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Abstract

Einstellung effect IZBETE D HGR-CREER~D [EH 5
DERRZ T TLEIBGETHS. WMC DO
WEINE L, B LIfFaicEEIcEP L TLED
72, EEPOBRALIZSWZ ERFMLNTNSD.
LirL, WMC 725, fHEMEIRBRZEI L, WEMNHS
B R~ ORI G- 2 5 5B DUV TEFERNT A
TWFEid A 7o, RS CliE, WMC 28 Einstellung
effect (252 DB OWTIERIERE DB T 5 &
WO RG22 RS .
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FA7= B, A&, HERCRER I E DU TRR 2 72
Wr-CRI MR 24T > TV D . T LT, kix 72351 T
HIRRSCRR TR IE A L — K70 | W e IR RE R R 2 Bl 1 T <
N5 % 1E, Friege & Lind, 2006). LU, B
L CHFR-CRBRII L E TRV E LW HEIC KD
MEfRRkEzh T2 2 mb5h TV
(Luchins,1942). £ M7=, D K 5 1T HER-CRER ~
DIEFE NS PEIT 5D DLW D BIVTERAEICE
WCEBRIFIET —~ SN TXT.

ZDO XD, ERSORBRAER I A LT T L
9 Hi5:1%, Einstellung effect (2RI 228D Tl
2 72 & T & 72 (Luchins,1942; Schultz &
Searleman, 2002). Einstellung effect & 1, ZHHiD
RERCHFRIZ K> Th 2N T ICBEINH5GE,
HOLY BWVROBRRNILEINDIBHRTHD. K
IETIX, ZOFAORBLHRIZ L - TH LS

WEMR, o X0 BWRO Z b A REfR &Y, K
BR~EE LTOREBCREME R T 52 L2 kE
7> & B i~ DERHL & 5,

ZD XD, YGERN D R EMRAS OB A
B2 HHEKD1 2L LT, V=% 72U FEQL
B WMC)ZF b b . il 21X, Beilock & DeCaro
(2007)1%, K23 (Luchins, 1942) % AW T, 7L
vy — DLW TiX, Operation Span
Test(OSPAN) & Reading Span Test (ReadingSPAN)
R L CTHIE L7z WMC OEWSINE, @vs
IMFNC AT, HEMOBANMEESND Z & ZR
L7-. £7=, Ricks, Turley-Ames & Woley (2007) %,
REE ORISR E DI R A THE T 5 &L 5 i@ T
& % Remote Associates Test(RAT)IZEU T, FFEDFHE
W Z 2% < FEO4A, OSPAN ZFIH L CHIEL
72 WMC B3EWIE L, ROFEREN Vel iab Z &
ZRLTE. ZOREEIZHOWT, Ricks 5(2007)1F,
WMC D@EWSINE IS, SEEGNRRICBEIZE T LT
W2 DI, iR R LICS o e EIR LTV D,

FERRIT, R ORREGES > O [ HRPESR & RER
~DEE & OB#EEZ AN TIE, REMERA
TERWBINEL, WREMIZEES 2 sl 2 iR
BNEPR L TWDZ EMRREIN TV 5 (Bilalic,
McLeod, & Gobet, 2008). 7=, #x#i L= IN#&E I
T, R L CTWZRWBINE DIE D D3 IR E i~ [
B OMERIEROM O DWW LRRENTND
(Z& - )k - =/, 2019). L L, WMC 23, [
RE DGRBS U, UGEMED & e B~ DRt
R E 52 TV &0 ) BRICHOWT, FEiER7
BEHI I TRV, £ Z TARIFZETIE, WMC 23
BRI D e B IRA~ DU G 2 D3I T 5%
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2L RO TIE— I WMC & WVWo T,
Kk &2 72 B 23 T4 T 5. Van Stockum &
DeCaro (2020)1%, WMC % 3 D DOFEREIC /3R L7=.
1 DHOKREIX, 7T v r— R & CllE
Ih, BERH A7 BEEERA~OEPEHERFT 52
EAT b B 1EE I E (Attention control: AC) T
5. 2 > HOM#ARENE, RunningSPAN THIE X1,
HEEOE RN E 12I1EE OJE L T2 R OE
T 52 L b — ki E (Primary memory:
PM)TH 5. IEIZ 3 DHDEREIXZ, OSPAN <
ReadingSPAN 72 & CHliE &4, MBI D8 LW
THEHRA~DOT 72 AL O R WIFRZEREOER
MHEYI Y BT Z LT D IR GELIE (Secondary
memory: SM)T®H 5.

FLT, TNENOBEBER KD OFRED /X T +—
VAL E X DB BRI Lo, EORR, Beilock
5(2007) DAFFEFIEE, SM LKA OFREED 7 + —
T AEEOBMER AL LND Z ERRES T —F,
PM 13N OBED R T 3 —~ 2 2 L IEDOBEME R,
Lz, FLT, SM & PM BKBDIEED /N7
=T UV RIZEZ BT AC REWEZDHIREI
7. ZToZliE, ERT L WMC OflEIZ K-> TR
M O I B R~ DRI DO R I 5 2 5 BT K&
SHERDZELERLTND.

ZDOZ LD, WMC DOWEMH G FEM~DHR
B~DEBL IEWMBERPEN LT 2L LTY,
HEST S WMC OEWZ L > TR LR A2 5R7T
AREMENRH D, T T, AWFIETIE, WMC @ 3 o
O ZRE L, ZNENDIREMD) D B fR~D
HHUZ G- 2 DREICKI L, EO X D ITEMERE I
NTDO0ERFT 5.
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BB REIT T B (2019) TYERR L 7Rl A FH 3
5 1. 1 DANSE, SO0KBERLTE
D, TNENORBORENEFTTEZON. &
NEL, BEmEOEROBFOROK (14) %2, ZO
5 OOKIREE - TRkieZ ENRD Bz, FRET
Settrial & Critical trial 7> HAERL STV, BIEIL,
WERA~DIE G 2R T D120, FEEDOMRE(C-D-
E)CLMMRT VLI ICHRESINTZ. %BEITC-A

LWV LY EWRTHLIHLTE AL )R> TWz

Critical trial {235\ C C-A Z N R L= e
IKDOFREDO IR T p—~ AL LT=.
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FRDFEMED &5 HICET 2 MR Z L T\ izo
MEHRTE L X 9IThs T

WMC OREIZIX, FEATHIEICIE, SM OJIEIC

I% OSPAN, PM O{#J%E (2% RunningSPAN, AC D
ENWIE T Ty r— N8 2 H 7 5 (Van
Stockum & DeCaro, 2020).
RFE TR WMC 2SREMRD D i B i~ ORI
5.2 5B E EMBERDEN LTV HOTHIL,
SEATHFZE L D WMC Ol Z &2k L 9 72 P
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B 112, SM O@ESIE, WEMRICEET 5 EHRIRE
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W+ 572459,
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