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B EANESNPEERBEINEEHORNEE, WEERLLAS AN EE LB ES
#iTAL AR AR T AR 1 4R BR R 099002 48 2 TARME 430 10 Fo W A 4530 I IRAS 238 e P & T
WHLBESEE, FBAEEFE ST PR A MM, FH TR 4 E T
2819 B 0T IR LA R ST R R S A BB P PR e B, ERAE
BEST, FRES T AR RERTEREE T E B®IL; % T T4 e H48—32 BUR R
HRAREAHERPEEERLALE KRG ABRRBAEESEFR, LRV . RRIFEEF
IR RB R AR, A REF SRR L LR RBN &, BT EFHT
Tetm 6y ZHe " R MO % P RARR R SRR R AR RBE— RO SFRE",
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1 ®IE

THE M RICI R AR G FICICEER TS
HFRMHICIC, BFEFHRCICE LT (L et al.,
2020) , B MERE 5030 ( Talmi , 2013 ) |, [&] B 58 20 3% 438
ER KR (Pottage,2012) o JCIZHI A4 R T Al
BRI B BRI SR o R 5 B X 1 B B IR
RIS, TG W KB R —RE R, R
RERBERER VAR REHITILE
TR, ARFFINN , BN RISk B TME
XHiE 45 318 9 05 0 TR0 3 0, AL 3RS A1k B iR
( Christianson ,1992) ; H.0/ G AT T 5/ 4T AL
1% ( Reisherg & Heuer, 2004 ; Adolphs et al. ,2005)
Talmi £ A (2019) M &G 45101208 5B R0k A T
ICICHIRBGI TR . XA F 2T TG 4 e B xS
ICAZHYFENA , T 220 T I 2R X2 IR o

UBURIEE T 5 HRE & ARG R A,
2020 £ 6 Hin It DR SFAARGMINFE R I “ &
PHEF AR, AR 1R 4 3 1 5 TR AR IS 45 1 L JLRE
JGRE R RE G — S E 57 A& E %
F7IOIL, WG F R B FAE R X e
RAEFMHCILHEN, XPZICIZREE IS T
EIE K (Medford et al. ,2005) , 2 2RI HIFERTE K
B
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MRRERE, LLEE T R IE S R TR RIE SR e
BRI, 3R18 T Zonas R BURIB 5 S iicig LT
HERIE S E 41212 (D’ Argembeau et al. ,2005;
Barber et al. ,2016) ; JHIR FFHIICIZIL T EUR 44
HIic4Z ( Lavoie & O’ Connor,2013 ; Kensinger et al. ,
2007) s FUR 1 91042 5 TH AR 4 B 012 # [ A
T Hp P 4 ( Hamann , 2001 ; Schmidt, 2011 )

TR FTEAR 15 28 PR B X P P S0 B 2 et R
2 ITUMSE R BRI 2530 45 P R R e A2 A
TR IR 5 b A P B9 1012 ( Martinez — Galindo
& Cansino,2017) ; IR B L3RR B HHEFFHICIZ
T BRI 5 b P 35 B 1842 ( Toyama et al.
2014) ; VAR 1B 25 PR 5 b b 1B A2 % R TR
WAF A P P PRSI, R BRI T AR 1R 46 3
113212 ( Ventura — Bort et al. ,2016)

{HE L ARR B R A R R B IE R 46 S
A [E]1 #8242 (D’ Argembeau et al. , 2005 ; Barber et
al. ,2016 ;Toyama et al. ,2014) , B X f [6] BE AR gE 47
T EL (Kensinger et al. ,2007) , B GEREBE 012
IR EEE , Bk B FxHEEEMRiTIZA S B
A B R AR WBAE, FEER B TA R
BIAMSRRE . Heoh, X SO FE I R 2 IR SE B bRt
MIRFAE , 0 B B 5 IR 1 ( Martinez — Gali-
ndo & Cansino,2017) , XEHFIE WA £ BHHRH
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NIBFHE , T AR RHEZE T B AIC AR ] P EE
YEF (Blaut et al. ,2013) . REBFPRRETIHEHE
M T AZ B AE Al AL B B 32 ( Hamann , 2001 ; Na-
darevic,2016) ,EI& 3 A BEE B BUR FITH R 17
LETCAZARXT LU T 7 AR (R A R/ B R IR, 3T [A]
PR X P FRTE— D SE B A B T .

