IVA+Plus™ ADHD Interpretive Report
Prepared for Generic Joe on 3/15/2004

Test Date: 5/10/2001 Test Time: 9:21:00 AM Age: 7 years 8 months On Meds: Y
Diagnosis: Group Code: ID Code:

Medications: Adderal | 10ng

Comment:

End Note:

OVERVI EW OF THE | VA+Pl us CPT AND GENERAL | NTERPRETI VE GUI DELI NES

The | VA+Plus CPT (Integrated Visual & Auditory Continuous Perfornmance Test)
is atest of attention that neasures responses to 500 interm xed auditory and
visual stimuli spaced 1.5 seconds apart. The task is to click the nmouse when
the stimulus is a auditory or visual "1" and to refrain fromclicking when
the stimulus is a auditory or visual "2".

This report is designed to aid qualified professionals in evaluating auditory
and visual attention. It is confidential and should be distributed in
accordance with professional guidelines. The report provides possible
suggesti ons and hypotheses for the exam ner, but it is not to be construed as
prescriptive, definitive or diagnostic. Only "working" diagnoses are
indicated by the test results. A working diagnosis is defined as the first

di agnosi s that the clinician should consider, but it is by no neans
conclusive. The IVA+Plus test does not make a diagnosis, but is designed to
hel p the exam ner to make a diagnosis. Gven the conplexity of ADHD synptons
and the limtations of a single test, this working diagnosis is inherently
l[imted and nmay be incorrect. The clinician should reviewthe report in the
context of other information such as behavioral ratings of attention

behavi or, social and educational background, enotional state, physica

heal t h, nedication effects, recent environmental stressors, and data from
other tests. As with all nental and perfornance tests, test conditions and

i nadequate notivation can significantly conpromise a test's validity.

VALI DI TY OF TEST RESULTS

Thi s individual denonstrated sufficient understanding of the task for the
test results to be considered valid in both the auditory and visua
nodalities for the Gobal, Primary and Attribute scal es.

| VA+Pl us DI AGNOSTI C | NTERPRETI VE GUI DELI NES

A wor ki ng diagnosis of Attention-Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder
Predoninantly I nattentive Type was supported by the | VA+Pl us test data.

His global Full Scale Attention quotient scale score indicated a nbderate to
severe inpairment that supported this working diagnosis. Even though this

i ndi vidual's gl obal Full Scale Response Control quotient scale score did not
i ndicate a significant inpairnment in functioning, his global Sustained
Auditory Attention quotient scale score did reveal an extrene inpairnent.
These inpairnments on the | VA+Plus test indicate that his pattern of
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responding is likely to negatively affect his functioning and ability to
perform acceptably in the hone or school environment.

If in the exam ner's judgment these | VA+Plus test results are incongruent
with the individual’s clinical history and other test data, the exam ner may
choose to give less weight to the | VA+Plus test results in naking a

di agnosis. Further psychol ogical testing and/or a careful re-evaluation of
the clinical data may need to be conpl eted before the exam ner can nmake a
definitive diagnosis for this person.

SUMVARY OF TEST RESULTS FOR THE | VA+Pl us GLOBAL SCALES

The Full Scal e Response Control Quotient is a global neasure of the overal
ability for this individual to regulate his responses and respond
appropriately. This individual's overall global quotient scale score for the
Ful | Scal e Response Control scale was 118 (PR=88). This score fell in

t he above average range. His Auditory Response Control quotient scale

score was 106 (PR=66). This global scale score fell in the average range.
This individual's Visual Response Control quotient scale score was 130
(PR=98). This global scale score fell in the exceptional range.

The Full Scale Attention Quotient provides a neasure of an individuals
overall ability to make accurate responses, stay focused and sustain his
attention. This individual's overall quotient score on the Full Scale

Attention scale was 66 (PR=1). This global scale score fell in the
noderately to severely inpaired range. H's Auditory Attention
guotient scale score was 45 (PR=1) and this global scale score fell in the

extremely inpaired range. This individual's Visual Attention quotient
scal e score was 90 (PR=24). This global scale score was classified as
falling in the average range.

