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B3 38 B O MRTEREE IR 5T T 7 A8
i (JRAIR . WAEAEI ) HiSEM (FFa40.
AR BA =M EIRES) (Amabile, 1983; Runco
& Jaeger, 2012; Sternberg & Lubart, 1999 ) . A1 & /1
A HPAWETH (dark sides ) , FEARI AL ZAE T

( malevolent creativity ) , 745 1 i £ B 8
FEEOFEMA (FAC. A20RFS) MG,
WA HE GO AR . R IR A T R
ZAEYSESE (A . Cropley, 2010; D. H. Cropley et al.,
2008 ) o SEEANE R AAATE T Ru TR 2L ize
A At s, HXE AT 0 R 4 A S
S EIROps e R Ly R N .Jﬂ: TEJ/T
S R A3 T B AR R R S AR IBLE, i
PRFREUEHI 550 5 @'Jj_jj{*’*ffliﬂﬁﬁxﬂl%mﬁ%d
Ak, XEAEFEENHSEX

I LE S A AR WS s T

R A T G B T R R

UG 252 AP A& B RHBEIT 51 & AT X A5k
VIR 4, S —Fh rm%@%f“ SR TS5 Baas
et al., 2008; Novaco, 2017 ) . &G 25 0] RE &5
WEEAE I EERE, Ij\lu BERETTARE
Kl HiR & mFEmA (8Ac . dg8itss)
MU IE BB E AN %17 (Anderson
& Bushman, 2002 ) . f5E—HBFFEIEN], FEA IR
1B REMS IR AR R R, RAHMEZ M
A A I 55 TS 28 % uﬁJijE s, HN
B M R e B rh A T TR 4 0 % A
TR (REEAE , 2021) o X—HF5EHR, 165%
A 5 0 PN B o e T R 1A NG 2 5 il o
TIRIWG S AR . XTIk A2, AR
W ey M R R 3 ] R 25 2 A A Y
NI RS (R ) | b MABRIEIH S 72
SERPNATRIRS 5 S AnARNG g CAnalEtEagE ) |
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B MA R BEPEZR L (Baas et al., 2008; F%i
45 2021; Lang, 1995; Russell, 2003 ) . HAWIEHE H
AN 25 23 WS T2 118 S 4% (Gilet & Jallais,
2011) , 1) {2 s M2 B FASMRIEA )8 S
WEAS RN HR R, (U s HkSs, dEmde Tt
)&% F M (Friedman & Forster, 2010 ) . T HNRIL
ditk A, BRI A BRIGT MK T RE S R0
= A3 1 £ M (Harris & Reiter-Palmon, 2015 ) , i
PHLR N 2 5 Bl MK AP R R &R (Anderson et
al., 1996; Roseman et al., 1994 ) , AEHSIE [ T4
B Ris (Molho et al., 2017) o IS TS
TGO (s AR T ) 30
B iy oo s L= NN TR 7+ e NS v v S

( Anderson & Bushman, 2002 ) , ffi4~MAHE {5 ] T4
REAGEEMM A (BEGSE, 2021) , Sk
AR AN TR

A, WA SRR A

Ml A\ Churting ) . 38R A (lying ) FI4E 551t A ( playing
trick ) =71 (Hao et al,, 2016 ) o %A IFEA[H]
FESS A RATIESE, AR . R BT E A

( Khorakian et al., 2020; Meshkova et al., 2018 ) . 15
TN EHE A ATE B RS U IR T
X, BoErEMASGE B CEANEA; TR A
FeAMATE A BT . B RIS T, R
LU DN SR E R TP %7 S | TR s (DN (i N
HREHR AR . B LB R 2, B
b NEGLE A CEAMRA], FEESE A (2021) FEAR
ARV e ORI =N AR S: e S V=2 | N
TSN, R4, B =2 A)iE R
(RS S HAE PG A5 B — Sk ? X 2—"1 A
B EUHTA FBIFFE IR0, R GEIZ ) ] X A8 1
25 5 A3 7 1R] G AR Y T A T P

i b, AHPRRE TR 4N 3 206

B T R E BRI SUERIE L TR n]
(1)L 3 2 A T RIA BRI 7

(2) iRl gE sz 3 JER B R MRIE IR
SRR FEREEGSE N (2021) BYBFSEH, AR
PRI RE | SN B AR G A VR T 28 0T R
TR 28w MR BE . AR i 2. itk —20
Ko B US4 B, i ST 4 el 7K P52 T
WRAE TR, AR A e | sk
W REAE 2 VE AR I 2 0 B[R, st —4
H PR 2875 R AR N UG 2 i P PR 2 X IR A

