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Figure 1. 
The Interplay Between Peer and Teacher Influences on Changes in Students’ Academic Engagement. 

 
Note. χ2 (203) = 188.302, p = .763; CMIN/DF = .928; CFI = 1.000; RMSEA = .000; 90% confidence interval = 
.000 to .017. *** p < .001, ** p < .01, * p < .05 !  p < .07. 
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Figure 2. 
Comparison of Peer Influence Between Students Who Perceive Teachers as Highly Involved and Students Who 
Perceive Teachers as Least Involved. 

 
Note. χ2 (72) = 90.632, p = .068; CMIN/DF = 1.259; CFI = .987; RMSEA = .032; 90% C.I. = .000 to .051. The 
model parameters for students who experienced their teacher as highly involved appear in parentheses. Error 
correlations have been omitted from the figure for clarity. *** p < .001, ** p < .01, * p < .05, † < .07. 
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Figure 3. 
Differential Growth of Students’ Academic Engagement Based on Students’ Combined Experiences of 
Teacher Involvement and Peer Group Engagement. 

 
Note. Non-significant engagement changes in academic engagement are shown for students who (a) 
affiliate with highly engaged peer and experience high teacher involvement (n = 132), and who (b) 
affiliate with highly engaged peers and experience low teacher involvement (n = 107). Gains in 
engagement shown for students who (c) affiliate with least engaged peers and experience high teacher 
involvement (n = 94; average increase marginally significant at p < .06). Significant decreases in 
engagement shown for students who (d) affiliate with least engaged peers and experience low teacher 
involvement (n = 33; average decreases significant at p < .05). 
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