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Text comprehension and individual differences in working memory: The different contributions of the storage and the
retrieval processing

Yukiko Nishizaki and Mariko Osaka (Department of Psychology, Faculty of Foreign Studies, Osaka University of Foreign
Studies, Aomadani, Minoo 562-8558)

The present study addressed the relationship between an individual difference in the reading span test (RST) and
the performance in text comprehension with respect to storage and retrieval systems. In Experiment 1, an effect of
the serial recall task on performance in text comprehension was compared between high and low RST score groups.
In Experiment 2, an effect of the word fluency task on performance in text comprehension of two groups was
investigated. The results of both experiments showed that the performance in text comprehension of the low RST
score group was impaired when the serial recall task was the secondary task; in contrast, the performance of the high
RST score group was influenced when the word fluency task was used. The results suggested that the high RST score
group comprehended text not only by using a temporary storage system but also by using a retrieval system

efficiently.

Key words: reading span test, working memory, text comprehension, storage and retrieval.
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Thbd., ZO—EOBFRIERRICIX, AJTEN2E
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AF JExF) oRBAEEICEZ SN TV 2GR
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ﬁu,xﬁ&nt%ﬁw%ﬁ%&%ﬁw%@wiﬁ
ENTwl, ZhicHL, V—F Y7 A€V 3 XEHR
%ﬁf@mﬂﬁ%%?ﬁmﬁ%&%ﬁ%*ﬁwaﬁﬁ
Land s, [FRIFFCOEHR % LB L T < ERIEOBAE
RAHDZA L, FllE, TROEFTZITHBEYAT A
(=% - Kk, 2001) MBS NTWD,

7 FUTRAEY) IXEEBO AT ST, B

:é, ?&uﬁﬁ, Fﬁéﬁ&&t@@%tnm%ﬂﬁﬁbtﬁg
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N5 & (Daneman & Merikle, 1996) 23%15 LT \w»
2. RSTREHPICXXThOHEEEEREL, AL
BMEKLIEE LT RETHLOT, TOBELEE
HEFES T Y 2R AR L EET A ki
FEIZZ v, F72, RST TRECEHMZEAZE L Tw
2L FET 53 b H2 (LaPointe & Engle, 1990), <
DFTIX, RST B8 m 13 RO BRI O AR & [,
RIFRENI D E Wz RST REN B FEESI N D &F
ZTW5,

—75, EBABHCEERE (verbal fluency task) DJAEDS,
RST BB AL BEAHTCEIER ZHES N
Tw3 (Rosen & Engle, 1997), ZD#ETIX, 5
ATT) —ICEENIEE—ERENICTE SRR T%
QAT B 2 EARD SN, REREEY & BB EHR
TR IR T 2 B ER S5, Rosen & Engle
(1997) T3, RST HEARIIEREAEICHART, &
D 1 SRR TE 2EBRCEEENRED SN
32 ERRL, HBREHMOERIIABE TR,
WMRHEETH D LH 2 7z,

MRHAE L BELCE 2 o N T W AERES| S HT#
HETHY, BHRBEDIIBETEZONTHED,
WAKET 5. Martin 513, V—F ¥ 7 X T ) BEHE
FIR RO 2 4H 5 #Be, BEWRIRFRORFzH
HEREICR S I NS Z L RR L7z (Martin, Lesch, &
Bartha, 1999; Martin, Shelton, & Yaffee, 1994). X
H#IZ B 1 % RST DEAZER Z D& D BB E» 5K
L% T, RST @ SAEIESSRICHEART,
FRINC BEROGE LU 217 5 BAE DS 233 <,
BESRONEHETIE, BERMSEEIVDLAE
BRI IBER O AR AL 2 3H S BERE DB S35 & &
MBS & 72> TWw b (Nishizaki & Osaka, 2001),
IhiE, BEAEE RST RTOK, HEELHACHE
I, A A—VEFEDLELABESL S HHTL
0L, BESEIIHERE) =L O %%
T AEADSEV Z & (PR - R, 2000) & bHBEEAMRL
Twa, ThoDZ Ehs, RSTEGSSHONER
fRTIE, MRBEREL D b L A EENBHRERIFL T
BLESMESRINTWD I EBHEEENS.
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BREDNT 3 —~ Y ADEACERES 5. 2 REEN
| REBEONRT7 + —< Y ALTFHERLI LIZEE, 2
REEORSD | KB EEND EH|ETHI L
& 5T (Hegarty, Shah, & Miyake, 2000), 1 RXFREIC
EFENDHFEONHBREDKRE ZMTT20TH 5.
INETORSTHIRDE I, MEE L THIXPH
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E B 1

