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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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W EARESRSh LA IR B RER G0, RARTEESES LT
VEIBNAE G- Fo 5 AR R BTN B3t 169 % 10 - 12 F 9L EHATNE, MR ER 2T (1) F £4
AR, TR EAABEREAAREFGSRER, Q)ENFTEEANEYN , RCABHRERESE
B de AT, TAERACH R AT e ik B EBREA G Y h, (3) BBREGEELK, THLR
SEGYARX, £0.EF0Hm ik FAd TR BABERR N AR, LA, T
Vit BB BAHERED A Hoh, Tk B e BHIREE S, b, BRI E M

X, AFEIERRLH LS,

KW : & FWH ;e TR TAELIC; BB IEE

FE 5y %£S:B842.5 XEkFRETG A
1 5§

HEFHRE ST 16 ALE L h AR AR & Hillbr, &0t
ST 5 &5 T | B A W A B4 R (R R,
1989) . AMAKE AT HEHRIANAME Y AT, DL LEF
YZRIFETER SERPER R . ETREHEE B L R
T —FPEREIL A, DAETE AR, AT DLk o0 00
THAIAIE T B8 1 B2 W, B8 20 W R A~ 1 4y S
4KV, FIBEHIESE S Sl i 25T, B
ZH T ENEERIZRIE,

FE TR AR 52 (R 28 o, B e B AR
14 Z W3R & R 1 (Fry & Hale, 1996; X &,
2004 ;Kail et al. ,2016; Z2#e0%, £ B H,2016), N
L B MORR A S I T R O B R, SR RAEZE
A Ao [i) PR A B I S A S 1A 8 BN R AR Y B
(Flanagan & McGrew,1998) . TAEICIZEXHE B ik
T PEI TR B R GE, A — I TE A ] 0 8k
Y2 BN PAT B4 A R SRS A0 3
gt , K R G0 A 518 5 B A= RE B
(Baddeley & Hitch,1974) , =T i1 T3 B . TAEC
TR HERR R ) B M ZEAIL] , B 55 3 A O TARIC
fZH BT RB A I 145 B M BCRE FR ) T 1 T 4 3 1 B
&, M T B P A B A2 TARICZ T in T3
ZI1E S, R Ui T8 B PR A DME#E T /EiE 12
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He TR, W AR IEIZ X 5 BB B A % U
£ (Fry & Hale,1996)

MR RRRAE, o BT T i T3 A AR
T EITEHERR BB F7 A J 7 HE 5% 1) 1 PN ZE HIL TR, BBk
AR, I T B AR IS 3 K AR R #E T T
YEICIZm &R, iR T BTG R 77, gl 2
i, AR BEIAERE , TAECIZH A T in T Xt
EI TR I /E R (Fry & Hale,1996) , 6 ~12 %/ ( De
Alwis et al. ,2014)F1 8 ~ 14 % ( Tourva et al. ,2016)
JLEFR DERTIEMIE , ik T IRGHEE,

SR, WA SEIEAF A SRR IR 45 48 B ( Kail et
al. ,2016; X1 & ,2004 ; Frischkorn et al. ,2019) . LA,
FENHBEF A, Frischkorn &5 A (2019) MR K
B, %o P #7992 m T B 8 AR AR
12, MARRITIIRE. BWNFEXELI10~18 ¥ ILE
O, T TN TEE L TARICIZ N B
M, R REY, TAECAZ LT v] LASE 2
BEEHENE R, B, TEICIZ BB HEEE )
RIRIEERL, TR T2k BE (X & ,2004) . Kail 4
A(2016) XF 6 ~ 14 2 JLHE T D AFFE1T S B PIAF2F
(3B R, AT 45 SR 3R Y o 38 B %o [l T e 3
eI RA BN, AR TARCZ X BB HE
MERS T EMER. AW, BEINAERTRERR

« BETA ERETRE2023 FEABBEEEVETRT B FHCRH R TRE L3 - 25 - @A WEEEANE S LR—
LA LB D4R S AR 90 (2023 YB151) (AR IBYE R 41 BT 4RI B (2023YTRO13) .
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B LA ETE AR A 5w, A 2 s A T
T34 BE X6} (B TE M BE 7 19 /E A ( Nettelbeck & Burns,
2010), ZE b, MTHE S TIRICIZX EIEHEER T
YERM S, B, B R AR 1 56 — A [RLE
SN T B A T ARSI B A2 .

