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Abstract

In recent years, an emerging body of evidence has established that animacy facilitates memory
formation and retention, a phenomenon termed the animacy effect (that is, animate entities are
remembered better than inanimate ones). From an adaptive perspective, it is important for our
memory system to be sensitive to animate information. Thus, the animacy effect manifests the
adaptability that human memory system has been endowed in evolution. Based on the connota-
tion of the animacy effect, the current review: 1) summarizes empirical findings from previous
research, 2) introduces the cognitive mechanisms underlying the effect (including the attention
capture, arousal and activation, and depth of processing mechanisms), and 3) enlightens some di-
rections for future research. The long-term persistency of the effect remains unclear, and the
transitive relations among those different mechanisms, the neural underpinnings of the animacy
effect and its practical significance in foreign language learning are promising directions for fu-
ture research.
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1. 5]

A it (animacy) A2 X 0 A9 5 R AW ) EE BRI, 6T AE A R IR N AN R R B HH L) 3
RWNERE )2 — o NRIEE) LRI Bt C 2 6898 X 7 AR 5 AR A %4k (Opfer & Gelman, 2011), X
JUF R — MG BRI EE 1. WL A SRE, BT R85 v 1 A i Ak mT R 2 e AN Ak A A7 4 F Bl 1) K
e, WATRE R AEAA R SV sEAE, XI5 AR TR 1 A AR PR R UM B T AR I A A7
5%47(Barrett et al., 2005; Fukuda & Ueda, 2010; Popp & Serra, 2016). 78R, AR REEE X
A A B SeEAT B AN AD N T A4 Pt (Barrett et al., 2005; Fukuda & Ueda, 2010; Pratt et al., 2010). {HZ,
AN A= i PSS EEEAT SR N 0 5 A A2 AT B N 2R 0E B BR B, BT A IR HH I A7 B PR 2 52 60 5 ) 1)
S S BRI Tk BRI 47 )OS (Van Buren & Scholl, 2017), HriddZ & — M0 sy . TR 03
A AR, NRLZ R RIEHEUR N T B A B d R AR ar ) (Bonin et al., 2014; VanArsdall
ctal., 2013).

Nairne 25(2013) 1 YO8 17 R 102 SLIGTE A T4 4 fy G2 AR B 25 2 g, b e A= dv ik S5idiz 2
[f] 5 2245 8 7 ¥ £ (18 7T(e.g. Bonin et al., 2014; VanArsdall et al., 2015). XEHFFREN, AdiExtFiciz
(AR A e —Fhfe e B fE e RS, XA Gl 4408 “ AEdn e 2R (animacy effect). J& T A2 dr
PR IR 7 A “IERMEICTZ” (adaptive memory; BRI N ZEFE 2R Z il fE X A 47 A RIS B — 4~ 11—
ANFHBERFIES. @M SRR T EE S SO S AZ BT, DO ARIEIZ RS R
SFAAE, AR B AR £ FE T BT B (Nairne, 2010), 11 25 A 1 2808 AT 70 I 9 J8 173 Sk
TCZ ) B S A B AN 240 /4 (Bonin et al., 2014; Nairne et al., 2013). #R1T, JE Ay P 30U AT 7R E 95 1F
EPUR B, MM RALGAHREZ, H¥MHHEHER AL MARE R ELZRIUE. AT AEMMEER
FEEAE A M BN TA TR ? A=t 2 Al 52 miic 2 2 R BRI, At Tidiz et

ik
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BN A RERIL? I B fp i — PR R . ARG CA W TR, BRI A i P 28
WAL BN, IIRAIZ T A D T L, IR AR T, DO AR R TSRS % .