XEBRBICE T 5RO S &%, ZEHRE
P& W T RST S AR L (KSR THEg L 7.
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D RST 5558 4.0 LLEO R 358 (High span #, BA
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ik > TERERE, RUFTH» o EH SN,
DAT 28¢5 S iz, XEDFHXXFHIL 3509 XF
(SD=3.73), FHERKERIX 746 (SD=3.17) T
bot, WERREBEOEMIZ, | XEIZDE 41K
FEENTz, BRIER 2 ATHEASNIZD, | XEL
DX AEMmmTHoTz.
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ahse, HERETIX T HEE ] B, 25, »,
nN, AT, R, bL), FRETII4EFE B
HY, ik, BE, SA) REFALTRIIFET S

EMERD SN,

Fing YEEEHETRXESEEERSH, X
EERBOBMOBEY | KEEORBE L, 1 X
SREE % HGRT T 5 SR RIS, B & AR
179 5 &M #iett, BB ERZRITT 2&M425
b L7z, SWEREIR 3N, shen3sEiTeo
Tot, BRI IXEIZAMTOBRESI N TWIOD
T, 1 A\OBEBREIZ1&FIcO>E RBOEMICHEE
T bekot, XELEHEOHEAGDEE, AV
VI —NT U RAENTE,

| KB L 2 RAEE RIRRIC AT T B85, 9%
HETIE, XENBERSNLANICHBORTINERE
N, HEEOEH EFERFCXEOEEIYD 2175 2 &
Ko sz, £, CRTHEOPRICHFERSER
ENT, FDNTAHEE, bWk 7T HEIERL TR
TRENTz, ISLIE 1#, SOA B2 Tho7z. TRT
DOHEFENERSINDS &, FO CRT EHOFIIZER
ABNHBE L, ZOIHRRBRCXEORRVIED 51
7. WEERE X Z OR, B BoR S Wi MEED RY R
FLass, XEFEESINVEET L8ROI
Vo, NWEOETRSMKT T 5 L, FBRE LV EREKSF
Eah, FTHEORIEARTL L, RIIXED
WEICET 2B RET 5 2 ek ohiz, B
1, B&MOBBENICIE, “1IREE L 2 REERY
ERFEITVAANVERRT 2 5517 B mahi:, B
12, 1 KERRE L 2 KGR R FIRFICTT S “EREERIC &
DR EIITRT Uicth, 2 K@ EBMTIT o7
BORERRIET 2 72912, 2 BEORYIFAREN
BT 3ETT ofTbhnik.

S

1 REREORIE SHEBREOSEMFICBT 2 3HT
DOFEE | KFEEDOFEHR & L, Figure 11ZR L7z,
WRERETE X S0 2 BN THBMT 21To 72 £ 2 5,
WERERE, SO FFIRBZNZNERD Shie (R
=B, F(1,28)=30.00, p<.001; &, F(2,56)=
19.56, p<.01). HEEER L FKHFORXAERBER L
RO oo Tz, WEREREO ERIRITED s hie
DTCEEFC OV THEMBIROMEZIToT2 L 25,
FTRTOEFITBWT, HEORBEIILEDZN L
DHYEBICBWIERHLLER ST (DT
p<Ol), Fl, SWEEE T 2 BMZIROBE
DOFER, HEETWE, SHESEOREIZEEG, 5%
: BERY2EEE, A, BAMESESOESRIRI AL,
7, |RFINIZREC A7 T) — By 28H, SHEMCENL
FHEENEFNFNEELEVW I LICEEL, EBRESICE-T
FREIMER S Nz,

Table 1
The mean percentage score of the serial recall task in
each condition (SDs in paretheses)

Single task Dual task
Easy Difficult Easy Difficult
H-group 100.00 93.33 100.00 74.29
(0.00) (6.44) (0.00)  (10.31)
L-group 98.33 67.62 85.83 27.14
(3.45) (7.24) (10.28) (9.43)

HFozhzhi D bEBICE S B>/ (WwFhd p<
01 28, B&tr#EHoMcERLRZRR DN
otz —H, LEETIE, HHISE O RS T8
H, BE&oFNETNLD Y, FIZHEM O IXH
ZEOZFNEID AEBRICEVW I ENRENTE (WTh
by p<.05).

