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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION

AN ORI BRI TEA
X HIC R LA N IEYE

A R

FHHRR - %E ZHE KK

GRS R HER B O BRI RATEF IS4 0, BB AT 830017)

W EASNHF4GRAGRR T RS IR R G T E 469580 (SPT &R )
AMAABRERET IR MR EBRLZ T SPTRERERVRGES R, FREAALEER
BRAALR, FETRERB R MR R SPTH R GHR, 4R B7:(1)SPT fo VT 4+
GART A TRENAEELTILEAZE(RWCR & 8), (2)5 VI %4k, SPT %3] £ &
BHRAERT AR EAEEZI LA AGRCES, LREREN, FRAZEARRE T
B, & SPT 4 A PR AR BRHAARA VARG T VI 47, ZERABE LR A MGHA
A A SPT 2B 69 4E AR T £ 25 A B0,

RHER SPT & ; 34k ; 3 &M RWCR 2@

HE S HE S B842.5 MERARIRES A
1 5|§

1551012 ( Episodic memory ) ;2 A TXE £4h
HYMAEW T, Z801F Fic e RS S TEM &
Ao MIEERI, Bk —il%e ) 3 & R EE (4,
TIRL BTE) —PT 5 ZMXER RIS
BT TR ICIZ (TOAERL B ) , X By THAE
FIEICIZ LBt 42 T 1 BL R BOFR O 1 2 A 350 R
(subject performed tasks effect, f& #R SPT 25w ) ( Co-
hen, 1981 ; Engelkamp & Zimmer, 1984 ; Kormi -
Nouri, 1995) . #FFE NNy, FEfEBAE W] U R A 1)
TCAZIRBE AR B R By “ 1o IR A3 & (En-
gelkamp & Dehn,1997) . B#EAEXTZ AT, iR
B R T RS M EmEE LML R,
VE PR EUER R M 98 1017 8 4% ( Bickman & Nilsson,
1985) . &2, F R ENABRIET & HICICLE
=—Fh A B 34 in ik #2 (Cohen, 1981) . EHAR
JEERBFIE R, SPT U A 2 5 4 A s Ak in Tt
2 (Engelkamp & Dehn,1997) ,{H AfTTF4# LA —FAH
X O R RSN R IR S TR, i T
TREE X BR B E AT 55 g s /N T E AR 24 3T 1Y
0 ( Zimmer & Engelkamp,1999), &L HF52E A
HBEEAE—EHE FBS5 T SPT 3R M T
( Mangels & Heinberg, 2006 ; Min — Fang Zhao, Zim-
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mer, & Xiaoyan Zhou,2016)

BTG ICIZ M 5L T EAR A — AN Tt
2. 5HE BRI E 47550 EAAE, 2
BRI —F IR S B, B —Fh
FHXTHE A B B4k B9 i T332 #2 ( Yonelinas, 2002, for
a review ) , Engelkamp Fl Dehn (1997 ) &K K FHid
2/ HETE RSB T IS PEA B XS SPT 206 B 5T
BRo LI, PR SEHEATIH B WAL 55, FE I 2
Tl b — 25 X 43 TR A F WA T B 38 2 90
187G R A SPT it “i8/8” R BE R/ T VT
GBS, T 08 A aE s B, SRR E A
Jhy SPT 4R 7= Ae 1) 56 58 e R = B A I IR 1 [l 48 i
T, “id8” 2i5aeag FIZ B3 H a8« Hl
T R TR A2 T3 B 40755 15 S EAEAE —Fh 3
K ( Yonelinas, 2002 , for a review) , 05/ 8138 3 Fr
T RBRER—FEIZ N T RRBE , I AN RE Sl Hh 4y
BTG P A AR (BT KPR, A, Ak, ME
2016) . HEIAA B3 AR AR <3048 SR, AT [ 2
ASH FE OC B 40 57 12 B ( Yonelinas, 2002, for a re-
view) o MIEFREE Bk, iIcB/ AEHEALER
S b I 2 AR AN ET A

