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Abstract: Spatial-Numerical Association of Response Codes (SNARC) effect specifically relates small mag-
nitudes to the left hand side and larger magnitudes to the right hand side. Since Dehaene (1993) found the
SNARC effect, there are a large number of evidences about its universality, but the SNARC effect is very un-
stable. The paper is mainly from three aspects to state the formation mechanism of the SNARC effect, which
are reading and writing habits, embodied cognition and working memory. However, all of these may be not
the nature of the SNARC effect. The SNARC effect is only a special case of the SQUARC (Spatial-Quantity
Association of Response Codes) effect.
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OB AN - BUE i R S RSB S 208 (Spatial-Numerical Association of Response Codes, fii#R
SNARC M) TR ERCT AW 5w, Bl e M B0 /N S SEAR T4 B /N (OB, Tl deAs
)Xo KB D B S TR e A M o KBTI SR, . SNARC R4 [ Dehaene 25(1993) K BLLLSK, B K
FFRIE AR, (HIHAEEIR K RENE . AR BN RS 15 25 B &ALl & TAE
WAZZANTT R SNARC RN TR B LI #EAT 1 7 B el o, HL LRI Re AN SNARC RN AE AT,
SNARC %M A Al g H i SQUARC (Spatial-Quantity Association of Response Codes) R i — M4 .

X8R SNARC #v; W5 BE 20 E&ilk; TIEEZ

il

1. 5l . BARIRATEH BT HA A B $, HXIEA
TEH B AT o, M — E e — AR 1 A %%%i&?ﬁ:ﬁ?lmfﬁ?ﬁo E@J 1‘880 4, Galton 74

RSB R 0110401179), M AcH 2 DCTERRBIE RGN A DR AE 2 [ AT REA7 545 1 2

2B 707 4235 4 (LLYIC190006) il [El 5% 11 482 9 42 (31170979) fREK % (Galton, 1880). 1M 7EILZ JE R — B R A,

HIBE 0.
IR . ey A8 2 B 58 R IR SRR U FEE .
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1990 4, Dehaene & N A PR I 1 Hi7 A2 1) 2 1]
17 7 % [ Fl 1) BX % (Dehaene, Dupoux, & Mehler,
1990). ItJ5, Dehaene % A (1993) % FH %k 47 18 H1I
R R, TR TR A HOL B, /e MR
B 5 e PR T KB S B, TIAH e, 424
X6 KB S i S BT NBUR B o DR A2 AT T
N, BRI A A AR RS BT, (HEEM
2 (A RALAI Y E B35 - Dehaene 258578 7 805 K/
500 T SR BE R R, I HATIX M N A 44
A - B R B G bS5 7 (Spatial-Numerical
Association of Response Codes), f&i#% SNARC (i
(Dehaene, Bossini, & Giraux, 1993). [ i%R% M4 & i
&, SCHISIE TR IR R, V2 ERHZ
REBLHIIT T AR 2R FE T, KEWT L Y] SNARC &M
JIZAFAE, ABLIR] N 57 (103X P 2 TR R P B A 24 1)
RGP (Gevers & Lammertyn, 2005; Wood, Willmes,
Nuerk, & Fischer, 2008). A 3 & 7 fij B 45 i+h 5 8
SNARC 24 W7 Az i) 32 22 J5 Al o

