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The influence of juggling on mental rotation performance in children with spina bifida
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Abstract
® FHWZIAZ RS TWAFHA-BEXRIZ, v 7Y o IS LRREREE 1 2 B X
¥ 2D DO ERFE

® JffalT oo BT, FFiE Lo A7 b 10 b SUSK 2 A B2,
DYEIHR D S % HEN

1. Introduction
® IFHEHRA : MR D BB T A3 P U 5 e RIN 7220 <
>  F—nr /3T 1000 A2 1 ADORIEHR  (Masuhr & Neumann, 2005)
THEZ T EL D
BT ED = b —)b, )N R
B IO bHFITHE
BB D 80%H3 KHHAE % P 5
> MBS ERFEICRE R DIEIR

>
>
>
>

o FHEWAH O B & BRI LB AERE NI T 2158
> 1Q - FHEH Ot < @ E, FEBELED 7t
> MR O 7 B EME 1Q < 57 1Q (Jacobs, Northam, & &erson, 2001;
Lindquist, Carlsson, Persson, & Uvebrant, 2005; Wills, Holmbeck, Dillon,
& McLone, 1990)

o Hi{EME IQ MKW
> ZE[EERRRAE ST RERY 2R R A B> D T RENE

> A SIR L TR A o 53R (object-based visual perception task) X
DH, HH TR L Ta— % o) 28 (action-based visual perception
task) THEE

> BEE, BEAMAET R T R LMEET 2% L) 2RO
F5 %479 V3 H Y (Dennis, Fletcher, Rogers, Hetherington & Francis.
2002)

o  THEBAH Ot b ORI SV E R T RIT, HRREHRRER L0 bR D720 (Swain,
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Joy, Bakker, Shores, & West, 2009)

> AIE IIRSORHESOIRORROMBLBEH, H%E IR OMNESCE) X OMHIC
ESpE:

> HIE IR E L ED BN

® FHEHA Ot b O A MIFEREE /1B 3 2 05t
> RZERIFEREE /)13 EENRE /) & BdiE#E (Jansen-Osmann et al., 2008)

o EEMWMEEO T Bk, DMEERICET HEEEA A=V E RO LN TE N
(Wilson et al., 2004)
> FEMEm RS  EEIREE. HEE) (] AT RAL—XTTERD
> TRZEHFREREE )RR E O 7t < BN - ZEEREE O 7t (Loh, Piek,
& Barrett, 2011)

® LR ATT O BRI R B AR B SRS (e.g. Podzebenko, Egan, & Watson, 2002)
> RGOMERE X OLBNER SN OEICBWT, FHE#RAO = Hi3£ 0
HE/12MEVY (Dennis et al., 2002)
& DBYEEERENZ OV T H R AT L TV 5 AlREMES D

® HFHEB DO NITLMRIEEDO I E T 5 2 & T, KIGHM M Rizzo et al., 2001;
Wiedenbauer’s & Jansen-Osman’s, 2007)
> EEEICHAAAUTETE TOITCHLIRL D

& HHEADO F7- b A L Uiz, ZZRMEERGE 63 2 @B A DB 2 et L7z
72 (Wiedenbauer & Jansen-Osmann, 2008)
> TUx 70 AR A EICENERT
< MERELRTHHZRBWT, DBRERD T 3 —~ 2 A L (Jansen, Lange, &
Heil, 2011; Jansen, Titze, & Heil, 2009)

o AT LTIy 7Y 7L bREEED KGR % 7 | (Jansen, Titze et al., 2009)
> 90FEL 180 : Mk, OF :m k7L
> TR Ty TV TOHRRL

o REMIGHEESCHMEMNA A IR, EEREELFF o= B, DMEERD T 4
— < ADMEW
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2.1.

T 70 7Y, OREERI BT % SATE R 2 151k (Draganski et al., 2004)

> DHEERD R T g —~ A%\ EXH % (Jansen, Lange et al., 2011; Jansen,
Titze et al., 2009)

> AW TIEY v 7V I BREFHER A O T B LB RREE ) Z W L S D D
Z FRAIE

Method
Participants
FTHEB L 2 B> T D 19 ADFik
> 11564, B14a4
> 8~127% (M=9.74, SD=1.45)
> BTRRE (FiBhA) 644, SMTAMGE (WiBh7e L) 7 A, W 64

SINFENL, Al - MR - RN I C DX 2 DD T L— TR T

> PRENALFLE L X Connecting Number Test (Oswald, & Roth, 1987) (2 X 0 &

>  FEEBREE (EG)---4#n : M=98, SE=1.6, 7 A FOkiE : M=1789, SE=11.1

> HHIEE (CQ)--- 4 : M=9.7, SE=1.4, T A bOk# : M=178.3, SE=8.0
> AR, PER, RRALERERL ISR T oI L

194 OSIERE, Vv 7 ) 7R L
> RIS 0

ZNT
Connecting Number Test
> 1017 X9 4T 1~90 F TOEFAALANILS
> 5, BRIFIEICR 2o THTFERT 5
> B T REE DN FHI
> 4ty b, GEFOFEHE &R R

