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Appendix A: Studies Included in the Meta-Analysis

Table E1

Characteristics of the Studies Included in the Meta-analysis

Study Sample N Mge % Sample # effect
boys type sizes
Aaron & Dallaire (2010) 1 857 12.4 52 2 2
2 670 14.4 52 2 2
Adams (2001) 932 12.5 50 1 3
Allen et al. (2005) 179 13 47 1 2
Baldry & Farrington (2000) 238 12.7 53 1 1
Banyard et al. (2006) 980 14.5 48 1 3
Barberet et al. (2004) 1 1,836 17.5 100 1 1
2 1,855 17.5 0 1 1
Barnow et al. (2005) 168 14.5 48 1 4
Bean et al. (2006) 202 13.9 54 2 2
Bowman et al. (2007) 1 54 16.5 100 1 3
2 81 164 0 1 3
Brauer (2011) 1,919 11 50 1 4
Brenden et al. (2001) 516 17 100 1 2
Burton et al. (1995) 263 16.4 48 1 5
Byrnes et al. (2011) 1 415 13.3 44 1 1
2 372 139 44 1 1
Caldwell et al. (2006) 95 15.3 100 2 2
Campbell (1987) 64 15.5 0 1 1
Capaldi et al. (2003) 1 49 13.5 100 2 1
2 49 15.5 100 2 1

Cernkovich et al. (1987) 824 15.3 49 1 7
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Wells & Rankin (1988) 1,830 16 100 1 6
Werner & Silbereisen (2003) 1 120 14.6 100 1 2
2 120 15.6 100 1 2
3 128 146 0 1 2
4 128 156 0 1 2
Williams & Steinberg (2011) 1,062 16.4 86 2 4
Wissink et al. (2006) 1 83 144 47 1 1
2 33 144 47 1 1
3 106 144 47 1 1
4 319 144 47 1 1
Wolfe & Shoemaker (1999) 127 15.8 78 2 4
Wolff & Crockett (2011) 1 7,748 14.9 50 1 2
2 7,748 15.9 50 1 2
Worthen (2011) 1 638 15.3 100 1 8
2 678 15.3 0 1 8
3 1316 15.3 48 1 8
Wright & Cullen (2001) 1,526 17.5 48 2 13

Note. N = sample size based on the juveniles; Mage = mean age of the juveniles when child
delinquency was measured; % boys = based on number of male children in the sample;
Sample type: 1 = sample of individuals not at-risk for delinquent behaviour, 2 = sample of
individuals at-risk for delinquent behaviour, 3 = other (e.g., combined samples of delinquents
and non-delinquents); # effect sizes = number of effect sizes (i.e., correlation coefficients) that

were included in the current study.
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Appendix B: Additional Results
Table E2

Pooled Correlation Matrices for all Variables per Approach of Dealing with Dependency

1 2 3 4
Approach: Ignoring Dependency
1. Parental Crime — .008 012 .022
2. Support -.051™ — 015 .007
[-.067, -.034]
3. Behavioural Control -.055™ 1857 - .009
[-.078, -.032] [.155, .214]
4. Child Delinquency 1697 -1577 -162™ —

[125,.212]  [-.171,-.144] [-.180, -.144]

Approach: Simple Aggregation

1. Parental Crime - .019 .030 .040

2. Support 087" - .050 016
[-.124, -.050]

3. Behavioural Control -.059" 365" - 018
[-.118,-.001]  [.267, .464]

4. Child Delinquency 224" 193" -.208"" -

[.146,.303]  [-225,-.162] [-244,-.173]

Approach: Weighted Aggregation

1. Parental Crime - .033 .021 .039

2. Support -.064+ — .034 .013
[-.129, .001]

3. Behavioural Control -0717 2727 - 015
[-.112, -.031] [.206, .339]

4. Child Delinquency 2277 -.169™ -.186™ —

[151,.303]  [-.193,-.144] [-216,-.156]

Approach: Elimination

1. Parental Crime - .021 .018 .034

2. Support -.055™ — .034 .013
[-.095, -.015]

3. Behavioural Control -074™ 273" - 017
[-.109, -.039] [.206, .341]

4. Child Delinquency 170" -.180™" -191™ —

[103,.236]  [-206,-.155] [-224,-.157]

WPL-approach

1. Parental Crime — .037 .045 .027

2. Support -016 - 015 011
[-.089 .057]

3. Behavioural Control -.028 150 — 012

[-.116,.061]  [.121,.178]
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skskeok kskosk

4. Child Delinquency 190" -.162 -.163 -
[.138, .243] [-.183,-.141] [-.187,-.140]
Note. The pooled correlation estimates including their 95% confidence intervals are presented

below the diagonal, the corresponding standard errors are presented above the diagonal.