2REBEDORKE 2 KEETH 2 RFIFERETIE,
FERIELLSHEL, POZTOMNERDEELZLOR
L7z, R, EEXRE LT Table 1IZRL7,
H O SWHRENE WIEERE2E/05, LELOE,
ISR L DE AT 37201, ZEFEEORETO
SRIERE, 2 KEE% BIRTIT - 12358 ORRERE *
FNZ LT, WEREREXGRED 2 BRTHESIT E2{T-
7z,

F9, TEFEORR T, WBREE, FMHoEX
RERER LRSS (HERER, F(1,28) =66.36,
p<.0l; 5, F(1,28)=169.54, p<.0l), % 7z, #
EREEE L BEORHIEARER Cho e (F(1,28) =
25.88, p<.01). HEREFEFEOTZIRNERD 572D T,
BN R OMERTol- & 25, HHE, SHELY
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2, HEB LI bEBECHREN SV Z ERD
Stz (WFRbd p<ol), R, HHT2 XREE
TolE, HHRERE, FEL VARLFIRIAD
5 (BB E R, F(1,28) =58.03, p<.0l; # &,
F(1,28) =126.63, p<.01), HERER LFEDOLT AL
HNEETH - (F(1,28)=48.25, p<.01). H&E
ZRNC U7 BMSIROREDFER, HHEECTIIHEE
DEBRILEBOZALID BARCEVI LRI
72 (p<.001) 3%, BFRETRHEOMCERELER
FEHwohkhol,

z =

B, B, HOTRTOEMET, HEO X EHRF
BES LEOZR LD bELRY, £ OXTHE
EHFEEL, 22TH RSTOXEHMEE S 5 £ (K
B3 2 2 L DFES & Iz (Daneman & Merikle,
1996) .

ETRREED 2 KRBT h 5 RYFEFE» 5%
JrEELHELE LETHNLER, mMETIEENR
WNEL BT LS o7ed, HER, RIIFEFED?
R THIEELVREG Th IGE L RBREOHBERIT
5 EWTET, Lo L, LB RV EERE
DRI NTHERES LHREPHE I NG E I,
NEBBORBEN L VETT2EAMCH D I EHRS
niz.

R EEFEY M TIT o 25, BFEOKE
IHBREHETEREZIRD o T, L OWREY
4ZHF RTCICIEEE L, L, ZEFREORKT
DEREORKGE S, HEOESWEE D 4 R5%2 T~
TRHFEL-OESL, LEORBEIZFY343%
Fley, WREHETERRENTENI, LEZ
WEEM L AT C, HEORVIFEETLORTNE
s HEOHLHTOXERBREOKRBEIGRMEOZTLEE
B ER RS o TR, HENC L > TOEGENAED
EWRTO “H” D ERp o R RE L T 5,

22T, EBRLZEMUEEEZS L2 WHE 1542 HBE
L, MRERETo, BEHFLIDOBECHFENECFH
z2 515 1025, RO 13RTORYIEEREL, CEEBER
BB - 21T o 72, FORE, 10 RIIORTIHFERES
B 72 B oD S B H AR AR A 13 SE Y 4.80 (SD=0.56), 13R5TIE
SE #7473 (SD=088) & 7 o 1o, B &M (F¥557 (SD=
0.88)), #E%fE (F495.03 (SD=081)) OFEREELETIE
4 KETHESN R fTolz L 25, FHENERELRDON
7z (F(3,42) =4.38, p<.01). SMHMOLED I DI TABRE %
Tolek T2, BEMEREEME, 10 R7%ME, 13RVEGDO
FTHOEELIVAEBCEHVWEREL R L (@54, p<05;10
RIN&M, p<Ol; 13RFUEME, p<Ol), &7, BHRMHEL 10
RHNEAE, 13 RIUEME, %72 10 BHIEM & 13 RYILAEMICIE
HEZZDIdoNEhot. TRED, HEHNC L > TOHRE
MOKEEE L COBEWE RS ok bTir%E L, HED
YEFRRIRIIEETE, S BEEZ T W EHL I
otz

o WK THREE 2 X2 Ltk 5 Th 3.

