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Abstract

Based on the ecosystem theory, 271 undergraduates were investigated by using the Chinese ver-
sion of the Parenting Style Inventory narcissism questionnaire and the College Students’ jealousy
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Scale to explore the relationship between parenting style narcissism and jealousy. The results
show that: 1) Negative parenting, overt narcissism and implicit narcissism can positively predict
college students’ jealousy. 2) Explicit and implicit narcissism can be used as a partial mediator
between negative parenting and jealousy, that is, negative parenting has a direct effect on jealousy,
but also has an indirect effect through explicit and implicit narcissism. Conclusion: Parents’ severe
punishment, refusal to deny, excessive interference and individual’s overconfidence or inferiority
will affect the formation and development of jealousy.
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1. 5|8

WP E UAMARIE B AN E SR B IAR, DA AR AR, fEX - REPE A
B LG B SA A AT A(Bers & Rodin, 1984). SAMIFRY, im0 B EimE,
SRR A TG T T, W0AE 22 S P AR B ol ik, AR R PR AR A B L N B, 1 R
AR B R 02, 20005 A, 1999). XEEHEAAE— EREREE b REMANMA 0 B S5 4 BORT i 18
JREEIN 2, S, S5, 2016; Moran & Schweitzer, 2010), HEE 45 RBdT A AL E B0 F
S5 0] fB(Duffy et al., 2012; EXUN, REEA, 2017). TEFR, HFAREESIEMIAEE Y OB
RAWEREREZ, JCHRE RS, DRI 5 SR 2% AR Ik iy O BRI 2 i DR 32 2 L AR FR LRI 2
28 I 53 T G P 7] R

R RFE VN FRE R MR KRS, KEHEA MR OHE KL, BX—MARS
(B R Ay X MR — AR BB P A B B BRAL B2 . AR, FE VTR RS AR W O B ) IR B, A2
BEF TR AR B SCBREEFR T RO R TR B T LM B EEs, SCBE 3 H I — P e i3S
FEL AT AN TSR (Darling & Steinberg, 1993), X AMARIESZ . OHEAT N &5 4 — KR, 5K
HH AE(2006) &I E 1 #FE 7 2003 R T Ry OB, R, B3 B BT R R 7
2 R 1A TN 2o iR O B TR RIS N (2018) R INAX BRI FE LR B . SCBEAE 48 48 2 WK AN Ak 0 B (1)
FEAE, T ARG IR I DU AT DA ) A A R e g o B

HA S — PR SRR KA AR S5 M . A NH AT BRI RX AT N, B MR A AN I
RIBWIBN 1. 513220046 B2 5E SUN—F %Kk H B B A UK RS, —Fhsi B RS, X
Frghkar, NMABRTAEC, HHEOHSENNRFEERAL . ARG T AMEL LN, B2 4 A5t
H SN 2, PR A 5 R 5 R 35 0 AME —— S0 BE, FEIX — i R vhogh 473 v 4 5522 1) A €10 Barry
et al. (20078 78 & I A BEXH A= 3 52 Bk (1 A0 DA SN F AT KA B0 m PP AR e G 8 S B F e B
IR T A2 T @ P g 2 — MFEREIN, AT 232 B NI 3 00, 4 fdifth
AR E B EEN . FET XM BRI ALY, AME 2@ 4 —Fh BRI e . [Fi, f70F
SENQO16)RIN, SCBFRR I 2R (I IRz T DA 35 A7 ) TSR PR B B K, ez, SCBRE IR B
(R4, I BEORY) 2 2 IR 1A T A A B Btk B 2K
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Hansen HJ R G052 BRI, R 2 AMAR S B CRIPUIRART B 2552 2= AL KRR A7 0 AnE
BRZRERAL. MR ERM I 7 5N FSERERE (055 0 B PR TOR A R, B B0 Btk AE
5 SECMEE MY AN, T RORRERE B R A R, EXOOAIREEAQOI T LRI, Bt E
B0 BB B, B E B AK-PBm, OB b .

