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C LR EUE S BB & B4 B, 1IfF 201701)

B B v THRIOTEAGERE AR ISR, BT AR AT R, B DG 1] SR i X R 454
AT B T AP G S AT, 0 13 AR TR o SRR RN R A M e K AT (N
=1467), FZA33) 27 N AMERNLE 28 ASENAFENL, BRI RN T EAR < AR 5 S50
MUMBZRER A . WA REEIANERE, B S G S XU . et . T9REMa S . B IEF AUANHERE

KA o O ARSI, I S
HEKS B84
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H ol LK, <8 50 e — A A0E L AR
(G ZFET L) ha AR, RELUA;
WA, RRUKE ZU, &Pl FEFRER
TH5ARE ((EFAIHLED) ) ITHRP R
SEEIE . AR FEA I FEARME S R NTE S S N TEE,
AfLAGE, FEFR IS Oy AR B AR s |, AR AT R
M0 Z T AR A B O A NS R R 1 (9t
2., 2017), BN B METHN T T i LR, —E3Z
E| s CNNS LEs SN 3 e P e & R OB SRR k)
(Saxton, 2006; Staub, 2003), [ ASFA 50 F1 1)<
A CEA G M I ORI, 2011), 10
AT AL Byt 5 BB N R TOAEANTE . B K Z RIX
KIGEEMEL,; DSSCA S R ERTVE S Ih3E
AR S SRR S 2, AR ] 4K ] (1 B
4 (BT, 2008), ARG OBE2EZN, AP
HE A B AT IR TN BE AU A PR 3] 15 45 PR 3R B0 7
2, Nz % 08 2 Ak K& /9 52 1 (Jonason,
Zeigler-Hill, & Okan, 2017; £ 5%, 2009), [,
TRATRGE B NAS I e, PR AF AR T E SO T Y
SR IU M E R ARG B TE A L B U 5
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NG ZER TR R, IFRIP e s =X, DA
9 R A ST 5 19 T i RT3 18 S R A g U R IR 9T
FHeht

1.1 ETBABHBRRE

NG SR — BN TE S T, SR TE S 5 P
M EAERTR, AT 2T B RS 1 2R 90 2L
LG R GEFHE, 2009), A5 T MARTEN 15K
AT 554 7T AR S (E =i, 2009), HETARZ A
0 B2 52 R U BRAR B (psychological traits) R4
S UNIOPNG LSS I SN & (e R N E O RSL
7 T AL ) 855 (Larsen & Buss, 2017), SZFx |,
Hor— 26 A A8 R T BLAT TR Jm M, a2 kSt
A A1 O (Miller, 2014) .,

H M Allport F1 Odbert (1936)iz a2~ )7
EIRF NG LR, NS OISR —HB ) TR
BLAE UL UERR F R A ERE B 2R . TR A% O
AW R R R, BFSEE A A A
@M, BW SRR B A R, ),
T RIS W T 4t S MM (social character) [
WE& (Fromm, 2013), 1L JL-H4E0, L B A F
7% # JT Ui X B 5 A J& JF W 5T (moral  personality;
Walker & Frimer, 2007), flifilihR, B AW H K5

* EEARRAE ST EBUH (31671160), LT 244t SR RIBE 2474 0UH (B1804), LI ROGIHRITIH (17CG63) % Bl .
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N T 1 3 I TR A RS R R IE 7R AT O (HiLL &
Roberts, 2010; F =58, 2009; F =5k, A E,
2011), WABEE NN, HESTEH R4 BATE
TETE, ETEE A A2 s (BT, 2009), AT LA
Ui, AR AR SMER L, WRIT ANTE
BT R —FERRHECT RN, 2011, [HItE, AT
FEXT B AASA LA o« 0 A R TE AL 2
A3t F e B — R BE S E TE DA S R N
FEO T
1.2 ETBABBIHEXAR

PIAE A% 30 B9 AR 2 A& SR 138 A8 W AE
e FEHFANSN, MBS ERSH LML
Hh—2e NS ISR TR . R A ST, X s At
FEREPFH Ry SR Al o A S5 Bt 5 5 3 3k 1 A R
X IAEWFGE I Z53R 34T e BT R AAS A 7E, IF
il T A TR R = SR ) AR R A
A#%(Rushton, Chrisjohn, & Fekken, 1981), 7£ K1
NAHE BB RS 5 1 2 R A4S 1 — 2]
DIERS 3t A B F-4ERE, andaak . R 54T
(John, Naumann, & Soto, 2008). J& KA W55 & FIK
RN ARV AR S5, $E TR S &R
BAEN(HEXACO), R AMZ i —A K12
Ik 52— Hf 4% (Honesty-Humility), H.{v T %% —H 1,
R T —ANIEE . B . R HH 258 S5 i )
(Ashton & Lee, 2007; Ashton, Lee, & de Vries, 2014),
A, Cawley, Martin A1 Johnson (2000)>K FH Al %%
FE B R EE RS, g TR EE R
(Virtues Scale; VS). 7EME G YT 10 43k, T AAME
IR AN AR | e S A A ST SCHRAS W7 T 21
(Krueger, Hicks, & McGue, 2001; Shryack, Steger,
Krueger, & Kallie, 2010; Xiong, Wang, & Cai, 2018),
JFE I E IEAR T T OB = A48 (Light Triad
Personality) At A% 2 D4 R AATTHE A 36 v i B
Jii (Kaufman, Yaden, Hyde, & Tsukayama, 2019),

