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A Study on the Delay of the P3 Component of ERPs during the Attentional Blink Phenomenon

Fumihito MORIMOTO

Faculty of Human Studies, Jin-ai University

EE OB Z (attentional blink) &, BHOZEMNFESEVREMBCERSN L ZILBREOE
RSO REE LAFEZ 5L 0D, EFICHBLIAZ TH S, Vogel & Luck (2002) 72 &% < OFf
ETIE, RRELPECHIEBTCERSNENTEOEREEICERL T 2 P3OERIEBLET 52
ENPMESNTWVS, RFETIX, TOPIEROEBENRSN-ERTOERPDEHBREICEH
L, BEt 2 To7z. ZOMRER, BRISN-PIBROEBLEX, ENFEOERICETSERPOE
HEBRRICBWT, EEOZENHEICN L TOMIE L IZEED 2 WEIPES LR TH 5 A HE
ARENT, T, MEEEZFEELZVEROBREZOHBEETVICEWVWTS, ERPOMEEN
FRZMRELVLTHHASNAAREIEEHIETHHEERD.
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1. F

R ORGE L B AKE) - IRIGESICK>T, AN
BEPNTWARBIEIIEICELL TS, BAIEZD
BEOHRT, BENICOHIVIIEERDOS BIZ, Th
S5EAICHIEER L TEFELTWS. Thid, FE
DORBBRD A ZE D AAHADE S EREIETESE
REVER (selective attention) BESTE L THIS LTV
5. BYPOFMEMNE - BAMAHEDOZDHITIE, K
RICELKEBREZMIT A EPREIL D, EYO
N7 4=V ALERKTHIORENICOVTIE, &
KDEZELOMREI L GBS ERANTZEDORAN
ZALIZDOWVWTERKLTE (e.g., Kahneman, 1973,
Norman, & Bobrow, 1975). 25 DWFEIX, T DEE
NPT TR ELIBAZFE > TWAH I E2HEBFIIRL
TWa,

FEEORAICIE, ZEEMZLER (spatial attention)
BT 28 0 LR ER (time-based attention)

WKEITA2b0D2BEFH L EEZONS. HIFI
—BICERERTAHFICOVT, BEIZFEFITLVL
B, »A2VIEERKICE S ShABHREICOWVWT, #
NZNORAEZET. AR TIE, FEORREAIH]
HICBISRAEZRMT 2BHKELT, FEOBES
(attentional blink phenomenon) ZH(Y £S5,
FEOBEZIE, RBAO—RNZART, FIZ2D
ORENFEPEOVERAICERSNS &I, 1 DH
DOEMARICT L TRELSRETEZ2ICHHEDS
9, 2 OHOEMFIC OV TIFIEE LS HETE 2L
HEAHRR, LEFRIND (FE, 2003). FEOBHES
B9 2R T, EEFXRAEEERE (rapid serial
visual presentation method: RSVP; Potter & Levy,
1969) BHVLNTWA. ZhiE, BRe LHEICE -
THBRSINZT7 L—L0%, FEREFICERTERT 2
HETHS., FEOBREICEHIHIMAETHVWONE—
fc )72 RSVP RRFITIE, FEA R —@ETic 1 7
L—LH7-00RRER 28 100 ms, 1 s 107
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L—24 (f) BEORETT 1 A LA RICEfGR
REND. FERTIBICE, RAENRBICE > TER
SN2 OOEBIRIEE, TS O ERBEYE
9 5. EBSIMEICE, 2 DOEMIEELZIIC
DN, B, FEREORENIRESND. DI,
AR TIIRFRTIFROE 1 AR % T1 (target 1),
BE2EN % T2 (target 2), £ 722N ENDOEAIRIEL
BT 287 E~ TI F#E, T2RELERELITS. 20D
&5 e WBIE)S S 5 A L Dl % Figure 1 1278 L 7z,
ZOBITIIEBORFOFI S, HEOKF (T1)
ERBEOTLT 7Ry b (T2) ThENzMET 5
Zemskoonsd. ZoLS>nHERIIBVLWTIE, RY
WTERICFERSINS Tl BEOFEIIE ICEHERTIE
FICETESND., —75, T2 #FEIL 2 DOENHED
RENERSEVWE E, SVWHZ 5L, 2 DOZERH
WEOWEREP DL VEREICB VT, ZOEEEN
EFT2. Zhid, TROREELEZEZEBEVO
HHEOERTHSH. COXD7%, EFHEEORERIC
R L T2 FEOEEROE T2 [EROBE] &
5. Figure 2 OAEDFERIL, IR U785 5
‘/onr, Tl ZIELLRAELLHAITICBIT S T2#
BOEERTH S, MEHIIEWRRRE, i T2 38
BOEELRERLTWA. £/, AT 7 LoANA,
BEARIE, FIRED RSVP RFIEZFWRT 51 LICH
WT, TIZERLTT2REOAZIT>72E&E (T2
FREOADOHER) OEEERTHSH. T2HREDEE
ROET (MT2ORFEEL) A, H-2»d TIOER
BICEEPTON, DELEIS OB RI TV
WPDEITHBEVSFIALS, TOHRRIT [EFER
DX | L& SN7z (Raymond, Shapiro, & Arnell,
1992).

