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[bookmark: _Toc132305377][bookmark: _Toc136972560][bookmark: _Toc136972588]Table 1 Descriptive statistics and gender differences in the variables studied

	Measures
	Scale 
range
	Global
	Boys
	Girls 
	t (df)
	Cohen’s d

	
	
	n
	Mean (SD)
	Median
	n
	Mean (SD)
	Median
	n
	Mean (SD)
	Median
	
	

	CP
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CP T1a
	1-5
	2,230
	1.76 (0.52)
	1.70
	1,145
	1.83 (0.54)
	1.80
	1,085
	1.68 (0.48)
	1.60
	7.21 (2216.90)***
	0.30

	CP T2a
	
	1,894
	1.75 (0.51)
	1.70
	968
	1.82 (0.54)
	1.80
	926
	1.67 (0.47)
	1.60
	6.90 (1875.94)***
	0.31

	CP T3a
	
	1,716
	1.60 (0.50)
	1.50
	869
	1.69 (0.54)
	1.60
	847
	1.50 (0.42)
	1.40
	7.97 (1640.32)***
	0.38

	CP T4a
	
	1,328
	1.44 (0.44)
	1.30
	682
	1.49 (0.48)
	1.40
	646
	1.38 (0.39)
	1.30
	4.43 (1301.08)***
	0.24

	Predictors (T1)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Family variables
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Socioeconomic status
	
	2,234
	0 (0.71)
	0.11
	1,147
	0 (0.72)
	0.10
	1,087
	0 (0.70)
	0.11
	0.52 (2232)
	

	Positive 
	1-5
	2,228
	4.44 (0.35)
	4.50
	1,144
	4.44 (0.36)
	4.50
	1,084
	4.45 (0.35)
	4.50
	-0.67 (2226)
	

	Inconsistency
	1-5
	2,228
	2 (0.51)
	2
	1,144
	2 (0.51)
	2
	1,084
	1.99 (0.51)
	2
	0.58 (2226)
	

	Warmth
	0-5
	2,228
	4.70 (0.38)
	4.83
	1,144
	4.71 (0.40)
	4.83
	1,084
	4.70 (0.39)
	4.83
	0.33 (2226)
	

	Child variables
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Grandiose-Deceitful
	1-4
	2,235
	1.41 (0.45)
	1.25
	1,148
	1.42 (0.46)
	1.25
	1,087
	1.39 (0.43)
	1.25
	1.46 (2233)
	

	Callous-Unemotionala
	1-4
	2,236
	1.42 (0.45)
	1.30
	1,149
	1.47 (0.47)
	1.30
	1,087
	1.38 (0.42)
	1.30
	4.68 (2226.74)***
	0.20

	Impulsive-Need for stimulationa
	1-4
	2,236
	2.34 (0.56)
	2.30
	1,149
	2.38 (0.56)
	2.40
	1,087
	2.29 (0.55)
	2.30
	3.87 (2234)***
	0.16

	Outcomes (T4)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Bullyinga
	1-5
	1,330
	1.25 (0.36)
	1
	683
	1.30 (0.39)
	1.25
	647
	1.20 (0.32)
	1
	4.85 (1306.3)***
	0.26

	Victimizationa
	1-5
	1,328
	1.53 (0.67)
	1.25
	681
	1.61 (0.72)
	1.25
	647
	1.44 (0.61)
	1.25
	4.78 (1306.63)***
	0.26

	Relational aggression
	1-5
	1,328
	1.32 (0.40)
	1.14
	682
	1.31 (0.40)
	1.14
	646
	1.33 (0.39)
	1.14
	-0.91 (1326)
	

	Overt aggressiona
	1-4
	1,329
	1.15 (0.34)
	1
	682
	1.19 (0.39)
	1
	647
	1.10 (0.27)
	1
	5.33 (1215.54)***
	0.29

