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Abstract

Objective: To explore the mediating effect of big-five personality and the dark triad between nega-
tive parenting style and malevolent creativity of college students. Method: A total of 688 college stu-
dents of Jining Medical University were selected and were administered with the Short-form Egna
Minnenav Barndoms Uppfostran (s-EMBU), Chinese Big Five Personality Inventory (CBF-PI), Dirty
Dozen Scale (DDS) and Malevolent Creativity Behavior Scale (MCBS). Results: Negative parenting
style, neuroticism and dark triad significantly positively predicted malevolent creativity, while
agreeableness and conscientiousness significantly negatively predicted malevolent creativity (P <
0.05). Neuroticism, agreeableness and conscientiousness mediated the association between negative
parenting style and malevolent creativity (Effect = 0.23, P < 0.05), and the mediating effect accounted
for 46.00% of the total effect. Meanwhile, the dark triad mediated the association between negative
parenting style and malevolent creativity (Effect = 0.28, P < 0.05), and the mediating effect accounted
for 56.00% of the total effect. Conclusion: Big-five personality and the dark triad play a partial me-
diating effect in the relationship between negative parenting style and malevolent creativity. That is,
negative parenting style can both directly and indirectly affect malevolent creativity through the
mediating role of big-five personality and the dark triad.
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1. 5|

BliE J3 0 A2 S B R R RS P B B RHESE R« (B0)E DA I, B # ks
B EMA RIS R R ANE ST, 2, 2016). ReiiZEddi. JUIERIRSERES, DARRTE . g
VRS, #RAT DU B AiE /105 52 (Hao, Tang, Yang, Wang, & Runco, 2016). H1FiX £647 Al LA
U%ﬁﬁﬁi HME AR AN TG« PRk, B 70 B ) i s e R R AR L, T P flid
NEAHEER

ﬁﬁﬁA*EMIEQMM » AEA RIETH K MRS G R A BT 2 R S g S B, JF H k™
A . B AR & A3 F(Gawronski & Cesario, 2013; Gutworth, Cushenbery, & Hunter, 2018; Salancik &
Pfeffer, 1978). FKEEAE AR FIAMEIAEE, SCBEEER T 0 T R R AR A . B0 1l
X2 P T T SR NSO R T N AR, 2010). THIRBERTT & — R
RIA RAT R EE R R, et 098 Bei% (S AU, Fkbk, 2015). BTt si K, A
WA REFF 2 D12 1K 2R AR S R B3 J7 /K Pk 5 (Jia, Wang, & Lin, 2020). BT REEREER 7 &
ff FLRBEMFMBACLE -, HHE T, AR, %K4, 2012), A7 LA BEE M EER T S 7 %=
BliE A K. HECA —B AR 17 AR BER 7 NG A IR &R, RILA BRI 257 77 B ik,
HA LW EEANE &k, 2022). B, AHEFAEE— BRI SCBE TR 77 NG T OB EAE )
126 Z ML .
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KENE R AE W EER R —. KEWFRIIF B S AR 5 61 77 IEFH 55 (Sun et
al., 2018), #H£ 5 ZARANE /) 1IEA O 5 2% A& 77 5 5% (Furnham, 2015). {EACE D EF 58RI 17K
FNFE S LS S5 R (Lee & Dow, 2011). %A S AR LT AN — Rl kb 25478, BEFR R W
PR R 5 At 2247 N %(Moor & Anderson, 2019), 1 B A MR BT 0 5 5 4E 2547 45 5%(Denissen, Soto,
Geenen, John, & VVan Aken, 2022). A% 5 filis /) 196 R BGR T3 /7 28 84 (Furnham, 2015), H#TH A /b
B FeR T 7 R0 5% i /1155 R (Lee & Dow, 2011), PbA LB — BT K A 5 &
IR R

