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Method »  One clear strong factor displaying an
Eigenvalue  of 8.497 (auditory
attention and memory). Accounts for 42.28%

The questionnaire was given to the parents of
142 typically developing children (age range
7;00 - 9;11 years; 76 male, 95 female) and 29
children diagnosed with various diagnosed
neurodevelopmental disorders including
language impairment, dyslexia, dyspraxia, and

attention deficit hyperactivity disorder (age _
range 7:00 - 9:11 years: 17 male, 12 female). All The scree plot (figure 1) portrays clearly that there = 0| o

children with neurodevelopmental disorders IS one component present above the point of w| s | s auditory attention and memory emerged. The other
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. Four other factors of Eigenvalues just above 1
(following conversations, sensory stimulation,
noisy situations, and social aspects).
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