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Hypothesis: Deficits in visual attention contribute to
spatial navigation detriments among older adults
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6. Attention and Spatial Navigation
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Younger Adults Older Adults
N 72 48
Age (yrs) 18-27 (M = 20.2) 55-86 (M = 69.8)
Gender 47 (65%) women 25 (52%) women
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can support more effective navigation behavior and prevent
older adults from getting lost
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