[bookmark: _Hlk192856093]Supplemental Material 1 - Pre-registration Deviations
1. No distinction solution-focused and aggressive bully-oriented items. We expected that our measure of bully-oriented defending could include both solution-focused defending behaviors (also referred to as “constructive bully-oriented defending”), such as trying to get help from others in order to make the bullying stop, and aggressive defending behaviors (also referred to as “deconstructive bully-oriented defending”), such as pushing the bully away or taking revenge on behalf of the victim (Frey et al., 2020; Wang et al., 2023). We reasoned that it from an intervention perspective, teaching constructive bully-oriented defending behaviors is assumed to be desirable, but acknowledged that it is unclear whether these ways of defending a victim are more effective than less desirable (i.e., deconstructive) bully-oriented defending behaviors. A three-factor solution (victim-oriented defending, solution-focused bully-oriented defending, and aggressive bully-oriented defending) yielded superior fit but resulted in a non-positive definite factor matrix, suggesting that the two factors representing aggressive and solution-focused bully-oriented defending correlated more strongly than could be captured by the model. The correlation indeed was over r = .90. Due to this lack of discriminant validity, we chose to only distinguish between victim- and bully-oriented defending in our main manuscript.
2. Use of latent variables rather than averages. We decided to apply multiple indicator Latent Change Score Models, rather than first calculating averages and using the average (observed) variables to investigate change for several reasons. First, using multiple indicator LCSM enables to incorporate residual variances which -following factor analyses - were necessary to validly assess our constructs. Second, to use observed means, strict measurement variance is actually required, which was not tenable. Third, by using multiple indicator models we assured that FIML was applied from the item-level onwards, rather than on means that were already created despite some missingness.
3. One-tailed testing. We pre-registered to evaluate one-tailed p-values to test “directional hypotheses”. Given the large number of analyses conducted, we decided to be quite restrictive in deciding what counted as ‘directional hypothesis’. For instance, for covariates and for interaction effects, we were not always very specific about our expectations on how gender and age would interact differentially with bully- versus victim-oriented defending and regarding the number of defenders vs categorical distinction. Therefore, we decided to use two-tailed p-values to evaluate their significance. Only for main effects of being defended we had formulated very clear directional hypotheses, and therefore we only considered one-tailed p-tests for these hypotheses. 
4. Hypothesis formulation. We finetuned some hypotheses to better align them with what is captured in the change scores of LCSM. For instance, the expectation that being defended would relate to a decrease in victimization was reformulated into the expectation that being defended would relate to a stronger decrease or a less strong increase in victimization. Both these processes contribute to the estimate of defending on latent change in victimization. 
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Supplemental Material 2 - full overview of results for all models and description of covariates
In this Supplemental Material we display 16 Tables from which both cross-sectional and longitudinal results of being defended on various outcomes can be retrieved. Every model has a unique series of numbers, so that the syntaxes used to produce each model is easy to retrieve from (MASKED link). We discuss the effects of covariates below.	
	Covariates. For victimization, none of the covariates predicted within-person changes in victimization. Concurrently, boys, older, and less-liked students were more frequently victimized than girls, younger, and well-liked students. 
[bookmark: _Hlk181014134]	For depressive symptoms, boys were more likely to decrease in depressive symptoms than girls. Older students were less likely to decrease in depressive symptoms between T2 and T3 than younger students. Both the frequency and stability of victimization as well as being liked were unrelated to changes in depressive symptoms. For self-esteem, boys reported more favorable changes (stronger increase or less strong decrease) in self-esteem than girls. Age significantly related to less favorable changes in self-esteem between T2 and T3. Victimization frequency at the start of the school year (T1) was unrelated to changes in self-esteem between T1 and T2 but it related to decreased in self-esteem between T2 and T3. For loneliness, boys experienced more favorable changes in loneliness than girls. Victimization frequency at T1 was significantly associated with increased loneliness between T2 and T3. Age was significantly related to increased loneliness from T2-T3 but not from T1-T2. 
	To sum up, effects of covariates are in line with previous literature that girls (Breslau et al., 2017) and older students (Cole et al., 2022) increase in psychological problems. Findings on the role of victimization frequency and stability on changes in psychological problems do not align with our hypothesis (based on social-cognitive stress theory, Dohrenwend, 1978) that students who were more stably or frequently victimized would develop more psychological problems. 

	[bookmark: _Hlk178245970]Table S1. Latent change score model testing the role of being defended in general in within-person changes in victimization from T1-T2

	
	Binary
	Nr of defenders

	
	Model 1.1.1.1.1
	
	Model 1.1.1.1.2 
	
	Model 1.1.1.1.3 
	
	Model 1.1.1.2.1 
	
	Model 1.1.1.2.2 
	
	Model 1.1.1.2.3
	

	
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p

	m Δ Vict
	-0.19(0.02)
	<.001
	-0.19(0.02)
	<.001
	-0.19(0.02)
	<.001
	-0.19(0.02)
	<.001
	-0.19(0.02)
	<.001
	-0.19(0.02)
	<.001

	I Vict T1
	 0.75(0.02)
	<.001
	0.75(0.02)
	<.001
	0.75(0.02)
	<.001
	0.75(0.02)
	<.001
	0.75(0.02)
	<.001
	0.75(0.02)
	<.001

	I Δ Vict
	 0.03(0.06)
	.67
	0.06(0.06)
	.29
	0.09(0.07)
	.22
	0.04(0.05)
	.41
	0.07(0.06)
	.19
	0.07(0.05)
	.21

	Vict T1 → Δ Vict 
	-0.30(0.07)
	<.001
	-0.30(0.07)
	<.001
	-0.30(0.07)
	<.001
	-0.30(0.07)
	<.001
	-0.30(0.07)
	<.001
	-0.30(0.07)
	<.001

	Def → Δ Vict
	 0.02(0.05)
	.65
	 0.01(0.05)
	.61
	-0.02(0.07)
	.75
	-0.00(0.01)
	.28
	-0.00 (0.01)
	.22
	-0.02(0.01)
	.14

	boy → Δ Vict
	
	
	-0.05(0.04)
	.21
	-0.12(0.09)
	.16
	
	
	-0.05(0.04)
	.18
	-0.05 (0.04)
	.20

	age → Δ Vict
	
	
	 0.00(0.01)
	.88
	0.04(0.04)
	.34
	
	
	-0.00(0.01)
	.88
	-0.00(0.01)
	.89

	liked → Δ Vict
	
	
	-0.11(0.12)
	.36
	-0.10(0.12)
	.42
	
	
	-0.09(0.12)
	.46
	-0.08 (0.12)
	.48

	boy*def → Δ Vict
	
	
	
	
	0.10(0.10)
	.30
	
	
	
	
	0.02(0.02)
	.25

	age*def → Δ Vict
	
	
	
	
	-0.05(0.04)
	.28
	
	
	
	
	-0.00(0.00)
	.84

	Conc. associations 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Def with I Vict T1 
	-0.02(0.01)
	.03
	-0.02(0.01)
	.03
	-0.02(0.01)
	.03
	0.05(0.04)
	.30
	0.05(0.04)
	.29
	0.05(0.04)
	.30

	boy with I Vict T1
	
	
	0.02(0.01)
	.03
	0.02(0.01)
	.02
	
	
	0.02(0.01)
	.03
	0.03(0.01)
	.02

	age with I Vict T1
	
	
	0.07(0.04)
	.06
	0.07(0.04)
	.07
	
	
	0.07(0.04)
	.05
	0.07(0.04)
	.05

	like with I Vict T1
	
	
	-0.01(0.00)
	.001
	-0.01(0.00)
	.001
	
	
	-0.01(0.00)
	.001
	-0.01(0.00)
	.001

	boy*def WITH Δ Vict
	
	
	
	
	0.01(0.01)
	.32
	
	
	
	
	-0.03(0.03)
	.36

	age*def WITH Δ Vict
	
	
	
	
	0.01(0.03)
	.81
	
	
	
	
	-0.26(0.10)
	.01

	Model Fit
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CFI
	.960
	
	.907
	
	.951
	
	.963
	
	.915
	
	.926
	

	TLI
	.947
	
	.874
	
	.930
	
	.952
	
	.884
	
	.892
	

	RMSEA
	.048
	
	.061
	
	.058
	
	.046
	
	.058
	
	.055
	

	SRMR
	.037
	
	.047
	
	.050
	
	.036
	
	.046
	
	.043
	

	Variance explained in Δ Vict   
	12.2%
	
	12.5%
	
	13.1%
	
	12.2%
	
	12.5%
	
	12.8%
	


Note. Models were run on a sample of self-reported victims at T1. One-tailed p-values are presented for effects pertaining to directional hypotheses. T1= Wave 1, T2 = Wave 2, T3 = Wave 3. m Δ = unconditional change. I = Intercept. Vict = Latent Victimization. Δ Vict = latent change in victimization. Def= Being defended. Bul-or def = being defended in bully-oriented ways. Vic-or def = being defended in victim-oriented ways. Bolded estimates represent statistically significant effects after FDR-correction (we did not apply FDR-correction to main effects of covariates).



	Table S2. Latent change score model testing the role of being defended in general in within-person changes in depression from T1-T2

	
	Binary
	Nr of defenders

	
	Model 1.1.2.1.1 
	
	Model 1.1.2.1.2 
	
	Model 1.1.2.1.3 
	
	Model 1.1.2.2.1 
	
	Model 1.1.2.2.2
	
	Model 1.1.2.2.3 
	

	
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p

	m Δ Dep
	-0.03(0.02)
	.06
	-0.03(0.02)
	.07
	-0.03(0.02)
	.07
	-0.03(0.02)
	.06
	-0.03(0.02)
	.07
	-0.03(0.02)
	.07

	I Dep T1
	1.06(0.02)
	<.001
	1.06(0.02)
	<.001
	1.06(0.02)
	<.001
	1.06(0.02)
	<.001
	1.06(0.02)
	<.001
	1.06(0.02)
	<.001

	I Δ Dep
	0.25(0.05)
	<.001
	0.36(0.06)
	<.001
	0.36(0.08)
	<.001
	0.30(0.04)
	<.001
	0.39(0.06)
	<.001
	0.39(0.06)
	<.001

	Dep T1 → Δ Dep 
	-0.31(0.04)
	<.001
	-0.34(0.05)
	<.001
	-0.34(0.05)
	<.001
	-0.31(0.04)
	<.001
	-0.33(0.05)
	<.001
	-0.33(0.05)
	<.001

	Def → Δ Dep
	0.06(0.04)
	.94
	0.03(0.04)
	.78
	0.03(0.06)
	.61
	0.01(0.01)
	.98
	 0.01(0.01)
	.97
	0.01(0.01)
	.21

	boy → Δ Dep
	
	
	-0.14(0.04)
	<.001
	-0.15(0.08)
	.07
	
	
	-0.14(0.04)
	<.001
	-0.13(0.04)
	<.001

	age → Δ Dep
	
	
	0.01(0.01)
	.49
	0.02(0.03)
	.48
	
	
	0.01(0.01)
	.31
	0.01(0.01)
	.32

	liked → Δ Dep
	
	
	-0.02(0.10)
	.84
	-0.02(0.10)
	.86
	
	
	-0.04(0.10)
	.71
	-0.03(0.10)
	.73

	Vict T1 → Δ Dep
	
	
	0.00(0.06)
	.95
	0.00(0.08)
	.97
	
	
	-0.00(0.08)
	.98
	-0.00(0.08)
	.97

	boy*def → Δ Dep
	
	
	
	
	0.01(0.09)
	.87
	
	
	
	
	0.00(0.01)
	.97

	age*def → Δ Dep
	
	
	
	
	-0.01(0.03)
	.51
	
	
	
	
	-0.00(0.00)
	.63

	Conc. associations 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Def with I Dep T1 
	-0.02(0.01)
	.01
	-0.02(0.01)
	.01
	-0.03(0.01)
	.01
	-0.12(0.05)
	.01
	-0.12(0.05)
	.004
	-0.12(0.05)
	.004

	boy with I Dep T1
	
	
	-0.08(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.08(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	-0.08(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.07(0.01)
	<.001

	age with I Dep T1
	
	
	0.15(0.03)
	<.001
	0.15(0.03)
	<.001
	
	
	0.15(0.03)
	<.001
	0.15(0.03)
	<.001

	like with I Dep T1
	
	
	-0.00(0.00)
	.52
	-0.00(0.00)
	.53
	
	
	-0.00(0.00)
	.53
	-0.00(0.00)
	.53

	Vict T1 with I Dep T1
	
	
	0.18 (0.02)
	<.001
	0.15(0.02)
	<.001
	
	
	0.15(0.02)
	<.001
	0.15(0.02)
	<.001

	boy*def WITH Δ Dep
	
	
	
	
	-0.06(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	
	
	-0.04(0.03)
	.27

	age*def WITH Δ Dep
	
	
	
	
	0.11(0.02)
	<.001
	
	
	
	
	-0.12(0.10)
	.21

	Model Fit
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CFI
	.969
	
	.945
	
	.958
	
	.969
	
	.946
	
	.950
	

	TLI
	.962
	
	.933
	
	.947
	
	.963
	
	.935
	
	.937
	

	RMSEA
	.059
	
	.052
	
	.049
	
	.059
	
	.051
	
	.048
	

	SRMR
	.035
	
	.043
	
	.044
	
	.035
	
	.043
	
	.041
	

	Variance explained in Δ Dep   
	13.5%
	
	14.7%
	
	14.7%
	
	13.6%
	
	14.9%
	
	14.8%
	


Note. Models were run on a sample of self-reported victims at T1. One-tailed p-values are presented for effects pertaining to directional hypotheses. T1= Wave 1, T2 = Wave 2, T3 = Wave 3. m Δ = unconditional change. I = Intercept. Vict = Latent Victimization. Δ Dep= latent change in depression. Def= Being defended. Bul-or def = being defended in bully-oriented ways. Vic-or def = being defended in victim-oriented ways. Bolded estimates represent statistically significant effects after FDR-correction (we did not apply FDR-correction to main effects of covariates).





	Table S3. Latent change score model testing the role of being defended in general in within-person changes in loneliness from T1-T2

	
	Binary
	Nr of defenders

	
	Model 1.1.3.1.1 
	
	Model 1.1.3.1.2 
	
	Model 1.1.3.1.3 
	
	Model 1.1.3.2.1 
	
	Model 1.1.3.2.2
	
	Model 1.1.3.2.3 
	

	
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p

	m Δ Lon
	0.01(0.02)
	.82
	0.00(0.02)
	.91
	0.00(0.02)
	.90
	0.01(0.02)
	.81
	0.00(0.02)
	.88
	0.00(0.02)
	.88

	I Lon T1
	1.07(0.02)
	<.001
	1.07(0.02)
	<.001
	1.07(0.02)
	<.001
	1.07(0.02)
	<.001
	1.07(0.02)
	<.001
	1.07(0.02)
	<.001

	I Δ Lon
	0.38(0.05)
	<.001
	0.51(0.07)
	<.001
	0.56(0.08)
	<.001
	0.36(0.04)
	<.001
	0.46(0.06)
	<.001
	0.46(0.06)
	<.001

	Lon T1 → Δ Lon 
	-0.33(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.40(0.06)
	<.001
	-0.40(0.06)
	<.001
	-0.33(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.39(0.06)
	<.001
	-0.40(0.06)
	<.001

	Def → Δ Lon
	-0.02(0.05)
	.31
	-0.06(0.05)
	.12
	-0.11(0.07)
	.13
	-0.00(0.01)
	.33
	-0.01(0.01)
	.20
	-0.02(0.01)
	.17

	boy → Δ Lon
	
	
	-0.15(0.04)
	<.001
	-0.22(0.09)
	.01
	
	
	-0.14(0.04)
	.001
	-0.14(0.04)
	.001

	age → Δ Lon
	
	
	-0.01(0.01)
	.73
	-0.01(0.03)
	.88
	
	
	-0.00(0.01)
	.81
	-0.00(0.01)
	.79

	liked → Δ Lon
	
	
	-0.24(0.14)
	.09
	-0.24(0.14)
	.09
	
	
	-0.25(0.14)
	.08
	-0.24(0.14)
	.08

	Vict T1 → Δ Lon
	
	
	0.08(0.11)
	.45
	0.08(0.11)
	.49
	
	
	 0.08(0.11)
	.48
	0.08(0.11)
	.46

	boy*def → Δ Lon
	
	
	
	
	0.09(0.09)
	.34
	
	
	
	
	0.02(0.02)
	.31

	age*def → Δ Lon
	
	
	
	
	-0.00(0.03)
	.996
	
	
	
	
	-0.00(0.00)
	.75

	Conc. associations 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Def with I Lon T1 
	-0.06(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.06(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.06(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.27(0.06)
	<.001
	-0.26(0.06)
	<.001
	-0.26(0.06)
	<.001

	boy with I Lon T1
	
	
	-0.08(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.08(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	-0.08(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.08(0.01)
	<.001

	age with I Lon T1
	
	
	0.04(0.04)
	.27
	0.04(0.03)
	.27
	
	
	0.04(0.04)
	
	0.04(0.04)
	

	like with I Lon T1
	
	
	-0.02(0.00)
	<.001
	-0.02(0.00)
	<.001
	
	
	-0.02(0.00)
	<.001
	-0.02(0.00)
	<.001

	Vict T1 with I Lon T1
	
	
	0.23(0.02)
	<.001
	 0.23(0.02)
	<.001
	
	
	0.23(0.02)
	<.001
	0.23(0.02)
	<.001

	boy*def WITH Δ Lon
	
	
	
	
	-0.07(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	
	
	-0.10(0.04)
	.01

	age*def WITH Δ Lon
	
	
	
	
	0.01(0.03)
	.79
	
	
	
	
	-0.20(0.13)
	.12

	Model Fit
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CFI
	.969
	
	.935
	
	.946
	
	.968
	
	.934
	
	.936
	

	TLI
	.964
	
	.924
	
	.936
	
	.964
	
	.924
	
	.924
	

	RMSEA
	.052
	
	.055
	
	.052
	
	.053
	
	.055
	
	.052
	

	SRMR
	.037
	
	.054
	
	.053
	
	.037
	
	.055
	
	.052
	

	Variance explained in Δ Lon   
	14.8%
	
	16.4%
	
	16.6%
	
	14.9%
	
	16.4%
	
	16.5%
	


Note. Models were run on a sample of self-reported victims at T1. One-tailed p-values are presented for effects pertaining to directional hypotheses. T1= Wave 1, T2 = Wave 2, T3 = Wave 3. m Δ = unconditional change. I = Intercept. Vict = Latent Victimization. Δ Lon= latent change in loneliness. Def= Being defended. Bul-or def = being defended in bully-oriented ways. Vic-or def = being defended in victim-oriented ways. Bolded estimates represent statistically significant effects after FDR-correction (we did not apply FDR-correction to main effects of covariates).



