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Eriksen % @2 HF T XA F A T 2 M T 2 I=rtg 2 B > 2y
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SERHITMFTRAARALAFE N RBZ o FF WAL E S &7
o ow g RMREE Rl B2 T 2 BT = P300 & Ak L
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PGk B 2 T P300 Ak 2 iR LRI 0 fg
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BAzZ AL > AR CHMT EART A2 Eah'k o A F

3 % (Human Reliability)— 30 # »03%f5 4 | 1 71 & 5 ihdp ik
e iibh-BIREFNEIRBEE S ATREFO- F1IFR A
BRI IUCEF PR L) 0 % & o % (Dhillon, 1986) « A=
TAT AR FHEAA S AR F L EEGCR 1) 4 5 & ok
BB PEFIF B PIRRT Y Ve Ik
"o B A Fep B F]S q*u WAl ra E iy o FlejEE A

R R E S

RE: 55
| |
8 v F) S 1 % A i 3 i ¥

AL AR AR

—
R ] :
B~ (4 R 48) AF 2 TRk #2117 89)

Bl 1 A5 AFhygd @i

ﬂ\}:’ﬂ';imfl ml——:fpﬂ‘ " ﬂ/? A A ﬁ j;. L—Zﬁ-&%ﬁ f%#ﬂ&g‘f’?fﬁg
% o $* Ruchsow % A (2005)2 F B&K3+ > @ * T 2T U
TARTARLT AN o AR SR LRl e B

FleBm s +d e P37 A 2HR)Z 47 A 2(LR) » &2 F



A

B FH 2SI ET o BRI RET A RREEEB 2SR
# 1e % (Eriksen, 1974)P~ @ 2. % B M BT = > T E 4 | 2504
EyEaa b o AT A7 RS 2 R iR kA £ 0 fo P300 = A o
Pty ~ FEPF 22 O PF Y (reaction time; RT)% % 3£ (error rate; ER) ¥

e o

R if’e v AR & I3

AKEHH R T A RIS R I E BT ER 0 B SR RS
® X Ephmie A E 0 A4 I hE B R A fosE A 18 0 F REREFE A
T AR R 0 B EL K B ieda 22 Bl 5 Fek B
(Electroencephalography) - EEG(Electro Encephalo Graphy)z, & % &
PR B] 0 B LG B o ¥ 2 BB T - (Event Related Potential;
ERP)je £ Tow 12 ¥ 2 foid i e el 3 o 4 ge st pen 2 e
Mok 6 E RIS PR 4 ¥ (time-locked)E = M 1 0 5 4
N ORI o B R PR L hT e Jhd T e
Popgfen o T d 3 0 SHERP

d 3B RBAeHREE RRRELF LR 5 #7400 ol
€3 AR NFEAREDEE o FAEAY 2 HFF B2 L0
W A BMEHRARRALFGEF RDOE LG o Rk EEApH

RABFFL T R BALFEERES R AR



B 3r— #3707 w o Scheffers % 4 & 1999 & 2 57 7 2 I3 bt
FHPRE A RN 4 EREFLF R E A RL 0 P
BFSERFEHE MR o AT FRpEERAE F AR R

(™ &35 25 f 4 Error Related Negativity ; ERN # 51 )R] & P

Nlud

o ERN RGHF [ A XM E K > Lon 45i 4 F M7
d ek B 2R IT =2 ERN RIFA ) F 4 o 3 F S iE R KT

£ PG R X R AL AR BRI M e e
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) Bl s BRAPEA T AR RA LA 22 TR AR

E‘M

SR %‘G/}i T 045 ‘i’»’%i/ﬁsfﬁ S j:,)iﬂg &F‘—r FIRRCR R

PGk B > BT R 2 Nl R T E IR o Yl Bl

HERD L CHRASR AL AL e e A E Sk REE
i 4

A ;ﬁﬁ‘,u éaf'ﬁ;‘g = —g‘ B

-~

hi§
Eif
-
=
“#
N
>~
3\
|
o

e R E -

tfo 4 2 4 (EEG abnormality) 987 3 +F > William(1969) 41 *



ok BI(EEG) B8 R 4F2 7 B apdlenk 4 o ok + hL B> £
1353 kA v E e Y R EFIR65%: Y Tk 4 P2 24%:h
BE A4 R F A g Al & o Flor(1991) & A 11 # g @l
(EEG)e#= § » # Mk 4 + 5 % 9 EEG Ar 4= "X s B B
B moapdt F B AR g B8 4 B ¥ (Nachshen 1983; Yendall
1977) - Barratt & A #-fg £ 2 BT - (ERP)E* 2 k4 FPRF T

