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Abstract

To explore whether stop and go processes share processing capacity, we combined stop-signal
task paradigm and large-small Stroop task in the same experiment. We conducted experiments in
which 31 university students each performed large-small Stroop task, to vary the load on capacity
in the go task. And then to explore whether stop-signal reaction time is affected by the go
processes. The results show that stop-signal reaction time significantly increase as the go
processes have conflict interference in stop-signal task. Suggesting that the stop processes are af-
fected by the go processes, and stop processes shares processing capacity with the go processes.
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1. 518

FFHEAE A AL RAT AR PAT I RE 0 B — A BG4y . Il e H & A2 58 A ki
T R i A 0, 0 AT AR R ) DL AT & VR AT A % B 224 H (Goldman-Rakic, Cools,
& Srivastava, 1996; Logan, Yamaguchi, Schall, & Palmeri, 2015; Swick, Ashley, & Turken, 2011). Il 2 1 1)
SRR EIAT N SRR . VE R BRG 2 5 A5 (ADHD) 4% 2 Fil Uy HE AN R 22 597 AF < (Chamberlain, Fineberg,
Blackwell, Robbins, & Sahakian, 2006; Enticott, Ogloff, & Bradshaw, 2008; Hart, Radua, Nakao, Mataix-Cols,
& Rubia, 2013; Pontifex, Saliba, Raine, Picchietti, & Hillman, 2013). P&, AN T A 57 Ay o0 B 27
FARIN L 2 58 1 BRI 72 77 17) o

1% 1115 511 %% (Stop-signal task, SST)yiz(Logan, Schachar, & Tannock, 1997; Verbruggen, Logan, &
Stevens, 2008) & — |7z F TR Sl il ) SL4e G . 7E SST v, BT P HER AT —
R, BEAE IR CETE RN RS E . teln, ELHUTIEE SAES T, BRI — AN 5k £ S ST
%, WERFRE “X” #% Q #, BRHFE: “O” ¥ P . #HAETEHIZ R MATS I T, Ah oA
WL —MEIEE S, —ANMaiE), ARk ZE AT s AN dE 2T s Fcsd w3l , AT %
BN, I, ARRNEMEREAEEES, MANEIIERAEERES, KHREASTF L
55 LTS5 50 N TEAE 5 1F 55 (Non-Signal task) M 15 S AF 55 . SROSRIECS 15 145 5 Z TR R [R]FR
%155 3EE (Stop-signal delay, SSD). SSD ¥ B AFMEA, iz il AOXE LR AHS, SSD BREL, i
PR M FE RS . 7E SST 1, FEH1EIL15 5 S N I (Stop-signal reaction time, SSRT) , kel & sz 3 411
HE 1. SSRT 847 145 5 (1) H B 21 1 B 56 B4 1EAF 5% RO INFIR] - R e D 4 ] — > 42 B b 0 1) A T SR B
8. SSRT 5 [ MM GE J1 M b, SSRT K it B 4 3k S 7 30 1) /1) BE 55 o

Logan fl Cowan (1984)4& Hi 437 5% 4+ 874  (independent race model) it 1% 1h45 5 [ NN o 1Z A5 AL %
fFIEmTRETFIESZ G, FEFIEN TS RN TR —MFTEHRRR. WREENTATR
RN T5E R, A S SRR A, RS SN LA TAF b 58, IBA R B EIAT 4571800
AN RN TR A AH B S I HASFEIR, X PRI R (1 00 T 58 B [N 2 4 4. it &k,
FEAF RS SRS, A% b R BOSEIN AP AN =2 0 T 555 (processing capacity) . A W 78 &K 3L SSRT
[ VF 22 256 v A0 7 B0 S BB 45— RE BRI, 78 SST WSS S BN T4 (Logan & Burkell, 1986).
Yamaguchi, Logan FI Bissett (2012)7E X455 S48 Fh il & SSRT, SR il bb 2045 1b PR b S SEAE 55 v B — b
B Yamaguchi fATTR I SSRT ANSZAERS (8] b & (1 P P I SAT 55 152, fE 4TS5 XUTE45H SSRT
EAREESR . BT 2RSS N AT S BeAR I H TG PR YE(Leite & Ratcliff, 2010; Schneider & An-
derson, 2011), Logan Z8 A Logan, Van Zandt, Verbruggen 1 Wagenmakers (2014)3# i 8 /F % 2 I« N AT 25 7Y
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e, DA NI TR o I TR R, AR F0 s S AN 10 T S 3= Tt 25 R
SSRT N1 HE [ NAT S HOREHIFEM .  IR B T W SR AR b fin o AN S hn T3 Y

