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9. 7T7ARANFZ b

The Operation Span Test (OSPAN) is widely used to assess working memory capacity.
However, this instrument was rarely used to test Japanese participants because its task was
not sufficiently difficult. The mean score for the original computerized OSPAN often
reached a ceiling when Japanese participants were tested. In this study, we developed a
computerized version of OSPAN for Japanese participants by increasing the task difficulty
of the arithmetic procedures. The OSPAN scores were normally distributed and the mean
score was approximately 50%. There were positive correlations between OSPAN scores and
other scores of working memory measurements, such as a reading span test and a digit span
test. These results suggest that the Japanese OSPAN is a reliable and valid measurement of
working memory to test Japanese participants.

Keywords: working memory, Operation Span Test, Reading Span Test



10. AL

ANDOLRE SR BELZEEDOD LD, VWOTY
T EARATEXLEIEREZLICHEEFL, FRFICHER
DIFERZLTH EWVWI BN HIT HLD (Conway, Jarrold,
Kane, Miyake, & Towse, 2008), Z ®HEI LV —F 17
A€ U (Working memory) &MEZH, SCEERAE, FHER
EORBERR, TEORZRE, SELROATER 21T
99 ZCTHLIREE 25 & S b (e.g., Baddeley,
1986; Baddeley, 2007), V—F > 7 AE U OE&R&ITAR
T, EAZERSLERICEOIEENHDL L INTHEY, FE
WX > TLMEBI O R T 3 —< LV AFEDD EEZDLN
TW5 (e.g., Cowan, 2005; Conway et al., 2008),

V=% T AEYVEBEOEWVICEDI AN T 3 —v X
DEALZERFT DI21E, FTHEELZMET L2 NN
AIRTHD, TDH, ZNETEXL—a « AN
v« 7 A I (Operation span test, OSPAN, Turner & Engle,
1989) °U —F 4 7 « A2« T A L (Reading span
test, RSPAN, Daneman & Carpenter, 1980), 7 7 «
VT AR o7 A K (Counting span test, Case, Kurland,
& Goldberg, 1982) 72 Ltk x 7e RENEHFE S NLAVW O
T&ETZ,

INFETHEINTELEY—F U 7 AEFVRERED
e, RFEALEDE LT OSPAN & RSPAN 2351 5
b, OSPAN [IEtHE & HEEOFHZEEVIRL, HFED
BABBICL > TEEZAET ARETH L, it
L RSPAN [IXEDEF L HFFEORLH TRV, HFE
DHAENRBIZL > THREXHETLAIRETCHL, &hH
LLHESCERR EDLEEZ LN LR EZIT O 6B
ZHIETHORETCHD, HELY—F 7 AFE Y P
H - RETORMNBIISHFEOREMERRESIEIETH
v (e.g., Baddeley & Hitch, 1974; Baddeley, 2000), H—
DRETT—F 7 AEYNEFESERELTERET D



TEERELY, 20D Y—F T 2 ) FEAHIET
% 12 OIZHTHETlE OSPAN & RSPAN #4550 RE % A
WAHZETHIEREZ®BRDLIRAANRINLTWVD (e.g.,
Beilock & Carr, 2005; Tsai, Kang, & Peterson, 2010),

HOOENZIBVT RSPAN (35K - 5k (1994) (2 LD
HARFERPEB IS AL TWS, L LeRD
OSPAN (Z2W TR BARGEROAFE LA A~ LT
72V, ZOEMEE LT, OSPAN MEHEMLEAZ{THE S
MEAE S ATED, RSPAN & @EWSUBIERIFER 2 RE
EEZOLNLOENOT bID, LnLenb, I TH
XN OSPAN #ZDFEDOFHEE TARASMEIC
ERET 5 &, ZMF OGS A TICES UEAZE
DOHENREEIZ L tBMEINTE, L& 21X
AR - KA (2012) 13 B AR ANKFAIZRH L Unsworth,
Heitz, Schrock, & Engle (2005) & [l U F#i = T OSPAN
ZFERML, FEB 1 TITEHESEN 96% (SD = 1.9) TH
ROFFD 85 -100%, FEHx 2 TILFEHERD 95% (SD
=2.1) THEOEHN 77 - 100% &9 X Hd TEVEK
BIRAOEREZ R LI, F-KRE-EL (2012, KA X —
X V) TEj & v 7= OSPAN (Unsworth, Redick, Heitz,
Broadway, & Engle, 2009) TlZ, #1575 89% (SD =
12), #EOHIELEEZESC LAEO AR % &b -
OSPAN T #1545 81% (SD = 18) W5 FEFITE W
RAEETRL, EHER +1SD THAICETLHIZ Eib
Dotz, T HIT% L Unsworth et al. (2005) Tl FHy
D 73.67% (SD = 1827) TH VY, HARASIME DS
RNEDLOTELSFE>TND ZENRBIND,

AU TFvd OSPAN # HARAZMEFIZH NS Z &5
WEECThLMREMEE LT, EIT2 8FA2bb, O
DIFRT VT HE L EHCKEE TORFROE N, b9
OEDET AV L BROWIEIZE T 58 7L OEN
ThbH, BFREHDOENIHOWT, ZHET, OSPAN



