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Childhood Trauma and Trajectories of Depressive Symptoms Across Adolescence - Supplementary Materials 

Statistical Methods  

Let 𝑦𝑖𝑗 denote the depressive symptom score for individual 𝑗 at occasion 𝑖. The simplest trajectory model consists of a random intercept and a random quartic 

polynomial comprised of four age terms: age, age2, age3 and age4. The model can then be written as: 

 

𝑦𝑖𝑗 = 𝛽0 + 𝛽1𝑡𝑖𝑗 + 𝛽2𝑡𝑖𝑗
2 + 𝛽3𝑡𝑖𝑗

3 + 𝛽4𝑡𝑖𝑗
4 + 𝑢0𝑗 + 𝑢1𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗 + 𝑢2𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗

2 + 𝑢3𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗
3 + 𝑢4𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗

4 + 𝑒𝑖𝑗 

(Supplementary Equation 1) 

where 𝑡𝑖𝑗 denotes the age in years (centred around 16.53 years, the mean age of all assessments) for that individual at that occasion, 𝑡𝑖𝑗
2 , 𝑡𝑖𝑗

3 , and 𝑡𝑖𝑗
4 , denote the 

quadratic, cubic and quartic age terms, and where 𝛽0, 𝛽1, 𝛽2, 𝛽3, 𝛽4 denote the associated regression coefficients. The 𝑢0𝑗, 𝑢1𝑗, 𝑢2𝑗, 𝑢3𝑗 and 𝑢4𝑗 are the 

random intercept, linear, quadratic, cubic and quartic individual-specific effects, and 𝑒𝑖𝑗 is the occasion-specific residual.  

The random effects are assumed multivariate normal distributed with zero mean vector and constant covariance matrix: 
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(Supplementary Equation 2) 

The elements of the covariance matrix summarise the degree to which individual-specific trajectories vary around the population-averaged trajectory. The 

residuals are assumed normally distributed with zero mean and constant variance:  

 

𝑒𝑖𝑗~𝑁(0, 𝜎𝑒
2) 

(Supplementary Equation 3)  
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Predicted Depressive Symptom Trajectories 

The model is therefore set up to predict both the population average trajectory 

 

E(𝑦𝑖𝑗|𝑡𝑖𝑗) = 𝛽0 + 𝛽1𝑡𝑖𝑗 + 𝛽2𝑡𝑖𝑗
2 + 𝛽3𝑡𝑖𝑗

3 + 𝛽4𝑡𝑖𝑗
4  

(Supplementary Equation 4) 

and individual specific trajectories 

 

E(𝑦𝑖𝑗|𝑡𝑖𝑗, 𝑢0𝑗, 𝑢1𝑗, 𝑢2𝑗, 𝑢3𝑗, 𝑢4𝑗) = 𝛽0 + 𝛽1𝑡𝑖𝑗 + 𝛽2𝑡𝑖𝑗
2 + 𝛽3𝑡𝑖𝑗

3 + 𝛽4𝑡𝑖𝑗
4 + 𝑢0𝑗 + 𝑢1𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗 + 𝑢2𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗

2 + 𝑢3𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗
3 + 𝑢4𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗

4  

(Supplementary Equation 5) 

Substituting the parameter estimates and the predicted random effect values into the above expression gives the population average and individual specific 

predicted depressive symptom scores. 
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Association Between Any Trauma and Depressive Symptom Trajectories 

We ran a simple model to examine the association between any trauma (between the ages of 5-10) and subsequent trajectories of depressive symptoms. Let 

𝑥1𝑗 denote the presence (𝑥1𝑗 = 1) or absence (𝑥1𝑗 = 0) of trauma. The model can be written as: 

 

𝑦𝑖𝑗 = 𝛽0 + 𝛽1𝑡𝑖𝑗 + 𝛽2𝑡𝑖𝑗
2 + 𝛽3𝑡𝑖𝑗

3 + 𝛽4𝑡𝑖𝑗
4 + 𝛽5𝑥1𝑗 + 𝛽6𝑥1𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗 + 𝛽7𝑥1𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗

2 + 𝛽8𝑥1𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗
3  + 𝛽9𝑥1𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗

4  

+𝑢0𝑗 + 𝑢1𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗 + 𝑢2𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗
2 + 𝑢3𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗

3  + 𝑢4𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗
4 + 𝑒𝑖𝑗 

(Supplementary Equation 6) 

The population average trajectory becomes: 

 

E(𝑦𝑖𝑗|𝑡𝑖𝑗, 𝑥1𝑗) = 𝛽0 + 𝛽1𝑡𝑖𝑗 + 𝛽2𝑡𝑖𝑗
2 + 𝛽3𝑡𝑖𝑗

3 + 𝛽4𝑡𝑖𝑗
4 + 𝛽5𝑥1𝑗 + 𝛽6𝑥1𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗 + 𝛽7𝑥1𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗

2 + 𝛽8𝑥1𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗
3  + 𝛽9𝑥1𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗

4  

(Supplementary Equation 7) 

Thus, for individuals with no trauma we have 

 

E(𝑦𝑖𝑗|𝑡𝑖𝑗, 𝑥1𝑗 = 0) = 𝛽0 + 𝛽1𝑡𝑖𝑗 + 𝛽2𝑡𝑖𝑗
2 + 𝛽3𝑡𝑖𝑗

3 + 𝛽4𝑡𝑖𝑗
4  

(Supplementary Equation 9) 

While for individuals with trauma, and after some rearranging, we have 

 

E(𝑦𝑖𝑗|𝑡𝑖𝑗, 𝑥1𝑗 = 1) =  (𝛽0 + 𝛽5)  + (𝛽1 + 𝛽6)𝑡𝑖𝑗 + (𝛽2 + 𝛽7)𝑡𝑖𝑗
2 + (𝛽3 + 𝛽8)𝑡𝑖𝑗

3 + (𝛽4 + 𝛽9)𝑡𝑖𝑗
4  

(Supplementary Equation 9) 
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Association Between Number of Traumas and Depressive Symptom Trajectories 

We ran a second model to examine the association between the number of traumas (0, 1, 2, 3+) and trajectories of depressive symptoms. We decided to treat 

the number of traumas as a four-category ordinal variable, rather than as a linear variable as the difference in depressive symptoms between successive 

numbers of traumas may not increase linearly. First, we created three dummy variables corresponding to the number of traumas: 1 trauma, 2 traumas and 3 or 

more traumas. The dummy variables were then entered as main effects and as interactions with the four age terms of the quartic polynomial (i.e., number of 

traumas × intercept; number of traumas × age; number of traumas × age2; number of traumas × age3 and number of traumas × age4). The intercept and the 

main effects of the quartic age polynomial therefore describe the no traumas group (i.e., the baseline or reference trajectory). For any give number of traumas, 

the corresponding dummy variable and interactions with the four age terms of the quartic age polynomial then describes how the trajectory for that trauma 

group deviates from that of the bassline no trauma group. 

Let 𝑥𝑗 denote the number of traumas (0, 1, 2, 3+) and 𝑥1𝑗, 𝑥2𝑗, 𝑥3𝑗 the series of three dummy variables derived from this. The following table shows the 

relationship between the dummy variables and the original ordinal variable. 

 

𝑥𝑗 𝑥1𝑗 𝑥2𝑗 𝑥3𝑗 

0 0 0 0 

1 1 0 0 

2 0 1 0 

3 0 0 1 

 

When 𝑥1𝑗 is set to 1 (𝑥2𝑗 and  𝑥3𝑗 are set to 0), the model gives the trajectory with 1 trauma. When 𝑥2𝑗 is set to 1 (𝑥1𝑗 and  𝑥3𝑗 are set to 0), the model gives 

the 2 traumas trajectory and when 𝑥3𝑗 is set to 1 (𝑥1𝑗 and  𝑥3𝑗 are set to 0), the model gives the 3 or more traumas trajectories.   

