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Abstract:
This research aims to know the nature of the relationship that links social capital through the variable of
Organizational Heterophily as an independent variable, the psychological dimension (Empathy Workplace) as a
Moderator Variable and Dynamic Innovation Capabilities as a dependent variable, Where the Organizational
Heterophily variable was measured in three sub-dimensions: (Agreeableness, Stability, Extraversion,
Conscientiousness), Empathy Workplace was measured in three sub-dimensions: (Cognitive Empathy,
Associative Empathy, Emotional empathy), while the variable of Dynamic Innovation Capabilities, its scale was
made up of five sub-dimensions, namely: (New idea enhancement, perceived organizational support, Self-
leadership, Risk Propensity), The research community was the University of Basra teaching, where (200)
questionnaires were distributed, The questionnaires were retrieved (273 form), The forms were valid for
analysis (266), using a program SPSS.v.22, Amos.v.22 A set of statistical operations were performed, The
results confirm that there is an effect relationship between the search variables, Where the research concluded a
set of recommendations, Most notably, Information technology can play a role in enabling the teacher to
communicate more effectively for the purpose of acquiring the knowledge necessary for Innovation.
Keywords: Organizational Heterophily, Dynamic Innovation Capabilities, Empathy Workplace.
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Organizational ) (aBiil) Ay gl JMS (e dae o) chal) daSualipa jujas alay! we clagh s sl
AW el Jand) (e 2 Cibladl) 3509 2 (Heterophily wali ails Jily

& G5 gisS «(Sriboonlue et al., 2015: 12) subie (Ao adiay S Ganll @llh aa cdelay)
fh LS g dach ala) At (e 43Sally cinall 138 dands
:New idea enhancement saaall &) 55,1 .4 .2

oo iladaial) Loy Jans S dll ()9S A3y gy i Lyl Laasas Alslaag Baas JISH (e ) aay
sl 2l )5 jcall A)l3¥ g digall Chpadll Sojs clabiall @bl e o sl camngi 10 cadailly deyudly
Sedn ,lKaY) wlg ol adde s ((Aurum & Gardiner, 2003: 60; Shewfelt, 2019: 18) )l <uNls
sk Jal e g Al SISV eal) of s Baley ol Bakag sana Sl e s )
3l o) .(Shewfelt, 2019: 18) sl Leallay a3l clalad) Al Jaf e 52skeg Baaa 513 il
ale 3 OIS gamsall 1agl Ll cluhpall Gl el 138 ey 30 @) el yadll Jagyy byghiis LAY
oe Gl aulgls Al ((Howard et al., 2008: 1025) cognitive psychology sl (il
e Baally cddrally Dy by cdbaadlally cdibud) Cigadls lpadli oSa lly Y1 il
.(Girotra et al., 2010: 2; Shewfelt, 2019: 18) L.l ~ kL
perceived organizational support: éiall il acal) .2 .4 .2

aLaia¥ly agilelgn Aalaiall yad ae cplelall 28V jpms ) ) adanill acall g
CLSobad) 550 Cagu (Allg dabaiall dpelan¥) dosell Luaddll gl mad A aclid Allg agialdy
«(Hsiao et al., 2014: 404, Dogru, 2018: 386) duclay) clyadll et M) (a5 J<as L)
«(Faure et al., 2019: 146) elaa¥) Jotall Lk Ao oy dyaall capdasil) aeall aggha o
Pl e iy ((Malins & Gulari, 2013: 33) dadaiall Jaks 3)Sise 48lE 313 6 agn (g2
«(Sipikal et al., 2010: 2) Juall eda) pe Lac L) clidlally cilaslaall Jaig alailly JLaiy)
Ao d 0als) (e atlo Lavg iyl 3y IS Jand) £Dahy Aalaiall olatl A dl) culBlall gkt
.(Malins & Gulari, 2013: 33) 4cluy) dlaall
:Self-leadership «iall 3aké .3 .4 .2

Sy o S e Gl b Iatise I3 5308 asghe Jsa ki (e J3) 1986 i MaNZ i

by ¢(Manz , 1986 cited in Stewart et al., 2011: 186) control theory 2,81 4l

gdlally « self-direction (1Al asgill Gaasal asld e 2l Jigs ddee as) e A 5ald 0 gghe )
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Organizational ) (adiil) by il JMA (e Lo )y ) all) Aaling Gl aleYl 1o clagl se gila
Aol S Jaall ¢l b Lilaladl) 3629 aa (Heterophily sali ails Ly

(Aghababaei et al., 2013: dsej @b ol¥)y Capaill oyl self-motivation (i)
gl 138 DA ey Jumdl S0 iy A jaall DA (e () aleiy lly opSa Dilee 58 5 .194)
52U agehe i .(Syddnmaanlakka, 2004: 1) Juadl J<do 4t dung 43Ca il Jiadl|
oAV sl eli€ay (i€ el 8ald e i o113 elisS gyl o) sald JSI Lalad) clad)
Lina A8 )alg Aobu diag Jisn (Slane aseie SN B2LE ()6 el (Syddnmaanlakka, 2004:1)
.(Long et al., 2015: 17) elaa¥ly A adanll b g ) doylail) clilad) Jahs Jasd) oL
:Risk Propensity saliall Jual) .4 .4 .2