Figure 1 ISR L72/8T A LA FWZFRICB W T
&, Tl &E T2 AERTERSNIZBRIIBVT, T2
FEOEEXEIRBMELL LD, ZOBTI & T20H
AR L5IC>NTEET 2 (Figure 2 ). Th
XL, MFERIOHFNS2DOT7 VT 7Ry b &
HEWIEAIL, TIREE 2REFPR—DON T
TVICHRESNTINT I A LAV EROBERY,
Figure 2 5 Ch 5. 757 LOERIE, TI ZELL
FE L7 ITICB 5 T2 BEDIEER, BifILFERE
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Figure 2. 888172 RSVP % F W\ 7 EBRICH 1 2 T2 3R
DIEER

ZEW Figure 1 T/ L7 BIBIBI TR S N R, BIERE

ELEEASR S NHER (AR, 2003 & O —E%E) .

@D RSVP BRI BWT, Tl #EMKE L T T2 #E
DHEITOIEEDIEERTHSH. TDINTHA LI
BOTIK,TIVT2OERICERSNIEREIZBWT,
T2ORFEELFRONLL LD, Zhid, TIERD
[R¥& & Lol (lag-1sparing) ] EMFFIEN SR TH 5.
RyEL LEROFEZRET HSERE LTI, FH
R EDORE D, FENRBT IR BN E
WO ZENEEL TS EEZ SN T WA, Visser,
Bischof, & Di Lollo (1999) ZFEOBEIRR = RE
LTWLAHEIZDOVTDRA Y FHEITV, 2 DOIEK
BT RIS, 2 OB EORELBVARSND
EZITIRFEL LERIZRSNT, BuSRS g
BEICIIREE LRSS & FR U, BAIRRE
MTOFREDEN &I, FERREASERBE U TH
REINH7OORBENFHEPENRIBCEICE LS
LR, ENSITT B RISD T E (AN or 2T T2,
FE or #ith 72 &) WRLZZE%2IEL, Ihx [#



FEOWMEHRBICR SN S PINSOBEICET 2 Hi%ET

B2 (task switching) | &R, B & UELE
OEBPRETVEZ OHIERT B 0ENIE, K72
fmDESNTVWARVEETHS. LarL, FETD
BAD, RELLEEOFEEICRESSEDLLIERD I
DTHAHIEIIBEETHA.

