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[bookmark: _GoBack]Study Correlations between HEXACO Personality and Well-Being Variables

	Study
	WB
	H
	E
	X
	A
	C
	O

	Aghababaei (2014) 
	SWL
	.14
	-.13
	.44
	.22
	.26
	.02

	Aghababaei & Arji (2014) HEXACO Study 1
	SWL
	.14
	-.04
	.39
	.21
	.30
	.02

	Aghababaei & Arji (2014) Study 2
	SWL
	.12
	-.29
	.54
	.22
	.22
	.03

	Aghababaei & Arji (2014) HEXACO Study 3
	SWL
	.04
	-.19
	.40
	.17
	.26
	.16

	Aghababaei & Arji (2014) HEXACO Study 3
	AU
	.22
	-.35
	.44
	.06
	.26
	.31

	Aghababaei & Arji (2014) HEXACO Study 3
	EM
	.29
	-.21
	.49
	.26
	.50
	.19

	Aghababaei & Arji (2014) HEXACO Study 3
	PG
	.19
	-.20
	.45
	.21
	.40
	.37

	Aghababaei & Arji (2014) HEXACO Study 3
	PR
	.10
	-.13
	.54
	.26
	.21
	.24

	Aghababaei & Arji (2014) HEXACO Study 3
	PL
	.14
	-.01
	.39
	.15
	.38
	.18

	Aghababaei & Arji (2014) HEXACO Study 3
	SA
	.12
	-.34
	.62
	.28
	.10
	.37

	Aghababaei et al. (2016) Sample 1
	SWL
	.09
	-.13
	.49
	.23
	.23
	.15

	Aghababaei et al. (2016) Sample 2
	SWL
	.04
	.01
	.34
	.03
	.19
	.10

	Aghababaei et al. (2016) Sample 3
	SWL
	.13
	.05
	.29
	.21
	.25
	.06

	Aghababaei et al. (2016) Sample 4
	SWL
	.15
	.08
	.38
	.11
	.23
	.01

	Aghababaei et al. (2016) Sample 4
	AU
	.19
	-.33
	.38
	.10
	.28
	.30

	Aghababaei et al. (2016) Sample 4
	EM
	.21
	-.18
	.50
	.28
	.30
	.20

	Aghababaei et al. (2016) Sample 4
	PG
	.25
	-.12
	.39
	.17
	.32
	.24

	Aghababaei et al. (2016) Sample 4
	PR
	.16
	-.07
	.56
	.32
	.10
	.19

	Aghababaei et al. (2016) Sample 4
	PL
	.23
	-.01
	.35
	.18
	.47
	.19

	Aghababaei et al. (2016) Sample 4
	SA
	.21
	-.26
	.63
	.31
	.27
	.14

	Aghababaei et al. (2016) Sample 5
	SWL
	.16
	-.08
	.49
	.20
	.22
	.20

	Aghababaei et al. (2016) Sample 5
	AU
	.26
	-.27
	.41
	-.09
	.13
	.15

	Aghababaei et al. (2016) Sample 5
	EM
	.26
	-.18
	.60
	.26
	.31
	.03

	Aghababaei et al. (2016) Sample 5
	PG
	.33
	-.01
	.47
	.15
	.30
	.27

	Aghababaei et al. (2016) Sample 5
	PR
	.26
	.16
	.50
	.32
	.21
	.07

	Aghababaei et al. (2016) Sample 5
	PL
	.26
	-.01
	.41
	.18
	.42
	.14

	Aghababaei et al. (2016) Sample 5
	SA
	.18
	-.19
	.61
	.22
	.13
	.15

	Aykac et al. (2011) 
	SWL
	.20
	-.24
	.43
	.16
	.17
	.49

	Biderman et al. (2018) HEXACO
	NA
	-.19
	.29
	-.52
	-.35
	-.32
	.01

	Biderman et al. (2018) HEXACO
	PA
	.15
	-.06
	.61
	.18
	.48
	.10

	Anglim & Horwood (2019) HEXACO
	NA
	-.23
	.37
	-.45
	-.28
	-.26
	-.08

	Anglim & Horwood (2019) HEXACO
