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Abstract

Processing temporal information from both internal and external sources is essential for our daily
lives. However, it is still not well understood how the ability to predict time, triggered by internal
and external cues, changes with aging. Objective: This study aimed to examine the impact of aging
on temporal prediction processes across various contexts and different foreperiods. Methods: A
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reaction time task with ten different variable foreperiods and two cue conditions (temporal cue
condition and neutral cue condition) was employed. In the temporal cue condition, participants re-
ceived temporal information about the upcoming target; in the neutral cue condition, no temporal
information was provided. Results: Older adults had slower reaction times than younger adults in
both cue conditions. In the temporal cue condition, older adults were able to use temporal infor-
mation to speed up their responses, similar to younger adults. In the neutral cue condition, both
groups optimized their response performance as the variable foreperiods increased. Conclusion:
These findings indicate that although older adults have slower reaction speeds, their temporal prep-
aration mechanism may remain preserved.
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1. 53|

N TR) T 2 AT TAE AR R ACRE J7, DR BT DAYk ok A SR A AN e e, DA AN A0 TR A 1)
Ji(Nobre etal., 2007)o KNI, 415 GEE TN RIOR A (I 8] . T Ar BOHME FE 545 I, IS ] #0245 (] 61
HE—EESE, Bashn] DELF AR, RO IR & 4 (Petersen & Posner, 2012). IXFh R 41
I [R) F5I e 7 A0 T 19 oA S SRV ) U 0 s ], R T A5 X 50 (94 BT ) 00 AR T P S 3R 2 P B[] 95
o AIREN R TE] I 2 AR AR A BE e 2, Pile /0 IO\ AN SRR A RE ), B SR AT 55 A0 SR OT 4h 1)
TRIMNPEAE S, X AEFR I 18] 58 [7) T (Coull, 2009) o PAF8 3K 2T P A ] Fo 0 TR A2 AR i B [0 B [ 248 (1) i 4
FERA IR RS B HER T, 0 B AR RIEE R i — Far $00 74 58 ) (Karlin, 1959; Niemi & Nétinen,
1981).

TE B B TR0 (4] s SR 45w, 245 45 5 Al 2 i) Pz TR) R HE £ 7] [ (Foreperiod, FP), &3z ZlE 4 7877
GBI RS ) R e PER R, R H I B AR R TN . 72 FP X950 73 A B AT AR AT S =X
w2 S S T o s ) 0 385 I g S BT B 3, I — Dh e R T AR i A RS, (Niemi & Nédtinen, 1981).
KT AR, O 2R MR, b — MR\ Jy U T AU 2R #f (hazard function). TR —
FALES E I RN AR KL, WZFAE R AE R AW N, SBCEEA0hE WG 2R, AT
H AR AR I TR G, o6 LR AR IR AR At O, SRR T P bk . o — Ph il 2 2 R
7E P12 (Multiple trace theory, MTP), 1ZFHi8 ANy A A Fif RN W] Rl St 1 0t Sl 6 o e i i3 F 61 2 1)
2R (memory traces){IH 3 . MTP BLRE, 7 FP Pt indd) ARG 1bid 5 S, 24 H A H B0 A%,
M RAE—NEEE R MR AT AT A S W AEAE A — DN R IC 2 IRIE . X 2RI 22
55 s ZIREILFEER, R SRR R HE A R SR SR . (Rt AT AR I 280 P R S 1
XTSI S5 17 55 Hh B AR A IR R B G R

ANEI AL st [R] Y0, 52 3 W] 7% Fi A RN () S A AN R o 75 AR IK ) (R [A) 0 A, B (Rl 2 R o
HARZAE, BAIBHEZ KR FP E M. STHERER(HPHLR” )BIRFHEER(“TLHLER”)
FHEE,  IEAG TG0 E AR B 8] A e 8] 26 2R 4 51 R S8 PR B8 HE AR (9 [ S (Correa et al., 2005; Davranche et al.,
2011)o 24 FP AL s 52 SN IR AN A 2 R A8 SO, AR FP (1) e SN 38 3 LUK FP
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(RS LI SRR, BUAAG () FP A% X RIKS 215K i 344k (10 A AT HERA T A6 {5 0 i 0, T it FP, Tl
DBE AT AR HSE RN HER, HA S m T RN E M, T80 BB (Gibbon et al., 1984), IXFRASRE 43 2 52
7 T8 3 R GEAE K I 8] 70 Rl A L AT B 5 2 HE ML (Tandonnet et al., 2003)F0AH S 45 46 f4) s 1] 1 B =L
BHEABE TR (Gibbon, 1977). 4 FP AT SO A AT TGNPIRE, RIEA B RILRIERS 53 Hix
PP AT ABHE I . HE4 2 FP IGRRSE [A) e KT, 385 2 W8 B B R 10 I L, RIS FP I I
i EEE K FP Y S SRS, w] AR R #ARN B 2 (Coull et al., 2016; Duma et al., 2017; Mento & Valenza, 2016;
Zanto et al., 2011).

