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Abstract

Background: Methylphenidate and atomoxetine are first-line and second-line pharmacotherapies
for attention-deficit/hyperactivity disorder (ADHD), but their differential effects on core symptoms,
executive functions, emotional and behavioral problems, and quality of life require further valida-
tion. This study aimed to systematically compare the efficacy and safety of the two medications in
Chinese children with ADHD. Methods: A randomized, open-label, parallel-group design was em-
ployed. One hundred twenty children with ADHD attending the outpatient clinic of Southwest
Rehabilitation hospital between December 2025 and April 2026 were randomly assigned to
methylphenidate group (n = 60) or atomoxetine group (n = 60) for 12 weeks of treatment. The pri-
mary outcome was change in SNAP-IV total score. Secondary outcomes included Conners Parent
Symptom Questionnaire (PSQ), Integrated Visual and Auditory Continuous Performance Test (IVA-
CPT), Wisconsin Card Sorting Test (WCST), Digit Span Test (DST), Pediatric Quality of Life Inventory
(PedsQL), and adverse events. Intention-to-treat analysis was applied. Results: Both groups showed
significant reductions in SNAP-1V total scores (methylphenidate: -10.2 + 3.5; atomoxetine: -9.1 %
3.8; between-group P = 0.09). Methylphenidate demonstrated superior improvements in hyperac-
tivity/impulsivity subscale (-5.3 + 2.1 vs. -3.9 + 2.4, P = 0.003), IVA-CPT attention quotient (+18.6
+12.3 vs. +12.4 + 11.7, P = 0.01), and WCST perseverative errors (-12.5 + 8.6 vs. -7.8 + 7.9, P =
0.004). Atomoxetine showed greater improvements in PSQ anxiety subscale (-3.1 + 2.2 vs. -1.2 *
1.9, P < 0.001) and PedsQL emotional functioning domain (+12.5 * 10.1 vs. +6.8 + 9.4, P = 0.003).
Adverse events: decreased appetite (26.7% vs. 16.7%, P = 0.18) and insomnia (20.0% vs. 5.0%, P =
0.01) were more common with methylphenidate; somnolence (21.7% vs. 6.7%, P = 0.02) and nausea
(15.0% vs. 5.0%, P = 0.07) were more common with atomoxetine. Conclusions: Both methylpheni-
date and atomoxetine effectively improve core ADHD symptoms. Methylphenidate offers ad-
vantages in reducing hyperactivity /impulsivity and enhancing executive functions, while atomoxe-
tine shows superior effects on anxiety symptoms and quality of life. Clinical selection should be
guided by the child’s symptom profile and comorbidities.
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1. 5|8

VE B B 2 ) B RS (Attention-Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder, ADHD) & )L 2 ## WL FRS 0047 N B s
2 BUFHEESE S R B AP AMRIER G . 230 RhshiT . 2ERVEHE PN, ADHD 7&)LEME
DA ) BRI R LN 5%~T%, BB Y )L B AL T 4.2%~6.5% [1] [2]. ADHD #3805 I A
FEAZ AT K R BEEPR SR, 2 50%~T0%H 8 LRER AT FR4E 2 laE 1, AN SBE AL 25 R ITE 1% Bt
H[3].

ADHD [Fi B A BALHI MR s A B, Bl FREy K2 Sl KRl FEaEZE
J A 25 BB LR 2@ B I T B R [4] [5]. MHER A — DR R, ADHD & LRTE 2. ek
L TR S5 T R 4% XA AR S R AN Th RE S H (6] X B R BUNZMIR T IRt 1 BRI .

477 ADHD JRJ7HR B HER 290097 VR b B R LI — 2Rk (7] [8]. Horbr, AAX D 4 WK FH I
(Methylphenidate, MPH)F1E %5 71 4F % 74T (Atomoxetine, ATX) & UEE i 78 7 I P A1 254 . MPH i i BH
Wi 2 U Rn 25 FVE R IR SR, S0 O fid IR B B e 2804 TR FE, T AR T BUIRAR R R AR 52 2 (9]
ATX MRS £ B S EIR RS, Remurait 20'E R EAKCT, ik 2 Mikhe 2 G a1y
BN G[ 4] PIFPE P HIAE AL 22 5 7T Re AR AN [R] AT B0 FIAS R R BERFAE -

R O KB FAESEF R 253900 T2 BRI, B S Sk U PRIEAR 34775 4+ 1 Cortese 5[10]K
IR MK ZERE W IN 133 TIFEHLA IRIRLE, 45 R ERIEILEMGDES, ETIRREAE %
OVRER, BT 25T B, Horbh 2R A ISR A8 7 5 K (SMD = —1.02), Bk BRI 2 (SMD =—-0.78),
FEEEVGIT R /N(SMD = —~0.56). $R1fi, & T BOGVEE R, AR F B A SRR R AR T 2B, 42
AN VFA 2 ONT RCHI  BLA EEE m . FE S Sk e, e dRA B S AE ) LEE AN T AR R T U T
FLPHYT IR FH S (SMDs —0.46 £—0.24),

SR, T A FExt IR 451 32 AR A o Gilbert 25111501 SEMETEAE[ 12] (IR 782 WA P R 2597 R0FH
4, Chen 1 Du [13]5HT K KM 12 J& St Skl PRIRIGHE— BRI, BIF 299010~ 3546 0% 0 35 2 7 (TR
FliE 76.67% vs. FE5EPVT 63.33%, P> 0.05), {HIKFHESTE SNAP-IV {EE G Z 3)/1h3h 7 8K . IVA-
CPT VERE M H5E 7 TSGR BAL, LS ia ] 78 s O G s A A R IR IR . X — RIIER
PR 254 ] BE AR FERE IR 4 FE 0 2 3 280 o

PAT T REA 5 A2 ADHD [RIAZ o 2000 B ZEREAE , (B 25900 AT T 6 45 4 FE 110 22 S RN 1 R 78 43 1 B
Wu S5 [ 14] R BUIR H FE T ORLI%E P Thae M s 00 THE3<VE7T, 1 TAEICIZ e a4 . Yang 45
[15]%5 UK F BR e S35 42 7+ ADHD JLZE 5 5 R BERE ) 2 IEH KF . SR, Ni ZE[16] /It 50 58 i 4t
PR YT 0 A R B L TR S . Isfandnia 2517100 58 230 Bl N P Rl 25 W0 2E 04T Thie ek 3 Jy
T BB AR RN« IX S8 AH BP I [ R B 7R 75 B T KREA . 8 RS8R LUt 7¢

AT, 2020 FEREBHIKI RS Meta ZEIR[ 181499 337,686 4 JLEAFH 4E, Xt 80 k2
VIR 78 P REEMEAT T AL, 4R E/R: 7590 ADHD 25, WRH BRI 2 At i iy, mifhse
POYT A E 12 Atk 5] R 2 500 . B8R T AR /29T ADHD 295 WA R F4F. 3£ FAERS
KO (25 B BT (2025 R R0 R, FRIEVETT SRR SR R GA R HEHAF (S S50
B, TR H S S RS S A OR[19]. O I 7T, SR 1 2% 25 2K AT [20] i, R F S A FE S VT
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T SO0 S L R TR, W PR R 7 s

ety FIRPPRIS 5, AFFRITE T M 12 FRBEHLA ARL, 578 2 28 LR S 5405576 T
%feh E ADHD HLETAE R, BAREIE: (1) BoORER B TR s (2) HUTIhAS &4 102 S 5
) AT ANE R AEHRERSGEE N @) ZaMFrE.
2. R
2.1. Wit

AHFTOABENL FEBRZE PAT AL, 12 JASOu kI e . B 9 R 2 7 g B S EE A B 2 B

fIbite, A LR E I N2 it A =45, o Fe i g 504 4 48— bR (Consolidated Standards
of Reporting Trials, CONSORT) 7 B 75 .

2.2. ARIR

PNFRAE: (1) T 6~14 55 (2) G (RS 2E S5t F M) 5 S i(DSM-5) [21] ADHD &
WrbrdE, 28 LR R IR EIMSE T K-SADS-PL 451k Uik ik ; (3) SNAP-IV R0 > 1.5 5%
M (4) FRILEE NBERCEVMR) ST >805 (5) K2 RGEAWIHIT REEAEZiRTT B
>4 .

HEBRARAE: (1) BHMBNEFOESE) RS MR TEREAT . DU 1% KR AT B PR RS (2) &7
AR EEARS BT R8T s (3) WP S B L s (4) IR0 A R (O BB QTe A1 >
460 ms. ARIEHIFIEMES); (5) FHERFE; (6) HWEEREFEEHEME > FE¥ LR 256 (7) &
FIATIR BRGS0 VT I B (8) RIS HE32AT VR T BREARS 254 (9) A7AE H R BB BT AL (HE
T Medsafe (2025) %22 7R, HBRARHEY ).

