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Go / No-GoEEREIC & (T 2 R MR & & UtargetRl B ERFEED
TEERICEAT 32 BEREORKENFE
—FBEXRMB/ SEHMHEERFLIVCEEEERO-OOERNFTE L T—

FRH  ZEMET - mOIL AT - wA B - g BOC
—k BwE-EH B

AD/HDERLDRIZ L o TiREDevent ratedMEF B L IZR 2 2B 2O Z L 28
RENTE 2, ARIFZE Tlevent rateZinter-stimulus interval (ISI) & target#l#E
TRFEER (target probability ; TP) DOMIEIIZHT TENS OMEAERH 2 L72. /D
F24E, 44, 6FELAOBRENHRE Lo Go/No-GoifEHIZBWTISIER & LT
500ms33 & U°3000ms&efF 2 e L. TPERE & L T20%. 50%3 & UF80%%M & BtE L
720 TOMER, BRMBLIUBFOEDOL T —IZx L CISIOREIVFEZDO T TE
72D Z EDIRENTZ, M2 ERIZEAVISINE WTPERAIZ B W TS & 188 L 7255,

PR ZeeffortiC X Astate regulation O AR ZFBWISIAH - 72 & E 2 b,

—J. /A

4]

26 AR IZFCISIFEVWTPERHEICBWTBFOXDO L — 2 MINS & 7-2% EED
BHTHDHION reffort AMET L2720 E 2 Shiz,

F— - 7—FRBEERE  targetil BUERHER

tion

1. MELBR

wERK ZEEEE (AD/HD) #f5ils
FABGIEEMICRTCESEMM. NER. HE)
HDONEICEEB L TE /2o TETIXAD/HDOD H
R 7 BRI SO HIH T 5 & 3 % Barkley®
PEw (Barkley, 1997) 2WEH ST Twize 20
Barkley# w2 X 5 & AD/HD D H A B R E I
FISHHIOAETH Y. ISHRlOAEIZ LD
FOBBEDES T, FUSEBIEFMEL LR\
DIZETEREIMB e SNz L LT
27 ) T OBarkley DB EIZHEMILL 3 X TH
5L oH D B Y ISHH O EZ AD/HDD

R PN PN VYN G S g R R
*RERFEN T 2 5 —SETEIVNER
PHFA T LT B/NEAL

g&

effort FREKEEE state regula-

—RNERTH S LT HEZFICBEMBH IR
TETWwW5, 722 21¥ (1) AD/HDORFEX
L3 Ld RnHHoMETIE 2w E T 50198
(Lijffijt, Kenemans, Verbaten, & van Enge-
land, 2005). AD/HD® UGHIHIOME &L w9
FVJLLAEEDTORETH S &5 5058
(Konrad, Gauggel, Manz, & Scholl, 2000), (2)
OB o fEIZ T LA AD/HDIC BT 5 K
Pkt E ITABEORBM TII Ve T
AHF%E (Albrecht,
Heinrich, & Rothenberger, 2005; Banaschews-
ki, Brandeis, Heinrich, Albrecht, Brunner, &
Rothenberger, 2004). (3) FEITHEREDMEIX
LT LHBRBOSNT (Jonsdottir, Bouma,
Sergeant, & Scherder, 2006; Scheres, Ooster-

laan, Geurts, Morein-Zamir, Meiran, Schut,

Banaschewski, Brandeis,
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BEH e - Al

