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Despite the important role of news media in assisting people in coping with the COVID-19 pandemic
at both national and global levels, the observed trends of news coverage are not always appropriate
for serving the role. In the early phase of COVID-19, news coverage in Korea often criticized the way
in which foreign countries responded to COVID-19, compared with how well our own country
handled pandemic response. For example, it was often reported in a negative light that European and
North American countries were reluctant to adopt collective response strategies or strict measures
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(e.g., mask wearing, social distancing, and tracking of confirmed patients’ trajectories), as opposed to
Korea and Asian countries, to reduce the spread of the virus. These news trends of criticizing foreign
countries might be effective in enhancing national esteem for a short period; however, such news
may have undesirable effects causing conflicts among domestic and foreign people and eventually
interfering with global collaboration to implement regulations or policies in combating the pandemic.
In view of this, the objective of this study was to examine how news reports on COVID-19 responses
in domestic and foreign countries influence people’s attitude and support for governmental punitive
policies toward foreigners. In particular, this study examined the role of responsibility frames (people
versus government) in news that praise Korea's successful response to COVID-19 while criticizing
foreign countries’ response. Specifically, we examined the effects of 2 responsibility frames praising
Korea's response (people versus government) and 2 responsibility frames criticizing foreign countries’
response (people versus government) on collective narcissism and support for punitive policies toward
foreigners in Korea. The mediating role of collective narcissism in the effects of news on punitive
policy support was also examined. We conducted an online experiment, using a 2x2 factorial design.
Study participants (N=400) were randomly assigned to one of the four conditions: Korean people x
foreign people, Korean people x foreign government, Korean government x foreign people, and
Korean government x foreign government responsibility frame conditions. The results showed that
neither the responsibility frames on Korea's response nor the responsibility frames on foreign
countries’ response had significant main effects on collective narcissism and punitive policy support.
However, their interaction effect on collective narcissism was significant. Specifically, among those
who read news with the foreign people responsibility frame, the Korean government responsibility
frame increased collective narcissism significantly more than the Korean people responsibility frame.
With respect to the mediating role of collective narcissism, the effect of the Korean government (as
opposed to people) responsibility frame on increasing support for punitive policy was significantly
mediated via collective narcissism in the condition of the foreign people responsibility frame; by
contrast, such mediation effect was not significant in the condition of the foreign government
responsibility frame. Theoretical and social implications based on the results are discussed, and future
research is also suggested.

Keywords: COVID-19 Response Coverage, Responsibility Frame, Collective Narcissism, Punitive Policy
Support
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1. N2
S| AAZ(COVID-19, ofsh Z=H19)o] M o= XA I=14199] F4-

S 9ok aAEE 2 sl F840] AR THNkengasong, 2021). “18fu} 2V =419
gol AAL: 7pd =7 dflel] Z=e] AR Few AlEo] & Age] A (Devlin &
Connaughton, 2020), =7} @¢19] ti&e] AR dAekA] &= 49, 574e4) =
ek BEgE AR, A, w3t Alelell wheh =7PE dhg- WAl &fol7h qitk. eI, ofrlof
7P ARUH9 27] FRIES dPdom vkaa 28 AR AR, SRt S5
oo A Alagk Wi, AR B Rolglrh sl o2l ek the-& Al ow
=5 FoHadE, 2020; Van Bavel et al., 2020). o2fg =7P8 o8- xjoli= 7HQle)
AHE AR AR AR st Hde] e SRAlske obrlele] é“zr«l 3
zolollA] HlEE|QlrtaL & 4= Itk (Kraus & Kitayama, 2019). I=Zu199F 22 7153 9]

iy

7] d8ell Aghs ) Fue] Falae FEAE Sldl il S nigo R sl g
W AAS Al uiel], i1 £k 71919] Aot FRE T8 witell B
T8 et s AefE AfdebA] gskthal & 5 QItH(Van Bavel et al., 2020).

FEH9 thgo] w7PHEE vhEA] MeE L Jlrks S aefs] 2 A9 A B
FEH9 o5 Hlalgh 372 Hrh AR Bite B A A Ao ofwl gt Faks mixEA] A

oAk gk, AR ) AREL SyPEE I2U9 gige] tEA A8 e T
How Ruwsjgt odt) mRLH9 B 2] AREL 3= 4R Fioo] W] 48 'K
ofole} A Hsp e W] BRlarolEls =xE g oR BEek oAlslxele, 2021)
HHH, Bl disiAs ets AES) she ek Hjskele 749 HEE SISt A,
2020). =7} 917] “d3elx] 3UES] AelE Eola WY AR FE Sl Slae
T2 H7b F98har & 4= 9K Van Bavel et al., 2020). t$o] a2 97} A7) 8k 1
AFEO] el W] A3 el A7k ks W Ul ARele i B Y 4
DB AFFAE Folu I T2 S-S AFH o oji= o Y - JIti( g
Sofjg]- 18] 2021 oAlsk-2ke]9l, 2021). ey ofE dhHo R olefdt Bt e Al
1“14 S o=l HiElREelE o |3 7Fs o] lom o= FEuH9 el wAIEE
IE k= @9lo] & 7hsAdo] Jtk(Martikainen & Sakki, 2021). ¥ ¢
= olfﬂfﬂ HE ﬁfz&% kgl =9 Al = o] Agrf= A= 1%k
U8} e U185 HebA] Zairh= Bl BT uigol ﬁ‘lﬁ] A, duiele] Blwe} g2

l_.

