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Bjon, B3 RETHRAEXRIN AKe B& BT - &SR - BRTH - 28l .
FEATBERIMNE TAGHE BYoh

o|Te HAitE o] T gEo| BF HEHY BaliEe 3NN E d9oy, B £31%
W3t methylphenidateFo] Fo] & 4 AT 53] methylphenidateF oI 3 FEMFERITNA
BRES FESRZHS 330 ANt KEHk#kde H3r fdtis 42373, a8l Eae
BiTAA Y 347 ‘2& 23 37 FA19 REENA W87 QAT 27 methylphenidater}
B ERS] S- o oA wWle o3 Ro] ol FEMKd A FPHoE AAE
UelllEe Aoz M & AT £ o] e AdoE BEHRS - BRHEBEEAEANAY
L o] Fole FHFAZ0] oA, o5 FEFA o3 THEA GAY, TA ZH )
A7 1€ FE AAG. vl we g EEHRS - BREBEBIANA BRTEHY BEEHRS

A2 YE THEEEERE FAA Jdeld e diNE =93
4 ©o D EEIRZ - SBFEBHER - Methylphenidate + Imipramine.

A =

EREIRZ - BREBRER (attention  deficit-hy-
peractivity disorder : ©]3} ADHDZ ¥E7))ale ¥
ol v]lm 83 JAAR A7 EAH NAS
H(DSM-III-R, 1987)¢] JeEN} 717X = B g
B g ZAA o8 2] H3rl et
& Z7)de @&3] “f§IA# 5 E (brain-damaged
child)”9] 7Hdol A &SN oA “BEss 178
[E78 (postencephalitic behavior disorder)” » “f/INi%
RHFHEEFS (minimal brain damage)” « “P MRS AERE
8 (minimal brain dysfuncton)”£¢] #wW-g A3
“BFTTBYE BB, (hyperkinetic syndrome)” - “sEF
BB 7 B (hyperactive child syndrome)” o 2,
223 HTdde “BREEE Ripshs £ v [
3R] %= HEE 1= E8 (attention deficit disorder
with or without hyperactivity)” (DSM-1II, 1980) =&
“BERENIBZ - BREEER(ADHD) 2 B
e o] vz 1@c)(Barkley 1990). 0|2 &
ole] MHN FTFL ofFE o] Fojo AAHE
%2 (core symptom) + 991 - A gel B Edo]
Ao, wreba] o #wet ZvR] sHdEC] lo]
$5& AT Qo ShAIg ¥ olRe b
Bl = Bradley(1937)7} BYgEa Ange B
ol oFFE)A benzedrineg Fojsle & &
HE BIF o|F 53] FEAAY BAE A7)
wol Fayslo] gri(Barkley 1977 ; Werry 1978

Kleing 1980).

a8y A2 DSM-NI(1980)Y} DSM-II-R(19
87l A Aejgt o] Aol o) sMdol M EFITEO)
Y549 stz AT s, EEEES
(inattention) ) B1$ F 2 3 FA o 2 725 0], o]
A7z Q3 oA RapAEd] WP A7 &
a3, o]2| 3t Jgko 2 BB FEERE (learning disa-
bility) U sBHRITEIS Rol AR ARNIRZ - B
EEER BER, =v dolaAe EEHRZ -
EFEBER S Jdo] $7lste Ad ey &
A&7t Skl AgS Rola ltk(Shaywitz &
Shaywitz 1988). o] &3 8o 2 Q&) 2 nj=e]
g A s FAMEE AT (Safer & Krager
1988)= AA AVBERSBAS 5.96%7) EF
ZEBRE FEXNEIY ASH, I A gE
2 £ methylphenidate7} 983% 2 FH-& o]&1 ¢
& B33tn glt}. 23y methylphenidate S ¥
e obFe oF 25%7F Whe-& JERA gAY
< 43t A9 dov(Barkley, 1977),
802 REMFIE 2gdde d, 4343 &
A3tk A, &L e A3ty FEFA9
A¢7t s FF 2 FY AYARte] PFE 2
gyt A, 28 FEGE] s Erhe
A (Stevenson & Wolraich, 1989) 5 2. & 3 A] methy-
IphenidateE A3t FE A3} dF =3
3] AP= o] gl

oldl AYEEE 2FNAE caffeine, deanol,

dot @ do
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thioridazineo] 1} haloperidol®} Z& ¥HNY &
3} clonidine, bupropion, B{Fo}7IBEFEM I (mo-
moamine oxidase inhibitor ; MAOI) 50| A5 o]
skt o} 7tx] ARt Bge] YFHA BIHY
A, ol ¥2gol ¥E s Arge] olzie
A A e]}H(Kleins:, 1980 ; Werry 1978). 19] ] do-
paminergic agonist$] L-dopa, amantadine, piribi-
dolo] A xHR o AFA A7} Y5 HA X3}
Q2.1 (Gittelman-Klein 1987), ¥ 2 =R HX
@M (tricyclic antidepressant ; TCA)7} 443 - A
AT H o2 714 Be #4& Fo] imipramine
(IMI), amitriptyline(AMT), desipramine(DMI)%-0]
A 7ol Hitt. 43H ez ¢4
o] =B% HEPM7I methylphenidateE X3
PR B8-S VeRN A e EE R
Z - BRSEBHNER ol oA AXE Y 4 Ax,
A4 AG €954 28 T 380 B
§]7] gon, 2gAZte] o] 1Y 13 B4} F
Ageoje] Ratgo] glo] Ao Fort 74E37]
W&ol gaio] thid & ¥ YAzt el
F4E F9€ ¢ v Aol Ak (Werry 1978).
EF 73438313 0 2= methylphenidateE ¥ 3t
3 PIETFHERIERE7T & noradrenergic system}
dopaminergic systemol} Z}8-3}=t o} H] 3} (Zamet-
kin & Rapoport 1987), =85 @M dopami-
nergic systemoll = A7} 33, 2 noradrenergic
system3} serotonergic systemoll ¥]}423}A) (imipra-
mine®] Z9) E£E X930 2 (desipramine no-
radrenergic systemo]] 1&]31, clomipramine-2 sero-
tonergic  systemsl]) ZH-&FcH(APA, 1989 5 Garfin-
kel, 1983). o] A3 283 d@d}
53] RHKESI (cognition) o]} AT (atten-
ton) 9] {AE BB HEMEREET e
folvt EEEHFNE FAAEY, FdotE, F99
Z2Y - BYEFRNts ZFAA  FAATIN
(Rapoports 1978). E3§F noradrenergic(NE) ¥ se-
rotonergic (5-HT) system ®.5-¢f] 2&}-83}= imipra-
mineZ} 22 ¥2-EAE X% FYE B1
3t ¥, el ® 0 2 NE systemol] 283} desi-
pramine-Z ¥] 31§ A7 (Garfinkels 1983 ; Donne-
llyS 1986 ; Biederman$ 1989)EAE ¢A]7)

