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Supplementary Table S1
Data Diagnostics for the Analyzed Variables 
	
	
	Descriptives
	Kolmogorov-Smirnov Test
	Shapiro-Wilk Test
	Outlier

	
	N
	M
	SD
	Skewness
	Kurtosis
	p
	p
	n
(z < –3.29)
	n
(z > 3.29)

	Abortion-related radicalism intention
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Pro-choice group
	501
	2.41
	1.46
	1.00
	0.19
	< .001
	< .001
	0
	0

	Pro-life group
	371
	2.06
	1.44
	1.55
	1.83
	< .001
	< .001
	0
	0

	Overall
	872
	2.26
	1.46
	1.20
	0.71
	< .001
	< .001
	0
	0

	Abortion-related activism intention
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Pro-choice group
	501
	4.28
	1.66
	–0.31
	–0.72
	< .001
	< .001
	0
	0

	Pro-life group
	371
	3.91
	1.69
	–0.10
	–0.83
	< .001
	< .001
	0
	0

	Overall
	872
	4.12
	1.68
	–0.22
	–0.79
	< .001
	< .001
	0
	0

	Left-wing authoritarianism
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Pro-choice group
	501
	3.75
	1.05
	0.07
	–0.46
	.200
	.056
	0
	0

	Pro-life group
	371
	2.64
	1.00
	0.72
	0.70
	< .001
	< .001
	0
	0

	Overall
	872
	3.28
	1.16
	0.24
	–0.64
	< .001
	< .001
	0
	0

	Right-wing authoritarianism
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Pro-choice group
	501
	2.83
	1.22
	1.00
	0.75
	< .001
	< .001
	0
	0

	Pro-life group
	371
	5.67
	1.25
	–0.30
	–0.14
	.049
	.006
	0
	0

	Overall
	872
	4.04
	1.87
	0.27
	–1.08
	< .001
	< .001
	0
	0




Supplementary Table S1 [continued]
	
	
	Descriptives
	Kolmogorov-Smirnov Test
	Shapiro-Wilk Test
	Outlier

	
	N
	M
	SD
	Skewness
	Kurtosis
	p
	p
	n
(z < –3.29)
	n
(z > 3.29)

	Social Dominance Orientation
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Pro-choice group
	501
	1.94
	1.11
	1.51
	2.09
	< .001
	< .001
	0
	0

	Pro-life group
	371
	3.12
	1.46
	0.20
	–0.90
	< .001
	< .001
	0
	0

	Overall
	872
	2.44
	1.40
	0.84
	–0.25
	< .001
	< .001
	0
	0

	Altruism
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Pro-choice group
	501
	2.61
	0.61
	0.38
	0.04
	.016
	< .001
	0
	0

	Pro-life group
	371
	2.62
	0.68
	0.46
	–0.18
	< .001
	< .001
	0
	0

	Overall
	872
	2.61
	0.64
	0.43
	–0.04
	< .001
	< .001
	0
	0

	Antagonistic narcissism
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Pro-choice group
	501
	2.06
	0.63
	0.91
	0.86
	< .001
	< .001
	0
	1

	Pro-life group
	371
	2.08
	0.71
	0.94
	0.98
	< .001
	< .001
	0
	4

	Overall
	872
	2.07
	0.66
	0.94
	0.98
	< .001
	< .001
	0
	5

	Extraverted narcissism
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Pro-choice group
	501
	2.82
	0.86
	0.09
	–0.55
	.007
	.002
	0
	0

	Pro-life group
	371
	2.86
	0.87
	0.14
	–0.54
	.200
	.011
	0
	0

	Overall
	872
	2.84
	0.86
	0.12
	–0.55
	< .001
	< .001
	0
	0

	Neurotic narcissism
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Pro-choice group
	501
	3.00
	0.92
	–0.03
	–0.69
	.055
	< .001
	0
	0