LRTHIRE A AR R A VR, M AR RIS H
B o) & O XA LR AR B, it 2350
T — R BB T R IR 48 I BB AR TR 25
AR E R B B A A T B SR BB B o
L1 R 4ie s M 401069 A

IR F 0 (30 5) SRS & F 4 F
B Mgk BB R, IS S B A, XRHBLSR
AR R “H R —H B W ” (list — composition
effect) o X—RM R, Y MERE G EIAFERE
PSR B , A B R A e — 2SR, T 20
F—KRE . “FIR—H BRI A SRR B
J2 b 55 W P A B R0 S5 1 (Rateliff et al. ,
1990) o TiX —tLFEPER B T4 [F 5B X b . 6l
wn, “IRERIEC 5 P EREC AL 2 I, SRR —
“TEEE R AT (Mackay et al. ,2004) ; & 57
Wi S EREEAAEI, BRE—FRIIE R
LA (Riefer & Lamay,1998 ) ; 22 Ria) 7 5 ik
TIEAHGE 2 B, “ 22 REEA 02 H” (Hadley &
MacKay,2006 ; Schmidt & Saari,2007) ., . Z, 4R
— R BTE S (2i515R) , e LS &8
2 . Mather F Sutherland (2011 ) 1A R “ P44 ” ZEi8 12
PR REEZEN ., BEFFRAEMTHERED.O
MHCIZA 258 o Steinberger 57 (2011) FIBFFEWLIE
W« BTG ERE e P EEEEM. X4
BN 2 I 15 4 R WO R AT B PR, A ]
HITERE X ICAZ A A 7= A R A, AT e R T
B, PRI, BT DA S T - BRAR 1 A S 1 (3R R
SIERAE AT (FEE) M4 2B, SN g BUR
TEECA R D C A R A7, IR E ]
B o
1.2 Hginleki b A6 R

B H I n] RE R A AEC IS W F7 1
A/ SRR B . A RIBE 25101238 SRR A By
AR AR R A

(1) FE S Smts 3 o i % ( Steinmetz & Kensing-
er,2013) ; (2) IC 12k 45 34 52 {R % ( Mackay et al.
2004) o PRI T XK E 45 3 1F RUE RS

SRR R A R T R A EE N S A A e B
“HRIKEE” M, 1A EFERENEE
FEPR BT MR SERISA B IR, L, R 4R
FEAEAE N L 5 T 28 WO Ay , e 2 S 1 T
SIECIET LAMEHERIS B SRR (0, B B RIBILE)
BUE SRME (AR BT AL BR3R ) RUBRES , AT 9530
JCHIBRI . (3) AR 1B 45 F AR SR TR 1B 25
FCI, MBS &L, SR TR IE%
H{4(Bowen et al. ,2018) . WiX—LHTERH T
TEAR 15 45 3514 5 e A R4 59 9 in T e 5 RN 4015
FOFEBL BT (L 2 ) SR ICRE s B 0 . (4) 17 4 MR R AR
WD IZ IR 515 MR ERA 5%, T 5 1R 4 RN
% (Hamann , 2001 ; Sharot & Phelps,2004 ) .

&I P P R RC IS AT BE R A7
TCAZ B AL/ SR BT B - Al e (1) e R — i 1] 5
i (Mather & Sutherland ,2011) ; /& 25 #1523
AT R H R R 8 2 A A i L, (LR IR AR
HEHIFRHME (B SAFE) iICIZ RN Lo YRS 4
I E B R R BN, gOoP A5 BT £11
Wh R RS E L RS L, BRIk
(2) FEAR 1F 45 3 3% 1 = 28 98 R 3% ( Fredrickson &
Branigan,2005) . TR B4 T, B R HEETE
R SR A2, TR BEHAR B ; T AR 15 24
TIET , 4/ TE T 0 B AR 7 X L o 3 R A B ) 4
BT,

