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Background: £ Behavioural interventions are recommended for use with children and
young people with ADHD, however specific guidance for their implementation based
on the best available evidence is currently lacking. Methods: This review used an
explicit question and answer format to address issues of clinical concern, based on
expert interpretation of the evidence with precedence given to meta-analyses of
randomised.controlled trials. Results : On the basis of current evidence that takes
into account whether outcomes are blinded, behavioural intervention cannot be
supported as a front-line treatment for core ADHD symptoms. There is however,
evidence fromsmeasures that are probably blinded that these interventions benefit
parenting practices and improve conduct problems which commonly co-occur with
ADHD, and are often the main reason for referral. Initial positive results have also
been found'in relation to parental knowledge, children’s emotional, social and
academic functioning — although most studies have not used blinded outcomes.
Generic as well as specialised ADHD parent training approaches - delivered either
individually.or in groups — have reported beneficial effects. High quality training,
supervision.of therapists and practice with the child, may improve outcomes but
further evidenee'is required. Evidence for who benefits the most from behavioural
interventionssisiscant. There is no evidence to limit behavioural treatments to parents
with parenting difficulties or children with conduct problems. There are positive
effects of additive school based intervention for the inattentive subtype. Targeting
parental depression may enhance the effects of behavioural interventions.
Conclusion : Parent training is an important part of the multi-modal treatment of
children with ADHD which improves parenting, reduces levels of oppositional and

non-compliant behaviours and may improve other aspects of functioning. However,
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blinded evidence does not support it as a specific treatment for core ADHD
symptoms. More research is required to understand how to optimise treatment
effectiveness either in general or for individual patients and explore potential barriers
to treatment uptake and engagement. In terms of selecting which intervention
formats to usesit seems important to acknowledge and respond to parental treatment
preferences. Keywords: ADHD, behaviour therapy, conduct disorder, parent
training, treatmenttrials.

Introduction

Behaviouralinterventions are defined in this review as those interventions which are
directed at improving an individual’s conduct (increasing desired behaviours and
decreasing undesired behaviours), using strategies based on reinforcement and
social learning principles and other cognitive theories. This includes classical
contingency management, behaviour therapy (mainly through mediators such as
parents or teachers) and cognitive behaviour therapy (such as verbal self-instruction,
problemssolvingsstrategies or social skills training). These treatments are usually
offered in several sessions over time, and implemented either through training the
mediator(s)ytheschild or both, with training guided by an explicit protocol (Sonuga-
Barke et al 2013). Interventions employing behavioural techniques are
recommendedyand commonly used, in the treatment of children and adolescents
with ADHD (NICE 2008). However, detailed evidence-based guidance on what, why,
when and with-whom these should be employed is not well described.

In the past; systematic reviews and meta-analyses have been cited as evidence of
the value of.these approaches for ADHD (Charach et al 2013; Corcoran & Dattalo:
2006; Fabiano et al 2009). However, it is our opinion that these reviews have often
been over-inelusive, combining both randomised and non-randomised studies and
that they have also lacked transparency, making it difficult to understand which
studies and outcomes contribute to the stated effect size estimates. This makes their
relevance to clinical practice difficult to interpret. These reviews also failed to
address the issue of over-reliance on unblinded outcomes that is known to be a
major source of bias in treatment trials (Wood et al 2008).
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The European ADHD Guidelines Group (EAGG) have recently conducted several
meta-analyses of randomised controlled trials (RCTs) of behavioural interventions
using stringent inclusion and exclusion criteria which have addressed these
shortcomings (Sonuga-Barke et al 2013; Daley et al 2014). These meta-analyses
used recognized scales to evaluate the quality of the studies. Most importantly, the
EAGG attempted to address the impact of blinding on estimates of treatment
efficacy. To do this the outcomes “most proximal” to treatment delivery, which in
behavioural interventions are nearly always unblinded (e.g., ratings of symptoms by
parents who received the intervention) were compared with outcomes judged to be
“probably blinded” (e.qg., direct observation by independent researchers or ratings by
informantsthot aware of treatment allocation). Not all studies had blinded measures,
but where they"did, the difference between most proximal, and probably blinded
ADHD assessments was clear. There was a statistically significant positive effect of
behavioural interventions on the most proximal, parent ratings (d = 0.40; C1 0.20 -
0.60), and'a non-significant effect when probably blinded measures were used (d =
0.02; Cl -0.30.-,0.34). The EAGG concluded that, on the basis of current evidence,
that takes'in to.account whether outcomes are blinded, behavioural intervention
could not be supported for the treatment of core ADHD symptoms. The situation was
different for other important outcomes (Daley et al 2014). Behavioural interventions
had significant effects on probably blinded measures of parenting (positive parenting
d =0.63; Cl 0.47 - 0.78 negative parenting d = 0.43 Cl 0.24 - 0.62) and childhood
conduct problems (d = 0.31; Cl 0.05 - 0.57).

In this practitioner review, we provide, for the first time since the publication of
these analyses, detailed interpretation of the findings and guidance for
commissioners and clinicians on the use of behavioural interventions for the
treatment.of children and adolescents with ADHD. Our review has a broad scope
covering issues of treatment benefits, therapeutic content and delivery as well as
indications=and-contra-indications. There is also some consideration of the
relationshipsbetween behavioural treatments and other non-pharmacological
approaches:*The issue of the relationship with medication, although important, is
outside the scope of the current review and will be the focus of future publications.
We have attempted to cover all interventions based on behavioural principles for
children and adolescents. However, as nearly all trials that met the inclusion criteria
for the EAGG meta-analyses (31 out of 32 studies) focused on parent-based
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approaches (i.e., parent training), most of our guidance relates to parent training or
interventions with a parent training component in preschool and school-aged
children. In line with our previous practitioner review (Cortese et al 2013) we have
employed a question and answer format. Questions were generated after
consultationwith clinicians and service users. Answers were based on expert
interpretation of existing best available evidence. As much of the evidence is drawn
from studies with"a ' major parent training component we will use the terms
behavioural intervention and parent training interchangeably unless there is evidence
that the effects,would be different for parent training and other behavioural

interventions.

Methods

Generation of questions and answers

There was consultation at various levels during the development of this Practitioner
Review. The clinical questions were first created by the EAGG Behavioural
Interventions.Bln group (an interdisciplinary group of academic clinicians, of whom
the majority, arebehaviour therapists], circulated to the wider EAGG group as well as
ADHD advocacy groups and ADHD clinician groups in the UK, Netherlands and
Belgium for feedback. Questions were amended in line with feedback; and further
questions of clinical relevance suggested by these groups were added. After
preparation of the first draft of the manuscript by the EAGG BIn Group, the
manuscript received a first round of feedback from the wider EAGG group. After
adaptation by the BIn group, there was additional final feedback from the wider
EAGG group who are all clinicians and academics working in the ADHD area.

First bottom-up.questions were drafted by the Bin group without ordering them into
the 4 subthemes (1.treatment benefits, 2.therapeutic content and delivery,
3.treatmentindications and 4.contraindications and relationship to other non-
pharmacoloegical treatments). After reviewing the questions, these 4 logical main
themes of questions emerged, and questions were re-ordered into these subthemes.
Feedback on order and placing of these questions under subthemes was provided
by the broader EAGG group and ADHD advocacy groups and clinicians in the UK,
Netherlands and Belgium.

This article is protected by copyright. All rights reserved



Providing answers: In each case answers are based on expert interpretation of the
best available evidence. In terms of evidence, precedence was given to systematic
reviews and/or meta-analyses of RCTs. Where no RCT data were available to
answer a specific question, other evidence, including that from more pragmatic trials
and observational studies, was taken into account on a case-by-case basis Strength
of evidence ratings are provided for all recommendations using the Scottish
Intercollegiate Guidelines Network SIGN development guide which rates levels of
evidence from the highest 1++ which is evidence based on high quality meta-
analysis to_the Jowest 4 where evidence is based solely on expert clinical opinion
(see text bex). In the case where met-analyses were available the SIGN ratings took
into account the quality of the trials in the meta-analysis — downgrading those where
the trials had a“high risk of bias or where there was a high level of heterogeneity
between studies — even if the meta-analysis itself was high quality. Effect sizes were
interpreted according to criteria outlined by Cohen (Cohen 1992) with an effect size
of 0.2 representing a small effect, 0.5 a medium effect and 0.8 a large effect.

SIGN Guidelines levels of evidence (www.sign.ac.uk)

1++ High quality meta-analyses, systematic reviews of RCTs, or RCTs with a very low
risk of bias

1+ Well conducted meta-analyses, systematic reviews, or RCTs with a low risk of bias
1- Meta-analyses, systematic reviews, or RCTs with a high risk of bias

2++ High quality systematic reviews of case control or cohort studies. High quality
case control or cohort studies with a very low risk of confounding or bias and

a high probability that the relationship is causal

2+ Well eondueted case control or cohort studies with a low risk of confounding or
bias and"a moderate probability that the relationship is causal

2- Case control or cohort studies with a high risk of confounding or bias and a
significant riskethat the relationship is not causal

3 Non-analyiic studies, e.g. case reports, case series

4 Expert opinion
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Results

Each section‘ofithis Practitioner Review is divided into three parts. For each question
the same formatis followed. First a rationale for the question is provided. Then the
relevant evidence that addresses that question is reviewed. Finally, a short

concludings statement providing clinical guidance is made.

A) Treatment benefits

In this section, we explore the beneficial effects of behavioural interventions for
children and-adolescents with ADHD in relation to parent and child outcomes.

Q1.1 — Do behavioural interventions enhance parental knowledge about
ADHD?

