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Introduction

Anxiety disorders (AD) are by far the most prevalent men-
tal disorders in childhood, with prevalence estimates rang-
ing from 10 to 20% [1–3]. Interestingly, despite its prev-
alence, only 31% of AD children receive treatment [1]. 
Nevertheless, societal costs of childhood AD have been 
estimated high, with 9 to 20 times more costs than the nor-
mal population [4, 5]. Taking into account the high preva-
lence and societal costs, but low treatment usage, the ques-
tion has raised whether AD might be less disturbing for 
the child and their parents than other common childhood 
mental disorders such as attention deficit hyperactivity dis-
order (ADHD) and autism spectrum disorder (ASD). To 
provide more insight into this issue, this study compared 
families of clinically referred children with AD to children 
with ADHD, ASD, and a non-clinical control group on 
child quality of life, parental psychopathology, and paren-
tal stress, in order to examine the functional impairment of 
childhood AD with respect to child and parental factors.

Currently, studies focusing on child psychiatric disorders 
have increasingly used quality of life as an assessment of 
functional impairment. The concept quality of life encom-
passes multiple domains, such as physical well-being, psy-
chological well-being, and social functioning [6]. Compari-
sons of quality of life in various clinical groups have been 
scarce, even though it has been suggested that children who 
are diagnosed with a psychiatric disorder generally have a 
considerably poorer quality of life than children from the 
general population [6, 7]. Bastiaansen et al. [8] compared 
the quality of life between 310 clinically referred children 
referred to outpatient child psychiatric clinics with AD, 
ADHD, ASD, mood disorders, and other disorders, and 
showed that children with AD had a poorer quality of life 
in the domain of emotional functioning than children with 
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C; n = 62), ADHD Predominantly Inattentive (ADHD-I; 
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ADHD, whereas the impact of AD on other aspects of 
quality of life was equal to children with ADHD, disrup-
tive behavior disorders, and mood disorders [8]. Moreover, 
Thaulow and Jozefiak [9] found no significant differences 
between quality of life of clinically referred children with 
ADHD and children with anxiety/depression. Van Steensel 
et al. [10] found no differences between clinically referred 
children with ASD and comorbid AD and children with AD 
only in both parent and child reported quality of life; how-
ever, a lower quality of life was related to a higher anxiety 
severity and more severe autistic behavior. Thus, quality of 
life studies of clinically referred children with AD versus 
other mental disorders indicate that children with AD are at 
least as impaired as their counterparts with other disorders, 
but research is still sparse, and a comparison of several 
clinical groups with a control group seems to be missing.

Parental psychopathology has often been found to be 
elevated in parents of children with behavioral problems; 
however, it is unclear to what extent parents of children 
with AD have more or less psychopathology themselves 
than other parents, and how specific this relationship is. 
Moreover, likely heritability plays a role in the relation-
ship between child and parental psychopathology, with 
heritability estimates of 30–40% for AD [11], and even 
stronger evidence for the heritability of ASD (> 90%, [12]) 
and ADHD (around 76% [13]). For AD, it has been found 
that (a) parental anxiety functions as a risk factor for child 
AD (e.g., [14]); (b) children with AD are more likely to 
have parents with AD as compared to other children [14, 
15]; and (c) parental anxiety is related to child anxiety and 
depression, but not to child externalizing symptoms [16]. 
Moreover, a recent study showed that maternal anxiety 
symptoms were associated with all childhood problems, 
while paternal anxiety was only associated with childhood 
internalizing problems [17]. Research in other clinical 
groups found that parental depression was specifically asso-
ciated with child internalizing problems, whereas parental 
ADHD was related to child psychopathology in general 
[18]. Thus far, different relations between child and paren-
tal psychopathology were found, and research is inconclu-
sive whether these relations are specific or not and whether 
parents of one clinical group referred to mental health care 
appear to have more or less behavioral problems than other 
parents. Above all, most studies have examined the relation 
between child and parental psychopathology by measuring 
symptoms, instead of relying on childhood DSM-IV-TR 
disorders to define groups.

Parenting a child with a clinical diagnosis often raises 
parental stress, which can be defined as the distress that 
arises from the demands of parenting [19], and which may 
contribute independently to the clinical portrait of clinic-
referred families [20]. The available evidence for differ-
ences in parental stress between children with different 

clinical diagnoses is scarce. The study of Costa et al. [20] 
showed that parental stress concerning dysfunctional inter-
actions predicted child internalizing symptoms specifically; 
whereas parental stress concerning raising a difficult child 
predicted externalizing symptoms as well. In line, a com-
parison of children in a school-based system of care showed 
that parents of children with both high internalizing and 
externalizing symptoms reported more parental stress than 
children with low symptom levels [21]. Moreover, parents 
of children with internalizing problems reported compara-
ble parental stress in parent–child interactions compared 
to parents of children with both internalizing and external-
izing symptoms [21]. In addition, previous studies found 
that parents of children with ADHD combined subtype 
showed more parental stress than parents of ADHD inat-
tentive subtype [22]. Finally, some studies have shown that 
parental stress was specifically associated with children’s 
anxiety symptoms [23]. Thus, both children’s internalizing 
and externalizing problems seem to be related to parental 
stress; however, little consideration has been given to the 
association between the types of child psychiatric diagno-
ses and parental stress. Knowledge about the role of paren-
tal stress in different child psychopathology is the first step 
to shed light on the role of parental stress in the etiology, 
maintenance, and treatment of child psychopathology.

The different roles of fathers and mothers in the devel-
opment and maintenance of childhood AD have received 
more attention over the last decade [24]. Nevertheless, 
fathers still tend to be underrepresented in research [25]. 
However, fathers may be important informants as they may 
have a different perspective on their child’s problems (i.e., 
they tend to report less internalizing problems; [26]) and 
they may evaluate the burden of parenting a clinical child 
differently than mothers [27]. In addition, child internaliz-
ing problems have been found to be more closely related 
to internalizing symptoms of mothers than fathers [28]. 
Therefore, the current study included reports from both 
mothers and fathers, in order to examine possible differ-
ences between their reports.

In sum, research suggests that clinically referred children 
with AD are impaired in terms of quality of life; however, it 
is unclear whether this impairment is similar to other men-
tal disorders. Parental impairment in children with AD was 
also found: parents of children with AD were more anx-
ious themselves, and parents of children with internalizing 
problems experienced different parental stress than parents 
of children with externalizing problems. Parental impair-
ment studies examined child anxiety symptoms instead of 
diagnosis and therefore no conclusions can be drawn about 
which childhood disorders are more or less associated with 
parental psychopathology or parental stress. The aim of 
this study was to investigate whether children with AD dif-
fer from children with different psychiatric disorders (i.e. 
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ASD, ADHD) and a control group of children without a 
clinical diagnosis on a range of variables: quality of life of 
the child, parents’ internalizing and externalizing psycho-
pathology, and parental stress, using both mother and father 
reports. Examining these possible differences is important 
because it may lead to further insight into the impact of 
childhood AD and may lead to the identification of pos-
sible treatment targets. Based on the above literature, we 
hypothesized that (1) children with AD would be at least 
as impaired in quality of life as children with ASD and 
ADHD [8, 9], and have a lower quality of life than children 
in the control group [7], (2) tentatively, parents of children 
with AD would have more internalizing and less external-
izing problems than parents of children in the other clinical 
groups [14–16], and (3) parents of children with AD would 
likely experience similar levels of parental stress as par-
ents of children in other clinical groups, but lower levels of 
stress compared to the control group [21].

