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1. This article reviews the empirical progress of four main propositions of power-method-inhibition theory over the past 16 years: (a) positive and negative influences,
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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2. Experiences of elevated power have been found to increase individuals’ reliance on heuristics in social cognition, attend more selectively to external information, anchor more heavily on their own vantage point, and be more vulnerable to the planning fallacy.
3. Powerful individuals are also more likely to perceive social rewards, be optimistic in risk perception and time prediction, be more risky and overconfident in decision making, approach other people in terms of their usefulness for their own goals, prioritize self-interest over group performance under conditions of unstable social hierarchy, and dehumanize other individuals.
(b) Critical report: 
This article provides a comprehensive review of empirical evidence related to power-method-inhibition theory over the past 16 years. The author has done an excellent job summarizing the research findings related to each proposition of the theory as well as providing illustrative examples from various studies. The article is well written with clear explanations that make it easy for readers to understand the key points being discussed. 
The article does not appear to contain any biases or one-sided reporting; rather it presents both sides equally by providing evidence for both positive and negative influences associated with power. Furthermore, all claims made are supported by evidence from relevant studies which adds credibility to the article's arguments. Additionally, there is no promotional content or partiality present in this article which further enhances its trustworthiness. 
The only potential issue with this article is that it does not explore any counterarguments or consider any possible risks associated with power dynamics discussed in this paper. While this does not necessarily detract from its overall reliability or trustworthiness, it would have been beneficial if these points were addressed as they could provide additional insights into how power can influence behavior in different contexts.
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· Power dynamics in social contexts
· Counterarguments to power-method-inhibition theory
· Risks associated with power
· Effects of power on decision making
· Power and social rewards
· Power and dehumanization of others
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