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+ 2 P i (Dodge & Coie, 1987; Wang et al.,
2020), S Bl R R G, AR
AR TR 5 AR 28 ) 1 AT D R IR 3 Y
BB E AT S N B AT SR B ] (Dodge & Coie,
1987; Smeijers et al., 2018), #&&% . #IHF R A A T
I T 3 N = S VA s < i
(Hammock et al., 2015; Martinelli et al., 2018)F1I{
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K22 I B 5% i T 19 7 2 R # (Ferguson
& Dyck, 2012; Tackett et al., 2014), H:H, FpFHTR
JE— B0 3Z B Iz A AT B Sy M e Y 2 SRR A
HER, A2l Ll R TR Bt 5 s et
B9 ZE A A FIE T (Integrative Cognitive Model, ICM;
Wilkowski & Robinson, 2010), /H2 2| Hai M 1k, 4F
Jo 1% 288 %8 Js iy P At 1 A e 0 FH e HC T Y
CHRHLHAA ARG RE . PHtk, A7 A
PRI AN 5T 0 BE Al b E — 2P AR R BB A S R
PRI B 56 2R BT 5 1 A L
1.1 BRI R B M

FE BT ARTE H 5 AR T 25 2 8% B A Ay i
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B, TEARMCAE BRI R 25, R BT vl LA
T A~ A 7 28 3 it 0 =X b B s 1 i AT
(Giancola, 2002), 7E s4% LA A58 FUBRE 09 2L 60 1,
R SO RS 0 P o (9 2345 A RS 2R (Wilkowski
& Robinson, 2010)42 1, BEMRE . OB EE S
3 R BT AR R e R A T Y v R

AR A IS R R ARSI S M e | O
R HEgH T AAEE R TAE, B LUR LA
T TEAEA A . S—, TEMFSR TR, ZET R
522 R VA VT TR 0080 A 7 T SIE 00, 3 R =2 XoF 45 I 1
R RS RN mETE . 5, fETh AL
Hl 7T, EARCEAINFIRBALER T TR BT A 5| & I
LR B B ARE, ELR I I A D 2 48 75 B
PURST R NPT 9 S LR AR Y S FFSE . A
B o7 S VA e 9L e ) o9 ' g | | o e
AIANTR], DR, MSIHLA B A e S 4 b 45 7 A Jo 15
R B S WO BALERL, O 5 AR e X
() — s A AL DX 43T o 338 T4 78 S g 1 B 7
A= S U AL O BRAL S B AT S s, O
X5 S B B BT AT R SR S B
I, AWESE B TEARZR R BT TRS T0I S Ti it 9 5
HLEEAE o
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REE T FAT R AR B . IR U B R
H A ) o G Rl s o | & 1Y
=2 5 B 18 P 3 Ml (Anderson & Bushman, 2002;
Smeijers et al., 2018), LG5I\ FIHIE 25 A Y,
5o TR BN HUR SO Mk X3 T F s P et i
YA Sl (Crick & Dodge, 1994, 1996; Dodge &
Coie, 1987),

TR VA AL A 1) 2 TR P B AL Y 32 N R o
(Crick & Dodge, 1994, 1996; Dodge & Coie, 1987),
6 TE AR 558 A At N B9 AT D 2 BT i R A1 23
O ATA S M A] (Crick & Dodge, 1994).
#t 2 {5 Bin T #% % (Social Information Processing
model, SIP; Crick & Dodge, 1994, 1996)4% i, # &
A PRl e 2 5 | & SO M BGE R LA R, H S
FEPEBGE R AR, 2 v R 3l
Blo X — WA BB T R H (eg.,
Babcock et al., 2014; Wilkowski & Robinson, 2010),
PR T LAy, TR sh AL A B o Bt 2 Ay
PE BN HLAE B A2 AR TE X At A1 s o ARG A

PR A 3t P ORI & R R 1Y o PRI, 6 U PR
EEINYR(ESE O=8 e LN R AVE.S S S

SN B 9 55 — Bl sh AL T8 18 HEVE 3 HL
(Lagerspetz et al., 1988; Lagerspetz & Westman,
1980), F5AH kA | /b BT B 8 7 g o A5 AN
TEAT O P A B B S 0 A P 0 5 2 iy o G
T S IR AR EIE AR 43 T AN SN I AT
N, Ry YD S A ) P ER 5 7 A Y — el
S HL(Bandura, 1999). B HEFShHLE Y
PEUGE 5 E G AL F RS L, P v S
F A EBGE A S M N E K X478 (Anderson &
Bushman, 2002; Wang et al., 2020), il % 54
S B E VRN P S, g R DB, AT
PRIZ OB, BRI A, i — IR AT
N, ML BV S L. Bm iR, ETE
HEVF S AL — PP AR e A | el /D B0 BR B A7
s H O IE R R (n, RS AT i a2 3 RO
sk g T, Mo A SR BGEAT R AhE E
10 FRE 5 A )