IQ 7 A hE DB : r=.60 —.80 (Vernon, 1993)
Chronometric mental rotation test
DEEEET X N &2 FEBROREH & 8 %I FH

> 17 A TFOF=H—GRIEIRR

3WILD ¥ = —7 18 FE A2 (Fig.1)
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> Shepard & Metzler (1971) X Jansen-Osmann & Heil (2007) (235 <
> HEOKREES (1f#) : 7Tem X Tem, FIPLREOHEE : 14cm
® 2 ODRIHNIFIRFICE =& — TR
> HORIIAEORIE L [F—7, A RS
> [BIEAE 0 0% or 90 J¥ or 180 & (K5l or KIFFEHEIV)

® TXEAETRL, FHORNENIEDOREL & [F—70>, it SR D% K
> Rl—7b~UADOELE, EANRRL~ T ADOH 4

® KITICBWT 500ms D7 T v 7 A7 V—2nbihE 0, FENEND
> BINEIEWAIERTHIVUE “+7, BEWRD “—7 07 4 — Ky 7 %2%1F%
< Jansen, Titze et al. (2009) <> Jansen, Lange et al. (2011) {Z}&-5<
S T4 Ry I BROBITHIEE S F T 1500ms

® G324 RAfTHEM : F=—7 18 MHX2 NF—> ([Al— or LEAER) X[EHEAHE (0
FZ£ or 90 J£ or 180 &) X3 &
> 27 RITHEICKRE D Y
> T A NERAZ 54 i1 T O

® [FUTAbM% 8HMTH%ICHEh

2.4. Mental rotation speed

® LEERIILL F DB THERL (Shepard & Cooper, 1982; Heil & Rolke, 2002)
> B OFRE

NI EIL

Hr ([F— or &4 HR)

IR (v 7 ARZ U or £7)

FIT (v REI Vv 7)

vV V V V

® (AR L & FOUSKFHASHIE IR

2.5. Juggling training
® H 1A 1FMXSHEICEIT CTEGRIIY Y7V v (WA —R) Oil%E I
> K BORENIIG U BB 7o fiiE
> MRODEME A —7 (I H~3#), HOBEM : A— (1 {E~2 &)
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® KU L7- h ADREIEN T
> BRI NAENTEAT—TRXY v TFEINS

® CGEIYY 7V TIlfER L
> Ux 7V TR EIT D e L Bor

3. Statistical analysis

® “[F—TbHD” LW LIZIEETZT ofrs:

® UL FER (RTs)
> BEERLEZIMMEBEOVE LY, 2EREALUT « BLEOT — 2135054705 kst
< EGREE-TVT AR :23%, RANTA D :2.5%
+ CGHEE-TVT AL :22%, RANT A :2.2%

® T — RNy IO EiE
> 127my7 1 7wvvr 2T#4T) OMTE=T7 —FITE N L
< F(11,198) = 1.52, n.s., n*=.078
» TA4— RNy I OB

O  [LKEDZESy A BT, DRYRR | HEER
> ELS G RANT A NORISHE — LT A b O
> T 7 —RY[EkE

® EENREIC X D LUSKFMA~DEE (USRI DZE5y) Zaidk
> BT R BT, BEEIS, LREEREIC

N

® LHEIHRDIE IS A FEEIZ, T A MEIZH

4. Results

4.1. Improvement of juggling

® 1 AZNNE No.2)Z MR\ T/R7 4 —~ 1 A %A L (Table 1)

0 VR lH 2OoDAN—TIZLDH A — RiTERK

4.2. Reaction time (Fig. 2)
) L NE L Y
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> F(2,34)=1.475, n.s., n?*=.080

ITN—"7" (#F) ERTEDIRDY
> F(1,17) =6.102, p<.05, n?=.264

AEER & 7N —TEHRHTRAERS Y
> F(2,34)=4.751, p< .05, n*= .218

2T O[EIEMA ECRISKH2EA (EG#E )

> 0% : M= —687.51 ms, SE=208.47 ms;

> 90 : M= —2014.75 ms, SE=828.17 ms
> 180 £ : M= —1750.37 ms, SE'= 584.46 ms

D RS S R WIS D H D (CG #f)
> 0 : M= —176.98 ms, SE=114.41 ms
> 90 £ : M=84.07 ms, SE=640.29 ms

