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1 31§

G R S CHS RN —T e i, kg
RANAE =05 2 — PR AE ARl 2 e, M 36% 1%
A2 i it 5 RS R AR h g€ (UNESCO, 2025) . i
ok, KEBRINREFMHZNAT, IR THSSHN
R, KB IT RN EL, IR TAMRNFA
XFER . ARG EMAMBCE TR (220, M,
2021) , BERBTAMEIE H 55 sth R BT
AT RetE . FH AR IEATE OIS iR, Ab
AT AN A, A5 M BCHAT R (IMRFFE,
J/ANA, 2023) o XU BB ARSI E
WLHE DA H SRS PER G . A SN HAE Ty A ok
AFEZN ( Gini & Pozzoli, 2013) o

ACBR 7 T 2R R M i /A B ) 1 5y

BIWES: R, SDRAFHEEFRER, ARO[ AMSINES,

HSEEMRKRMF R CRIE 55, 2017) . fEPEGS
Scferh,  CRFIREGES CHRBIK T HZETFT SFEEW
RWHE, EHEFNENYT, RN Gl T
TR IAREE, MR R X F TR
TR, RIMXFLWOE . Fib, DIRSRSE
Yoy s AERIAT R (ERLE 48, 2016) o SCREHLERRTR
HHMET LA BIMABAL (5, 2018, RZ
8, 2024) | MZEAURE (TR AF, 2023) SERIEL. AR
Pt 2222 38 (social learning theory, SLT) |, AMAE
WG M7 R I7 2ok H C AT R, 7EM
BFEHE S, DRE W AR, B
XA ER (Lin & Wang, 2018) o UL, AWFFEiR
VAT E IE B AMA T A

— R AR R ( general aggressive model, GAM ) &
th, SMEREREE T O AR A ER AR, TR )

FIEHZINE, NEZITFENE,

S| TEE, BREES (2025). ARFENEVFRSREANIIN: B=PRRESHERRINVEN DN, PEVZEFEE,

/17), 886-891.
https://doi.org/10.35534/pc.0707141



2025F 7R
ETBETH

ERABNBEVFRGHANFN: RPRRH SHEER SOV PN

- 887 -

BAMATH (Allen et al., 2018) o HRE I PR i it —
FiA TN T AR 1), 5 A AR 1 7 =X AL 2o 1
S AT R B S s (Crick, 1995) .
FER—Fh AR N FRARAS , SRR & S IR S i ol it
I o Bk Al Y g IRAR AR 1 B A k25 B
RPN 1 = VO 11 S N 5 S B R B 2 S
B, e BEREERESEETE (Dodge, 1980) o B
FW, TR Rl ) SRR I T 6], AAAERCE
U BTl 1 F R B 25 5 SR A A T P SR v 7 22
KR, R SRR Ud; ( AlMoghrabi et al.,
2018) o EFRATEILEH DA (Martinelli et al., 2018 )
FAAEN (Pan et al., 2012) ZEAN[RIAEE AL HARAFAE,
I+ HEA B30 tb—2: (Dodge et al., 2015) . B4k,
WFIE R I 5 A AL B 58 (14 R BE PR35 v Se (A £
BRI, SRR B (B 4F,
2023) o G, ABPFURBCHE IR R TR T S
Tl el 2 A E

BRI 4 R AR B R EEENE, )
HIBE GERAHCHIE R ML (Sukhodolsky el al.,
2001) o HHEBIERZ A M Z RGHAL (multiple systems
model of angry rumination, MSM ) , M FHEEAW
BB F MR R R NSHR, X I
REJT T R, MELUMBTARAF 2 bl g thi ok, X seid #22x
ANV A A7 I IR PR 2, DT 3 B A 78 T A )
(Denson, 2013) . B AQEFHFIEX, mHlEF
SR AT BURICIC AR R OCH, X FR
SRR KBRS, WO R HEAT JE 2k Xt 1y
I (Denson et al., 2011) ., WIFEERY, TILEIEML
JEREEE T ( Camacho et al., 2021 ) B EAFISC A 3G
(/N AF, 2024) , TR AES SR I Bty
i . AN, A RIS E S 5 4% 5 e TN 5K HE 2% ) SF 3R
B AMARTR R 4 (Ruddle et al., 2017) . K,
AR B S 2 AL 52 97 5 e A 1o )5 rh Ay
I