%72, HFSER BT S, ZEFEORN
EHZ, HEORBES LEOZI I bFRICKE
St BBEEAEMTITo L E LT ¥
AT RGN EEET 22 ENTE D, ZEFEORN
TIEF 1.90 RFNE T L7, RIIBEREOH A
{ERELWAEICELWEE 2 LI bODAEELEL
Jo. RALLT, #HBREL _HEREORR TITo 72 L
B2, BolRIETRIHLDBELSFETEHE
EOHEEFH L L 2B, LERIFEH3I% R
(SD=0.28), HFEIZFH6.20 %% (SD=048) TH
22 Lo, LERISCERRME LRI, HEEZ
DObDODOERELR T T, ELWIER bRFLT
BLIEDBHETH > T27-012, HEEOKBEIIZH
BEOZnIDbELLEZ-ebDeEzoNE, C
OFEFRIL, HEZ LB L D EARNICRFRENEN
TiEW3 D0, BIZFERHEROKRKNO A TIEFEED
EEFHT LI LRTES, FERELOOXERHEMRET
3LV AFIWEENRL Y AT A, TRbbY—
FUORE)DWHEDEREAHL TS T & 2R
LTWwa,

7z, WEREBEMOERE, RINEEREORTH
BEDFEWHEEL T i s Ly, RSTETO
g L BEIHERR ) N — L b o B ELECKE L
P E LS BT WBEDIIR L, HEZFEZMEA
WHERED T 72V EDOA A=Y ZFALID T 5L,
DO AMIES R OERN L A ELHL Twa I &
B TwD (FIF - 550K, 2000). AEBIZB WL
ThH, LEES) N~ L2 Lo XELTEXE
DR - EREMESE 2 oG, e HERE, S
BERINTBEERY, b0k A A=Y L CHEED
TSRt oD, XEAEIINDEFEL L LF
2B EMTE S,

H BEO B FENERA LB ICEKFEL T d R
51F, BHEE»SMBEZLEL T % &5 B EERN S
LR . T RS2 EE 2605, £ TROE
ERClX, EB1 LRSI A ARAWT, CEEE
BT AIRBUIED I 5> X 2 HEE L L B CHRR
M5,

x Bk 2

WEBBIC W TRITBICEZ o Tw 2 ERE
MR LUNET 21375 %2, RSTOHE: LEFTE
EOLI IR By, ZEFEEY B TCHERL.,
MRHERE 2 [k % 2 KERE & LU CREARERVEZ v
Jo. XEFRRS 2 JGRHEOHSEICEEEZ TN,
SCEEFARIC B\ CEEEARERAE DS KR % MR ERE D R
T REOBEEENREINS EEES L. HEFEOD
CEEFRTIE, HERR L ALEEEE L D b ERAY AL
BENEEL TV IR MoNTWwE0DT
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(Nishizaki & Osaka, 2001), H EE»3ZEERED 5%
JAEEI LIV DRSS kL LTFHIENS,

B &

wWEEE ERIOERIV IH»THOMEZS
&, EEB1EEUHERE HE, LESISE) »S
L7z, &7z, WIhOHERE D 2 KFEOHE 2K
ST 570D FHERICISIL TWin-o iz,

RERETE MEBRERE (HFE LB XM (-
#.5) O2BREAEEE L, WEBREROERIZ
HHERERTH Y, FEERIIHEHRENERTH -
7.