Vlasveld, & Sergeant, 2004; Sergeant, Geurts,
& Oosterlaan, 2002). EATHEEEOMEIZL L A
IR EEEICBWTLVEETEANTH S
&3 BHHF%E (Geurts, Verte, Oosterlaan, Roey-
ers, & Sergeant, 2004). (4) AD/HDODR}EIZ
BRI M~ D ENM (van Leeuwen, Stein-
hausen, Overtoom, Pascual-Marqui, van't
Klooster, Rothenberger, Sergeant, & Brandeis,
1998) R InH¥M R L2 & /-#MIEL TH 5
state regulation® 38 (Banaschewski, et al,
2003; Borger & van der Meere, 2000) . J&E —
EBHOBWE=5 ") > 7 OMEICH S DT %
W k3 5052 (Banaschewski, et al, 2004)
RENBITOLNE, T9H LI2HFTAD/HDOA
EEOMEIZBMEE T 2SI AONS
(Kenemans, Bekker, Lijffijt, Overtoom,
Jonkman, & Verbaten, 2005; Nigg, 2005), &
5 HHERAD/HDRO IS HHIOMEEL S h
TELAEIZOWTERWER (BH - 7l -
EA - M - W - — F - B, 2006a ; Fuji-
ta, Maekawa, Miyamoto, Kakizawa, & Futaka-
mi, 2004) X, BEET—F I AEY (G
H - Jill - =4 - #iliiE, 2006b ; #EH - H5i)ll -
HA - Al - B, 2005) OHE> O BRE &
Ty AD/HDOAER. SHHE X EAT
FERE Dt — B BB IZ RN 720F 98 2 4T - TV B,

ZhE TIZH AD/HDIZ B T RS HE o
BT TR BEEREROFROMEI R EN

A - EA B AR 8o Lk BE - RE OET

T &7, L2 LBarkley#im Tl DMNE DT
BT Rd ol TOEZHREITLERE
TV & L TSergeant 5 {Z & % Cognitive-Ener-
getic Model (CEM) #%EH &+ 5 (Sergeant,
2005, 2000; Sergeant, Geurts, Huijbregts,
Scheres, & Oosterlaan, 2003) , CEMiZBarkley
O RSP B R & 12 AD/HDMFZEIC B W TH
BHOHHLHBET NV THS, CEMIZARD
THEHLEE EAE %2 K % { management/executive
function (EF). state® X Ufcomputational
processD3DD L RWIZHITTwW5 (Figl)o
statelZitarousal, (motor) activation. 3B X
Wefforth & E N b, state & IZHIE R KIS DAL
HZEODDTIEI R, Zo60nERTHEME
AT 5% (energetic factor) TH %,
processidencoding. central processing. re-
sponse organization % & ., FFRe SOt DAL
ZDLDTHbH, EFEIZZNS % HARITH
WTAERTHSD., CEMOERIZ (1) process
#EFB & Ustate L KB L7284, (2) state reg-
ulation{Z 2> Tprocess® AJJHI & WMz #
nEHn LZzarousald L UF (motor) activa-
tion® 2 DOz M8 L7z, (3) state reg-
ulationlZ > Ceffort & \» 9 executiveZs I &~ b
O — )L & AR 2 ks SRS 2 e L7z
ThrbrtEzZONSE, ZOCEMIZHED X
AD/HD®state regulation & process?® # H. Bt
PRI AL IISHOBMELEZLNTVES

Management / Executive Function ( EF )

Effort State
Arousal Activation
: Process
Encodin Central Response
9 Processing Organization

Fig. 1

Sergeant 512 & % Cognitive-Energetic Model (—#Btt%s)
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(Sergeant, 2005) o

CEMIZ D { $ERMFE Tldevent rate& LT
FHERORIBERIE (nter-stimulus interval
. ISI) % (motor) activation®ERIZX§ % FE
BRBEE LTITo 72 DA% <. AD/HDIE
I WISITREZTIVEE S N EWISI TR E
BATOMK T35 7% &, AD/HDRICHE W TISIO
MBIEFREGRLRLIEIRENTEL
(Wiersema, van der Meere, Roeyers, Van

