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of & & TR V=
"Aedga Ag#e d7a 2xetistm Algats

B AT FAYD AATA FHE¢ vk TR o] Bu Ao FutEE K843
Fe] Aolg AW EIAL gt wEFEY 7t AAY F1el BAGlel B A7 2
Aol vs} g A3 Fo] #¥3Y G A3 (ACO, stAFE [FG), 37 A9
(P 2 AEE3] ST6) 59 Gt wgFH] tezdd A¢2AS AF vl
& o, &5z @45 Tl 39 99L 359 EYH AgdE, $4F38 F
& IFE S W G005 v ezl 43 £Fe] =Y 92 W
3] (medial frontal gyrus), 354 A2GH ASFIE X £ ¢ F& J9o F3HA
o} olg3 ADE EdE E d7e FAY A9HE S 7189 A &% sEwte s
Agshe AL 23, arde A A 59 U2 /M9 7Hed e =9t

FHO MY HY, FHY 50, J|SAVISYLY, ST, M2(TY

* £ AFE QAL E HARREE A7 GHAIME 10023930-2006-03)9] A W&
o} FYPEUE.

t Az oY, Agddtm A AT E AT i deldgdra
A A B o A8]8}, E-mail: byeongtaek lee@gmail.com

- 57 -



olX|ntet, H19# M1

A &

e FEAE Ay A7 EZT IAAA TS dgsied
A FEHE Mg hed stue AQrIYelth #4719 o QA #AA 3
o A TS Frkn HFHo ghow, o] | A dF g2lo] HA
TP Agete AR /PEHUAT. ¢ 7HA] JAHAog Hole AME w¥o] A
3§ 54 gt ANY Hole FAG A4 FAINE Ag7lele) Aol Fasl
& 7o|tKBaddeley, 1966). FHL AR AREA 53 A%el £AE AE 7
d 9dele & iy Adste RdFE A¥E a7ske Aok o eAY
Aegx 7] qid x=go] § A 2 gz E73a o] JPdFEL
o] I}A7} vF FIALE 22FTE Y5815 tiBaddeley, 1966; Wagenaar, 1972;
Robertson, Hazlewood, & Rawson, 1996; Jahanshahi, Saleem, Ho, Dirnberger, & Fuller, 2006
Brown, Soliveri, & Jahanshahi, 1998; Ahn, 1999). W} FAE] AR T A7
&l w2t g2bd Zojgte FEo] 7Fedinh

Tune(1964)9] WEH AlgEo] A4shs FALe] FAQ 9%FS Fv 8998
Ze A xR 32 APAY] g THSGe siz)E T UoH, ol F
& APEL 53l A5H u} YtkTowse & Mclachlan, 1999; Warren & Morin, 1965;
Wiegersma, 1975). 53] ¥hEFH F:¢] F7ld] mE A" FALE T4 7o
tall Baddeleyl}t Warren#Morrin AMRES] 2471 &9} A fEolztn F4
sttt

A7l &2 FAYE BAIAA £92te] Al 2, ol¥E, 2 eH2003)
o] MAA AFolA HS PR AEd b ok fed L AW &2
o] Z+& AE Fdol FAY AAdHAA Tt Addte TG € FAFYE BF
gk 28d 29 AZ Jde] FAge] d FAFUL 7L olE0] §F
£AE HEE 2 e Repr] fELR, o3 AAT|AA ] AL
Zpol7k AZHGF nF o FAHAHY Aolg rHAtn FASIATE 159
olglg FAL FAA R AAVF dubAl Adr1Y &3] AES wevhe
Rosen} Engle(1997)9] 748 A Aojzt & & Sioh

cifoe FAE AEHA F3 FU AA 7 Fode Awrt EEEiA
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o= - 23

12

/ FUE HHLAOA ESFEE o T =[2YE Y

)7

A EA gzstoluy dxE]

o} A, AFH FEo £48 4L A&
5 Aol I&& THEAF AT (Spar, &

A A4 s AYF ALY BA
Goldenberg, 1993 Ex], L2 AYIES Ao E AT A7 A (Transcranial

B\

magnetic stimulation) 7]'H-& Ab&dle] S92 AAFFDIPFC) HYE A8 1
71%E dAFoR aiHAIZHE |, o]50] AT FHLY FAoldoHE g9l
3l Jahanshahi®} Dirnberger(1999)2] A7E& 1 o2 £ 4 Ut} Jahanshai, Profice,
Brown, Ridding, Dirnberger & Rothwell(1998)& #Z F9& AHTHY 7|50 F=2
AFAoT BHHE U F& 44 Besl AAelr] BEd o ¥q9 ohls}

