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[bookmark: _Toc173503127]Table S1. 
[bookmark: _Toc173503128]Content validity: Relevance assessed through subjects (i.e., adolescents and/or children)
	
	Assessed
	1.a. Sample size
	1.b. Moderators
	1.c. Guide
	1.d. Analysis
	1.e. Researchers

	Avanci et al. (2007)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Bagley et al. (1997)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Blatný et al. (2006)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Ceresnik et al. (2022)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Chabrol et al. (2004)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Cogollo et al. (2015)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Cong & Cheong (2023)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Corwyn (2000)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Farruggia et al. (2004)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Frieiro et al. (2021)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Fukudome et al. (2017)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Gnambs & Schroeders (2020)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Hagborg (1993)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Jamil et al. (2006)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Kourakou et al. (2021)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Lee et al. (2009)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Leung (2011)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Li et al. (2019)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Marsh (1996)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	McKay et al. (2014)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Oliver et al. (2012)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Owens (1997)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Rizwan et al. (2012)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Romano et al. (2007)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Sánchez-Vilena et al. (2021)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Santos et al. (2003)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Sarkova et al. (2006)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Sbicigo et al. (2010)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Sharrat et al. (2014)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Supple & Plunkett (2011)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Supple et al. (2013)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Tomás et al. (2013)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Urban et al. (2014)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Vallieres & Vallerand (1990)
	Yes
	Very good
	Adequate
	Doubtful
	Very good
	Adequate

	Vasconselos-Raposo et al. (2012)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Ventura-León et al. (2018)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Wood et al. (2021)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Wu et al. (2017)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Xu & Leung (2016)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA





[bookmark: _Toc173503129]Table S2. 
[bookmark: _Toc173503130]Content validity: Comprehensiveness assessed through subjects (i.e., adolescents and/or children)
	
	Assessed
	2.a. Sample size
	2.b. Moderators
	2.c. Guide
	2.d. Analysis
	2.e. Researchers

	Avanci et al. (2007)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Bagley et al. (1997)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Blatný et al. (2006)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Ceresnik et al. (2022)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Chabrol et al. (2004)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Cogollo et al. (2015)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Cong & Cheong (2023)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Corwyn (2000)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Farruggia et al. (2004)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Frieiro et al. (2021)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Fukudome et al. (2017)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Gnambs & Schroeders (2020)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Hagborg (1993)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Jamil et al. (2006)
	Yes
	Doubtful
	Not clear
	Not clear
	Not clear 
	Not clear

	Kourakou et al. (2021)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Lee et al. (2009)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Leung (2011)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Li et al. (2019)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Marsh (1996)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	McKay et al. (2014)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Oliver et al. (2012)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Owens (1997)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Rizwan et al. (2012)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Romano et al. (2007)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Sánchez-Vilena et al. (2021)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Santos et al. (2003)
	Yes
	Doubtful
	Not clear
	Not clear
	Not clear 
	Not clear

	Sarkova et al. (2006)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Sbicigo et al. (2010)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Sharrat et al. (2014)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Supple & Plunkett (2011)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Supple et al. (2013)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Tomás et al. (2013)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Urban et al. (2014)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Vallieres & Vallerand (1990)
	Yes
	Very good
	Adequate
	Doubtful
	Very good
	Adequate

	Vasconselos-Raposo et al. (2012)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Ventura-León et al. (2018)
	Yes
	Doubtful
	Not clear
	Not clear
	Not clear
	Not clear

	Wood et al. (2021)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Wu et al. (2017)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Xu & Leung (2016)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA





[bookmark: _Toc173503131]Table S3. 
[bookmark: _Toc173503132]Content validity: Comprehensibility assessed through subjects (i.e., adolescents and/or children)
	
	Assessed
	3.a. Sample size
	3.b. Moderators
	3.c. Guide
	3.d. Analysis
	3.e. Researchers

	Avanci et al. (2007)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Bagley et al. (1997)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Blatný et al. (2006)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Ceresnik et al. (2022)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Chabrol et al. (2004)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Cogollo et al. (2015)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Cong & Cheong (2023)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Corwyn (2000)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Farruggia et al. (2004)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Frieiro et al. (2021)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Fukudome et al. (2017)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Gnambs & Schroeders (2020)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Hagborg (1993)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Jamil et al. (2006)
	Yes
	Doubtful
	Not clear
	Not clear
	Not clear 
	Not clear

