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Introduction

Marital infidelity is one of the most prominent threats for the stability of
the marital relationship, and also one of the most salient reasons behind
divorce in different cultures. At first glance this phenomenon seems to be an
individual one, but taking in mind its unpleasantness and bitter consequences
for the family and children upbringing, also its effects on the security and
safety of the society, it must be considered a serious, and social damage.

Goals

The aim of this study was to investigate the relationship between personal
attributes, attributional style and self distinctness with marital infidelity
through mediation of irrational beliefs.

Method

Statistical population included male and female married students of Azad
University of Ramhormoz, out of which 230 students were chosen by a
multi-stage cluster sampling method. To have suitable sample size, for doing
structural equation modeling (SEM), and according to the usual sampling
method in correlation studies, in which 15-60 persons are usually studied for
each variable, in this study for each variable 30 persons were studied, which
gives 230 persons as the sample size. This study required that couples should
have lived together for at least one year, not divorced, and living together at
the moment, and also be willing to complete the scales. Data collection was
done using Marital Infidelity Inventory of Dyrogoths (1999), short form of

* Assistance professor, department of psychology, Ramhormoz Branch, Islamic Azad
University, Ramhormoz, Iran. Corresponding Author: kalantari fr@yahoo.com
M.A., department of psychology, Ramhormoz Branch, Islamic Azad University,
Ramhormoz, Iran.

ok


mailto:kalantari_fr@yahoo.com

Extended Abstract 212

NEO of McCrae and Costa (1985), Attributional Style Inventory of
Patterson (1982), Self-Distinctness Inventory of Skowron and Friendlander
(1998), and the short form of Irrational Beliefs Inventory of Jones (1968).
Suggested model assessment was done via structural equation modeling
(SEM) and using SPSS and AMOS version 23.

Findings

Data analysis illustrated that neurosis and agreement had a direct positive
effect on marital infidelity, but extroversion, conscientiousness, attributional
style, and distinctness had a direct negative effect on it. Openness had no
negative and meaningful effect on marital infidelity. Results of bootstrap
analysis also showed that through irrational beliefes extroversion, openness,
agreement, conscientiousness, attributioal style, and self distinctness had
indirect effect on marital infidelity.

Results

According to the findings, personal attributes, attributional style, self-
distinctness, and irrational beliefes were predicting marital infidelity.
Therefore, including these factors in pre-marriage trainings and consultation
would be of great importance.

Keywords: personal attributes, attributional style , self distinctness, marital
infidelity, irrational beliefs



sty slas, sl cs AFNNV/YO tlie 3L ol
VAN Okl 5 5l Sl sal Ol e dugd oS0 N0 llds 20 &6
\ LSaJLA.jv ;\‘5" JL.» ‘(’JLQ;: RIS L]
YV-YYY o o

9 94> Gﬁ:élgj.:l.d 9 SOl s ( gzl 5&5J3gg oy Aty
Al g gl (5 5 e @ )b 3 (2906 (SO0l

SN Ly b
Syl e
e LS

.

Loyt Sulple 5 oobad S (el Gla Siis daly oy S b Lol tags

L oass bl anlr 288 plnil il e lassl @Sl b 3 iy S0l
ol LT 518 Y sl oS disls LS5 e gely ot 15T oKl alie 50 5 05 O gmitils
SSEOley aeliiny 3l DMl (551 8 g L sl gl A e ladpt (5S4 sl
(O g 2) ol S ol (LS 5 (65 Ko) 55 marnd sl (W65 03) 5505
@ S el (5a) it e glassh asbiny 5 (05,5 s (Sl ples walinn
(2 S0s s i e S BI5 5 (55250055 &S sls 0L (kL SVolee (g5l S 51 ool
2558 s iy 5305 Salley s e S (S5 5 ol S D3 G
S sl olas g{)‘}:—w\ g J.:BJ @L‘J Opeme L g sl fﬁzgw Sl e S
3 @bl S B3 Gl (8 p 3315 (53555 (o) S05 0 5 paliions b oo g5 20,0055
ol s e b e 1 5305 SSa0ley e slassk Gk Sl Sl
S Al bl 3 s 5 SBbled (ssbad S raid sla Shs ol Cows 4 slaadly
2 Bl onl (35 s al a3l Sl 2305 S0y (SIS sute bl

