PROTECTIVE INFLUENCE OF ADULTS ON AGGRESSION	2

	Table S1
	
	

	Correlations, Means, and Standard Deviations for Victimization, Witnessing Violence, Adult Variables, and Physical Aggression Measures 

	Variable
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8
	9
	10
	11
	12
	13

	Wave 1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1. Witnessing violence
	-
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2. Victimization
	.66***

	-
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3. Parental Messages Supporting Nonviolence
	-.08*
	-.07*
	-
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	4. Parental Messages Supporting Retaliation
	.11***
	.00
	-.06*
	-
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	5. Teacher Support
	-.04
	-.07*
	.29***
	.10**
	-
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	6. Adult Support
	-.13***
	-.17***
	.31***
	.03
	.22***
	-
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7. Physical aggression
	.44***
	.39***
	-.13***
	.17***
	-.09**
	-.08*
	-
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Wave 2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8. Witnessing violence
	.67***
	.56***
	-.06
	.08
	-.03
	-.06
	.38***
	-
	
	
	
	
	

	9. Victimization
	.44***
	.57***
	-.12*
	.03
	-.05
	-.14**
	.33***
	.65***
	-
	
	
	
	

	10. Parental Messages Supporting Nonviolence
	-.08
	-.05
	.49***
	-.17**
	.20***
	.20**
	-.13*
	-.07*
	-.04
	-
	
	
	

	11. Parental Messages Supporting Retaliation
	.10
	.07
	-.05
	.44***
	.17**
	.01
	.11
	.14***
	.06
	.02
	-
	
	

	12. Teacher Support
	-.04
	-.04
	.19**
	.06
	.57***
	.16**
	-.09
	-.10***
	-.09**
	.33***
	.15***
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	13. Adult Support
	-.15*
	-.18**
	.24***
	-.02
	.16**
	.52***
	.02
	-.17***
	-.19***
	.25***
	.19***
	.24***
	-

	14. Physical aggression
	.37***
	.36***
	-.18**
	.10
	-.12*
	-.05
	.58***
	.50***
	.45***
	-.13***
	.07*
	-.18***
	-.17***

	Wave 3
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	15. Witnessing violence
	.66***
	.43***
	-.18**
	.13
	.04
	-.16**
	.25***
	.59***
	.44***
	-.05
	.07
	-.15**
	-.23***

	16. Victimization
	.45***
	.51***
	-.11
	.01
	.06
	-.22***
	.17**
	.42***
	.59***
	-.01
	-.01
	-.14**
	-.20***

	17. Parental Messages Supporting Nonviolence
	-.18**
	-.16**
	.40***
	-.22***
	.19**
	.20**
	-.20***
	-.15**
	-.05
	.51***
	-.06
	.31***
	.25***

	18. Parental Messages Supporting Retaliation
	.00
	-.12*
	-.05
	.36***
	.16**
	.08
	.16**
	.06
	-.01
	-.13**
	.26***
	.00
	.03

	19. Teacher Support
	-.05
	-.09
	.18**
	-.03
	.53***
	.15*
	-.17**
	-.23***
	-.14**
	.36***
	.14**
	.64***
	.31***

	20. Adult Support
	-.21***
	-.25***
	.26***
	-.08
	.08
	.49***
	-.12*
	-.21***
	-.24***
	.31***
	.18***
	.25***
	.56***

	21. Physical aggression
	.37***
	.27***
	-.20**
	.22***
	-.04
	-.17**
	.50***
	.37***
	.35***
	-.13**
	.04
	-.18***
	-.17***

	Wave 4
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	22. Physical aggression
	.17*
	.14
	-.12
	 .12
	-.06
	-.20*
	 .40***
	 .38***
	 .28***
	-.08
	.02
	-.17**
	-.11
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Table S1 continued
	Variable
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8
	9
	10
	11
	12
	13

	Wave 3
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	15. Witnessing violence
	.66***
	.43***
	-.18**
	.13
	.04
	-.16**
	.25***
	.59***
	.44***
	-.05
	.07
	-.15**
	-.23***

