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complete set of neuropsychological scales suitable for Chinese people. Methods From April 2018 to
December 2020, a cross-sectional study and age stratified sampling method were used to recruit 496 healthy
subjects in Hefei, Anhui and surrounding township communities, and grouped them according to age (each
10 years old as a group). A set of neuropsychological tests jointly established by the University of Hong
Kong and Anhui Medical University (Battery for HKU-AHMU) was used to assess cognitive function. The
complete set of scales covered attention and executive functions [including Digital Span Test (DST),
Balloons Tests (BT), Digital Vigilance Test (DVT), Symbol Digit Modalities Test (SDMT), Color Trail Test
(CTT) and Stroop Color-Word Test (SCWT)], memory function [including Chinese Rey Auditory - Verbal
Learning Test (C-RAVLT) and Ruff Light Trail Learning Test (RULIT)], visuospatical ability [including
Hooper Visual Organization Test (HVOT) and Judgment of Line Orientation Test (JLOT)], frontal fluency
[including Verbal Fluency Test (VFT) and Figure Fluency Test (FFT)] having 4 dimensions. Results
Among groups, the score of DST- forward (H = 134.423, P =0.000) and backward (H =178.474, P =0.000);
the reaction times of BT-A (H=155.433, P=0.000) and BT-B (H =64.204, P =0.000); the reaction time (H =
224.078, P = 0.000) and errors number (H = 92.227, P = 0.000) of DVT; the score of SDMT writing (H =
229.057, P =0.000) and oral (H=226.566, P =0.000); the reaction times of CTT-A (H =184.292, P =0.000)
and CTT-B (H=194.624, P =0.000), the errors number of CTT-B (H=20.699, P =0.001); the reaction times
of SCWT-spot (H=74.683, P=0.000), SCWT-word (H=116.839, P =0.000) and SCWT-color word (H =
84.786, P = 0.000), the errors number of SCWT-word (H =5.555, P =0.000) and SCWT-color word (H =
12.188, P = 0.000); the score of C-RAVLT-immediate recall (F =58.765, P = 0.000), delayed recall (H =
160.660, P = 0.000) and recognitions (H = 96.833, P = 0.000); the number of RULIT - immediate recalls
correct (H=104.902, P =0.000) and incorrect (H=86.966, P =0.000), the number of delayed recalls correct
(H=115.839, P=0.000) and incorrect (H =124.834, P =0.000); the score of HVOT (¥ =12.186, P =0.000)
and JLOT (H =48.597, P =0.000); the score of VFT-vegetable and fruit (H =32.565, P =0.000) and VFT-
animal vocabulary (H = 55.000, P = 0.000); the score of FFT (F = 64.207, P = 0.000) were significantly
different. The four cognitive domains of attention and executive functions, memory function, visuospatial
ability, and frontal fluency decreases with age, especially in people over 40 years of age. Conclusions
The neuropsychological tests adopted in the Battery for HKU - AHMU are applicable to the mainland
population and shows age-related declines in cognitive function with increasing age.

[Key words] Battery for HKU - AHMU (not in MeSH); Neuropsychological tests; Cognition
disorders; Age distribution; Cross-sectional studies
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Table 1. Comparison of sociodemographic information of
subjects in various age groups

an  ww— O REERE
20~29% (1) 166 86(51.81) 80(48.19) 14.00(11.00,15.00)
30~394(2) 58 30(51.72) 28(48.28) 14.00(11.00,17.00)
40~49%4(3) 30 14(46.67) 16(53.33) 8.00( 7.00,11.00)
50~59%(4) 63 30(47.62) 33(52.38) 8.00( 5.00,10.25)
60~69%(5) 64 27(42.19) 37(57.81) 9.50( 3.25,11.75)
70~79%(6) 58 22(37.93) 36(62.07) 8.00( 5.00,14.00)
X2E H 4510 95.776

PH 0.479 0.000

#x? test, x> Kz 5 ; *Kruskal-Wallis test (H test), Kruskal-Wallis 46 36 ( H

56

R2 KAFRAZRAHE ZHE RPN LK
Table 2. Pairwise comparison of education of subjects
in various age groups

MEPHLILL  Z{E  PE | HAEMWHEL  ZEH  PHE
(1):(2)  -1.501 0.133 || (2): (6) -3.882  0.000
(1):(3)  -4.671 0.000 |[ (3):(4) -1.762  0.078
(1) :(4) -7.465 0.000 || (3):(5) -0.265  0.791
(1) :(5) -6.149  0.000 || (3): (6) -0.535  0.592
(1):(6)  -3.585 0.000 || (4):(5) -1.886  0.059
(2):(3)  -4.444 0.000 || (4):(6) -2.190  0.029
(2):(4)  -6.445 0.000 |[ (5):(6) -0.910 0.363
(2): (5) -5.182  0.000
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Table 3.

