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Background Results

e Substantial and meaningful fluctuations in narcissism states, conceptualized as RQ1: Relations between narcissism domains and situation perceptions
trifurcated structure, have been observed.
e Trifurcated Model of Narcissism (TMN): Agentic Extraversion, Self-centered Analysis: Multilevel Models
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 Agency model (Campbell et al., 2006)

. Dual-Pathway Model (Back, 2018) RQ2: Spill-over effects of situation perceptions on narcissism domains and vice

versd
Analysis: Random-Intercept Cross-Lagged Panel Models
RQ1: How are situation perceptions in situ related to state expressions of different
narcissism domains?
H1.1: Perceiving a situation as social is positively associated with an agentic extraversion
state.
H1.2: Perceiving a situation as dutiful is positively associated with an agentic extraversion
state.
H1.3: Perceiving a situation as adverse is positively associated with a self-centered
antagonism state.
RQ2: How do narcissism states and situation perceptions in situ affect each other over
time? Cross-Lagged Effects Autoregressive Effects
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affiliative context controversial context Exploratory ﬁndings
e Duty <2 Antagonism and Narcissistic Neuroticism: No Self-selection; Duty as a potential threat.
* Positivity €2 Agentic Extraversion: Situational environment cooperative to narcissistic goals.
* Participants were randomized to groups of three to four people. * Negativity €—> Antagonism and Narcissistic Neuroticism: Situational environment uncooperative to
* For six weeks, they met weekly via Zoom. narcissistic goals. N S |
. Meetings lasted approx. one hour and covered predetermined subjects. * Deception <=2 Narcissistic Neuroticism: Emotional instability might lead to the perception of

deception, at the same time people with heightened Narcissistic Neuroticism might engage in

* Initial three encounters = affiliative tasks; last three meetings = tasks that 4 . .
eceptlve practlces.

might generate controversy.
 Narcissism state and situation perception measurements were taken * QOur data, derived from standardized group settings, supported our pre-registered hypotheses with

before, in the middle of, and after the group sessions. few exceptions. B | | o o o
 We could identify additional potentially meaningful within-person associations between situation

perceptions and narcissism states.
Measurements * Nextto thg assgaatlons W|.th|n each S|tu.at!on, we al§o examined the directionality of the relation
between situation perceptions and narcissism domain states.

* Narcissism states in three domains: FFNI-SF (Sherman et al., 2015), PNI-54 e Our findings suggest that even though narcissism domain states mostly have negligible effects on

(Pincus et al., 2009), NARQ-S (Leckelt et al., 2018), NVS (Crowe et al., 2018), situation perceptions, more prominent effects can be identified in the reverse direction.
NGS (Crowe et al., 2016) « Specifically, perceived intellect, positivity, negativity, and duty all showed spill-over influences on the
e Situation perceptions: DIAMONDS (Rauthmann & Sherman, 2018) expression of different narcissism domains at later times.

Situational Influences on Narcissism States
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