Appendix

	Table S1. Standardized Effects of the Relations Between Family Processes, Gratitude, and Depression in Parent-Child Dyads (Model 1).

	Regression Paths
	β
	SE
	Z
	95% CI

	1.
	Parental Depression → Children’s Depression
	0.121*
	0.052
	2.349
	0.020 to 0.222

	2. 
	Children’s gratitude → Children’s Depression  
	-0.300***
	0.053
	-5.647
	-0.405 to -0.196

	3. 
	Children’s Family Processes → Children’s Depression  
	-0.260***
	0.053
	-4.864
	-0.364 to -0.155


	4.
	Children’s Gender → Children’s Depression    
	0.024
	0.050
	0.473
	-0.075 to 0.123

	5. 
	Children’s Age → Children’s Depression    
	-0.002
	0.103
	-0.018
	-0.205 to 0.201

	6.
	Children’s Education → Children’s Depression    
	-0.040
	0.104
	-0.384
	-0.244 to 0.164

	7. 
	Parental Gratitude → Parental Depression 
	0.146**
	0.056
	-2.625
	-0.256 to 0.037

	8.
	Parental Family Processes → Parental Depression 
	-0.326***
	0.052
	-6.235
	-0.428 to -0.223

	9.
	Parental Gratitude → Parental Depression        
	0.006
	0.056
	0.109
	-0.103 to 0.115

	10.
	Parental Age → Parental Depression
	0.010
	0.054
	0.190
	-0.095 to 0.116

	11.
	Parental Educational Attainment → Parental Depression
	-0.050
	0.055
	-0.908
	-0.158 to 0.058

	12.
	Parental Gratitude → Children’s Gratitude
	0.182***
	0.051
	3.595
	0.083 to 0.281

	13.
	Children’s Family Processes → Children’s Gratitude
	0.324***
	0.049
	6.588
	0.228 to 0.421

	14.
	Children’s Gender → Children’s Gratitude
	0.141**
	0.050
	2.825
	0.043 to 0.239

	15.
	Children’s Age → Children’s Gratitude
	0.027
	0.105
	0.261
	-0.178 to 0.233

	16.
	Children’s Educational Attainment → Children’s Gratitude
	0.186
	0.105
	1.778
	-0.019 to 0.391

	17.
	Parental Family Processes → Parental Gratitude
	0.318***
	0.050
	6.384
	0.220 to 0.415

	18.
	Parental Gender → Parental Gratitude
	-0.126*
	0.055
	2.272
	0.017 to 0.234

	19.
	Parental Age → Parental Gratitude
	-0.023
	0.054
	-0.419
	-0.129 to 0.084

	20.
	Parental Educational Attainment → Parental Gratitude
	0.173***
	0.054
	3.210
	0.067 to 0.278

	21.
	Parental Family Processes → Children’s Family Processes
	0.472***
	0.042
	11.343
	0.390 to 0.554

	Model Fit
	X2(df)
	CFI
	RMSEA
	SRMR

	Model Fit Values of Model 1
	29.941(24)
	0.983
	0.028
	0.037

	Note. β = standardized regression coefficient; SE= standard error; Z= Z value; 95% CI = 95% confidence interval; X2(df)= Chi-square (degree of freedom); CFI = comparative fit index; RMSEA = root mean square error of approximation; and SRMR = standardized root mean square residual. *p< 0.05; **p< 0.01; ***p< 0.001.









	Table S2. Standardized Effects of the Relations Between Depression, Family Processes, and Gratitude in Parent-Child Dyads (Model 2).