Jols Al ae (Jlae V) Ly e Blaladll Joad) asgie puyd (3o Js) 1980 4w Brokhaus e
Risk  hlaall J e 280 pe clall e 2l aly aggiall 13a 4y Cifialll (e 2ol
(Hyrsky Risk Tolerability jhkliall Jaas s <Risk Tolerance saladll slasiny)s <Acceptance
O &bt asall cilabaiall caaval 3 <& Tuunanen, 1999: 239; Antoncic et al., 2018: 2)
OL 1) die e Vs Logina |yl any lalaall dgalse ld 1A Olatics Hlel ) pses Ao oliadl)
LLGE A i aseaaS slalaall Juall (ld 131 ((Lawson, 2014: 16) daulie (55 dgalgall alaain)
OSa MY 1aag phlaall pae of Blalaall Jall Manin¥) Siaa llaall Ao $u0jilly daaial)
due dsp gl (Wang et al., 2015: 29) Zajdll clewll & il Lo gl g e joam ()
Risky — slhlaally digine cilSolu 1) Jyad Bllal slad oY) Ciigall ey sllaall Cadisal
.(Lawson, 2014: 17) dulall Célsall e Hlaill 20 Behavior
:Dynamic adaptation commitment casil) 4:Cualisa a3 .5 .4 .2

Buil sl g penleall (e 2a0all alaia) Gha oSl clollaial Ll uV) A4S g giage
Career alasll casall 1die da)yall Clalbadll (o 2aall pladsiud o3 (Fabrega, 2017: 28)
«adaptive performance 4sal ¢13Y1 <Managerial Adaptability s,y ceally <Adaptability
ilalseg <Adaptive Expertise LSl 5,41 «Capability of Adaptability casall e 51l
dolee Lniyi 3 ¢(Van Dam, 2013: 124; Jundt et al., 2015: 54) Adaptive Transfer ca<all
(Frolenoka & Dukule, sxaall daull 8 sass duige e olas Calagall Bafne dansd dalasy Ca1l)
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Organizational ) (aBiil) Ay gl JMS (e dae o) chal) daSualipa jujas alay! we clagh s sl
AW el Jand) (e 2 Cibladl) 3509 2 (Heterophily wali ails Jily

S el e spailly ccasall e 5yl sa5a (Listwan & Kawka, 2006) !y sés 131 2017: 8)
:(Gajda, 2015: 790) b La byl ¢Sag il el doldll o5 I jusal
il ygdag Jalall 2)al 5l aladiad e cillledlly culyadlls lasy (s3ly Adaptation cassll e
2l e Lghadle oS duas cdaall Glallaiag iy Gl oatial 5K dalaiad e e IS0
.(Simonet, 2010: 2)
cdandl Ll Lol o) CSll Cadagal) dngs ) @y e ) g Motivation géladl e
(Van casall 1agl adgiall mililly apaall Jasd) QIS o) Hgeaill Ao 5u€ il L Al
.Dam, 2013: 125)
:Concept of the Empathy Workplace Jadl (e 4 cihaladl) aggda .5 .2
QYT cdan g ccalalll malie ddyeal Guaall Upne dilaly Aol jsemall dio cilidlie dllia culs
(DasGupta &  dpelan¥l clalally du05 cilSoluy ciliva agdd Clallhadll (e Loy s ¢a)Slls
ciil Al eV laad) Aol e lan¥) uiil) aley adilly cuall lliall oISy .Charon, 2004: 351)
(Bartz et al., 2017: Empathy ciblail)l mlhiae aalidl sda JI3a) 25 aay Lady caunalgall 02g]
.(Rahman & Castelli, 2013: 83 Leluia¥) cllad fll elyas Al (gaall (as) g o (1)
A&l Sl Thes Gaaled Cpails e Calalail) asghe Jon cliBliall aliae 35 cuilS
gl (Ao 5adll 5l AN e et Calalanll doe Laa) el b glaall sdag L dne Laal) 4Kl
Loy s (e s JUlb oo ((Holt et al., 2017: 4) "¢ )2V oy LS allall 43555 <l
e S Bla e ellyy ((Gibbs, 2019: 122) e laa¥) dealsill (e 53 K Jual s das]
(WeiBhaar uelaal) syl sl Jady (il 803 AMal o ya¥l Cla) el (5831 agdl
add lg eds Al jelial G bl o) 8yg puall a5 Y 523 w25 .& Huber, 2016: 525)
Jia Jalgill 12ag «(Gosseries, 2003: 218) LAY gaddll aasy L diwlie jelde cbal s ¢ HAT
paddl duallall Ala) 5 Calige ae 3355 (pre (il Lible dla o Clige (po pati duihle dlial
(Vreeke & Van der Mark, Julsall (e de ganar cabalaill dulels Lasiyig «(Smith, 2006: 3) " A
: s 2003: 177)
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Organizational ) (aBiil) Ay gl JMS (e daelay) chadl) daSualipn jujas
AU el Janl) (e & ibalaill 3529 @ (Heterophily

