Results

For all analyses, use filter_3 variable (select cases) for proper n’s.
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Table 1:
To reconstruct the table of means (Table 1), use repeated measures GLM with flanker (3 levels) and cue (4 levels) as within-sub factors. 
age1 and tod are between subs

tod: 1 = AM, 2 = PM
age1: 1 = younger, 2 = older

For the cue variable:
no = no cue trials
cnt = center cue trials
dbl = double cue trials
spa = spatially cued trials

The following average reaction times are for neutral trials (instead of flanking arrows, dashes appear alongside target arrow)
Flanker 1, 1 = nt.no  
Flanker 1, 2 = nt.cnt
Flanker 1, 3 = nt.dbl
Flanker 1, 4 = nt.spa

The following average reaction times are for congruent trials (flanking arrows point in same direction as target arrow)

Flanker 2, 1 = cngno
Flanker 2, 2 = cngcnt
Flanker 2, 3 = cngdbl
Flanker 2, 4 = cngspa

[bookmark: _GoBack]The following average reaction times are for incongruent trials (flanking arrows point in direction opposite that of target arrow)

Flanker 3, 1 = incgno
Flanker 3, 2 = incgcnt
Flanker 3, 3 = incgdbl
Flanker 3, 4 = incgspa
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Paired t-tests for 3 attentional networks
1. t test for alerting: avgdbl vs. avgno 
2. t test for orienting: avgcnt vs. avgspa
3. t test for executive attention: avgcon vs. avginc

avgdbl = average RT on double cue trials
avgno = average RT on no cue trials
avgcnt = average RT on central cue trials
avgspa = average RT on spatially cued trials
avgcon = average RT on congruent trials
avginc = average RT on incongruent trials
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Bivariate Correlations
Measurement Variables:
alerting (alerting network efficiency) = RT no cue – RT double cue
orientin (orienting network efficiency) = RT central cue – RT spatial cue
executive (executive attention network efficiency) = RT incongruent – RT congruent
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Univariate ANOVAs for alerting, orienting and executive attention

1A. DV = alerting
Fixed factors = age1, tod

1B*. DV = alerting
Fixed factors = age1, Peak (1 = peak, 2 = off-peak)
*analysis 1B is the recategorization based on typical peak vs. off peak test time for each age group 

2. DV = orientin
Fixed factors = age1, tod

3. DV = executiv
Fixed factors = age1, tod
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Table 2: Proportion scores (computed for each participant by taking average RT in each condition/overall RT)

To obtain the breakdown, use repeated measures GLM with cue entered as within-subs variable (4 levels); age1 and tod are between subs.

tod: 1 = AM, 2 = PM
age1: 1 = younger, 2 = older

Cue Levels
nocueprp = proportion score for no cue trials
cntcueprp = proportion score for central cue trials
dblcueprp = proportion score for double cue trials
spacueprp = proportion score for spatially cued trials
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