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Abstract—Attention deficit/hyperactivity disorder (ADHD) 

represents a highly heterogeneous and complex medical domain 

with numerous multidisciplinary research areas. Despite the rising 

number of research on the pathophysiology of ADHD, the 

available information in the ADHD domain is still scattered and 

disconnected. This research study mainly aims to develop a 

conceptual model of ADHD by applying knowledge engineering 

processes to structure the domain knowledge, elucidating key 

concepts and their interrelationships. The methodology for 

developing the conceptual model is derived from established 

practices in ontology construction. It adopts a hybrid approach, 

integrating principles from prominent methodologies such as 

Ontology Development 101, the Uschold and King methodology, 

and METHONTOLOGY. The proposed ADHD conceptual model 

links various aspects of ADHD including subtypes, symptoms, 

behaviors, diagnostic criteria, treatment, risk factors, 

comorbidities, and patient profile. Comprising eight top-level 

classes and highlighting 13 key relationships, it establishes 

connections between symptoms and recommended treatments, as 

well as symptoms and their diverse manifestations, risk factors, 

ADHD subtypes, and potential comorbidities. While the model 

captures a broad range of ADHD-related concepts, it has certain 

limitations. It does not extensively address genetic or 

neurobiological mechanisms, nor does it capture cultural and 

contextual variations in ADHD manifestations. These limitations 

highlight opportunities for future expansion, such as 

incorporating real-world data and diverse demographic contexts. 

Nevertheless, the model developed in this study is well-suited to 

serve as a cornerstone for constructing a comprehensive ADHD 

domain knowledge ontology. Ontologies play a crucial role as a 

layer for transferring knowledge and serve as a foundation for 

developing advanced systems, such as decision-support tools and 

expert systems, to enhance ADHD research and clinical practice. 

Keywords—Conceptual model; ontology; ADHD; knowledge 

engineering 

I. INTRODUCTION 

Attention-deficit/hyperactivity disorder (ADHD) is the most 
prevalent behavioral disorder and the second most frequent 
chronic condition among children [1]. ADHD is a 
neurodevelopmental disorder characterized by a recurring 
pattern of inattention, hyperactivity, and impulsivity [2], [3]. 
The symptoms of inattention, hyperactivity and impulsivity 
include a wide range of behaviors such as difficulty completing 
tasks, difficulty following instructions, making careless 
mistakes, and being overly impulsive [3]. These symptoms of 
ADHD often have a direct negative impact on the individual’s 

academic achievement, social relationships, self-esteem, and 
emotional functioning [2], [4]. ADHD was already a common 
condition in the past. However, it is becoming more common 
nowadays. Over the past two decades, there has been such a 
significant increase in rates of ADHD diagnoses that researchers 
describe it as a "dramatic change" that occurred between 1997 
and 2016 [5], [6]. The global prevalence of ADHD is estimated 
at 2% to 7%, with an average of around 5% in school-aged 
children [7] and 2.5% to 5% in adults [8], [9]. 

In the last two decades, the field of ADHD has witnessed 
remarkable progress in research. Different studies often explore 
different aspects of ADHD. It incorporates multiple disciplines 
such as psychology (e.g. [10], [11]), neuroscience (e.g. [12], 
[13]), genetics (e.g. [9], [14]), epidemiology (e.g. [15], [16]), 
pharmacology (e.g. [17], [18]), and psychosocial and 
educational interventions (e.g. [19], [20]). Thus, ADHD 
research is quite diverse and multi-faceted. Bridging the gap 
between such different disciplines is particularly difficult due to 
this diversity. 

Despite the rising number of studies on the pathophysiology 
of ADHD, the disorder remains a complex psychological 
condition that is challenging to characterize [21]. Many previous 
studies have repeatedly emphasized the complex and 
heterogeneous nature of ADHD [22]. This heterogeneity is 
reflected in its wide range of psychiatric comorbidities, diverse 
clinical profiles, patterns of neuropsychological impairment and 
developmental trajectories, and a broad spectrum of structural 
and functional brain abnormalities [22]. In addition to its 
complex nature, one of the significant challenges in the ADHD 
research field is the scattered and unstructured nature of the 
available information. ADHD knowledge is dispersed across 
various types of studies, making it difficult for researchers, 
clinicians, and caregivers to access and synthesize relevant 
insights effectively [23]. Thus, this research focuses on 
addressing two core problems: the complexity and heterogeneity 
of ADHD and the scattered, unstructured information in the 
domain. 

As the research environment grows increasingly complex, it 
is crucial to establish methods that make the diverse output of 
ADHD studies more accessible and integrative [24]. Recently, 
there has been a striking rise in the use of biomedical ontologies 
as the preferred method for bridging different disciplinary gaps. 
They ensure wide access and exchange of information among 
researchers and professionals from different backgrounds and a 
wide range of disciplines [25], [26]. The remarkable success of 
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biomedical ontologies is due to their power to offer a 
comprehensive framework within which researchers can publish 
their new findings and physicians can conveniently access the 
studies that serve as the foundation for their diagnosis and 
treatment approaches. 

Gruber [27] defined the computer science ontology in 1993 
as " explicit specification of a conceptualization". This 
definition placed an emphasis on the conceptualization, which 
serves as the foundational phase influencing subsequent 
processes in ontology development. Conceptualization 
consumes the majority of the time dedicated to ontology 
construction. It commences with the knowledge acquisition 
phase, wherein a description of the domain ontology is 
formulated. Subsequently, the acquired knowledge is arranged 
and structured within a conceptual model [28]. Kabilan [29] 
defined the conceptual model as a theoretical representation of a 
segment of reality, outlining fundamental concepts and their 
interrelations. It captures all relevant knowledge in a given field, 
organizing it into a structured and unified framework. By doing 
so, a conceptual model serves as the foundation for integrating 
and harmonizing diverse and scattered information. This leads 
us to the central research question of this study: How to develop 
a conceptual model that offers a unified framework to integrate 
the heterogeneous and scattered knowledge in the ADHD 
domain?" 

As we mentioned above, the ADHD domain, with its 
multifaceted nature and interdisciplinary scope, presents unique 
challenges in structuring and consolidating knowledge. 
Addressing the complexity and scattered nature of ADHD-
related information requires a systematic approach to 
conceptualization, one that captures the domain's key 
components and their intricate interrelations. Recognizing this 
need, in this paper, we mainly aim to develop a conceptual 
model that describes the reality of the ADHD domain with its 
key concepts and relationships. The resulting conceptual model 
aims primarily to be a basis for building an ADHD domain 
knowledge ontology in order to provide a step towards reducing 
the knowledge gap in the field of ADHD. 

