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The Effect of Sandplay Therapy with Parent-Children on
Mother-Child’s Attachment Security and Communication
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ABSTRACT

This study aimed to look into the effect of sandplay therapy with parent-children on mother-child’s
attachment security and communication. This study first conducted a scale of attachment security
targeting child and mother who is bringing children in the age of 5 to 6 years in two kindergartens
located in Seodaemun-gu, Seoul, and composed experimental group and control group of four couples
respectively by selecting randomly from eight mother-child couples that received low grades.
Sandplay therapy with parent-children was conducted for 12weeks on a weekly basis for 50minutes
each. To study the attachment security, we used the Klabsbrun-Bowlby(1976)’ Separation Anxiety
Test and Mother’s attachment scale. In this study, it is Seperated in based on Lee Na Gueng(2001)
by functional communication and dysfuctional communication in order to measure changes in
communication for situation that may occur during Sand play theraphy and record of observation

about changes in each session. Data logging makes watching videos that recorded parent-children
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sand play therapy every situations. When observes the functional communication or dysfunctional

communication between mother and the child,

checking the corresponding to each entries, the

frequency is recorded and qualitatively analyzed by each sessions. To study mother and child have

been enhanced stability of the attachment and the relationship had improved results. Also, in each

session the observation of increased functional communication, and dysfunctional communication

results appear to reduce in parent-children sand play therapy. As a result, a couple sand play therapy

has positive impact to improved the relationship between the mother and the child.

Keywords : §-5-2 2.8 =0] X S (sandplay therapy with parent-children), ©l22F4 4 (attachment

security), 2JA}4~%(communication).
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<Table 1> Characteristics of mother and son who participated in couples sand play therapy

Couple Mother and son ~ Age Individuality
. As his mother’s job, he was taken care by neighborhood for 3 months
of age from 7 months. So far, from one year old, he has been placed
to grandma two times a week.
Now, waking up in the morning, he says his mother what today is mother’s
work day or not.
Infant A Age . He can’t eye contact well with his mother. Last vacation, he often had
(Male) 6 .o ) ..

tic disorder” symptom for a Full-Day Class participated. These days,
sometimes it appears.

. He is usually activities, but he seems to look shy and shrinking in a strange

A situation. Self-assertion and self-expression couldn’t do well since he was

a baby.

. She is shy and introverted personality

. When She gets anger, she forbears to express the anger. Then she explodes

Age eventually it can’t keep her temper.

Mother A Al . Rearing attitude of mother is inconsistent and contradicting. So sometimes
she has neglected and be strict at times. When her child plays outside,
she enjoys her time instead of looking for a kid. When her kid has fault,
she strictly talks, furthermore, spanks sometimes.

. Sleep of 0-3 years old often broke away. Now, he falls asleep well, but
often screams on stressful day.

Infant B Age . he scared about new and unfamiliar experiences or situations, is very shy

(Male) 5 of strangers and he asks to stay with my mother.
. he cry easily with being anger or without his desire to be accepted.
B In general, he is difficult to express own will.
. she has a part of urgent in something to do, is a quiet character.
Age . She rarely plays with her kids. When her kid causes behavioral problems,
Mother B .
35 she yells and hits.
. She has the huge stress that her father failed his business for 4 years ago.
. she checks frequently where her mother is in the house and asks for her
voice speaks out.
Infant C Age . she had a lot of experience that she wetted in her pants by the end of
(Female) 6 last year.
. As usual, she is shrinking for an excessive stress.
. She is difficult to self-expression in the relationship of a same age
¢ . After suffering through two previous miscarriages, her sense of Uneasiness
is great.
Mother C Age . Her husband comes back home on weekend as business from lyear ago
38 to now. She cried to miss her husband and infant often saw that.

. she overemphasized etiquettes; using an honorific language or instructed

to greet well to adults to her kid who was very young.
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<Table 1> Continued

Couple Mother and son ~ Age Individuality

1. She took warning strangers before one year old. She went into the room
and don’t come out when relatives and neighbors visit in the house.