TEARREZ AR, 540 G (0 K T e R 7B Ak 256 22 4 N BN Th e RIZ Bl k7 7 A= B8 LRI
{ERLER (R T 24k b, B AR AR T A FERIZS 8. B, Zanto 55 AR FHI (R 2R 2R AT 55 KR
TERLI FP (600 ms) T, RAAHE NG MR ML R D255, 20 AR S e /2, SEbA1L
A BRI TR 2R R R AT Bh R B (ERTEE AN FP (1400 ms) F, 58 AFIEZE NI AGE I R 25
R Z 5. U 703 3 H 2 A NTERS 8] ) b 45405 P B 2 BTS20 B BURM LRI 2400, X2 1k
WA R Z R 0B 2R (Zanto et al., 201 1) B —IRFR R IL, ERTFINSLE T, Z4E ALV
B AR RS T 2 2R AAL T 1E 7 A AN TF-ER I8 ) 1) S SR JE, AR EA T TIN5 AR, SRE e T d 2
& THERN. B, (EEREZENRAT T FER N —FELF 5T 405 K3 R i [ T AL, (F
T P IR (1 BT [ T TT B 52 B4R, IX AT g5 XU R B 2R D (Johari et al., 2019). T Chauvin %5 A
BT [ 23R AL AT S5 KB, 2 4E NI B] 58 181 B8 7 38 520, A ATT AT RAFIAE 2 N — ¢ AT [E] i
#1725 (Chauvin et al., 2016) Droit-Volet 25 A & ILAE &M BX 5 A1 A 453X 3 i () T e, 2248 A Ko ist ]
Pt T RIEE AR N —REHER . R TEAMTBIRSh (I [ T, FE K2 538 RIS 5 5 48 b 5 K (Droit-
Volet et al., 2019),

ST FERE BRI AN A B 1) T A7 858 T P AR A AN S LR BRI S i, 3@ H I /D i FPs #3474
BT, TCIEAR TT 52 R B BRI ) I S (R Bh 28280 . [FIR, R 3R FUAS R 82 (R It ) 0000 £ A I, A
2 KR [ R R FRNAT 55, 5 (R 1 52 16 FP, A BRFH AT 45 (%) FP, H FP I B MK EAEER .
TEIZAMEOLT s AN 7 (s 8] 000 A 55 P B [0 A8 S M AS — 350, ] BB A4S A [ F By 1) F009000 42 55 7 B [ 45 S Ak
HLOAMERE FAFEZE SR, X AT BB 2 SIS 45 S (Johari et al., 2019).

BRI, KT NSNS B 78 5 R 8] T 5 5% T A& 75 40 R LA R dnfe] 75 B (8] 346 A2 H 32 3 FP
() MR IX — ) AT A g — W T . ANHIEFUR A I TRV 2R R IOSIIAE 5%, LA o4 R 27 K X 43 [a] Tt
IR, RIAG 2R B ARR I AN DR ) PR A [ S0 (B 1) 2 2R 4% 2R ) R AR 42 2R B8 7 14D PR 08 IR 80 4D Bk (1] 13
MR PELRZR Ao B TA R B HE £ TIRG, AR S0 SR ST R P 08 DX 2 P Bt (] T F) 2 A AR o« AR 7
P DUR R (1) NI AT 6 52 B i 5] T 2 84 K ] A8 5 KOS R SR, X — I RAE AR A AR A
HIBIEAE: (2) TCIRTESMTIRBNIE & N RS B G SR T, MR ZE: 3) BRZBFEANIR
BB, AR LI (B 0000 8 /0 7T ek AR A5 AOR B .

