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Abstract

With the accelerating population aging and evolving tactics of telecommunications fraud, older
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adults have become a major target group for fraud crimes. How cognitive aging influences older
adults’ susceptibility to telecommunications fraud is a key issue for understanding their victimiza-
tion risk. This article adopts a narrative review approach to synthesize the theoretical frameworks
and empirical evidence regarding the relationship between cognitive aging and scam susceptibility.
Existing research demonstrates that cognitive aging does not uniformly or inevitably increase scam
risk: declines in analytical decision-making, practical judgment, and working memory are associ-
ated with higher scam susceptibility; the risk is particularly prominent during the mild cognitive
impairment stage, whereas moderate-to-severe cognitive decline may reduce exposure due to di-
minished comprehension and participation capacity; apolipoprotein E (APOE) £4 allele, f-amyloid
pathology, and TDP-43 pathology moderate the relationship between cognition and susceptibility;
although older adults initially rely more on non-diagnostic cues such as facial trustworthiness, they
retain rule-based learning capabilities. Future research should distinguish among fraud types, cog-
nitive domains, and cognitive statuses, employ longitudinal designs with real-victim samples, and
integrate cognitive, social, and emotional factors.
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1. 5|8

Bl & A BR N 2 A AR IR, 24 AN C o S 28 VE D ) 32 2 Fa A 2 — o TESRILTEAME
REZEVFER, 58, £E. BRI R AEFERE NS R G RAZButton et al., 2014; Burnes
ctal.,2017). fEFE, EXTZENMEREMS SR, WREFERE T4, 2024; Mk, 2022). [
FH BN S@EERARMRE, VEWT-Br & g4 i = ) B S I8 VESMTE AR, 248 T P JXURS: 285 46 R A=
IR %254k (Dada et al., 2025; Kemp & Erades Pérez, 2023). BEAEWF T 2 Mt 2 22 alJB Se 22 M A S0 VE VE O T2
S5ANAERERH R, EAE GRS IEFEIRVEARN Z(Norris et al., 2019; Shao et al., 2019; Shang et al., 2022;
Burton et al., 2022). WAEIZAIE K AT DR R AE J18 A nT BEHI 55298 N S 5 A% 0 VE Bn 42
ZIPHE J1(Wilson et al., 2023; Sergeyev et al., 2026). SAT, NHIZEIR 552 9 5 MR RIFIEL M, AR
INFIE . VRIS S5 AN TS 5o o] e AL AN A2 IR (Ueno et al., 2021; Pehlivanoglu et al., 2024). [k,
MANENZACRAA VI, B B TR~ N 3200 2 B N EENLE o A SIS FE LR IR W HIEE AL AT 820 2 4F
N AR X2 VE O 11 2 Bk

L1. 2055 =4

25 5y A James Z5(2014) H IR R G ERAEAL, 38 MARLEIRVES 52 RS JF IR VE Bin & R 14T J9 i
), DL S TEFRERNE. Dada 55(2025) K H A S 7 55 5 2 5 3K O IR BT 2 (10 B 5 47 e,
5 “REET FEMVERE SR 7. APFRCR B G E L MAERE TVERE RS, Wi TG
TN VE I E R IR B S AT A s 5 HLAE IS VE D h il R 0T B ARk i Sl B s e fR A
NI

525w 5y A S AB AT XU O S AN [ o A5 A AL ) 8 %o Atk N A5 3 45 PR A T XU i 2 8 0 AN
W T A2 RS, 1T 52 i 42 JR5e e 0 B o 4 O 145 JE. IR 1) S5 K Pt (Lacey et al., 2024; Williams et al.,
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2017). BIFFE 7 BB IX 4 1K LA
1.2. NHEZBUSZ w5 B4

IR B AR 1 S A FE L AT D BE 5 1R SR RE 155 i 3K (Wilson et al., 2023).
R FRERY], 18 SGCIC R S 8 m W 2 Ve G, HARSE T8 S 12 53T T Ak (James et al., 2014);
EE VAL AS AT A5 T AL I B S om0 5 R AR (Castle et al., 2012); JRVES2 29 N BRI AT
WHE. amidleEERET T IEZ FE#E (Judges et al., 2017).