	16. Victimization
	.45***
	.51***
	-.11
	.01
	.06
	-.22***
	.17**
	.42***
	.59***
	-.01
	-.01
	-.14**
	-.20***

	17. Parental Messages Supporting Nonviolence
	-.18**
	-.16**
	.40***
	-.22***
	.19**
	.20**
	-.20***
	-.15**
	-.05
	.51***
	-.06
	.31***
	.25***

	18. Parental Messages Supporting Retaliation
	.00
	-.12*
	-.05
	.36***
	.16**
	.08
	.16**
	.06
	-.01
	-.13**
	.26***
	.00
	.03

	19. Teacher Support
	-.05
	-.09
	.18**
	-.03
	.53***
	.15*
	-.17**
	-.23***
	-.14**
	.36***
	.14**
	.64***
	.31***

	20. Adult Support
	-.21***
	-.25***
	.26***
	-.08
	.08
	.49***
	-.12*
	-.21***
	-.24***
	.31***
	.18***
	.25***
	.56***

	21. Physical aggression
	.37***
	.27***
	-.20**
	.22***
	-.04
	-.17**
	.50***
	.37***
	.35***
	-.13**
	.04
	-.18***
	-.17***

	Wave 4
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	22. Physical aggression
	.17*
	.14
	-.12
	 .12
	-.06
	-.20*
	 .40***
	 .38***
	 .28***
	-.08
	.02
	-.17**
	-.11
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Table S1 continued
	Variable
	14
	15
	16
	17
	18
	19
	20
	21
	22
	M
	SD

	Wave 1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1. Witnessing violence
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1.60
	0.53

	2. Victimization
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1.26
	0.39

	3. Parental Messages Supporting Nonviolence
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2.66
	1.09

	4. Parental Messages Supporting Retaliation
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2.16
	0.94

	5. Teacher Support
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	3.34
	0.95

	6. Adult Support
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	28.73
	4.81

	7. Physical aggression
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1.40
	0.53

	Wave 2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8. Witnessing violence
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1.52
	0.50

	9. Victimization
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1.23
	0.37

	10. Parental Messages Supporting Nonviolence
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2.59
	1.09

	11. Parental Messages Supporting Retaliation
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2.17
	0.97

	12. Teacher Support
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	3.17
	0.96

	13. Adult Support
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	28.78
	4.91

	14. Physical aggression
	-
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1.36
	0.53

	Wave 3
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	15. Witnessing violence
	.41***
	-
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1.51
	.51

	16. Victimization
	.42***
	.64***
	-
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1.23
	.37

	17. Parental Messages Supporting Nonviolence
	-.20***
	-.13***
	-.08**
	-
	
	
	
	
	
	2.50
	1.04

	18. Parental Messages Supporting Retaliation
	.08
	.11***
	.05
	-.03
	
	
	
	
	
	2.20
	.92

	19. Teacher Support
	-.22***
	-.08*
	-.05
	.36***
	.13***
	-
	
	
	
	3.05
	.93

	20. Adult Support
	-.16**
	-.17***
	-.17***
	.30***
	.23***
	.29***
	-
	
	
	28.65
	4.93

	21. Physical aggression
	.62***
	.48***
	.39***
	-.23***
	.03
	-.14***
	-.15***
	-
	
	1.39
	.55

	Wave 4
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	22. Physical aggression
	.52***
	.40***
	.23***
	-.26***
	.10
	-.15*
	-.10
	.57***
	-
	1.32
	.49






































Note. N = 2,575.
*p < .05. **p < .01. ***p < .001.
Table S2 
Fit Indices for Models of Main Effects of Exposure Variables and Adult Variables on Physical Aggression Within the Overall Sample, Multiple Group x Sex Models, and Multiple Group x Intervention Models
	Model
	χ2a
	df
	RMSEA
	CFI
	TLI
	Δχ 2b
	Δdf b

	Full sample models of main effects on witnessing violence

	1. Unconstrained 
	43.27***
	17
	.025
	.994
	.908
	
	

	2. Constrained across waves
	45.46***
	27
	.016
	.996
	.959
	3.47
	10

	Full sample models of main effects on victimization

	3. Unconstrained 
	33.27***
	17
	.019
	.996
	.937
	
	