	Pro-life group
	371
	2.84
	0.87
	0.19
	–0.42
	< .001
	.009
	0
	0

	Overall
	872
	2.93
	0.90
	0.07
	–0.62
	.003
	< .001
	0
	0





Supplementary Table S2a
Regressing Abortion-related Radicalism Intention (Model 1a)
	(a) Coding of group: pro-choice  0, pro-life  1
	Collinearity statistics

	Predictor
	b
	BCa 95% CI for b
	SE b
	β
	t
	p
	Tolerance
	VIF

	Constant
	−0.05
	[−0.24, 0.16]
	0.10
	−
	−0.54
	.590
	–
	–

	Age
	−0.18
	[−0.25, −0.12]
	0.03
	−.18
	−5.53
	< .001
	.78
	1.29

	Gender
	0.09
	[−0.04, 0.21]
	0.06
	.04
	1.42
	.157
	.90
	1.13

	Altruism
	0.17
	[0.10, 0.23]
	0.03
	.17
	5.08
	< .001
	.77
	1.31

	Agentic extraverted narcissism
	−0.04
	[−0.11, 0.05]
	0.04
	−.04
	−0.96
	.336
	.59
	1.70

	Neurotic narcissism
	0.04
	[−0.02, 0.10]
	0.03
	.04
	1.21
	.227
	.86
	1.17

	Group (pro-choice vs. pro-life)
	−0.18
	[−0.29, −0.05]
	0.06
	−.09
	−2.99
	.003
	.98
	1.02

	Antagonistic narcissism
	0.38
	[0.28, 0.47]
	0.04
	.38
	8.38
	< .001
	.42
	2.39

	Group × antagonistic narcissism
	0.06
	[−0.06, 0.21]
	0.06
	.04
	1.09
	.275
	.50
	1.99

	(b) Coding of group: pro-life  0, pro-choice  1
	Collinearity statistics

	Predictor
	b
	BCa 95% CI for b
	SE b
	β
	t
	p
	Tolerance
	VIF

	Constant
	−0.23
	[−0.42, −0.04]
	0.10
	−
	−2.26
	.024
	–
	–

	Age
	−0.18
	[−0.25, −0.12]
	0.03
	−.18
	−5.53
	< .001
	.78
	1.29

	Gender
	0.09
	[−0.04, 0.21]
	0.06
	.04
	1.42
	.157
	.90
	1.13

	Altruism
	0.17
	[0.10, 0.23]
	0.03
	.17
	5.08
	< .001
	.77
	1.31

	Agentic extraverted narcissism
	−0.04
	[−0.11, 0.05]
	0.04
	−.04
	−0.96
	.336
	.59
	1.70

	Neurotic narcissism
	0.04
	[−0.02, 0.10]
	0.03
	.04
	1.21
	.227
	.86
	1.17

	Group (pro-life vs. pro-choice)
	0.18
	[0.05, 0.29]
	0.06
	.09
	3.00
	.003
	.98
	1.02

	Antagonistic narcissism
	0.44
	[0.32, 0.55]
	0.05
	.44
	9.46
	< .001
	.39
	2.57

	Group × antagonistic narcissism
	−0.06
	[−0.21, 0.06]
	0.06
	−.05
	−1.09
	.275
	.48
	2.07


Note. N = 858 (14 participants who neither indicated to be female nor male could not be included in this analysis due to statistical reasons). VIF = variance inflation factor. Parameters for the overall model: F(8, 849)  42.02, p < .001, R2  .28, adjusted R2  .28. BCa 95% CI = bias-corrected and accelerated bootstrap 95% confidence intervals based on 1,000 bootstrap samples. All variables, except for group and gender, were z-standardized, as interaction terms were included in the model (Frazier et al., 2004). The prediction of abortion-related radicalism intention by antagonistic narcissism applies to the group (pro-choice vs. pro-life) with the coding 0. Coding of gender: 1 = female, 2 = male. All p values within the table refer to two-tailed testing.

