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Effects of Relational Self and Negative Ideation of Teachers on Coping
Type for School-aged Attention Deficit Hyperactivity Disorder

Lee, Seohyun® - Park, Wanju®

'Bugok National Hospital, Changnyeong
2College of Nursing - Research Institute of Nursing Science, Kyungpook National University, Daegu, Korea

Purpose: The purpose of this study was to identify predictors influencing relational self and negative thinking on cop-
ing among teachers working with students with attention deficit hyperactivity disorder (ADHD). Methods: A cross
sectional study design was conducted with 212 teachers in six elementary schools located in D and C cities. Data
were analyzed using t test, one way ANOVA, Pearson's correlation coefficients, and stepwise regression analysis
with SPSS 18.0. Results: The significant predictive factor for the active coping type was perceived support in relational
self. Empathy care was as a significant factor for the passive coping type. Relationship avoidance and agency were
significant predictive factors for negative coping with ADHD students. Active and passive coping had significant neg-
ative correlations with social worry. Significant factors for positive coping were attendance at ADHD workshops and
number of years of teaching. Conclusion: Results suggest that it is important to focus on teachers having a positive
aspect in the classroom, using new strategies, and understanding their own inner factors of perceived support and
empathy care in order to provide positive coping and enhance relationships with ADHD students. To further enhance
positive coping and perceived support and to reduce social worry, teachers should use community resources, espe-
cially psychiatric health nurses.
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81 $7k5He 2412 o3 glo] MAe R EC) St o
% 72|30 9Ick. 2007958 2011W7kA o] H 5z AZR
A7 o] 2ol AYS thALo.2 ADHDe| T 4]
S ATH1] X202 2007 | 4] 2011 Abo] 517F 18.4%
2715195, AW ZTHEE 44% 2 ekt A%E 24
£ 20119E 7|E02 7~134]9) WEe] Al
86.2% 2 LFer} 8197] o) whgo] Mg e A 0® By
3 Qith
ADHD ShLe 91315t 4:¢] 2132 aaha, e 2o
glo] ZRHE QAFR, Ee) SHAE Afolo] A Molx i 2he
CFEI ALt 212 TALS O AHH, HAH 4L
WAAA 2ETA) F0 22 A90] 8|3 glek. E7F A}
o 2|12 w22 AL HALE FAISHE 5 mALeA =5
LAEES R B WAL R AShE Aol
oA 50) BRIl FAE AP FTH2]. 53] 25
st mabEAIel F- 5o mets 9e) BeeEo) wat
W QYA =S YA SFEYA|]7] thize] ADHD sh
o] AT FE A PEL Kol A9 WA 2429 1}
AollA ofel &2 A3 gtk
SpASo] Tf¥-E) A7k Shaol A BT glo] Helmat
of ofato] §& Fa5A 2§ 3Hs 255}ael 4, ADHD 3}
Aol Tiet mALS] T w83} = ADHD sH] o &
o 5] A9k A8 58, ) SHIAFH S 27
2 g2 vATHE]. Tt WAk wht e et e
2 ¥4 2A} 9 2E3hch 159k ADHD she] o
3 ARl TieE Ao 4 ThR ol A 84 ADHDe
ot QAT A 4], AEA[5], A E]6] S Wt
ol glon] I Aole] TEAQ Al el B4 37
AT mlulat Agolet. wekA] B Al mAkY] A a
% spAhe) A2 B4 0] aigtol 4 27] ThE m4-g 1ol
ot
H

o [ A = R

w7 S40) P A7]9h 2= 20] et QA 54
01 3797 AR Aol Sfeks 44 $dslh ADHD
sl chak chAapAl o] ojwh SJekg vl AR ehopawat
3.

