Supplemental Tables
Table S1. Descriptive Statistics of Executive Function Variables and the Principal Component Analysis

	
	Stroop Task
	Working Memory
	Tower of London

	M
	933.90
	6.61
	1.75

	SD
	193.36
	1.35
	  .68

	Min
	542.42
	  .25
	  .00

	Max
	1826.45
	8.00
	3.50



	Component
	Eigenvalue
	Eigenvalue % of 
Variance
	Reversed Stroop 
Loading
	Working Memory  Loading
	Tower of London 
Loading

	1
	1.60
	53.25
	.78
	.75
	.65


								37

Table S2.
Hierarchical Regression, Adolescent Perceptions of Maternal Negative Parenting Behavior and Household Chaos in the Prediction of Adolescent Executive Function

	
	Step 1
	Step 2
	Step 3

	Step 1
F(6, 222) = 5.42, p = .000, R2 = .13
	  B
	 S.E
	  β
	 t
	 p
	 B
	 S.E
	  β
	  t
	 p
	 B
	S.E
	   β
	    t
	     p

	Child gender
	—.08
	 .08
	—.06
	  —.99
	 .321
	—.08
	 .08
	—.06
	 —1.00
	 .317
	—.08
	.08
	—.07
	 —1.03
	.302

	Parental education
	  .01
	 .01
	  .05
	   .62
	 .532
	.01
	 .01
	  .06
	    .68
	 .495
	  .01
	.01
	  .05
	   .59
	.553

	European American
	  .37
	 .11
	  .29
	 3.46
	 .001
	  .36
	 .10
	  .28
	  3.39
	 .001
	  .35
	.10
	  .28
	 3.35
	.001

	Adolescent perception of chaos (z)
	    .06
	 .04
	    .10
	 1.49
	 .138
	  .07
	 .04
	  .11
	  1.61
	 .108
	     .07
	.04
	     .11
	 1.67
	.096

	Adolescent perception of rejection (z)
	—.03
	 .05
	— .05
	  —.74
	 .460
	—.06
	 .05
	—.09
	 —1.07
	 .285
	 —.06
	.05
	 —.09
	—1.10
	.273

	Adolescent perception of control (z)
	—.03
	 .04
	 —.05
	  —.78
	 .435
	—.04
	 .04
	—.06
	    —.89
	 .372
	 —.02
	.05
	  —.04
	   —.47
	.636

	Step 2
F(9, 222) = 4.51, p = .000, R2 = .16
	
	
	
	
	
	 
	 
	  
	  
	 
	
	
	
	
	

	Chaos X maternal rejection
	
	
	
	
	
	  .11
	 .05
	  .17
	  2.35
	 .020
	  .12
	.05
	   .19
	  2.45
	.015

	Chaos X maternal control behavior
	
	
	
	
	
	  .02
	 .04
	    .05
	    .65
	 .515
	  .02
	.04
	   .04
	    .56
	.576

	Maternal rejection X control behavior
	
	
	
	
	
	—.07
	 .05
	—.12
	—1.62
	 .107
	 —.06
	.05
	  —.09
	—1.08
	.281

	Step 3
F(10, 222) = 4.10, p = .000, R2 = .16
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Three-way interaction
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	—.04
	.05
	  —.06
	    —.71
	.475


Notes. z = variable standardized




Table S3.
Hierarchical Regression, Adolescent Perceptions of Paternal Negative Parenting Behavior and Household Chaos in the Prediction of Adolescent Executive Function

	
	Step 1
	Step 2
	Step 3

	Step 1
F(6, 177) = 5.31, p = .000, R2 = .13
	  B
	 S.E
	  β
	 t
	 p
	 B
	 S.E
	  β
	  t
	 p
	 B
	S.E
	   β
	    t
	     p

	Child gender
	—.05
	 .09
	—.04
	    —.60
	 .552
	—.08
	 .09
	—.06
	    —.88
	 .379
	—.08
	 .09
	—.06
	    —.84
	 .402

	Parental education
	  .01
	 .01
	  .05
	    .57
	 .572
	  .01
	 .01
	  .07
	    .77
	 .445
	  .01
	 .01
	  .06
	    .67
	 .500

	European American
	  .44
	 .13
	  .34
	  3.44
	 .001
	  .40
	 .13
	  .32
	  3.19
	 .002
	  .42
	 .13
	  .33
	  3.33
	 .001

	Adolescent perception of chaos (z)
	  .06
	 .05
	  .09
	  1.19
	 .237
	  .07
	 .05
	  .10
	  1.37
	 .173
	  .06
	 .05
	  .10
	  1.25
	 .212

	Adolescent perception of rejection (z)
	—.08
	 .05
	 —.11
	—1.52
	 .130
	—.14
	 .06
	—.21
	—2.51
	 .013
	—.12
	 .06
	—.19
	—2.18
	 .031

	Adolescent perception of control (z)
	  .04
	 .05
	   .07
	       .98
	 .328
	  .03
	 .05
	  .05
	    .67
	 .503
	  .08
	 .06
	  .13
	  1.38
	 .169

	Step 2
F(9, 177) = 4.51, p = .000, R2 = .15
	
	
	
	
	
	 
	 
	  
	  
	 
	
	
	
	
	

	Chaos X paternal rejection
	
	
	
	
	
	  .11
	 .05
	  .17
	  2.13
	 .035
	  .12
	.05
	  .20
	  2.40
	 .017

	Chaos X paternal control behavior
	
	
	
	
	
	    .00
	 .04
	    .01
	        .10
	 .922
	 —.02
	.05
	—.04
	     —.46
	 .647

	Paternal rejection X control behavior
	
	
	
	
	
	  .05
	 .05
	  .09
	  1.00
	 .319
	     .10
	.06
	     .17
	     1.63
	 .104

	Step 3
F(10, 177) = 4.30, p = .000, R2 = .16
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Three-way interaction
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	—.08
	.05
	—.16
	 —1.46
	 .147


Notes. z = variable standardize



