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Abstract

The “Dark Triad”, a constellation of three conceptually distinct but showing close correlates socially aversive personality
variables, consisting of three triad members: Machiavellianism, narcissism and subclinical psychopathy, is an important research
achievement in the area of the dark side of personality. After introducing the Dark Triad of personality conceptually, we review the
empirical researches at abroad, on the effects that Dark Triad has on employees’ behaviors and attitudes from the aspects of direct
effects and indirect effects (the moderating effects), and build the relationship model between Dark Triad and work outcomes, and
commend on the deficiencies of the research methods, the curvilinear model and personality traits dilemma. Furthermore, we gave
some suggestions to the future researches which are: (1) engaged in the research based on the Chinese culture background; (2)
putting forward a clear unified definition of the concept and standard of scale; (3) to further verify the applicability of curvilinear
effect; (4) exploring the role of situational variables.
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B OE: “Brr= M4 (Dark Triad)m ZEBEAE L. BXFBEHRIZMARLHREWARERAEGTR, A
REREAETERKTFEHTE R XENFES RN B ZEEXMA, AEAEER MR E T (AT
B) BHERETEAAEXBREZEEGR T TETYSSENTIEART, WEXZHER, FAHRFTEFEHTE.
W&k FHEABR. BREREEAH#ATITR, HERRNFAR T ZEE: (1) 2T PEH ULE RHTAR AN
% (2) REAHA-—WHANBEAATHER;, O) #—FREHLABREWERATE;, 4) RARTHEREWE
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B MRS R TR 3t 2 )R 2 T W PR AKF, =B Ao O AL 23 BT DR, (HAAE IR Dhg 10
BN, WA NIRRT R XM R A Re 5B tHPaulhus AT Williams(2002) 5 3 Ji7 46 SCHR 1T &L 45 12
o T AR [ A1 2 R B ORI DR TOBR SRR DGV, G LR R R = A X R N AR SR R AT T R E A
Fi, BERATEABTE A 7 TS0 3 e, B AE B ZCIE 38 2 T R A AR REEXT T A
R SRS GURRIRRBEIT THFTT, (EXT B = VA XM S dt 2 NSRRI BEAE TAE S AU 5 i
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1 BER=-MRIOMSRESAE

BEE NSRBI R, FEANTANAR R T 8 — NF&Re ot B0 7T, 10 A2 5% 1m) ek A6 5 o2 B
(personality clusters) ¥R 2, HEME = 1A% w2 3X 77 T — ML ARER o s B A6 18 W RO A8 8 B ik 4T 43
B, R AMER UL FEE T, SN LUERtE 2, AT RSt L BT B ik . SR+t
ST NASHRE I LA 22 vl T OB SR NBUR R, i E NEFUR 531, (R A Jeodh 2 2 AN AR DL 22
Jit RSB ) 20 S BN A H ) (Jonason & Webster, 2010), HLAAE AR EME 1wl & BB = R I = AN R E R
LR R I X (Machiavellianism). [ 7% (Narcissism) ALk #15 4% (Psychopathy) .

L BEMELE R SRR AR A A NGB B N B FR B — P47 9fiiie], B Christie 11 Geis(1970) i FH E6 &
MR LI EGER| 2 A e B DB A&, FIHMA . K. Hh. A, B, Bitkkis, A& HA
PFPE, XUt R 4R 3 ) — R . AR —MAME T E S, B5ER L LE M AR
FIE G B Ak, — BRIy BRI, XDl AL, BREERE, BORIEK, PR
RESROAE. SRZ AN O CMIEME. #h3h. FRB. Sorh o DURER Z DR IRRAE AT 1 D)2 6 G A 25 A%
MR IR, RS WA R B = A P RCE R AR . H AT AR I AR MRS EE — g —
(R PRSI ER AR TR, I PR O B 22 5 R A0 22 0K B A RO P 2 8 SO — PN B0, S5 R AR O
H2E TN 3 e — Pl ARG R ATA — 2 ARG RS, X 2 B 70 I R IE A2 20 I R 9138 . Paulhus Al
Williams (2002)2& T =3 KNS BT OB AR . BRI NEA R R RIHRMEBAT A (g A
FHIE RIS CnbhE I A0, PRI =R IAREE =F HE A AL S B AR . =
T G NS SRR I IEAI GO R L SR )2 1] S Fh 2 B 1) B8 DL SO 207 4% (construct creep), X EE[AZR T3
AT TR B IE =M AR BT & JF o — M B AR KB 7 AR Ui 23 42 (Jonason et al.,2009;Jones & Paul-hus
2010), FARFET =PRI AP, K =F B E5ERTEMEE, METEITRMmEE, FFNA
M EL —Fh BRI NS AT I AL, AEATAE Dy SR = P P — b 2 2 T I 0 o N