oL
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AR|7F oA FAgE=A FrelaLak gt 53] oefgk Wt ARlo] &35k o] ek
HledA 0w =] Hrlehs e, WEAQ1 o552 (blind patriotism) &} AR 7idelH
el oigk wfEMdY FEAel Alow AHEE e AR (collective
narcissism) (Golec de Zavala, Cichocka, Eidelson, & Jayawickreme, 2009: Golec de
Zavala & Lantos, 2020)°l] oJwd Gaks n|x=A] T otk

gk, Ak P 7F S W SUES AT oS vAAE Hrksh, S171tE A9
o FAPE IRl whebA] WA 2 B os e 8= E vEA IS,
2013: HzH- A&7, 2019). gk Si7)ol dial] a7t ofdl s FHshal e
7F 5 A8 B w71 917]el] thgk Quikie] QIxlo] Hebd 4 9= Alo® HuEITHE-
FH-A8]9l, 2018). olfgk w=olE vigo® apd lEe] FELH9 97U A FAE
oA 2Zeelaterbell wigt =199 thek Q12 =9 P A ARt defd vks
go] drkedsl-Akslel, 2021 HFS-44, 2021). ASAQ] sl W=, =9
7 B Avlol] gt AQ) el gt QA B 2 WS v APE Bl = A A
Aof] frowigh kg mIHTHHES 249, 2021: Lim, Shim, Lee, Jeong, & Lee, 2022).

olefdt =olES T, & dAelME ARV B8 B 2Tt A UEA A 1
A= g9 A, olol 3 o] 42} Elel gk A 42 Aol FaES v 1
& Fetaat gt AR oE FEUH9 o wesl] =] AREe] A sl Bl
Hlghes Ao R WS ol Qlrks 4, Stk Ae) Tl e el weh auiele] o)
A B 9ok 4 ik 1 EoR, Awe) 9108 A 2ele)
B S v, B AR A olg) 2 ekl $711g Al xee)
o vs. B R0 A5 U)o ZAFEe] ek UAINZe vk e 21
Bk ey, oo} oA ol =9 2k A AR A el JFFS viRlE el Hek
EAXF] RIS BoleA] ATstaat gtk smuh9 B 27), dhee W A3 viE

<

7
&

ol sl dsiAl Adshs S AAgon, =97t w6 GhEe A7(20219
7] o) olle AN 9] Y-S Felel Bl B ef=elel thal wiekalola AH el 4
AL ZWSATHAES 244, 2021). of2fdh HS Edi= & A= F=H9 o8- 743
o] wheh Ef=rlel] tigh A A3 2|27} Def]=A] Hgstar 2] Wekd s AlAlstaa) st

F2H9 971el thgshz dl oA mlle]o] vialA] fE3e Fadh 93ks dH(Nan,
Iles, Yang, & Ma, 2022). &4 2119 Bt ol 3%, Wi 3% 53 28 A7 2ol
Woolel Fdel ojgk B, W1, #E T AAAR 2ol b

Y

b
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(Roberto, Johnson, & Rauhaus, 2020). oJA§ I=21}19% 2402 3717} ol4rolA]

uk ylo] viod WA =i} ARB|TAYES] FETS oA AX|-ALS] olqrgtale & ¢
ATH Gollust, Fowler, & Nagler, 2021; Hart, Chinn, & Soroka, 2020). ¥ o= 3t
AR U] el tigt 72 Hr) F=uH9 A A Kol njx= g3k #A1EE A8 AT

e

(o], HEH 244, 2021) 9] AHYE Fufsled, T=H9 thgel] tigh A= 2 el 7
B} Bl ok vieba] AP A 2| xjel] ofm gt Fake mx=A] ASshs l oot
U Aolrt, Hg 7 A= I U2 AAIE(Golee de Zavala & Lantos, 2020)9] 7H<

E=SJell =9 2 A Y U=2A RS IS sk vzt vk =i 9 gt

oM A His= AR 3 Aes oA 8900] Hiem ALg] il et &
L, APES A= 8810] H71%= SIITHEEA - A9, 2021; Hart et al., 2020). olo|
= A A9l thet S-sthe- Fxlskar Bler nish B ek ool whAA] i S
LHO the- 72 o] FoIIA] =Eshe vl o7t 9l A o= deken):

2. O|2H =2

1) Z2LH9 w20 Hek=n =Y

T2 Tl 54 AR WeS e, Ax, ajAgte =M 81 <14 Bl Bl S
W3t Iyengar, 1991). o]zl 72> Z#o]y ExH(framing effect) kil B8 5 9l
(Gamson & Modigliani, 1989). wzbr WIS dhdo= gapAl wlrje] =gl 414
SR A1 =9 M-S S5317] 918 588 89lo] & = 9Jtk(Nan et al., 2022). 5
FLH9 Fds] AruAeld woF el A5 Bk =9 wIARA] B 7 AL 2|9lel] whel AL
ZEo] whdy} Byt debd 4= 9022 kel tH(Nan & Thompson, 2020, 2021). 4
2= T EE HTT ATES AU, vaa 2

)

