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Abstract

Background: Behavioral problem was the common problem that had long-term effects on child’s

performance. This study aimed to investigate the association between parenting style and
child behavioral problem:s.

Methods: A cross-sectional study was conducted by using parenting style questionnaire and

strengths and difficulties questionnaire (SDQ) to collect data from caretaker of children,
aged 3-15 years old who were treated at Vajira Hospital. The prevalence of parenting styles
and association between parenting styles and behavioral problems in children were analyzed
by multiple linear regression.

Results: 198 participants were enrolled. Male caretaker was 52%, mean age was 38.45 + 11.6 years

old. Boy was 55.6%, mean age was 8.19 = 2.72 years old. The prevalence of authoritative,
permissive and authoritarian parenting style was 59.6%, 23.2% and 17.2%, respectively.
The study showed significantly difference of total difficulties score among parenting
style groups (p-value = 0.034). Linear regression analysis showed difficult or slow-to-warm up
temperament ( = 0.196, t = 2.805, p-value = 0.006), birth order (f = -0.145, t = -2.052, p-value
= 0.041) and authoritarian parenting style (f = -0.149, t= -2.106, p-value = 0.036) were factors
that impact to child’s total difficulties score. When cofactor was controlling, difficult or
slow-to-warm up temperament ( = 0.20, 95% Cl = 0.96-3.62, p-value = 0.004) and birth order
(B = -0.15, 95% Cl= -1.84,-0.06, p-value = 0.037) were factors that still be a great impact
significantly.

Conclusions: The most common parenting style was authoritative style. Parenting styles were

associated with child behavioral score. Temperament and birth order were factor that impact
to behavioral score.

Keywords: parenting styles, behavioral problems, parenting type

Received: 20 September 2021, Revised: 3 November 2021, Accepted: 10 November 2021

wma‘nmmmﬂmﬁaﬁ@ulm"gﬂmewﬂu Proceedings: Annual Conference Navamindradhiraj University Urban Resilience in Disruption: A Lesson Learned from Covid-19




umin
Joymmganssuludnidutgminuldves
lunnds a1nnisfnwivesissaasiuines 4-13 J
d1uu 301 AU NUN wndeway 22.1 fdaezuuulegm
wgAnssulaesaneylunguasanionguinunf
doUsziduslsuuuasuniugauisuazyae ou
(The Strengths and Difficulties Questionnaire; SDQ)
atuiunases’ annsdnwvesdiugluiney 4-6 1
T1UIU 463 au wunnddgymimisinunginssulaesiuy
Yovay 11.9 uwiadunginssulsifisdosar 24 wofngsy
duensund fuinis wasdiiusnmiuiieu fesay 11.9
9.5 uay 3.7 AUaRU’ waznsinuluinety 13-14 U
1Y 420 AU WUNOANTIUNIIITo8aY 28°
Ygynmganssuialaanuanetady wu Jade
ne¥ann laun ansunnsemnsaddyeyn duiesn
aunsdu oofiadin Fudunguitannsonutlymmgingsy
lavasninanund®’ wazladeniadauazdeny loun
sefuNsAne Srnuiitosasiasegiue 91Uty
Asanaguuluifinery 5 U $wwau 1,712 au wuin
sgRun1sAne Sruaufidesuaziaseguziinane

= a

YaymmgAnssuluan® Tnefunasesnidgiuenianisiu

v 9
[

Arndnazduualifilunslisuuuunisiassguuuietlald
(authoritative parenting) #ix1nn31”" wenanidade
Asudinies Tiun orguazimedutiadofidmaretiom
woFnssuiwenaty Ineiinengiitesnimidewinmeanng
flonanulgmaunginssulauinnin'
é’ﬂwngﬂuwﬂmgma (parenting styles) tUu
SntadeifanuddyTaiaiy ¢ suuuumauRsues
Baurnrind # 1) sUkUUMSABsuUUE Tl (Authoritative
parenting) fodnusUuuuimnzammieguuuuBsuan
2) gULLuumngm@qummu (authoritarian
parenting) 3) gmwumﬂgmauwmuh (permissive
parenting) uay 4) LUUMenATi (neglect parenting)
sUuuun19iisegasiinauduius fud gud

WoANIIULATAUAIMAIAVBAUAN WU weRnTuA1IF"