WAL, 5T 3R R B, SR8 B B[], i T3 2
AMTAECIZ S BB X R WA, E8 ~ 12
&I TR BE A TAEICIZ B AR = A, R
2 TAEICAZ X AR I3 W2 e = i T 2R ( Berg,
2008) . 8 ~10 %, i T3 B I T 4R 2 1) [ 15 2R 4L
ATEE , HTECZ S EBHEEXR BT .. A,
11 ~13 % i T BEA TAE IS 2 B0 EE e s 7

S, (ELE 0 T Rk B 4 2 s e v T L AR
i81Z (Fry & Hale,1996) , 5 itt#H1El, Demetriou & A
(2014) BT/ HrRIA L, 7E 11 ~ 13 B INTHE 53
R FI MR R B, T TAEICAZX iR 71 5%
No BRIZAN, WABFERH, BEEPH (T ~9) M
T EE R TAEIC I B A R B, &
AR (10 ~ 12 2) fin TR BEAS P R HER 7= A
BEEW, MEE R TSI BB R 7 7 &
(i) 253 ) ( e, TR 4% ,2020)

FECAHRSERSBE RN, B, TaEZ N
R AT RS B BEAS 7], A SRAT R S KR, A [RAR
W BB LB TE HET T BB HEBRR BT iz T B A A R
TIRA T 22 5 M (5K, SRk 19, 2013 BRTE AL %,
2015) . AS[FAF4 B B, i T3 R A TAR IE 42 % B
T4 28 () 5 Wi oA W] (Try & Hale, 1996 ; ¥, 1R
22020 ; Demetriou et al. ,2014), HR, ME T A
FIAR R 2B TR SR A —E . Fi0, Demetri-
ou %5 A (2014) BB RoTirdT, 455 T A [ABFGEHY
ANFESLEAE S, i & TAECIZ TS R A Bl
OB B2 S, o EENE et TS 1R
MEARIEA RS2 304 55 (0 1

LULE T DR RS S 0 B R o,
LRI SR 1 2 B HE B B 07 19 & JR RRAIE (R I
=,1999) DL K BT #E 3 0K S ) kR (R AR %%,
2015 ;3K & 45,2003 ; FREEME 45,2003) , & Fhn T
HE | TARCIZT B HEHR 68 0 B0 A SEIE B 58
AN BEAN, B SCbR o T 3 0 56 2 ) 5 1R T 4 T A
I TR, Z W% H AB.C.D.E HAREE R
IR, N A B E XEBE BB IR T (IRIEBE, £,
1989) . HAHEA —& B EM, B H B FER%A A
[Fo A FEMMEHS S, BB L, BIEEZR S
;B H F B KR L, B A &% C 4320
HAS A ETE 46D A BN RTIR R, EEE

A, L% E BN B e SR SRR,
HEAFMEEWETEHEME S, TSI AR ER
T A & (A 45,2011 ), i T3 R ) R AR
T LAEICAZ 8RR (Fry & Hale,1996) . P, %
BRI 55— TS in TR B A TARICAZXS A
() X JBE VLT 3 F S i

25 PR B g AR B LB Y i T
B TAEEIZESEEHEMI LR, DEFEBKRL(10
~12 ) WILEENHR S ZWRE T &%, %
B 2 BT AERERE 7 L I T B A T AR IS & SR8
PRI, 12 S 2 F =M AIRE T R B T2
1%, INFIRE ) & R B B (¥ B 38, JHC w98 PR i 4558
MR, BEAEM R 2 B IE HE 3R 6B ) M\ TR BR AP AR HE3E
HE R EAHE M M EE a0, R KPR
BB R EEZ TR B (KR,
1999 ;5K ¥ , TR, 2013 ) o AR BRI AT %
WAL 0. 7E e A= AR A, Bb A 22 b 57 22 O R R
Tou P 5z 22 B DX, Xof 2 A0 T 43 P S8 AR 8 2> ( Talor
et al. ,2022) . B, BT BRI TR E . TIE
TCAZ R T HE B R 52 %) T A ok EUTE HE R B 77 T 1
BAEEMLERE L.
2 MRAE
2.1 AKX