X B[R] AR BLRE S R A [ PR A2 A B BUASE
A, R IR IR TR SR W 5 1 15 2
R R A IR IR B S R R SR BT Mo 2
BT RIESE38 3 2o 0 TR — 7 4R U Y B AR A5 A7
fitf RS BB B H He O LA B iR B B IE B SR it
XH#
1.3 % Fhe TH— AR PBEA

AL B2 A B L i ek =
VL HF AR IE AR 2, {ELR: G0 e (58 R 52 o B R 1 8 3 4 52
BRI R BTk, — BRI B A
RS . 22 S50 fIn A O 30 o %o 4o ) 20 28 S B 445 51
WIS, B TR, AT R AR R
—>0—1 KSH, AT HOATE SE IR SS 51 19
TR A HIF FE 40 IT (Riefer & Batchelder,1988)

FiAE— IR BB B B 2 TN LA 5 Hh i) — 12
B RER Sy o AL B B T RC I
il R I R BUL R 2 B TR, FE MBI IR IR
HEE R R AR BB, B iksids > £



FERBHIM

XL R EHATICC I, MR EREWA TEE: Al
EHZBT B AIZ R BT B . RiE 2RO 2R 2
PR 2RI ; Ja & W i 0 2 3G R o
—NENE , BRI RN 5 H w2 B 55— MG
WHE SR B i B ML R B2 R, H I8 5
AN E 38 B H EZERR ML R E, 48 B H
W42 R D T2 28 W42 5 5 B, $8 i) B iy |42 3 37
Xif Y — R, TR AR R AL s E, 48 52 B 6 B
A XS H ) — A, [T R MR MG B 98 H
Hy B2 5 M, TR 2R M2 ) s Eo 48 B B RIAZ K0,
[FIR R M2 R T @ X — 2R G R B A
WESE o MBS r, X TREUSGFERS
B B8 s AR XA LS, (EL PSR TR B SR O
KA SEC w X ARSI AT
ATE—HL, Wi AE B IR AN TE — 2 S 241
I:35 H HEIZ 5 R R EMCZ I3 m A, 2501
PR BEEIIE | s . S35 008 80R 2K W
GIRMRERWT
P(E)=ar(1-1)+ a(l-r)s’(1-1)
P(E,)) =arl + a(l-r)s’l +(1 -a)u’
P(E,) =2 a(l -r)s(1-5)(1-1)
P(E,) =2 a(l-r)s(1-s)l +
2(1 -a)u(l -u)
P(Es) =a(1-1)(1-5)*(1-1)
P(Eg) =a(l-r)(1-5)° +
(1-a)(1 -u)’

PR E A — RO RS TR B UKDt
STE5R o Rummel 55(2016 ) ff I A — SR UL BY GE
B S 17 3t T U, R A TE A A B R R B B 5 A o A 2R
AE B SN, RCE R N BTG F R R AR TE
BB Bt (Riefer et al. ,2002; Riefer & Batchelder,
1991) ; [a] B &5 B & 2 R & T iC 12 B 72 6 B Bt
(Kiipper — Tetzel & Erdfelder,2012) , D) 2 & B3N
( bizarre effect) % 4 751012 B B BT Bt ( Reifer &
Lamay,1998)

IS 2 00N TA—FE SR USRI R
PHEEICIC I, DL BRI B & i e i &
ERBTEB . PR E T AT KR —RIE TR
M, LI R ETIEE R LR — i gukiR
B B PUPURE 4517 % FTE AR 15 28R X, 2R BT
233k BETR) Xt 5 L A R IR 45 1 i i i ARR
TEEFIERIE S . TEIREE R 235 Ml Emt
PR, FFE SR C X B R, RIE G R

WERE EEMMNMAHCIZ RN AR 61
5
X G

D

[CA D

S,

o -E

XD

= :

