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HIE: T REDIR. X EB#H7%E TR SRS L 3% (Attention-Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder,
ADHD))LERRERE 2 B2 4EXEL, HoMmLEA&F R XTADHDEER ™ B2 B ML &R B IR
TFER . 8 REARBIXIBF R BT, IN2024FE1 8 F2025F 12 AERHEEE SR =FER ) LE
R 12H2HKADHD JLE 12851, PLKFEHIMFEETEEASL/NEREERA R LE12005)], fH—
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EIEHR, SREHBREREr=-0.55P<00)EFEAMERK. (4) ZEASHTER, FADSIIR
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Abstract

Objective: To investigate the multidimensional associations between family functioning, parenting
styles, and symptom severity in children with Attention-Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder (ADHD),
and to analyze the independent and interactive predictive effects of psychosocial factors on ADHD
symptom severity. Methods: A case-control study design was employed. A total of 128 children di-
agnosed with ADHD at the pediatric psychiatric clinic of a tertiary hospital in a southeastern pro-
vincial capital city between January 2024 and December 2025 were enrolled, along with 120 typi-
cally developing control children recruited from two ordinary public elementary schools during
the same period. Data were collected using a general demographic questionnaire, the Family As-
sessment Device (FAD), the Egna Minnen Betriffande Uppfostran (EMBU) questionnaire, and the
Swanson, Nolan, and Pelham-1V Rating Scale (SNAP-1V). Independent-sample t-tests, Pearson cor-
relation analyses, multiple linear regression, and exploratory mediation analysis were conducted
for data processing. Results: (1) The ADHD group scored significantly higher than the control group
across all seven dimensions of the FAD (P < 0.01), with the largest between-group differences ob-
served in general functioning (t = 9.15, P < 0.001, Cohen’s d = 1.17), problem solving (t = 8.34, P <
0.001, d = 1.06), and communication (t=7.96,P < 0.001, d = 1.01). (2) The ADHD group had signif-
icantly lower scores on the emotional warmth factor for both fathers (t = -9.88, P < 0.001) and
mothers (t =-10.23, P < 0.001), and significantly higher scores on punishment and harshness (fa-
thers: t = 7.82, P < 0.001; mothers: t = 8.47, P < 0.001), rejection and denial (fathers: t = 7.34, P <
0.001; mothers: t = 7.89, P < 0.001), and overprotection (fathers: t = 6.12, P < 0.001; mothers: t =
6.35, P < 0.001) compared to the control group. (3) The mean SNAP-IV score was moderately posi-
tively correlated with FAD general functioning (r = 0.62, P < 0.01) and maternal punishment and
harshness (r = 0.58, P < 0.01), and moderately negatively correlated with maternal emotional
warmth (r = -0.55, P < 0.01). (4) Multiple regression analysis revealed that FAD general function-
ing (f=0.41,P < 0.001), maternal emotional warmth (f =-0.28, P = 0.003), and maternal rejection
and denial (8 =0.23, P = 0.008) were independent predictors of ADHD symptom severity, together
explaining 47.3% of the total variance. (5) Exploratory mediation analysis suggested that maternal
emotional warmth partially mediated the relationship between family functioning and ADHD symp-
toms (proportion of indirect effect = 22.6%). Conclusion: Family dysfunction and maladaptive par-
enting styles are significantly associated with symptom severity in children with ADHD, and family
functioning may influence ADHD symptom presentation primarily through its effect on maternal
emotional warmth. These findings support the integration of family system assessment and ma-
ternal emotional support-focused parenting training into comprehensive intervention frameworks
for ADHD.
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1. 5|18
1.1. ADHD B E#H S REFNA

VE B BB 2 5 B RS (Attention-Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder, ADHD) /2 )L # #1#5 A% WA E K &
G2 —, ABRFR ) LE B RLN 5%~10%, HZI S0%HPRBPER i Fr4L 2 s FE [ 1]. ADHD FI%O0kE
ik - 5ERAMRINER AL . 2R - AMUE R )L ) AV i A AZ ThRe, XK
JE FR G0 AR RO R R LR [2]. K HALASK, ADHD [ R 500 75 32 B AR T8 FIpp & AR ) 2 4k FE, XL
AT TR R ) T0%~88 %018t A% 77 3 1S 0 7 2 4 K B B A3 N SR DRI R AL A R 2= b o SR, B4l AE )
SEMERUTH I 5 e DA RBE R PR 5% . L —, Bk 70%~80% 1) ADHD )L 28 3t £ —Fh ol 22 Flo o e 5 (BL 45 %o
SCIBPURERG . FEIERERG . oI FRIGAE), AU AR ERHE DU R Iz R A S v e, Rl
B AT, VA4 30% M) EBFADIREGE AT Sy, H 2GRN AE Bt 5 e K S 445 T bk
A [4].

IERMARXR—E R T, AV - L -t BEH SO AT ADHD 13- 3iE[5]. %88 E
5k, ADHD WIRAEKEAZRE R RIGE MRS, TREE 5 k. a7 FKEEL,
HFAT NI RE A SE SR EE R B R EEh ST HAER AR . X —Z R R T, Kk
NN AL AR W IBIE DI RER “OWEBAR” , S8 TR O E: —J7H, KR R
RN E 2@ 75— 070, FKEESXGRJLEAT AT H %8 B B IR HIRE ) R R I B AL I
[6]o PRIUL, FIBGEAL K3 J5 J S 2% 52 5 e A B AN 2057 77 6 ADHD SRR (9520, AN K50 O 3 A 2005
R AR R OGS BR A, AT R ARG T TSR IS SR 4L 7 3R AR

1.2. SREINEES ADHD: HEibHLHI 5 SCiESN

FKEEDIRERI AR FE G T 7 ST 27 31 22 e 55 MRS (¥ 1 48 - McMaster 28 B2 D e A5 28Y [ 7]2 24 iy
B R BB HEZ 2 —, B S E DN RE WS A LR A P - 1] LA R (R E A e o SR M1
TR RE D) V(M5 2 A He AT I BE M EL ) A (R AR 5K 55« 22 0% L A IS RF A5 DUAE I — B0
175 18 S5 IR OO 175 R P 305 24 2 ) TR N (7 R A S T 80 14 DG R B ) DA AT D ) (R B A 40
AR, B E—ANREIPIN I “BTiRe” 4. X — QMM EZETTIE T, BTl T EX
FEFEGE R 7> “HERR” B “O0 7 B9 e, SCVRIT TR BRI R Th BE ST 1] e