	4. Constrained across waves
	34.63***
	27
	.010
	.998
	.981
	2.31
	10

	 Multiple group by sex models of main effects on witnessing violence

	5. Unconstrained 
	74.81***
	34
	.031
	.990
	.869
	
	

	6. Constrained across waves
	92.93***
	54
	.024
	.991
	.921
	20.34
	20

	Multiple group by sex models of main effects on victimization

	7. Unconstrained 
	65.08***
	34
	.027
	.992
	.888
	
	

	8. Constrained across waves
	81.78***
	54
	.020
	.993
	.937
	18.04
	20

	Multiple group by intervention phase models of main effects on witnessing violence

	9. Unconstrained 
	60.46***
	34
	.025
	.994
	.914
	
	

	10. Constrained across wave
	85.55***
	54
	.021
	.992
	.935
	25.85
	20

	Multiple group by intervention phase models of main effects on victimization

	11. Unconstrained 
	45.22***
	34
	.016
	.997
	.960
	
	

	12. Constrained across wave
	65.76***
	54
	.013
	.997
	.973
	21.03
	20



Note. N = 2,575. Constrained models held effects of violence exposure and adult variables constant across waves. RMSEA = Root mean square error of approximation; CFI = comparative fit index; TLI = Tucker-Lewis Fit index. 
aChi-square test of model fit. bSatorra-Bentler scaled chi-square difference test indicates whether the unconstrained model fit the data significantly better. 
*p < .05. **p < .01. ***p < .001.

Table S3
Fit Indices for Models of Moderating Effects of Each Adult Variable on Relations between Exposure to Violence and Physical Aggression Within the Overall Sample
	Model
	χ2a
	df
	RMSEA
	CFI
	TLI
	Δχ 2b
	Δdf b

	Models of moderating effects on witnessing violence

	Moderating effects of parental messages supporting nonviolence

	1. Unconstrained
	20.64**
	11
	.018
	.996
	.948
	
	

	2. Constrained across waves
	23.21***
	17
	.012
	.997
	.978
	3.03
	6

	Moderating effects of parental messages supporting retaliation

	3. Unconstrained 
	41.02***
	11
	.033
	.985
	.820
	
	

	4. Constrained across waves
	39.58***
	17
	.023
	.989
	.912
	2.16
	6

	Moderating effects of teacher support

	5. Unconstrained 
	30.19***
	11
	.030
	.991
	.986
	
	

	6. Constrained across waves
	33.42***
	17
	.019
	.992
	.943
	3.84
	6

	Moderating effects of adult support

	7. Unconstrained 
	22.05***
	11
	.020
	.995
	.946
	
	

	8. Constrained across waves
	26.56***
	17
	.015
	.996
	.970
	4.99
	6

	Models of moderating effects on victimization

	Moderating effects of parental messages supporting nonviolence

	9. Unconstrained 
	13.60***
	11
	.010
	.997
	.981
	
	

	10. Constrained across waves
	14.70***
	17
	.000
	1.000
	1.000
	1.34
	6

	Moderating effects of parental messages supporting retaliation

	11. Unconstrained 
	28.17***
	11
	.025
	.988
	.856
	
	

	12. Constrained across waves
	28.12***
	17
	.016
	.992
	.940
	2.78
	6

	Moderating effects of teacher support

	13. Unconstrained 
	17.97***
	11
	.016
	.996
	.949
	
	

	14. Constrained across waves
	19.50***
	17
	.008
	.998
	.988
	2.91
	6

	Moderating effects of adult support

	15. Unconstrained 
	16.40***
	11
	.014
	.997
	.970
	
	

	16. Constrained across waves
	21.11***
	17
	.010
	.998
	.985
	4.85
	6



Note. N = 2,575. Constrained models held effects of violence exposure, adult variables, and interaction terms constant across waves. RMSEA = Root mean square error of approximation; CFI = comparative fit index; TLI = Tucker-Lewis Fit index. 
aChi-square test of model fit. bSatorra-Bentler scaled chi-square difference test indicates whether the unconstrained model fit the data significantly better. 
*p < .05. **p < .01. ***p < .001.