T PEAE I B T VF S LA T EZN TRy, 45
B0 FEAT U Oy R RO S 1, LARE B
PR I 8 18 L B9 1 R AT 245 il (Bandura, 1999,
2002), HEE—FE A, Wt —FEE L,
AR TE RS 2 38 G T T AE B R SR A5 T8 18 v
(Bandura et al., 2001; Caprara et al., 2014; Pornari &
Wood, 2010), HRHEINHIZK JH LIS (Festinger, 1957)
I 4 6 B8 (Bandura, 1999, 2002) W5, 4
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D FAT A LGP FEAT A AEE RN PR,
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AT 2 BB TRV AT 2, O LB TR 7
ARI R . Rt, TEFE AR BT DIAE il ey o)
PLR AR AR

L5 E TR, OB AR B S AL LS ORI
SHLFEEEVFSh LR, Wi Skl el 1 5ov
Bedi W HE R R & o ORI S AL RS TRV S LT
RETE—E P EH AR . RN ECE ML A
P I 5 FE AT R HEA T H S B A, A AT O
HOAFAETE R IRRS, X AT B2 | A A T 7 v
L, DACDIE SR ) F R s . SR, &
TEWEVE Sh AL AT RE 21 B MOk A s N2 &
Ak, T R 2 HY BRI R R S
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R DT 7R BB A8 2 I SRR T DR g 1) O L
PAT T LI A 2 (e.g., Gagnon et al., 2016;
Veenstra et al., 2017). 47 B4 2 52 W B = U3 A
] A B R AT BB A A~ o B —, RRTUR SR A A
XPIREE RN AT 5P VP4 (Hazebroek et al., 2001),
T X SR P VB A 1 58 v At AT A R B ) S vk
fE R E T —FP A . B, R A A
TE T UM AH OC A9 15 2B 23 A7 JBHH 0 UL (Smith &
Waterman, 2003), FpRfU& g L STt S
LR PENETE B AT & (Wenzel & Lystad, 2005;
Wilkowski et al., 2007). # JH n] LA, 5 i et 2%
PRAE A RAERBDIG B2 b T 2 SO MR R, O
XAt AP, PR A S W N AT
T R A R A AR o T I Rl 1) 255 BRI
i A AF B0 AR Y ) — A H 00 (R 2 A4
IR B O SRR, ot 2R i ok
i 2 At N), IFRAE T AR EE (eg.,
AlMoghrabi et al., 2018; Thomas & Weston, 2019;
Wilkowski et al., 2015) il i, £ &t I3 P g [ il
S B S0 A 55 v i S M T KO e AR
= (AlMoghrabi et al., 2018; Wilkowski et al., 2015),
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o S PRSI —, ©A KRER R,
SEE % ey e s 1 B € NI s PN 7 5 1 e S 3
Z i X 45 (Anderson & Bushman, 2002;
Wang et al., 2017), XL HE KIS M3
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A R i 1) A A 2R R T VT Bl AL (L T T4 B Ry
R A VER . LA, A LR B
AL T EVE S AL AT LA B e, FRATTIR
TRETCE UE A1 i ] R0 P 30 A B T ), e o
ORI B g P B R A e A PR 3R
2 Wk
21 #ik