2. Her general emotional state is a cheerful but she is very shy. So she doesn’t
look people well and She is seen as bowing low.

3. Ever since her infancy, She was cling to her pillow. She couldn’t sleep
without her pillow until 2 years old. Until now, it appears consistently to

Infant D Age
(Female) 5

act for covering her face with or patting a pillow.

. She is introverted personality. As a child born in her later years, she wants

to do everything. However, she can’t react well her kid expressed feeling.

2. She suddenly became pregnant at 38years old. Her family and husband were

Age opposed to birth. She went to a hospital to abort an unborn child, but she

42 decided to born her baby just before the medicine into. She Physically very

hard was lying every day during pregnancy

3. Now, she feels a lot of anxiety to her first son’s university admission. it

doesn’t express out and she endures into herself.

Mother D
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<Table 2> Attachment security of mother sub-sales

Sub-scales Question Number(number of questions) Cronbach’s a
Positive emotion 1,2,3, 4,5 6,7,8,9, 10, 11 (11) 81
Frequent touch 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18 (7) 92
Self-sacrifice 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27 (9) .76
Separation anxiety 28, 29, 31 (3) 73
Protection 32, 33, 34, 35, 36 (5) 79
Conformity 37, 38, 39, 40, 41 (5) 72
Apathy 42, 43, 44, 45 (4) 71
Expectation 46, 47, 48 (3) .69
Attachment security of mother 48) 97

* Reverse coded items : 27, 42, 43, 44, 45

<Table 3> Communication sub scopes and explains with mother and son

Sub scopes Related factors

Explains / Definitions

To emphasize

Understand the other’s opinions and emotions and to express the
reflected it.

Listening to the opinions of the others, eye focuses properly.

To list
o sten * When the other party to talk, nodding or putting onomatopoeia.
Agreement R .. .
* To accept and approve the other’s opinions and feelings.
(accept)

Praise and encourage

To react for other party comments and actions with positive language.

¢ Gives motivation and courage to others.

Functional Open questions

To ask others to indefinite answer word; *What’, what’, how’ etc.

communication
Adjust advice

To give for positive advice with rational attitude and help to others
while decorate sand box together for the completion of the sand box.

Self-opening and
self-expression

To express to the other party about own feelings and thoughts openly
without hidden.

To lead

Maintain communication with the other side and leads to induction.
To leads to others for to complete the sand box.

Positive non verbal
communication

To expresses positive feelings; laughter, physical contact, eye contact,
gentle voice, etc. to the other persons.
To give help to other persons when make a sand box.

- 37 .
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<Table 3> Continued

Sub scopes Related factors Explains / Definitions
. * To speak to the other party in a commending tone with negative feelings.
Excessive feedback . . . .
* Attitude to the instructions and advice the same words repeat.
. e it is not related reactions about the other party meaningless and
Not related reactions s
insignificantly.
* To avoid the other party to express opinions and feelings, to change
To avoid the topic of conversation or everywhere the action is not the pretend
other.
. * As Short-answer and multiple choice questions to the other party, a
. Closed Questions ...
Dysfunctional chance to say enough is limited.
communication .. . . .
.. * To blame other’s opinion or action and judge it.
To blame and critic - L

* Ridicule or criticize the person selected for the props.

. * Distance to grunt or grumbling about the other party don’t like that
To complain
part.
* To insist own comments without the reaction of the other party.
. » Without reflecting the opinion of other party, beginning to decorate
One-sided
cati the sand box.
mmunication . .
communicatio * In the process of creating a sand box with mother and son, to decorate
by only sticking own opinion ignoring the opinions of the other.

* To express negative nonverbal messages and emotions; Distortion,
irritability, anger, crying, high tone, turning his head, glaring view,
spanking, etc.

* To straddle of the other party.

