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Supplemental Table 2 .  Predicting cancer concerns at  the six month follow - up   with the person’s own intercepts and slopes for intimacy  process variables and the person’s partner’s intercepts and slopes for intimacy process variables.  

 Therapy Sessions  Intimacy Process Predictor Variable  

   Self - Disclosure    Partner Disclosure  Perceived  Responsiveness    Closeness  

 b  se  b  se  b  se  b  se  

Intercept  2.362  .081  2.371  .080  2.350  .080  2.368  .079  

Role  - .130**  .047  - .130**  .045  - .130**  .045  - .135**  .045  

Cond  - .044  .066  - .011  .064  - .046  .064  - .075  .063  

Role X Cond  .029  .045  .032  .043  .009  .044  .029  .043  

Actor Intercept  - .046  .030  - .100**  .025  - .064*  .026  - .201  .105  

Partner Intercept  - .022  .028  - .013  .024  .004  .028  - .031  .110  

Actor Slope  .030  .118  - .035  .105  - .210  .139  - .456  .431  

Partner Slope  .131  .111  .015  .101  - .040  .116  - .196  .451  

Role X Actor Intercept  - .022  .038  - .017  .030  - .020  .032  - .135  .142  

Role X Partner Intercept  - .001  .037  - .017  .029  - .016  .034  .080  .147  

Role X Actor Slope  .028  .121  - .013  .094  .097  .155  - .551  .535  

Role X Partner Slope  .012  .114  - .071  .092  - .161  .139  .141  .552  

Cond X Actor Intercept  - .028  .030  - .063*  .025  - .019  .026  - .046  .103  

Cond X Partner Intercept  - .018  .029  - .012  .024  - .041  .028  - .050  .110  

Cond X Actor Slope  .092  .116  - .060  .100  .146  .134  .107  .426  

Cond X Partner Slope  .022  .110  - .040  .098  .134  .118  .190  .447  

Role X Cond X Actor Intercept  - .031  .038  - .032  .030  - .015  .032  .048  .140  

Role X Cond X Partner Intercept  .023  .037  .029  .029  .054  .034  .003  .146  

Role X  Cond X Actor Slope  - .065  .122  - .082  .092  - .158  .154  - .509  .531  

Role X Cond X Partner Slope  - .040  .116  - .036  .091  .146  .139  - .031  .549  

  Note.   *  p  < .05, **  p   <   .01.  Cond = Condition, 1 = IET ,  - 1 = GHW; For  r ole ,   1 = patient,  - 1 = spouse; Although not shown, all models included  the following covariates:  Age, Ethnicity, Income, Working full or part time, cancer stage, and bowel function.  Random effec ts included  separate residual variances for patients and spouses   as well as the correlation between the residuals.  
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Note. * p < .05, ** p < .01.  Cond = Condition, 1 = IET, -1 = GHW; For role, 1 = patient, -1 = spouse; Although not shown, all models included the following covariates:  Age, Ethnicity, Income, Working full or part time, cancer stage, and bowel function.  Random effects included separate residual variances for patients and spouses as well as the correlation between the residuals.