IR 547 0 Fedt— B RoR, Ao SR S EOAI S AT D RE IR 5 52 B XU T e AH G
(Wilson et al., 2023; Pehlivanoglu et al., 2024; Wang et al., 2026; Sergeyev et al., 2026; Carminati et al., 2026),
EINENFEIR S 52 0 5 AR (50 R IOFAR IR E M, ARRARIIR. INAPIRZS 5% 1 5ol 57~ LA A 520

1.3. IR EAH

Norris 45(2019)3 & i A5 BN THEARHA, WFR X IEE BT 7. 3RS 4 Bing
RIBIASERE: INBTEA BRI, ZHE AR B G 20020 R, W XS X0m TR X 7 70 i vk
MIT5ERAMT: §&EREERSHHER, FEMRBELSEEER: Lt m e A2,
ARTEARASR R PIWT, 52 9 5 &M T 5 (Petty & Cacioppo, 1986; Kahneman & Frederick, 2002; Evans, 2008;
Williams etal., 2017)o M - 445 - IEBEUICACHESE S8, VSR AL JJHUGR T IR FHFHE . (E55 TR 51580
ULHC: VESR# I e (8] 5 ) PO R S5 IRFREE < WIRMEsZm 7, (RAEMASOE KRG 0 B
B b2 (Langenderfer & Shimp, 2001). Fischer 252013 ¥ VE T {5 B BB IR E R A ibfih &« 51E
R A SRS VIR, FEdE M AMAZE R LS BB R A 5 B AT /) ;s Whitty (2013)iF— 242 H
VEGW# YU HIBT B . Williams 25(2017)FIFELL SN 5 BB BE S AMARE L. TR RS
SMIHLE], YO8 S R R IR SR R BAE IS R AR LR T R —Big A, RRFESZHR
R,

L4, XHEEFRSIER

AT 2026 4 9 HHHAT MG R . BB E S PubMed. Web of Science. CNKI. 5%,
BN “CNFNZAT “EZBENT CHEMKZIER” BN CREINNEER” 2, SO0

”» 113

1N “cognitive aging” “older adults” “telecommunications fraud” “scam susceptibility” “mild cogni-
tive impairment” %5, ZN AN SCHR A I EITE BN 2000 4E 4 2026 4, RGN 5 4E(2021~2026 £E)IHE
WEFE, R E W SO SR, AR DLZEE NONBE TN R, 3 SN R T BE 5 32 B 2 I (4 SRR
FRWMARGLRIE . HEERFR Y ZUEORBAP AT 7T NREIRIRE . ORI & AR EREA.

2. IWHIE T NZ RS R ENARHERE
2.1. MEFEEWRRILBNR

S o AR > N =3 ARG RREBAEREE, @M T REATRE, (5522t
(Ueno et al., 2021; Kapasi et al., 2021; Boyle et al., 2025; Weissberger et al., 2025). 1T 4558 1T A HAVE I 7
MK, ABBER R (Pehlivanoglu et al., 2024; Wang et al., 2026; Liao et al., 2025; Sergeyev et al.,
2026). HEZEH WM EIMNBHL e, (HFEEAHSEINME, 2 R2H 20 (Dada etal., 2025). =KT7iE#
AE, A ARMETERE 1. FERPAKE, AREPETEREIEAME, 2847
NS DR S 3R, R S RS TR IE AT R AT s = o AT DA #2 AR RYR - VRIS -
B MG ” = A BRI FE A 520 S IR &R
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Table 1. Main measures of scam susceptibility

F1 ZWHRMEETENETR

THRAHK &zl WEAZE REMEHTT
VESR 5 B B R H A 9T, F# 6T, 4 5 Likert Ueno et al., 2021
VR 2 A R SEi%(:8 530, 7 & Likert Kapasi et al., 2021; Boyle et al., 2025
I 45 e 5 H 2 EEiEi:a W 2 e R b 0 SR 55 Weissberger et al., 2025
S-PEST 1T TS 40 BFMRAFFTBE VRS> Pehlivanoglu et al., 2024
PHIT 17 S 30 R SE A VE LAY f Pehlivanoglu et al., 2024
SL-PEST 17 S 180 S M 2 AAT 7T B 2 173 Wang et al., 2026
T 2 S B AR AR 17 HAESS 96 1R T TR Liao et al., 2025
SEEEFIWEINEG(TOP-0) 1T RfESS 15 351 H 5 FIWT 5 5% (Form A) Sergeyev et al., 2026

