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ARTICLE INFO ABSTRACT
Keywords: This study explored the influence of five multicultural personality traits (i.e., Cultural Empathy,
Multicultural personality Open-Mindedness, Social Initiative, Emotional Stability, Flexibility) in predicting management
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styles (i.e., Integrating, Obliging, Compromising, Dominating, Avoiding) adopted by teachers
from five European countries (Austria, Belgium, Germany, Italy, Spain) to deal with intercultural
conflict that may arise within classes with and between students. Potential differences according
to socio-demographic characteristics (i.e., Gender, Age, Working Seniority, Country of belonging)
were also examined. Data from 589 secondary school teachers indicated that teachers who were
more open-minded reported greater adoption of Integrating and Obliging styles when managing
intercultural conflicts with and between students; while teachers who were less culturally
empathic and flexible were more likely to adopt the Dominating style, and those who possess
lower social initiative and flexibility were more likely to adopt the Avoiding style. Teachers who
possess lower levels of emotional stability showed greater adoption of the Obliging style. Dif-
ferences across socio-demographic characteristics were also found. Findings provided evidence to
develop interventions aiming to foster effectiveness in classroom management of intercultural
conflicts by underlining how multicultural personality may influence teachers’ ways to act and
adjust to the educational demands of the increasingly multicultural school environment.

Following the significant growth in population flows, countries worldwide have become increasingly interconnected and multi-
ethnic, raising people needs to effectively deal with cultural differences (Aratjo et al., 2020; Lulle & King, 2016). With particular
reference to Europe, despite the relevant rates of people with a migrant background (i.e., around 34 million inhabitants were born
outside the EU countries and about 10% of young people born in EU have at least one foreign-born parent) there are still-existing gaps
in effectively provide equal opportunities to all to enjoy their rights and participate in social life (European Commission EC, 2020).
Responding to this key concern, European Commission underlined the significant role played by the education system - from early
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childhood - which represents the most powerful tool for building more inclusive societies by actively supporting integration for
students and their families (European Commission EC, 2020). However, these high expectations resulted in crucial challenges for
school professionals, which are, therefore, required to be properly trained to engage in culturally qualified educational practices
(European Commission EC, 2017).

Teachers, in particular, are demanded to achieve new gold standards in classroom management, promoting high-quality learning
outcomes, as well as mutual understanding, respect, and integration of migrant and minority students (Alismail, 2016; Ben-Peretz,
2001; European Commission EC, 2017). Managing relationships with and between students is one of the key duties teachers are
required to accomplish. Teachers need to possess competencies in dealing with all potential conflicts that may arise during classes, also
due to the differences in culture, values and worldviews (Evans, Hearn, Uhlemann, & Ivey, 2019; Han & Han, 2019; Kunemund et al.,
2020). Nonetheless, despite the efforts made to support the school staff in the enhancement of intercultural competencies (Malone &
Ishmail, 2020; Ponterotto, 2008), overall teachers still report difficulties in adapting their practices to the multiple backgrounds of
their students, suggesting a need for professional development in this area (Burnell & Schnackenberg, 2015; Keengwe, 2010; OECD,
2014). These concerns are predominantly expressed by teachers from those European countries, such as Italy and Spain - who rapidly
shifted from being almost exclusively emigrant nations to being hosting countries - rather than by teachers working in more established
multicultural school contexts, such as Austria, Belgium, and Germany. The latter, indeed, are countries with a longer and
well-recognized immigration history, with higher percentages of immigrant students from both the first and the second generations
(OECD, 2016, 2018).

Nonetheless, despite the potential differences featuring the educational contexts at the pan-European level, the aims of supporting
teachers’ efficacy in classroom management, promoting high-quality teacher-student interactions and a more satisfactory class
climate, are still high on the European research agenda (European Commission EC, 2017, 2020). This can be achieved by proposing
evidence-based contributions feeding the development of tailored individual and organizational interventions and multicultural
training for teachers. The present study targeted this pivotal aim.

Factors fostering culturally responsive teacher-students interactions: teachers’ multicultural personality traits

As the world has become increasingly multicultural, research has made several efforts to identify factors potentially fostering
constructive intercultural exchanges and preventing the emergency of tensions related to diversity (Goncalves et al., 2016; Wilson,
Ward, & Fischer, 2013). In this direction, research has highlighted that specific personality characteristic, such as multicultural
personality traits (MP; Van der Zee & Van Oudenhoven, 2000), may sustain personal and relational adjustment, as well as effectiveness
in intercultural contexts. This may successfully promote satisfactory interactions and positive relationships between people from
different backgrounds (Ali, Van der Zee, & Sanders, 2003; Brummett, Wade, Ponterotto, Thombs, & Lewis, 2007; Euwema & Van
Emmerik, 2007; Leong, 2007; Peltokorpi, 2008; Yakunina, Weigold, Weigold, Hercegovac, & Elsayed, 2012).

Specifically, Multicultural Personality (MP; Van der Zee & Van Oudenhoven, 2000), also referred to as individuals’ intercultural
competence (Euwema & Van Emmerik, 2007), is a multidimensional construct covering five personality traits (i.e., Cultural Empathy,
Open-mindedness, Flexibility, Social Initiative, and Emotional Stability). MP was proposed to describe people possessing an interest in,
and ability to, interact with individuals from different cultural backgrounds. Indeed, interactions between people with different
cultures and worldviews may generate complex issues and conflicts. This, in turn, may have a significant negative impact on individual
and relational wellbeing. Nonetheless, dealing with such heterogeneity and diversity may also give rise to mutual inspiration, resulting
in enriching exchanges and relationships (Van Der Zee & Van Oudenhoven, 2000). From this perspective, within the contemporary
educational system, a growing body of research has underlined the necessity to explore teachers’ propensity to adjust to multicultural
environments, their ability to create inspiring and stimulating relationships with and between students, and to build a constructive and
inclusive class climate (Alismail, 2016; Polat & Ogay Barka, 2014; Rychly & Graves, 2012).

In particular, with respect to Cultural Empathy (i.e., the ability and propensity to understand diverse cultural perspectives,
empathizing with thoughts, feelings, and behaviors of individuals with different cultural backgrounds), this multicultural personality
trait plays an increasingly relevant role among teachers working in the contemporary school environment. Indeed, teachers who gain
adequate knowledge of the multiple cultural backgrounds of students (e.g., religion, traditions, customs) can better understand how
these elements may influence attitudes, feelings, behaviors, and learning styles (Cruz & Patterson, 2005; McAllister & Irvine, 2002).
This may raise, on the one hand, the development of a supportive classroom climate, in which students can experience their differences
as recognized and respected. On the other hand, this may foster the implementation of focused activities addressing the complexity of
the students’ multiple worldviews.

With respect to Open-Mindedness (i.e., the ability and propensity to maintain a non-judgmental attitude toward diverse world-
views), it is pivotal for teachers also to consider how this multicultural personality trait may be useful to encourage students to
maintain a non-judgmental attitude and to develop critical thinking (Adler, 2005; Hare, 2003). This is, however, possible only whether
teachers can first recognize their own beliefs, and they can understand the risks related to a biased self-perception of being
open-minded (e.g., considering students regardless of their cultural background, minimizing cultural differences or denying any
possible differences and discriminations).

Furthermore, with regard to Flexibility (i.e., the ability and propensity to adapt to new, unknown and challenging situations), this
multicultural personality trait may help teachers to adequately adjust to a wide range of situations that may occur in multicultural
classes. Flexible teachers, in fact, are more likely to seek for and implement alternative strategies, with the aim to promote students’
engagement and to enhance the effectiveness of their teaching practice (Rychly & Graves, 2012). Moreover, considering Social
Initiative (i.e., the ability and propensity to actively approach social situations), this multicultural personality trait characterizes
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teachers who wish to be on the front lines in actively preventing exclusion. They will be likely to propose inclusive practices (e.g.,
group work, training courses, discussion groups, networking, participation in international projects) involving students and their
families, colleagues and the broader community, in the promotion of constructive exchanges (Bristol, 2015; Penuel, Riel, Krause, &
Frank, 2009).

Finally, with respect to Emotional Stability (i.e., the ability and propensity to self-regulate and maintain calmness in stressful
situations), this multicultural personality trait may play a pivotal role in supporting emotional regulation processes to re-establish
calmness in conflictual situations that may occur during classes (Tsang, 2011). Such ability may become more and more relevant
when dealing with the contemporary multi-ethnic and multicultural school context, which is featured by increasing potential mis-
matches between teacher-students and/or among students’ cultures, perspectives, and worldviews.

Therefore, given the undeniable relevance for teachers to possess the abovementioned multicultural personality traits to engage in
culturally responsive interactions with students, the present study focused on these key dimensions. The study, indeed, aimed to test
their role in influencing teachers’ styles of managing relationships within the classroom, with particular reference to the ways they
deal with potential intercultural conflicts with and between students.

Teachers’ management styles of intercultural conflicts in the school context

In recent decades, there has been increasing research interest in conflict management and negotiation processes. In particular, a
specific branch of research is focused on the exploration of individuals’ strategies adopted to deal with conflictual situations
(Cingoz-Ulu & Lalonde, 2007; Jeong, 2009; Koc, 2010). In this field of research, the Rahim’s Model of Conflict Management (Rahim &
Bonoma, 1979) represents one of the most adopted models to frame perceived intrapersonal, intragroup, and intergroup conflicts
within the work context. This model has also widely applied in studies focused on negotiation processes in the context of intercultural
research (Bowles, 2009; Rahim et al., 2002; Ting-Toomey et al., 2000; Yu & Chen, 2008).

According to the Rahim’s Model, people may use five different styles for handling interpersonal conflicts, namely Integrating,
Obliging, Dominating, Avoiding, and Compromising (Rahim, 2001). Rahim’s description of these styles referred to different combi-
nations of two core dimensions, i.e., concern for self (the degree to which individuals aim at satisfying their own concern in conflict
management processes), and concern for others (the degree to which individuals attempt to accomplish with the concern of the other
party involved in a conflict).