LR PR, Bl O BEAR R R REOBOIGBSZ BN, 7 IR 2 ik 4 O B A R TR K A B4 AL Gt A2 45+
AR WA CAPFARINTRI, RFHGRTT AR A g OB AR R E AR, AR HER T AT B
EETAEER, FR BB PO OB R bR . BRIk, AR BEEER J5 SR B
xRS A g BEEAA TR T, o BB R B2 B4 B 25 AT DM SCREER U7 AR 22 AL g
B A .

2. ik
2.1. ARFR

AW TR BN, DAGE R KA & R P T 5 IR AE R A A SO &R, RISA A5 300 473
BT GG, ARG R0 271 1 (E RN 90.3%). Hb BAN 122 N (45.02%), L4k 149 A
(54.98%); TR 127 N (46.86%), FEEL 144 N (53.14%). 45.76% M2t 1.

22. fiIRIE

2.2.1. XEBHFARIEE

R A 55 N (1993) BT iy v ST S BEZ TR 75 31 s o 1% 10 4 43 AR BER BRI AN 0 &k,
11N SCREFE T NAFE NSNS RERBER T AR B A3k 66 NMEH, R
PEOE, NSO B “R0E” , RIRTEN 1~4 430 FEARBETEH, BT IR MeE 14, ANEE
SRR, Rk, MIBRIZAERE . 5 2 T SRR BEAR IR B0 TR 5 A e o BR R 58, AR T 9T 8 2455 7
NS BEILA SE B2 (I B BE « 85T W SR )BT O AT . AR TR 7 2 R e I PR A A R (A
BEATVERE , MR Gl AR i SR AR T AR 7 AT VR E . ABEFEH, LR35 Cronbach’s o
790.936, SCERHEBGRMEEME . &N, T 5IE45 8K 1 Cronbach’s a 7324 0.948. 0.946. 0.868.
0.903,

2.2.2. BEAREE

KA AN 22 (2005) Zw il B9 H AR A& F) 4 o XA BEE 7R, RBIEARARNNSEER, 7
ANERE . PR, B, B IRRR AR RUR IR T R BN RrBUR. B RSB 5 & =
MR TR, 7 /NS IEE R, G328 M KA A AT, N e
Fi6 "B SRR A TIRIRIE A 1~5 73 A Fi i, i B 25 H) Cronbach’s o 4 0.882, fatft: H %] Cronbach’s
a 4 0.836,

2.2.3. REEBIPER

KRR 009 gl K= AW ER . ZERDN 6 NMEENRWGY . 22kl 5.
ol kg, SR, BB, 3t 33 NEH. RAASES, N “AREF” 3 “dEwET” Kixid
N 1~5 0. FEARWIF R, REFLH Cronbach’s a N 0.937.
2.3. ¥R

iz F SPSS26.0 Al AMOS25.0 AT 548 73 41 . % SPSS26.0 AT HA St 11 S #5520 475 381t AMOS25.0

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2021.1110267 2352 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2021.1110267

ETW

GNP, A LR B S B B AR A AR T AR T R A, B A e bR, RIS
K F w2212 1E 19 T 4347 Bootstrap VEA 1 H1 A RR 95% B A5 [X 1] .
3. 858
3.1. EEFERERE

KH Harman PR RAG IV JL A 7 i 2= B TR 06 . 45 SRR, EREFERFFER KT 1 N7
FH 46 4, BT 78.54% K14, HE—ANREFHIBELREN 16.07%, &/ 40%H) 1k S8 . Kk,
AT FEANAEAE T B (S B 5 VR 22
3.2. ARG SEX DR

1 A T RBERR R, B ETE. A, B A, g0 K NN R R
GUIT ARSI HT B o FHoRES IR, Ry D R NN (Solk . =21 407 ABR. milk. 4h3%)
AR, Bk BB IR, S5RWRHEEE Ak, BINAELF AN R
W3, VR EEE AT REX IR DA R oAt JUANEFE RS M B S A K Bavtk . B B AR S A BE
2 B EIEM %K.