FAGE Azt F385Th
71Z9] &A Uy AAAAGT Yoz HIole HAGEH 2L HdE
B e Aesie) RHY BATA $UFS AAIE BasEE AEE0)
dgth. o]F AFe AR AFEHR RHAE AFHe] FAE ATA
23 4992 BodFth E3] Jahanshahi, Dirnberger, Fuller, & Frith(2000): 41
4 AxAE 9 A7) 20 vugs o A7) F-Eprecnews), TEY, A5
29& AATYE, 4y, HUYARF, & F3linferior frontal gyrus), X]/d(dentate
nudeus) S XFste FHAT F90] UEHE o]Fo] &43tgdS BT B9
TYS J9E Hag AL oA Daniels, Witt, Wolff, Jansen, ¥ Deuschl(2003)
92 AeENY, 494, 9% FHYH 45 F3Y 9

1}, & Milham, Erickson, Banich, Kramer, Webb, Wszalek & Cohen(2002)& ZHt}A}3],
ABZ 29 Y (presupplementary motor area; preSMA), SH 53] (middle frontal gyrus),
AT, FTAY 2 39, A4 52 59 99 Fol FAFA Bt
FA| vlFo] & o, 2719 ABA JikE Yelele AelMe] ZAate U3
3= Aoz Btk

o] 495 shidl, 53 AAFY dA% Adsle A7y Vs Bt
ZEukokr) Garavan, Ross, Murphy, Roche, & Stein(2002) & YUutA oz Az)je} 7

PR J)5e AATY PAT DA BAo] YA, WE N Fe

o &
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OIA|TtE, HM19H HM1&

Asste g 5& AAEk & AL AgAgs) S AAYLE Adsigk A

AT 7HHAM 53] F2ol &7 F3(inferior frontal gyrus) FD-E- SA|TA] A3}
A BAste AT ole Ao FtElE Aoz gATHelHH T o] 4T, 2007).
8 AQdsle & o A8AQ FoJ-ZH(rention-regulating) AA2] &L 3l
Aoz 27l v QIthOsaka, Osaka, Kondo, Morishita, Fukuyama, Aso % Shibasaki,
2003).

ol o3 d7EY AAZHEH AAFAA AP/t AL7199] Al #

eS¢ F Uk 28U olE A7 At £33 A9 FAE FY 18
g R0 oh7] W, 2gir1del £33 FAsle Ao FutkE JGo B
ojHF &L Wl AL o] AN st olgF wole FAG YA FA
8 dTeMZetr A2 A gd FAY JAAA} Dt 9 715 g 2
3o, £ TF dHEo] o|E JAAF % kS sHgse Rol FelA ol
71 ST, olF Zzte] d9o] ojm@ ARF Jlwd 4r) AdEHE AE B
of ak= EAI7F okt

2 ATelMe FAE AEAAANA g TR 8 s v TR 5
7 A2 &F2AT I 7 B deRddA g w845 F3e vaide
21719 &5t B¥sle 95 AATY, AU € P43 e 993t
AEAQ B3 Bt E A E A Sk weFRe B 2AEA §
H HEg TR0 §3 & B F3fan effect; Anderson, 19748 & A &
& B Hed, ole 54 719 32 d8 Adske 99 F7 Fa1E
TF 7|97 A dHgAIZEe] B AV . f-g0] Fishe RS dAET) ua
-] )

|nn

£

% FHY $7h ZAhehe AL AYrlele) $%e Bo| Was s A
e Bde 2y @ ¢ Yok
o RAE AATAE ABAQ RAN Anel d7de 2d e &
T8 YRR, Tunc(19649] 743} o] wheFrel 4o 2drlel gAkel HH
A PR TEAS et mEd 2AE AR SUB sl
Beug s aTE, BeFe 71 B oe ZAdNE 712 A7)
ool g JUSe) PN} BAY ot W g Fuel 4yt He a4 2
AN 848 g ezl EYSND, gt 2 st o Rolg Y
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0| - UHE / PHY MHTNOIM HSEE 20 ©E =EYS By