A7) (self) = F2 W E AL e 7] ek 2 2l in-
terpersonal) 2 0|2t & = QITH7]. A7) g2 AHEA, B2
g 28] 4 Sol A A7 e ] A A, AR H A
224 24 S MUS S =t wstet ghe s Tttt ¢
Zro] oheket 2 el S 7HQl E49 BAA A7) = A
A}8)QIA] o] Z(interpersonal social-cognitive theory)ojJ Al &
B3] FETE 9 RleIt8I]. &, BAH A= AL, A

[*]
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o, 24 Fel, o] & Soz <) Wslshs 224, 4
), 2] Al - et dof 4 xHA10) g X918 %
o} ofu] 9= Efelate] Aol A Thepat Wefel 7, B
7] 9 W S s B 27] ] & Swolrs-10]
A4S £ ofm U ) A2 A7][8]9k Aol thake) BA A
A71[10], T 2 ] BAH 2711119 AP AT A
Qe A 20l 4 TheFet BAH 718 WAl 7| 2 AL
w2} 7}7] e B4 BT 5 BAH A7) W g
T T4 Bo] ohe} thaket wietel 4 7] the A =
38 A\ dek. 2, AL 5L Ehelzte] B SEol A AL
7Veha 78 9 35 Al o] wAlo] thopelA getarka B
£ Ro|eH7,9L. AlolA wieke] Wtz <1g BAH 17]o)
opi} WSk iAo} B FARAEA Aoz o] Fashu
2:0]t}9,10,12]. wetA, A A A17]0] 7|4kt ADHD 543
of et 25 AL] W23} B ADHD SHy it of e
R LR R L P A I A
A4 A7) Qv 57 ADHD SHA32 3] T ojof s
gsHRoIA AlE QA B4 E ol Aok gk,

A Peshs w7 AW 5 9om A%, 71, g
A, YT 5 YARTO] AEFA Ao BT 5 e B
B4 AR B2 77 9] A et ool SAE Aol of
8ho] 2451 T o] 4 EARHTHI3]. ADHD $4+8 Hole
e Wz o] A4 wh S29181K) 9] Y], SEetE
o] FAME 88 7 ol Lk Bl Hope] x| 4o] A E X e
AS Rerele A8k Ha ), 1 A% B71E oy
7 Shetkol wet okt R4 A g S Bk 44T R
A A AR E Bk Thers| 1, A A S 3
=S Eolr} Zoko] A3o] 2612 51 shol £
ol Egol B7]% TrH14]. AT AU B A Afas
N4 Ao B Ateeg Belglo] AT 2
B B o) ZEoh H9E ZAA PALA A AR
u)TH15]. ol2fat R A PP S-golit Betg 2aatn,
HlpEo), gheizo), Bt et g BE, Te)n 2
A 2L 915 A A REolehs A H E4E 74T 9lrk
[16]. Wb ADHD 3H439] ole] 412 Q1 aape] 247
9 A Aok Aba FALS] 2713 e X Alo] 7R AR m)E
Ao ArE.

QAL - 94 AEHAE A7) 95 AEAE B
75ha S B83H= 7H919) 1A, A weolth17].
Lazarus®} Folkman'= 4124 48] 234 H7}o Jgt 7|
7k AEH| 20} o] 314 Bl <k 274 0] BA o] i A



B7he TRt Aol A tiA A2k AEish=t] $lof
27 8.910] B Ao|ch. AEd| AT} AAle) 7| Al 478
Asheke A2k B o2 Bohe v 2 el Aol A
2tk 2, AEEA AL BA ST A0 BB, E
£ 91g02 sk whek 27 T R AL )
A HeFE A REH17).

olo] & A= TR oA AL ADHD gHg o thgt of
Arhalo] G v|A| = 8RlS ERIsk] I8, wAte] A
%7, Al ADHD shyte] 2|l 5e] ufet 7} ek
= Stk BAA 21719] i 1A AFR]/IA] o] 29 7]E70d
917} A1 Z+El Y22 H7Hprimary appraisal)l ADHD 8}3§
of thet AE A AHA O] S 70 AT oA of thEt o] 3k
2] H7Hsecondary appraisal) 2 $J& & AEHY AR 2] 2}E o]
R 247 At oA gE7re) B oA B0l nlA s
F2912 o] fa) AT A
A RH[17] S55o] S-45150 F40.2 ADHD
2 SA Ol FFS vIXA H= 2 dHAFF o Bl
89S Elste, A AL ofl A AT SR Au] 2

5 Shslst7] S8 M AFE st sy
Whe BAEATLEAA nARE 93 252 S 5
%A 2AR AR 4 9 | 2ARE A FTTA B,
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B e Bale 25mate] B A7), B4 s
ADHD 3h4jo] oigh thxgAle] J=et BAE obry
ADHD 8P| Tt o 441 ol 3= el 3 2.0l 78317]
SJat Aoz TAHA 2L thewt et

* thRte] BAA A7), 544 Byl ADHD shile]

oAl B =S Slersitt.

