Tables
Table 1  Participant characteristics across the three waves of the MAPS second cohort
	Characteristic
	Wave 1 (2019)
	
	Wave 2 (2020)
	
	Wave 3 (2021)
	

	
	n
	%
	n
	%
	n
	%

	Total N
	2,271
	100
	2,273
	100
	2,273
	100

	Sex
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Boys
	1,156
	50.9
	1,065
	46.9
	1,032
	45.4

	Girls
	1,115
	49.1
	1,008
	44.4
	967
	42.6

	Family type
	
	
	
	
	
	

	International marriage family
	1,734
	76.4
	1,597
	70.3
	1,547
	68.1

	Foreigner family
	361
	15.9
	312
	13.7
	296
	13.0

	Mid-entry immigrant family
	176
	7.7
	164
	7.2
	156
	6.9

	Residential area
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Large city
	766
	33.7
	688
	30.3
	632
	27.8

	Small or medium city
	1,172
	51.6
	1,074
	47.3
	1,051
	46.3

	Town or rural (eup/myeon)
	333
	14.7
	311
	13.7
	316
	13.9

	Mother's education
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Middle school or lower
	670
	29.5
	619
	27.3
	603
	26.6

	High school
	1,011
	44.5
	920
	40.5
	882
	38.8

	2-3 yr college
	245
	10.8
	216
	9.5
	206
	9.1

	4 yr university
	296
	13.0
	271
	11.9
	265
	11.7

	Graduate school
	49
	2.2
	47
	2.1
	43
	1.9

	Father's education
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Middle school or lower
	267
	11.8
	254
	11.2
	250
	11.0

	High school
	1,204
	53.0
	1,100
	48.4
	1,071
	47.2

	2-3 yr college
	170
	7.5
	157
	6.9
	147
	6.5

	4 yr university
	331
	14.6
	297
	13.1
	286
	12.6

	Graduate school
	58
	2.6
	54
	2.4
	53
	2.3

	Mother's country of origin
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Korea
	43
	1.9
	40
	1.8
	37
	1.6

	China (Han and other)
	394
	17.3
	362
	15.9
	346
	15.2

	China (Korean-Chinese)
	352
	15.5
	307
	13.5
	298
	13.1

	Vietnam
	764
	33.6
	703
	31.0
	683
	30.1

	Philippines
	213
	9.4
	200
	8.8
	193
	8.5

	Japan
	123
	5.4
	117
	5.2
	114
	5.0

	Thailand
	44
	1.9
	44
	1.9
	43
	1.9

	Other
	338
	14.9
	300
	13.2
	285
	12.5

	Father's country of origin
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Korea
	1,660
	73.1
	1,533
	67.5
	1,492
	65.7

	China (Han and other)
	41
	1.8
	34
	1.5
	30
	1.3

	China (Korean-Chinese)
	164
	7.2
	143
	6.3
	142
	6.3

	Vietnam
	16
	0.7
	17
	0.7
	17
	0.7

	Other
	156
	6.9
	135
	5.9
	—
	—

	Foreign-born parent
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Father only
	58
	2.6
	52
	2.3
	49
	2.2

	Mother only
	1,852
	81.5
	1,704
	75.0
	1,649
	72.6

	Both parents
	361
	15.9
	317
	14.0
	301
	13.3

	Subjective economic status
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Very poor
	112
	4.9
	105
	4.6
	86
	3.8

	Somewhat poor
	559
	24.6
	529
	23.3
	515
	22.7

	Average
	1,389
	61.2
	1,274
	56.1
	1,274
	56.1

	Somewhat well-off
	203
	8.9
	157
	6.9
	118
	5.2

	Very well-off
	8
	0.4
	7
	0.3
	5
	0.2


MAPS Multicultural Adolescents Panel Study. Values are frequencies (n) and column percentages. Wave 1 = fourth grade (2019); Wave 2 = fifth grade (2020); Wave 3 = sixth grade (2021). Percentages are of the full wave sample and may not sum to 100 because of missing responses and rounding. Dashes indicate categories not separately tabulated in that wave.
Table 2  Overview of study measures from the MAPS second-cohort questionnaire
	Variable
	Items
	Scale
	Source scale
	Sample item

	Life satisfaction
	3
	1-4
	MAPS [32]; adapted from Kim et al. (2006), see note
	"I enjoy my life."

	Bicultural acceptance
	10
	1-4
	No and Hong [27], as adapted in MAPS
	"Learning Korean culture is important to me."

	Perceived health
	2
	1-4
	MAPS self-rated health items
	"I am physically healthy."

	Peer relationships
	3
	1-5
	Han [28], as adapted in MAPS
	"My friends understand me well."