T8 L HolA FUT

0|43} Zo) eHES) 2471 Hel we} AR 7)ol
slAE 98] G2A Yehd Aoz JlYgedE
27D, 40A $924 ohEe] B ATES
B Pliszka(1987)9] E=EANNE AHPTo] 22
F-9-2A 9} )< (placebo) o] M) I (Waizers 1974 3
Linnoila%s 1979 Gasdriend5- 1984 ; Donnellys
1986 ; Riddles 1988 ; Biederman% 1989) A }
EE 98 F43e =77 AgE A (Wins-
berg% 1972 ; Rapoports 1974 3 Quinn & Rapo-
port 1975 Greenbergs 19753 Kupietz & Balka
1976 ; Yepes% 1977 ; Werry 1980 ; Garfinkel's
1983)5d B, £33 AFA% methylphenidate
o A@A F$-2A<Q imipramined Z s

& AHE-3te] A8, MaFE FHAHA A7t
E2 g

gt B ATE EENRZ - BREBRER
A methylphenidate$} imipramine $cjo] W& 3
T JAA )Gl A A E M FoY T
AFEe BRTE - BRHIRZ - HEES T2
AALE O] ITRHAERE 71&3td Qa8 2
o} FAAM oA PR OERERY) IEERE o83
o ABF BAMES AT AAE VA3 oE
T ko] M2 g/ & a3E Yehie A€
¥gHo g Hudtey Rz ¥ Aot

AT B

1. A CHy

B A7E 19903 693E 1990yd 129 A}o]d
Ak gH(inattention) & 3% 33 (hyperactivity) 2]
B2AE FAZ 39 FdGars 33944 d
AT A gt ool iy LoFNRE T
E3F g A 0 A 184] ALol 9] o} F-& G2 3o
A33At

%, d7de A3 Barkley(1981)9] 71&S
Azt QuiFAAES] FAAE JAA7EH
# NA3H(DSM-NI-R, 1987)o At HEEH
Bz - \BRESBHEER (Atenton Deficit-Hyperactivity
Disorder : ©]3} ADHDZ R A])d| &%93ta, @3
A% AFHAME AFAFIQ7} 800)dolx, B
ZRAAY 2 A A48 e A58 A,
e ZAEFol) FAH G FUHA AR, @



PR EE ZAM IS G ERE(Con-
ners’ Abbreviated Parent or Teacher Rating Scale :
CAPRS, CATRS)9| A ZFojx 157 o] 4 F+&
B2 FolE dFAES BE/ FHH3 Adyrt
geojof A Aaatct AL A gode g
ATEe FAGRoY AE tdE ojobrt 39
o 5 Ao} o] T ATNM A2 AT
a3 FRgAE A7 HA% e dgsa
598 THRO Ha hge] FHURE B
30 o} A& EA43A

2. tjale| £

AT EAES Table 19] AA§ v 2o
£ 7AL led, 25 2% dFsEY
053 2o dAolsd A HaF Edch
a2 FA ol o At EAZ QA FEot
AFE WGY B9 o 2d0) BHGT )29
A7t Ag WESA AT FA3seh #AR
Wee dY - v - Y - AE - R XY
Hol Ail, AAZFEe) 492 71 NET}t wdh
Ao EAF ol g adog2E YT S
gale & 1149 BEAAe] JAEH 1F A
AR Ho] 82 25 & HIEE B &
g5 BAe ‘BEA QAT ol ARE
FzE FAZE AAW, ‘S @] @), ‘ol
23} 7R 4GAE Yro] Holx ‘g ol

gl oS vt FristREE & 199
2 A9 NEE BYa, 25 g FEntol
HE 1697 SH27)A oy eS 4P
EF ddTe gRrEe] AHARE Augy, 3
FAF EAE 7HAI AUt

7154 g B ADHDS |#L Tl 974
Ae oJEAFEel B4, 171 € 97t BRE 2§
3le] & 1697} BAE A=, FAojA] ADHD,
ok, g&Eto], ELEGFN s 47 1471 9l
R} 282 ol AE X33 A7l A ADHD 8
of, ok F 20], HFFE 59, A&Fo] 39, Aol
1o 7b Qick 2Ea ojvuE X 97t A
ADHD 4¢f, &FFE 19, d&Fo] 49, 74 1
A7t AAEY °l& FFHEH ADHD 134,
&3o] 8o, EFF 0] 69, ofxF 3¢, EFef -
2 - EeudRe] b7 14 4oth

) dolEol A e FAEZRE At &
Aol EFEAET] 49, &E7He 7] 4o, oFA
% - doolFd 77 24, €54 - AHAY - ok
Zo] 4zt 144 FRtstdar, FrEA Futd
@2 DSM-NI-Ro ZA3S Eujl, FPFo] 44,
Eeurg o] 59, HYBA o) 24, ok 24,
ggo] 147} ATt ADHD F24¢] 4] % (severity)
g 2 v Fidn 33E Fee A, 257}
h& ol dog AAHAY. 7HA - 8al - ALY -
A #A A ] Aol (impairment) & M 3HA Kol

Table 1. Clinical characteristics of sample populations

Methylphenidate$ &

Imipramine &

auEnY)
A5 AF(1.Q,)
A £e 839
L 9A 2 E3A BA)
CFeAYAR(IAAE )
wre A d
L AEHA Y] A
. ojE A 9] At
. 488 ey
Rl
. Eukd A4
+#utE A F4(DSM-II-R 9AH)
. Fe AR(REE o)
. Byt
. g&Fo

R R N i

— e e e e
Cr = OO N = O

102.80+% 23.33
109.60+ 14.36

102.13+20.33
110.58+ 14.58
1 1

2% =3

3
4 5
4
12 7

12 13
6 10

15 15
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A FE ASe @A 5o BHdS o
ol A EANM FFE A FNE R
AUt