* thAe] Uuka] 4] Tk ADHD shale] et oA
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+ thakRre] A A7), S84 T steh ADHD sHel

ohat A RAIZR) AL S Shersitt,

 thAbe] ADHD shaje] chgh ch Aol G w3

2912 Sl
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2. A7y

2 A9 tfdA= D, CAl 274 9] 67 YRt 253Had
A FQ wA 2127 S I FAR ST A A7)
© 619 ol mA oA 25 THL WL WAL A, B
ADHD ©}g %= ADHD 7% & obs-& g4 obs 2t 37 53
kol A T3 gl Aol getel MgstATh AE A2
FTEHA F=F N =0 571 258w E v|E| HoA
o shon, A7A7H A WEstel ST A7 el
gt 5ol S st 2 Aol Fojstrlz gHerlof =
S otarol A E did At Al ThA & A2 HA o EA s
w5t FHojol ol A= B)EA shirh. ADHD syt
U= A Aol A AYGAF T & At 2
23 AR = G*Power3.1.9 TEIHo| {24 05,
medium effect size .15, E=Z M4 207, A Y 9022 A=
AT H e 2 = 1919 02 ALE QI BEHE 20% S
nejete] $ 23058 @A &) smo] 47 wEste] 9
48 94%91 21858 ShAo] F Bl4s}o] AurEsto] 4
ggton, 2% 2AES w9 BT SEHS 2l
AEA 655 A0t 21250 A7k HERA] E3k
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3. 47T

1) #A A 7]

TA A 217]9] ttH 2 AL Bang, Yoon, Kim, Jo, Jo2}
Kimo] 7§dkst 344 & 2}7] 2] = (Relational Self Scale, RSS)
2 Arape) ALgelS oW sjeure & 2gatect
[10]. A 3] %, BFRI)4, Fr4, =72 TA|, F2-ulE, A
Ag7], JAEL 77 sHel 9 gz F 3T R FAE
of itk TAA A7) Bl ] A Holl A A4S F7tst
E AL 2 AAlo] =71, A4 9] A} x| 917 FAIA &
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st BARE[10]0]H, HA 3= FA22 sEwo]
U A3S =7 sk BAI 2 B A& H5s7] 918 21
Sh= TA o™, BRI A AT E 9 Alstar At A of wh
2k o] i HHAL 0 2 AAIS AAE AR & Ao, T2
4o BxE D] 8l A71FAE sHAY AU E AHl
StaLzt s A gFoln], =74 B = A &S el HE Y
A A FH o JHE Fe Beol 2WS £ Ao, F
- = Bl tig A A A v, ehele] A 1ol A
WE BAE Fohs BA o, AR = ZWOH s
T 3R APAE B AL AL A 3285 S8l o
gt AAE A st TA oY, TAYEL EP?JOﬂﬂl B
T3 BAE Sl AR RS 5 she WA 2715 9|
gttt ZF 232 A3 opyth 1ol A o 28t} 6337H2] 9
Likert 63 = o|w, 47t w25 HAA 2719 2+ 99
o thgt Aol w2 A& oulgich WA A A7 A= =7
7N Al ZF 3k aQlof 23k 73he] 235kl a9 T 1
Ao A 5 ol itE Hof 7} 5k 2%1S 45170 FEt
2302 HE 9], Cronbach's o= A 3] 7] 86, BRI
2] 86, LA .79, =& A .83, &l E .77, A X|¥7] 77,
A Q& 78, o]t & AtellA] Cronbach's a = 4|3 1]
82, EFQ10)A] 79, =% A 80, =LA A 79, ZhelE 79, %]
AWr7] .78, TA o]E 780]91 11 AA| A== Cronbach's o=
.780]3ic}.
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2) 29 s
247 PYS SHETE Wells7} e 2543 35
(Anxious Thought Inventory, AnTI)[18]2 1-3-& QI AF35] %]
2% (social worry), A7 217 (health worry)Z}+2-3-% A4 <1
Hel 217 (meta worry) 2.2 A o] Q). Wellst= 42
W3S 2B AR QR AY, g8, 8¢ 55 FHH= 9
EEELEEPREEEE U EEPERL R RS
= Ao, 17 AR AEY AR QI AT Ql A4l 9
A7}of 3t AAL oju|ste}. e} AL AX 1 AH|e] B
A3} 4ol 2790] glom, BAH o 27 zgoﬂrﬂwmoz—a
A< AL AT He BEd A4S Aridith 4=
Aarel Wells2 2 e] AHgsj2a 37 2 278 47 zd_
o dbo} AR5 YI T £ 22880 2 7F 58k A E ofch 13
ANA & 23 48714 9 Likert 43 Arolw, Y7t &
S4E AAo] WS-E on|sitt. Y& 9] Cronbach'sa =
895100 & ATo] 4 UETS T Kim] 24
g3} A= (AnTI) 9] =12 HAH15]E ARSI =3 =