Method

Participants

Participants eligible for this study were children and ado-
lescents aged 6–21  years consecutively referred for clini-
cal treatment to UvA minds, a community academic child 
mental health center in Amsterdam. Participants were 
included in this study when (1) children had a clinical diag-
nosis of AD, ASD, ADHD combined subtype (ADHD-C), 
or ADHD inattentive subtype (ADHD-I), (2) at least one of 
the parents had completed one of the questionnaires, and 
(3) had no comorbid clinical diagnosis. In addition, a con-
trol group of typically developing children without a clini-
cal diagnosis was added. In total, 270 children (M = 11.70, 
SD = 2.92) were included, of which 264 (97.8%) mothers 
and 231 (85.6%) fathers participated (98.8% biological par-
ents; 21.1% of the families were divorced). In 225 (83.3%) 
cases, both parents completed the questionnaires.

Of the 270 children, 63 (23.3%) children were diag-
nosed with AD, 39 (14.4%) with ASD, 62 (23.0%) with 
ADHD-C, 64 (23.7%) with ADHD-I, and 42 (15.6%) chil-
dren in the control group. Table 1 displays the demograph-
ics of the five groups. Groups differed in child age (F (4, 
265) = 4.44, p = 0.002) and gender (χ2 (4, N = 270) = 18.53, 
p = 0.001): children in the ASD and control group were 
significantly older than children in the ADHD-C group, 
and there were relatively more girls in the AD group than 
in the other groups. Groups did not differ in ethnicity (χ2 
(20, N = 270) = 16.54, p = 0.683) or parental age (mothers: 
F (4, 259) = 1.694, p = 0.152; fathers: F (4, 226) = 0.743, 
p = 0.563). Fathers did not differ in educational back-
ground, but mothers did (F (4, 253) = 9.030, p < 0.001): 
mothers of the control group had a lower educational back-
ground than mothers of the other groups (p values < 0.001).

Procedure

Data was collected from May 2012 to May 2014 using 
online questionnaires that are part of the intake procedure 
of the treatment center. All participants were informed 
about the study, and ethical approval for the study as well 
as informed consent was obtained. Only children with an 
IQ > 70 are admitted at the treatment center. Children were 
excluded when (a) their parents did not give informed 
consent; (b) they were re-admitted and already partici-
pated in the study; (c) one of their siblings participated in 
the study; (d) diagnosis was not (yet) confirmed; (e) they 
had a primary diagnosis other than AD, ASD, ADHD-C, 
or ADHD-I. Figure 1 shows the flow chart of the recruit-
ment process. Moreover, when more than two parents were 
involved, only data from the biological parents was used. 
356 children were eligible for this study based on their pri-
mary diagnosis of AD, ASD, ADHD-C, or ADHD-I. It was 
chosen to only include children without comorbid diagno-
ses because we wanted to be able to tease apart the possible 
differences between the disorders and the variables of inter-
est (quality of life, parental psychopathology and parental 

Table 1  Demographics of sample categorized by diagnosis

a Range 1–7: 1 = Primary school, 7 = University

Total (N = 270) AD (n = 63) ASD (n = 39) ADHD-C 
(n = 62)

ADHD-I 
(n = 64)

Control 
(n = 42)

Gender boys (n, %) 182 67.4 31 49.2 32 82.1 50 80.6 42 65.6 27 64.3
Age child (M, SD) 11.70 2.92 11.73 0.33 12.49 0.57 10.60 0.33 11.58 0.38 12.71 0.39
Age mother (M, SD) 44.95 5.15 45.73 0.63 45.10 0.76 43.67 0.70 45.63 0.71 44.44 0.68
Age father (M, SD) 47.03 5.70 47.48 0.75 47.09 0.85 45.96 0.79 47.68 0.85 46.83 0.93
Ethnic background (n, % Dutch) 207 76.7 45 71.4 30 76.9 46 74.2 47 73.4 39 92.9
Educational level  mothera (M, SD) 5.56 1.34 5.63 0.17 6.08 0.15 5.69 0.16 5.68 0.18 4.41 0.19
Educational level  fathera (M, SD) 5.59 1.45 5.48 0.23 5.91 0.19 5.90 0.18 5.39 0.23 5.26 0.22
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stress). That is, if we allowed comorbidity in the groups, 
we could no longer make inferences about children with a 
particular disorder having a lower quality of life, or parents 
of children with a particular disorder having higher levels 
of stress or psychopathology, which was the main aim of 
this study. Therefore, 126 (35.6%) children were excluded 
from analyses (38 AD, 29 ASD, 33 ADHD-C, 26 ADHD-
I) because they had a comorbid diagnosis (AD, ADHD, 
ASD, mood disorders or oppositional defiant disorders). 
The excluded group did not differ from the included group 
in age, gender, parental psychopathology or parental stress. 
The groups did differ in terms of child psychopathology as 
reported by the father (included group had less total and 

internalizing problems on the CBCL, resp. t(292) = 2.32, 
p = 0.021; t(293) = 3.02, p = 0.003), and psychological well-
being as reported by the father (included group had better 
psychological well-being, t(285) = −2.24, p = 0.026), but 
did not differ on any of the measures according to mother 
report (p-values > 0.10). Of the included children, 4.8% 
used medication at time of intake (methylphenidate, atom-
oxetine or dexamphetamine, used by 5.2% of the children 
with ASD; 4.8% ADHD-C; 9.4% ADHD-I), compared to 
16.7% of the excluded children.

DSM-IV-TR diagnoses were made by a multidiscipli-
nary team within the treatment center and were based on 
diagnostic assessments (including for example records on 
developmental history, observations, diagnostic interviews 
and psychological and/or psychiatric evaluations). In addi-
tion, a standardized interview was administered in nearly 
half of the cases (n = 103); i.e. the ADIS-C/P [29] for 
anxiety disorders and ADHD, and the ADOS [30] and/or 
ADI-R [31] for ASD, that confirmed the diagnosis of the 
multidisciplinary team. In line with the clinical classifica-
tion of subtypes of ADHD as defined in the DSM-IV-TR 
and DSM-5 [32, 33], the ADHD group was divided into 
a group with children with both hyperactivity and inatten-
tion problems (ADHD-C) and a group with predominantly 
inattention problems (ADHD-I). Due to small sample size, 
children with ADHD predominantly hyperactive/impulsive 
type were excluded from the study.