3. oy

A7ahE e oA Angt B BB Fe] EAR
WES RE o5 S U R AARAH AR

< A 1AA, 18 2P AT AQYH7L Al 1
A A7} ek vkt 8l W e A] (semi-structured in-
terview sheet) & 7}X| 31 AN Y, ALY, 7154,
sy, 4, AAMPAL 2 AARAFAEE
P71g ¥, FHE FEREE T9E R4
WjRsle AP LEE3ka, o)ojx AFHALNE
T ROESMOKES APIAt FERKE
= 32g FAL Holx 2Yol S #ANF H
VS A, AeEdAle AEda ojdol
WY LobyAne} Mgt A gFeA I
AAE7 293 AFAHAT A 3o
Agstd APt o) FridAE AN F
AAHQA ARE EE &9 7l o8 d+A
AR (oAl A} 391, YFHEE @ 19,
QFA AR 19D) 0] A7 ADYrt3 el A

0d-& AR

AAY AL gotgrel FgHde FASAR
' A AEIE deBe 9T JoF&d
S}3) A, B 2728 Vo] 13, gAbe v
o] A, B2l 93] Xgg At AHEE G2
AE3Ee] AH2FT 9= methylphenidate(o] 3}
MPHE A}4£)9} imipramine(o]d} IMIZ A}4)E,
ag3 2 Eo#e MPHE kg@ 0.5~0.6mg/day,
IMIE 25~100mg/dayE 1~2F) A FF3HA
AHgEdnh 71N E YA ddes 73
4o] gAY, A%7t F3o] Yed TFE 5
Astgch ol 7HE3td ¥ HHANEEG), F7A
Argl k& 294 (brain CT scan), A AE(EKG)E Al
Ptk AL 1~2Fo] FH FAUIL, FEH
4% 1714, vidEe W ATHAE AR
ROBBKES NP3t L2} FANAN FE
REE 353t AHrtstict

4. ABZT
1) FREINT

(1) FY24 v2¥ X3z (Conners’

Table 2. The study design(AF7]7tF2] BIAAHE)

Al 3 A A

B7taA o LAEF o 29 F

1) ¢ALe] By}
@ #AY 2 ¢ady
@ AAAA 2 A3 8HHA
® 3497
@ 7HAEE 7}
® EEG, EKG, Brain CT scan
2) Polr A HAHMMPI)
3) o}l A5 HAHKEDI-WISC)
4) RERPAHIE
@ T4 G2 2P E(CAPRS)
@ 7133 AEA(HSQ)
® o585 ZAH(CBCL)
5) AAEAHE
® ZY2H @Y BALH P A =(CATRS)
@ HIFFAEA(SSQ)
6) NAAH A HA
@© A% A5 (CPT)
@ Z& 1Y Z7|(MFFT)
@ N 77195 (VMT)
@ 374719439 (AMT)

++ 4+ + + +

+ +
+ +
+ +

+ +
+ - +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
+ + +
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Abbreviated Parent Rating Scale)

K. Conners7} /N&3 IYAK @23 FER
fEE ADHDo| #¢ o8 AdAToA AR
g FEagEdd 4 AHEHL o FA 10
Bgog @ o] xoA 2 £F& “YUe”, ‘4z,
“F33)”, “olF AEY v dAR 27 o, 1, 2
3AFE FA HAANZ I FH0) 157 dend
ADHD9] Fdog jet)

(2) 7133 AF A (Home Sitations Questio-

nnaire : HSQ)

AU ol ABolN oFFe] BTl Foh}
A7 HeA g% 2 FxTt o= FRHEA
162 BAS §572 Aok 1 AEE 1004
A9 FAE RE7L A4 7|2 F Holjloh
Barkley(1981)& 16323 1 50% o]l A &7}
Qe Aoz }oW ADHDE HF3etm A¢tst
At

(8) o}53 5 ZALF(Child Behavior Checklist ;
CBCL)

T. Achenbach(1983)9] 3] 72 oA
5 EF3E FEREEMN, ols itedEE =
PEEAES TZHo = Yrigoh & 11379 &
AP FEED 5709 7MABARAVGE, 749 of
59 A3 H 3 Hol #F FEo] XFHY Ut 7
FAYEEEL “AY HIEHA ged”, THEF
EIAY 2 Axrt A3A gG3d, “AF BA
Au 2 Ao A7 A GARE vro] 72t
0,1, 28 AAF) o] AxE o159 A8 F4E
oL § HEo)| FFAINA ¥ XFEH o2 Yrig
F ke HolA 2yt Ik

2) DAEENHT

(1) IY2R 9323 2AY A X =(Conners’
Abbreviated Teacher Rating Scale)
FePPAz 22 107] 5 ¢ Jx0]
o} "o A 153 ©]44& ADHD 7|&EX& 3
o, I NEXN (BT +EFHUALS 2u))
2 17802 R (73R 1990).

(2) 8t AHgAF 2] (School Situation Questio-
nnaire : SSQ)

7HRBATAHSQ) S FAR o2 127
o] uPe] AT FHEOE FAH wAL
71822 o). Barkley(1981)y= 12852 50%
oo A ZAE Hele ZTE ADHDIUL=
F3E Ao g AgsY

3) AlZAaISE Al

(1) 43443 (Continuous Performance
Test s CPT)

obs9l FAYFTHES Yrisly] A 3H9
9 ol9] alphabet, 3¢ €4}, & £AY 7|55
& AFS AT BHoE AN, vE
A7 AFo] VEE B¢ G5 E FEESF 3o
AWk, A7 AFE WY 5 (omission er-
rors), AAAA) FYAY FHAE ATl wg
4*(commission, errors)F& ATt FUex
7AW (1991) 5] HAFEE ol &3t AFAHE3}
i ohge ADHDS Hri=T2A9 {84&
AAE v At

CPTE ZFFEZ Zzadso] IBM PC 58
71%¢] )¢ pro-3000 16bit FFFE], A= Trigem
16bit AFEZ 25 1291% ZUEE F2HA,
Fle, 2338 A9 AZEA FA) 7L A)A S At
YA wge =@ MFols: B HFH
718t} A5 o] Ant(computer keyboard space bar)
€ FEW AFoz JISEn. gdAE A% #
Aol iy Mg Z+ A XLol AFES A
AXNEE T3 AAEHY, o)& °3}A BPS
e FFE 9E A9tk 74 A I AF
Algol gled HHA7E #A9 YE&E FES]
olPti wtd WA W AP HAke
Faglel d&Foz P, dFS AT F
Al YA o 50%0lt)h. ARE RIFH, REBH,
FHRERR, BRXE, SRE, REREEES
Z2A3}31, SostekF(1980)2] [SHEFERTER (signal
detection analysis)ol] w2} B (error), HRE
(sensitivity ; d”), RAEE:HE (crieterian bias 5 B)2] A
HAE B8 EZHE Aol AAEHA @&k
) k83t K (false alarm, commission error)
9} Ao AAE A& vHEEHA] oS MREE (mi-
ssing, ommission error)& #3% Folt). HEES
12+ (AFE-LR X+ HFE 2R E)/4X



AFEX(1-2RE)Z ASdY REERES 3
FEX(N-FFE)-LEE(1-L2RE)/HFEX
(1-3F&)+er&(1-288)2 ANEGAH
Zn], 1991).

