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Abstract

Task switching is the ability that individuals can change the ongoing tasks flexibly, which assists
individuals to adapt the environmental changes. Task switching is also a kind of executive function
that represents individual’s cognitive flexibility level. Within all paradigms of task switching,
task-cue paradigm is the most commonly used one. Task-cue paradigm works through setting cue
stimulus containing information about the upcoming task before task stimulus occurs. This pro-
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cedure can decompose the process of task switching into two parts: one is the period after the cue
occurs and another is the period after target stimulus occurs, which effectively distinguish the
dynamic activation in task switching. In this paper, the theoretical support, experimental setup
and task indicators of task clue paradigm in task switching will be described.
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1. EFFEHRNTA

FEH AR, NV ZEREA R AT F ) F 55, (EIXEE 5 2 (AT RIG AR
B8 JIFR AT 55 5 ¥ fit 71 (task switching) (Rogers & Monsell, 1995; Monsell, 2003). 1T 45 8% 4 75 @ 3 1
X BT S WA O A AR L R A 0. 1% AT 55 N B FRONAT 55 4 (task-set), FRMI/&—
AR EAT 55 I 7R BEHAT RN, XAE 25 AR EAT B4R 2 — FhoC BEER A A I 78, 35 EAE R o 2 70 AT 55
EEIIRAE (Sakai, 2008)0 KT 55 5 I A A& £ 0 AT 55 J 45 S B0 AT S5 2] B0 2 SRR I I P A, X
AN R A 5 2 20 [R)— 2 5 AN [ER A 5 it P A B 2 A B SR S5 R P 2 ), R DA R o 2R A
MR ECH SR ME . U AEAT S e A A, AR5t B AR X E & S 5 AT S5 S AT B A
(task-set reconfiguration)¥] i #£(Monsell, 2003), B 44T 55 4 R0 B 75 1T 55 AT 55 48 LA S ) 2 1 AT 5%
£, FERFEREAON TR JE 1 B S U A R . AR Az e R B AR IRES (5 E A4 ) LA kA
HERICE A E MO . AT S5 B R B U2 @5 Jersild (Jersild, 1927)f 8258 78 k47 1),
Jersild 3@/ 7 H & 80— 4T 5511 block LA RTS8 2 I block & BB 55 2 18] 9F H R R TE
SO ARL AT 55 2 R e e o 7 AR A MR S SN S8 N, BAR SR I A BT N = AT 55 S5 8708 = A1 5% 2[R R 4
A0S AT T S ERANME 55 1 RO SR 22 S R 1Y), TE R 0 = AR 25 48] s SCR] AT 45 e 48t v I A
WFEESRKEGEENRNNZS. &R B SN IX—FE A7 1E % o5t
(Biederman, 1972). {H2 %70 IFBA XS5 5 # RS 2 I Rl S A R AT 4 45 DRtL, BEE X T
SR SR — IR, BEAE AT R A E R S5 Ja X T AR B MR 5 i 78, BTS2k
-~ WVl 5 P2 e W 31 : (= DI e 21 D WO o117 1= 7 s VS €2 Nl S 9/ W S L 3 B o e
PSRRI FAT LRI, BTSRRI S K. EFLRUANHIL R, REAR
PR 5 AT 45 5 e yu s AR A AT X L, R AT 55 B 3 s 36 v O VE F

2. EFLEREANEIR

1R 55 LR R VU A AL AL 75 EEEAT 12088 S ML AT 55 2 Hi 2 IS TURAE 55 RIDR MBI AR R U . (R 552k
FRE 3R 7 A 7 T R ST i A A TR T MR AR 5 5 i & A RS L S B 96 A B
Xt E S AE S WAL AR UL BRI, W& (Bertelson, 1967)HIBF AR AL AT & 5 (5 5 SE A ()
WA RIS, AR TR 0 SN 2 W RN, (E R ET T A SRS S RO BRI
EATIE R, ADGEE] T &R IIRE, Wi7E )54 (Posner, 1978)TSEMTLH, SHEEE SN T HIEY
HE R R TR A5 S X T A 250 2 A A1)« Sudevan LA % Taylor XX i # 34T T X 5, AAH FIHZ
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W FAL S PAT A D E IR AT 55 SRR ON A Bh(prime), 104 F M H X FAT 5 $UT B L ERE T & 55
SN Z (cue). Kantowitz A1 Sanders (Kantowitz & Sanders, 1972)% 31X R H2 5 25515 5 5 T HIBE D