2. Fk
2.1. #ik

i G Power3.1 (Faul et al., 2007)X} &5 2 = 5 05 (1) (8] B8 P AR BAE AT T 30 D% #r, (R T
0.25 [N &, alpha {4 0.05, HENEFMIEEKEAZIEZ A N ERE . 25K, FHALTE
19 MEAA BAE SR /138 3] 0.8, BB R H N B EN, BEAEMNET 25 4~ AR
MREER R R X BIFHEE T 25 BERNBM 12 4, FHERN 19.82 + 1.63 %)l 25 £4EFN(H
L %, PSRN 65.70+£3.42 ), BB ARITF, MAsUFIEM I IER, AR50 e s
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RGP L, BA CHBIPE B E ARG . KA DS HIAR &R (BDI) (Beck et al., 1961), HEBRAH

ﬁwﬁ Al 5233 (A 2R AR 0 KT 13 43, BAFLLER A S8 #eIR S &5 R (MMSE) (Folstein et
- 1975)HEBR A N ARG B R (T A 52 R B K TEEET 27 40). ABF ARG RIEINTE R EAR B

J\K}tlifﬁ(ﬁt/ﬁﬁ 2022030706). A 2R # 1E L0725 B A A 215, SLI0 s i G A5 b B .

2.2. SCOENRE

S AERREAT A2 R0 2 kAT, SRR I g S AR £ IESR A E-Prime (3.0) . SE50 IR I
7 B8 (Y524 HP Pavilion Gaming Laptop 16-a0xxx)2E1CA M I, 73FF%H 1920 x 1080 5%, 4R
SN 15.6 T, RIHTERN 60 Hz, 2 5& EFidbAbfERs 1 b, AaIRAG B 57 %5049 60 cm. ST
FARNARAR 22 pt, FTERIEEAS 4.5 cm, 2808 3 5.

2.3. SERT

ARWRFCR 2 GRtF: BERIZRZR A, LR RKM) < 2 () FRH, BHEH) x 10 (HERRRE:
100 ms, 200 ms, 300 ms, 500 ms, 800 ms, 1100 ms, 1400 ms, 2000 ms, 2600 ms, 3200 ms)/ =%
RGN BT ST FP (<300 ms) )0 T 32 2 5 AHAR R AT 5C(Tona et al., 2016), AHFFAE 100 £
FhZE 300 ZFP1 FP VSR, RAT 100 2R HDK . Hrp % EAHE & R BE il g A8 &, 2000 Al i ]
Ak, FARBRIERIREAE: PR AIRT). EfZR(ACC) M R AFE 73 B(ES). A7 i SR/ IE
HERIMOR, AR Ho S, R T RIE R i 2 IER R . MR, RICEDEEE, =ik
F AR FEARER, R T 0 AT R SR R R S IR . FESEEE SN, IES HLAR AR LT M A
FEWEFCR R BN, (B2 A0 (A8 S (Bruyer & Brysbaert, 201 1) 24 7E 33 5 R HERA P 2 [ 3EAT ALAT IR
IES B MR 2 M 40 LI 22 F (Statsenko et al., 2020). BEAEWFFR R, 4NN o FE e g0 5 A
fiff, RIS ) TR FH B AR S PR SR R AT SRS o SRS JBE 5 HEAfR 12 3 2 AL b1 5 AR08 A DR AR Ak, AR O
FAERORAE ) T E S HERR R KT R AT ¥R 3 (Fechner et al., 2019). AHERREE R NI 45 N\ AE 35 RN AE i P
2R 2 SE, AWF R T OIES.

2.4. SLIEESH

SEHG R I T 28 2% [ NIRHESS, 224 B Coull 25 A (Coull et al., 2016). iZAE S E PIASLIG 564 I
(] 2R R AR AT PR R AR (LIS 1) ZER TR 2R S5 A, MR 2R x4 /s Ak E s R 0K 222t 300 ) I T
TERPELRR KM, WL ROGE SR Hhr 2 B, EASIOR BARIIET . PR A&, AR
RAE B AR B %, R B bR SO, PR, FERRIZEZR AR, g e] LLE S I RS
ST E bR B . BT ZAT S R B OB (RTESS,  ELR R4 R IR B 2N 100%,
DRI AE IS [A) 2R 2R 25 AF T s TIUAAT o FE P IR 2R R 26 1, AN 2 WS B AR AT I R B AR I ] 27