Al i 15 e 933031 St (sla b sel 5 Lae sl

A g sla sl g5 (Sl pled (ol S inaied la Shs 05365 SKiley 08515 S

(J stms 0dims 55) Ol 50 g0l oadal 3151 ol (50 galy Aty ¢ omilidilsy 05,5 SLslewl
kalantari_fr@yahoo.com
Ol csa el s e oDl 35T ol&ls 5 el y dmly o uliils; L) ulid IS

ok


mailto:kalantari_fr@yahoo.com

(0 oslad AFIA Bl 5 Sl TP Jle cpler s0050) 3laal O jazr g oK1y 2 LBONy ) slas gl s YVF

Ao s

baglls b6 s 5 a8l i bl e Sler S G sils S
.(Goldenberg & Goldenberg, 2012) s . |SKis Cilie 30 5 sl da S
& ;L:.‘KJ FIPS Bl e® b ui:'u.g",iu)j)\.)gl.; MJW .]m.l_” Lo E) Jl;;.i\ LS{U\_,S
L=l .(Zhang, Spinrad, Eisenberg, Luo & Wang, 2017) 1l . ossl5 S5
Ju.iJ)j o.)‘yl} LSLA.)JS)SQ(J:.A)J bg{"’é"‘g)’"’b&f &j&b) d@b}c‘}.ﬁ)l)‘ C,..!'L.o)
.(Cummings & Davies, 2012) uS . Ll 0105 5 J g 5

el | sl S Oley i o3l LS 5 bl 3 el Jolse 51 SO
Sle gl Slodidy 5 Lol gl 5 bazss sl sbasOlsS gldlos 5 53l5 oS Oloy
&b .(Soudani, Karimi, Mehrabizadeh & Neisi, 2012) ..l o3l il 4 gl oLk s
A3l o et Sl 653 L i LIS (65l 8 lae 4 553U oSS Olay we xS
Sl olis wT S s sl 3,8 e ek OT \).H'“:“T Gl S fes ol
5055 0 O gime Sl gcljzj'l 3l CJL’;W;’-'é“L'-"J s glode (gl il o saU 5
3 (Guitar, 2016) ol il 50 i sabaly O dble galaly ity Kos Glode (6l
Sy 0Ll 53580 (A Jage sl Sibs 52 Ol joads i (sadaily Q15 50 Ole
o2 5 XS oo 35 Bl o a5 sadaly 4 (s ol oa (ible Sl 05 s el s
TR T PSRRI WOWSPIPINF RSN [V AUPRCIN R URCHEA L P P8
vf.,b) 3 J,.<.3.> S G ] e 3 (SO, Caasans 9 ddome 4 o (gl o oS
s Oley (Gordon, Baucmn & Snyder, 2008) S ol 655 5 (33 e ¢ 2 s
3 obegl Bolee a5 Ll us sy sleds B 5 Golew 5 I o8 o 50l
V.A )J&DL&M 6‘;’ V.ﬁ: b d“d’:"“ MSis E) LAWT cb)‘b o\jwh “ LY L;’j‘u"‘l-’
e b g ea g amila Sl G el oMo At Gees Sibs S e Sl SL Sl

1- infidelity



Y\ w3 2950 sSKBONen 5 295 KBl T 5 (gobi] S (fmated o Sy o al,

Flos 53 o 4 olazsl 2l 5 ol S50 O el (S0 pdl o2 (050 1S 5
L baosl gt e il L2381 51 ioman AL ol e WlS o i 5 el
Loy rs OMSs 5 ol Gl AE s (oo Shes hnal o gl Ol el Ll
oFung, Wong and Tam (2009) —llze Wlul,, .(Gordon et al., 2008) & 42 .o s,
Lols, a5 GlasS wa)ls sz (b pme daly 58l Sl 5 58l oSS Oley
b Vs o Sedes 5l 5 0 5als kil Sl gl LLAg o ege Sl (SO 2 salsl 3
Slodody Il ol 3 305 B0k Vgane 5 o pime lisien (o Sin 5 5
oy 5 o3l alg 4SO s gladtaly 5 51,80 Cdlge w55 L Lol iy o LS a0 (653
S eme ol Al S o Sl DD Jlrs | ameler el 5 Cdhs 55 5 013 3
sl et 4y s Sl 5 Olgy olanrl ol

