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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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WA N BTENE, BB R E LR M N ER ., Pan
1 Hu(2022) R IR T SCATAE AT IRIE 2
HEGI ANPGRS A T AR E SR .
SR, XA A BRI AT A2 ERE
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e (1) RIS X B 5075 5 (2) S256 82 it i 5
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W ARIC AR TR 1 (B RIR BRI T o B LR AR =
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Unkelbach & Stahl,2009), B TEE, Hib#HI\FH
AL BB A B R I S M B SC R, 40 - (A M
BELFR 5% = M8 A% (Reber & Schwarz,
1999) 3& & #%7 (McGlone & Tofighbakhsh, 2000 ) ,
WA, i P B 5 W 3R B RO [R) AR, N TE 2R
(Schwarz et al., 2021 ), E ¥ ( Iyengar & Lepper,
1999) . H{Z(Schwartz & Metcalfe ,1992) .44, (Jaco-
by et al. ,1989) , X SEHFFE Ay i LI i 4R AL 1 JH]
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SERGRL AR T 0 — RO RO T 0 i TR R 2R R R
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{ Dechéne et al. ,2009) . it B 7E 3 Fi 45 () 51) 2
AR Z (B T P 22 AR /D, R T A R LA
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7T 000, S55RFRW, W H B (REFIR) K
T H AR (LiFESR) . Garcia — Marques 5
(2019) BERPASHE A FI R AT E LMW, bE
J& 3L B X SRR R T AW, 5 R R IR B R
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FRAF R /), 33 e 5% 108 B AT T AR 98 52 By i 4
5 51 )G B 3 Se i L ROAR MEHETT L3, R
Bk zSe A SIHE B,
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LHIECR LB PR AE R, T3 1 U 1 1 AR T
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I, AR B T Rl P A B S 2 (7] 1998 TR R
% ( Brashier & Marsh, 2020 ), Unkelbach 1 Greif-
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HEAFHWP R MRE. RIEX R, m
KRR E M, AT AW H 5omid
M 2E D EE I T AT . HE BT B
W43 3] 1) R0 56 B WP I 15 A 1L ( Unkelbach , 2007 )
A AR R TR BRIR 238 R i ( Unkelbach &
Stahl,2009 ) , AR E 5L 800 kKA T i 5%, B TE 5
Gy E B AR, X R E SR T RS A
ISA M RIS A, W] DATSOEE X TR A 55 (W AR
B B A 3 W& B TR HERS AR AR B R (Scholl et al.
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2014 ;Silva et al. ,2016) , IAb, XFP¥F I H
HEFLMERRNNEBIN (Fazio et al. ,2019)
EARK MEWAAEES, BUFRE P T ZH 8
ASLI B ER , W & 1105 22 5 3 A 38904 A~
Wo GREM, BARZHNRI D BUR B E LR
N AR S — /N A N ELR R 1 A7 T L SO
(Schnuerch et al. ,2021) , TEALAZEAAAT, AfTH 2
2o TR B R W A BRI TR R W B
( Corneille et al. ,2020) , % 5 ) B LR W HR4t
TAHHERWS . B2, Mint AR BRI B 34
B, (ELRE S Rb AR T 9 U R A0 TT A2 20 155k B, AR
oLl )15 T B R 5 Bz A
R ZRFE A N B H R =
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PERETE U _E A R AR 1B B, 2 150, o T
1% AR SRR , AT AT BB IR Ry SRR (W 22 7
T T AR AR 2 T Y, T A 2 B g A 3 AS B B 3
P ( Landwehr & Eckmann,2020) ., X — 3 15 GE 15 2
— BB S (N T SRR, BV IR RE S SRR 1 T
E AN K4 I 244 A (Jacoby et al. ,1989)
SN R P A N FE SR EFE R G
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BRIk T R R 52 2 8] (4 IEAH 56 A A 26
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(2022 ) WA 18 R HL I A2 B SE A% 0 B Al . B4R
B R IFRAR 15 B 3h X B SE RN 2 Wil , AE A ]
HIRFSE R, AR IERR 2 (PR — AR ) SRR E
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TERRE KR E LR BN, A fr e — 85T o
3.4 Am TR E A ZAUH
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WA FER BN 187 5 L (Wang et al. |
2014) ; Ik, PRC if ¥ K i SO 12 g SCH
(Bruffaerts et al. ,2013) ., &5, ZEPEME LS N &IE
2RSS, PRC XF X435 3 i ( B in T ) Fiok
JBBHIE X EB EXTHEE (Gomes et al. ,2019 ; Wang
et al. ,2014) . 1 Wang &£ (2016) #3% T PRC X} &
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4 B RE/RESREE S EFER

TLIHTR I, AR B SE S5 N e AR ) T SRR
TEAS [7) B S B ek (A 0 7T B9 R T 2 7™
Fri) ([E] B E] (L ED L — LA ) T AR AL F]
T IXFPR ( Dechéne et al. ,2010) o % TIRRL RS
SR E RISE E , ok B 2 MR & T 1R R
W R R R B L. R MR EENUT=
AT AT TERER : (1) {5 B RHAE , BN Al 1
5 R WA FHE, 55HE A5 B B B R E 5 8
KIET(E R R IER A F 45455 (Calvillo & Har-
ris, 2022 ; Henderson et al. ,2021; Lorenzoni et al. ,
2023 ;Nadarevic et al. ,2018,2020); (2)fE 8. T,
TR LIRS R BRI NE BN Lelgmidid 2, @
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H(ETEHWRTES) R EEEER LG
E. (Brashier et al. ,2017; Calio et al. ,2020; Garcia —
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AFENTEA W FR S GA R RS R IRRESE
( Brashier & Rand, 2021 ; De Keersmaecker et al. ,
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al. ,2016 ;Newman et al. ,2020a; Sasaki et al. ,2023;
Stanley et al. ,2022) ,
4.1 13844