	Table S4. Latent change score model testing the role of being defended in general in within-person changes in self-esteem from T1-T2

	
	Binary
	Nr of defenders

	
	Model 1.1.4.1.1 
	
	Model 1.1.4.1.2 
	
	Model 1.1.4.1.3 
	
	Model 1.1.4.2.1 
	
	Model 1.1.4.2.2
	
	Model 1.1.4.2.3 
	

	
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p

	m Δ Selfest
	0.02(0.01)
	.12
	0.02(0.01)
	.12
	0.02(0.01)
	.11
	0.02(0.01)
	.12
	0.02(0.01)
	.12
	0.02(0.01)
	.11

	I Selfest T1
	1.48(0.03)
	<.001
	1.48(0.03)
	<.001
	1.48(0.03)
	<.001
	1.48(0.03)
	<.001
	1.48(0.03)
	<.001
	1.48(0.03)
	<.001

	I Δ Selfest
	0.41(0.05)
	<.001
	0.36(0.06)
	<.001
	0.32(0.07)
	<.001
	0.37(0.04)
	<.001
	0.32(0.06)
	<.001
	0.32(0.06)
	<.001

	Selfest 1 → Δ Selfest 
	-0.23(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.24(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.24(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.24(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.25(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.24(0.03)
	<.001

	Def → Δ Selfest
	-0.07(0.03)
	.99
	-0.06(0.03)
	.99
	-0.01(0.03)
	.79
	-0.00(0.00)
	.65
	-0.00(0.00)
	.70
	0.01(0.01)
	.06

	boy → Δ Selfest
	
	
	0.06(0.03)
	.02
	0.13(0.05)
	.02
	
	
	0.07(0.03)
	.01
	0.07(0.026)
	.01

	age → Δ Selfest
	
	
	-0.01(0.01)
	.45
	0.01(0.02)
	.75
	
	
	-0.00(0.01)
	.67
	-0.00(0.01)
	.73

	liked → Δ Selfest
	
	
	0.14(0.08)
	.06
	0.14(0.08)
	.07
	
	
	0.12(0.08)
	.11
	0.12(0.08)
	.12

	Vict T1 → Δ Selfest
	
	
	0.02(0.04)
	.63
	0.02(0.04)
	.65
	
	
	0.02(0.04)
	.62
	0.01(0.04)
	.72

	boy*def → Δ Selfest
	
	
	
	
	-0.02(0.02)
	.45
	
	
	
	
	-0.03(0.01)
	.002

	age*def → Δ Lon
	
	
	
	
	-0.08(0.06)
	.16
	
	
	
	
	-0.00(0.00)
	.58

	Conc. associations 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Def with I Selfest T1 
	0.03(0.01)
	<.001
	0.03(0.01)
	<.001
	0.03(0.01)
	<.001
	0.16(0.04)
	<.001
	0.16(0.04)
	<.001
	0.16(0.04)
	<.001

	boy with I Selfest T1
	
	
	0.06(0.01)
	<.001
	0.06(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	0.06(0.01)
	<.001
	0.06(0.01)
	<.001

	age with I Selfest T1
	
	
	-0.16(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.16(0.03)
	<.001
	
	
	-0.16(0.03)
	.001
	-0.16(0.03)
	<.001

	like with I Selfest T1
	
	
	0.00(0.00)
	.85
	0.00(0.00)
	.85
	
	
	0.00(0.00)
	.84
	0.00(0.00)
	.86

	Vict T1 with I Selfest T1
	
	
	-0.07(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.07(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	-0.07(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.07(0.01)
	<.001

	boy*def WITH Δ Selfest
	
	
	
	
	0.06(0.01)
	 .01
	
	
	
	
	 0.10(0.03)
	<.001

	age*def WITH Δ Selfest
	
	
	
	
	-0.12(0.02)
	<.001
	
	
	
	
	 0.11(0.11)
	.31

	Model Fit
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CFI
	.949
	
	.933
	
	.945
	
	.950
	
	.934
	
	.937
	

	TLI
	.943
	
	.925
	
	.936
	
	.944
	
	.926
	
	.927
	

	RMSEA
	.055
	
	.048
	
	.046
	
	.055
	
	.048
	
	.045
	

	SRMR
	.061
	
	.056
	
	.055
	
	.061
	
	.056
	
	.053
	

	Variance explained in Δ Selfest 
	11.3%
	
	12.3%
	
	12.7%
	
	10.6%
	
	11.7%
	
	12.8%
	


Note. Models were run on a sample of self-reported victims at T1. One-tailed p-values are presented for effects pertaining to directional hypotheses. T1= Wave 1, T2 = Wave 2, T3 = Wave 3. m Δ = unconditional change. I = Intercept. Vict = Latent Victimization. Δ Selfest= latent change in self-esteem. Def= Being defended. Bul-or def = being defended in bully-oriented ways. Vic-or def = being defended in victim-oriented ways. Bolded estimates represent statistically significant effects after FDR-correction (we did not apply FDR-correction to main effects of covariates).



	Table S5. Latent change score model testing the role of being defended in bully-oriented and victim-oriented ways in within-person changes in victimization from T1-T2

	
	Binary
	Nr of defenders

	
	Model 1.2.1.1.1
	
	Model 1.2.1.1.2 
	
	Model 1.2.1.1.3 
	
	Model 1.2.1.2.1 
	
	Model 1.2.1.2.2 
	
	Model 1.2.1.2.3
	

	
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p

	m Δ Vict
	-0.19(0.02)
	<.001
	-0.19(0.02)
	<.001
	-0.19(0.02)
	<.001
	-0.18(0.02)
	<.001
	-0.19(0.02)
	<.001
	-0.19(0.02)
	<.001

	I Vict T1
	 0.75(0.02)
	<.001
	0.75(0.02)
	<.001
	0.75(0.02)
	<.001
	0.75(0.02)
	<.001
	0.75(0.02)
	<.001
	0.75(0.02)
	<.001

	I Δ Vict
	 0.03(0.05)
	.54
	0.08(0.06)
	.08
	0.08(0.06)
	.23
	0.04(0.05)
	.40
	0.07(0.05)
	.18
	0.06(0.06)
	.26

	Vict T1 → Δ Vict 
	-0.30(0.07)
	<.001
	-0.30(0.07)
	<.001
	-0.31(0.07)
	<.001
	-0.30(0.07)
	<.001
	-0.30(0.07)
	<.001
	-0.30(0.07)
	<.001

	Bul-or Def → Δ Vict
	0.04(0.04)
	.88
	 0.05(0.04)
	.90
	0.03(0.04)
	.48
	0.00(0.01)
	.56
	0.00(0.01)
	.58
	-0.00(0.01)
	.77

	Vic-or Def → Δ Vict
	-0.03(0.04)
	.26
	-0.04(0.05)
	.19
	-0.04(0.06)
	.48
	-0.01(0.01)
	.14
	-0.02(0.01)
	.10
	-0.03(0.01)
	.06

	boy → Δ Vict
	
	
	-0.06(0.04)
	.14
	-0.09(0.08)
	.24
	
	
	-0.06(0.04)
	.14
	-0.07(0.04)
	.08

	age → Δ Vict
	
	
	 0.00 (0.01)
	.90
	0.04(0.04)
	.23
	
	
	 -0.00(0.01)
	.73
	-0.01(0.01)
	.65

	liked → Δ Vict
	
	
	-0.11(0.12)
	.38
	-0.09(0.12)
	.45
	
	
	-0.08(0.11)
	.51
	-0.04(0.12)
	.74

	boy*bul-or def → Δ Vict
	
	
	
	
	0.04(0.09)
	.65
	
	
	
	
	0.03(0.03)
	.25

	age*bul-or def → Δ Vict
	
	
	
	
	-0.01(0.03)
	.59
	
	
	
	
	0.02(0.01)
	.01

	boy*vic-or def → Δ Vict
	
	
	
	
	0.02(0.10) 
	.85
	
	
	
	
	-0.01(0.03)
	.64

	age*vic-or def → Δ Vict
	
	
	
	
	-0.05(0.03)
	.17
	
	
	
	
	-0.03(0.01)
	.003

	Conc. associations 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	bul-or def with I Vict T1 
	-0.01(0.01)
	.40
	-0.01(0.01)
	.40
	-0.01(0.01)
	.40
	0.07(0.04)
	.06
	0.07(0.04)
	.06
	0.07(0.04)
	.06

	vic-or def with I Vict T1
	-0.02(0.01)
	.03
	-0.02(0.01)
	.03
	-0.02(0.01)
	.03
	-0.01(0.04)
	.83
	-0.01(0.04)
	.86
	-0.01(0.04)
	.86

	boy with I Vict T1
	
	
	0.02(0.01)
	.02
	0.02(0.01)
	.02
	
	
	0.02(0.01)
	.02
	0.03(0.01)
	.02

	age with I Vict T1
	
	
	0.07(0.04)
	.06
	0.07(0.04)
	.07
	
	
	0.07(0.04)
	.05
	0.07(0.04)
	.06

	like with I Vict T1
	
	
	-0.01(0.00)
	.001
	-0.01(0.00)
	.001
	
	
	-0.00(0.00)
	.001
	-0.01(0.00)
	.001

	boy*bul-or def WITH Δ Vict
	
	
	
	
	0.01(0.01)
	.34
	
	
	
	
	0.00(0.03)
	.96

	age*bul-or def WITH Δ Vict
	
	
	
	
	-0.00(0.03)
	.94
	
	
	
	
	-0.19(0.08)
	.02

	boy*vic-or def WITH Δ Vict
	
	
	
	
	0.01(0.01)
	.35
	
	
	
	
	-0.04(0.03)
	.13

	age*vic-or def WITH Δ Vict
	
	
	
	
	-0.01(0.02)
	.75
	
	
	
	
	-0.24(0.08)
	.002

	Model Fit
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CFI
	.961
	
	.916
	
	.965
	
	.968
	
	.928
	
	.954
	

	TLI
	.949
	
	.882
	
	.943
	
	.959
	
	.900
	
	.926
	

	RMSEA
	.045
	
	.058
	
	.051
	
	.043
	
	.055
	
	.050
	

	SRMR
	.037
	
	.045
	
	.047
	
	.035
	
	.044
	
	.038
	

	Variance explained in Δ Vict
	12.3%
	
	12.7%
	
	13.4%
	
	12.4%
	
	12.9%
	
	14.8%
	


Note. Models were run on a sample of self-reported victims at T1. One-tailed p-values are presented for effects pertaining to directional hypotheses. T1= Wave 1, T2 = Wave 2, T3 = Wave 3. m Δ = unconditional change. I = Intercept. Vict = Latent Victimization. Δ Vict = latent change in victimization. Def= Being defended. Bul-or def = being defended in bully-oriented ways. Vic-or def = being defended in victim-oriented ways. Bolded estimates represent statistically significant effects.


	[bookmark: _Hlk180057059]Table S6. Latent change score model testing the role of being defended in bully-oriented and victim-oriented ways in within-person changes in depression from T1-T2

	
	Binary
	Nr of defenders

	
	Model 1.2.2.1.1 
	
	Model 1.2.2.1.2 
	
	Model 1.2.2.1.3 
	
	Model 1.2.2.2.1 
	
	Model 1.2.2.2.2
	
	Model 1.2.2.2.3 
	

	
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p

	m Δ Dep
	-0.03(0.02)
	.06
	-0.03(0.02)
	.07
	-0.03(0.02)
	.07
	-0.03(0.02)
	.06
	-0.03(0.02)
	.07
	-0.03(0.02)
	.07

	I Dep T1
	1.06(0.02)
	<.001
	1.06(0.02)
	<.001
	1.06(0.02)
	<.001
	1.06(0.02)
	<.001
	1.06(0.02)
	<.001
	1.06(0.02)
	<.001

	I Δ Dep
	0.24(0.05)
	<.001
	0.35(0.06)
	<.001
	0.38(0.08)
	<.001
	0.30(0.04)
	<.001
	0.39(0.06)
	<.001
	0.38(0.06)
	<.001

	Dep T1 → Δ Dep 
	-0.31(0.04)
	<.001
	-0.34(0.05)
	<.001
	-0.34(0.05)
	<.001
	-0.31(0.04)
	<.001
	-0.33(0.05)
	<.001
	-0.33(0.05)
	<.001

	Bul-or def → Δ Dep
	0.02(0.04)
	.73
	0.03(0.04)
	.82
	0.09(0.05)
	.08
	0.00(0.01)
	.60
	0.01(0.01)
	.74
	0.00(0.01)
	.96

	Vic-or def → Δ Dep
	0.06(0.04)
	.91
	0.02(0.04)
	.68
	-0.06(0.06)
	.35
	0.01(0.01)
	.88
	0.01(0.01)
	.78
	0.01(0.01)
	.38

	boy → Δ Dep
	
	
	-0.13(0.04)
	.001
	-0.17(0.08)
	.03
	
	
	-0.13(0.04)
	<.001
	-0.13(0.04)
	.001

	age → Δ Dep
	
	
	0.01(0.01)
	.40
	0.02(0.02)
	.31
	
	
	0.01(0.01)
	.33
	0.01(0.01)
	.32

	liked → Δ Dep
	
	
	-0.03(0.10)
	.78
	-0.03(0.10)
	.75
	
	
	-0.03(0.10)
	.74
	-0.04(0.10)
	.72

	Vict T1 → Δ Dep
	
	
	0.00(0.06)
	.98
	-0.00(0.08)
	1.00
	
	
	-0.00(0.08)
	.98
	-0.00(0.08)
	.98

	boy*bul-or def → Δ Dep
	
	
	
	
	-0.12(0.08)
	.11
	
	
	
	
	0.01(0.02)
	.62

	age*bul-or def → Δ Dep
	
	
	
	
	-0.02(0.02)
	.50
	
	
	
	
	-0.00(0.01)
	.59

	boy*vic-or def → Δ Dep
	
	
	
	
	0.17(0.08)
	.04
	
	
	
	
	-0.01(0.02)
	.69

	age*vic-or def → Δ Dep
	
	
	
	
	-0.01(0.03)
	.86
	
	
	
