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Abstract

Objective: To explore the characteristics of perceptual closure processing of faces with different de-
grees of blurriness in paired face comparison tasks in children with Attention Deficit/Hyperactivity
Disorder (ADHD). Methods: 33 children who met the diagnostic criteria for ADHD in the Diagnostic
and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders, 4th edition (DSM-1V), and 26 normal control children
were included. Record the EEG signals of two groups of subjects when viewing occluded and intact
faces, and compare the differences in amplitude and latency of P1, N170, and NCL indicators be-
tween the two groups of children using event-related potentials (ERPs) technology. Results: There
was no significant difference in the P1 component between the two groups of children (p > 0.05),
and the latency of N170 was advanced in ADHD children [(197.52 * 1.52) ms vs. (204.58 + 1.77) ms,
p < 0.01]. Under intact facial conditions, the amplitude of NCL waves in the right hemisphere of
healthy children is significantly greater than that in the left hemisphere [(9.31 + 1.51) pV vs. (7.64
* 1.37) pV, p < 0.05]. Children with ADHD exhibit bilateral processing (p > 0.05). Conclusions: Chil-
dren with ADHD exhibit significant deficits in perceptual closure processing, displaying compensa-
tory effects in the left hemisphere.
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1. 518

VE B J18L G £ 8 RS (Attention-Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder, ADHD) & —Fh & Wi LE ML K &
BERS, 4ER AR R L4 8% (Ayano, Demelash, Gizachew, Tsegay, & Alati, 2023). HAZ CAFAEELTE SR A
R R IE MG 23 R T A RERIRE N E BOC N B3, P RE 82 HH. By,
ALy, PRSI @ BRR R 5 AR E B & (Peasgood et al., 2016).

DL P B 2 AR ISR T AS 56 BE B A R (IR B (S S, RS d e HEER AR R R AR 4, AT
A e B G . TR B N S 2 (Butler et al., 2013). 15 B 242 DA K0 Th AE ) 25 B 4H R 4
AN TR AR 2 —. ADHD L 7RIS B R AR A AR R, XA ABA TZE BATAE 55
PERFE Ry B RS BEAE DT T I 2 Bhi . FAZ DR VR BB, T 03 P A i R 5 )
WFRFH VIR G . TR IME MBS RO ThRE, BT T8 s8I DU 52 ) & AN B
(Chapman, Chunharas, & Stormer, 2023). ADHD JLE [J7F & JJ AR IAAT N E T 8, 18 R BUE
SIS 5N 2 AN B9 7R RS (Lenartowicz & Loo, 2014). JERi W 7E R, ADHD A RER2 M L 3%
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BN T B JI O NS BUcE . AbFRAIZH ) (Nazari et al., 2010) BA K B3 15 BE 1 Col i A5 B SRz i
JEEUR N A R2) (Adra, Cao, Makris, & Valera, 2021). B34 A M0 TF65 il §85 ADHD fERAH S HI#H &
PLHIA <. ADHD JLEAMNAEN & B B B LR kB b s, LRI, 8 Fim BnTm
JEHE b TR ML 1] B 77 E B[ (Papp et al., 2020).

AT LM R P A AT 25 SR 78 ADHD ) LEE A SEAS 200 T F o B i o o A1 -6 e e kvt 5 A Rl 7,
BORFE A TERE B SZ B A5 B H RIS GBI AR IR RE 71(Snodgrass & Feenan, 1990), & ARt J#&
MRS E BNy ERW AT, S 538 E0EISH 207 R TR0 (Guo et al,
2024), fEIRXASERES, Bort, T SR PRI Z 5 T A SRR . PRESAR FE ORI, AHEL
TR, 2 5ETEABIN TA e85 BRI & A AR5 X e g 58 (Ploran etal., 2007) . 7EIERSHI
BB B R IAM B, RN IRl 5 S T R J2 DX 3 [ o Bl 0o A S R AR, R SRl i sk — 2D 4E
EAIRIE],  CATRIIAI N 2058 3\ R R 2455 B (Grriitzner et al., 2010) . SRR, ZiH- 4 45 il 45 400
WAMFUES Hbr, SN TAS BT S S (Mesulam, 1998), M Ak 15 A 25 28R S A8 ek

