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[Abstract] Objective: To investigate how the level of interference intensity impacts the interference control of ADHD
children. Methods: There were two groups —ADHD group and normal control group; each group had 25 children attend-
ing the experiment. Numerical -Stroop paradigm was used to ask the children to judge the value of the two numbers ap-
peared in different physical size at the same time. And set up an interference condition with two intensity levels to investi-
gate the interference control character of ADHD children under the different intensity interference conditions. Results:
The ADHD group had more value of impact effect than the control group under the condition of high interference intensity,
but less value than the control group under the low interference intensity condition. Conclusion: The results suggested
that ADHD children showed a deficit in interference control only under the high interference intensity condition.
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