APPENDIX A: SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL
Table A1. Fit statistics for SEM models examined in the study
	Model
	χ2
	df
	p
	CFI
	RMSEA
	SRMR

	Overall mediation model
	1.30
	1
	.254
	1.00
	.020
	.012

	Stratified by gender
	1.45
	2
	.484
	1.00
	.000
	.012

	Stratified by ADHD
	NA
	0
	NA
	1.00
	.000
	.000

	Stratified by single parenting
	3.12
	2
	.210
	1.00
	.040
	.011

	Stratified by presence of siblings
	2.63
	2
	.269
	1.00
	.030
	.017

	Stratified by social media use
	1.93
	2
	.381
	1.00
	.000
	.013


Note: The model stratified by ADHD was saturated; thus, no χ2 was calculated.
Fig. A1. Structural equation model showing the estimated paths of family cohesion to behavioral problems through neighborhood social cohesion, stratified by gender (A – females, B – males).[image: Diagram

Description automatically generated]
Note. Only statistically significant (p < 0.05) standardized beta coefficients are shown. R2 shows the proportion of variance explained in each endogenous variable. Control variables (financial situation and ADHD), covariances, and error terms are not displayed for better readability. The differences in indirect effects between groups are not statistically significant.


CONTEXT OF BEHAVIORAL PROBLEMS IN ADOLESCENCE

	Fig. A2. Structural equation model showing the estimated paths of family cohesion to behavioral problems through neighborhood social cohesion, stratified by ADHD diagnosis (A – ADHD-free children, B – children with ADHD). 
[image: Diagram

Description automatically generated]Note. Only statistically significant (p < 0.05) standardized beta coefficients are shown. R2 shows the proportion of variance explained in each endogenous variable. Control variables (financial situation), covariances, and error terms are not displayed for better readability. The differences in indirect effects between groups are not statistically significant.
	[image: Diagram

Description automatically generated]Fig A3. Structural equation model showing the estimated paths of family cohesion to behavioral problems through neighborhood social cohesion, stratified by single parental household (A – full family, B – single parent household). 

























Note. Only statistically significant (p < 0.05) standardized beta coefficients are shown. R2 shows the proportion of variance explained in each endogenous variable. Control variables (financial situation and ADHD), covariances, and error terms are not displayed for better readability. The differences in indirect effects between groups are not statistically significant.

	Fig. A4. Structural equation model showing the estimated paths of family cohesion to behavioral problems through neighborhood social cohesion, stratified by presence of siblings (A – no siblings, B –siblings). 

[image: Obraz zawierający diagram

Opis wygenerowany automatycznie]Note. Only statistically significant (p < 0.05) standardized beta coefficients are shown. R2 shows the proportion of variance explained in each endogenous variable. Control variables (financial situation and ADHD), covariances, and error terms are not displayed for better readability. The differences in indirect effects between groups are not statistically significant, except for externalizing behaviors.
	Fig. A5. Structural equation model showing the estimated paths of family cohesion to behavioral problems through neighborhood social cohesion, stratified by use of social media (A – non-users, B – users). 
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Note. Only statistically significant (p < 0.05) standardized beta coefficients are shown. R2 shows the proportion of variance explained in each endogenous variable. Control variables (financial situation and ADHD), covariances, and error terms are not displayed for better readability. The differences in indirect effects between groups are not statistically significant.
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