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1 515

P& BN, BT T S SO 2D R
Fhos R E RHES) 1, AR 285 5 R I 1
ML R AN EIR RAE—E . SR, AR # B A
Hmr e, gl S wAwsh . — BAE ) TS0
AR H A, R 2R BRI IR R, X5
SE R T B IS T, WRPR R A5E J(Malevolent
Creativity) . %74 7738 % 8 KA 2R DA
FHIREUE A BFRBYEKN T, St Y 5L 28 B A B
I B QXS4 T 7% B (Cropley et al., 2010; Cropley
et al., 2008), EE A& S RAE S —A- T, A
WAl B2 A% GE B 3 ) Bl 1A Y — SERE AT, G
PR A ROESE, H RIS W B A HE Y
Wi E—fG F M (Harris & Reiter-Palmon, 2015),

X AN 3 ) T T A R IR ER N D R
RLMZH 2V 1R 1Y (Cropley et al., 2010; Cropley et al.,
2008; Gill et al., 2013; Harris & Reiter-Palmon,
2015)0 LDy s 1R L8 35 474 i A0 AR 3 3 AR A =
1, TATR MK Z B4 RlE MR sl (BEREE

W H 3: 2021-03-17

THR AT S5 BN, ARy <o11 222 &
S MY ) — ol S A ) R R AANEE T
AL BAAAE TAL IR TS shal B i 22 b, vl fE
DI . . . BRI X BAE S A H
HAETE R, N, B B AL E R R AE  , AE
SE M F e E BB R AR R IR AR AN
FF B B VR F B E R I 2 2 S EH
BHFER AR T2FH . B, XREREAE I
W FE RENE A BH AT HE i 4 TR A T A HAS o A Ay
M, B —E it S B SOt S M E .

R AN T AR, AT DAFE A
WMHESL T B e MmN R, HET— 141z
FEZ AN IR o AN S BRRIEREE Y 4P
A (Rhodes, 1961). 4P A #5541 3> 14 (Person)
YNRERE BT . BT AR D, shAl. A
B, 2R B ERNE S kAR O BRI R (Process)
P R A 3 i BHL AR 6] 3 T4 9 J8 30 PR35 1K ) (Press) &5
PRI Al s ma g B0t . &K RBL. BSOS
J177 b (Product) i 7= A= o MR B X AMBEARY, HEGEE
B3 7 B A D AIE 58 ST A AR A R BRD R85 R )

* R KRR 4 (P S R AR 55 2 L R 4 % B, 18XNLG10, 19XNLG20), A E AR KA X — B 2 )
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s, WFFERWI, RS )0 K sz B R BT
AL FREEFNE BB LA K 45 55 DT T 2R AR
11 BEEIE N PRI (Person) B &

A3 I A B 5 R 2R % U1 4E OC (Hsu, 2019;
Kickenmester et al., 2019; Ritter & Ferguson, 2017),
i, O BB T R T8 A DA 022 X B 3 7 AR AR
WAE ] o OB T8 A ANTE LR T3 35 A3 50 B i 5
PF 5 REARSE 1T HEIFAE 9 B BE G835 N A A2 AL 1 2R
BErRE Sy, B 1 AT O AT B ) I AR AR fE
% O 457 0 285 i B 119 — A AR E 19 A F BT (Herrman
etal., 2011), Jenkins (2005)%}IE & 35 A AU A= 16 4
Ji . OBRE) M R A RO R AT TR, AR
KW, it AsEa I AEE S EACRA H RO
PRE A N BT, X AT RE A8 AT FR Y A A7
E R R B S b S e 3R AR R 4R SRR
ZIWAREME . 2RI, TR EWTE WL B0 B
FE 08 38 2 52 0 DA 1Y 35 P 1T 4 B O K
(FAT 4, 2019) BB T —FhFLL M R
T PR R IO ) B AR, S X A S AT T AT LA
3 % AN 28 £k 1 PR 58 7 5K (Toneseu, 2012), 3 Flid
I B INE 8 A 5 e 1 B TR R T A, B 40 4 i
R A7 0 FIAS W7 722 1 140 3 1) 1 458 R 395 ) A S 4 1)
PHEE /1 (Genet & Siemer, 2011), 7 AT I R 5% 1
i, — 75 T O AR G R A, S
e UF AR 2 [ 0 P i e, ) s 0,8 SR 355 b A1 ] i
TAHI I TR ok kit B A WA 22 (1) T4 (Soltani et al., 2013),

PRI, O B P 28 AN (] A s 18 06— M A 2
J17 A B LR o IR 200 B3 ) B e 2 A A
LREWE? X — IR BB ZR IR, W AR B
FRALSOELR . AR E I, it BRI
g — MO T, HA T FARIE | TR 3 ) ) —Fh,
A B %) J2 SR 1 P RO N Y R 3 M (Harris &
Reiter-Palmon, 2015), HAS[E] 25 HAE A1t i 20
N HBIAE . K, ORI S — ) L
MR B R TR .

SR, S3oh—LEWL ey, ARG ) S ey 2
— PP T FEM ARG R, A5 AT
TH A S 5 o 5 B A7 25 DD 1Y 5C 2R (Jia et al., 2020).
X BB 5E DA  JERE AR 1) AR R SR R T AR AR R B
S RIS T — D ARA R R R, T LA
B3 R 2 EAIE R R R s, i, RS
SPE UG B RE JIKF . m PG E RE A (Lee &
Dow, 2011); FRIE = A% ED S BEAELE R 32 . K5 i
g 2 I E 2 I 5 A ER ER B Y 52 HAE FH 2 [R] 5 v

o AE J1KF(Jia et al., 2020); HA I )
A A TE W 5 B AT 55 B R LT 4F (Lee &
Dow, 2011); WiRAFHETE L T MESAEREZL |
RA B RS ELS (R s 5%, 2021). BRILZ
Gh, A HA— e R ANE 258 01 . PR s DA
2 B REE 17 O B A T 7 2 0 (Harris &
Reiter-Palmon, 2015; Perchtold-Stefan et al., 2020),

