE KRB B4
BER T A PR A, O HE RS B T Y RO B
PR R R AR R, BRI A
FoEme . BERE . Ak, FBBA L FRIX . IR A
FEHLCRAL . DI E VA, EEH TR
NATRE B A A SR 26 o AEAS D S B AL 3B
N 228 ZOBEME P (S IE 1), LiRIEHE
MY A7 F 2 40%, CRCA S P48 . A
B, RS . R HAR . AR E MRS )W

HERSAE, T FHZ OIS SR ik gy P B E CIRRE T AR 0B PR

AL A MARAS 131540755 (Erdelyi, 1985; Freud F b, EHENE AR I HUREES Thorndike
& Breuer, 1957). 22 J5, Freud (8 A F7 B & B AT Y — % 2% > i (General Learning Principles)tHid
SEH IR NE T T il (aggression) BFFE4TR, 55 H, 1973 4, Bandura 5# Z1 087 452 &0 3 #L0 Ae H
AT R R b A 4 R wh B (Denzler  TECHHATT OB, 2R, MG SRR
B T doiki 4t &%= 3 8 (Social Learning Theory)
Atk £ JA &I (Social Cognitive Models) 15T

Wk H 1 2019-08-21 2117 . _
ITHY ™ 5 it #l (Anderson & Bushman, 2002b;

* O A SCHBLE H (19YIC710100) . A8 @ bR Band 1w3é & El 2017: Bush

A FFARRHIFA AT ¥ Bh T H (XIQ201931) ¥ andura, » preuet som, ; bushman,

WAEVEH: B4, E-mail: luoj@psych.ac.cn 2018; Crick & Dodge, 1994; Rowell Huesmann,
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kAR 41%

BT B i) PO 0 A A A5 SRR
TE: AR DRI HE HE TR G ILE; M B RAR&EKBRFTEOCHENERGPREEILE, 8 CRREE

it 5 £ LA R T B A T R LU

1988) UL, KRAMLT-A3 75 bk T W BHA LA
Lo 5 A5 b R A <0 BRI X R RLRAE RO 1
L R WS L PR a8 SR SE TS )
HETECBIRTF A, b Ak . EAE
MR AR, AU T AT B i Y
R A, A —E R R A T R AT
ol B 55 A AR BT BEAT T Y Bk = Bk AL AL
WAL B G o AR SCHLAE A 4 5 A7 DG BIE S 52
UEAIE TS At L, AR A A B 360 2 v v
VA (8 T REAT A2 Y Tl

2 EMANMHEHIEIL SN

2.1 7K /1#E B! (Hydraulic Model)

Freud F91% 26 5 1 G AL BT BEAS K T B 7Y
PR LA, IR B S AE MR TR AR,
BT HEH AR PR, H3 PRI 8
Ji(Geen & Quanty, 1977), Scheff (198 1) \ 1L
PR T X — WL, Ay, E 4R —F B A

B BRSO NE, A— R b B S T, SRAR
B AR, BN FE Bl kA SR A
fig, XFIRE AT Z =S, AT B 58
BEMBE ST, MM SIAE 25X ARk S R
KT, fEHE B , 185 A
SRR 4 A 26 BN AN IAS RERR oK, IR
BAEBNAETIRSE N, X RBORI AR T K&
PRI RIE 2, FEREE 192 A CRRXE L RIR B
A PR TR Scheff IE5IRJE, BIMMAYIEL 2 THhA~
A B YR e R, I oA & A 1ERE T L
R B AN 5 BTG 45 1 BE J1 (Scheff, 1981). A
Z, KOBERZL BREE, RS e
BERe AR TR A S AR, R TR A B R
e A, BUACAY S S DL o SR, o
R — TG fig ok R A O B T I =
2.2 37 - I & ] 1% (Frustration-Aggression

Hypothesis)

HE & K 2 it 5% T BA A 57 19 4 47 — T (R v
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%28 %

o U ) AR s L R ) o R e ) B
W, I, HARTT N Z TS & B4 1
TP RE R SOl AT 0 4528, BIRRdT BO2 F 2k g
474 (Dollard, Miller, Doob, Mowrer, & Sears, 1939),
AT S 7= A XA 22 AN [6] S B 9 48 31 (instigation),
M b sh fe o SR B, B AT N A
A, AR BRI XS R BGE AT S B B, AT
Wil 5 S T i AT 8 B9 AT RE M 2 R K (Miller,
1941), ik, #yr-TdiBuiig i, Ay X he
2R @ R AR UG vy ) N P N NIE /8 i
B B I AT M SEBRXT &2, o3 — i DL 24
Yl B 8 — 0 B s b, et TAE ey
BEMEN A S L, siEUMEEJLERE, T—5%
WEBR A 58 P O A 3 Fofr 5 SRR T8 o eV R
(Marcus-Newhall, Pedersen, Carlson, & Miller, 2000),
2.3 Eh¥ 3 H 4R R (Ethological Model)

