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Abstract

Joining the ecological self reference processing tasks into the self reference memory effect is to
explore whether the memory is priority as that in the individual self-reference and the group-
reference. The results from the experiment showed that: ecological self referential processing task
and semantic processing task did not differ in recognition rates. However, “Remember” judgment
rates were significantly higher in ecological self referential processing task than those in semantic
processing task, which reflected the promotion of ecological self reference on memory.
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Table 1. The subjects’ recognition rate and R/K judgment rate of different processing tasks
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