TREH, 5—8elE ) —r, EEfhE I w
Je % Z 2 2R R AL RIE A R GOAFIRE T o i LA
TR 3 8 A 8 S R B 3 > 1) % T T 52
M G BN RE 7o R4, O BRI 75 B T R ANV A
A AR BT — R o T Y AR R R i) 3 A 3
We? A8 H A 21, AT I ASTEAS X S Y
TAERE ST o XF OB K BRAR A AR UL, 7
X} 33X S AT FTH AR O 28 T I, R 23 AR BRI
PRIBURRAN G 4, AR 33t B i A i ok o TS
B ELA O BRI AR DU BE 6% 5P 3 9 £
P 5 e 1Y 32 XL 2% 1A 5% (Hildebrandt et al.,
2016), LLBUR 1 75 200X [m) L, 2R I 2 ) 22
g, MM A AR & AT R o g X R 4
(2017)XF 28 [Ty ack 1l 752 FME 094 ATt I 6] 3 g 0 4,
R AR BRB)ME AR 1 B 3 T3 7K 23 Bl Q0 5
IO 384 B 45 (PTSD) /K ~F- 1Y T i T AR AR 1 e o 3 )
PERAS AN L T A S A, R PTSD
TRV REAS IE 1) T 6138 77 /K7, Ul R A0 B
K- B N RE 8 44 3 26 170 T 114 28 1 e Ak Sl — ol
BIVE Y RIE 5l 71 (Forgeard, 2013), MifiA B T4
T 1K o B, O BB A — B AR 1 O
FHL T AT BE T B3 PR AT A 7 A R A B B,
PR AT S — MR O B 3
EF B ) g4 R (R 1)

Hunter f.0 BRI HEJZ BRIy, O BRI
AR YRR, 12 B A 2R (Hunter &
Chandler, 1999). #F5E3 M, OB 1k AT fE 18 i N2 XF
T 2O B3 T 7 R R O B AL TR R A
A 2 8 45 0 A Y 1 %o 7 AR T & 0 A A R R Y
FEAYH O AL T 5 )2 B AR U 3% TR
AR 118y X X R T L 8 P B 5K IO X T, 5] 4 -
SR SCHF LSS Ty 4 B 1 ) R ik 1 SR W R % fi
J& /3 (Hunter & Chandler, 1999)., T /L4E .0 B ) M
TRV 5 R X 5 S TR AR DG, 5 TN X 5 e
Uk 5 (Weidong et al., 2013) . =0 B4R B —Fp
FRBR #4920 L 50 J53 BE 8 el AT 7 TR AN A 2 1 B
TV IA I v SR BCRRUR 1) 285 88 20 I %o [R) et A ke
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A B R A, AR ) AR RS Sl R A A
AR BE RS R AT )RR BE g, (]I R AR
MG o O BRI AR PR AR D B 25 5 R T Tl
AT AEE A A 1) R R (), T
o PRI, OB PR B AN T VR AL T g
30 328 R 6T 7 3XORT I AR X6 T o) % B A i T
77N A AR I RCR (5 2) o
12 BEUENHEBEEMNRE(Pres)EHERH

54 & (Person) B & B R1EH

RPEAE S 4P BRI /=4 . Rk
IR JRAR B AN T AR T A P58 (VR o A58 1 3 mf
REAZ OO AN T P AR R R R . AR R4t
SR AR B2 B LA K 2L R i 4K
i B 455 A5 67 1 A0 I PR B DR 3R 23 15 A R
138 P47 (Cropley et al., 2010; Clark & James,
1999; Jia et al., 2020) . BFFERM, EA B+
SIAEE SR O A E PE AL 1Y 77 A (Baas et
al., 2019). illn, xbFH & T vk s HLAY R 73
FEVEIRACAR 1R, H T 52 B AR SR R Y S 2
Wi B S VE B 577 (0 Sy, A AT 20 e B A A I
AN B 28 Tk, A DD LA S B HD H Y (BT
XI5, 2016), PRI, THAR A AHS 4 o0 50 B o0 25
FEAS A BTN 5 20 A % 3 0 I LM (Anderson &
Bushman, 2002), 7 [ Il R85 A9 B 45, 33X AR
A R BE LA v S sl i R v %) 5 2R g e 1)

VB — PSR PR AR 5, W B P B LA 5%
M 0 B3 7 P AREE DR R o O HL ] R 48 A IR TE
X A7 S A R gl B i 5 A A — A R 0 B
Wp M SO, LG 25 OO N, AN AR R RV 1
A N BN, anfmdi . RMEASE: DL AT
SRR N, nBkkE | EON 5 0 45 (Segerstrom &
Miller, 2004), ©.A 5% & AN MG o & B2
F| N ) 52 I (Duan et al., 2019; Lovelace & Hunter,
2013); 4n 2 ME B0 1k v PR R R R s R A
TR AEMAT A (Cropley et al., 2010; Clark & James,
1999; Jia et al., 2020)508 & 6 & P AH 2 1 7 4=
(Baas et al., 2019), /OB O &A1& 1 r94E
AT B o BRI i AR AR R = A S e Y, —
T, DS iFs AR | TRAH SC I B MR 4 DL STk
XERISCEAT R, BUE AT A 2 B AR SR
RPN RS . Gy —J7 1T, P P BE3E A 5 DA N
I BTN R R 3 PR X B 3 PR A R T AR AN T Y
. R, 5E SIS S A, FENEESE T O
PR R AN X J7 2 SO A ) = Z R E R

Al g s kAR e o SR IR M R A 3 T
R, IR H RO BT 7 AR ) — R A 1 2 7
b« A AR S AR AT i s i — 20 52 M Co 3B 1 g
s E X o 7 R P 8 DR/ N T 1) ks S e
TSR X R PR3 ) S B R o PRk, o 3]
X A 3 B A AR AT B 2 52 3 A AR B
RO, RS TR R RS R B B
B mVE a5 R (R 3),

g LRk, Aot 2 R R GRS
OIS B ERIE IR 9 1 FEH L
FEE SRR AE S Z MR, JFFE R 4y
A BB — 2D PR 5T O BRI PR X B A T
YERIPLH . T DA AT B 58 2 B0 BB M 2
I BAETEE R 22 5, PITERRSE 1 3R Tie
BV AE TN A ST . RIS, SR T 480000 2
PIME SRR ) R R EEE N R,
TERFFE 2 v SO T R385 9] 9 28 R R 5T O B
P X J7 ORI B A X = RO R AE
A TCIL G BT B ARk B A S A A

B0 IEAL T 3R JR 1 75 20 A By BOR AR %
K R rp AR R B . TR B, FAER R
U Dhexs Sr B XA R 7 AR AR <> 5]
PR E A5 BT B L DA R PR R T 1) B ik
BN FIR AR 48, 2009), XF T HA Q38
SIALI T AR, RS ST 257 AR [R] I AR 3L
S A BO A 1Y B B (risk-taking) AR SR
AR H DLRRIE, AR R B X A R AR
S AR A AE T SR (Bonetto et al., 2020),
AN, T AR ORI )0 B 5 DA RCFE X ST NG 2
U g o 9 Sf [l U 46 A, W 8 23 980 % JE B R Y L 4
4R