il rand S Sy s 00 apEls S Olay L ki gl e 5 S
et S 88 il Sl 5 Ol S plate 5 ol gla S 05 o 1) Conai
Sl (Atkinson etal., 2010) L5 0 o3, 15 patd o slazl S e b alas
aiass (Fp s OLSSos AS e Wl (SK5 laawe) 5l ol 3 Glodes 10
Wls o oS8 Olay G 4 331 (RIS o belye 31 S 1 et sla S5
Glarbie > s il (ot Jule o S Ll (Sami et al., 2014)
Slii>s (Orzeck & Lung, 2005) ¢l Las o 55305 o b 5 oS Oley L Sl
Sk S o ) g Sl s o551 s & 5 gl 4 ol 6303 OLES (ki o2
Sl aes aies al &S Covn 555381 e Jsb s b el ooed (L S sy
Goodfriend and Agnew (2008) ..S 2l e latadse po s3I, s
35 Sl s e G s 1 258l e GleeliS o e Sl S
Sosze,0ls, et sl Sy aS Lols LS st Jiass > Sami et al. (2014) .l
Clagiasy opmen ALl Cute it opdly SE0ln L IS5 s
s Adibnia (2012) ¢Fisher and McNulty (2008) <Yang, Jowett and Chan (2015)

$o5itl 5 ool 5 s gla S5y e lslae alaly siasglis Farahmand (2015)



(0 oslad AFIA Bl 5 Sl TP Jle cpler s0050) 3laal O jazr g oK1y 2 LBONy ) slas gl s Y\$

bl SlacSiws o ggin St Gladle 53 teased Gl S5y 2 ede .l 035 55305
oobatl st a ) ool am g o, — ol epd 4 05305 6 Sl ae) o
slgdy S o S (ol — ol da s &S S Kiasn s 0L Sles ool el
Sy sl by @l laslas 5 Skl e slastul (bl a5 &S Llesls
o (Qarishian, Neshat Dosst, & Molavi, 2010) toea Sle 8l OMISis
st &8 o5 o 53U CeS o sls oL Graham and Conoley (2006) a5,
A SE5 sliolas Jelse b Cod a8 Wil Ol pan e 5l o5ls daly Sl
4S Lsl> oL Khin (2005) 5 Stephane and Lussier (2006) <Adibnia (2012) .. ,S
R 1P g S O P N I S S ARt
SNBL el (305 (K Olay NS (sla ke 51 S0 (G il (e (Steos
) ke S5l L Bowen (1978) esl il slapla 4y ai lal il o 55
Ll oo o dble 5 JMies S8 o sl b Lol O &S AS 0 i
Bl o b -l WLl (DeCesare, 2008) S )15 0 dslas (g ke 35 5 Connano
S 4 Ul 5 TOLSs b pll T able LS able (5l 28Ty (el e
DeCesare, ) ks 3,5 G Slpled mhaw QEUS iy "o =&l 0350
Dl XS o g 2 933l 53 s pesn By 5 o a0l (ST e (2008
5 S Sl Fob a3l Olas L3 wisls onl (SBL ke s &S (6350 5 05 35,508
iy glaella o ¢ flde 5o il adls OUd (S 5 Compes Sl 25de 280
Satles glaaly 5 5 pdcblan] L84S Las e oilrl a4 O e il plas
LS a s g peS Gl SRS1y 5 s L KK i ooslis 5 sl anils
Sy Sly &S szl ek ssb 4 .(Momeni, Kavoosi & Sakineh Amani, 2015)
355 dlis A6 5 dls SaSy b gasdme gl 5 S ible (ELS s bl
(Skowron, 2000) LS e 4o |y o5ils dgns 5 Culsy Sl VL Ol s gl

1- emotional reactivity
2- emotional cut off
3- fusion with others
4- i-position



Y\V )‘ L;‘»“yﬁtuj wu%}a?ﬁh}lw;&ﬂLJ&w;M 6“;}’.}&:{@‘)