5T 38 I A AR IMCATE 5573015 K 2 45238035 it
RAG LMY, IRl EHTE S (HRCS)
BRI G . B2 E T LB e 3 R
BIEE ST (REFPZERIAS 1 AY) |, SERUR A2 iR
55 RN WG 25 B VT3 DAPTAL P B e ol P R 28 e
B, 58 — R YIRHE AR R PP, (an
—MAE PR RE . MR ALE e M H H K
A o BEAT EE R 3 AZIE G E
A& RIS, TR UG 2 st N
BT P G 28 g S ) 3 ol A ) R
SEERRIT (1) UG et 3 ol sl
JIRM, MRMEAE A2y, (1) WERIGEMERE
LG R A TR 50T 3 ROl R 1 R Y
Mo B O RAF AR AR R 2 AR SE B A P2 B
oettifE (HitHiES . HR 193-2018)
2 Fik
21 ik

A58 F| FH G*power 3.1 ( Faul et al., 2007 ) i
i FERIEF 95% K40l J1 (Power ) Frds LI
i, WOVE KN (effect size ) M 0.4, ZERRHIIT
SRRy 102, B, ABFEEARSE 108 #3214
Hrh Lt 84 N, B3 24 N4 M =20.30, SD=2.18
) o A Z iR E A IEAL 1%, B A R,
BIABES S5, IS ol 54045 25 Joie
108 24 32 A E W BT 1 0 A A . RME A Th VRIS
g kAL, PR ELEIAE 3 AR (Rl Lo tEr
28 N, BHE¥IRHS A, H36 N) .
22 SRS HTH
221 EEANE TS

R E A J14E55 (malevolent creativity task,
MCT) PG AR PR E A TR AT 55204 A
PRSI ] ( realistic presented problem ) , ERA™
(AR T — T TSP 30 S ) U T i 2 b 5B 8 L%
BT (Agnoli et al., 2016; F£Fi45 , 2021; Hao
etal., 2020; Runco et al., 2016 ) , ZARKWFFEH A MCT 14
O EMA . IR RS 3 28, ZRAZI
FAES A INAELR T 1 Sk T B A A Mo i ik
TR, oA BRI (1)
PrEMAMCT:  “/NRAE R ke bl i e 3, JF
FOMEROME . TR T REZ HUE S B I, TEXTFAE
IR ZATEINZ . 7 (2) B A MCT:  “2%
Begh BTl & T — B i, H/ X S BT
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7L T o R AL B FHF L, LA
HUl IR ok, 7 (3) 57 MCT:  “/NERH N
PR pIEH, N TRARS. HREE
ZH I, B A R E R 7 R
MIFBH, 3AMMESAEMERE . JE57 . BAKE., A%
JE o2 . AT s (fluency ) |
B A PE (originality ) F14%5 5 1 (harmfulness ) 3 />
FEPRITAT R AE 1R (F5R% , 2021; Runco &
Acar, 2012; Runco & Pritzker, 1999 ) . Ji#gthts M
A A RO S B . BT IR e,
A WS B B — AR R, 55, 2 AEaE It
[ A A i A L 1) [R) S i)l HA A ) 2
SRS (A E R SR SRS ). e, AR
— WS ARSI A R BT, X A B v
ATy . BRI S, MBS <1%, 1%-5%,
8¢ >5% WAL, A 5BIRAE 2. 1 10 43 (Hao et al,
2017; Runco etal., 2016 ) o LAEERAAMAETA LS A5
FER o SRR N R LS 4. i e
R FEERR R, 5 A E 45 H S WA 1
FEVEIEAT 5 . MBS BT E — O E R AL
Gl 85, 7. 76, BAWLAMLEFEMER NS
AV P E . ARSI W 1405 5
PEAF I EAE N R A AR 57
222 WRBGETAES

i FH P - AL 3R 55 D0 S P B e P KO (A i
PHAE 2006 ) o AT LA 25 Mk, B NMRIKH
1ANEIE (hn, %) F 3 A HEFRFAR. 3 NHs
ok T S A e RS (A, 2R .
HPEIRE (i, # ) AR (e GRS ) i

