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Abstract

To explore the effects of self-differentiation on malevolent creativity and the moderating effects of
emotional susceptibility and gender, four hundred and forty-seven college students and postgra-
duates were selected from Inner Mongolia Autonomous Region, and self-differentiation, malevolent
creativity and emotional susceptibility were measured by self-differentiation Scale (DSI-R), Male-
volent creativity Scale (MCBS) and Emotional infection Scale (ECS). The structural equation model
was used to examine the effect of self-differentiation on malicious creativity and its mechanism.
The results showed that self-differentiation negatively predicted malevolent creativity. Emotional
susceptibility and gender significantly moderated the effects of self-differentiation on malevolent
creativity. The low group of emotional susceptibility predicted malevolent creativity more signifi-
cantly than the high group, and the male group predicted malevolent creativity more significantly
than the female group.
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1. AR RARBIE

PRROE N — B RS i — AN e SR RS % E R 18 MM —%&, t
REAR T —ff. Ut W, BHEMEHT SR RIEE FE B =, X AR R IR A 7+
HMURTRFEFNS IR ES6E. R, bz TSAE, Qi X — NSO A1
SRS 7 BERRIEE . . A& J1(Malevolent Creativity) & 8 AMATE M “HAFI 7 KR
SFLIRAE T A B A& 75 3 (Cropley et al., 2010). M Zz sl TH 5 2 280 2055 20 B 2 45 4 [ 1A% BR & B =F
i IAE SRR A AL B4 VE S AR BT AR [ W 2 22 R AR ANAG, F AR o T 2 % 2 10 ) 5 UK R AH &5
ERIFEY . LA VESR AE], 3 E EEN AL (CNNIC) (5 50 Y Bl BB 48 R IR I Ge i 2 ) 46
11(2022), #ZE 2022 4F 6 H, EHBEMTERPIMNEEGIAN 17.8%, #2021 FHK T 1.2%, WUE HiERT
=i “iEE RS 2 AT AE ) RIS T 7 —— SRR 638 7 I F B R Rl i)
fE BN TR ERPSEAN)ZM. Bk, RFEEANE J115 D A B A SR A sz HoA R H 45 R
AR O 2. AR DAEWTT, S s Ois Sy A G R R G G E . AR DL S
ENER, HP SRR Z IR AR SN AT, O EAZ O (R RE R Sk EAMA R A& LA LS 45 17
H(widE, XI&, 2016).

E #43fb(Differentiation of Self) & K& & Gt L HH HIAZ DR S 2 —, VPN MARE S IEff AL B BE AT 55
TR 2R I RE I (TR, 1990), s —MEESRETIHIC R BB TR 5 AR K BE R 5 2 A G
FERRT o ITEBAESR, fhax & SRR ORI AR R EE X ) LB T /D 4R KA R R = AR i sg ), B ok
AMUBEEAE— B FEE B RSE T X R/, RINABRIEE sS(Cepukiene, 2021), T HiL 20 MEZ G
I EAE G R B A2 5 B AEE A AR IRIT e . AR, B UAKCFEIRF D5
25Ty I 2 AL A o AR5 (R RE SO B r) (22 755, 2018); HACERR) B R KRR L,

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2023.137342 2773 (LA


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2023.137342
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

o

& %

HR SR BB Z A BT L 2015). AEE KRG H L (Ecological System Theory)ZR B, /MA
22 3R HIHET EERERNAS KRG HIVEH (Bronfenbrenner, 2005), X BEFISRKRE IE &M R G810 F B Ak
F 77 Titk2x% 2] B il (Social Learning Theory) W 15 UF3RATT,  SCBEAS DIKT #7452 0 () BAR IS A5 9 W 4%
% >)(Bandura, 1977). & UZF1ESSC B 2 HH BHF H 3 T ACBF A2 T8, 27 ) 4k 2K T AC Bk
IR R, 2 SIAF SRS AS 2 DIR I Hb Ak B AR 35 o (1) N B O R AR 46 1) R, 3 3019 28 1 B3 1 3 1)
MR 771, BEHIE— R A R AT MR, QEEEENE /=4, Tk, A0 Mt ik Hi:
AMAR) B F KT BE 8 A7 1) TR H S = A3 7 A