WRFEESNTT AV I OFEEITES, BAROFEAITN
BT - 0K - 56007 - ERSY 72 & OB 7R R O
WEIEZ T 2 & NERE ST 5 (Stevenson, Chen,
& Lee, 1993; Stevenson, Lee, Chen, Stigler, Hsu, & Ki-
tamura, 1990; Stevenson, Lee, & Stigler, 1986), T4 D
BEbe®: (Programme for International Student
Assessment; PISA, OECD, 2010, p.15) T%, HEAXH
B EAILET 201Zx LT A U BIEHFALT H
%, ZDZITX OSPAN THWAIUHIFEHE CHEETH
%, 7= & %1% Stevenson et al. (1993) 1%, MEE 2 EE
T2 6-7TmRETI17.5%, ®RREZEET S 9-10m% R
T 20% & HANDIZ) REWAEEZ R L LG LT
ZOBEMIBRAIBONTHRKTH L ETFRIch D, 2
O DOEFERIIOEBEVNZL ST, 7AV D THEINE
OSPAN DOFHENHAANSIEF IO TRE R 7- 0,
WMBA~DOEME L THEEE L TWRWATREMES RIE S 1
%, KEFE - B4 (2012) TIXEFHE LGRSO K LEIEK
FHOT LT, BN DUBEOATTIIEZ RV E
EFCHEBRNDERIPETEHIND Z LAMEL T
WD, LLZR 6 ZowE THFIEA +1SD Tl
WCETOMER DY, EAEZRELBIET 5123+
DTHD. FTREA~OARHERE LRV FE £ TILERm
BEAOFHE A HIET T % (Engle, Tuholski, Laughlin, &
Conway, 1999),

HLOOUEODOREEEMRE LT, TAU I EBARDOHSE
BTS2 T A0BEANNH T 545, Unsworth et al.
(2005) T 727 A U I OB TIX, 18 -- 35 EOIEIA
WARERIC 7 5 — T RIS LERMNT Oz, Zhic
Kt L/NR « RASR (2012) 0K - B4 (2012) 7 XD H
ROWETIE, ERSINE DL BRFAEEITERE
Thole, ZDH, HRDOFETIE, SMEOHEF
BRT AV DOMEIZBITZ22ME LY b EHEBEHEND
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Z L&, AU T d OSPAN ORHENE < 72~ - Al HE
MNEBEZ LD, T272L, AU F 1D OSPAN % 7 A
U A ORFAICER L7722 < O TIE, @WERICHE
5%, HEBEWER CTEAZNIE SN TWD (e.g.,
Jaeggi, Studer-Luethi, Buschkuehl, Su, Jonides, & Perrig
(2010) TlE M =74.11% (SD = 18.56), Shelton, Elliott,
Matthews, Hill, & Gouvier (2010) TiX M = 58.87%
(SD = 20.72)), Z b HFRICBITAHBEDRED I,
HEFROBENDOHTIERBFATE RN ERRES L
Do T TAMZETIE, BHEFETRIEFRIIOED
WCEBLRFT 2L E LT,

OSPAN D513 RSPAN <° DSPAN 72 FEEfFD U —
X7 AEYREEOHBENRE W Z &2 % (Engle et
al., 1999; Unsworth et al., 2005; Waters & Caplan, 1996),
L— 7 i~ kU 7 A (Raven’s progressive matrices)
<> Scholarship aptitude test (SAT) 72 & & OFENE <,
EmERLRBAMENDICELTCHEWVW TN EZ L >Z & T
» % (e.g., Engle et al., 1999), %72 OSPAN /X RSPAN
EVBBUVIRLT A NEIT) Z LT L DFEDENK
< (Unsworth et al., 2005; Waters & Caplan, 1996), s
2 X DREDZEE /N & Uy (Unsworth et al., 2005;
Waters & Caplan, 1996), 9720 bHBEMESLT A K - U
T AN OEEERECRETHD, I DITHFREDK
BRI B % T X720 (Durette, 2011) Z & 72 &2,

OSPAN (I & FIERFEE2 D, Eoaiko L I
RSPAN 72 P FOREZFW 25 2 & TRE OB WHEIE
DEREIC S, L7 -> THARANZHOHE = OSPAN O
BIRIL, DAREICBTDY —F 7 AEVMEOREIC
RKELLHBTS bOTHLEEZLND,

