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3 4 BT 55 I 28 B0 B AR IR ) ST A i AR 4
HAZIB 5 (route retrace) 12445 (path integration) .
5% 38 8 A7 AP FD SE 50 PR B, 5 — Bl L SR b
(Real Environment), 7EJFFHCEREE T #4755 46 1 7]
REAF AL 50 43 A5 AR 1 JC I il 1 (P, Bt T
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1E55, Al 8 860 & A b = s 9 &
h, BORIE IR Y T A B AR TS I IR A BLE TR
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AL A 1) PR3 DG AR R 5 TR 2 30— S 10 PRI M, £
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MIABFSE B, MEE NS WA H K S
> — PR, HARA A FREE AR AR iR A
(Cushman, Stein, & Duffy, 2008; Jansen, Schmelter,
& Heil, 2010)., #4218 Rt 8 b £ 21 5 45 1% 4H 5
R PRI, 52 R %0 B R BB IE WA ST 1 ) e I
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flow)sk 2t A iz a5 B . ARBEAARE A B b
— B R AR [ AT 55, U FR % 4% 58 i (Path
completion)fF: 55 4 &l 2, H LA TR 4 R A
ik, Zead LA By 4 % 4% (Outbounds) 5 %1
IR, AT EOR WA S R I . — T
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(Harris & Wolbers, 2014), #:52, INAIEEE
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The cognitive aging effect of route knowledge acquisition
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Abstract: The relationship between age and route knowledge acquisition is a significant issue in space and
cognitive aging area. Old people demonstrate various performances of cognitive aging when confronting
different path learning environments. The previous researches focused on the difference of age-related route
knowledge acquisition ability, which mainly supported the theory of cognitive aging decline. However,
recent studies have revealed that the aged might remain spatial cognitive compensation ability. Therefore,
based on the review and reflection of the former literature, this review integrates the manifestation and
mechanism of cognitive aging of route knowledge acquisition, in order to explore the underlying internal
factors and external effective measures to alleviate spatial cognitive aging.
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