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Method. Interpretation of fit indices

Although there are no strict criteria for interpreting these indices, conventional rule-of-thumb guidelines suggest that a fit is acceptable if (a) NFI, TLI, and CFI are .90 or greater and (b) RMSEA is .10 or less (Hu & Bentler, 1998, 1999; Kline, 2011; Marsh et al. 2004).  In interpreting these results, we considered NFI, TLI, and CFI values of .90 or greater to indicate an adequate fit, and values of .95 or greater to represent an excellent fit.  RMSEA values of .10 or less were viewed as reflecting an adequate fit, with values of .06 or less representing an excellent fit. There are no absolute cutoffs on the AIC and BCC, but they can be used to compare models, with lower values representing better fit (Akaike, 1974; Burnham & Anderson, 2002).  Conventional guidelines suggest that a difference on AIC and BCC <6 is small, 6 - 10 is substantial, and >10 is very substantial (Burnham & Anderson, 2002).
References

Akaike, H. (1974). A new look at the statistical mode identification. IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, 19, 761-723. 

Burnham, K. P., & Anderson, D. R. (2002). Model selection and multi-model inference: a practical information-theoretic approach. Springer.

Hu, L. T., & Bentler, P. M. (1998). Fit indices in covariance structure modeling: Sensitivity to underparameterized model misspecification. Psychological Methods, 3, 424-453. 

Hu, L. T., & Bentler, P. M. (1999). Cutoff criteria for fit indexes in covariance structure analysis: Conventional criteria versus new alternatives. Structural Equation Modeling: A Multidisciplinary Journal, 6, 1-55. 

Kline, R. B. (2011). Principles and practice of structural equation modeling, 3rd edition. Guilford press.

Marsh, H. W., Balla, J. R., & Hau, K. T. (2004). In Search of Golden Rules: Comment on Hypothesis-Testing Approaches to Setting Cutoff Values for Fit Indexes and Dangers in Overgeneralizing Hu and Bentler's (1999) Findings. Structural Equation Modeling: A Multidisciplinary Journal, 11, 320-341. 

Table S1. Analysis of attrition on wave 1 variables 
	 Wave 1 IMAS Scales
	Follow-up
	 
	No Follow-up
	 
	 

	 
	M
	SD
	
	M
	SD
	d
	p-value

	Students
	N = 337
	
	N = 48
	
	

	  Depression
	8.67
	9.75
	
	13.10
	12.62
	  0.45
	0.023

	  Generalized Anxiety 
	5.02
	4.71
	
	  6.66
	  4.28
	  0.35
	0.018

	  Posttraumatic Stress 
	7.77
	6.82
	
	  8.90
	  8.31
	  0.16
	0.375

	  Irritability
	1.49
	3.07
	
	  2.35
	  5.69
	  0.28
	0.306

	  Panic
	3.87
	5.24
	
	  6.31
	  6.66
	  0.47
	0.018

	  Social Anxiety
	1.78
	3.07
	
	  2.54
	  3.76
	  0.25
	0.186

	  Agoraphobia
	6.65
	6.47
	
	  9.02
	  6.85
	  0.37
	0.027

	  Specific Phobia
	6.23
	5.58
	
	  7.21
	  6.13
	  0.17
	0.302

	  Obsessive-Compulsive
	1.36
	2.58
	
	  2.54
	  3.29
	  0.46
	0.020

	  Mania
	2.18
	3.33
	
	  3.96
	  4.31
	  0.53
	0.008

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Patients
	N = 167
	
	N = 21
	
	

	  Depression
	26.92
	14.57
	
	28.57
	15.61
	  0.11
	0.650

	  Generalized Anxiety 
	12.21
	  7.18
	
	14.48
	  7.88
	  0.32
	0.222

	  Posttraumatic Stress 
	15.91
	  9.23
	
	16.90
	  8.88
	  0.11
	0.636

	  Irritability
	  5.08
	  4.46
	
	  4.62
	  4.90
	-0.10
	0.687

	  Panic
	10.55
	  7.48
	
	13.33
	  7.88
	  0.37
	0.138

	  Social Anxiety
	18.14
	12.04
	
	18.86
	11.65
	  0.06
	0.793

	  Agoraphobia
	  8.14
	  9.06
	
	  7.05
	  8.19
	-0.12
	0.575

	  Specific Phobia
	  8.75
	  7.04
	
	11.38
	  8.20
	  0.37
	0.173

	  Obsessive-Compulsive
	  4.55
	  6.08
	
	  5.00
	  5.64
	  0.07
	0.736

	  Mania
	  5.33
	  5.21
	
	  5.62
	  4.36
	  0.06
	0.781


Note: Follow-up participants are those who were reassessed at wave 2; No Follow-up participants are those who were lost to follow-up.
Table S2. Correlations Among IMAS Scales in Patients (below diagonal) and Students (above diagonal)
	IMAS Scale
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8
	9
	10
	