KEWIFT/NER 169 £ (B4 83 N) hEi 2
HTARRUR, EHTE 10 ~12 5,10 £ 47 A, 11 %
52 N,12 270 A FHER R 11.0 2, FREHR
Bl , G T, A kB IERL IER, L&k
FEPIBG . KIS T FAERK RHZ MR R
2.2 %%t

I 03 B S B0 AT 45 A AT A2 S B0 A 45 23R
E —prime 2.0 45#2,
2.2.1 fNIEEESLE  MMIEERERILE 3 A,
(DR Eppo SR TN Py R g 2y g =R K
T TESTREEK S, H 4 DAFBER TR,
SRELFNE) , 50 N BN A 4 M, B R
HORN PN @&, BRI g6 ik Mg, &3
LTI, FERE AT IE X, B
JrBLE B 3500 ms, g OB JE , 080 B E
K, MR 800 ~ 1200 ms J5 , #EA T —RIK, BFp
BRI 6 1k, 3k 24 AR, FAEEHIA
B Hy HIT I SR B 6

TER s Se T, £L AR S TE 4 x4 Jrsh
(TTHEH—2EH 3 -8 AE ) , ib s W A i i
B2kt hAmERE, IR LR E R 2%
“V ABHE S 2%, BikESETEER
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3500 ms, Bkt RN G , WG RV 2%, 18] R 800
~1200 ms J& , AT —AI: 10 425K, 30
AMEFRIAR . FASE g H F W8 B

E=MEE P, RO=MM{E 4 x4 TP
(TAgH—FA 3 ~8 MBI A , LEBHAA W L 8
SHZKERMUN=AZ, MR LN =A%
‘17, UM =MZ& " #. BKk=AEELEU
3500 ms, Bkt RN G , WG RV 2%, 18] R 800
~1200 ms J5 , AT —MAW, 10 51Kk, 30
AMESIAIR e AR Pty AWK ST o
T it B R AR LI 1

A buvg:
»
3500ms 800-1200msms. 800ms
B Xf/4E
3500ms 800-1200msms  800ms "
¢ Rt/
I
3500ms 800-1200msms 800ms

1 WmIEEXEARRRER

A A THELR; B R AL C N =M
2.2.2 TR TAECICERAFERESC
1Z.( Miyake et al. ,2000) , 1back Fl 2back ( Jacggi et
al. ,2008) , & BhICAZ 5L %, SR F B R ERE R g 4
Fo LS, 2RI -RIET, REKIEZ
G 3 M EFE . BT ARSI S, SRR
AR RERE 3 MUT, BRSO SUCERIE 2
I3 DT BB 4 M. BFEMKE
4R, 0003579, BHKESR 3 RS, 4
3RS BT R E SR 3.5.9, MK EL
1R RN 12 MF R, B KRER 31
BFRI, BIHFER 2 M AHERE | MF .
2R3 M FERETFA) . ERlTEIC R4
ICFRBORR S, AR U4 BZ B IER 2R

£ 1back fE5H , MKUCH S CRE T8, R
BEAF W R TSRS BIECE | AMIESCTRER
AR, MR A" 6, AR L . B RIE
BUMmF[R] 7 3000 ms, [H] K& 800 ms, 2R J5 #F AT Mk
Wo %] 16 MR, IEA L 42 A, 2back 52
BT 55 F SRR i AT S SO R S B 2
TSCFRE AR, BRI 2 5h, Hofth 5 1back AHIA

TAEICAZ S g B A DL 2.