L2]=%
v A4 &% 1 AA7} opd, BAE BATA 3 Bt Ay A
< RHIH M3 gE dFo] shesitt FAF R e, &g 2UAA
HE2EL Y HH S YIS o Z& 7138 2A AW, FHAEE AAsta
T HAY AN olHd fAM HEY] A Feof gt olHd FY HE Al
£9] JAE= A7 £35S o Bo] 278 FHolxn, wEhA g #FEE 99,
%, A3 AT AA7IA AeoBad S| v #AE Ao U
He Addgdre @437} Zigiect v BHeF R tg 2AdqME g
see] g3 2 gAolele F v Ykl YUY 7w AEE F9A
of GAQst @38 Aot

I

7t

Aegdgn EHolAE ol ZYE 24T F 16803A 9, A& 7)ol A
ol AP o R Frleton, ol 47 ke gtz 2t E A Fiskth B
MRS B AL 5042 BF LEERIAI, ABA A% AAH] gIA
th
XIRE Y Hx

F AP 42622, TR 327 479 Zt 212 17 4744 o A9 +#

2 olg3ld BEAEL A A5z, 03E A9 d e $£E o]8dE:
g 70| AU 3, 17E 47HAY & AHUER HEESIEE g A7)

(counting) & F7IE Fol, o]& SAZLLE T d¢ A7 24L& 7L
ARATA G v mPe o, 5 I3/gA, OF HFe JE T A =Hol
Hagtdon & F 9, olHE HoAA FAE AYAAe A-F gAzHele}
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QlA|otet, H19¥ H1=

o &5 ok FAAJA MEFE o 2R L kg FHO 7 F AedA oY
N AAY et vlwEA € AL | AdY HE BXE GHMAE Al
AN=7t 74 M EAR LS BYY Wiegersma(1975)9] 23S 12 g Aoloh.

Zt 2702 WEE 23d¢& B3l AAEHE DA w1224 AP,
AA AP A F Fx9 niA T 30%, 2P 4 AP 22U 029 PEL F
Ak o] HA A X - ASE AviE 71A FHE AFEA 4 4=
ZolMe oy 22 (L @A), &F 22 (S BA), A7l 23 (1 @) Sdhe
9A7t 2% 1314 2, o] Sxed w3 shye dE Addld AAdstA
U 2 17 A9 AE AR ASES st 4 d3Fde eMe F
7HAel| wet RSk i

g EEYoR A AFSFY WS Fsr] s ZIA HYE FF0A
BEE AU £ Tk w4 #E #FdE FAsl s Aete F
AEE Ao} Tapr] gar AT St=E AN St oleid A WEe] 2}
Aol AET FHALEE 715 F ATk

MRI 2<& Signa 1.5T 7]7)(General Electric)® ©]-835t51 21, echo planar imaging
(EPDE 733 gradient echo sequenceZ ALE-SIT) on]A] EEo] ALRE 242 t}
<3 2kt TR 3000 ms, TE 60 ms, flip angle 90X, number of slices 20 without gap,
slice thickness 5.0 mm, matrix size 64 x 64; field of view 240 x 240 mm, inplane
resolution 3.75 x 3.75 mm. &% FHL AC-PCanterior commissure - posterior commissure)
A3 BPstes AAAZ T EPL omA Y] FEE A T1 o|niAlES Een,
o] o] UL TR 500 ms, TE 12 ms, matrix sizei= 256 x 256°| -t

1689 FA7AEZEE U2 HGA A8 ES FSI(Analysis Group, EMRIB, Oxford)
< ol&std ®EEE Fh AT 843 99 ST 4 A
o 238 Edz JADEA S AAEI e, voreld p < 0259 FA(THFH ] o]
g B EE FAF FIHE QYT F ol Jhed d5E 43 999 27
7} 8 mm’ Z719] By 207) 0|3 ALE RolF B3} dgoz Agrh o9
2e 9k 23 oF) BAS AL dd T4 A=A At AlE
238 95T 4 gt AE RPN $Ad 15 2R BAL BAGE 47

