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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION

B =Rt S0 FRa e &
IEL 22 R e B He PRS2 R
KR, e, A ke, a4 Wt e WE 4R

(1 BINRAE By B T SLAA B, KRN 450001 52, KM REEZF B , M 450001 5
3. B BRI R, 1 200433 34, HAOUEE Ao Be , KFF 130015)

B EREAL>FIANRAOEE T RRASRCE LW EE L, B85 869 2 AR K
FARFENERAE , FELRZRESSTFREGYANFRLENEF, ERBF:(1) BRI
HEEL MARETAEGRMNS>FRE; Q)ABAL IRESEABREL I E S FREZN
RFNER, A REESFREZE FMREE; () RARAT TZ PR, Bkkit, 4
TRk, BROLAREL IS FREGTMNERERE;boh, O L AR L U5
FEASIFATRMNERALEEE, 8B FTHFAENE AT, IHRCEENTRAIMS

"i%jﬁ;‘%/ﬁl\{é—o

KB LW = RAE A AL S ;0 F R Al £ 54

E 4y 225 :B848 LHRFRINAG A
1 5|5

X F AR A, JCHUR R 2 A KU, A
R —ERIBE R R 2% WA (Shulman & Connolly,
2013) X B R RATAMEAR A EARE W, #Ha1
RS DA 32 BT I T B 40, AT H B — R 51 3 R
AR BYREAR, G5 B £ I8 I AR 4E PN AL 5] R ( Field
et al. ,2009; Davila,2008) , Jf B X T-4E AR,
TR R A DI S S K ], R R B
M (Shulman S et al. ,2017) . B, 0 FRER
FE R LA SRR FEHAFRAAESR
-8

4 T-9555 (break — up distress) RIRTELE IR 8
KRG, AP FERARE, FEAEMAR R
PRI BRI PR BRI U, DL SRR SR
FELERIVE S 517 M ( Field et al. ,2009 ; Bo-
elen & Reijntjes,2009 ; Field,2011) , 5% /rF1E4E
R P ORAR I E UL ARG S . — T [ B B 5
BRI, KPR BEZR=0Z M ASEHE
ZR B3 (Monroe et al. ,1999) . L |, &0
HL A R, A&y Tl R E AR &
FERERI MR JF H X B 4 o i 7] 3R 0 B 18]
HE Z R (Wrape et al. ,2016) o 3% KRB
INARFERANOCHERRASEENHTMHERZ
—, FH LA B AL 52 R = AR AR K 1 ( Shulman
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& Connolly,2013) , B Itb, & R4 — AR A
ARG Z B0 TR B TH 5 SR AT i 2
L. AR LI, A% K RFeLEa A MERD
B AHE A DA R T T IH A X S 2 v]
BES 498 i B9 4B O R & ( Palacio et al. ,2017;
Tashiro & Frazier,2003) . TERBELRT R T, AMHE
R AT A b T I A AR AR B (R 06 RSB, LA AE
KEP MGG WAT A F7 2 (Jones & Paulhus,
2010) , SERTBFSE & BL, 5 A 42 04 B T 1H AR i
fEREEAE TGS, R A 5 m B TR A R
(Tashiro & Frazier,2003), B#i#h, FE M1 LN E
I = IRAIE 3% Fh Bkt o A A& R, 7 L 2 0 T 1) T
HEJIAB T 1% 4 K 1L [ & B 7 ( Veselka et al.
2012) o R, B9 AT 22 1 o P R I = R AIE S Tl
7872 5K R ZG BY R L, AN K A BRSBTS
HERERERIER AT o