In particular, when adopting an Integrating style, people have a high concern for self and a high concern for others and they attempt
to reach an optimal integrative solution that overwhelms the personal vision of the problem through the recourse to openness, ex-
change of information, examination and exploration of differences. Conversely, when adopting a Dominating style, people have a high
concern for self and a low concern for others and they wish to win/defend their own position, even by resorting to forcing behaviors.
Furthermore, when adopting an Obliging style, people have a low concern for self and a high concern for others and they try to
minimize differences and to emphasize commonalities with the other party, even sacrificing personal concern to safeguard the rela-
tionship. Conversely, when adopting an Avoiding style, people have a low concern for self and a low concern for others and try to avoid
dealing with situations, refusing to openly face conflicts. Finally, when adopting a Compromising style, people express concern both
for self and for others and they attempt to reach mutually acceptable solutions by assuming a quick, middle-ground position, char-
acterized by the sacrifice, to some extent, of both own and other’s concerns. Regarding this particular style, there is a clear consensus
on the idea that it shares some common characteristics with integrating, accommodating, and problem solving strategies — rather than
with avoiding and forcing styles — so that higher-order clusters of styles may be distinguished into three types, namely avoidance,
competitive, and collaborative (Van De Vliert & Hordijk, 1989); the collaborative pattern of conflict management may, indeed, include
people adopting strategies centered on compromising, integrating, and obliging styles (Zurlo, Vallone, Dell’Aquila, & Marocco, 2020).
Nevertheless, there is also strong evidence supporting distinctiveness among the five styles (Rahim & Magner, 1995) as well as the
strong theoretical distinction of compromising - both in terms of styles and behaviors - from the other styles to handle conflict (Holt &
DeVore, 2005; Van De Vliert & Hordijk, 1989).

In order to assess the perceived levels of organizational conflict and individuals’ strategies adopted for handling conflicts, Rahim
developed and validated two measurement tools. The first one is the Rahim Organizational Conflict Inventory I (ROCI-I), which
measures perceived levels of organizational conflict at the individual, group, and intergroup levels. The second one is the Rahim
Organizational Conflict Inventory-II (ROCI-II), which measures the styles adopted for managing interpersonal conflicts with superior
(s) (Form A), subordinates (Form B), and peers (Form C) (Rahim, 1983a, 1983b, 2001). There are different forms of the ROCI-II (i.e.,
superiors, subordinates, peers) because people may use different styles for handling conflicts depending on the interlocutor, and
adopting one among the five styles within the negotiation process may be influenced by the perceived symmetry/asymmetry of power
within the relationship (Rahim, 2001). Moreover, (Rahim, Antonioni, & Psenicka, 2001; Rahim et al., 2002) underlined that the
effectiveness of adopted strategies is strongly situation-specific, and, therefore, it is not possible to prescribe the “correct” way to deal
with conflicts.

In line with this, referring to the school context, research has suggested that teachers may use different strategies to manage the
wide range of situations that may occur with and among students (i.e., subordinates) during classes. The possibility to effectively
handle the potential tensions and conflicts experienced may depend on teachers’ ability to search for moment-to-moment solutions
(Dogan, 2016; Morris-Rothschild & Brassard, 2006; Zurlo et al., 2020). Indeed, according to the specific situation, teachers may spend
efforts and time on attempts to deepen and face the conflict, trying to carefully understand students’ perspectives (i.e., Integrating
style); but they may also choose to quickly reach a middle ground solution (i.e., Compromising style); to ignore/accommodate minor
disruptions (i.e., Obliging style); and/or to avoid/delay any confrontation (i.e., Avoiding style) to safeguard the continuity and the
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quality of the teacher-student relationship, as well as to assure the achievement of the educational goals. Nonetheless, they may also
use more directive ways to handle conflicts whenever they perceive the necessity to express their authority to manage the situation and
to rapidly regain control over the class (i.e., Dominating style).

However, the negotiation process can be even more complex whenever conflicts and tensions derive from differences in cultures
and perspectives, therefore requiring increased time and effort to manage (Earley & Ang, 2003). In such cases, research refers to
intercultural conflicts as the perceived or actual incompatibilities of values, expectations, and goals over substantive relational and/or
identity issues (Deardoff, 2009; Jurtikova, 2013; Ting-Toomey et al., 2000). In the contemporary European educational context, in
which teachers and students from different backgrounds are forced to interact on a daily basis (OECD, 2018), intercultural conflicts
may frequently occur (Exposito, Olmedo, Pegalajar, & Tomé, 2014; Marocco et al., 2019; Marocco, Dell’Aquila, Vallone, & Zurlo,
2020) both among students (e.g., Jurtikova, 2013) and within teacher-student interactions (e.g., Kunemund et al., 2020; Zhao, 2007).
Indeed, although the European educational context has become increasingly multicultural, teaching workforce comes primarily from a
mono-cultural and homogeneous background (European Commission EC, 2016; Van Driel, Darmody, & Kerzil, 2016). This discrepancy
between teacher and student cultural backgrounds results in increased distance between teachers and students’ perspectives (Kune-
mund et al., 2020). Specifically, teachers and students may hold different cultural expectations and worldviews about ‘teaching and
learning’ and about their respective roles in the classroom, with divergent classroom atmosphere models and — sometimes — even with
different native languages (Al-Issa, 2005; Deardoff, 2009; Exposito et al., 2014; Hofstede, 1986; Zhao, 2007). Furthermore, the school
context is one of the first places where students’ values (derived from their own families of origin) encounter those held by their peers
and by teachers (Cooper, Jackson, Azmitia, & Lopez, 1998).

Within this portrait, research has underlined several scenarios encompassing intercultural conflicts that may occur during classes
(Al-Issa, 2005; Marocco et al., 2020; Zhao, 2007). They may primarily assume the form of miscommunications and misunderstandings
- derived by substantial differences in languages and worldviews - but also of insulting, threatening, actual discrimination and
xenophobic behaviors (Exposito et al., 2014; Jurtikova, 2013; Zhao, 2007). For example, during classes, both overt and covert ex-
pressions of discrimination may arise, i.e., the adoption of stereotypes and ethnic humor (Lockyer & Pickering, 2005; Oring, 2003;
Stevens & Dworkin, 2019; Van Praag, Stevens, & Van Houtte, 2017; Weaver, 2011); expressions of racial and religious biases (e.g.,
intentional or unintentional derogatory/negative comments about race/ethnicity/religion; Dong, Day, & Collaco, 2008; Sue et al.,
2007); a “color-blind” approach to diversity (e.g., treating everyone the same, regardless of their ethnic background) (OECD, 2018);
practices of exclusions (e.g., dichotomization into “us” and “them”; Deardoff, 2009); but also expressions of prejudices and judgmental
attitudes derived from members of an ethnic minority group (Delgado & Stefancic, 2001; Jurtikova, 2013).

However, although intercultural conflicts naturally and inevitably occur from the encountering of different cultures and per-
spectives (Euwema & Van Emmerik, 2007), they still represent a significant challenge for teachers, who need to effectively manage
them within classes, rather than trying to avoid them entirely (Marocco et al., 2019). In line with this, regardless of whether the
conflict arises in the interaction between a student and the teacher, or it arises originally in the confrontation between students, the
teachers are still directly involved in the conflict (e.g., they witness xenophobic behaviors, injustices, misunderstandings; Exposito
et al., 2014). Therefore, they are required to actively handle the negotiation process, by using their own skills to manage the classroom
and conflict resolution process (Al-Issa, 2005; Van Driel et al., 2016).

Multicultural personality traits and conflict management styles

Research in the field of intercultural education has highlighted the necessity to promote teachers’ intercultural competencies to
foster their ability to manage intercultural conflicts effectively (Deardoff, 2009; Jackson & O’Grady, 2019; Le Roux, 2001; Loode,
2011). Teachers can, hence, drive the building and maintenance of a class climate featured by respect (Adler, 2005; Hare, 2003). When
intercultural competencies are not developed, intercultural conflicts may frequently escalate (Jurtikova, 2013).

From this perspective, a growing body of research has examined how specific personality characteristics may influence the way in
which people handle conflicts (Ahmed, Nawaz, Shaukat, & Usman, 2010; Antonioni, 1998; Khalid, Fatima, & Khan, 2015; Moberg,
2001; Tehrani & Yamini, 2020), also in the context of intercultural research (Dong et al., 2008; Euwema & Van Emmerik, 2007;
Gongalves et al., 2016; Yu & Chen, 2008).

In particular, several studies identified personality characteristics specifically linked to intercultural competence, such as inter-
cultural communication sensitivity (Dong et al., 2008), intercultural sensitivity (Yu & Chen, 2008) and cultural intelligence (Goncalves
et al., 2016), as well as multicultural personality traits (Euwema & Van Emmerik, 2007) that may help to foster a better adjustment
when handling conflicts within intercultural communication settings. Specifically, research has found that people possessing high
intercultural competence would use a more explorative and cooperative approach in conflict management, typical for integrating and
compromising styles. They would be also less likely to use more directive and/or avoiding styles when dealing with conflicts (Euwema
& Van Emmerik, 2007; Yu & Chen, 2008). However, there is no clear consensus on the role personality characteristics may have in
influencing the adoption of obliging/accommodating style (Tehrani & Yamini, 2020), as the latter could not necessarily convey the
negative connotations of being passive or elusive; this strategy, indeed, could be also used to maintain mutual interests and to safe-
guard the relational harmony (Hammer, 2005; Tehrani & Yamini, 2020; Ting-Toomey et al., 2000; Yu & Chen, 2008).

Therefore, considering the specific features of the school context and of teacher-student interactions, it is possible to hypothesize
that teachers possessing high levels of multicultural personality would be more likely to adopt integrating/compromising styles and
they would be less likely to adopt dominating/avoiding styles when handling intercultural conflicts.
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The present research

Considering the research reported above, the present study aims at investigating the associations between teachers’ multicultural
personality traits (Cultural Empathy, Open-mindedness, Social Initiative, Emotional Stability, Flexibility) and conflict management
styles adopted to deal with intercultural conflicts with and between students (Integrating, Avoiding, Obliging, Dominating, and
Compromising). Moreover, research has also identified potential differences in personality characteristics and conflict management
styles according to socio-demographic characteristics such as gender (Blackburn, Martin, & Hutchinson, 2006; Gayle, Preiss, & Allen,
1994; Khalid, Fatima, & Khan, 2015; Rahim, 2001; Valente et al., 2019), age and working seniority (Claessens et al., 2017,
Morris-Rothschild & Brassard, 2006; Valente et al., 2019; Zurlo & Pes, 2006), and country of belonging (European Commission EC,
2013; Polat & Ogay Barka, 2014; Rahim et al., 2002; Van Oudenhoven & Van der Zee, 2002). Therefore, the study also aimed to test
potential differences in multicultural personality traits and conflict management styles according to the abovementioned
socio-demographic characteristics. This approach, indeed, may help, on the one hand, to provide more tailored information, and, on
the one other hand, to allow the generalizability of research results and of practical implications for the EU educational context.

