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Transfer, control, and automatic processing in a complex motor task: An Examination of
Bounce juggling
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Introduction
® {filfEALEE & B B Xk FRAY 22 RF A £ D (e.g., Shiffrin & Schneider, 1977)
> fHI#EALEE (controlled process)
> BN, BhaeEd L0
>  HELE (automatic process)
> BB IR L0 i
v RIS T RO D
> WEMN ThL— 47 ] OBREN D EZITRED

® KHfJE
> MR B HEALEE & B BLEE O BIRIZ DUV TR
<  Bebko et al. (2003) DB, FE &\ D HFFEEONALESIT
> 3ODOR—INERNTERT ATy 7 7 RS
< mARy ML, EEF, MREOMETY v /Y o 7ICES (eg., Beek &
Lewbel, 1995; Beek & Turvey, 1992; van Santvoord & Beek, 1996)

® JEATHFE (Bebko et al., 2003)
> J—BRIZLD 3R—H A — RO HBLELOZERIZ OV TR
S BLHE S v TR 20 [F]
> 3ODITN—TFTHEDT
<> RICHEMLBE A ER LS L—T
> KNI o 23, BB A ER L S v—T
< HENMLEEZ R TE R ol I N—T

® JiTHFZE (Bebko et al., 2003) O [RE A
> HIELE & B LR BIRIC OV TIEAREA

® RHIFFED BN 1 : HlFELEE & B BHLEE O BEFRIZ DUV TR
> G 1 WA N L— KA T OBIR
S NRNULRADY TN T DONRT v AN
v IR ANE I TESR SO RRRED R T 4 —~ U AT
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> KA 2 W DS RIREIC BT 5 BfR
> NRNYURAD TN T DONRT F—~ A |
v BB ANB I TSR SN A FERRED R T +—~ o A b |k
B HEE AR LN T i, RO ISk L FTRE
(Schaal, Atkeson & Sternad, 1996)

e KRFZEDHM 2 : HENMLE D IEDEREIZ DUV Tagt
> AART—=RUx TV TEREROY Y T T —
<> =PRIV BLBRLIANGURAD Y T T OHEMER A ERTE 500 ?

Method
Participants
® RRERAT
> 4% (BiE24, &ihk24)
> 3 AR—NH A — REB G

e /bRt
> 54 (B34, &M24)
> TUx VTR L

@ [fEL L AN\T LAY Y OB L
> 28, AFx
> 22~357% (¥ 27.5 %)

Procedure
® Training phase
> K254
> TERAN—NMILDLTEE, FFHE OB
> BINEE, & TS ICHED RISy R

® Practice sessions (¥ &> 3 )
> 1H1708E Qtyiay)
> Eb5EIX5HE, FF25 Y a s
S BNty v sEIER T vy TR AR

® Probe sessions (v 3 V)
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> Training phase &, 1,3, 5 M HKRZOME v 2 1% (Week 0/1/3/5)
> AFI LUV O Ei
v @ RURAYY T T EEMTIT )
vV (b 1~20 2 TE LT RLIEIEZD
vV @b EBIENTRTY TV T ELTD
B  Dual-task
B Bebko et al. (2003) <°> Heuer (1996) |Z-5<
vo@:i@ R () LIFEAR—LORES, P, NT U RLAULRERR DR
— VTR AT X T T 5T H
B HIELER AN BN TR AR R
v (@ (@ MHIEmNLAND 30° HWEEH TR AT Y 7 VT ELTH
B HIELER AN B N C B AR R
> (0 ZBRNT, ZIEORNC 30 B DM