4 o IR H Left Angular Gyrus % 24 £ % » BB A RS B o Mk

AT HEEY AT s T EMET 22 3 T Y
(Flanker Task) k 2 47 ~ 3% 5 A B A 324048 j8 00 £ 1t 2 4 12 § /]
pEE LR AESF L FRERGERTFRARVAR D E 2
2 ity s c RS REAY R RILEET R B 2
FIERBET LR Flgdo Dk F - B4 Bffrgi'ili S R
FRAEZERMALAET T F LA ERT AL R A
R gt 32 2tk Mg iR A T L RARM L TAHE > B

SRR H TR A ER L FIRBREA R T AAEZ b



(-)F %A
18 =7 484 Tz 22 h(BEL 13 &)2 p <P

<

Fro APy cRXREVRA LY CAREL A RGBT F 0 B
Fex FROOFA ABAFING R ERaR o 2 S I o
32K J—*k Tl X ol BIEPF S B A 2 (Fildz2 fe @ @t
Wk FIM o AP T ESERYHP 2 16 fis%iﬁé'liﬁiﬁdﬁ; o ¥

LRI e HF TR ERRRAAL LR RIPFRFLE -

tﬂ:k“

¥ AL R :‘E'J—ﬁ BOPREA 24 ) BE o R LAY P 2 et

Pl X R &S L 10:00 2+ B0t 70 SRFEBEELR

'y

Rl F TR -
(Z)F &5 F iple
AT E* 3 2 Eriksen % ] & # i ¥ (Eriksen flanker task)
A EE TR B 3 PR Tl L IR 15 2 R % o
@23 AF o AEEY 80 24 0 4ol 2(a)fTm o XRIE T FiEY
RAFR L ol Tt 0 & AT AR T 0 do Rl 2(b)Hron 0 2RI R

BE Tl B2 41 0 2 h R (U B 2(0)9T ) 0 R T



e F R BIGE A B B R J"?bq*”{l”’“/ﬂi’iifﬂ@é‘%i\ﬁp
RBE M2 =g o XRE e aT e a2 5SH- PR
R BHE TR R AR o L L
RIS LR R 4 BESHFIFLFES
Bo2ew 2 2w 2 hEE o FHER SRR ré,;mﬂ;,ﬁi
Pp RS "~ R FRHFEREHE S s F 2 PR
BALE U - RPGeB 3 Aw ) - RE - REDPIREIFILEH S

Hoo ¥HiRde H B DR B2 RRREF B IR ST Ak o

Left button Start button Right button

(b) (c)

B2 ()% R B 1020 T a0k Mot 1 &0 RI#3K & 2 4 B e & > (b)
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# 3

F - 3R)o

BoHgedBlu T BHF 2ev L2 20w 2 Hg THHFEED
e AR FCEE-R) TR FEFERFE v pF (RS

B T E B B K PE(trial) R BREHEE 4 B
B EE2 A

HER| > e fEp— IR ﬁi?‘]“’ﬁ?i %#ﬁﬁ&i&;‘«#i&ﬁ
B RIS RS RGdprdndndi e 0 = 2 - SRR

(trial) o RI3R R 28E 48 2 VI > T R RS B A i

b5 ERIEH AR BT AR e HE

PR R Bk F R o & - BRA(tial) B s 0 42F e

LR § L FHEE L b LA 3 4 15 200 450 )
¢¢:¢ ‘o’}‘%‘_iﬂ!—gﬁ"’.{

4 B 7T adF 50 ® 7f/
d B R At

)

A5 == v
~ =

B il R
§ 4 ¥ PORIT T B 5 5 A
f/l\

j o R i

o R

L& - plE(rial)E B F RPER S 2
BN ATER o PIEE T T - R (trial) -

FOBREtria) FIR(FE 1T - BRIEE L) EEA T 12 ~ 2
7}1'} °



(2 )Fadk & &% By~ 17

O ek R 0 X R R ek T & M (Quick-Cap,
Compumedics NeuroScan, El Paso, Texas)i¢ * Ag/AgCl T & » 11 2
FREFTTR ARY%E 1020 RiRidEE 2 F3-Fz-F4-Cz~
z~ 01 4- 02 = ¥ % #"5 4 (Andreassi, 2000) » 4- ] 2(b)#771 -
SR 202 T3 2 o0 % s B Ag/AgCl 7R 0 M isdkd
® P2 ¥ (electrooculogram; EOG) » p% & ¢F ] 1 2 & R &K TR >
Bl THREONHIE T RIS R A 10kQ 11T o gt
% P11 SYNAMPS 2%+ Bag & 28 F B 47 & L 500Hz > *aik
# £~ & * SCAN 4.3 (Compumedics Neuroscan, Inc.)2 & i} *% 4 £
%iﬁ@ﬁﬂvﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬂdvﬁ ?é@ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂ
(Semlitsch, 1986) -