	Kourakou et al. (2021)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Lee et al. (2009)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Leung (2011)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Li et al. (2019)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Marsh (1996)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	McKay et al. (2014)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Oliver et al. (2012)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Owens (1997)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Rizwan et al. (2012)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Romano et al. (2007)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Sánchez-Vilena et al. (2021)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Santos et al. (2003)
	Yes
	Doubtful
	Not clear
	Not clear
	Not clear 
	Not clear

	Sarkova et al. (2006)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Sbicigo et al. (2010)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Sharrat et al. (2014)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Supple & Plunkett (2011)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Supple et al. (2013)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Tomás et al. (2013)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Urban et al. (2014)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Vallieres & Vallerand (1990)
	Yes
	Very good
	Adequate
	Doubtful
	Very good
	Adequate

	Vasconselos-Raposo et al. (2012)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Ventura-León et al. (2018)
	Yes
	Doubtful
	Not clear
	Not clear
	Not clear
	Not clear

	Wood et al. (2021)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Wu et al. (2017)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Xu & Leung (2016)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA






[bookmark: _Toc173503133]Table S4. 
[bookmark: _Toc173503134]Content validity: Relevance assessed through professionals
	
	Assessed
	1.a. Type
	1.b. Sample size
	1.c. Analyses

	Avanci et al. (2007)
	Yes
	Very good
	Adequate
	Very good

	Bagley et al. (1997)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Blatný et al. (2006)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Ceresnik et al. (2022)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Chabrol et al. (2004)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Cogollo et al. (2015)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Cong & Cheong (2023)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Corwyn (2000)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Farruggia et al. (2004)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Frieiro et al. (2021)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Fukudome et al. (2017)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Gnambs & Schroeders (2020)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Hagborg (1993)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Jamil et al. (2006)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Kourakou et al. (2021)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Lee et al. (2009)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Leung (2011)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Li et al. (2019)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Marsh (1996)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	McKay et al. (2014)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Oliver et al. (2012)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Owens (1997)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Rizwan et al. (2012)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Romano et al. (2007)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Sánchez-Vilena et al. (2021)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Santos et al. (2003)
	Yes
	Very good
	Doubtful
	Adequate

	Sarkova et al. (2006)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Sbicigo et al. (2010)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Sharrat et al. (2014)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Supple & Plunkett (2011)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Supple et al. (2013)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Tomás et al. (2013)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Urban et al. (2014)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Vallieres & Vallerand (1990)
	Yes
	Very good
	Adequate
	Not clear

	Vasconselos-Raposo et al. (2012)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Ventura-León et al. (2018)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Wood et al. (2021)
	Yes
	Doutbful
	Doubtful
	Not clear

	Wu et al. (2017)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Xu & Leung (2016)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA





[bookmark: _Toc173503135]Table S5. 
[bookmark: _Toc173503136]Content validity: Comprehensiveness and comprehensibility assessed through professionals
	
	Comprehensiveness
	Comprehensibility

	
	Assessed
	2.a. Type
	2.b. Sample size
	2.c. Analyses
	Assessed
	3.a. Type
	3.b. Sample size
	3.c. Analyses

	Avanci et al. (2007)
	Yes
	Very good
	Adequate
	Very good
	Yes
	Very good
	Adequate
	Very good

	Bagley et al. (1997)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Blatný et al. (2006)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Ceresnik et al. (2022)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Chabrol et al. (2004)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Cogollo et al. (2015)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Cong & Cheong (2023)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Corwyn (2000)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Farruggia et al. (2004)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Frieiro et al. (2021)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Fukudome et al. (2017)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Gnambs & Schroeders (2020)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Hagborg (1993)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Jamil et al. (2006)
	Yes
	Doubtful
	Not clear
	Not clear
	Yes
	Doubtful
	Not clear
	Not clear

	Kourakou et al. (2021)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Lee et al. (2009)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Leung (2011)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Li et al. (2019)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Marsh (1996)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	McKay et al. (2014)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Oliver et al. (2012)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Owens (1997)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Rizwan et al. (2012)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Romano et al. (2007)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Sánchez-Vilena et al. (2021)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Santos et al. (2003)
	Yes
	Very good
	Doubtful
	Adequate
	Yes
	Very good
	Doubtful
	Adequate
	

	Sarkova et al. (2006)
	Yes
	Doubtful
	Doubtful
	Not clear
	Yes
	Doubtful
	Doubtful
	Not clear
	