Boucher, Palmeri, Logan 7l Schall (2007)£EHR #4744 (Saccade Countermanding)fF:55 11 & IR 2/ %%
FERIR BN PR R AR I B A HAE T, IR P 28 AR B 45 A T S5 A R AR 1% . 36Tk, Boucher $2H
L H 5w 48 (interactive race model), 22 B 5w SR AN 9 N A A B : —NMamAR B, BRI
IEE S IFEM e RS XY B IR BN TR A B Foh— s BEAEHB B, 71k
X RN R B R R AR R BN T R H SRR, fEF G SRS H, Fikin TR
REIN AN 84 AR B, A X T EA T2 B e 3L CEIn G R 75 . 7F H, s R i 5 x
JE A 55 A8 DAy e 43 e IS A 55 SR S8 T s B R i IR, R TR . SR DI E SRR, 4k
55 R R LE M R AR T T I R AR N o AR AN AR g 400 ) 42 1) A o S 1) A AE B A BAE
(Kalanthroff, Goldfarb, & Henik, 2013; Verbruggen, Liefooghe, & Vandierendonck, 2004), #1287 H3z HAE
FAA W] R 2 P Mo i) ) BE 05 A BRI 45 2R

Kahneman #lI Chajczyk (1983) & I Fi % Stroop 1T 25 1 € i 44 A 1R Rl S b RT3 AL 55 St
=, WP RTIA R SHARRZRE, BTN TEERARYE, SETERNEEER. B,
AT DA A R RN T SR /N SRR e RO LA ki TR S T8t A A fERe e &k
T Stroop 425 &I T XU T4 R (Melara & Mounts, 1993) o XU 448 78 HI 8O SR ASAS (G L
B BE AN 53O 24 P LA T DLSRAS T80 bhtwn, 4n SR Stroop AT55 H e in] Rl FHRB ain 4, O SkEE
A W T PR B, AT NI T WA T4 . Grégoire SR fF A4 FR (T “LA” YhRTE TG AN [H
8 b, D2id 200 8 SRR 2 IR SO (AT 13 B AR HOAR I & 75 1 4 AR AN AL B R ), RILEFF 44
PR 7547 B 4340 HF-#8(Grégoire, Perruchet, & Poulin-Charronnat, 2013, 2014) . {H /&% Sz 5 365 206 TR
PR, MELLEAT 2R o BREHESE(2015) 1 1K/ Stroop A5 S T8l A ik, 14T 5% R )
PARIRAE RS B, T SOREE(E SO “R” F /N DURRLSE R FE(F5)I “R” F“/N, Hp—
F(F X EFS5HENIA—E(F X EF A E) RN BRI 55 70 LA S A2 9 Fh oy SRR HE 7
BTSN, RIS T R AL TR (T R EFE TN T S, T okt W A
FX), FAF T RE R TR XA TR R 0] A R 2 B R, R FE S AT
BEUR,  IF BRI RN AR, TR A] DA X ) 4 R 45 1A 5 AR 5 i OB N T
b B

AT IS K/ Stroop AR5 AUF IEE SAES RS, SRIRHF 145 S AF 55 o SSn TAMS (k0 T

2.1.1. #it
BENLIAZEEAR K2R 31 (&M 26 44, B4 5 ) S nsei. $ORERIEE N 20 £ 23 % . T
WARBIAARF, WASEEFIEMAIER .. Frasal A ES I, S20 5 UG 44 T 18 2415 SR IR .

