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_ BCSE BD VC
7 SD E=&# SD
16-19 223 493 1736 113 1406 461  14.06 5368  31.34
20-24 111 51.4 2216 130 147 6.46 147 5399 343
25-29 91 47.3 2664 1.36 1408 6.64 14.08 50.26 35
30-34 94 48.9 3148 135 1265 6.42 12.65 49.41 33.65
35-39 53 39.6 36.89 146 11.96 6.25 11.96 45.77 32.79
40-44 48 62.5 4163 135 1281 597 1281 4458 3583
45-49 30 63.3 46.87 1.48 10.37 6.28 10.37 40.73 32.53
50-54 64 51.6 5191 150 975 558 975 36.88 2861
55-59 50 56.0 5706 132 86 561 86 34.2 27.08
60-64 50 54.0 623 136 75 389 75 318 23.84
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Abstract

Age-related episodic memory changes

In associative recognition tasks

Lee, Hanbyul
Department of Psychology
Graduate school

Seoul National University

In associative recognition tasks, Older adults show more difficulties in rejecting
rearranged pairs composed of studied items than correctly recognizing intact pairs.
False-positive errors can arise from tendency to relying on familiarity signals rather
than recollection for specific associative details. In Study 1-1, | examined age-
related changes in recognition errors due to familiarity-based responses in K-WMS-
IV Verbal Paired Associates tests. Normative data of K-WMS-IV(n=876) were
analyzed. False-positive errors for associative foils that include studied items
increased with age and were not fully accounted for by cued recall performance. It
suggests that age-related impairments in correct rejection processes is independent
of general deficits in ability to form associations. Advanced age was associated with
false-positive recognition errors in pairs which had been successfully retrieved in

cued-recall tests, suggesting problems with retrieval processes in associative



recognition. In Study 1-2, A SEM approach was used to investigate whether
processing resources mediated age-related variances which were not explained by
cued-recall performance. Results showed working memory capacity and processing
speed mediate changes in age and recognition performance. Together, these findings
suggests reductions in processing resources may be responsible for ability to engage
in strategic-effortful processes in retrieval, and contribute to episodic memory

declines in aging.

Keywords : Episodic memory, cognitive aging, neuropsychological test, associative
recognition, strategic retrieval
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