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T AAENA FETe
g5 S FolE A o| U (Trivers,
1985; Wilkinson, 1984; Wilkinson 1990). ©]&]d} A¢
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Fo] SESAA TAEHDe Waal & Luttrell,
1988; Wilkinson, 1988), A <17kl +8 - A
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A %ol W, FA wel, A4 A E R
AARD e 2A EA 8 ghth(Perugini, Gallucdi,
Presaghi, & Ercolani, 2003). ©]x]& <Q17to] Ak
Al zElde 7 dtke M-S Abs Bt
okl 7 w=dko]l 22 7Hd o] tGouldner,
1960; Homans, 1961). A/ 2744 ZaAd< = ¥
SKCialdini, Green, & Rusch, 1992), ©]E}d(Krebs,
1975), ¥ =(Komorita & Parks, 1999), AH]|2} F-ujf
(Miller & Kean, 1997), A& F7](Cialdini, 1988),
Al 2] (Berg, Dickhaut, & McCabe, 1995), A}3]2 &
#dlu} A}3HAxelrod & Dion, 1988), A& 3KBoyd &
Richerson, 1988), A}3]8KGrundy, 2005), X3} Al &)
SH(Trivers, 1971; De Waal & Berger, 2000), 73 Al &+
(Fehr & Gichter, 2000), & 3 E(Barretr, Gaynor,
& Henzi, 2002) 5 FHL| 3 Folo] A i3]
SEERIEEY

s A3 AFEdA TAAE Ade) o
At PHoR 7H3tal ATHGialdini, Kallgren,
& Reno, 1991; Kerr, Garst, Lewandowski, & Harris,
1997; Schwartz, 1977). 71Q1e] WAA Rl o2 A
AL TA FHA T8 A (positive reciprocity) 2}
B A 538 A (negative reciprocity) &2 U T}
(Perugini et al,, 2003). TA 33/ dold A A
A =55 FAY 2 disle AHeldle &
Ae] olds BAsiM et HES dloF doe=
M) WA =-go|t}. Chen, ChenZ} Portnoy
2009 A TS “TE AFCoENE
FEE 2 A, olE HZY] AR U
A AAE =zpeEln Fdstgioh o9 Hi
2 237 gade 3 A HaE F
v BE 7% Al Al Apile] o] S AE) A

T BESE = UAstE ﬁ%‘olﬁ‘r 34 5
e EAQ dAR “FolE & olde °]”
2§33 nd iy HAdS & 5 e,
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Sx4zte] BAE 727t 43RS W, vlylo}
el Fo] £ AR Aale] oo 2HE @
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ool wee B8
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SERIEEEREIEE R
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By A7Ee] gew, vpjopae ol el
WA GOl B o]71Heln] B wpwrel
toaE P9E melt AL ohlehs ol
sH elel 2AE wploh
GFel Be AUER ddF o0 A
oAl AXHE AF3Al THE O™ (Bereczkei,
Birkas, & Kerekes, 2010), A}3]Z dd|n} Al<loA
oA el gk elQle] Aol 7hed W Fx
A 748kl ¢ io}ﬁﬁ‘r(]ones 2014). o|x¥ &
% ol gl vhrlolualE Ao
AgEel 481 BE AUD AR TE mE
S HotE AS 4 5 YrhBereczkei, 2015;
Jones & Paulhus, 2009). E}12] &} ¥ 715
4 ool wrlopialEA WEe] B Pt
o QUYL FRAE + e Aol EATE
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MRS =E=at

HNASol e AN Bhele] HAE A 2eha
olgfstH, o]& xdsta HHsA &&T F
I 5HE ou|dltkSalovey & Mayer, 1990). %
Aol B RS Bl 9 Bpale P4 4
gol RztetA kg, Al Ble] FAE

zAstn gk Aol SalthMayer & Salovey,
1997).