The depressive symptom score for individual 𝑗 at occasion 𝑖 is therefore given by: 

𝑦𝑖𝑗 = 𝛽0 + 𝛽1𝑡𝑖𝑗 + 𝛽2𝑡𝑖𝑗
2 + 𝛽3𝑡𝑖𝑗

3 + 𝛽4𝑡𝑖𝑗
4  

+ 𝛽5𝑥1𝑗 + 𝛽6𝑥1𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗 + 𝛽7𝑥1𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗
2 + 𝛽8𝑥1𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗

3  + 𝛽9𝑥1𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗
4   

+ 𝛽10𝑥2𝑗 + 𝛽11𝑥2𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗 + 𝛽12𝑥2𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗
2 + 𝛽13𝑥2𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗

3  + 𝛽14𝑥2𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗
4   

+ 𝛽15𝑥3𝑗 + 𝛽16𝑥3𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗 + 𝛽17𝑥3𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗
2 + 𝛽18𝑥3𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗

3  + 𝛽19𝑥3𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗
4  

+𝑢0𝑗 + 𝑢1𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗 + 𝑢2𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗
2 + 𝑢3𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗

3  + 𝑢4𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗
4 + 𝑒𝑖𝑗 

(Supplementary Equation 10) 
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The population average depressive symptom score for each trauma group can then be obtained by setting all random effects to 0 and by setting the dummy 

variables to their relevant values as illustrated in the table above. An alternative way to visualise the population-average for each trajectory can be written as 

this: 

 

0 Traumas: 𝐸(𝑦𝑖𝑗|𝑡𝑖𝑗) =  𝛽0 + 𝛽1𝑡𝑖𝑗 + 𝛽2𝑡𝑖𝑗
2 + 𝛽3𝑡𝑖𝑗

3 + 𝛽4𝑡𝑖𝑗
4  

1 Trauma: 𝐸(𝑦𝑖𝑗|𝑡𝑖𝑗 , 𝑥0𝑗 = 0, 𝑥1𝑗 = 1, 𝑥2𝑗 = 0, 𝑥3𝑗 = 0 ) =  (𝛽0 + 𝛽5)  + (𝛽1 + 𝛽6)𝑡𝑖𝑗 + (𝛽2 + 𝛽7)𝑡𝑖𝑗
2 + (𝛽3 + 𝛽8)𝑡𝑖𝑗

3 + (𝛽4 + 𝛽9)𝑡𝑖𝑗
4  

2 Traumas: 𝐸(𝑦𝑖𝑗|𝑡𝑖𝑗 , 𝑥0𝑗 = 0, 𝑥1𝑗 = 0, 𝑥2𝑗 = 1, 𝑥3𝑗 = 0 ) =  (𝛽0 + 𝛽10)  + (𝛽1 + 𝛽11)𝑡𝑖𝑗 + (𝛽2 + 𝛽12)𝑡𝑖𝑗
2 + (𝛽3 + 𝛽13)𝑡𝑖𝑗

3 + (𝛽4 + 𝛽14)𝑡𝑖𝑗
4  

3+ Traumas: 𝐸(𝑦𝑖𝑗|𝑡𝑖𝑗, 𝑥0𝑗 = 0, 𝑥1𝑗 = 0, 𝑥2𝑗 = 0, 𝑥3𝑗 = 1 ) =  (𝛽0 + 𝛽15)  + (𝛽1 + 𝛽16)𝑡𝑖𝑗 + (𝛽2 + 𝛽17)𝑡𝑖𝑗
2 + (𝛽3 + 𝛽18)𝑡𝑖𝑗

3 + (𝛽4 + 𝛽19)𝑡𝑖𝑗
4  

(Supplementary Equation 11) 
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Calculating Depressive Symptoms Scores at Different Ages 

To calculate and compare the varying depressive symptoms scores for the different trajectories, we first ran the model (i.e., the no trauma vs any trauma) to 

obtain the estimates from the two trajectories. The population averaged relationship conditional on the covariates is then given as follows: 

 

E(𝑦𝑖𝑗|𝑡𝑖𝑗, 𝑥1𝑗) = 𝛽0 + 𝛽1𝑡𝑖𝑗 + 𝛽2𝑡𝑖𝑗
2 + 𝛽3𝑡𝑖𝑗

3 + 𝛽4𝑡𝑖𝑗
4 + 𝛽5𝑥1𝑗 + 𝛽6𝑥1𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗 + 𝛽7𝑥1𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗

2 + 𝛽8𝑥1𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗
3  + 𝛽9𝑥1𝑗𝑡𝑖𝑗

4  

(Supplementary Equation 12) 

This model can alternatively be written as: 

 

No Trauma: 𝐸(𝑦𝑖𝑗|𝑡𝑖𝑗, 𝑥1𝑗 = 0 ) =  𝛽0 + 𝛽1𝑡𝑖𝑗 + 𝛽2𝑡𝑖𝑗
2 + 𝛽3𝑡𝑖𝑗

3 + 𝛽4𝑡𝑖𝑗
4  

 

