Supplemental Table 1. Results from Repeated Measures ANOVAs.

	
	Dependent Variables

	Independent Variable
	Academic Achievement
	Emotional Problems
	Lack of Emotional Clarity
	Problem Behaviors
	Social Media Use
	Weight Concerns

	Main Effects
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Time
	F(1, 514)=2.60, p=.11
	F(1, 514)=.04, p=.85
	F(1, 514)=.56, p=.46
	F(1, 514)=.06, p=.80
	F(1, 514)=.68, p=.41
	F(1, 514)=6.42, p=.01 (d=0.12)

	Age
	F(1, 514)=3.10, p=.080
	F(1, 514)=3.41, p=.07
	F(1, 514)=11.05, p<.01 (d=0.27)
	F(1, 514)=.05, p=.82
	F(1, 514)=2.54, p=.11
	F(1, 514)=.06, p=.81

	Two-Way Interactions
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Time x Age
	F(1, 514)=2.85, p=.09
	F(1, 514)=5.26, p=.02
Younger adolescents: d=0.08
Older adolescents: d=0.10
	F(1, 514)<.01, p=.96
	F(1, 514)=.11, p=.74
	F(1, 514)=2.63, p=.11
	F(1, 514)<.01, p=.99



Note. N=543. Age: Younger adolescents =5th-6th grade students, Older adolescents =7th-8th grade students.


Supplemental Table 2. Results from Model 1 (Actor-Only Model), Model 2 (Best Friend Influence Model), and Model 3 (Status-Based Norm Influence Model).
	Variable
	Individual Stability
(actor path a)
	Top-ranked 
Best Friend Influence
(friend partner path b)
	Status-Based 
Norm Influence
(group partner path c)

	Model 1: Actor-Only Model

	Academic   Achievement
	.860** (.025)
[.810, .909]
	-
	-

	Emotional Problems
	.567** (.072)
[.505, .647]
	-
	-

	Lack of Emotional Clarity
	.569** (.029)
[.513, .626]
	-
	-

	Problem Behaviors
	.697** (.032)
[.633, .760]
	-
	-

	Social Media Use
	.969** (.003)
[.963, .975]
	-
	-

	Weight Concerns
	.736** (.030)
[.677, .795]
	-
	-

	Model 2: Best Friend Influence Model

	Academic Achievement
	.852** (.024)
[.805, .899]
	.018 (.025)
[-.031, .067]
	-

	Emotional Problems
	.569** (.036)
[.498, .640]
	.070* (.035)
[.003, .138]
	-

	Lack of Emotional Clarity
	.553** (.027)
[.500, .606]
	.121** (.034)
[.054, .187]
	-

	Problem Behaviors
	.680** (.034)
[.613, .747]
	.081* (.036)
[.010, .152]
	-

	Social Media Use
	.968** (.003)
[.960, .975]
	.007 (.012)
[-.017, .032]
	-

	Weight Concerns
	.740** (.030)
[.682, .798]
	-.040 (.038)
[-.115, .034]
	-

	Model 3: Status-Based Norm Influence Model

	Academic Achievement
	.860** (.029)
[.810, .910]
	-
	-.012 (.047)
[-.084, .060]

	Emotional Problems
	.575** (.036)
[.504, .645]
	-
	.022 (.038)
[-.053, .097]

	Lack of Emotional Clarity
	.567** (.032)
[.509, .624]
	-
	.027 (.017)
[-.064, .119]

	Problem Behaviors
	.697** (.035)
[.633, .761]
	-
	.009 (.037)
[-.024, .041]

	Social Media Use
	.968** (.003)
[.962, .973]
	-
	.036** (.010)
[.017, .056]

	Weight Concerns
	.736** (.030)
[.678, .795]
	-
	-.021 (.056)
[-.132, .089]


Note. N=543. Standardized beta weights presented with standard errors in parentheses and 95% confidence intervals in brackets. *p<.05, **p<.01.

Supplemental Table 3. Top-Ranked Best Friend and Status-Based Norm Influence Over Socioemotional Adjustment: Results from the Final GAPIM Model with Individual Fall (Time 1) Acceptance as a Concurrent Covariate.
	