B2 Iieidizemsidnniizs
A HIESNCIL LR % B 24 1 back {£4;C H2
back {£4%

2.2.3 RN e SR P B SRRV HE L g6 R
FERBITEERRE DT , B SChR AEHEER I B0 3E I F S.
5 Z U EMILES DEU R o B SChR B
BHE A5 3 I M B W 43 ) A B C.D.E L4,
A B B i g B, b —H o Bk,
BORPAAN 6 ~ 8 NI kB E R M EE . BH
)X BE AT ) Jor R 1S (o R R, Ee°F-,1989)
B SCARUEHE RN 36 g AR A, X 1 8AE 1 47,
BAER O 4, AR BN AB.C.D.E LA 55
2.3 EBERFBHTF

L IMPEAEAL WL BE T, B SO
T ES S AR, K245 B 40 4380 AT RLSE
LB ESLI M TAEICIZ LW A 1 1T, K4
TE 20 e e Ir A B SC AT B SObR v R
W%, 485 #E47 I T B Se e TARICIZ S8 5, 52
R R A Gu T84k SPSS 17. 0 #EATH# A 4 i,
AHRAHT L K WIH 87, SR AMOS 17.0 #4745
RS . RIBIA VIR, FEGH AR
o SR RS RRAR X B AT A T, SR BLE H5 45
W R DA ER 2 /df fB/NFSET 5, RMSEA GEAMR
£ HHR) <0.08, IFT > 0.90, CFI > 0. 90, NFI >
0. 90, F iRl 5 5 AHIE BL ( Byme, 1989)
3 #£R
3.1 WEHFVHFemIRE THARKABHRE
LR RIS £ F4E

RIFIET 10 .11 FH 12 ZFEMTHEE,
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TAEICACAT 55 A SCI g6 b KT Y Fbr e 2s o BR
T 1back 2back /£ F%s3C A &b, EAB{E 4% v
AT R R TMEE . BERTEZ0ER, R

T 1back 2back {14 FIEEC A b, HABITE & F 4
YOV AR E (FERE D),

F1l EAFERAENTEE. TECIZCMERERE FNSE(REE) RERERERE
FifR(#) 10 % 1% 12 % F 7
F7Ht (ms) 987.50(162.57) 920.75(171.45) 816.10(152.24)  16.60"" 0.17
5 (ms) 762.89(118.46) 728.11(159.65) 669.45(136.66)  6.71*" 0.08
=4 (ms) 884.46(165.12) 827.56(166.23) 791.25(168.97)  4.37" 0.06

EFTIZ(%)  77.10(11.76)  82.40(0.09) 82.23(9.14) 4.62°* 0.06
1back(% ) 90.02(6.6) 92.17(6.13) 90.89(6.14) 1.48 0.02
2back(% ) 62.64(11.92)  68.69(12.73)  66.45(15.45) 2.46 0.03

YA 10.74(1.21) 11.06(0. 80) 11.07(0.98) 1.75 0.03
Y B 9.49(2.13) 10.29(1.82) 10.37(1.97) 3.16" 0.04
Y C 8.13(1.64) 9.02(1.21) 9.27(1.82) 7.47%" 0.09
YD 7.81(2.10) 8.67(1.89) 8.83(1.76) 4.38" 0.06
Y E 4.72(2.58) 5.62(2.58) 6.80(2.44) 9.89%" 0.11

BECHERE(S4Y)  40.89(7.19) 44.65(5.71) 46.34(6.34) 10.28° " 0.12

T FARTE0.05 KFEBE, T FRTE0.01 KB

3.2 LEFVERReIRE LALLE BHE
AR K

FHR AT R R, MR TR B 3 T
FHHE B A= AZRFETEEERHMHEX(r=
0.32~0.75) . WM& TAEICIZITE 3hic 12 1back F
2back Z[RIFETEH SR E AR, HAHX B (r =

0.15~0.30) . BRTHEC D H5ERLHFHERARE
b, F3C B.C.\D.E MFCE I 5&MEFSFLT
SREMME, FELTREKY(r=023 ~
0.35) . Hy3C A R 1back 2back FF7E B E K (1%
RA2) o