TEVL E SO Se i AR OB sE v,
AR S5 3 R RNC 22 07 vk, R Jeftb A 359
FAS NHm) i A IE 25 Ta] A TS e A 3, R i rp [
N A 5 40 40,5 <3 B AN — B B 0 5 ) 4
(Yang & Bond, 1990). 5K SE0F 58 K G HL A
¥k | S BebR e KR T o i T R E A
FRE gAY, g 1 erp LS PR 2 (Chinese
Personality Assessment, CPAI)”, H:H sl & T T8 %5
—Z|| % (Graciousness-Meanness) . 14 (Harmony) |
T T J8 (Responsibility), & 3 —[5] ¥ (Veraciousness-

slickness) 354k, MMiix 6 AAS 4 BEAC R T P Scfk
AT R G N . EIEE S, T4k
fEASAE (Cheung et al., 1996), L B IELEMTITH A4
Ay E R A g rh, g R H o — MR
FEMNASHERE, S B R X AN AT,
KA NZEAT R, ARG E WA X . R . B
TR AR S(CEB g, FELL, 2005a, 2005b). 7EUIEEE
Bl b, KA RO FNEHE(2018) B B Aff b 2
TR A S, JHRR T HAESE ., A~
IARIE A5 18], FESNi]J7 I, VFHER E #H(2011)
WAEBL T N = TR (CLP BB 534 1)
B X —AERE 3 A, RS -RAN A AE T E Sk
W PR DEIE@EIN, 2R, BRI, R4k,
2015), XL AR ST — 2 BE LYot E A
FEJL T4 14 Dy s FRER o B AE T ok 1 =R JEE i SUph
9 NAS BT Ik 8, JRI W, 2006).

[FAE, CAMEWEE T s T8 A a s 11
WAREHZR, A% 2E kg 42 T A48 iy B
% (shadow), BT ERANAME RGO T T, J2 A
AN REAR ORI AT O AR IR . SRR R
FOPNG 9220 € b e S SR S iR I P N L By i
Fa T, Ao RS A & an e 1y | Ry
fife = ) RO 08 F i 2l 9 S5 R BT o AR BTAS 23 e B
AR Ty & A SN2 1 FF . ARS8 (Larsen &
Buss, 2017), i 10 4F3k, BRI 205835 16
A ek R A v AN Ak 23 BT R/ B9 A 45 T2 (socially
aversive personality), A #FFEUEN] G B A A% (the Dark
Triad) Ml ) 41 217 H 8L JE 47 A H K (Goodboy &
Martin, 2015; Jones & Neria, 2015), BiE A % A
MR, BFSE BTN IT A& 7 00 A A% S 5 T 1Y)
HR, IR T XA S RS Z IR

IELAE, WSRO 4 o B A DG A
M2 —(Zuo, Wang, Xu, Wang, & Zhao, 2016;
ZEUg, VFJ7, 2013), WAL E EERHELE A = S AR
P AR AT R, R B 22 A I 5 3 T IR X < R
NAEHEATY 30 W E T BT (sadistic personality), 3R
IR AT X0 3t A P 9 4 17 44 56 3] PR SR (Buckels,
Jones, & Paulhus, 2013), 522 2RI IA G 2K ORHA,
PEAR Ay AR EB Y AR PR CB 207, VP, R,
2012); %= (spitefulness), Fik A2 & 15 F A A
AY 4 fiE (Marcus, Zeigler-Hill, Mercer, & Norris,
2014); VA K AE 38 % (Amoralism), ik A H A H
) B P 7E %7 i (Boyle, Saklofske, & Matthews,
2014), A A AR LI, KT AL SRR (U
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W FRAK L NS . STAE L MACRIER BTN, Y
PRI A K E B 1 H A B E /R (Jonason et al.,
2017). EIBFZEE XA E N JE SRS 1T TR
K, RIVERBNAS LS T MW B
TIE BB R 55 E (A EHR, FHKE, 2015), AT LA
Ui, AT A 03k S PR i T, SR A AR R T
N A K 43 2K A . HEXACO AR 7Y
WA 785365 IR 2 (Jonason et al., 2017).
1.3 ETBABHNEWIRE

gh 4 LA AAS ST A ENE T LR B, VR 25T
FEXT A BHG A R AT T 2, £
HePE R R SRR, X R, & 5EER
NAEFEFR I —F 5y, B2 AR T MG O LA 5%
tho SR, DAERIRGTER e 2 AR Sy [R]— A ) A
A4, WEFE 35 IR 36 X B LA G b AT T IR
FESAE, ILIREEA B 700 & (B 195 &4, Ltk
505 24) M5 25 S & B BU 36 ol — A4k B2 1) W i,
5 W 1) UL B 45 KA RS TR UL A 88 O (B e A 7R 41
Af6Fr: x* = 3385.21, df = 560, y*/df = 6.05, CFI =
0.73, TLI = 0.71, RESEA = 0.12, SRMR = 0.10; %
A FERERILGHERR . ¢ = 1346.94, df = 526, y*/df =
2.56, CFI=0.92, TLI = 0.91, RESEA = 0.07, SRMR =
0.05). 45 T35 W A PPl AARHERE, ABFFE
g 38 55 0 0 K& 43 A T ANAS S5 A A

A O 3 2 v O NS S5 A PR R 2238 i iR 2
J5RIEAT o TN ARG B EEA R RS B —
FhSCAE N B B ARG S A S T T A Re i iR A% i 4k
BE, A2k A R 2A Ak iR ©
o, FATTAT LA L ORI I ARG SR,
“PITR R N R T AR 2 1 g A B 1 AR TR S b
(Allport & Odbert, 1936; 3, 2009), TR L.
F R IS5 VL4 B AS TR A AR R JoT B 1 AT 78
U0 = S 17 (1 R NI TN <8 R = 4o i e
HR F 20 B 5 15 1 B6 Atk 19 (Goldberg, 1992). #H
J7 (199 1)RG 136 HRMIF [ A >4 FH 08 1T K 43 A v [
NHBHCWIES, R IRATHLIE F— Wm0
SRR EEN . IR TR IRATI AR 1 R AT
(A R0, T AR AR M S B R AT T IR AT 1A T oA T
JE TSR X, il s T b HAA AR R IE
A AT, BEREAAT AKS S5 M i BARZE R, [A] it
AT AT H SO I Y R (R BRI, FE T, 2000) I,
A5 40 7E 15 % 1 PN A B A0 B S RN 2 UEF 5T
SRRy B, NBURDGE R H & IS 4 R A
LB RN AT oM, DU b SO R S 0

