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The Relationship between Perceived Social Support and Aggression among
Vocational College Students: The Mediating Effect of Trait Anger

WANG Xiao—jie
(Qiannan Normal University for Nationalities, Duyun 550008, China)

Abstract:360 vocational college students were investigated with Perceived Social Support Scale, explore the relationship
between Higher Vocational Students’ understanding of social support, aggression and trait anger; at the same time, through
latent variable modeling and bootstrap method, discuss the mediating role of trait anger in Higher Vocational Students’ under-
standing of social support and aggression. The results show that; (1) perceived social support is negatively correlated with trait
anger and aggression, while trait anger is positively correlated with aggression; (2)Trait anger plays a complete mediating role
between perceived social support and aggression; (3)Perceived social support and trait anger are important influencing factors
of vocational college students’ aggressiveness. Perceived social support can not only directly affect vocational college students’
aggressiveness, but also indirectly affect their aggressiveness level through the mediating role of trait anger.
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