F ORI I F
AR P R B R or 23 g B & &7 (Attention
deficit hyperactivity disorder > 7 & §§ i & ¥ ) - &
EEARA RS EERE DR Fla IR RS
g ¥ & 3 K& K 4 (American Psychiatric Association,
1994) - 2 4% £ W DSM-IV ( Diagnosis Statistic Manual-1V )
purE R Ed 02 FFF S 3%1 5% MR RFHR
WAL e FF oL 1993 & hAT f o B BB T LG R
P RR)E L R TSFE 9.9%(Wang, Chong, Chou, &
Yang, 1993) ; & it (2001) #H 2R ¥ 5 L % 3§
% £ 4340 =5 4 o450 H EF X L B5%-e F OBLs W ¥ B
PR A kR s AR ER 23 B FFE 1.3%~13.6% -
AR E 7% (Tao, 1992) ) 7 L i f 22 F 7 X4 B
BERAS T ER D MR AL o
T MER D eI RN AT L B TF R K
flge~ EFF ~BFH 0 57 2FE BB E i
LS g2 T o EEN R EY R (P
& T 3%, 1996) > * Thomas ¥ Chess(1977)z B 2 @
v P BEEF h ) 3 B ERSR G4 T A k4

2. 4 B g (Klasen, 2000) -



i d 2 F R 1] (sensation seeking) © & # &
FoprE ek 2 FIRER 4 R R 2 LR 4 A (short
attention span) - & j* ﬁ Th L RA Y R e

P g © i® (Goldstein & Barkley, 2004) > 7 E 4% 45 7

B0t fp B H T M F 3 F A S 44 4 (Chi & Hinshaw,

2002) ; R F ¥ U EEF B e o H 3 ouated v &4
AR o2 f e @S N E B 2 (Bickett, Milich, &
Brown, 1996) > ¢t f& L = # & f 5 v F 03 B A o 2

EEFEF 28R PF 3 I0FR 47 & W4

fLE 2 W # 22 3 (Oppositional defiant disorder) < # » {
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Cronin, 2004) - Baker #= 3 205 = & &+« % E & ¥ @2 3%
1,

RAPEHF R R - L EFEEBEBEERZF TR B

g > - 2§ e B (Bakeretal., 2003) &= & 9AF +
AEE R FIF S B H R > ARt E ZEE R DR R

¢ o

P Bushing & v 37 > K * HE & I ELE T LF o



H 3z 3 % k2 B 8+ & (Bussing, Zima, Gary, & Garvan,
2003) » TRA L REIBPGF G QA LB 22 F
4 (medical model ) & FA &% > 2 REBH 2T 5L LB Do

Y UFE A et e L Eaok T 3N o

BRI A R YRR e § R
R EE IR M IEE L EFIZE D) v ¥ FE K (Sale,

Roding, & Friedrich-Loffler, 1999) » %]yt 2% % B % 3% 3 »
IBEFTHELERAG EE DD R B P D

0
MG 3R &2 3P K3 IRE & (less compliance) (Barkley,
Karlsson, & Pollard, 1985; Cunningham & Barkley,
1979) » £ A T k& B A g TR A G o

O AL N - L I

>\\+

i
ik > e p & (Mash & Johnston, 1983) ~ 7 & 4 -~ #

=N
fra

Bopedl o oy T L FF 2 75 BT (facilitating) en
R A R E FFFZE L EF R F w3 B MG
(Edwards, Barkley, Laneri, Fletcher, & Metevia, 2001) -
eIl s FEERHCAL T R
B Fow 12 A4 < fF Winnicott (1988) z w2 o F AL €
w3 RN A E S 2R S BE s P F S F K

A Rk I = L IR - R A EE

T,

4
\m\g,
e

Z 73} & 43 4F en# 3 (good enough mother) » & 7

B ehA R Z g EM S 3 # (Winnicott, 1988) ;5 13 45



Maslow 7 4 2 25 = 12 25 (Ryckman, 1985) » <«
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ek 20§ > El AL 2 X E A S E AT R o
b ¥ b BRI RAZRMEIEFREDE S Z L
¥ 3 NI K 4 M e (Melnick & Hinshaw, 2000; Peris &

Hinshaw, 2003) » 3% & FIP M hp 4 ~ & 5 » 32 = £ %

pPARFRME G o mZi b AL PR —F 4T F o 5 A
k 18 < F F B 2 chwm © (Rutter, 1995) -

Zichp e F R AL -FHORS 5T HZLG
EEEFR T EEY B2 A ji%f‘fzig\"jgaf’ﬂﬂﬂ:a%gii
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oo

B 1T Burke % i B 177 =& & O B M ¥ 2 F g o
EA MR FREEHA R LR R RSN ST F R TG
RbFERERELT AN D RREFER T €FF
& ¥ & (Burke, Loeber, Lahey, & Rathouz, 2005) » Jester %

AERTATHELY L FR T F IR EAS Ee 0 L
T E R RRE R ERREY LR Feh2d R
- g R ARFE AT TR LA FE (low

emotional support) Z %3 & 0 FREH Tk 2



¥ w» (Jester et al., 2005) > ¥ B R F 3 & FlE o B £
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SRR