PRI = ANAE AR5 R FLAME ARG 0 S AL NAS R, 48 S B4R = S RS RO &S = AN
(Paulhus & Williams, 2002). HHr, EEHEAER] 3= SO A A AN IE AN N B AT i, B85 KA
O ARAR A BIAT s RS A8 5 LA 3l . RIS R BRRAME L S Z MR R e (IR [E], FEE
T, B H, ARl BRIRAL, 2015). BFFE R I, BT = AA% 5% & A1) /7 8 3% IF 4 2% (Kapoor, 2015; Kapoor
& Khan, 2016), AT 78R I 5 B AELE R 3 5B R A ) 8RR 5 IEAHC(Szabo et al., 2022), Fi#f
3 A5 5 R HUB AT 4% vh AR IR B M AR IE A 6 (Batey et al., 2022), YL AT LAHEN, SEHE = AAK AT LLIE )
T 2 i 47

NS TE AN R 5 X BE 37 T s VIR (M Bk, 2015) MK TG AE, BMRBEFZE TS T &
BNTE AMIUPEFIF O AR TEAEDG, HHE AR G2 %, 2011), MiHRETFITRE FLmE
FRAKEIEMSE, SFAROFAECAER, £, 2017; 2%, 2011; SM5%%, 2013). MEERE= Ak
B, AR B S T 4 E A AR 5 (van Schie et al., 2020), SCPRERILIEIN T T L BRI = ARSI T g
(Jonason, Lyons, & Bethell, 2014). W7, HEFERZMETIHIRF A, HEBR = AR S Jia et
al., 2020). TS REEAR AR 7 20l 45 F 2ot BUE R AR /755, 2012), BT UHEMN AL BEE A7 77 50
AT ATRINF 22 R T NAS T RS = ARSI TR o

g LATR, SCBRHM IR T G TG LB R & RS FEBRAR ST, 3N T T LR = A
F&HIAT fig (Jonason et al., 2014; XIE, FWi, 2017, SR%, 2011; M4, 2013), MMiFi R,
% = NKE I s AR O 2 )3 s (Jia et al., 2020; Lee & Dow, 2011; Szabo et al., 2022). X F&HIA
P REAE AL BRI MR 7 NGB ANE 2 MR A EM . Bk, AW DIER KA A, BT
RBEE TR TR KRB ARG Bl = A 5B AE S R USSR A PER, T % a)iE
TR RIS
2. WE5HE
2.1. W,

I A A R ) L AR AE R K AR RSCA A 0, SRR 728 fr. MHER A D55 RIS AR SRR
BEE JH 25 1) 3, (MU 20 45 688 17, 6 2% 94.51%. Horft, 531 307 44(44.62%), itk 381 44(55.38%);
WA YR K 2E A 349 44(50.73%), AT AR TR K2R 339 £4(49.27%); JlUAE Tk 2R A 371 44(53.92%), FF
M T KSR 317 44(46.08%); ~FI4ENRS 20.25 +1.75 % .

22. NETR
221 XBFFHAER

ZE R I N (201089, BT IVEIR LS . i R AR AN R B = AR . AR SR
6 25 B O A 2 BE M PP A BEVE AR R 7 s BRRA 4 T4y, A “NAR” B “B” 445l 1~4
G o 357k R B AL BRI Oy SRR . AT, SCSRFIRESE W K #037 77 1 Cronbach’s o & #(5r
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4 0.79. 0.77.

2.2.2. REAEERE R

ZERH E A BRI (2011)dml, FLHE 40 N H, MR, AMEtE. FRSE. B
Py BUROEA IR AR . BRI 6 %0, M “SEALHFE” B “RE/FET St 1-6
I e 4353 WIAMKZ T T AKS SR BB TSR . AHFEHh, %A Cronbach’s o 2% 0.84.

223 BRET+Z&ER

R IR 2 N (20151817, GHE 12 A4 H, MR DIMELER 3 3. AFURS 053 A = Fh s
Mo BREA 74P, N “HEHARE” B “IEHFRR” 2R 1~7 7. Morlmm R U KA
RERRSR . ARWEFLH, Koy SRR 3 S HARFRE MR A 4E Y Cronbach’s o &%43 7324 0.89. 0.77.
0.89. 0.68.

