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Abstract 15 

To help identify factors influencing age-related cognitive decline and disease, a web-based 16 

simple visual reaction time (RT and svRT respectively, index of processing speed) and paired-associate 17 

learning (PAL, indexing of verbal episodic memory) task were implemented. Test results were 18 

combined with 22 survey questions. An analysis of RT and svTR data from the MindCrowd (n=75,666) 19 

cohort revealed education and reported stroke as potential modifiers of age-associated processing speed 20 

and memory decline. As a complement, we evaluated complex, recognition, reaction time (cvrRT) in the 21 

UK Biobank cohort and compared the results to a subset of the MindCrowd cohort, creating UKBb 22 

MindCrowd (n=39,795), mirroring the UK Biobank’s (n=158,247) age range (40-70y). Many estimates 23 

from an identical linear model, used for both cohorts, were similar despite noted cohort differences (e.g., 24 

USA vs. the UK). Results from the UK Biobank that differed from UKBb MindCrowd included a first-25 

degree family history Alzheimer’s disease (FHAD) associated with slower cvrRTs and that sex and 26 

education affected age-related cvrRT slowing. While results from UKBb MindCrowd suggested that 27 

education and smoking status were related to opposite effects on age-related svRT slowing. 28 

MindCrowd’s collected RT and PAL findings have begun to pull back the curtain on the intricate 29 

network connecting processing speed, memory, and cognition to healthy and pathological brain aging.30 
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Reaction time (RT), an index of processing speed or efficiency in the central nervous system 31 

(CNS) 1, is an essential factor in higher cognitive function2,3 and is profoundly affected by age 4. In fact, 32 

of the studied demographics, age is the main factor known to influence RT4.  Processing speed is an 33 

important limiting factor for most aspects of cognition during aging, most notably memory5,6. In studies 34 

where processing speed was used as a covariate, the age-related variance in a variety of episodic 35 

memory measures was substantially reduced or even eliminated7,8. Moreover, studies comparing 36 

different factors and tests of age-related episodic memory deficit, implicate age-related decline in 37 

processing speed as the main mediator9-11. Collectively, these findings suggest that RT is an excellent 38 

index of age-related cognitive decline as well as healthy brain aging.  39 

RT can be operationally defined as “simple,” which typically involves a non-choice reaction to a 40 

visual stimulus (svRT). RT can also be operationally defined as “complex,” which involves a reaction to 41 

one or more visual stimuli after recognition (cvrRT) of correct stimuli, and inhibition to incorrect stimuli 42 

12. svRT demonstrates variability between individuals, which akin to PAL, is thought to be influenced by 43 

both genetic and environmental factors13. In addition, svRT effects are well noted across the field of 44 

neurology; for example, AD and stroke patients demonstrate slower svRT and higher inter-individual 45 

variability 14,15. However, due to the limitations of traditional research methods, the body of work 46 

concerning RT mainly examined only limited ranges of demographic, health, medical, and lifestyle 47 

factors in small cohorts. For example, the demographics of prior work consisted mainly of college-aged 48 

students, well-educated older adults16-18, or athletes 19-21. 49 

Further, with notable exceptions22-24, many studies had few participants (e.g., n <1000) and were 50 

therefore powered to detect only variables with large effect size and to lead to spurious non-replicable 51 

findings25. Consequently, many studies of RT had minimal ability to reveal low frequency factors or 52 

those with subtle effect sizes as well as to conduct more sophisticated analyses (e.g., ANOVA vs. 53 
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Growth Modeling) to identify interactions and moderators. Collectively, this suggests that if RT 54 

performance is to be used to inform models of disease or normative and atypical aging, we need a 55 

deeper understanding of the normal variation of RT and the genetic and environmental factors associated 56 

with RT performance. 57 

The goal of this study was to characterize RT across a broad range of demographic, health, 58 

medical, and lifestyle variables commonly associated with cognitive performance and AD risk. To 59 

accomplish this, we utilized both the MindCrowd and UK Biobank cohorts26,27, comprising over 233 60 

thousand combined participants, to model RT as a function of 11 or more demographic, health, medical, 61 

and lifestyle factors. Based on our prior work28 and previous RT research, we hypothesized that RT, via 62 

its structure of factor association and modifications, would reveal meaningful connections to healthy 63 

brain aging. 64 

 65 

Materials and Methods 66 

Study Participants 67 

MindCrowd: Overview 68 

In January 2013, we launched our internet-based study at www.mindcrowd.org. Website visitors 69 

18 years or older were asked to consent to our study before any data collection via an electronic consent 70 

form. As of 3-26-2020, we have had 356,674 non-duplicate or unique visitors to the website. Of these 71 

unique visitors, over 194,542 (54% of unique visitors) consented to participate. The final data set 72 

contained 75,666 (54% of consented individuals) participants who completed a simple visual reaction 73 

time (svRT) and paired associates learning (PAL) tasks and answered 22 demographic, lifestyle, and 74 

health questions. Approval for this study was obtained from the Western Institutional Review Board 75 

(WIRB study number 1129241). 76 
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 77 

MindCrowd: simple visual reaction time (svRT) 78 

After consenting to the study and answering five demographic questions (age, biological sex, 79 

years of education, primary language, and country where residing), participants were asked to complete 80 

a web-based svRT task. The svRT task taps primarily into the nervous system and is influenced by 81 

intelligence and brain injury29. Participants were presented with a pink sphere that appeared at random 82 

intervals (between 1-10s) on the screen, and they were instructed to respond as quickly as possible after 83 

the sphere appeared by pressing the enter/return key on their keyboard. Once the participant responded, 84 

the sphere disappeared until the next trial. Each participant received a total of five trials. The sphere 85 

stayed on the screen until the participant responded. The dependent variable, response time 86 

(milliseconds), was recorded from the appearance of the sphere on the screen to the key/screen press 87 

made by the participant.  88 

 89 

MindCrowd: paired-associate learning (PAL)  90 

Next, participants were presented the PAL task. For this cognitive task, during the learning 91 

phase, participants were shown 12 word-pairs, one word-pair at a time (2s/word-pair). During the recall 92 

phase, participants were given the first word of each pair and were asked to use their keyboard to type in 93 

(i.e., recall) the missing word. This learning-recall procedure was repeated for two additional trials. 94 

Before beginning the task, each participant received one practice trial consisting of three word-pairs not 95 

contained in the 12 used during the test. Word-pairs were presented in different random orders during 96 

each learning and each recall phase. The same word pairs and order of presentation were used for all 97 

participants. The dependent variable/criterion was the total number of correct word pairs entered across 98 

the three trials (i.e., 12x3=36, a perfect score). 99 
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 100 

MindCrowd: demographic, medical, health, and lifestyle questions 101 

Upon completing the PAL task, participants were asked to fill out an additional 17 demographic 102 

and health/disease risk factor questions. These questions included: marital status, handedness, race, 103 

ethnicity, number of daily prescription medications, a first-degree family history of dementia, and yes/no 104 

responses to the following: seizures, dizzy spells, loss of consciousness (more than 10 minutes), high 105 

blood pressure, smoking status, diabetes mellitus, heart disease, cancer, reported stroke, alcohol/drug 106 

abuse, brain disease, and memory problems). Next, participants were shown their results and provided 107 

with different comparisons to other test takers based on the average scores across all participants, as well 108 

as across sex, age, and education. On this same page of the site, participants were given the option to be 109 

recontacted for future research (see Supplementary Table 2 for the list of MindCrowd questions asked). 110 

 111 

UK Biobank: study design and aims 112 

The UK Biobank (research ethics committee approval [11/NW/0382]) is a long-term study and 113 

research resource in the United Kingdom (UK), which investigates genetic and environmental exposure 114 

to the development of the disease. The stated goal of the UK Biobank is to, “build a major resource that 115 

can support a diverse range of research intended to improve the prevention, diagnosis, and treatment of 116 

illness and the promotion of health throughout society.” The UK Biobank began in 2006. The study is 117 

currently following about 500,000 participants in the UK, enrolled at ages 40 to 69. Initial enrollment 118 

took place from 2006 to 2010. All participants are being monitored for at least 30 years after recruitment 119 

and initial assessment (i.e., termed “instance 0” by the Biobank). Potential participants were invited to 120 

visit an assessment center, where they completed a questionnaire.  Participants were next interviewed 121 

about lifestyle, medical history, and nutritional habits. Lastly, vital measurements, such as weight, 122 
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height, and blood pressure, were measured. One aim of the UK Biobank is to electronically record all 123 

health-related changes and events across the entire 30-year study. Notably, this task is aided by the UK’s 124 

integrated health system and corresponding electronic health record-keeping, an approach that is not 125 

possible in the United States.  126 

 127 

UK Biobank: data procurement 128 

All UK Biobank data were derived from Application #43036, entitled “Exploring and 129 

Accommodating Heterogeneity in Large-Scale Genetic Analyses” as a “Collaborator Project,”  130 

 131 

UK Biobank: Complex visual recognition reaction time (cvrRT) and educational attainment. 132 

Each participant’s cvrRT was based on 12 rounds of the card-game ‘Snap.’ Participants were 133 

shown two cards at a time with a picture on them. Participants pressed a button on a table in front of 134 

them as quickly as possible if the images cards/matched. For each of the 12 rounds, the following data 135 

were collected: the pictures shown on the cards (Index of card A, Index of card B), the number of times 136 

the participant clicked the ‘snap’ button, and the latency to first click of the ‘snap’ button. This last 137 

record of “latency to click the button” was used as the UK Biobank’s criterion for regression analyses. 138 

For Educational Attainment, the following conversions from UK Biobank (UKBb) answer codes 139 

