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[(E5] Mrzxd2dbicflonsidE] Ty —F v 7 4xE)iCid, HiRENICEEZN
AT %o A TIE, EEREEEE LToy —+ v 7 2 2 ) BEO BRI S HERE A 75 0
DWEE L, 72, COBRENHFEERICEDLS Kb DD, <4 Y FT7 vy Y v rEn
SEEDPOEZRL, FREEENEH VAP S, V—F v I 22 )FEOMAEZEE <A~
Fo vy v B L HRBEEN RS ZREE L, 7 —F v X' ) AREELE, <
AV TV ) v IwAEL B ETHRBEEN ORIEOTRE Ui nlfetE 2R/ Ui, K&,
T—F VAT )EREFEOMBRERE A BEBFNSHEANOIEH I >WTH L, S%OWE

e A BE L 12
(#—v— K] 7—%v7 e )5, BAE B FRMENEL ERP), <1 K7
gy

1. 9—F VI AEUETI

7—F v 7 %) (working memory: WM) (3Baddeley & Hitch (1974) »32IE L 725
W REilEE T v Th 5, WMOHSE LT, B oEMREE v I T, Lo
THERRY, THb5 [hitdsinicfibnditE] &V IR H 5, Baddeley &
Hitchick 2WMiF 3 2D a v f—x v+ THiIKE LT3 (Figure 1), BV — 7 IZIER
(78 TSR D MERFLIRIE, RZERIZ 7 v 775 N IZHZEN S BROMEPRIEE2 T h 2 Y
L, MIRETRIZENS 2OD FLa v £ —3 ¥ b 2#IET 2B R EEEZH->-TVWB EE
Z 56N TW5, Baddeley S8BT 2WME TNV, TORIEY — KNy 77 E05H LWL
avE—x v iMENEh, EMEEEOBEN) NEMHIN TV S (Baddeley, 2000;
Baddeley, Allen, & Hitch, 2011, A TRWMOHTHHRRFETREEBEBRIEICOWTHE
HaENTE o, B B3 T FvidiARN)Baddeley & Hitch® b Dick2 W THET 4 %,

Figure 1 Baddeley & Hitch (1974) [CEDW=9—F VI AFUEFI

" BB RSB AR SR I R A B A a I i D
DOI © 10.14943/b.edu.124.65
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2. WMZE

el

WMIZE 3203 v =% v bAbD, INSIKETNTNEENGEET 5, COREEN
ET AP IN TV S, flAIE, BV 70REE L CEEAERETCO WO NS
HUED B 5, BB, [P OHFEAHEATCELHIMRATHD, MTEFTRAONSEDMNE
Vo LFROHMRPFEMAEL T B, FHTHRITROWMERZHET 2HEL L TY — 7T«
Y72 F 2 MBH S (Daneman & Carpenter, 1980; Osaka & Osaka, 1992; #Ef o
R, 1994),

2—-1. WMBE L ERBPAIBLEE

WMBEZET IHRETH D) —FT 4 VI ANy T AN, BEaHLTXEEETR LSS
5, Xk by—4/ v ViEREZZEVWS) _HREEL - TVWS, FIEROHMIEEZEED
%2 LB ohrZHATEES LV EMAHEEEI LTV E Y, EHX YyFR &
bWV, V=F 4 VIRV F R AU E LR Y 7 2 D ORI, BB ORHE &
D & X EHef# (Daneman & Carpenter, 1980), #t# (Kyllonen & Christal, 1990), ¥
(Shute, 1991), RIREfEHE (CKI¥E, 2000) &\ o o EREBHFRE 7 + —< v 22Tl 5 C
EDBHISNTWVWS, WMERRE NS DR E IEOHBEARRICH 5 & WA 5,

