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The ldenbificaticn of HDHD and ADRD Using the CFRT
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deficiencies.  Attention deficit  disorders are  characl ’zmd Ly
the Imability b imhibik pimpulsive CESDONS L VENSES &l
inabttentiverness.,  This in buwrn leads te difficalties in obtaining
1 mmation be be procs i lp-n ming disability children on bthe
cebbeay haviel have @ A abiliby  to process onformastlon
seemtt)l Bavg v Loowger IR E: s . These longer responss bimes
commenly misinterpreted as inatlentiveness.3 Chiladren wibh o a
alvination of  both LD s ADHD are also quite prevalent in all
the difficualtbty of ddentifving & pure

[l
populabicons. This Lo

Lest aroup for analys
Whery @ comp ! i o Lt vimaences  of LD, SBUHD ol
centrol growps, several significant [ml, terns are noted. To hegin
with, the LD reguicve more Bime Lo process information, which was
inclicated by Blackwsll eb al., 15E3.E Therefore 10 1e expecbed
Eliat LD woulad  have more 1M & arncl less lapulsivi by,
Vet LD only showed moras omi oerrors thar the LDHD growp. The
cantrol group showed b Hlﬂﬁlfl‘dnl difference 1n errors than the
LI avoup . AEHD  conversely show significantly more commlsslon
e bhan Loth bl LI and control groups, indicating ioored
(R LIV greoaaps  with SDHD showed inoveased commlss
rors whien wared oo LD groups wi thouwt DD LS T
1ifTerenc j uﬂci cmission errors bebween LD and
giroup:s indicate clez i pattern that oan be identified by &
[rovie i : ' ﬁuch as the CFT.
-~ a  shudy was conductaed by Teommer,
iy . Lot bee, ancd mstrong which included the comparvisor of
3 ol oroup Formanc of A of the '
]hl% CPT  involved the addition of twe distractor targets
ecach stimalus displav. These distracbors were o) ther adiaces
stant . Thie bucly clearly  indicated that wibh tUhe neaesowed
Lhe: LD the distractors adjas at e the  tavoget haod oa
et oo the LD score. Distracbtors identical Lo Lhe
to Lhe L s dmproved  the LD ability Lo detect
lhis imoll s that any type of distractor invelved
causes the test to be an invalid test of attention

ﬁkly,“ i 1

vl o

Foor bhe LD

difference shown betweern ARHD &nd
poore LD the increased time rcequicved bo
PO e s 1HruVMmtiDH, ID qrmup shoaw a longer rvesponse Lime bo tha
Leanrast. T the LD is te be compared to the ADHD  ov ALLD groupes.,

pepua e amount e must be glven bebtween stimall o allow
For antformation processing of  the LD, ' an adegu biame i

0 LVEN an increaszed nweaber of omission @rrors by Lhm LD sy

AV ¢
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The Govdon Diagnostic System Vigillance Task, Gordon S
Trwe . BeWitt, MNY, incorporates & stiowlus display btime of 0.8
saconds with an interstimalus  interval of 1 second. Thise test
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a bavoet  shimale of " twe letters  together. This
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The Continuwous Pesetormanoe Test-2  of Lindgren & Lyon, 193832
nhilizes a target stiownli  of and  orange "H" followed by a blue
SR Grimulus o Lime 1s 18%  msec  and intersbioalos
interval e HOO mEec. These times are  wvaried with  the
J: Cormanrice of  Lhe oba b, Ths  best length ranges from @ teo @
i vy e The colon coding of this test eliminates 1t as a puwre
teagt of attention. The coler  discviminates against  any color
doficit individual. Alao  the distractor combinaltion of Largets
discriminates agal the LI,
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Len o single  chavacter  distractor  stimalil in combination with a
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clearly eliminates much of the vigilance factor from the test.
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Conbirmious “Formance ;o has
s Five random single letter stimalus with € | let Ler
ghimuell . The dieplay dwration  of the sbimulus e 0,085
cvids . The interstimalus intecrval s 1.0 seconds. Thees
cation is 5 minutes. A pretest practice test consisting of 10
stimeli  dis adminmistered prior to the test  to enswre Lhe
standiy of the test.  Fouwr distrector sbimall e displayved
ikl one target stimalus.  This  enswes that  the vandom display
of the targebk stimalus  will ocow about 1785 of the time during
the test  peviod. The targets are  completealy
gliminated any possiblility of  learning the  test
acdminmistrations. g i

Thie test eliminates &y i rimination against LD al Loweing
a puwre  testing condition of attention to identify ADHD and ADD.
The LD zhould shoew ne significant variance from & novimal conterol
aroup under  these testing conditions. Whils, the ADHD and ARG
will show lmpulsivity and  commission  evrors. This test is
cdesigrmed to provide an  efficient means  of ldentifying ADHD and
ADD chaldren,
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