7], AR Afer), o WAl g 22 29 o ks UleS ek Wi
A7) &sttell @k 7 s el 378291 3k FUTHChong et al., 2020). =4t
19 9A5E sl o)) qle] opd 4] Qo R AAsHE A% WAl HE vt o &
7Feh= o= AAIE 2 (Borah, Hwang, & Hsu, 2021), F=0H9 2 94w 3t 51
2149 T s ool fefngh daks mAls 21 0% YRtk Hornik et al., 2021).
S99} 22 A1F zheo] HhS of i Ze|9le stmuH9 AR ope}
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g el gk Fe, A, APES A G THEAN S 8AY, 2021). 3 A
(Dhanani & Franz, 2021)ell4] ‘F2119 whike] 91912 F=oltf= S 2 2 ]
o] AFBRE ofAlopA mlelel] gk 784191 Bieet FoFS TMIH oM, (TR H9% <
A1 A Awrt Alzteiehe A 2|9l FEVH9R Qs 17 At Ak
217 Ze| R} oprjopA] ml=klel thek 919 R FeE T Bol frdeiitt. B3 sieH9
g QL o]F(ell, T nlole], 47k HE 5) o] 7AF Soll T glow &fd w7l
gk Ao} apdo] Stk A o= BRItk Feng & Cheng, 2020). =199} 22 41
T e Hel o=l 97 ZedoR TR ARE, ofxlobA] W=l

o} Foprlol AlEel Hig QIF ApEFePL MY ¢ gl Aom ANEHIIH
(Devakumar, Shannon, Bhopal, & Abubakar, 2020).

Tear =9 €9 B Q) Zeqlel] whel AR A= G Zlos B gk,
T2 Zefloy gyle} F2lolE (attribution theory) S HIEO®
ol chgh Z|}lel] whe} ~8Ake] AQlFIQl 914, 7 W2 A ofof] met A Y =
3 A= gl 4 glti(Iyengar, 1991; Kim, 2015; Kithne, Weber, & Sommer,
2015; Weiner, 2006). 71101 SA 574 Abdel digk 991 71912 2= 1 ARIS &
sloF sk A]lel FAE Tkl oigk xow olojd 4 9low(Niederdeppe,
Shapiro, & Porticella, 2011), ool w2} 54 /\}ﬁ«l Q) Aol gk e AlEEe]
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ol
_
o

O
Oll
ol
C
m
ol
>~
ol
[
10
0,
o
=1
2

o}.i
o

QA B APy, e AR KAl ke v = ek AR, 2016). 53] ofmet AR
o] A 574 7ot 57 Aol 7Alspd 1 7i)) ; & ke Ak Aol ik 4]
7} 3zoFd 5 AtHWeiner, 2006). olef3h =0l A4 o= A3 Avas Aund, vw
off thgk the- A4 2l Y (RS vs. ARl oll wet 1] 5L 2Py ke el om olof uiet
A A Dz A0 HasIeH (el 2189, 2016). s=u199F dds) s=vH9 3t
Aol tht Aods thEA ZellJ R A0 vs. AR 724171 291 FA) sl Ash olol wlet
AJ71Met 2 Hkgo] depor Asr A 9 i AR AX= deiriLim et al.,

2022). F= 9 7 1) FAE FAA Zeld) thil 54 AjleR Z|slshd A]l”],
s AR A R A7) o= Ao ERITHEES 249, 2021). 18]l A=
L9 the 2l el (o], Kol vish 57 2e|9))2 14 AlEhs wizlE 3 217
Frefgt Jgks nRle AoR ANEATH M A8, 2021). ol ATEe] ARE ¥
S, 718 Al et Zeslel] wet dniele] whgo] Y| oo ukak g2 272 o

Al GRS 4 9k S ol mR2U9 g A FAE el Zeldeierf e
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9] tigh ARiele] <143} thgel| glo] Fagh FAR] Aok $17|ext el Ao}
o] IS ek A8 AFES AR, ARSI Ahdo] WAlgS: w, o] phelofRiEnt of
Uk AlR1e] A ZH AN, o w Fo] o]#] F)ell tjgh AvielEe] 2l
2] Aol frefwist Ja nFth A 9, 2019). Akt S BAES W s 4
o] 7|8 MAAIE 7kl o] HAA] & thE-e] FAPE eIl wheba] wiaA] 3
7t ol B 8 =S vEA Fdeke B0 JERITHEPE], 2013 S84,
2018). olgfgh =5 Ed|= s, I=H9 the FAE AR 7EsheA], v 7|sst
Tl whzt elgiele] 12 |l ey} debd = Qlrk.

8] A0 ol Febabd, FRUHO 2 el wheh Auiele] 914} gl 2%
7h ek 4= 9lom ool F=u19 9171tS- Al viek A Ze ool weh = 1w} A
A A7} ekl 7hsAgo] Qlrk. gk, %LH AR I e #eds] ke the-S Fart
S P SrHERT vlgh a1 s sigrh(ard)
&, 2020). olzje A& 1 oH z Ode FEUH9 =uj9] g ztolel] gk r2ollA Q]
AE 27t =7 o AR 2T A9 1 Gt o WA YeRR=A] A Flofo), A L
Z 2 AT A=) e A )] 2Rk 3ok =7 vs. A 319k AR, Ele] 917]
Oh&- 2Q) 2|9 2(eb=r vigt =71 vs. El=p v ) 2 AR 1 895 758 Zlolt.