AR 2 25 DB K | B 2E 5K Lorenz 57
B Bl 4 > A TR A RN S W (R AT S A 25 SR LAk
PEFE TR DU R AR RESK 1 {98 (Buss, 1961).
HR A 2y > PR, AR AT R AR — R A
REDRAE 1Y, T2 PR A REAH B2 00 2 T IR & T
Yy, AR L) K E AT [ A EAE XA AL
T WA I A A7 N AL T 2 T4 25 B . 5 Darwin
A AL EBA—2L, Lorenz AN, Bl ANE
AN SR AT RN, R AR K
B, e REIEMARRZ —, BT AEEENTT
BetE, MWXAE X EoRUL, AJS BRSO B
SRR AR, AR A REAR, ENE
FK AN T BE T RIS i b i i, AR S i AR R ) T
FiE T 0 AE B B BRI ok, R R
P SRR T o B et RN LA R AN o R R T A T
HEN, YHRBNIGERER LR DR, TR —
A LA i SRR s B s Re s I 2 0k
e B 2T, R ZEME M E 2 AT M 4
BRI T LUR S e, S AR AR 1 B
RE AR B E A K AT REVE I 478 T (Lorenz,
1966 ),
24 EEBILHEHAIE

b v Bt A R R 52 0 B BN ) B L B
P2 B B 7 (drive) BB HIS2 0, Worchel
(195 S AR B IR % 5 T AT B I 5 1Y
5% 7% 3¢ 3 X H: T 5 16 B (arousal) B 2% 5K JE& (tension)
fIRZ I (Worchel, 1957). 528 b, FilCE 3 #at

ST A R 7 A 25 A% B A T PR, DA R
Bk p TR, BEMiE RO AR, ZEE
SR S A A A T O RS AT Rz, T
R SR RO R RIR T, )T, Bl
TSERL 2 WHCALAE S5, A5 nUAT: 55 Wi i £
BRI (stress) W 2 1 H AL I 6 o XTI AR I,
S SN T W A AT 55 R I 3 A T
KT, 456 B2, PR F R
PR 1T A7 28 114 3% 3K BB A8 a8 o M K
HBIFMATERIE TS . R Worchel AR
SCHF T BN, At Y 52 58 rhx ek e B A (]
AL 523 T i 58 (Geen & Quanty, 1977), ZJa,
Hokanson W#F5E HIBASEIE T — RANF5EAG L, &=
DAERBEENL S, Yol vk E AT LAREAR 5 1A R
YA m A B v (Hokanson, 1961, 1974; Hokanson
& Burgess, 1962a, 1962b; Hokanson, Burgess, & Cohen,
1963; Hokanson & Edelman, 1966), 7&H: ff—Ifififf
ger,  E IO AN W T B R 8 U T 5
DL R 48 A 1) 22 $h R I 3R n i S o ik
TR K R B 2 1, DA S A 1 S
PESAE, Hoh 2R B 03 R 22 A U PR B 10,
Z 5 — B3 B A L2 X 324 e L o (I A
), 0 53— 43 W ) B A kAR R L2 OF & it
AF), WHORER YR E MRS Bl il R AR B
3R I IE S . XIS RS R WoR, Y I
R By g, E AR A Bl Y o He 3 AR
TAE M SRR, T2 U Ho 5 i
REIIE G, ATHESE PR Bl H O A2 B M vy
FIRARE =4 T R4 (Hokanson & Shetler, 1961),

S E B AR 5 BT 1 A g X — 25
B ¥ — Lt 5% # 52 % UE (Geen, Stonner, & Shope,
1975; Hokanson & Edelman, 1966; Verona & Sullivan,
2008), {HELHA 56 T 5 % bl 5 Bk A7 A 5 el (4
T I RIS — BRI 4518 . Bl 0, Thibaut Fl Coules
(1952) 19 — IS 560 v, REAE 37 210 e A 2 A
FIRBE M B ML 2 B ROE Y Bl R R
T EZ R A BAEBATR S — T2k, 2k
T A2 AR AR ST A R R Z ) ) B 3
SRR, BT TG i A K B — T L I 1 4
(Thibaut & Coules, 1952),

