Supplemental Appendix. PCL-5 Topological Overlap
Method	
An analysis of topological overlap was conducted for both the person-mean (i.e., intercept) network and slope network. Topological overlap was empirically examined using the goldbricker function, which is implemented in the networktools package (Jones, 2021). Levinson and colleagues (2018) provide an introduction to the goldbricker function and its use. In brief, the goldbricker approach identifies all nodes in the proposed network with zero-order correlations above a provided threshold as possible “bad pairs” (i.e., redundant content). Possible bad pairs are then evaluated by comparing their correlations with the rest of the nodes in the network. The rationale being that if identified “bad pairs” do represent the same underlying construct, they should have correlations of comparable magnitude with the other variables in the network. The proportion of significantly different correlations was used to determine if the amount of topological overlap was sufficient enough to require removal.
	Zero-order correlations greater than .7 (i.e., roughly 50% shared variance) were identified as possible “bad pairs” for the current analyses. A threshold of .25 and p-value of .01 was selected for item removal. That is, possible “bad pairs” of items had to have at least 25% of their correlations with third variables in the network be statistically different (at p <  .01) in order to be considered non-redundant. In line with the recommendations of Hittner and colleagues (2003), Williams’s (1959) standard t formula was used to compare the dependent correlations.
Results
	In the person-mean network 45 out of 190 item pairs were identified with zero-order correlations greater than .7. Of those, only one pair (items 17 and 18; hypervigilance and hyperstartle) had comparable associations with at least 75% of the other nodes in the network. Only 15% of the correlations were statistically different. The first principal component of the two variables was estimated and used in place of the two overlapping variables. All primary analyses on the person-mean network were replicated using this reduced item set. Results are provided in Supplemental Table S4 and Supplemental Figures S3 and S4. 
	The goldbricker function indicated there were no redundant item pairs in the between-subject slopes network. 
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