Supplementary Information
Supplementary tables for the anonymised HSSC submission, including auxiliary demographic analyses (N = 526), curiosity descriptives for the profile-estimation sample (N = 528), external-validation sensitivity information, and post hoc model-form sensitivity checks.
Supplementary Table S1. Profile sizes used for demographic analyses (N = 526)
	Class
	n
	%

	3
	217
	41.25

	1
	52
	9.89

	2
	24
	4.56

	4
	133
	25.29

	5
	100
	19.01



Supplementary Table S2. Row percentages of demographic variables by profile (N = 526)
Gender by profile (row percentages).
	gender
	3
	1
	2
	4
	5

	Female
	41.1%
	9.6%
	3.3%
	27.2%
	18.9%

	Male
	41.5%
	10.3%
	6.2%
	22.8%
	19.2%



Major by profile (row percentages).
	major
	3
	1
	2
	4
	5

	Early Childhood Education
	47.3%
	9.2%
	2.3%
	23.7%
	17.6%

	Music Performance
	41.3%
	9.2%
	4.6%
	25.0%
	19.9%

	Musicology
	37.2%
	11.1%
	6.0%
	26.6%
	19.1%



Grade by profile (row percentages).
	grade
	3
	1
	2
	4
	5

	1
	38.5%
	3.3%
	7.7%
	26.4%
	24.2%

	2
	44.1%
	11.8%
	5.2%
	23.7%
	15.2%

	3
	37.0%
	12.7%
	2.4%
	27.9%
	20.0%

	4
	47.5%
	5.1%
	3.4%
	22.0%
	22.0%



Supplementary Table S3. Chi-square tests of association between demographics and profile membership (N = 526)
	Variable
	ChiSquare
	df
	p
	CramersV

	Gender
	3.483
	4
	0.480
	0.081

	Major
	5.348
	8
	0.720
	0.071

	Grade
	17.611
	12
	0.128
	0.106


Supplementary Table S4. Multinomial logistic regression predicting profile membership (reference class = Class 3; N = 526)
	Comparison
	Predictor
	OR
	CI_low
	CI_high
	p