2 BESMERNMTHTASTENEEZSMN

LA RA S SR SR AR 20 eh R4 RN 52 )t 72 K R IG G, JR 0 X A A 55 38 ELAT B — PR AR R
PER 52 o AHAL0 B AR FE AR BT TLARAT 9 5% 2 07 101 56 22 03 K 145 1R A A% 4 H (Scherer et al.,
2013), {ERXME ST, TEHLGUT T TH MR LM FHERIAB NGB D4 oy — /> )16
(Clark et al., 2010), R&HE =A% & — N EHEEMHEFLTT 16

21 T1E1TH
211  THESRK

O'Boyle %5:(2012)iz Fl 4t &2 #e B8 K ST/ M 7 WF 78 R B, S 3EMELE R 3= . S #0 AR LIRSk
TR, (HREIHIHECCR, AR TAESGRAEERZENMHEINE, M T, a2 B =
W 5 TAEGUSOCIR IR B B aR K, A B AE AN T B AL B3R 0], MRS MRS I TTAE . SR (HIA=
W, FHEETG. BRLSD FELE fiA % & (Babiak et al., 2010; O'Boyle et al., 2010).

TE =P S NS By S 4R 3 SR 2GR B R o WE I, AR DLBE R OB B A AT
No DHEFELER] T L E M GRIE R E, EEZMABHRE NHEEZ 508 EREBmHS 5
TEAER) T U FBENS 757015 ] A & 1968 /1 (Belschak et al.,2013) . AN[R] 23 o Ty FE A4 A1 3= UM TAE S350 1Al
K ALY, IEAIMIAA A Uik B (Kessler et al., 2010). 5 S RME4ER] 3= A A AL, HmSH T &
“HON IR B (Rauthmann, 2012), SZIEEREREL/S, R UG G TR TARGIRG T A EER . BRI 5
BEMELEF) E S TAESUIIR A EZ BENRTBRXMER R, P TreR.

212 RANRITA
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HLRNRAT e RN AT N, BT DL HEIES:, sdbei, 2R THHSSZHmAL R
iR SR . Becker A1 Dan(2007)# ZH 2 I AT AR 73 A ZHZ(OCBO) MIAMA(OCBI) PN TH,  BFFL R W]
FHEAER] 3= 5 H R R TAAMEZ T AR A RAT MR, HEHLAZ MMM KRBT MEET. 5
Ah,  TEELER] T CRZH 215G E (organizational concern) LA K 3% 424 {E M (prosocial values) £ #H 5% (Becker &
Dan, 2007). HRARATATEEFUBAT A ARFE, SCIHALSHENS, AL EHELER] 3= R AT
Gy T SRR R 32 S PR S FR R 4R R 32 X AT RS Bt A . Dahling %5 (2009)#ff 5t 5 BEAELE R 3 X
HATEHLARNRATNZER KRR, KD EHEYER] 32 SCMSEF R 2 RAT A 2.3 155 & (Dahling et
al., 2009), {HBecker Al O’Hair (2007 7T 45 R A BoR =8 2 A A OC . A % H N Z I A A )R
TN, FERKI G IR F S HLA RAT N FUAH 2 OE & (Dahling et al., 2009), % Kessler %(2010)
fath, HIRHELR A RAT AWML IRS, (HEIEFELER = A TIRICCR . BiEH O RIFIIESR
TEN AT AT 2> R I H 4 210 B]oAT N (Kessler et al., 2010). SRR 3= & R A RAT N5 4 44T
A, ATREAE H RIS T 0 7 E s N 8 DU B R LAE MR SRR ( Becker & O’Hair, 2007), X HIRAF
A D FETEAER] T IR RRE, R R 35 T EE S R ORI RS . RS R — BOX AT RER N
FEMEAER LS HR A RAT NI R RZ R RN R0, AR, 3 ENE.

