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Elderly Adults’ Return Inhibition of SRC Tasks (2) :

An Examination Focused on Incompatible Conditions

SUN Qin"”, YOSHIDA Hajime”, TSUCHIDA Noriaki” and OHKAWA Ichirou”
(College of Letters, Ritsumeikan University"?/

Graduate School of Comprehensive Human Sciences, University of Tsukuba®)

The purpose of this research was to examine the effects on return control function in the elderly
through 2 experiments (Experiment 1 and Experiment 2). In Experiment 1, we examined the
incompatible conditions of target-target paradigms executed between young adults and healthy
elderly subjects, by looking at whether the phenomenon of return function inhibition would be
confirmed in the elderly compared to young adults. In Experiment 2, it was examined whether the
phenomenon of return function inhibition would be confirmed for elderly subjects with dementia.
Consequently, the effects on the healthy elderly subject’s return function inhibition was observed.
There was an age difference in the elderly groups, with one being made up of those under 74 years
old and the other being made up of older subjects. The effects on the dementia subjects return
function inhibition was observed, too. The above-mentioned results were determined from the

point of effect on return function inhibition.
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