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Modality Effect in False Memory in DRM Paradigm
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Abstract: The researches on modality effect in false memory stemmed from studying on mechanism of false
memory. In 1998, Smith and Hunt firstly reported and defined the modality effect on false memory, namely
there is a lower false recognition to critical lures following visual presentation than following auditory pres-
entation, which was followed by a number of experimental studies. The researchers introduce and explain the
mechanism of modality effect in false memory from the view of encoding phase and retrieval phase, and
analyses roles of some factors, such as age, loudly reading, and divided attention, on modality effect in false
memory. In the end, the researchers put forward that modality effect in false memory could be further studied
by using other experiment paradigms and using ERP or brain imaging technology.
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1. DRM R EIRICIZIRIEY R AR

1995 4, Roediger Al McDermott 3 £ T Deese(1959)
A ST T2 SRS BT I IR, A AT T i
FHIF 7 AR A Deese-Roediger-McDermott(DRM)
iz, 7E DRM JExUHF FA R ICIZ I, P2t
#0571 Roediger #11 McDermott(1995) I sZib FL )y, Bz
1B BRI W oz I 7 SRR 2 o) — e SCTR] 3R, 48
JEAEMES T B LA S B0 75 s AT B IH AR o J5 Rt
B I FIF IR AL IR R IC I AT AT,
3 IS5 AR AT, MR IX L R A 4
T8 2 [A] B LA A 9T Y A2 R . 1998 4, Smiith A Hunt
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it DR

B KR ¥ DRM Ja b A3 3 S5 0
R IUHAT T EREICE, AT T 3, SRR
PR S I ST AR B, AT LA 28 PR A SR 5 1]
PR 1R R AZ AR R RO, T 2 ST I H I TE R 1R SO E
R NVILING & Sp- 21\ P W SR = SR TEIR vabis Ik 7 i b= 7 1 3
& AT X —EAL S FA I SG B P [EZ H, B
TEAL G 2 2138038 A R0 17 W SRR T W 0 27 ) T (1)
R 2 R A0 7 1 8 3B 08 (modality effect in
fase memory), MULEIK T 55T DRM Ju A iRidiZiE
T8RS — FR B SLUERFF 9T

Maylor 1 Mo(1999) |15t AH e B 78 25 3, I
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P2 SR SR Wl M R R A s T e ), BDOG
W IR AEAR B 5630 A AE T e P Ber v, A o > 3 LT
W ) S BUE R R A . N TS Smith #1
Hunt(1998)#t 7t 15t AN R 4518, Maylor Al Mo(1999)
INHIX ] REAE TS g W AN E S 801, BARATTSE e
R B I8 SR I T B N i, T Smith A
Hunt(1998) WK B 1 4 1 [l e it &txd b Tin A [F] B
F 4%, Gallo. McDermott. Percer Fil Roediger(2001)
E 3 A S5 H 73 50l SR FI AR A BT A K ) v itk —
AWEIT T R BUEE R AR LRI, 45
SRR A AN 0 56 I W o 2 ) EEARL O 2 2 72 A T B
FEE R RN, T B P B A e B I AR
T RN PR, AEAE T U FR A IS b IR K LA
EE RN . AT LB 24, A2 i3 E RO
CLAAER B AR 9250 5 (R BT 5T 45 LUIESE, XL
BT 7 B, 4 0 52 T30 T 1 A X A R B K 1) 5 T (Mao,
Yang, & Wang, 2010; Gallo & Roediger, 2003; Kellogg,
2001; Smith, Lozito, & Bayen, 2005; Pierce, Galo,
Weiss, & Schacter, 2005; Smith, Hunt, & Gallagher,
2008; Rummer, Schweppe, & Martin, 2009; &%, #
BR, AR, R, 2008; Rk, XI#IES, 2008).
{H/&, Smith, Hunt £ Gallagher(2008)7£ 4> #7 1 K& %
T ICIZETE BNV TR B AR, REREA
[F S = KA TR A T AR ICAZ BB TE RN,
R JH T8 RN B RNMEANFIAIE T o & AR, HE A
—EESEAETN, ASEAE SIARS T G S IR S A
RICZ RIS, ATy DRM 520 2 > iE
XPEFRICIZHI A BRI, B DRM JE iR
1O T8 T O ) HH IR AR T AR 1 A