PRAEIIGRE T AR L3R5 & T SPT 350 (1 WL
STER SRS 32 B T HhER, TR B Ay BRI AT

« BE&WME: HxE AR FH X A4 (31660283 ) , it 2R 5 H 4 (18BYY073) , iRl 8 sh 3 4 (XINUBS1707 ) , R I 2 4
(XJ107621710) , (> R JB 55 IR 5 908028 (XINUSYS072017B06 ) , #BITIE K A X E A FREE % (5 R FiriB R B HR

R A B 50 FIE S U R R IABIE ) Br BetE AR .
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WIRIF H KA IE XS SPT &8 7= 4 BB 0,
Mangels F1 Heinberg (2006 ) 1Ay, #id #AE R 3 T
SEFMF P &L R Z B REE & TP LN EEIRITIZ
BT (Kormi — Nouri, 1995) , 4 {EMiEH — LR
R BRI , 55— D ITR W B 3his , N5 &
T ABIERRE R RN, X —45 RS G
AR T RGBSR G AR A A ET &, 24
Tl B 2Z (B0 LR — > AR 5 — AN iE g
TG, BGENME SCHRFBR 45 T IA 1042 (Parks & Yonelinas,
2014 ; Kamp, Bader, & Mecklinger, 2016; Ahmad &
Hockley,2014) , Caldwell F1 Masson (2001 )t % ¥,
LR TL Y R PR S P R BIA R AR (B 1E
£5%) , BBMEFTYE” - “fE " BREE X R R
B eAh, A SRl 2 SR W e 58 T AR
%F SPT 2 W B T ko Min — Fang Zhao %5 (2016) 3%
RSB AL (ERPs ) #RR TR &5 Bl P K
XF SPT 2 if B AE ], 45 R K BL SPT wAdifs kK T
FNA00 SO0 (#4678 FAZEAE ) F LPC 200 (445 7 [l
) VT wi{UFE R T LPC &ML, BT FN400 350
BRI L 4 e T HE AR AE BRI S I R TR T
MR B 25 A (Min - Fang Zhao, Zimmer , & Xi-
aoyan Zhou,2016)

AT BRAEINZR T BRI T2 SPT R 5 =
A ORI, (H G B X SPT SR A7 7
—ERM, BN —F %S & (Parks & Yoneli-
nas,2014) , fIER BT BRIE T | K B4R AR B E AL
E, AR A7 18 2 T b 28026 14 1) S et S W] BB SE 4
HER. REERIMHREANMTE W EGEHIHFAL R
(445 54% ,Guard & Gallagher,2005) ., #i40, B
I REBICRE 7 HBIRGERARERES
PUHFEN %, RBORBERIEICIZ I —Fa 3
GBDIRmE I8 ATEAR S IR BB 15 B h X b 2
B EEEACWEIECIIHR P — T EE
B, R TEAS R IR BRI g B AR A AR
R BR 23 B R R B KA B THR AR I
S NS BT Oy 2 SR FR AT THR IR S -
REEIIZER R UEA B T DR BUR MOy F 24
fERYIC 12 B 45 B8 3 B9 R ) AT 30 ( Schwerdt &
Dopkins,2001) ,,

TESRIUER WO F B E BT 12 B 58 Ak, R 5%
BRI, LR B AR BB % T 12
IR E HXT w5 H BB R
R TARFHATE , X IR R TCL R B H A
R ( the recognition without cued — recall effect , fAjFfR
RWCR {37, Cleary ,2004 ) , o3 2 U, BIE B0 A

BB 12 1 T B i R4 55 5, U398 BRI SR 15 34
Bt 38 2 3N A (Cleary, 2004 ; Ryals & Cleary,
2012) . MEBRGIEEE TIOAZ TS i HI T 45 5L (Ry-
als, Cleary,,& Seger,2013) , KN EKHIIFE, AfTIA
R FIACAZ A RS A AN RIS B A Sr AT B
T i1#2( Yonelinas 2002 , for a review) , #15E RWCR
A5 T [RIAR B TR, T 4 Bl 3B 2 e 4 [B1Z
i H P4 (5 B 5 TS S5 b g IV TG ik [0 42 R 33
H e 5 BVIA e N A = I H
BRI , RWCR B 228 T 2 1 FI M 45 2R ( Cleary
& Greene,2001) , RWCR i =, ( Cleary, 2004 ) i 1
AR EMZ S8 R I B 27 X 3/ R 2zt W B 2
Foyan g Jrd ) S A EIRvAC i SN E RV E S S IN i 4
LSRR AR, B HE,2016) . I EVEA FE R
FRBUR MR B FEF U ICIZ T MR, A R %
I T BN R EAR AR BB 24 1 FT BB, AT 35 3] % 24
BHEMEC4id” MR (& F, B, BHH,
2014),