T DAEAL Tt oAb % R R OB, At T R X
e A 2El . Bl . ABRASAE KAz 3 T B R T I
AN R AR A ) 52 B R (520 o ST
I g SR, QiSRS BE N LLEfR 5| S A, 5
WA 97 RAF AR O B, 7T e & {d 7 A4
PR R . TR BRI AN R R LS,
RIEW— RV R ZAMEEAT . W 2016 4,
Ve — AW =5 A RS [R5 R H R 27 2 Jn)
BRI, TEHA RAOR P 0.5 FElRR AT EL
LR . DR, AR SCE E A ST R 0 3 5 JB R
WS R Zoh glid  yR EVE I, REf R m | S
PrAr s AR B AR Y RPE R AR — o r 3e
FHehit
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2 W51 L EEE S R A A T
h I3 5 B HAEFIRLL . xS D7
= A1

AN IE 75 AR B RS R A 3 A DG,
H E I WA A O BRI X — R A R S
R R RERRN . — SRR A
A fiE PR R 3 M A A 5T P T A2 30 BRI Y E
2N, O — 7 THARA T g PR AT A9 18 3 M A2 2
IR R T e o Sy T RO 3 R
WM R, ARFFOERE g O ER
AT 53K 00 R e O BRI PR 2 AR O BRI PR 2, K
5 W9 20 Bl AE % S A AT K B 2E R UL
XA 2E SRR mHMRAE G, JiHh, ARG
PEIKE B A AR S 2 A Bl 2 AN ) 7 26 3% R 7 2, f
M EAAN R AT A SR . B, 7EfE .03 )
M5B T R, AHEFE AR X 5 5
1SRy A A8 1 i — 20 R 5 0 B PR X A i T
AIVEFIPILAR
21 FiE
211 #ik

KJH G*Power 3.1.9.2 HAFXTHIF T HEA B
AT AL T . A AR i f=0.25, St
0.8 (¢ =0.05) it/ MEATE N 179, BEHLAIHCE
HiIX 1 R b2 ] — . W1 2R R 1 R e gt
I — . tr AR 370 ZOohER, XTI HUR
i anwri e CIE el N5 W 2P U i < S = o = | Sy ]
& 366 17, BORAERTE 11~18 Z 20, HA4E 185
(50.54%) N, ZH 181 (49.45%) A, #IH A4 172
(46.99%) N, =4 194 (53.05%) A .

212 #HMRIEA

SEEMNE T E KA Connor #1 Davidson
Gl F H AT EHE T 0 P E RO B PR R R
(Connor-Davidson Resilience Scale, CD-RISC){El
B 1 O B A B TR i, sk EEHT,
2007), xR OMHAT 25 ZWH, REE. AW,
H5R 3 D 4EEER I, SRAT(1~5 43)5 900k, It
SO . TEAMIFR Y, ZEERN o« REUE 0.90,

L & 4] i M AT 4 & & (Malevolent Creativity
Behavior Scale, MCBS) 7ERZHHE, AT
AR 7 AT AR, AR5 R
AR AT R R AR O B A ) A
TH., ZEREHERMERKEZMTHEANET
“Runco W& AT A 2 R ETT I B AT AP &,

F R VAL N ARTE H R AR i B A 5 AT
7K F-(Hao et al., 2016), %R SIS 13 N
H, R 4 G0Fmik, “wala™id 04, <l
341, Rk s 2R B B B A AT O KT
o L RTE T E A T R I R AT WS R0E
(Jia et al., 2020), FEAMFH, ZHEEDN a RECH
0.83,

gty Kol R TAE 1998 4F-Zw il 1Y
{87 iy 1oy Xt Ty 2 e 2 I 2 ik %) g X Oy =X (O 7,
1998), zxmFRIL 20 N5 H, RAMEITEH, B
CARECIE 0 43, “EZRICIE 1 47, <A IREBCICE
241, “LH RHCIE 3 48, RN HE R ) R I X 7K
Vo ZEREREAZWNH, BRAGEEHE
ROBE (R 45, 2017). AT, BN A 431
KW o RECE 0.87, WX RERRN o REE
0.79.
213 TARBERF

A R AR 548 T 05 R 58 B B 2R
MCBS &3, Nxf =z,
22 HERE5ITR
221 HEAERENKE

K “Harman LR FRGH0757 . “PH TR Hgs
7 R <A i AR I A T AE Ok R 5 (ULMC)”
K A AL W 7 w22 (AP, RS, 2020;
AELT R 4§, 2012), B, Harman HH 4G 5625
FH, RIEH R R T 0T 0 25 AR B R e
KT 1HFIAE 164, HEKRHEF I 2EMBEE
4 26.03%, /NT 40% M Im A AR E, HIR, LR T
PR F- A5 780 (2 PR ) R D PR P B G BB 1 B
JOE X AR R X R AR ), 4 L 2R B Y R A
I A T2 T (A Adf = 75.41, p < 0.001,
ACFI = 0.75, ATLI = 0.74, ARMSEA = —0.05)., /5,
4T ULMC K356, #6AH G0 4R7 5 7 (O BRI |
FEURE R X S A% 07 X6t 0 2 )5 77 ) RO et L, o T
A IEAE R4 R 73 H T de bR, i WU AR
RUIE 505 0 T IR R F A &5 SR R B A
RIPEA #2 F (AY/Adf = 036, p = 1, ACFI =
0.005, ATLI = 0.01, ARMSEA = —0.001), i%%t%}
L[] 158 B 45 A AR AN AEAE ™ 8 A 2L R 7 vk 22
222 #HiRgEit5HEXS

TG T LHEIE | G AN EAT R R X
T8 bR 2E B R R . a5 SRR, O
PRI ME 5 R R ) 2 2 IR AR G, 5 T AR N X 2
FAAAAG; EEREETT R SRR N X 2 1 2 A
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L

K, SN R R RGO RIS R A
VAT R U R

F1 OEFE. ENAXMBEEAEEITANEXER
A M SD 1 2 3 4

1. LB PE 57.60 14.41 1

2. BRI 22.05 5.88 0.8577 1

3. TH AR R 5 2 9.44 3.59 -0.82"" -0.78" 1

4, EEMEMEITA 12.08 414 —0.647 -0.657" 0.637" 1

—0.21, p < 0.001); 4.0 BF) M FIRR N XF . T BN
XoF [) s 000 0 B s MR A T R s, RRUR Iy =k
BAREMEAT A B A EIAER B = -0.56, p <
0.001), TH B W % 7 26 W B A i M AT o A W IE
[E IR (B = 0.17, p = 0.03), 1Ly BRI i 00
BN AT 2 (B = —0.20, p = 0.16),