In line with the aims of the study, the research questions and hypotheses are proposed as follows:

RQL1. Are there differences in teachers’ multicultural personality characteristics and conflict management styles according to
gender, age, working seniority, and country of belonging?

H1. High levels of Multicultural Personality traits are significantly positively related to Integrating and Compromising styles.

H2. High levels of Multicultural Personality traits are significantly negatively related to Avoiding and Dominating styles.

No prediction was made about the direction of the associations between Multicultural Personality Characteristics and the Obliging
style due to the mixed evidence reported in previous research.

Method
Participants and procedures

National surveys were made available online and widely disseminated in five European countries (i.e., Austria, Belgium, Germany,
Italy, and Spain) as part of the ACCORD Project (Attain Cultural Integration through COnflict Resolution skill Development; www.
accord-project.eu). All procedures performed were in accordance with the 1964 Helsinki declaration and its later amendments or
comparable ethical standards. Overall, 589 teachers completed the questionnaire on a voluntary basis.

Measures

Socio-demographic Characteristics: Participants were asked to fill a section addressing Socio-demographic characteristics, such as
Gender (Male/Female), Age (Under 35 years; 35-45 years; Over 45 years), Working Seniority (Under 5 years; 5-10 years; Over 10
years), and Country of Belonging (Austria, Belgium, Germany, Italy, Spain).

Multicultural Personality: The Multicultural Personality Questionnaire Short-Form (MPQ-SF; Van Der Zee, Van Oudenhoven, Pon-
terotto, & Fietzer, 2013) was used to assess five key personality characteristics, which are strongly related to the well-known general
personality scales of the Big Five (Euwema & Van Emmerik, 2007), and which all contributing to intercultural effectiveness. The
MPQ-SF consists of 40 items on a 5-point Likert scale (1 = Totally not applicable, 5 = Completely applicable). Participants were asked to
respond to personal descriptors attached to the sentence stem: “To what extent do the following statements apply to you?”. The de-
scriptors covered five multicultural personality traits: Cultural Empathy (8 items, e.g., “Sympathizes with others”), Open-Mindedness
(8 items, e.g., “Seeks people from different backgrounds™), Social Initiative (8 items, e.g., “Takes the lead”), Emotional Stability (8
items, e.g., “Keeps calm when things don’t go well”), and Flexibility (8 items, e.g., “Works according to strict scheme”). A higher score
represents higher presence of the relevant multicultural personality trait. The tool has been adopted and tested in various populations
(e.g., teachers, students, employees, spouses/children of expats, immigrants) and cultures (e.g., Spain, Italy, Germany, Britain,
Netherlands, United States, Canada, Singapore, Australia, New Zealand, China), including those countries involved in the present
study (Leone, Van der Zee, van Oudenhoven, Perugini, & Ercolani, 2005; Van Oudenhoven & Benet-Martinez, 2015). In all cases, the
questionnaire received wide empirical support internationally as one of the most valid and robust measures for assessing multicultural
personality and, more generally, intercultural competence (Euwema & Van Emmerik, 2007; Hofhuis et al., 2020; Hofhuis, Jongerling,
Van der Zee, & Jansz, 2020; Leone et al., 2005; Van Oudenhoven & Benet-Martinez, 2015). In the present study, Cronbach’s a values of
the MPQ-SF scales were all acceptable (Supplementary Table 1).

Conflict Management: The Rahim Organizational Conflict Inventory-II (ROCI-II; Rahim 1983a, 1983b, 2001) was used to assess
teachers’ strategies adopted to handle interpersonal conflicts. The ROCI-II consists of 28 items on a 5-point Likert scale (1 = Strongly
Disagree, 5 = Strongly Agree). This tool was developed to be adopted in the field of occupational research, and it measures the styles of
handling interpersonal conflict between an organizational member and his/her supervisor(s) (Form A), subordinates (Form B), and
peers (Form C). For the purpose of the present study, Form B of the questionnaire, assessing the management styles used to deal with
conflicts with subordinates (i.e., students) was adopted. Additionally, instructions were adapted such that participants were asked to
remember an intercultural conflict that occurred within classes with/between students, and to indicate the way the teacher handled it.
The sentences of the original version of the ROCI-II were, therefore, used; they covered the five styles of handling interpersonal
conflict: Integrating (7 items, e.g., “I try to investigate an issue with my students to find a solution acceptable to us”), Obliging (6 items,
e.g., “I generally try to satisfy the needs of my students™), Dominating (5 items, e.g., “I use my influence to get my ideas accepted”),
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Avoiding (6 items, e.g., “I attempt to avoid being put on the spot and try to keep my conflict with my students to myself’), and
Compromising (4 items, i.e., “I try to find a middle course to resolve an impasse™). A higher score represents greater use of a given
conflict management style. The ROCI-II is a psychometrically robust tool that has been widely adopted in international research both in
the domestic and intercultural contexts (Rahim et al., 2002; Ting-Toomey et al., 2000; Yu & Chen, 2008), as well as in the five Eu-
ropean countries participating in the current study (Bilsky & Wiilker, 2000; Majer, 1995; Marocco et al., 2019; Munduate, Ganaza, &
Alcaide, 1993). In the present study, Cronbach’s a values of the ROCI-II scales were all acceptable (Supplementary Table 1).

Statistical analysis

Continuous variables were summarized as means ( & standard deviations) or means ( + standard errors), as appropriate, and
categorical variables were summarized as absolute frequencies (percentages). Relationships between multicultural personality traits
and conflict management styles were preliminarily evaluated using Pearson’s Correlations coefficient. Analyses of Variance (ANOVA)
was used to respond to research question one (RQ1) to examining potential differences, respectively, in multicultural personality traits
and conflict management styles scores according to gender, age, working seniority, and country of belonging. Multi-group confir-
matory factor analysis (MGCFA) was used to examine measurement invariance across country of belonging. Specifically, configural,
metric, and scalar invariance were assessed for both the MPQ-SF and the ROCI-II, potentially allowing meaningful comparison of the
mean scores across the countries (Little, 1997). Standard goodness-of-fit indices were as follows: Root Mean Square Error of
Approximation (RMSEA <.08), Comparative Fit Index (CFI >0.90), Tucker-Lewis Index (TLI >0.90), and Xz non-significant (p > .05)
(Cheung & Rensvold, 2002; Hu & Bentler, 1998). However, since the X2 value is deeply influenced by the sample size, and we did not
perform an a priori power analysis, we relied on RMSEA,CFI, and TLI values (Cheung & Rensvold, 2002). Afterward, a test for latent
mean comparisons allowing for partial invariance (i.e., parameters that were not equivalent across countries were allowed to vary) was
performed, so as to account for measurement error. Finally, Hypotheses (H1 and H2) regarding the relationships between multicultural
personality traits and conflict management styles were tested using Structural Equation Modeling (SEM) to account for measurement
error, including country of belonging as covariate in order to consider its potential influence on the structural relationships examined.

All analyses were carried out using the R software environment for statistical computing. MGCFA and SEM were performed using
the robust weighted least square (WLSMV) estimator through the lavaan R package (Rosseel, 2012).

Results
Preliminary analyses

As for the respondents’ characteristics, 29.4% (n = 173) were men and 70.6% (n = 416) were women. The majority of teachers
were more than 45 years old (Age Over 45 years: n = 291, 49.4%; Between 35 and 45 years: n = 144, 24.5%; Under 35 years: n = 154,
26.1%) and highly experienced (Working Seniority Over 10 years: n = 338, 57.4%; Between 5 and 10 years: n = 121, 20.5%; Under 5
years: n = 130, 22.1%). With respect to the country of belonging, 18.5% of the participants (n = 109) were from Austria, 19.7% (n =
116) from Belgium, 7.1% (n = 42) from Germany, 18.5% (n = 109) from Italy, and, finally, 36.2% (n = 213) were from Spain.

Pearson’s correlation coefficient are provided in Table 1. Data provided preliminary evidence endorsing the study hypotheses.

Differences in multicultural personality traits and in conflict management styles by country of belonging

Table 2 shows differences in Multicultural Personality traits and Conflict Management styles scores according to gender, age,
working seniority, and country of belonging. In particular, findings indicated that women reported higher levels of Cultural Empathy,
greater adoption of Integrating and lower adoption of Dominating style than male teachers. Older and more experienced teachers
reported higher levels of Flexibility, greater adoption of Integrating style, and lower adoption of the Dominating style than those
younger and less experienced. Significant differences according to country of belonging were also found. Therefore, overall findings
provided evidence responding to Research Question one (R1), indicating significant differences both in teachers’ multicultural

Table 1
Means, standard deviations (SD) and intercorrelations between multicultural personality traits and conflict management styles.
Mean SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
1 Cultural Empathy 4.15 0.55
2 Open-Mindedness 3.79 0.54 1
3 Social Initiative 3.78 0.58 51%* 1
4 Flexibility 2.76 0.67 16%* 16%* 1
5 Emotional Stability 3.26 0.61 .28%* .35%* .20%* 1
6 Integrating 4.12 0.56 46%* .28%* .08 A1 1
7 Obliging 3.38 0.51 24%* .09* -.04 -.10* A42%F 1
8 Dominating 2.52 0.71 -.07 -.03 - 17%* -.09% -.28%* -.02 1
9 Avoiding 2.80 0.74 -.03 - 15%* -.10% -.06 -.02 J12%% 15%* 1
10 Compromising 3.66 0.61 23%% 12%% -.03 .03 49%* .38 -.10* .10* 1

¥ p < 01, *p < .05.
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Table 2

Differences in multicultural personality traits and conflict management styles scores by gender, age, working seniority and country of belonging.