	Regression Paths
	β
	SE
	Z
	95% CI

	1.
	Parental Gratitude → Children’s Gratitude
	0.164***
	0.049
	3.320
	0.067 to 0.260

	2.
	Children’s Family Processes → Children’s Gratitude
	0.214***
	0.053
	4.079
	0.111 to 0.317

	3.
	Children’s Depression → Children’s Gratitude
	-0.291***
	0.052
	-5.604
	-0.393 to -0.189

	4.
	Children’s Gender  → Children’s Gratitude 
	0.137**
	0.048
	2.835
	0.042 to 0.232

	5.
	Children’s Age → Children’s Gratitude
	0.028
	0.101
	0.279
	-0.170 to 0.227

	6.
	Children’s Educational Attainment → Children’s Gratitude
	0.155
	0.102
	1.531
	-0.044 to 0.355

	7.
	Parental Family Processes → Parental Gratitude
	0.263***
	0.055
	4.752
	0.155 to 0.372

	8.
	Parental Depression → Parental Gratitude
	-0.146**
	0.055
	-2.637
	-0.255 to -0.038

	9.
	Parental Gender → Parental Gratitude
	0.124*
	0.055
	2.263
	0.017 to 0.231

	10.
	Parental Age → Parental Gratitude
	-0.021
	0.054
	-0.386
	-0.126 to 0.085

	11.
	Parental Educational Attainment → Parental Gratitude 
	0.162**
	0.054
	3.020
	0.057 to 0.267

	12.
	Parental Family Processes → Children’s Family Processes
	0.413***
	0.044
	9.295
	0.326 to 0.500

	13.
	Children’s Depression → Children’s Family Processes
	-0.333***
	0.046
	-7.220
	-0.423 to -0.242

	14.
	Children’s Gender → Children’s Family Processes
	-0.018
	0.047
	-0.379
	-0.111 to 0.075

	15.
	Children’s Age → Children’s Family Processes
	-0.166
	0.098
	-1.700
	-0.357 to 0.025

	16.
	Children’s Educational Attainment → Children’s Family Processes
	0.100
	0.098
	1.020
	-0.093 to 0.293

	17.
	Parental Depression → Parental Family Processes 
	-0.362***
	0.047
	-7.675
	-0.455 to -0.270

	18.
	Parental Gender → Parental Family Processes
	-0.037
	0.055
	-0.666
	-0.145 to 0.071

	19.
	Parental Age → Parental Family Processes
	-0.078
	0.053
	-1.463
	-0.183 to 0.027

	20
	Parental Educational Attainment → Parental Family Processes
	0.146**
	0.053
	2.753
	0.042 to 0.250

	21.
	Parental Depression → Children’s Depression
	0.249***
	0.052
	4.756
	0.147 to 0.352

	Model Fit
	X2(df)
	CFI
	RMSEA
	SRMR

	Model Fit Values of Model 2
	25.214(24)
	0.997
	0.013
	0.039

	Note.  β = standardized regression coefficient; SE= standard error; Z= Z value; 95% CI = 95% confidence interval; X2(df)= Chi-square (degree of freedom); CFI = comparative fit index; RMSEA = root mean square error of approximation; and SRMR = standardized root mean square residual. *p< 0.05; **p< 0.01; ***p< 0.001.









	Table S3. Standardized Effects of the Relations Between Gratitude, Family Processes, and Depression in Parent-Child Dyads (Model 3).