Table S4
Standardized Regression Coefficients (Standard Errors) for Models Regressing Wave 2 Physical Aggression on Wave 1 Adult Variables, Exposure to Violence, and Interaction Terms for Overall Sample
	
	Adult variable included as moderator

	Wave 1 predictors of Wave 2 change
	Parental messages supporting nonviolence
	Parental messages supporting retaliation
	Teacher Support
	Adult Support

	
	Models of adult variables as moderators of effects of witnessing violence on physical aggression

	Physical aggression 
	.27* (.11)
	.30* (.12)
	.28* (.11)
	.29** (.11)

	Adult variable (AV)
	-.14*** (.03)
	.05 (.03)
	-.11** (.03)
	-.07* (.03)

	Witnessing violence
	.30*** (.07)
	.29*** (.07)
	.31*** (.07)
	.30*** (.06)

	AV*Witnessing violence interaction
	-.04 (.03)
	-.02 (.03)
	-.03 (.03)
	.01 (.03)

	Intervention Phase
	-.06* (.03)
	-.06 (.03)
	-.07* (.03)
	-.05 (.03)

	Grade 7
	.06 (.03)
	.06 (.04)
	.06 (.03)
	.07 (.03)

	Grade 8
	.01 (.04)
	.01 (.04)
	.00 (.04)
	.02 (.04)

	Male sex
	-.07* (.03)
	-.05 (.03)
	-.06 (.03)
	-.07* (.03)

	R2
	 .30*** (.05)
	 .28*** (.05)
	 .29*** (.05)
	 .28*** (.05)

	
	Models of adult variables as moderators of effects of victimization on physical aggression

	Physical aggression 
	.28** (.10)
	.30** (.11)
	.28** (.10)
	.28** (.10)

	Adult variable (AV)
	-.16*** (.03)
	.08** (.03)
	-.12*** (.03)
	-.08** (.03)

	Victimization
	.27*** (.06)
	.25*** (.06)
	.27*** (.06)
	.27*** (.06)

	AV*Victimization interaction
	-.04 (.03)
	-.01 (.04)
	.00 (.04)
	.03 (.03)

	Intervention Phase
	-.08** (.03)
	-.08* (.03)
	-.10** (.03) 
	-.08* (.03)

	Grade 7
	.05 (.03)
	.05 (.04)
	.04 (.03)
	.06 (.04)

	Grade 8
	-.01 (.04)
	.01 (.04)
	.00 (.04)
	.01 (.04)

	Male sex
	-.09** (.03)
	-.07* (.03)
	-.08* (.03)
	-.09** (.03)

	R2
	 .27*** (.05)
	 .25*** (.05)
	 .26*** (.05)
	 .25*** (.05)



Note. N = 2,575. Each column reports the coefficients for separate models regressing physical aggression at Wave 2 on covariates, Wave 1 measures of an exposure variable (victimization or witnessing violence), an adult variable named in the column heading, and their interaction from the best-fitting model. Unstandardized coefficients were held constant across waves. 
*p < .05. **p < .01. ***p < .001.





	

	
Table S5
Fit Indices for Multiple Group x Sex Models of Moderating Effects of Each Adult Variable on Relations between Exposure to Violence and Physical Aggression
	Model
	χ2a
	df
	RMSEA
	CFI
	TLI
	Δχ 2b
	Δdf b

	Models predicting changes in witnessing violence

	Parental messages supporting nonviolence

	1. Unconstrained 
	29.24***
	22
	.016
	.997
	.965
	
	

	2. Constrained across wave within sex
	37.97***
	34
	.010
	.998
	.988
	8.92
	12

	Parental messages supporting retaliation

	3. Unconstrained 
	59.49***
	22
	.036
	.982
	.807
	
	

	4. Constrained across wave within sex
	70.64***
	34
	.029
	.982
	.878
	15.94
	12

	Teacher support

	5. Unconstrained 
	40.48***
	22
	.026
	.992
	.914
	
	

