(LEZFR) FRELSEERE N

A FHARINZRSMEHEERIROCR: KA ERPs LS
PE . BRitidh. . BRA

E—4
WEBN:
W FUAE PSSR RS VS QAT T BUAR T ) ERP b, BT RGN
XIS, BRI RO Rk

B L AR —ADREWHERT T, F AR UIZRE 2 8070 M A5 EUBORLRS, AT Feas ROFARei L “ 3
IRUIZRIETE T I LAV rh o SR M 425 M1 BhA Il RE /7 7 TXRR B0 R R FENT, SC AR IR 75 24T
REEH
EIR: BRI AW RIEERE W, JAMES T 23T RIRKRWFRIR, FHEN e
X R WTRIE S ) SR R EAT T Ui W BA RO AR SRATT ST AT T R B
BEn T (RIESCE LR, 582 BO:
“EAFTE R, AHT TR I AR OISR A ) LA T R LG o B A T e i, AR
13 & RN S s 2 B R R R, RN ANRE 78 4232 ) W 2 A0 A 1AM 22 7
1l NAS R 5 A E 7145 (Corrigall, Schellenberg, & Misura, 2013; Schellenberg, 2015).
U, FEAHETT A TS AT REFE ) 1 XM — o A ME &, Bk, B A
KIEZGEHALEE o ASRHIFE AT DL I A 1) Ve ok =5 483 SR I Gl ) i) BRI R 7
FHRZSZE R
Corrigall, K. A., Schellenberg, E. G, & Misura, N. M. (2013). Music training, cognition, and personality. Front
Psychol, 4, 10.
Schellenberg, E. G. (2015). Music training and speech perception: a gene-environment interaction. In E. Bigand, B.
Tillmann, 1. Peretz, R. J. Zatorre, L. Lopez & M. Majno (Eds.), Neurosciences and Music V: Cognitive

Stimulation and Rehabilitation (Vol. 1337, pp. 170-177). Oxford: Blackwell Science Publ.

B 2: BRARRWETTE SRR, AFE NI MR 5L Go-go, Wit stroop {55 ?



Xof EUAIL S RV 5 A 55 2 755 R B0 2 [ 25 8 — e ws sl g i L 2
[BIRZ: WHGHE T BT Mo DAAEERTT 5 SR ISR A4 1 5 R M0 72 S BRI SEAT 45,
HZWTAT AT, Eik, FATFFREZEHFZRAH ERP HIRFAATS, U@ H
A FRFR AR R IR R RN SRR SIER 06 R, X BE T 4 15 AR AL AT 45 B 033047
oo EIRMIXAEVARFE L, SIA T DB, GOERTT TR . REEREL, &
AT — LA 7 ARSCSCHR, REATIP A, BT I RN %5 7 & ARG S5 W
AN HI B 71 2< R (Bialystok & Depape, 2009; Slevc, Davey, Buschkuehl, & Jaeggi,
2016), XFIIHFAII AT AT, BRI T A—8l45 5. Bialystok FI Depape [ 71K
FI T 8 AR N ZR2E 542 AL s B A, 45 R I SR N R R AR AR 55 b By il 4L R I
SESRAMHIIERIRE /) Sleve S5 NHIWFFR A ¥ AR RE VBRI & T A Bl & Ree s, R
Je 38 3 AH SR [V 73 B 5 S B 7055 A0 5 AN T 3E 08 47 1) BE 0 ORI G
KR o FEHIX BT FE W AT 45 4K Stroop A£55,  MIALHEAT 4546 Simon {£45. R
EIX P SR T AR SERATE S5, EREAIH S E RN JVEAR—FE, Bialystok
A1 Depape [HHF 5t 2 @i 2 la)%F B o0, Sleve 25238 it ¥ AR BE 71540 41 B8 A1 0k S An
BT, XATRER BN M AL RA BN R . 1Ak, Stroop 5541 Simon ££55 H
A ZE k. B, X IURT ST 0 A e W A 0] 2 40— A P vs LS S itk . R
KA 5T AT LAR AL S Stroop AW 3t Stroop 1F55, 8 i Go/No-go AT 5 Go/No-go 1F55
AR B3 BT SR 583 A 1]

IRAE R, BATIE T 1R 40 % e ] AT T B

BT (RIESCE 1L, 282 BO:

“BOE, AR IETE S RIS S R BHET, E e R
[l 2 55 SR ZR S A0 . W e 400k 2 ] B8 77 K R A FEIE 1R/ (Bialystok & Depape, 2009;
Slevc, Davey, Buschkuehl, & Jaeggi, 2016). [Klitt, Rt 5E ] LAIRIS K FH AL 52 AT 3 Stroop
55, ALLARSERIT 5 Go/No-go AL 55 KB 4%, MTT B8 4 b 0] 35 35 AR I M 25 #1) ) 5
FE AU — MR I S AR R
FHRSHE I0RR:
Bialystok, E., & Depape, A. M. (2009). Musical expertise, bilingualism, and executive functioning. Journal of

Experimental Psychology Human Perception & Performance, 35(2), 565-574.

Slevc, L. R., Davey, N. S., Buschkuehl, M., & Jaeggi, S. M. (2016). Tuning the mind: Exploring the connections

between musical ability and executive functions. Cognition, 152, 199-211.



B 3: ERP W SATJRbR Z 1A A I RIR AR 2 PIMESS [0 ToAH Rt 2
[B1R7 : AR¥E IR I, FATT% Go/No-go F1 Stroop 1155 H4T N HEFRFI ERP 43 2 I FRIAH 556
F, VLRRAMESSAT NIEAR L IM IR R RAEAT T b e 45 R

(1) 7E Go/No-go 1, #kfd" %5 N2 257 (No-go ik Go 2&14) F1 P3 % Fik
(No-go ¥ Go 1) BT R FEAH K R(ps > 0.1); £ Stroop (F55H1, £ LR SN NG
i LT PN R — S0 — Bk AF) 1 N450 2 530 CR — S — 8. SP Z 57 O
— B BRI E R K (ps > 0.1).

(2) #ik[¥) Go/No-go 1155 d* 43 %5 Stroop 455 1 IEHf % IR THLRN AN S RE Iy
TR TC 2 HH K (s > 0.1) 0 IXANEERAE — @R L WY 17 S 20 ) Ao 5 42 ) 5 40 )
PR A AR AR R o

HI T IX SeF R AR Z A AR OGN 3, I X SRR bR 2 18] 1) R RAS R AHITFL I OV (%
o), SRR IR A, AT S Dt AT A2 1L S0 2 BUX AR 1. A IS RERGNIAT

AR L o

B 4: $al10E RGP AHARE RFRELIHRMNNA (REFFIFR, SFEA NI
ZRRRRtEAl. ARG (R)L YIZREAL. YIZRsiie CJESRItiR)D, 05 (W7 RIS ok
FGAEERFEE ) LAEZER, AR R — Sl mR 2 53D R G,
[BIR: AR IR, BA IO SR AR & RIS ) £ BRI S an ke . JIZR
I BT d SR AL | A 45 2] T AR AL BN NS B BRI dE Ui, &
S R RIAESCH (R Do 5350, A TEAIBEA W E AR KT, RIS
B, FRATSCRBRI R T RO, SRR SO G e A, e H 1) A 1) 2
BRI J1KF (Arthur & Day, 1994; SKIBUE, g, 5K, 22 T, 2020), 45 5 SRk
RIER K A B2 7 1(44) = -1.37,p=0.177.
PR 1 0T (LIESCE 19 TO:



E N WNRES e

o FER (B g B W HE  NERHKGEE R (WM TEBRS A% I
5 iz W) M
M C M C M C M C M C M C M C
1 19 23 35 15 10 9 5 T 8 T NI, EHih T 18 X
2 18 18 30 25 10 9 9 8 T s, WE, W & 5 X
3 18 18 35 25 11 7 5 x 8 T OE * 6 &
4 22 20 35 35 9 12 6 * 15 T MRE, WE 9 &
5 23 19 30 25 1 7 6 * 12 T OANEE, MREE T 14 €T
6 22 23 20 40 7 10 12 8 T % 10 X
7 20 20 30 20 11 9 10 ¥ 8 I OHE, WE, FR Ok 5 ¥
=
8 20 17 25 35 7 6 5 x 14 T x 13 5
9 21 19 30 20 3 12 5 15 T % 16 X
0 19 19 20 30 8 7 7 £ 1 T b, T 12 X
1 20 18 35 30 10 6 1 8 T % 10 T
12 20 20 20 25 6 10 10 X9 T KR T 9 ¥
13 20 19 35 35 1 11 5 T 14 T OhREE, MEZE, £ 8 ¥
Atk
14 20 22 40 25 8 9 5 13 T 1 X
15 19 24 30 20 7 7 9 * 10 T R % 10 X
6 19 19 30 15 9 9 6 T 12 T AN, 15 x
17 20 20 30 40 7 6 5 £ 14 T WE 12 ¥
18 20 19 35 30 1 7 9 * 8 T O, NE, %=, £ 13 I
KIEE
19 20 18 35 15 1 8 12 x 8 A, WIE, W, k& 10 I
M, 7
20 19 20 30 25 10 8 6 12 T A= % 8 X
21 19 18 30 25 10 8 7 % 10 T OMREE, hiEZE, £ 6 X
W
22 20 19 40 45 12 5 6 13 T % 10 X
23 20 25 25 30 11 9 6 12 T MR, WE * 5 I

o M= FIRIIZ4 (Music group), C = il 48 (Control group)

FHIRZ 25 SR -
Arthur, W., & Day, D. V. (1994). Development of a short form for the raven advanced progressive matrices test.
Educational & Psychological Measurement, 54(2), 394-403.

SKIEUE, B, 5K&ZE T .(2020). 35 SR IRt dt e A) 3 AR G N LI sk 72 0 2527, 52(07):847-860

B 5: AE N MREWERT T, MR b ) 22 7 n] BESRIE TN A 8] S < ) 22 7 B LAt A
FIRZR (A 770, DRl B 37 35 SR 22 6 5 i 2 ) (4 ORI 75 ZE3E AT 47 9 A0 ERP $8 k0 535
RUIZRRE OB — rOn] LRI ZREERR , A0 — mrT LSRRG ) iR, mde
KB T RERIMOG, WAREM B RN ZRET e T M2 6] G JX R BRUR VRS 8, R Beft
RERTERHIA -

BIRz: MRAEEREN, B, BAMES T 2R TRIRKRMGRIA, IR0 BT
FUI R BRVEREAT 1 10 W L BOR AR FEREAT T B o LR, BRATTRE B AR I R 5 i 42 1 14

17 NERSAT ERP FEARIEAT 1A 70T, XSS FRAR Z [ A 3AT S5 AOAH oG, FAREE R UnR



FRVIGEESMHIEFIT AN ERP HARKIAHRE R

Go/No-go Stroop

d' 4% N2 % 5% P3ZEFW  RMET M N450 2 SP Z Rk

;4 Pl FHRBL Sk
THIR S ST 28R A RS .063 -.235 -214 -.075 .053 -.146 -173
IR EIR .199 130 -.091 -.313 -.241 .005 -.054
TSI -.265 -.203 .109 -112 -.059 .096 -100
RN
-.075 -138 043 -.226 -.200 .060 -.069

CHEBR A IR O

FE: *p <.05, **p < .01, ***p < 001,

FHSREE R AT RESCR 135 AR I GRS A 42 ] e J0 I A AFAELRTE AR O R &R, (HIEIX
AGE A W] B S AR MR ECE 5, ERATMTFFH, T 2 & R IIZRAL 55T B2 A1)
X7, FATEIE R INGHPAARZE B F & F RINGLRIPEN CPEINZGRERZAN
114, #olrEB IS E, BIUs A K& RN ZRE 5 547 R i Fa b i 2V AH 5k o
Billn, Sleve 55 (2016) (IWFFLN JBUFHEE RAN SPATIIRE (REHIERD KLkt
KA, MR T RERAE RG220, Fradbit 7R & RNGA, —Fi
IERFH RINGREIRART 2 F R0, —Fg IEXE R INGRERKT 5 Fat. hT4A0f
P> ERP 5256, RMRCZ B 1, BT RAFRATHUBOA R LEAH S R 45 2R DA SR X e 5 SR )
fifRe RIAEIESCH T, JATE B0 R IR S0 IR R 22 5, DA I e 22 S5 (A I A6 410 ol
PEHIN T HIMRANE B RIS, ARSI, FRA T JE S AR 40 2 1) 22 S Al e R SR HE IR . AR
P E ST E W
FHRZE 30RR
Sleve, L. R., Davey, N. S., Buschkuehl, M., & Jaeggi, S. M. (2016). Tuning the mind: Exploring the connections

between musical ability and executive functions. Cognition, 152, 199-211.

