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The Elderly Adults’ Inhibition of Return on SRC Task

SUN Qin'’, YOSHIDA Hajime?’, TSUCHIDA Noriaki?’, OHKAWA Ichirou®’
(Graduate School of Letters, Ritsumeikan University'’ /College of Letters,

Ritsumeikan University >’/Graduate School of Comprehensive Human Sciences,

University of Tsukuba®’)

This research examined the inhibition of return in the SRC task for the old age period. In
experiment 1, Target-target paradigm was executed among young, younger elderly, and older
elderly adults. It was examined whether the elderly adults indicated function of inhibition return
compared to young adults. In experiment 2, it was examined whether the aged with dementia also
showed inhibition of return function. As results, both the elderly adults and the aged with dementia
demonstrated inhibition of return function. These results were discussed from the point of effect of
the inhibition of return.
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