3 EitEEMASHERR
9L, AR SLE B I 4 R T
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S D HUVE M TORAT A A 0 —— B DT BRCR KT 25

ST EAE R B, 78 Bandura (1973)4& kS
MHEIT FE A A, Geen 1 Quanty (1977)FERI &£ T
— R EL R T B I AT B gE A, AR T A
IR I AN RE R AR S T 2 MY I h AT M 1 538, %
25127813 2] T Bushman 55 A9 R 51 525001 55 1) 32
Fi, FEHIER, B M BT 2 B S,
2251 & 5 Beh A R RS e L 1 25 PR3 A
o im, S ok o 5 308 £ 1Y TR AE 45 F it
3 (Berkowitz, 1984; Bushman, 2002; Bushman,
Baumeister, & Stack, 1999; Geen & Quanty, 1977;
Tice & Baumeister, 1993), R4 & A R M pY 2 i
e, H Rt M A AR A R I A AT 2 R
3 (NG T WS B= | LN 0D 7= W B s % G e 1
B —REZEM, BIXHEAEN A, — 2
(B HE M, HE RN YGET, =R
B, BUAE RSk IE Bt E T . DR
FZMNX =R EMIE X0 A BN A E IS EERN
SEHGUEE
3.1 EEEMXREMRREm

Hornberger (1959) [ F 5% B Kk B itk 1 15 3%
PESRALT BRI 5k SR B
R H R B AR PR RO i, e, —F
MBI RTE] 7 10 208 —FhE iAoy, 75—
o A AT T FE MRS, 25,
B A B A HLS X R At i B AT . R E
MBS IE SR, AR AmHTET T AT S 20/ 9k
WG B v, BT T 30k 41 o ik 9 e o vk
FALFA 28 AR A, 25 REG R R, wil
FUET 7B 0w 1 2 2 B0 M T 22 T AN TR /D I
ifi P (Hornberger, 1959), Mallick F1 McCandless
(1966) I BIF ST v, F2 il HE— 44 [l 4 B 1 4k 5
AT S5 SR OR, Z )5 —H# F Ir B AR 58
BT 55, PRER A BRI — K 5 F AR
AL B R, SRR, X AR QM Y &R B
B 5 W BRI B AT R i A VR
(Mallick & Mccandless, 1966)., % 4 iz 52 ¥
(Field Experiment)i& i, XA S5 5 15 50 &
BMAS R BUE AT, BRI R Y 51 Tk
FEAAL TRUROR A R, P R R R L
U 1 AL T RCARAS A Bk, A
PRI AFE . RS A ST F IR LGS, 8
Z 5 AR S, SRR, BURRE
PR AT X B — e XA B I G s L S

25 %6} ] — X 42 1) 5 18 B <f i 7] (Ebbesen, Duncan,
& Konecni, 1975), 755 Mt & F M 09 SLUEA 58 5 1,
H AT 1k e HLS2 00 ) 190 3% 2 Bushman 55 A 552
I F 5% (Bushman & Baumeister, 1998; Bushman,
Baumeister, & Phillips, 2001; Bushman et al., 1999;
Gollwitzer & Bushman, 2012; Parlamis, 2012), A
TR SRR O AR B TR AT R AR
J5 25 DL K I 2 D R 4
Bushman %8 A (1999)#47 T 88 R G0 1Y LT 5E
g —H 360 A REAPEAREHL Sy =H,
2H AR B 3 — o SRR E IS AU M S,
TZH B PR — R R T R A R M S
S — 2H s B 3 — R JEOC M A SR HE
R A — PO PR, BB, X
— PR G I SR B R A R iR R I B )
P 1Y 5 2 VT b M VT T R O TR
ZJ5, O X W0E S AT AR, Bt
PRl . AR TR SRR, BT
SRR BE IS SCE I O W aATE 2 5 I 3
EFEP AR ZHITVARMACE, LT B
W SCE ORI A B R X AR, bl
U, WO B S 1 S R g L S AT T
odi 07 ORI . S, 700 44 X4
o NS — 1 SCEE BLPE Y 7 O, 2R 2t
PR L HE AT ATV AR B B S B, O —2e
AHATITV ARG 3l e fm, Bl 2R JeHiig
RH C R R EAT 52 5 SO BT 55, AT 55l
2 SR W A ] A D5 B MR 5 A DR/ N R R 2 0 (1]
S R Y KOF, g5 R WOR, EiE AR A
B A /D K Y TR I G T O S
Bushman (2001)# 75 — 31 52 56 52 Bk I 97 g 1
LRSS, FEZTR T, 600 44 K 2E A T 30
P OO, RSB =2, —
2 X4 22 R R (rumination) (1 S B 454, P
LT TV AT R VAR AR R S R A AT T /Y
[Rl A, 95— 2 ol 1 32 1 B % (distraction) 1) 3K
B tRAE, b e ATV 4, HAE TR
0N AR R — R B oz gy, 42 ] 4 9 Bt
MR E AP 8. 205, B MRS 0
HHER, IF HUARAE T 58 S8 4 SO s ik,
DL AATT 0 = B M B 47 KT . 45