BIL6: FEFEARTFEN R T — AN KIBON R, XA HRIE? 45 R b LR AL 2/
LIRS dvas o
[BIRz: FEH BKUHE IR I, FRATET 5,2 B, HHMN RO, SR TR AR,



gE BRI E f=0.25 (h%5), power = 0.95 AT 55 I B A5 bR A1 4140550 0.70 (1%
LR, (EE SR T 2T, PRINEN 2 0 4 A R B 2 BLAE FH /b T B 34 R,
BIPHLLAE 17 4. ARSI RIFFA R /AL 25 24K, 8 4 ZH0R ERP thidkid m RN Giit
M, SERRREARONRRAS 23 4. ik, AR ER L TR,

AT ERP J5 225045 F R BUAS ELAEFI I 7y ° HOYS LM 0.09-0.11, t %+ Cohen's @
(TG Y 0.62-0.70, Z5%f W H 3| K 25N & (Cohen, 1988). [FIi FRA ML A 7] T 3% SR I A4,
TR CRLEHMEIRERD SCERRPREAR SRS TE, SERATIAL, 3 v B R RN

(D'Souza, Moradzadeh & Wiseheart, 2018; Joret, Germeys, & Gidron, 2016).

FHIRZ75 3R :
Cohen, J. (1988). Statistical power analysis for the behavior sciences, (2nd ed.,).Mahwah: Lawrence Erlbaum
Associates
Joret, M.-E., Germeys, F., & Gidron, Y. (2016). Cognitive inhibitory control in children following early childhood
music education. Musicae Scientiae, 21(3), 303-315.
D'Souza, A. A., Moradzadeh, L., & Wiseheart, M. (2018). Musical training, bilingualism, and executive function:

working memory and inhibitory control. Cognitive Research-Principles and Implications, 3, 18.

ZICIEIE KA Go-go Al Stroop 155, i FH ERP iR, H8 T & R IZRs w42 il A
TGRSR . BEFURA B R SCNMBLSEME.. 2 EERIR Y, AlstEs.

B 1 MEELERT S W A5 RV SR ma i bl DGR T A8, B TR
S VY BHR R 1R A [RAE S5 A S8 T BUW R R 2 4k, 2 530 HAth T e ? ZEHe By 1 it
SCREASZIZE R TC, 1L — 25 ) B g o] — LS 50 2t L5 24 BTRHF TS A — BURIRH T 45
e

O] R - SR o AR L AR AP . AT I T RER BRI A R, AR IR ER BT T
ik

BT (RIESCRE 11T, &E—B):
“RLAR, A BT IR ORI RN S S RIAEAE OCHK . filtn, Sachs & (2017)



(IR FE A8 Stroop /1451 fMRI BRI 8-10 5 & SR VI SR Akt HE2H ) L 38 7E 0 il 41 il 47

NfRbR EIFC R EE R, (HREME L, BRIGH LEARMBEX . FUR .

A A1 o R30E ;. Okada (2016) i R ARIME R AN F R INGRLs, 48R KM

BRI EY Stroop (£ S H A REAH IS, [Hi2, Seinfeld 55 (2013) HIHFFiXT 60-84

BRENAT T 4 DMARE RN, JIZEZFENE Stroop 55 LIRS B It

PR, ORI L B R UIZRE 6 LA A4 ] 0 D0 B8 418 o 358 LR 3R 8 T RS Sz &5 SR ™ A 50

Wi, AR AT U 5 225 RS IR L (A 3R . 7

RS2 3R -

Okada, B. M. (2016). Musical training and executive functions (Unpublised master’s thesis). University of
Maryland, College Park.

Sachs, M., Kaplan, J., Sarkissian, A. D., & Habibi, A. (2017). Increased engagement of the cognitive control
network associated with music training in children during an fMRI Stroop task. PLOS ONE, 12(10), 29.

Seinfeld, S., Figueroa, H., Ortiz-Gil, J., & Sanchez-Vives, M. V. (2013). Effects of music learning and piano

practice on cognitive function, mood and quality of life in older adults. Front Psychol, 4, 810.

