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memory in children ages 5-10 years, and examining relations between hippocampal
subregion volumes and memory performance between early and middle childhood.
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e The uncal apex and fornix were identified manually to
calculate volumes of hippocampal subregions (head,
body, and tail).

* To examine differences in associations between
hippocampal subregion volumes and memory
performance in early versus middle childhood,
children were grouped into younger (5-7.08 years,
n=32) and older (7.08-10 years, n=31) age groups
using a median split.

e Correlation coefficients were computed separately for
younger and older children between bilateral
hippocampal head, body, tail, and whole volumes and
memory performance using total gray matter volume,
age at time of memory testing and delay between
memory test and scan as covariates.
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