	Emotional regulationa
	1-4
	1,350
	3.50 (0.40)
	3.63
	694
	3.46 (0.42)
	3.50
	656
	3.55 (0.36)
	3.63
	-4.20 (1336.88)***
	-0.23

	Emotional labilitya
	1-4
	1,350
	1.65 (0.37)
	1.63
	694
	1.69 (0.40)
	1.63
	656
	1.60 (0.32) 
	1.56
	4.77 (1307.37)***
	0.26
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Note. aWelch t-test is reported because Leven’s test is significant (p <.05), sugesting a violation of the assumption of equal variances; *p <.05; **p <.01; ***p <.001.
[bookmark: _Toc136972561][bookmark: _Toc136972589][bookmark: _Hlk145922070][bookmark: _Toc136972562][bookmark: _Toc136972590]Table 2 Quadratic latent class growth analysis model fit indexes of trajectories for girls and boys
	
	k
	AIC
	BIC
	SSABIC
	Entropy
	LMR
	LMRt
	BLRT

	
	
	
	
	
	
	p-value

	Girls
	1
	9211.40
	9246.36
	9224.12
	
	
	
	

	
	2
	8030.32
	8085.25
	8050.31
	.84
	<.001
	<.001
	<.001

	
	3
	7511.13
	7586.04
	7538.40
	.84
	<.010
	<.010
	<.001

	
	4
	7351.51
	7446.39
	7386.04
	.77
	.034
	.037
	<.001

	
	5
	7297.60
	7412.46
	7339.41
	.78
	.456
	.465
	<.001

	Boys
	1
	10869.53
	10904.9
	10882.66
	
	
	
	

	
	2
	9638.66
	9694.24
	9659.30
	.82
	<.001
	<.001
	<.001

	
	3
	9163.69
	9239.48
	9191.83
	.81
	.559
	.565
	<.001

	
	4
	8942.52
	9038.52
	8978.17
	.78
	<.001
	<.001
	<.001

	
	5
	8871.86
	8988.07
	8915.02
	.80
	.241
	.249
	<.001


Note. k = number of profiles; AIC = Akaike Information Criterion; BIC = Bayesian Information Criterion; SSABIC = Sample-size adjusted BIC; LMR = Lo, Mendell and Rubin likelihood ratio test; LMRt = LMR adjusted; BLRT = Bootstrap Likelihood Ratio Test.
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[bookmark: _Hlk145922076]Table 3 Parameter estimates for the linear model of latent class growth analysis 
	Conduct 
problems
	Growth parameters
	Girls
	
	Boys

	
	
	Low
	Average
	Upward
	Downward
	Stable high
	
	Low
	Average
	Upward
	Stable High

	
	Intercept
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	M (SE)
	-0.88 (0.04)***
	-0.05 (0.06)
	0.54 (0.17)**
	1.34 (0.124)***
	2.23 (0.15)***
	
	-0.66 (0.05)***
	0.38 (0.08)***
	2.51  (0.21)***
	1.43 (0.12)***

	
	95% CI [LL, UP]
	[-0.95, -0.80]
	[-0.15, 0.05]
	[0.26, 0.82]
	[1.13, 1.54]
	[1.98, 2.47]
	
	[-0.74, -0.58]
	[0.25, 0.50]
	[2.17, 2.86]
	[1.23, 1.63]

	
	Slope
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	M (SE)
	0.05 (0.01)***
	-0.02 (0.02)
	0.21 (0.07)**
	-0.43 (0.07)***
	-0.02 (0.08)
	
	0.03 (0.01)
	-0.04 (0.02)
	0.37 (0.12)**
	0.01 (0.05)

	
	95% CI [LL, UP]
	[0.03, 0.07]
	[-0.05, 0.02]
	[0.10, 0.31]
	[-0.55,  -0.32]
	[-0.15, 0.11]
	
	[0, 0.05]
	[-0.07, 0]
	[0.18, 0.56]
	[-0.07, 0.10]


Note. 95% CI = 95% Confidence interval; LL = Lower limit; UL = Upper limit; *p <.05; **p <.01; ***p <.001. 