	Teacher support
	3
	1-5
	MAPS homeroom-teacher support items
	"My homeroom teacher treats me as an important person."

	Parental support
	6
	1-5
	Kim [18] parental educational support and expectation scale
	"My parents encourage me to study hard."


MAPS Multicultural Adolescents Panel Study. Items = number of items; Scale = response-scale range. All items used a Likert format anchored at 1 (strongly disagree) with higher scores indicating higher levels of the construct. Identical items were administered at Times 1, 2 and 3. [AUTHORS TO COMPLETE: the source scale cited as “Kim et al., 2006” for life satisfaction does not appear in the reference list; supply the full citation or remove it.]
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Table 3  Means, standard deviations, and bivariate correlations among study variables
	Variable
	M
	SD
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8
	9
	10
	11
	12
	13
	14
	15
	16
	17
	18

	1. Peer relationships (T1)
	3.85
	0.82
	—
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2. Teacher support (T1)
	3.86
	0.87
	.40**
	—
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3. Parental support (T1)
	3.34
	0.54
	.34**
	.33**
	—
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	4. Bicultural acceptance (T1)
	2.96
	0.44
	.30**
	.34**
	.46**
	—
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	5. Perceived health (T1)
	3.49
	0.55
	.34**
	.33**
	.33**
	.32**
	—
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	6. Life satisfaction (T1)
	3.35
	0.56
	.40**
	.30**
	.28**
	.35**
	.47**
	—
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7. Peer relationships (T2)
	3.80
	0.70
	.41**
	.38**
	.26**
	.28**
	.19**
	.18**
	—
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8. Teacher support (T2)
	3.74
	0.72
	.33**
	.34**
	.27**
	.19**
	.22**
	.26**
	.51**
	—
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	9. Parental support (T2)
	3.26
	0.53
	.25**
	.24**
	.41**
	.25**
	.27**
	.30**
	.37**
	.28**
	—
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	10. Bicultural acceptance (T2)
	2.94
	0.41
	.24**
	.27**
	.27**
	.35**
	.26**
	.26**
	.28**
	.25**
	.43**
	—
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	11. Perceived health (T2)
	3.48
	0.53
	.24**
	.27**
	.25**
	.16**
	.36**
	.31**
	.32**
	.32**
	.35**
	.26**
	—
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	12. Life satisfaction (T2)
	3.25
	0.55
	.22**
	.26**
	.16**
	.18**
	.26**
	.39**
	.32**
	.32**
	.26**
	.35**
	.41**
	—
	
	
	
	
	
	

	13. Peer relationships (T3)
	3.86
	0.68
	.33**
	.25**
	.18**
	.22**
	.12**
	.12**
	.46**
	.28**
	.17**
	.24**
	.18**
	.17**
	—
	
	
	
	
	

	14. Teacher support (T3)
	3.83
	0.73
	.23**
	.29**
	.23**
	.20**
	.12**
	.19**
	.28**
	.42**
	.24**
	.20**
	.19**
	.20**
	.51**
	—
	
	
	
	

	15. Parental support (T3)
	3.24
	0.50
	.22**
	.21**
	.36**
	.23**
	.20**
	.25**
	.27**
	.21**
	.48**
	.27**
	.28**
	.29**
	.34**
	.30**
	—
	
	
	

	16. Bicultural acceptance (T3)
	2.94
	0.40
	.17**
	.21**
	.23**
	.27**
	.19**
	.22**
	.21**
	.24**
	.26**
	.38**
	.27**
	.26**
	.33**
	.34**
	.47**
	—
	
	

	17. Perceived health (T3)
	3.45
	0.56
	.20**
	.24**
	.23**
	.16**
	.29**
	.27**
	.24**
	.26**
	.24**
	.20**
	.43**
	.29**
	.30**
	.40**
	.35**
	.28**
	—
	

	18. Life satisfaction (T3)
	3.21
	0.54
	.16**
	.19**
	.16**
	.14**
	.18**
	.29**
	.23**
	.25**
	.20**
	.16**
	.27**
	.41**
	.33**
	.34**
	.32**
	.33**
	.50**
	—


N = 2,271. T1 = 2019 (fourth grade); T2 = 2020 (fifth grade); T3 = 2021 (sixth grade). Variable numbers in the column headings correspond to the numbered rows. M mean, SD standard deviation. ** p < .01.
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Table 4  Key standardized direct effects from the autoregressive cross-lagged panel models
	Model
	Structural path
	β
	p

	Model 1: Peer relationships
	Peer relationships (T1) → Bicultural acceptance (T2)
	.272
	< .001

	
	Peer relationships (T1) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.064
	.013