Z ZCARMIE T, HEBAEWERFRENEZA L TN T
b, V=X AR VFEOBAZEZRETE S LD
2, FHEMBEAZ WA Lz BARGER OSPAN OB 2 HHY



&%, Unsworthet al. (2005) 72 E 23 V7= 3 ERIREIC
DONWT, KR TIEEDOEEL R DS, OSPAN 73BH%
SNTT AV A TIEEFHE I CBEE AL ORI
& &5 (National Council of Teachers of Mathematics,
2000), = Z 235 OSPAN THW % X 9 72 0 RIE & % K
HCTHOMSFEARNCHADRWEEZONRD, &
NFETH OSPAN THW LR TV =R TIX, BES
IEITNRLT VL L, BRETREEFLHEAIC
BERENTW, 72 & 21X Unsworth et al. (2005) X
“1 x2) + 1 =2 (p.500) &\ 7= fEE V-, —0
IR CIFRE 21T )TN “(1 x2)” EERSNTWVD
72O, WIETNRTWVWEZZ NS, ZHICR LA
MR TIE, RETANESHEFEEBEOICTERET, N
BEOWEZ T2 HTF 2 DI RESE, TOHFIC
S LEREAZITOEAIMBEE Lz, =& ZIEARPIETIE
“R+3)x3=" LvnollEXHWE, ZoM&ER
T LMEOHEAE DY &LV D A TIX Unsworth et al.
(2005) EFILTH D, LLens, ZoMEE#RELS -
WITIE Q437 ZRICHE L, TOBEZTHD “5” B {~FF
L7292 TS x3 23R LTI, 207
b, FETREHEFTHVEROICE TSN TS Unsworth
et al. (2005) |ZHERFEESCIILA~DOEARIIE T D Z &0
HFEIND, FIAMZE TIE Unsworth et al. (2005) (2
BOWTHWSLRTCWE THTRELOBREZ T ¢ <, L
OEFANT 2HOREHIT O MEEZ AV, 72 & 23R
W CIEBREEZ AV AMEE LT T2 +8) —3=" &
W REE VT, 2 HTOBRET 1 MR ORREICE
NAWMPEND 2, BERTAHIREOEEAEL SV, Ik
REOMBE MG DERAY RERELZITOEL 2L T
WEOBEMEAZIFITELEEZLND, SHITIH
HOMEE, FEICLERFEOEED Unsworth et al.
(2005) EZED B ARV, ZDw), HEICERA)DY 9



EHEVWOMBELGHT 2 Z L nifF s s,

Z L TZDOHRRIZK DHE A MO HAFERY —F 7
AEVRELHEETSZ L CRYMEEBEITT S, 4H
%, R - 2R (1994) 23BA% LRt Bl A & T
VW5 B ARGEM RSPAN (55, 2002) &, JIE"S (Forward
digit span test, DSPAN (F)) - # "8 (Backward digit span
test, DSPAN (R)) 75 72 5 > O %5 "8 (Digit span test,
DSPAN) # U —% o 7/ 2 E U REO KBS L LT,
DSPAN @ 9 % DSPAN (F) iZ, —&RIZEHTLER=
BIETL2BETHDESND (e.g., Engle, 2002), —F
DSPAN R) 1%, R L7 HFZLET LHEDOZ D,
DSPAN (F) L0V 4 U —F L 7 AF Y OWENED D
METHD E D Morris & Jones, 1990), OSPAN,
RSPAN /%, DSPAN ¢t Ak, EbO bR LY —
Ty bOBAEBBICLE - TESAE2EHTHIRET
H D, b LAMIE CTENE L7~ OSPAN 2V EHIFEEOE
NZZERBLIZbOTHNIE, BEFORE L OB
F 12 DSPAN (F) £ OIEOFEREE L TEND EEX HILD,
TR LT —F T AE ) OB THDLNBEDOEFR %
HETE TV, £DZE) T RSPAN X° DSPAN (R)
EOMBEE LTHERNLTEA D,

ik
SN

SMBITEBERFZICE) ERELITBEINT-ES
HoE 7T 4 (M 38 4, B39 4) T, S
B 2023 7% (SD =1.30) ThH » 7=, EBRBM~DFRE
ET-1%, ZiuE T OSPAN, RSPAN % %} 7= #& 5% /3
RN EEBRBLTOMAL A E a2 — X ORNIEY FRE
BIThHil=, 723 DSPAN (22 Tlixk WISC X WAIS
(Psychological Corporation, 2002) 72 & ® HIREf & T
BHENTWDHED =%, DSPAN O £k O H
Lo T MFEBDBEKIZITONZ ) - 7=, OSPAN,



RSPAN, DSPAN (F), DSPAN (R) DJIE CHREENITH I
2. FEBREERNL S0 HRRETH - T,
F_RL—3 g s AT A b (OSPAN)
Unsworth et al. (2005) ® Bi % L 7= OSPAN » 3 &
M BV RLEE AN ) Z2ERLUERI N,
Unsworth et al. (2005) O (% Turner & Engle (1989)
NBEFE L7 OSPAN # oo P a—% F T2 5k 910 L

7=t D Toh D (Figure 1), ABFED OSPAN X, FHHEE Figure 1

RE - O0RRRE - A 74— R w2 b otz
KR OFEMIC OV TIEH%IR T 5, OSPAN TIXHHIZ
ERINIHERXOKE - BE L, ZORICEREIND
1 XFOT VT 77Xy NERRETHZ ENRD LN,
Z L CRE LI AN ORI TEE - o840k L
7-0b, BRENETLVT7 77Xy haEXE EHITT R
THATDHZENRROLN, TDHBT 4 — Ry I RE
RENDLEDThH T, FEBRTITMBGEED 1024 x 768
v 7LD 17 A4 F CRT E= X ICHEAZZRL, vV
A TRISEENMThIZ, XFORE IIETORET
28 A > R TER I LT,