311

Coster, & Baeyens, 2006; Scheres, Oosterlaan,
& Sergeant, 2001; van der Meere, Vreeling, &
Sergeant, 19927 &), L& L. ISLIZFED I
(motor) activation @I \ZxF U CTYEH T % 2%,
B—IIZBERE AT TH 5 arousal DI I
WNLUTIERT 5133 CTH5H, 72 (motor) ac-
tivation DB IZ/EA§ 5 ER & L Tldtarget
B 2 RFEZR (target probability; TP) 2% Z
53, AD/HDRIZEWTPEMAIZB W TIERE
BRBFBNWIZ EARENRTWS (Losier, Mc-
Grath, & Klein, 1996) . & 5IZISIS TP 14
WX o TIIERNEEICERLY S 2 5720ef-
fort BRI LTHIEHLI B EFZZHN
Ho EES (BHS, 2005 bEEET—F~
7 AERETH Hn-back (n=1) FHEIIBW
TBFL2Z05 -2 RIBIIEAEIES
AD/HDWRZ#HE L7z T D &idn-back
(n=1) FREDOFEREEEHE 72O IZAD/HD
WRDeffortZWMS L LR EZFRFE-722 L AT—
HehreEzohl, MEoZ &5
AD/HDIR ®state regulation% & 2 5 Bz,
arousal, activation. B X Ueffort®D EK % B
THIEIZLTLLWEETIE W2, 4%
SEOMEMEHZHELP,ICT A EHPBEITR
HLEZEZbhb,

Z 2 CTANFE TIESEATHIZE Tevent rate& &
M 7zinter-stimulus interval (ISI) Zhl 2 Ttar-
gethl B B R (target probability ; TP) @
FERZREL. JUCKRB XRS5 — 12X
TH5ENODOMEEHZRE L7, ISTICIE
arousal % TPIZ iZactivation Z IR FL A 20 e & 8
720 Go/No-GoiRHIZBWTISIERHE LT

500ms¥ & OF3000msSeffhZ i€ L. TPER &
L T20%. 50%8 & U'80% 5% itwE L7z,
AD/HDRRH#EEE (LD) WBoMeHE RE L [
—DEBERICTHREZ ZITT LB, REER
DT ¥, targetFlEERHER R FUMHE & v
o TR MEEM R EIZOW T, F—D4&UtT Tt
BHEELAD/HDRETED LI IR EZ LD
A FEEERITION L CREE R RES oM
AEDLEIIREEIREEAD/HDRETIZELR 5D
. S HICAD/HDEORERITE ZET A5
W ED L) REEPLELRDON, vyt
T 500N E T AL EHEY
ELT, /NFE24E, 44E, 6 EADREIREL
WFFextg & L7z, ISIB X O TPOMEAEH OF
FEW MG %8 LT, state regulationiZ BT %
arousal. activation. effort®ME/EHAB X K
IBREBLUOBFOEOL T —HIIKMEINS
process & DELEIZOWTHRET 217 o 720 BEH
BEICBWTHEIE LAV E 2 5 B EE O A
Gbeai L. AD/HDIE. LDIRD 7z 03t
BEHR L L TOEEERIT- 72,

I. 5 &

1. MREHLCERLARZ

BN FROBEARICIEETLIEFTIRED
HIEC/NER 2 EADILIL, 4 EEDIVLB X
N6 EEDIVEZENHRE Lz AHZEDRTEN
LRI 12 B I HBER PR A BRAE
FHRRISEME R E RO REE I, P18
F1H~3ACEENERICTEREERL
720 EBOEMIZELBNIREB L ZFORE
F Tt U CHIENA OB 2 4T W ATSES NIt
T AHREEEZHET

2. FlEELUFHEE

J—t%var (Apple Computerftt#Mac-
intosh PowerBook G4) DA FHIZEFED
Fol 3LiE 71l owvwFhr—H22RL0
720 MDY A X1Z134 > 9. BEDOFZEE X
800X 600K 7 LI & Lizo BFlli#ixOsaka”
+ ¥ FTHA XIZ60KRA >~ b & L7z, W& IED
HoOME»SHEET CTOHBEIZSB X #50cmT
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BEH M- A0 A - EAR Gl mE Bor- Zk B RE OET

Hy., BERiBoRMmITs L £1.60° x1.15°
Tdholzo HIEMERKFHIZ400ms & L7z HE
BRI HERM [+ 2400msER LIER
JHR L FBR IR Z E#IT 5 BN TERRDE
REOE IS E BR L7z, EHREOTA
1B L ZHA080° x080° & L7
WEOHL ZOHENOID FIZ ) — F Xy
aVEBEE, NRBEZOHORNICER L7
Bro [1] 2GokliEs LEFD [ 0] %No-
Gofilli# & L7zo GoRlIPIZx L TDAINY ¥
IRTADERY e WKL 7ZTHELS LEEIZS )
v 73T hHIEERDI. MMOERERE (IS
inter-stimulus interval) B X Utarget#illilid 2
TRFEZE (TP; target probability) % Z# &
L7720 ISHIZ DWW T3000mse B & UN500mss:
o 2 52 FE L 720 TPIZDOWT20%5 1M
50%% B & U80% 5D 3 St 2R L 72
MELAMIIISIE TPOMA G LY TEMRE LT