B 1 XA 5 P S I E AT T ARG s
RN BT 2 4, A AIE 500 f 38 FL A Jknt Tl 3
Nabeta Fil Kawahara(2006)#/F 71 1 HH i 5 fir i 38 18 f 4
BRACAZ HIFEE o Al AT F TR R & T 16 2K
il B SR (B A28 00 16 MIA, 3R 1t 256 DMITH) -
SRR SR B — 2 B A VAR BT T VRE,
W IREEAN AR E RO RE S I, JFAR A 20T
FATUH AT T A= BUCHHES, FERE— S0 b
BRIV A ERBEITH o A AT Bl 7 ) iE 5
MBS IEE AT 76, ik —Peald T i), 5
— PO AT A A 2], RS R B AT
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—ECE A BRI, BN AT A
S AT Ak S o A5 R AR BUAE AL B 27 3] S Rl 7 3] D
FAEETERON, RIUMGESE ST 26 AF T, b 6 i
AL LEALTE TG0 I B R PR SEAR TR e 27 S 25 T
AR 01 56 0 2 L ik i 00 56 B i o A BEAIR

2. DRM FEREIRICIZEIEM ARSI =

Al AUAE S U P E IR T, R 2 A A
FHJ IHEAZAT 55 A BAE T LB U o S DA 5 T (1)
(=17 A BN 7 THAF RS 2 5, (B 7E KB L2 0t 7
SGIBER Ve b & SR R K (= T k- 7 SRt VAL B
R G TR A TR ZAT S, S HELRE
T AU SLAZA S A AeT ARG 2 X S B OG TaAZ it 7
(OB ) A, P R B RO 38 T8 20N [ P TE AL )
i)

2.1 SRS ERBIX AT

Smith £ Hunt(1998) LA [X 1] 1% fii T (distinctive
processing) A 1 K fif B R R 7 RS RN o BT X 31
PRI TR R AR A 15 5 2 [ A7 AE I 22 e M BT dh AT 1)
T, WBAEAR I E R 5 15 N T (item-specific proc-
essing). Smith Al Hunt(1998)i\ /4y, £ DRM 1% )4
OB B, ST H R A E B2 L 2] 100 H 2 Wi
IR TR 5 5 N P A R B R K R AE X 4 T
K, BIgmAg—MILGE 2B H B2 T s — AN
ST H 5O AR 1) — AN B 5 1A A X .
T ELAAT 138 3= 5 AW 0 7 T4 1 B g BRI 17 5% 56
R T PR BRI T A 2 A B i R B I T e
bl H5Z M3, WEsRm, M N
PSR E R EINE R ZMMERITE, W
FEAE A B S R I E B R ) 2 R AR G AR
ME X —Z R, JCHE S 1A R mT Re AT X
SIPERIN T T XA TR, A RICZ S

A4k, Smith A1 Hunt(1998) A A4l 5t 5 B EL Ifr 3
SPUTEEL X 7 1 J5 RE T 5 L RR GRS 1 A
B IgRES, TTE EIR RE SR E S Y, B
B LI AT DL IE A RIS & P N 5 TR R G124 55
) 2 IR 5 EOE P R X o ok . mTRAUE Smith Al
HuNt(1998) 3¢ T4 15 117, J8 18 20N W £ A2 — Fh
2 TR MR N T
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Gallo %5(2001) W\ N, KAELEMIEREY B B2 HL R 3=
R RICAZEE RN R E EEMAER, A 1w H
X 5 J5 & 2 (distinctiveness heuristic) W 2 (Israel &
Schacter, 1997) K AR £ 152 B\ A IR TE 2508 o DX 1)
Ja R I 2 1 1srael Al Schacter(1997)#2 1), 84k
WG GRR IR SPS RE S X QNP =g P SN RTRR VA 7
Sy W2 A IR — SR AR R I g v i R
Fo IEZ, DR A& gt 2 Bl il A S T A FH )
—FPICIEAZ N L, 1K — PR O SR B e AR
DA B ik e s — AN 100 H & S w2 S

