Appendix A


Table A. Latent Class Analysis Model Fit and Comparisons
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	AIC (lower better)
	BIC (lower better)
	Entropy (higher better)
	Adj. VLMR p


	Posterior Probability
(Strong dominant class better)


	2-Class Model
	4531.76
	4557.813
	.91
	0.004
	.99, .01
.06, .94

	3-Class Model
	4272.40
	4328.85
	0.87
	0.000
	.98, .01, .01
.02, .98, .00
.00, .00, 1

	4-Class Model
	4233.55
	4320.40
	0.88
	0.000
	.98, .01, .00, .01
0, 1, 0, 0
0, 0, 1, 0
.0, 0, 0, .99

	5-Class Model*
	4192.89
	4310.13
	0.87
	0.030
	1, 0, 0, 0, 0
.01, .97, .01., 0, .01
.02, .02, .97, .01, 0
0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 1



*The 5-Class model failed to converge. 
Note. The constructs used to create the profiles were gender identity, conservatism (low, medium, high), racial-ethnic background (whether local (Arab/South Asian) or not), religious affiliation (whether Muslim or not), religiosity (low, medium, high), and sexual orientation (exclusively heterosexual or not). 









Table B. Results from original 2-wave sample (n = 413). 
	
Sample Descriptives

	 Latent Classes
	Heterosexual
 (n = 298)
	Sexual Minority Women
 (n = 65)
	Sexual Minority Muslim Women (n = 30)
	Sexual Minority Men
 (n = 20)

	 
	Means
	SE
	p
	Means
	SE
	p
	Means
	SE
	p
	Means
	SE
	p

	Same-sex attraction
	1.15
	0.02
	<.001
	3.42
	0.07
	<.001
	7.80
	0.07
	<.001
	5.34
	0.07
	<.001

	Conservatism
	2.98
	0.08
	<.001
	2.15
	0.15
	<.001
	3.53
	0.15
	<.001
	2.02
	0.15
	<.001

	Religiosity
	4.55
	0.17
	<.001
	3.35
	0.32
	<.001
	5.55
	0.32
	<.001
	3.92
	0.32
	<.001

	Latent Class Analysis Results

	
	Heterosexual
 (n = 298)
	Sexual Minority Women
 (n = 65)
	Sexual Minority Muslim Women (n = 30)
	Sexual Minority Men
 (n = 20)

	 
	Probability
	SE
	p
	Probability
	SE
	p
	Probability
	SE
	p
	Probability
	SE
	p

	Non-White
	0.83
	0.02
	<.001
	0.77
	0.05
	<.001
	0.81
	0.05
	<.001
	0.85
	0.08
	<.001

	White
	0.17
	0.02
	<.001
	0.23
	0.05
	0.010
	0.19
	0.05
	0.061
	0.16
	0.08
	<.001

	Woman
	0.55
	0.03
	<.001
	0.80
	0.05
	<.001
	0.75
	0.05
	0.003
	0.30
	0.10
	<.001

	Man
	0.45
	0.03
	<.001
	0.21
	0.05
	0.002
	0.26
	0.05
	<.001
	0.70
	0.10
	<.001

	Non-Muslim
	0.58
	0.03
	<.001
	0.72
	0.06
	0.002
	0.25
	0.06
	<.001
	0.75
	0.10
	<.001

	Muslim
	0.42
	0.03
	<.001
	0.28
	0.06
	<.001
	0.75
	0.06
	0.010
	0.25
	0.10
	<.001

	 
	 
	
	 
	 
	
	 
	 
	
	 
	
	
	

	




Latent Change Score Results

	  Latent Classes
	Heterosexual
 (n = 298)
	Sexual Minority Women
 (n = 65)
	Sexual Minority Muslim Women (n = 30)
	Sexual Minority Men
 (n = 20)

	 
	B
	SE
	p
	B
	SE
	p
	B
	SE
	p
	B
	SE
	p

	H1: Mean gender trad change
	0.17
	0.01
	0.001
	0.16
	0.14
	0.242
	0.22
	0.11
	0.043
	-0.09
	0.17
	0.584