Multicultural Personality Traits

Conflict Management Styles

Cultural Open-Mindedness Social Flexibility Emotional Integrating Obliging Dominating Avoiding Compromising
Empathy Initiative Stability
M (£ SD) M (+SD) M (£ SD) M (£ SD) M (+SD) M (£ SD) M (+SD) M (+SD) M (+SD) M (£ SD)
Gender
Female 4.19 3.78 (£0.53) 3.81 (+0.58) 2.78 (£ 0.67) 3.26 (+0.61) 4.15(+0.54) 3.37 (+0.50) 2.48 (£ 0.70) 2.80 (+0.76) 3.68 (£ 0.59)
(+0.54)
Male 4.05 3.81(£0.55) 3.72 (£ 0.58) 2.73 (£ 0.69) 3.27 (£ 0.59) 4.04 (£ 0.60) 3.43(+0.54) 2.62 (£ 0.72) 2.80 (£ 0.69) 3.61 (£ 0.66)
(+0.57)
F 7.13* 0.31 2.68 0.81 0.05 4.67* 1.64 4.43* 0.00 1.89
Age
Under 35 4.22 (£ 0.47) 3.75(£0.47) 3.81 (£ 0.47) 2.47 (£0.62) 3.19 (£ 0.63) 3.99 (£ 0.57) 3.44 (£ 0.51) 2.60 (£ 0.65) 2.79 (£ 0.67) 3.74 (£ 0.63)
35-45 4.14 (£ 0.53) 3.82(£0.49) 3.79 (£ 0.49) 2.75(£0.62) 3.27 (+£0.57) 4.13 (£ 0.50) 3.37(+0.53) 2.61 (£0.72) 2.84 (+0.84) 3.66 (£ 0.61)
Over 45 4.11 ( £ 0.60) 3.80(£0.59) 3.77 (£ 0.59) 2.93 (£ 0.67) 3.30 (£ 0.61) 4.18 (£ 0.57) 3.36 (£ 0.50) 2.44 (£ 0.72) 2.79(+0.72) 3.62 (£ 0.60)
F 1.92 0.57 0.27 25.42"" 1.58 5.82% 1.11 4.27* 0.24 1.84
Working Seniority
Under 5 4.15 (£ 0.52) 3.71(£0.50) 3.76 (£ 0.60) 2.55(+0.58) 3.21(+0.58) 4.01 (£ 0.53) 3.47 (£ 0.46) 2.58 (£ 0.63) 2.78 (+£0.74) 3.73 (£ 0.59)
5-10 4.19 (£ 0.51) 3.84 (£ 0.46) 3.84 (£ 0.61) 2.76 (£ 0.76) 3.20 (£ 0.55) 4.08 (£ 0.56) 3.38 (£ 0.56) 2.57 (£ 0.72) 2.81 (+0.81) 3.66 (£ 0.64)
Over 10 4.13 (£ 0.58) 3.80(£0.57) 3.77 (£ 0.56) 2.85 (£ 0.66) 3.26 (+0.61) 4.18 (£ 0.56) 3.35(+0.51) 2.48 (£ 0.73) 2.80 (+0.71) 3.64 (£ 0.61)
F 0.43 2.00 0.75 9.12" 1.85 4.57* 2.72 1.36 0.04 1.19
Country of
belonging
Austria 4.25 (£ 0.45) 3.74 (£ 0.46) 3.84 (+0.57) 2.71(£0.62) 3.22 (+0.62) 4.09 (£ 0.55) 3.54 (+0.46) 2.59 (£ 0.67) 2.45(+0.67) 3.64 (£ 0.71)
Belgium 4.09 (£ 0.47) 3.66 (£ 0.46) 3.77 (£ 0.57) 2.40 (£ 0.63) 3.38 (£ 0.69) 3.90 (£0.51) 3.16 (£ 0.46) 2.56 (£ 0.66) 2.73(+0.61) 3.71 (£ 0.57)
Germany 4.10 ( £ 0.46) 3.72(£0.38) 3.82 (£ 0.62) 2.62 (£ 0.64) 3.23 (£ 0.43) 4.15 (£ 0.50) 3.58 (£ 0.47) 2.71 (£ 0.73) 3.13(+0.93) 3.76 ( £ 0.56)
Spain 4.08 (£ 0.65) 3.85(£0.62) 3.79 (£ 0.58) 2.83(+0.61) 3.17 (£ 0.57) 4.19 (£ 0.56) 3.41(+0.52) 2.49(£0.74) 2.85(+0.75) 3.66 (£ 0.53)
Italy 4.25 (£ 0.51) 3.90 (£0.52) 3.71(+0.59) 3.13(£0.68) 3.35(+0.61) 4.23 (£ 0.56) 3.35(+0.53) 2.41 (£ 0.70) 3.00 (+0.69) 3.60 (£ 0.71)
F 3.09% 3.88" 0.76 19.87" 3.10% 6.99™ 10.217 1.99 11.46" 0.71

**p <.01, *p < .05.
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Table 3

Latent mean comparison: differences in multicultural personality traits and conflict management styles scores by country of belonging.

Multicultural Personality Traits

Conflict Management Styles

Cultural Open- Social Flexibility Emotional p-value 32 Integrating Obliging Dominating Avoiding Compromising  p-value >
Empathy Mindedness Initiative Stability test test
M (£ SE) M (£ SE) M (£ SE) M (£ SE) M (+ SE) M (£ SE) M (£ SE) M (+ SE) M (+ SE) M (£ SE)
Country of
belonging
Austria 0 0 0 0 0 < 0.001 0 0 0 0 0 0.0012
Belgium -0.13 (£ -0.19 (£ 0.06)  -0.08 (0.08) 0.2(+ -0.09 ( £ 0.08) -0.16 (£ -0.48 (£ -0.01 (£ 0.00 (£ 0.00 ( £+ 0.04)
0.06) 0.10) 0.06) 0.10) 0.13) 0.04)
Germany -0.14 (+ -0.10( + 0.06) -0.02 (+ 0.01 (£ 0.09 (£ 0.11) 0.09 (£ -0.00 ( + 0.03 (£ 0.00 ( £ 0.00 ( £ 0.07)
0.08) 0.11) 0.13) 0.08) 0.12) 0.19) 0.09)
Spain -0.17 (£ 0.07 (£ 0.06) -0.02 (+ 0.36 (£ -0.07 (£ 0.07) 0.08 (£ -0.14 (£ -0.16 (£ 0.00 (£ 0.00 ( £ 0.03)
0.06) 0.07) 0.09) 0.06) 0.07) 0.12) 0.03)
Italy -0.04 (+ 0.09 (£ 0.07) 0.09 (£ 0.80 (£ 0.09 ( £ 0.08) 0.10 (£ -0.09 (+ -0.40 (£ 0.00 (£ 0.00 ( £ 0.05)
0.05) 0.08) 0.12) 0.07) 0.09) 0.14) 0.04)

Notes. M, Mean score; SE, Standard Error.
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personality and in styles adopted for handling conflicts by socio-demographic characteristics.

However, with respect to findings by country of belonging, findings indicated significant differences in nearly all Multicultural
Personality traits (except for Social Initiative) and Conflict Management styles mean scores (except for Dominating and Compromising
styles), suggesting the necessity to further investigate the potential influence of country of belonging before the main analyses are
conducted. Accordingly, multi-group confirmatory factor analysis (MGCFA) was used to examine measurement invariance for the
MPQ-SF and the ROCI-II by country of belonging (Supplementary Table 2). In terms of the MPQ-SF, findings did not provide support
for metric and scalar invariance. We then established partial metric and scalar invariance by releasing some constrained parameters
(loadings and intercepts). Modification index was used to identify which item loadings and item intercepts were non-invariant. Most of
the loadings and the intercepts that were not equivalent across countries and, therefore, were allowed to vary, corresponded to the
items related to Social Initiative and to Emotional Stability scales. The fit for the final model for the MPQ-SF was, therefore, acceptable:
RMSEA = 0.07; CFI = 0.90; TLI = 0.90. Considering the ROCI-II, only metric invariance was established. Consequently, we established
partial scalar invariance by releasing some constrained parameters (i.e., intercepts). Most of the intercepts that were allowed to vary
correspond to the items related to Avoiding and to Compromising scales. The fit for the final model for the ROCI-II was satisfactory:
RMSEA = 0.05; CFI = 0.94; TLI = 0.94. Afterward, comparison of latent means for the MPQ-SF and the ROCI-II was carried out
(Table 3), which confirmed the significant differences in multicultural personality traits (X2 A (Df)= 45(20); p < .001) and conflict
management styles (X2 A (D) = 63(20); p = .0012) across the five countries.

Relationships between multicultural personality traits and conflict management styles

Table 4 displays findings from SEM analyses exploring the relationships between Multicultural Personality traits and Conflict
Management styles constructs, adjusting for country of belonging. Findings indicates that Open-Mindedness was significantly asso-
ciated with higher levels of Integrating style ( = 0.41, p < .01) - partially endorsing H1 - as well as with higher levels of Obliging style
(= 0.45, p < .01). Moreover, Social Initiative (f = —0.26, p < .05) and Flexibility (# = —0.12, p < .05) were significantly associated
with lower levels of Avoiding, and both Cultural Empathy (8 = —0.62, p < .001) and Flexibility (f = —0.21, p < .001) were also
significantly associated with lower levels of Dominating style, partially supporting H2. In addition, Emotional Stability was signifi-
cantly associated with lower levels of Obliging style ( = —0.20, p < .01). No significant associations between Multicultural Personality
traits and Compromising style were found.

Discussion

Responding to the widespread need to support teachers in the achievement of gold standards in classroom management within the
contemporary multicultural school context (European Commission EC, 2017, 2020), the present study aimed to investigate the as-
sociations between teachers’ multicultural personality traits and conflict management styles.