XIF ADHD JUEZRRET 5, iR %4 B2 m] BE i I AlRs O Bkl . ADHD JLEE A9 HRAT DhREBR I - B4 T
PEACAZARAT SR R AN AL R RN SR H 8] - AR SE Bl T8y HH AR AN B3 AT 8 5
TG 2 PRI o SRR PRI ME SO ok S BIE T SKBE B AR A S Y58 T i R AT B A R 1 I AR AR
ol T B[ 9]: S TC R I T B4R T 5 e B B3 1) ARAE AR TTTAT D2 Al F) DR X DU W e AE
“RLEREH] 5 BB ZEEEAE10].
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SR, BUA SAEWT FEAAAE I R . 55—, K2 HWT Fe {4k iy ADHD ZEE 5% I X BEAE FAD &
Dhae LRz, G20 BARYERE RS AR AT [11], SXBRA| 75 “ WLl BAR Th B U R 2 40 71X — R A
1% 55—, SR TN T, HREARERUNGESE <60 fil/4l), SitAREAL. H=, TETH
TS EELDRERT SR DB, HAEH B FAD JRAA—, ESHE TR AE . AHE TR EA T R 4L
5 ADHD ZJE SH IR BEE-LA FAD 4EE RINZESE, IR SERON B AVF Al 4 G- 2 I PR 2 25 1k

1.3. RBEFAN: N—KERE ADHD $57M4HE

R BT T AFRE 7 T WAL % (Baumrind ALY/ & il 8 /I8AF AL = 7302%) [12] 2148 B2 (15 2%
B2 AT N OB S 4E ) Ya N AR . 7E ADHD B Fi T, /MR G4 B i % 5 1h
TR IR (R AL BEXS F2% 1 B4 . R 52 AN SCHRFRE FE ) R A ) (B 7 40 ™ 7« R J RS BEOR YY) 25
M, ADHD JL 3 A BER 5 (175 IR P 7K1 i 2K 8 S BE(& FF AR & Cohen’s d =-0.70), 1
WA 47 R ) R0 B U 7 A 21K YE L (d = 0.60~0.85) [13]

EARRAPT R E, ADHD 54 R #7777 N B B RHRAFAE /0 =P AR B iR . A oxik
P (Social Selection Model) £ 5K, ADHD JLE K [EA AT TR, HRS “FHR” RHTHEHR
BE[14]0 1X— GBI SLIGHE T SCRE: A R LB R SR e iR M FEAT 5 1, HACBI 2RI T %
FIFEA AT N, S ) LEEAT WA SE R AR 7 A P R 2= . A2 R SR (Social Causation Model) M £5AH
R WA R BT N BEEh] 5541 1) LE B IR /I K R, NI i in el hn =
7 ADHD S5EIR[15]. IXPEFMARRL AR H /5, X a8 (Bidirectional Model) 5Kk Hi & BN &, 22 el
WAL[16]0 X 431X SORERY ) SCRR T V52 RIS A4 . IR IB R BT BN [RS8 JE T ) Ol o A ARt B e vt
(P AL VR 2% A A T Tt 9 it el 28 2457 07 SO SR AR 4L o

EFESTE ST, SRR N E IR . ARG F SRl “T 8277, XLER
G A A A R [ 17] . IX— 30 S5 ADHD JLE BAWER: — 7, &y
RefyE ST XER) “AT L R, RAERKERFRESW: J3—J71H, ™5 #ORE T s & ADHD
JLE AT AN, T8 RCE ™ B SR T o, Ak, A S RE v Bl i AR HH 32 0 H BR3P A ol e
THE[18], MAES 5 AR ER . X P A B0 T2 57 0l e SRR AR 7 S LEAT AR R
FA5%E, (HIX—{BIE ADHD FEAH AR A 3 78 F 5

L4, RGOS ERER S

Lrtr LR, HRTSCRRAAAE LR EZEER T (1) (R EREEREA A, [R5 55K e D BE (2 4E ) AN
BRI TR0 B 2B 5 ADHD SER™ BREE R R TR (2) ZHWTOR SR ARESR
HORTT A I T BOTERESR, ok B ] RERO RS R SR8 (3) K BELhRE 5 #oR 77 s 18 (12 2%
KF - AR REREAR T pe /e 1 Il L je i S BEERAT it i AF F T ADHD iEIR - MRS BISHIER T (4) X
REEAG AL, MBI R TR SE 2 B E 1R AL AR -

AR AN IR B O, BARET T S (1) ADHD JLE R BEEAEMBLE D REYE L b 52 Bt de g™ o ?
(2) SRS RERM#IR T E S ADHD SRR 2 BAFE 2R ? (3) FIEDIREM #5777 X ADHD
RERT™ B L AOARX TTRR AT 2 (4) KEEDDRER B #or 77 sUK /4 FT 2 ADHD SR ?

2. MR
2.1. AT SHR
KRBT R A5, T 2024 45 1 H 2 2025 4 12 AEREEA ST — I = P E R LE

Ein

B &

H
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FERIRI 11238240 5% ADHD JLEAE 9B . IAPRHE: (1) 6 6~12 % (2) BP0 A LL EIRFR
() LEERE PR ER TR AR CREMHBRAS 2 5 et F MR 5 BR)) (DSM-5)ADHD 2 Wikr #2612 (3)
48, HrEAHEAR 10 @) FERBEHCEHBES5MAHSEME RS HBRaE: (1)
A EMEAE R B G E AR REEAT . B IR B RES). R ROE . XUETE KRGS (2) fEA
2 RGUERRVEBR AR RE) s (3) H AT IETERZ R AU S BE VR YT B REES I HLA T 2 56 B

o HEZEL ) L3 R 3 M550 1 4L 1) — 3T 140 2 TR 38 8 S /NS (ARRF IR 3 B 240 3 o J 2 B B R 5
INARAE: (1) EWE 6~12 %5 (2) TALfTREHRHZHT, H SNAP-IV BME T IR KRR A 9(<1.0); 3) HE
B, EAMEA 1 EL L @) FERBEBRESS. HERRaERP G4, HHEBR B AR50 XK
TR S ) L2 (LB S E I B AR TR A R )

PRALLEEAEVE . 026 AN ) RF R AT AR VT .

