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Moderate/

severe ND  borderline

Genetic defects/syndromes (e.g. 6(27%)
Williams Syndrome)

Cerebral palsy 3(14%)
Congenital epilepsy/encephalopathy 3(14%)
Unspecified psychomotor delay 8 (36%)
Autism spectrum disorder 1(4%)
Sensorineural deficits 1(4%)

Data are reported as N (%). ND, neurodevelopmental disability.

Mild/

6(27%)

3 (14%)
1(4%)
10 (45%)
104%)

1(4%)
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Clinical group (ND) Control

P rou|
Moderate/ Mild/ g(TD)p
severe borderline
N(m:) 22(14:8) 22(10:12) 44(25:19)
Toddler age (months)
27.1(103) 252(97) 25.9(109)
Mean (D)
Mother age (years)
355 (4.8) 379(5.4) 37.1(42)
Mean (SD)
Maternal education (years)
Mean (SD) 146 (28) 158(3.1) 159(27)
Family income (euro)
525,000, 25,000, 25,000,
Mode
<50,000 50,000 <50,000
PSI Total scores
Mean(SD)  79.3(122) 702 (13.1) 696 (13.1)
Parental Distress (PD)
Mean (SD) 257(638) 248(62) 261 (69)
Parent-Child
Dysfunctional
Interaction (PCDI)
Mean (SD) 263(6.1) 211(63) 18.5(47)
Diffcult Child (DC)
Mean (SD) 273 (5.0) 243(56) 251 (60)
BDI score
97(5.3) 81(59) 75(4)
Mean (SD)

ND, neurodevelopmental disabilitys TD, typical development; PSI, parenting stress index;

BDI, beck depression inventory.
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Authoritative

Authoritarian

Authoritative 1

Authoritarian —0.28* 1

EQ 0.48%%* —0.42%* 1
AB —0.21 0.42%%* —0.33**

*P < 0.05, *p < 0.01, **p < 0.001.
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Predictor variable Outcome variable Goodness of fit index Regression coefficient

r B t

Authoritarian AB 0.16 5,590 043 4.070*
Authoritarian EQ 0.12 9 39x8% —0.40 —4.10%*
Authoritarian AB 0.20 5.41%%* 0.43 4.06%%*
EQ —0.36 —3.10**

“*p < 0.01, **p < 0.001.





OPS/images/fpsyg-14-1306227/crossmark.jpg
(®) Check for updates






OPS/images/fpsyg-14-1245893/fpsyg-14-1245893-g003.jpg
g Activities Score

32

30

28

26

24

22

20

18

16

—o— High/English
—e— Intermediate/English
—o— Low/English
~ a— High/Spanish
=@~ Intermediate/Spanish

—o - Low/Spanish

Pretest

Posttest





OPS/images/fpsyg-14-1245893/fpsyg-14-1245893-g004.jpg
School Readiness Standard Score

100

98

96

94

92

90

88

86

84

82

80

78

—e— High/English

—e— Intermediate/English
~—e— Low/English

— a— High/Spanish

~ @~ Intermediate/Spanish
==& - Low/Spanish

Pretest

Posttest





OPS/images/fpsyg-14-1245893/fpsyg-14-1245893-g001.jpg
Language

Parents’ Education:

3 groups

Pretest Home
Learning Activities

N

Children’s
Pretest School
Readiness






OPS/images/fpsyg-14-1245893/fpsyg-14-1245893-g002.jpg
Parents”
Education

Pretest Home Learning Activities

X,: High vs
Intermediate

X,: High vs

High vs Intermediate | | HighvsLowx ||
x Language Language :

Education x Language

Children'’s Pretest
School Readiness
Scores





OPS/images/fpsyg-14-1243623/cross.jpg
@ Check for updates.