Next to the clinical diagnosis assessment, we compared 
clinical groups on the Child Behaviour Checklist (CBCL) 
[34] to confirm their diagnosis by clinical profile. Differ-
ences on the CBCL subscales were examined using the 
same technique as the analyses described in the “Statistical 
analyses” section. Table 2 shows the means on the differ-
ent subscales. Children with AD had more anxiety prob-
lems and withdrawn behavior than children with ADHD 
and control children. Children with ASD showed more 
withdrawn behavior and social problems than AD chil-
dren, while children with ADHD (and ASD) showed more 
attention problems as well as more externalizing behaviors 
(rule-breaking and aggressive behaviors) than AD children. 
Children in the control group were found to have lower 
scores than each of the clinical groups on every subscale. 
These findings support the (DSM-IV-TR-based) distinction 
that is made in this sample between the four clinical groups 
and the control group.

Typically developing children were recruited by gradu-
ate students via schools, day care facilities, and conveni-
ence sampling. Children were excluded from the control 
group when their parents reported that they had a psychi-
atric diagnosis (DSM-IV-TR; [32]), or when they received 
(or had received) support or treatment from a child men-
tal health care center in the past year. Low scores on the 
CBCL of the control group, comparable to those found in 

Participants screened

(n = 508)

No informed consent: n = 10
Missing all questionnaires: n = 7

(n = 491)

Siblings in study: n = 6 
Readmission: n = 16 

No confirmed diagnosis: n = 30

(n = 439)

Diagnosis other than AD, ASD, ADHD-I, ADHD-C: n = 83a

(n = 356)

Comorbid diagnosis: n = 126 

(n = 228)

Final clinical sample: n = 228

n = 63 AD, n = 39 ASD, n = 62 ADHD-C, n = 64 ADHD-I

Fig. 1  Flow chart of recruitment process clinical groups. aOther 
diagnoses included: ADHD not otherwise specified (n = 23), ADHD 
predominantly hyperactive subtype (n = 7); oppositional defiant dis-
order (n = 5); mood disorders (n = 10); other disorder of infancy, 
childhood, or adolescence (n = 26); adjustment disorder (n = 2); other 
disorder (n = 10), including: body dysmorphic disorder (n = 1); dis-
sociative disorder (n = 1), learning disorder not otherwise specified 
(n = 2), eating disorder (n = 1), tic disorder not otherwise specified 
(n = 4), undifferentiated somatoform disorder (n = 1)
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the general population [35], further supported the repre-
sentativeness of the control sample.

Instruments

Quality of Life

Quality of life was measured with the KIDSCREEN-27 
quality of life questionnaire [36]. This study used the 
proxy report, designed for parents. The KIDSCREEN-27 
measures five dimensions: Physical Well-being (5 items); 
Psychological Well-being (7 items); Autonomy and Par-
ent Child Relations (7 items); Social Support and Peers 
(4 items); and School Environment (4 items). An exam-
ple item is: ‘Did your child have the chance to talk to his/
her parents when he/she wanted to?’ (item of the Auton-
omy and Parent Child Relations scale). The items are 
scored on a 5-point scale ranging from 1 = never/not at 
all to 5 = always. Internal consistency values in this study 
range between 0.73–0.92 for mother reports, and between 
0.78–0.89 for father reports.

Parental Psychopathology

Parental psychopathology was assessed with the Adult 
Self Report (ASR) [37]. The ASR measures a broad range 
of behavioral problems in adults and contains 123 items 
which are rated on a 3-point scale (0 = not at all, 1 = some-
times, 2 = often). An example item is: ‘I cannot get along 

with other people’. A total problem scale is created by sum-
ming the score of all items. This study also used the two 
broad-band syndrome scales: internalizing and external-
izing problems. Internal consistency values in this study 
range between 0.85–0.96 for mother reports and between 
0.84–0.95 for father reports. Means and standard deviations 
are shown in Table 3.

Parental Stress

Parental stress was assessed with the Nijmeegse Ouder-
lijke Stress Index Kort (NOSI-K) [38], a short version 
of the Dutch version of the Parenting Stress Index (PSI). 
The NOSI-K consists of 25 items, which are rated on a 
six-point scale, ranging from 1 = I completely disagree to 
6 = I completely agree. The NOSI-K is a short version of 
the NOSI (123 items), and is constructed by combining 
the 25 items with the highest factor loadings on the scale 
‘general parenting stress’. An example item: is ‘My child 
is more demanding to me than most other children’. Inter-
nal consistency values in this study are 0.94 (mothers) and 
0.95 (fathers). Means and standard deviations are shown in 
Table 3.

Statistical Analyses

Multilevel analyses using maximum likelihood estima-
tion procedures were used to examine group differences in 
child quality of life, parental psychopathology, and parental 

Table 2  Means (M) and standard deviations (SD) of scores on CBCL and KIDSCREEN, classified by diagnosis

Groups are compared to the reference group of AD children. Subscripts indicate which group differs from the AD group
a Group has significantly higher score than AD
b Group has significantly lower score than AD

AD ASD ADHD-C ADHD-I Control
M (SD) M (SD) M (SD) M (SD) M (SD)

CBCL
 Anxious 9.03 (5.25) 7.93 (4.42) 5.18 (3.61)b 4.85 (3.83)b 1.44 (2.32)b

 Withdrawn 4.35 (3.29) 7.07 (3.56)a 2.28 (2.05)b 3.37 (2.57)b 1.18 (1.53)b

 Somatic 4.25 (3.29) 3.60 (3.08) 2.43 (2.41)b 3.17 (3.02) 0.97 (1.40)b

 Social 4.51 (3.62) 7.16 (3.87)a 5.35 (3.17) 3.80 (3.18) 0.96 (1.38)b

 Thought 5.39 (4.26) 6.41 (3.70) 4.54 (3.05) 4.19 (3.34) 1.24 (1.83)b

 Attention 5.58 (3.89) 8.70 (3.78)a 11.20 (2.59)a 10.75 (3.73)a 3.58 (3.13)b

 Rule-breaking 2.02 (1.92) 3.82 (3.13)a 4.64 (3.10)a 2.81 (2.60)a 0.85 (1.15)b

 Aggressive 6.30 (5.77) 10.27 (6.29)a 12.56 (5.48)a 7.00 (5.59) 2.42 (2.76)b

KIDSCREEN
 Physical well-being 49.41 (12.94) 46.52 (11.30) 54.87 (11.12) 51.13 (11.75) 57.77 (11.48)a

 Psychological well-being 44.25 (11.77) 39.76 (9.69) 46.21 (10.03) 46.87 (7.24) 54.08 (9.16)a

 Autonomy and parent child relations 52.57 (9.32) 50.40 (8.55) 50.46 (8.54) 50.52 (6.74) 56.24 (9.13)a

 Social support and peers 50.64 (11.44) 43.34 (11.47)b 51.49 (8.44) 53.70 (8.70)a 55.66 (6.76)a

 School environment 49.57 (10.57) 45.14 (9.25) 43.01 (8.54)b 43.01 (7.47)b 54.15 (9.13)a
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stress. Multilevel data analysis is used when data is nested, 
in this case mothers and fathers reported about the same 
child. Their reports were treated as repeated measures. 
An advantage of multilevel data analysis is that it does not 
require complete data over measures, nor is there a need for 
equal numbers of cases in each group [39]. Therefore, all 
available data was used in analysis, including those cases of 
which one parent did not participate. Moreover, multilevel 
analysis takes into account dependency among respond-
ents, as both respondents in this study are nested within one 
child (grouping variable).