	Class 1 vs 3
	(Intercept)
	0.031
	0.001
	1.184
	0.062

	Class 1 vs 3
	genderMale
	1.034
	0.550
	1.944
	0.917

	Class 1 vs 3
	majorMusic Performance
	1.151
	0.512
	2.587
	0.733

	Class 1 vs 3
	majorMusicology
	1.780
	0.798
	3.969
	0.159

	Class 1 vs 3
	grade2
	3.409
	0.955
	12.169
	0.059

	Class 1 vs 3
	grade3
	4.384
	1.208
	15.911
	0.025

	Class 1 vs 3
	grade4
	1.264
	0.236
	6.777
	0.785

	Class 1 vs 3
	age
	1.032
	0.880
	1.210
	0.701

	Class 2 vs 3
	(Intercept)
	0.186
	0.001
	28.575
	0.512

	Class 2 vs 3
	genderMale
	2.215
	0.912
	5.381
	0.079

	Class 2 vs 3
	majorMusic Performance
	2.648
	0.679
	10.318
	0.161

	Class 2 vs 3
	majorMusicology
	3.660
	0.962
	13.933
	0.057

	Class 2 vs 3
	grade2
	0.550
	0.187
	1.616
	0.277

	Class 2 vs 3
	grade3
	0.320
	0.085
	1.209
	0.093

	Class 2 vs 3
	grade4
	0.322
	0.061
	1.706
	0.183

	Class 2 vs 3
	age
	0.944
	0.749
	1.189
	0.623

	Class 4 vs 3
	(Intercept)
	0.710
	0.058
	8.660
	0.788

	Class 4 vs 3
	genderMale
	0.875
	0.556
	1.378
	0.564

	Class 4 vs 3
	majorMusic Performance
	1.203
	0.685
	2.112
	0.519

	Class 4 vs 3
	majorMusicology
	1.411
	0.799
	2.492
	0.235

	Class 4 vs 3
	grade2
	0.843
	0.446
	1.595
	0.600

	Class 4 vs 3
	grade3
	1.149
	0.597
	2.210
	0.677

	Class 4 vs 3
	grade4
	0.675
	0.291
	1.565
	0.359

	Class 4 vs 3
	age
	0.990
	0.882
	1.110
	0.858

	Class 5 vs 3
	(Intercept)
	4.902
	0.267
	89.865
	0.284

	Class 5 vs 3
	genderMale
	1.123
	0.685
	1.842
	0.646

	Class 5 vs 3
	majorMusic Performance
	1.325
	0.713
	2.461
	0.374

	Class 5 vs 3
	majorMusicology
	1.301
	0.691
	2.449
	0.415

	Class 5 vs 3
	grade2
	0.541
	0.272
	1.076
	0.080

	Class 5 vs 3
	grade3
	0.835
	0.418
	1.671
	0.611

	Class 5 vs 3
	grade4
	0.715
	0.305
	1.678
	0.441

	Class 5 vs 3
	age
	0.895
	0.781
	1.026
	0.111



Supplementary Table S5. Participant characteristics for the auxiliary sample (N = 526)
	Characteristic
	n
	%

	Gender: Male
	224
	42.59

	Gender: Female
	302
	57.41

	Major: Musicology
	199
	37.83

	Major: Music Performance
	196
	37.26

	Major: Early Childhood Education
	131
	24.90

	Grade: Year 1
	91
	17.30

	Grade: Year 2
	211
	40.11

	Grade: Year 3
	165
	31.37

	Grade: Year 4
	59
	11.22


Note. Participant characteristics are reported for the auxiliary sample after excluding two cases with non-standard or erroneous major labels from demographic and external-validation analyses. Percentages may not sum to 100 due to rounding.

Supplementary Table S6. Descriptive statistics and reliability for the curiosity dimensions (N = 528)
	Variable
	M
	SD
	Skew
	Kurtosis
	N
	Range
	Alpha

	JE
	3.943
	1.764
	0.075
	-0.906
	528
	1-7
	0.931

	DS
	4.07
	1.707
	0.003
	-0.929
	528
	1-7
	0.89

	ST
	3.845
	1.51
	-0.046
	-0.559
	528
	1-7
	0.857

	TS
	4.14
	1.702
	-0.019
	-0.893
	528
	1-7
	0.886

	SC
	4.009
	1.613
	0.016
	-0.618
	528
	1-7
	0.942






Supplementary Table S7. External validation estimates with 95% confidence intervals and BCH-style sensitivity means (N = 526)
Panel A. Creative self-beliefs (SSCS)
	Profile
	n
	SSCS M
	SSCS 95% CI
	SSCS posterior M
	SSCS BCH-style M

	Class 1
	52
	1.998
	[1.754, 2.242]
	2.067
	1.907

	Class 2
	24
	3.064
	[2.487, 3.642]
	3.088
	2.943

	Class 3
	217
	3.637
	[3.540, 3.733]
	3.624
	3.680

	Class 4
	133
	3.130
	[2.969, 3.290]
	3.127
	3.101

	Class 5
	100
	4.165
	[3.987, 4.342]
	4.159
	4.185


Panel B. Subjective well-being (SWB)
	Profile
	n
	SWB M
	SWB 95% CI
	SWB posterior M
	SWB BCH-style M

	Class 1
	52
	2.542
	[2.106, 2.978]
	2.514
	2.452

	Class 2
	24
	3.758
	[3.273, 4.243]
	3.843
	3.691

	Class 3
	217
	4.047
	[3.925, 4.170]
	4.027
	4.059

	Class 4
	133
	3.648
	[3.458, 3.837]
	3.700
	3.636

	Class 5
	100
	5.374
	[5.124, 5.624]
	5.342
	5.422


Note. Confidence intervals are 95% intervals around modal class means. Modal ANOVA effect sizes were eta squared = .322 for SSCS and eta squared = .326 for SWB. BCH-style means are included as sensitivity estimates and should not be interpreted as a formal BCH or three-step distal-outcome test.
Supplementary Table S8. Holm-adjusted pairwise comparisons for external validation outcomes (N = 526)
	Outcome
	Comparison
	Mean difference
	t
	Holm-adjusted p