Supplementary Table S2b
Regressing Abortion-related Radicalism Intention – Robust Regression (Model 1b)
	(a) Coding of group: pro-choice  0, pro-life  1
	Collinearity statistics

	Predictor
	b
	BCa 95% CI for b
	SE b
	β
	t
	p
	Tolerance
	VIF

	Constant
	−0.14
	[−0.35, 0.10]
	0.09
	−
	−1.44
	.014
	–
	–

	Age
	−0.11
	[−0.18, −0.05]
	0.03
	−.11
	−3.60
	< .001
	.78
	1.29

	Gender
	0.06
	[−0.07, 0.19]
	0.06
	.03
	1.06
	.288
	.89
	1.13

	Altruism
	0.15
	[0.08, 0.22]
	0.03
	.15
	4.88
	< .001
	.77
	1.31

	Agentic extraverted narcissism
	−0.03
	[−0.10, 0.04]
	0.04
	−.03
	−0.95
	.344
	.59
	1.70

	Neurotic narcissism
	0.05
	[−0.02, 0.11]
	0.03
	.05
	1.74
	.083
	.86
	1.17

	Group (pro-choice vs. pro-life)
	−0.16
	[−0.30, −0.01]
	0.06
	−.08
	–2.85
	.004
	.98
	1.02

	Antagonistic narcissism
	0.48
	[0.36, 0.59]
	0.04
	.48
	11.29
	< .001
	.42
	2.39

	Group × antagonistic narcissism
	0.01
	[−0.22, 0.19]
	0.06
	.01
	0.13
	.895
	.50
	1.99

	(b) Coding of group: pro-life  0, pro-choice  1
	Collinearity statistics

	Predictor
	b
	BCa 95% CI for b
	SE b
	β
	t
	p
	Tolerance
	VIF

	Constant
	−0.29
	[−0.54, −0.06]
	0.10
	−
	−3.06
	.002
	–
	–

	Age
	−0.11
	[−0.18, −0.05]
	0.03
	−.11
	−3.60
	< .001
	.78
	1.29

	Gender
	0.06
	[−0.07, 0.19]
	0.06
	.03
	1.06
	.288
	.89
	1.13

	Altruism
	0.15
	[0.08, 0.22]
	0.03
	.15
	4.88
	< .001
	.77
	1.31

	Agentic extraverted narcissism
	−0.03
	[−0.10, 0.04]
	0.04
	−.03
	−0.95
	.344
	.59
	1.70

	Neurotic narcissism
	0.05
	[−0.02, 0.11]
	0.03
	.05
	1.74
	.083
	.86
	1.17

	Group (pro-life vs. pro-choice)
	0.16
	[0.01, 0.30]
	0.06
	.08
	2.85
	.004
	.98
	1.02

	Antagonistic narcissism
	0.49
	[0.26, 0.62]
	0.04
	.49
	11.06
	< .001
	.39
	2.57

	Group × antagonistic narcissism
	−0.01
	[−0.19, 0.22]
	0.06
	−.01
	−0.13
	.895
	.48
	2.07


Note. N = 858 (14 participants who neither indicated to be female nor male could not be included in this analysis due to statistical reasons). VIF = variance inflation factor. Parameters for the overall model: robust Wald-test χ2(8) = 324.40, p < .001, robust pseudo R2 = .28. BCa 95% CI = bias-corrected and accelerated bootstrap 95% confidence intervals based on 1,000 bootstrap samples. All variables, except for group and gender, were z-standardized, as interaction terms were included in the model (Frazier et al., 2004). The prediction of abortion-related radicalism intention by antagonistic narcissism applies to the group (pro-choice vs. pro-life) with the coding 0. Coding of gender: 1 = female, 2 = male. All p values within the table refer to two-tailed testing.
Supplementary Table S3a
Supplementary Analysis Regressing Abortion-related Radicalism Intention (Model 2a)
	(a) Coding of group: pro-choice  0, pro-life  1
	Collinearity statistics