BR, TERUR 4 MU MK b, OB
F b T R R R 2R, Wi A
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P A AL 3 22 5, B )55 I A8 4 O
T, 2 HE A Ak 237 5 b B A R
TFNE M PR R AH O JE Y o
3.2 [EEEMIREMEREI

g B M AIS U, WA AN B AT Y
0 22 RO G UG 246, T AR &5 1
e ey, H 2% A AR U8 J2 M BT R T 19 52 46
WA R AN S AR SE, TEHESEF BT, AT
HOULZE M N EARAE. A O AR 2247 S 35 b ) 452 114
I S R AbAT] A B i B0t (Bandura, 1965;
Bandura & Walters, 1963; Geen & Berkowitz, 1967),
Berkowitz X 5 AT T — RIS, 7EH A —
TSEHG b, B R AR OO — 3 A
% RN B 7 B, — WO s S A
HEMRE—DIN, WBEAT RSB, 55—
o U 7 5 A O A e — AN EAS [F
N, M & TR . S s Rk
W, WEKZNITHEEATHE R, AM1&
T BRI A . Berkowitz (1970) 57—
WY — P X T X — R, LT, Fil
R W 5 rh B AT O A B i 1R
ZIa K, AR5 ZOR PO — K¢ E 19 f
WA R, H, —dHi R A c 2h
Erhmit M e, AR A CREERE D
fat, FERHNAEAER A EAR AR, A
ZHCRMERE NSRRI T RZMEEET N
(Berkowitz, 1970). 1l WL, WL M A2 A B 4E
TIEAR R A OGS N AU RE T BR 5788 5 i 2%
P Mo AT e o 1) M R O SRR T A R L
BRI AMRL, A 55 Wl A 2 g v R 1
IR, AT S B O A 2 A0 o 1 R B e A
(i &R, B SRR ST WoR, Bk vk i a0
SRS R . SOl A R BT,
AR AE B P TR A B A R R B A
TNk, P, A BT R T ot v e AF
TEMTEAE G (Anderson, Benjamin Jr, & Bartholow,
1998; Anderson, Carnagey, & Eubanks, 2003; Bargh,
Chen, & Burrows, 1996), Anderson 5§ A (2003)%
FE T W WT FEHE A% ) I 18 R % BBt 1 5 e O
KB, BMERTEAABA SO B DL T, AR
AR 2 )RR, B 0 PR 5 VR O A RE 8
FH B THBATTY ERCEEZ, ISR AT
I “F A4 ASTR AN i 119 1) SO A kg el M o, [

YT T e L T P Rl SR €5 R Pl |, e
5 1 53 F BRI 5325 1 Bl B T AR AR 58 R AR
ARG AFAE A EHGTE SN, AT RS B T 2 o H
WA SR %) R RS Wi Rty P SR ) BRI 2 TE W
225 (Anderson et al., 2003), ItAb, 1 HL FExE
PR bt JE T e E W — Ry, REA S
PRAE SIS AR TE Y, A 42 i 2 0y W TR 23 7 A
— RPN RO, 2 77 H U B i R X
ANpwstds . D1 & MBS, JFht
PRAFA R = A SOl PEAG & . B DA AR AT Y 2%
247 N M B A 47 M (Anderson, 2004; Anderson &
Bushman, 2001; Anderson & Carnagey, 2004; Anderson
etal., 2010),
33 BnEXIEEMNEm