2.2. B2 SFIETRR AR

James 5 (2014) R, FETCHREFNP, BARKIA I ThRE S B m I VEDR 2 B AE ¢, HrEf ik
WIENITREJ X — KRBATI AR AFAE . Castle %5(2012) K I 2 A4 N PPAL A v] {5 LA H7 06 5 R A U 5 A A
[Al. Judges S5 (2017)UFSE, MKVERZFHEZENNBMAN. BE . SEIZ5ER/ER IR TIEZEFES .

I\ HIF 5 SR T S e A8 A0 B B R S . Willson 25(2023)%) 982 44 Tofi 2 4E NBE T 4.7 48, K
LA ATV PR SRRFAE T B 0.042 FA7, AERSBROC N BB TR i ff 12k DR SR Bl AR i g B TR iz E
For il G R o Pehlivanoglu 25(2024) %) 182 44 A AT 9250 = 5 B SR IH B AT 5%, KILAFE RS . APOE
ed S TAEILIL =FH T HEE: 15 e4 #5a, RSB H TAEICIZEAC, 2t 5 kil . 25l
Ebner 25(2020) L3784 (SR 50 R I, 46 B SO0 2 UK BT 8 101849 A () 5 IV B8 v, LA OB
ELFENTHBE . Wang 55(2026)% 279 44 A N#EAT 384T 2 BB E 2y, R IR 6% 5 0 B s vfE
(criterion) HAH K (r_s(277) =—0.29, p < 0.001), {HSEURME(@) TG, HRam A0S = B F2 M PR5EE A A 177 JE X 7
AE71. Sergeyev Z5(2026)XF 93 44 NiEAT SEB AT LS, A 0 B8 47 (& W0 5 0 1 2 V1 o 0 5 A VR
W2 52, MCLAHIWTRE /152 2 TINRIER 4. B AFEA T, Gavett Z5(2017) KB fa 1] 5E
PEFIWT RIS AT IREARDS, NPT THRELE VEDR 1R A (/B P44 7 2 4 ABF I B BEIEHE . Carminati 55
(2026)iF— B R IAPAT T Re SRR T 238 Mg 2 QIR e E 2, B 5 M 2Rk REE
BN A . FRIEER I, 15 SGENZ. TAEICIZ $hATThRE S Sk A I i 22 18 25 5 52 B 2 S8t T Al
Ko (HFFFRH, XU K 2 H0ok B 8 @B —MVEYR AT 55 (Pehlivanoglu et al., 2024; Grilli et al., 2021,
Sarno etal., 2020), #&/R TAEICAZ5HAT IhRE AT Be 2 B S P VEIR M CBEIARI BT 28,  Hour G vE DR 13&
ERERmERT AN

