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Table 1

EIES

Means and standard deviations of participant demographics, health, and sensory and cognitive functioning.
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Measure Older participants Younger participants Age differences
M SD M SD df t P Cohen's d
Demographics
Years of education 16.44 2.77 12.83 1.23 172 —-11.20 <.001 1.68
Health and sensory functioning
Physical health rating® 8.27 1.44 8.58 1.13 172 1.55 122 0.24
Mental health rating® 8.87 1.17 8.62 1.20 172 -1.37 173 0.21
Visual acuity 0.52 0.11 0.61 0.00 172 7.15 <.001 1.16
Michelson contrast sensitivity 0.74 0.29 0.67 0.16 171 —2.12 .035 0.30
Normal or corrected vision rating” 8.86 1.10 9.34 0.77 171 3.49 .001 0.51
Normal or corrected hearing rating” 8.04 1.56 8.98 1.05 172 4.71 <.001 0.71
Cognitive functioning
Category fluency 19.50 4.80 23.17 5.76 172 4.55 <.001 0.56
Baseline working memory 7.26 2.51 8.49 2.76 172 3.06 .003 0.47
Immediate working memory 8.70 2.56 9.11 2.00 172 118 .240 0.18

@ Using a scale from 1 = poor to 10 = excellent. Visual acuity scores are in the decimal system (the reciprocal value of the size of the gap to 20/20 vision, where 1.0

represents 20/20 vision). Greater Michelson contrast sensitivity scores represent better contrast sensitivity.

Table 2
Means and standard deviations for memory performance and visual attention by age group and face age.
Younger participants Older participants
Own-age faces Other-age faces Own-age faces Other-age faces
M SD M SD M SD M SD
Memory Performance
Recall™” 6.78 2.53 6.19 2.31 3.86 2.17 2.67 1.99
Recognition 11.82 0.44 11.84 0.42 11.57 0.75 11.58 0.66
Visual Attention
Encoding
Fixation count 32.57 5.27 32.72 5.38 33.11 5.42 33.13 5.54
Looking time® 9752.12 1045.49 9742.96 1029.05 8768.46 1533.34 8735.24 1316.51
Normalized pupil size™* 59.82 16.03 56.71 15.49 62.09 15.64 64.85 15.31
Recall
Fixation count* 26.28 4.43 26.74 4.47 26.41 4.32 26.31 4.26
Looking time™ 7572.89 946.29 7649.91 807.52 6919.12 1181.82 6868.17 1181.59
Normalized pupil size"* 78.89 17.58 74.42 17.03 80.22 16.63 82.82 16.74

 Indicates significant main effect of age.

® Indicates significant main effect of face age group.
¢ Indicates significant interaction. Theoretical range for recall and recognition is 0-12. Looking times is presented in milliseconds.
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Fig. 2. Name recall by age group and face age

Note. Name recall memory for own- and other-age faces by age group. * With
line indicates significant main effect of age group, p < .05. * indicates sig-
nificant difference between own-age and other-age face trials within an age
group, p < .05. Error bars represent 95% confidence intervals.
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Fig. 1. Example stimuli, trial timing, and trial sequence for a block of the Face-Name Association (FNA) task. 2 10 10
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Fig. 3. Normalized pupil size by participant age and face age during encoding and recall

Note. Normalized pupil size (0—100) during A) encoding and B) recall. * With line indicates significant main effect of participant age, p < .05. * Indicates

significant difference between face age within a participant age group, p < .05. Error bars represent 95% confidence intervals.