FH S NAR R BT B B S5, TF1E— 28 23531 G il
0B B 1 N A O TR

2 BIFSE 1 G A IR R A B

21 WRE®

AW FE B 7 3 T B U 1) i T R ) 25
AR EE R, SRANC 075, b E SCfe R 136
AR I EAT RGEUCAE | R BRIA S, G o
RN - S i3
22 WMREE

W 55 & % Gorbaniuk, Budzinska, Owczarek,
Bozek Fl Juros (2013) 5 5K Fl 2= (2016) ) J5 ik #4772k
ko E e, AR AR TE TR SR AR, g
IR A R . A 64 £k S 5 N
G, B 14 &4, Lot 50 £, TR
WE 4 ADNEARNH 2 2E357 RN —A35 11
ANHA 2R, 35S H 10 A/t iy 2 1
NAERFIE; PRV 20887 RN — % R
B4R R, S H 10 AMb/ab T BA B
FEE) . AR MG M A 25 R, 15 3 A2 L ®
b I 2 0 BF 5 A % T T A 08 2 45 SR 1 P 45 3
PO RE L, A8 38) 374 AL, Horbidk e
FITRNEA 173 A4, R HETEA 201 4.

B i XoF 35 0 AR 1) Y A A A 2L 2 5 LA R LA
LR

B —, BEICHE A R TR 1 R R 5
B3 R AR DU R B (B 7 JR) M2016 4 ),
i P E SR B E S A TR g = S . 1A
iR Z 0 74, 000 AR A IR 2% . 4
3zt DTN ZRF T A2, B4 3 N,
X i) B < RE Rl A N0 3 5 TR R A T
e R )R R T N | s eE R g U E NG & 7l it <1
N, A 3, 240 ANTENC B e H, H A 35 Y 1E)
1, 175 4, #EBAIE1N 2, 065 4>,

8, AN E —BOA RN . 7R R
BINC AN R Al B TN The, st R4
3 AW A —BON AT DA R E R, 15
1, 375 AMNE, HA RS R ENL 424 A4S, ik
AEAIRNE 951 A,

55 =, XHTEETRNC AR A IR . FIR AN (R
ARDUTE a1 B ) w1 H A RN i ) o 0 A A 2 Y
NMEIRC(597 3%, 1152 )14, RIS 15 4
Z b OB AN SR BIETE AR RN 1 44 A O BR2E &
M Z R AEAE S WA B RN A TS 408,
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B A e Y L ARV A RN AT B SRR, I
FHE TR AT A 91, 3 2R N0 118 4,
AT BN 132 4,

S0, REHE . GRiE . ARSI . AR R
SRR, HEH 7 &5 DB I 2R
WEFEAXT LA BTN, &% CBURDGE # i)
AR L ) ) SRR B ) 5 CBrETR X
TP AR ) XHENC AT, BB, KT I
LB BRI 5 1B G R £1.(2005¢) Z il A9 1520 4>
Hp NS R T 250A) 26 UK ST 98 (2007) i il 11 378
A FEABIE 2518 2 DL KT AN 2 (2016) 4 il 1) 36 B A
TR MEAT HE X AN 4 55, B ) 45 1 A
107 4>, H iR 3 iyl Ry 42 4, 35 E a0
16514

S, WIEHE . LUSBETSRY 107 RN
Fnh, dnbl BAIER A, 25115 66 44 0Bl Ll Al
111 43R0 B2zl i ] W o L 3R]3 7 2 KR
BE EAF A — Ao I B R AR R,
FKH S S = EEARGE, S = EEMFE).
Z 5iFEmsitt, Bk 54 4, Lk 123 %4, BT
1k 4 2 N B R R (AR T ) S LU 3 44,
KL 14, BB 79 4, Wi 94 &, 4
%M =2375%, SD =289 %, #ilklEsElinEs
AT 2 TTHih o WA XTIV ) B A A2 2 AR R,
B N IN R B 3878 3.5 43 LA b, PR R in)
ICIEAT R o I A 5K A 2 55 N (2016, 2018) 2 il 1)
(38 AR ) 33 ANMAE A 13 AR E
1), ISR BRI EN AN 62 4, iAW
B A& L 65 4o

3 OBFgT 20 3 AL H R
S

31 #MRE®

EN =R R IE 7N - PN 7 ¥ 0 |
B 62 A~ AN N S il il %, 82t P2 4y
BT FIE RORE R 00, e 2 7 v TR N1 38 A 4544
o il 35 NAS IR PERE R
32 WRFZE
321 #Hik

L PR, 7E 4 R SR
Jite I S A A I —IE BB E - iR R
INELZE B, RSO R BN E T, A 1 I B B A
H i wa, S HO bR e R .
FEAR —: FITHREMER R 01, L3235 321 A0,

BEA o 313 BB 131 £, ok 182 %),
PR AR S IR 15 31 66 % Z 0], SFI4E#RE S 30.32
% (3D =7.82). HEART: HATRUEMERR G
R . W3 553 4, AR 518 A (B
228 44, M 290 £4). WO FIAE 13 2] 60 %
ZIa], FIJAERS K 25.78 % (SD = 9.72), WF5¢ 4 FHE
L2 A s, SRR IR 4~7 ST
322 HMRIEF

2, 62 A AT G i) B n) 4 X R
AR —EATHEI, SR HIP S SRR R, 15
AP X IR S [ O A AR, 1 = 5
SR, 5= BEMS B IERER R, ¥
4 7 S 254

55 20, MRIERIIN AT A B B3 A RN ) 3,
INARAR T, XEREAR ZHE A o 38 2o 56030 4
RN AE . BUERL, S0UEFah L 5 A 25,
9 il 4 35 A& 18]V 3T E it 3R (Good  Personality
Lexical Rating Scale, GPRS). k5 T H 2R FH 1) J2& &
R e A% i H F- 5 2 (Donnellan, Oswald, Baird,
& Lucas, 2006; faf&5iE, 2015)H1 SR Al A4 A
i %% (Rushton et al., 1981; #&FR, &F1H, 5K SCIH,
2015),
33 HHRER
331 REMEEZESER

fii i SPSS 20.0 FAF X E G AT HIT 4T, B
e, @l KMO 1 Bartletts BRIE #5640 ¥ & BH,
KMO {H} 0.93, Bartletts BRIEAG 5625 5 b 2 (T 1)
x*>=9561.00, df = 1891, p < 0.001), FMiZNIEH
T H & A IR R R R T