GREMRREAT T X0, WNERRBETAE 7RG HILAES MG, e E 515 5 A 4 & VB
W(interstimulus, ISFTBeAR 232 20001, JF HAERRE R IST R R SO A, TR 3 A KT 200
R IST RN T, X SIS PR AR . 5 SR FE(Posner & Snyder, 1975a; Posner & Snyder, 1975b;
Taylor, 1977)i8 1 7£ 7 BEJLECAT 55 Ho X PR AR B2 1 5 A5 SO0 T OB R DTk i 4T 1 X4, RIAEwES
15515 JE HE AT TS IS IS ) B R - R 4[] A AT — A PR 25 B A R I B 1 48 ) SROBE N o X BB FAE
K HSE RIS S5 SR UC R I 2 77 AR R L, T AN DT T IR U] 2% 7 AR 4 28082 . 3 — 5 B0t 9% (LaBerge,
Petersen, & Norden, 1977)iHid7E [F]l— H b E_E AT B VLEC UL B 7 HE P SR AP A R 1R 55, RIHE
i I B E RS 5 A BRI XA S5 HIECA 5, 1 AT DU 55 1RO B A B4 72 AR AR 2E 2508« J5 oK Sudevan
PLK Taylor 4 1 I AMIHE 7T (Sudevan & Taylor, 1987), {EHERT EIHI TS EE(E S5 HIMAAFE KIS R
PABIT 78 2 200 T AN F REAT 55 1520, JEAR SR IE A GRS TR G, XREFLARUAERES
WA ) B N . J5 2R Meiran PL & Nachshon (Meiran, 1996)7%5 58 21| DAE ) K &5 708 A& BEIE FHAT 5%
e S AT 55 e AR Rl 2 BLEEAR DG, AT BT 5E 17 WA 55 4 48 block HHi 25 HLAT 5% block S B 1) 46k
R ETT, VAP RS REUE SRR ERIRE, B8 7 TARCZ T KL w4k B 2 1A =
I B ZE 57 o ABATIIA O AE H bRl 3805 | S i 0 Ja e 2 TR B 0 3 B8 B L =2 ib 2 7 AR T AT 55 3%
BN, R TSR, RS X0 N BT BARE AN WX )G, EFER
0 AT FEAT 55 4 s [A) AR A 3 1 1) 357 3k 115 5K