	
	0.00(0.01)
	.79

	Conc. associations 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Bul-or def with I Dep T1 
	-0.02(0.01)
	.02
	-0.02(0.01)
	.02
	-0.02(0.01)
	.02
	-0.11(0.04)
	.01
	-0.10(0.04)
	.01
	-0.10(0.04)
	.01

	Vic-or def with I Dep T1
	-0.03(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.03(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.03(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.11(0.04)
	.004
	-0.11(0.04)
	.004
	-0.11(0.04)
	.004

	boy with I Dep T1
	
	
	-0.08(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.08(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	-0.08(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.07(0.01)
	<.001

	age with I Dep T1
	
	
	0.15(0.03)
	<.001
	0.15(0.03)
	<.001
	
	
	0.15(0.03)
	<.001
	0.15(0.03)
	<.001

	like with I Dep T1
	
	
	-0.00(0.00)
	.52
	-0.00(0.00)
	.53
	
	
	-0.00(0.00)
	.536
	-0.00(0.00)
	.52

	Vict T1 with I Dep T1
	
	
	0.18(0.02)
	<.001
	0.15(0.02)
	<.001
	
	
	0.15(0.02)
	<.001
	0.15(0.02)
	<.001

	boy*bul-or def WITH Δ Dep
	
	
	
	
	-0.05(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	
	
	-0.04(0.03)
	.11

	age*bul-or def WITH Δ Dep
	
	
	
	
	 0.09(0.02)
	<.001
	
	
	
	
	-0.12(0.09)
	.18

	boy*vic-or def WITH Δ Dep
	
	
	
	
	-0.05(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	
	
	-0.01(0.03)
	.65

	age*vic-or def WITH Δ Dep
	
	
	
	
	 0.10(0.02)
	<.001
	
	
	
	
	-0.08(0.07)
	.25

	Model Fit
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CFI
	.969
	
	.946
	
	.964
	
	.969
	
	.949
	
	.959
	

	TLI
	.962
	
	.933
	
	.951
	
	.962
	
	.937
	
	.945
	

	RMSEA
	.056
	
	.050
	
	.045
	
	.055
	
	.049
	
	.044
	

	SRMR
	.034
	
	.042
	
	.043
	
	.033
	
	.042
	
	.037
	

	Variance explained in Δ Dep
	13.7%
	
	14.7%
	
	15.3%
	
	13.6%
	
	14.8%
	
	14.8%
	


Note. Models were run on a sample of self-reported victims at T1. One-tailed p-values are presented for effects pertaining to directional hypotheses. T1= Wave 1, T2 = Wave 2, T3 = Wave 3. m Δ = unconditional change. I = Intercept. Vict = Latent Victimization. Δ Dep= latent change in depression. Def= Being defended. Bul-or def = being defended in bully-oriented ways. Vic-or def = being defended in victim-oriented ways. Bolded estimates represent statistically significant effects after FDR-correction (we did not apply FDR-correction to main effects of covariates).



	Table S7. Latent change score model testing the role of being defended in bully-oriented and victim-oriented ways in within-person changes in loneliness from T1-T2

	
	Binary
	Nr of defenders

	
	Model 1.2.3.1.1 
	
	Model 1.2.3.1.2 
	
	Model 1.2.3.1.3 
	
	Model 1.2.3.2.1 
	
	Model 1.2.3.2.2
	
	Model 1.2.3.2.3 
	

	
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p

	m Δ Lon
	0.00(0.02)
	.84
	0.00(0.02)
	.93
	0.00(0.02)
	.93
	0.00(0.02)
	.84
	0.00(0.02)
	.90
	0.00(0.02)
	.91

	I Lon T1
	1.07(0.02)
	<.001
	1.07(0.02)
	<.001
	1.07(0.02)
	<.001
	1.07(0.02)
	<.001
	1.07(0.02)
	<.001
	1.07(0.02)
	<.001

	I Δ Lon
	0.35(0.05)
	<.001
	0.47(0.06)
	<.001
	0.53(0.08)
	<.001
	0.36(0.04)
	<.001
	0.46(0.06)
	<.001
	0.46(0.06)
	<.001

	Lon T1 → Δ Lon
	-0.33(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.39(0.06)
	<.001
	-0.40(0.06)
	<.001
	-0.33(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.39(0.06)
	<.001
	-0.39(0.06)
	<.001

	Bul-or def → Δ Lon
	-0.02(0.04)
	.31
	-0.03(0.04)
	.25
	-0.01(0.06)
	.89
	-0.02(0.01)
	.05
	-0.02(0.01)
	.04
	-0.02(0.02)
	.14

	Vic-or def → Δ Lon
	0.04(0.05)
	.78
	0.01(0.05)
	.57
	-0.08(0.07)
	.28
	0.02(0.01)
	.93
	0.01(0.01)
	.87
	0.01(0.02)
	.67

	boy → Δ Lon
	
	
	-0.13(0.04)
	.002
	-0.21(0.09)
	.02
	
	
	-0.13(0.04)
	.002
	-0.13(0.04)
	.002

	age → Δ Lon
	
	
	-0.00 (0.01)
	.84
	0.01(0.03)
	.75
	
	
	-0.00(0.01)
	.97
	-0.00(0.01)
	.94

	liked → Δ Lon
	
	
	-0.25(0.14)
	.07
	-0.26(0.14)
	.07
	
	
	-0.27(0.14)
	.06
	-0.26(0.14)
	.07

	Vict T1 → Δ Lon 
	
	
	0.07(0.11)
	.50
	0.07(0.11)
	.51
	
	
	0.08(0.11)
	.48
	0.08(0.11)
	.49

	boy*bul-or def → Δ Lon
	
	
	
	
	-0.05(0.09)
	.59
	
	
	
	
	0.01(0.02)
	.56

	age*bul-or def → Δ Lon
	
	
	
	
	-0.03(0.03)
	.31
	
	
	
	
	0.01(0.01)
	.26

	boy*vic-or def → Δ Lon
	
	
	
	
	0.17(0.10)
	.10
	
	
	
	
	0.00(0.02)
	.88

	age*vic-or def → Δ Lon
	
	
	
	
	0.01(0.03)
	.80
	
	
	
	
	-0.01(0.01)
	.26

	Conc. associations 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Bul-or def with I Lon T1 
	-0.07(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.07(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.07(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	-0.25(0.05)
	<.001
	-0.25(0.05)
	<.001

	Vic-or def with I Lon T1
	-0.05(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.05(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.05(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	-0.22(0.05)
	<.001
	-0.22(0.05)
	<.001

	boy with I Lon T1
	
	
	-0.08(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.08(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	-0.08(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.09(0.01)
	<.001

	age with I Lon T1
	
	
	0.04(0.04)
	.28
	0.04(0.04)
	.28
	
	
	0.04(0.04)
	.28
	0.04(0.04)
	.28

	like with I Lon T1
	
	
	-0.02(0.00)
	<.001
	-0.02(0.00)
	<.001
	
	
	-0.02(0.00)
	<.001
	-0.02(0.00)
	<.001

	Vict T1 with I Lon T1
	
	
	0.23(0.02)
	<.001
	0.22(0.02)
	<.001
	
	
	0.23(0.02)
	<.001
	0.23(0.02)
	<.001

	boy*bul-or def WITH Δ Lon
	
	
	
	
	-0.07(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	
	
	-0.08(0.03)
	.01

	age*bul-or def WITH Δ Lon
	
	
	
	
	0.01(0.03)
	.85
	
	
	
	
	-0.20(0.12)
	.10

	boy*vic-or def WITH Δ Lon
	
	
	
	
	-0.06(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	
	
	-0.05(0.03)
	.07

	age*vic-or def WITH Δ Lon
	
	
	
	
	0.02(0.03)
	.54
	
	
	
	
	-0.09(0.10)
	.33

	Model Fit
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CFI
	.968
	
	.935
	
	.953
	
	.970
	
	.938
	
	.946
	

	TLI
	.964
	
	.924
	
	.941
	
	.966
	
	.927
	
	.933
	

	RMSEA
	.050
	
	.053
	
	.048
	
	.049
	
	.053
	
	.048
	

	SRMR
	.036
	
	.053
	
	.051
	
	.036
	
	.053
	
	.048
	

	Variance explained in Δ Lon
	14.9%
	
	16.3%
	
	16.7%
	
	15.2%
	
	16.7%
	
	16.9%
	


Note. Models were run on a sample of self-reported victims at T1. One-tailed p-values are presented for effects in models 1 and 2 pertaining to directional hypotheses. T1= Wave 1, T2 = Wave 2, T3 = Wave 3. m Δ = unconditional change. I = Intercept. Vict = Latent Victimization. Δ Lon= latent change in loneliness. Def= Being defended. Bul-or def = being defended in bully-oriented ways. Vic-or def = being defended in victim-oriented ways. Bolded estimates represent statistically significant effects after FDR-correction (we did not apply FDR-correction to main effects of covariates).

	Table S8. Latent change score model testing the role of being defended in bully-oriented and victim-oriented ways in within-person changes in self-esteem from T1-T2

	
	Binary
	Nr of defenders

	
	Model 1.2.4.1.1 
	
	Model 1.2.4.1.2 
	
	Model 1.2.4.1.3 
	
	Model 1.2.4.2.1 
	
	Model 1.2.4.2.2
	
	Model 1.2.4.2.3 
	

	
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p

	m Δ Selfest
	0.02(0.01)
	.13
	0.02(0.01)
	.13
	0.02(0.01)
	.12
	0.02(0.01)
	.13
	0.02(0.01)
	.13
	0.02(0.01)
	.12

	I Selfest T1
	1.48(0.03)
	<.001
	1.48(0.03)
	<.001
	1.48(0.03)
	<.001
	1.48(0.03)
	<.001
	1.48(0.03)
	<.001
	1.48(0.03)
	<.001

	I Δ Selfest
	0.40(0.05)
	<.001
	0.35(0.06)
	<.001
	0.29(0.07)
	<.001
	0.37(0.04)
	<.001
	0.32(0.06)
	<.001
	0.32(0.06)
	<.001

	Selfest T1 → Δ Selfest
	-0.23(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.24(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.24(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.24(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.25(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.24(0.03)
	<.001

	Bul-or def → Δ Selfest
	-0.07(0.03)
	.99
	-0.07(0.03)
	.99
	-0.06(0.04)
	.08
	-0.01(0.01)
	.82
	0.01(0.01)
	.11
	-0.01(0.01)
	.57

	Vic-or def → Δ Selfest
	0.00(0.03)
	.46
	0.02(0.03)
	.29
	0.08(0.04)
	.05
	0.01(0.01)
	.22
	0.01(0.01)
	.14
	0.02(0.01)
	.05

	boy → Δ Selfest
	
	
	0.07(0.03)
	.01
	0.16(0.06)
	.001
	
	
	0.07(0.03)
	.01
	0.07(0.03)
	.01

	age → Δ Selfest
	
	
	-0.01(0.01)
	.42
	0.01(0.02)
	.52
	
	
	-0.00(0.01)
	.81
	-0.00(0.01)
	.79

	liked → Δ Selfest
	
	
	0.14(0.08)
	.07
	0.14(0.08)
	.06
	
	
	0.11(0.08)
	.14
	0.12(0.08)
	.13

	Vict T1 → Δ Selfest 
	
	
	0.02(0.62)
	.62
	0.02(0.04)
	.65
	
	
	0.02(0.04)
	.61
	0.02(0.04)
	.71

	boy*bul-or def → Δ Selfest
	
	
	
	
	-0.02(0.06)
	.70
	
	
	
	
	-0.00(0.02)
	.80

	age*bul-or def → Δ Selfest
	
	
	
	
	-0.01(0.02)
	.57
	
	
	
	
	-0.00(0.00)
	.94

	boy*vic-or def → Δ Selfest
	
	
	
	
	-0.12(0.06)
	.04
	
	
	
	
	-0.03(0.01)
	.02

	age*vic-or def → Δ Selfest
	
	
	
	
	-0.02(0.02)
	.38
	
	
	
	
	-0.00(0.00)
	.61

	Conc. associations 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Bul-or def with I Selfest T1 
	0.03(0.01)
	<.001
	0.03(0.01)
	<.001
	0.03(0.01)
	<.001
	0.13(0.03)
	<.001
	0.13(0.03)
	<.001
	0.14(0.04)
	<.001

	Vic-or def with I Selfest T1
	0.03(0.01)
	<.001
	0.03(0.01)
	<.001
	0.03(0.01)
	<.001
	0.12(0.03)
	<.001
	0.12(0.03)
	<.001
	0.11(0.03)
	<.001

	boy with I Selfest T1
	
	
	0.06(0.01)
	<.001
	0.06(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	0.06(0.01)
	<.001
	0.06(0.01)
	<.001

	age with I Selfest T1
	
	
	-0.16(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.16(0.03)
	<.001
	
	
	-0.16(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.16(0.03)
	<.001

	like with I Selfest T1
	
	
	0.00(0.00)
	.85
	0.00(0.00)
	.86
	
	
	0.00(0.00)
	.84
	0.00(0.00)
	.85

	Vict T1 with I Selfest T1
	
	
	-0.07(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.07(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	-0.07(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.08(0.01)
	<.001

	boy*bul-or def WITH Δ Selfest
	
	
	
	
	0.06(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	
	
	0.08(0.02)
	.001

	age*bul-or def WITH Δ Selfest
	
	
	
	
	-0.09(0.02)
	<.001
	
	
	
	
	0.15(0.11)
	.16

	boy*vic-or def WITH Δ Selfest
	
	
	
	
	0.05(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	
	
	0.07(0.02)
	.001

	age*vic-or def WITH Δ Selfest
	
	
	
	
	-0.10(0.02)
	<.001
	
	
	
	
	0.08(0.07)
	.27

	Model Fit
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CFI
	.949
	
	.934
	
	.951
	
	.951
	
	.936
	
	.943
	

	TLI
	.943
	
	.925
	
	.942
	
	.945
	
	.927
	
	.932
	

	RMSEA
	.053
	
	.047
	
	.043
	
	.053
	
	.047
	
	.043
	

	SRMR
	.060
	
	.056
	
	.053
	
	.059
	
	.055
	
	.050
	

	Variance explained in Δ Lon
	11.4%
	
	12.5%
	
	13.4%
	
	10.7%
	
	11.9%
	
	13.0%
	


Note. Models were run on a sample of self-reported victims at T1. One-tailed p-values are presented for effects in models 1 and 2 pertaining to directional hypotheses. T1= Wave 1, T2 = Wave 2, T3 = Wave 3. m Δ = unconditional change. I = Intercept. Vict = Latent Victimization. Δ Selfest= latent change in self-esteem. Def= Being defended. Bul-or def = being defended in bully-oriented ways. Vic-or def = being defended in victim-oriented ways. Bolded estimates represent statistically significant effects after FDR-correction (we did not apply FDR-correction to main effects of covariates).

