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Factors Predicting Public Stigma in Parents about Children

Diagnosed with Attention Deficit Hyperactivity Disorder (ADHD)
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Abstract: The aim of this study was to explore the levels and predictors of public stigma in parents
of children diagnosed with Attention Deficit Hyperactivity Disorder (ADHD). A cross-sectional study
method was used. Quantitative data were collected between June and July 2018 using
questionnaires. The population was the parents of students in schools in Bangkok. The sample
consisted of 400 parents selected through simple random sampling from 4 schools. The
questionnaire consisted of general information, and information on public stigma, attitude, and
social support. The data were analyzed by descriptive statistics such as frequency, percentage,
mean, standard deviation to describe various factors, and predictive factors were analyzed by
multiple regression analysis. The results showed that the public stigma on children diagnosed with
ADHD was at a low level, both overall and in each domain. The predictors of public stigma on
ADHD were attitude: negative feeling and emotion, as well as social support. The most predictive of
factors was attitude: negative feeling and emotion (3 = 0.20), then by social support (8 = -0.19), with
both factors can predicting public stigma by 9.8%, which was significantly at the 0.05 level. The
results of the study can be used to plan to prevent public stigmatization of children diagnosed with
ADHD.
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Table 1. Attitude, social support, and public stigma in ADHD (n=400)

Cognitive domain (Attitude) Frequency Percentage

High average (scores 8-10) 28 7.00

Average (scores 5-7) 219 54.75

Low average (scores 2-4) 153 38.25

Factors Mean (X) Standard deviation (SD) Levels

Attitude (continued)
Negative affective domain 2.08 0.71 Low
Positive affective domain 4.08 0.94 High
Positive Performance domain 3.88 0.43 High

Social support 3.75 0.47 High
Emotional support 3.93 0.50 High
Instrumental support 3.50 0.62 High
Informational support 3.67 0.66 High
Appraisal support 3.90 0.61 High

Public stigma 2.29 0.60 Low
Stereotype 2.39 0.68 Low
Prejudice 2.26 0.71 Low
Discrimination 2.21 0.67 Low
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Table 2. The results of stepwise multiple regression analysis predicted public stigma. (n = 400)

Factors b SE Beta (3) t Sig
Negative affective domain (X1) 0.09 0.02 0.20 4.14 0.000*
Social support (X) -0.13 0.03 -0.19 -4.00 0.000*

Constant (a) = 1.45; R = 0.049; R* = 0.098; SEE = 0.32; F = 22.58*

*P<.05
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