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The Moderating Effect of Narcissism between Social
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[Abstract] Objective: To investigate the moderating effect of narcissism in the relationship between social network use
and envy in college students. Methods: By questionnaire survey, 546 college students completed a self—developed social
network use questionnaire, Narcissistic Personality Questionnaire, and Facebook Envy Scale. Results: (DSignificant posi-
tive correlations were found between social network use, narcissism(both overt narcissism and covert narcissism) and envy.
@After controlling for gender and covert narcissism, social network use positively predicted envy($=0.149). @Overt narcis-
sism moderated the relationship between social network use and envy. Social network use predicted more serious envy in
students with lower level of overt narcissism(simple slope=0.89, 1=5.43, P<0.01), but such relationship was not significant
in those with higher level of overt narcissism(simple slope=0.19, =1.20, P>0.05). Conclusion: College students’ social net-
work use has significant influences on their envy, and the effect could be buffered by high level of overt narcissism.
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