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H E PTRBRIAAPTHEOFFHREBRIIRAIFENGITERE, EFRMEMZ
FRFER, £ F AR PATH R A IAR KB R (£ &4 T H )4 AT B, @39 4IATH A4 R BT
FRLME, BARRBRR G ERF . A ERAR B TAT LA RE; 00T L IRNRMAT ) 4
3t T ikFn b HA — R ER AT, X S R I3 T iAo L A0IE 0 44 4% B3R & Foik ke T FUAR A 09 52 9%

BR LA EZESL,
xR AT B
SHEE  B842; B844.4

KHILLR, NG W SO IE B2 2 R S 1
CREIRBEAY, WA S T 0 A B,
HEE B S PO AT R H i, X S H e e — ) 4b
5 A T R A S . ARk 2
IR R R, 29 NI S0 D e mT LUdE Il 545
Dlfgm, 27— ERE LERUE (Baltes &
Lindenberger, 1988; Thompson & Foth, 2005;
Willis et al., 2006), J H I ZRiET] 5] K fx 25 15 i
DR WO AR AL, X — IR AR A A a8
(cognitive plasticity) Al #ft £ 0] ¥ ¥ (neutral
plasticity). {Psychology and Aging) 7E 2008 4K
LHNAT 2 NE 0] & K5 (Mayr,
2008), B R IE P TR 2 HT WA AR S A T
SEAIIE ) — AN B A

M Baltes F1 Willis 1982 4F 4 tH«iA &1 v] ¥
MRS TRAR, B &N 1) S0 51T SR 58 A W
VL, aoxies . HEELL o TNk, iT
SR, BHA AT D Re ROAH G ELE (R, PATTh
AE 1R WA S0 I — AN B i B AR R g, e AR
12,0 % A BAT Dy B8 1E AT A %0 U1 2R R0 T ) I
1E I 8K — A HT T3 T . 2008 4F A A4
Z Ak k< (Cognitive Aging Conference) X AT
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SRS T B A AT T 4R
I BATSERIBIR S RITI ALY AT 814

AT Il € (Executive Function) 2 K Ik & = 2%
PN ENG By, A7 D0 25 P FLAA R DA G D 1 FE gk
ATE A, —H M OE . A S0
DL KA g0 8 B 22 WF 01
Hogge, Salmon, & Van der Linden, 2006; JiE#k,
2004). R CRE RIS AT A )2 AT D e EE )
D2 U U D = g 1 Py o B S (U~ E A
P (Raz, 2000, 2004). L8R5 38 £ H AT
3 B R Ui (executive decline hypothesis of
cognitive aging), ANIAT (BM) Lhfig 0 ka3
W IR TR AATH F NI seic iz #EHE,. M
B2 A fig 7)) %8R 1 32 FE R (West, 1996; BRI
B, WA, BEOR, SN, 2004). K,
AT Ty Be A8 A S0 0T 38 1 R A 28 m) 9 1 i Ak A
IR T m B EMN . A2 T AT
ThREM BE 3G 08, I B 224 N HIHAT Th Be A7 1E
AR, IS R BAT I A B DA N TR T fE
B INAE IR

Bk 2 IR TR, AT T e AN A —
SiMN A R GE, RIAEAE 2 MrAS [\ 1 04T B R,
UNE L R DTS LA
X W% (Collette & Van der Linden, 2002; Miyake,
Friedman, Emerson, Witzki, & Howerter, 2000; [%

KT, 4B, 2005). LAk, WFF0H R Bk LA
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PAT Dy RE K AT AL 73 A HEAT T HET . ANTRIAAT 2
RE PR 70 2R R DA 0 I 5 F) ) S AR O A AR AE 2
S, XA LR I AL ]