TSR, QSRR 5 000 - 4 R P 1)
W EPRT, 1214, HABAIE 0 5y SIS,
AR N B KR
22.3 LB RIS

K FABAR T AT 555 R 25155 K AT 55 ( Brewer
et al., 1980; FEHmas , 2021 ) . iRk / RUEE LS LT
SERFIBUTR . “UHAE S orBhETRIPY, A2 B L
RIS T4 / BRI 21, IR AT 2k Sl AR A
BARAETZ, ARG R A S T S & A R
MBI AEE, DAY a7 s g5 k&
HESS(IEGIES BRZAE TR R — R0 H AR,
FEREWT . “UETE S Zr Bt E N, M2 B el
AR HE, KRR EFAS N — RN
M HAE, 7
2.2.4 KRB KT 55

fif AU 5T 25 2% ( Positive and negative
affect schedule, PANAS ) TFALMAR) 10 Rl 24 /K

( Bradley & Lang, 1994; Watson et al., 1988 ) . ~{&

T BT 10 FVIE LR IEAT 9 1P (110F% “—
AR, 9fRER “HEET ) o [T FWIEL AT
3 ( Self-assessment Manikin, SAM ) LA
ZE 6% A2 B ( Bradley & Lang, 1994) . M&
2 B S IEE RN (1ER B, 9fR
*®RIRLT ) FIMEEEE (1f85R “IRFEERT , 9fXR
xCIREEh” ) #47 9 M.
2.2.5 FEifiAR i

fEFAIE 147 M5 3% (Runco ideational behavior
scale, RIBS ) PFALMATE H Az 16 H 19135 AT R
fiitr] (Runco etal., 2001 ) o MATTEXT 19 4 H A

Brel: HERTMHB

e L T B

L ERESE A FELR (SAM)

2. Btk SR &R (PANAS)
(I 3 min)

BrEe2: WEFRIB

A, AR M52 5
R SER— A B ALK
12AL55, LSRN L1 25

(B 5 min)

MrEe3: 15%EHB

T L PR,

L MG ETER (SAM)

2. Btk 5 iH S &R (PANAS)
(I 3 min)

i

B4 BREAENESHB

SHFERMIE . HIRAIH TR

BrEe5: A REE R B

3YL T3 39 58 J A i 2L A 55

MrEts: EHIEENERB
e L T &

LB =% (BPAQ)
2.Runcof &ATHER (RIBS)

SR REAE TS K — DA £ P B o M 7K 3R AIE AT N ER (MCBS)
(K 15 min) (K& 2 min) (I 3 min)
1 LWRER
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AT 5 PE (AR5 H Cronbach's @ = .82 ) o
OIS R — RS BB R

PG EAE 117 3R (Malevolent creativity
behavior scale, MCBS ) P4k /A ) 35 2 A i P4 7>
fiitla) (Hao et al, 2016) o AMATEZXF 13 4~ 4% H il
AT 5 B (AWF5EH Cronbach's @ =.86) &
S R R B A E PR R

15 i Buss-Perry i 3% ( Buss-Perry aggression
questionnaire, BPAQ ) DAk M H H RS T Y Beati 1

(Buss & Perry, 1992) o MATTEXF 22 >4 FHfifiid ik

15 Py (AWF5EH Cronbach's o = .82) o J34uk
RSB
2.3 Y

Z k#5845 RS HT DU (SAM I
PANAS) . $4, iRk, MBI MEG a5 LT

BSE AN TG A RAT S5, B S IBA &)
ZARF TERUBLARASFM ( SAM FPANAS ) o T,
ZARHE B SME IEE . IR A ST:
N 3 FEEEALE SRS 1A, MRS 5 55
B, FAESRA AT, SEI N SR B A 0kl
HNES, ISR s SO T R 24T
wa, ZilE SR -4LiRA T 55 LA & BPAQ. RIBS
A MCBS (W& 1)

