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as much about each state as possible. See Figure 2.
o Switch cost was manipulated as a varying loading time (short:0-2sec, long:6-8sec)

0 Ther was an 1-mintue limit to learn about each state. | CONCLUSION

iPad =

o Consistent with IF model, both younger and older adults made selection for reading from simple to complex
texts. However, older adults were more adapted to the high cost by choosing texts with richer resources first.

Though Connecticut passed its firs E
1784, it lagged behind other states
actually enforce the law until 1848.

o Consistent with IF model, high cost promoted longer persistence and better memory of the texts regardless of
the complexity of sentences and age.

o Elaboration did not reduce the age difference in memory performance, and older adults were less effective in
reading.
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Figure 2. Reading Procedure on iPad.