22 BEAEHKE

BT B RIR IR (G DI RE S50 K TIYIALF) 22 57 (RN & Cohen’s d = 0.50), HX a = 0.05 (X)),
RIS RUHE 1 - £=0.80, fEf] G*Power 3.1 BAF i+ 5 i REALIRARFEA R DY 64 B 518 20%[K) 7] 4 L ALK
Wive e, THRITEH A DAHSF 80 B HASKERAI NI 128 B, XFHEA 120 4], 2 Geih 2K,

23. iR

—IERIEER: BaAE, WELESER. WAl F8. Bk, o7, BAKRE. AR
R, FEIREIE . KRS Z O FEE/E TR EE/ GRS, RBHER . KL HERIENE
K LA e i kB AR K LA ) K EE N (<5000/5000~10,000/10,001~20,000/ > 20000 76 A E
)&%

FKEET e 2 F %R (Family Assessment Device, FAD): #&T McMaster 5% J&E I RE 5 7Y 2 il ) op SCRR[ 7]
[19], 3£ 60 Nk H, KA 4 P01 = TEFE, 4= TEAFE). AFENEBIG 7). WIEO 5)-
A1 55) THIRB(6 25) TR N(T 25) AT R %) B TiRe(12 %) BNk, 190keR
INFBEDIRERRZE o P OCHEA RIFRIMERUE[20], AWFFH S5 ER T Cronbach’s o RECH 0.78~0.91,
SYJREr EE a=0.89.

X BF#FE 5 2\ A 4 (Egna Minnen Betriffande Uppfostran, EMBU): K& & M52 1 BT B+ SChiz,
PN SRR BESE I BTRAT . HL 66 1N H, KA 4 P (1 = WA, 4 = 522). BEHRRES
MR NS T ik, R4S A RGS AR SN T o AT R0 T BRI
A AT\ SO R UG T . % T Cronbach’s a %N 0.71~0.88.

SNAP-IV {FE &R RATKINIATE22]5] 3 IR 58 1 SChit SNAP-IVITIE B3 - SCBERR(5) IL[23]),
HACBERE LB — R IIAS, FL26 NKH, KA 0~3 W0 = E2EA, 3 = EFE). At
FAE I R (S B 1~ Z 5] - phsh(%& H 10~18) N R, iHHEEN BRI H B0 /% H
B M S B GERBG + 23 - a2 R1/2). SNAP-IV T XCHE ADHD it B BRIFRE, A
MRFVEERE S ER a=092, £35) - s8R a=0.89.

2.4. MRIEF

A VS AE 2 TSR M2 B AR OB S S IS 56 R, TN 35~45 73 8l. XFF ADHD
H, VEEFIACHIE 1 HNSER, RITSEM ST NRT. HMALES— 8l OB A a4
THAEPPAG 52, XP0T 50 H AT 2% H BT AR HELL 18 T« SCBRGEF S BE0R, 7 BESRBRE W Dy 32 22 i ) Ak
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SORE A, A AR H o X TARAE B MERISCBE(Z) 4%), PP 03 DL PR TR IR IZE A R
Bo PTG E A AR, AUE T T S bR iR .

2.5. GitA®%

f# Fil SPSS 26.0 % PROCESS v3.5 %%(Hayes, 2018t /7404 /34T RAIMSLFEA ¢ A 36 A1 5 k36 Le
BN DA g R Rhr EE R, FFE IEAS R (Shapiro-Wilk #2536 P > 0.05)F177 25 HEAG 56
(Levene 35 P>0.05). X TAEIEAS A ME T ZAF ML &, KA Mann-Whitney U f54%5 . {87 Pearson £H
KorHrE4¢ ADHD 4N SNAP-IV ¥ SR BEDNREAEE . 25777 NN Z &P &R .

DL SNAP-IV 350 ARAR &, B 1R K0 P<0.10 [N D 2228 8 f A7 BEAL 5 3 (1 O P A 25 AR
BE(FKEEDTNEE SORTERIRRE . BERIE IR . SORET™ G BERIET™E . SO E4mN. BEEE
MEPNVNENBERE, KB (stepwise) FEAT 2 o2t BI04, K0 &AL & X ADHD PR ™ H AL
ST IR F o A [ E R () T LA [ AR S AR G B

BT [ M &5 AR %, 33— 25K H PROCESS 7 IR 4 TR Z M /207, Ll FAD &
e A ZE(X), SNAP-IV 2350 AHEARE(Y), BERHERIEE AP AL EM). KR ZER IERE 5407
Bootstrap % (FH S HIFE 5000 )T RN I EAS XA . FrA R S35 0, 25 147K a = 0.05.

3. 58
3.1. FEA QPR GER

T i 49N 128 1] ADHD JLiE, Hh B 92 §1(71.9%), & # 36 151(28.1%), “TIJFEHS 8.45 +
1.72 % . WHHRAAAN 120 BlfERE )L, 3 83 £1(69.2%), 3 37 $1(30.8%), “TIJHE# 8.52 £ 1.68 %,
PEAAETE BRI (2 = 0.23, P = 0.634) E#&(t=—0.33, P =0.742). FEHNAH(Z=—0.49, P =0.624). FKpEss
(2 =2.10, P =0.553) 2 5 G2 FJRA(Z =—0.98, P=0.327) L Z R LS i E X, FoRILR RIF. EXR%Z
OB LT T SR ZH AL BE R S DA 22 B B A (B2 58 41.4%, BESE 44.5%) 5 E K T X BRAL (58382 62.5%,
BESE 65.8%) (R3E: 2 =11.32,P=0.001; B}3E: 2 =11.84,P=0.001). BT REZH B FEREVE IR
JRNER, LRSS 4k EIASATH T LS

Table 1. Comparison of demographic characteristics of children and families between the two groups

1. MEILERREANOFHELLE

s 14 (n = 128) Fot BB 2 (n = 120) /X7 14 P18
FE#(%, Mean £ SD) 8.45+1.72 8.52 +1.68 -0.33 0.742
PR3/ %) 92/36 83/37 0.23 0.634
LA EGERD] 2 (1~6) 2 (1~6) -0.49 0.624
FEELEH[H1(%)] 2.10 0.553
B R EE 78 (60.9) 82 (68.3)
FFRE 32 (25.0) 27 (22.5)
HoRFE 14 (10.9) 8 (6.7)
HAth 4(3.1) 3(2.5)
RIRZ BT H(%)] 11.32 0.001
R AL 75 (58.6) 45 (37.5)

