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Effects of Differences in Effectors on Motor Inhibition

Noriaki Tsuchida

abstract

Differences in the rate of false responses when conducting response inhibition tasks using different effectors
including hands and feet, as well as age-related changes were examined. Participants were young adults (N=26)
and elderly (N=39) people. A location discrimination task was conducted using hands and feet. The results
indicated effects of age, with the rate of false responses being higher in the elderly than in young adults,
regardless of the effector. Moreover, effector based differences were significant in both young adults and the
elderly, with the rate of false responses being higher when manipulating with hands. The above results suggest
that the mechanisms of inhibiting motor responses using hands and feet might have high commonality
regardless of age. Furthermore, differences in the sensorimotor region of the cerebral cortex controlling

manipulations by hands and feet might have a significant effect on the rate of false responses.

RIFFED HIIIE, FREE Vo 28R L - T EEIEIH ORISR L 5 0% & I3
AT 5O L) 0EMETHI LICH b, HEAGEOHRTITb b, i LB OBRME
X, Frfliozb 0L 3MS v, WK LZLOPHBEOEIRTH S )o NV FIVITFTEMES
NDBH, T7EVRT L —FIIRTEIET 5. HEIFEOEEIGH TIE, FEWIRRGLERL VD
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AR, 77V T L —FORAMENT R L L TORIEORMAE RS E T &2 3/
HEHTENMEINZ B %o MR - 5% - ARF - B - HALR (2011) 12X B &, XYV DOEAEENFETKO
BIEE X, [ER LW (unintended acceleration; UA) | L IFIEN T 5, Pollard & Sussman
(1989) Tk, UA 2fE 9 FHH (Sudden Acceleration Incidents; SAI) & [EXETFIHL LTV
DERNTJTONMA T, FILIRE T 7213 I E ORI E D S BIZME T 2 5D TH-> T, 7L —
ORI EZHESTVDELD] LEHRIN TS, S50, BREOHAIE. ZOXRTIVOEEH
BEWAEELZFHRIIOBRB ) LT VE V) FEEDIH 5, BICELRPEVIFIE LT, K& %M
HEG &I LTV,

C ORJEDBIRZEV UL, R IVEEAECFGEOFERNOFERTH 5, RAEREOK T A
EINDEEETE T0MUE) THWILEPHINLZLTHE HHEBTHRVIEERLRL
TWwa G, 2012) ET 212, BABEWZDOD DL, SEERFAOFRE TV T, HEFT
DEWRAERTRILZDTH b,
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ANHOLHTO 2 X% 300K (IFRO AT —~HE—E) T 5 LT 5% 5613 XTIV OHEH
MaEWIE, HEBOBERTO [FR0) ] 2E3hb, BIzZIE E2EBEHD [HKF] I ATHS., H
W3 A0, SEFILD L TO (BIEICERCTW A FHAERER AR O T 2 E S N5 S i T
EWIERE DN TFREINL, LML, HEFEESREHETOREZEN, L )b, EX
HPZO RPN E) P, TORDEIBEBETH L [JUS] OBRBEICHNDDH LD TIERNWES
AMo HHETHELIE, REWVIRERZ AL GRS O, L% Bat$ 5
VEDRHH I o

COXHIT, REMRIGRE LSO EH O 2IT 2LEMENH IO HDS T, LEHFED
FEETIE, ARBELTEIERTHY, XV IVOF—FKR—=Fa2bF—L LTHVwEZ 7%
Vo ZOHHDO—2IZE FAAMICE o TROGBIEICENZRGTH L I EPRESINDL, &
5128 ) =20, NV Iy EHWILEREBROERPIERIIHLbDEEDbN L, EET
SEBHOY 7 PSRRI N A R ERPF—FR— P24 L CHERMHHEICERTE 2 L9 1C
2572

F- L RORRERDENN % 5T L 7WI7E1E% < 1372 v, Bl 21X, Nicoletti & Umilta (1985) Tl
FLREHWT, F - OS@EGHRELERL TWb, ETERIELZSS. FORELIKT S
EERMICPOSRM 2SR %2 2 2 W60 L72As, BRBUSEHDOENIZOWTIEGH S Twni
., Sparto, Fuhrman, Redfern, Jennings, Perera, Nebes, & Furman (2013) . £ DX ¥ V#/E%
M, S oMEEROMEZ G L Twd, TORR. ROBIEICBEWTY, i ol
FRAEDIK T 2 ERE L T\ %, %72, Tabu, Mima, Aso, Takahashi, & Fukuyama (2012) X, T-& &
% B 72 BOGHHIERE R O G E) 2 087 L T b0 EBORR, sIRFOEV IS, HELE N
LA L Tid, EBESE NI EEZRL TV 5,