S P A AR A BT AR T IR S S GOA LR B G . FRATHEN, ADHD )L & A 31 5
YA AR ) e TR AR A b 45 5 S o A Pl 7 0 GBI AR . AR, HRTOG T ADHD L #E F 1ot A1 e T
PRI T A, R AR IR S R RN 2 o 0 A AT 5508 A 58 2 5 5 A B O uf s, T
T E KA RIS R, IR R R WD AT . BORIRG B IR A i LA B 56 8 TR (144 g (Poscoliero
& Girelli, 2018). S b[FEINF, Ak ¢ A7 (Event-Related Potential, ERP): A £t H it 6] 49 2 28 A it
B, SEBUR E R 5 IR = AN B X B (Association, 1996; Doniger et al., 2000), A7~ ADHD
JLEEF5E A AR ML T e . IR, AW SR ERP AR, @it &0 1 411 58 5 ADHD JLEE A
P I AR 1 R AR AR S A B AR FEAL

2. MR

Table 1. General information of ADHD group and control group [n/(X £ 5 )]
= 1. ADHD (HA3T BRE—ARZERHBIEU(X £ 5)]

ADHD A X IR

(n=33) (n = 26) S df P
RT3 1) 25/8 18/8 0.313 1 0.576
R () 9.23+1.53 9.27+1.71 80.958 56 0.248
B 107.03 + 12.49 107.62 +9.92 -0.195 57 0.846
Conner 1343
AT 13.33+7.31
2] 6.39 £ 2.52
V=g 1.39+1.75
MW E2o] 5.94 £ 2.52
FEE 2.64£271
EZTE (=1 13.88 +£5.31

SRR PSSR 1230128 ADHD & )LEN ADHD A, [FIN7EH XS EE A, (1)
ADHD HAANAARHE: © A I UL E)LERMMRIEATZ, 6K ERMESZE SIS 4 R
(Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders, Fourth Edition, DSM-1V) ADHD {2 Wibx#E (Associa-
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tion, 1996); @ it 6~14 ¥; @ MAILEF, LOBEHTI: @ FHRILEE HEREIB(WISC-IV)H L
Ji 5 7 (Intelligence Quotient, 1Q)7> ¥ (5K 542, 2009) T 80; & A 2 & iZ Wik 25 & 2704 ) L 2 15 Jk
s RS ARG #1173 249 1) %5 (Kiddie Schedule for Affective Disorder and Schizophrenia for School Age Children-
Present and Lifetime Version, K-SADS-PL) 5 JL 2 2 H i 47 NEAT U5 AN 2 KT, RO EILH WoRS P FEAG
EFEE AT A BRGSO MR RIS 5E: © JoMEE RGUBM . SRR LA M A0 Th RE 1) i 35 45
352 @ J& ADHD MSRIRIT 2B A L. (2) IEWANARRME: © AFFE DSM-IV i ADHD 2 ibs
;@ Fit6~16 F; @ LM @ WISC-IV BEEAKT 80; ® HRHE K-SADS-PL £ Wikxsif,
RIE WAGHIERTF . © TS RGBIE IR LU MDA RN ) B 0 o 0 453 47 56
ARHF 5T ADHD HIEGIN 33 44 JLE (ER BN EARL 17 4, IRER 16 ), Bk 25 4, #«ik8 4,

SRS 9.23 B . XTIRAIIEESE 26 %)L, B 18 4, k8 4, THFER N 9.27 £ ADHD 4113
EFRMZHAEFR AN EEEAILELREER. k1.

