NI IBEE Chinese Journal of
2024 4E5 30 B 4 151,298-310 Applied Psychology
2024. Vol.30. No.4,298-310

T TR IZRIINF S HP iR 2 1 5m 53 0 FH307 7

AR IR AL 3k g
(1. [ EE I K2 H 50 B 24 B, 1N 363000 ;2. [8) 55 VI 35 o2 7 FH O B 2E BF 55 T , V8 1
363000 ; 3. 4 £ 44 W FHIA 5 AR B 9056 2, 5N 363000)

W OE AR A AN, FEMARNMMAEBTRETHRAELE T/ ES T
R R AT R KT, RTINS K G AT Ae ik Fe B AT, SRR
IZFmit QAT TR oS, Zilm AR TSSO, BEEARE
g AT e b S R S A T Sk, A VAAERER 6 KRk
ERT S S ANRE, B> SRR H e R E, KRRk QTR
T ARARIR R 5 A 5 R AR 6 BRAAFE 5T, e B B B R R ) e AR S R B
Aoy ik

MRES
1. 33T T A gm R 7 300 T rm 09 sk 438,
2. RBTY LR FTAENERR,ELET 5O B aE &,
3. BB T ikFe AT KRR AT R 7 ), 36 T A Se T AT B0 K R B

EHIE AR TAERIL 5 A AR
HE K5 :B842
DOI: 10.20058/j.cnki.CJAP.023041

A H R EPES H AR SRR, ZmAS
RSB, X R L E bR Dy S in T 5 H
PRAR SR, ] s 220 i D0 5 S ) ad e
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A T SO DTS2 35S 0 i FE 4
NRESN NN

TEEPEMIE AT S5, BR T THiA
SREZ AN, YT 55 R BIME 55 gy
IR BN R SRS W PR T B ) AR
Z — (Sabri et al.,2013). Lavie #1 Tsal
(1994) 1 YR H HH e Pk v 2 09 B Aep BTN
R SRR T 0 ST T S AT 55
T K SR B RR - o S far BEIEKE
B fag 43 A B B A FA D G B AR, A
R PR A AR AT 6 3o AR A A S Y S )
(=S R AR o 111 I 7/ 73 T N = 3 AN 1 Vi R
AR TR 530 o N TARTAT: 55 — i ad i
T AE 1212 (working memory , WM ) 2l 52 A 171
far i, PRt A B SR HRR S WML £ fif
(Kardan et al.,2020) . 245 DIAEAH5E A BN
AR CTE | HIE TN 7/ DA r = I N e
BFIEE PSR, (BT WM B9 A H 7 fif 2
T RENG SR T PLANAAAE 43 B, A SCHERT A BT
SERY R b, B S R AR S B e
LA RS2 43 0N B R 2R, X AR Skl R
B AT YIS e B AT 1 S8 1%

2 IR

71 oy BEES B #) Jeg BR T 4158 17 fof ( Lavie,
1995; Lavie & Tsal, 1994), J5 3" RN 171
fif  (Lavie,2005,2010; Lavie et al.,2004;
Lavie & De Fockert,2005) . iZ S8 H T
FRINFIBLE] , — 2 BE BEBEMLE , X Rz 158
Ffar, 2S00 H b 2 i o £ far 7K
TN L A= R (3 e 7 L 7 G S S R ]
T, XA R R B o O —FP R A g i
BILH, X7 A0 B g, TARA G far AR 8 T v 9%
NN RERY £ B il e g2 ma X H AR Y
TER, ML WM S5 D RE A JE A 1% A
A i AN IS R, S 20T
Perasm . e i BS I LAl I, JR S o

I &V 22 387 B Y0 2OR 56 Ik 72 fir B8, 15
5 7oy BE — BT 1S5 1, AR
Xf A I8 SR 04T B3R .