IRHIARHE: (1) KAEEARSEM: (2) ZKBH: (3) KU (4) MM <80%.

23. fEHILSE=

KA XHBEAC (X RN 4), 83T SAS 9.4 ZEFENLFF, ol Bk T B AE WG E . AN
TR —— W T PIRG4S A R RN IEZE 5 B2, X T8 Seti §iE A 4T (H
25 PP 2 CO BRI > AR BdE i RS SR T IS 2 558 .

24. FHER

Ik B ZH(MPH 4H): K H SRR B4R (B i 44 B3IA, P2 maR), WIEFIE 18 me/d, Rk,
55 2 FARYRTT RO 22 M R 36 mg/d; ERMAE < 25 kg SH I BN RN # 4ERF 18 mg/d. Fe K
I 54 mg/d. “FIIZRFIE: 33.6 + 12.4 mg/d.

FERTHITHATX 4): RASBRICEVGTTIREF 4. BRIk, 4LK), VI6HE 0.5 mg/(kg-d), ¥
Mo 25 3 FIINEZR 1.2 mg/(kg-d); RMAEES 6 FATIEE 1.8 mg/(kg-d). “FLKAE: 1.35 £ 0.31
mg/(kg-d).

BTG 12 8. BB LS 4. 8. 12 FHHTIT AR AR B RESL W .

2.5. EEiatx

2.5.1. EELEF/HIER
SNAP-IV &% (Swanson, Nolan, and Pelham, Version IV Rating Scale, SNAP-IV): 3£ DSM-IV ] 26
WAL B AR, B EER A W) 230309 TN LET(8 W) =/ Nr&ER. FIiH% 0~3 730 =
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SEAERA, 3= FEWE). FREE BIFH1E20% (Cronbach’s a=0.92). A7 LAKELE S 12 J& SNAP-IV
MR EELER[13].

2.5.2. REG BN

Conners 5 BEEIR 7] 45 (Conners Parent Symptom Questionnaire, PSQ): 48 I, & fhT . %3] [
L LE L s - 28, R AZ IR 6 MEE . T URERUE REF.

AP 7 2L 45/ 3 (Integrated Visual and Auditory Continuous Performance Test, IVA-CPT): {5
WURTE R I P-AG 520t B PR RIS B0 2) M 42 B s B, X =IE H AR RI0(A. 2 B S S o it B )
PAIE TR W os Ao SO A o 1% TR T PPl R SN S N AR BE D B R R 23 2R
% (Wisconsin Card Sorting Test, WCST): PFALHhATIhRE, Q4ES el FFravaning. JERre ez
o FREETEERBOR AT RN R R TE A R I A e bR . B BN (Digit Span Test, DST): K
BTG 53 NG, VPG TAEICIZ, A AR AN )L ARTE BRI E B R 4.0 R E Ve L B
R (Pediatric Quality of Life Inventory Version 4.0 Generic Core Scales, PedsQL 4.0): A BFRR, 23 i, G4
LRSS AR IR IIER 4 NERE, 1357 0~100 F3GER iy ARV T S o IR EMA BN B - ™ FE(Clinical
Global Impressions-Severity, CGI-S): IIfiRIEAEE, 1~7 77

2.5.3. REMERIF

AN R ARG A 455 A R R2EEIR 5 3K (Treatment Emergent Symptom Scale, TESS)it3%; 6
JTHTEAT R ARAE . OB, HDIRE. MEMRE, BEAOGERCIRE. KIR, B, HO. e, 18
S~ BB IR EA R, O M 22 AP e B MR I 1 Fe A O AR 4L

2.6. BAEBHE

FF Chen 1 Du [13]HIWF S EE, KUK FES4H 5L VT4 SNAP-IV B0 2 5708 2.5 7 (bt
# =4.5), B a=0.05 U, BIRFAE 1 — p=0.80, T4 51 6. HE 20%HiEER, FALMN 64
B, 128 B, SEBREA N 120 B(EEA 60 ).

2.7. Gt

KM SPSS26.0 Je R4.3.1 BEAT /M. B AVEIR YT IR NIATT) S48 T 204552 — I 2 Je— IR &5 RivF
fEHIBERLAL 32103 (n = 118). BRIEE R £ EidiMMICE 7%, 5 fifh).

HELR TLEE: 1A ESR A ¢ K50 EL Mann-Whitney U £358, 4r A8 & R H 4 5K Fisher M6 . %
3T K ESNER GV (MMRM), 9N H BHERGEL . 4. 8. 12 JA) AR < B A2 H
YERVE N E RN, FEAAEAE A&, B AR HE I LB Bonferroni #R1E. KE )
Bre 12 AR (LA - B2 AT HLBCR U0 77 Z 90 BT (ANCOVA), PLELAE N AR R . BN Rk &
Cohen’sd. ZaMEnHr: KBRS T K Fisher #5Hifa L. 5 EMEAKEBEN a=0.05 C8UI) . 2 54 (1]
K H Bonferroni &2 IE(RR IEJG o = 0.017).

3. fIRGER
3.1. FRERESELSHE

2024 £ 9 H % 2025 4= 8 H Ik 176 ) ADHD 2L, HEER 56 #5132 BIAFFEUINbR1E, 15 HlFEL
5, 9B HARRR), HAFEHLL 120 BI(MPH 41 60 %1, ATX 41 60 #1). 677 PIE LM% 8 5I(MPH 41
540 2 105 2 BIAS REAE 1 BRI AE: ATX 4 3 60 1 BIRD7. 1 SR RFAE. 1 A1),
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SER 93.3% (112/120). ITT 349N 118 FI(MPH 41 59 5], ATX 41 59 1)), K 2 GlFEHLIGE AR 32k
Je VAL HOHE i HE B

PIZH B N 2% R R R AT LL (R 1) BRSFIEES 8.9 £ 23 &, Tkl 72.0% (85/118).
ADHD R 53 A s JE =AY 55.9% (66/118) TRATY 38.1% (45/118) 23/ 37 6.8% (7/118), /Ai
55 Chen Al Du [131FIHF 70— 8. HLW 3T LB PTRRS 21.2% (25/118) HEFERERS 11.0% (13/118). FE2k SNAP-
IV &4 MPH 4 37.6 = 6.8 vs. ATX 41 36.9 = 7.1 (P = 0.58). IVA-CPT 3 & i UM 4L 1K F 16 BRI1H (<80
95)o

Table 1. Baseline demographic and clinical characteristics of the two groups

= 1. RAZIREFRE AOF RIGKRFFELLR

HFAE MPH #4(n = 59) ATX #(n =59) GiiH I
fER4(%, mean + SD) 8.7+24 9.1+22 t=-0.94 0.35
A, n (%) 2 =0.14 0.71
Stk 42 (71.2) 43 (72.9)
L 17 (28.8) 16 (27.1)
BMI (kg/m?, mean + SD) 16.8+2.1 17.0+2.3 t=-0.49 0.62
ADHD %, n (%) 72=0.72 0.70
e NN Rt 32 (54.2) 34 (57.6)
28z 5(8.5) 2 (3.4)
RAER 22 (37.3) 23 (39.0)
HIHFIEHL, n (%)
XL PUENG 12 (20.3) 13 (22.0) 72=0.05 0.82
fEIE G 6(10.2) 7 (11.9) 72=0.09 0.77
4L SNAP-IV 743 (mean + SD)
R R 20.1+3.9 19.8+4.1 t=0.41 0.68
Z /MR 158 +4.2 154445 t=0.51 0.61
XardEHirER 89435 8.6+3.8 t=0.44 0.66
By 37.6+6.8 36.9+7.1 t=0.55 0.58
IVA-CPT % & 15 1 (mean + SD) 68.4+ 142 70.1 +13.6 t=-0.67 0.50
CGI-S /™ [ (mean + SD) 4.6+09 45+08 t=0.63 0.53
REAE A6 TT 5, n (%) 10 (16.9) 8 (13.6) 27=026 0.61

E: BMI= {Aia%; CGI-S = IRKREAREIR - EERR. PALRFTARLREL TSI 0 257 (P > 0.05).