3. Ik
3.1. WEME

AT TN A T FLR A A R CEM, S03EE, BWE, PEREE, 2011)2HN 60 Kk B AR vk LR
B AR R RE, 55 2 LEBIAR A, e L IR T 2 3. {3 1) Adobe Photoshop X 1 50917 & 1 447
BEHUEESS AL FE, Y Ly 50%. BT B (52 RG] FL 3 AT — B AR HE, 45— B 7 73 HE 3 260
x 300 (8 x ). RIBRIERA 17 JEHB0R Bonas (0 PER T 1024 x 768 133K, FlHT % 75Hz), Frf il
) R I e b e

3.2. MREF

1000ms

RH—B A —E B —E TR —5

Figure 1. Experimental materials and flowchart
B 1. KB REMMRIZEE

AT FUR BN T AL LA 55, e PIABT B 2R 3IBrBe 20 itk IEaBr B 120 Mtk ot
WAE— A ZEEF G G AT, RIS E IR SRS . 2 E R RoR8HT 75 om A, Y
AR 1 JEE DA 55 L2 7 1 0 7 B v o o IRIG T A6 I 225K 32 30 RS 5~10 3B, OREF B Lol  THIR )
Bt R0 A “+7 LA, SN EDYEEAL 500~1000 ms, ARG IR IR RON . i 34
LS sE Bk B, S I E 09 500 ms, R IERE /Y 800 ms. 58 BE M AL B, ZORAZIAHE R
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A RE PRI W T PSR AL A, RIS AL S e B AL — B % “F7 8, A2z 07 B “F7
SEAD “07 BT OB B S AR SO X AR . 2 JE 2 LI 400 ms (Y bR, ARIGHEAT R —iK
Wi %S5 E-prime 2.0 i, sKIg it BOXTm LR AR R R g v 75%,  [RIRAROR AL
ULEC” 5 “HifLebR” PR b IR 5%, &5 50%. LA 1.

3.3. BFigR

K Hi 3¢ [ EGI (Electrical Geodesic Inc.)/A & {1 128 & i& i Hic 3 R Gudk 47 $dhi R4, AR
TV FE N RIRAE N 5256 e 50 0 00 5 52 1K 2 Sk PRl DL agk 3 T ) AR, 355 ri A B0/ T 50 kQo KA
YL E N 1000 hz, fii] 0.05~100 Hz 738 & i 28 7E LR JE I

34. GHFEHE

f# F % T Matlab2018b (Math Works, Natick, 3%[E) & ) EEGLAB (Delorme & Makeig, 2004) 5 EPAT
(Shi et al., 2024) T HA X i o EAT B LR U . p55, RO AREG B ST MR A B (5 2 04T 8 18 2 o
FEH XUIR K U0 A 95707 Bl LA (1. 8+ 14+ 17. 21, 25. 32. 125. 126. 127. 128)XRAEMMESHric MR
5%, FRIRMICER g, BE)E, BoRPERI%E 250 Hz, KA 50 Hz MG fs L5 LT, HK
FH 0.5 Hz~30 Hz (177 My o« I8 357 5% 7343 B (Independent Component Analysis, ICA) Z:FRHR HL . 0o HEL &
VUL PR TE o Xof A7 A5 WO R PR AR BEAT T3 R0, AR BRI A (VA B 2 . B 2% R 2T 42
%o HUE S BOE TR R I RN, U ] 5 J—200~800 ms, LUl 2 B [A] 25,0 ms) 2k iE,
f# F AT 200 ms a7 3L R4 IE . X TR 4E xR R 100 wV B, AR08 I28 351 Bk -

S BIRHESS 5 58 B L A BT & B PL. N170. NCL 45 iV (5 RN B TE AR IRE AT 18 o 8 2R
(E65. E66. E70. E71)F1A7 kBt 7% (E83. E84. E76. EQ0) EAGIN P1 /&4y, 7E 72 Hikk(E50. E51. E52.
E57. E58. E59. E64. E65)FIA7 Mtk itk #%(E90. 91. E92. E95. E96. E97. E100. E101)K: il N170 i
5y, (EZEFLT(EG. E70. E73. E74)FIAHLINHLHK/%(EB2. E83. E88. E89) LAuill NCL /%47 -

P1 sl %4 110~150 ms, N170 Jsrf[E %4 170~230 ms, MELIIIFLET NCL msr i [a] & oA
260~340 ms, SEXETHIFLAY NCL I 8] % 4 340~420 ms.