2. FESHE IR

X T SNARC RJS7 AR 15 DA K o0 38 40 7 26 1) A7
e, A RO “JER” MR, HAAE
K, CFECSERT BUHIBE AR S T AR 2.
FEFM SNARC BN G Rig 2 K&, VF2 s
HIN N 55 ST SNARC RN A O FEH
LR EK . Dehaene %5(1993, SE4G 7)KHL, B
FEE PR R, SNARC 250858 5 Ak AT 1)
B BHT R ZE UIAH G, AT AT BE A2 B T F bz v
WIS ST WA B, A TS SCAR & I 24
HEATENRIF, DRI, Bl R IR AT TR, AT
R AR #E SNARC 2B 3tk % . Zebian DARI$i
AR BT RATE . SEE P A S R AT Bl
ITXRTEEE AL, RIS A B e IR R, R
B S F5H SNARC 2, BRI N7 A T BT
T, W KREF /2T RMART AT 15T AL
FIEAENE B PR AR, REN
SNARC % o7 JU B ¥ sk 55 (Zebian, 2005). Shaki Fl
Fischer (2008) & 3L, 44 i 7E bl 152 576 — s Ak S0 (A
Fe B4 B — R A A SRR S (WA B ) JE 5E R S
FIWES: Horb, fERSE THRCCEZ S, SRER
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M - A RBAR I FRHER SNARC 28 i fE
i) 2 5 A AR UL FEZ JG . SNARC 25087 B 5 9k 55
(Shaki & Fischer, 2008). 3743 Yi-hui Hung % A A
BTRAAECE . BARDF R NS BA RL 6 7
NBATHR AR I 6V N RIS A7 75 7K P A A O3
sk, BAARIAE: B NI ha 5 7 R A4
FEAKCT 7 R IO R 72, KRR I T I R AE A7 (E 5
BT A OIS, R BAR D A AEAEAT A J7 1)
F) 00 B B 7 £ (Hung, Hung, Tzeng, & Wu, 2008). 1]
NN, Z BT AR 72 BT B 5 i SNARC %%
R, & TTE G 609% 1) SCA R 1% M 3 H 77 17 Ll
1, MRS LA S IR B AR T, Ak
DFHE SRR . hsh, Shaki 25 N R I SCT A
By 1 SR 7 6] 251540 SNARC %% (Shaki, Fischer, &
Petrusic, 2009). fEAMAIRIRF A, LLEFIBER R A
BRI 5 A 1) 22 P, AL B 5 R A 2 B )
A TAT 1, 25 RAE DL BB R KB SNARC 2%
Mo PLEBFFAEM T SNARC RN A B f&—Fb 7 [ 1
RORL, RKFRFE B2 3T Ja R MRS S
M

{HE, A IEHRMFSE, Fischer A1 Brugger AN
ZAF VYA TTHERE R : S5 BE SRS
MR Z T SNARC R, ANAlRgcA SNARC 2
N Fe 1 JR IR (Fischer & Brugger, 2011). #5—, Bif#
FE—ANE 8 B, — N8 SR I IR 5 [ 4 e 13
I PR A A T B At Bl A A ok 3, A A TiE
w8 AT TR (R B BSOS, E Rt T R E L 3
T AT A TSR, Bk, 7Aoo
RHI SNARC R, e J5E BHHEI S K AT B 2 R D 5L
RNEL A ez ) 16 EAHHKYE T (Shaki, et al., 2009).
HIbWEAH—2, o Pafaskgiarst, Uir5s
6] (Y B A 7 25 — R Bl 3 7 1) B — B0 (Fischer,
Mills, & Shaki, 2010), & B IR 1) [ 7 XANE -5
72 [R) RV B 15 77 2AH P ORI, 451 P i L AR B R AT S
(Shaki & Fischer, 2012), {4 HBLFRIHER SNARC 24
. Hung % A (2008)7E 1 [ ik o i L 2 1 77 1) I
) SNARC 2, [FIFEIER SNARC RN (1) 2 4E 1 o
I HA2E 2 Ito il Hatta DL H AN 7O R, 763
H7 1 BRI T R i SNARC 50w (B K He i T4
LRI b TN, T AU R I ) s AT O B A
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2 5 H AR S IR . 55—, BREEE—
T SO AR BT R RS2 I S — A A SNARC 25084 FI 1R
W5 Bl ORI T R AR TS o MR - A A SRIE XUE
BUE B L B OB BCE A ERE L G, e
AT SNARC RN [ 77 7] (Shaki & Fischer, 2008),

