Sample 1 Sample 2 Sample 3

M SD M SD M SD

Cluster 1 Adjustment Coefficient -0.78 0.001 -0.81 0.001 -0.78 0.001
Distance to Attractor 1.88 0.4 2.18 0.4 2.05 0.3
Valence at Attractor -0.03 1.0 -0.02 1.0 -0.03 1.0
Kernel Density at -0.62 0 -0.74 0 -0.67 0
Attractor
“Perceived Pathology” -0.04 1.0 -0.02 1.0 -0.02 0.9
at Attractor

Cluster 2 Adjustment Coefficient -0.16 0.4 -0.2 0.4 -0.18 0.4
Distance to Attractor -0.1 0.2 -0.42 0.1 -0.42 0.2
Valence at Attractor 0.16 0.9 0.54 0.5 0.60 0.5
Kernel Density at 0.08 1.0 -0.03 0.9 0.02 1.0
Attractor
“Perceived Pathology” -0.04 1.0 -0.18 0.9 -0.08 1.0
at Attractor

Cluster 3 Adjustment Coefficient -0.24 0.5 -0.17 0.5 -0.21 0.4
Distance to Attractor -0.07 0.4 -0.42 0.2 -0.41 0.2
Valence at Attractor -0.16 1.0 -1.15 0.7 -0.93 0.7
Kernel Density at -0.08 0.9 -0.02 0.8 0.03 1.0
Attractor
“Perceived Pathology” 0.004 0.9 0.42 1.0 0.02 1.0
at Attractor

Cluster 4 Adjustment Coefficient 2.1 0.5 2.0 0.6 2.1 0.6
Distance to Attractor -0.03 0.004 -0.46 0.02 -0.40 0.2
Valence at Attractor -0.30 0.9 -0.25 0.9 -0.29 0.9
Kernel Density at 0.71 1.0 0.76 1.0 0.70 0.9
Attractor
“Perceived Pathology” 0.10 0.9 0.11 1.0 0.15 1.0
at Attractor

1 Table 2: Standardized Cluster Values. Following standardization, variables in italics were used to conduct

2 unsupervised clustering. Displayed above are the means and standard deviations for each variable and

3 eachcluster. Clustering was conducted independently in each sample.