BB CNBRRAERIEAAE” o WA, ATE R IRATS WA N SR AN, T A A
TENG 4 F AR KR K& . B A NS EEh. vURHY, 55— KNSR, fmAT#E
BARS BN X P N5 N 18] 52 B 1 48 5 e 12 B 22 S PR oA IS 48 2 1%V (Emotional Susceptibility),
18 28 ) AL = ) AMA R 5 2 Bk B IS sz, By YRR AR AR B (% 5235, ek, 2006). 1E
o AN TR AU A SIS IR ST TR 280 R AMATR A ) R AR AR (R A 2021), {H
T FF A B FE AR 25 1 2 SR A 25 00O0] G o) R T 08 18 o 15 28 B Bk mT DAARAE N B3 A L T S i)
(G2 R R (Hou et al., 2021). AMAEXTIE SRS G 2 Z) @itk BoA S E0E B . RIETE A sh LB
18 (Theory of emotion motivation), K875 17 £ Hll 0T 7 R e e 52 AIK 28 S I A A8, e AR Ao IE 1 47
P 28 ) 2 B 43 ) 43 B 3G 5, AT I Bk i 5% [B1 38k 1) B ¥ (Cacioppo & Gardner, 1999; Ito & Ca-
cioppo, 2005), [, 154 5 BYER 78 Al Be 2 s MR AL 20& R FUEE R, 154 5 & = A~
AN I 8 UK, A S RSN, BRI 25 OB e D B0 SR A IR DA S A PRk Bk
Z AN, Sl R DA S B VAR B IS 4 B R T S, AR B R It 5 B 1R 3R AT N (Kimonis et
al., 2007; Surguy & Bond, 2006). fELMERTFEH, 1548 5 BMERE U1y — Fh OR 47 P DR 25 0 75 AR 1) S 2
17 D9t K AT NR ., MR, T AR 4 1) 5 BAE e X T 5 T 8 (R 1)
KA ITEH(Wan et al., 2022); 7EH R EHEMRFRIPTTLRA, L0152 5 %k Re 8 22 F i EfF
SR AT Z A )R AR (Liu et al., 2021). R K ALZIfE(The Organization Functions of Emotions)
DL 5 1B R (The Affect Infusion Model, AIM), &7k 1548 5 B F)ME B R 5 %2 2k 5 355
N 25 R 2= IR, DRI T B 25 2 4 15 v At N 15 2 B AT BRI B A, R SRS B AR AT 3 BRI R
W B MERIAT NI RE W BIR K125 (Shiota & Kalat, 2015; Eich, Macaulay, & Ryan, 1994;
Forgas, 1995). [k, #RHBFFIRE H2: 154 5 AL MR B 3004 K10 Hl e 813 ) /e FH
AR ETEN.

5% %% el

H R A 4 A 4 b%%‘ﬁdiﬁa

Figure 1. The presumptive model

1. RIRHEE

UEA, AR S EERE TR RN ORI TS B iE S AR LA ZE R (Jia, Wang, & Lin,
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2020). oz ta i (Social-Role Theory)ih g, S With i T4 o X KB R 57 TAJSAHE, M
ST B AT N BRI ZE R (Bagly & Doherty, 1989). #EL BAETE % 5 72 £ Gk BT AN S, &«
A DU B i ) T 5 V8 7 THT ) TR B B AT R . R B IE ) R R 3 M AR R B R AN A, B
EG AR, R B Br EAFE M (Cropley et al., 2008). BRI, L kigE4emtt, BAEL
P B A T £ (A FEAB R (Dumas & Strickland, 2018; Lee & Dow, 2011; Kapoor, 2019). X 3% & 61 /7
P 22 S I LRI 50 R B, 59 e AR A % A3 7 (MCT) (Perchtold-Stefan et al., 2023) 1 i H B 5
SO RN s A AR 1) 0% 5 ) 2 1 SEL 4 T R B i 21 b AR T 32 4508 SO IZ R R A 2 X R 5 B E B4
G, MHENE e =4 H 2 5iagh kM e R ARk E B aa g . Fik, RHHFR
i H3: PEAITEAN R B 3R B R ANE I s m i i E R . 28 BATR, Mg 1 R
A, SR TAR G

