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The Effect of Mother’s Object Relation on Mother’s Rearing Attitude and

Children’s Self-Esteem in Children with Attention-Deficit Hyperactivity Disorder

Objectives :

Myoung-Jung Ko, M.D.l), Eun-Jin Park, M.D.z), Dae-Hwan Lee, M.D.3),
Young-Min Choi, M.D., Ph.D.” and Bongseog Kim, M.D., Ph.D."”
"Department of Psychiatry, College of Medicine, Inje University, Sanggye Paik Hospital, Seoul, Korea
?Department of Psychiatry, College of Medicine, Inje University, Ilsan Paik Hospital, Goyang, Korea
YSeoul I Clinic, Seoul, Korea

self-esteem in children with attention-deficit hyperactivity disorder (ADHD) and their mothers.
. 64 children with ADHD and their mothers were included in the study group. In the control group, there were 85 chil-

http://dx.doi.org/10.5765/jkacap.2011.22.4.219

This study examined maternal object relations, child’s and mother’s perception on rearing attitude, and children’s

dren and their mothers. Mothers completed the following tests : Bell object relation inventory (BORI), maternal behavior research
instrument (MBRI), Beck Depression Inventory (BDI), and Korean ADHD Rating Scale (K-ARS). Children completed Children’s

Report of Parental Behavior Inventory (CRPBI) and Rosenberg self-esteem scale.

Results : Mothers of ADHD children displayed more rejecting and controlling parenting style than mothers in the control group.

ADHD children showed lower self-esteem and perceived their parents as not affectionate, but rejecting and controlling. Mothers

with ADHD children who belonged to object relations pathological group showed more rejecting rearing attitude and their chil-

dren believed that they were more controlling, compared with children and mothers in other conditions. Among factors in mother’s

object relations, insecure attachment and ego-centricity impacted the rearing attitude. In turn, affective rearing attitude mainly in-

fluenced children’s self-esteem.

Conclusion : This study suggests that the approach focused on mother’s object relations may help with the treatment of chil-

dren with ADHD.
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Y vl&o| #5atoint ofmu 2] S d<4== ADHD<*(group
1:13.04+2.778, group 2 : 14.11+2.011)0] A4} thx<E(group
3 14.44+1.886, group 4 : 14.75+1.770)0)| B]ate] WA Lhet
W THp=.005). oF&<] A7, shd, oy <] vo], Ae g, 7
AVl 2F o+ 7kl Aol HolA] F¢kth(Table 1.
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Table 1. Demographic characteristics of subjects

23} ADHD otg2] ofmHyollAf 4:2)(p=.006), AF2}2] 53
(p=029) A&7} from|shAl 34 1813l ADHD ©F-s-2] of
HU o] S A =7 fFonIsHAl &34 tHp=.005). HY7F ¢
Aete YSH== ADHD obg9| ofriy7h AAeztol
H|to] Kt AR Ao|1l FAA]) ofa& s ltkaL 145t

AATHP<.001). oFF°] AAsh= FFEi== ADHD ot
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2 4709] (group 1, 2, 3, 4)& ] w3FITHTable 3). oJHU <]
BDI 2{%=+= group 1, 3°] group 2, 4 Ht} FoJu]sHA| =34t
(p<.05). oJHY7} 212]5}= L= (MBRI)o| A% group 2,
47} group 1, 3] ®]3ke] Hr} ofZdHo]qal, group 47} group
1, 2, 30f| H]ste] Bt 2H-&2 o] ¢lth(p<.05). 12|13l group 1
3} group 29t ThA] H]WEE A3} group 1014 Bk ARAQI &F