(2) & 2¢ 271(Matching Familiar Figure
Test : MFFT)

Kagan(1965)0] 70§ MFFTE d£9 &g
AFEE B4 a9 e AL 69 {AE
JPFAAM n2e 12709 B¥¢oz FAHY AU
on, ADHDS} 22 FF3H ol I1PEY
ARAJA 5L A3 wldr] Boe 3534
o2 ¥hg-3l7] Wil wgAzte] &AL, FF7L
Box @t FYoXE ADHDolEE| 353
AR S AR AFNAM AHEEHALH (L
734}, 1990), £ ATNM T BBEt KRR ()
g 33334

(3) WIRECIEZ1T(Visual Memory Task ; VMT)

A& AAFYTH FA Pz HFE N
g3 A AFE AN F JYSeE 3,
AEHAFY G A YT Fo BE 52 247} 9]
ASE AAEIE QoA AP S| e
vehd o W3l St HERRIZ RER M
g &3¢

(4) ERCIEZT(Auditory Memory Task ;
AMT)

2 WA FLHWN, I 3)9 ©of 200 &
BHFT ZAF 7198 =S A 8).
TA] 207] @olE EeF1 23}, 33 Ayg gl
A&AAFYE AT Fo 7Gute dolg 4
A3 W& Foh(4ar Al8). gA BB E o] 20
AE T 40719 dojE BFn g
Ugtd ol ol =E3c(53 A3, Rz}
JRAA ).

(5) %BERTE (KEDI-WISC)

NA71sHAZ 71 4] AHSHE 4oH8 9
€8 A5 A AH Wethsler Intelligence Scale for Child-
ren) 9] FIYPWo 2 REHFHMRAAS AL
A A olth 1718 &HAE g IR
o] AARA O] g H P olF e AeE AHAHoR
3% 718 £ B2E3HE HAbot

(6) &mitE A¥AHE (Minnesota Multiphasic Per-

sonality Inventory ; MMPI)

AAHo2 HARAE FAE =72 Fud
AN da AMgET glon, 1989 MBI O
BEAA ARFTH3G AHESE 566289 A7)
B0y Hatoltt. didols e ojmy e JAEA S
W77 AdA & ATE AFEY) A %ot
QAN ZE ddTA A

5. Xtz B4

AR ARZANE dols F FeeA9
AERES LEBERES §3 A3 Asg
2tz A3tk § 3 dold methylphenidate®
oL # imipramine R & T3}, & I o7
FRFZAF}ANAM HEFEHL FHE Aojng =
B3 RIEHE (repeated measured ANOVA)
& ANt =G oJd 4o GENE)
FE Fe7) e AE YUE) A8 T ogE
Foq AdE 47 v H vk F o g Yol
#5747 (discrimination analysis) % Wilks’ La-
mbda(U-statistic) &} univariate F-ratio2 £4J3}%t}.

pi < )

1. WEREO 28t St

YLK 953 25 9 WA A AL (CAPRS,
CATRS)$} 713 ¥ S d3AEX(HSQ, SSQ),
55§ o535 2ALE(CBCL) 9] AT Table 39
AAISH 3L, Fig. 13} Fig. 22 =3 3sich

2 methylphenidate 2 F-2& HH 29| ¥
BHZA A& Fig. 13} Fig. 2914 BEo] &R
EFde FYay PAHE(F=529, p<.05)
9} o} F Y FZALE(F=7.66, p<.05)d M AL
Bojn, 713 FAEX = A Y 2=
= @tk MY P e A UIYFEL] i)
Fo] FEEAA gAY EF F ¢ A #
g ARE Jelfith AL Hrhe AV AN
BRAE 9 iy AEA 2F UljedFde
Aase] AL Holu, idFoe A o3t
glod A9 PrigdA FEoE IEII.

ImipramineF & £-& FEH7INM= RE I
A 17FEFo SHSHUATR7L 2/HLF-of 243



Table 3. Changes of behavioral ratings after MPH and IMI administration

F ratio

Baseline 1 month 2 month (df = 2) P value
CAPRS
MPH 17.5( 6.7) 14.0( 7.0) 13.7( 5.5) 5.01 0.014*
IMI 16.9( 6.2) 14.2( 6.5) 14.3( 5.4) 2.47 0.102
CATRS
MPH 13.7( 7.2) 9.3( 5.9) 12.6( 5.3) 2.27 0.122
IMI 17.1(18.1) 12.3( 3.7) 9.7( 3.2) 4.34 0.023*
HSQ
MPH 54.9(34.7) 45.4(21.1) 40.3(22.6) 3.08 0.062%
IMI 52.3(29.6) 44.2(32.3) 44 .5(29.6) 1.15 0.331
$sQ
MPH 43.4(30.9) 16.0( 9.3) 38.0(17.7) 8.87 0.001%*
IMI 38.9(23.4) 85.5(14.0) 23.4( 9.8) 5.57 0.009**
CBCL
MPH 76.6(24.2) 66.0(27.4) 59.8(23.4) 6.28 0.006**
IMI 64.5(22.5) 49.3(23.4) 52.0(18.4) 3.57 0.042*
( )Y=standard deviation
+P-value<0.1 ; *P-value<.05; **P-value<{0.01 significant
Scores
0 -
15
10 -
5 —
0 i 1 i f
0 1 2 month

—— MPH-P* —+ MPH-T -%-IMIP --B- IMLIT*
* p<0.05

Fig. 1. Behavioral changes by CARS after MPH and IMI administration.

APEE FFLE Hol, FYFRAFAAY dFde FRET WIE Ho)X Yty ) dF
% Aolg BAW(F=357, p<.05), WA  F8A LASIATHCATRS, F=4.34, p<.05;
oA BAA Y0l AT 2} BALE $SQ, F=5.57, p<.01).

%7}l 4} methylphenidates} @] GFEFo 17)



Scores

60 b=
40 -
20
0 1 1 I J
0 1 2 month
—— MPH-HSQ* —— MPH-SSQ** —%— MPH-CBCL**
-B- IMI-HSQ -%-- IMI-SSQ** -6-- IMI-CBCL*
+p<0.1 * p<0.05 ** p<0.01

Fig. 2. Changes by HSQ, $$Q, CBCL after MPH and IMI administration.