TR VA R g 1] 5 BT S & Z IAMBAF TR B DI AR
HRAELEE NI (integrative cognitive model, ICM) ,
AMAIH 1 S AR A o B R B 2, ANt
HEAT 5 ROEAR BRI TC R S TR AL O L Ok
G, BRI dim ( Wilkowski & Robinson,
2010) o AT (Quan et al., 2019) AIBITEERD, B
S AR VA B g 1) S5 oo R A E T, A
W B AT RS MR R, 25 R AR A i R S
%, MR R S m . 5 AT R AR 25
WA (E SN TSR, 3 22 BN RS AR 5 4
BOWIE BT ROE AR (s, 2020) o ETFk, &
WFFABBROE A R 5] FI B R A TR R B 55 D 4E
i 2 e AR
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2 HRFA*E

21 HARNR

SR BB, B s i rp s
ARG, SRR AR6060) , S 5A %R 45559
0y CHBRME }92.24% ) o BRAFRTE14~17% 22 [8]
(M=1548, SD=0.52) , HHPHE3RIAN (5742%) , &
A238 N (42.58% )

22 WRIA

(1) HRFE=

KHEBHR (2017) BITHHBERETESR, 28
RSN H , WZ T B2 BB SR 2 Dk T
PR . WICRA RSk, B, wiiH A~k
TR REREBRESERE, EARPR T, %R
Cronbach’s a Z%0H0.85.

(2) Bk =

KXV TAE (2009) BT HIH 4 Buss—Perry I
R, ZERIL20MEH, GIENAEE: BRI
. BE. B, BRI, BERHALAE, 15
YR, RN MBI SR . RN, xER
f] Cronbach’s a Z&%0°450.86,

(3) BRI 1) 3=

RHABOTHE (2019) BT P SRR R TRl A AR
WRERTHECRAR R, ZERATE 16 MEE
BIMIR A (4 A AmEI TR ), BAME B
AP SRCGEASEM I (I “dohrEry” ) TR, 2
SRR 1% SERA T ISR E (1=5E4 A
X 2=LUEIAAHSE; 3=H MM 4=F S 5=1
BAHSE; 6=TEW ) o Maim, R MEEZEIAR
PRI KRR o FEABISE T, %R0 Cronbach’s a 4K
40.85.

(4) B A B4R

KT WFH XN =3 (2017) BITHHBR R 4 8
MR, ZERILIONEH, GIEFFEBUE., P
14, WA IR P DU . R 490y,
1= “MA” | 2= “fi/R” , 3= “QF” , 4= “BR"
B m BRI 2KV . AR,
Z M Cronbach’s a Z2%8°40.90,

2.3 FEITIE

K HHSPSS 26,08 AT T FEVEAR B B . 2L [R) T
BT . R G A R8T, (HHSPSSZE T
Process 4.0 T AR 5347 o

3 &R

31 HESEARENRK
AYRAIESE LR 5 25 25 R B0 R B T Harman B[R 25
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g (JAWE, Jesrsk, 2004) o Xl b g 4 3.2 BLESHVHRFITAERDT
HHEAT TR, RZARBUN T 14 RE(E R T 1 At SR . BEHERE . BRE S . i

HTF, IR BRSNS TR TR RN DA G R G . AR 1
22.84%, F/NTAO%IIGFAL, FIGAWIZRBAGIET %, MBS . SOSHBRE . SR, T
TSI R 2 A P2 I AR

F 1 HRGITFEX S

Table 1 Describe statistics and related analysis

i H M £SD HRERE A PR i B4 HkAn
L HBARF 15.35+5.70
2. FE I R i 47.55£11.10 0.41"
3. BRI A 43.19+9.80 046" 0.52"
4. Bk 47.30 £ 10.40 0.50" 0.49™ 0.72"

