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Abstract

Objective: This paper explores the role of beliefs in pure evil and trait anger in the relationship
between dark triad and the online aggressive behavior in middle school students. Methods: 328
students from middle schools in Henan province were investigated by using Dark Triad Question-
naire, Online Aggressive Behavior Scale, Beliefs in Pure Evil Scale and Trait Anger Scale. Results: 1)
There were significant gender differences in dark triad (p < 0.05), and trait anger was significantly
different in gender (p < 0.01); There were significant differences in beliefs in pure evil among
grades (p < 0.05); There was a significant difference in online aggression behavior between only
child and not only child (p < 0.05). 2) Dark triad, online aggressive behavior, beliefs in pure evil
and trait anger were positively correlated with each other (p < 0.01). 3) Beliefs in pure evil and
trait anger play partial mediating roles between dark triad and online aggressive behavior. Con-
clusion: The dark triad is a significant predictor of online aggressive behavior; beliefs in pure evil
and trait anger play a mediating effect.
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1. 5|15

) 4% X147 9 (Online Aggressive Behavior) i - 7& HH Grigg (2010)#¢ H SR FIMES, F5/M A DL B A
B, A TR HAth A A s AR i s O AT . B, Ot (201.2) % M 45 AT 9 HLBT E
AT S BRI N B A H St 6 R AR B 55 AT, XA T Ay ont 7 AR R gk
TR, F—i, SKEAE, 2017). M TIRAIFTALES SRR, A thbEE AL, RS TR
AR, AT BAEMZ FRER A CRIEEME W, BB 4 R 2 ik, A7
W2 I T T A Bl

% = BEAiF(Dark Triad)/2& i Paulhus & William (2002)$2 iR [, ALFE T IGARAS A4 DL A4 B
FXAEB =M ASR . EANSME R R, B =B S YT N TR R KPR RER
DL T E R X 77 5, RS 25 2 B FiEi2:4T N (Lau & Marsee, 2013).  HyEfE4E R 3 Sl & H
NI T Btk 47 18] 42 0o (Southard & Zeigler-Hill, 2016). 2 M4SN T 44 [ 2R B BIL LM K 5hIK
dH(FEE, VU5, 2013). DML, AWFFURE, BERE =IDCAE AT DS T N 45 AT N

a5 & (Beliefs in Pure Evil)Jll & 7 /MR BAR{E S EAAEAUEACERIN, &5 /& M Baumeister
(1999) & Hh 11 o AEARE Al TEAAAE I AMAAE I 1 35 IF 2 i m) T4 40 AT A E TR NIAEAE, B A=A T3k
B ER R, Mok 8 it EAT AN, mEaEE CMERE, AORILHER, FURIRATERE N 5L
P IAE T (Webster & Saucier, 2015). E4AMIFFER, 4082 —FMANER. FREMAERR, 52—
IRAEAFAE B3 IEAE DG . A RAMA YA AR SRR 0% A 238 I A B AT N R 150 (Trait Anger)
FE ARSI, BOR T B8 TR RIS (1) — M A 7 (Spielberger et al., 1983), AR T H K

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2022.125203 1702 (LA


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2022.125203
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

KA 45

SR ARG RRE  FEARE IR (DA, 9k 355, 2011) MATERURIEZE T 25 5 r= R BGAT A . BRI,
AHEFEARBE, AU AE SRR BRSPS AT AR IEARSS,  ELPI A6 SIS —JRAE A1 000 2% Bt AT 9 v
AR TR

AW T EIRTCR W b AR M B AT AR B R SAE IR, b2 R OB R, b P26 T
AT IR B S

2. WSt
2.1. RMK

A5 DA IR) 6 1 2 1) 7 200 Fe ) — i = AR RRR A, YRR A 347 4, MR TG Ak 19
#3, 4% 328 4y, A RLIEIE 94.5%. H/4: 139 A (42.38%), %4 189 A (57.62%), #)— 52 A (15.85%),
159 AN(17.99%), #]= 65 A(19.81%), i=— 48 A\ (14.64%), /51— 48 \(14.64%), f=1— 56 A(17.07%).
A4 59 A (17.99%), AEMAE T4 269 (82.01%) N 4F# A 12~20 ¥ (M = 15.41, SD = 1.795).

22. fiRIR

2.2.1. BB AW =EK{EE)%E(Dirty Dozen, DD)

AP 5 R FH O[5 240952 45 N (2015) (8T (1) (G + 2% Hhschin, MhERILE 1288 H, 3 MHF,
I3 9 S EEEAE R = S BRI ARRE #R A, BN N 4 AN E, CRH likert 7 SVFAr .
B = AR R FR I NS Ky o ASHIE AT Hh R = IBAE B 3K 1) Cronbach a %4 0.853.

