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Characteristics of Executive Function in Children with Learning Disorder of Different Subtypes
ZHANG Yan, LIU Ai-shu, ZHANG Xiu—zhu, YU Zeng-yan
College of Humanities and Social Sciences,Harbin Engineering University , Harbin 150001, China
[Abstract)
Methods: The Tower of Hanoi Test, the Stroop Test and the Wisconsin Card Sorting Test were used to compare the execu-

Objective: To explore the characteristics of executive function in children with learning disorder subtype.

tive function of 163 pairs of different subtypes of learning disorder children and normal children. Results: (DIn the Tower
of Hanoi Test, the RD group spent more time in moving 3 disks than the normal group; it took more time and more times
for the RD/MD group to move 3 disks than the normal group. @1In the Stroop Test, there were significant differences in
only 3 factors between the MD group and the normal group; there were significant differences in all factors between the
RD, RD/MD groups and the normal group; four indicators in the RD/MD group were higher than those in the MD group.
(3In Wisconsin card sorting test, there were significant differences in the total number of responses, the total correct rate
and the error rate of non—persistence between different subtypes of learning disorder and the normal group; it took more
time to finish work for the RD/MD group than the MD group. Conclusion: Different subtypes of learning disorder have dif-
ferent levels of executive function defects. The executive function of RD/MD children are damaged the most serious.
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