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A longitudinal approach of social networking ability to predict career achievement:

Effects of narcissism and self-esteem on group performance
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Table 1. BEZXHOERHRETE

Mean SD Min. Max.

Big Five
S 2.78 1.12 1.0 5.0
T 3.77 0.70 2.0 5.0
e 2.59 0.88 1.0 45
FRRRAEMH ) 3.46 0.78 1.0 5.0
BR A 2.93 0.79 1.5 5.0
EQ 27.98 4.83 15 38
AL (wl) 25.74 6.26 13 42
Ml (w2) 26.00 6.02 13 45
L (w3) 26.59 7.01 9 44
H A Z B (wl) 23.99 7.58 11 43
B O e (w2) 25.16 7.53 12 46
H 2B (w3) 25.17 7.55 12 47
BAfRIEE (w2) 40.35 4.97 25 52
BAfRITENIE (w3) 40.96 6.36 30 60
O 3 Rl (w2) 17.17 3.63 8 25
PO A Al (w3) 17.15 4.02 5 25

V2 BH 9 % I A

Table 2. %v 7= DARBOEBHE =

F v T —27 OANRE Mean SD Min. Max.
ARy T —2

Wave | 1.62 1.50 0 7
V—H =2y TRy NT—7

Wave | 0.84 1.29 0 6

Wave 2 0.66 1.26 0 6

Wave 3 0.62 1.22 0 7
T RN ARy N T—2

Wave | 0.90 1.22 0 7

Wave 2 1.29 1.39 0 8

Wave 3 1.28 1.16 0 6
kR b —2

Wave | 1.33 1.26 0 7

Wave 2 0.77 1.00 0 4

Wave 3 1.11 1.15 0 4
A=y NT—7

Wave 2 1.95 1.68 0 7

Wave 3 2.65 2.24 0 9

Table 3. %Y 7 =7 OHEBOERGBHKEIE

F v b U— 7 DR Mean SD Min. Max.

ARy hU—7

Wave 1 2.12 2.81 0 12
V—H—v TRy hT—7

Wave 1 0.84 0.88 0 3

Wave 2 0.59 0.85 0

Wave 3 0.80 0.99 0 4
7 RN ARy NU—2

Wave 1 1.16 1.11 0 5

Wave 2 1.39 1.20 0

Wave 3 1.88 1.88 0 11
AR Y U —2

Wave 1 1.50 1.69 0 6

Wave 2 1.23 1.38 0 6

Wave 3 1.35 1.49 0 6
AL =Ty hT—=2

Wave 2 3.15 2.40 1 11

Wave 3 3.30 247 1 12
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Table 4. #HEEZRD#HER

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
Big Five

1 FANEIEE

2 faftE  0.08

3 Bk 0.14 0.05

4 HREME I 027" -0.18% 0287

5 B 047 0.01 0.15 -0.09

6 EQ 024" 0337 0447 0237 0.15

7 HBED (WD) 047" -0.03 0397 033" 0407 0437

8 HEL (w2) 051" -0.08 0357 032" 0477 0317 0827

9 HEL (w3) 048" -0.05 0327 -021° 0417 034" 082" 078"

10 H OB (wl) 057" 0197 025" -0.09 052" 010 055" 0517 060"

11 3B (w2) 055" -0.18 022" 020" 044 0.14 0.54™ 0477 0617 084"

12 H OB (w3) 059" -0.15 0.20 -0.05 0477 018 0547 0517 0627 0847 0877

13 BUREEIME (w2) 0.11 0.19 * 0.06 -0.16 0.09 0327 030 0347 0317  -0.03 0.10 0.05

14 BRI (w3) 027" 029" -0.07 018" 0.10 0.26 027" 0.26 " 0.26 0.03 0.03 0.07 0.54 ™

15 BEO B CFHl (w2) 042 038" 017 026" 027" 0427 023" 029" 026" 0.11 0.15 0.20 * 028" 0.26 "

16 FREOH A (w3) 030" 029" 005 023" 0.19 * 0337 0207 029 0317 012 0.09 0.19 * 038" 0387 064"
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