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(Perry, Perry, & Kennedy, 1992).

ojg} 2 AT deA 9 HHd u
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ADHD AeV|E5 o A74deh diA]
£ ARSIt ole FoE AHOED), TF
A 2 AYPFORDE eletler G
F BEFoR FAHIL, He 1384 ot
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SH Hmol AA dobA Hofglth & Aol
A AA AFEE g=9101AthZAE A 29l a

BadE ARy APre BF H7}
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eI - of2dll / FAE| ADHD S¢0] E2iEA Zoil Dixl= JeolM Adev[se| o=t

E 1. FQ #olse ¥y Y FFEHA (N=450)
¥ o] 39 g0l 37 M/SD)
ol 24 17.62(4.62)
ADHD % HJPE 9 T4 14.94(4.67)
eSS 32.56(8.33)
A7) 20.16(4.82)
I 8l 16.31(3.63)
2R %A 16.47(4.38)
27 72 8.21(2.29)
A7 el 71 20.32(4.78)
A8 /x4 22.02(5.26)
wERR1A]
Age] F+x3}h 12.56(3.15)
A A 17.96(4.11)
27 134.00(27.09)
324 89l 65.69(13.11)
w4 FAA aQlx 75.92(11.12)
EXs 141.61(19.30)
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Ho| Mz A3

ADHD &7, 37153} wefjaA 2o 4 Ag7)5o] EBA 29 FHA wAE

WHAZE 1 200 AAEH O AT R

dade] ADHD 742 EdA del F adel ddvleel A de T
Myp 5 dREA, s 2o FAA vAe S ls] Hetel FHAL
891 5 AYrlee] MY A dHAAE HE AAR At £ 39 AAEA Ak

veon, 344 ase] FRBAE £ AY75 A2 F AWB=-19, p<05)
SebA itk HArls FHE EARA  AREG=-14, p<05), DALHEG=-16,
g =

—
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A gy,
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I 2. ADHD &4, Adl7|s, e Eo| Alpbat| (N=450)
1-1 1-2 1 21 2-2 2-3 2-4 2-5 2:6 2-7 2-8 2 3-1 32 3

-1 1.00

1-2 617 1.00

1 907" 90" 1.00

2-1 58% 70" 2" 100

2-2 557 467 577 617 100

2-3 48" 507 54T 70" 55T 100

2-4 56 52" 60" 69 62" 527 1.00

2-5 70% 55T 70" 70" 717 58T 65T 100

2-6 697 st 67t 65T 71t 50" 65T 817 1.00

27 697 537 68T 61T 597 s1T 58T 74T 707 Lo

2-8 677 487 64T 61T 66T 51T 60T 78T 817 64T 100

2 747 64T 77t 84T 82" 747 77 91t 89T 80" 85T 1.00

31 -09 05 -02 04 -167 -00  -137 0 -09"  -177 -03 0 -177 -12° 0 L0o

3.2 367 35 397 427 39" 397 38" 36" 347 317 35T 447 _277 100

3 2277 a7t st 27t L34 23t 31t 27t W32 L0 o327 L3470 83T 767 100
F oL oY A9, 12 AYPFT R FF4, 1 ADHD JHHE F4, 2-1. oA, 22 AP, 23, A, 24, A,
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HaA A F3
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20 - 5t2s] / E4E9| ADHD 40| S22t Hof 0[Xl= getoilM A7 ofigt

H 3. A#Y|50| ezl Hof ojxle G| o SckslFEM (N=450)
F5H9 £l B t s F
SH - .02 - .19
A8 - .19 -2.69"

x4 - .03 - A0
Eo) A 2 A7\ - .14 216"
# 44471¢) n L7 v
Az -1 1
gl 123 11 159
A 43 - .16 -2.00°
SH 11 133
A8 - .13 -1.82
7 zA 09 131
A7) 212 -1.67
4 8]l 08 i
24714 A1 L1
A8z -.19 203"
Atz Fz3} 17 233"
A &4 - .17 -1.98"
SH 15 2.03"
ks 16 244
] 1 255
g4 gol A 12 b 22 15.65"
24714 - 05 -39
A8z - 04 - 47
Arge] 238 01 07
A &3 08 98

* p< 05, #EEp< 001,
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ARl - o5t2s] / HaEHe| ADHD S40] HEitA|l Hof| 0[X|= FefoiM g7 59| fhEnt
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The Mediating Effects of Executive Functions
on the Relationships between Adolescent's ADHD Symptoms
and Quality of Peer Relationships

Minju Kim Eun Hye Ha

Sookmyung Women's University

The purpose of this study was to investigate the mediating effects of executive functions on the
relationships between adolescents’ symptoms of ADHD and quality of peer relationships. Subjects included
450 middle school students, 197 boys and 253 girls in Seoul, who were assessed using the ADHD Rating
Scale, Behavior Rating Inventory of Executive Functions, and Quality of Peer Relationship Scale. SPSS 15.0
and AMOS 7.0 were used for analysis of data. The results were as follows: First, shift, monitor and task
completion, which were sub-factors of executive functions, had significant effects on total score for quality
of peer relationships. In addition, plan/organize, organization of materials, and task completion had effects
on the positive sub-factor of quality of peer relationships, and inhibit, shift, and emotion control had
significant effects on negative sub-factors. Second, total score for executive functions perfectly mediated the
way in which ADHD symptoms effect the quality of peer relationships. Therefore, adolescents could have
peer relational difficulties resulting from defects of executive functions, not just by primary ADHD

symptoms. Findings of this study confirmed that executive functions had mediating effects on relationships

between adolescents * symptoms of ADHD and quality of peer relationships.

Key words : ADHD, executive functions, inattention, hyperactivity, peer relationships
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