Table 1. Correlation coefficient of each variable

F 1. BLEEXRK

M + SD 1 2 3 4 5
1) B HTR 2.80 + 0.50 1

2) REHHRBGR 1.74 +0.40 -0.25" 1

3) WAEEE 2.94+0.61 -0.15" 0.20" 1

4) AT 2.93+0.62 -0.01 037" 0.79™ 1

5) Wl 3R 2.99 +£0.93 -0.06 027" 0.38" 0.45" 1
6) kg 3.24+1.01 -0.07 0.14" 0.23" 021" 0.71"
7) ZEWY 231+0.82 -0.07 0.16™ 0.29™ 0317 0.68"
8) L&Vl 2.95+0.78 —0.18" 0.29” 0.26" 0.39” 0.79"
9) ABrigiy” 3.21+0.77 —0.04 021" 0.28" 035" 0.82""
10) Flk gy 2.57+0.89 -0.07 0.12° 030" 0317 0.73"
11) Ahgetgy 2.88 +0.66 -0.14" 0.29" 036" 0.45™ 0.83"

p<0.05; “p<0.01.

3.3. REERXBHEFHAM K OERME: BTN TER

AW TR RN BB RE AT AR, SCEHEREEE T A A TIAS &, el O B 25 R
A, {5 AMOS25.0 4 25 1 77 PR DA RS () 4% T & F 4

TEARFFEH, el AR A IR IR 30 A B2 (5K 2), CMIN/DF (2.673)/r T 1~3 Z
], IFI (0.938). TLI (0.919). CFI (0.937). GFI (0.915)}J°KF 0.9, RMSEA (0.079)/hF 0.08, A4
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FERT, AR SR E CABRYE B A TR I AR IR B AL G R (5 2), CMIN/DF (2.380)/1 T 1~3
2 Ia], TFI (0.952)~ TLI (0.936). CFI (0.951). GFI (0.926)}3KF 0.9, RMSEA (0.071)/NTF 0.08, HE7RIH)
AR, R ERST .

Table 2. Test of goodness for fit
2. WEERE

WA $EPR CMIN CMIN/DF IFI TLI CFI GFI RMSEA
MAEA=HN 160.363 2.673 0.938 0.919 0.937 0.915 0.079
[SEEH=RN 119.005 2.380 0.952 0.936 0.951 0.926 0.071

XA AU A BERT IO R B, A R AR RIS BT . A FR AR 22 4% IE 1 Bootstrap J7iE#E— 0
K6 BAR B HR A RS A, 9K EsE, BRIEEL, 2012). 7EJRAGREA HEEHLIMEL 5000 4~ Bootstrap FEAZEAT
RS BT, AR AR 3, WA, Btk B A REVE BB 5 Wk iy O B 2 8] A 2802 AE 43531 4 10.09
A10.19, 95%[ BAS X 7] 7351 4[0.01, 0.21]+ [0.07, 0.34], W& HIH AR K EE, I HHE LN+

e

Table 3. Bootstrap test for mediating effects
5% 3. XN AY Bootstrap 1 4E

A PRAEA RN A 95% B {7 X [A]
SCERERESE - Wil O3 0.20 [0.08,0.41]
KBRS - BHEET - wyOoE 0.09 [0.01,0.21]
SCBREMRETE - BB - o3 0.19 [0.07, 0.34]

4. i1ig

AW FEIE I T AT R ARV R, B8 7 ARG T S g DR R R, &R AR 7
T AT AT, SCEEHARESE IE ] WK 22 AR el O B, 5 2 TR SR AR — Bl [E R, R4,
FEWI, Wiz, BXSFAEL, 2020). FKEEVE AR 0 B B AR ST, MR B OB AT B 2= R R (%
W, OUAME, W, E/RPG, BEPURK, 2018). AXREHARE IR SMAMRIRZ BIE Z IR RILLEE,
MITTE A R ISR F R &R, XA R 155 T8 R 22 b 5 08 KWz A 2R 5 AN Rt 22 1 o6
#A i (Bandura, 1993), AL, HI8. Wi, BRSHWAMRR, MBS A RS Ak
i, Bt G P A RO 5T, AR RIS R R S W O (R R BB AR R,
X5 Kim et al. (2017)FIWFFESEAR— 8, Co B {8 FE () XU IR AR F HH L o BERLARE B PO R AR b 5 Y05 W s B
A ST SO B R BR(Doll, 2008), 24K, FREE AT n] A1, RS T AR BEE R ANA R 5 w2 AN [R] 1Y
BT NG MR R AP AL 238 B S N BRIC R 4 2 ST E DA R 2 W SE AR BRSSO TR R R &)
TV AR R 7 20 B8 RE TN AE RS 408 1B R DL IR S5 I (P15 T, 2R M, 20205 PN IE, R0,
2015), DHMEAHE 7t — 5 S e 7%,