The Conbi ned Sustained Attention quotient scale score provides a globa
neasure of a person's ability to accurately and quickly respond in a reliable
manner to stinuli under | ow demand conditions. |n addition, it includes the
ability to sustain attention and be flexi ble when things change under high
demand conditions. This individual's gl obal quotient score on the

Conbi ned Sustained Attention scale was 74 (PR=4). This score fell in

the noderately inpaired range. Hi s global Auditory Sustained

Attention quotient scale score was 46 (PR=1) and it fell in the extrenmely
i mpaired range. This individual's global Visual Sustained Attention
guotient scale score was 104 (PR=62). This score was found to fall in the

average range.

RESPONSE CONTROL PRI MARY SCALES
Prudence And Reliability

This individual's Auditory Prudence quotient scale score of 116

(PR=86) fell in the above average range. He denobnstrated a strength with
respect to his ability to inhibit responses to auditory stinmuli during the
IVA test. This strength indicates the ability to inhibit and shift nental
sets better than peers.
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He did not denobnstrate any problens with respect to the Auditory

Reliability scale. H s quotient score on this scale was 114 (PR=82),

which falls in the above average range. Thus, he was able to avoid naking

i mpul sive idiopathic errors that would nmanifest as carel ess or inappropriate
responses in his home and/or school environments. This individual is |likely
to have the ability to be accurate in detailed tasks and to renmenber and
follow rules well.

This person's Visual Prudence quotient scale score of 116 (PR=86) fel

in the above average range. |In respect to the visual sensory nodality, this
i ndividual's score indicated a strength in his ability to avoid carel ess and
i mpul sive errors when a high denand to overreact exists. This person's
ability to inhibit and shift nental sets with respect to visual stinuli is
better than nost individuals his age.

He did not denobnstrate any problenms with respect to the Visua

Reliability scale. H's quotient score on this scale was 115 (PR=84),

which falls in the above average range. Thus, he was able to avoid naking

i mpul sive idiopathic errors that would nanifest as carel ess or inappropriate
responses in his hone or school environnents. This individual is likely to
have the ability to be accurate in detailed tasks and to renenber and foll ow
rules well.

Consi st ency

This individual was average in his ability to be consistent in his responses
to auditory stinmuli. H's Auditory Consistency quotient scale score

was 98 (PR=46). He is able to process new information in a reliable manner
and "keep up the pace.”

His ability to be consistent in his responses to visual stinuli was above
average. The Visual Consistency quotient scale score for this

i ndi vi dual was 116 (PR=86). Even under distracting conditions or when
stressed, this individual is likely to be consistent in his reaction tine to
visual stimuli. Wbrking nenory and the ability to sustain internal attention
are indicated as areas of strength.

St am na

This individual's Auditory Stami na quotient scale score of 98 (PR=46)

fell in the average range. This person’s response tine to auditory stinul
did not change significantly over the course of the test. He was able to
mai ntain his nental processing speed in the auditory domain during the test.

This person's Visual Stam na quotient scale score of 123 (PR=93) fel

in the superior range. This person’s response time to visual stimuli becane
faster over the course of the test. He was able to increase his nental
processi ng speed in the visual domain during the test.

Fi ne Motor Regul ation
The Fine Motor Regul ation Quotient neasures off-task, spurious, inpulsive and

i nappropriate fine notor activity using the nouse input device. Errors on
this Primary scale are considered reflective of problems with fine notor
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sel f-control, but do not reflect gross notor hyperactivity (i.e., "out of
seat" behavior).

This person's Fine Mtor Regul ation quotient scale score was 80

(PR=10). His score fell inthe mildly inmpaired range. This nmildly inpaired
guotient score for the Fine Motor Regul ation scal e indicates sonme probl ens
with self-control. He had sone difficulty following the test rules and making
t he appropriate responses. This score is reflective of occasional periods of
confusion or inpulsivity.

ATTENTI ON PRI MARY SCALES
Vi gi | ance, Steadiness And Acuity

This person's Auditory Vigilance quotient scale score was 45 (PR=1),

which falls in the extrenely inpaired range. This individual showed
significant problenms with his general auditory attentional functioning that
are likely to have a major inmpact on his ability to performsuccessfully in
many areas of his life. On the Auditory Acuity scale, he showed a specific
aspect of attentional functioning that reflected a relative strength that
wi Il be further el aborated.

