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Table 1 Quantitative indicators of the Kinetic Family Drawing and their operational definitions
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Table 2 Means and standard deviations of optimism bias for middle school students and parents

s M+ SD s M=SD
al 3.53+0.87 all 2.17+1.05
a2 2.64 + 1.01 al2 2.01+0.94
a3 1.68 +0.92 al3 3.37+0.95
ad 3.11+1.17 ald 2.42+1.01
a5 1.59 +0.93 als 2.25+0.97
a6 349+ 1.02 al6 1.94 +0.98
a7 3.44+0.96 al7 3.36+0.93
a8 243 +1.07 al8 1.85+0.88
a9 2.04+1.00 al9 292+ 1.14
al0 3.61+1.10 a20 3.11+0.89
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Table 3 Differences in optimistic bias scores of middle school students in gender and grade
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Table 4 Differences in the Kinetic Family Drawing scores of middle school students in gender and

grade

Ll G
B prgany t vtk [ t
KB AL S5y 7.14+340  542+2.67 3.13" 7.06+3.00 5.89+3.15 1.87

E: *p<0.05, **p<0.01, **¥p<0.001, FF.
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Table 5 The correlation between optimism bias and the Kinetic Family Drawing in middle school

students
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Table 6 Multiple linear regression of optimism bias and the Kinetic Family Drawing in middle school

students
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The Predictive Effect of Kinetic Family Drawing on Middle
School Students’ Parent-child Optimism Bias

Peng Yue LiLiyan JiangJiali LiZiying LeiXiuya

Department of Psychology, Beijing Forestry University, Beijing

Abstract: The purpose of the study is to explore the family factors of optimism bias and to examine
the effectiveness of the painting test in the assessment of optimism bias. The study selected 196 pairs
of students and parents in three middle schools in Beijing to measure Kinetic Family Drawing and Life
Event Questionnaire for the purpose of exploring optimism bias. The results show: (1) The optimism bias
of middle school students and parents is significantly positively correlated. (2 The score of the Kinetic
Family Drawing is significantly positively correlated with the scale test score. Among them, the indicators
of “family size”, “activity consistency” and “picture layout” have a positive predictive effect on optimism
bias of middle school students. The research has concluded that parents’ optimistic bias can predict
middle school students’ optimistic bias, Kinetic Family Drawing has a certain degree of effectiveness in

evaluating optimistic bias.

Key words: Middle school student; Parent-child relationship; Optimism bias; Kinetic Family Drawing
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