COEIT, R2RREE LTHCMED DR WO 505 [ UEBREZ T, F
DAE & R OFRNEM O EBPIH] D3\ % A7 MR, EEORBBEY FHEL 2V, £2T A
e T, RIS ORREDE D, EEIHNEET 2 TREDVDH 20020, HLHET L%
SIXIEZALD A BN D9 L9 &R L7z,

ik

I

26 ZDOAERN (B 10 %, &1k 16 %, Mean age: 20.8years, range: 18-25) & 39 Z&Ena (B4 31
% %M 8 %, Mean age: 71.9years. range: 66-83) =H. BN LREELRE, BELIRKETH - 72,
HEE I VTS I THY L CANF L THB ). MMSE Of R34 28.1 1 (SD=1.39) T, 4&H
24 UL ETH o720 EBRIHNIHEITIIFEROMICA > 7+ —2 Farytr P EFEL7Z.

il & Fhi

R OFIRME G DT, A4 26T d 2 UK Y 28 LT 2 50 7t B EE 2 5 T17 -
720 ARHFFETHI 2 351 B 1Z | stimulus-response compatibility 448 (SRC task: Fitts & Seeger,
1953 ; Hommel & Prinz, 1997) & HIFIZNTW5A, @ SRC ifiEIX. B4 directional Stroop task &
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B IFIEIN T % (Diamond, 2002) £ 9 12, UL OIHIFEREZ A 5 i E & LT et ST X 72 (Christ,
White, Mandernach, & Keys, 2001) o

KEIIPUERY v TAZATVL A LRV arypLRBERTW S, USRS ¥ I3 E L LT
BUAWBAL v FEHBE Lz SOAL v FIIWAEEE LTHESINLDOTH)., FREDOVWTR
TH|IETE D L) ITHES NI DTH D (WL : Judfi 250g, 1k 750g) o T DIETR TS T 4
A7V 4 (I-0 DATA #t#, 19 # LCD-AD195GB) Z M\, FEEROHI#HIZ4T/¥Y 2 > (TOSHIBA #
#. dynabook SatteliteA50S 1) TAT -7z, HHRIMDIERIZT 4 XA 7L 4 DA D loudspeaker 7 5
PR L7,

3 OB ES R OHLIIIR SN, CORIRNEOLA GERE2 S8 L LT 10.7 Eof
&) [ZARBOMN (EE45em) 237 ¥ F AIFR SNz, FHRAEHERE OMOB#EIE. £ 50cm T
Holze FEOLELE~NOMBIEIZ, TNZEN50% & L7z, BERE ITHMARR IN6, 25X
BCVIERE IR AR SNl LG SOFHI O SUB AR 7 » 2315 (B2 widlt) X9 ICiRaniz,
EEHIX.EAEOTFT (B) 2 EZNFROILKRSY O FIZEEE S L9 IR L7z FEIx LT
IEARY I, LEATR T L7256, FEDOHBEZ E W T, IROBATHHGE S Nz FiUSH 5
RORFDOFERE FEEFA  (response stimulus interval: RSI) (&, 500ms, 1500ms, 2500ms @ 3 ffifH A
UM EINTz EBEAT 8 RIT R AER T o7z, ERIZ1 Tuy 7 16FATT.2 7Y
7t L CAT o720 7ay 7 TR 5 B E ST 7,

T2, ATOETZEL T, HPHOBATICHRERE & FRIZ, B OIRTROIE & (MR 2%
2 3R L7zo Sl Ficher, Plessow, & Kiesel (2010) #2112 T, AE—#—725 50cm
DOALETH 70dB & 72 % &£ 912 700Hz @ tone % 150ms $&/R L7z HHIBUE 1 712 v 7 16 i&ATH,
7L 81 9EHDOWTNADREETHBS S &) ITKE L7