alay) v clagl ve gala
wali ails Sy

sy g ll) parallel alie cilalsall e e o9 dowill ATl ddasije Calalanll clig<a .1
a0 481 ) @y daals e creactive Aol Ay oo ) (calalail) alg agilie

ol Java (e JISET oSS T (e Cally et AU Calalatl) dasiy .2

cllall (il sl 3 ) daassll (else cuali .3

saxia sl 4 i ld) Aol ae ¢ Luagend e S8 (35S danl) e & Cabalaill psgho ()
(Johnson et al., 20131 )aY) seliay HISEY A Laally agdll o 8paall ddasiye (sS5 lly slasY)
1ola) (2-2) Jsaall 8 LS JS) maasil) (S <306)

Caiiall) (e deganal Jandl (lSa b calalall Chupal (2 -2) Jgaad

Cuadl | Al /odald) | o

ol gl Atasipeg ccnlBlal) gon ¢ jgrdilly jmSALl G pmaad) o a8l | Kellett et al., | 1
LAle Latall Ca) ISl duadlid) 2002: 523

Alally AT pads e lia alaia¥ly ol e Jobiall Jualsill Ao 5a8) | Williams & | 2
iy yidall aalinlly Aabiall AR dall b agews JSG0 oAy Aadipall Byl Stickley,
Balus dBle (of B duulad Baga Jia g¢b 2010: 721

agd bl Ao yalall o el o agiuaty aajlsily (uAY) elia jLas) | Kass et al., | 3
Aty ledly e lia agal (0S¢ G «GUAY) Cldpatl e glly glad) 2013: 51

daudil) Adlad) dan it AIS o) AuLEl) Adls &) aladl ) audiis e 508l | Duarte & | 4
Sy Jelill jaat Pinto-
Gouveia,
2017: 42

Clally Ly e ldal) Jladiud paall Lgn adiah LAY cllgal) (e degeas | Bartz et al., | 5
Aadble cluady cligua Gagalss Gdl) eDlajlly (uiligall alal) aiaglly 2018: 3

Lopiibad) Cpidialll) e adad Lidmal) aggall Ao alaie¥l oidald) das) o aaal)

Dimensions of Empathy Workplace: Jeal) (la 2 ciblail) ala) .6 .2
iy slgla Gutalill o) V1 Jaall e 8 Calalal) psgio Jarny ) Jaally aeill (e a2l
Ly o Wfaaly clahjall sda 5 ply ccablalatl) yuaia (b 8 Laskael S Al )l alasY)

D oA Ay Clbyaaie EO Jaal) (K6 & ilalaall uie el PlA McCreary, 2018))

(2020) Liced) (_patscs ) gl (03 ) ad) ssell (04 ) dlaad)  IFBE Jlae¥ly Jloll i) dlas
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Cognitive Empathy: el ciblail) .1 .6 .2
il matil) €l da) e e laaal) ¥ g piayad el Calalaill e slaeY) L
bl (e Belan¥) @l pall Sujes amills edlially ahalell VD) Crm e 00)aY) obus adsig
(Smith, ¢uyadl  Llall slie¥) joluasy ASaal cileldia¥) ale agh (myal @il doldl 453
e liag a0 aadilly Jadal) e 5y08 oDl DA 0w <2006: 4; Kiersma et al., 2013: 94)
Ldyeae lee dgag A pds el cilalaall (i ade g (ICkes, 2003: 296). mali JSa Al padd
S UL dses s ) jelati HAT (ad dl Aleall eV Joa cilial il gy Ao (gyhati Lo laia)
(Dinsdale et al., 2016: 323). gl o away Ally alaadle (e
Emotional empathy: ahlall Cikalail. 2. 6. 2
Affective  Jlaagll cablalailh cayxy W ) EE)) Emotional empathy ahlall Cabalatll aay
(Smith, 2006: 4; McCreary et al., ddhaleidl Lilaiud 4oy puall @lisSall saalEmpathy
Jiadl) o Lain¥) 13V (gabat) duyg pum (Bhadia dpilale—dneliin) <)s e 2l 12y 31 20181 2)
¢ oLyl ol yill (5aail (6)9)um 568 JUllg « (Thompson et al., 2019: 3)duahlell Zuald)ll
Uaiiyas ydne Sale 4368 8 (e ablall Calalaill 4lels of ¢ (Smith, 2006: 4)8aY) dal
el gl duulio Likle (Jad 353,85 (a5 2l slSladll PLa e SN el CilSshos
(Khanjani et al., 2018: 81). V)
Associative Empathy:S,Laall Calaladl). 3. 6. 2
Grasby ,1997 cited in Wu, ) : a5 Laadain @bl dasw (Ao 555 cabaladll (e gl 12a
03)531\ dad 0y el e 3yaall) gcu:;\ﬂ A yaYly cnaaill 5ylga g op L) 5)L¢2008: 13):
Ll Giall) daaall angs o(0aY) sl Ly palal) dolad) anlang andh Geadl) o(Jadl) 3) agdy
Lol oo galelly (L ae dhaall (e 035381 e gan Bilsbally (Al saelosd 33b ore
Khanjani et ) s osas () s ol g Jalailly uvaaal) Ciblpall oL8 Liala daykay Cayes)
elia ppedll Ao 5padll) elaa¥) oS oa calalaall 4Ll il 238 fal., 2018: 80)
(DAY e Aine Blatial o Jguanll Jal e dig el Al e gysall) asall bl (Al
=AYl (e i2e il L) &5 Al GIQA aladadly peki e 5aall) dealsil) e 5adll
(ALYl Gaall Jlehl e 5)sll) ol
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Organizational ) (adiil) by il JMA (e Lo )y ) all) Aaling Gl aleYl 1o clagl se gila
Aol S Jaall ¢l b Lilaladl) 3629 aa (Heterophily sali ails Ly