	Predictor
	b
	BCa 95% CI for b
	SE b
	β
	t
	p
	Tolerance
	VIF

	Constant
	−0.15
	[−0.33, 0.04]
	0.09
	−
	−1.60
	.110
	–
	–

	Abortion-related activism intention
	0.35
	[0.29, 0.41]
	0.03
	.35
	11.71
	< .001
	.80
	1.26

	Age
	−0.16
	[−0.22, −0.11]
	0.03
	−.16
	−5.24
	< .001
	.77
	1.29

	Gender
	0.13
	[0.01, 0.25]
	0.06
	.07
	2.29
	.022
	.89
	1.13

	Altruism
	0.07
	[0.00, 0.13]
	0.03
	.07
	2.13
	.033
	.71
	1.41

	Extraverted narcissism
	−0.13
	[−0.19, −0.05]
	0.04
	−.13
	−3.52
	< .001
	.56
	1.78

	Neurotic narcissism
	0.01
	[−0.05, 0.08]
	0.03
	.01
	0.42
	.678
	.85
	1.18

	Group (pro-choice vs. pro-life)
	−0.11
	[−0.21, 0.01]
	0.06
	−.05
	−1.99
	.047
	.97
	1.03

	Antagonistic narcissism
	0.43
	[0.34, 0.51]
	0.04
	.43
	10.14
	< .001
	.41
	2.41

	Group × antagonistic narcissism
	0.00
	[−0.12, 0.12]
	0.05
	.00
	−0.09
	.929
	.50
	2.01

	(b) Coding of group: pro-life  0, pro-choice  1
	Collinearity statistics

	Predictor
	b
	BCa 95% CI for b
	SE b
	β
	t
	p
	Tolerance
	VIF

	Constant
	−0.26
	[−0.43, −0.06]
	0.09
	−
	−2.72
	.007
	–
	–

	Abortion-related activism intention
	0.35
	[0.29, 0.41]
	0.03
	.35
	11.71
	< .001
	.80
	1.26

	Age
	−0.16
	[−0.22, −0.11]
	0.03
	−.16
	−5.23
	< .001
	.77
	1.29

	Gender
	0.13
	[0.01, 0.25]
	0.06
	.07
	2.29
	.022
	.89
	1.13

	Altruism
	0.07
	[0.00, 0.13]
	0.03
	.07
	2.13
	.033
	.71
	1.41

	Extraverted narcissism
	−0.13
	[−0.19, −0.05]
	0.04
	−.13
	−3.52
	< .001
	.56
	1.78

	Neurotic narcissism
	0.01
	[−0.05, 0.08]
	0.03
	.01
	0.42
	.678
	.85
	1.18

	Group (pro-life vs. pro-choice)
	0.11
	[–0.01, 0.21]
	0.06
	.05
	1.99
	.047
	.97
	1.03

	Antagonistic narcissism
	0.42
	[0.32, 0.52]
	0.04
	.42
	9.71
	< .001
	.39
	2.57

	Group × antagonistic narcissism
	0.00
	[−0.12, 0.12]
	0.05
	.00
	0.09
	.929
	.48
	2.09


Note. N = 858 (14 participants who neither indicated to be female nor male could not be included in this analysis due to statistical reasons). VIF = variance inflation factor. Parameters for the overall model: F(9, 848)  58.59, p < .001, R2  .38, adjusted R2  .38. BCa 95% CI = bias-corrected and accelerated bootstrap 95% confidence intervals based on 1,000 bootstrap samples. All variables, except for group and gender, were z-standardized, as interaction terms were included in the model (Frazier et al., 2004). The prediction of abortion-related radicalism intention by antagonistic narcissism applies to the group (pro-choice vs. pro-life) with the coding 0. Coding of gender: 1 = female, 2 = male. All p values within the table refer to two-tailed testing.