D

D
= B
T

Bl SImIA—FHERER
H:E, = H B BIZMK R BUZE KT E, 46 B B 1E
LRI TR R BRI E, = B2 B b EHZ iR R iy
—AMEE , TR PR E, = 20 A i B2 %
B — AN, R R R EMZ R G Es = B B 2R, T
KRBT E = B B 2R, F R &2 B2k
W a=TfES40r = RIS s = WIXTFRAEAL LD, H2
PIMAE R BUT A TE— AR s u = R P MRS
HFEEFEAE A, BN IE R SR B A — R =R ;
I= B HIEZSLR ML Z RS EE,
J& » B X ER X B2 - B H A2 2R el
2o RIGH KGR E—Efii A MultiTree 2 {4
( Moshagen ,2010) LA#EL& 25 DU AR —#7-fiff 32 UK
A, MWgk1S 8 i A Big B S E: LR —T 1
R AR 45 TR 1 At ™ SHOM“ S2H S48 TR TS
SR A" SECM IR S8 T P R
WAB LR IR TR 1 At SECR RIS
B ARG I P AR B A SO 1R
B 2%, @it MultiTree %% {4 ( Moshagen,2010 ) b,
BG4 ICRIE RIS 4L i M S B e R
RMSHE TR R R E LI R E AL A
i/ BRI B
2 EZ— . FEEHFLIZABEFRE. RN
2.1 Fik
2.1.1 #k
N BRI R GG ), MK Rief-
er #1 Lamay (1998 ) & Rummel £ (2016 ) fWF5T, ffi
PR 25 T0UAN W 1Y 20 A 8K 44 MultiTree ( Moshagen,
2010) HHZH R Hr P 6E , 40 4~ H iR 240 WL
AT AFRAE 0. 90 MG i#ae 1o
05 53 ZARHE K BE 18 7, 435 4,
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VAR 19.53 & (FRrEZEN 1. 07) , gk K T0HE
MBI 58, B O AT, HA B IERL T IE T o

N T BRI B R0 TR G R R B4, 72 4
WG )5, B e M=% R AR SR
(FAEF, BESF,1984), BEHER (HERRK %,
2005) , MBS (FY <,2017) R REE R
M B ER A B BHR I SR BARR A S kAR
TREBIRIHTH . BSEBMER T 4 T PHAH LT
b
2.1.2 SEAHS M

THPPRIEA 12 XPUETXT, A1E 6 X IE
ZR% I 6 X IE ARG A% o T B LRSS John
(1988) BYTR LR 1A TR BRI . O T Al — 34 F
HRE RIS IR B AR RHR R AP, 3835 30 4>
Yol B —MATE B AEE B AR B bk s 4
MY ARG, K A% (] B RBRAE A T I o PR
MZERINR 1 P BR T BUWR B EE R FH R (5 2
Xl B RN AT AE B 2= A, R E R
BRI RIP MR Z B REZES, [N,
AR AR BRI Z A FTE R E £ R

x1 KRR GERIEETHFE
WIESFE  BURIENE  HIREE ¢ p
MM 6.43(0.17) 2.41(0.19) 98.00  0.000
Wi 5.24(0.14) 5.23(0.11) 0.15  0.88
PEME  5.31(0.15) 5.27(0.14) 0.72  0.48
EAkME 3.51(0.11) 3.56(0.13) 1.03  0.31
Btk 4.37(0.13) 4.29(0.13) 1.48  0.15
EBME 5.85(0.16) 5.98(0.14) 1.31  0.20

TRAEAT GG B EF I, FF A T LR
SSEEEAEAT . EHAPRLET E - prime2. 0 3t &
o PUAATE & R KRR A8 8 20 55em Ab, BN
280 17 FF 33N 1366 x 768
2.1.3 SLIERF

TSR & PR, LYo 2E X B B A
I BL, 22 B Bofe i 2 3 12 X PGE RN H R EiT
FEX LA WA B A E PR - B b 25,
B8 i B2 BT 2 AETE , FIZR B , B )
YOA R BT AP B — A, YA 22X
B3 —AAE

BEXHAE BT FRA R R, TR RAATER T
SR8 T, BRNEREANAC, WAHEZE
) B AR o X R R BRI 1] 7 B
P RIRTERR AR B + 71 B (SR gl 2T

—TAXT) o TR IRLN AR 1R X REATL 2 31 EL AT [RI3%
Wi X S S 2 A BB

BB ARG, BT B A 2 4B ) 100
AN =80 . SR JE HE A SR R B B, B
52 B B FHZIE, SR 5 R R 2L, A
RAIMHERET 6] 3 4040,
2.2 %%
2.2.1 g EMZiiR

