Supplement 4. 
General Effects of the IY Intervention on Disruptive Child Behavior. 
At a group-level, there was no significant relation between treatment condition (control vs. IY) and child DB at pre-test (T1) (β = .047, SE = .038, p = .220), but there was a significant relation with DB at post-test (T2) (path model: β = -.137, SE = .026, p < .001) (Chi2= 0, df = 0, p = .093, RMSEA = .000, CFI = 1.000 [saturated model]). Controlling for the trial from which the data was derived (i.e., trial of origin) and DB at T1, the treatment condition predicted DB at T2; that is, families who received IY reported on average less DB at T2 than those families who did not (small effect, Cohen’s d = .27). We calculated individual reliable change indexes (RCIs) to evaluate whether a change within a child’s DB is greater than a difference that could have occurred due to random measurement error (i.e., reliable),and is clinically meaningful (Jacobson et al., 1999). For the calculation of these index we used: the ECBI means and standard deviation of DB at T1 and T2 of the sample; the ECBI means and standard deviation of a well-functioning normal population; (Weeland et al., 2018); and the ECBI test-retest reliability (Abrahamse et al., 2015). Change indexes are calculated by dividing the difference between T2 and T1 by the standard error of measurement of the difference. If the index > 1.96 this indicates there is reliable and meaningful change. We coded individual change indexes as ‘recovery’ (i.e., reliable and meaningful decrease of DB, moving from clinical to non-clinical score), ‘clinically significant change’ (i.e., reliable and meaningful decrease in DB but not moving from clinical to non-clinical score), ‘no change’ (i.e., no reliable or meaningful change) or ‘deterioration’ (i.e., reliable and meaningful increase in DB). 
In the intervention condition, the individual RCI ranged from -6.79 (decrease in DB between T1 and T2) to 2.78 (increase in DB between T1 and T2), meaning that effects ranged from recovery to deterioration. One fifth (20.4%) of children of families in the intervention condition showed recovery or clinically significant improvement (vs. 7.3% in the control group). Thus, although, on average, the intervention had a significant effect on DB, there was large heterogeneity in effect size between individual families. This emphasizes the importance of understanding heterogeneity in intervention effectiveness.