Rationale:",Many behavioural interventions have a psychoeducational component
giving information about the nature of the disorder (Montoya, Colom, & Ferrin 2011).
The primary_aim of this is to increase parents’ knowledge about the nature of ADHD,
its possible causes and general course and the treatment options of the disorder.
This may be a goal in itself but also a necessary basis for subsequent therapeutic
intervention.

Evidence:| Therg is no meta-analysis of the effects of behavioural interventions on
parental knowledge of ADHD. One review of the effects of psychoeducation
supported'its value but also highlighted the poor evidence base and the
methodological limitations of studies (Montoya et al2011). A higher level of
knowledgerof*ADHD has been shown to be related to more favorable parental
opinions ofsbehavioural interventions. Enhanced knowledge increases the likelihood
of engagement in pharmacological and non-pharmacological treatments (Corkum,
Rimer, & Schachar 1999). A recent study has also shown that receipt of
psychoeducation may result in lower parental unblinded ratings of ADHD (over two
standard deviations) as well as enhanced adherence to ADHD medication (r = 0.42)
(Bai et al 2015).
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Guidance : Behavioural interventions that educate parents about ADHD may be
used to help parents understand more about ADHD and encourage engagement in
medication treatment.
SIGN rating for the level of evidence that psychoeducation

0] enhances parents’ knowledge about ADHD =4

(i)  'enhances engagement with treatment = 1-

Q1.2 — Do-behavioural interventions improve parenting behaviour and the
quality of/parent -child relationships?

Rationale: An implicit assumption of the behavioural treatment model is that
improving parents’ behaviour towards their children with ADHD improves the
behaviourrof-children with ADHD. This is also likely to improve the quality of the
parent-childsrelationship more generally (i.e., the positive feelings and attitudes the
parent and child have toward one another). Therefore, more appropriately targeted
parenting should be a prerequisite for therapeutic effectiveness (Hinshaw et al
2000).

Evidence: Meta-analyses suggest that both blinded measures of parenting
behaviour (pesitive parenting d = 0.63; Cl 0.47 - 0.7(ii) negative parenting d = 0.43;
Cl1 0.24-..0:62) and parent self-reports of parenting self-concept (d = 0.37; Cl = 0.03 -
0.70) are improved by behavioural interventions (Daley et al 2014). During face-to-
face interactions levels of positive parenting (e.g. warmth, reward) are increased and
levels of negative parenting (e.g., harshness, criticism) are reduced. The quality of
more general.parent-child relationship as represented by parent and child feelings
and attitudes to one another has only rarely been used as an outcome in behavioural
intervention trials. As a result, we know little about whether the child and/or parent
attitudes and feelings towards each other improve following intervention. However,
there is blinded evidence for reduced child oppositional behaviour (Daley et al 2014;
d =0.31; Cl 0.05 — 0.57), which may lead to increased engagement and cooperation
from the child towards their parents and, potentially, improved parent-child
relationships. Behavioural interventions that have directly tested the impact of
intervention on parent’s feelings about their relationship with their child (usually
termed expressed emotion) do show a reduction in expressed emotion

(enhancement of warmth and reduction in criticism) in children with behavioural
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problems (Scott et al 2010). Only one small scale ADHD-specific study to date has
explored the impact of behavioural intervention on expressed emotion (Thompson et
al 2009). Results showed that while overall expressed emotion was not significantly
reduced in the intervention arm compared to treatment as usual, there were
significant reductions in parents’ negative comments (d = 0.73).

Guidancey Behavioural interventions can be used to improve parenting behaviour
and increase parents’ sense of self-worth. They may also lead to improvement in
parent-child relationships, but there is limited evidence to support this latter aspect.
SIGN rating faor level of evidence showing behavioural interventions improve

0] parenting (and parental self-concept) = 1+
(i) the quality of parent-child relationship more generally = 1-

Q1.3 - Can behavioural interventions reduce ADHD symptoms?

Rationale: Parent training interventions for ADHD often focus on reducing coexisting
problems and impairments rather than ADHD symptoms (Tarver, Daley & Sayal
2015). These,co=existing problems and impairments are often the main reason for
referral (O’Connor et al 2015) and the treatment goal for many interventions.
Nevertheless;behavioural interventions have also been recommended as a way to
reduce core ADHD symptoms (O’Connor et al 2015).

Evidence: Meta-analyses have demonstrated positive effects with moderate (0.67
Fabiano et al 2009) to large (d = 0.87 Van der Oord, Prins, Oosterlaan &
Emmelkamp 2008) effect sizes for the impact of behavioural interventions on
parental reportsiof ADHD. Given that parents providing the ratings also received the
intervention and were therefore aware of treatment allocation, these ratings could be
considered to produce a high risk of bias. . In our meta-analyses (Sonuga-Barke et al
2013; Daley.et.al 2014) these effects reduced to approximately zero with broad
confidencerintervals when probably blinded ratings were considered (d = 0.02; CI -
0.30 — 0.34)=When the probably blind meta-analysis was limited to studies of no/little
medicationsin the comparison arm, the effect remained non-significant (d=0.26; 95%
Cl=-0.08, 0:60) but the point estimate and confidence intervals do not exclude a
small beneficial effect. The probably blinded measures are a mixture of teacher
reports and direct observations which in some cases may not be optimal for
identifying changes in ADHD behaviours in the home. This pattern does not appear
to differ as a function of whether the assessed outcome is inattention or

This article is protected by copyright. All rights reserved



hyperactivity/impulsivity or which ADHD presentation the participants have (Webster-
Stratton, Reid, & Beauchaine 2011; Hoath, & Sanders 2002; Pfiffner et al 2007).
Guidance : Based on evidence that parent training does not reduce ADHD
symptoms when measured by individuals blinded to treatment allocation, it is not
presently'supported as a way of reducing core ADHD symptoms. However, the
effects onfparent’s reports suggest that these interventions change parental
perceptions of their child’s behaviour and these could be important even if they don’t
change actual levels of ADHD. However, there is currently no evidence to support
this view.

SIGN rating for'the level of evidence that parent training

(1) reduces non-blinded measures of ADHD symptoms = 1+

(i) Does:not have effects on blinded ADHD outcomes likely to be of sufficient
size:t0 have clinical value = 1-

Q1.4 Do behavioural interventions reduce co-existing behavioural and
emotional “problems in children with ADHD?
Rationale; Many behavioural packages were initially developed to treat children with
conduct problems (CP) rather than ADHD. Behavioural interventions used with
individuals with, ADHD continue to focus on reducing these behavioural problems
which are'very common in these children (Tarver et al 2015).
Evidence: Meta-analyses confirm that behavioural interventions reduce conduct
problems in children with ADHD (Van der Oord et al 2008; Fabiano et al 2009). In
the EAGG reviews this extended to probably blinded measures, where small to
moderate effeets (d = 0.31; Cl 0.05 - 0.57) have been reported (Daley et al 2014).
Few studies have examined the impact of behavioural interventions on emotional
problems."One meta-analysis suggests a moderate positive effect on unblinded
measures of internalising behaviours in pre-school children with ADHD (SMD -0.48;
95% CI -0.84 t0-0.13; Zwi et al 2011), but this was based on just two studies.
Guidance: Behavioural interventions can be used to reduce conduct problems, but
there islless evidence that behavioural interventions lead to improved emotional
functioning in children with ADHD.
SIGN rating for level of evidence that behavioural interventions

0] improve behavioral problem symptoms = 1+

(i) reduce emotional problems = 1-
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Q1.5 Do behavioural interventions have benefits in terms of social and
academic functioning .

Rationale: Children with ADHD often have impairments in social and academic
functioning. Targeting ADHD and comorbid symptoms has the potential to enhance
social and academic functioning, especially if the behavioural approaches include
specific modules that target these deficits.

Evidence: “Consistent with other meta-analyses (Van der Oord et al 2008), our meta-
analysis demonstrated moderate but significant effects (d = 0.47; C1 0.15 - 0.78) on
unblinded parental and teacher ratings of social skills (Daley et al 2014). Trials that
report a pasitive effect typically include a specific social-skills component (Pfiffner &
McBurnetts1997). With regards to academic functioning, Daley et al (2014) found
small but significant effects (d = 0.28; Cl 0.06 — 0.59) from 6 parent or teacher
reports (performance ratings and homework problem checklists) and 3 objective
measures (actual school grade performance) of academic functioning. Another meta-
analysis reports similar results (Van der Oord, Prins, Oosterlaan & Emmelkamp
2008, d = 0«19)</Again, studies showing the most benefit often incorporated an
academic ‘or organisational skills component often delivered at school (Daley et al
2014; Evans'etal., 2016).

Guidance: When adapted to include specialist modules targeting social or academic
skills, behavioural interventions may have beneficial effects on social skills and
academic functioning.

SIGN rating for level of evidence that behavioural interventions

0] Improye social or academic functioning = 1-

Summary “of Benefits of Behavioural Interventions

Based on.current evidence the positive effects on ADHD symptoms reported by
parents aremnoticorroborated by independent blinded sources and may reflect a
change inparents’ attitudes and perceptions about their child with ADHD rather than
any actualehange in behaviour (Daley et al 2014). This is in contrast to the impact of
behavioural‘interventions on conduct problems where the evidence from
independent sources corroborates the view of parental reports. Behavioural
interventions may improve academic and social functioning, but the lack of
independent blinded measures for either outcome in our meta-analysis (Daley et al
(2014) makes the un-blinded improvements difficult to interpret at the meta-analytic
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level. There is also evidence that behavioural interventions enhance parental
behaviours towards their children. They increase positive and reduce negative
parenting even on blinded measures, which may eventually have a positive effect on

future outcomes.

B) Therapeutic ‘content and delivery
In this section, we discuss the evidence relating to which types of behavioural

intervention are most effective and how they should be delivered.