	Sbicigo et al. (2010)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Sharrat et al. (2014)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Supple & Plunkett (2011)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Supple et al. (2013)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Tomás et al. (2013)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Urban et al. (2014)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Vallieres & Vallerand (1990)
	Yes
	Very good
	Adequate
	Not clear
	Yes
	Very good
	Adequate
	Not clear

	Vasconselos-Raposo et al. (2012)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Ventura-León et al. (2018)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Wood et al. (2021)
	Yes
	Doubtful
	Doubtful
	Adequate
	Yes
	Doubtful
	Doubtful
	Adequate

	Wu et al. (2017)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Xu & Leung (2016)
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA
	No
	NA
	NA
	NA




[bookmark: _Toc173503137]Table S6.
[bookmark: _Toc173503138]Structural validity
	
	CTT: Performs EFA/CFA
	IRT/Rasch: Adequate model
	Sample size
	Others
	Specify

	Avanci et al. (2007)
	Adequate
	NA
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Bagley et al. (1997)
	Doubtful
	NA
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Blatný et al. (2006) 
	Very good
	NA
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Ceresnik et al. (2022)
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Chabrol et al. (2004)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	-

	Cogollo et al. (2015)
	Adequate
	NA
	Very good
	Inadequate
	Does not report factor extraction method

	Cong & Cheong (2023)
	Very good
	NA
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Corwyn (2000)
	Very good
	NA
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Farruggia et al. (2004)
	Very good
	NA
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Frieiro et al. (2021)
	Very good
	NA
	Very good
	Very good
	Assuming Kaiser criterion for PCA

	Fukudome et al. (2017)
	Very good
	NA
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Gnambs & Schroeders (2020)
	Very good
	NA
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Hagborg (1993)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	-

	Jamil et al. (2006)
	Doubtful
	NA
	Very good
	Inadequate
	Does not report factor extraction method; does not report extracted variance

	Kourakou et al. (2021)
	Doubtful
	NA
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Lee et al. (2009)
	Doubtful
	NA
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Leung (2011)
	Adequate
	NA
	Very good
	Inadequate
	Does not report factor extraction method; does not report extracted variance

	Li et al. (2019)
	Adequate
	NA
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Marsh (1996)
	Very good
	NA
	Very good
	Inadequate
	Does not report any residual fit index

	McKay et al. (2014)
	Very good
	NA
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Oliver et al. (2012)
	Very good
	NA
	Very good
	Doubtful
	Does not report factor loadings

	Owens (1997)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	-

	Rizwan et al. (2012)
	Adequate
	NA
	Very good
	Inadequate
	Does not clearly state whether its EFA or CFA; Does not report extraction method; Does not reported extracted variance

	Romano et al. (2007)
	Very good
	NA
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Sánchez-Vilena et al. (2021)
	Very good
	NA
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Santos et al. (2003)
	Very good
	NA
	Very good
	Doubtful
	Does not report factor loadings

	Sarkova et al. (2006)
	Doubtful
	NA
	Very good
	Doubtful
	Does not report factor extraction method

	Sbicigo et al. (2010)
	Very good
	NA
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Sharrat et al. (2014)
	Very good
	NA
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Supple & Plunkett (2011)
	Very good
	NA
	Adequate
	Doubtful
	Does not report factor loadings

	Supple et al. (2013)
	Very good
	NA
	Very good
	Doubtful
	Does not report factor loadings; RMSEA above cut-off points, but authors assume it and try to interpret

	Tomás et al. (2013)
	Very good
	NA
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Urban et al. (2014)
	Very good
	NA
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Vallieres & Vallerand (1990)
	Very good
	NA
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Vasconselos-Raposo et al. (2012)
	Very good
	NA
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Ventura-León et al. (2018)
	Very good
	NA
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Wood et al. (2021)
	Very good
	NA
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Wu et al. (2017)
	Very good
	NA
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Xu & Leung (2016)
	Very good
	NA
	Very good
	Very good
	-


 

[bookmark: _Toc173503139]Table S7. 
[bookmark: _Toc173503140]Internal consistency
	
	Calculated for each dimension or unidimensional
	Calculation of Cronbarch’s alpha/omega /KR-20
	Other or comments

	Avanci et al. (2007)
	Doubftul
	Doubtful
	Alpha< .70

	Bagley et al. (1997)
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Blatný et al. (2006)
	Inadequate
	Inadequate
	-

	Ceresnik et al. (2022)
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Chabrol et al. (2004)
	Doubtful
	Very good
	-