. . * When the other party says, don’t listen well and do the other things.
Dysfunctional Negative non-verbal . 1

o . * Ignoring the other side’s proposal and want to act
communication  communication

Sprinkling sand on bottom or throwing props to the other party.
Other person’s props placed are buried in the sand or moved, regardless
of the other party’s intention.

Throw down the other party’s props or destroy.

Disturb that the other party put down props desired.
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<Table 4> Attachment security of infant between pre-experiment group and control group

Average rank Rank sum Mann-Whitney U zZ
Experimental group (n=4) 4.00 16.00
6.000 -.592
Control group (r7=4) 5.00 20.00
<Table 5> Attachment security of infant compared pre-and post
Timel Time2 Wilcox signed rank test
Variable
M(SD) M(SD) Z
Experimental group (7=4) Attachment security 23.5(1.60) 27.63(4.00) -2.552x%
Control group (z=4) of child 2400(1.63)  23.25(1.50) 1342
*p < .05
 A9Aun BAPGe] FUdte A2 HoE f9% AolE A ggon, oE ¥
oJmgth(Table 4). FE-AARHE|A 8 4 o] Fdsthe As 9| gth(Table 6).
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k. 7 A%, 4AUe FRAULAE] rank st A 1—8}% R ROk
Az AAL F frole] ofFRPAA A frodt S Plud 23, Agfde FRAURY 50
W37l UEhtHZ = -2.552, p < .05). &M, A5E AT F B of 2P A (Z= 2521,
AT A9 folo] Rt A - p< 0504 FAF Aol7h Yeptor], mE
AR AROA ol gk WE7E vEREA] 3%k OHPL?JOM Foug A7s Bt} 29 of
fob AU SHALIHE FHH FACZ -

t} o] A= FEAYERYE|X BT}t
A Fol| g olgte AS Y
Efdith, E443= Table 59 2t}

2. TS0 x| =20

0jxl= g%

b 29| OfEIRH ol

-2.585, p < .05), AEFFT(Z = -2.530, p < .05),
A718 YA 2H(Z = -2.460, p < 05), TH FT
(Z=-2236, p< .05), B3Z(Z=-2.456, p < .05),
Ae(Z=-2.333, p < .05), YH(Z = -2.546, p <
05), 71H7HZ = -2.449, p < .05)° A 23 2}
o]& Bt W, FAHTY A9 AR - AR
AANA o3t wskrt YehA] gt o] 2
e BFRAYRH S| X F7F B ofZeHg A
o] A olge A& UEFATHTable 7).
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<Table 6> Attachment security of mother between pre-experiment group and control group