Comparison of attention and executive functions in subjects of various age groups [M (P,;, P,;)]

20~29% (n=166)

30~39% (n=58)

40~49% (n=30) 50~59% (n=63) 60~69%

e Lt e (n=64) 70~79% (n=58) ) X
gEE ke
R AT () ) (3) (4) (5) (6) HiE P
DST IE#i M4k (4)
7 8.00 8.00 8.00 7.00 6.50 6.00 134.423  0.000
(800, 9.00) ( 800, 9.00) ( 6.00, 800) ( 600, 8000 ( 525, 8.00) ( 500, 7.00)
18] 6.00 6.00 4.00 4.00 4.00 4.00 178.474  0.000
( 500, 800) ( 500, 800) ( 4.00, 600 ( 300, 5000 ( 3.00, 500) ( 3.00, 4.00)
BT 217 B[] ('s)
BT-A 18.89 18.97 21.75 26.68 30.47 39.26 155433 0.000
(1556, 23.96) ( 1542, 23.50) ( 18.12, 31.44) ( 22.05, 30.03) ( 2523, 37.31) ( 32.06, 50.18)
BT-B 95.35 90.17 102.34 104.94 173.67 120.00 64.204 0.000
( 73.16,120.01)  ( 62.29,114.38) ( 87.00,120.38) ( 85.38,163.41) (110.47,180.00) ( 88.32,180.00)
DVT
SCRLIFTE] (s) 317.73 320.11 380.56 450.50 569.27 655.45 224.078  0.000
(272.15,373.26)  (275.03,367.46)  (315.03,407.05) (382.08,541.05) (445.57,670.44) (553.28,778.10)
BERANEA) 4.00 3.00 6.00 9.50 7.00 12.00 92.227 0.000
( 1.00, 7.00) ( 1.00, 6.00) ( 3.00, 1400) ( 4.00, 17.25) ( 4.00, 15.75) ( 7.00, 27.00)
SDMT IE#i A 4(4)
W5 57.50 57.00 47.00 35.00 30.50 25.00 229.057 0.000
(150.00, 65.75) ( 4475, 65.75) ( 33.00, 50.00) ( 21.75, 43.50) ( 22.25, 36.75) ( 18.00, 31.00)
ik 66.00 67.00 56.00 44.50 41.50 33.00 226.566 0.000
( 58.00, 77.00) ( 53.75, 74.00) ( 43.00, 61.00) ( 30.75, 53.25) ( 34.00, 47.75) ( 25.00, 40.00)
CTT
CTT-A J oz B[] (s) 37.06 32.37 44.75 53.80 59.71 75.81 184.292  0.000
( 30.11, 47.23) (2730, 48.22) ( 3648, 59.87) ( 47.55, 61.88) ( 51.00, 80.73) ( 62.60,115.78)
CTT-A $E IR (AN) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 9.849 0.080
(000, 000) ( 000, 000 ( 000, 000 ( 000, 000 ( 000, 000) ( 0.00, 0.00)
CTT-B J Jif i [i] (s) 69.13 7275 90.06 106.35 114.98 140.23 194.624  0.000
( 56.57, 82.88) ( 5875, 90.34) ( 70.00,119.40) ( 88.05,120.68) (103.36,142.72) (114.04,182.18)
CTT-BHE M E(AY) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.699  0.001
(000, 000) ( 000, 000) ( 000, 000 ( 000, 1000 ( 000, 1.00) ( 0.00, 1.00)
SCWT
H R A] (s) 13.81 14.55 14.53 16.43 17.52 23.13 74.683 0.000
( 12.00, 16.99) ( 1191, 17.70) ( 1228, 17.81) ( 14.05, 24.43) ( 14.49, 24.12) ( 17.28, 28.91)
SRR 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.865 0.721
(000, 000) ( 000, 000 ( 000, 1.00) ( 000, 000 ( 000, 000) ( 0.00, 0.00)
IR oz B i) () 15.53 17.23 18.38 20.79 21.05 29.08 116.839  0.000
(13.49, 19.81) (1472, 20.18) ( 14.90, 27.12) ( 16.96, 25.28) ( 18.79, 29.14) ( 22.74, 32.54)
RN RAN (AN 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.555 0.000
(000, 000) ( 000, 000) ( 000, 1.00) ( 000, 000 ( 000, 000) ( 0.00, 1.00)
e 1) 2 o B ] () 2423 28.30 27.15 31.62 3431 35.31 84.786  0.000
(19.81, 30.58) ( 21.42, 34.09) ( 2274, 35.00) ( 24.99, 35.41) ( 27.34, 42.11) ( 31.26, 42.34)
iR (A 1.00 1.00 1.00 2.00 1.00 2.00 12.188 0.000
(000, 2.00) ( 000, 3.00) ( 000, 400 ( 075 4000 ( 000, 3.00) ( 000, 4.00)