B 2: s W0 RE BTG ERE CAHBAERSH. EUEHERTIHAAr, 1
AT RIE RN T ], X B RZE &R HAb v se k.
IR : R H T XN, WEERER, AT R 7125

BB (RIESCRSE 3T, &JF—B:

“CARBTFLI: 1) AR IR A SR e ) LA S R A e R A s B A e
A4 AE Go/No-go 155 HH A TH N2 22 7 i 5 P3 22 e I I M K To0f R 2 ks 5 SR VI
HBERBAT S AN e FI 05 MIPTAHBARN N2 F1 P3 Z R A IR & =Ry 2) 4
AR IR A AE A% o oA B i O R A2 B b R AR e 71, IR AAE Stroop 155
H AT N4BO 22 il SP 22 S R S5 K T 0 IR0t 8 & SR ISRl AT i R 42
HIRESIEE, P HAAAE NASO 22 i Al SP 2 7 AN LR 2= 7.7

B 3: 7 “HEk” oy, (EEFHEMRE WA 1K FREFEER
IR : PRI 1K PAELE B3 2 57 t(44) = -1.37, p = 0.177. IbAk, ARFEHEAN S 4ha
L FE RN, FATE L FAS S H T AN D25k, 3R (ILIESCES 19 T):



E N WNRES e

o RN () HSRFH WA WEHBE  WHENKGER R (EMAEBERID & H % S E
5 iz % () (GNED)
M C M C M C M cC M cC M cC M C
1 19 23 35 15 10 9 5 ¥ 8 T MEE, b k18 X
2 8 18 30 25 10 9 9 x 8 T OEH, WE, B k% 5 7
3 18 18 35 25 11 7 5 ¥ 8 T WE T 6 X
4 22 20 35 35 9 12 6 T 15 T MRE, WE T 9 X
5 23 19 30 25 1 7 6 T 12 T W5, NS T 14 7
6 22 23 20 40 7 10 12 ¥ 8 T OWE k10 X
7 20 20 30 20 11 9 10 ¥ 8 T OEH, WE, FROE 5 X
%
8 20 17 25 35 7 6 5 T 14 T OWE x 13 X
9 21 19 30 20 3 12 5 15 x OWE ¥ 16 7
0 19 19 20 30 8 7 7 £ 1 o OEE, WE £ 12 7
11 20 18 35 30 10 6 11 8 T WE 10 %
12 20 20 20 25 6 10 10 T 9 T KRE 9 X
13 20 19 35 35 11 11 5 T 14 T hRE, MREE, L 8 X
A
14 20 22 40 25 8 9 5 T 13 T OWE T 1n X
15 19 24 30 20 7 7 9 k10 T MMEE T 10 X
6 19 19 30 15 9 9 6 x 12 T WE, HE T 15 7
17 20 20 30 40 7 6 5 T 14 T OWE T 12 X
18 20 19 35 30 11 7 9 T8 T OmE, WE, B%, k£ 13 7
KIS
19 20 18 35 15 11 8 12 T 8 T K, WE, BN, & 10 %
wy, R
20 19 20 30 25 10 8 6 T 12 T OWE T 8 T
212 19 18 30 25 10 8 7 k10 T MEE, hRE, L 6 T
B
2 20 19 40 45 12 5 6 T 13 T OWE * 10 %
23 20 25 25 30 11 9 6 £ 12 T MEE, WE T 5 %

M= FRIZR4(Music group), C = #2441 (Control group)

FHIRZ 2 LR -

Arthur, W., & Day, D. V. (1994). Development of a short form for the raven advanced progressive matrices test.
Educational & Psychological Measurement, 54(2), 394-403.

