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M OE OEKATARETSEMABRRE—ANZRMNE, BRI A T8 G BRI
AR, 2 RASHALE RN E L&, AR AIE M BRGEHATRAERMES, BAHERETEHTA
ARG R oL R G BT BB AR, E S Sk B e IR B SPARAK, W2 B R R A I A B R 8
T EZARRETAA L —BATRT Sk B SOMBEA B, MEEE GO BERL Kk, Kk
R AETSRFER DTN ERA MG A EIRE LM RMEK, BT S CRBAATRAG &, i

B AR,
KA
SES  B84s

1 351§

AARE—ANT AR 38, HHEEZEMN
WS HEEBNRR, —HE&ZEFRER
JeE (Campbell & Crist, 2020; Sedikides, 2021; 4%
A 45 2019), biE B ARSI ST R IR A,
AEFREMNMELEL X T AKRKE [N
(grandiose narcissism) 5 Jifi 55 & H 7% (vulnerable
narcissism) (e.g., Miller et al., 2011). BEzh%I {7%
(agentic narcissism) 5 3£ 4 Al H 2% (communal
narcissism) (Gebauer et al., 2012). K{W %! B 2%
(admirative narcissism) 5 3% 4+ # § 7% (rivalrous
narcissism) (Back et al., 2013)%F H AR L FLH; IR
HYF W &0 BOeEem T A EREAOK T LY
Fik, Wt A2 (collective narcissism), F
FIRBU) TIRFEM A 7 X ILAREFRKT TR
Wi, 0 R B T B B o 28 19 5 ) s e b 42 20 1
(e.g., Cichocka, 2016; Golec de Zavala et al.,
2009). HuT, 0[RS F 232 3] A0
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LhAT, BRAT, EHRAYE, BKAR, BIR4 R

I RTINS e SN ST MIINS o  AE S
F7# (Golec de Zavala et al., 2019), [E N{UAH /%L
2 T JE 1 M OCHE 5T (e.g., Cai & Gries, 2013;
Wang et al., 2021), % FHEA& AR EISE LK
TR YA R EEM SR EA T E
Y (Cichocka & Cislak, 2020; Golec de Zavala &
Keenan, 2021), T B P22 58 6% SCHIT LA,
AR SOKs St SRR 7 K BB BE SR — A AR
AR SRR R Z AR RR, I
X AR I T LA, DU S R A AR A
PEEN B E A

T UL B, U T A1 T ](Golee de
Zavala et al., 2009)7E 5Kk A 28 HE 50 e fie %
il F S T AR AR PR R R, T
HEFRF NP SR B 7 2 AT g 2 1
BT AR B 2R A A )R (Cichocka & Cislak,
2020; Golec de Zavala, 2011), ABAFLATIIL, 4
AR5 A ASERE S OB FE LA T e A L2k
Iz ab . R, S [ A — X T
MR B 7R BIH & (Golec de Zavala et al., 2019), &
T EEAHINRE PR 2 BE AT S (A A A AR A T 1
T X SE R R 25 BEFIAT ), I Hoe ik BA V2
A B RHIE BBV (Golec de Zavala, 2018, 2019), 34
ir, ERARC LR T AC T E W5 i,
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ST, RSO B S BRI A A
WA B ARG 52 pE 3 P AS U ) T LR I
#, TEBEIS A WEIEA L B BB 4y, A SOk
PR3 M 25 B A 1 7SR 1Y) R E J (e.g., Krizan
& Herlache, 2018; Miller et al., 2021)& X} A& H
NG 58 ST SR IS

2 HKHEBTHBERINIE

21 &£EFEBENRNERE

LR H e O —F Xl B TR
FEACE R IR A, FR TS plifb RN 1
M5 & (Golec de Zavala et al., 2019), z(H —Fh)@
LT H K(grandiose) . % K (inflated)ft) N AL 5
B A5 BEBC ], I X TR G SRR T 41 55 % 9 B AR
#r{E A 7N (Cichocka & Cislak, 2020), faj 2L i,
SRR A AR A T fl 3 2 AR IR R I B BB A
H %.(Golec de Zavala et al., 2009, p.1085), m# K
1T A1 E A B R A K 1 (greatness) 5 &%
(Cichocka, 2016; Golec de Zavala, 2018), A8 A £ X
SERFSYE IR L, ARAR 3 7N 0Y PR 3R M 1,
H-RESRMARKRIESR, HTEXMESKWIE
G BRI AN AN —— R UL, B S R Y
WRERTE A B LIRS AR IR AL, SRR F RS 6
T3 R B R A X BRI 9 5 OB 47 LUK IA B
NG

SR A — R ZAE N — Bl N B RN TR
(ingroup identification)# 5| A JTUEAFFE (1, {HIX
Tolt N R A DA TR A 22 8 — X R AR AR K TE HE i
— NSRS A A (Golee de Zavala et al.,
2009), R %SUIHITANH 11(Golec de Zavala et al.,
2009, 2019)H9WL AL, Kb T AR [ SO RY 2
— Bl XF F PB4 2B 1 (exceptionality) R 843 3%
FNHMEBARIA YR, T EL A Fh 38 iy AT LA ok
R I R R R 1 i AR PLE, i AR Bk Y 10
RN L R 3 1B N NN 200 S E R S I
YR FEMEMERT, &2 ESE,
oE NI RBLARE ) . RS, Bk A
PR R ], BT NREIARLE A B X T

! 7RI (recognition) & V5 7 WA s LI — AN EEAWE, 7EAR
[ ARG AR rb A R 3 A P 3 (Honneth, 2018/2020)
WA 2 F LA, X BRI RN T B — 5
BT YA ARG L ARZIG Y 3 2 & (Fukuyama, 2018).

AR ) — B B T _E A BRAT B 95 4N EH (normative
narrative). 3 H., Joig# i hf, ik QS48
G X T PR A DA At B A 224 I 8 Y
W, DLW FiZ B bR S8R 32 B i v 7E B Y
s

T I EME, AR AT AR m L
AR T T 1) AN ) 2 1) 1) 46 R 5 3% 18 B 1 (Golec
de Zavala et al., 2009), XEBRZE, A0 LIXT A
CLUIT @ B £ At SRR B (2. B, EARA
WA CHER BT it SRR Z e S EEK .
% (e.g., Golec de Zavala et al., 2009), B3t (e.g.,
Bocian et al., 2021), Z*#(JKjl(e.g., Marchlewska
et al., 2019), 5 % 7% Bf /K (e.g., Marchlewska,
Gorska et al., 2021), K% A& (e.g., Golec de
Zavala, Cichocka, & Bilewicz, 2013), T.4EH A
(e.g., Cichocka et al., 2021), &% 1B\ (e.g., Larkin
& Fink, 2019)5%, SR 5, Hi 3z 20 56E R
I 2 B BHR 2 E % (Golec de Zavala et al., 2019)%,
22 SEBENE R