2. RETHHIRERO 2% o2 #5HAe
5}

ol FXAIRE obF YT Y5 EES 4
Aste] FFFo 2N EAPFE 8AERE ol
Brtg & Je /4T =AU A HFHRQ
( internalizing factor ; Int.) + 2] 4] 8 Q) (externali-
zing fa/ctor: Ext)o 2 ear, A aeighd &
4 — E-9H(schizoid-anxious factor ; I) + $-&(depre-
ssed factor ; II) * £%E% (uncommunicative fac-
tor ; 1lI) - 78}t obsessive-compulsive factor 5 V) -
A1) (somatic factor ; V) 2218 E33tw A Q
QIqte] 7% 3)F (hyperactive factor ; VI) - 324
(aggressive factor ; VII) - ¥] 3] (delinquent factor ;
VD 291 F§3k1, EAY (mixed) 8.2 A
2912 8 9 (social withdrawal ; K)o & V).

Fig. 3014 RRA(ZYde 7 81U AdAE B
713-&) methylphenidateF a7 9] o5 FRALR
o] 7+ 2 YEx9 WIE £ 5 sled A9
RE 2944 #Ax BAFE Roln Yo 2 F
TogR Aol g e JFFadd) X35
e Y - FHA - 0PAAH TAFY A3
A9 & g9l0] F2A% AAE Y JATH(Exe | F=

6.00, p<.01 ; VI : F=4.48, p<{.05; VIl : F=10.77,
p<l.01; IX:F=579, p<0l; VI:F=7.14, pl
01). WAl NE 2T EF 800 FoF 1743
By 348 BYvhr g Fol e wEt gl
(F=3.63, p<.05). o|& AL ThE gAdM=
HE A AEgS "oy 1 FAaFe] AL A
HojlA F=ajzlc).

ImipramineF-od#¢] A& Fig. 49 AAE o
ded FEFS LT AFA - A FH Y -
#HJPFaglel THE BPoy 2HdFe A
otgtslo] BIE GEFAMRTGE e FAA|RE
Aol A7 Fulz IEIFAT. A P4 e
FHJPFader ZFYNE BY o} FoA
2 Ak 94 guldE Zole ofAIRE A
2l 2318 FUhEA-

3. EMURERTON 28t BHMMAES] B

1) #SHE (perceptual sensitivity level 5 d")

AZEHFF/ZEATY 2835 € 2EE
(LEFMEEAZ] EHI45)E TAR FAF
Z2=8 Ao g AFZ AZFEX )& F2d
3 &3 IR EE HAEE P X E Table 49}
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* p<0.05 ** p<001
(I-IX, See the test.)

Fig. 3. Changes of CBCL Scores after methylphenidate administration.
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B bascline
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* p<0.1(IIX, See the test)

VI Vit X Int. Ext.

Fig. 4. Changes of CBCL Scores after imipramine administration.



Fig. 50 A A3t}

Methylphenidate £ZNNE 71234 9 &3t
FAANA 17§ Fo] FRAF THE Ho|x, 274Y
Folle He Eo|A AL HYHd —c: F=15.
88, p<.01; d&'—d:F=1115 p<01). vtde] &
SHAFA = Rt FAE FAF F4e
A}, ImipramineF & F& Ft=r} I HA A o
Me f @ Zol7t 1, RAFAANHT {5
aolg BYTHF=3.42, p<.05).

JRe ade ASHAFRel UiH HAol
ohe Bgw] Aolrt 98¢ KeiFE ARl

2) FHERTEX#(decision criterion level ; B)

Aol 2T Bdded Yo w3rE
< FAYZAY - FYLFFN}FANAN FFAH
d@Et Fig 60 AAE ulojl o} 31 oF&, BA ol
el 273 238 B 53 1gfde
methylphenidate F o # & W-3-71& 2] £7}1&, imip-

Table 4. Perceptual sensitivity in CPT after MPH and IMI administration

F ratio

Baseline 1 month 2 month (df = 2) P value
d’—c
MPH .789(.147) .879(.138) .872(.144) 15.38 0.000**
IMI .819(.156) .887(.158) .856(.118) 1.14 0.834
d -1
MPH .865(.182) .888(.185) .908(.096) 1.21 0.314
IMI .898(.055) .914(.086) .868(.112) 2.14 0.137
d’—d
MPH .773(.150) .893(.092) .895(.158) 11.15 0.000%*
IMI .838(.187) .853(.144) .898(.195) 3.42 0.047*
( )=standard deviation ; N=15
*p<0.05; **p<0.01 significant
d’=sensitivity ; c=card, 1=letter, d=digit
Sensitivity(d")
1 —
08
06 -
04 +
02 F
0 \ 1 4
0 2 month
—— MPH-d'c** —+— MPH-d-I —— MPH-d-d**
-8- IMI-d'-c =%~ IMI-d’-I -¢-- IMI-d-d*
* p<0.05 ** p<0.01

Fig. 5. Perceptual sensitivity in CPT after MPH and IMI administration.



ramineE 3 F L 448 HAG UIdFdE FH
v E 228 2% $A3Y fA48L N,
@A) imipramineFoj ¢ 8] B¢ FtETA o] Hi ]
7} Zadke 3% vebd o)t NkgUIEe
HEAe oz B2 AA3A gy

3) BEK

LFFE ERAFO] AAIHA gedE v
% @ B 4 (false alarm ; commision error) $} 2 I 2}
Fol AAHULEH ¥gEA e B (mis-
sing ; omission error) & 3 R, GoA AA
" gz A9 fARE A& B} Fig 72yt
AAERE FEEATA A kB FA/
o] fro¥ ¥W3rt gL, /Mg F=8F o] B
339 <AFA A methylphenidateFo F& 1
HY F(F=9.64, p<.01), 2N (F=17.40, p<
01), imipramine¥-oT& 17]YFE(F=29.64, p<.
01), 27N Y F ) (F=6.34, p<.35) KA&A LF+
7} Zasq o). L= A YA€ methylphenidate s
o 1Y F EZ02(F=12.04, p<.04) Z23}
A1, d2de aFo g Ao, imipramine
FATe UIEFE #oatA ZFARrT 270
¥ LHFF7 OA UMY 13 = vt

Criterion Level(b)

AR Aol g O 274E BT
4. EHERERTRE

1) FRMECIERTT(visual memory task ; VMT)

AZt7]1 9453 o] A= Table 59 AA Y,
methylphenidate ] & vk-S-A|Zke] QojA 1719
F, 1% 44 BF 3AL BQn(F=49],
p<.05), ¥ FFoAE Wyt g =g
imipramineF- o] Fo| M ¥HEAIZE, ¥R LF-Gel
Al BE {3 3ol Koo)X gt}