Q2.1 - What are the important elements in effective behavioural interventions?
Rationale:#”Behavioural interventions are generally based on reinforcement and
social learningtheory. Group-based interventions, grounded in the principles of
social learning theory and behavior modification are recommended as interventions
for ADHD (NICE 2008) but include a range of different components that may or may
not be of value.

Evidence: ~Theré are no systematic reviews or meta-analyses assessing the relative
value and'impact of the different components of behavioural interventions for ADHD.
One meta-analysis of programs for children 7 years and younger with more general
behaviour problems (Kaminski, Valle, Filene & Boyle 2008) showed that components
that aimed to increase emotional communication skills (d = 1.47 compared to d =
0.35 for interventions without this aim), taught parents to use time-out (d = 0.52
compared to d = 0.36 for interventions without this aim), and targeted parenting
consistency (d = .59 compared to d = 0.36 for interventions without this aim) were
consistently associated with larger effects sizes. However, it is not clear whether
these findings would also be true for children with ADHD.

Guidance: .Because it is unclear yet what the active components of behavioural
interventionstare, therapists should implement interventions in the way they were
intended torbesused and not use component parts of interventions in isolation.

SIGN ratingfor the level of evidence that therapists

0] should not use components of interventions in isolation = 4.

Q2.2 - Are there benefits of behavioural interventions adapted specifically for

ADHD compared to more generic behavioural approaches?
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Rationale: At least one behavioural programme has been designed to target
underlying features of ADHD — such as self-regulatory and cognitive problems
(Sonuga-Barke, Thompson, Abikoff, Klein & Brotman 2006) on the grounds that this
will lead to better effects on core symptoms.

Evidence: One'RCT (Abikoff et al 2015) has compared a generic parent training
approach (Helping the Non-compliant Child; McMahon & Forehand 2003) and an
ADHD-specific programme (New Forest Parenting Programme (NFPP); Sonuga-
Barke et al (2006)). The specific ADHD approach did not show greater efficacy on
child behaviour,(ADHD, conduct problems) or parental stress or parenting practices.
A second large trial (Sonuga-Barke et al, submitted) also failed to demonstrate
superiority/of NFPP over a different generic approach (Incredible Years infant
programme, Webster-Stratton 2015).

Guidance: ADHD specific programmes are not superior to generic programmes and
therefore both approaches should be considered.

SIGN rating for level of evidence that programmes designed specifically for ADHD

0] are.n@ more effective than generic programs is 1-

Q2.3 - Is the treatment setting important (i.e., home versus clinic; individual
Versus group)?

Rationale: Home-based parent training programmes may be more effective than
clinic based ones, as the behavioural techniques can be more easily contextualized
and individualized. Alternatively, group-based programmes may facilitate the sharing
of experiences between parents.

Evidence: There is little available evidence to support one treatment setting (home
versus clinic) or delivery structure (individual versus group) over another. General
engagement.and drop-out rates for group-based programmes for children with
conduct problems are high and usually between 25 and 40% (Scott et al 2009;
Koerting et-al:2013). A general review of parent training programmes concluded that
programmes should include home visits to provide tailored support (Moran & Ghate
2005). A recent.study comparing home-based individual parent training versus a
group based parent training programme delivered in non-home-based settings
showed no difference between the two interventions in terms of ADHD or conduct
problem outcomes but the home based individual programme was associated with
lower levels of participants drop-out and cost less than the group programme
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(Sonuga-Barke et al submitted). In this study cost differences were due to expensive
facility costs (creches, halls and refreshments and travel costs) and higher
preparation/supervision and training costs for the group-based approach (Incredible
Years).

Guidance: “The‘effects of behavioural interventions do not vary across treatment
setting and delivery structure. In considering where and how to deliver behavioural
interventions'it seems likely that patient preferences and cost of delivery will be the
most impartant factors to consider.

SIGN rating,of level of evidence that one setting or mode of delivery

0] Is_not'better than another is 1-.

Q2.4 - Who should deliver the interventions? What level of training/supervision
is necessary?

Rationale: Given the complex nature of many behavioural interventions levels of
training and supervision are likely to impact on their success.

Evidence: ~There is no meta-analytic evidence to answer this question and no
studies that,have systematically varied the amount of training and supervision.
Nearly allRCTs are implemented with highly trained, motivated and skilled therapists
under carefulsupervision. Therefore, the most relevant evidence comes from studies
which have looked at the effects of behavioural interventions delivered as standard
care. One RCT found that effects were reduced to non-significance when
interventions were implemented by randomly selected therapists delivering treatment
as part of their everyday caseload compared to specialist therapists working on a
clinical trial study (Sonuga-Barke, Thompson, Daley, & Laver-Bradbury 2004). In
contrast, another study (Hautmann, Hanisch, Mayer, Plick, & Dépfner 2008) found
positive effects.on unblinded ADHD symptoms and behaviour problems when
behaviouralinterventions were included in routine care; effects were equal in size to
the originaleefficacy study. A third study (Van den Hoofdakker et al 2007) found
positive effects of behavioural parent training delivered as an adjunct to routine care
(including pharmacotherapy) by experienced psychologists on unblinded measures
of behaviour problems and ADHD symptoms. Authors of these trials highlight the
importance of therapist motivation and the need to deliver the intervention with
fidelity (as intended) — factors shown to predict outcome of treatment for children at

risk of conduct problems (Eames et al 2010).
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Guidance: Effective use of behavioural intervention is likely to require investment in
training and supervision to ensure interventions are delivered with fidelity.
SIGN rating of level of evidence that intervention

0] needs to be delivered by well trained and motivated therapists = 4.

Q2.5 Should both mothers and fathers and their children be actively involved
in behavioural interventions?
Rationale:y The involvement of both parents is predicted to increase consistency of
the implementation of strategies and shared understanding of ADHD and lead to
better outcemes. Involving children increases the ecological validity of the training
setting.
Evidence: 'In general, fathers have not been included in RCTs of behavioural
interventions (Fabiano 2007). In relation to ADHD, only one programme, combining
parent training with sports activities, has been specifically designed for fathers and
demonstrated small to moderate effects on un-blinded observations of frequency of
Total Praise«(d.= 0.54), and Total Negative comments (d = 0.57) for fathers (Fabiano
et al 2012).,However, to our knowledge there is no study directly comparing the
effects of an‘intervention delivered to a single parent compared to both parents. With
regards to child'involvement a review of generic behavioural programmes not
specifically targeting ADHD (Kaminski, Valle, Filene, & Boyle 2008) indicates that
programmes which encourage parents to practice with their own child during
sessions reported larger effect sizes (d = 0.91) than programmes without this
treatment component (d = 0.33) although the authors did not directly compare the
two sets of effect sizes. This may highlight the potential importance of including
practice with the child in the therapeutic process,
Guidance:"..Despite the lack of direct evidence therapists should still try to include
fathers and-ehildren in training where practical, but will need to take account of
complexity=of-family composition and overcome barriers to achieve this.
SIGN rating of level of evidence that parents and children should be involved:

0] fathers should be involved in intervention = 4

(i) children should be involved in intervention = 4

Summary of evidence relating to therapeutic content and delivery.
High-quality evidence is lacking to help answer most of the questions relating to
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therapeutic context and delivery. There has been little attempt to identify the key
elements necessary for effectiveness. Furthermore, based on limited evidence,
behavioural interventions seem to be robust to setting and delivery type and
specialised interventions do not show advantages over more generic approaches.
Howeveryintthis regard individual patients and families may prefer a particular form
of intervention and this is likely to have an impact on both engagement and outcome.
The quality of therapist training and supervision are likely to be important but greater
research is required to explore this. Involving fathers and children directly in their
own treatment,is likely to enhance their value. Choices between different behavioural

interventions may ultimately depend on practical considerations and cost.

B) What are the treatment indications and contra -indications?
In this section, we will focus on individual differences that determine who
should and should not use behavioural interventions.
Q3.1 - Should behavioural interventions be used only where parents have clear
parenting deficits/difficulties ?
Rationale:"\Theaim of behavioural parent training is to provide parents with
enhanced strategies that they can apply to help raise children with challenging
behaviour, it.therefore seems logical that it should target parents who lack these
additional skills.
Evidence . In the past inclusion in RCTs has been based on children having ADHD
and not on a'lack of parenting abilities. Improvements in parenting, especially
reductions in negative parenting and improvements in positive parenting, have been
shown to mediate the relationship between receipt of intervention and change in
behaviourproblems for children at risk of conduct problems (Gardner et al 2010).
However, there.is no evidence to suggest that intervention-related improvements in
parenting oceuronly for those families with low pre-existing parenting skills or
deficits.
GuidanceBehavioural interventions should continue to be offered to parents
irrespective ‘ofithe absence of dysfunctional parenting.
SIGN rating of level of evidence that parent training
0] should be available to all parents, independent of pre-existing parenting
skills =4
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Q3.2 - Is it important to take account of patient and parent preferences?
Rationale : It seems reasonable to assume that patients and parents will be less
likely to engage with, or work at, interventions that they either do not want, do not
believe work or do not value, and which are not delivered in the way that they would
prefer.

Evidence i A recent large study showed that around two thirds of parents of children
with ADHD had a preference for individual over group parent training or other
alternatives (Wymbs et al 2015). The majority of parents were seeking to feel more
informed about.their child’s problems and to understand as opposed to solve their
child’s difficulties. About one fifth of parents preferred group-delivered therapy and
the same amount preferred a minimal information alternative (i.e., just information).
Parents with a ‘preference for minimal information reported the highest levels of
depression and had children with the most complex problems. These findings
suggest that not all help-seeking parents are looking or willing to engage in
behavioural parent training interventions known to be effective. This suggests that
services need.to consider ways to help motivate parents to engage in behavioural
parent training.or provide alternative methods of intervention such as child-focused
interventions. Gewirtz, Lee, Morrell, & August (2016) found that families accessing
mental health«clinics (not specifically for ADHD) displayed a clear preference for
individual' therapy, and those that were able to choose this option were more likely to
remain in treatment. This evidence of a preference for individually delivered therapy
is at odds with current guideline recommendations in the UK (NICE 2008), which
recommends group over individual intervention for ADHD.