Variables
	
Individual Stability
(actor path a)
	Top-Ranked 
Best Friend Influence
(friend partner path b)
	Status-Based
Norm Influence
(group partner path c)

	Academic Achievement
	.851** (.023)
[.806, .896]
	.020 (.027)
[-.032, .073]
	-.015 (.039)
[-.091, .060]

	 Age Group Contrast
 (5th-6th / 7th-8th)
	
	.055 (.049)/.047* (.022)
[-.151, .040]/[.005, .089]
	

	
	
	
	

	Emotional Problems
	.568** (.036)
[.498, .638]
	.070* (.035)
[.002, .138]
	.019 (.037)
[-.055, .094]

	
	
	
	

	Lack of Emotional    Clarity
	.551** (.028)
[.497, .606]
	.121** (.034)
[.054, .188]
	.011 (.043)
[-.073, .095]

	
	
	
	

	Problem Behaviors
	.680** (.034)
[.613, .747]
	.081* (.036)
[.010, .151]
	.009 (.017)
[-.024, .041]

	
	
	
	

	Social Media Use
	.967** (.004)
[.959, .975]
	.004 (.012)
[-.019, .027]
	.036** (.010)
[.017, .055]

	
	
	
	

	Weight Concerns
	.740** (.030)
[.682, .798]
	-.037 (.033)
[-.102, .029]
	-.018 (.055)
[-.125, .089]

	Age Group Contrast
(5th-6th / 7th-8th)
	
	
	-.091 (.081)/.053* (.023)
[-.249, .067]/[.008, .097]



Note. N=543. Standardized beta weights presented with standard errors in parentheses and 95% confidence intervals in brackets. Individual acceptance was added as a fall (Time 1) covariate to Model 4 (see Figure 1). Figure 1 depicts the path labels. 
*p<.05, **p<.01.

Supplemental Table 4. Individual Stability, Top-Ranked Best Friend Influence, and Status-Based Norm Influence on Socioemotional Adjustment: Results from the Final Analytic GAPIM Controlling for Individual Fall (Time 1) Number of Friendships.
	

Variables
	
Individual Stability
(actor path a)
	Top-Ranked Best Friend Influence
(friend partner path b)
	Status-Based Norm Influence
(group partner path c)

	Academic Achievement
	.852** (.023)
[.807, .897]
	.091 (.027)
[-.034, .702]
	-.015 (.039)
[-.090, .061]

	 Age Group Contrast
 (5th-6th / 7th-8th)
	
	-.057 (.049)/.047* (.022)
[-.154, .040]/[.005, .089]
	

	
	
	
	

	Emotional Problems
	.567** (.036)
[.497, .638]
	.071* (.035)
[.003, .139]
	.019 (.038)
[-.055, .094]

	
	
	
	

	Lack of Emotional Clarity
	.552** (.028)
[.497, .607]
	.120** (.034)
[-.054, .187]
	.012 (.042)
[-.071, .094]

	
	
	
	

	Problem Behavior
	.680** (.034)
[.613, .747]
	.081* (.036)
[.010, .152]
	.009 (.017)
[-.024, .041]

	
	
	
	

	Social Media Use
	.967** (.004)
[.960, .975]
	.003 (.012)
[-.019, .026]
	.036** (.010)
[.017, .055]

	
	
	
	

	Weight Concerns
	.739** (.029)
[.681, .798]
	-.036 (.033)
[-.101, .030]
	-.018 (.055)
[-.125, .089]

	Age Group Contrast
 (5th-6th / 7th-8th)
	
	
	-.086 (.079)/.053* (.023)
[-.242, .069]/[.008, .097]



Note. N=543. Standardized beta presented with standard errors in parentheses and 95% confidence intervals in brackets. Individual number of friends was added as a fall (Time 1) covariate in Model 4 (see Figure 1). Figure 1 depicts the path labels. 
*p<.05, **p<.01.

Supplemental Table 5. Individual Stability, Top-Ranked Best Friend Influence, and Status-Based Norm Influence on Socioemotional Adjustment: Results from the Final Analytic GAPIM Controlling for Individual Fall (Time 1) Rejection.
	

