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Abstract

The purpose of the present study was to examine whether the Stroop color-word test is usefully for detecting cognitive decline. The

correlations between the Stroop test and other type attentional test, D-CAT, were also examined. The NU-CAB as cognitive assess-

ment battery was administrated to 1083 healthy community dwellers. The NU-CAB consisted the MMSE, sentences memory test,

verbal fluency tests, digit cancellation test (D-CAT), and the Stroop test. We found a significant difference between 70’s and over 80’s

on only RTs of the Stroop test. However we did not find strong correlation with D-CAT. These results suggest that the Stroop test

have usefulness for the cognitive decline in old-old age and it reflects other aspect of the attention with D-CAT.
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BOWEWMN, TN FET LB EFARICERINE
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EEICHAT, RISKHPELS ol h =7 =¥k L
0T 58S %, A M —T R LS (Stroop, 1935),
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(cf, 1iE, 1998 ; MacLeod, 1991), A bl — 7 #EHIZIZE
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A M —=T BRI, TODROBRAA T =X L%
BRETT 2 DIE NS, EEEELZNET DHE L
LTHWAH DX (eg., Hartley, 1993; Prakash, Erickson,
Colcombe, Kim, Voss, & Kramer, 2009; Song & Hakoda,

2010), NA U > AW SE (e.g., Dyer, 1971; 4, 1990;
Miller & Kroll, 2002; Sumiya & Healy, 2004) 7¢ &, & &F
SEREIRCBOCHH SN TWD, 72 & 21X Song and
Hakoda (2010) 1%, R{EEMEZ D ADHD B4 25 &
([CHARE R P —7 T3k (4 HEEEO LB 2 KD
LITZBRIT, TDE% &R BT EEFRE DA
DENLOTW) ZREDHZLERELTBY, FEED
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APV —=THRA~OMEOEEIZONTIE, ZhE
TV Db MENRSINTETEHY (eg, Comalli, Wapper,
& Werner, 1962; Cohn, Dustman, & Bradford, 1984; Hartley,
1993; Uttl & Graf, 1997; Brink, & McDowd, 1999) . s (2
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1.93; MSe = 18.71; p < .10; F (4, 820) = 19.47; MSe = 277.44; p
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BETHY (F(4,1076) = 42.83; MSe = 3503.43; p < .001; F
(4, 1076) = 38.21; MSe = 12110.41; p < .001) . A h/L—F%
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J 72U —ig A (CFT) -0.44 -0.40 -0.20 -0.25
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