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: Section II 
demonstrates the Related work, and the research methodology is 
detailed in section III. The findings of this research are explained 
in Section IV. The discussion is presented in Section V before 
concluding the work. 

II. RELATED WORK 

Conceptual models have been widely used in the study of 
neurodevelopmental disorders to provide structured frameworks 
for understanding the relationships between symptoms, risk 
factors, functional impairments, and outcomes. These models 
are essential for integrating knowledge across disciplines, 
identifying intervention targets, and advancing clinical and 
research practices. They play a crucial role in organizing and 
integrating knowledge about complex disorders such as ADHD. 
However, within the field of ADHD, there is a notable paucity 
of comprehensive conceptual models that unify its various 
dimensions. Existing efforts often focus on isolated aspects, 
leaving gaps in understanding the disorder holistically. The 
following section highlights existing conceptual models in 

ADHD research and underscores the gaps this study aims to 
address. 

Rapport et al. [30] introduced a conceptual model that 
highlights the underlying assumptions about what causes 
ADHD and how it is treated through behavioral and 
pharmacological approaches. The model suggests that 
biological factors, such as genetics or prenatal complications, 
lead to differences in how the brain’s systems function. For 
example, changes in neurotransmitter systems like dopamine 
and norepinephrine are thought to be directly responsible for the 
main psychological features of ADHD, including cognitive and 
behavioral symptoms. The model also explains that other 
characteristics of ADHD, often called “associated features” in 
the DSM-IV (e.g., academic struggles, poor social skills, or 
family conflicts), are secondary effects caused by these core 
symptoms. For instance, a child’s academic difficulties might 
result from their inability to pay attention or persist in tasks over 
time. Eventually, this model categorizes therapeutic 
interventions into pharmacological treatment, cognitive 
behavioral therapy (CBT), and skills training, correlating each 
type to be specifically directed to treat one aspect of the disorder: 
pharmacological treatment for biological factors, CBT for 
cognitive and behavioral symptoms (subtypes), and skills 
training for associated features. 

Brod et al. [31] in their study focuses on understanding how 
ADHD symptoms and impairments impact the quality of life 
(QoL) in adults. The authors proposed a conceptual model based 
on data from experts, patients, and literature. The model 
identifies five areas of impact: work, daily activities, 
relationships, psychological well-being, and physical well-
being, which are grouped into three key QoL domains—
productivity, relationships, and health. The model highlights 
how ADHD symptoms interact synergistically, creating 
cascading impairment pathways that affect daily functioning. To 
operationalize the model, the Adult ADHD QoL Measure was 
developed, enabling clinicians to assess ADHD's impact on QoL 
and design more comprehensive, individualized treatment plans. 

In the same context of ADHD, Dosreis & Myers [32] 
propose a conceptual model explaining how parents of children 
with ADHD recognize problems, seek medical evaluations, and 
decide to pursue treatment. Based on interviews with 48 parents, 
the model identifies three phases: (1) problem recognition, 
(2) motivation for evaluation, and (3) therapeutic intervention. 
Parental decisions are shaped by life circumstances (e.g., family 
changes, financial shifts), experiences at home, school, and 
within cultural/religious settings. The model distinguishes 
between family subgroups based on their help-seeking 
behaviors, offering insights for tailored, patient-centered 
interventions to enhance treatment delivery and family 
engagement. 

In neurodevelopmental disorders fields such as autism 
spectrum disorder (ASD), dyslexia, and child psychopathology, 
numerous conceptual models have been developed to address 
the complexity and heterogeneity of these conditions. Alsobhi et 
al. [33] propose a conceptual model to support personalized 
learning experiences for students with dyslexia. The conceptual 
model links dyslexia types with assistive technologies and 
learning styles to create tailored educational materials. The 
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model includes key components such as Dyslexia 
Type, Assistive Technologies, and Learning Style, ensuring 
flexibility and adaptability. By aligning learning resources with 
student needs, the model provides a structured framework to 
enhance e-learning outcomes for dyslexic learners. 

These studies illustrate the growing recognition of the 
importance of conceptual models in the field of 
neurodevelopmental disorders. They highlight the complexity of 
these conditions and the need for frameworks that integrate 
various factors. However, there remains a significant gap in 
developing comprehensive, unified models, which points to the 
need for continued research and further work to build more 
inclusive and practical models for understanding and addressing 
neurodevelopmental disorders such as ADHD. 

III. METHODOLOGY 

This paper embarks on a journey into the methodology 
employed for crafting not only a robust ontology but also the 
consequential development of an associated conceptual model. 
Recognizing the symbiotic relationship between these two 
endeavors, we acknowledge that the path toward a 
comprehensive ontology necessitates a deliberate and strategic 
approach in conceptualization. The conceptualization process 
produces the conceptual model which contributes to the 
ontology development process by enhancing clarity through its 
graphical representation, making it easier to understand and 
utilize. Additionally, the conceptual model promotes reusability, 
as it can be adapted into various ontology representation 
languages [28]. Consequently, our methodology for conceptual 
model development is basically derived from and informed by 
the proven techniques and practices established in the realm of 
ontology construction. 

To develop the conceptual model proposed by the current 
study, a hybrid methodology of the most prominent ontology 
construction methodologies was adopted, drawing upon the 
foundational principles recommended by the Ontology 
Development 101 method [34], the Uschold and King 
methodology [35] and the METHONTOLOGY [36]. 
Specifically, the foundational framework presented by Uschold 
and King will be integrated through the iterative phases of the 
Ontology Development 101 method, complemented by the 
crucial conceptualization step outlined in METHONTOLOGY. 
The selection of this hybrid approach is grounded in its capacity 
to leverage the respective merits of each methodology. The 
Uschold and King methodology affords a clear and systematic 
framework for ontology development, facilitating the 
establishment of an initial ontology structure. Complementarily, 
the Ontology Development 101 method empowers us to 
incorporate finer-grained details and engage in iterative stages, 
thereby fostering the creation of a more thorough and 
comprehensive ontology. Furthermore, the integration of 
METHONTOLOGY augments our approach by harnessing the 
distinct benefits offered by its conceptualization step. This 
encourages a deep understanding of the domain and helps ensure 
that the conceptual model captures the semantics accurately, 
thereby enriching the overall development process of the 
ontology. Using these methodologies, the conceptual model is 
constructed following a set of prescribed guidelines and 
procedural steps: (1) Identify the domain, scope, and purpose, 

(2) Capture the knowledge and conceptualization by a set of 
iterative steps (Enumerate important terms in the domain, 
Define the classes, and define the properties (object and data 
properties), (3) Build the conceptual model). Fig. 1 illustrates 
the workflow of the methodology. 

