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Abstract

This study used the Actor-Partner Mediation Interdependence Model to examine the link between
dark triad traits, relational aggression, and emotional manipulation in intimate relationships. Two
hundred heterosexual couples were evaluated using the measures of the dark triad, RA, and emo-
tional manipulation. The results showed that 1) there was a significant positive correlation be-
tween Machiavellianism, psychopathy, relational aggression, and emotional manipulation; 2) in-
dividual’s relational aggression had a complete mediating effect on the link between his/her Ma-
chiavellianism and his/her emotional manipulation; 3) women’s relational aggression had a com-
plete mediating effect on the association between men’s Machiavellianism and her emotional ma-
nipulation; 4) men’s relational aggression had a complete mediating effect on the relationship
between his psychopathy and emotional manipulation; 5) men’s relational aggression had a com-
plete mediating effect on the link between women’s psychopathy and his emotional manipulation.
These findings could expand our understanding of the mechanisms of emotional manipulation in
romantic relationships.
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1. 5|15

—HLLR, 1588 IR TR KEFRBMAEFRNENR Y. EREmHE T, HEE
AT BRI AT . B0 £ ARG P, 15488 IR R At N1 46 i T H (Hyde & Grieve, 2018).
X 48 2 IR BH I T BP9 2545 40 (emotional manipulation), & 35 SR A RS2 FAT Ak SE I A
B HARIAE 1 (Austin, Farrelly, Black, & Moore, 2007). Fi% E N#EIIZ AR KM E 5L, BEHEREZTN
— 77 R B O\ 5 U B A 1) S5 07 Q0 5 RE A FEAR L 22 b 2R R A R A . R, s 1
LERINIIA T8 ORI S 30 DGR R I8, 77 A 17 4 5 N PR S R L] A e 3 — I R Al

i DRAE A — PR BB S SO BB B NAS KRR, B S SRR 3 S0, KSR A AT A A
(Paulhus & Williams, 2002). EySEHELER = SCRINTE VIR . AL Gl 00 AN A 2R T BB
AAHzi(Rauthmann, 2012), FE#RaAS AR Z A . phal e AL R 7 J9R#MiE (Hare & Neumann, 2008),
HAMABER T iy PIEARU A% K H 3K (Paulhus & Williams, 2002) . XS4 76 ANMA 115 253 90 42
T EER M (Hyde, Grieve, Norris, & Kemp, 2020; Waddell, Doorn, March, & Grieve, 2020). f§i0:
Rauthmann #1 Will (2011)iA0y, HEEMELER] = S B TRAM ARG S, X AESHA0A Tl % o & B AL 1
DA AN BT A, TR G 2GRN . E L AE S, S S B4R 3 S L A AME B R it
SERONGE S, T H S S 5152519\ (Abell, Brewer, Qualter, & Austin, 2016). 7£[HilfiBE A R FEN;, K
PR S (A A 200 A5 A A% 0% Bl T 3 I 25 #: 20 (Glenn, Raine, & Schug, 2009). T H 28 AMAFE A 234
P 25 AT R 4EHR B O IAL I AT (Campbell, Hoffman, Campbell, & Marchisio, 2011). K, A LL
Ny I = BRAEAR ot 5 15 48 3 A AR 3 TEAE G .
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= IAERR U AME S5 4G ¢, T HSBGEHRT A K. MRS S S REGEEA O, Mo A
YR = AT 7% 5 # A S (Jonason & Webster, 2010; Jones & Neria, 2015) . LAAE IIHF 95 25 B, 1% B 55 (S8
i —IDRAE (R A% OV RAIE) T RAGZ A A () A ORI E B3 R 50 SR 0t 1A St (Erzi, 2020) 0 Ty FEFEAER 3= S
1 161 BB Bl () o 2 e ke d5 F4th A\ (Abell & Brewer, 2014) . o8 A& 1E [ ¢ R rhik & ab TR 18 5% &
L RS RE 2 5 08 R i = EE A 9% (Coyne, Nelson, Graham-Kevan, Keister, & Grant, 2010). #R1fj, BN
T BRI AFAE B3 IEAH DG (Erzi, 2020) . PRIG, W] RAAA s R I = BRAE AR T () /M, O R BUh L ERH