B H B2 B B @ 13 3R T A B2 8 B RE
MBI R, BRIBZIIE A f B2 B
2782 KRUEZE 2. 52 TEIRAE 45 1RIE B H [RMZ 8
ABOEYIN 6,31 FpiEZEN 2. 29, B Z (8] (K22
BH(48) =3.13,p=0.003, W E N 0.63, X
FW AR BB IE W A B B2 8 S T
WA 28RN
2.2.2 LREBEMZMIR

LR ML B R 2 & 2 I A
Bl BUREEINIESRREIZH B0 % 4. 96,47
HEZEN 1,16 AR IS 4118 28 R 2 B N BOF 2
Fr:3. 69, ARELE N L 31, MBEZEMERE R ¢
(48) =6.49,p =0. 000, W& 1. 03, XM, Bk
BT B B 4 A R R B B S T IR IE %
.
2.2.3  ZIINTH—FE G IR BT AT 45 5%

BB A B B2 R B2 RN
MPT SRS A2, 25 R 3K 2 Fiw .

FE—IRBURBEIE S M EHESE a,r,s,u,l,
BARMFRIIZEA 6 MR, i MPT BRI B H
BER O, FHFEXT MPT AT S AR, Rummel
(2016) 5S4 1 RL T 3R 7E B B FHZFZe & A
22 BB, R A 52 B B B F2 )5 ST
Bi#E AR IFZ, WA B B B2 B i el R =45
B, R AR Z 18] 7= A R S RN AR FEE . S
1 BMEB T 0. 045, NTAE AT B i M 0 48y
1, ZEF AW RAMERMRE, F MuliTree 2K
4 ( Moshagen ,2010) %t MPT LRI 317 S50 Al i1, 45
Range 3 fia, b B 2 44 T IERHL& B
H:G*(1) =2.55,p {H A O. 11 EMAELE KB TH
BERIPGRER 67 (1) =0.44,p {HH 0. 51,5 £
BB ST B A BT o

X} MPT R FSE RIS HH T B, Hh S
Ba ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁ—(AGz (1) =73.78,p =0.000),
B, AT U 1 45 E 70 B S TR
R AE B IRE R . X455 A H 2 RIZR &R R
ERMBH—, BB r ZRFARE(AC(1) =
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2.34,p=0.13) , XXM, FUAXPUR T RIEKIC
LRI AR IS SR B R A 1
ST HARENSE s MBE o, EWAL L

FF T IEHRAR/N, A2F 0.00 ~0. 17 Z 8], Rl 72
ARFGH  AAEREZES . XUAEPITRRE.

F2 LR XB_HABIZERSHE

v 33 E, E, E, E, E, E,

R AANE 176 5 5 13 63 32

! HRIAE 120 10 17 27 42 78

FRIFE 151 9 10 15 56 77

” MR 120 4 13 20 70 91

*3 IR IR _STMIHMSHET
i a r s u ¢’ P
R IIE  0.86(0.02) 0.72(0.03) 0.038(0.02) 0.17(0.04)  2.55 0.11
el EMAE  0.64(0.03) 0.66(0.04) 0.17(0.04) 0.15(0.03)  0.44 0.51
N IR 0.72(0.03) 0.70(0.03) 0.08(0.03) 0.09(0.02)  0.16 0.69
a2 WEFFEE 0.66(0.03) 0.58(0.04) 0.09(0.02) 0.10(0.02)  1.215 0.27
2.3 itk 3.1 Fik
SER—SREN], BREEFEXN K A m Rz 3011 gak

LRI T IHRAE LR X —25 R R R
I AR 1% 28 1 B0 32 4248 1) ( Chainay et al.
2012) , th5 Thompson %5 (1996) A& W57 —3, Bp
1 B AEARENZ o AR AE 45 2 14 1) (B2 3 e 8 TR AR
TELEEF R EMZ, [FRf 5 Kensinger (2009 ) F f##
—E, SRR &SR L, BB S et T
YA EAEI L, B R RIEA R HWRIEE
HEL ARk (Estes & Adelman ,2008 ) Fil“ M L
JofBi” (Larsen et al. ,2008) . A& AN 1F %
R A TR B4R T, J5 WA, &
TH LM R E IR 25 R B b b TR, IR 5B 4R
k.