Average rank Rank sum Mann-Whitney U A
Experimental group (n=4) 4.75 19.00
7.000 -.289
Control group (7=4) 4.25 17.00
<Table 7> Attachment security of mother compared pre-and post
Timel Time2 Wilcox signed rank test
Variable
M(SD) M(SD) zZ
Attachment security of mother 211.50(18.98) 234.25(20.17) -2.521%
Positive emotion 52.25( 5.09) 54.62( 4.81) -2.585x%
Frequent touch 32.00( 2.73) 33.63( 2.26) -2.530%
Experimental Self-sacrifice 38.50( 2.88) 41.88( 4.82) -2.460%
group Sub-  Separation anxiety 17.00( 2.27) 23.88( 5.30) -2.236%
(=4) scales  Protection 21.00( 3.12) 24.13( 1.36) 22,456+
Conformity 22.25( 2.05) 24.25( 4.40) -2.333:x%
Apathy 15.25( 1.75) 19.25( 4.43) -2.546%
Expectation 13.25( .89) 14.00( 1.07) -2.449:
Attachment security of mother 215.25(13.05) 208.75(15.84) -1.095
Positive emotion 51.25( 3.30) 51.00( 4.83) .000
Frequent touch 32.50( 3.00) 33.00( 2.83) -1.000
Control Self-sacrifice 38.25( 4.57) 38.75( 4.27) -1.414
group Sub-  Separation anxiety 19.25( 1.50) 17.00( 1.16) -1.841
(7=4) scales  Protection 21.75( .50) 2025( 3.69) 736
Conformity 21.75( 2.75) 2025( .50) -1.069
Apathy 17.25( 1.50) 16.50( 2.65) -447
Expectation 13.25( 1.26) 12.00( 2.71) -816
*p < .05.
3 ED-AEDESO|R BT B-AlQ| QA}  BW, AuwtRo® %x7)de 7153 oAlaTd
AE0| Djx= 1} Hl8) 17159l QA MEsl Bten,
A 71574 GAtagol F7ha 9715 A Gt
) 2-KIAC| S7|H 2-A} QAIASe| #st  &Fo] FojS5o] FUId= I E Eas B
2 o PARoR AWEH, BE 270 Folr}
2AY 318 gAtaEe NE WaE Ay RYE wEdoz Bt 5 e A7 ¢
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<Table 8> Mother A : Changes in the frequency of communication sessions
Session
Sub scopes Related factors
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
To emphasize 2 2 3 1 2 1 5 3 2 2 3 4
To listen 5 4 6 7 6 11 7 9 8 7 10 9
Agreement(accept) 35 1 3 3 6 3 4 7 4 8 6
Praise and encourage o 3 1 o0 2 1 1 O 5 3 0 3
Open questions 6 3 2 2 5 6 5 3 2 1 3 3
Functional Adjust advice 0 1 O 3 0 0 0 5 1 2 0 3
communication .
Self: openmg and 3 2 1. 0 1 2 0 6 4 7 3 0
self-expression
To lead 1 0 0 1 2 1 2 3 4 1 2 1
Positive non verbal 4 3 2 2 4 7 15 13 7 11 17 12
communication
Functional
.. 24 23 16 19 25 35 38 46 40 38 46 4l
communication
Excessive feedback 2 9 7 7 10 6 2 2 1 2 0 0
Not related reactions 0 3 2 3 3 2 1 4 4 1 2 0
To avoid 2 5 6 8 5 2 2 3 0 1 0 1
Closed questions o 2 2 3 9 0 1 0 2 3 1 1
. To blame and critic 1 3 0 1 1 3 0 2 0 0 1 0
Dysfunctional
communication ~ To complain o 2 1 3 2 0 0 1 0 1 1 O
One-sided communication 0 0 0 2 0 3 0 1 0 2 0 0
Negatlve' no.n—verbal L 5 14 3 1 2 6 1 0 0 0 o0
communication
Dysfunctional 6 29 32 30 31 18 12 14 7 10 5 2
communication

- 43 -



14 Korean J. of Child Studies Vol. 34, No. 6, 2013

<Table 9> Infant A : Changes in the frequency of communication sessions

Session
Sub scopes Related factors
1 2 3 4 5 6 8 9 10 11 12
To emphasize 0O 0 0 1 o o o0 o o o0 o0 o
To listen 1 1 3 1 0 6 3 2 5 10 3 4
Agreement(accept) 2 0 2 0 2 1 0 3 0 0 0 0
Praise and encourage o o0 o o o o o o o o0 o0 1
Open questions 0 O 1 0 2 0O 0 0 1 0o 2 0
Functional Adjust advice 1 2 0 0 1 1 0 0 O 1 0 o0
communication Self. - p
o opening an 6 7 2 7 3 5 13 11 10 8 16 22
self-expression
To lead 2 5 0 4 4 1 3 8 5 7 5 5
Positive non verbal 5 4 3 2 2 8 10 19 15 9 23 20
communication
Functional communication 17 19 13 15 14 22 29 43 36 35 49 52
Excessive feedback 0 5 2 3 0o 0 0 2 2 0 0 2
Not related reactions 0O 0 0 1 o 0 o0 o o o0 o0 o0
To avoid 6 9 5 9 7 6 5 6 1 0 2 2
Closed questions 1 0 O 1 0O 0 0 1 0 1 0 0
. To blame and critic 0 2 3 2 3 1 0 1 0 1 0 0
Dysfunctional
communication To complain 0O 0 0 6 2 0 1 2 0 0 1 0
One-sided communication 1 5 2 1 3 0 o0 1 1 2 0 1
Negative non-verbal 4 3 11 14 19 13 8 8 3 2 4 0
communication
Dysfunctional 2 24 23 37 34 20 14 21 7 6 71 5
communication

