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v Der and Deary (2006): age 1 - reaction time 1
v Vinoth et al. (2001): age 1 > force fluctuation 1
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O 2578 2 Q7 X (Seoetal., 2009)
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Initiation Time (IT) = t; — {;
AI xF i= time to press the sensor; j= time to appear red signal
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O Finger touch (FT) & H|(seedTech Co., South Korea)
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Age (A) <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001
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G xH 310 .667 .705 242
AxGxH .768 .851 .336 .568
250 250 250 R
200 200 200 200
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O P40 AHO| £24E 3 A%
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(AZL: F[5, 344] = 18.40, p < .001*; & F[5, 347] =5.77, p < .001*; ZZ: F[5, 341] = 19.08, p < .001%)
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v Age effect: H &1 > ME? (F[5, 347] = 47.04, p < .001%)
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v B M3 TT, ME, IT, age (stepwise method B &, «;, o, = 0.05)
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Discussion
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