2—2. WM&EEE

WMEEEBEFRP RSN 2 SKEEAMEZ, LWINGIEBEERICEb- TV IRETH
b, T, MFEBORRIGGEEREOFREL L GRlAREETH 5, L LITETIE, RO
EBA D > TV L, XV EHEKEIBHICB W TWMEBSEEL 5 2 TV 2 alfetk s fehE <
NTW3d, 2O EnS, MRETRIEEREEES U CHB—RINITEHT 22 0o E X
MBS N T =7 (Baddeley, 1993; Engle, Kane, & Tuholski, 1999; Oberauer et al.,
2007, ¥jlcEngle et al. 3#EME= /¥ 7 2 b THIE SN 2 WMAR [ZBaddeley® € 7 VIicH
F B RETROREEIRD S 21 EA 7= X LDFENTH Y, THOHECHEALLE XD
HEREOHF:, HIHOLDOERTHZEMELTVE, TubE, TOWMERELE LI
ZNHEETRBEVWEEZ 5N, Baddeley &R~ TW 3 X 9 1cWorking Attentiond T &
SONZELDTHBEEEZOND,

2-3. WMBRENKBTZHD

WMABEENAEREBRELEKM L TVWEEFEI VWS T ERDRh, b bEEREE
BT £ 208 TH B2 EEZ SN TE Miller, 1956), MEELRS T & DM
B o BRI HIRSH 0, TOHEHMIF T L 2BEICHELVWEVLSIEDTH B, INIEFTY
HNF vN=ELTIELHIGNTWS, ITEDHETIE, ) N—HIVDRELE R ik il
BABRAT IEEBCEIHRVERESN TV S (Cowan, 200D, 204+ 1 E0VSDEA
B, VT4 v IR T RN EOTEHBFERB EAITOEN LR TE AEREL b3
TEHIEMNERMENTYS GER, 2012)0 )V —F 4 YRV FRAMTRHEZBZRNEY =4y
FEELAMC b XEDSFAET B0 TOXNEIIY =47y NEEHEZ 2ECIIELE L 5 2 3REIER
HIFHRTH b, V=T 4 YAV TR P TEEGEEND 51213, < OBEIEREEHRE L



T—% v e LG 67

P SOMEELEB S, ARARIZ 41 EFEET L0 TEEH, WMEENELE T
2OFRE L > TLE S, THNEIRERTRICREIEBIEE RS E O EE S LN TEE
WIeHThHbBEEZONEDITH B,

COEHIIE, WMERFTRFETROTEBMRIEL XML TVWE, COFEKIEES &, HED
FHPZ VR BT S IBREHMR D 2 VIIRE L, EUSHAEHETIENITH S, T4b
5, WERMICB W T & HiEHEY (goal maintenance) %179 2 EMWMARICKELE 1
HHEREETH B, CHIEFFEETE® 20, RIELEOL S ) N—H LV EITVRB KT %
A OGN LEVSIGBERERLEFTALKEA S,

3. WMBRELEEREEBENT+—7 VR

HiFffeR 2 N 2 WMERZ, SLENPRBEALEDb > TR VLERREICBVL T HEE
H5A %, TR, FEEREOHTORICIHFZED o WMAERZ R L 72288l 5,

3—1. WMB= & RICIFIERRE

WMZAEE & NI BE D 2 H R E T b 5 Stroopifid OBk =T L 7cifge s d % (Kane
& Engle, 2003; Long & Prat, 2002), %5 D MW 7zStroopifdTld A ~ 7 O & D 4]
ME CHETH 52 —8ilE, 1 v 7 ot BOLAIN T 5 A —Bflig = RAS & 7@ %
HOTWZ, A—HllHTREDOZRETE WD SEEERPESR LIS E LTHEL TS 50, <
NEIMHLTA v 7 0fESHE L TREB SO, A—Bollio HEE A2 #RET 2 & T,
WMBEOEENAEL S I EPMESNTV S, WEOHETE, WMEESELVLHTE, T
5 — RGO AA R SN Ty, BREGRISOIH &EWMEREOMICBEFRNH 5 2 &0
REENTV S,

Tsuchida & Murohashi (2009) T3, MO —fETd 5 FREFHEN (Event-Related
Potentials: ERP) 2T, WMAR & IIIH OB Z#ET L TV 5, RIBHIH 2B 5
HMED 1 o5& LT, AX-CPTA#H W 5 M7, Figure 2iZBraver, Cohen, & Barch (2002)
ICHS W AX-CPTOBKK %2R, AX-CPTO &K TidTable 1i</R L 7o &4 THERK S 1,
A-XRA IR Z WEN O RS TH O, HEA-nonXRANZIMFEINER SN 5 R85 &4 5,
AX-CPTIF 2%&HdH 0, AnonXDRIEBEREI NI E FITRIEZIE® 2No-godefh &, K
JEAIEIL TR 2 R & v A4 d 2-choiceZe T H - 720