2.1 4wt i

FRE AT 2 AE U AR TP AR H AR A
AOECRE DL e T 5 H AR A AH L i i
1155 T4 . ERGATN B B far 1Y UL A 45
#JE H B8 09 2t & (Lavie & De Fockert,
2003) . H¥r 5 4E H 5 AL (Sugimoto &
Katayama , 2017 ) B[R] — 108 B4 i A 225K
( Cartwright—Finch & Lavie, 2007 o

e Mg e A L X (Lavie, 1995) 5% H
Hhde HAR T BEFIRT 550 BRI WA 5575
AP AR SR T SR B, AR B e SR A
. A —AEBtr ik S By kR —
12 ABTE S s e 20 AR B s
EEWAT T4 o A8 B ARFNEE H AR B S0 S
[T 2 TPk, AR T 7R R &
HA R B — BB — 3, 43080 A —
B D AT ROV I 5 — 30 W) 5%
PR 8 S ) 2Z [8] ) 22 (T . 25 2R R
I3 U SOV AEAR A & T Aa7 2548 T Fl e i BE 17
Ao S5 AF R B R o AR IS B ey BRI A RS, S N
VTR RE A BR, (BEXF H R 98 Bl N 1Y
BT 5, e T HR 2 LLsm fil v i =X
H s il T. /9 (Eayrs & Lavie,2021), [A 1Y 5
s e S F i E 2 a0 B AR TP e
HArfE R B, e T4 i i 2 58 I
b, DN BEATR RS 1 PE ) i T A 3R (Sorquist
& Marsh,2015),

AR 53 2T B G A PR 58 8 A B v
B A e BE WZ 30 ) 4 o0 T3 (Eayrs &
Lavie,2019; Murphy,G., & Greene,2016),
AN, IR R 8 G AT AN 2 A0 i A 5 18
I 530 T4 (Mevorach et al.,2014) , i
SR T8 3 I S B 430 T4 (Halin et
al.,2014), 3 &ML & B0 IR bE T e UL HE
2444 FH ( Forster & Spence,2018 )
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VT AR AT N BE B AmT B A 5T AN 15 RS FIR
TR EL ARG T s R, V2 WA S R
IR T IR TR R, g s
(Murphy,G., & Murphy,2018). [ fL
(Schindler, Caldarone, et al.,2020; F &4¢,
2018) 5 4% (Pandey & Gupta,2022;
Schindler, Gutewort, et al.,2020) %% , 8% % faj
A8 R A PR DT e 31 HAh 1Y) B Aoy
=, 191 401 25 5% B 173 ff (Murphy & Greene,
2016) , 41 Bl 22K b 0 ey i FH T LSt 5
F (Tillmann et al.,2021), 3 T F0 5% 71 o BT
T o
2.2 iKFa G AT

A RTE TR 55 ER 5N R GeRE
TIFASCHIATE 55 AR, B W T A
HiCAZ 7 H) I H B s FUUFY (Ahmed &
de Fockert,2012) LI X% FE n—back {F 5% i
I n B R/ 4 AE 55 MEJE (Halin et al.,
2015), Ia7hid A HA Y22 ( Brockhoff et al.,
2022; 5 ERHRAE 2017 ) o 5 HIBE U far AN [\ 39
s, NFI AR 430 T B 2 e 32 8
ekt — I N AN AT al LAG 3R Sy
P, ISR S A A f e i 43
VIS /S
22,1 AFRGEHE SR IO T

g S Y A WM AT 55 At 45
PEF AR ST . Eem el 2 Wicic e
(AT 25 1 AT E |, & s 254 6 4~
H) L8R5, 72 WM i 4ERERT B A T — 00K
b e B AR R A S I SRR T AT
55, IR R IRVE O T2 H i 1) @ (de
Fockert & Wu,2009 ). ¥EHEIEE LSS,
P e RPASE S5 4 B i 1 B R e e 3 S 7/
PR YL R BN — 3, SO RO
T AL S DA ST R T
(4 S ) 5 — BT R A 1 SN 22
(] i 22 (8 i, O HAE TAEICIZ 5 i 2548
T 2N I ) 2 B B £ f 4 1 i A2 A, A