SRE, R E 8K 43 B i (Principal axis
factoring analysis) i L& E 417 (Promax ) % 62
AENCHEAT R 2R A0 o AR 3 B 27 Hig, 7EA
WFFE R, MRYE AR JLA bR R T E Ok . MHBR (1)
Tt H e A B B far AR, 3 H Y S (N T
0.30 BT, ()2 [F BE/NT 0.30; (3)[F—AN A
RETE 2 3k 2 AL BT BB T 0.30 119;
DHFAHILA A 18] 2 NMEITE AT DL
DR TEAE i FEA SN2« Se BRI A R 7 1 ey
FRARAR A REITT, SR I M) I 55 DR~ 28R Ay o e A 1 AL
S MR A>T 2 AT P, A U L — A
—AHT,

BT ER DR BR AT S AR i B0, e 2R
/B 30 ML, BRI RELSAR IR E] T 50.51%, H
(A PR 2 A D ] L3R 1
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Fz1 EASHEETFEW
i H HF 1 BT 2 KT 3 HF 4 B

A23 SFIEIN 0.71 0.42
A6 A {FAEN 0.71 0.44
AS4 AR HY 0.70 0.48
A42 T 0.69 0.40
AS FLT 0.66 0.45
A4 WY 0.59 0.41
A39 IE X1y 0.55 0.44
A24 IHIHAY 0.51 0.40
A40 IEEHY 0.46 0.37
A62 EYHY 0.44 0.37
A60 AT R4 0.44 0.33
A48 FHFHEM 0.87 0.60
A21 RN 0.81 0.59
A9 RATCFA 0.69 0.53
INERIRE Y| 0.64 0.40
A30 TCRLY 0.63 0.51
AS55 Tk ik 0.63 0.40
A32 DB AS 0.56 0.33
A12 BFEWRIN 0.54 0.43
AS2 U AR Y 0.53 0.52
A36 A7 A1 L 1Y 0.71 0.50
AL {EW) 0.53 0.36
AS1 T FAE 0.45 0.37
A29 H ANHH 0.44 0.37
A44 EfRNER 0.42 0.38
A33 KEM 0.33 0.36
A43 FEIRKEN 0.69 0.62
A8 KRIEM 0.68 0.44
A2 HHEIIN 0.55 0.31
A15 O T E Y 0.45 0.40
FRIEE 9.53 2.96 1.36 1.30

TR % 31.78 9.86 4.54 434

FERTTHRR % 31.20 41.64 46.18 50.51

e WOk EMNT L, Befk: BA Kaiser b LM BURNIESE % o

332 WIEMRERSTER

il Mplus 7.0 #ff, 7 2549 7 FEBIAL, Xt
2 RS Y DU R R AL A T 90 e DR A, AR
& 1E 38 ¥ (modification index, MI)FIR) L & X K&
RUHATEIT, MEaT 3 ANk, sl EET 1R
SEERRE T 2 draged ik edm e AN,
PRI 27 e AR BE Ak, 4 Y PR 170 5 A
Al REAFTE Y SE P B AL AT L . Sy 1. BN
T, | AREAY 4 A Z [ A G PR, J2&
T EWE T RS T REAFE S N R 454, Prf )il

N 5t 1) 2 B P — AR B, DR A 0 A B PR R 3R
S5 R AR R 55 O S i =2 ] P LA B . S AR 2.
SRR SRATS (2016)%F 3 B B I P A
—ANYERE R fE A, o iR s T RE
B 5 AhE, A%, RGN, 5EF 1M
HWF 3 EAaAEA, AT 1 5HT 3 AR
PRUEAAR DGR, ICE LA I — A7, R
RS D o

AR LA TR BCUNEE 2 FR . — B R
PRI A AT 45252 IOARIE R o /df $23E 2, CFI I
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TLI KT 0.90 (T s KT 0.95 H4f), RESEA /NF (Ax*(3) = 62.39 > 11.34, p< 0.0 )IUA i FH 4,
0.06, SRMR /NF 0.08 (Hu & Bentler, 1999). Z5 518 Bbiesz DU T4 A, fe 2835 A IR PP 2 2 10 g
AN L NP R RV Ve =R 8 & O A o= NS i R F-4548, aniE 1 piR .

(Ax* (6) = 623.50 > 16.81, p < 0.01)F1 =K A5 SRR TR T AL 5 R TR0V B PR, R 45 PR T
R2 EABHZESEELSEY
LAY $ df x/df CF1 TLI RESEA SRMR
B TR 1227.30 324 3.79 0.81 0.80 0.07 0.06
ZH A 666.20 321 2.08 0.93 0.92 0.05 0.05
Y B T A 603.81 318 1.90 0.94 0.94 0.04 0.04
LIFELER] ‘<— 0.63
WIRE ‘<— 0.66
RS ‘<— 0.69
HR |<— 0.58
LR ‘«—0.59
X |<_0.67
B:2N ;] ‘4—0.64
EEH ‘<_ 0.63
X1 ‘<—0.69
AR <062
G <02
RAFA |«—o0.52
WX 5K |<— 0.55
0.67 I FRAHY [«—o0.49
Dl [«—03
i |<— 0.49
PORALEH) |<— 0.68
ARIF LK ‘<— 0.76
B [«—os6s
RN [« 080

S AR |«—os6
B N1 ] |<— 0.64

KAty [«—0.64
Jackhtly <043
REEH) ‘<— 0.43
HEEIH ‘«— 0.55
DWFERE <057

BT 38 ARSI E R DU A 1254
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AT 4 WEFY 3 WA BREE Y

1S T E R ImAE 1 R
ERER T AMRTEAT AL R 5 P 75T | IS T
N b BT RN, A 44 R TTIRAE .