This person's quotient score on the Auditory Steadi ness scale was 15

(PR=1). This score fell in the extrenely inmpaired range. He showed probl ens
with respect to the Auditory Steadiness scale. This pattern of responding

i ndicates that there was either negligence, indifference, inmpairnents in
wor ki ng nenory or some nental confusion that resulted in his failure to
respond accurately to auditory stinuli when the 1s were frequent.

This individual's quotient score was 92 (PR=31) on the Auditory Acuity
scale. The Auditory Acuity scale showed that his ability to pay attention
under | ow demand conditions fell in the average range. In other words, this
i ndi vi dual was able to maintain his attention well specifically under |ow
demand conditions.

This person's Visual Vigilance quotient scale score of 98 (PR=46) fel
in the average range. This individual did not show any problens with his
general visual attentional functioning.

This person's quotient score on the Visual Steadiness scale was 94

(PR=34). This score fell in the average range. No significant problens wth
attentional functioning to visual stimuli were identified during high denmand
condi tions.

This individual's quotient score was 95 (PR=38) on the Visual Acuity

scale. The Visual Acuity scale showed that his ability to pay attention
under | ow demand conditions fell in the average range. Thus, this individua
was able to stay attentive and function well under both | ow and hi gh denand
condi tions.

Focus, Dependability And Stability

This individual's Auditory Focus quotient scale score of 102 (PR=54)
fell in the average range. No significant problems with auditory focus were
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identified for him He was able to maintain his auditory focus throughout
the test.

On the I VA+Plus test, he showed the ability to respond reliably to auditory
stimuli as evidenced by the Auditory Dependability scale. His

guotient score on this scale was 98 (PR=46), which falls in the average
range. Hi s response tines to auditory stimuli did not excessively vary under
| ow dermand conditi ons.

He was identified to have nore problens with respect to the Auditory
Stability scale. His quotient score on this scale was 74 (PR=4), which
falls in the noderately inpaired range. These problens invol ved mai ntaining
his processing speed reliably under high demand conditi ons when the 1s were
preval ent.

This person's Visual Focus quotient scale score of 106 (PR=66) fell in

t he average range. He did not denpnstrate any problens w th visual focus.
During the I VA+Plus test, his response tines were not excessively variable.
He denonstrated that he could cope well with both internal and externa

vi sual distractions and stay focused visually.

H's ability to respond reliably to visual stimuli was evidenced by the
Vi sual Dependability scale. Hi's quotient score on this scale was 108
(PR=69), which falls in the average range. His response tines to visua
stimuli did not excessively vary under |ow demand conditions.

He was identified to show sone problens in his ability to respond reliably as
evi denced by the Visual Stability scale. H's score on this scale was
slightly inpaired. Generally, he was able to mmintain his processing speed
under hi gh demand conditions when the 1s were preval ent.

Speed, Quickness And Swi ftness

This individual's Auditory Speed quotient scale score of 67 (PR=1)

falls in the noderately to severely inpaired range. This individua
denonstrated noderate to severe inpairnent in his auditory processing speed
during the test. This inmpairnment is likely to have a significant inpact on
his ability to performin different areas of his life.

This individual's Auditory Quickness quotient scale score of 69 (PR=2)
falls in the noderately to severely inpaired range. H s quotient score on
the Auditory Swiftness scale was 72 (PR=3). This quotient score is
interpreted as noderately inpaired. No difference between the quotient
scores for the Auditory Quickness and Auditory Swi ftness scal es was found.
Thus, this individual's nean auditory reaction tinme was generally the sane
under both high and | ow denand conditi ons.

This person's Visual Speed quotient scale score of 75 (PR=4) falls in

the mldly to noderately inmpaired range. This individual exhibited mld to
noderate inpairnent in his visual processing speed during the test. This
problemis likely to have sone inpact on his ability to performin different
areas of his life.
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This individual's Visual Quickness quotient scale score of 70 (PR=2)
falls in the noderately inpaired range. H's quotient score on the Visua
Swi ftness scale was 104 (PR=62). This quotient score is interpreted as
average. H s score on the Visual Swiftness scale is significantly higher
than his Visual Quickness score. This indicates that he perfornmed faster
under | ow demand conditions (i.e., when the 2s were prevalent).