Vajira Medical Journal: Journal of Urban Medicine
Vol. 65 Supplement November 2021

Tsndaaia’® aann1sdnwifivszimaldniuluiin
Futszanfnudi 4 $1uau 666 Au nuIIgULLY
nsidesquuuiolaldiinadeguaminveainlubsuan
druguuunisidssquuuniuauiinanoguninds
voufnludsaudiorailglsansdnnld uaznns
Anwives Sangawi H ldnuniuauidefidne
AuduiusvesgUuUUNTIAssquaznnAnsauludn
918 6-12 U 9793 21 9113930 12 Useina wudn
mﬂ#’fgﬂLL‘U‘UMiLﬁym@LLUUL%qmﬂ%wuﬂggquaﬂﬁu
Tudnlddesniinisdesglusuuuudy uaznisdnm
ﬁﬂ'ﬁzmﬂmﬁamﬂwﬁﬂmq 11-17 ¥ 97w 1,140 AU
nuisUnuunaissguuuionlaldiiauduiug
ngAnssuinfdesnitsuuuunndssguuunile
yiouuuneniia’ uan1sAnuilulsemaduiifam
wineng 7.5 U luaufiveny 9 U dhuau 101 Au ndunud
sUuuUMstAsguuUnale (axness) Taifimuduiiug
ﬁ’U{]igquaﬂiimaqLﬁﬂﬁaﬁmq 7.5 uay 9 U

= a

aaiy fIdedslanuaulanas@nwininuduiug
seriegukuunmsifenuasunasesiudymmgfinssy
ludineny 3-15 JuarAd1uyneIgukuuNIsiaeg

LHATLUUVBIATIUASINUISUNISSAWINITINEIUA

ABANUUNITIY

Wun1sfnwiuuudnving (cross-sectional
study) lnsguiudeyawuvenaiaing (volunteer
sampling) INFUnAsBBLANeNY 3-15 U a9
NUITITNTTY AMLLNNEAIAATITINEIUIAbUY I
MaNAY 2563 — UNIAN 2564 I 198 AU TN
nsdnesn Ae 1. funasesiildfunisidadelsa
N193AITN3015ANIITTUUUTEAMTULSY 1sAuLS
fernsuaniFefsiidesldeinauszain da1nehin
asanin visolildegsmiudin 2. Winiléunsitede
Tsavmadane 3. Wnfiflsaniessuulsramsunse
aunsiinis audn lsadouvessyuuUszanmielsandy

WauUsEan 4. WWnNilseTI0nTIANT0SNY)

IS ' & ) a a
ﬂ?’lmﬁﬂwuﬁizﬁ’ﬂGE‘ULL'U‘UﬂWiLﬁHﬂ@ﬂUﬂmMWWﬂmﬂiiﬂiumﬂ

Analy WInAnd Aud Rundamd

wma‘nmmmﬂmﬁaﬁ@ulm"gﬂmewﬂu Proceedings: Annual Conference Navamindradhiraj University Urban Resilience in Disruption: A Lesson Learned from Covid-19

S55



556

IBSDBAISHA:NSAISPDBMAQSIVAIITDY
YN 65 atuiudiu waAInIew w.e. 2564

Tupdlinunnisiiinusedsanuin Junasesenanaling
JgmoukuudauaIulsEnaualy 1) Yayanily
2) WuuapUNNFULUUNISIALNY Uag 3) wuuUseiiiy

udnazyngeuatuiunases

wiaedialun1s3de

1. quaaummgmwumsl,?:ma (parenting
style questionnaire) lﬁﬁmm%ﬂ%ﬁ?ﬁammm’gﬁm
999 Baumrind®® fifadausiomun 36 4o uwuaiy
3 E‘ULL‘U‘UﬂWiLgEN@ fio gﬂLLUUﬂ’]iLgEN@jLLUUﬂ’JUQM
(authoritarian) wuutenlald (authoritative) way
wuumula (permissive) urazguwuuiiAa Iy 12 48
finnsusviiiumuiisanssenioniludafiany
1AgNUITUNNENUUINITLAZNGRNTTUAN 2 YU waz
nusumgaIn1dudn 1 viw sududiuussdediany
Tidan 10C > 0.5 neuihunld nslvazuuulunnazve
aeldimzuuu 1-4 1oy d1meu “luiiusigagauin”
WU 1 AZLUY 8IRBU “WINAean” Windu 4 Azl
nasamvosnzuuulusuuuulalidunniignaziodn
funAsesiidnuairsUuuuMsLABsguUULY