213 REFTA

SAETAAT N(CWB)— A8 I RAE 55 L AN TAEAT A, SR, XTI F A 2 s 23 (1R
NBE . K EE x4 21 B0 76 (organizational politics) « [ 2E 72 47 v 8 # 41 2347 S 18 3 (behavioral ethics in
organizations) [ 7 B, G2 T H IR FZAT MR KAEE o faFHHHA(Wu & Lebreton, 2011). AA&FF 5
RAEFAT NARRER, & RILH B AL R .

H AR BN TRAT I FEE 8, FEALUT AT S WS RAEITARRRNET, HEERIIH
BER A7 N (Grijalva & Harms, 2013). FE#R A £ TR IR HBEEAT N RAE 4T NE— L
[ 7 i (Smith & Lilienfeld, 2012). KZ HHF 7t — B W], m GREMELERN = XFHE 5 NFERE1TH
(Dahling et al., 2009), i3 AP R e . Ty HEHEAER] 3 S 78 [ B\ R ] eI [A] RS et s S A, )
I 78 708 A P T BOR AN, SR 5 B4 A ik R X 4Ty, S EHAL ., ESEThRINHAE
EHEEEHRAMN, FEARZER, 7870 F & ML2 G4 5717 4 (Liu,2008) . O'Boyle %%(2012)% H 7t/
Mri ik B g i N FT, 45 B o8 =R B A 5 A= A7 N B IEA G, (H5 A P47 NI SR BE R 5 A
A, BASRAEFATNZERRRBNEE, MRS S RAE AT N CERRE 5SS . Kessler 55(2012)4#
I RIFAC T 7 5 PSR E FIR AT 9y = AL i A 23 B B e 0] 32 S0, B A 2B B BRI 7T 40
LU FEHEAE R F U AR ZE FE XS [ A =47 B, W FLR B ORFFAL ) T B B RS 4E P 5 [ A 7= AT R
TG, BIPAT AL S A AT RIEM G REHTE — SR Y] =M R0 A% 5 S 247 9 AR E ) IE
FHRKR R, X =F B AR EBIEA G, ZFRAHMA . K. BRI BB, RASITIIRERR
o BN, FIHER R = BB« AU SN RIS =& 5 R AT AT N AT 2R, E
TR A RIAT 07 A AR .

22 TIESE
221 TE#HEE

HAEE A DT RR RO, SRR AR IT B B QT 52ma TAE 5 (Mathieu, 2013),
T RE S A AR S AR E AR O T, 3D AR B AR Gy AT IR AR A s B . Mathieu(2013)R
224N AL i BAEART T A S R TL A AELLZUIAEE T 1950 2 DS A A i P RO SE AR o 45
BB, BERFEAENTAEREE, EEAESRTAMBEI T, BAVRE 25 m T = (Michel
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& Bowling, 2013; Mathieu, 2013). — RFIMFF LR, DIHFELEF] I 5 TAEW & 57UMH 55 (Dahling et al,
2009), “EFAAE T 3 R0 EERAL 7 T OB SRR S T aX RO &R, MNTE 17 3 R0 3 I 6 11 1 L e o R = S5
G TAEARTE R . L Fh 2 1 — AR i S B4R 32 S35 1T e AR 245 21 58 2 [l 4RoRn 2 il fib
N ARATTER e T BE K Gz AN = A AT B AT AL o TR AELE R 32 SR TAE R ST I, ETAER 2R
YeFF B TR R A S 2> FBUAN# = (Dahling et al., 2009) .

2.2.2 ALKIE

Zettler %5 (2011)4 TAE ARG X TAEAR S . AL F8 LUK LT B A 2, FRIE 2 S A
NHADE, VRGN B FRAH 5 I AR AR i A AR O ) A AR, 8 U L 4 R 32 SR 9 AR 7k v 1) il
A AT T . WAL, B R 5 SORN B FRAH DG TAE & s (HRVAR D IEAHDG, FIIHARAH G
TAEARE (HZ, EEFBIN AR FAHKE, EEEH T RS NS BR S BT AR RO H X FAH G . 5
FEEAER FE FH L EBA T, AR E R, HALESR TR AT B, A —UIHL & s HiA
N i de KA, ALERBERE N AR 2 P S TR 88 17 ASF R R 2 PR AR 0 R, DT G A AT T 5 2 DG T A A B T A
NIRRTy, AREH R R A& V5 A B BA R 545 . Michel Al Bowling(2013)% H 28 Al TAE A E 45 AW 7T
RO, BHEMALGUREZIIEMEKR, BHE A, RottE. MEmSE S NS R G, B8R
AN LR VE 55— H 5555 & (Michel & Bowling, 2013). HAEA —FEREAEK, o mitah | o
TAE, IWRNECHITEANRANFRE, FENA T E SR T AR IR B C AR S, X ik
T A BA 0 AR R AN SRR IX — 15

