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Factors affecting nightmares in children:
parents’ vs. children’s ratings

Abstract Objective The pres-
ent study investigated the rela-
tionship between daytime
symptomatology and nightmare
frequency in school-aged children
by eliciting daytime symptoms
and nightmare frequency from
children directly in addition to
questionnaires completed by their
parents. Methods A sample of
4,834 parents and 4,531 of their
children (age range: 8-11 years)
completed each a sleep question-
naire and the strengths and diffi-
culties questionnaire (SDQ).
Results The results of the study
clearly indicate that there is an
underestimation of nightmare fre-
quency in the parents’ ratings
compared to the children’s data
(effect size: d = 0.30) and the
closeness between influencing
factors and nightmare frequency is
considerably higher for the data
based on the children’s responses;

the proportion of explained vari-
ance was twice as high. Conclu-
sions Therefore, it seems
important for research and clinical
practice to not to rely on parents’
information but to ask the chil-
dren about the occurrence of
nightmares.

Key words nightmares -
children

Introduction

Nightmares are defined as dreams with strong nega-
tive emotions which awaken the dreamer and that are
vividly recalled upon awakening [4]. They are com-
mon during childhood; 70-90% of young adults re-
ported that they experienced nightmares at some time
during their childhood [8, 33].

The frequency of children suffering from night-
mares (often used cutoff: once a week or more) is

estimated as being as much as 5% (overview: [34]).
Many large-scaled surveys [3, 30, 36, 41] are based on
questionnaires or interviews completed by the child’s
parents. Several studies [17, 23, 24, 26-28], however,
reported a marked underestimation of nightmare
occurrence in the parents’ responses in comparison to
the answers of the child, so that epidemiological
studies based on data obtained from the parents have
to be interpreted with caution. Lapouse and Monk
[17], for example, reported an exact agreement for the
occurrence of nightmares of 54%, in 17% the parents’
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responses were positive and the children’s responses
negative and 30% of the children reported having
nightmares whereas the parents indicated no night-
mares. Muris et al. [24] carrying out interviews with
children aged 4-12 and their parents separately re-
ported that the agreement is quite good in the
youngest age group (4-6 years) but considerable
underestimation was present in the older children.
For nightmares this seems plausible since nightmares
do not occur in a setting supervised by the parents
(own bedroom, second half of the night) and the
majority of children in the age group of 10-16 years
reported in a study that they try to forget the bad
dream and did not talk about it with her/his parents
[35].

The common model in the etiology of nightmares
implies an interaction between disposition (genetic
factors; [16]; personality; [15]; trait anxiety, [23]) and
acute stressors [31] and trauma (kidnapping: [38, 39];
war experiences: [40]; natural disasters: [7]; severe
burns: [37]). Most of the studies investigating the
relationship between trait anxiety or psychopatho-
logical symptoms, however, are based on data ob-
tained from the parents (cf. [1, 2, 6, 20-22, 25]).
Mindell and Barrett [23], for example, demonstrated
that the relationship between trait anxiety and
nightmare frequency was only present in the data
reported by the children but not in the data reported
by the parents; a finding that might be associated with
the underestimation of nightmare occurrence in par-
ents.

The present study investigated the relationship
between daytime symptomatology and nightmare
frequency in school-aged children by eliciting day-
time symptoms and nightmare frequency from the
children directly in addition to questionnaires com-
pleted by parents. First, an underestimation of
nightmare frequency by parents was expected. Sec-
ondly, it was predicted that the relationship between
nightmare frequency and daytime symptomatology is
more pronounced in the data obtained from the
children than within the dataset obtained from the
parents.

Method
Participants

Overall, 8,599 children of the forth grade in all schools
of the city of Cologne (with the exception of two
schools (N = 74) and their parents were asked to
participate in the present study. 4,834 parents re-
sponded; the response rate was 56%. The mean age of
the total sample was 9.49 + 0.61 years (range: 8-
11 years). The small difference in the mean age of

boys (N = 2,318) and girls (N = 2,516) was statisti-
cally significant (9.50 = 0.62 [boys] vs. 9.46 = 0.60
[girls], ¢ = 4.1, P < 0.0001). 303 children did not
complete their questionnaires. i.e., in 4,531 cases data
from parents and their respective child were available
for analyses.

