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THOLNI2WEBEND D, B\RITWHWS OO FAEBRICK IR, 0O
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O 5t BB 5 (aoutoradiography) Z W7 HFZELik, AEEZE L TH -
IR O PEA . T b bR R4 (adult hippocampal neurogenesis;
AHN) AT TW D AIBHEN TR IN TE MMM THDY | BETIETE B
THZNNFEH &N TWD (Eriksson et al., 1998), Z O #EE DG O # % 5
ANEB TR I, FY - REEON LICERLZERBHERNSTS
/2 E AU (van Praag et al., 1999b), LAtk . VR~ EB ) LI B3 2 098
NHERE, E hEMRICLEMETLINEXBETIEERG LN, 144M
O REES FBEOWMEOKRBEAL MY, EMEELm L+ 52 L
23BH & /272 o 7= (Erickson et al., 2011), 7=, #EHAE O M ERHE L 2
D155 DG @ Jr Ay MLt & Z 7l L 72 /F 28 Tid, 12 @M o#E#E) F L —=27
ICE> T DGORFTMEENEMLEZ b, EHA 2 ESMKE S b
THMBHAELEZ T AN R I 4L TV 5 (Pereira et al., 2007),

CHOLOEEEEEZT D0, EE 2 L TEET S LN
LENDMN, BUE, AARATHENICETDHZITI AOHEIT 20%HF &Kk L
TW5, ZORKOOEDIZ, KITOHER - BESEFEEER T E LT
Ml S5 R ELL B oo EE) X (Pescatello, 2014), JEE)HIC & 5 & % K
U, HEEIBICARREAERT D2 00, EHEkE & e BN & 722 5 ATREME
23 & % (Ekkekakis et al., 2006, 2008), Z AUk TIZE 5 M 68 ) I 12 5 i 70 &

B (BRI, R, HE. R REBELAEmE I TRV, Tl
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W, 8 - ZEEm EcASTHY ., ToSRITEmBEES FL—=
7D REWIZ & ERE LT (Inoue et al., 2015; Okamoto et al., 2012), =
NI EHEEN LM RBEESHORFNEELMO TRT MR TH
D, EF~DBEELDFDAIETHL Z & 2mRmL TWVD,
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EREOONDIZ OV TEHMABRIIA SN TRy, WEE 2 5 T PR 58 3
(MTL) fEIKIZ, HAKEEHMAL AR b Y — RiglE (HkRFICHT
HiLlE) 2 VAT AERRLTCEBY, WBHIZZTOREE L THIEL T
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TDIWICHE RN =Gl FFEIN S EREEZH - TS, Thid, UL
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EEXIATLEY, EEARACEBESZISECT LR TPRIND
(Yassa et al., 2011c), EE 2R ¥EE DG DX % — U SHEREZ E D D50 E 9 I
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LI MRIEE 2 RBEMICERTILERSD, WY 7 NV=T KRET —
NA LD Stark B IE ., N F — Sy BERE O F8 A R AR e R AR E & B
. OBEO MRS B & WS T AT K U CRRET T RE 7w AR 1 R RE
) MRI {5 (fMRI) % ff 2 L 7= (Kirwan et al., 2007b; Bakker et al., 2008;

Yassa et al., 2010b), TN ZICHTH 2 & T, WHEONY — U gBECxtT %



EEIR L SN TE D,

EWII AL W~ EB R A BIET D B3, R - £7F Y X
A, BE, ORI 22T 40— ICBTHENTE R EORKEKR 1N E
BT 5720, Mo ESHRALME LIZ W, EBHTh B KoM R E
BRAET 212013, BB OEE) 217 5 Ak T, WMoOAEHR, e (b & M
RO BEND D, (ER BT, — @D 10 55 [# o o 58 T E B % |2 /i 5
ATEF (RIS AMAIER) 2340 5 FEATHERE M 92 2 & & . MEREMYIE RS0
J67% (functional near infrared spectroscopy: fNIRS) I K5 =2 — 1 A A —
YU 7 ¥ETH S 92 L7 (Yanagisawa et al., 2010; Hyodo et al., 2012), =
I%. Stroop 7 A b O EHZAT R O I it B BE & VAo b D G B R P IfL O s
BLLTHRITZ LM T 2b0Th o, HEHT 2 & 2 OMFEIRE D H K
L., ZH & RFFICRBERMAR S m U7z, [FER O 2h SR I3 K 58 B E )
(30%VOspeak) THHEZR S TV 5 (Byun et al., 2014b), % 3 FE5EH 1= L
L — WA R AT BA AT B sE M L O s & 2R AW T T I A 7208
Ko EEE I LV iEMILd 25 2 U > (Nakajima et al., 2003), & 5 WX K—
XX Vv (dopamine: DA) fE®)MEMF LR (Hattori et al., 1994)D B 5 234 E &
nNs, ZH75LE - BHEORBEEH I NLLOMBEEHL %2/ L T DG
DNZ— o E b LSS REEIE TS d 5. RIS, KR EES IS
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R EZRE L, FIRITE &, K OA B FERE S & FEL R E e o Btk
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HEDATENFEAR) IS M F T 28 (WHPEME 2) . &M B MRI 2 T — @tk
O R K 58 A 5EE B 23 B L RE R R A IS B L CTHiESS DG O #hfETE B & i o0 D
(WFFERRIE 3) Z Rt L 72,



1. BEOREBEBVRTLAENRI—VSHE
1—1. BRELAQAEEOHESE

55 (Hippocampus) 1. WHRIMAIZEHE (medial temporal lobe: MTL) @ H1.l»
PIZALE L, KM% (limbic system) O —FIZH 2> TW5b, & hDOifE
Bix. 2y 7 b ALK ELTHY  /AELD SO EED /S
BEOREITHD, WEIX. HIRE (dentate gyrus: DG) & [H A ¥ &

(hippocampal proper) 75V . ZALICZBEEE L 721555 S (subiculum, ¥ff
BHaEbWI) &z 7= ik % # 5 K& (hippocampal formation) & Ff .5
(Martin, 2003), [& A ¥ & 1X. Lorente de N6 (1934) (2 X YV CAl~CA4 D 4 >
OFFEIICE I NN, BLE T CA4 Tl REIF LI D, —RIZ,
WHRESHI>HEICIE DG LEAWMELZAOLELHEBREZHE T2 &R Z 0N,
IRFICIIMREEZBE T b D, ATk, Uk, HCIER LS 556
R KRERET b O LT 5,

DG & [ AR O 2 e M iE 1% 2 v 2 28R I (granule cell) & & {4 FH i
(pyramidal cel) TH Y . L bIC T V¥ I VEBEEHMEMME TH S (Llorens-
Martin et al., 2014), ¥EBIC AT T2 E 2 REK X, RN LY (entorhinal
cortex) DH U EZ /KA & L, MHEMZ T E L THWEIC AT 5 H @

(perforant path) T& U . DG IZHRHF T M & CAS ICEEKRKN T DK
NN D, DG ORI AN Lz B@Hix., SBIREHME (mossy fiber) (2 X
ST CAIITIERABLND, ZOERBMEDKKD CAZ HEAMIL L kT 7

AT BE R TSI R RS o BPR RIS VT REER L TWD Z
ED D, CAS OHERMIZ R N ICHOMI LN TEL7EBEV T TR

(detonator synapses) 7”& & FEIE4L 5 (McNaughton et al., 1987) , CA3 O

ML, B EHRECLD2BNEENLDOAN L, BERBHEICE D DG D



DANZEZIT D, CAZIE, WhisR D —# % CALICEHT L5 (v >y 77
— k2 : Schaffer collateral) . 2 < DR %2 A & O MW 2> THEE T 2
FCIEMANEZ  (recurrent collateral) ki L TW5, CA3 726 CAL ICHEI#EL -
BHRITMEHEXHEZ N L CEHAREOEN VIBICHRRE-> T 5, 2D L)

LTS CIEMREEIROL—T 2R L TV, #EFEK (Hippocampal
circuit) & FEIXH %,

MTL (2%, WS & RN EZE oz, BJE KZE (perirhinal cortex) & i
5[\ f2 & (parahippocampal cortex) 23 5, MNEE~DOD AT OB LZ 3%
D2 T IRERE EEEGREEZEL D OMRELEH TH D (Squire et
al., 2000), M J& Bz B 1 A HMAIRL N B2 o~ RS PR [E] B IR R IS NI N 2
HICHE L TWD (Witter et al., 2000), & 512, MR JEEE &S B E T

Ebico L OFEHEENGORFEZ T TWDLZ b, WBEITKA
HiIck SEREOHEREKRZ T 22 LA TE D (Fig. 1),

— PRIEIZEEE(MTL)

BEE —

rc

] CA3 — CAl

i

B A [E](DG) S 55 2 B (Sub)

pp

pp

— R P97 E(EC)

N J&] B2 (PRC) 7B EE[E(PHC)

SHTA. fAISE. HUSAIE (EAE)

T1

Figure 1. Neural network in the medial temporal lobe (MTL).




Note: MTL=medial temporal lobe, DG=dentate gyrus, Sub=subiculum, EC=entorhinal
cortex, PRC=perirhinal cortex, PHC=parahippocampal cortex, pp=parforant path,
mf=mossy fiber, rc=recurrent collateral, Sc=Schaffer collateral. Adapted from Squire

et al., 2004.

1—2. BEOHFE (EHRKELERMER)

B, FHFEE (short-term memory) & EHIFLfE (long-term memory)
RSN D, mHEEICIE, ARG (immediate memory) & {F ¥ GLIE
(working memory) 2" F £ 5, HIREREIZ. e F2AZAHE LA OFRO
b, Bk bic#ichkFInERELH T, MEEZT, a5, FHhz
SRS THrOHEPBLUNICEBR»OWHZAELN, BEIMICHEYIRLEET
D ETHEIICOEs TRETLIZENTE, CNEFEEXREB LIPS, FX
FAREELTRFETELOIHERIIMOENTEY, BLETOOFEMNRFTE
%D DI TH 5D (Squire etal., 2000), I O FLAETIx, MWFLIE & EMGEEIT.
HICEHENPOLBEE TCORFIHHOBVWNALX S TEDLZ LD TIERL, A
ZHAUNO T HORERBE Tho7mE L TH, AR BEEXDE L
LTHRFETELIARBEABMATVWEY  ERECoOERBICAME (FFFHENR
LD) Thol), HEFICEPTTHRENL A2V T DHAITIT. RYELE
WD Z L1277 % (Jeneson et al., 2012),

£ WG, Bk 528 (Declarative memory) & FE B iR 52 1% (non- Declarative
memory) (23 b, BORREIZ., 612, HEEGHT & B L 722 # A
etk FICHE T 528 Y — N (episodic memory) & . %3 O &I B
T 5 EWKFEE (semantic memory) 27 64, WBHEZH.0 & L7z MTL 2842
. — . EBRRFEEIT. FRERE. ST I WK T, FE
EETFENOMY . MEESLRKMEZE., K. N2 E o REERs#HE >

(Squire et al., 2004) (Fig. 2),



w5
FEHAECIS RHEAECIE

BIRFECIR 1EZEEC(E PR sRE JEFRRECIE

]
TEYV—REE BIKEE — FREEIE

- ISA=2Y
— ML
L IpEASSs

Figure 2. Categorization of memory.

Note: After Squire et al. (2004).

BRI LI 1T 2 MTL O EEME PN EAICHR B S Lo 0iT, REERSE
HM.DOJEHFIZ X 5 (Milner, 1972), HM.IZ 27 DK, CTADNAVREBEDOZD
> MTL Z81BR LTIk, HE OB SEZRBIE L7, ik, S#HFME. ¢
EHEEMDLT. DOLYIERZFICLI2EREEHICEE T 220 T
SR o, =, AHRECHMELBEIRFSINZEETTHY . MW
RENDOEELHREEHE S AT oNRhoTc, TNOLDOBEMENL . BB
REICIE, MTL PEEARZEHZREZL TV, oRESCR MR,

TILH ORI 2 HEHEBOKETHY ., NHEATRETHDL LWV ERNLRSE

2 )7 DSHESNE 4L 7z (Squire et al., 2011),

1—3. TEYV—FRBEOAVTY I RILERK

=

MTL 3% O EN RN OMlEfS 2 &k LALE T 5 EMELZTER L. Bk



BV ERARREREZHL > TV EBEXLNTWVWD, FIEENLL AT
SRR, B, R, MR CoFWiT, RERYE - EEREEE, R’
NEBE & B IZE> THRAICERICKREG IS, bolbid i
WRRTHRBICEEDELS, . 2NHIFEAV—THEIZR > T, BHIZ

BlELF®RIT, FOTE~L K-> TV (Fig. 3),

R B

Sp—

;ﬂ:l“‘

B b

RN RE

uis

Figure 3. Hierarchic structure of medial temporal lobe (MTL).

Note: Adapted from Figure 16.1 of Rudy (2014).

COXOhMEEELREX, Y — FREBICHET 5N E RO

TN ELTMILIZBT DA T v 27 A{bH s (indexing theory) 23 A < 52 ()



AN SR TWD (Teyler et al., 1986, 2007; Rudy, 2014), Z OHiHIZ L % &,
FAREONFITWE CERIHFTREICEALNATEY, BHRIEIELELE SR
STEHWHTNCETA2EREZE/FL VD, FlxiE, 2RI, HiKE
TOMBIEE X% — 2 (a,b,c,d, e) & L TRIBEB (memory trace) % fF
. TOERIFMBHRICAN L BENO L VW EOMBRMRICEDEE
DIFE 2 —> (A) 2ERHT, TOE, HRBERL TV F T ARA
M E W9 (long-term potentiation: LTP) 12 & » THib X4, = O R, #
RETORLIEEB (a, b, c,de) 1T, MENOIEH ¥ —2 (A) 2L T
TN OERICHF S E NS (Fig.4A), O£V BEOEE (H%kHE)
AREHOMETFICH AL L, BHRIIBE M FOUUMEEFTEL2HVIED &
IRBEEEMH S CWDE XD,

IOETNLVORRKOKEEIZ., OB AN RER»ORBEEEKEZ L OHT
CENTEXDHRICHD, HEEIZBWT, bEORBREFSLL TWiEH
NE—rD—H (a,c) BDIEHEALT D E, TRABBHECEDLY ., b & ORKRR
R EALL CWIEIEE N2 — 2 (A) BDIEMHIET 5, ZOWE TOIEE D H
OHBEEIZZ 4 — NNy 7 3, §# A% — 21K (a,b,c,d, e) & FIEM
ke Z2L T, boRBeKREZHAET LI LN TES (Fig.4B), 2D
Eoh—HoEFERPLEEKZHEMELLT 27X %2, F#R LY TIEI A%
— U fi5¢ (pattern completion) & FF5 (Marr, 1971),

LOLZRns, ZOETATIE, REBEAENZLS 2D L Bl EHRiTH
EORZ LI BREREBEVICTH LA TLEY, BEERTERETZI &
T2 N THEIND (catastrophic interference), T Z AN DR & L7
MMM CRIT D 0ICIE, S — 4B (pattern separation) & FEIEH
570 ANMBEERD I ENEFAROEND RSN TE L Marr,
1971), N2 =R, =Y - FRECHELRBHE THL, LTI R

MerllfEZ ol kFLELENTNEAORSZ L L TRET D ZOICLER
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AIRBEETH D, NI — X TRETORL XL RiIGE#H N2 — %
BEHEOR W, B B IFE) 2 - L THBIC/FSLL @loA T
v 7 AEMERT H T ukv A THD (Rudy,2014), Bl 2 1E, iz & e K<
HRFEEARBRLESGSG, IRECIRHEZIEORRE MR EHE L 718 @3
% —2 (a,b,c, f,g) DEMEILT L, ZNE2WBETCOFEH A NZ¥—r (A) &
LTH S LTLEI>EAVORENFTFHLAE->TLES (mnemonic
interference), TN EZPISTe®, MR TEERERD T X L RIGH N ¥ —

> (B) ELTInakim#t s (Fig. 40).
LA

B B

Figure 4. The indexing theory of episodic memory.
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A) Memory trace formation, B) Memory retrieval from partial input, C) Distict
representation of similar experience in the hippocampus.

Note: Adapted from Figure 16.3 of Rudy (2014).

1—4. BRERELES 42—V

TEY - REBORKOBEHOO LD, OES>DFEEANDL TS RXIC
BE L -FEEZBEHTZ RN TEL2 L, T2ab bl (associative
memory) ToH D L FbiL, 1970 FRITIT., T EEB T HMREIKICD
WTWL OO AR EN S (HFIE—,2007), Marr (X, $h58 %
HEoMRERIZCT7 4 — RNy 7 35 KEME? B CEMAREE (auto-
association network) & L T< 2 & T, N¥ —UHiENEBETEDH I L%
R LI, SHIIC, 2ORBHIZIZK T 5 B AR 8] B~ o A $5 o fh % e
WX D AN—Ra—F ¢ 7 (sparsecoding). T 72 b B3N — BN, il
EFOR LI REREODRRASCKEEBEO LEX 2T, REBEAEZ BN
mEEsZ &b BEEINT Marr, 1971), ZO#% ., T 5 % EBLT 5 k&
LT, S CA3 OKEIMEE A % — it . BE DG O R ia g »»
LEOBEWRBMaN RN = JEfEH > T D I ERHRVWTRESINL
(McNaughton et al., 1987; Rolls, 1987).

B — MR NG — B MRS O CA3 KT DG TirbiiTWnWbd Z
LR EBRIICHENO DI, R 2BEE T ToOL M (place sell) @ %k
WNE =Vl iDL N TH L, KD CAl, CA3, DG IZFET 5%
Fraiiaid, W@E ., B —BRE F TR L9 RRBEAAY — 0 2R T2, SR

DOEAL, MU TOLREDOLLIZ IV BRI AAANZ - 2RI 2
ENHLNTEY, 2% HEE (remapping) &9, CAl T, ANIE
Ww(EEHAITERE) 2BBENICEZXD ., TS E TEMBRWICHEED
B ZDEE (BRKARNZ— o) WY 5, ZOEMBNREITK L T,
ANEBROBEBNOFNCHEKANE = PNHEVEMLLRTNIE, THITEL
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Wo o> THREDIFEERZ = 237, "2 — gD rs R L
TWDERRTZENTE D, AT, AJJIFEWDOEWLL BIZHEENEZ
LEENRETNE., ChiFbLT2REVE LY RELLTLHZENTE AN
A=V MO EEE R L TWD AT LN TE D (Fig. 5) (Guzowski

et al., 2004; Yassa et al., 2011¢),

» )
Pattern separation 4

AI

-
"

Pattern completlon

Change in output

+—

=)

o

= :
£ w [ ] Pattern separation
. 4 [[]Pattern completion
2

) . .

- a Change in input
. SIMHOr = s wimis e ewis wmwme = » distinct

Figure 5. Schematic of pattern separation and input/output transfer functions.
Note: Adapted from Yassa and Stark (2011) and web-page of the Stark Lab
(http://faculty.sites.uci.edu/starklab/memory-aging-2).