2) BEWECIERTT (auditory memory task i AMT)

Az 7143 e] A Table 69 AASF=d
methylphenidate ¥ o} F ol A= 32+ X142 8) (recog-
nition task) & AL BE F A VYT
2 E9 3AE Holtr, 27l ¥l {9 § 2ol
3¢ Rl ImipramineF o Zo| e 13443
(recall DA {3 THE BIYS¥ Unix
EFoA ¥ty gl

5. &2 I8 37|

549 ARE dAJNE AAE LR/ T
9} ¥EGAIZH(FR) & 5733t} Methylphenidate ¥
o F A lEFel v FIt FaFdst, 2

04 r
03
02
0l
0 BT
_0.1 t 1 J
0 2 month
—— MPH-b-c —+ MPH-b-I —%— MPH-b-d
-&- IMI-b-ct -¥%- IMI-b-1 -6-- IMI-b-d
*p<0.1

Fig. 6. Decision Criterion Level in CPT after MPH and IMI administration.



Error Scores

60 L.
40 F
2 F
0 1 | J
0 2 month
—— MPH-ec** —— MPH-e-I —%— MPH-e-d**
-&- IMI-e-c** -%-- [MlI-e-I -0-- IMI-e-d*
*p<01  ** p<001

Fig. 7. Response errors in CPT after MPH and IMI administration.

Table 5. Reaction time and errors in visual memory task after MPH and IMI administration

) F ratio
Baseline 1 month 2 month . P value
(df = 2)
Reaction time(sec)
MPH 61.460(21.662) 48.419(16.115) 46.962(16.882) 4.91 0.015*
IMI 47.767(18.163) 39.913(15.902) 41.856(15.362) 2.19 0.131
Error(freqeuncy)
MPH 8.214( 2.908) 6.733( 3.575) 7.800( 4.362) 1.01 0.376
IMI 9.600( 4.050) 8.615( 4.235) 8.786( 5.185) 0.48 0.624

( )=standard deviation s N=15
*p<0.05 significant

AEF oA GFHATL AR vl F
A& BYou 5AF F944-L gidch Imipra-
mineF G FANNE A FAME £ E BYTH(Ta-
ble 7).

6. & A@BTCHe| vin

YrtgdA A F FEAG JFEAL v
Table 16]4 v@3tH L, BAHHZS} FARAZ
el F3o] wE Aol FEHAA Pol Bz
U a2gez AAA gsich. EA A7 e
3e] 23}, 43} A3 o|A] imipramineF-o FTrol| A
F& AL JEPAL obFYFRALRANA W
A 288% - 72 AAaRle) FEA meth-

ylphenidate R F ko] ¥ FE FFE ehol
RREd 93 o B FAE 71 JdE AL
A4 H AH(p<.05).

GFERS INYFE, YT F JDY Hue
F33A] k%th ANCOVARARF Zhzhe] H]ald]
A 1Y FN s d&5HAFY 9] FSHRTA A A
9] ¥hg-7)F0] methylphenidate AT X E}E
¥ Og EE FEA Aolg BolA gdrkpl
05). =3 27l ¥ ¥ o]+ imipramineF oA n
A7t grtske AR AERA A Fe& HFE

2 A9 FolE HolA gUrH(p<.05).

Z z}zte] FERAO wil e 33



Table 6. Number of responses of auditory memory task after MPH and IMI administration

. F ratio
Baseline 1 month 2 month P value
(df = 2)
Recall 1
MPH 2.933(1.668) 4.200(3.212) 5.400(2.720) 5.65 0.009**
IMI 4.000(1.863) 5.214(2.334) 6.067(2.549) 5.82 0.008**
Recall 2
MPH 5.500(2.027) 6.867(3.067) 7.867(3.091) 5.88 0.007**
IMI 7.332(2.440) 7.071(3.262) 7.733(8.081) 0.55 0.585
Recall 3
MPH 6.929(2.939) 8.183(8.226) 9.200(3.858) 3.06 0.063+
IMI 8.867(8.314) 8.786(8.821) 9.267(8.751) 0.32 0.726
Delayed recall
MPH 4.714(2.218) 6.933(8.348) 7.800(4.092) 8.08 0.002**
M1 7.000(2.976) 6.357(3.696) 7.400(8.269) 1.58 0.224
Recognition
MPH 12.400(38.521) 12.400(4.911) 18.138(5.041) 0.26 0.774
IMI 14.183(8.944) 14.000(8.964) 14.400(4.032) 0.11 0.892
( )=standard deviation ; N=15
*p<0.1; *p<0.05; **p<C0.01 significant
Table 7. Responses of MFFT after MPH and IMI administration
. F ratio
Baseline 1 month 2 month P value
(df = 2)
Reaction time(sec)
MPH 19.415( 9.850) 18.638(6.922) 18.693(9.424) 0.05 0.949 n.s.
IMI 15.858(10.147) 14.766(8.081) 14.690(6.963) 0.18 0.837 n.s.
Error(freqeuncy)
MPH 10.143( 8.288) 8.077(6.573) 8.667(8.583) 2.01 0.153 n.s.
IMI 10.750( 6.805) 8.273(5.211) 9.385(8.129) 2.27 0.122 n.s.

( )=standard deviation ; N=15

n.s.=not significant

YEdE B7en T GEPIM Hole ¥
R et stk

7. Y2500 ME 28T 1|PE8ae| vl

7 ohmol U WL FEFA AT 2
Y24 B H 52 (CAPRS, CATRS) 9} A& 7453
9 Y=g} @ 84 (d-c d-1, d-d, e €1, ed)9]
87 WAFAN 470l E VIELR 2 EEUA
oge EAE B TE B WEE v
TP e, UHAE HukgFos dho] ¥
WrR Aoz vmalel Byt VRYEL Ta-
ble 16] AAIFRE QAEAR 129 AFHAE
72 282445, 2 YAR e} A PAra Aok

Methylphenidate = & o] 7|F&o 2 ulgo
6, Hukg-Fo] 9yeld], YAEAFT Bitg =
o] B&4E(F=6.500, p<0.05), A5 AAILA%
FRAAT] FLFE(F=5197, p<0.05), 1%
ME ER7](F=6.719, p<0.05)9} &l EF7)
7} ¥& 42 (F=3.488, p<0.1) &) ¢of & wkg
3o}

ImipraminefF & #-& ¥F$-7 o] 49, n]ukg-Fo]
11, JAEAS EH DSM-II-R(APA, 1987)
o ZA%Y Fwd FFPEe] BE&EFE(F=9.
984, p<0.01), X HAA Aol APLF719 &
FEHF7 EEFE(F=5.297, p<0.05) oFEof ¢
Z W33tk