2 BATTHRETA N P] 2B 1 B SR 3R

AR 24 m T 7 B IAEES B
TR, FIN AL F BRI 252800
(training effects)AF7E, L2 AR &
AR ANMAEA AT B e . it i, XA
IPAT I GRAETE GRS, Mt R W T 24 AW
PATDhRE R A AP S5 — 071, PP — A
SN 0 A PRI, 3 B A I e 1 5y S 1 E b
RE TG e iz - B — /MRS 1B B, B
w2 AT 7% 2N (transfer effects). — A K
TR AWM. ATBEEZTE
(Karbach, 2008). i #1111 5, ILiT# (near transfer)
TR ITBAT 55 5 AT 553 K g JIAH TR, ik
¥ (far transfer) F&MZITBAL S S5 UILATLS I
W R BN ENRE I ], B R H AR TR RE T Y
T . s, U 2Rk B K& OT B 20 10 IR #F
(maintenance) & HUX TP & A EI S AR T 2L
2.1 TAEBIZFNIEIZE# (Memory Updating)

TARRIZAE S ) o [ TR ) AR e 55 v A
HIG B R BB RIER, BT S A A
LR PRAT ANz, [ IR 47 B 0 AH DG AR S 1) I A
fits, A2 B AR AT 55 10 75 2248 AR 121 A
KW B, MANAHPEER, A TTHKIA
58 o Wrise iy, RF X B s (0 N A EAT i A0
746, R AW S8 AR A2 R N . 5T
R, TAECIZSEIZE W R RED
(Miyake et al., 2000), T {Fic/Z80ic 12 5 ¥ hE
HAFAESE ZAL IS (Salthouse, 1994; $Z4E7%, ik
%, kST, 2009). SEbr b, AEX TARCAZ 34T I
SrIE U, R H n-back BB AL IZAT X
LT VA LT P W

Li %5 A\(2008) 157 FH P Folr aff FE 7K ~F 1) 2% B) LA
L2 Q2-back) TS HAT I 2, SRR, &b 45
KOS 58/ RN G, FHEAHMEFHAEPE
YIZRAE S5 F RS Frid i, T H AR RO 51
TRAM ISR E 2, H A4 3k 55 &
KFEEMH. LW ZHEAEEHE LIRS T 30%
(M 58%HE =i 2 88%), 7EMHF bikst 71— 1%
(M 1450ms /b 5 700ms). R ZHEH 20t I 2
I B B SR IR T S R4, (Hee a3 )G

BINGRAT R EoK . EIGaTBIrim, K
FEH IR AEZS0) 3-back 145 FIELT 2-back.
3-back 1T-4% g B He m, HBEA RKIKT
TARWLT AR T . IR LY SRR 5 31T
BRNAE 3 A H G KA b R 421, B #H
A, ZEHMNRTRA TR WD, EE
WA G RAE AR I R g5 R R 2 AR B AT
Lo S NSR, T REs A T H IR 3R a6 1 1K 1
R¥F.

W AEk, — S 50 JF 4h R A Y 1 I
(adaptive training)%} & 4 N AT N ET T, BO7E
FEAINGRRL TR b, A A A B8 ) SR A i 2 3% 1 7
Y AT 55 MESE . Brehmer, Westerberg F1 Bickman
(2008) I\ Ay, AHONS F 3fE 2 7K ¥ [ 5 (90 Jn I 2,
XA IE N I 5 RE A% A S R B U ZR AN .
Buschkuehl %5 A (2008) 1 A iX i il 5 75 20 2 4F
HBEAT T 12 @45 /8B, B 2 BBl
%, RIZEAE A TAECIZALS LIEEF
IR 80N, AR DR AR 25 AT 45 b Sk A8 T 17 22 57 A
FAT 55 WEFE M 5EmT, w2 AR =AME 4 Bl
FAR M REAF, MGt Em sk 44%. 62%
Ko 15%. HAEZ LA L) AT & iE#) &
LA S AR S5 G %) E I BG4 s T
21.3%H1 25%. ARAEJ5 45— A0 A b A A
YNGR ST R S I R o 31X — P 45 e
T RUAE A e 2 N2 2B B Re 1 D B A
[ ¥ 0 &5 (Singer, Lindenberger, & Baltes, 2003),
YLHTERAE 80 % wmié & N LAE QAL M 7E—
SE [ AT BB