(i) AsBliag Jalas) 1 SEY Easal) 3
Syl Cfyiia dlagly Cilpiia e 1.3
Lae dl) ala¥ 1y i jal) il yaiie elawed Jusad Sias ccalibull Jolailly JLAaY) Gilel ya) Jassed]
(3-1) Jsaadl (8 age s LaSy Al g pad) alasinls ¢ oy (A dahyal Gulade il 2

olial 5l
Gaaal) Clpitia jaasi (3-1) Jgaad
adial) Sa ) K- Ay kil
KU <) yadl)
EXX 4 Jalesdy)
STT 4 s ‘",_L\.ﬁ' g g
HETERO AGG 4 FRPEN] e
COO 4 =5l
RPP 4 B klaall Jual)
A SN
DAA 4 ) ASaalisay
NIl RS e
dayaal) < ol A el
NADD SLL 5 Al Bald dse )N
g_g&m ?94_“
0SS 4 VP!
HSEY) 5y
NIl 4 e
EEE 4 Ablal] Ciklal
EWW CEE 4 | Saaddbladl) | ke b cibla
AEE 4 cabl 2 Jazd)
(S il

LOmalal) dlas) e juaall

Data Screening and Preliminary e}l ofysial Y Jalailly alibul) yaab 2.3

:Analysis for Variables Study
agh (3uin 8 Laga Boladl) 038 ¢l (gl olal U Al 85T ALY bl alatiy and ey
g dlayall 038 Caiad () 4 GG Y Laag cclibl) aalatig 5589 s dage Bshad oag cculibull ailes
a3 pai L Ao ol (Aminu & Shariff, 2014, 124) L) Jseasll oSa Al bl 4 55 o
LS a5 ecund) il prial et Looaatl ubat cAppenil) Aaa¥lg bl xndall wysill 5Las) o)yl
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Organizational ) (aBiil) Ay gl JMS (e dae o) chal) daSualipa jujas alay! we clagh s sl
AW el Jand) (e 2 Cibladl) 3509 2 (Heterophily wali ails Jily

i) Ly gl jeita 1.2 .3

il 8y 16 (e (158 oMy aadaiil) Heterophily ) juaie slas uuaial) cilbily e 23
e Jise 92y Cpmaiuall (ol Huaill Caaa (e dla) il cilSy Bootstrapping laal ik
RII y&3e L) ¢(0.0001-0.0037) o zslyin SLodll 1aa gl cuslSy Lgmas o3 Al geilall 48,
Lo 55 b aysi @llia GBS ¢(0.371-0.427) o ol sl el clla) o eSS
O B a9 Aguaall agaall fpam il sl asea o) Kurtosis Lasls Skewness lidl 4t
40 3sa9 a2eVIF & Tolerance ,las) guw ¢la< ((Hair, 2010; (Bryne, 2010 (1.96)
1ol (3-2) Jsaall b mage go WS aidaiill Heterophily) suie sl (ool ks