	H2: Mean gender trad on wellbeing
	0.12
	0.05
	0.001
	-0.21
	0.09
	0.02
	0.06
	0.14
	0.697
	0.25
	0.08
	0.001

	H3: Gender trad change on wellbeing
	0.16
	0.21
	0.431
	-0.26
	0.27
	0.328
	0.34
	0.26
	0.192
	0.43
	0.71
	0.54

	Gender trad change with gender trad mean
	0.30
	.03
	<.001
	0.09
	0.04
	<.001
	0.18
	0.12
	.364
	-0.13
	0.03
	<.001

	Gender trad mean variance
	1.45
	0.19
	<.001
	1.01
	0.66
	0.109
	0.84
	0.28
	0.002
	2.25
	0.55
	<.001

	Gender trad change variance
	0.21
	0.09
	0.018
	0.22
	0.09
	0.010
	0.39
	0.29
	0.181
	0.30
	0.38
	0.432



Note. Gender trad = gender traditionalism. Mean gender trad = mean gender traditionalism for each group. Gender trad change with gender trad mean = the correlation between the means of gender traditionalism for each group and the rate of change of gender traditionalism for that group. Gender trad mean variance = between-person variance (differences not explained by measurement error) on mean gender traditionalism. Gender trad change variance = between-person variance (differences not explained by measurement error) on mean change of gender traditionalism. Significant outcomes bolded. 
Table C. Individual-level sensitivity with gender traditionalism T1 predicting wellbeing T2 moderated by ethno-cultural factors. 
 
	Predictor
	b
	SE
	Beta
	p-value

	(Intercept)
	4.89***
	0.15
	
	< .001

	Gen Trad T1
	0.12
	0.12
	0.14
	0.321

	Gender
	0.24
	0.15
	0.01
	0.112

	UN Region
	
	
	
	

	Africa
	0.36
	0.23
	0.11
	0.108

	Eastern Europe
	0.56*
	0.26
	0.14
	0.034

	Latin America & Caribbean
	-0.57
	0.47
	-0.10
	0.226

	Western Europe, Else
	0.62*
	0.29
	0.12
	0.035

	Religion
	
	
	
	

	Not Religious
	0.04
	0.26
	0.01
	0.869

	Christian
	0.04
	0.20
	0.01
	0.856

	Jewish
	-0.08
	0.29
	-0.02
	0.791

	Hindu
	-0.68
	0.93
	-0.09
	0.469

	Buddhist
	0.64
	0.61
	0.09
	0.293

	SameSexAttraction
	-0.13*
	0.06
	-0.13
	0.020

	Conservatism
	-0.07
	0.17
	-0.02
	0.698

	Religiosity
	0.10
	0.20
	0.04
	0.599

	Interactions
	
	
	
	

	GenTradXGender
	-0.13
	0.12
	-0.11
	0.256

	GenTradXAfrica
	-0.04
	0.15
	-0.02
	0.800

	GenTradXEastEurope
	0.24
	0.24
	0.07
	0.324

	GenTradXLatAmCarib
	-0.29
	0.39
	-0.07
	0.461

	GenTradXWest Europe
	0.25
	0.23
	0.07
	0.268

	GenTradXNoRelig
	-0.02
	0.23
	-0.01
	0.924

	GenTradXChristian
	0.05
	0.16
	0.03
	0.763

	GenTradXJewish
	-0.02
	0.23
	-0.01
	0.931

	GenTradXHindu
	-0.27
	0.87
	-0.04
	0.759

	GenTradXBuddhist
	-0.13
	0.12
	-0.11
	0.256

	GenTradXOther
	0.38
	0.44
	0.08
	0.390

	GenTradXGay
	0.02
	0.05
	0.03
	0.666

	GenTradXConserv
	-0.03
	0.13
	-0.01
	0.829

	GenTradXReligiosity
	0.12
	0.16
	0.06
	0.453



Model Fit: R2 = .11, Adj R2 = .03, F(27, 322) = 1.43, p = .082

Note. The continuous variables (gender traditionalism T1, conservatism, sexual orientation, and religiosity) were mean centred. Higher scores are indicated by the labels of each of these (e.g., higher scores on same sex attraction indicate higher levels of attraction to same versus other gender people. 