(see http://biobank.ndph.ox.ac.uk/showcase/coding.cgi?id=100305) to MindCrowd (MC) values were 140 

made: a) “UKBb -7 None of the above” to “MC No high school diploma,” b) “UKBb 2 A levels/AS 141 

levels or equivalent” to “MC High school diploma,” c) “UKBb 3 O levels/GCSEs or equivalent” to “MC 142 

High school diploma,” d) “UKBb 4 CSEs or equivalent” to “MC High school diploma,” e) “UKBb 5 143 

NVQ or HND or HNC or equivalent” to “MC Some college,” f) “UKBb 6 Other professional 144 

qualifications (e.g., nursing and teaching)” to” MC Some college,” g) “UKBb 1 College or University 145 
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degree” to “MC College degree.” All UKBb participants selecting “-3 Prefer not to answer” were 146 

removed from the final dataset before model selection and analysis. While we did our best to ensure a 147 

similar measure of education across UKBb MindCrowd and the UK Biobank, we realize that there are 148 

fundamental differences between US and UK schools that we cannot control or eliminate (see Table 6).  149 

 150 

Data Quality Control                151 

For the MindCrowd analysis, a final data set, including all qualifying participants up to 3-17-152 

2020, was generated. See Supplementary Figure 9, for a flowchart detailing the following filtering steps. 153 

This dataset removed participants: a) with duplicate email addresses (only first entry kept), b) who did 154 

not complete all three rounds of the PAL test, c) whose primary language was not English, d) who was 155 

not between 18-85 years old, e) whose RT trials were above or below 1.5 x the interquartile range (IRQ) 156 

and f) whose median svRT was above or below 1.5 x the IRQ range of all participants of the same age 157 

(see Supplementary Figure 10). Participants from either study were removed if they were missing any 158 

data (listwise deletion). Lastly, for the UKBb MindCrowd and UK Biobank analysis, participants were 159 

removed if any of their responses to a demographic, medical, health, and lifestyle question did not match 160 

the other study. For example, participants in the UK Biobank who responded to the “Race” question 161 

with “Prefer Not to Answer” were removed. “Prefer Not to Answer” was not a choice MindCrowd 162 

participants were given on the “Race” question. Removing these participants was done to align UKBb 163 

MindCrowd and UK Biobank cohorts as much as possible. 164 

 165 

Statistical Methods  166 

Statistical analyses were conducted using R within the RStudio shell. For all analyses, 167 

multivariate linear regression was performed using the general linear model (LM) to model Median 168 
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svRT or Median cvrRT (i.e., criterion or dependent variable) as a function of either 24 (MindCrowd) or 169 

11 predictors (UK Biobank analysis).  170 

For the MindCrowd analysis, svRT was modeled as a function of PAL Performance and Age 171 

raised to the power of three (i.e., to fit and estimate nonlinear associations). Most figures and data 172 

manipulation were created using the various R packages bundled together in R package, “tidyverse”30. 173 

Additional figures were generated using the R packages (see Supplemental Table 1 for a complete list of 174 

resources). Continuous by continuous interactions (i.e., simple slopes) were estimated using the R 175 

packages “interactions,” “sandwich,” “jtools”31. Categorical by categorical interactions were estimated 176 

using the R package, “emmeans” 32. Adjustments for multiple comparisons were evaluated using 177 

Tukey’s method via the “emmeans” package. 178 

 179 

Model evaluation and controls 180 

All measurements were taken from distinct samples. Model fit and violations of parametric 181 

assumptions were evaluated separately in each model. Here we evaluated different residual plots, 182 

assessing normality, homoscedasticity, outliers, residual autocorrelation, and multicollinearity. The 183 

MindCrowd LM included all 22 demographic questions, health, medical, and lifestyle questions. These 184 

questions were: Age, Biological Sex, Race, Ethnicity, Educational Attainment, Marital Status, 185 

Handedness, Number of Daily Medications, Seizures, Reported Dizziness, Loss of Consciousness, 186 

Reported Hypertension, Smoking Status, Heart Disease, Reported Stroke, Alcohol/Drug Abuse, 187 

Diabetes Mellitus, Cancer, a First-Degree Family History of Alzheimer’s disease, history of brain 188 

disease, whether the test was taken on a mobile device, and the version of the MindCrowd site used. Not 189 

surprisingly, the device used to take the RT portion of MindCrowd had an association with RT 190 

performance. Those on a mobile device (i.e., using a touchscreen) had slower svRTs compared to those 191 
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who did not (see Supplementary Figure 8). For the UK Biobank analyses, these 11 variables included: 192 

Age, Biological Sex, Diabetes mellitus, Handedness, Reported Stroke, Reported Hypertension, Smoking 193 

Status, Reported Dizziness, Educational Attainment, and a First-Degree Family History of Alzheimer’s 194 

Disease.  195 

 196 

Inclusion of polynomials, automated model selection, and figure generation 197 

The MindCrowd analyses included Age and PAL Performance as first through third-order non-198 

orthogonal polynomials (i.e., cubic regression). This choice was based on empirical evaluations of 199 

models differing only by order of their Age and PAL Performance polynomial. Bayesian information 200 

criterion (BIC) weights were generated from separate models that include the first through sixth-order 201 

polynomial. Pairwise comparison of BIC weights revealed that the model, containing Age and PAL 202 

Performance as third-order polynomials, was 8.60E-301 times more likely compared to the non-203 

polynomial model. Similarly, another study of complex and simple RT also included age as a third-order 204 

polynomial and found remarkably similar results33. Notably, this study was relatively large (i.e., 7,000 205 

participants), included both sexes, and had ages ranging from 18-94. Using “glmulti” allowed us to 206 

avoid the pitfalls of stepwise methods or unintentional biased manual selection. Like the prior 207 

MindCrowd model, here we used “glmulti” to define the “best” (i.e., lowest BIC) UK Biobank model, 208 

which we also used to evaluate our MindCrowd cohort; thus, permitting us to compare the two cohorts 209 

directly. Two rounds of model selection were run using glmulti to select the optimal MindCrowd model. 210 

For round 1, the optimal model contained only the main effects, due to software limitations when all 22 211 

factors were included. So, in round 2, only factors selected in the optimal main effects model were then 212 

included to select an optimal model, including two-way interactions. 213 

 214 
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Results 215 

MindCrowd 216 

As of March 13th, 2020, after filtering (see Data Quality Control in Materials and Methods), 217 

MindCrowd, had recruited 75,666 qualified participants (see Table 1 for Sociodemographic 218 

Characteristics and Supplementary Figure 1A- for a histogram of age). We modeled svRT as a function 219 

of Age3 and PAL Performance3 (i.e., curvilinear associations) as well as 20 other factors (see 220 

Supplementary Figure 2 figure for diagnostic regression plots, and Table 2 for all coefficient ns). The 221 

omnibus model was significant (Fomnibus[58, 73406]=858.20,  pomnibus=<2.2e-16, Adjusted R2 =0.40). 222 

   223 

Age and paired-associate learning (PAL) total correct 224 

The model revealed that two Age polynomials were significantly associated with simple visual 225 

reaction time (svRT) performance, Age (βAge1=7.07, pAge1=3.06E-18), and Age2 (βAge2=-0.15, 226 

pAge2=3.23E-17). On average, per year of life, svRT was seven milliseconds slower, and the seven 227 

milliseconds slope lowered by 0.15 milliseconds per year (Figure 1A). Like Age, the PAL Performance1 228 

and PAL Performance2 polynomials were significantly associated with svRT performance [PAL 229 

Performance1 (βPAL1=-8.89, pPAL1=3.77E-34), PAL Performance2 (βPAL2=0.32, pPALl2=2.35E-14). These 230 

coefficients suggest that, per word pair correct, svRT was associated with nearly nine milliseconds faster 231 

performance, with the nine milliseconds raised by 0.32 milliseconds per word pair correct (Figure 1B). 232 

glmulti-selected third-order polynomials of Age3 (βAge3=1.47E-03, pAge3=1.46E-34) and PAL 233 

Performance3 (βPAL3=-4.13E-03, pPAL3=7.28E-09) illustrate the small, but significant, additional bend in 234 

the quadratic shape of each factor’s association with svRT (Figure 1A and 1B). 235 

 236 

Biological sex, educational attainment, and handedness 237 
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Biological Sex was a significant predictor of svRT (βSex=-34.26, pSex=1.26E-163). Men were 238 

associated with an average of 34 milliseconds (9.63%) faster svRT response, as compared to women 239 

(Figure 1D). Educational Attainment was also a significant factor associated with svRT. Compared to 240 

“No High School Diploma”, participants who had “Some College” (βCollege=-14.73, pCollege=8.74E-05), 241 

or a “College Degree” (βCDegree=-31.78, pCDegree=2.95E-17, Figure 2A) were faster. Attending college 242 

and attaining a college degree was associated with a respective near 15 (4.14%) and 32 (8.92%) 243 

millisecond faster svRT compared to not graduating from high school. Handedness was also associated 244 

with svRT. Left-handed participants had a near four milliseconds (1.09%) faster svRT (βLeft=-3.87, 245 

pLeft=0.03, Figure 2B). This association was present in individuals 20 to 40 years old (β40Left=-3.16, 246 

p40Left<0.01, Figure 2C) but not in individuals 40 to 60 years old (β60Left=-2.69, p60Left=0.07, Figure 2D). 247 

 248 

Health, medical, and lifestyle factors 249 

 For health and medical factors associated with svRT, we found that Smoking Status 250 

(βSmoking=7.07, pSmoking=1.26E-03, Figure 3A) and Reported Dizziness (βDizzy=4.87, pDizzy=0.04, Figure 251 

3B) were both significant predictors of svRT. Smoking Status was associated with seven milliseconds 252 