	Cogollo et al. (2015)
	Very good
	Very good
	  KR20 and Ω< .70

	Cong & Cheong (2023)
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Corwyn (2000)
	Inadequate
	Inadequate
	-

	Farruggia et al. (2004)
	Doubtful
	Doubtful
	-

	Frieiro et al. (2021)
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Fukudome et al. (2017)
	Inadequate
	Inadequate
	-

	Gnambs & Schroeders (2020)
	Very good
	Very good
	ωH for total and variance explained for factors

	Hagborg (1993)
	Inadequate
	Inadequate
	-

	Jamil et al. (2006)
	Doubtful
	Doubtful
	-

	Kourakou et al. (2021)
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Lee et al. (2009)
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Leung (2011)
	Doubtful
	Doubtful
	-

	Li et al. (2019)
	Very good
	Very good
	Alpha< .70

	Marsh (1996)
	Inadequate
	Inadequate
	-

	McKay et al. (2014)
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Oliver et al. (2012)
	Inadequate
	Inadequate
	-

	Owens (1997)
	Inadequate
	Inadequate
	-

	Rizwan et al. (2012)
	Doubtful
	Doubtful
	-

	Romano et al. (2007)
	Very good
	Very good
	Alpha <.70

	Sánchez-Vilena et al. (2021)
	Very good
	Very good
	Alpha <.70

	Santos et al. (2003)
	Doubtful
	Doubtful
	-
	

	Sarkova et al. (2006)
	Very good
	Very good
	Alpha <.70
	

	Sbicigo et al. (2010)
	Very good
	Very good
	-
	

	Sharrat et al. (2014)
	Very good
	Very good
	Alpha <.70
	

	Supple & Plunkett (2011)*
	Doubtful
	Doubtful
	-
	

	Supple et al. (2013)
	Doubtful
	Doubtful
	-
	

	Tomás et al. (2013)
	Inadequate
	Inadequate
	-
	

	Urban et al. (2014)
	Very good
	Very good
	ω for total and ωH for factors
	

	Vallieres & Vallerand (1990)*
	Doubtful
	Doubtful
	-
	

	Vasconselos-Raposo et al. (2012)
	Very good
	Very good
	-
	

	Ventura-León et al. (2018)*
	Very good/Inadequate
	Very good/Inadequate
	ω for total and ωH for factors
	

	Wood et al. (2021)
	Very good
	Very good
	-
	

	Wu et al. (2017)
	Doubtful
	Doubtful
	-
	

	Xu & Leung (2016)
	Very good
	Very good
	-
	


Note. * For publications including more than one study the lowest qualification was used, as recommended in COSMIN guidelines, except for Ventura-León et al. (2018), given it used diferent indexes from those included in COSMIN guidelines.
[bookmark: _Toc173503141]Table S8. 
[bookmark: _Toc173503142]Cross-cultural and Measurement invariance
	
	Similarity among samples
	Approach
	Sample size
	Other flaws

	Avanci et al. (2007)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	-

	Bagley et al. (1997)
	Adequate
	Doubtful
	Doubtful
	-

	Blatný et al. (2006)
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Ceresnik et al. (2022)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	-

	Chabrol et al. (2004)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	-

	Cogollo et al. (2015)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	-

	Cong & Cheong (2023)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	-

	Corwyn (2000)
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Farruggia et al. (2004)
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Frieiro et al. (2021)
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Fukudome et al. (2017)
	Very good
	Very good
	Adequate
	Placement invariance

	Gnambs & Schroeders (2020)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	-

	Hagborg (1993)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	-

	Jamil et al. (2006)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	-

	Kourakou et al. (2021)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	-

	Lee et al. (2009)
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Leung (2011)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	-

	Li et al. (2019)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	-

	Marsh (1996)
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	McKay et al. (2014)
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Oliver et al. (2012)
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Owens (1997)
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	-

	Rizwan et al. (2012)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	-

	Romano et al. (2007)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Sánchez-Vilena et al. (2021)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	-

	Santos et al. (2003)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	
	

	[bookmark: _Hlk176784172]Sarkova et al. (2006)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	-
	

	Sbicigo et al. (2010)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	-
	

	Sharrat et al. (2014)
	Doubtful
	Very good
	Very good
	-
	

	Supple & Plunkett (2011)
	Doubtful
	Very good
	Adequate
	-
	

	Supple et al. (2013)
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	-
	

	Tomás et al. (2013)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	-
	

	Urban et al. (2014)
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	-
	

	Vallieres & Vallerand (1990)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	-
	

	Vasconselos-Raposo et al. (2012)
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	-
	

	Ventura-León et al. (2018)
	Doubtful
	Very good
	Very good
	-
	

	Wood et al. (2021)
	Doubtful
	Very good
	Very good
	-
	

	Wu et al. (2017)
	Adequate
	Very good
	Very good
	-
	

	Xu & Leung (2016)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	-
	

	Note. Sarkova et al. (2006) was not included since they did not study measurement invariance. However, their PCAs revealed similar factorial structure in a Slovak and in a Hungarian sample.
	