Gallo %5(2001) EA 7t & I A A FE AW w0 56 i e
I B 5 1] P T AL, 7 T i U6 T DU A R I A
I PRI RO o ALA-T 00 G ) P 27 >0 10 1 FEAW i I3 f 2 T
PRI I HEA B 1 X 2 DABR AR AR 1012 - AT
PR 24T A8 U6 BT, A 12X 5 AT e e P S0 M
TN TR B AR 52 3] R A B R TN, BV 0 56 25 48
AR T X0 E (RS EAZ 0T AT W 25 2, 1k
AR AR R EALSE (2 407 B Z WS S o5,
DR b A Xk B T e 2 i FH X — 15 R AR Z A R
A TR ST B B 2 I 4R R -

[, Kellogg(2001) 18 A 4 i P BT H i R ILAE F5
T [F] A28 3 S B 15 1A 0 B R B2 AE o R 1 N 2L
AR B ISR IR, ETE 1 3k [BHZ s R0
ZIBTERSITE R T o AAATE—AS S [EZ 005
5 1] B ST R B S I AR P g A F VR IE
FYFRFE, T SR A AE 102 R AR AR B [X 5
IEEE R, R T AR S HE I — AN S 5 1A A
Se 2 I E o LR 1Sk B2 AN 55 ZER0E 12,
SO T RV S gm0 A ) AR SR A DX 1 1
FRHE TR AR T, FUAE Ok B 2B E iR
TCAZIBIE RN R T . Gallo %5(2001) LA & Kellogg
(2001) Ff) S 56 45 AR SCHE TR AR, BIFERT IR ]
L ARVER R PO A R A ST 3 T N S R A I o B
I B S W T3R50 . Pierce, Gallo, Weiss #l
Schacter(2005) J it 552 56 5 11F B 7 2 0 56 19 5 0 o
T AR RIC LB IE RN I EH -

2.3 BIARBMERNXAMNT
Arndt Al Reder(2003) 518 T 4 g B B 1 5¢ RN
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AR R R G20 E RS 7 TR E A . ARATTIX
43 1 T H R 5 i T (item-specific processing) Al < &
I T.(relational processing) X} 48 iR 1CAZ AN [F 52T . B
PERUUSESE S C ML =00 R )5 %s S @ S RIS
FEXT I H Z (B 2 S RN L, RefEIUE A A
X1, R RE 8 5 mont 2% I I H RS B A Tk
FIN TR XS 7> 2 18] 5% 2 (SO B i, xS 2>
T H Z [AARAME I T, R — Sl o AR o SCEEAT
WO AR, DR G2 38 XS OB 75 1] (1) R A

(7] B A AT 58 3= 5 PR e S R A PR, T RR
SN TR N2 ARG R N . Rk, AR T IH
R P 0 T ) 5 2T SR AR B o0 2 ST T H RS B A
{18 [ s AR 2 S T H (R 9C Z N L, AT PRI 0T S
AR PN . T2 S I0H A I T
BRI 5 5 g R R B R, B
Lo S I 2 B it 27 2T T H RS i 11042, (R IRI H
ST R ARG BHILAZ, T 29800 % S8 15 1] 1
BRSO, T 1R 02 )38 T AR B A AR XA R 5
NP AE ) . Hege F1 Dodson(2004) 12 Hi 3% = 155 & 9
W 15 (impoverished relational-encoding account) 57
£ 7 Arndt I Reder(2003) WL 1, AT RICIZ B
IR B T2 2 X RIS B 2 1Y 5 Il H e P 0
T FPoxs 8 R A5 B EE KRG B i, R —
AT, FEER R ICZ Hh R 38 38 258 AT PAF 9% & m T
BCRE T HEZE 000 T3 n 5 BRIk R, A =R 288
S HET P (e ) D T

2.4. BIAMWD SR —H

Nabeta fl K awahara(2006)iz FH 1 5 5 fi i i 18 2
A7 THEFL, AT T 2 T B S MG B B s TE (1 —
M (congruence) 75 [ AR 48 17 1842 5 T ke 35 3 B4
FH, B 2225 50 500 56 0 2 — E B, X L SE A
(AL B i R PR i o 8 R PR A 22 B AIG, A AT
PR 2 2@ I8 S5 5 — B LR, rTelz A
TG B fih i 27 =) ok R P G A 1 26 R 2 HEBR AR
SR S GBI H , B R IUETE K — S 2 S5
R FA R — A EEREA .