(1.99%) slower svRT, and Reported Dizziness was associated with nearly five milliseconds (1.37%) 253 

slower svRT. When compared to participants reporting “no daily medications,” taking “Two” 254 

(βMeds2=5.84, pMeds2=2.00E-03), “Three” (βMeds3=6.24, pMeds3<0.01), and “Four” (βMeds4=17.82, 255 

pMeds4=3.51E-16) Daily Medications were associated with an approximately 5 (1.64%), 6 (1.76%), and 256 

18 (5.01%) milliseconds slower svRT, respectively (Figure 4A). Further, Diabetes Mellitus 257 

(βDiabetes=11.23, pDiabetes<3.36E-05, Figure 4B), and Stroke (βStroke=20.38, pStroke=3.59E-04, Figure 4C) 258 

were related to 11 (3.16%) and 20 (5.73%) milliseconds slower svRT respectively when compared to 259 

participants not reporting either condition. Of note, in this model, both a first-degree family history of 260 
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Alzheimer’s disease (FHAD; βFHAD=-0.40, pFHAD=0.78) and Hypertension (βHyper=1.08, pHyper=0.52) 261 

were not significant predictors of svRT performance (Supplementary Figure 3A-B).  262 

 263 

Two-way interactions 264 

For interactions, we found Age significantly interacted with PAL Performance. Age x PAL 265 

Performance (βAge*PAL=-0.07, pAge*PAL=9.93E-62). Analysis of simple slopes suggests that each word-pair 266 

correct was associated with increasingly faster svRT as participant age increased. That is, at 20 267 

(βAge20*PAL=-5.48, pAge20*PAL<0.00), 40 (βAge40*PAL=-6.41, pAge40*PAL<0.00), 60 (βAge60*PAL=-7.75, 268 

pAge60*PAL<0.00), and 80 (βAge80*PAL=-9.08, pAge80*PAL<0.00, Figure 1C) years old. There was a significant 269 

Biological Sex x Age interaction (βAge*Sex=-0.36, pAge*Sex=4.61E-08) indicating that the age-related 270 

slowing of svRT in men, compared to women, was 0.36 milliseconds (0.08%) less per one year of age 271 

(Figure 1C). These data suggest that men’s svRT performance declined at a slower rate when compared 272 

to women. Of interest, in both women and men, we found significant Age x Educational Attainment 273 

interactions. Compared to Age x “No High School Diploma”, participants reporting having “Some 274 

College” (βAge*College=-0.65, pAge*College=4.20E-04) or a  College Degree” (βAge*CDegree=-1.31, 275 

pAge*CDegre=2.07E-12) were associated with slower RTs as they aged. These results suggest that attending 276 

college or getting a college degree was associated with a 0.65 (0.15%) and 1.31 (0.30%) millisecond 277 

faster svRT performance per year of life, respectively (Figure 2A). The MindCrowd model revealed a 278 

significant Age x Reported Stroke interaction (βAge*Stroke=1.97, pAge*Stroke=2.72E-06). Participants who 279 

Reported Stroke were about 2 milliseconds (0.37%) slower on svRT per year of life compared to those 280 

without Reported Stroke (Figure 4C). Lastly, we found a significant Age x Smoking Status interaction 281 

(βAge*Smoke=0.62, pAge*Smoke=5.67E-07). This interaction suggests that Smoking Status slows svRT by an 282 
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additional 0.57 milliseconds (0.11%) per year of age (Figure 3A). See Table 3 for a complete list of the 283 

significant predictors, covariates, and interactions from the MindCrowd analysis. 284 

 285 

UKBb MindCrowd and UK Biobank 286 

Of the total 75,666 MindCrowd participants, 39,759 between the ages of 40 and 70 were 287 

selected, to mirror the UK Biobank. This subset is called UKBb MindCrowd from here on to 288 

differentiate it from MindCrowd. The UK Biobank cohort, after filtering (see Data Quality Control), 289 

contained 158,247 participants, derived from a data-request we received on 9-19-2019 (See Table 1 and 290 

Supplementary Figure 1C-figure for age histogram). We model both the UKBb MindCrowd’s svRT (see 291 

Supplementary Figure 4 for regression diagnostic plots)  as well UK Biobank’s cvrRT (see 292 

Supplementary Figure 5 for regression diagnostic plots) as a function of 11 shared survey questions (see 293 

Table 4 for the ns used to estimate each coefficient). The omnibus UKBb MindCrowd (Fmcomni[20, 294 

38871]=1039,  pmcomni=<2.2e-16, Adjusted R2 =0.08) and UK Biobank (Fukbbbomni[20, 157903]=1038,  295 

pukbbomni=<2.2e-16, Adjusted R2 =0.13) LMs were both significant. 296 

 297 

Age and biological sex 298 

 The UKBb MindCrowd cohort revealed Age as a significant predictor of svRT 299 

(βAge=5.75, pAge=2.00E-16). The parallel analysis (see Statistical Methods) of Age in the UK Biobank 300 

cohort was also significant (βAge=3.40, pAge=2.00E-16) for complex, visual, recognition reaction time 301 

(cvrRT). For the association of Age and RT, UKBb MindCrowd and the UK Biobank both showed 302 

increased RTs or worse RT performance with age, with nearly 6 and 3 milliseconds slower RT per year 303 

of age, respectively (Figure 5A-B). For UKBb MindCrowd, Biological Sex was a significant predictor 304 

of RT (βSex=-40.00, pSex=8.03E-71), which was also the case in the UK Biobank (βSex=-18.28, 305 
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pSex=2.00E-16). Here the effect of Biological Sex on RT between UKBb MindCrowd was 40 306 

milliseconds (20.46%), and the UK Biobank was 18 milliseconds (5.16%). However, in both cohorts, 307 

men had faster RT performance compared to women (Figure 6A-B). 308 

Education and handedness 309 

Akin to the association found in the MindCrowd analysis, the UKBb MindCrowd and UK Biobank 

comparison found that Educational Attainment was a significant predictor of RT. Indeed, for UKBb 

MindCrowd “Some College” (βCollege=-26.08, pCollege=1.61E-03, 13.34%) and a “College Degree” 

(βCDegree=-49.07, pCDegree=1.91E-09, 25.01%), as well as in the UK Biobank a “High School Diploma” 

(βHSDiploma=-9.68, pHSDiploma=1.23E-33, 2.73%), “Some College” (βCollege=-10.26, pCollege=1.30E-40, 

2.90%), or a “College Degree” (βCDegree=-11.71, pCDegree=1.46E-41, 3.31%) were all significantly 

different from “No High School Diploma” (Figure 7A-B). Here, both UKBb MindCrowd and UK 

Biobank large cohorts reported faster RT was associated with more education. Lastly, unlike the 

MindCrowd analyses, both the UKBb MindCrowd βHandedness=-2.58, pHandedness=4.00E-01), and the UK 

Biobank (βHandedness=0.58, pHandedness=0.36) cohorts between the ages of 40-70, did not find Handedness 

to be a significant predictor of RT performance (Supplementary Figure 6). 

 310 

Health, medical, and lifestyle factors 311 

In terms of health factors associated with RT, in the UKBb MindCrowd cohort, Diabetes 312 

(βDiabetes=11.48, pDiabetes=3.31E-03, 5.87%), Stroke (βStroke=18.47, pStroke=4.00E-02, 9.45%), 313 

(βHypertension=7.99, pHypertension=3.16E-03, 3.58%), and Dizziness (βDizzy=12.13, pDizzy=2.52E-03, 6.19%) 314 

were all significantly associated with lower svRT performance (i.e., slower svRT). These associations 315 

were recapitulated by the UK Biobank. To that end, Diabetes (βDiabetes=5.48, pDiabetes=4.80E-07, 1.55%, 316 

Figure 8A-B), Stroke (βStroke=10.61, pStroke=6.15E-07, 2.99%, Figure 9A-B), Hypertension 317 
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(βHypertension=1.14, pHypertension=0.02, 0.31%, Figure 10A-B), and Dizziness (βDizzy=3.21, pDizzy=3.71E-14, 318 

0.91%, Figure 11A-B) were all significantly related to lower cvrRT performance (i.e., slower cvrRT); 319 

however, the association between hypertension and cvrRT was small (Figure 10B). Further, in 320 

agreement with the MindCrowd analysis, Smoking Status was significantly related to svRT 321 

(βSmoke=10.18, pSmoke=0.01, 5.21%) in the UKBb MindCrowd cohort; however, FHAD (βFHAD=-0.07, 322 

pFHAD=0.97) was not. This pattern of associations were reversed in the UK Biobank; that is, Smoking 323 

Status was not a significant predictor of cvrRT (βSmoke=0.47, pSmoke=0.22, Figure 12A-B), but FHAD 324 

(βFHAD=2.36, pFHAD=3.35E-05, 0.69%, Figure 13A-B) was.  325 

 326 

Two-way interactions 327 

The “glmulti” R package defined two interactions in the UKBb MindCrowd and UK Biobank 328 

analysis. In UKBb MindCrowd we found a significant Age x Biological Sex interaction (βAge*Sex=-0.63, 329 

pAge*Sex=2.00E-02, 0.33%). We found a comparable significant Age x Biological Sex interaction for 330 

cvrRT (βAge*Sex=-0.55, pAge*Sex=4.18E-28, 0.16%) in the UK Biobank. Across both MindCrowd and the 331 

UK Biobank, these interactions indicated that the trajectory of age-related RT slowing in men, when 332 

compared to women, was over 0.5 ms less per one year of age (Figure 6A and B). In addition, the UK 333 

Biobank analysis revealed a significant Biological Sex x Educational Attainment interaction not found 334 

in UKBb MindCrowd. Here, men with a “High School Diploma” (βSex*HSDiploma=-11.24, 335 

pSex*HSDiploma=3.30E-12, 3.35%), “Some College” (βsex*College=-10.54, psex*College=8.71E-12, 3.14%) or a 336 