AU AR A K OV W) B A - Bl 2 v T BRI CA3 TiX.
BERANTTOEVD /NS WG EIL CAL ITHSTHEENE Z 2E 51T/~ <
(N = HisE) BEANOBEBONRRKEZ WAL, CALIZH AT HEE
NDEZDEAENRKRENOSY = 5) 2 LR bhoTWD (Leeetal., 2004;
Leutgeb et al., 2004; Vazdarjanova et al., 2004), F£7-. [AH DO ERRIC

DG | COTPREHLICH L TORRLIEH AN —2RT 8, T2
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LHELURBECXT 22— a@asMS 2 RPN R-, TWD
(Leutgeb et al., 2007), S B2, DGOEEN Y — Ul EETHZ & %
RTHASEMERNLGH/BOLNTWD, B, 7> ME 2 >OWEK O EREED
DINPTHLEDDE (60cm 7D 40cm) REATEZ R T8, DG 2RI IZ
MELZT Y P TIHINANEZ 5722V (Hunsaker etal., 2008), & 512, FIR
MBWBN 7 v T UM~y A2 HWTIT-RERTIX. DG KA L O NMDA
ZREEZBIROIC, v 770 8 L~ v AT, B ST 5018 <0 K 3K
rHVWEZERPZEBRETCEIETOKRBE TR L0, Bl X5 Ko
B 2N B e B CUT AR S AL L 72 (McHugh et al., 2007), Z 4L 5 O FE B

R, DGR Z — U GBIV EARA R THDZ EHREBRLTWD,

1—5. BEMEHEL A -V

1906 412 /) — XV [ES - AP E 2% E L 7= Ramony Cajal Lk, FiR D
ol CIEMP R XA T 20 ATHAEILRNWEZ I LN TE L, LML,
BAEE TIC, BRA L7 - % (Altman et al., 1965b; Kuhn et al., 1996)%° ~
B 7 %I (Gould et al., 1998), & b (Eriksson et al., 1998)DfE DG 2B W\
T, AEJEZE U CTH LWL A £ 4D M HT 4 (neurogenesis) 284
CTWDHIZENHERINT WD, BriclZAEF 2o IXEEAF O MR
BICHAAEFND Z & CHEMNICH S, 8 - LERBICEERERH Z2H - T
WhHEEZLNLTWD,

2D DG TOMBHAENNNY = pHICHEERKERERETZEPNAL
MPIZTR D D0 b D, RO TIE, X BEBEICI 0 MEIHELIME T 5
EL RN Ui E BT 2 EMPEREORBOAEESNDL Z LR RE
S 47z (Clelland et al., 2009), B DO WL TiX, B FHLEI L0 MR E
PARES D & F Y ZREE B ar 4 7 58 5k 5 BR 55 o0 JHALL R BR o> o Bl 28

FTLOBMETEHRVRBEORBMIIE LoD iTxt L, N — o
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REZ B9 2R EH O R O A=A L L7z (Sahay et al., 2011a), Z 4L 5
DFERIT. HWRBEFAENN -V GHICERETHDLZ A2 R LTED  HAEM
R MEHEEIEO T TEDOL I ITHET DO >V THEm A TERILL TV
% (Aimone et al., 2009, 2011; Deng et al., 2010; Sahay et al., 2011b; Yassa et

al., 2011c; Vivar et al., 2013; Johnston et al., 2016),

1—6. EFERBIZCEITR1R4—V 08
ENEREOMBIEES B[ AEENICEHBENET 2 L XH#EL VWA, &
fif 4 FE O B B 09 B & JE O ) #4875 (functional magnetic resonance imaging:
fMRI) Z W2 Z & T, EICH T 2MRISEL» L NZ — 3B D5
MG EN 2 3Fi 95 2 & N T& %,

fMRI EZBR Tid, E<FEUCHMFEZ 2 BERT D &, 2B H ORI TS
JIREPRAD T L ENMEN TR, MUK LICEDIMHIZE (repetition-
suppression effect) & MEIEN 5, ZDOBBOEEMAE A B = X DL RBE R,
P2 NE IS (neural adaptation) (2 X 2 b D & & 2 5 T b (Krekelberg et al.,
2006), Bakker & (2008) X, Z O [F —HEIERIC LY fMRIE 5B AT 5
EWVWOBIREZFMAL T, UTO XD @2 MEE L7z, & L. FEEUREIC 3t
LT, b2BEEOFEHBWLTIE, ChEFE 2EOHENE —OLDOTH D
ERINTZEBXOND (RNE—UHi58), Kxblo, PRIz s L T2
B &b RBEOEENS R ONNIE, ZHNIE200HEROLDOTHD &R
REINTCEBXDHIENTED (N =), EBRTIE, AHAEETH
T o205 EZMoT, E<FEAULEEZ 2MHERLESGS (F—H#H).
BT R FALTERVWERELZERLESS (BB . —E L2
R Lol E GRBEI) © 22 o RT3 2 M6 8 % 374 L 7=,
ZOFRER . CAL Z & e MTL 838 C 13 B8 LRI & 9 2 5O 1 130387 B L

ER_THA L TWEDIlITx L, DG/CA3 F8 35k 1358 EURIE O % U T 8 B g &
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Ak ORI, T bbb g — 05 lo S %~ L7z (Fig. 6A),

TR 3 2 BOS 2B ERNCH N2 2 D% OMFFE TIE. CA1 T
JALEE O I L CHEBAICHBIES A M L (B LICK D
DR BN 7 b) Okt LT, DG/CA3 fEHIK TIXHELLE 0K Fizxt LT
BARAXIEMICZ L, SBEUE ORI @I % s L7z (Fig. 6B)

(Lacy et al., 2011),

0.44 CA3/DG separation with
minor distortion
051 CA3/DG CA1 0.2+
c 3
R 2 0.04 '
2 E '
5 a5 8 .0.2 !
8 ©
: P g -
-0.4+ gcaA1
154 @® CA3/DG
First Repeat Lure First Repeat Lure -0.6 - L L .
/ / / Repeat HiSim LoSim New
.
i ', ? - /
'

2y & -:'-/'3 ﬁ

Figure 6. Pattern separation in the human DG/CA3 as measured by fMRI.

A) DG/CA3 activity for lures was comparable to activity for first presentations and
not repetitions. B) DG/CA3 shows a rapid nonlinear response to even small changes
in input.

Note: Adapted from A) Bakker et al. (2008) and B) Lacy et al. (2011).

ER2ODOMFETIZ. A O THEINTZ b D0, AT b O
EOHEBICET BE%E 2R Do 722 (implicit version) . B @ #F 42 T
ARINTEFEERERLUMICERTINTZEE LA THELTI 2 ETW5S ]
M, O THTELL THLYL] BENO =R THZ &, &85 3 25 [H

BT (HPREERNTEERAT vs ARl TS o IilAT, 0 &) M
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TG Eh % i HT L 7= (explicit version) (Kirwan et al., 2007b), & @ ff F . ¥ {2l A
WMIZKHLTIELLS TETWwWs ) EEEZELERICE, ME-sTIET) &EZE
L 722X T, DG/CA3 D B 72 69 CAL RIS S & v - 72 il o i S5 58
HMTHIFEBAML TV Z ERHL IR o2, T O/ EIT, FHEGE R
B R Eh O AP JE A% & L C L YRS &R oI5 @ AN BRI xE LT O
AT ZENBEETHLIZIEEZRBL TS,

Ubk, B FTOWBENRNZ = 0RO MBEEMICE LT, fMRI 2 T3
BRAJICRRGE L 2R TH MM O R ICEHBE R ZEZ M Lz, b, &fE
B fMRIICE DR A A=V 7O FEmNREMIZ. T 3. &EE fMRI
L2 NEBOA A=V U 7k IChERT 5,

2. ENABREOREE - EERICKRETE

2—1. BEMLGESGNERLEEE - BREICRETEE

RO LS, BHETITAEZE L THRBRFTENELC TWVDLIN, T EE
ETL2ERELTZET U AREBRINANTWVDLIONEEH TH DH, 1999 4,
van Praag H I, BORBRE CEoL~ UV A, FFlZwB LOBLL RN H D
MBSV THoTL~YUADOWE DG TIEMHRBRFTAENEAICAELT TEDY
(van Praag et al., 1999b, 2005), FEHFEEAE S @ E > TW5H Z & (van Praag et
al,, 1999a) 2 R L7z, ThiaxonJIic, BEOWBEMELZ SO LERFLE L
CTHEBINER I, FEPEAICITONL TE L, LFEOMIE TIL, fwE L iE
B IS &0 R A SR S B BRI NS — R (4 v F R
— IRV HE) ZMELTEY, 2ALOEITITMHBEEEN AT ST
b, EEBICKOEMT ORI AER Y — R m RIcFHFS TS
ATEEME N R & TV D (Creer et al., 2010),

van Praag & O FEBRIL, Bl L2 M8 EF 7 — VIR E L B R 2 E LESH
FRTEBRET LE A CThiziow, EE o SM4 (BRE . HE . FEH)
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EREIT A LN TERMN oI, Soya b, HEEILMEEBEICa Y Fa—
NTELMADO MLy FINVEBET LVEAZHE L., EHBEOEVDRIEE
PR A RIETRELZ R L T& 7 (Soya et al, 2011), Z OFEHR, M
PEFE B fE (lactate threshold: LT) LA K OAKGR A E &) 4 2 8 # & O 6 H H 1T

DL LTU LOEBEEHZIToZHAICHITHEHFENEEIND Z
& ™o TV 5 (Inoue et al., 2015; Inoue et al., 2015; Okamoto et al., 2012),

EREFRICLERENADMESE OB IFTHEBICEAL T,
Erickson & 23T > 72 WF 523 5 4 T&H 5 (Ericksonetal., 2011), & D HF %2 Tl
1TEMOEBRN ADEEOERBELH2%WMEEL 2/ LE, Ly
LR s, X FOMTELLI2MREFIALTEEEET 5 Z & I3 A 6
Thy BENRFIMELERSNLTVEINRER T2 THS (Manganas et
al., 2007), Pereira H X Z OREIZ LT, M HAEOMBERNIRIE L RV
3 % J& 7 i i & (cerebral blood volume) % f4 & 35 M8 i {% {5 ( magnetic
resonance imaging: MRI) % fff o THIE L. EB) 2§ # R8T AE 125 2 5 5%
BERBG Lz, ZOMZE TR, HRRAZIZRIC 128 OABREES (7
BT p#e L) 21TbW¥ & 2 A, E DG JE L O & i & 23 8 0
L, R EELME, S5 b 0B{boBICIZEOHBEBEFRNLS R
7= (Pereira et al., 2007),

Pereira & (2007) 1E. LB E LT, N — v 2RI CX 2 E %
Awigmole, RMHOAFBAED N NORNZ -V HREICE 2 2 8IC
B L CT. McMaster K% @ Déry, Gibala & (2013) 23M—, #HE L TV 5,
EEEE O R WE RN 134 2 RI2 6 WO &EMEA ¥ — )L EH) b
L—=V 7 %FEEmL, TORBICABRERI KR Sy BERE & W E L
A ABBEENDOELL NF — U HBEEICE T 2 EEEZ Lo I

EDOFBIBEEN RSz (Déry et al., 2013), 7272 L. ZOHFZETIZ, a2~

!

fr—HERAREINTWV WO, EICHT 2B R L EE LA
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DEBELRA LV, T BEOMERNRENICHET LT =Bz,
MBEFAEADOEHEIZSOWTIEERSAHTHDL, BIWTHLONLTZMANE BT
bEZIDELELDREBKENN, SRSORIMMBLELEDbR D,

2—-2. FBFHEHEBEREORE r BEREOER
BEHICIT ) EE A E O IEKEOR LIcAETHE LR L 61T, H

EHrLEDHEBEOL LA, T2OLAMBREN O m W AT LS O IEK

BEMNME W AREME N & 2 B+ 5, Erickson etal. (2009)1%. & & O A Bk FERE S

i

(VOspeak) & MFM O R, MRS (V=% > 7 2 E Y OBEH ARG
BEH-7) OZFEOBBEE R L, O R. VOspeax & 16 KB, 1
FERRS & 2SR FEEAE ). VOopeak & ZEMIFEIEAEIZZ 2N IE DA BIBRIC &
D, FBIFERIPEVIEIEEMEEBEREISVWI EOMMARFELTHEED
BEPEBEL TV ZERNEN ST NOHAL NS, FFET L —T
AT S T2 OWFFEN B 9~10 D F E BB TH AMBR IV EWVIZ
B oKRERREL, BHEICHRTI2REREORELENLTWNWD Z &
25 & LT % (Chaddock et al., 2010; Chaddock et al., 2010), ¥ &b &
Mz T, Al AW T AlRFER HnlEoRER T & HET
HZEMHL Mo TWD, Baym et al. (2014)1%. 68 4 (¥ 21.8 i%)

DHEMEES (VOgpear) & . HENEE & S5 W HE % BT 5 301G E

]ﬂ

(relational memory) LB MEEIIEE TR VW E S bR EHRE (item
memory) DOKAEAZFEM L7z, T2 &, MBHRICEHET R EMEIEIXABFERE
NEMBELTWE—F, MEEERELZVEEREREEABERIOM
WCAHEREBEEIRO N ol LED X S, HoREN 2 HET
DERE L THBEEINEELTVDLIZIERNFELNLERE ETRD
5N TW5
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2—-3. —EHOEBHNEE - FBRICEASIEE

RWLES T ANIE TIE, BER - £7E Y XA, BF, #2803 I2=7+4
—REDZKE T OB LENRY, EHETHBE KDL R ZRAET
HTHIZiE, BREOEBICR T HIMOARD, MENEZLZzH 52 &n
AN THD, LrLans, —mEOEGHNEY - LEHEICKETEES
AT R ITE R D T H . REATICIT O EE AR A AR L 2 bF 5
FROENTWD, ERIFELZL FIZHEITT D,

Winter 5 (2007) i3, HrL<MoLAFIzFEH I ELREE2 M T, mEE
DAFTY o NEE), FRET = 7 EE, EEBETICLHO3IKMEE 7 o
AF—=N— e TP AL N TITW, FHANCIT ) EH D FEE - LBICHE 2 D%
REeLB L, iR, o LomBEEHZ LTV T, 28 A Y
— N2 20%m EL., 1HBBCTLALEHRBE BV TR WVWEERE
MU, £, 2O ORBEREO M EIX, EE#HIC X 5P o R kg 5%
[ - (brain-derived neurotrophic factor: BDNF) X O'F 7 2 7 I ViR E O E 1L
ORI —HMHEMEEAEIRO O, —@MEEEHIC K D%E - LEEN Lo X
H=ALELT, MRIEEVESSHBERERTFORBE G RE I N (Winter
et al., 2007),

Coles » (2008) (T, ol D HISEE I EB) 4 40 o HTHOE %, HiE
VA MOBEHMBEREEZIT oL A ETAHBLHEH, 2T 2 —2 1
TOZRHHICHNTHRBEZGZ, bRAIC, ZOMRETIE, =Y — i
BRREICM A T, FETHEFMEEL LTHXAIT ALy F U 7iftEE, UV —
FUAXTIVREZAToN, EHORPBOLOLZOFI=E Y — FiLE
7215 T&h - 7= (Coles et al., 2008),

Labban & (2011) (T, EH AT Z A I 72T, L# O FTIZES
AZATORE.RLBEORITATO M. BB 2T OR WO 3 Tl L2, EihX

&

Coles & (2008) &t [AEE 40 o mEHIEFEE I EH TH Y . LB

T
7=
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IXEOBHBHBFAETH T, R, LHONMICEBRZIToTLHEO LR, LI
PR O BORE A R ER RIS X T E o T

WO, REERICLT LHHEUTREORM A RKRD b5 i 8
TP ol N2 =BT 22 RIT RIS L7z i W
FoBERICITEEOKE. LV bR —vpigom ERnFHFLELTWD
AIREME S B D

2—4. —BHEOEBNMNENTFORTHREICEAIECE

— @M oD B A FR B RE T KT TR L T, R EE AT B o FE AT I hE
WCHETOIMEN BN ZIThbRLTW\WD, W KFEHELLFHITEE =
—~ U Y —=F 7 —7FTix, HiHEATE (prefrontal cortex: PFC)23 5 AT
B BE (executive function) ([CXH T 2R RERKFO=a—n A A =D Tk
P RE WO RO B 43 Y6k (ANIRS) 2 H W THRFHA L TE /e, #7—T7— K- X
RV —7F 2 M, EITHEO P TH ., EICHHIAEL FMIT 2R LR
M Ch D, Wl HE LRI 105, THRE (50% VOspea) T D
ZU T EBEATDE, EEBOFEES 15 0% (UKo 2 H LR
NETHELELS DEFRFDTLD)ICA MV —TREEAT > 7o, iR 1L, INIRS
Tu— 7 ERiEEICES L, MEMT ORI AW E L, ZOMKE, Ehk
AT o 2RRE T, EBHETICLHER ST HAE IR T, EITHEELHE D
/2 Bl BE A7 B 35 #4145 (dorsolateral prefrontal cortex: DLPFC) D {F @23 8 K L |
BB 1X B ME L 7= (Yanagisawa et al., 2010), RO R IL, 10 0 E D&
(L8R B (30% VOrpeat) ICBNTHHMER S TWS (Byun et al., 2014b),
Flo . FARROERET AN ZHNT, Gl E L HFRICEREZIToTLLE A &
fin B CIE RSB O %M & & I, AWM OFTEEM (frontopolar area; FPA) &
PRI 2 B0 BMEAL O I5 B 23 i £ - 7= (Hyodo etal., 2012), Z #uiX. 4 FPA

DA A MV — 7R ZEAT 2 5] 5 /£ DLPFC X°Hij 47 Ik i< & (anterior cingulate
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cortex: ACC) 2N\ y 77 v 74252 L TEATHELZN LI ATREERSE
AbND, Thbb HETEbEb LMo TWVWEMORY N =27 &2 LD
BrE22 X0 ETEERMET DO L. milsE TIRARERNICH

AL DG Zm e 5 2 & TRITWELNM LT 252608 —EONENDL
oMMk oiz,

2—-5. —ERERHNBREREZRNLESER/RIABEENENRS

BB AR, SIS ORIEHRELAFNICED D ET DL, ZOMK
NEEHEE L. BEEICKY & E DWMENOMKRIMEEDE K O MK RERT
ODRALGNBEEND,

EERE L OCEHZROMNE 7 I CEBICEAL TE. 7y FE AW THE
FEINTEBY, FXP~mBEEIHICONTHIONAT WD, 7 v MZHl
E (20m/min) ® b Ly KIViE#E 60 MM LZBEOWENDOE /7 2
VR~ A oA AT U AEICLVRE LEMEICKD L, DAREIX
HEEABEATLOWHE L, KTRLMAGEIE Lo L, Er b= (5-
hydroxytryptamine: 5-HT) & / /b7 KL} U > (noradrenalin: NA) (2B L T
ITEBNIC L B EITR O S5 o 7= (Goekint et al., 2012), 60 43 [H o 1 58
FEEENIC L 2ME O DA REHMIE., ZALUETOEITHEL S —F L TW
% (Chaouloff et al., 1987; Bailey et al., 1993), —J . 5-HTIZ 2>\ Tix, XV
EE R 2R < (90 4L B) . EN &V (25m/min) &SI, WBEN
TEENEINT 5/ REMENN H D (Béquet et al., 2001; Gomez-Merino et al., 2001),
FLONACHELTH, KVEWEBBRE CIMEMTsaREND D
(Blomstrand et al., 1989; Hasegawa et al., 2008), 15 38 & &% &) iF o Jfg & N 0 46
A EWE B HEICB L CTiX., 7 ®F =2 U » (acetylcholine: ACh) (2B L T
M — 15 2% 5 (Nakajima et al., 2003), Nakajima 5 (2003) X, 7 v hiZ

IR 024m DA m =BT E S E, TOBEOWBEN AChiIRELZ~ A 7 v ¥
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AT7VYAFBICLVPE L E A, EHBBERICHMLZ, S5
DEBTIE, HEHOBEL R WM EES FEFICHEML T\ Enb,
BN L 72 ACh IS O RIGE ZEE L TW D ATREREZE X b,

B X DMEEAERE T LA S ATREE N B 2 B D ARFKR I A R 5 R K
F1X. BDNF & 1 > 2 U U #E & K+ (insulin-like growth factors: IGF-1) T
H D, Soya b (2007) 1. T v bIZ 30 45 B O JK OV 58 B 8 & 17 b
ZOBEDOWENDOBDNFO mRNA L ¥ U NIV EORBZER L, 75 &,
{5 58 5 #E B) TIXESS CAl, CA3, DG @ BDNF ¥ > /X7 & Jx (8 mRNA ¥ Bl 23
EhZEmL. S WNO BDNF # — @I H N & & 2 23K EZ T o E )
THRThHLII W REINT, —F. TREES TEIAERBEMNIRD 5N
Rinole, ZOHMBEL T, PREL LOER T, EFHCLdarFa
AT w2 E O BDNF O B A0 #il AY IS @ v 72 72 80 T & D Wl RE M 23
Ex bbb,

IGF-1 1%, TERENLSW SN DMERVE L DOIEMIC LY HTIETE K -
Sy S Av, MBS IR E THEAET D, EE A & o RIHIC XY HRIE E)
MILHE L CRFTM AT % & IGF-1 G ¥ v "7 @ LT 7 U — &
%, 7 U —IZ7 o7 IGF-1 13 ik i B P 2 ddae L Cife &5 72 & 28 (il i
MER) NWIZBITL, MRERMRICIRYVIAENDZ L THRIEHNLD &HED
Z & 3, Torres-Aleman & Soya & @ 2 [E R L FEMFIE ORI L VB S i &
AL TV 5 (Nishijima et al., 2010), K58 BE J OV g BEGE B IC K 0 W E N O Hf
RIEENIILET H Z L 25 (Nishijima et al., 2006), E 8% 12 IGF-1 235
OMBFMAICER VAT, HRIEBZRAG L TV DI AREREZZ LN D,

3. BEREBIMRIICKXAE FBEDAA—C VT
3—1. BENBSEREEZE (fMRI)
M CHBIEEINIERLT D&, TORIEOR S - HEE O MmE 2N §LiE L
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TIMHmAE R T 5, ZHITHRFEHNICLILI2BEL L7 La—2ARBOH
MIZBERTZEBZLNTVDEN, TOEMARBEIIVWELEMRA I TV
WV, L L, TNDHOBEBIFIEL AL TEY, Fox 5 (1986) O #HEIZ
KDL, 5%MEWEENLAT L L. BFTMMIIEIE S0%RE LT 2L s
NDo ZHITMNA LB EOfRHREZMBEIEEEALICE D AT, WHhITEIRE
% (luxury perfusion) Z EMW T2, Z 072D BMME L v &AM O I E W T
I #F i~ 27 1ot (oxygenated hemoglobin: oxy-Hb) A3 H I L,
W Wi EE F b~ 7 1 & (deoxygenated hemoglobin: deoxy-Hb) (% L H S,
REPIK N 5, B E 7 B W8 w4 1% (positron emission tomography: PET)
X fMRI, fNIRS 72 E DO EE A A — Y 7 EIE, ZoMRIFENICE H 729
T2 BEABEBOEZMLLE N VWO KB RESTEZIRZA DI LI
&0 PR TE B & [ A IS REAM T D
fMRI |, #RRTEENIC & 72 9 JRMPTAY 72 deoxy-Hb IRIEZEDIE T2 2 5 Z
ECHRIEE) 2 FEAE 9 5., MRI 1%, BN O R E DR ORI S5
ZFHMHLIZEBET, Z2<05A. KERTF (X hy) 2x45 &7 5, oxy-
b IT B 2 7R3 — 5. deoxy-Hb IZHBEMEIR ToH 5720 J& P D KK F
DR EE L. R REZRE (T2 M) B2 522, $4b
L, MRIEEIIC L b2 > TAL LZ2EIGEMIC XY RATHIC deoxy-Hb i i
WA+ &, fMRI EHEIIHEMT 52 L7225, Z#aad BOLD (blood
oxygenation level dependent) #h 3 & FETN, 1990 4 & #) BT ~ L WF FE 7 @ /)1
Sl LV IRER I (Ogawaetal., 1990,1992), = @ BOLD #h iz kL 5 fMRI
EMEOEMAEZMET LD LI, MBRESZBENICHEMmMT 52 &2
T& 5 (Fig. 7).
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HEEBEA iibikip dooxy Hb

s

SS9 &S
oD @ -.h
» el FMRI{S S $h0
y v (T2EFBS RIS
@G "%
S &

ttps://hms harvard edu/news/neurons-hardy-bunch

Figure 7. Principle of BOLD effects.