< st Aetozint
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—

OIE% - ZA / UG YUIHON BISHE S0 €2 B oy

FAQ 9 Bt 843 99e goter] Ha terzdAY 843 &
I Az 8438t £ vud L5z B3 FEHF BAXA
A9 &8 FES AT HE 17 £ 2, olE F HIANY FFE BN
PGS AHESITHE 3). 7 HlwollX FFHE 8P 949L A3, S35
D‘—], 3153, U A253], SFHAY (inferior parietal lobule) S0t 18 1& ¢}

223 A7) A8, 2 &5 243 A7) 219 v aElaE El
§°17‘] 843 49< Jeplz gk o] JddA 53] F HuEY FF IH&E
E)E §he TESY] B3 Ao BAQl] FAE G A Futsls dFo

gtn & & Stk
3, BAY Az ANA e B35 ’\ZO] oe AV ZAd HlE] 29k A9
E 712, tezddae] 843 FFo] &MY 843 F&e vE &

B 1. cEezdoiMel g43t aF0| SMIZZol vlo =UH Jnt 1 FHE

Coordinates

Side X y z k z BA Region

R 70 -32 16 30 3.99 22 Supetior temporal gyrus
R 50 8 42 24 2.32 6 Middle frontal gyrus
R 6 -12 8 49 272 0 Thalamus

L -6 16 50 123 312 6 Medial frontal gyrus
L -28 0 52 365 3.36 6 Middle frontal gyrus
L -34 -56 38 26 2.63 40 Inferior parietal lobule
L -46 10 34 56 2.88 44 Inferior frontal gyrus
L -56 -30 38 195 2.70 40 Infetior parietal lobule
L 64 10 -2 117 481 2 Superior temporal gyrus

BAE Brodmann Area®] 9k}, zE zscore®] oklo|H, k= @AI3l £X9 VS HyAg]
42 e, 7t 9oe) HEE MM BES 71702 EAa
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oIx|ntet, M19# A=

¥ 2. $xAolMe 248 SF0| EMEMO Hloh E=UT 9t 1 HE

Coordinates
Side b y z k z BA Region
R 68 -18 14 60 2.82 43 Postcentral gyrus
R 62 -18 42 80 298 6 Precentral gyrus
R 44 16 44 102 5.04 9 Precentral gyrus
R 38 -76 -18 60 3.12 19 Fusiform gyrus
R 24 -18 -16 44 2.49 35 Parahippocampal gyrus
R 16 -64 56 114 297 7 Precuneus
R 12 -74 30 34 2.83 7 Cuneus
R 2 -8 2 79 3.53 - Thalamus
L -4 20 38 274 3.21 32 Anterior cingulate gyrus
L -12 -70 50 34 4.02 7 Precuneus
L -10 22 56 27 2.88 8 Superior frontal gyrus
L -30 -2 52 509 4.17 6 Middle frontal gyrus
L -36 -38 56 106 3.63 40 Postcentral gyrus
L -54 -10 40 848 4.68 4 Precentral gyrus
L -52 12 28 124 3.53 9 Inferior frontal gyrus
L -64 -8 0 104 4.92 22 Superior temporal gyrus

BAY Brodmann Area®] 9z} zE zscore®] kAlo|n]) ki A3 R 9] AVE HulA o
2 el zt 9o B E MNI FEE 7Ee g U8

E 3. cfeEA &5Z20| M| =2ol| oo SEH2E 243 +F0| =UH N HE

Coordinates

Side X y z k z BA Region

L -6 14 48 101 290 32 Anterior cingulate gyrus
L -28 0 52 323 3.36 6 Middle frontal gyrus
L -36 -54 38 20 2.60 40 Inferior parietal lobule
L -48 10 32 23 249 44 Inferior frontal gyrus
L -56 -30 38 136 2.70 40 Inferior parietal lobule
L -64 -10 -2 67 4.08 21 Superior temporal gyrus

BAY: Brodmann Area®] A}, z+ zscore] 2FZjolH, ke A3 #H9 A& HuAe &
2 Jehdrh 7z 499 ¥ e MNI X E 71E02 #7183
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2
SsC L»C

38 1. oA 25E20] 2F A7) Zzdof dis) 43t sFo| EUH I
Ao s FANE 9L A7) 2 HE &5 2NN ©E B F£E0 BRW
99< 7Hel7IH, o —E— A7l 2190w g 2K A3 FE0l B &
S 99e 7 i%é‘i FAE 992 F UM FEAHo2 BPstd 99
< 7}1’47131 +59 JdE A ﬁ7191 ARE zscoeZ UERY Fojtt. B8} oo
2 lEe p < 0259 4 MW 207) o]}e] FIHE e A9 R4

1
lo
0.8.