	Regression Paths
	β
	SE
	Z
	95% CI

	1.
	Parental Depression → Children’s Depression
	0.122*
	0.052
	2.347
	0.020 to 0.223

	2.
	Children’s Family Processes → Children’s Depression
	-0.259***
	0.054
	-4.841
	-0.365 to -0.154

	3.
	Children’s Gratitude → Children’s Depression
	-0.302***
	0.053
	-5.682
	-0.406 to -0.198

	4.
	Children’s Gender  → Children’s Depression
	0.024
	0.051
	0.473
	-0.075 to 0.123

	5.
	Children’s Age → Children’s Depression
	-0.002
	0.104
	-0.018
	-0.206 to 0.202

	6.
	Children’s Educational Attainment → Children’s Depression
	-0.040
	0.105
	-0.384
	-0.246 to 0.165

	7.
	Parental Family Processes → Parental Depression
	-0.326***
	0.053
	-6.099
	-0.430 to -0.221

	8.
	Parental Gratitude → Parental Depression 
	-0.146**
	0.055
	-2.637
	-0.255 to -0.038

	9.
	Parental Gender → Parental Depression    
	0.006
	0.056
	0.109
	-0.103 to 0.115

	10.
	Parental Age → Parental Depression       
	0.010
	0.054
	0.190
	-0.095 to 0.116

	11.
	Parental Educational Attainment → Parental Depression        
	-0.050
	0.055
	-0.908
	-0.158 to 0.058

	12.
	Parental Family Processes → Children’s Family Processes  
	0.410***
	0.046
	8.999
	0.321 to 0.500

	13.
	Children’s Gratitude → Children’s Family Processes    
	0.303***
	0.048
	6.304
	0.209 to 0.398

	14.
	Children’s Gender → Children’s Family Processes     
	-0.054
	0.048
	-1.113
	-0.149 to 0.041

	15.
	Children’s Age → Children’s Family Processes    
	-0.180
	0.099
	-1.825
	-0.374 to 0.013

	16.
	Children’s Educational Attainment → Children’s Family Processes    
	0.087
	0.100
	0.869
	-0.109 to 0.283

	17.
	Parental Gratitude → Parental Family Processes            
	0.321***
	0.050
	6.391
	0.223 to 0.420

	18.
	Parental Gender → Parental Family Processes           
	-0.074
	0.056
	-1.311
	-0.184 to 0.037

	19.
	Parental Age → Parental Family Processes       
	-0.079
	0.054
	-1.449
	-0.185 to 0.028

	20
	Parental Educational Attainment → Parental Family Processes          
	0.124*
	0.055
	2.255
	0.016 to 0.232

	21.
	Parental Gratitude → Children’s Gratitude       
	0.237***
	0.053
	4.479
	0.133 to 0.340

	Model Fit 
	X2(df)
	CFI
	RMSEA
	SRMR

	Model Fit Values of Model 3
	53.181(24)
	0.915
	0.063
	0.057

	Note.  β = standardized regression coefficient; SE= standard error; Z= Z value; 95% CI = 95% confidence interval; X2(df)= Chi-square (degree of freedom); CFI = comparative fit index; RMSEA = root mean square error of approximation; and SRMR = standardized root mean square residual. *p< 0.05; **p< 0.01; ***p< 0.001.









	Table S4. Means and Standard Deviations of Parental and Children’s Positive Family Processes, Gratitude, and Depression Obtained from the Original and Simulated Datasets to the Fifth Decimal for Comparison. 

	                    Samples
	Org310
(N =310)
	Sim250
(N =250)
	Sim350
(N =350)
	Sim500
(N =500)

	
	Mean(SD)
	Mean(SD)
	Mean(SD)
	Mean(SD)