fMRI T, BB R PSR T2IREZWET 52 & T, & 28 TEH
BT o MTEE AT D, AR R O HEEICIE. R L T, — &R
(10~30 FMFE) [F CRERERZIT V. £ OB OMMERES) O i 4 2
ToH570y 2 THEAL b FIM— DO E DT MR & AT 5 F
L EE (event-related) T HF A D2 ONHH N, HBMARARMBEL AW D
BAEICEZLIFREET VA TiITbh b, FRBEETY A O K&k
Rl HH—o2 T 2T R MBI RS (RZ M LICK2EIZERLE)
A TE D7D, TR EBRE OO (B, RER L) Z L ITME
e cEoRiTHL, TnNEMH VDL & T, MKRITEEE (neuro-
behavioral correlation) O A 225, & M OMIEE) &2 LA 2 1TE) (X7 4 —

YUR) EROODTTEIET 22 LA TE D,

3—2. NEF—VHBOMBERBAICAITLERINSTFAL
ZOBMOLBFHFIETIT, R LBELZ 2 0ERZEBREE L TH
L TWD, Lo, MRS A —Y 7 Tld, 2hb 22T
NS Th D ERRTZEIFHL L, EEIC, ERFITERERNH (foil)
ELTHELZS2HD TH  HREFITZZNZHHEL TRV | fiéh L B oK
FEZ ST 22 3LV L, IMRIZHWEERITHEICL D RS
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T 5 (Stark et al., 2003), K> T, N¥— 2 SBEICRE D 5 MIEEN 2 i L
TnwhHald. arbe— e 2REREEREL. Z0ESERET L2
EWERE D,

AEBEICB TS MRIZE X HICE 9 —2BEERDLION, XR—R 7
AVDRETHDH, IMRI ZE %< OMEEEA A — Y > Z73ETIE, §Rl L
OB OMBREN AL B L BEZLNDH I LICHFELTVDIRM (£<
DA, tHIZEHRTIRE) 2RX—A T4 L LTREL, TN EDOLLE
DO MBRIER 2Rl 5, LA LR 6, il X5 IiHix% < okiEk
MOLMBREREZZ T VWL, TNETR—RATA/ L LTEZLNRT
STEICH L THIEE L TW D AN H o 7o, FEEEIC MTL sk X,
EXRTCHNTWDL+HHIR IO TARLIEE, A0 552 EH/T D
EOWHRINTEHICLRELLEINT L2 &N ME SN TS (Stark et al.,
2001),

NS OMBESICK L, Yassa B (2010b) (X, FHEBHIKE O R E KO D H
RREEH N Z AT RNT XA L2 Lic, 2O TIE, FHEURE % E
LA TELLRIT L HEBHEICEHESTHLELEEIZELTLESZRAITO
MIEEN 2 2 L5 < 2T A" = aificBlb o MiEEsh 72028 Lz, =
A, B E O BN, O R S 472 3 BE 290 H 2> o Wl &2 L
@b LEEHOGE . W—R#Meon HURMB RO HE T2 W) Trt
AT 8D EW D “Recall to reject “DFE X FIZHI» TWwa  (Kirwan et al.,
2007b), E 7. MERERPLICH L TIELL TH LW &R L EZRITOMIE
MaEN—2XT7 A4 L LTRETHI LT, HBEERSCRY M LICE S ME

B ORI e R/ANIRICH AT,

3—3. BRTHEBORS Z2AMICT 5EH& fMRI DML
E b OWEBIIMOEEICAES D, HEFIS/DE < o EHERLHEIE O MR
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THDHDOT, B FNOMEIEAS A —C U 7HRICBWTEMHIED L 9 IZE
BOTFMEEE CROLTHMT T2 EHE LY., B T3 =T KRET
— A D Stark HIX, PLTFTD 3 RICHOWTHEZ#EHA, b MNES O #E
% fMRI ¥ % f 32 L 7= (Kirwan et al., 2007b; Bakker et al., 2008),

— O HIX, MRI B O @Y R EGBEICO VT TH D, 2 FE T MTL f#H ik
EHA—Ty M LEEL O TIE, 3~6mm OBRE RS Z &
ME ol TR TIEHMWEO FMrEkiZX s T 5123 A~A+0ThoTc, &
MIMEROMEEZE22E, ImmBEEOMBERRLELTZEEZOND,
Hyde 51X N2 FEBRBICKHFT L. 1.5X1.5X1.5mm A7 AL THRHE A& D
mWZ L AR L7 (Hydeetal,2001), Kirwan H1X, T A WS % & T MTL
ik CHRA L. KAFEGE Gmm) X0 L EMEE (1.5Smm) TRH DD E
WIZ EEMER LTS (Kirwan et al., 2007a),

ZoBREF. BBEOARY—MHICHRT RN BB DOPNHETH D, EPI
BICLomG i, FICHBORER T CITEENEA GV, 2Tz kT 5
DI, DERO Y LAREBEBICLYESOY —1{t %X %5 . 2)SENSE
(SENSitivity Encoding) % H 2% Z & T acquisition time Z &9 5. 3)&
fRBECHERBTHLTT—F 777 bEROLT, ZERHEHTH D,

SO ROEERATHLIN., HREMOMESDEDORKETH S,
fMRI 7 — Z @M IC B W TH R E O WG 2 FLT 27 012id, SHBRE
DM EZEREL L THNESDLEEITIOLERND Y . E P HEEO X5
Wit 2 9 2@ tIMRI O 72 DI, 2N Z EfEICIT) 2EDARAIRTH D,
TUAAT =)L OBEBIZK L TEDORENOINE S DT ZIT O ERD L
(DARTEL {72 &) Tid, IREBEMEBOMES DY (LixR7RLE) IZIEAM
ETHY, MEDPNRELSL->TLEY>, ZORBEIZK L., Stark HI%, K8
BRA W 2 RENICKD LIERICMES DE 21T 5 ROI-LDDMM (Region of

Interest-Large Deformation Diffeomorphic Metric Mapping) % Bl %€ (Kirwan et
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al.,2007a), MRI 7 — ¥ OB ERME G DOEICHWL N AfD 7 ik L

kit L. bo EbEHEENRE VN E2HE L TWWD (Yassaetal., 2009),

28



FIE HEEBMESIURE

28 B 1Y
WO BICREER N NEE O Y — U SBEIC RIT T R R SRS
B fMRIIWIC X VS NCTT D,

DI S |
AR O BB ZERT 2720, UWTOMFEREZRE LT,

[(WFFEaR 1 1 IRTR B & . A BRFEGE/) & R IE 0l 6 O B4R - 25 e pl A (S
B D BT R B

FUGRERMNEICH T2 EHDIREZMIET S720IC, TN EBHKFR
RENMNES PBFT L2 EITAMTH 5, ATEHATE ORITHEREIZE N T
T, —BEROCERHOEB S AIIG L TR LT 5720 TR, BEOHIKE
HELEN AT DAMBEL L TORBERERN L OBRBENHL NI
SNTWD, FERE L TR, S TFREEOBHULERNEN T KRIFEHESH
MRFRBEEEMBL T LI2NEI A MERE L, 2 THRET DHMmMAI
BWTHEBICHLNZT 2 Z L2 HME L,

[WFJERRE 2] — Pk oK - ol BB B 2 LR IR A Bl RE IS RIE T 8 - AT
BRI D DR Ef

MPFERRE 2 — 1. —mtEhsR B E & 2N UG E R RIREIC 5 X D 28

FATOIR D REORINICAT ) o hmEEH N ORO T E Y —
FRE R Zm LS 23 EARESNTHDLIN, ~NF— 5 lERED
I RD2BEUEEORMEZ SO D0 OV THF SN TRV, KA



HTTOAEbORIFLAET, BERBEEHODRITES Do TR
W Lox L7 o, —ia ko @K REEB) 1T XV ATEE AT S o EATHEEE 2 1 bk
T8 (B MWF%E), BIKREES D IS DG IXIEMIT 22 & (818
WFgE) o, —i@rEo BIKmEES I X ELGIEFRBEN & £ 5 RN
bo, —mEoBKBEES S HEULERNEZ@HD L0, FRAE2 — 1
ERRDOFERTa hanrzHnTRiIET 5,

[FZERRE 3] — ik O MIKSREEB) 2N X7 — U rBERE & @& 0 D M N B A AR
B . &R fMRI & W C

FFEBE 2 — 2 1BV T, BEREEH N EULERNEZR LSk
A, COMBOBNEEL L CBEOKENRGEHHNAEET 5%
EEBRE IMRIICE VWL NICT 5, it e LT, — il ko K58 ES) L,
BENICBT 2HEULERNRIBFEOFEEZH NS, &5 OFHHY
IEXEE O L EEK E EE T 5B 615,
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FNE SAETHE. ARFENEEUREAMNROER : EMAAICS
THHEERRE (ARKRE1)

1. BH

WRITFHEERNE, BEEBRCOEEEBICL D2 EELZITT WVNE
ML Toh 2, WEOHBAIFIEN L AERERE O & W NS O RN K&
KV MEHEPEABRTLLEEZONI2REBEREXLELPENRL TV Z LR FLED
RFEEBE N RIC LR ICB O THE STV 5 (BErickson et al., 2009;
Chaddock etal., 2010a), Z 4 6 O BARMEOF R ICIX., WE O /N7 — 5 HERE
WG LTWD aleetEN & 2520, FEGEE 6 2 #E il L 72 F 58 1317 b
TELT, R —U DB L OBBRIZWAS L TRV, BIWERTIZ, HED
e LEERIC KD DG MBI AENEIM LI~y AT, N¥— gD
mET D ERHEALNERS TSI EMND (Creer et al, 2010), & MIZE
WTHHERFEHES LN A KM T 2FBARBELEL L TOARBER NN
B — VR EBEBRLTVWDAREEND D,

PN B Gy B RE A TR N RR R AR 2 D REAN T B o o ik B U T et
LI RlRE h AL ER], TR b bRIEO T L~/ (mnemonic interference
level) ZIRV 3T CTHET L2 LENRAMNTHL I LR RINTWD, HH L&
i OB FE B SR B RE 2 B LB I e U 2 AR ZE Tk R EUE K OVK
HRLEIZBTDRMNBIZEFEZR 2P oTbOO, THEEOELEIZEWT
Fe R AN I L D BIRE DMK T2 O 5 vz (Fig. 8: memory regidity)
(Yassa et al., 2011a; Stark et al., 2013; Reagh et al., 2014a), = 0 1 % Jif o> #i {2
FIEIC BT 5 RBEROK T iX, DG/CA3 fHIRKIC B T 5 8% — U SEEICBE b 5
MBEBEBHOE T E —H LTV Enb, NF— 2y HiRE oK T i R
FEAZBITAAMEEFREMNICIERTIE2ATEENE X bVt (Yassa et al.,
2011b), 24U 6 O FEEBRFER 2 b . BRI %3 5 30 06 ) & BELEE B

EL, BURELARAEOBBREZFH NS Z &2 DG/CA3 O/ HF — 4y BEGE D
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RHBEIREE L TCAMTHLAIRELD D,

UbEoZ &b, MR8 1 Tk, Al A 2 x5, LR ER
RRAFML., 2 HERIFEHE, KOZNLE XM T 2FBHRERE L L TO
ARFENMERLTCODINEIPHOMNCT LI E2HMNE L, Rtk
LT, REHRESCABREENDZE VO TIE, HEEOHEBANK IS 5
FERIRE S @RI M B L TR FHEE & Fphlee o I IiExt i f o Xk 95
72 B2 (memory flexibility) AR L2 A REMEREZ 2 DN D,

Discrimination
Generalization

Discrimination Performance

High < > Low
Interference level

Figure 8. Conceptual model of memory rigidity and flexibility.

2. Ak
2—-1. HBRE

KA R¥EBEAE T4 (KW 304) RERICSBMLE, X TOHRKRE
X, PR RREEOBEEREN 2 SR - ARICEEN 2N & 2R
Lic, TOWRFIIIMIEOBN, FHik, THRIN 2ERMEEZ ERIZT
TP LE ETEMoOREEZ &2, ERIZT X THIEREZERE R E

BEBHEBICESWTERE Lz, #E O RMIT Table 1I/R L 72,
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Table 1. Participant demographics, physiological characteristics.

Measure All Male Female
Sample Size 75 45 30
Agelyr] 20.2(1.57) 20.2(1.42) 20.2(1.81)
Height [cm] 165.5(8.10) 170.3(6.00) 158.3(4.78)
Weight [kg] 59.3(11.13) 64.9(10.64) 51.0(4.91)
BMI [kg/m?] 21.5(2.93) 22.4(3.36) 20.3(1.48)
BDI-2 6.5(4.75) 6.6(4.53) 6.4(5.15)
IPAQ

TPA [METs-hour/wk] 29.7(18.21) 33.4(18.30) 24.1(17.38)

MVPA [METs-hour/wk] 26.2(18.55) 31.1(18.79) 18.8(17.26)

LPA [METs-hour/wk] 3.5(6.40) 2.3(4.34) 5.3(6.28)
Graded exercise test

VOzpeak [mi/kg/min] 41.7(7.55) 45.6(6.43) 36.0(5.02)

HRpeak [bpm] 176.8(12.79) 178.9(12.39) 173.2(12.88)

Wrpeak [Watt] 217.7(51.80) 250.2(30.41) 161.4(26.07)

Note: BMI = Body Mass Index; BDI = Beck Depression Inventory; IPAQ =
International Physical Activities Questionnaire; TPA = Total physical activity;
MVPA = moderate to vigorus physical activity; LPA = low physical activity; METs
metabolic equivalent of task; VOz peak = Peak oxygen uptake; HR = Heart rate; WR

Work road. Values are mean (SD).

2—-2. ERFIE

BB 2EEREICRELL, 1B HORERIZIE, EHAM KR LT
W, Rk R BB (volume per time oxygen maximan: VO, pear) % I E L 72
2EHOEBRTIX, HEURERNBEEITo, ELLOEREMETH, FE
BRBAth 24 BEIRT DD L WIEBIR O 7 = A >, T a— OB %X

D EIICHEAR LT,

2-3. RAXBEEMEDCAE
HEBAMKBRTIZ, VI RO ABED LI A—F (AL TR
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T 240, ZEBFBHE) X0 RF Y U TEEBETDODE T, A 30W TO
SHMOU A —I 7T v O%, 140 20W 28 (LT 15W/5) A
TZWE T 27 C7TAMEBICED . EHREICE S £ TEE) 2 S ¥,
AREZ)L O AR E X 60rpm EHERF S W, EEPIXMER Y AW (AE-
300S, I F RMERTF) AL, BMRAATAELHRIL, oL, 72, EHK
AR — > > i (POLAR Heart Rate Monitor, POLAR ELACTRO) 2 X VD L2
¥ (HR) % . Borg scale (Borg G., 1970) (2 XV LB A ES M E (Rate of
Perceived Exertion: RPE) Z Z LN ylE Lz, EHRMBOELET, O
MEBREOTZ7 b=V I LY 747 QFEEN 1.10 L L, @
ARt B0 T B KD AR (220 - AEHR) O 10 A/ BAN . @RPE A 19 ML ETH
HZE U EomEBIZ2OU EFEY LGRS L, EEHOREBEERED

5%\ %%,ﬁg% \./OZpeakCEL/f:o

2—4. IPAQIZ&ZHEFEHEDORE
BREE B o #lE ST, B AR Y fb B (R @) & & B AKX (International
Physical Activity Questionnaire; IPAQ) ® H A& & H 7= (www.ipaq.ki.se) .
BRI CIE ., Bt 1M o BAT R OV E R O B KIS & 1T o 72 W
FIEHANARI LICEE SE, FIEHICx T 5 METs (metabolic equivalent of
task) N"O TR A F—HEELZRNT S, AETIET. =X ALF—HBEED
BHx T3, 1 EME OIEE R 2 METs €& A1 L 72 MET-hour/week 7>
DHEIEERAFMT 2L, P~EBEOHEIGTE & (moderate to
vigorus physical activity: MVPA) | K58 & & & (KI5 #) & (low physical activity:
LPA), D HFHE L TR KRIEEI& (total physical activity: TPA) 2D\ T

TN ENHEH L7 (Van Holle et al., 2015),
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2—-5. FUYHhzRV-BERE

Bk z oo mRatEix, it e mRatEo 2 206/, 5 (Fig.
9) . AMEHETIZ, AW AEETHICT2MWKDEE 196 a2 7 U — I
BARL,.ZENDRENICHL OO, BAMCH DL O 00 W TEHIZE ST,
RHFHRE TREIZEZRD L2 BIE, BRECHREZERSEL 2L LU TH
AR THIETHY, HRFCITEMRIR VO TR LS ICHET S
FOoWHER L, BRAECIE., LHAELE2<FECH—R# 64 #., iL#
BECTRIREINETELEHU TV IR EL T2 WEERN 128 &, @
AR TR SN R o T2 B E A 64 FL DR 256 MO EHE 2R L
AL TETWw2) . THLy o 3RTEZFSEL, #REICIT, 2
MRENLEFEMEHFECHRRINEGFELEE2FAEEAGEXTFRL) ( B)IT
WAHLNELFELTIERWGEEIXTIETWS ) IO THTEHLVWEAIR
PIrLw) ERIZETDEDICHERLE, EH00FETH RIMETRT 2 MM
L. BHEOMIZ 05 & LT,

ETOHBMEIIT, KFEORNITEHER T 6 & v b & & Lo FE RS
WY MEE, 2ok, —ES TETWD ) LEZEL R > HBRE K
LT, BEEZEDALHEML TV DINEI DRBE CTHRAL .

FRURNS IC kT 2 R BIROFEAHE LT, FHERKICELL THTWws ) &
A TEREE (EER) o, BEAEMBICEHR T Il THwD ] tHEEL
TLEoEEEZELGIWIZBEIRE 545 % (lure discrimination index:
LDI) #H M U7z, £/, WFEME 1 (TRWIF%E Cd 25 720 . 8 EURB I )
LTTIETWa ) Fix THLY) CEXDHMMEEDEAELERT D72
D, FHIEICH LT TRL) ¢EFx&lGoHs (s £ TH
L) ERIZELZZES LIZIERE) 2050 (Discrimination Score: DS) &
LTHEHLZ, M T, /R4 2BRBEEOREL LT, [/
WELS TEU] EZERXEHENOEBERBICR TR LEEALEHEG %
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Z LBl & A — f 3% o H 8 8 B (Target recognition: TR) & L THEH L
o

Yassa B (2011a) &, & B EAIBOS ISR T 2Bl &2 FRREICk T 28
{LLEE (mnemonic similarity) & &3 L. FEURITTIZ X 5 50 5 68 2 F 2L EE Bl
WZEEME L T\ b (Yassaetal.,201la), AAFETEH ZOEFRICAID | AT
TTOHBERFEIN TV DRI E Y ba v, BEREEZ 3 BB o H
PR L7 (mBEE (DS_high), TREOHMLE (DS_mid) . KM

(DS low)),

M indoor/outdoor? Test old/new/similar?

Foil
"o .. 192 stimuli " .. 256 stimuli
High sim Middle sim Low sim

86 #°

Figure 9. Mnemonic discrimination task.

