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Classification of Inhibitory Function

Noriaki Tsuchida

Behavioral regulation functions can intentionally initiate or terminate behavior (Luria,
1961). This study investigated the inhibitory function, a behavioral regulation function in an
attempt to explain and classify. Moreover, among the classified functions, we identified a
special inhibitory function and examined its characteristics. An inhibitory function is not a
unitary entity and it is usually classified based on two dimensions. It was indicated in this
study, that there might be four kinds of inhibitory functions. The first dimension consists of a
location-based inhibitory function and an identity—based inhibitory function. The second
consists of a deletion function (inhibition of an activated reaction) and a restraint function
(inhibition of a stimuli induced reaction). The existence of these four types of inhibitory
functions (each dimension consists of two functions X 2) remains a hypothesis and future
studies are needed to confirm its validity. Furthermore, detailed investigation of the special
inhibitory function based on this classification system indicated that the inhibitory function

has a close relation to the optical pathway.
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1. JIBRE OB S
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VCEDLEZOPEHLNI L2 SOPREINVIY - T 729y 7 MENELDTH S, B2,
FEEOREL RT ¥ THRIT L7z (I3 V728, JoRE ko > 7 rfl L2k 121,
VT HEMELVWE S IHEREINLGHETH S, Luriald 20 L) 22 EL T, BEELOT
ELEMRIZLY, MEHEEZEZNRICLT, THRAGOREOMELZRI L, KR TET
H B WIHIBRREICIRE 3 5 % H1F, Luria (1961, 1973) 2SS LM, RO 3 HTH A9,
1) FEEMICAT, ﬁE)JODZZ“EJJJ:V), THOMHIZHETH LI L, B MIEoT, ZLIENE
Re LTHERT 2 ETITE, SRMELTLPMERLZCEBEYD 5, & & L TOREINE ERkE
L“CODMi%MﬂM“%JEL&Wi%% Bz, Tl vy &g, FiBELT+THhD, B

flicd +THa) ZI&, HEPALNZY (T2bb, TEOKREYH). LrL, H& L ToRH
Wil & JEk & L“C@ﬂi%ﬂﬂﬁ?b“i"lﬁ‘féi% BIZE, T#T%] Lwv) 2 & ﬂiﬂi%iﬁk LT

X+ THEA, BRMTIZ-) 1, &L L ToORBN & AR L, ﬁ@JOﬁfﬂﬂﬂJﬁ‘.%bb&é
WL, BIRIX, FEO—RYT, TEOMENITETY, TE)DIPH] A EHE 7% K]
PHEETHIERR LT, T4bb, HIMOBENESRE & BWRNER ZHMEICX T 2 L2 MEZ R
Lzt lEbhs,

2) —HIRE) L7478 2 P4 5 2 &%, HIATHZBE) S5 (HflT5) & &idpo.n
PR ERE LD L, B2, HDHTE NV THL) 2—HIRH L E, TOHTEZOLDIZL
5> TR ZHHEEEOMENROTEZ T ZRITHEE b, S HIZZEOTEIA M E B A
ZHEIDDOTHNEHZI13E, [THOMHIZE LS 222 LW LN L7,

3) ATEIHIHNC & o C, WEHEIEELREEHEZRIL LT L, MEERGEZT ZIRICLE
FEBBIE 2B LT, TEOMHINEERZ L 252 L7

PDElo 3 midwiIndiloME+*%£ 25 ECHETH), RBICEGHEHTHA 9,

B. #h OB OB

MFRRLBE T, B s, BT AZ#)ELTLE) [l 2 E0fEREZEL T, #f
DOREIFONTE 720 T2, EEICRY, WHERORESER & Bbn 27 AKEINEH S,
FATE L WIS EONHEREMBICEIND LH Do TE (U, 1991; &% - LS, 1993), &
DT AREL, BTEIERE - MREGEZ PO E LIERTH 5. 209 BRI, AiBEERIEZ H.O
EL7ERE LT, RDO4DDbDEHIFLI L TES (1LE, 1985),