Materials
Sleep questionnaire (parents and child version)

For the purpose of the study, a sleep questionnaire for
children (28 items) and a parental questionnaire (33
items) were developed. The items followed a three-
point format (1 = not present, 2 = sometimes,
3 = often). Several areas concerning sleep and re-
lated-waking behavior were elicited. Nightmare fre-
quency was measured as follows: “I have nightmares.”
and “My child has nightmares that she/he remem-
bers.” Other items measure problems at sleep onset,
problems of maintaining sleep, watching TV prior to
bedtime, night terrors and sleep walking (the latter
two only in the parents), playing computer games
prior to bedtime (only child version), stress in the
family. Night terrors were defined as sudden cries
during the night and without recollection of the event
by the child.

Strengths and difficulties questionnaire SDQ
(parents and child version)

Both versions of the instrument consisted of five 5-
items subscales that assess conduct problems (e.g.,
often lies or cheats), hyperactivity-inattention (e.g.,
constantly fidgets and squirms), emotional symptoms
(e.g., nervously clingy in new situations), peer prob-
lems (e.g., rather solitary, tends to play alone), and
prosocial behavior (e.g., considerate of other people’s
feelings; [13, 14]). A three-point response format was
used to record respondents’ level of agreement that
the item described the child’s behavior of the past
6 months. Scores are allocated on the basis of 0 for
items checked as being “not true”, 1 for items
checked as being “somewhat true,” and 2 for items
checked as “certainly true.” A small number of neg-
atively worded items were reverse scored. Each of the
five subscales is obtained by adding the responses to
the constituent items (range: 0-10), and a total diffi-
culties score (range 0-40) is obtained by adding the
scores for all but the prosocial subscale. Reliability
coefficients for the total score and the subscales were
high: internal consistency coefficients ranged from
r=0.60 to r=0.87 and retest reliabilities (4-
6 months retest interval) were also within that range
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from r = 0.51 to r = 0.80 [14]. The fairly high inter-
informant correlations (teacher, child, parent, other
children) ranging from r = 0.30 to r = 0.43 suggest
that the SDQ is a sound measurement instrument
[19].

Design and procedure

In all schools of Cologne (school type “Grundsch-
ule”), teachers distributed the information, written
consent forms, and the questionnaires to the children
of the fourth grade. The questionnaires (coded with
identical numbers) were completed by the child and
his/her parents separately at home and returned to
the teacher.

The questionnaire data were coded and analyzed
with the statistical software package SAS for Windows
8.02. The rating scales were analyzed by nonpara-
metrical methods (Sign Rank test and Spearman Rank
correlations) given the three-point ordinal nightmare
scale. One-tailed tests were applied if the hypothesis
was directed. Effect sizes based on formula given in
Rosenthal [29] were calculated because in large sam-
ples even very small effects reach statistical signifi-
cance and the effect size is independent from sample
size and, thus, comparable to other findings.

Results
Nightmare frequency

About 2.3% of the parents indicated that their child
often has nightmares, whereas about 26.9% checked
the “sometimes” category (Table 1). For the chil-
dren’s ratings, the values are higher: 3.5% of the
sample stated that nightmares occur often and 40%
stated that they occur sometimes. The difference be-
tween the two measures was statistically significant
(Sign Rank test: § = 213550.5, P < 0.0001). The effect
size for the difference in percentages concerning the
often category (3.5% vs. 2.3%) amounted to d = 0.07;
for the collapsed data (sometimes and often) the
difference (43.5% vs. 29.2%) the effect size was
d = 0.30. The intercorralation between the items was
fairly high (r = 0.474, P < 0.0001). For comparison,
the intercorrelation coefficients for the SDQ subscales
varied between r = 0.535 (prosocial behavior) and
r = 0.704 (hyperactivity).

In order to study the possible effect of occurrence
of night terrors on the discrepancy between parental
data and children’s data regarding nightmare fre-
quency, the night terror ratings of the group with
parental ratings lower than the children’s ratings
regarding nightmare frequency (night terrors: often:

Table 1 Nightmare occurrence

Children Not present ~ Sometimes Often Total

Parents
Not present 50% (2,264) 18.9% (850) 1.4% (62) 70.9% (3,176)
Sometimes  5.2% (235) 20.3% (908)  1.4% (62)  26.8% (1205)
Often 0.5% (21) 1.1% (47) 0.8% (34) 2.3% (102)

Total 56.2% (2520) 40.3% (1805) 3.5% (158) 100% (4483)

Spearman rank correlation: r = 0.474 (P < 0.0001)

0.82%, sometimes: 6.39%, not present: 92.78%,
N = 970) were compared to the rest of the group
(night terrors: often: 0.70%, sometimes: 4.50%, not
present: 94.80%; N = 3,848). The difference was sig-
nificant (XZ = 6.2, P = 0.0449, effect size: d = 0.089),
i.e., in cases children reported nightmares whereas the
parents did not, parents significantly more often re-
ported that their children had night terrors.