RESAFE | REREIIER | RS EEO X ER
fRFRFEE U, IEEOBENRE S Nz, XEDFY
NFEHIE 3526 X F (SD=4.67), ¥ ERIEMIZ
73.6 7 (SD=3.02) Thote, XEERBOEMIX I
XEIZDOE 4AMTHY, 8 EHATHRAS I,

2 RFRE, BEEHEEL L, —D20h 73T
— &S CRT EEHOFHRICER SN, HHREIFZZD
HTFI) BT BEETELRTHLERLTES
HyZ koo, e ziE, “AR=Y" n»
AT I —ENEREIND L, “Yvh—, Kk,
TR, B ZrogHhofEnERan., 22
TOLEER 1 LFRRIC, HEEORL 2 ZOOFRE (#
S, DEE) BBREIN. EEETR oS
Manlen 73 —0EEEREETZ Z RO 5N
7o Bl MEZEDTEZH), BHRETEFMELE
ENBWAT Y —BEREN i AR=Y).
EXHLLEEE, bbb EETE 5B 2 KR
BOEME L TBaban.,

%7z, BEBEORTCIEFIC L 2HEENE
FERBAREEDE Z NS, ZDD, HEIEMEF
BOWIHRBOAREHET I L 2ENE L, HEI%H
TO2RPE (EFHE) dbRES N, EFHE
1, WEEHSNEZERLTWIEIET, WHREHS
DHFIETELRILZLLEEHTLWIHRETH-
7z, ZOKE, TELRFEPELL I LRQERERILIOTE
%L, TEZRIZL OFEEHBANCEL 2 L2k

1

57z,
Frx YEEFFEHIIEEERSI, XEERE

DHEMOEEZ | KREORME Lz, EFRERT
WA S | RIEE BT 5 M eififlst, gk
2 R L FRFICEIT S B R e BT, BHB 2K
PR L RIRHCRIT T 2 2 Bafb & LTe, SHERE

¢ EEMEBREOERICH > TR FHEREZT 2. o
U 20 BEEDFREZER L, 13 ADOWEE Ic—ERMNIC TS
27R0% OB EBRLCESHT L >RDL, 2L T, Hi
TELEBEREEL UTHEERIT- o, B 1 48
TEEBEBHEFYI10—1206 0, HHEEIIFHIS—6DLDE
L7z,

W3 &M, ThEn3ETT>fT-o7. Bk 1 XE
WCAMTOREINTWEDT, | AOWEREIZ 1 &
HIzoE RRIOBMBIEIE TSI koTz, XE
LERMEDOEAEDEIX, ATV —NTUAERI,
3EMOFREIZTRERTH - /o, XESERS
N5 LR, RCFESNLRICEREES DL
B, 50 HT T — BT AEEESH TN
Ko stz RN, BEETIE, XEDOER LR
W CRTHEOHFRIZH 7T —HENERsh, %
DHBETCIMCELER T2 Z B8RO 6N, XE
DEFRET LR 2 RFELKT Lz, 0%k, £
BE X VEMESTFESN, XEORNRICET 28
WEET 2 2 ENERE N, HFISEMG ORI
i, “EFFECRERELDLT, | KEEOZTLV
NNV EBEEFET S L1 CHRI N, FTe, HEE
%, BE&OBBENCIE, ] REE L 2 REE Y
ERFITVANWERHRFT 2 L5107 LHERE N, B
2, 1| RERE L 2 KR ERICXR(T T 2 B
2 Xk BEBROSFTRTH, 2 XKBEL2HEMTT- 1
BEDOEERHET 52010, BFHE, LU 2EE
DFEREESEM TR IFET T oTb k.

w R

1 REFEOBHE SHHREOSEMB BT 2 3T
DFEEZ | KEORR L L, R % Figure 212
RUTz, WEREREX M40 2 BRTHBSHT 21T 72
L5, WERER, KMEOTHENENTLRD SN
7o (MR ER & B, F(1,28) =889, p<.01; %, F(2,
56) =26.14, p<.001). WEREE: L SFHORAIERI,
BELZEANED SNl (p<.10), WHEREFHDOIR
ROFED 5 NI D TELEMBIC OV THEMSIROMRE %
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Figure 2. The mean score of the listening comprehen-
sion test in Experiement 2.