> 180 ¥ : M=892.07 ms, SE=707.88 ms

TN—T DOEEIE, 180 FEN b RKEI N
> 0% :d=1.08

> 90 : d=0.91

> 180 % : d=1.32

FREEIN LSEBEK (BFTR or BLWVY) TEME - ZHEIEMAAL
HEHER : F(2, 34) = 1.04, n.s., n?=.058

EEEA ;- F(1, 17) = .68, n.s., n?=.004

ZHAER : F(1,17) = .51, n.s., n*=.003

vV V V

TN—THREFE EHT, 90 L 180 E CLUSKFMICZEZR 72 L
> L7 AL F(Q,18) =3.830, n.s., n*=.175
> HKRARTFTADB:FQ,18 =1.492, n.s., n?=.077

Error rate

TN—THEHRTEHEDH Y

> F(1,17) =6.085, p< .05, n*=.264

» EGHTIE=I7—RDOIKT, CGHTIEZTT —ROIIN
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< EG#t: M=6.06, SE=1.80
< CGH#E: M= —1.26,SE=2.40

® METANOIRE - KHFEML
> MJEER : F(2,34) = .233, n.s., n?=.014
> XKHEH : F(2,34) =1.168, n.s., n?=.064

4.4. Mental rotation speed (Fig. 3)
T A MHERKR E T NV—TERTRAEERH Y
> F(1,17) =8.62, p<.05, n?=.336

® EGHTHZRY, CGRETESRD
> EG &t : pre: M=64.41 f¥/s, SE=10.45; post: M= 91.28 [¥/s, SE=12.41
> CG #f : pre: M=105.47 J¥/s, SE'= 18.80; post: M= 63.90 J£/s, SE=8.37

4.5. Additional results for the experimental group (Fig. 4)
EG #IZH T 5, (LHEIERRE ) DR h R & FiE
> 6 ARIS, DHEERT X b A& B OEN
> BB (Tarn—7v7) OFRLET VT R ORIRE R

® SUSHFHIZOWT, 7 A MERNEMEERNO TR Y
> T ARMER: F(2,18) =66.15, p<.01, n*=.880
> AER : F(QA,9) =13.45, p<.01, n?=.599

® T X MNHERLEMEERTRLAFEMSY
> F(2,18) =4.584, p<.05, n?=.337

® [SULKF 0T rur—T7T v < LT AR
> F(1,9) =1252, p<.01, n?=.582
> Txn—7 v 7 M=1815.40, SE= 308.25
> FUT AL M=2671.96, SE=489.49
> FO—FT, 90 FEE 180 ETHI[A U5 R

® 90
> F(1,9) =8.769, p<.05, n?=.494
> TFau—7 w7 M=23696.85, SE=316.71
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< VU7 AN M=6244.32, SE=1003.45

® 180
> F(1,9)=16.72, p<.01, n*=.650
> Txn—7 v M=4112.75, SE= 604.62
> FUT AL M=6007.49, SE=769.90

@ ETOHMNE (FLTALN, RARTAN, 74u—7Tv7) IZBWT, 90 & L 180 ¥
D CcHERL
> L7 T7Ab:F(QA,9) =6.02, ns., n*=.063
> AT ALbL:F(QA,9) =.025, n.s., n*=.003
> Zxn—7v 7 FQ1,9) =1.221, n.s., n?=.119

® JLEEEIY, VLT AMMLARRARNT AN, Txu—T v SN T
> 0%
* TVTFTAR=AKAITFAbL:d=0.51
< TVTAN=Txu—7v7:d=0.66
> 90 &
<> TVTAR=FHRAITAL:d=0.85
» TUTAN=THu—T v d=1.14
> 180 &
<> TVTARN—FRAITAK:d=0.94
< TVTAN=Txu—7 w7 d=0.87

5. Discussion
DHEHRT A MZBIT 2V % 70 & 7O R D R
> ETORERAEZIZE N TORKR
> RAS/NER S FAED 2 w12 L2 iFERE R & —% (Jansen, Lange et al.,
2011; Jansen, Titze et al., 2009)

® 90 EL 180 EICHITDH, FLTAMERRARNT A NCRIGHEHDZES 72 L
> (Jansen, Lange et al., 2011; Jansen, Titze et al., 2009) T % [A] Uk 5
> [EERAFEDEINT S &, SOSKRIIHIZRIEEN

< USRI OZESFITB W TEIZE S 72y (Shepard & Metzler, 1971)

o SUSHRRIIZEWTE 90 E L 180 E DM CRIEAIBIINIEZ 2 L
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» (Jansen-Osmann & Heil, 2007) & [A] Uk 5

