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Conflict Control at D ifferent Per iods of Processng n Children with Two Subtypes of ADHD

Wang Yonghui"*, Wang Yufeng’, Zhou Xiaolin™°
(* The Ressarch Center of Psychology and Behavior, Tianjin Nomal University, Tianjin 300074, China)

(® Institute of M ental Health, Peking University, Beijing 100083, China)  (*Deparment of Psychology, Peking U niversity, Beijing 100871, China)

(4Deparment of Psychology, Shaanxi Nomal University, Xi' an 710062, China)
Abstract

A stimulus-stimulus and stimulus-repponse campatibility task was used © investigate to what extent ADHD children
had deficits in conflict control at periods of perceptual processing and regponse activation, and whether they relved con-
flicts in similar time courses as nomal children Subjectswere wo subtypes of ADHD children (25 predaminantly inat-
tentive and 30 canbined) and nomal controlswho were matched in age, IQ and the year of education Results showed
that ADHD children had great difficulties (even more sever showed the cambined comparing with predaminantly inat-
tentive) in reslving conflict at period of repponse while they showed a nomal pattem as controls in controlling conflict at
period of perception Moreover, for both ADHD and nomal children, resolution of conflicts at period of perceptual and re-
Pone had different time courses, with more time needed for the reslution of repponse conflict
Key words conflict control, periods of processing, subtypes of ADHD.