[bookmark: _Hlk145922089]Table 4 Differences in predictors and levels of conduct problems according to trajectory group for girls
	
	Mean Z (SD)
	F (df)
	ηp²

	
	Low (43.2%)
	Average (37.4%)
	Upward (9.1%)
	Downward (7.1%)
	Stable high (3.2%)
	
	

	Conduct problems
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	T1 (2017)
	-0.87 (0.41)a
	-0.02 (0.44)b
	0.56 (0.49)c
	1.41 (0.45)d
	2.39 (0.69)e
	916.05 (4, 1080)***
	.74

	T2 (2018)
	-0.89 (0.42)a
	-0.02 (0.55)b
	0.88 (0.59)c
	0.95 (0.58)c
	2.07 (0.69)d
	515.61 (4, 921)***
	.68

	T3 (2019)
	-0.84 (0.34)a
	-0.09 (0.50)b
	1 (0.61)c
	0.44 (0.57)d
	2.05 (0.95)e
	461.36 (4, 842)***
	.68

	T4 (2022)
	-0.68 (0.37)a
	-0.05 (0.60)b
	1.15 (0.77)c
	-0.13 (0.53)b
	2.48 (1.02)d
	264.32 (4, 641)***
	.60

	Predictors (T1)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Family variables
	
	
	
	
	

	Socioeconomic status
	-0.03 (0.98)a
	0.05 (0.95)a
	-0.06 (1.10)a
	-0.11 (0.95)a
	-0.10 (1.05)a
	0.71 (4, 1082)
	

	Positive 
	0.30 (0.89)a
	-0.13 (0.96)b
	-0.31 (1.06)b
	-0.30 (1)b
	-0.35 (1.21)b
	18.54 (4, 1079)***
	.06

	Inconsistency
	-0.31 (0.93)a
	0.12 (0.95)b
	0.13 (1)bc
	0.60 (0.98)d
	0.66 (1.35)cd
	25.94 (4, 1079)***
	.09

	Warmth
	0.25 (0.81)a
	-0.16 (1.02)b
	-0.19 (1.10)b
	-0.25 (1.16)b
	-0.60 (1.63)b
	15.66 (4, 1079)***
	.06

	Children variables
	
	
	
	
	

	Grandiose-Deceitful
	-0.43 (0.70)a
	0.04 (0.88)b
	0.37 (1.14)c
	0.79 (1.09)d
	1.54 (1.16)e
	79.96 (4, 1082)***
	.22

	Callous-Unemotional
	-0.39 (0.76)a
	-0.08 (0.86)b
	0.27 (1.07)c
	0.52 (1.14)c
	1.13 (1.02)d
	45.23 (4, 1082)***
	.14

	Impulsive-Need for stimulation
	-0.48 (0.95)a
	0.05 (0.86)b
	0.35 (0.94)c
	0.58 (0.85)cd
	1 (0.90)d
	53,42 (4, 1082)***
	.17


Note. Z-scores were calculated on the whole sample for a better understanding of the meanings of the trajectories. Different letters in the superscripts indicate statistically significant differences (p <.05, Bonferroni post hoc test). ***p <.001.


[bookmark: _Hlk145922099]Table 5 Differences in predictors and levels of conduct problems according to trajectory group for boys
	
	Mean Z (SD)
	F (df)
	ηp²

	
	Low (42.4%)
	Average (41.2%)
	Stable high (13.7%)
	Upward (2.7%)
	
	

	Conduct problems
	
	
	
	
	
	

	T1 (2017)
	-0.69 (0.49)a
	0.40 (0.63)b
	1.47 (0.78)c
	2.56 (0.89)d
	735.88 (3, 1141)***
	.62