ErOEZBELT, EROBESRRICET 25H
ETUH, BROFERDRSBHEESNTEL. ZD
ETLDOZLTIE, TIICET 2EHRUEPTFEER
DR¥A2E>TLEL, T2 ONBICFTS 2 RIRITE
STz LWIExzFRRELTWS (BFEHEET
V). REHLEIFFIEE 7 LIC Chun & Potter (1995)
K-> TRIEBSN 2 BEET I (two-stage model)
WHaH. ZOETIVCTIR, FIBOLEIZ 2 BEZET
EITIsEBESNS. B 1 BREOLEIZ, BERSh
72 RTORFUIN L THTON L LETH 5. FERIIC
DT, FMOBRETRICREZITO2DITF, 5
2EREBTCONEZZFEXEZEE (working memory)
ELTHEEIENASZENBETHHEEZD. B
BICET A2MED-DICBINEZDE2BRETD
JFE %, Jolicoeur (1999) XEHARE E(L (short-term
consolidation) & L7z, SEHEELIZ—EIITA
PEEBNVRE-THED, B 1ERBICHNZOMHEIC
R P2 ERES NS, TD2HTI & T2 DH|
WA SRR (stimulus onset asynchrony: SOA)
MPEWEZITE, COFE2EBBONENTIICHET S
WBIZE>THESN TV A0, T2 OFEHHEE
EIE T ICBAT 2NN TERICKT I 2L TEES N
5EEZ A, ZOMMEIC, Kl TERSNIHERE
KDY RAIERP, REOHERIZEZ T2 200D
DFRICE>T T2 OMEDPTE 2L %5, XWhE
RBMOFEEICE->TH, EEMNVEEENS. N
W, 2BEBETVICEATFROBEEOHATHS.
DETIVIGHE % 728F%% (e.g., Jolicoeur & Dell'Acqua,
1999; Vogel, Luck, & Shapiro, 1998; Potter, Staub, &
O'Connor, 2002) IZBWTBEBLXURENSEATHE
0, BR& AP RE SN2 RENLRETILEL
TH/RONT B,

L2 UIEETIE, T2OREE LEZERMNEICLS
HOEEZT, FIERIIFICHEET 22 OBEROF
25 Tl BRGS0 RIERPH S EEZSHE

fiit

1

T (BIRETI) PEHERESN TV, EROB
FHRLEVWS FEL RO TR TER L 72 Raymond
etal. (1992) #%, WMROFEAICH V72T T ILITINHI
E 7 (inhibition model) TH->7z. THET LD
AT T20R%EE LI, Tl FERBICBRREOTE
e T1 OREZ BT 272012, BEEATITHNF A
FRIAHZEIERT 2SNz, DEDIHIL, MWD
THHOBERAOEEREIC, RBEELORRNH S &
THETIVTH-7z. RAKICREICET 21 HRAE
BT s »OME #ZIFS5ETIE LT, Loach &
Mari-Beffa (2003) &, BD 7541 27 (negative-
priming) ICEAT 2R EZEAL, #FHi-2ilFl €T L%
RIEL, EEOHEEOHHAZHALZ. TNH6DETIL
IZBWTIE, TIHA2WIET2ICETAAEICBITS
BIEE WS HZIIAVw STV,

fic®d, RRHEHMICRAT 2 A7 « L% (input-
filter) &WHBEEAHV 5N S TLC {KEH (temporary
loss of control hypothesis, Di Lollo, Kawahara,
Ghorashi, & Enns, 2005) S#HEETTILZ2ZDOERIC
FOWIEtEET LV TH S, FRONAT—FETIL
(attentional cascade model, Shin, 2008) 7 &4 % 7
ETANEZSNTIERSN TV D,

FEOBRZI, FEIEVEHEERETRONIEHR
Thb. CORRZOHDIE, THEZICL > TER
ENBHHDTHBN, LICBET LD RHHATTIL
DERE, BRUEA N ZZLIZDONWTOEKII,
TEEEOATIRIRANH D, HESHEEICENT
EIIEED 1 DTh S0 (electro-encephalogram:
EEG) »H6H M SN 2 HRMEEMEN (event-related
brain potential: ERP) % FHW/ZHZESTHON TN\ 5S.

RSVP EREIZHBWT D ERP M TIE, FIEFERE
(inter stimulus interval: ISI) 2S5 W79 12, B
ORI, BICROFBPERENTVEHE
b2, FEICHLTER LA ERP &, #7EFERIHIC
AU TERLZ ERP EORXFIVEH LW, £ THHA
SNZ20N, BEETHSD. ZOMNEHHEL, HEE
BIBEEZMA S EICE-T, ZNEMA S LATO
ERP I, WA 7-EERIEEIC L > CEET % ERP By
NEETHEDOREDNTITONS. DD, EEiE
ez A 7-E88 (T2 OHIHEEE) TOERP 25, L]
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(T2 DIEHHRE) @ ERP 2 BHT 5 2 & T, MM
TORLHEHRE (T2 OHB) ICBEE L7 ERP O
HEMET HHETH 5. COHETEL NI,
BEILE (difference wave) &IN5 .

