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Characteristics of Executive Function in Attention Deficit Hyperactivity Disorder

ZHANG Yue-bing, LUO Xue-rong, LIU Xia, ZHONG Yan, et al

Mental Health Institute,Second Xiangya Hospital , Central South University , Changsha 410011, China

[Abstract] Objective: To study the characteristics of executive function in attention deficit hyperactivity disorder
(ADHD). Methods: The study included 114 children with ADHD and 76 normal children. Wisconsin Card Sorting Test

(WCST), Continuous Performance Task (CPT) and Stroop test were used to assess their executive function. Results:

Compared with the control group, the total responses number, responses number on first categories, perseverative responses

number of ADHD patients were higher than those of normal controls in WCST (P<0.05), but the categories control number,

reflections on the correct time, incomplete categories number were lower than those of normal controls in WCST (P<0.01).

Color—word reading, color naming and the word—color interacting of ADHD patients were poorer than those of normal

controls in stroop test (P<0.05). Error number and omission number of ADHD patients were lower than those of normal

controls in CPT (P<0.01). Conclusion: The obvious impaired executive functions are found in children with ADHD,

especially sustained attention deficit and behavioral inhibition.
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