Firstly, referring to research question one (R1), differences in multicultural personality traits and conflict management styles scores
according to gender, age, working-seniority and country of belonging were found. In particular, with respect to gender, in line with a
previous study demonstrating higher levels of emotional intelligence in female teachers (Valente et al., 2019), findings indicated that
women reported higher levels of Cultural Empathy compared to their male colleagues. Moreover, according to the research in the field
of conflict management (Khalid, Fatima, & Khan, 2015; Rahim, 2001), female teachers were also more likely to adopt Integrating and
less likely to adopt the Dominating style.

With respect to age and working seniority, older and more experienced teachers reported higher levels of Flexibility, were more
likely to adopt the Integrating style, and less likely to adopt the Dominating style. From this perspective, in line with research finding
that length of experience may represent a resource for teachers (Morris-Rothschild & Brassard, 2006), these results could be linked to
the idea that teaching may enhance their actual ability and self-confidence to adapt to challenging situations. Therefore, they would be
expected to opt for more enriching and less controlling strategies to deal with conflicts.

Furthermore, country specificities were also found, and they could reflect teachers’ individual and cultural differences, as well as
the specificities of the national and European educational contexts (European Commission EC, 2013; Polat & Ogay Barka, 2014; Rahim

Table 4
Relationships between multicultural personality traits and conflict management styles: path coefficients.

Conflict Management Styles

Integrating Obliging Dominating Avoiding Compromising

Estimate SE Estimate SE Estimate SE Estimate SE Estimate SE
Multicultural Personality traits
Cultural Empathy .24 12 .19 .14 -.62% % .18 -.23 17 17 .14.
Open-Mindedness 417 .14 45%* .17 .29 .19 .32 .19 31 .18.
Social Initiative -.02 .08 -.06 .09 15 .10 -.26% 11 -.08 .10
Flexibility .02 .03 -.02 .04 -2 %k .05 -12% .05 -.01 .04
Emotional Stability -.04 .05 -.20%* .07 -.08 .07 .03 .07 -.04 .07

Notes. SE, Standard Error. Adjusted for Country of Belonging.
*% p < .001. ** p < .01. * p < .05.
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etal., 2002; Van Oudenhoven & Van der Zee, 2002). For example, Italy and Spain only recently were converted into immigrant nations
(OECD, 2016; Sanguilinda, di Belgiojoso, Ferrer, Rimoldi, & Blangiardo, 2017), and, accordingly, they report lower percentages of
immigrant students from both the first and the second generation. Therefore, teachers working within these countries express great
concerns about their competence to deal with multicultural/multi-languages classes (OECD, 2018). This may partly explain our
findings on the greater adoption of the integrating style and the lower adoption of the dominating style by teachers from Italy and
Spain. Indeed, these results could suggest teachers’ need to spend more time and effort in carefully analyzing intercultural conflicts.
Conversely, countries with long immigration history, namely Austria and Belgium, and, even more, Germany, are characterized by a
significantly higher percentage of students from different cultural backgrounds. Germany, in particular, reports almost the highest
percentage of immigrant students from the second generation worldwide (OECD, 2016). This could partly explain our findings on
German teachers reporting higher scores in nearly all the conflict management styles (i.e., multi-strategic approach to conflict) as an
expression of a more consolidated routine in handling cultural differences within the class. Nonetheless, these findings should be
interpreted with caution in order to avoid stereotyping. Indeed, although research has underlined common characteristics within any
country, as well as specific features across western and eastern cultures (e.g., individualistic and collectivistic values), people within
the same country may significantly differ in their individual characteristics, beliefs and practices (Al-Issa, 2005).

From this perspective, the primary aim of the present study was to explore the associations between teachers’ multicultural per-
sonality traits and conflict management styles. In line with previous research (Ahmed, Nawaz, Shaukat, & Usman, 2010; Antonioni,
1998; Euwema & Van Emmerik, 2007; Khalid, Fatima, & Khan, 2015; Moberg, 2001; Tehrani & Yamini, 2020; Yu & Chen, 2008),
findings provided original evidence supporting significant relationships between teachers’ multicultural personality traits and conflict
management styles. In particular, findings has highlighted that teachers possessing higher levels of Open-Mindedness showed greater
adoption of the Integrating styles (endorsing H1), as well as of the Obliging styles. These results are consistent with previous research
finding significant associations between Openness and the Integrating style (Ahmed, Nawaz, Shaukat, & Usman, 2010; Antonioni,
1998; Khalid, Fatima, & Khan, 2015). These findings suggest that teachers’ ability and propensity to understand diverse cultural
perspectives and to maintain a critical and non-judgmental attitude may lead to a "mediating approach" adopted by teachers when
dealing with conflicts occurring within the class. This negotiation approach, which is characterized by the prevalent recourse to
integrating, obliging, and compromising styles (Zurlo et al., 2020), may represent the expression of teachers’ high interest in students’
needs and perspectives, high engagement in the educational relationship, and high willingness to stimulate discussion, exchange of
ideas and inclusion. Therefore, this approach requires careful consideration when defining tailored interventions for supporting
teachers in engaging in culturally qualified educational practices (Al-Issa, 2005).

However, findings have also suggested that teachers who, instead, possess lower levels of Cultural Empathy and Flexibility showed
higher adoption of the Dominating style. From this perspective, we need to consider the undeniable necessity for teachers to also recur
~whenever there are minor disruptions during classes and learning objectives should be maintained - to more directing and
authoritarian strategies (e.g., by using verbal reprimands, giving demerits) (Dogan, 2016). Nonetheless, this approach may be not
adequate to deal with intercultural conflicts, which do need to be faced to prevent students’ feelings of not being understood and to
avoid the escalation of the conflict (Al-Issa, 2005).

In the same direction, teachers possessing lower levels of Social Initiative and Flexibility showed higher adoption of the Avoiding
style. These results were in line with the study conducted by Antonioni (1998) finding negative relationships between the Avoiding
style and personality characteristics such as Extroversion, Openness, and Conscientiousness. Accordingly, findings indicated that
teachers’ lower propensity to be cooperative and on the front lines in actively proposing inclusive practices may also result in their
higher likelihood to avoid facing intercultural conflicts. These findings should be carefully considered given the significant risks
related to the underestimation of multicultural issues within the school context, in terms of widespread perceived social segregation,
exclusion, and inequities by students and their families (Malone & Ishmail, 2020).

Finally, teachers possessing lower levels of Emotional Stability showed higher adoption of the Obliging style. This result is in
contrast with the study conducted by Khalid, Fatima, & Khan, 2015, which has highlighted that individuals high on neuroticism are
less likely to oblige. Notwithstanding, this finding can be understood by considering the situation-specificity of conflict management
styles (Rahim, 2001). From this perspective, the adoption of the Obliging style is characterized by the attempts to reduce the dif-
ferences by self-sacrificing own concerns to satisfy those concerns of the other party, so reaching a lose (teacher) — win (student)
conflict resolution (Rahim, 2001). Although the adoption of this strategy can be appropriate when people believe that safeguarding the
relationship and the harmony is central and it would bring benefits in future (Hammer, 2005; Tehrani & Yamini, 2020; Ting-Toomey
et al., 2000; Yu & Chen, 2008), this style is more likely to be used by subordinates, rather than by people in charge of managing and
leading (as the teachers are) (Rahim, 2001). Accordingly, these findings indicated that teachers possessing a lower tendency to regulate
emotions during the negotiation process could be at higher risk to sacrifice their role as in charge of classroom management by ac-
commodating students’ wishes and perspectives. This can be particularly true in such cases in which teachers can feel overwhelmed
and under pressure (Zurlo, Pes, & Capasso, 2016; Zurlo et al., 2020). Indeed, they would be expected to be more likely to accommodate
rather than trying to reach a more satisfactory — but also effortful — solution.

Practical implications

Findings could have several practical implications for the support of school professionals (teachers, educators, school psychologists,
and school leaders). In particular, these results could be used to prone the reflection upon the possibility to develop and promote more
tailored evidence-based individual and organizational interventions as well as multicultural training courses disseminated within the

European school context (Dell’Aquila, Vallone, Zurlo, & Marocco, 2020; Marocco et al., 2019; Vallone, Dell’Aquila, Zurlo, & Marocco,
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2019; Vallone, Dell’Aquila, Zurlo, & Marocco, 2020). Indeed, the study offered an evidence-based contribution to developing in-
terventions fostering teachers’ awareness of the negotiation paths used to handle intercultural conflicts with/among students. The
study findings may foster teachers’ awareness of the multicultural personality characteristics that may potentially influence their own
ways to act and adjust to the multicultural school context, successfully dealing with students from different cultural backgrounds.

From this perspective, although multicultural personality traits being less amenable to rapid changes and modifications, the
development of tailored interventions and training courses could be targeted on the possibility to trigger and stimulate teachers’
reflection and awareness processes. These interventions will be focused on how individual characteristics (i.e., multicultural per-
sonality traits) and situational characteristics (i.e. the specific intercultural conflict that occurred) interact with each other so as to
significantly influence the individual strategies teachers would use to handle and regulate intercultural conflicts. From this
perspective, interventions need to target the development/enhancement of teachers’ competencies in 1. the careful assessment of the
intercultural conflict that occurred within the class; and 2. the reflection upon their own personality characteristics (both multicultural
personality traits and conflict management styles) which may prone or, conversely, represent a hindrance to face it. Indeed, in-
terventions could also consider the possibility to effectively support teachers in achieving a greater understanding of negotiation
processes. This may help teachers in the selection of the best moment-to-moment solution (Zurlo et al., 2020) to deal with intercultural
conflicts.

Furthermore, interventions should also address the significant differences, that has emerged in the present study, with respect to
multicultural personality traits and intercultural conflict management styles scores across socio-demographic characteristics. For
example, it could be considered that men, younger and less experienced teachers may require further support in the development/
enhancement of intercultural skills and competencies, and this may be also achieved, at the school levels, by fostering peer-to-peer
mentoring programs.