1) RGBS, T E HIIBRIYT (grasp reflex) & ARREPEIEIRKIE (instinctive grasp
reaction) 1277 A2 ENTE S, WIND FEAOMEHRITL ’iﬂLL“C, ZNEo0b ) LT D
W Db0WIE—EOEFTH S, FIFUMEOARGRIELEICOWTIE, AIEHENNIKORETEL
5L E3NTw5 (Denny-Brown, 1951)

2) EEOMMAMNMEHHSR (compulsive manipulation of tools)o MBI R 2R3 TFHH
HCEPNEREZ b VE ), il 2VnEIHIEENTVWRIZE22b 5T, BRI LTl
> TLEI)HL, EEOMMMYEAICE L T3 AanisEEEmNMm (HUnB'ﬁ«lﬁlﬁl, i E BT 2 5 )
EMMBERR DR H L OB EE R S Twb (B - 118, 1993)

3) HEEPRHE (motor perseveration), HAZEEZ#EDEL, hOLIENTELVWHE, 2
MWIRIEE COA K ALNBIEIRTH 575, FFICHIBFEEEEIEH SN TV S,

4) BRIEMALGEGERE (environmental dependency syndrome). BEDH HWBENELNL L Z
DEEP LM SN0, BRICEIITHZLTLE) b, flziX, HulllhsEAEEZME
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M3 aviZd b o, MFTHHLTLE->72) (FIHATE): utilization behavior), i
BLEGHENTDIFTERCOICHHO NOBEZBEML L ) (BRITE: imitation
behavior) %, BEWHHEE LTIE, —MF 72X AOFiEBERE S (Lhermitte, 1983), HisE3E
Hi F# (Lhermitte, Pillon, & Serdaru, 1986) Mg S T35,

ITNTIE, TOEIBIEBD AN ZZLZEDIIITEZLONTVDEDTHH) e 5DETH,
2ODFEZNNH 5D, —2If, Denny-Brown (1965) D9, FiEEZE (BEER) CHHTEZE (B5
F) OVPHEEROBHEZET2DDTH D WA (1992) 2R L7AEHIT, AIHEHIERETALN
LIEMBEE, WhbWD [BHRATHEOMMIMR | LADLIENTEL, TOEZHICXLE, FTHIHA
BTN, TAREREBOTRITFLEL T D, T LT, @FIE, MEREER SIS
LA AR O TR S OFIBT, FEARLEN TS, L TADHBEEOREIZL), ZOFHH
ke L CLEDH &, ITAPHIEEIHNL EVIEZEZTTH S,

b9 —Dld, ATHEIE L HTAFEOMBRZ EHN L DO TIERL, BMENEDDEADLEZHTH b,
RO BARERE DI 2 B EHEEICHE L, BEEREO X 7 = X 5O RMAT 28I EE & 72> TH
N5E$5%2)Thsb, Norman and Shallice (1986) (2 & - TRB SN, HFEFEHEED T
5HEBER Y AT A (supervisory attentional system: SAS) 2NZFNIIH725, TOETNVIZL
WE, T SNIATEI Y =V IZH LD AF—~ GEHO Y ba— )V ZHRT 5 Fhi X
Ak ZRELTBY), TORAF—<ABETLE, F@EYRAF—<Z2IWHITHILIZL- T,
THAOI P —VEHERLEI) ET5, AEYRAF—<ZIHIT 2 IEAF—~OiFH LD
SERMT D05, ZOX)BAF—<OBRICHDb > TEELEHEZR-T05, EBNER
VAT ATH D, TOFEZFIHEOLE, HIZIFEBEOMFEREFIL, @Y % EHRDO AN %2 #HHT
ERVIDIAELLZ LR D,

DilEo X512, fifEoH%TIE, IHoOREE, WO ORERICTEI N, 174 0IHIBEEIC
B3 2HEEmE LT, 2200FZHIRENT VS, 7272, ELELOH@mBELWEVI)DTIERL,
FiHEINBITHDOLNVIZE T, EE50MGETHMNT 57505, TOR{ZHAMLLT VLW
IZETHHI)o WHILITADORED L ) b0 b, MiBEOMMmEH BB LL TV,
MR E &t L) ZEROBAKROLEIE, BREOMmEZH W APEBELLTwb LD
Nbo WTFNIZLA, 200HHIINITLHDTHRN,