KK H] SPSS Statistics 22. 0 (IBM, Somers, EE)RA#TSEE. HERFIFER R L, &S5
KBS REAS t K56 . i FL 45 SR FH 4L 51 (ADHD 4. R ZH) x BOpRE B GBS I AL S8BT 4L) x SRER (2K
B, AR =N EELNETTZ 00, B ERREERO PR A A R, 0 AT RN 52 AT a7 B
BRSNS AT B 6T AR A3 AT BT Gt it 4 SR 4R XU (two-tailed) K256, A p < 0.05 AZE B Gt Lo

4, GER
4.1. #4R Pl IEEFEBRIALLE

Table 2. P1 amplitude in ADHD group and control group (uV, X£S)
%< 2. ADHD ¢HAN3FB8H P IKEIR (1Y, X£S)

5 JBR AT AL SERETH AL
ok 8.45+1.34 8.94 +1.65
ADHD 4
A Ek 9.10 +1.53 9.25+1.76
e Bk 10.65 + 1.50 12.07 +1.86
pagisEicl
£ ER 12.66 +1.72 14.02 +1.98
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Figure 2. ERPs of P1 and NCL at O1 (Left) and O2 (Right) electrodes in ADHD group and control group

& 2. ADHD 2EFAxtE82H O1 (Z)Fn 02 ()B4 A P1 F1 NCL BUEFE

BT 2 Hras REIR, PLGEAMIFR L 3808V 2.2 (Fa, 5 = 4.359, p=0.041, 52 =0.071), i
I ALIIRE[(10.22 + 1.05) pVIR & /T 52 8 FL[(11.07 £ 1.25) pV]. URAE 3R E RV 224 (F, 56 = 5.233,
p=0.026, 72=0.084), A7 VERPLIEEE KT A ER, ADHD JLE AL )L 335 R0 H AN T A3
PEAL PL I8 ARI 4 22 S B A I B G273 L (p > 0.05).  WLIE| 2 F1dk 2.

4.2. F54A N170 IE{EFNERHALL B
HERENETESIERER, N170 G FRRIFER E80N . LERERN . AR FERB . LA 5AE
A2 (p>0.05) . 78 AR I HRIASOR F2 2 R00E X2 2 (Fo, 58) = 8.889, p = 0.04, 2 =0.135), SEREMIFLAYIE

RI[(203.07 + 1.26) ms] 53 56 T84T FL[(199.43 + 1.40) ms]. ZH5) E 508 53 (F, se) = 7.907, p = 0.007,
n> =0.122), ADHD JLE ¥ N170 #RIA[(197.52 + 1.52) ms] .35 i T~ e xf )L #[(204.58 + 1.77) ms].

DL 3 fEk 3.
5 PO7 s POS8
L 1 1 1 | sy | 1 | |
200 S 200 400 600 /7 800 -200 200 400 600/ 800
\ /};\4 N170 ) =~ | : / ;\4——Nl70 o
10 ? 10 |- ]
15 15 -
ADHDAL: WSS - ADHDA: 5e%emifl — AHIBAL Mesmsl - Hedl. seRermil
Figure 3. ERPs of N170 at PO7 (Left) and PO8 (Right) electrodes in ADHD group and control group
3. ADHD 4B FnxfBB4H PO7 (Z)F0 POS (A)E A N170 2K E
Table 3. N170 latency in ADHD group and control group (ms, X+S)
%% 3. ADHD (AF1%THRZHAY N170 BfREA(ms, X£89)
2H FEK TP FL SEREM AL
Bk 199.89 + 2.31 197.73 £2.61
ADHD 41 .
VER 2 198.82 + 2.30 195.26 +2.32
iRl E#ﬂf 204.96 + 2.60 202.90 +2.94
VER 2 208.62 + 2.59 201.85 +2.62
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4.3. F4H NCL IE{EFEBRHALL B

T ZE BT gl R R, NCL AR (ORI 2 2 3 2008 2. 35 (F 1, 58 = 58.757, p < 0.001, 72 =0.508),
RS FLIEME(4.17 £ 0.62) uV] 2 /N T 58 B FL[(8.41 + 0.94) puV]. IR =K KL HAERH B3 (Fu 5=
6.151, p=0.016, 7>=0.097)f& . {& HHANAT I R, X IRAALE LR eI FLES, A bRRigE 3/ T
F2ER(F 58 = 7.062, p = 0.010, 72 =0.110), RIAALIRMLFAMN L. ADHD JLIE AR WA 2 57 (p >
0.05). NCL 78R B BRI FE 5 32 2808 522 (F o, s) = 469.197, p < 0.001, 77 =0.892), IEH4[HIL /& NCL
TR I[(291.34 + 2.75) ms] ¥ 2 Ji T 5¢ % 1HI £L[(386.01 + 3.15 ) ms].  WLI] 2 Fi 4.