*x2 TEEPNEESSH

W 3R p<0.001, 3 p<0.01,
223 DLEHFMEEREEEITANXER
O HEE 5 % B A AT N 15 4 A G PR R
WEE IR RN, OISR EAIEE T N 2 R R
HHK(r=-0.64, p <0.001), LAGHRO P43 0F
TTHER?, 1550 TR TP 2485000 2 SR g0 B8
PP AR M2 o m O 3 MR 184 A,
fROFPEA 182 Ao LUERAEYETT g5 A
A, OB AT RIS R A AR B R AT U7 25 07
BT o 255 S 7 P 0 ) FE R0 AS i 3, F(1, 361) = 0.81,
p =036 (K 1); LEEMER ERO B, F(1, 361) =
142.58, p < 0.001, n; = 0.28, Lo BEEI) 20 )8
BITEVEFT MM = 14.58, SD = 3.94) B &= T
BRI 4 A B A AT A (M = 9.73, SD =
3.67); P AL BRI ME A 2 BRI OR B3, F(L,
361)=0.05, p = 0.83,

| | {Eﬁ‘bﬂﬂ]‘ﬁ
CR=29S::i55) 0

TEEAENAT R
S s

S N A O

5 «©
Bl 1 KRR NS R AE AT N 8U(M + SE)

DEFESEREEIEEITANKR: FAH
N 6 B8

B, R Hayes (2013)%Zm#il A SPSS Process
ZHE) Model 4, TEAERIPER] . AF WA OL T X0
X7 A BB 5 0% B AR E AT Z R
B A SO A TR B o SRR I (GR 2), OB
TR W X B B E 1 BAE (B = 0.84, p <
0.001), % I B Wz %o B A7 B 82 ) BUAE (B =

Il =y A BIAMAIEE AR EE
SRR WWAERE R R? F B t
TR Xsf 0.86 0.74 342.02
il 0.11  4.16™
G -0.02  —0.90
LB 0.84 30.72""
TH BB %o 0.82 0.68 251.99
il -0.15 022
% 0.05  0.70
LM -0.21 —26.97""
TR 0.73  0.53  79.57
P51 0.05 1.44
AEE -0.02 —0.58
LB -0.20 —2.69
AR Xof -0.56 —7.90""
NEE VRS 0.17  0.08

T R SR SBEAT T e,
#fR p <0.001, *fL3K p < 0.05, T,

KR ZEAL X HE S50 E 430 Bootstrap 75X} 1
RN HE— DR g, A5 AR, O BRI B
I 7 2 R B 3 PR AT A A B P — I A R %o
I R B ARG A T A A [ 423408 H, Bootstrap
95% CI 43 5115[-0.191, —0.092]F1[-0.079, —0.001],
SV NNl VI 2 AV IS W W | R A0 A M)
W R 3, BRI X 8 H A RN (A —0.14,
FR RN OV B 79.10%, T AR I8 X B TR A%
NEAE A —0.04, HABRN S AT 20.96% 0 H
TR B AN E AT B BN AS 3

R 1 ZE WP R, B AEREEA S M
T RTEA R B OB FRA BEM2E S, |
FEPEN AT R 25 St . HARSRIN = 0 3 )
PR B R A AT O KO B R TR B )
PEREMAR . ARSI 1, B MR
] T A A ) A AT o IO B M
AT B8 32 B D R U B A TN

TR ARSI At S L . REEHHK
FHE KT, HOBKEHRTERBA . 78
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JIBE BT, AN B O PR PR B D R AR P
FNPEREAPR PR, AT BB & 3 7 T A
5%, 23 WA ) 52 B R I A B8 7 26 1 B s
052 1) = AT AR« 2R D) A o ] R i i X T A A
B, IERBUS S LA fEF M L BRI 1 7 2R i ok
()R, 230 BB 7 00 T

A PCBETT S, O BB PR HARO BRI Y
AR AR E A AT, HXIEAR—E
BRE m ORISR IR T, T e
A TEERE IS EM TR T . 855, RITE
g XoF T3 A A v A 2B e i — 20 5 5T 0 BRI M X
WRAAE e . SSR BN, OERITERR
382 0 ) I R 7 %y = i A ) I 9 A
PR R, X E AR R —S(ET 4, 2016),
FEUR 1 e 77 3K S RE A%tk 35 £ ) 300 0 A s A T
SRR, T R X 2 RE A G 2 1 1w U A i
PEAT K, U B X 3 s R AT A KSR
M B AR AN b, D5 T P o 5K
(1) 58 4 TR A VR FE TR0 T 0% AN AT A K . 4
THFBEE 2, F ELUBUAR N X A s A SO0 A E A
K, X — 2000 B P S 2 0 5 ek
AN HE A EETT R

FHZE 0T LUE O B 7K ST 8 v %) 4 A e
052 1] R BSURRAG 18 1 XoF 7 o v O R M S A e
g DL —FhIRURT . BB A0S S i ) R, At 7T 5 5
T RMFY M IETEE X, AR, R
PRI A BB IR IR AT, AR R s Az |
b ik B ) B Y T 2OR i e )R 3k A R
XoF 5 W e A% 45 B A PR BTG G 1 = 42 i 4 ke 1 4 5,
RSS2, DA—Fh B 0O A R AR B 1 24
155, BEZ A T R T o 1B )
PEAKEFAR A A, 76 R X e R s, DA =X
e, A0 T R ke . ZJ48 . i A R AN S
Ui 7 2 it 7] S5 (Richardson, 2002). b 15 %5 5)
Rt BB AR, AWM AR s, s R
T 2 I A 1 ) (K48 L (Petrou et al., 2020; 7 EE
W, 2019),

3 WS 2 B OV R A
MR AR A R

5T 1 5RO 3 MR R 0 B A i
PEAT J K B AR AR O B R, ELO BRI
IR V-6 38 T A A DA 7 A ) S M 2 3l e I X T
SCEGEAERY o (EIas RIS Te BT T s

. YR ECIE AL T T S0 O S R, O3
)1 X TR T A s A FH AR R R A AR A
FE TN B I AR B 2 75 23 AR O 38) M 6 )
S AERMLE? T R — A, BFST 2 g5A
NI AN AR R, T DRSS IE BT,
O B M X R 3 T S e B

31 A&E

311 #ik

Bl HLAM R M X 1 BRI rp 24 4] — | 9] 2%
AR TR RPN — L 2R ECR S 5T 1
(A 244 4, MR BGK; [RIBRRERFZE 1
A S5 R AT 55 BB E D AR R B4 IRt
T INER—4E JE— K 7 i R (DASS21) . I 4L B
FEXTRAEWRAE 12~18 % Z (1], F A 114 (46.72%) A,
A 130 (53.28%) N, Wi A 118 (48.36%) N, =
Az 126 (56.64%) A .