224, BEUEHESR

ZEF H Hao 25 A (2016)4mH, GF5 13 N4 H, MGERNA . B MBTIert =4 J7 il &% = 61 ik
H1. mEREH 5 HIFS, N EaEEA” B “RET it 15 4r. BaERIPERAE AlE . K
WFFT, %E 21 Cronbach’s o 2% 0.90.
2.3. Gt

KHI SPSS 22.0 % Hdls AT ik gt i+ 7 Hr A< 204, SRA] PROCESS 3.3 ZE#2/7(Hayes, 2013)i47
FA RN HE, SR i 25 7 IE ¥ Bootstrap J7 ¥ 95%7K P B A5 X [«

3. &R
3.1. #WRGHFHEE S
SHTEE RN 1 R, SRER, EMWMEEE R BRI T NG KA S =AM

BEONE MM RTT A2 HI R SR R AN B X r SOR M BRI AR HEGR T3, Tk =38 & IF Bt
TEWRHGRTT A MRIITEE R, KEHEWMEGR T XS, SMItE. TPk, M= Ak, B
Qg YR EF MK, SEANE SURLEE TS, Ak, M. JFBiE. B = A S5EE
Qg A RFIEME; BEAME. TUEL 58 REAE ) B3 UK.

Table 1. Results of descriptive statistics and correlation analysis

F 1 HEARMEITFIEROTER

. s , . . ‘ HEE= EEA
PR RRMWEE S WM& sMEME JREE BEAM RO }\;% 5; I
' 29.40 6.24 0.47 0.35 0.10 -0.52 -0.22 0.52 0.56
#7730
FESE WM 2
! 28.97 5.77 0.46 0.23 0.07 -0.48 -0.23 0.48 0.52
F= A
XY.% B 58.37 11.35 0.49™  0.31™ 0.09" -0.53"™"  -0.24™ 053 0.57"
FH A
pEZYT 29.82 5.90 - 019™ 015 -0.32""  -0.08" 0.53™ 0.48™"
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Continued
AMBE 33.07 5.91 - 0.46™ -024™ 014 0357 0307
FrirE 34.07 4.80 - 015™  048™ 0157 0137
PN S 30.10 5.76 - 038™  -053"" 047"
TATL 32.23 4.64 - -0.16™"  -0.20™"
=AM 46.24 12.89 - 0.75™"
EEplE S 3125 10.00 -

7: 'P<0.05, "P<0.01, TP<0.001, T,

3.2. KAABSERBEZABNDMERKRE

BHAH DG A BT 25 SR v, WA B R BB A OC, #F6 /AR F IR 56 26 AR (R A B, 24, 2014),
AW 5T R F PROCESS 3.3 (Hayes, 2013) % F% % ALY 4, 43 A 56 0K i AAS A0 I = NS LESCBEH )
7 7 NG ERANE ) Z MR EH o BT A AR AT AR EE, DAISCRE R 7 O A &,
WEANE N HEALE, ALK ARG R = A AR E, DIER R, AR AR A

LONIEH AR

321 REAREXBERBFARSEEUENZEH R ERKE

[ A 53 B 2 SR 56 2 A 1B o SCBE Bl 5 KOG % 23 77 1 2 3808 2 35 (B = 0.50, P < 0.001),
IINK BN RN TG, SRR 77 X% RIS ) M BN MEK AR B2 = 0.27, P <
0.001). BRI #7757 A Ak S 3 T AP 57 (B = 0.47, P < 0.001). AMuiTE(B = 0.19, P < 0.001). B ATEB
=—0.43, P < 0.001) F1 53{F-00(B = —0.22, P < 0.001), {EXF A4 1 04 FH AS ¥ 3 (B = 0.05, P = 0.237). [A]
i, ML (B = 0.24, P < 0.001). JFAUHEQ = 0.11, P < 0.01). EH AP = —0.17, P < 0.001)F5/EL:(B =

~0.10, P < 0.01)fi& &

E TSR AIE Sy, BB i S50 E F A 2.3 (B = 0.05, P = 0.134).