OPS/images/fpsyg-15-1266417/fpsyg-15-1266417-t001.jpg
Audio files and Chi? test

categories

1. Audio “Screams at me”

punishes me 4 37

blames me 6 56

speaks nicely with me 10 93

forces me 2 296 Chit(1)=4067,

screams at me 56 sl | P=00437, Cramérs
v=019¢'

2. Audio “Blames me”

punishes me 6 56

forces me 8 74

screams at me n 102

speaks nicely with me 13 12 Chif(1)=12267,

blames me 68 649 | P=00005, Cramérs
V=038

3. Audio “Forces me”

punishes me 4 37

blames me 6 56

speaks nicely with me 12 11

screams at me 2 22 Chit(1)=8.496,

forces me 6 574 | P=00036, Cramérs
V=028’

4. Audio “Punishes me”

screams at me 2 19

blames me 6 56

speaks nicely with me 6 56

forces me 16 148 Chit(1)=18.451,

punishes me 78 722 P =0.0001, Cramérs
V=0413

5. Audio “Speaks nicely” with me

punishes me 0 0

blames me 0 0

screams at me 2 19

forces me 4 37 Chi(1)=37.926,

speaks nicely with me 100 944 =0.0001, Cramérs
V=059

The table provides the frequency (N) and percentage (%) for each category, along with the
chisquare et statisicsand p-vales
sall association, *= medium association, *= strong association.
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Gender Parenting style

Authoritative Authoritarian
3 Boys 14.99 (3.03) 8.96 (2.34) 25.81 (8.30) 13.13 (8.82)
Girls 15.20 (2.60) 8.81 (2.47) 30.23(5.63) 9.31 (4.79)
4 Boys 16.26 (3.74) 8.64 (1.92) 33.46(8.61) 12.23 (8.08)
Girls 16.93 (2.55) 7.89 (2.56) 36.93 (4.23) 9.00 (5.32)
5 Boys 16.91 (1.94) 10.18(2.49) 30.00 (5.12) 10.45 (5.7)
Girls 16.40 (2.03) 8.61 (2.45) 36.35 (5.77) 10.06 (6.85)
Age 1.81 2.29 7.27% 057
F Gender 0.46 3.46 12.20%* 248
Age*Gender 0.16 1.93 0.78 0.17

EQ, empathy quotient; AB, aggressive behavior; The same as below. **p < 0.01.
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Variable measured Type of communication Mean SD SE

Unpleasant feelings Raised voice 123 4163 244 0220
Negative personality references 121 4446 274 0249 4
Ordering 123 4699 263 0.237 42
‘Threatening with punishment 122 5377 299 0271 438
Assertive 121 1116 218 0.198 -
Overall 610 3965 299 0121 36

Personalization bias Raised voice 121 2264 253 0.230 27
Negative personality references 121 2256 252 0229 27
Ordering 123 2382 267 0241 29
‘Threatening with punishment 121 3041 298 0271 36
Assertive 121 0835 185 0.168 -
Overall 607 2156 263 0.106 26

Listening to your pointof view  Raised voice 123 6211 268 0.242 27
Negative personality references 121 5579 295 0.268 25
Ordering 12 5549 307 0.278 24
‘Threatening with punishment 124 5750 306 0.275 25
Assertive 121 2273 287 0.261 -
Overall 611 5080 32 0131 22

Retreat into your room Raised voice 123 4870 334 0301 28
Negative personality references 122 4434 302 0273 25
Ordering 12 4779 317 0.287 27
‘Threatening with punishment 123 4870 339 0306 28
Assertive 122 1751 282 0256 -
Overall 612 4143 336 0136 24

‘Number of times Assertive communication is smaller than any other type of communicat
In order to test our hypotheses we used One-Way ANOVA method in IBM SPSS. The Test of Homogeneity of Variances indicated that the condition of equal variances was not assumed in the
fllowing situations: “Unpleasant Feelings condition” [F(4, 605)=9.404, p=0.000)], “Personalization Bias” [(4, 602)=14.722, p=0.000)], or “Retreat into Personal Room’” [F(4, 607) =6.6:
000)), which recommended the Games-Howell test. For the condition “Listening to Personal Point of View” the condition of equal variances was assumed: [F(4, 606)
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Variable F dft df2 P Ud

