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Abstract

This paper was aimed at exploring the relationship between personality and benign/malicious
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envy, as well as its internal mechanism. 1282 participants were measured with NEO-120 Perso-
nality Inventory, Benign and Malicious Envy Scale, and Psychological Resilience Scale by cluster
sampling. The Results were as follows: (1) Neuroticism was negatively correlated with benign envy
and positively correlated with malicious envy. Extroversion, openness, agreeableness and con-
scientiousness were positively correlated with benign envy, and negatively correlated with mali-
cious envy. (2) Resilience played a mediating role in the relationship between neuroticism, extro-
version, openness, agreeableness, conscientiousness and benign/malicious envy. The results re-
vealed the different influence of personality on the two kinds of envy, and also found the mediat-
ing mechanism of psychological resilience between the personality and benign/malicious envy.
The results of this study are helpful to reveal the personality basis of envy and the internal me-
chanism between personality and benign/malicious envy, which also have important implications
for intervening the influence of personality on envy from the perspective of psychological resi-
lience.
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1. 5|8

WGP R AR AR S AN AT ) B AR EURN, R DAL T S F AL T AR ) R AR RS 2
B E B T PRI (Parrott & Smith, 1993; Smith et al., 1999). ARIEINKI 47 NFISIHLI 2 57,
WY IE AT DL N R 5% R T (Van de Ven et al., 2009), B ik MR BIE /D4 5HE, BibA
PL—Fp R B 77 —— B e, R4/ DS R 2R, 52 WAk NS s £ 8 JHAE
AT IR, A2 B 5 ] T 368 0 St gk 40 o5 R PRI AR 35 R i /N 5 4k 413 < [T 22 B (Lange & Crusius, 2015).
NHAE R — P 5 A AR DO B RR . Fooe BB 4E D7 ARAT A A, Rl 154, FE. ShiVLEJm
Bh, HREFREHINESGHEETLEYRK R (DeNeve & Cooper, 1998; Mobbs et al., 2005; Ng & Di-
ener, 2009), B ABFFARIL T AR — B k4 15200 (Habimana & Massé, 2000; Smith et al., 1999), {HZ]
HAT AL, A NBEFEE K TSR AS [R5 ke i) s, i HLE i F AL 0 55 2250 — B4R
BT, AW TORAR R AR 5 AR R g 5w, LGOS AR b B e, R A R A
B G PRIRRURR A FH R0 10 % T e P Y M 5 SR AR S P 10 AR ST B K 5

L1. ANBSHIPHXR

FEXT T A&, RS H A8 2 32 M NRE 24, HAIE B R A B SO R s 1 B i) —
O, 567K K, 2007) . Tupes Al Christal (1961)ia F V24 5 165 R4 R 45 LA w47 7 B 4T,
KT HAMX R E R R TP (openness) . 74T Lx(conscientiousness) M (extraversion). H A
% (agreeableness) #1428 )ifi (neuroticism). 485 {¥1 18 RIAE R NS ARG BUk. BikfiE%
AFaEME(McCrae & John, 1992), T1j H & #1405 AR B SEAR 1K B FALRE B (Schwarzer & Warner, 2013),
X SRAF ) () A BRI LAIG,  WOPR R T AT RS 3 R SR DG, T R R R IE AR O

AL, KT AR GE B AR . AMEIME 2 — P g e AR oT,  AMBTIMA & 2R
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e A

Mf s R EAS IR, A AT X PR X B A6 1) 1A B SR R RR UG, T AT SR Rk B LRz S
17 9= A 52 (Bandura, 1997), AMEUEAN 444 11E BH SEAGE ) TSR FH 0] 20 O PR AR B D735, BIAAT) 23 06 48 B 42
iR 5] TG (1) 1) B (Zhou et al., 2017), FE TN BRI S0, A AT B8 400 i) TSR F I O 7 R 46 /1
ZEgE FIR, AT B CHA A B 7 2ORAR YL R, B AR BOR, AN SRRt G AR
S BIEMBIHL, Bk, AMIMEMATTREEE S 5 e AR s kG, B AR TR R R