A BRI Rl 2% B EEG Alf » a5 A4k LRz EEG
o kS5 Ak iz EEG 2 {4 > # * 5-s Hanning % &n#ic
z_ -3 & > F 4 % (fast Fourier transform; FFT)#-pF BF 3 di 4% = AF
FE oo gk 8357 =04 Hz~4-8 Hz ~ 8-14 Hz 2 14-20 Hz #f
g~ Fl2 delta (8) ~ theta (0) ~ alpha ()% beta (B)#f # (frequency
bands) °

AEERMEBT 24473 % 0 2 1 Hz (12 dB/octave) ¥ i+ % &
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Ja A (high pass filter) & - ) @ %5 Bcdp 0 8 % {1 gy 2
(stimulus-locked) *» 2] %9 ik £ > &3 R FITE RG] I RT
200 4y I J1IR 16 800 F F) iF 5 gl sl B kg 2 T (W

R E M T ) A AT > B 43 T 100 F ) A AR

A

I s 2Ri5 10 1 2 10Hz #F i (band-pass)ifg it » Bl § EMET =
P300 %% 5 p 200 % 500 FF2 AT P kX e B o 4]
B4l T ERP A 3 » AN RIS EA L 2 R & 5
ERP B (latency) » AP 7 & * AR F BFAF T 2 > S QAL
EMEFLEAGFEF3-Fz2-F4 T R-%)-EE Y w(Cz Pz 7
BiEE)2HEOL O2 Tiaizd ) Flpt o 2 £ 2RI T =i
%4x B F3-Fz-F4-Cz~Pz~01 2 02 %= B34 > {54
FE B P300 & A dRIE R R o @0 - R A TFDE A
AZiE 2 BT R R AR L 2 5 PR R 2RI (tria) 3 5]~
{14 % BRP 2.3+ 5 o

#F3-Fz~F4-Cz~Pz~01 2 02 &4 % “t& B2 EEG
% ERP B %]z & 47 & #ic(repeated-measures) 5 £ # 4 7 (analyses of
variance; ANOVA) » §F 5% % 2_ = ¥ %)% (within-subjects factors) &

B¥ AR EHR)Z B¥ £ A& 2 (LR) o 7 #&(electrode)z & p

(within—subjects factors)¥1% 3 F3 ~Fz~F4~Cz-~Pz~0O1l 2 02>
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“EHE TR CFHE-TRVEFLI T 2 LR - N
Fisher LSD post hoc tests 4 173:% 1% (nominal level of alpha: P <
0.05)° #* 7> $tPgidt 45 H 2 F B BT = P300 = 4 (M B2 )
BESF (TR R R AT AR M s AR A
B -
N N e
(- )7 & F s¥dy
fig it 2 Eriksen % Rl 2 FTE P - 275 4B & 4 FeonF Bi5
B AAEE BT AEF 0 BE B L RE H@=16)A 5> § (HR)
2 M(LR)A AP RAREFHE(=8) AT AR BXRE - H TS

A FBL2T8(IREAL 1 T79) 0 A E AFEF 5463% 0 BT A

SRlF 0 R TI52 L LOREL © 1.0) A% 2355 50.17%
MY RREFT Rz TioF PR A~ B 2914(0RE £ 1 1012

836(EE L 1 5)F 4y > AT HT - HATHR LA RN 37 4
B2 FOPERE 2 A GRS o MY A S5 ER[K(14) = 7.508, P <0.001]
4 EFOEF LB > A F RPEFRRTY(14)=1.501, P=0.184]7] & &7

Erw LB o

(= )k &
HR 2 LR ¥ 2EF g G5l i 2453k a £ 447 0 Bl 4 %7
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7 e HRZ2 LR¥EE G- B E TR HNE » 7 G
S Pl 1 4HZ WA & & 814 Hz a4 § 41 &> § 48T LR
B ot BRTIE- K& G AR HR ¥ h A 2 i ¥ et
SR o BMtreR i B oo oM AIFE 2 RI(F3) [F(1,14) = 10.485, P <
0.05] ~ 35 ¥ # & (Fz) [F(1,14) = 9.816, P < 0.05] ~ ¥ % #](F4)
[F(1,14) = 14.040, P < 0.01]% # = %.(Cz) [F(1,14) = 6.260, P < 0.05]