Unpleasant feelings* 86 4 605 <00t 023"
Personalization bias* 122 4 602 <0.001 0.075%
Listening to personal point of view" 355 4 606 <0.001 0.190"
Retreat into personal room" 2225 4 607 <0.001 0.127"

(1)' =large effect, * =moderate effect (Cohen, 1958). (2)* Games-Howell Post Hoc test was used. (3)' Tukey Post Hoc test was used. (4) ‘Even with a Bonferroni correction applied to all
comparisons the p value remainssignificant. A Bonferroni Correction involves adjusting the alpha (a) level for a set of statistical tests to control for the probabilty of making a type I error.
0,001 2014),

1005 p<0.05 in all situations tested above (Armstron
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1. Pretest home learning activities score

2. Pretest childrens school readiness score 030"

3. Posttest home learning activities score 0394 0.8

4. Posttest childrens school rea 0304 0.63°% 0.15%

5. Parents’ education level —0.27% ~030°* —0.15%¢ ~0.12*

*p<0.001
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gnificant differences Mean difference df
Unpleasant condition’
Raised voice Assertive 305 103 120 <0.001
Negative personality reference Assertive 33 105 s <0.001
Ordering Assertive 358 16 s <0.001
Threatening with punishment Assertive 1426 127 1 <0.001

Personalization bias'

Raised voice Assertive 143 502 10 <0.001
Negative personality reference Assertive 142 501 1o <0.001
Ordering Assertive 155 527 109 <0.001
‘Threatening with punishment Assertive 221 692 100 <0.001

Need for one’s personal point of view to be listened to*

Raised voice Assertive 394 1106 120 <0.001
Negative personality reference Assertive 331 883 120 <0.001
Ordering Assertive 328 859 120 <0.001
Threatening with punishment Assertive 348 917 12 <0.001

Need to retreat into the room alone'

Raised voice Assertive 312 7.89 19 <0001
Negative personality reference Assertive 268 7.16 121 <0001
Ordering Assertive 302 7.87 120 <0.001
Threatening with punishment Assertive 312 7.82 18 <0001

was used Games-Howell Post Hoc Test for unequal variances,* = it was used Tukey Post Hoc Test for equal variances.





OPS/images/fpsyg-15-1266417/crossmark.jpg
©

2

i

|





OPS/images/fpsyg-15-1266417/fpsyg-15-1266417-g001.jpg
3

Defining relevant Writing/rewriting the . :
< : Recording the audio stimuli
informationto be includedin vignettes in order to
vignettes, correspond to the

experimental situations

6 5 4

Training the assistant Establishing the

Pretesting the vignettes
researcher [€1 experimental procedure






OPS/images/fpsyg-14-1245893/crossmark.jpg
(®) Check for updates






OPS/images/fpsyg-15-1308868/fpsyg-15-1308868-g002.jpg
. --¢-- Low parental psychological control

—— High parental psychological control

0.2

Social preference

-0.2 S
¢ b=-0.36""
0.4
_06 t):_().é]'6**>]<
-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1

Unsociability





OPS/images/fpsyg-15-1308868/cross.jpg
©

|





OPS/images/fpsyg-15-1308868/fpsyg-15-1308868-g001.jpg
Peer victimization

0.6

0.3

-0.3

b=0.59"""

A b=0.48"""

--¢-- Low parental psychological control

—— High parental psychological control

Unsociability





OPS/images/fpsyg-14-1292718/fpsyg-14-1292718-g002.jpg
Overcompetitive attitude

0.159**

-0.666%%*

Present self-involvement

Mother rejection

L0.271%*

Past crisis

Future self-involvement desire






OPS/images/fpsyg-14-1292718/fpsyg-14-1292718-g003.jpg
-0.107*

Overcompetitive attitude

Father emotional warmth

0.714*++

-0.093%*

Present self-involvement

03219

Past crisis

Future self-involvement desire






OPS/images/fpsyg-14-1292718/fpsyg-14-1292718-g004.jpg
Overcompetitive attitude

-0.128%*
0.112#%
0.705%*% Present self-involvement
Mother emotional warmth 04105
0.717%** Past crisis