FHRE R B E B GA 0, BXRIRE, WEEE YA IR 2 G2 IS, 2001) BFIX—A
RN, AL e R BAAGNEN:, 5B THhEg, mi B e SRR SR AL S A5 B BT 56 3 1)
TS5 A X (Shiota et al., 2006). BRI FF UM FIAMATE 5 A N EAT 4123 LAER, X 3RAF T HoA 3
(A5 SR, SEWTRE AR R, PR RO T BRGS0 AR R R B AN PR B

B AVESR 12 5t N\ A GF AR AR RS ST (Fayombo, 2010), 5F04d A AR FERARBR B5 ¢ R I ZhL 25 YA %
(Jensen-Campbell & Graziano, 2001), A 1A T A AATE R IEIR. WL {EHEEF(Bierman, 2004),
DRI, s B N PR AT RE 2 0] T A I ik 4r 8 IR Ol 2 SAS 1R, B2 5 P A s Bkl R e A PEAMA
TAH I -

AL, Rt R5ehE. &R HHMAKEMEZEYIM A (McCrae & John, 1992; Fayombo, 2010),
AR R ANE R IIR), 1EAEHIB K B (Friborg et al., 2005), fBATX H SHIEE 1B BEARW KA,
A SR HE(Costa & McCrae, 1992), AN 5% a5 A BUS (Rawles, 1971), ARATTEIFE 5] T i)
B IR, IR AT R IR R B ORI A S B R 2 R 2R, ik, mR S
PR R AT BB BT ) T 7 A e g, MR D AR R R R

BRAEAESE N QO R T, MER SHNE G &M E SR BRE MG, MATTHE. AA
PEL M. PO SRR S S AT s S R R EAN DG, Al R X 4 3 3 i g R R i g )
A, BRI B R BRI e ST, R RN ) B BRI AT AR X B (Van de Ven
et al., 2011). FETubb, FRATHEDN: Fh22 0 0] RE G fm) TIN5 Bk, IR M) BN s MR 5itk. BN
PRV AMITE S FFTBCME ETRE IE ) TR R R, ] T R kL

1.2, AR (DIEEMRERIPEIX R

OB R AR MAAZ R ) SR ORI, JFREE R ) S R A B R K R IR
(Connor & Davidson, 2003; Fletcher & Sarkar, 2013).  AMAE AANMA B4k 5 ATy XU 1 B Bk 58 Jy &,
W0 N B0 BSR4 2R o Tugade 5 A(2004) B AERIEFE H i B AR RR 50 O BE 550 R 1 B ST R 3K
RATEENQOIY) I BRI 1AM . . B APERURS 53k 508 g e B3 1A OC, T AR ik
SO E MG, H—0r, O MR R RE ), SEENE FE HE2 AT
J1H K(Waters & Sroufe, 1983). MAEALSI LA, HTHAB NG LARS, s kyr & 1A 5 5 1
R (Crusius & Lange, 2014), S B3 B QX — B 77 X E T, Bk, FATTHHENC B
REf8 1E ) TN Bk o Bb Ak, A AT 6 N B 5 R i, 0o 353 BB 2 B8k I 00 AR AR A FH (Rutterr,
1987), T8 B 12 4 MA KIS AT 5555 U 5 = A ) —Fh e 771548, DRI, o 38 584 BT B £ 1)
TR R o FE Tk, FRATTHED: 0o B3 55U W] REAE NS 3/ S R Tl 56 2 rh ke 8 AN [8) () Fh /A
FAHLHL

ZE LT, AW IR AR TN 320 Rk R DL O B SRVEAE Foh i AR, FRATTHR
W BARR: 1) PRE T REIE [ TN Rk, A e SO ks MR TRICE. BATE. RS
AEIE 1) OO 8 S, A7 ) TR R k. 2) O BRSEAE R T ARG A Rk ok Rl R AE R,
FER TSR R IR 1 58 R A E .