	1.
	Parental Positive Family Processes
	3.71071
(0.66655)
	3.71069
(0.66654)
	3.71070
(0.66658)
	3.71071
(0.66656)

	2.
	Children’s Positive Family Processes
	3.45898
(0.69492)
	3.45900
(0.69490)
	3.45897
(0.69492)
	3.45899
(0.69493)

	3.
	Parental Gratitude
	3.63890
(0.62375)
	3.63890
(0.62374)
	3.63888
(0.62375)
	3.63894
(0.62375)

	4.
	Children’s Gratitude 
	3.65955
(0.80150)
	3.65952
(0.80149)
	3.65952
(0.80151)
	3.65952
(0.80149)

	5.
	Parental Depression
	1.62581
(0.77291)
	1.62583
(0.77281)
	1.62582
(0.77291)
	1.62581
(0.77292)

	6.
	Children’s Depression
	1.86129
(0.83808)
	1.86127
(0.83806)
	1.86131
(0.83808)
	1.86130
(0.83808)

	Note. Org310 = original dataset of 310 parent-child dyads, Sim250 = simulated dataset of 250 parent-child dyads, Sim350 = simulated dataset of 350 parent-child dyads, and Sim500 = simulated dataset of 500 parent-child dyads. The statistics of parental and children’s gender, age, and educational attainment in the three simulated datasets (Sim250, Sim350, and Sim500) are corresponding to the original sample (Org310), in which fathers and mothers are 21.2% and 78.8%, 22% and 78%, and 22.8% and 78.2% in the simulated dataset of 250, 350, and 500 parent-child pairs. The mean ages of parents are 46.340, 46.220, 46.126 and their averaged educational attainments are 2.376, 2.363, and 2.446 in the three simulated datasets accordingly. For children, males and females are 35.6% and 64.4%, 41.3% and 58.7%, 43.4% and 56.6% in the simulated datasets of 250, 350, and 500 parent-child pairs. The children’s mean ages are 15.976, 16.029, and 16.158 and their educational attainments are 4.380, 4.283, and 4.360 in the three simulated datasets of 250, 350, and 500 parent-child pairs, respectively.




	Table S5. Correlations of the Study Variables Analyzed From the Original Dataset of 310 Parent-Child Dyads (Org310).

	
	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	1.
	Parental Positive Family Processes
	--
	
	
	
	
	

	2.
	Children’s Positive Family Processes
	0.47199***
	--
	
	
	
	

	3.
	Parental Gratitude
	0.34680***
	0.21776***
	--
	
	
	

	4.
	Children’s Gratitude 
	0.18003**
	0.35423***
	0.23674***
	--
	
	

	5.
	Parental Depression
	-0.38761***
	-0.27649***
	-0.26977***
	-0.18677***
	--
	

	6.
	Children’s Depression 
	-0.16745**
	-0.39699***
	-0.14862**
	-0.41770***
	0.24935***
	--

	*p< 0.05; **p< 0.01; ***p< 0.001.




	Table S6. Correlations of the Study Variables Analyzed From the Simulated Dataset of 250 Parent-Child Dyads (Sim250).

	
	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	1.
	Parental Positive Family Processes
	--
	
	
	
	
	

	2.
	Children’s Positive Family Processes
	0.47199***
	--
	
	
	
	

	3.
	Parental Gratitude
	0.34681***
	0.21780***
	--
	
	
	

	4.
	Children’s Gratitude 
	0.18000**
	0.35424
	0.23671
	--
	
	

	5.
	Parental Depression
	-0.39766***
	-0.27650
	-0.26976
	-0.18678**
	--
	

	6.
	Children’s Depression 
	-0.16745**
	-0.39703***
	-0.14857*
	-0.41773***
	0.24937***
	--

	*p< 0.05; **p< 0.01; ***p< 0.001.




	Table S7. Correlations of the Study Variables Analyzed From the Simulated Dataset of 350 Parent-Child Dyads (Sim350).

	
	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	1.
	Parental Positive Family Processes
	--
	
	
	
	
	

	2.
	Children’s Positive Family Processes
	0.47195***
	--
	
	
	
	

	3.
	Parental Gratitude
	0.34678
	0.21768***
	--
	
	
	

	4.
	Children’s Gratitude 
	0.18002***
	0.35422***
	0.23676***
	--
	
	

	5.
	Parental Depression
	-0.39758***
	-0.27643***
	-0.26971***
	-0.18677***
	--
	

	6.
	Children’s Depression 
	-0.16742**
	-0.39697***
	-0.14865**
	-0.41766**
	0.24933***
	--

	*p< 0.05; **p< 0.01; ***p< 0.001.




	Table S8. Correlations of the Study Variables Analyzed From the Simulated Dataset of 500 Parent-Child Dyads (Sim500).