Table 2
The mean score of the word fluency task in
each condition (SDs in paretheses)

Single task Dual task
Control Easy Difficult Control Easy Difficult
H-group 16.07 15.53 8.69 15.60 13.57 8.40
(1.52) (1.36) (1.06) (1.00) (1.18) (0.47)
L-group 15.10 13.00 7.67 15.03 11.60 7.10
(2.33) (1.16) (1.38) (3.86) (2.03) (1.65)

fTotz, HHEIEGLEBEETE, HEORBEIZ L
DFNED BEBEEVWI EBHesr RS (OF
b p<Ol), BEXFITBLTRHEOMICEEZRZ
LN MoTe, Flz, SWEEBRERFICEL THME)
BOMEERITo R, HEETIE, HEIS%40RE
ZBESE, BEGOENERED Y, BIZHEHORK
BIFEEFEOZN LD BERCE VI ENRENT
(WFhd p<ol)., —F, LETE, HEFtDR
EIREESRME, HERGEOFNFREIDBERICEVI L
WRENT (WTFh b p<Ool) 2, B L 5 &tt
DRI IEERZRRD S NG ho T,
2REBENRIE R % Table 2 1R L7z, ZEH
DR T ORERAE, 2 KRR E B TIT o I E
Oz TN, WEREE, FEO 2 EZERTHE
S EIT-oT. 23, ZEREORR T, HERE
B, SEOFHENEELRD 5N (HERER,
F(1,28) =6.60, p<.05; &8, F(1,56)=13324,
p<.001), WEREREEEOREMEMIIER & XD
ST, WEREHOTMENED 5NIzDT,
BRI O W CHMBIROWRERITo 72, i, K&
UHBETIE, HEZLFEL D DAERCHE SV
ZEMNREO SN (BRE, p<01; HERE, p<
05), HEHFE T, MEFOMCARLZEZEITD s>h
otz i, SWEBREEHIC OV TORMBROMKR
EORER, HEE, LEE b2, HHEHFRETO 2 RERE
OESEIISEE, #EREoThTNLIY b, FHRER
HEREE L ) QB ICEWI XL E R ST (W
b p<ol), :
Rz, BT REFEEIT- R TH R, #
EREEE, MEOFMRNER LD oLl (HEE
OF(1,28) =19.63, p<.00l ; 3¢ 5, F(2,56) =
212.46, p<.001), MHEDKEERIIERE L IZRD S
Nixholz, REROEMZIEDORE DR, Fif
RE, BERECIRHER LEL D bAERICKES GV
ZEeBnmENT: (BRE p<Ol HRE p<
05). L»L, HEEFEETEmEOMICEREZIED
S hote, iz, WEEBERNICHMBIROMRE %
Tolzb 22, MWBRERL biZ, HEHRE FHR
HEH, #EREOEICEENMET T 2 2 LR S Lz

(WFhd p<ol),
x =

BEIgt, ROSEMETIE, HEEO X ERMBRE
NLEEOZNLIVVEECEL BB I LIWREN,
EER 1 EFARR, L OEITHIREIRFT 2R L K-
7z, L L, BEEHFTEEREFMCERLZIHAD
sh o tz, HERZHGISRG, &5t #EERGD
B BB SET L, 2 KEREOHSE O
237, KA LEETIE, SHISM o XEEER
BB S, BEHFOFNIDLERCEVLOLER
S7ehS, P& LEFFCERRERIRD SNkiro
7o, LEEOSCEHMRIL 2 KEEOHG B B 22T
BipolztEZBEZONS,