TR F

Fz eF LR HE Ci YU B % sﬁg%“ ;g_b'ﬁre}; -
l@; ﬁ,*ﬁ’l’ %\)’?lﬁ.‘ R A —a F“%b 1-ﬁ\tl "-*(PZ) [F(l 14) 5861 P

<005]F E¥eheM LB > B~ TIEAA -

(EH)EEMEmT
5 ¥k A 4790 ERP dcdpdic P 7 &R ) 1% P (artifacts) ey 41 @
PRFAA T, E - et BT 0oy BB e

2 LR #0054 2 A 452 i R B HeA B 3 590 (SD: 38.3)
% 540(SD:25.3) 0 it A A2 A A B iR e X B -

Bl 5#m = HR 2 LR #F 2% 5?‘]'%{ w- B2 P (3, Fz, F4,
Cz, Pz, O1, and O2)i+ % 2 & ] ¢h4 T 32 ERP ;4 4 (grand averaged
ERP waveforms) > 3 ¥ # B ¥ 2 4 Cz, Pz, Ol 2 02 T 1% 2
P300 *# i& (peak values)®f ¥ & ¥ 3 & % H = ®  Hp(peak values)

u”&’"jﬁ]i.._ﬂ =®>HR 2 LR¥ 22 P300 &Pz T &% 7 &
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~ 2 % & > P300 = & Rk (FFRFAR T 200-500 ms)detgene B L B &
P 2 )3 HR(01 [F(1,14) =5.396,P <0.05]) > gt ¢k » FE ¥ <
7 1&(Pz) [F(1,14) =4.722, P = 0.061]% - ¥ + ®]§ &(02) [F(1,14) =
4256,P=0073]7 2T F2 o R L2 2 W BR P AT L
B o5 B P300 P> B¢ < E T &(Cz) [F(1,14) =5.603, P <0.05] ~
¥ ¢ < § H&(Pz) [F(1,14) = 22.401, P < 0.001]% +: £ = ] & #&(01)
[F(1,14) = 10.074,P<0.05] 7 Bg ¥ 2 e F A 3 > E v B R &P &

2]

MEAE -

(= )4p B 1+

FliF RERFRDEZE FeF LR o000 F REFFZ MGl
£ % P300 Rt ~ B A TR A 4T o AT HIR » il E T
R R B AEFER) EFLAPMME B =BG AR o
A e F3,Fz,F4, 2% 435 (ER) $ E24pM (F3:r=
0.643, P <0.05; Fz: r = 0.650, P < 0.05; F4: r = 0.691, P <0.05) » H
4 BT AAE - P300 4R15E ER 2T E? TP~ HEZRT
#%(01)% £ & + ] T #&(02) (Pz: r=0.751, P < 0.05; Ol: r = 0.686, P
<0.05;02:1=0.700,P<0.05) % Bg ¥z Ap M b v T &A@ o ¥
- 2 5 P300 B 4 25 (ER) v wETERCZIPEE? v T &

(Pz)% B ¥ 2 4p M 12(Cz: r = 0.815, P < 0.01; Pz r = 0.962, P <
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0.001) > & 7 B i&pl&E -
- -F3-LR - ~Fz-LR

--02-LR 8 pv?

Bld4 3(F5) MARATIAFEERFZ Srak iRk SR EEa st -

-
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latency

--F3-1IR
—F3-HR

--F4-LR
—F4-HR

--Pz-LR
—Pz-HR

--02-LR
—02-HR

--Fz-LR
—Fz-HR
W
--Cz-LR
—Cz-HR
VA £\ . /»f/\\/\\’\
hd A =/ \/
A
--01-LR
—O1-HR
-8 v
4 +
200 200 400 600 800
L O L L L 1
ms
4 L
8 L
12 -

BS A43F &) M(RS)7 RRFE2 (g TF 2T =(ERP) BTl =
4273535 P300 %% & 0 A2dnPF R 0 f) &

Py

|

B & B TR D] s B I e o
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AT R a2 FEMET I P00 » 4R T R
el BV ARz AW 84 @B sk o B Ruchsow % 4 3
PR RKT B A TEAFES (BRI A TRRHF Bt
TR g R o B A RS RF B LRI F0=16)4 W 2 F 2
MAREVERIEEO=R) " 1E > MFT LR B2 F RBPFFRT
YRR EL Mo RE R Z PRk FILMT LB 22 4 F3,Fz,

F4, 2 Cz iR 2o #fH g % & Pz R&=E 2 045+ 5t

s

HEFRXNEVRAEY d WOREF L B LA FF AT oM
P FIROEF R E A E TS FeF2Z LR o B R RKT
FRFEZ XIPIE AR RPIFEG R RRREN TR
4o FRMEPE IR E N TR A A YR SN B A g R
bR et A I T RR Ll |