ZIINLAY 73 4 3K B, BRI 28 1) 0 iy ie A2 AR
PR TICIC BT B, X — TR Es R e T
“THE S 4TS sR MR 1% ( Kensinger et al. ,2007) ,#%
TR R AR 28 S 1F i B B2 T 05 Smbd i L
T — 348 8 A7 3 T 7% 900 A B A e T 2 119 4 5%
b, TATE 5HICER R T M T R T &
EB . X—4 85 Nguyen I McDaniel (2014 ) X}
“FFR—H AL Y R R — B, X 5
B — BURAF G R e A2 L5k B T H 4
TG
3 KT REMBRIZABREFR RN

RS 53 M0k, KEE R 5% —H
Mo Ho 5420 &, o4 33 &, FHFERN
19. 32, bR 0. 99, BRI TOKE Mg I3 58 , #
FAEFITF, B ARG ER S IEF . RHW 2R
ICHE R = B8R IR 2 R A
3.1.2 MR 53R

SCERORHMIRE B 43 TR 45 T B R R Hp ke
o HIFE IR T Kurdi 55 (2016 ) B OASIS E &
4,5 & R T MRC .03 iE 5 404 B (Wilson,
1988) . B R 43 Wik BURIE 4 B h R AR 1% 48
B R, BEUAFRHE R R IE 4 B R (3 > 5.0,
3.5<MAfRIE <5.0); HRIE B R (54 <3.0,
3.5 <MAPREPF <5.0), ZFHERIEY], WE MR
MERDE, MHREEZRAEE, 715K EBRR
HEH7 1450 < Bk <700;450 < B &4 < 700,450 <
BN <700, K FSCRIABIF R DUE RS , HH 5
30 AR A R BT B R FRGE
P R A XA B R B A T AN . Z R R A
TR B 28 PR IR TR B 28 2R 3R T 1 P 1) PR ARPAE
AEAEREER ., LR MBI NE 4 Fix.

S5 T S PR B R T A AN BE B R RS
A
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F4 LB TEFAEVREHE

FFIE BURIFEE  THRIFER ¢ P

WMHr 5.73(0.43) 2.40(0.39)  10.87 0.00

2R B 4.23(0.35) 4.18(0.37)  0.23 0.82
BORME 5.37(0.24) 5.34(0.24)  0.31 0.76

HARPE  5.14(0.36) 5.01(0.32)  0.87 0.39

. W& 5.12(0.35) 5.11(0.27)  0.03 0.98
e MHr 4.79(0.30) 4.77(0.19)  1.18 0.24
B2 5.10(0.17) 4.96(0.20)  1.70 0.10

EBEME 5.47(0.19) 5.58(0.13)  1.12 0.27

3.1.3 ZEBHBF

55T — 2L, TESC TR A M SE I R
HATERRFAN R 2 IE LB R 3 B 8h, BR
RS E R WE R REE2RPHEFEEN T #
Bh BLREEICC X SN . BEEERFER AL
B+ R BRI + 7 FHET
iR G EE

Dunsmoor £ (2019) BFR A, KA Lkl N
85 LE PR 5 R O A DB B BT, IR e e A &
R, B, TRIFE LIS iR Xy 5y
ke (EL BT E SRR RS R 184, LR
MHZ B BRI 8 B s (X, 2, 1) B AR 0 )G
Fillo

SRR e s, gOl e B 2 24Py 100
A =80k . )5, TR 3 4ree B B EHZ.
SERVE ,HEA 3 R R BEMLH B .
3.2 #XR
3.2.1 A EHzmEg

B H [BMZ 858 D a1 (B2 1IE 5 3R] 4
PR EEE T, s 3 B EHZ RO R .
6.51 , hrfiizE Ty 2. 38 IHIRIBLE AL T , P kiaiE B
i EZ BB B8 .5, 30  FREE R 2. 57, B &
ZIE ) ZERH:1(53) =2.76,p =0. 008, KL &
0.49, XK, X FRIRAE 28 5T ka1 E i
H i EZ B = TSR AB G N A B B2,
3.2.2 ZRMBMZIR

