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Application of Voxel-Based Morphological Analysis Method in ADHD

WANG Tao, XU Yuyue, LIQing, TANG Jianxin
( College of Life Sciences and Chemistry, Hunan University of Technology, Zhuzhou Hunan 412007, China )

Abstract: An inquiry has been made into different brain regions between adult ADHD and normal individuals,
followed by a quantitative analysis of brain structural magnetic resonance results by using voxel-based morphological
(VBM) analysis. It is found that there are many different brain regions between ADHD patients and normal people.
Therefore, it is suggested that an early intervention in patients with relevant differential brain regions may be a potential
treatment method.

Keywords: magnetic resonance imaging; attention deficit hyperactivity disorder; voxel; morphometry
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Fig. 1 Brain region comparison results
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