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(e.g., with CFAs) fit the data as well as whether measurement invariance (across groups 

or time) needed to be established. Detailed information and all tests can be relegated to 

supplements which are referenced or linked to in the paper.  

Yes  

No  

N/A  
 

The paper contains a link to openly accessible data (e.g., raw data, processed data, etc.) on 

which the analyses were based.  

Yes  

No  

N/A  
 

Please provide the link to the open data here:  

 
 

The paper contains a link to openly accessible data-analytical scripts, code, or syntax (that 

is not copyright-protected). These can be used to reproduce the analyses of the paper.  

Yes  

No  

N/A  
 

Please provide the link to the open data-analytical scrips, code, or syntax here:  

 
 

Comments about the Results section  

 
 

DISCUSSION 
 

 

The Discussion section of the paper ...  
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