H b, AN B A B 1A B A SR L]

fHBE 2 SNARC %M [k /N (Fischer, Shaki, & Cruise,

2009). HELEFELIEFE S, SNARC RN UM T %
FAE & AL E (Fischer, et al., 2010). XEEHF 7T
FEMEW, B S5 AR B 2w D R B N
B o 5=, KRB R Boxt B A SNARC
RUSASYR ) M O FR A TR . B, 4. 5 Z LA
F T I ) 4 B, AT E 4 RERS AR I IR R
YAk (Opfer & Furlong, 2011). 50U, 1E5¢ 4 NIEAE
BB AIEM R, SNARC A Al LA EL, £ <5
YIS N B A T 3 — 28 ) 32 FF (Rugani, Kelly,
Szelest, Regolin, & Vallortigara, 2010; Rugani, Vallorti-
gara, Vallini, & Regolin, 2011),

B, AMER S 5 S50 SNARC RUNA §E
Wi, B e B R T e AT BRI, AN TR RN A R
SNARC M) 3= 2 A

3. ASAHKRERE

B RS 1S SRR SNARC &8GR
1A PR, Fischer 55 A 46 I B AG 38 3l 14 A0 s S0 AR
SRR A SR ——F R T HECR R SNARC 2500
{42 (Fischer & Brugger, 2011). 7 &Hh, KB
NIRRT TR RO S, T8
THEIRA R KR s fegt, 1 H— B BT, E
SEAEAFRIRI ST, M F R0 7 R A
). Lindemann Z& it —/NMEL A & IL: f£F48
THECR NG b, o 2R DX R P O R A A S =
S, BV 216 5 s (an 35 [N ) e - A S F GG
e, T EA 1 ST KBRS EE D OGS
H RO (W BAN) SR A F AL Rk 1
AT /N R A E . AT, X —mZEnT

AE -5 IR I F348 >3 B =l 125 5 33545 2% (Lindemann,

Alipour, & Fischer, 2011). Fischer (2008)if i )45 1 2%
RO, Fks 2R 213 (0 A& N TR
FEIFaRTH R, Hax— RIS A T2 A2 R F 506 R F
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TR ARG Pk WA T IR A FIT AR TR
IR 70 B A B AT 55, 45 IR I 2R R T
AR SNARC RN K/, WA FITH IR THEIH0AH
LW SNARC R4, 1A FIHaaTHE i iR
KB SNARC %43 (Fischer, 2008). Fischer i\ A, 1X—
SER R F IR ECIM T AR/ SNARC AU R AR
[Al. T Sato Al Lalain %58 &5 Fischer 45 R AH
Mo, VEERARE M T AE IS T H A
FIT TR BN FIF 86 T 805 A ]2 2o R = 8lich
FIFA —E Mk R (Sato & Lalain, 2008). £ FH A1
JRREANE 2, 7R S50 7 VA BURE € U TS St
K. Riello 1 Rusconi %14 > 5 & MORHEHE 2 /N
TR HIBOABEAT BT B R B . S RIS A T
BT N B e 2 TR T E R B, EATT
THEOT ) RO BE B 2 e — B, REMCKIRHE 2]/ i
R NEAEA . TS A T FEW L, AFFE
N, AR TR 1A S OB E 2R T R A
MRARHE BN R R NAIE LR AERT— AT,
RO T HRUER) SNARC 28, T 7E JG —FPf ol T FF%
AR SNARC . Ft, BEIRIEMN RF EAARI
T SNARC (i, fH73 78 /2 R AE—Fh 4 35 h A7 4
SNARC %)% (Riello & Rusconi, 2011). %W 7T T
SNARC HNAME FHRit T XA K, mMAST
B HJLEHA K