Dahlin, Nyberg, Bickman #1 Neely (2008) [
FEAL & P25 05 2K, SR A T 2R3 818 424T: %%
(running memory task)({T: 55 Jl 353 3 M B,
B, gith, FAE) AT R 5 45 /0 e,
T 3 B IZR. 45 BoR, ZHEH S HEHNE
VYR Z) Z 0 A2 W ZRAT 55 b 38 e 8 ik 21 o vy HE B
IKF, PN AR 2R 3R a6 = AH 24 70 H R
TEWGRR W 7R ILAT % b, ZBFEAS TN
JE RERE T L L BE 22 1 R AU EL, HINEZRTTT 1
MRV R 5 DRI BRZFEAA M HF4]
R SR e 2R, RIS B 4 335 AR 2
YRAT IR KT 218 N A G R E R, YIZr4l
AN TAE AL KRR BENS 3 T R 4L
FEEOKF, UHTUIZRE R 18 N H A, AT ZhiE
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YR REfR TS, A — DR RS . A
TR 7, PIAER AT B gz,
MBS S E SR A B m, RRITE
T AL X B0 3-back M1 45 1A FRIEIT %, &4
HBA DA R RN .
2.2 EFEF#(Attention Switching)

0] RO AE 45 5 B (Task Switching), A3 K
X 2 AT 55 A S0 B AR 2 TR AH L B 45 1) 45 o
o HA AR 0G5 8 [ I Bl g A B £ P AT 55,
TR TSR AEAS [ AF 55 Z T AT PRI . S ) AF
S, DA E R e Dy R 2 RN H
ALNE DR I N R . R e Ae ) AT S
e SR, — BB RAY: Ak
(U A HAT R —FI {45, WIAAAA..., 5{BBBB...)
MO e H (B WAT 2 A S, W
AABBAABB...), ¥l bt — 241 P g B B,
Wkl 2, XS ZE RS — R A
(general switch cost), Mt [ 2 X 9 Fft 4T 55 0 01
() L% 35 RIAE 55 5 e fie 005 5 e Yerp B i I H
( W AABBAABB...) 5 dE # ¥ Wi H (
AABBAABB...) [J il 57 2 53wl 2 455 Bk % e AC
(specific switch cost), W) & TE B AT 517
P RE T . — Ok, TER RS EALE
TR 22, MR — e AN (R s & -
WA B, ZEAHES THEAN (Kray
& Lindenberger, 2000), {HIXFq 4§42 7 0] LLIE
T Y ik B AR B B o

Buchler, Hoyer 1 Cerella (2008) #4710 =
A Ziorh W B VAT S IHAR T A, H 4
KRBT I AT S o WNHAT S RTIX 4 8
ARG EH, ALFAETEREN 2 A
Can I e 4 5 R Hmk 1) 3 a4 A RS8N S
RINGRIG, 24 A1 & B BEIAT 55 g A
Wik, B2 M TRPAT 4 ANE 55 B AL I,
55 AL AN LWERERBHEAT . X
g WA+ Kramer, Hahn #1 Gopher (1999) fiff
AT % e RIG RMATAE S 5 N R 25 31, &0
LG 22 FAMETAW AN, B
Y AN A R, B R NZR3k 26
AT RARESE AN H .

A SRR G H B Bk 8 iR
3 (Verbal Self-Instructions) 5 %, Bl 7E AT 4%k &%
M N —AMMES Hir. Kray, Eber F1 Karbach

(2008) 5 I 3X Foft S R4 R] A28 4 N e $e AR
WA SRR 2 Y AR, A 3 AR DRI 35 0 B A 4
A A WD RE, RS RE BRI 5 AL H R
s R L, P DA A AR AR HT I A 3 1 A S m
K IRAMEAESS I T L 8BE . Karbach (2008) A&
BAETE I 4 AW B e 3 AT 55 e e (%
5 BRI I 25, Bk B IkEE S
Il 45 SR W [10) 26 4F- 415 U G5AT 55 b 100 R Ik 3 AR,
PG 1 ASNZRBY BB S 4 DS UIZRBY B 10T 34 95
DR 66.7%, T AAL I HEWS (1 52 4 2 R ok
W AN I~ 29> 5y 45.1%, Karbach fil Kray
(2009)th K B T AH [F) 1% 45 AL o 753 808 Jr I,
Karbach K HL AT 55 10— i e AR A7 T 83,
1M H 22 A A — B AN i A bl
EATE R, WAMNERIL T fER IR AR BN
IR BN P NAR 1.17), X — KILUF LI
P& T Minear, Shah fl Park (2002) I/ 5T 45 R ;
7 H A E 8 R AE Stroop 4155 & 18 LA
27 1) AR G A2 AT 55 R0 i SCHHE B0 56 b f) ik 2 I
AP, A S5 e 4 R 0 3R 2 T L T
BB A AT I LAy, wdmdl, LR,
DL A Al DA S0 038 (CAn AR ), X R AT S Ak
R B — 4R B