RAZABGE SIHERYINES EHodl, WEAUE T TR B o 77 2051 KA 1
%4(Grieve & Panebianco, 2013). M AATIA H O 2 BB Bkt 2 AL 52 2 U, Al 1l 2 18 Bh R s
FERFES AT 4ES B DR AL BR4ERF 5 4 A )28 & (Archer & Coyne, 2005). 5% R BUdi MR-
A DLIE R A 4 £ 5% R B 4% 42 0 (Leff, Waasdorp, & Crick, 2010). Grieve Al Panebianco (2013)%
PRIA R Mt W] LAIE [l 52 M 1 254 . DR, JRATTIA N 9% R ek v] REAE RE G = IBKAE A i S5 1 4 5 bk 3]
HAER

SR, DAL AR 2 N — RN BR o6 38 A BE R 70 BRI = IRAE N1 ZE BRI, 2GR R R
SRR & R BAK SRR R R A N 2 PR R, XU R I 7 A B [ Ak
fille HTHER TSR RGN, AT BB T 2 M5 R AN 58 s r ks, I B T4
AR A & 4 3] [ Fo & 0 (Rusbult, Agnew, & Arriaga, 2012). % T3E%5 5% & PAMALARIE X 7 1 S 4T
2B OB, AT AUCHAME A S AT S5 B R . Rk, AT 7R 32 R A EL AR Y
(Actor-Partner Interdependence Model, APIM)7E 5 14 AR A AR FR R 91 0% R B0 7 PR RS = IBAE 55 1 26 9\ ¥
MAEH .

2. Fiik
2.1. ik

AR A, @i SRS T 218 RS S S, SRRV DU S R
ZEHAMIR T 6 N AR S, IAH SO8IE 200 %f. o, BMSERER 30 £4.15 %, Lotk EIAE
1% 28.84 + 4.05 %, KRFFLRIAIZIN 05~12 4F; MEF KRR 65X, TIELR 14X, & 121 %F; ik
FEEE R LU 13 B.2%) N, K& 52 N(13%), A%l 297 A(74.3%), BFFiA4: KL 38 A(9.5%).

22. TH

221 BESREER

X H Jonason 1l Webster (2010)Zw |, WKHERE, FMEEIE, PG5, ATALFIFHREALL(2015)18TT B RS
+ 4 &% (Dirty Dozen Scale, DD). iZm#® L 12 1M H, B3 MNERMM, 75028 D EMELER I X
(Machiavellianism). ¥ #i15% s (psychopathy) A1 [ 25 (narcissism). %870 9 siit2r, 20 BTt & i85y
1357, m o REREE SPh ARG NASAET . AT, EIRHELER] S L 5r 53K 1 Cronbach’ o R4 0.85,
KA 252> [ Cronbach’ o R%CH 0.84, HZ54r & F K Cronbach’ a 2 %4 0.89,

222. RAWLER

K Linder, Crick #1 Collins (2002)% il i) Sr i #1532 % H P12 % (Self-report measure of aggression and
victimization scale) FiRiZ X RBH 7 ER . ZERIL S MED, RA 5 milsr, 2R A CUnirseE
TR FKAR N FIRIR 5 H U H R EEE, H0BE AR MEEIRIBR R TR RYERE T &
AW T IRIE SC R I 1) Cronbach” o RECH 0.75.
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2.23. RERYER

SKH Austin 25(2007) g il 15 a3 R R S 3R &R, 4L 10 NTH . Fra I E B TiE 4
B LUIE F FIRIEOC R, W K “IRENE Wl fiAh N BIA 2 BO8 “BAE DA EARR” o Z%
HRKHNIEE AT ERHEF A28 5 25T, B ARRAMR I 8 A 6e s . 7EAE
5 5 2501 Cronbach’ o 2% 0.83.