	
	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	1.
	Parental Positive Family Processes
	--
	
	
	
	
	

	2.
	Children’s Positive Family Processes
	0.47205**
	--
	
	
	
	

	3.
	Parental Gratitude
	0.34681**
	0.21777***
	--
	
	
	

	4.
	Children’s Gratitude 
	0.18001***
	0.35420***
	0.23673***
	--
	
	

	5.
	Parental Depression
	-0.39761***
	-0.27652***
	-0.26975***
	-0.18676***
	--
	

	6.
	Children’s Depression 
	-0.16743***
	-0.39698***
	-0.14862***
	-0.41722***
	0.24938***
	--

	*p< 0.05; **p< 0.01; ***p< 0.001.




	Table S9. Model Fit Indices of the Three Non-Nested Models Generated from the Simulated Datasetsd (N =250, 350, and 500 Parent-Child Pairs).

	Model 1

	                    Samples
Fit Indexes
	N = 250
	N = 350
	N =500

	CFI
	0.963
	0.979
	0.986

	RMSEA
	0.040
	0.029
	0.024

	SRMR
	0.038
	0.032
	0.026

	Model 2

	                  Samples
Fit Indexes
	N = 250
	N = 350
	N =500

	CFI
	0.997
	1.000
	0.995

	RMSEA
	0.011
	0.000
	0.015

	SRMR
	0.034
	0.027
	0.026

	Model 3

	                  Samples
Fit Indexes
	N = 250
	N = 350
	N =500

	CFI
	0.966
	0.999
	0.989

	RMSEA
	0.038
	0.006
	0.022

	SRMR
	0.040
	0.030
	0.028

	Note. CFI = Comparative Fit Index, RMSEA = Root Mean Square Error of Approximation, and SRMR = Standardized Root Mean Square Residual.







	Table S10. Results of Standardized Mediated effects in the Three Non-Nested Models Analyzed by the Simulated Datasets (N =250, 350, and 500 Parent-Child Dyads).

	N = 250 Parent-Child Dyads 

	Mediating Paths of Model 1
	βind
	SE
	Z

	1.
	ParFam → ParGrat → ParDep
	-0.054*
	0.027   
	-2.330    

	2.
	ChdFam → ChdGrat → ChdDep
	-0.094***
	0.031   
	-3.651    

	3.
	ParFam → ParGrat → ChdGrat → ChdDep
	-0.018*
	0.010   
	-2.263    

	Mediating Paths of Model 2
	βind
	SE
	Z

	1.
	ParDep → ParFam → ParGrat
	-0.111***
	0.024   
	-3.718    

	2.
	ChdDep → ChdFam → Chd Grat
	-0.061**
	0.021   
	-2.742    

	3.
	ParDep → ParFam → ChdFam → ChdGrat
	-0.031**
	0.012   
	-2.628    

	Mediating Paths of Model 3
	βind
	SE
	Z

	1.
	ParGrat → ParFam → ParDep
	-0.114***
	0.036   
	-3.962    

	2.
	ChdGrat → ChdFam → ChdDep
	-0.069**
	0.022   
	-3.227    

	3.
	ParGrat → ParFam → ChdFam → ChdDep
	-0.039**
	0.016   
	-3.171    

	N = 350 Parent-Child Dyads

	Mediating Paths of Model 1
	βind
	SE
	Z

	1.
	ParFam → ParGrat → ParDep
	-0.054**
	0.023   
	-2.764    

	2.
	ChdFam → ChdGrat → ChdDep
	-0.097***
	0.026   
	-4.369    

	3.
	ParFam → ParGrat → ChdGrat → ChdDep
	-0.018**
	0.008   
	-2.692    

	Mediating Paths of Model 2
	βind
	SE
	Z

	1.
	ParDep → ParFam → ParGrat
	-0.111***
	0.020   
	-4.410    

	2.
	ChdDep → ChdFam → Chd Grat
	-0.062**
	0.018   
	-3.312    

	3.
	ParDep → ParFam → ChdFam → ChdGrat
	-0.032**
	0.010   
	-3.182    

	Mediating Paths of Model 3
	βind
	SE
	Z

	1.
	ParGrat → ParFam → ParDep
	-0.115***
	0.030   
	-4.700    

	2.
	ChdGrat → ChdFam → ChdDep
	-0.069***
	0.019   
	-3.822    

	3.
	ParGrat → ParFam → ChdFam → ChdDep
	-0.038***
	0.014   
	-3.725    

	N = 500 Parent-Child Dyads 
	
	
	