“College Degree” (βsex*CDegree=-12.8, psex*CDegre=1.68E-13, 3.18%) were significantly associated with 337 

faster cvrRT performance when compared to women having “No High School Diploma” (Figure 14). 338 

Follow-up analyses of the simple effects via estimated marginal means (EMM, see Statistical Methods) 339 

revealed that men who did not graduate high school (EMM=558.91 ms), compared to men with more 340 
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education (EMMs=542.99, 542.98, and 540.41 ms), had markedly faster cvrRTs, more in line with the 341 

women’s cvrRT performance (EMMs=566.80, 562.11, 561.40, and 561.09 ms). The associated 342 

difference in cvrRT for men with “No High School Diploma” compared to men with a “High School 343 

Diploma” (βMen=15.92, pMen=2.00E-16, 1.75%), was more than the difference in cvrRT between women 344 

with “No High School Diploma” compared to women with a “High School Diploma” (βWomen=4.68, 345 

pWomen=3.12E-04, 1.69%, see Supplementary Figure 7 for a graph of the EMM).  346 

 347 

Discussion 348 

Age-Related Slowing of Reaction Time (RT): Factors and Modifiers 349 

The results of our studies illuminate a portion of the intricate relationship between age and RT 350 

performance by identifying demographic, health, medical, and lifestyle factors associated with either 351 

attenuation or exacerbation of age-related slowing of RT (see figure 15 for a summary of the results). A 352 

large body of work on RT, leading back to Francis Gaulton in 189034, has consistently demonstrated an 353 

age-related change in RT35. As such, it is not surprising that both MindCrowd and UKBb MindCrowd, 354 

as well as UK Biobank models, revealed age-associated slowing of both in simple visual (svRT, 355 

MindCrowd) and complex, visual recognition RT (cvrRT, UK Biobank). Likewise, the MindCrowd 356 

model found that the relationship between svRT and age was modestly curvilinear (Figure 1A). While 357 

this curvilinear relation between RT and age has been noted earlier36, the large sample size of both 358 

cohorts combined with our application of an AI-based model definition37, revealed a notable addition to 359 

this picture. Specifically, in the MindCrowd analysis, we observed an interaction between age and both 360 

education (Figure 2A) and smoking (Figure 3A). Here, less education and smoking were related to the 361 

additional slowing of the already age-related slowing of simple visual RT (svRT). Lastly, the age by 362 

reported stroke interaction modeled in MindCrowd was associated with more slowing of RT 363 
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performance (Figure 4C). This study’s large participant numbers, as well as broad age and surveyed data 364 

range, lends it to be one of the most substantial evaluations of RT across the aging spectrum. 365 

Importantly, our findings suggest that smoking and stroke (i.e., perhaps cardiovascular health) and 366 

amount of education (i.e., maybe cognitive demand or reserve) as factors, modified across age, affect 367 

age-related RT slowing. 368 

 369 

A First-Degree Family History of Alzheimer’s Disease (FHAD), Cognition, and RT: Intertwined 370 

systems  371 

In the UK Biobank cohort27, we found an association between having an FHAD and slower (2.43 372 

milliseconds) cvrRT (Figure 13B). This effect of FHAD on RT or more so underlying process speed is 373 

in line with our episodic verbal memory task (i.e., paired-associates learning [PAL]) finding 28, where 374 

we found FHAD was linked to lower PAL performance. Furthermore, a prior functional magnetic 375 

resonance imaging (fMRI) study, examining medial-temporal lobe activation using a cvrRT task, found 376 

a ~100 millisecond RT increase in 68 (mean age of 54) FHAD participants38. These data suggest that 377 

some genetic and environmental factors relating to AD risk are present in individuals with an FHAD. 378 

Indeed, the first-degree relatives of identified FHAD participants either consisted of early-onset familial 379 

AD cases, or late-onset AD, which also has a high heritability 79%, suggesting that these individuals are 380 

in a higher risk category for developing AD. Thus, such shared AD and FHAD factors may relate to 381 

sensorimotor function and processing speed (i.e., RT) analogous to changes in cognition and memory 382 

(i.e., PAL).  383 

We found a correlation between svRT and PAL performance (Figure 1B). This finding was in 384 

line with many prior studies, the dependence of episodic memory on processing speed, a dependence 385 

that grows with age and incident of age-related disease (e.g., AD)5-8,39. The association of svRT with 386 
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PAL may highlight distributed systems and networks that underlie RT performance. For example, svRT 387 

performance could depend on the functioning of many cognitive areas that PAL requires and vice versa. 388 

Another possibility is that properly functioning memory and cognitive networks, correspond to better 389 

RT performance. Evidence for this is suggested by the fact that higher intelligence is related to faster 390 

RT40-42. However, diverse factors (e.g., exercise, time of day, meal proximity, and individual assessing 391 

RT) are known to affect RT performance39,42,43; thus, making accurate estimates of the effect of RT on 392 

intelligence difficult to ascertain fully. Together with our prior results, these findings suggest that RT 393 

performance and variability indexing both sensorimotor and cognitive domains may be indicative of AD 394 

well before the average age of AD diagnosis. However, further study, replication, and corroboration of 395 

RT’s link to age-related cognitive decline and disease are necessary to support this notion. 396 

The difference in the effects of FHAD between UK Biobank and MindCrowd (for both primary 397 

and UKBb MindCrowd analyses, Figures 3A & 13A-B), could be caused by the vast difference in the 398 

fraction of FHAD participants in the UK Biobank (FHAD=13% of total) compared to UKBb 399 

MindCrowd (FHAD=35% of total). While noting the fact that we target those with an FHAD for 400 

recruitment into MindCrowd, still this substantial disparity could also be due to the accuracy of the UK 401 

Biobank’s FHAD. The UK Biobank was calculated from three separate questions (i.e., mother, father, 402 

and siblings AD diagnosis). Adding to this, the United Kingdom uses a massive, detailed, nation-wide 403 

electronic health record system conceivability facilitating respondent health and medical survey 404 

accuracy. Compare this to our single question in MindCrowd, asking aged participants to remember if a 405 

relative had AD. Another possibility is the different RT paradigm used; that is, MindCrowd’s test of 406 

svRT compared to the UK Biobank’s use of cvrRT. The fact that complex reaction time, requiring 407 

recognition and the choice to “respond or not respond,” rather than just stimulus-response, may underly 408 

this difference. UKBb MindCrowd svRT performance was consistently faster across age compared to 409 
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UK Biobank cvrRT performance, an observation noted in a prior study also measuring both simple and 410 

complex RT33. These findings are consistent with the idea that complex RT requires more processing 411 

time12,44, and prior work found the age-associated slowing of RT was higher for choice RT as compared 412 

to simple RT 45. Lastly, the differences in FHAD associations across MindCrowd and the UK Biobank 413 

are perhaps due to the UK Biobank had over 2X the number of participants compared to MindCrowd 414 

(i.e., 158K vs. 76K). The larger sample is expected to produce better model definitions and increased 415 

statistical power. Increased statistical power may also have enhanced accuracy, validity, and 416 

reproducibility. 417 

 418 

Biological Sex and Educational Attainment 419 

Numerous studies of RT have found sex differences in RT performance, which does not appear 420 

to be reduced by practice16,20,33. Consistent with others33,45, across both cohorts and all three models, 421 

compared to women, men exhibited faster RT performance (Figure 1C & 6). In addition, the analysis of 422 

the UKBb MindCrowd and UK Biobank both implicated biological sex affecting age-associated RT 423 

slowing. This age by biological sex interaction suggests that women are associated with additional age-424 

related RT slowing of decline compared to men (Figure 1C & 6). The model of the UK Biobank 425 

revealed an interaction between biological sex and education on RT performance. The breakdown 426 

revealed that men had similar RT performance if they attained a high school diploma and above. 427 

However, men who did not graduate high school showed markedly slower RTs, which brought them in 428 

line with women’s RT performance. However, the associated slowing of RT for less-educated men was 429 

vastly more than that found in less-educated women (reported “No High School Diploma” made up 430 

3.83% of women and 3.11% of men; see Supplementary Figure 7). These results largely replicate a 431 

previous sizable study (i.e., 7,000 participants) evaluating simple as well as visual as well as of RT33. 432 
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Identical to prior research, this research found that men consistently outperformed women on all 433 

measures of RT across age, age-related decline in RT performance was nonlinear, a third-order 434 

polynomial provided the best model fit, and women exhibited a sharper age-related decline33. Collected 435 

with our prior study of PAL performance 28, these findings replicate prior work and suggest that 436 

biological sex effects RT and age-related RT slowing. Besides, age interactions, education was 437 

associated with svRT across both MindCrowd and UKBb MindCrowd models as well as the cvrRT 438 

model for the UK Biobank. Higher education milestones were related to faster svRT and cvrRT, or 439 

overall better RT performance. (Figure 2A & 7). It is unclear whether this is due to individuals 440 

possessing faster RT or processing speed seeking out higher education, or due to better cognitive 441 

maintenance in more FHAD. Further work utilizing both cohorts is necessary to shed light on the effects 442 

and modifiers of FHAD as well as cross-cohort discrepancies. 443 

 444 

Handedness 445 

Handedness, and more specifically, being left-handed, was previously correlated with faster 446 

svRT performance19,44,46, which corroborates the findings in the MindCrowd analysis. Hemispheric 447 

asymmetries in spatial processing are generally considered to be responsible for the faster svRT of the 448 

left hand45,47. The associated faster svRT in left-handed participants revealed in the MindCrowd analysis 449 

appears to diminish with age. Figure 2B shows a separation of the linear regression lines that eventually 450 

cross around the 4th decade of life. This idea is supported in Figures 2C and 2D as the lines separate in 451 