KoKk

Tp<.10."p<.05." p<.01.7" p<.001.
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Table E3

Parameter Estimates of the Partial Mediation Model including their 95% Cls per Approach of Dealing with Dependency

Ignoring Dependency Simple Aggregation Weighted Aggregation Elimination WPL-approach

B 95% CI B 95% CI B 95% CI B 95% CI B 95% CI
Parental Crime — -0.051  [-0.067,-0.034] -0.087  [-0.124,-0.050] -0.064  [-0.129,0.001] -0.055 [-0.095,-0.015] -0.016  [-0.045,0.013]
Support + .
Parental Crime — -0.055  [-0.078,-0.032] -0.059 [-0.118,-0.001] -0.071 [-0.112,-0.031] -0.074  [-0.109,-0.039] -0.028  [-0.049,-0.006]
Behavioural Control - * s e .
Parental Crime — 0.155 [0.111,0.199] 0.205 [0.125, 0.285] 0.209 [0.132,0.286] 0.152 [0.085, 0.219] 0.184 [0.158,0.210]
Child Delinquency s o ok . -
Support — -0.125  [-0.140,-0.110] -0.120  [-0.163,-0.077] -0.117  [-0.150,-0.084] -0.133  [-0.164,-0.102] -0.138  [-0.230,-0.047]
Child Delinquency e i wr - -
Behavioural Control — -0.130  [-0.150,-0.111] -0.152  [-0.198,-0.107] -0.139  [-0.175,-0.103] -0.143  [-0.181,-0.105] -0.138  [-0.193,-0.082]
Child Delinquency s ok ok . -

Note. B = regression coefficient; CI = confidence interval.

sk

Tp<.10."p<.05 T p<.01.7 p<.001.
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Table E4

Residual (co)Variances of the Partial Mediation Model including their 95% Cls per Approach of Dealing with Dependence

Ignoring Dependency ~ Simple Aggregation  Weighted Aggregation Elimination WPL-approach
Residual Variances
] 95% CI ] 95% CI 1} 95% CI ] 95% CI ] 95% CI
Support 1.00 [1.00, 1.00] .99 [.99, 1.00] 1.00 [.99, 1.00] 1.00 [.99, 1.00] 1.00 [1.00, 1.00]

Behavioural Control ~ 1.00  [.99,1.00] 1.00  [.99,1.00]  1.00  [.99, 1.00] 99  [.99,1.00] 1.00  [1.00,1.00]
Child Delinquency 93 [92,.95] .90 .86, .93] 91 .88, .94] 92 [.90, .95] 92 .89, .95]

Residual Covariances

Support — 18 [15,21] .36 [.26, 46] 27 [.21, 33] 27 [.20, .34] 15 [.08, 22]

Behavioural Control

Note. y = residual (co)variance; CI = confidence interval.
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Appendix C: Evaluation of Publication Bias

Figure E1

Funnel Plot of All Effect Sizes
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Figure E2

Study-Funnel Plot
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Note. Each dot represents a study. The size of the dots is proportional to the number of effect

sizes reported in the study.
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Appendix D: PRISMA Statement

The data was collected by Hoeve et al. (2009), Silva Pinho (2017), and Van den Berg
(2018). Four databases were searched, including: PsycINFO, ERIC, Sociological Abstracts,
and Criminal Justice Abstracts. The following script was written for PsycINFO and adjusted
for the other databases.

#1 parenting

parental involvement/ OR parenting style/ OR parenting skills/ OR transgenerational patterns/ OR
(parenting OR child?rearing OR parent* influenc* OR parent* style* OR ((parent® OR mother*
OR maternal OR father* OR paternal) ADJ3 (acceptance OR authorita* OR control* OR
discipline OR disclosure OR harsh OR knowledge OR monitoring OR neglect OR permissive*
OR rejection OR supervision OR support OR warmth)) OR intergeneration* OR second
generation®* OR transgenerat®).ti,ab,id.

#2 child delinquency

juvenile delinquency/ OR juvenile justice/ OR ((child* OR adolesc* OR youth* OR juvenile)
ADIJ3 (deling™ OR devian* OR crim* OR offend*)).ti,ab,id.

#3 parental delinquency

((parent* OR mother* OR maternal OR father* OR paternal) ADJ3 (deling* OR devian* OR
crim* OR offend*)).ti,ab,id.

Combination of search scripts

(1 AND 2) OR (1 AND 3) OR (2 AND 3)
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Figure E3

PRISMA flow diagram for the selection of studies for the project ‘The potential mediating

role of parenting on the intergenerational continuity of criminal behaviour’.
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Note. Derived from “A Comparison of Meta-analytic Structural Equation Modeling and

Univariate Meta-analysis: An application in forensic child and youth care services

[Unpublished master’s thesis]”, by T. van den Berg, 2019.