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2026.1682778 121 Il PR 2 2 3t


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2026.1682778

N 53 (41.4) 75 (62.5)
RERZHERE[H(%)] 11.84 0.001
R BUR 71 (55.5) 41 (34.2)
KERKLL L 57 (44.5) 79 (65.8)
FBE W [1(%)] -0.98 0.327
<5000 G 18 (14.1) 11(9.2)
5000~10,000 JG 46 (35.9) 41 (34.2)
10,001~20,000 ¢ 42 (32.8) 48 (40.0)
>20,000 JG 22(17.2) 20 (16.7)

e O FEERPH S RIS T LA, ETREHRHEE. KBS 72 =AFR1E,

3.2. FRBIES X REREINRELLE

PRSTREA R IR 45 IR IR (55 2), Sl BI4HAE FAD s -EAN 7 3R 1945 70 2 8 38 v T X BREH.(P < 0.01),
$27~ ADHD LB 5K BELE & 4L FE I D RE /K V-39 22 T Rt FR K BRE o 2L 1) 22 S B R I 4 FE 2 B D (e = 9.15,
P < 0.001, Cohen’s d = 1.17), LV N in] fRfFER(t = 8.34, P < 0.001, d = 1.06)F1i4iE(t = 7.96, P < 0.001, d =
1.01), ZRINRKBNE(D > 0.80). BIELEZ RARRENPIE KRS NLERE, ADHD 15507522 5 T X%
FE4(t=5.87,P<0.001,d=0.75), J& T E KM

K= EE ELERIRKEZR: ADHD KEEHR R M EAET “BEROLET” (HENMAE
SRS, TAET “ Al RO ) R S IVAE AN GE R — BN ——X S E SR PAT D R AR 1 5K
JELFE RS

Table 2. Comparison of family assessment device (FAD) scores between the two groups (Mean = SD)
5 2. FAREIIRETEER(FAD)E 2 L (Mean + SD)

FAD 7y &3 JpifFlZH(n = 128) X BB 4H(n = 120) t{E P Cohen’s d

IF AR 2.58+0.64 1.96 +0.49 8.34 <0.001 1.06
Myl 2.71+0.59 2.12+0.52 7.96 <0.001 1.01
fita 2.69 +0.62 223+0.55 6.52 <0.001 0.80

17 18 2.78 +0.67 2.24+0.53 721 <0.001 0.88
BN 2.63 £ 0.61 2.20+0.54 5.87 <0.001 0.75
1T 9 2.87+0.58 2.41+0.50 6.93 <0.001 0.85
SIIRe 2.94+0.62 2.17+0.51 9.15 <0.001 1.17

T B Ron D RERE (5% B ORI 93 5 17 B0 -

3.3. MERXFHFHALR

o3 Sl LI AL SRR BESE B35 7 s R FAE P 2HL IR 1) 22 5 (52 3) S5 SR — BN, I 1 2H A REAE 175 Sl IR
KBRS B3R T AR (503G t=-9.88, P<0.001, d=-123; }3E: t=-10.23, P<0.001, d=
—1.33), MIEET ™G (R¥E: t=7.82, P<0.001, d=1.03; B}3fE: t=847, P<0.001, d=1.12). EL£LFE
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INRZE: t=734, P<0.001, d=096; BE: t=7.89, P<0.001, d=1.04) 0 EHEP(RE: t=6.12,
P<0.001, d=0.81; £3¥: t=6.35, P<0.001, d=0.84)="NHMedkiE 35 % T x5 .

RN B L BRI — A B RESE IS B R (2L 18] 22 S (d = 1.33) R T AR IR IR IR (d = 1.23),
BESGAE T ™ 7 102 5 (d = 1.12) K FA35E(d = 1.03), i dE4E T AR B AR i 3ol 22 S e/ o 3k — A8 3k
$err, BEEHEFRTT S ADHD BISCHRIRFERS = T 3058, JUHR AR BRI X — Ry E4ERE

Table 3. Comparison of EMBU factor scores between the two groups (Mean + SD)
5 3. WA THFHFH X (EMBU)EFE 5 LI (Mean + SD)

R g
EMBU A7 iy R4 5151 R S
L AR t{fE  Cohen’sd T BIAL HTREL tf8  Cohen’sd
(n = 128) (n=120) (n=128) (n=120)
THEGRPE  42.16+£927 53.84+891 —9.88"* —-1.23 4328 +9.61 56.124+9.08 —10.23"" —1.33
TESI™F  22.45+6.83 1627+5.12 7.82™ 1.03 23.89+7.04 16.85+5.36 8.47"" 1.12

IFSRIN 1429+£451  1037+3.68  7.34™ 0.96 15.02+4.89 1091 +3.95 7.89™* 1.04
WERE 18.75+£4.92 14.68+4.11 612" 0.81 19.86 £5.17  15.03+4.46 6.35™" 0.84

¥E: P <0.001.

3.4. XS DEHMSERS ADHD FERFEREER KRR

7E ADHD A f(n=128), L SNAP-IV i EEFGI85r £23) - phah¥y o KOS BB N iER e bR, 5
FEEINRE . SXREHFE )7 A% Y L HET Pearson A HT(F 4). 45 FBIR:

(1) KEETHREYESZ: SNAP-IV 53775 FAD S Uj6e 2 83 HEIEAH K (r = 0.62, P < 0.01), 518
Pe(r=0.58) Wi =0.55) MAf(r=051) HERM(r=0.53)F1T (= 049 2 EIEMAHS.
R FE 4 S R BE R IRE(r = 0.60)AHICIENS 5 T 2 3l - w2l 5 KBS ThEE( = 0.51), IRFKEDRE
AR EHER AR R AR ——X — RIS IERME — 8 FE AR FKE L 55 Bk
K EEAT 55 BRI SN B

(2) #7777 NYEE: SNAP-IV 2155 5 BEE RS BORBE(r = —0.55, P < 0.01) A SE S IR IR (r = —0.48, P
<0.0D)EFAMK, SREEEN ™G (r=0.58) REEHEA TSN =0.53). SCHEE ™G @r=0.51) e
BN =047) R IEFHIG. BERIGEGRIEABEEIE T ™7 5 SNAP-IV 23570 ARG R A HE 38 5 T 5058
FHRLR T, b — B SRR SE HE J7 2 AT e HAT S5 1) F 5