20 to 40-years-olds (Figure 2C), but not in 40 to 70-year-olds (Figure 2D). This fact may underly why 452 

we did not find associations between handedness in UKBb MindCrowd’s svRT or UK Biobank’s cvrRT. 453 

Perhaps, a portion of older participants (e.g., 40-70 years old) were forced to be right-handed due to 454 

social conventions of the time, something not as likely in younger participants. In doing so, this may 455 
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have introduced variability in an aged individual across both cohorts. As its association with svRT is 456 

minimal.  457 

 458 

 Health, Medical, and Lifestyle Factors 459 

 The MindCrowd analysis incorporated all 13 available health, medical, and lifestyle-460 

related factors, of which six were present and incorporated into the shared UKBb MindCrowd/UK 461 

Biobank model (Tables 2 and 4). Before the launch of MindCrowd, these factors were carefully selected 462 

based upon their known relation to 1) age-related change, 2) RT performance, and 3) PAL Performance. 463 

Of the 13 health, medical, and lifestyle factors evaluated in the MindCrowd analysis, we found 464 

associations between svRT and the number of daily medications, reported dizziness, smoking status, 465 

reported stroke, and diabetes mellitus. Each health and medical factor were associated with slower 466 

svRTs performance (Figures 3 and 4). We should note that the number of daily medications is a likely 467 

proxy for overall health. That is, the worse one’s health, the worse one’s performance, the increased 468 

number of medications treating the underlying health conditions. The UKBb MindCrowd (svRT) and the 469 

UK Biobank (cvrRT) analyses found similar associations between reported dizziness, reported stroke, 470 

diabetes mellitus, indicating hypertension. Although each association differed in magnitude between the 471 

two older cohorts, each was related to slower RT. The UKBb MindCrowd to the UK Biobank found a 472 

different association for FHAD (UKBb MindCrowd=no association; UK Biobank=2.43 milliseconds 473 

slower), smoking status (UKBb MindCrowd=10 milliseconds slower; UK Biobank=no association). 474 

Interestingly, despite some differences, only a few coefficient signs differed between the UKBb 475 

MindCrowd and UK Biobank; indeed, most estimations were well within an order of magnitude 476 

between the two cohorts (e.g., age, educational attainment, and age by biological sex interaction, Table 477 

5). 478 
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Many factors are likely to account for the different associations between smoking and FHAD 479 

between UKBb MindCrowd and UK Biobank, (Figures 5-13). Some of these include differences in 480 

demographics, genetic heterogeneity, and age26. However, likely candidates include the fractions of 481 

participants reporting each factor (e.g., for diabetes mellitus: MindCrowd=1%, UKBb MindCrowd=7%, 482 

and UK Biobank=3%), and the UK Biobank participant number being twice the size of MindCrowd and 483 

fourfold higher than UKBb MindCrowd. Despite the size of our study, the observational and cross-484 

sectional methodology means that we cannot rule out effects due to confounding variables. 485 

Consequently, while numbers may be close, we do not assume that the UKBb MindCrowd is similar and 486 

can be compared to the UK Biobank. Furthermore, we observed that UKBb MindCrowd consistently 487 

reported larger estimates and standard errors when compared to the UK Biobank. For example, the 488 

MindCrowd cohort’s estimation of the sex-difference was consistently slower (~40 milliseconds), even 489 

in the UKBb MindCrowd cohort, when looking at the UK Biobank (~19 milliseconds). This difference 490 

demonstrates why the study of neuropsychological traits and disease requires large sizes to provide 491 

accurate estimations driving better predictive validity.  492 

 493 

Opportunities and Limitations of Our Research 494 

Opportunities: Unique impact  495 

We strongly advocate for large-scale efforts like ours, the UK Biobank48, and others22. Indeed, 496 

studies of this kind possess characteristics that provide unique impact necessary to move the fields of 497 

aging and age-related diseases forward. These include: 1) statistical control, as our MindCrowd analysis, 498 

incorporated all 24 available factors, 11 of which were utilized in the UKBb MindCrowd and UK 499 

Biobank model. 1) The inclusion of each predictor controlled for its association on RT, which 500 

potentially removed variability (noise), thus enhancing statistical power. 2) The two models used for 501 
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each of the analyses were selected with little human input by automated application of specific statistical 502 

criteria (see Inclusion of polynomials and automatic model selection in Statistical Methods); thus, likely 503 

decreasing bias, the probability of overfitting, and multicollinearity. 3) For the present study, 504 

MindCrowd had over 76K and the UK Biobank over 158K participants. Many participants in each 505 

cohort were expected to help reduce variance, enhance estimation, select better models, and in turn, 506 

enhance statistical power. Expanded statistical power may then enhance accuracy, validity, and 507 

reproducibility. 508 

Lastly, a recent genome-wide association study examining associations between RT and single 509 

nucleotide polymorphisms (SNP) in the UK Biobank as well as CHARGE and COGENT consortia, 510 

noted weak correlations between the reported cognitive-associated SNPs among US and UK cohorts 49. 511 

Here, MindCrowd presents a future opportunity to resolve these weak associations and get a better 512 

picture of potential cohort effects. Taken together, these characteristics increase the likelihood of 513 

making accurate inferences regarding associations while boosting predictive validity. These are both 514 

necessary and vital attributes when searching for genetic associations and the structure underlying health 515 

brain aging.  516 

 517 

Limitations: Internet self-report 518 

There are potential concerns that arise from web-based studies50. However, we believe that the 519 

advantage of meaningfully higher participant numbers and enriched cohort diversity facilitated via 520 

online research remediates some of the disadvantages. For example, the range of error reported in recent 521 

internet-based studies of self-reported quantitative traits like height and weight was between 0.3 and 522 

20%51-54. Previously, we ran simulations on the association between FHAD and PAL by randomly 523 

shuffling the FHAD responses (e.g., Yes to No, and No to Yes) introducing increasing sequential 524 
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amounts of “error.” We found that even with a subtle effect such as FHAD on PAL performance, due to 525 

our cohort size, 24% error would still have only made us commit a Type1 error 50% of the time28. In 526 

line with this notion, another recent publication demonstrated that online RT studies produce 527 

reproducible results55. Further, we developed an extensive data filtering pipeline (see Data Quality 528 

Control) to address these concerns and to enhance validity and accuracy. For example, we controlled for 529 

svRT delays generated with the usage of the touchscreen or mobile device by adding this information as 530 

a variable to the regression model (see Supplementary Figure 8). 531 

  532 

Conclusion 533 

Understanding the modifiable and non-modifiable variables associated with RT and related 534 

cognitive function will begin to deconstruct the underlying architecture of elements accounting for the 535 

vast heterogeneity seen in individual trajectories of age-associated cognitive decline. Only then will it be 536 

possible to develop a model of healthy brain aging that is both valid and reliable56. Such a model holds 537 

great potential to attenuate age- and disease-related cognitive deficits, thus enhancing the cognitive 538 

healthspan. Any extension of cognitive healthspan, better aligning it to the human lifespan, would be 539 

invaluable and increasingly vital when aggregated across the aging population. Mitigating age- or 540 

disease-related cognitive decline, allowing maintenance of independence by even only a few years, 541 

would have many benefits. For example, the U.S. would save billions of dollars in health care costs and 542 

lost productivity of caregivers, all the while improving the quality of life for the aging population48. In 543 

this study, we revealed several factors related to aging and processing speed. Of those, smoking and 544 

education, potentially modifiable factors throughout life, had opposite effects on age-related slowing of 545 

RT performance. With MindCrowd recruitment ever-increasing, our goal is to continue providing and 546 

refining the knowledge necessary to optimizing cognitive performance throughout life.  547 
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Figure 1. Age, paired associates learning (PAL) performance, and Biological Sex were associated with simple 
visual reaction time (svRT) in the MindCrowd analysis (ages 18-85). (A) Linear model fits (line fill ± 95% CI, 
error bars ± SEM) of the median svRT by Age3 (curvilinear model). There was a curvilinear relationship 
between svRT and Age1 (βAge1=7.07, pAge1=3.06E-18), Age2 (βAge2=-0.15, pAge2=3.23E-17), and Age3 
(βAge3=1.47E-03, pAge3< 1.46E-34, n=75,666). (B) Linear model fits (line fill ± 95% CI, error bars ± SEM) of the 
median svRT by Age3 (curvilinear model). There was a curvilinear relationship between svRT and paired-
associates learning (PAL) performance PAL Performance1 (βPAL1=-8.89, pPAL1=3.77E-34), PAL Performance2 
(βPAL2=0.32, pPALl2=2.35E-14), and PAL Performance3 (βPAL3=-4.13E-03, pPAL3=7.28E-09, n=75,666). (C) 
Simple slope analysis of the Linear model fits (line fill ± 95% CI, error bars ± SEM) of the median svRT by 
PAL Performance (βAge*PAL=-0.07, pAge*PAL=1.26E-59). At 20 (βAge20*PAL=-5.48, pAge20*PAL<0.00, n=1985), 40 
(βAge40*PAL=-6.41, pAge40*PAL<0.00, n=739), 60 (βAge60*PAL=-7.75, pAge60*PAL<0.00, n=1789), and 80 (βAge80*PAL=-
9.08, pAge80*PAL<0.00, n=344) years of age. (D) Linear model fits (line fill ± 95% CI, error bars ± SEM) of the 
median svRT by Age3 (curvilinear model) with lines split by Biological Sex. Women demonstrated slower svRT 
compared to men across the aging spectrum (βSex=-34.26, pSex=1.26E-163, Women n=47,700, Men n=27,966).
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 Figure 2. Educational attainment and handedness altered simple visual reaction time (svRT) performance. 
MindCrowd analysis (ages 18-85). (A) Linear model fits (line fill ± 95% CI) of the median svRT by Age3 

