APPENDIX II 
To assess the potential presence of common method bias (CMB), Harman’s single-factor test was conducted using an unrotated principal component analysis including all measurement items (Podsakoff et al., 2003). The results of the analysis are presented in Table 4 (below) since the word limit did not allow us to bring more data and information into the manuscript.
The unrotated solution revealed that multiple factors emerged with eigenvalues greater than 1. Specifically, the first factor accounted for 44.57% of the total variance, which is below the commonly accepted threshold of 50%. Additionally, the cumulative variance explained by the first two factors reached 55.88%, indicating that the variance is distributed across multiple dimensions rather than being dominated by a single general factor.
According to Harman’s criterion, if a single factor accounts for the majority of the covariance among the measures (i.e., more than 50% of the total variance), this suggests a substantial common method bias. However, in this case, the first factor does not explain the majority of the variance, and multiple factors are clearly present.
Therefore, these findings suggest that common method bias is unlikely to be a serious concern in this study. The absence of a dominant single factor indicates that the observed relationships among the constructs are not primarily driven by measurement artifacts.

Table 4. Total Variance Explained (Extraction Method - Principal Component)
	Component
	Initial Eigenvalues
	        Extraction Sums of Squared Loadings

	
	Total
	% of Variance
	Cumulative %
	Total
	% of Variance
	Cumulative %

	1
	11.589
	44.571
	44.571
	11.589
	44.571
	44.571

	2
	2.941
	11.310
	55.881
	2.941
	11.310
	55.881

	3
	2.018
	7.760
	63.641
	2.018
	7.760
	63.641

	4
	1.414
	5.438
	69.080
	1.414
	5.438
	69.080

	5
	1.055
	4.059
	73.138
	1.055
	4.059
	73.138

	6
	0.904
	3.478
	76.616
	
	
	

	7
	0.776
	2.985
	79.601
	
	
	

	8
	0.661
	2.541
	82.142
	
	
	

	9
	0.520
	2.002
	84.144
	
	
	

	10
	0.473
	1.819
	85.963
	
	
	

	11
	0.435
	1.673
	87.636
	
	
	

	12
	0.422
	1.622
	89.258
	
	
	

	13
	0.355
	1.365
	90.624
	
	
	

	14
	0.343
	1.319
	91.943
	
	
	

	15
	0.321
	1.233
	93.176
	
	
	

	16
	0.283
	1.088
	94.264
	
	
	

	17
	0.237
	0.911
	95.175
	
	
	

	18
	0.226
	0.870
	96.045
	
	
	

	19
	0.190
	0.732
	96.776
	
	
	

	20
	0.155
	0.595
	97.371
	
	
	

	21
	0.150
	0.575
	97.947
	
	
	

	22
	0.139
	0.533
	98.480
	
	
	

	23
	0.135
	0.518
	98.997
	
	
	

	24
	0.113
	0.433
	99.430
	
	
	

	25
	0.083
	0.319
	99.749
	
	
	

	26
	0.065
	0.251
	100.000
	
	
	


Source: Authors own work (2025)
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