3 #HR

3.1 R IEBPRL:

KRG A R IR, RIS 3 415218
AR LTS DA 3 BEATICXREAS ¢ 4636 SRR
oT808 AT K P 2 v e
L 2 A TS 25 A i DN K 2R T e s 22

F 1 BERAREHHERSIT (M = SD) RESKWER

LR i HI (36) J5 (36) t P

N IeE a7yl SAM 1t 6.06+1.22 4.14+ 1.40 1041 .000
SAM M 436+1.97 5.47 +2.01 -2.60" 013

LS 1.69 = 1.06 4.83+1.80 -10.16"™" .000

AR 1724123 2.08+1.52 -1.33 191

BRI A RN SAM iR 5.97 + 1.44 3.83+1.42 8.58" .000
SAM M 433+1.27 5.53+£2.22 -2.76" .009

LS 2.08+1.61 2.33+191 -.65 1523

AHE 1.75+1.48 4.89+2.10 747" .000

LS ey | SAM i1 EE 5.69 +1.37 550+ 1.48 71 480
SAM M fiE 4724126 439+129 1.34 189

LS 1.92+1.27 1.83 +1.28 37 715

A 1.72+1.26 1.69 +1.35 -.16 875

o p <05, 3R .05 KFRBIE; “p<.01, 308 01 KFRBIE; “p<.001, % 001 KF-BE,

T 4575 % AR MRS I KO 2 v R, B
I R IRV 2 B T K S S R TR I Ak
T R A MG TC B, BARGEHEE R LR
1o FIRZEIRRH, 8RR EA R
32 IHEEXNFIZRALE B ) R

DS L515 K dl o A AR 5, X =28 MCT 19
TAYE R R R R 20T 25500
Box's M ( fiE A\ )=35.38, p<.001; Box's M (&
It N ) =39.76, p <.001; Box's M (#2554t N ) =
2921, p=.006, ZLEHRU S RAS Gy 2256 B
EFER), BAEAE S I 2250, Bk LI
R AN HAS R X =28 MCT ik
BRI E R F VR AT R Ry 22500, JeSCh

B K 50 4E SR 28 Bonferroni J5 AR IE .

I EMA MCT L, 154615 & Xt 3
M E (WK 2A) , F(2,105)=4.17, p= 018,
n, =.07, BEIEEALA (M=8.72, SD=428)
BERTHHEEER LY (M=644, SD=235, p
=.022, Cohen'sd=.66) ; 1HLERIHAMENE
RN R, F(2,105) =628, p=.003, n, =11,
BB LM (M=1331, SD=7.17) BE&ST
RS2 R (M =825, SD =397, p=.002,
Cohen' sd = .87) ; 4615 K& 00 % PR B =R
%, F(2,105) =423, p=.017, n,” =.08, By
FERM (M =295, SD=39) W¥m T
Wk (M=258, SD=.58, p=.021, Cohen'sd=
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75) . BRH (M=271, SD=237; p=.052, Cohen'sd =
TEORAB A MCT I, 2455 A s 3 58) .
&ﬂznﬁ&% (WK 2B) , F(2,105)=17.99, p=.001, TERR T MCT |, 154515 &R i v 3

n,. =.13, WHEHFELE (M=625, SD=2.02;

p <.001, Cohen sd=1.04) FRMENEAEEH (M
=5.72, SD=280; p=.015, Cohen'sd=.64) &
E TS E LN (M =417, SD=198) ; 1§
L5 RN ftfcﬂﬁazxﬁzr“ji'% F (2,105)=28.79, p
<.001, n,’ =.14, BRIEEHE LY (M=8.78, SD
=3.63) ﬁ%gﬂ:r i kA (M =475, SD
=293; p<.001, Cohen'sd=122) ; 15445 KNt
BiEER ERON B, F (2, 105)=4.13, p=.019,

n, =.07, BEIEHERA (M =289, SD=23)
BERTRREL B LY (M =270, SD = 34;