Table 2. The mediating role of big-five personality between negative parenting style and malevolent creativity

2. REARERFHRBFHFASEELENENFNMER

B =Silbcpi] HE S FEHE HAE FAEL E=Silbcpi]
B t t B t B t B t B t B t
L] -0.11 -3.277 0.01 0.36 -0.08 -2.01" -0.01 -0.40 0.09 2.80" 0.02 0.58 -0.09 -2.79”
EE -0.01 -0.18 -0.09 -2.717 -0.02 -0.64 0.01 0.32 -0.005 -0.15 -0.02 -0.50 0.01 0.46
A5 0.05 1.63 -0.03 -0.74 0.06 1.53 0.02 0.41 -0.01 -0.42 0.02 0.45 0.05 1.77
A -0.10 -2.90" -0.10 -2.52 -0.24 -5.89"" -0.08 -1.87 0.20 5.50 0.03 0.78 -0.02 -0.60
WA TEIT R 0.50 14.74™ 0.47 13.08™" 0.19 5.05™" 0.05 1.18 -0.43 -1259™  -022 5457 0.27 7.00™"
M2 R 0.24 7107
At 0.05 1.50
bRk 0.11 2.94™
HAE -0.17 -4.49™"
TR -0.10 -2.82"
R? 0.36 0.25 0.17 0.02 0.33 0.06 0.44
F 7554 46.45™" 27317 2.19 68.277" 8.50™" 53.68™"
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Figure 1. The mediating role of big-five personality between negative parenting style and malevolent creativity

B 1 REABEXSERBFHARASEELENERNHER

[ semmsrs

K FH W 22 55 R B 436 Bootstrap 773256 A RN BEAT 73 4T, 45 RANEE 3 fro. BRI E IR TT
2o 8 25 613 7 1 B3 R85 3 (Effect = 0.27, SE = 0.04, 95%1) B (5 [X [8) A~ 2 0 [0.195, 0.346]), K
TN s 8] 22 2% B 5. 3% (Effect = 0.23, SE =0.03, 95% & 15 X [A] A7 0[0,172, 0.282]), 5 &R
(1) 46% . SR 4 0 B ELHE =0 E A AT SCREE R BT T R~ &R~ E = 0)iE /). SCBHHR
TR E N~ B RIS RBHERE TR T A= TR~ R ENE Sy, =N R
RS 22%. 16%. 4%. 45 HK IR M E BRI R #5777 05 R F AR R BIE 71 Z 1R 43 A /i
EH .

Table 3. The total, direct and indirect effects of big-five personality on negative parenting style and malevolent creativity

=3 RYERHEFRAANEBLENN DN, EEMNEREAZH PN

Bz Effect Boot SE 95% Cl A
KN 0.50 0.03 0.429, 0.561

B 0.27 0.04 0.195, 0.346 54.00%

B2 0.23 0.03 0.172,0.282 46.00%
REHHRE TR T N> — T R AiE ) 0.11 0.03 0.072, 0.158 22.00%
SCBFH AR T - SMITE— 5 = i ) 0.01 0.01 -0.004, 0.028 2.00%
BRI AT J7 R T R AliE ) 0.01 0.01 -0.007, 0.022 2.00%
BRI T R B A B AIE ) 0.08 0.02 0.035,0.115 16.00%
R EHH R BT T N TR LT R AE ) 0.02 0.01 0.005, 0.045 4.00%

3.2.2. BB AREXSERBFARSEREUEN BN P ERAKRE

515 53 A1 8 A 4 R 2 o o SRR A B 77 =00 % = A3 7 18 208 34 (B = 0.50, P < 0.001),
TN RS = ARG RN AR RS, SREE AR 7 2O T 2 )38 710 BB RN AR /MBS B35 (B = 0.22, P <
0.001). SXBEH MR FE 7 2 B8 T SIS = AK$(B = 0.45, P < 0.001), SIS = A% Ak 525 Tl % A it
J1(p = 0.61, P < 0.001).
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Table 4. The mediating role of dark triad between negative parenting style and malevolent creativity

4. BEZABEXSHEREFRARSEELENEHFNER

TR R = A R =Selbcwal
B t B t B t
P -0.11 -3.277 -0.07 -2.15" -0.06 -2.46"
R -0.01 -0.18 -0.004 -0.11 -0.003 -0.14
A 0.05 1.63 0.02 0.52 0.04 1.69
R mMA -0.10 -2.90” -0.15 -4.19™ -0.01 -0.32
THRHFRTTA 0.50 1474 0.45 13.05™ 0.22 7.48™"
= ARG 0.61 21.29™
R? 0.36 0.31 0.61
F 75.54™" 62.35"" 180.22""