2.5. SLIGRIE

SRR 1R B, SCIRTTIAET, BRAE R BOR— N EAM “+7 (500 ms)fR R
YRR E R Y, B 20— MR 7R (500 ms), FREFEREEAE T H AR B RS S (o
200 =R B AR R AL e e £ IUE 200 =2 HIL) (B 1(2)), BiASEHER ESER(E 1(b). BHESE
FE— BRI AR FP G 23— BR300 ms). #LSEHER AT H ARG (8] 1) FP K FEHA 10 F, &4
K ) FP B HE SR FHZE(FP: 100 ms, 200 ms, 300 ms, 500 ms, 800 ms, 1100 ms, 1400 ms, 2000 ms, 2600
ms, 3200 ms). 24 HARRE IR, ZORPGAHA T /R R IE TR L T RN . BE, SEREA
THORA, FFEERFAIZE 600~1500 ms FEEHL R . #HemA— A0, 1 B ARFEN B — > B
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S BRI AR H AR RITBOCMHIR . FEPIRRZR R ZEAE T, KR FP #4 48 Mk, it
960 MK, ABENUBFE 230 IE3CSRIGHT, Fra el FE AT 780 %5 . HIETERIEE] 90%LL L, 42
Frar HEhE NIESSESR, 75 KGR [R5 5] Bl 7y 4k 5225 2] o BEA SCURIN [ R L4548 60 73 B, s R rh &
SE 80 MK, BT RIS

“+"H A 500ms

/e
FP
® ® /..

FEHE 600~1500ms

(2) B R R R R ) PHERR R

Figure 1. Time-line reaction time task

& 1. BfEl4k & R M ETEMES

2.6. BRI

BRI AIGE 173 B ) E-prime 3.0 A1 SPSS 23.0 B, p<0.05 NZEREAF G ITHE L. SERY
M AL~ [ SIS [R](RT), 1R ZR(ACC) L AUR RCR - B (IES) AT IR & 77 22 3 M, Al e AT THE iy A
RRFMFAIE FP FHERZER . HEREERL A LR, KA Greenhouse Geisser % 1E7EXT 48 B kAT
KIE. ZRERAK, AHE0) ERREIRR 2IURIEZ T B8R (2) E748 FP A% T Hix
FEERIRG (3) ARAE HARFIE R I AT H 8 G (4) IRBIESZNT 100 ms 8K T 1000 ms Ai{K
(Tzagarakis et al., 2010). 53R AR A7 SR T HAEA 6.03%.

3. &R
3.1. RREBF(RT)

TERF AR R AFAF P R R AT, PRABEATE S PR FP NP3 ) B RIFR 1 22 B LS 1
BETT T R R R AN ERNEE, [F(1,48)=62.981, p<0.001, 12 =0.567]. ZEHIERAILZER
%A4(340.93 + 11.79)F1 P28 R 26 14(373.95 + 24.31) F I S #4118 T 4548 N (243.65 + 20.94; 286.63 +
25.98); ZMEEBNEZE, [F(1,48) =85.001, p < 0.001, n’p = 0.639], WFEIZLR LA T NN B, FP
FERN R F, [F(2.62, 48) = 5.115, p = 0.004, n2p = 0.096] UL M 6 HEAT FP (A8 HAF FH 225, [F(2.68, 48) =
110.047, p < 0.001, n 2p =0.696]. Wl LLEFKME FP M= BEAEHA L, [F(2.68,48)=2372,p=
0.013,1’p=0.047]. X} “Z&1F x FP” A2 HAE AT HE— P a1 U8 o A &K B, 24 FP /NTF45F 800 ms K,
I} 18] 28 2 2 AF 1) S S I S 2 N T PR 46t FP A 1100 ms FFAf, B 1A) 2R 2 46 A Rl b M 2R R AR 11
N TR EZR. BT FP. &M FP 42 HAE LG 45 A R BRI LA IE, KR T Greenhouse
Geisser B 1EVENS 45 BT T IE
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Table 1. Effects of interval time, cue conditions, and group on average reaction time (ms)

