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[ Abstract)
in children with ADHD propensity. Methods: 21 children with ADHD propensity and 21 healthy controls recruited from

Objective: To explore the effects of emotional valence and arousal on temporal estimation and delay aversion

four primary schools in Tianjin completed choice—delay task(CDT) and verbal estimation task. The performance was record-
ed as temporal estimation and delay aversion. Then affective pictures with different valence and arousal effects was inserted
in longer interval to investigate the effects in temporal estimation and delay aversion. Results: Compared to healthy con-
trols, children with ADHD propensity tended to overestimate the interval and presented delay aversion; compared to nega-
tive emotions, positive emotions, especially high arousal positive emotions reduced temporal estimation and delay aversion

in children with ADHD propensity. Conclusion: Children with ADHD propensity tend to Temporal overestimate and delay

aversion in children with ADHD propensity may be affected by positive emotional state.
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