DST, Digit Span Test, £ 5 I J& | % ; BT, Balloons Tests , < Ek S 5 1]

s .
5 5

DVT, Digital Vigilance Test, % 7 2 4 | &; ; SDMT, Symbol Digit

Modalities Test; £F 520 F 5 5 % ; CTT, Color Trail Test, 550 B {0, % 26 M 46 ; SCWT, Stroop Color-Word Test, Stroop 51, ] 0 46

0.05) , R KA A DVT R N E R RG24
X(HP>0.05,%4), MEFHIK, SDMT 5 M
13 1E #f 4~ $02 i 2> (¥ P <0.05) ,{H 20 ~ 29 %
H530~39% 4 .50~59 %45 60~69% 4] .60~
69FHET0~T9F HERTLGEITFEL(E P>
0.05,%4) ., FfEFR K, CTT-A SR i [i] 32 ¥
FERK (¥ P<0.05),/H20~29 % 40 530 ~39 % 4 2%
FLG I FE X (P=0.184);40 % LI |44 CTT-B
SN B ] T 20 ~ 29 Z A F130 ~39 4 (¥ P <

0.05) .60 ~ 69 % ZH 170 ~79 F HINK T 40 ~ 49 %
41150 ~ 59 % 41 (] P <0.05) ;50 ~ 59 % 41 F1 60 ~
69 % 4 CTT-BAF IR MBI £ T 20~29 4 41 (¥ P <
0.05) 40 % L EA AL T 30~39% 4 () P<
0.05) , HoAx 2% 4F W 2H CTT-B S vy i [7) 4 2 > % 22
SEGIH R X (B P>0.05,%4), 504 LI F&4
SCWT g 2 I B A 4K T 20 ~ 29 % 41 .30 ~ 39 % 4]
140 ~ 49 % 24 (¥ P <0.05),70 ~ 79 % #4H K T 50 ~
59 % 411 60 ~ 69 % 41 (1] P < 0.05) , HAx 4 4 i 41
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Table 4.

Pairwise comparison of attention and executive functions in subjects of each age group*

AP (1)

(2) (1) :(3)(1) : (4) (1) : (5) (1) : (6)(2) : (3)(2) : (4) (2) : (5)(2) : (6) (3): (4) (3):(5)(3):(6)(4):(5) (4):(6)(5):(6)

DST IE 4N 4
ERF 0.931  0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.001  0.000
i 0.627  0.000  0.000  0.000  0.000 0.000  0.000
BT J5 i fif i
BT-A 0.684  0.016 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.030  0.000
BT-B 0.364 0537 0.022 0.000 0.000 0238 0.019
DVT
S B} ) 0.817  0.002  0.000 0.000 0.000 0.002  0.000
RN 0358 0.006  0.000  0.000 0.000 0.002  0.000
SDMT 1E f§ 141
H5 0.605  0.000  0.000 0.00 0.000 0.000  0.000
Mk 0301 0.000  0.000  0.000 0.000 0.000  0.000
CTT
CTT-A S 0.84  0.001  0.000 0.000 0.000 0.002  0.000
fisf ]
CTT-BEJE 0476  0.000  0.000  0.000 0.000 0.001  0.000
i ]
CTT-B4E#  0.014 0514 0.020  0.009 0.172  0.009  0.000
M
SCWT
SURBIRE 0.682 0318 0.000  0.000  0.000  0.544  0.002
WC R BIRTE 0.046  0.009  0.000  0.000 0.000 0.242  0.000
ACARAEC 0209 0333 0590 0922 0240 0.078  0.475
@R B E 0,025 0.050  0.000  0.000  0.000 0725  0.045
iR 0246 0038 0013 0.198  0.008 0243  0.251