)

p
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9] Cronbach's ai= 910]3{c} & o] A <] 319G
Cronbach's o =A}+38]2 A4 .79, A% A% .79, vet A% .78
o] A g3} A A 418 1= Cronbach's o +=.79%]t}.

3) ADHD 34 of ot t 214

ADHD po] tijgt th 4] S =T Lazaruse} Folk-
mane] E{17]% 47 - B ekt Kim} Leed] tfAuH4] Hm
[19] 5 Kim[20]0] %22 th4j} 224 o2 242t 624
ok, o) R S 62 F7E5] $ 18RO
2P 7S YRR AGSS oW AR Suke 5
A}E-5154Ek. ADHD 3Pl ot 442 2417} ADHD 7
3 shae] YEo ols) A=A 97lo] YRS o) T2
517] 915to] ARg-Sh= &A1 o] AL 7942 Ql AR 9| 39
012 X2 A A that Abme] Wale wshAl |2
= AR A A S S Aol WA g alols],
237 g A= AL RskAY Haseles AAH AL
BN IR AL AP IHE TGN L

g A7k HAE A Aoloh R A A2
PR EERE CR R FES R R
FYFOT Aok WAL Bt 2 L 4 oft
Hof| A ulj-$- 1t} 5371A] 9] Likert =2 LA o] 9111,
A0 U A ATl 47 s ol A
o] A5 A4S Selgich Kime) QTR0 Cron.
bach's o= 57~710|9] o -2 =75 AR APA+
[21]][4] Cronbach's & +=.71 0] 3{t}. & Aol A st g
Cronbach's a+=Z=& t)#] .79, &~=A t)A] .79, A A t) A
79931, A HHA) 9] AAJA1E] = Cronbach's o = .780]3]th

£ ATE A7) i $ 28 o By FF,

2P B Q1 BAS] $Jste] Kefstan
o] Av-9-241 ©191915] 9] 521 (KNU 2015-36) Wt 22
2227]7+2- 20154 5% 7L 2 E 59 198712 P01 D, CA|
N EZESCE D EEE DAL PR T
kel 5 oto] 919 341054, A4 o), o2
A3kl B, AL 9 A S AAER el Fol 7t
SES AP § o] §22 Fohn ATAY o
sf2he wolth st o] Aol 2o s MY s A
s M S ATEI AL ERHE U HEAE 2
o) HEI} TA ALsgm, 2RA YA G



