
SUPPORTING INFORMATION

Figure S1. Accuracy of edge-weight estimates in the full network among participants who had not returned to work.
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Figure S2. Accuracy of edge-weight estimates in the full network among participants who had returned to work.
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Figure S3. Case-dropping bootstrap stability of strength centrality in the full network among participants who had not returned to work.
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Figure S4. Case-dropping bootstrap stability of strength centrality in the full network among participants who had returned to work.
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Figure S5. Accuracy of edge-weight estimates in the self-efficacy network among participants who had not returned to work.
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Figure S6. Accuracy of edge-weight estimates in the self-efficacy network among participants who had returned to work.
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Figure S7. Case-dropping bootstrap stability of strength centrality in the self-efficacy network among participants who had not returned to work.
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Figure S8. Case-dropping bootstrap stability of strength centrality in the self-efficacy network among participants who had returned to work.
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SUPPORTING INFORMATION

Figure S9. Case-dropping bootstrap stability of bridge strength in the full network among participants who had not returned to work (CS coefficient = 0.449).
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Figure S10. Case-dropping bootstrap stability of bridge strength in the full network among participants who had returned to work (CS coefficient = 0.449).
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