—_—



au vl HAZY HALZ, obFdER
ALRY £FENME FT EFAA pl059] &
SFEoA FAHLE u|glA 9EE L Jehf
€ %5 i

| &

Methylphenidate9} imipramine?] & F o A3 &
HEH ATES B Mz ity & AE
Holx leH dti/ie AAZ Bo o2 e
Z ¢ U AgE Hon it £ dFME=
<@ 2F3E dAed £ A7 28 £3)
o= }Eo| ¢ AFr} glevt dted xHol 3
A" o] ofyi MZE oFA Y& HdgdM &
H& Jeh =7} ke AS s A7)
W&ol Zt JYEE Yro] M2 nashaA nds|
B A3}

AA, 2935 (hyperactivity) & 37}+8}7] 13
A BAAHEE o] 8% PFIHANA methyl-
phenidate7} imipramined]] ¥)3 FR3}A A7}
F& Aoz RuEL Yt YUY A&
H}Jsgol FHAY - RYEEZNY FE F
Aoz 7+FEo0]e3 9+ methylphenidate7} o]
%9 A& w¢ AFFHQA FEYS hA] FH
Y53he 2ot R ol FHF AR o7
807189 %P8 g¥gHdae] X¢E ®
t 98 aE0] T3] #AAH AFHA FH
JYFY ol FHY - vjgaclel 3HE AL
329 Gadow$(1990), Kaplang(1990)0] methyl-
phenidate7} FHAE FAAIe AFHL YL
BusdA FPFoolsat JadeH FEANE
& AEI7IE el o8 AW 4H9)
21 8 F A 299 A5 EFH AR
2ol 3HE o] Barkley(1990)7} o] ¢FE&o]
AL A Y, 53 Folst oY) F3BAE F
ANZIYE BIE 3t A 2ol FES JHAHY
QA ol RE7l HUE WEIUA obF
oA TAE Bolx, AR A HEZ ofF g
332 Blze] Fao % o|AHQ AFHRIAE
FAxgtt AE8F S methylphenidatets ©A]
FYYPEHe FaA e Aol ohie} viny F
HAT 5P ARE Yehlle A& ¢ F

stk

oo H]3] imipramine Pliszka(1987), Wood%
(1976)0] Lo} EAF AU EAE F
HEle Foid Ay - YN F o A
HY FHojgte ALE HU] HEo] FEFAF
o] FPALNA FYPFoAe A o}
o} Y FZALTAA NFYF BdE a9 3H
& 7kA LA k&7 Jlst el 238 A -
HY P - A HY 28004 THE HIUL
B, 3Y24 2egPAcy /PR A EA A
€ & 34L& BolA g}tk o] A& YepesF(1977)
olu} Werry’s-(1980)0] XA @ wvlgtgo] imipra-
mined 2H-&AIZto] A1, EHo] 7lEste BRI}
g AYAIZeE A7 Jehtr] ool
-2 g7l ottt AATE ¥ FHA
gttt ol & Ax7te) AU} dUHA G A
o] AFEHY ol AHE Hole LAUL ¥
2Eo] HHALE Yristed Azt 4 &
£& AAFSFAY imipramine?} A 37} methylphe-
nidated]] ¥ 3] 2 7] wj o} F&o] UYeh}7] o]§7)
wEolgly wegh

ALY 7o) & imipramined Fo 17 ¥Fo&
R38R o} ofgte] 3L Ro|trt 2 EFE
o FaHA= vny JdFE AHE Holed
]3], methylphenidates: ¥4 1] Foe TAE
Holtr} 2A4¥ Fol= 9oz Hy&EIHAG 1A
A8E AES £ 2 imipramineFo Fol A
JERd IAUE, VAAE @AY B 2o
A F&FE e methylphenidateF-of Foll &
N3] 8o ARG Ho|, 27U FojE 670
T o] It o] /F-& F A3 Lul dotFEol
SEEAE dol HFE Wt ALYYANIIR
SRE A EH7] g 2ANY Hrbst R
HALE SAHNL =¥ 299 ARAA %E
o] 171 9F 2AL] YIHCATRS)7} 13, 234 2.2
F7AFA G 2L Fe] 83, 97 ¥ d#HA
2@ 274 Holed oA o] +8E Aad RESN
AR A U 2AFAE & Aoz Bwdd
FogdY - YT PN FEAT BE B
S AFENA o] RR HriXEde
Abe] 74X 7} A8 Ado] ki e & A7
Ade ZAFEA] oid e FYgolu ¥&FY



ATFZAHET @A B, o2 3
A SAA 7108 2F/F2 FHHA @AY
B7he wEkA opi AFelA AF=rt wig E
oJFE Wi o)L 2Fv FF9 dAFddA
ARG AZEE 93] Q77 D ojopdt EF
2ro @ FAY Z{L o= AE AT
FALY] PE2U FAE %A FFAH o2 831V}
e o) 32 ATFALE o] Il A A S Aok
¥ Aot

ERZ A&AAFYEARE FAHOE FH4
B A =, 593 (atention) & E3) th
9 AZA d9e T MFgez AHEHR
Atk A7} BAMERE (sustained attention, vigila-
nce) 2 Azt Ao wE FgFF] KAl
EA7} ER71 ofd AFE FAIBL FHAF
AZ3= YHGEJEE S, selective attention), A
A7 3573Y £ JAH Y A3 (impulsivity, di-
sinhibition) o] th(Douglas, 1983). ¢14; 34| 8] ol A
£ °1F 53 WM #83 Ax2 gA
3 E-3) (59 4540 P HER (signal detection anal-
ysis)o] A NAEE FAAFI ZAald
o3 AR, g 7Ee N5} FolXA) A&
o ¥kg-3ly] Bl AE7) FojHE w we-de
Ao g FFAo} AARFANY 5718208 ¥y
gkt Eoh(SostekS, 1980). 1y EE o] ¥ &
qg FAse AL o F 89UF o= Ao] ¢
A3 78 WIe Aol