PEIRAR FE N B ff X e 6Pk 1 AT 55 103
. WFFEES R R, S ARA NG a7 S5 AH
te, SN S5 T WM AT 55 % it #EE
FEAES P TIETR (Lavie et al.,2004)
NN ] 14T 5T 22 R FH 5 22 B i 1
iy Y2 20 AH L B9 XUAT: 55 75 20 (de Fockert &
Wu,2009) . —EE A FIHZE R AfF o7 45 5% [RI R
KPR, Er A e SR AT R OGN XX G ¢
T 00 N 240 o 3K 7E B TE A 5T
4582 T 56 3F ( Ahmed & de Fockert,2012),
{H A G 38 AR ZE A5 2 1 DA E B fer o] LA
Wagm 40T 4518 (Sugimoto & Kataya—
ma,2017), %5 #F Dalton Fll Lavie &5 A
(2009 ) 114 55 56 1 YR & BRI B Aoy 14 58 4300
A4 2858 IR R 30 FH i i 3 3

B S N =1 7 i 1 N 7 W (= 2
i, e B IA S IR i TR S
45 BERA G, mNFAamiiE 55 & 5
EAPNSIE TN o W INT TR = S0 b v S /N
Wb A g i L, st H AR T, 12F
430 TP A SN 1 K (Lavie, 1995,2005,
2010) . FHRZ , FEARIN N T feg 2504 T AT
TIAIL T AT L f5e R PR JEE M vsk 2 TG 56 )3k 1 1
e o
222 AFAfA A S0 T

SR, — LB NN faf IO FE 45 S 5 1
fo BIS ILE TS AR I, K B0 i DU B ol HE %
430 e (Liu et al.,2018;Zhang et al.,
2020) o X LLMFFY AR A far 5 05 B
fapJSRL, B 5AT 55 ME B S R AR B 43 Hl )
TR o 33K R PRI SR AT 55 X R 2 v 1) AR A
TN T 4R KT 55 R B0, AL E v
AR, T 2208 AN A 5G] 3 (Sorqvist
& Marsh,2015) . IZE5 TS TE B NGHE 15 1) — 4L
S P ERASE T B IE (He et al., 2021 5 Neu—
mann et al.,2018) . 54N, F 5 18 1 19T\ H
MsE R, AN A TN TS
55 A0 2 AL BE RIS, 54T 55 J0 & 1


http://www.fineprint.cn

BT AR 69N Zn R A7 A ) iR L K% -0 T8 301

TN . R — WY XSG T T R IS N
EE N AR CIRS o ST E P R v TR
B il /v (Bae & Luck,2019;Simon et
al.,2016).

PO AN KR G il B N S D) PN b e
AWM, — 2 A b T X T
K REBINT, “REENSAISE
JIESSE o A7 FRARESE Sy i AR v U2 )
430> (Sorqvist & Marsh,2015) . HETEFXTIA
SRR BRART A 53 410 ) S50 A 7 A P A 41
WA, — A SR 3K A 00 ) 5O AN 5Z 17 far 28
Ry BRI, HAT Sk 6 P (Lavie & De
Fockert,2005), 55 —FhNJEIA Sy WM %55
SRR 55 Z R S S AFAE S IR Y 58
B PR TR, X RS HLT 52
B S B Y 52 e, HAT SRR 544 (Park et
al.,2007 ).

I53 10 +H3) R0 4 5 5 PR AR A 09 4518 2
Ab , ST B LT ST & B, IA N A7 far %o T3
AT YER (Guo et al., 2021 ; Lee
& Jeong,2020;Yao et al.,2020). ] 41 Lee
FIT Jeong(2020) & FL S A58 WM AT 55 5 81
HITE RO IR AE I, Ay WM 171 fay
FEANRER I3 O THEBEAT I Y . RIS ]y
I IRRT A SN TN A7 fap 9 4 i i A A2 4
(BN L

SRS, AR AT 5 R 1 3 O B 5
NG5O Z 18] 09 2F & 224 M A 2R o

3 FESEERNEER

e A SO I 2 ie S 3 TRk E
B o kel XA R0 1 far S 75 HE Y
SR 530 HATAAFAE 531, ARy gt r= A 4y e
A R R A TR
3.1 R AT LR