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2022.129366 3047 o HE R


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2022.129366

e A

2.
2.1. W&

AR BB 7%, EWIR K TR T PRI — B i i 1282 &4 h 2 A gk AT )
W, BelFEE )y 14.40 £ 1754, Hrp 5542 669 N (52.2%), &4 613 N (47.8%). AHFTE CIRAGAEF L
RO ARZ R fitE, HArE#IRES S A A RIN%E 7R ES, HEZRAEGESERS T
FHI AR M o

22. fiIRIAE

2.2.1.NEO-120 AMGE R

NEO-120 H Johnson (2014)4f, 1Z &R AT HAYELEET . SMatE. TR B R3TH),
it 120 MR H, R 7 S0 = BEARR; 7= BEFS), ZER PN T E B A IIE
N R IS B (Xiang et al., 2016). FEABFFLH, 57045 I N3 —BUHEAS B4 B IZE R 0.780 AMuiH:
0.579. JFHLPE 0.551. B AME 0.640. R 0.761, iZERM RN RZE o N 0.707.

2.2.2. (MBS ER

% F Connor Al Davidson (2003)Zw#], Yu A1 Zhang (2007537 )L BRBAME B 34T Ml . A B 4t
10 M6H, KA 7 sittsr, M “IERARR =17 3] “9ERER =77, 508, REOBEMMERE.
AW R AN — B R 2L o N 0.905.

223 EBRBIER

RPN B Wy 8 R (BeMaS)H Lange 1 Crusius (2015)4w#]. ZEREWN N ERAR, HE
10 MH . FATH AR 6 20Fr(1 = BEARE; 7= %TRFEE), 1970850 kI K-S .
Xiang %5 N(2018) A 78 2 UF % 2 3 AE Hh E B b B Rt o AR 70 T 3 ik 43 3R 1) O — St
FH o 0.783, FERWY I EENE—BIERE o N 0.841, RSN E—FIERE o N 0.704.

2.3. GitibE

FIH SPSS BAFI TR BB R AEARE E &, RN T EH SPSS26.0 b FEHE . A
HIF 5 A 28OS AR B8 08 FH 5 A, KBS A IS 5 195 (20 12) HE 57 10 (i 25 A% 1IE 1 F 20 £ Bootstrap 12<(EE & il X
5000 )T/ B8, WRBAE X EAEEE, A RBRNAE o= 0.05 K583, i THN Hayes
(2012)gm Il 1) process i, LIRS NET 4,

2.4. XREGFERE

TR A B RIS VRIESSE, 4R F ik mEZRSZ . Rk, Harman 50K FRGI675EH
BRI R iR ZE TR . IRRER T oS REH: FIERAKT 1 WERTE 36 1, HEKKETE
BTN 12.77%, /N 40%HIE b . X i B A 70 $08s AN A7 ™ 5 1 35 7] 5 v 22 1) it
3. 858
3.1. ETEHXMRE
KEAE, OIEHESETBRIPHEX D

NSRRI OB 5N R B A R AT R B (OLEE 1), Ak, ' A, Raatk. sMeitE S
DM, MR S5O MEFAENMIC. BREEP SR, B, RigtE. 4MiE
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FAAESRR, TASMEFAAAETASR, B0, HEBy SIS B Kok, SMErEfF e IR
R, SR A

Table 1. Descriptive statistics and correlation among variables
= 1. R MR 2EAEX M
Bl M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

1) #i&m 7378 1133 _
2) At 77.15 829  -0.27"
3) FE 83.40 772 —0.06" 035" _
4) AP 8382 8.65 —030"" 023" 029" B
5) AL 79.30 10.06 -042"" 023" 028" 039" 3
6) LI 46.71 1113 =051 034™ 023" 032" 048"
7) FREEY 2223 447  -0.13"" 022" 022 02577 032" 0447 a
) BRI 12,92 533 028" -0.07" —0.09" -032"" —0.18"" -029"" -0.06"

s

“p<0.001, “p<0.01, p<0.05.

3.2. LEBNMEXIARSERBPERN PN

FEFSH] 7V ERIX N N DR B MG OL T, FRATE SR O B AR R NS AN B R
[ R E BT T 0. EENESHT, 53w 2 Frw, BRepge i oo m s B e = -0.14, p <
0.00 1) FHCy B (B = —0.48, p < 0.001)F1, At N A 24 FE XoT 0o 35 5500 P R 558 otk 7 859 D b 385 1 1) F00 77 L,
FEIMN A AR SO B J5,  FOFf NS 4 BT 35 R g 4 (R FI0 5C RARAR 35, X RO BRIt 7E A
R R PR A ER . 1Ak, Bootstrap HIF AT A R BN, AN RLG EAF X E 535N
[-0.29,-0.21]. [0.12,0.18]. [0.07,0.13]. [0.11,0.16]. [0.15,0.22], #EAELE 0, Vi B FRSAMELE FLAD A
MY FE S5\ B IR A ER R, SR WK 3 PR,