10 # -

frequency
~
’
1
4

session

= Functional communication = == Dysfunctional communication

60

50
& a0

-

5 § - /—/
S =0 =
g st % /
£ <
. 7 o~ \/

10 |2 “add

]

1 2 3 4 5 3 7 8 9 10 11 12

session

= Functional communication = == Dysfunctional communication

<Figure 1> Mother A : Changes in the frequency
of communication sessions

<Figure 2> Infant A : Changes in the frequency
of communication sessions
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57 haFel NI 1A ANEE o ol wse] hatel FERFE MU=
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i&’iﬁ} 8)7) 27] fobe F2 molA AU BolE FEaH, o oAg AHeT 58
299 Wi S wolA] gake whge] e ahe WIEsl 7bakan.

<Table 10> Mother B : Changes in the frequency of communication sessions

Session
Sub scopes Related factors
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
To emphasize o 0 0 0 o0 1 1 o 1 0 2 0
To listen 6 8 6 2 5 11 13 11 12 12 8 10
Agreement(accept) 0 1 2 1 2 7 3 7 4 5 9 8
Praise and encourage o o o o o o o0 o o o o0 o0
Open questions 2 0 5 3 2 0 0 1 o o 7 5
Functional Adjust advice 0 0 0 0 0 I 1 0 0 2 2 0
communication

Self-opening and
self-expression

To lead o 0 o o0 O 6 0 5 1 2 4 6

Positive non verbal
communication

Functional communication 18 15 17 12 12 30 23 32 23 32 41 44

Excessive feedback o 1 2 0 2 o0 O 0 1 0 0 o0
Not related reactions 1 0 1 3 2 ! 0 2 0 0 0 O
To avoid 2 2 0 5 2 0 O 0 O O 1 o
Closed questions 4 2 3 3 4 0 O O O o0 O 1
Dysfunctional To blame and critic o o o0 o 3 o0 0 o o o0 0 o0
communication . " - olain 00 0 0 0 0 1 0 3 1 0 0
One-sided communication o 1 o0 2 0 2 O S5 0 0 0 o0

Negative non-verbal
communication

Dysfunctional communication 13 10 11 19 16 5 3 11 8 2 1 3
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<Table 11> Infant B : Changes in the frequency of communication sessions

Session
Sub scopes Related factors
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
To emphasize o o o o0 o0 o0 1 O o0 o0 o0 o0
To listen 3 2 1 1 0O 3 6 5 6 6 5 4
Agreement(accept) o o0 o o0 2 0 3 2 5 5 2 2
Praise and encourage o o0 o0 o o0 o o o o o o0 o
Open questions 0O 0 O 1 o o 3 2 2 1 0 1
Functional Adjust advice 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O O 0 O
communication Self : q
o openms an 301 5 2 7 10 9 6 11 8 9 11
self-expression
To lead 6 3 6 7 3 8 5 8 6 9 12 12
Positive .norT verbal > 0 5 0 0 4 9 4 10 8 5 11
communication
Functional communication 4 6 17 11 12 25 36 27 40 37 33 41
Excessive feedback $1 o 0 3 o0 2 0 2 0 0 2 1
Not related reactions o o0 o0 2 2 3 0 O O O 0 o0
To avoid 2 1 1 3 1 o0 1 O 1 O 2 2
Closed questions o o0 2 o0 1 2 0 2 0 0 0 O
Dysfunctional ~ To blame and critic o 1 o0 o0 O o 3 0 0 0 o0 o0
commumication . . molain 0 0 3 2 2 0 0 0 2 1 0 0
One-sided communication 36 6 6 3 2 3 0 2 2 4 2
Negatlve' no'n—verbal 7 6 9 4 6 0 5 1 1 1 3 0
communication
Dysfunctional communication 13 14 21 20 15 9 12 5 6 4 11 5
2. 2, oW
% 20 — /\/ \/ ;g; 20 = = /
= ss 7 E A = . A %