L ﬂgﬂu oS sl olis Glad (1999) ; Zarei and Hosseinagholi (2013) i 55, (slaasl
a0l Kl oS e ite S s (S asl (sl ae e el (5505 e
3 ol ol e it i (slaysl el i i (slaysl AEL a3y g paL5
sl e Sl sk (Ellis, 2001) ol g5 dalsy ois 4 o slazal slacidles|
IS el Ol s o ool aadly b Glaal 5 ol SIS sy W3l o
Sl o Zh 5305 (S5 AU 5 ilaie b SB35 5 55 las e p fodes
O ol Ko lrs SKuK b ponens 5 il gs Jalyy B 5 (5050 03 Ol e
L5l s 4y mdlis (olat] &S 4 O e 3l S 655 @ zlsssl 56wl sl
51O laylanl s ol 4 .(Pourmohammadreza, Pahlavan & Najafifard, 2013)
oy 4l g g 50l 5 e e 0l ge ) (GOl 03 5 o3 S i 58U dai,
SSalley Al b syl 4 e b sl sl 5305 (S5 S, e
s & o Sl plad 5 ol S maied o S5 a5 Ay o b 4 o503
sl a0l » Mg e 5 Sk s slaoslh Gk Sl AL i Dose &
S0len b oS plaailge 5 Jolpe cotlis ol Kinss ¢l p a5 ol of 51 .asb 4138 3
LUl OF ol ass Al ege Ll ekies b 5 adies BLSL o 5305
22 S Oley Lot (Sl pled 5 ool S s sba S5 ddaly o)
Aol s Sl S plply sl e 8 glaysl S il D 4 e L
S8 Ol 35 (Slple 5 ool S rnatid b Shs ites S )

b e il b glassl Go b Sl il it 18 ST e 5 0 5305

Baats JEXP
S ol TSEM) (il ¥olee b S Gy b 5l Sias Sl iass b
0L il adS 1) (bl amslr ol mass 53 Al o priedin Stewen 55, SO
— & gas sy Gk 3 48 sty LSCES e seely Al el a1 oKty alie 05 5 5

1- irrational beliefs
2- Structural Equation Modeling (SEM)



(0 oslad AFIA Bl 5 Sl TP Jle cpler s0050) 3laal O jazr g oK1y 2 LBONy ) slas gl s Y\A

Sl &S 50 Cso ol S aged s s Ol gl ek glad ot S
5 DS s slade 53 d5sel 05 S a5l 5 g8 hE LB5gel 05 S e3les o
s ol (o, Jlov s ) w%;:w&bﬁj\)gual BU3) TR0y
et Sl s S Ol (ags wsel Olge 4 L8 Y IS 55 5 pmelils Vo OIS a5l
dlj\i;q;g\;%é)l:}b@\bwdlingbﬁf%)zggariﬁws\m
slgei 1) Je 3 ite G il 55503110 22801 0 551998 - Jlis  sb w0 el 0
3l u;.syj \0+ Anderson and Greenberg (1998) L 5l « 4o e oS Lews LS e
Khajepour, Beshlideh & Baharlo, ) ib s 5530 Y++ (Cho and Bentler (1995) L
Sl S ks S YR S s 5 BT ine s il 4 ol Ghas 5o cnl sl (2017
oy JSE 1y ol s 4 el g A esly LS s asliin y YT ol w55 anlidcs yy Yo
SL3 s sl Pl oS e S50 LSS Blas csd8 Jals a s 45,5 sSS
Spms pde mo SHe g oy aslidiy JoSO g Sl 5 bled 50 ol J s e
Jolae) L VI slaas b3 e b gngesl Slsld mss o baiosesl 53 5lse cnl 51 S
Lsuu.};).aﬂ Oezmad 3y (Loyd FAYE Jslas) 6 VOV O 6&@%@] 9 (oys YINVY
FENVA Dalee) i Av Jols e gla gnsasl 5 (doys POTY doles) i V00 sliws L Jols
SYYNY Co 5w ol hass o g ol e Jlas Gl il 5 o Kle sy (Ao
Sl 5 Sls ol odle g J 0F s Slis 5 Il Y o BBl oS AL 0 #/AY
e Sl 0 VO 5 VY S5 4 g opl 5o Uau_}:}aﬂ gl e Jsb lss

sl 03 9 JLis YT C\ﬁ,’lc),\,«dj]a AL s dl) Clj;jlc;.u Jsb 5ol

s g 1 (Marital Punishment Questionnaire) g 9ot sSKa0key aobidws

ol 4. Dyrogoths (1999) Loy & sl oSa0lay aslii ;31 55305 oSa0ley
S0l (s Sa0k allie aw oyl osle V) weliiis  cpl s S eslanal (el
VoSS ol OF lagealy 5 das o 13 o 5550 1y ir (S30ley 5 bl
bl oyl 5 ass 5o Dyrogoths (1999) 5si s ()18 i A B Las 3l (glas o