2.3. BiEALTE
BTl B e S 7 SPSS22.0 HEAT J R AR ZE A 40 HT, ARG 1E Mplus 8.3 HEAT FR A RN AG 565 o
2.4, XEGZERERE

A5 A Harman 2K 2R B0 BT B BT SR T B M E 5 . SREW, R AT 1 K
TIHA A, BEAFE TR A SN 28.97% (<IfGFLH 40%). FRtt, A9 I ALELE ™ & )
SEE R
3. R
3.1 BRE=EKiE. XRAKGTSIFHEMNNEXIT

SRR () BRI AR IR o 5% R T RO S B\ 0 B R S M S o T G5 SR 5. 1) B T Aotk
() EAS 5 B AR S RS . C REGHERIE SR AN A, AR B2 A
FKOLFE 1) 2) BRBEVEMEE A S DIEMLER 1 S R R AR RIGE LRSS, KR TEE
BB IEMS(NE 2). 182 0 I ZBHE . 5 RBGH RIS BRI 0T S5 R0, B 7 AME A 72S
SR T AR AR R 3 . KSR AR E S B RS, AR BB E 3).

Table 1. Correlation analysis of women’s dark triad, relational aggression and emotional manipulation (n = 200 couples)

1 THMERZIKE. XAREMIFERNOBEX 24 (0 = 200 31)

M SD 1 2 3 4
1 EEEER 3= X 2.96 1.43 —
2 FEARAS 2.93 1.53 0.68™" —
3 g 6.04 1.43 0.11 -0.11 —
4 RREYE 2.36 0.76 0.46™" 0.44™ 0.08 —
5 TEZBRMN 3.03 0.70 0.29™ 0277 0.09 051"

*: "p<0.05 “p<0.01, "p<0.001.

Table 2. Correlation analysis of men’s dark triad, relational aggression and emotional manipulation (n = 200 couples)
2. BUMERZIRE. XABHMIBERNRNERX S H(n = 200 *F)

M SD 1 2 3 4
1 THECREZE R 32 X 2.80 1.52 —
2 KPS 2.74 1.33 0.73™ —
3 B 5.92 1.47 0.11 0.03 —
4 RREYE 2.23 0.75 0.48™ 0.55™" 0.08 —
5 TEE RN 2.91 0.71 0.22™" 0317 0.15" 0.58"™"

*: "p<0.05 “p<0.01, "p<0.001.
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Table 3. Correlation analysis of dark triad, relational aggression and emotional manipulation between couples (n = 200 couples)
3. HBZEMER =K. XAMHFIFERMNIERX S (n = 200 37)

Bk
1 2 3 4 5
1 SEELE R 32 X 0.64™" 0.59™" 0.02 0.43™ 027"
2 KEHRAS 053" 0.66™" -0.01 0.48™" 0.317
ik 3N 0.02 -0.06 0.44™" 0.12 0.19™
4 RFRYE 0.45™" 0.47"" -0.03 0.63™" 0.38™"
5 &R 0.23™ 0.24™" 0.03 0.46™" 0.74™

7¥: p<005 “p<0.01, “p<0.001.

3.2. XRAYLEARREZRAMEERNFHPNMER

AWFFERH APIM e AR, 73 5l DASL BOHEAE R 5 S0, RS A BAE N TIIAR &, 1E 45
TERGERA R, RAEIBEEAE P/ AR RIR TR = IE . RRBUIESTHERIZ KR,

B, RGN T S R BRI AMME BRI A o 2R AR, AR ] 1 AT
1) SHRHEAER] T SOE RN TN A L2 2) IR T IEIE R bk, MR S FEMELER] 32 SCRERE 1E [m) T
H 5 ok R0, T 2o A S R AELER] 3= SCRT DL IE ) J500 55 PE RS M A s 3) MRS R A BE
) T S RO 23, 10 R PRI 5C R B A RE TR 55 L 1 48459 . Bootstrap J3 #7485 SR W (L4
4): 1) FYER S EHELER) OB 5 5 5¢ R BGER A H S TE Z (b = 0.08, p < 0.05); 2) MR
FEREAER 3= SGEE B B o8 R B2 B & 11525190 (b = 06, p < 0.05); 3) F 1tk SR AEYER] 32 St
MR R R Y R S TS 4549\ (b = 0.05, p < 0.05).

