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Z}7] N (narcissism)7F T2 AFHELS
WERT B¥aty BET 158 A
oE AgEnd $Ustn 47, B
o] A #AS a6, Bdd FHel
Al =2 A BT Campbell, Goodie, &
Foster, 2004; John & Robins, 1994; Krizan &
Herlache, 2018). 18]y} 159 23 ] =
7107F & AARES AW B4 & A
HEH oy FHA A BEAE G

S AWt =A@ AREH vsd
T Hola, 5ol A F3o i
Wee H7ke AAlEG 3gEl AT Ames
& Kammrath, 2004; Gabriel, Critelli, & Ee, 1994;
Guedes, 2017; John & Robins, 1994).

ARle] A7lo] o] faln BT

FEE AN e ALE A g
72 Agrem wolA a4

A7} e AgEe)
ol sﬂrxﬂ%— Saste 270 wet 2ot

52 AT TS0 maw, A
& AgEe AN $ATE Bl
HoiFT BRleERE AR SAd) F715

7] Wiol] Aprle] =30 ERlel| ol w3z
HAG W7k o 52 £ FEE Hdo

(Gorgulu, Gokcek, & Eyler, 2021; Roberts et al.,
2019; Wallace & Baumeister, 2002; Woodman,
Roberts, Hardy, Callow, & Rogers, 2011). 9|& &
o], Gorgulu 5021y F7IAEC] A4S X
B o4l Wl F4 WAAET WA 2008
&5 gyl JJrZﬂ‘;‘ 77) g F 249
A R A % T W s Aok A A
1L 74 o7 o] A AFA=
A7 A ‘:‘r% P A S

F

= 31t

o4zl HAE pasA o, S
A3k 9N AR sl YEFAL T
WA 208§ 2A0% o 2N A7
£ A T #AE) @ Fol Hof

HAE FheA Pdom, ¢ A AA &
o7 ZAHst dEFa N Y Aoe &
HEA Stk A7 A3 AW we F
e NE Y AR d FRls E =
Aol ] AE g3 Aake] Rl ThsAdol
=2 A 2A0A 0vEE B LHES &
a4 dHoEN oA e FYS B
AT A HGorgulu e al, 2021). °]Hg A=

o)A ofolr]o] A=A (idea generation task)
o} A A Bl HAS AR ATl E
HEE A =5 th(Wallace & Baumeister, 2002;
Woodman et al, 2011). 91 ATFEZFRE Al
AEE W, A7} e ARl Al
o] Blo] ofa] SelEE AgelA o B
& sae Rolk olfi7l 1Eol ERIGIA A
Ao 8kS HYOoZH Al 19ksl]
el O dAlsl HAE FRW] WEd
Atk AolthGorgulu et al, 2021; Roberts et
al., 2019).

3ol 2l ThsAol wEt AZ|ofvE 8
o PAle ol FHA=AE HAST o
A% AFolA A7lei7t w2 AlgES AR
o] 3 A3yt ElHA F= © 2xddlA
o] A THGorgulu et al, 2021; Wallace
& Baumeister, 2002; Woodman et al., 2011). ©]
A AZ|W7d =2 AgEe] A s
o wrg § FPxdd o A=z FPEe
Ry A3 A e Tsocial loafing)= HAFI Q)
=, ol ARRZ ERke Abgrsol Zi9le
2 Jd% mrt Joog I o /Y =

Ho] Fot= NS T3hLatané, Williams,
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MY AP HE

& Harkins, 1979). A}8]A g9k Ringelmann
1913)¢] Evhe]7] AN A= AF
Jed, o AgdA e A E&
B2 G o A A £ 92 o
= 371719 § 42 35 FUIoh ol A
o 3 AFRELS ngelmann(1913)/] 213 o))
Aoy AT A 22 87 2dAE
FHPAE] LS olFo] A HAE T
shal fd 7Y JE o] 5 74
of 33 FtEe] Fl ThsshAl 42 A
Z71& A FW(collective performance)ol\j/]'
A AR A Y dFAES AR
Bt S 22 fAd 73 ol tid I
ol e 3] Aol nlasty] A3 A
Ql FYZASE NEF 5T (coaction) TS
ARgst=, o] MNEEETYES HAdH Y
I 2y FPAEe] 47 L3 AAE T
Az FYae FYe gE At 43
SHA R ARl HriHe Axdol
W, og] ol A A= Ay
A2 Aol A9l MQHow 43
atal BHALE zZRjlo] R iRk 7]z