Limitations and future research directions

Firstly, one limitation pertains to the cross-sectional design of the study, which prevents drawing any conclusions about the causal
relationship between our variables. However, we can propose significant and original evidence on the associations between multi-
cultural personality traits and conflict management styles among teachers. Secondly, the study relies on participants’ self-reports;
therefore, findings could be affected by the risk of social desirability bias. Thirdly, the administering of the questionnaire was on-
line, potentially limiting the enrollment of teachers without Internet access. However, given the target population of teachers
(increasingly accustomed to using ICTs), we consider this limitation could have influenced our results to a little extent. Otherwise, as
the participation was on a voluntary basis, another limitation might be that teachers who were more willing and interested in
achieving culturally responsive strategies for enhancing their classroom management strategies were more likely to participate in the
study, while those with highly negative views of school experiences and less open to diversity might be underrepresented within the
study sample. Finally, the study was carried out targeting teachers’ individual characteristics only, and, although teachers were asked
to remember intercultural conflicts experienced within classes (with and between students), it has not been deepened the features of
the specific intercultural conflicts that have occurred. Also, although teachers participating in the study were involved in the ACCORD
project, which provides an open online multicultural training course (including learning materials and lessons on intercultural and
interethnic conflicts in the school context), we cannot accurately know the specific situation the participants had in mind when
completing the survey. Future studies could also explore the characteristics of the specific conflict that has occurred (e.g., commu-
nicative misunderstanding; incompatible goals and needs; value conflict about religion, ideologies and politics).

Author Note

We have no known potential conflict of interest to disclose.

Acknowledgements

This research has been supported by the Education, Audiovisual and Culture Executive Agency (EACEA), project ACCORD
(580362-EPP-1-2016-1-IT-EPPKA3-IPI-SCO-IN) from the Erasmus-+. This publication reflects the views only of the author, and the
Commission cannot be held responsible for any use which may be made of the information contained therein.

Appendix A. Supporting information

Supplementary data associated with this article can be found in the online version at doi:10.1016/j.ijintrel.2022.01.006.

References

Adler, J. E. (2005). Cross-cultural education, open-mindedness, and time. LEWI Working Paper Series.
Ahmed, 1., Nawaz, M. M., Shaukat, M. Z., & Usman, A. (2010). Personality does affect conflict handling style: Study of future managers. International Journal of Trade,
Economics and Finance, 1(3), 268-270. https://doi.org/10.7763/1JTEF.2010.V1.48

61


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijintrel.2022.01.006?_ga=2.33372919.899748964.1642508907-133723911.1642508907
https://doi.org/10.7763/IJTEF.2010.V1.48

F. Vallone et al. International Journal of Intercultural Relations 87 (2022) 51-64

Ali, A., Van der Zee, K., & Sanders, G. (2003). Determinants of intercultural adjustment among expatriate spouses. International Journal of Intercultural Relations, 27(5),
563-580. https://doi.org/10.1016/50147-1767(03)00054-3

Alismail, H. A. (2016). Multicultural education: Teachers’ perceptions and preparation. Journal of Education and Practice, 7(11), 139-146.

Al-Issa, A. (2005). When the west teaches the east: Analyzing intercultural conflict in the classroom. Intercultural Communication Studies, 14(4), 149-168.

Antonioni, D. (1998). Relationship between the big five personality factors and conflict management styles. International Journal of Conflict Management, 9(4),
336-355. https://doi.org/10.1108/eb022814

Aratjo, R. D. C., Bobowik, M., Vilar, R, Liu, J. H., Gil de Zuniga, H., Kus-Harbord, L., ... Gouveia, V. V. (2020). Human values and ideological beliefs as predictors of
attitudes toward immigrants across 20 countries: The country-level moderating role of threat. European Journal of Social Psychology, 50(3), 534-546. https://doi.
org/10.1002/ejsp.2635

Ben-Peretz, M. (2001). The impossible role of teacher educators in a changing world. Journal of Teacher Education, 52(1), 48-56. https://doi.org/10.1177/
0022487101052001005

Bilsky, W., & Wiilker, A. (2000). Konfliktstile: Adapatation und Erprobung des Rahim Organizational Conflict Inventory (ROCI-II) [Conflict styles: Adaptation and empirical
test of the Rahim Organizational Conflict Inventory (ROCI-II)]. Miinster, Germany: Westfalische WilhelmsUniversitat, Fachbereich 07.

Blackburn, C. H., Martin, B. N., & Hutchinson, S. (2006). The role of gender and how it relates to conflict management style and school culture. Journal of Women in
Educational Leadership, 4(4), 243-252. (http://digitalcommons.unl.edu/jwel/204).

Bowles, T. (2009). A comparison of two measures of communication and the communication style of university students. E-Journal of Applied Psychology, 5(1), 53-66.

Bristol, L. (2015). Leading-for-inclusion: Transforming action through teacher talk. International Journal of Inclusive Education, 19(8), 802-820. https://doi.org/
10.1080/13603116.2014.971078

Brummett, B. R., Wade, J. C., Ponterotto, J. G., Thombs, B., & Lewis, C. (2007). Psychosocial well-being and a multicultural personality disposition. Journal of
Counseling & Development, 85(1), 73-81. https://doi.org/10.1002/j.1556-6678.2007.tb00446.x

Burnell, B. A., & Schnackenberg, H. (2015). The ethics of cultural competence in higher education. CRC Press.

Cheung, G. W., & Rensvold, R. B. (2002). Evaluating goodness-of-fit indexes for testing measurement invariance. Structural Equation Modeling, 9(2), 233-255. https://
doi.org/10.1207/S15328007SEM0902_5

Cingo6z-Uly, B., & Lalonde, R. N. (2007). The role of culture and relational context in interpersonal conflict: Do Turks and Canadians use different conflict management
strategies? International Journal of Intercultural Relations, 31(4), 443-458. https://doi.org/10.1016/].ijintrel.2006.12.001

Claessens, L. C., van Tartwijk, J., van der Want, A. C., Pennings, H. J. M., Verloop, N., den Brok, P. J., & Wubbels, T. (2017). Positive teacher-student relationships go
beyond the classroom, problematic ones stay inside. The Journal of Educational Research, 110(5), 478-493. https://doi.org/10.1080/00220671.2015.1129595

Cooper, C. R., Jackson, J. F., Azmitia, M., & Lopez, E. M. (1998). Multiple selves, multiple worlds: Three useful strategies for research with ethnic minority youth on
identity, relationships, and opportunity structures. In V. C. McLoyd, & L. Steinberg (Eds.), Studying minority adolescents: Conceptual, methodological, and theoretical
issues (pp. 111-125). Lawrence Erlbaum Associates.

Cruz, B. C., & Patterson, J. (2005). Cross-cultural simulations in teacher education: Developing empathy and understanding. Multicultural Perspectives, 7(2), 40-47.
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15327892mcp0702_7

Deardoff, D. (Ed.). (2009). The Sage handbook of intercultural communication. Sage Publishing.

Delgado, R., & Stefancic, J. (2001). Critical race theory: an introduction. NYU Press.

Dell’Aquila, E., Vallone, F., Zurlo, M. C., & Marocco, D. (2020). Creating digital environments for interethnic conflict management. In E. Popescu, A. Belén Gil, L.
Lancia, L. Simona Sica, A. Mavroudi (Eds.), Methodologies and intelligent systems for technology enhanced learning, 9th international conference, workshops. MIS4TEL
2019. Advances in intelligent systems and computing (pp. 81-88). Springer, Cham.

Dogan, S. (2016). Conflicts management model in school: A mixed design study. Journal of Education and Learning, 5(2), 200-219. https://doi.org/10.5539/jel.
v5n2p200

Dong, Q., Day, K. D., & Collaco, C. M. (2008). Overcoming ethnocentrism through developing intercultural communication sensitivity and multiculturalism. Human
Communication, 11(1), 27-38.

Earley, P. C., & Ang, S. (2003). Cultural intelligence: Individual interactions across cultures. Stanford University Press.

European Commission [EC]. (2013). Supporting teacher competence development for better learning outcomes. Report July 2013. (http://ec.europa.eu/assets/eac/
education/experts-groups/2011-2013/teacher/teachercomp_en.pdf).

European Commission [EC]. (2016). Study on the Diversity within the Teaching Profession with Particular Focus on Migrant and/or Minority Background Final
Report to DG Education and Culture of the European Commission http://ec.europa.eu/dgs/education_culture/repository/education/library/study/2016/tea
cher-diversity_en.pdf.

European Commission [EC]. (2017). Preparing teachers for diversity. The role of initial teacher education: Final report - Study. Executive Summary of the Final Report
to DG Education, Youth, Sport and Culture of the European Commission. (https://publications.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/
ee99b607-1db0-11e7-aeb3-01aa75ed71al/language-en).

European Commission [EC]. (2020). Action plan on Integration and Inclusion 2021-2027. (https://ec.europa.eu/home-affairs/sites/homeaffairs/files/pdf/action_
plan_on_integration_and_inclusion_2021-2027.pdf).

Euwema, M. C., & Van Emmerik, I. H. (2007). Intercultural competencies and conglomerated conflict behaviors in intercultural conflicts. International Journal of
Intercultural Relations, 31(4), 427-441. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijintrel.2006.11.001

Evans, D. R., Hearn, M. T., Uhlemann, M. R., & Ivey, A. E. (2019). How to work with diversity. In A. M. Nickson, M. A. Carter, & A. P. Francis (Eds.), Supervision and
professional development in social work practice (pp. 120-139). Sage Publications Pvt. Limited.

Exp6sito, J., Olmedo, E., Pegalajar, M., & Tomé, M. (2014). Pseudo-conflicts in intercultural ESO (Mandatory Secondary Education) classroom from the point of view
of students and teachers. Procedia-Social and Behavioral Sciences, 132, 100-106. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2014.04.284

Gayle, B. M., Preiss, R. W., & Allen, M. (1994). Gender differences and the use of conflict strategies. In L. H. Turner, & H. M. Sterk (Eds.), Differences that make a
difference: Examining the assumptions in gender research (pp. 13-26). Bergin & Garvey.

Gongalves, G., Reis, M., Sousa, C., Santos, J., Orgambidez-Ramos, A., & Scott, P. (2016). Cultural intelligence and conflict management styles. International Journal of
Organizational Analysis, 24(4), 725-742. https://doi.org/10.1108/1JOA-10-2015-0923

Hammer, M. R. (2005). The Intercultural Conflict Style Inventory: A conceptual framework and measure of intercultural conflict resolution approaches. International
Journal of Intercultural Relations, 29(6), 675-695. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijintrel.2005.08.010

Han, J., & Han, Y. (2019). Cultural concepts as powerful theoretical tools: Chinese teachers’ perceptions of their relationship with students in a cross-cultural context.
International Journal for the Scholarship of Teaching and Learning, 13(1), 8. https://doi.org/10.20429/ijsotl.2019.130108

Hare, W. (2003). The ideal of open-mindedness and its place in education. Journal of Thought, 38(2), 3-10.