IIT, HEEL LBOXNEHEHM@EN 2 XRRETDH S
SEAEBE, S YO L nEEEZ T 2, FBEEHR
BEOBBICERAL ALY, FTHHEIEETD 2 KH
M, ThbbEFHREOKEIL, BEMTITo15ET
b HEBEORRTY HEEE LEORBEICERERE
BRw o shote, HEMCE S BN B OHART
REXEET S &S 7EHE, TR0 ELEIIIEE
AEET NS, BEIN2HEBCEBEEL,
RST L iZEE%R b 720w I ENRBEN D, KRIT,
SR LRI L b, B, ZEREOVWIND
DRI T, HEOFEHEEREORKES LD Zh &
DEBIEL kot, —EORMNIEETE 5550
BOHZE DRI TR 3 Lo FEHEIE, Rosen & Engle
(1997) L VBES TR > TWw5, “EHFEEOWRII
BWTH, HER LE LD EEEHREORTIE
NTW2E I ERERECB VLRI NI, EEEE
BT, #73V—%5z26h2%L, ZRICEHETS
ErRHEBICEZ SN HHMr o RRMET S 2
ENEREIND, HEEZ LEICHEANT, X DEIERP
WCHBERERRE TSI EOTRETH S L BRbNS,
SEAEGUERRE L, TU5E{TR (central executive) D
BE, R REEED & BEEHR e EE S ¢ 2 0H 2
Mo Tv% (Rende, Ramsberger, & Miyake,
2002), AEEROFER S, HEORRETREEE
LEEOZNID BEICIEIZH5WVTNE I EMNRER

- Snkd
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N5, ZOIZEiF, RSTHERTWCE, V—F 7 2%
VOHFTHRICHFRETROBENE W E T 2 TR
(Baddeley, 1992; Just & Carpenter, 1992) % E:L T
W5,

HERMTIE, | KEEETH 2 CEHFERE O REN
HEfL LB TEHREBE T b Ebo ¥, &
HEREORBEIEI HEO AP EL oz, ZORR
b, LECE L CHBIEEEREONHE S EN
T2 L2EMTF2bDTHS, Tho5DT Ln
5, HEOXEHE T, BHEEHEEIERT % X
57z, REAGCED S OMBEEENTK & 2 HE 2RI L
TWwarEWZ 51255,

REEE

FE 1 TIIRYIFEREE 2 GREE LAY, #
FrREREN CEHRIC R TRE 2 HEE - LB THE
L7z, ZOFER, LEOXEEMRIT HEICEL T,
RIEEFECEELZIRPT W LN RENT:, E
BR2 T, FEAEHEE 2 KEREE LAY, B
1B & LB B & REFIC IR T 2 BEREDS, CEETMW
WRITHRE R HEE L LEETIE L. ZORE,
H O X ZEHRIFFEEEREE» S ELZT 3
ZEMH N ST,

TRISHEAE L IRRIBRED LB

TRIFHEEE L MBHBAED W TN CEBFICERR L ¢
WD, EE 1 EEE2 OEREEDY IO 2R
Az, HMIROMEDOREER, BRI TR LERZS
St EBEFORBEICER R ENRD 5N, EER2 T
BHEOS M EHFFOBBCEREESRD b
Tz, F0Wz, S, HHERGEEOZEN L DEE
ETHIHEMFOERTWHEE LTHBL, MEE
BysZ kL.

BHREREOFEMERLTOEBY TH S, Thb
b, RYIEAFETIZ HEL 1.50 (SD=0.59), L&
T3 1.67 (SD=1.47), BAAKEE T HEIZ 3.43
(SD=091), LEEIZ1.96 (SD=2.02) Th 5. #:E
FREZINC LT, RYEHEREOTHME & FEEEERE
DTFHEICENBD SNDIMNE D t BEZTTHo 7z,
ZOFER, HECEEEEHEED THBEIEREICK
EWZ ENRENT: (¢(14) =3841, p<.001), L
U, LEETE 2 FEOBES BRI RIT T FEIC
EVNROONZLol, WTFNOBELLLEDX
BB REOT 2REN TS DT Rl EHZ
S5hb, NEEERIE T, RIVEERENERT 2
SUER L FEAEDERE S ER T 2 B D WL b 2SN b
SNTWw3, LEOSE, WINOWLHE b HR I B
MADLDTIRZNT DY, WEHREELZEL L EF
SEIEREZS>TWE2DO0d LAy, Kz, H
MOXERETIX, RINFEFEVPERT S X5 5HE

FORECld s {, BEEEEICES 212 RILE
IVEHELEF6ER2R L TWE I EMWRENT. H
FHREIXERBICBWT, ME2BERCRET S0
CRHEERE L AEONE 2 ToTw b EBbh b,
ZOESBMEN, HEOSHEFERBEOGE 12D
BROTVWBEDTHS D,