	11
	12
	13
	14
	15
	16
	17
	18
	19
	20

	1. Depression
	
	.75
	.68
	.56
	.44
	.49
	.36
	.26
	.39
	.47
	
	.62
	.46
	.48
	.38
	.26
	.45
	.30
	.24
	.24
	.40

	2. Generalized Anxiety 
	.77
	
	.60
	.59
	.60
	.47
	.42
	.36
	.47
	.45
	
	.52
	.54
	.48
	.36
	.40
	.28
	.37
	.33
	.30
	.42

	3. Posttraumatic Stress 
	.67
	.64
	
	.52
	.63
	.45
	.51
	.27
	.54
	.43
	
	.45
	.34
	.57
	.34
	.41
	.30
	.32
	.22
	.32
	.32

	4. Irritability
	.46
	.50
	.45
	
	.41
	.24
	.28
	.28
	.37
	.47
	
	.45
	.40
	.38
	.53
	.36
	.22
	.28
	.12
	.28
	.17

	5. Panic
	.57
	.44
	.50
	.33
	
	.32
	.29
	.16
	.30
	.29
	
	.35
	.30
	.27
	.22
	.55
	.33
	.27
	.16
	.21
	.22

	6. Social Anxiety
	.53
	.53
	.46
	.30
	.36
	
	.49
	.40
	.44
	.25
	
	.32
	.46
	.45
	.34
	.21
	.64
	.26
	.27
	.23
	.21

	7. Agoraphobia
	.48
	.41
	.37
	.24
	.44
	.62
	
	.29
	.39
	.26
	
	.35
	.30
	.32
	.19
	.20
	.37
	.69
	.21
	.18
	.18

	8. Specific Phobia
	.21
	.33
	.40
	.28
	.33
	.34
	.40
	
	.28
	.25
	
	.15
	.24
	.21
	.18
	.15
	.34
	.20
	.68
	.24
	.35

	9. Obsessive-Compulsive
	.34
	.43
	.64
	.28
	.44
	.40
	.50
	.49
	
	.41
	
	.41
	.43
	.28
	.24
	.33
	.41
	.27
	.16
	.48
	.35

	10. Mania
	.36
	.41
	.51
	.44
	.44
	.18
	.25
	.22
	.45
	
	
	.40
	.37
	.40
	.36
	.23
	.28
	.23
	.21
	.29
	.54

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	11. Depression
	.68
	.58
	.54
	.42
	.46
	.36
	.42
	.17
	.35
	.29
	
	
	.75
	.62
	.58
	.38
	.41
	.35
	.14
	.32
	.44

	12. Generalized Anxiety 
	.53
	.64
	.51
	.37
	.53
	.39
	.38
	.22
	.43
	.34
	
	.70
	
	.59
	.59
	.44
	.45
	.44
	.25
	.43
	.48

	13. Posttraumatic Stress 
	.54
	.56
	.70
	.41
	.59
	.37
	.41
	.32
	.43
	.43
	
	.68
	.70
	
	.48
	.45
	.41
	.41
	.30
	.34
	.48

	14. Irritability
	.47
	.46
	.45
	.69
	.36
	.17
	.22
	.17
	.32
	.32
	
	.55
	.45
	.51
	
	.34
	.37
	.31
	.17
	.27
	.42

	15. Panic
	.48
	.45
	.53
	.31
	.70
	.28
	.39
	.30
	.47
	.42
	
	.54
	.57
	.68
	.43
	
	.33
	.25
	.18
	.33
	.35

	16. Social Anxiety
	.43
	.39
	.36
	.30
	.30
	.78
	.58
	.34
	.32
	.09
	
	.36
	.48
	.39
	.21
	.30
	
	.40
	.36
	.36
	.33

	17. Agoraphobia
	.40
	.34
	.39
	.33
	.37
	.59
	.79
	.40
	.43
	.16
	
	.42
	.45
	.47
	.27
	.36
	.70
	
	.28
	.28
	.28

	18. Specific Phobia
	.19
	.27
	.34
	.19
	.23
	.31
	.39
	.68
	.44
	.23
	
	.13
	.22
	.29
	.23
	.21
	.40
	.47
	
	.29
	.25

	19. Obsessive-Compulsive
	.33
	.41
	.47
	.44
	.33
	.42
	.49
	.35
	.75
	.37
	
	.41
	.49
	.51
	.49
	.43
	.42
	.50
	.50
	
	.41

	20. Mania
	.39
	.49
	.49
	.45
	.36
	.19
	.31
	.28
	.42
	.60
	
	.45
	.50
	.53
	.45
	.51
	.20
	.28
	.36
	.46
	


Note: Wave 1 is presented in rows and columns 1 to 10. Wave 2 is presented in rows and columns 11 to 20. Convergence correlations are underlined.  Correlations greater than .50 are bolded.