312 HRIA

LZEREMETA, SHEBEF s XN E
[] i AT

AR RARS N R R BLUR A2 R 3] it
(PR TSST) A AT 81 & P AT B E PR iz v H o
PIATE TSST JET, 2 B0 Sl Ay g 38 s iy AR
H 2 v (Kirschbaum et al., 1993),

TSST #AF: BB A oT A G5 2 7 s i 2L
IR T O TR B R LR B R I A, 5
B 5 4380 B SE e S YT 55 0 5 Al B O BT 55 o T
YHES SR, B 1 e gt ia], an SR ke [
MR B ], PERE RN SATE O . B, PR
L2 4 H— BT 2023), BRI R 2
17, RPRG SR . R BUA T2 I 2 4R
PR AR S5, WUR IR IR, PP I 2R
T BB TR, HE AR 1k AT
% MO BEAT 5 2R S A BN, TFREIMSHR
Ppl i 2RAE |« T DB SV E X B A TN -

WAR-RE-EAFTER N TRENEERID
A, R Lovibond 25 A %], Moussa 25 A\ %1%
BT IR — £ FE— 7 i 3R T R v SChiU(Depression
Anxiety Stress Scales, DASS2 1)t % ik (Y AR | &
J&ME 717K F-(Lovibond & Lovibond, 1995; Moussa
et al., 2001), ZERILAHE 3 N opak, /il HE%E
AT AMAR £ DL R A P 28 T R
JE o BFR 4 9(0~3)i14r, it 3 M araEsy, 4
STERTE, FARARBYINAR | £ SR A I R
WA o % R AE /NS AR R AR A 8 v AR U
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(K5 45, 2016). FEAMFEH, MARSH R FTED o
R 0.80 F10.81, FEIE/F R ATE I o REL
I3 2 0.83 F10.83, H 143K AT o RE 5
& 0.82 i1 0.80,

— AR AT B A N T AR T N Y
S s A R, ABFSEE A Runco W&
A= il 2 (Runco Ideational Behavior Scale, RIBS)Il
& T HORE B W A 15 TP AR PEAT A ) (Runco et
al., 2001), RIBS & — PR mER, LITEHF 5 5
T SRS NSEBRAT R, Z R A R
BRI R R, BB T 28 b SN — A A
B AH B i35 FH IR B¢ (Runco et al., 2011), PI3#F—%k
P o RECH 0.86, HA RAFHYIX 30%E
313 WMRERF

N S A RO B LB = R, e B o6 B A -
AR R/, KI5 55 TSST L4, WHE N
10 438 . TSST 4155 45 o I i ¢ LA JE— TR -
SR R E . X RER . EE
B PEAT Ryt R — A AT o
32 #HREIHR
321 HEAFAFEREMNKE

55 1 K0, RAZA AR T 8t
[ 7 2E . B 56, Harman BN PR IR 4 R R,
R e ) R 2 1 DR 4 BT 1) 285 SR 4 BB AR TR AR R
T 1 R 14 4, HERKRHE T EMBEEN
24.01%, /NT 40%AYIlE FbrifE. HR, R
BRI A TR PR AR R T 0.01, DU FAR
R & 2T B O TR R OB (Ay*/Adf = 118.70,
p < 0.001, ACFI = 0.70, ATLI = 0.71, ARMSEA =
—-0.047), 5=, XM CFA br&7A5 a2k K 5 0 4
ZH IO BRI . BN X L T AR R X R A 3
B 2 A A7 AL Y LR 2 e 25 (A P, R
I, 2020). BIFT 2 7607 i 20 R T DT 55 I ) st
WK T YRS (S O AR A i (Hook et al., 2008),
ATLMER CFA PRSIk AR A i, RIEZ T
PHANR S (2020) R I, AR T D IR — T g
HERL AR AL AL C, S5 R RPMAHA R 2R
(A /Adf=2.61, p ~0.050, ACFI =—0.001, ATLI =0,
ARMSEA = 0), Wil REAE7EIL R T idiim 25, R
Tt R C AR U KGR AL C Oy R
P FAH ) A s B 5, 245 SR 3 B 7 - B R 2 5 B 3
(Ay*/Adf = 3.13, p < 0.001, ACFI = —0.026, ATLI =
—0.019, ARMSEA = 0.002), i}t B 5 858 A F A A
[A]; A0 =l o B R AR U (TR C)

K o A A Y R W D7 e 22, 45 R AR I AR
2% FOR B (AY/Adf = 0.15, p = 1, ACFI = —0.01,
ATLI=-0.017, ARMSEA = 0.001), DI FK:564%
CRAER VLG 2 WRe e R ik 2, BA
JeHE
322 HiRGItSHESW

3 45 TN R AN E AT A RN X
D7 34880 bRl 2 SO OCHE [ . 45 R R, 7E
N FARAETT GO 3 P SRR N B i 3 E A DG,
55 IE AR X 5 e S RO BB E M T o 5K
DX 2 ORI OG5 T AR AT S I R AR OGS O
PR VE 5 0 B AN PEA T o 5 3 R OGS

&3 OEFME, EXAXFEE ST AREXER

AR M SD 1 2 3 4
O BRI PE 58.86 1498 1
BRI TR 2245 592 0857 1

T A R X6 5 2K 9.16 3.40 -0.79" —-0.75" 1
EAIEMEAT N 11.80 3.50 —0.627° —0.55"  0.48" 1

e

e +iFEp <001,

323 AMOENHENERIE
AR 2H K 7 S ZH T S AR | R R R Y
ERPREZ I 4 TR

x4 FENHAREBARFUNINE. £EMEIHY
EFNFREZEM = SD)

Gy e[ AT: | Nl —

i S
Bk 3.51+2.41 3.51+£2.29 4.82+2.90
IR 3.98 +2.41 4.02+2.55 6.13 +3.12
E77 5.72 £2.70 5.71 £2.62 7.59 +2.84

X V7 S R A IR T EC AR A ¢ K0, S5
B, NS DA KT . AR KSR 17K F 15
A3 2 TR T (ps < 0.001); Xt ER 4
N A AT AT A ST A ¢ K5, S5 IRRII
B AR AT | FRJEACE R ) K135 22 7535
AN FEps > 0.1), GV EEERB, NIT Hid
B A INAR . A2 SRR K e S, R
TSST R A %075 KBl i I S v
324 WLENESOCEFENEEEIEEITAN

2 FiATHHRATER

KM Hayes (2013)Ziil % SPSS % 11 Model
58, TEFEMIVEN . AF I A 1E B0 T X Co BN SR O 2R
P BARE B TR I o 25 R IIGGR 5), L3H)
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PR R % 2 CEA 53 1 ) SO (B = 0.34,
p < 0.01), XN X HA 2 5 AR B =
—0.20, p < 0.001); OBEFIPEX G ERIE AT N BA
2 U M AE (B8 = -0.09, p < 0.001); B XF
J5 A EAEEAT N BA E m SAE (8 =
-0.28, p < 0.001), FHBR N XoF 11 I8 4 28 B30 X6] S8 A
BT EAT A B FOAE F &2 (B = 0.36, p < 0.01), i

