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Introduction

One of the most important challenges that any community faces is
divorce. In lIran, as in other countries, divorce has become a social issue. The
latest studies on divorce in Iran indicate its increase. The studies emphasize
the undeniable role of the individual differences between the couples or the
stable personality traits that each of the spouses brings to the context of
marital life. The purpose of this study is to develop a divorce discriminant
equation based on the characteristics of couples’ personality.

Method

The present study is intended to be a practical research. It is based on
a guantitative approach and is methodologically located in the category
of causal-comparative research. The research population consists of
couples applying for divorce and normal couples in Hamadan province in
1396. In this study, a total of 398 couples (796 people) were selected as
the sample from the two groups. The research tool was HEXACO-60
Personality Inventory. The HEXACO Personality Inventory consists of 24
facet-level personality trait scales that define the six personality factors
named Honesty-Humility (H), Emotionality (E), Extraversion (E),
Agreeableness (A), Conscientiousness (C), and Openness to Experience (O).
In order to develop a diagnostic model for the groups, the diagnostic analysis
was used. Based on the findings of the study, from a total of twelve
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personality traits (six characteristics in men and six characteristics in
women), female emotionality, female extraversion, female agreeableness,
male agreeableness, male conscientiousness and female openness to
experience were necessary to distinguish between divorced and normal groups.
Based on the results, female emotionality, female extraversion, female
agreeableness, male agreeableness, male conscientiousness, female openness to
experience in the final diagnostic equation were introduced.

Results

Based on the results obtained, the equation is as follows: D = -4.076 +
(14.14) * female emotionality + (+0.129) * female extraversion - (62.0%) *
female agreeableness - (0.57) * male agreeableness + (0.027) * male
conscientiousness — (0.11) * female openness to experience.

If this formula is used to predict, and the couple's score is negative, the
probability of divorce is higher. Obviously, for couple whose score is
positive, based on this formula, the probability of divorce will be less. Also,
the Canonical Correlation between couples personality characteristics and
divorce rate was 0.41. Based on the results, the average score for the
divorced group was -0.45 and for the normal group was 0.44, the gap
between these two means indicates that the equation was successful in
diagnosing between the two divorced and normal groups.

Keywords: divorce, personality characteristics, couples
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Table 2.
The Wilks' Lambda Test for the Role of Variables in the Discriminant

Wilks' Lambda F DfL Df2 Sig

F Honesty-Humility 1 0/126 1 366 0/723
M Honesty-Humility 0/995 1/828 1 366 0/177
F Emotionality 0/935 25/405 1 366 0/000
M Emotionality 0/996 1/447 1 366 0/230
F Extraversion 0/985 5/637 1 366 0/018
M Extraversion 0/991 3/161 1 366 0/076
F Agreeableness 0/997 0/979 1 366 0/323
M Agreeableness 0/991 3/340 1 366 0/068
F Conscientiousness 0/999 0/471 1 366 0/493
M Conscientiousness 0/987 4/709 1 366 0/031
F Openness to Experience 0/977 8/457 1 366 0/004
M Openness to Experience 0/998 0/814 1 366 0/368
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Table 3.
Variables entered into the final Discriminant equation
Step Entered Wilks' Lambda
Static DfL Df2 Df3 Sig
1 F Emotionality 0/935 1 1 366 0/000
2 F Openness to Experience 0/911 2 1 366 0/000
3 F Extraversion 0/876 3 1 366 0/000
4 F Agreeableness 0/860 4 1 366 0/000
5 M Conscientiousness 0/846 5 1 366 0/000
6 M Agreeableness 0/829 6 1 366 0/000
Table 4.
Lambda value for step-by-step Discriminant equations
Wilks'
Step Tolerance F to remove Lambda
1 F Emotionality 1 25/405
) F Emotionality 0/997 26/404 0/977
F Openness to Experience 0/997 9/456 0/935
F Emotionality 0/987 29/275 0/947
3 F Openness to Experience 0/891 17/048 0/917
F Extraversion 0/888 14/685 0/911
F Emotionality 0/956 33/463 0/939
4 F Openness to Experience 0/891 16/746 0/899
F Extraversion 0/799 20/002 0/907
F Agreeableness 0/871 6/992 0/876
F Emotionality 0/954 34/169 0/926
F Openness to Experience 0/884 18/140 0/889
5 F Extraversion 0/798 18/509 0/890
F Agreeableness 0/871 6/981 0/863
M Conscientiousness 0/983 5/658 0/860
F Emotionality 0/952 34/928 0/909
F Openness to Experience 0/883 18/702 0/872
5 F Extraversion 0/779 21/595 0/878
F Agreeableness 0/871 7/089 /845
M Conscientiousness 0/956 71746 0/846
M Agreeableness 0/946 7/713 0/846
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Table 5.
Canonical Correlation between independent and dependent variables and Eigenvalue value
Canonical Correlation % of Variance Eigenvalue value

0/414 100 0/207°
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Canonical Discriminant Function Coefficients
. . coefficient
Dimensions 1
F Emotionality 0/140
F Extraversion 0/129
F Agreeableness -0/062
M Agreeableness -0/057
M Conscientiousness 0/072
F Openness to Experience -0/114
constant -4/076
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Table 7.
Mean of discriminant score
Group Discriminant score
Divorced -0/463
Normal 0/444
Table 8.

Results of the main classification and analysis of cross-sectional validity
Predicted Group Membership

Group " Total
Divorced Normal

Count Divorced 124 57 181

Original Normal 65 123 188
% Divorced 68.5 315 100.0
Normal 34.6 65.4 100.0

Count Divorced 123 58 181

Cross-validated I\_lormal 68 120 188
% Divorced 68.0 32.0 100.0
Normal 36.2 63.8 100.0
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