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[ Abstract)
eression. Methods: A sample of 413 Chinese college students were recruited to complete the College Students’ Shyness

Objective: To investigate the relationship among shyness, relative deprivation, negative life events and ag-

Scales, Aggression Questionnaire, Relative Deprivation Scales and ASLEC. Results: (D Correlation analysis showed that
shyness, relative deprivation, negative life events and aggression were positively correlated with each other; @SEM analysis

revealed that relative deprivation and negative life events partly mediated the relationship of shyness and aggression. Con-

clusion: Shyness may influence the aggressive behaviors through both negative life events and relative deprivation.
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