ﬂl

2) EEH LIEAIAIES "9-|9-f =R
2 =711 9171 8ol S v, BE w7Feo] AE5ES v e7]0l thésk] el o=
T (patriotism), A= & 9](ethnocentrl'sm)°ﬂ Shahe A9 Bl e 29
SF 322 A AAE Arde] MRS ), offmF=0], A SAIFe] Soll S]] g
AO7)= AET A w7Fe0] FEsl 35 oR thésh Zlo] Fasittar A
& A2 7133)ar 9ItHVan Bavel et al., 2020). olol] ¥ 7= F2H9 2ol 92
Here] AL a1Feks e e uks Hiskehs Ulgo] AXE A9, 744 of=51¢]
k532 Ak Y2AA S (collective narcissism) ©] o1 A] Ve =A] 35311} gkt

A H2AREE 7191 d@91e] yaaiso] fdos Wadd ol & 4= Slvt
(Bizman & Yinon, 2004). 7§31 ©9]e] U=A G tE Algel] HIg] 2}xlo] AupA]7] =
ofufttar A|Zksh= ol thE Algre] Bluks WolEd o gle Aot UEANES 7
ARFES: A7) 2Rl gk Bl A9] Sfofshs: A& o QPgutal Alojslr] o), =1 A}l
of o] oigk el AWS o ApEs S Bl Frk(Baumeister,

il

2
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Bushman, & Campbell, 2000). 71Q1 A1) UYEAAAESL B9 7] 2R1e] 2]
&7 Hpersonal self-esteem)S AYaL 37| wiizell zfojol| digh S5l TitshAl w5k

N
_>|4_,
>.

_I_4

fHak2ele- Fetol| Foksitt. wfitel 7Rl ] URANES AupA| o= Addiel gk Azt
S BejdoZ 4= 9= Aot Bushman & Baumeister, 1998). 1ejA] 7ie14] LA A E
2 OiQl FAelA I T AR el Al Bashs 2 femst A7 Atk Golec

de Zavala et al., 2009).

ol2fgk U= AAS ek vt Fehint ope} WIS, w7k ARl M e 5= Sl
(Golec de Zavala, Cichocka, & Bilewicz, 2013). et U2AIARES 1 2Rilo] &3t Htk
o] ¢=gel sl Q1Aek= Aoletarl & = Qv JHQ) UEAKE A U=2A XSS FARE
Hdel7l= sHAIRE, itk UEAAGES: ] ekl tigh Bl=st e ool d3E vAl= A
ol Z|IA UEAAEE 711 71 Bl=e} asell kS wx= 2
Spencer, & Zanna, 2005). JT U2AAES URHe] 9578 $-2 il oigk njgad
A A B AP whgoletar & = Qlrk o3k SHellM He ARG ARl A o
(social identity theory)eldl AAsh= WY Hell(in-group love) ot 25t Aoy
(out-group hate)$} #Hgio] E'—EE}F— S = glom AHARI of=rala Rt WA o=l
(blind patriotism), 215 F4Fe]¥} AR Zideletar & <= Atk Golec de Zavala &
Lantos, 2020).

T8l Fek YEARES W w7 in—group satisfaction) ¥ -fAFeF 7Y 4= 9l
|, WRe RS Wi dte] stk Aldolgls SHdAME i UY2AIrE HISSE
o} SRR URe v 2]l diai® Uide fARH SA- o2 Hrksiths Aol

A A YEAAEIRE 25 T2 Golee de Zavala et al., 2009). Feh Y2AA S

ek wre] skl 22191 wiEe 784 (in—group positivity) The tEthaL & 4= glom,
Uzl Wojdel 34 (defensive ingroup positivity) ¥ #eAde] =tHCichocka,
ek UEAIAEO a3 o =2 Tk el thgk Aozt £15ddel] o
AR dF WSS o]&old 4= It Golec de Zavala & Cichocka, 2012).

AR A o] E(threatened egotism theory)oll WEH, 711 2Re] UYEAAF
< T4, At A8 58t B S vide] stk AslaL irHBaumeister et
al., 2000; Exline, Baumeister, Bushman, Campbell, & Finkel, 2004). A3 A75S
Ed= s, 711 2k UEAASS B, E8udh Bl RS Gl gk 3% ola A

=, =
]l HkE-e] 8]lo] Hrt. of& BHRE AT UEARMES: el o 2, e A4Y W,

_\;
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ol chgh it
= al el 7, B,
5219 AFEA vUE Jis sileh ofE niow oxidel| tigh 342 shAl Frk(Golec
de Zavala et al., 2009).

e VAN e 483 o8 AzAon A2 ATSe A ANz A

A F3x 9 (Federico & Golec de Zavala, 2018), AY AA %=(Marchlewska,
Cichocka, Panayiotou, Castellanos, & Batayneh, 2018), <Jfidhol] ohsh *ﬁ«b_

(Golec de Zavala & Cichocka, 2012)¢fe] #HAIE Bt A1 0= Hdt Y2AXES
HhOhe] (Anti Semitism) ol oW @S MIAI= Zlo= vhEksk U}(Golec de Zavala &
Cichocka, 2012). =7} &9]e] otk U=A MG TEes v Wkt
TFES oM (Marchlewska et al., 2018), =7} A4 2FdollA Udeke: %’4%5]% ojm]Ae]
el Fd U2A RS Fee A8k vl fron|gh Jake vIxls Zlo® vERitH Golec
de Zavala, Cichocka, & Iskra-Golec, 2013). Z12]az v]=f tiga A7 uf Wizeke] $ioigh
S FERe Ad YEARNES T3l 93 vAe AR BustFederico & de
Zavala, 2018). ¥k, st=vh199k K-g<jol theh =719l AR (L™ e 2pal) ] ¢
AE Be G 5(2021) 8 Aol m=, ke AR ]| whet stz 9ol thiek e
omr g Zo® Uit g 52 AUR =2 B Al tE w7 ¢
Ut 9 92l 3715 vk UM el (nationalism) ¥ AR = lom] F=i19 W
ol thgh 2kl s ool e Jaks mixItkar Akt
ool =5 FoelH, Ak UBAAGES: uiide] 924, < dell gk nisjellA H]
S Aol =7 w919 Hd UEANGE: 35 2lxidel] gk Ao, S A1 sl
FEE I = ek e TRV ARelA] w7 ale] WISl Aps FAeE AR
L9 #Agh AR SEthes ofHA W= adle] d
2020). A UZARAES] /e 54 ofo], AIE FAl
AR g7 A Aol FIE WA= HFR ofg] el AEelA] A5