B3} F AZHS 85t FAshal oy st A AlE
A & & A7At AA Stk A o2 AR E 4
ATt
5. X224

25 1AL ADHD SHgofl tf gt ci 2r4] of] v] 2] = 9=
ool 7] 93 SPSS/WIN 18.0 L2148 o] g-35}o] T3}
o] 245 AT

o AFOVEAe] Aty 54, BAF A7), #A A ﬂr‘éi}

ADHD sHo]| tgt 214 Hee Wz, MEE, 3
I} BEHAE S

+ A7) YHHA B40] T2 ADHD hilo] ohat
thx]uH4] o] X}po] S ol 7] 93 t-test, ANOVA, AFS
AA-E Scheffé test=2 E-A514 T

+ AFTpAe] B4 A7), 3744 TS}, ADHD 3
Ayo) o A 7he] AUUAZ Lotis] Hstod
Pearson's correlation coefficientsE L5} 91t}

o A4S ADHD o] thgt thA 4] o] || 2= G
9 Q1& uhots}r] 9131 stepwise regression analysis

2 45tk

1. jANRIS| YUHIX EN

AP} 2 AL 77.4%, G2 22.6% 2 A AA}F
A ALe] 38 o)Ak X} A5 Q1%ic A ] A Lol = 40,\1] o]
/$0]48.6%= 71 B3k, 35~39A1] 30~3441], 25~294] &=
Uttt 181 e F 9, 7151, B, 7]_1=.—_g' 20
2 Uepton, 322 317} 67.5%, AAL oA 32.5% 2 mo}
=ict. 3] FHL2 109 oj4fo] 74.1% 2 713 w9k, 6~10
9, 34 0|3}, 3~5¢ 40 2 wlotE] ¢t ADHD ZL AL
1~23]7} 64.2% 2 Auto)AF AR o, AF 98, 3~43]9]
&0 2 yepgth A gS A E-E 722%7F B o] e AL
2 o] ¢{rh(Table 1).

-
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2. BA Rp7|, £HH Bstet ADHD a0
RSN BE

2t

25 BA Y A7) 9] 5k 8.4 F s AR, 34

Table 1. General Characteristics of Study Participants (N=212)

Characteristics Categories n (%)
Gender Female 164 (77.4)
Male 48 (22.6)
Age (year) 25~29 21(9.9)
30~34 33 (15.6)
35~39 55 (25.9)
>40 103 (48.6)
Religion None 118 (55.7)
Buddhism 29 (13.7)
Catholic 16 (7.5)
Protestant 49 (23.1)
Education level Bachelor 143 (67.5)
> Master 69 (32.5)
Teaching year <3 12(5.7)
(year) 3~5 11(5.2)
6~10 32(15.0)
>10 157 (74.1)
Experience of No 61 (28.8)
ADHD workshop 1~2 136 (64.2)
3~4 15 (7.0)
Experience of Yes 153 (72.2)
child rearing No 59 (27.8)

-Hl, EQ19)4], BAQE, B WA, FEA, WA &
o° 2 yepgtt 2497 Ihdshs Areld 244, A7 44, ve
AR 02 Uepgth 2E 7L ADHD 3H o] i3t th ]
WAL A oA, A5 A, RAH A L0 2 YEelg
t}(Table 2).

3. UHhs SH0| 2 ADHD Mol Ci3t CHx{uA

ADHD 3P o]l thgt th 21841 ©] 5H91 9 9 Q) 254 th A=
ADHD R-S4H2 A E (F=8.49, p<.001)ol|x] BAHo R &
o)t o7} QI3ATt. Scheffé £4] A3}, ADHD w5 7 ¥ 0]

3~43]Q1 3¢ A=A A7k Mg w8k eH, the2 1~238], 11
23 WSS A OF2 A9 7 WA A SA A E AR Sk
Ao A2 Fogt pol5 HAth &4 A4l A= &
I(t=3.05, p=.029)2} ADHD w512 4 (F=3.67, p=.027)
AN BAHLZ o3t Aol & H AL, FaLof A= 715t
7H& #3431, Scheffe 24 21, Ene} 7| Sa7t Fu9t7HE
HEt 254 A E AHShs A2 9ebE gtk ADHD

5 AR olAe 3~43)7F 22,68 2 2 7P #A vEh e,
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Scheffe' 54 3}, ADHD & Aol le TAF Qe & oAt duba S n2 §-2J3 o] 2 5o|x) gkkeh
AAE AT A S 6 AR Ao HetEgrh B4 (Table )

