Supplement 1: Outlier Handling Procedure
Before computing the three emotional BADE task metrics (negative interpretation inflexibility, negative interpretation bias, and positive interpretation bias), univariate outliers for the twelve interpretation ratings (Absurd1, Absurd2, Absurd3, LureA1, LureA2, LureA3, LureB1, LureB2, LureB3, True1, True2, True3) were detected using the method of Hubert and Van der Veeken (2008) for detecting outliers in skewed data. Datapoints that were above (or below) the third (or first) quartile of scores on a given measure by more than 1.5 times the interquartile range (IQR) were considered univariate outliers. Outliers were winsorized by replacing the outliers by the value of 1.5×IQR of that variable (Fuller, 1991). This approach to outlier management was chosen because winsorizing can introduce less bias than removal of the datapoints. In total, 259 univariate outliers were identified and winsorized (6.94% of the emotional BADE-task data) in the following emotional BADE-measures: Absurd1, Absurd2, Absurd3, LureA2, LureA2, LureB2, LureB3, TrueA1, TrueA2, and TrueA3. Winsorizing univariate outliers did not alter the main conclusions of the study and resulted in only minor differences in its results (see below). Multivariate outliers were identified using Mahalanobis distances. Three multivariate outliers were detected. Removing multivariate outliers did not change the results and were retained in the final analyses.
Results With Outliers Included
Results of the bootstrapped regression analyses when outliers were included were very similar to those obtained after outliers were winsorized. Similar to the results of the winsorized data, the results with outliers indicated that inflexible negative interpretations explained a unique and significant proportion of the variance in depression (R2 = .15, estimate = 0.17, 99.583% CI [0.05, 0.29]). Moreover, negative inflexible and biased interpretations were again related to social anxiety (R2 = .35, estimate = 0.19, 99.583% CI [0.11, 0.27] and estimate = 0.21, 99.583% CI [0.01, 0.33], respectively). In contrast with the results obtained after winsorization, the results with outliers indicated that negative interpretation bias is not related to depression (estimate = 0.20, 99.583% CI [-0.01, 0.38]).
Similar to the results obtained after winsorization, the results with outliers indicated that inflexible negative interpretations were also significantly associated with almost all markers of social perception and functioning, namely co-dampening (R2 = .65, estimate = 0.20, 99.583% CI [0.17, 0.24]), co-rumination (R2 = .30, estimate = 0.22, 99.583% CI [0.04, 0.40]), excessive reassurance seeking (R2 = .47, estimate = 0.17, 99.583% CI [0.11, 0.22]), negative feedback seeking (R2 = .09, estimate = 0.03, 99.583% CI [0.01, 0.05]), negative social interactions (R2 = .39, estimate = 1.12, 99.583% CI [0.68, 1.48]), loneliness (R2 = .17, estimate = 0.09, 99.583% CI [0.04, 0.13]), network diversity (R2 = .36, estimate = 0.04, 99.583% CI [0.02, 0.06]), network size (R2 = .12, estimate = 0.16, 99.583% CI [0.03, 0.29]), and embedded networks (R2 = .10, estimate = 0.01, 99.583% CI [0.01, 0.03]). 
With respect to negative interpretation bias, three associations were only significant after winsorization. In particular, the results when outliers were included indicated that negative interpretation bias was not significantly related to co-dampening (R2 = .65, estimate = 0.04, 99.583% CI [-0.03, 0.11]), reassurance seeking (R2 = .47, estimate = 0.07, 99.583% CI [-0.03, 0.17]), and loneliness (R2 = .17, estimate = 0.07, 99.583% CI [-0.01, 0.15]). Similar to the results after winsorization, the results indicated that negative interpretation bias was positively related to rejection sensitivity (R2 = .16, estimate = 0.10, 99.583% CI [0.03, 0.18]), co-rumination (R2 = .30, estimate = 0.48, 99.583% CI [0.15, 0.83]), and negative social interactions (R2 = .39, estimate = 0.84, 99.583% CI [0.17, 1.51]). Negative interpretation bias was again unrelated to social network features of diversity (estimate: -0.01, 99.583% CI [-0.04, 0.02]), size (estimate = -0.06, 99.583% CI [-0.27, 0.13]), and embeddedness (estimate = -0.01, 99.583% CI [-0.02, 0.01]). Positive interpretation bias was negatively related to rejection sensitivity (R2 = .16, estimate = -0.28, 99.583% CI [-0.40, -0.16]), but positively related to co-rumination (R2 = .30, estimate = 0.63, 99.583% CI [0.02, 1.29]), and network diversity (R2 = .36, estimate = 0.09, 99.583% CI [0.02, 0.16]). 
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