0.000  0.000 0213  0.022 0.010 0.145  0.089  0.849
0.000  0.000  0.105 0.065 0.007 0.741 0.137  0.239
0.000  0.000  0.058  0.005 0.000 0.016  0.000  0.000
0.000  0.001 0.302  0.000  0.076  0.000 0229  0.005
0.000  0.000  0.001  0.000 0.000 0.000  0.000 0.002
0.000  0.000  0.168  0.558  0.001 0222  0.039  0.000
0.000  0.000  0.011  0.000 0.000 0.113  0.004  0.121
0.000  0.000  0.016  0.000 0.000 0.062  0.002 0.081
0.000  0.000  0.046  0.001 0.000 0.016  0.000 0.012
0.000  0.000  0.103  0.001  0.000 0.002  0.000 0.202
0.000  0.002 0386 0314 0.741 0924 0549 0436
0.000  0.000  0.032  0.006 0.000 0.407  0.005 0.034
0.000  0.000  0.240  0.030  0.001  0.177  0.000  0.002
0.308  0.050 0215 0358 0964 0.700  0.153  0.292
0.000  0.000  0.170  0.006  0.000  0.046  0.001  0.142
0.920  0.192  0.808 0.299 0.868 0294 0924  0.219

*P value (Mann-Whitney U lesl),Pﬁ(Mann—Whitney USRS ) o DST, Digit Span Test, $LF ] BEME ; BT, Balloons Tests, B X FE 56 ; DVT,

Digital Vigilance Test, B - I 56 SDMT, Symbol Digit Modalities Test, 55 B 55 M 56 5 CTT, Color Trail Test, 50 B {6, 14 28 I 56 ;

SCWT, Stroop Color-Word Test, Stroop {2 7] ] 55

SCWT f 5 I B 8] 40 7] 22 % o e ih 2 i L (3 P>
0.05) ; B % 4F i B 18 K, SCWT 1] Y1 B2 7 A [11] 18 1477 4
K (¥ P<0.05),H30~39 %4540 ~49 % 4] .40 ~
49 B 550 ~59 % 4 50 ~59 % 4H 5 60 ~ 69 % 4H 2%
LG FE X (B P>0.05) ;1070 ~79 % 40 SCWT
LA R B L2 T 20~ 29 2 41 (P =0.05) ; Bl & 4E 1%
B 3G K, SCWT 8 48] [z B i 1] 328 7 4k K (35 P <
0.05),/A30~39 %2 540 ~49 4H 40~49 HH 5
50~59 % 4 .60 ~69 % H 5 70~79 % H%R TG
2R (P >0.05) 510 40 ~ 49 % 4] (50 ~ 59 % 41 I
70 ~79 % 4 SCWT Eia] H5 iR M £ T 20~ 29 % 4
(¥ P<0.05,%4),

WCAICTRE T T, & AF I 4 C-RAVLT B Z1 1l 12
(P=0.000) . ZE3R [A]4Z (P = 0.000) Fl FA (P = 0.000)
IE AN E, LA & RULIT B Z1 9142 1E 5 (P = 0.000) 1
£ 15 (P =0.000) %k 2E 3R [ 12 1E i (P = 0.000) Al