	SSCS
	Class 2 - Class 1
	1.066
	5.00
	< .001

	SSCS
	Class 3 - Class 1
	1.639
	12.27
	< .001

	SSCS
	Class 4 - Class 1
	1.132
	8.00
	< .001

	SSCS
	Class 5 - Class 1
	2.166
	14.65
	< .001

	SSCS
	Class 3 - Class 2
	0.572
	3.08
	.004

	SSCS
	Class 4 - Class 2
	0.065
	0.34
	.733

	SSCS
	Class 5 - Class 2
	1.100
	5.60
	< .001

	SSCS
	Class 4 - Class 3
	-0.507
	-5.32
	< .001

	SSCS
	Class 5 - Class 3
	0.528
	5.05
	< .001

	SSCS
	Class 5 - Class 4
	1.035
	9.04
	< .001

	SWB
	Class 2 - Class 1
	1.216
	4.39
	< .001

	SWB
	Class 3 - Class 1
	1.505
	8.69
	< .001

	SWB
	Class 4 - Class 1
	1.105
	6.03
	< .001

	SWB
	Class 5 - Class 1
	2.832
	14.77
	< .001

	SWB
	Class 3 - Class 2
	0.289
	1.20
	.462

	SWB
	Class 4 - Class 2
	-0.110
	-0.44
	.658

	SWB
	Class 5 - Class 2
	1.616
	6.34
	< .001

	SWB
	Class 4 - Class 3
	-0.400
	-3.24
	.004

	SWB
	Class 5 - Class 3
	1.327
	9.78
	< .001

	SWB
	Class 5 - Class 4
	1.726
	11.63
	< .001


Note. Mean differences are computed as the second named class minus the first named class. Pairwise tests used the ANOVA pooled error term with Holm adjustment. SSCS = Short Scale of Creative Self; SWB = subjective well-being.
Supplementary Table S9. Post hoc model-form sensitivity analysis across diagonal covariance structures (N = 528)
	Model
	Classes
	BIC
	Entropy
	Avg posterior
	Min n
	Interpretation

	VVI
	6
	8927.28
	.975
	.982
	25
	Lowest BIC; highly flexible diagonal variances

	VVI
	5
	9109.19
	.977
	.987
	24
	Flexible model; lower BIC than EEI

	VVI
	4
	9307.70
	.973
	.985
	27
	Flexible model; lower BIC than EEI

	VEI
	6
	9340.06
	.808
	.850
	19
	Lower BIC than EEI but weaker classification

	EVI
	6
	9342.09
	.932
	.948
	12
	Lower BIC than EEI; includes very small class

	VEI
	5
	9344.30
	.963
	.978
	19
	Lower BIC than EEI; includes small classes

	VII
	6
	9348.59
	.951
	.965
	16
	Lower BIC than EEI; includes small classes

	EEI
	6
	9681.73
	.890
	.926
	13
	Diagnostic EEI refit; suggests extra-class sensitivity

	EEI
	5
	9699.35
	.878
	.923
	14
	Diagnostic EEI refit; retained family reference


[bookmark: _GoBack]Note. Lower BIC indicates better fit. This post hoc diagnostic analysis used the five curiosity indicators and multi-start diagonal Gaussian mixture estimation across EII, VII, EEI, VEI, EVI, and VVI covariance structures. The results indicate that more flexible covariance structures fit better than the restrictive EEI specification. These results are used to qualify the interpretation of the retained five-profile EEI solution; they do not relabel the profiles used in the main manuscript.
