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[Abstract] Objective: To assess the reliability and validity of the Chinese version of Dirty Dozen(DD) and Short Dark
Triad(SD3) in Chinese population. Methods: The Chinese version of Dirty Dozen(DD) and Short Dark Triad(SD3) were ad-
ministered to a sample of university students(n=577). The test—retest reliability was assessed in 54 university students who
were re—administered the questionnaire 6 weeks after the first administration. Results: (Dln this sample, the Chinese ver-
sion of DD fit the data well(x*/df=3.086, RMSEA=0.077, NFI=0.930, CFI=0.951, GFI=0.928), and the loadings of all items
were higher than 0.50. @ The Chinese version of SD3 fit not well(x*/df=2.893, RMSEA=0.073, NFI=0.661, CFI=0.746,
GF1=0.809). @ Cronbach’s alpha of DD and its three subscales were 0.757-0.902, the test—retest reliability 6 weeks after
were 0.725—0.879. Based on original scale, Cronbach’s alpha of SD3 and its three subscales were 0.484-0.830, the test—re-
test reliability were 0.330-0.784. (4) Machiavellianism and Psychopathy were positively correlated with neuroticism(P<
0.01), and negatively correlated with conscientiousness, agreebleness, openness and extraversion(P<0.05-0.01). Narcissism
was positively correlated with neuroticism, conscientiousness, agreebleness, openness and extraversion(P<0.01). DD and
SD3 were positively correlated with the total score of aggressive behavior and its five subscales(P<0.01). 3 There was a
main effect of sex on DD and SD3, with males scoring higher on Machiavellianism, Narcissism(SD3 only) and Psychopathy
(P<0.01). Conclusion: The Chinese version of DD shows good psychometric features except Narcissism. SD3 seems not to
function well in Chinese university students, future research will be needed to find items that represent in Chinese selttings.
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