SR =HRAE (Dark Triad ) 2 — R b 25 A#A?
B, tE AR B 3 X AR RA S . AR
45 3 S0, HARRE R B A A A AR DK
& B AN A FHE 5 5 FOm 25 B RFE 2 TR TG
& 5 =2 R B0 LA X 1 8) (Jones & Paulhus, 2014 ;
Walker & Jackson,2017 ;Johnson et al. ,2019) , fEA
BrRoc & o, o R IR AR AR E ) THR A
B, ALABRI 3R BB & #4524 H B ( Birkas et al. ,
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2018) , XY I RS (Jones & Paulhus,
2014) KL AE TR BB S BRAE N ER S E S TF BT
BRI AEREE RARIT N, (HEX TR =K
IE S5 TRERFR VIR SR — 240
Chen %§(2016) £ 5 A8 AN By FEHEAE 1 3= L 547 F
I v Z RIFETE A, TS MR A 5 0 Tk
A KF ;Brewer S5 (2017) I RO, S EMAEH F
SOEAREBI 2ot T/ s AR M Z G W5 R 3L,
L ECRAE B SCROE MRS 5 20 F o 2 EA R,
T B85 70 T8 & A X & (Sarah et al. ,2018),
HET, &M T R =BRAE 5 20 F o R R AP
FE—BWGEIL. ET LR, RITANAELE
IR R =KL S 0 TR ZE X R, LIE
EFHEETFEZA.

SMHEA 2 2 F5 ( perceived social support ) &M
et SAE IR S EIRK A AW B E R AR
BRI AR TR, 2 — b E WA 5 3% (Haber et al.
2007) . WIEH SRR, & ZFeA A
FHEFMARIFE SRR, T B EHER. AR
PHERR, WA AR RS 4, B BT B0 R
( Davidson & Adams,2013) . WF5T B £ 0F SL4R4E 4+
SX R SHERBRZAES, AR B B R R
E AR C (K £k, 2016 15 37 & %, 20185 R A,
2016) o MMRFARSREIFE —E R LS50 8i4E
12 45K (Kadir et al. ,2017) , & B =BT A
PR F I AL 22 B AR RE IR, A AT AN ) F S5 et A
He5 B UT APRIE % (Jonason & Virgil ,2018) , A 5
BB RSCRE A BR , 33X — s 7E AR e 8 43
B S LR SRB MRS DI E R L 2 B E N
AR, HES B EAX(EHH,2019) . Hik, %
TG PR S =R, U R RO M S S SRR 4
B YUAMEH T RABESHE & SR S B3R &
B I o

ZRA DMERRSE , AT ] BB A — T A A
F— OB S — 0 TR R R B .
WA, B & FE ] R R =HRIE o T
e B RRNMRETE, BT, EBURE =1
TEAE ARG A&, 5 5 G = BRIE 540 R v B R
RIS SRR RS TR
KA PMER

SR IR P B 25 R BRI SOk IR
(Semenyna & Honey, 2015 ; Bk H 4£8,2015; 5 T
15,2019) . BAEHA W B —KIEK FBES TL
P, I BRI A DR B 3 B SEET
HZEIMRRFENFEEER, EEXRRP, HR
% = IRAE 53 1 FER AR A AP AR Z T

7 (Jonason & Kavanagh,2010) , {th{] 58 /B AR 2y
RMFIZS, HARREL 5,

WESTIEM RN WEE < FHERNmNR, 5%
PR EREAUE L (B2 EARZE R IR RS — 2L
RE, LA Tfa B BB BRI L
(Morris et al. ,2015) , F HZ B W HhES T B
(Shulman et al. ,2017) , 1 E M L HEELSFE L Z
RAGSHEEE I, B 5 w0 7 M1 Bk
By H 2 52 I, Patricia (1996) iA iy, B F 5 PEFE
WREXRTAE LSRR KT LS
JEABATTESC R ES R & b Lo M8 32 0 2 IR o
Carter 4 (2018 ) WP WIE X o, L AR E R R
HRE R E E Z RS, 18 B
Shimek %5 (2014 ) A R X F BLA 7T BB & B T4k &3¢
FER LR BRI, AT B 5 R B Lot e 5B P15 3
F 2t 430k, MR ZHEHEROR At T 5B PR
asr . BHESLEAEN SRR TR AN
GTHHETEZR(XBE, BAHE,2010), 55
PER LG, 2o PRl B R B M & 308 A B RE N
FEE SRS, T T AR AR A TS L3R B £
IS B, SR RIFEZ AL o