3.2. EELEF: SNAP-IV #Z2LERTH (R 2)

AN EIR AN IR, WA SNAP-IV 27 3506 VA T 7 I (8] 55 35 PR TR) 32248 : F=186.34, P<
0.001), {HZ x Bf 838 EAEFARIEG 2452 (F = 1.82, P =0.14). 12 &K, MPH 4157 F%-10.2 + 3.5,
ATX 4 FF4-9.1 £3.8, HBEILLL A 25 N—1.1 (95%CIL: —2.4,0.2), P=0.09, Cohen’s d=0.30 (/N
&) XIS Cortese Z5[ 10| L2 M4 R — 8, RIPIMZE SARST R BB R E ST 2% R

ERERRZE, 2308 &R SR MPH S H L MPH 2 FfE-53+2.1, ATX HTFl-3.9+
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2.4, A1 ZER-1.4(95%CIL: —2.3,-0.5), P=0.003, d=0.62 (PR &), FRERED ERHAALE EE
S (MPH: —4.5 £ 2.3 vs. ATX: —4.8 £2.5, P = 0.51). X5 Chen F1 Du [ 13|/} 7045 —E——WK B8 7E 24
% 2 8 ERER D7 T R A BE .

7RIS R ERE 7R, MPH ZHAESE 4 A B H 0000 35 25038 (—6.1 £ 3.2 vs. ATX 24H-4.2+£3.0, P=0.008),
M ATX HGER NS, 25 8 ka5 MPH AT /K F(-8.3+£3.5vs. —8.8+3.7,P=0.47), #—D4
TN 1R) A2 A 32 A 30, MPH 2058 4 J& 22 565 8 JA 1) e M B2 BN P 2 (B R A 9 —2.2 98, o5 e S5 1) 21.6%),
T ATX 4L7E [F]— I I ek st i 5 s O B R (8 oh—4.6 7%, (HEEiE 1) 50.5%). 55 8 JAZEH 12 A, MPH
Pt — LT P EHOEE-1.9 4, HEMGEEN 18.6%), 1M ATX A XERE RS0 E-—23 4, &
SRR 25.3%) 0 X — I A S B T IR 25024 38080 /) 22 1) 22 5. MPHL PR FELINT 22 B2 i ia 4, 2808
MR ATX T2 2~4 AR FaSIRE, H ol RE OS2 i iE B iR [22]. MPH 4726 4 J& RIE 2
SMEGERE T 80%, X — R FIHE/R MPH (97 R0 REAAAE “ RGN ” B i KA Rz [23], B
ERITIFMRIE 4 A, K R AT R E AL, RENGIT R ERRDEIR. X—RIHAE
BRI PR B R S T MPH 48 )L, #5584 JAVHL BoR97 A 78 73 (0 SNAP-IV 253 TR <30%),
i R 2= A= SRR 5 FETE 25 4~8 S U 1) 18] 8 57 i Bl 7 VA VA 97 SRS, 177 AR 49 3 S5 15 B G TR o AH EE 2 F S
ATX HP)J7 R IR BRI, 28 8 A BB SGEREMNZ 75%, 7R ATX B I7 3805 2 8 i
Z KB A OS5, RS AT B R BUBE A AR E R BRI .

33. XELERGER?2)

3.3.1. #ITThEE

MPH #417F WCST &R s BT ATX 4H(MPH: —12.5+8.6 vs. ATX: —7.8+7.9, 4
]2 %47, 95%Cl: -7.9, —1.5, P =0.004, d = 0.56). IVA-CPT & ¥ F4E 5o~ MPH 2H 3% 5K
(+18.6 £ 12.3 vs. +12.4 £ 11.7, P = 0.01, d = 0.51). X—KIE Wu ZE(2021) B 58— E——WK H EE XA A
FUEVER S SN R THFEZEVETT o (AR, 2258 B B s S 4 55 1Rl W 20 G W 25 22
SE(MPH: +1.8 £ 1.5 vs. ATX: +1.4 + 1.6, P = 0.18), iX5 Chen 1 Du [13]/ RIS Hor ) Bl 56 9 41
P o 2 R ARIE G B3 (MPH: +2.1 £ 2.4 vs. ATX: +1.6 £2.2, P = 0.27), #&R TAEICIZeE m R
PR 2 AR B o

33.2. fTAERZEE

Conners PSQ 25 R /R 7 AN ATX AEEES BRI UGE B E T MPH 4(ATX: -3.1 +
2.2 vs. MPH: =12 £ 1.9, P < 0.001, d = 0.92). X—RIEAGEEMIGKE X, FF Bymaster ZE[4][ W
M——FES P VT I BT 25 B E IR R PR AR, v R B T SR AR S 1 R FERE IR . MPH ZH7E £ B FR %L
(MPH: 7.2 £ 4.5 vs. ATX: =5.4 £ 4.8, P = 0.049)f13'5) - £ 54> ERK(MPH: 4.8 £ 3.1 vs. ATX: -3.2 +
3.4, P=0.00)EEM . WALLERAT I, 8o ERLEEZER, X5 Chen 1 Du [13][HF 7L 45
w5
333. £ERE

PedsQL =7 P4 o3, {H4H IR 2 %A 2 (MPH: 9.8 £9.1 vs. ATX: +10.5+ 9.6, P=0.68). 4R1fii,
Y M on B 2R ATX AEIE 4 DhRe 4 o 5 AL(+12.5 £ 10.1 vs. +6.8 £ 9.4, P=0.003, d = 0.59);
MPH ZHA1E AR T RE L FE &AL (+10.2 £ 9.8 vs. +7.5£ 9.2, P=0.13), {HARIEGiH# B . HAZTREMH
TRFEZER. X—HER, REWMAYBH G BEEERE, AEEERBRAEANE— =G E
BLEIT G A T CEAE VG A, TR R R A s Bl Dy RSk SE PR
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3.3.4. IEFREEEISR
CGI-S 2P0 T 2 75 F(MPH: —1.9 £ 0.8 vs. ATX: —1.7 £ 0.9, P =0.21), E/nlfKELSFE
) S A 7 B MG AR FE AR o 1X 5 Cortese 55 [ 101/ & IL— B - & TR PR BE A2 V8 1) SRS T 202 AN B I

Table 2. Comparison of changes in primary and secondary outcome measures after 12 weeks of treatment between the two
groups (ITT analysis, mean + SD)
* 2. MERTT 12 AREERRELBIEREULERITT 547, mean + SD)

KL MPH #(n = 59) ATX Hn=59)  4HIH2ZF(95%CI) I Cohen’s d
SNAP-IV
R FE (R E) —45+23 -48+25 0.3 (0.6, 1.2) 0.51 0.12
Z B/ (CEAE) -53+2.1 -39+24 -1.4(-2.3,-0.5) 0.003 0.62
AL CE A E) -2.1+1.9 -1.8£2.0 -0.3 (-1.0,0.4) 0.42 0.15
S (R A ME) -10.2+3.5 -9.1+38 —-1.1(-2.4,0.2) 0.09 0.30
Conners PSQ
EZHIEE ~72+45 —5.4+48 -1.8(-3.5,-0.1) 0.049 0.38
FEIE -12+19 -3.1+22 1.9(1.1,2.7) <0.001 0.92
M3 - 23 —4.8+3.1 -32+34 -1.6 (-2.8,-0.4) 0.010 0.49
2 2] ) f -3.5+3.0 -3.1+32 -0.4 (-1.6,0.8) 0.51 0.13
AT A 24425 —2.1+2.7 -0.3(-1.3,0.7) 0.54 0.12
O 5 1] 1 -0.8+1.5 -11+1.7 0.3(-0.3,0.9) 0.34 0.18
IVA-CPT
N +18.6+12.3 +124+11.7 6.2 (1.6,10.8) 0.010 0.51
SR s A +11.2+ 145 +9.3+13.8 1.9 (-3.8,7.6) 0.52 0.13
WCST
RREL AR R -12.5+8.6 -78+79 4.7 (-7.9,-1.5) 0.004 0.56
Ir 8L +1.8+15 +14+16 0.4 (-0.2, 1.0) 0.18 0.25
DST
) BN +1.1£1.6 +0.8+1.5 0.3 (-0.3, 0.9) 0.31 0.19
PedsQL
My +9.8+9.1 +10.5+9.6 —0.7 (—4.2,2.8) 0.68 0.07
E 4 ThAE +6.8 £9.4 +12.5+10.1 -5.7(-9.4,-2.0) 0.003 0.59
2RI RE +10.2+9.8 +7.5+£92 2.7(-0.8,6.2) 0.13 0.28
CGI-S ¥4 -1.9+0.8 -1.7+09 -0.2 (-0.5,0.1) 0.21 0.23