2xX3=68Mttiol B&Mt1 Ty 2 F
DFEML, 171y 72D XISIN3000mssk
12305847, 500ms 5 IE50RATIC & D HERE &
n7zo

3. BRBLUHR

RKAT Z L ZGoMI BT T B RS KERE. & 5
B R B IERISE L RIS (BFD
EDLT—BIURELDOLT—) ZREEL
MRIBZ L ICEHRIGEER (ms). RIDKHE O
EENVMR (%), BF2XDLI5—F (%). B
JURELOZT—F (%) ZHEM L7z, IR
BORET L ITHAER L7z Rl—DRFERE
BWTISIER (27K#) xTPER (3 Kk#)
2 & B2EROGEG Z4T - 720

m. # 3
NG IROFEERER OISR EB L 0L E)
B, oI —F % Tablel1 IZR L7z,

Tablel &% BEOKBEELMHICBIT 5 0EE, 28R, BFoXBL0T
RE LTS —ROFHM FEIRAIZEERZE)
ISI target
probability /M2 (N=11) /N 4 (N=10) /N6 (N=10)
(ms) (%)
PUGKERE (ms) 376.11 (42.68) 318.63 (29.76) 32259 (29.98)
20 EEVMRE (%) 16.83 (8.08) 15.98 (7.02) 10.48 (3.26)
BFOXDLS—K (%) 455 (4.15) 2.08 (2.80) 0.83 (1.67)
kLo —% (%) 0.00 (0.00) 1.67 (5.00) 3.33 (6.67)
FOGEEE] (ms) 366.27 (34.97) 306.26 (28.24) 309.30 (30.34)
3000 50 EERE (%) 24.82 (17.66) 12.62 (4.18) 12.76 (3.42)
BFEOXDLT—F (%) 9.09 (14.29) 7.33 (11.72) 0.67 (2.00)
BELors —% (%) 0.00 (0.00) 0.67 (2.00) 0.00 (0.00)
FUSHER] (ms) 379.51 (95.49) 294.37 (31.79) 308.29 (32.79)
%0 ZEMRE (%) 48.08 (55.21) 18.80 (4.29) 15.80 (4.09)
BFOXDILT—F (%) 28.79 (27.61) 18.33 (15.72) 3.33 (6.67)
BRELOTZT—F (%) 152 (3.67) 0.42 (1.25) 0.42 (1.25)
FUGKEE (ms) 442.20 (55.72) 353.31 (24.90) 337.07 (40.28)
20 R (%) 20.57 (6.18) 17.23 (5.29) 13.63 (2.95)
BFOEDILT—F (%) 477 (4.94) 1.75 (2.97) 0.00 (0.00)
RElLors—F (%) 0.00 (0.00) 2.00 (6.00) 2.00 (4.00)
FOSHERE  (ms) 380.21 (25.94) 312.12 (25.29) 312.72 (35.03)
200 =0 ZENRE (%) 27.14 (12.98) 17.85 (4.47) 16.03 (4.15)
BFOXDILT—K (%) 25.09 (19.75) 12.80 (13.60) 2.00 (2.00)
RELOLT—FK (%) 0.36 (1.15) 0.40 (1.20) 0.00 (0.00)
FUGKER  (ms) 363.09 (32.00) 303.86 (22.12) 288.80 (29.22)
80 ZEIRE (%) 30.06 (21.96) 1862 (5.12) 17.49 (4.12)
BFOXDILT—E (%) 32.73 (17.63) 25.00 (17.46) 16.00 (14.28)
HEklLors—=, (%) 0.00 (0.00) 1.50 (4.50) 0.00 (0.00)
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Table 2 BHEBERBIIHT %4 T L DISIE
L O TPIZ DWW T OGS ORE R —
B (ORKEMEH, OREREVEE