FHEAE - iR RS CIIEE P RICEHER
METRINT, FEHREICHOWVWTIIELR 85% UL E%
MR D X o, BRERRARTIICSINE ICHR Lz, SE
FEEICETINIHEREZ T 5200 E ERRICHE
L, BANbOroleb~wURE7 Y w7352 LERRD
Sz, 7V w7 CRIGT A EEmAY 0 EDLY, B
o EFICETF AR RSN, BEEPRTEIC BAEN I
e B v ExPNENITZAR S VR ER & e (Figure
), ZIEITZ ZCERSNERTN, KIFEEREN
“HEROEZ LR ULEFETHH-1-50, £ TR
NEXZ TCEX LT ESHEHE LYV v 7952 LEARD
Sz (Figure 1 OBIExNEME 722), O Hxhy
Vw7 &hne, BRICET L7 10— Ry 7383



FLEEERREIC D Do, ZOBETIIEEmFRIZT VT 7
ANy b1 3XFN 800 ms 2RI, SIEIX I AR
TAHZENRDOLNTZ, FREFENKE T T2 LEBIZRK
OFBEREN G STz, FHERE - SUsREIT A R
DEFLTT R BV IRS iz, A0 012 3-8 D6 5
o, ZMBFITIZBET > TODLERED A S HITH
banehol, FLEBRECERINLIT VT 7
Ry MITREITRNCTEE L2 -7,

72 BEEFRREICIT Unsworth et al. (2005) & BIREIZH]
FREFREIZNER T o TRV, HIREMNIC~ D A2 X 5[HE
BENEOLNR Do T GEILF8RFREIC 9 Do Tz, HIREE
BHIARRITRIOMERIT CORIERR~ 6 LICEH S
7= GEMIZHIRT D).

HERECERTAHERXROHERXIZ 2 EH Y,
— O NILOHFANTRE « BREZAT O ANINE £ 7213
BEZITOEAMETH-T- (g, 2+3) x4=7)., b
9 —OFINOFEHANTHREZITOE T LINE £ 72T
BEAITOEAMETH-7- (eg, (18 =2) =3 =17),
HEFEICBNT, REOHAIXEMNDL T F AT
-9, EHL TS BENTER BRI, 7o, #RE
ELTERERENTEIZSWT, 2FRITHOEHNER,
O OXBIIBE ChoTo, MHRETERINDT IV
7 7 X M Unsworth et al. (2005) (27250 “F, H, 1,
K,LLN,PQ,R,S, .Y’ D 12 ThH -7,

BHAMRE . 70— Ny 7 HEGRE - SRiEE X
N DEEIT-T=06, BAERENTHOI: (Figure 1),
HABRECIIEE LT L7 7y NEIEZICHEET D
L O FURT D XEN EER EHICE RSN, BEERHRT
ZET T 7y FREICERBESN, T T 7y
NOBRITEIRAOR Y R ERENT-, FI-EE TE
IZix Yy AR Z 2 (Reset) & RERZ > (OK) HEE
SN, BMBIZETNT 7 Xy bOBRICHLHHRS %



BEFZ 7 Vw7352 LT, RBHiEECTERINET L
TRy NEEETLHZENRRD LN, TR, EE
L7=XXFERbND L1, 70 v 7 LEEIEEFICRX N
WCECERRN, EoBEE FEHICER LEFICT VT 7
Ry hRLFEHE L TERNE, BE LKL HIRERH
VEMUBABRBEIIKT L, 2BENXFICEL
TH? Ax o Cch&ETH2 L, F-ME-TCHZLTL
FoBERTIVEY PR UVEML CHERBIRCTX D X
) EORIINER SN,

FABRER, 74— Ry ZEED 2000 ms 2RI
Iz ZOBEETIEANCE, BERETELIEESN
72T, BREERIZE T 2 BEE COMERETEEE
MERINTZ, FHEREEZEN 85% % TE- Tz
BE, HES CTOEZR L IHNCHEE T EBICEE TR
FCER ST (Figure 1),

OSPAN I 1 BATHEHERRRE, FoeviRRE, HARRE,
74— KRy 7 RSN, 200 bHEERE L TR
BRI AN O 1 R RITN TR RSz, HER
RH - SEEERREDO AN T 3-8 D 6 & MEH Y, T UK L
RNET 6 FATIThiIL, 206 fTH 1 7avyr L,
3 7 my7E 18 RITHN TNz, TDOTOBMEILEH
B - SRR EER T 99 MTT bz,