R2 MIEE.TFECZSERMERENZBEEXSHT

3] 5 =ff RM 1back 2back WXA FWXB FWXC HWXD WXE WXL
FH o 0.46**  0.32*° 0.36°* 0.22°*  0.20° 0.09 0.19* 0.24**  0.19 0.27°" 0.25*"
& = — 0.75** 0.24"" 0.04 0.14 0.13 0.17* 0.18" 0.06 0.25** 0.22*"
=f — 0.29"* 0.05 0.15" 0.11 0.26"" 0.29"° 0.24*" 0.30"" 0.32°"
RM — 0.15" 0.26"* 0.13 0.34** 0.31** 0.30"* 0.28" 0.35*"
1back — 0.30** 0.20"" 0.21*" 0.20"* 0.18* 0.20° 0.26""
2back — 0.25** 0.24"* 0.20"" 0.25"" 0.36"" 0.36""

T HRARTE0.05 K P ERBE, " T FIRTE 0.01 KF £ B3, RM A& ShCIZES

3.3
5 d
R TR R TARCIEM TEES
KRR B (AR o 7R R S e X
TAHCIZ MBI RS B B RPN R
Z,WIEs ot A% B sepgie, M1 2
TERGSC A BEEAEE R5) P, TR ICIAEM TR E S
KRR A ER . 258 B8, MEA 18Rk
PROPEILER 3) , AR B s B A BRAS REUB 2 (B
=0.42,p <0.001) , B K 17. 6% ; 70 L FE X}
TR R BB (B =0.58,p <0.001) , %

ERF RN BYREF LTI FA

B2 33. 6% ; TARICIZNER 3L A KB RELE &
(B=0.50,p <0.001) , i FEH N 25.0% , i T fE
XEL A B HEBERERRE(B=0. 18,p >
0.05) . fEHGSC A BIJEHERE P, TAREIZH A T
TR B E R o

TR 2 BAEHSC B BT HER RS H, TARICK
AN T B R R . SR B A
BAETRIAIR (HEILAR 3) , AR I8 0 38 J2E 1 B A
REBFE(B=0.43,p<0.001) , fEREZR N 18.5% ;
I BE X TARICAZ M B2 R A3 (B =0.64,p
<0.001) , flp BN 41. 0% ; TAEICAZIFHSC B #Y)
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BRERBBE (B=0.63,p <0.001), it B AN
39.7% . MLTHEEXE L B MEZBRREREAR
E(B=0.12,p>0.05), fEHiX B EEHHE S, T
YEICAZ A T i T st B HE R A VE T

PR 3 ARG C TR HE R 5], TAEILIZ
HA N T B R B R R R e, 45 R B, 1A
PIETEFRIRPS CHEILER 3) , S0 X i T34 B 1 B8 A5
EHBE(B=0.42,p <0.001) , EBE N 17.6% ;
LB EEX TAEEIZ B R R B & (B =0.61,p
<0.001) , fEREZR Ny 37. 2% 5 TARICIZXT B 3C C 1)
BRERBBE (B=0.48,p <0.001), it B 4N
23.0% , MITHEEXNE L C WEEBRERHEAR
#(B=0.05,p>0.05), fEH X C EpHEHEp, T
FEICAZ A T in T3 B X R T B R A

Bl 4 A 7EET SC D BB R S, TR
A I T BE N BB E W, SR8,
BRI &b il An (FEILER 3) , AR S hn T &
BRERBBE (B=0.40,p <0.001), fift B 4N
16. 0% ; N T X TARICIZHI AR E £ (8 =
0.60,p <0.001) , i B %y 36. 0% ; TAEICIZ X i
XD KB REEE (B =0.52,p <0.001) , RS
H27.0% . INLEBEX 5 SC D M EZBREREA
B#(B=0.02,p>0.05), 7EH X D EJEHEHH,
TAERAZ AT I T BT BRI /R o