2—6. BDIIZ& M5 2>KRADAE

Mo >R OMEIEZ, AW KE LM LIEMEDO —>TH LN

v 7§15 >R E (The Beck Depression Inventory (BDI) -2) # H Wiz, Zih &
IO ORI EMRERMNEEERINTND Z L E (Déry et al,

2013; Shelton et al., 2013; Leal et al., 2014), K2 THAHE SN 5 KK+

ELTCTHELZ,
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2 —7. HEHEN

FP. O EREEMEZERKBRIEERE LB T2 TN TP RET
7 LT, ABEFREE S O m Vv High-Fit B (37 4) & ABEFKEE S DKV Low-Fit
BE (37 4) BN T L, Brd R RMOBMEL L IE., 7 — T
SATBRSN L7, #BRE O R E £ T BB EHH . TPA. MVPA, LPA, £
MeFRE ), BRAMEAEICEAL T, o nwtREIc LR L, &6
W, FRITIE T2 MEIZONWT, 74— (High-Fit, Low-Fit) X
(AT, sBEel, el el mEgE) o 2 Ko Kook &5 8y
HraeftTw, 2o#HomE s L TARYy 7 2o —= (Bonferroni’s) ™ % & i
WIERE 2 H Vi,

IR TEDRONTHUE T W T, IRIEE & & AR
ELRBELEOEBREETOWRE ZIZICHRF Lz, 3. ARk
REICETLLEALND ZMEAF (PR, F#, BMI, BDI-2) &, A%
FHES) (VOs pear) KA FE N 70 1) 3R 2E 00 B 0 I HR O BRI 28 L B L % 2
ESin, BT Y (Pearson's) OMBASHIZ LV Mt Lic, B9V REL L
OHBEFRE (r>02) BDALNZEHICEHL T, HEEL L TAHHZOME
Gy MWTISHE 234 A 72

WIT, FIRIEE &, ABER. RO 3SFEORRMERNAELE &G4,
BN AT o7c, 2t MY B EEREROBGEE NMEST 5K T
(BENAEF) 220N FETHD Kb IS AL 2EI O FIEI
Baron and Kenny (1986) IZ X b @tz HWieET AR5, ZDOET IV
T BN DR ERIET D ICHTE>TA4OOEK 2T HLEND S, T2
b, OMIEBPAECHERER WAL TNDLZ L OMIEREPAE
N EHZHRAL TND 2 &, QMY ERNIERERZ FHH T 2 XA i
B EBRN LR N EBPERERE BB I T L2 @ DR
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WS BEEPEREB 2N T 20RPARECKRTTISZ2&, ThH D (Fig.
10),

ZOWNHE (@) PAEETHLINE D IL. ML ER D EN 5%
LCERBRAKICEH 2 2R # 20 % (indirect effect; path aXpathb) BNAE TH
LMERDLIVEND D, ZOMBEHROAFEMEOKRE L L T, AHFZETIX
Bootstrapping &2 W7z, Zhid, HREMREEIRGEE a & b O 6 IE
RIS Lz Bl L. ZDOBED MO IS%EEIXHA 0 & £
NEAFETHDLEEET D FIET, T T NVEBDRVGEICH R 265G
FIETH D,

ARG CIEL, FERIEBE) &S X o Tk L7z B3 6E 23 8 LU0 18 7 Bl e
BRI 2L W Aamat T o7, ML EZHICHIKIES & (TPA) . 1R
ZEHOHE ORI A B (DS), BEA B HBFERE (VOrpe) HBVIET
N EAER L T2,

T XX EEEAERFE TR L, HAFALBELIZ X SPSS for Windows
(SPSS Inc., ver. 19.0) . HSr 4 #7112 1X PROCESS macro for SPSS W 7=, A
BRI %L LT,

Mediator Variable

Direct effect (path ¢’)

Independent Dependent
Variable Variable

Figure 10. Mediation design.
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3. ®#R
3—1. JL—THBF (BEFANBE vs BHEANEH)
FP L HBEERE OIS CEBRE R BB L L7, VOs pea @ TR E 1

B IE 46.6 ml/kg/min, & ME 36.2 ml/kg/min T > 7. BLUWD VO pear D i
PH 1L, % P : High-Fit # 57.8 — 46.6 ml/kg/min, Low-Fit # 46.1 —30.7 ml/kg/min,
Z M High-Fit # 45.1 - 36.9 ml/kg/min, Low-Fit # 35.6 —27.3 ml/kg/min T
bolo, REBORFMEZRTAHEAEHE . TPA, A FEGE N O R IT
Table 2 1273, TPA. MVPA & VO peax 1% High-Fit Bt TH &2 & < (TPA:
£(72) = 3.54, p < 0.01; MVPA: £(72) = 3.54, p < 0.01; VO3 pear: t(72) = 6.84, p <

0.001), BMI /X Low-Fit B TH ZE 2@ 2> 7= (t(72) =2.08, p < 0.05),

Table 2. Participant demographics, physiological characteristics (High-Fit vs Low-

Fit).
Measure High-Fit Low-Fit P-value
Sample Size 37 (15 female) 37 (15 female)
Age[yr] 20.1(1.51) 20.4(1.62) 376
Height [cm] 165.0(7.82) 165.9(8.55) 633
Weight [kg] 56.9(8.55) 61.4(12.88) .079
BMI [kg/m?] 20. 8(1 82) 22.2(3.57) .041
BDI-2 3(5.17) 6.8(4.36) .640
IPAQ
TPA [METs-hour/wk] 36.8(16.78) 22.4(16.85) <.001
MVPA [METs-hour/wk] 33.4(17.69) 18.8(16.54) <.001
LPA [METs-hour/wk] 3.4(6.42) 3.6(6.46) .858
Graded exercise test
VO2peak [Ml/kg/min] 46.4(5.94) 36.9(5.93) <.001
HRpeak [bpm] 175.3(12.54) 177.8(12.95) 427
Wrpeak [Watl] 227.3(46.44) 205.2(52.93) .067
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Note: BMI = Body Mass Index; BDI = Beck Depression Inventory; IPAQ =
International Physical Activities Questionnaire; TPA = Total physical activity;
MVPA = moderate to vigorus physical activity; LTP = lowphysical activity; METs
metabolic equivalent of task; VOz peak = Peak oxygen uptake; HR = Heart rate; WR

Work road. Values are mean = SD. P-values for the independent t-tests comparing

High-Fit vs. Low-Fit.

BMELMEICB T 2 EIZRIT Fig. 11 13T, W OBESMt kT2
EARICHLHEBICAEREZIRO DN o A, UK ICR L TEL
S TEITW2 | &% 2 7-%8 A1 High-Fit B T/ W\ (1(72)=1.86,p=0.067),

Mo T ITHELU) E& X728 E 1L Low-Fit # TR WE T (¢(72)=1.98,p =0.52)

NR BT,
O Low-Fit
- B High-Fit
1]
& =
O 0.8 4
o
% T
= 0.6 - + +
— - -
(@]
S 04 -
=
O
o 0.2 4
3 ‘W ]
i Il N
Old Similar New Old Similar New Old Similar New
Target Lure Foil

Figure 11. Overall task performance (High-Fit vs Low-Fit).
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Note: Values are mean = SE, “p < 0.1 with independent t-test.
Figure 12. Response proportion for eaech similarity lures (High-Fit vs Low-Fit).

Note: Values are mean + SE, "p<0.05, *p<0.1 with independent t-test.

BLEE = L A=A % 3 5 B & =X Fig. 12 12”579, FREEOHE
PRIz BT, ELL TEITW2 ) & EZE T =% A2 High-Fit # T <
(t(72) = 2.41,p =0.018), - C A L) & %2 CLZE o EAMN High-Fit &
TR o> 72 (1(72)=2.35,p=0.022), T 7bb, FHERBMIZHLT IMETW
5] DIEAXETHL)] OBEN ML — FE 7 OBFRTH o 7z ATREME N RIR S
i,

High-Fit #f & Low-Fit #£ (23 17 2 B{LRE 5 B 5 % (LDI) % Fig. 13 {271~
T “IRITHESBOTOME., FBUEOEDENZE O 6L (FQ2, 144) =
103.43, p < 0.001), Z A —7 kT 5 ERITAEBEBEMAED 57 (F(,
72) = 2.86, p = 0.095), X AEHIZAE TIE R o7c (F(2, 144) = 1.26,p =

0.29),
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Figure 13. Discrimination performance assessed by lure discrimination index (LDI).
Lures split into high, middle and low mnemonic similarity. There is significant main

effect of fitness levels, but no interaction. Values are mean = SE.

WA, R (DS) Ol % Fig. 14 (28T, R ITl & 95 8o A O fE 3.
YELE O Eh BN O L (F(4, 288) =597.67, p <0.001), 7 b —FIZxF3
LHEMFEITBRO LN o7 (F(1,72)=2.41,p=0.12), A= ANEHN
WO LT ) (F4, 288) =287, p=0.03), "o 7xzna—=0DFEIZXD
ZTDHDOME & A1T > 7= & Z A High-Fit # 13 1 25 B o 35 L1 302 %k 3 5 573l
F (DS_mid) DA BEECEHWEZ EDBH LN o7, —F, R—H#H. &
R L AR U . B R T x5 S R B #E X . High-Fit #£ & Low-
Fit BEORIC A B 72 21X b 72y > 7= (DS_Target: F(1, 288) = 0.02, p =
0.88; DS_High: F(1, 288) = 2.40, p = 0.12; DS_Low: F(1, 288) = 0.81, p = 0.37;
DS _Foil: F(1,288)=0.84, p=0.36), > £ Y . High-Fit #f & Low-Fit & o g {2
R AN EOZIT, PEEORMESREMICBEZIN, (FEE R M
95 AL oRZEIEETHD,)
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Figure 14. Discrimination score as a function of interference levels (High-Fit vs
Low-Fit).

Note: Discrimination score = 1 — p(“old”|Type). Values are mean + SE, “p < 0.05.

3—2. HEALSH

7Y ORI DR R, PEBINEA IS TPA K O VO pear & MBI L T
W7, 4. BMIL BDI-2 [Z. TPA. VOipec ROV THOBREMKRE & b A E
ARBARME XD B o 72 (Table 3). £ o T, HERI O & TPA & VO peak
DFIEREE L TROFHEBEDIICH N,

PE A B 25 RS BRE L7 R AR B A T O 5 B TPAL, MVPA & VO, peu 12 11
ZH DS mid & EOMBEBERARD bR, S5IC, TPA & VOi pex D IC

1IE OB BEIRAR® b ivie (Fig. 15),
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Table 3. Summary of correlation and partial correlation analysis

. Physical Discrimination Score
Fitness . . Target
(VOzpeak) Activity Recognition
pes (TPA) High Mid Low
Sex -.629** -.251% -.070 .055 -.054 -.144
Age -.136 -.169 077 033 -.043 -013
BMI 013 .057 A72 .020 100 .037
BDI-2 -.087 -.090 .085 -.088 -.185 -.035
VOopeak # - - -.146 200 339" 222
TPA # 453* - -219 135 .261% 044
MVPA # 505* - -221 A75 .302* .080
LTP # -.140 - -.001 -112 - 113 -.103

Note: BDI = Beck Depression Inventory; VOz peak = Peak oxygen uptake; TPA = Total
physical activity; MVPA = moderate to vigorus physical activity; LTP =
lowphysical activity. Values are Pearson ‘s product-moment correlation coefficient.
# partial correlation coefficient controlled for sex as a covariate, * p < 0.05, ** »p

<0.01.
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Figure 15. Correlation between variables.
A) Relationship between aerobic fitness (VOzpeak) and discrimination score for
middle-similarity bins. B) Relationship between physical activity and discrimination
score for middle-similarity bins. C) Relationship between physical activity and

aerobic fitness (VOzpeak). Discrimination score = 1 — p(“old”|Lure), pr = partial

correlation coefficient after controlling for sex. “p < 0.05.

3—3. AW
FBISHFIC K 0 . TPA, VOs pear. DS mid ® 3 FOHEHERZNZENE S
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ThDHIENH NIRRT B 5 %17 - 7=, Table 4 & Fig. 16 1%,
BEN ST ORE R AR LTS, £, TPA X DS_mid (pathc) K 8 VO, peuk
(patha) #Z N ZNAEICHMA LT W7, TPA & DS _mid ® 2T VO peak &
FRERE LTMZ D & VO peax [EH BT DS_mid BB L TH Y (path
b). TPA 78 DS mid Z&iBl+ 2 Hix9E v, AE TR o7 (path ¢’),
OB E O HF B M %A Bootstrapping IEIC IV RE L E Z A, MEDE
D IS%EEEXMICEe NG TN TRV & 2N T X 7= (standardized
indirect effect: 0.13, 95% CI: 0.023 to 0.278), Z D T &b, VOz peak 25 TPA

L DS mid DEBREAEICENT LI LALLM RoT,

Table 4. Results of mediation analysis.

Dependent variable: Discrimination score for middle-similarity-lures
Independent variable: Total Physical Activity (TPA)

Mediator variable: Aerobic fitness (VO,,.,)

Controlling variable: sex

R? AR? B SEB B tvalue AF
IV to MV (path a)
Model 519 18.56
TPA 0.151 0.035* .364 4.31
Sex -8.223 1.293** -537 -6.36
Total effect of IV on DV (path c)
Model 071 5.26
TPA 0.002 0.001* .269 2.29
Sex 0.005 0.040 .013 0.11
Direct effect of MV on DV (path b) & IV on DV (path c¢')
Model 327 061 5.00
TPA 0.001 0.001 .356 2.24
VOzpeak 0.008 0.004* 139 1.09
Sex 0.069 0.048 .205 1.43

Note: R? = coefficient of determination; B = unstandardized regression coefficient;

SE = standard error. * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01.
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Mediator Variable

Aerobic Fitness
(VOZpeak)

(path a)
=0.36"

(path b)

Total effect (path c)

Physical Activity |- - R0, Memory Performance
> DS Mid
(TPA) Direct effect (path ¢) (OS_ )
Independent Variable B=0.14 Dependent Variable

Figure 16. Mediation model.

Aerobic fitness (VOgzpeak) as a mediator of the effect of physical activity on
discrimination score for middle-similarity lures (DS_Mid). Path c: total effect of TPA
on DS Mid, path a: effect of TPA on VO2peak, path b: effect of mediator on DS_Mid,
path ¢’: direct effect of TPA on DS _Mid through a mediator. Sex was entered as a

covariate for all paths. B indicate standardized regression coefficient. *p < 0.05.

4. ER

WZEARE 1 Tk, FIREBR (TPA) 2N & K Wed % KB 72 £ %0
e LCOFMBERES (VOs pear) B, /NF — U A BEREDIEE T b 2 M
RIERMEELEMR LTV E ) DREE L, BBRE &M 2 & o 8%
RED @ % T =4 L OB /3 2 e BSR4 Ll L7 & A High-Fit #
1T Low-Fit B 12 b= C | b 25 JE O BURIMIC 51 2 RAIERER TN D 2 &
W DT/ o7, HREB R, AR & HERERIED =% 0%
HESHICEY 2 TOHBRE THRFALEZEZA, ZRZAEOMRBEHKIC
b5 LNHRINT, SHIT, EASTO/BE, GHEBE L HREERE
FRNENELRERNEOTHN T LTABETHY . FKIEHESEL
RIERIEICE X R BIARBERICLVENSRS 2 ERH L MR-
oo T OFERIT, BERIEBI KR ELE-ABERPEEONE — 5
BERE L BMR L T D &0 ) AERBEORHNE LB 5,
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MERLE & R BIROBIFR T, Low-Fit B TIXE MM, High-Fit #f T X IE B &
(IR ThH oz, TN EIFXHOBEBRMEN, M X 2 REREOKT
CBWTEZ I TWb, Reaghetal. (2014)5 13, WK DA BB HICET 5
Bl ERNHEEE AT, AR ALBEEEREOREL LKL L
ZAH, FRENFRE ~LMEWRIIC T 2 RBIENMEIC L VKT L
TWAHZ EZHEL TWD, Wilsonetal. (2006) (X, mEi&E THLNDZ D
X9 7B &Rl o IEEMN 72 B R 2 memory rigidity & FEON(Fig. 8) .
ZiA DG/CA3 FHID N Z — RO TICER T 52 Z & 28 M5O
FERMNDIE LEZ, &5, LED fMRIIC X 58325 5, memory rigidity
NI DEEE S E TlX . DG/CA3 fHIRIC B 2 PEEIM IS 3 5 3%
— VBB EMRIEEB AR T L TS Z AR INTW D, AUFERE
CBWTB RIS, ARFBEIADBVERKEANCE T 2HEEE & HRRIE
O BfRIE. memory rigidity ® ¥, 972 H memory flexibility & F % . Z @
T RICHABRERERNDE L O TIE DG O /NF — Vo BEgEN M E L Twvizaf
BRERNEBEXOLND,

HBGTORER S . 70— TR DR A& SRR L 7z, i & o BRI ZE T UL
HFEEIDNPEEOLEREEBEBR L TWVWS Z &N, & b (Chaddock et al.,
2010; Chaddock et al., 2010), # i pk A (Baymetal., 2014), & (Erickson
etal,200) T/ RENTWVWD, L2 LaaRns, 26T cix, FEEiE
BAMEZ M T A2RABELH VTV ARAWED, NZ— 5L OB
RiTDro TR olz, ME—  FHiRAZHRICEB FL—=27128 5%
U EEARMNEOELZRM N ETIL, ABEEREN EHUTRERBMED
EALEOMIZIZTEDOHBEEGEND L 2 ERHE I TWD (Déry et al.,
2013), L22L 23, ZOMWETIHEHELEN TCORFIZIT-TELT,
BoORYE =V RO 2SR T IR Tho o, RIFZETIL. B
PrERl ez EHEENICHFLIRFTLEZ LT, ARFZRERIBEGEV L O

48



TITFEMLE & F BIRE @ B 42 12 memory flexibility 3Bl & v, Z O R
DG O /% — o fERem B2 dH D & D B e AR E ST B LT,

FRRFR DL HEURERMEICMZ CHRITE L2 G072 =& 0GR N%E
EEAONICL VR LEZLEZ A, “FHEFZRETNAEWICEOMBERBEERIC
HY, FRFEHEOELLEABEICH T2 RIIAMEELICEVENS
NDZEPHALNIIRoTe, ZOREKNG, HURLEMNED THIK T TH
LZHEMBENIT. FREHEICIVEMLZLO TH D ARRMEDNFH W Z &
PWHERCTE e, £, AMRFRNDEZENRFICLZSE . HREDE & HE
FLERMEOMERIIAE CE R o7 2 226 (path¢’), HEO HKTE
BHOFEMAEZE S LT, BRI (TPAQ) ICXVWVHAAELAEFEHE LY b, K KR
FERELPOLHMUL-ABER IO TR ENL TV D AIEMEL REB I,
THIE, EEIC K DR BRI T R A BN T D AR A
ELTHBEBEEANDNEETH DL & T 2 A8 FENDH (cardiovascular fitness
hypothesis) & — %4 % (Etnier et al., 1997; Aberg et al., 2009).

HREEE, AMEENDEF MK OERER (TR) L oMICHE LM
BYEIZRO O hoTe, ZTHIE, R PE DL RLIERE O (relational
memory task) NAMER N EHBE L - F T, R LEOBEDLY RDRVHE
— IR O FRHE (item memory task) A & AMEFEREH L OMIZITAER
BRI o o & T D RATMREOME L —E+ 2% (Baymetal., 2014), TR
FMESEHEOBEBRAE S T oI MBHEICERNICEE DDA TS,
IO TRICIHEEEN 2N ENRENTWD (Kirwan et al., 2012), Z# 5
AHSER DL BMAR TS OMEE. F12 DG DN F — 4 B L& FFIC B
L TWDARMEND D — 5. WIS LA O fK a2 & 5 5L e & X B R 2
RN, HDOHWIFINNSNWZ ENRNBZILND,

ABFRBE TIL, IPAQ IC XV JE L EKITE & (TPA) %+~ &l
£ (MVPA) & K5RE (PA) OB /0 L CTMHT L, TO/RE. MVPA
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TR EEOELAE AR L ORREP R ONTDIZx L, LPA TIEA ER
BERMEIEED bR role, Ll b, ZO/MEND LPA XS e
LR TH D LM T IR W P72 L F A D, LPA & DS ORIZAH
ERBERERN RO oL RKE LT, EMKEDORAREZZLOND, &
FEIFH W2 TPAQ I, IR E O RIEH A (K< R b o TLE O 2 & AHEMI
NTW5D Z L 25 (Van Holle et al., 2015), = OfRERFEIZIT. 3 WK o H0H &
AR lic i, MENOFERIGEEELZZBMOICHMT 22 EB8EToND
(Hayes et al., 2015),

FREHENELS ., ARBEIDEGE O AIZEHEUZERIES GV LW
DAE/FOENTMAEBROTERITIT, EEHIZKLY DG OB MENEGED Z &N
BEEREL TV b Ly, i s» s BEMNICEB 21T 5 2 L THEE
DG OMBEHENE LD Z LWL NI > T 5 (Inoue et al., 2015; Lee et
al., 2013; Okamoto et al., 2012; van Praag et al., 1999b), & 5|2, E#HIZ Xk 5
AR AEDOEIMIE, NFZ—raBeom EEREBRLTWD 2 &b EITHSE
DFER ISR & D (Creer et al., 2010), & M & XHBIC L 72HFZEICB W T
H, HEAC RBEBOFHBREZEN L —=2 72 TbEEBORBERITO
mEE, BEUERMNEOM EXFHET LI R HE SN T WD (Déry et
al.,2013), S EIfF LR RIL, AELERE N & BB IE A RE O FHBIRLR T
b, EEEORREEBITONLRY, SHBITMAMFRICLD | BB R NZ
— VBT RO LN TN T HMNENH D,

WFERRE 1 Tlx, WIS 0N % — oy BERE 2 [ B2 0 12 FF AN C & 2 17 B) 5 47
ELTOHURERGELE FMRIBMENEEOBBREZRFT LS., TS
DG ODHEREM B W ICERKRT 2082 NIEHA LA TIER Y, ZhEEND D
7o IZIE, W fMRI & H W TR R AT IR O VRIS O PR TE B & B AT 5
WNdDH, £, AFwH L BEURLERIE S OBEREICIT, EOX o7
OB EMREEBNEL T D200 HKE N, +ELORBE R

50



LTk, MEOEBERMARFL LTEBRLTVWD Z ERRES N
T\ % (Erickson et al., 2009; Chaddock et al., 2010a), £ 7=. f#IC L % P
FLEFRBEOKRTEOMEERRESNL TS, RNKEND DG ICEST
LZEHBMRAMEAOKAMELEBAL TV DL LAY (Yassa et al., 2010a;

Bennett et al., 2016),

5. EH

B RN E R S F — A HERE O 4K T b OBl RIS W EE Y B IR T
BE (TPA) RAMEES (VOspe) EBBELTWEMNE I DAL & 2
4 . High-Fit # 13X Low-Fit |2 b~ C H1 45 B2 oo LRI kF - 2 Fp B RE 28 /&
Mo fr, & HAT, BEA AT O B B RIS B RS I & oh S o HE LK
BT LRBENENTEY . ZOBRICITHBEFRESENE 7L L TH
HELTWDZEDRWHLMNICRoT2, 2NOOBBEMEDE R, EH#ick 3

i DG ~ OB RABIE LT D TS D 5.
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BVE —BH0orRESPI/ECLEEAINECRETIEE HARFEE2

B
HIWCAT D EEN T, S DG ot g £z e L TE - LiEEzm L

.y
m

3

¥ 5, DG X, MREOEBI AT AITB W T, LLCIHRDEEDFIIEE.
Thbb "=V iafizHo TV EBZXONTEY ., HEUWES DT 0
IR ERORYEN P LM EIN T WD, B CIX. fiEl LiES
TV o -V aBENREBED L, SO ICHEEMEO M bR A
OEMEMBAT 52 ENH LN TS (Creer et al., 2010), 2L b K
OB RIL, BEOER THEE. $12 DG OMEEN M L+ 5 "/ REME 4
Pifh & &H 5,

— MO EBH N FEE  HERICAETTEEBICELTE. T AV B RAR—Y
£ % 2> (American College of Sports Medicine; ACSM) 7% — % i) 7 fad & il A 12
9 LB L L CHER S S IR L o EE) W 2B 2, GLER
DRATICAT ) TREEH A ZOROTE Y — FREHREORE LM LEE 5
TERELAREIN T LN, FHERBEORBIEE (¥ — o BEiE D FEE)
B L TR LR EITR, N2 =BT Y — REREO R IZ
AR THDLZ LD, —@EEHRICTE - -LEREIE X D8 RITIEAN
A — VB Om EXNHDLAREENBZ LD,

ARMFZERBETIL, N — U BRI T o — MO EH R ERIET D
F—ATy 7L LT, —wMEofREES S BHURMBORMNEL R ESE

LME D IREET D
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2. Ak

2—1. WE¥E

KA ReEPbid 214 (K 104) RERICSMMLE, T XToOHRE
BE - ARICEFTN RN L 2R
IR O B R, HiE. TRIN D HfERMEEZ FmICT

X, AR R RIE B OBEEREN 2 <
L7, TO#HBREIC
+aA L ECcNMoREBEEST, ERITT X THERFZRER ML

BEHEICESHTEME L, #EBRE ORI Table5 123 L 72,

Table 5. Participant demographic and physiological characteristics.