TFHRUH O SNARC 2582 2 f2 i B Bl il
Sk 3t — 2 i B 14 (Fischer, 2012; Fischer & Brugger,
2011; Tschentscher, Hauk, Fischer, & Pulvermiiller,
2011). LR, BRI CLZ NN AT B 2 R
FH)—ASEA, Horbt S SR SRR Fnd A v
RIEERBEER, IR SR AR5 2 S 3))
J7 AT o ARSI, I EnBE2 H B,
[FI SRR, KRN SHAA, SR HIR AR SR,
AR T — R EA N R G (TS A, 2010). X B
“CEPRT R ANAR ik A e AL S B A A
gik, T IS A S B R SRR IE DR . B
TEANTT A BRI B JE 1 DL S AR R R R — 12
AIETESE )T 1 o Loetscher 55 A TESLHG i R A 7 Sk
RIFAN B AN K o) 2 1) A % 40° B9 264, 7
1~30 Z A BN A T 45 R R, kil ki a) /234
i, PR N T SR A A, PR
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% 1 K807 (Loetscher, Schwarz, Schubiger, & Brugger,
2008). EICMAWIFTRY], SRIKYHEARA 254
[ FAL (Eerland, Guadalupe, & Zwaan, 2011). iZHF 7T
B RAEA [F] ) S AR 2SS T il T IR IR R BRI 1) =

SERFW, WO G A A AT LU B R TE ST AN U X 2
FERERIE S TH RN AL, SRINSE A R
FEERKH, SNARC RN 72 3 tH 32 3 5 4 % U
s, G I R AN 2 5AT 55 1 B R SR
fEAH—Z), SNARC RUiA 2 tHIl. @E— P, #
IRAE B IE 5 N 52 Go/No-go R4 SNARC
BRI, AR SR I SNARC &8, X%
WAL 22 50 SNARC RN AT f2m, JEE—B AR
SNRAR B TSR (IKRIE, AT M, EH&FLL,

2012).

4. TAEIRIZ RSN

— SRR, BOFIRA O B - AT A% ]
FRIEME R AZ), ARERETNER, A
E T A =R % 75 (Ganor-Stern, Tzelgov, & El-
lenbogen, 2007). @& Wi {F 55 pir & L 1) SNARC
BN IX — W B T KR SRR . Fischer 28 AR I
HE—PIBIE T 3071 H 302 Rl 4ahiD . Fischer %5 A (2003)
N7 [ 5 R A 0 - n L 51 R ) el AE B E
BT THRTE, ke RIAE R R, B
AR BT 2 5 R R B, M2
A /NEU(L B 2)F, e AR R I L R T A )
4 IR R E (8 B 9, A S ) AR LR T
/Ml (Fischer, Castel, Dodd, & Pratt, 2003). 7K 5= 3%
BRI A — D3R, X AR KE i A AT A5
EEE RN GKT & iR, 2012).

{HIERAA KR FERH, SNARC M HAAR

3 10 175 455 14 i 12 (Bchtold, Baumiiller, & Brugger, 1998;

Fischer, et al., 2010), SNARC X3 i) & 4= Al BE A #iT
A EARMIEHSEWAT S TR ZE N2 0 S HAESE .
Fischer I #i2 t, o7 1973 [ AL AT B 2 AN AR HE 24
BT S5 1 75 SRR R SRS PR o, iR O3 Bl 4%
9 B30 1 45 5 (Fischer, 2006) . i TAFiCIZAE A—Fi
SHE BT R I TAMEF R EA RINAIZ R4,
TEVE 2 5228 BRI Bl S B 224 H . Baddeley $ 1,
TARCIZHFAERA B — RS, 12 B 2 R 2 AR

Open Access

ALFEVE AT R G — X AT R i (central executive)
PARCR RS AN T R G —— “ ST R BT B
W AEFIAL B ARSI N T R 487 A« 6ot B R
A7 AN AR R ()35 & F1 % 7 (Baddeley, 1992). H i
AR, TAEICIZ B mE SNARC N K
o