B, FHEHEIRS . RARBGEEAEERAK D NMER . RO, R4EE 2 AT 1) K
PR X G LR AT A 255 2) ARG 93 2 AME BERS IE [m) T 15 B i O¢ R By, T H. B Tt 4
BRI 3) Joibse BV cth, AR SC R Y BE IE I T & S 288, T R Lok
R A RE TN 55 ML 1 28459 . Bootstrap 7345 REWI(WAL 4): T IERRS ol A5t B & 1)k R B
RECI H B S 25458\ (b = 0.11, p < 0.01): L PERIRE s AL 53 1k 0 ok R Buai 5 i 5 PR 1 254 9 (b =
0.09, p <0.05).

F=, BRAD, KRRBGEEMEEBRIR T NER . A B, MRIEE 3 mf: BARRE
REGH G RN THMANE 2, MR H) R R B B T E & ) 2549

E%%%?Eé&%ﬂﬁzﬁé(ﬁg)-—11317***:7 RAELEHE) -—4*515**&;; TEHEINR)

/ /
/ /

0.246* 0.190*

/ /
/ /
TR (L) Kp3isr]  NRIGE  —Bd27ve] LRI (L)

Figure 1. The APIM mediation model of Machiavellianism and emotional manipulation

Bl 1 DEREUEFESHERMDN APIM N ER
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Figure 2. The APIM mediation model of psychopathy and emotional manipulation

Bl 2. RIS S B ERMNE APIM Brh AR R

HAR) KRBGEEG)  —0477rex]  HEIRYN)
ERNE’S! KRG (L) 04200k R (L)

Figure 3. The APIM mediation model of narcissism and emotional manipulation.
3. BMSEERNE APIM Fyh 18R

Table 4. The indirect effects of Bootstrap Test on the relationship between the dark triad and emotional manipulation

% 4. Bootstrap #3 5X R X B = BXAE S 1R 4RI\ 2 B89 )3 3UR

A 17 [HESSES b 95% ClI
T TR L - B Rk - B AR F k- F ik 0.08 [0.02, 0.14]
M B AR B R X - MR R IGE - LM AR A X NENN 0.06 [0.01, 0.13]
59 S g B S - e R Rk - IR SRR Bk - Fik 0.05 [0.00, 0.11]
BN - B XRRYGE - BHEZEERN Ak - Ak 0.11 [0.05, 0.18]
LIRS - BYERRIGE - BIEEL R Ak - Eik 0.09 [0.02,0.17]
4. #ig

PRIE ZIRAL R S R AR B ZL A BN AS & . SR, DMERIBE A EERET AR R R, B MR
R AL M RIRTOIZ P IR RSP AT SR RBGE AP 2R, R R AR
BUEIR TR R I A2 dn e s S s =R 55 28 RIS R

4.1 BREZEKE, XRBEMFERANXR

AW FCR IR 1) BRI = RAE AR A oy, B R ae it ing, X — RIS DA A —
#(Hyde et al., 2020; Waddell et al., 2020). TR AfE G EMEAMANER = 31E, = SRR = BCALARE B /MR AT
FEE AL BRI R R AR N R, FECCE R A (Furnham, Richards, & Paulhus, 2013).
Al BN ETS B SRES RN R EE EMK, BLErmasHs [ B iy k.

5 Abell fl Brewer (2014)WF 50K BL—8L, D3EMELER] I 55 RUGEAA/E R IEAS. XAlgEeR
N BRI 3 S O G R R, Bt B ) 7 O TR AL T R AR AR N Rl o A,
K S S5 KU AR EAHE, X T Coyne %5 A (2010) IS . TMAHT 7 EN K BLE &5 5%
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RUGEAFAEREMK, X5 Erzi (2020 5iA—2, {H5 Ojanen, Findley, I Fuller (2012)—%{. iX#AJ
REAE R A B AR 126 RBGEAE — € FR R E TAAT 1R 0 21 B FRBU AR R AR B2, TESRE KR R,
MBS RN BB B S, I R 2 R B0 R0 .