AW 5 R R B — IR A B A 18 R A
A 5T AR it () PR AR JE T SO M B i B AL AR

T A R R R, X 4 ok A b
BRSO PRI AT S Fr e
FIAR B o DI 2L AR A 1100 44, “FH4F i
9 19.00 = 0.99 %, FHRAATE 16.67~25.17 % Z |0, &
B 6 N H AT T — Ui, SIS T 3 Bk
I ZARAFTEAHEFE M AR = A RN B0 1007
N (T1.1% M 22 e, 28.9% N 5B ), £ 8 KK
91.55%, Wik 5 0% B A R T 10T L B S
B I T= 4N IV L s | =) Wl )
1900 22 S TR B0 P 45 S R B, Tk S AR B Bl
A1) A 1 A4 RS (1(1098) = —0.55, p = 0.583) .
B I R 1] (1(1097) = 1.16, p= 0.246) . 1B FEHfE i
(t(1098) = 0.66, p = 0.510), JZ W PEH 5 (1(1098) =
-0.63, p = 0.532)F1 FZhPEZE(1(1098) = 1.11, p =
0.266) [ 122 S A B2, UL TEE R
T IR IZ ST E L TV RO D B AR R
AEAiON R
22 HfRIA
221 4IRS
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& i % (State-Trait Anger Expression Inventory,
STAXI-2)H (17 J5T 15 568 3t 2 ) 4R o 1B 565 3% 17)
HIL 10 M H, eI TRRBE . R R 25 e by
4 gy, #oAS RS A O RS, EEE“10L
IR Z AT BE)”. HRIE S5, 78
AR B BTROK P . AR NS, iR
BOIESEHAT RAF 05 8808 (B3I 45, 2017), Bk
PERIR S 7R, 3208 3 10 BRL PR R 35 4 X AR T 58 4
PRI G R o* = 3.354~6.994, df = 2, ¥¥/df =
1.677~3.497, RMSEA (90% CI) = 0.026~0.050 (0.000,
0.092), CFI = 0.995~0.999, TLI = 0.986~0.996,
SRMR = 0.008~0.012, TEARMIFEH, ZHmRLE 3 A
I ] £ Cronbach’s o R &2 0.78.,0.82.,0.83,
222 HEVFERE

Kl Dillon %5(2016) i il 1) 5 15] ) B ARV X

B 5 7 (The Word Sentence Association Paradigm-

Hostility Scale, WSAP-Hostility) 1t &2 15 K i 7] 43
R R AR . 2RI 16 M EH,
A NAEVRRY TR RTERTT AR, ZORPEH M
e —ANA) R T D R AR R AR OCRR B . R
BRRE 6 miIT oy, 1AURSE MR, 6 FUFRAEH
(i o pE RTTRE B 3 A o O i e L T R
B Z R R C S WOES B B R AE
BO79e, B, 2019), WuErER R s, &
TR R B B LA R o =
7.996~9.370, df = 2, ¥*/df = 3.998~4.685, RMSEA
(90% CI) = 0.055~0.061 (0.019, 0.102), CFI =
0.995~0.996, TLI = 0.985~0.989, SRMR =
0.008~0.011, FEAHBFFTH, %I FRAE 3 A E] KIAY
Cronbach’s o 2504 0.87. 0.89. 0.92,
223 EEHER

K] Caprara 55(2009) % il 1 2 & I8 784 5 7]
#:(Civic Moral Disengagement Questionnaire, CMD)
W E AN, A 32 ANEH, eI sm bl
T LE AR L IR N2 T ok A i & By,
SRR G S PR DL T R4, . R A eAE 5 N
W, 1 ERmELAFE, sAREL2EE, it
RTINS BB 4 G Tl A 1=K b A O i =
Z ) B OIE S B A R ERECOr AR, EXHE,
2020). $iEtER R AT o, R R B R A5
SR LG R4 . o = 6.458~7.935, df = 2, */df =
3.229~3.968, RMSEA (90% CI) = 0.047~0.054
(0.009, 0.096), CFI = 0.997~0.998, TLI = 0.992~
0.994, SRMR = 0.006~0.008, 7EAWIFEH, ZI4E

TE 3 NHF[E] £S5 %) Cronbach’s o &5 0.92.,
091, 093,
224 REUHRHEESEHURE

K FHl Raine %5(2006) g il (4 )2 W P — = sh PR e
[]4&(Reactive—Proactive Aggression Questionnaire )2
i s W PG S Gt . R 23 4
BEH, Hodr 11 A8 E T 00 s M et (ane
IE 45 T F4T A7), 12 A8 5l 3 sk
(el T WAFRBE M FTRESE), FOR PSR 4 52 PR
T BT IR P AR T 2 TR 6 s, 10K
CERARFFET, 6 URERMFE”. HRIH Y,
53 B0BR R AR S NP e KT B 7 [ N IS,
iZ 5 ROUE B R RERE RO 9, HEM,
2019). B EPER R A0 R, iR A R R AR
SHEHR LA B ¢*=3.235~7.117, df = 2, ¥*/df =
1.618~3.559, RMSEA (90% CI) = 0.025~0.051
(0.000, 0.097), CFI = 0.997~0.999, TLI = 0.992~
0.998, SRMR = 0.004~0.010., 7EAHMFIEH, 1%
PEXCE 43 1 3R AE 3 I AR Cronbach’s o RN
S 0.84, 0.87. 0.87; EsPEBGE M RRTE 3 4
i ] 551 Cronbach’s a %5314 0.90.,0.95.0.95,
23 MRER