27 gEEe] AFEA AR 2
Al g)gte] Holo &ate fPo R 7HFE o
$hthSalovey, Mayer, & Caruso, 2002). FE-E A3

ATFEANA FA Aol Al G TR
T qES ste AR Btk A
e AR, & s, A A7, A, 9
24 9% o T34 e v, 50
2% 58 9o, AEH AE £ 9% 5L
AR ASshe o= °1347<4 LTHCore,
Decelles, McCarthy, Van Kleef, & Hideg, 2011;

Furnham & Petrides, 2003; Lopes, Salovey, & Straus,
2003; Palmer, Donaldson, & Stough, 2002; Schutte,
Malouff, Bobik, Coston, Greeson, Jedlicka, Rhodes, &
Wendorf, 2001). 3tA]TF FAR] 5L 7l<lo] A A
b AMA HEE dvh 2 AYsteAE vk

st wEol7] Wi, ol AR eR X
P AEW oz PUAD ANF BEL
228 4 9l TH(Austin, Farrelly, Black, & Moore,

2007; Kilduff, Chiaburu, & Menges, 2010).

ol el A2 AFEL, HAABE HAY
o 242 951 ok F 7Ed e A
A Aol AL HEA A8 AR
1R Al o AA et Wk 4
2 22l L5
Aol
e ARlE ZsA,
FH A EH%‘??FE Aoltt. & AA]
o Auds
Extremera, Lopes, & Ruiz-Aranda, 2014; Ford &
Tamir, 2012). o|2|d F4& L3 st= APS
3 A7) O]"Eﬂ Fernindez-Berrocal 54(2014)2]
A7E mY, wEHE Hee deloh A9
(Prisoner’s Dilemma game)ol|A] A X Fo] Z=&
ANAEL Aol 3t sﬂeﬂo}t 258 1
9 o= Al ol

2] obA @tk ShAIRE Aol 3 Hial
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Z 3809 FIpALEe] AT Fosdnt
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SAHQ WS wdth 380 e HAE F
AUAA B4 SHS HQ 1390] 4
A AL S, F 3677814 2087, B 159%8)
o] Am7F EAC AREE AT AR ol
ol 24 1840l A Z“JEH 7A@ T 9% 368
Al, 2FAAF 13.94hA e, Q1T BATH 54
= AT EH 9] 72.8%, —iiﬂ 9%, oFAlolEN™
& AL 8.7%, 3dl2=IHY 5.7%, 71E} 3.3%, v]|=
AT 0.5% ©|ATh

EH =+
u}7) o} ¥ 2] & (Machiavellianism)
Adlel wrlobuelEe 2e SlalA
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3 gelalx geth 78 W% Feldthow
F45e] Atk A v GSE s ¢
g $4e AgemE slQlel A5 uel 20~
140 elm, H57 255 npylohuel el %

dthe e wath ¥ dzdAel gd 2%

7% A1 R %5-(Emotional Intelligence

AR TS Aol ETFEE WongZ law
(2002)7} 703+ WLEIS(Wong and Law’s Emotional
Intelligence Items)S A3}t . Hx=E= #17]
A A, Bl A 14, A -, A &
golgte Ul 7K k9l edlew FAEC 3l

9. 2t o9 99 @ ol Bgom F 167
o YAE 7HAR: BE FelaA et 7
A w9 Felgthem o FolAth B AT

olde WA dNEE 942 YElyTh

% 8] Ad (Reciprocity)

2 dAFodMe /A T3S Perugini T
(2003)0] 73t
ot PNR) H=E ARgato] 7613tk PNR 3
e ddS MAA HAskE Aksl A
o7 nlgtEH, ol& A I, ¥4 =
4, za el digt Rgolgtes Al 7A 99
o7 o] FAh Al 7 2 99 9w
Foz FA=o] F 277 oM, YAE
2 ¥ Ar|Eud] HGAlzFolt1d: W o
a2 =tk 74 vl Fegth. B Aol
© A7 M B-do] e 3AA saAd, ¥
A 38 A= F 7 v AR
A 5 A=Y WA dA=e 88, FEA
sEd Ao A dA=e 9302 YElgTh