 

Fig. 1. The workflow of the conceptual model building methodology. 

A. Identify the Domain, Scope, and Purpose 

The foundational phase in constructing a robust conceptual 
model, and equally essential in ontology development, involves 
a meticulous exploration to identify the fundamental aspects that 
shape its essence. At the forefront of this endeavor is the 
imperative task of pinpointing the domain, determining the 
scope, and elucidating the purpose that the conceptual model 
aims to serve [34], [35]. This initial step serves as the compass, 
guiding the subsequent development process. Through a 
comprehensive examination of the domain's intricacies, a clear 
delineation of the model's boundaries, and a lucid definition of 
its overarching objectives, this step lays the groundwork for a 
conceptual model poised to effectively encapsulate and 
represent the targeted knowledge domain. Recognizing that this 
step is equally pivotal in constructing ontologies underscores its 
significance in fostering a seamless transition from 
conceptualization to formal knowledge representation. Table I 
illustrates the domain scope of the proposed conceptual model. 

B. Capture the Knowledge and Conceptualization  

1) Enumerate important terms in the domain: The starting 

point in Capturing the knowledge in a field is to write down a 

list of all relevant terms in the field. As outlined in the 101 

method [34], the focus is on obtaining a comprehensive list of 

terms, regardless of any overlap between the concepts they 

represent, relations among the terms, or any properties that the 

concepts may possess. In the context of ADHD, essential terms 

include but are not limited to Symptoms, Inattention, 

Hyperactivity, Impulsivity, Subtypes (such as predominantly 

inattentive, predominantly hyperactive-impulsive, combined), 

Diagnostic criteria [43] (e.g., DSM-5 criteria), Treatment 

options (e.g., medication, behavioral therapy), Medication 

(e.g., stimulants, non-stimulants), Behavioral therapy, Risk 

factors, Genetics, Environmental factors, Comorbidities (e.g., 

anxiety disorders, depression), Executive dysfunction, 

Neurodevelopmental disorder, Neurobiology, Cognitive 

impairments, Academic performance ,Impairment in daily 

functioning. Subsequent steps in the knowledge capture process 

build upon this foundational list, often executed iteratively (as 

depicted in Fig. 1). From this list, the most significant terms are 

selected to represent the classes forming the conceptual model, 

with the remaining terms likely serving as subclasses or 

properties that provide detailed descriptions of these classes. 
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TABLE I.  SCOPE, DOMAIN AND KNOWLEDGE SOURCE OF THE ADHD CONCEPTUAL MODEL 

Domain The domain of interest of this work is the ADHD domain 

Date 2023 - 2024 

Built By Research student in Information Systems department at the Faculty of Computing and Information Technology – King Abdulaziz University 

Purpose 

 Knowledge Representation Blueprint: Acting as a blueprint, the conceptual model outlines key concepts, relationships, and entities crucial 
for accurate and comprehensive conceptualization and representation of the available knowledge in various aspects of ADHD. 

 Foundation for Ontology Construction: The conceptual model serves as the foundational framework upon which the subsequent ontology 
is constructed. 

 Defining Ontological Boundaries: By identifying the domain, scope, and purpose, the conceptual model aids in clearly defining the 

boundaries and parameters that subsequently shape the ontology. 

 Enhancing Ontological Consistency: It contributes to ensuring consistency and coherence in the ontology by presenting a conceptual 

framework that aligns with the nuances and intricacies of the targeted domain. 

 Facilitating Seamless Transition: The conceptual model facilitates a seamless transition from conceptualization to formal ontology 
construction, streamlining the overall knowledge modeling process. 

Scope 

The scope of the conceptual model is a manifestation of the domain knowledge encapsulated within the semantic model. Specifically, the 
ADHD domain conceptual model is finely tuned to address the intricacies of the ADHD domain. It covers aspects which include: ADHD 

types, symptoms, Diagnosis criteria and treatments, Comorbidities … 

Source of 

Knowledge 

 The Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders, Fifth Edition, (DSM-5) [3] 

 The World Health Organization (WHO) Eleventh Revision of the International Classification of Diseases (ICD-11) [2] 

 The National Institutes of Health (NIH) [37] 

 The American Academy of Pediatrics (AAP) [38] 

 American Psychological Association (APA) [39] 

 Children and Adults with Attention-Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder (CHADD) organization [40] 

 Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) [41] 

 Clinical Expert interview 

 The first researcher also reviewed various materials, including websites and academic papers, to gain comprehensive insights into the 
specified domain. 

 

2) Define the classes: As we delve into constructing the 

conceptual model for the ADHD domain, a crucial initial step 

involves defining classes. The top-level classes of the ADHD 

conceptual model (illustrated in Table II) act as fundamental 

building blocks, representing key concepts and terms integral 

to the realm of ADHD. The process of defining classes not only 

brings clarity to our conceptual model but also lays the 

groundwork for developing an organized and thorough 

representation of ADHD, forming the basis for future ontology 

construction. 

3) Define the properties: As outlined in study [34], 

properties serve as a form of association between concepts 

within the domain, describing relationships among individuals 

belonging to different classes. Typically, ontologies include 

ordered binary relations where one argument signifies the 

domain and the other represents the range. These relations are 

called Object properties which establish connections between 

individuals of the domain class and those of the range class. 

Object properties may possess corresponding inverse 

properties. For example, the properties treatedBy (s, t) and 

isTreatmentFor (t, s) that relate a symptom with a treatment are 

inverse properties. Additionally, properties may include 

cardinality constraints, specifying the number of relationships 

an individual can engage in for a given property. Table III 

provides an overview of the properties within the ADHD 

conceptual model, detailing their domain, range, inverse 

property (if applicable), and cardinality. 