RIS, MR OHY TOMH OREE 2 E$ 5 A EOMBEIZ O W TN S, MO0 58

bOTIELRL, RVEKRTOT I Y ORKEZDOFETOMEEZREFTTL2LOE LTHWHNTE
£ THbH GIHE 1989) . 512, TOMED LR HMIE, FHETTALNBZOIEIR & HE
AL OFFEALZAT) L IlHh o7z, RENZMEDIC, Wisconsin card-sorting test, Stroop test,
NI A DY, FRRMTET A N2 ENH B, TON, FFICEHRD DD, Wisconsin card-sorting
test TH 5o

COTANTIEE, B, BORLLZEENER S NIzA— FEHWONS, HEBREIZIZTORR
ENTZABMDA—FOTIZ, i, B, BOWTNHIO5EAIT T) —IZ L8> T, 1HT2H—
FEEWTWAE S, BEEOHIZASOE V2 H — FIZH LTk SN2 EREO G % T2 D
2, EA T T -2 WL, A FERACENTWLEVR)bDTHL, ZDL) %I Lz}
DRLT, IERUGA10MERES 2 &, EBREITERLICATT) -2 LT TS, LT, HOH
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BEVPIELWHEATE L L) I %hb0% o, FIEEREEE T, HSHEEENIZLLTD,
AR, MOSEEBRYBELTLE ) I L HWITHMSN TS (Milner, 1963) .

F7:, HAOFEICE LT, #lziXMilner (1971) (X Wisconsin card-sorting test TP 72
IT— LHiBEZEEIMAIM & O#E 2R L T\w5, —7, Drewe (1975) 13HiSHZENMEIT & PRy
L7 —tOELZRAL TS, TDXHIT, FISHZERE, A, TIMUmE CoEROEN %
BRTAHMEDMEAT VS, LHL, MMRBFICLABUNOERICERENBALNL LDORHEDLD
(Stuss & Benson, 1985), FFEDHAL & b DIEIR & OWHMELBEEZ I8R5 F TIZEE-> T
Vo 7272, RIS LT, EE - EITREoa Y hu— v ELEE T AETORKIE, A
FEREL D DO LALPEREBEHEORE L HET 2 EHAAHEE b Twa (McCarthy &
Warrington, 1990) o

2. PIHIBREE D 54

PAETIEIHIRERE 2 D & 4 T3 T THr L & 9 &3 a0 ik, 2595 Fhoo
% % (Carlson, Hasher, Connely, & Zacks,1995; Hasher, Zacks, & May, 1999), 5D & 2% 220
SERHEPREINTWS,

Instructions:. Name (he letter i bold fonk,
ignore the letter in normal font,

Control Experimental

Trial Trial
Prime B B
Display M T
Aoaponse B B
Test C C
Display T T
Response T T

Figure 1 Identity negative priming @l (May, Kane, & Hasher, 1995)

Instructions: Press the key thal corresponds
1o the location of the bold letter.

Control Experimental
Trial Trial

Ptese .
Display -~

B 2] =

|

Teat
Display c C

Figure 2 Location negative priming M%) (May, Kane, Hasher, 1995)
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—DOD5FH X, location-based DIHIFREE & identity-based DIIHIFEFEIC T 5 HETH bo
BIZIE, MUATTATTIA4 I TRIROEBRRETD, Figurel, Figure 21ZR L7z &9 1T,
220D A4 TOFEBFREIHTH I ENTE S, HlZIX, K=V FMRTEINIZTE ) —< Ik
TEDPNLXFDERIR SN, F=)V MRTEDPNLLXF 2T 5 X ) 1RSI 35
(Figure 1)o 2D L &, J = WVRTEPNIZLFAFTRITN 2 FOSITIPHI L 217 % 5 v,
PHIL 2T E %R 5 R wold, SROFENER (/) —< VKDL (8 2 ISOHHTH %,
—J7, 4D20RF L ZNIMBERBTHIET 2420024 v FHARBEEINTVDEET D, ZOLE,
K=V METEPNRIBALE IG5 A4 v F 2L, /=< R TEP IR E O R 4
yFEMERVE IR ENZE TS (Figure 2), 20k &, WHIL 2T EhR 520w ol,
P DOALENEHR () — < VRO L TR S NALE) 1ISHIE T 5 ISRl TH 5, ZD L) 7%
HHEHNT, AHTA4TT T4 I TR AT 2RO 5 B3 2 R OMHIZEH 2
L2HOEE) ZWET S E, FFEHHRICET 2 OBOWHENICE LT, Mo ElmdAbNS
DI LT, BHIEHRICET A2 KISOMENCE LTI, MOBENRALNRVWETLHEARZ S
NTwb (May, Kane, & Hasher, 1995) .