FEMEBT ZERP) AT A R L FFaafl e Rtk
Ao FIH T L B Pk LA AR AR L E ) hfRAT R G R AR
S B MR R IS 250 3 500 AR ATRE Y (P TR
BRI R e B2 P300 0 i Pl E R R ERE 4 23R4
0 P300 A Arsa s 7 F piE R 4p M 13 4 2 4 #F (Donchin and Coles,

1988; Picton, 1992; Verleger, 1988) » &} i3l % 2_ = /I?% LS il

e ¥ chav L AR A FIE A 22 P300 2 Jm 2o B 1% 3 2Rl Sl i
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ATt FIEERE P3O0 VM g 5 & - AT HEH T RRRATEY ©
(P2)Z 43 #(O1 and O2)T 2 P300 § ¥ F 2 =W oef -
P300 % T30 Aa 3 » MV AR R EFRFVERES |21
vty AH o 2IFREATEY w(Pz)2 EA R(O1 and 02)
T2 P3O0 EE X FFFFHFLARME S V- 35 0 KV L
Bt BEY «(Pz)2 P300 ML 255 BEFAMIE S 7R
MPRARERTE? w(P2)7 BBV LR 25 £ 2 P300 P -
i o gk P P300 B T R R K ek (T BB -
NG BT P300 = 4R G BEFoe@f LR P300 & &
AAs e b enR & w3 & & (Falkenstein et al.,, 2000) » Nieuwenhuis
F A B P300 g FF 42 i 4 F B k(Nieuwenhuis et al.,
2001) > R FKY o LRIFARP LT LEBFRITE P AT
ek (T F DA KEFHEE B R B2 R AP T
APFEE RXRIFAE p L TEF AR ITL T IR R

12 P300 j g iF 5 Ao m#ﬂ o BFV R XP 'ﬁﬂ]ﬁ’i » M B

>‘1 S

F‘JJFT KRR e 4 UFRLG - RP[GE(trial) 5 45 R L o )

,nxﬂjgfi,,,?%gi’ B {70

N2

J}L%;Eqigtltf;‘pfli‘ﬂiﬁaﬁi%iﬂ;ﬁ‘
o » E 2RI T = P300 % At 27 E 31 3 (selective

attention)} B = B 5 4T EHII L MT § FRIPIHF FP LA
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4

b

X APREIE P 250 4 " M E L7 AP M en

%,é;/n %{,Iﬁ 4 7 ﬁ—

= 3 (Boksem, Meijman, and Lorist, 2005) » i&#-id AT

U RS2 P RS 2 4 0P| (trial)sh=t i o

BRER A AT R A FFE AR

# (F3, Fz, and F4)

2 oAE A kB2 ATEEY (P22 E E R BT = P300 2 A
(htg 2 FEPs)G BEF 2 APM I o Bl o GBI EEGE ot Pk w
2 ATFEY i) kg s R SR 2 P300 & 4k 0 T OIF G

FREAR T AR R LR L f v e AT B R

PB4 F(BR)E 3 crigk s £odEF 2 P300 A -] ~ P300

B A T AR ok X H R KA RS 3

ARSI B F = R

ol E B RS BRI RIERLS S F BT L
BRAAlZFHe  AFTHRY AR EETEMBT = U B
A gz A B E SR ] B4R E (F3, Fz and FARF

OAEF Pk B0 2 ATEE P u(Pz)2 P300 = A R i) At E R

AR PR RMA RV AR ZBELRIF LG g &

FEvaEy ik Ry R Rl a A e R 0 2 AL

=z

z_ Friksen % B« #Fiv ¥ 2 25 F M I T = P300 = A 5 3 ¥
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(1) FMMF > 7AMZERY > 545 5 BES R 2000 o

(2) # jF % 29 3F(B.J. Underwood, J. J. Shaughnessy %) >« 32 & §F
BT E 0 ST o ik d AR 2005 o

(3) EW o FBaRLH GHE s S o B & JURA > 2001 o

(4) W4 PRI EHEFTTF BRORE LR P 21 F
S IEET Y AT 2004 e

(5) BITZ > MR ARFG A A IR Rl ik 4 17 5 & S R o
iz > ¢ 2 X B R kAT AT 2004 ¢

(6) +hiat > EEG* w1 (F/R4 ZRI2FTHFAL MLk  F 5
~HF1FEafpEafeg ko> 2002 ¢

(7) @2 & > ARRT R RAM AR BT £a
RMFETIRZ > 2008 -
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