2.3 XE % 18 (Dual-task Coordination)

XUAE: 55 W0 R 72 48 7] IS AT P9 04T 55 I 43 T
TR IR IBE Sy, ] dpk AT AL N AT A2 TR B,
TFER RN 5 NSRS, 124 N\ i A7 711X
VE RS B A Mk (Hasher, Lustig, & Zacks,
2007). XUAES5 W fE 77 18 8 XUE 25 77 3 (dual
task cost)>k il 2, B0 T XUEAT 455 0 T I 2

ARSI ) 2257 . 5 EAME, 28 A NfF1E
HRIIXAES 51 (Verhaeghen, Steitz, Sliwinski,
& Cerella, 2003),

FERAE ST NGB T, AR Z 0T AL 2Rt
T ep Al FH 10 RS ] 0 00 S m . mT AR A 58 N L
(variable priority, VP) 5 [l 52 4 56 I L (fixed
priority, FP). & VP 44T, BERBOIXXPIAE
55 IS ARA Y B, 3K R i AN T 4 AR 0 YA
RS RS AEFP &4 T, BORin AR Fe 0
BRI E R, W P AME S [ BT,
5 % A — AT 45 3E 4T 0 T (Gopher, Weil, &
Siegel, 1989). Kramer Il Larish %5 A % BiAH Et FP
WERA, VP AR TR RIS, AEL
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I 2R3k 2t (s I 253 |, VP 4 30.8%, FP 24
16.6%), T H. VP S0 Gt R K B2 F 4R
EHTERAT SN L RN 7R, W VP ATE X
NI B (R AR RS 22 52 BRI T 32.5%(224~151ms), 1
FP 41 (W48 22 53 M 3N T 10.3% (217~242ms),
MR VP ZHEHE L L MIIZIRG, 12K
PR KINZ AN K DT HE AR
AR A Y, Kramer 58 A XA G5 R 0T DL —
BRI T H VP AS B TS EREAE S
LR, WAEITBATL S Ef %I b, VP 418
i 1 47%, 10 FP AL T 12.3%, HIXLeillZ
RS AR FF AT 4EHF 45~60 K (Kramer, Larish, &
Strayer, 1995; Kramer, Larish et al., 1999), VP K
M (1 A 35 ) A A A LA 28 B — N S0 WU 55 I v,
FFUR I VP A I AT P B T Kss,
BRA VP AMNAR N RE 3 M
(Silsupadol et al., 2009).

Bherer %5 A (2005)1i FH P A 157 011 9 94T 55
YE AL 55, K5 #4 l (440Hz 5% 990Hz,
Wt AL 45) S5 RIAMTES (B 80 C, MEATES),
45 BRI 2 A 5 H A A BT 55 5 B AT
TRE, PRALLE SONINT BN ZRAR 2R AR 2 R IR A
febr b, BEARIB T RSN, B2F
WA AT A& IR E, 08T B A [
WOBE 20 A AT 2H B B A )R OB =0 ) A 4H
PT B A 55 LI XUE 55 75 4523 vk 2D 30% A1
25%, HIXFPIIZR3R a0 A2 I 2R 4 R — A R AR
171, TEBEJG 2006 5 2008 4E KA 7T h B [l £ &
M2 mE SR JIAAE T %1% . (A2 Bherer
NI RFBEFE IR A K VP 5 FP X P Fp i L
HWG 225, 5 Kramer 25 N AR 57 45 BR — 2L

