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A Comparison Between Age-reated Differences of Attention Allocation
and Sdective Attention

Luo Ting, Jiao Shulan
(Inditute of Psychology , Chinese Acadeny of Sciences, Beijing ,100101)

Absract

To explore the age-rdlated difference of attention, this sudy compared the attention abilities o younger adults with that of ol der

adultsin 2 agects: atention dlocation and sdective atention. Data collected from 60 younger adults and 50 older adults indicated that there
was no sgnificant age-relaed dfference in attention dlocation. Although the atention reurce of older adultsis not critica for the dlocation
task , their ablity to control the reurce decreased with agng. Sgnificant age-related difference was found in sdective atention between
younger and older adults. Thusthe irfluence o attention decline on recognition agng might come from the decline o sdective attention , rather

than from the decrease of atention resurce.
Key wor ds:dtention dlocation , s ective atertion ,cognitive agng