	
	Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2)
	.085
	.001

	
	Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.100
	< .001

	
	Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.105
	< .001

	Model 2: Teacher support
	Teacher support (T1) → Bicultural acceptance (T2)
	.186
	< .001

	
	Teacher support (T1) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.046
	.045

	
	Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2)
	.088
	< .001

	
	Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.110
	< .001

	
	Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.107
	< .001

	Model 3: Parental support
	Parental support (T1) → Bicultural acceptance (T2)
	.279
	< .001

	
	Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.210
	< .001

	
	Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2)
	.08-.09
	< .001

	
	Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.09-.11
	< .001


β standardized path coefficient. Each model was estimated separately with the Time 1 support variable as the focal predictor, Time 2 bicultural acceptance and perceived health as longitudinal mediators, and Time 3 life satisfaction as the outcome, controlling for autoregressive paths and covariates (sex, age, number of close friends, educational aspiration, and worries about school life, academic performance, and educational or career plans). Probability values returned by the software as .000 are reported as p < .001. [AUTHORS TO COMPLETE: replace the ranges reported for Model 3 with point estimates, and add the coefficient for the support to perceived health path in each model.]
Table 5  Key standardized indirect effects with bootstrap 95% confidence intervals
	Model
	Indirect pathway
	β
	95% CI

	Model 1: Peer relationships
	Peer (T1) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.021
	[.013, .031]

	
	Peer (T1) → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.015
	[.007, .025]

	
	Peer (T1) → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.008
	[.005, .012]

	
	School-life worry → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	−.010
	[−.018, −.003]

	Model 2: Teacher support
	Teacher (T1) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.017
	[.010, .027]

	
	Teacher (T1) → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.014
	[.007, .023]

	
	Teacher (T1) → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.007
	[.005, .011]

	
	School-life worry → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	−.011
	[−.020, −.004]

	Model 3: Parental support
	Parental (T1) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.036
	[.024, .054]

	
	Parental (T1) → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.027
	[.012, .044]

	
	Parental (T1) → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.013
	[.009, .020]

	
	School-life worry → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	−.010
	[−.018, −.003]


β standardized indirect effect, CI confidence interval based on bias-corrected bootstrap resampling. Intervals excluding zero indicate a statistically significant indirect effect. The focal support pathways and the serial bicultural acceptance to perceived health to life satisfaction pathway are shown for each model, together with the representative negative pathway involving school-life worry. Complete indirect-effect estimates for all covariates are given in Tables 6, 7 and 8.
Table 6  Complete standardized indirect effects on life satisfaction (Time 3) in Model 1 (peer relationships)
	Indirect pathway
	β
	95% CI
	Sig.

	Via perceived health
	
	
	

	Age → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	−.002
	[−.017, .012]
	

	Peer relationships (T1) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.021
	[.013, .031]
	✓

	Educational aspiration → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.005
	[−.002, .014]
	

	Sex → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.004
	[−.004, .012]
	

	No. of close friends → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.001
	[.000, .003]
	

	Worry: academic performance → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.001
	[−.005, .007]
	

	Worry: educational/career plans → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	−.006
	[−.014, .000]
	

	Worry: school life → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	−.010
	[−.018, −.003]
	✓

	Via bicultural acceptance
	
	
	

	Age → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	−.003
	[−.012, .002]
	

	Peer relationships (T1) → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.015
	[.007, .025]
	✓

	Educational aspiration → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.007
	[.003, .015]
	✓

	Sex → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.007
	[.003, .015]
	✓

	No. of close friends → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.001
	[.000, .002]
	

	Worry: academic performance → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.001
	[−.002, .006]
	

	Worry: educational/career plans → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.001
	[−.002, .005]
	

	Worry: school life → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	−.004
	[−.011, −.001]
	✓

	Serial: bicultural acceptance → perceived health → life satisfaction
	
	
	

	Educational aspiration → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.004
	[.002, .007]
	✓

	Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.063
	[.043, .089]
	✓

	No. of close friends → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.000
	[.000, .001]
	

	Worry: educational/career plans → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.001
	[−.001, .002]
	

	Sex → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.004
	[.002, .007]
	✓

	Age → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	−.002
	[−.006, .001]
	

	Peer relationships (T1) → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.008
	[.005, .012]
	✓

	Worry: school life → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	−.002
	[−.005, .000]
	

	Worry: academic performance → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.001
	[−.001, .003]
	


β standardized indirect effect, CI bias-corrected bootstrap 95% confidence interval, Sig. confidence interval excludes zero (check mark). All pathways terminate at life satisfaction (Time 3). T1 = 2019; T2 = 2020; T3 = 2021. Covariates were sex, age, number of close friends, educational aspiration, and worries about academic performance, school life, and educational or career plans.
Table 7  Complete standardized indirect effects on life satisfaction (Time 3) in Model 2 (teacher support)
	Indirect pathway
	β
	95% CI
	Sig.