AT LA H, VP IR S0 10 A7 8018 AR T 1
AT S5 RAE BE KT, IR AT 55 3 2 BE (AN [m) 5 i
NG R ER 2R . ML Kramer 58 AWF5TH
BB RN AT 55 (R AT 25 5 F BT 55),
A3 7 58 1) W AT 55 HEAT VI 2R (30 Bherer 45 A
RAVHEIE) WARMERINL VP SN IR OLBkE, H
[ IR 3 3 T, IR AT 45 A s AN R - 2 4E N
MIlZr3R%E (Maquestiaux, Hartley, & Bertsch,
2004), Ul Gothe, Oberauer fl Kliegl (2007) 1
PR AN AN ) 28 28 11 3% S 142 B AT 5 1R AT UAT 5%

IR, WAL A G BA B 10 TAR IS 5 2,

RAKRAH KIEFAR NG mH, Bk

I 2Z A NAEXAE S5 I T A R T OR ST B0 AT 45
SR, S A A A T AR R, B A I ]
R 5, 2 LA I N T A AR SR AR AR
ML BRI IEM R SR T 2 AR,
& AR I ZRad b &5 T SR 4R 3, SR A Y B
PR I

2.4 ) &) Mt B & I (Inhibition of Proponent

Responses)

[FIAE, TEAES5 50 o 72 b B 1 B T 4 2
I S AR A ) o I R IR A
PRI FAAT I (ST AR EOE LR AT MBI 1E)
FIRAR R A R, 2 — b Py U A AT A
e BEICRBL, 2 A NI a8 ) A I IR
(Hasher & Zacks, 1988; Hasher, Zacks, & May,
1999), FLANAE T PR IA 8 T AR AR 3 & 00 4R P AE
Bl 1 b, Bl H T DA R 2 AT 55 0 R A
FSORCEY ST e W RN RNV

RPN (I Y 0 (N & R
IR I AE A B ST a] B . Stroop
A0 T 0 6 N A o e ) 22 e e TR AR AL
ML, ZEHEEKE Stroop TR, HLT
AR TS SR 2 5, PR ISl Be ) XA T
M, BRG] Z R KSRAEAE Stroop T IR,
{HTE Stroop T4 /NELL [, ZBAEATLE RN
I b B 4 6] 3K 35 B (72ms) 3R & T 75 4F 20 (25ms)
(Davidson, Zacks, & Williams, 2003). ZEHEL
it 3 FMESIMEIME S (stop-signal task) YIEES5,
LE 55 A1 50 0 56 (Stroop 3] W 36 A1 Hayling
A A) I ) B R S AR B8 T T 203 (Lyrette,
Langlois, & Bherer, 2008 ). ifii HERIA NI Zksh,
EUNHEPARCACIBIBU R LS 35 o€ I (s 3 Uil
A S REHG, ZF4AE Stroop (438 5 _E ¥ 1%
S W E UGS, HAERMNE GRS 0.93)F1IE
R (BN AR R 0.72) b ¥ ok 3 R R AR K
(Smiley-Oyen, Lowry, Francois, Kohut, &
Ekkekakis, 2008). B JLPAT 445 il i 7 AT 3 ik A S0
IR B B R i, (FR X 3R 25 2 15 2 th
(7 95 A AL ) (2R — 1 ORI 8 Az ) 119 i i F
— 5T (Kramer & Willis, 2002).

3 MEA BRI SNIEA R

B T AEAT 7K1 2R B ke A n] 9
FCARBIE T R B BOR T Be, W2 Rk R w3t
PR(EMRT) 25 F PEAZ B 3K I (MR 8™ 7K 8 1l 15
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(DT A% B3 20 Hr (MRS)SE, 73 53l £ i ) 2y
REZKF SRR (B E 5 LK K7
(i i) BRI T YRR i o 42 ] 98 1k

EREU LR R X VIR AP SPaar eP ) il v N
I . Olesen, Westerberg fl1Klingberg (2004) LL# 4F
N R W R AT 5 ) A b 2 [R) AR AR 12 Ik, B
S0 R A A R B B T B i 5 TR /N i i X
PR BIOTE 14 0, 3 — B2 J2 05 B)) R AR A w1 25k ] A
S T AE G120 28 B il i) v 98 1, Westerberg il
Klingberg (2007) 1 A B i i 1) 42 46 9
ST A AN G DX RO, T L OO i DX 7R O
BB iR K.
Bickmanf1Nyberg (2008) FIRFT K T HEL
EERTRRVAL LT || X SRR L o S (O S A (R =t
NG ZrT ] I 2 0 1 AR A AN BR T 7R
P P2 S L ) B b 3 0 B PR A . Ericksons§ A
(2007a) 7E X} 47 4 1JE AT BT 45 I G (B8 9% 531 5
TR G, SORTEAT A IR R B R SE BT 2
H, H ZHT BB A IO T AT (VLPFC) £
VR AR T A N ST = o =T L
(DLPFC)H: X £ I 45 J5 s R B 1 ok, Il 4551
T 5045 0 AH DG Mo DX 75 S0E A 5 E i i,
X B AT BE R R N AN 2551 kT K S )2 D
Ref A, MM ASGEAESS N L R,