-0.096%*

Future self-involvement desire






OPS/images/fpsyg-14-1292718/fpsyg-14-1292718-g005.jpg
Overcompetitive attitude

0.228%**

-0.522%+*

Present self-involvement

Father overprotection

-0.261***

Past crisis

Future self-involvement desire






OPS/images/fpsyg-15-1275734/fpsyg-15-1275734-t001.jpg
Pseudonym and

child's age

Parent
interviewed

Interviewed parent’s
occupation

Types of music
lessons

Price of each
lesson

One-child family in Guilin

One-child family in Tampa

Two-child family in Guilin

Two-child family in Tampa

Ming (5 and half)

Kate (8years old)

Twins
Lulu (8years old)
Yoyo (8years old)
Judy (8 years old)
Cathy (14years old)

Mother

Father

Mother

Father

Elementary school music
instructor

College instructor

Businesswoman (was an artist)

Nurse

Violin
Percussion (learned

piano previously)

Piano

Piano

500 RMB (70 USD)

50 USD

200 RMB (30 USD)

50 USD
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Motivation for music learning

Expectation of music learning

ing personal background

Strategies for success

Guilin parents

1. Children’ autonomy

2. Peer pressures

Musical joy

“Beauty” development

Achievements

1. Pursuit of musical career

Arts background

‘Teacher selection

. Extraordinary financial and time investments

Practicing
4. Self-reflection

nts

mpa p:
1. Children’ autonomy
2.Stress relief

1. Musical joy

2. Nonmusical outcomes

1. Pursuit of musical career

2. Integrated human beings;

1. Teacher selection

2. Financial and time investments

3. Practicing

Common issues

1. Children’s autonomy

1. Musical joy

1. Pursuit of musical career

1. Teacher selection
2. Financial and time investments

3. Practicing
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Variables M+SD

Age 1546176
1 1034433 —

2 11172450 0.70%* -

3 18245107 —0.69%F | —0.60%* -

4 18374503 —058% | —073%% 0.820% —

5 1689+3.75 0737 0547 —048** 039 -

6 19.0243.73 0.42%% 070 —035%* 045+ 0.62* —

7 1497576 —0.65%F | —0.67%% 0.72%% 072%% —053% | 051 —

8 14348301 0317 —033%% 0.34%% 0.42%% —028% | —0.24%* 0.51%% —

9 15208545 —0.65%F | —0.69%% 0.70%* 073%% —052%F | —049%% 0.874% 062+ —

10 45444338 0.14%% 016 —011* —0.13* 023%* 011 —017H -016% | —0.18%* —

=512; M, mean; SD, standard deviation; r, correlation coeffcient, *p <005, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001, 1-Father rejection, 2-Mother rejection, 3-Father emotional warmth, 4-Mother emotional
warmth, 5-Father overprotection, 6-Mother overprotection; 7-Present self-involvement, 8-Past crisis, 9-Future self-involvement desire; 10-Overcompetitive attitude.
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Variables

Skewness

Kurtosis

1 Marital intimacy 3.8240.89 —0.56 —0.29 1

2 Marital conflict 2.16+0.93 0.92 0.30 —0.49** 1

3 Sibling affection 3.584+0.72 —0.41 —0.07 0.37%¢ —0.16** 1

4 Sibling hostility 1.81 £ 0.62 1:17 2.18 —0.24** 0.33** —0.27%* 1

5 Depressive symptoms 3,31+ 323 1:35 1.64 —0.21** 0.25%* —0.16** 0.20%* 1

6 Aggressive behavior 2294071 0.37 —0.15 —0.18** 0.32%¢ —0.20%* 0.35%* 0.24**

*p < 0.01.
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Standardized indirect Effect size 95% confidence interval
effect values