Nabeta fll Kawahara(2006)i\ A AATTHIRE 7L 45 R 5
Tulving $2 H 1) 4 b5 45 55 14 52 1] (encoding - specificity
principle) & —Hi, RI&: 2] 505610 B ridEiE — Sk
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FEAERE R R R I AR R, XA — SR
A ST H 5 ST A [X 73T R 1R D PEARFAE 1) 2 2%
Pho XEFRE NI HOE L F2 ISR, 1
KT ENEA o« X —HIE — Bk RS R AU 3
VERCAE AR EHRACIZ R F B, ) HLA BE 2R 1 R
IR A B T R AR R A

3. DRM FERERIZIZEEYE T WEE
AR

3.1 ik

Smith, Lozito A1 Bayen(2005) LA k274 (S 2 4E s
20.4 B)RIZE NP 70.2 %) AMRIT 7T T 8%
[l 7, HRTE RS RS 22 57, 5 SR R I 27 ) AR
TS I EFER NS E R BARERFZ, T
TEZENG FIEA R R B2 R 8.
— R, BIME AR N RERMZ H AR 2 118 %
FRI B IEREIZ, HRFER A R iR
(7 RS RN AR TR A S AT R I T
INHIEE AT SR DX M 0 T B AT 5 20, RIAH
THBENTE, BHENZHT LA R H @ E BN &
DR A A AT T AT X 53044 Jim T 7 T A7 R A A R
Smith, Payne 1 Engle(2000) & BLE A & TAEid12) B
MAER N B B & TAREAZ) B AR N R 112
BABDMIEERNN .. —RUR, ZF AR THER
NIl & BA BRI TAECIZT . ke FENFE
I BIAE N T 55 7 T BRI 2 5 807E X 0 M m T 07
TR FFD PRI A, X E SRR B b AT AR RS2 4R N AR IR 12
TGRS T R o IXAESEPNFR FE R 1 AL R B )
DX 0 AR R AZ s R 1 B AR A

MARWEHZ AR R . Gdlo Al
Roediger(2003) AP35 % 20.5 % [4EiE NI 75 %
BN, LEAATTTE 5 2 SRR 2 5 S R gk
IT—/MENZ NG . FESEES Y, RIS, 10,
15 AN JRIRTI) L e 1] 3 1 2% >) I TE (W v« W) 35
RN BETT, 45 RRIER N4 NAFTEA R R R
P EERS, BIEIRRER NI T AR A
W 5 S R R IC AR T 5 ) o dedle () —/ME
HEFEVE R (inference paradigm) i 47 (1) B 15 101748 1 2%
NI 5 (Gras, Tardieu, Piolino, & Nicolas, 2010) 4 %
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P A NAEHERE )5 T A7 A2 BRAE B N — o RS 280
KA TS — A B 2N — 28 SR RE ST R
75845 o

32. wEHR

Cleary 1 Greene(2002)7F #1710 17 18 38 &4 B (i
FUARSRIA T IR A AT, BRI SRS
AR AR B DB S gwiD 7 AT, B2
BATEZNNE S i 730 T8 O R e AR I DG
i S AT RELL—Fh N EIE F M U RIA ok, BRIt
MRS 04 DUANERIE 6 77 X2 B (RPWT B 2 B0
MIRPRIIX 73 FEok . BITLA 4% STRPRL I S 315 305 D
51 AT B R gm AL 1) 7 AR SR BAR i P A v B ER 1)
Bizidiz.