TABLE II.  DESCRIPTION OF THE ADHD CONCEPTUAL MODEL MAIN CLASSES 

Class Description 

Subtypes Describes the three different subtypes of ADHD 

Symptoms A compilation of signs and symptoms endorsed by DSM-5, indicative of ADHD 

Behaviors 
A compilation of diverse expressions and behaviors exhibited by individuals, each representing varied manifestations 

falling under each specific symptom 

Diagnostic Criteria 
A compilation of diagnostic criteria outlined in DSM-5, officially endorsed for the identification and diagnosis of 

ADHD 

Risk Factors 
A list of genetic, environmental, and psychosocial factors that could potentially contribute to the manifestation of 

ADHD symptoms 

comorbidities Different common coexisting conditions or comorbidities frequently observed in individuals diagnosed with ADHD 

Treatment 
Different safe and effective treatments and management interventions suitable for individuals with ADHD throughout 

their lifespan 

Patient profile Personal medical history profile and information 
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TABLE III.  ADHD CONCEPTUAL MODEL PROPERTIES 

Property Name Domain Range Cardinality Inverse property 

hasSymptoms Subtypes Symptoms Multiple: a Subtype may have more than one Symptoms hasSubtype 

hasDiagnosticCriteria Subtypes Diagnostic Criteria Multiple: a Subtype may have more than one Symptoms - 

hasBehviors Symptoms Behaviors Multiple: a Symptom may have more than one Behaviors hasRelatedSymptoms 

hasDSM5Criteria Symptoms Diagnostic Criteria Single: a Symptom relates to one DSM 5 Criteria - 

treatedBy Symptoms Treatment Multiple: a Symptom may have more than one Treatments isTreatmentFor 

hasInfluenceOn Risk Factors Subtypes 
Single: a risk factor may have an influence on the occurrence 

of one Subtype 
influencedBy 

hasInfluenceOn Risk Factors comorbidities 
Multiple: a risk factor may have an influence on the occurrence 

of more than one comorbidity 
- 

hasSymptoms Patient profile Symptoms Multiple: a patient may manifest more than one Symptoms - 

hasRiskFactors Patient profile Risk Factors Multiple: a patient may have more than one Risk Factors - 
 

IV. ADHD CONCEPTUAL MODEL: UNVEILING THE 

INTERCONNECTED LANDSCAPE OF ADHD DOMAIN 

KNOWLEDGE 

Fig. 2 illustrates the ADHD conceptual model that is 
meticulously crafted in an attempt to contribute to elucidate its 
multifaceted nature. This conceptual model serves as a guiding 
framework, delineating top-level classes alongside their 
corresponding properties and interrelationships. Each of these 
classes embodies a pivotal concept within the ADHD domain, 
encompassing a spectrum of subtypes, symptoms, behaviors, 
risk factors, comorbidities, treatment, and diagnostic criteria. 

The relationships between these classes are not merely 
arbitrary connections but rather solid interconnections firmly 
grounded in evidence derived from reputable scientific research. 
Through a meticulous synthesis of findings from reliable 
sources, the conceptual model unveils the connections that exist 
between these fundamental concepts, serving as the initial 
blueprint for the ADHD domain knowledge ontology. As we 
navigate through this conceptual model, we embark on a journey 
toward a deeper understanding of ADHD, guided by the 
structured interplay of its constituent elements. 

The 'Symptom' class is one of the most central concepts 
within the domain of ADHD, as underscored by its pervasive 
association with numerous concepts throughout the conceptual 
model. The relationship 'has_DSM5_criteria' between the 
symptom class and the diagnostic criteria class, elucidating the 
direct correlation between identified symptoms and the 
diagnostic standards delineated in DSM-5 [3]. This alignment 
with DSM-5 criteria, acknowledged as the authoritative 
reference for diagnostic guidelines worldwide, substantiates the 
reliability and validity of symptoms enumerated within the 
symptom class. 

The 'Symptom' class further establishes a relationship with 
the 'Behavior' class through the designated relationship 
'has_related_behaviors' and its corresponding inverse 
relationship 'has_related_symptoms'. While DSM-5 delineates 
diagnostic symptoms characteristic of ADHD, empirical 
evidence from numerous studies suggests that these symptoms 
may manifest diversely as behavioral patterns across different 
developmental stages—children, adolescents, and adults alike 
[35], [36], [37]. This interrelation serves to bridge each symptom 
outlined in DSM-5 with its varied behavioral manifestations 
across distinct age cohorts, thereby enhancing the diagnostic 

precision tailored to the nuanced needs of different age groups. 
Consequently, this alignment holds promise for refining the 
diagnostic process, rendering it more comprehensive and 
tailored to the developmental context of individuals presenting 
with ADHD symptoms. 

Symptoms wield significant influence in subtype delineation 
within the disorder, thereby informing potential treatment 
modalities. Consequently, it is associated with the 'Subtypes' 
class through the relationship (has_subtype) and its inverse 
relationship (has_symptoms), as well as with the 'Treatments' 
class via another designated relationship (treated_by) and its 
corresponding inverse relationship (is a treatment for). This 
interconnection underscores the pivotal role of symptomatology 
not only in subtype classification but also in guiding treatment 
and interventions approaches. Such relational frameworks 
within the ontology facilitate a comprehensive understanding of 
the intricate interplay between symptoms, subtypes, and 
treatment strategies, thereby enriching the diagnostic and 
therapeutic landscape of ADHD management. 

The relationship between the 'Risk Factors', 'Subtypes', and 
'Comorbidities' classes within the ADHD ontology is illustrated 
in the conceptual model through relationships 
(has_influence_on) (a_risk_factor_for). Research, including the 
study by Freittag et al. [38], as well as numerous corroborating 
studies, have underscored the influential role of various risk 
factors in shaping both ADHD subtypes manifestations and 
comorbidities. By elucidating these relationships, the ontology 
contributes to the understanding of how risk factors contribute 
to the heterogeneity of ADHD presentation and the onset of 
comorbidities discussion. 

In this paper, we propose a cohesive conceptual model that 
integrates various concepts of ADHD, including symptoms, 
subtypes, diagnostic criteria, treatment, risk factors, 
comorbidities, and patient profile. These concepts are related to 
each other through many relationships between them. This 
conceptual model aims to be the cornerstone for building an 
ontology of existing knowledge within the domain of ADHD. 

A. Conceptual Models in the ADHD Field 

The In the realm of ADHD, few works have delved into 
conceptualizing knowledge within a conceptual framework,  
while existing studies have made important contributions toward 
understanding various aspects of ADHD, the development of 
comprehensive conceptual models remains limited. 
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Fig. 2. ADHD conceptual model.

Such as symptoms, risk factors, or treatment pathways 
without integrating these elements into a unified framework. 
This highlights a clear need for a holistic approach that bridges 
these gaps, providing a more structured and interconnected 
representation of ADHD domain knowledge. The proposed 
work aims to address this gap by presenting a conceptual model 
that unifies these diverse components. 

Unlike previous works in the field of ADHD, which focus 
solely on developing conceptual models, this research uniquely 
aims to transform a conceptual model into an ontology. 
Ontologies play a crucial role as a knowledge transfer layer, 
enabling the structured representation and integration of ADHD 
domain knowledge. By formalizing key concepts and 
relationships, an ontology serves as a foundation for building 
advanced systems such as decision-making systems and expert 
systems. These systems can enhance diagnosis, treatment 
planning, and research, ultimately improving outcomes for 
clinicians, researchers, and individuals with ADHD. 