	Mediating Paths of Model 1
	βind
	SE
	Z

	1.
	ParFam → ParGrat → ParDep
	-0.054**
	0.019   
	-3.278    

	2.
	ChdFam → ChdGrat → ChdDep
	-0.099***
	0.022   
	-5.306    

	3.
	ParFam → ParGrat → ChdGrat → ChdDep
	-0.018**
	0.007   
	-3.259    

	Mediating Paths of Model 2
	βind
	SE
	Z

	1.
	ParDep → ParFam → ParGrat
	-0.112***
	0.017   
	-5.268    

	2.
	ChdDep → ChdFam → Chd Grat
	-0.064***
	0.015   
	-4.048    

	3.
	ParDep → ParFam → ChdFam → ChdGrat
	-0.032***
	0.009   
	-3.869    

	Mediating Paths of Model 3
	βind
	SE
	Z

	1.
	ParGrat → ParFam → ParDep
	-0.117***
	0.026   
	-5.677    

	2.
	ChdGrat → ChdFam → ChdDep
	-0.070***
	0.016   
	-4.582    

	3.
	ParGrat → ParFam → ChdFam → ChdDep
	-0.037***
	0.011   
	-4.396    

	Note. ParFam = Parental Family Processes, ParGrat = Parental Gratitude, ParDep = Parental Depression, ChdFam = Children's Family Processes, ChdGrat = Children’s Gratitude, ChdDep = Children’s Depression, βind =indirect effect, SE = standard error, Z = Z-value. *p< 0.05; **p< 0.01; ***p< 0.001.










	Table S11. Results of Cross-Generational Equivalence of Effects Between Parents and Children in the Three Non-Nested Models Analyzed by the Simulated Datasets of N =250, 350, and 500 Parent-Child Dyads.