FE AL FFF 24, WS AT (medial frontal gyrus), FEF3], A, wldE,

A3E, 37 A4 FolAvkad 29 Wb, whd ozAd) HlE Az
A BE 843 FFo] =U0E 9L 5% A%, WFY ol Yfusiform gyrus), 3
o} W8](parahippocampal gyrus) & E3shs -FFF WEHD, A3, dF
3], 3tFF3 59 W d9oldkad 29 ). P A3 4o ARE
£ 4o AAsIA
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QIX|nfEr, H19H HM1&

08 2. LI A5EUS NE BlAIS wel I8

oz FAE 992 A7) 24 v

2 | FAG AN v 248d 995 7t
TH teRacNe &3 sEo] aF 244 ¥d WS e FEL kI, g@y
o2 BAE 99 A7) 230 Hel FAE xS g5 2Eo] YW dAE
ThEH aezddMe] G435 o] v 24 HE ERE 99¢ kAT £
J”E A% 3719 ARE zscoreZ UERE Foth p < 0259 JR] oA 207) o] ¢} R3]
A Ze 9I9E€ 293 99z Fsig
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o

abS|

1T

[m}

/ FHE YYLH oA B

E 4. cpeZ2n Aaxel 24

X9 vlmol| mE g5 A

Y xZiolM 24stE

dHE Tk, ez

Coordinates

Side x y z k z BA Region
ez > AR

R 44 -66 54 48 2.55 7 Superior parietal lobule

L -18 -32 14 347 6.95 - Thalamus

R 6 -2 60 36 4.07 6 Medial frontal gyrus

L 4 80 -14 31 3.58 18 Lingual gyrus

L -10 -16 24 38 241 - Caudate

L 48 2 8 2 2.69 22 Superior temporal gyrus
A2ezA > tdezA

R 68 24 2 2 3.74 2 Postcentral gyrus

R 54 -18 38 54 2.75 3 Postcentral gyrus

R 52 -28 -14 51 273 20 Middle temporal gyrus

R 48 -38 42 33 243 40 Inferior parietal lobule

R 44 0 10 38 2.67 13 Insula

R 36 -76 -16 76 431 19 Fusiform gyrus

R 26 -14 -12 218 3.56 - Parahippocampal gyrus

R 30 -28 50 22 238 3 Postcentral gyrus

R 14 -92 -12 76 4.26 18 Inferior occipital gyrus

L -6 -8 -2 21 3.57 - Thalamus

L -14 24 50 194 4.03 32 Anterior cingulate gyrus

L 16 -10 60 32 3.00 6 Sub-gyral

L -20 -2 -12 23 241 34 Parahippocampal gyrus

L -20 4 16 40 3.45 34 Lentiform nucleus

L -34 14 42 51 413 44 Inferior frontal gyrus

L -56 -16 28 216 3.74 9 Precentral gyrus

L -60 -28 28 20 2.55 40 Inferior parietal lobule

BAE Brodmann Aread] 97}, zEz-score®] %FRlolH, ke 843} 39 A7]E Ruge] £

2 Ut 2 999 FE = MNI ARE 7|Fo2 Erlsioh
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QIX|ntet, M19#H H1=

e 9

B d3oM #atg g A#E A 72 2% o2 ok A, A
Eo] FAES Aske B¢ F2 4sEE 992 7€ 471G AdA d
7 geldl A, SRR, sk A9 oIk o Ade FAE AHA
} 47194 stgrie FEriie d7E B opd AR oy P
NAA SR A2 aE Agdshes Aozt & + Aot 4, HEFRe us =