2.2.2. MKBETTAEFR(Online Aggressive Behavior Scale, OABS)

AR TR, O (2012) w1 (ADIEM K AT N ER) , BRI 15 NEHE, IANYER,
KH likert 5 fUPF4y, 457018 a2 WY S o0 2% MO e AT A AT st & . AT 98 H & 32 1) Cronbach a R¥0CH
0.889.

2.2.3. #iE{52ER (Beliefs in Pure Evil, BPE)

AHT R BT Webster & Saucier (2013)4w il FAE(E &8, L 22 MEH, TN A FE7EAL
RSN SREE . B likert 7 S0P 70 BOB S RFRAE A L N2 2D NS &g . AHt
7t riE % ) Cronbach o £ %5 0.938.

2.2.4. ¥ AT B 3R (Trait Anger Scale, TAS)

AW FER A 2 AT S N (201 BT B R SO B R, 3L 10 M H, 2 MERE. SKH likert 4
RHar, 3B R RO IR USRS, SRR R . AR S % &K Cronbach o R
7 0.902,

2.3. HiEALE

AW FERH SPSS26.0 XS B BUR AT et 73 W o AnFiRPE ST BOSLAEA IR BRI
Ji BT BREARSE AT AIENT 047, 48 H PROCESS %2 /3 #EAT AR AL S 56 A1 Bootstrap 4347 -

3. ARER
3.1. XREAFZEREKRE

AW FE R I Harman 5 B8] 545 300 IS A B IO B 1EAT VP4t 25 RERBURF AR R T 1R 738 124,
KR 75 ZERRRE 22N 21.33% (/NT- 40%),  IUASHI FUASAEAE ™ 55 (1 L [R] 7 v A 22 1] A
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32. AOFZEBERB=RKI., 4BES. HRFTBNNERHITH EHERS

WA RN 1R, R =AEEVE R BRI 2R, BARS KT L E(p < 0.05). Finili

%’r“ ﬁhﬂi:@ﬁ?fiz%@%#y AR KT HEP < 0.01); AUBERIEFER MAAERENER, &F

TAF 5 K TIRFE S (p < 0.05); ML BLHAT ATE AT MA T L FAEEREEZES, MAT LR35 K TR
24 F4(p < 0.05).

Table 1. The demographic difference test results of each variable
1 ET2EAONZELNEFHRINER

R = IRAE Ak R AR W2 Wi A7 R

5 3.18 +1.05 3.10+1.01 1.80 +0.50 1.17 £0.27

5 % 2.94+1.01 3.09 £0.97 1.98 +0.59 1.13+0.20
t 2.133" 0.144 -2.943" 1.377

¥— 3.00+1.19 3.32+1.10 1.81+0.60 1.08+0.11

= 3.00 £ 1.05 2.96 £0.91 1.87 +0.59 1.10+0.10

H= 3.13+1.06 3.02 £0.97 1.97 £0.51 1.18 £0.27

g m— 2.82+1.03 2.84+0.86 1.93+0.70 1.15+0.20

= 3.21+0.77 3.34+1.09 1.92 +0.60 1.17 £0.27

= 3.06 +1.00 3.31+0.98 1.86 +0.47 1.17 £0.30
F 0.753 2.376" 0.575 1.592

i 3.16 +1.07 3.19+1.22 1.99 +0.63 1.22 +0.33

M T4 & 3.02 £1.02 3.07 £0.92 1.88 +0.55 1.13+0.20
t 0.956 0.709 1.278 2.448"

W: "p<0.05, “p<0.01.

3.3. MEEZEXE, ATES. FREFSHMERETHEX S

WIS 2 s, RRIE = BRAEAN 4l ;{:%Im FIEAHF(r=0.276, p < 0.01), ;= IBEAEFI4R
RS IR 2 IEASS(r = 0.420, p < 0.01), S =BEALAIRN Ko AT N LI E%Eifﬁaé(r =0.305, p <
0.01), ZNESFRE RS m'f'z%ﬂﬂa%(r =0.178, p < 0.01), ZAUEK(S &MWL AT N 2P EAH
JK(r=0.236, p<0.01), HFFTTARAN M2 rai ATy R IR IEAHIG(r = 0.268, p < 0.01).