Correlations with nightmare occurrence

For both measures, nightmares occurred slightly
more often in girls than in boys (parents’ ratings:
often: 2.7%, sometimes: 29.0%, not present: 68.3%
[girls] vs. often: 2.3%, sometimes: 25.2%, not present:
72.5% [boys], z = 4.1, P = 0.0015; children’s ratings:
often: 4.0%, sometimes: 41.9%, not present: 54.1%
[girls] vs. often: 3.1%, sometimes: 38.7%, not present:
58.3% [boys], z = 3.0, P = 0.0030).

Problems falling asleep, problems maintaining
sleep and other parasomnias like sleepwalking and
night terrors were significantly associated with the
occurrence of nightmares (see Table 2). Sleep prob-
lems were significantly closer associated for the chil-
dren’s data in comparison to the data obtained by
parents. All four problem scores and the total score of
the strength and difficulties questionnaire (SDQ) were
positively related to nightmare occurrence (see Ta-
ble 2). Again, the associations were stronger for the

Table 2 Correlations with nightmare occurrence

Variable Parents Children  Statistical test®

Sleep variables
Problems falling asleep 0.176%** 0.302%**
Problems maintaining sleep 0.194*** 0.314***

z=—17.5, P < 0.0001
z=—6.5, P < 0.0001

Night terrors 0.143*** —
Sleepwalking 0.089%** — =
SDQ Scales

0.218%** (.345%**
0.063*** 0.169***

z=-7.7, P < 0.0001
z=-6.2, P < 0.0001

Emotional symptoms
Hyperactivity-inattention
Conduct problems 0.106*** 0.208*** 7z = —53, P < 0.0001
Peer problems 0.126*** 0.186*** z = —3.7, P < 0.0001
Prosocial behavior 0.004 —0.059*** z = 3.4, P < 0.0001
Total score 0.167*** 0.308*** z = —8.8, P < 0.0001

***P < 0.0001 (Spearman rank correlations)
Comparing the magnitude of the correlation coefficients
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Table 3 Logistic regression (cumulative logit model) for nightmare occurrence

Variable Parents Children
Standard % test, Probability Standard % test, Probability
estimate estimate
SDQ scales
Emotional symptoms 0.263 175.2, P < 0.0001 0.370 315.6, P < 0.0001
Hyperactivity-inattention —0.059 7.9, P = 0.0049 0.003 0.0, P = 0.8860
Conduct problems 0.067 9.6, P = 0.0019 0.096 21.1, P < 0.0001
Peer problems 0.055 7.8, P = 0.0053 0.050 6.4, P = 0.0116
Prosocial behavior 0.075 13.9, P = 0.0002 0.012 0.4, P = 0.5244
R? (max. rescaled) 0.0775 0.1623

children’s ratings. Prosocial behavior was not corre-
lated with nightmare occurrence (parents’ data) but
negatively for the children’s data.

Logistic regression for nightmare occurrence

Due to the format of the nightmare scale (three-point
ordinal format) logistic regressions have been com-
puted. The proportion of explained variance for the
parents’ data was 7.75%, with significant effects of all
five SDQ subscores. The model for the children’s data
yielded a higher proportion of explained variance
(16.23%), with significant effects of the emotional
symptoms score, the conduct problems score and the
peer problems score (Table 3).

Discussion

The results of the study clearly indicate that there is
an underestimation of nightmare frequency in the
parents’ ratings compared to the children’s data and
the closeness between influencing factors and night-
mare frequency is considerably higher for the data
based on the children’s responses.

First, the difference between parents’ and chil-
dren’s estimates regarding the occurrence of night-
mares was of small to medium effect size (often
category: d = 0.07 and often and sometimes com-
bined: d = 0.30). For the prevalence rates, the often
category was 50% more often reported by children
than by parents (3.5% vs. 2.3%), so that large-scaled
surveys based solely on parents’ data clearly
underestimate the occurrence of nightmares in
children.