Lindemann &5 N EERPEIRAE AT EFARAIWTT 55 2
BIICHZ — A B AN ECF 4 B 7 91 (7 AN e 1) o
B, sy T, tn3-4-5; FEFF, G 5-4-3 LLKELFE,
w1 5-3-4), {EERABAIBAES )G, BZBE%E LR
HUHE L) — N A 2 e IZ 8 R AL B . 76 SE6
1o, =ML B 3 A E =N R R S5 57T
o, ZERIAEEREF T, SNARC RN K
MAESEE 2, 9 =FEeridiz e s — Mk
KA, =M B ILFRHER) SNARC 20
(Lindemann, Abolafia, Pratt, & Bekkering, 2008) .
Lindemann %5 AIAA,  Eo 72 ) G il 52 A 4
T SRS AL EE R R /IME B R, S TR IR 2 75k
S SNARC 20 [ R 4=« Herrera 28 N ZLR i i 7E
B — AT 55 BB 25 (S8 5 47 A B 25 18] 47 4 ) 1R 2% A
TN AIMAE S . FEXUESS IS 41E T, ok
TEHAT R/ CIAT S5 I, AN 178 I sl 2 A (1) 1
PEICIZAT S, T & B 25 (8] 1S S 78 2 i AT
1812, LA LEBE 5 /9 B2 008 5 LS 25 (Herrera,
Macizo, & Semenza, 2008). 25 LM, TEXES - =
Gt 26~ B0H HBL SNARC 208, 1 7 i —A{T
FHABUES - 1EH FA T HIHIL T FRHER) SNARC 2%
M. Van Dijck %5 A (2009)it— L 4EHE T Herrera 25 A\
PIWE ST, AATTLE BEAT A 43 4 T A 5% R /N EE U 55
i, AN TR B R TAEEZ, 45 HAE TAEE
AN SLIGAT 55 R A h R T XE 5 5 . SNARC
B0 A B3 A8 A W AT 55 D038 & TAE 122 AE % K/ B
AT S5 hn s 18] TAE1EAZAE 4% 7 i 2% (Van Dijck, Gevers,
& Fias, 2009). X8RI T 5 A SO 23 [ - Bk A A
AHIE 73 [ gmAg it | B SRIRUEdE . jAh, EAT]
FH, B EAFE P RGBS, XK T A
PRI KA, A — M A —ANE S iR R
It Crollen &5 N@idxf F B L J5 32 BAIAN ) 1
W IR A T2 B SNARC RN AE K /NI AE 5%
H, HEE TGS AR, IR TR
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4 (Crollen, Dormal, Seron, Lepore, & Collignon,
2011). Van Dijck 25 A\ (2011)i— 54656 T K i 12 1
TAEICAZAT SNARC ARLfFI M . fESC50 1 71, Hok
SRR 5 NN, ESRIC X 5 M
LSO, SRJEBEAT EARFIWTAE 55, (0 0 2 BiTig 12
HCF AT O IR BT RN 5 s R HH I AS BLAE
H, NSRRI CIZ5T SNARC S8 FfERE ;s dnific
TZ Y 5 B B A AR L, 0 S 4F AR ez %y
SNARC RS ffiiRe: R = M HAEH, WK
ICIZ AN TARICIZ LR iR SNARC RN . SRER 4
HIL etz 5 R R R EE A HARH, SCRE AR
LI BN FESER 2, AR TR ACR AR S
By, HESLR 1, KA EAIW SO KR - eI,
S5 R SR TAEILAZIF %) SNARC Z80RE ) 520 (van
Dijck & Fias, 2011). Sallisas >¥ H Fischer (2003) [ 525
BT ERP BEFL, S5 RFEREAKI T TAELIZRT
SNARC % 4 i (Salillas, EI Yagoubi, & Semenza,
2008).