Table 2. Descriptive Data of Relational Self, Negative Ideation and Coping Type (N=212)
Variables Subgroups Min Max M=SD Sum (M£SD)
Relational Relationship avoidance 1.0 5.0 2.56£0.90 10.09+3.63

self Consciousness of others 1.6 5.8 4.15+0.85 20.48+4.28
Agency (initiative) 1.6 4.6 3.34£0.46 16.28+2.30
Instrumental relationship 1.2 6.0 3.53+0.89 17.32+4.47
Empathy-care 3.2 6.0 4.85%0.58 19.16+2.35
Perceived support 27 6.0 5.04%0.63 19.85+2.54
Over-dependence to relation 1.7 5.7 3.63%£0.78 14.53+3.13
Negative Social worry 1.0 3.0 1.62+0.41 14.25+3.75
ideation Health worry 1.0 3.6 1.5410.46 9.08+2.80
Meta worry 1.0 2.5 1.43£0.36 9.75+2.57
Coping type  Active coping Problem focused 2.0 5.0 3.73+0.73 11.23+2.20
Seeking social support 1.6 5.0 413+0.71 12.16+2.14
Total 2.0 5.0 3.95+0.65 23.39£3.91
Passive coping Emotion focused 13 4.6 3.33£0.62 9.8411.87
Wishful thinking 2.0 5.0 3.84+0.58 11.43+1.75
Total 2.0 4.8 3.53£0.52 21.27£3.10
Negative coping Expressive coping 1.0 4.3 2.13%0.78 6.22+2.35
Evasive coping 1.0 4.3 2.00£0.71 6.06+2.14
Total 1.0 42 2.00£0.62 12.28+3.71
Table 3. Coping Type with School-aged ADHD according to General Characteristics (N=212)
Acting coping Passive coping Negative coping
Characteristics Categories tor F (p) torF (p) torF (p)
+ + +
MESD T geheffe MESD T gepeffe MESD goheffe
Gender Femal® 23.6613.98 1.88 21.24+3.21 -0.22 12.17+£3.66 -0.89
Male® 22.46+3.55 (.060) 21.36+2.68 (.825) 12.74%3.89 (.374)
Age (year) 25~29 22.5613.74 0.83 20.34+1.88 1.21 11.76+4.34 1.03
30~34 22.98+3.33 (476) 20.85+3.02 (-307) 13.22+4.43 (-380)
35~39 23.98£3.71 21.31+3.26 11.85+3.62
>40 23.45+4.21 21.67£3.21 12.35+3.36
Religion None® 23.42143.77 0.36 20.93+2.84 3.05 12.46+3.81 0.67
Buddhism® 22.70+£4.13 (.779) 21.07+4.10 (.029) 11.60£3.08 (.568)
Catholic® 23.31£3.80 2052350 b,d>a,c 11.47+3.16
Protestant* 23.69%4.21 22.48+2.66 12.50%3.99
Education level Bachelor” 23.45+3.82 0.33 21.03%3.09 -1.95 12.33£3.89 0.23
>Master” 23.29+4.11 (.737) 21.84%3.06 (.052) 12.24£3.35 (.818)
Teaching years <3 20.67£3.25 2.28 19.86+1.26 1.62 10.85+2.72 1.53
3~5° 22.88+3.76 (.080) 20.04£2.50 (.184) 13.50+£5.42 (-207)
6~10° 23.84£3.33 21.55+2.61 13.09£4.77
>10° 23.50£4.02 21.42+3.29 12.16£3.36
Experience of No* 21.70£3.50 8.49 20.58+2.86 3.67 12.43£0.67 0.17
ADHD workshop 1~2° 23.96+3.97 (<.001) 21.41+£3.17 (.027) 12.28+3.85 (.843)
3~4° 25.294+2.90 c>b>a 22.62+2.76 b,c>a 11.83£2.51
Experience of No 23.6613.88 1.73 21.49+3.26 1.58 12.43+3.59 0.86
child rearing Yes 22.62+3.93 (.084) 20.70%2.58 (.114) 11.92+4.02 (.388)