Guidance: Parent and patient preferences should be taken into account when
planning behavioural interventions, although little is known about the relationship
between preferences and treatment outcomes. A range of individual and group-
based approaches should be available.

Sign rating=ofidevel of evidence that patient and parent preferences about mode of
intervention

0] should be taken into account = 4

Q3.3 - What are the barriers to initial engagement in behavioural interventions?

How might these be overcome ?
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Rationale: Parents need to engage with behavioural parent training for it to be
effective — but many families are in complex circumstances and non-engagement is
often a challenge for services.
Evidence: A qualitative review explored barriers to engagement in parent training
programmes-from both parental and clinician perspectives (Koerting et al 2013).
Barriers identified by parents and clinicians included situational factors (e.g. transport
and childcare problems, inconvenient timings), psychological factors (fear, stigma
and distrust), lack of awareness or unavailability of programmes and issues with
poor interagency collaboration. A second study (Smith et al 2015) explored how to
overcome 'barriers to early behavioural intervention for ADHD from both parent and
clinician perspectives. Their results indicated that enhancing parental motivation to
change parenting practices and providing an intervention that addressed the parents’
own needs was important (e.g. in relation to self-confidence, depression or parental
ADHD), in addition to those of the child. Comparisons between the views of parents
and practitioners highlighted a need to enhance awareness of parental psychological
barriers amenggpractitioners and for better programme advertising generally.
However, thereare no empirical studies of the effects of removing barriers to
engagement on treatment outcome.
Guidance: Clinicians should be sensitive to the concerns of parents and actively try
to address barriers to treatment engagement whenever possible.
SIGN rating of level of evidence that barriers to engagement

0] need to be addressed = 2++

Q3.4 - Are there parental difficulties that reduce/improve treatment
effectiveness?

Rationale! . .Behavioural parent training interventions use parents as agents of
change tohelpitheir child. It seems plausible that certain parental characteristics
(mental health=problems, literacy intellectual abilities or motivation) could disrupt that
process.

Evidence : The,multimodal treatment of ADHD Study (MTA) group conducted
several moderator analyses for their main outcomes (MTA Cooperative Group 1999).
In these parental characteristics did not predict treatment outcome (Owens et al
2003). In contrast, Sonuga-Barke, Daley & Thompson, (2002) and Chronis-Tuscano
et al (2011) showed that the effects of parent training were reduce by high levels of
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ADHD in mothers. Also, Dawson, Wymbs, Marshall, Moutone & Power (2014)
showed that parents at risk for ADHD had particular difficulty maintaining treatment
effects in the longer term. In contrast, one study showed no effect of either parental
ADHD or depression but did report a moderating role for parental self-efficacy on
unblinded’ ADHD and conduct problems (Van den Hoofdakker et al 2010). The
impact of gther parental characteristics such as intellectual ability, motivation and
literacy on'the outcomes of behavioural interventions has not yet been studied
systematically.

Guidance: _There is little systematic evidence to suggest that behavioural
interventions will be less effective with parents with mild to moderate mental health
problems, but therapists can consider adjusting delivery to take account of ADHD in
parents.

SIGN rating of level of evidence that parental ADHD

0] reduces the effectiveness of parenting training is 2++

Q3.5 - Arethere family situations where behavioural interventions are contra -
indicated?
Rational e: Behavioural interventions could exacerbate existing marital conflict or
enhance the burden on already stressed parents.
Evidence: There is no evidence that contra-indicates behavioural interventions for
particular families. However, when making referrals to behavioural programmes
clinicians should reflect on the fact that family dynamics may be altered by
participation in behavioural interventions. Chronis, Chacko, Fabiano, Wymbs &
Pelham (2004) reviewed evidence that parents participating in behavioural
interventions who displayed clinically significant levels of marital dissatisfaction at
pre-treatment.tended to direct aversive behaviours towards their spouses (e.g.,
negative feedback, argumentativeness, noncompliance, ignoring) when their child
was misbehaving.
GuidancesThere is no evidence to suggest that behavioural interventions are
contra-indicated.if specific family problems are present. However, therapists should
be sensitive to the potential impact of behavioural interventions on family dynamics.
SIGN rating of level of evidence that in families with poor functioning

(1 parent training should not be used due to risk of negative effects of family

functioning = 4
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Forms of r
Q3.6 - Does disorder severity and comorbidity reduce the effectiveness of

behavioural intervention?

Rationale: . More symptomatic and complex ADHD cases may have more deep-
rooted and complex causes which could make behavioural approaches less

effective.

Evidence:_Itis surprising how little is known about the effects of ADHD severity or
comorbidity on treatment efficacy as no studies have sought to randomise
participants on these factors. The MTA study found no evidence of the effect of
symptom severity on psycho-social treatment outcome (Owens et al 2003). In
contrast, Hautmann et al (2008) found that the most severely impaired children profit
the most from behavioural interventions in terms of externalising behaviour
improvement, although these findings were for a general externalising behaviour
disordered group. With regard to comorbidity, a meta-analysis found that the
presence of conduct disorder reduced the impact of behavioural interventions on
unblinded'/ADHD measures (Lee et al 2012). In the MTA study comorbidity of ADHD
with anxiety-was associated with better outcomes for behavioural interventions on
unblinded ADHD measures (Owens et al 2003). Number of comorbidities
(anxiety/depression or oppositional defiant/conduct disorder) was negatively related
to behavioural intervention efficacy in another study with children with no comorbidity
or just onescomorbidity displaying a superior response to behavioural intervention,
compared/to thase with two or more (Van Den Hoofdakker et al 2010). A recent
study, comparing a specialized ADHD intervention and a generic intervention
developed specifically to treat non-compliance, found that the latter was generally
more effective at treating conduct problems where individuals had comorbid ADHD
and conduct.problems (Forehand et al 2016).
Guidance:__Behavioural interventions can be used for children with ADHD
irrespective. ofithe severity of their symptoms. Comorbidity may alter the effects of
behaviourakinterventions but these are not contra-indicated for children with
comorbidity.
SIGN rating of level of evidence regarding symptom severity and comorbidity that
0] symptom severity does not impact on treatment efficacy = 2++

(i) comorbidity does impact on treatment efficacy 1-
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Q3.7 —Is early intervention more effective? Does it reduce long-term risks of
ADHD?
Rationale: Larger effects of behavioural interventions may be expected in preschool
children when neuro-plasticity is greatest, before either the full-blown disorder is
established orthe development of comorbid disorders has occurred and while
parent-child relationships are still relatively intact.
Evidence:" RCT’s have focused mainly on preschool and primary school aged
children. Most meta-analyses do not report a significant impact of age on outcomes
of behavioural,interventions (Hodgson, Hutchinson & Denson 2012; Lee et al 2012;
Mulqueen; Bartley & Bloch 2013). However, our recent meta-analysis (Daley et al
2014) found larger effects in younger children on unblinded ADHD measures (t = -
2.63, p = 0.03); conduct problems (t = -2.46, p = 0.05) and positive parenting (t = -
2.63, p =0.03). With regards to long-term effects, significant treatment effects are
maintained but their magnitude declines (Lee et al., 2012). However, evidence for
these longer-term benefits may be contaminated by participants’ exposure to other
treatments.during the follow-up period (Jones, Daley, Hutching, Bywater. & Eames,
2008). Given'this, there is currently no evidence demonstrating that early
intervention with' behavioural approaches reduces the long-term risk of ADHD
diagnosis or.associated comorbid disorders.
Guidance: Clinicians are encouraged to commence behavioural interventions as
early as possible before the child’s ADHD becomes associated with more severity,
comorbidity, anti-social tendencies and school failure. Behavioural interventions
should also continue to be offered to older school aged children as well.
SIGN rating_for level of evidence that early intervention

0] has a special value = 1+

(i) reduces the long-term risk = 4

Summary sin=relation to indications and contra -indications.

There are.eurrently no clear contraindications for the use of behavioural interventions
for childrenand.adolescents with ADHD. Research into predictors of treatment
outcomes is sparse and inconsistent. More generally, clinicians are advised to listen
to parents’ thoughts and opinions and to reflect on whether parents are ready to
engage with behavioural interventions before commencing treatment. Comorbidity
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may alter the effects of behavioural interventions but these are not contra-indicated
for children with comorbidity. Early intervention, where possible, is encouraged.

D) Relationship to other non-pharmacological treatments

Q4.1: Is there,value in combining parent -focused interventions with school -
focused or patient -focused behavioural interventions?

Rationale:=Behavioural interventions often show limited generalizability in
randomizedseontrolled trials perhaps because they are often delivered by parents at
home or in the clinic (Daley et al 2014). Adding school-based, and child-focused
interventions may help to enhance generalisation to school-settings.

Evidence.| A'recent meta-analysis (Chan, Fogler & Hammeress 2016) of treatments
for adolescents;with ADHD has demonstrated that behavioural interventions (which
were mostly.adolescent focused but were sometimes augmented with teacher and/or
parent components) were associated with robust (Cohen d range, 0.51-5.15)
improvements’in mostly parent rated academic and organizational skills, such as
homework completion and planner use. Although studies have shown the
effectiveness of integrated school/home programmes compared to control groups
(Pfiffner et al2007; Power et al 2012; Ostberg et al 2012), only one study has
systematically assessed the additive value of school intervention (and a child skills
training) to parent training in a sample of children with the inattentive subtype of
ADHD (Pfiffner et al 2014). Results showed superior effects of integrated home-
school treatment as compared to parent training alone on unblinded teacher-
reported inattention, organizational skills, social skills, and global functioning at post-
treatment/However, at follow-up during the subsequent school year, differences in
teachertreported outcomes were not statistically significant.