Y4 w3 2950 sSKBONen 5 295 KBl T 5 (gobi] S (fmated o Sy o al,

53 55 Sami etal. (2014) .ol 03,8 5,158 /AT Flis S GWT i, 5l 1 sl 5 ol
SIS N ELs S WD s Gk 5L sl Gl bk cu s s SRas
e el 055 atean 3o,k 3l aS 1 aeliiny ols, o 5 Dyrogoths (1999) .Liles gel
el 03503 ESS VIA l 1y edd e el il S, L ebide ol s b e
Gl 255 51 O glaadlze 5 ol cpl LL b o S 3l hasl
Sty bl S0yl K B0l sl i oS L eslind £ S
s ins OLES &S ol s 4 /A 5 VY VO AT ol aelii IS (gl s s
il el ol I8 JB LG o2
:Neo Form Short Personality Inventory (NEO-FFI) oG oS ¢ P B Sead bl
McCrae and Lo 5 45 (glasliion 31 gasd Gla S5y Jioen S ol Jiagsh 5o
A Gl aS sl osle £rglyls wsbiin bl eslanal (ool sl a5 Costa (1985)
o oS bl ol Glagal 5 ol ot 4 S 5 s esle VY bl 5 5 S
McCrae and s 5 gs (5,1 od (il 50 S (51,2) 0 b (oidlses SlS (51,0 V51 (glem s
GINY a0l Sl ) weliis  ul SLL o b s a3, o Costa (1985)
55 sl Caes VA lidaids s 5 VA e 8 A e 0393k o VO ol s 5
., Grossi Farshi, Mehriar and Ghazi Tabatabaei (2001) L 55 «5 NEO 451 sl
oo GLel&als 5 5led 5,0 SaelKils b gmdils (o 5 8 Your onm b (gl 5o
VAV G 0P s |y ol e 0 Saeen s D38 Spse el s ol Sap
C o0l el el 51 e s 1 pls S QW e s 1S
G AV 5 BN G0 G NY A LSS Sl b s 8l s L ol s
33 O SNtemer 31 03031 ol 15, w2 g Grossi Farshi et al. (2001) .l s
Soan Sl 4 15 S oslial (R) Sodalis sl g2 5 (S) ased (3155 o5
el 035 (55l ele s /Y0 Ol 4 OF BBl 5 ) K050 ele s /5P Olse o
osbinad Flis S Gl 25, 5l aslidny nl 2Ll o b oo S S0l a3 5

Sy 5 GRS w4 (So5E8 (ol 805 om0l Bl e 4 aS S



(0 oslad AFIA Bl 5 Sl TP Jle cpler s0050) 3laal O jazr g oK1y 2 LBONy ) slas gl s YY.

bl oy sdas Gl a8 el s 4 /AF 5 /AL /AT VY GUAS ol s O
Al e aelli ol U5 G

S Glaoliy 51 sl S i S Sl hass 53 g3benl Ko aslid
Seligman and Patterson L. & YAAY JLo ;3 e 5 oS 4 Patterson (1982) L. i
e 55 Olen sl dil ) daliiin 5 ol s S eslatad sl a8 S 513 Al e 5 4
JS s b b5 o Sl e e e a g Sl s e S slasSUl 1 S ges]
Sl e &S Tl o8 CanBse VY feld a8 aal e Jlse ¥ fld sl S aeliion
53 el 6353 als b B 53 T Sl e emen il o O T Sl e 5 0
Bridges (2001) Al e o0, Cambge 0 Odew 3 b Odewy 3550 3 505 ew &S b
How e Syl Cews 4 V/AS 'Ctéjﬁsz&;; Shestizad b 1) aslidn oL o
Dbl 5l Sl sty i o 51 eslanal L Asner-Self & Schreiber (2004) s 55 ¢ Jsle
%5305 5> Shokri et al. (2015) (ol Low b5 &5 Jb= 53 o8 colem Jile Jler
g Shokri et al. (2015) omes 55 Colax bole an Sltle 51 Sl 0L il
Lol ol Sloe el 03,5 atamen Gk 5l bl S sl | Ses o)
woli 55 opl Slro ol o ol pre alaly 48T Lols Ol iy sladlrs waliie
o S ol Jagh s g aelles 61J.<AA wlay 3 S aS 55l s
dol G a0 AS g b oS A ealizad Cg);éwiu;),,-\ wolii y pl oL oo
il aalidn ol J 5B BB (2Ll b edins QLS S