2. wuuUssifiugaudsuazyngeu (SDQ) aty

221 §43ifn Cronbach’s alpha coefficient

HUNATEY
0.72 sensitivity 3888 63.3 specificity 5088 94.6
fisnan 25 99 wuadu 5 Au fuaz 5 98 Ae A
NORANTTUFUDNTUD] WORNTTUNL/ANUUTENGR NOFANTTY
liflvausdu ngfnssuilymifuifiou uaswginssud
nedan Wiazuuy 0 -2 oy dimeu “lie3e” widu
0 AZWUY DIMBU “939” MINU 2 ALY AZLUUTIY
voaurazsuaziLUanguiu nauund nguidsa

A
uaznauiidaym

NSANUIUVUINAIDE

[

mwizmmﬂ'wmﬂ@haﬂwaﬁwmmmuqmmﬁ

22 p(1-p)
2
d2

n=

euduiusseniegluuunsidesgiulymngAnssuludn

Analy WInAnd aui] Gundand

Z,., = Aadauiesgiulalasuninaennses

1-0/2
fuseauledAgy

0.05 f9uu

o w

lagAmuaszaudedify (a) =

Z, o, =196

1-0/2
p = ANNYNVBWILIA
d = AMAmuAaALAAoY
lngIdeunumAuYnveiilinfe Sevay 7.4%°

Aty uadegfidalaangasviniu 193 au

NNFAATIEVINNETR

TOYATNYUENGN LU LNA TEAUNITANYN
Tsaszdndta msliansiamin sUwuunadesy whiaue
Tngnisuanuasanuiviedesay doyadnunzsoiiles
Wy 91y S1uauides s18ld avdnauslasdiiade

v 6

wara Ul uuNInNTgIN asdinsieiauduius

v

sgrinegusuunmsidesiudgmnginssudn deis

'
o

linear regression analysis AMUUATIIAINNLTDN
N¥owaz 95 (95% confidence interval) wagilAipdAzy
eatANTEAu 0.05 (p < 0.05) AAsIideyanivaia

felushnsy SPSS

HaNISANEI

foranadnsdiuiu 198 au funAsesiiney
wuvysziiuid uiwaviesesas 52 fongLade
38.45 + 11.6 U d@wulugiimnudusiusidudanunsan
LLaz:ﬁmiﬁﬂmwﬁuﬂ%@mm%%ﬂﬂ SNWULIBIAN
Jumaviefesay 55.6 flogiade 8.19 + 2.72 T
Winovay 75.8 iuynsauusn dfuersuainuuiin
e Souay 97 (519t 1)

NUANLYNTRIFULUUNISIRBIgUAaz LY Fail
sUuvumsidssguuuienlald (authoritative) $evaz
59.6 1JugUuuUAInUINNTgn dIuANLYNYBITULUY
nsiassguuuanla (permissive) WATLUUAIUAN
(authoritarian) wu¥egay 23.2 uag 17.2 A1u&10U

(mmﬁ 2)

wma‘nmmmﬂmﬁaﬁ@ulm"gﬂmewﬂu Proceedings: Annual Conference Navamindradhiraj University Urban Resilience in Disruption: A Lesson Learned from Covid-19



Vajira Medical Journal: Journal of Urban Medicine
Vol. 65 Supplement November 2021

A1519% 1:

1%
v =] ¥

v =3 [
ANWULYDUANUFTIUVBINUNATDILALZLAN (A1UIU 198 AL)

U &9 U

tayaiunAsaq
bNAYIE 103 52.0
ogwds @) 38.45 + 11.60 (20 — 65)
aaieadastudin
- Un-11301 169 85.4
- Y-81-an-en8 15 7.6
- Huq 14 7.1
IZAUNTANWN
- Uszaufnwmdesinga 26 13.1
- fisyufne) 64 32.3
- U3y s wIeuInNnln 108 54.6
Sunuiniifeaqua < 1 Au 120 60.6
finsldueansgea 72 36.4
doyavaan
bNAYIEY 110 55.6
91g1ade (U)* 8.19 £2.72 (4 -14)
Juynsauusn 150 75.8
fuensuel wuudnidssdne 192 97.0
WU 150 USusadn 6 3.0