%0,
5
=}

&
3.
@D

+
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Zale Al 1% Uga) Fve] 95ds ZEsis e vlgt uigo] x3E s 7AE F
S UEAAF o ks m|A=A] Ptakaa) gk
Tear A8 sl w2, S717F SRS u f7Igee] A FAIE = AXE)
7ol wet g vl ik g7t A ok AR 8 owrt gk ¢ qlel(eae,
2013; HzA 9], 2018). Az F297F LS v el ﬂ% AL Q3o M= g
AR Bl AR E RSk B ke A FAE T slo] W] WEk) ole dEke
ZaIeHiEIsdsls), 2022). 1ela A=LH9 ths wEs) 2 xﬂoﬂ gk 377} 1= 91
=, SRlEvhs A5 2evks W7PE e (@ A@sad, 2020) v, =290
8l g TS BAS AR e )32 mFBIRaL 7k PrHEEE, 2022). V1=
ATEC] =015 TSN, FRH9 - FHAs) A= o8 by ol gk <12)e]
Wk ope} v} Y- 5 7 A ool digk ke thE sAde] ek olel] wet & A
T IR digk e oi$- 714 (A 1% 2 el vlRh oA 97108 A9 A (7]
s. A E thEA 2ZHRJE) AXShs 45 A UEARNE QI o o= dekd 4= gltk
1 ATt ool ¥ o= vheat 71;01 ?-Txﬂ Aol

=

: a%

<

TR 1. E19 7} U} XIR2] $IhS Al maipl(Rf ok 20l v, Kj= Tk A
o e} Zigk LA S0| 2R

TR 2. A9 7IA} L B S IEHS Ro! mafol(El HiE 20l vs, EF HiE &R
o g} it LiZAES0| ZRIRK=T

) AR, 1000 G A QA ) SR A e, olel A ol
wlegel ¥ o Aa) ] mEHg th el 7P %71144% FAlol dhek 222)<)
of nfeb) ek L=AlAZe] of gl UeheA) A5t g

m&
L
!
>,
>
uﬂx
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=
o
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AP} e G5 Y2 AAZ Aok web Sl gelo] stk Pshe i)
7P} v elo] @ikl sk U] 7 sk AT
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PO, Aol A 1 B Bl HIR 2 e YEAA S]] <fl w7l
o] HFE o= A= o el=iRlel gk A AH Ao ofwfgh JIFe:
o} e A7Ee N9 Fiss 2o wet b 9ol tigh A AR A7 deprivia
Harskar JEHEEE 24, 20210 Lim et al., 2022). 12]a 54 /3l diet 3 vz
AN TR A2k o ekl thk Ehg, 2] B, AR e el el

O

HA de) ArEe OJXV—i A e HH7H§1}—§— w1 & sy Wi 3
2 )2 ) ¥ A7 m=hg i 2ok
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3. U

1) A8 =8 74
B AT ATEAR 753 918 AEe ST Sk 71z SR ARk Ealold

olq ‘F=9 SIS, K L9 AN S 52 7I9ER S AAEIIE (2

20} 1) 91710l MKy, 33 v falell S5-4 v olSAl (A1), 2021) A}
2 329 49 S wES 54 ueilon] of2 o A ok g % e gk U]
[e=]

&2 7WIE eIttt 1% A AAKE ARE ) le] A Esh TR E: Fedt
3kS S Borah et al., 2021)F A8 92 Fuw 2= 1% UI8e Juse] 71
Ef w1 U2 iRIRe] ke B2 AARISICHAE 1T 22).
AT 2021 49, 2] AERABREE Tl 2 e AT AY ASE
of $2P7F Skl she e MsE ool v 7ke] WgEe] EA1EK confounding
check) 7} RE=A1E 258171 S8l AbdxAls Asisirk2021d 39 28 ~4<, 491 1007
). APIZA AR vio R 20210 49 2298 E 28971 BEARE AT EaAle]
APFES e el e B 71=E 33 A Al Q7 Wil shes 7 A
B Y FoARE dAgor 2047 E 69474 491 4008S T ERACH20~294] 80
™, 30~3941 807, 40~494 80, 50~594 809, 60~694] 807). A8, A, AAH A
&, =H9 I3 AF S FelAbee] AReARH B4do] e Hdid FUHES 3]
Aeg v 2 FE519 AE}. 7 Foirbse] el uixlEs e A9
ol FolAHAD 10 A= 1 EHL Hlgh =R 1007, H
1009, 5t 3: x}% I 7N < Bl vl = 1007, AT

=)

[e)
=,

[\3
>
%Jﬂ
%
gy
o
Y

1.00), JH(F (3, 396) =0.01, p=1.00), ]é ,
o]k 7o 17} R 29k}, g 711 Al vl ol 7l 77 9h8 o]