o B
|

i

i

)
[

\\\\\\\

w
o
w
@
-
w
w
5

session

———Functional communication === Dysfunctional communication

o

session

= Functional communication === Dysfunctional communication

<Figure 3> Mother B : Changes in the frequency
of communication sessions
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<Figure 4> Infant B : Changes in the frequency
of communication sessions
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<Table 12> Mother C : Changes in the frequency of communication sessions
Time
Sub scopes Related factors
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
To emphasize 1 1 1 1 2 1 2 1 1 2 5
To listen 7 3 6 4 4 6 11 9 15 8 14 8
Agreement(accept) o 2 2 3 2 4 15 8 5 6 8 5
Praise and encourage o o 2 o0 3 3 2 2 4 2 2 1
Open questions 3 3 2 3 5 3 7 4 5 5 2
Functional — Adjust advice 0 2 4 1 0 0 2 1 1 4 2 5
communication

Self-opening and
self-expression

To lead 7 9 10 4 2 3 3 2 2 8 9 1

Positive non verbal
communication

Functional communication 20 25 34 23 27 30 66 47 52 58 69 65

Excessive feedback 6 9 8§ 10 11 2 2 S5 0 1 0 1
Not related reactions o 1 o 2 0 0 0 0 O 0 o0 o
To avoid 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 o0 1
Closed questions 2 0 0 1 2 1 2 1 2 0 0 O
Dysfunctional ~ To blame and critic 2 1 3 7 9 2 2 3 2 2 1 0
communication " - olain 0 3 2 4 3 0 1 0 1 0 1 2
One-sided communication 2 3 4 3 2 0 0 1 2 0 1 1

Negative non-verbal
communication

Dysfunctional communication 14 21 23 40 36 11 10 10 7 4 4 5
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<Table 13> Infant C : Changes in the frequency of communication sessions

Time
Sub scopes Related factors
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
To emphasize 0o 0 O o o0 o o o o o0 O
To listen 2 0 0 1 4 10 11 5 10 9 12 13
Agreement(accept) 32 2 2 0O O 4 5 2 5 0 5
Praise and encourage o 2 o0 o0 0 0 o o o0 o0 o0 O
Open questions o o o0 o0 1 O O O O 3 2 O
Functional
communication Adjust advice o 0o o0 0 0 O 3 0 O 0 2 O
Self-opening and self-expression 4 3 6 4 6 6 18 13 16 10 6 15
To lead o o o o 3 2 5 5 6 7 5 9
Positive non verbal 3 3 10 5 3 6 12 10 23 15 29 17
communication
Functional communication 12 10 18 12 17 24 53 38 57 49 56 59
Excessive feedback o o0 o0 o o0 o0 1 1 0 2 0 O
Not related reactions o o o o o O o o 1 o0 0 O
To avoid 1 3 1 2 1 1 0 1 O 1 1 1
Closed questions o 1 1 3 0 0 O o0 1 3 0 O
Dysfunctional ~ To blame and critic ! 0 2 2 1 2 3 0 0 0 0 O
communication -t - omplain 0 7 7 14 11 0 3 5 2 2 2 3
One-sided communication 1 1 5 2 0 0 O 0 O 1 0 1
Negative non-verbal 20 8 16 8 9 2 2 4 3 0 1 1
communication
Dysfunctional communication 23 20 32 31 2 5 9 11 7 9 4 6
z A : .
22, /AN 2
g_ 40 o —— // g- :i -—— / -
Lo _--”\-—“')‘:— 2 o e = /
?D SHT N 0 N % _
’ 1 2 3 < 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 ’ -8 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 g 10 11 12
session session

e Functiona | com munication

= == Dysfunctional communication

= Functional communication === Dysfunctional communication

<Figure 5> Mother C : Changes in the frequency
of communication sessions

<Figure 6> Infant C : Changes in the frequency
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<Table 14> Mother D : Changes in the frequency of communication sessions