RE AT - HIREHE HERITIE =2 0B Lo
TEY, (B HEEDHITI, O)FEDOAHAEITH,
() ANy 3 2 ORFFEE - RdaiE, Lo T,
FPHEIIITOTREOA 2 EHEV K LEBAIT LR
1T (AN 2) % 3 ITIT oz, WICEHEOIERH
Wro A 2179 IT% 3FITHE Lo b 15 #AT1Thi
72, BRICHHERE - SURETOR U R 2 TH LR
TR 3R ToNTZ, 2055 (b) OFEIZBWT, [H
BN o TR & & & ZEHERREIC I 1T 2 HiIFRFRER A3
BIE ST, HIBREERE X Unsworth et al. (2005) 1272 5



VY, FHERREOEHEERR + 2.55D Th o7z,
V—F ¢ 72305 A2 = (RSPAN)

#50 (2002) ™ RSPAN % 3Ejfi L 7=, RSPAN [Z#i|#%C
DEFESEOTE AV R LTV, BETLIE8MAH
R R TR LS ELXIERICHET IHETH T,
FEXOERTa L Ea—d 2, BIEARICSEL
ok X E 7,

RITHBREEND &, TP a2 o — & Rl
BB RR & Tz, RSO —Eicii4 —4 > hgEL L
TTFRBBI ATV, SME TR SO FFE2 TR
MWHH =y NBERRET D ERRO LN, FHH
BT DL, EBREFOBIEICLD ZEHICKROFE TN
BRI, BMEIXFRRICHBIOER X —7 > NiE
DREEBRO LIz, ZNEMENRYETE, THEMN
Sl i-SEZIEFRICHAT S L5 ForT 2 EENE
IRENTZ, BIEIE, BRENEIEICY —5 v FEEE(E
ERMICEEA LT, BERARICIZIERICHEEOHR L FH
CXENFEEH N TV, AT 1 Kizcox 5 79
WEND LB THNTEY, IEBXZLWZEDRWE )
(272> Tz, F2 1TRITZ IR TR TR,

1 ITTCEELEDTRHRATILLIICR>TW, BBALKX
EORITHKRT EL, RORITESZMEOAEK TR S
iz,

1 RITICBT D AT 2-5 D 4 &by, &4
HEizo & 5 #7820 RITiTbN -, FI-ARITHI
(2 AR 2 OFFEBERITN 2 RITITHON T, 725 RSPAN
Tl OSPAN L B2, 20 2 % 5 RITF(TH-7=0
HAN 3 HBSEITOL I, AN/ ZVIEIZ 5
T ofTbiviz, FESCIFER (2002) SRS ONA
WHNT-, BHIECSTAHABICHZETEX A 1 FICE S
X, XIFORETIIX 1T A FE=HIZ24-28 A
VRTERENT, 4 —F Y FEEOTHRIZ 2 KA v
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FNOKBTH T, RIBRERMBRNC, HOIBEDOFE
THRRICHA BT 5 2 &, BIBSIA IR I HEHIZ
EFERGT 2 Lo #orn &z, BMERITINDOHR
Nz, REBRRFEAFT N INTHEEIEREEE SR
Teo X =7y FEEIIRBTRINFIEEICEIZET S X9
HorEh, RBRICIERRESNTZA—F v FENDEEZET S
DITHET D L 9z b,

%8 (DSPAN)

DSPAN /% %3 DSPAN (F) 237441, DSPAN (F) @
RENETKT LTS DSPAN (R) 2MThivz, HI
ERDHTFINE, FERNICET LI ORAy RhR o THE
2REN, HEARKICEFEEZTASEE,

DSPAN (F) TIZRIT Z L I AR —EZ TR 2
IREI, BoRtk, B2 TEFHNBMATH o ok EE
AMKIZFEAT D LS FornT 2EmEBERI I, THM
HMOBRAE—RI1IPIZOEHFIBTH-7=, 2
TRENTZEHFEINL 3-94O THEEH, 3HND M
FTCEFO/NESWIAIZ 2 R ITT 2R 14 RITIToh Tz,
FARRITRICER TS 3 HTOMERATN 2 BATITDN,
HBORLIL 28 RA  FORE I TERINT,

DSPAN (R) Tidl Z 2 728 FH 2RI N7-0 L 1X
WIEIZEZEARICGEAT D Z koo (eg., 9,1,
2 OEFHINRARSINTZHEEIT 2, L,9BRELWVWE R L
725) HEFRBRIBETHSZ LEE2SIMNEITHER
o, flE LT, RERNCEREDN 3HoRFEE
VW, WEIZT 2L ESRANBMBFIZEZSHTZ, £0
BEREN B S, BTFEFIEER ERE, Brsivk
BFrErWOIEETES L) RFCHALLEHRDERS
L, EIEHAKICEEASEZ, L4 E DSPAN (F) &
[F UG CREEFIT 2 39T, ARIT 14 R1TiThhi,
[F2 AKX RSPAN & FIARIC ESBICHEADOFEREFR U XX

BERRREH SN TV, T HIZOE SRITHONEIY 4T
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HBNTED, RIEXIISWZ EDRWESIZL, £/
LT CHEFEELOTRAT LIRS T,
(EES

OSPAN {23\ C, FHEMBEDFEHEZEEIT 93% T
HY, 95% XM (CI) 1% [92.21,93.79] TH~-7-. =
“FHERENTRR ST O IERRHIWT A TR E T
O EERE X 4208 ms TH Y, 95%CI 1% [3977, 4439] T
HoT,