FEIE =TAE

N 0.50%**
[ semmpe = | o

Figure 2. The mediating role of dark triad between negative parenting style and malevolent creativity

B 2. BREZARERXERBAFHARNSEELIENERHMMER

R P i 22 35 1 B4 B 9362 Bootstrap J7 2ottt OSEEAT 73 #T, 5 ARUNE 5 . JaHE = AR AE SRR
IR 7 35 IS 7 1] F 1A #2220 8L 5 3 (Effect = 0.28, SE = 0.04, 95%E@§1étla?$@, 0 [0.209, 0.349]),

TN

[A]RNE f JE RRE ) 56.00% . 45 SRR B JRIE = A% 7 SCRHE IR 77 505 K22 A R B3E 2 (R &7y
R ER

Table 5. The total, direct and indirect effect of dark triad on negative parenting style and malevolent creativity

5 REEERHEFRAAMNERLENN DN, BN K ERE= ABHF M

Az Effect Boot SE 95% Cl R
SRS 0.50 0.03 0.429, 0.561
BN 0.22 0.03 0.161, 0.275 44.00%
[EIEE A 0.28 0.04 0.209, 0.349 56.00%
4, Fig

JrA

AW TR I B s 07 ] BAE T BB 0IE 7, B DIk 7 U2 i kA4 1
Bt Sy, L‘%uﬁﬁﬁn%ﬁﬁa kA, 2022) WIE T4 E R bDIEEVBEI’]XJuf(Gutworth etal.,
2018; Salancik & Pfeffer, 1978). CRRRFIEHE. i RPN TR 75, S ik T L o E IS B i3
B, FMOCTERLVE. b_:;zxff/ﬁ*&'fulu (Gulley, Oppenheimer, & Hankin, 2014), ¥ ik£ &0 T
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905 B (Gutworth et al., 2018), 11 A= B M B AT A (Gawronski & Cesario, 2013), # MM A=Al
i& /1(Gutworth et al., 2018).

MARRAHTRE, BRI = A 5B EAIE ) IEASG, 245505 DMERT 7t — 5 (Jia et al., 2020; Szabo et
al., 2022). DG = NAGAE A K O BF IS 1 (kR [5125, 2015), 8% 5 &4t217 86 < (Moor & Anderson,
2019; Muris et al., 2017; Yendell et al., 2022), 534b, KENMEHRIPPETT . FFBE. MBS B REA)E )
ERSE, BEAMMTHEO S EEANE A KRET R ITFBOIEFAMIE A2 “Em” 2liE hm
o W K 25 (Furnham & Bachtiar, 2008), £5& AR AL 45 5, FFERAMEYE N g 5B B AE /i “ B R
Qi )35 S IEMOE, PTRESR BAHAT B T4 = i SR BB SR B R 2y, H S5 0E A <=7
BOOBRRT BRI HEAMRTHEO NSRS AN, W UAIE. A Rot. BHEMIESCHE
fE(Wilcox et al., 2014), #HZ )5 AHs I B & SO b sl (Wehner et al., 2021), 3X 56 N AR AT BEIRE T
QAT N “EBRE B SRR MR ORI R B R 7 o S AT O ) B (R R
(Westhead & Egan, 2015), HULH B A FTAF O 5158 R IEH K (Aghabayk, Rejali, & Shiwakoti, 2022),
BN AT RAA A TR (McArthur et al., 2022). BRI, R AMEE AR 7] BE A3k 1 8 Fh 20 (1) )
W), MAMAR. BTG AR RE 7RG “Ha” 8 B8 Bl

AT R, SCRRE AR TR T B AT B AVERN ST O A B A A F G R 25 A2 1 %
BANE I AR . NAETE S SRR T R RE VI 2k, 2015). CAFARMA, CRHEL AT
FERA S RITE TR 7T S T LA A B G, 5 3O A& SO S (A, i, 2017 {24,
2011; S5, 2013). EEIMEN . BACK B ANERM SHE O N IE T 5 MR BEEAT A R A 2T R
A K (Jiang et al., 2022), FHATOBARFIAATE T AR Z AL K 01iE 77 14357 55 (Lee & Dow, 2011), iX
Al ReE— 0 RO DA F Ay AR RS A S (0T, XS, 2016).