SRR AT O G = VAT A T TARAT N S A R BB LR 1,

R1 BB T~ LA EEZN

HAZE R
TAESK O'Boyle et al., 2012;Babiak et al.,2010
HANRAT N Becker & Dan, 2007; Dahling et al., 2009; Kessler et al., 2010
Dl e Y RAEFATHN O'Boyle et al., 2012; Smith & Lilienfeld, 2012
TAEWEE Mathieu, 2013; Michel & Bowling, 2013
H LUK Michel & Bowling, 2013;Zettler et al., 2011

3 BE=MRRSTHTASSERNERZSN

SRS = R AR O 5 AR R 2 AR 2 R BORE M, 2 HUE OL T R AR B A TS 51T
N, TR L AR, AR TARAT O IR BLE OV . TAR T AN T AR A T L HSER AR
%, B =R ORISR 0 TN T SR AR s B oA, RIS AT R IR ME AN 2 T, T RE 2 i
W H O RET RIS S RAT R, (HA G A 0 Sk VRS e R i 58 N 5 vl e I H R

3.1 {XHA

I [A) R R AE I A = AR E S R 2 H 2, N NEIARMK IR E R, 2 2 E5 B EN
HEEST AR EIATHEFL . Dahling%5(2009) A Ay B 18] (1) 4T 3 2 45 B 55 S Ak 4 R 8 S350 38 BT 4H 21 Sk,
ARSI AE L, WIS, IR AT A D34 £ LSS S mte R, Bf
B K AT U 4D v R 0 4 ) = S LA B ) v ) SR AR 2 S R I B IR 45 9, I T4 SRR S
s

Zettler F1 Solga(2013) it —, ZMAIFHGHMEURCR, DMEHINR AR, RE/EUMEIR
(inverted U-shaped link) B S L HELE R = L5 TAEGUH 2 MR R, AN FH HE AR Al 4L R .
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Zettler 1 Solga(2013)# TAE SR 73 NAE S BUSFIH R A RAT N (AHLUZTHOCB-0 /N A JZTHOCB-IF1 2 4%
FMOCB-CH) , #WFFKI, IR 3 LTS GUIAAFAERIUERE R, SHARNRAITAFEEUE R
R, HRXMORRIFANFR 2 B FHEYER] AT BARKT I, TAESTUbEE B FE 4L 3 R FE 3 T+
MERT, 4 YR 3 b T RSP, ARG e S BB RS2 T %, B0 2 I i — 3 IR 5%
KF, MIMTREEUR L RS FRAE I, Zettler F1 Solga(2013)I\ Jy4EMA T I ms BEAH 3¢, ANIEAERAE
SLAR R, WHRPAEERRE TR LGB, R R s A B IR SE . R S AETEYER]
TAEGURII R Z—HE, =P BRI AR5 FAth A48 B 1Rt 5 78 58 6y Tt 3 L M T 1 AR A7 o] 0% R R A7 A% 0L
VR IR R P 1 S 25 P R e i A A A 0%, B S = MR O e AR B gl SR R AT A A Bl ) 2 1 o
FBRERERI .

3.2 HA#

VA A D 223 25 R B (authority) 18 5 7 A f 25 38 A BRI = 1A% 5 TAEAT N 2 1] 12X & (Jones &
Paulhus ,2009; Judge, Piccolo, & Kosalka, 2009). O'Boyle %5(2012)7E o4 Ml 70 fi 3 T4 &0 # 3  ie, A A4t
KW R RSB EER, EPBE R B — PR B = S TR A AT R A
KR WREGRIFASTRIRBUE N D IR S TS RAEFAT NIRRT R EIX— /i, HIRR
HARITAD. BMRESS TN R SREMRAR R T HEA — @R R ERB 2080 & A 5= 17
N, R R S 5 RAE AT NI IEA GO RIS . 42 BRBGATTEE, BARE TAESRUN CERE Y 5, 1
MAFEN FUFH . BRENMRT H KR, TAESU .