Vogel et al. (1998) 1%, R¥E &L LEEEAF RSN
FEOMTEBRTOREREZEL L. TOHKE,
RELELPZLEONSENERERICBNT, P3
BAPREDHWVIXIZIERGNE B LERL
7o, PIMEEEBBANDOEHOES (updating) % K
ML TWa&EWSHE (Donchin, 1981) bH 5 &
5, THZEBROBE N T2 OEHEELOEKIC
EoTHIS, LLIMEELZRITH/ERTHHEW
A5,

% 7z, Vogel & Luck (2002) 1%, RSVP ZH 7z
FBEREEICBWT, ENEESEVERTI T2
FOEERTHPIEDVELEL TERLRT S EERL
Jo. TNETI 2ERELTAET S TutRick-
THRIAR LAY 78, T2 AEANOEFEEEFRDOS
2L TWwsEeEZSET, BRIABEBETILIC
BELTWA. EHED P3 B DL Sessa, Luria,
Verleger, & Dell'Acqua (2007) IZB W T b RE S
NTWwa., %72 Morimoto & Yagi (2012) 1%, Lag
ZXOMPLSBELIZBRIZIBWT, Lag DREIRE
P3DBEEANPMIET S EE2MELL. ThH6D
ERP #2213, EHIBEE(LOBREICE TS, ALty
IHEROBEETHHEVHIRBICEHTHLDTH
HEWVWRA.

L2 L, BloERP #H Wz &ETl1E, EHOEN
A RE L-HRICBWT, 4 0OEND SEEL
< PIRAMEIRLT 5 LS (Kihara, Kawahara,
& Takeda, 2008) SN THBY, EEHEELTWVSL
HREZEFZVETLEOMGLHEEIICZD DDH
5.

AR TIE, AMIELEN R 5 N7z Morimoto & Yagi
(2012) OISTFA LEAVCTEONT -5 2 BE
L, RSVP 2/REFICR S N A EFIR O I EIEDH
BIZOWTHEET L 7.

2.7 &

1) REemE

EEBANOSIEL, KEE12E (BE6s, &
T 6 4) T, FHIERRIE 21.8 7% (HH : 19-23 /%) TH -
7o, TRCOERSIE L, BRIES L IIHNBER
BIZBWT, REROFEXMTIIREOZWVHAZE
LTz, s BERSINEICE, FHANCERNEOM
BHeHAL, AB2ELLTERZIToZ.

2) KREE

AEBRCTIRENMEZ, 171 VFhF—T1 27
L4 E=%—RDI7M (MITSUBISHI #£#{) IZE7~
L7z, V7Lv¥al—hE60HzTH-o7z. HE
T 2RI E, PC/AT Bt % F Vv, Matlab6.5.1
B & U Psychtoolbox 12 & > THIM L7z, HREEEEIZH
70cm TdH - 7z.

3) SRERWIR

AEBRTHOEAENBZ, A6 (311 cdm’) O
TIETHT (0759 &, Ef (049 cdm’) @
TIETHEBIUCRAGOTILT 7Ry b THo Tz,
BB, ARKEBRTHWLONZT LT 7Ry M, F—F—
R ET 150zt [Al, [S), D], [F], TGJ, [H]
DOBETH- 7. HERBMOKETSIE, INTH
BI°X 1I°Th-7.

AREBRTHERALZ RSVP RFNE, 19FHOKFEE 1
EOTNT 7Ry P OEHIN, §RTONFI ]
XF$D, K& (10.5 cdm’®) ICRELZE=Y—D
HRRICERSIN. | XFEZEDORBERFRIX 50
ms, ISIiZ33ms TH-o7.