— 2 TR BURE AR BT W], X T AR A, AR X

T A B AT Sy B IR 3 0 A ) B0 A
wmm:4watz%jmp<omnyﬁﬁT@ﬁ%d

I T3 2R AR 2 0 R B S AT D 7 AR B
ﬁﬁ%%% {ELHE AR 1] Y52 WD RE T T A 2 R 1

FEAK T (Baimple = —0.13, t = —=2.79, p < 0.001), FWTE
PR, RN X Ty 2O W% 2 A 3 A T B 4

il VR N T (L 2)0 M 3 %E‘@JTi%o
®5 FRETHHMTEGE

. EVEES
[ )1 757 AR GTREL [Ep
GG AR R R F B t
BB R 73K 0.86 0.73 329.87
P51 0.87"  3.46
LY -0.06 —0.77
PRI 034" 38.93™
IR -0.09 —0.37
DRI R -0.02 -1.32
TR 73X 0.81 0.66 233.03
P51 -0.13 0.7
LY -0.01 —0.04
LI -0.20 -33.31™
IR 0.12  0.69
DRI R 0.03 266"
AT R 0.69 0.48 79.47
P51 0.07 026
LY -0.04 —0.55
LI -0.09 —545™
TR Xof -028 —6.92
THR BT -0.14  —0.56
A -0.13  -0.51
TR O I 38 036 443"
THABR X > o7 38 -0.10 —0.87

325 WENHXMNEREIENF—EIE NI

VIR AR — 48 - s ) & 3R 5 WA 43 i 4 7
HEF, A543 8 TR T X400 Ok v s
I ZH PR S v 2H o Her s LA 123 N, IR
B 121 N SRR R =K 05 22508 43 il L

124

— dAERi%
R 122 R
i
fé 12.0
%
)
= 1.8 | \
40
B4 116
11.4 ' !
AR R Xof [ A0 RSy

P 2 R e AR I o 5 8 T 3 2 18] ) 9 3 A 1

LE =D IR 2 €48 R A VA €4S 31 WY IVA T €4 R 0 =R Ll b
T — A rE A B2, SRR, gum
SCWALE D g R =D IAT G IV QU WV 4 L R X 1S/
B, H 2= 5 8% (ps < 0.05); 7E—i
B S50 b, RN A B = T B AN 4 (ps <
0.05), 111 f 07 J2H 1T 1oy 8 A 26 S R 35

WFFE 2 A T AP R A B (LA 3), &
T 5 Z AR SO R O B X R X
J5 A EAT 38 0 D el SOV FH, T R R % =
A O AR, O B e A AR R X 2o
RN MET I B R EINE . Bk
Gh, WFFELE R B, O PR )M I 1 AU o X6 5 X
Xof G A 1 PR AT Sk 4 T] RGN A2 3] 7 R 2R 1 52
Wi, ] BRLARE SRR A3 AT 25 R B, AH b T EE R B AR 1,
I T S5 A1 55 T AR X 5 R I B s AT
MR o XSS SR ULRH, ARG B, OB
P o REUA R X AR SR T % 00 1 R R AT
ﬁmﬁi,AmLﬁmﬂW%Mkdmw?#ﬁ&
TEBE W PRI T o XM 55— U B B
WS A S5 KOG EAT N, RS S mAE S,

e AER IO PR — B/ R B VAT i YR 20 Bt 52

Frrx—
Int —0.02 Int 036"
ot [ Biixf 028"
0.34™
-0.09"" _
LERIH: > TR AT
-0.20"
THRIN 2014
RSk
Int —0.10
B3 A A Ak A
4 Rihig
41 DEIMSEEMEMHITANXER

RIABFFERN SRR H R I 2 . A% 36
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BRI 20 A T R, 25 3R I L T A
K2R K2 ) 17 A AR i A F~(Cropley et
al., 2010; Cropley et al., 2008; Jia et al., 2020; Lee &
Dow, 2011; Perchtold-Stefan et al., 2020), A<HF5T A
T3 — AR BE G 5T R A i 0 2 B M X
RN R, i 2 SRR T O
PSR RIE AT M C &R L AR AL S e D BT
& T O B S A E VAT A S I OR o 2
SR, GO BRI RE A B ) O B AT, AR
IR KT B ANA, O B AN AT A 53
& T OB AT B R, O3
3 32 T [ AR AR R %o Ty =, AR R A 3 T
AR A B AERIAE o BRILZ A6, A EE TR O
FENL PG BT, R X A B A S AT A Y
SSACVE RIS T, T RE 2 I I 58 ™ A 1) B 2L 5%
WA TXAMER 1. fEHE AW ST, BAR RO
PP 7K 08 N i ) 1 SR BRURRUB 1) 17 %oF T Ok i
PR, I T S b A R A, HY
TR I — 26 5 P P g g A B, AT B 15 2 R
23/ AT il B 1 52 3] X S S ) T AR R T, 48] 4
T4 077 A AR R DA 60 R 36 1 ) RE 1) B AT 4
(Liston et al., 2009; ¥ BK7 45, 2013), X LLfi P
S D) i — 20 P01 R 0 %oy =0 % A )
AR, AT R R O ) P AR AR O B P
EAE AT N 2 RN IR . ARBFRE G R PR,
T 28 % 1 ) O DR A B, i KT 0 L) P RE
% (AT NATTHE TG X PRI B ORAF AR . SR A &
fift DT, R R RS AN, 5 Bl ARG A Hh Rz
1 e s A S e, R TA b R M

O EE R — AP 2 o O B B, B R AN A
ERA S HAL S T 20808, G, . K
#t . 47 N4 (Hunter & Chandler, 1999; Kumpfer,
2002), [FIESAH SN T i A i) gk . S 2 Fe e T
AR AE . AL SR PR SEIR S5 DT R B EE T o
> PR PR X % A 3 7 5 ) R RE S e PR A iR
B, — BB P XS = M E,
— RO BRI M AN 3E 7 R A HEAE

O B AP 38 v AR R 4 Y 32 00 RE
I RSB ER A 2 AEAMATT R A T R R, 0
PR vh 0 D47 M PR 3R BE A8 T I A AT TR AR 18 1Y
FEJ7 . SR N AR, B0 G S I R
45 (Richardson, 2002), 33 S6 AR () PR ¥ 2 9 il
ARSI RV ) 7 K f e e, 7EMFSE 1, O
P 8 2k R 0 %oF T 258 4 v A B R A7 1)