Tsuchida & Murohashi (2009) DR Ti1F, WMEREH O L B EH L U 2-choices: T,
Probe A-nonX (ADRICXPIABEREINA2IHET) 6L Tz 5 =220 > 76 No-go
ETcRERIOZRR ONL -7z, ERPIZBWVWTIE, WMEEEKBEOANSEEL D &NAR
MEAK & - 72 (Figure 3)o T ONURMGIZEAMVI B ERO WS 2 XML T 5 (Smith,
Johnstone, & Barry, 2008; Smith, Smith, Provost, & Heathcote, 2010),
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Figure 2 AX-CPTO#=X (Braver et al., 2002%2%%)
CueRli#h & Probe RN R EICEREIND, CueRlBTHIADRICXNERSINTI=BENEELEN
RIib&E %55, ARNEREINZD, XOHEEWEZIMFIDDELERICE K5,

Table 1 AX-CPTERITDE S

Cue
Valid Invalid
A-X nonA-X
Target
(70%) (10%)
Probe
A-nonX nonA-nonX
Non-target
(10%) (10%)

g7z, Cue AR TRWMERSEHOLMBERX O bRTEEA (Fz) TOPMRIENAKE A -
72 (Figure 4), COPHRIBEABEEROKDTE XXM T 2 EEZZ 5N TWVW5B (Sirevaag,
Kramer, Coles, & Donchin, 1989; Wickens, Kramer, Vanasse, & Donchin, 1983), 7%
bhE, WMEESH ECue AFIKICH LAEREZLVZAEDTEIENTELILEZRET
5, A-X CPTIZBWVWTCue AFIMIZRORIGE LT 2EERZFLI DR TH O, RAIHHLE
TZ O SN2 CEpESN TV (Braver et al., 2002), HEKFIE E T,
COAEVHIEREMRET 2 ENTERV ENREENTVEY, WMERRETIZZC
FTOMMIIRONEB WV, —7F, EKEETIEProbe A-nonXDifTTT 5 =ML <, ALWLSTE
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MOMFFITETLEY, XUSNOREHSHETL 2 2 ENOHEADIEKTE TN EAUR
BINnb,

INFTOMREEZ LD L, WMEBEHTREHLD bMICERSNEADOHEDNonX
e L CEYIcIBE TEFIce 5 -2 Led <, ERPLE&EMIERHE MV, C
NiF, ALV FELDITHT EZAFENAE LTV LR, #US#EZ2EKTSIENTE
TVWROVWIEERBL TV, THbEWMERICE T 2 KGN & OREfFRIE, RISHH 2 n
HikE b 20T, KISMHEId 2842, MEEITke 2 Lamnd vt H
TR DSBS L TVWAEEZOND, TDT ERITHEEICK BETHELE LB LTWVS
(Redick, Calvo, Gay, & Engle, 2011), Tsuchida & Murohashi (2009) D#EEM S5, T D
TEHR I ATERERIC 35 1) 2 BEEHERF DB L C L 2 AJREMEDRIZ S T,

Figure 3 WMZAES « [EBDA-nonX probeRli# Xt d 3 INEFELg K
ED/RRIVH2-choicelE, HD/XRIVHNo-goFlF,
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Figure 4 WMZAES « BB DK CueflHIIxId IS LS KE
ED IR IVI2-choicef, AD/XRIVHNo-goFlf, ZNZEHN, Cue ARIH & Cue nonARIEDIER
<E tJ: 2 —C(:\éo

