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[ Abstract)
from a view of family systems theory. Methods: 260 children with clinical diagnosis of ODD and 269 non—ODD children

Objective: To analysis psychological characteristics of children with oppositional defiant disorder(ODD)

participated in the study. Measures of FACES Il -CV, dyadic adjusting, conflict tactics, difficulty in Emotion Regulation,
and children’ s emotion management from whole family level, family interaction level and individual level were completed
by children and their parents. Results: D Compared with healthy group, ODD group had significantly lower score in family
cohesion and adaptability, marital quality and higher score in parent—child conflict and difficulties in emotion regulation
(Ps<0.01). @The gendere has no main effect and interactive effects with group on these scores. Conclusion: From the fami-
ly system perspective, our findings suggest the ODD may be influenced by the family closeness, parental relationship and
parent—child conflict.
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