Evaluation of various models explaining the dimension of flow: fluency.
	Model
	Df
	Chi2
	AIC
	CFI
	SRMR
	R^2
	R^2 adj

	Full
	4
	4.75
	3227.82
	.996
	.005
	.287
	.281

	IA
	6
	19.48
	3238.45
	.923
	.020
	.267
	.263

	Additive
	7
	20.91
	3237.85
	.920
	.023
	.265
	.262

	Diff
	8
	121.10
	3336.00
	.352
	.065
	.112
	.110

	SRRR
	5
	0.403
	3226.41
	.998
	.006
	.286
	.281

	SRSQD
	6
	19.57
	3238.54
	.922
	.020
	.267
	.263

	SSQD
	7
	113.54
	3330.47
	.390
	.061
	.124
	.121

	SQD
	8
	133.12
	3348.02
	.283
	.065
	.091
	.089

	SRR
	6
	11.90
	3230.87
	.966
	.012
	.278
	.273

	RR
	7
	36.34
	3253.27
	.832
	.027
	.243
	.241

	CA
	7
	120.51
	3337.44
	.359
	.062
	.113
	.109

	CL
	7
	113.33
	3330.26
	.391
	.049
	.125
	.121

	RRCA
	6
	19.51
	3238.48
	.923
	.015
	.267
	.263

	RRCL
	6
	32.82
	3251.79
	.846
	.026
	.248
	.244

	Note. Full = full quadratic model with polynomial regression; IA = interaction model; additive = Additive model; Diff = difference model; SRRR = rotated and shifted rising ridge model; SRSQD = rotated squared difference model; SSQD = shifted squared difference model; SQD = squared difference model; SRR = shifted rising ridge model; RR = rising ridge model; CA = cubic asymmetry model; CL = cubic level model; RRCA = rising ridge cubic asymmetry model; RRCL = rising ridge cubic level model



A rotational model was also tested, yielding a result of F(2, 525) = 94.73; p < 0,001; R2 = .265; R2 adj = .262.
Evaluation of various models explaining the dimension of flow: absorption.
	Model
	Df
	Chi2
	AIC
	CFI
	SRMR
	R^2
	R^2 adj

	Full
	4
	8.09
	2788.90
	.966
	.007
	.205
	.198

	IA
	6
	10.29
	2786.99
	.964
	.010
	.202
	.198

	Additive
	7
	11.77
	2786.44
	.960
	.011
	.200
	.197

	Diff
	8
	110.51
	2883.15
	.150
	.066
	.035
	.034

	SRRR
	5
	9.08
	2787.83
	.966
	.009
	.204
	.198

	SRSQD
	6
	10.38
	2787.09
	.964
	.011
	.202
	.197

	SSQD
	7
	110.21
	2884.88
	.144
	.066
	.036
	.032

	SQD
	8
	123.81
	2896.45
	.039
	.069
	.017
	.009

	SRR
	6
	11.37
	2788.08
	.955
	.011
	.201
	.196

	RR
	7
	28.40
	2803.06
	.822
	.023
	.174
	.171

	CA
	7
	120.23
	2894.90
	.061
	.068
	.017
	.014

	CL
	7
	110.03
	2884.70
	.145
	.054
	.036
	.033

	RRCA
	6
	23.22
	2799.93
	.857
	.017
	.182
	.178

	RRCL
	6
	20.41
	2797.12
	.880
	.021
	.187
	.182

	Note. Full = full quadratic model with polynomial regression; IA = interaction model; Additive = additive model; Diff = difference model; SRRR = rotated and shifted rising ridge model; SRSQD = rotated squared difference model; SSQD = shifted squared difference model; SQD = squared difference model; SRR = shifted rising ridge model; RR = rising ridge model; CA = cubic asymmetry model; CL = cubic level model; RRCA = rising ridge cubic asymmetry model; RRCL = rising ridge cubic level model



A rotational model was also tested, yielding a result of F(2, 525) = 65.59; p < 0,001; R2 = .199; R2 adj = .197.