DMERF SRR T £ SR 4E B 3= U4 T
I 1 2 B) B T VR T (Geng et al. ,2022) , 7E55 1
TR, TR B 32 SO0 43 TF-98 75 11 1E ) BUAE
FAW 2 (AR RS, ERARE . ZE3H
EMRBEABERAERZR, RERERO AR
PR VB - PR R A TR S =R AE 043 T v 2 [l AE 1A
THER . BN PR R, Tttt &SR A e 5 2
F(XIBe, B ,2010) , ML T B, ZHEMSHE
HEXZFRKPER . ST RE AR ET &
SRS BAE A (1E L85, 2019) , 5l 2= 7]
RES RO —3U N o PRI, 4 71 W REAE DB G = IKAE
MG SR Z MR TTE- .
2 MRAE
2.1 HRA%Z

SRR BRI s, 3 2 2 i B K 5
EANANET S THERKEE, RS
1000 4y, fe ¢ [HSCR 3R 45 869 iy, 17478 25 Bl
%4 86.9% , WHEHME 531 A, Lo 338 A5 K—
318 A, K408 A, K= 143 A A&H 482 A, IRTH
322 N LIRAK 52 A oA 13 A oA #EVE 16 ~
25 #2084 19.48(SD =1.15) %,
2.2 MR LTAE
2.2.1 HBE=BKIIEX

O AN F 3 R E (2012) BT
ILETEYE B £ YA K2 F (Machiavellianism Person-
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ality Scale,MPS) , 355 16 4T H , 4 A FIEAEA
AR RS R A 4 N ERE, I RE K
SR BHMARSHAS” M AR T &2 R
B —MRGFHARE” . BFRFM S ¥ 0, 1 R
AR5 RHHEF FE, ool RPN S
Y F SR . AR T, ZER K Cron-
bach’s o ZRHH 0. 866,

OFEHRAS B BPAH 3 (2017 ) S SCFRAE P
& H PEE % (Levenson Self — Report Psychopathy
Scale, LSRP) | & BizAE M A A, 227 26 T
H, 4 ARG MRS RSO MRS PN R .
“REZRGMAFTRESL” BRI T LR
PUEFRPR SR L . BRFA 4 5iFa,1
HERAFE,4 hEeFE. 45BE RS
MRS KBS, EARR T, ZERD Cron-
bach’s o ¥4 0. 891,

@ H A AR A £ 5 (2008) 1T 1 B 2%
AH 5% ( Narcissistic Personality Inventory , NPI) , L
16 M H , EREH AL, BITERAHH Hik
BRMAGHODH—1. W A RMERMBLT, WA
B NERRERT” 5B, AN 4T, IR A
SRRBEIN” . EEE A IS 1 40, %8 B Aidsr. 4
BosE AR B AK Pl  TEA S R ER
[#] Cronbach’s oo Z%N 0. 808,

2.2.2 GEHSIIFER

AL IR AL 25 X FF Y E B3R ( Perceived
Social Support Scale, PSSS) Jll & K24 By S4B 41 4
XFROEMA %,1999) 3 2 AT EAN, BH#FE=
MYERE KR MR SR FEAN S R, W0 ETR
B IR AR AR BE RIS B L BV RIS VTR
REAEEDTEREEA (TR EBRFF)XRLER
PREIE” . BRFHT Rk, 1 AZEARE,T
Vb AL G T AW A i e
KPR TEARFS D, IZERA Cronbach’s a R
¥4 0.973,