Forster, Liberman F1 Higgins (2005)% A 15K
Uy W i i A E R N R M WD v s i S
(Forster et al., 2005), 1Z LI, HHRFEVL i
=, BT EX B LR R Bl A
N (B AR se ), 5 A ph ok i wods
FNCAES WA & M B (H AR R TE 4], 56 =
2 I 5 TG Sk o A 3R I LA R E AT S5 (3%
M), g5 Rk, MRS, Binsema
BT S A B AR T AN 4H . 25, Denzler
45 N (2009) 1 — 2 51 52 5638 i B i 4R, M
Yol B B E R EMAN, FREE T Xl
H R 52 B0 AR I i M 038R (Denzler, Forster,
& Liberman, 2009). 28—, #—FrBt, SC52
B BRI EMMA, HEEEMAC
A A AT, DL R 4R 5R I A i il
B, wHlApXME LA I CHEST —1
A HEE, BB, SRR AR S e A
P AR A CXF I A S T 2 14728, =Hldl
B R R M i T ke e R H R, =
MrBL, SO T DUEE il RAF & B i A R A,
DIAE S S AE MRS, 45 i 40 00 AT DA B84 o sl R
BEENME, BOHBE, SO HEE S —14
T AW AT 55 A e PR Rk, S5 R
M, B—WrBE, IR Tl v R e 2
FHEHI4L, W M =R, TR
Yook PR YE N W 3E N R L S — S5 R U], dok
H AR 37 2 38 T B0 S 4, SR, AR SR AE
P ST B ARES, ok BN Az S . 52
W EE R R T — AR, AT
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S D HUVE M TORAT A A 0 —— B DT BRCR KT 27

Io—, BT X B ARSEEE B AT O B B PR,
3 i R A3 R O PR B R AR AE
Wi FB . R BN, S il 4 0 b A3k
BTEZIEEE R, SEded B s i g i m
TR FE DL BEAT R S8 —FISE g —h 45
SALRI UL, EXCE H AR EOE RSO0 SEiE
1T N RENS i Ja BL i e 1), SE 4% = i — 20
KM, BMETCE HARE RS, WM Tt AT
R R R % A R A T ), BRAR MG AT O 2
W B g ) TR AR 28 RSk o SR = WA T T
ORI T RS & 9O IR B A K ot H AR,
BN R J5 Ze il A 2 R i &, R —A T
Az i R A (b 49 s Al TG N, Y
T i 1) S 1M 23 BE 5

BIE QN ot B AT AS 80K B brE it
PAERAR T M A T B, R B — 2,
MR PERC SR AR I 5 AL 0 B B, S R AR A
ZER, NS AT A0 A i R 2 1S i vk
(Denzler & Forster, 2012), %34, SCIRFREEA] DIXT
Yoty BAR Y SEIHE TGN, B B AR B M AR LSS AR
WP EMELLSE I, — 7T, TR R MR ERIS E
R, HEEAE A A FE ST R
W EREA AV S — i, W B SE
PRAT AR B T 32 004 W 45 22 O 1 B R 2 2% 1 [
ZoHilan, Yk B Bm Ui, AMT8aEE
JEIEAT SRR T LBk B AR AL (T TR T 1)
4% . Gollwitzer £ Denzler (2009)fFfifF 5748 3 52
FE 7B, IR R R AR 2 2 BEAT A i
BAOK, 25w nT LU HE R A 58 Tl B
F AR A 5 U SE R &2, WS B S Ui 3ok
ARERE R, —F 5 g0E 200 B 2 REAR
FE A O A2 B i PRAT 55 O B 25 4F),
Iy — B A BN I B A AR RN 2 B A i
A C AN EAT AT EE C 2300 G5,
SRR, B AT Bl Bt A R 2 R
Ik, WMiARBRR A T B XA R, RHAA
MRk B AR T 2RI, R E A BT
BT B A AR L B M 4R (Gollwitzer &
Denzler, 2009),