KT 2 18 THmPEn . “RATR, “HH
[N 1B RN N N S | E i IR (PN
RATMERAE IR, 24 h b2k

HF 38 Tm RO {2 Zr”, <Hi
T B SR T AMARTE AL S H At N Bl ¢ R P A
N A AFE RN, s el &k,

HF 408 TR KEN . “KEN, A8
BRI ERR T AR AL F AT T 035
R AASFRERNL, A4 g R,

333 EABALTIEERNGE. WERK

RUbR R HRARE . ASBIF 53 2R FH Rt A A& FiK
NAEAE T AR b, b, Rl AMS 5 T 4
MYERE . AT . ABRMEAE . BIE AR 3 24080
R as R LI, &AM R 4 MHTS5EAM. 57
R R AR S A7 AE B AR K (ps < 0.01), X
U3 A )6 B BT M SOhr SRR . HLA
AIFHOC R B 3,

IR —EE(E b . &g i BB, 36 A%
FIRTEWAT « R AR . 7% AE L2 KB 4E B
N ER—2 o RE B 0.92, 0.85, 0.83, 0.72,
0.80, e 0.7 Vi, FIAE R KIS PR —
AR R

41 MRE®

WF5T B TER TG NS RO BEZE Ry, % e [ IR
PR B R B 25 5 52 B\ 4k 23 e R 1k %) 5 i S B
AR, PRI ST 1 AR 2 Y 65 A lid B A A
& TR Gt i) A At P A [0l 45 o I 3 A R 22 40y
GRS, B2 i AT RO A RN
AR, BN S RO BREE R
4.2 WMRFZ*
4.2.1 #Hik

AT PR PR AT, A2 EVE N SR
Jite 10 B R R H I A— B B E AR T
TNELE B, R S BN E T, A 1 I B B A
HI s, A& s Sl wlbrnic b TBaPE
FEAR—: HTHRMERZ 5, gt 446 %,
MWk 367 BB 141 £, otk 226 %), #EA4E
WU IEITE 14 3] 52 % Z 8], P48 26.19 % (SD =
5.96) A Z B E R T KLU & 1.6%, =
b 7.9%, KE&E& 15.8%, AFHY 66.5%, i+ KL
b 8.2%, FEART: HTFURENE R /T A E L
JER S . #okdt 271 &, BREK 269 # (T 111
%, P 158 £4) Bl AFE IR YU TR 18 3| 48 % Z |H],
S-HJAERY N 28.25 #(SD = 5.82), X B W T
KUY 3.0%, @9l 9.7%, KEH 32.0%, 4
BEA 52.8%, it ML A 2.6%. BF5E 4 XIS )
SRl R, B RS 1.5~7 ST .

x3 BEARRLCESESF M ARFIXAABEXDH

A i g 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
1. 3 AH 1
2. RItwifE 0857 1
3. FlftbZ=@k  0.847 0507 1
4. - ¥ 0867 0747 0.627 1
5. KE 0807 0577 0.647  0.607 1
6. SMIITE 0.22"  0.09" 0277 0.16° 0207 1
7. BATE 0.49™ 0.40™ 0.407 0477 040" 038" 1
8. TAEL 0.37" 042 0207  0.32" 0317 0207 0417 1
9. PR —-0.24™ -0.21" -0.19" -0.12"" -0.28" —0.28" -0.29" -0.49" 1

10. %7 028" 0.19” 025" 0307 0217 0.197
1. FHfBAKE 046" 0317 0497 0407 0337 0277
12. ¥:&3E 0457 0317 0467 0417 0317 0217
13. ABREIE 0407 0267 044" 0357 0277 0297
14. B4 0.37" 0.24™ 038 030" 0307 024"
15, %2228 028" 020" 0.317 0207 0.197 0.157

036" 0.18"
0.39™ 0.19”
0.37" 0.17"
0.35" 0.15"
0.32"  0.19”
0.26™ 0.13"

-0.04 1
-0.21" 026" 1

-0.14™ 027" 0.90" 1

-0.17" 022" 0.86" 0.71" 1

-0.22"  0.16™ 0.81" 0.60" 0.60" 1
—-0.190" 0.18" 0.73™ 0.50™ 0.52 0.59" 1

H: **p<0.01, *p<0.05,
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422 WRIEF

2, ¥ 65 A AR G i) B 7] 4 X R
AR —JEATHEI, SRAMIF S SRR R,
A=A~ B ATE S, I I ST A
ZRFEE S NYRe TG o i iR R R 5
BT, WIZEAE 7R AAS 2548, 4 il P T AL

55 20, AREATIN o3 B A5 B 0 A TR
e, MARAR T H, XREA A7, 38 3 500
PER BTG . SRS, S0 UE R 7 % A A 45
Fy, 4 i W RS 18] PF 48 & 3R (Evil Personality
Lexical Rating Scale, EPRS). b5 T B % £ &g
FE £1.(2005¢) 4 il 14 B AR T 25 90) 91 2 it 36
(QZPAS)HH F6 35 R AGF4ERE, DL Uy &
%+ — 4 & F (Jonason & Webster, 2010; Bk [,
MBI, BEUE R, RICAE, ®RIELL, 2015), FE
A i 3 R IR <R IR O <
43 MRER
43.1 REMEEHTLER

i SPSS 20.0 X % A A& 0] 46 5 HE 45 R 47
WRMEFNZE ST, H2E, it KMO 1 Bartletts EKJE
K843 4 % B, KMO {H°~ 0.97, Bartletts BRIEAG 46
LRI 2GR ¢ = 17504.62, df = 2080, p < 0.001),
FHZA) 3 W I H I8 A R R R 2507

SR, R A FE Bl A F 43 BT % (Principal  axis
factoring analysis) Pt #5845l (Promax) X} 65
ANNCHEAT 2R 430, WHBRASAE G b o 0 22 T3 44
AT, MHBRARERIBFST 2, B AR EE T 37 A8,
Zit B R Sk F] 61.51%, EARD 1k it
[F] BEANR 4 Fr
432 WiFEEZESTER

i Mplus 7.0 {4, #7250 )7 BT, X}
A B IO PR AR A T SR R R A . FR T
SN & SCMIMBLEE B, AE A TR AT T i) AR 4l
MI HEECFITR)V & SOXF AR R A A8 45 v 1) 3] 2%
HEATINBE o e 45 T 9 A1) 4%, A7 28 Bk ABEAR
Ak, T 4 AP RFHDCHERGR, 5 0 Z R
PR R - 5 A AR 5 U0 I B A = TR A AL B, O
S = TR (A IR G R R 3 TR T 4)fE
JBE G R EAT R EE o = AR Bl A TR B S
Fi7R o