E: BE = 12 BV - BT MUERSER/ AR EERREENGEE. Cl= BFEXE; ik P HE <
0.05(RIZIE); RRIE)JEEEMRME a=0.017,

3.4. MATREHZERIEER?I)

MPH ZHHIA R FHAFRHIE: DU A BN RHR(20.3%) BAK T FE(27.1%); HAhH WL 4R Sk
J(15.3%) THLEWBN(11.9%) BEI(10.2%); = ERGE MR EELE: #ish@2 6, 3.4%). ATX HAR
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EERE

AR DVBEERR B I N o WEE(22.0%) B0 (15.3%); HoAthw WA BACRB#(16.9%). 8
Ji(13.6%) KI(11.9%); FHEMMGFELE: IR EQ B, 3.4%), FeME AR,

Table 3. Comparison of adverse events between the two groups, n (%)

3. METREHRERRLLE, n (%)

R FH4 MPH #H(n = 59) ATX #H(n = 59) P 1t (Fisher)
RBARHEMS 41 (69.5) 39 (66.1) 0.84
RITARRA R
L 16 (27.1) 10 (16.9) 0.18
R N P ] 7 12 (20.3) 3(5.1) 0.01
P 9 (15.3) 7 (11.9) 0.60
25 6(10.2) 8 (13.6) 0.57
WE I/ 5 4 (6.8) 13 (22.0) 0.02
Wl 3(5.1) 9 (15.3) 0.07
1 L5 B ) & 7 (11.9) 5(8.5) 0.54
K 3(5.1) 4(6.8) 0.70
i) 2(3.4) 0(0) 0.50
AT ThRERH (ALT F+&) 0 (0) 2 (3.4) 0.50
MEF 5 2(3.4) 3(5.1) 0.50
DRI R 3(5.1) 5(8.5) 0.40
AN R 0 (0) 0 (0)
AN R A5 24 2(3.4) 1(1.7) 0.50
H: ALT= WRERBEEBE. B0 BEREZMIARIME.
4. 1ig

AtyeiEid 12 YL RS, RS TIRFER SISV IATT ADHD &LIIT S 24k .
FERIWR: (1) WA EESGEZER, BRI ES 5% E 5, (H MPH 752 31/ 3hiE
REAAT ThRE T TH R I AN (2) ATX TEAEE 4 I A TE R B IS G e e L 3) MM
RSN 22 5 5 2%, MPH LR AR R B RO 32, ATX DARERE . %00 55 (4) #ERLA] MPH R T ATX.
PLR B AANANE FE XTI FE 45 RIFATIRAT W, FE S =i 2RI 17 B & 04T

4.1. BMERTHRER S5 : N EBR BIER SR

AT PR Z 5T SNAP-IV 85 I ECEFE AT, 55 Cortese Z5[10]M1 N4 25 RE /AT 518 — E—
—TEHETIRPREE A VR MAZ OB IR, BT 23R F ), (RS kR 2= A R ST, X%
VE AT REHE o5 T B R GE R 22 . AT R R T SRR L. MPH R} 22 Bh/ SRR IR B BN
H(d=0.62)REMT ATX, WMEREREY4EENATEEZER.

X R AR E L2 A FE SR AFIRNARE o 2 3/ shAT N 5 S0IR TR 2 B g 0 2% Th RS AR R 25 D)4
K[9]. MPH 1EH £ Bl 12 ARBHIWT 77, Pl POE -T2 LK, JEHGR AR TR AR S S
RIS RIA I X k. ML T, ATX EEIRFEMG S IR REiad, X2 B

DOI: 10.12677/ijpn.2026.154016 143 [l prh 2o i el R e &


https://doi.org/10.12677/ijpn.2026.154016

WE %

KON, T @ TR R B RS FIRER - 2 ERRA EAEFSEIL,  1X SUR R 2 ELEKSE R A PR
[4]0 X — WL 22 5 T REMRRE  MPH 1 22 3h/h shiz sl 7 T i 25

TER BB AL EE P20 0 3 72 5, SO AR 2 S R R T I RT RE AT A 2. ATX I8 I 19 5 i 40
2B FIRRAEE TS, WA RGRTT TAECIZ Ak B & MPH W [S) 46 T B 40 A T 2
ML 5] MIRIRSCERAER, X —RIAAHEER X T LAERER N EZERIEIL, PiFhZ9y
AR N ROESE, InPKOR AT 3 2 5 T HAB R s (38 . AN R OB 2 RO ) o

I7 R I T 22 S e LN PR A B S AR ANIR T . AR TSR B MPH 27628 4 FA R IA 8 oG
T 80% (—6.1/-10.2), T 4 FIZE 12 FPEEN L SR SGET 20%. 1X— 0 $E8 MPH [
JTRATAE “CRACARRLN.” 8L “ FHAR RN ——BIYEIRIT UGG 4 A4, KSR nl 3R 17 3
ZSEIL, kSRR SR I ERA A A R BRI AT SCRFIX — W52 Swanson 4 [23]7E SLUR = AL
FHRIL, MPH (7 RAE RIS € J5 Ok A RIA BIE(E, KINAT 2 2 4R JE & . Banaschewski
SE[24] BRI TT 1R FE 4R tH, MPH 78507 ROl AT AE 2~4 I SE . X — R ILIIIG IR B XAE T X
F MPH &)L, #5554 FVEAS B897 BOR 78 20 (W1 SNAP-TV 2.8 R % < 30%8K CGI-S 203E <2 4)), I
PRI AR AR 7% REAE 55 4~ Ji U 1) 18] 8 7] 2 Bl BT DAk v o7 SRS, T AR 3 54 SE KN [|] . H 28K MPH
BIT AN AT OV, ATRe R EUE LKA R T2 R S0 R 2 1 3R a5 A R .

FHEEZ T, ATX 17 R I 58 4 AN [F] R IS (AR U ——FR 22 RAR M . ATX 4158 4 JAIGA R B L
HEML) 46% (—4.2/-9.1), 24 25 8 M ETTIR 7 B NGER 50.5%, 5 8 25 12 FA 25.3%M1
. X— KI5 Michelson 251 BAFIE - R NVBFA —8——ATX IR BNTE 6~8 A GET
I, Spencer ZE[ 261K IANT A BE— L HK I, ATX FIITRE 12 BV 6 BN Fr s s . X —i
AR R B XAE T AT ATX )L, InRE AR KT ZRFER I O 7255 4 PPk, B
S A R B N FRARL, R R B H e “URTT R o I A 2GR 2 1T B S BUBE A SUEH R A
JTHles . JWAE ATX 1697 A S R A) K@ 7e 70 Ui B “ /22 8 A R I A 207, WE S B IIRYT
B, DARETRIT M

P o 25 AR SR AN [R) RO IR 8] = 7 R o e R 9 BTt B R o TR ) IR ARG+,
MPH R AT fig s LT ATX MR8 ; (EAE K2 R E)REG A, PRl 2a ¥ 20 vl fEalR . X AT
CASERE RT3 3 RSB Fe 1) T 3CRF MPH, 1K Skonf Skt 5 8 22 SR AH 24101 ARSI R B 72
78 53 2 B IR — I B RN 22 5, FEBETTBE U AR RS, Oy ATX TR 78 23 (1 RS R 1]

4.2. PATTHREMERYR : BRI EER BN HSERE 5347

PATIHREBIFE H AN ADHD FIAZ OO BLRAE, W5 K RTAT I B E R 1) 2 MA I FE 6] A
W FL I MPH 7E WCST RFEEPEEE 2 B W R R T P AR 52 ) Je TVA-CPT 33 2 i A (R I s =
I SR 7 TH ) G R LT ATX, k45 = 0.51 — 0.56). iX—KILE Wu 5[ 14]F 7L —
F——MPH X} Jx BLIEFE/ANHI D RE I SE LT ATX

SR, AHIE T — 4R R T AT D RE 88 I 4E Ry e o 7028 58 UG MR IS e e S5 H R W 20 6 %2
S, MRFE A IR MPH BGE T 4 . 1X — R BUHRE7R MPH [\ R0 B4 58 RS I A 4 300 1 N R 7] 7
M2 B B I 4E R R . Wu S5 [1418 5 BB 70 Witk — 2B X 4 T HAT BRI AN A R4y, KL MPH 1)
A FBEER T POERANG]” X BT, R TAEICAZ R E A Y X R
PR e %o T 7E 22 B R A7 5 W S sl 4 b R 3 DA RS TA 24 S BE s 28 4T Wl A i i o e
BYE R )L, MPH W] R R B BT DhRe it s 1ot T DAZH SRS PR 3 Dy 3 2SR I v LA A%
SERAENL . F=IE VD)L, PP 259 )RR AT BEAH L .
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IVA-CPT PPALIFFELER DR 2B . MPH AR SCE IR % (+18.6 79)E#H KT ATX 41
(+12.4 73), X—Z R HAG Gt w2 OMIEIRE L. F R IVA-CPT ¥4 2 i 8UE % BE 4 80 43 LA F, MPH
IR0 1 WL 68.4 7-3RTHE 87.0 4%, T ATX 4L 70.1 Z3-3RTF4 82.5 4%, PIHIIM ISR T 1E %
B . X — KI5 Bédard 2527 HIBFFE — F——MPH X222 R0 U0 1 SRR o 5 7 I A% S P Mg s
IR A KT ATX . Bédard 53 —B46 H, MPH X e A8 Sk 1) o6 35 3% R £ (Cohen’s d = 0.71) i35
KT ATX (d=0.38), SR St 4 DA Ay 2 S iy 2 7738 B AN SN AR e 1k (R UK Fi A