= 1. [EfRATE]. LR EH R AR T8 & N ETE AIF20E % £ (ms)
FP (ms) FRA - KRR ZEH - HMRE

FRE - PR LA - PHARR

100 203.30 +43.39 321.01 +92.67 342.27 £ 36.12 425.24 £ 56.25
200 220.79 £ 27.41 328.03 + 72.08 320.19 +£42.92 404.37 £ 54.80
300 223.92 +28.47 329.75 + 66.33 306.15 +39.78 392.34 +58.30
500 234.33 £25.80 334.95 +69.37 288.77 +34.29 375.16 +51.89
800 242.51£27.76 335.20 + 53.31 276.58 £ 36.74 367.52 +60.17
1100 262.81 +32.83 353.61 £53.18 269.25 +37.80 365.71 £ 57.90
1400 263.67 £30.46 352.58 £ 53.60 267.27 + 34.95 355.08 + 58.10
2000 260.41 +35.04 349.29 +47.20 265.36 +£37.40 354.82 + 50.17
2600 264.03 £41.04 351.58 +44.04 265.08 +34.97 349.35+54.34
3200 260.75 +37.09 353.33 +48.99 265.44 + 33.85 349.95 + 60.55

3.2. IEfEACC)

FEIS AJ R R FAF AP R R 5T T, PAHRRAE S PR AL FP R IR 2 1) (A AIBREZE DL 20 A
RIS, ZHEHAMENMLRFMS P HLRFZF T IEFZ0.91£0.05;0.97 +0.02) 5 4#20(0.89 £ 0.08;
0.97 £ 0.0 M. WEHZESERER: HNFRNARE, [F(1,48)=0.710, p=0.403,n’p = 0.015].
A ERNI R, [F(1,48)=65.798,p<0.001,1°p=0.578]; FP £ &3, [F(1.64,48)=9.318,p=0.001,
np = 0.163]1 A K 44 F0 FP A2 BLAE I3, [F(2.59, 48) = 41.534, p < 0.001, T]Zp =0.464]. AR, KEX
55 FP =M HAEFARRZE, [F(2.59,48) =2.551, p = 0.067, n?p = 0.050]. #F— & B3N #r KB,
24 FP 24 100 ms. 200 ms. 300 ms. 500 ms. 800 ms. 1400 ms. 2600 ms A% 3200 ms i}, I [E]ZRZ &1
R R A2 MM IR AR EER.

Table 2. Average accuracy and standard error (%), calculated under two cue conditions and different FP levels, for the young
and elderly groups
2. FREAMZEHEMMERZMETE FP THTHERENIREE(%)

FP (ms) R - B R ZAEH - AR R PR - PHERR ERH - PR
100 73.08 £ 17.55 83.17 + 16.09 97.42+3.25 98.42 +2.19
200 76.33 £ 14.93 84.58 £ 14.35 96.83 £ 4.13 98.17 +2.97
300 85.00 + 11.92 87.75 + 10.93 97.50 £ 5.03 98.33 +1.59
500 92.25+7.50 90.92 +7.91 96.92 + 3.46 98.42 +2.19
800 92.17 £ 6.97 94,17+ 5.83 98.08 + 4.29 98.42 +1.83
1100 94.92 + 6.37 97.00 +2.63 97.17 £5.20 97.33 +2.72
1400 94.83 £ 6.94 95.50 + 4.61 97.00 = 5.11 97.58 +£2.14
2000 93.92 + 8.48 95.83+6.13 96.58 + 5.34 97.08 + 4.08
2600 93.33+8.92 92.58 + 19.64 95.83 +5.61 93.58 + 19.86
3200 93.50 £ 9.03 91.42 +19.83 96.33 + 4.86 93.50 + 19.90
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3.3. REEZH

X6 WG AR ) SRR Ay B AT IR & 07 22002 3), S R: AW BN B3, [F(1, 48) = 44.531,
p<0.001,10%p=0481], ZHEHARIRIES B S THERH; FHFFRNEE, [F(,48)=25.937, p<0.001,
n’p = 0.351], FPERRFMFMIREE D E G T RIL R KM FP RN R, [F(4.23,48) =34.998, p <
0.001, n2p = 0.4221 A K 26144 A1 FP IOAZ EAEFH R, [F(4,48)=15.722, p<0.001,n2p =0.247]. HHl. LK
A0 FP 22 [A] AR BAE FH AR 2 #5[F(4, 48) = 1.246, p = 0.293, n2p = 0.0247]. #—L 0 &I, 2 FP N
100 ms. 200 ms. 300ms. 500 ms. 800 ms A1 3200 ms I}, I i) 282 A A 2 2 44 22 ) 1) S R 4y
BAFAE R EZ T (p<0.001) (% 3). 1ES MEERER, ERFFP T, B HZZR KM TR N &2 R T
PEERZ S TEECKM FP (1100 ms K ILLL 1), PIFPZRER NRIR N AFERE 2R . EREER%
PR, ERHAMERAN SO B R DA S S FREE& T PR, 1 FP 24 1 #PJE HaAR L.