RSVP RINIREDOHF (HERH) THESN,
TILELT, BHBOEF (1256600 ITNR) »1]
DEREIN. TLIE, 2ED 75 % ORITTERS
NEO ORITTIE, TI OMEBICIIHENR (RO
BF) NERSNI. £7:T21, RSVP RFHIC1
DEFNLEBOTILTI 7Ry FThol. T2 I3,
21RD 25 % OFITT, RSVP RFIOFEBOFEE L
TERSN, BOOHITTIE T2 DMBICIZTERE
(BEEOHF) PERSN.
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TI OERMER, T20 18, 3@, 5@ »5n»
7RI CTH-72. TIET2DSOA I, FhEN
83 ms, 249 ms, 415 ms, 581 ms T& - 7=. LLF&,
SOA T & D&%, 1 Zn Lag-1, Lag-3, Lag-
5, Lag7 b9 5. TIET2DEFNRY— v BEUZ
NSOEREFICOVTIE, BISHENS.

4) RBRFESLUFHE

AEBRTOFEIL, RSVP RFFICEENL2EDE
5AHFORE (Tl #RE) &, RSVP RIIFICEF
N57L7 7Ry FOEE (T2 #@E) Th-o7. Tl
B, BICERSNIZRSVPHIZEENS TI (H
DHF) ZRELBEICF—K-—FLEDT F—
TZENICHIRT B5F—%, RES NP> HBEIC
¥ —AR— N®D [space bar] %, ZhZhFT LS
LDTHo7-. T2 HEIL, FICEREN]- RSVP %
FIRICEENS T2 (P77 Ry b) ZEELE
BICENEWNET H5F—%, BRTELEL>1HAEIC
[space bar|] %=, TNENHTLENWSHDTH 7.
BBAEBRTHWIRIGAF —F— N, ZORITIC
HHRT2F DN ERON L TH - 7.

ZHTICB TS T & T2 0EREMHIE, MANE
IRENBHEME (DI, T1 & T2 &MHEFETLT5), Tl
DAHAPERSINB5EM (DI, Tlonly & RELT
%), TIET20EL 5B BRENLWEMS (LI,
non &M EEHT 3) OIBHET, T2OANERE
NHEHFEIBRES NG, EBRTIE, 2R T%E
1 7avy &L, 16 7ay 7512872 ThbHE 7.
ZOMAEDLER, FET7uy IHICBVWTY, 418
D Lag, BLUTI & T2 DERED, —EI25 K
DIEHE SN

FNFNOFREICEAT AR VLB LIUERDOE
TIOVWTOFHMZEIT> 7. TDFE, RSVP RIIER
FBXUERETHRLES K OMIZHGELE» S T H
BLBAMZ 52 L, BEITFEORGRIITSYZ L
ZEFE L CHR L. 10 R ITOMERATHR TR, &
MEFICEMEIEE LT,

1

5) F—9 D&
AEBTIE, BIRLZ T, T2 HEROF LK

SEEE L. FoERIC, FREZRTHO EEG 23
L7, EEGd, BRzEEEME L CHEEHS
N7z, ER EOBMBERERAMIE, EFE 10 % BEEE
FEICEDOW 4R (Fz, Cz, Pz, 0z) TH-o7z.
AT, IREREE 2 54 U SHERENL (electro-oculogram,
EOG) IC&2 /A X&BRET 27280, AREI EE
EHEIRBNNTERICEMZ 1| WEE L, EOG % Wik
HUEESR L7, £/7— X3HIEI & L7z, B
EHUEE, EEETSKQUT, EDIF10k QLR
& U7z, BIERFICIX 0.05-100 Hz OFEHER T )L
% (band-pass filter) Z{HMH L7z, Boh/-EHERIE
W&, ERESH T > 7 SynAmps (Neuro Scan Labs %)
THEES N, ERPEHOEOIMEFHLAHEICHER S
nN5hJH—-—EEHITA/DEMRSN, PC/AT B#iH%
® HDD NIk S N7z, A/D BB DY > T v 7
FERENE, 500 Hz THh > 7z.