3. EFLRRTEANER I

AR5 2 R VU U A FH R 0T 55 e (0 A 2 3% i R IX 40 Dy AU 51 e 1 DA A AU i B ) 38
X SIS ER N 43 205 ASRAT 7 NN 42 i) A% i HE 22 (Dual Mechanism of Control, DMC)3Z #f(Braver,
2012)0 IR IR AR YE AR I AT Dy B AR AT AR L RAT BN IEE ). DMC HESE D)2 4T A s i)
K153 9 FE Az ) LA R R S5 i P R e I ) 5 BB 72 R s i (Braver et al., 2009), £ 5%
48 2 B A R =, EREAESS B2 1T, A MR B SR S A G B, E3h
i) 2 A 45 DR 4 BC A 60 5 9 DA — b Rp S T 1) 7 O X 85 B AT AR+, MR R R o T S i g%
BN RAEH TAES ML J5,  DA—Fhisg s TR iz o7 R, A 25 (R ey gk A7k 2 S AR AE T
P, IFH BRI 7 AT RSE . FEXUHEZE B o, XA A SNzt B RE % 2 5 31 HoAth O\ AT 55 b gk
TSk, AAE AR AR HEE] . RS S T RS LR RS 7 B
158 S b £ 345 2 5 DU s 2 5 PN 4> o Braver S5 1 DME S &R U UEH 1
PP AR AR B AEAR B8 block H FHE K LU AN — 3 (Braver, Reynolds, & Donaldson, 2003; Savine &
Braver, 2010)7E P P il B [RIBEAT V)4, AR 3l I 2 1 block H, AN 54 m) TR FH 3= 342 i
FEWE , LA—FP IS AT (RPIRZAS TEBE A block HORHT 55 6 e (R RF — e 1 FUM , 1 7 LA 38 523l 1 block 7,
AR ) 5 g A6 ) T4 B R R AR X, I HURIRAE b T &R - H AR IR g2 i R At 2 =
(Lateral prefrontal Cortex, LPFC)i& a3 /il . Braver i f1 ] 1 3 T4 55 2 R a0 AX-CPT Ju Uk 1 73K
WK EWAETE T E sh3 s 5 I o 2 H 45 3 A 22 57 (Servan-Schreiber, Cohen, & Steingard, 1996; Braver,
Gray, & Burgess, 2007), 1X & 7E £ L% 52 % I i (Continuous Performance Test, CPT) AN IE 28 % 1T
557530, fE AXCPT AE55H, RIBEHE X L& Y Pifh, fEERAROHE A 1B PR, #OXHZE A 4
FIE M X RO ATk /i S, B AX IR, AXCBIREE A EE R 70%, TEIZAES T AY RN 2154
FAFTAEF P AR BX IR ) 75 20 458 R AR 2 0 410 ) Ao 4 1) SRR S sy K . 170 Cooper 45
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Tk 778 3 U e J Ak KM r 2E BN 1 7 :(Cooper et al., 2015; Cooper et al., 2019)f# T 45 2k & Ju X FAT:
25 W S AR S BN A I, 25 SRR I M R R AR T RRE I AT S5 B R, FEZR R - HARIAIBE(CTI)
2P AR BT N 4% theta AL I KINTE S, FF HIXLyESIIEIE BAr B ILE, XF4 RS DMC HEZLH
45—, Braver AAMMAENEHIB BEAR LLAE 1) 77 sURIE R, H 23X W 2 1 /2 AE O A AR Je = K
FEHLAER, I BT AR & 152810 DL R (R 1S BE T ) . AR &R R T T & Z RS B
SR TT ORI P AN FE I A AAE SR AL, Cooper (A 7818 1 ¥ B T A 5515 B DL A e 46k
FE. HAREE RRAESE B USA GBS E R =R, KA FEEhEAERAE
FE RS BB A SR TR 4, MR AMA TR B S R B %) 56 AT 55 3 3d #2 . BRI IX
Legh RAER B, AE 55 4 V0 AR % a8 i FEAF 55 AT 1 v 4 B B S A 25 U B R BE B g AT X 4y, 3
RS ) 428 F1 HE 2 R W A

4. EFLFEARSLWRE

28 2k 2 V0 20 S 6 150 B R LA S B0 B B TR 20 AE — M A48 4o 2 LA S H FRAE 55 10
ANFEAR I S (Meiran, 1996) . S5 V8 70 A] DAL HE ST 55 35 e (Travers & West, 2010; Tian et al., 2011)80#
ZALSS 4 (Karayanidis et al., 2009), H AR B AR HAsRIEIKE . SRABORE. £ ER
T AR RS 7l e g a=ER S < L7