Table 2. Correlation analysis results among variables

2. BLEEMEXITER

R = JEAF IR RN TR W2 Lt AT N
& = A
aATE R 0.276™
R 0.420™ 0.178™
eSS GRS 0.305™ 0.236" 0.268™

H: Tp<0.01,
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3.4. BMEEZEXE, SBES. FREFEMMERETHERS

AR A DG T A R R DR B (A CE R A IEAR DG, DRI RATHEAT B #r, BtEml. . 2
TMAEAE N AR R AT AT, 5 Rnde 3 FoR: B = BEXT 4RSS 25 1 1F ik 0 4
FH(B=0.278, p < 0.001); X4 F&A &35 B 1E W FAE FH (B = 0.426, p < 0.001); X W48 K47 A B3
(IR BPE- (B = 0.181, p < 0.01); 4GS G W28 B AT A & FIE R TRAE (B = 0.145, p <
0.01); e 5k I 2 B i AT A S5 3 (1) A 13 TG/ F (B = 0.170, p < 0.01).

Table 3. Regression analysis results of dark triad on online aggressive behavior

3. BREZBIEMEREITAREADER

EIEpiyE IS IREE R [l 9 2R A 3
g T AR 5 R R? F p t
ai s & 0.287 0.082 7.255™"
e 0.034 0.631
G 0.068 1.254
e mmA -0.026 -0.475
B = AR 0.278 5167
LR ity 0.480 0.230 19.260""
el 0.221 4447
FR 0.007 0.150
R -0.073 —1.454
LI = BRAE 0.426 8307
ABE R 0.059 1.153
W 28 W47 0.400 0.160 10.188™"
PE5 -0.063 -1.171
L 0.077 1.478
R MA -0.086 -1.638
R = BRAE 0.181 3.060
RN 0.145 2.716™
R DR 0.170 2.914™

¥: “p<0.01, “p<0.001.

35. AiEES. HRITBERBZREMNERETHZENPMTER

LRI =HRAEN H AR, ABE S AR RBTR Oy A, MK v hEAs s, 12 PROCESS
BEAT R RONAR S, AR 1 R RIS = IRAENS W28 B AT 0 BRI 4 S e SR = IR AE
AN 28 LT AT 2 (SR 23 FP A A s R B TR AE BRI = JRAE AN 9 2% B AT D 2 (R EB 20 th AR
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ATES -
0.26" 0.03
o 0.04™ .
R = BRE o WEBHITA
0.23" e B 0.07™

Figure 1. Multiple mediating models of dark triad, beliefs in pure evil, trait anger and online aggressive behavior
1. BEZHKIE. 4E%ES. HREBHNEREITANS ERNMEE

12 H Bootstrap 1% AN ST HE— AR IR, S5 R AN 4 iR, AUBE SRR R 1 T AR
Z, BB ABNAE AN 0,026, AN BN 38.81%. HAKE, HAMNAPILEE: BR=
PAE — 4ERES — MEBERTNESEIBNAEA 0.010, KN 14.93%, BB =HE — F#
W — WKIEAT MR MRNAE A 0.016, (M) 23.88%.

Table 4. The mediating effects of dark triad, beliefs in pure evil, trait anger and online aggressive behavior
4 EBREZRKIE. 4EES. FRERIMNERHTANF N REEE

LYRIE] Boot SE Boot LLCI Boot ULCI BB b
bSYInE: I 0.026 0.008 0.012 0.043 38.81%
DT — BPE — OAB 0.010 0.004 0.003 0.020 14.93%
DT — TA — OAB 0.016 0.006 0.006 0.029 23.88%

VE: DT HEE=IE, BPE 4i5%/548, OAB MZEIEiiT N, TA RIS,
4. T1ig
41. AOFTELR

AW TCHILIRERY], BB =BALAEER] AR R EEER, ARSI KT R4, XE5ENIMIBTT
SR RIS = HRAE A =R RE b Sy SRR LR . s B R EARAE, T 5 MR AR AL
S P SN S NGB SR AL AN SE 4, A AN RS A A USRS, ok 2 FIE,
TAESAEAETNRET M ZE S, Bt s st ERS KBRS, FLRI N
TRt 2 o W FUEE A 2k R Re R A5 00 2 v 1 D ko T S DR Dy e PR 17 245 B4 TR SE AN BBURK,
FEARES BB AE N A BB IEA B2 2 BB GEE, BRI R . 208 E SEEHR LA R
P25, RERNAEESE S KT RER . R RG2S FRIIEK, MALD T2 1 fimS
I BRI A RsE N, SRR 2, SN TR AR . I AT O R S T b
FERZEEER, MAT LA K TIMET ZG7. Xafet i TRERKIAERAR, AT L2
P A AR 2 %, DR UEAE R BT B AN SRR RT3 2 R R (B vk, iR T )
BRAIRNEE ST U, DA 555 .