2.1.2. FHFFN{LE

TSR I S “R7 o N7 (FIRORARE, FERAM), IR R bRt o,
PR SONEE, PR BIREE4 70 cm. FERAIIN T K7 (K%2H8: 5cm x 45 cm, L
N 4.09° x 3.67°). FSERIIWF “/N” (5cmx 4.5cm, 4.09° x 3.67°). FSE/MINFE “K” Becmx 2.5
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cm, 2.46° x 2.05°) F S E/NIINF “/N7 (3 em x 2.5 cm, 2.46° x 2.05%).
SEEG AT 18.5 i) DELL E1919H Wonat F 2B, 43 #F% 1366 x 768, il H13 60 Hz. S50 I
S IR X S B A P S8 E-prime 1.1 304523

2.1.3. WG IHIER

IR 2 ((E5 & RIBF SRS RIS SR ) x 2 (—HEERE: —8. A—B)WHEER
Pl N BTt

AR EZ 20 MRIKIGS), IEFRILT] 85% L, EFHE N IERSLH . 1ER L4 Am A2,
TN HHETE 80 MR . — ARSI 7 SR B, 57— AR R 75 O BL . M 55 4
(T HHS BT 37 R 422 B 3R 1R DA P46

SCIFE WL 1(a). 2361 26 E I 500 ms {EAL A, SRS I 1500 ms FIRIBM R, ER g
(KRS T8 q 8 p), B2 EHAR, HJE HI—A> 800 ms~1200 ms [HBAHLA B .

214, GER

B 7 R A R I B S AT Ge v BT o S R R BT Y S BB FE 3 ANARHE ZE 2 A, X
SR SR IR 5 1.09%, St 751 SR B 7 1.000%. -2 s s B A I g 22 40 A 4 SR 0L K 1(b)
RS AR R (IR SOREE . MLSE R I R % 5 2%, F(1,30) =4.19, p=.050; — AR A%
)RR, F(1,30) = 136.95, p<.001; (RSN S ENZ EAEHEE, F(1,30)=20.13, p
<.001. fRIERAURIRTIRERAA, 7E1E R b, —8HAB MW RN EE, F(1,30)=55.43, p<.001; 7E
WLSERE b, —FE A B B RN 2 2, F(1,30) = 93.86, p<.001. [, —EMEAEZATSA RN
SO, AH PR SORE A RPN, A0 R 26 T TN B K.

X RERZEAT G 00T LL SCh BFRE B — B S A —BURAF T 10T X B8 2 53 51 99.37%
H198.44%, L7504 HFME B —BS A —BURAT T BIF IR 2 50008 99.65%F1 97.81%. X IERfZE
RS T 2o ies, AESAROEXRE. Wi REE)RFEMNA R, F(1,30) = 0.30, p =.589;
—HMEE (. A BN R, F(1,30) = 26.65, p<.001; {F455AFEA—FMEAS B RS HAE
AR, F(1,30) =254, p=.121. KRB £ — Bk M A — Bk T A, (HIEfRZR A
w, R EAT S5 3 D AAAAE TR S — IE AR A .

skkk

520 Tk

VA 2500 ms —
HI A4 %1500 ms .j :

7% 57800 ms~1200 ms N

34 [ R (ms)

BXRE M RE

(a) (b)

Figure 1. (a) Procedure of the Experiment 1; (b) The ANOVA results of the Experiment 1
1. () LI—IRIZE; (b) LW—FHENNER
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22, W=

2.2.1. #it
BENLFAZEEAR R AR 31 (& 26 44, B4 5 ) S nsei . $ORERIEE N 20 £ 23 % . T
BRI AR TF, WASEFIEMAIER .. Al BIES N, S250 5 UG 4 118 475 SR IR

2.2.2. RIHFLEE

R EHE BT 5 B0T “R” N (FERONRIE, FERAT), RIEER 2P bR R,
BRSO RE, HOAE R BRI 70 cme FEBORIINT K7 (KB 5 em x 45 cm, FLA
N 4.09° x 3.67°) FEE KMV T “/N” (5emx45cm, 4.09° x 3.67°). FSH/KII T “K” (3ecmx 2.5
cm, 2.46° x 2.05°). FEHE/NABT “/N (3emx2.5cm, 2.46° x 2.05°). AEAIFL: 1000 Hz 4%, W
P&

SZIGHIWLAE 18.5 Ji~) DELL E1919H Bonss 2, /¥R 1366 x 768, FlHi# 60 Hz. SZI6 R
S IR S B 5 1 S A8 E-prime 1.1 34523

2.2.3. KW FERF

SR 2 (B8 & MRAET XU IRIETFSMURB) x 2 (—8HHEEE: —8. A—8)FHKER
Pl N BTt

ARS8 32 40 MRS, AT IERSLE . B8 AN E, AR 112 A4
IR, R AARCRF IR LB 3: 1, BFRFBEHLHES] . A 2 AR R = SR OB, 5
AR AR5 R B 75 VR IS o 1 2R AT: 5 ZHL B H BT A B 7 ik DA i