(curvilinear model) with lines split by Educational Attainment. Participants who had “Some College” (βCollege=-
14.73, pCollege=8.74E-05, n=22,950), or a “College Degree” (βCDegree=-31.78, pCDegree=2.95E-17, n=44,140) 
were faster than those with “No High School Diploma” (n=1,881). (B-D) Linear model fits (line fill ± 95% CI) 
of the median svRT by Age3 (curvilinear model) with lines split by Handedness. (B) From 18-85 years old, left-
handed participants showed slightly faster svRTs (βLeft=-3.87, pLeft<0.03), (C) an association found in 20-40 
years olds (β40Left=-3.16, p40Left<0.01, Left-Handed n=8,449), (D) but not 40-60 years olds (β60Left=-2.69, 
p60Left=0.07, Right-Handed n=66,903). 
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Figure 3. Simple visual reaction times (svRT) were slower for those who smoked or Reported Dizziness. 
MindCrowd analysis (ages 18-85). (A) Linear model fits (line fill ± 95% CI) of the median svRT by Age3 

(curvilinear model) with lines split by Smoking Status. Participants identifying as a smoker showed slower 
svRT (βSmoking=7.07, pSmoking=1.26E-03, Smoker n=5,793, Non-Smoker n=69,873). (B) Linear model fits (line 
fill ± 95% CI) of the median svRT by Age3 (curvilinear model) with lines split by Reported Dizziness. 
Participants reporting Reported Dizziness showed slower svRT performance (βDizzy=4.87, pDizzy=0.04, Reported 
Dizziness Reported n=4,749, No Reported Dizziness Reported n=70,917). 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted August 31, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.06.20147462doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.06.20147462


 

MODIFIERS OF AGE-RELATED CHANGE IN REACTION TIME 

34 

 

 

Figure 4. Health factors such as daily medications taken, diabetes, and Reported Stroke all slowed simple 
visual reaction time (svRT). MindCrowd analysis (ages 18-85). (A) Linear model fits (line fill ± 95% CI) of the 
median svRT by Age3 (curvilinear model) with lines split by Daily Medications Taken. Compared to 
participants reporting “no daily medications” (n=33,672), taking “Two” (βMeds2=5.84, pMeds2=2.00E-03, 
n=9,651), “Three” (βMeds3=6.24, pMeds3<0.01, n=6,656), and “Four” (βMeds4=17.82, pMeds4=3.51E-16, n=10,769) 
slowed svRT. (B) Linear model fits (line fill ± 95% CI) of the median svRT by Age3 (curvilinear model) with 
lines split by diabetes mellitus. Participants reporting having diabetes had slower svRT performance 
(βDiabetes=11.23, pDiabetes<3.36E-05, Diabetes Reported n=3,887, No Diabetes Reported n=71,779). (C) Linear 
model fits (line fill ± 95% CI) of the median svRT by Age3 (curvilinear model) with lines split by Reported 
Stroke. Reporting having had a Reported Stroke impaired (slowed) svRT performance (βStroke=20.38, 
pStroke=3.59E-04, Reported Stroke Reported n=765, No Reported Stroke Reported n=74,901). 
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Figure 5. Age was linearly associated with visual reaction time (RT).UK Biobank analysis (ages 40-70). (A) 
UKBb MindCrowd linear model fits (line fill ± 95% CI, error bars ± SEM) of median simple visual RT (svRT) 
across Age. (B) UK Biobank linear model fits (line fill ± 95% CI, error bars ± SEM) of median complex, visual, 
recognition RT (cvrRT) across Age. UKBb MindCrowd svRT (βAge=5.75, pAge=2.00E-16, n=39,795) and UK 
Biobank cvrRT (βAge=3.40, pAge=2.00E-16, n=158,245) showed similar age-associated slowing, but overall 
higher RT. The average 50 milliseconds difference between UKBb MindCrowd svRT (M=478.66milliseconds) 
and UK Biobank (M=528.74 milliseconds) is likely due to the choice component (i.e., do cards match or not > 
press button) of the UK Biobank’s cvrRT task compared to UKBb MinsCrowd’s stimulus-response (i.e., the 
pink sphere appears > press button) svRT.  

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted August 31, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.06.20147462doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.06.20147462


 

MODIFIERS OF AGE-RELATED CHANGE IN REACTION TIME 

36 

 

 

Figure 6. Visual reaction time (RT) was faster in men. UK Biobank analysis (ages 40-70). (A) UKBb 
MindCrowd linear model fits (line fill ± 95% CI, error bars ± SEM) of median simple visual RT (svRT) across 
Age with lines split by Biological Sex. (B) UK Biobank linear model fits (line fill ± 95% CI, error bars ± SEM) 
of median complex, visual, recognition RT (cvrRT) across Age with lines split by Biological Sex. Both UKBb 
MindCrowd svRT (βSex=-40.00, pSex=8.03E-71, Women [M=489.75 milliseconds, n=29,640], Men [M=446.28 
milliseconds, n=10,155]) and UK Biobank cvrRT (βSex=-18.28, pSex=2.00E-16, Women [M=534.98 
milliseconds, n=89,331], Men [520.66 milliseconds, n=68,914) found men consistently outperforming women 
from 40-70 years of age.  
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 718 

Figure 7. More education was related to faster visual reaction time (RT). UK Biobank analysis (ages 40-70). 
(A) UKBb MindCrowd linear model fits (line fill ± 95% CI) of median simple visual RT (svRT) across Age 
with lines split by Educational Attainment. Participants who had a “High School Diploma” (βHSDiploma=-9.68, 
pHSDiploma=2.70E-01, 1.87%, n=3,176), “Some College” (βCollege=-26.08, pCollege=1.61E-03, 5.06%, n=11,139), or 
a “College Degree” (βCDegree=-49.07, pCDegree=1.91E-09, 9.51%, n=24,875) were faster than those with “No 
High School Diploma” (n=605). (B) UK Biobank linear model fits (line fill ± 95% CI) of median complex, 
visual, recognition RT (cvrRT) across Age with lines split by Educational Attainment. Like the UKBb 
MindCrowd cohort, participants who had a “High School Diploma” (βHSDiploma=-9.68, pHSDiploma=1.23E-33, 
1.74%, n=46,247), “Some College” (βCollege=-10.26, pCollege=1.30E-40, 1.85%, n=77,270), or a “College 
Degree” (βCDegree=-11.71, pCDegree=1.46E-41, 2.11%, n=23,750) were faster than those with “No High School 
Diploma” (n=10,978).  
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Figure 8. Diabetes mellitus slowed visual reaction time (RT). UK Biobank analysis (ages 40-70). (A) UKBb 
MindCrowd linear model fits (line fill ± 95% CI) of median simple visual RT (svRT) across Age with lines split 
by diabetes mellitus. (B) UK Biobank linear model fits (line fill ± 95% CI) of median complex, visual, 
recognition RT (cvrRT) across Age with lines split by diabetes mellitus. Participant visual RT performance for 
UKBb MindCrowd svRT (βDiabetes=11.48, pDiabetes=3.31E-03, Diabetes Reported n=2,807, No Diabetes 
Reported n=36,988) and UK Biobank cvrRT (βDiabetes=5.48, pDiabetes=4.80E-07, Diabetes Reported n=4,969, No 
Diabetes Reported n=153,276), was slowed with Diabetes Mellitus.  
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Figure 9. Visual reaction time (RT) was impaired if a Reported Stroke was reported. UK Biobank analysis 
(ages 40-70). (A) UKBb MindCrowd linear model fits (line fill ± 95% CI) of median simple visual RT (svRT) 
across Age with lines split by Reported Stroke. (B) UK Biobank linear model fits (line fill ± 95% CI) of median 
complex, visual, recognition RT (cvrRT) across Age with lines split by Reported Stroke. In both the UKBb 
MindCrowd svRT (βStroke=18.47, pStroke=4.00E-02, Reported Stroke Reported n=2,807, No Reported Stroke 
Reported n=39,318) and UK Biobank cvrRT (βStroke=10.61, pStroke=6.15E-07, Reported Stroke Reported 
n=1,237, No Reported Stroke Reported n=157,008) analysis, experiencing a Reported Stroke was associated 
with slower visual RT.  
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Figure 10. Reported Hypertension slowed both types of visual reaction time (RT). UK Biobank analysis (ages 
40-70). (A) UKBb MindCrowd linear model fits (line fill ± 95% CI) of median simple visual RT (svRT) across 
Age with lines split by Reported Hypertension. (B) UK Biobank linear model fits (line fill ± 95% CI) of median 
complex, visual, recognition RT (cvrRT) across Age with lines split by Reported Hypertension. Unlike the 
MindCrowd analysis, hypertension was related to slower svRT in UKBb MindCrowd (βHypertension=7.99, 
pHypertension=3.16E-03, Hypertension Reported n=9,676, No Hypertension Reported n=30,119) and cvrRT in the 
UK Biobank (βHypertension=1.14, pHypertension=0.02, Hypertension Reported n=32,593, No Hypertension Reported 
n=125,652).  
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Figure 11. Reported Dizziness impaired visual reaction time (RT). UK Biobank analysis (ages 40-70). (A) 
UKBb MindCrowd linear model fits (line fill ± 95% CI) of median simple visual RT (svRT) across Age with 
lines split by Reported Dizziness. (B) UK Biobank linear model fits (line fill ± 95% CI) of median complex, 
visual, recognition RT (cvrRT) across Age with lines split by Reported Dizziness. UKBb MindCrowd svRT 
(βDizzy=12.13, pDizzy=2.52E-03, Reported Dizziness Reported n=2,543, No Reported Dizziness Reported 
n=37,252) and UK Biobank cvrRT (βDizzy=3.21, pDizzy=3.71E-14, Reported Dizziness Reported n=42,210, No 
Reported Dizziness Reported n=116,035) were slowed if participants reported Reported Dizziness.
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Figure 12. Smoking Status is related to impaired MindCrowd simple visual reaction time (svRT), not UK 
Biobank complex, visual, recognition reaction time (cvrRT). UK Biobank analysis (ages 40-70). (A) UKBb 
MindCrowd linear model fits (line fill ± 95% CI) of median svRT across Age with lines split by Smoking 
Status. Compared to non-smokers, smokers demonstrated slower svRT (βSmoke=10.18, pSmoke=0.01, Smoker 
n=2,783, Non-Smoker n=37,012). (B) UK Biobank linear model fits (line fill ± 95% CI) of median cvrRT 
across Age with lines split by Smoking Status. An association between Smoking Status and cvrRT was not 
found in the UK Biobank (βSmoke=0.47, pSmoke=0.22, Smoker n=91,312, Non-Smoker n=66,923).
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Figure 13. A first-degree family history of Alzheimer’s disease (FHAD) was related to slower UK Biobank 
complex, visual, recognition reaction time (cvrRT), UKBb MindCrowd simple visual reaction time (svRT). UK 
Biobank analysis (ages 40-70). (A) UKBb MindCrowd linear model fits (line fill ± 95% CI) of median svRT 
across Age with lines split by reported FHAD. An association between FHAD and svRT was not found in the 
UKBb MindCrowd cohort (βFHAD=-0.07, pFHAD=0.97, FHAD Reported n=13,748, No FHAD Reported 
n=26,047). (B) UK Biobank linear model fits (line fill ± 95% CI) of median cvrRT across Age with lines split 
by reported FHAD. Compared to those reporting No FHAD, FHAD was related to worse cvrRT performance in 
the UK Biobank (βFHAD=2.36, pFHAD=3.35E-05, FHAD Reported n=19,741, No FHAD Reported n=138,504).
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Figure 14. In the UK Biobank, biological sex modified the association of educational attainment and complex, 
visual, recognition reaction time (cvrRT) (ages 40-70). Linear model fits (line fill ± 95% CI) of the median 
cvrRT by Age with lines split by Educational Attainment and Biological Sex. Compared to women having “No 
High School Diploma” (n=6,056), men with a “High School Diploma” (βSex*HSDiploma=-11.24, 
pSex*HSDiploma=3.30E-12, n=18,505), “Some College” (βsex*College=-10.54, psex*College=8.71E-12, n=34,230) or a 
“College Degree” (βsex*CDegree=-12.8, psex*CDegre=1.68E-13, n=11,257) were all significantly associated with 
faster cvrRT. See Supplementary Figure 7, displaying simple effects parsed using estimated marginal means 
(EMM).  
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Figure 15. An illustrative summary of the results. Data shown across the MindCrowd (MC), UKBb 
MindCrowd, and the UK Biobank (UKBb). The color (i.e., red=low negative and blue=high positive) indicates 
the size of the β (beta coefficient) estimate.” N.S.,” indicates if the estimated β value was not statistically 
significant (α=0.05).  
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Table 1. Sociodemographic Characteristics Across Each of the Three Cohorts. Study ns and related percentages 
of commonly reported sociodemographic factors, from each of the three cohorts (i.e., MindCrowd as well as 
UKBb MindCrowd and the UK Biobank). 
 

