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Figure 1 Schematic diagram of the mediating role of
moral disengagement between malicious creativity and
cyberbullying
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The Relationship between Malicious Creativity and
Cyberbullying among Teenagers: The Mediating Role of
Moral Disengagement

Zhou Yiyin
College of Teacher Education, Ningxia University, Yinchuan

Abstract: This study explores cyberbullying, a hot topic currently receiving significant attention from scholars, which
refers to the intentional repeated attacks on others using electronic communication devices. Recent studies indicate that
surveys conducted by Chinese scholars among junior high school students have revealed the presence of cyberbullying
in schools and found a close relationship between cyberbullying and family factors. A mediating model was constructed
to investigate the current status of participants using the Malicious Creativity Scale, the Chinese Version of the
Moral Disengagement Scale, and the Cyberbullying Questionnaire. A questionnaire survey was conducted on 752
adolescents aged 12-18 in Southwest China. Data analysis was performed using the PROCESS plugin of SPSS 26.0. The
results showed: (1) There are gender differences in adolescent cyberbullying behavior. (2) A bidirectional relationship
exists between malicious creativity and adolescent cyberbullying behavior. (3) Malicious creativity can positively
predict adolescent cyberbullying behavior. (4) A bidirectional relationship exists between malicious creativity and
adolescent cyberbullying behavior. (5) Malicious creativity plays a significant mediating role between parental phone-
down behavior and adolescent cyberbullying behavior, meaning that malicious creativity can influence adolescent
cyberbullying behavior through moral disengagement. This study systematically examined the relationship between
malicious creativity and adolescent cyberbullying behavior using multiple methods. Based on the malicious creativity
model as a theoretical framework and integrating multiple theories such as the frustration-aggression hypothesis, it
further explored the internal mechanisms and boundary conditions of how malicious creativity affects adolescent
cyberbullying behavior, providing certain theoretical basis for the prevention and control of cyberbullying incidents.

Key words: Malicious creativity; Cyberbullying; Moral disengagement; Adolescents
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