WM HH e AT 8 T PR A
e) 55 A DA R s B 2% b 28 41 i (Repovs &

Baddeley,2006). v, i e phif 785 51 57 LA
A B 5977 2R AN R AR ST 0 AT
55 o T B LA SO b s TRIASEAR 7 53 A7 it
AL G S AL bE 25 TR AH DG A5 2, T
S ha W RS B RS U 2k i 2 0m A
gatih s, IR WM 5 K B2 Rk
(Repovs & Baddeley,2006) . LI f B oy BH
T i R WML B g 25 ] T DN By, A
Kyt WM HLrp e AT RS AE T, T 2208 1
WM & — LA 7 o3 3 [ 4R A il & 44
B far B ONEE WM e de g T as 42 gk
FnEdIALT LA H AR S e A B R JEECIA
JNFEE R o Bl AT 55 XERE B3 I, DR
TS RIEFERS 2, S EAMH 50 i g
i BB, g3 0 T Y 5 (Lavie, 2005,
2010; Lavie et al.,2004; Lavie & De Fock—
ert,2005,2003) . & BRI 0E 2 ] AR A
18 3 LA E WM AT 55 R B Ok, ¢
TR PSS WM 17 fay %of 328 456 P 1 2 p 52 )
H /i By BEAE 7E 45 343 B (Konstantinou et
al.,2014; Lv et al.,2010; Roper et al.,2013;
Yao et al.,2020; Zhang,W., & Luck,2015),
Konstantinou 55 A (2014) % P 34 58 W0 8
WM 7 faf 23U X 55 T6 2 1 A0 5 R
ST X g R 5 A BS 1 R AR o 7
HEAN—FERY S5 R AT REJE H T X AR AT
FE SCPRAF A 255 |2 1Y o F 9T R A S a2
has & 2l iE IS E S, WIS
G BT B Ay X T R M T B A R
K22 ks mIEA T g WM 3 i il o5
LT (Bae & Luck,2019; Bayramova et al.,
2021; Simon et al.,2016; Sorqvist et al.,
2016),

M 7€ Baddeley (1992) f) WM A5 U v |
T B AR AN T BN ] AT 55 A7 AR B
I IX 5] . Konstantinou F1 Lavie (2013 )1 %
XA DS 2 A A R T 5T T SR I Ok
I3 3o 2% RO ACAT 55 AR AT 55 X 45
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T WM A [m]2H #5855 R RS 1IN S
i o SLEEE R LI, AT IR GERFATE 55 2
FHIXF S5 E, AHPAT I I
55 W5 53 0T o

AN TRV BIF 58 38 X6 3 I 0 6 fp B E A
], M2 WM 32 AN [H] (Che et al.,2021;
Fougnie & Marois,2007), F] G811 A 1 171
A 43UV 28 5 G5 R, ASRIESEAE N 17
fop i BT S mgE— | LIRS
InbruEfL, APTZESEHE: WM 7 1oy 45 [F] T
AR BT .

3.2 S ag L M E R E

A IS I WM AE: 55 202> = 3
53O T PRI IR . XA EER 430
WOE TS B AR Z 8] 77 2R 19 [ 7 i
FEXTHE BRI BAE S R A Tk
(Lavie,2005,2010; Lavie et al.,2004;Lavie
& De Fockert,2005,2003 ), Lavie(2005)1A
g, 4 HPRFNRE TP Z 8] 5 B IR e
ot B DN AN T e 2 g s T 4R
M7, 24 H A A TP R =z (e R se 47
KF, BIATERL — Wrorce b iy HARAn
AT b7 N RTINS b R R R v S S e
LR EE, AB S5 ORI 23 e | 9 s
B, IO XTI AS A BE R TE A
o PIRPIE LT “ 430" I8 AR, PRt
AT 0 HSE i) AN [

TSI B AT A ) 00 I 9 38 8 SR FH R
1F 5578 =X (Ghani et al.,2020; Sorqvist et al.,
2012). TEXMAESFBE D, 430 R0 2 il
TP AT S A R S B . W 2 Y
W IE P 2N g, Bl A Ve TE S AT
F5RF WM AL 55 AT s ma e i B iy o A
BTG 5 S0 B BIF 0 SR T U 559 =X
(Dalton, Santangelo, et al., 2009 ), 7EXT5%5
FOE=a LIS 1N § LS i B i I N 7/ PO Bv 2 é
TERAT 55 vh RO I B s e i Al B 1Y, T AN
SR AE L SRR WM AT 553 8 52 1 ke D

flifd) o B AT B T BT 55 FAUAE:
St oT 2 a) B 25 S IR (Serqvist et
al.,2016) . TEXUT 555, et i At
554 FC A BEIR AR /D, 0 HE A A Aoy 45
m A FEEH AT D SR B A
by BT o AR, BBAT S5 AT DASE
AR TPTE BARAH OO S BAE 55 b, X AP
TE P48 R JE AR 530 Ty J8e: , DA
T AR e B 1 AT 55 B 28 S v o
33 WM S FridF B2 EE 58 E R
B