) B (DST) VEAS 1) TAE L1788 71 GG A2 FE AL, 5 Chen A1 Du [13]HF FL 45 SR — 8. X
— RIBEIR TAEICAZ et il Re 2 M 250 35 R mL, i 3E MPH REA IR 5. TR IZ 5 it
FELRE FIRRGE SR FHEUIAAG, ATX W18 i 0 B 8805 il #e 2 LU 2E 5 MPH A 2411 TAEid
172508 3R 5] -

43. BESEERE: RREATHRFHNESHHIRT

R FBALRIRIEITR IR ATX TEFEEREIR(PSQ £ R84 532 MG 44 £ 5 7T & (PedsQL 1524 T fE)
J7 T AR I, AN &4 A 0.92 F1 0.59. IX— AR AE 2 R SCER RS B EIIE, BT N ZASZ I THL
AR o

B, PRRAENHIZ T . Bymaster S [4]TOENTHT T IR, ATX ERTHI R INE RS ERER
KPS 3 5L, XA E TS IR SRR R A . BTA R JE 2 S B IR RS S G R AT
UGS TRE ), A A TS EIRRGEE 5 B FEEOE W 5 £ SRR 0 R AE G o 3X — fig il 22
FEVERTREMERE 1 ATX fECE SRR T R #A . AHEEZ R, MPH Xf 2 L& RE RSt V2 B 16 3 Lk
AMEPE REIS K BN E AR RS . B IE B [22] 0 ImPRSEER P A S 82 2HE 7 ADHD 8 LASE HI D% 7 711
JathIL ISR IR ——AE TP BT M 2 RO R I I S A DR B 4 AR .

% ImRERMZ M. ADHD 5 £ R RRAT 1300 5 ik 25%~35% [28]. ILWiFEIE ) ADHD & L1E
FEZR I o™ 5P D) Re A 5 RN S VR T IOB e ARBF TR I, FERZA FFEIEIRAGH) 13 R L (H &
£ 11.0%), ATX HFFEESET ARE . X— KIS Chen fl Du [13]H45 80 & E— 8 —— /5 & WHiTaH
“atomoxetine is the best choice for cases comorbid with anxiety” . MIGRIRFE M LR, WTFIEHEEHEE
SR ) ADHD 8 LOUH 20 B . g FEIRa 2 K, ATX REAREEIE.

=, AERECSGE ARSI . RE PedsQL &7 WALCEAH Y, (H4EREMIfEMHE R T AR ) ocs
AR ATX EEUCEE S F48/84(d = 0.59), MPH MBI T 08 24 DhRE(d = 0.28, BARLEEHEE
#yo X—RKIIERE T DRI T IS ——REAE 0 70 20 TR AR TR OB AR G, 17 A 35 ol 2 P 4 5 23 i A
AL 2580 7 SRS A K4 5o T DU @G N HLCAn B B 4158 [ED3E 155 28 1 1 TR )y 2 B SR AR L
FEE, ATX FIRer R RIATE B ER S AT DL R, g i Atz O &)L, MPH AT f#g
B E b i A O ]
4.4. BASFRIATREE: SRIGKER THRRES

ADHD (Wi RS, B —25Wa 7 MELA 2 T ) LI TR R C R A g g, J0HA2 2 LRI
TEAEZ BN BRSSPI Fhie) 3, BN B — 250 ) AN R I, BRA 5 5 THVR YT SRS 1 2% B 0 RO I R TR 3R
PPN [ 2 ) EE L
4.4.1. FRUATTIRRE: SRR EE

I T2 ) ARG ) SR R A )L, RIS AR O E T NAZSEH ATX #HHiI£EE,
M2 %6 FH MPH il #2047 A I /R 2
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WE %

M ADHD 897 8 R RS ok A, ARG M 55N ADHD #Z O RGE RS FG . 23, phah)iairm
CERT, RS P TEAL O IR G S AT AR ER[7] [8]. HEULEER, YT ZarhE) + fLEILAT
ML, JEF MPH 1E NEIGZYILIT & A H . JR10, AR RIIANX — g i m e 7THkR. ATX
T A2 8 X3 7 THT RS B T8 0.92, 1K — 3UNAzE KT MPH Xt 22 8/ 3l ) X8 £:(0.62) » BE FEZL ) A2, ATX
Xt 2 2P S AN MPH (d=0.19 4L Z 5, HILFE PSQ 13 - 23 &R b BoR b S5 R 1
H(-3.2+3.4), YH ATX FEAEX 23/ ahTosk, RI2 RN,

Rlt, M “HeRigakas ” ME IR, WT23/msh S8R RE N E )L, 8 EICRA “HERmk”
P 5L e —— B Se i . ATX {ENRGEZ5. B R: (1) ATX [FI 7 &5 5 e A 22 B/ 3l i 4
A, BARNT S NS 55 T MPH, (HRARTERGTRE ) (2) H5pE 1 4 I ol AR 5 mT RE (R E A% O IR 1
B ——ERER S, BLO B RIERT AN “CRE” B “AMRT , TERJIRIAT AT R v BebE 2 B
Tt (3) M ATX Flk5 MPH R REIS K 100NN E AR R/ I 26 i sl A . i ATX SRS (2 8~12 Jl),
2 BNMPHFERTAERIA TR S, 7T AR MPH #H7 “sRA6IAIT 7 .

R 42— F MPH #H2 3h/0h5l, FAAEEE — W EESEZ &, RHEH T 235
S PR AR o 7 L L B e A (b B 5 BUE R AT o) B AR T R ™ HE A R B E L E X B LT,
MPH ] 2 (R SRR AT R (4 AR IR, AT AR E fE I R B R EMA ATX A4 E ]
o SR, 3K — SR 1R AE T - MPH ] BN E AR FE AR A 78 - MPH 41 PSQ £E &I IR AU ATX
I 39%), FECH > B LTEAZCRE IR 50 (0 [F) B £ RN JR, 7 T e A A1 R A 15 o

4.4.2. BRAAITRIE: R, Ui, ANfTEEA?

BEATAYT (MPH + ATX BES HI24) 2 471 55 4 ADHD J5 5l () 55— S B SR Mg . BROR H R B = KR
A I 2] BEATLGT B AR IE UE R , (5 2 T A0 SO R SCRR A I, T A BAR JUAN4E B2 R BB VR 9T I S 3% 55

(—) BEEIRIT & RLE

1. 2R 8 R IT R EIT RO 7R 5« AW FIIST RN b o, MPH TE2E 4 A J5 g ia T &
W, ATX 7255 8~12 FMPbHrssat. ##8)LE MPH £ BI5JT 4 J8J5 SNAP-IV 270 R < 30%, BUAE
ATX R EIRIT 12 JAJG SNAP-IV &5 T B <30%, NFEEERAIRIT . X & ROUEEHTT (G R SE b
33— 58 SCHE, Newcorn S5 [29]HIBEFE o, FB 534 B — 250 IR S ANE 1) S8 LTE IR B VR YT I R 3RAFHIR AR 2
EUE.

