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Introduction

Behavioral evidence of memory state shifts

Memory brain state engagement over time
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Classification Accuracy

« All age groups shift between memory encoding and retrieval

« Encoding and retrieval states can be distinguished using MVPA
in middle-aged and older adults

Whereas young and middle-aged adults increasingly engage in
an encoding state over time, older adults do not

TData collection is ongoing

*p < 0.05 * p < 0.01, ** p < 0.001

Futu

re directions

« Finish middle-aged adult data collection

» Directly link memory brain states to memory performance

« Assess which features drive classification and if feature weights
differ across age groups