Building on the studies discussed in the "Related Work" 
section, the following section examines the similarities and 
differences between these studies and the current research, 
highlighting the unique contributions of this study. Rapport et 
al. [30] introduced a conceptual model focusing on the 
classification of therapeutic interventions for children with 
ADHD. However, given the disorder's inherent complexity and 
heterogeneity, such arbitrary classifications may not always 
prove effective. In the context of ADHD, several critical clinical 
considerations influence the selection of treatment strategies. 
These include factors such as the patient's age, the severity of 
ADHD symptoms [42], and the presence of comorbidities [46]. 
For instance, the (AAP) strongly advocates for behavioral 
therapy as the initial treatment approach for children aged 4-5 
years, emphasizing the importance of evaluating its efficacy 

before considering pharmacological interventions [47]. In 
contrast to Rapport's model [30], the proposed ADHD 
conceptual model associates treatments primarily with 
symptoms. This association arises from the acknowledgment 
that there is no definitive cure for ADHD; rather, treatments 
focus on managing and alleviating the symptoms exhibited by 
individual patients [22], [48]. Additionally, it considers patient 
age through the "age group" property within the treatment class 
and addresses ADHD severity based on the number and type of 
symptoms exhibited by the patient. 

Additionally, Brod et al. [31] introduced a conceptual model 
focused on assessing ADHD's impact on the quality of life 
among adults with the disorder. Central to their model is the 
interplay between ADHD symptoms and associated behaviors, 
including executive dysfunction. This reciprocal relationship 
underscores the intricate connection between symptoms and 
their outward manifestations, a principle mirrored in the findings 
of our proposed conceptual model (the relationship between 
Symptoms and behaviors classes). Both models highlight the 
complex dynamics between ADHD symptoms and their 
associted behaviors, emphasizing the multifaceted nature of the 
disorder's impact on individuals' lives. By recognizing this 
intricate relationship, our model aligns with Brod et al.'s [31] 
conceptual framework, contributing to a more comprehensive 
understanding of ADHD and its implications for quality of life. 

B. Theoretical Implications on the Research Landscape in the 

ADHD Field 

In advancing the theoretical conceptualization of ADHD, 
researchers have made significant strides through diverse 
studies. For instance, the review by Nigg et al. [49] underscores 
the importance of adopting a broader conceptualization of 
ADHD beyond the specific inattention and hyperactivity 
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symptoms. Instead, it raises the question of the possibility of 
inclusion of a wide spectrum of phenotypes that should be 
encompassed within the diagnostic framework of ADHD, such 
as emotion dysregulation and executive dysfunction. This 
perspective has been a focal point of numerous studies within 
the field, emphasizing the need for a comprehensive 
understanding of ADHD manifestations (e.g. [44]). The 
conceptual model presented in this paper directly addresses this 
imperative by integrating diverse viewpoints and establishing 
connections between symptoms delineated in the DSM-5 
(Symptoms class) and the multifaceted array of phenotypes 
(Behaviors class), spanning functional and emotional 
dimensions. 

Also, Faraone et al. [50] offers a comprehensive examination 
of ADHD, encompassing many of the core concepts of the 
disorder like diagnosis, treatment, and associated risk factors 
and comorbidities. Similarly, Drechsler et al. [51] delve into the 
current concepts, comorbidities and treatment in children and 
adolescents with ADHD. Additionally, Zayats & Neale [52] 
investigates how the genetic and neurobiological foundations 
[45] underpinnings on our conceptualization of ADHD, 
focusing specifically on two key aspects within the field: 
diagnosis and treatment.  The present study, along with existing 
literature, reveals commonalities regarding fundamental 
concepts of ADHD, emphasizing the importance of 
understanding ADHD symptoms, subtypes, and their 
implications for diagnosis and treatment. Additionally, risk 
factors and comorbidities are recognized as significant 
contributors to the heterogeneity and complexity of ADHD 
presentations. Although these shared concepts provide a 
foundational conceptualizing of ADHD, they underscore the 
need for comprehensive models that can account for its 
multifaceted nature. While each of these works offers valuable 
contributions to the field, they often focus on specific aspects of 
ADHD in isolation. They frequently do not establish 
connections between different domain concepts, leading to a 
fragmented understanding of the disorder. The present research 
endeavors to bridge these conceptual gaps by proposing a 
comprehensive conceptual model that integrates multiple facets 
of ADHD. By elucidating the interconnectedness of these 
concepts, this research aims to provide a more holistic and 
cohesive framework for understanding ADHD. This 
fundamental difference in the theoretical implications of the 
present research and previous research in the field of ADHD 
emphasizes the importance of adopting an integrated approach 
to conceptualizing the disorder. 

C. Practical Applications in the ADHD Field 

In terms of contributing to practical applications in the field 
of ADHD, there are many knowledge-based systems that mainly 
rely on "background knowledge" as their input. For example, 
Göker & Tekedere [53] implemented an expert system that 
predicts ADHD during childhood, Silva et al. [54], Delavarian 
et al. [55] and Chu et al. [56] developed decision support 
systems with various goals serving the field. When data is 
collected specifically for each system individually the 
knowledge collected to develop these systems is exclusive to 
them and was not transferable to other systems, leaving future 
projects with no way of benefitting from what they had 
achieved. This means that any time a new system is created, it 

has to reinvent the wheel and go through the same process of 
collecting knowledge from scratch. Considering the complexity 
of ADHD domain knowledge and related sources that are of 
many sorts and sources, there is an increasing need for a unified 
knowledge base that provides easy access to information and the 
ability to share, transfer and reuse the knowledge. As previously 
mentioned, the primary objective of constructing this conceptual 
model is to serve as the foundational framework for the 
development of a comprehensive domain knowledge ontology 
pertaining to ADHD. It also plays a major role as a layer for 
transferring and reusing domain knowledge [57]. In general, the 
utilization of ontologies for knowledge structuring enables the 
creation of reusable and shareable knowledge that, once 
developed, can be used entirely or partially by anybody [58]. 
Therefore, building a conceptual model is frequently considered 
as the first step in formalizing and standardizing domain 
knowledge while building various systems. 