3.3 HfREX

P44 L(IGC, Ingroup collectivism){E Ay bt A #1815 58 A8 S e i 70 35 51 N B BRI — P& B 95 A (Taras
et al., 2010). O'Boyle %5(2012)iA A Ik £ SOCAG SEAE DL Ak 2o 38 4 #2 b R BB T 16 0, 811 S 22 R I
AL X PRI T A E ST R, (HERSEI R, B SO Y SR 4R 32 SRR SRR A
H5TAEITANKR, EEBEE SRR T, BERS TESRUN ARG, SRR E G H
BE TS RAEFATHZIHRIRER, (HXFESER & BT

34 TEAME

B BN BRAT NAH 5 a5 F1 AL (compliance and affiliative OCB) Ak %4 (challenging OCB)iE47HF
FC, PFPRRGEX A, fEGETAREIE, EMah SEFES, EERBAMWS. a3k, BFE
Bk, AT HRARAT R FHANLERE . BRI 38 2 B AR Y, JEctfl A DLSREUCE K U4F AL,
FEFELCIRIE T — B R F R AL A RAT N, JCHGE N 7S 1) RAFED G, M A8 5 20 40 5 5l il 61
BATH, BRSO BT AR A A T i R R PR B ZH 2 []RAT . Belschak 4(2013) 48 Tkt
GRS G T B SRR LS HR A RAT ARG R WEFRRET, A g B 40 5 i 5 By B4 R
TSP AL BRAT4 (challenging organizational citizenship behavior, FTAEEUIR . A&FH XSS 2 [E Y
KFZ, LHMOTTr REE, RGN S BRI Pk 1t 22 IR 47 v (Belschak et al., 2013). =
K B B AELE R SO AR AR R80T A BURFEAN[R], A4 I Hh S SRR A ) 3 S8 1) R

Br T ERZ R HE GERZ MR R &, E) 2 Sl A A = R E AT I, nBeE T, 1
RAE, AR, BEREMEIRT BRE RAEFAT RN R, BabtEng, B85 RAETRPIEMAEGK
FaE, AR (trait anger) AT T 2 (8] FAH ISR & (Michel & Bowling, 2013).  H BLixX i h St A X ¥
fif, B SR R AR N LASEEE B ORI H AR, 7R SRR A R SR G R AT . R
R R =R AR AR AR R AT, A AR B E AR B IRE S R A AT . TAE RS S R AE AT
N[5 Z (Michel & Bowling, 2013). L REHEAER] 3= SCURTT B RN LE TAESIHLZ BIR R, M HEFEHE
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BRI, TSR A S0 A TSR S % BT B0 P 7E T {EZ) B (Belschak et al., 2013).
DR 5 1 S SR MR BT TR AT N S AR MABT AL, A SO SR =R S TR R &
R RM (LD .

T T T ®RAFRTERSARERTE: T T RTFRPEAEREE
ERESHHESTIRTL. SEECEER

4 WIERRE
S R = VERRAE L GUT U B L BUAS T TR R, (BRI FE 7 o6 R AR R M B0 58 3%

41 WxRAE

FARBAWE = PERE AR ST N AU A S BUAR T FEA OR, (ER A AR AE T O SO SR AT
1, JeHRRE AT T B =R IR O AE 2 SCE . OB B2, 7 5 IR R AT % R
PR, Y S R RO R EEER R AR R ERER R, 5 AR AR B 0 B =
S, X P 22 MR AS TR G Hh S T 0T BRI = AR AP . O'Boyle %5(2012)iz o 4 At 5 2 ST ERAL
FE R 3= SRR VR F 2 2 T 00 7 SOt 5, 75 BEAAI S BRI A2 44 8 SCRA AR ] 38 1 181 308 7T e BE
R o SARSR I 75 77 1) PT LU 6 V6 J7 B3R A 501 DL BT ROE A v BSOS St s 3R, IR AR 0 52 0
R0 RS =A% AR S PP LSRR . B AR AR S B B VR .

