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Abstract



Task interruption is known to harm-wel&t eeér f or
tasks. However, l ittl epatst ekrnnoswnd uarbionugt tbarsaki ni natcet
moderating effects of ment al fatigue. The i mpact
performance is mainly caused by affecting worKki
exploring the ymegharhies msmpwrcderolf i nterruption on
fatigue states wild/l i mprove and contribute to the

Combined with behavior al and el ectrredpahtyesdi ol og
petnti al (ERP) technique to explore the &effect
moderating role of fatigue on the interruption pi
T2 (task type: task interralpttiyopme: shisfpeme iiomt @ mn
i nterrupygiron)) wieshigm and added a noninterrupted
The study randomly selected 20bdaeck|lthykpairnidipt
fatigue sauwst esntienr rwagrtii on conditions (math prob
interruption and noninterrupt@RT). wascomsgaeduoasi f
fatigue before the fatigue session.

The behavioral data showesktwas$ meducady andth
was increased after interruption. The behavioral
fatigue state was more significant than that in t
and P300 iamtpbuciedbdheysk th@sR significantly increased
|l atency in the fatigue state was significantly ¢
with task interruption was | onged thaenlahancwit
interruption trials was significantly |l onger tha
in the frontal l obe in the fatigue state was | o0\
di fference beitnteeernr utprtiiaolns weafst emor e significant i
nonfatigue state. I n addition, the P300 amplitud
hi gher than that induced by suspensionthenterrupt
nonfatigue state.

In conclusion, work interruption caused a decr
primary task after the interruption. The irrel ev:

primary task pgermemmawceée abwdr kiamd the fatigue s



negative effect of the interruption on working 1
cognitive process underlying task interruption,
memory for goals model of interruption.
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