6) F—9INE

(1) 17EM1EIR

REBRTEONLERIE, IXNTSMERNERIC
Ko TR E Nz, TBEEFEELT, T2HEDOEE
RreBH LU, AERTE, EHOETR/SY—> (Tl
& T2 5 X Tlonly & X non & ff) & Lag D%
(Lag-1 X Lag-3 X Lag-5 X Lag-7) D&E SN
7o, REBRICBUIAEZEROEHICAHWONZDIL,
Tl & T2 &HOFTICBI S T2HRBECH -7z, F7z
TIHICHEENENVWTWAS I EREHAT 5720, T1 #
BICH L CTEREZET 22 &%, FHRREITORIR
FEHELz. 2FD, TIFRETRERGLEZFHITSE &
OERIGP RS N3 ITIE, ST RP» SR L7,

Tl & T2 &frExRE L, T1HFEICES LRT
BT AESIED T2 REOEERZHELL, 200
FHEWNZERET Lag (4) D VIR L DdH % ANOVA 1T -
7. Z®F, Huynh-Feldt ® e IC X AHIE%, HHE
D1 EDKREVWRERED FEDEEICHW.

ERESERICE S NIZEEICIX, Shaffer © 5%
KX B ZENELEEIT> /2. BREKEIEIS % E L.
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(2) &IBIEIR

ARERETIE, £HEEEELUTCEEGRHE L. &
M, T2OF >ty v Y H—IZ LIz MEFREEL
HICE->TERP *EH L7z, ZOFK, T1RHEICIE
ETEuho3UTIE, afh 5k L7z, ERP ©
SXEIE, T2 ©27E1 200 ms 2> 5, 277 1000
ms £TE L7z IEFEORE, SHEERICBENT
WINDPDF ¥ 2T, £70uV 28X HEMHD
Ron/-miTiy, WE, REES), Lo Ich#rs
&7 —T4 777 b2ECRITTHLERLL,
I SFRIN LT,

BoONLSNEEOMBREIEICIE, Tty b
200 ms FiR 5, >ty METOFEENE, 2F
DN LR EBN—RATA VUL, TIYILT 4
JL % — (Low pass 30 Hz; 24 dB/octave slope) % fii
Liz. Z0%, ZMET LD T1 & T2 E£HHITOM
BIGEH» 5, Tlonly £AFETOMBERIEZBET %
BEIEICEZNEZITV, T2OERICHEVERT S
Mozt Lz, 2P oBonEEFELD, &
E2BORIMERE &+ L.

ERP B3 12 BT At IRE 2 EiEd 2720, D
TOHEZH W, AEBRTO T2 2RICEDEREL
72 P3R OEEEHICIE, 4ty b 300 ms
5900 ms 2 XM E LTREL, KERNOY—2
Migiz P3RS LTCER L. KEBTOIMTNRE
L7 ERP T TH 5 P33, PzTRHKEIHHES
Nz, ZOEMN»SBONIT =7 20 RE
LT#-7z. BonEBEL S FICEREICOWT,
Lag (4) ® ANOVA zZ£ffEL7-. TDfh, BEHED
fH1E, AR/KEB IUOZEREIIOWTIE, 1TEERE
DI & [FIRRDTTIEZ FW .

ARERTIE, EBROBEZAVWT, TIOoF >ty
b bUH—IZUNEFGAEIC K S ERP b X7z
BHasns, BEESIZ, TIERICKS PIETOHE
K7z & ICIRIBEICEE T 5 0T X%, 200 ms 25
800 ms ICERE L/ ETho7z. F/2, BEIEDOHE
JEOBERIZI, Tlonly &£ COMERED S, non
HTOMERESBES Nz, MAT, SR
i, PzOArE L. ZOMOAEIE, TRTT2IC

=3
=
1

=1
=
1

T2 accuracy given correct T1 (%)
Y E

65 =
S5 L
L > J
- W
p L I
'if 1 1 i
1

Lag
Figure 3. T2 REDIEEER
|, ZEHBICBOW TS % TER TH 12 ERRT.

BasbDERMETH-/7-. MAT, TOERP LD
450 ms 7*5 1150 ms IZR 5 N7zEHEDORTIZONT,
ZFOVY— 7 EEEEH URST L.