AAEE 2] ofdf sidE < vt 7
HEErd 20 el 5712 vk He 4
Sl A2 AAeRe Aol ohiz Bl
43kE 98 ZA Al Sae Ak Ho
o AEAY A HY dTsddMe 49
HAs vud Aol MEFETY 2=d0lA
vl ol Az 33 s gk At
vl o] Ao r g 3% A9E vln
o= WAe FE ARSI, W Hol 9 &
F AFH o A7t vl | 4R
P T METFTFY 20T S 7
S k57 ggke] WAIYTA B ok,
Williams & Karau, 1991).
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olo we}, B AFolAe A 2Ue 944 AHEtde AL 7 TR OE AAA
3 RSl Ao o] FH vHE § A EF sdSS guisith ARES B4
e AMRIA SHHTh T3 iR H8 AE or|a, Hi 71ES AAlsta, oE A
AFlA MEFETES JAFH sk o 2 doA e APE o Ao -4t
T Qo] A7|efrt wAY @ AlgEelAl oo AZekal ElRle]l ARils EA%THL A
ARog t& 3 F7E Ev¥eZ 75 ZThElior & Trash, 2001). oJAH & A
**01 Ae BAFY 20s XIANA NEEF AE old W 22 F e Bl A A

T3, AEd 78, AATIY A Adzd AY el # AL AW =2 A
Oﬂfﬂ AZIef7F F8ol mA= EHE AFe  HEC] H 5L FYS HO|EF F7] AT
2 AFsta vwstaak ok 7hsdol Atk

EE RS K AR SAIPT AIAES FU B A7Se 423
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7 = 5 =
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204 O %S 58 FEE Btk A 2 sy %)

o MY ATE B YA Adeln B o 4 Unks e AASkEd, 1

(Gorgulu et al, 2021; Roberts et al, 2019; olfre T 7R 8okd & itk AR, EA

Wallace & Baumeister, 2002; Woodman et al., gk A7l REelAl ZA #Fsst A=

2011). =g vie} o] MEFEFEHR 4 ALY $EES AT S 552
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AFRE FAAZ] FUF IAT FYHA A& S T )90l wedl Wt @
A Aol FHe HAT F Y= AYzdel  FYRT Yok YuBtke gEug U
1, %A FYe MEFESY AT W 2 YT Yrks AsEm JRE 2]
A sUAEe] QW FAE FASNE ARSI H 2 58w A5 5 9
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o #9e 1Y Ao AT, AABE  Bal ERle AAE W1 GFE Feln A
G SRR SuAe) A e & A A9E Guss A% 2 wag ¥
AT 4 dx AATVAINE AFA FAe @ 5 A= 2L A} B 5 AL Aol
g it ¥ 52 TS BY AR % (Grapsas, Brummelman, Dufner, & Denissen, 2022;
) Wallace & Baumeister, 2002). ©]ol w&}, <=39=}

ot

9, ARFEFY AAFYE AWE Be 2T 1] BAe] HasEel kA
e AYSE AR T mj ZR0E  FEFY ARRT AASY HFo] AL

S|

g

A 5 ol AAFEe AMFEFYY o Buoll BE 5 At FL 7187 @ 4
2e) HTE B 94 FUAE A 4 o= Azl Aride) wUe FYHY €
o =0, AT S5 SRR A Aotk oHF dlgel AT B Aol

- 38 -



= A7t T AlgEe] AAFY 27
A 7P w8 FYe Hola METEFY =
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71909 F8< s BE ke FA
ggd AgzdeA IAE s 5 A
ol F A ZANNarcissistic Personality Inventory;
NPI; Raskin & Hall, 1979; Raskin & Terry, 1988)
g 2] o2 AAgr o] A= 1979
do Raskin® Hall(1979)°]l 23] s4&F22
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& 0 I F S A A
2 AANPYSF 227 AREAE A,
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AFd ZH(M=3.22, SD=2.45)9] H7IAER
o AFA s 29 FIAEW=6.49,
SD=2.48)°] fostA &2 HH@gS EAT
(F2110=20.06, p<.001). °]= NEF%F
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2 e A9 § SR o gel 9
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SD=2.45)%] F7HAEe] FosHA ¥ & A
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& zART NEFETY 29 FriAEo]
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) & AES BAAAE AL e E3el
sl MEEEFY 20 (M=2.86, SD=2.50)7}
A 8 2 M=2.84, SD=234)2] Z7}
AR ARG ZAWM=6.54, SD=2.47)%]
A7HEol frosiA =2 HT4E Rt
(F2115=2891, p<.001). ol MNEFETY =
A% A 49 219 WERT BA
T 219 ArEel A 9 A4SE o
AAAR FFoE AAYPT= HE B
oh v R F A EAlE YelA
Atk 3ol s AEETET
AM=3.45, SD=2.26K1t} BAFd =4
24, sD=2.75)%] F7}AE0] FesHA H
BATHE,,15=523, p<.0l). °]&
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MUY AFE - M5 / Aplojet ARl TN £BI ARIE EfDto] Ojxs A