RN, AR P P AR AR ) 45 T4
IR, B TR Ay (6) =892.39 > 16.81,
p < 0.01)F1 =K FHIAI(Ay* (3) = 77.80 > 11.34, p <
0.0 LA B hr . UL Z WU R, fRA&qs

FI WK Y N 25 25 A0 A FT 4 A B 3L 28 AN, 1F
W 2, &KW FaanT

R 15 TXIFRE” ., “XUBR” ., “sRE 8.
OO IR TR SRR A ARAEAT M Ak = T R AL
XIAR AR ANE B KSR AR TR, i ds A <X 27,

WF 2 g TR REAR—" “htm, B
ORI = o (Y A NE T B4 a7 NI RS SN S N -4 4]
TR, A4 R B th .

PP 3 A8 T Bk i . “B G T A0
“UPIE RN | <RI B T 0 S AR A R FE B3 56 2R
[ EY B N N Ve 2 [ N P e o i B BN 1 1
Hy T R

HF 4 & TR, “HEF L,
IR SR A AR5 B SO TR YA L. AR
B ESPNG-E  S N AN SR A S S S T A
433 BABACIEERNGE. WERR

BUOPR IR . FOT A R B, B S 4
AT 5 B W T, 5
F SO, AEHR A AN AE A I IE A DG (ps <
0.01) 0 3K 16 T2 G K M) 36 HA B AT A S80bR S B3
. BRI R R 6.

R — IS AT . Gt i BB, ARAFF5T
H, CENAR B IXBER AL . BN V5 R T
15 77 SCHERE 1) N — B0k o RET 318 0.97, 0.96,
0.86, 0.94, 0.85, HA7# /= 1Y &8 — A7 B

5 e

IR E e 3 MR IRER T E SO T %
KO BEERE . AR A H A TR 22 B R R, 19
T 62 A3 AR A 65 W AKS RN . SR )5 18
TR R AT A E L R b, B sr %
ML 4 DT R5TdE . AR (&K
B EAERE; BT 440 HF XDERA .
R . HERE . FEF L.

A WG e IR T8 P AT At N B Y 2 4
B, 7E 5 A2 H sl (social interactions)id F£H,
AT RER R N R SA RIS EHFAC
PR, EAEME A SRS, ATLAS, Bk
SRR AR 2 SRR R BN Y 3B 2 4 T (moral
character)7EAH 23 281 FE th HAA 2.0 /37 (Brambilla
& Leach, 2014; Goodwin, 2015; Goodwin, Piazza, &
Rozin, 2014), [ MARAS B3, 380 AAR (52 % 7 2
SER TN IOEEN YN S PN (<5 N =Y R e NI I
T TH I ASORY) 175 52 I 2 AN BB R s 42 T SR A =
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Fz4 EBARHEETFEWY
B HF 1 T 2 AT 3 HF 4 e Jm]
A58 DXIFRHY 0.95 0.77
A5 FREN 0.95 0.66
A34 DR 0.92 0.74
All 5RZHW 0.87 0.66
AS6 DIRTFHH 0.85 0.62
AS0 TEAEN 0.79 0.69
A37 B 0.79 0.69
A31 IFERFH 0.78 0.59
Al4 T EEW 0.77 0.65
A19 BT 0.71 0.63
AS5 R 0.67 0.61
A36 P REHL 0.67 0.64
A45 HAEES 0.62 0.60
A33 IHRIUEY 0.55 0.48
A22 B 0.42 0.53
A23 SAYEAESN 0.41 0.48
A9 LFRIHI Y 0.31 0.32
Al5 EHER 0.77 0.53
Al6 KEA— 0.72 0.63
A52 fhIE 0.71 0.55
A59 LA 0.68 0.51
A65 B TR 0.42 0.47
A26 BEVE 0.38 0.50
A42 WAk By 0.87 0.60
A24 FIEAH T N 0.71 0.61
A48 WG RERY 0.71 0.61
A62 ARMERAEH 1 0.66 0.66
A7 PR Y 0.64 0.55
A29 EIFT AW 0.60 0.51
A18 U AN 0.47 0.37
AS4 IFRAEAM AT 0.45 0.51
Al HFIRESHY 0.35 0.40
A44 TE R L 0.76 0.66
A8 HEH X 0.72 0.59
AT UFEIRINY 0.47 0.46
A25 BLAIEE X 0.47 0.48
A20 Bk 0.45 0.51
FRAFMH 16.18 4.30 1.20 1.08
TTHRE % 43.72 11.62 3.25 2.92
RHTTHR % 43.72 55.34 58.59 61.51
0 BB FHHNK 750 . BEEE N R Kaiser ARk i MURHEFE 1
x5 BABHMBEFMUEFREHESELR
iRl x’ df x> /df CFI TLI RESEA SRMR
B AR 1649.99 350 4.71 0.79 0.76 0.12 0.07
= 835.39 347 2.41 0.92 0.92 0.07 0.04
DY PR A A 757.59 344 2.20 0.93 0.93 0.07 0.04
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0.87 ‘ XIFRHY |<—0.25
G5 7| AT [«—o028
0.80 R |<—0.36
0.82 IREBE <«—0.33
0.78 FRBANER <«—039
z; | P [«—o0.0
P, ’ Pt |<—0.23
0.83 ’ A |<—0'31
0.84 ‘ BiFETHY |<— 031
Q76 B 029
‘ HIEER |<— 0.42
‘ FHA— |<—0.41
0.72 Pty <« 0.44
B < 042
HTERI |<— 0.33
078 Tk R |<— 0.39
0.79 ‘ ZHEWT AR |<— 0.38
0.82 | I ‘<— 0.33
0.82 ‘ R E |<— 0.33
086, | IR <026
ZZ | YIH LI «— o033
| AR [ 031
| TR |<— 0.34
| B Y |<— 0.58
| FEFX |<— 0.39
| HHERE |<— 0.50
| TR X |<— 0.44
AL [«—037
Bl 2 BN IRNC T 2 DU I 45
Fo6 TBAMALOEEERAIFMER+Z&BHEXSH
NS 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1. WA 1
2. XEsR 0.92" 1
3. B thE 0.817 0.63" 1
4. 5K 0.92" 0.74™ 0.74" 1
5. HiEFA X 0.85™ 0.66™ 0.75" 0.79%* 1
6. & R AAF -0.70" -0.63" -0.58" -0.66" -0.617
7. DhIHELE R L 0.81" 0.66™ 0.76™ 0.80™ 074"  -0.68" 1
8. S 0.81" 0.79™ 0.68™ 0.67" 0.67"  -0.727 0.71" 1
9. AM 0.68™ 0.54™ 0.617 0.71" 061"  -0.67" 0.78™ 0.60™ 1