Bl ME FSHT R o5

Group 1 Group 2 Group 3 Group 4
Variables ADHD (n=64) Control (n=85) y>-value p-value
PG (n=26) NG (n=38) PG (n=18) NG (n=67)
Child
Sex (%) 20.814 <.001*
Male 24 (92.3) 34(89.5) 10 (55.6) 38 (56.7)
Female (7.7) 4(10.5) 8 (44.4) 29 (43.3)
Age (years)” 10.65+2.966 11.45+1.969 10.78£3.671 10.24+2.764 199
Grade” 4.27 £2.87 5.18+1.96 5.56+3.68 4.82+2.75 484
Mother
Age (years)’ 40.96+4.322 40.87+4.173 39.96+4.301 40.44+3.062 .403
Education (years) " 13.04+2.778 14.11+2.011 14.44+1.886 14.75+1.770 .005*
Marital status (%) 13.222 153
Married 22 (84.6) 4 (89.5) 7 (94.4) 67 (100)
Divorced 2(7.7) (7.9 (5.6 0
Separated 1(3.8) 0 0
Bereaved 1(3.8) 1(26) 0
Economic status (%)" 12.523 052
High 2(77) 2(53) 4(22.2) 17 (25.4)
Medium 17 (65.4) 26 (68.4) 10 (55.6) 43 (64.2)
Low 7 (26.9) 10 (26.3) 4(22.2) 7 (10.4)
x 1 p<.05, T : stafistical test was done by y*test,  : statistical test was done by t-test. Group 1 : ADHD group & pathologic group of

object relation, Group 2 : ADHD group & normal group of object relation, Group 3 : Control group & pathologic group of object rela-
fion, Group 4 : Control group & normal group of object relation, PG : pathologic group of object relation, NG : Normal group of ob-

ject relation, ADHD : attention-deficit hyperactivity disorder
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Table 2. Comparison of ADHD and control groups

Variables ADHD patient (n=64) Control group (n=85) t-value p-value

Mother

BORI

ALN 53.91+ 7.83 50.41+7.30 3.045 .006*

1A 46.48+ 8.48 44.60+8.90 1.626 194

EGC 51.73+ 9.64 51.36+8.73 222 .807

Sl 50.69+ 7.67 47.95+7.37 2.400 .029*
BDI 9.80+ 8.81 599+6.76 2.891 .005*
MBRI

Love/Reject 78.34+10.05 86.85+9.80 —5.345 <.001"

Autonomy/Controlling 7245+ 9.52 78.39+7.73 -3.827 <.001"
Children

K-ARS

Total 20.45+11.33 5.46+5.03 9.810 <001"

Inattention 11.69+ 6.30 3.68+3.23 8.974 <.001"

Hyperactivity-impulsivity 8.75+ 6.06 1.78£2.22 8.977 <.001"
CRPBI

Love 51.19+10.21 57.32+8.72 —4.032 <.001"

Reject 28.47+10.13 22.87+7.23 3.551 <.001"

Autonomy 46.67+ 6.29 50.45+6.67 —3.498 .001*

Controlling 35.06+ 8.88 32.65+7.84 1.510 .081
SES 28.58+ 4.69 32.00+5.15 —4.039 <.001"

%1 p<.05 t :p<.001.BORI:
cial incompetence, BDI :
ment, CRPBI :

SIS Mol A0 E Lhehtth(p=003). oF5o] QlAsk:
%} S E = (CRPBD: group 47} 1k o3 o] a1 24-&jo]ni

114 7]_‘,ﬂ_140]_]_ 1% Exﬂﬂo] oko g l:ﬂ—“? 1

ATH(p<.05). group 13} group 29+ THA] H]w & A3t} group 1
9] o}50] group 291 B|gte] FA|IZQ] FE-S WAt Qrkar ¢l
ABal QAT (p=.049). oF-5-2] AFokET A= group 47} 7}
A =9k (p<.05), group 27} group 1H T} =& 2oz
S B0 FAA 59492 §IATHp=.194)(Table 3).
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AOALN) A= o] 2278, ofL7} 143t 5]
= F N7 Aok fomet #A(p<.09)E Hilow,
EPPNHTA) e orye] ¢4, ofvy7} QAsl=
FEEE T AR ALE, obso] Ql4fsl= FSHE F 5
A=} F-oulgt T4 (p<.05)8 Bk AHotE44(EGO)
ALz omue] 924, ofHy7} 43k FEEE F of

L
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Bell object relation inventory, ALN : alienation, IA :
Beck Depression Inventory, K-ARS : Korean ADHD Rating Scale, MBRI
Children’s Report of Parental Behavior Inventory, SES :

insecure attachment, EGC : Ego-centricity, Sl : so-
. Maternal behavior research instru-
Self-Esteem Scale, ADHD : attention-deficit hyperactivity disorder