i) by gl paiad A el (3-2) Jsad

St Skewness Kurtosis Collinearity Statistics

Items RII Bias o Std. o Std.
Error Statistic Statistic Tolerance VIF
Error Error

EX1 | 0.309 | 1.000 | 0.0515 0.014 0.009 0.162 0.09

EX2 | 0.427 | 0.0006 | 0.0536 0.013 0.009 0.092 0.09

0.474 1.817
EX3 | 0.423 | 0.003 | 0.0553 0.014 0.009 0.101 0.09

EX4 | 0.415 | 0.0039 | 0.0534 0.015 0.009 0.151 0.09

ST1 | 0.417 | 0.0013 | 0.0466 0.015 0.009 0.099 0.09

ST2 | 0.409 | 0.0038 | 0.0479 0.009 0.009 0.055 0.09

0.564 2.117
ST3 | 0.415 | 0.0027 | 0.0404 0.01 0.009 0.093 0.09

ST4 | 0.380 | 0.0016 | 0.0474 0.004 0.009 0.143 0.09

AGl1 | 0.411 | 0.0008 | 0.0523 0.005 0.009 0.148 0.09

AG2 | 0.383 | 0.0024 | 0.0516 0.017 0.009 0.133 0.09

0.494 1.759
AG3 | 0.386 | 0.0027 | 0.0526 0.009 0.009 0.136 0.09
AG4 | 0.395 | 0.0034 | 0.046 0.014 0.009 0.105 0.09
CO1 | 0.415 | -0.0008 | 0.0608 0.009 0.009 0.029 0.09
CO2 | 0.426 | 0.0003 | 0.0638 0.017 0.009 0.164 0.09
0.550 1.674

CO3 | 0.355 | -0.0003 | 0.0666 0.015 0.009 0.141 0.09

CO4 | 0.368 | 0.0008 | 0.0524 0.016 0.009 0.104 0.09

Lomalal) das) e juaaldl
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Organizational ) (adiil) by il JMA (e Lo )y ) all) Aaling Gl aleYl 1o clagl se gila
Aol S Jaall ¢l b Lilaladl) 3629 aa (Heterophily sali ails Ly

as)ay) hadl) Aualiny jpiia 2 .2 .3
DL oyglal Lo sag daclay) bl ASalin pate olad Cpnaiue o] Cndl jaan ellia
0.0003-) ¢ zshm el loal das culSy sagame bl 8 Uad das e Bootstrapping
el gl las) L ¢(0.315-0.38) 0w zolm molull ol RIN las) iy (0.0018
gl oS Abal) Apnaeill JLaal g Lk Loy dese cililll o GuKurtosis & Skewness
=3) Jsaall A iage 9o LSy Auhpall cljuaia ool ahad Laaad 2gag a2 VIF & Tolerance laal

sall (3
doc i) C)adl) Aaialing yaial 9¥) Guhd‘ (3-3) Jyaall
St Skewness Kurtosis Collinearity Statistics
ltems | RIl Bias ' o Std. o Std.
Error Statistic Statistic Tolerance VIF

Error Error

SL1 | 0.262 | -0.0007 | 0.0374 0.011 0.009 0.156 0.09

SL2 | 0.379 | -0.0003 | 0.0372 0.013 0.009 0.106 0.09

SL3 | 0.388 | -0.0002 | 0.0415 0.015 0.009 0.174 0.09 0.252 2.814

SL4 | 0.370 | -0.0008 | 0.0423 0.017 0.009 0.175 0.09

SL5 | 0.365 | -0.0015 | 0.0351 0.012 0.009 0.109 0.09

RP1 | 0.381 | 0.0012 | 0.0375 0.015 0.009 0.177 0.09

RP2 | 0.368 | -0.0008 | 0.0347 0.017 0.009 0.165 0.09

0.353 2.737
RP3 | 0.382 | 0.0014 | 0.0364 0.023 0.009 0.126 0.09
RP4 | 0.358 | 0.002 | 0.0356 0.016 0.009 0.172 0.09
DAl | 0.375 | 0.0017 | 0.0374 0.014 0.009 0.159 0.09
DA2 | 0.356 | 0.0004 | 0.0351 0.013 0.009 0.147 0.09
0.376 2.462
DA3 | 0.349 | 0.0003 | 0.0387 0.013 0.009 0.17 0.09
DA4 | 0.350 | 0.0008 | 0.0369 0.013 0.009 0.373 0.09
NI1 0.358 | 0.0009 | 0.0365 0.014 0.009 0.141 0.09
NI2 0.394 | -0.0008 | 0.0316 0.009 0.009 0.131 0.09
0.316 3.155
NI3 0.385 | -0.0003 | 0.0306 0.014 0.009 0.123 0.09
NI4 0.365 | 0.0012 | 0.0302 0.016 0.009 0.058 0.09
OS1 | 0.364 | 0.0017 | 0.0356 0.008 0.009 0.142 0.09
0S2 | 0.3585 | 0.0005 | 0.0409 0.013 0.009 0.135 0.09
0.256 2.808

OS3 | 0.366 | 0.0005 | 0.0388 0.008 0.009 0.167 0.09

0S4 0.39 | 0.0012 | 0.0384 0.015 0.009 0.108 0.09

LOmalal) dlas) e juaaldl
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Organizational ) (aBiil) Ay gl JMS (e dae o) chal) daSualipa jujas alay! we clagh s sl
AW el Jand) (e 2 Cibladl) 3509 2 (Heterophily wali ails Jily