KT XFER#EEE, Cleary 1 Greeng(2002)7E A1
(S50 S 2 2] A R R BLEE T WL, AR
DI B =R A . AATTTION, TR B
Y] 22 T B ABA T W B4t N KRS BH SIS 7R s SRR
PR 78 B 45 R AR R IC 2 2 D S G 4k i ot 2
PLAAE T A Z—FE s T HLB T X — AW
WHERA &5 H CUl A & Z X o — A NN ER A &
SN T8 1 75 2 S PRI, R T DATRUATE RS B
MR BRI 5 R AE T SR B A R
1017 o AEAATT R &5 SR A R T i 5 B 5T 3R R N L AR
b, 5 LI SC B 1] A B o R R R [EMZ AN R A
RIS A S B T A B, A BT o B
M5 6 S B 1] A R A2 AR T H AR A . X R BAALSE
2] R T LS BRI Az R B oA i iE
T 23 H B AH R X 502 I T H 5 R 2 1)
KERTEI . ORGSR R EARM, BONAA L R I
PR 5 I 2% A T 20 0 H o e (B g AZ) At
55 R BATRU ) R AR F 1 i T AR, BRI ACHTE
BRI 00188 38 R A T e AR AL, 7
AT BRI

3.3. EEKF

Pérez-Mata, Read fll Diges(2002)iz A~ [F] 4 i 1
R (Fh R i) 5 BRI PR 2 ANSRIR TR T AR A U
AR AN F UL E A R RN, R TR
Smith 1 Hunt(1998)Z Ll 25 &, EITERL I 2%
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T, HHRICIZHIR TR, (B NGB 2 UEIE
0 F2 208 LA H SR 2R M B RS AR S R B
PE A EE B ot BT T (2 3D () S 5 3]
R E LR PR AR, B A RS AL
o5 )R R B A 3] o T S B Rl Y B2k
Y, FERLE SR SIS AF T AR B2 S 26T R(IETT)
FIWTRI LR, T HIX —Z RAER 2 F TS
BHRo AT A ST B 2 O B AL T 4
B 52 ST H B A3 RE 7 LR ORIRIUN = A2 RE AT, A
VR FRAR 1 A ATIAE B2 X 25 ST 050 M S B 75 1) 2 18] i
X IREST -