KB, #il, 5KIK&F T .(2020). % AR I ZRe st ) B S i T2 A2 0 22 527, 52(07):847-860

B 4: AFEMM “F RN M EHIA7 Bz T “ERE” M CAEESRK . Mix
FEA G R ] -



BIR: BT RMBOLE A, “F RNGRE” M “FEh A" WRBENER, WRIEER =L,
CECTRG A “FIRUIZRAL” A “ Il

B 5: WAL stroop AT 55 KRR “4r. Sk, B VIR BN 407, <47,
“HL BT S 16 MORIERE, i O —BU AR DR, A BURA R 12 F. 7
A L S & — B R B D T AR — SR R (RS TR AR “ AR SLIRIL T 240
MNRIR, FORFL—FO—BORE, FOMT SN BN B0, MRS fE
BT B A A R
[B1 R : L SO0 SCEE BN A o AEF A, FRATEE ST HIBoR R ) ST A 2 B IR H%
ENH. RIEEREN, CEEHHITH R,
Bekin ™ ORIESCRES 5 3, 2.2.2 Stroop ££55):
“CARSEEALTE 240 MR, —BURE CGEERAEEL 30 M4 =120 MO Al

A5 CRERFPEL 10 MR *12 Bkt k=120 ANkk) &8 120 k.

B 6: T RAMN Stroop THUMAE EfZE E (—BUlA—BUERZE) BE/ N TEHIH, X
AERAZWTRERE? “AE Stroop AT 55 R IAT N TEFR b, B SR Stroop TR EE /N7 31X
MNER R EAGRIN?
BRI ARSI, R FRATE F R A TE R TG B 1 iR . Stroop (55 1T %
Lo FEFR A Stroop TN (Stroop interference effect), JHISRIEAGHOR o4z HIRE f1, B —
FA& A FUAS — 025 1F 2 18] IE i R A B 2 %5 (MacLeod, 1991; Lansbergen, van Hell, &
Kenemans, 2007; Tillman, & Wiens, 2011). ZE{Elk/)N, WiBHAEXS T80k, #ORE A
— B AT AL S I ST N BN, AN B B T R R g R4 I B8 /7 (MacLeod, 1991;
Lansbergen et al., 2007; Tillman et al., 2011).

A FRAT AR BRI, & RNGREBATE B2 B Stroop THLRN &2/ T4
SRR, U0 RN R S il e 70 B o8k

FHRZ 25 R -
MacLeod, C. M. (1991). Half a Century of Research on the Stroop Effect: An Integrative Review. Psychological
Bulletin, 109(2), 163-203.

Tillman, C. M., & Wiens, S. (2011). Behavioral and ERP indices of response conflict in Stroop and flanker tasks.



Psychophysiology, 48(10), 1405-1411.
Lansbergen, M. M., van Hell, E., & Kenemans, J. L. (2007). Impulsivity and conflict in the Stroop task - An ERP

study. Journal of Psychophysiology, 21(1), 33-50.

B 7: BNAEHEGIAFE—Z . Ll go A no-go (-5 i HidE A7 A, 7ERFHT
S AR RIBARE N B, DL E A S AT Git . LA AN Geit Tk, 2
TCIESRAFPIRAORAE N2 Tl P3 22 58 B R TRAFAEZ N, VR BIZSE M T ARIR AR #EAT T t
g, HERE.
[BIR: /G R T R . EEFR AT, T8 SR AT R R 15 2007, MAFTERE
HAEM, #HATE RS HT . SR E#E— 2% No-go 1 Go &1 (¥) N2 Al P3 Ui 4T 1 AH
Wk FEHEATHSIREAR AR, TESCh AT RIRIE R, R IR IR L AT

BB (WIESCREE 73, 3.2ERP £5):

“CPOTREAR t FRIGLE BRI, ¥ RINZRALM N2 253 (No-go J& Go) &3 KTl
t(44) = -2.33, p = 0.025, 95% CI = [-2.89, —0.21], Cohen's d = 0.69 (L& 2¢ F1 2d).”

CMSTREAR A LE R EL, R P3 2R (No-go K Go) %3 K T-Fii4l
t(44) = 2.37, p = 0.022, 95% CI = [0.28, 3.47], Cohen's d = 0.70 (L& 3¢ A1 3d).”

CRSTAEAR tRRIRSE SRR I, R IIZRALE NAS0 253 CR—8usk— 80 53 KT
71 t(44) = -2.11, p = 0.041, 95% CI = [-2.06, 0.04], Cohen's d = 0.62 ( JiL[&] 4c #1 4d).”

PTAEAR IR SE BRI % RIS SP 2R (A —8u—80 SHEH4LES
755 1(44) =0.34, p = 0.738 (WL 5¢ A1 5d).