N EEATTN R MRS R ST R B R LR 2 A R TR, DU SGPERRF o 2, SIS 4
B> MICH IR T, B Al A U T AE 7T AR M U B SRS =R S g R AR I A RO R . AR SRIGHF T RN
KRBT S E, RNAT R R RO T, FIRIE RS Joa M R 55 2 BBk 50 77 V200 2 SR As =1k
W “STAREIB

HAT/E S TAEAT ARSI, SRR = A% i I 3 B I AR i s B R I — ) . 15
B AR g (4 B A2 i SRR 70 45 AN E (W B B R, (E N 0 AR DL R & A R — S AR KR
B TR N ., A P G S T SRS = A% (the vulnerable dark triad; VDT), EEg5 M [ As. 4k K1
A0 A AL R AR FE RS g9 A\ (Miller et al., 2010), &4 2% 2 HY S5 PU M k% 5 & (Dark Tetrad;
Chabrol et al., 2009), IXEF1HRE = VAR TE 2 VI N IRAAE 2 iz o 0 B AS — PEAS o FH () R 0t
SRR EEIG AR B — &2, Mach IV, NPI. LSRP, % &1t % Dirty DozenfISD3, [kt 4MEH %
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FAH . ANEA&EX, WDark Triad Screening Measure. Machiavellianism Scale. ## & 3a Fl 93 ki %
TMEERRM G, FET 902 R4S 0SSR 7 T A0 50 25 Rt vl B L IX A A — 8. RN HEFRIT T
PG = A% 5 o AR R A O R M AUTE T 58 R = MRS M S YE L, SRR A LR [l A AR, B A 2
G A INE S R, X = R E R AR &b, TEXTZ O AN IR G — IR LT A — N
BA—rIEFHESE, [RIRHg BT ER, DUMERN R

4.2 HAZXRREMERIL

FELLGUT N FE P P A AME R R ORRAL T PR AN AR R &R, XA MR RIR . BB BCRERS 2
LA, HRNRAZER, FRERREREZ . HXE, 2 NSRRI M IFARZIEA K2 2
BIURISC AR, I RIS = VERS (0 7T C R UE SE P i b AN 25 R A B 22 R B i 26 5C & (Grant & Schwartz,
2011). 4nETHTiA, O'Boyle %5 (2012)7EHE 7L I R AI A MRS TAESRIKER R, AL
(ELARREAIN ) ATRER S IUHE4ER T S TARSUC M 2R R — 8, FEA RIS FUKF T 23
AFERIVER], BCA M, SUETHR, BT . %5 AR M TR i)k R IR, LR
FFAS B I T PRI = VEAS A AR ok &, BIURL S R TC B O I T A FE S Bt — o i it . L,
ARRHIWT T AT LU &9 R i A B VE S0 = A RS A 52 TARAT N SR BAF R 2k
£, NZAZM . ZHFUMARAIZ E X AR .

43 HREERES “SRAN7 RE

Judge %(2009) #&H T 6 I RS 4 J5R 1) 47 T 4 5 1E T 4 (dark side of dark personality; bright side of dark
personality) UL, A ST ARSI REA P REFRAIRAT S /0, TR AT /1. XFHGHARZ N “HRE A
Be”, RIS ARSI (1 R FERESZ BTG BT 1 R, 052 B RR R FL P (R o ARG 2 14T MR B A
A SO RD IR 852 (R O 25 SR o R o B NS AR S ] RSB RS IR IR R A 5 5 R L AAT A SRS — A% 2
BT NG RE O TAE P2 (1 5 AN B8 P SR 2l (00 AU EA T VPAN, 0PIk P A 5 S5 B PO BE FOAS Bl S “ R
N B b, =R R AR B I S N R AE MM, SRR = A OV 2 R R R O “
PE”, HRIRABE R SR, X E Al A A FAAF] [ — T (Rauthmann & Kolar, 2012), H HLxX Ff
I E AN ZUE B DU SRR SRR 5. B =M% 5 TR SURE AR RS AN s o A — AN 000 T 48 5 97
T 5L TE SIS = AR S P B B . AROR B FE AT LU H 2 AR A T AZ RIS A &, SRR B =
PERE AT S AMAREME . PREE R 2R L R 52 e =
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