











We conducted a single factor (power: high power/low power/
control) between-participants Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) on
intention to connect with others. As predicted, there was a signif-
icant effect of power on the intention to connect, F(2,42)=5.48,
p <.01, ’7;2-,» = .21. Specifically, high power participants (M = 8.85,
SD =1.84) showed a significantly greater intention to connect with
others than low power participants (M=6.40, SD=2.38),
t(42)=3.07, p <.01, and control participants (M = 6.82, SD = 2.10),
t(42)=2.67, p<.05 . There was no significant difference in inten-
tion to connect with others between low power participants and
control participants, t(29)=-.52, p = .61.
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Fig. 1. Results from Study 2: Approach orientation mediates the effects of power on
intention to connect with others. Numbers represent standardized regression
coefficients; the number in parentheses represents a simultaneous regression
coefficients.
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Fig. 2. Results from Study 3: Mean score on intention to connect with others in
respective social feedback conditions (exclude, include). Error bars indicate
standard errors of the means.
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Fig. 4. Results from Study 4: Approach orientation mediates the relation between power and intention to connect when individuals are excluded but not when individuals
are included. The b coefficients with standard errors are in parenthesis.
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