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Introduction Results: Mean-Level Change of Personality
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Discussion

1. Mean-level change: 2. Rank-order stability:

» E was the most agreed trait (i.e., did not differ between self- and other-rating, and both perspectives reported that mean-level remained stable). > Adolescent’s rating was less stable than parent-ratings.

» While N looks stable to children themselves, parents saw their children to become less neurotic over time. Self-rating of O consistently showed a > Adolescent’s rating of others was even less stable than rating themselves.

lower intercept than parent-rating. Parent-rating of C consistently showed a lower intercept than self-rating, and kept stable during adolescence.

> Sibling-rating had the most negative view at age 11.5 compared to self- and parent-ratings (i.e., lower A, C and higher N). *Welcome to contact Ziyan Luan (Z.Luan@uu.nl) for further information.
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