it |02 s

e
0.81,0. 60 0. 54

0.61 >
et O ol 470,82
(Tt @ | BXE

0.60,0, 523 0. 49"
¥ Y S

e

FEk B | =# RM | |lback| |2back

3 MIEE.TETIZHEX E RIS
T AR SR 4 X HE , RM R 8 ST R 5

AL 5 BRI En S E BB RSIH, T
A I T BE N BB E W, SR8,
BRI AR As (FEILER 3) o ARSI THE B H
BRERBBE (B=0.42,p <0.001), i B AN
17. 6% ; Jin TR EEXT TAEICIZ B2 R E (B =
0.61,p <0.001) , i B %N 37. 2% ; TAEIC LR i
X E M EREEE (B=0.82,p <0.001) , fREH
H67.2% . T X E WEEBEREA
B#(B=0.19,p>0.05) (£ IWLE 3) ., TEH L E E
TEAER R, TAEICAZ H A T 0 T 38 BE X V&1 T i 2 1
fER . A AB.C.D BJERFIH, TAEILIZH
fRBEERTE 23. 0% ~39. 7% 2] ,{H 2 TAEICIZ X B
X E WRBEEKRIT 67.2% ., FHPEFIEREK

MEBERUA, TARICIZ X R MR o
R3 MIEE THEZCSERREXRN
G R AEN

X*/df  NFI IF1 CFI  RMSEA
R 1 1.55  0.92  0.97 0.97 0.057
R 2 1.27  0.94  0.97 0.99 0.040
3 1.60  0.92  0.97 0.97 0.060
A4 1.73 0.92 0.96 0.96 0.066
RS 2.00  0.91 0.95 0.95 0.780

4 iFig

LA 10 ~ 12 3 AE W IR )L g B S0 5, B
FRVT LAEICIZAE I L3 B2 5 DR AR 8] (1 Hh 4
BN o BRIEEE R RN, T3 B | B BT 2 AR
(10 ~12 ) A BENERZR . X SERI
3T 45 B M — B ( Anderson, 2017 ; Kail & Ferrer,
2007) . fEMI & T/EICIZ 1back F1 2back £ 55
BTN 2 57, Tback 155 0 b B9 IE# 3 1y
1E 90% LA &, SR 1M 2back 1F55 I IE A R HI4E 62% %
68% Z 18], KHLULH , X FxE AR R TAFCIZES,
EERIAKILER DEYRE TR, MR
i 2back f£45 10,11 I 12 3 B IETRA B RIEE
MR TARCIZRN R B IEAT R i i A
MRS, TE 1back fE 55, ZRAMATECAZ 74
2 BB, B XA S FE BT AR S
HHRAE . X AT B S BAE R 2R G, 78
2back fL 55, MATFEA 3 DMUSCFERAEIEA
H, JF HEOR M HTE B 71 5 EBCE 2 A r ik
TR S| RBE, X0 TEEBRBYIILEE DF
A B T B 2R B R

AR I, T &L fin 1B BE (AT 55 22 R4 26
B2 g TARICIZHES AR W B2, AR T
FE ARSI 5 B TE HE R 2 8] R AE St 2, AR
ST SRR, AR, I TE B TARICIZ
B Z X R BTN, X5 E/ P2
(7, 1875 ,2020) .

FEA FIXERE ROE R b BSR4 R 3, LAEE
{ZIRZr A T T ER X B R A, X 52
EWREFA—2(Fry & Hale,1996; Kail ,2007 ; &
T, 1795 ,2020) , XG5 R W BR G RI gF — 2P 4R At T
SRR, ATIIESE T TAE R 2B MW E
B AR i T i TR IS BIE s A
AR . 0 L3 FE R A2 R AR )
BIBLTR - TEMS TR PR ERTIR T, n T B PRy A
A DA ST 58 U LAE B4 55, OF BB Bt
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T REEE S b 58 o0 5 5, 9 BR 4 , [R] e i BE SE SUBUE:
FE LS R IR (Bh e, 1825 ,2020)

