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Abstract
This research discusses that whether the functional field of view is reduced or not by conversation with the disuse of
long-term memory. It is indicated that the cognition of visual information is limited by it. Because, Attention resources cannot
be supplied to the cognition of visual information, because it is deprived from the cognition of visual information to
conversation. Besides, reaction time was delay when cognitive load was low level and high level, and the functional field of
view is reduced when cognitive load was only high level. Moreover, the more subject concentrated at conversation, the more it

was reduced.
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Fig.1 The Image of Presented Detection Signal
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