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Revealed by Compound Digit Cancellation Test
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Table 1

Tablel CDCT

G-L sec
Mean 8597 8476 8717 -241 236 119.23
SD 835 895 948 7.79 533 2913
a) CDCT
CDCT
G
L t24

=-1.55, p=.13, n.s.

98.6% 97.6% 24 =1.11, p=.28,

n.s.

85.2%
87.4% t 24 =2.24, p<.05

b)

F 1,24 =26.9, p<.001 F 1,24 =7.309,

p<.01
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Table 2
80.9% 89.4%
90.7% 86.1%
t9 =-6.65,
p<0.001; t 8 =1.81, p<.1
Table 2
G-L sec
Mean 85.13 80.87 894 -853 117.61
SD 43 54 38 38 272
Mean 8841 90.74 86.08 4.67 127.45
SD 115 100 138 73 337
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Table3 CDCT YG r

G L G-L GG GL LG LL
003 012 008 -009 022 001 020 033
-008 -0.12 -012 006 -048 -012 001 -0.14
003 0.02 003 002 026 011 -020 -0.15
-027 010 -009 -042 -003 005 -0.18 0.06
020 -0.17 0.01 0432 -0.13 -0.05 0.02 -0.27
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GG

Fig. 4 YG
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t 17 =-1.93,
p<.1
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CDCT TUPI
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-016 021
-006 0.26

035 0.08

0.01 0.19
-005 0.26

0.08 042
-0.35 -0.06

G-L GG
-044 020
-038 009
031 038
-022 -0.01
-037 023
-042 012
-0.33 -0.18

GL LG
0.20 -0.01
036 0.02
0.04 020
0.12 -0.01
0.27 0.04
040 0.04
-0.03 -0.32

LL
0.16
0.13
0.26
0.06
0.20
0.18
-0.18

CDCT

t 17

Fig. 5

=2.44, p<.05, t 17 =2.45,
p<.05;t 17 =1.87, p<.1;t 17 =2.60, p<.05
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Cognitive Failure Questionnaire, Broadbent et al.,
1982; , 1991; , 1991
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