7d°ﬂ Hjg] & ZZ4A S E43E Fele AdE), AT E vRS AT
g 993 stF3 &9, WFE oF, vt B T& E¥ste F-FFY VIEY
(temporo-occipito network) So|om, ¥HH th 2N HL2 43" g9 Y
2 Q%Y 45Y 2, 4558 59 ol

o ATE e At TN2E AL 24 2AN WS AT 5o
o] o 22 vjE TS EAsHATE Aot o] ARt FRER 7MY
< didos Wi Rso e WEFEY 47 EF U B2 AYE 8
T Aoz AHA UCantor & Engle, 1993), WekA] AR171Y S3] wigw
HEE Adds]eAe] &3t #3238 B d7Y ZFge olHg A iz
Hol7] wjEeltt. o] AML AA7|A L AHF Bt dio] Ik, A7)
Ao} Apgolateirlel §8E £Rahe FAE LA UArkRosen & Engle, 1997 &
FEAAA B5 2439 99 ke T oEH, o]7Rooe] waw
25738l AYE o, o) i A¥H FdFoltt. mEA o] dFAe gy
o ¥lg] A2 HE B2 ] ZL 25 B3] TIPS 7FeS AAkE
o], o]2jg 7FeAe AFZRAA HE AL 9 ¥ FHEHTE ol g3y 2
AL Bt RAE AFHAE FP3te U4 WHEE Fof e 4% EANE
7t Bohe AT 233 #R1E Zte Aoz Btk Al g43te gAY
Ao AHgel Fitsle A7) &3] wMET AhE AR Btk

olgigt A2 FALENMfan effec) T D] HAYVIHLFOR HdelE V&
o] (Bunting,Heitz, 2004) & & T Busld AR olajd 4 Yt H|E FAE
AATA 7} obd F% dxFA A dojzl Aol AN, 2 A" FAf
A F3e] 21737 7jube] #E AFHD'Arcy, Ryner, Richeer, Service, & Connolly, 2004)
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=

Ol - FE / PUY MHUH O HSFE S0 GE =EAs oA

Hed P4 e 22 43 595 AR, 454 299 Jd5 @
e Aoz Had olzg doE B AT OezdlMe] Azsh BrA
Fe Zolt old WolA Bl ne ved AYrldegos 4Ys

—
L

e Ko &2
ﬂlg
BF
ol

A B, olF 9e0] £ 719 937 BaE AY7199 S5 YR @
o Tk AFshe Aol & o B Aoz walh,
2 A7 2B S Fhed, 43

ol%, #nt W3l 2 F-ZFHeNAN
o &3t 2 244 BREUTE AR FEE T of
9] F’HKanwisher, McDermotr, & Chun, 1997)0|}E=R], E& AA49] 7]A(Epstein,
Harris, Stanley, & Kanwisher, 1999)0] FHIE|&= Ao 2 daal Foltl wax AFz
oA APAEL desl AL F88 ol &3t FAHE A S PP nn
T A s F o ARHQA A ol g AL ARAE IS A4}
ot ot ol2jd AHe o} shte] JMY W 34 AT E B8 £ o 3
Aoz HEHooF & Aolrh
U 20 B3t d9L AT 49, TS WS AT 9 Ze ol

.0l 995 7t WS AFEe 9L wiSe AAFHe] 7199 A& Y
3 AAS 71A(Sohn, Goode, Stenger, Carter, & Anderson, 2003y eld ), 7] &=}
| 2o E9 719A2d oEFQ Azke o) g3l FHIS NS
7Fs8 & AlARith

o 209 843 FEo] #%D 99 7heEl, 71 A H(basal gangliae] U
FEQ vl d(caudate nuclews)o] FZH AL FnjFr) o] & 2EFLo|Y
(Baker, Rogers, Owen, Frith, Dolan, Frackowiak, & Robbins, 1996; Dagher, Owen, Boecker,
& Brooks, 1999) & %5 A|(Aron, Schlaghecken, Fletcher, Bullmore, Eimer, Barker,
Sahakian, & Robbins, 2003)s} #H3lE Aoz A ok mepx trzddl o
FAEL aF2d v rlggd dx A4 52 g43l TGS MRS
7Fe/d<€ AARITE HIE dhie] bAoAt 71@Ade) Q%o F2 Axy A
A3 2gE PR o] FoAHE Thedel i dEAQ] A2 A5 A& T
= & 7 U0E Aok ot o] Aol AT N AA ez &G Aol o
ol FAE AP AHHA Fh L I& AT E B o FolAok & Aot}

& 7K Fulzd F2 AdEs S FELHY A 24247 dezddAn

rﬂ

o

Mo = S
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QIX|ntst, H19H M2

(A) coordinate: [-6 1448 ] (B) coordinate: [-14 24 50 ]
0.6
1.2}

0.4

g 02

b

=

2

2 0

£

g

S -0.2

3
0.4
-0.6 .