	T2 (2018)
	-0.68 (0.51)a
	0.36 (0.57)b
	1.49 (0.63)c
	2.89 (1.11)d
	751.38 (3, 964)***
	.68

	T3 (2019)
	-0.66 (0.44)a
	0.35 (0.58)b
	1.60 (0.67)c
	3.35 (1.02)d
	811.77 (3, 865)***
	.74

	T4 (2022)
	-0.55 (0.52)a
	0.26 (0.74)b
	1.39 (0.95)c
	3.55 (1.33)d
	309.49 (3, 678)***
	.59

	Predictors [T1]
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Family variables
	
	
	
	
	

	Socioeconomic status
	0.08 (0.99)a
	0.01 (1.02)a
	-0.11 (1.02)ab
	-0.54 (1.20)b
	4.54 (3, 1143)**
	.01

	Positive 
	0.25 (0.94)a
	-0.15 (0.98)b
	-0.37 (1.17)bc
	-0.14 (0.83)ac
	21.24 (3, 1140)***
	.05

	Inconsistency
	-0.28 (0.98)a
	0.14 (0.91)b
	0.34 (0.97)b
	0.93 (1.03)c
	34.18 (3, 1140)***
	.08

	Warmth
	0.21 (0.91)a
	-0.12 (0.99)b
	-0.18 (1.13)b
	-0.16 (0.94)ab
	11.90 (3, 1140)***
	.03

	Children’s variables
	
	
	
	
	

	Grandiose-Deceitful
	-0.32 (0.79)a
	0.09 (0.93)b
	0.69 (1.23)c
	1.39 (1.44)d
	71.05 (3, 1144)***
	.16

	Callous-Unemotional
	-0.32 (0.78)a
	0.24 (1.04)b
	0.66 (1.02)c
	1.47 (1.69)d
	72.69 (3, 1145)***
	.16

	Impulsive-Need for stimulation
	-0.38 (0.93)a
	0.25 (0.87)b
	0.70 (0.89)c
	1.35 (0.87)d
	93.50 (3, 1145)***
	.20


Note. Z-scores were calculated on the whole sample for a better understanding of the meanings of the trajectories. The different letters in superscript indicate statistically significant differences (p <.05, Bonferroni post hoc test). **p <.01; ***p <.001.


[bookmark: _Toc136972564][bookmark: _Toc136972592]Table 6 Goodness-of-fit indexes of the MLRs
	Model
	Gender
	Cox & Snell R2
	Nagelkerke R2
	McFadden R2
	Likelihood Ratio Test

	
	
	
	
	
	χ² (df)
	Sig.

	Family variables
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Socioeconomic status
	Girls
	.00
	.00
	.00
	2.84 (4)
	.585

	
	Boys
	.01
	.01
	.01
	13.01 (3)
	.005

	Positive parenting
	Girls
	.07
	.07
	.03
	73.09 (4)
	<.001

	
	Boys
	.05
	.06
	.03
	62.61 (3)
	<.001

	Inconsistency parenting
	Girls
	.09
	.09
	.04
	98.09 (4)
	<.001

	
	Boys
	.08
	.09
	.04
	97.25 (3)
	<.001

	Warmth
	Girls
	.06
	.06
	.02
	62.20 (4)
	<.001

	
	Boys
	.03
	.04
	.02
	37.48 (3)
	<.001

	Children’s variables
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Grandiose-Deceitful
	Girls
	.20
	.21
	.09
	237.78 (4)
	<.001

	
	Boys
	.14
	.16
	.07
	174.22 (3)
	<.001

	Callous-Unemotional
	Girls
	.13
	.14
	.05
	145.35 (4)
	<.001

	
	Boys
	.15
	.17
	.08
	192.05 (3)
	<.001

	Impulsive-Need for stimulation
	Girls
	.16
	.18
	.07
	193.46 (4)
	<.001

	
	Boys
	.20
	.22
	.10
	252.41 (3)
	<.001



