Supplementary Materials
Results
Data Diagnostics 
Criterion, Construct and Discriminant Validity Analyses. Results of Shapiro-Wilk Tests demonstrated that scores on 9 of the 16 measures were non-normally distributed (p > .05). Outliers were retained as these scores denoted genuine parent responses, rather than data entry or measurement errors.
Age and Sex Difference Analyses. Results of the Shapiro-Wilk Test demonstrated that Child Age was non-normally distributed. Results of the Levene’s Test demonstrated equal distribution of variances across sexes for MEEC total and subscale scores.
Clinical Validity Analyses. Results of the Box Tidwell procedure demonstrated that the assumption of linearity of MEEC total scores to CP and CP+CU traits was met. For the model predicting membership to clinical CP group vs. non-CP group, there were one standardised residuals outliers valued  > 2.5 SD from the mean, which was retained. For the model predicting membership to the clinical CP+CU group vs. non-CP+CU group, there were three standardised residuals valued > 2.5 SD from the mean, which were retained. 
Linear Regression. Inspection of scatterplots of studentised residuals and unstandardised predicted values demonstrated that assumptions related to linearity and homoscedasticity were met. The Durbin-Watson Test statistic of 1.95 demonstrated that the assumption of independence of residuals was met. All Variance Inflation Factors (VIF) were > 1, indicating that the multicollinearity assumption between MEEC subscales was met. Although there was one outlier leverage points valued > 0.25, it was not influential as evident in the lack of Cook’s Distance values above 1. Outliers in both the logistic regression (i.e., standardised residuals ≥ 2.5) and linear regression (i.e., leverage points ≥ 0.25) were retained.
Main Analyses
	Criterion Validity.
	MEEC Personal Distress – Others’ subscale scores. Three items from the MEEC Personal Distress – Others’ subscale (i.e., “My child also needs to be comforted when another child is in pain,” “When another child is upset, my child needs to be comforted too,” “When another child gets frightened my child freezes and starts to cry”) overlapped with the items from the EmQue Emotional Contagion subscale. When the overlapping items were removed from the MEEC Personal Distress – Others subscale, results still demonstrated a significant moderate positive relationship between the two measures, r(76) = .60, p  <.001, BCa 95% CI = [.45, .73]. Similarly, two items from the MEEC Personal Distress – Others subscale (i.e., “My child becomes sad when other children around him are sad,” “My child becomes nervous when other children around him/her are nervous”) overlapped with the items from the GEM Affective subscale. When the overlapping items were removed from the MEEC Personal Distress – Others subscale, results still demonstrated a significant strong positive relationship between the two measures r(120) = .72, p <.001 , BCa 95% CI = [.63, .80].
	MEEC Personal Distress – Fictional Characters subscale scores. One item from the MEEC Personal Distress – Fictional Characters subscale (i.e., “Sad movies or TV shows make my child sad”) overlapped with items from the GEM Affective subscale. When the overlapping item was removed from the MEEC Personal Distress – Fictional Characters subscale, results demonstrated a significant moderate positive relationship between the two measures, r(120)= .61, p <.001 , BCa 95% CI = [.50, .71].
	
	