E dFoAe o] o]lg2 EYstd X7
72 A2 E EYsdsd, 25400 BAFA9
BB R (motivational factor) & ¥+ 8t wk-g- 24
71%& 2] W3+ methylphenidateFo] 17]€ Fof
FAATGAANA e ZTHE RAP 5 IE
B4 {8 A3yt QA whde] 7=}
LHFE F JE BTN IS RN F
503l1 d#&E AP methylphenidated] N e}
gt 4714 FESHe RS A 434 g oe
A%g Eve otk § FSHAIAAE F
g BFA UAE, LFF BT dgE HolX
gy 3, t=RA 9} 233 E AT A
EEg 3HE Btk oy # dHde FIE
AE BT FAHZEY - YT o}
59 A53AFY G vt A9 Q9DE A

g bk i, dSHEAYRAE FEE AL of
BoAME ol ggd AFolnz BExEATe] ©
F3ge F4& Ao, sl=dAY Aee B
F3 9 F @F 9 AF Mg TR 873
Z o] olge FHAen, 2 EdE £AFA 7
= AAEe <AE BRLE L Hol B
SN S8 o A1 Do 2 W] 93 &
A9 HAATIEFE A AAFGLRZA FuFHe
2 o3¢ AFHE x¥g adicd, o|gzto]
AAEE FA) Q] dolxy EAof ujet A} ZF
g& ZAAE /1AL Aoz AU}t Douglas
(1983) % FHZ2Y - HY-EEFN AT A}
L= dREY FAME d&dt AT 9%
W89 Aoy R&3 e ded dAns Hrt
gl ol 59 F8 B AYS 3] A
Bt B33 mRBERES 83k AAE nesor
TS At vt B AFolAe] A o]
F3& A5 AAZ Ao

A&AA Y] A= AVEA FQFH 2L
g FEd, AA7} methylphenidate7} HA] WY
FEPAAY F FE E5I} FAHARFTIY
30 32 E3E Jehd). ERc BHEHE
HE v st v FA AR 7|8 sl gled His)
HARMREANAY Fe=83 A3E B A& 9
Al PAF A FHZAHo] RichardsonF (19
88)©] methylphenidate®] A7} 3F oo -4
3L olo] we}t ojAHoR AX R FEIFS
ZRAANE Aol 3 ARe 28 FFHY
AAE2 9] FH % ojxHA AL ofd
FAF 8200 A% MRH K] FHAZ A
HIZE YL AAGT AAE RN 8
T7F AAYG 5K ¥ AAe HteTEAM Y
fEx7F oA B} H3da g2 ARER
=g 93 AALET) AlEEoof g3t FAl
AZtgA=ge] Jrot FAHAY - FYLFZAN
9] F4o) ¥z AT Ad#do] AL AR

HAZ, Kagan(1966)0] Q1A71%52] reflectivity-
impulsivity®} “conceptual tempo”7} J@@EY L &
B3 o) F, ‘2 ¥ FVI(MFFI)’' 7} 3854&
ZAsle 8 =7 ZE ]85 &t} Rapportd
(1988)& o] A} HEAHAE FAHJ}E ETE
fFE3da 3EA ARG E B3] HEoF
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7 o f&3itn 3t o|e Fd 3
Ae A e AFAEe] 2 AHE HAE
S, A< Barkley(1990)& A E74A9 A4
HES AYIEA FE5AS SFAsed ddAA
o] ALY -89 A7 o E-S A 718 PFHQ
#8430l glttn7tA] F33 vk LogeF(1990) =
Atz 2l AR 715 FNZ Q3| Delay Taske} WCST
(Wisconsin Card Sorting Task)ol g %3¢l
Nhg-o] JAE £ LS Hon, FFAHL HA
F8olu} 1A HAL A 2] F=3-& A 3= 7}
2 38% WTaLvt oldAE HEHE ANE
YeEhl i, o]Zle] FHZAY - Y FFN Y
AFdo] obd REYE FEE dudtk. £ 4
TFolAe gL Foode Fod Wstyt gl
SR A ZHE BYed, d&FAATY ¢
$71&0 9% $F89 W3t gle A, Be
YR ABHA B3 AAE B o, FE5A|
I FALZAY - AYLFZNY AYFEAL
e H FFAHC) Ad¥A A ojor & A
7behe AL o] Aoje] AT UM Fo¥A
Holu #Y&Fol v vnd g Jd7Hst,
melx o2 vl dAfsoiop & JFojztu A
ZHgict.

EHRRERREZ T A2 7194230 Sprague
& Sleator(1977)9] ZHALE WY FAo= olEL
2 %F¢] methylphenidateE ¥ §-& W& o] 34
£33 9] 3H-& Ho|y §Fo] F7}8lo] 1mg/kg/day
ojdel HA F39 A& A% e
o] ol o AT E°] WP Kth AU E]
ATF&ol, o] HAE ZHAAY Yepess(1977),
Werry$(1980)2 imipramine, methylphenidate &
ol Wsls $AE 4+ e, o] A 4
o] B o}y =To] BH(Gitelman-Klein,
1987). o] ZHALe ¥ A @dta, Aol
4 875e dolxrt "HoAe HARAM UM
=3 A& A4S vaste 1 EEAo] 9
EAE.

3 BEREERTINA A7 234E B methyl-
phenidates] Mgt £ Roled 1, 2, 33} AL
BE & 7zt ©@7171920d Hl3 43 A g2
AdE 7oz gy 4T3 AP d#E
7}A ). o] ZAALGA methylphenidate?} 3 A=

g BYvie AL gEd daA o - FEE
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—— ABSTRACT

BEHAVIOR AND COGNITIVE CHANGES BY METHYLPHENIDATE
AND IMIPRAMINE IN ATTENTION-DEFICIT HYPERACTIVITY
DISORDER(ADHD)

DH Ahn, M.D., KE Hong, M.D., KJ OH, Ph.D.
MS Shin, MA., BC Yoo, M.D., KM Jung, MA.
Department of Psychiatry, Hangang Sacred-Heart Hospital, Hallym University,
School of Medicine, Seoul

This study presents the behavioral and cognitive changes by administration of methylpheni-
date(MPH) and imipramine(IMI) for the treatment of attention-deficit hyperactivity disorder
(ADHD) in 51,~12 years old children referred to child psychiatric clinics. Behavioral changes
are assessed with parent’s and teacher’s ratings. Drug effects on attention, short-term memory,
and impulsivity are evaluated with psychological tests in laboratory. The changes were assessed
twice in a 8-week periods. The data were analyzed seperately for 15 subjects each drug using
repeated measured analysis of variance(ANOVA).

The findings indicates that behavioral and cognitive impairments are improved by both
drugs, but impulsivity is not. And MPH is superior to IMI on the improvement of attentional
problem ; especially the findings indicates important differences between simple task and comp-
lex, perceptual-search task. These data confirm the effectiveness of MPH for treatment of ADHD,
also raise questions regarding assessment method of attention and impulsivity as well as impor-
tance of impulsivity in ADHD.

KEY WORDS : Attention Deficit-Hyperactivity Disorder(ADHD) - Methylphenidate - Imip-
ramine.
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