AT I E Bt I s Bh B, 7E3R
15 T WO R A S, DhBEG R B AT
B R S8 ARG IR 4 4 RIS TE N I — R 51 [A]
&, ZIFHEG ANAgy A i, SRS
A IR, B RAS—E S AR  AHAR
YOI ] ] Bl 6 S H, —SRlE T 3 B
24 HELEBESH

W92 1 SPSS 20.0 1 Mplus 7.0 %44 47
. RRESMATRA 3 Wi, RIAKRNEIEE
DL SRR i Bl B s oM B 5 %, 88T SPSS
20.0 FEATHERGETE L AHIC o3BT LA S A 6] 07 2 Ml 25 46
%o fdH Mplus 7.0 BEAT S ENE R 2R 40 B 4 44 7
BT R T AR AR 4 AR5 B, X
REIHEA T30 H AT AL B, A A8 s 4 fdt R HLE T 62
%ol 4 B K L8R Ak 31 (Full  Information
Maximum Likelihood) X} JE 1F 25 % 98 A1k 2 (317
AEFH SR HIFHHR 5000 YR A9 I 25 82 1E /Y Bootstrap 5
A B TR A ALY Y T A RO

3 4%

31 #EFFREKRE
DR R A BIE 5 4 Rl 420 O R A 1) AR A
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IR Harman BALPR 2R 50 920 47 3L R O 2 0 22 462 W 2 () A AE i 35 IR AR G
%om%ﬁmﬁﬁ3ﬂmﬁ*,%*.¥%%ﬁﬁi 3.3 RXHFEEEISHT

A 19.01%., 21.06%. 23.26%, ¥I/NTF 40%HY
Il FEL, PRt A B 55 0 B AN A A ™ o i 3 ) O ik
i 22 1) 8t
3.2 ARGt FEX S

AHIFGE WS B AR o (07 850 A v 2 R R R A
KLERNFE 1 FiR. 3 AR A AR BT . B
VAP g 1] . TEAEAE . SO et RN 32 sh PR S PR

EE, AT T A 3 A ] R
TV DR AR 1 L A O R 2 T 1 58
WO TR MR A B R R 2T, Rk
TR 28 ST IR B R AT DAL S B8 . o = 3652.634,
df = 1091, xz/df = 3.348, RMSEA (90% CI) = 0.048
(0.047, 0.050), CFI = 0.916, TLI = 0.909, SRMR =
0.056, &1 MgE SRR, TEEH T YRR, H 5

x1 BRER. ABEAEER. E

BEMEN . REMHE. EERERHFEHHE. REEREX

.

7 M D 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14
1.T1 RBTiiik 1.65 0.40
2.T2 FiFiik 1.67 0.42 0.64**
3.T3 FRFHiA& 1.69 0.42 0.53%* 0.62%*
AT HEEIAHEMmIE 2,92 0.81 0.29%* 0.18%* 0.20%*
5.T2 TREEVADIR A 2.88 0.81 0.27%*% 0.33%* 0.28%* (.55%%
6.T3 TEIHFIRIE  3.05 0.87 0.26%% 0.28%% 0.32%% (.53%* (.63%*
7.T1 JEAEHERL 1.71 0.48 0.32%% 0.23%% 023%* 027+*% (.28%* (.24%*
8.T2 M FEHEN 1.70 0.47 0.26%* 0.33%% 025%* 021%*% 0.36%* 0.20%* (.49%*
9.T3 THFEHEM 171 0.50 0.25%% 0.24%% 0.28%* 0.20%% 0.30%* 0.33%% (.52%% (.58%*
10.T1 SOSMHEICE; 276 0.89 0.58%* 0.42%* (38%* (.32%* (27+% (028%* (.41%% (025%* (27%*
11.T2 SR 242 0.89 0.47%% 0.57%% 0.45%% 0.24%% 0.40%% 0.36%% 0.35%% 0.43%% (.32%% (.59%*
12.T3 FUSiPETEEd: 238 0.88 0.35%% 0.42%% 0.49%* (.24%*% (.34%% (0.45%% (035%% (0.37%% 0.45%% 0.51%% (.62%*
13.T1 EZhPENEE; 132 0.52 0.39%% 0.28%% 0.20%* 021%% 0.15%*% 0.15%* (.54%% 0.32%% 0.39%* (.40%* 028%*% 0.27%*
14. T2 FZhPEDCE;  1.38 0.63 0.25%% 0.47%% 024%% 0.16%* 0.25%*% 0.17%*% 0.33%* 0.62%* 0.34%* 0.17%% 0.47%% 025%* 0.46**
15.T3 TP 1.40 0.65 0.20%% 0.27%% 0.32%% 0.14%* 0.14%% 0.22%% 032%% (.32%% 0.55%% (.17+% 0.23%% 0.48%% 0.42%% (.44%*
W T, T2 # T3 2 3 &R E], ** p<0.01,
0.76%** 0.71%**
R FEEIHR2 >R 3