FEERATRX —-MEEEDITLEGEW = E el A
ANTER, Mk mmEIRMARAY T. W.
Adorno (1903 — 1969) 1 E. Fromm (1900 — 1980)
3 SR I AT I, T B AT AR AR iR A
AR B AEAMEA AR B — Bt P R4 ) 22
#8 1k (Cichocka & Cislak, 2020; 38k &, 2022), i
n, HiE T 1951 4F & HET S, Freud BOKSHZ) )y
PR RIS RIS, S A R AR
PR B AR —n), AR A ANTE BN R fpoR] e R
1Y B ZAE i (Adorno, 1951); TZER GG  Dh3cqk
Hit ) (Adorno, 1959/1993)— 3¢+, b 28 BAH 42
IR EAN: BT T B CEF
S bl AR AR G B A T v R O L R 1
B BT, ATAMET B e BT IR GX
FhJE I EHEA R A REIR J7 ), [RI o kb T
AR AEURCE R TR se s A B 3RE
SRR A O TR R BRI A80E O R A
18); X P AEA, A0 A Bk Z 1) 5 BT
A, I F 5 2] BHR——AF 2 8 & 32

PO L, FRATRE O R E S ek, AEAT SCh A
TR AR AR PR A R AR B S 0 1 A8, IR — AR B 3
AT BT 0 SR B R R R AT o A AT RES T B S
Moy, AR B A FK, N A A



2102

NERET

g 530 5

XL T, 7 (pp.32-33) e A K, HRIRA
ETUWﬁﬁﬁ&%*ﬁ@ﬁmﬂ,%¢ﬁﬁ
R B A TR R T B R R I DGR AE A b
£, Mol ZHELLE Z 0 B AR5 (Adorno,
2005, p.111),

HHEF Adorno, Fromm B 4: [fi b 43 A7 T HE 4
B, B2 T B & B 728> (group narcissism)
k4 HAR” (social narcissism), 7EHZE/E (A
L ANJEE R ) ) Fromm (1964)% ] H—4
BRI T MR AR A, ikl B
AR S AR AR — AT e BRSO TR
W2, Bk A7 (benign narcissism)2X {0 H RN 4
RETHFELERARH L, TS a
TR IS AL, M ) AR A R A —
FRBE PN, [m] s SCREHE B3I 1 25 A 52 90 Uk 1T 5% 77 ;
A E [ A% (malignant narcissism) I 8 [ 2% XF 42
BTEAA W I L, R Bkt 2 8t
&, BT EVb R AR, A A e K
M2 = A B fa s st vl BES N . DRI, 4R B AR
At —E REER, BARBIRRIHR S #—2,
Fromm & A4 T #EAA A 2R A BURHIE, 24
R - SV IBE L R L R N N S N |
SR ARATE R BA R B R VA
[7]F5m K40l . 7E Fromm (1973)& kK, S ATEL
T PO OR D EUSE N R, RO B AR B AT et
TR, DRI B SRR AM FL IR A AT R o Abid A
o, FR ARG ARERENRRZ —.

Je5E, Adorno Ml Fromm 3£ F-K5 # 43 BT 1% 48 1
WLASR KT JE AR TT B4R A A ARG — W 58 U ) 27
# 1 1(e.g., Cichocka, 2016; Golec de Zavala et al.,
2009). HTEE R AL, xS BIE AT TEHR
WAE T2 0 A, S TR AR SE, A
ity B AT A G T T R R b 5 A Bl ) i AR G
(Golec de Zavala et al., 2019),

3 KUHBTHAEMRME

HOTF B & 1k 5 25 52
(Golec de Zavala et al., 2009)E TR T ( A& 5
DI ) RERVIK, BHRE I 4EEA
WIEIT T Tiz R RIKM=, Ao 2%
TR B X — R IV PR OB 51T R 45 R T
IS AN DR i avak S5 N S B v R A I I S ]
IS T 2k 22 30 UE B 1A 1 20 AR 2 42 B i
B RET, IR 22l R I AR IR 1 2R A Al ]
HIPR AS i, USROG A s e R R &5
A 1 R 1 45 8 SCHR (Cichocka & Cislak, 2020;
Golec de Zavala & Keenan, 2021; Golec de Zavala
& Lantos, 2020), JUA TSR IARTT LA & 17
WA -

31 &EHBATHEN
311 EEBRERMEEA

T e J2l Pt 0 935 I SR o i AN G AP B B
JEJE, T ELNATTXE R B A ) SRR 5 N — S HE A
(Stephan et al., 2016; see also Guerra et al., 2020),

UE AT 5% 4 B8 10 S

AR AR SRR
() o ™ . 2
Y g " R | [ mEEGHE - R |
TR ! B . L : VB L RLRCE - HE :

L EREE | | 5 Jopr REEY |
| RERARA | 4 | - BORE R | R i
! = PB e e (EREREALE - REX
B TR [i> " [i} 15 - et [$> i T o
= e e R et
boofemREz | | | | T o el
i-?iA;[;ﬁ:/ﬁgg}\ i AR L JRAmEAL ;ﬁi
P - L. A AR R WAREG Gy
| P PRSEEERRUL : | S (e, %
| SRR | " MBLITEHNRE | EARITARRL R,
I \(FHHAE | AR EEAEED
A / DRICEX R RS
—_ > | AR ASURA R :
L \_ e )
CREE N F NP
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— MR UL, R FARFE B S S AR A MR Y
B, SRR R R . AR . ESER
A G 3k 1 (Cichocka et al., 2016; Golec de
Zavala et al., 2009, 2016; see also Bertin et al.,
2022), U4 W57 (Golec de Zavala & Cichocka,
2012) & B, 4Bk B 725 fig T A2 [0 A (siege
mentality), BITA M5 B ARTEANT N EEAE &
T FE ) R T R R, X R AR S R B B g i
—IdE bR, 25U Hh, 5 MR [ AN AR TR AR A
{ 7] (hostile attribution bias), 33X i 1] 38 30 Jy #2
AT AR RN SRy Xk o B A4 A A i (Dyduch-Hazar,
Mrozinski, & Golec de Zavala, 2019),

HAE W5 (Cichocka et al., 2016)Lk 2010 41
“HrER M A AT R D AR
Z g T R B AN R R B e AR A Ok
FRo XA T EAEE 22 S5 LR ATEN
i1 88 24 I = BURMARR A L 51 2k 2E o th T x5 AR
BAHERE H, YA RSz s gy
e ek, AR L, FR A ARG
DA AR B 0 S BT 52 1 1 B g B M, LR
HE— 2L TR R e A E R . AR L
TR H WAL, IS E S TEN S KR FER
B ) — TR AR, FEI T XF ANEE AR Y = R B
A THEFBERE, E0hamF I m TG
FrA BIEe; a2 BRIES BT 75 AR 1 IR B AR A
TERFTEX AT UREAAR, 072 P AREAST 23 B 5 (A [
R ) TEABCAS ] T oAt B 53 (AR A [ 1R AR ) 1 51
SRR B AR AT RE JC Rk W0 11558 45 & (Cichocka et
al., 2016).