2. MRMREF*®
2.1. MR

KM B RA R, RPN B . ShEAIREA A LA 5k VA XRS5 T o 32
MR KA R A A S, 447 N, WA HIR R IR 1A] R 2022 4F 12 A 1 Ho #4750 I 2 i 72 v 21
F U L R B IR IFEA 5 1, WA ERAEARG 442 4y, ARCERN 98.9% .. H k. 54 158
N, 284 N K—261 N, R=65 N, K=36 N, K26 AN, LLEBIFA 54 A

R FRIREARL B R G* Power 3. 1 GiH AT 1HE (Faul et al., 2007), Z5R IR, H R EHKT
a WERN 0.05, Gtk /) 1-p BWEN 0.99, MMEWEN 0.25 (PR, HHETTHRENFEREN
238, [RIUAHT T B 28 R AECH 442 N2 G T Guit i .

22. fIRIE

2.2.1. EE S| HHEFRMalevolent Creativity Behavior Scale, MCBS)

ZIERH Hao %5 N (2016)4m, FLr 13 188 HARK, O A SRATRER =A4EE., ERK
H Likert 5 sttt 7730, 20008 1GEREA)~S(E 2 W), #H S8 AR HOB E A 1K e
FEAR S, BERAEARRK Cronbach’s a RECH 0.89.

2.2.2. B E R (Differentiation of Self Inventory Revised, DSI-R)

ZR R H R A EHT2IT(2010), H 27 BB HAR, B BN BRAE . BB
5 NG PUANYERE . B3R KH Likert 6 fit43 7730, 258 1 GEEATFA)~6 (EERE), M H Bk

KRB BB KT AT, EREERE Cronbach’s o RE4 0.89.

2.2.3. B4R = R (Emotional Contagion Scale, ECS)

ZERHTKENEZI(2013), B 13 EBEHM, G 2. PR 3540 DR RS B BUs S5 00
ANERE . BEFRRMA Likert 5 sttt/ 73, 4008 1 GEEAFFE)~S BEMFE), AH R ls RS
Gy VRS . FEART T, ER BRI Cronbach's o RECH 0.89.

2.3. WHELE K 54

AWFFAEH SPSS25. 0 Ziit 444 A1 PROCESS v3.0 ffifF ik T 4 AL ¥ . % Harman 58 =764 56 3L
[ 515w 2% ; K H Pearson FHZE M S MR 42w (A O AH <5< 5 18l PROCESS i {43517 1 5 %087 4
B DA R 18] B AR R AG 56
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3. RO
3.1. ERIFZERERT

AHEFEH A Harman 58 KB R FUEMZ(RZLE S, 2012). W7, RIRIRRIER 57047
ST ER R T 1 MR 134, R T 63.1% M7 Z 3. M, BRI IIEREEN 18.8%,
NT A0% I FHE, BTN, ABIE FUAE A I 25 I3[R 592 i 22 [ 17 AL
3.2. BEXBZEMMEXDH

X% AL EEHEAT Pearson BIZEAH R HTAOEE KA 1 fos: B 5B AIIE ) 2 7] 2 25 4 ) A
KKFZ; HRADUANTEL: 5 2 R PR AR RS R

Table 1. The correlation coefficient matrix of the mean of each variable

® 1. FLENSMEXREER

M+ SD 1 2 3 4 5
1 151 1.64 +0.48 1
2 2 1.98 +1.42 0.01 1
3EEANE ) 1.83£0.59 -0.08 0.10° 1
4 BRI 3.86 £ 0.76 -0.17" -0.02 -0.36" 1
5 154k 5 Ik 3.43+0.72 0.16" 0.13” —0.04 -0.28" 1

E: n=442, A p<0.05, A p<0.01.