3} Personal Norm of Reciprocity(©]

Z+7] ©] 9 (Self-Interest)

Gerbasi®} Prentice(2013)= 7H919] x}7] 2 €9l
o] 2(Self- and Other- Interest Inventory) 7~ 3§ %
s 99 B2 Zges A=E et
o] £ ¥ AL A7) ool wale 8l

(Self-Interest subscale) 3}H =S &85l SI
= oY Bgoz, AR 5§ AE= ool
At S7F mes A7) Al ol e
geatel= Jilel WH F717F Aot AE
ojmjgith. & AFollA sie] WA A= AFe
87°130th. A AFEolA 1}7] o]°]& T34
3} Auyel Qe wWelem WaAs Wi
(Berg et al, 1995), ¥ AT *1" FAHA e R
23510,
AL3] A 71X R84 (Social Value Orientation)

B7AAEe] A4 74 AFHE Van Lange,
De Bruin, Otten, & Joireman(1997)°] 7]3l A}g]
A 7 AR A BTE Agstel SHad
o o] FA EPE ofF A AR Aae
2 oFelAled, 4 A ANEA 4
@, AFeA 4% AATH Agolehe A
71 dietem vtk ArbEel ol Al
o ol A @ A FRe HFE A8
e AT <1 2 e 433 A A
oz 7FaT. B AFNE AHA 4
8178(49.3%), NAF2 A& 1158H31.3%),
ﬁng«lﬁ 8% 22%86%), VIETF 4978(13.4%)
oz YeEth ofHg BF WS 2A A4
44 72 Fprosociah, AT A g
AT g Fae AAAH AR
(proself) F 7HAZ o] &&ot7]e IhDe
Cremer & Van Lange, 2001). ¥ AF% o] WIS
Agstel QAR ARAG BAREES 1
(181%), AZ1A 7AAge s 0137
Woz et BAd Fesan. 49
Fol mew A4 ANAG e sal ol
AAQ 98 Fr Aoz FeHODED
Lange, 2001), ¥ AToAE EA
atsict.

0

00(' of

odk

Cremer &

o
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Z <4 (Perspective-taking)
= get7] Y1814 Davis(1980)2] &
7 HAeE g8t B AxE oE Alg
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Qe PR RS BEs Avht B W E PN 3E4ES Avingn
3T =

A<

1E 53 A

47 mj$ Fo3th. B Ao v 7R 8 wielE 7he| AmbEy

99 T A dIFE FE eR gz

2UrEE BA AFE AE-EY oW (Pelligra, T8 RJES Hi 2 TS} BAE 2

2011), TS Ao YA A= 772 o o F5AwE ® 19 AXEAE WA, nhlo}

Ebstet A FS FMATe = -41, p < 01, FHA
S = -38, p < ODTE FoJg B A

Az 24 < Hol W, R34 3= fodt FF
FIE BT = 52, p < 01). AAA TS F

IBM SPSS Statistics 215 AF-8-3le] FA1S AA A zAATE A2 ABL HIok = 59,

stath 4, SHETFEY AHEE HSr] p < 0) FEA 3= 9] de TS

e A= B4 B WA L= Ags HolA ¥t g, 28 A7) oY, Ab

ol F, ATAEA S AAsle] BIE el & I JER] A T WHde IAA 2 A

AL AREst td&oz A AR A IEAI FAHE fold dus B F

5| A 7lx
Hel n7loplelE  AMAS  SHA A FEA zEd 2HEd A o9 }QFW} ]
2] &
M, SD) (71.16, 14.95) (83.31, 16.06) (5.39, .95) (3.55, 1.39) (17.63, 4.70)  (3.33, .78) (490 50)

w7)opae) 2 .