Bt )5 Erickson§ A (2007b) % %2 Il 25 5| K pl1 22
TSR IX A 25 I BE T YR BT O TR B AT
BB ) 2 R A, 45 R R ILZ 4 4 fEDLPFCiN
DX PR, T AR AR G 0, A R OE FR E
EHBEER, XERABFUATREES TS
W A O AR 2 X 24 7E VLPFCIR X
WG B A AR PR (ED S fb AR B0 G o, ARk,
AR e M VLPFCHT 18 58, 3K A DX BSE S A %
RIX, REIZAFAIE I T XA S W BN 51
A0 W A 36 . Brehmer%5 A (2008) K& 1 T4
WAZINZR)G, Z AT A 55 AH I X (. Tl Fii)
I WORE T B, 2 I 2R nT LA o3 2240 20 1) i D fig
MME A TEX L, YIRS r e X
TN R I o5 A AT e A AE B By B 1 08 T IR
FEA TR, AR B, 7R IX L6 X I A
W HH G 1R T B R JE AN R E 2 A b AR ) i 2, AT
DL it 1 AT RU b 9 2 B A T

Fihk, ARG ] IEVE A R ] SRR AR TR T IT
BNy B R 22 R, N BT LUE H 2N

Dahlin, Neely, Larsson,

FEAE — SRR AT 3, (HARX T HEN, &
FENIEB RN BB D . TF R ILEE NI ZAT
10 77 A 25 DR AE 8 A OC 09 i 1 ik 3 3 17 A2 31 KR
il EATWF TR W ST N 15 Uk 74 2, Dahlin
EN(2008) KB, HAEAAE IS n T BEd 12
E 55 (IR W G- AT 55 ) B 3—back AT 45 (U 3T % 4T 55 ) I
HAMECR R I T WO FERE 3 5, 2R
VIR AT SCR AR BOE A B3, BVl A in T
REGCAZ AT 55 B 00 300G B B2 A7 5 3 I, {H2 A
3-back{T: %5 FIOHETR LA H LB I, 4
BAT N iERS, R FFEH BT 43 -back{L %5 =
BT IE R SN, B FE 3 b kA o 22 AR A A S
Zr TR AN R SR BR M AT B S e T AR S b R
P SOIR A4 B ) R R B

(SN PPNy N i S N E U2 2R I U L
RV BB e 2], N KAk SR o] Bk
EgER L. gl 6 MANAABIGE,
LA IR L B B T R TR (A &
W, TR R EBA B3 A4k (Colcombe et al.,
2003; Colcombe et al., 2006), i H.2Z4E4 KX Fh
B IR D T A A AR, AR R R
JZ(ACC/SMA). £ 8 _FFI(rtSTG) A 45 [A]
(rtMFG) 5 [ BT E A (AWM) 43 5 BEAE T 42.1%,
33.7%, 27.2%1Y5 27.3%. B4k, FESH =N AER
B — MR ER BN G, ) RBHAE
B ST IS BN AE A it 5 0 T A B0 I DX (2
DX\ T A VAN K R A = 4 L T B3 XA i
(Draganski et al., 2004; Driemeyer, Boyke, Gaser,
Biichel, & May, 2008), =& 21 th g H DLAH [H] () 3
K (Boyke, Driemeyer, Gaser, Buchel, & May,
2008), H K A R B AT BE I 2k & 2E 58 K (Scholz,
Klein, Behrens, & Johansen-Berg, 2009), iX £ 45 L
YR, RN T R T i, K
G RGP A A5 5 A% T 080 45 DL s 1E 1T e
e TAT AR, ST 24N CRUL, B 240 H I
) K 0 25 ¥4 25 455 (Raz, 2000)H 7T 43 31— & FLJE 11
LA