Tdaad) lSa b illadl) yite 3.2 .3
ohas) il il cdaall GlSe b Callall it (uliie Jys Opaticsll Clily e a3
2= (0.0001-0.0022) (s o)y giliall cwilSy ¢ cpmainnall Cansla a3 a3 Bootstrapping
ClS uatioaall AK5a0 de iy Gl Laal pandl RID jdige 7008 L) 3agane (el Uad 4
as lia il un Skewness & Kurtosis [Lis) (s <(0.499-0.544) (7l o milul)
il Al Aot 3sag 022 VIF & Tolerance [laal gy 1y bl disel aphs
1oLl (3-4) Jsanll 8 nse 58 LSy el
danll (e b Cilalatl) jaial oY) el (3-4) Jgaad)

. Collinearit
Skewness Kurtosis . y
. Std. Statistics
Items RII Bias
Error . Std. e Std.
Statistic Statistic Tolerance | VIF
Error Error

EE1 | 0.442 | 0.0005 | 0.0521 | 0.015 0.009 0.016 0.09
EE2 | 0.502 | 0.0014 | 0.0451 | 0.012 0.009 0.023 0.09
EE3 | 0.513 | 0.0005 | 0.0544 | 0.01 0.009 0.024 0.09 0.382 2.053
EE4 | 0.514 | -0.002 | 0.0552 | 0.016 0.009 0.021 0.09
EE5 | 0.535 | -0.0002 | 0.046 | 0.009 0.009 0.015 0.09
CE1 | 0.498 | 0.0011 | 0.0537 | 0.017 0.009 0.018 0.09
CE2 | 0516 | 0.003 | 0.0616 | 0.016 0.009 0.02 0.09
CE3 | 0.559 | 0.0022 | 0.0531| 0.013 0.009 0.012 0.09 0.561 2.178
CE4 | 0,515 | 0.002 | 0.0547 | 0.008 0.009 0.017 0.09
CE5 | 0.518 | 0.0042 [ 0.0529 | 0.016 0.009 0.018 0.09
AE1 | 0.544 | -0.0001 | 0.0534 | 0.017 0.009 0.015 0.09
AE2 | 0.545 | 0.0008 | 0.0439 | 0.013 0.009 0.022 0.09
AE3 | 0.535 | 0.0008 | 0.0453 | 0.008 0.009 0.024 0.09 0.53 2.227
AE4 | 0.514 | 0.0023 | 0.0459 | 0.016 0.009 0.011 0.09
AES5 | 0.527 | -0.0002 | 0.0505 | 0.009 0.009 0.019 0.09

Lomalal) das) e juaaldl

Pl el (aSal aladl Jalatll 3.3
a1 Jdanl 13a 5 € A dlall dadjal) <y ial g2 ol Lalall Jdaslly Ll (g9 pal) (4a
G 05S (Mly bl il e e atie JST LA ASHN (e 3aaIll B agudi dage Lilias)
Bifactor Julas e alae¥) o5 Al Al & (Thompson, 2004: 21) 4l ol yoate
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Bifactor g5 () (g2l dalaill aww g2 Sl alall Jdasll QIS8 0 S oyl iy
O dc ) alay) cails ) asly alS ale e dlia oIS 3 Led las) ) (Bifactor Models)
LSl zalaill Q) (e Bifactor Model (AU zagaill jiiasg cduall < yoaia e yiia
Cucina & Byle, 2017: ) saST Lo sa5 glai¥ly el o dliall cpadll Loy sy Lagaad
.Bufactor Analysis 1 L.l : (Dagnall et al., 2018: 1) 551 L sa5 (27
“.uk.\.d\ Heterophilyd) jsial (sassil) alad) Judaill (1.3 .3

L) (Bl ) due il s (e anall A adiill) Heterophilyd) cilca i jLasy

relial ) (3
C)—=Ex71 ) =
S e =
TENEE 0
————w
76 @- -ST‘I
chi-squares 176.186
chi-square= 176.186 2 = °
DF= 88 Sl ST &= ;
Ratio= 2.002 73 el 574
P-value= .000 HETERO = 53
RMSEA= .045 "
Y4

GFl= .957 — &) Ac2 b
CFl= .977 s0 = =

IFI= .977 P gy Y
TLI= .968 = &2

Bl Heterophilyd) ssial (ubdl) zagadl (3-1) J<id)