Although several treatment studies have combined child-focused and parent focused
elements (e.g. Abikoff et al 2013; Webster-Stratton et al 2011; Pfiffner et al 2007)
and reported positive results, few studies have systematically assessed the
additional value of a child-focused element to parent training. Some early studies
combined parent training with child-focused treatment (targeting child self-control)
and assessed the separate and combined effects. In these studies, there was no
evidence for additive effects of child-focused problem solving treatment on ADHD
and conduct problems (Horn et al 1990; Horn et al 1987).
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Guidance: Adding school-based intervention may hold promise for the inattentive
presentation/subtype of ADHD. There is little current evidence for combining child-
focused problem-solving treatment with parent training.
SIGN rating of evidence that adding further

(0 school-based elements to parent training is advantageous = 1-

(i) child- focused elements is advantageous = 1-

Q4.2 - Can behavioural interventions be combined with cognitive training and
neurofeedback. to improve outcomes ?
Rationale:",Adding interventions that are more directly targeted at underlying deficits
in cognitive"mechanisms may enhance the benefits of behavioural interventions.
Evidence: Recent meta-analyses have questioned the efficacy of both cognitive
training and neuro-feedback as treatments for core ADHD symptoms in terms of data
from blinded outcomes (Cortese et al 2015; Cortese et al 2016). Two recent studies
assessed the separate and combined effects of cognitive training and parent focused
behaviouraltraining. Steeger et al (2015) found no benefit of the combination on
unblinded ‘'measures of ADHD. Maleki et al (2014) found some evidence of benefits
of combined cognitive training and parent training on unblinded outcomes (effect
sizes not available) compared to parent training or cognitive training alone, however
this study had a number of methodological limitations. To date, no RCTs have
assessed the added combined effects of neuro-feedback and behavioural
interventions in children/adolescents with ADHD.
Guidance: There is currently no reliable evidence to support the efficacy of working
memory training or cognitive training for ADHD or the combination of behavioural
and cognitive or neuro-feedback interventions.
SIGN rating.of level of evidence regarding combinations with cognitive interventions
that

) working memory training does not enhance the effects of parent training =

1-

(i) neurofeedback does not enhance the effects parent training = 4

Q4.3 - Should behavioural interventions be combined with treatment for

parents ' mental disorders/psychiatric diseases?
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Rationale: Given the fact that the parent is usually the agent of change in
behavioural interventions, parental psychopathology and psychological states may
impact on the effectiveness of behavioural interventions. In these cases, combining
treatment for the child with treatment for the parent may enhance both child and
parent outcome.

Evidence:( In our recent meta-analysis, no effect of behavioural interventions was
found on parental mental health (Daley et al 2014). Some studies have compared
additive effects of parental treatment to parenting interventions.

Three different.domains of parental psychopathology and functioning have been
addressed;depression (Chronis-Tuscano et al 2013), parental stress and lack of
social support (Chacko et al 2012; Rajwan et al 2014), parental ADHD (Jans et al
2015). With'regards to the additive value of CBT in combination with regular BPT for
mothers with at least mild depressive symptoms, Chronis-Tuscano et al (2013)
showed the additive value of combining treatment for parental depression and child
ADHD on child, parenting and parental outcomes (child impairment, family
functioninggparental depression) at 3 months follow-up. Another study showed that
enhanced'parent training (enhanced to target parental stress and coping but also
social skills training for the child) reduced drop-out, significantly raised engagement
and social support for parents, as compared to standard behavioural treatment
(Chacko et al 2012), although these benefits were too small to be considered
clinically significant (Rajwan et al 2014). Additional multi-modal treatment of
maternal ADHD did not enhance effects of a subsequent behavioural parenting
intervention on the child’s externalising problems; although it significantly reduced
unblinded reports of parental ADHD (Jans et al 2015).

Guidance:, Identifying and addressing mental health problems such as depression in
parents of'children with ADHD children is important. Although potentially beneficial
for the parentsyiit may not increase the effectiveness of behavioural interventions or
outcomes fortheir children, with the potential exception of treatment of parental
depressions

SIGN rating of,level of evidence that behavioural interventions with treatment for
parental mental health

0] is beneficial = 1-

Summary of findings for non-pharmacological treatment combinations :
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There is very little evidence that adding other non-pharmacological interventions to
behavioural interventions improves outcomes. There are positive effects of additive
school-based interventions for the inattentive subtype. Targeting parental depression
may enhance the effects of behavioural interventions.

Discussion
We have used a question and answer format to address questions about behavioural
intervention most typically parent training for the treatment of ADHD that we feel are
of particular,significance for practitioners and policy makers. We have based our
answers, as faras possible, on empirical and peer reviewed evidence. For every
question, we have provided clinical guidance which we hope will be of practical use.
We conclude that behavioural interventions have beneficial effects on conduct
problems and parenting where evidence from independent sources corroborates
parental report. Effects on ADHD symptoms, academic and social functioning are
more difficult to interpret as the lack of evidence from independent sources does not
rule out thepessibility that reported improvements are merely changes in informant
perceptionrather than actual behaviour. The essential elements of behavioural
interventions are, as yet, unknown. What is known is that specialised ADHD
behavioural interventions are not more effective than more generic behavioural
programmes, but if delivered in an individual format may be more cost effective.
Including children in the intervention process may also enhance outcomes. There
are few specific indications or contraindications for behavioural interventions but
considering whether parents are physically or psychologically able, and ready to
engage and implement behavioural interventions may be clinically important. There
is very little reliable evidence that adding other non-pharmacological interventions to
behavioural.interventions has any benefits.

This‘review does highlight a number of important gaps in the current evidence
base. Firstly:sthere is a need to enhance the number of studies that use blinded or
independent’outcomes across multiple measures, but especially for ADHD,
academic funetioning and social skills, to explore whether proximally reported
improvements reflect actual improvement, or merely changes in informant
perception. In doing this it will be important to be able to control for the influence of
rater bias and context on differences between Most Proximal and Probably Blinded
informants reports. Secondly, additional work is required to identify mediators and
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moderators that can help better understand the mechanisms and active treatment
components which are associated with improvement as well as identifying which
patients benefit the most. Improving our understanding in this area could allow
clinicians to tailor the delivery of intervention to families and children who will benefit
the most:

Our guidance is not without its limitations and constraints. Our review of
evidence is not based entirely on systematic reviews and meta-analyses. However,
we have taken a systematic approach to the synthesis of the evidence where
possible, focusing on recent meta-analyses and RCTs. Second, the interpretation of
the evidence and the subsequent clinical recommendations are the views of the
membership of the EAGG, this applies to all questions but is particularly influential
when evidence'is weak or inconclusive. In such cases we have taken a pragmatic
approach basedon the principles and logic of good clinical practice referenced
against the expert clinical opinion of EAGG members to guide our recommendations
and have used SIGN evidence ratings to highlight where recommendations are
based solely.en/expert opinion. Third, we have had to give the guidance with almost
no reference to.the relative financial costs and benefits of the various options. This of
course is.a major handicap for while we might consider that a certain approach is
optimal in terms of efficacy it may be prohibitively expensive to implement in routine
practice or costs may vary considerably between different healthcare settings. The
questions relating to the mode of delivery, the involvement of fathers, the quality of
training and supervision and the integration with adjunct therapies are especially
likely to be affected by such considerations.

Our hope is that, in the future, stronger empirical evidence will guide clinical
recommendations in a more direct way based on clearer evidence to guide day to

day clinical practice.
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Key Practitioner message

On the basis of current evidence, that takes into account whether outcomes are
blinded, behavioural intervention cannot be supported as a front-line treatment for
core ADHD symptoms. However, there is evidence on probably blinded outcomes
that behavioural interventions reduce conduct problems in children with ADHD and
enhance parenting in parents of children with ADHD.

Specialised. ADHD behavioural interventions do not appear to be more effective
than more generic behavioural programmes. There are few contraindications for
behaviouralinterventions. There is no reliable evidence to date to suggest that
adding other non-pharmacological interventions to behavioural interventions has
benefit.

Areas for future research

There is a:need to enhance the number and quality of studies that use blinded or
independent outcomes especially for core ADHD symptoms, but also for co-morbid

impairment domains.

More research on moderators of outcome is required to help understand for whom

behavioural interventions work best.

More researchron mediators of outcome is required to identify underlying

mechanisms ofiaction for behavioural intervention.

References

Abikoff, H"Gallagher, R., Wells, K. C., Murray, D. W., Huang, L., Lu, F. & Petkova,
E. (2013)»Remediating organizational functioning in children with ADHD: immediate
and long-term*effects from a randomized controlled trial. Journal of Consulting and
Clinical Psychology, 81, 113-128.

Abikoff, H. B., Thompson, M., Laver-Bradbury, C., Long, N., Forehand, R. L.,
Brotman, L. M., Klein, R. G., Reiss, P., Huo, L. & Sonuga-Barke, E. (2015). Parent

This article is protected by copyright. All rights reserved



training for preschool ADHD: a randomized controlled trial of specialized and generic
programs. Journal of Child Psychology and Psychiatry, 56, 618-631.

Bai, G. N, Wang, Y. F., Yang, L. & Niu, W. Y. (2015). Effectiveness of a focused,
brief psychoeducation program for parents of ADHD children: improvement of
medication-adherence and symptoms. Neuropsychiatric Disease and Treatment, 11,
2721-2735.