BH 5 (Golec de Zavala et al., 2016)% % T
SRR [ 2R T N B TR 5 B A2 21 1 B 1 e
TR o S5, BV 2 0 U 52 3 SN A4 A
B (1 LRI IR LE 7 AR S LY L At N IEAS AR IR
B I AR A BRSO, SR B RS 4K T fi
fo] TR R S RIS B TR flin, 7EHE
TR DL+ H AR A T, AT Y
i — 0] & T = HL (0 R A B e 1
Jo, SR A KV 8 R R B B Sy R 2
BAAIE, R4, XFhas R EAB T 4 AR
BN B B 1) R R
312 HERESESITA

G —ITIC/ (N = 14592), kAR50
ANEEAR BT T P (outgroup  hostility) FAH I RECH

0.19 (Golec de Zavala et al., 2019), BEIR4E A [ 7%
R B SR RN B R, AN B AT R A 25 5
X AMRER R B S AR A A BE AT . i, B
A [ 7 RE A5 3 3 PR I A T T AR AR ) AT
A DL BB AT R A1 45 B (Gorska et al., 2020). X
NS ORI B S RE T Al AT T XE 2003 4FEAFHAL
OEH T WA SRR, 1T ELR B AR Y 2 X
2% [ 37 B E T B 9B (Golec de Zavala et al.,
2009), FH—TLLFSE5E R 1T 7 Bk A (Cai &
Gries, 2013)& B, Tit7EL LR TE, £iAH
ZN TS B FUUIN XS % 5 el B Al AL %X 5 BURE £ £
T 285 JBE DA R 6f SR HBC i B TBCSRE Xof A5 %) 7l R 1) S 4+
BE o Jefplh, — I LAYE 22 N BEA I IR 45 (Golec
de Zavala & Cichocka, 2012)% ¥, [H5 A H R
AL RATRIN B AR A L ——2R 3R 5 0 RN =2 [ 4
SRR T, XA Y 6 T A 4 FAT S B ) K
T T HK A O RS2 U R BT A

BE— DR R, IR OC R T RE A2 B HERR L
FIMEE I . WAE — £ ) 5255 (Golec de Zavala,
Cichocka, & Iskra-Golec, 2013)F1, 5% LIAIH
FEBR IR B (INE K Z M) | R Z ) A E &, BT
PR IE G Jg X B 0K 19 205 5 T R TBONT 52 o7 74
KAMPTAER . SR —BU M, TENBHERZH
VERZRET, SE0K A AR BE TR0 5 1 7K - A 00T S
NE; FEBER Z B 0 2500 T, SRR B2 SOt
R B TR VR A B2 . X RR M, SRR AR
O BN — AR e HR S 1Y, AR 1] 25 YR
A SR U AR . SEBR L, LIRS RS IE
TRMEL, WMAERT —2 % E 24X L E
MIHEPE IS, SE R BRI B A HON ik 44 B 22k i TR
BRI T B, B A i R 4 1) £ N SR
B % (Golec de Zavala, Cichocka, & Iskra-
Golec, 2013), HAEMILEM, XFEH B 4F
o R AN IR, SRR AR B EA L R
5 Fa 2 (Hamer et al., 2018), AR K, HFK
B AE R RN R T HEIE AR, A Y
A, HCRGT S AR ) AN S 1 1 6 B 1R 52 K AR AR
(schadenfreude) (Golec de Zavala et al., 2016), A
AR B AR, SRR B AR Y G R SN AT
REA 4 el 4 . 09140 B8 (Antonetti & Maklan,
2018) & B, Sk A A RS A C 5 /M A R
GURYARBLEEBAR, TEXT A 2R TE4T R O SR E AR 32
T RIE BRI L o
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o530 %

VANE 2 SISk 2 T R U I - X ID= N S|
B ARBEEBIR OISR R B £
& H 7% & 1 HE 4b (xenophobia) fifi [7] (Golec de
Zavala et al., 2019), 40, 4K 7 28 AT L0 56 [
VERTE 2016 4F G 48 K3 I X Re 98 1Y S HE
(Federico & Golec de Zavala, 2018; Marchlewska et
al., 2018), ¥& [® [ A X5 Bi BR (1) 32 #F (Golec de
Zavala et al., 2017), &AW 2% ) 55 F) B AT RO
I SR K HBOR B 37 FF (Cislak et al., 2018;
Forgas & Lantos, 2019; Marchlewska et al., 2018),
A B I S 2 S 1) PR R R AR A A BT R F
B3k AR A P, L T B D IS8 IR S A 34 1)
TN o E 328 T F RASME W B, 33 P g
i % R A AR 7 5 O IR R = T S b A A
(Golec de Zavala et al., 2017), 4, 4R H7REE
% T R % & X (Golec de Zavala & Keenan,
2021), TERRBEIRZETE SR, BRI A AL BE F0I X
VA b 32 SRR 32 SR T ) SRR, T H X
KRTEW AL 2 PR BT (AN 2 ) 95 BAL B 3R 858) vp
JtH: %8 i (Jasko et al., 2020),

313 BHASEETAREMBER

B SCRT L, SRR AR AR PR A B RIAT A
TR . IR ATERE NS AT AT
T, SR H RS BRI S e g7 2By b, RE
AT P43 1 D3 AR T e R A 7 R X P A
§iZ2 SN A= s S e N TRV NG 284
B LI LA, 22 N HEAR BB R B, AN I8 A3
SO (NI L RPN b g e A EE Dl e
H, dRETHEEAT AEACE R AR
R AN B 0, BRI T BUN B AL AR IR A
FE AN, SRR 1 23 0 ST 1) X 3 2 P
A RS 53R A A ) R RO ez, i LR A
VB F B4 2 8% 0 3 1 63 /% 51 '8 JC (Cichocka et al.,
2015; Golec de Zavala et al., 2016). {4k, #
VT A W98 e B == NI ) R A | 2 /8 T
[ M 20 I R R R, H b R i B = AR
Y — BRI 418 [ P 20 25 J R R A [ 32 3 Y M
(Mole et al., 2021); ifi Hi¥% > A E REMAR [T
SRR R B 245 B RE TR R 22 4 i) i W0 (Golec
de Zavala & Bierwiaczonek, 2021), WF7#& X ki
fiR e, TER M EREEARFERS, H2m
R R A R T X G K S R, Y 2
NBEIRE BE R EHMRPER, XHE, FEmE

FAEAL St 2o P RAE B T % 33k Fbode SO 1) B R B
L, R4S 5 2, X A4 BV R Fr
W B R0 B HE R R (ingroup
overexclusion effect), B 1 3543 PN BE 4K % £ 7]
fiE PR At AT T A B R s e P B AR T 2 kB 493 17 32 3
HoAth i 51 HEJF (Golec de Zavala & Lantos, 2020).