Aoty (32580 16) aidaiill Heterophilyd) suaial uliaall cilayia o) e (3-1) J<&) (e
b colidl (3-1) Jsaal) ey e ubiiall by paans Jadiys ale uitie d9ag pe duef Cilpitie auls
Ligina (giasas g —aalasill Heterophilydl susied oo Saill dadaill cilsjie Cilpuad aoes o)
b rase sa LSy ciilgiall (ra (S3Y) asl) e S) CLR. il paii oaSs L 585 P < .05 (ggimaa
1ol (3-5) Jsaal
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Estimate S.E. C.R. P
EX4 0.601 0.036 16.694 faleied
EX3 0.441 0.035 12.600 faleied
EX2 0.571 0.029 19.690 falaied
EX1 0.55 0.025 22.000 faleied
EX1 0.229 0.018 12.722 falaied
EX2 0.473 0.031 15.258 faleied
EX3 0.531 0.039 13.615 faleie
EX4 0.252 0.02 12.600 faleied
ST1 0.433 0.047 9.213 Fkx
ST2 0.438 0.026 16.846 faleied
ST3 0.391 0.04 9.775 faleie
ST4 0.412 0.044 9.364 faleied
AG1 0.564 0.062 9.097 faleied
AG2 0.613 0.079 7.759 faleied
AG3 0.328 0.046 7.130 faleie
AG4 0.221 0.042 5.262 faladed

1o |y Rl Al il saSeil) alad) Julatl 2.3 .3
5aL8) (a9 Laeb alal el s Gy Loelal)) il Al el gaSsll alad) Jidal

-3) JCall b mnge g LSy (Bl HISEY) ujen ccasall dualin 5N cgylalaall duall el
Tl 2l (2
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Model Specification
chi-square= 267.981

DF= 168
Ratio= 1.595
P-value= .000
RMSEA= .035
GFIl= .951
CFI= .991
IFI= .991

TLI= .988

Tas\aY) Al Aualiss el Gulsll) g 3pa (3-2) Sl

e i ale uiia dsas aae e dlad Geads (eliall @ dasys oDl (3-2) Jall o

1Sl Jalail) cilajiie Gyl wes o) seda colia) (3-5) Jsaall e (53580 21) (sliall il yie

SSICR. il oygls Lo 5a9P < .05 (ggimsn Ligina (g5t Algita Lacla¥) o yodll L€0aliny il
10La) (3-5) Jsaall 8 nse 2 LSy cdilsital) (e 33Y) and) (e

Tae )] o) Aalipd i (ubla sl (3-5) el

Estimate S.E. C.R. P
0s4 0.61 0.012 50.833 Fkx
0S3 0.621 0.013 47.769 Fxk
0S2 0.63 0.012 52.500 Fkx
0Os1 0.591 0.013 45.462 Fxk

NI14 0.611 0.016 38.188 Fkx
NI3 0.682 0.018 37.889 Fkx
NI2 0.692 0.012 57.667 Fkx
NI1 0.701 0.013 53.923 Fxk
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o el Jarl) (e B ciblaill 3525 2 (Heterophily sali aila g
DA4 0.522 0.018 29.000 el
DA3 0.473 0.016 29.563 falead
DA2 0.491 0.018 27.278 el
DAl 0.551 0.016 34.438 kel
RP4 0.501 0.02 25.050 kol
RP3 0.524 0.019 27.579 kel
RP2 0.366 0.025 14.640 el
RP1 0.436 0.017 25.647 kel
SL4 0.493 0.015 32.867 ol
SL3 0.427 0.017 25.118 kel
SL2 0.483 0.022 21.955 kel
SL1 0.545 0.015 36.333 ool
SL5 0.444 0.015 29.600 el

Janl) (e (b ciiladl) yial (525 lalall Jubadl) 3.3 .3

Lae 8 alaal EOU Laadi 8300 15 Jeall (jlSa (8 abalatl) Gubial (saSaill aladl Julas i,
(3-3) J<all & minse s LSy o Slial) cablalaill ¢ 8yaall Calalatl) ¢ gilalall Calalaill) a4
Tolal )yl

EE2 ] 80
Model Specification e
Chi-square= 111.735
DF=75 S -

CMINDF= 1.490 (gl cET]
P= .004 = g 52
RMSEA= .032 Eww & cE2 )y -
RMR = .034 o - CE3] —
CFla 992 R
IFI = .993 o GOE{iGEn,

TLI = .990 "‘ > AET ]
\ agl= i| —=
AES

AE4

Jad) e (b Cabalail Guldl) @ dgail (3-3) JSid)
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Gl yial Cilardi ases el (3-3) J<al b Bifactor  Model ALl z3sail (e gk
g 0lidl (3-6) Jsaall 8 mage o0 LaSy Al alall joially dacyill gla¥) o (ulodl
NV sl e 58 CLR. @y ek Lo 525P < .05 disine (s5innes cAlgita (8 7 dpall o
1olial (3-6) Jsaadl & munse 5o LSy cAidsidall (1e
Jaad) (lSa (& Cabaladl) yitie Gubiia Clpadi (3-6) Jgaad)