BRI 9T B — > A S 450 0O 1Y 38
B [R]85 . Kahneman (1973 ) 1A R0 5 R 58
Jin T A b iy rp e 3 BB R L {H Wickens
(1980) M & HY 3X PR 2 n T-RE J7 S 45 3 7
HIPEPR . Driver F1 Spence( 1998 )4} & ix 4t
B T — A s R ] LLaE
Hh e R S TIC 45 R 1Y A

DI AS ] 38 38 S B WML AT 55 A 3t e
AT 55 B HF ST (Sorquist et al.,2016) KZE X
AN A b 430 T . M AR AT
YIEAE m s S, b=z
(6] (eI s 4 /N, Al DLBH g X 4343 O AT 55
5 BERESS, XAl Re sl 430 o A, FE
[F]—38 1E 52 B H AR A5 B 58 (Burn—
ham et al.,2014) K 2 S £ A 1 17 fay 55 5 5
T TEX A OLT L 35 P AR o 25
ESR AR 2 X TR S o R S AR
& (Lin & Yeh,2014)A R, X WM 1F: 55 Fl
PEPEMEE BAE S5 ok A Rl —~ il Ea, X
MBS SRR BT, MONBRAR A
OO PE =€ b I b =Rl NN S P B =%
R .
3.4 WMAESLS®FEEELESHALR
R Al A

Kim %5 A (2005) iy i 58 & B, TN 1 17
ARf XoF 431U 1 5% i) B T4 55t far 9 2 18
VL SGNFIAE 55 h 4ERFE WM (5 B 258
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TS BRSSO in T aE B AlE
Z PR Park 25 A (2007 )42 H T i fap KR 55
ML specific load mechanism ), TA A F 1
Ao XoF 430 T PL Y S I LT WM AT
55 SRR BAL S R A TE R I EHS

Gil-Gémez de Liafio 55 A (2016) 1% 1A
A Al B SRR BE Stroop AT 553 A 21405
WM AT 55, W8N DL A IRE & o8 TA
Ay B, ASAH AT B T PLREON 2 55
XAMESST I, (S B0 g i A R T T
EREESNIOE I Sk i s s IR AN SIE
il BT IR WM AT 55 (e A DU il B A
PI(ZEFHFREE,2019) AFAESTIR S . Itk
58 Stroop AT 55 Fi JH B A I T 9 U5 B 5
WM A1 fag B4 gL, 530 800 Bl 22 1
Jine 4 WM AT 55 513 Bt PR 55 THFE BT R
1Y) B 5 P BE RIS, 430 UM 98k 555 o

Muller F1 Schroger (2007 )5 Simon i
AN Q016)FIHUT — Wr 430 7u =0 L Al — Wy
SO VERERUER] T WM B PN 25 ke vk e
AL AR AT B i B AL s A
fif 3L BN B T 2L 3 22— o Muller Fil
Schroger (2007 ) 19 B 5% & BR A5 & 50> Bl 171
fap ISR HG 3R . 7EWT — Wr o0y, WM
MWNAES TR WA ESERE S, X1
Py i S0 2 R H AR T 3E 4 BRI,
I3 1U BN 2% AT 55 B4 5K BRIV A7 Ay 1 508 17 1
5% . Simon %5 A (2016) YA — Wi 430 ya =X
[l A3 T =i v R il B L TR A =
2o, WM BN i B S AR AR,
[ B R AT 5522 5K B Z2 11 W 5k 43 T 380 4R
VAT 55 v, NTUR A 1 W8 in AT S50, B
U B A7 Ay 1 8 T UL o

4 SO BIE =

TE DT Ay X 30 1 8 A4 552 56 0F 5T
o RN 2352 B WM 2 AR 2 R

TE B L AR A5 BN T K L A 59 45
W2 R R ISEN, X LR R AR AR A 52
U % N 7 NN B e I e = I e (=Y A E R 2
IX B R 22 X5 43 RN B 52, AT DA B G
FRA RN B ] 5 SR MR T R 2 (8] B AH B
KA

