Development of Covert Attention in Low-risk Preterm Infants
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Methods: Spatial Cueing Task Results: Group Comparisons
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Early attention development in preterm infants is of particular interest given the
increased incidence of attention disorders in preterm populations. Although few
studies have examined the development of covert orienting of visual attention in
preterm infants, research suggests that in the absence of severe neurological

injury, the development of the visual system follows corrected age.
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The current pilot study aims to investigate covert orienting of attention in
preterm infants, in order to examine the relative influence of maturation versus
visual experience in the development of the brain structures necessary to

produce early shifts in visual attention.
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If group differences do not exist,
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development during infancy.