B (P =0.000) M8 A7 E L (RS,
HE—L W R B, 40 % DL 14540 C-RAVLT R %)
[B] 12 0 %iE 3R 0] 42 445K T 20 ~ 29 % 20 F1 30 ~ 39 % 41
(#1P<0.05),70 ~79 % 41 C-RAVLT B ZI [5] 42 34 i
T 40~49% 4 50 ~59 % 4 H60~69% 24 (HP<
0.05) .60 ~ 69 % 41K T 40 ~ 49 £ 44 (P <0.05) ,60 %
Ph b4 41 C-RAVLT ZE3R [IHZIRIK T 40 ~ 49 % 41 I
50 ~59 % 4 (¥ P<0.05);50% LA 4541 C-RAVLT
PN T 20 ~29 % 4 30 ~39 % 4 Fl1 40 ~ 49 % 4]
(¥ P<0.05),70 ~79 % 4K T 50 ~ 59 % 41 1 60 ~
69 % 4 (¥ P <0.05) ;245 - ¥ 40 C-RAVLT B %] [1]
1 IER LA IA 25 S G2 L () P> 0.05,
26)., 40 % VL b 4% 20 RULIT B ) [5] 12 1 %E 3R [9] 42
IE#AE DT 20~29 8 HFI30~39 8 AH (¥ P<
0.05),70~79 % ZH /T 40 ~49 Z 4 50~ 59 5 A4
F160 ~ 69 % 24 (¥ P <0.05),50 ~59 % £ RULIT Rfi
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Table 5. Comparison of memory function in subjects of various age groups
. " 20~29% (n=166) 30~39%(n=58) 40~49% (n=30) 50~59%(n=63) 60~69% (n=64) 70~79% (n=58) . .
123 e ]
icte it (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) FRHE Pl
C-RAVLT(4)
B 20 1842 1F 5 A4 10.92+1.72 10.85 +1.87 8.93+1.52 8.48+1.80 8.00+2.07 7.01+8.48 58.765 0.000
(x£s)
FE3R M2 IEH A 8L 13.00 13.00 11.00 10.00 8.50 7.00 160.660 0.000
[M(P,,P,)] (11.00,14.00) (10.00,14.00) (19.00,12.00) (7.00,11.00)  ( 6.00,10.00)  ( 4.00, 9.00)
FINER A5 15.00 15.00 15.00 13.00 14.00 12.00 96.833 0.000
[M(P,;,P,)] (14.25,15.00) (15.00,15.00) (14.00,15.00) (12.00,15.00)  (12.00,15.00)  (11.00,14.00)
RULIT[M(P,,P,5) , 4]
B0V 21 [ 42 1F 4 4 12.00 13.00 12.00 10.00 10.00 9.00 104.902 0.000
(11.00,14.00) (11.00,14.25) (10.00,13.00) (8.00,12.00) (19.00,12.75)  ( 8.00,10.00)
20 A2 S iR A E 4.00 3.00 5.00 6.50 7.00 8.00 86.966 0.000
(2.00, 6.00) ( 1.00, 6.25) (3.00, 7.00) (14.00,10.25)  ( 5.00,10.00)  ( 6.00,11.00)
FE3R [MHZ IEH A8 15.00 15.00 14.00 14.00 14.00 13.00 115.839 0.000
(15.00,15.00) (15.00,15.00) (14.00,15.00) (12.75,15.00)  (12.25,15.00)  (11.00,14.00)
IR A RA L 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 3.00 124.834 0.000
(10.00, 0.75) (10.00, 0.25) (0.00, 1.00) (0.00, 3.00)  ( 0.00, 3.000 ( 1.00, 5.00)

One-way ANOVA test for comparison of C-RAVLT-immediate recall, and Kruskal-Wallis test (H test) for comparison of others,C-RAVLT HJ ZI| ]
M LB AT BN 207 220001, He B 8 b 19 L AT Kruskal-Wallis # 5: (H 465 ) . C-RAVLT, Chinese Rey Auditory-Verbal Learning Test, 525"
Rey WF 5 - 1) 2 2 0 86 s RULIT , Ruff Light Trail Learning Test, Ruff %2k 2% > I 56

F6 AR 2 E 1T DI HE Y T b gk
Table 6. Pairwise comparison of memory function in subjects of each age group*
HARPFLL (1) :(2) (1) :(3) (1) :(4) (1) :(5) (1) :(6)(2):(3)(2):(4)(2):(5) (2):(6) (3):(4)(3):(5)(3):(6)(4):(5) (4):(6) (5):(6)
C-RAVLT
WZIEZ - 0.812 0.000 0.000 0.000  0.000  0.000  0.000 0.000 0.000  0.282  0.025 0.000 0.147 0.000 0.003
SERMIZ 0193 0.000 0.000  0.000  0.000  0.001 0.000  0.000 0.000  0.060  0.001 0.000  0.047 0.001 0.119
LN 0.554  0.080 0.000  0.000  0.000  0.055  0.000  0.000 0.000  0.008  0.014  0.000 0913 0.022 0.020
RULIT
HIZIEZ 0315 0.044 0.000 0.000  0.000  0.027  0.000 0.000 0.000  0.018  0.070  0.000 0.432 0.009 0.000
IERA %
WZEZ 0431 0.060 0.000 0.000  0.000 0.038  0.000 0.000 0.000  0.058  0.014 0.000 0.992 0.026 0.018
HER
FEREZ 0.294 0.002 0.000 0.000  0.000  0.001 0.000 0.000 0.000  0.132  0.075 0.000 0.849 0.003 0.003
IR
FERMMZ 0.639 0.003 0.000 0.000  0.000  0.003  0.000 0.000 0.000  0.024  0.036 0.000 0.761 0.009 0.003
HE RN