2. A

A M BN A — PR AR IRCIZIN SR, HAC 2 B A i X AZ R AR 3R F B 2 5 id A2 R 2
B RIMERH —FF5%(Nairme et al., 2013). fEAFEIERCIZMNEAT S (B E H L. FARMLREIZ)
o, BERE BRI T AR R AEE . Hodr, B B 2R A A O R, R E R — R AR
i BRLR] (LI ) AR A iy SR (R 28) BT A, AE 1 EMZ R B 7R R T RE 22 M B2 BT A B I (e g,
Nairne et al., 2013). ZREMZIEAH, 1EZ I BOS BRSO BCN 7 2, ¥ M5B 5 BFE LR gk 47
BENLECSS, REE AR —2 e aridil, —FAdE2E M AL (VanArsdall et al., 2015). fE22 ST B, #ik
T Jes ) AME-BRERRT s EHARY B, B i FE EARYE SME TR (P 4 ) B2 H 5 2 B i BEE IR (B bR
). SRR, B A dy B AR B RHZ R 2 52 T AR AR fy H AR (VanArsdall et al., 2015). 734k,
A A RUSEAMYAFAE T ARG, HAPET 4~11 2 )LEF, HHHEBNE RN GRALI LR E =
Ft(Aslan & John, 2016). T LAZAE N AR T 78 5038 A R IZ N FI A7 7E (Bugaiska et al., 2016), W5
TR AR YR S R AT T RE T R

B, BR, HEERZEEJUREIRAR, #eT e SeEe = et st T R AEA s M kA . B3 Nairne
LRI “HEIE” ARG, HAFENRKZKZE TX—0A, SHIIMEREERERR], NiE
WA R AR A A, T AN AR i JE RO ) SR . R RIS A AR e S IR 2 T O R
5 FIJTE . B T RRTCAE R AR At R 2 4, AW T B A VRS 38 Hil(Bonin et al., 2014),
A, EE —IRSIG R, BRI E S RA Ay, HIREZS Bl SR AR A M B (animacy perception), BV it
— 3 2% (B8 Bl R R AL AE dr P (Heider & Simmel, 1944), B4, BF7CERIL, 2476 S JLATALR BA— 52 48
KB B RS, AR ) T 3 R0 58 A AR A B & R (Heider & Simmel, 1944). i, HATIEZ)
(self-propelled motion) & 5| #2414 B 50 A B L 28 R (Bassili, 1976), 5 2 AN B B SL56AT 45 W& 25 e A B
1842445 (Van Buren & Scholl, 2017)

B T AR A PEATRLAS B, AR i P S AR R A e 31 AR SC IR AZ R RIVE S b fltn, AN T AR
PEEAR BSRIFAS B, W46 B IAE BE A b %) 2 [R) A7 B AN (R ) B2 12 R A B A R (Gelin et al.,
2018; Mieth et al., 2019). AR IE e H B 5 4 i AR E Y Al 1 B & _E (Nairne et al.,
2017). 4, EIEFFRCNAESSH, GRS E Bt i G A= a2 A (Can FAR 1R F T /i =), A
LE TSI BT I SR AR A i AR (a0 A3 TAE Sk = iR), B B4 5 41 199212 BE R (Loucks et
al., 2020). X BA AR FEAT 2 ST, B AR PR SO 1] bL AR AR Al il 16 2% 2 ROR B 47 (Laurino & Kaczer,
2019)0 BRULVAAL, Hrimmf i I, A RNt RE S DI RS B S G0N AT I tid /2 (Li et al., 2016)
A TAEIRAZ(Daley et al., 2020).

5 MRS AR R — 2 IS 2 “AEAA N TAR#A” (survival processing advantage), J&# LLRT
BRI EASR T E RN (Nairne et al., 2008; Nairne et al., 2007). P& EAENHICZREET
USRS S RE, BIUEB 7 N RHIEIZ R G 2A Z id E R AMAR A A RIE S, (HIX PR R B A5 I
AHEE . ERAEIN TSR, AT EERE O T RER, AT EFFEITREY. K
ANGRER 2555, A A 55 2 VP S 50 3 (5 il 5 B ) I 4R AR ) 5 AR IX A IS B N AR AR AR G R
XA G T, 5 A AF AR ORI S0 W e AR B 1 A2 b ——3X — I R PRAE AR A7 I LA (T
%, BARE, UiEE, 2010) W ERTR, AAEIN AR AR A SIS R AR A S S BT S LRI, T AR
PERGORE 77 AR ) 2 YR T2 A B B A A JE .
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3. E MMM EARHLE