2.2.3 TREREK
ABFFE R Field 45 (2009 ) g ] B 70 FF o &

%% ( Breakup Distress Scale, BDS) , 3t 16 T H , 40

“WRBEERDAN,EHERE R RTHRMA
BIEHZIERROERL” . BFRRA 4 S50, 1 B
— AR 4 FRsE R, B0 e R BV R
W5 R AR . ZEARBR P, R EFK N Cron-
bach’s o BN 0.977, AWFFEX; 0T E B Rt
13T RIEABAT, o i O 2 T b 22 0 S B R
X, FEPTHE U BRYIE R SURER; FH 2 4
JOE L BT E R, i BB EiE R A
BAMIER R, [ SPSS 21.0 ., Amos 21.0 X}i%
BRAITHERN BIEER E 947 (EFA CFA) , 4
RENZERWEIERL, HS5REREWHR:
—#(GFI =0. 935, AGFI =0. 915, NFI = 0. 958 , RM-
SEA =0.048 */df=1.792) ,
2.3 HBEKEL M
AR T T ERA R E AR RS
7 ESHR B R R e T e , e gt ™
G| P S | R 71 R 110 e = v WL 7 = <
FHAEM ¥R NS TR, BIRbBEEH
SPSS 20.0 J% Hayes %l [f) PROCESS #2154
Mrfss,

3 BREHH
3.1 RAR7kphEZEE

AR R EHEER, N REa A F
Pzs. MR R S (2004) @0, AWFF R A
Harman 55K 50 % AT A BUTBE A G, &2 B H
BAMEFFEERT 1, R FHRBRALER
K 19.92% , /NFRRYE 40% |, LA A 7E
WIEFEHE R
3.2 HMREEHAESN

FetERR BBV E, 5B =B AR
SERE AFREENTHERS . SRER, %S
OEMBAEREEL HHRS A o TFREYEE
IEARSE, S4B 2 SR B3 AR SUiE A & S d
S EBEREE B X MRS B E A, 5 87
KARE ;A TRES -MBRBABERYEETE
I, 54U & e B E TG

®1 BETEMRERESITREXSH

m s 1 2 3 4 5
1 5] — — —
2 DA B 3 39.24 9.91 0.09"* —
3 KRS 53.85 10.35 0.18"*  0.66** —
4 (s 4.69 3.60 0.07* 0.08" 0.14%" —
5 B EF 59.90 14.50  -0.16*" -0.20*" -0.38"" -0.01 —
6 S FE 26.21 11.69 0.29°* 0.18**  0.30"" 0.07* -0.17"*

B0 1,200 0, 5 A AR B B A N R —FUAHEE, "p <0.05,7 " p <0.01, F [,
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HRIFR B BRI 5 48 (2014) By, B 9e
SPSS ZZ#2 /¥ PROCESS 17l 4 Xf /ARG IG . H
TFHABSOEA S TR BE, IR RS
FEMEAE B L MRS 54 TR E R,
3.3.1 HFEdEE & 550w OB S50k
Y AR A B A T

SR BN, DR AR B i ) B AT AR
eFH,a= -0.30,SE =0.05,p <0. 001 ; X4 T %
MeZE B 32 SCRIIAE #L & e IR i A B 7 FR A,
T2 B 3 YB3 IE [a) O 4 FoR 7, ¢’ =0. 18,
SE =0.04,p <0. 001 ; 450 H5 1 2 =7 ¢ 4 28 47 1) T 43
FHEE,b=-0.11,SE =0.03,p <0. 001, Bootstrap
FILGERER B SRS ERER LS
DFEREZEBEHPANERHEZE, ab =0. 03, Boot SE
=0.01,95% [ BE(E XA }[0.01,0.06], HA3K
N (5 SR B LB R ab/ (ab +¢') =15.92%

-0.30" -on*

EEZEZ’EEI/% 018" *| AFEE

Bl GFHEXHFEDIEREEEN
55 FHEE RN E
3.3.2 MEHRES ST SUEAL &3 T
BTG B
SRR, R A 3 O B SRR A 32

Fi,a= —0.54,SE =0.04,p <0. 001 ; 24K 455 75 A0
GAEAT 23 SCRp RIS 3 8105 7 R, G P 2 k3
E AR ¢’ =0.31,SE =0. 04, P <0. 001 ;
GHEAL SR BF N T 4,6 = -0.05,
SE =0.03,p >0. 05, Bootstrap J5 145 R F B, 4T 15
A REBHIRSE S TRE ZEIN B ERA
B2 ab=0.03,Boot SE =0.02,95% [ E(Z X 1] K
[ -0.01,0.07],