Variables
	
Individual Stability
(actor path a)
	Top-Ranked Best Friend Influence
(friend partner path b)
	Status-Based Norm Influence
(group partner path c)

	Academic Achievement
	.851** (.023)
[.806, .896]
	.020 (.027)
[-.033, .073]
	-.015 (.039)
[-.091, .061]

	Age Group Contrast
(5th-6th / 7th-8th)
	
	-.056 (.049)/.046* (.021)
[-.152, .041]/[.004, .089]
	

	
	
	
	

	Emotional Problems
	.568** (.036)
[.498, .638]
	.070* (.034)
[.002, .138]
	.019 (.038)
[-.055, .094]

	
	
	
	

	Lack of Emotional Clarity
	.551** (.028)
[.497, .606]
	.124** (.035)
[.056, .193]
	.011 (.042)
[-.072, .093]

	
	
	
	

	Problem Behavior
	.680** (.034)
[.613, .747]
	.080* (.036)
[.009, .151]
	.009 (.017)
[-.024, .042]

	
	
	
	

	Social Media Use
	.967** (.004)
[.960, .975]
	.003 (.012)
[-.020, .026]
	.036* (.010)
[.017, .055]

	
	
	
	

	Weight Concerns
	.740** (.030)
[.682, .798]
	-.036 (.035)
[-.102, .029]
	-.018 (.055)
[-.125, .089]

	Age Group Contrast
(5th-6th / 7th-8th)
	
	
	-.092 (.082)/.056* (.023)
[-.252, .068]/[.011, .100]



Note. N=543. Standardized beta presented with standard errors in parentheses and 95% confidence intervals in brackets. Individual rejection was added as a fall (Time 1) covariate in Model 4 (see Figure 1). Figure 1 depicts the path labels. 
*p<.05, **p<.01.

Supplemental Table 6. Individual Stability, Top-Ranked Best Friend Influence, and Status-Based Norm Influence on Socioemotional Adjustment: Results from the Final Analytic GAPIM Controlling for Individual Fall (Time 1) Unpopularity.
	

Variables
	
Individual Stability
(actor path a)
	Top-Ranked Best Friend Influence
(friend partner path b)
	Status-Based Norm Influence
(group partner path c)

	Academic Achievement
	.852** (.023)
[.806, .897]
	.019 (.026)
[-.033, .071]
	-.015 (.038)
[-.090, .061]

	Age Group Contrast
(5th-6th / 7th-8th)
	
	-.054 (.049)/.045* (.021)
[-.150, .043]/[.003, .087]
	

	
	
	
	

	Emotional Problems
	.568** (.036)
[.497, .638]
	.070* (.035)
[.002, .138]
	.019 (.038)
[-.055, .094]

	
	
	
	

	Lack of Emotional Clarity
	.551** (.028)
[.497, .606]
	.119** (.035)
[.051, .187]
	.012 (.043)
[-.073, .096]

	
	
	
	

	Problem Behavior
	.680** (.034)
[.613, .747]
	.081* (.036)
[.010, .151]
	.009 (.017)
[-.024, .041]

	
	
	
	

	Social Media Use
	.967** (.004)
[.959, .975]
	.003 (.012)
[-.019, .026]
	.036** (.010)
[.017, .055]

	
	
	
	

	Weight Concerns
	.740** (.030)
[.682, .798]
	-.036 (.034)
[-.102, .030]
	-.018 (.055)
[-.125, .089]

	Age Group Contrast
(5th-6th / 7th-8th)
	
	
	-.091 (.080)/.053* (.022)
[-.129, .094]/[.009, .096]



Note. N=543. Standardized beta presented with standard errors in parentheses and 95% confidence intervals in brackets. Individual unpopularity was added as a fall (Time 1) covariate in Model 4 (see Figure 1). Figure 1 depicts the path labels. 
*p<.05, **p<.01.

Supplemental Figure 1. Sources of Peer Influence Analytic Model: Group Actor Partner Interdependence Model (GAPIM) Describing Longitudinal Associations in Model 1 (Actor-Only Model), Model 2 (Best Friend Influence Model), and Model 3 (Status-Based Norm Influence Model).Adolescent Adjustment
(Academic achievement, emotional problems, lack of emotional clarity, problem behavior, social media, weight concerns)
Top-ranked Best Friend Behavior
(Academic achievement, emotional problems, lack of emotional clarity, problem behavior, social media, weight concerns)
Status-Based Norm
(Academic achievement, emotional problems, lack of emotional clarity, problem behavior, social media, weight concerns)
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Note. Separate analyses were conducted for each adjustment outcome variable. Actor path a = individual stability. Friend partner path b = top-ranked best friend influence. Group partner path c = status-based norm influence. Concurrent correlations were included in the model but are not shown.

