Figure S.1: Random intercept cross lagged model for parental negative affect (χ2(N = 387, 3) = 7.21 CFI = .99, TLI = .94, RMSEA = .06). Indirect effect: B = .000; SD = .006; p = .99; 95% CI -.010 - .009
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Figure S.2: Random intercept cross lagged model for parental positive affect (χ2(N = 387, 3) = 6.01 CFI = 1.00, TLI = .96, RMSEA = .05). Indirect effect: B = .006; SD = .017; p = .71; 95% CI -.020 - .033.
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Figure S.3: Random intercept cross lagged model for observed negative parenting (χ2(N = 387, 3) = 8.86, CFI = .99, TLI = .92, RMSEA = .07). Indirect effect: B =  .008; SD = .013; p = .55; 95% CI: -.008 – .035.
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Figure S.4: Random intercept cross lagged model for observed positive parenting (χ2(N = 387, 3) = 6.32, CFI = 1.00, TLI = .97, RMSEA = .05). Indirect direct: B = -.025; SD = .018; p = .18; 95% CI: -.060 - .000.
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Figure S.5: Random intercept cross lagged model for reported negative parenting (χ2(N = 387, 3) = 5.49 CFI = 1.00, TLI = .97, RMSEA = .05). Indirect effect: B = -.014; SD = .023; p = .55; 95% CI: -0.053 - .023
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Figure S.6: Random intercept cross lagged model for reported positive parenting (χ2(N = 387, 3) = 3.84 CFI = 1.00, TLI = .99, RMSEA = .03). indirect effect: B = .003; SD = .024; p = .91; 91% CI: -.037 - .043.
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