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Supplemental Material D
Gender Differences in Relations Between Social Information Processing (SIP)
and Children’s Verbalizations with Peers

We examined between-group gender differences (29 groups of boys, 23 groups of girls) for the
200 relations between SIP variables and Social Relations Model (SRM) actor and partner effects
for children’s verbalizations. We used the SOREMO program to output each unstandardized
estimate for each of the 52 groups, and we conducted one-way analyses of variance (ANOVAs)
on the resulting data to assess for gender differences in these estimates. Given that we ran 200
ANOVAs, we did not interpret marginal effects. Gender differences emerged for five out of 200
relations, and they can be seen in Supplemental Table D1 below.

We hesitated to interpret these few differences, given that their occurrence was in line with
expectations on the basis of chance with a p-value of .05. Of note, these largely null results do
not imply that boys and girls did not differ in their SIP or the frequency with which they make
different remarks. Indeed, we reported extensive gender differences in study variables in Table 2
of the main manuscript. Instead, boys and girls largely did not differ in the extent to which their
SIP was related to their own or their peers’ verbalizations.
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Supplemental Table D1
Gender Differences in Relations Between SIP Variables and SRM Actor and Partner Effects for Children’s Verbalizations

Frustration Tasks

Actor Effects Partner Effects
SIP Variable Verbalization Variable My M, F 1 My M, F 7
Hostile Cue Interpretations Command 08 .06 .01 .00 -.04 -04 .00 .00
Disagree 04 -08 142 .03 .01 -05 .79 .02
Discourage -08 .08 1.16 .02 -01 -08 .54 .01
Aggress 09 -05 630* .11 .13 -04 833** .14
Suggest -08 -08 .00 .00 -05 -08 .12 .00
Agree A2 -10 322 .06 .06 -05 1.64 .03
Solicit Input 01 -06 106 .02 .01 .01 .00 .00
Ask A2 -14 292 06 .06 -18 2.84 .05
Encourage -09 -10 .03 .00 -01 -20 238 .05
State Personal A2 -13 342 .06 .08 -.02 .58 .01
Aggressive Goals Command -01 -14 .66 .01 -15 -04 .64 .01
Disagree 00 -0 79 .02 .09 -03 233 .05
Discourage 04 12 25 01 .06 .09 .09 .00
Aggress 06 .01 58 .01 .04 -00 .60 .01
Suggest -12 -19 41 .01 -.01 .03 21 .00
Agree -00 -03 .05 .00 -05 .09 183 .04
Solicit Input 01 .01 .00 .00 .03 .05 A3 .00
Ask -05 .11 1.09 .02 .01 .03 03 .00
Encourage -07 -13 22 .00 -08 -.16 .37 .01
State Personal -02 .03 .13 .00 -.07 .05 g5 .02
Aggressive Responses Command 01 -08 .30 .01 -12 .14 2,60 .05
Disagree -10 .03 240 .05 .04 .01 11 .00
Discourage -07 .11 140 .03 -02 -00 .03 .00
Aggress 08 .03 55 .01 .06 .01 S8 .01
Suggest -07 -29 424* 08 .06 -16 495* .09
Agree -02 -10 27 .01 -07 .05 138 .03

Solicit Input 01 .02 .02 .00 .04 .03 01 .00
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Ask -01 .16 139 .03 -.01 .08 34 .01
Encourage -08 -07 .01 .00 .10 -04 132 .03
State Personal -17 .02 199 .04 -06 .10 1.41 .03
Aggressive Response Evaluations Command -25 -08 1.08 .02 -.10 .00 53 .01
Disagree -13 -14 .02 .00 -00 -03 .11 .00
Discourage 04 -10 .70 .01 .03 -10 120 .02
Aggress -01 -05 29 .01 .02 -06 124 .02
Suggest -06 -18 130 .03 .02 -05 .79 .02
Agree -01 -09 39 .01 -04 -07 .06 .00
Solicit Input 02 -07 279 .05 .03 -01 95 .02
Ask -07 -16 37 .01 -06 -13 22 .00
Encourage -04 -19 187 .04 .06 -15 3.00 .06
State Personal -06 -09 .04 .00 .02 -04 .17 .00
Prosocial SIP Command 24 .02 171 .03 .06 -07 .79 .02
Disagree 14 -07 445% 08 -.02 .05 78 .02
Discourage 03 -11 .72 .01 .00 .04 q1 .00
Aggress -00 -04 37 .01 -09 -02 120 .02
Suggest -01 .17 250 .05 -.01 .03 A8 .00
Agree -07 .04 63 .01 -01 -06 .35 .01
Solicit Input -02 .04 84 .02 -03 -03 .01 .00
Ask A3 -11 235 .05 .13 -10 245 .05
Encourage 19 .01 204 .04 -03 -05 .02 .00
State Personal 14 -03 190 .04 .06 -.14 249 .05
Planning Tasks
Actor Effects Partner Effects
SIP Variable Verbalization Variable My M, F 1 My M, F 7
Hostile Cue Interpretations Command 08 .10 .04 .00 -.02 -08 22 .00
Disagree 03 -01 .15 .00 .06 .07 02 .00
Discourage 05 -01 58 .01 .05 .08 .09 .00
Aggress -02 .03 42 .01 -02 .01 10 .00
Suggest -05 -07 .01 .00 .01 -04 .13 .00
Agree -12 -34 233 .04 -10 -19 35 .01
Solicit Input .04 08 .18 .00 -13 .06 3.53 .07



Aggressive Goals

Aggressive Responses

Aggressive Response Evaluations
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Ask
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Disagree
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Command
Disagree
Discourage
Aggress
Suggest
Agree

Solicit Input
Ask
Encourage
State Personal

Prosocial SIP

.09
.02
-.03
-.05
12
13
16
.02
-.06
-.06

-.02
-12
.04
-.01
31
40
.07
-.11
A1
-.15

.80
1.83
95
.26
1.14
2.58
38
.66
3.15
.34

02 -.02
.04 .02
02 -.01
01 -.01
02 .04
05 .11
01 .04
01 .03
06 .01
01 -.03

-.01
-.14
.10
-.04
.16
32
.05
-21
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-.29

01
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.69
1.88

.00
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.10
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.00
.04
.03
.00
01
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.00
.05
.00
.06

Note: Subscripts b = boys, g = gitls; 77 ~partial eta squared; * p < .05, ** p < .01.