Table 4. Correlation matrix of SNAP-IV scores and psychosocial variables in children with ADHD (n = 128)
%% 4. ADHD JLE SNAP-IV 4 5 0IBH ST 2R E R HEEM N = 128)

Bl R ERFEY Z5) - MEhiy SNAP-IV &394y

FAD-. 18 0.60™ 0.51™ 0.62**
FAD- jii] @ i e 0.56™ 0.48" 0.58"
FAD-J4 i 0.54™ 0.45™ 0.55™
FAD-fi 0.50™ 0.42™ 0.51™
FAD-1# 2 s B 0.52"" 0.44™" 0.53™
FAD-17 Jy#2il 0.48" 0.41*" 0.49™
ARG R -0.46* -0.41* —0.48*
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BESEAR IR -0.53* —0.48* -0.55™
AR IE ™ T 0.48™ 0.45** 0.51*
RESRIE ST ™ 5 0.55™" 0.52" 0.58™
SRAEA TN 0.45™ 0.40™* 0.47"
R AN 0.52"" 0.46™ 0.53"
AL B AR 0.40™ 0.36™ 0.42"
BT BE AR 0.44* 0.40 0.46™

E: TP <0.01 (M),

3.5. ZL&MEYISNHT: ADHD ERTEEERENTNER

PL SNAP-IV 23850 NI AE &, F R P < 0.10 FIAS (R REZ 20E FEE) SAHT 78 A% L0
P22 B B (FAD JE D)Be SORIGBGRIE . RERIGBGRIE . SCRIETT™ T BRERIEST™ T SCRIEA TN
BEEEA SN SCREERY . BRI RIE NRIE AR, KHIZED T (stepwise entry and removal,
entry a = 0.05, removal a = 0.10)347 2 TR 3 #r . LS B R A B L EREE >045, Ji%E
FEIK R F(VIF) < 2.2, AAELE™HE 2 B,

5] U973 BT Fi 24 A B = /N7 I A5 B0 (35 5): FAD R IWRE(S=0.41, P <0.001). REE1E BGERE (8 =—0.28,
P =0.003) & RESEIE 4T IN(B=0.23, P = 0.008). ACE#FE 7 A& K F1EZ 5 [HE 85 51 BR(P > 0.10), &K
HENRL TR, AR B g BEVE(F (3, 124) = 38.76, P < 0.001), H#J5 R2=0.473, BI=/4F
BILFEMRE T ADHD SR ™ BFEEE BAR ) 47.3%. b FAD BIhAE TTlk i K (AR2=0.384), BEEHE
TR I FH BESEAR 48 30\ 43 A A1 DTk AR? = 0.052 AT AR? = 0.037.

Table 5. Multiple linear regression analysis (stepwise method) predicting ADHD symptom severity (SNAP-IV total mean
score)

5 5. WM ADHD fER = EF2E (SNAP-IV 21305 T M EVAN(E S %)
HEAAT EFFUEL R B bRAER(SE) bRtk 2% B t 18 P14 R R2 AR?

WA 1.682 0.245 - 6.86 <0.001 - -
FAD EIfg 0.428 0.074 0.41 5.78 <0.001 0.384 0.384
BESEAR IR R -0.021 0.007 -0.28 -3.00 0.003 0.436 0.052
BERIEA TN 0.034 0.013 0.23 271 0.008 0.473 0.037

W KRN SNAP-IV B3GR 0~3). FAD BIhEEE M E RR FK ETh Rl % .

kUG AIE [ A 45 R e, SR SRAEE N i (enter 720K A0SR BRIR . AQSEAE S ™ iy AR
—IHINFHFE, SR EREBEYRER G EEMEEP>0.10), HAEAEE R2=0481, 5&5ik4s
R, RABEEHFE 7 TEMRE ADHD AERAR S5 5 T 2 A M .

3.6. REMP NS : REThEEET BFRBRREINE ADHD fEIR

BT R B BT 0 Hr 45 5 - FAD SIDRE R TR fe st AR &, T RSB RGR IR /2 26 —ANHEA
FIFERAR R - A — PR I B BGR BR R K 2 Th g5 ADHD etk 2 18] 9+ /48 B - K FH PROCESS
FEHIBR 4, DL FAD MINAEN HAE(X), SNAP-IV S350 A AR (Y), REER BGRIE N H A2 & M),
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AL REZ 2B R AR A AR &L

S5 R EIR(E 1): FAD BIh et B BORIE 10 B RN i3 (a #4458 : B=-0.48, SE=0.09, t=—5.33,
P<0.001); BEEIEBCEIENT SNAP-IV &35 75 1) ELEE RN 2. 3 (b #%1%: B=-0.018, SE=0.007, t=-2.57,
P=0.011); FAD & IjHext SNAP-IV &35 70 B ERN (c'#4%2: B=0.38, SE=0.08, t=4.75, P<0.001)
FUER N (c #84%: B=0.46, SE=0.07, t=6.57, P<0.001)}5 3. [N (a x b)) At~ 0.0086,
Bootstrap 95% 15 [X [8]4[0.0012, 0.0198], AEE 0, RFHNRUBEE . AN A SRS EL A
22.6% (RIZKEE T REXT ADHD SRR IR, LT 5 2 — &8 B 1 R E 16 A B8 42 52 LY ) o

X R EEAIEIRE N KERARINREAN EEAEH T ADHD GEIR, ik 558 B (1175 8%
Mk 7 R g LB R R I . 05 2, OO SKRE RE AR T e (vl R AR p VA IERIAT g i) T REHD
Sy SR BESE T ) LEE (117 & SRR ADHD iR .

73
BRI R IR

(M)
/ \
/ \
a=-0.48***  h=-0.018*
/ \
/ \

FAD LI HE —-memmemmmemoeev > SNAP-IV 34143
(X) €'=0.38*** (Y)

(c=0.46%**)

¥E: "P <0.05 7P < 0.001. RECNIEIRAELEIG RS, B AEREE. MEN = 0.0086 [95% CI: 0.0012,
0.0198], i RREN 22.6%.