Table 3. Average counter-efficiency scores and standard errors for the young and elderly groups under two cue conditions and
different FP levels

% 3. FREMEFEERMMERFHNAE FP FHFH KBRS BFMREE
FP (ms) IR - BT R LM - BRI FRA - PR

CHEH - PIHAR

100 291.04 £ 81.91 385.43 +£71.09 352.03 £42.13 432.08 £ 56.03
200 300.28 £ 72.19 389.00 £ 57.26 332.37 £55.08 412.88 £ 61.33
300 271.43 +£75.10 375.36 £ 53.07 315.65+£51.01 398.94 + 58.80
500 256.29 +42.12 367.62 £ 63.65 298.55+39.24 381.33 +£52.80
800 265.09 £41.20 356.62 £55.22 282.99 + 43.84 373.38 +£59.79
1100 278.07 £39.59 364.77 £55.21 278.83 £50.82 376.08 £ 60.48
1400 279.89 +40.58 369.64 £ 55.64 276.83 £44.90 363.85 +58.74
2000 280.43 +52.85 365.34 £49.36 276.21 £ 47.81 365.85+51.32
2600 286.11 +£55.29 364.64 +48.64 277.80 £ 43.60 358.08 +54.17
3200 281.85+51.91 371.75 £56.90 276.28 +39.50 359.07 £ 60.78
4. g

AW TR AW SR SN AE 5%, B8 T A R PR A TR SE R IR I [A) 30 35 52, AT A2 FP %
IR A 52 A 18 B A R0 S ST R o 25 S R I8 AF N RIAE B8 NAE IS ) 2 38 1) SROBE I it 25 T
HER R, RIFZFENAFERANY 26T BB E TR R gt e a5 2. ZFANFFERNLE
PP LR 2R 251 T ISR B35 52 B ] AR FT HARUS, (520 . X se gt AR B, R R BRERE, (HEZFE NP
(B TR AL PT B AT5 75 DAOR B o

EFRN RN ML R G, S 5ERWESCIE i FrREE R, WM EsshfE& E, FFasmk
Xt B 2SR B B FR A SO T B (Mento & Tarantino, 2015). [Rlit, B TEIZRZRSAE T B MR 8] be P 28 2%
AT B SN A R B TE) 4 2R i SR PR s RS 3 2 20 LR 0 ) 9 B B AL 4 R R R R
Ty ROE 0 B BTN RGN, AR R SR P A T e DXt PR RO 2 7R E R AR R AE B
H T P4 17) (Apolinario-Souza et al., 2022; Xu et al., 2021). ZERFH, ERHLREZMT, KNRTEG
Hhn, SRJETE 1,100 2 fEARIHNLL . XL RS 2RI Fi 4 R —F(Coull etal., 2016). FETIF[A] 2
FALSS, MATTR IS (R 202 260 T I BE I B PR T 5 fF, AR IR 64 R, IS tBEE FP 3
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k. 5 PEZRER KATAR S, FERTRIZRZR AN, SOV FE B FP I B R(Coull et al., 2016). [
I B FP 3G i n R w] 5e 2 B T KK FP 30N Tl THI AR e M B OR . DRk, B IN [a) 2R 2R A 281 A
100%, LERAKI FP A, 6F H A H SIS (8] ) F 0 9, v] BEAN R AERF, AT 5 3505 B I A2 18 HLAR S B K (Piras
& Coull, 2011). tHABFFRM, 1EH LR FAF AN A1 2 554 T I S S8R, X5 A0 72 1) R A
—F(Mento & Valenza, 2016). X1 A& K N IX L 5T A& B T AN FP KT, H IR K@ 2 LLsE Rk
HE IR . X — W B AT B AR 0 () e B A, DR e o o R B = e e . SR, ANBIE AL AR AE
10 /> FP /KF, SECHARE RIS AVEETIN . Rl 22 FP AER RN, 32l MR 2 52 3 FE - R
A AT B 2 S

