Supplementary Materials
Table 1
A table comparing the results between the original analysis (OA; n = 316) and the two sensitivity analyses (SA).
	
	CFA results
	SEM results

	
	One factor model
	Two factor model
	Three factor model
	Three factor model

	
	OA
	First SA*
	Second SA**
	OA
	First SA
	Second SA
	OA
	First SA
	Second SA
	OA
	First SA
	Second SA

	CFI
	.649
	.642
	.551
	.843
	.832
	.829
	.908
	.902
	.879
	.907
	.901
	.877

	TLI
	.616
	.608
	.516
	.827
	.815
	.815
	.898
	.892
	.869
	.896
	.890
	.866

	REMSEA
	.137
	.136
	.145
	.092
	.093
	.090
	.070
	.071
	.076
	.067
	.067
	.072

	SRMR
	.122
	.120
	.145
	.062
	.066
	.063
	.059
	.062
	.061
	.056
	.059
	.058



Note. * In the first sensitivity analysis, participants who did not believe climate change was a threat were removed (n = 298).
** In the second sensitivity analysis, the total CCA score was used including the functional impairment items (n = 316).


Table 2
A table comparing the three-factor model SEM regression results between the original analysis (OA; n = 316) and the two sensitivity analyses (SA).
	

	Depression
	Generalised Anxiety
	Climate Change Anxiety

	
	OA
	First SA*
	Second SA**
	OA
	First SA
	Second SA
	OA
	First SA
	Second SA

	Depression
	1.000
	1.000
	1.000
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Generalised Anxiety
	.674
	.657
	.674
	1.000
	1.000
	1.000
	-
	-
	-

	Climate Change Anxiety
	.293
	.315
	.303
	.248
	.263
	.238
	1.000
	1.000
	1.000

	Distress Intolerance
	.408
	.376
	.408
	.371
	.339
	.371
	.234
	.218
	.286

	Uncertainty Intolerance
	.198
	.217
	.198
	.259
	.273
	.259
	.141
	.154
	.076∆



Note. * In the first sensitivity analysis, participants who did not believe climate change was a threat were removed (n = 298).
** In the second sensitivity analysis, the total CCA score was used including the functional impairment items (n = 316).
 ∆ p > .05. All other regressions were significant at p < .05.
