Supplemental Materials: Appendix B
Results without Covariates 

	In an earlier version of the manuscript, we did not control for psychosocial covariates (i.e., agreeableness, neuroticism, depressed affect, parental verbal/emotional abuse, and spouse/partner responsiveness). In these analyses, only demographic covariates (i.e., age, gender, marital status, and education level) were controlled for and other significant indirect effects were observed. Please see below for the original models without psychosocial covariates.
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Supplementary Figure 1. Cross-lagged Panel Model of Parental Warmth, Coping Strategies, and Negative Affect. Standardized coefficients are reported. Indirect effects are bolded. Covariates (not pictured) were regressed onto each variable. Model fit: χ2 (4) = 35.424, p < .001. CFI = .993, TLI = .914, RMSEA = .057 [90% CI .041, .075]. Direct effect of parental warmth and NA, β = -.038, p = .025. Indirect effect of parental warmth on NA via emotion-focused coping, β = -.009, p = .027. Exploratory indirect effect of parental warmth on emotion-focused coping via NA, β = -.149, p < 001.
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Supplementary Figure 2. Cross-lagged Panel Model of Parental Warmth, Coping Strategies, and Positive Affect. Standardized coefficients are reported. Indirect effects are bolded. Covariates (not pictured) were regressed onto each variable. Model fit: χ2 (4) = 35.957, p < .001. CFI = .993, TLI = .915, RMSEA = .058 [90% CI .041, .076]. Direct effect of parental warmth and positive affect β = .066, p < .001. Indirect effect of parental warmth on positive affect via problem-focused coping β = .007, p = 022. Indirect effect of parental warmth on emotion-focused coping via positive affect, β = -.07, p = 03.
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[bookmark: _GoBack]Supplementary Figure 3. Cross-lagged Panel Model of Parental Warmth, Coping Strategies, and Eudaimonic Well-Being. Standardized coefficients are reported. Indirect effects are bolded. Covariates (not pictured) were regressed onto each variable. Model fit: χ2(49) = 6154.91, p < .001. CFI = .99, TLI = .98, RMSEA = .03 [90% CI .01, .06]. Direct effect of parental warmth and eudaimonic well-being, β = .06, p < .001. Indirect effect of parental warmth on eudaimonic well-being via emotion-focused coping, β = .01, p = .011. Indirect effect of parental warmth on eudaimonic well-being via problem-focused coping, β = .02, p < .001. Direct effect of parental warmth and emotion-focused coping, β = .02, p = .29, and problem-focused coping, β = .02, p = .243. Exploratory indirect effect of parental warmth on emotion-focused coping via eudaimonic well-being, β = -.03, p < 001. Exploratory indirect effect of parental warmth on problem-focused coping via eudaimonic well-being, β = .03, p < 001.
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