ThHHILETT)
@)=
N2 /N4 Y
ISI @) O
TP O O O

QEHRE (%)

/N2 /N4 /N6
ISI O
TP O O
OBFoOEE (%)
/N2 /N4 /N6
ISI ©)
TP O O @)
ORAELE (%)
/N2 /N4 /N6
ISI
TP O

B OISR B L LSR5 0N
T —RIIT B ISIE R X TPE X D 58
DFERD—E % Table 2 IZ/R L720
1. FHRICERS SUEERHMICOVLTO

R

(1) /AE2ER  FHRISKEHRIIE LT
ISIZER . TPEROREEAPEETH - 72
(F(2, 60) =339, p<.05). ZEMREIZHL T
TPEROTZHEVAETH - 72 (F(2, 60) =
3.42, p<.05). ZEREIT DV TTukey®HDS
B X B HEILBOER. TPERRD20% & 80%
BICEBEENALN (p<.05). TP-80%TIx%Z
BB L D KRE L ol

(2) /AFAER DEHROSRBIIE LT
ISIZRB X UOTPERD ERESENENER
THhotz (FNFNF (1, 54) =563, p<.05; F
(2, 59) =9.80, p<.01)o, ISIERIZDWTISI-
500msSe - CIZEY ISR E 25 & 0 BIEE L 72,

F 72 Tukey®DHDSIEIZ X 5% H LB O KR,
TPERD20% & 50%D . B X °20% & 80% D
WicAEBREN A LN (FhZFhp<01), TP-
50%3 & O'TP-80%12 B\ T F NZFE P RS
FERIAS L e L7z ZEBRBIZOVWTIIER
EZRR o T,

(3) /N6 AR L FRBRUGKE B LT
TPEROEREIBBAETH oz (F(2, 54) =
451, p<.05)o Tukey®HDSEEIZ X 2L HILK
DFEF. 20% & 80% D [ 12 FX R E O F &
ENRHKR SN (p<01), TP-80%IZB W T
JEERRIATE DM L 72, BEMREICHR L T,
ISIZERB L UTPEROERRIPZENEFNEE
THolz (FnZFhFQ, 54) =801, p<.0l; F
(2, 54) =7.71, p<.01)o ISIERIZ D TISI-
500msSHFIZ BV TEBRBN LY REL L
720 £ 72 Tukey®HDSEEIZ & 5L HILB OKEH.
20% &£ 80% D ICEBNBREDOABRENFA LN
(p<.01). TP-80%IZHBWTEEMREA L Y K&
{ Trolzs

2. I5—FOREM

(1) M2 BFo20 5 —F TN
L CTPERDOEREIERTH o7z (F(2,60)
= 1197, p<.01)o Tukey®HSD#HEIZ L 2L EL
BORE, TPERD20%E80%, B L U50% &
B0%MICHBEENALN (FNZFhp<.001,
p<.05). TP-50%3 & U'TP-80%IZBWTEFNIZ
NBFOEDLT—FEPRINEL kol Rk
LOLTG—FRIIOWTHEBEEZRZALN o
720

(2) /INEAER BFEOXOLT—IIHL
CTPEHROERNRIPEE TH o7 (F(2, 54)
= 11.94, p<.001)o Tukey®HSDEIZ X 54 E
B oKEERE, TPERD20%E80%. B L U50%
LBOUMIZBFOXDLT —FROBEEENAD
h (FNFhp<.001, p<.05). TP-50%% & O
TP-80%IZ BV TEFNENBFEDX DL T —K
BEVEL ol RELOIZT —IZOWTEH
BEIAON o2,

(3) NF6HER BFoZ0L T — (It
LCISIER E TPEROREAEHD A LT
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BEH  EA - wi)ll A - BEAR O BE-mE #or- Zh BE-BHE OET

(F(2, 54) =548, p<.0l), RFEL DT T I
L CTPERDO ERRPEAEERTH o7z (F(2,
54) =383, p<.05). Tukey®HSDEIZ X 54 E
o ERE, TPEKRD20% L 50% O 12 Jk
LOLT —HKOFEENALN (p<.05). TP-
20%IZBVTHELOZS —FPLIDEL ko
720