4 EitfeEHmIERLE

4.1 F5 % 532 (Social Learning Theory)
M4 Thorndike AR — 5Nz~ ~] BRE R ROCR

#R(The Law of Effect), HA 4 K % BRI A= HE
FRCRI, 22 A 2 kA, IRV 25 R 24
N, IS5 2T i as kA s SR i) 45 5%
B NBUN Y, TR 23X AT A B g st 2 Hl g5, B
T AN A A R R, A BB £
55 B8 11 55 (Thorndike, 1932). B4, BriidT M
A1 oA 1 S0 (4 K 2 B0 P (A P 3 ) Y
RS2 o 312 w8 AT THE AR AR e 7 1 7T
. Bandura (1973)#94122% ) Bl (Social Learning
Theory) fERCR A M EEADL F4 I, AR2EI s £
T i WA AR E B b i AT o, R
NP2 15 AL, JEAB N 175 YR S 1A A R
1% 3l(Bandura, Ross, & Ross, 1961), A I 7 4t
i MR ECE, Kol — MR, R
MR N BCE AR . tedn, JLE
BAIMEE— DB RTE, e RN, L
RADRIMKEATH, HE, HRHXFREZ
Ja, JLEE W R 3 £ 1) Wi 17 4 (Bandura &
Walters, 1963). Schaefer (2005)%% A 4% 76T L
BUGHEMEBE MR SR S R 150, QR RE
ISP AV LB AT Mot R ek, AR 515 L
HAY Bl O S P, IR ARk L
TEF A 2 N A K A BT S 1 AT BE AR 2 1
(Schaefer & Mattei, 2005),

4.2 A LIAHHE R (Social Cognitive Model)

Yo it 2 A E E AR S FE RN T
PSRRI AR S . — RGO ZEGIA
AR A BT R GE Z A7 T ERSR I AE B L
F A ELF AT A H A94EH (Anderson & Bushman,
2002b; Berkowitz, 1990; Crick & Dodge, 1994;
Dodge & Crick, 1990; Rowell Huesmann, 1988),
4.2.1 #1520 L2 it (Social Information

Processing theory)

I AL R, PRGE A ARAT B AL
TE T B, 58 32 R T A 3 A7 45
D o i R T K, A AR R B B A
U AN B 7 SN E T ARG R Y BN
(Crick & Dodge, 1994; Dodge & Crick, 1990),
Huesmann (1988) i JHIAC FRIS A N L Z T LA K
T AT R, & E AT 45 T AR (seripts),
FE LA A 1) S AE LAUR WA T p R B ok Mok 1
JEA — B8 ARME S, 2t 22 W AL 2 39 in
Wi A T R PE . X — I RIS H R
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X LAY Sy F R T A PR A, sk — s
TERFE IR FF . i, A fil 2 07 i Ui
R 23 T i — 1 B 55 3k P 2 0 AT Dl e A O 1Y
ICACINASAEAEAE R I b, B SR 5 fl 2% )
LT IR AT R i, 3 2k 5 R 34T N A DG Y I A
S E RN TR AN W e Zhni A5 25k Ak, B R ki
FHEAHSC R BLSEAE TR vh, 2 1T 22 300 i R B 1) 2% 7
17N (Rowell Huesmann, 1988), Berkowitz FJIA
HrEAE HHE (Cognitive Neo-Associationistic Theory)
ZINAIRIE R, FEEENH ., HE ST
PNAE A ) 22 [8] A IR R, R R A LT > A8 i s
DA [ A ey B =, A 3 30 O B A
WO A B A1 o BARSRUEL, 5 XA
B4 BT AL R — A E R,
R A R RS 5 S B Tl AR
& 25 DL AT R whsh G e — R B 4Bk 4h, filan,
F FI R A AT LU B 5 B A S iCAZ i, i
& 15 T o4 7] (Berkowitz, 1990, 1993),
4.2.2 —RRI TR (General Aggression Model)
TELZES L MBS R A I, Anderson F1
Bushman (2002)42 H} T — i oo A B30, 1% 8
WTA A N TR 2R R 458 PR 3% A () 52 i o i 2
TPHBGEAT N, X R AT R, Wi
T = AR KRR B B RS T AT e e b 5ot
AR IR ZE R B 2= 2T L WOE AN . — ety
AR 3gf 2% 7 P U RN B0 R e MR AT Sy 1 5 i
T RIS AR, T R ) B TR AR
Mo 77 AE I FR AL - JE 500 A1 B 200 (Anderson
& Bushman, 2002a). & i A 045 750 5 3 A 4 5 34
S B ) 422 Ml F5 B R0 ORSRXoF A R 57 A 1 S )
T 1 U A B A S BB A R AR, A
PR I ESIR S O TA N L 155 28 175 TR R A T i gt 45 A2
T RE R A AR, S AR 2 R e A AR X 1 R 1Y
AL FOABCE AT DR SR, T 5% e AR A AT 2R
I 50 B AR N Sy 52 S 2 i 2 7 3 2
I E SN . W A T 55
Yo PR o 38 m, 38 0 3 1 Be o8 o Mo PR R A,
T AT B W B P AN .
4.2.3 ZAEINHFER (Integrative Cognitive Model)
AT A T AN MBE R A e,
AR 5 ) i I 1 AR RN S B M T AT Sk 22 TR A
U T, TE R — 58— Y DA 04 18 f it R Ao
&5 B B 7 AR B R ILTR, R AR