Sl SOk plad o Sy ol Jiash g g u'<m‘- pled bl
A3 8 eslinul (el sl 45 Skowron and Friendlander (1998) L. & 45 slasbii
LSl 3l lr Dbls,l 5 (S5 age Lailsy 2 0 ol 55505 ea)ls e3le YO sl ]
Slen 5 Lible 5 S (e sl (ible ¢ 0y STy ailse Sler (ol el
Sllamss 8 S bl OF slagealy 5 das o 53 o 5550 1 015 b bl
—o o (Sl s 0 3550 53 k) (s B B (G gm0 3550 53 D) 8l )
! » Skowron and Friendlander (1998) law 55 ol 3,158 Wl oy b 55 o 1S



YY)y w3 2950 sSKBONen 5 295 KBl T 5 (gobi] S (fmated o Sy o al,

Jahan Bakhshi and _isss5 53 ceomen .Conl o35 VAN 550 Sl pled (¢ aslidow
Sla e 03,5 (51 5 /88 Flis S WT s b osesl IS oL Kalatar Goshe (2012)
s a0 b able (Soal oy ble 3 S e oKl ible (5 sl
aliin | Kan ols; g Natand Scadron (2004) s S alows VO 5 4/ SV/FY VY
T S LS wan oz SRSl aelidiny b ) il ol e o (Sl
Sl I b asbii ol olse ols) g lsbias 5 e sSre dlaily sdas OLES
o295 5> (Nazmi, Hamid, & BasakNajed, 2014) ol sld 450 4o ol Ol b3 C>lo
et 8 A el LS W G Sl abi s ) bl s e e S0l
Al o asliin ol Jgd LB oLl o odins OLES &S ol s 4 +/AY

i e syl Oyl 3 e b Glassl S S 1 e b (sla sk aeliten
il O lagaly 5 3yl esle ¥ waliin oGS o3 s S eslizd Jones (1968)
s e S e (e SWB) (sl 01 (eilbis SL) (sl ) Sl glar s 0 o S
Sasn 5 S B SVAY Ll By sl esliad U1 askiies » UL Jones (1968)
a5 s S QW hs) 53 4 ke b syl sbiin ;oL o -5 Mashak (2005)
oy b ol Ly asliis s pl oy, Jones (1968) .ol sl oIS /PO 5 0 /P8 L S
Wil ol slabie 51 5 L O o ilde 53 035 dmas o o 5 Sl o
Sk s Sl wliin b el ol (YU Saien el o0l 0L IS Lale VP bt
o3l gl Ol >l an sl el 3 1 San olsy (sl s e dals sl 51 el S Al
ol gk 53 s ASU 5 ) Seif Ashrafi (2011) Law g5 asliiw ol Jule Jlss
M b oS A ezl s S ST a5l sl nl bl oy o s S
Al e el ol Jsd BB UL O s 0L &Sl s
laasl

el ok o351V Jadr 53 Shas Slaseate Sl Sl il 5 Sl

a3 g3l e Bl il 5 Sk cas o OLES Y Jsdor L3 e gl 8 5 sbokes
Table 1.



(0 oslad AFIA Bl 5 Sl TP Jle cpler s0050) 3laal O jazr g oK1y 2 LBONy ) slas gl s YYY

Mean, standard deviation, minimum and maximum score
Standard  Minimum Maximum

Variables Mean L

Deviation Score Score
marital infidelity 15/28 5/23 4 31
cognitive infidelity 9/72 3/43 2 19
emotional infidelity 2/80 1/27 0 6
sexual infidelity 2/76 1/29 0 7
irrational beliefs 117/76 20/99 60 169
Neurosis 37149 9/35 12 59
extraverted 30/80 9/08 12 57
openness to experience 32/47 10/09 13 59
agreeableness 33/75 10/01 14 60
conscientiousness 32/98 10/93 13 60
attributional style 147/34 27/25 70 197
self-distinctness 17272 33/24 76 242

N=YY
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1- outliers

2- normality

3- multi-collinearity

4- mahalanobis distance
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Matrix of correlation coefficients between research variables
Variables 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

1 —

2 gj9s5 "