	Table S9. Latent change score model testing the role of being defended in general in within-person changes in victimization from T2-T3

	
	Binary
	Nr of defenders

	
	Model 2.1.1.1.1
	
	Model 2.1.1.1.2 
	
	Model 2.1.1.1.3 
	
	Model 2.1.1.2.1 
	
	Model 2.1.1.2.2 
	
	Model 2.1.1.2.3
	

	
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p

	m Δ Vict
	-0.16(0.02)
	<.001
	-0.16(0.02)
	<.001
	-0.16(0.02)
	<.001
	-0.16(0.02)
	<.001
	-0.16(0.02)
	<.001
	-0.16(0.02)
	<.001

	I Vict T2
	 0.76(0.02)
	<.001
	0.76(0.02)
	<.001
	0.76(0.02)
	<.001
	0.76(0.02)
	<.001
	0.76(0.02)
	<.001
	0.76(0.02)
	<.001

	I Δ Vict
	 0.01(0.06)
	.81
	0.03(0.06)
	.68
	0.03(0.07)
	.68
	-0.04(0.04)
	.35
	-0.03(0.05)
	.49
	-0.03(0.05)
	.57

	Vict T1 → Δ Vict
	0.28(0.09)
	.003
	0.28(0.09)
	.003
	0.28(0.09)
	.003
	0.28(0.09)
	.003
	0.28(0.09)
	.003
	0.29(0.09)
	.002

	Vict T2 → Δ Vict 
	-0.37(0.09)
	<.001
	-0.37(0.10)
	<.001
	-0.37(0.10)
	<.001
	-0.36(0.09)
	<.001
	-0.36(0.10)
	<.001
	-0.36(0.10)
	<.001

	Def → Δ Vict
	-0.07(0.05)
	.06
	-0.08(0.05)
	.06
	-0.07(0.06)
	.21
	-0.01(0.01)
	.07
	-0.01(0.01)
	.10
	 0.00(0.01)
	.79

	boy → Δ Vict
	
	
	-0.04(0.04)
	.37
	-0.02(0.07)
	.77
	
	
	-0.03(0.04)
	.48
	-0.03(0.04)
	.49

	age → Δ Vict
	
	
	 0.01(0.01)
	.55
	-0.02(0.03)
	.43
	
	
	0.01(0.01)
	.51
	 0.01(0.01)
	.50

	liked → Δ Vict
	
	
	0.03(0.11)
	.77
	0.03(0.11)
	.76
	
	
	0.03(0.11)
	.79
	0.02(0.11)
	.88

	boy*def → Δ Vict
	
	
	
	
	-0.03(0.09)
	.73
	
	
	
	
	-0.02(0.02)
	.31

	age*def → Δ Vict
	
	
	
	
	0.04(0.03)
	.22
	
	
	
	
	0.01(0.01)
	.05

	Conc. associations 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Def with I Vict T2 
	-0.03(0.01)
	.01
	-0.03(0.01)
	.01
	-0.03(0.01)
	.01
	-0.04(0.08)
	.60
	-0.04(0.08)
	.61
	-0.04(0.08)
	.61

	boy with I Vict T2
	
	
	0.05(0.01)
	<.001
	0.05(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	0.05(0.01)
	<.001
	0.05(0.01)
	<.001

	age with I Vict T2
	
	
	0.14(0.05)
	.002
	0.14(0.05)
	.002
	
	
	0.14(0.05)
	.002
	0.14(0.04)
	.002

	like with I Vict T2
	
	
	-0.01(0.00)
	<.001
	-0.01(0.00)
	<.001
	
	
	-0.01(0.00)
	<.001
	-0.01(0.00)
	<.001

	boy*def WITH Δ Vict
	
	
	
	
	0.02(0.01)
	.09
	
	
	
	
	-0.02(0.07)
	.73

	age*def WITH Δ Vict
	
	
	
	
	0.07(0.03)
	.03
	
	
	
	
	-0.09(0.11)
	.41

	Model Fit
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CFI
	.968
	
	.935
	
	.955
	
	.968
	
	.936
	
	.942
	

	TLI
	.960
	
	.917
	
	.940
	
	.960
	
	.918
	
	.923
	

	RMSEA
	.039
	
	.049
	
	.047
	
	.039
	
	.048
	
	.046
	

	SRMR
	.043
	
	.048
	
	.050
	
	.043
	
	.048
	
	.045
	

	Variance explained in Δ Vict   
	14.3%
	
	14.6%
	
	14.9%
	
	14.4%
	
	14.6%
	
	15.3%
	


Note. Models were run on a sample of self-reported victims at T1. One-tailed p-values are presented for effects in models 1 and 2 pertaining to directional hypotheses. T1= Wave 1, T2 = Wave 2, T3 = Wave 3. m Δ = unconditional change. I = Intercept. Vict = Latent Victimization. Δ Vict = latent change in victimization. Def= Being defended. Bul-or def = being defended in bully-oriented ways. Vic-or def = being defended in victim-oriented ways. Bolded estimates represent statistically significant effects.




	[bookmark: _Hlk180148903]Table S10. Latent change score model testing the role of being defended in general in within-person changes in depression from T2-T3

	
	Binary
	Nr of defenders

	
	Model 2.1.2.1.1 
	
	Model 2.1.2.1.2 
	
	Model 2.1.2.1.3 
	
	Model 2.1.2.2.1 
	
	Model 2.1.2.2.2
	
	Model 2.1.2.2.3 
	

	
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p

	m Δ Dep
	-0.04(0.02)
	.02
	-0.04(0.02)
	.02
	-0.04(0.02)
	.02
	-0.04(0.02)
	.02
	-0.04(0.02)
	.02
	-0.04(0.02)
	.02

	I Dep T2
	1.10(0.02)
	<.001
	1.10(0.02)
	<.001
	1.10(0.02)
	<.001
	1.10(0.02)
	<.001
	1.10(0.02)
	<.001
	1.10(0.02)
	<.001

	I Δ Dep
	0.22(0.04)
	<.001
	0.29(0.06)
	.001
	0.27(0.06)
	.01
	0.22(0.04)
	<.001
	0.28(0.05)
	<.001
	0.29(0.05)
	<.001

	Dep T2 → Δ Dep 
	-0.24(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.28(0.04)
	<.001
	-0.28(0.04)
	<.001
	-0.24(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.29(0.04)
	<.001
	-0.28(0.04)
	<.001

	Def → Δ Dep
	0.01(0.04)
	.56
	-0.01(0.04)
	.42
	0.01(0.05)
	.84
	-0.01(0.01)
	.06
	-0.01(0.04)
	.07
	0.01(0.01)
	.43

	boy → Δ Dep
	
	
	-0.13(0.04)
	.001
	-0.09(0.06)
	.17
	
	
	-0.13(0.04)
	<.001
	-0.13(0.04)
	.001

	age → Δ Dep
	
	
	0.03(0.01)
	.001
	0.00(0.02)
	.92
	
	
	0.03(0.01)
	.002
	0.03(0.01)
	.001

	liked → Δ Dep
	
	
	-0.03(0.09)
	.78
	-0.02(0.09)
	.81
	
	
	-0.02(0.09)
	.86
	-0.03(0.09)
	.73

	Vic T1 → Δ Dep
	
	
	0.11(0.06)
	.07
	0.11(0.06)
	.06
	
	
	0.11(0.06)
	.06
	 0.12(0.06)
	.06

	Vic T2 → Δ Dep
	
	
	-0.03(0.07)
	.73
	-0.03(0.07)
	.73
	
	
	-0.02(0.07)
	.75
	-0.02(0.07)
	.75

	boy*def → Δ Dep
	
	
	
	
	-0.06(0.08)
	.40
	
	
	
	
	-0.02(0.01)
	.16

	age*def → Δ Dep
	
	
	
	
	0.04(0.02)
	.09
	
	
	
	
	0.01(0.01)
	.02

	Conc. associations 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Def with I Dep T2
	-0.03(0.01)
	.02
	-0.03(0.01)
	.02
	-0.03(0.01)
	.01
	-0.15(0.06)
	.01
	-0.14(0.06)
	.01
	-0.15(0.06)
	.01

	boy with I Dep T2
	
	
	-0.06(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.06(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	-0.06(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.06(0.01)
	<.001

	age with I Dep T2
	
	
	0.10(0.03)
	.002
	0.10(0.03)
	.002
	
	
	0.11(0.04)
	<.001
	0.11(0.04)
	<.001

	like with I Dep T2
	
	
	-0.00(0.00)
	.33
	-0.00(0.00)
	.34
	
	
	-0.00(0.00)
	.34
	-0.00(0.00)
	.34

	Vic T2 with I Dep T2
	
	
	0.16(0.02)
	<.001
	0.16(0.02)
	<.001
	
	
	0.16(0.02)
	<.001
	0.16(0.02)
	<.001

	boy*def WITH Δ Dep
	
	
	
	
	-0.04(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	
	
	-0.01(0.04)
	.89

	age*def WITH Δ Dep
	
	
	
	
	0.06(0.03)
	.03
	
	
	
	
	0.02(0.08)
	.81

	Model Fit
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CFI
	.973
	
	.946
	
	.957
	
	.973
	
	.947
	
	.949
	

	TLI
	.967
	
	.937
	
	.948
	
	.967
	
	.938
	
	.939
	

	RMSEA
	.059
	
	.047
	
	.044
	
	.059
	
	.047
	
	.044
	

	SRMR
	.035
	
	.046
	
	.047
	
	.035
	
	.046
	
	.044
	

	Variance explained in Δ Dep   
	11.1%
	
	14.8%
	
	15.2%
	
	11.3%
	
	15.2%
	
	15.9%
	


Note. Models were run on a sample of self-reported victims at T1. One-tailed p-values are presented for effects in models 1 and 2 pertaining to directional hypotheses. 
T1= Wave 1, T2 = Wave 2, T3 = Wave 3. m Δ = unconditional change. I = Intercept. Vict = Latent Victimization. Δ Dep= latent change in depression. Def= Being defended. Bul-or def = being defended in bully-oriented ways. Vic-or def = being defended in victim-oriented ways. Bolded estimates represent statistically significant effects after FDR-correction (we did not apply FDR-correction to main effects of covariates).
. 

	Table S11. Latent change score model testing the role of being defended in general in within-person changes in loneliness from T2-T3

	
	Binary
	Nr of defenders

	
	Model 2.1.3.1.1 
	
	Model 2.1.3.1.2 
	
	Model 2.1.3.1.3 
	
	Model 2.1.3.2.1 
	
	Model 2.1.3.2.2
	
	Model 2.1.3.2.3 
	

	
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p

	m Δ Lon
	-0.05(0.02)
	.05
	-0.05(0.02)
	.05
	-0.05(0.02)
	.05
	-0.05(0.02)
	.05
	-0.05(0.02)
	.05
	-0.05(0.02)
	.04

	I Lon T2
	1.14(0.03)
	<.001
	1.14(0.02)
	<.001
	1.14(0.03)
	<.001
	1.14(0.03)
	<.001
	1.14(0.03)
	<.001
	1.14(0.03)
	<.001

	I Δ Lon
	0.32(0.05)
	<.001
	0.37(0.04)
	.001
	0.35(0.07)
	.01
	0.34(0.04)
	<.001
	0.38(0.05)
	<.001
	0.37(0.05)
	<.001

	Lon T2 → Δ Lon 
	-0.33 (0.03)
	<.001
	-0.39(0.06)
	<.001
	-0.37(0.04)
	<.001
	-0.33(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.38(0.04)
	<.001
	-0.37(0.04)
	<.001

	Def → Δ Lon
	0.01(0.05)
	.67
	-0.02(0.05)
	.49
	0.03(0.07)
	.70
	-0.02(0.01)
	.07
	-0.02(0.01)
	.04
	0.00(0.01)
	.94

	boy → Δ Lon
	
	
	-0.10(0.04)
	.02
	-0.03(0.08)
	.71
	
	
	-0.11(0.04)
	.01
	-0.10(0.04)
	.02

	age → Δ Lon
	
	
	0.03(0.01)
	.03
	0.03(0.03)
	.35
	
	
	0.02(0.01)
	.09
	0.02(0.01)
	.07

	liked → Δ Lon
	
	
	-0.15(0.11)
	.16
	-0.14(0.11)
	.18
	
	
	-0.14(0.11)
	.19
	-0.15(0.11)
	.16

	Vic T1 → Δ Lon
	
	
	0.24(0.07)
	<.001
	0.24(0.07)
	<.001
	
	
	0.24(0.07)
	<.001
	0.25(0.07)
	<.001

	Vic T2 → Δ Lon
	
	
	-0.09(0.09)
	.29
	-0.10(0.09)
	.27
	
	
	-0.08(0.08)
	.32
	-0.09(0.08)
	.28

	boy*def → Δ Lon
	
	
	
	
	-0.10(0.10)
	.31
	
	
	
	
	-0.04(0.02)
	.08

	age*def → Δ Lon
	
	
	
	
	0.00(0.03)
	.95
	
	
	
	
	0.01(0.01)
	.15

	Conc. associations 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Def with I Lon T2
	-0.07(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.07(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.07(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.30(0.07)
	<.001
	-0.32(0.07)
	<.001
	-0.31(0.07)
	<.001

	boy with I Lon T2
	
	
	-0.06(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.06(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	-0.06(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.06(0.01)
	<.001

	age with I Lon T2
	
	
	0.04(0.04)
	.40
	0.04(0.04)
	.40
	
	
	0.03(0.04)
	.43
	0.04(0.04)
	.39

	like with I Lon T2
	
	
	-0.02(0.00)
	<.001
	-0.02(0.00)
	..001
	
	
	-0.02(0.00)
	<.001
	-0.01(0.00)
	<.001

	Vic T2 with I Lon T2
	
	
	0.22(0.03)
	<.001
	0.22(0.03)
	<.001
	
	
	0.22(0.03)
	<.001
	0.22(0.03)
	<.001

	boy*def WITH Δ Lon
	
	
	
	
	-0.05(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	
	
	-0.04(0.05)
	.40

	age*def WITH Δ Lon
	
	
	
	
	-0.01(0.03)
	.82
	
	
	
	
	0.01(0.10)
	.96

	Model Fit
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CFI
	.963
	
	.920
	
	.932
	
	.962
	
	.919
	
	.922
	

	TLI
	.957
	
	.909
	
	.921
	
	.956
	
	.908
	
	.909
	

	RMSEA
	.059
	
	.054
	
	.052
	
	.059
	
	.055
	
	.052
	

	SRMR
	.040
	
	.064
	
	.063
	
	.040
	
	.065
	
	.061
	

	Variance explained in Δ Lon   
	16.5%
	
	20.7%
	
	20.8%
	
	16.7%
	
	21.1%
	
	21.7%
	


Note. Models were run on a sample of self-reported victims at T1. One-tailed p-values are presented for effects in models 1 and 2 pertaining to directional hypotheses. T1= Wave 1, T2 = Wave 2, T3 = Wave 3. m Δ = unconditional change. I = Intercept. Vict = Latent Victimization. Δ Lon= latent change in loneliness. Def= Being defended. Bul-or def = being defended in bully-oriented ways. Vic-or def = being defended in victim-oriented ways. Bolded estimates represent statistically significant effects after FDR-correction (we did not apply FDR-correction to main effects of covariates).



	Table S12. Latent change score model testing the role of being defended in general in within-person changes in self-esteem from T2-T3

	
	Binary
	Nr of defenders

	
	Model 2.1.4.1.1 
	
	Model 2.1.4.1.2 
	
	Model 2.1.4.1.3 
	
	Model 2.1.4.2.1 
	
	Model 2.1.4.2.2
	
	Model 2.1.4.2.3 
	

	
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p

	m Δ Selfest
	-0.01(0.01)
	.59
	-0.01(0.01)
	.53
	-0.01(0.01)
	.55
	-0.01(0.01)
	.58
	-0.01(0.01)
	.52
	-0.01(0.01)
	.52

	I Selfest T2
	1.38(0.04)
	<.001
	1.38(0.04)
	<.001
	1.38(0.04)
	<.001
	1.38(0.04)
	<.001
	1.38(0.04)
	<.001
	1.38(0.04)
	<.001

	I Δ Selfest
	0.26(0.05)
	<.001
	0.30(0.07)
	<.001
	0.33(0.07)
	<.001
	0.25(0.05)
	<.001
	0.30(0.07)
	<.001
	0.30(0.07)
	<.001

	Selfest T2 → Δ Selfest 
	-0.18(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.22(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.22(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.19(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.22(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.22(0.03)
	<.001

	Def → Δ Selfest
	-0.02(0.03)
	.77
	-0.00(0.03)
	.45
	-0.05(0.04)
	.19
	0.00(0.01)
	.67
	0.00(0.01)
	.67
	-0.00(0.01)
	.68

	boy → Δ Selfest
	
	
	0.10(0.03)
	<.001
	0.03(0.04)
	.42
	
	
	0.10(0.03)
	<.001
	0.10(0.03)
	<.001

	age → Δ Selfest
	
	
	-0.02(0.01)
	.02
	-0.02(0.02)
	.29
	
	
	-0.02(0.01)
	.02
	-0.02(0.01)
	.014

	liked → Δ Selfest
	
	
	-0.01(0.07)
	.93
	-0.01(0.07)
	.89
	
	
	-0.01(0.07)
	.88
	-0.01(0.07)
	.94

	Vic T1 → Δ Selfest
	
	
	-0.08(0.04)
	.07
	-0.08(0.04)
	.06
	
	
	-0.08(0.04)
	.06
	-0.08(0.04)
	.06

	Vic T2 → Δ Selfest
	
	
	0.01(0.05)
	.85
	0.01(0.05)
	.79
	
	
	0.01(0.05)
	.85
	0.01(0.05)
	.86

	boy*def → Δ Selfest
	
	
	
	
	0.09(0.05)
	.08
	
	
	
	
	0.01(0.01)
	.40

	age*def → Δ Selfest
	
	
	
	
	-0.00(0.02)
	.86
	
	
	
	
	-0.00(0.00)
	.20

	Conc. associations 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Def with I Selfest T2
	0.03(0.01)
	<.001
	0.03(0.01)
	<.001
	0.03(0.01)
	<.001
	0.14(0.04)
	.001
	0.14(0.03)
	<.001
	0.14(0.04)
	<.001

	boy with I Selfest T2
	
	
	0.04(0.01)
	<.001
	0.04(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	0.04(0.01)
	<.001
	0.04(0.01)
	<.001

	age with I Selfest T2
	
	
	-0.12(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.12(0.03)
	<.001
	
	
	-0.12(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.12(0.03)
	<.001

	like with I Selfest T2
	
	
	0.00(0.00)
	.37
	0.00(0.00)
	.39
	
	
	0.00(0.00)
	.38
	0.00(0.00)
	.39

	Vic T2 with I Selfest T2
	
	
	-0.09(0.02)
	<.001
	-0.09(0.02)
	<.001
	
	
	-0.09(0.02)
	<.001
	-0.09(0.02)
	<.001

	boy*def WITH Δ Selfest
	
	
	
	
	0.04(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	
	
	0.03(0.03)
	.48

	age*def WITH Δ Selfest
	
	
	
	
	-0.09(0.02)
	<.001
	
	
	
	
	-0.07(0.06)
	.25

	Model Fit
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CFI
	.931
	
	.922
	
	.932
	
	.937
	
	.923
	
	.925
	

	TLI
	.929
	
	.913
	
	.923
	
	.930
	
	.914
	
	.915
	

	RMSEA
	.065
	
	.049
	
	.047
	
	.065
	
	.048
	
	.047
	

	SRMR
	.066
	
	.060
	
	.060
	
	.065
	
	.060
	
	.057
	

	Variance explained in Δ Selfest   
	7.3%
	
	10.9%
	
	11.2%
	
	7.2%
	
	11.0%
	
	11.2%
	


Note. Models were run on a sample of self-reported victims at T1. One-tailed p-values are presented for effects in models 1 and 2 pertaining to directional hypotheses. T1= Wave 1, T2 = Wave 2, T3 = Wave 3. m Δ = unconditional change. I = Intercept. Vict = Latent Victimization. Δ Selfest= latent change in self-esteem. Def= Being defended. Bul-or def = being defended in bully-oriented ways. Vic-or def = being defended in victim-oriented ways. Bolded estimates represent statistically significant effects after FDR-correction (we did not apply FDR-correction to main effects of covariates).