Table 2. Regression analysis on the mediating role of psychological resilience between big five personality and benign envy

=2 DIEM AR I ARMERRP ZEH N ERBN RS

AR A R AL EVEES ST E2Es
45 A T A%
R R? F B t
Ry PR SR 0.15 0.02 9.78 —0.14 —4.90"™
OoE PPZ IR 0.53 0.28 162.13 -0.48 -19.70""
R FPEE S 0.46 0.21 86.33 0.11 3717
IR 0.51 17.58"™"
R M 0.23 0.05 23.61 0.22 8.08"™"
IR AMIPE 0.41 0.17 87.14 0.34 13.25™"
R M 0.46 0.21 84.41 0.07 276"
IR 0.43 15.90™"
R FEE 0.22 0.05 22.92 0.21 7.95"
IR TRk 0.33 0.11 52.49 0.23 8.80™"
R FEE 0.47 0.22 88.55 0.12 456"
IR 0.43 16.46™"

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2022.129366 3049 o HE R


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2022.129366

mIREHE 55
Continued

R HAME 0.25 0.06 28.3 0.24 8.91™
IR EUN A 0.39 0.15 77.96 0.32 12.23""
5By EUN A 0.46 0.21 87.31 0.11 411"

CoHR S 0.42 15.75™"
H Ry T 0.32 0.1 49.44 0.32 11.94™
IR T 0.51 0.26 151.88 0.46 18.95™"
R THEL 0.47 0.22 89.43 0.14 487"

IR 0.39 13.70™"

TE: MR R O A B A bR AL B JEAR A BT RE. T p < 0.001, Tp<0.01.

Table 3. Examining the mediating effects of psychological resilience in big five personality and benign envy

3. LDIEEM AR A ABIEEHRIP 2 B PN

FRA R R BNAE Boot #r#fEi%  Bootstrap TR Bootstrap I[R
‘ ) o HEEERN 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.07
PR - OB - EREY
EIEE 2 -0.25 0.02 -0.29 -0.21
) . HEBHN 0.04 0.01 0.01 0.08
SMEIME - OEREANE - Ry
ETEE23 9N 0.15 0.02 0.12 0.18
) ) . HEBHM 0.07 0.01 0.04 0.10
TR - BB - R
1RV 0.10 0.01 0.07 0.13
) IERE2 I 0.06 0.01 0.03 0.08
BN - BB - Ry
NEE YN 0.13 0.02 0.11 0.16
‘  HEBHNL 0.06 0.01 0.04 0.09
TATL - DHEBRME - R
[ K 0.18 0.02 0.15 0.22

3.3, DERMAEXIARS BREPENPIENSH

e, WATCARIFER 75, b B AR K T NAS AL By 2 (R v A R AT 1 40 #r . (ERIE
ST, SERANEE 4 FoR, BRAPE T IE M TONCE R B ANB = 0.28, p < 0.001), At AR 4 B X E R
109 25 A R O o 1T HL, AR X BR AR ) FION OC B, SO R o A ] T O BRI (B = —0.48, p <
0.001), NS At PU A2 B o3 PR35 9 38 IR ) T o AT, N T AR R OB fE, AM
(B =-0.48, p=0.23). FFEP =-0.02, p = 0.45)FIFTAT LB = —0.06, p = 0.06) 5 i ik iy A FHIAF FH 259
AR, RROIIPMEAEX = ANSAERE S BERBI X R RE 2T EM . 14, Bootstrap i
AT A RSBSOS B AS X 8] 73730 9[0.07, 0.14]4 [-0.13, —0.08]. [—0.09, —0.04]. [-0.09,
—0.04]. [-0.16,—0.09], #EAELE 0, 1B O ERFEMEAEIX /MRS i i A OS5 2, 45 SRR 5 BT .