E: o¥Ep<0.01, % p<0.001, TR,

3.3 PINTNAEK I TN ECR AR SRS (=030, p<0.001) I

Wi 4 A5 BARAR AL AL RS | FH Processifi {4 HOKIABE R (8 =0.39, p<0.001) 3 1F [ T 4%
(BT OX T FP A BB HEA A B o 1T Bootstrap J7 i, Z5 HRRE . BOEIA D i AR S A [ A AT
FEFE50007 Bootstrap ke . BUIESE BRIV, MEFHE FRER, HEEFT (B=0.19, p<0.001) , BRI F kI
(£ =051, p<0.001) B A ERBIER-. 57 (£=0.13, p<0.001) FIFHE % (=058, p<0.001) ¥
BN ATEEREY, HESRE (B=041, p<0.001) BFIE Re L I m B m, 2R,

2 TEXRNEEFSM

Table 2 Regression analysis of variable relationships

)

ZERAS T AR R R F B t
Yok bisEr =1 0.51 0.26 47.45 0.51 13.76™
I R i ) HBERE 0.43 0.18 30.58 0.41 10.49™
b ] HERE 0.58 0.34 57.51 0.30 7.86™
FCE VA A i 1) 0.39 10217
it HRERT 0.76 0.58 127.84 0.19 593"
R A R i ) 0.13 3.91™
B4 0.58 17.14™

WsmE R, BoRIHE RIS B iR XM (013, 022] , FoRBERR AP0 B, Hox
ZIBRI AR ERSR0.05, AN 9S%EIRIX e [0.02, VAP ] SR R A AR RS B AT e = [l XA
008] , FTRBEIABEMR MR B3 BUSR A7er RONAEN009, HARBUN9S%EFIXIEN [007, 012] , KW
BIFE AR 2 [ TP RN R0.17, TR 95% B B ) R A A AU

3 HEXRNBERLE

Table 3 Chain mediation effect test

. . . ] N 95% A5 X 1]
B iZ 2 BV AE SE AR RN - s
BBV HRIEE B 0.19 0.03 37.36% 0.13 0.25
[EIEE5 dma BT H RE A B Yt 5 0.05 0.02 10.35% 0.02 0.08
MBI H PSR G- Yt 0.17 0.02 34.21% 0.13 0.22
RS T BRI BE R 4Bt i) 0.09 0.01 18.09% 0.07 0.12
SO 0.32 0.03 62.64% 0.26 0.37
SO 0.51 0.04 0.44 0.58
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Figure 1 Chain-mediated model effect plot
4 itip A B AR B D B, B 2 P

RIFFTH L THRETE 55 08 ook i 2Z a1
KR, IR T R T B AR 1) FNSEA 2 B FR A0
W4 R BoR, MRS T IE M AR dedi i n), X
SRR (B, REM, 2023) . M
T WA 2 S AR AT R, IR AT i T BOk
selnlEp g, B A s, SEOE R
i) . SEEEMSE, SRR TSR B, kLA
F5 1 X B 0 1) (4 TU0 46 FH Rl DA 5t AR B AR S
(1) MBEFEF>HEAR WA LM, (2) fH#
FE PR AW, (3) HEFRF-HEAH
I R R 24— B i ]

W 2e, WO AR R R R R (i ) 2 e
PR, ZE R A SE BN THIE (Dodge,
1980) o KIAZE THRBEFREHRE D (U EAHIT
WERESERITN) . MERSREREHFNAT
WERCGE AR A FIE X (Dodge, 1993) o XFhAfL
AR N B 2 R BCOMARTZES B Tl 2 v 5 i asos
IHE 2 (Dodge, 2003) o AFFEGLRIE P w94~ 14
SHVETEN I s i (5 5w B U BB 5 1, R R X
H5HANERXAMS, Fe, #EBEMATEET, ]
SR BRI T8 PR 2R R, $ i AR 0 i 1)
( AlMoghrabi et al., 2018) . XEHHZHI BRI BTG
PR G = A A N TR SR IR &, XS E iR g
FEECRAREMIE AL, ISR A