Bor, W., Sanders, M. R. & Markie-Dadds, C. (2002). The effects of the Triple P-
Positive Parenting Program on preschool children with co-occurring disruptive
behavior and attentional/hyperactive difficulties. Journal of Abnormal Child
Psychology, 30, 571-587.

Caspi, A., Moffitt, T. E., Morgan, J., Rutter, M., Taylor, A., Arseneault, L., Tully, L.,
Jacobs, C., Kim-Cohen, J. & Polo-Tomas, M. (2004). Maternal expressed emotion
predicts children's antisocial behavior problems: Using monozygotic-twin differences
to identify environmental effects on behavioral development. Developmental
Psychology, 40, 149-161.

Chacko, AgWymbs, B. T., Chimiklis, A., Wymbs, F. A. & Pelham, W. E. (2012).
Evaluating.a comprehensive strategy to improve engagement to group-based
behavioral parent training for high-risk families of children with ADHD. Journal of
Abnormal Child Psychology, 40, 1351-1362.

Chan, E., Fogler, J. M. & Hammerness, P. G. (2016). Treatment of Attention-
Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder in Adolescents: A Systematic Review. JAMA, 315,
1997-2008.

Charach, A., Carson, P., Fox, S., Ali, M. U., Beckett, J. & Lim, C. G. (2013).
Interventions for Preschool Children at High Risk for ADHD: A Comparative
Effectiveness Review. Pediatrics, 131, E1584-E1604.

Chronis-Tuscano, A., Clarke, T. L., O'brien, K. A., Raggi, V. L., Diaz, Y., Mintz, A. D.,
Rooney, M=EgKnight, L. A., Seymour, K. E., Thomas, S. R., Seeley, J., Kosty, D. &
Lewinsohny#P=(2013). Development and Preliminary Evaluation of an Integrated
TreatmentsFargeting Parenting and Depressive Symptoms in Mothers of Children
With Attention=Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder. Journal of Consulting and Clinical
Psychology, 81, 918-925.

Chronis-Tuscano, A., O'brien, K. A., Johnston, C., Jones, H. A., Clarke, T. L., Raggi,
V. L., Rooney, M. E., Diaz, Y., Pian, J. & Seymour, K. E. (2011). The Relation
Between Maternal ADHD Symptoms & Improvement in Child Behavior Following

This article is protected by copyright. All rights reserved



Brief Behavioral Parent Training is Mediated by Change in Negative Parenting.
Journal of Abnormal Child Psychology, 39, 1047-1057.

Chronis, A. M., Chacko, A., Fabiano, G. A., Wymbs, B. T. & Pelham, W. E. (2004).
Enhancements to the behavioral parent training paradigm for families of children with
ADHD: Reviewrand future directions. Clinical Child and Family Psychology Review,
7,1-27.

Cohen, J. (1992)."A power primer. Psychological Bulletin, 112, 155- 159.
Corcoran,d. & Dattalo, P. (2006). Parent involvement in treatment for ADHD: A
meta-analysis of the published studies. Research on Social Work Practice, 16, 561-
570.

Corkum, P} Rimer, P. & Schachar, R. (1999). Parental knowledge of attention-deficit
hyperactivity disorder and opinions of treatment options: Impact on enrolment and
adherence to a 12-month treatment trial. Canadian Journal of Psychiatry-Revue
Canadienne De Psychiatrie, 44, 1043-1048.

Cortese, S., Ferrin, M., Brandeis, D., Buitelaar, J., Daley, D., Dittmann, R. W.,
Holtmann, M«.Santosh, P., Stevenson, J. & Stringaris, A. (2015). Cognitive training
for attention-deficit/hyperactivity disorder: meta-analysis of clinical and
neuropsychological outcomes from randomized controlled trials. Journal of the
American Academy of Child & Adolescent Psychiatry, 54, 164-174.

Cortese, S., Ferrin, M., Brandeis, D., Holtmann, M., Aggensteiner, P., Daley, D.,
Santosh, P., Simonoff, E., Stevenson, J. & Stringaris, A. (2016). Neurofeedback for
Attention-Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder: Meta-Analysis of Clinical and
Neuropsychological Outcomes from Randomized Controlled Trials. Journal of the
American Academy of Child & Adolescent Psychiatry.

Cortese, S., Holtmann, M., Banaschewski, T., Buitelaar, J., Coghill, D., Danckaerts,
M., Dittmann,.RIW., Graham, J., Taylor, E., Sergeant, J. & Grp, E. a. G. (2013).
Practitioner'Review: Current best practice in the management of adverse events
during treatment with ADHD medications in children and adolescents. Journal of
Child Psyehology and Psychiatry, 54, 227-246.

Daley, D., Van,Der Oord, S., Ferrin, M., Danckaerts, M., Doepfner, M., Cortese, S.,
Sonuga-Barke, E. J. S. & Grp, E. a. G. (2014). Behavioral Interventions in Attention-
Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder: A Meta-Analysis of Randomized Controlled Trials
Across Multiple Outcome Domains. Journal of the American Academy of Child and
Adolescent Psychiatry, 53, 835-847.

This article is protected by copyright. All rights reserved



Dawson, A. E., Wymbs, B. T., Marshall, S. A., Mautone, J. A. & Power, T. J. (2014).
The Role of Parental ADHD in Sustaining the Effects of a Family-School Intervention
for ADHD. Journal of clinical child and adolescent psychology: the official journal for
the Society of Clinical Child and Adolescent Psychology, American Psychological
Association;*Division 53, 45, 305-319.

Deault, L. C. (2009). A Systematic Review of Parenting in Relation to the
Development of Comorbidities and Functional Impairments in Children with
Attention-Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder (ADHD). Child Psychiatry & Human
Development, 41, 168-192.

Dopfner, M., Ise, E., Metternich-Kaizman, T. W., Schurmann, S., Rademacher, C. &
Breuer, D 4(2015). Adaptive Multimodal Treatment for Children with Attention-Deficit-
/Hyperactivity Disorder: An 18 Month Follow-Up. Child Psychiatry & Human
Development, 46, 44-56.

Eames, C., Daley, D., Hutchings, J., Whitaker, C. J., Bywater, T., Jones, K. &
Hughes, J..C. (2010). The impact of group leaders' behaviour on parents’ acquisition
of key parenting'skills during parent training. Behaviour Research and Therapy, 48,
1221-1226.

Evans, S. W.'Langberg, J. M., Schultz, B. K., Vaughn, A., Altaye, M., Marshall, S.
A., & Zoromski; A. K. (2016). Evaluation of a school-based treatment program for
young adolescents with ADHD. Journal of consulting and clinical psychology, 84(1),
15.

Excellence, N. 1. F. H. a. C. (2009). Attention deficit hyperactivity disorder: diagnosis
and management of ADHD in children, young people and adults: British
Psychological Society (UK).

Fabiano, G. A. (2007). Father participation in behavioral parent training for ADHD:
Review and.recommendations for increasing inclusion and engagement. Journal of
Family Psyehology, 21, 683-693.

Fabiano, G=AwPelham, W. E., Coles, E. K., Gnagy, E. M., Chronis-Tuscano, A. &
O'connor, B C. (2009). A meta-analysis of behavioral treatments for attention-
deficit/hyperactivity disorder. Clinical Psychology Review, 29, 129-140.

Fabiano, G. A., Pelham, W. E., Cunningham, C. E., Yu, J., Gangloff, B., Buck, M.,
Linke, S., Gormley, M. & Gera, S. (2012). A Waitlist-Controlled Trial of Behavioral
Parent Training for Fathers of Children with ADHD. Journal of Clinical Child and
Adolescent Psychology, 41, 337-345.

This article is protected by copyright. All rights reserved



Fabiano, G. A., Schatz, N. K., Aloe, A. M., Chacko, A. & Chronis-Tuscano, A. (2015).
A Systematic Review of Meta-Analyses of Psychosocial Treatment for Attention-
Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder. Clinical Child and Family Psychology Review, 18, 77-
97.

Forehand, R:*Parent, J., Sonuga-Barke, E., Peisch, V. D., Long, N., & Abikoff, H. B.
(2016). Which Type of Parent Training Works Best for Preschoolers with Comorbid
ADHD and ODD? A Secondary Analysis of a Randomized Controlled Trial
Comparing Generic and Specialized Programs. Journal of Abnormal Child
Psychology, 44(8), 1503-1513.

Gardner, F., Huichings, J., Bywater, T. & Whitaker, C. (2010). Who benefits and how
does it work?/Moderators and mediators of outcome in an effectiveness trial of a
parenting intervention. Journal of Clinical Child & Adolescent Psychology, 39, 568-
580.

Hanisch, C., Hautmann, C., Pluck, J., Eichelberger, |. & Dopfner, M. (2014). The
prevention.program for externalizing problem behavior (PEP) improves child
behavior by.reducing negative parenting: analysis of mediating processes in a
randomized, controlled trial. Journal of Child Psychology and Psychiatry, 55, 473-
484.

Hinshaw, S.Ps; Owens, E.B., Wells, K.C., Kraemer, H.C., Abikoff, H.B., Arnold, L.E.,
Conners, C.K., Elliott, G., Greenhill, L.L., Hechtman, L. and Hoza, B., 2000. Family
processes.and treatment outcome in the MTA: Negative/ineffective parenting
practices in relation to multimodal treatment. Journal of a

Abnormal Child Psychology, 28(6), pp.555-568.