3.8 R

1) 1TENER

Figure 3 1%, Tl & T2 £MFICBT 5 TI RELEE
RO T2 HREDEEREZRLZLDOTHS. M#IE
ER%, BHIITIET2 LD LagzRL TS, Z
DTZTIR6baP5LD1T, T2REDIEERIT,
Lag-1 F£FRFICOAEERDERPR SNz, €I T,
SIMENER Lag (4) O ANOVA 2EHMiL7-E 5,
Lag DEZR (F(3,33) = 2629, p < .01, 2= 42)7
BRETH-Tz. SHIBELEEZITo MR, Lag-1
& Lag-3, Lag-1 & Lag-5 8 & Uf Lag-1 & Lag-7 ®
TNENOKERT, HRVPERTH>72(p <.05).
INH LD, Lag-l ICBIBEERICOAFEZFLRET
MBESNTM, TNl ELag R %> -BETIE,
EERIEKETRIEN TSI ENVHS,ITR -
7.

2) $IBEE

Lag & & OMEEROFHEE, T1 & T2 £4TE
24.84 T8 (432 [E), Tlonly £/ T 1% 49.50 [ (%
64 [H]), non T 27.31[H (£32[H) TH-o7.
N5, PIFRELTHELONS ESNARIENE
RITED 20 B (Cohen & Polich, 1997) % E[E- T
Wiz, B, T2OF >y b2 MNIH—-ICLTE
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-200 i} 260 460 960 ﬂil)ﬂ 10I00 1200
time from T2 onset (ms)
Figure 4. T20OF* >t v b& M) H—ICHEH L7z Lag 7l
ORRIE I (Pz) .
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550
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Figure 5. Pz T1§ 5 1.7z P3 55y DB K.

Hi U7z ERP I D W TR %, Figure 4 (IRES
) 13, SmEPSBONTRINERETHS. &
7z Figure 5 1%, Pz TE 5 N7z P3 iy DR =2 HH
L, LagBlicRLZbDTHB. ZD &IP3 S
DOERIE, EEROETVRER SN Lag-1 2FR< &,
Lag-3 T K<, Lag-5, Lag-7 DIEICEL 2> T
WBZEMNRENT. P3OERKICONT, Lag (4)
?D ANOVA %2Ei L7z & 25, Lag DEE(F(3,33)
=482, p=.013,e=T2)BEETH-7z. Thi
DNWTOMIMEB LOZLEREOMKER, Lag3 &%
DMt Lag & DR, & 5612 Lag-5 & Lag-7 DRI TH
BRrEMFRGN. Ihb5 XD, Lag-3 DIk& Lag
R<%%12oNnT, T2 ORRICEEL THEIET % P3
DEFHITELS BB I EPHS IR Tz, i, O
R ORIBEICDNWTIE, Lag-11BW\WT, fid Lag
ICHANEREPEZFICR SN, KW, TIOF Yty
k2 BYUA—IZUTER L7z ERP EIEIZ O W TEAR

-0 it 200 Ano R RO 100D 1800
time fromm T1 ehecs (e

Figure 6. TIOF >t v b% MY H—ICHEH L7 Lag 5l
DIRINERTE (Pz) .

Table 1. Bt aD OERICEE T 28851

Lag-1 Lag-3 Lag-5 Lag-7

(1) 85 iz fEtR s O &R 510 784 890 1010

(2) T1 2 RRORBRI O &K
“OFIE (T2 (LB OFIH) 83 249 415 581
PWEREND E TORM

(1)-(2) RF| D Ff% O RE =

427 535 475 429
B & U 7ROy DR

%. Figure 6 1%, &SME D 5155 NI-BMERE T
b5, HEEIIIRIE 2 ME3EREZ R LT\ 5. Figure
6% FE5E, EEE300ms »5 500 ms ICIEE 2D
BHRSPEHENTED, Thid, P3RS THS
ERbLND. CORTOEREXOREICOWVWTIE,
—RUTHP» 5 ERIRoNE»>7. 22T
&8 200 ms 75 800 ms # AT X & LTHEHESN
72 P3 DEREICO T, Lag (4) ® ANOVA % £
Liz&Z A, Lag DEMRIIEE TP -7z (F<1).