4. BERRKMARE

N PAE O T A R AT I TE RN AT T AT
TN T EARACAZIE I N A SR R R R B, /]
PAUE, 2 Beas ST 00 H BTE SCRGE (R RN )R
I RS T T LB SR B HE I T AEEHR L
A RN AR R AVE . ARG RE T, X
ST RN T2 O 2 2 0 H RS X 0
1127 > T H AR 9% 28 I 2 5 06 AR A5 S0 17
Ao X 2 AR R A AR GRS R B, — T
RSB Bons &7 2) 0 H 22 18] 56 28 BN A4S R B 15 1) 15 =
HTH R RER, Rl ARSI, E
3 J7 HARGE 5 1 AT AERAS U B2 >) 4T (00T H Ry
SN, AT 22 3] AT X 74k, RBONAL o
TR RICIZAR T W 8 22 > o TR I 0056 B B A 0 7
HHRICIZIEIE RN 2 B . I £ 2 H
PR X 2 Sk LA B R SRk AT £
Ko IEQORIEIRIE R P, E Rl S AAT
B2 AR E AR TE S AR AL (A 0 7 28] ) S5 1)
(5 B AE), T A FE 7 A AR U D S (R RRAE X
AT DS A 5 B A o DRI 22 20 T H Y SR
TESRABL T B 1A A G 9 OO TE I, XA AT M T R
BT ONNAE, FIE RIS L . TR RR
WY, ] 2R (R A sl o B AT X B T 3R]
AR AT IO B it Xl (A5 A X 20 W
SIS 5L p P AL B PN BT 2 T 7 A
DL L S SR T 5 27 2] 2 A T X S B 5 1] R R A
T2 AT BRI, BHRACAZIE TE RN
A2 B A 5 BRI B VE 22 R I RE I . XA
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s - W IF 8 (Roediger, Balota, & Watson, 2001)[¥]
B, RIS CAZAMUA 2 B T8 SORERIH (1)
BOE SR, 1 H 2 BT RO AR IC A D
FEUN, G, RATES SIM BN EOE I TS R AR
D58 B BRI R R — SR T s A RIdAZ .
HET A, FRATIO 1510 17,088 T8 087 (1) B A A
FOLITITE AN, B —AN 5838 [ BB LR H iR 10
12383 BB ) = AR ML A B 25 T SE i I RE, XAt
MR IE 7R S 2 (R AT 2 — D R A DD A2 TE
RS PRI S i e AR T AW R LA 5 A Bl
PER: 1) ARRWE TR0 T8R4 1R 1 28T 8 T
FEIEH, AMXGREEAE KBz s s 2 — P e,
T HLZEAE A BRc A2 A 55 S A I e ZAT 55 i AT 4R
b DT BE G 5 37 i e A2 P 3 3 A2 () A ZE LA
TX0F T [ & AT I EAZ 5 K 1eAZ 2 ] R 3 ) J 2
BREEN . 2) AKHFT NI 5E I T H R 1012818 2%
NEARZMLI BT FT, B — D USCER AR DI H AR R fii
R E R LT SRICER M BEYE, M B S5 52 B
BURAFINLER B AR MU A 5] A B2, BE R N Hh B i
iR ICAZIBIE N, . RS — L F) L2 B R L B 7
CLZR 0 B 380 2 > - D0 5 5 X ) 5 2 (451 W L
JE BN, IR — AU T2 O U 2 R ) T
(Wilding, Doyle, & Rugg, 1995; Kayser, Fong, Tenke, &
Bruder, 2003). iz A= AT AAS BR 22 4R 57 A JA]
S IETE LA FR 7 U R IOAZ R IR E . 3)
HRHFFIE N ZIE DRM i3 2 A4S 1R 1012188
RN e R (R BIE AT, B AN 156363 2\ (category  associate
paradigm). 15 217 F i (misinformation effect para-
digm) [t i e AZ 38 T8 RN 1) /L, X AR AR A R L
1. WfERSE BT PE B 7 b i {E B 2
MoE LI, Flan— RIRTHEIENLIT vy B
Wi E MG . REHW AN 2 2Rt — R
HIVE F 15 B RIEAT I, 5 40— Bk sl — AN 1) 4 .
XA B AT R T A I 5 I AR A
AP BT ) T A 86 DX ) 2 ) 155 S R [R] 2%, IX W] e
PEIGIR TE BRI IER, BOARSE B e
TEANE T s BRI R BT X R AU X b,
T DA IR BE 2510 A9 H M R E, IR EIITIRAR
G FL . 4) AR FUIEROGVE DRM Ju XU R 1d4Z
T A AR R 1) . 211 & UL, DRM 6 =145 1=
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A T — M R IR T e e =, HEH
BB (1) JR) B . DRM Y 2 rh A2 i R o2 e 74
TR A R R F R, T X R ERRAE
Rk iR R g5 R 2R 1. FTEL, DRM SE R IR01Z
FRRE T RO 7R TR R OCHRR B) “HRNT IR, I
A% R R L IR R ICAZ A 21555, 5) DUETE
Y A Ik TP PR R R I A AT R — 25 SR 1 i)
. 76 DRM JE0H,  YuhiBB B HE SO0 & r=tE 4
AL — AN EER R, O TE SO — AN B
1 T IE SO FRIE e — AN - & - LB B IS A7
AR A HTFPOERRE LT, HENEN
Tl OEAR I 73, VR SCE R R
MNBEERE . WSIEEMAL, DOENFIEgmiSLLT
TEAE SCHOE R B ORIAE R . S B AR N
(2003), FEMLGEIRI R T, AT RAE B 1 SCRAEY
IEA IR, 15 SCHOE R EZ TR . A A A
Br(1999) &I, TEM I T & XFF
B BB, 17 SUE B IR EUR A 5, 1 AR
i e A IR I R iR e 28 RS AN [ T
FCMENEME, B R, TR, i, 2008; i
JEAR, XUHES, 2008). [ HAE H BOEM RHEE R 1012
(%) 3 RS P AR ML 7 T e — 2B R 9, T AT
U= AR AZ I EE R AR R
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