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AGE DIFFERENCE OF EVENT-BASED PROSPECTIVE MEMORY

Wang Qing, Jieo Shulan, Yang Yufang
(Institute of Psychology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing, 100101, China)

Abstract

Two experiments were conducted to discuss whether event-based prospective memory age related dedlined, when
prospective memory was embedded in the task of category judgment. Results of the firs experiment showed no age
deficitsin event-based progective memory , and there was no corrdation between event-based progective memory and
free recdl ; but in the second experiment , the on-going tasks induded color-judgment and category-judgment , the
progpective tasks d <0 incuded color-judgment and category-judgment. The resultsindicated that the congruence of on-go-
ing task and prospective memory afected performance of progpective memory. When they are dl color judgmentsor cate-
gory judgments, there were no diff erences between the young adults and the old adults. When they required different lev-
dsof process, age difference was sgnificant. In conduson, the rdationship between the event- based prospective memory
and aging was complex , it was determined by the character of everrbased prospective memory.

Key words event-based prospective memory , congruence, age difference.



