Supplementary Materials
Identity Matters for Life Satisfaction: Within-Person Pathways and Family-Type Differences Among Multicultural Adolescents
Supplementary Table S1
Conventional Cross-Lagged Panel Model (CLPM) Results Without Random Intercepts
Model fit: χ²(520) = 1102.322, χ²/df = 2.120, GFI = .974, AGFI = .966, CFI = .985, NFI = .972, IFI = .985, TLI = .982, RMSEA = .022, SRMR = .043.
	Path
	β
	SE
	t
	p
	95% CI

	Autoregressive paths
	
	
	
	
	

	Identity awareness T1 → T2 → T3
	.200
	.017
	11.910
	< .001
	[.168, .233]

	Peer relationships T1 → T2 → T3
	.218
	.018
	12.012
	< .001
	[.182, .253]

	Self-rated health T1 → T2 → T3
	.139
	.016
	8.476
	< .001
	[.107, .172]

	Life satisfaction T1 → T2 → T3
	.113
	.016
	6.959
	< .001
	[.084, .147]

	Significant cross-lagged indirect paths
	
	
	
	
	

	PR T1 → PR T2 → SRH T3
	.043
	.013
	3.295
	.001
	[.018, .070]

	NID T1 → NID T2 → SRH T3
	.035
	.011
	3.305
	.001
	[.015, .057]

	PR T1 → SRH T2 → SRH T3
	.050
	.013
	3.914
	< .001
	[.025, .075]

	PR T1 → LS T2 → LS T3
	.020
	.009
	2.061
	.039
	[.001, .038]

	Mediation of NID → LS (significant in CLPM)
	
	
	
	
	

	NID T1 → PR T2 → LS T3
	.015
	.005
	3.184
	.001
	[.004, .024]

	NID T1 → SRH T2 → LS T3
	.013
	.005
	2.604
	.009
	[.007, .025]

	NID T1 → PR T2 → SRH T2 → LS T3
	.010
	.002
	4.061
	< .001
	[.006, .015]

	Non-significant indirect paths
	
	
	
	
	

	NID T1 → LS T2 → LS T3
	.013
	.009
	1.436
	.151
	[−.004, .030]

	NID T1 → PR T2 (→ PR T3 route)
	.004
	.003
	1.398
	.162
	[−.001, .010]

	NID T1 → NID T2 → LS T3
	.010
	.011
	0.941
	.347
	[−.011, .032]


Note. N = 1,977. Standardized estimates. NID = identity awareness; PR = peer relationships (peer support); SRH = self-rated health; LS = life satisfaction. These CLPM estimates do not separate stable between-person variance from within-person change; as shown in the main text, the significant indirect effects above are attributable to between-person trait covariation and are not replicated at the within-person level in the RI-CLPM.
Supplementary Table S2
Complete Path-by-Path Pairwise Comparisons of Within-Person Cross-Lagged Effects Across Family-Type Subgroups (RI-CLPM)
	Path
	Comparison
	b (Group A)
	b (Group B)
	z
	p
	

	NID T1 → PR T2
	Intl. vs Mid
	−.001
	.211
	−1.50
	.133
	

	
	Intl. vs Foreign
	−.001
	−.028
	0.30
	.761
	

	
	Mid vs Foreign
	.211
	−.028
	1.50
	.134
	

	NID T1 → SRH T2
	Intl. vs Mid
	−.034
	.044
	−0.66
	.507
	

	
	Intl. vs Foreign
	−.034
	.013
	−0.63
	.530
	

	
	Mid vs Foreign
	.044
	.013
	0.23
	.816
	

	NID T1 → LS T2
	Intl. vs Mid
	−.015
	.187
	−2.11
	.035
	*

	
	Intl. vs Foreign
	−.015
	.050
	−1.00
	.318
	

	
	Mid vs Foreign
	.187
	.050
	1.24
	.213
	

	NID T2 → PR T3
	Intl. vs Mid
	.018
	−.180
	1.33
	.184
	

	
	Intl. vs Foreign
	.018
	.071
	−0.52
	.601
	

	
	Mid vs Foreign
	−.180
	.071
	−1.46
	.144
	

	NID T2 → SRH T3
	Intl. vs Mid
	.042
	−.105
	1.16
	.247
	

	
	Intl. vs Foreign
	.042
	.082
	−0.49
	.624
	

	
	Mid vs Foreign
	−.105
	.082
	−1.28
	.200
	

	NID T2 → LS T3
	Intl. vs Mid
	−.014
	−.024
	0.08
	.940
	

	
	Intl. vs Foreign
	−.014
	.165
	−1.84
	.066
	

	
	Mid vs Foreign
	−.024
	.165
	−1.18
	.239
	

	PR T1 → NID T2
	Intl. vs Mid
	.076
	−.040
	0.98
	.328
	

	
	Intl. vs Foreign
	.076
	.033
	0.58
	.565
	

	
	Mid vs Foreign
	−.040
	.033
	−0.55
	.581
	

	PR T1 → LS T2
	Intl. vs Mid
	.035
	−.166
	2.22
	.027
	*

	
	Intl. vs Foreign
	.035
	−.026
	0.97
	.333
	

	
	Mid vs Foreign
	−.166
	−.026
	−1.35
	.178
	

	PR T2 → LS T3
	Intl. vs Mid
	.008
	−.024
	0.24
	.812
	

	
	Intl. vs Foreign
	.008
	−.028
	0.42
	.675
	

	
	Mid vs Foreign
	−.024
	−.028
	0.03
	.979
	

	SRH T1 → LS T2
	Intl. vs Mid
	−.019
	−.045
	0.27
	.787
	

	
	Intl. vs Foreign
	−.019
	.239
	−2.47
	.013
	*

	
	Mid vs Foreign
	−.045
	.239
	−1.96
	.050
	†

	SRH T2 → LS T3
	Intl. vs Mid
	.038
	−.030
	0.53
	.598
	

	
	Intl. vs Foreign
	.038
	.001
	0.42
	.678
	

	
	Mid vs Foreign
	−.030
	.001
	−0.21
	.833
	

	LS T2 → SRH T3
	Intl. vs Mid
	.069
	.055
	0.09
	.928
	

	
	Intl. vs Foreign
	.069
	.000
	0.75
	.453
	

	
	Mid vs Foreign
	.055
	.000
	0.32
	.750
	


Note. Intl. = international-marriage subgroup (n = 1,532); Mid = mid-immigrant subgroup (n = 155); Foreign = foreign-national subgroup (n = 290). Group A/B follow the order given in the Comparison column. Pairwise differences were tested with z = (b₁ − b₂)/√(SE₁² + SE₂²). For the four comparisons reported in the main text, z and p values are taken from the unrounded model output; the remaining comparisons are computed from the coefficients and standard errors reported in Table 5 of the main text. Statistical power for the mid-immigrant subgroup is limited; path-level differences are interpreted as exploratory. Omnibus Wald χ²(16) tests across all cross-lagged paths were non-significant for all three pairwise comparisons (see Table 5). * p < .05; † p = .050.