Hofhuis, J., Jongerling, J., Van der Zee, K., & Jansz, J. (2020). Validation of the Multicultural Personality Questionnaire Short Form (MPQ-SF) for use in the context of
international education. PLoS ONE, 15(12), Article e0244425.. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0244425

Hofstede, G. (1986). Cultural differences in teaching and learning. International Journal of Intercultural Relations, 10(3), 301-320. https://doi.org/10.1016/0147-1767
(86)90015-5

Holt, J. L., & DeVore, C. J. (2005). Culture, gender, organizational role, and styles of conflict resolution: A meta-analysis. International Journal of Intercultural Relations,
29(2), 165-196.

Hu, L. T., & Bentler, P. M. (1998). Fit indices in covariance structure modeling: Sensitivity to underparameterized model misspecification. Psychological Methods, 3(4),
424-453. https://doi.org/10.1037/1082-989X.3.4.424

Jackson, R., & O’Grady, K. (2019). The religious and worldview dimension of intercultural education: The Council of Europe’s contribution. Intercultural Education, 30
(3), 247-259. https://doi.org/10.1080/14675986.2018.1539306

Jeong, H. W. (2009). Conflict management and resolution: An introduction. Routledge.

62


https://doi.org/10.1016/S0147-1767(03)00054-3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref4
https://doi.org/10.1108/eb022814
https://doi.org/10.1002/ejsp.2635
https://doi.org/10.1002/ejsp.2635
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022487101052001005
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022487101052001005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref8
http://digitalcommons.unl.edu/jwel/204
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref10
https://doi.org/10.1080/13603116.2014.971078
https://doi.org/10.1080/13603116.2014.971078
https://doi.org/10.1002/j.1556-6678.2007.tb00446.x
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref13
https://doi.org/10.1207/S15328007SEM0902_5
https://doi.org/10.1207/S15328007SEM0902_5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijintrel.2006.12.001
https://doi.org/10.1080/00220671.2015.1129595
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref17
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15327892mcp0702_7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref20
https://doi.org/10.5539/jel.v5n2p200
https://doi.org/10.5539/jel.v5n2p200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref23
http://ec.europa.eu/assets/eac/education/experts-groups/2011-2013/teacher/teachercomp_en.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/assets/eac/education/experts-groups/2011-2013/teacher/teachercomp_en.pdf
https://publications.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/ee99b607-1db0-11e7-aeb3-01aa75ed71a1/language-en
https://publications.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/ee99b607-1db0-11e7-aeb3-01aa75ed71a1/language-en
https://ec.europa.eu/home-affairs/sites/homeaffairs/files/pdf/action_plan_on_integration_and_inclusion_2021-2027.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/home-affairs/sites/homeaffairs/files/pdf/action_plan_on_integration_and_inclusion_2021-2027.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijintrel.2006.11.001
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref25
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2014.04.284
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref27
https://doi.org/10.1108/IJOA-10-2015-0923
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijintrel.2005.08.010
https://doi.org/10.20429/ijsotl.2019.130108
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref31
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0244425
https://doi.org/10.1016/0147-1767(86)90015-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/0147-1767(86)90015-5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref34
https://doi.org/10.1037/1082-989X.3.4.424
https://doi.org/10.1080/14675986.2018.1539306
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref37

F. Vallone et al. International Journal of Intercultural Relations 87 (2022) 51-64

Jurtikova, M. (2013). Conflicts between students as interculturally incompetent behavior. Procedia-Social and Behavioral Sciences, 106, 696-704. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.sbspro.2013.12.080

Keengwe, J. (2010). Fostering cross cultural competence in preservice teachers through multicultural education experiences. Early Childhood Education Journal, 38(3),
197-204. https://doi.org/10.1007/5s10643-010-0401-5

Khalid, S., Fatima, I., & Khan, W. (2015). Personality traits and conflict management in bankers. Journal of Behavioural Sciences, 25(2), 165-182.

Koc, E. (2010). Services and conflict management: Cultural and European integration perspectives. International Journal of Intercultural Relations, 34(1), 88-96.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijintrel.2009.08.003

Kunemund, R. L., Nemer McCullough, S., Williams, C. D., Miller, C. C., Sutherland, K. S., Conroy, M. A., & Granger, K. (2020). The mediating role of teacher self-
efficacy in the relation between teacher—child race mismatch and conflict. Psychology in the Schools, 57, 1757-1770. https://doi.org/10.1002/pits.22419

Le Roux, J. (2001). Effective schooling is being culturally responsive. Intercultural Education, 12(1), 41-50. https://doi.org/10.1080/14675980120033957

Leone, L., Van der Zee, K. 1., van Oudenhoven, J. P., Perugini, M., & Ercolani, A. P. (2005). The cross-cultural generalizability and validity of the Multicultural
Personality Questionnaire. Personality and Individual Differences, 38(6), 1449-1462. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2004.09.010

Leong, C. H. (2007). Predictive validity of the Multicultural Personality Questionnaire: A longitudinal study on the socio-psychological adaptation of Asian
undergraduates who took part in a study-abroad program. International Journal of Intercultural Relations, 31(5), 545-559. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
ijintrel.2007.01.004

Little, T. D. (1997). Mean and covariance structures (MACS) analyses of cross-cultural data: Practical and theoretical issues. Multivariate Behavioral Research, 32(1),
53-76.

Lockyer, S., & Pickering, M. (2005). Beyond a joke: The limits of humour. London: Palgrave-Macmillan.

Loode, S. (2011). Navigating the unchartered waters of cross-cultural conflict resolution education. Conflict Resolution Quarterly, 29(1), 65-84. https://doi.org/
10.1002/¢rq.21037

Lulle, A., & King, R. (2016). Research on migration: Facing realities and maximising opportunities: A policy review. Publications Office of the European Union.

Majer, V. (1995). ROCI. Rahim Organizational Conflict Inventories. Manuale e adattamento italiano [ROCI Italian manual and adaptation]. Florence, IT: O.S.

Malone, C. M., & Ishmail, K. Z. (2020). A snapshot of multicultural training in school psychology. Psychology in the Schools, 57(7), 1022-1039. https://doi.org/
10.1002/pits.22392

Marocco, D., Dell’Aquila, E., Zurlo, M. C., Vallone, F., Barajas, M., Frossard, F., ... Mazzucato, A. (2019). Attain cultural integration through teachers’ COnflict
resolution skills development: the ACCORD project. Qwerty - Open and Interdisciplinary Journal of Technology, Culture and Education, 14(2), 11-30. https://doi.org/
10.30557/QW000015

Marocco, D., Dell’Aquila, E., Vallone, F., & Zurlo, M. C. (Eds.). (2020). ACCORD attain cultural integration trough COnflict resolution skill development.
ISBN.978889451760 (EPUB).

McAllister, G., & Irvine, J. J. (2002). The role of empathy in teaching culturally diverse students: A qualitative study of teachers’ beliefs. Journal of Teacher Education,
53(5), 433-443. https://doi.org/10.1177,/002248702237397

Moberg, P. J. (2001). Linking conflict strategy to the five-factor model: Theoretical and empirical foundations. International Journal of Conflict Management, 12(1),
47-68. https://doi.org/10.1108/eb022849

Morris-Rothschild, B. K., & Brassard, M. R. (2006). Teachers’ conflict management styles: The role of attachment styles and classroom management efficacy. Journal of
School Psychology, 44(2), 105-121. https://doi.org/10.1016/].jsp.2006.01.004

Munduate, L., Ganaza, J., & Alcaide, M. (1993). Estilos de gestion del conflicto interpersonal en las organizaciones [Interpersonal conflict management styles in
organizations]. Revista de Psicologia Social, 8(1), 47-68. https://doi.org/10.1080/02134748.1993.10821669

OECD. (2014). Education at a glance: OECD indicators. OECD Publishing.

OECD. (2016). PISA 2015 results (Volume I). Excellence and equity in education. OECD Publishing.

OECD. (2018). TALIS - The OECD Teaching and Learning International Survey. (https://www.oecd.org/education/talis/) (Accessed 28 June 2021).

Oring, E. (2003). Engaging humor. University of Illinois Press.

Peltokorpi, V. (2008). Cross-cultural adjustment of expatriates in Japan. The International Journal of Human Resource Management, 19(9), 1588-1606. https://doi.org/
10.1080/09585190802294903

Penuel, W. R., Riel, M., Krause, A., & Frank, K. A. (2009). Analyzing teachers’ professional interactions in a school as social capital: A social network approach.
Teachers College Record, 111(1), 124-163.

Polat, S., & Ogay Barka, T. (2014). Preservice teachers’ intercultural competence: A comparative study of teachers in Switzerland and Turkey. Eurasian Journal of
Educational Research, 54, 19-38.

Ponterotto, J. G. (2008). Theoretical and empirical advances in multicultural counseling and psychology. In S. D. Brown, & R. W. Lent (Eds.), Handbook of counseling
psychology (pp. 121-140). John Wiley & Sons, Inc.

Rahim, A., Psenicka, C., Polychroniou, P., Zhao, J. H., Yu, C. S., Chan, A. K., ... van Wyk, R. (2002). A model of emotional intelligence and conflict management
strategies: A study in seven countries. The International Journal of Organizational Analysis, 10(4), 302-326. https://doi.org/10.1108/eb028955

Rahim, M. A. (1983a). A measure of styles of handling interpersonal conflict. Academy of Management Journal, 26(2), 368-376. https://doi.org/10.5465/255985

Rahim, M. A. (1983b). Measurement of organizational conflict. The Journal of General Psychology, 109(2), 189-199. https://doi.org/10.1080/
00221309.1983.10736085

Rahim, M. A. (2001). Managing conflict in organizations. Quorum Books.