-0.54 _0.05

B2 GfEHSHERNRSSSFREE R A E

3.3.3 FRTH MRS K

WA 4 R AR AW, SR S SRR 2
FEAE B 50 FR & Z HE A B2, T
MRS S TR ZE BRI EE . R
FARERL 8 K g e DA 50 TREZ
BEIATER NPT RETRS, TR 1 KRR
HRTEAE B 32 SO U AL 2 SR BB A T B 51
BIRTTE I, O AR 2 A Sh R R A B 3 S U AL &
SCREAS 3R TR R A R T AR A o )
B, X R HEAT HE AR R AL B, %o HA 4 20 B HEAT
PRUEALAEEE . Z52R B, Th B B o SO G AL
S SCRP BTSSR , ELA ] BT 5 2505 S 3 5
At &SR o TR I IINAE A B3, B S
ChEEREAEH T R EI B E (&K 2) .

K2 DEBEART NS FREHAEATHHMREEE

FH1 w2
(bR FHEHE &3 ER) (BRI IR
B SE t B SE t
e —0.28*" 0.07 -4.15 0.55*" 0.07 -8.29
TR B L -0.30"* 0.06 -5.48 0.03 0.05 0.62
PR x DEBEEEL 0.18" 0.07 2.55 0.15* 0.07 2.30
Tt 2 H -0.11** 0.03 -3.29
R 0.07 0.12
F 21.03** 30.83""

GEH 2R
-030"

3 ARV HEE

S SN S U0 BV SR B B B g S5 4y
P AR A A TR, 15 Rk SR A
PR, AT O ] (18] 4181 5) o SRR, X
Foobk, AR B SO 4G AL 4 S H A £ 1)
MAYE A B (Bympe = —0.30,2=5.48,p <0.001) , %}
T, DEHELE B 9 SO0 A A 4 S 10 £ 1) i
A D35 (Buimpie = —0. 13,0 =3.14,p <0. 0L, B,
1 —0.30 350N - 0. 13) s X T Ao, SRR L
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SO TR A IE 1) BUAE S 2 (Bange =0- 03,2
=0.62,p >0.05) , % T 5 ¥, SRR B 5 SO a1
FE9 v B I 18] FOUAE 3 9 (Boipre =0- 19,2 =4.71,
p <0.001,8,,., /1 0.03 #4584 0. 19)
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ES MREDERSET IS FHEEZENEY R

4 itig

LKL MR ML Z BRI EWMEE, 2T
Gie SR P Sty e e N S 1 B s
A (5K & ,2008) . AW T B =BRAE, £
PR E AR B 3 SO TR0 o Z B B 26 B I AR
Fo e MR . BASRUL, SUEA & SRR
L RUREAE B 3 SORN 4 TR0 0 Z ) R 4 AR,
B 5B R 2 B 3 SO SRR AL S SCRF R e 4
W, HIGR T MR R 2R, B 5
i, SRR B 32 R 408 0 B T AR I R
I MiFE A, S BLA 2 B 2 SO A AL
SEFFTIE M B E . IR 2GR EK
KEELHTWMI/ER —ESEME.
4.1 ZHBEZBRESHSTFRE

SRR, R =HRAE S 0 TR P& X,
X5ZHHREAR —E —F 1 (Chen et al. ,2016;
Sarah et al. ,2018) , 45 WS =BXIE A R BTG
FRHE  HJR A B9 &k B i R IS = BRAE MR Sk
W 2 WY, IR MAR S (A IE,
2019) . XK B =BRAEMA O E BRI A 0
R 2 F#0 2N S8 M. Endtss

I, T B BE ZIRAE AN A WAk, AE B AE X
Broe £ 3R BUH 25 ( Birkas et al. ,2018) , 4R — H.
B RA BRI AT B B # AT, 0 F 5 MR
Y JRAN T BB FEAMBATT B B AR . Sarah £5(2018)
IR F e piRs 5 S AR B M2
1t BZ—— BT R B R S, 7T BE 2 st DR v
AR ET, EIER B B Ak, BiE=
IRAE H BHRRIE T BOHAE A BR o 2 o R &, A7)
A REFHE A BRRATF AL TN R R o — 7 TH = AR I =
IRIEMEA R ESTF A B SRR R, B —F |
AT X B R Hh SRR R A BE DR i s S A 26
RGBS, DAERE , = — R IR 4 .
4.2 HEARXFHFTIEA

