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Mahdzan et al., 2019; Mokhtar &
Husniyah, 201"7; Sabri et al., <

« S component of W (Dogg® 2015;
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W =S (e.g., Meftle & Van Doorn,
2015; Prawitz et al., 2006)




THE CURRENT STUDY

Intensive longitudinal design

- Todiscover the direction of the relationship

- Toinvestigate how much the two constructs are overlapped/intertwined, e.g., does
the two constructs present the same dynamics”?




THE CURRENT STUDY

Intensive longitudinal design

158 emerging adults (70.3% women) aged 20-30 years (M = 25.09; SD = 2.46)

,online survey every evening (from 19.00 to 22.00)

Both objective and sidesof Wand S




DSEM

Dynamic SEM (Asparouhov et al., 2018).

« N =1 time series analysis

« multilevel approach (Level 1: measurement occasion; Level 2: person)

e SEM

Asparouhov, T., Hamaker, E. L., & Muthén, B. (2018). Dynamic structural equation
models. Structural Equation Modeling: A Multidisciplinary Journal, 25(3), 359-388.
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«Sono
soddisfatto/a
della mia
situazione
finanziaria delle
ultime 24 ore»

Decomposition
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, which is formed by the within-person
fluctuations over time around the within-person mean
(differences between time points; state differences)

«Nelle ultime 24 ore,
quanto la tua vita
economica e
finanziaria ti ha
stressato?»

Between-part, which is formed by the within-person
means (differences between participants; trait
differences)
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Autoregressive parameters:
The within-person
deviations are regressed on
themselves and each other
at the preceding occasion
(stability)
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Autoregressive parameters:
The within-person
deviations are regressed on
themselves and each other
at the preceding occasion
(stability)
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First clue:

W and S are not the same construct



Cross-lagged regression
parameters: Bqy; is the effect
from W to S at the next
occasion; and Byyg; is the
cross-lagged regression
coefficient from S to

W at the next occasion.
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-0.0381[-0.092,0.024]. ns
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-0.028[-0.084, 0.027]. ns

Second clue:
W and S are not the same construct
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Third clue:
W and S are
not the same Between
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WHAT HAVE WE
LEARNED?

W and S are not the same construct:

« Theydo not present the same dynamic
« Moderate covariance at between-level

W and S are not associated over time:
« Event-contingent instead of interval-contingent

W and S two very dynamic constructs:
« What external variables generate their fluctuations?



THANK YOU!

angela.sorgente(@unicatt.it
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