Yes Trauma: 𝐸(𝑦𝑖𝑗|𝑡𝑖𝑗 , 𝑥1𝑗 = 1) =  (𝛽0 + 𝛽5)  + (𝛽1 + 𝛽6)𝑡𝑖𝑗 + (𝛽2 + 𝛽7)𝑡𝑖𝑗
2 + (𝛽3 + 𝛽8)𝑡𝑖𝑗

3 + (𝛽4 + 𝛽9)𝑡𝑖𝑗
4  

(Supplementary Equation 13) 

As stated above, the intercept score was centred to around age 16.53. The expected outcome at age 16.53 is therefore given by 

 

E(𝑦𝑖𝑗|𝑡𝑖𝑗 = 0, 𝑥1𝑗) = 𝛽0 + 𝛽5𝑥1𝑗 

(Supplementary Equation 14) 

The any trauma variable was a dummy variable containing the values of 0/1 (with no trauma =0, and yes trauma =1), so the depressive symptoms score at age 

16 for the no trauma trajectory would be the value of 𝛽0 (or the reference category). The depressive symptoms score for the yes trajectory at age 16 would the 

take the value of 𝛽0 + 𝛽5 (the effect of no trauma [the baseline group] + the effect of trauma [the dummy]. 

Or written as follows: 

 

𝑑𝑒𝑝𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛𝑎𝑔𝑒16𝑗 = 𝑛𝑜 𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑢𝑚𝑎 𝑖𝑛𝑡𝑒𝑟𝑐𝑒𝑝𝑡 + 𝑦𝑒𝑠 𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑢𝑚𝑎 𝑖𝑛𝑡𝑒𝑟𝑐𝑒𝑝𝑡𝑥1𝑗 
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(Supplementary Equation 15) 

We can sub in the estimates from the adjusted model in our model formula here where 𝑥1 is 0 or 1: 

 

𝑑𝑒𝑝𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛𝑎𝑔𝑒16 = 5.17 + 1.23𝑥1𝑗 

(Supplementary Equation 16) 

Therefore, if an individual had no trauma, their predicted score would equal just the no trauma intercept (𝛽0, 5.17). However, if an individual had trauma, 

their predicted depressive symptoms score at age 16 would be the no trauma intercept (𝛽0, 5.17) plus the yes trauma intercept (𝛽5, 1.23) = 6.4. We see from 

Table 2 and Table 4 in the manuscript that there is main effect of trauma on predicted depressive symptoms scores at age 16.  

To calculate the depressive symptoms scores at different ages for the no trauma and yes trauma trajectories, we substituted the ages we wanted to investigate 

in for 𝑡𝑖𝑗 and 0/1 for the trauma dummy variable 𝑥1𝑗. In the main analysis in the manuscript, we calculated depressive symptoms scores at seven different 

ages (12, 14, 16, 18, 20, 22 and 24). To calculate the predicted depressive symptoms scores at age 12, we first calculated the mean centred age value to 

substitute for 𝑡𝑖𝑗 in our model (12 - 16.53 = -4.53). We ran the initial model (in supplementary equation 12) to obtain the estimates and then substituted in the 

values for 𝛽, 𝑡𝑖𝑗 and 𝑥1𝑗. For age 12 in the adjusted model, this took the following form where 𝑥1𝑗 is 0 or 1: 

 

𝑑𝑒𝑝𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛𝑎𝑔𝑒12𝑗 = 5.17 + (0.32 × −4.53) + (−0.10 × −4.53
2) + (−0.004 × −4.533) + (0.002 × −4.534) 

+1.23 × 𝑥1𝑗 + (0.06 × 𝑥1𝑗 × −4.53) + (−0.001 × 𝑥1𝑗 × −4.53
2) + (−0.001 × 𝑥1𝑗 × −4.53

3)  + (0.0001 × 𝑥1𝑗 × −4.53
4) 

(Supplementary Equation 17) 

Adding this up, we get the following results for the two different trajectories: 

 