T L, )i 28 AT 9 P R 9 3 AT R N 21 i 1
AT E MR R, WS TAECIZ R REE DI
K2 R Y. McNab 45 A (2009) % BL#F 20t
14 AN I TARRAZ IR R, RS TAE 1L e
JII AR, A5k 1 I ARURT T R R X 2 1
D1 ZRRAET A4k, Z 0 DI RAERZNIX—
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AYEPER W T NG B 5 ORI AR AL ) 1 AT
TEH - £F 5 — T3¢ 4, Valenzuela 45 A (2003) %
22 1 A2 I 25 10 2 4 20 S0 T X e 2R AL
KA, MR LR X P 25 e & A ) o i) A5
ST, RIAMATTRER R, XA M TR
fil A5 B A% 3
4 MiRTRSRE

A H AT 2 AT DI RE IR =, T AR
AR NS I R AT N 0 H bR e g, R
T EFEIAT DB A EN I AR AE . — B R,
AR NI L0 IR0 ah B AR bl N, B
FEAE S5 N T b RO 72 S PR AR L = 2k, i BLAE
TAEWAZ IRt 5 rp e v R 2 A AN S e
B2 1A B LA B AR AN ZRTT I B K. B
B8R B3 A A X 2 I 2R 3R a1 AR R AE L
A5 R P AR AR A, HEAE 18 ML
A, AHZE AR AN RN T B R B PR 5 I8 2 AR A R A,
BIN A REIE TH - = W B IN kg R A IR
oy Sk

EINZRIT A 71, PR AT DhRE R I th
MR E N 22 . WAEICIZ TR . XX
AR5 Up AR D gk B, ZHEANRALIT
IRADHE . T #, X5 Z AR 2 IR FT 45
R DHERIFURBUN Z A EI 2 L T
IR, wF PR E T AT 25 Bk 2 T —IA
RN TR AT BRI IE 7 (Ball et al., 2002; Willis
et al., 2006). Ak & K2, TR B
B I Zxv] S bl aE S . TAF 2 5/ A
(Karbach, 2008), X — & & i B0 29 N AT 5
BB AT Dy E U R R R A B DA S 2D RE A5 LA e
e, PREI IR A E I R A AR LR o X A A
AT R E B 25 Al Bk T A TGRS R
AN ) A, R TN ) AE IR R A B T
A ZE R, WA &R T e T I 2k B AT AR 2
Al B8 J0 84T bR 2 2 AN [ A (Thorell,
Lindqvist, Bergman Nutley, Bohlin, & Klingberg,
2009). {HiE, H R ZERAT I REVIZR T I A2 1
R FEIEAR SR Z, F8 70 AT Dy BE VI 2o 15 EL A
AT RN BE— 05T B, wXUES5
AR Zm 5, DA 0F9T 2 Ve IR i
TR, ARRWTFT IR IZIT B BN E 2 )R
A LAR I BOCIZ B I ZE b, B REST
KZRIRA n-back 1E55HUIZRIF A L IR

NI T B, 1A ST R B AR AL
n-back Y %k ] 23 H 4 J) (Jaeggi, Buschkuehl,
Jonides, & Perrig, 2008), % —J5 1, LAEdIZ)
5% % &2 % Y] (Ackerman, Beier, & Boyle,
2005), B4 %F 22 N34T TAERAZ T BE I 25
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Cognitive and Neural Plasticity of Executive Functions
among Older Adults
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Abstract: Executive decline hypothesis suggests that the unique loss of executive function is the main cause
of cognitive aging. However, a growing body of literature had demonstrated a remarkable plasticity in
executive functions and its related brain areas (mainly prefrontal cortex) among older adults. Age-related
decline in executive function could be reduced through cognitive training, and the activation, structure
(volume) and neurotransmitters of related brain areas could be altered. Some studies also suggested the
benefits of executive function training could be transferred to other cognitive functions. All these findings
have great significance for the deeper exploration of cognitive aging theories and the practical applications
of cognitive intervention.
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