Each (sub)scale of the different measures (KID-
SCREEN-27, ASR, NOSI-K) was used separately as a 
dependent variable in analyses. Prior to analysis, several 
univariate outliers were detected for each dependent vari-
able (−3.29 > z > 3.29, p < 0.001). Outliers were trimmed 
to acceptable z-scores, and analyses were run with the 
original and adjusted data. There were no differences in 
outcomes; therefore, it was decided to report results of the 
analyses including outliers. No multivariate outliers were 
detected using Mahalonobis distance at α = 0.001. Assump-
tions were checked for the residuals of the different models. 
Not all variables approached a normal distribution; how-
ever, transformations did not improve normality thus the 
original distributions were used.

Clinical groups were treated as dichotomous measures, 
by creating dummy variables, and the dummy variables 
of ASD, ADHD-C, ADHD-I, and the control group were 
used as predictors. The reference group in each analysis is 
the group of children with AD. The continuous variables 
were transformed into standardized scores. In this way the 
parameter estimates of the dummy variables can be inter-
preted as a measure of effect size (Cohen’s d). Child age, 
child gender, and maternal education were added as covari-
ates in analyses, in order to account for existing differ-
ences between the groups. Respondent (father vs. mother) 
was added as a predictor as well, and interactions between 
respondent and clinical group were added to the model. 
When a significant interaction was found, additional analy-
ses were run within the AD group and within the concern-
ing other group with respondent as a single predictor, in 
order to interpret the interaction effect.

Results

Quality of Life

Results indicated that (a) children with AD had a higher 
quality of life in school functioning compared to children 
with both types of ADHD, (b) children with AD had a 
higher quality of life in social functioning than children 
with ASD, but had a lower social functioning than children Ta
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with ADHD-I, and (c) no significant differences between 
AD and the other clinical groups on the other three domains 
(physical well-being, psychological well-being, and auton-
omy and parent child relations). In addition, children in the 
control group were reported to have a higher quality of life 
than all other children on all five dimensions except on the 
subscale social functioning where children in the control 
group did not differ from children with ADHD-I.

A significant interaction effect between respondent and 
ASD (compared to reference group AD) was found for 
the two domains psychological well-being and autonomy 
and parent–child relation, showing that fathers reported 
a higher quality of life for children with AD than moth-
ers (resp. β = 0.39, p = 0.006 and β = 0.41, p = 0.015), but 
mothers and fathers reported comparable scores for chil-
dren with ASD. Table  4 shows the parameter estimates, 
which indicate differences of the groups compared to the 
AD group: a positive parameter indicates a higher quality 
of life than the AD group, while a negative parameter indi-
cates a lower quality of life than AD children.

Parental Psychopathology and Parental Stress

No differences in total parental psychopathology were 
found between parents of children with AD and parents 
of children with ASD and ADHD-C. However, parents of 
children with AD reported less psychopathology than par-
ents of children with ADHD-I, and reported more psycho-
pathology than parents of control children.

With respect to specific forms of parental psychopathol-
ogy, parents of children with AD reported similar levels of 

internalizing and externalizing problems as parents of chil-
dren with ASD and both types of ADHD. Furthermore, a 
significant interaction effect between respondent and ASD 
was found; additional analyses showed that fathers of 
children with ASD showed borderline significantly more 
externalizing problems than mothers (β = 0.46, p = 0.061), 
whereas fathers and mothers of children with AD reported 
similar amounts of problems.

Parents of children with AD reported lower parental 
stress than parents of children with ADHD-C and par-
ents of children with ASD. No differences in parental 
stress were found between parents of children with AD, 
ADHD-I and normal control children. Finally, a significant 
interaction effect between respondent and ADHD-C was 
found; additional analyses showed that fathers of children 
with ADHD-C showed less parental stress than mothers 
(β = −0.40, p = 0.009), whereas fathers and mothers of chil-
dren with AD reported similar amounts of parental stress. 
Parameter estimates are shown in Table 5, positive param-
eters indicate higher levels of parental psychopathology 
and stress compared to parents of the reference group of 
AD children, and negative parameters indicate lower levels 
of parental psychopathology and stress than parents of AD 
children.

Discussion

The goal of this study was to compare families of chil-
dren with AD to families of children with ASD, ADHD-
C, ADHD-I, and a control group on child quality of life, 

Table 4  Parameter estimates 
of the models concerning the 
KIDSCREEN quality of life 
dimensions

PHY physical well-being, PSY psychological well-being, AUT autonomy and parent child relations, SOC 
social support and peers, SCH school environment, RES respondent: 0 = mother, 1 = father; Gender 0 = boy, 
1 = girl, MEDU maternal education
*p < 0.05; **p < 0.01

Predictors PHY PSY AUT SOC SCH
β (SE) β (SE) β (SE) β (SE) β (SE)

Intercept 1.07** (0.31) −0.49 (0.33) 0.45 (0.32) 0.19 (0.33) 0.83* (0.33)
ASD −0.22 (0.19) −0.20 (0.19) −0.07 (0.19) −0.74** (0.20) −0.29 (0.19)
ADHD-C 0.13 (0.16) 0.28 (0.17) −0.17 (0.16) −0.03 (0.18) −0.64** (0.16)
ADHD-I 0.11 (0.16) 0.30 (0.16) −0.18 (0.16) 0.39* (0.18) −0.62** (0.16)
Control 0.84** (0.20) 1.05** (0.20) 0.70** (0.20) 0.57** (0.22) 0.66** (0.20)
RES −0.00 (0.12) 0.38** (0.11) 0.39* (0.15) 0.00 (0.12) 0.14 (0.12)
AGE −0.09** (0.02) −0.02 (0.02) −0.03 (0.02) 0.00 (0.02) −0.05** (0.02)
Gender −0.49** (0.11) −0.24* (0.12) −0.26* (0.11) −0.27* (0.12) 0.16 (0.12)
MEDU −0.01 (0.04) −0.11* (0.04) −0.01 (0.04) −0.03 (0.04) −0.02 (0.04)
ASD*RES −0.21 (0.19) −0.46** (0.18) −0.50* (0.24) −0.05 (0.20) −0.12 (0.18)
ADHD-C*RES 0.24 (0.17) −0.28 (0.16) −0.32 (0.22) 0.15 (0.18) 0.02 (0.16)
ADHD-I*RES −0.05 (0.17) −0.14 (0.16) −0.17 (0.21) −0.23 (0.17) 0.01 (0.16)
Control*RES −0.04 (0.20) −0.51** (0.19) −0.33 (0.26) −0.17 (0.21) −0.18 (0.19)
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parental psychopathology and parental stress. Most impor-
tant findings can be summarized as follows: (a) Children 
with AD had a lower quality of life than typically devel-
oping children, a higher quality of life than children with 
ASD on the domain social functioning, and a higher qual-
ity of life than children with both types of ADHD on the 
domain school functioning, but did not differ from the 
other clinical groups on physical well-being, psychologi-
cal well-being and autonomy and parent–child relation; in 
addition, fathers of AD children reported higher quality of 
life than mothers on the domains psychological well-being 
and autonomy and parent–child relation; (b) parents of 
children with AD had less psychopathology than parents 
of children with ADHD-I, but more than parents of typi-
cally developing children, and did not differ in psychopa-
thology from parents of children with ADHD-C and ASD; 
(c) no evidence for specificity was found: parents of chil-
dren with AD reported similar levels of internalizing and 
externalizing problems as parents of children with ASD 
and both types of ADHD; (d) parents of children with AD 
experienced less parental stress than parents of children 
with ASD and ADHD-C, but did not differ in parental 
stress from parents with ADHD-I and parents of the control 
group; and (e) mothers and fathers of AD children reported 
comparable levels of parental stress, in contrast to fathers 
of ADHD-C children who reported less parental stress than 
mothers.