W N AT A KA o DLARIRGE LA 22 A i ot
XT4, B BRI 1 7K P 8 e B AR A ] T ]
BRI R Ir (e 45, 2016). SHT AL
F—2L, AWTTERIHEFELE FRAMIR s O BRI IR
BENS I 2 1E [a] U AR X 7 5K, HaX R e R Z
FIHAD A R AT X UL, ORI S RN X
72 O FR 2 LIRS e 1 o BV R 7 HA =R
J&E D7 RV AE A i B i A 2 b, O B = 1Y
AL FE R PR A 1, X6) SR e L s b . AR . SR
SRR IE S, B IR R BRI EE (Segovia et al.,
2012) 0 AR X e S MR, B AR SRS
SRR PRI SE, OB S A AR S
SR IR TG WX T 2 AT R, A FE TG
FRENPEAS AR UL, AT D7 B TE AR 25 5 /D, R
BHEZ,

Fredrickson (1998)f4 @IS\ Ay, B AR
BABTY AR DY, TR NP A E R
Ji(Isen et al., 1985), iX A] GE Bt 2 M A4 0 BB PHEGE
B AR T — B s T 2 ) T A D T A B
KV B ik >k 2 iR B AN 3 T AR R I 2R
Richardson (2002) 190> B 7] P i F2 BLIS BL RN Ry,
TEN NS B, ORI B R EE % 5
CPEPIRSPIEH . — B IR EHER N R,
DNRAERE OIS T, BN
M, WEERFEREE R A0 BRI K
I, YEENEEEEMA SR E AR | F
s HIRRESIMHERRAIT. PEAZERLAIRE . FEIX
PR, MRS R A . ZJ88 . 1% ARl
N BITE X 77 2, RIEE XS 3 3R A58 A F i 2
RAEBUE . EARITE S, ALK 1 4R
FEAAC T ] T 2R B0 L0 B AR R R AT o A, AT
RE AR F T 3K B A AMATE DX R ) SRR, B S A%
S GCPEAG 25 B RE R, 038 3 N P A, i) T
PITH R AR IR AN S e 07, BV =42 T iR
FRPIVE R RS SR AR . RO R — B R,
EACYFIE 25— 205 8 5 T4 BRI
FINT.(Knight et al., 2002) . B AT B9 TA 50 Rl 714
1% 28 1 AR 23 3l B Z2 (4 TA R0 8 5K n 1 17 T A
B, TEQIEE J1rb, D003 B A A R O ) 1
B BRUELZ AR, OB PE K SRR T RE T A S
FIRERLIN, 20 E R pY 2, B0 i o vy 1) I )
1 1 (FF R, 2019),

{EASE B, AWFSE It H % 2 A
i T HJE MCBS 838, 1% 3R Tl (1) 5 3 5 s ] T
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AR T B 3 7 AR TR R BE 9 2 A FRPEAN,
AR 2B R A3 T 2R B o 3 A 55— T s ke
T D ARO BRI K P B AR RE 8 R e B i
T EFINA, BB e B AR IE P Y
ST R B AR, O B R
AR B CRERS ™ AR B 2 A R A At
42 M EEEIEETANIETER

WFFE 2 AT LT 551X B i 7R 7E O E F

O BEA) A 0  TEB 3 AT A B I SR R R
A BRI IAENLIRA, U BEBI R AR T 3 AR
X 77 O R R AT A A = A A, H 2
BRI T, X UL RN 55 1 AR B
75 #OuF B A T B
FFEEATA, AR RA RIS T4 KA

B3 T T, R AR S L RE T I RE,

SR LR 4 1 R B ] B 52 380 R 58 RS 1k 22 S 2L )
[7E I (Lee & Dow, 2011), 1 25 A1) 1 77 Ay PR 3%
FIRZ, SMERIEEEIN R E 2R 3] T M AR EAE )
PIVE R o 2T RO 8 2 AN IS 7 I WE5T B i AT A b
(Y SCHk A D, (AR B FIATSE S 3R AT R B, N
X — B3 T WS ROR A EA — B A
Byron 4§ A (2010)ffi OG- Hr 45 17 % 1 5 3 )
AIREM =P OC R, AR iR . kel F U Ao
R, R BROR A B T 55 M B2 07 855 B 1Y
KN,

AR AR 5 VAT UL 2 1 500 % = A T Y
BEEAE, (R I AR DA e 52w % 2 A i
J1o PERAHFSE A A T B8 T8 A T A
VR R AE 2R RUT 2 B AT 55 544 50 0 0% A
JIPF TR % 3 HAE R WA R I A R T
SRR R H FAN TG UM AS I L >
T T RO AR BN TR/, IR, BTAME
Z [ IO R 22 e, TR P I BB RX AN []
TR AR P RICRAN ] o ARl 1 1 38 S I AT DA 43y
e L 2 R R AL, S5 SRR B, v I U AR
£ MCBS 3R I i915 43t 25 5 TR IO W 1A~
i, A — AN AT A AR, X AT R A
X A LSRR TE 20k H TR R .
AT e BT 0L PO R AR Iz % T =X R 2 A 3
A7 R S TR o 6 N ST B A Sk o B
e 30 2 DL R o7 DB B A il E — W
TR

— 7, AMTE AN A B, AR E 0
M [ B i (Teichner et al., 1963), 24 AfT17ER X

TR, — B NSRS Bl o BC 25 L, XA
B 25 HAWAE: 55 BN R BE IRk /b 7o 7ERESE 2,
SAERIBEHAR LG, N B g E I ME A — 5
3NN BT P IR AL BN S, X AT BERR A0 1
TR R % 5 O B B A T S g AR B, ) —
Ty 1T, N2 R i A P R SR 3R S R AR
R T 32 3| I ) 52 0 (Arsten, 2009), B8 £
WERE A5 RN, 2RO e TR ET A A
IRE, FEARINZNMHAE 11 (Jiang & Rau, 2017; Starcke
et al., 2016), A Y L) BE 5 18 7] W 285 VD AH G
AT LI, 55N R P00 A X sz
B0 9 1A 2 R T Z AT (Zhu et al.,
2014), J-XJ 38 FEHAWrGE 177 A TG W (Moll & de
Oliveira-Souza, 2007),

A2 &35, F40 NGBS T 6E,
HEREREARME . QS 8 B B2
NIE S E, HOG ST Bl E . METER
PR EARE I, W EATRHOETE R A, SN,
A e s . AE— MR, BllTExT
H 3B B AN E AT, RSO BRI S, O
25T DARRURG o0 285 T XoF [ A8 ) A T B T 25 ) 52
S|4t 2 8RR Y 29 SRR SRRV R R, BT
TP B SRR T 0B, AR, M2 A
PR B B, AS A A7 B 00 A B BRI I ) fE
b2 52 2|52 (Fumagalli & Priori, 2012), TE—5E
FRRE FARER T BRI A A i, A4
JEA B A RN ZZ B A ETEA R AR N T, AT EL
FRURK % 75 0 S0 2 g 41 otV w17 o R,
NSRS RAMA R Bk BRSNS
g, SAERIEBCIRSAH M, XA AR 25 o 23 HI 55 AR
I X6} Ty 20T A% 2 AN 3 T AR o