* uaneAdy Mean = SD (Min — Max)

dnwargULuuNIsEeIgin (19U 198 A)

U qumitémg*’uméﬂﬂﬂsaa U Sovaz
wuutenlald (Authoritative) 118 59.6
WUUAIUAN (Authoritarian) 34 17.2

wuumula (Permissive) a6 23.2

pywdniusszningUwuunsidesgiudamnginssdluin | S57

Analy WInAnd Aud Rundamd |

mﬂﬁiu%a&mﬂmiaﬁ'ﬂﬁgmm&luwﬂu Proceedings: Annual Conference Navamindradhiraj University Urban Resilience in Disruption: A Lesson Learned from Covid-19



JIBSvBaISHAISAISNLMAasSIvQITDY
YN 65 atuiudiu waAInIew w.e. 2564

AAzuuLngAnsTdinidleyssdiugie SDQ aty
Junases wudnfiiin 2 s1efidAAzuuungAnssy
Tnosau (Ineow) egluseduiaiuidsandenauni
($ovay 1) \lousnazuuunuiateg oenuLiniil
Aazuuuaglunguidssieiaund ¢l woRnssulats
aunddusiuan 7 18 (Jevay 3.5) ngAnssudaymn
fuifiou 3 118 (Fosar 1.5) ngAnssudiuensuaiuay
woAnIsATEIAL (Iud) gz 1 518 (Fewax 0.5)
dioTseriannzuuuLenaugULuUNTABag WU
AAZLUUNGANTIULAETIN (IATOU) LATNGRANTIUA
Audenu (Raud) faunnesedreldedfynieada
(p-value = 0.034 way 0.028 AUAIRU) (AN57971 3)

dledisieianuduius seninsazwuud g
wqaﬂiiuimamﬂuLﬁﬂﬁuﬁmﬁ’aﬁugmuazgﬂLLU‘U
mﬂgmgwudw Hafeiiuguifianuduiusfuasiuy
Ugyningfinssulagsineg1eiided1Agynisads Ao
Suasfiuorsualuuuissenvieususiad (B = 0.196,
t = 2.805, p-value = 0.006) LLazﬁﬁé’Uﬁmamm
(B = -0.145, t = -2.052, p-value = 0.041) d@uanuMe

wItongANIIY

wuuLanlald

AAZLULNGANTTHNLUUUTHIIY SDQ atuiunAses (n= 198 519)

sUuuuM A itauduiusesaifoddameada
fuazuuuyinginssulnesan Aeguuuunisideg
wuumIuAL (B = -0.149, t = -2.106, p-value = 0.036)
(m5737 4)

uanm T neifisfmiiemunudafoiug iy
Tfasinudn Snvaziiuensuniuuuidsseinuieusus

19

%1 (B = 0.20, 95%Cl = 0.96,3.62, p = 0.004) WAZAINU

'
a

nvoIyYns (B = -0.15, 95%Cl = -1.84,-0.06, p = 0.037)
Fapadutadeffinuduiusodadveddynisada
drunisidssguuumiuaulinuanuduiusogied
SodAyn19adn (5197 5)
Fideldviinisasrsaunisifierinuisd g
wadnssuludin Taswrdadeideunauazerguonin
Fa91nnsmumulssanssunuIndudadeinae

113 9179793 3LA578 N SAS 19AUN1 508

WORNIIUVOUAN
nudnausavinueazuutdgmngAnssulagsanves
winl@deray 10.2 (R” = 0.102, SSE = 2.799, F = 3.070,

sig of F = 0.004)

neAnIIUlAETI (IRTou) 8.13 + 2.90
NOANITUAUDTUA] 1.42 +0.13
NOANTTUNLT/ANUUTENG 1.57 +1.08
weRnssulaiie/aunsdu 2.60 + 1.90
waAnssudimiuiiou 1.98 + 1.46
WoRnIIUANIIEIAL (RAUDT) 7.12+1.70