	Table S13. Latent change score model testing the role of being defended in bully-oriented and victim-oriented ways in within-person changes in victimization from T2-T3

	
	Binary
	Nr of defenders

	
	Model 2.2.1.1.1
	
	Model 2.2.1.1.2 
	
	Model 2.2.1.1.3 
	
	Model 2.2.1.2.1 
	
	Model 2.2.1.2.2 
	
	Model 2.2.1.2.3
	

	
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p

	m Δ Vict
	-0.16(0.02)
	<.001
	-0.16(0.02)
	<.001
	-0.16(0.02)
	<.001
	-0.16(0.02)
	<.001
	-0.16(0.02)
	<.001
	-0.16(0.02)
	<.001

	I Vict T2
	 0.76(0.02)
	<.001
	0.76(0.02)
	<.001
	 0.76(0.02)
	<.001
	 0.76(0.02)
	<.001
	 0.76(0.02)
	<.001
	 0.76(0.02)
	<.001

	I Δ Vict
	 0.01(0.05)
	.93
	0.02(0.06)
	.75
	-0.01(0.06)
	.86
	-0.04(0.04)
	.36
	-0.04(0.05)
	.48
	-0.03(0.05)
	.61

	Vict T2 → Δ Vict 
	-0.37(0.09)
	<.001
	-0.37(0.10)
	<.001
	-0.37(0.10)
	<.001
	-0.36(0.09)
	<.001
	-0.36(0.10)
	<.001
	-0.37(0.10)
	<.001

	Vict T1 → Δ Vict
	0.28(0.09)
	.003
	0.28(0.10)
	.003
	0.29(0.09)
	.002
	.28(0.09)
	.003
	0.28(0.09)
	.003
	0.29(0.10)
	.002

	Bul-or Def → Δ Vict
	-0.04(0.05)
	.18
	-0.04(0.05)
	.21
	-0.04(0.06)
	.49
	-0.01(0.01)
	.21
	-0.01(0.01)
	.24
	0.00(0.02)
	.95

	Vic-or Def → Δ Vict
	-0.03(0.05)
	.25
	-0.04(0.05)
	.20
	0.01(0.07)
	.92
	-0.01(0.01)
	.28
	-0.01(0.01)
	.29
	-0.00(0.01)
	.88

	boy → Δ Vict
	
	
	-0.04(0.04)
	.39
	0.03 (0.07)
	.69
	
	
	-0.03(0.04)
	.52
	-0.03(0.04)
	.55

	age → Δ Vict
	
	
	 0.01(0.01)
	.62
	-0.02(0.03)
	.46
	
	
	 0.01(0.01)
	.58
	0.01(0.01)
	.50

	liked → Δ Vict
	
	
	0.03(0.11)
	.77
	0.03(0.11)
	.77
	
	
	 0.03(0.11)
	.78
	0.02(0.11)
	.84

	boy*bul-or def → Δ Vict
	
	
	
	
	-0.01(0.09)
	.96
	
	
	
	
	-0.01(0.03)
	.69

	age*bul-or def → Δ Vict
	
	
	
	
	0.04(0.03)
	.15
	
	
	
	
	0.01(0.01)
	.26

	boy*vic-or def → Δ Vict
	
	
	
	
	-0.11(0.10) 
	.25
	
	
	
	
	-0.01(0.03)
	.77

	age* vic-or def → Δ Vict
	
	
	
	
	0.01(0.03)
	.85
	
	
	
	
	-0.00(0.01)
	.997

	Conc. associations 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Bul-or def with I Vict T2
	-0.01(0.01)
	.19
	-0.01(0.01)
	.21
	-0.01(0.01)
	.21
	0.03(0.08)
	.67
	0.04(0.08)
	.65
	0.04(0.08)
	.69

	Vic-or def with I Vict T2
	-0.04(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.04(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.04(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.10(0.06)
	.12
	-0.10(0.06)
	.13
	-0.10(0.07)
	.12

	boy with I Vict T2
	
	
	0.05(0.01)
	<.001
	0.05(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	0.05(0.01)
	<.001
	0.05(0.01)
	<.001

	age with I Vict T2
	
	
	0.14(0.05)
	.002
	0.14(0.05)
	.002
	
	
	0.14(0.04)
	.002
	0.14(0.04)
	.002

	like with I Vict T2
	
	
	-0.01(0.00)
	.001
	-0.01(0.00)
	<.001
	
	
	-0.01(0.00)
	<.001
	-0.01(0.00)
	<.001

	boy*bul-or def WITH Δ Vict
	
	
	
	
	0.01(0.01)
	.18
	
	
	
	
	0.00(0.07)
	.97

	age*bul-or def WITH Δ Vict
	
	
	
	
	0.08(0.03)
	.01
	
	
	
	
	0.01(0.10)
	.90

	boy*vic-or def WITH Δ Vict
	
	
	
	
	0.01(0.01)
	. 96
	
	
	
	
	-0.03(0.06)
	.64

	age*vic-or def WITH Δ Vict
	
	
	
	
	0.05(0.03)
	.14
	
	
	
	
	-0.15(0.09)
	.10

	Model Fit
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CFI
	.969
	
	.939
	
	.965
	
	.970
	
	.943
	
	.960
	

	TLI
	.961
	
	.920
	
	.950
	
	.962
	
	.926
	
	.942
	

	RMSEA
	.037
	
	.047
	
	.042
	
	.038
	
	.046
	
	.041
	

	SRMR
	.042
	
	.046
	
	.048
	
	.042
	
	.047
	
	.041
	

	Variance explained in Δ Vict
	14.2%
	
	14.5%
	
	15.2%
	
	14.6%
	
	14.8%
	
	15.5%
	


Note. Models were run on a sample of self-reported victims at T1. One-tailed p-values are presented for effects in models 1 and 2 pertaining to directional hypotheses. T1= Wave 1, T2 = Wave 2, T3 = Wave 3. m Δ = unconditional change. I = Intercept. Vict = Latent Victimization. Δ Vict = latent change in victimization. Def= Being defended. Bul-or def = being defended in bully-oriented ways. Vic-or def = being defended in victim-oriented ways. Bolded estimates represent statistically significant effects.



	Table S14. Latent change score model testing the role of being defended in bully-oriented and victim-oriented ways in within-person changes in depressive symptoms from T2-T3

	
	Binary
	Nr of defenders

	
	Model 2.2.2.1.1 
	
	Model 2.2.2.1.2 
	
	Model 2.2.2.1.3 
	
	Model 2.2.2.2.1 
	
	Model 2.2.2.2.2
	
	Model 2.2.2.2.3 
	

	
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p

	m Δ Dep
	-0.04(0.02)
	.02
	-0.04(0.02)
	.02
	-0.04(0.02)
	.02
	-0.04(0.02)
	.02
	-0.04(0.02)
	.02
	-0.04(0.02)
	.02

	I Dep T2
	1.10(0.02)
	<.001
	1.10(0.02)
	<.001
	1.10(0.02)
	<.001
	1.10(0.02)
	<.001
	1.10(0.02)
	<.001
	1.10(0.02)
	<.001

	I Δ Dep
	0.22(0.04)
	<.001
	0.29(0.05)
	<.001
	0.27(0.06)
	<.001
	0.23(0.04)
	<.001
	0.29(0.05)
	<.001
	0.29(0.05)
	<.001

	Dep T2 → Δ Dep
	-0.24(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.28(0.04)
	<.001
	-0.28(0.04)
	<.001
	-0.24(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.29(0.04)
	<.001
	-0.28(0.04)
	<.001

	Bul-or def → Δ Dep
	-0.02(0.04)
	.26
	-0.02(0.04)
	.33
	0.01(0.05)
	.85
	-0.01(0.01)
	.25
	-0.00(0.01)
	.44
	0.01(0.02)
	.40

	Vic-or def → Δ Dep
	0.02(0.04)
	.71
	-0.00(0.04)
	.48
	0.01(0.05)
	.76
	-0.01(0.01)
	.27
	-0.01(0.01)
	.14
	-0.00(0.01)
	.76

	boy → Δ Dep
	
	
	-0.13(0.04)
	.001
	-0.07(0.06)
	.24
	
	
	-0.14(0.04)
	<.001
	-0.14(0.04)
	<.001

	age → Δ Dep
	
	
	0.03(0.01)
	.001
	-0.01(0.02)
	.76
	
	
	0.03(0.01)
	.002
	0.03(0.01)
	.002

	liked → Δ Dep
	
	
	-0.02(0.09)
	.79
	-0.02(0.09)
	.80
	
	
	-0.02(0.09)
	.86
	-0.03(0.09)
	.70

	Vict T1 → Δ Dep
	
	
	0.11(0.06)
	.07
	0.12(0.06)
	.06
	
	
	0.11(0.06)
	.06
	0.11(0.06)
	.07

	Vict T2 → Δ Dep 
	
	
	-0.03(0.07)
	.72
	-0.03(0.07)
	.70
	
	
	-0.02(0.07)
	.73
	-0.02(0.07)
	.82

	boy*bul-or def → Δ Dep
	
	
	
	
	-0.06(0.08)
	.45
	
	
	
	
	-0.03(0.02)
	.23

	age*bul-or def → Δ Dep
	
	
	
	
	0.03(0.02)
	.16
	
	
	
	
	-0.00(0.01)
	.79

	boy*vic-or def → Δ Dep
	
	
	
	
	-0.05(0.08)
	.52
	
	
	
	
	-0.00(0.02)
	.97

	age*vic-or def → Δ Dep
	
	
	
	
	0.03(0.02)
	.14
	
	
	
	
	 0.01(0.00)
	.02

	Conc. associations 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Bul-or def with I Dep T2 
	-0.03(0.01)
	.01
	-0.03(0.01)
	.01
	-0.03(0.01)
	.01
	-0.14(0.05)
	.01
	-0.14(0.05)
	.01
	-0.14(0.05)
	.01

	Vic-or def with I Dep T2
	-0.02(0.01).
	.08
	-0.02(0.01).
	.08
	-0.02(0.01).
	.09
	-0.11(0.05)
	.02
	-0.11(0.05)
	.02
	-0.11(0.05)
	.03

	boy with I Dep T2
	
	
	-0.06(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.06(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	-0.06(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.06(0.01)
	<.001

	age with I Dep T2
	
	
	0.10(0.03)
	.002
	0.10(0.03)
	.002
	
	
	0.11(0.03)
	.002
	0.11(0.03)
	.002

	like with I Dep T2
	
	
	-0.00(0.00)
	.34
	-0.00(0.00)
	.34
	
	
	-0.00(0.00)
	.34
	-0.00(0.00)
	.34

	Vict T2 with I Dep T2
	
	
	0.16(0.02)
	<.001
	0.16(0.02)
	<.001
	
	
	0.16(0.02)
	<.001
	0.16(0.02)
	<.001

	boy*bul-or def WITH Δ Dep
	
	
	
	
	-0.04(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	
	
	-0.02(0.04)
	.70

	age*bul-or def WITH Δ Dep
	
	
	
	
	0.06(0.03)
	.03
	
	
	
	
	0.04(0.07)
	.56

	boy*vic-or def WITH Δ Dep
	
	
	
	
	-0.03(0.01)
	.001
	
	
	
	
	0.02(0.04)
	.55

	age*vic-or def WITH Δ Dep
	
	
	
	
	0.05(0.03)
	.07
	
	
	
	
	0.01(0.07)
	.89

	Model Fit
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CFI
	.974
	
	.948
	
	.962
	
	.974
	
	.949
	
	.957
	

	TLI
	.969
	
	.938
	
	.952
	
	.968
	
	.939
	
	.946
	

	RMSEA
	.054
	
	.045
	
	.041
	
	.056
	
	.045
	
	.041
	

	SRMR
	.033
	
	.045
	
	.045
	
	.034
	
	.046
	
	.041
	

	Variance explained in Δ Dep
	11.2%
	
	14.8%
	
	15.6%
	
	11.4%
	
	15.2%
	
	16.1%
	


Note. Models were run on a sample of self-reported victims at T1. One-tailed p-values are presented for effects in models 1 and 2 pertaining to directional hypotheses. T1= Wave 1, T2 = Wave 2, T3 = Wave 3. m Δ = unconditional change. I = Intercept. Vict = Latent Victimization. Δ Dep= latent change in depression. Def= Being defended. Bul-or def = being defended in bully-oriented ways. Vic-or def = being defended in victim-oriented ways. Bolded estimates represent statistically significant effects after FDR-correction (we did not apply FDR-correction to main effects of covariates).
. 