Measure All Male Female
Sample Size 21 11 10
Age [yr] 20.5(1.40) 20.2(1.25) 20.8(1.55)
Height [cm] 164.8(7.63) 169.9(4.99) 158.5(5.22)
Weight [kg] 57.7(6.28) 60.5(5.86) 54.7(5.48)
BMI [kg/m?] 21.5(1.94) 21.0(2.05) 22.2(1.66)
Graded exercise test
VOzpeak [MI/kg/min] 41.0(7.37) 46.3(5.42) 35.2(3.96)
HRpeak [bpm] 180.0(8.71) 179.0(9.79) 181.1(7.72)
RPEpeak 19.4(0.93) 19.5(0.52) 19.3(1.25)
WRpeak [W] 211.0(49.94) 248.6(34.79) 169.6(23.70)
Exercise session
HR [bpm] 130.0(7.17) 131.4(6.68) 128.4(7.72)
RPE 12.7(1.59) 13.1(1.51) 12.3(1.64)
WR [W] 91.9(26.15) 112.1(16.56) 69.8(13.20)

Note: BMI = Body Mass Index; VOz peak = Peak oxygen uptake; HR = Heart rate; WR

= Work road; RPE = rating of perceived exertion. Values are mean (SD).

2—2. EBRFIE
FEIL, EE AT GME, EHETICEHEROBHSIMLED 2 5
Bam —RENIT) . 7 AL —R—FTH A I TCHEM LT, 2HDE
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BRi% 48 WEI DL B22 1 TAT W, Al —BREZICEBR 2 BR 4G L 7o, JEF 20 R & M %
T2 ELODORMGERITIT ) DITEEZICE O M7, BBRE IS,
EBROF A X+ RmERAE & o8, Kil, BMLWESIELA I, £,
ERUAOWLVER, 77 oA COBRITEIE L, B FIXERMA 2 HH
AiE T2 T S ',

B E I R=E%, 15 SHERHEIC L, TOM., kT =y 7 LRmipE
DR FOMER (4M) #iTo7, TDOH%., “RITK W RE (TDMS) 12 k&
DEBE T ZBERBATOR Sy ZWE L, EE3X, VX r PRAER
HT L TA—FTORLY /B E L, HBHE DL ICHE L 50% VO,
peak D AT 10 43 M4T - 7=, [AIHE#H X 60bpm (28— L 7=, B F X040
A ORPE ZHIE L, BEF&MTIE, =3 XA —% ET 10 4 ML § % 1%
ST, BB R OZHETERZ, BOR AW E L, EB R OLHFKT 5 0%,
R A B Lo, USRI TR 2 ME L. K 45 7 M AL 2§ &
Rofe, oM, MR AR ETHHTHB O VWE T A 2RI, £

Dk, HBBREZAT -2 (Fig. 17) .

Subject
Arrives :
Mood Exercise Mood Stud Mood Test
@ or @ Y1 ®
Rest y R
» S y/a >
15 min 10 min 5 min 45 min

Figure 17. Outline of the experimental procedures.

2-3. BARRENEBOAERUEDHAFORE

EWREIL, TOEBAMAREITV, VO peu & BIE L 72, 188 &6
BT, WFZeER 1 LR FEE W, EHAHRROERE L L0,
B EB A (W) L HEEC T O A OMEBREL 7 e v b LETEELR

R 50% VOspex & R DEB AR EWBRE S LICHE LT,
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2—-4. BUYHZRVEHAURE

PR AR MFERE 1 LR O G L0 FhE L7, BRI &35
IR O FEAf T CEBPREHICIELS TERITWS ) ERZE T 28E (IEER)
D BMBEEFMICR o T IEICnd ) EEIZELTCLESLEAEZZLBIW
7= B LR % A B FE # (lure discrimination index; LDI) & % Hi LaEfl L 7=,
LDl X EHLELE Z &, & (LDI_high)  H #2 F (LDI_middle) X v (LDI_low)

TR L 7.

2-5. ZRERGRE (TDMS)

TDMS &, [y A REE & RBELZ 28 & T 2¥m LI EM T HET
b (B IR T ZER | T V) ICHESW TR SN RAESR, fERER,
2003; Sakairi et al., 2013), Z O & MHIE O R #IX, B BN A BLH 2> B [
BaR/DRICED TNWDHRED, HLRRATORS & mLAHTHRY IR L fEHE
WHIE T&E 2RI o HBREMNBAHOLHEREZ ERICHEETE o
Y, EEICHE Lo LERA, MESMAHEY R LD R-oTLE
I EIWCEFEBRTRETHLID, TORMEEE X TIHEHTVIXAE B %X

“WhHbEWE, 417947 LK, BKX 7k, BRibsShi=, VI v 7 AL
-, BV VL, Zoidln, A FA4AF L7080 EMEHIZR LT, I'e
K EHITEHZ2ZN] 2B TIEFICES ] FTO6 EETHEIYE, REELER

MERE 2 5 Lz,

2 —6. HMETEN
P EBSME L LA MEOR R, EO ., EREEANM O ZNE N

DOEZERIZOWVWT IO HDH tHREIC LD L, &S, LDIIZDW T,
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i GES, L) XHEUE (&, T, 1K) o2 ZRO koo hE 5 8o
EIIWV, TOBROREL L TRy 720 —=D L ERBMHEREEL AV,

TDMS (B L Tl & GESZy, 2Z2§) &R (ZFFNEB AT, 2§ EH)
%, RLEHAEEE) O 2 BRO K THESWIT 2TV, ZOBROBEL L
TRy 7 zn—=0LEILEMERTZH VT,

HBEICL DR DO EBREREDOEZHROENOBRBREEZA DD,
HEEICE D BN Do TmR/DIC OV TIE, EE 2 3L EHRi% coBlic
BT D5/ D% (postEX-preEX) — (postCTL — preCTL)) & . &L E D
LDI D&M o ZEE OB E YT Y OREMBEGREE AW THair Lk,

T HE T RTCEYEEEEREZ TR L, ek LBE 2L SPSS for

Windows (SPSS Inc., ver. 19.0) # v, HAEKE L 5% L L 7=,

3. #R

3—1. EBHPOLHEBEVEIEHMNESAE (RPE)

EE oL BIE 130.017.2 /45 RPE & 12.7+1.6 A FThH o7z
(Table4), T H1X, ACSM DEE LT WA FT7 A4 TRI LTV D iR

 (moderate) O#EFHANTH 52 & 2 HER L 1=,

3—2. HEERBHFREE

B RS C )T B I 1T, Fig. 18 1R, BRI ICH LT > T I
L) EHEZELEHAZ., EHEMETHEICIES (1(20)=2.75, p=0.012), IE
LLTITEITWD EHZELEREGIIAREICE N> 72 (1(20)=2.72,p=0.013),
BFROREEICH L TH LW E A A HEICABERENIRD N RN (t
(20) = 0.53, p=0.80), [l — HIl P4 & ME RIS AP IC K T~ D B ICH B 2 LR D

oz,
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11 O Control
B Exercise =

*

0.6 -

Proportion of response

0 HI (1N | ﬂ' ml ﬂ'

Old Similar New | Old Similar New | Old Similar New
Target Lure Foll

Figure 18. Overall task performance (CTL vs moderate EX).

Note: Values are mean = SE, * p < 0.05 with paired t-test.

FELEE 2 AT Z 7 LR IS b 30 5 (B0 2% 360 Fig. 19 128 3. & BRI
BEWT, ELL TlTnwa ) tRIZETCEZHEN EXEZHETHE LS (1(20) =
4.58,p<0.001), > T IAL) ZATLEIEEN EXEHETENL- -
(t(20) =2.16,p <0.05), £/, #E-oT IH LWV LHEEZLEZEA D EX &M

TE o 72 (1(20) = 2.17, p < 0.05),
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- O Control
0.6 n 1
o 1 * 1 B Exercise
2
o) T
73
Y— -T- -
(o]
5 *
'.E 0.2 R
o
o
o
k i
0
old similar new old similar new old similar new
High-Sim Mid-Sim Low-Sim

Figure 19. Response proportion for eaech similarity lures (CTL vs moderate EX).

Note: Values are mean = SE, * p < 0.05, + p < 0.1 with paired t-test.

BRI LD 3EMEICH,B LB EREIZ& 4% LDl & Fig. 20 12”7,
TWROTEE SO O R, FESRLEEM(F(2,40)=4.25p=0.021) & 4
LI LD ERENRRBD L (F (2, 40) = 67.29, p < 0.001), FKiFoEWIC
L2 ERITRD BN M o7 (F (L1, 20) = 1.07, p= 0.31), D% DOKRED
R BEEAS ORI T 2 LDl N EBRETHEC S R
OYE W FE LB o I T 221358 8 B A 72 7> - 72 (LDI_high: F (1, 20) = 16.39,
p = 0.001; LDI_middle: F (1, 20) = 0.06, p = 0.82; LDI_low: F (1, 20) = 0.11, p

= 0.743).,

3—3. [FTNDE

HEENZ L DR DALY Fig. 21 12" T . REEE KT 5 2R oo Bl & 47 #R
O ORER, AERZHEAEMBRD 5 (F (2, 40) = 23.38, p < 0.001).,
ZOH%OBREICLY, EHKICEBEERS Y (F (1, 20) = 18.90, p <
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0.001), Z# &I TIEAHEME FL TV ERHL MR- 7= (F (1,

5

20) = 6,04, p<0.01), PREEICEHAL CIZAERLAFERHLEOCEDRITRD
Y VA RN

)
S 17 O Control
% B Exercise
= 0.8 -
£
@
o 06 -
2 |
o~
0 —_ I
3 04 4 T
B
E 0.2 - I
s
Q 9

High Middle Low

Figure 20. LDI for each similarity lures (CTL vs moderate EX).

Note: Values are mean = SE, * p < 0.05.

Arousal Pleasure

5 - % g E
5 —o— Control
—m— Exercise

-10 ] 0 T T 1

pre- post- post- pre- post- post-
EXorCTL EXor CTL  Study EXor CTL EXor CTL  Study

Score
Score

Figure 21. Mood state (CTL vs moderate EX).

Note: Values are mean = SE.
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3—4. HESH

EEIC XV AEFEICKKE2A T E L LD highicBdL T, E#ick %50
ZAb & R E AR O SR 0 & 0 BIRME 2 R X7 (Fig. 22) o T EE EE K OV
FE D48 {k & LDI_high O £ ICTAEZBERETRD Do iz
(Arousal: Pearson’s r (21) = -0.166, p = 0.487; Pleasure: Pearson’s r (21) =
0.144, p = 0.534)

EEIC LD REMENE MLz, EHICLDIRBEOL/IL LDl O%
M OEDOBEBELZFHUENICHRTZEZA, WThOoBHEEIZEWTY
AEZ2BEBME TR DS 2 o 7= (High: Pearson’s r (20) = -0.13, n.s.;

Middle: Pearson’s r (20) = -0.27, n.s.; Low: Pearson’s r (20) = -0.36, n.s.),

0.4 - 0.4 -
[ ] [ ]
[ ] [ ]
< 0.2 4 . < 0.2 4 ..
2 e o D L)
I [ ] ¢ ® ot o Y I [ ] L ] f * °
_| 0 A . © L] ™ _| 0 A . o* L)
()] ()]
— —
< -0.2 4 < -02 4
'0.4 T T L] 1 0.4 T T 1
10 0 10 20 30 20 -10 0 10
A Arousal A Pleasure

Figure 22. Correlation between mood change and LDI change with moderate exercise.

4. BR

AMFEREIL., —@EOPREEIDICIY XY - HHROBETH D
FUEGEEAMNENEELNE D DPRIEL T, ZORE. 10 47 o H il i E
MRICAFAREZIT o256 BEHRMEIZH AT @ W EEE O3 o 55
F (LDI_high) 28 @& <, —@ o h R EEESH N ELULZEAMNELZ®m O L 2 &
D BMNE RS T,
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FRPE T T D EE L, BT REREORZERTH - 7= (Stark et al.,
2013; Borotaetal., 2014), JELIHFLIC B T 2 TR L] ORIZFR L T T 5 |
DEIZEFRIZIMN L= A7 ORI - TEBY, EERMET IFH L] oEZER
DAL P> TR VICIELL TRITWD | EEXTLEERENPoT, S HIT,
FRLERNIC LDl 24 % & HEES&SOVEUAE TRIRPE,o 7, =
O ORERIT, hMEEEHICIY N — B AM ELTEZ L 2R R
L TW»5,

INETOWVWLS O ORI E Y, — i PEES) X8 LB H AR E
(Coles et al., 2008; Labban et al., 2011; Salas et al., 2011)<° & % %% 4 7k &
(Winter et al., 2007). B — A i@ G L iR & (Griffin et al., 2011)I2 % L TR
CTATRHIRP DN RESNTE L, N -V BEEINL DR
BREZFTICHEETHDLIEEZOLNDIN, N2 — U HHEOEEToH 5 L
RO FRNCFAE LIZREEH W THRIES W Z LT ho7z, SARHIES
NIRRT, BBy - FREBEL2M EIEL2HERICEI AN - 0BED
M B e DA REMEE RIE L TV D,

EE S ORI L DN F — 2 lERE O — R 2 AL, BT PRI &
DG STV S, Segal (2012) S, B 2 RECHBRE D > b, &
M RIEBOEE CTCHAIMERTOT IT—ERENEGE -2 OI1T EHEME
MK RFREICB T2 LD D@ o7 L 2R L TW5 (Segal etal., 2012),
DX N — o BERE D — RERY R AL PR R AR W E O A R R 2R K]
TORBIZELWEERZEADON D, S DG OMBEME > A7 LD —5

E LT, WHEIFEE (medial septum; MS) 2> 5 @ ACh fEE LMk IC L 5

E_HEU
2

2 & 5 (Hasselmoetal., 1995, 2006), 7 v MCIK#EH BT O L 5 72 @BIK TR E O
HE AT OELEGATHL, WBHENO AChIBERHEINT 22 LR bhos T

% (Nakajima et al., 2003),
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MR EDEUNCE ., WEANO BDNF IZHFEE&IC LN+ 5 2
EMG Lo TEBY, 2N —BHEICHEEZREL TCWVWLIAEELEZ LN

% (Soya et al., 2007),

5. BH

Al i N & RERAZ 10 0 O MR EEEE) M O Z ORI/ F — o BERE D
BETH 2 FHLAMOFRBIGELFEM LA R, HEUENEWHIHIZHE W T
HEEBZICEWFRIEL R Lic, 2ORRN G — iMoo fjm B #) 138 PR

Baplgzm LT EPHALNE R T,
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BVIE —BH0EEREERNFEULRAMNEICRETIEE HRARE

2 —2)

1. BH

PRFERRE 2 — 1 CiE. — iMoo Pl EEE (50% VOs pea 2538 B 5015 7 51
BEEZEO D ERNHONITh o, LA LARNS, PolREESE T EHNICIE
BEEH R TRORLE 00 LU I2BRECET TH Y | (KK HHCHES) ICERD
TRWVWAZIFEERLSLWHEBRE LSO 22 HG2 0, 2K L, 30%
VO pea 2 O 88 5% 3 FE 7 B 13, SE B HE O 00 B AY 100 H0/42 A #% . RPE 13
I~11 FRE (IR VETHLI~FKTHD)) OEBHTHY, HETHLEKRLS
WIEEBRE TH D,

RBEEESORBMEE~ORICHET 2T T TV AN 2
23, A, YR ENSHMAICERE T TIToTE 7, B hEX BRI LT
1. 10 47 ) 30% VO3 pea O 30 JE THEH) L 72 # . Stroop 78 o sl 231 14 %
b Z OB, BIEEATE R A2 3 TR R T B L 72 BN B 23 SE B £ 1T
M3 22 ENHL NI -7 (Byunetal., 2014b), ¥ % fii - 7= #f 28 T i,
2HME O 6 BEHOMKMREES ML —=0 7 THEFNENMEE I, 22
FEEEENM ET D LN Do TV B (Inoue et al., 2015; Inoue et al.,
2015; Okamoto et al., 2012), 72, WL 7 v M XD ERNS | (KiHEE
IS DG OMRIEE N LET 52 & NER I TS (Soya et al.,
2007), L EDOFERNS ., —@MEOEMREESR THHE DG 28 5 B L E

FEEZ N ESEDARERELD D,
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2. Ak
2—-1. HBRE

KA« REBEAE 204 (k8 4) DERICEBEMLE, T XTOHBKRE
T, PR REEROBEEEN 2, R - ARICEEN RN L2 ER
L, TOBWBREFEIEIHRAOEB., Fik, THINS 2 aRMEL ERIZT
oML LT MOoRMEBEL G, ERIIT X THRERFERERHAEZE

TS BB K SOWTER L, #EBRE O Table6 128 L 72,

i

\

Table 6. Participant demographic and physiological characteristics

Measure All Male Female
Sample Size 20 12 8
Age [yr] 20.6(1.73) 20.8(1.52) 20.0(2.08)
Hight [cm] 166.7(6.42) 170.4(4.55) 160.0(2.81)
Wight[kg] 59.7(13.78) 64.9(14.55) 49.8(2.33)
BMI [kg/m?] 21.3(3.88) 22.3(4.51) 19.5(0.92)
Graded exercise test
VOzpeak [MI/kg/min] 40.5(7.60) 42.5(8.40) 36.8(4.18)
HRpeak [bpm] 175.5(13.40) 176.0(11.43) 174.6(17.25)
RPEpeak 19.2(1.39) 19.5(0.66) 18.4(2.07)
Wrpeak 202.3(48.39) 229.7(34.77) 151.4(18.74)
Exercise condition
HR [bpm] 100.3(6.93) 99.4(7.30) 101.9(6.40)
RPE 10.4(2.11) 10.2(1.88) 10.6(2.64)
WR 46.4(17.04) 50.3(15.65) 31.8(7.15)

Note: BMI=Body Mass Index; VOjpeak=Peak oxygen uptake; HR=Heart rate;

WR=Work road; RPE=rating of perceived exertion. Values are mean (SD).
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2—-2. RRFIE

KB, E@HEITO BB L, EHEPICLHEROLH LMD 2 5
thER—HWRENDITI) . 7B AF—N— e FTH AL I TEMBLE, 2HOZE
Bk 48 e LA 221 TAT VW, R —WREANCEBR A B Lo, NHF 20 R 4 MH %%
THEDELLDOEMEELEITIT ) DITEEBITE VAT 72, BBREICIT,
FEBROF A IX o REREZ & O, KB, BMLWESE IR EE, £,
FEBRLYAOWLWER, V7 24 COBIUIEEIE L, BFIXFERM K 2 KFH
AiE CIZRET S/,
FEBROWNIZNERE2 — 1 LRAKETH L, EHIX, Vo FAH
RET L TA—F TORSLY VI E L HRE & IcHE L 30% VO,

peak 0)/%?%‘( 10 ﬁj\ﬁfﬂ??o f:o

2-3. BABREREBOIERUEDAFORE

EWREIL, TOEBATARREITV, VO peu & MIE L 72, 188 £ 153
Bt BFERREE 1 LR FIEE WG, EHATRBROBELZ b L0, MK
B EB A (W) L BEC T O A OMEBREL 7 e v b LETEE LR

L 30% VO pear & R DB AN A WBRE 2L IR LT,

2—4. FUpAKZRAVW-BERRE
HUMEKEZ R - EIT Pl P EdE2 — 1 RO FEIC L
D Eh L7, EUGEIESBAEIT., FFEMRE 2 — 1 & RERIC., EEURE 5B

¥ (lure discrimination index: LDI) #&H L. ZEM L 7=,

2—-5. ZRxTSHSRE (TDMS)
Mg 2 — 1 CREOFEICLVEEL-,
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2 —6. #EHEN

E9. BB L LSO R — R, EEUR M., ERERB O T E N
DEERIZONT, MIEOH D tREIC IV i Lz, ki, &St o
LDIZ DWW T, S (GESB), ZfF) LELUE (&, 1. K) o 28RO R
TRESHATEZIT N, TOHOREL L TRy 7 = n—= 0% & LKA
EREZE MW,

TOMS (IZBI L Tid. & (E®Z, Z§F) S (ZHOES AT, 2§ N0EH
%, i EE) O 28RN0 _RTEESBOTZITV., ZOBROKEL L
TRy 7z —=DZELBHEREZ VT,

LDI D &M D E W LRy OEALOBEBRMEZR RS 72D  EH £ 72132 F
i COR G DOEALIZ BT DKM D% (postEX-preEX) — (postCTL —
preCTL)) &, HEHENIC IV ABICEIL LEZEHBUEO LDIICE T 2 &M4M o %=
OB AEY T Y OREMBEKREE W THHT L,

T HIE T XTI E L ERERE TR L, MEHLERIZIE SPSS for

Windows (SPSS Inc., ver. 19.0) # A\, A EK¥ T 5% & L 7=,

3. R
3—1. EBFHFOLHBRUVEIHENWEHNARE (RPE)

EE) OO EIEL 1003169 /3 THY . ACSM OEBNL G A KT A
VTR ENTW S BIKEE (very light) OFPHNTH D Z & 2R LT,

RPE X 10421 KA > K Toh o7~ (Table 5),

3—2. Bk #ARERE
KRBT % T 5 B =R IE Fig. 23 (2R3, FHARIP IR L Tt > CTIE L
CEIZLEEAIE. EESTAHBEICIES (t(19) = 2.267, p= 0.035), IE L

< TEITWwWa ) LRIZLEEESIZAEICE -T2 (1(19) =2.530, p=0.020),
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HOAMBIZHF L TH LW EEALTGICABEREVITRD R o7 (1
(19) = 0.565, p=0.578), [m] — il {# & & B 3 ] P12 6 - % I & IS A B e 2 1R

OB o T,

11 O Control
0.8 - B Exercise [
T
*
0.6 -

Q
£ =Y
1

Proportion of response
o
%]

R I Il

Old Similar New Old Similar New Old Similar New

Target Lure Foil

Figure 23. Overall task performance (CTL vs mild EX).