P I EREHRIE HOEE

oA F 3 # % % (transactional system) k oo B 3 H_
I3 M B e (Vitacco & Rogers, 2001; Woodward, Taylor, &
Dowdney, 1998) > #Z & 7 W £ & ¢ 2 B B * #3323
e HF o ¥ o g R IZ A o T R BN (Woodward et al.,
1998) > ¥ i3 (shape) < * 3% 3 B 3 g L0 & &
BhF R E LB EZE AR HEERY R D
& it & (Hoza et al., 2000) -

Y REALAALFEZLOBEALIE A3 A DFRN
2RI LI RAHFYE 4 mzd L B ? Walker §
wmopt @A+ 3 e R 4 R4 2%, (diathesis-stress

E 3 I IR B L

FEE 52§ o

P LA FER GNP B A FS I T L RED
(Danforth,1991; Mash, 1982) > = ¥ 4 P B g+ » 3 4 3
fs > i» & %_#% (Walker, Downey, & Bergman, 1989) - i
Biederman »+ 1992 # » 1 45 3% ¢ % £ ¥ 140 = & 22 >
#F R 140 = d 2 eh 822 - E MY F R EHAM R

Faphm  FyP@r & ERE - 2 @5 22 Fot



B0 F B MASE =2 BE v R g K (Biederman et
al., 1992) -

foe 3B RS RN R R FE o0 2 2 R Ak gk
o - FAY G ARHA BR - F EEFEY - RA LG
#£o00 TR R - A BIFF e 2 AL ¢ it (socialization)
BAEFE WEIBHPPRA P ERE S ERE e RF I
# %2 % (Eddy, Toro Trallero, Salamero Baro, Castro
Fornieles, & Cruz Hernandez, 1999) » = Breen(1988)p] #%
NApF LfRc LEEH DA B A RE ARG R

2l A B MR % wP RELRA AL PR EEH QD

AR R Az A RS RFA I PR S b2 F G
B & 2R o
E A EkEdF ORI HLEERR

Barnow % X ehp 7 P > W H 2R A frhg @opEE )
%o e@ Ay Y Iz Erd E AR A i % ¢ (Barnow, Lucht,
Hamm, John, & Freyberger, 2004) > & 2 v pkr 1 i8¢ >
s FEEFREPNEFEH IR FHFRHEH L FG T
B LT o F]Y R ARAIZE I iﬁﬁj‘%#ﬁtﬁ Bx

‘?’
g r7 ¥ (Nucci, 1997)
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2004) -
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B m g Rt @d2 s WEP DL e RFI
o A BER TR e AT I EF PRSP A
Ay CF TR IR ¢ FEFIRAEEL D A D
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g (training ) ERE R T RIZE A8 £+ { 2% (Chao,
1994) » & B ¢ A BB 2 F Of o ow R F IR R
(Cunningham & Barkley, 1979)# % J - < ¢ # & #
2. BFc £ B (Johnston, 1996) ¢k 42 » &
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Klein & 1987 & tidp £ ¢ 3% 3 » % § - Ao+ 3
B0 FIERIZE e 2T Ren B E RS T NI
BRI B E IR PR F R TRE L FFRIZE S
£ % % (Klein, Wieder, & Greenspan, 1987) & i & 3 5+ 3
o R T LT B ELNE S PHEILSH PN E S

& A& F]l (nature) & “ &+ 3% % (nurture) 3 4p 3% % (Rettew
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SR B R e F o0 # % E

pal
&
=\
Pty
S

(Kochanska, Aksan, & Carlson, 2005) -
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disorder )
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Dog & € @& = fefk + &
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ESNaN = £ I 2 A
Exi d b d B 4 »H & 26 AR
BoHHEA R EREA R A BB R RS A

BB oo
AL #HM Mini kKidR% 23 7 & ¢ %<2 p (Mini
kid, Mini International Neuropsychiatric Interview for
Children and Adolescent) # %7 & 52 > ¢ ¢ 3% & P & i&
R F B A FEE 1994 & B imanff & A Jp o ¥ s £ 4
% v % (DSM-IV)zZ & % 737 2 > F 7 % &~ & jf# % AoB

R R R R A pﬁﬁ.ﬁ MR MR A TR 1 B

BE e
# ~ % pR % (Comorbidity)

v

“{fj’ﬁi@fﬁgag/}\l&?i?]"ﬁ’ﬁ EHHB LU T T
B & 7

ERRE - a0 ERZTEHEH S R
(oppositional defiant disorder)# = & A # I % J (conduct
disorder) =t % i % (Kuhne, Schachar, Tannock - 1997) -
APy EM Mini kid RE 21 F & L p kP 2
oA m o ML E L AR R ER2 R E  EW R
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BoRSRE T ERRE A ERTEHE B L

- R * BT F

13



RS

CE AR 2 T R I e

A
R ] VR SN A

A
e
S
4o
A
e
oy

Bed ER A A 2 mar ki~ 80R 2 wImHy E AFE
LR REE T EER U R AR
doe e g gk Rl E e

FLBLR A IR R %s\sifbﬁ%kfifi ¥ % (parenting
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(symptom check 1ist-90,SCL-90)s 4 ;. » H & § £ & 42

¢ & & M v g (somatization) ~ % i g
(obsessive-compulsive) ~ 4 ¥ 5z g (interpersonal
sensitivity) ~ & # (depression) ~ & g (anxiety ) ~ # &
(hostility) ~ & {# & & (phobic anxiety) ~ #% # j (paranoid
ideation) ~ #f #¢ 5 (psychoticism) ~ # # B 3% ~ gz R f& £ 4p
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