	[bookmark: _Hlk180575235]Table S15. Latent change score model testing the role of being defended in bully-oriented and victim-oriented ways in within-person changes in loneliness from T2-T3

	
	Binary
	Nr of defenders

	
	Model 2.2.3.1.1 
	
	Model 2.2.3.1.2 
	
	Model 2.2.3.1.3 
	
	Model 2.2.3.2.1 
	
	Model 2.2.3.2.2
	
	Model 2.2.3.2.3 
	

	
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p

	m Δ Lon
	-0.05(0.03)
	.05
	-0.05(0.02)
	.05
	-0.05(0.03)
	.05
	-0.05(0.02)
	06
	-0.05(0.02)
	.05
	-0.05(0.02)
	.04

	I Lon T2
	1.14(0.03)
	<.001
	1.14(0.03)
	<.001
	1.14(0.03)
	<.001
	1.14(0.03)
	<.001
	1.14(0.03)
	<.001
	1.14(0.03)
	<.001

	I Δ Lon
	0.33(0.05)
	<.001
	0.39(0.06)
	<.001
	0.35(0.07)
	<.001
	0.34(0.04)
	<.001
	0.38(0.05)
	<.001
	0.38(0.05)
	<.001

	Lon T2 → Δ Lon
	-0.33(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.38(0.04)
	<.001
	-0.37(0.04)
	<.001
	-0.34(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.38(0.04)
	<.001
	-0.36(0.04)
	<.001

	Bul-or def → Δ Lon
	-0.08(0.04)
	.05
	-0.09(0.04)
	.03
	-0.04(0.06)
	.54
	-0.00(0.01)
	.44
	-0.00(0.01)
	.49
	0.03(0.02)
	.06

	Vic-or def → Δ Lon
	0.07(0.05)
	.94
	0.05(0.05)
	.86
	0.06(0.07)
	.28
	-0.02(0.01)
	.08
	-0.02(0.01)
	.04
	-0.02(0.02)
	.20

	boy → Δ Lon
	
	
	-0.09(0.04)
	.03
	-0.02(0.08)
	.80
	
	
	-0.11(0.04)
	.01
	-0.11(0.04)
	.007

	age → Δ Lon
	
	
	0.03(0.01)
	.04
	0.03(0.03)
	.31
	
	
	 0.02(0.01)
	.08
	0.02(0.01)
	.12

	liked → Δ Lon
	
	
	-0.15(0.11)
	.17
	-0.13(0.11)
	.21
	
	
	-0.14(0.11)
	.20
	-0.16(0.11)
	.13

	Vict T1 → Δ Lon
	
	
	0.24(0.07)
	.001
	0.24(0.07)
	.001
	
	
	0.24(0.07)
	.001
	0.24(0.07)
	<.001

	Vict T2 → Δ Lon 
	
	
	-0.09(0.09)
	.32
	-0.09(0.09)
	.30
	
	
	-0.09(0.09)
	.30
	-0.09(0.09)
	.30

	boy*bul-or def → Δ Lon
	
	
	
	
	-0.11(0.09)
	.23
	
	
	
	
	-0.07(0.03)
	.01

	age*bul-or def → Δ Lon
	
	
	
	
	-0.02(0.03)
	.37
	
	
	
	
	-0.01(0.01)
	.37

	boy*vic-or def → Δ Lon
	
	
	
	
	-0.02(0.10)
	.86
	
	
	
	
	0.02(0.03)
	.52

	age*vic-or def → Δ Lon
	
	
	
	
	 0.02(0.03)
	.43
	
	
	
	
	0.02(0.01)
	.08

	Conc. associations 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Bul-or def with I Lon T2 
	-0.08(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.08(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.08(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.34(0.06)
	<.001
	-0.32(0.06)
	<.001
	-0.32(0.06)
	<.001

	Vic-or def with I Lon T2
	-0.06(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.06(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.06(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.25(0.05)
	<.001
	-0.24(0.05)
	<.001
	-0.23(0.05)
	<.001

	boy with I Lon T2
	
	
	-0.06(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.06(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	-0.06(0.01)
	<.001
	-0.06(0.01)
	<.001

	age with I Lon T2
	
	
	0.04(0.04)
	.41
	0.04(0.04)
	.28
	
	
	0.03(0.04)
	.43
	0.03(0.04)
	.40

	like with I Lon T2
	
	
	-0.02(0.00)
	<.001
	-0.02(0.00)
	<.001
	
	
	-0.02(0.00)
	<.001
	-0.02(0.00)
	<.001

	Vict T2 with I Lon T2
	
	
	.22(0.03)
	<.001
	0.22(0.03)
	<.001
	
	
	0.22(0.03)
	<.001
	0.22(0.03)
	<.001

	boy*bul-or def WITH Δ Lon
	
	
	
	
	-0.05(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	
	
	-0.05(0.05)
	.28

	age*bul-or def WITH Δ Lon
	
	
	
	
	0.01(0.03)
	.73
	
	
	
	
	0.06(0.09)
	.46

	boy*vic-or def WITH Δ Lon
	
	
	
	
	-0.06(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	
	
	-0.00(0.03)
	.92

	age*vic-or def WITH Δ Lon
	
	
	
	
	-0.02(0.03)
	.61
	
	
	
	
	-0.06(0.09)
	.50

	Model Fit
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CFI
	.963
	
	.921
	
	.938
	
	.964
	
	.922
	
	.933
	

	TLI
	.957
	
	.909
	
	.926
	
	.958
	
	.911
	
	.920
	

	RMSEA
	.056
	
	.053
	
	.049
	
	.056
	
	.053
	
	.049
	

	SRMR
	.039
	
	.063
	
	.060
	
	.039
	
	.063
	
	.057
	

	Variance explained in Δ Lon
	16.9%
	
	21.1%
	
	21.3%
	
	16.8%
	
	21.2%
	
	22.5%
	


Note. Models were run on a sample of self-reported victims at T1. One-tailed p-values are presented for effects in models 1 and 2 pertaining to directional hypotheses. T1= Wave 1, T2 = Wave 2, T3 = Wave 3. m Δ = unconditional change. I = Intercept. Vict = Latent Victimization. Δ Lon= latent change in loneliness. Def= Being defended. Bul-or def = being defended in bully-oriented ways. Vic-or def = being defended in victim-oriented ways. Bolded estimates represent statistically significant effects after FDR-correction (we did not apply FDR-correction to main effects of covariates).

	[bookmark: _Hlk181012924]Table S16. Latent change score model testing the role of being defended in bully-oriented and victim-oriented ways in within-person changes in self-esteem from T2-T3

	
	Binary
	Nr of defenders

	
	Model 2.2.4.1.1 
	
	Model 2.2.4.1.2 
	
	Model 2.2.4.1.3 
	
	Model 2.2.4.2.1 
	
	Model 2.2.4.2.2
	
	Model 2.2.4.2.3 
	

	
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p
	Est. (SE)
	p

	m Δ Selfest
	-0.01(0.01)
	.59
	-0.01(0.01)
	.53
	-0.01(0.01)
	.54
	-0.01(0.01)
	.58
	-0.01(0.01)
	.52
	-0.01(0.01)
	.53

	I Selfest T2
	1.38(0.04)
	<.001
	1.38(0.04)
	<.001
	1.38(0.04)
	<.001
	1.384(0.04)
	<.001
	1.38(0.03)
	<.001
	1.38(0.03)
	<.001

	I Δ Selfest
	0.26(0.05)
	<.001
	0.30(0.07)
	<.001
	0.32(0.07)
	<.001
	.252(0.05)
	<.001
	0.30(0.07)
	<.001
	0.30(0.07)
	<.001

	Selfest T2 → Δ Selfest
	-0.18(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.22(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.22(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.19(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.22(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.23(0.03)
	<.001

	Bul-or def → Δ Selfest
	-0.01(0.03)
	.65
	-0.01(0.03)
	.70
	-0.01(0.03)
	.74
	0.00(0.01)
	.55
	-0.00(0.01)
	.38
	-0.00(0.01)
	.69

	Vic-or def → Δ Selfest
	-0.01(0.03)
	.57
	0.02(0.03)
	.27
	-0.03(0.04)
	.41
	0.00(0.01)
	.65
	0.01(0.01)
	.77
	-0.00(0.01)
	.84

	boy → Δ Selfest
	
	
	0.10(0.03)
	<.001
	0.04(0.04)
	.29
	
	
	0.10(0.03)
	<.001
	0.11(0.03)
	<.001

	age → Δ Selfest
	
	
	-0.02(0.01)
	.02
	-0.00(0.02)
	.91
	
	
	-0.02(0.01)
	.02
	-0.02(0.01)
	.02

	liked → Δ Selfest
	
	
	-0.01(0.07)
	.92
	-0.01(0.07)
	.90
	
	
	-0.01(0.08)
	.88
	-0.01(0.07)
	.94

	Vict T1 → Δ Selfest
	
	
	-0.08(0.04)
	.07
	-0.09(0.04)
	.05
	
	
	-0.08(0.04)
	.06
	-0.08(0.05)
	.07

	Vict T2 → Δ Selfest 
	
	
	0.01(0.05)
	.84
	0.01(0.05)
	.85
	
	
	0.01(0.05)
	.82
	0.01(0.05)
	.91

	boy*bul-or def → Δ Selfest
	
	
	
	
	-0.02(0.06)
	.78
	
	
	
	
	-0.00(0.02)
	.86

	age*bul-or def → Δ Selfest
	
	
	
	
	0.00(0.02)
	.85
	
	
	
	
	0.00(0.01)
	.75

	boy*vic-or def → Δ Selfest
	
	
	
	
	0.12(0.06)
	.03
	
	
	
	
	0.02(0.02)
	.38

	age*vic-or def → Δ Selfest
	
	
	
	
	-0.03(0.02)
	.10
	
	
	
	
	-0.01(0.01)
	.18

	Conc. associations 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Bul-or def with I Selfest T2 
	0.03(0.01)
	.001
	0.03(0.01)
	.001
	0.03(0.01)
	.001
	0.12(0.03)
	<.001
	0.11(0.03)
	.002
	0.11(0.03)
	.002

	Vic-or def with I Selfest T2
	0.03(0.01)
	.001
	0.03(0.01)
	<.001
	0.03(0.01)
	<.001
	0.11(0.04)
	.002
	0.12(0.04)
	<.001
	0.12(0.04)
	<.001

	boy with I Selfest T2
	
	
	0.04(0.01)
	<.001
	0.04(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	0.04(0.01)
	<.001
	0.04(0.01)
	<.001

	age with I Selfest T2
	
	
	-0.12(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.12(0.03)
	<.001
	
	
	-0.12(0.03)
	<.001
	-0.12(0.03)
	<.001

	like with I Selfest T2
	
	
	0.00(0.00)
	.381
	0.00(0.00)
	.379
	
	
	0.00(0.00)
	.38
	0.00(0.00)
	.38

	Vict T2 with I Selfest T2
	
	
	-0.09(0.02)
	<.001
	-0.09(0.02)
	<.001
	
	
	-0.09(0.02)
	<.001
	-0.09(0.02)
	<.001

	boy*bul-or def WITH Δ Selfest
	
	
	
	
	0.04(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	
	
	0.03(0.03)
	.29

	age*bul-or def WITH Δ Selfest
	
	
	
	
	-0.07(0.02)
	.001
	
	
	
	
	-0.06(0.06)
	.31

	boy*vic-or def WITH Δ Selfest
	
	
	
	
	0.03(0.01)
	<.001
	
	
	
	
	0.00(0.02)
	.72

	age*vic-or def WITH Δ Selfest
	
	
	
	
	-0.09(0.02)
	<.001
	
	
	
	
	-0.08(0.06)
	.17

	Model Fit
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CFI
	.957
	
	.923
	
	.939
	
	.938
	
	.925
	
	.934
	

	TLI
	.929
	
	.914
	
	.928
	
	.930
	
	.916
	
	.923
	

	RMSEA
	.063
	
	.048
	
	.044
	
	.062
	
	.048
	
	.044
	

	SRMR
	.064
	
	.059
	
	.057
	
	.063
	
	.059
	
	.054
	

	Variance explained in Δ Selfest
	7.2 %
	
	10.9%
	
	11.7%
	
	7.2%
	
	11.0%
	
	11.4%
	


Note. Models were run on a sample of self-reported victims at T1. One-tailed p-values are presented for effects in models 1 and 2 pertaining to directional hypotheses. T1= Wave 1, T2 = Wave 2, T3 = Wave 3. m Δ = unconditional change. I = Intercept. Vict = Latent Victimization. Δ Selfest= latent change in self-esteem. Def= Being defended. Bul-or def = being defended in bully-oriented ways. Vic-or def = being defended in victim-oriented ways. Bolded estimates represent statistically significant effects after FDR-correction (we did not apply FDR-correction to main effects of covariates).
	Supplemental Material 3 - Models 2 Including Teacher-Related Defending 

Table S17. Prospective effects of categorical indicators of being defended (including item about having classmates going to teacher) on changes in victimization and psychological adjustment 

	
	T1-T2
	T2-T3

	Outcomes:
	Victimization
	Depressive symptoms
	Loneliness
	Self-esteem
	Victimization
	Depressive symptoms
	Loneliness
	Self-esteem

	
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β

	m Δ Outc
	-0.19(0.02)
	-0.40
	-.03(0.02)
	-0.05
	0.00(0.02)
	0.00
	0.02(0.01)
	0.05
	-0.16(0.02)
	-0.31
	-04(0.02)
	-0.08
	-0.05(0.02)
	-0.08
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.03

	I Outc T1
	0.75(0.02)
	1.38
	1.06(0.02)
	1.73
	1.07(0.02)
	1.44
	1.48(0.03)
	2.96
	0.76(.02)
	1.27
	1.10(0.02)
	1.65
	1.14(.03)
	1.49
	1.38(0.04)
	2.73

	I Δ Outc
	0.08(0.06)
	0.17
	0.35(0.06)
	0.66
	0.47(0.07)
	0.74
	0.34(0.06)
	0.95
	0.02(.06)
	0.03
	0.29(0.05)
	0.61
	0.39(.06)
	0.63
	0.31(0.07)
	0.88

	Outc T1 → Δ Outc  
	-0.30(0.07)
	-0.35
	-0.33(0.05)
	-0.39
	-0.39(0.06)
	-0.45
	-0.24(0.03)
	-0.34
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Outc T2 → Δ Outc
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	-0.29(0.04)
	-0.39
	-0.39(.04)
	-0.47
	-0.23(0.04)
	-0.33

	Bul-or def → Δ Outc
	0.04(0.04)
	0.09
	0.03(0.04)
	0.06
	-0.04(0.05)
	0.06
	-0.07(0.03)
	-0.19
	-0.03(.05)
	-0.07
	-0.01(0.04)
	-0.02
	-0.07(.04)
	-0.11
	-0.03(0.03)
	-0.08

	Vic-or def → Δ Outc
	-0.05(0.05)
	-0.10
	0.01(0.04)
	0.03
	-0.01(0.05)
	-0.01
	0.02(0.03)
	0.06
	-0.04(.05)
	-0.08
	0.00(0.04)
	0.01
	0.07(.05)
	0.11
	0.01(0.03)
	0.02

	Teacher-related def → Δ  Outc
	0.04(0.04)
	0.09
	0.03(0.05)
	0.05
	0.09(0.06)
	0.14
	-0.02(0.03)
	-0.04
	-0.02(.05)
	-0.05
	-0.06(0.05)
	-0.11
	-0.12(.06)
	-0.20
	0.10(0.04)
	0.28

	boy → Δ Outc
	-0.06(0.04)
	-0.13
	-0.13(0.04)
	-0.25
	-0.14(0.04)
	-0.22
	0.07(0.03)
	0.19
	-0.04(.04)
	-0.07
	-0.13(0.04)
	-0.26
	-0.09(.04)
	-0.14
	0.10(0.03)
	0.27

	age → Δ Outc
	0.00(0.01)
	0.79
	0.01(0.01)
	0.02
	0.00(0.01)
	0.01
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.02
	0.00(0.01)
	0.02
	-0.03(0.01)
	0.11
	0.02(.01)
	0.05
	-0.02(0.01)
	-0.08

	liked → Δ Outc 
	-0.11(0.12)
	0.36
	-0.03(0.10)
	-0.06
	-0.26(0.14)
	-0.06
	0.14(0.08)
	0.39
	0.04(0.11)
	0.01
	-0.02(0.09)
	-0.01
	-0.14(.11)
	-0.03
	-0.02(0.07)
	-0.01

	Vict T2→ Δ Outc
	
	
	-0.00(0.06)
	-0.00
	0.07(0.11)
	0.06
	0.02(0.04)
	0.03
	0.28(.09)
	0.31
	0.11(0.06)
	0.13
	0.24(.07)
	0.22
	0.01(0.05)
	0.01

	Vict T1 → Δ Outc
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	-0.37(.10)
	-0.43
	-0.03(0.07)
	-0.03
	-0.08(.09)
	-0.08
	-0.08(0.04)
	-0.13

	R2  in Δ Outc   
	12.8%
	
	14.6%
	
	16.6%
	
	12.3%
	
	14.6%
	
	15.1%
	
	21.7%
	
	12.5%
	

	Note.  Outc = Outcome listed in the columns. T1= Wave 1, T2 = Wave 2, T3 = Wave 3. m Δ outcome  = unconditional change in outcome listed in the column. I = Intercept. Vict = Latent Victimization.  Δ Outc = latent change in outcome listed in the columns. Def= Being defended. Bul-or def = being defended in bully-oriented ways. Vic-or def = being defended in victim-oriented ways.