HY X BB RIS AT I, AR AR 20N A 2 AR R R
B S . WAL s S hAZ M. IBA, XS
BWE LR A RE M AR LR ARFEE SN
FEARR R AR ? RS 3A B o A X 7 T i AT T
— SR 22 AT (Cislak et al., 2018)i# i =54
BRI, AR ML B A0 B U (R 5T 1),
SRS SZ (AP R AR AR (ST 2 F003), 2
P ) SR A 1 78R B TOUA %o 3ok e A AR ) IR
B SZRE, HRargE 2 f13 i &8, A E AR
X A% [ e R 37 M ) AR —— XTI AR R, X
TRUHUR 2 30 T B K 5, I8 RO 1k e 2%
s, (HARR B 28350 10) T 2 3 AR B AR DSk 1
P S P IR SR PP BOR, TS 1 B T REXT A E AR
BB IR . 55 F W58 (Cislak et al., 2021) %
N, SRR A AN BN I T S AR S S AR A B IR
B, E TR ) T3 4R A PR 5 TE Y E K R Y
ST,

BIEA LRI, EFERES T, £i5A
TSNS M T ) T00I0 A4 55 [ B ) VA 285 1, e 4%
il T PR S 2 B ) U 5 [ A A
%5 (Federico et al., 2021); 3 7ME BEIE [m) Fi 4~
A % 47 2 (Nowak et al., 2020), it i &
(Marchlewska, Cichocka et al., 2021)k% ¥, £k F
TN BE T 41 22 KA 32 X (social cynicism), HIX} A
PERTEAR A L, FR G RE T X B 3 o A AR
S HF. HEA A (Marchlewska et al., 2020) 7R,
FINERAYE LY ACEARR, ERERAR
I8 v A LB AR B B T i i B R
Bo Wi HAEHALARIET, SFW A R
R R I N A A A TSl = AL |
(Cichocka et al., 2021), EI N TH S EX, B4
USRI FEA [ UR I T IR [ X R R AR
B RYIKE R B & XTEKRAREN S, N
PR TE AR BRI DL B AN N B 25 A0S Hb PN AR A
B3P B0 IF AR kE B B B (Cichocka & Cislak, 2020).
MR, XIFAR IR E LR A ARE AN E R AR
8, IR WX BRI 25 7 5 Z B, Bl R A
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T PR B PO R A 5 77 G )38 7R W 25 5 B
H il R Y% 32 X (moral tribalism), b AfiTH {6 )
T i 1) PR 25 917 A 40 7 A 1 1 ) (Bocian
etal., 2021),

Bk T RTIR AR S RIS, SRR H A Kk B
RET HoAh— 28 53k, FEAL RS BRI 45
AT B 3G 56 o 9 JFE T P BRI 42 2 3 1Y
JRJMRE, SRR 2 AR T RE SR U DA B ] kA SR
WEOR RN B IATE . BARCRUL, AR A
(Imhoff, 2010)LAFEE A RMFHARXT S, HETHEKE
H 785 Iy 5 4] & 7 J& (desire for historical closure)
MRZR. B EHEEE, MEMREZILA
TR B8 B 2o 2 10y o B2 W (R, 7 X 00 9 5
PR E SONFEE CH BT R R il
TR BRI, R FANRR R, Dy sk
AR R, X AT LR IR A AR PR L K
Xz EHWATIMEN BRI . E —TLAE 2 A
FEAR 5% (Marchlewska et al., 2020)% ¥, 41
YRR TAREARNED LR, ERARE
R T K NBRTE 25, I
o Dy S M ELSE M, I K S Y R AR
KB 22, A BF 5 (Skarzynska & Przybyta,
2015) 7R, SR A ARF M THEARENZ %
# B (victimhood), B4 32 3 X W] g ik N #F 1A
o7 ST M I3 R A B (B (Golec de Zavala
etal., 2019).,

32 &HBAERMEE

AR 25— TRl R Ry — b LA A X R T Y
{5 7% (Golec de Zavala et al., 2019), B AHAFERZ
FINREZ RN, 8T REfE — 2 R T 32 21
BN ZE R, Bk, ARk O — i s 4
TR FZR AT DR R I TR E, R 33X 7 T I BRI
A TR AR RO H R EE .

321 MEEE

AR SCIR B ML 2w ERAEAY
Adorno (2005)F1 Fromm (1964)(0W8 &5, &k [
AR AME 5N A IR O BT R . IS A TR AR
PR B Ja TR R B A 4, B
A LR EEAR AR A TR R 2 HZ
J5 B RMEZAE JH (Cichocka & Cislak, 2020), HR{jX
D7 RS F BRI LA R [ R e
wh HFRANERE, EATER A R AT B AR T R
(Correll & Park, 2005; Fritsche et al., 2013),

TERR IR T, — A4 2 W0E 2 F1 S 5 Y
WF9%(Cichocka et al., 2018) BRI T4 A4
HEKRAMBEAREMIANFZ RN C R, 45RRN,
Bl = A~ N AR i S S B I AR AR B AR, {H X Rl
T T HERR RO W B TR )5 A V7 el o B 3
Bk UL, 25 1 e A — TR W 2 T R B,
A NFEH SRR QAR RO, IF HaX R G AE
BN RE RN UEREE R %, %
BT R, A AFE G R ne i FH4E
B, R XORh LG HUTE N BN R A5 B S
AAEAE B SG — T R, Z5RIERI, B
(B 1 A S, T LA e 0 A 1) 05 2 (B 6
JAJEH R A7, HE S 1 AR H RS R
B2 A AEERITG R, B, XL REEA -
T T A NI H 052 1T g SR B 28 ) HZLAR
WHERZ—. 7 —WEA L EAREN AL
T AT 5 AR B 28X Rl 5E R (Marchlewska
et al., 2020),

EHE i, RS E5E(e.g., Golec de
Zavala et al., 2009, 2016)AK e~ E S5 HEK AR
MR, B A 5T (Golec de Zavala et al., 2020)
T TE R AR . G\ 7 A 0S5 T — ORI,
BARHY B0 LR R BOE &K EKR AR, B
% Z R T B HE B At 0 f (R PN AR T )
TG AR5 WG E . EAAEENE, &R
BT AEN S A EXERARPZmW, 4
RE, YA AR HIE A AR & DA s,
H BEATI R B 1) TN AR A 1 A, O A AR
s A ARy AR RS, S AR
W) SHE % ) T A A [ 78S, 2 O A 3 T A1
R B, XHE7N, A A H SR 2 R )
RE 2l [ AR R, B A LA AR ] fg
AR AR iR s s B R . S Ak, AR
(Golec de Zavala et al., 2019)i# i o0 b7 & B, &
A 7 75 e 55 B A B 2R B IEAH OGRS B R 2R
TR, TS H ORISR A T AR DG T R /)N L2
REFAEA—IE; A Y i 57 & B 55 A 4
A 72 T] LA 458 J5 1 SE 4K B 28 (Golee de Zavala
& Lantos, 2020), X 2T H A 55 A R R E
AR5 B R R B 28R I A S (Miller et al.,
2017), WFFE#H (Golec de Zavala et al., 2019)4E K
H %5 SRR 1 28 A] g 258 Ao e 55 A A 13 7 R
R,