First, this study showed that clinically referred children 
with AD are as impaired in parent-reported quality of life 
as children with other clinical diagnoses in three out of five 
domains. However, for two domains a significant difference 
was found, which contrasts the findings of [8, 9] that AD 

children do not seem to differ from children with ADHD, 
except for emotional functioning [8]. This may have to do 
with the lack of comorbid disorders in the current sample 
and/or the different instrument used to measure quality of 
life. Although not reflected in quality of life, these studies 
did find lower academic performance in ADHD compared 
to AD [8, 9], which could explain the difference in school 
functioning between these groups that was found in the 
current study. More specific, we found that children with 
AD had higher scores with respect to their school function-
ing than children with both types of ADHD and children 
with ASD. It is interesting that problems of children with 
AD seem to interfere less with their school functioning 
when compared to other clinical groups (however, note 
that the control group had a significantly higher quality of 
life in the domain of school functioning than children with 
AD). This is in line with the finding of Weitkamp et al. [40] 
that externalizing, but not internalizing, psychopathology 
was associated with low functioning at school. Moreover, 
our findings are also in line with the finding that children 
with AD are found to be impaired in school functioning, 
although children with a comorbid externalizing disorder 
show the greatest impairment [41]. In addition, children 
with AD had a better social functioning than children with 
ASD, which is in line with the clinical presentation of ASD 
[33] and the finding that children with ASD have a poorer 
quality of life than children with other clinical diagnoses 
[8]. Concluding, AD children are impaired in quality of life 
compared to normal controls, but show fewer impairments 
in school and social functioning than children with ADHD-
C and ASD respectively. It may be that the severity of the 
disorder (or the severity of particular symptoms of the 

Table 5  Parameter estimates 
of the models concerning ASR 
total problems, internalizing, 
and externalizing problems, and 
NOSI parental stress

TOTAL total problems, INT Internalizing problems, EXT Externalizing problems, STRESS parental stress, 
RES respondent: 0 = mother, 1 = father, Gender 0 = boy, 1 = girl, MEDU maternal education
*p < 0.05; **p < 0.01

Predictors TOTAL INT EXT STRESS
β (SE) β (SE) β (SE) β (SE)

Intercept −0.19 (0.32) 0.36 (0.33) −0.15 (0.30) −0.77* (0.31)
ASD −0.16 (0.21) −0.28 (0.20) −0.11 (0.20) 0.77** (0.18)
ADHD-C 0.22 (0.18) 0.03 (0.18) 0.34 (0.18) 0.84** (0.16)
ADHD-I 0.40* (0.18) 0.25 (0.18) 0.27 (0.17) 0.18 (0.16)
Control −0.56* (0.23) −0.57** (0.22) −0.53* (0.22) −0.25 (0.20)
RES −0.18 (0.16) −0.18 (0.15) −0.16 (0.17) −0.06 (0.13)
Age 0.01 (0.02) 0.02 (0.02) 0.01 (0.02) −0.02 (0.02)
Gender 0.12 (0.11) 0.12 (0.11) 0.02 (0.10) 0.14 (0.11)
MEDU −0.06 (0.04) −0.07 (0.04) −0.05 (0.04) 0.12** (0.04)
ASD*RES 0.40 (0.25) 0.25 (0.23) 0.62* (0.28) 0.15 (0.20)
ADHD-C*RES 0.00 (0.22) −0.09 (0.21) 0.09 (0.25) −0.36* (0.18)
ADHD-I*RES −0.21 (0.22) −0.37 (0.20) 0.27 (0.24) −0.20 (0.18)
Control*RES −0.16 (0.27) −0.31 (0.25) 0.02 (0.29) −0.09 (0.22)
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disorder) plays a role in how well children function in each 
quality of life domain. For example, severity of attention 
problems (especially seen in ADHD; [42]) may account for 
larger impairments in school, while more social skills prob-
lems (often seen in ADHD and ASD; [43]) may be related 
to more social functioning impairments. Indeed, severity of 
anxiety and autistic problems were related to a lower qual-
ity of life in the study of Van Steensel et  al. [10]. In this 
respect, it may be interesting for future studies to measure 
disorder severity and/or symptom severity and investigate 
how it relates to each domain of quality of life.

Although no differences between the AD group and the 
other clinical groups were found, an interesting finding was 
that fathers of children with AD reported a higher quality of 
life compared to mothers on both psychological well-being 
and autonomy and parent relations. Earlier research into 
informant agreement on quality of life among children with 
different psychiatric disorders using the KIDSCREEN-27 
found moderate correlations between father-mother agree-
ment, but did not find fathers and mothers to differ in their 
child reports [44]. However, they did not examine agree-
ment for each separate clinical group. It is possible that the 
same mechanism for the difference in reports of internal-
izing problems is underlying the difference in quality of 
life, that is, mothers spending more time with their child 
and thus being more aware of internalizing problems [45]. 
Alternatively, father involvement in raising children has 
increased and it could also be that fathers’ perception of 
their child differs from mothers’ perception [25, 46]. Tenta-
tively, viewing the child as less impaired may serve fathers’ 
role of helping their child overcome anxiety by challeng-
ing the child (e.g., [47]). That is, if fathers would view their 
child as highly impaired they would have more difficulty 
challenging the child to explore new territory and cross 
their own borders. However, more research into the (dif-
ferent) perspective of mothers and fathers regarding their 
child’s quality of life and whether it is dependent on the 
child’s clinical diagnosis is necessary before firm conclu-
sions can be drawn.

With respect to parental psychopathology, this study 
does not support a specific link between child and paren-
tal internalizing problems as parents of children with AD 
reported no elevated levels of internalizing problems them-
selves compared to parents of the other clinical groups, 
which is in contrast with previous studies [15], but in line 
with a recent study that found little evidence of specific-
ity in offspring mental disorders [48]. This study also found 
that parents of children with AD experience more psycho-
pathology themselves than parents of typically develop-
ing children, suggesting that child and parental psychopa-
thology are related. Moreover, no differences were found 
in parents own psychopathology reports between fathers 
and mothers from each clinical group. This is in line with 

earlier research [17], and underlines the importance of 
both fathers’ and mothers’ contribution to child psycho-
pathology and/or the child’s psychopathology affecting 
both fathers and mothers equally in terms of their own 
psychopathology.