*P value (LSD-t test for comparison of C-RAVLT-immediate recall, and Mann-Whitney U test for comparison of others), P {E (C-RAVLT R %]
TR R LE AT LSD-¢ & 50, FE A% 48 A5 19 P P LL 84T Mann-Whitney U352 ) . C-RAVLT, Chinese Rey Auditory-Verbal Learning Test, 1 3C
Rey W 3 -1a] 7L 2% ) I 56 ; RULIT, Ruff Light Trail Learning Test, Ruff 28 2% >J i 56

ZI 12 E WS B0 T 40 ~ 49 B 4H (P =0.018) ;50 %
DL b 4541 RULIT B 21 [=] 42 1 4E 58 [5] 42 45 15 4> 5002
% F 20 ~29 % 41 F130 ~ 39 % 41 (# P <0.05) ,40 ~
495 HZ T 30~3945H (¥ P<0.05),70~79 % 4
B % F 40 ~ 49 % 4 50 ~ 59 % 4 H1 60 ~ 69 % 41 (1
P<005),60~69%HZ T 40~49 5 H(HP<
0.05),40 ~ 49 % 41 f) RULIT %L iR [ {2 55 R Bk &2
T20~29% 24 (P=0.003) .50 ~59 % IR £ T 40 ~
49 % 4 (P =0.024) ; H A £ 4 % 20 RULIT B 2] [B] 12
TE B R0 DR S B0 HE 3R [ 12 IE B A IR AR5 R Y
LG L (¥ P>0.05,%6).

L5 6] BE ) J7 18D, 4% 4F ¥ 2H HVOT (P = 0.000)
FJLOT(P =0.000) IE #4410 22 5 A G it 5 X
(KT o HE—HITWMELE,40 % DL L4 4 HVOT
IE 1 A B T 20 ~ 29 % 41 R 30 ~ 39 % 41 (P =
0.019) ;50 % LA b 45 41 (/) JLOT 1E 85 > BUIR I T 20 ~
29 % 41 130 ~39 % 41 (¥ P <0.05) 1M 30 ~ 39 % 4]
BT 20 ~ 29 % 4 H1 40 ~ 49 % 2H (4 P <0.05) .70 ~
79 % HAKF 50 ~ 59 % 41 (¥ P<0.05),70~79 % 4]
JLOT IE# B T 40~ 49 % 4 F1 50 ~ 59 # 4H (P <
0.05) , i & 4RI 41 HVOT H1 JLOT IF 5 /4> %k 22 5=
TG i8S () P>0.05,%8).
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Table 7. Comparison of visuospatial ability in subjects of various age groups (number)

20~29% (n=166) 30~39%(n=58) 40~49%(n=30) 50~59%(n=63) 60~69% (n=64) 70~79% (n=58)

B iE ) (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) FRHME P
HVOT(x £s) 19.93 +4.02 19.75+4.13 17.80+4.20 17.83+4.24 16.92 +£3.25 16.12+17.83 12.186  0.000

JLOT[M(P,;,P,5) ] 26.50(24.50,27.88) 27.00(25.38,29.00) 24.50(24.00,26.00) 24.50(22.50,27.00) 24.25(22.13,25.88) 23.00(18.50,25.00) 48.597 0.000

One-way ANOVA test for comparison of HVOT, and Kruskal-Wallis test (H test) for comparison of JLOT, HVOT [ kb 4 47 80 4 2 5 2 0 #r
JLOT 1Y Lt %8 17 Kruskal - Wallis £ 56 (H #5536 ) . HVOT, Hooper Visual Organization Test, Hooper B 2 2L 5% 5 JLOT, Judgment of Line
Orientation Test, 2k Bt Jy 1] H] 2 I 46

R8 AR LU 2 8] BE Ty ) P T LA+

Table 8. Pairwise comparison of visuospatial ability in subjects of each age group*