94 Journal of Korean Academy of Psychiatric and Mental Health Nursing



4. BAH x|, BYH HE

CH&f A1 ate 2|

3tet ADHD

ADHD H o] tgt 524 th 2142 BA| 4 217] 9] 519
Z| A Q7] (r=.29, p <.001), 3-uli 2 (r=.28, p <.001)2}
& %ﬁlé Hol1 9l on A3 T](r=-22, p=.001)
£ Ho]a §lth. ADHD o thgt &
=3 ) AFAS FAA Idste] sk G A AFE A A (r=
-16, p=.014) 7} 52| A& Ho| 1 Qltt. EJF A1 2}
9] 391 Q1 F7-ulE (r=.22, p=.001), | A7 (r=.20, p—
003)8k= A3 AEAIE Holal §glom, A 3] 7 (r=-

p=.009)2h= 24 A § KoL §lth. ADHD &-4gof 1‘41
g 5 Al B A g ste] ohel g <l vigt 47

-
L5

o)

o 1w

(r="15,p=.027), BA 2 7] 9] 3} FE(r=24,p<
001), THA| 3] 1 (r=.21, p <.001), =72 THA|(r=.14, p=.039)
2} A& AHHA S Ho|1l QIth(Table 4).
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Table 4. Correlation among Negative Ideation, Relational Self and Coping Type (N=212)
Relational self Negative ideation Coping type
Variables x1 x2 x3 x4 x5 x6 X7 yl y2 y3 z1 z2 z3
) ot ot r@) r@) ot ) ) rl) ot ot rp) r@)
Relational ~ x1 1
self x2 07 1
(.295)
x3 20 -.09 1
(.003)  (.157)
x4 -.06 52 15 1
(378) (<.001) (.021)
x5 -34 31 -18 29 1
(<.001) (<.001) (.007) (<.001)
x6 -29 38 -.06 39 .63 1
(<.001) (<.001) (.328) (<.001) (<.001)
X7 -.00 52 .10 48 43 44 1
(1994) (<.001) (.130) (<.001) (<.001) (<.001)
Negative  yl 24 59 -.05 18 14 23 25 1
ideation (<.001) (<.001) (462) (.008) (.036) (<.001) (<.001)
y2 .04 38 -.07 15 17 .23 15 .54 1
(516) (<.001) (302) (.022) (.012) (.001) (.025) (<.001)
y3 19 .50 .10 18 17 21 22 74 52 1
(005) (<.001) (117) (.008)  (.012) (.002) (.001) (<.001) (<.001)
Coping z1 -22 -.00 -01 .05 28 29 .07 -11 .02 -.06 1
type (.001)  (.987)  (808)  (431) (<.001) (<.001) (267) (111) (772)  (.375)
z2 -17 -11 .04 .08 22 20 12 -16 -.02 -10 46 1
(009)  (101)  (.555) (.213)  (.001)  (.003) (.063)  (.014) (747)  (137) (<.001)
z3 21 .05 24 14 -.07 .00 11 .07 01 15 -.09 .00 1
(.001)  (.390) (<.001) (.039) (253) (.938) (.099) (273)  (936)  (027) (151)  (.998)

x1=Relationship avoidance; x2=Consciousness of others; x3=Agency (Initiative); x4=Instrumental relationship; x5=Empathy-care; x6=Perceived
support; x7=Over-dependence to relation; y1=Social worry; y2=Health worry; y3=Meta worry; z1=Active coping; z2=Passive coping;

z3=Negative coping.