E 512, 500 ms DIEMBGEICR S A7 IZD
WTHET L7z, EOEBFICBLWTHEBROEVIIDH S
HOD, 500 25 1150 ms ICTHR % FFDOBEER DA
BIRRENTW/, Table 11, ZDOEMERD OEBEIC
DTN EObDTHS.
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E, T2 EDERLAPIRATOEBRKRER L &5 SR
ZEVERETCNWDEENRENT. ZOBRERS
DIEBRICDOWVT, Lag (4) ® ANOVA =E i L7z &
2%, Lag DEME (F(3,33) =4.95,p =.009, ¢ =
OR)DBEETH -7z, THIIODVWTOZELEEBEDORE
R, Lag-3 L ZDfthd Lag & D[, & 51 Lag-5 &
Lag-7 DB TERLENRONT-.

4. EER

Figure S IR L7c T2 D E2RICE D ER S L7z P3
B9 O ¥ B 1k, Morimoto & Yagi (2012) T/RE N
T2&kHIL, FROBEZNVPZIROSNS Lag TEEL,
Lag DEWVWEHFTIZZORBENSESNZWVI EARS
Nz, $ETIOERICEKDELZSN TV S REERS
DR, Table | TRLAZEDIC, BEMETORB
RHOBRBOFEO B REEREIZT S &, Lag T &I,
T2 1Zx 9 5 P3EA EMRABHEZ L TWVDI L
PRI N,

Figure 6 IR L7z T1 OE2/RICK D EIEE S N7z ERP
CRONZBEERDICOVWTEET S, ZOERPIX
Tlonly D MERFE S & non D INETE % &
BL7zbDTHB. 2D ZORERSTIETI OAH
EBRENZATTRONIES TH -7z, KEBO
FETIETI OETRR, EBRSMEIT LT 7y b
(T2) OHBEIHLTHEZTWS. T2 HERENZE
molgE, DD RIIORBORIEE THRFELE -2
BEICIE, SENZIATYFIRELTNSEEZ
51, N400 EREIBEIC, COEHIREREBNEIATY
FHRMENTEDD, OBRERDTH S ERE
TZ5. non&f (Tl ERESNEV) BLXUTI &
T2 &MTIE, 7LV7 7Ry MIRT 2RI TER
Wiz, ZORERSERELZVWEEZONS. F
7z ZDOBEHERLY A NA00 E RO A THHET S
E, LT 7Ry MINT HBAICHESNS -0,
Lag WEL %513 &, BRPEL 22HEmMEZREODI &
1272 5.

lE® &> %R T Tlonly £HFICBWT I D&
HERAPERSIN TS ET 5L, Figure 4 IR L
72T2IC KB ERPICH DD IZHE L TWVDH EE
Z26N%. ZTOERPIXTI & T2 &EOMERIED 5

Tlonly EHOMBREEABHE L2 DTHS. Lo
TZOERPIZIITLIZE » THEIE SN 5 ERP L9
BEEBICLTRALTWA EEZ6NS. ZOEH
R DEEEIE, T2 12K > TR SNz P3 Aoy OB R
WICRIETAHZENS, T2 KDERL S N7 P3TIC
RoNi: Lag IC X ABROEIE, ZOBRERDD
BEOELA PIRAFICERL TNAD I EAVRBES N,
T2 12 & % P3 AT ICIEBIEN R 5 Mg WATREME AR
N7,

AHFETIE, T2DAHEERT HEMFEIHFRESINT
Wiz ol, T2OERICES TI AEADOHITOE
BREBLULEDTOLOICIE, Tl & T2EGOME
WD S T2 D#H % 2RT HEMETOMERE 2 BE
THZENRYETHD. COEXFOHREICLD, KE
B Tlonly &M CTRONLSREHNI A~y F 2 KL
THEEZONAMAD, non FHETHRONSAEE
WAHsH., InoOBmEIcE, EFGOHIERERE R
ELIZEBZITH EMREL 2 5.

AHETIE, FROBEZEBRLTERSNS PIHRSTD
EIHEAS, ERP OBEBIEICE D, FloA x> b (f
WRINORZOFMOETR) ICLDEE SNBSS
EBITAZETRONTVWAHREEN RSN,
g, MIEBEZFEHICLZVWHAETILICBLTS
ERP, R#IZ P3 ARMLT HIEHLIED Lag DHEEZ
FRWEWSHRELTHHSNAARERETHEE X
2.
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