*Statistically significant at p-value<0.05

S58 | euduiusseniegluuunsidesgiulymngAnssuludn

| Analy WInAnd aui] Gundand

gﬂtwunmgm@

B P-value
KUUAUAY wuuanala
7.97£2.70 9.35+2.63 0.034*
127 +£0.22 1.25+0.18 0.111
1.35+1.12 143+ 1.18 0.553
2.94 £ 1.58 3.09 £ 1.67 0.253
1.88 + 1.27 2.43 +1.49 0.133
8.00 £ 1.59 7.15+£1.83 0.028*

‘Uwa‘i‘wuamaﬂmiaﬂ'ﬂﬁgmmmwﬂu Proceedings: Annual Conference Navamindradhiraj University Urban Resilience in Disruption: A Lesson Learned from Covid-19



A15199 4:
¥ <

ANNFNRUSTENINURTeNUgILYRA

regression) (n= 198 $18)

Vajira Medical Journal: Journal of Urban Medicine
Vol. 65 Supplement November 2021

nuazgUuuuunmsdsgiuazuunlgmnginssulaesinluin (simple linear

Uady Beta t p-value
918UDLAN 0.118 1.665 0.098
WNAYIE 0.031 0.432 0.666
SuTivesyns -0.145 -2.052 0.041%
uguensualuuudssenuieusuid 0.196 2.805 0.006*
nadesguuuielald -0.070 -0.987 0.325
n9FBIgIUUATUAY -0.149 -2.106 0.036*
nadssguuusala 0.104 1.463 0.145

*Statistically significant at p-value<0.05

Anuduiusvesdadeiugiuveadnuasunuunmsdesgiuapzuuuiymnginssulaesulunndieniuaudanys

(multiple linear regression) (n = 198 518)

Uade Beta
LWAYNE 0.04
91LVBUAN 0.12
Sduitvosyms -0.15%
fuguensuaiuuuidssenuieususadi 0.20%
nadesquuuielald -0.08
MIlABIRUUUAIUAN -0.12
nadesguuusala 0.02

t p-value 95%Cl
0.639 0.529 -0.54,1.05
1.702 0.090 -0.02,0.27
-2.106 0.037 -1.84,-0.06
2.900 0.004 0.96,3.62
-1.033 0.303 -0.12,0.04
-1.553 0.122 -0.14,0.02
0.208 0.835 -0.06,0.08

A1 constant = 12.120 R* = 0.102 SSE = 2.799 F = 3.070 sig of F = 0.004

*Statistically significant at p-value<0.05

anUse
MnMIAnwinuAEYNTsFULUUNIIHEY
wuutenlald Sesay 59.6 wuunula Seway 23.2
LAZLUUAIUAY $o8ay 17.2 muddiu eaonadedfiy
nsAnwIvesviyIun’ ﬁwudﬂé’ﬂumzmﬂgwalﬁﬂ
yasisusliauiuaisatunslunsamwanlvgdunuy

wlald win1sAnwnlldnuanuduiusssnineguiuy

msLé'meLLm'azLLUUﬁUﬂzyquamiuaa'N%Lam
\flosandruinifidnzuuudgminginssueylu
naudswteRaunAfidiuautiey vililiannsoingei
farurnvesanudunusld Jaumnensinnisine
VDS Suzuki, Kauser &g Sangawi ﬁwudwgﬂununwsfﬁym@

= 1 a < 1517
HNARBDNEANITUUBILAN

pywdniusszningUwuunsidesgiudamnginssdluin | S59

Analy WInAnd Aud Rundamd |

mﬂa‘f;usumLaﬂﬁﬁaﬂu%ﬂ"gmmmwﬂu Proceedings: Annual Conference Navamindradhiraj University Urban Resilience in Disruption: A Lesson Learned from Covid-19



S60

IBSDBAISHA:NSAISPDBMAQSIVAIITDY
YN 65 atuiudiu waAInIew w.e. 2564

AAdeidodanninnisfinwridnud (iniid
ArazuuungAnssuld fe/ausduluszdunguides
vieRaunAnuldesuin (fevas 3.5) Wleifiuiu
nMsfnwvenssaudiinuiedesay 24 Furazdy
anituensualvendnlunisinuiddlugidunuy
Fesine (Fovaz 97) unzdunasosfineunuutssiiiu
drulngiumee Felun1533ua09 Briegel wudn
JanagdszfiungAnssudnindtamdesninilofsy
funsuszifiuainunse® udfigafiiiutanlafdoidin
Afie1nzuuunginssnluszdunguidesndeinunf
dudnidunasesdizuuvunisidssguuuienlald
wazuuunuladsenaaziinananuiadey nagide
Lianunsodeneiifiuduldidosandduiudeya
Linwe uiegdlsfaulunisdnwiinudn Jade
Bosdduiivasymanaziiuorsunivondniinudidy
semaifntigmmginssy lnafinidaazuuungingsy
Lufvansdueglussdunguidsaniofinunfdudin
fififuorsual dudnidssenfanundeaonndaaiy
nsAnwIUBY Foley?”