4. Wit
AT AN T RFCNBEER R 55 Bk /5 R DS OB s e o rp B R Fh A o BRATT R B AMBT

Py TP BANESR ST RE 05 B2 15 [ TN Sl AR O R A 2 0 e T R T L
BESEAE TR ARG RS BT 5 3 R R R R EE R A I BT RIS RS SRR 1%
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£, BATKDSMENE TRk BRI STPE AR B3 S A PN gy, e o D o = T 1 T
BREY HOBBEAMLR . EAESBREP I RRD RIS P M, EIMIE. T A
RIS BRI AR RN A I ER o I BRI RN T R T AR U0 35 S ey 1 5
PAB O BESREAE F A B rp AR, T ELASHIE O 2 3 R R i O DR R AT R0, IR TS o6 T Aot
Ry P2 T8 S Rk B Y A P TR 7

Table 4. Regression analysis on the mediating role of psychological resilience between big five personality and malicious

e%vi DM ERR ASFIEEERP B R EREYI S
A A R AL EVEES ST E2Es
g T Az & 5
R R F B t

RRyy oY T R 0.28 0.08 35.60 0.28 10.19""
IR 2R 0.53 0.28 162.13 —0.48 -19.7°"
RRysy oY T2 R 0.33 0.11 38.51 0.18 5.88""

IR -0.21 —6.61""
R M 0.08 0.01 3.00 -0.07 248"
CoER R HMIEPE 0.41 0.17 87.14 0.34 13.25™"
RRysy oY AMFE 0.29 0.08 29.47 0.03 1.19

CoER S -0.31 -10.40""
RRysy oY FEE 0.10 0.01 427 -0.09 -3.15"
IR TRk 0.33 0.11 52.49 0.23 8.80™"
R FEE 0.29 0.08 29.23 -0.02 -0.75

IR -0.29 -10.15""
R EUN A 0.32 0.10 49.36 -0.32 -12.04™
IR EUN A 0.39 0.15 77.96 0.32 12.23""
R EUN A 0.38 0.14 52.31 -0.25 923"

IR -0.21 —7.41""
TR THEL 0.18 0.03 14.98 -0.18 —6.48""
CoER THEL 0.51 0.26 151.88 0.46 18.95™"
TR THEL 0.29 0.09 30.03 -0.06 -1.89

IR -0.27 -8.52""

Vi B S A A B b E AR FR 2 SRR BT RE . T <0.001, Tp<0.01, "p<0.05.

Table 5. Examiningg the mediating effects of psychological resilience in big five personality and malicious envy

5. LDIEEM AR A ABFIRERRI < BRI

PR K BMNAE  Boot FrifER Bootstrap R Bootstrap L2
BN 0.08 0.01 0.06 0.12
MR - LRI - R
g3 g 0.10 0.02 0.07 0.14
BN 0.02 0.02 -0.01 0.06
SMGPE - OIREE - BT
EE2 3 e -0.10 0.01 -0.13 -0.08
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e A

Continued
) \ o HBEHM -0.01 0.02 -0.05 0.02
FECHE - DB - B
ez YA -0.07 0.01 -0.09 -0.04
BN -0.16 0.02 -0.19 -0.12
BN - OHEEE - SRR
R4 55 N -0.07 0.01 -0.09 -0.04
‘ L HBEN -0.03 0.02 -0.06 0.00
TEO - OESME - MRy
B4 55 -0.12 0.02 -0.16 -0.09

4.1. ABEZ/EEHRPZEMNXER

B, AT RIS RIGIE TR M BIER PSS RY, SRS T Smith 55 A(1999)
R, RIS B2 G T Xiang 258 N (2016) %0 0 Wy FE A RN AR ZE J5 T K AL, - B 28 OnS S SR RO S i
AMLEAAT NG, BRAMEAEYIERM, W& RSN BAES. Rk, ASCEN X EE R 5
Ao v e 28 AL ) A P A R R R R R R L, 3 IR RN AAT 9 S5 SR B AR (Van de Ven
etal., 2011), [RIHEFHE GBI B9 A2 36 SR T REMEEAR . BEAh, FRATARBL, SMaitE. TFHE.
FLNVERUR ST BEAS IE 17) 5 35 T 36 e ki) 2 PR By o SRR A5 R 5 P TR AR 55 N (202 1)K
DUHEA 2, BIAMBUE  JFRCME S BN PEANUS Sk BE 6 11 1) 0 25 IUMAR AR 28 R, 0 1 S22 25 U0 i A 2
HAAMENE TP EAVENUR SRR L8 NARAFAE A, AT SE AT e TR F st s B AR RE%S 77 3K
ORARE R 37 24 PR R T (VA% 98, 2022)0 PRI, IREEAMARLER 2 PUB IR i AT 1) 7 A 8 ik, 3
TIFRRIRT BB, WA AR, B SEAT IR .