3—-2. WMEELERNFERE

WMA R & ERRMEEREOMIC SRS RO NS T EPMESN TV, BHcHc XS
12, WMERHEORICIIEESREERNED 2, MIFRE—DObDLFVAZVAE LNV,
AEDOBHRICITWE W 37259, HEEWMEFEOEL O LMITEDDEVWES > T
VWb L, LL, MEOEEEZXBIT S LEIEHIEERETHA 5, Awh,
Vogel, & Oh (2006) 1, WMD7z»DfE L L TCoFEOHZZIRIEL T3 (Figure 5),
ANSNIAEREFNHE 7 « vy —icBOWCHESEIRS N 5, OB, FEMNMEE LT,
DERBRAWMIE SN, INEE SICERNEZOE X EWMORFRERL TV 3,
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Figure 5 Awh et al. (2006) [CED(\f=, WMEEEDREBRDERR
ABDSINEZBERIINE T 4 VI —ICEWTHIEEREI NS, ZOK, FEHNFBRLLTEHE, LEL
BEHRHBWMIZE BN B,

D& IGERFZEOM & 3 SKGEAEREE WS X0 IE, L VEKRD 2V IFREVWERHWT
HLTWaHEThy, MEOEME VWA S, FIRICE T 2ERERIIWMEROMAZE
BT 50125 9, Conway, Cowan, & Bunting (2001) OWIFE T, WjE /) BERERE
DINT 5 =< VADBWMBBICL VR - E2MEL TV S, MESREREERE T, 20
FHiL~y FAvE2LTHO0, EHAOHBTRE2H#AERT 5, TIT, FIAREEORIHK
FEE L CHEORMICERZR T CBIEE V- GREARTOTH 5, TORRIC, EHALT
WA IEDOARIZERT 5 L, JUTCHEILENRONcDTH S, WMERSIE L
T B AITIREE N BN OELRNCRM DSt T &S, PiEE 8 2RI 2 HEE%
HIL T Wic T EpREE N 5,

WMZBEOMAZ AR E VS BOBBIIBOTHHELTVWEIENEILLNSE, TO
T & & RISEI SHRET L 22 iFgEAsMinamoto, Osaka, & Osaka (2010) TdH %, 1% 5 $EHR
BA RO ICEUERE A T L, BRI CE L RIS ERIS A 2R Ut I RIS BRI
DI, PSR OEE IIWMARSHOAPMER L 0 M@ L, RIES ORI WMER{KEED
HhsE#tE 0 b L, O EEHSIE, WMARSEHIRTEEER Y S 1% 5HEE o HIH aHlk i
XLThy 75y v OfiEs L CEEEIIHIL 2 EME LTV 5,

Minamoto et al. (2010) OWFEIFFCIEREZITROFETH %, Conway et al. (2001) @
RO XD, SERNEEFRHICIB VTS, WMARRFIE L XV ToEEOMENIcBEE LT
W5 DA S D, Tsuchida, Katayama, Murohashi (2012) O TIE, FCiEDFEN R/
fRTd 2 3flliEA FA— Vi GEIRMEERE) 2HV TG L, 2%, &, £ LT
BRI S v & LICERS N, BRI R 7 L 2TV, IEIMEERT 2 2 & a2ky
720 WHERIM I BT I3 MEEIE U500 HzO i NER S Nihs, HEEMtE T3 meRsa
BT EREE 2V 0 W - 1o E N ER S i, Frad R R4 2 NURIE 3 WMA &K
HoLPEHLD bREh -7, TONIZFIHEREI0 msfhicERL, FEREERRD
HEEERML W3 (Alho et al., 1998), B IFERHE TEIWMARTIC L 2213750 -
1726 TDOT LI, LBMBICBTEY) —F 4 v/ 2 v F 2 MEAHENURIEOHBET S K o1,
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AL O ERBCIEOHBERR O N, Tbb, WMERNEWHIZEHATLEEONL
RIEDVNEWEVWHIFERTH 572, 2D EIF, WMERSEHIH A R IEIcNd 305
EHEOR S TR T/ T EARELTOL S,

NSO EEEHEE, WMEENPEOVEIL, CEEETH-> CHEIRWEERET
B> THIFEL L BERNDIERLZHHEEMETIIHT 2 LN TEEEVA KA, HUELR
MED by 75 yOFEIENCK D, MREHROEFHENZ S ENTEXEEEILNSE, D
SRR ER%Z100 msFREO R WHIHOBRB THAEL TV 5,