A=
277(6.8%), "$he ] 373%(93.3%) 131 0m, 7 Fehi= 119 AH fre] Aol ol

SHA] kK (3, 396) =0.46, p= .710).
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=4
2AY RS B ARYOR TR Itk A FA Fasie aree,

2013; Hod 9], 2019), w3 7REE WAKE Zdehs uf Q1o] depitle A+

(Borah et al., 2021) Weo 74} FAlsh 7Hjzie] Aol B oo 2aAl 74
A, AR 0 o] 7)Re Be] N9 tlgel Y F U ol St

e} i) 7iel e A 2 A7) ThEolekal el IcF, o] Tk ge] st
19 jgel E7e 4 QI ol St} 4Rl el ; g
wtaL L, o] 7 VI K 5 AR 7l i O7E S ol A )
wiso] 71l We] A0e WAshl AIA) egl] ahelekaL sl S, ‘ol TRz

F9 5 AT SN IEI9E S ol A 5t AR e e Al Al
34 elab] whzolel Al ik T4

Ak EANE F3ke- M8 A91(Colec de Zavala et al., 2009)¢] Qo1EXA7E s
F 9RRE PR, 2 A o) 9%l Shje] 890w o) selaladl aglRAe

5
AN SRIFEPHORE FAQ FES AL wiEHl 1S Sk A1,
e shpe] a9lef ¥3EJITHKMO = .93, Bartlett's x2 = 2746.71 (p € .001), 4
AF67.58%). TAAQ FE vhad) Ltk =29 dieat wedsle] e Ut eueke]
A9NE ] QlgsiElor S0k, ‘TEuh9 gl wesle] ek 5wt gieE ol
afo] L= Elvebt rigs] vlolol o Q1S ) K74
Aoz wERagz] 2 ook, ‘FRih9g oigat Ase] v seuebt v veke R
o Wolof ghrar AZkeeF, A9 theat wsle] the Ut AlkEe] VS v
A3 ] sph A 2k, mEuvH9 o8t dRste] Elvet wAl FielA o 2 BadlE
A AATHA AVEE T U o] HUS Alolok, "FEuH9 o8 wsle] thE vl A
HEo] vl Al s &4 Fabd s A 2k, FEUH9 o8 dsle] W
U vkl AlEe] I“JWEH 9435 oallslA] Hshs AT BITF, "FEU9 o8
FHste] efuete] 2-e 77 5 Qs A 2ok 5 98Itk Cronbach a = .93).
olef| gk -8 54 & % A sglrh 1 =218 137] etk 5= 150},

.
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(3) A 784 =7
Al Fro] Aletal ol AELH9 AAS FaR slo] 3 ARk A9 B 2
7], g g el e A3 (e, mkaa 2, B9 54, U Al o8 54 B A
717 k= Aol tis) e HHsls AAs Ak Ty IRt 35S gty
T A71(2021 7] o], - At At Al el AELH9 #9] 15ke —Orﬁéﬁ Bl 9
of=elel dial] Ak elar AbAQl BAs Heel e T AL 4241, 2021). ol=gh
e B 2 A7 ol oigh XAl AAos Fas 3k AR A A8
R T WAE] =8 Bl wIE0] g =3 wf, APt A 717ks Slwkehd
o5 A3l Adsfof itf, FRLH9 HAYEC] =2 Bl SWIES] o = Algh 225
Z¥yEai) Agsjol 3k, ‘HELH9 WAEC] 2 Elat IilEe] Fhal
717k Algshs 2215 Adsliop gitt, ‘FEu9 WS 2 Bl 1Y *O] ?SEL"H Y=g
w, F2UH9 57 GRIN ASS oFslslaL 9k A] B o= 57} EeEujof gt 5 473
o FM331oH(Cronbach a = .77) olel] tigh S5 53 2FE Hr& SIrH 14 =49

A ek, 53 =ik 2.

Hﬂu

(4) EAMT

A, o, o, 95, AR A% QT 7 ol vicle) 2 4 vcfe] o] g3 5 ol

L

T 1=78 234 odr}. b=y 2E & %Xﬂ%fri A3t Zh‘ﬂ 917 7o) i)
= o, ¥ S e, AR sl AR Sl oI ARl Tad aQlew
e FTHAHAE, 2021). ofoll wel =9 A 71 AR = (T E AR, B
AFAN, A, Aok kA drit A=sHU7E 14 =743 Al=lei] S
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o, TR =rg- AR, s=u9 A5 ’Lﬂ (FsAM= =9 AT es dvi
AU 13 =208 A#ehA] &= =g AR = AR FUeI

4. ZA&nt

1) AFEZEA} 21}

B oo B zalef| ok A8 22| a3t T4 &3 confounding check) S 7817 $Ia
AbdaAkE 2021 49 24~289 AR 2 A =9 the 7AW A=) $71ehs
Aol Zeldd 2(= 1Y =R vs. Al u AR, Bl 71dS A} e 2(Bk= vl
=91 vs. Bl v ) 0 ek 2F QQWEAIE SISk ARdEARE 10078 the R
gglon 7t el A, deuyt wE3lES 25784 wiXEINith. A AleEe] EAlgE
Z7dsl7] S8 WiaRe A = A 9] 2AY(OKeefe, 2003; Zhao, Strasser,
Cappella, Lerman, & Fishbein, 2011)<& &3t} w4127}, 2|7k 54 % (argument
strength) = ek TF 2fo|7k FefwlshA] e3ko™(F (3, 96) = 1.11, p= .348), WAAIS &
(quality) <Al ek 7k 2lo]7} WQ]U]O}X] WICHE (3, 96)=0.76, p= .517). Azf¥ &4
J(reality) (F(3, 96) =0.34, p=.799), A7 AR (informativeness) (F (3, 96) =
1.02, p=.386) %= H 7+ 2lol7} Fefnjaba] &9k

