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Table 1: Descriptive statistics for the 7®- and 9™-grade cohort samples

(multiply imputed data)

G7 (N=1662) G9 (N=1882)
Variable Mean SD. Mean S.D.

Dependent Variables

Entry mto a top-tier university 13.27% 13.66%

Entry into a graduate program 9.72%
Independent Variables
Family Economic Status

Early economic disadvantage 17.11% 15.69%

Late economuc disadvantage 12.95% 14.17%

Chronic economic disadvantage 23.12% 22.27%

Never experienced economic disadvantage 46.82% 47 87%
Sex

Male 50.48% 51.86%

Female 49.52% 48.14%
Mother’s Education

Less than high school 46.22% 49.90%

High school 38.76% 34.08%

Jumior college 6.31% 715%

College and above 871% 8.86%
Family Structure

Two-biological-parent family 88.60% 88.87%

Step/single-parent family and other 11.40% 11.13%
Siblings

Zero 3.48% 9.86%

One 43.62% 42.11%

Two 37.36% 36.20%

Three or more 10.53% 11.83%
School Adjustment 11.55 232 11.59 225
Family Warmth 27.76 535 26.48 5.19
Self-rated Positive Self-image 1477 3.26 1431 3.13
Self-rated Conscientiousness 7110 1.38 7.62 1.32
Teacher-rated Agreeableness 2898 5.57 2936 5.69
Relative class ranking in 11® grade (in percentile) 0.56 033 — —
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Table 2: Odds ratios of logistic regression models predicting entry into top-tier
colleges for both 7™ and 9®-grade cohorts (multiply imputed data)

T Grade o Grade
model 1 model 2 model 3 model4 model] model6
Family Economic Status (reference: Never experienced economic disadvantage)
Early economic disadvantage (poverty at age 13, but not age 15) 0.49%* 0.59= 0.76 0.44%= 048+ 0.27
Late economic disadvantage (poverty at age 15, but not age 13) 0.352* 0.587 0.03 0.58* 0.627 7.56
Chronic economic disadvantage (poverty at both ages 13 & 15) 0.57* 0.59* 012 0.62* 0.697 0.05
Male 1.14 1.50%* 1.60%* 1.09 1.20 1.20
Maternal Education (reference: Less than high scheol)
High school 1.51*% 1.527 1.58*% 129 1.25 1.28
Junior college 4.20%** 4475 47E** DETERF D A45FF 2.50%=
College and above 3.76%** 3.63%*% 380F** 4 Q1% JRO*FE 3 QTwEE
Family Structure (reference: Other family)
Two-biclogical-parent family 1.42 1.10 1.13 1.85* 1.731 1.767
Siblings (reference: Zero)
One 127 1.38 1.39 132 1.33 1.26
Two 0.89 1.00 1.00 1.20 118 1.12
Three or more 0.60 0.60 0.60 0.86 0.89 0.85
School Adjustment 1.15%* 1.15%# 1.067 1.06
Family Warmth 1.04* 1.04% 1.00 1.00
Self-rated Positive Self-image 1.06* 1.067 L1p==*  1.12%==
Self-rated Conscientiousness 1.107 1.07 1.05 1.03
Teacher-rated Agreeableness 1.15%** 1.15%** L10**=  1.10%*=*
Relative class ranking in 11%® grade (in percentile) 0.25%%* 0265+ - —
Family Economic Status = Self-rated Positive Self-image
(ref_: Never experienced EconDisadv = Self-rated positive self-image)
Early EconDisadv * Self-rated positive self-image 0.94 0.91
Late EconDisadv % Self-rated positive self-image 1.207 1.05
Chronic EconDisadv = Self-rated positive self-image 0.96 0.6
Family Economic Status = Self-rated Conscientiousness
(ref_: Never experienced EconDisadv x Self-rated conscientiousness)
Early EconDisadv * Self-rated conscientiousness 093 117
Late EconDisadv = Self-rated conscientiousness 1.05 0.75
Chronic EconDisadv = Self-rated conscientiousness 1.24 1317
Family Economic Status = Teacher-rated Agreeableness
(ref_: Never experienced EconDisadv = Teacher-rated agreeableness)
Early EconDisadv * Teacher-rated agreeablaness 1.04 103
Late EconDisadv % Teacher-rated agreeableness 0098 0.96
Chronic EconDisadv * Teacher-rated agreeableness 1.02 103
N 1662 1662 1662 1882 1882 1882

Tp<.10; *p<.03; **p<.01; ***p< 001

Mote: The ages to which each family economic status dummy refers are:
Early economic disadvantage—at age 13, but not age 15 (G7) or at age 15, but not age 18 (G9)
Late economic disadvantage —at age 15, but not age 13 (G7) or at age 18. but not age 15 (G9)
Chronic economic disadvantage—at both ages 13 & 15 (G7) or at ages 15 & 18 (G9)



Table 3: Odds ratios of logistic regression models predicting entry into graduate
school for the 9®-grade cohort (N=1882, multiply imputed data)

model 1 meodel 2 model 3

Family Economic Status (reference: Never experienced economic disadvantage)

Early economic disadvantage (poverty at age 13, but not age 15) 0577 0.64 0.38

Late economic disadvantage (poverty at age 15, but not age 13) 0.81 091 5.80

Chronic economic disadvantage (poverty at both ages 13 & 13) 0.62%¥  0.67 0.04
Male 1.48%  1.75%%  1.77**
Maternal Education (reference: Less than high school)

High school 1.28 123 1.25

Junior college 224%*  195% 1.96*

College and above 1.92* 1.57 1.60
Family Structure (reference: Other family)

Two-biclogical-parent family 1.62 1.44 1.46
Siblings (reference: Zero)

One 0.93 0.87 0.82

Two 0.76 0.70 0.67

Three or more 0.75 0.72 0.69
School Adjustment 1.03 1.06
Family Warmth 1.037 1.037
Self-rated Positive Self-image 1.02 102
Self-rated Conscientionsness 099 1.00
Teacher-rated Agreeableness L1+ 1 Q0%+

Family Economic Status = Self-rated Positive Self-image
(ref.: Never experienced EconDisadv * Self-rated positive self-image)

Early EconDisadv * Self-rated positive self-image 0.95
Late EconDisadv = Self-rated positive self-image 102
Chronic EconDisadv = Self-rated positive self-image 1.00

Family Economic Status = Self-rated Conscientiousness

(ref.: Never experienced EconDisadv * Self-rated conscientiousness)

Early EconDisadv x Self-rated conscientiousness 1.05
Late EconDisadv * Self-rated conscientiousness 0.69
Chronic EconDisadv = Self-rated conscientiousness 1.22

Family Economic Status < Teacher-rated Agreeableness

(ref.: Never experienced EconDisadv * Teacher-rated agreeableness)

Early EconDisadv * Teacher-rated agreeableness 1.03
Late EconDisadv = Teacher-rated agreeableness 1.02
Chronic EconDisadv * Teacher-rated agreeableness 1.04
N 1882 1882 1882

Tp< 10; *p= 05 **p=< 01; ***p= 001



