Supplemental Tables

Table S.1. Model fitting results for univariate analyses

	
	Fit Statistics

	Negativity in Mother–Adolescent Relationship

	Sample
	Model
	–2LL
	df
	AIC
	(χ2
	(df
	p

	NEAD
	Full ACE
	3671.28
	1392
	887.28
	—
	—
	—

	
	AE
	3718.96
	1393
	932.96
	47.68
	1
	.00

	
	CE
	3689.36
	1393
	903.36
	18.07
	1
	.00

	
	E only
	3907.89
	1394
	1119.89
	236.61
	2
	.00

	TOSS
	Full ACE
	2990.3
	1076
	838.3
	—
	—
	—

	
	AE
	2990.3
	1077
	836.3
	0
	1
	1

	
	CE
	2993.6
	1077
	839.6
	3.29
	1
	.07

	
	E only
	3017.08
	1078
	861.08
	26.78
	2
	.00

	Negativity in Father–Adolescent Relationship

	NEAD
	Full ACE
	3600.64
	1392
	816.64
	—
	—
	—

	
	AE
	3676.69
	1393
	890.69
	76.05
	1
	0.00

	
	CE
	3609.43
	1393
	823.43
	8.79
	1
	0.00

	
	E only
	3882.64
	1394
	1094.64
	282
	2
	0.00

	TOSS
	Full ACE
	1714.68
	623
	468.68
	—
	—
	—

	
	AE
	1714.68
	624
	466.68
	0
	1
	1

	
	CE
	1716.78
	624
	468.78
	2.11
	1
	0.15

	
	E only
	1723.09
	625
	473.09
	8.41
	2
	0.01

	Positivity in Mother–Adolescent Relationship

	NEAD
	Full ACE
	3673.24
	1392
	889.24
	—
	—
	—

	
	AE
	3703.18
	1393
	917.18
	29.95
	1
	0.00

	
	CE
	3711.16
	1393
	925.16
	37.92
	1
	0.00

	
	E only
	3902.36
	1394
	1114.36
	229.12
	2
	0.00

	TOSS
	Full ACE
	2792.33
	1076
	640.33
	—
	—
	—

	
	AE
	2793.17
	1077
	639.17
	0.84
	1
	0.36

	
	CE
	2795.47
	1077
	641.47
	3.14
	1
	0.08

	
	E only
	2848.83
	1078
	692.83
	56.5
	2
	0.00

	Positivity in Father–Adolescent Relationship

	NEAD
	Full ACE
	3605.69
	1392
	821.69
	—
	—
	—

	
	AE
	3650.85
	1393
	864.85
	45.16
	1
	0.00

	
	CE
	3655.54
	1393
	869.54
	49.85
	1
	0.00

	
	E only
	3904.11
	1394
	1116.11
	298.42
	2
	0.00

	TOSS
	Full ACE
	1694.14
	623
	448.14
	—
	—
	—

	
	AE
	1694.34
	624
	446.34
	0.2
	1
	0.66

	
	CE
	1696.26
	624
	448.26
	2.12
	1
	0.15

	
	E only
	1721.46
	625
	471.46
	27.32
	2
	0.00


Note: The best-fitting model is in bold. Significant p value denotes a significant decrement in model fit compared with the full ACE model. A lower AIC indicates better model fit within nested models.

Table S.2. Parameter estimates for the full models from the univariate analyses

	 
	Negativity in Mother–Adolescent Relationship

	
	NEAD
	TOSS

	Best Fitting
	ACE
	AE

	
Model Parameter
	β
	95% CI
	β
	95% CI

	                    a
	0.57* (34%)
	(0.43, 0.68)
	0.52* (39%)
	(<0.001, 0.61)

	                    c
	0.60* (35%)
	(0.51, 0.68)
	0.00 (0%)
	(0.00, 0.48)

	                    e
	0.53* (31%)
	(0.46, 0.60)
	0.83* (61%)
	(0.77, 0.90)

	Interpretation: Evidence for both passive and nonpassive rGE

	 
	Negativity in Father–Adolescent Relationship

	                    a
	0.47* (28%)
	(0.28, 0.60)
	0.45 (35%)
	(0.00, 0.59)

	                    c
	0.66* (40%)
	(0.58, 0.74)
	0.00 (0%)
	(0.00, 0.45)

	                    e
	0.53* (32%)
	(0.46, 0.61)
	0.84* (65%)
	(0.76, 0.94)

	Interpretation: Evidence for both passive and nonpassive rGE

	 
	Positivity in Mother–Adolescent Relationship

	                    a
	0.65* (39%)
	(0.55, 0.74)
	0.46 (31%)
	(0.00, 0.63)

	                    c
	0.53* (32%)
	(0.43, 0.62)
	0.30 (20%)
	(0.00, 0.53)

	                    e
	0.49* (29%)
	(0.44, 0.56)
	0.72* (49%)
	(0.66, 0.78)

	Interpretation: Evidence for both passive and nonpassive rGE

	 
	Positivity in Father–Adolescent Relationship

	                    a
	0.67* (40%)
	(0.58, 0.74)
	0.52 (34%)
	(0.00, 0.69)

	                    c
	0.57* (34%)
	(0.48, 0.66)
	0.25 (16%)
	(0.00, 0.57)

	                    e
	0.42* (25%)
	(0.37, 0.48)
	0.76* (50%)
	(0.68, 0.85)

	Interpretation: Evidence for both passive and nonpassive rGE


*p < .05. 

Table S.3. Intraclass correlations: Adolescent age as moderator
	
	MZ
	DZ
	FI
	FS
	HS
	US

	Mother–Adolescent Negativity

	NEAD
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Younger
	.68
	.62
	.53
	.60
	.50
	.46

	  Older
	.71
	.59
	.64
	.41
	.61
	.36

	TOSS
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Younger
	.14
	.04
	
	
	
	

	Older
	.44
	.23
	
	
	
	

	Father–Adolescent Negativity

	NEAD
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Younger
	.73
	.73
	.66
	.60
	.59
	.50

	  Older
	.62
	.55
	.78
	.52
	.57
	.40

	TOSS
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Younger
	.27
	–.07
	
	
	
	

	Older
	.31
	.17
	
	
	
	

	Mother–Adolescent Positivity

	NEAD
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Younger
	.72
	.66
	.42
	.58
	.73
	.34

	  Older
	.68
	.66
	.80
	.19
	.52
	–.15

	TOSS
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Younger
	.36
	.33
	
	
	
	

	Older
	.40
	.25
	
	
	
	

	Father–Adolescent Positivity

	NEAD
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Younger
	.74
	.66
	.57
	.74
	.51
	.19

	  Older
	.84
	.78
	.63
	.48
	.50
	.21

	TOSS
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Younger
	.59
	.19
	
	
	
	

	Older
	.30
	.34
	
	
	
	


Note: Intraclass correlations were computed for families with younger (younger than 13 in NEAD, younger than 15 in TOSS) and older (older than 14 in NEAD, older than 16 in TOSS) adolescents based on mean split. MZ, Monozygotic twins; DZ, dizygotic twins; FI, full siblings in nondivorced families; FS, full siblings in stepfamilies; HS, half-siblings; US, genetically unrelated stepsiblings. 