3.3. BRI

KA PROCESS #ifFH 1) Model 2 XHE 15 1 T B AT K 56 (Hayes, 2013): K4ER 52 BAA/E N
A, BB RONE AR, BIRSWAE N B 28 5 B AT ) (R 00 B )V D R 15 48 B ik
NEVATRE: fi 45 SR T 15 % 2 BV 200 5 B AR & B B2 A RIAC B 1 ARg B 2, [A]
A77 AR 0 B AAAE BRI ] 2 B

Figure 2. The moderating effect
2. PN REE

SERFI: (1) ARSI RAE R EEEH EE B =-035,t=-9.93,p<0.01), HIHRHLAER
WE R PSR AE ) (2) 5% 5 BYENEEAIERFIEB = -0.18, t=—4.46, p < 0.0 )/EHEZE; (3)
EHI 1 (A5 1 % 5 AP R A )0 A3 1 [ENA/E 22 (8 = 0.16, t = 3.63, p < 0.01), EPAJ
INRTE 26 5 MR 32 A6 S 25 )3 7 1A 5 i ok et e 84 1 PR 2 38 (LR BB 25, 2005)s (4) M1 6 %
BANESMEEEB = 0.13, t = 2.25, p < 0.05)EHEE; (5) ZHI 2 (A5 BRI IR x5
OGS ENEB = -0.14, t=—1.99, p < 0.05)1F FH .35, RIRTA 9P AT B 37 Aot & A1 g (s e
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ERRIRTEERERE . R, AR IR AR S St S hn i
34. BEAMER

Ndh— 2 BRI AR B AR R RCR, 23 X1 4 2 SRR ANV T AT 9 B R B A IR () AR5, 2015). LA
M £ 1SD NARHER1E % 5 B 5y Jim o AR A 20, i s Rl R & 3 B 1526 55 B IR 4 411
WHTAE F 23 (simple slope = —0.47, t =—5.55, p < 0.01), 1544 5 BN 1) 75 7 4L i 8 =15 18 FH J2. 3% (simplle slope
=-0.21,t=-4.73,p <0.01). HHFEERIZEMIE AL, MK HNRREHE R T S HMRE, KPR
o} T R O P IO A TR 28 5 IRV AR o 2L P LUTE 1 45 5 IR s oy L R O R 2, RIS 28 5 IR MR
I Lo 1% 25 50 S MR R 25 5 I R B AT

o PR AT T R ARRRAR IR M 45 R 4 FoR o 2R AR B B % A 7 1AV FH e A o T Ak
I3 (simple slope = —0.22, t = —5.08, p < 0.01), FATE H IR S AN 7710 1E I 72 HR R =T 80N 8 3%
(simple slope = —0.45, t = —7.86, p < 0.01). FHEARZRRIE AT, AR R R T LR REE,
F B H A % A IE TR AR B AR P R E A O R RIB AR L L AR R G R I B R A

ERAT N
50
- & {541 (M-1SD)
4.0 + — i 4 4 (M+1SD
= o301
E\
I -
%gzo— —
jj 1.0 F
0.0 . -
& =
H&K

Figure 3. The simple slope plot of the moderating effect of emotional susceptibility

3. RSB R E R R E
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Figure 4. The simple slope plot of the moderating effect of gender
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4. HRE5ITR

AW FAEBIONE JIH “BIRETH 7, R ANE J) PSR H AR S A R R 2 s AT
NHEAT T VAN I HBINIE 2 G 1B FE 3 A T8 1 A8 B0 AR 1) B 3R A K R = A T2 8]
RAAT TGt orbr, FERBTUTEK:

1. RS ERG 5EZ0E NEREB S EEEAMILR, WIE THFAMRK Hl. XR M
) B R ACEIAR, A W] e L PEE 03547 . Bowen 7E X KE RS oK B LRI WA E
M, AN OZ AR S R ZmE (G, T, 2008). MPLZERD, HIRSERATRAERER
P21 M A 3 AV B T R BRI —FNEE ST, PO A A KPR A A dfe AR b Ak 2 79 2 22 [ 1)
KA, TETRT )T, M DLOR KRR A S A AIZS B2, HEM 25 2 M7 N BRI RIS FITE IR 1 N,
VIS I RRIE T e B8O P AEB B FMAREEAET AR MARRRRZTRVE, H
TR FEAEAE — Bk R P RERR AR U0 B 28 % R (R FE B S MO MEIRE ), X5 REEL DL R K
JE R (R R AR AR = 0UR B AE G, B R KB AR A A 1T R DR AR SR 2 D8 R AR BR 7 ok B AL REFI L
i SR BE F A 1) R N B A SR« Bl IR e 4 S AR B X S b S A ORI SR e, S B LT
5t N TRVRH Ak r P48 5% 25 R [ R JSE A, AT SN 5 75 5 AR AL A 7= A2 NBROC R el R, T 51K
SN CA B At 22 1) %R JEBCE S A B e, AR RO R B RGBS 1 H A T T

2. 154 5 BHEAEAEN B RO W ERS ) 5IERAE D ERE D ENE KR PR ER TR, %
WETWRAR R H2. ARIEF SRR IR S R, 1B % 5 B R 2 4 B T /K= B 7 i ith 264} 2
BERT RS HARS WA B RIS IR LRI, R TIES 5 BESAMET S, 1% 5%
PERAR A AMARLE RS 0 3 B KT R i TR B R AT . R LA, Bm R %
Gyt 2 B R AR 5 R AE J 2 (R “Z8nh” ), RIERTEREETIEM . RS %42
REPRIR ARG BB BB, RN 48 2 Ik R 35 B A B It b Ae A0 B D PR B8 b AR 2815 2
HXHE B REt SRR AR E MmN, FHIEASEBRGMASE . 51k 8 S 0RRIEZEE, ot
TR T AEAT 2 J2 T A R S A 2 28 S B ) A7 T AT IR 7= A o A5 S T O G 80 A ) T e L J e 81 e
NAH GO BT AR B MR g = BB, N TR S SRR S E
i FERR AR VIS 2 2 20 = R R ), DRI 2 N B oG SR 1), ZE AL BR N B ] i 9, 5 0 25
Ty R BV - R S AN A e 7 2K, DR BE N2 2 SR B DA 5 4th N R 5 ) RS A& AT

3. MERIE RGNS V12 B B A K E BBAAE R 22 5%, RIVESIZEAMA I B B R =
UG A IS AR TR R TR, SE TR FORR H3 . XS5 R AR AR R R 5% A 7 (8]
RAMBF TR —EU0: 75 LUK TGN S GE ) = A& ARl I8 704 (Lee & Dow, 2011; Liu et
al., 2021), ¥4 T BAN LA BERGRIHEZAIE IR, hh, HREIER O ) RS L
—BTAAT N ——BEEAT IS R R (T A SR, DTl 2021), Bti@E DL b5 2 oo % = A 7 1) i
AT, B O AN B 1 A Bk S A AT, W T AR A EITE S 5 S E
BAG Aoy L

GRS, AR T AME B IR ACEXEERANE T A AR R, R T T4 5 BRI
PERTE MO AR R AR o XL K T IRA TS RIS T B IR AN 2 5y B S5 U 1
Fo A IV ME R B B BT T — R TV E (RIS, 2022), A THE NEREAIET A
() A FATLH A FE X AT 7 2 il LI (tDCS) T U #2(Gao, Lu, & Hao, 2023) IXLEXET-Fil pfy AT Tl 5
ARSI R AN T IS ROR AR LA S AT e 2 R AAT . BRI TN R A EEE Y, JRA
DRI R A R S AT B A TR IR A AT AT T R
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