V. £ £
1. BFEFICHTIISIBELUTPOZR

(1) /ANEF24E IR RUBBE B IC DWW TISIE
TPOREAEA DA S, ISIOR R IE TP M
BMCTHREABHZ EDPRINT, ISI-500msiEISI-
3000msiZ b U TTP-20% =M 2BV TRD % &
HE X E722%, TP-50%3 & O TP-80%54 CTlx &
NSRS N o 72, ISI—-500msid/ha 2 4
B2t o TTF v EOFRCEEEREMHETH S L v
A2 TNIZHLTBFLOEDOLIT—EBLIDY
BRI L TR EEA o7z BF
DEDITS —KRB L UOEEREIIH L TIETP
DERNREND ) BWTPH L & A IEFEDI DA
BREI STz, TP-80%5Ad Kt & NEE
SELHELRFHTHSL EVZ T, —FHISLIE
BOG D IFfE S R ZEwEICEE L ol Db
D Z & H HISI-500ms B X N TP-80% 5= 13 /22
2AEWRICE > TR S TH B 25 TP-80%
ST B W TISI-500ms i AR EZEAT D IEHE S R
ZEMZERT LR 2R, RERTE
REL-EEZ BNz, F72. ISIETPAXRE.
YERZR L2 00, /M2 ERIZISTHICK
WX N BRI L2 0 OIE R RERIBA ) &
TPIZ B & N5 B ARG EY P A3 e 19 ([l 7
THEMERAZFOEEZEZ ONIZe LA L/IEE2
ERPBFEOXDOLT —RIOEEREIZONT
REERZRE Do 00, AEAERIZN
HeffortlZ & % state regulationASFEEMIZ+ 55
TIERWA, XY RERSEHTH 5 TP-80%5%
12 3B TISI-500ms i & 2 S % 70 &5 1) 8 s
arousal @ H . TP-80%<°ISI-5005 4 D AH XY
RARFEREE R OB S dleffortZ B /22 L&
Z b7z,

(2) /MEEAER D SERIZOWTREE
A% LISIB L UTPOEREVBZFZNENA L
Nizo N2 EIZRZ DISIOR I TPS
HET—HTH o7z BWWISITH AISI-500ms
S TIE SRS —RRIBIE L 72, BFOX
DIT—FRIZDWTTPOER R A L NIz,
BEMREICOWTIIABRES AL N R D 5 72,
NE AR IEIN 2 ERERIE AT (arousal ®
E) &AW ZEEFHEE (activation B TH)
A U CHEBEL., T2 FNBICHEINSE
EW R L, FEERIZ A Tstate regulationll B
W TN Zeffort BB L TW b & E 2 b7z,
EERBOR» OB, /NE4FERITFEEN I
B Z2 R R N 2 B ENE O E N O M LT
Wb EEZ bz,

(3) /N6 A L RUBKREMIC D W TISID
BREVBAONBL Bholze TOT LII/NF64E
WA IST (ISI-500ms) T - T4l
MEUHTEL-DEEZ LN, L2 LIBD
FERLEIRLZIVEELOT T —I1Z LTTP
DIRDBIA SNz TDOZ LIT/NFE6EFERICE
> TRUFEDBEO WEEEE AR A 72D % N
Weffort23 7% { « D720 TP-20%5CTHRAE L
DLT—PEU20EEZ LN, FREICE
RIS S N B O EMITR LTt
ISIBXUTPORI R RENTze SO L DHR
FE R RE DK 21T & ) Wieffort 23T LAMEY
AR EEE BB EZ T b R
FELLTWwWhEEZ BN, SHIZBFEOEXD
LT =N L CKEMERBALNT, ZDZ
EIXNE ZeffortHME T L 72 IREETHWISITH
AISI-500ms 2SI BB O AR+ S 25 &k 2
L7zt z o7z, HEREEEDRIZB W T
26 AR DISIORRIT/NFE2FEBEIZRL S
EEz bN Tz NE6RERIIBW TIRREREE
FEAML D 2R BRI I U CHHR I I < effort s
KT L EPEEL TS LEEZ LN,