SEEGRFR L] 2, SER RS 2 I 500 ms VEALAL, ARG EIL 1500 ms NS RL, BRIk
L(ARAE TR F 15 q 5 p), 2 JEH R, BE HIL—A> 800 ms~1200 ms HIBEMLZS BF o« 1E 25% kK,
HEREAT RS, SR A SR (RS S, 1000 Hz 46i3%, 100 ms), ERGRE S ILE S22
Je R R A B S N o A5 IS 5 HBLE AT AR 15 IR M5 5 IR 2 J5 - SSD Bl e N 250 ms, B R
ARAB AR S B 285 A %, = A5 5 IR, BTz bR Y, N —A> SSD #4234 50 ms,
fHEXEFERS N, A SRR 1L ME 5 B, EREf IR &ON, IR —/> SSD /b 50 ms, X EEFEK. LA
PR AP Th 5 1k S 7 (MR 230 50%

S E500ms
FIFAEH 500ms .;:
/N
—

2= F#800ms~1200ms

SSD={=1L{E SR
SDT={21L {5 S #4ERTiE)
MAXRT=f X RZAF

MAXRT
(SSD+SDT)

Figure 2. Procedure of the experiment 2
E 2. 336 —iRiEE
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224, GER

X5 1045 5 [ S A p (respond/signal) > 80%F1<20% 13, 2 4 MRk I BE kS . X
YESBER , ~¥34 p(rfs) = 53.20%, SD = 0.50; Xf5-SAE NS, 34 p(r/s) = 52.65%, SD = 0.50. p(r/s)
YERFAE 50% /A, Ut IBER R P A 2.

X NAT 5 [ NI (go RT)BEATGeit 0 b o MR HE SRR IR S SIS PE+3 AN FRifE 22 2 AR - S 3
VB BB 5 2.59%, 758 B 5 2.69%. Go RT J7Z o #rah B ILIA 3(a). RS EGE X
R RLSE R D) E R AR 2, F(1,28)=0.00, p = .976; —HMHAAE(—8. A —BOM LN T,
F(1,28)=50.05, p <.001; (LR —BMHEEENLHMEHEE, F(1,28) =6.42, p<.05. fHEHMNEE
R, 7RI SONE b, — AR S M AN 3, F(1,28) = 10.84, p<.01; FEMLSERE B, —EE
AR R ANV A R, F(1,28) = 35.45; p<.001. [Ath, —EMEARE AT AR B RIS, AHEGIE SORBE
FAF N RTINS T BTN K

X IERZ AT G . L O B RS BB — 80 A — 0% A T BIF38 1R 2 53 71 97.74%
F197.09%, A5 N HFME B —BS5 A —B0URAT T BIF IERZ 50008 99.10%F1 95.53%. X IERfZ
(B ATy AT iR, AR AR EGE SORE . ML REE) ) E RS A 23, F(1,28) = 0.05, p = .824;
—F TR A B ERN B, F(1,28) =25.53, p<.001; F&5ZEM S E NS HARH
&%, F(1,28) = 11.33, p < .005. faj SRk L], FEIE SORE B, — kg & i fa S AN AN 12 2%,
F(1,28) = 1.30, p =.263; fEMLGUE b, —BMEAR R fa 80y 3%, F(1,28) = 32.33; p <.001. [FHy
AR SR 7 — B R R A B A N, (HIERR A &y, R AT S5 45 AN T -
NRGES IR

M5 Logan 2% A (1997) ) SSRT 11524 3, mean SSRT = mean go RT-mean SSD -5 15 145 5 [ N
X SSRT BEATSE 17047 SSRT J7 243 Mk B WL IE] 3(b) o AE55 A8 B (I8 SUREE P38 RS (1 LA 5. 32
F(1,28) =0.48, p=.496; —HMEZE(—H. A BRI FEMNEE, F(1,28)=19.25, p<.001; {FFHLE
A—8 A BRI EAEAA R, F(1,28) =041, p=.528,

3. g
U — 8 T A/ Stroop AT55. 44T 448 B RSN B (2, AR—B0 0T RN B S8 T —
BLE T RS, 3580 (0 TR B (7 SO B B0 T S S TN . IF HL, (AT 535 5 15 L

