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[Abstract]
Methods: Narcissistic Personality Inventory of College Students(CSNPI), Chinese College Students’ Version of Buss—Perry

Objective: To explore the mediating effect of hostile cognition between narcissism and dating violence.

Aggression Questionnaire, Chinese Version of Revised Conflict Tactics Scales(CTS2) were administrated to 448 juniors in-
volved in a romantic relationship. Results: The scores on narcissism, hostile cognition and dating violence were significant-
ly positively correlated with each other. Hostile cognition fully mediated the relationships between overt narcissism and psy-
chological abuse. Hostile cognition fully mediated the relationships between covert narcissism and physical assault, covert
narcissism and psychological abuse, covert narcissism and sexual coercion, respectively. Conclusion: Narcissism exerts in-
fluence dating violence of college students directly, and indirectly through hostile cognition.
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