2. BERORENZEL

ARG BV CTREE RIS/ E 2 FEED D 4 4
AT TH R 2 RERIBA T TH 51SIO%)
BAMET LIRS ZeffortiC & A state regulation

—110—

NI | -El ectronic Library Service



Associ ation of Disability Sciences, Japan

Go / No-Goa#BIZ 317 2 R B MR B X Utargethil M ERMEROZEAFHIZB T 2B E B EOFRENIZE

DORNDBRETAHLEEZ LN INELERD
IR RAT I 2 BRI B IRIE B O 2B
POMIMLTWBEEEZ LN, MME2FERE
6 SEIRTITFE—FEICY U CREES ENE L,
D, ZDOZ LD 6FERIZB W Teffort 21K
TEE, ZOLDEBFOEDLT—ITHLT
ISIORBEAERAPE L EEZ BNz /NEG6
FEII AN IO RE DR MR 72O i ef-
fortAMET L. %I O 8 % R E AT HVK
T3AAHMTRIFIRT L ho/zEZ LN
—F. TPOFRIIFEEWII—BLTEY., &
W ERTEEN I SOSER 2 ER T AR, BF
DEDLT—ERWMI 2, THOZLEFFW
TP H RS DactivationZ D 5 —FH T, W
M 7zeffortZ BT S L D EEZ LN, —
HISIEBFOXDLT— 12 L THEERE
ol HMEROT ¥ RIZEMTIIBFED
EDLT—2AELIELEVE VR, HWHR
IR T v RiarousalReffort Z & T b activa-
tionZ EFEBOLZ LiFhnwEEZI LN, B
FOEDLT—DHEEFHHBERDOT Y REW
o 2R ER TIE R <. & L AeffortdfKF
REETEMO LA FEileffort DK TIZ X 55
BRREWT LAEZ LNz, INERRSEER
TIXEWT ¥ ROEERBAT) Dieffort DK S
EWMOIOMEETRTHEDDLI LB RBEIN
720 NF24ERE 6 4 RITBT HISIB L UTP
ZEROFFE OB 2 Fig2lIm L7z,

3. AD/HD. LDRZ B8O /-BEREKICKT
r ¥l

ARREZEATICN T HREERD T v KRR target
B OBEE, RERSOIFEBEIZOWT, 5
RO ZreffortiC & % state regulation®DFE3E
WIS U CBIESMS R 5 2 EARBEE N,
TN TRERBEEOZEL X T S
L DRBE N, ABIZE TII/NFREEEIR I
WleffortlZ & Astate regulation?s38EM I+
GCIE 7R < BB BRI ASTRERAT & i Bh
BICHZBEED DD I DR ENT, NE
BPERTEIREVEL T ELLEICHENT ¥
ROBEPBFOXOLT - WMEEEZ &
AR E N7z, ISIORYRATWES B AR B
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Developmental Changes in the Interactions between Inter-Stimulus Interval and
Target Probability in a Go / No-Go Task: As a Normative Study for Children
with Attention-deficit / Hyperactivity Disorder and with Learning Disabilities

Hideki FUJITA, Hisao MAEKAWA, Shinya MIYAMOTO, Toshibumi KAKIZAWA,
Satoshi FUTAKAMI and Naoko FUJITA

The event rate of a task has a different effect in children with attention-deficit / hyperactivity disor-
ders and with learning disabilities compared to normal children. The event rate was separated into
inter-stimulus interval (ISI) and target probability (TP) to examine their interaction. Participants were
boys in second, forth, and sixth grade of primary school. There were two ISIs (500 and 3000ms), and
three levels of TP (20%, 50%, and 80%) in a Go / No-Go task. Results indicated that the effect of ISI
differed as a result of development. The short ISI in the high TP condition facilitated task performance
of second grade boys, because it may have compensated for insufficient endogenous state regulation.
Conversely, short ISI in the high TP condition increased commission errors of sixth grade boys, proba-

bly because of reduced effort due to lower, perceived task difficulty.

Key Words: inter - stimulus interval, target probability, effort, task difficulty, state regulation
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