B 8: AT 4.1 F RGOS S NAMH RIS« pp R B o 7 IX— BUN B N iZ
B CHUAER 3.7 X B
BIRz: GRS E, TATCETH BN,

B 9: uVv NiZSChp V.
BIRL: B amEe &, CrE e E R s

B 10: SO EREREFHS N, O ERIE AR ARSI, A REAIEIX
E=3 LY



BIRz: FATHIAFHRE 72X, SNBSS EZMm Rk,

FORMGRRHMHIE R AT N E R CA RS, A — LSRRI R AT T VR R
MR EAT HE— PR O OB AT S 1D, JFIEE PINT 838455 (Go/No-go.
Stroop) DLK I FELHAREAT LSS (I BOINTAFAL ), &M FRGH T . 4 h N A 2 HE
HEL WEFORAE A S SC B R SYREY S o R N e 3 BN I i R
BEATHEST, (HAE 10 FERTMOS — al ERP AF7T, BRI N E WEHEHR S %

B 1: Stroop {E45H, F& FZAHFH N450 FI SP kWIS ph gt , (HA LLmfF 5 i@ it N1,
P1.P2(f5l4n Yu et al., 2015).N2( 411 Naylor et al., 2012; Yu et al., 2015).P3 F N4( &1 Sahinoglu
& Dogan 2016). global field power (GFP) (Badzakova-Trajko et al., 2009) Z&#545 M %% Stroop
Mss: . ESAAFERSCEREH T AR BT RS (G S K. Wit Stroop 45), 1 il 7E 1%
Fe VR k% N450 F1 SP R [R 7 3R 3T R 2 A 255 SCHRIE 2 AR T3 SR I 2RI AH
FWFFE? [FRE, 7F Go/No-go 155, MAWFTME T N4 (41 Lee et al., 2019) F1 N1 (f
Jiaetal., 2017), {BARZ CHREEAIGE N2 Al P3 (HEEHIFL—E0,

BIR: Wt s A N E SR, AT 1B R SCEk A 2 L 5 Stroop. Go/No-go
RS SCHR, RIS €4-18] Stroop 125 AEAE 23155 K 5 SR Il K 1 % 7r N450 il SP
(Gajewski & Falkenstein, 2015; Liotti et al., 2000; West, 2004) . N450 i 73 s 1 312 Wl i\ 01
I FE, SP RSy B b AR v YA &N id 2 (Larson, Clayson, & Clawson, 2014; West & Alain,
2000). IEWEULR), tHA—1 Stroop AFFT %5 %E N1, P1. P2, N2. P3 Al N4 25,4y, IX4L
W S AR T L) ERP iy AR, FEA LUTR U R . 1) AR idiE i) Stroop 155 .
BN Yu %35 (2015) FBFFCRH T WSt Stroop 4145, %% 7 N1, P1. P2 Z5Wr o B RLSr
T T K A A B R R b R A I S R A R B B . 4 TR Y 7 R
M5 Stroop 155 B 5 50 A LGN LI Be S A rh A TGOS, BT LA Stroop AF: 4545 /b
et By (Yuetal., 2015). 2) ANFEAY Stroop 75 . %140 Naylor (2012) #8578 K )
FE B Stroop 1155, B 58 AN [FI1E = 10 t-17] Stroop A£55, 325 F ORI 72 XGE & R FNE = A1
H R THFEE N2 175 2 2 S XU Stroop 1145 X s i AH 9618 5 B3 i #2 (Naylor et al.,

2012), FEAS A P I AE | I 22 8L 53 - 3) Stroop AT 25 8 3R A [A] i )87 77 5K Sahinoglu 1 Dogan



(2016) &I, fE Stroop 155 H sk B R Ut H H 9] B (0 B O rh B 2 B4 P (1 ) 15
SN T AEANE, N4 By FTRE SR 1 15 5 I o RIS AR RS2 . 4) s A )
538771, Badzakova-Trajko (2009) FEZEAFTH EEG UIRFS A, 5IRAT ERP W3k sr 47 77
1EANA . global field power (GFP) 245 JuANI (8] s s B i s bl A AR i 22, T4
REA M B I R . T B s (GFP) 3K, BRAREUR AR LR B T EEG 11
ek (Badzakova-Trajko et al., 2009). £E L, [RONFRATIEF T 405 1) 28 €4 -15] Stroop AT
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