The absolute prevalence rates obtained in this
study lies within the range of figures reported in the
literature, nevertheless immediate comparison to
other studies is not possible because each study used
different definitions of nightmares, for example, [3]
applied the complete criteria of the nightmare disor-
der of the DSM IV [4]. In addition, answering cate-

gories differed across the studies: In this study
sometimes/often were presented to the participants
whereas in the Simonds and Parraga [36] study the
cutoff was once a week. A topic discussed in the re-
cent literature is the awakening criterion in the defi-
nition of nightmares [5], i.e., whether the dreamer
explicitly states that he/she wakes up because of the
dream. It is still debated whether nightmares with
awakening differ regarding their correlations with
waking-life variables from bad dreams (disturbing
dreams without awakening, cf. [5, 43]). This research,
however, was limited to adults only. Interestingly,
Schredl and Pallmer [35] asking for the most recent
bad dream obtained many reports of typical night-
mares (falling, being chased) where the dream action
is terminated by awakening, e.g., by waking up before
touching the ground or before the persecutor is
reaching the dreamer. One might speculate that the
terms nightmare/bad dream/disturbing dream are
somewhat interchangeable, at least in children stud-
ies. For comparing results from epidemiological
studies, however, it will be necessary to use standard
criteria for the definition of nightmares (vivid, good
recall upon awakening, mostly in the second half of
the night) and comparable answering categories (e.g.,
once a week etc.).

Since the items were slightly differently worded
(parental questionnaire included “that she/he
remembers”), it was studied whether the child might
overestimate nightmare frequency due to mistaken
night terrors for nightmares (which could only have
happened if the parents or other family members told
the child about the night terrors because the child
itself is amnesic for the attacks in most of the cases,
cf., [9]). There was a small but significant effect, i.e.
parents who underestimate the nightmare frequency
in comparison to their child more often reported
night terrors. But the small effect size (d = 0.089) and
the small difference in percentages between the two
groups of parents (underestimating vs. others) can
only partly explain the difference between children’s
and parents’ responses because the difference in
nightmare ratings is larger (d = 0.30).



24 European Child & Adolescent Psychiatry (2009) Vol. 18, No. 1

© Steinkopff Verlag 2008

On the other hand, it might be an alternative
explanation that children tend to overestimated the
occurrence of nightmares due to, for example, being
susceptible to a recent very vivid nightmare or an
affirmative response bias for the positively formulated
questionnaire items. Based on the findings of Schredl
and Pallmer [35] that children in this age group often
do not talk about their nightmares, it seems plausible
that the lower prevalence rates reported by parents
might be a consequence of the child’s reluctance to
report nightmares. This line of thinking is supported
by the SDQ data provided by Mellor [19]. He reported
that parent-child discrepancies were minimal for the
hyperactivity scale but considerably high for the
emotional symptom scores (with parents’ rating being
lower on average). One might hypothesize that
“internal” symptoms might be underestimated by
parents if the children don’t talk about them but this
is not the case for observable behavior like hyperac-
tivity (the highest parent-child intercorrelation in this
study was found for the hyperactivity subscale).
Therefore, it seems important for research as well as
clinical practice (cf. [12]) not to rely only on infor-
mation obtained from parents but to ask the children
about the occurrence of nightmares directly.

As reported in previous studies, nightmare fre-
quency was related to the occurrence of other para-
somnias (e.g., [11, 32]), sleep problems (e.g., [10, 27])
and waking-life psychopathology (see introduction).
The highest correlation was found for the emotional
problems score of the SDQ which encompasses the
occurrence of headaches, worries, anxieties and being
unhappy and nervous. Comparing sizes of correlation

References

1. Achenbach TM (1978) The
behavior profile: I. boys aged 6-11. ]
Consult Clin Psychol 46:478-488

The child behavior profile: II. boys
aged 12-16 and girls aged 6-11 and 12-

3. Agargun MY, Cilli AS, Sener S, Bilici M,
Ozer OA, Selvi Y, Karacan E (2004) The
prevalence of parasomias in preado-

coefficients and the coefficients derived from the lo-
gistic regression, the emotion symptoms subscale
yielded substantial effect whereas the other factors are
of minor importance despite their statistical signifi-
cance due to large sample size. Expanding the re-
search in adults (e.g., [18, 31]), it would be interesting
to study whether factors like fantasy proneness, psy-
chological  absorption, dysphoric imaginative
involvement, everyday stress is also related to night-
mare frequency in children.