Table 1 
Sociodemographic Characteristics of Each
Cohort  Category n % 
1. MindCrowd 18-85yr: Biological Sex Women 46,480 63.08
 Men 27,204 36.91
UKBb MindCrowd 40-70yr: Biological Sex Women 29,195 74.51
 Men 9,986 25.49
UK Biobank 40-70yr: Biological Sex Women 89,331 56.45
 Men 68,916 43.55
2. MindCrowd 18-85yr: Race Native American 445 0.6
 Asian 3,491 4.74
 Black/African American 1,555 2.11
 Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 270 0.37
 Mixed 490 0.66
 White 67,433 91.52
UKBb MindCrowd 40-70yr: Race Asian 743 1.90
 Black/African American 732 1.87
 Mixed 182 0.47
 White 37,235 95.03
UK Biobank 40-70yr: Race Asian 1,612 1.02
 Black/African American 979 0.62
 Mixed 847 0.54
 White 154,809 97.83
3. MindCrowd 18-85yr: FHAD TRUE 17,382 23.59
 FALSE 56,302 76.41
UKBB MindCrowd 40-70yr: FHAD TRUE 13,554 34.59
 FALSE 25,627 65.41
UK Biobank 40-70yr: FHAD TRUE 19,741 12.48
 FALSE 138,506 87.52
4. MindCrowd 18-85yr: Handedness Left 8,276 11.23
 Right 65,408 88.77
UKBb MindCrowd 40-70yr: Handedness Left 4,474 11.42
 Right 34,707 88.58
UK Biobank 40-70yr: Handedness Left 15,287 9.66
 Right 142,960 90.34
5. MindCrowd 18-85yr:  No High School Diploma 1,792 2.43
Educational Attainment High School Diploma 6,470 8.78
 Some College 22,335 30.31
 College Degree 43,087 58.48
UKBb MindCrowd 40-70yr:  No High School Diploma 577 1.47
Educational Attainment High School Diploma 3,108 7.93
 Some College 10,955 27.96
 College Degree 24,541 62.63
UK Biobank 40-70yr:  No High School Diploma 10,979 6.94
Educational Attainment High School Diploma 46,247 29.23
 Some College 77,271 48.83
 College Degree 23,750 15.01
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Table 2. Summary of sample size numbers (ns) of each multiple regression coefficient from MindCrowd. 

Table 2 
MindCrowd Cohort Sample Sizes (n) 
Characteristic ns 
Biological Sex Women = 47,700 

Men = 27,966 
Educational Attainment No High School Diploma = 1,881 

High School Diploma = 6,695 
Some College = 22,950 
College Degree = 44,140 

Handedness Left-Handed = 8,449 
Right-Handed = 66,903 

Daily Medications Taken None = 33,672 
One = 14,409 
Two = 9,651 
Three = 6,656 
Four =10,769  

Reported Dizziness Dizziness Reported = 4,749 
No Dizziness Reported = 70,917 

Smoking Status Smoker = 5,793 
Non-Smoker = 69,873 

Diabetes mellitus Diabetes Reported = 3,887 
No Diabetes Reported = 71,779 

Reported Stroke Stroke Reported = 765 
No Stroke Reported = 74,901 
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Table 3. Summary of the main findings from MindCrowd, listing main associations and interactions. β = 
unstandardized regression coefficient, SE = standard error, t = value of t-statistic, p = p-value. 

Table 3 
 MindCrowd Summary of Results 

Factor Value β SE t p 
Intercept 355.88 11.99 29.68 1.89E-192

Age^1 Per Year Change in Slope 7.07 0.81 8.71 3.06E-18

Age^2 
Per Year Change in How Much the Slope 
Is Altered 

-0.15 0.02 -8.44 3.23E-17

Age^3 
Per Year Change in How Much the Slope 
Is Altered 

1.20E-04 0 12.27 1.46E-34

PAL Performance^1 PAL Word Pairs Correctly Remembered -8.89 0.73 -12.19 3.77E-34

PAL Performance^2 Per Word Pair Change in Slope 0.32 0.04 7.63 2.35E-14

PAL Performance^3 
Per Year Change in How Much the Slope 
Is Altered 

7.14E-04 0 -5.78 7.28E-09

Biological Sex Men -34.26 1.25 -27.33 1.26E-163

Educational Attainment Some College -14.73 3.75 -3.92 8.74E-05

Educational Attainment College Degree -31.78 3.76 -8.45 2.95E-17

Handedness Left -3.87 1.76 -2.2 0.03 

Daily Medications Taken Two 5.84 1.89 3.09 2.00E-03

Daily Medications Taken Three 6.24 2.26 2.76 0.01 

Daily Medications Taken Four 17.82 2.18 8.16 3.51E-16

Reported Dizziness TRUE 4.87 2.35 2.07 0.04 

Smoking Status TRUE 7.07 2.19 3.23 1.26E-03

Diabetes Mellitus TRUE 11.23 2.71 4.15 3.36E-05

Reported Stroke TRUE 20.38 5.71 3.57 3.59E-04

Age x PAL Performance 
Trajectory of age-related change in svRT 
performance is altered buy PAL 
Performance 

-7.56E-
04 

4.41E-05 -1.72E+01 8.34E-66

Age x Smoking Status 
Smoking Status alters the trajectory of 
age-related changes to svRT 0.58 0.12 4.67 2.95E-06

Age x Reported Stroke 
Reported Stroke adds to age-related 
decrements in svRT 

1.87 0.42 4.46 8.17E-06

Age x Biological Sex 
Men have a shifted trajectory of age-
related svRT changes 

-0.37 0.07 -5.59 2.23E-08

Age x Educational 
Attainment 

Having Some College vs. No High School 
Diploma alters the trajectory of age-
related alterations to svRT 

-0.76 0.18 -4.09 4.28E-05

Age x Educational 
Attainment 

A College Degree vs. No High School 
Diploma alters the trajectory of age-
related modifications to svRT 
performance 

-1.53 0.19 -8.14 4.08E-16
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Table 4. Summary of sample size numbers (ns) of each multiple regression coefficient from the UKBb 
MindCrowd and UK Biobank. 