AN, KRBUGE SIE RIS E IEAR, X5 Grieve f1 Panebianco (2013)[HF 7 —#. AMA—
B g2 3 [ OS2 BN G B0E RIS, A AT 37 B R B 5 45 i il 22 3 SR PSR FMOAS R AT A, AATTTIA
gy [ AR B PR IS R

4.2. RAWHERBZBKESHERAPIRNER

B, AWFFURIOC R B L DI R) F CRIE A B e /. KRR AE B AL
F= SORURE #85 75 2 18] AR 2 [ B e s i AL, BITE IR Bl & &otk, D4Rl 3= L& i@it
RAZBGEW A G B EERMN . DEFEYER] UK R AMAS = FELOMIE, BTN ARE R FIF
HA%EZ 556 &8 (Rauthmann, 2012). XM o8 REGE MR S Z B 5 AHSE &, 36 1 SRR pE4E R 3=
SCE BRI B = JE(Ojanen et al., 2012).  H T 0Bk 2 55 P4 i B FEFEAE R 3= SOl Lok R
Wi S PRI ZEER N . HH T v S AR 32 S 1) ) 55 VEAE AR AR B TP AR AT R A IR LS A 2w A E 2
() L, 3K b A 52 A AT 1 A e A AR R A bR, I AT AR S AT SR I AR AL ) A 24T R
(Tajmirriyahi, Najafi, Hamidizadeh, Doerfler, & Ickes, 2021). 7E Bt fE i1, BT SRR A = 4746
IEE S QR R, — BT Sk RYGE, 53— J7 2 SERIURIBUE H (140 A5 25 5 0) K] 1 ax A
IR SE 5 R R IAT NN 4ERFIX BOR &R

HIR, REBCHER MRS SEE RN PREETMER . SRR RS H H SRR
i REZNE H B S GG BRI RSP0 ASRE B 7 v R 55 PR 1) T4 ¢ RBGE MLV IR A e fr . 448 7 B
B DL B/ MY HAS S S B T B (Wright, Wachs, & Huang, 2021), i CIEHERM MmN . thah, B
KABGEAE LR R SR BRI B i w2 A EH . ERKIRSRE R R T, SRR ESR
PEREEIE RS B CARBU AR, AT & ILEB R RI N B R X R IBGEHAT R, AT LA H Sk i &S 1
LR AT AR () 56 R (Tajmirriyahi et al., 2021). R, Lo ks whis 2538 5 s mi 55 P 06 24
R FZ A 5 M AR

WJa, REBHEHDSEERIP AP NERH . ZATRERIERE R R, X7 H RS
HAE 7RI RS, WA KA RE 2 BU B I H 3RS, BT A 2 R R R B .

43. FEERE

JUE AT SR T R =L S 15 2 BRI N AENLEBI SR I 1 SOIEIEdE, (FORAAE 2L, AHFE
JREMIWE TP e . 5, AT TUR BT FUORIR UG 48 R AN 5¢ 3R BLadi o 175 28 R A ) 52
HICIEMIAE IR G &R, BH b5 ST ISR A 1) B 7 B S 46 9 sORIR T A IO R R ML ok, ARHIE T
FERM AR, RS2 S BVFRN AR . R, AORAER A B Bl b At A i 5 A S &
AT S T7 SPAF ST S AT TR . FROG ASHTSOR M B 28 SR SEPr Lo R U 28 R, 138
RV LB BRNRE T (HAA B B RNRE A T SLhR S B ERAT . B, RRIGWEFE AT
PASRIEAESR T R AR RIS B IR AIR . fJa, AT SN REFRFR R R AFLE 6 MHUL
ffiste, (2N 7 ORI BB TE. AR FTAT BLEE— 25 S A A 5k R B BOW s 25 R I B2

5. &ig
1) DIEMELERIE . R A E R RIS R A7 1L 5535 TE AR
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2) MERIR RICEAE 5 B SRR T 5 A SRR 2 52 e 1E

3) LHEMISR R IR BRI SEELER 3 S B B MIE R PR R e A E
4) BRSO RGRAE A B RS S B B SRR R A

5) BPERRARIAE LERIRE A S B S TS ERA TR g R AR .
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