2.3. RE\AIFIREMABN

MCI 5 SCD W BT % 52 52 B JRUKer B3 i (AT 1. Ueno 25(2021)%F 50 440501 F B2 4E N (& MCIL. %%
B[ /R kg B 5 P A MR R ) S 51 AIARNE S B NHAT R, RIIEINFI R4, ADAS-Jcog
IS VE B 5 B 5 U G (B=—0.06, p < 0.001),  BITAKITH BEAH X H i 2 S i 5 e B v o A3 MR 8
FEWNE RN B G /12 5 VR EL5h, 1P R 45 3R T B T A R HE A DR 1T PR I SR 52, TR uf] U %
F.o Sergeyev Z5(2026)it— K I, SCD HAERITEH WS Mt 2 MEss 1 LB 2 & T MIER 4, MCI 41
TEZ W5 501 25 R 3 5538 25 T s IE# 4H..
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20 975 B 5 38 A IRy T K I\ 0 35 3B B RS (Fenton et al., 2022). LI 2 T 9 ELIHEIEYE K [ ThAg
FAZHEFE, Koestner 25(2016)%f Z4E AN#E4T MRI FHER I, Y523 I 3 RTAIH 57 /2 (vmPEC)
T 505 A S R T (A DG B U o AR ER 2 1T, Kapasi 25(2021)%1 198 44 JoHi R B ik 2 45 N34T 1
SIRIAG A, R B-TEMAE A T 5 22 IR (B =—0.35, p=0.03) K B i VE IR 4 (B =0.12, p = 0.003)
FHOR; tau JEZ5 5P 000 TDP-43 9 B 56 i VE U 2 I AH 5% (B = 0.10, p = 0.02) . Boyle %5(2025)%} 1092
GRSV 5 4, KI5 1 VE YR 5 B 55 B IR S BRI R RO B AT 20 7 SR A OG5 B IR AP
BIRIFAERE 90.9 B vs (K5 84 98.2 %), Weissberger 25(2025)%F 95 44 50 % DL _E T2 45 N AT i 4E
Pt T, KIGAFI IR S APOE e4 22 TLTUMWA 55 RIBIESS E: 7E 4 A b, SRR A R EBMR, 28
ARG S WSS S (B = —1.12, p = 0.025); AREATE LIE R R . XEERIFER, MCI B BIA KN4
5P BEAN B3 R BOKR T 52 9 AU

24. FYUSFTER

IWHIEEIR 55205 &) B ME I 00 RIOFHE MRz M. 2, NI N AFAERIME . Ueno (2021 K
P R A LA N R AT R B AR S5 2 S RE A R PR IR R TR, TS U JEHIZE. Sergeyev %5(2026)
AR, PEE AR R AR R B Z ML TR VE SR R . Yu 25(2023) (BUR B 78 VE SR LSS IR
ARIR, RFEMEEMARMEE S MZENNAIRE S SRR FRE R, RAZWAZWEREMR, Er3
5 VR BB A By 75 B — @ W AR

K, INFSRERA 3. Ueno %5 (2021) A& KL 5 AT T RE 5 VE I 5 PR BB ARG, T
Carminati %5$(2026) K ILAT T B85 W28 VE I AR C . Wang 25(2026) A LA IS 5 ] b 14 AH 5 {H 5 fUsk
PETC K o (B R Z, Grilli 55 2021) K TG IFAH R R 24 N X 789 5 FUSi R Re 38 22,
MR AR A T2 . B FAE “IX A B80T - OB )7 b (2 B8, A0 ot 44 8 1 T P 5l T RS2
AT45 VLT SREAFFE T o Kapasi 25202 1) & 81 tau 2845 5 5 M0 5%, 10 B-TE M FEER 5 TDP-43 5%,
Tt B A (] 5 32 B S 0 AN ]

=, MERSHRRRETANS SR KR Weissberger %5(2025)5 Pehlivanoglu %5(2024)
BURIANFIBUNANAE APOE e4 #5ifr # b i 2% . TSI R FEFFE 2L Sarno 45(2020) &I, RIS 25 T 24
NG NHIMBAE 7 S UEf TG 22 5, W JE BRI 2% 40 2 4F N SE A ] T A4 ks mE AR 3 S0 VE S, 30
1) s 1 F e SR T RE i /INE RS 22 5. Liao 25(2025)%F 104 Z4ER N5 105 4424 N7 R0 2 5]
(AR, 2 A N Gf S8 AR T 3B A5 AT M AT 9 PP A, (ELIR I S U5 R 25 ST 000 - B8 g R S e pe A
B2 5155 TAEICIZ IEAH DR (r = 0.25, p = 0.010). XK ZEAPHAG A, 50U, I HfE & T REZE
IR AN . Wilson 55(2023) K I AR TE H AR 518 1 73 T M o SR BEA G, I 25\ G 30 5 5508 1) s 47 22 4k
Ko g5 b, INFIIEIR 5 52 0 20 MR 96 R 2RISR HDIRAS L 8% KU o3, ANl & 51558
R = LR .