A-AR, AE-FAHE, ofgo] 1Aeh= FEHlE 5 5A
A, obFe] ok f-oult IA(p<.05E AL
o, AFS]A %:'*‘SEL?(SI)E'E% oy 9] -7t t= f-olu|gt
A E = , FEEHE, Aot feve HAE
HO]X] % tcH(Table 4).
SH= 2 oFFo] ArofEEAo |
3& 2L AR B HEAE ARSI oyt )14]5E
SHE F of-AFA == A
OHiﬁ(IA)O] A A = Aot AHAAEGO)?] 7HE
Helo & 2Hg-51qit) ofEo] ?1Aek= FSHlE & ARA
Lo} SAFEE YA 3 5 Aot AB(EGO)e] 7t

loo

Ql

) il

j84
-
.
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28 AL T PR ofuiL} A e
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5 Hlo 2 A28 tHTable 6).
a1 =

ADHD 827] ob5-Sol74 &3] trehhis Aol % 3

UhE 7Hg AR, el AAE, A A g
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oF =X m o} oM AWEA R, AR)]E &1, RS o] 9l ZRIOYS ARISHE Zo] ADHD A|&of Xt 5782191 4
th ADHDOA] oF2A| 2ot RIS JASES o] % B3 8ol 5 oS o 4 qlon, PR mSS AR i 2
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Table 3. Comparison of MBRI, CRPBI, SES
Variables Group 1 (n=26) Group 2 (n=38) Group 3 (n=18)  Group 4 (n=67) F Post-hoc
Mother
BORI

ALN 60.81+ 5.52 49.18+ 5.23 59.28+ 8.23 48.03+4.83 46.790" 1,3>2, 4*

1A 52.08+ 8.88 42.66+ 5.68 52.56+11.02 42.46+6.90 16.976" 1,3>2, 4*

EGC 57.35+10.65 47.89+ 6.67 61.11+ 895 48.75+6.60 19.686" 1,3>2, 4*

S 56.04+ 6.85 47.03+ 5.88 57.50+ 7.18 45.39+4.93 35.272" 1,3>2, 4*
BDI 16.27+ 9.51 537+ 4.66 12.50+10.60 4.24+3.83 27.094" 1,3>2, 4*
MBRI

Love/Reject 73.92+10.26 81.37+ 8.81 73.39+ 8.92 89.12+8.78 20.746" 1,3<2, 4*

Autonomy/Conftrolling 70.81£11.73 73.58+ 7.62 73.50+ 6.25 79.70£7.60 9.363" 1,2, 3<4*

Children
K-ARS

Total 23.35+13.17 18.47+ 9.56 7.67+t 5.02 4.87+4.91 43.091° 1,2>3, 4%

Inattention 13.12+ 7.35 10.71+ 5.56 517+ 3.22 3.28+3.14 36.932° 1,2>3, 4%

Hyperactivity-impulsivity 10.19+ 7.09 776+ 5.12 2.50+ 2.31 1.58+2.18 345017 1,2>3, 4%
CRPBI

Love 50.58+10.00 51.61+10.47 50.22+12.16 59.22+6.43 10.396" 1,2, 3<4*

Reject 30.15+£10.27 27.32+10.01 27.50+10.68 21.63+5.46 8.288" 1,2>4*

Autonomy 47.04+ 6.34 46.42+ 6.33 47.89+ 6.96 51.13+6.48 5.371* 2<4*

Controlling 37.69+ 9.22 33.26+ 8.28 34.22+ 8.43 32.22+7.69 2.828* 1> 4*

SES 27.65+ 4.44 29.21+ 4.80 27.83+ 6.33 33.12+4.18 13.068" 1,2,3<4*

* 1 p<.05 T :p<.001.Group 1 : ADHD group & pathologic group of object relation, Group 2 : ADHD group & normal group of ob-
ject relation, Group 3 : Control group & pathologic group of object relation, Group 4 : Control group & normal group of object
relation, BORI @ Bell object relation inventory, ALN : alienation, IA : insecure attachment, EGC : Ego-centricity, Sl : social incompe-
tence, BDI : Beck Depression Inventory, K-ARS : Korean ADHD Rating Scale, MBRI : maternal behavior research instrument, CRPBI :