> 180 DA, BHRIHE 50 TIHERL, BAMARZH O 3720 Kis & FAT
(Neely & Heath, 2009, 2010)
< K#R : 0o < ViRd
> ARFRICBENTS, RO X S REIEAEI O 72 b Lt

o FHEHAHD - BT LT, LHEHEOIIMEZ T 5 Z LITIEDOEFE (Wiedenbauer
& Jansen-Osman, 2007)
> KWRGEIE, SEATHRZED R R A YER
> SEATHMETIE, 2 RoTORIES T A T
<> ARKBFZEIE, 3 KT ORIK
> SEATHRZEE, AN 24 sl 1By v a DR
> ARBFZEIE, 1EMIC 1 EOFI % 8 i
v XV, FEAETRITHAA AT TOFI
v Bl o TRV LR DR Ak

o LHEEREES) - BHE K O it < {5 (Wiedenbauer & Jansen-Osman, 2006)
> ARWFgEIL, U x 7V v T RIE A R
> BRI, BN O IEEREE ) AME W2 Biost LRI A %) (Rizzo et al., 2001)

® EEIFES) TEILLL
> FHERHOTFHIZBIL, EBRENPZ LWICHED LT, o &

® LHEIERRE S DA TR R
> L, RCHEICL2FEIRD L0 LRV 2B ET H0ED Y

® LNEHEDEIIE, M TEVWDLY
> EGHETIIZUT A RMNPLARR T A MIET THIN
> CGHETIET VLT A MNGARART A MIENT Tl
> FHEWHO T LIEZ Yy 7Y U TR Lo THE &2 W) kR

® 3MADOTYY U LTI, LRRIERC BE S 2 BATARIE 2151/t (Draganski et al.,
2004; Scholz, Klein, Behrens, & Johansen-Berg, 2009)
> U7 VT8 (R—v) ORI ZERIN TR B
> HREFICHDHEMBICEEL 525
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o LR AT O BIS, —WIEENEF N TEME(L (Eisenegger, Herwig, & Jincke, 2007)

> U T FOER)
> —UREBNEF 3 VEMA{E (Scholz et al., 2009)
v ODMEEREENCEEE B2 b Lz

FHEB RO B, ORYEHAIC BT 2EICEEH Y (Dennis et al., 2002)
> Ux 7V UV EFTTHREN L LIIEEERE S, AR 2R TEORERE] - 2287
IV BER (Jansen, Titze et al., 2009)
S U TV FOBE EZNENEABICIURT 5 2 & B ERK
> DHEERERE-3 R H BV TR G E —EDOR Y v a L EMEIZalExs
SHDH T ENER

Limitations
DIEHE DR T p—< AT 7V 7R > G2 L, 5 N LAl (Jansen,
Titze et al., 2009) (Jansen, Lange et al., 2011)
> HARZEBIOEMATHEZEM L LIk Thib sz &) EiExHE
BRI 572012, FRHICHRFTT 202 H D

T A a—7 v ORI, (OREEEEE S O H EORHE A RE
> 727U, CGRECBILCIZ 7 4 a—7 v F7OFEREITH- TR
> ERICOWVWTHERERI BT 24EDH Y

RS
> KRARTA MBI Gi4d) DEW
> VX 7V TR S G DA

Conclusion
FHAH DO BIZE LT v 7Y 7 3IE1 T 5 2 & T, (LEIEREE ) A3 h) |
> AR LB K0 b RS IRE ) A3 B
> PR L E
Sk DB
> HHEBEL A RO BIOMAARIZ & IO & D D H>
> FHEAHO B 25T, BB LV ORI NN & 5 D)

g%\

F7o, MOMRESEZFFO NI LT, £ &9 BB LR EERRE ) 2 M E S

10
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EERAYOY/R

s

Fig. 1. Example of the cube figures used in the chronometric mental rotation test.
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Fig. 2. Difference between the reaction times in the chronometrical mental rotation
tasks from post- to pre-test. A more negative score indicates a lager reaction time

gain. The results are presented separately for each group and angular disparity.
Ermror bars indicate standard errors.

pretest
[ posttest

100 4
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g
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o

Fig. 3. Difference between pre- and post-test in mental rotation speed. A higher
score indicates a faster mental rotation speed. The results are presented for each
group and test tme, Error bars indicate the standard error.
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Fig. 4. Mean reaction times for the three different test points across the three
different angular disparities in the experimental group.
Table 1
Improvement of juggling from pre- to post-test in the experimental group. 'ﬁ —_———
Participant Pre-test I Post-test :
2 Scarves 3 Scarves 1 Ball 2 Balls : 2 Scarves | 3 Scarves 1 Ball 2 Balls
. _ B B - : 230 ) >30 20 4
2 - - - - G 1 3 - -
3 20 - - - 1 30 1 5 5 -
4 20 - - - 1 »30 1 3 2 -
5 2 - - - 1 >30 : 1 >30 6
6 - - - - 1 »30 H 5 3 -
7 - - - - I 30 1 9 >30 5
8 - - - - : =30 1 3 4 -
9 20 - 30 - 1 =30 1 6 =30 4
10 =30 - 30 - 1 »30 : >30 =30 16
v
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