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Supplemental Table SM5. The model fit indices for the LGC model and the regression models of the follow-up measurements.

(1)
Age LGC model 1 df p CFI TLI  RMSEA RMS%;‘ 0% SRMR

12-18 Early communication

87.405 73 0.1198 0.991 0.987 0.021 0.000 0.037 0.083
months  development

Outcome variables

MCDI: Vocabulary,

Dyears o ions, MSL 153.548 112 0.0056 0979 0971 0.029 0.017 0.040  0.091

3years  Boston Naming, PPVT-R 119435 99 0.0793 0988 0984  0.022 0.000 0.035  0.083
FTF Expressive,

4,7 Receptive, 136.459 112 0.0579 0987 0982  0.022 0.000 0.033  0.078
Communication

53 Psychometric tests: 258.160 207  0.0090 0973  0.967 0.024 0.018 0.033 0.089
Language, Memory

Ist grade CCCIL Language, 236476 206 00714 0991 0988 0018  0.000 0028  0.071

Communication

Note. A nonsignificant chi-square test (p > .05), CFI and TLI values at or above .95, RMSEA below .06, and SRMR below .08 serve
as guidelines for determining good model fit (Hu & Bentler, 1999; Marsh, Hau, & Wen, 2004). LGC = latent growth curve; CFI =
comparative fit index; TLI = Tucker-Lewin index; RMSEA = root mean square error of approximation; CI = confidence interval;
SRMR = standardized root mean square error of approximation, MCDI = MacArthur—Bates Communicative Development Inventories
(Fenson et al., 1994; Lyytinen, 1999); MSL = Maximum Sentence Length; PPVT-R = Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test—Revised
(Dunn & Dunn, 1981); FTF = Five to Fifteen (Kades;jo et al., 2004); CCC-II = Children’s Communication Checklist—-Second Edition
(Bishop, 2003; Norbury, Nash, Baird, & Bishop, 2004).
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