ndedrfaluFosgunuunside silvddnou
iniifazuuudiammgAnssueglungandsswioiaund
fdould wndnsAnvuindnlugunuunisdnu
WiguLgusEninengy (case -control study) 8133
Lﬁummé’mﬁuémmgﬂLLUUmsﬁm@ﬁuﬂmquﬁmm
fidaautuld wenand nsfnvifiuiduluaniredy
vesasouasIlURinadssgauuiunnoudaulne

Tugaagtuenvassiiufrnuduiusuiededeiioduns

'
a

mMsnubnfidAazuuungRnssungudssasnauanund

Tunsideagsuuuuelaldladanuiu

nauszlgvinudou
i

euduiusseniegluuunsidesgiulymngAnssuludn

Analy WInAnd aui] Gundand

a a
NAANIINUIZNA

AMEEITUVOVBUAN AMENTTUAITHANTUY
ATYTITUUALAIVANNTTINY AMUARLUNNEAIARNT

a

Wsnguranoyg e lidiliunsidy 8191586msnanal

9

0y aa | |

lun1susudsuasesie uwazlnadadodaasunisidy

< '

flvinstemdesudiiuauideliaiagans

LONEIIE9B

1. Maneesang W. The behavioral problems
of students in kindergarten and elementary
schools in community area of Western University
at Watcharapon campus [Internet]. Bangkok:
Western University; 2017 [cited 2020 May 25].
Available from: https://oldweb.western.
ac.th/media/attachments/2017/09/13/
kinderkarten.pdf

2. Teekavanich S, Chantaratin S, Sirisakpanit S,
Tarugsa J. Prevalence and Factors Related to
Behavioral and Emotional Problems among
Preschool Children in Bangkok, Thailand.
J Med Assoc Thai 2017;100(2):175-82.

3. Rhucharoenpornpanich O, Chamratrithirong A,
Fongkaew W, Rosati MJ, Miller BA, Cupp PK.
Parenting and adolescent problem behaviors:
a comparative study of sons and daughters
in Thailand. J Med Assoc Thai 2010;93(3):
293-300.

4. Ageranioti-Bélanger S, Brunet S, D'Anjou G,
Tellier G, Boivin J, Gauthier M. Behaviour
disorders in children with an intellectual
disability. Paediatr Child Health 2012;
17(2):84-8.

5. Charles J, Fazeli M. Depression in children.

Aust Fam Physician 2017;46(12):901-7.

wma‘nmmmﬂmﬁaﬁ@ulm"gﬂmewﬂu Proceedings: Annual Conference Navamindradhiraj University Urban Resilience in Disruption: A Lesson Learned from Covid-19



6.

10.

11.

12.

Saylor KE, Amann BH. Impulsive Aggression
as a Comorbidity of Attention-Deficit/
Hyperactivity Disorder in Children and
Adolescents. J Child Adolesc Psychopharmacol
2016;26:19-25.

Totsika V, Hastings RP, Emerson E, Lancaster GA,
Berridge DM. A population-based investigation
of behavioural and emotional problems and
maternal mental health: associations with
autism spectrum disorder and intellectual
disability. J Child Psychol Psychiatry 2011;
52:91-9.

Hosokwa R, Katsura T. Effect of socioeconomic
status on behavioral problems from preschool
to early elementary school - A Japanese
longitudinal study [Internet]. 2018 [cited 2020
April 25]; 13(5). Available from: https://journals.
plos.org/plosone/article?id=10.1371/journal.
pone.0197961

Doepke M, Sorrenti G, Zilibotti F. The Economics
of Parenting. Annu Rev Econ 2019;11:55-84.
doi:10.1146/annurev-economics-080218-
030156.