R, T S X 30 RO O e X
B3 ) A — B e A E TR, FRATT A R T
TCR R | o I A ZH VTR N Y A T A B 3 1 A T R
2R, SR IO BRI O W AR ) a9 /E ]
ROR S HAMET . BAORPE, SR i s 0 g
WO A R AT T B3 T, TR B Y
o7 ) 5 98 e e AR K - 1) 28 3 ) 3 T R R KT 1Y
— WA ST o B5A DL RS A AT AR, 3 B Y0 3
WS AT e 23 G SRIN IR 77, R AR IR AR ol
AT 2 B0 H AR 1K 1 0 2 ) 36 ) R v 1) — e 1) o
J35 MR IR R 34 I, AATTH IR 45 ) BE )
2P, AR E e TR TR Ak, H

B e RN R0
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5 AES5EYE

WG F LT OIS A i AT
RS FR BB 3 ORI, AR R dE R
BALE AR T —E WS E M E, (AL
(e AR BEETE . o, 7RO Sl T
Bk s LR T ARG X9 B F B E
B Sy HEATI . AEARBEIE T, X O T AR AR
% J B R T 55 R T 2 R P ORI, (AN R B S
B S B RS T K, FRBRAENTST 2 i
NEAAET o WFFE 2 A 45 5 2 BN 384 [ RS T AR
e g X 4 H A, (B R AR R R A
O NE A B 3 i PR R SR 1 A 1 2
PR 7~ DT 110555 T AR X 7 =X A, AR S
SERIEARE B R R E5 e . it — 2B A S
BLLE G 2 FH AT 55 M) U AT 55, 38 O B 3] i
AN T AN R 4 AR R X — BB HL . IR,
X B ) A 5 ) 2% R ) 2 T ML AT 5 A
AT =i Ass, HEL L, DHPESRENE
FHE, BN R % (Ram et al., 2019) . [E45 4y
fit 71 (Kinsley et al., 2015)F1 A ¥ 4% fi (Campbell-
Sills et al., 2006)%, [A] i} 13 £ K R #2521 % = )
W& N T AR A, O BRI A 1
RS A A7 HAb v] BE MO VE B AR e 7 axX 2B 0
T BASR BT HE— 25 o PR, TE 3 I
I, BRFFITAS S R it N A B, B B
WK W20 B TE, ARJEAS RIS A R 38 s
KV R—A—FER(P R 55, 2013) MO A
T 7 1 5 0 ] BB A B AN AR I SRR BT, X R
W oy G K, A2 ) 32 B R T RS s2 ), IR
VASE (% w1 TR € DO B R N R (Y
SRS —RERY, X % A i T B T R A
FETEZE ST o AR BIWFFT R L) 25 1oy S0t I 3 o Tk
FHE S G AT AL B, R4 A B AE iR
MG BEANE IMES AR, wa, BlE AR HIf
TEEZ Sy, T AR FEE M faE A4
W N — e 38 7 X3 ok, NI J0 )i )
MIREE . AT LU, B ) 5 AN E i
AR P R . FL b, TR MR R
N ASTE 8T R 5 — e )3 ) AE 16 % YIAH G (Liu
et al., 2020), WA BN ALHR, A IR
NTEZ5 G i BB PR AR, ST, ok o A A R
Y (Gino & Ariely, 2012; Gino & Wiltermuth,
2014; Mai et al., 2015) 8% 2 A1 7 HIAEF B 1

PEARRREE EA2 B E R, 84, &
EANE ) 582 8] R A AR IR AR 7 sk aE
TEEE A B T 6 B AT = A2 7
AT T AR B — P i, TR AR R
IR B 7 Y [R) InF SOAS 2 3 il — e 3 7 B9
JEE7 XL FRATAR KT 25 IR BLSL )

6 45t

i LR, AU ()0 MK RE
B i) PO Y AT K, O BRI K b ey
AR R AR A R R RS AT S K ()2 TR
I 7 RO BB 5 A A AT S Z R
AR, FE R O PRI 8 5 T AR 0 X 75 3 IE
[ T A TR AT K, i BB R 5 3
Ia] U 8 R A PR AT oK (3) O BRI i AR
A Rz X T3 30T A T A 7 B4 ) 2 AR 52 3
RPN, BAOKRYL, SARRBIEAN L, RS
T B R of T 2Ok R B R AT O B AR

2 % x #
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Therelationship between adolescents’ resilience and
their malevolent creative behaviors
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Abstract

Malevolent creativity is distinguished from general creativity due to its “harmfulness”. It is known that
negative personality traits and threatening social situations may promote malevolent creativity via strengthening
malevolence. So it seems reasonable to speculate the inhibitory role of positive personality traits (e.g., resilience)
on the malevolence in malevolent creativity. However, it has been also evident that resilience is positively
correlated with creativity itself. Thus, the two roles of resilience seem to be contradictory when malevolence and
creativity are linked together. As a result, it is unclear that what the dominant role of resilience in malevolent
creativity is.

To tackle this issue, two studies were conducted with the hypothesis that high resilience may predict less
malevolent creativity via weakening the malevolence. A moderated mediation model was further proposed to
investigate the roles of coping style and stress on the relationship of adolescents’ resilience and their malevolent
creative behaviors. Study 1 aimed to explore whether resilience predicts malevolent creativity in a positive or
negative direction and whether coping style mediates the influence of resilience on malevolent creativity. A
sample of 370 teenagers in study 1 completed the Connor-Davidson Resilience Scale (CDRS), Malevolent
Creativity Behavior Scale (MCBS), Simplified Coping Style Questionnaire, and Runco Ideational Behavior
Scale (RIBS). Study 2 aimed to investigate the moderating role of stress in the mediation process of coping style
on the relationship of resilience and malevolent creativity. Another sample of 244 teenagers was recruited in
study 2 to induce their acute stress using the Trier Social Stress Test before completing the above questionnaires.

The results showed that: 1) the resilience scores of participants were negatively correlated with their
malevolent creativity behavior scores; 2) Coping style played a complete mediating role in the relationship
between resilience and malevolent creativity; 3) The mediating effect of coping style was moderated by stress
where stressful situation weakened the inhibitory effect of positive coping styles on malevolent creativity. These
results suggested that the positive quality of resilience can inhibit the harmfulness of malevolent creativity, but
stressful situations can reduce the inhibitory effect of resilience. It shed light that cultivating the resilience of
young people will resist the adverse effects of stressful situations, and it is necessary to guide the development
of their creative ability.

Key words malevolent creativity, resilience, coping style, stress, adolescent