ATTRI BUTE SCALES
Bal ance

This individual's Bal ance quotient scale score was 92. He was found

to have no relative difference between his visual and auditory nental
processi ng speeds. Thus, he has a bal anced ability to process information in
these two different sensory nodalities.

Readi ness

This individual's Auditory Readi ness quotient scale score was 103.

This individual was able to respond in respect to his auditory nenta
processi ng speed at relatively the same speed under both high and | ow demand
conditions. This suggests that he is generally not affected by pressure to
performat a fast pace and is able to respond equally well to auditory
stimuli when the pace of work is slow or not very denmandi ng.

This individual's Visual Readiness quotient scale score was 140. His
recognition response tine to visual stinuli under |ow demand conditions was
much qui cker than it was under high demand conditions. |In other words, his
response tinmes to visual stinmuli are clearly slower when he is required to
make rapid, repeated responses.

SYMPTOVATI C SCALES
Conpr ehensi on

This individual's Auditory Conprehension quotient scale score of 41

(PR=1) fell in the extrenely inpaired range. Significant and severe probl ens
were identified for this individual with respect to the Auditory

Conpr ehensi on scale. He nade a | arge nunber of idiopathic errors, show ng
significant problems with test performance and difficulties in follow ng the
test rules.

Hi s Auditory Steadi ness quotient scale score was 15 (PR=1). This

quotient score fell in the extrenmely inpaired range. This inmpairment is very
likely to inpact his ability to respond appropriately to auditory stinmuli
when the denand to performis high. This pattern of responding indicates
that this individual was either negligent, indifferent, inmpaired in working
menory or had some nental confusion that resulted in his failure to respond
accurately to auditory stinmuli under high demand conditions.

On the Auditory Reliability scale, he had a quotient score of 114
(PR=82). This quotient score was in the above average range. He did not
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have problens with respect to the Auditory Reliability scale. He did not
make an excessive nunber of inpulsive idiopathic errors of conm ssion

This person's Visual Conprehension quotient scale score of 93 (PR=31)

fell in the average range. No major problens with functioning and perform ng
adequately on the I VA+Plus test were found for the Visual Conprehension
scale. Overall, he perforned well with respect to his ability to follow the

test rul es.

Hi s Visual Steadiness quotient scale score was 94 (PR=34). This

quotient score fell in the average range. No significant problenms with
attention to visual stinmuli under high denand conditions were identified.
This individual understood the rule that required himto respond to visua
1s, and he did this well.

On the Visual Reliability scale, he had a quotient score of 115

(PR=84). This quotient score was in the above average range. He did not
denponstrate any problens with respect to the Visual Reliability scale. He
did not make an excessive nunber of inpulsive idiopathic errors of

conmi ssion. He was not inpulsive in this way and made few "oddbal | "
responses to visual stinmuli under |ow demand conditions.

Per si st ence

This individual's Auditory Persistence quotient scale score of 94

(PR=34) fell in the average range. There was no significant difference in
his auditory reaction tinme during the Cool -down as conpared to the Warnmup
Thus, his quotient score on the Persistence scale did not indicate any
problems with his notivation that would inpair his functioning on the

| VA+Pl us test.

Thi s person's Visual Persistence quotient scale score of 95 (PR=38)

fell in the average range. There was no significant difference in his visua
reaction time during the Cool -down as conpared to the Warmup. Thus, his
guoti ent score on the Persistence scale did not indicate any problens with
his motivation that would inpair his functioning on the | VA+Pl us test.

Sensor y/ Mot or

This individual's Auditory Sensory/Mtor quotient scale score of 92
(PR=31) fell in the average range. Hi s auditory sinple reaction tinme was
very simlar to that of nost of his peers.

This person's Visual Sensory/Mtor quotient scale score of 70 (PR=2)

fell in the noderately inpaired range. H s visual sinple reaction tine was
noderately sl ower conpared to his peers.
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I have reviewed the findings of this automated | VA+Plus Interpretive report.
Any changes in the interpretation, based on ny clinical judgnent, are noted
above and initial ed.

Si gnat ur e:

Exam ner's Nane:

Pl ease Print

Dat e:
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