Note: Values are mean = SE, * p < 0.05 with paired t-test.

FELEE 2 & AT Z 7 LRI LT b 30 5 (B0 2% #80T Fig. 24 128 3. @ BRI
ZEWT, ELL T nwa ) tRIZETCEZHEN EXEZHETHE LS (1(19) =
3.07,p<0.01), > T A UT] & 2 TLE O EED EX KM CTHEWMEm A
Aoz (t(19) =1.92,p <0.1), FEEREICIE VT, IELL TEHTWD ]
CmETEEEEN EXSMETE L (1(19)=2.35,p<0.05), #@-> T l[F L]

EEZTLEIEADN EX KM TIEN -2 (¢(19) =2.30, p <0.05),
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Figure 24. Response proportion for eaech similarity lures (CTL vs mild EX).
Note: Values are mean £ SE, * p < 0.05, + p < 0.1 with paired t-test.

BRLEIC LY 3EBEICHE LZEERMMIcx 3 5 LDl & Fig. 25 IZ-7,
TR B E S BT O R . A E 2L HAFM (F(2,38) =3.80, p=0.031) &
WLEIC X5 ERHE (F(2,38)=32.96, p<0.001), &Ko EWIZL D EZEMN
WO bivz (F(1,19)=5.07,p=0.036), & D% DMRE DR E., FELLE D E W
P KON TR B o0 ofil % (LD _high: F (1, 19) = 13.08, p = 0.002; LDI_middle: F
(1,19) =5.04, p=0.037)IC %4 % LDI N EB L THEIZE < . KR WIEPLE

ORI TIXTEITR D 5N 720> 72 (LDI _low: F (1, 19) = 0.008, p = 0.93),
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0.6 4 *

LDl
p (similar|Lure) — p (similar|Foil)
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High  Middle Low

Figure 25. LDI for each similarity lures (CTL vs mild EX).

Note: Values are mean = SE, * p < 0.05 after Bonferroni’s correction.

3—3. [HDZEI

R DEALE Fig. 26 12T R EEEE IS X A Wk oo Bl 4y B BT O 5 R
HERLZHEER (F(2,38) =14.01, p<0.001) 0@ D S, T D#%DOKE
kY, EBICL OV EBENAGE - ERW LT (F (1, 19) =
13.264, p < 0.001), Z#IZ L 2 REEE QK FIXR D b7 h o 72 (F (1,
19) = 2.29, p = 0.115),

PemEElc B L CIE A E R EIER(F (2, 38) = 1.73, p = 0.192) & U414
D ERE (F(2,38) =0.62, p=0.443) xR DN ho7-, FFE O L)
ENEDS(F (2,38) =0.561, p<0.0l), Ao 7 =nm—=0%HLLEH
EDORER, BB MERICHREENETLTWEZ ERH LN ST,
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Figure 26. Mood change (CTL vs mild EX).

Note: Values are mean = SE, * p < 0.05.

3—4. HESW

EENC LW AEICHE2 m E L7~ LD _high & LDI_middle (B9 L T, i
B KDDL L BREMAEOSMEMOZEOBRMEEZ T (Fig. 27)
REEDOEALL LDIOELZRH 2L Z A & WHEBE O 52 (LDI_high)
OMICHEZREOMHBEBKEMNAD b/ (LDI_high: Pearson’s r (20) =
0.545, p = 0.013; LDI_middle: Pearson’s r (20) = 0.052, p = 0.827) , ki
EOZEMIET, WIFNOBHLEIZEWTHLAEREREEIRD L2 o
(LDI_high: Pearson’s r (20) = -0.197, p = 0.404; LDI_middle: Pearson’s r

(20) = -0.170, p = 0.474),
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Figure 27. Correlation between mood change and LDI change with mild

exercise.

4. EX
AR L, —m OB REER ICL Y N - SHEROBEIETH
LEULERBEREEDNE D NPRIELTZ, ZORE. 10 43 0 B K R
BB ICHSEREEITO L 2T, BHEMICHT, &, FREOHR
Hil¥ o F B % (LDI_high, LDI_middle) &< 7225 Z EBNH LM E 5Tz,
FRBICH T MK, FEEE2 — 1 L R%EORERTH > 7=, P
MBI s AL oFZRE TRITWD) ORIZERIT N — K47 0Bf&%

o TR EHRETEHIFCIORIZERPNE L > 72DV ICIEL T
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TV LEAERENEN-To, SHIT, HEERZ LDl 2425 L,
LR 23 W BRI, PREOHBRE THRRI&mNr oo, T b DR
X, BIKREEEIC L VIS DG O XX — U SBERENE £ o - AT REME &2
KRB L TS,

FloBEMREERSICI2BEMUEEREO R BT, EE#HIC X D0k
REEEOHMEMEL TV, ZO/MRIFT, EHICL--TEBENEGED Z
ERREREOM LICEE L TWERTRBEZ TR L TWD, MR ORERE
EHIET 2R ENLR MR EEMEIC ACh N H 5, NPT (medial septum;
MS) 7» & @ ACh FEBI MR TR I b &5 L TH 0 . DG O bR i% B 38 i
VAT ALAD—2L LTHELTWLIAIREESBE X b TS (Hasselmo et
al., 1995, 2006), 7 v MIZIKFHAITO L O RBIEKBEOE#S 2T D &
MWENO AChIBEENRBEMT 22 ERbho TS Z Eob t (Nakajima et
al., 2003), EBIKsREEBIC L D 3% — U pBEem EOMNERE & LT, ACh
TR ARG L TWD A REEND D,

5. EH
FHER AN Z R ZRIC, 10 ol o B EEE K NELE%. ¥ — o BEae

)ﬂ

DR T o 2 BN B4 H (LD 20 & 34 L 7 /5 5 . 3 B 13 U
. PREOCOHBICKT2HEUEERNELZM ESE D52 LWL NI
S, £ BIEKBEENICE S LEMRTEEOHME SEMUEICBT 5
LDl @ fa EAFBE L TWiz Z &b FHlRER Eo# FI2, EEIC LY 8N
TORMEICHEST 2L 2MREEDEOEMA —HEE LT L
DRI Nz,
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BVIE —BHOBEEEESINNNI—VOEEZEOINANEERR
ERBIMRIZAVWT (HARRE3)

1. BH

MRRE2 THRLALERNS, —@EOPBREERHICLY NF—
BEDHIE CTH L HEMRERBGENM L35 2 & FEE O H 38 (K58 L=
B CHMER I, —lBMEEBN Y — U BERE A E D D R KR EEE
HTHL oI HEONDLIZERH N ER ST, THEBE XMIHEEI T
X, BRI EEB R ICHURERNES M BT o MREREIHLNITT D
72, mREE MRI 2 HI W T, JEEGEETE 9 R E T oV IS N o s iR E B & B
fili L 7=,

AR EE IMRI & AW 72 S5 TR 58 0 & L FEELEE IR R B A B RE 1. Sl 2k
BURFIZHE~ T, DG/CA3 Ik 72T T2 < MEEE (CAL, MBEM) 2k
WTIREIRNEmE D52 0o TWd (Kirwanetal.,, 2007b), X » T, #IK
R EE U R EANEEZN ESE A MAN MR EE L LT, WENO N
=B MRIEB A ENIEL2 2N THREIND, £, BEIX
MTL SRR Z DL OHEE L #EE L T Y — R AT AL B L
TV Zenn, KBEESHIEEEZND OMEM OMENZRERS X

oAb T O REEN D D,
2. Ak
2—1. HEBE

KA - REBRAE 164 (KM 124) RERICZMLE, T XTOHRRE
T, TRMERREOBREEL 2, AT - ORICEEN 2V & 2 HR
Lic, TORRBICIIMIEDORN, HiE, THIR S 2tz Fmic T
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+awm L=k

Table 7. Participant demographic and physiological characteristics

TZMORE %57,

BEHTEITESWTEE L, #RE O RME

1R TH

FLIE KR A P B2

%X Table 72/ R L 7=,

Measure All Male Female
Sample Size 16 4 12
Agelyr] 21.1(2.00) 20.8(2.06) 21.3(2.05)
Height [cm] 164.2(9.12) 176.1(8.03) 160.3(5.25)
Weight [kg] 55.4(7.74) 64.7(7.10) 52.3(5.12)
BMI [kg/m?] 20.5(1.56) 20.8(0.62) 20. 4(1 78)
BDI-2 4.4(3.88) 7.3(3.77) 5(3.58)
RAVLT (Total learning) 56.9(5.97) 52.3(5.32) 58. 4(5 52)
RAVLT (Immediate recall) 12.2(1.72) 11.8(2.22) 12.3(1.61)
RAVLT (Delayed recall) 11.9(1.73) 11.8(2.22) 12.0(1.65)
Graded exercise test
VOszpeak [mifkg/min] 37.9(8.21) 50.0(3.55) 33.8(4.09)
HRpeak [bpm] 172.2(10.22) 173.0(7.39) 171.9(11.28)
RPEpeak 19.4(0.89) 19.8(0.50) 19.3(0.97)
WRpeak 179.3(50.47) 258.8(23.23) 152.8(16.18)
Exercise condition
HR [bpm] 102.0(8.64) 106.4(9.13) 100.5(8.34)
RPE 10.6(1.31) 11.3(0.96) 10.3(1.37)
WR 38.4(15.59) 62.5(2.65) 30.4(6.97)

Note: BMI = Body Mass Index; BDI = Beck Depression Inbentory; RAVLT = Ray

auditory verbal learning test; VOazpeak = Peak oxygen uptake; HR = Heart rate; WR =

Work road; RPE = rating of perceived exertion. Values are mean (SD).
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2—-2. RRFIE

KWHRET, TOEBAMRBR AT, RAMBEERE (VO pear) % HIE
Lic, EE AR K CEBAMOHEE X, MERE L EREDHFIEICLD
1T - 72,

FhIL, EE AT EELME L, EEETICLHEARORHEMED 2 &
HaER—HWHBRENITO ., 7aRXF—N"—TH A N THBELE, 2FBOFE
BRIL 48 Ref LA 2217 TAT W, R — RN EBR A Lo, IHF 20 R 4 M2
THEDELLOERMBEELITIT ) DIXEEZBICE VT2, BBREICIT,
FEBRoOB B I+ 2EREZ 68, B, MLWESHIEZ IS, £,
EBRYAOMLWES, V7 oA COBEUIEEIE L, B FITEBRBE G 2 K
AiE TICET ¥,

FEERO WAL Fig. 281277, #HBRFIIREL THRESFICERE A%, 15
SHEZFHIC LT, TOM BTy 7 LRMBEOME 21T o7, £ D%,
TDMS (2 L 0 S 721X ZHBBATOK[ o 20 E Lz, E&iX, MRI ZE(Z
FEE LY Xy A AE )L I X — Z (Corival Recumbent, Lode fl)
TIFW (Fig. 29) . #BRE = L ICHEE L 72 30% VO, peax D £ 1 T 10 4y 147
o7z, BT 60bpm ([ZH— L7z, B R IO KLY RPE & #llE L
oo BESRMETIE, 2T A= ETI00MLEHFHE2HR-oT-, Eih K OLZH
BTOERMMCIHBOR 22 HE L., EE) K L HFHE T RICITESIZ MRI 2
BICBE L., MEEMEZHEBLEZ, MRIORG T T 255, RE %2 B4

Lz, 1THHOERKTHR, MEB KR ZRE LT,

Subject OO
Arrives : !
Exercise Memory task Structural i
or
(fMRn Scan 1
Rest !
20 min 10 min 5 min 26 min 5 min

Figure 28. Outline of the experimental procedures.
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Figure 29. The ergometer next to the MRI scanner.

2—-3. Bk ZERVW-BRRE

e BEN KL R omEE AT a VOHEUMIE O FREEE A
7z (Fig.30) . MIEICITAZERE 1 LRI CEEEZ MW, EIZ4 Y M
T TAT o2, Ty MIZiE, R Al 48t (24 ~77) | FEUATK 48 2
(24 7)) | HERIIE AWM 48 L D FF 144 D G E & #o8 LT, HIER R 2
L L. BRI oMIE 058 & [F— ¥ & BRI O L 2 h o R
AR SN D MEIT, 10~40 FiZ2 2 KO ICHE L, #BBREIR TS
R AENURTNICR R ENTEEREE 2 TRLT) », TETwd] B4 L
EOMN MO THTEL LYW BEPOZRT, EHORZ o 2# LT
B2 U7z, sREEIEL, #4278 ¥ 7 b Presentation (NBS) % VT, fEpk, %
Tl fIMIZ. R 7 e Y= 2 —TEH L, ~y Fasf VicREI LT
AL THBREICR R L,

FHUGEAMEET, PRS2 EFERIC, HURBICELS TETWS )
tRIZETELEEG (EER) DO EEERMBICE > TIETnD) LEIZEL
TLEomEA%ZELSIW T2l 2 B ¥ S 508 % (lure discrimination
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index; LDI) & LTCHEHHELE, 2B, FZEMRE2 THWERE/FRAA—Y
aOMBEIY LHEUFEOBEN Do ied FHUERNICoHEE T, &
TOHELPREICHT S5 LDl 2 & THEI L,

2000ms

old/new/similar? .
subsequent subsequent /new/ (ISI: 500ms)

Lure Target Foil Target Lure

v

Figure 30. Continuos version of mnemonic discrimination task.

2 —4. MRI&Z{#&

KRS IE . R RFYANRN=7 AR —ICRES LTS 37T X
5 @ MRI %@ (Ingenia3.0T, PHILIPS) % I\ 7=, ~v Fa A i, 32 F =
Y ANV DR~y F =4 )L (dStream Head 32¢h coil, PHILIPS) % MW 7=, £
HE [ {5 13, T2*-weighted grandient-echo echo planar imaging (GE-EPI) £(Z &
D, REZTHOWMERCZTORAME ¥ —5 v MCRE L, EPIE 4 O i
B, B E&E P (field of view; FoV) =96mmx96 mm, kg~ ~ U v 7
A (acquisition matrix) = 64x64 pixels, # 0 & L F¢[H (repetition time; TR)
=2000 ms, = =2 —FFfi] (echo time; TE) =35ms, 7 U v 7 f (flip angle) =
70°, SENSE factor =2, 27 A AJE =1.5mm, A7 4 ZfE =0mm, K7
L A X (isotropic resolution) =1.5mmxl.5mmx1.5mm & L7, 14V
2= LIZHDE 19 AT A4 2L L, WBEOKRMIZFEATIC, transverse (& THR B
L7z, fG&MEIE., WMo MTL 2K %2 % 5 X 52k E L7z, Fig.31 11X, &
HYWEBHE O EPI MoK 77 o= 7EHmch, ALY THERE
TR G HEH TH D,
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Figure 31. Scanning planning for EPI image.

MEmE G & LT, &Moo T1 583 % 2 Magnetization prepared acquisition
by gradient echo (MPRAGE) £IZ CTHt4 L 72, MPRAGE B {4 @ {4 514 1% .
e K UKFE  (repetition time; TR) = 12 ms, — 2 — K fi] (echo time; TE) =
59ms, 7 U v 7 f (flip angle) = 9°, SENSE factor =2, A7 A4 A& =1.26
mm, A7 A AW =0.63mm, R 27 /NP A X 0.65mmx0.65mmx0.65 mm,

FoV = 384mmx384 mm. A7 A Af#, =250+ & L=,

2—5. MRIT—4 i
MRI 5 — % f# #7134 T Mac OS X Yosemite (10.10)% i\ T4T - 7=, fMRI

T — ZRHT DK FE IRV Fig. 33 1287,

2—-5—1. MABRUHEREBMUESEHLE

MRI [ ¥ o Fij 4L EE 1% AFNI (Analysis of Functional Neurolmages) % fl\»<C
fTolz, BEEBGICHTT HATAE L LT, BAEF OBRE (3dSkullStrip) % 1T
ST AERREARIC X T HAMLEE L LT AT A4 AKX A I v 7 HfiiE (3dTshift) |

KEh#HIE (3dvolreg) . ¥ A % 7 (3dAutomask) 1T o7, € Dk, KR
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FOREEGR EBEERGZMEARDYE L (align_epi_anat), L&A HLHEIC
K L7ZEBIZoOWNWTIE, FEITRKEDLRAMNES DO ZITV (nudging) .
EHENW XA EASDLDY L FE ML, TOK, AL —T 2 (3dmerge) %
i L 7=,

BB # R O AL A P E X, ANTs (Advanced Normalization Tools)% fl W\ T
To7-, £, FEMELEH symmetric image normalization (SyN)¥EIZ K ¥ & #%
BRE O EE B % MTL X RS FALEKEZ TORS LT v 7L — MCE
J& (warp) L 7= (Avants et al., 2008), SyN ¥ 1% 4% 4y [F 48 54 (diffeomorphic)
EHWIZIEREER T VT Y XL THY, DARTEL 7 S FE A H kL
L THRBEREm N EDRHRE I N TWVWD (Klein et al., 2009), KIZ. 1
EHBEET 7L — MCEBRLIEBEOER T A —% &2 H\W T, HHem#
T 7L — MNIER LT,

PR X3 % = G B b R TS B O MR AT I TR SS O T AL E 4 (CA3/DG, CALL
WS M) . MTL S8k (RN BB (EC) | ML JE & (PRC) | W /S 5[] (PHC)) .
M EE M (TP) . R Pk{E (Amygdala) @ 8 > ® B L iE B (ROI) IZ# - 7= (Reagh
etal.,2014a) (Fig.32), 7 v 7 b — MIZET % MTL #HIEk D X 43 1%. Insausti
5D JFIEIICHl - THrd 7= (Insausti et al., 1998), & JE F A7 fEIK © X 4 1%
Duvernoy o (1998) @7 K 7 AN & EIZ I /- (Duvernoy, 1998), DG ¢&
CA3 IZTAWICAVHMALEHBELZ L TEBY, ZhboxaR0T 5 LIFFERFIC
A 72720 CA3/DG 1T O & DD fEE LTE LD T L7z (CA2,CA4 b

i),
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Anterior € <> Posterior

LEFT [l TempPole [ ]PRC [Bl EC []Amygdala [|suB []cCA1
RIGHT [JTempPole []PRC [l EC [B] Amygdala [l suB [ cA1

Figure 32. ROI segmentation on template in the coronal view.
Note: TempPole = temporopolar cortex; PRC = perirhinal cortex; EC = entorhinal

cortex; Sub = subiculum; DG = dentate gyrus; PHC = parahippocampal cortex.