This study found that levels of parental stress are lower 
among parents of children with AD as compared to ASD 
and ADHD-C. In addition, parents of AD children did 
not differ in parental stress from parents of children with 
ADHD-I and the control group. Thus, in contrast to previ-
ous findings [21], it seems that the externalizing behavior 
of children with ASD and ADHD-C is more associated 
with parental stress than the internalizing behavior of the 
children with AD. Research to date indicated that mater-
nal stress (paternal stress was not investigated) is associ-
ated with children’s both anxious and depressive symptoms 
[23] as well as externalizing problems [49], but does not 
provide enough evidence for differences in parental stress 
between internalizing and externalizing disorders. How-
ever, it is possible that stress levels experienced by parents 
may include different domains; e.g., parenting a child with 
internalizing problems may lead to parental stress concern-
ing parent–child interactions, while parenting a child with 
externalizing problems may lead to parental stress concern-
ing raising a difficult child [21]. Finally, this study did not 
find differences between both parents’ reports regarding 
parental stress, which implies that fathers experience equal 
levels of stress as mothers while raising children with psy-
chopathology, and thus suffer as much, and/or affect their 
children as much with their stress.

Strengths of this study were that (a) this study was one 
of the first to estimate the impact of childhood AD asso-
ciated with child and parental factors, in comparison to 
other diagnostic groups and a control group of children 
without a clinical diagnosis, (b) reports from both moth-
ers and fathers on each of the measures were included, (c) 
this study included clinically referred children and thus 
groups were based on DSM-IV-TR diagnoses instead of 
symptomatology, and (d) multilevel data analysis was used 
to address the dependent structure of the data. Limitations 
of this study also need to be addressed. First, as parents 
were the sole reporters about their child’s quality of life, 
their own emotional-behavioral problems and their levels 
of stress, it might be that the relations between these vari-
ables are overestimated because of distortion: parents’ own 
symptoms (and/or parental concern) influence their reports 
of their child’s behavior and can account for discrepancies 
between parents’ reports [45]. Moreover, the lack of an 
independent measure of quality of life potentially biased 
this study’s results, because results are now solely based 
on parental perception of the child’s quality of life. Future 
studies should include objective quality of life indicators 
in order to account for this bias. In addition, the difference 
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in recruitment procedures between the clinical and control 
group potentially biased the current results; i.e., it is pos-
sible that the control group had a higher quality of life 
because they were not treatment-seekers. Next, this study 
included children with a single diagnosis, in order to avoid 
measuring shared symptoms due to comorbidity and to 
be able to state which diagnoses differed from each other 
in terms of quality of life, parental psychopathology, and 
parental stress. Nevertheless, differences in CBCL scores 
still showed comorbidity on a symptom level, indicating 
overlap in symptoms between clinical diagnoses. Moreover, 
comorbidity on a diagnosis level is frequently present in 
clinical practice, and excluding this group makes the gen-
eralizability of our findings to routine clinical practice lim-
ited. At the same time, note that (1) comorbidity in symp-
toms is different from comorbidity in diagnosis (e.g., not 
impairing for daily functioning, no target for treatment), (2) 
the CBCL scores for the different clinical groups followed 
the expected clinical profile (see Table 2), indicating valid 
differences in symptom profiles between diagnoses, and 
(3) the excluded comorbid group did not differ in (mother-
reported) child psychopathology, quality of life, parental 
stress and psychopathology. Finally, considering the cross-
sectional design of this study, no conclusions can be drawn 
on the direction of the association between child psychiatric 
diagnosis and parents’ problems. Therefore, it is not possi-
ble to disentangle to what extent higher reports of behav-
ioral problems among parents of the clinical groups reflect 
the burden of parenting a child with a psychiatric disorder, 
or to what extent more psychopathology in parents causes 
more child problems in general. Likely, the relation is bidi-
rectional: parents with behavior problems influence their 
child’s behavior, next to heritability [11], and children with 
behavioral problems influence parents’ behavior problems 
and stress; however, more research is needed.

Despite these limitations, this study points out that the 
quality of life of children with AD is less impaired on 
school and social functioning compared to children with 
ADHD and ASD; although their quality of life is lower 
than typically developing children. Moreover, childhood 
AD are associated with less parental psychopathology 
and stress than children with ADHD and ASD. By select-
ing subjects based on diagnosis, we were able to examine 
impairments in daily life and family functioning specific 
to each diagnostic group. This information could help the 
community to better understand the impact of different 
diagnoses on children and their families, and could help 
clinicians adjust child interventions and parental guidance. 
Although dimensional measurement of psychopathology 
is becoming more popular (see DSM-5; [33]), treatment 
decisions and reimbursement are still mostly guided by 
categorically measured diagnoses rather than symptoms, 
which is why we chose diagnosis rather than symptoms as 

our selection criterion. It could be that parental factors are 
less associated with children with AD compared to children 
with neurobiological or externalizing disorders, and/or that 
having a child with AD is less severe compared to having a 
child with ADHD-C or ASD. Future research should dis-
entangle the bidirectional relation between parent factors 
and children referred with mental disorders, comparing dif-
ferent mental disorders. Our findings may also suggest that 
parental factors need to be considered in child treatment 
(e.g., focus on parental stress management), and perhaps 
may need to be considered more in children with ADHD/
ASD than in children with AD.

Summary

Anxiety Disorders (AD) in children are associated with 
functional child and parental impairment; however, the 
severity of AD, compared to other common child mental 
disorders, is unclear. This study compared children referred 
with AD to children with ASD, ADHD-C, ADHD-I, and 
a control group on both child and parental factors. It was 
found that the quality of life of children with AD is less 
affected in school and social functioning than children with 
other clinical diagnoses; however, their quality of life is 
lower than typically developing children on all domains. 
In addition, parental psychopathology of children with 
AD was higher than typically developing children, but 
lower than children with ADHD-I. Interestingly, parental 
stress of parents of AD children did not differ from par-
ents in the control group and parents of ADHD-I children, 
and was lower than that of parents of children with ASD 
and ADHD-C. The direction of the findings remains to be 
investigated, that is, childhood AD impacts parental func-
tioning less, is less caused/maintained by parental function-
ing, or both. Parental factors may need to be considered 
more in treatment of children with ADHD/ASD than AD.

Compliance with Ethical Standards 

Conflict of interest The authors declare that they have no conflict 
of interest.

Ethical Approval This study has been approved by the ethics com-
mittee of the faculty Social and Behavioural Sciences, University of 
Amsterdam

Informed Consent All participants gave their informed consent 
prior to their inclusion in the study.

Open Access This article is distributed under the terms of the 
Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License (http://
creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/), which permits unrestricted 
use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided you give 
appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a 

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


901Child Psychiatry Hum Dev (2017) 48:891–902 

1 3

link to the Creative Commons license, and indicate if changes were 
made.