ARPFLL (1) :(2) (1) (3) (1) = (4) (1) :(5) (1):(6) (2):(3) (2):(4) (2):(5) (2):(6) (3):(4) (3):(5) (3):(6) (4):(5) (4):(6) (5):(6)
HVOT 0.769  0.007  0.000  0.000  0.000 0.029  0.008 0.000  0.000  0.977 0.318 0.061 0.200 0.019 0.266
JLOT 0.017  0.056  0.013 0.001 0.000  0.002  0.000 0.000  0.000  0.502 0.283 0.016 0.548 0.023 0.053

o —

*P value (LSD-¢ test for comparison of HOVT and Mann-Whitney U test for comparison of JLOT),P{E(HVOT 15 9 L B8 AT LSD - #6556, JLOT
4 5 5 LE A 47 Mann-W hitney U 5 )., HVOT, Hooper Visual Organization Test, Hooper PG 2H 2 56 5 JLOT, Judgment of Line Orientation
Test, & B 7 [ 1] 2 1) 56

RO AU B W T A LE L

Table 9. Comparison of frontal fluency in subjects of various age groups

W 20~29k(51()n=166) 30~39<'§;§n:58) 40~49(§3§n=30) 50~59(§4§n:63) 60~69(k7’;§n:64) 70~79(§6§n:58) FEHM Pl

VET[M(P,;, P,5) , 4]
KA 18.00(16.00,22.00) 18.50(16.00,22.00) 18.00(16.00,20.00) 19.50(17.00,21.00) 17.00(12.25,20.00) 15.00(13.00,19.00) 32565  0.000
k) 20.00(18.00,24.00) 21.00(18.00,24.00) 18.00(16.00,21.00) 18.00(14.00,23.25) 15.00(12.00,20.00) 15.00(10.00,21.00) 55.000  0.000
FFT(+5) 19.33 +4.62 19.18 +4.35 14.33+3.96 13.30 + 4.34 11.59+3.80 10.84 +13.30 64207 0.000

Kruskal-Wallis test (H test) for comparison of VFT and one-way ANOVA test for comparison of FFT, VFT f} L 34T Kruskal-Wallis £ 56 (H 6
55) FFT 1Y L EAT PRI ZE J5 229381 VET, Verbal Fluency Test, i 1 Ji % M4 56 ; FFT, Figure Fluency Test, EIJE Ui 1 14 01 56

R0 A AE W A 323 AU I 1 P Y T T B A
Table 10. Pairwise comparison of frontal fluency in subjects of each age group*
HARPIFILL (1) :(2) (1) :(3) (1) (4) (1) (5) (1) :(6) (2):(3) (2):(4)(2):(5) (2):(6) (3):(4) (3):(5)(3):(6) (4):(5) (4):(6) (5):(6)
VFT
BRKE 0375 0.267 0.400 0.007 0.000 0.086 0.118 0.003 0.000 0.603 0.409 0.018 0.135 0.001 0.079
k) 0.262  0.012  0.003  0.000  0.000 0.003 0.002  0.000  0.000 0.876  0.083 0.116  0.072  0.089 0.932
FFT 0.810  0.000  0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.276 0.004  0.000 0.023 0.002 0.327

*P value (Mann-Whitney U test for comparison of VFT and LSD-¢ test for comparison of FFT),P{E(VFT P8 W W L g AT Mann-Whitney UK 5,
FET 5 5 Ll AT LSD-1 K 5% ) o VEFT, Verbal Fluency Test, 0] 15 i 1 I 56 s FRT, Figure Fluency Test, VT it o e 0 552

BT R O T, A AR Y A R VT 85 3 K R A BRI A FRT PR 2 R RS i 7 ()
3 (P =0.000) #1h 9 5] (P = 0.000) Lk 2 FFT 3 P>0.05,%10),

43 (P=0.000) R ¥ ABGHIT¥2ENL (£, dF— o N
B HL A, 60 ~ 69 % 4L H1 70 ~ 79 % 41 VFT 2 37k &
L/ F20~29 82 4 M 30~39 841 (¥ P< AW 5T 2K FH R W7 1 0T 5T 07 B T 4 B N HE v g