S, BFSE R T AR fE R RWCR Ju =X, 7640 B 74
MR [ AR PR B NE B3R IR I I A 2 — 2P
TRERBAENEXT SPT N B AHRT TTdk . L& 5
RS AN B . 2T B BB SR B A B R A3 B
SPT 1 VT W #2614 F 5= S BEVL 2 B H 3) 4% A 4
T, 5 BB R Bl TE S 2R ( BhiA)) B2 5 58
IR R TS5 o LA R FE ST
BHZEE I H R BEMETE b . 7EEHMZ45 R H
SR 3 3T B MBI R TR E M
e VE4r, W B I 55 78 T FEAE RWCR R B
RWCR R0 A2 R BGEME S &, AR YE R T 56
W H 5012 IR 3% A S HFAE 59 VT Fo #2 & ( Clark &
Gronlund, 1996, for a review) , IR I, 9 & DL it 2 &
& Can FHEA RIS E B ) , RWCR ZLM 8K ( Ryals,
Cleary, & Seger, 2013; Cleary, Ryals, & Wagner,
2016) ., SPT # VT Zwid £k &Kl (4, “477 3L 12
227 ) HigfOR M b I IR P — R
PR TR SCREIR B AR 22 B, E O T 94 00 V9 o S D K VT
AEex 51 & RWCR 0. 7€ SPT 4S54 1, shifEM
PATHESR T W EH W EAMEM T, RS EE T HE
ICAZIRE , S8R B E P BN VEXT 2 16 (Kormi —
Nouri, 1995 ; Zimmer, 2001 ) . SH{ERE -G FIE XK S
BN AR BB i — 2P R S fE S (R T R Z (B 5
478 5 ( Mangels & Heinberg, 2006 ; Pereira, Ellis, &
Freeman,2012a,2012b) , {E B #EH0, 76 VT 464
WEERY L, SPT 4w ad AT LA i — 25 38 5 BB PE XTI 12

TUER, BP SPT 479 T ) RWCR R R < KT VT
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Gt o
2 HE
2.1 K

KR A4 B RS HIH(FBE 5 N) I
SRAFAHBLIR . PP 39 4F 8y 20.50 % (SD =1.
55 %) , U EUEFIEAL N IEW , BURTRIR S it 250
2.2 AR

88 LR B4 A 2k B IR DUE A4, Horp
8 ANMEIEF T4~ , Ak 80 TR E N IEX LKA
o SERAT R R SR B sh A M AETE . 80
ANMEIRPREL D P, B4 40 TR, —4
A RER, 7y — A R B B KK
BT, AZHIEX LRI 16 H0A 0 E i AL
(LAREARGE,T ARFH D) #HATWE, = d bk
(M =5.945) FRFILHBHM =5. 895) FERAEE k-
TEEER,(15) =0.233,p=0.819,d =0. 071,
2.3 SEBEI

KR 2(VT,SPT) x £ &k 2 (%
i, Regid) MR R GL it 47y
YalE B R, 2 R PO ER , HAEE PG
[0 A8 IE A R ARV o
2.4 ZBRAER

SEH SR AR E B9 RWCR 53K ( Cleary,2004)
PORBENL o A, — H IR AE S (V) , 3 —
HOBRAEIESS (SPT) . ElMBERHO TR &
836 SR, @i E - prime2. 0 SAFLEH . BHK
TEWAE B3 1] PR B 58 i SE B o SPT A VT 45 % fF
Brig PIEARZIN, RERFE2ME. EXLH
R B Se R T — 4 45 2 55, DAGE B A% I 2 A
LHATHFER . BT 52T TP