4, WMBEELTA VO VF YUY

WMEEOEAZ T RETLOREEZRM L, BEFRMNEEES L CHEME (goal
maintenance) 23 > TWb, COREREICK b, ILELD T 0BT > TV W IR RE
CENAEREL S ICBV TS, WMERBOHENRONE EEZ SN b, BB LA
b TORVWERRETH > TERENRLNDE LV &3, WMERIIHE O X 1235
TS L TVWAAREENEZ 52 3, TOZEERLTVEDORAWMARERSI VT V5
Dy ZIcBET AR THE B (LDFELCIE, Bk =F, 2014%25H),

4—1. WMBEEZAVFO U5 U Vv TDER

<4 v 7% 1) s (mind wandering) &3, BAEZITL CLWAHELA D L~BE
NENTLEHSBERTH Y, FEEBEEZ PRI EE R E, UL HEE X0 —%5
WKHIRARTVWEDE L TR LHITRIES N2 D TH S (Smallwood & Schooler,
2006), Kane, Brown, McVay, Silvia, Myin-Germeys, & Kwapil (2007) &, HEAE L
DA VT V) v TOEREWMOBRERKGT L 7c, SINE 3HEFERGART, 1 5 81,
7 vy A REEICRG S N A ERNCEE L, FANCWMT R b 25210 723948408 T HIEZSM
L7zo BMERBEDIEF» O BE BB L ToehicovThIEL, #iL Tuigs, &
ZICBET A ERBME o v F o — VAR TRIETRIE L, £/, HERORESIDHATYL
eI O W T HEEE L7, Kane et alld OB T, WMEBEMNEVWAIRE, S hrsngE
ThHot VRPN TH > 7D T ERHIA Y FT V5 ) v IImELBEE0S TEAERL
7o

COWEIHES, WMEREED @GR REEEE <4 v KT v 5 ) v 7 OB%R (Mrazek,
Smallwood, Franklin, Chin, Baird, & Schooler, 2012), WMZ&E & BAFHRMH 5 L EHHE,
ZLT=A4 v Eu vy ) vy rolEsKET s McVay & Kane, 2012), %52, McVay
& KaneTd, HEABELEFLVEHOVT, INEFTHECMESNTELWMARE XE
JROBIRDO—EIE~A v KT v &) v TN L TOE T EE/RL TS, RERDOT LITBT
574V RTvy ) v EWMORKREE, FRERRREVTWVL M (McVay, Unsworth,
McMillan, & Kane, 2013), WMIZ & > T=A4 Y FT V&) v 7 3BEERBEGRNS S Z &1
EEWASIE WA S

<AV ET V) v R3EESmEICBVLT, AFEE, 7 — MY, EESSICEVEEL S
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A (Szpunar, Moulton, & Schacter, 2013), KEZE T I3 LB MESINL TV S
(Smallwood, Fishman, & Schooler, 2007), %7z, AMEENE~A v Ko v &) v 7, [
R JEREIR L X Vic B 2ADHDIERR O T Th 32 E =S b N TV S (Seli, Smallwood,
Cheyne, & Smilek, 2015), WMAERLHWVBAZRNH <A1 v F 7 v 5 ) Y IR TN SICHE
rHEZT0BEVSH T EE, NS5O IEgoal maintenance & HE—ADEARICH B T &
LTV 5,

4—2. ERPEZA VKD VFUVY

RA VT VYY) Y TIIEBRPRNAZHRTH D, WMEEBELBEBRNLHZ, 5 Lic<A
YR v SICBbAEEOMTE LT, FMES ) T AL BEVERT LIcbDNDH
%o FiEMIICEBAER S 2T, BERENIFHDOE S ) 7 ISR SR &5
BB B OM G 0D B, FHHIEENED 2 3E A X T, KBRS 2 EK & LT,
RHERIMEN T IIEERIE (distractibility) 23, BERRIHSEMETIEIRE S (boredom) 2572
B L T W (Berry, Li, Lin, & Lustig, 2014), % 7z, Baird, Smallwood, Lutz, &
Schoole (2014) &, ERPIC & 2 EHIEAEH WIcvA v KT v &) v 7 OMFEERE L TV 5,
5 130-backiftfE (v« ¥ 5 v 2 2HV, <A Y N7 v &) v 7RIy 3 H\E
PlOoEZEE L THEINE I E 2R LT,