Sangawi H, Adams J, Reissland N. The Effects
of Parenting Styles on Behavioral Problems in
Primary School Children: A Cross-Cultural
Review. Asian social science 2015;11(22):171-86.
Sehgal M, Nayak A. Aggression in School
Children: Role of Gender, Family Factors and
Exposure to Violence [Internet]. 2021 [cited
2021 November 1]. Available from: https://
www.medrxiv.org/content/10.1101/2021.
03.25.21254374v1 full.pdf

Sarfnaza B, Manizheh K, Majid D. Behavioural

Problems Compared to Female and Male

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

Vajira Medical Journal: Journal of Urban Medicine
Vol. 65 Supplement November 2021

Students in Tabriz [Internet]. Procedia Soc
Behav Sci 2012[cited 2021 November 1].
Available from: https://www.sciencedirect.com/
science/article/pii/S1877042812015078

Briegel W, Greuel J, Stroth S, Heinrichs N.
Parents’ Perception of Their 2-10 Year-Old
Children’s Contribution to The Dyadic
Parent-Child Relationship in Terms of Positive
and Negative Behaviors [Internet]. IJERPH
2019[cited 2021 November 1]. Available from:
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/
PMC6479830/

Chang L, Schwartz D, Dodge K. Harsh Parenting
in Relation to Child Emotion Regulation
and Aggression. J Fam Psychol 2003;17(4):
598-606.

Kititussaranee S, Sontirat S, Surinya T. The
Relationship Between Parenting Styles and
Depression of the Fourth Level Students.
RNJ 2009;15:36-47.

Huang C, Hsieh Y, Shen A. Relationships
between Parent-Reported Parenting,
Child-Perceived Parenting, and Children’s
Mental Health in Taiwanese Children. Int J
Environ Res Public Health 2019;16(6):1049.
doi:10.3390/ijerph16061049.

Kauser R, Pinquart M. Gender differences in
the associations between perceived parenting
styles and juvenile delinquency in Pakistan.
PJPR 2016;31(2):549-68.

Suzuki K, Kita Y, Kaga M. The Association
between Children’s Behavior and Parenting
of Caregivers: A Longitudinal Study in Japan.
Front. Public Health 2016;4:17. doi:10.3389/
fpubh.2016.00017.

pywdniusszningluuunsdegiudgmmginssludn | 561

Analy WInAnd Aud Rundamd

wma‘nmmmﬂmﬁaﬁ@ulm"gﬂmewﬂu Proceedings: Annual Conference Navamindradhiraj University Urban Resilience in Disruption: A Lesson Learned from Covid-19



IBSDBAISHA:NSAISPDBMAQSIVAIITDY
YN 65 atuiudiu waAInIew w.e. 2564

19.

20.

21.

562

Muraco JA, Ruiz W, Laff R, Thompson R, Lang
D,editors. Baumrind’s Parenting Styles [Internet].
lowa State University Digital Press. [cited 2020
April 25]. Available from: https://iastate.
pressbooks.pub/parentingfamilydiversity/
chapter/chapter-1-2/

Wongpiromsarn Y, Wipulakorn P, Nuanmanee S.
Strengths and Difficulties Questionnaire (SDQ)
Thai improved version: change and
administration. J Ment Health Thai 2011;
19(2):128-34.

Woerner W, Nuanmanee S, Becker A. Normative
data and psychometric properties of Thai
version of the Strengths and Difficulties
Questionnaire (SDQ). J Ment Health Thai 2011;
19(2):42-57.

euduiusseniegluuunsidesgiulymngAnssuludn

Analy WInAnd aui] Gundand

22.

23.

Kaesonbua K, Thamrongat U. A Study of
Preschoolers Parenting Styles of Generation Y
Parent in Bangkok Metropolitan Area [Internet].
OJED 2018([cited 2020 Dec 13]; 13(3): 15-29.
Available from: file:///C:/Users/8DF9~1/
AppData/Local/Temp/189044-Article%20Text-
555134-1-10-20190514-1.pdf

Foley M, McClowry S, Castellanos F. The
relationship between attention deficit
hyperactivity disorder and child temperament.

JADP 2008;29(2):157-69.

maﬁhummLaﬂﬁﬁaﬁﬂlﬁmLNEJLL%"J’&IU Proceedings: Annual Conference Navamindradhiraj University Urban Resilience in Disruption: A Lesson Learned from Covid-19