* 220 -
740 - I )
= —3
720 200 1
rg 700 ’g 180 -
= 680 1 =
g &*‘ 160
g 660 1 § o)
640 ’
620 120 1
600 100
B SR P R EXRE

@) ()

Figure 3. (a) The ANOVA results of Go RT; (b) The ANOVA results of SSRT
[& 3. (a) Go RT FEDTLER,; (b) SSRT HEDER
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JBE(F SO, AU T B [FFE R E 18 T — 80/ T R, RHFS W7 Wi TA 2ER
THRL . o  N TREF TSI, 750 CRad Skt B2 7 SOm T, Kk, 525
—ilE K/ Stroop AR5 3R T E IR AT H0. WA IR, A -BURM T, ESRENE R
RS2, BT SO 55 RN T 550 7 SO TR 2 BE AR, B SO 5 T3 W3 K
TSR F XTI, HRFHIA R & AN E m T8 (Kahneman & Chajezyk, 1983).,

XFSEES R TR AR SRR SIS AT A, [RIRER I T 7 SO 5 i A B E TN, 7
SR XN T BE TR, XK, RIMEIMATIEE 5415, K/ Stroop (B398 AT LU= AE £
SE IR FH N

Townsend F1 Ashby 8 FH i s & ki & T 880R, PAX - JGRR, A FR, [ 25 (Townsend & Ashby,
1983). Townsend #& Hixf T & — N ik F2 fr o5 AN L8R, mhanfml2 ok 55— AP T4 — 4 3
P RE . AR — AN LG E TR B, RIS 4 — M DI AR Nk 5, Hon Lo & —Ff
M. B —ANHUPIEFA 24 HIE, H—NEFAEENRE -, (2 2 WREES A LT
SR, TR LT A 22 o ma ORI F R . AR, W — MR TR A —%HiE, Bl—A
LRI LRIERAR, MR —MEFHEANLIE, MamiamEoRmET, MHEERE. 0
IR, TESLEG v, PRIRER/INGEIE 1IN TR R A &, G0 SR RSN R T ks 2 i o e SR (1 1 K
NI, BRI NN T2 BRI o an SR 2 BN T A PR B Rl ] e SR, I8 4 o] LK)
W2 10 0 T2 75 A0 S RN T S B IR  Qn SRA5 a in TA  Rn T = TR, 45 a0 Ak 2 R s S
THESES R, A5 o Tl R a2 b 2 e SN BT &5 B SR 3G i sy, RIRERD,  ROBEIN T3k
AN W FAT R0 TR BN TSN TR, A5 b FE I A A 22 52 31 e RIS AR P o5
BHIR AR/ (Logan et al., 2014).

K/ Stroop 4155, @ AR MR /NI E], 20 OB I0 R o A R BEUR . SRS LD TR
RN TILZINTHR, A4 SSRT A4 2Bl b R B 3G I3 o 4n SRA% (b AN SR CA L = BHE,
T2 B R 3G 0, SSRT A2 . 7EK] 3(a)H, —HMH L EZAT KL BRI, MHIE R
FEFAE R THRRSL, A0 RBE S A T HOONER, I ELSOREIR IR IR S5 S N 56 3 v 2R 1) 384 1 2 3%
BN, XS WY RN R 0 T B A IR e . 7RI (), — B AR R EAN R %, SSRT K
5 1G0T ST R0, 2R B OB N TRER i TSRS TR . 45 1k TR SR TR S T %
PR [FE o TR A R GHRIX 2 F K. BIAEAS 1R TR R SO T80, = 1Em THAR A
AN TR AERAEIX I TR IE T, A5 i T 0 05 6 3 B T3 145 5 10t BMER A0 o0 A
f#% 1. (Cavina-Pratesi, Bricolo, Prior, & Marzi, 2001; Salinas & Stanford, 2013). Tfij S2 & 71 2 S in T %345 1k n T
77 AR TR S M AR SAEARAT T BT L 2 i hn C 38R .