AT, TARCIZ X B i R AR &
TR, X 5 De Alwis % A (2014 ) BF5E 455 AH —
B, AT A TARICAZ B PRAT B 23 FAEAE A O 4
X RE R, SRR S I E TARICIZH)
Iback 2back F3% 31C42 4T 45 B A0 2 (¥ =2 B4 T
I3 ERXEAMES T, AT TR R RS T Y (2
10 #0) X AR BT W IA S E A 6%
— FRINERAE X Ee A F i Txt B A E AR 0
HEPEN . B, Z5ERA, TSI AT
AT FERR TN B ARtk WRER L, T
YEICHIZ TR HERR B 2% O B 2 AT AR, L
BEEHAT LAEICIC M B TE e B e, 3% B A 104
FERE2 ~3 M E BAH, JLEE T DL Az B (o )k g el
e, FRAn Sl AT LSO g ) ) 15 B R, G
SMARIT 2B SR B, AMATE #EAT TAEICAZ i T
AEDEHER A I T #2 b, Bos 7 3L R X —
R4 1 Ml ( dorsolateral areas of prefrontal cortex )
fi#i X (Kane & Engle,2002) . X8 TAEIZZ5E
TEAERE 2 8] I3 P16 R IR T PR EHLH] B

G, W5 B ORI, FE R 5 S E BB
A0, TARICIZ W BT HEE R E R, X UL EA
TARICAZ 2 BT HE SR H X B i S AR T 48 4w ( 22
AL 4F,2011) . ERHERLAES MR BR, TAEIEIZ
TR MR K o X2 R e 58 UHE BE R 1Y [T
TS B, METERE LA A R gk 7
R, I KX B e 7 SR Rl A LAEICAZ Al
BRI E R, B 2% Y IERE R,
I, AT 87 26 ) B HE R AT 45, ¥ K O R T 45
X LAEICAZ I ZE R %R (O Brien et al. ,2023) , [
TEAHERAE S XE BRGNS , 3N TARCAZ B S 4, e
REI LAE S MBE T, R TAEICIZ i FriE BE
Tio TS XERERINE , BRI 15 5 n B BE X
TS R E B MG R IR E R,
5 #ig

WRIE R R, AT LSRRI LT 458 58, R
TINLEE TS BRI ke, R 45 R
F U, B ARG I T R B A R TE AR IR 22
Sto HIWGEHBRI(10 -12 %), TIEEZ% 4
AT IMTEEXN BB Z N, &5, BEHER
FIME BE K, AR ICAZX H R R M K

S 30k

WREEE:, BRFT R TE . (2015) . T IAAZ W S A R4l
- VULEREDEHE HRE S A 5. O B R ,38(5) , 1248 -
1255.

PRz (1999).10 - 14 % JLE JLAT EEHE B BE 1 B9 BT 52,
DBERISE 22 267 - 268.

TR, AR IF. (2020). JUEE T > 4F I hn T3 B A $RAT T A
HERAEHRKBETNER. CHERBESHE ,36(4),3%
-405.

R ET, KB, k. (2011). ARRAFIE A 7E B
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The Influence of Processing Speed on Figural Reasoning Ability in Late
Childhood ;: The Mediating Role of Working Memory

Han Yan',Zhang Heng',Jia Lina®,Liu Ying’ ,Zhang Yuxuan® ,Zou Lijuan’
(1. Chongqing Intellectual Property School , Chongqing University of Technology , Chongqing 400054 ;
2. School of Humanities, Jiangnan University, Wuxi 214122 ;
3. School of Psychology, Shandong Normal University, Jinan 250014 )

Abstract ; This study investigated the effects of processing speed and working memory on figural reasoning ability during late childhood.
A sample of 169 children,aged 10 — 12 years, completed assessments of processing speed tasks, working memory tasks, and Raven’ s
Standard Progressive Matrices. The findings revealed the following: (1) The analysis of variance revealed significant age — related differ-
ences in both processing speed and figural reasoning. (2) Structural equation modeling showed that working memory mediated the rela-
tionship between processing speed and figural reasoning ability,regardless of task difficulty. (3) The greater the difficulty of the figural
reasoning tasks,the stronger the impact of working memory. Conclusion: These results suggest that processing speed in late childhood af-
fects figural reasoning ability through the mediation role of working memory. Working memory directly influences figural reasoning abili-
ty ,while processing speed exerts an indirect influence through this cognitive mechanism. Furthermore , increased task complexity in figu-
ral reasoning requires greater involvement of working memory.

Key words: late childhood ; processing speed ; working memory ;figural reasoning



