Index Validity Analysis
We employ confirmatory factor analysis (CFA) to assess the validity of the latent variables formulated within this study. CFA serves as a method to corroborate the findings derived from exploratory factor analysis as elaborated in the previous section. It entails a statistical approach aimed at evaluating the alignment between the factor model and the available empirical data. In essence, while one could potentially replicate the construction analysis of the resilience index using different data, it is highly recommended to ascertain its validity through CFA conducted on the pertinent dataset.
Within the framework of CFA, the proposed factor model encompasses latent variables and the correlations among these latent variables and their corresponding indicators. By employing sound sampling techniques and robust measurement strategies, CFA stands as a potent tool to ascertain whether the suggested factor model accurately aligns with the prevailing empirical data.
Table S.1 presents the outcomes of the validity assessment conducted for each latent construct, as well as for the resilience index construct. The likelihood ratio column showcases the corresponding p-value for each  statistic. In the case of the household economic welfare indicator, a noteworthy likelihood ratio implies an inadequate fit of the data in constructing the latent indicator. Furthermore, the RMSEA value of 0.083 signifies a moderate fit. However, the analysis based on the Comparative Fit Index (CFI) and Tucker-Lewis Index (TLI), both approximating 1, suggests a strong alignment of the data.
Table S.1. Validity analysis of resilience index
	Factors
	Likelihood ratio (p-value)
	RMSEA
	CFI
	TLI
	SRMR

	Household economic well-being
	0.000
	0.083
	0.906
	0.843
	

	Living condition
	0.000
	0.030
	0.992
	0.975
	0.012

	Social protection
	0.859
	0.000
	1.000
	1.001
	0.001

	Financial literacy
	
	0.000
	1.000
	1.000
	0.000

	Household economic resilience index
	0.000
	0.044
	0.990
	0.971
	


Source: IFLS5 data processed by the authors. The absence of SRMR value is due to missing values in the related indicators. The absence of p-value in the log likelihood column is due to too few variables.
The indicator reflecting living conditions demonstrates inadequate data fit according to the likelihood ratio analysis. However, the relatively modest RMSEA value suggests a reasonable degree of data alignment. Further assessments involving the RMSEA, CFI, TLI, and SRMR statistics affirm the high suitability of these variables in constructing the latent variable for living conditions. Conversely, analyses for the social protection indicators consistently indicate a strong data fit. Similar findings are observed for the financial behavior indicator, except for the absence of a p-value due to the limited number of variables within the related indicator.
Subsequently, we proceed to evaluate the validity of each indicator in elucidating household economic resilience. Notably, a significant p-value stemming from the likelihood ratio outcomes implies a lack of data fit. However, the RMSEA values indicate a favorable concurrence between the index model and the data. Additionally, the CFI and TLI scores, both approximating 1, underscore the robust alignment between the model and the observed data.