	Via perceived health
	
	
	

	Age → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	−.001
	[−.016, .012]
	

	Teacher support (T1) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.017
	[.010, .027]
	✓

	Educational aspiration → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.005
	[−.003, .014]
	

	Sex → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.004
	[−.004, .013]
	

	No. of close friends → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.002
	[.001, .003]
	✓

	Worry: academic performance → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.001
	[−.005, .007]
	

	Worry: educational/career plans → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	−.005
	[−.013, .001]
	

	Worry: school life → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	−.011
	[−.020, −.004]
	✓

	Via bicultural acceptance
	
	
	

	Age → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	−.003
	[−.011, .004]
	

	Teacher support (T1) → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.014
	[.007, .023]
	✓

	Educational aspiration → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.008
	[.003, .016]
	✓

	Sex → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.009
	[.004, .017]
	✓

	No. of close friends → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.001
	[.000, .002]
	

	Worry: academic performance → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.002
	[−.002, .007]
	

	Worry: educational/career plans → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.002
	[−.002, .006]
	

	Worry: school life → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	−.006
	[−.013, −.002]
	✓

	Serial: bicultural acceptance → perceived health → life satisfaction
	
	
	

	Educational aspiration → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.004
	[.002, .008]
	✓

	Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.070
	[.049, .097]
	✓

	No. of close friends → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.001
	[.000, .001]
	

	Worry: educational/career plans → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.001
	[−.001, .003]
	

	Sex → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.005
	[.002, .008]
	✓

	Age → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	−.001
	[−.005, .002]
	

	Teacher support (T1) → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.007
	[.005, .011]
	✓

	Worry: school life → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	−.003
	[−.006, −.001]
	✓

	Worry: academic performance → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.001
	[−.001, .003]
	


β standardized indirect effect, CI bias-corrected bootstrap 95% confidence interval, Sig. confidence interval excludes zero (check mark). All pathways terminate at life satisfaction (Time 3). T1 = 2019; T2 = 2020; T3 = 2021. Covariates were sex, age, number of close friends, educational aspiration, and worries about academic performance, school life, and educational or career plans.
Table 8  Complete standardized indirect effects on life satisfaction (Time 3) in Model 3 (parental support)
	Indirect pathway
	β
	95% CI
	Sig.

	Via perceived health
	
	
	

	Age → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.000
	[−.014, .013]
	

	Educational aspiration → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.003
	[−.004, .012]
	

	Parental support (T1) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.036
	[.024, .054]
	✓

	Sex → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.005
	[−.003, .013]
	

	No. of close friends → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.002
	[.001, .003]
	✓

	Worry: academic performance → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.001
	[−.004, .007]
	

	Worry: educational/career plans → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	−.006
	[−.013, .000]
	

	Worry: school life → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	−.010
	[−.018, −.003]
	✓

	Via bicultural acceptance
	
	
	

	Age → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	−.001
	[−.009, .005]
	

	Educational aspiration → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.007
	[.002, .014]
	✓

	Parental support (T1) → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.027
	[.012, .044]
	✓

	Sex → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.008
	[.003, .017]
	✓

	No. of close friends → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.001
	[.000, .002]
	

	Worry: academic performance → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.002
	[−.001, .007]
	

	Worry: educational/career plans → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.001
	[−.002, .005]
	

	Worry: school life → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	−.005
	[−.011, −.001]
	✓

	Serial: bicultural acceptance → perceived health → life satisfaction
	
	
	

	Parental support (T1) → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.013
	[.009, .020]
	✓

	Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.060
	[.040, .087]
	✓

	No. of close friends → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.001
	[.000, .001]
	

	Worry: educational/career plans → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.000
	[−.001, .002]
	

	Sex → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.004
	[.002, .007]
	✓

	Age → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	−.001
	[−.004, .002]
	

	Educational aspiration → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.003
	[.001, .006]
	✓

	Worry: school life → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	−.002
	[−.005, −.001]
	✓

	Worry: academic performance → Bicultural acceptance (T2) → Perceived health (T2) → Life satisfaction (T3)
	.001
	[−.001, .003]
	


β standardized indirect effect, CI bias-corrected bootstrap 95% confidence interval, Sig. confidence interval excludes zero (check mark). All pathways terminate at life satisfaction (Time 3). T1 = 2019; T2 = 2020; T3 = 2021. Covariates were sex, age, number of close friends, educational aspiration, and worries about academic performance, school life, and educational or career plans.
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