AT RIE R, B = NS AE S BEE T 77 NG RS mANE 2z R A ER, 4R
5 DU 50 R LI FA I = N AR AE B A R4 )7 5 0% 2 )3 ) 2 8] A 1E F ) 45 SR —#ia et al,
2020). 7F BB = ABF, KSR SR B BT I R s R IE, IR E A
A 5 R FH B D R R AN, AN B O A B 2 5 5 At A U (Paulhus & Williams,
2002), IXLEHNE = AARIET 5T JUIRFIE &S5 AL 247 8 K (Moor & Anderson, 2019; Muris et al.,
2017), (EHAEM AT 5 T2 BN MIE LRI ZR (R4S, 2022), MREF4t 2R 7% a0
71(Perchtold-Stefan et al., 2022). AZRF FLFR I, HARE = AAAF 73 80 g (1 K 220 FUR A 77 /KCF s (Jia
etal., 2020; Szabo et al., 2022) . SEIRHFFTUESE, S = ANAEAMATE & HUE 45T 55 Fh AR H T 58 397 5800 A 3 i A
35 At N\ 482 (Kapoor, 2015; Kapoor & Khan, 2016). Blitt, A RERET 2 ) Se PRBi 2 Fad {4, {1 &
TERL T BHE = A& (Jonason et al., 2014; van Schie et al., 2020), HEiT S HCE £ 1% & 61i% /1Jia et al., 2020;
Szaho et al., 2022).

R LRTIR, AWFARGREY, KRG EAE )5 AR AR ZEE 7 R NSRRI % JIAH G
SCBRERIE IR BT T AANAFI T “B 27 QLG IR R (K 5055, 2014), d4dm 1B EAIE K.
FIJFEE, —J7H, EREWRETE T RBRE] T 7L 5B OB AN E SRR, XA AR R TS
At 2247 A K (Llorca, Richaud, & Malonda, 2017). 75— /5T, SCREERBFE 7 20k 7 L% Buh 48 5 Al 2
= NKE, X AR AR AR S At 24T A % (Yendell et al., 2022), XA RFRAT, —SRKFRN “HE
B T HFET” o CARITARAS” S5 BRI 0 1 Lo AR IR R ARG . AE35 7R G0 A A 1S
REFT, RBHEHGE TR, MR ERAIELN T ERPHERETFT, &7 TFLE2ZN
KM, Bh. IRBEAEEAR, AR T T CBET QIEMER, PR EEAIE .
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A FABAAAE SRR, B, ABHFCRBOEE it ARE AR B I W RIREE R . 5 Semt Fun
PAZK S0 A2V 07 77 AR K i) LB AT I B, B — 3P /R OB IR 23R 77 s B R AiE 1 ik
g, FK, S5 G DMERT FURIURATT ST 45 AL, PRI E A ER SR Ol BESE 1 QIS I«
N CBE” BE, RS RN R KIS “B587 M ORR” Qg Rk zmit. &E, &
WEFEECHE R A SR, AT RE S 52 B4R S R VE RS [l 3 14 3 25 0 22 AU B2, ASREXS T8 78 KA 2B AE K
JE R iR T e TR ST FURT DLV AE AT AR FEX 5, FFINN SCBEDP A 5 3% S A R Ak
AR, B SRR SRR R HOR 7 SRR ANIE 77 1 LA .

EHEWH

tZR% B AR 7 R4 (ZR2022MC113);: AR M55 “FH IR TR 11 H (2019RWF003); 111 %R
BEEFBFEIRI B R IR L 1(2022CYB207); KA G IRt R H (cx2023267).

S E 3wk
ORI, POEEIE, BEO5 20, JRIEAE, $HI¥40(2015). MG+ 4540 3 MG S IEAE BER: TR SRIRE = IRGAE I AL T R rp e
R SG. A [ e PR 4+ %, 23(2), 246-250.
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