p=.036, Cohen'sd=.65) , Hil%m Tl

W

B (WK 2C) , F(2,105) =552, p=.005,

P =10, WRIELIALLL (M=10.06, SD=3.88)
WEREThELE KA (M =750, SD=275; p
=.005, Cohen'sd =.76) ; TEZH KX HAMER) 3
ROV, F(2,105) =637, p=.002, 7, =.11,
TERAELA KM (M =14.77, SD=5.75) WFEHT
RS L (M =10.53, SD=3.88; p=.002,
Cohen'sd = .86) , Bl PRUHIEZ A AAH (M
=11.81, SD=5.65; p=.050, Cohen'sd=.52) ; 1%
SR EMR BN B, F(2,105)=3.15, p
=.047, n,/=.06, A=HZICREXES.

¥ BPAQ. RIBS il MCBS 134 Jy iz kA7

sk
B R E KA

RREEEE RA
O S 25 A

W/A

(—)
: - INN
1 E A AMCTH 5 P 155 5E At AMCT#r Btk 5 E Al AMCT{S 3 1k
B s
13
11 seokok *k
‘ 9
% 7 * p=.052
N —>
3
1 o % | INN
-l WA AMCT W P R At AMCT# B WAl AMCT{ 4k
C 20
15
EX
4 -—
= 10
NN
5
. L NN
A AMCTH 1 Tt AMCTHr itk A AMCTA F 1%
B2 ARFEHFEZFGTHEELNE RN
A) UMb MCT 2235 (B) IR MCT 2RBL; (C) #E57fbA MCT KB, iR2ERCERbRER . p<.05, "p<.01, "p<.001,
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T 25537, RIS L5 o A R A8ONARAR i 2

3.3 PRIt P R A M e i A 3580 P

SR g IE 275 A N BB E (TA) (52,
PIEE AL A AR, X IA TR R 22007 .
LEIRRN, AR ERN RE, F(Q2,107)=4.93,
p=.009, BURIELHEFHKAKM (M=10.78, SD=2.96)
BEE TGS LM (M =808, SD=335, p
=.007, Cohen'sd=.52) ., JCHABRE 2R,

SRyt — G TR 4 = O R v S R
R M 2 5 30 S B ) TA SEER, K AR B Sk
PR (1= RIELBERA, 0=THEELEHK
), Lt Bt R O AR R, R
Bt PEAE 554950 A8 &, ffi ] PROCESS #4477
BT Bootstrap [H &0 5347 (Hayes, 2013; Hayes
& Preacher, 2014 ) . FEASHE Sl 5000, 17 X [H] 2L
95%. HARZERANT

TEDIFEAA MCT TR i i P 1 LA
AN B 3, b=135p=.115 Cl =[-34,3.05], i
i IA Xt R RN 3%, b= 91, Cl=[.23,
1.87] (7F: 2.69* 34=91) ; BERXHArEmN Bz
WO B E, b=3.11, p=.028, CI=[35,588], il
1L TA XEFAPE R R0 2%, b=1.86, CI=[.62,
3.54]; WX EMN EESARE, b= 21, p
=.077, CI[-.02, .45], adid TA X453 P 0 Rl
B#F, b=.16, CI=[.06,.35] ( WK 3A-C) .

TEIR A N MCT 505806 i i P 1) B3R
M, b=1.69, p=.001, Cl=[.69,2.70], i IA
KA OR300 .35, b = 40, C1L=1[.004, .97];
XA () LA 3%, b =3.26, p = .000, CI
= [1.62, 4.90], i TA X 1 ) [l J 500 b
b=.75,CL=[.13, 1.68]; TR A BN A
W, b=.13,p=.091, CI=[-.02, 27], it IA %15
FPER RN B, b= .05, CI=[.001,.12] ( WLl
3F-H) .