B AR v B, Re (TR R (0 B LA [8] 1R J 1 LA [ AR 55 N 4 sl FH O (0 A8 s
PEAE R RN BV A E RS R B FIWAE 5%, A1 REIE M8 A AS 5] 00 S 6 REAS [6] BT 55 o AN [ 0 R 4
Karayanidis £ 7034 ¥ 11 =41 45 - 28R 76 30(Karayanidis et al., 2009), 437 % FH R FR B . T
BE BB VERVE N =F AR ARSI RAE, B2 b B ARRICS &R RuE A — B, b2zl
WO IE IS B ARAECK B I 7 A) 8 A g AT 3R AE, 10 B AR =& B =B BT ek =ik kAT .
XA 2 e 1tk 1) 77 R 2 2 oct T H AR B0 B S 8N i AT T b, I BB B X AR e AR S5 5 i
FEo FEARSSZRZRIEA, il A0 FAH R R IO A () Ja8 1tk B A T AN IR FR et , 0 e 285 18 AT 55
Z R BRAFAEAT S5 Z MR B AFE M R FH RS X2 i T H A A A XS FR % (Monsell, 2003), B
NEST S5 PRI AT 5% B 45 3 LR IR A 55 4R P S 23 77 A BE ORI B AR, 32 36 T+ stroop SEEGTE A HEAT A
S S8 R BRI (Allport, Styles, & Hsieh, 1994; Yeung & Monsell, 2003), BI/MA& M 25 3 1) 7 SCH WA T:
55 2 45 I A 5 10 €8 ) DT A 55 i 2 72 A B MU 35 100 0 8 ) 7 4 25 e 460 31) 95 A1 =2 ST 55 B 7= A B K
RV o B3 ARMT B AN XS RR A DA A AT g 2 0T D0 334 5% S it I 7 Fy skl DA {58 95 35 (R AT 55 SR 4
A7, T A ] o GB35 B3 TR A, TR T3 A 470 ] ) e R 5 2 B A 30 2 45 A 55 e 48 B g it
(6], 3ol B AT 5% 8 2 B) BLAT e ST e B2 A4k 5 B0UT) B B AR M 22 S PO AT 55 SR W 1 (task-set inertia) o T
5B I ) A7 AE 75 2 H AR P AN R 55 R AE T A 2 ot B AAE LR 5 5%

222 RBT LA IR HARRIB 7T, n] LU J@ e RS B bRl R N 230, & 0] BLELH A
T B — S P 23 . 40 Karayanidis £ 77 % (Karayanidis et al., 2010) 2 OB IX —Fh 2k 215 B 51k
N H BRI 7 B A B R A R, SRR BRI BT AR AT X LG, AT e 2k R
- HARMERE CTI KX TATL S5 3 )2 M o 2 SN RIEIE AT 5 4RV, BRI ICAT S 4 X 40 0 g
PEID T DA K B AP TR A, A S M R AR AT 55 1T AR A b, T B 30 C 2 e R R
BHESSLR UKL HFREAT R 3, WE N ZERARIAEL R - HARBIRRRACE b, AR BT 5T 45 R R W]
N Tk 2 1) AR BRVE B 5 2R RAFFE ARG 0%, X P& = AETE LR - HARMIBR I, R
XS H SRR A P3like B B ZE 57, T ARG N )2 5 40 38 — 4155 1 B30T A DL R A 25 SR L
WA K, WA B AEIELR - HARRIBEIE AN B . dHMES LRGP L R - B Ax(a b BT 72
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ZIE B TAE SRR A — AN E R, BRI AL (Wylie & Allport, 2000) & IS LRI, =
SR CTI BREAE AR PR I RV AG AT 55 e e I I 78, 52K Wylie (Wylie et al., 2009)i—
SPAUER] T 7EVR A block H I H & 6K bl 42 8 R 17K block A 1 3 2 3 v 1 32 2 22 S AR IR ZE CTI B B 5 HA 1
LRVUEIEW T . UEERKIE NS, IR AE CTI HhBBOE N X & ER M 2%, 656 MUET
i J7 2 (dorsal lateral prefrontal cortex, DLPFC). [ #Mll 57 %R % = (ventral lateral prefrontal cortex,
VLPFC). {41177 [7l(anterior cingulate cortex, ACC)~ Ml 5 Nl 5 Tt j Z (posterior parietal cortex, PPC)
SM DX, A RO 0 X5 bR S ) AR A DG, T 0 X0 S A 45 SR 4 T G
(Corbetta & Shulman, 2002; Koechlin & Summerfield, 2007),