HE: **p<0.01, *p<0.05,
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2016), 1P R EEA T NG RAETEEN
K& AR AR o BT S, AR A 34
R, R RE A Al A HOE i R e i S5
T PEA ST, 2 PRy Tt s T35 %
INGEEI
51 ETEBABTUFEIEHNES

AHIFSEHE ST AR E SO R b, 25 A A gy
JE IS AN, ROT T NS S5 i BS
PR AE—E FR R b X DA () 3 A A I A F 5
HWAT TG . Bk, Uk S ANEA BB VIS,
N BT BRI SR N A R O i /R, i
J& 75— A NFE AT R CHEPNIN 51
AL, 3 T AL e SO AR TE R 384 I sk
K (7, 1999). TEHESCLT, #1£(2005)
DA ARLEE (said ) ARl X g #1024
A EAAETE, A A LB RS 4 2
DA ts, B 85 R 4 AR R <
Rl F B, BB T E MRS LR
i, S8 I B — F 3 3 R ) bR v (R K R
2016; #ik, 2005), FEARMFFTLE R, &k E”
MIAERE A= . A RO &SR . BRI
LRI RRE, DX AR 2 X — 2 IXIBR 1 . %
B0, ONIEES . DR FHIW SN TR E, KRB
T E SO TR N A S T 2 B AR

A, IR A B A5 Y . L 55 )
AR, T Hf [ SR e enlo F £ 1 A%
WP )z Wi, KRZIE”, AT ek
1E R W EA 1 — AP fE R K £, 2016). FLF 1
Wk BT, DAMFF, —A A b
SCH RS REE FERTLUE B NQERE,
21, 2008) o AT FE L, FAL R AL VLA, <7 ik 3K —
P A S ER) . RATCRA . TLSCE . TERAR 4
AR E, RIMBARTCFAZRE . SR TR A
fE, JEETRTLERODHG R 2 — AU, & A
W TR AE N CTE RN, RN B — 1Y R
RNBLLGEAAS XS R T, 1R O, EA e fE
(g gaesh ) Fema/bAN, THRE T, BiEHh
NAL A Fr e 45, 8T A A i R K. AR 4G
TR IR N B 1 — R, RS R
wLOREE B OMIFRSIEN AR E, 5l AR
HULTR T RS AN A o

WG LI, B NS E5 8 A F e ki 1B O 36 4
B, HREA— BARMERC RS, HUIERA
PR RAS LS5 DL ST e R 7 ixX —4E B, i A%

TR IO B AT Ry S B Rt AR WERA L S
TR 45 75 . e A RIMER % T T A 5, XA
A B AFFE I — 20 SR T 3B A S5 R 1 2 M
WAL, BAEHE NS B SO 2 &, &R
Ja& . [l AR L TE) R AT AR (BRI ]
BB RR)), “— H WU, &8 A0 PR R h A
2GS AR ES R AR, <57 X — 2
SRS WA S, AN RE, fE—aE R
FE FARHS T M R T ) — &R 3o

BEAL, S8 A A A B N B AR i o SRk T T
B HBCRAESS . (EA OCIEE I T, Y
DN R o o I 4 S N5 o M (S 585 O
TR BT, TS T8 FE AR BB IA A 2 A 5 AN LY
H L F R 2L 00 S5 T KRR BT (Goodwin et al., 2014),
WAHBFR A, MMUARER S (E15F 8
o8P 1 38 TE R TG S5 1 Y B D 3 RF T (Plazza,
Goodwin, Rozin, & Royzman, 2014), i 7£ X L6345 M
TR B gD, BIFSE 38 R B RV B e A AE
AN—BEL, ASWEFEH I A 4 YRR X X
L6 TE 78S R BT DARE 45 R0 b 7R 4R I T R2AL
Melnikoff Fl Bailey (2018)#%4% T 1= 24 (Mercifulness) .
WS (honesty) . I (Fidelity) F A fth (Altruism)fE
ST IE PR BT DU J5 T, IRXT I T A58 45 3R
M= A3 . RITs . 510570 0. Al Z=k g4
e,

ATUVE h, AR ESCR TH 5580 4 MY
B, HEfIFEER—— XN AR, (HHFTETE
TEFIWT . EFEME . ENRIE SIS, AR
VER— D BRREAS, TR AR S L, R a6
T AR G ) T A (AN TE ) 7 T, T A SR X
YU RNIA o A FRATAY AR TE Th ARV 2 B TR R AN [
Gk, VAR, e . Wb FEE AU H
TG MR B A S LGRS (Miller, 2014), DI
il N (harm) 24 1], FRATTAS 1k — WK A9 7 21 5 19 0 4
e 2013 4F77VG 13 B EAE L H CE s L
AFIFWR; 2019 AFIL T —4 B FH 4505 10 4F
MZEFREE, BENhEBRRENEGT Y, &
ToH =R L LM FE R IR S . Al L2 TG 5t
Al Uh, FE iz, B R AN
(cruelty)” (EAES—4&MIE, 55 A A9 HHXT N )
BT AS J2 3 P 9 A [F) 1% 0 19 (compassion)”, X
& A <A RGO 2 53 B A SRR, AN
S OEA R AR L, BR AL AR S T % A
Y & Y (non-malevolence)”, = W H M H %45 H A0
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AN BP A TE Y P A IS AL, WA B E i
A(Miller, 2014),
52 ETBABHERLSWUEENX