V. CONCLUSION 

In conclusion, this research has developed a comprehensive 
conceptual model that encapsulates the domain knowledge of 
ADHD, shedding light on its multifaceted nature and 
interrelationships between key concepts. By adopting a hybrid 
approach derived from established practices in ontology 
construction, the model effectively integrates principles from 
prominent methodologies. The resulting ADHD conceptual 
model delineates connections between various aspects of the 
disorder, including subtypes, symptoms, behaviors, diagnostic 
criteria, treatment options, risk factors, comorbidities, and 
patient profiles. Through its 8 top-level classes and 13 
relationships, the model elucidates critical links between 
symptoms and treatments, symptom manifestations, risk factors 
and ADHD subtypes, and potential comorbidities. By bridging 
these domain concepts, the model contributes to a more holistic 
understanding of ADHD and serves as a foundational 
framework for constructing an ADHD domain knowledge 
ontology. This research thus plays a pivotal role in advancing 
knowledge within the field of ADHD and offers valuable 
insights for researchers, clinicians, and policymakers navigating 
the multidisciplinary landscape of ADHD research and practice. 

Despite its contributions, this study has limitations that 
present opportunities for future research. While the model 
captures a broad range of ADHD-related concepts, it does not 
delve deeply into the genetic underpinnings or specific 
neurobiological mechanisms of the disorder, which are 
increasingly recognized as critical to understanding ADHD's 
etiology. Similarly, cultural and contextual variations in the 
manifestation, diagnosis, and treatment of ADHD remain 
underexplored, leaving gaps in how the disorder is understood 
and addressed across diverse populations. The model also relies 
predominantly on existing literature and expert consensus, 
potentially overlooking emerging research and patient 
perspectives, particularly those from underrepresented 
demographic groups. 

Future work should address these limitations by 
incorporating real-world data, such as longitudinal studies and 
patient-reported outcomes, to validate and expand the model's 
applicability. Efforts to integrate genetic and neurobiological 
insights could enrich the conceptual framework, providing a 
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more comprehensive understanding of ADHD's mechanisms. 
Additionally, capturing cultural and contextual variations could 
make the model more globally relevant and inclusive. 
Expanding the scope to include emerging research trends and 
interdisciplinary perspectives will further enhance the model's 
utility in research and clinical practice. 

The most critical next step is to use the resulting conceptual 
model as the foundation for constructing a comprehensive 
ontology for ADHD. This ontology would formalize the domain 
knowledge, enabling standardized representation, enhanced 
interoperability across systems, and the development of tools for 
diagnosis, treatment planning, and research. By advancing from 
conceptual modeling to ontology development, this work can 
catalyze significant progress in understanding and addressing 
ADHD, ultimately improving outcomes for individuals affected 
by this complex disorder. 

ACKNOWLEDGMENT 

The The first author conducted a number of interviews with 
doctors: Dr. Marwa Al-Aoufi, Dr. Abdul-Halim, and the 
psychological specialist Al-Anoud Al-Shehri, in the Department 
of Growth and Behavior, King Salman bin Abdulaziz Medical 
City, Medina, Kingdom of Saudi Arabia. 

REFERENCES 

[1] M. L. Wolraich et al., “ADHD Diagnosis and Treatment Guidelines: A 
Historical Perspective,” Pediatrics, vol. 144, no. 4, p. e20191682, Oct. 
2019, doi: 10.1542/peds.2019-1682. 

[2] “ICD-11 for Mortality and Morbidity Statistics.” Accessed: Jan. 07, 2023. 
[Online]. Available: https://icd.who.int/browse11/l-
m/en#/http%3a%2f%2fid.who.int%2ficd%2fentity%2f821852937 

[3] “DSM-5.pdf(Shared) - Adobe cloud storage.” Accessed: Jan. 05, 2023. 
[Online]. Available: 
https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/track?uri=urn%3Aaaid%3Ascds%3AUS
%3A907fa51f-b6cb-494c-95b1-
5cacf626fc55&viewer%21megaVerb=group-discover 

[4] S. Cortese and D. Coghill, “Twenty years of research on attention-
deficit/hyperactivity disorder (ADHD): looking back, looking forward,” 
Evidence-Based Mental Health, vol. 21, no. 4, pp. 173–176, Nov. 2018, 
doi: 10.1136/ebmental-2018-300050. 

[5] “Is There an Increase in ADHD?,” CHADD. Accessed: Dec. 20, 2022. 
[Online]. Available: https://chadd.org/adhd-weekly/is-there-an-increase-
in-adhd/ 

[6] “General Prevalence of ADHD,” CHADD. Accessed: Jan. 16, 2023. 
[Online]. Available: https://chadd.org/about-adhd/general-prevalence/ 

[7] K. Sayal, V. Prasad, D. Daley, T. Ford, and D. Coghill, “ADHD in 
children and young people: prevalence, care pathways, and service 
provision,” The Lancet Psychiatry, vol. 5, no. 2, pp. 175–186, Feb. 2018, 
doi: 10.1016/S2215-0366(17)30167-0. 

[8] P. Song, M. Zha, Q. Yang, Y. Zhang, X. Li, and I. Rudan, “The prevalence 
of adult attention-deficit hyperactivity disorder: A global systematic 
review and meta-analysis,” J Glob Health, vol. 11, p. 04009, doi: 
10.7189/jogh.11.04009. 

[9] G. C. Akutagava-Martins, L. A. Rohde, and M. H. Hutz, “Genetics of 
attention-deficit/hyperactivity disorder: an update,” Expert Review of 
Neurotherapeutics, vol. 16, no. 2, pp. 145–156, Feb. 2016, doi: 
10.1586/14737175.2016.1130626. 

[10] M. W. Handler and G. J. DuPaul, “Assessment of ADHD: Differences 
Across Psychology Specialty Areas,” J Atten Disord, vol. 9, no. 2, pp. 
402–412, Nov. 2005, doi: 10.1177/1087054705278762. 

[11] M. J. Manos, “Nuances of assessment and treatment of ADHD in adults: 
A guide for psychologists,” Professional Psychology: Research and 
Practice, vol. 41, pp. 511–517, 2010, doi: 10.1037/a0021476. 

[12] K. Rubia, “Cognitive Neuroscience of Attention Deficit Hyperactivity 
Disorder (ADHD) and Its Clinical Translation,” Frontiers in Human 
Neuroscience, vol. 12, 2018, Accessed: Feb. 17, 2023. [Online]. 
Available: 
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fnhum.2018.00100 

[13] M. Milham, D. Fair, M. Mennes, and S. Mostofsky, “The adhd-200 
consortium: a model to advance the translational potential of 
neuroimaging in clinical neuroscience,” Frontiers in Systems 
Neuroscience, vol. 6, 2012, Accessed: Feb. 17, 2023. [Online]. Available: 
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fnsys.2012.00062 

[14] D. Demontis et al., “Discovery of the first genome-wide significant risk 
loci for attention-deficit/hyperactivity disorder,” Nat Genet, vol. 51, no. 
1, pp. 63–75, Jan. 2019, doi: 10.1038/s41588-018-0269-7. 