2106 O B R 2 ot B

o530 %

W ANE A WF5T (Golec de Zavala, 2019) % #i,
L1 B 2N 5 2 T U4 (sensory  processing
sensitivity) i ¢, i J8 & i T 850 & — Bl 5t
PRI 2 R A AT ), B T 68 D 3 R i 4% 8 AFT%T 172
PR B, A B A B RIHIAR (Bakker &
Moulding, 2012). X BEH, AR L AT RETE —7E
FREE L gk H R,

322 BEEZR

BEARSER 1 2 v] fig 52 3P il 5 A1k A 2555
AR ZE B2, B4 RE R 3 AR PR 2 1
REZR AT e AR AR AR AN, T E X — A,
W58 # 11(Golec de Zavala et al., 2020)iH i3 52565 %
LT 2 Fl A (social inclusion) Fl4t 2 HE % (social
exclusion)ixX 21 1# 5% (R 2 X S 4K B AR B2, 45
B, SHRAS S HRE AEKF B &L
T AAS 5HWREAEKFE, BHHAR
IR ARSI R E, (HR Y AR &
fE MU B )G, WAHMERABK BT
WELER, S FHAS5E 2L THE KT
PRI AN, iR ul, #aHEF e S AR
B B R TR B, (R ORI ARON T B T
PR B R A 5 WAL,

7 A WF9Y (Marchlewsk et al., 2018)% %% 4~
A T IR B] 1) P R R 4 B A S5 o A IR 1 7 T ROKE
F AR R, S5 R AE K SR AR X 2
BE1E (] U4 1R B2, 34 R 28 I N REAR 25 1
FRY\AE 3B AT EAR A AR i e i —
WP ERAR NS HHWLS T, HREETAX
<t [ PR 0 37 21 R 1% 588 45 il T AX 7 A2 3501
Withs, MRS T 5 moKOF R4 3 2B ER
fifi[] . A HF5E(Guerra et al., 2020)3E 1M % 5% 7 BEPR
BT EAR A AR, S5 R R, 1632 BIRERR
BV, ANV S AR B g (a0 P9 R AR 1 A (B
M. ARG EREZBEM), B2 TR
B Can e Bt b sk B A 37 B0 ), R N R
AR DX 1) AN AR %) 20 o 1 32 3] W (dlistinetiveness
threat), ™MARMEME QUK EE ST, BafdA
— TS TR Z I, TCIR X T St 4o B
e, IR HHALRER, A2 B 0 WA i TR
AN H T TR BRI &K [ 75 (Bagei et al., 2021),
33 EFBEENHAMERLHE

Br T ke TR B AR 805 0 R,
BRI P A E AP IR DS AIVE XUNE

A5 FU A AR 1 (AN RN TR] L P A T )
2 1] ) JE FE 50V (suppression effect) (e.g., Bertin et
al., 2022; Cichocka et al., 2016; Golec de Zavala,
Cichocka, & Bilewicz, 2013; Marchlewska et al.,
2020), % T ] RIS AR 3 AR B i AR 2,
W5¥ & {11(Cichocka, 2016; Golec de Zavala, 2011)
T =D TAPX AR G A S, J
Ak B 2R A B 9 R B P (non-narcissistic ingroup
positivity), AHEFEE AR, JE A2 N R
WM T —FEE W MRS R . Bk
W7 0 A 1 6T T PR A R BRI, R PR A ) B
PEAG ST Tl 25 % ORI B 7R IN, T AR T X A1
PR B S ST 8 .

TESCUERE TS, TR A A 59 A A A
HEAA BN A 22 8] — A7 AE TEAR DG, T HLPT & e
Z a3 LA A AR T, R RUTO A, PR
REAE—E BB [ B AHGEAE XS 7 A . B A A
/b W 5% (e.g., Golec de Zavala, Cichocka, &
Bilewicz, 2013; Golec de Zavala et al., 2016) 4 i,
AR A A5 AR B AR R R 9 T AH S Bt
el Ja, 4B R B AN AR TR X AR A G BE 2 2 4
TR B, JE 7 A P AR AR 2 D) 0 B 2 1 A
FEVRMZ AL, JT e T X &1 A B2 R AR N B8 45 1 25
JEFNAT O ——3X B IE AL 20 e FE A B 288 09 280 o
WEHE, X, A WF5E(Dyduch-Hazar, Mrozinski et
al., 2019)iLZ5FWE T - T ABARNEED
HHHEEZRS R, RIS 5FENE R EANE
BTN . 5 RRB, HA YR BN S R A
T E B AR DG A R e, B A AR AT RE T XS
R AR E R TR E S, T PR A SR A AR
WX 2 B 2R AW IE T PE . i, A
5% (Golec de Zavala, 2019)id i L& i FAAH G S
P AR OG5 R 5 AR, R 1A B 2 55 PR AR 0 1Y
TEAHDCREW S AR A AR S (G 26 . B FRAIT I IE
A, DARERIR HAR St ol | BB AR,

4 PERARTERRE

HATSCAT L, 2id HAEZ IR, BISEE K
FARM B FE CR B2 W0 5 o SR, 1T
P b 07 2R 3L, DR H R O PO — 2R 518 R R
(O TRLEE, N AS (LR AR B R0 Y-S 2 4 A o T
i, A VFZ WA BRI SR R {E A
£ I ERE R AR e 9 N M N E PR RN
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Jak, REEENBSEW . B, BARE
B FTERIRE Tk 22 | SEE | S AFRRE E A,
IR B AT BRAAAE T HABE K, H R A Re7Es
PR 3 SO T R B A T R i 4T (e.g., Zaromb et
al., 2018; van Prooijen & Song, 2021), K, &%
MAMRARZA, KRFFREDTANLT LT
T I o
41 KEFETRNBESHEHUNERS

WHGSCE g 48 i, ik A AR AR —
AN 1 28808 G DA AR A P S At 2 B AR K P 1 A
TR ASSUERFFE Y, HoE SO i 3 g i AR KRR
E KT A B 2R (Golee de Zavala et al., 2009;
see also Lyons et al., 2010), [, K HRTEN
NS5 R 1 5 AT RE T I 55 A B AR AL SR
PRbR, IS — LM . HeW
P =R N & A O R i el el B o
(fragility). B SCEEH, Z TR AT 171(Golec de
Zavala et al., 2009)fl 5 1A B 728 B R 40 T
B ZHARAEIA R AAR A RE, B0 U5 Ry T
MARTEE MM AR, SEhr b, X FhBfE 5 A4
7R A5 g <1 ELRR Y (mask model; Kuchynka &
Bosson, 2018) Fl« [ & 8 75 i & £ B> (self-
regulatory process model; Morf & Rhodewalt, 2001)
MH—3, BET AmENOHMESEME, EREERA
WOESS, BHAEAFEINGE & 80K, BAR
R MEFPELE Golec de Zavala %5 A (2009)BYAF5T
(N = 262) 15 B GE, Bl P BB A8 I 56 & R4 1A
2R B S Y BRK P B2 R AR ) N AR T
B, HEGE—FEA R R(N = 481), BTEEK
Golec de Zavala % A (2009)#F 55 18 T 1 i 5%
(Fatfouta et al., 2021)HI A FEFS 2 45 R, &P
R AD S MNEREE AR 0, AT I, X
TR B A AL S R — )R, MRS
WARIE R, I HABEH—LRR, W
55 PR ARG U 1 200 AH GBI 2 00 B0 A B AN T
R YEFHEAE H (Golec de Zavala, 2011, 2018), H5z,
if 55 1 E A PR 3 7 I A AT O — S F 5 )
(Kuchynka & Bosson, 2018), A 5% # (e.g.,
Miller et al., 2021)TA A Jifi 554424 B 28 (W A 2L
B, i —LesE H (e.g., Mota et al., 2020)]
FAARWE . AXERI, WA D FEH (g,
Bizumic & Duckitt, 2009; Cai & Gries, 2013; Lyons
et al., 2010; Putnam et al., 2018) %] 1A [ AR 1A