AW BA —E WS X, B, B
() ) g — 20 W 1 [ SOAk s 5N RS Y
54, FNFERNFEE T LA A G R AR OC A AR B IS,
WAHEG NS AT T 5838% . HOR, HREiMhAR %
H—D0E0 . AH B PR R X o Ak i 18 1
AT RN A B T 45U (Miller, 2014), T35 M A M 25
MR R 55T, R S YRR T T A3y %)
i, SRRSE T 4 A FEERSY, T R AP
LRI AP i o XU TP E A
P X IR R AR AL TR AR, 1 HLiA nT DL 5 E AN E
13 155 A0 BRAA (P W58 N B AHE R, f AP 3 A 0
(1) P PN R SR R I LB . B, AR ST LWL A
AL AR T 58 2 A%, X — B R EE b ot A Mt
WIAF 58 (WAL TIEE, JF EX R w45+
F14) 3 AR TR A A 0 B4R 1) 3 0 LR R TR
APk, 38 M ORI 45 A BY T 3 AP
MYERE )BT S BRI ER, WA AR
FAE WK N TEDL B AL —Fh B TR AR5

WA, AN W ) — R KRR DT At 2 3
SRR, 5T AT WP T 1 Ay 25 R b UL ER N
PEEEIRME T & 1, WAL SR HE S+ 20 B 55 14
RARMMERE, IR FHGE S5 SRR
T2, HA —EMIseE X, LR /AUR
Jo, PR T RS T SO E, AR K
VR RRT N AR NS SR e —E R L, A8
TR AT RO M E MR LS, 2017 4F )
VP S A IEAE TR TR i ZnaR At S0 B
Mok 2, HBE AT AR, P Bk m
RSO A MAE 2019 4F, 33T S A0 R R
P BRSO RS R R s LR, B A
A HYERL SRRSO K, &
W3 7 S BB A R At 2 D A YR 1Y
s o Xof 35 0 N 1 43 A7 A B T 78 5y 4 T PR AN
PR A LA b, X R A (] A T [l
AW 3 5 P B A IR R 50 TR, 7
— PR B A B T A AR S R R L Y AR
2= PR, DT A X b S B N 1) 3 ) 2
Hso
53 FREERE

AT 5T e T A TR 58 AN S5 M 5, e HL
ANFVAES B TAEREAR AR, ™ s 4 BRAR R A

ERI— AR, AT . RO RS AT T
PREFNIAE o W58 25 545 I T A M5 R ¥ 75 A0 L
I 22 Y IEAR TR, (HRAR A A — 2 1 JR B«
B\, PR AN K28R, XeliE S
PR RE 1A — 5 R BER, AR RAIF ST T LIAR 3 18] G
il AR R B, ASASC AT LA &5 4 3 A O 3R IE,
[ s 8 5 00 65 B mT A . LR, AN SR X A 4
PRI R AP 77 20, B IT2E SR 75 Rl A 25 {0
R AR FE I — T . R, BRI Bz
Foh 52 22 T 1% 35 B A A v R — Bk, (B AR
LRSS AT AW b ] RBAEAE 22 5, N [R SCAb X
bR L TT REAFFE IS BE AR Ak, AR T X 1 )
BT et — 2B, eAh, 35 EAEST I 700 5 2% )
MU, AT HORIRER T H AP NA, Kk
WA VR £ 0 BA FEIFSE
6 Zhit

AWFFAF RN LT 4518

(1) H B35 8 A A A RR ) N TR 5 4514,
Hopg s 4 AT RITWME . FifhZemk. (%
K AR RE, BT ANHT XOERE .
b, HERE. TERF X

(2) WFFCEES T 8% 58 W A AR, Hoj s
15 62 AN, AL 65 MElL.

(3) il B AM IR E R . AR
TEAE B Fe (P AR ) A5 BE RISRE A7, A5 A0 B
FWEDR, AR — S I T
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Abstract

The ideas of good and evil characteristics have a long history in Chinese language and culture, with these
characteristics considered to be two aspects of the Chinese personality. Abundant descriptions of good and evil
characteristics can be found in human nature. However, the specific structures of good and evil concepts have
not yet been delineated clearly and detailed studies on these concepts are limited. A careful definition is
important with regard to what comprises a good or evil personality and to understand the psychological structure
of the two concepts.

A lexical approach was applied to determine constitutes a good or evil personality in Chinese culture. In
Study 1, a set of 3, 240 good and evil personality descriptors was selected from The Contemporary Chinese
Dictionary and accompanied by daily life expressions. The list was condensed into 62 good and 65 evil items
following evaluation and selection by 12 psychology graduates. In Study 2, we explored the dimensions of a
good personality using exploratory factor analysis (EFA) with Sample 1 (n = 313) and confirmatory factor
analysis (CFA) with Sample 2 (n = 518). Results revealed that good personality contained four dimensions:
conscientiousness and integrity, altruism and dedication, benevolence and amicability, and tolerance and
magnanimity. We refined the four-dimensions good personality lexical rating scale, which contained 27 items. In
Study 3, we used the same method as in Study 2 to explore the structure of an evil personality (EFA: Sample 1, n
= 367; CFA: Sample 2, n = 269). Results showed the evil personality contained four dimensions: atrociousness
and mercilessness, mendacity and hypocrisy, calumniation and circumvention, and faithlessness and
treacherousness. Thus, we employed a 28-item evil personality lexical rating scale. The internal consistency,
reliability, and criterion-related validity of the two scales were verified.

The study found four-factor structures of good and evil personalities using the lexical approach and
psychometrics methods, which contributes to knowledge on personality. In China, Confucius regarded
benevolence as the highest moral principle for a person. Therefore, good and evil traits are embedded naturally
in the personality structure of Chinese people. Understanding the structure of good and evil is useful for
researchers interested in Chinese culture and for studies in Chinese indigenous psychology.

Key words good; evil; personality structure; lexical method; Chinese culture