Children’s Report of Parental Behavior Inventory, SES : Self-Esteem Scale, ADHD : attention-deficit hyperactivity disorder

Table 4. Partial correlation between ADHD group

ALN IA EGC S K-ARS BDI MBRIT  MBRI2 SES CRPBIT CRPBI2 CRPBI3 CRPBI4
ALN 1
IA .536* 1
EGC A21% .503* 1
N .676* A481* .286* 1
K-ARS .008 234 315% 133 1
BDI .613* .537* .566* 462* 205 1
MBRI1 —.358* —.410* -356* -—.196 —.368* —.417* 1
MBRI2 -.102 —-.230 —.328* -—.115 —346* -—.274* .608* 1
SES —-.242  —-213 —-381* —.173 —.280* —.444* .385* .379* 1
CRPBI1 -.072 -.082 —-.153 —-033 -.152 —-.174 271% 232 .396* 1
CRPBI2 167 .089 244 .076 311 137 —.329*  —-.275% —.338* —.640* 1
CRPBI3 .072 .088 .046 .075 —.058 .032 .190 .369* .308* .601* —.306* 1
CRPBI4 .187 .255% .381* 132 367% 234 —.503* —.429* —.298% —.459* 789*  —.241 1

* 1 p<.05.r: Partial correlation coefficient adjusted by mother's age, marital status, economic status, child's age, sex, grade. ALN :
alienation, IA @ insecure attachment, EGC : Ego-centricity, Sl : social incompetence, BDI : Beck depression inventory, K-ARS : Ko-
rean ADHD Rating Scale, MBRI : maternal behavior research instrument, CRPBI : Children’s Report of Parental Behavior Inventory,
SES : Self-Esteem Scale, MBRI1 : Love/reject, MBRI2 : Autonomy/controlling, CRPBIT : Love, CRPBI2 : Reject, CRPBI3 : Autonomy, CR-

PBI4 : controlling, ADHD : attention-deficit hyperactivity disorder
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Table 5. Stepwise regression analysis with MBRI, CRPBI as dependent variable and BORI as independent variables
Dependent variable  Independent variables B S.E B R? Adj. R? F t [
MBRI
Love/reject BORI (IA) -0.409  0.141 -0.345 0.119 0.105 8.399* —2.898* .005
Autonomy/conftrolling BORI (EGC) -0.305 0.119  -0.309 0.095 0.081 6.552%  —2.560* .013
CRPBI
Love - - - - - - - - -
Reject BORI (EGC) 0.279  0.129 0.266  0.071 0.056 4.716%  2.172* .034
Autonomy - - - - - - - - -
Controlling BORI (EGC) 0.355 0.108 0.386  0.149 0.135 10.828" 32917 002

* 1 p<.05 T :p<.01.BORI:
cial incompetence, MBRI :
standardized coefficient, S.E : standard error, B :
efficient of determination

Bell object relation inventory, ALN : alienation, IA :
maternal behavior research instrument, CRPBI :
standardized coefficient, R?

insecure attachment, EGC : Ego-centricity, SI : so-
Children’s Report of Parental Behavior Inventory, B : un-
: coefficient of determination, Adj. R” : adjusted co-

Table 6. Stepwise regression analysis with childen's self-esteem (SES) as dependent variable and MBRI, CRPBI as independent variables

Step Variable B S.E R R? Adj. R? F t P
1 MBRI (Love/reject) 0.171 0.055 0.367 0.135 0.121 9.680** 3011 .003
2 MBRI (Love/reject) 0.138 0.055 0.296 0.216 0.190 8.394* 2.527 .014
CRPBI (Love) 0.135 0.054 0.293 2.507 .015
%1 p<.05, #x . p<.0l. SES : self-esteem scale, MBRI : maternal behavior research instrument, CRPBI : Children’s report of parental

behavior inventory, B : unstandardized coefficient, S.E : standard error, B : standardized coefficient, R?
. Stepwise regression analysis with SES as dependent variable and MBRI

tion, Adj. R? : adjusted coefficient of determination. Step 1

. coefficient of determina-

subscales as independent variables, Step 2 : Stepwise regression analysis with SES as dependent variable and MBRI subscales, CR-

PBI subscales as independent variables
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