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Abstract

This research used dual-task paradigm to study the influence of ongoing task difficulty and time
management on time-based prospective memory. It showed that the relationship between time
management and prospective memory is not significant. In ongoing task of different difficulties,
even if the differences of prospective memory are not significant, the ongoing task is significant. It
showed that ongoing tasks of different difficulties have influence on prospective memory, and
there is an attention distribution in the prospective memory.
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Table 1. Means of different tasks
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Figure 1. The average times of different time to check the time
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