B AR ) AR TR A, AT 0% 8 R A AL e 55
P, AN 3 At AT R e B e 55 PR X — EE R ()
B, ST, ARSCEESER Y, ERASA—ENE
AMesitE, W2, A mAEaE TSR
SR A, LT REAEAE AN B ME 55 1k i AR AR A
Ao M H AR FE T LS A AR 0 A
(e.g., Krizan & Herlache, 2018), i 2445 /M
PRI T G R LA E, DAY IR 5 PR AR T S8 T
FEEMERADRSG . BEAKMBL, #MEHR
S, 7 2F#H (Krizan & Herlache, 2018)1E 7405
BT A Ao RS B A G
FRMALE, BT &2 XENATO0
WAL (narcissism spectrum model) (Donnellan et
al., 2021), AT E 3 45 /NS4 B2 N R R
HOB o LR FEAE AR EZ M (entitled
self-importance), {8 15 H 4ME RE 25 99 -1k B 72819
Z Fh R LAY BAESESENAR, AR
A5 WE 55 M i B ARG 3 R [, T HLCE AR
] Pl # B 3 K P (grandiosity) . H & H M
(self-importance) . i 55 14 (vulnerability)iX =~ 3k
AR A B TR B AL BR SR T IR B E . TR A 4RI
— B, ARRAFSE A] LA AT AR AR A DY e 2
il A AR I N R M, SRR IS ME R ]
VAFS AL & Ma g5t FAS G & M 55 PR ZE 1R B 2.
HwW, S THEEASNEARRE N E R, A
B JHEE B R — A BB S i 2 — A 2 Y S5
VIR MB RSN, ©A WYL,
Golec de Zavala %5 A (2009)t 4] 7E i il £ A4 H 2%
RN, B3 T - MEE 9 MWEM. A5
MM E R, IR E R UE X — &R
BEE . [FRUE RIFER, R R 2R
HR A FH 2 i 3R W FLAE S B YRS Rk 5 58, 4RI,
IR FAAK A A W 248 (Krizan & Herlache,
2018; Miller et al., 2017), X% [EEI4ER {20 g
e, WATREAEE eSS M, A BN LR
WATREIFAE— g by, FLSE, BORA R R
TR AR SRR, FRgd T — S fr
A/ ) 14 (entitlement/exploitativeness) . 37 it/ 12
¥ ¥ (apathy) . 4R
(admiration) PO 4~ F 4 [ ) = % (Montoya et al.,
2020)0 AT ACR M T AL T s R i e 1A
AR, 3 B RE— D022, Bl 1A S
TTEAENIRER, 2 TEEK B4R 2K E Wk

(dominance/arrogance) .
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s AR R R B Z WA RRAS BB ME Y R 2,
M AR R IR LR 1 A7) R B ARl 4 2
AT ES PR AN, XHmEEAT L
AR B SRR R &, B ad A B ST A~ 4
7 9 22 0 A R T4k i R R 4 sk Ak 2 X A3 A
(e.g., AR 55 2019; Krizan & Herlache, 2018),
M HEBRER KRG TS (e.g., Rogoza et al., 2018;
Sedikides, 2021) . WVFRRAMEFE B E, AT
# (Crowe et al., 2019) 243Nk B 88—~ H
£ )2 25 (hierarchical structure) (&, & T
AR U G 26 5 BUAE Y E 2 B (Mller et al,
2021)—— B3t 75 M\ 2025 4 ¥ R A N A
HET AR R = 4 . BRI S, AR B A
BREEH . TR E AR ERL, 22
BRI AR S HEESE A AR W E R,
2 RE S A ] P (agentic extraversion). XFHUE
(antagonism) 5 8 7m /8 M 2 & (narcissistic
neuroticism) 1Y =K K45, X=1HEES HAOE
RERIRY (Krizan & Herlache, 2018) 1 =>4 & A %
N, 45 A& — LT BAKRRERT, X R TR L
HL I R R K H 28 #2 (Five Factor Narcissism
Inventory, FEND)IMIMAS, Wi 2 KHF R AT LLIE
it X% FENI #47 F K 204 (e.g., Miller et al., 2016;
see also Crowe et al., 2019)E% E i 1 % [ ]I X Lk
2N ZEREE(e.g., Rosenthal et al., 2020)fj 5
F, XLEHFSEH (Miller et al., 2021)f5H, XFlZ
B 240 B B B R AR, il fe v i A
WHRSA B %R 2 K &R (Crowe et al,
2019), ASCIA Ny, RN T BEAE A T A B AR
R AREZER, [HN Golec de Zavala 55 A (2009)
Xof AR AR 20N 1) B R A A SR KRR B A 4
TAKRAR, IFRE T AR5 5 [ AR
fE(Rogoza et al., 2018), B I, kAN R E D
WA ARG 55 B A FE A YA . SEhR b,
B —IR &R 024018 SO 5T (Montoya, 2020)FF
KT A AR TR R B ) i 3 (Narcissistic Group
Orientation Scale, NGOS), J & I i Wi 4k 254 )
R R L T 3245, Ao vl 1 1) 2 % 0 58 1 K0
NGOS 5 Golec de Zavala % A (2009) & 3 — i
g, NIL BN Z KRB AW

X, BEKRATE-IZ4ME, B4
A LEJERE Golec de Zavala 55 A (2009) 1 ifF 5% B,
W A & 5 i AR Y PR R I ) S &R, HRLED