Table 4 
UKBb MindCrowd and UK Biobank Cohort Sample Sizes (n) 

Characteristic MCns UKns 
Biological Sex Women = 29,640 

Men = 10,155 
Women = 8,9331 
Men n = 68,914 

Diabetes Mellitus Diabetes Reported = 2,807 
No Diabetes Reported = 36,988 

Diabetes Reported = 4,969 
No Diabetes Reported = 153,276 

Handedness Left-Handed = 4,520 
Right-Handed = 35,034 

Left-Handed = 15,287 
Right-Handed = 142,958 

Reported Stroke Reported Stroke Reported = 2,807 
No Reported Stroke Reported = 39,318 

Reported Stroke Reported = 1,237 
No Reported Stroke Reported = 157,008 

Reported Hypertension Hypertension Rep. = 9,676 
No Hypertension Rep. = 30,119 

Hypertension Rep. = 32,593 
No Hypertension Rep. = 125,652 

Smoking Status Smoker = 2,783 
Non-Smoker = 37,012 

Smoker = 91,312 
Non-Smoker = 66,923 

Reported Dizziness Reported Dizziness Reported = 2,543 
No Reported Dizziness Reported = 37,252

Reported Dizziness Reported = 42,210 
No Reported Dizziness Reported = 116,035 

Educational Attainment No High School Diploma = 605  
High School Diploma = 3,176 
Some College = 11,139 
College Degree = 24,875 

No High School Diploma = 10,978 
High School Diploma = 46,247 
Some College = 77,270 
College Degree = 23,750 

FHAD FHAD Reported = 13,748 
No FHAD Reported = 26,047 

FHAD Reported = 19,741 
No FHAD Reported = 138,504 

Educational Attainment x 
Biological Sex 

Women 
No High School Diploma = 426  
High School Diploma = 2,496 
Some College = 8,740 
College Degree = 17,978 
 
Men 
No High School Diploma = 179  
High School Diploma = 680 
Some College = 2,399 
College Degree = 12,493 

Women 
No High School Diploma = 6,056 
High School Diploma = 27,742 
Some College = 43,040 
College Degree = 23,750 
 
Men 
No High School Diploma = 4,922 
High School Diploma = 18,505 
Some College = 34,230 
College Degree = 11,257 
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Table 5. Summary of the main findings from the UKBb MindCrowd and UK Biobank cohorts. Here factor 
names, factor definitions, β = unstandardized regression coefficients as well as estimate SE = standard error, t = 
value of t-statistic, and p = p-value across both cohorts is shown. The last column displays model outcomes in 
terms of the agreement between the cohorts. 

Table 5 
UKBb MindCrowd and the UK Biobank Summary of Results 

Outcome  UKBb MindCrowd UK Biobank 
Variable Value β SE t p β SE t p 
Intercept   189.77 10.65 18.35 6.46E-75 335.93 1.69 209.93 2.00E-16 Agree 

Age Per Year 5.75 0.12 46.57 2.00E-16 3.40 0.03 132.87 2.00E-16 Agree 

Biological Sex Men -40.00 2.24 -17.83 8.03E-71 -18.28 0.38 -47.70 2.00E-16 Agree 
Diabetes 
mellitus TRUE 11.48 3.91 2.94 3.31E-03 5.48 1.09 5.03 4.80E-07 Agree 

Handedness Left -2.58 3.05 -0.85 4.00E-01 0.58 0.63 0.92 0.36 
N.S. in both - but 

MindCrowd 
subtle effect

Reported Stroke TRUE 18.47 9.02 2.05 4.00E-02 10.61 2.13 4.99 6.15E-07 Agree 
Reported 
Hypertension TRUE 6.99 2.37 2.95 3.16E-03 1.09 0.48 2.27 2.00E-02 Agree 

Smoking Status TRUE 10.18 3.87 2.63 0.01 0.40 0.38 1.05 0.29 

MindCrowd 
Finding: Both 
Primary and 

UKBb
Reported 
Dizziness TRUE 12.10 4.00 3.02 2.52E-03 3.21 0.42 7.57 3.71E-14 Agree 

Educational 
Attainment 

High School 
Diploma -9.68 8.77 -1.10 2.70E-01 -9.68 0.80 -12.09 1.23E-33 Agree 

Educational 
Attainment Some College -26.08 8.27 -3.15 1.61E-03 -10.26 0.77 -13.35 1.30E-40 Agree 

Educational 
Attainment College Degree -49.07 8.17 -6.01 1.91E-09 -11.71 0.87 -13.51 1.46E-41 Agree 

First-Degree 
Family History 
of Alzheimer's 
Disease 

TRUE -0.07 2.06 -0.04 0.97 2.43 0.57 4.26 2.04E-05 UK Biobank 
Finding 

Age x 
Biological Sex 

Men's vs. 
Women's per year 
change in Age 
slope 

-0.62 0.26 -2.38 2.00E-02 -0.55 0.05 -10.99 4.18E-28 Agree 

Biological Sex 
by Educational 
Attainment 

Men with High 
School Diploma 
vs. Women with 
No High School 
Diploma 

21.63 19.62 1.10 0.27 -11.24 1.61 -6.96 3.30E-12 UK Biobank 
Finding 

Biological Sex 
by Educational 
Attainment 

Men with Some 
College vs. 
Women with No 
High School 
Diploma 

16.25 18.28 0.89 0.37 -10.54 1.54 -6.83 8.71E-12 UK Biobank 
Finding 

Biological Sex 
by Educational 
Attainment 

Men with a 
College Degree vs. 
Women with No 
High School 
Diploma 

14.79 17.94 0.82 0.41 -12.8 1.74 -7.37 1.68E-13 UK Biobank 
Finding 
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Table 6. List of derived factors from the UK Biobank. UK Biobank’s “Index Number,” “Field Description,” 
“Field ID” and sample size (ns) for data field used to generate factors evaluated via multiple linear regression. 
“Data fields” were chosen to match to the questions posed in MindCrowd. If multiple instances (e.g., 0-4, 
timepoints) were available for data, only the first (instance 0) was used. For cvrRT and FHAD, multiple 
columns were compiled to generate the factor. For the UKBb MindCrowd and UK Biobank analyses, 
participants were removed if any of their responses to a demographic, medical, health, and lifestyle question did 
not match the other cohort. 

Table 6 
UK Biobank Factor Generation 
Index 

# Field Description 
Field 

ID 
Count 

(n) Type Description Column Label 
Used to 

Generate 
6 
 

http://biobank.ndph.ox.ac.uk/
showcase/field.cgi?id=31 31 502,524 Categorical 

(single) Sex Sex Biological 
Sex

7 http://biobank.ndph.ox.ac.uk/
showcase/field.cgi?id=34 34 502,524 Integer Year of birth Birth Year Age 

264 http://biobank.ndph.ox.ac.uk/
showcase/field.cgi?id=404 404 202,464 Integer 

Duration to the first 
press of snap-button 
in each round 

Snap-Button 
Time to First 
Press (Instance 0)

Median 
cvrRT 
(8 out 12 
Rounds)

395 http://biobank.ndph.ox.ac.uk/
showcase/field.cgi?id=1707 1707 501,626 Categorical 

(single)
Handedness 
(chirality/laterality) Handedness Handedness 

422 http://biobank.ndph.ox.ac.uk/
showcase/field.cgi?id=2443 2443 501,593 Categorical 

(single)
Diabetes diagnosed 
by doctor Diabetes mellitus Diabetes 

mellitus

426 http://biobank.ndph.ox.ac.uk/
showcase/field.cgi?id=2453 2453 501,593 Categorical 

(single)
Cancer diagnosed 
by doctor Cancer Cancer 

482 http://biobank.ndph.ox.ac.uk/
showcase/field.cgi?id=2966 2966 134,645 Integer Age high blood 

pressure diagnosed
Age Hypertension 
Diagnosed 

Hypertension 
Diag. via MD 

616 http://biobank.ndph.ox.ac.uk/
showcase/field.cgi?id=4056 4056 7,579 Integer Age Reported 

Stroke diagnosed 
Age Reported 
Stroke Diagnosed

Reported 
Stroke 
Diag. via MD

2104 http://biobank.ndph.ox.ac.uk/
showcase/field.cgi?id=20107 20107 487,790 Categorical 

(single) Illnesses of father (Multiple 
Columns) FHAD 

2144 http://biobank.ndph.ox.ac.uk/
showcase/field.cgi?id=20110 20110 492,928 Categorical 

(single) Illnesses of mother (Multiple 
Columns) FHAD 

2188 http://biobank.ndph.ox.ac.uk/
showcase/field.cgi?id=20111 20111 433,922 Categorical 

(single) Illnesses of siblings (Multiple 
Columns) FHAD 

2325 http://biobank.ndph.ox.ac.uk/
showcase/field.cgi?id=20116 20116 501633 Categorical 

(single) Smoking status Smoking status Smoking 
Status

2356 http://biobank.ndph.ox.ac.uk/
showcase/field.cgi?id=21022 21022 502,524 Integer Age at recruitment Age at 

Recruitment Age (verify) 

120 http://biobank.ndph.ox.ac.uk/
showcase/field.cgi?id=401 401 495,702 Categorical 

(single) 
Index for card A in 
round 

Needed to Know 
if Snap-Button 
Should Have 
Been Pressed 

Median 
cvrRT 

168 http://biobank.ndph.ox.ac.uk/
showcase/field.cgi?id=402 402 495,702 Categorical 

(single) 
Index for card B in 
round 

Needed to Know 
if Snap-Button 
Should Have 
Been Pressed 

Median 
cvrRT 

1635 http://biobank.ndph.ox.ac.uk/
showcase/field.cgi?id=6138 6138 497,883 Categorical 

(multiple) Qualifications Education Educational 
Attainment

2357 http://biobank.ndph.ox.ac.uk/
showcase/field.cgi?id=21053 21053 174774 Categorical 

(single) 

Degree bothered by 
dizziness in the last 
three months

Dizziness Dizziness 
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