Figure 1. Mediation path diagram of maternal emotional warmth between family functioning and ADHD symptoms

1. SEEIBRURREEREETIALS ADHD R 2 MR A {E M 2 R
4. g

AT T E I — TR RFEA i B R BE T, RAF L T KIEIhae MR BE# 3% )75 ADHD JLEAEIR
FEEFEE 2 et EE R AG A =N B3 ETH : (1) ADHD JLE K REAE AT A hRE4EE F1 B 3%
ETXTHRFEE, Hrhn)SfEg. VEIEA S IIEER 4 A Z R iR (d > 1.0); (2) ADHD JL#E A R H A%
()1 B P AN BE i I AE T L R S R 47 8, BREE#HER 705 ADHD SEIR IS ESR I 5 T A5
(3) FKEEMIIRE. BEESIERIEREMEEEIE 4502 ADHD GER™ SRS I R 25, = F 3L R MR
47 3%IIAMMEZE R (4) BESEREEGRIE 2 A T KEETRE S ADHD JEIR 2 [ R (P A LEB 22.6%).
DL NS B tbE . IRPRFEAL I 7 15 S S I AN 4 P R TR IR N 18 o

4.1. BRES: REIIEE - BFH R - ADHD FERHBERIER

IR TR0 R TTRRAE T, (EH [E ADHD FEA PSR S T “ KEEDRE—BF7 7 \— ) LEAE
W HZ PR BEAET BB SRR EDIRE11], BORMOGEHTR T [13], EEAART TR %
BE g1 HTRESE AT TR A LR 4 S8 T — B 0 /2 204544 : FAD J2 DIfiES5 SNAP-
IV 2373 IR R 2 80(r = 0.62) i TAE AT 1 — 37 75 B 3~ SR B AH A (R KO BER AR 41 7 1= 0.58),
HAEZ B FA FAD S I)Re i ek AT FE(AR? = 0.384), T #3777 N FE= I K g Thae im0 BA B3
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RIS MRS J1(AR? =0.089). B HEIE, AT SR KEEDIAENS ADHD SRR IEMm 1, 22.6% it
RESH AR RGR (1) o A B AR SR

X RIS ADHD B0 B 2005 R 23 it 1 g e I JRAT3R I “KEEDRe - Bor i -
JLESEIR” 22 (Family Functioning - Parenting - Child Symptoms Cascade Model), A% OMREAE: K
& RGBSR A T —A “ R PR R, BB e ACBERT IR A BEUR . SN S AT
RS, B A RRCUH R BER )N LE I BAR IR AT T HE 1) ORI BERAT 9 X B
%5 ADHD JLEREREIA T HARE . R, FKEEDhRERMLT —A “miBifTid” , B
MFEY “EmPATE” « X —EREWRAEENTIER: DR a7 A7 8 A S XK
FERARD RN KRR . RUFE ). AR, WEIBCR TR “ BlE” MR il i DLAERS .

553X — B AR N (1) 0 K R Ge BRI TP ) “Ui I RLRL 7 (Spillover Effect) M ——I8MHK R\ K TR
ZAAFE MR R A FEE AT AR IN—DTRGE “BH” BA— DT RA[24]. SR BERAR DR (51
wn, RESNE I, MO TCIREL S VA ), X Fp OS2 AR e 2 “ Ui ” BB BB,
HI 55 BESES S AR IR (e /0, SN R ST AR 48 SRS I T Re 1. 10 ADHD JLEE | T FL[E A AT
VT AE, XTI AR ICABUR, TER “ FEE R —HIR BRI = - — P R E R
(R TG o

4.2. BFRMBYN: XUBESHEITHERE

AHIE T — R H B R I BER #5777 3505 ADHD SRR OGICR B —3m TA00% - LIk /e
2L 18] 22 e IR RO B (BESR T R IRLIE d = 1.33 vs. 305K d = 1.23) AR REU(BESE B IRIRIE r = —0.55 vs. SL5E
r=—0.48), MFLE Rt b TN (BER A R HE N iR 28 T AR I SR A AR 1X— “ BRI
27 FERE R T AR B R R KARAEAE, S IR #EH K E 7 I S 25

SR — AU (R AR T R G SO B RUR RO B B T . Ay TR, RS b AL
AL LR T RIZINREEMART, E “FHEA BN KGN Mt TAE R LU
SR AT FREAS T, 85.2% ) JL B A 75 BESR O 32 IR I (6 A RS 18] > 30 /), AQZRAXN 32.5%
REMAE R 7o B ATONE L RS H IR E S 4 K 7. ADHD L3 (1 R X
- ARMPHEE . PRECELAL. FFEMR - R R B RER ML Z A, HILRERI TR T A S LR H
WAT TS VR EE . B R . WBESAES, BERADUREEZ MR LS, 4T
PHAEFRE “IEH2” i, HouRnl. 2O K ER A I ZPIRAS[25]. ADHD JLE 54 KM
AT sl ERAHFERER NI 28 BT, KK 16 25 57 ShAGE T Rt — b B ARBER SR O IR PR A BE

IR, ABETCRIGETH 5 R - SRR TT AL EAEE L [ PSR - AN (a7 Sy “SORAE
B o BB IR B AL =R EA R RIR . 58—, IR fEXCRERET, KRHRETRT N
FEAERE P RIAZAG I [26], BIE R SCHRF G ABSE 7 O R — B, T2 A 3 X 0 A8 th i i T UL G . SRR
5 RERARE 2 1A i AR SR AT IE rh AR R IR 5 BESR S IR PR AOAR IS R 2L 1 = 0.63, SRR ™
J3 5 BER AT 7 ) 1 =0.59) F EUE [FIN AU BN BE RN, SeitDhcieiie, St AT RERIBERASE “ 48
7OV E. B, RN . SR RN REA ELRAATUAE SNAP-IV (TN R, 1o A& id 52
Wi BESR I BORT NI R T LE——Bil 0, SORIISR AT LR BRI LK T, AIERTHREE 11
JRIR IR AT (RIAL R > BE— LB I R 4) . 3=, WE LRGSR E. WA EMBU 045 25T
R HELAMEmE], % H OSSR EG “ T MR, Jsee 7 TR A RERIE . WA
PR I 5, TR SCRAXT B R R VE K ELEh (i ik A& S K3 nl BEAN IS B0k, AT 3
BUOR AN R GNEARAY
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N SEAG AR AT SOSRAE RO VE SO S, AR AR S S 70 B b Ah A8 7 IR S . B S, AR
Ho3 T BRI N AL SRS B (A RERAR &), 45 R B/RSCETE RIRBEXT SNAP-IV S35 7 B B2 1Tl
BUNI(B = —0.31, P < 0.001), SCSRIELT ™[5 0N FIFE .35 (B = 0.35, P < 0.001)—— Ui B SR #FR 77 U
CRIRURL” AT B LR, A5 T ARG RGR I 5 BRI IR A HAEH, iR B S HIAN B #
(P=0.27), FERIERFEARPARKINAEE TR IT AN RS I 15 XL Rl SORIEE
PEESARILAE “ RN REMmAE TR R ), HARNENTREREIFEAE, EEH R R
SORARBEHENTNATTRE, 2 R ERILTR R T HERAT N B — e, ARSOR A i Dhse sk .