FRLOEBRTHRE 2. MRBLEZT2HEK L7z, 2B, WRFOERIEFIZOVWTIZ, v
YE=NFG AL,

T — % 5Hr

FERS MBI RO & BURKE 2 M L7z BRBOSEUS. RRROBEE LTRIE L7z, 720 X
N RE 3 AR O S-S, IESUS O SUBK H o Jufili 2 5 U720 72720, 100ms PAF @
PR & 2000ms DL E IR IE SRS IEBRAN L 720 RRBUGRES & BURKR L, etk & & IR ER (BF4ERA
EERE) VIR OE (T, ) BRI O (on, off) @ 3 LK AT (mixed analysis of variance)
ZHWTHON L7ze Battg il nTid, 5% Dfaf 2 fARKEL Lz, 3RO EIZIZE, 2%
w7z,

i SUSFDO 3HT#E R % Figure 1 IR L72. WileE TIEEMIC X ). Mean 3.2% (SD=4.9) 2°H
Mean 6.6% (SD=6.7) ¥ TEBIL 7z AHEW AL Mean 1.5% (SD=2.1) 75 Mean 3.9% (SD=5.4)
FCEE L7z METREDRE R, ERO TR (F(1, 63)=6.43, p=.0137, 5,2 =.926). FELEEOFRE
(F(1,63)=6.56, p=.0128, 1 ,2=.944), FHI D EXNH (F(1,63)=8.00, p=.0063, 1 ,2=.1126) BHETdH > 72,
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Figure 1 ZHRIDBRRICE FREBIZEEREEZTRY)
Table 1 FHARIOFHRICER & ZERE
Younger Older
M SD M SD
Foot Tone off 400 37 528 101
Tone on 377 36 512 81
Hand Tone off 305 25 475 135
Tone on 290 30 453 143

AEW L AR O HAEH (F(, 63)=0.00, .p=.998, 1,2=.000). Eih& FHIEMOLHEAEM (F(1, 63)
=1.096, p=.2992, 1 ,2=.0171 ). ZhHes & SHRIBLHE 0% HAEM F (1, 63)=0.9498, p=.2992, 5 >=.0171 ) I IHET
7 <L . RS EHRO SERMO ZROKXAEEH S FERETIE L h o7 (F(, 63)=0.0217,
p=.8835, 1,2=.0003), Cohen (1988). Richardson (2011) DOEEEDILHEIZFKOINWT, BMSHIZHE
BYLENORE S EMERT 5 L. FEt LAEZOA DL NFH, R SO ERR 2%
FEWINHHRETH - 720

SR O SOSKE L Table 1 1278 L72. mleE Tld. M2 X ). Mean 453ms (SD=143) 7»
5 Mean 528ms (SD=100) ¥ TZE) L7z, HHEMRANTIE. FMHI2E D Mean 290ms (SD=30) 2*5H
Mean 400ms (SD=37) T CTZBH) L7z MalBEDKR, Filmo ERR (F(, 63)=52.30, p=.0000, 7 ,*
=.4536) ZIH 2 DO ERIH (F(1, 63)=46.37, p=.0000, 1 ,2=.4240) HHITLDO EZIF (F(1, 63)=39.53, p=.0000,
n,=.3855) WA TH o720 EME AR OLHAM (F(1, 63)=2.69, p=.1060, 7 ,?=.0409), &
HHBE O HAEH (F(1,63)=0.0010, p=.9746, 1 ,>=.0000 ). %h#25% & EHlE 022 HAEH F(1, 63)=0.083,
p=.7739, n,2=.0013 ) FAETIE 2L, Filn, BRE. TR0 3 ERB O ZROZH/EH b AET
E %o/ (F(1,63)=1.18, p=.2823, 1 ,’=.0183 ), Cohen (1988). Richardson (2011) DX & DI
WZHEEDWT, BRHEICEE T 2 EROKRE S 2T 5 L, el EAEEDOR S NIER, RE
% THEOEREOEBICTRORE o2V R B,
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HA R IRE TH o 7212 H D 5§, FilE L A FERAITB VT, BUSERICHBERAED
RSNz EADOF (B) Zfliv, #EWICA L v F 2 FHEICB VT, SkE . HERAL
LT, RIBTXRETEWHOZRL v FIZH LT, RIBLTLE )T T —=2%h o7

KRR OFNT X BB, AR &l TH UM ASA SNz, HEBRA. Sl s I,
JEAZ X B BAECIRBUS AL T L7ze Tk & I Tl FOBREFENR TV LIZHDL LT, H
MYt BEREIC BV TE, RIS X 2 BEO T AFRROLRIZA % <. Z DN INERI R IET A S
Nhhrolzt vz b,

720 BHIBOMEDL. HERA L GEE CH USRS Nz, HERAN. g e dis, &
AR SNz e ITRRUGRDE < Z OISR R IEA SN L o7 v b,

ZNTIL, R RESCEHMORN RS R SNIzDTH A 9 Ho Luria (1961) &, —EEES) % B
G5 5 &, MEEELAE ALK (diffuse nervous excitation) 35 Z &2 X ) HEB)Z ¥l 5 2 & DS
Wbl Zmliz, SHOFERTIE, KA1, EAICRRINDHMICEDE T, LADAAL v
FEMEI LT NIE RS, W) iU, S OBEIL go/go task &L\ 2 5, D K9 e EERRE
Tl&. go/mo-go task DL EICHEEHAEDSILR LR T W e E T FRIN5,