Estimate S.E. C.R. P
EE1 0.645 0.029 22.241 *xx
EE2 0.713 0.031 23.000 Fxk
EE3 0.833 0.017 49.000 Fxk
EE4 0.795 0.02 39.750 Fxk
EE5 0.802 0.016 50.125 kel
CE1l 0.447 0.04 11.175 falaied
CE2 0.541 0.038 14.237 *xx
CE3 0.563 0.027 20.852 falaie
CE4 0.583 0.046 12.674 *xx
CE5 0.531 0.045 11.800 Fxk
AE1 0.484 0.051 9.490 Fxk
AE2 0.473 0.034 13.912 falaie
AE3 0.553 0.035 15.800 Fxk
AE4 0.446 0.039 11.436 falaied
AE5 0.553 0.029 19.069 Fxk

) alua® lWas) 4 .3
Sl olas cailaiil) Heterophilydl juie sl sypsbadl il ddle ias due il cilacajdl) |1
dfluas) A9 @ld Lulay) 50 ddde aagi s Ha' 1 e oda Ll i (i ducladyl) o yadl)
dilas) Y3 cld Al o5 ABe aagi 1 HB' Cdaelyy) cadl) alig sbaly ool o
Lailan) A¥a @ld Lla) il ABde aagi : HC' das o) cupadl) L€ualinn slagly Jalewsi¥) (o
Lailan) A¥a @ld Lula) il dBde aagi 0 HO' Cdasiagy) @il AuCualing dlaaly 4l gadal)

obial () UKD b LS Lasy) it el Cas)ay) ekl £Sialipg alaly ALY (o
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o . mEEm ]
SL3 io= 1. < !
g Povalue= .00 " £ |
) RMSEA= .030 rey]
D pg - GFi= 912 Lo lmol
o ik & e 10 |
] S @ ) |
e : @ 7 T~ |
€ or " ( AGT |42
.m @ '& " € |
- 0 . o=
- - ol
3 5 o 3 g |
@ 89 a3 @
218
€9

el L gl el us i) bl jLssl (3-4) Jeal

il Lol ALl Gl b ses GIAS (] At Avcaydll Jai codkel (3-4) JSall e
Chadl) Ll Ao U il aag Y " HA™ 86 g (s3e adasill HeterophilyJ)

\ASJ C.R. Gl Ay (e ¢olaal (3—7) d}lﬂ\ ‘f a9 9 LAS} (p<005) 2\:1‘5.1:“ (SFeiar daclary)

i) L gl el Lo dl) b dll LSS sl (3-7) Jgaad

Estimate S.E.
NADD e HETERO .187 .058
NADD <--- EXX .229 .061
NADD <--- STT 110 .081
NADD <--- AGG 217 .076
NADD <--- COO 4.21 071

CR. P
3.224 falekal
3.757 il
1.345 179
2.864 .004
3.014 falekal

Al s AMOS galiy b Syl HLaaY JSlas) Jubaill il b mamse 58 LS,

ity ) il Aualinn oladl asdasill L finghl duc il b juxiall genl ddlias) ANl LG
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HETERO
‘ 1

3
//28//— NADD
EWW
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Model Specifaction
Chi-square= 790.654
DF= 599
P-value= .000
RMSEA= 0.201
GFI= .988
CFI= .975

Interaction

dard) (1< b Cilalatl) patal Ao linl) il (3-5) Jea)

pent ) A Jaal) l€e b Cilalail) sl el 5l lia oodkel (3-5) Jall s
P-value culS LS ilsiaa CR dad cuilS Cum cuelal hadl) LSl e adat Lo gl
1olial Jgand) & mnse 2 LS5 0.05 (e sral Asiia
dard) (lSa A Cialatl) el Ao L) 80l Ayl s (3-8) Jgaad)

Estimate S.E. C.R. P
NADD <--- HETERO 134 .021 6.439 bkl
NADD <--- EWW 276 .030 9.195 falalad
NADD <--- Interaction .636 .016 40.945 falaied
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z LYl LVl ey L agdl il 8 (Ali, 2019: 39) sxSi L g &5kl 138 Jal <3l
sda ()shiay 0all) BLAY) (o ALY e RY) DA (e slall e Lyl il "l gikally
el ST agila dadall Giladd)

135 AV e Audliall Jay opglanl Lo 5 48 @llin ey Janll e 8 Dlgall e Jsuant) .2
Gay dandl 1K A calinall e laa) Lalg )l P (e 48l (S (g3 canlatil) acall (s £3a
sl 3y)aY1

grall o (S Batae dpelaial Ay db b A dpelaa) Gl G 50S dajd olla .3
Sn O el sl ool and (S 1A Basde dpelaial Glladlp 3l A SAl daal i) alael
Lelay) chall Je oY) agnall asat o (Seall e Al daelda) Gl aslelaal
o dyanlly dacla) @il dan dideld Lanyi o (gygpdall e dalgad S8 g ¢ ayill
Gl gl Gwe o agiall agally ekl ool pead Al e delSie 5ya
AV a3 ) @l clabiad) qalias ) e laa¥ls AN g LaaV] a5l
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