	
	


     
[bookmark: _Toc173503143]Table S9. 
[bookmark: _Toc173503144]Reliability
	
	Sample stability
	Appropiate time interval
	Conditions
	ICC for continuous scores
	Other flaws

	Avanci et al. (2007)
	Very good
	Very good
	Adequate
	Very good
	Very good

	Bagley et al. (1997)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Blatný et al. (2006)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Ceresnik et al. (2022)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Chabrol et al. (2004)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Cogollo et al. (2015)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Cong & Cheong (2023)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Corwyn (2000)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Farruggia et al. (2004)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Frieiro et al. (2021)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Fukudome et al. (2017)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Gnambs & Schroeders (2020)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Hagborg (1993)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Jamil et al. (2006)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Kourakou et al. (2021)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Lee et al. (2009)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Leung (2011)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Li et al. (2019)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Marsh (1996)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	McKay et al. (2014)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Oliver et al. (2012)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Owens (1997)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Rizwan et al. (2012)
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Doubtful
	Very good

	Romano et al. (2007)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Sánchez-Vilena et al. (2021)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Santos et al. (2003)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Sarkova et al. (2006)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Sbicigo et al. (2010)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Sharrat et al. (2014)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Supple & Plunkett (2011)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Supple et al. (2013)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Tomás et al. (2013)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Urban et al. (2014)
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Doubtful
	Very good
	

	Vallieres & Vallerand (1990)
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Doubtful
	Very good
	

	Vasconselos-Raposo et al. (2012)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Ventura-León et al. (2018)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Wood et al. (2021)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Wu et al. (2017)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Xu & Leung (2016)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	



Note. Considering that RSE uses quantiative scores Kappa for ordinal, ordinal weighted and weighting have been ommitted for parismonious reasons (only four studies -Avanci et al., 2007, Rizwan et al., 2012, Vallieres & Vallerand, 1990 and Vasconselos-Raposo et al., 2012- reported any information on Kappa for ordinal, with all being considered “inadequate” excepte for Avanci et al., 2007 which was rate as “very good”).

[bookmark: _Toc173503145]Table S10. 
[bookmark: _Toc173503146]Measurement error
	
	Sample stability
	Appropiate time interval
	Conditions
	SEM, SDC, LoA or % of agreement
	Other flaws

	Avanci et al. (2007)
	Adequate
	Very good
	Adequate
	NA
	NA

	Bagley et al. (1997)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Adequate
	NA

	Blatný et al. (2006)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Ceresnik et al. (2022)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Adequate
	NA

	Chabrol et al. (2004)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Adequate
	NA

	Cogollo et al. (2015)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Cong & Cheong (2023)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Corwyn (2000)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Farruggia et al. (2004)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Frieiro et al. (2021)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Adequate
	NA

	Fukudome et al. (2017)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Gnambs & Schroeders (2020)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Hagborg (1993)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Adequate
	n = 30

	Jamil et al. (2006)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Kourakou et al. (2021)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Adequate
	NA

	Lee et al. (2009)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Leung (2011)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Adequate
	NA

	Li et al. (2019)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Marsh (1996)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	McKay et al. (2014)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Oliver et al. (2012)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Owens (1997)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Rizwan et al. (2012)
	Doubtful
	Doubtful
	Adequate
	Adequate
	NA

	Romano et al. (2007)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Sánchez-Vilena et al. (2021)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Santos et al. (2003)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Adequate
	NA
	

	Sarkova et al. (2006)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Sbicigo et al. (2010)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Sharrat et al. (2014)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Adequate
	NA
	

	Supple & Plunkett (2011)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Supple et al. (2013)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Tomás et al. (2013)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Urban et al. (2014)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Vallieres & Vallerand (1990)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Adequate
	n = 56, 60
	

	Vasconselos-Raposo et al. (2012)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Adequate
	NA
	