=4.00(0.75), M= (SD) = 3.72(0.94), t(398) =3.16, p=.002) °] 7KKz gh=o] 51
29 el 23 4= A ol vt AR W RS 2 AR violet

a1 dvgshar gickell dhs) 293k Ax, gk 2 Aot FelmskirHMasa (SD) = 3.29
(1.08), Mx=»2(SD) =3.61(1.08), ¢(398) =-2.96, p = .003)
ojs} gl o] Z7Rk= v, 1 S At m7lellA stmuHI7E b olfrE At =7 =
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RIS 7Rl e A3 AAeHA 2714 @9k7] whzolgtaL Advgalar glkel] o) e 3k 2+

o7} FreIH K Mepa(SD) = 3.86(0.75), Mya42(SD) = 3.52(0.94), ¢(398) =3.88, p

(.001). 1AL o] 7Pkz =, 5 ATt w71l s=u9vE Sl ol frE M =7t

AR7E e BAS AASH *@5}74 2307] whzeletar Adrgstar gitkel diel] ek 7k o=

TP Myz=a (SD) = 3.10(0.90), Mgz = 3.49(0.82), £(398) =-4.53, p < .001).
o] A2FES WS W, A A=E ARV A H slow Al

(2) ?‘ W A, g, EEEA

oA, ﬂéﬁ E—?{X}% (Table 1)¥} 2t} et Y2AAE2 A8 A2 2x)9h A29] vk

7F A (r= 12, p< .05), g5 A=|we} AR A UK r = .53, p< .01).

Table 1. Correlations between Main and Control Vaniables

1 2 3 4 5 6
1. Collective Narcissism -
2. Punitive Policy Support 12* -
3. Government Credibility 53 =117 -
4. Hospital Credibility icy -.03 .59* -
5. Political Orientation -.28"" 13 -.44% -22% -
6. In-group Satisfaction 50" -.01 46 31 =27 -
M(SD) 3.21(0.88) 4.22(0.66) 4.80(1.52) 5.22(1.13) 4.76(2.01) 3.51(0.86)

N =400, *o<( .05, **p( .01

(3) Ak =jo] AZF

ATREA 1, QA 2, IREA] 35 Hsl7] 9l ol R (two-way ANOVA)= 28151

o A2 e vEAREl diel] Ale] 171k A9 iﬂﬂo](i”i M(SD) =3.15(0.95), 4
- M(SD) =3.27(0.82)¢] F&2p} FrofmlebA] ke (A1, 392) =0.16, p=.690. %, =
.00), BF=e] 7118 A9 Z(=71 M(SD) = 3.24(0.86), A5 M(SD) = 3.18(0.92)
of F&7 A FefmlskA] SkeH A, 392) =0.89, p=.345. %, = .00). WFH 2}=19] 9]
71hke A ZA)Ft Bl SP7Ide A9zl 1 A A Eike felvlsisir, A,
392) =4.24, p=.023. i3, = .01. 452E g3} vl AR7S(Bonferroni) < 4
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Al A}, Bl vl =1 2ol Asr ek AR Zeole] Juok UEAAE Bt (Measaqs
42 =3.35, SE =0.07)°] A= 1% 7 LA (Myezagaza = 3.14, SE =
olmlatA| =T}, F(1, 392) =4.98, p=.026, n%, = .01. ¥Hd, B} v A
A 31eFe] Aol eQlo] IRl - Mepguam=a = 3.24, SE =0.01)7F A4
sy = 3.12, SE = 0.07) B =3ARE o] Aoli= SAR & FovlshA] &gt (1,
392) =1.01, p= .314 (Figure 1 3. o]t Avl= =119 v #As) A=(3=) A
o) we] o]z XFRirhs 7K Bl rlse] SEivks i 3 Ak, AltE
o] ek YEAxFo] SRR Zhs ofw]gitt,

(4) A U2AAZS) wpHiLs) 3%

ATEA 4 'S=UH9 7R =] $71oS Y el Elrlel oigk A A XA
ol FEFE PIH=7Y 9 A7eA 5 =9 7l Suie] $17101E- A Zejlo] Bl
35 Korean People Responsibility Frame
3.4 ] m Korean Government Responsibility Frame

33

|
Sk

2.9 ]

Estimated Marginal Mean

2.8 1

2.7 1
People Government

Foreign Responsibility Frame

Figure 1. Interaction Effect of Korea Responsibility Frame and Foreign Responsibility Frame on Collective
Narcissism. Note. Y-axis indicates the estimated marginal means of collective narcissism. The * next to
the bar indicates that among those who read articles with the foreign people responsibility frame, the
means of conditions presenting the Korean people versus government responsibility frame were
significantly different from each other at p < .05.
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= W A 2o A YEANES] iR Feveh] 2 Ao EhH(B =
.02, 95% CI = -.02, .08) WM, Bl= Rl =31 1ol M= e U2A K Eo] A= 9171
Ao Zed(=l=1, AF=0)3 AF A A ko] WAE FefrlehAl WSt B =
-.04, 95% CI = -.09, -.002) (Table 2, Figure 2 #=). o] A7E A=Al A8, Bl
Al = 2ol Al a1 g o] Absr anek =l Zej}lel wlsh e ow it v
EANES A 7M. ol Sal A UEAXES A AR Al FevletA ik
HRIth= 24 onfgitt. 5, o] Ak F2uH9 the- 7l Bl =ilE vlvelks W8t 2
= RS agshs el Zeieh A UEANES: FersH| S7KskH of IS sdl A