{H 2 1 L8 X R 0 HANEAE S5 e b e 2 — B, TR SBE RS S50 R IE #7484, CTI
A BE R R AT 55 i i TS B I B B S 40, M) CTI W E S W I FEUL SRS A2,
X T CTI KEERI RN REUE AT AT 55 He 4 P AE R I FE I R S A A3, Brass 5 Cramon (Brass, &
Cramon, 2004)XF L T 60 ZFb 5 700 ZF> CTI AL 2R E UM MR 45 58, R R R CTI 2 7= A i 4 A
KB HTIE Bh X LK R 4l Bhiz 2h X f8E, e K CTT Bk Hh 7% A 30 . Jamadar 256 70 % (Jamadar et
al., 2010)FR X PIAN X AE CTI 1 IS KPS 3R A RN BAG TEAR G o T VLPFC 7= 4 1 AL 3
R, BEFRHIRX CTI ERBUE<EE CTI MM FEES, I B AE 584 WA HE & I AR i KRB0 «
LT R B W] CTI AR BN THE SR A S BER AL, R PEHEAES i 2
SR HbRIRSh A% ], Bl DMC AEZE A S S, Sk T RIOIN T A R S SOE BRI, IR 28y
FFERIAE VLPFC, HidHBhash X LL R FTEa X F. Skt , JETMH EE PPC BIBUE N &b E
CTI g3 in, H H AL =8 e 1) e b ik SR 2 1B, XK PPC FEAEH TR S HE %
IRSH B, IF S TR R R BUE S SC I RUNAT 5¢, A0 H AR BRS04 75 oA AT i~ 1,
B3 75 Foh SR AT LAEAT AH EL Y1 ¥ (Braver, Reynolds, & Donaldson, 2003; Badre, & Wagner, 2006; Wylie, Ja-
vitt, & Foxe, 2005). T RAEELENK CTI T, A HIMAERH BBy, BAEB A SR I E M
RS AE BRI BT B, SRINEIX - i X IR SRR 23, 3X M43 Rl g S50 T B AR AR 55 I IO E
= DLE T 45 9% & (Brunia, 1999; Lavric, Mizon, & Monsell, 2008).

XL AR, SRS, RS BRRERIENEX. 4T EEENZ D, &R
- HARMBIFEI A E, # RIS BRI EE SR

5. ESLRRIEAER

HHAAESS A TE AR, AT AR R 08N A 55 e 4 b DU = 2947 A8 AR (Monsell, 2003),
SRR AR . B IRAERM S DU R

A AN & — B B0AT 4R bR, AR R AT, Fi5 R B il R 5 Bl [A] 55 2 5 o
EESEAREIES 73 o BRARARAN 5 HEA RS X L B AN HE bR, AR F AR PRA K. B a2
P R HEE I TSR TR BRI AR, X — DN e, AN 2 BEE CTI I 18] 134 hn i
TRE, BRI BoKE I g, B ERAnATEE i CTL (B (B A 2 e B AR (Sohn. et al., 2000,
Kimberg, Aguirre, & D’Esposito, 2000). #E8 RS2 5 BRI LK) — a8, R EAHES T
AN SRR MRS 0L T R 2 M ZE R . & e — MERZR SR, WS R,
5 REHEHACH AN F8H0 RS T EE SR IES block HE SR RN 5 XA HEIRXX
(R — block I SURLIN 22 57, IX N EARAE S F - I0 B AT 55 Fe 4 vh A 1 51 k2 DL AT I 5 PR B AR
Z5t. RIS A RIER P AR E bR . B T H AN 24 S S A IE A SR AT 73 T i
5, A5 (Draheim, Hicks, & Engle, 2016) I\ XA ERIZE AR 55 645 o s - HEmfh 1t AN A8 1 ok