TEFETEA A MCT Hr, B s P () B R0
AW, b=152,p=.065 Cl=[-10,3.14], it IA
Hif g RO %, b=1.05, C1=.37, 2.14];
XA () EL AN W%, b=2.83,p=.021,CI
= [44, 5.21], i@t TA X 0 B 200 B, b
= 1.40, CI = [47, 3.11]; ORI 3R Y BN AN
&, b=.08,p =27 CI=[-06,.23], ifiif IA X1J;
FPER RN B, b= .05 CI=[01,.12] (LKl
31-K) o

DAIE LM Sy vh S, AT AH [R] ) Hh A 2%
N AT GREW], (FEFMA MCT H, 1548
A ) BRSO .35 b = 1.87, p = .028, CT =.20,
3.53], ok m R G O g R P TR AU S 3, b =
41, CI=[.01, 1.24]; FTEHEIE R BRI 2,
b=4.15p =.004, CI =[1.39, 6.92], i iz M X}
PR RSN B, b= .82, C1=[.07,2.28] (/L&
3D, E) . Wb, JotEfal i 2 w800

AT RAENE L AT T [FIRER AR08 4T
¥ ARG B (1 = ZYRISZIA LU, 0
= RIS E LY ) , LA MCT RIS, Pk
Yt G LM i Sy rh AR e, G5 R K AT Ar]
BER PO

4 g
AFREERIMT: (1) BRGNS

PRHEAMAR 3 FSBEAE 1R, (2) ARRIGEMET
TGN 3 W B T RIS HEAERT; (3)
o 28 ML AN A P 4 0 B A )
WL A T B S, 400 1 5 B R AR BF
FEEBLTRARO AL T A K DL FAKE-, Rt
REA BRI

WA R R VIBURAG L MLt T3 . WOR AL
TN 3 ZSE A RN IR T R,
AL AR B R 2 R L e R ) (%
Bids , 2021 ) , RWIXFEHEAETE 3 8%
R HA — i — 8. BAORVE, BT
e el 3 2O B A 1 LS T T FRR S
FFRE AR HE 7 A A B A T S E .
B, BUAE L RE L L MATE T Tl RS TS S A=
R Z ), B A HE B E LS. FR TS
W, FEOTEMA MCT b, WU 25175 & 41 W5,
i T RIS S R AL AR R A S
AN MCT I, ZZESAREFR O NS E, X
A HESE R o S50 A4 SR AN MCT ) = K B H 1 JF
AR O FA T, TR IR B SR T R
15O /o |- DO D VI e o8 i R i S O IR X | LN
MCT FHCRHIR, [R, ABFE R IR IG5 &
AN BRBGT T R & T R s k. X LR
PR —HAIE B TR 45 B8 1 ) T 44 (i M o

( Anderson & Bushman, 2002 ) .

WAL, ABE9E K ERMEANE 2515 L 1 5 h PR E 25

PR HTE 3 KRG EANE IR B CBR T 50 A
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A B
2287 (81) 4.97"(1.36)
EHHR > {FsEA A MCT Hidg i e A7y g IRVE YN
IA IA
2,69 (.74) \.34** (.12) 2,697 (.74) \69** (20)
(LEL7 S e ) | V5EA A MCT ik WEER |37 (1.38)‘ 13 E Al A MCT ¥ itk
C D
| 377 (1) 2.28™(.81)
HEHR > PiEA A MCT 1555 kiR > il MCT it
IA W
2.69" (.74) / \06** (01) 97" (.40) 427(23)
WHEFER |~ T A MCT 1 (77 - > AR MCT i
21(.11) 1.87°(.83)
E F
4.97"(1.36) 2.08" (.47)
TR M F A MCT Hraifk [LE i > RSl MCT Vi
MR IA
97" (40) 84°(.39) 2.69" (.74) / \15‘ (.07)
WHIER | s ey M A WEBR [ Toom (o] WA NCT ittt
G H
401 (.77) 18°(.07)
BHHR > HKBAb A MCT BTt LB R >Rl MCT 53
IA TA
2.69" (.74) \.28* (12) 2.69" (.74) \02* (01)
TR M Rl MCT itk TR > Al A MCT 47535 14
3.26™ (.82) 13(.07)
I J
2.56™(.79) 424" (1.15)
THHEFER » A MCT Fiig EHFH R g EE YN
IA IA
2,697 (.74) \.39** (11) 2.69" (.74) \.52** (17)
THEER 152 (81) > HEFAA NCT it e T HR S5 (L19) P MCT 75tk
K
137 (.06)
THEHER MBI MCT 453 74
1A
2.69"(.74) \‘02* (.o1)
BHHR 05 (07) | RS MCT £

e p< .05, FoRTE 05 KFRE; Tp< 01, FonrE 01 KFRE; Tp <001, FRAE 001 KR RECHARFREILREL, ( P bRiEDR .