Ao ek pEAA Fzpo] HEH|YS A ZA(Ey10=2.61, p=.0784) Zt7te] FEI}

Hojz) © frolskAl gstou, Aol Ad=d 3

o] o] A& A-LEINF,,,=4.86, p<.01)7}

Ap7|Ojet A A=A [HE sl M ofetith. olol 43sAE Aol tiF T

FEY M ARE & 39 AASAL, ©]

Aerd 7S AZFsr] Y8 EHAY AsAL FFHE Y 19 AASET B4
OE Aol taf 2x71o): A/an) x 3= 23= } AR AW EY ged 2o

A

A: MEFTSTFYATE T AT ol AR, & 337 O7 1904 & F d%e] &
WS AAAY 7 2048 FaEg ZF 0 7)) 3 —8— IES IAFH F 2R
HAE F 190, o|dHFEY AHE % 20 o MEITEFH ZAE=1117, p<. onﬂr
AABEATE E 29 o]dWEEA AFelA ALY ZUE,0=5.69, p<.05)lH T =

B xR0l AWNMNE, =214, p=1468)% FHES BHPYL, MNEFETd 2074 ﬁ%h

B 1 AP7|ofeE AY =A0| HE IbM SJ(CHE Fa)ol BF S BE HA

2 =7
NEF 2 A=A 73 73Ry
M M M A
n n n
(8D) (8D (SD)
o 464.29 547.00 604.67 540.91
ey 21 13 24
(209.13) (173.71) (197.91) (203.44)
27190
672.62 473.75 637.38 582.43
=5 21 24 13
(201.83) (214.27) (171.99) (278.42)
3 568.54 499.49 616.16 561.67
2 42 37 37
(228.74) (201.61) (187.44) (211.17)
H 2. 2-way ANOVA Z1f
werel & Sum of Squares Mean Squares r »
(89S (MS)
2471 (A) 1 84704.52 84704.52 2.14 .1468
ZAZA B) 2 206682.10 103341.05 2.61 0784
AXB 2 385509.93 192754.97 4.86™ .0095
A W o4 110 4363312.15 39666.47
A 115 5128183.55

p< .05, “p< .01
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H 3. CteFmnitsEs Ao
Sum of Squares Mean Squares
LD d E b F b
(SS) (MS)
Bl vs B2 at Al(%) 1 54934.45 54934.45 1.38 2420
Bl vs B3 at Al(%+2) 1 220716.29 220716.29 5.56" .0201
B2 vs B3 at Al(%2 1 28041.59 28041.59 0.71 4026
Bl vs B2 at AX( 1 442947.66 442947.66 11.17" .0011
Bl vs B3 at A2(Z 1 9968.24 9968.24 0.25 6174
B2 vs B3 at A2AES 1 225789.23 225789.23 5.69" .0188
A at BIVNEZ55) 1 455729.17 455729.17 11.49™ .0010
A at B2AEH ) 1 45244.74 45244.74 1.14 .2880
A at B3(EATH) 1 9026.62 9026.62 0.23 6347
p< 05, Tp< 01
700 T
600 +
-+ AT E4
- e
(TE %) 500 +
~ A5
400 +
300 )
S s
27 o

g =3 e

a1 APIoet He m70| 4Batg @t

T zolE HolA et
(B 110=225, p=.6174). ol B o9 J1d 1
S REAHOZ AA 3=

ARz, w2 A7)

g 7};3 AgFEe] FaEI s e
% ZANTh SRR o] A
MEFEFYS AR ZANA

nolu], zale] F3o] el
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Ay A7 Avel AN ARE wofFY

TKGorgulu et al., 2021; Wallace & Baumeister,
2002; Woodman et al, 2011). T, o3} &
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Effects of narcissism and work condition on

task performance and social loafing

Min-young Jang Gyeongran Kim Dong-Heon Seok”

Department of Psychology, Daegu University

This study conducted an experiment to investigate the changes in task performance based on the level of
narcissism and work conditions. The experimental design was a 2 (Narcissism: Low/High) X 3 (Work
Condition: Coaction / Collective / Competition) between-subjects design. Participants were categorized into
high and low narcissism groups based on their scores from the Narcissistic Personality Inventory (NPI).
The work conditions were manipulated by providing different performance instructions for each of the
three conditions. Task performance was assessed by the scores obtained from a simplified dart-throwing
task performed for 10 minutes. The results are as follows: First, participants with high narcissism showed
significantly lower performance in the collective condition compared to the coaction condition, suggesting
that they may be vulnerable to social loafing when their individual performance is not identifiable.
Second, participants with low narcissism showed no significant difference in performance between the
coaction and collective conditions. Third, when explicit competition was induced, both low and high
narcissism groups exhibited similarly high levels of performance. The theoretical and practical implications,

limitations, and suggestions for future research are presented in the discussion.
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