Supplemental Material 4 - Likelihood-based Outliers
We re-analyzed all Models 2 and Models 3 for victimization and indicators of psychological adjustment while excluding likelihood-based outliers. These analyses produced quite similar results as compared to those that included outliers, but there were some differences.
[bookmark: _Hlk200616574][bookmark: _Hlk183012077][bookmark: _GoBack]	For victimization, the two initially significant interaction effects with age disappeared. Instead, there was one new significant effect: with increasing age, having more victim-oriented defenders related to more favorable changes in victimization between T1 and T2 (β = -0.11). This effect was small in size, however, and model fit was suboptimal (i.e., TLI and sometimes CFI being < .900) probably because the exclusion of outliers resulted in less variation in victimization. Therefore, this effect should be interpreted with caution. For psychological symptoms, the effects of models excluding likelihood-based outliers were largely similar to those of models including these outliers. Two significant effects emerged for age for victims at T2, but they were again very small in size and not consistently present, and thus, should be interpreted with caution. 
	Table S18. Prospective effects of being defended on changes in victimization while excluding likelihood-based outliers

	
	T1-T2
	T2-T3

	
	Binary
	Nr defenders
	Binary
	Nr of defenders

	
	Model 2
	
	Model 3
	
	Model 2
	
	Model 3
	
	Model 2
	
	Model 3
	
	Model 2
	
	Model 3
	

	General
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β

	m Δ Vict
	-0.21(0.02)
	-0.60
	-0.21(0.02)
	-0.60
	-0.21(0.02)
	-0.56
	-0.21(0.02)
	-0.56
	-0.17(0.02)
	-0.44
	-0.17(0.02)
	-0.44
	-0.16(0.02)
	-0.40
	-0.16(0.02)
	-0.40

	I Vict T1
	0.68(0.02)
	1.61
	0.68(0.02)
	1.61
	0.68(0.02)
	1.59
	0.68(0.02)
	1.59
	0.67(0.02)
	1.55
	0.67(0.02)
	1.55
	0.67(0.02)
	1.56
	0.67(0.02)
	1.56

	I Δ Vict
	0.11(0.05)
	0.30
	0.09(0.07)
	0.25
	0.12(.05)
	0.31
	0.11(0.05)
	0.30
	0.04(0.06)
	0.11
	0.04(0.06)
	0.10
	-0.00(0.05)
	-0.02
	-0.00(0.05)
	-0.00

	Vict T1 → Δ Vict 
	-0.46(0.07)
	-0.55
	-0.46(0.07)
	-0.55
	-0.43(.07)
	-0.50
	-0.43(0.07)
	-0.51
	0.18(0.10)
	0.21
	0.19(0.10)
	0.21
	0.21(0.10)
	0.22
	0.20(0.10)
	0.22

	Vict T2→ Δ Vict
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	-0.35(0.11)
	-0.39
	-0.35(0.11)
	-0.39
	-0.36(0.11)
	-0.38
	-0.36(0.11)
	-0.38

	Def → Δ Vict
	 0.04(0.03)
	0.10
	-0.06(0.04)
	-0.16
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.04
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.04
	-0.06(0.04)
	-0.15
	-0.05(0.05)
	-0.01
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.08
	 -0.00(0.01)
	-0.01

	boy → Δ Vict
	-0.03(0.03)
	-0.05
	-0.03(0.03)
	-0.10
	-0.03(0.03)
	-0.09
	-0.04(0.03)
	-0.10
	-0.06(0.04)
	-0.16
	-0.06(0.04)
	-0.02
	-0.05(0.04)
	-0.11
	-0.05(0.04)
	-0.11

	age → Δ Vict
	 -0.03(0.01)
	-0.13
	-0.03(0.03)
	-0.08
	-0.03(0.01)
	-0.12
	-0.03(0.01)
	-0.13
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.00
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.03
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.03
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.04

	liked → Δ Vict
	-0.15(0.08)
	-0.06
	-0.14(0.08)
	-0.04
	-0.10(0.08)
	-0.04
	-0.09(0.08)
	-0.04
	0.00(0.10)
	0.00
	-0.01(0.01)
	0.00
	0.00(0.10)
	0.01
	-0.01(0.10)
	-0.00

	boy*def → Δ Vict
	
	
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.04
	
	
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.04
	
	
	-0.01(0.00)
	-0.03
	
	
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.05

	age*def → Δ Vict
	
	
	-0.00(0.00)
	-0.01
	
	
	-0.01(0.00)
	-0.07
	
	
	.01(0.00)
	0.06
	
	
	0.01(0.01)
	0.06

	R2  in Δ Vict   
	32.7%
	
	32.9%
	
	27.6%
	
	28.2%
	
	13.3%
	
	13.8%
	
	12.7%
	
	13.0%
	

	n outliers removed
	85
	
	85
	
	73
	
	73
	
	95
	
	95
	
	85
	
	85
	85

	Specific 
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β

	Vict T1 → Δ Vict 
	-0.48(.08)
	-0.55
	-0.48(0.08)
	-0.55
	-0.40(0.07)
	-0.47
	-0.41(0.07)
	-0.48
	0.20(0.09)
	0.22
	0.20(0.09)
	0.21
	.024(0.10)
	0.26
	0.24(0.10)
	0.25

	Vict T2 → Δ Vict
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	-0.36(0.11)
	-0.10
	-0.35(0.11)
	-0.37
	-0.37(0.11)
	-0.37
	-0.36(0.11)
	-0.37

	Bul-or def → Δ Vict
	 0.06(0.03)
	0.15
	0.06(0.03)
	0.17
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.02
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.04
	 -0.07(0.04)
	-0.16
	-0.03(0.04)
	-0.08
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.02
	0.01(0.02)
	0.03

	Vic-or def → Δ Vict
	-0.02(0.03)
	-0.05
	-0.00(0.04)
	-0.01
	-0.00(0.01)
	-0.01
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.05
	-0.03(0.04)
	-0.07
	-0.03(0.05)
	-0.08
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.02
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.05

	boy → Δ Vict
	-0.02(0.03)
	-0.06
	-0.03 (0.03)
	-0.07
	-0.03(0.03)
	-0.07
	-0.04(0.03)
	0.10
	-0.06(0.04)
	-0.15
	-0.07(0.04)
	-0.16
	-0.05(0.04)
	-0.12
	-0.05(0.04)
	-0.06

	age → Δ Vict
	 0.02(0.01)
	-0.06
	0.02(0.01)
	-0.10
	-0.03(0.01)
	-0.07
	-0.03(0.01)
	-0.07
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.02
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.04
	-0.01(0.03)
	-0.01
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.02

	liked → Δ Vict
	-0.17(0.09)
	 -0.07
	-0.17(0.09)
	-0.07
	-0.07(0.08)
	-0.03
	-0.05(0.08)
	-0.13
	-0.00(0.10)
	-0.01
	-0.01(0.10)
	-0.00
	 0.01(0.10)
	0.01
	-0.01 (0.10)
	-0.00

	boy*bul-or def → Δ Vict
	
	
	-0.01(0.02)
	-0.03
	
	
	0.00(0.02)
	0.01
	
	
	-0.03(0.02)
	-0.09
	
	
	-0.03(0.02)
	-0.10

	age * bul-or def → Δ Vict
	
	
	0.01(0.01)
	0.09
	
	
	0.00(0.01)
	0.01
	
	
	-0.00(0.01)
	-0.03
	
	
	 0.00(0.01)
	0.00

	boy*vic-or def → Δ Vict
	
	
	-0.01(0.02) 
	-0.04
	
	
	-0.01(0.02)
	-0.02
	
	
	0.01(0.03) 
	0.02
	
	
	0.01(0.03)
	0.03

	age * vic-or def → Δ Vict
	
	
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.11
	
	
	-0.02(0.01)
	-0.04
	
	
	0.01(0.01)
	0.09
	
	
	0.01(0.01)
	0.07

	R2  in Δ Vict   
	31.1%
	
	31.5%
	
	24.6%
	
	25.4%
	
	13.1%
	
	13.9%
	
	12.6%
	
	13.4%
	

	n outliers removed
	90
	
	90
	
	69
	
	69
	
	95
	
	95
	
	85
	
	85
	

	Note.  T1= Wave 1, T2 = Wave 2, T3 = Wave 3. m Δ Vict  = unconditional change in victimization. I = Intercept. Vict = Latent Victimization.  Δ Vict = latent change in victimization. Def= Being defended. Bul-or def = being defended in bully-oriented ways. Vic-or def = being defended in victim-oriented ways.





	Table S19. Prospective effects of being defended on changes in depression while excluding likelihood-based outliers

	
	T1-T2
	T2-T3

	
	Binary
	Nr defenders
	Binary
	
	Nr of defenders

	
	Model 2
	
	Model 3
	
	Model 2
	
	Model 3
	
	Model 2
	
	Model 3
	
	Model 2
	
	Model 3
	

	General
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β

	m Δ Dep
	-0.01(0.02)
	-0.03
	-0.01(0.02)
	-0.03
	-0.02(0.02)
	-0.03
	-0.03(0.02)
	-0.03
	-0.05(0.02)
	-0.11
	-0.05(0.02)
	-0.11
	-0.04(0.02)
	-0.10
	-0.04(0.02)
	-0.10

	I Dep T1
	1.04(0.02)
	1.74
	1.04(0.02)
	1.75
	1.04(0.02)
	1.74
	1.04(0.02)
	1.74
	1.09(0.02)
	1.63
	1.09(0.02)
	1.63
	1.10(0.02)
	1.63
	1.10(0.02)
	1.63

	I Δ Dep
	0.28(0.06)
	0.66
	.30(0.06)
	0.66
	0.28(0.05)
	0.61
	0.29(0.05)
	0.62
	0.27(0.06)
	0.59
	0.26(0.06)
	0.57
	0.27(0.05)
	0.60
	0.28(0.05)
	0.61

	Dep T1/T2 → Δ Dep 
	-0.25(0.04)
	-0.32
	-0.25(0.04)
	-0.32
	-0.25(0.04)
	-0.32
	-0.25(0.04)
	-0.32
	-0.25(0.04)
	-0.37
	-0.25(0.04)
	-0.37
	-0.26(0.04)
	-0.38
	-0.26(0.04)
	-0.38

	Def → Δ Dep
	-0.01(0.04)
	-0.02
	-0.02(0.04)
	-0.04
	0.02(0.01)
	0.07
	0.02(0.01)
	0.12
	-0.00(0.04)
	-0.00
	0.02(0.04)
	0.05
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.04
	0.01(0.01)
	0.04

	boy → Δ Dep
	-0.11(0.04)
	-0.24
	-0.11(0.04)
	-0.24
	-0.10(0.03)
	-0.11
	-0.10(0.03)
	0.11
	-0.12(0.04)
	-0.27
	-0.13(0.04)
	-0.28
	-0.13(0.04)
	-0.28
	-0.13(0.04)
	-0.29

	age → Δ Dep
	-0.00(0.01)
	-0.01
	-0.00(0.01)
	-0.01
	0.01(0.01)
	0.02
	0.01(0.01)
	0.02
	0.03(0.01)
	0.11
	0.03(0.01)
	0.11
	0.03(0.01)
	0.11
	0.03(0.01)
	0.12

	liked → Δ Dep
	0.03(0.10)
	 0.01
	0.03(0.10)
	0.01
	-0.04(0.10)
	-0.01
	-0.05(0.10)
	-0.02
	-0.01(0.10)
	-0.00
	0.00(0.10)
	0.00
	0.01(0.10)
	0.00
	-0.00(0.10)
	-0.00

	Vict T1 → Δ Dep
	0.01(0.04) 
	 0.02
	0.02(0.05)
	0.02
	-0.02(0.06)
	0.02
	-0.02(0.01)
	0.02
	0.06(0.06)
	0.06
	0.07(0.06)
	0.07
	0.07(0.06)
	0.08
	 0.07(0.06)
	0.08

	Vict T2 → Δ Dep
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	-0.03(0.08)
	-0.03
	-0.03(0.08)
	-0.04
	-0.03(0.08)
	-0.03
	-0.03(0.08)
	-0.03

	boy*def → Δ Dep
	
	
	0.00(0.01)
	0.02
	
	
	-0.02(0.01)
	-0.05
	
	
	-0.02(0.01)
	-0.06
	
	
	-0.03(0.02)
	-0.08

	age*def → Δ Dep
	
	
	-0.00(0.01)
	-0.01
	
	
	-0.00(0.01)
	0.02
	
	
	0.01(0.00)
	0.08
	
	
	0.01(0.00)
	0.08

	R2  in Δ Dep   
	9.1%
	
	9.2%
	
	9.9%
	
	10.1%
	
	13.7%
	
	14.6%
	
	14.2%
	
	14.9%
	

	n outliers removed
	75
	
	75
	
	59
	
	59
	
	65
	
	65
	
	62
	
	62
	

	Specific 
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β

	Dep T1/T2 → Δ Dep 
	-0.24(0.04)
	-0.31
	-0.24(.04)
	-0.31
	-0.26(0.04)
	-0.34
	-0.26(0.04)
	-0.33
	-0.25(0.04)
	-0.38
	-0.25(0.04)
	-0.37
	-0.27(0.04)
	-0.39
	-0.26(0.04)
	-0.39

	Bul-or def → Δ Dep
	0.02(0.04)
	0.03
	0.04(0.04)
	0.08
	0.00(0.01)
	0.01
	0.01(0.02)
	0.05
	-0.01(0.03)
	-0.01
	0.01(0.04)
	0.03
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.03
	 -0.00(0.01)
	-0.00

	Vic-or def → Δ Dep
	0.01(0.04)
	0.03
	0.01(0.05)
	0.02
	0.02 (0.01)
	0.07
	0.02(0.02)
	0.09
	0.00(0.03)
	0.00
	0.02(0.04)
	0.05
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.02
	0.01(0.01)
	0.03

	boy → Δ Dep
	-0.10(0.04)
	-0.22
	-0.10(0.04)
	-0.22
	-0.12(0.04)
	-0.12
	-0.12(0.04)
	-0.25
	-0.13(0.04)
	-0.28
	-0.14(0.04)
	-0.31
	-0.13(0.04)
	-0.29
	-0.14(0.04)
	-0.30

	age → Δ Dep
	-0.00(0.01)
	-0.00
	-0.00(0.01)
	-0.01
	0.01(0.01)
	0.02
	0.01(0.01)
	0.03
	0.03(0.01)
	0.16
	0.03(0.01)
	0.11
	0.03(0.01)
	0.11
	0.03(0.01)
	0.11

	liked → Δ Dep
	-0.01(0.10)
	-0.02
	-0.01(0.10)
	-0.01
	-0.06(0.10)
	-0.02
	-0.07(0.10)
	-0.02
	0.00(0.10)
	0.00
	0.00(0.10)
	0.00
	-0.02(0.10)
	0.01
	0.01(0.10)
	0.00

	Vict T1 → Δ Dep
	0.01(0.04)
	0.01
	-0.01(0.06)
	0.01
	-0.00(0.06)
	0.02
	0.01(0.06)
	0.01
	0.06(0.05)
	0.06
	0.06(0.06)
	0.07
	0.08(0.06)
	0.09
	0.08(0.06)
	0.09

	Vict T2 → Δ Dep
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	-0.03(0.08)
	-0.03
	-0.01(0.08)
	-0.03
	-0.04(0.08)
	-0.04
	-0.03(0.07)
	-0.04

	boy*bul-or def → Δ Dep
	
	
	-0.03(-0.08)
	-0.08
	
	
	-0.02(0.02)
	-0.02
	
	
	-0.01(0.02)
	-0.02
	
	
	-0.01(0.02)
	-0.03

	age*bul-or def → Δ Dep
	
	
	-0.00(0.02)
	-0.02
	
	
	0.00(0.01)
	0.03
	
	
	-0.00(0.01)
	-0.01
	
	
	0.00(0.01)
	0.01

	boy*vic-or def → Δ Dep
	
	
	0.01(0.02)
	0.03
	
	
	-0.01(0.02)
	-0.03
	
	
	-0.02(0.02)
	-0.05
	
	
	-0.02(0.02)
	-0.05

	age*vic-or def → Δ Dep
	
	
	-0.00(0.01)
	-0.02
	
	
	-0.00(0.01)
	-0.00
	
	
	0.01(0.01)
	0.11
	
	
	0.01(0.01)
	0.08

	R2  in Δ Dep   
	8.9%
	
	9.2%
	
	10.9%
	
	11.1%
	
	14.0%
	
	15.1%
	
	14.8%
	
	15.7%
	

	n outliers removed
	81
	
	81
	
	58
	
	58
	
	71
	
	71
	
	67
	
	67
	

	Note.  T1= Wave 1, T2 = Wave 2, T3 = Wave 3. m Δ Dep = unconditional change in victimization. I = Intercept. Vict = Latent Victimization.  Δ Dep= latent change in depression. Def= Being defended. Bul-or def = being defended in bully-oriented ways. Vic-or def = being defended in victim-oriented ways.