Vol. 25 No. 2, 2016 95



EREE

Uebgon] 3 A8 154% 3tk AAL7]= H=52] tiA
Aol 9] FFS WAL, ADHD s 74, 31 v|ke)
B, B2 AR AR ASH qAGA o £ FFE
UlAl= A o2 oot E int. A5 YA 7 2 9=
U|AE Wl A A7) 80, ADHD iS5 £33, AHe]4]
2474, 31 m|gte] w273 o] gltt. ADHD S]] ot 4
=3 AFA O Fofdt I A= WA FHHEE
=24, p<.001), A}2| 2 ZH(B=-.18, p=.006), 7] 51L(B=.16,
p=.014), ADHD 1% 3~43] 73 (=13, p=.041)© & 1}}
o F AP L 114% A0 A S, 7] 55,
ADHD -5 3~42] 72 &4 ti A4 9] 93-S 1l
AL, Ap2l A AL 254 AT 7 G viA=
A2 wotE k. A5F tiAof 7 2 FFE viA= |
S e, AR 4%, 7155, ADHD i 3~4
@ <22 Uttt ADHD s digt 582 oA
o = PRl Wde FEA(B=21, p=.002)3}
H(=17, p=012) 2 Getion 42 8%t =
AR} 2, A T B o2 FAH A4l
F& u) %31 QJth(Table 5).

po

2

LA

2 o flo
do o2

b
ol

3

o =

ox off i

1o
of
ool
il

= 9

2 AT D, CA A7) 25 SALS thO 2 WAL B A
A7)0} 245 P ste] S4S Qo 1 ADHD hile] o
Aol mlXE 2918 sjekstel, Ao HARALEEALL)
FALE 913t 382 A 57 A ADHDEHY] Thgt o)

Table 5. Predicting Factors on the Active Coping, Passive Coping, and Negative Coping with School-aged ADHD

2H2 93 71242 E ATHIA A =5 gt
QA70] Fofat 250 WA SHHo WYURES] 7
o TA7} B9 404] ol Ah] 104 o) L7 2l
7H e 0.2 Uhetilth. ADHD she] gt 2 k3l
A7+ 7] ADHD %l 588 e A7E A9 70% o]
o] AA|3HgoL}, oi413] BaksHFel 4 ADHD o] et
ADHD 344 wiie] that 4414 Hefel e XAz e
W £35S & 4= 99ieh. ADHD Bhalo] tEgh o)
B AU YA EF ] BABELS B o] mak
apAao) 1) ole) e AL s A2 BaHgct of
23t Atk ADHD 8Alahe] B w2 why 2] of
St oluje} mALY Y W AEL] A 3%
2 w2 Aoz Belch wekq ADHD shale] that mAke] 2
7170 B4 AR 2719 S dhat o e 4]
ofsl7t $-4 A 0% Basithn & 4= e,
25T BAH A7) A A7), B2 whe, el ol
WA, E7H ), FEA, BA T 202 et of
£ A £ olrju o] B4 A71[8]eh 2 A Y] BAH 1
71[11]9] Aol o ek A7) S wol A5t
Hom B 3|5 7P HA AHGSHE A 02 e A 2
o] £ 7o) ZFeha MAPCIA = FHH BAY A uk]oh
ZhE 714 so] Abg St g A B o] 1A 3l
71 17 AL B AL Bl 4 U9t 3, ApAlel] 24
S EERCE LD B RS2 R
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(N=212)

Dependent variable  Predictor variable B $ t(p) R? Adj. R? F (p)

Active coping (Constant) 2.84 818 (<.001) .17 0.15 10.54
Perceived support 0.31 .30 4.48 (<.001) (<.001)
Experience of ADHD workshop* d1 -026 -18 -2.70 (.007)
Social worry -023  -15 -2.26 (.024)
Teaching yearT d1 -038 -14  -2.10(.037)

Passive coping (Constant) 2.83 9.57 (<.001) .13 0.11 7.77
Empathy-care 0.21 24 3.63 (<.001) (<.001)
Social worry -023 -18 -2.75 (.006)
Religion ™ d3 020 .16  247(014)
Experience of ADHD workshop " d2 027 13 2.05 (.041)

Negative coping (Constant) 0.83 2.80 (.005) .09 0.08 10.09
Agency 028 21 3.09 (.002) (<.001)
Relationship avoidance 0.12 17 2.54 (.012)

*Dummy variables (Experience of ADHD workshop: d1=no, d2=3~4times); TDummy variables (Teaching year: d1=under 3years, d2=3~5years,
d3=6~10years); ?Dummy variables (Religion: d1=None, d2=Buddhism, d3=Christianity); Adj. R*=Adjusted R®.
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