Lower Upper
MC—SH—DS 0.112 25.34% 0.036 0.199
MC—SH—AB 0.051 11.54% 0.031 0.075
MC—SA—DS —0.004 0.90% —0.039 0.025
MC—SA—AB —0.001 0.23% —0.011 0.007
MI—SH—DS$ —0.045 10.18% —0.102 —0.005
MI—SH—> AB —0.021 4.75% —0.039 —0.004
MI—>SA—DS —0.093 21.04% —0.186 —0.008
MI—>SA—AB —0.028 6.33% —0.048 —0.011

MC, marital conflict; MI, marital intimacy; SH, sibling hostility; SA, sibling affection; DS, depressive symptoms; AB, aggressive behavior. Bold values mean the result is significant.
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Pathways Frist-born Second-born Test of birth order difference

SE SE Ax? (Adf) p

Direct paths

MI—SA 0.35 0.06 <0.001 0.26 0.06 <0.001 0.98 (1)
MI—SH —0.21 0.05 <0.001 —0.02 0.06 >0.05 6.06 (1) <0.05
MI—-DS —0.16 0.06 <0.05 0.00 0.06 >0.05 3.65 (1)
MI—AB 0.09 0.06 >0.05 —0.02 0.06 >0.05 2.52(1)
MC—SA 0.05 0.06 >0.05 0.01 0.06 >0.05 0.25 (1)
MC—SH 0.25 0.05 <0.001 0.29 0.06 <0.001 0.26 (1)
MC—DS 0.09 0.06 >0.05 0.20 0.06 <0.01 2.02 (1)
MC—AB 0.19 0.06 <0.01 0.30 0.06 <0.001 2.11(1)
SA—DS —0.09 0.06 >0.05 —0.03 0.06 >0.05 0.58 (1)
SA—AB —0.09 0.05 >0.05 —0.11 0.05 <0.05 0.03 (1)
SH—DS 0.15 0.06 <0.05 0.11 0.06 >0.05 0.22 (1)
SH—AB 0.30 0.06 <0.001 0.24 0.05 <0.001 0.88 (1)

Indirect paths

MI—SA—DS —0.11 0.08 >0.05 —0.03 0.05 >0.05 1.56 (2)
MC—SA—DS —0.02 0.03 >0.05 —0.00 0.02 >0.05 0.83(2)
MI—SH—DS —0.11 0.06 <0.05 —0.01 0.03 >0.05 6.28 (2) <0.05
MC—SH— DS 0.13 0.06 <0.05 0.11 0.07 >0.05 0.48 (2)
MI—SA—AB —0.03 0.01 >0.05 —0.02 0.01 >0.05 1.01 (2)
MC—SA—AB —0.00 0.01 >0.05 —0.00 0.01 >0.05 0.28 (2)
MI—SH—AB —0.05 0.02 <0.01 —0.01 0.01 >0.05 6.95 (2) <0.05
MC—SH— AB 0.06 0.02 <0.01 0.05 0.01 <0.001 1.14 (2)

MC, marital conflict; MI, marital intimacy; SH, sibling hostility; SA, sibling affection; DS, depressive symptoms; AB, aggressive behavior. Bold values mean the result is significant.
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Modeland  Count Proportion  Entropy AIC BIC aBIC LMRLRT (p) BLRT (p)

profile

Two-profile 879 073 089 1202184 121371 1206018 363376 (<0.0001) 380452 (<0.0001)
325 0.27

Three-profile 094 949896 | 964157 955263 242493 (<0.0001) 2538.89 (<0.0001)
861 071
312 0.26
31 0.03

Four-profile 095 951496 | 969832 958397 835.06 (<0.001) 87430 (<0.0001)
399 0.39
317 031
276 0.27
31 0.03

AIC, Akaike information criteria; BIC, Bayesian information criteria; aBIC, sample size-adjusted Bl
ratio test.

LRT, bootstrapped likelihood ratio test; LMR-LRT, Lo-Mendell-Rubin likelihood
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Variables Overall sample M Profilel: Supportive Profile2: Partially Profile3: Weakly
(3] parenting with a very supportive parenting supportive parenting
strong emphasis on with a reflection of with no emphasis on

school readiness (71%) school readiness school readiness (3%)
M (SE) (26%) M (SE) M (SE)

School-readiness beliefs.