B, i TAEIE 1445 5 (working memo—
ry capacity, WMC) T 5 , WMC J& 5% i 14 &
4310 R 2L R 2R (Sorqvist & Ronnberg, 2014 ),
— MR A B AT S5 Ol AT B, X ST 55T 2L
TE— RPN AT 55 Z A6 e &2 B Y
ic et H 47 3% 22 Bl 2 (Sorqvist et al.,
2012). BB LAFEABFFE A B s WMC A
TEA SN N A AT 55 vhad & FL Al WMC A~
R ARNK G 32 28 43 00520 (Hu et al.,
2019 ;Marsh et al.,2015), Ul n—back J@
HIERICICATE 55 G - H RIS .
P SCF AR IICI2 58 . WMC B A 22 5%
CINIFELE R A — R BUSE ], ARORWITSE
i AHERR WMC 3X — %0 A1 A8 £ 19 52 0, 75
TEAER A ] D AR 55 XERE , #5516 WMC iX
A5 A e X S 5 R B )

HR O U L AR R, 7l
WM 171 fif AT 55 v >4 00 b 1 2 Y [ 4 /N st
B RIS OO, B S AN T R R R
N2 RECHE R A 40 TP, XA RS
L 8 A8 A 3 e T I 0 AR i A B 1Y
AN, AP B AT S S WM 4
S5 IHFE RN i B IR B E AN [R], AT X
4y 0 T B9 52 W AN [F] (Biggs & Gibson,
2018;Lee & Jeong,2020). {F &L MRk
PRI BE R 2 e R W SE P A R L TE
S vhRT DA a4 ) T EE ) RN, U
WM a3 C TR RS, DT 2 —
AR GE WM A far 5 38 45 1 1 2 22 a) 1Y) 5C
o

FROERT AL | AR5 N DA S AR
N A HEREAR TS TE WM 41 55
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AR X I3 D RS Y2 o JLEE LU AR AR
RS PAT TR E 2, WAL 2R kP
PR AT 55 1952 (Klatte et al.,2013), AR
AL anitt, B4R NFEAE LUAE R N T2 5 450
(Billig et al.,2020), X AJ {842 A Tl AT
LT PLRE IS o SR, E A WESY R R
JLEE | B4 NAE & Gfar 540 T X0
PRI LU AR R N B, I 4 th AR - XS 4T
G115 B T TE S K BRI 3)
#L (Atkinson et al.,2019; Mahajan et al.,
2020). SZ, HAETA TR ANE ARSI
X —ZER A TE I, AR RS AT AT
X T7 T I HEA T R AR ER I ¢

TEHZ e WM it 55, Eaim
W EEAE SRR A A SR KR Z R, (5B
S K 2 Y g3 0 BN B R/
(Ahmed & de Fockert,2012). Ahmed(2012)
432 Navon & JIIVHTE 2. 0% Jay A5 5,
A ) PR 5 A R £ i X6 [ — 3 SN [R] 7K P
AUEREETE BRI SEI . S5 R A CTE AR
ARSI, v ST AR JE G TPl AU RE
hom, ABFESCTE R R K-, AH HE TR
far, AR TR RE SIS . B AF AR
(2019) 225 K Navon F WA [RIAE M) &
B XS R B T R 0 25 (8] AT 23 52 R
HE 5 HL (Belopolsky & Theeuwes,2010),
RIME B TR 252 W 530 8O0

S R S SEE S a7 NP ETTR= I N
IR AR i N e IR TE R v SIS DI %
R 2 I8 — A B 0T B & i WT B 00, 31X
DHEAL B Z o po A M . R
B, MR RS AT LG R sk G S 2 3 R
(Attention deficit and hyperactivity disorder,
ADHD)JLE R HiEic4Z , 31385 Bt i1 % 1
T BEAT: 55 (Soderlund et al.,2010) , [F]H 36
M B O EORT LR ADHD JLEE Y
SEREIK -, PREEAT S R IUKY (SR,
2013), {HAdLA WF5EA53 BIAH B 59 45 2R (Pel—

letier et al.,2016). HETMANIEE S F 2T
DA AEAT R 50 X ADHD S35 A 66 80 f
Fo AHBMAT E, TR, 25l
ADHD FRERFEAA L AATT 1 [R]85 A B )
SZWEE A3 B TE G R, (HR B RTEESE
I BT MR BE OO RR R T A 7 A BRI 19 52
M, A AT ST W7 O 1 M 7 X R R B AR I AT
tt 5L, DT AT DA R R TR 9T 4 e
BT Y L