5 rqk

OSPAN (% Unsworth et al. (2005) (272 5\, ER53 N0
1% (partial scoring method) & 52N RE (absolute scor-
ing method) TEBRZEH Lz, HoMaiEL, BRS
NE=TNT7 7 Xy hEELWVIE CHETEZEES,
ETEXIEN/BEAPMEIND FIETHD, 728 21F “P,
LK T nEREn, “QILH T tHELESAE, LT
MIELWIE CTHEASNZ-0 2 SiEIh5, 2z
*PLsESMAEE, RITATERSRET VT 7 Xy b
EERINEIEFCTRXRTHATEEEAIIMRIND
FiETH D, =& 21X OSPAN DA/ T OFRATT 6 T
FTHAETEZTH 0 HTHY, 7T XFEMEGHIELL BA
TETHOT T EABMESIL D, OSPAN 1 99 sl
(AR 3-8%3F(T79 D) ThHote,

RSPAN T/Z Friedman & Miyake (2005) 72 & CHW 5
NTWDESIEEE, RICHR_R-ZEMAETESEE
BH Lz, ZOESMEETE, BRENEZZ—7 v b
EBEIERRE CTHATE S UME SN HFIETH D,
o ZIEA 4 OFRITC I3 FERAINIL 3 SME
D, AHFFETIX RSPAN i3 70 &S (A3 2-5
rENEN SFEITT D) ThoTe,

DSPAN Ti%, WAIS & [FtRIC, #Br STy %
ELLBETCEIEGEEOARIEME LTXFHDO 72T
BL7z, ZHUE—20RITCRICETFIZ—E LAV
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W2, HEITZ LT RN TORFEEEZET S L4
MIETIHEMRER>TCLEI D THD (e.g,9,4,5,1,
3,7,8,2 LR ENTHITT1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9 LH
B DL, BWAMEETIE 8 ABMESH %), DSPAN
I% DSPAN (F), DSPAN (R) & %12 84 Sl CTdh - 7=
(AR 3-9 TR 2 T T0)., SR - 18
B AT - ABHEME AT

4-[El4T - 7= OSPAN, RSPAN, DSPAN (F), DSPAN (R)
DiEFR% Table 1 IR L7z, FHHBRIZOWVT, OSPAN
(P) 1% 69.03% (SD = 11.47) T 95%CI 1% [66.42, 71.63],
OSPAN (A) 1% 37.26% (SD = 15.62) T 95%CI % [33.71,
40.80], RSPAN (P) iZ 70.32% (SD = 13.74) T 95%CI
1% [67.20, 73.43], RSPAN (A) iZ 35.71% (SD = 18.33)
T 95%CI 1% [31.55, 39.87], DSPAN (F) i% 56.82% (SD
= 17.19) T 95%CI 1% [52.92, 60.72], DSPAN (R) /&
46.56% (SD = 18.31) T 95%CI % [42.40, 50.72] & 7¢
0, W HIEEEEN 50% f1ETH -7z, OSPAN T
IXEE S £25D 75 0% - 100% 12U E > TERY, /-
KA (2012) K - BA (2012) & B VIEEWE A
DB ELNT,

REEIZOWT, OSPAN (P) 14.29, OSPAN (A) 13.05,
RSPAN (P) iZ-.48, RSPAN (A) 1%-.56, DSPAN (F) 13-
.20, DSPAN (R) 1Z.30 T& ¥, OSPAN (A) 2 b B —2
WELBEPEWS E -T2, EEIZSOWVTIE OSPAN
(P) 7% -.36, OSPAN (A) iZ.41, RSPAN (P) I%-.47, RSPAN
(A) 1%.60, DSPAN (F) 1%.55, DSPAN (R) 1341 T Y,
OSPAN (P) 23 b IERDEAN D72 <, T OSPAN
(A) YTt b 7p oz, EHRDHITRE O, EE 0D
7= %, OSPAN /& RSPAN |2 bb _RIEH SIS E VS &
ol

12 OSPAN, RSPAN, DSPAN (F), DSPAN (R) D&
RIZOWTAT o TS OFE R % Table 2 (2R L7Z,
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BTCOV—F 7 AEVREIZOWTEWICHEERE
DOHEENH Y (ps < .05), OSPAN (A) & RSPAN (A)
(r = .40,p < .01), OSPAN (A) & DSPAN (R) (r =
45, p < .01), OSPAN (P) & DSPAN (R) (r = .48,p <
.01), DSPAN (F) & DSPAN (R)(r = .55, p < .01) iZi%

ERPREDOIECHBENH - 7=,

OSPAN OZY4 M2 fat9 572D, DSPAN (F) O
ZHEZEE - LT, OSPAN & RSPAN O{RAHRE o %
1To7-, ZDfER, OSPAN (P) & RSPAN (P) IZHE
FOBENBTED DA Fpariar = 28, p < .05), £
OSPAN (A) & RSPAN (A) IZBWTHAEERIEDHEE
INFD BT (Fparsiar = 33, p < .01,