No Trauma Score at Age 12 = 𝛽0 + 𝛽1𝑡𝑖𝑗 + 𝛽2𝑡𝑖𝑗
2 + 𝛽3𝑡𝑖𝑗

3 + 𝛽4𝑡𝑖𝑗
4  

No Trauma Score at Age 12 = 2.9 

Yes Trauma at Age 12 = (𝛽0 + 𝛽5)  + (𝛽1 + 𝛽6)𝑡𝑖𝑗 + (𝛽2 + 𝛽7)𝑡𝑖𝑗
2 + (𝛽3 + 𝛽8)𝑡𝑖𝑗

3 + (𝛽4 + 𝛽9)𝑡𝑖𝑗
4  

Yes Trauma at Age 12 = 4.03 
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(Supplementary Equation 18) 

Finally, we used ‘nlcom’ in Stata to compare these scores to determine if there is a statistical difference in predicted depressive symptoms between these two 

trauma groups at age 12. ‘nlcom’ is a postestimation command that carries over additional information such as standard errors and confidence intervals when 

calculating postestimations, making it a useful tool for assessing multiple comparisons with levels of certainty.  

 

We used the same format for the remaining ages as well as for the more complex model involving the number of traumas (0, 1, 2, 3+). For instance, to 

calculate the differences at age 22, we just substitute in the difference between 22 and 16.53 (5.47) in place of 𝑡𝑖𝑗. The same format can easily be extended for 

models described in supplementary equations 17 and 18.   
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Supplementary Tables 

Supplementary Table 1.  Descriptive statistics and reliability of the Short Mood and Feelings Questionnaire (SMFQ). 

Occasion Mean Age Sample Size Mean SMFQ SMFQ SD α Source of SMFQ 

1 10.65 7,335 4.04 3.51 0.797 Clinic 

2 12.81 6,692 3.97 3.86 0.842 Clinic 

3 13.84 5,996 4.92 4.49 0.865 Clinic 

4 16.68 4,977 5.91 5.64 0.908 Questionnaire 

5 17.84 4,486 6.59 5.25 0.897 Clinic 

6 18.65 3,323 6.83 5.93 0.906 Questionnaire 

7 21.95 3,293 5.7 5.58 0.915 Questionnaire 

8 22.88 3,840 6.21 5.55 0.906 Questionnaire 

9 23.8 3,915 7.03 6.06 0.913 Questionnaire 

α: Coefficient alpha estimate of reliability for the SMFQ at each occasion. 
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Supplementary Table 2. Unadjusted Associations Between Any Trauma (between 5-10 Years) and SMFQ Trajectories (n=8,738) 

  Direct Model Output Alternative Parametrisation 

Parameter Estimate Std. Error p-value Estimate Std. Error p-value 

𝛽0 No Trauma Intercept 5.75 [5.61, 5.90] 0.07 <.001 5.75 [5.61, 5.90] 0.07 <.001 

𝛽1 No Trauma x Age 0.33 [0.30, 0.37] 0.02 <.001 0.33 [0.30, 0.37] 0.02 <.001 

𝛽2 No Trauma x Age2 -0.10 [-0.11, -0.09] 0.01 <.001 -0.1 [-0.11, -0.09] 0.01 <.001 

𝛽3 No Trauma x Age3 -0.005 [-0.01, -0.004] 0.0005 <.001 -0.005 [-0.01, -0.004] 0.0005 <.001 

𝛽4 No Trauma x Age4 0.002 [0.002, 0.002] 0.0001 <.001 0.002 [0.002, 0.002] 0.0001 <.001 

𝛽5 Yes Trauma Intercept 1.36 [1.12, 1.60] 0.12 <.001 7.11 [6.92, 7.3] 0.12 <.001 

𝛽6 Yes Trauma x Age 0.09 [0.03, 0.15] 0.03 0.003 0.42 [0.38, 0.47] 0.03 0.003 

𝛽7 Yes Trauma x Age2 -0.01 [-0.02, 0.01] 0.01 0.59 -0.1 [-0.12, 0.09] 0.01 0.59 

𝛽8 Yes Trauma x Age3 -0.002 [-0.003, -0.0004] 0.001 0.01 -0.007 [-0.008, -0.006] 0.001 0.01 

𝛽9 Yes Trauma x Age4 0.0002 [-0.0002, 0.001] 0.0002 0.33 0.002 [0.002, 0.002] 0.0002 0.33 