[15] A. S. Rowland, C. A. Lesesne, and A. J. Abramowitz, “The epidemiology 
of attention-deficit/hyperactivity disorder (ADHD): A public health 
view,” Mental Retardation and Developmental Disabilities Research 
Reviews, vol. 8, no. 3, pp. 162–170, 2002, doi: 10.1002/mrdd.10036. 

[16] F. E. de la Barra, B. Vicente, S. Saldivia, and R. Melipillan, 
“Epidemiology of ADHD in Chilean children and adolescents,” ADHD 
Atten Def Hyp Disord, vol. 5, no. 1, pp. 1–8, Mar. 2013, doi: 
10.1007/s12402-012-0090-6. 

[17] F. D. Mowlem, M. A. Rosenqvist, J. Martin, P. Lichtenstein, P. Asherson, 
and H. Larsson, “Sex differences in predicting ADHD clinical diagnosis 
and pharmacological treatment,” Eur Child Adolesc Psychiatry, vol. 28, 
no. 4, pp. 481–489, Apr. 2019, doi: 10.1007/s00787-018-1211-3. 

[18] F. D. Crescenzo, S. Cortese, N. Adamo, and L. Janiri, “Pharmacological 
and non-pharmacological treatment of adults with ADHD: a meta-
review,” BMJ Ment Health, vol. 20, no. 1, pp. 4–11, Feb. 2017, doi: 
10.1136/eb-2016-102415. 

[19] N. Zendarski et al., “Examining the Educational Gap for Children with 
ADHD and Subthreshold ADHD,” J Atten Disord, vol. 26, no. 2, pp. 282–
295, Jan. 2022, doi: 10.1177/1087054720972790. 

[20] G. J. DuPaul, S. W. Evans, J. A. Mautone, J. S. Owens, and T. J. Power, 
“Future Directions for Psychosocial Interventions for Children and 
Adolescents with ADHD,” Journal of Clinical Child & Adolescent 
Psychology, vol. 49, no. 1, pp. 134–145, Jan. 2020, doi: 
10.1080/15374416.2019.1689825. 

[21] C.-H. Lin, T.-W. Chien, and Y.-H. Yan, “Predicting the number of article 
citations in the field of attention-deficit/hyperactivity disorder (ADHD) 
with the 100 top-cited articles since 2014: a bibliometric analysis,” Ann 
Gen Psychiatry, vol. 20, no. 1, p. 6, Jan. 2021, doi: 10.1186/s12991-021-
00329-3. 

[22] Y. Luo, D. Weibman, J. M. Halperin, and X. Li, “A Review of 
Heterogeneity in Attention Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder (ADHD),” 
Frontiers in Human Neuroscience, vol. 13, 2019, Accessed: Feb. 02, 2023. 
[Online]. Available: 
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fnhum.2019.00042 

[23] F. M. Abomelha, H. AlDhalaan, M. Ghaziuddin, N. A. Al-Tassan, and B. 
R. Al-Mubarak, “Autism and ADHD in the Era of Big Data; An Overview 
of Digital Resources for Patient, Genetic and Clinical Trials Information,” 
Genes, vol. 13, no. 9, Art. no. 9, Sep. 2022, doi: 10.3390/genes13091551. 

[24] O. Bodenreider, “Biomedical Ontologies in Action: Role in Knowledge 
Management, Data Integration and Decision Support,” Yearb Med 
Inform, vol. 17, no. 1, pp. 67–79, 2008, doi: 10.1055/s-0038-1638585. 

[25] M. Gong et al., “Toward early diagnosis decision support for breast 
cancer: Ontology-based semantic interoperability.,” JCO, vol. 37, no. 
15_suppl, pp. e18072–e18072, May 2019, doi: 
10.1200/JCO.2019.37.15_suppl.e18072. 

[26] F. Ali et al., “A smart healthcare monitoring system for heart disease 
prediction based on ensemble deep learning and feature fusion,” 
Information Fusion, vol. 63, pp. 208–222, Nov. 2020, doi: 
10.1016/j.inffus.2020.06.008. 

[27] T. R. Gruber, “A translation approach to portable ontology 
specifications,” Knowledge Acquisition, vol. 5, no. 2, pp. 199–220, Jun. 
1993, doi: 10.1006/knac.1993.1008. 

[28] “An Ontological Approach to Model Software Quality Assurance 
Knowledge Domain.pdf.”  

[29] V. Kabilan, Ontology for information systems (04IS) design 
methodology: conceptualizing, designing and representing domain 



(IJACSA) International Journal of Advanced Computer Science and Applications, 

Vol. 15, No. 12, 2024 

308 | P a g e  

www.ijacsa.thesai.org 

ontologies. Kista: Data- och systemvetenskap, Kungliga Tekniska 
högskolan, 2007. 

[30] M. D. Rapport, K. M. Chung, G. Shore, and P. Isaacs, “A conceptual 
model of child psychopathology: implications for understanding attention 
deficit hyperactivity disorder and treatment efficacy,” J Clin Child 
Psychol, vol. 30, no. 1, pp. 48–58, Mar. 2001, doi: 
10.1207/S15374424JCCP3001_6. 

[31] M. Brod, A. Perwien, L. Adler, T. Spencer, and J. Johnston, 
“Conceptualization and Assessment of Quality of Life for Adults with 
Attention-Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder,” Primary Psychiatry, vol. 12, 
no. 6, pp. 58–64, 2005. 

[32] S. dosReis and M. A. Myers, “Parental attitudes and involvement in 
psychopharmacological treatment for ADHD: A conceptual model,” 
International Review of Psychiatry, vol. 20, no. 2, pp. 135–141, Jan. 2008, 
doi: 10.1080/09540260801933084. 

[33] A. Y. Alsobhi, N. Khan, and H. Rahanu, “Personalised Learning Materials 
Based on Dyslexia Types: Ontological Approach,” Procedia Computer 
Science, vol. 60, pp. 113–121, Jan. 2015, doi: 
10.1016/j.procs.2015.08.110. 

[34] H. P. P. Filho, “Ontology Development 101: AGuide to Creating Your 
First Ontology”. 

[35] M. Uschold and M. King, “Towards a Methodology for Building 
Ontologies”. 