3202 SfoLS E3E SIRiel Tig A2 43 A} ebirks A4S ojvict

Table 2. The Mediating Effect of Collective Narcissism

DV: Collective Narcissism, R* = .38, F(6, 393) = 34.76, p{ .001
B SE t LLCl ULCl

Korea Resipon3|b|||ty Framie (a) 1 10 113 08 31
(people=1, government=0)
Foreign Responsibility Frame (b)
(people=1, government=0)
axb -.32 14 -2.29" -.60 -.05
Conditional Effects of the Focal Predictor (Korea Responsibility Frame) at Value of the Moderator
Moderator: Foreign

.22 10 2.23 .03 42

Responsibility Frame B B t La uLa
People (1) -.21 10 -2.09 -41 -.01
Government (0) N 10 1.14 -.08 .31
DV: Punitive Policy Support, R* = .08, F(6, 393) = 5.44, p{ .001

B SE t LLa uLal

Korea Responsibility Frame (a) .06 .06 1.06 -.05 19
Foreign Responsibility Frame (b) -.02 13 -0.21 =19 .16
axb -.02 12 -0.17 -.28 23

Collective Narcissism .20 .05 4.46" 1 .29

Conditional Indirect Effect
Path Condition Effect Boot SE Boot LLCI  Boot ULCI

Foreign People

Korea Responsibility Frame Responsibility (1) -.04 .02 -.09 -.002
(people=1, government=0) — Foreian G
Collective Narcissism — PPS oreign tovernment 02 02 -02 08
Responsibility (0)
Moderated Mediation
Path Effect Boot SE Boot LLCI Boot ULC/
Korea Responsibility Frame
(people=1, government=0) — -.06 .04 -.15 -.02

Collective Narcissism — PPS
"0(.05, "p(.01, "p(.001. Note. PPS refers to Punitive Policy Support.
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Collective

Narcissism
. -21 20
(a) condition
COVID-19 S
Korea Responsibility Frame il Hllls e
(people=1, goverment=0) .06 olicy Support
Collective
»_:’ Narcissism
S 207
(b) condition o
e : Punitive
Korea Responsibility Frame |- 8 o
(people=1, goverment=0) .06 y Supp!

Figure 2. The mediating effect of collective narcissism in the process of Korea responsibility
frame affecting support for punitive policy under the conditions of (a) foreign people
responsibility frame and (b) foreign government responsibility frame. Note. Significant paths
are indicated by bold lines, whereas dotted lines mean insignificant paths. *p < .05, *p <
.01, ***p < .001
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ATEA 129 7P Abe] $171kE A =2l (R 2 = vs. Al a1
Aol we} Aok JEAAZe] S =r1 1Z A} 2j=e] 97l Ae) Zejele] ule)
A H=ARIE Aol fefrlahA] eskek

ATEA] 2 29 7P Ele] $171E A9 =2l (Bl v = vs. Bl H)

ol we} Ak L= 1 | el S dst El=re] S71e A9 Zeiqlell wet
A HEAAFE] Aoz Femlsh] e9itt
ATEA 3 'F=LHI thE 7Rl A (= vs. A3 B (ST vs. ) €] S171H
& A Zel A2 Ak HEARIE omdt eke Bk vAe R e A A A=)
71N 2e) e} Bl=re] 71018 A Zell}) 73k Bvks frefvlsiilh. 1A
o2 Bl Wk =R 27104 A= e e Eﬂﬂ%@l A H2AAE Hito] A= 1 =1

o]o

e WEA ofiilo] SRR s om]gitt,

olelgt Azh= 7} &5 Bl = wle] tfgh Uk} 2=t Agel] gk Ul8-0] Aol viEe
tht & 4 otk vt AEEe EHL ZREo] FIRLHY ool AEF o) T
o] 7EX3k whizolztar AWM stk A AAZRD S1717F whigs W, Jdre] 7aks A
AFREES 7RI o)o)s slAlstERtar AR o8- AALE T5sflok gkl AZ)ek= v, )
U AREEL 71919] 2MrE 9AAlel ] whiel] ek ols- AAIE wEA] s
7Fs7do] Stk Borah et al., 2021). °J2{3 7H|¥hs 7= felve} AFRES Bl RIS
o) WRES e (o, Wi 283514 7], WA BtE] Z717] Bl dis] o HWL A7k 7}
& 7Fs7de] Qirk. m1ar g gAe] ‘Ko o] Expo|drhs 7IAF Ul =7t dglo] A}
HAE o a3 7hsAde] srh(edadsl-Atel e, 2021). e AR ola}ﬂ dAE F g
o Q1)L 9] Frho] th Funr} o ¢ ‘MEE LHH”FA—— o] A & 7Fs7de] ArHe
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L, gAke] ), A HkeS mivlE IRA O R et ke vRIvE AR el A

I (FEFH- 24, 2021; Kithne et al., 2015 Lim et al., 2022)& A|Ask= Ao|tt.
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