	6. Constrained across wave within sex
	51.93***
	34
	.020
	.992
	.946
	12.01
	12

	Adult support

	7. Unconstrained 
	38.88***
	22
	.024
	.993
	.926
	
	

	8. Constrained across wave within sex
	69.77***
	34
	.029
	.985
	.899
	30.61**
	12

	Models predicting changes in victimization

	Parental messages supporting nonviolence

	9. Unconstrained 
	22.35***
	22
	.004
	1.000
	.998
	
	

	10. Constrained across wave within sex
	37.91***
	34
	.009
	1.000
	.997
	15.94
	12

	Parental messages supporting retaliation

	11. Unconstrained 
	36.68***
	22
	.023
	.990
	.899
	
	

	12. Constrained across wave within sex
	56.03
	34
	.022
	.986
	.902
	13.36
	12

	Teacher support

	13. Unconstrained 
	28.79***
	22
	.016
	.996
	.959
	
	

	14. Constrained across wave within sex
	41.95***
	34
	.013
	.995
	.969
	13.17
	12

	Adult support

	15. Unconstrained 
	44.45***
	22
	.028
	.989
	.888
	
	

	16. Constrained across wave within sex
	69.66***
	34
	.029
	.996
	.971
	25.22*
	12



Note. N = 2,575. Constrained models held effects of violence exposure, adult variables, and interaction terms constant across waves within sex. RMSEA = Root mean square error of approximation; CFI = comparative fit index; TLI = Tucker-Lewis Fit index. 
aChi-square test of model fit. bSatorra-Bentler scaled chi-square difference test indicates whether the unconstrained model fit the data significantly better. 
*p < .05. **p < .01. ***p < .001.
Table S6
Standardized Regression Coefficients (Standard Errors) for Regression of Wave t Physical Aggression on Wave t-1 Adult Support, Exposure Variables, and Interaction Terms for Subgroup Models by Sex
	
	Witnessing Violence
	Victimization

	Wave 1 predictors of Wave 2 change
	Female adolescents
	Male adolescents
	Female adolescents
	Male adolescents

	Physical aggression 
	.38** (.15)
	.17 (.17)
	.37* (.16)
	.23 (.16)

	Adult variable (AV)
	.05 (.08)
	-.18* (.07)
	.08 (.08)
	-.11 (.06)

	Exposure variable (EV)
	.18 (.10)
	.32** (.11)
	.10 (.10)
	.32** (.12)

	AV*EV interaction
	.16 (.09)
	-.23*** (.06)
	.22* (.09)
	-.22** (.06)

	Intervention Phase
	-.07 (.05)
	-.05 (.04)
	-.12* (.05)
	-.04 (.04)

	Grade 7
	.11* (.05)
	.05 (.05)
	.13* (.06)
	.01 (.05)

	Grade 8
	.03 (.05)
	.01 (.05)
	.05 (.06)
	-.01 (.05)

	R2
	 .30*** (.08)
	 .37*** (.07)
	 .25** (.08)
	 .40*** (.08)

	Wave 2 predictors of Wave 3 change
	
	
	
	

	Physical aggression 
	.44** (.15)
	.16 (.21)
	.38* (.17)
	.33* (17)

	Adult variable (AV)
	-.13* (.06)
	-.04 (.07)
	-.15* (.07)
	-.04 (.06)

	Exposure variable (EV)
	.18 (.10)
	.45** (.15)
	.18 (.11)
	.28* (.12)

	AV*EV interaction
	-.09 (.06)
	.10 (.08)
	-.08 (.06)
	.17* (.08)

	Intervention Phase
	-.02 (.04)
	-.03 (.05)
	-.03 (.05)
	-.04 (.04)

	Grade 7
	-.02 (.04)
	-.06 (.05)
	-.02 (.04)
	-.07 (.05)

	Grade 8
	.04 (.05)
	.05 (.05)
	.03 (.05)
	.03 (.05)

	R2
	 .40*** (.07)
	 .30*** (.06)
	 .34*** (.08)
	 .27*** (.07)

	Wave 3 predictors of Wave 4 change
	
	
	
	