B3 MRS, MEEEEBHELS =% MCT RILEH w205 E
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MCT Wyiiatt ) T E 25, xR ﬁ I RA
BARRE RIS, FEANRE LR T HUR

%%%@E,m%m@@WMF%#TQ%%%ﬁ
BRRERM, waRih, RUMANLA k@fﬂ
%mAmeLMMﬁm%@mT$@@o
T TAERMEASZE T, MA SR R T A L%
BEANE T E AIBA 5 (Hao et al., 2016) o
WL, MR 25 (SR 7 Az 1] 5 / 63k fiT ) ( Baas
et al., 2008 ) , XM AT RETE T 1 2 (Y R i
BT , AR HE AT R A MCT _E s
AR TR, NEREGE MR G4 S
3 26 MCT WWLE R TE . Bl 5 Pz [a] 45E
I AE- . ZABRRIZE T IR 2, Wik T Ay
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The Effects of Anger on Different Forms of Malevolent
Creative Performance
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Abstract Malevolent creativity is typically defined as the application of original ideas to purposely harm others. Instances of malevolent creativity
appears everywhere in antisocial incidents such as financial crime, terrorist attack, and etc. Unveiling factors that can impact malevolent creativity and
the underlying mechanism is of much importance to help reduce its potential harm to society. Previous studies indicated anger can induce aggressive
behaviors and a high level of aggression predicts malevolent creative performance. Thus, anger might be an important influence factor of malevolent
creativity. A recent study has just proved that anger can enhance individual malevolent creative performance through the implicit aggression pathway
and emotional arousal pathway. However, individual malevolent creativity can exhibit in forms of hurting, lying, and playing trick. Investigating the
effects of anger on these forms of malevolent creativity and unveiling the underlying mechanism is a significant and novel research topic. Specifically,
this study aimed to address the following two scientific questions: (1) What is the effect of anger on three forms of malevolent creative performance? (2)
‘What is the pathway through which anger affects three forms of malevolent creative performance?

This study had a single between-subject factorial design (emotion: anger vs. fear vs. neutral emotion), and recruited a total of 108 college
students. Participants were randomly assigned to these 3 groups. Each group consisted of 36 participants. Participants in the anger and fear groups
(negative emotion contrast) completed a 5-min autobiographical memory task to induce emotions, whereas participants in the neural group completed a
5-min control task (i.e. record the schedule for the day in detail; neutral emotion contrast). Next, all participants needed to solve 3 malevolent creativity
tasks (1 task per form of malevolent creativity). During the experiment, participants’ emotional states were assessed using the Self-Assessment
Manikin and Positive and Negative Affect Schedule. Participants” implicit aggression was evaluated using the preference-phrase method. Participants
also completed several scales that assess control factors such as Runco Ideational Behavior Scale, Malevolent Creativity Behavior Scale, Buss-Perry
Aggression Questionnaire.

Results showed that during the hurting and lying tasks, idea fluency, originality, and harmfulness were higher in the anger group than in the
neutral group. During the playing trick task, only idea fluency and originality were higher in the anger group than in the neutral group. These results
were stable even when control factors were considered as covariates. Additionally, implicit aggression mediated the effects of anger on idea fluency,
originality, and harmfulness of all 3 forms of malevolent creative performance, whereas emotional arousal merely mediated the effect of anger on idea
fluency and originality of the “hurting” malevolent creativity task.

To sum up, this study suggests that anger can enhance 3 forms of malevolent creative performance, namely hurting, lying, and playing trick.
The implicit aggression pathway is a common pathway through which anger stimulates all 3 forms of malevolent creative performance. However, the
emotional arousal pathway is a specific pathway through which anger stimulates “hurting” malevolent creative performance. This study theoretically
contributes to the research of malevolent creativity and provides evidence and interpretation of anger’s effect on different forms of malevolent
creativity and its potential mechanism. .

Key words malevolent creativity, anger, emotional arousal, implicit aggression