<4 V7 v v S IZERPOEEPHEIEOREE LT h 3, 2hTlE, WMER
DEWVIT K » T, HEAEFRERITHOPURIENSRIS 20125 5 p, ORIV T, LH-
Rl - Z=48 (2008) © 57— % ZF0W Lo BE 3 HIFEITHhOBRIEREMR (Oz) TEEL
7P1Eko B8, WMABES « B TR 210 E S0, & (Novel  Simple) X ¥t (&#f « (KED)
D 2 ERSBT & FERi L 72, Figure 6120zICH 1 2 HE 3 il 4 ~ & — VB DR NEE
%, Figure TIKWMABES « BEDOOzIc B 3PURIEZ /R, AR T I
BELHRIBSNED - 1o, BIERBICK L TR, KEEHRRESOEH - 1208, BoTsh
R ont (F A, 24) = 442, p = .046), AEDERE I L TWMEREHF S LD
SPURIR/NS ot TOT EEF, WMARKHOLWEEEL D bHE 3 fIEA F K —v
BT A Y RIS v I TW AT EERET 5, ZOYRIER Y VL AT
SENRIHE TR S NT, BHET 2 NSHEHMTRE SN

IR EREZ T OMREERPICWMAR E <A1 Y F 7 v 5 v 7 OBRBK S T
W B AEREMSIRIE S oo BEHEERPZMET L 72 Tsuchida et al. (2012) ofER TR, WMAE
BT ERBICT T 2EESERL TV, COTERBEOIHHEREMK T2 L1
HZ%, LML, Berry et al. (2014) IH SN 3 & 5 ICHE & B ORI 3 F 15 555
AT 5, BRI IR EBICEERHIRENE 2D, <A v FT v 7 ) v 7Bz n
WMARKE F SEREcS LEESHIE SN0 TR EVWLEEZI OND, —F, HEEEH
BT AR, BAIEIEAER I N B0, <4 Y FT v P ) v RS OWWMARKE
B E, PHERBICEZERMPE VO TREVWVAEEZONSE, TNH6DT &b, WMARR
FRIERREZRITHRO YA Y R 7 v &) v IS L T 3 affEEsE 2 o, ZoshRid
EHY F 41Tk D B AFEHEARIE S N,
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Figure 6 OzIC&IFB1EE 3RFHA FR—IVEEDRMETSKF
EDNRIVHEMRE, BONRRIVINIERHR, FNENFHERE, BEHKELDIEF LK > T3,

Figure 7 WMZAES - KB D0zICHE 1T BP1RIE
BOBHIWMEESH, REOHENWMAERERE, EO/NRIHNENRE, BONRIDHER R
ENENHTRM, BHFHELOEFLL-> TS,
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b. SRORE

LIE, EEHIEEEES L TOWMARO BANSEIEC DV THIBIL, ~1 v F7 vy ) v
7LV BEREWMEROBIRICOVWTER < ML L 7o TNOEZBEAT, SROVIRE
KOV THTHI,

5—1. WMBEEDEAZDHERSEENDIH

WMAROMAZRZIDERE, H2VWETA Y FT7 YY) v 7w HETHABERHEICE L
THREBERITEEAOND, £9, BNV —7, HEMRT v F/,9y F, Z L THRET
ZOEWMBEBD TR A v b 2FEfid 32 &3, WEOETFAETEZTESTZ20ICENET
Tu—FERBIEAH D, Sk, FIREMALRIMERERALZ T TE L, WMERNEICHLL 2
RE Ny 7Y —DEHMILD 2 alGEME D 6 5725 9,

Tsuchida et al. (2012) T, WMAE BB IPGE E 2 2 BERBICE L CAEEEIIZ %
EMTERD -T2, INEERBGITHIA 5 &, ADHDO WENSHAE O KUT 75 2 R0kt
LTHEPIZELTCLE >OAMA S EATERVLI & EIEFICHELULTVWS, ADHDT
WMo RED R TH SIS TW5S (Barkley, 1997, CO X5 BHRIE~A v Ko v
SN VT DHBEMRELIEDH D, A VT 8 ) v S EFERITOVTOWNETIE, <1 v
Fo v s ) v a2l fELLEDOEPHBNADOLBEAVEKVI LN RSN TV S
(Szpunar, Khan, & Schacter, 2013), Z#cx L, EEO@EPTHE, NEF = v 7 DE
MzdTs2&ET, <AV FT7 V5 Y v 7obe s — P IOEH bEES N, FEILEESN
felEbFIREINTVDE, 9 Ui, FFOEZEIRILCE S W I HE IS O AL 7L 03,
SREICNEER LKA, WMEBOHAZICTLD, T LAFRIIFEL > TL 2HHEMEDS
ZiZoNnb, WMERBDOEAZZEZA RN OFLMETHEEEZ LN D,