B9 R BT 4L & S P 7E AL A B 32 SRy
TREZEETZ 2PN IER, SRR L2
T FEAL SRR TR . 7R H AT
b DAL AE B SR IR RS RE , ]
BN B AR /R ( Geng et al. ,2017; Syrina et
al. ,2013) , AR TEAFHNEER T SEHEZH
5 IR FE VS 55 4 PR IE (Veselka et al. ,2012; Szijjarto
& Bereczke,2015) . Jonason % (2015) R ¥l &3k
AEAE B 3 AR A A AR AY AlAT] AT BRI
ANBRR R BRI REA B Bt 237 REE TR
RIBEMNT 4. KRR SR RARBEAH AL
TR A1 26 R B TR A 0 AL 2 1 1R (XU 8%, 7
BE,2010) , TSRS WH (2020) WF 55 & B D B A 4E 1 3=
X E5TEA SRR EAMX ., XRAS DR
# B 3 UAMARTEARTE AL TR & SR RES , lif]
DR SR, R R A 4 A
AAE THT I T AR 1 28 B HI A AT BB D AP RS Bl
B X 1A E R TRE
4.3 PR ERF

SERRAP A BRI 2= 5, B RS,
LR B 42 SO0 4 0 O IO AR I SE B 2
A CPERE AR, TR 4 B 2 SO B+ & 0k
T B 2, BIFSRESE , TR 4 1 =
BAEMHNER, I HB MRS BE & Tt (Males-
za & Ostaszewski,2016) , X AJ fE 8 T &5 MK
rh, SRR B 32 SCAT LATE B RO R
H4fE Shimek 4(2014) WF5E & 9, KL 53 T8, 1t
fIEeRE I B B IZ XFRRGE TR OB G E
KBTI Z , T B HERMKEE RS R, AT TR
anfa i UEME S . R, AR R, T
Y B 3 SO B AL S SRR B4R F S b 2, B
REIX GHENA At SR B AR
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URER AN/ ES, AT DU ST b Aok [R) &, T B B R
N PEFRHE R (Bellman et al. ,2010)
4.4 ZEEBF

AR, “TLHRE” WHE 7R HF L Rk—%7
SR SR B AR, 0 TR B
ARAEYR ., AR T BB 2SR B AT
B SORN 3 T-98 5 8] 1y w4 A R S MR I R 1 )
T, ZEREA B ERER. 8BS
FER ARG A T AR B AL S S
W TR MR R . RRIATAE S TAHIRE
5 Vet , AT AL 0 58 A At 2 SRR 46 LR
ST B . HAh, T R =
HRAE 53 MR R BRI S . DR, B2 T B AR B
LRI SRR, B0 T e TR R i, LA
HAES A 3R15 38 B R
5 HRARERE

AR AFAE—E R R  Ho— AR R LR
THRMENTX, 2B T ARMERREF W
o LHREART AEFET, BRI FK
HBhUE] T RR o ARSRMITST AT DA A ¥ Wi 1 O
2, W IR) 4 TR S A0 o e W TG ri, O R S A B
PRI, XA B Tt S EEEE R, H T,
MRARFEHFNER BT R BE R ME
15 T 5 A (Jonason et al. ,2009) , ffiT&7ER
W] TR T — BN , X T B IR Ah Z B 2 T
F IR o
6 &g

25 LR, ATFRARBI LT 458 (1) SR HEYE
B3 S R MRS T LA IE [ F00 20 T w5 (2) BitE
AT IE DR L TR E Z EES I
YER, (3) AR T b A B BY 1) B 4 B 12 ST
AR, B UL, AH HL T 2ok, 5B Pk i S R 4
B SO A TR I VR PR s Rl A G T
B, Lotk B AR AR B 32 SO A4 A S SRR TR
AR B I 22

S E 3k

XA XBFIK, ALK, BIEIE, EEA. (2017) . LG
HIRE BEERN EFEHE 0B &2 5500
[ D B2 e 25(4) 659 - 661.