B, HARFLIE 1,

(1) 52 BB 40 >3 4 A JE R AREPL T 2
BUTE R B AR, 7R SPT (255 7, gl 7R ie 123 44
TSI A R AT AR MBI AE s 72 VT AL 5, 80
T ICE S A A TR A RIT SR S I I [ 2
3000ms , 27 > BB 1SI 24 700 ~ 1100ms,,

(2) AR B : AR IATE R R 22 LA —
B, HLR I, BRPOLERAE
MENZPIMES o TERBNEVEMES P, g R
¥ W FPGEMEXT &R AZEAT 0 2 10 et
(0 RAEFEFARE, 10 RAFEHHAD),
PASHRGHEA BT S FEEZAES H , BRBY
WEHZ H 5 B P AL & SRR W 3h 4 1A R, OF
ASTIEHE R . WRBOK NN T BB A
i W5 Z A RS A 1A . SE e R
LY 5529 30 78

.

900+ 200ms

900:+200ms

Bl XBREE

3 &#R

G353 [BHZIER ZAN B 45 BRI H BRGEETE
St TaS T N 2(VT,SPT) x 225 & 2(% 0,
RgEd) “HRRELZMETZ0M. BHZIEFRERE
BT HB VT A SPT 5 1S IZRCR s AT
Sr TSR VT il SPT Pifigmed 2 /F T B9 RWCR 24
WRBAFAEZER . PIFT TS0 T , & S ) IE A
RRBEIEE IR 1,

®1 FRXBEHFEHTHEZERRMBBEITS (M £5D)

MG IR I H AR H d
SPT 0.55 0. 10 0.22 +0.05 - -
LR VT 0.40 £0.08 0.23 +0.04 - -
<1 Bl{ZIE#  8.810.87 2.64+1.42 - -
RN BiZ48R  4.95+1.12 2.73:1.12 2.22
VT E{ZFE# 7.36+1.28 4.40+1.33 -
B1Z4835%  5.05+1.31 3.74+1.03 1.31

I d FRFE SR H BEMEPE B2, [BHZFE R H I d (5B RWCR 1A,

3.1 ARIEAERE

PR E AR (B SPT &N ) F ZARBAE SPT
MISIICIZSTR T VT 4l , gifd =X x 243 &
HFZNREEME T 4R ER, G E

M E,F(1,42) =18.63,p <0.001,n =0.31,
B SPT SRy EHZIER R & T VT k. =%
P EHON BE,F(1,42) =349.64,p <0.001, 7. =
0. 89, K B2 7 50 B 19 EMZ IE A 5 TRt 3
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H. —H5XHE/ERBZE, F(1,42) =30.85,p <
0.001,7n7 =0.42, JF— 1 BRI R R,
FEEE 3 H b SPT RS BUZ IEF RS T VT 45
%, F(1,42) =29.70,p <0.001; £ 2=+ Wi H
SPT i VT pi i) H{Z EHFRE LB EER,F(1,42)
=0.03,p =0.87, LRI, HSinlif¥#J ML,
AR R E RS T i S, e
RV
3.2 A& EEICHEINIR

ToR R LA (B RWCR &0z ) KK
PEECR T H H2E > i H GBI R TR
HUH, G x 2 FG_HEREEMRE 2=
PERER RO TR ERNABE,F(1,42) =
2.98,p=0.102,7, =0.06, =3 &4 ER) &, F
(1,42) =293.94 p <0.001, 7 =0. 88, F )5
i H MAEETES R TRELWE ., Z#HXHEEH
B3, F(1,42) =19.62,p <0.001,5> =0.32, #—
RN T R BoR, VT 4if& (F(1,21) =
90.36,p <0.001) I SPT 4wRE ( F(1,21) =210.52,p
<0.001) 22 1 01 B IWABHETE S E TR¥E
WH, FARERFW, WEZES (VD) Mg ER1E
(SPT) #AE4E W E L L R MBI . AitE—
HXF L SPT Fi1 VT Wi Fh 4 a5 T B9 RWCR 35, A BF
33957 A RWCR {4 ( Cleary,2004 ) fE5 RWCR 3% )i
R RS (EHZER AT, F i 5 R
HBEEIEIE M EE) . RWCR EBK, WXL R
WA K, Bl 2545 B R R e , g SE 1R
RTEME I AT H MR R, M A TR
IHEER B, SPT 4ifi% 1) RWCR v & KF VT
Yt 1(42) =4.430,p <0.001,d =1.34, [iRGEHR
KW, Sl I, ke s & T LR B2
FAeAZ RS, & 2 i,