2. RERYERE Y B SN o ASHIE T2 HIA% O R IL——MPH FEAT A H /AT ShBE4EFE EA L HS, ATX 7248
R/ G T A A ——NEAIRIT I EAMERL” R4 T HRAEE . 5 E)LE ATX BT EEERE
BEEH 2 )/ EhiE AT/, BE MPH W8T TG AT % RIF R AR R, A TR T R AT AS [F) 4 2 ik
1T “RGHETRAL” o XPPEE TR LERE R G SRS AR I T IR MR IR T &

3. EVER RS A EE . MR LES L ThREANE 45 DhRe A4 B A7/ M AV E R, BEGVRYT T RE
T8 — 2907 . AW MPH A T8 2R Th Rk, ATX Ml im T SeE 54 Dihe, W# S Al Re
SR B A TH] P AR 3 SR

(=) BREIRIT ISR 24 SR s 5 1 i 0

BRAIRTT HIZ 25 SR T 05 6 5 R PR PP 29 2R3 1 245 RS R RS 83R 3 12 M3 -

1. WIS T % ST I 2R B A7 16 ™ 5 22 3h/ph sh Al B B AR RE I B L, W5 R MR B IR B A 18T
——141 MPH 18 mg/d (/i) + ATX 0.5 mg/(kg-d) (Biflk). X—77 ZHIRAAET: MPH PRl H a7 A
AR, ATX B IA) R FH AT ek (AD B REEAS RS S, [R]IE R HE LA B ER AU . 2% Persico 5522145, ATX
WG 1] &5 245 S s T S 25 B A1 I R g I A A 26
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2. PRI S X T2 )T RNAS R EIL, EUTEIA YRR EE i —Meiy. A
IARSEIEAFE: 4 MPH 36~54 mg/d V9T 4~8 JiJ5 K NANE, ZN ATX 0.5~1.2 mg/(kg-d); # ATX 1.2~1.8
mg/(kg-d)IATT 8~12 Ji J5 RBiA LI H A2 Z 3/mPEhis AR 78 4), B MPH 18 mg/d. IR A
H ARG IR S RS, 218 E, B/ MEAR R RN .

3. ARKRMFEIEE: BCEIRIT HIEPIM YA B B I F SN . MPH A TS ATX 1%
OFREE N, @M S RERR, R “PDEZE” B, MPH HKIRES ATX HEIEER IS bA]
REF=AE RPN ——# A MPH (1582 T e Rl MPH B A (R IR ATX I RERE RIS, o S
B, AR VR 25 IR 2 I RN (MPHL R AR ATX R R A S8 A P B Y A A 1Y o

4. FIEAREEIN] . BRAVRTT AN RLIE SRk B 2 1 5. 25 B K57 B (MPH 54 mg/d + ATX 1.8 mg/kg/d),
TMRE L “ fe /N BRI B7 JR S T —— BV FH B AR P A 2440 7 S I PR 0 o - PR B 6 7)Y R o
# 9 MPH 18~36 mg/d + ATX 0.5~1.2 mg/(kg-d), 245 85 S A% T 15 24 5 K 7 & (1 2@

4.43. BAATHMFIEES HIREO

JUEBRAIRITE IR RS2 B A A B, (H & R E I UESEA 40 B« Newcorn Z¢[29] (1A 7t 20
HAIRE MPH + ATX BEATRIT BN ORI 2 —, RIVCAIGITIERR 0 SN A B I ) LR A 2 (HFE
KEE /N0 =56), HARRGIFAE K24, Wilens 25301/ T bR 0 7t AR 7R B & 16 97 X IR 48 i
(93 B S B B AN, Bk = 0o IR AL PR 1) T HAIE R 25 2

BT ARG U, ASCRHEBCAIRITI Bl s” fIRKS%: (1) EMNIF: B—
259 e ' T FE ONAS A (MPH 4 J . ATX 12 JB)BREIR 42 43 85 b s (2) #2dh i & (K7 &L is(MPH
18 mg/d + ATX 0.5 mg/kg/d), ZZf2iE; (3) f&E LIR: MPH<36 mg/d + ATX < 1.2 mg/kg/d (EN LS
FEME: (4) WINES: OIAEEFALE GRS 2 FEN). AEAKIZEE 4 8). BEREE 2 @i
EEEEANEY A ARER): (5) BAIRITRREENT ] BIERCAIRIT A 8~12 AT 78097 BOTAh, 5 0E
o SR B — 2GR RE, A IRSATAS R R ER VR AL 2 W AN SR 1 D

45. ZEWRERNT: NERFREGEZRNTERE

PRI 20 A R A5 2 2 LTS BT ) EANRRAE, 55 Solmi Z5[ 18] KR R4 Meta 2538 = — 2.
SR, AHIEFOAS B — D R 2 Ve I I 18, L E TR 2 I R R SRHESE

B, WA R ESE . MPH 41UV EAK R B (Q27.1%)F1KAR(20.3%) N E, 53 A% 45 2L
N —%, Solmi ZF[18]HINEAN N M KIRZST ADHD 298 WHIA R FHE(RAEZ D BN 26.2%F1
18.5%). ImREFHRRSAHE: (1) AT BUCRERRY) . &S HEERZERE., . 20t
Ty R BT A SR g E AR EAE KL (2) RIR: AR S — Rk 2 R AN T R A
4 i RRIAFI R R R (1~3 mg BERTARA). (ESE R, MPH AH 1) AR HRE & 2 7&K
M, JRER S 2 T 2R

ATX 4 PAFEHE(22.0%) FI% 00 (15.3%) N E . Solmi 5[ 18148 HFLETLPTT 22 & MEL 51 R E L 0iE, T
HOEWREHE(R AR R 21.9%) A1 B IERER . ATX dRgHE & 4 % 23 =1 MPH 41(P=0.02), XA g8 ST
BILHM A S8 T R0, PRG3R v i o 7E IR Z 2~4 J& Ja 0, mId el 3 1) A 24 (R
B J5)BE A 1 B (“start low, go slow”)Z&fF . 8O0 NI A 5 B9 R R R Uk 4%

B, T ERENRTER M EA RS DR AU IAE ATX HQ B, 3.4%), KIARE ALT
TFE(1.5~2.0 f51E% _EIR), 15255 IEH . X 5 FAERS 338 2 (0 25 W05 0 — Bl—— 5 pa VT A o6
(BT BT 15 5 5. Solmi Z5[ 18]/ R4E Meta LA FIFEFR HFCEFGIT (2 S VEE SRR 0. BT
— R, WEIRSZE MR ATX WBYT TR D B8, JRI7 26 4 ARGE 12 A E, W ALT Fe8Tt sl i
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W OER 2 f%, N R BT 2

5T FAERS ¥4 B 250 B A [ 193 — 04 78 7 R AR E A RFAHES: BAMERARE
fE7E =F ADHD 254 ) 7R 815 5 (ROR £1°4 2.5~3.8); ATX 5 AFF## 1% (ROR = 12.6)FI4EE £ 9505
(ROR = 43)F 59 EE = MPH 5V H 25 5 AHX(ROR = 3.2). Medsafe [31]/1 %A@k thomif, FE3<
FEVT 5 H R RSB SG, RAERIT WA VIR, JoHX TH 15 2 b5 L i D R .

H=, LIME LRI . Farhat S[20]FIRGBT M 28 252 0 8o, f£JLEME DEH, 5%
REFIAHEL, MPH U465 F¥)F+ 5 1.81 mmHg (95%CI 1.05~2.57), &FikJEF+E 2.42 mmHg (95%CI
1.36~3.48), L3I NN 5.58 K/53(95%CI 3.47~7.69); ATX ks T+ 5 1.07 mmHg (95%CI 0.10~2.04),
DFIENN 2.79 K/53(95%CT 1.18~4.40), XL & B/ MEEA R E L, HZ2EE L. 2R,
X AR A O L R (A S R OB « DL O RED) IR L, NBUETRIEE, JRTERIT AT O
F, PR A 7 PPl o AR 9T P A5 B0 I AL 28 T S D (MPHL A 2 R T vy 3 9 B8 3 P
ATX H 3 Gl EF S 5 FhoZIEy, KAFMCT CIRRE, mTaes 12 A UIHERE .. RRZEN 24
INEF A LR A R

4.6. SITAEREIEENES: NFETHR

AHIE G R I A] 5 T LT 3 e B A A AT S T, SR S I MREAESE . Cortese S5[10]1)
BRI A 2 2220 M o, A2 ) LE A DA, BT Im R A2 9 E , MPH 1] SMD 4-0.78 (95%CI1-0.93
%£-0.62), ATX H-0.56 (95%CI —0.66 %-0.45), FEIIMN T R, (H MPH BN 208 & . HETH0m
PEE, X MPH (SMD —0.82)fL T2, M ATX RIEG ¥ u% . (e, JLEMTE DHEH ATX
A MPH IAS B AR5 285 1 UK AH 24 (OR = 0.96, 95%CI 0.56~1.65) X 5 AW 52 1) K I — S —— MR 254
(LR PRTT ROHE 24, {5 MPH 72 BUMVE 2 1AL Th e 77 T 2 B 348 34 (AR 70 PedsQL 2# 12 Th RE4EFE MPH
RS .