0'/0*

o

- ()**

%

5
Bl R B PR
e UEREE

5 i D) 269"

0.70%**

>(EEIH B 113

0.59%**

AR A o 2 7

PR T 9 58 S e A 1Y

IR HEL IR AT BB * p< 0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001
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(T 1) BT DLyt & s U5 R R 1) (T2) (B = 0.10, p =
0.003)F13E Ff 4 it (T2) (B =0.12, p< 0.001), &EIH
R A (T2) (B = 0.11, p = 0.001)F13E FEHEM (T2)
(B=0.09, p = 0.007)n] ATHIM 52 itk e ik (T3), 18
ARG (T 1) AT LA 000 558 05 DX ) (T2) (B = 0.10,
p= 0.001), FE V= ) (T2) Al LT 36 5 4
(T3) (B =0.09, p=0.005), Bootstrap Z#T 4% F i
7N, ROV E(T2) (ab = 0.01, p = 0.026, 95%
CI = 0.001~0.020)FIAFEHENL(T2) (ab = 0.01, p =
0.033, 95% CI = 0.001~0.02 1)7EHF T 15T 2(T1)XF )
I Tk (T3) B T v %) PR 0007 fd 5

Hovk, FRATHE AR o S g 1 T 4ok B
PR G AT T R Ui R T, SRR, HF
JO BT A | A U PR [ A A O 2 1 00 = 8
Woili B AR Y AN 3

s, FRATTOT I A A SRS AT T3
AN B[] 5004 28 S i, 4R WoR, TR R AE
(T1)] DL 2wl = sk (T2): B = 0.076, p =
0.022,

4 e

ARUPFEEE R B, TEFERITE G, R
(T1)RT LA R0 12 A H 5 8 SOt ety X —
gk WL 55 DL A ) 8 W 1T 0T 9% (Bondii & Richer, 2016;
Wang et al., 2017)5 325057 (Parrott & Zeichner,
2002; Wilkowski et al., 2007)3K 5 AU 45 FARSTF . Nid,
JEFATRT R, H b B A 5T M 2 9\ 0] 5C 2 1 A
GEo PRI, ASBIFIE A R BT B S8 A 52 g 1 BB 1) 6 R
T Tk BT IESE . Ak, FRATIE KB,
TE PR T DA AE — e R R T 3 g Pk s,
RS 5 17 8% AR 5 A U1 PR i [ DU)AS BB 4 1) 503000 3= 2y
PRV, XA DGR B 56 R AR TR IAIESE
41 BEHEREEBFITIEA

K1 SR R, FRBTR T AT 6 4~ H J5 Y
R AR ), X — 2505 DRSS 9T & B
Jo 17 78 RE A% T 4 VA1 A i 1] 1) 45 SR AH A5 (Gagnon
et al., 2016; Hazebroek et al., 2001; Wilkowski &
Robinson, 2007), 33745 T — i # % (Anderson
& Bushman, 2002)A9FEAU 5, B AAS S8 5 0] DIFE
A A K N\ W B0 AR DG R B FRATT T R,
AT W T 4 715 R ST A5T A8 5 5 U1 DAY i T F 20 1) 5C
F, AW iz St 7R uEds o Re Bt
JRSBE % TN 53 U1 DA O 1) T R O DX D e S 16
AR AN AT ) T T A R AT R M A R

T.(Veenstra et al., 2018), DKitb, 7EBIWIAIEEE S,
R 158 A8 T B 2 (A A A 1] DA T A0 A R R TR
IR PR FEAT AR, Bl A RO AT o B R A
FHCEPER