Rahim, M. A., Antonioni, D., & Psenicka, C. (2001). A structural equations model of leader power, subordinates’ styles of handling conflict, and job performance.
International Journal of Conflict Management, 12(3), 191-211. https://doi.org/10.1108/eb022855

Rahim, M. A., & Bonoma, T. V. (1979). Managing organizational conflict: A model for diagnosis and intervention. Psychological Reports, 44(3_suppl), 1323-1344.
https://doi.org/10.2466/pr0.1979.44.3¢.1323

Rahim, M. A., & Magner, N. R. (1995). Confirmatory factor analysis of the styles of handling interpersonal conflict: First-order factor model and its invariance across
groups. Journal of Applied Psychology, 80(1), 122-132. https://doi.org/10.1037,/0021-9010.80.1.122

Rosseel, Y. (2012). Lavaan: An R package for structural equation modeling. Journal of Statistical Software, 48, 1-36. https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v048.102

Rychly, L., & Graves, E. (2012). Teacher characteristics for culturally responsive pedagogy. Multicultural Perspectives, 14(1), 44-49. https://doi.org/10.1080/
15210960.2012.646853

Sanguilinda, I. S., di Belgiojoso, E. B., Ferrer, A. G., Rimoldi, S. M. L., & Blangiardo, G. C. (2017). Surveying immigrants in Southern Europe: Spanish and Italian
strategies in comparative perspective. Comparative Migration Studies, 5(1), 1-18. https://doi.org/10.1186/s40878-017-0060-4

Stevens, P. A., & Dworkin, A. G. (Eds.). (2019). The Palgrave handbook of race and ethnic inequalities in education. Palgrave Macmillan.

Sue, D. W., Capodilupo, C. M., Torino, G. C., Bucceri, J. M., Holder, A. M. B, Nadal, K. L., & Esquilin, M. (2007). Racial microaggressions in everyday life: Implications
for clinical practice. American Psychologist, 62(4), 271-286. https://doi.org/10.1037/0003-066X.62.4.271

Tehrani, H. D., & Yamini, S. (2020). Personality traits and conflict resolution styles: A meta-analysis. Personality and Individual Differences, 157, Article 109794.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2019.109794

Ting-Toomey, S., Yee-Jung, K. K., Shapiro, R. B., Garcia, W., Wright, T. J., & Oetzel, J. G. (2000). Ethnic/cultural identity salience and conflict styles in four US ethnic
groups. International Journal of Intercultural Relations, 24(1), 47-81. https://doi.org/10.1016/50147-1767(99)00023-1

Tsang, K. K. (2011). Emotional labor of teaching. Educational Research, 2(8), 1312-1316.

Valente, S., Monteiro, A. P., & Lourenco, A. A. (2019). The relationship between teachers’ emotional intelligence and classroom discipline management. Psychology in
the Schools, 56(5), 741-750. https://doi.org/10.1002/pits.22218

Vallone, F., Dell’Aquila, E., Zurlo, M. C., & Marocco, D. (2019). Design methods for training teachers in conflict management within multi-ethnic and multicultural
classes: a pro-posed psychological framework. In O. Miglino & M. Ponticorvo (Eds.), Proceedings of the first symposium on psychology-based technologies co-located
with XXXII National Congress of Italian Association of Psychology - Development and Education section (AIP 2019). CEUR workshop proceedings.

63


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2013.12.080
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2013.12.080
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10643-010-0401-5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref40
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijintrel.2009.08.003
https://doi.org/10.1002/pits.22419
https://doi.org/10.1080/14675980120033957
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2004.09.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijintrel.2007.01.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijintrel.2007.01.004
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref47
https://doi.org/10.1002/crq.21037
https://doi.org/10.1002/crq.21037
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref49
https://doi.org/10.1002/pits.22392
https://doi.org/10.1002/pits.22392
https://doi.org/10.30557/QW000015
https://doi.org/10.30557/QW000015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref52
https://doi.org/10.1177/002248702237397
https://doi.org/10.1108/eb022849
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsp.2006.01.004
https://doi.org/10.1080/02134748.1993.10821669
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref58
https://www.oecd.org/education/talis/
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref59
https://doi.org/10.1080/09585190802294903
https://doi.org/10.1080/09585190802294903
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref63
https://doi.org/10.1108/eb028955
https://doi.org/10.5465/255985
https://doi.org/10.1080/00221309.1983.10736085
https://doi.org/10.1080/00221309.1983.10736085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref67
https://doi.org/10.1108/eb022855
https://doi.org/10.2466/pr0.1979.44.3c.1323
https://doi.org/10.1037/0021-9010.80.1.122
https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v048.i02
https://doi.org/10.1080/15210960.2012.646853
https://doi.org/10.1080/15210960.2012.646853
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40878-017-0060-4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref74
https://doi.org/10.1037/0003-066X.62.4.271
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2019.109794
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0147-1767(99)00023-1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref78
https://doi.org/10.1002/pits.22218

F. Vallone et al. International Journal of Intercultural Relations 87 (2022) 51-64

Vallone, F., Dell’Aquila, E., Zurlo, M. C., Marocco, D. (2020). ‘ACCORD’ e-Platform: development and evaluation of an innovative multicultural training for school
professionals. In O. Gigliotta & M. Ponticorvo (Eds.), Proceedings of the second symposium on psychology-based. CEUR Workshop Proceedings.

Van De Vliert, E., & Hordijk, J. W. (1989). A theoretical position of compromising among other styles of conflict management. The Journal of Social Psychology, 129(5),
681-690. https://doi.org/10.1080/00224545.1989.9713785

Van Der Zee, K., Van Oudenhoven, J. P., Ponterotto, J. G., & Fietzer, A. W. (2013). Multicultural personality questionnaire: Development of a short form. Journal of
Personality Assessment, 95(1), 118-124. https://doi.org/10.1080,/00223891.2012.718302

Van Der Zee, K. 1., & Van Oudenhoven, J. P. (2000). The Multicultural Personality Questionnaire: A multidimensional instrument of multicultural effectiveness.
European Journal of Personality, 14(4), 291-309. https://doi.org/10.1002/1099-0984(200007/08)14:4<291::AID-PER377>3.0.C0;2-6

Van Driel, B., Darmody, M., & Kerzil, J. (2016). Education policies and practices to foster tolerance, respect for diversity and civic responsibility in children and young people in
the EU’ NESET II report. Publications Office of the European Union.

Van Oudenhoven, J. P., & Benet-Martinez, V. (2015). In search of a cultural home: From acculturation to frame-switching and intercultural competencies. International
Journal of Intercultural Relations, 46, 47-54. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijintrel.2015.03.022

Van Oudenhoven, J. P., & Van der Zee, K. . (2002). Predicting multicultural effectiveness of international students: The Multicultural Personality Questionnaire.
International Journal of Intercultural Relations, 26(6), 679-694. https://doi.org/10.1016/50147-1767(02)00041-X

Van Praag, L., Stevens, P. A., & Van Houtte, M. (2017). How humor makes or breaks student- teacher relationships: A classroom ethnography in Belgium. Teaching and
Teacher Education, 66, 393-401. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tate.2017.05.008

Weaver, S. (2011). The rhetoric of racist humour: US, UK, and global race joking. Routledge.

Wilson, J., Ward, C., & Fischer, R. (2013). Beyond culture learning theory: What can personality tell us about cultural competence? Journal of Cross-Cultural
Psychology, 44(6), 900-927. https://doi.org/10.1177/0022022113492889

Yakunina, E. S., Weigold, I. K., Weigold, A., Hercegovac, S., & Elsayed, N. (2012). The multicultural personality: Does it predict international students’ openness to
diversity and adjustment? International Journal of Intercultural Relations, 36(4), 533-540. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijintrel.2011.12.008

Yu, T., & Chen, G. M. (2008). Intercultural sensitivity and conflict management styles in cross-cultural organizational situations. Intercultural Communication Studies,
17(2), 149-161.

Zhao, Y. (2007). Cultural conflicts in an intercultural classroom discourse and interpretations from a cultural perspective. Intercultural Communication Studies, 16(1),
129-136.

Zurlo, M. C., & Pes, D. (2006). Dimensioni dello stress e Successful Aging degli insegnanti nell’arco di vita professionale [Teachers’ Stress dimensions and Successful
Aging in the professional life span]. Psicologia della Salute, 1, 50-64.

Zurlo, M. C., Pes, D., & Capasso, R. (2016). Personality characteristics, job stressors, and job satisfaction: Main and interaction effects on psychological and physical
health conditions of Italian schoolteachers. Psychological Reports, 119(1), 27-38. https://doi.org/10.1177/0033294116656818

Zurlo, M. C., Vallone, F., Dell’Aquila, E., & Marocco, D. (2020). Teachers’ patterns of management of conflicts with students: A study in five European countries.
Europe’s Journal of Psychology, 16(1), 112-127. https://doi.org/10.5964/ejop.v16i1.1955

64


https://doi.org/10.1080/00224545.1989.9713785
https://doi.org/10.1080/00223891.2012.718302
https://doi.org/10.1002/1099-0984(200007/08)14:4<291::AID-PER377>3.0.CO;2-6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref83
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref83
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijintrel.2015.03.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0147-1767(02)00041-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tate.2017.05.008
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref87
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022022113492889
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijintrel.2011.12.008
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref90
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref90
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref91
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref91
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref92
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0147-1767(22)00006-2/sbref92
https://doi.org/10.1177/0033294116656818
https://doi.org/10.5964/ejop.v16i1.1955

	Teachers’ multicultural personality traits as predictors of intercultural conflict management styles: Evidence from five Eu ...
	Factors fostering culturally responsive teacher-students interactions: teachers’ multicultural personality traits
	Teachers’ management styles of intercultural conflicts in the school context
	Multicultural personality traits and conflict management styles
	The present research
	Method
	Participants and procedures
	Measures
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Preliminary analyses

	Differences in multicultural personality traits and in conflict management styles by country of belonging
	Relationships between multicultural personality traits and conflict management styles
	Discussion
	Practical implications
	Limitations and future research directions
	Author Note
	Acknowledgements
	Appendix A Supporting information
	References