2—-5—2. BUAMBANEDEORBETEBHRNT (ROI )

AR xE 3 2 G B R R TS B O Bl HH L2 130 AFNI (3dDeconvolve) % W
THEM L7, L FD 4 >0EE T (regressor) % 32 C., H[EF S H (multiple
linear regression analysis) (2 & W X — % &% (B coefficient) Z H H L7z (—
X M2 € 7 /L (general linear model: GLM) ), D [Al — ZIELL THRULU) &
[A] 2 (Target Old: TO) \ @ [l — H K IZ 7 - CTIHEL TV % | & [B1Z (Target Similar:
TS). @FPAIICIEL < TEITW D) L [E% (Lure Similar: LS) K8 EUH] 1%
\Zf > CI[FE U J & [l (Lure Old: LO) , Ifil # 8 & /< it~ (hemodynamic response)
D HEE T 1L tent function Z VW HITHIR =% 12 R 2 M XEIC L T6
DODZALRA L PO MREERISE R B T EICHEE L, HEHE
FIIZIELLS TH LW EEELEROEZFZX—XAT7 4 &L, Z0MD
AR SRAFIZBE L Cid junk & LCEUFF 2L T TN HEBRA LT, S 51
LS 75 LO &7 L 5l Wi fifl (LS-LO) % /<& — U 4y Jiff B 8 4o 0% TiE B 2 S e 9
LR L L CH M L7 (Yassaetal, 2011b),

AW Clx, WBEBEBOT > 7 L — MZE I D% structural ROT &, A%E

B CRRE X L TR & 78 L7 AR 7 &L (functional ROI) % # & L 7= hybrid
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functional/structural ROl Z{Epk L7, 7. #&ESMH (TO, TS. LO, LS)
& BN (CTL, EX) @ “JohliE S 8o 2 ROI WD 2T O voxel (I Xf
L T4\ (3danova), F ¥ > 7 Z fEpk L (voxelwise threshold p < 0.05,
clusterwise threshold = 19 voxels) . [A]— HlJ 3 K OVBE LU IC 3 L TS L
7= 7 & (task active voxel) ZHifi L7, 2 & Hi&EEEIZH T 5 ROI T
mask L. 8 2® ROI N ® task active voxel |23 J % 45 3 &M 12 xf 45 X
— ZRBEOVEEEEHMBTICH O, 20 FiET, bEREELTICRD 2
R VHRBEICH L RIS LERZ BV > TR+ 25 2 & T, £
THEERDIBEMEPRTHICRDTELZL (F2HOBR) 2 <l
HohaFikE L CRITMETHLH WL TS (Yassa et al., 2011b; Reagh
et al., 2014b),

ARWFZETIL, HEENITHEENO AT — S HICEE L8 2 @m0 5 LW
IR AERFET D7D NE —or B a M9 2 TEE) & L TR L7 LS-
LO @ BAr%icx LT, FBREM CGEB, L) & MEBAL (DG/CAS3, CAL, Sub,
TP, PRC, EC, PHC, Amygdala) @ 2 KD “ Rk E 5 o 217> 72, A
ERZEAERADPGELONLLG G, TOH%OKRE S LT Holm EI1C £V £ E g
MIEAE1T > 7=,

2-5—3. HERBENBEAEORENT (PPIEHT)

W5 &l oo fE Ik O B RE 1 72 A5 & % (functional connectivity) % X% 7=
® .| psychophysiological interaction analysis (PPI) (context-dependent correlation
analysis & b XN %) %17 - 7= (McLaren et al., 2012), PPI fi##71L. AFNI
ZHWTAT oo, T Cid., H5FERMHET (Fl2 X LS) T8\ T,
2 BRI (seed) LIHE) XY — U BMHBI T D MBI A RE T 2 2 LR TE D,
Bl 21X, ZHEK S LT DG/CA3 25 &E L. DG/CA3 OIG BN & MBI L T

TEI A DIFEBHLAEE > TV A. DG/CA3 & A OEMRE &M N E

&1



WwWeEWnwz b,

ARBFgETIiE, EHIC XK D DG/CA3 & 2 0 FEIMHEE & ORI & O£k
ERBFHICHE T 520 ZREEEZ W DG/CA3 & L. FLUR# I B Ak
g (LS) Oif & X% — > OB %E PPI AT IC X 0 B4 0 21K % xF 2
AR 7L EICEHR L, £3. DG/CA3 ND % voxel DIFR T — & % -
¥%) L 7= (3dmaskave) . R T , BT %F 3 5 1 i bt 25 I i (hemodynamic response
function: HRF)O E# £ 5 L 2 AR L, FHI N2 MEEE 2 ME L 7=
(3dTfitter), € D%, %17 (LS. LO) OfE#H L b &I12, TRIAD
MRRIEE A RITEICE B Lz, 2N a2 FOEYE HRF £ 7 L & # T &b,
FRITOTFHRINTMRIEINLLAETLHE DS BOLD EH &R L, £ 1TIC
175 DG/CA3 ® fMRIfE 5 & L7z, THhixlblgE+ & L THW, voxel filZ
GLM gt #4795 Z & T, Rl &7z BHREITH 217126 1F 5 DG/CA3
Bl DMBEEERL, BREDBKEVIEEHBEERGVWE S XD, BT,
HHINZBREBICH LTG0 H D t MEIC XV EE KM R OLE ST
Zlw L, EEICL Y HEMELNEL LZEKAEERKE L (p < 0.05, FWE

corrected),
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3. #E
3—1. EFHOLABERVEIHEMNEHRE (RPE)

EEE) oL BT 102.0+8.6 #1/57. RPE 1% 10,613 ANA > FThoT
(Table 6), Z 451X, ACSM DEEL T H A FT7 4 TRINL TV D EIK

58 (very light) OFHANTH D Z L 2R LIz,

3—2. HEMEHARERE

ERFBIZH T HEFRIL Fig. 341277, FLURHICHLTELL TRT
WEH]ERELEASEIEHZRHTHEREICEM o (1(15)=2.931,p=0.010),
B—REIC TETWE] EEZA-AEGEXEHZFHTED o 7= (t (15) = 2.379,
p=0.031), ZDMODEZFICEELGEZEEFRO OGN o=,

LDIIZK T o/ IE D & 5 t BE ORE R, EBE M THEE & 72> 72 (t (15) =

2.618, p= 0.019) (Fig. 35) .

o 1 O Control .
& N B Exercise
O 0.3 -
Q
w
o)
: 0.6 o *
5 =
% 0.4 -
=
O *
Q. 0.2 - -
@)
5 il
. ml _
Old Similar New | Old Similar New | Old Similar New
Target Lure New

Figure 34. Overall task performance in the MRI scanner.
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0.8 -

0.4 -

LDI
p (similar|Lure) — p (similar|Foil)
-

0.2 -

CTL EX

Figure 35. Discrimination performance assessed by lure discrimination index

(LDI).

3 — 3. LIRS B AL B ) MR E B

FERURI % 5 A1) Ak B IRE oD 10 % TR B & Fig. 36 (2797, ¥k It Bl & 49 #o i
RER. KPR T EDRERNEETH Y (F(1, 15) = 18.88, p < 0.001), FfF
EMBEI O A2 HAE NS S 7= (F(7, 105) =5.18, p < 0.001), Holm ¥ iZ X
5 DBDOKRE DR, EERMEOIFEENIILFHFRMITH T, BE O TALHE
42K (DG/CA3 (F(1,15) = 9.70, p < 0.001); CA1 (F(1,15) = 10.26, p < 0.05);
W RS 3 (F(1,15)=16.98,p<0.001)) & . BN E (F(1,15)=10.92,p<0.01),

WS 5 A (F(1,15) =571, p < 0.05)ICB W THEICE N> 1=,
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10 -

(LS — LO)

Beta coefficient

-10

DG/CA3 CA1 Sub

10 -

Beta coefficient
(LS - LO)

-10

EC PHC PRC TempPole Amygdala

Figure 36. Pattern separation related activation.
A) in the hippocampal subfields, B) surrounding cortex.
Note: DG = dentate gyrus; Sub = subiculum; EC = entorhinal cortex; PHC =

parahippocampal cortex; PRC = perirhinal cortex; TempPole = temporopolar cortex.

3—4. AEEMENEEYE
B VRIS &Moo M EEE L OBERERY RS A M (functuinal connectivity) (2 &
T RHBALMIET 5720, PPLBNT 21T o 72, £4 ® DG/CA3 k2 2 I 1
e & U BRI IR B p D R (LS) D& ) 28 # — o o0 FH B 23 8 K o JiE 5 &)
XV B Lk EZBER L2 A, Z£AE (angular gyrus) . 72 5 $E Ik [[]
(fusiform gyrus) . 72 {fF & £ 8] (parahippocampal cortex). /& — /K i & %
(primary visual cortex) IZBWTHERMEMEOEMMN LS Lz (p <0.05,

FWE corrected), % 7=, Z{A|HAM (temporal pole) 2B W TlX, A E L MHEIME
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DIKRT (AoFMBEO#EM) NE 57 (Fig. 37),

. Parahippocampal Primary visual
Angular gyrus (left) Fusiform gyrus (left) conF:ag( (Ieft)p cortg (left)

Temporal pole (left)
Figure 37. Results of Psychophysiological Interaction (PPI) Analyses.
A) Regions enhancing positive correlation with DG/CA3, B) regions enhancing

negative correlation with DG/CA3.

3—5. HEBBEMNESEORELBEURERINEDR LDORERF

DG/CA3 i fEIk & O R LS EHEZ ICHEIM L ZRBEE DM EIZEH

ML CWaAamal L7, EECX 2 DG/CA3 L OB A& M ok &

HEH 2 KD LDI oM E (EX-CTL) OoFEAEmitL72E 2 A, £AlH

(Pearson's r = 0.64, p < 0.01), #5#EfR[A] (Pearson'sr=0.57,p <0.05), {55

[A] (Pearson's r = 0.62, p < 0.0DICEB W TAHER EDHBEBEERNRD -
(Fig. 38),
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left anqular gyrus left fusiform gyrus

< 0.2 4 = 0.2 -

£ £

Q 0.1 - i) 0.1 +

= =

2 2

a 0 - Q p A

£ £

ey ey

5 0.1 - 5 -0.1 -

= =

= 02 . : . =< 02 . : .
2 0 2 4 2 0 2 4

Connectivity enhancement Connectivity enhancement

left parahippocampal cortex

0.2

0.1 -1

Memory improvement

2 0 2 4
Connectivity enhancement

Figure 38. Correlation between functional connectivity change and LDI change

4. BR

AMFFEERE TIT, PR 2 -2 TH L NIT 7R o 7o — M o 8K iR B E &)
WHELGEEANEZ SO 22 R oM LB 2 Mg E MR 2 v TR
L7z, 3., EHSH0HIC MRIEEANTREREICIRVMEALLETH.,
LRI ERMNEOR LSRR RGN 2R LT, 20 E T HEARNK
O MTL IZ 3B\ T, BB AN B b 15 8 & & L ONEE) R THk L

e A, WENOATOMHEB (DG/CA3., CAl, WEIMH) &N KE.
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WHEGEICE W, EBFEGCHERRMEA R L7z, & 512, DG/CA3 fH ik
&l MRS RE Rl AL BER B & O BERE B RS A MR R EEN IS K 0 L
ZoOIMTEURERMNEEOR EEHBAL TWEZ &b, B KR E
BUIWES Lo MEk & oEHE AT 5 2 L CRIEMEL N EXE DA
REMEN RIS T,

ARER T, EHK THTICMRIEEICHEBRELZBBH L, EHK TS5
DBRICEHEEREZHB L, 2HIX BEOHENLEEIC L VL 20
W G, PRMEIRM &2 &, IMRIE S IC 84 5 % % A fE
DD DHNTA—ZNEHET S PURNICLZFHFLXILVETKRTTSZ &I
£V TS (Byunetal.,2014a), /3% — > r B BIE L 7= M T% &) 2 Hif H 5
Dl FUFLEBICELLS MEITnWd ) EEXTEREOIRE (RHIKRDE) —
EUEFERBICE s CIA U EBEXT-REOIRE) (R ZH H L7 (Yassa
etal., 2010b), Z OFHMIEIC X WV MEE B X OZF 0 B EE O R iE 8 2 FE AN
L& 2 A, BIKMREED X DG/CA3. CAL, WS XM, WKNEE., %5 F
BB T B2 MESE, —7H5., MEmSRBE L VW o 72 MTL % > k
U= AOEMTIIERICLDEHEMIBR IR LD b,
MTL W OMREMIZE I INIE, E@;C L 2MERomMKBEOEIIZL DD
DTERNWEEZOND, MTL ST, LB AT LI EE 2R E K 2
B LTHY, EEKENSOANERITEE LR, RNEEZ T LT DG
M HIMERWIC AT L. CA3, CAL, /M, WA RE ., WS E5R z@-> T
EAEREICRD, 20 0mEiE, S L LICRFE® (FREE®) Lo
WEORBOBEICEHDLDo TN EEXLNTEY, KERTIND DHE
BTGB S HEREAICHIN L 7285 R 1X. DG/CA3 i & L7 MTL X v U
— 7 2RO REAM ELTEERTODLEEEZXOLND,

HE AR R E ) X MTL SO G E 2 & 72721 T2 <. DG/CA3 & JH LKk

B (AR, SR, BeERE) oMK Lm0, b, 20

&9



WREWIARE G o Bk HERERED R EEHEL T, 2 b ok
RiE, FLIEIT DG/CA3 LHBE L OBEBENHEEELmD D Z & Tk h
HEWVWIRIEDOPRAERENS H XFFE LD (Reaghetal,,2017), AT, K
Mo DHLDLMEFREEHRPWENED My 77X TFRINHKS SR
LD%mpTE LT BL, iBlEOME,. KT recollection DK & B H > T
52 ENbino TW5D (Ciaramelli et al., 2008; Vilberg et al., 2008; Seghier,
2013), #EERENT, HREROBEMEEO —H TCEERERF TH Y, WKH
DRI E VS @R AREROERMIZE > TEHERBM TH D Z L NHERHS
LTV 5 (Weineretal., 2016), ¥ &5 E1E, #AEFLIEIC D 2 iR A O —
MTHDHEEZLNTWVD (Aminoffetal., 2013), LT, ZThH 3 D>DHE
WIxWFEOEMRLBORZICEE TH Y  DG/CA3 & T b OHEHik & 0
EAEKMEERSICL Vb & T, HURERMED M LA
BRENZ X LN D,

BLERVE W Z &2, HEE)IC LY DG/CA3 fHIK & HBERAE A ME S 8 L 7 A%
T WT AL ARERICHEL TWie, L2AL2nb, B, #eERE,
BEEWNTAOMMAICE N TH, BEENELEICOWV TV DD ®RE
NHDHHLOD, —FH L RRIEE S TV (Saygin et al., 2011; Seghier,
2013), EHEEBIWROLELA EZ4HEm T OO, BEBEA LRI 2L
TABRERDIMANBLETH D,
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Figure 39. Summary of the fMRI results.
Note: MTL = medial temporal lobe; DG = dentate gyrus; Sub = subiculum; EC= e
ntorhinal cortex; PRC = perirhinal cortex; PHC = parahippocampal cortex; FG =

fusiform gyrus; AG=angular gyrus.

5. EH
—wmtEoBIKREES N FEULESEZ SO 5 MRER 2 REE
fMRI Z W CTHREEE U 72 SR . B AR GR B8 X S N (DG/CA3, CALl, fBfS
S B OV RG JE D R (LN R MR FRIRD) 1 38T 2 KSR A 1) Ak B
WO AR IR B 2 B S8 5 2 & DG/CA3 fHik & & o E il 72 70 18 & B 5
Dt oo sE sk (AE, MERLEE, BSERE) L oA S M (functional
connectivity) #mH b5 I ENRHAL N LR o=, BT, T DG/CA3 &
WRE & oL EERERNEOm EEHBEL T LD, @
IR TR O IMEIR L oA R(LT 5 2 L CTREEEEZ M L

S5 AR SRR S (Fig. 39).
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1. —EE

INET, EEHIWEE. EVDT DGCOFEMEE D, WEEMNHE S EHE
H-LEREEZESDL VN EZLOEMERNOGHLNICINTEL, IERD
. 2RO OENEREES LV b IKREES) CHE TH D Z & (Inoue et
al., 2015; Okamoto et al., 2012), & 5|2 —@MEOKBEESIC LV #EE DG
DOREIEENLTLHET S5 Z & (Soya et al., 200 &E L L T& 7=, LirL7an
5, INOLORMEESNNEE DG OEERHETH D /37 — U EfIC &
ETERBIZONWTERT SN TI R o72, DG 5 /8% — 3Bzt 7
LHEBOR 2 MAET D 72012k, BERERY MRI (fMRI) Z#HW\WT, b M %
HBICLEFEREZTOZEDAMNTOL EE X BT,

AWFGE T, ME RS T LA ICE T Xy RRE e A S Ui D = iR 1 EMRT & W
T, — Mo BRKRBEEESNE NEEOANY - JHEELEH O D00 E 9
Mo T 62 E2HEME LT, COEBMEERT S22 MFZEH3RE 1 TIE,
FP AU SBEREOTEEE Ch 2 HMURERE E FRIEEHE, KO
ITNENMTLAEBRZENEIEL L TCORBEBEREOBEBEZEBICHRE L
Too WFFERRREE 2 TUX, — @M FoREE | K OB KGR B EB) 25 X 2 — o BERe
DITEEE CTH 2 HEEEABREICKETHELRFN Lz, T LT, LR
3 Tk, mRGE fMRI Z W THFFEEREE 2 TG & 7 72 2 R o i P9 Ak 5L
ka2 mEt L,

AW TIE, FREEZE L CHBABEZELUENICHMTE 2K EMR
AR WL, ZhETOMEN L HKIED &S BERE NS ORIEE
EHBET AN, EHRBLEREBONRNT LA 2 EAVTE - RE S
h T & 7= (Erickson et al., 2009; Chaddock et al., 2010a; Baym et al., 2014), =

oL EEBREZRIE L ZHFRICE N T XECHGE U A b o A4 BRE AR
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WIEE IS L35 2 L BHE STV S (Coles et al., 2008; Labban et al.,
2011), L2l WTENOMEICE W TYS, MBI S h 7o il ikt
OBEEEORKENIZIT > THE o9, HURLERE, 7725 DG NEHEE RS
B — U S HEREICET A RIIELN T WAL, AEONIEE1 T
T BRI kT S R AE A 3 BB o B BN EEAE L. B RIS B & & O
FEFEEE OBMGERG L. R oo %8 U] 34 R A0 1 I oo M BE B AR AN
MENT-, FEBE2 — 1 L2 — 2 Tk, @k i E &K O BEIKHEE T
OB PFBULIEABEBIC KT TRELZ R Lo/ R, T mEES Tk
b FE AL O & U B RUR T d T, R AR S B O e L K O
CLEE DRI B W THRBIR W L7, @mBERURIEIC R L Tid DG/CA3 8

WS EINAICHERER ICTE ML+ 2 2 & 205 (Lacy et al., 2011), H 5 E & Y

AR SR EE IC KL 2 mBE R E O Re Lo 5 iZid DG/CA3 D e f)
ERBAD o TW D AR RIR S T2,

WFFEARE 3 Tld, — Mo BIRMREEEH N BHULERIEZ & D ZH R
R DN — U SBERENEE T AN ERIET A 720, BEMGE fMRI IZ X
DR TALEEIE L O F o 80 O IEE) &2 FEAN L 7o, O RS R . AR R EEE) X
WE O To FALf#EEK (DG/CA3, CALl, ¥ERITH) KON KE ., RJE K
BlZBWT, NE— B 0fREEIC 2 2 MiE®E) (LS-LO) Zz@m® 5 2 &N
HoMNZhol, 61T, HBNTKY DG/CA3 LNl S 5 MHA =*
Y RN — U R LA MEOEHRZTEICED L MEA (AR, 5
PEIR ], MESFE) L OBBERNAREAENGEL I LRP LN o, B
IR @ C X 2 HEEIREABEED [ & 25 O HER 72 4 8L 23 H
L7z s, BMIKREERIC K D pMEEM B2, DG/CA3 23 it @ ik 1
WEHMANICEHS ZENRBEBETHLIZ LR IR INT, BHED DG T %
— VBRI E o TIREBEMBM THLD Z EITEHIHAENPOL RSN TV DN

(McHugh et al., 2007; Hunsaker et al., 2008), AW 7% @ & 1L DG 2 Bl T #%
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RELTWD b TidAe, FAMHOBEESTZHEBLEEHE TS L THVRLE
NI =~ AZRELTWDLHAREEEZREBL TN,

WROERRE 1 TR AMERADE WV LT X D283, P& o8 LUK
Wt T D RBREICRE SNz, T — R FEREZ -1 K02 - 2128
WT, EBAEELEREoREEN EIEEFERETFETHILIOCHE
2D, LU s | THUIHFZERREE 1 2SI ey R FHIC KX D BB kb ©
HoleDlzk L, FRME2 — 1 K2 — 2 BNHE UHBRE D 2 K417 5
BREANEEE (7B AL —NRN=FTHF A1) TholcZ LIZLDbDIELEEZD
N, HAWNIZET D% — 2 pBEngm B RiE. &b BEUE O & W]
W (b mERNY — SR NE) ICBWTHEHFICR N — T, HARM
BT 288 — U BERE D ZERIT . BRI TR E AR (floor effect)
Db InN 36 MEEOHEBFM (HELBEF, MEBZ V) 12
BWTHEICBEINTZARBELREZE X LN D,

— Mk O BRI E K NP R EEBNC X A FERo R X, WEAED S
FEERBICRESNDARRELRZEZAOND, A THW - HRB-E TIX
LRI B KT 2 B O MIC . B —REICH T2 EZERNL FREK
(target recognition: TR) Z & M L. FEIEIC X 6 2 WHGREIE (recognition
memory) KIEZ MM T A LN TE 5, MHEORRMLRBEIC LD LERE
FELETOWHBREZFRICLEEMIEN G FHER B ESZ (LDD (3 F
LTWeEboD, TRIZMEENBELEN Lol P HRESNTND Z
& B (Kirwan et al., 2012), TR X5 LS O MTL 8k O B 68 2 Sk L C
WhHEBEZOLND, MFZERREEZ2 — 1, 2 — 2 FEREI3IIC—EHL T, — i
PO BAKTRE ~ R EE X TR A Bk SR oic, Lizdo T, #BIKHk
JE ~ thgR B SE B I vE R OBERE. K5I DG O X — Uy EERE A M B X H 5 A
RN L— 05, HRUSNOMER N A 2 RERICITEZEELRWV, HDHWVIT
INEWHERREME N R I N, =V Y — FEEICx T2 @ oEE) R A
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ML TR TH, UELHEIY A NOBHRBARESCYER L ZD4
FIOEAGRLERERECOWBEPBELL SN ERELZ H WM T
RYT 4 T REHEL TWD—F (Winter et al., 2007; Coles et al., 2008;
Labban et al., 2011), HAM W KERFRREZH 728 TIEIERR 2o 72
Z b b (Hopkinsetal.,2012), —@MEOE@B RPN MEHFICHENTH S
AIREME N XRS5,

2. —BHOBEREEENA A -V OBEEEOIHNROBESNAD S
FAh=XL

BAR R EE T NS O 7 — U pliRe 2 AR RIZ & D 2 0 ROk Ew
FHRGFAAD=ALE LT, EH#ICIVEELMRIEEFEH L OB LR
RE S D, iR EE) T, I ER (RIS R (reticular-activating system:
RAS) DEMEALNE S TV D5, KMEER I L% RAS OiF AL T &
flfl &4 T % (Ohiwaetal., 2006), (K58 EZEE) TiX, NAAIFEE  (MS) H
ko a ) o EBE MM EE (Nakajima et al., 2003). & 5 W I E M HE 5 (VTA)
H 3k o DA fEE) P 8% 5%  (Hattori et al., 1994)D X 9 7pfth o FH Hi kA% o B 5
MBESIND, 7v MIHEE (20m/min) ® b L v KILEEZ 60 45
MLEBEOWMENDOE ) 7T I VEIRBE~SA 70X AT ) AEITEYHE
L7etEick 5L, DA IREITEHAHLOWHE L, K TEELLWEREL -
(Goekint et al., 2012), Nakajima & (2003) (. 7 v MIZ%# 0.24m O B K H
BT S, TOBEOWBEN AChiIRELZ~ A 747 ) v ZAEICTKDH
ELzE A, EHHAERICHEMLE, 512, 2OERTIE, HRIEH
ODREE R D HATMitE S RRFICHML T2 &b, ¥l 7 ACh 7
WHEHEOMBRIEES ZREL CTWDHRIEMEN B XL bV,