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2021.111026 236 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2021.111026

k=t

ISEN, o A8 G A AT 1) T DR 1R RO EE KT AT 3 S AR 8 7 AR 1 B i R B Ay, B A
PRAGE T DL A e B AN PR FFEORS FE O SE IR AT RIS 00, RIBE A H 17 S S I 5 TR 3R 45 45 19 binning
I3 BRI B A 55 2R i A I AR - Binning 73 K0 BEUH SR A IR A B RGP 38 BB, R
JRAE BT LA A e AR U 25 % 396, 3 BT sl i A IR A A s U 23 Tl sk 25 P 22 B R il P (75 21
FIZEAE AT WNBIRHR, tHRA A3, 8 A GG A R SR i 1~10, TR 1R A %
FAk DB GG 20, EHKA A bin 72K, BB 26— MR FER bin 2% %8R
FERS AR B — DA RN TS, 1R T AR S LRI W AE —BUEf T, E2HT bin 2400 K3
FEAR WS B ELEL, BRI UE HT 26 R 2 T RREAR IS OL, JF H R EIEAS M, X TRAR K ZOR
Bmye EAESERRMAT, NOZARYE 5 Z R 58 I R AR AR T HA AR B s ge it

6. EFERIBASHMIERXAIIEL

L4 Jersild (Jersild, 1927)SE5avE A 1A (18— (£ 55 R block LUK PIAT 551 & I 55 Fe it
block XFAT- 55 5 o N AT M &, I HLLA block 2 [R] 1) RS 22 e AE e AN . SAESE) Jersild 5258
XS EE, AR AR WA TR RGN TR 7, 7E Jersild J N BN 5 T TAED
1275 R UL RN e 4EfE 2 A E R ) B 22 5, XAt 7 A S BU M SR SN IR, JF HAE
TEHATH block M= EEAMAICAZ AT, T BRI MAE T EXAF S5 7 54T IRER, DREFI MRS5S
HBAL T 1 & RAS (Monsell, 2003).

% ¥ iz 47 i (alternating-runs paradigm) (Rogers & Monsell, 1995; Monsell, 200323 7£ [7]— block
P [ ) 5 RS A Ik ) 7 T i Jersild S5 90 X HPost TR B BIRIETE FH - AERS Bz 17T
o, FEHORVGE DAEE R N AMRUCGEZE BRI 77 AT 200 BT 4l o ) I DA K s B 2 T
TR, A FONRAEAS g AT Ve MR 7R 200 2 1) TARICIZ SR 2 50 T e 4l i) 7 910 gk 47 R
¥ (Pereg, Shahar, & Meiran, 2013), Jf B0 LTHE TARIRAZ 2 5850 B o (BAEAE SRV il mT
PAHERR TARICAZAE R Z R 52 0, 3X 2 H TR SRR VE A, TR BB BIAR, FEREHLZE R HILT,
e DL B RIS TR 2 5 R H AR SR, PRI S & RGN K TAEICIZ I 55

BT B 1T 45 7 %) (prespecified task sequence) (Allport, Styles, & Hsieh, 1994; Mayr & Keele, 2000)0] &
SR L R - BAREREEAE S 2RI, 170 2 SO R - B[] g R dzs il ] R i), 9 HL
5257 ia e W B AT 55T 5 AH 2 u e B bRl 2] B 0 #E 25 AN 2 28042
HER L, T H BT A RAMEEA R BRI B 25, XS 80— AME 5SS M4 307 S 7]
Z FF M (Monsell, 2003) .

M H 51X ieya AR, AR ERRIER BRI AAE T HRENE, el iR A [\ E 5 B bR BLA
KiFE W BEAR AL, I H AT L5 S AT 55 % # 22 AN T ERE IO AT 94645 -

7. &5ig

SRS, AFFSERRIEAK RS H e o) 2 Bl 1) —Fpecie o X, Rems seIh AT 55 i 46
H AR 5 A R g s B AT 0 5, IR ek 1 HAE S5 i i 2, Jersild a3, R BT
YA SO AR RRYE, I HEABOGRI B E, Refg RGBT 7 H 1 LR R T %, 2
— 2SI TE
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