P B B % B (hostile interpretation) , S & i &
(ruminative attention)f1%% 7745 #ll (effortful control)
X = RN A i B B9 2 BB (Wilkowski &
Robinson, 2008, 2010). Hrr, S8 46 0 ik
DI R AE N AR OHOC A FRIEH  EA n T
FEF A B 1 B v 75 28 (Nolen-Hoeksema, Wisco,
& Lyubomirsky, 2008; Rusting & Nolen-Hoeksema,
1998) o Xof 175 58 ) 84 3 | A A8 B R e R A 7 ) B S 2%
R RO AR, TR TS A R 58, 385 K S
PEBGH AT REYE . A — BT ROR, HfR S
S I A i B A6 1w o 2 455 22 MBS 5 (Bushman,
2002), i i SiE K S R I R A AR 2 A R 5T R B,
58 5% Sz B M T A 23 BE =2 A5 B AT K R B
(Bushman, 2002; Rusting & Nolen-Hoeksema, 1998),
[ 3% #1% £ 4 A (Caprara, 1986; Denson, Pedersen, &
Miller, 2006; Gerin, Davidson, Christenfeld, Goyal,
& Schwartz, 2006) 15 5 % S 56 (Denson et al.,
2006) [ K EERFFEHR SR T XA 8, ARRES
7 285 B NE 1) SCHR I Sy S TR 2 i 1 817 4 15 31
7 (Bushman, 2002; Rusting & Nolen-Hoeksema,
1998) ., i He iy 8 BT B8 18 I 1A 0 RO AR B B S 4
PR BRI IR A i, SEMIfESE T 580
15 BAHCHY RE, ST AR M B 4 rp
fhes H".ﬂé(Putman, Hermans, & van Honk, 2004;
Wilkowski & Robinson, 2008), It4h, 5% it # i
SR S 8 ARO[, 25 D TSR B
85 145 ) A AR X T 1R R Sz A T 1] ) A
MFE. HHERZEARMATHEEEL, €~
—Fof it e A O, R SE R B, L%
VAR . PATIERAT S RE s, AR TR
R RSRE(Rothbart, 2007; Rothbart & Rueda, 2005),
M T 55 il i A AE, AT LA AR A LA E BT A A
FOR S, X BOR R R R e, T
M BURSAN B AT N R R Ik, T e 5 W4T A
2t 1 (Eisenberg et al., 2007),
4.3 Eitt H#r#E A (A Goal Model of Catharsis)
Denzler F1 Forster #2195 Mt H AR 515
(Denzler & Férster, 2012), Hils HFR Y 3L BLAK A
TR R A 1 T B M (accessibility) D RE, i B
Al J R 48 K e 2 B 45 B RE Bl S R b B L,
AR R E I A HAR, 78 H bR 52 2 1,
5 A Km0 # A (construct) 7E 1012 T & 0 =
WOE, BRI T Bl BARZ ), RO 4R
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A KRR 2 BN, BOEAT BB e,
HA ST BAR AT R A Re 8 0804 5 2
Mt flan, FENR BiRiE A, BaliE
SR Ve S SR LN 7 N A B S W s = L =
PRI AL S DUAE SRR A8 B A BRIS AE R LR
) B —, AR IR AR T Ry 1 it 9K
B (TR | BB (2 MR A A RE
ZE (3B 1% P R ORG #l o BT EER); AR T, B
R, SAEG N E M AN AT BB AT b AR RE

WA G SR R, AR, MR R
AT Bl BAR L BGE HEA S BRAK, ARLE i a0
TE I B A AT S H AR I AT RIS BRI
bt B 2 ok 980 i A e S A G i =
P, RORT E R A S AR A A B . — K
AR U A — B, B AR RIS T s 11 G
BRSO, BRI R A X S B R 0 R
X G i B B, OF B E M B R B B
PR AL T SE B E, UUAGXFE T I A S5
HemEmsHnEnmaRnEn T, 5ilth
AT R R A B S Sk TR g R Tk R,
AN JEL 3 28 5 1) AT A #3846 )
7B 1E 16 F (Konetni, 2016).