S$>C L>C S>C L>C

a8 3. ACC-O-I EMs Ao 7}‘8"3", E—H\—?E?jﬂl» _/,\_%*-}_?_-l BE0|A %Hl‘}_aoﬂ Hl_aH A8}
% }—I'.Eoﬂklgl ﬂ?- ajl(A)gl‘, EH‘—_’EHO{' HIEH _/t_/lﬁac_‘jjo"A1 E‘I%%éjﬂi,_l }—}EO{IA'lQ—I }.\_[
£37((8). 2 2ol 2 SEE MNI Sl A,

5 FEAHoR BH3tE d9oz #FHILH@E 34 Fa, FAH ae2d
3 r2A S vagd o &52A0A S 843k Aoz YBKTtkad 3B).
oldf Zt HlmzZidN B4t T AXe FUSHA LUtk ol Apdel o
g @ 7 A2 AddErt ez 2SR Lzzie] ojHr
frelstA o 243E e Zolth 22y o8 @ A &4 @24 19 3B
A B F Rl Add3 99 WdXE B AAdAE e 8493
FEo] Az vl ol wA ¥ & & Utk OHAM dezde] A
+ AdEE FL AFFLP BRIl oz v Fhoa ddste
2ol B AEE Aolth

2 d7E FAA71Y 79 B8 Ve AU AR BEES
B3 @olF FAdE AP AP A7E HI1e9E 7IHe BAM TN 3

£ BojFEth 53] whg FEF FAE B, o2 3] @ AU
4342 diste A vE 43 998 dgsked felde 2Rt o
T EdTe A3 SAd e 292 4 ivke ARE Za 3l o
BAd oz s 49 4714 £ FAE Hagolr] A 71E PF 4P o



O|8% - Z4EE / FUE dYuFoM BISEE =0l w2 =|2Ys} oY

8 M) 2 puamaen P58 @ TUE A8k Ao AR e
3% Ano 25 P APAQ BAL WE o] A Goke A B
B ohig, 94 459 ARl JIFE AR Ahedel Atk 5 Aol
el BAMG te HAAE AT FUD ABHA Saolxe) 54 A2l
o) Agel 1895 P %A FIL MAL A 59 FA} heold &
g Relek

&Y

n;L

A (1999). W71 AR 2AT "FolF evldM B8 A F
HQRL PR A2ddta MAE = E

#2U, o, £ (2003). A7 & WE FAE AAAA FPAA 9
MAAL FFAEFIA: 49, 15 (2), 143-159.

old, ©]BR (2007). oA FIA AP ET ) FHHE ARV FEAN
7 719AE] A5 HE. JAXHAE, 18 (2), 159-178.
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(Abstract)

Brain Activation Associated with Set Size During

Random Number Generation

Byeong-Taek Lee" Cheongtag Kim"-?

PInstitute of Psychological Science, Seoul National University
?Department of Psychology, Seoul National University

This study aimed to investigate the preferential brain activations involed in the set size
during random number generation (RNG). The RNG condition gave more increased
activations in the anterior cingulate cortex (ACC), inferior frontal gyrus (IFG), inferior
parietal lobule (IPL), and superior temporal gyrus (STG) than the simple counting condition,
which was a control condition. When the activations were compared by the small set size
condition versus the large set size condition, broad areas covering temporo-occipital network,
ACC, and postcentral gyrus were more highly activated in the small set size condition than
in the large set size condition, while responses of areas including medial frontal gyrus,
superior parietal lobule, and lingual gyrus were more increased in the large set size condition
than in the small set size condition. The capacity hypothesis of working memory fails to
explain the results. On the contrary, strategy selection hypothesis seems to explain the

current obsetvations properly.

Keywords : random number generation, fan effect, fMRI, capacity hypothesis, strategy selection
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