	Model 1

	N = 250
	βPar
	βChd
	△β
	
	p-value

	(a) Family Processes → Gratitude
	0.348
	0.310
	0.038
	0.110
	0.739

	(b) Family Processes → Depression
	-0.328
	-0.259
	-0.069
	0.490
	0.483

	(c) Gratitude → Depression 
	-0.155
	-0.305
	0.150
	1.673
	0.195

	N = 350
	βPar
	βChd
	△β
	
	p-value

	(a) Family Processes → Gratitude
	0.349
	0.316
	0.033
	0.239
	0.624

	(b) Family Processes → Depression
	-0.331
	-0.255
	-0.076
	0.847
	0.357

	(c) Gratitude → Depression 
	-0.156
	-0.306
	.150
	2.290
	0.130

	N = 500
	βPar
	βChd
	△β
	
	p-value

	(a) Family Processes → Gratitude
	0.348
	0.320
	0.028
	0.463
	0.495

	(b) Family Processes → Depression
	-0.337
	-0.250
	-0.087
	1.657
	0.197

	(c) Gratitude → Depression 
	-0.154
	-0.308
	0.154
	3.548
	0.059

	Model 2

	N = 250
	βPar
	βChd
	△β
	
	p-value

	(a) Depression → Family Processes
	-0.387
	-0.324
	-0.063
	1.032
	0.309

	(b) Depression → Gratitude 
	-0.162
	-0.319
	0.157
	4.897
	0.026

	(c) Family Processes → Gratitude
	0.286
	0.187
	0.099
	0.313
	0.575

	N = 350
	βPar
	βChd
	△β
	
	p-value

	(a) Depression → Family Processes
	-0.386
	-0.319
	0.067
	1.588
	0.207

	(b) Depression → Gratitude 
	-0.162
	-0.321
	0.159
	7.102*
	0.007

	(c) Family Processes → Gratitude
	0.287
	0.194
	0.093
	0.320
	0.571

	N = 500
	βPar
	βChd
	△β
	
	p-value

	(a) Depression → Family Processes
	-0.392
	-0.328
	-0.064
	2.117
	0.145

	(b) Depression → Gratitude 
	-0.161
	-0.325
	0.164
	10.688*
	0.001

	(c) Family Processes → Gratitude
	0.285
	0.196
	0.089
	0.361
	0.547

	Model 3

	N = 250
	βPar
	βChd
	△β
	
	p-value

	(a) Gratitude → Family Processes
	0.347
	0.270
	0.077
	3.170
	0.074

	(b) Gratitude → Depression
	-0.155
	-0.308
	0.153
	1.673
	0.195

	(c) Family Processes → Depression 
	-0.328
	-0.257
	-0.071
	0.490
	0.483

	N = 350
	βPar
	βChd
	△β
	
	p-value

	(a) Gratitude → Family Processes
	0.348
	0.272
	0.076
	4.357
	0.036

	(b) Gratitude → Depression
	-0.156
	-0.308
	0.152
	2.290
	0.130

	(c) Family Processes → Depression 
	-0.331
	-0.253
	-0.078
	0.847
	0.357

	N = 500
	βPar
	βChd
	△β
	
	p-value

	(a) Gratitude → Family Processes
	0.347
	0.281
	0.066
	5.437
	0.019

	(b) Gratitude → Depression
	-0.154
	-0.310
	0.156
	3.548
	0.059

	(c) Family Processes → Depression 
	-0.337
	-0.248
	-0.089
	1.657
	0.197

	Note. βPar = Parental Effect; βChd = Child Effect; △β = Effect Change (Parental Effect - Child Effect); = Wald Statistic. Bonferroni correction is used to determine the significant p-value, which is α (e.g., 0.05) divided by the number of comparisons, leading to an adjusted significant p-value as *padj < 0.0167.














	Table S12. Results of Non-Nested Model Comparisons Evaluated by the Simulated Datasets of N = 250, 350, and 500 Parent-Child Dyads.   

	            Simulated Samples
Model Comparison
	Variance Test (ω²)

	
	N=250
	N=350
	N=500

	  Model 1 vs Model 2
	1.080***
	0.906***
	1.019***

	  Model 1 vs Model 3
	0.994***
	0.914***
	0.857***

	  Model 2 vs Model 3
	1.165***
	0.984***
	0.939***

	            Simulated Samples
Model Comparison
	Non-Nested LRT Test (Z)

	
	N=250
	N=350
	N=500

	  Model 1 vs Model 2
	-2.384**
	-3.220***
	-3.347***

	  Model 1 vs Model 3
	1.091
	1.091
	1.570

	  Model 2 vs Model 3
	3.302***
	4.140***
	4.988***

	            Simulated Samples
Model Comparison
	95% CI of BIC

	
	N=250
	N=350
	N=500

	  Model 1 vs Model 2
	13.928 to 142.724
	44.874 to 184.470
	62.623 to 239.583

	  Model 1 vs Model 3
	-96.176 to 27.412
	-109.110 to 31.099
	-146.183 to 16.146

	  Model 2 vs Model 3
	-179.611 to -45.804
	-226.428 to -80.927
	-301.046 to -131.197

	Note. Non-Nested LRT Test (Z) = Non-Nested Likelihood Ratio Test; 95% CI of BIC = 95% Confidence Intervals of Difference in BIC Statistics Between the Two Competing Non-Nested Models. *p< 0.05; **p< .01; ***p< 0.001.