	Ventura-León et al. (2018)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Wood et al. (2021)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Wu et al. (2017)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Adequate
	NA
	

	Xu & Leung (2016)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Adequate
	NA
	


Note. SEM = Standard Error of Measurement, SDC = Smallest Detectable Change, LoA = Limits of Agreement.
[bookmark: _Toc173503147]Table S11. 
[bookmark: _Toc173503148]Criterion validity
	
	Correlation/AUC or Sensitivity/Specificity
	Others

	Avanci et al. (2007)
	NA
	NA

	Bagley et al. (1997)
	NA
	NA

	Blatný et al. (2006)
	NA
	NA

	Ceresnik et al. (2022)
	NA
	NA

	Chabrol et al. (2004)
	NA
	NA

	Cogollo et al. (2015)
	NA
	NA

	Cong & Cheong (2023)
	NA
	NA

	Corwyn (2000)
	NA
	NA

	Farruggia et al. (2004)
	NA
	NA

	Frieiro et al. (2021)
	NA
	NA

	Fukudome et al. (2017)
	NA
	NA

	Gnambs & Schroeders (2020)
	NA
	NA

	Hagborg (1993)
	Very good
	NA

	Jamil et al. (2006)
	NA
	NA

	Kourakou et al. (2021)
	Very good
	 <.70

	Lee et al. (2009)
	NA
	NA

	Leung (2011)
	NA
	NA

	Li et al. (2019)
	NA
	NA

	Marsh (1996)
	NA
	NA

	McKay et al. (2014)
	NA
	NA

	Oliver et al. (2012)
	NA
	NA

	Owens (1997)
	NA
	NA

	Rizwan et al. (2012)
	NA
	NA

	Romano et al. (2007)
	NA
	NA

	Sánchez-Vilena et al. (2021)
	NA
	NA

	Santos et al. (2003)
	NA
	NA
	

	Sarkova et al. (2006)
	NA
	NA
	

	Sbicigo et al. (2010)
	NA
	NA
	

	Sharrat et al. (2014)
	NA
	NA
	

	Supple & Plunkett (2011)
	NA
	NA
	

	Supple et al. (2013)
	NA
	NA
	

	Tomás et al. (2013)
	NA
	NA
	

	Urban et al. (2014)
	NA
	NA
	

	Vallieres & Vallerand (1990)
	NA
	NA
	

	Vasconselos-Raposo et al. (2012)
	NA
	NA
	

	Ventura-León et al. (2018)
	NA
	NA
	

	Wood et al. (2021)
	NA
	NA
	

	Wu et al. (2017)
	NA
	NA
	

	Xu & Leung (2016)
	NA
	NA
	


Note. AUC = Area Under the Curve
[bookmark: _Toc173503149]Table S12. 
[bookmark: _Toc173503150]Hypothesis testing
	
	Comparison with other outcome measurements instruments
	Comparison between groups

	
	Clear comparator
	Measurement properties
	Statistical method
	Others
	Adequate group description
	Statistical methods
	[bookmark: _heading=h.gjdgxs]Others

	Avanci et al. (2007)
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Bagley et al. (1997)
	Very good
	Adequate
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Adequate
	Very good

	Blatný et al. (2006)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Ceresnik et al. (2022)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Chabrol et al. (2004)
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good

	Cogollo et al. (2015)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Cong & Cheong (2023)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Corwyn (2000)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good

	Farruggia et al. (2004)
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good

	Frieiro et al. (2021)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good

	Fukudome et al. (2017)
	Very good
	Adequate
	Very good
	Very good
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Gnambs & Schroeders (2020)
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Hagborg (1993)
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Jamil et al. (2006)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Kourakou et al. (2021)
	Very good
	Adequate
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good

	Lee et al. (2009)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Leung (2011)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Li et al. (2019)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Marsh (1996)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	McKay et al. (2014)
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Oliver et al. (2012)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Owens (1997)
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good

	Rizwan et al. (2012)
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Romano et al. (2007)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good

	Sánchez-Vilena et al. (2021)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Santos et al. (2003)
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Sarkova et al. (2006)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Sbicigo et al. (2010)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Very good
	Adequate
	Adequate

	Sharrat et al. (2014)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good

	Supple & Plunkett (2011)
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good

	Supple et al. (2013)
	Very good
	Adequate
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good

	Tomás et al. (2013)
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good

	Urban et al. (2014)
	Very good
	Adequate
	Adequate
	Adequate
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good