	PA
	.12
	-.07
	.56
	.26
	.33
	.25

	Anglim & Horwood (2019) HEXACO
	SWL
	.12
	-.03
	.49
	.24
	.17
	.07

	Anglim & Horwood (2019) HEXACO
	AU
	.23
	-.41
	.37
	.10
	.30
	.31

	Anglim & Horwood (2019) HEXACO
	EM
	.16
	-.31
	.62
	.24
	.44
	.12

	Anglim & Horwood (2019) HEXACO
	PG
	.21
	-.09
	.52
	.21
	.31
	.37

	Anglim & Horwood (2019) HEXACO
	PR
	.22
	.00
	.64
	.29
	.16
	.11

	Anglim & Horwood (2019) HEXACO
	PL
	.17
	-.12
	.55
	.17
	.50
	.17

	Anglim & Horwood (2019) HEXACO
	SA
	.16
	-.20
	.64
	.26
	.31
	.17

	Drobnjaković et al. (2017) Study 1
	NA
	-.12
	.13
	-.34
	-.22
	-.16
	-.04

	Drobnjaković et al. (2017) Study 1
	PA
	-.02
	-.04
	.49
	.12
	.24
	.15

	Drobnjaković (2019) 
	NA
	-.16
	.38
	-.48
	-.21
	-.16
	.05

	Drobnjaković (2019) 
	PA
	.04
	-.18
	.51
	.04
	.35
	.10

	Hébert & Weaver (2014) 
	SWL
	.15
	-.18
	.49
	.12
	.25
	.09

	Lodewyk (2018) 
	NA
	-.07
	.20
	-.17
	-.08
	-.10
	-.05

	MacInnis et al. (2013) 
	NA
	-.21
	.39
	-.41
	-.30
	-.14
	-.08

	MacInnis et al. (2013) 
	PA
	.12
	-.07
	.53
	.17
	.22
	.13

	MacInnis et al. (2013) 
	SWL
	.18
	-.09
	.35
	.16
	.12
	-.05

	McKay (2017) HEXACO
	NA
	-.24
	.19
	-.43
	-.20
	-.01
	.03

	McKay (2017) HEXACO
	PA
	.15
	-.22
	.58
	.21
	.12
	.13

	McKay (2017) HEXACO
	SWL
	.23
	-.06
	.50
	.28
	.02
	-.06

	Pollock et al. (2016) 
	NA
	-.13
	.34
	-.47
	-.37
	-.25
	-.03

	Pollock et al. (2016) 
	PA
	.02
	-.30
	.60
	.24
	.43
	.08

	Pollock et al. (2016) 
	SWL
	-.03
	-.18
	.60
	.30
	.30
	-.04

	Romero et al. (2015) 
	NA
	-.06
	.40
	-.25
	-.22
	-.06
	.04

	Romero et al. (2015) 
	PA
	.02
	-.12
	.50
	-.01
	.32
	.20

	Romero et al. (2015) 
	SWL
	.09
	-.10
	.34
	.06
	.21
	.01

	Romero et al. (2015) 
	AU
	.11
	-.36
	.39
	-.04
	.18
	.19

	Romero et al. (2015) 
	EM
	.17
	-.06
	.41
	.09
	.47
	-.02

	Romero et al. (2015) 
	PG
	.10
	-.11
	.41
	.09
	.27
	.41

	Romero et al. (2015) 
	PR
	.20
	.05
	.55
	.19
	.20
	.14

	Romero et al. (2015) 
	PL
	.15
	.02
	.34
	.01
	.48
	.11

	Romero et al. (2015) 
	SA
	.10
	-.25
	.56
	.14
	.26
	.07

	Sibley (2011) Study 3
	SWL
	.14
	-.05
	.43
	.09
	.29
	-.01

	Stanton et al. (2016) HEXACO
	SWL
	.15
	-.16
	.38
	.23
	.28
	.08


Note. SWL = satisfaction with life, PA = positive affect, NA = negative affect, PR = positive relations, AU = autonomy, EM = environmental mastery, PG = personal growth, PL = purpose in life, SA = self-acceptance. WB= Well-being variable.
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