b= HIE, —BEEMAL L 72 OG0 (deletion function) 2, FIPAHEEFHE I M7z
OGO (restraint function) 72*& 9 4307 TdH S (Hasher, Tonev, Lusting, & Zacks, 2001)
Vo Bz, R L2 On ol & 1E, DENZIE Lo 2R Th, BEsEb LT LT,
ABY RO o7 &, ZREMAZTNE L O VE ZITHEET 26 TH 2, REMLD
® L L Tix, Wisconsin card-sorting test TA SN2 L 912, PLATIZIE L2 > 720K ILTD, W
MAEDbHZ LT, TNEIMAT, FILVWRLZHIRITL L2 WE ZITKEBT 2RI TH S, &
SIHIBA 5 FHFE SN2 UL O] & 1%, I O W BN 2 OB 22 <, @YWL 6% L
UM LR WE ZITHEET 2 TH 5, B2, Stroopit@ T, XFIHHMITMHL T, ta%
IR L 25 a7 v & 12, FIBUSERLISH MW 2 3CFE RIS 3 5 JUS GUF- 2 FtA T
LEIH)RIS) 2R 25 EZITHEET 5,

Dbk 2 o058 b8, 2% 204 00WHIREEEICHEHT LI LR TH A H o £l
WreO e, HESGRTHESNLERKTOREL, FWHIEREEZME T 720 IS
REM R EZ K (Table 1) IZLTRLZz, &4 OWIHIFERRIZ HEHTH HELRZEH 2H- T
WaZEPMBEEINL, 72L& 21, identity-based DHHIFERED 5 H D, —EIEHEAL L 72 Un o)
HiZ, F—ORBICH LT, REE2EZ5IENLELGHTLELLLIBETH D, T,
identity-based D #HIHEFED 5 H D, FA HFHFHE I NS RISOMHNZ, H ORI FUS % #
2T, Mol LTS LAaANE RS20 ) 2 HTLEL 2L ETHLH, X 51T,
location-based D¥PHIHEEED 5 b D, —EEHEAL L 7z U OIPHNE, HBMOERG M2 & C, —F
BRRLZLEZHICEFERZMITLZVEIIC, MEWLBERICLELLZLIBETH L. T/,
location-based DHIBEFED 5 H D, FAH SFEH S NS ISOWHNE, FEIZH 2D, @Y%
HEA~DORIEE IR 5 & 9 B TULEL % 5HETH %,
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Table 1 #IHIHEBED D4R

P B RE O FESH H #3510 CAE S 25 BEREAC T o e I 7 FEBRE
[identity-based OPIfIEERE| | - F—DRBUKS LT, F7 5 SHWEEIC | Wisconsin card-sorting
C—EEEPE L 72 ROR 0B | 2%, test

Bl E—DAAL v FTEH, E—FIZXoT,

B o (B PHEESINhS L) 286,
E— FIZEDLETHENIGT B Z & DS 2
%o

A S FEEND RO
EnET]

ERASY [} N A2 | P RN | 1
b

B ORI AR ISR R A L2 BB T
(RFEiL, T2 TREORY Y 2MIE s
LRVIZE DD LT), T TRRITLE
Ry VEMLTLED,

Stroop it
go/no-go i
identity negative priming

[location-based D FPHiIBEHE
- —BEEYEAL U 72 BOS o i)