TR T e85 B4R 1R F 2 (vulnerable collective
narcissism), it Jj& A K M £ & A 7% (grandiose
collective narcissism); [ A B AR A A T 5 5 G 46
AL S T MEES T, HX A i B I 55 1
TFF 5 sl 2 9 ) 8 T T AR AIE . 49K, AR Golec
de Zavala AR NWFH L, W55 M2 FLHE AT B o 19
LR A 7RI A FRAE, T R SRR H 2R X T
AN B T SCRE FEARAT I A 23 Y SR B AR IE (Golec de
Zavala, 2011), fllfiTie 4 Mess LR AR S A
KA R % 2 AR R Xt BE R - F 5% (Golec de Zavala,
2018). #AM, 2K BRI A% 0 B Cichocka
(2016) M1 TA g 4 if 14 A2 A4 19 7255 1A 3 0 00 6 B 1)
FHRAL, RS2 Al — P DL BRI AR 4
552 % & (feelings of victimization) A FF1E i e 55
RUAE(R 2R T4 . PR I M) 19 2 3 2 il o
&, ZAB R (Golec de Zavala et al., 2009;
Lyons et al., 2010)fL# FZES% T H & H
KA B H 2R A A R (NP, RNid Golec de
Zavala 55 A (2009) )5 FIB 3G IN T — 28 S Wi 55
P E, 5 B HE T (8 50U LA B X e 2 KA Y
BAn, AT, FENTE YA TR R ER AR
PRI X R LA — @, FEHk—
W 5% ok fif He, 75 DU 3k 4 — 28 2% 3% (Rogoza et al.,
2018, p.43)48 HHAVAREE, H ATIRMETE H 7 A4 1Y
Z A 25 8 5 7 2R % 35 AR T (Krizan & Herlache,
2018) i B3 2 Golec de Zavala %5 A (2009)FT i
FERANAE, REWL, fERh—FhiEm,
AN Golee de Zavala 25 A (2009) ] A 7] T
WG I B2 A BRI . RS A RKES
Wi 55 Pk E AR A AN, BRI AR A AR Rt
AT IR BB R A&, B REE A 0 X R
SURRTE G 045 A X T eSS AR A A AR,
RV 55 1 TS [R) TRl Y FOR AR IR [ AR,
VIEUCE Jo kol (A s A A SRR B AN S — 4R B .
BJa, Joie YRTHE R AR A AR B ORI 2
5, MECRME MRS, RRFREATLLE
FIHFEA R 2 R R AL BRI (e.g.,
Montoya, 2020), PUIIIRXFHE4A& B 2R,
42 KEFEBEHNERRAMEE

R BN SR E, BRTERZHR
HBER A T8 78 SRR B AR A9 I AL R (Cichocka &
Cislak, 2020; Golec de Zavala & Keenan, 2021;
Golec de Zaval & Lantos, 2020), #/0A W58 B #%
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Z It R BRI A 7R B B R (e.g., Zemojtel-
Piotrowska, Piotrowski, Sawicki, & Jonason, 2021),
FEHIFE I, ARG R KRR LIS P 56—, 18
I b, SEAR A AT R BE 5] A ST (Golee de
Zavala et al., 2009)HJ 5t 5 76 i B ) B4t o1
R R RO B M, T EL R A PR S SR A
TR BRI 22 175 (Golec de Zavala et al., 2019), T
VIE BB R 5 <X MR IR (out-group
hate)F& fHAH 5 (1 <X N BEIR 2 (in-group love)
(Golec de Zavala & Lantos, 2020), A h—15
o2 A U N A BRURR M A S8 T X B < o A A
PN B A RO 4 78 i 9 T 7T (Cichocka, 2016), A
VI, BA B8 (Golec de Zavala, 2011; Golec de
Zavala et al., 2019; Golec de Zavala & Lantos, 2020)
BEAS [ ARIE AR AR B ATERE PR SO NS R T |
Y J5 AT S TR Y, T R SRR Rk 2
FIZE TR 5=, R b, WEicE
BN, BETEE TR 5 2 ROV 734 45 75 =X
R AN N VR IATE] L AR Al A U T
A AL YRR B P 0 28 i, AT A B AR A 3
XTSRS 8 MR A D AR ONE Y S SR AR DG, JF L
AT {0 ) 4Tk L R SO A AR AR A Y
ML 5% (e.g., Cichocka, 2016; Golec de Zavala,
Cichocka, & Bilewicz, 2013), tLul &, M5
FriE s AR I SE th AR AR B AR S R, T2 R
BT R 2 5 B AA 1R 7 S 5 AN i R B
MR A 251 J5 22 (Cichocka et al., 2018), A 3CIA
Jy, X FRERE R W TR R AR B ARG
BOITEIIE Golec de Zavala (2011)#c 4 A FE S AR,
B 25 5 AR A | 2B e 7E HOB IR A B, R
T —E BRBE R AR FAR, TR R SRR F AR
Al A AR — T, 1A AR 4 HT 3C Fromm (1964)
2 B L, SRR A AR AR AT A
BEBMNERZ —, HETE—ERE N 8
HRMIER, A B A nT e A & B i —
M(&EH 25 2019; Miller & Campbell, 2008), ¥
WML S 256 (e.g., Fukuyama, 2018)11 7, AfTx
“PUREARSRAT AR N B9 38 SR A7 7T BE A 3 A 5% (1] 119
BER B A 2, SRR S B A Rt A ), SRR T
55 B b 7 1) P RRE AR P SR 2 AH) . R T DL,
A AT 2| 4 I 0 — A AR 2 TH A% Y (Honneth,
1992/ 1996), JuHIE 2 AT A 25 A AR AT 3
G, XAV SR AT RE S T 1) 2

SRACA N BEAR /Y O 8 (Fukuyama, 2018). AL,
ARG AT LA R B AN E Hr i A oy — A~ B
A B T P B A& (Fromm, 1964), MEE
56 B 1Y P LA SR RS AR IR A AR R LR R, )
ST AR A AN RS AU 5% TR B R R F
ZE I 1 A 2 P AR 43 B A s, FR AU
WX 5 vk P A 4 AR AT e HUR e T XY
ER AN ER, TAEPSE A E R B AR
JAR e ARSI, XFEMBEST REA By T B AFIE
BRrEEAE, 7 BT8R EE A A &
SRy ] 2oy SR T A sk B S 3, JF AR RS AR
4518 o

FEXT AR B AR B SRR, BR T AT LASGHEN
T AR B e g L Al ol 57 2 A5 FT R AR AR B 2RI
Bk, SUHEACENZERANHE A SRR
MAEAR F 2 h 3535 (e.g., Golec de Zavala & Lantos,
2020). JCit &R 4 45 M3 18 (Adorno, 1959/1993;
Fromm, 1964), if J& 1% 45 38 40 17 2 & (Cichocka,
2016; Golec de Zavala, 2018)AY M5, A [ 285
B HMERE, WL R AR 0BT SR 2R, W
RAER N FRAR A B 0 B 5 34 2 1 43 2 )
MR . A SCHESE B, RO T A T AT
T RAER A EGA NERE R, Hrp—I0
5% (Golec de Zavala, 2019)k BLAEMR [ 7R [F B} 5
DNAETEHEE . PRS2 MRS % 2 W3 IE
AESC, O H YT NRHAW R EZ G, £IRA
WMEEEWHEE . BIEEWHEATEE, m
SIEME 4 A OCTE 2, 5 — 5T (Bagel et
al., 2021)HAF 3 T AR ZE R o AT R F B2, X
LU A Y JC A UL AR R A R SR G R, A
RER N NEWBREZm T ERIKAm, J4heHE—
i 57 (Golec de Zavala et al., 2020) ]38 i 9\ ] 15
THEFRE 6)a i THEREADRS MEABEM KR,
R PR 56 HT S ) S5 AR A 2N 5 S 4k e ] A A
AN ZEAERENOAHECKR, RMEEST
PR TREAAR T 8 3 22 5 A BT — S YR 2 T ¥ LA e R
HIZE R, RIS 2 PYEEIR B B8 B3 1E 1) 1)
R Bl 3 WA A2, TS E A 1 FIRT ] 3
PR B PR 1 28 D0 DG 2% S 3 TR0 i 44k s ] 0 A1 B
B MU, MEE A — ST S R AR
YRR AME R R AR LA ) 3 4F, IF HA LT —
IS IR R, 5 DU AR S A R AR R 18 7 Dy o A
F BN RAT . XH, ASCUCHTTUMEE RS
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£ B4k (system justification )45 3sk () B G A 55, &
GG BAY o — Pl S I 5 0 AR 5 T B 0]
it 4 %5 B9 & R 72 iR (false consciousness) (Jost,
2019)0 3 Ui — ROt R . NI, RIS SR BR
Bt 2% M1 D) BE (palliative function)f’) B RIE A (Jost
& Hunyady, 2003). % T4EK A5 R 56 2L
ASETTREA B AHRUER, KRBT LUIZS%E RS
B PR AL S I T A 56 T B 2% RN T 68 1 0T 53 X
(e.g., Harding & Sibley, 2013), >R Z 9 [n] 5 52
Witk RIFIRA N H L