B REOE#EMZMETT 572 %, Kane, Hambrick,
Tuholski, Wilhelm, Payne, & Engle (2004) (272 507 &
PRy D o BEMEAEEEH L, BEERKIL, &
REOANR ZL0BSEE2 1 BEHT-Y OES L LTE
HL7-, ZOfEE, OSPAN (P) 1Z.70, OSPAN (A) 1%.68,
RSPAN (P) (.75, RSPAN (A) 1%.74, DSPAN (F) 73.55,
DSPAN (R) 73.68 TH ~ 7=,

=5

AW TIT RN ME T IZHER L7 OSPAN @
FHMEIZHOWT, R - 5Bk (1994) © HAFER RSPAN
<> DSPAN & O ZITWRET L7=, £79 OSPAN DFEft
HIEELAR|IZOWT, RIFFETIE 93% THH7=, =
ALZxt L Unsworth et al. (2005) TIXFEHIEZE R 96% T
95%CI 1% [95.5, 96.5], F 7=/ « KALR (2012) TiEsE
B 1 OB IEERIT 96.6% T 95%CI 1% [95.82, 97.39],
R 2 O IEZEZRIT 96% T 95%CI 1% [95.36, 96.80]
Thol, TINOLARMBECIIFHEREOHS EN LA
LizZ LRS-, FO—F CetEMED LY KIG
BFEIX 4208 ms TH Y, 95%CI 1% [3977, 4439] TH -
72. Unsworth et al. (2005) TIZ ¥ REE 2% 4155 ms
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T 95% CI 1% [3958,4352] CdHH»7-Z & » 5, Unsworth
etal. (2005) & bhis U CRREEEES FE S LA LU CHEEIC
DINHEENRKE I L2 o7z, 2205, FHEIC
D% BEERE] 2 Unsworth et al. (2005) & FZi12 Lo,
HOEEZRmOLEVIFRENFEYC I EEZD
N5,

OSPAN % RSPAN & b UGS - BEN K- 72,
Z I, OSPAN IZBEfFO U —F% o 7 A RE L [FH
FRICOMAIZRO DR WRETHALZ ENRBIND, £
7= Unsworth et al. (2005) @ OSPAN % Zfiii L 7=/ b « K
AR (2012) 0K - BEA (2012) i12xF L, OSPAN (P)(A)
1% 95% EHE X ] & S5 A 228D 78 & H1Z 0%100% D
NIZIRE > TEY, V=% 7 AT U FEZEIEHIE
TEDLHLDTHDLHEEBEZLND,

OSPAN & RSPAN [ZIZFBERIEOHENH -7, =
D EMBARMIE TIT - 72 OSPAN 1, %EMx - 5B (1994)
O BAFEM RSPAN %, BEFORELRRICY —F 7
AEVREZWETCELRYRY —F T AEY RE
ThobeEZbND, 7241 OSPAN X OSPAN (P)
, OSPAN (A) & £ 12 DSPAN (R) IZHREEOHEEEN H -
72. DSPAN (R) IZ#FFORFFIZT TR < WEIC X1
HAENRVETH Y, DSPAN (F) LV U —F 7 AF
VICEBITHUENPEDIFETH S L SD (Morris &
Jones, 1990; Psychological Corporation, 2002), Z Z >
5 OSPAN OSAEICITY —F 0 7 A E ) OREFFET T
SHEOEFR GRS KM LTV D AREMN RIS 1D,

OSPAN D242 fEtd %720, DSPAN (F) O
EHIEZE S L L, OSPAN & RSPAN O{RfERfRE = &
HL7=& Z A, OSPAN & RSPAN ([ZHEZRIEDOMEEN
Holz, T OSPAN & RSPAN O &I 312 Bk
HERE 2 I7E 9 5 DSPAN (F) D AZEZHD BRVT 6 5%
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LZENbMNY, U—F AT Y REL L TRYA

LDOTHDLZ ENTFBEIND, RIFFTIE, Engle et al.
(1999) PWMfToTe L olcv— T itE~ N 7 272 Ei
BEHEEZHIE L, OSPAN & OB E A fRFTT 240X
1Thlnolz, V=% 7 AF Y OGN Z LMD
BEtoi=6, £, U—F 7 AF U NERO LI
R THREIZRHFT D70, S%ITMEaMEmEER & &
DEEEEZHZ 5 L MEEAH,

& REOE#EME L BE T 5 72 % OSPAN, RSPAN,
DSPAN (Z2WCZ r RNy 7O a [BEMEGREEZEHL
7=& Z 5, OSPAN (P) iZ.70, OSPAN (A) Z.68, RSPAN
(P) 1%.75, RSPAN (A) Z.74, DSPAN (F) 73.55, DSPAN
(R) 73.68 Tdh » 7=, ZiZxf L Kane et al. (2004) (Z
¥ T OSPAN @ a 15 %8 M 1% % 13.80, RSPAN 13.78,
DSPAN 13.79 T&H 7= (p. 199), =D X 5 IZAFED
OSPAN & Kane et al. (2004) TZfii L7~ OSPAN T, {3
FEPELRBDMEIC R X B WD o T, Liadd - TR
FECRA%S L7z HARGERR OSPAN [35EATAFSE & [RIERIZ(EHE
HOHOLRETHLEEZ DD,