References

 1. Chavira DA, Stein MB, Baily K, Stein MT (2004) Child anxi-
ety in primary care: prevalent but untreated. Depress Anxiety 
20:155–164. doi:10.1002/da.20039

 2. Costello EJ, Egger HL, Angold A (2005) The developmental 
epidemiology of anxiety disorders: Phenomenology, prevalence, 
and comorbidity. Child Adolesc Psychiatric Clin N Am 14:631–
648. doi:10.1016/j.chc.2005.06.003

 3. Wittchen HU, Jacobi F, Rehm J, Gustavsson A, Svensson M, 
Jönsson B, Olesen J, Allgulander C, Alonso J, Faravelli C, 
Fratiglioni L, Jennum P, Lieb R, Maercker A, van Os J, Preisig 
M, Salvador-Carulla L, Simon R, Steinhausen H (2011) The 
size and burden of mental disorders and other disorders of the 
brain in Europe 2010. Eur Neuropsychopharmacol 2:655–679. 
doi:10.1016/j.euroneuro.2011.07.018

 4. Bodden DHM, Dirksen CD, Bögels SM (2008) Societal bur-
den of anxious youth referred for treatment: a Cost-of-illness 
study. J Abnorm Child Psychol 36:487–497. doi:10.1007/
s10802-007-9194-4

 5. Van Steensel FJA, Dirksen CD, Bögels SM (2013) A cost of ill-
ness study of children with high-functioning autism spectrum 
disorders and comorbid anxiety disorders as compared to clini-
cally anxious and typically developing children. J Autism Dev 
Disord 43:2878–2890. doi:10.1007/s10803-013-1835-6

 6. Bastiaansen D, Koot HM, Ferdinand RF (2005) Psychopathol-
ogy in children: improvement of quality of life without psychi-
atric symptom reduction? Eur Child Adoles Psychiatry 14:364–
370. doi:10.1007/s00787-005-0481-8

 7. Watson SMR, Keith KD (2002) Comparing the quality of life of 
school-age children with and without disabilities. Ment Retard 
40:304–331. doi:10.1352/0047-6765(2002)040<0304:CTQOLO
>2.0.CO;2

 8. Bastiaansen D, Koot HM, Ferdinand RF, Verhulst FC (2004) 
Quality of life in children with psychiatric disorders: self-, par-
ent, and clinician report. J Am Acad Child Adolesc Psychiatry 
43:221–230. doi:10.1097/00004583-200402000-00019

 9. Thaulow CM, Jozefiak T (2012) A comparison between child 
psychiatric outpatients with AD/HD and anxiety/depression. 
Nord J Psychiatry 66:396–402. doi:10.3109/08039488.2012.660
546

 10. Van Steensel FJA, Bögels SM, Dirksen CD (2012) Anxiety 
and quality of life: clinically anxious children with and with-
out autism spectrum disorders compared. J Clin Child Psychol 
41:731–738. doi:10.1080/15374416.2012.698725

 11. Hettema JM, Neale MC, Kendler KS (2001) A review and meta-
analysis of the genetic epidemiology of anxiety disorders. Am J 
Psychiat 158:1568–1578. doi:10.1176/appi/ajp.158.10.1568

 12. Freitag CM (2007) The genetics of autistic disorders and its clin-
ical relevance: a review of the literature. Molec Psych 12: 2–22. 
doi:10.1038/sj.mp.4001896

 13. Johnston C, Mash EJ (2001) Families of children with attention-
deficit/hyperactivity disorder: review and recommendations for 
future research. Clin Child Fam Psychol Rev 4:183–207. doi:10.
1023/A:1017592030434

 14. Bögels SM, Brechman-Toussaint ML (2006) Family issues in 
child anxiety: attachment, family functioning, parental rear-
ing and beliefs. Clin Psychol Rev 26:834–856. doi:10.1016/j.
cpr.2005.08.001

 15. Beidel DC, Turner SM (1997) At risk for anxi-
ety: I. Psychopathology in the offspring of anxious 

parents. J Am Acad Child Adolesc Psychiatry 36:918–924. 
doi:10.1097/00004583-199707000-00013

 16. Burstein M, Ginsburg GS, Tein JY (2010) Parental anxiety and 
child symptomatology: an examination of additive and interac-
tive effects of parent psychopathology. J Abnorm Child Psy-
chol 38:897–909. doi:10.1007/s10802-010-9415-0

 17. Middeldorp CM, Wesseldijk LW, Hudziak JJ, Verhulst FC, 
Lindauer RJL, Dieleman GC (2016) Parents of children with 
psychopathology: psychiatric problems and the association 
with their child’s problems. Eur Child Adoles Psychiatry 
25:919–927. doi:10.1007/s00787-015-0813-2

 18. Humphreys KL, Mehta N, Lee SS (2012) Association of 
parental ADHD and depression with externalizing and inter-
nalizing dimensions of child psychopathology. J Atten Disor 
16:267–275. doi:10.1177/1087054710387264

 19. Deater-Deckard K (1998) Parenting stress and child adjust-
ment: some old hypotheses and new questions. Clin Psychol 
Sci Pract 5:314–332. doi:10.1111/j.1468-2850.1998.tb00152.x

 20. Costa NM, Weems CF, Pellerin K, Dalton R (2006) Parent-
ing stress and childhood psychopathology: An examination of 
specificity to internalizing and externalizing symptoms. J Psy-
chopathol Beh 28:113–122. doi:10.1007/s10862-006-7489-3

 21. Vaughan EL, Feinn R, Bernard S, Brereton M, Kaufman JS 
(2013) Relationships between child emotional and behavio-
ral symptoms and caregiver strain and parenting stress. J Fam 
Issues 35:534–556. doi:10.1177/0192513X12440949

 22. Tzang RF, Chang YC, Liu SI (2009) The association between 
children’s ADHD subtype and parenting stress and paren-
tal symptoms. Int J Psychiatry Clin Pract 13:318–325. 
doi:10.3109/13651500903094567

 23. Rodriguez CM (2011) Association between independent 
reports of maternal parenting stress and children’s inter-
nalizing symptomatology. J Child Fam Stud 20:631–639. 
doi:10.1007/s10826-010-9438-8

 24. Möller EL, Majdandžić M, de Vente W, Bögels SM (2013) The 
evolutionary basis of sex differences in parenting and its rela-
tionship with child anxiety in western societies. J Exp Psycho-
pathol 4:88–117. doi:10.5127/jep.026912

 25. Bögels SM, Phares V (2008) Fathers’ role in the etiol-
ogy, prevention and treatment of child anxiety: a review and 
new model. Clin Psychol Rev 28:539–558. doi:10.1016/j.
cpr.2007.07.011

 26. Duhig AM, Renk K, Epstein MK, Phares V (2000) Interparen-
tal agreement on internalizing externalizing, and total behavior 
problems: a meta-analysis. Clin Psychol Sci Pract 7:435–453. 
doi:10.1093/clipsy.7.4.435

 27. Theule J, Wiener J, Tannock R, Jenkins JM (2013) Parenting 
stress in families of children with ADHD a meta-analysis. J 
Emot Beh Disor 21:3–17. doi:10.1177/1063426610387433

 28. Connell AM, Goodman SH (2002) The association between psy-
chopathology in fathers versus mothers and children’s internal-
izing and externalizing behavior problems: a meta-analysis. Psy-
chol Bull 128:746–773. doi:10.1037/0033-2909.128.5.746