EENIC L DMEBHAEM EZ2M I A =X L LT, MREERT-VESL

LCWDAaREMEL & 2 5D, Soya (2007) X, 7 v bIZ 30 47 [H o K 58 B &
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MaftTbidls s, REMBRMEEERFTH LS BDNF O X 87 H ;K
" mRNA B2 MEWN (CAl, CA3, DG) THMT 2 B RrLT7, £,
IGF-1 (3B 72 EORIFIZ L0 #REIEBE) 23 L L TRATIM I 23\ IN4 2 & |
i 9 0 BE P 2 Jd s L TS e EMEE G IR IR ) IS RBAT L, #hRd i i

CHRYVIAEND ZENRHLMTEN TV D (Nishijima et al., 2010), 1K 58 &

TIHRHEENOMRIEEN X LET 5 Z & 25 (Nishijima et al., 2006), =& %
2 IGF-1 ¥R oMM IAE I, WRIEE 2 FH L TV 2 etk
MWEZLND,

— . ML FLF U BN REHkIETO NA SwaEH L CitlE
DEEMZFRET 22BN L MO TWD A (McGaugh, 2000), i B k¢ D
M 7 R L Ui R N 1 7L 8 B (lactate threshold: LT, 50~ 60% VOapeak
WCAHY) CIEIE B LTALDZZENRDL>TEDY (McMorris et al., 2000),
AW THT - 72 10 53 B O BAKIREEEB) (30%VO0rpea) |12 & VM d1 7 KL
U U BRESHN L T ATREME 1T MR D TR W,

3. AMRDOBRLESBRDRE

A TIE, —@BEOEEH NS DG BNHE S NF — U SHERICRIE TR
BICEL TR LER, EBE2RYMBYVBELIToZHEGORICHONT
IR EN 2 olc, LL2Rns, MRAEL TR, FERIESHOMER £
HAEMERSE DG FrRM AL EEEISMHEET 2 2 & S BBHFZEIC L v oR
SN enb, EHRBEORLEBREICE > THERDRE AT 5 Al w1k
MBZBIT, WIZEE 2 — 2 WFZERE 3 . I OVl = o B ik 78 o 5 ]
(Inoue et al., 2015; Okamoto et al., 2012)Z B £ 2 5 &, @K R EET 2 &V
RUATHZECEVilEEDO A2 — RN BRI L3 5 A REH 2 H
Do IHIZ. ORI REMARROE RITITEB THINT 25 DG O A #%
HANEE L TWD A REME N E W (Creer et al., 2010), Z &2 b b THREET
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DT, MR AT 2R ENRTENLETH D, MR AT

ke 22— (MR spectroscopy) # HH W THRFTAELFMT 2L IETH D b
OO, MRS L. REHY SN TV (Manganas et al., 2007), Z @
REBERLELT, MRFELFABICELI BTN AMKEZ, EEA (F RV
=0 L) ol MRIRGE 2 HHET D HENH YD (Pereira et al., 2007),
SHIKREEGHORMO R DR EZRIETIEBCEIINEZHET Z2LERH
A

WRZERRE 3 Tk, —mME o EKREE®IC L 2 HEEURERIEO R LX)
RO RIZ DG/ICA3 ODBEITLENL AL NE I PR LENTT LI L xH
e L, @G E O tMRI BB A2 1525720 KRG &@EEZEE & o FW (MTL
) ICRE LTz, 2D, SRERGEFEES CTh o 2 WE AL (6 2 13 /158
A (PFC)) 23 ERGREEB) (I X 2B EABaER LTS L TWwD i
EOPIFIAWATH D, it OMFZE 6 B E B RE 21X PFC & & T2 8T
FELEELTWAZ ERXHLNITENT WS Z & DB (Pidgeon et al.,
2016), 4 #%AT 5 EBRTIE. &M E K RIC IMRI#RE 21TV BRE T 2 222
» D,

MERE 2 — 1, 2 -2 Til3, EBRICEHEKVCBERBELIT o720,
EEAFLIWICRB T 258 - R (BE/R)  -BEOLOTm R ICEEL K
EFLZ/R, BHURRERNENM ELZDN, RFIENLH TRy, X
F—UME I EOEMAREEICEHEEREETH D . T 0 @K 5 E E )
2ICEEDL T ENWIERE 3 O fMRIZEZBRNS P 6 IR o o), IR

ey

N

EE IR EO e R I THhEeRELLAAEELRELOND, —
T MEICRB L wRMEICEA LT, FERE2 — 2 TIE, 10 o BIK
R EBA THOKN I RHRICBERELZITo T, TORAE TITIX
HBENZCXVEINT 2 2R EEIND DAX ACh 2 EOMRImEYEITL

FLNLVICRE> TWiE TPHEIE ST L5 (Nakajima et al., 2003; Goekint
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etal., 2012), B KR EEE & o 2 R AR (T2 E L 72 vl ae IR W, B AR R B
B 28 F 18 O [ E A (consolidation) ICHE LIZWEMEITIEZLND, W&
OEFFHFICRE L CEBREZRIET 25611, REBREOHKITH A
ATV, AL D oA BN LZ L SVICR 5 258
AT 9 EBRT ¥ A~ (Borota et al., 2014)BNEZTHY . 5K OMETH
ZAY

ARWFTE O FRE R & AR IR B 23S B AR B i 70 BB IR CTh D
EomiTbrblien, HE L ATEEEICR L TIT @ MmE & iR CIiTH
BREOHRPEONTLTLD, PR ERETHEHEFONRLSE LN 5 KR
ENREVHENTZLEEZD, ABEESH L ORKIISHOBETH LN, Z
NETOEM IO FREFT AL AT 7 8 R Ik T 2 & HEE) &) R
3R BESE &Y 0 J7 28 @ R 12 b X TR & W Z & (Inoue et al., 2015; Inoue et al.,
2015; Okamoto et al., 2012), MEE N DB F°X v N7 ERBOELE LV
%< BlE# 4+ Z & H 5 (Inoue et al., 2015), KMEN LV RBTH DA
BRENEZE LIS,

4. KARDOLAYE - ERELEKEBTHNES

AFFIZ LD . 30%VO0npear D BRI EE 2 10 0MIFT5 2 LI LY. 1
EofBEREAM ETAZENHOEN IRz, ZOEBREIL, Doz &
LTEEHSTOU 4 —F 70, aTRKMEREFRFETHESI2LHLEN
TETLBHEARFEREIECHEY T 2, 20 OEE)NL, &E KK &
HEENCHEFEROOHSATEH, MKWHHEICRYELZ LN TE 5EH T
bV, ZOXI R EHTLMERBIZARRIENDLZ 2D THL

CLIEARMIOBERIZIRENEFT R D,

MR L., e X2 B L2257 < (Razetal., 2005), B & R AE (mild

cogniotive impairment: MCI) X7 /v Y /N A <~ — B A JE ( Alzheimer’s
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dementia: AD) TH o & bBHFICEMAAEL DM TH & D (Llorens-
Martin et al., 2014), £72. 2 OFEREDOEMHEBICB VL TH BIEL TN L
THEE OZEMNHER SN TV D (MacQueen et al., 2003), Z D X 9 72 ¥F)E
DIREN LN LEBBEICK L CTEIEBEERD O REDHER S X,
e RBFEREE L TRBEEHZEZETE D,
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Figure 40. Overview of this study.

Note: MTL = medial temporal lobe; DG = dentate gyrus; Sub = subiculum; EC
entorhinal cortex; PRC = perirhinal cortex; PHC = parahippocampal cortex; FG =

fusiform gyrus; AG = angular gyrus.
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ARWFFEIE, —@mtEOBRBEEDNNESE O - SHEZ D D0 5
HOLEFTRIEZOMANEME L ClSENOKREN REMILrBEG 2508
IMEMROLNIZTHZ L EEMNE LI, TOHRMEERT LLDIC, NF —
YOO BEREDATENIEAE CTH DU BIRE 2 FE Al T & S B EIEARE L
S T AL E TSy TR e i R R O FEBERY MRI 2 JH W T 3 D DO WFJERR
B [WFIERRE 1\ IRTE B R AR RE /) & LR IR R B EE O BAGR ¢ A5 i Bk
NIZB T 2B REr (BFJERREE 1), —i Pk oo (K - ool B2 8 &) 23 B UL RE 18

FHIREIC RE T B ATHHEE» ORF (DFZERE2), — ko B8R
i

EEY NN Z — 2 BEEREZ R O DM AR - R fMRI &2 W T
Wt

(WFERRE 3) ZxE Lo, FMREORAFR, KO mIILLTO®mY Th

)

(FERE 1 | FAHEHE, AREREANLEUERERIEOBEMK  FiER A
BT D BBTE R
BRGNS T 2 EB PR EMRIET 272D, F T HEHEGER
A HEHOHEIEEHELETNE BT 2 AEMIERE L L TOARMAER L DH
HRERFNTL2ELEFIFERATHDI EEx N, T2 CHIZEHE 1 Tk, /W
NS T DRI E R, AEERRE N & LIRS A RE o B4R & BRI
IR E Lo, #EBREHEM (N=75) 2HFBERORIKT 4L, HEURLE
FRIEEZLB LA, ARBEOE VI L —T TRV T L —TFITH R
THSEOHLRBICH T H2RBERE Nz, DT, FFRIHEHEN&H WV
FEFHELRMoORMENEBALTEY ., ZOBMKRICITABERIEENK T
ELTHEELTWDZ ERHILMNICR oz, 2D BRI IL, EE

IZ X DS DG ~DRRNDEFHE L TV D RN IR & Liz,

100



(FERE2] —BHEORE - PHEEHLSEHLUEEAIEBICRIETESR . 17
BIEEND OB
MEERRE 2 — 1. —mMEh s EES VN EOGEERNEIC S 2 2 EE

R EEY L EBL T LRI SN ESRE TH Y | RIE
HREICKITTEEICEL TH, R8ORNICIT > —#M o h i g EE 2% o
BOLBHRERELM LS 2 N ETHREICEBTEAREI LT
DM BRI R BIRE 2 M L 2R ix e <L ¥ — U BERE R @D D T
A Th oo, RUFFEIRE TIT, — M o 58 B2 E &) 25 BELEE R 7 B Re & m)
EE®NEI D BEEBRAZHFRICHRIEL T, TORE., —@MHEOH
PR EB IS B ORBREEN ESEDL IR LN E R oT,

WFFERREE 2 — 2 . — it P 48 (K 50 X Eh S S EC IR SR I BEIC B X D 3
FHLERICST S —@EoESH D RICEH T 253, T8 E L Lo
BTTONEboNELALET, BERBREEHORIIEIAHTH -7,
FZER B 2 — 1 CRERDOER 7 v b3z v T, — il Mo B KR EEH)
WHEBGEEEREICE A D B2 RAEL 2/ R, BIRREER I~ 5
PLEORIEIC T 27MeELR L2 2 &AW1, £, BIK
G E SR B (T 0 % 0 BRAY 7R MR E o0 M N & v B AL B0 kE 3 S A i RE o 1) B
MHBELTWEZ b, AR L0 RITITEE I LD NI 2 58
FEICHESTL2MRCEDEOEMMA —HMEALE L TWD A REERsRE I,

[FFAEREI ] —BEOBEKBEEBS N NF — U HBERE L & D 5 KNSR
B BEBRE fMRIZ AW T

MFIERRERE 3 Tlix, MFZEREE 2 — 2 THI B 2T 78 o 7o M8 K 7R & 5 8 25 JE 2L
FLERNEZEHOL2MROERICHLIMANEMEE LT, W5 DG 0E 5 %
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SRR E fMRIWC X VAL NICT 22 2B E Lz, TOME., BIKEE
EENIWES N (DG/CA3, CALl, WEE M) KOS AL RE (RN EE,
MWRERED) IR T 2R MR DFEOHMRIEB L2 HMSED 2 L
DG/CA3 fHi &L W D IEfE R LB & B & S th o fEik (A, HESEE R, &
FEAR[E]) & DOEREAYRS & M (functional connectivity) Z @b 5 Z & N5 »n
Llpole, 61T, 2O DG/CA3 L JHIOKE % 5 Al 13 B BLRC T A )
REDM EEMHBEALTWEZ Enb, BIRMEEDIIES & MhoMEEsk L o
W EZ LT 52 L CREMELZ N EIE 5 AREEARE S LT,

[ @ |

AWFZEIC LY, —EEOBRMBEESH TWHEOLEELZN LEED 2 L
MR EMNERY ZOHPEOMAMREESE L THEDO N2 — R o
) k. & 512 DG/CA3 fHI & IEREZR LB B D 5 fth o J8 10 BB & D BE6E HY
HEEOMANE LG L TWD AREN R I,
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Afaahzx bbb, RBBERIHEELZIEMZBY £ LEHEX
FHREBERIEREWARICH L, BLEHOBEZRLET, £, ZTZICD
F.RIEZEZT TWIELEWTRRE - REFEAR ., WAELAR., EY
ERE - RAFEMBERICIT, EERIHEEL S22 E L, 8L
W LET, 610, AMPERICEL, BEIHAORL IS E2HES XL
7= Michael A. Yassa B Z I LD LT DAY T+ V=T RF¥ET —" A
& Translational Neurobiology #F7E = O L, HIG L W E A FEM K ) E
WFEEFr o EEFBAFZE B, F LTt a v -Ea VRBAEZIZI LD &+ 55K
KFAERAFFE B AT TR B VW2 L E 7,

BB, RSCERIZZMLTLKES o LERSMFOEHKICK L, L&

DEIILR L EIFET, cd e > TINELL,
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Supplemental data

Table S1. Mnemonic discrimination task performance for experiment 1 (High-Fit vs
Low-Fit).

Measure All High-Fit Low-Fit P-value
Targets Old 0.71(0.12) 0.71(0.12) 0.71(0.12) .8g2
Similar 0.15(0.10) 0.16(0.12) 0.13(0.08) 221
MNew 0.13(0.09) 0.12(0.09) 0.15(0.10) 223
Lures Old 0.37(0.14) 0.33(0.13) 0.40(0.15) 067
Similar 0.40(0.18) 0.44(0.20) 0.36(0.15) 052
MNew 0.22(0.11) 0.21(0.10) 0.23(0.11) 359
Foils Qid 0.04(0.05) 0.04(0.03) 0.05(0.06) 363
Similar 0.09(0.07) 0.09(0.07) 0.09(0.07) 958
New 0.86(0.09) 0.86(0.09) 0.85(0.09) 652
High-sim Qid 0.51(0.16) 0.49(0.16) 0.54(0.16) 126
Similar 0.30(017) 0.33(0.20) 0.27(0.14) 087
MNew 0.17(0.10) 0.17(0.10) 0.18(0.11) 61
Mid-sim Old 0.35(0.17) 0.31(0.14) 0.40(0.18) .018
Similar 0.40(0.20) 0.45(0.21) 0.35(0.17) .02z
MNew 0.23(0.12) 0.22(0.13) 0.25(0.12) 461
Low-sim Old 0.23(0.158) 022(0.13) 0.25(0.16) an
Similar 0.49(0.19) 0.52(0.20) 0.45(0.18) 123
MNew 0.26(0.12) 0.24(0.12) 0.28(0.13) 204
TR 0.67(0.12) 0.67(0.13) 0.67(0.11) .83z
LDI_High 021(018) 0.24(0.22) 017(0.14) A1
LDI_Mid 0.31(0.20) 0.36(0.23) 0.26(0.16) 026
LDl Low 0.40(0.20) 0.43(0.22) 0.36(0.17) 119
DS_Target 0.29(0.12) 0.29(0.12) 0.29(0.12) .8a2
DS_High 0.49(0.16) 0.51(0.16) 0.46(0.16) 126
DS _Mid 065(017) 069(0.14) 0.60(0.18) 018
DS Low 0.77(0.15) 0.78(0.13) 0.75(0.16) Aan
DS_Faoll 0.96(0.05) 0.96(0.03) 0.95(0.06) 363

Note: TR=target recognition, LDI=lure discrimination index, DS=discrimination
score. Values are mean (SD). P-values for the independent t-tests comparing High-
Fit vs. Low-Fit.
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Figure S1. Response proportion for eaech similarity lures by sex in experiment 1
(High-Fit vs Low-Fit).

Note: Values are mean = SE, * p < 0.05, + p < 0.1 with independent t-test.
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Figure S2. Correlation between aerobic fitness and memory performance by sex in

experiment 1.
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Figure S3. Correlation between physical activity and memory performance by sex in

experiment 1.
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Table S2. Mnemonic discrimination task performance for experiment 2-1 (CTL vs

moderate exercise).

Condition
Measures P-value
CTL EX
Targets Old 0.76 (0.02) 0.76(0.02) 703
Similar 0.15(0.02) 0.15(0.01) 671
New 0.08 (0.02) 0.08(0.02) 957
Lures Old 0.39(0.03) 0.35(0.03) 012
Similar 0.44 (0.04) 0.47(0.04) 013
New 0.16 (0.01) 0.16(0.02) 803
Foils Old 0.04 (0.01) 0.05(0.01) 213
Similar 0.11(0.02) 0.13(0.02) 67
New 0.85(0.02) 0.81(0.02) 067
High-sim Old 0.55(0.03) 0.48(0.04) 043
Similar 0.32(0.03) 0.43(0.04) .000
New 0.12(0.02) 0.08(0.01) 042
Mid-sim Old 0.36 (0.03) 0.35(0.04) 910
Similar 0.46 (0.04) 0.48(0.04) 564
New 0.18(0.02) 0.17(0.02) 697
Low-sim Old 0.25(0.03) 0.22(0.03) 071
Similar 0.54 (0.04) 0.56(0.04) 604
New 0.18(0.01) 0.20(0.02) 360
TR 0.72(0.02) 0.70(0.02) 396
LDI_High 0.22(0.04) 0.30(0.04) .000
LDI_Mid 0.36 (0.05) 0.35(0.05) 816
LDl Low 0.44 (0.05) 0.43(0.04) 743
DS Target 0.24 (0.02) 0.24(0.02) 703
DS _High 0.45(0.03) 0.52(0.04) 043
DS Mid 0.64 (0.03) 0.65(0.04) 910
DS Low 0.75(0.03) 0.78(0.03) 071
DS Fail 0.96(0.01) 0.95(0.01) 213

Note: TR=target recognition, LDI=lure discrimination index, DS=discrimination

score. Values are mean (SD). P-values for paired t-tests comparing control vs.

exercise condition.
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Table S3. Mnemonic discrimination task performance for experiment 2-2 (CTL vs

mild exercise).

Condition
Measures P-value
CTL EX
Targets Old 0.71(0.04) 0.73(0.03) 197
Similar 0.18(0.04) 0.16 (0.03) 120
New 0.10(0.02) 0.10(0.02) 910
Lures Olid 0.38(0.04) 0.34 (0.04) 035
Similar 0.41(0.04) 0.45(0.05) 020
New 0.18(0.02) 0.19(0.02) 578
Foils Old 0.05(0.01) 0.04(0.01) 570
Similar 0.10(0.01) 0.09(0.01) 620
New 0.84(0.02) 0.85(0.01) 355
High-sim Olid 0.54(0.04) 0.48 (0.04) 071
Similar 0.31(0.05) 0.38 (0.05) 006
New 0.13(0.02) 0.13(0.02) 881
Mid-sim Old 0.37(0.04) 0.31(0.05) 033
Similar 0.42(0.05) 0.47 (0.05) 030
New 0.20(0.02) 0.22 (0.03) 558
Low-sim Old 0.23(0.03) 0.22 (0.03) T75
Similar 0.51(0.04) 0.51(0.04) 782
New 0.22(0.02) 0.24(0.02) 381
TR 0.66(0.03) 0.69 (0.03) 000
LDI_High 0.21(0.04) 0.29 (0.04) 002
LDI_Mid 0.32(0.05) 0.37 (0.04) 037
LDI Low 0.41(0.04) 0.41(0.03) 930
DS Target 0.29(0.04) 0.27 (0.03) 197
DS_High 0.46(0.04) 0.52 (0.04) 071
DS Mid 0.63(0.04) 0.69 (0.05) 033
DS Low 0.77(0.03) 0.78 (0.03) T75
DS _Fail 0.95(0.01) 0.96(0.01) 570

Note: TR=target recognition, LDI=lure discrimination index, DS=discrimination

score. Values are mean (SD). P-values for paired t-tests comparing control vs.

exercise condition.
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Table S4. Mnemonic discrimination task performance for experiment 3 (CTL vs mild

exercise).
Condition
Measures P-value
CTL EX
Targets Qld 0.82(0.03) 0.81(0.03) 426
Similar 0.05(0.01) 0.08(0.02) 031
New 0.12(0.02) 0.11(0.02) 569
Lures Old 0.39(0.03) 0.38(0.03) 635
Similar 0.34(0.04) 0.40(0.04) .010
New 0.26(0.04) 0.22(0.03) .050
Foils QOld 0.01(0.00) 0.01(0.00) 751
Similar 0.03(0.01) 0.03(0.01) .880
New 0.96(0.01) 0.96(0.01) 550
TR 0.82(0.03) 0.80(0.03) 419
LDI 0.31(0.04) 0.37(0.04) 019
DS 0.61(0.03) 0.62(0.03) 635

Note: TR=target recognition, LDI=lure discrimination index, DS=discrimination

score. Values are mean (SD). P-values for paired t-tests comparing control vs.

exercise condition.
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