REFFCIEARIZT H B & L B#oiiE=s

XEBBIZBWT, HEL LB YD L S 2EE
DBEMEHIS S EET 20, 2BEO Y 4 7OERM
HEHZHE L BT T3 (PG, 1998).
BREEEHDOY A4 7L, —Hik “as” “gn” “n»
D7 LS EEOHRFCOAIKRET 254 FDOER
ThHY, flFE “BE” “CDLkII” Lo R EE
DHLERDZIATDEDTH -T2, EBORER, H
FL 2 KFEEPR SN NEHRICER T L DTE S
TV—F T ARVEENVLRL %D L, BEODIAL T
DEMICZEBET LI ENRENT. “B¥” “Lo
EOWK” Lo EMIEET 20121, AT
(FEEF) Do TwHFEFAL, HLIANX
NIBIREMA T 2UERLETH S, Zhix, K
FroBONTHRE-HKLTHBY, HEOXEH
FRIZIAFSBEICIRE L 72 b D TId R <, BEHMOME
MEDHREZ LI VEDCFAL w3 w23, %
Tz, NEBOE, LEZHBICHRTXDO 7 +—%
AWSZTLEENKENI LN REINTWS (B
B - 76 I8 « /N R - 5% B, 2002; Osaka, Nishizaki,
Komori, & Osaka, 2002), H ATy —7 v
NEEDSSCERDOPIL E 5B T 4 —h RSB B 254
T, SFEFELZT R ole, 7+ —h A 3FH
FURNWEERT2HDTHY (FEWEM, 2002), #
DRI T RHEEE L & DBROMBBLETH 5,
H BB IO B AL 21TV, AIYICEWRE R DO
LEITOWELZOT, FRTREY =5y MNERT +—
A ABOLEDP E Vo TR ERICEEL2Z T Rd >
leeFEzZohbd, 6D S, KFFROEE
Z, HEC LEOZZ, X VBRRBRELEMCIER
UNEHBERED SNLEDENDETH S LEEHOT
BIEMTESRESS,

T—F 7 A VHEOREZED—ATDH 3
Baddeley 1%, &L, TEY T 14 v 7Ny 7 7 (epi-
sodic buffer) EWISH L WS LA HESHEDY —F
YT AEYVET VA TS (Baddeley, 2000,
2001), COY AT A, REGEREZ —KIOEEL
LTHLOWRMEES 2ED, #Fs 22 L%k 2
Y AT LA THE EBESNTHS, Hiz, —K#Y
BBV AT ATHOVRBY AT LA THBEHEL —
7, BRZEERA v Fo8y s &, EHEE? S O
WESRRL T — P ORI 2 LM TH 2, 2
DY AT LFPRETRICE>Tary ba—L I,



EHNREODE2BUTCT 7 L AWARETH S EF 2
>hb, DD, SFIFHY —ZALLERBED L
SIHEEINT—oD—E LItz Y —NE2/ED LT
B EV)RAETEORREHEL T3,

ZOEMS RS L, FBEEREIIFRETROHIC
BEET2DTERL, BLAZEY T4 v I NNy T 7
DOEREIZX Z 5N TWARETHE EFE 2 o5, H
BEIIEY T 1 v oy 77 OBEER b IERICER
Lah o XEBRFRELSRITT LN TE LD,
LEELD QESENS CHETE S, 2L, AW
ROFER» S, ZORBEIC OV TERT 2 I LIZRA
TH 5. FIZ Ericsson & (Ericsson & Delaney, 1999;
Ericsson & Kintsch, 1995) 1%, V—Ff> 7 X ) I E
B EAEE s kB Th 2 L, RV —F>
7" A%V (long-term working memory) &\ &
BRELTW, H2EREOREEIENIEYL SFE
FBHmER U E 2 2 L2t & 5 EFEAL
TWw3, 2L RBE»S, HEE LEOZERS
RUEWMRIEZSDEZZ2RY 20, 5, HE
CLBOELRIBRZHEIIZOICIE, oD
AESAEZ, RUEEEBOREIOERZCIODWT LG %
Mz 52 En®EEND,
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