	Vallieres & Vallerand (1990)
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Vasconselos-Raposo et al. (2012)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Ventura-León et al. (2018)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Wood et al. (2021)
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	Very good
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Wu et al. (2017)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Xu & Leung (2016)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA






[bookmark: _Toc173503151]Table S13. 
[bookmark: _Toc173503152]Responsiveness
	
	Criterion approach
	Construct approach

	
	Gold standard
	w/other outcomes
	b/subgroups
	Before and after intervention

	Avanci et al. (2007)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Bagley et al. (1997)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Blatný et al. (2006)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Ceresnik et al. (2022)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Chabrol et al. (2004)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Cogollo et al. (2015)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Cong & Cheong (2023)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Corwyn (2000)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Farruggia et al. (2004)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Frieiro et al. (2021)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Fukudome et al. (2017)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Gnambs & Schroeders (2020)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Hagborg (1993)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Jamil et al. (2006)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Kourakou et al. (2021)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Lee et al. (2009)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Leung (2011)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Li et al. (2019)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Marsh (1996)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	McKay et al. (2014)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Oliver et al. (2012)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Owens (1997)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Rizwan et al. (2012)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Romano et al. (2007)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Sánchez-Vilena et al. (2021)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Santos et al. (2003)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Sarkova et al. (2006)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Sbicigo et al. (2010)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Sharrat et al. (2014)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Supple et al. (2013)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Supple & Plunkett (2011)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Tomás et al. (2013)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Urban et al. (2014)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Vallieres & Vallerand (1990)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Vasconselos-Raposo et al. (2012)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Ventura-León et al. (2018)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Wood et al. (2021)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Wu et al. (2017)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	

	Xu & Leung (2016)
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	



[bookmark: _Toc173503153]Table S14.
[bookmark: _Toc173503154]Hypothesis testing validity in studies with quality assessed as “sufficient” (k = 23)  
	
	Hypothesis
	Outcome
	Articles
	Test
	k
	Measure
	Total n
	Results (range) (reporting only correlations- total, positive and negative)

	With other outcome measures (convergent validity)
	Negative relationship
	Violence/Agression/Hostility
	Avanci et al
Fukudome et al
	 Violência Between Irmãos 
Violência Entre País
Phsyical agresión
Verbal agresión
Hostility
	3
	Correlation
	630
	-0,192-0,19

	
	
	Victimization
	Avanci et al
Bagley et al.
	Victimization of psychological violence
Physical victimization in school
Sexual victimization in school
	2
	Correlation
	16446
	-0,35- - 0,03

	
	
	Somatic problems
	Bagley et al.
	CHS Scales
	1
	Correlation
	15303
	-0,49- -0,29

	
	
	Hyperactivity
	Bagley et al.
	CHS Scales
	1
	Correlation
	15428
	-0,41- - 0,09

	
	
	Conduct disorder
	Bagley et al.
	CHS Scales
	1
	Correlation
	15553
	-0,38 - -0,2

	
	
	Emotional disorders
	Bagley et al.
	CHS Scales
	1
	Correlation
	15678
	-0,66- - 0,5

	
	
	Family relationships 
	Bagley et al.
	McMaster family relationships scale
	1
	Correlation
	15803
	-0,54 - - 0,38

	
	
	Depression
	Chabrol et al. 
Farruggia et al
Rizwan et al
Vallieres & Vallerand
	CES-D
BDI
	4
	Correlation
	2927
	-0,505 - 0,03

	
	
	Depression & Anxiety
	Fukudome et al
	Depression anxiety scale
	1
	Correlation
	430
	-0,33- - 0,05

	
	
	Physical symptoms
	Fukudome et al
	Physical symptom scale
	1
	Correlations
	430
	-0,28-0,11

	
	
	Quick temper
	Fukudome et al
	
	1
	Correlations
	231
	-0,1- - 0,06

	
	
	Negative emotions
	Kourakou et al
	Positive and Negative Affect Schedule
(PANAS)
	1 
	Correlations
	204
	-0,27

	
	
	Psychological control
	Supple et al
	The Parental Behavior Measure
	1
	Correlation
	6820
	-0,21- - 0,2

	
	
	Lie and defense
	Kourakou et al
	
	1 
	Correlations
	204
	-0,058

	
	Positive relationship
	Social support
	Avanci et al. 