< ()~
v 11T 30 PR & 2 BTN
< (D~(e)

v 30 i A& 1 51T
v Week 0 1B 2 (o) 1IHMrm bRt

Results
o WEEkyIav
> BRHCBIT D37 4 —~ U A EHEOHER (Fig.1)
< RREREE
v y=6.3042x + 22.1220
> J—b R
v y=5.0387x—1.0571
B ORRBREREL Y K 6~T7 HE, HEOEN
B HBRICIR S TV 23 10 B OB B OENR
> WK (MEw v Y3 > 1/6/10/15/20/25) X ZV— T EK T 2 EK D4 HSHT
> WMEEROESHEHY (F(5,35) =20.26, p<.0001)
v RT p— U AN
IN—THEROTHEHY (F(Q,7) =658, p<.037)
v OREREE > ) — B AR
> HAEMZRL (F(5, 35) = 1.72, p=.205)
> HENLEE DR
> R v v Tk 20 (A1 A AL LR T v o3 R A BER TR

<>
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v FEERL (FQ,7=1.93, p=.104)
> ETOSIMNED H B E R

e BHy v
> (0 OEBHIBIT LR bR (Fig.2)
< (c) IZBT 5 Dualtask =& k
v (b) 5 (o) IZHNT TOREE O FE
m o fil(b) BERERL60, (o) MEMEEL 54 72 50X, = 10%
> PERERN (Week 0/1/3/5) X 7' /— 7N T 2 BN D4 5T
> BREEROEHED Y (F(3,21) =16.68, p<.001)
v 3 A MIAEICHED
> INA—TEROEHRERL (FQA,7)=0.73, p=.795)
< ZEEWQﬁu,UN32U=005p>SBW
> (A & (e) DBEECBIT DT 3 —~ 0 2 FEHHOHER (Fig.3)
< Eb Lo _%b\f%ﬁﬁﬂfi%éﬁk
v Dua-task =2 M ADOFEH Y
B (d:r= —.40, p<.01
B (e)r= —.54, p<.003
&> RXT p—v U A E M T
v EFHLLoBEICBNTHLAEEZESRL (F<1.0)

Discussion
® XEREEIZIS\VT HENLEE D IE O & fed
> NAT—ROX TV TN A T Y T
> RO RTY TV 7 DOFNRERY (Schaal & Atkeson, 1993)

®  {filfELER & [ BYLEE o BILR
> ARWFIEORE R
> R 2 B3R
< HIEALER AN BN C 6B A HE (D R
v B OERIIHR SR oT
v HIELER EERE U, SMAPRIRIL O ZE (I T D A AN LR

B 50V L)L TCTORIBEAERIL, BV XL ToHEILEIC

(Ericsson & Lehmann, 1996; Logan; 1988)
> HRGm
<> Bl REBRELE R BT A X—D H ORISR, BB D

3 1t
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v EERT D70 OO FEERINTX 5
v BT ARG U728 R (Kelso and Zanone, 2002)
BRI 2L

o filfHLEE & HEMLEROBIRICEET 5T L AR E (Fig.d)
> BT OfEE : HENLE, HEEAE A R L TN LL
> (R, IEREMEMEW
> A TFOfEE : AEMLEEZER L TV D OO, HIELERIXER L TR Lar
>, IEREEME
vV il FRBRELSHAC TR TELEN, XA T IABLND
> 2 O HIEAEITER L TV A OO, HEMLELEIER L T e LL
> KEE, EftEREL, BhEET
v Bl BROX AT
> HLEOfEE =% A X— KL
< mE, EfErERE, ek
> LETFOfEENG, A A EomEkARH L, 7 EoOfERICR)E
> AR & B LR TRERL S 4D A VI U

® X Z/N— KLULTIE, B
> T = =X ) T HES L FRIRITEIOEIE (Ericsson & Lehmann,
1996; Logan, 1988)
<> FRRIME A HIEALEE 234 S

o Lilx, BIOSA T OMMA T, RELEET MOV TREMIC R
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NG ARTX T ) T
¢ YouTube: Bertan Canbeldek Bounce Juggling Act
<URL: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=S8riQFs8waA>

B Figure
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FIGURE 1. Mean number of caiches per juggling trial, by practice session
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FIGURE 2. Mean response cost: Percentage decrement in numbers counted for beginner and
experienced groups of jugglers in the dual-task condition of probe sessions.
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FIGURE 3. Beginner and experienced jugglers” performances on two novel control tasks.
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FIGURE 4. Linear and orthogonal models of controlled and automatic processing.




