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Introduction

* Inattention, hyperactivity, and impulsivity are defining Attention Hyperactive Deficit Disorder
(ADHD) characteristics (Corbisiero et al., 2013).

Method

* Participants
* N= 57 university students (74% female, M = 19.84 years old, SD = 3.15) who
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(see Figures A-E).
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Figure 2. DERS Interaction Figure A-E (above).
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