Az i P A AT S0 CAZ G T S DR RR 2 MR B S A 2 R R PR AR L S — P 2 B A B (ultimate
explanation; Nairne et al., 2013), ‘B FZERIZH 2 “EdH MR mIL2” X —m 8, (HEH— DI «E
WA S E A2, W) R AR A PR RS I e AZ T S AL 1 (proximate mechanism)#EATER T o HF 5T E ik
A, AT XHCIZ I B IR FFAS R BRI (Félix et al., 2019; Nairne et al., 2013; Popp & Serra, 2016), P
N NEAZAFAE FEFP )R (R A RN AL o R BI T8 ATATD SR AE AN Wi a0t A i 1 R0 PR 95 ZE ML A 17
W, AR W T BT 2 M FIATLHIE B T A A PRSI 72 A2, PRI — Al TS AE ORI 48

3.1. JFEFE

VE R 3 (attention capture) A& 5 2 5L N ] IR RE 2 — o ZERINCH, AdrihA s ARSI BT
BUH Z IR R, HETTAS B A AR g D I SEAG R A6 T id 12 RGP (e.g., Bonin et al., 2014; Popp
& Serra, 2016). FAEAEMMERN BRI AT, “AEatFEEERESZWHHRESR” X UWAHMCHER) 2%
WEe DMEBEFR LG RAT S R, RIS Z RS RO A 2 L = AR, TRITT 46328 301
A 30 55 0] i A AR BRI 2, B B AU S 46 (onset of muotion) 2 I FRVE B K <8 28 R (Abrams & Christ,
2003). HIREBAET, BahpiRiafe 7 — A G R, AR TR RS 5 AT URIZ 31 A 2 H
MR A IS B R B WERRE IR, IR A fr R (Abrams & Christ, 2003). I648, FEAR LIRS
B, AT AR, AMREROE P S0 AR S DB A KA Z A4, IF HAMAEXT R H 22 4k
gL 2 R AEYME B0 IR 52 B FH(New et al., 2007). >k H AE7E S B AR S BT 55 10 SR ik
A 2B i A BT R AR AR e v E B IR B B B L (Calvillo & Hawkins, 2016; Calvillo & Jackson,
2014; Guerrero & Calvillo, 2016). FET LA EAFFELER, New 55(2007)88H 1 “AE kiR ” (animate
monitoring hypothesis), A4 AR FNAEIGE 5 G0 PRI A i A8 i A B i B2 PR I A0k 1k o

AT SR A e i s A B R CAZ P AR E X — WM AL, Bugaiska ZE(2019)fE&HLfY) “1]-
EHTRFE 145" (word-color Stroop task) &Ml LT 4, KEH “AdtE ke & %114 (animacy
Stroop task). 1Z%AF55 A8 H AR 1A VAT SR A i il VAR B DA BBl JF 2SR U mT g PRt A 44 FRL 1] 0
011 28 R S o 45 R A Ot T AR i ] Y B i 44 ) SONE IR SE G, R AR A i)Y RS T 22 T L
WPNF G, BT O A AR5 . DA BB A ROV A ar RN i S A R B SR A 1 SRR