Academic 427 (0.02) 456 (0.02) 376 (0.03) 130 (0.10)
Approaches to learning 4.52(0.02) 478 (0.02) 4.15(0.03) 113 (0.09)
Social emotional 458 (0.02) 491 (001) 405 (0.02) 103 (0.04)
Self-regulatory 4.60(0.02) 489 (001) 417 (0.02) 109 (0.06)

Parenting style

Authoritarian parenting 212(0.02) 212(0.02) 210 (0.04)* 219(0.12)
Authoritative parenting 4.11(002) 426 (0.02) 3.78 (0.03) 3.44(0.10)
We applied a correction for the interpretation of the results of Wald tests. We compared means for each profile indicator three times (1 v.2,1v. 3, 2. 3). Thus, we use an

alpha of =0.017 (0.05/3 =0.017) when determining significant differences of means. Profles differed at p<0.02 unless noted. Superscripts indicate that the differences were not significant at
p<0.02.
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Profile Covariate Coefficient SE p-value Odds ratio 95% confidence intervals

SES ~0.011 0.083 0894 0.989 0,840 1164
Profile 3 vs. Profile 1 Male 0.023 0.367 0.949 1024 0499 2102
Age of child ~0.022 0.028 0423 0978 0927 1033
Only child 0.170 0435 0,696 1185 0,505 2782
First but not only ~0.404 0.569 0478 0.668 0219 2037
child
Age of respondent ~0.018 0,039 0.641 0982 0910 1059
SES ~0.092 0.031 0.003* 0912 0,858 0.970
Profile 2 vs. Profile 1 Male 0.008 0.140 0.955 1008 0725 1395
Age of child 0.009 0on 0406 1009 0.987 1032
Only child 0.005 0.167 0975 1005 0725 1395
First but not only ~0.300 0.203 0.139 0740 0497 1103
child
Age of respondent 0.024 0012 0,056 1024 0999 1049

Reference group=Supportive parenting with a very strong emphasis on school readiness profile (Profile 1). A Bonferroni (1936) correction was applied to
covariates. Profiles 2.and 3 are compared to Profile 1 (the reference), leading to 2 comparisons. Thus we use an alpha of 0025 (0.05/2=0.025) when determi
*Denotes a significance level <0.025.





OPS/images/fpsyg-14-1279175/fpsyg-14-1279175-t005.jpg
Parents' attitudes Profile 1 Supportive Profile 2 Partially Profile 3 Weakly Significant differences

regarding roles in parenting with avery  supportive parenting  supportive parenting
school readiness strong emphasis on with a reflection of with no emphasis on

school readiness school readiness school readiness
Family role 466 (0.02) 4.23(0.03) 3.75(0.26) 153,152
School role 33(009) 3.09(0.06) 297(022) 152
Item 1: Preparing my child for 475 (0.02) 436 (0.04) 377(027) 152153
school is important to me and
my family
Item 2: Preparing my child for 459 (0.02) 407 (0.05) 374(027) 153,12

school will help my child

succeed later in school

Item 3: Preparing my child for 4.65(0.02) 4.26(0.04) 374(027) 1>3,1>2
school is my responsibility as

a parent

Item 4: Preparing my child for 345 (0.04) 3.23(0.06) 316 (023) 152

school is the responsi

oy of
kindergarten teachers

Iiem 5: Preparing my child for 315(0.05) 295(0.06) 277(0.26) 1>2
school s the responsibilty of

the primary school

A Bonferront (1936) correction was applied to interpret the results of Wald tests. We compared the mean scores on family role and school role three times (1.2, 1. 3, 2 v. 3). Thus, we use an
skilin. OO0 (N0 =0:01T) whea dstapainiar sixat e diilcanss of means Statieticallveiprificant difficances amang the pralins iy 017,
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Predict Variables Equation 1: Equation 2: Drinking