Supplementary Table S3b
 Regressing Abortion-related Radicalism Intention – Robust Regression (Model 2b)
	(a) Coding of group: pro-choice  0, pro-life  1
	Collinearity statistics

	Predictor
	b
	BCa 95% CI for b
	SE b
	β
	t
	p
	Tolerance
	VIF

	Constant
	−0.17
	[−0.36, 0.05]
	0.09
	−
	−1.94
	.053
	–
	–

	Abortion-related activism intention
	0.29
	[0.23, 0.36]
	0.03
	.29
	9.94
	< .001
	.79
	1.26

	Age
	−0.12
	[−0.18, −0.06]
	0.03
	−.12
	−3.98
	< .001
	.77
	1.29

	Gender
	0.09
	[–0.04, 0.20]
	0.06
	.05
	1.66
	.098
	.88
	1.13

	Altruism
	0.07
	[0.00, 0.14]
	0.03
	.07
	2.37
	.018
	.71
	1.41

	Extraverted narcissism
	−0.11
	[−0.17, −0.03]
	0.04
	−.11
	−3.19
	.001
	.56
	1.78

	Neurotic narcissism
	0.02
	[−0.05, 0.08]
	0.03
	.02
	0.63
	.527
	.85
	1.18

	Group (pro-choice vs. pro-life)
	–0.12
	[−0.25, 0.01]
	0.05
	–.06
	–2.20
	.028
	.97
	1.03

	Antagonistic narcissism
	0.50
	[0.40, 0.59]
	0.04
	.50
	12.22
	< .001
	.41
	2.41

	Group × antagonistic narcissism
	–0.05
	[−0.25, 0.12]
	0.05
	–.03
	–0.86
	.389
	.50
	2.01

	(b) Coding of group: pro-life  0, pro-choice  1
	Collinearity statistics

	Predictor
	b
	BCa 95% CI for b
	SE b
	β
	t
	p
	Tolerance
	VIF

	Constant
	−0.29
	[−0.52, −0.07]
	0.09
	−
	−3.17
	.002
	–
	–

	Abortion-related activism intention
	0.29
	[0.23, 0.36]
	0.03
	.29
	9.94
	< .001
	.79
	1.26

	Age
	−0.12
	[−0.18, −0.06]
	0.03
	−.12
	−3.98
	< .001
	.77
	1.29

	Gender
	0.09
	[–0.04, 0.20]
	0.06
	.05
	1.65
	.098
	.88
	1.13

	Altruism
	0.07
	[0.00, 0.14]
	0.03
	.07
	2.37
	.018
	.71
	1.41

	Extraverted narcissism
	−0.11
	[−0.17, −0.03]
	0.04
	−.11
	−3.19
	.001
	.56
	1.78

	Neurotic narcissism
	0.02
	[−0.05, 0.08]
	0.03
	.02
	0.63
	.527
	.85
	1.18

	Group (pro-life vs. pro-choice)
	0.12
	[–0.01, 0.25]
	0.05
	.06
	2.20
	.028
	.97
	1.03

	Antagonistic narcissism
	0.45
	[0.24, 0.58]
	0.04
	.45
	10.75
	< .001
	.39
	2.57

	Group × antagonistic narcissism
	0.05
	[−0.12, 0.27]
	0.05
	.03
	0.86
	.389
	.48
	2.09


Note. N = 858 (14 participants who neither indicated to be female nor male could not be included in this analysis due to statistical reasons). VIF = variance inflation factor. Parameters for the overall model: robust Wald-test χ2(9) = 507.70, p < .001, robust pseudo R2 = .38. BCa 95% CI = bias-corrected and accelerated bootstrap 95% confidence intervals based on 1,000 bootstrap samples. All variables, except for group and gender, were z-standardized, as interaction terms were included in the model (Frazier et al., 2004). The prediction of abortion-related radicalism intention by antagonistic narcissism applies to the group (pro-choice vs. pro-life) with the coding 0. Coding of gender: 1 = female, 2 = male. All p values within the table refer to two-tailed testing.
Supplementary Table S4
Supplementary Robust Regression Analysis Regressing Abortion-related Radicalism Intention (Model 3b)
	(a) Coding of group: pro-choice  0, pro-life  1
	Collinearity statistics