25, BROmERIE . VEMMEE 5IAFIBAIR R X F#

LEEA FVEYR W 5T K B (Langenderfer & Shimp, 2001; Fischer et al., 2013; Whitty, 2013), ] 3 E ik
U kus T =2, H S5 INHZAHIR N R AT

BB B 78 2SR mE £ IS HI SPR5ERE /1. Castle 25(2012) 8o~ 45 NP4k AS o] = 10 FLIS 11 i
SR TR N, IR E AW SRR AR Yu 25(2023)UESEBUM B 78 L& AR IR
Be. RIMERAS B AT AL S 4Rt R IR m . Xiang 25(2020)7E 1 H 60~88 2 HEAH &k IS 5N A
DR 22 M0 LA VE G I T SR B . = LB 1) BUBUE B T B2 9 I T 7= A R BEER T (0 R0, 1T AR A sk
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Zo

TR SR IS g £ E IS el N AT H] . Kircanski 25 (2018) KIUE M BERES FEZENY
R N2 B L (e 35 T &, SRR tE G RN AT Sead p PR N 15 Whitty (2013) OB BOAR AL i3E — 20 158 B VE Bl
ST UNAT TR ST AR T o 45 AT ThAESEIR 5 W0 48 VE B KUK 1 S IBE (Carminati et al., 2026),  “ 1B SEIK
x PUTERIZER” MRS fEA S

Pt 5 B30 2R RS 2 B IS 8] K R B HT N T. Sarno %5(2020) R BRI 461 F ZENSFERA
(B I BT P TE 22 5, TG BRI 260 N 88 N TE SRR T R, 38R BB G AR R4 1 AT RIER
ST EEIN T, XM T S RUE R AE FAE VE B b )8 3k 1 (Williams et al., 2017; Whitty, 2025).

FUVESRR AT =, B AR VE O 32 B B AR IR 2 54T Thf¢(Pehlivanoglu et al., 2024; Grilli et al.,
2021), HLiE B 78 VE O 32 B N AS A I S BUBIESU(Yu et al., 2023; Castle et al., 2012), 1 4 B BN HIZEIR
AMATEP RIS B TP S R B 5 2 508 0T B 2 FE b (Ueno etal, 2021) . RIS, IR b 2 ik
TR B — R VEYRAE S HEWT, BEEENXT G A8AE RIE R B SR B D (Carminati et al., 2026).

2.6. BEIEZR

NETEMZRERAZ LA, &2 8Ba 7T EEINIEER . 75328 S 52 9 2 B AR08 77 1) .

FIRHESRREL, N ENB AN 2 2 AL R 2 R R AL A IO SE R, RRBTTE RS HESL
TRERHEZ O, &G0, SRR A EVER SRR M RN JT AR ZE S RS2 S AT DR
BRI T VE S, SRS PR B ThRE L E A X TR B e R VE . RRWIAUHAES HER e inixes
IR HLBR AR, IR SRR S M v 5

Table 2. Cognitive factors, moderators, and directions of effects on scam susceptibility

=2 OAHER. FHEESEESRMEHNHNE

UNISES HHRE RNLT [k REMER T
TAELIZ APOE &4 e4 R TAEICAZ 38 n 5 ek Pehlivanoglu et al., 2024
ENEN I APOE ¢4 &4 4555 3 AR B v 45 i 55 Weissberger et al., 2025
VARIRE RS i SHPEYCE T, 5 5T miA ok Wilson et al., 2023
S W MCI/SCD MCI HIWisE 2%, SCD #-2 g 5514 T i Sergeyev et al., 2026
PATTIRE 4545 AT Tl R 2 15 01 28V i XU A 5% Carminati et al., 2026
T4 BN R1E SR 17 5 51 G AR AR O James et al., 2014
) b e G e FIMTRRHE ARG, SRURIMETC R Wang et al., 2026
F 27> TAEIZ 2R TARCICIEM R Liao et al., 2025
NGBSy 5l U % BRPE R R AR R, o L RE R A XU Ueno et al., 2021
PS5 PR B-UERIFEE F . TDP-43 o3 B G701 336 g ek Kapasi et al., 2021
3. Wi