b—2. FEHIDT7TO—FFTBWM

WMBEBZMINSE LI LTI b L—=v I B2l OMETHAONTEI, PL—=v7/
ORI, WMOD A 75 5 3 ROBHIHIBERE S ADHDIEIR O 8B IC £ TRIERMN B L 32 &2 RIE
T 25HELDH S (Olesen, Westerberg, & Klingberg, 2003; Klingberg et al., 2005), i
FTOWMbP L—=Y 7R Z X s 5 LIciETE, bL—=v 7 DRRNPL—=v7 L
TOWEBVHEIOH L TOHEBEEA 5 &0 IRV TREEN L RMEERL TV
(Melby-Lervag & Hulme, 2013; Shipstead, Redick, & Engle, 2012), —%4, bl —=V
L EWMIGEWFHIBEN TOIRBIELEL TVWE, CNETRTELL DI, MREEHOEE
EWMAEEBEL TV 5, WMOFIIZ X b RSB OFERKEEO S E A5, H501E
ZOHOT 7o —FREHTHE 0 b L0V, ERICHREHROEZ N L—= v 2ickD,
WMBEBED I E L 7o T E PR GRMIE S EORMEEBICB T 238M) ") 7 — v a Y TH
HaxnTcw s (Fisher, Holland, Merzenich, & Vinogradov, 2009), Z® T L Idf9&FE LT
DEEOHEICLD, WMAISESNAEWMOEINL 72, 2 VWRIEEICE > 72D TERVL,
LEZ LN,

HTEETH ZFEET + ALy VT 3EEERZ T TR, HEEO LD SIFET S LN
BEINTETVS, RKEXFTTHIMETEMAT 2HATIE, T« 2 vy v 7Lk
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BRMET + 2L 7 v 7 ORTENZ WAREEN B A SN B MHEMET « 2L 7 v TORKE LT
HEFAEORENIER SN T W3 (Bosse, Tainturier, & Valdois, 2007; Lobier,
Zoubrinetzky, & Valdois, 2012)s WM®D b L — = 7 %75 & & TADHDAER D R % 3
AHBHBE, RLVHRBIRFTCELBVWEASS, LpL, HEVHEBOYREBIELCWMS 5 0
BEBEEDO ML —=v 7 VT 7o —FREHTH I b LBV, REREOHFIE
HBTEIEFRODOEBET 20 TIREL, MANTEHEGENZE? LTS T EPEAT
Thb, LHL, IRIKWMOD b L—=v7ThEREOEIELENLED 520715 518, FEkk
TAAVI YTOHEBILBOVTCHIERICHRALBT 7o -5 L85 THA D,

6. ¥R

AT, EEREEEE R4 2 WMBE O BRI S HRE LM 78 O pIRGE L 7o, £ Oh
LEIFERE S L CHAZMERF (goal maintenance) 23b 0, ZhhBHb 2854, it b F b
DOBVHEIIBVWTOHEBLHA L LER LI, i, ~M v FU vy ) v EWMAER
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Working Memory and Attention
— Examination using the Event-Related Potentials (ERP) —
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Abstract

Working memory used for a goal-directed behavior has limited capacity. In this article, we
examined what the specific function of the working memory capacity as the controlled attention
function was. In addition, we discussed how working memory capacity affected the everyday
situations in terms of the mind wandering. In the study using event-related potential (ERP), the
analysis examined relationship between individual difference in working memory capacity and
ERP component involved mind wandering. The amplitude of ERP component involved mind
wandering for low-span group has smaller than high-span group. This result suggested possibility
that many mind wandering occurred in low-span group during the tasks. Finally, we discussed
further research and educational aspect based on the relationship between working memory

capacity and attention.