	Predictor
	b
	BCa 95% CI for b
	SE b
	β
	t
	p
	Tolerance
	VIF

	Constant
	−0.14
	[−0.26, −0.02]
	0.04
	−
	−3.42
	< .001
	–
	–

	Antagonistic narcissism
	0.45
	[0.35, 0.54]
	0.04
	.45
	10.77
	< .001
	.37
	2.70

	Antagonistic narcissism × antagonistic narcissism
	0.11
	[0.03, 0.17]
	0.03
	.19
	4.10
	< .001
	.31
	3.19

	Group (pro-choice vs. pro-life)
	–0.28
	[–0.41, –0.13]
	0.06
	–.14
	–4.51
	< .001
	.67
	1.49

	Group × antagonistic narcissism
	–0.03
	[−0.17, 0.10]
	0.06
	–.02
	–0.51
	.612
	.36
	2.76

	Group × antagonistic narcissism × antagonistic narcissism
	0.06
	[–0.05, 0.15]
	0.04
	.08
	1.68
	.093
	.26
	3.86

	(b) Coding of group: pro-life  0, pro-choice  1
	Collinearity statistics

	Predictor
	b
	BCa 95% CI for b
	SE b
	β
	t
	p
	Tolerance
	VIF

	Constant
	−0.42
	[−0.52, −0.30]
	0.05
	−
	−8.97
	< .001
	–
	–

	Antagonistic narcissism
	0.42
	[0.33, 0.50]
	0.04
	.42
	9.52
	< .001
	.33
	2.99

	Antagonistic narcissism × antagonistic narcissism
	0.17
	[–0.01, 0.22]
	0.02
	.29
	7.06
	< .001
	.39
	2.59

	Group (pro-choice vs. pro-life)
	0.28
	[0.13, 0.41]
	0.06
	.14
	4.51
	< .001
	.67
	1.49

	Group × antagonistic narcissism
	0.03
	[−0.10, 0.17]
	0.06
	.02
	0.51
	.612
	.34
	2.93

	Group × antagonistic narcissism × antagonistic narcissism
	–0.06
	[−0.15, 0.05]
	0.04
	–.08
	–1.68
	.093
	.35
	2.90


Note. N = 872. VIF = variance inflation factor. Parameters for the overall model: robust Wald-test χ2(5) = 230.38, p < .001, robust pseudo R2 = .24. BCa 95% CI = bias-corrected and accelerated bootstrap 95% confidence intervals based on 1,000 bootstrap samples. All variables, except for group, were z-standardized, as interaction terms were included in the model (Frazier et al., 2004). The prediction of abortion-related radicalism intention by antagonistic narcissism applies to the group (pro-choice vs. pro-life) with the coding 0. All p values within the table refer to two-tailed testing.

Supplementary Table S5
Supplementary Robust Regression Analysis Regressing Abortion-related Radicalism Intention (Model 4b)
	(a) Coding of group: pro-choice  0, pro-life  1
	Collinearity statistics

	Predictor
	b
	BCa 95% CI for b
	SE b
	β
	t
	p
	Tolerance
	VIF

	Constant
	−0.25
	[−0.43, –0.05]
	0.09
	−
	−2.89
	.004
	–
	–

	Abortion-related activism intention
	0.27
	[0.21, 0.34]
	0.03
	.27
	9.82
	< .001
	.79
	1.26