ABFFETIE OSPAN Z15m b9 D88, EohRE L 5%
2MREEZR W, S0 sEITEe2MEEIC R
EAREL, FrfboFEELTIv@EEUThHD & X
% (e.g., Cowan, 2005; Friedman & Miyake, 2005), %
7= Unsworth et al. (2005) T& F725 58k EE LTH
WHILTWE (p.501), D78 OSPAN (X 43I0k
\2d&% OSPAN (P) 2V —F 7 AE UREDOEEZEL L
THWAHAOREEThLEEZBND, 7272 L OSPAN
(P) & 51X OSPAN (A) LB L CTEOIZR D EMAMN
bHDHTH, b LS IEEIZ X 5258080 S ATicmo
TLESTEGEEESNMRELZHNLZ B2 LN
7249,

Unsworth et al. (2005) TixZmEIC—FKOTE L& F
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I, FEICEORVIBENWT —F 7 2 ) FEOHEE
MR I TNV, RIFRICK T 22MEIIREE - K
BEAEDAHThH T2 L h, SRIT—EOTHREXRIC
L2V, JVZLY TV TR EOFEERANDS R E
L CHIEZITVY, —ALATREMEIC DWW T bR D Mat4
DL EOMELA S, 72 LAIED OSPAN (3,
KFASCKERAEEZN G E LTEHRIZBN I+ 7%
Wik - FHEEEZ L STEREL L CETE2HD0THD
EEBEZLNS,

AWFFECTENE L7 OSPAN OfFE L LT, BEMEDOS
& (Unsworth et al., 2005; Waters & Caplan, 1996) <>, 7
A — U7 A MEEMDSFH & (Unsworth et al., 2005;
Waters & Caplan, 1996), #FRENR EICHES K
&720 (Durette, 2011) Z &2z, 22 B a—X OfFEH
RV EREORERLICHIETESZ &T, EBRED
BE~OEEZPERTEX DL ENHITDH b, WAIS (2
BT 5 DSPAN X°, 5Pk - 5Bk (1994), =Pk (2002) @
RSPAN T, B O EICERE OGN RAIX
Thsb, LNPLARBRLERETIZTETOS MEFICHLEL
FCHIEZITY ZEIERARETH Y, & ME~OHPEIZ
EELZRIFITAREERD L. 2L KA
OSPAN T3 X TCarbta—¥ ETITH7-0, EBEES
ERERBICLDEEN LV DR E WO FIED H 5 HIE
FHETHLHEEZ LD,

U—F UV 2AE VIS ESERERNPED->TEY
(e.g., Baddeley & Hitch, 1974; Baddeley, 2000), I1Ef#&72
T —X% 7 AE Y FEHEDT=H RSPAN X° OSPAN %
BEOREZRAVDIRAD I N TV D (e.g., Beilock
& Carr, 2005; Tsai, Kang, & Peterson, 2010), AK#f7ET
HARANBITIZ®E L7z OSPAN 2B INZ LT, b
DENZBITAZT—F 7 A VIIRICBWTHEZOR
FEILLDRBEORWRENFRRICR T2 2B X HiLd,
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12: Table 1:

OSPAN, RSPAN, DSPAN ®

N
i

AN VAR

N

X fE SD g hE RE EE LIQ UQ «

OSPAN (P)  69.03 1147 36.36-9191  68.68 28  -36 6642 71.63 .70

OSPAN (A)  37.26 15.62 4.04 - 80.81 36.36 .05 41 2727 4545 .68

RSPAN (P)  70.32 13.74 40.00-9143 7143 -48 -47 6286 8143 .75

RSPAN (A)  35.71 18.33 5.71-75.71 3286 -.56 .60 2143 4571 .74

DSPAN (F)  56.82 17.19 28.57-100.00 53.58 -20 55 44.05 66.67 .55

DSPAN (R)  46.56 1831  7.14-100.00  44.05 .30 41 3571 5358 .68

Unsworth et al. 2005), ) 73.67  18.27 - 7733 -1.14 141 6433 90.67 -
Unsworth et al. 2005) (o)  52.21  23.21 - 5000 -02 -49 37.33 68.00 -

Ar SERMIE, P #o st LQ: 8 1 Wairas, UQ: & 3 WA, JREE - EEE - a LSOHMIT %
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13: Table 2: OSPAN, RSPAN, DSPAN O#HE
OSPAN (P) OSPAN(A) RSPAN(P) RSPAN(A) DSPAN (F)

OSPAN (P) -
OSPAN (A) .82% -

RSPAN (P) .34 37k -

RSPAN (A) .34%%* A0%* 88k -

DSPAN (F) .24% 32k 36 31k -
DSPAN (R) .48+ A45%% 38k 28% 55k

p < .05. *%p < .01,

23



14: Figure 1
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