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» Percentiles were provided for the full sample (shown here) as well as for U.S. natives and non-U.S. natives who have

. 360 Spanish-speaking individuals living in the U.S. completed the LAM. Conclusions

- The performance of items on each scale/domain were analyzed via _ _ - _ _ ——
exploratory factor analysis (EFA) and item-total correlations. The LAM examines language use and self-identified English comprehension, as well as an individual's background and

educational history, while remaining internally consistent. Percentiles of the mean raw score facilitate interpretation of
scale/domain scores.

» Reliability of the scales/domains was assessed via Cronbach’s alpha.
» Percentiles were created to facilitate interpretation of the scale/domains.