Hautmann, C., Hanisch, C., Mayer, I., Plurck, J. & Dopfner, M. (2008). Effectiveness
of the prevention program for externalizing problem behaviour (PEP) in children with
symptoms of attention-deficit/hyperactivity disorder and oppositional defiant disorder
- generalizationto the real world. Journal of Neural Transmission, 115, 363-370.

He, Y., Gewirtz{'A., Lee, S., Morrell, N. & August, G. (2015). A randomized
preferencestrial to inform personalization of a parent training program implemented in
community mental health clinics. Translational Behavioral Medicine, 6, 73-80.

Hoath, F. E. & Sanders, M. R. (2002). A feasibility study of Enhanced Group Triple P
- Positive parenting program for parents of children with attention-deficit/hyperactivity
disorder. Behaviour Change, 19, 191-206.

This article is protected by copyright. All rights reserved



Hodgson, K., Hutchinson, A. D. & Denson, L. (2012). Nonpharmacological
Treatments for ADHD A Meta-Analytic Review. Journal of Attention Disorders, 18,
275-282.

Horn, W. F., lalongo, N., Greenberg, G., Packard, T. & Smithwinberry, C. (1990).
Additive ‘Effects‘of Behavioral Parent Training and Self-Control Therapy with
Attention-Deficit Hyperactivity Disordered Children. Journal of Clinical Child
Psychology, 19,98-110.

Horn, W. ., lalongo, N., Popovich, S. & Peradotto, D. (1987). Behavorial Parent
Training and Gognitive-Behavioral Self-Control Therapy With ADD-H Children:
Comparative and Combined Effects. Journal of Clinical Child Psychology, 16, 57-68.
Jans, T., Jacab, C., Warnke, A., Zwanzger, U., Gross-Lesch, S., Matthies, S., Borel,
P., Hennighausen, K., Haack-Dees, B., Rosler, M., Retz, W. G., Von Gontard, A.,
Hanig, S., Sobanski, E., Aim, B., Poustka, L., Hohmann, S., Colla, M., Gentschow,
L., Jaite, C., Kappel, V., Becker, K., Holtmann, M., Freitag, C., Graf, E., lhorst, G. &
Philipsen, ‘A. (2015). Does intensive multimodal treatment for maternal ADHD
improve the.efficacy of parent training for children with ADHD? A randomized
controlled ‘multicenter trial. Journal of Child Psychology and Psychiatry, 56, 1298-
1313.

Jeffree, D., Meconkey, R. & Hewson, S. (1976). Parental Involvement Project.
Research to practice in mental retardation: Care and intervention, 1.

Jensen, P. S., Arnold, L. E., Richters, J. E., Severe, J. B., Vereen, D., Vitiello, B.,
Schiller, E., Hinshaw, S. P., Elliott, G. R., Conners, C. K., Wells, K. C., March, J.,
Swanson,J., Wigal, T., Cantwell, D. P., Abikoff, H. B., Hechtman, L., Greenhill, L. L.,
Newcorn, J. H., Pelham, W. E., Hoza, B., Kraemer, H. C. & Grp, M. C. (1999). A 14-
month randomized clinical trial of treatment strategies for attention-
deficit/hyperactivity disorder. Archives of General Psychiatry, 56, 1073-1086.
Jones, K.,'Daley, D., Hutchings, J., Bywater, T. & Eames, C. (2008). Efficacy of the
Incredible Years Programme as an early intervention for children with conduct
problems.and ADHD: long-term follow-up. Child Care Health and Development, 34,
380-390.

Kaminski, J. W., Valle, L. A., Filene, J. H. & Boyle, C. L. (2008). A meta-analytic
review of components associated with parent training program effectiveness. Journal
of Abnormal Child Psychology, 36, 567-589.

This article is protected by copyright. All rights reserved



Koerting, J., Smith, E., Knowles, M. M., Latter, S., Elsey, H., Mccann, D. C.,
Thompson, M. & Sonuga-Barke, E. J. S. (2013). Barriers to, and facilitators of,
parenting programmes for childhood behaviour problems: a qualitative synthesis of
studies of parents' and professionals' perceptions. European Child & Adolescent
Psychiatry,22;653-670.

Lee, P. C.; Niew; W. |, Yang, H. J., Chen, V. C. H. & Lin, K. C. (2012). A meta-
analysis of behavioral parent training for children with attention deficit hyperactivity
disorder. Research in Developmental Disabilities, 33, 2040-2049.

Maleki, Z., Mashhadi, A., Soltanifar, A., Moharreri, F. & Ghanaei Ghamanabad, A.
(2014). Barkley’s Parent Training Program, Working Memory Training and their
Combination for.Children with ADHD: Attention Deficit Hyperactivity Disorder. Iranian
Journal of Psychiatry, 9, 47-54.

March, J. S., Swanson, J. M., Arnold, L. E., Hoza, B., Conners, C. K., Hinshaw, S.
P., Hechtman, L., Kraemer, H. C., Greenhill, L. L., Abikoff, H. B., Elliott, L. G.,
Jensen, P..S., Newcorn, J. H., Vitiello, B., Severe, J., Wells, K. C. & Pelham, W. E.
(1999). Anxiety.as a predictor and outcome variable in the Multimodal Treatment
Study of Children with ADHD (MTA). Journal of Abnormal Child Psychology, 28, 527-
541.

Mcmahon, R«& Forehand, R. (2003). Helping the noncompliant child: A clinician’s
guide to effective parent training. New York: Guilford.

Molina, B..S. G., Hinshaw, S. P., Swanson, J. M., Arnold, L. E., Vitiello, B., Jensen,
P. S., Epstein, J. N., Hoza, B., Hechtman, L., Abikoff, H. B., Elliott, G. R., Greenhill,
L. L., Newcorn, J. H., Wells, K. C., Wigal, T., Gibbons, R. D., Hur, K., Houck, P. R. &
Grp, M. C. (2009). The MTA at 8 Years: Prospective Follow-up of Children Treated
for Combined-Type ADHD in a Multisite Study. Journal of the American Academy of
Child and.Adolescent Psychiatry, 48, 484-500.

Montoya, A:*Coelom, F. & Ferrin, M. (2011). Is psychoeducation for parents and
teachers of:ehildren and adolescents with ADHD efficacious? A systematic literature
review. European Psychiatry, 26, 166-175.

Moran, P. &Ghate, D. (2005). The effectiveness of parenting support. Children &
Society, 19, 329-336.

Mulqueen, J. M., Bartley, C. A. & Bloch, M. H. (2013). Meta-Analysis: Parental
Interventions for Preschool ADHD. Journal of Attention Disorders, 19, 118-124.

This article is protected by copyright. All rights reserved



Ostberg, M. & Rydell, A.-M. (2012). An efficacy study of a combined parent and
teacher management training programme for children with ADHD. Nordic Journal of
Psychiatry, 66, 123-130.

O’Conner et al (2015)

Owens, E. Biy*Hinshaw, S. P., Kraemer, H. C., Arnold, L. E., Abikoff, H. B., Cantwell,
D. P., Conners, C. K., Elliott, G., Greenhill, L. L., Hechtman, L., Hoza, B., Jensen, P.
S., March,”J."S.;'Newcorn, J. H., Pelham, W. E., Severe, J. B., Swanson, J. M.,
Vitiello, B.gWells, K. C. & Wigal, T. (2003). Which treatment for whom for ADHD?
Moderators.of treatment response in the MTA. Journal of Consulting and Clinical
Psychology, 714 540-552.

Pfiffner, L./d. & Mcburnett, K. (1997). Social skills training with parent generalization:
Treatment effects for children with attention deficit disorder. Journal of Consulting
and Clinical Psychology, 65, 749-757.

Pfiffner, L. J., Mikami, A. Y., Huang-Pollock, C., Easterlin, B., Zalecki, C. &
Mcburnett; K. (2007). A randomized, controlled trial of integrated home-school
behavioral treatment for ADHD, predominantly inattentive type. Journal of the
American Academy of Child and Adolescent Psychiatry, 46, 1041-1050.

Power, T. J., Mautone, J. A., Soffer, S. L., Clarke, A. T., Marshall, S. A., Sharman, J.,
Blum, N. J., Glanzman, M., Elia, J. & Jawad, A. F. (2012). A family-school
intervention for children with ADHD: results of a randomized clinical trial. Journal of
Consulting and Clinical Psychology, 80, 611-623.

Rajwan, E., Chacko, A., Wymbs, B. T. & Wymbs, F. A. (2014). Evaluating clinically
significant change in mother and child functioning: comparison of traditional and
enhanced behavioral parent training. Journal of Abnormal Child Psychology, 42,
1407-1412.

Routh, D..(1978). Hyperactivity. Psychological management of pediatric problems.
Baltimore :*University Park Press.

Scott, S. &Dadds, M. R. (2009). Practitioner Review: When parent training doesn't
work: theory=driven clinical strategies. Journal of Child Psychology and Psychiatry,
50, 1441-1450,

Scaott, S., Sylva, K., Doolan, M., Price, J., Jacobs, B., Crook, C., & Landau, S.
(2010). Randomised controlled trial of parent groups for child antisocial behaviour
targeting multiple risk factors: the SPOKES project. Journal of Child Psychology and
Psychiatry, 51(1), 48-57.

This article is protected by copyright. All rights reserved



Sibley, M. H., Campez, M., Perez, A., Morrow, A. S., Merrill, B. M., Altszuler, A. R.,
Coxe, S. & Yeguez, C. E. (2015). Parent Management of Organization, Time
Management, and Planning Deficits among Adolescents with ADHD. Journal of
Psychopathology and Behavioral Assessment, 1-13.

Sollie, HiyMereh, W.-T. & Larsson, B. (2016). Parent and Family Characteristics and
Their Associates in a Follow-Up of Outpatient Children with ADHD. Journal of Child
and Family Studies, 1-14.