42 FTEEPNEXER
MRERER, G = BRE S ARG . R RS A NS B AT A B3 B AR . XIGUE T [E

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2022.125203 1706 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2022.125203

KA 45

AN FLEE R, B A KSR TR = (1 A AR R 2 5y ARG TR AP AR AR R N o S R A AT T T 2 S (1)
FHIE, SEYONMBNRAMEHEAER), At FRAZ AN, MAUSE & m MR B T%A
(IFEAE, 1443815 A F4 %8 (Webster & Saucier, 2015). ERE =EAE I T AKS (0 IS —Th1, oy SRS HE
JRIAMAGE SR B B 2, 548 AT e 25 5 Wl F= AR B IR S T 4 A AT ORI, Sl
2021). 4G4 & YRR W 45 B AT NAFAE 38 IEM G . A5 SHd 7 — D AN E e N Akt
SRR NI, S UL (A A 0] SIZ it 17 T R I R AR A, 3 5 B ™ g 4 Ak 5 R s ) 2 N\ e
ERE R R (Webster & Saucier, 2013). HILAT W, M@EaiB G S MRTEM 2 HF 3 — 505 E B A F4F:
PIRHESE 25 5 51 RG4S, FEEM EREITE CEGE, (AT RN B QBT &R T 4R IE X
R RS W28 B AT AR 35 TEAE G . BT B R A A A B 25 5 o AN R N R A 7 AR 1 A1
&, MM EERWRER, MR EERE R4 B ORISR E AR BrLVMAR SR T
154 T LMK B AT A (EENE, RN, I SCiRss, 2012).

4.3. SEBESNE RGP NER

AHIFFERIN s AT 2 AR 5 15 S E RIS — IBRAE AN W 2 e e ATy 2 IR v A A SRS AR RS A
PRT DL A0S i N 28 AT 0, AT DU S R 5 RS R X 2% Ui AT g o PRIRE = IBRAE X R 45 25
AAT TR ] Q2 A2 iEs, (R R R LIS — BAAERR . AW — KR R
i = IBCALIE L R AU ST R W MR AT . B IR I P A 2R AR B B (RS .
Mhoe BUlESERRAL,  WORXT APEREVE R, VO GERAEREEN, 2502 S0 B AR 2 i
YR A A SRR ST (467, %, 2012). ZEMAT] B AGRHE, SR A S BGET N & A
(Uit skl 9kEESE, 2019), IONE SRS REIRN, A AT At /& & B HIE LR, A
BN 28 AT Ao B — 2 AR A PR = IRAIE e S MR ST AT A HE T 52 X 2% L AT N o R DD R 4
75 H A E T S BT AT, SRS AT NI 1 E B . BRI = IRAEAS 20 vy (0 A AR AR R 48 34
B rR T TR B8 2 221G BEANVA BN &y T M

ZR PR, SR =HRAE A0S S AR B TS A 2 M vh 2 A B SR AT o SR 2R A0 B A
BE U P AT AT AR AN TT N T o SRUER SRR ARSRRT, 38 B SE AN IR 0 A AERURR )
AEL, A GG 9 T SRS LAAE — S FEE Lyl I A AT i B

5. FEERE

TR AT B DA OSBRI ), B R ORTE P R A D BT O IR, (R R MR R . (5 R
WATE IR, B R e O 22 A2 1 HVR 22 SIS I BBy, DR ORTE rh 22 A I 2% i AT
NI BB

ASHIF SO S X 28 AT NI N AT TIRZ, FFIRAE 1 RRRE —IBRAE 2 (5 S A BB B 52
VER o AEARWT SR SRS = IRAEAE N AR BEAT T ST, R 0 AR 4R BEAT o MRy, ARRAT L Hr A
(7] 24 B0} 94 2% O AT AN RS2 o AT FEUE ] 1 25 AR BBV I R AR, (B R AR A2 46
G S AR BT B R BEAT 18, ARRFT DL BT IRV MR 2R, s b b 22 AR B I 4 e AT N
RUETHUAE T

E&UH

TR E T FA S RHEMRIIE AR LA T RFAERE AR 58 LSRR (W
HiltHES: 2019BIY021) % B,
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