MR S OB B M FEG, SRS IR FOARX I J5 &4 TR R AR S 5 BRI S 84t T Tk
AR, F—#o R R R IA BER T NG5k H B 2R T R gt . AR 7N R A 8 NP4 |
H1-¥- 1 (ecological momentary assessment) & 305% - JLE Ha)SEE G, LATEASH I HR SR HETRAT NI
MRF TR -

4.3. G : NGt BT IRRAENX

R TR R BIERIGIR A, 58, FAD SI)Re. BEENEEIRIE A BERIE L TN =4
IR T 47.3%01) ADHD AEIRAZ S, X — FL e O BAR 2 B R (B i T 7 rh Ak TRk oF . X
WkFH, £ ADHD IR T T, REVHE R IEDIRER BEREERAE AR 4 AL 1D, 1M
JSEAE N I R VPAS B A% D RS 7 o BAKTI S, WAEVIZ VIR PN (1) FAD EIhRERR12 1Mok
H, 5 285Em); (2) EMBU 1 EGIIRATELE A 5(20 15 N2 H, 8 0 Bhoe ). IREEPPE SR T 9
FEMESAAN T TR e 2 BEE R AL ALK -

o, AW TC I RN Al v (bR AL [ VA R B0 AT A N BAR BT U H b5 . FAD 2 DIREREHEAN 1 20 (2h
RESEZE), SNAP-IV S35 7 UGN 0.43 73 BRI RIRBE AR 10 2, AR BUTHE I 0.21 73 BERIH
YT INEERIN 5 73, ADIRTUPIE N 0.17 4. % HEE] SNAP-IV HCRUE T LA 1.2 fENIRRRI ), X R
PN AL ORI GRS ) LA NI RS . BRIk, B0k B Dh RE M BESE B 07 U T IR A “ B 1k
BT K —— AU 12 ADHD JLZE KRR, thn] B FH TS I RV 570 i B s PR ADHD ()
L

FRG A ia s BB AR T W HR A TSR T . TR EEDhREXS ADHD SR KRR H1 £
22.6% &l RER B R IR T K, XA LAl g BN DI RE(IN R ZEIR YT . S BEH B I ZR) T REA
AEVAFE 7 ADHD SER—IE 75 B BTN BER B R IA B SR T 1. ez, iR RBEAT RER I RGSL
RN AN 25068 SR B AR IS VR IR R (I R PR BPFIE 7)), FEIBCR W R “ K2 SR 7 MM
590 B, BAEKTHORISRNZ “XUETE R« — 7 il S a7 0 MU AR o . VA AT i 4
EUEThRE: 53— 05 A S RHT N E BRI BRI RER (0 R B IR PR AR B 84T . Bk, T 50K
HOAT NI HLRRL” AL I AR IR 28, IR T TUNEE S« B RHARAL” (i . BIAE AR AR B AE vl
VAR RS SRR B, SRS 5 FE IR TR S 05 175 TR UL R P 489 i A7) T e JeE e 8 5 e S A Rl Ml A B
SRITHE R E &% ADHD JU#E . EREHEINIH T, NA GRS CR S, ARk T
R RIRT R

RS, AHTFLE R 2R T KRBT IRA S 7R . M4 AIEAR M w5 77 2590 v] 6 R0 ADHD A%
REIR[4], (EZ5WARE ELIAE RS2 308 10 5B Th BE B AR [ AL R 7 250 YT 2 Al IR & S B 2R £
T, ATREAE “ W) - AT IR - ZAWRSeE LR BE R IR ], A s TR T
505 St TS I O S BE PR SO RO ZI I RCR I KA R Bt 1 SRR ARSI IRBUA TR REA LG
EESE i) oat vl
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4.4. 5ERZEMFLINIE: DEMSEREREFRFPONE

A AR OIS RINTFEE ADHD [ AV SR R AT R S 1l , DU AN “JaR vs
JaR” WIEMR 4> ADHD fUisttE 170k 70%~88% [17, IX— IR {811 A8 A5 20N 3 iR i N IR B IR R S
R, BRI, BRI RN AE G R ST AN —— s AL AN R RIS & . SERR L,
A DR 2H DGR 70 R IR DL AR S N BB 2 22% IRstAL (B “Baikisife 717 [AIfR), MiPAEE R &R (EFE
FEEThRE)P] BRIl IS 5 RMERBMIAZ HAEH, #H5 ADHD AHGERF (% Eikiicfk DATL. 252
[l 5% & DRD4) I ZRIEKF[27].

AHFFE RIS R R BE DD e A il 2035 7 20, T Bl 22 /b = 2k AR W) 2l % 2 ADHD EAR: 28—,
JSLYECR T o 8 SR B P SN AL REAE 48 W] RS ) LEE T B - AR - 'F RAR(HPA)S, 5808 REET
L. 1 HPA 32K 1 COHIE S ADHD 9 BB E A 228 1) 558 IROBAH DR [27]. 28 =, AT ThREH
LI BIAIT - SURIAIR G/ ADHD A% o2 BESERE, 101230 8 o) - S PA 15 S  ven FE Aa. sh e
AR NI U8R B, B o7 39 R0 BT 5 T 5 SR A0 B J2 W S B AN 22 IR e e A 5 10 e i
[28]. BE=, RMEEAEM . REEEBURIEIE A —M “BRIASERTE” . 76t DNA AL B2
559 fubn] B A S FE R (40 BDNF. NR3C)ZRIEK o H A3 BT o BESE AR BRI R Af R L 491 (22.6%) 1E
B b5 R 25— B