HABORL Ay AT R B A . e B ARTE SC BRI AR TR S ik O BE O TR AR B I T, XA AE AL
REH IR S OB R R, SRR BEE AT LUE I PR E AR, S AR IR g O3 1 AR
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AR BVEEARU S, oy BE. BahtEAT LR B R FAF AN 3 B G e pi o SCBERTH
MR FRG™ [ 1650 ) 22 5 AT SRR K (1) s 7 S AN ZBARLRR, IRk R ) 23 BRAR/NMAC I B 21, AT 3% RS BRI
MEEKRE, AW B ESR DUA R BRI 53, BRI —MIRE, HEEHN B SR —
TEWR, WHBE TN, SE, @8 —A T E SR FF AR U, At = A ™ ALl
HAE L, BJat s SRR OEM A M DU E . AL, B R E R Z R R . SRR
W FRAR LTSN T ET ) SMZ T AERKE P Z 22K, EANFHREAARL, KEUERES
of JE RN P AR B A AR, B 6 S B, BB, TR RAMAR L R Z A5 0 SR B A8 A% (Markus et al., 2003),
BBy, 2B B — AN E ST RN O R AT S IR T), BB E g RIS, R 2
PEBE R B SR Z A R D BR(EOU, RS, 2017).

A FCEAFAE LN R ILRURRYE: 58, AT AERS ARV E AR T R, BFIT T Bl O B2 1 5 1) 8]
RN IAE L], (HA2, OB A ) LT R RE S Y AR R, . N T E
W, HRR R A, eI R, Bk, ARRATUR R S v, DOR R R
R OB R R s ok, BEE SIS RS RE, B AURRTET, 2 by iz i
TERARIRRET o, HARPMARF= AR 52 o A RFFER I, UAMATEAE RS s kAT B 35 B4R R AT,
R MG B S22 5 R IR Af 0 R AR B BE 35 i AN ) B 38 = i g, AT S AR B AT (VP — i, dfE
2019)0 PRIHCASR T LUINGEXT 28 Wk A 78,  [FB X 7 8 e ar 5 0% 2k, DUIIRFRATTR Rl 1) 1
HY A% S 7T

5. &t

1) RFAERNME., BB RS B REEF Ay OB A B3 IEARCR R, B RS B
FREFE TR MEE S KRB EER AR B E AR K R

2) EHHMRAIR. Rk Btk B AR AT DL 2 I (A P R 22 A ikl B

3) Ao REL B Rk AR EHE RS Sy OB R R AR R, BB AR HEOR B
RO B A B, ] DU B R B AR R . BT E, SCRER G AR L 4
N TR BRI B A B AR 2 R D B AR S R R A R

SE 3K
Ji%, SR, ESISIRQO12). A MSIIOR RO AV R R SR, OB KRS, 28(1), 105111,

NSy, MREARH, HEEIEQ2016). KFAF g0 OB AR BT R EE IR ER. RO B,
24(2), 223-226.

), JuERgE, REM, EINE, BHRQ016). RHFE NG EHDFEMGEI G Ttk BN ER. FE IR0
FAE 24(1), 41-44.

TAL(2004). AL BN IS RALG OB EFATHFEI 7. W22 g s, R P RIE R

XIER, BRgE, FENI, %12, &5 5(2020). RREEFR 7 SO KA IR H 55 A 5 T B R RE =0 A R
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