3 0/78 0/60

4 0/75 0/58 0/58
5 /54 0/48 0/45 0/44
6

7

8

9

0/49 0/47 0/37 0/39 0/53
-0/42 -0/38 -0/36 -0/34 -0/40 -0/31
L0/50 -0/49 -0/37 -0/35 -0/46 -0/48 0/48
0/45 -0/43 -0/32 -0/37 -0/41 -0/38 0/23 0/36
10 .oj45 -0/43 -0/38 -0/34 -0/39 -0/28 0/28 0/28 0/37
11 /a4 -0/41 -0/36 -0/35 -0/37 -0/33 0/23 0/27 0/25 0/30
12 o5 -0/40 -0/37 -0/37 -0/34 -0/28 0/15 0/22 0/24 0/28 0/22 ~
*p<0/05, ** p<0/01

Note: 1- marital infidelity, 2- cognitive infidelity, 3- emotional infidelity, 4- sexual infidelity,
5- irrational beliefs, 6- neurosis, 7- extraverted, 8- openness to experience, 9- agreeableness,
10- conscientiousness, 11- attributional style, 12- self-distinctness
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Sl e ls (NFI=+AA) S5l ek oy asli b Sy — ey e Ls (AGFI=+/39)
(TLI=+/89) 34 SE Lasls (IFI=+/8) sdylss Sa3l, el (CFl=+/24) lavylis
Table 3.
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The Fitness Indicators of the proposed model
Fitness Indicators XZ Df XZ/df GFI AGFI NFI CFI IFl TLI RMSEA
Proposed Model 11/09 16 0/69 0/99 0/96 0/98 0/99 0/99 0/99 0/00

G o5l p ekins Ol RMSEA=+/++) o5 gllax il 35500 e B~
5 S ldis (RMSEA) 3,50 5 sl Sl o 0 Kke L2l (gl iz Laosls b gslgnin
¥ J}J} )}&da a;#)bf.os_} /0 uy)l:«u LgUAJJw LS‘J‘.} Sl djé J;L; LAV

Table 4.
Parameters of direct effects between research variables in the proposed model

Unstandardized

Paths Tandard estimate estimate S.E. CR P
From neurosis to irrational beliefs 0/26 0/58 0/14 4/28 0/01
From extroversion to irrational beliefs -0/14 -0/32 0/14 -2/33 0/02
From openness to irrational beliefs -0/13 -0/28 0/13 -2/09 0/04
From agreement to irrational beliefs -0/12 -0/24 0/12 -2/00 0/05
From conscientiousness to irrational beliefs -0/14 -0/28 0/11 -2/49 0/01
From attributional style to irrational beliefs -0/12 -0/09 0/04 -2/22 0/03
From self distinctness to irrational beliefs -0/11 -0/07 0/03 -1/98 0/05
From neurosis to marital infidelity 0/13 0/04 0/02 2/01 0/04
From extroversion to marital infidelity -0/20 -0/06 0/02 -3/24 0/01
From openness to marital infidelity -0/12 -0/03 0/02 -1/75 0/08
From agreement to marital infidelity -0/16 -0/04 0/02 -2/68 0/01
From conscientiousness to marital infidelity -0/14 -0/04 0/02 -2/37 0/02
From attribution style to marital infidelity -0/19 -0/02 0/02 -3/31 0/01
From self distinctness to marital infidelity -0/22 -0/02 0/02 -3/98 0/01
From irrational beliefs to marital infidelity 0/13 0/02 0/01 1/94 0/08

From marital infidelity to cognitive infidelity 0/81 1/00 - 0/01

From marital infidelity to emotional infidelity 0/73 0/34 0/03 10/84 0/01

From marital infidelity to sexual infidelity 0/71 0/33 0/03 10/45 0/01
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*p<0/05, **p<0/01
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Table 5.
Bootstrap results for indirect routes
Paths B P

neurosis-> irrational beliefs-> marital infidelity 0/20 0/001
extroversion-> irrational beliefs— marital infidelity -0/17 0/001
openness—> irrational beliefs—> marital infidelity -0/18 0/001
agreement-> irrational beliefs-> marital infidelity -0/17 0/001
conscientiousness—> irrational beliefs-> marital infidelity ~ -0/17 0/001
attribution style—> irrational beliefs-> marital infidelity -0/16 0/001
self distinctness - irrational beliefs> marital infidelity -0/14 0/001
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