4.2. IDIEBMEXAARSE/BEHRPZENRER S

A AT IS A SR T RTINS =, O B SMEAE FOR ARSI S 8 AR R R Ok R A AE
AER . OB SR T ANMATEG R ) I B iaR R, 38 A R0 J7 AT IE R A /) (Fayombo, 2010;
Fletcher & Sarker, 2013; Schwarzer & Warner, 2013), & BRI A EFAFE IR BER. TEH
(Block & Block, 2014), FfHXIH A iE 2 H tHRIP)(Clausen, 1995), X5 KT AMH MM FFRCE .
BAVEFUR ST BORE s B = LR — 300, Bk, AMEPE. TR, B AVERIR ST SE AR ) AN
AIE T 8 A DA B 2 1400 35 B YR i A (1) O B3R (Fredrickson et al., 2003). 17 CoER SR A AMA BT A 1)
—MREJIREL S, B RERE L2 A K ) SO ARV IR, AR B R AR B (Yildinm & Solmaz,
2022). PG, BAMALE S ABAT PO, mAMEtE . B B AVERURS SRR AMA T DL O
FRFPE ) PR RS B S 2 13 Bkl D RPRERY . U5, PR RS OB R S
A o A FANMA = AR A S R A RIS S, T R 13RS E NG5 (Schwarzer & Warner,
2013), XL AR BEYR R = 1) 5N B AT RE 2 FRARAN AR R BR 5 o 7 B SR 55 AR B R0t Ty 2R
FRes@ N R LA, 2021), ERTREo B 538 SRy, MR MRS R R B . BEAh,
TS BRI, OB SMEE . TR AR St E e AR, IXOAFRAT IS A
R, I RO B R AMA R S R g A 7 BRI

BbAh, AREFFREAAELL FARL: Bk, AR NG, BIRIERE G i e fA e v
RSLs Hoik, BT AR, XT3 2 AR AR S SRR EaS A, &5, X
THOBBAVE BT T FH AT I M AR B IR R, ASRIIWT SR A B Bsevh-&d BT 07 it — 20 500
O FRBRIE HEAT TR A R

R ERTR, AW TR BN SR SO B ) R A E AL, R T OB R p 4
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e A

R AMEIE S TR BAVERUR ST S 8 28 R R 2 B AR AR RIRL . AHIE TT R B MR T By
AE R R TONAR A, FR7R TR R R AR D AP AE 2257 . BRAN, AT U A B 3
MR E T TN R ARz, feba AR gt 7 BB A SR 7R .

5. &t

AT BT B 4518

1) FHEBTRE IE [ PR R Wy, SR PO s MBI IS BONIE . R STIERE IE A T
TR, E TS S K.

2) OFRSRPEAEPRZ R SMEE . TR, BAEE. RSTIEARE R RS R A ER, RAER
2l AMEE. TR BN RSTIEAE SR R R R A

E&WE

AT UG 2R B AL 2 RFAIUH (18YBA324) [ B2 1 o

Sk

i, TR, BRREEN2012). AR I T IR AN SO B R M R, OIS, 28(1), 105-111.

R (2001). Lo FEA1ETHR). AR RS .

I, IRER, KE, VPR, 2602021). FRBRINJ7 3. AV R AR 7 /D 4RO B 5 AR R SRR R b i B
AMEF. B S EE 37(24), 3406-3409+3414. hitps:/doi.org/10.13329/].cnki.zyyik.2021.0805

RRAT, BEZ, DH, FHLEQ04). LHFTEN KBNS LR E T h M EBE. P E2FES, 17(28),
3387-3390.

VPR HE(2022). JOREPE 70 (8 NARFAE 5 RO T A NE SO BT M. At B e, 41(3), 427-430.

JUHE, FFKE(2007). RIS TR FBA: WROARE ARG, OEEFZHRE 15(1), 122-128.
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