 29. Silverman WK, Albano AM (1996) Anxiety Disorders Interview 
Schedule for DSM-IV, child and parent versions. Psychological 
Corporation, San Antonia

 30. Lord C, Rutter M, Dilavore PC, Risis S (1999) Autism diagnos-
tic observation schedule-WPS (ADOS-WPS). Western Psycho-
logical Services, Los Angeles

 31. Lord C, Rutter M, Le Couteur A (1994) Autism diagnostic inter-
view—Revised: a revised version of a diagnostic interview for 
caregivers of individuals with possible pervasive developmental 
disorders. J Aut Dev Disor 24:659–685. doi:10.1007/bf02172145

 32. American Psychiatric Association (2000) Diagnostic and statis-
tical manual of mental disorders (4th ed., text rev.). American 
Psychiatric Association, Washington, DC

https://doi.org/10.1002/da.20039
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chc.2005.06.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.euroneuro.2011.07.018
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10802-007-9194-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10802-007-9194-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10803-013-1835-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00787-005-0481-8
https://doi.org/10.1352/0047-6765(2002)040%3C0304:CTQOLO%3E2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1352/0047-6765(2002)040%3C0304:CTQOLO%3E2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1097/00004583-200402000-00019
https://doi.org/10.3109/08039488.2012.660546
https://doi.org/10.3109/08039488.2012.660546
https://doi.org/10.1080/15374416.2012.698725
https://doi.org/10.1176/appi/ajp.158.10.1568
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.mp.4001896
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1017592030434
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1017592030434
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2005.08.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2005.08.001
https://doi.org/10.1097/00004583-199707000-00013
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10802-010-9415-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00787-015-0813-2
https://doi.org/10.1177/1087054710387264
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-2850.1998.tb00152.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10862-006-7489-3
https://doi.org/10.1177/0192513X12440949
https://doi.org/10.3109/13651500903094567
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10826-010-9438-8
https://doi.org/10.5127/jep.026912
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2007.07.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2007.07.011
https://doi.org/10.1093/clipsy.7.4.435
https://doi.org/10.1177/1063426610387433
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.128.5.746
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf02172145


902 Child Psychiatry Hum Dev (2017) 48:891–902

1 3

 33. American Psychiatric Association (2013) Diagnostic and Statis-
tical Manual of Mental Disorders (5th ed.). American Psychiat-
ric Association, Washington, DC

 34. Achenbach TM, Rescorla LA (2001) Manual for the ASEBA 
school-age forms & profiles. University of Vermont, Research 
center for children, youth, & families, Burlington

 35. Bongers IL, Koot HM, Van der Ende J, Verhulst FC 
(2003) The normative development of child and adoles-
cent problem behavior. J Abnorm Psychol 112:179–192. 
doi:10.1037/0021-843X.112.2.179

 36. Ravens-Sieberer U, The European Kidscreen Group (2006) The 
KIDSCREEN questionnaires—quality of life questionnaires for 
children and adolescents—Handbook. Past Science Publishers, 
Lengerich

 37. Achenbach TM, Rescorla LA (2003) Manual for the ASEBA 
Adult forms & profiles. University of Vermont Research Center 
for children, youth, & families, Burlington

 38. De Brock AJLL, Vermulst AA, Gerric JRM, Abidin RR (1992) 
Nijmeegse Ouderlijke Stress Index (NOSI), handleiding experi-
mentele versie. Pearson, Amsterdam

 39. Tabachnick BG, Fidell LS (2012) Using multivariate statistics 
(6th edition). Pearson Education, New York

 40. Weitkamp K, Daniels JK, Romer G, Wiegand-Grefe S 
(2013) Health-related quality of life of children and adoles-
cents with mental disorders. Health Qual Life Out 11:129. 
doi:10.1186/1477-7525-11-129

 41. Mychailyszyn MP, Méndez JL, Kendall PC (2010) School 
functioning in youth with and without anxiety disorders: Com-
parisons by diagnosis and comorbidity. School Psych Rev 
39:106–121

 42. Barry TD, Lyman RD, Klinger LG (2002) Academic undera-
chievement and attention-deficit/hyperactivity disorder: the 

negative impact of symptom severity on school performance. J 
Sch Psychol 40:259–283. doi:10.1016/S0022-4405(02)00100-0

 43. Luteijn EF, Serra M, Jackson S, Steenhuis MP, Althaus M, 
Volkmar F, Minderaa R (2000) How unspecified are disorders 
of children with a pervasive developmental disorder not oth-
erwise specified? A study of social problems in children with 
PDD-NOS and ADHD. Eur Child Adoles Psychiatry 9:168–179. 
doi:10.1007/s007870070040

 44. Weitkamp K, Daniels J, Rosenthal S, Romer G, Wiegand-Grefe S 
(2013) Health-related quality of life: cross-informant agreement 
of father, mother, and self-report for children and adolescents in 
outpatient psychotherapy treatment. Child Adolesc Ment Health 
(London) 18:88–94. doi:10.1111/j.1475-3588.2012.00656.x

 45. Treutler CM, Epkins CC (2003) Are discrepancies among 
child, mother, and father reports on children’s behavior related 
to parents’ psychological symptoms and aspects of parent–child 
relationships? J Abnorm Child Psychol 31:13–27. doi:10.102
3/A:1021765114434

 46. Krain AL, Kendall PC (2000) The role of parental emotional 
distress in parent report of child anxiety. J Clin Child Psychol 
29:328–335. doi:10.1207/S15374424JCCP2903_4

 47. Bögels SM, Perotti EC (2011) Does father know best? A formal 
model of the paternal influence on childhood social anxiety. J 
Child Fam Stud 20:171–181. doi:10.1007/s10826-010-9441-0

 48. McLaughlin KA, Gadermann AM, Hwang I et al (2012) Parent 
psychopathology and offspring mental disorders: results from the 
WHO World Mental Health Surveys. Br J Psychiat. doi:10.1192/
bjp.bp.111.101253

 49. Barry TD, Dunlap ST, Cotton SJ, Lochman JE, Wells KC (2005) 
The influence of maternal stress and distress on disruptive 
behavior problems in boys. J Am Acad Child Adolesc Psychiatry 
44:265–273. doi:10.1097/00004583-200503000-00011

https://doi.org/10.1037/0021-843X.112.2.179
https://doi.org/10.1186/1477-7525-11-129
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-4405(02)00100-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s007870070040
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-3588.2012.00656.x
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1021765114434
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1021765114434
https://doi.org/10.1207/S15374424JCCP2903_4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10826-010-9441-0
https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.111.101253
https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.111.101253
https://doi.org/10.1097/00004583-200503000-00011

	Are Anxiety Disorders in Children and Adolescents Less Impairing Than ADHD and Autism Spectrum Disorders? Associations with Child Quality of Life and Parental Stress and Psychopathology
	Abstract 
	Introduction
	Method
	Participants
	Procedure
	Instruments
	Quality of Life
	Parental Psychopathology
	Parental Stress

	Statistical Analyses

	Results
	Quality of Life
	Parental Psychopathology and Parental Stress

	Discussion
	Summary
	References


