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Supplemental Table S1. Item analysis of Turkish version of MAQ 

  Mean ± SD All Item Correlation CA When Item Deleted 
Hedonism 3.46 ± 1.23     

- @1 3.62 ± 1.34 0.80 0.88 
- @5 3.63 ± 1.33 0.84 0.87 
- @8 3.52 ± 1.41 0.72 0.91 
- @10 3.06 ± 1.48 0.82 0.87 

Affinity 4.39 ± 0.79     
- @4 4.33 ± 1.15 0.46 0.74 
- @6 4.49 ± 1.01 0.63 0.63 
- @13 4.56 ± 0.90 0.47 0.72 
- @14 4.18 ± 1.12 0.60 0.65 

Entitlement 3.99 ± 0.98     
- @3 4.11 ± 1.05 0.52 0.76 
- @7 3.85 ± 1.32 0.64 0.63 
- @15 4.0 ± 1.20 0.64 0.62 

Dependence 3.08 ± 1.13     
- @2 2.94 ± 1.36 0.71 0.83 
- @9 3.90 ± 1.21 0.52 0.87 
- @11 2.63 ± 1.42 0.76 0.82 
- @12 3.20 ± 1.55 0.75 0.82 
- @16 2.73 ± 1.46 0.68 0.83 

Global Score 3.67 ± 0.85     
- @1 3.617 ± 1.34 0.77 0.90 
- @2 2.939 ± 1.36 0.72 0.90 
- @3 4.112 ± 1.047 0.57 0.91 
- @4 4.332 ± 1.154 0.32 0.92 
- @5 3.626 ± 1.329 0.82 0.90 
- @6 4.491 ± 1.01 0.48 0.91 
- @7 3.85 ± 1.324 0.44 0.91 
- @8 3.523 ± 1.413 0.76 0.90 
- @9 3.897 ± 1.21 0.62 0.91 
- @10 3.056 ± 1.484 0.78 0.90 
- @11 2.626 ± 1.418 0.65 0.91 
- @12 3.196 ± 1.55 0.70 0.90 
- @13 4.556 ± 0.896 0.33 0.92 
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- @14 4.178 ± 1.12 0.43 0.91 
- @15 3.995 ± 1.201 0.54 0.91 
- @16 2.734 ± 1.46 0.59 0.91 

 

 
Supplemental Table S2. Comparison of sex, BMI and income level according to GES sub-dimensions. 

 BEH DB_Pros DB_Cons SE_at school SE_at home 
Sex      

- Female (n = 162) 2.9 ± 0.9 3.67 ± 0.92 3.16 ± 0.84 2.31 ± 0.87 3.18 ± 1.11 
- Male (n = 52) 2.98 ± 0.88 3.18 ± 1.01 3.03 ± 0.94 2.32 ± 1.1 3.1 ± 1.3 

p-value 0.61 0.001* 0.37 0.98 0.64 
Body Mass Index      

- Underweight (n = 37) 3.0 ± 0.73 3.47 ± 0.98 3.23 ± 0.71 2.32 ± 1.03 2.94 ± 1.31 
- Normal (n = 145) 2.96 ± 0.9 3.58 ± 0.96 3.08 ± 0.91 2.32 ± 0.92 3.22 ± 1.11 
- Overweight + Obese (n = 32) 2.68 ± 1.01 3.49 ± 0.98 3.23 ± 0.81 2.26 ± 0.89 3.13 ± 1.16 

p-value 0.257 0.754 0.519 0.947 0.412 
Income Level      

- Income < Expenses (n = 80) 2.8 ± 0.88 3.53 ± 0.97 3.19 ± 0.97 2.26 ± 1.03 3.09 ± 1.24 
- Income = Expenses (n = 102) 2.95 ± 0.93 3.51 ± 1.0 3.08 ± 0.77 2.32 ± 0.81 3.15 ± 1.08 
- Income > Expenses (n = 32) 3.14 ± 0.78 3.73 ± 0.84 3.13 ± 0.86 2.43 ± 1.04 3.39 ± 1.15 

p-value 0.171 0.507 0.738 0,702 0.458 
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