5 NEERE

i 25 LK B BT 5T 5 TR G geg X o
U T IE A 5 W 32 AT AR AR A B Y
R —ZE N AT G R o0 T, 02
(=R S AR e il B 0 N e // RS O B R = = <
Sriss, AT REAR H X S v AR e
VLK i s AN [R] i am 18 i I 22 DA A2 WM
1155 51 BT S5 THAE R IR Y B S PR 2
S i IR, AR SCHE TR AR BR R AS T )
TNy VAE AL I ES I A (2P =3 I G S RAR i N S £
WFFEATAT AT [ i 5 A 2R

— el PR A B K-, AT
RITIZAL B RN A 5 P =
Z B A ZZ HAEOW, 3 F A DR B AT o)
T o TP B ROR o 9] AN T Y
(Biggs & Gibson,2018;Lee & Jeong,ZOZO) .
TAEICI2%5 8 (Simon et al.,2016) 4,

T2 W DA R A e A R Y R AR MR
X o HETRT NGy B BTFE HhoR IR0 B
fay 7 — 1] B AT B A O VE o AEAT BT
T, AR far AN BE BT 22 (8] B 53 ST
SRARSS , XS I 2 A9 B fey g SCA 20T B i Y
TG . DIAEA IR T gag X T 05T
1 5 BT PEAR & . AR H A 5 7 T RN R AR 57
M (Ahmed & de Fockert,2012;Halin,2016)
22 SRR . X AP HITSY 04 S B T B A
FIAE G0 R FEAR RIS, 75 2
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PR DA R0 ARy S BB S T A% A A8 i 1 AR P
7 L hRiEAE o

= REAEINN AT BB ST P X A AS TR 2
HIf) WM 7 faf . WM 17 faf 7] 40 53 4 0 b
WM .25 [6] WM. 515 WM 25 X T IA S 1 fif
RS Sy 0 P ok A far BRI, (H A
Aoy BRVE XA B e 4 T a8 {7 L. Sk
W5 3 X A7 far B A DA AR ey —dn] AT
THWRAMGE, KRIMAFZERT) WM 55 %5
T 0 T PRI T BAA A H B9 3R (Mur—
phy et al.,2016; 2= K5E,2019) . A FEPER
1 WM 1 far X T TP HEF i 52 i & AT
1Y, e 2 I EC) 43 RS, AN AT —HE T
p 7o

VOS2 DA N A7 Aoy I 57 T 22 5 0 FH 43
R A ST R R Z ] g ST sk, 1k
T A far B AT DA S 49 b i A8 S o (1] R
(Li et al.,2021; 5KFHZEEF, 2020 FR K M4,
2017). BN Garrido(2016 )44 5 1A Ji v b
FESINF AR SSRGS S, B R I
B fag S A4 T XPECTE I BRI T, X 2K
JRAH G R TR T S A, B
—ERSZEREE X, Moon F1 Ryu(2021)E4
T AR S ER RN B LR 2 Wl 8 2 A 1 3K
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Abstract

The key to selective attention that ignores irrelevant
stimuli and focuses on relevant stimuli lies in the type
and level of load involved in task processing. The
Load theory divides load into perceptual and cogni-
tive load and finds that high perceptual load inhibits
distractor distraction and high cognitive load en-
hances distraction. Subsequent studies have diverged
from load theory in terms of the effect of cognitive

load on distraction. On the basis of previous studies,

this paper explored the causes of disagreement and
summarized the factors influencing the distraction ef—
fect. Future research on cognitive load could actively
explore joint research with other application areas to
speed up the translation of theoretical findings to
clinical applications.

Key words: cognitive load, working memory,

distraction, load theory
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