SEUG 2 i AN B 22 1L i€ 17] Stroop 1155, A& R NZE 8 Stroop 4145 45 S 2 # 1) T4t (MacLeod, 1991;
van Maanen, van Rijn, & Borst, 2009). [T —FAXNFRI T4, B T Bienda 4, e
AN 7 AT (Grégoire et al., 2014). 17 K/ Stroop 1F 55 & 7= A WA TR, 7 SO 75 1)
A BZERTFIAN, 557 XN TA RERTIEN, HERE TR IDEAFR, X
FEXT N T BER o5 F B RN P2 A — AR RE B ASAE, S5 TIN5 . I HAA W e R L Stroop 11554+
EEMFTHE: 15 BT Hi(informational conflict) FI{E 55T (task conflict). {55 THEP TR, HEE2&
XA R, TP N s AR S PR A SR S e I B iy BT S
(MacLeod & MacDonald, 2000). ¥ B 5 s B IR, ANEEA—B R —FORE T, #AEE
FFH, MARYE 7 SUBMUR LI HE,  AEA — B FAREIXAT S T4, (H24E K/ Stroop (E55 1,
HH 0 7 ORI 25 0 CAS 2 B3, Btk ANERYE 7 O8R5 MR B, 7E—BURA — Sk
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NERFAEFAT S T30 IXFE, S5 i AT S R0 T F im0 B 3577 A S 1) 28 Tt AU 2 25 BT
YA

KIS R IS L0 AN s B0 T =0 T8I, A2 [R] & WF A ) ¥ (Logan et al., 2014; Yamaguchi et
al, 2012). WIREMIERINET, fENEEHI RS, B ERE), T RMER, REYMPRERT
B 7K P 5 i (Badre & Wagner, 2004; Kouneiher, Charron, & Koechlin, 2009). 3 H, {Z1-{E5E4%x3%
M FREAL TR B R G, B T BARIK T 22 G 11 6 S S BRBAT 22 4552 ) B U5 P R 1)
(Logan & Cowan, 1984; Logan & Crump, 2011). P4t T-ALmK-FRIIN T, FEFRIES B HA A B m et
B (Meyer & Kieras, 1997), IXFEBIE R 145 Lk A0 s S0 T2 ask A% A 0 v 5 b BRAE I T B8 05 B A L 5% 4
NI M5 1A 5 SOSERS o R AIF F038 W45 L i TR0 RN AN L Zin Tt s, ] e A b s T 165 B i)
RSNV AT S5, A5 1R CAE SRR /B0 b AT 3G SE A Se L, 1A F At i hn e A [R5 Lk n CAH 56 4
R, IXAE SSRT A Z RS SN TS o H 21X P e Bk e AN e HERR A 0 A0S S T2 L=
FHINTEJRIX—rARg. Heln, Horstmann (2003) &A% 145 5 %) Bl JG 19 R SRR = A2 XUE 5 T4, 471015
55 R8I0 % (Bissett & Logan, 2011: Rieger & Gauggel, 1999) [l AT B 245 110 T A0 e S T AL = % Y5
(UEEE

FRAE A AR 22 7 T B UE 9 2.7, 7 Stroop 4145 1, 32 22t BT 4MU i 451 (dorsolateral prefrontal
cortex, DLPFC). ®ij#1 Bl (anterior cingulate cortex, ACC). J5 IiiMH-(posterior parietal cortex, PPC)HN [X 3%
J% (Carter & Van Veen, 2007; Laird et al., 2005; Mansouri, Tanaka, & Buckley, 2009). ACC =47 5 phZ i)
W5 ¥ (Botvinick, Braver, Barch, Carter, & Cohen, 2001; Carter & Van Veen, 2007; Kerns et al., 2004). Kim,
Kroger Al Kim (2011) & B #MUl B 4045 7] )2 5 (caudal dorsal ACC, cdACC) K35 ] s v 5 it s A
Ko e, fEEILESESY, EEHAMBUR [E (right inferior frontal gyrus, IFG). ACC. Fi4fiBhigzh X
(pre-supplementary motor area, pre-SMA). i Il #% (subthalamic nucleus, STN) [X & 3 i (Bari & Rob-
bins, 2013; Schel, Scheres, & Crone, 2014). 4k, rIFG A1 STN [A] SSRT &A%, H H rIFG f1 STN [()i%
o 100 5 R G 4T ) s ) S (2 2 A 5% (Aron, Behrens, Smith, Frank, & Poldrack, 2007; Forstmann et al., 2012;
King et al.,, 2012); ACC fEfFIbAES A EELEIEN, ACC HIME 5 FE PRI B R D) o 25 AH 5%
(Brown & Braver, 2005; van Boxtel, van der Molen, & Jennings, 2005) . 5 75 $i H s B2 1) [ Je B 2 8] 25 7=
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