Table 4. NCL amplitude and latency in ADHD group and control group (X £S)
% 4. ADHD £HAN3TERLH NCL RIBFERHA(X £5)

LAY, R ms
5 FER ‘ — : -
SR TT 7L SEETTAL SR TT 7L ST AL
JE R 3.70 +£0.88 8.49 +1.22 292.06 + 3.88 385.64 +4.53
ADHD 4
A FBR 4,21 +£0.84 8.19+1.34 291.36 £2.94 384.39 +4.30
JE R 4.06 +£1.00 7.64 +1.37 292.12 +4.36 387.58 +5.12
reil
AR 4.69 +0.95 9.31+151 289.81 +4.44 386.42 + 4.85
5. Wi

AHEFRAH ERP HiAR, @i EON LTSS, K1 ADHD )L FIg 5 ) L 28 78 38 45 T L AN 58 %1
LA T I AR SN2 I Lid A2 il it ERP F8FR1TAl ADHD JLEE2E K10 P& B8 1 77 THI R LE Bk
Ht— L A FE I T BT ADHD JLE B R 8 R, AHEL T 52 8L, W2H ) L3 76 S DB i FLIN P1
PR, N170 JERIHAE K. NCL Wil Bk B AR AR . P 2E ) L 28 26 U0 20 24 T L RN 6 e T LT 11
PL #RIH T AN T . ADHD JLEEA FESORIFEE T 1 N170 WAR 45T . 0 T 58 8 1 4L NCL %
e, iR LEE R I ALk %s, T ADHD JLEE R IR 55 s mn TAE .

PL S BR T AL S0 AN T AR By, R o MR SRAE R G v 2 f A . WA AR B, PL i 5258
VA1) Y 75 g AR 5 1 ) o A AR AF 5 470 AH 96 (Usler, Foti, & Weber, 2020), Hi T 588 FLER A T 55 4= & i M
TR SRR AE AR R, DR L A A8 (e 3k IR S0 T 2, 4R s i A 0 2R s o) s S A R, AT 75 % o
(1) PL 4y o FEAN FIRSMIAR B 2600, P2 LEE A0 AT 13K PL B K T 70 3K, R I AT P BR O (10 2008,
%45 Yo 5 A5 2 BRAE T AL AR 0042 1810 T o 0 3 S AR FA MT— S (Lesinger et al., 2023). th4bh, f#REILE S
ADHD JLETE e BT FLAE R LA T PL e AHARL, 3B B4 ) L 25 75 R0 0 8 ) ) B A T oA B AR
REA RBUX 7 B O BORIRE I, S IER AN B A HEAT LI AN v 884 n 1

FRIE ERP 455 E IR, N170 v R 352 SRR AR B A2 550 AR5 . 56 BETH £l NL70 JE R 3005 25 2 T 3 34
4L, ADHD ZHiRIA R 25 T X2 . N170 #0082 STFLAHC IR e Resy, B N170(N1)F1E %
B R A R AEAE B S5 BE(Liu et al., 2020; Poscoliero & Girelli, 2018), HHFF R, 4fERHKIE5 B RS
I Al LT BRI, N1 $EIE S K (Poscoliero & Girelli, 2018). Ak, — T4t 1EH B NBERIBF 9T &
B, NL170 R0 ANk A 52 2 i FLEC BRI RE BE AU R2ma (Liu et al., 2020). XFHEIFLATIR B & — N LR
N EE R, SXMARFAELE QN LT A 6 BB, JRAE T B IIE M R B k. AL Tk BAG B R,
RIVEE T FLAE N — AR BEAT IR, WA AR . WEFCR A, T80 SRR AR %k A M 222
BRI TARS, XS T BAARIRHE R R T 1EH . 5880 A (Tanaka & Simonyi, 2016). Ftt, 5%
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FLIT N TR 1 E o T AL SN T AR, AMAIEE 2 B s F CA N TS, AR I H E R T
. ER LS A T LB — 80 OIS AR T KA. ADHD 40 N170 #R s aT, Wl
BEMMARRRZ N170 222 7= /I E L FEJIET . ADHD JLE RIAIE RGAFAE Mo Si0HI i, A
ST 5% vl i 26 IR g i P IO O BG4 (Luo et al., 2023). 53 N170 R IA46%E, PL ISR IITR 23
FRBMR S, R R EE K