AT RS R R, B IA PR [] B % 15 1 1]
Fou s ey, (BN REGN ) P B P . X
— 25 B 5 2 {57 — 34 (Gagnon & Rochat, 2017;
Martinelli et al., 2018), 140, & IH P i m) 7T LT
D1 4 I A4 S P B 7E N R M Y e Ay
A (Dodge et al., 2015) ., H 7= = PR w] BE A% T S5z v,
PR T R A R A R I PR A R ) TR
BTy s I > %o ST 1) 1) 38 A CAn At N BT 300 45
T U AT B AR . 4 S 5 S BT (Gagnon et
al., 2016),

WIS RGE W, O I R ] (T2) 72 47
SRS (T 1) S P BBt (T3) ) 0w ke 21 v A A
o X —85 R 3R T RN R, [RI A S — A
WA (Anderson & Bushman, 2002)F145 i 5%
5 5B B 9 25 A R B (Wilkowski - &
Robinson, 2010)/FEAM 5 . XN, FriiRss
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The mediating effect of aggression motivation on the relationship between
trait anger and reactive aggression: A longitudinal study

LI Rui, XIA Ling-Xiang
(Faculty of Psychology, Southwest University, Key Laboratory of Cognition and
Personality of Ministry of Education, Chongging 400715, China)

Abstract

Trait anger is a widely recognized susceptibility personality factor for reactive aggression. However, to the
best of our knowledge, the longitudinal effect of trait anger on reactive aggression is unclear. More importantly,
even though reactive aggression differs from proactive aggression by their motivations, the motivation
mechanism underlying the effect of trait anger on reactive aggression is not known. Thus, the present study
attempts to explore the longitudinal effect of trait anger on reactive aggression, and the mediating role of
reactive aggression motivation, as well as the relationship between the two different motivations. Reactive
aggression refers to the behavior or tendency to respond to perceived provocation with hostile and angry feeling.
It is also called impulsive, hostile, or hot-blooded aggression. The motivation of the reactive aggression is
comprised of hostile motivation (unique motivation) and moral approval motivation (common motivation).
Hostile attribution bias is a typically representative variable of hostile motivation, and moral disengagement is
the representative variable of moral approval motivation.

A three-wave longitudinal study with the time interval of 6 months was conducted to test our hypotheses. A
total of 1007 undergraduates (mean age = 19.00 years, SD = 0.99) from 5 provinces in China completed a series
of questionnaires concerning trait anger, hostile attribution bias, moral disengagement, reactive aggression, and
proactive aggression in their classrooms. SPSS 20.0 was used to conduct churn rate, reliability, and common
method bias tests, and to calculate descriptive statistics. Mplus 7.0 was used to conduct item parceling and
structural equation modeling. A cross-lagged model was developed for trait anger predicting reactive aggression
from hostile attribution bias and moral disengagement. Moreover, longitudinal relationships among trait anger,
hostile attribution bias, moral disengagement, and proactive aggression were also tested.

The results indicate that there is no serious churn problem for participants, for all variables considered. All
measurements show good reliability, and there is no serious common method bias. Moreover, trait anger at Wave
1 significantly predicts hostile attribution bias and moral disengagement at Wave 2, hostile attribution bias and
moral disengagement at Wave 2 significantly predict reactive aggression at Wave 3, moral disengagement at
Wave 1 significantly predicts hostile attribution bias at Wave 2, and hostile attribution bias at Wave 2
significantly predicts moral disengagement at Wave 3. After controlling for gender, trait anger at Wave 1
significantly predicts reactive aggression at Wave 3 through hostile attribution bias and moral disengagement at
Wave 2. Furthermore, the path of hostile attribution bias predicting proactive aggression is non-significant.
Moral disengagement at Wave 1 significantly predicts proactive aggression at Wave 2.

This study supports that idea that trait anger would facilitate reactive aggression, and further suggests that
trait anger could longitudinally predict reactive aggression through the mediating role of reactive aggression
motivation (including hostile motivation represented by hostile attribution bias and moral approval motivation
represented by moral disengagement). The present study constructs a motivational model of personality and
reactive aggression, and hence develops the theories and study of personality and aggression. Moreover, the
findings of this study suggest that prevention of, and interventions for, reactive aggression could usefully focus
on the personality and motivational factors of aggression.

Key words trait anger, reactive aggression, aggression motivation, hostile attribution bias, moral disengagement