SE S5
Gender 014 006 ~2.40% ~0.06 0.06 ~089
Age ~0.01 003 -037 006 0.03 190
PCP 037 003 1254%%% 001 0.03 027
ME: PV 013 0.03 37470
MO: PGI ~0.08 0.03 ~2.66%%
ME x MO ~0.06 0.03 -2.62%%
Indirect effect (MOyen. 1) Effect size of low PGI =0.02, 95% CI [~0.004, 0.05]
Indirect effect (MOyan. 1) Effect size of high PGI =0.07, 95% CI[0.02, 0.14]
R 014 0.04
3 55,730 6817

Gender s a dummy variable, 1 =1,007; 1 =boy; 0=girl PCP, parental corporal punishment; PV, peer victimization; PGI, personal growth initiatives ME, mediating variable; MO, moderating
variable. *p <0.05; **p <0.01; ***p <0.001. Bold values are significant values.
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Demographic characteristics and socioeconomic backgroun M (SD)/N(%)

Age of respondent 3100 (5.88)
Gender
Boy 616 (51%)
girl 588 (49%)
Age of child in months 7176 (6.34)

Birth order
Only child 416 (34%)
First born but not the only child 25221%)
Second born 507 (42%)
“Third born 24 (2%)
other 5(0.4%)

Parents’ highest level of education
Primary education 8(17%)
Lower secondary education 115 (15.3%)
Upper secondary education 259 (24.1%)
Post-secondary, non-tertiary education 275 (20.6%)
Bachelor’s or equivalent level 467 (33.2%)
Master's degree 70 (4.4%)
Doctor's degree 10 (0.6%)

Parents’ highest level of occupation
Has never worked outside home for pay, general laborer, or semi-professional (skilled agricultural or fishery worker, craft o trade worker, plant or 76 (6%)

machine operator)

Clerical (clerk or service or sales worker) 335 (27.8%)
‘Small business owner 194 (16.1%)
Professional (corporate manager or senior official, professional, or technician or associate professional) 599 (49.8%)

Number of books at home

0-10 152 (12.6%)
11-25 254 (211%)
26-100 481 (40.0%)
101-200 165 (13.7%)
More than 200 152 (12.6%)

Number of childrens books at home

0-10 156 (13.0%)
11-25 265 (22.0%)
26-100 291 (24.2%)
101-200 285 (23.7%)
More than 200 207 (17.2%)

Annual traveling occurrences before COVID-19

Never 361 (30.0%)
Once 383 (31.8%)
Two to three times 371 (30.8%)
More than three times 89 (7.4%)

Annual household income

Less than USD 776 (<5,000 RMB) 39(3.2%)

USD 776-3,104 (5000-20,000 RMB) 135 (11.2%)
USD 3105-7,761 (20001-50,000 RMB) 135 (11.2%)
USD 7762-12,417 (50001-80,000 RMB) 135 (11.2%)
USD 12418-15,522 (80001-100,000 RMB) 194 (16.1%)
USD 15522-21,828 (100001-150,000 RMB) 177 (14.7%)
USD 21829-29,104 (150001-200,000 RMB) 159 (13.2%)
USD 29105-43,656(200001-300,000 RMB) 128 (10.6%)
More than USD 43656 (More than 300,000 RMB) 102 (8.5%)

Socioeconomic status (SES) 89(233)
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1. Gender -
2. Age 0.06 -

3.PCP 0.03 —0.09%% -

4.PGI 0.02 -0.02 —0.14%% -

5PV 0.08* -0.04 03705 —0.13%%% -

6.Drinking -0.02 0.05 0.08* 01157 01475 -
Mean (range) 0.48 (0-1) 13.16 (11.58-16.17) 114 (1-4) 354(1-5) 148 (1-5) 107 (1-4)
D 0.50 0.67 035 073 0.60 0.30

Gender s a dummy variable, 1 =1,007; 1 =boy, 0=girl; PCR, parental corporal punishment; PY, peer victimization; PGI, personal growth initiaive. *p <0.05; *%p <0.01; ***p <0.001
Bold values are significant values.