B 7 LR SCEBAER SNARC XM -5 TAEICZ
KRR AL, DAERE R REARGF B R, andi
LT FINAE, Fr g I EUE K /NE 2
PR IR LA E R/ NEATRAE, BT 5 R EFES
SRS, W RDEBAES Y, FEASH
25, MAETHERIMAES TEA TR E IS 5 (S e et
al., 2009; Shaki & Petrusic, 2005; Tzelgov, Ganor-Stern
& Maymon-Schreiber, 2009), X —IFEIA L M 5
T.AEig4Z. Dehaene 2 A (1993)Fi1 Fias %5 A (1996) LA Az
Baichtold %5 A (1998)ff) 546 #8 R W 1R L iz H LAFid
TR R T DR . IEAh, 5 I N ) SR 45 S A
SCRFTAEICAZXT SNARC 20N HIfRE, AT AR
R SEARE, kb FE R 2 17K BRI A 2 ELE
FFIAR SO, SR TR ST HEAT /N F T
G5 AL K7 18 A B 7 1a) 5 R0 T SNARC RN (7€
Brlg, SEEEIT&AIRML 2010). 2, TAFCIZAENSIR
U I fR FE — 26 5%F T SNARC R IR B, & R
SNARC RN H—ANEE 70, 1E40 Ficher &,
SNARC R A] BEAA R AE R AE S5, ki —Fh o
&4 52 B (Fischer, 2006).

5. INEERE
SNARC K7 [ & L LA 49 2] T K BLBF 52 (6 1E
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SE, TEARK—BEf R A, O it —H 2
fif e SNARC &M )48 LB i0 . {H 2 Bl Bk 22 (1)
AR REN, ZEL ARG H#ERE SNARC
RNLo LG RAT AR E B FE T SNARC 2L
L2 AR 1S S I RS AR B
TAEIRAZ T SNARC R8N I ARAE o A AL A 32 258
WK HA LR BT B I 156 SNARC 2808 T ) 5%
M, 17 5 —FRoW S AR SNARC RN (1 TE e f 2
1), SKBHAZEA R KK R BRIX=FIFEMN
AN TR P 7 THI ff B8 40 1 SNARC 2087, (HIL AT EAAS
7& SNARC 25827 A5 AR i o

1Ak, SNARC 2581 78 i fe e e PR A, B RN A
Fe P B8 B AR B S SRS A B
KRR —MEBI? BT SNARC SN 24k, Hiithf
W E#EH T STEARC (spatial-temporal association of
response codes) %, BIFE N th A7 7E — 26 AL T 0
PREC LRI O BRIN (A1 28, I 21050 LR AELE I [A) 22 1) /e
1, T AR W AL AE I (] 28 P A 32 (ot e & 7K &5
7%, 2012; Ishihara Keller, Rossetti & Prinz, 2008;
Vallesi, Mclntosh & Stuss, 2011). ifii H., 5 CALHFFT
FOH, L BRI R 2R 1) R AE 7 SURIRE 2 25 5 2 B 52
i (Boroditsky, Fuhrman, & McCormick, 2011; Ouellet,
Santiago, Israeli, & Gabay, 2010). R4 Walsh(2003)#2
H ) ATOM Eigy, W], 2R FIRE—NHE R
4t, M4, SNARC R AT STEARC %M LA K SMARC
(Spatial-Musical Association of Response Codes) %W
(Rusconi, Kwan, Giordano, Umilta, & Butterworth, 2006)
TEARTE ERAZAMFRN? tesh, FHAEE—DNN
SNARC %M H /& SQUARC (Spatial-Quantity Associa-
tion of Response Codes) . 1) — M4 (Kirjakovski &
Utsuki, 2012).

A Ja BT, BRATTNZ5 -G 47 it 50 A0 FL A
Fit—HRZ SNARC RS AT, #1 SNARC &4
8L 2 75 A e AT LE K AL REM SNARC OB AT TG
KANRITEEZRZR, FHEERN SR R
HAEH.
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