L&, THT, TH#. (2018) . AAEH AT AIGEL & X
RERFERERBWRERSMNEEVIES. FEEKL
2 geE 26(2),391 —395.

BORE, PV, BIE L, RO AE , BRERAL. (2015). BEE =
#5AABREZBAERER. BB ZKENE TR
SCARBIRS S P I RO B2 2 ,23(2) ,246 - 250.

SRS, B, BR/NE. (2012) . BECHELE R AR RR
HIME BRI TR FER (BEREMR) ,34(4) ,68
-70.

XIbe, BAEE. (2010). #k o2 323 S Hoxr 0 B4 i 19 7 A AL
. BEFFFE ,3(1) ,3 - 8.

RE. (2016) . i LB AT STEH SN R 48

Ry (B0 30) - M RIS, I AR EE.

EIFFE. (2008) . A% BANFEXT B B F V15 R 0 #
M FZE (BR300 30) - BRPGIITE R, TI%.

EMAR, ERAR, 5L (1999) . 0B D AETFEERFA. AL
B ELOHE A Je L AR
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DBERIEREE ,22(5) ,731 -745.
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Bk ,(36) ,91 —92.
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L, 5.
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The Effect of Parental Marital Quality on Elementary Students’ Academic
Efficacy ;. The Longitudinal Mediation of Family Adaptability and Cohesion

He Xiaohe'?

(1. Institute of Psychology,Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100101 ;
2. Department of Psychology,University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049 )

Abstract ; To explore the influence of parental marital quality on elementary students’ academic self — efficacy ,and the mediating effect
of Family Cohesion and Adaptability( FCA). A nine — month longitudinal tracking study was adopted. 625 elementary students in four
cities were investigated three times by the questionnaires of Olson Enrich Marital Inventory( ENRICH) , Family Adaptability and Cohe-
sion Evaluation Scales( FACES I ) and academic self — efficacy scale. The results showed that; (1) The interaction of parental marital
quality and FAC is significant. (2 ) The parental marital quality of the first round affects the FAC of the second round,and then affect
the elementary students’ academic efficacy of the third round. The cross — lag analysis verified that the FAC plays a mediating role be-
tween parents’ marital quality and elementary students’ academic efficacy.

Key words ; marital quality;academic efficacy;family cohesion and adaptability ; cross — lag; mediating effect
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The Relationship Between Dark Triad and Break — up Distress:
The Mediating Effect of Perceived Social Support and Its Gender Difference

Geng Yaoguo'*, Jin Wenjing' ,Zhan Tingting' ,Zhang Yuwei®,Shi Yibo® ,Hu Wanying’ ,Shi Liping’ , Yu Jiejing*
(1. School of Marxism ,Zhengzhou University , Zhengzhou 450001 ;2. School of Education ,Zhengzhou University ,Zhengzhou 450001 ;
3. Department of Psychology ,Fudan University, Shanghai 200433 ;

4. School of Philosophy and Sociology, Jilin University , Changchun 130015)

Abstract . To intervene the negative emotions caused by breakup is the key work of psychological counseling in colleges. In this study,
869 college students were investigated by questionnaire to investigate the influence mechanism of Dark Triad on break — up distress and
gender differences. The results revealed that ; ( 1) Machiavellianism and psychopathy can positively predicted break — up distress; (2) the
relationship between Machiavellianism and break — up distress was mediated by perceived social support,but there is no significant me-
diating role between psychopathy and break — up distress; (3 ) gender moderated the mediating model. Specifically ,compared with boys,
the effect of Machiavellianism on perceived social support was stronger for girls, while the effect of Machiavellianism on break — up dis-
tress was stronger for boys than girls. This study revealed the influencing factors of break — up distress,which is helpful to the interven-
tion of psychological crisis in colleges.

Key words; Dark Triad; perceived social support;break — up distress ; gender difference