	Physical aggression 
	.20 (.20)
	.31 (.17)
	.25 (.19)
	.42** (.15)

	Adult variable (AV)
	-.03 (.08)
	-.08 (.11)
	-.08 (.10)
	-.09 (.09)

	Exposure variable (EV)
	.41** (.15)
	.30 (.15)
	.23 (.13)
	.24 (.12)

	AV*EV interaction
	.08 (.09)
	.17 (.12)
	.10 (.10)
	.12 (.10)

	Intervention Phase
	-.04 (.05)
	.10 (.05)
	-.07 (.06)
	.09 (.05)

	Grade 7
	.03 (.06)
	.09 (.06)
	.01 (.06)
	.10 (.06)

	Grade 8
	-.02 (.06)
	-.04 (.06)
	-.04 (.06)
	-.03 (.06)

	R2
	 .30*** (.06)
	 .32*** (.07)
	 .19** (.07)
	 .34*** (.08)



Note. N = 2,575. Each column represents coefficients for male adolescents or female adolescents from separate models regressing physical aggression at Wave t on Wave t-1 measures of an exposure variable (witnessing violence or victimization), the adult variable named in the column heading, and their interaction from the best-fitting model.
*p < .05. **p < .01. ***p < .001.
	
Table S7
Fit Indices for Multiple Group x Intervention Models of Moderating Effects of Each Adult Variable on Relations between Exposure to Violence and Aggression
	Model
	χ2a
	df
	RMSEA
	CFI
	TLI
	Δχ 2b
	Δdf b

	Models predicting changes in witnessing violence

	Parental messages supporting nonviolence

	1. Unconstrained 
	43.79***
	22
	.028
	.990
	.895
	
	

	2. Constrained across wave within intervention
	55.29***
	34
	.022
	.990
	.934
	12.78
	12

	Parental messages supporting retaliation

	3. Unconstrained 
	54.54***
	22
	.034
	.984
	.828
	
	

	4. Constrained across wave within intervention
	70.11***
	34
	.029
	.982
	.877
	17.36
	12

	Teacher support

	5. Unconstrained 
	104.71***
	22
	.054
	.956
	.623
	
	

	6. Constrained across wave within intervention
	59.01***
	34
	.024
	.989
	.926
	8.95
	12

	Adult support

	7. Unconstrained 
	38.89***
	22
	.023
	.991
	.935
	
	

	8. Constrained across wave within intervention
	56.42***
	34
	.023
	.991
	.935
	17.90
	12

	Models predicting changes in victimization

	Parental messages supporting nonviolence

	9. Unconstrained 
	43.38***
	22
	.028
	.988
	.870
	
	

	10. Constrained across wave within intervention
	48.86***
	34
	.018
	.992
	.942
	8.11
	12

	Parental messages supporting retaliation

	11. Unconstrained 
	47.42***
	22
	.030
	.989
	.880
	
	

	12. Constrained across wave within intervention
	66.49***
	34
	.027
	.986
	.901
	22.42
	12

	Teacher support

	13. Unconstrained 
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	
	

	14. Constrained across wave within intervention
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Adult support

	15. Unconstrained 
	34.05***
	22
	.021
	.994
	.939
	
	

	16. Constrained across wave within intervention
	46.97***
	34
	.017
	.994
	.958
	13.66
	12



Note. N = 2,575. Constrained models held effects of violence exposure, adult variables, and interaction terms constant across intervention condition or across waves within intervention condition. RMSEA = Root mean square error of approximation; CFI = comparative fit index; TLI = Tucker-Lewis Fit index. 
aChi-square test of model fit. bSatorra-Bentler scaled chi-square difference test indicates whether the unconstrained model fit the data significantly better. 
*p < .05. **p < .01. ***p < .001.
Figure S1
Moderating Effect of Adult Support on the Relation Between Victimization in the Winter and Physical Aggression Residual in the Spring for Male Adolescents 

[image: ]






















Note. Plots represent adolescents at high and low levels of adult support (1 SD above or below the mean). The vertical axis represents within-person changes relative to the person-specific mean. The model includes a physical aggression random intercept.
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