Hok, R A RLR SR B 58 22 Ja] AR 2
AVER. —HT, SRR RS R 2MEF 5
Wt SRR IR E Uit AR Bz ST A AR RE T
AL F RS IR, XA “DHIZEE” RV &
R TSR AR S —Jrm, MR
WITCE BT, 7T RE & R 24 B4R 3 MR
BRI SRS (S 48, 2019) , BIRENE T 5%
FHE MKMW AR R, T RCSEHIES . B—K
RAmEEFE AR m R, SRR E IR
BIEE . IER AN ( Bushman, 2002) o XAMFELAY .
1R SR Y BURAR S SRR MR T BE, RS
YIRS A= Y w3l (Denson, 2013) . [EIE}, K
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TR T Wb B R AR s L LTA8 (Anderson, 2002)

Foa, ARFITE K BUH R DR 1) At s i & 7E
BT Sl 2 s P AR, XENET %A
A (Wilkowski & Robinson, 2010) . HIREFHFEE
I T AR A R ), T B R
By, XFRAEIEM R 2 il T HURIE . BRI
IR T ARSI 4, 7RI A B PR s
MR A5RE (Densonetal., 2011) , B™ESAERE S
MrRC A0 AR ep 5 A S U R O 1 e S BT AL
FEASRLL, ARSI TE AR R A S B ( Calvete
& Orue, 2012) . FZ, XFPENEISN . AT
RA, BERFTMRAR G, HFET AT
U5, SETER AR T

L8 LR, AT A T BRI PR 1) AN %
ATEME IR T SR 2 0 s VR DL B 2GR A
Y, FEWIMLEESR T AT LA a5 0 5 7 U DR O 1) 2k i 5
MR 4, TS BT . B iRk THLR 37
BT FO A & A 0L A4 5% i S B0 AT R i i L ) A T
9%, WSS A M7 A TR AT IRt T . —
i, WSkiAHE, EREMARKELEF . ENEDE
DBREERE . B — 5, BEE IR AMEIER S
Mg, AR IR A B S &, WD B AT
e

SE B
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The Influence of Harsh Parenting on Adolescent Aggression
Tendencies: The Chain Mediating Role of Hostile Attribution
Bias and Anger Rumination

Li Mingxiao Chen Jiwen

College of Education, Jianghan University, Wuhan

Abstract: Objective: This study investigates the multifaceted impact of parental harsh parenting on adolescents’

aggressive tendencies and further explores the mediating roles of hostile attribution bias and anger rumination in

this relationship. Methods: A cross-sectional questionnaire survey was administered to a sample of 606 Chinese high

school students (Mage = 15.48 years, SD=0.52; 42.58% female). The questionnaire used in this study includes the Harsh
Parenting Scale, the Hostile Attribution Subscale of the Word Sentence Association Paradigm, the Angry Ruminative

Thinking Scale, and the Buss-Perry Aggression Questionnaire. Data analysis employed structural equation modeling

(SEM) with bootstrapping procedures to test the hypothesized direct and indirect pathways. Results: Harsh parenting

positively predicts adolescent aggression tendencies; Both hostile attribution bias and anger rumination exhibited

separate mediating roles in the relationship between harsh parenting and aggressive tendencies. Additionally, a chain

mediation effect was observed, whereby harsh parenting influenced aggressive tendencies through the sequential

pathways of hostile attribution bias and anger rumination. Conclusion: Parental harsh parenting not only directly leads

to increased aggression in adolescents, but also indirectly elevates the frequency of aggressive behaviors by enhancing

their hostile attribution bias and anger rumination.

Key words: Harsh parenting; Aggressive tendencies; Hostile attribution bias; Anger rumination
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