BABHES
e TR s

VT SPT

2 FEHBFATEZHERTEHRABETS
4
BRGCRITBIER) RWCR TR, 76 B HE A

B8 AR |, WE SRR A 25 T A
PEXT SPT RN MTER . ZRER: (1) %I W H
W EZIE Z s T IRE o1z, gl s & TRE
K] SPT 3 hg o, (2) £ B2 48R W H +, SPT #1 VT
PR IR ERBEE 5 | & R 58 WY TCZR &R IAAZ TR AR B o
(3) SPT 4t M LR R FMZHASN B &= T VT
URAD . B AY SR SN, R A 0 vk 1 A SR B A
TR, VIR BB MG BB HATHA , T Egtalee
YRR T R TRV 3 2 R ALE TR, BBl
YE5 & T LR FZ A iz g,

X2 R GRS SPT 3500 I /E A4t T
B SCRFIESR . TR EMZ T ATE R BRI ELR
W5 BERAICIZ P IER, T3R5 BIRIUR K
A HCTZ 7 2 ( Cleary, Ryals, & Wagner, 2016 ;
B, JARE 20K, SR 54, 2016) . TLLRR BMZH
TARR Y 7= AR S B T eI BB M B AT B 45 2R ( Ry-
als,Cleary, & Seger,2013) , SPT @151 RWCR R/
BEST VI G, WHTEHERR R r 2R F T,
“aig” BREVEW T DL R OB . M 1E
SRR T, AR i 3 B 38 o PARAE R
PO R & THRE R CREBAE) o SEHERN
15 DR IR W AR A i — 20 AP B AR AE SPT 3K
N7 A T B EE AR T, O ETABFSY (Mangels & Hein-
berg, 2006 ; Caldwell & Masson, 2001 ; Min — Fang
Zhao,Zimmer, & Xiaoyan Zhou,2016) $2ft T Z )
TSR E

W5 H 5102 IR 725 A SR B P T ( Clark
& Gronlund, 1996, for a review ) F=4 T 102 3K
( Ryals, Cleary, & Seger,2013; Cleary, Ryals, & Wag-
ner,2016) , i & 5 o WAHME 51012 B9 FFEAH L
FEEEBRVCACRE BE RS, ICIZ AR R . D10
PERY 358 5] & T Jo 4R & B 1Z F 1A 2L ML ( Ryals,
Cleary, & Seger,2013) . #4 , T2 4 FH IR
BT R T TR EMZ AR e e . —Mrrge
IR BV BT IS 98 T I 55 B 51012 9- 7
FHRPFAE D O BE . ZESNPES e, SifER)
PUAT BRAE TS O PR R SRR DL TR i sh PR
7 (action schema ) LA45 i FI 04T AH 56 1 ShE 2 T
(Zimmer,2001) , i E =S SRR B Msh
YEA5 B Z I8 M Ik & % B 3h E i3 [ g
( Pulvermiiller, Moseley,, & Egorova, 2014 ), ‘B 1% “ I
K — RS VE RIS VE X 5 B 2 MoK G 7 — 2 ( Kor-
mi — Nouri, 1995) . L ZIfESHIEXN L& H—1
TCR BEBE I 7 — T R W B TS , T A2 i3
FETAGEME M 3 VE 5 18 R B ( Mangels & Heinberg,
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2006 ) ; T AALE AR (VT Sifid) BoE W23 1E
A PBEERAL , TR BOE T IRE P 1 EhEE =
B & 2, SRR T 8O sh VR 1 A R AR 0
SNVERAL , 5 2% 3 B A RAE . B, 46
PO S ST, M3 50 H FCAZ IR A Y
AEVEFCAR BE K TR)iE ) Stk . HEULAIHER, 5 VT
SmADAH L, SPT JRE5 5| & B9 i BB N T, AR
I TCLR R MHZ N eI