Deviance 238151.27 

The no trauma variable should be viewed as the reference category as trauma was coded as a dummy variable (0/1). Thus, the intercept score (and subsequent 

age terms) for an individual with trauma would be no trauma intercept + yes trauma intercept (i.e., 𝛽0 + 𝛽5). The same applies for all age terms.  
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Supplementary Table 3. Unadjusted Associations Between Number of Traumas (5-10 Years) and SMFQ Trajectories (n=8,872) 

The no traumas variable should be viewed as the reference category as the number of traumas were coded as dummy variable (0/1/2/3). Thus, the intercept 

score (and subsequent age terms) for an individual with 3+ traumas is the no trauma intercept + 3+ traumas intercept (i.e., 𝛽0 + 𝛽15). The same applies for all 

age terms. The standard error and p-value correspond to the differences between the trauma estimates and the no trauma differences.  

 

  Direct Model Output Alternative Parametrisation 

Parameter Estimate Std. Error p-value Estimate Std. Error p-value 

𝛽0 No Traumas Intercept  5.78 [5.64, 5.93] 0.07 <.001 5.78 [5.64, 5.93] 0.07 <.001 

𝛽1 No Traumas x Age  0.33 [0.30, 0.37] 0.02 <.001 0.33 [0.30, 0.37] 0.02 <.001 

𝛽2 No Traumas x Age2  -0.10 [-0.11, -0.09] 0.01 <.001 -0.1 [-0.11, -0.09] 0.01 <.001 

𝛽3 No Traumas x Age3  -0.005 [-0.01, -0.004] 0.0005 <.001 -0.005 [-0.01, -0.004] 0.0005 <.001 

𝛽4 No Traumas x Age4  0.002 [0.002, 0.002] 0.0001 <.001 0.002 [0.002, 0.002] 0.0001 <.001 

𝛽5 1 Trauma Intercept 0.81 [0.54, 1.08] 0.14 <.001 6.59 [6.36, 6.82] 0.12 <.001 

𝛽6 1 Trauma x Age 0.05 [-0.02, 0.12] 0.03 0.15 0.38 [0.32, 0.44] 0.03 0.15 

𝛽7 1 Trauma x Age2 0.01 [-0.01, 0.03] 0.01 0.24 -0.08 [-0.1, -0.07] 0.01 0.24 

𝛽8 1 Trauma x Age3 -0.001 [-0.003, 0.0003] 0.001 0.11 -0.006 [-0.008, -0.005] 0.001 0.11 

𝛽9 1 Trauma x Age4 -0.0002 [-0.001, 0.0003] 0.0002 0.45 0.002 [0.001, 0.002] 0.0002 0.45 

𝛽10 2 Traumas Intercept 1.9 [1.48, 2.32] 0.21 <.001 7.69 [7.29, 8.08] 0.21 <.001 

𝛽11 2 Traumas x Age 0.15 [0.04, 0.25] 0.05 0.005 0.48 [0.38, 0.58] 0.05 0.005 

𝛽12 2 Traumas x Age2 -0.02 [-0.05, 0.01] 0.02 0.27 -0.12 [-0.14, -0.09] 0.02 0.27 

𝛽13 2 Traumas x Age3 -0.003 [-.0.01, -0.00005] 0.001 0.05 -0.007 [-.0.01, -0.005] 0.001 0.05 

𝛽14 2 Traumas x Age4 0.001 [-0.0001, 0.001] 0.0003 0.09 0.002 [0.002, 0.003] 0.0003 0.09 

𝛽15 3+ Traumas Intercept 3.63 [3.01, 4.26] 0.32 <.001 9.42 [8.81, 10.03] 0.32 <.001 

𝛽16 3+ Traumas x Age 0.23 [0.08, 0.39] 0.08 0.003 0.57 [0.42, 0.71] 0.08 0.003 

𝛽17 3+ Traumas x Age2 -0.09 [-0.14, -0.05] 0.02 <.001 -0.19 [-0.24, -0.14] 0.02 <.001 

𝛽18 3+ Traumas x Age3 -0.005 [-0.01, -0.001] 0.002 0.03 -0.009 [-0.01, -0.005] 0.002 0.03 

𝛽19 3+ Traumas x Age4 0.002 [0.001, 0.003] 0.0005 0.001 0.003 [0.002, 0.004] 0.0005 0.001 

Deviance 239353.67 