Time
Sub scopes Related factors
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
To emphasize o 0 0 o o o O 2 2 0 0 1
To listen 6 5 2 6 8 5 5 9 6 9 7 10
Agreement(accept) 31 4 2 2 3 2 8 11 7 6 13
Praise and encourage o o0 1t o o0 o o 1 o0 o0 0 O
Open questions 51 2 2 2 4 2 5 3 1 0 1
Functional
communication Adjust advice o o 1 1 o0 1 2 0 O 0 0 O
Self-opening and self-expression 3 0 0 2 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
To lead 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 3 0 2 2 1
fg{iﬂl‘fmizzozerbal 6 5 11 9 19 15 13 18 23 21 29 22
Functional communication 25 12 21 22 32 29 24 47 45 40 44 49
Excessive feedback o o o0 2 0 O o0 o0 o0 o0 o0 o0
Not related reactions 2 3 4 2 0 3 0 0 1 0 0 1
To avoid o 2 3 4 4 2 2 3 0 0 0 O
Closed questions 1 0 4 0 3 0 1 1 2 2 0 1
Dysfunctional ~ To blame and critic o 2 1 o0 2 0 O 0 o0 o o0 O
communication ~p. " 1 lain 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
One-sided communication 5 2 5 4 4 3 1 0 0 O 0 O
Negative. nqn—verbal 6 2 8 5 6 2 3 0 0 1 0 o0
communication
Dysfunctional communication 14 14 25 17 19 10 7 4 3 3 0 2
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<Table 15> Infant D : Changes in the frequency of communication sessions

Time
Sub scopes Related factors
1 2 3 4 5 7 8 9 10 11 12
To emphasize o o o o o O o o o o o0 O
To listen 3 2 3 1 2 5 6 7 6 2 4 3
Agreement(accept) o o o o o o 3 6 0 2 1 3
Praise and encourage o 0o o0 0o 0 0 O O O O0 o0 O
Open questions o o0 o o0 3 3 0 2 2 0 2 1
Functional
communication  Adjust advice o 0 0 0 o0 o o0 O O O o0 O
Self-opening and self-expression 6 3 6 5 4 6 13 16 11 6 15 10
To lead 2 1 2 o0 1 o0 2 5 1 2 10 8
Positive non. verbal 6 7 8 4 17 14 20 17 20 26 25 24
communication
Functional communication 17 13 19 10 27 28 44 53 40 38 57 49
Excessive feedback o o0 o0 o o0 O o o o o o0 O
Not related reactions 0o 0 O o o0 o o o o 0 O
To avoid 1 o 2 1 1 0 O O O O O0 O
Closed questions o o o0 2 o0 O O o0 o0 o0 o0 O
Dysfunctional ~ To blame and critic o 1 1 o0 O O O O O O o0 O
COMMUMCAion . - omplain O 0 6 3 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
One-sided communication 1 3 2 0 1 O O O O O 0 O
Negative non-verbal 6 15 9 15 12 10 6 2 3 1 3 2
communication
Dysfunctional communication 8 19 20 21 18 11 6 2 3 1 3 3
50 50 /\
Z //\/ T // \—-—...//
;-J_ 30 I’\ -\\/ ?:-)_ 30 /—’

o
I

2 3 4 5 B 7 8 9 10 1

session

. Functional communication = = = Dysfunctional com munication

@

1 2 3 a 5 6 7 8 3 0 1 12

session

e FuNctiona | communication === Dysfunctional communication

<Figure 7> Mother D : Changes in the frequency
of communication sessions

<Figure 8> Infant D : Changes in the frequency
of communication sessions
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