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Table 8. Tukey post hoc comparisons for Positive Worry and Negative Worry factor scores

. Mean 959% CI 95% CI Cohen’'s d
Comparison difference lower upper SE df t d lower d upper pTukey
Panel A. Positive Worry (F1)
No vs Partially  -0.213 -0.797 0.370  0.226 283 -0.946 -0.211  -0.806 0.383  .780
No vs Not yet  -0.058 -0.693 0.576  0.246 283 -0.238 -0.058 -0.705 0.589  .995
No vs Yes -0.046 -0.481 0.389  0.168 283 -0.273 -0.046  -0.489 0.398  .993
Szgt'a”y vs Not 5 455 -0.509 0.819  0.257 283 0.603 0.154 -0.523 0.830  .931
Partially vs Yes  0.167 -0.309 0.644  0.184 283 0.908 0.166 -0.320 0.651  .800
Not yet vs Yes  0.012 -0.526 0.551  0.208 283 0.060 0.012 -0.536 0.561  1.000
Panel B. Negative Worry (F2)
No vs Partially  -0.213 -0.797 0.370  0.226 283 -0.946 -0.211  -0.806 0.383  .780
No vs Not yet  -0.058 -0.693 0.576  0.246 283 -0.238 -0.058 -0.705 0.589  .995
No vs Yes -0.046 -0.481 0.389  0.168 283 -0.273 -0.046  -0.489 0.398  .993
52{“3"" vsNot 4 155 -0.509 0.819  0.257 283 0.603 0.154  -0.523 0.830  .931
Partially vs Yes  0.167 -0.309 0.644  0.184 283 0.908 0.166 -0.320 0.651  .800
Not yet vs Yes  0.012 -0.526 0.551  0.208 283 0.060 0.012 -0.536 0.561  1.000

Source: The authors

Note: Comparisons were performed across the four categories of self-perceived success (AS1). CI = confidence interval; SE =
standard error; df = degrees of freedom. pTukey values were adjusted using the Tukey method. Confidence intervals for Cohen’s
d were adjusted using the Bonferroni method. Values are rounded to three decimal places.
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