EHREZR R FAE T, B B FP SO0 gk o G BRI, FESMT R i R) P S BN, B
& FP U390, B[R] ASAf 1 X0 I SIS TR RS2 78 1,100 Z AP 5 TGV 2% RIFEER R R AT, BEE
FP R30S R 2500 B 2N (] PRI 2 AR E 1,100 AP AbZe1b . KLY 1 BPTFAR, PRRR & A N B S SEI [R]
BERST — SR AL K2 b, SOSEIR TR)AS T 52 I TR] 2 2 P FP A B2 (B2 . 3X — RIS 2 AT B 52—
F(Mento & Tarantino, 2015). XLEL5ILAT LA RS bR HOR AR . 24 FP 35170 At , BE5E FP (934 m, H
b IR ) S5 A MR AR 2 B . —FRARRE A, X PR R T A B A PR —— RIE SR R R A
FIFEOL T, ZHE R AER AT REME(Vallesi & Shallice, 2007; Nobre & van Ede, 2018). 254 MEZR 7] DLAE IR i
() () R E RS R 25, 24 FP S50 40 A, AR A3 s (H A 241 ) e 2 BUA R R KU ek 8. 3 —
TR RN T AR BT RS AR N C A2 B 1 5 R . %2 B IR F 18 (Multiple Trace Theory, MTP)FE HY, I [H] v
FRPAE NG R, Bt S 5FEMEET—A “SR - RN PR, 7E FP MBS H
OIS RN, T H bR S B IR 75 SR IB0E [N o XA I R R s A7 i o — A “ie 2 IRIE” .
YR IRFF G SR s, RINEt2 B SR 2 1T KRS, I BARYE DU ) 2 50 Rk A B2 A 2 IR (Salet et al.,
2022;Los etal., 2014). Los %5 \(2014,2017)& 3, B8 H 2R 00 FP /0 A7 B8 XU s Bt e te 2, 1=
TS 5F W R ST SR 22 52 B Fi JLAN L5 S FP ORI 1R 635 R o X — &5 SRt BH DR 20 m A8 Ji7 2%
JE AN A 2 iS58 PN R T I (R R R A HE R, TR XA AR R AR ) . T RXANIR, AR
TR Z IR E S (IMTP) . IXADERR A DURERE AN IR, — 2 BEANSLIG 1 FP B 43 A0 0] B B2 AR 1Y)
KSR, 2 FP 0 SO B RS (AR SRS Wt 1 10 A FP KPR 34 1 38 By 284k, w]
DL SRAGT 363X — T ) o 9 2050 N7 5 T[] — I AR 2 ST ML o TGV SR AT M RE T AR iy SO 25 0 S e
TSR FP IR g3 A dn e Y S I ] SR

DAFE I IE I T AN 126 25 A T AT AR FP R IOSER () gm, (R E ) 48 FP i mi, Toik
TEAN RN TA) 3 5 N IO BN A 38 . ASHIEFURE FP AN B8 N3] 10 Ay, SR FAESMER IR 5 A BB B I
I TR TN 5, SN 52 RIS R 52 1 (9 B[] i S R e i

AT, FEN AR R SFA AP R R AT, BENRR NI 2 E R THEREN, ZANMLERZ
it 70 R IR 2 4E N BB B A0 S S & — 2 I (Loehrer et al., 2021; Seidler et al., 2010) X A BEFIZE NN
HIDIREE A UL BRI IS B HE A SR AH G . BORE R N AR IR 22, (R AT SR v DA U B
W ERFIANES N (a5 2, ARSI FIER N —FE, ZAEANAEA LRI a3, HERIE
U A ZRZR AL IR I TR) S50 o INF ) 42 2R 1 A RE 42 1o 2 A A 0T IS B AT TR0 14 Jse ke B AR Af 1, X
AT N BT 45 R& — U (Chauvin et al., 2016). EHTELR R KA T, ZFEAN RV 52 FP 50, [F)
R, BEAE FP KR RSG N SR B # AR TR, W2 AE NAE4ERF B RS 7 TH I AR AFAE RS (Droit-
Volet et al., 2019; Gallego Hiroyasu & Yotsumoto, 2020). & ANRE T BRI R FUHLE], X5
N K AR M LA %(Cabeza, 2002; Cabeza et al., 2018; Rosjat et al., 2018). 44R, HEW R EEH
TAIR IR FLAE AL, Lo an 2 i B S R I R A AEAS R T R b, 2N S R 2 2 K TR
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— 77 AT e RO SERAT 55 MBS A — 3, 55— 7 I T RE R N A B R 7 R 2 A8 FP,
TERT (A AR PR EXERENNOR, AT S5 M B (3G I v] e =3 K0 (Gallego Hiroyasu & Yotsumoto, 2020; Johari
etal., 2019).