Chen H1 Du [ 131/ 887 kXt S Bt 78 5 AH T (0 T A 5 R s FEAR AL . 1% FL4H N 60 5] ADHD &L,
12 FVEIT G R IL: MPH LT 3R N 76.67%, ATX 414 63.33% (P > 0.05); MPH 7£ SNAP-IV K
WG Z )3 5 R IVA-CPT MR E0 I SGE EA; ATX £ PSQ L B B b Al 5 18 4
RITHRIELE; WCST RRLEPEEE R A0 MPH A1 8GE 0T ATX 4. XERIM S A8, 1
S8 P ITURE FT I AN . PRI TSR I JE s . ADHD 29403k R (R U S RN IR 25 SE 477 (1 TERK
V] R ] < WAR R 2 B I S WA JE L FRDRG HE = 2% )

Isfandnia 5[ 1 7] 22T BAT DI BEEAT T RGHAL, 9N 11 B 5T(n = 1,256), 4554 %78 MPH
AT ATX X AT T BE I 258 BN B 2 518 0.42 (95%CT 0.27~0.57)F1 0.38 (95%CI 0.23~0.53), W& TR #
ZR o X R AHE T 24 R R R I AT JE—— B AR PAT DhRE RS A 2, (R 58 4 5 (a0 1)
il NE RGP REAAAE 22 7 o Isfandnia SEHAR H, BIABEAAEPATOIREVEAL TR BEURHC. &
T T RS ACAE B JE R, TR ARVl R

Wu Z5[19]1) FAERS #t4fs 2 73 My 22 e tE v b it 1 B 20 J et FiEdfs - a8 504t 7 FAERS #¢
P4 7E(2004~2024 ) 37,846 43 ADHD ZjWAH A R FER S, &I MPH M H 25 5 (ROR = 3.21,
95%CI 2.15~4.79)H G E, THAKYMERH#Z; ATX FATH1%1E 5 (ROR = 12.64, 95%CI 8.73~18.30)F1
H A&/ E 15 5 (ROR = 3.42, 95%CI 2.68~4.36) 3 B it iy o 1% L8 AR /R I R R AR AE L ATX I, 2 A
WIFThRE, Hat s D E B E T B AR STRE,; 8 MPH B, ROGEAEKK G ML, W Il 524 e
FEAFEKE BB, AKEE IR, RS Z LR il E

Farhat %5 [20] (1.0 L 22 4 ME RN 28 25 38 03 BT B3t 1 324y b 4 T 1) LA 28802 840 500 o T 9T 4

DOI: 10.12677/ijpn.2026.154016 148 [l prh 2o i el R e &


https://doi.org/10.12677/ijpn.2026.154016

EERE

A 62 Tt (n = 35,321), B LRI ECFRABAN, R MPH F1 ATX 355 I 25 38 i ™ =50 1 5 4
COVUREZE. Zerday OIRTEFEAE) XS (OR = 1.12, 95%CI 0.78~1.61). iX— R IXFIGIREA EEE L ——
REAFAE R I MR 02 TS, AL KB AT IRARAR o 0 T TG FE At Co JIT 03 R B J L2, 3 R0 e o He o
HANH, JoFR i L.

Solmi Z£[ 18] R4t Meta LRIAN 22 & VEHAR G UK. B FUAIN 337,686 44 JLEFIFH /DAE,
RIUIR F R (0 22 A VSR THEEEPEYT . /EDT ADHD 2549, WK FEES 0 22 A A B4, T FEZEPE YT AR
MR ER ) 2 VeS| R B2 K. 18 78 P RFH LG T, FE5PETT 5MEHE(OR = 3.92).
JE57(OR =2.73). ELr(OR=4.28), BH N (OR=2.45)%A B HAF B A TR ES . 1X— e ik
LR SRR E R K IUATX HVEHE. Bt FTFIIRER 5 KA R 5 )N

4.7. ISREX KR SR FIERE

BT AT 0 R BRI A v R SR R, AT H DU AN 2P B 1) He SRAE S

S, EWREHE SRR ZalRshs b MPH N k. IEIES % N2 = 0.62), MPH 7£
BB ] DD FTEAT R BTN R T T B RS . SRR G A A2 T,
TR S . PRk AR R G ISzt R ACHE) T PATThREBIER: MPH NEE, U
oA . FrEE R N RIEHEZHIE L. TAEICIZSEE R 4.

B, RS RMER: EEELEEER: ATX Nk, BN EKA=092), ATX fEEMEE. &
S 4 AR T R T T A R R A [ 13]. FEXS LI URRERG: PRSI W], ARHE S MPH £ 2 88407
TSGR A, (A#Z] ODD ERNE LR EZER .. MG ATX Ak, FEIHAFEKSNE M)
(MPH FIReINEhZN). ARFFEH MPH A 2 BIH K Mz0(3.4%), ATX ALz . fHIE%EGEE
PR ATX A, MEDIRINE R ZE&[19] [31].

=, VRIT AR RIMERR: PRESGEREIR: MPH N EEGERUN 8] 2~4 A vs. ATX 6~8 ). %
AETETR R IE UL . ATX N EIE(d = 0.59) B ARTE T B (10 22 R Th RE4E S : MPH i )& $(d = 0.28,
BORL B EHEEES).

0, BEA ST RIAIT R 4):

Table 4. Recommendations for treatment strategies in complex clinical scenarios of ADHD

%< 4. £ ADHD IIEKIBE TRIATT RS HERE

I ARG 15 HEFE SR PAEE
ZEME) + BEIE FE. ATX #IA, LENE  ATXAIT 8~12 JHJEik il HL3maissifi g, ik
HAE I MPH 78 MPH 18 mg/d

ZEEREE P 5 MPH &L, TR MPH JAIT 4~8 FGIT-AGIT i, FHERERES, S
(fa %2 4) JE Ja VPl R R ATX 0.5~1.2 mg/kg/d

LR L y/)s i MPH 36~54 mg/d x 4 AR BAB—BEIN ATX; 80 ATX

TR A 2 iy 1.2~1.8 mg/kg/d x 12 Ji R NA £ —E 1 MPH 18mg/d
o o v oA n ATX SGE £ EE 2 /M shisfl A 2 —SIKFIE
TR 2 FEE 4 N Ay
AEARAE 5 B SR BT MPH: 11 MPH i3 17 J9{F1 45 A B — B ATEAT A ATX
2 Y AR 0 WAy K5 E#24G: MPH 18 mg/d (R) + ATX 0.5 mg/kg/d (Hf);
ERE s B0 5 2 MPH < 36mg/d + ATX < 1.2 mg/kg/d
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WE %

B, J7 RIS R SRS . MPH VAT 4% 5B 4 N SSEEAL Y A —— SNAP-IV N[ >30%,
HERF YRR E IR R 12 ;& TR < 30%, RIFHEIES 4~6 FHHTHIERBEGHRE®E S 36~54
mg/d SKIKF AT NIRTT), AR, ATX WBITEAR: 28 8~12 RN REVTAL 3T M ——HF ATX JT 4K
Free B0, AR 4 FEHETLRG &5 12 i SNAP-IV FEATY < 30%, %Ry R, BEERIT
Hie: BEAIRITIRBN)E 4~8 N IRITAG YT s Ak TRy, WERIE DN B YR A OCEAR
85y, e ATV IS W A

HN, RN E T IR BT R (AR RN AE): ATX AT REL T MPH(ATX
TN RAEZE 16.7% vs. MPH 27.1%). RHRRE F 7 : ATX LT MPHURHR ZEZE 5.1% vs. 20.3%).
WE AN 52 8 (00 75 2 LA REF R EVER ) MPH T ATX (FBHE R 4K 6.8% vs. 22.0%). AT aiTTh
RESH . W ATX. O IR . P e, NAETRHEA TS M, Jfe B
I 02 [20]

4.8. MR ERMESARKGE

B FAFAE LT SRR, 75 ZEAE AR 5T b Lkt .