DALt , BEOREAA (0993 DRl P AR AN A A% vs BRBE” , TIRGE 0] “ SR AR SR R Lk 22 BAER” o
AHE T R I SCHEBE I - R4S H(G x )R ERIR T a84% 5 SRk (U 22 T % R G 1 vy IR A4 ) T e
ADHD JLEXA R G EEIREER] “ RPN MUK 2, WRIECRIFRE A n] Refe— e iR b “22
w7 OBE R SR, T A AARKRSE DNA FEAS, TR EERR G < E ik, X2HEMIT TR,

45. FEERBESARKAE

JEAR AR . THIGEMEIE 7 A a0, (BAAE LT R RME, X5
WAARKWTEAE T 7M.

o, BT S RRTT A A . A SOOI, JCIER E KT e . #0377 iU ADHD i
ARZ AT (B e JE U o BAR TR TR 1 “ FEE D RE— BRI IR B —ADHD JER 7 15, (HAE
Guit b, X—HiMY “ADHD fER—BEE G BORIE > REDN AR ” S AR R 7 ) B AR P00 A B AR ] B
BT BETE T MY, TR A S N E B TE, BRARIE LT N 55 R AT B CREIR (B B B A
W ST ) 2 BE NI

5, 5 RIE BN ILE TR R ARHE U O B AL 2R B AR IR PP AL S A BE B R
X 0] B8 S BIE R 57547 55 (Common Method Variance)——B[14% & 2 [0] ) S B vl BE 30 VR T &= 7 VAR 3t
[ it 22 (ANt 2 SR s SAPEAS 26 — B 0, MIHEISERISE MG R o ARRIT T M) T IRixX — T %
SO EA, dmAEBOEER B ARG F G S BUTIEE R SNAP-IV 1FE B3R Tt LE £
T AT NRIEGE, SCRHRE K “BRE X , AT aEREREIT A S EEERE
FIRER . IR, AT T AMEEE, W 561 B E 5 (R R IR S . SR TS 1Rl A5 T %
BowtY, A RAIRIRSLIE & P BRI HERAT (G R IL . T8 1EMTEE . TR 3R 48), LASRMR I
H R 105 B M BERAT N Fe R . TR LEE B 3RAR & O TR UK 1) k8 ) L 38 B AT AR b 785 B,
JCHAE R T AR RIS FUB SN A RN AE 4 . 25 BIE. 2 7 ERPEAS T A G s il 3L [F) 5 648
5, LRt~ ADHD SEREAFIG SR RINZE R, N MEHT IR E 5 E .

=, Kt ADHD JEARANE . ADHD BAT = Z ISR REMENE L /), XRERIZHY) ADHD i
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T RERIN S L TR AT (A ZUR AL 528 INXE) AL ) ADHD MG GEIE 8 % 1%i8) . AnT 5T
HACEE ADHD SR AT R IR AR R 3R T4, T RERIl 1 SR DR/ 257 75 SIS 0N o ARR AT FE
XS ACREEAT ADHD R, I EGETH M P ARy A AL

F, FEARARVESHMENE. ABETTH) ADHD FEAKRIR T — B E W I =2 P 25 ERBe 1112, 3R
FEA I W BAT B I ™ B AN S R IR DL, R Ak S 22 Bt A 7 A ] R fi [ T3 i o BB
JZ o BRI, WFFEEE R AR A HLX | ARAE S22 B S e S it XREAS CRAEEE ) ADHD JLE) I SMEPEATR .

%, KorHr ADHD WA 575t . ADHD SEERSE TR, 230 - haly R AR &8 =H
WA ANFINER AT DhRE SRR IO SR S B Bl B A T REAFAE A R 2 7 . AT T AR A
IR CCHAR L BT RS ER LLGIRAR), REAT T RKWF T AL RFEA I K FE )
REFIH 77 N5 AN R ADHD MEAY ) 22 540 5C K

N, WAEIISCALBRE M . AHIETU R A DR AE T R 3l i ST 57 R RIS I, SXRE DI RE X S AL 2
JE (i AL T 3 AT I B RS RE B AEAN R SCAC B &N ARAEANT o 4, R SR AR X
AT A ERIACT AT REA /& “TIREA R MIARE, WA RER SALIE V)77 5 SEER[17]. Ik, ABT5
fity &t SR MLV IR A Al S

5. &g

AW T —WORE T, RGBS T RKEDREM SRR T 355 ADHD JLEER™ HAR L 1
ZUERIK, LU EELAR.

(1) ADHD ) L3E X BEAE il REA ok« VAT S AT 9% ] b S D RESS T A PG 48 15 _E 35 10 28 22 T BRI R
JE, L e AR AN T8 2 AR RO R GRS d > 1.0), $ROR TN AR e BRER T 3R T S RE 1A il R Ve g
3R 3 7 AT 2

(2) ADHD JLE A BER L SEAR A IR MR A B v A A 50 7™ 7« B 28 N SRR T . BERHR
7705 ADHD JERFISRBRIRE /T 5055, BRI BURE M BERIE A A2 ADHD AEIR ™ HAR A Jh T
TP ZR o (HIX— “RERAUIA RN " AR B SORA HE——SCRHTAT NI RN £ g7y
Pt 3R 25, SORASRARBEN N TTFE T E B 7 WO BGRT R s SR 2. Rl R T H0h, SR
12 5 RS R B2 B AL .

(3) FKEEEIIRE. BERNGEGRPR A BERAE A A =R B I AR T ADHD SER™ EREE 47.3%H)
MEZER, RO 2K FRAE ADHD SRS o B A h BRI RN &

(4) BERIERAREE N 7 R EDIRe S ADHD SRR Z A 50 R (P A B 22.6%), $7s ZXRE B4 14k Ty
REANL ELIEAE T ADHD IR, i e 58 3 R 53 ) 175 IR W 28 77 ) 4o ) L3 R iR B o

(5) e LRI, AWt “FKEEDIRE - ORI - LEADIR” EHER, 50K K E RGPS
AEABESR A IS O B UIIZIN ADHD HIZR & T HHESE, JF e 251in 7 20 B & g R
FETTLL A i [F) R

AR FERCR M A BT 245 BEPPAE(RIBELONTE . WK T HEw5. JLEBERE). K
B} ADHD REIR P S i AL BT, DAt — AR S AT TP B 2R, R IR R LA SRS
MR RGER L RDIRE . R L) Z 75 AL -

B
AT 3R AF VG e FE R B2 B AC PR R S HUE(HLUHE 5. 2023-078), TS5 JLEREERITANZEET
P A A
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