LRI B L R BHZ P IET
o BURIELIFERT , hH1aiE & & 2 ¥ 30F
Y1y :4. 10 BRAEZEN 1. 49 HIRIE R T, P i
B R EMZ M EOF38 03, 83 AnrfEZE 1 1. 52,
P ZIAZERN:1(52) =1.00,p =0. 32, XK
B, B3R FRAR G 25 PR3 T 185 I e R B2 S5 IH R
TEEIAE T ENRREAFEREESR
3.2.3  ZTUM T —AAE IR BRI M 4R

T BB AT GIE, 5 55k AR K

B L HEBC 0. 045, BRI FSEERUNE 2 Fim,

TR I BR S/ F BRI A B . 67 (1)
=0.16,p {67 0. 69 ; N IR IF 46 TR A5 T YR AL
HER:G (1) =1.22,p {HN 0. 27, JEHIBFIEREE
TMERILE B . SBMMTHEIE 3 FiR.

] MultiTree 32047, 24 a FIEBEE R
(AG*(1) =8.10,p =0.004) , XFH, PUATEFUR
B T IiCiZ e BB R TR EERE. &
Br WHFEBEER(AGC (1) =19.0,p=0.000),
XRY, WS WS 4 PR T IC IS R WAL T
THIRIER .

S s M u BEERETF 0. 00 ~0. 10 Z [H], T H.
HEARFGZAZERARE , XA TRERR.
3.3 i

SEH — M 4E R 3 T Martinez — Galindo 01
Cansino (2015,2017 ) By RFFE 45 2R  BUR AR 45 TR 55 42
PRI L, EX SRR I THE 45T
JCH BN, SRR T X SR I E5E  BRRIR
& 3 W 2 LR B H BT A R ICC R X
— BT R TIHEEF RN SRR EE . X
CERW S FHE R AE 5 TG 5 B M s
15 U T R B in T ( Sakaki et al. ,2011) , T To-
yama 55 (2014) BFF8 B0 T P AE 4 45 R - 1
WAB A b PR RS (1 B B RN, T AR 1 45
WEARE I TR AT AR A . X HE— 2D R
7 F B IERE” EICI LB P IFE R

ZIWIN TR 3 TR B AE 4 2R 58 b b v
HICIIRE R TR AR T B, X — S5 R 5 1%
253 55 P ERP /Y40 & — B ( Kiefer et al. , 2008;
Martinez — Galindo & Cansino,2015) . S5{HRIEZIF
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Memory Enhancement Effect of Emotional Valence:
Storage or Retrieval Advantage?

Guo Junjun', Yang Lei' ,Kuang Ziyi' ,Zhao Qingbai' ,Hu Xiangen'~
(1. School of Psychology, Central China Normal University, Wuhan 430079 ;
2. Department of Psychology, The University of Memphis , Tennessee 38152)

Abstract : Emotional valence and emotional arousal are two dimensions of emotion. Emotional memory enhancement effect indicates that
the memory of emotional arousing events is better than that of non — emotional arousing events. However, there is still a debate on which
of the positive emotional memory and the negative emotional memory is in the dominant position. Emotional word pairs and neutral word
pairs were used as experimental materials. Experiment 1 explored the memory advantage of positive or negative emotional words ; Experi-
ment 2 explored the memory advantage of neutral words in positive or negative emotional environment. Under the two experimental con-
ditions , the free recall under positive emotion was better than that under negative emotion ;the storage — retrieval model of multinomial
processing tree used the results of experimental free recall and cued recall to separate the advantages of storage and retrieval. The results
showed that the positive emotional event memory advantage occurred in the storage stage, while the positive emotional environment mem-

2

ory advantage occurred in the storage and retrieval stage;the positive emotional event memory bias supports the “post — stimulus enco-
ding enhancement hypothesis” ,while the positive emotional environment memory bias supports the “arousal — biased competition hy-
pothesis” .

Key words: emotional valence ; storage ; retrieval ; multinomial processing tree



