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Abstract; This paper examined the characteristics of fencers” vision reaction time (RT). The subjects are
115 fencers from national fencing team, Jiangsu team and Jiangsu sports school. Grade and category were
tested with MANOVA. The result indicated that there were very significant differences in identification
RT.4-stimulus selection RT and reversal RT across grades —the higher grade, the shorter RT ., while not
in the simple RT and 2-stimulus selection RT. The top two grade fencers made the fewer wrong respon—
ses than the third one in all type of RT test except simple RT. It was suggested that the elite fencers” ex-
cellent performance was as a result of their mental advantage —ability of identification and decision-mak-
ing in complex situation and more effective adaptation in changing situation. The sabre fencers” wrong re-
sponses were significantly more than epee and foil fencers’ along with RT test becoming difficult. The
epee fencers’ wrong responses were fewest in identification RT and 2-stimulus selection RT test, while
the foil fencers” were in 4-stimulus selection RT and reversal RT. This indicated that the mental ability
was affected by category in fencing.
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