A WFR @I et a] A (G BRI A
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X FEAR MR L SE R A2 B — 8 WSR2, Hen-
derson 5 (2021) RGBT [H] FR I [A] ( SLBP ., —
R—BAR—D), U RBRE KPS & ®
AT LA I (R SR At . 5 2R R B, AR A st i) ] R
PN ERAEAE R (B SO, (R I ROM e 25 B 4 B[] A2
RGNS . AR AR N EE A ) R B (E S T RE L
K E] N E R {5 S A K,

Nadarevic % (2020) & T {5 B kIR FIf5 ¥ .
RS BAE B 2 BUE N B S W ) (] i 2
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IR BRI T RIS B 15 BRI A TE R A5
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ST B B SE M, TR A —BUWE B
DTN ES . G EEIIE (A TN R E
F)YBE WA N, Calvillo 1 Harris (2022) Wj %
B, B AR AR LA TR R R A R B 25 1, B R
B LKA MR I E PR ER L. Lorenzoni
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SERONE B /N TR SR T .
4.2 481
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L, BRI A S, R HER M WAL
PEVEL, 24— 00 m AL S B0E WS ) R IR Bl R A
RS, AR ESLNIH R T o Nadarevic il Er-
dfelder(2014 ) B3R g iAAE B U A Rk B B 3247 2%
R S W) B S, A5 R R BRTE 10min f) %42 8T ZE
RHIEARAEBRETLHNL . LI, Brashier 5
(2017 ) HBIF AR B SR T A 12 Aol P A RIS © S 5
B 7 — ARG TE MU MER I (45 ) B B0 W B SR PR
%), EERFRAECT HMI H L/ T B, X
PR FERF LR 5 IR AR A 5o

I3 — SRS O E B AL HITT in T .
4, Garcia — Marques £5( 2017 ) 53R ¢ 8 28 TR ¥ Bt
AMLHEAT B SR HIWT , A TR B2 A5 B R TR T, i
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A0 S BT AS A 515 /) L S PR AR T B , iR A
AT B R R E SN, B TR R TR W By
LXK B R0 , 45 SRR B X Ry A W S I g T
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IR T AU L i M i g, B RRAR T B SERO , AL
R ATER G R LRSI FE L.
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RSTREE , BASRU, Bt 5 1 T B SR i A R

W BB ARHE S T HITRR F i) R L B
TGRS S B SROR R 5 H AR R . A%
VFMR2 , M T IR Sl , 1 4o 55 1 30353000,
M5 B RAHB R AR IR SO G o 7 B S8/ . H
R, EEE LB RELBILRE ZIMNERAT AL,
PSR B 3 AR AT BT e 1 S o ME 4 P ( Karani-
an et al. ,2020 ; Wahlheim et al. ,2020) ,{H.27E 5 1
PR RIS, BORT B 97 A L S8 e i T A
HRG AR A R HEEIF A ES,
MFELETHERAEN, MEAELIINGEEMS
ZEI# Wi, Pennycook 4 (2020) WIBFFLR M, RE
BT AR N L5 = W AR U MR
BEREARAATAY el S8 88 0 A = R B (H AT
SN AR BRI B b 056 Sy B LA B TR 3R
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Sh¥LZ 1, Brashier fil Rand ( 2021) &4 T X A
TR 0 U B 4 R Tl A 5 2 IR M 1R 5K 4K
BLo BERKIL, T AR A 6B IETH 192 28 P Ik
P&, BEREHSIRFAN. £EELSH5HRIHIR
TH BB R MBI B A, X e wt sk 4,
SRM , Garcia — Marques 28 (2016) i@ 2R & 5EHTE
E SRR 0 — B Rk B A RR T T B R S
5#E#T B ZH(KPL) B R E L AW (&
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INHIZ 18, De Keersmaecker 25(2020) i@ oL 7 Wi
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BERZ M, Sasaki 48 (2023 ) /7 T Bk 1) 300
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HEMR AN RIREME] T i —E g .
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B R Ak BT R BE T 2 B A o
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Repetition Induced Truth:The Role of Fluency in the Illusory — Truth Effect

Jin Xiaokang
( Faculty of Psychology, Tianjin Normal University , Tianjin 300387 )

Abstract ;. Compared to new information ,information that has been repeatedly exposed to it will be considered more true. This effect is

called the Mlusory — truth effect. This article compares several theoretical explanations of this effect,and believes that processing fluen-

cy—the relaxing experience experienced in the process of cognitive processing—is the most basic and concise explanation. In addition,

we further clarify the cognitive mechanism of processing fluency in terms of when fluency occurs, why fluency equals reality, the connec-

tion between fluency and emotion,and the neural mechanism of processing fluency. In addition , the false — true effect is very robust. Al-

though some methods can effectively reduce the repetitive effect,there is still no way to completely eliminate it. In the future , we should

explore how to effectively avoid the impact of this effect on people from the perspective of intervention.

Key words: repetition ; fluency ; illusory — truth effect