Although the overall pattern of influencing factors
was fairly similar, the correlation coefficients for the
factors were significant larger for the children’s rat-
ings compared to the coefficients based on the par-
ents’ data; the proportion of explained variance
(logistic regressions) was twice as high (16.23% vs.
7.75%). This underlines the importance of using
children’s data in research regarding nightmare eti-
ology. Overall, more research is needed looking into
the discrepancies between children’s and parents’
ratings regarding the occurrence of nightmares in
order to support the hypothesis of Schredl and Pall-
mer [35] that non-reporting is the major underlying
factor in the parental underestimation. This might
also play a role in other sleep complaints (the data
regarding sleep disorders of this sample are presented
elsewhere [42]). One might also speculate that the
child’s estimates of nightmare frequency or daytime
behavior might be biased or deficient, which means
that more sophisticated methods of eliciting these
variables are necessary, e.g., interviews or sleep dia-
ries.

child 6. Conners CK (1970) Symptom pattern 11. Fisher BE, Wilson AE (1987) Selected
in hyperkinetic, neurotic and normal
children. Child Dev 41:667-682

2. Achenbach TM, Edelbrock CS (1979) 7. Dollinger SJ (1985) Lightning-strike
disaster among children. Br ] Med
Psychol 58:375-383

16. J Consult Clin Psychol 47:223-233 8. Englehart RJ, Hale DB (1990) Punish- 12. Fricke L,
ment, nail-biting and nightmares: a
cross-cultural study. ] Multicult Coun-
sel Dev 18:126-132

sleep disturbances in school children
reported by parents: prevalence, inter-
relationships, behavioral correlates and
parental attributions. Percept Mot
Skills 64:1147-1157

Lehmkuhl G (2006)
Schlafstérungen im Kindes—und Jug-
endalter: Ein Therapiemanual fiir die
Praxis. Hogrefe, Gottingen

lescent school-aged children: a Turkish 9. Ferber R (1989) Sleepwalking, confu- 13. Goodman R (1997) The strengths and

sample. Sleep 27:701-705

4. American  Psychiatric ~ Association
(1996) Diagnostisches und statistisches
manual psychischer stérungen (DSM

IV). Beltz, Gottingen pp 640-642

5. Blagrove M, Haywood S (2006) Evalu- 10. Fisher BE, McGuire K (1990) Do diag-
nostic patterns exist in the sleep

behaviors of normal children. J Ab- 15. Hartmann E (1991) Boundaries in the
norm Child Psychol 18:179-186

ating the awakening criterion in the
definition of nightmares: how certain
are people in judging whether a night-
mare woke them up? J Sleep Res
15:117-124

sional arousals and sleep terrors in

children. In: Kryger M, Roth T, Dement
W (eds) Principles and practice of sleep
medicine. W. B. Sanders, Philadelphia, 14. Goodman R

difficulties questionnaire: a research
note. J Child Psychol Psychiatry
40:1337-1345

(2001)  Psychometric
properties of the strengths and diffi-
culties questionnaire. ] Am Acad Child
Adolesc Psychiatry 40:1337-1345

mind. Basic Books, New York



16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

Hublin C, Kaprio ], Partinen M, Kos-
kenvuo M (1999) Nightmares: familial
aggregation and association with psy-
chiatric disorders in a nationwide twin
cohort. Am J Med Genet Neuropsychi-
atr Genet 88:329-336

Lapouse R, Monk MA (1958) An
epidmiologic study of behavior char-
acteristics in children. Am ] Public
Health 48:1134-1144

Levin R, Fireman G (2002) Nightmare
prevalence, nightmare distress, and
self-reported psychological distur-
bance. Sleep 25:205-212

Mellor D (2004) Furthering the use of
the strengths and difficulties question-
naire: reliability with younger child
respondents. Psychol Assess 16:396-
401

Miller LC (1967) Dimensions of psy-
chopathology in middle childhood.
Psychol Rep 21:897-903

Miller LC (1967) Loisville behavior
check list for males, 6-12 years of age.
Psychol Rep 21:885-896

Miller LC, Barrett CL, Hampe E, Noble
H (1971) Revised anxiety scales for the
Louisville behavior check list. Psychol
Rep 29:503-511

Mindell JA, Barrett KM (2002) Night-
mares and anxiety in elementary-aged
children: is there a relationship? Child
Care Health Dev 28:317-322

Muris P, Merckelbach H, Gadet B,
Moulaert V (2000) Fears, worries, and
scary dreams in 4- to 12-year-old chil-
dren: their content, developmental
pattern, and origins. J Clin Child Psy-
chol 29:43-52

