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A Research about Psychopath’s Manipulation Strategies

—Investigation of the Effect about Attachment Styles and Empathy—

Menghe HUANG

(Graduate School of Psychology, Kansai University)

Masashi KUSHIZAKTI (Faculty of Letters, Kansai University)

This study examined the relationship between psychopathy and manipulation strategy, from the
viewpoint of the influence of attachment style and empathy. Psychopathy is a personality
disorder that includes antisocial traits and behaviors (Hare & Neumann, 2009) and is charac-
terized by the manipulation of others. In previous studies, all manipulation strategies were
positively correlated with psychopathy (Shigeru & Oshio, 2019). After collected 319 question-
naires data in China, the results showed a positive correlation between psychopathic tenden-
cies, ECR avoidance, and ECR anxiety. The results of path analysis also revealed that higher
self-directed responses of psychopathic tendencies lead to higher all other manipulation strate-
gies, and the higher the ECR avoidance, the more self-directed manipulation.
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(ECR; Li & Kato, 2006) 75 3% M ml# 18 1THE (HH
HE [FAIZEANMTHEETT ], RIETHNAL 18
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A 23y —{E[A1L ECR OBEENGE (r=.364, p <
001) ERIBEBTHNARZE (r=.171, p=.002) LIED
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Table 1

& RE®D Spearman IEGI1BRIREL (n = 319)

a

M

SD

1 2

3

4 5

6 7

8 9

10

12

1. ¥F xRy 24
2. A any—fEH
3. FTT AL

4. B A

5. RETHIARE
6. BERZENE

7. BRI
8. Hfgik

9. HLEHUE

. HCRRERIG
. HCEROTERE
. HOHTHfisEE
. BRI
. HOH Tl

0.804
0.581
0.785
0.879
0.862
0.054
0.66

0.751
0.614
0.529
0.61

0.795
0.741
0.735

9.01

9.09
18.77
52.85
7179
15.95
19.45
18.38
17.24
13.15
15.15
13.55
12.17
10.83

4.41
3.75
4.73
15.60
17.05
2.80
2.78
3.50
2.92
2.66
3.76
4.54
3.83
3.71

0.470 =
0.341 =
0.305 ***
0.248 =
0.187
-0.213 ™
0.080

-0.090

0.217 ™
0.370 =
0.383 ™
0.412 =
0.327 ***

0.083

0.006

0.031

0.364 ™
0.171 ™

-0.364 ™

-0.22
0.277
0.195 =
0.253 ™"
0.224 =
0.252 ™

-0.104
0.239 "
0.299 **
0.159
0.371 ™

-0.019
0.31 ™
0.263 **
0.242 ™
0.429
0.254 "

0.16 =
0.103
-0.429 ™
-0.082
-0.262 ™
0.195 ***
0.089
0.219 ™
0.104
0.194 **

0.181 ™
-0.068

0.063

-0.168
0.274 ™
0.296 =
0.237 **
0.333 ™
0.33 "

0.019
0.262 ™
-0.118 *
0.205 ***
0.189
0.182 **
0.235 ™
0.203 "

0.138 *

-0.283 "

-0.135 *

-0.001
-0.133 *

0.273 ™ 0.
0.252 ***
-0.021 0.
0.102

0.224 =
0.128 *

146
1317 0.035
-0.082
-0.103
-0.072

-0.221 ™

0.186
0.243 ™
0.259
0.276 ™

0.595 ***
0.516 **
0.475 "

0.528

0.598 ™

0.468 "

Note.* p < .05,* p < .01,

p < .001
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Figure 1
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2003; Schimmenti et al., 2014) o &M A 2732 —
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HiT%% 75 (dismissive attachment) (&, BEEERIERET)
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