- BRI R B T N R R 101 T
LI, RRM 2 RES NI % 5,

Bl L —BEER R T 2 IS, DR LIER
ZITLE )

A5 P R

BT )
i

c FEICH BHEANORIEZ I Z 5 2 L HH
[ s

Bl - GUTD ATM DR 72 &°T, AR
FTRETRREVWARY V%2, FEIZHDOTH

Simon #f#
stimulus-response
compatibility FfiH
location negative

LTLE 9

priming &

3. BARMERZER 5 (RERBE DD D)

ZNTE, ZOHFEDH D location-based DIPHIFREED 5 H, HlFAH 5 FH 5 & 1 2 HIFERE DM
AEE LT, WMHEEBORBICOWVTESICHELIME L TAL Vv, ZoMi 2@ LT, WHlkkie
DHUREAERS & BRI D> TV AR Z R L 72\,

Tsuchida (2005) 1, #HEEWRAZHGIZL T, location-based DHIHIHERE D FEBE % 1T - 720
SN7-if#E I, stimulus-response compatibility (Z#LLL#% SRC & B&3) i (Fitts & Seeger,
1953 ; Hommel & Prinz, 1997) T® %, SRCif#E & 1, FEOFRIZEDLE T, HRENIZS
Ry VM THETH D, FlzI1E, T4 AT A LI, EHEZIESATEAD 2 AT A e
RENZELE). TOEE, FISHIET 2 L) ICELA2OORIGKRY YHAHEINTBY, A
FNRIAHER SN2 SEMO UL R ¥ ¥ %, EMNCHIEARR S Mo RIS K Y » 25
IR INALT B, COL) HRETHRGKHZMES 2 &, fEE ISR Y ¥ 25FE TS
PRSI NRFIHAN, OSBRI b, ZHITHIEE OSSO EMBOBEEEZ R THE L L
THIZE 2 T %72 (Kornblum, Hasbroucq, & Osman, 1990) -

Z O SRCif#EIX, B4 directional Stroop task & b I T\ % (Diamond, 2002) X 912, X
IS DOMHIBERE A AL IREE L THMES SN T &7 (Christ, White, Mandernach, & Keys, 2001) .
Bz, GRORIEKR Y ¥ 23R &E L I, FHAEMIRRINTETH, 2oL, JliHs
BE LEMORONER Y v 23 OS2 WHl L <, GMoRY y2ME 210 % 5%, SRCiH
X, Stroop iRE TOLFDOMNHD L HIZ, BEEIZE > TEIT LR T WL ZHHIL, RS h
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7B DBITNERSNLBETEDH L. 2 LT, LS AE LzL &ORUGKR & A#A
DL EORGKEBDE (ZhEZ SRCAREV)) &, WHIBEEBORREZRTDIDLEEZLNTE
720 Thbb, B L7k EABEGOREOUGK MO & S IZIPHIBERE SRR EH T
5T ERINL, PRV E ZIIWHEIERIFFMICEH TR nWI EEZRTEEZEI LN TV, T
M, TOL) HRBEERFIOR R HEFNCERT S &, WHITEE O RSP S W SE
T, T7—2KL, SRCHIFEAIKE 7% (Christ, et al., 2001) ZEARENTWVS,

—7F, A, 2 DOHEIEHLHORERE & IHIBERE O BIR2EH SN Tw5 (Assad, Rainer, &
Miller, 1999; Sakagami & Tsutsui, 1999) . Z#1id Goodale (1995) @ 2 D DOMERZHE (visual
pathway) (BT 2KV DTH S, 2 DOOBERE LI, FEOEGIEHRIZHE DL
[ & Z#E#: where pathway) ] (5 HI#EES: dorsal visual pathway) &, HEO&EMEHRICIED L
[fl#¢#%: what pathway | (JEEIFEE: ventral visual pathway) TH b, T TOMENS, BE
JHZE (parietal lobe) —EEHETE (premotor area) RIC & o THEM S N7z EB) DAl %2 T EBHIBH
#% (inferior temporal lobe) —THiSHHFTEFIE/IFS (ventrolateral prefrontal cortex) sRASZ DD
RINCEI L2 THHI L TV A Z EAURENTW S (Figure3: Figure 313 Sakagami & Koizumi
(2001) % —EHBRE L THER L2 D),

