Supplement 8
Fit statistics of multiple group models testing for invariance across gender groups
	Models
	Wald-Test
	Δdf
	p
	CFI
	RMSEA

	SRMR

	accG + accF
	Configural
	
	
	
	.93
	.06
	.05

	
	Metric
	6.67
	11
	.82
	.94
	.05
	.04

	
	Strict
	23.17*
	9
	<.01
	.93
	.06
	.05

	CTG + CTF L
	Configural
	
	
	
	.96
	.09
	.05

	
	Metric
	6.50
	10
	.77
	.97
	.08
	.06

	
	Strict
	8.91
	7
	.26
	.97
	.08
	.06

	CTG + CTF R
	Configural
	
	
	
	.93
	.11
	.05

	
	Metric
	15.87
	10 
	.10
	.93
	.10
	.07

	
	Strict
	10.56
	7
	.16
	.93
	.09
	.07

	Acc + CT L
	Configural
	
	
	
	.94
	.05
	.05

	
	Metric
	14.32
	21
	.86
	.95
	.05
	.05

	
	Strict
	38.11*
	16
	<.01
	.95
	.05
	.06

	Acc + CT R
	Configural
	
	
	
	.92
	.06
	.06

	
	Metric
	23.31
	21
	.33
	.93
	.05
	.06

	
	Strict
	38.27*
	16
	<.01
	.92
	.05
	.06


Note. Δχ2 (Δdf): Nested models were compared using the Wald-test. accG – General factor of performance accuracy; accF – nested factor of face-related performance; CTG – general factor of CT (CT); CTF – nested factor of CT in face-related brain areas; acc + CT – these models represent a combination of the respective accuracy and CT models (see Fig. 3); R – indicates that right-hemispheric ROIs were modeled; L – indicates the use of left-hemispheric ROIs. 
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