Supplementary Files

Supplementary Table 1. Interactions between moderator variables (self-esteem, diabetes-specific self-efficacy and social support)
and diabetes stigma for adults with type 1 diabetes (N=1,078)
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Supplementary Table 2. Interactions between moderator variables (self-esteem, diabetes-specific self-efficacy and social support)
and diabetes stigma for adults with type 2 diabetes non-insulin (N=733)

Self-esteem

Diabetes-specific self-efficacy

Diabetes-specific Social support
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Supplementary Table 3. Interactions between moderator variables (self-esteem, diabetes-specific self-efficacy and social
support) and diabetes stigma for adults with type 2 diabetes insulin-using (N=531)

Self-esteem

Diabetes-specific self-efficacy

Diabetes-specific Social support
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Figures: Sensitivity Analysis
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Figure la. Sensitivity Analyses: Estimated association between diabetes stigma and HbA1c (%) by & for adults with type 1 diabetes
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Figure 1b. Sensitivity Analyses: Estimated association between diabetes stigma and HbA1c (%) by & for adults with non-insulin-

treated type 2 diabetes
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Figure 1c. Sensitivity Analyses: Estimated association between diabetes stigma and HbA1c (%) by & for adults with insulin-treated

type 2 diabetes
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