Model Validity Measures

Validity Analysis
CR | AVE | MSV | MaxR(H) | Elntell | SMOST | PsySaf | Rumm | Creat
Elntell |0.984| 0.791 | 0.635 0.985 0.889
SMOST | 0.974| 0.792 | 0.635 0.978 -0.797*** | 0.890
PsySaf | 0.866 | 0.566 | 0.352 0.881 0.593%%* | -0.474*** [ 0.752
Rumm |0.869| 0.573 | 0.245 0.883 -0.495%** | 0.380*** | -0.240** | 0.757
Creat |[0.883| 0.658 | 0.099 0.910 0.283*** | -0.315%** [ 0.183* |-0.229%*| 0.811
Validity Concerns
No validity concerns here.
HTMT Analysis
Elntell [ SMOST | PsySaf | Rumm | Creat
Elntell
SMOST | 0.780
PsySaf 0.609 0.471
Rumm 0.502 0.374 0.251
Creat 0.286 0.340 0.205 0.256
HTMT Warnings

There are no warnings for this HTMT analysis.
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Thresholds are 0.850 for strict and 0.900 for liberal discriminant validity.
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