MR 1 X0 LU AR & FP T P35 SRS AR A R I, AL T I R R A1, R ME A
FE I [A) B R 2% A A IR S REINS 22 57 B K o 3 W] e A& K D 2 T AR DK SN R I () T A& 48 Ny idiz 5%
AT REZ 18] i) 9% 52 B K (Capizzi etal., 2022). £ESMBIRENFIN R FAESS o, ARINEIRE ) 5 888 A0S
() AR R P I N ELFRAROG . HHELZZ TR, A2 RSl B IS TR) FRIAT 55 o, 32 JXU R R 805 1 1) S5 82 73
A7 5 DA (A AR 8] 22 57 TE 5K(Droit-Volet et al., 2019). BRI A A B3RS A I 1) B AE 55 7 A 02 51 T
REJ7 T A 75 oKD, RIS K 5w i A0 B 3R B PR IR 8] A 55 AH G, 3504 SRR S T B0 12 vHE % 1) o
IR TR o X PO 4SBT R F R R N SR SCRe . BN, SRR VTR0 RRZEAR L, FE7E
T E AR R B PR BT 7K VR T BR P (A D) B8 72 AR B B B IR 1) 30 A7 55 B 3B 5 22 (Bl Haj & Kapogiannis,
2016) [AltL, BAREFENORE 7B N B AK S AN SN IR B S ] S RE 77, AHA2 A0 ER 5K 5 e i ) Tt
RE 1T e Xt A4k B BUBY (Capizzi et al., 2022; Najberg et al., 2021).

R FAGEE TRIR. B2, HTEET A FP KT, SEI6H R E % 200 B AR KA i [E]
FERERR . MAE BB I (A48, 2R T S A B 115 S0 BAT 755 R (19 i o poy A 33 ¢4 5
/NG RN R 17y S T 11 L1 PO S R 7P R N L1 11 T P - T s A AN B RN | A T
PERAALGIE N EME B, 1 RS9 KB R A 78 I LA & TARICAZ 4E RS Tk fe . A0 3HE
S TaME B, B TR A TE S RS, 1X i AR AT BEAE SRS 1O KN LIS [E] (Correa et al., 2006a.
2006b)o KT ERRIBEYI TR, LRRNES LA KRB EHE, IS AdE& i FE R, B2 43R
LA TR BN IR I A, HE % T R 2 B G I (Berger & Kiefer, 2026)0 XA T &4 AR UL H
WA, FEFR ZE RN H S SUE B A E B E Srh, 2 AR B2 B0 B IR PR (Baudouin et
al., 2006). Xk EIRAE AN 7T FRAT TS I R 4F B 20 2 [R) A7 7E 11 22 53 W] RE 70 Skt 1 S8 4E NAE AL 3G
SCAE BRI )5 S TARICAZ 7 HAFAE R R AE, T AR N T 0 e ) S 8Uh 2 57 . (Bl TAB R E
LERVEA R S5 AN F FP 2644 R 2 A0 I 8] TN R 5200, 1222 S AN RE I ST FT 4518 . ARBEFL TR A
RS MEL R ANA RBEATER) RGBS L, LA/ B ) £ RS SO LI 78, fefs s 2
R FR) 73 A e ) TR0 ) 2 A6 8O
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PR IX A R A VS50, 7Rt 2P 5T DL B I 1) F 0 o 5 AR R AH OC I AP e L Bl . 5 L5 1Y)
f&, ABFF R SRTHANLE R 18, 0 AN TR T LA S P9 it B2 = T DX 3 DL R AR AL )
BRI, EEORIET O TR, FFARR A FU R B B 4 2R o S LB Dy T A I T 00 P LA R
PR BRI TR LA IR 77 1), S5 S0 50 W] LG G i F Bl 28 S AR BRSO IR BB B AT B0 IE
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