[36] M. Fernández-López, A. Gomez-Perez, and N. Juristo, 
“METHONTOLOGY: from ontological art towards ontological 
engineering,” Engineering Workshop on Ontological Engineering 
(AAAI97), Mar. 1997. 

[37] “National Institutes of Health (NIH),” National Institutes of Health (NIH). 
Accessed: Jul. 25, 2024. [Online]. Available: https://www.nih.gov/ 

[38] “Home | AAP.” Accessed: Jul. 25, 2024. [Online]. Available: 
https://www.aap.org/?srsltid=AfmBOopHZ4_xCWrHPZoq1chDM-
vBrMG17At2pvj4ClVR92_g3MomhwAi 

[39] “American Psychological Association (APA),” https://www.apa.org. 
Accessed: Jul. 25, 2024. [Online]. Available: https://www.apa.org 

[40] “CHADD - Improving the lives of people affected by ADHD,” CHADD. 
Accessed: Jul. 25, 2024. [Online]. Available: https://chadd.org/ 

[41] CDC, “Centers for Disease Control and Prevention.” Accessed: Jul. 25, 
2024. [Online]. Available: https://www.cdc.gov/index.html 

[42] “The Relationship Between Executive Function Deficits and DSM-5-
Defined ADHD Symptoms - Michael J. Silverstein, Stephen V. Faraone, 
Terry L. Leon, Joseph Biederman, Thomas J. Spencer, Lenard A. Adler, 
2020.” Accessed: Jul. 25, 2024. [Online]. Available: 
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/1087054718804347?journ
alCode=jada 

[43] “ADHD in Adults: New Symptom Tests, Diagnostic Criteria Needed.” 
Accessed: Jul. 25, 2024. [Online]. Available: 
https://www.additudemag.com/adhd-in-adults-new-diagnostic-criteria/ 

[44] L. A. Adler, S. V. Faraone, T. J. Spencer, P. Berglund, S. Alperin, and R. 
C. Kessler, “The structure of adult ADHD,” Int J Methods Psychiatr Res, 
vol. 26, no. 1, p. e1555, Feb. 2017, doi: 10.1002/mpr.1555. 

[45] C. M. Freitag et al., “Biological and psychosocial environmental risk 
factors influence symptom severity and psychiatric comorbidity in 

children with ADHD,” J Neural Transm, vol. 119, no. 1, pp. 81–94, Jan. 
2012, doi: 10.1007/s00702-011-0659-9. 

[46] A. Caye, J. M. Swanson, D. Coghill, and L. A. Rohde, “Treatment 
strategies for ADHD: an evidence-based guide to select optimal 
treatment,” Mol Psychiatry, vol. 24, no. 3, Art. no. 3, Mar. 2019, doi: 
10.1038/s41380-018-0116-3. 

[47] S. C. on Q. I. and M. Subcommittee on Attention-Deficit/Hyperactivity 
Disorder, “ADHD: Clinical Practice Guideline for the Diagnosis, 
Evaluation, and Treatment of Attention-Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder in 
Children and Adolescents,” Pediatrics, vol. 128, no. 5, pp. 1007–1022, 
Nov. 2011, doi: 10.1542/peds.2011-2654. 

[48] “Attention deficit hyperactivity disorder (ADHD) - Treatment,” nhs.uk. 
Accessed: Jan. 07, 2023. [Online]. Available: 
https://www.nhs.uk/conditions/attention-deficit-hyperactivity-disorder-
adhd/treatment/ 

[49] J. T. Nigg, M. H. Sibley, A. Thapar, and S. L. Karalunas, “Development 
of ADHD: Etiology, Heterogeneity, and Early Life Course”. 

[50] S. V. Faraone et al., “The World Federation of ADHD International 
Consensus Statement: 208 Evidence-based conclusions about the 
disorder,” Neuroscience & Biobehavioral Reviews, vol. 128, pp. 789–
818, Sep. 2021, doi: 10.1016/j.neubiorev.2021.01.022. 

[51] R. Drechsler, S. Brem, D. Brandeis, E. Grünblatt, G. Berger, and S. 
Walitza, “ADHD: Current Concepts and Treatments in Children and 
Adolescents,” Neuropediatrics, vol. 51, pp. 315–335, Jun. 2020, doi: 
10.1055/s-0040-1701658. 

[52] T. Zayats and B. M. Neale, “Recent advances in understanding of 
attention deficit hyperactivity disorder (ADHD): how genetics are 
shaping our conceptualization of this disorder,” F1000Res, vol. 8, p. 
F1000 Faculty Rev-2060, Feb. 2020, doi: 
10.12688/f1000research.18959.2. 

[53] H. Göker and H. Tekedere, “Dynamic Expert System Design for the 
Prediction of Attention Deficit and Hyperactivity Disorder in Childhood,” 
Bilişim Teknolojileri Dergisi, vol. 12, no. 1, Art. no. 1, Jan. 2019, doi: 
10.17671/gazibtd.458102. 

[54] S. D. Silva, S. Dayarathna, G. Ariyarathne, D. Meedeniya, S. Jayarathna, 
and A. M. P. Michalek, “<p>Computational Decision Support System for 
ADHD Identification</p>,” IJAC, vol. 18, no. 2, pp. 233–255, Dec. 2020, 
doi: 10.1007/s11633-020-1252-1. 

[55] M. Delavarian, F. Towhidkhah, P. Dibajnia, and S. Gharibzadeh, 
“Designing a Decision Support System for Distinguishing ADHD from 
Similar Children Behavioral Disorders,” J Med Syst, vol. 36, no. 3, pp. 
1335–1343, Jun. 2012, doi: 10.1007/s10916-010-9594-9. 

[56] K.-C. Chu, Y.-S. Huang, C.-F. Tseng, H.-J. Huang, C.-H. Wang, and H.-
Y. Tai, “Reliability and validity of DS-ADHD: A decision support system 
on attention deficit hyperactivity disorders,” Computer Methods and 
Programs in Biomedicine, vol. 140, pp. 241–248, Mar. 2017, doi: 
10.1016/j.cmpb.2016.12.003. 

[57] X. Xing, B. Zhong, H. Luo, H. Li, and H. Wu, “Ontology for safety risk 
identification in metro construction,” Computers in Industry, vol. 109, pp. 
14–30, Aug. 2019, doi: 10.1016/j.compind.2019.04.001. 

[58] E. Strakhovich, Ontological Engineering in Education: Tools for 
Knowledge Transfer and Knowledge Assessment. 2014, p. 715. doi: 
10.1109/ICALT.2014.207. 

 