O’Donnell JP, Stein MA, Machabanski
H, Cress JN (1982) Dimensions of
behavior problems in Anglo-American
and Mexican-American preschool
children: a comparative study. ] Con-
sult Clin Psychol 50:643-651

M. Schred| et al.
Factors affecting nightmares in children

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

Owens JA, Spirito A, McGuinn M, No-
bile C (2000) Sleep habits and sleep
disturbance in elementary school-aged
children. Dev Behav Pediat 21:27-36
Paavonen EJ, Aronen ET, Moilanen I,
Piha J, Rédsdnen E, Tamminen T, Al-
mgqvist F (2000) Sleep problems of
school-aged children: a complementary
view. Acta Paediat 89:223-228
Richman N (1987) Surveys of sleep
disorders in children in a general
population. In: Guilleminault C (eds)
Sleep and its disorders in children.
Raven Press, New York, pp 115-127
Rosenthal R (1994) Parametric mea-
sures of effect size. In: Cooper H,
Hedges LV (eds) The handbook of re-
search synthesis. Russell Sage Founda-
tion, New York, pp 231-244

Salzarulo P, Chevalier A (1983) Sleep
problems in children and their rela-
tionship with early disturbances of the
waking-sleeping rhythms. Sleep 6:47-
51

Schredl M (2003) Effects of state and
trait factors on nightmare frequency.
Eur Arch Psychiatry Clin Neurosci
253:241-247

Schredl M, Blomeyer D, Goérlinger M
(2000) Nightmares in children: influ-
encing factors. Somnologie 4:145-149
Schredl M, Morlock M, Bozzer A (1996)
Kindheitserinnerungen und Trdume
Erwachsener. Z Psychosom Med Psy-
choanal 42:25-33

Schredl M, Pallmer R (1997) Alptraume
bei Kindern. Praxis Kinderpsychol
Kinderpsychiat 46:36-56

Schredl M, Pallmer R (1998) Ges-
chlechtsspezifische Unterschiede in
Angsttraumen von Schiilerinnen und
Schiilern. Praxis Kinderpsychol Kin-
derpsychiat 47:463-476

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

25

Simonds JF, Parraga H (1982) Preva-
lence of sleep disorders and sleep
behaviors in children and adolescents. ]
Am Acad Child Psychiatry 21:383-388
Stoddard FJ, Chedekal DS, Shakun L
(1996) Dreams and nightmares of
burned children. In: Barrett D (ed)
Trauma and dreams. Harvard Univer-
sity Press, Cambridge, pp 25-45; 252-
253

Terr LC (1981) Psychic trauma in
children: observations following the
Chowchilla schoolbus kidnapping. Am
] Psychiatry 138:14-19

Terr LC (1983) Chowchilla revisited:
the effects of psychic trauma four years
after a schoolbus kidnapping. Am J
Psychiatry 140:1543-1550

Valli K, Revonsuo A, Pilkas O, Ismail
KH, Ali KJ, Punamiki RL (2005) The
threat simulation theory of the evolu-
tionary function of dreaming: evidence
from dreams of traumatized children.
Conscious Cogn 14:188-218
Vela-Bueno A, Bixler EO, Dobaldez-
Blanco B, Rubio ME, Mattison RE,
Kales A (1985) Prevalence of night
terrors and nightmares in elementary
school children: a pilot study. Res
Commun Psychol Psychiatr Behav
10:177-188

Wiater AH, Mitschke AR, Widdern S
von, Fricke L, Breuer U, Lehmkuhl G
(2005) Sleep disorders and behavioural
problems among 8- to 11-year-old
children. Somnologie 9:210-214

Zadra A, Donderi DC (2000) Night-
mares and bad dreams: their preva-
lence and relationship to well-being. J
Abnorm Psychol 109:273-281



	Sec1
	Sec2
	Sec3
	Sec4
	Sec5
	Sec6
	Sec7
	Sec8
	Sec9
	Sec10
	Tab1
	Tab2
	Sec11
	Sec12
	Tab3
	Bib
	CR1
	CR2
	CR3
	CR4
	CR5
	CR6
	CR7
	CR8
	CR9
	CR10
	CR11
	CR12
	CR13
	CR14
	CR15
	CR16
	CR17
	CR18
	CR19
	CR20
	CR21
	CR22
	CR23
	CR24
	CR25
	CR26
	CR27
	CR28
	CR29
	CR30
	CR31
	CR32
	CR33
	CR34
	CR35
	CR36
	CR37
	CR38
	CR39
	CR40
	CR41
	CR42
	CR43


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 600
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