	Table S20. Prospective effects of being defended on changes in self-esteem while excluding likelihood-based outliers

	
	T1-T2
	T2-T3

	
	Binary
	Nr defenders
	Binary
	Nr of defenders

	
	Model 2
	
	Model 3
	
	Model 2
	
	Model 3
	
	Model 2
	
	Model 3
	
	Model 2
	
	Model 3
	

	General
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β

	m Δ Selfest
	0.02(0.01)
	0.07
	0.02(0.01)
	0.07
	0.02(0.01)
	0.07
	0.02(0.01)
	0.07
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.02
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.02
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.02
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.02

	I SelfestT1
	1.54(0.03)
	3.03
	1.54(0.03)
	3.03
	1.53(0.03)
	3.02
	1.53(0.03)
	3.02
	1.48(0.03)
	2.82
	1.48(0.03)
	2.82
	1.48(0.03)
	2.82
	1.48(0.03)
	2.82

	I Δ Selfest
	0.32(0.06)
	0.91
	0.29(0.06)
	0.84
	0.29(0.06)
	0.85
	0.28(0.06)
	0.81
	0.25(0.06)
	0.74
	0.25(0.06)
	0.75
	0.22(0.06)
	0.65
	0.21(0.06)
	0.64

	Selfest T1/T2 → Δ Selfest 
	-0.21(0.03)
	-0.31
	-0.21(0.03)
	-0.31
	-0.22(0.03)
	-0.32
	-0.22(0.03)
	-0.32
	-0.17(0.03)
	-0.27
	-0.17(0.03)
	-0.28
	-0.17(0.03)
	-0.27
	-0.18(0.03)
	-0.27

	Def → Δ Selfest
	-0.05(0.03)
	-0.14
	-0.02(0.03)
	-0.07
	-0.00(0.00)
	-0.01
	0.00(0.01)
	-0.00
	-0.03(0.03)
	-0.08
	-0.04(0.03)
	-0.11
	-0.00(0.01)
	-0.01
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.07

	boy → Δ Selfest
	0.06(0.03)
	0.19
	0.06(0.03)
	0.18
	0.07(0.03)
	0.21
	0.07(0.02)
	0.20
	0.08(0.03)
	0.23
	0.08(0.03)
	0.24
	0.08(0.03)
	0.23
	0.08(0.03)
	0.23

	age → Δ Selfest
	0.00(0.01)
	0.00
	-0.00(0.01)
	-0.01
	 0.00(0.01)
	0.01
	0.00(0.01)
	0.00
	-0.02(0.01)
	-0.08
	-0.02(0.01)
	-0.07
	-0.02(0.01)
	-0.04
	-0.02(0.01)
	-0.08

	liked → Δ Selfest
	0.14(0.08)
	0.06
	0.15(0.08)
	0.42
	0.12(0.08)
	0.35
	0.14(0.08)
	0.39
	-0.02(0.08)
	-0.01
	-0.02(0.08)
	-0.01
	-0.01(0.08)
	-0.01
	-0.01(0.08)
	-0.00

	Vict T1 → Δ Selfest
	0.03(0.04)
	0.04
	0.03(0.04)
	0.04
	0.02(0.03)
	0.03
	0.02(0.03)
	0.03
	-0.02(0.04)
	-0.04
	-0.03(0.05)
	-0.04
	-0.03(0.05)
	-0.05
	-0.03(0.05)
	-0.05

	Vict T2 → Δ Selfest
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	0.01(0.06)
	0.02
	0.01(0.06)
	0.02
	0.03(0.06)
	0.04
	0.02(0.06)
	0.03

	boy*def → Δ Selfest
	
	
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.06
	
	
	-0.02(0.01)
	-0.08
	
	
	0.01(0.01)
	0.02
	
	
	0.01(0.01)
	0.03

	age*def → Δ Selfest
	
	
	-0.01(0.00)
	-0.08
	
	
	-0.01(0.00)
	-0.08
	
	
	-0.01 (0.00)
	-0.06
	
	
	-0.01(0.00)
	-0.09

	R2  in Δ Selfest   
	11.3%
	
	12.1%
	
	11.0%
	
	12.0%
	
	8.0%
	
	8.4%
	
	7.9%
	
	8.5%
	

	n outliers removed
	67
	
	67
	
	63
	
	63
	
	68
	
	68
	
	66
	
	66
	

	Specific 
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β

	Selfest T1/T2 → Δ Selfest 
	-0.22(0.03)
	-0.32
	-0.22(0.03)
	-0.32
	-0.22(0.03)
	-0.32
	-0.22(0.03)
	-0.32
	-0.18(0.03)
	-0.28
	-0.18(0.03)
	-0.28
	-0.18(0.03)
	-0.28
	-0.23(0.03)
	-0.28

	Bul-or def → Δ Selfest
	-0.07(0.03)
	-0.19
	-0.08(0.03)
	-0.22
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.05
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.06
	-0.01(0.03)
	-0.02
	-0.00(0.03)
	-0.01
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.04
	-0.00(0.01)
	-0.01

	Vic-or def → Δ Selfest
	0.03(0.03)
	0.08
	0.06(0.04)
	0.17
	0.01(0.01)
	0.03
	0.01(0.01)
	0.06
	-0.00(0.03)
	0.01
	-0.02(0.03)
	-0.07
	0.01(0.01)
	0.05
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.05

	boy → Δ Selfest
	0.07(0.03)
	0.21
	0.07(0.03)
	0.20
	0.08(0.03)
	0.22
	0.07(0.03)
	0.19
	0.08(0.03)
	0.24
	0.09(0.03)
	0.26
	0.08(0.03)
	0.24
	0.08(0.03)
	0.26

	age → Δ Selfest
	0.00(0.01)
	0.00
	-0.00(0.01)
	-0.00
	0.00(0.01)
	0.02
	 0.00(0.01)
	0.01
	-0.02(0.01)
	-0.08
	-0.02(0.01)
	-0.08
	-0.02(0.01)
	-0.08
	-0.02(0.01)
	-0.08

	liked → Δ Selfest
	0.13(0.08)
	0.06
	0.15(0.08)
	0.07
	0.12(0.08)
	0.05
	0.13(0.08)
	0.06
	-0.03(0.08)
	-0.01
	-0.03(0.08)
	-0.01
	-0.02(0.08)
	-0.01
	-0.02(0.08)
	-0.01

	Vict T1 → Δ Selfest
	0.03(0.04)
	0.04
	0.03(0.04)
	0.04
	0.02(0.03)
	0.03
	0.02(0.03)
	0.02
	-0.04(0.04)
	-0.06
	-0.04(0.05)
	-0.06
	-0.05(0.04)
	-0.07
	-0.05(0.05)
	-0.08

	Vict T2 → Δ Selfest
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	0.03(0.06)
	0.04
	0.03(0.06)
	0.04
	0.04(0.06)
	0.05
	0.03(0.06)
	0.04

	boy*bul-or def → Δ Selfest
	
	
	0.01(0.01)
	0.03
	
	
	-0.00(0.02)
	-0.00
	
	
	-0.02(0.01)
	-0.05
	
	
	-0.02(0.02)
	-0.08

	age*bul-or def → Δ Selfest
	
	
	-0.00(0.00)
	-0.03
	
	
	-0.01(0.00)
	-0.05
	
	
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.01
	
	
	-0.00(0.01)
	-0.02

	boy*vic-or def → Δ Selfest
	
	
	-0.03(0.01)
	-0.10
	
	
	-0.02(0.01)
	-0.08
	
	
	0.03(0.01)
	0.09
	
	
	0.03(0.02)
	-0.11

	age*vic-or def → Δ Selfest
	
	
	-0.01(0.00)
	-0.09
	
	
	-0.01(0.00)
	-0.05
	
	
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.07
	
	
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.09

	R2  in Δ Selfest   
	11.7%
	
	12.9%
	
	11.1%
	
	12.3%
	
	8.3%
	
	9.3%
	
	8.3%
	
	9.5%
	

	n outliers removed
	73
	
	73
	
	61
	
	61
	
	71
	
	71
	
	68
	
	68
	


Note.  T1= Wave 1, T2 = Wave 2, T3 = Wave 3. m Δ Selfest  = unconditional change in selfesteem. I = Intercept. Vict = Latent Victimization.  Δ Lon = latent change in selfesteem. Def= Being defended. Bul-or def = being defended in bully-oriented ways. Vic-or def = being defended in victim-oriented ways.
	Table S21. Prospective effects of being defended on changes in loneliness while excluding likelihood-based outliers

	
	T1-T2
	T2-T3

	
	Binary
	Nr defenders
	Binary
	
	Nr of defenders

	
	Model 2
	
	Model 3
	
	Model 2
	
	Model 3
	
	Model 2
	
	Model 3
	
	Model 2
	
	Model 3
	

	General
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β

	m Δ Lon
	0.00(0.02)
	0.01
	0.00(0.02)
	0.01
	0.01(0.02)
	0.01
	0.01(0.02)
	0.01
	-0.05(0.02)
	-0.08
	-0.05(0.02)
	-0.08
	-0.05(0.02)
	-0.08
	-0.05(0.02)
	-0.08

	I LonT1
	1.05(0.02)
	1.43
	1.05(0.02)
	1.43
	1.07(0.02)
	1.43
	1.06(0.02)
	1.43
	1.12(0.03)
	1.47
	1.12(0.03)
	1.47
	1.13(0.03)
	1.47
	1.13(0.03)
	1.13

	I Δ Lon
	0.52(0.07)
	0.85
	0.55(0.08)
	0.89
	0.43(0.06)
	0.71
	0.44(0.06)
	0.71
	0.37(0.06)
	0.62
	0.34(0.06)
	0.57
	0.37(0.05)
	0.61
	0.37(0.05)
	0.37

	Lon T1/T2 → Δ Lon 
	-0.34(0.07)
	-0.41
	-0.34(0.06)
	-0.41
	-0.34(0.06)
	-0.41
	-0.34(0.06)
	-0.41
	-0.35(0.04)
	-0.44
	-0.34(0.04)
	-0.43
	-0.36(0.04)
	-0.45
	-0.35(0.04)
	-0.44

	Def → Δ Lon
	-0.08(0.05)
	-0.13
	-0.10(0.05)
	-0.16
	-0.00(0.01)
	-0.01
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.03
	-0.01(0.05)
	-0.02
	0.03(0.05)
	0.05
	-0.02(0.01)
	-0.06
	0.00(0.02)
	0.00

	boy → Δ Lon
	-0.16(0.04)
	-0.25
	-0.16(0.04)
	-0.26
	-0.13(0.04)
	-0.11
	-0.13(0.04)
	-0.22
	-0.10(0.04)
	-0.15
	-0.09(0.04)
	-0.15
	-0.10(0.04)
	-0.08
	-0.10(0.04)
	-0.08

	age → Δ Lon
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.04
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.02
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.02
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.01
	0.03(0.01)
	0.07
	0.02(0.01)
	0.06
	0.02(0.01)
	0.06
	0.02(0.01)
	0.06

	liked → Δ Lon
	-0.24(0.14)
	-0.06
	-0.25(0.14)
	-0.40
	-0.22(0.14)
	-0.06
	-0.22(0.14)
	-0.36
	-0.17(0.12)
	-0.04
	-0.17(0.12)
	-0.04
	-0.16(0.12)
	-0.04
	-0.17(0.12)
	-0.04

	Vict T1 → Δ Lon
	-0.00(0.14)
	-0.00
	-0.00(0.14)
	-0.00
	 0.03(0.12)
	0.02
	0.03(0.12)
	 0.02
	0.23(0.07)
	0.20
	0.24(0.07)
	0.20
	0.27(0.07)
	0.23
	0.27(0.07)
	0.23

	Vict T2 → Δ Lon
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	-0.12(0.09)
	-0.11
	-0.13(0.09)
	-0.11
	-0.13(0.09)
	-0.12
	-0.14(0.10)
	-0.12

	boy*def → Δ Lon
	
	
	0.01(0.01)
	0.02
	
	
	0.01(0.02)
	0.03
	
	
	-0.03(0.02)
	-0.07
	
	
	-0.03(0.02)
	-0.07

	age*def → Δ Lon
	
	
	0.00(0.01)
	0.00
	
	
	0.00(0.01)
	0.01
	
	
	0.01(0.01)
	0.04
	
	
	0.01(0.01)
	0.04

	R2  in Δ Lon   
	14.9%
	
	15.0%
	
	14.4%
	
	14.5%
	
	19.7%
	
	20.4%
	
	20.8%
	
	21.7%
	

	n outliers removed
	57
	
	57
	
	46
	
	46
	
	63
	
	63
	
	59
	
	59
	

	Specific 
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β
	B(SE)
	β

	Lon T1/T2 → Δ Lon 
	-0.33(0.07)
	-0.40
	-0.34(0.07)
	-0.40
	-0.34(0.07)
	-0.41
	-0.34(0.07)
	-0.41
	-0.35(0.04)
	-0.45
	-0.35(0.04)
	-0.44
	-.034(0.04)
	-0.43
	-0.33(0.04)
	-0.42

	Bully-oriented def → Δ Lon
	-0.05(0.05)
	-0.08
	-0.02(0.05)
	-0.03
	-0.02(0.01)
	-0.05
	-0.02(0.02)
	-0.06
	-0.06(0.05)
	-0.10
	-0.02(0.05)
	-0.03
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.04
	0.02(0.02)
	0.05

	Victim-oriented def → Δ Lon
	0.01(0.05)
	0.01
	-0.04(0.06)
	-0.07
	0.01(0.01)
	0.05
	0.01(0.02)
	0.03
	0.05(0.05)
	0.08
	0.06(0.05)
	0.09
	-0.00(0.01)
	-0.01
	-0.01(0.02)
	-0.02

	boy → Δ Lon
	-0.15(0.04)
	-0.24
	-0.15(0.04)
	-0.24
	-0.13(0.04)
	-0.20
	-0.13(0.04)
	-0.21
	-0.08(0.04)
	-0.14
	-0.09(0.04)
	-0.15
	-0.08(0.04)
	-0.13
	-0.09(0.04)
	-0.15

	age → Δ Lon
	-0.01(0.01)
	-0.03
	0.01(0.02)
	-0.02
	-0.00(0.01)
	-0.01
	-0.00(0.02)
	-0.01
	0.03(0.01)
	0.07
	0.02(0.01)
	0.06
	 0.02(0.01)
	0.06
	0.02(0.01)
	0.07

	liked → Δ Lon
	-0.23(0.14)
	-0.06
	-0.24(0.14)
	-0.06
	-0.24(0.14)
	-0.06
	-0.23(0.14)
	-0.06
	-0.15(0.11)
	-0.04
	-0.16(0.12)
	-0.04
	-0.14(0.12)
	-0.03
	-0.15(0.11)
	-0.04

	Vict T1 → Δ Lon
	-0.03(0.14)
	-0.02
	-0.03(0.14)
	-0.02
	0.01(0.13)
	0.01
	0.01(0.13)
	0.01
	0.25(0.07)
	0.21
	0.26(0.07)
	0.22
	0.25(0.08)
	0.21
	0.25(.070)
	0.22

	Vict T2 → Δ Lon
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	-0.11(0.09)
	-0.10
	-0.12(0.09)
	-0.10
	-0.15(0.09)
	-0.13
	-0.15(0.09)
	-0.13

	boy*bul-or def → Δ Lon
	
	
	-0.04(0.02)
	-0.08
	
	
	0.00(0.03)
	0.00
	
	
	-0.04(0.02)
	-0.07
	
	
	-0.06(0.03)
	-0.12

	age*bul-or def → Δ Lon
	
	
	0.00(0.01)
	0.01
	
	
	-0.00(0.01)
	-0.00
	
	
	-0.00(0.01)
	-0.00
	
	
	-0.00(0.01)
	-0.01

	boy*vic-or def → Δ Lon
	
	
	0.05(0.02)
	0.10
	
	
	0.01(0.03)
	0.03
	
	
	-0.01(0.03)
	-0.01
	
	
	0.02(0.03)
	0.03

	age*vic-or def → Δ Lon
	
	
	-0.00(0.01)
	-0.00
	
	
	-0.00(0.01)
	-0.01
	
	
	 0.01(0.01)
	0.05
	
	
	0.02(0.01)
	0.08

	R2  in Δ Lon   
	15.5%
	
	15.9%
	
	11.7%
	
	15.2%
	
	20.4%
	
	21.0%
	
	20.1%
	
	20.9%
	

	n outliers removed
	66
	
	66
	
	50
	
	50
	
	68
	
	68
	
	67
	
	67
	

	Note.  T1= Wave 1, T2 = Wave 2, T3 = Wave 3. m Δ Lon  = unconditional change in loneliness. I = Intercept. Vict = Latent Victimization.  Δ Lon = latent change in loneliness. Def= Being defended. Bul-or def = being defended in bully-oriented ways. Vic-or def = being defended in victim-oriented ways.