73— M) REH IR R SRR BT IR 3 T SRR
NYEX Z %6 (Kormi — Nouri, 1995) . i1, —3i4
FHAEE (N, IR L), P AT 5 Z AR
HIZE, IEMPATIE R TIE SOci P A&
(“¥VHIBR L) MRS, M BARRIEIZ
HIL. RMEETIRTETAEEN LRI, 4
“PUECMB 2T SRR BUR, IR MR A
BARPORINIRI . TR, FEHREE F AN C I R 4R
B, AR PSS Z A H gon Tl — 48k
TCAZHTE, ARV BB SCRFIR 45 AR A 1E 42 ( Parks
& Yonelinas, 2014; Kamp, Bader, & Mecklinger,
2016) . KEIESERHSIEmISZ—FIT /RN
B O 40 0 5K B ( Mangels & Heinberg, 2006 ; Pereira,,
Ellis, & Freeman,2012a,2012b) , VT 4R {L 7 LE1E
NEG  MTESERIFHCIZH, SPT JwdBE e & shiE
BEWESE RS, MEEEMIECEGRAH
Mt PRRER P TR Z SR E
(Mangels & Heinberg,2006) , Ff LA, Sh{E B PR FT 3%
SRBNVE TSN VRN 2 Z [8] K 45 7] BB & SPT 4t 51
RICRER BUZTFRACICE S EERE

DMERFR FE RIS E S a0 B A&
P AL R SR AR SO WOV S, TR SR | IR
15 S BRIAR T  F SRR T AT ME XS SPT 206 1)
AR DURR . 4 B S 30 45 R Ry BB AEXT SPT S5 i)
YEF§ ( Mangels & Heinberg,2006 ; Caldwell & Masson,
2001 ; Min — Fang Zhao, Zimmer, & Xiaoyan Zhou,
2016) Rt THE N EEMIETE, XUEREAEE
FIBET L . ETERDE —MITZARMES
SRS , 7615 B AR BUR o g B VR AR AR % 5 |
RIEFBEMERTINCIZ, BEA 2 ANTHRBR M
AR EEICIZ &R (i, AEME) . WA, RE
SERAERAESE T BB E RN T R BGE I T, (H
TIEERAATE A — TR, B, W5
2 h SRR FIE L RE R AE . IBXEERE
BENGHRWEI KRR, B —AH R
B, NS B A BSR4
5 B2 R ER IR A R ERE R

L, qnfer A Akt oy B i 1 2 ST HP Bl A A A S
WBREARIMNMECIZIFT P — P EERE, AT
e s FUR IR R 2 B TR S R, T AR B A [e]
BT A & & Z HIE B AN SPT 24
JSEFFFH B I ZEALAR , D07 2340 B R 228 22 4 2%
MEF B
5 %ig

PORBAE IR R 22 ) UM RS AR RS 5| R AR
BT R EHZFRASK AL . SIS A EL, Bl
TE51 % 1 iR BGEE I T, R LR W12 H
IHTTAZ LS, BRI E BRI BB R T
PO B ERBAESHAIRE AR TiiE2~

S 30k
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Familiarity Could Contribute to The Subject Performed
Tasks Effect.Evidence from The Recognition Without Cued - recall Effect

Liu Guixiong Jia Yongping,Maihefulaiti - Kanji

Wang Xinyang Liu Xinxin

( Department of Psychology, Xinjiang Normal University, The Key Laboratory of Mental

Development and Learning Science , Xinjiang Normal University , Urumqi 830017)

Abstract ; Enactment may improve memory for verb phrases by facilitating episodic integration of object — action components into a unit-

ized whole. It is still inconclusive , however , whether familiarity could give rise to the subject performed tasks effect. To address this is-

sue,we used the RWCR paradigm to investigate whether enactment could lead to familiarity in the absence of recall. The results re-

vealed that recognition without cued recall for enactment still occurred. In addition ,the RWCR was stronger after enactment than verbal

encoding conditions. These results demonstrated that familiarity — based recognition judgments could be based on enactment, which

could provide converging evidence for familiarity could contribute to the subject performed tasks effect.

Key words:the subject performed tasks effect; enactment ; familiarity ; the recognition without cued - recall effect