	Social support scale ( 4 dimensions: affective, emotional, information, positive interaction)
	1
	Correlation
	179
	.205-.313

	
	
	Positive school climate
	Bagley et al.
	Positive school climate scale
	1
	Correlation
	15928
	0,45 - - 0,09

	
	
	Parental Warmth
	Farruggia et al.
	Parental Warmth
	1
	Correlation
	3332
	0,31-0,53

	
	
	Learning competence
	Fukudome et al
	
	1
	Correlation
	430
	0,19-0,29

	
	
	Cognitive abilities
	Gnambs et al
	
	1
	Correlation
	150
	-0,06-0,11

	
	
	Harter’s Self-Perception profile
	Hagborg et al
	Harter’s Self-perception Profile (9 dimensions): Scholastic Competence, Social acceptance, athetic competence, phyisical appearance, job competence, romantic appeal, behavioral conduct, close friendship, global self-worth)
	1
	Correlation
	150
	0,1-0,75

	
	
	Positive emotions
	Kourakou et al
	Positive and Negative Affect Schedule
(PANAS)

	1
	Correlation
	204
	0,25

	
	
	Self-esteem
	Kourakou et al.
	
	1
	Correlation
	204
	0,169

	
	
	Self-esteem relative to parents
	Kourakou et al.
	
	1
	Correlation
	204
	0,376

	
	
	Academic self-esteem/self efficacy
	Kourakou et al.
McKay et al
	Culture-Free Self-Esteem Inventories, Third
Edition (CFSEI-3)
Self-Efficacy Questionnaire for Children
	2
	Correlation
	4066
	0,21-0,459

	
	
	Social self-esteem/self-efficacy
	Kourakou et al.
McKay et al
	Culture-Free Self-Esteem Inventories, Third
Edition (CFSEI-3)
Self-Efficacy Questionnaire for Children
	2
	Correlation
	4066
	0,16-0,246

	
	
	General self-esteem
	Kourakou et al.
	Culture-Free Self-Esteem Inventories, Third
Edition (CFSEI-3)

	1
	Correlation
	204
	0,56

	
	
	Emotional self-efficacy
	Kourakou et al
	Culture-Free Self-Esteem Inventories, Third
Edition (CFSEI-3)

Self-Efficacy Questionnaire for Children
	1
	Correlation
	3862
	0,31

	
	
	Satisfaction with life
	Rizwan et al
Santos et al. Estudio 2
Vallieres & Vallerand - Study 3
Wood et al
	SWLS
	4
	Correlation
	9509
	0,2-0,53

	
	
	Self-concept
	Santos et al
	ICAC
	1
	Correlation
	195
	0,52

	
	
	Social acceptance
	Santos et al
	ICAC
	1
	Correlation
	195
	0,45

	
	
	Self-efficacy
	Santos et al
	ICAC
	1
	Correlation
	195
	0,49

	
	
	Maternal support
	Supple et al
	The Parental Behavior Measure
	1
	Correlation
	4992
	0,17-0,43

	
	
	Academic motivation
	Supple et al
	Four items
	1
	Correlation
	5906
	0,14-0,47

	Between subgroups (discriminative or known-groups validity)
	Age/age groups 
	Bagley et al
Wood et al
	14 to 17 < 12 -13 (females)
7-8>9-12

	
	
	Hagborg et al
Kourakou et al.
Scbicigo et al. 
Bagley et al

	No significant differences
Males

	
	Siblings
	Kourakou et al. 
	No significant differences

	
	Graduation grade
	Kourakou et al. 
	r=0.149

	
	Course
	Hagborg et al. 
	Grade: r=.17, .17, .14

	
	Gender
	Bagley et al
Chabrol et al/Romano et al
	Females<males

	
	
	Hagborg et al
	Total/+/_ 
r=SEX: -.18, .-18,.-18 (NO entiendo esta coorrelacion)

	
	
	Farruggia et al. all the samples/Kourakou et al/Sbicigo et al/Sharrat
	(k=4) No difference between genders/ Sharratt(657) = 1.33, p = .180.

	
	parental education
	Kourakou et al
	No significant differences

	
	Education
	Kourakou et al
	No significant differences


Note. Studies of Owens (1994), Supple & Plunket (2011), Tomás et al. (2013), Urban et al.( 2014) and Friero et al. were not included in this table even though they were categorized as “sufficient” because they used statistical models for more than two variables ( reciprocal effects, path coefficients, effects of covariates) , and the possible effect of each variable could not be clear. 
Number of studies included was only considered as individual published studies and not for different samples.