2o, FEfv, AL v FZ ONERARELZLZVWEATIE. ZOMBEI AT L20HELZYRL
7o REMEDSE Vo Penfield & Jasper (1954) 12 & 4 EEEBFT O MK TI1x, TABEM 3 2 i
JEDFEIBAZ I AIEEIZIA Y (Figure 2 )0 MK, F2flio 250 TIE I oEEBEKEZ o T, &
oy btu—ehlde o3, EEERREEE L. EORG LB LTHALZ 0L Ebh s,

T2, FREIRRENTHRY Y EWT L) L) M ROSHETIX, SRR & FKICE
HIMATRRT 5L, SERESIND ZH95 0> Twb (Miller & Ulrich, 1999; Kiesel & Miller, 2007;
Ficher, Plessow, & Kiesel, 2010)o LA & FRICE IR Z IR T 5 2 & T FRICHEEOERE %R
T2 Lo MEiE LSO EPHEREINS,

L2 L. kO FEERSA: % 920 L 72 Tsuchida, Morikawa, Yoshida and Okawa (2013) O 3ZEkkE

GIEEES
Figure 2 FE&RDBEEHFODEL
413 http://charat.me/t/9463/%E3%83%9B%E3%83%A0%E3%83%B... & h 51/
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RTIE HFERACEHL T ARZERIBMOBERALN o7, SHOMRIL. TORRL
FTETH5DL o720 ENEFEREITERE LTIE, KISERBOENDDH S D0 L Ebi s h,
SHOBGTEE LTk 72,

S HIT, FHEWA & HEE T RIREFOEBITE I A SN Do 72 GE# & A RSB A
BAONGED-72)e TOEKRD—DIE, Tabu et al. (2012) OHFETHLNIZLAZXH I, Kz
M52 LEICE, CoRMRBEEHL LS &b, MEHITOWEHFIRICENADNE o722 81
BERT L EHIE8bNL, REOEV IS, EHEZWZ Z2HRMO X A=A 8L LT, Ll
T5LD0%no7X972, 72720, HiEHAT OO T2MEFIC L L EHEICBWT, T2 H
WThH, BEEHVTDH, WTIIZLABRKLED LA L72d o LHfEg S hiz,

&

S DIRE

SROFEBARERD, S, REV)MEEL 724G TS, EEPIHNAERENEEICAONSL Z
EDHERR SN TOFEIRTIE, BB L7z, WEETALONET 7V E T L —FDORAME N
e OESHERINDE DD LR ST,

ZNTR, Z¥ERE CHUDVERLT 2D THA ) 00 ElE OISR %2 FBRIYICHET L 72
PR - BIAR - FRIH - 257 - K¥F (2005) OWFZEICL 2 &, REVOBIEIZB T EGRREER TRV
2%) . EEEREIAEETE LR L T BAi (R VIREROBARAARE) OREVI LAIREINT
Who, TORRNL, EEEHTIE, RYNVOBEHRENE, S HIIRT VR [EEEAAT ]
Wb EPHRIND, BRIV EBATLEO. B L2WERIENER LI & (GEH)
HOMBEEN ST o2 &), TOTEZIHITAZE (T7EVOBARARENZ L L) EEE T
WHEZ 2 o TWwa L) IZlbh s, Slg OFROKRZE R 256, HIERO, UGERETOR
% 2 HIZEMHTT HLENRHH725 ) (Figure 3 BH) .

F 7o BEHHEEL KT S5 b Twb, #Blz1E. Verbruggen, & De Houwer (2007)
lX. stop-signal FREOFITREIC, HEIRITL FFEobBzii $¢25H) 2T L THRRTAZ L
Ty BENENEATLEIEZRL TV S, [AEOFEE: % Fji L 72 Rebetez, Rochat, Billieux, Gay,
& Van der Linden (2014) & . #filHSEEDIK T Z MR L T b, 727 IV E T L —F DOEARE N
RElZiE, HAHEOEEMR IND Z R FHEIND, BEWVI)RREE. HHEROLHEIERHIC
DVTHEHEME LT LEETDH S 9o

[ Inhibitory control |

A RN

Input . Intermediate . Output

Figure 3 #IFI#EEDARIES(F ((Friedman & Miyake (2004) %E(C—EBHZE L THER)
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