Smith, E.,Koerting, J., Latter, S., Knowles, M. M., Mccann, D. C., Thompson, M. &
Sonuga-Barke;.E. J. (2015). Overcoming barriers to effective early parenting
interventions for attention-deficit hyperactivity disorder (ADHD): parent and
practitionerviews. Child Care Health and Development, 41, 93-102.
Sonuga-Barke,E. J. S., Barton, J., Daley, D., Hutchings, J., Maishman, T., Raftery,
J., Stanton, L., Laver-Bradbury, C., Chorozoglou, M., Coghill, D., Little, L., Ruddock,
M., Radford, M., Guiging, L.Y., Lee, L., Gould, L., Shipway, L, Markomichali, P.,
Mcguirk, J., Lowe, M., Perez, E., Lockwood, J., & Thompson, M ((Submitted)).
Efficacy and.cest-effectiveness of individual versus group-based parent training for
preschool ‘attention-deficit/hyperactivity disorder: A multi-centre, randomised
controlled trial. European Child and Adolescent Psychiatry

Sonuga-BarkeyE. J. S., Brandeis, D., Cortese, S., Daley, D., Ferrin, M., Holtmann,
M., Stevenson, J., Danckaerts, M., Van Der Oord, S., Dopfner, M., Dittmann, R. W.,
Simonoff, E., Zuddas, A., Banaschewski, T., Buitelaar, J., Coghill, D., Hollis, C.,
Konofal, E., Letendreux, M., Wong, I. C. K., Sergeant, J. & Grp, E. a. G. (2013).
Nonpharmacological Interventions for ADHD: Systematic Review and Meta-Analyses
of Randomized Controlled Trials of Dietary and Psychological Treatments. American
Journal of Psychiatry, 170, 275-289.

Sonuga-Barke,.E. J. S., Daley, D. & Thompson, M. (2002). Does Maternal ADHD
Reduce the“Effectiveness of Parent Training for Preschool Children's ADHD?
Journal ofithesAmerican Academy of Child & Adolescent Psychiatry, 41, 696-702.
Sonuga-Barke, E. J. S., Daley, D., Thompson, M., Laver-Bradbury, C. & Weeks, A.
(2001). Pareni-based therapies for preschool attention-deficit/hyperactivity disorder:
A randomized, controlled trial with a community sample. Journal of the American
Academy of Child and Adolescent Psychiatry, 40, 402-408.

This article is protected by copyright. All rights reserved



Sonuga-Barke, E. J. S. & Halperin, J. M. (2010). Developmental phenotypes and
causal pathways in attention deficit/hyperactivity disorder: potential targets for early
intervention? Journal of Child Psychology and Psychiatry, 51, 368-389.
Sonuga-Barke, E.J., Lasky-Su, J., Neale, B.M., Oades, R., Chen, W., Franke, B.,
BuitelaaryJi"Banaschewski, T., Ebstein, R., Gill, M. and Anney, R., 2008. Does
parental expressed emotion moderate genetic effects in ADHD? An exploration
using a genome wide association scan. American Journal of Medical Genetics Part
B: Neuropsychiatric Genetics, 147(8), pp.1359-1368.

Sonuga-BarkeyE. J. S., Thompson, M., Abikoff, H., Klein, R. & Brotman, L. M.
(2006). Nonpharmacological interventions for preschoolers with ADHD - The case for
specialized'parent training. Infants and Young Children, 19, 142-153.
Sonuga-Barke, E. J. S., Thompson, M., Daley, D. & Laver-Bradbury, C. (2004).
Parent training for Attention Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder: Is it as effective when
delivered as routine rather than as specialist care? British Journal of Clinical
Psychology, 43, 449-457.

Steeger, CalMsyGondoli, D. M., Gibson, B. S. & Morrissey, R. A. (2015). Combined
cognitive and parent training interventions for adolescents with ADHD and their
mothers: A'randomized controlled trial. Child neuropsychology : a journal on normal
and abnormal«development in childhood and adolescence, 22, 394-419.
Steinhausen, H. C., Gollner, J., Brandeis, D., Muller, U. C., Valko, L. & Drechsler, R.
(2013). Psychopathology and Personality in Parents of Children with ADHD. Journal
of Attention Disorders, 17, 38-46.

Tarver, J., Daley, D. & Sayal, K. (2015). Beyond symptom control for attention-deficit
hyperactivity disorder (ADHD): what can parents do to improve outcomes? Child
Care Health and Development, 41, 1-14.

Van Den,Hoofdakker, B. J., Nauta, M. H., Van Der Veen-Mulders, L., Sytema, S.,
EmmelkampyPM. G., Minderaa, R. B. & Hoekstra, P. J. (2010). Behavioral Parent
Training as=an"Adjunct to Routine Care in Children with Attention-
Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder: Moderators of Treatment Response. Journal of
Pediatric Psyehology, 35, 317-326.

Van Den Hoofdakker, B. J., Van Der Veen-Mulders, L., Sytema, S., Emmelkamp, P.
M. G., Minderaa, R. B. & Nauta, M. H. (2007). Effectiveness of behavioral parent
training for children with ADHD in routine clinical practice: A randomized controlled

This article is protected by copyright. All rights reserved



study. Journal of the American Academy of Child and Adolescent Psychiatry, 46,
1263-1271.

Van Der Oord, S., Prins, P. J. M., Oosterlaan, J. & Emmelkamp, P. M. G. (2008).
Efficacy of methylphenidate, psychosocial treatments and their combination in
school-aged-ehildren with ADHD: A meta-analysis. Clinical Psychology Review, 28,
783-800.

Webster-Stratton, C. (2008). Incredible Years Parents and Toddlers Program.
Seattle, WA: The Incredible Years. Inc.

Webster-Stratton, C. (2015). THE INCREDIBLE YEARS® SERIES. Family-Based
Prevention,Programs for Children and Adolescents: Theory, Research, and Large-
Scale Dissemination, 42.

Webster-Stratton, C. H., Reid, M. J. & Beauchaine, T. (2011). Combining Parent and
Child Training for Young Children with ADHD. Journal of Clinical Child and
Adolescent Psychology, 40, 191-203.

Weinberg, H. A. (1999). Parent training for attention-deficit hyperactivity disorder:
Parental and.ehild outcome. Journal of Clinical Psychology, 55, 907-913.

Wood, L., Egger, M., Gluud, L. L., Schulz, K. F., Juni, P., Altman, D. G., Gluud, C.,
Martin, R.M.;"Wood, A. J. G. & Sterne, J. a. C. (2008). Empirical evidence of bias in
treatment effect estimates in controlled trials with different interventions and
outcomes: meta-epidemiological study. British Medical Journal, 336, 601-605.
Wells, K. C., Chi, T. C., Hinshaw, S. P., Epstein, J. N., Pfiffner, L., Nebel-Schwalm,
M., Owens, E.B., Arnold, L.E., Abikoff, H., Conner, K., Elliott, G.R., Greenhill, L.,
Hechman, L., Hoza, B., Jensen, P.S., Newcorn, J.H., Pleham, W.E, Severe, J.b.,
Swanson, J., Vitiello, B. & Wigal, T. . (2006). Treatment-related changes in
objectively:measured parenting behaviors in the multimodal treatment study of
children with.attention-deficit/hyperactivity disorder. Journal of Consulting and
Clinical Psyechology, 74(4), 649.

Wymbs, FeAw=Cunningham, C. E., Chen, Y., Rimas, H. M., Deal, K., Waschbusch,
D. A. & Pelham, W. E. (2015). Examining Parents’ Preferences for Group and
Individual Parent Training for Children with ADHD Symptoms. Journal of Clinical
Child & Adolescent Psychology, 1-18.

Zwi, M., Jones, H., Thorgaard, C., York, A. & Dennis, J. A. (2011). Parent training
interventions for Attention Deficit Hyperactivity Disorder (ADHD) in children aged 5 to
18 years. Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews.

This article is protected by copyright. All rights reserved



University Library

* o A gateway to Melbourne's research publications

Minerva Access is the Institutional Repository of The University of Melbourne

Author/s:

Daley, D;Van der Oord, S;Ferrin, M;Cortese, S;Danckaerts, M;Doepfner, M;Van den
Hoofdakker, BJ;Coghill, D;Thompson, M;Asherson, P;Banaschewski, T;Brandeis, D;Buitelaar,
J;Dittmann, RW;Hollis, C;Holtmann, M;Konofal, E;Lecendreux, M;Rothenberger, A;Santosh,
P;Simonoff, E;Soutullo, C;Steinhausen, HC;Stringaris, A;Taylor, E;Wong, ICK;Zuddas,
A;Sonuga-Barke, EJ

Title:
Practitioner Review: Current best practice in the use of parent training and other behavioural

interventions in the treatment of children and adolescents with attention deficit hyperactivity
disorder

Date:
2018-09

Citation:

Daley, D., Van der Oord, S., Ferrin, M., Cortese, S., Danckaerts, M., Doepfner, M., Van den
Hoofdakker, B. J., Coghill, D., Thompson, M., Asherson, P., Banaschewski, T., Brandeis,
D., Buitelaar, J., Dittmann, R. W., Hollis, C., Holtmann, M., Konofal, E., Lecendreux,

M., Rothenberger, A. ,... Sonuga-Barke, E. J. (2018). Practitioner Review: Current best
practice in the use of parent training and other behavioural interventions in the treatment of
children and adolescents with attention deficit hyperactivity disorder. JOURNAL OF CHILD
PSYCHOLOGY AND PSYCHIATRY, 59 (9), pp.932-947. https://doi.org/10.1111/jcpp.12825.

Persistent Link:
http://hdl.handle.net/11343/293788


http://hdl.handle.net/11343/293788