BeAh, IR N HT ZHWE RO T R R E
& H 7% (Golec de Zavala et al., 2019), AHKM5E(E
Ceg INOESEEES3 2t DL E NIk SuN=|
WECE VR HAE AL, R B AT Z 8] 5 6,
PEERCE S S RUARIEv bt AV 4 3w YR 2 i N ]

RGN R 2, WA SRS T

AW FERE T LA 5w T AR B E L BUR
SE . SCARTE AR E N B At S R R A B
RJG %% (Golec de Zavala et al., 2009), 37 AR A
FEAE R B b A AR 5 25 At (7 AR A F B AR 1 A I
% (e.g., Bagci et al., 2021; Gorska et al., 2022), B
LB [R50 (k23 B A A B A 1 2R S 8, 6]
U W53 (Golec de Zavala & Bierwiaczonek, 2021)
P TR EIS . REGX = R AR A ARTE T
PG SRR SRR, 53 AR A TR] P9 T8 Y 4R A B 2
&, RAETEFAT L5 A RBER AR
Jif 55 80 4 R B 2878 J5 34 ) S [F] (e.g., Montoya,
2020), AT LLE SRR B A I 2 AR AR IR
H 2 7E J5 3 L 1 5 17 (e.g., Nowak et al., 2020;
Zemojtel-Piotrowska, Piotrowski, Sedikides et al.,
2021),
43 ESEHEBERNRER T

EFXTE R A AR B B R 2, T TS
Fr 2 IAAREE, XMEr R A D EAF5E (e.g., Cichocka
et al., 2018; Golec de Zavala et al., 2020; Guerra et
al., 2020)7FJi& T HRE, #Hon A A AT REIE T
FI Tl A B 52 4, I ERERS Bl ar L5 4k
BRAD, WAR, HEX 5 AT 5T 2L A g,
RRANAT B AT SRR SE LA i Se 25 18
P TTEEE, G DRI TE £ AR A MWIRE .
f7ln, Cichocka (2016)%4 4 i PN /A BU 1 1 3l
HURERY, NS AR 3 T BRI -0 2 A i 2 Fh
T R ——BEALEE 15 78 3k Jg 0 A0 A 22 4 0 A7 A

77 2R (existential needs), 14145 |5 78 AR A 0 72 P
FOAR M A 0P 75 5K (epistemic needs)V) M B 7E
PRI 42 R 19 6 R 750K (relational needs).
[F]A Cichocka (2016)if48 1, KRR TE I
JEH 25N W38 (social identity theory) K A Fo 2%
& (self-categorization theory)fJr i & A A FIFIE 44
R IR LR shHLEE T ) i IR AR SR G, DT B 4
Hb i B AR AR F AR AT ML . X B, AR SCIA AT
VLR B 5 2% R 40 & B Ak DL R G #E D
(ethnocentrism)® () 4 ¢ BLiE T 5% (e.g., Bizumic
& Duckitt, 2009, 2012; Jost, 2019), K ARG & F
AUAE B R S At — 0 X PR AR (B A AR T IR
Mt R G0 EAR AL, T S H AT S A
HEAHL TN RBR R IE 55, 2018; Jost,
2019); TR 0 3 SC AT el o B T SURY 4 A
B — A\ R —RMUT B0 A
A — N E 47 (Krizan & Herlache, 2018)——1f]
HICHUS AR T A2 RS . AR IFZe %
WL (Bizumic & Duckitt, 2012), B H A M3, AR 4
WERE L 32 OIS, ATTZERE R ik vl B
SRHBIE T PN BT 2 BB, 1 ELaX A IR 1) 1T R
HE— LAt ST AR & L BB RE IR
A TCE BEPR B TRk (Bizumic & Duckitt, 2012),
B4 Golec de Zavala (2018)4fEil, TRFH 5 7E 5
b2 3 B PRAR AL R RE BE UK B9 B0A 1 5 (political
rhetoric) AT BE2 HE M BF AR 5t AR 1R A A, i85 IF
5% (Zaromb et al., 2018) KM, AN{LAAIIEA L#B
R =R N EE R o TS A O B A R
i HAS ] 52 R 1 X AR IR A AT AE A 25 5
HJE AL AT e K 35 fii WL (myside bias), J5 &
XML, AR RFSE, 2K, XEEFRE
SRR AT ISR A, ARk — 25k
R g

o AR A AN AR S IE RS R A, R(EFS
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Collective narcissism: A catalyst for intergroup conflicts

XU Buxiao"?, BAI Jie’, LI Ye*, GUO Yongyu®
(' Department of Psychology, Shaoxing University, Shaoxing 312000, China) (* Center for Brain, Mind and Education, Shaoxing
University, Shaoxing 312000, China) (* School of Psychology, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210097, China)
(* School of Psychology, Central China Normal University, Wuhan 430079, China)

Abstract: Collective narcissism is the group-level equivalent of individual narcissism and is currently
defined as the belief that one’s own group is exceptional and entitled to privileged treatment but it is not
sufficiently recognized by others. Current research findings show that it has relatively strong explanatory
power for intergroup hostility, because collective narcissists are hypersensitive to threats to their in-group
image, status, or identity, and are prone to overestimate threats and be suspicious of out-groups. Current
research findings also show that lacking sense of self-worth and personal control is one important source of
collective narcissism. After reviewing these findings, we demonstrate that collective narcissism is preconceived in
current research as fragile and negative, but its attributes are not necessarily so. Thus, future studies on it
should first clarify its concept and structure; then, continue to explore its negative and positive consequences, its
multiple causes and interventions; and in the meantime, advance cross-cultural research.

Key words: collective narcissism, group narcissism, collective self-esteem, group identification, intergroup
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