XA T -41" -
A s -38" 59" -
R Ik 527 -10 14" -
Zr g 49" 49" 54" 34" .
7] °19 18" 32" a1 42 -.04 .
A8 7HA]
1% -19™ .04 16™ -26™ 18™ -7 -

©: AR,
e DE B

Fokp <05, % p < 01
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£ 9Pl AAABol 2e 2PETE g
Sunt ssich BEBAY BACE BAYSA @

i

ﬂll

5 Sy 2dWlE H 54 SKHmean
centering) 3le] E-Alo AlL3Et). FAHo =,

A EAM R AR A7) o, A
84 7R AR, 295EL T of
1A Gge FAY =

Aol E3 2N AHASE £

A 3 FYstA cdSste A=
EMEHR = 312, p < .001). FH AL %ﬁ%i
, A7Nelefe] E&FE FAH zEdol u
(13 = 147, p < 01) ZAS| A I AGFHL 45
A zEde] EoH(B = 090, p < 05, &
Hrgo]l =57E Y g =AB =
525, p < .001) YERt= HAZE 1A
2et Al A mFoblE] Y XA TS FY3
AE wl, R ®iglEo] oAl Srtshe o=
YERITHAR = 127, p < .001). FA A5 F
EHE FoASHA JERo kB = 422, p <
001), wi7loplle]Fe] FREAE FOldA] F%
THB = -.053, p > .05). 28] 3AA F ¥
o] FzAgee] F7tE FYHAS wl, ¥ ¥
sheFo]l fejatAl F7IBIATKAR = 015, p <
0. FAF SR, npy|opdle|F PA AT A
:Q‘_X_]—B.E]—O] —1781;(4 im]]}do] u] ]‘— Oﬂsko] (s}
oL = 126, p < .0D), °]&= wiFlohHle
% A A BAE FAA Tl =4

R, 3ACNA e AT 2HEHE 11171 s 9w gith
el vplopae Eat YA FEAePE  AABe 2PEI} ow Ao yehy
stk 1 dvks ® 20 AAetAT A gor] 98] FAAGol B W +
£ 20 A%E B, 197d] " wdEL 189} B wjM - 1SD)E TRt a7 19
2 Mz Mol st oA sl7E4 Zat
SR 8
oA
B SE B Ié; R AR’
1A 3127
7] o9 179 054 147%
ALEA 7HA] A7 171 086 090"
Z2GTE 107 009 5257
29 439" 127
np7lobd 2| 5 -.003 003 -053
XA 025 003 422
3 454" 015"
ni7loplle] 5 x HMA% .000 .000 126"

*p <05, ¥ p < 01, ¥k p < 001
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Emotional Intelligence as a Moderator of

the Relationship between Machiavellianism and Reciprocity

Hyunjin Koo Suran Lee Yonghwan Shin Young Woo Sohn
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This study examines the moderating role of emotional intelligence on the relationship between Machiavellianism
and two types of reciprocity: positive reciprocity and negative reciprocity. We used the Wong and Law
Emotional Intelligence Scale (WLEIS), Christie and Geis' Machiavellianism Scale (Mach-IV) and the Personal
Norm of Reciprocity (PNR) questionnaires (N = 367). The results of hierarchical regression analysis indicated
that the interaction of machiavellianism and emotional intelligence was significant on both types of reciprocity.
Regarding the moderation of emotional intelligence, results showed that the aspects of moderation differed
between the two types of reciprocity. In positive reciprocity, emotional intelligence buffered the negative effect
of machiavellianism on positive reciprocity, whereas in negative reciprocity, emotional intelligence strengthened
the positive effect of machiavellianism on negative reciprocity. These results could be explained by a recent
research that emotional intelligence is the capacity to adapt one's response flexibly in accordance with others'
behaviors and strategies. And this aspect of emotional intelligence suggests that when emotional intelligence
interacts with machiavellianism, it can either have buffering or strengthening effect, depending on the social

context.
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