parietal lobe dorsal visual pathway

ventrolateral inferior ventral visual pathway
prefrontal cortex temporal lobe

Figure 3 TR & MMHIHRE

i 21X, Sakagami and Tsutsui (1999) (&, & &)X DA A > 72 go/no-go if & % L
(25 S, BHEE TR OV OV ORTEEATEEAMIIER  (ventrolateral prefrontal cortex) O =1 —u
B RSk L7, TOREE, BIFEH LTS ZIHIL 20 WE R 680w E ZIZDA, =2 —1
YO A BNz, SO EIE, FIEETHOHRTHEAMUIRIL, THMWEZE, S /IO NTO
TGz 912755, B EMEOBRIEHRLEICE S 2 W% (dorsal visual pathway) 72> 5 D%
WALl EHFNREFEE b~ T 5 (Sakagami & Tsutsui, 1999) -

F 72, HERAZRGIS, SIRRERE (SRR 0% & AT LT, BHFrmilBE TR
o 72l ORE (1) ITEHT 2 &9 2308 (R 28032 L, BRilEO LS —
AT B 2 ARSIz (Tsuchida, 2005) . HARMIZH RS &, FHiah L7z SRCIHELE AT L T,
SRCEIEE L ITEHEBRL v [l ORMEICERT 2 L9 2 EEZ AN T 5 L, SRCEIRWEA
L, %FrmiliE O LT — K53 5 2 L 3R S N7z, Figure 31T L72 X )12, HHEEHK
S OMEELHEIC, RS S oMHEH 2oL Bbhs, iZd, b b EFRIC L2 MRE
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FHREBRICBWT, SIHIL Twa & 212, FisEmmEAEOFEE bR I T b
(Konishi, Nakajima, Uchida, Kikyo, Kameyama, & Miyashita, 1999) .

—F, FEEZNRIC, SRCIFE L EHEB/RLEV ] ORBICERT2 X9 iz i+
HE, HEBRANIAOGNTL ) T —FOBD IR TE %0 > 72 (Tsuchida, submit)s Z®
Z i, WHIREDRD B A 7 = X AWM OEEZ ZTRT VI LZRL T DL bR,
location-based DIPHIFEFEICE L TIE TN E T, MEOEEIL ) JIZl vk wbhT&7, LaL,
Z DF#EFRD 6 1d location-based DIPHIHEFE % 586D 5 BEEEAS, MO EZ H T A WO H 5 Z &
IR TE %,

4. TLOLEROBE

K Tld, MO ESZHHAL, BITE» SR o2 % £ & o TR O 58 % i
ATz WHIBERE S 1L, M—DREE LTHAETHDTIE R, FLLT2O0ORIEILH5HETE,
LD L A4 HEHOMGIBRGEDAFAET S et 2 8/ L 720 BARIIZW 9 &, location-based ®
PIHIHEBE & identity-based DIIHIARBE D KT —BEME AL L 72 US O] (deletion function) 722,
A O FFE SN2 IS O] (restraint function) 2L \WVIH)RILTH A, TD2RKIL2 X 2, &
4 FHEOWHIEREICOWTIX, FXRFAERHAOHETTEH T, GHROT— Y OEHPULETHA
Vo EHIT, TOHFEICEDE, FEOWHIMAELFEL <MET 5 &, PGB TR RERE & B
WZRIET 2 REED D B 2 LRI T & 72

BhE

1) Hasher 51, TN HITMA T, MEELHEREZINZ T, BETZHEROAZ LT ZHEELZIT T
% (access function), $lZ13, FLEHE R &ETHRRSNHFEDNO L DIF, HERT 5 & ZITHEITR
LIEETH B, ITHHAME VIHP LML L, HBREFICL S THIZDW:, MEHELEREZMHZ 2 LW
9 BERTIX, restraint function & [F] UMRRETH 5 & b5 DT, 4, restraint function IZ&D T
Mgt L7zv
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