NCL & — 555 A R sy, RSB A N T f2 . P4 FLA) NCL ¥ (R
BEVRRT, JLEEXE RS FL A0 AT BEARAAS [F R S A RS, BT B e R LR R, FTRETR
BUR S 2 ) R R EAT RS INT, A PGSR ERAE R, RO RIAZE R . I e BT AL
R TR G I FLAE P T FLIEAT HO R, BN TR MM, SEGEEMILN NCL B BRI R,
TR — DK o (e ) L3 70 AL B 58 BE T AL 75 2 ¥ NCL Besr R I H A7 i T4 %, ADHD JLZE 23
HXU N T, 1X3% 80 ADHD JLEEAF/E S8 I FLn T, MR EiEse, #AMlE & 44k (Lateral Occipital
Complex, LOC)FHAIH K¢ 57 [X 455 75 51 o P i 1 v k4 32 224 A (Sehatpour, Molholm, Javitt, & Foxe, 2006;
Zhang, Yang, Jin, & Li, 2021), H LOC 7E [ FLE %1 = & ¥ 88 /E F (Shao, Weng, & He, 2017). & H
(RIRIE 72 1 A B Afs % W] ADHD JLEE (1) LOC f77E % P 4515 (Emond, Joyal, & Poissant, 2009), i H 47 R
i, SR B B0 PR AR C )2 B6iE (Emond et al., 2009; Yasumuraetal., 2019). % ER# &t i i
TR Bz J2 5 R oA DX I (A0 5 52 2 R B A R S5, ADHD LB R AT HHBGEAS 2, i X 9] Hin i
TAESZA . [FIS, A& B J2 AR 1% 2 1 VR R AN Jo 5% {5 B R #5 B 22 H (Cohen, Ross, & Stern, 2018),
ADHD JLETERAKEE BN, K2R LG LTI, HmiEEAHeE. L EEKNESE Y
BRITCIEER BB A R ¥R £ SRR, BUA 51 R 5 BRIy BeAME NI, Ao A 3Rk [RIVE F DL e i e 1A
TR REARM R . (ERCER IR T LI, P4L) LB R BRI B Z MR, —Fh o] B8 1R 2 4 i
FUA N T3 B R, LS B 4 T L 4D e i 2B A5 0n T R e T T LA B T

6. R4

LR b, AHFURBAER A SE B ALREATIN T, Hh ) LB R BEARIE U5 BT RO LR, KA E R
T FLALA — BORIBEEAT W12 D USE AT, AT BN BRI BRI FERIBE N T B, i LR T4
FET LN T BEARRLN, BEAS 1B AR ER A 2R B, I DR BTG o 00 P 5 0 v 2 18 2P 58 RS 44 T L
MG FC BRI R N T, PR AT FLR AR AL L. ADHD JLEE KRR I B SEmAT, HA ML X H24 KR
HESEN, SEFEJILE B dThaXarigss, Hmlrmusn TR TERILE, EinTHRERK
AAZ M. IFH, ADHD JUEFEREERHE & R I #0222 BRACEE AT LU AT L AT A B2 ThRERERS, A3
BREEMLGE 158 o AT 52451, 7 > Bk Pl e e 8 55 4 5 A B ) 4 B I TooRAREE IR — A2 . & W] ADHD
JUEE A AL B ANV 5 BRI P e T 32 40

AW AR A T LA e B LR R LGN Tl e, 7R 17 ADHD JLEAE R A& LA
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