	Age
	−0.11
	[−0.18, −0.06]
	0.03
	−.11
	−4.02
	< .001
	.77
	1.30

	Gender
	0.10
	[–0.02, 0.22]
	0.05
	.05
	1.89
	.059
	.88
	1.14

	Altruism
	0.02
	[–0.04, 0.08]
	0.03
	.02
	0.71
	.475
	.67
	1.49

	Extraverted narcissism
	−0.09
	[−0.15, −0.02]
	0.03
	−.09
	−2.63
	.009
	.56
	1.79

	Neurotic narcissism
	0.03
	[−0.04, 0.08]
	0.03
	.03
	1.01
	.315
	.85
	1.18

	Antagonistic narcissism
	0.45
	[0.35, 0.53]
	0.04
	.45
	10.18
	< .001
	.31
	3.20

	Antagonistic narcissism × antagonistic narcissism
	0.07
	[–0.03, 0.13]
	0.03
	.12
	2.79
	.005
	.31
	3.27

	Group (pro-choice vs. pro-life)
	–0.23
	[–0.35, –0.09]
	0.06
	–.11
	–3.74
	< .001
	.65
	1.53

	Group × antagonistic narcissism
	–0.11
	[−0.23, 0.01]
	0.06
	–.08
	–1.84
	.067
	.35
	2.82

	Group × antagonistic narcissism × antagonistic narcissism
	0.09
	[0.01, 0.18]
	0.04
	.12
	2.51
	.012
	.25
	3.98

	(b) Coding of group: pro-life  0, pro-choice  1
	Collinearity statistics

	Predictor
	b
	BCa 95% CI for b
	SE b
	β
	t
	p
	Tolerance
	VIF

	Constant
	−0.50
	[−0.67, −0.27]
	0.09
	−
	−5.24
	< .001
	–
	–

	Abortion-related activism intention
	0.27
	[0.21, 0.34]
	0.03
	.27
	9.82
	< .001
	.79
	1.26

	Age
	−0.11
	[−0.18, −0.06]
	0.03
	−.11
	−4.02
	< .001
	.77
	1.30

	Gender
	0.10
	[–0.02, 0.22]
	0.05
	.05
	1.89
	.059
	.88
	1.14

	Altruism
	0.02
	[–0.04, 0.08]
	0.03
	.02
	0.71
	.475
	.67
	1.49

	Extraverted narcissism
	−0.09
	[−0.15, −0.02]
	0.03
	−.09
	−2.63
	.009
	.56
	1.79

	Neurotic narcissism
	0.03
	[−0.04, 0.08]
	0.03
	.03
	1.01
	.315
	.85
	1.18

	Antagonistic narcissism
	0.34
	[0.24, 0.43]
	0.05
	.34
	7.29
	< .001
	.28
	3.58

	Antagonistic narcissism × antagonistic narcissism
	0.16
	[0.12, 0.20]
	0.02
	.27
	6.73
	< .001
	.37
	2.74

	Group (pro-choice vs. pro-life)
	0.23
	[0.09, 0.35]
	0.06
	.11
	3.74
	< .001
	.65
	1.53

	Group × antagonistic narcissism
	0.11
	[−0.01, 0.23]
	0.06
	.08
	1.84
	.067
	.34
	2.94

	Group × antagonistic narcissism × antagonistic narcissism
	–0.09
	[−0.18, –0.01]
	0.04
	–.11
	–2.51
	.012
	.34
	2.92


Note. N = 858 (14 participants who neither indicated to be female nor male could not be included in this analysis due to statistical reasons). VIF = variance inflation factor. Parameters for the overall model: robust Wald-test χ2(11) = 564.88, p < .001, robust pseudo R2 = .38. BCa 95% CI = bias-corrected and accelerated bootstrap 95% confidence intervals based on 1,000 bootstrap samples. All variables, except for group and gender, were z-standardized, as interaction terms were included in the model (Frazier et al., 2004). The prediction of abortion-related radicalism intention by antagonistic narcissism (squared) applies to the group (pro-choice vs. pro-life) with the coding 0. Coding of gender: 1 = female, 2 = male. All p values within the table refer to two-tailed testing.