F—y TR BT s KU o A SN TT TR 28 Bt —— i TR 250 R 8L L 45 2577 R
R S ARFAE 22 5 s 25, RPRIEFE 3 S B VAAN T AT o ORGP A 2 (A B B ) o) 23 2H 23 B AN, (HA
BEANEE AL IR T TUUT AT BERE M B3R 1F 73 o AR 7T 7T 5 F8 AL FH 0 E XU A ¢ 1 (double-dummy design), Rf
W5 2E 38 (R I IR PR R 250 (— 40 o PE MPH + 27 ATX, H—4191%ME ATX + 2257 MPH), LAsZ
PWAE -

B, BEUTRAAR . 12 BRI RHA 2 PSP T RO 32 . Cortese SF[1017E LM 28 2523573
Frehdait, 26 M 52 BRI EA L . ATX B AR W] 5 7% 25 KRl (6~12 AN H) A e 58 4
BHL. BEAh, MPH KSR BE I e A LA 25 A S8 1) et F5 R UIBE U7 A4 RE I o 5 ) S At
FoHTHE S MPH “ RAECEN " AT ATX “ R BN (I AR, 5 S AE A B U5 3o iE——
MPH HJJ7 B0 62 5 AE 12 i 55 4ERE? ATX IS 2 S 4E 2 24 JA P43 52 Ji 7 1K 56 ) JUK) 2
XFImAR TR B R . AR TS Bt 52 A DLERJIE ], PR BIT &, T S2 v SO0 B KRR

H= SRZ RGN . AT FORPN BRI, Joidkvh R0 RN B (45 22 AR EE R ALRAE) . (H
&R A4 TR FDA/NMPA it it HL 5 p #E 2 0 — 2/ — 2 25W( 7] 8], 2 RIGH0 RAEAR BE A7
A ——R BILRENL i 2 Z B4 12 AT SR EIRME. RRUEFTATRA “BELA 2 it
(randomized withdrawal design): S IFREIATT 8~12 Ji, A R BEML 70 e 28 4k 2 FH 20 54t FH 22 7],
BE RIS

SHVY, HMEPERRS . HRERIORIBD . O L™ AR 2R RS, RS R R S R AR R 1 A
Phe FSR A, 2 50%~70%H) ADHD &) LAF7E 2D —FIE[3]. ABFFRESE “Fd” BEARUR SN
PRRARE, EAPIAE T AMRARRE o ARSI TN TT BT Xof i 5 9 M4 F) SRk i R 1 26 (pragmatic trial), AN
B2 RS R LR . R AR AR T T IR AR S 5 P BT RN, R AR B A S BB L AT
A EPEIGAE

BT, WAHD R RIARL . HEAERNT ZHIFRBIIT[13] FEAE 60 6), (HET A7
(f ADHD PR, RIS 6. PRI Gt RO AN . BN, AHETE A S R R 4 (n = 66) 5 1R
AR (n =45 LA BEZ IR TAEA R . Rl AT TRt MK & 5 SR T 5Ems, 2R T4
NG o 3R, 2 AR WA IR I SIS o ARSRBIE RSN TT R 2 Hb G/, 7 KEEACR 2 300~500
B, LABEAT 7843 B 2H 43 B A 2SS FLAE R AL SG
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EERE

HN, B RMAEDARICY) . RINILZREE, TR HAIE - RV KR RIETHELB T,
TCAEAT I WX 2 7K PR 25 RN 22 55 RSN I8 AL FR 1290 (i COMT Vall58Met. SLC6A3. SLC6A2 £ 7
PR, TCIRIEAT IR L 22 00T o AR T2 N B M 243 FE MR T e R L R AR (EMIRT) AN 245 47 35k [ 2
SR, W2 BTN, SRS UHE R 2.

FL, SR ARKEEPIAT IRV . BAMEH T IVA-CPT fl WCST &5 SLIR = A1 55, (HSLIR =
ITIHBEAE S5 5 H A AT BT ShRE (U se AL . B3 . IR 186 3 AR S PE A BR[32]. AR SR 78 N
[ I 298 N A 25 300 s FR AT T REAT 9 PF E B 2% (10 BRIEF A BEAR) AL T B2 5 (1 R BLVEAG (Bl 2 &=
1£%5).

I\, RV AETE. PR 2 A5 AR 2 57 35 ——MPHOG 2 FRE R B AT ATX 723 [ 1)
ASAIE, BRI BUR % 7. ARSI BLA - R0 M7 (cost-effectiveness analysis), SAHEIT %
P R ER AR -

4.9. RFKFARBMITTTE

BT AW T R IANIA SCERI 2 1, B DL RSk e AR 56 07 1)

B, KR TR R . PR 2 AL ATRE TE SR T, IR IR R AE IR ZE 5 .
FAY, ERFRS . FE L) WA O RHEGAT IIRERIT) . ARG ERFIE(E B4 MRIL INIRS). i#
FEFRICYI(COMT. NET. DATOHANAYT SO S, 8 LA 21 7L (BENLAR K. XGBoost. ¥ &% )4
EEANMAAL 251 BRI A2

Fo, KGR, JHRE > 52 EMEMIRE, Wb st r i % ks, ).
HERE(FEER R SETRR) MRS RS GO R) ST AL R 5w . T ERE ATX W F
A EE R AR B E B TR

=L MBREAT RIRIT I R RN R 2 x 2 BRI TE, PR MPH/ATX B A SC BT 1)l Z5(Parent-
Child Interaction Therapy) A HIT AIRIT (CBT)SIE & I BT — 247697« AOGERARIT 2
BRI E. WA R B SEmIRIT IR

S0, G B XA TE o TR RR 2 2000 W2 i) BE AL S8 : ADHD + £EREREAS(LLER
ATX vs. MPH + SSRI). ADHD + #lizh[&Ef5 (L% ATX vs. MPH + 7] bR 7E/A2: ). ADHD + X 37 ik
fF (L MPH + 1T RRT vs. ATX + 47 MIBIT).

B, ORI I . JET Farhat 25[20]A08L, T8 JE T FL St 5800 (e 7 i
A RREE ) R FEARBABIHE 70(n > 100,000), 1Pl MPH Al ATX K HA 8 A -5 00 10 55 554 I
O LUK RIS, BEVIE > 5 4.

HN, WA NIRRT . R E RS IMRI PEAS 5 A 25205060 BRI XN 48 (DMN) H JE AT 9 2%
(CEN). TR M4 (SN) T REEFE I 22 7 o R TS 4 fMRI (Go/No-go~ N-back T 55 ) VT4l 25 Pt i 4t
W = SURAA - /N0 2R 2R 0 A2 ) 22 S VR 1 2800 o R P RGPS AR U8 il (MR S) VPAy 240050 & e 25 43 2 R
GABA FLEWLIER /K- 52 o

B4, AR RPN . 257 ADHD 234 B IR N EIL RS, FEIEFT I EEERAR
FAROH0 . B PEREA OIS FA I B SEH FE . TP R E AT 7T, THRS A R0
RAZ(EE 10,000 NF), ] a4 .

5. &t
T AT 12 FRBEHU BRL, 365104 R BT 84 0T, BATE H L R 4.
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WE %

o BRITROE S IRFBE RIS PETT S A AL ADHD ZOEIR, fE SNAP-IV &3 5 77
MESITFREER. X—45105 Cortese [ 10][ M 2% 25253 HT 1 Chen 5 Du [13]193K%F kW 58 — 5o

¥, ERBNIESAMIERE. IRFERILE: X230/ ERER(d = 0.62) AT ThER @ Hil#EH] d =
0.56+ FFLRVER d=0.5) BB THFELEPEIT, & & LArhahdabl WA AR RIS 22 8 2 BRI L.
FELEPUVT O34 s XA FEAEIR(d = 0.92) 17 26 4 36 5 & (d = 0.59) K 3 A T-UR F G, 2k 2 3 5 FE ) ADHD
BILIIIE

H=, R IR ZE e R R R . R R AR (2~4 ), RS T R A (Rl (6~8 A )ik B R4y
ST WEARAEF PR ATX KB AR AT, W & BRI T WA DUBE Rl “ Bt R0 miid R 2.

HVY, ZAeMRHE AN, FFAMMEER. MPH & WA RS BT IE(27.1%). 2KAR(20.3%).
ATX 5 WA B3 BERE(22.0%) %00 (15.3%) HFIhAEE SR (3.4%).

PO a] 51 I A R FE T (MPH: Y46 s +1.81 mmHg: ATX: OF +2.79 R/, FE
WEI[20]. ATX VY7 BAMRI N WS AFINREGEZR . 568 4 8. 25 12 ), XHDEEFE RN AR ZE&[19][31].

HL, IRRRSEAESE . DEIRFFIE R F M. 23)/3h R, MPH 56 HEEBRERH, W&,
DI IS A S AR, ATX AR5, fEhzh, ATX Mh%G: fRIEIERS, ATX Fi#E. LUAIT BiRN
FA): WS, MPH Uk RocEEE IR, ATX ik, Dl ety Tm. B/ kiR
I, ATX fie; WEREANTTSZ, MPH fRG; BFf s, @4 ATX.

AL WRHEEFIFESLPEYT 1y ADHD A 20697 24940, HEAG AR IR 1SR 22 R E. 7
BTEMRR B AR “BRRRT, M2 “HANKRR o XA FER LRER L2 R IR IT 3R - IR
WP EE T BB LRREIRRFAE . RIS 0L, J097 HASFIANMART 221, SEIECIE RS AL I YT . R SRt
FNE T HEZBESTMGE, % —DHEs) ADHD RS HEZMIRYT
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