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Figure 1. Confirmatory factor analytic model of original five-factor-24 item CRA (N = 2121),
maximum likelihood estimates. Numbers on the lines between factors are covariances between the factors,
and numbers on arrows from factors to scale items are standardized factor-loading estimates.



Impact on
schedule and health
Variance=1

Impact on finaces
Variance=1

-0.21

E24,0.31

E3, 0.78

< E9,0.54

E11,0.29

Caregiver esteem
Variance=1

0799 PN ftem 12 & E12,0.30

0.701
%— E19,0.36

Figure 2. Confirmatory factor analytic model of four-factor- 21 item CRA (N=2121), maximum
likelihood estimates. Numbers on the lines between factors are covariances between the factors, and
numbers on arrows from factors to scale items are standardized factor-loading estimates.
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Figure 3. Confirmatory factor analytic model of four-factor 18-item CRA (N=2121), maximum
likelihood estimates. Numbers on the lines between factors are covariances between the factors, and
numbers on arrows from factors to scale items are standardized factor-loading estimates.