0.05),70~79 B H/LF 40 ~49 5 H A 50 ~59 F 4 BRARR 43 2 hBE | DLSEHAF I8 A 56 A 1 ) g A8 Ak Ot
(¥)P<0.05);40 % L) 4540 VFT s 91 I f FET 3 BT AR ARES A, HA 5 45 R 5 7 W b IXH
BT 20~29 B A M30~39 5 4 (P<0.05),60~  FdmFEA—F " LI HKU-AHMU i & & £ ML FH
69 % 170 ~ 79 % 41 FFT W53 IRIK T 40 ~ 49 % 21 Fl £ 0 JL 27 U0 26 () A ] T P b R LR A AR IR
50~59 % 41 (35 P<0.05); AR KA AL VFT 552K (38, AN T BE 349 S AT 8 FH DG 1 T B
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TR EEUEEEE D JRE ML,
HKU-AHMU i % & %>k il DST BT .DVT 1 SDMT
T35 2 Ak 22 3 TR I RE L S5 R BN S AR 4L R
H DST 1EJ7 FE] 7 1E 8 >0 BT-A Fl BT-B 5 i}
[8) \DV'T Sz j Fisf [8] A4 152 4~ . SDMT 5 5 Fl H 3R 1E
WA E R AE SR, DA R K,
DST iE J7 8] 7 15 8 4> % 2>, BT-A A1 BT-B 2 )i
B[] 2E 4, DVT 2 B B f) %E 4<% 15 A B3
SDMT 45 5 Al i 1 8 > #k >, JE L 40 % BL A
BE 2 704 DL L NHETE 25, 5 BEAE A/ 58 45 AL A
—F " W] DST.BT.DVT FI SDMT Il % 7] L) %5 &
3 E LRI B TR S RO R

AT T B8 TE Al 2 i 22 00 B2 00 560 410 7 B 4
BB AT o — LB 2K B oy A ED A B PRAT D) RE R
15, 02 S 7 0 Ak R G BE DA 48 (MCT)
BT /R 9% 06 BT 0, HKU-AHMU B & 2 i %
9 CTT 1 SCWT il 55 2 fie Ay # HI A9 $0AT Zh BE IF Ak
F UL CTT I 5 55 0\ 50 Ty g F 1 7™ 3 R %% U AH
Ko SCWT B AT Z Rt 7, w] LR i 12531 45
5105, R ) 2 A R DA R A B R T AT T R
i 53 AR WFSE R T SCW T I 36 2 — i 458 58 4 AR
BRIV S B IT I Y B R BT T g
A BE 5 SO S B VIR OC 0 A A Y il SR T
F14 ) 96 R B G v A TR B S PROAT T R R A T
[H I, A BF 55 HKU-AHMU Ji§ £ 8 % % ] CTT i
SCW'T I 56 DAk P47 Dy B, DA #5738 & b B R
WAL, G5 BIR, AS AR AL R A CTT-A IR0 B ]
CTT-B J i B[] 85 15 A~ 250, SCWT a5 s 1 B ] | 1]
VI 7 s ] 0 ) Y A8 A K e 1) 2 N B [ R ]
HRADEE R A ST %2 L, H B E A % 3
£, CTT-A . CTT-B 1 SCWT 5 ial L . {8 1] 2 Jif Bisf ]
BIIE K, CTT-B ,SCW T il J €2 1) 485 15 A~ B4 36
JELL40 % LA b NHE W35 (BR AP CTT-A 45 15 1> 50
SCWT M AR A0 , 5 BE A 9T 45 A — 20

ICAL 2 i T A A7 R B B 2 . 18123
Al 2 32 AW A SCAR TS SR B2 . WROE R I
ICAZ 5 W28 ) 2 2 1042 HL AT AS TR) i VR I BL D o
HH SRR XA ™ Fb, AR5 R BT
C-RAVLT Fl RULIT I 56 4= 11 W44 5 & ARG 5 id
12 fig, IFE HKU-AHMU BE &7 2 BT, iF
ViR N B AT VA TSI CIE vab 1R NN TR
AR - b SR S 82 m g B . C-RAVLT il 55 2 L
G IC A2 D REPEAG T H RULIT U 56 v] ] T 3F

fli WL 25 0] 2 ) iR A DI RE o ARWF ST 45 R WoR , & ik
4 E C-RAVLT BP ZI B 1Z | 9% 3R (5142 Fi 1A DL J
RULIT B 2 [7] 12 1F B F1 5 152 A %04 3R 171 12 1 8 F
R R E R A ST S, H B R 3
£, C-RAVLT B Z| [ 42 | 4iE 3R [8] 42 F1 75 A B AIG
RULIT B Z1 [ 12 F0 48 38 [51 12 15 8% A~ B0d 2D A iR 4
Bgm, UL 40 2 DL B NHE R 3, R U] C-RAVLT &
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