5 REERE

e e ity i BRE Sal AATE d e A T S i
RS, R, KESOENT TR 7R, TR AL
JLZE, Tl P 9 A (SO BE R AR B i 23 48
TR R T b 1) o AR AR, IR, GESE T H
{1 5 P ) R 22 9 5 BT 5 R BEL I AT A ‘e i
SHEMBENE BT, TR R
BER L HRIZRA, AR A T Al i 7 AR
BT 2, O B A B Rl St A
ZHE, BT IR TR E R, T e A
AT I I M eSS EAR, 3 1 AL
(AR 5535 T P RO 45, s sl R U0\ 0 ok i
FIE AT BRI A . AR S s O A AT
2N B TR I, A7 — 2 R O, IR R
K T f

A, AT E A R AR A e B R A A
BN 2= RN 111 E £ =) LT R E B 7= R4 R e S i 1
BTG 6] o O B I POl T T VAR
BN B AR LK S 0] A T
U, RUTH LIRS 4 s ek vh 3 o H

=

pi

iy

F14 M 5k 2 18 6 S P L e — b L M Y e A
L AnAE AT A B A AR R A A S X 52
(71 2 e T DA e 7 OO R
Wr & SRR AR AR SO B, 04 D T 5 2K,
rean, e RE Esh m A R R rh, SR UTE
TooR B S, Mo i R B i, R
H O RS 47 o i A, 5 B Z0 M FOR
SEHAMLE S 11 45wl . 0B E A e R
[EEE3E ) LB G i A= R R G K S R A £ SR %)
(EE T D5 - W T g S g RN S B 957
S FERGNET, B S RS T P A B A
B o JEHER AL T (E UL B SG B I 3 ) 77 20 4k
Yl ol R A R RIS AT R R AR AT
BB RAE ., P PR, AREF ML A &
R] BRI LA 2 5 BRAL BG4, B A S 0d g 4T Ll
WL A% BREL % 1Y O g o ) B 2R A A TN
TEWR ARG, FR & S TR A O B i
A BRI 9 AR N 5% R L 5 AT VD AR B ER SRR A T
BB, A, Xt T xR n] fE L HA EH
Tt {5 o) B R PR OR U3, 5 2l R 7 2 e L
i PRSI — > SN 5 B R A,
JEA BT HE BB, 5 1 IR (Y AR e
T 0T P9 X R M B A — R AIOR, (AR B T
" Y ) 2 S 1D SS  1i JC A i  m BARR
it e # BEAT AR A, AR T Bl e
TR TCEE SR, BN, Sk U5 A REXT PRIk it
s Bk R EZ AT, GG R E AL, B
SEAE S I E R T Sh i T RE R E 7 L B
EBEMRIIRA, WKL KE LK G FH2r
W HR, APFOFIEE AT E E R
L fiE, DIERBIE ML o5 EEAESE T, DL
LR RIS 45 S A A 2 B I AT S i 2
i, ARORAT 6 EE AR G 7 0 B A 9 T
B SPEE 2 00 BURAE T 1A RICR, AR AR O B
fi RREAR 55 T AR vh B A ) ko i S AT ] LA
FMB A Fn, BhEECE O B A A R S
Fhoe O B 55 IR R B, MAERLA B S AR
B L BRI JO RS A T AE S T Y T T B
TE S B AR SR B RAURER TR 520, 3 A i 1
BT R A O PR R IR 55 5 Bk F 5 Uk 2 [1]
A BE1Y T) RL, BT BCRAEREAL RS R v, T e
TR 52 ARHEMAR . BT . ORI S =0
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Is catharsis beneficial or harmful? The psychological intervention effect and
potential harm of catharsis
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Abstract: The theory of catharsis believes that venting can effectively alleviate anger and aggressive

impulses. However, a large number of experimental studies about the effects of direct catharsis, indirect

catharsis and target catharsis on aggression have revealed the potential harm of catharsis on aggression and

its functional mechanism, the catharsis can’t reduce anger but increase aggression through factors such as

cognitive processing. Even so, the public still favors this seemingly convenient way of regulating emotion,

for example catharsis equipment has become the standard equipment of psychological counseling

institutions. This not only suggests people's unilateral cognition of psychological catharsis, but also reflects

the lack of scientific and standardized construction of our social psychological service system. Future

research should focused on the potential problems and its possible solutions in the current widespread

application of catharsis equipment that used as a mean of modern psychological intervention.

Key words: catharsis; emotion regulation; anger; aggression