3.1. XBNRASTRER

DA U E N RS PSR BT RAA LU ER. B, PR RKEH B BEAREER 5 W
WNFIT BRI AT RE A 32 O ARG e i RO IR 3T, AR O B R0 2 5 1 X R (Ueno et al., 20215 Sergeyev et al.,
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2026). ., FEEBMESHAHELNS . APOE e4 #5755 5 B-TEMAE 8K 1 7 far 5 i o ] BE X RIS IR 1)
RN EEBURS, 7 ISR AR (Pehlivanoglu et al., 2024; Weissberger et al., 2025). 2=, ¥k it 5\EHL
HIRERAUCEL . &1 X RN 2 2] R JT I GREE, W JF R R T B B BRI VE SR IR B I ZR(Liao et al., 2025), {H 15
N SN A SN SIS - & ) ra s A S BN U G JA = EERUN G2 RS VPO YN
AR HAr s OESE, & Tt e . S0, £ TAECZ3B I E B 2. Pehlivanoglu
SH2024)RIL, TE e4 BT TR AR RO B AR Q2 B3 B f 5 SRRy, B S B KU 43R T4 B
HidE. Wik, RVESRR BT NI B G R, KRB R RS B DI e B A 8 A B
B, L AR RIR R BB, AEE IR MO E . i VR E K T AR 70 R RE L
TR S AR, TP NAE X 2 (Sergeyev et al., 2026). HN, KRIEXAERHNES T, 2.5
W5 2o s R B R R VE IR AU T S A S, ST R E R ARE . R IREE TS TE
B 15 35 (AR AL 5 20 5 L& F Fi(Carminati et al., 2026).

32. FRERE

WA FAFAELL AL H—, HEARKEFR. 200 LA N mBE ZFE AN NFE(Boyle et
al., 2025; Kapasi et al., 2021; Wilson et al., 2023), BR#| T g5 MMMz B8E S5 SEFRANHET
S WP AR, AECLR LR R A . REE Weissberger 25(2025) 5 Boyle %5(2025)38 445 T 9h
WG, (HZ BB S UEA AR W T (Sergeyev et al., 2026; Liao et al., 2025; Wang et al., 2026; Carminati et al.,
2026)0 H =, VEIIALEG I R R o 2 T 78 SR AR R bR B — VR O, B XS A DX 28 VR Bl (FEL 1S
FLAB) I SEUEAI 78/ (Carminati et al., 2026). 250U, W& THRBIEKR, 3296 5 B4V KRR € 5 &ET7
ARG —, S84 Bl UL LB (Dada et al., 2025; Whitty, 2025). 45 7., APOE g4 F£ A5 %3 i /)N (Pehlivanoglu
et al., 2024; Weissberger et al., 2025), 1A% 115 2400 I € PEA F 10AIE

AR T NEL R T7 R . 25—, RN BB BN R S 2 A B KR, kIR
TilEe B, INESEZEFEENEAR, IESESIE. £=, RERWEA S ZIRSE. AT HIGS
A5 R TE (M 2R AR e AR Uk, 0 HE R T X S A VE S A B AR ARG SR AT SR DY, BEA AN
e 5EERER, WEL 4T (Lacey et al., 2024; Kircanski et al., 2018). 1L, FFREXEEEIN
HNFEIRZ R NN SRS VET A, JCHSGE TARIAIZ SR % 2 B8 JJ(Liao et al., 2025). H/N, WA
HEZFALFEAR, WIE L 52k bR SRR ER .

4. i

WENE AT N A IR 2% 52 0 o) I s 2 B B2 4R . A Fr PR v s, SeR AT 5 TARdZ
(3218 5 5 52 20 PR AR O RN SR B B R JC S 9 Y, 1 B 4 B R DA 6 IR T R IR 5 e
VDT FRAR XU ;. APOE €4 B-TEMIFEER 5 TDP-43 i B nl R IAEN5 5 BIERI K R, ZEN BV
AR IZ WL R, AR 226 T WEEE IR AL IR T EUZ I 5y B 3G IN,  FLRON 52 0 s
HPRAS . 8L RS At & S IE S R 3R L R T o AR T R “ 248 Nk 5 52 9~ I ZIAR
%, BET VA RVERIE B SRR T MR RS AL, S HETIET 5 T T iR R4

SE K

BFE, e, sy, 2024). B MR L XA X AL R R 1S K R R . FERREF 55,
39(12), 1873-1880.

¥R (2022). A EH EA? MEES WML N PHW. OBZH R 12(10), 3538-3543.
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