VERFRALS ] DOy HA A 70 45 AR BEMERE . 40, Popp Al Serra (2016)fFH T 5 VanArsdall
QOIS AT AR EC ARS8 FH BRI 5 0 BEE ] . 45 SRR IIAE 4 Phialxt (ol e A i) - SR
fria]y Adria] - Adria] AEA A i) - A drial s AEAE Al - JEAE A, B0 T “ AR A Arin] - JEAE Al
TR EAZ R BB, BRI AR A PR 55 1 BEERIEZ o 1230 R AT DU Ik v A SR L AT AR
T # O A id Vi 2R, FECY S F PR R R IR AR, DR T DG
PERCIZ R E 2 . S 2, EA BB 2 2] b, R0 AR f P T 0 B 1 12 A A 52
Wels Tf/E VanArsdall Z5(2015) 5280, AfH B2 BRE R 5 A5 R B LS Xt , HABEE R D 12 H AR,
AMEIRN R R . MBI, BA A B BT R R 5 B 2R IR, e A R TR S e A2
(Popp & Serra, 2016). WAk, ICHAWFFER I, FHEC T4 =% > (intentional learning) 2% {1, £ 0 &% )
(incidental learning) 25 F T, A dm M 20N B 55 (Félix et al., 2019). I H N A REJR R &, 12T E 2% > &4
T, AEdr AR T LA A A R AR 68 T 2 M SRAMA R R, IS8 T ARG ORs TER
BT, BARE AR BRI R BT 20 R, B akE BN g it SR vT 5E ) 55 B 5 1A
AR AZ R VR
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LRI ), R R R A T - 2e Pkl Bln, ARIEE RIS, M A dr iR
AR d i 0 T 2 51 14 32 iA] 2 (themed Tist), PR AAITL 2 20% £ — i OO VR 25 1) % (miixed  list) )2 i i)
TERSIHE R SR E 2, A PE UM BN T R SR SEPRE SRR, b T WMia ki, Azdr il
JOL PR 8 R B AH A5, B R W R ILTT (TR R vs. TRA 18] )0 AR i ME RS TG 2 35 (W1 15 7 H (Popp &
Serra, 2016). BRI, AR IR B0 I AN 2 A= i V50 RE F) M — R

3.2. BESHE

FHEET A MG R, AAarErE B i REBUMELL T — R S s BRES, AR T MEHE
B 5. DS =t suh B 2 sk X —E A0, e nTRETS K B X AR BRRGE (L 0 FE 0
By, A AT REMGES B v R 15 28 RS (AN A o 3 GBI T 51 Rk RV, I8 WT R 51 R B R A AN BOE (I e T
S PR s 55 2 T IR TR AR O T AR A7 SRR T I ARE ) o AR 9 32 B G A i 1tk RAB F) o B M 2 A BB T2y
B W2 fE B (Meinhardt et al., 2018; Popp & Serra, 2018).

3.2.1. ILEEMRE

S (mental arousal)AS [F] T~ FRLAL R A= FRAED, SR dRAMAXT B OB QB0 RS I —Fh £ WAL, wf
MES A A B R 5| R PR 45 AR 56 5 B (Warriner et al., 2013)o Xt CoBRMER AL 136 AIE K 22 TS 25 1R 56 5
FE 1) B R R BEATRIE AL, RO ZE Wt 2 A i A2 BRI e il R R 25, I ELAR 48 R LG A i i 7
it (Kensinger & Corkin, 2003). WFFER I, - 48 Mk 7K T8 s ARSI BCCE DL R0 T AR A BT 2 1) 1
fii.(Kensinger & Corkin, 2003).

LA AF AR R A A AHECURIE, ORI 25 K B B E 48 [ B, it — D id i 17 26 ab
06 DX (B85 A ) FHACAZ I X 18] R AH LA A2 7 A2 520 (Kensinger, 2007). SARAdrialiCAHLL, A dn
TV 2 G R O BN, R AR e R R S (2 IE A R S IEAH 9K (Meinhardt et al., 2018). AN[E]T
RN, O EMGEANE TIANEIN T AR —&8 5, 380 DR A —Fh 2 ma i 2 /]I & 1 (55 310
IR . FARYE IS R PR . R PRSI — ARG AL, AR A B v A Rl R
AP R Ry, AT BOAE i M 25N 5 47 2 RS ARV o A S T d e TS AR e s i) T AR f A S
A iy L] RO R R S /K P, I B AR T X B SR LA 1 E EH [FZ B S (Popp & Serra, 2018; Meinhardt et al.,
2018), iCAZA A SR ARAFAE o AT A, O BRSPS B/ DN SE AR AR A R RN, . X AR
RRAF FOAE T B A PSR A, RO B e S A s il AR s 2 —

TR IR, R IARHI ST AT R TR PR R i 8 1 R AT UL, T AR R A A O B PR R 7K S 3R 4T L
PR A A &, AORAIE FE W] 25 R R FH AR B BT R bn 0 5 A AT 55 Hh 10 B M AR RS AT AE 2 &
B AL O B M I 1 . AN, (ESTERMR TR B EERN R —, B RRERREARHEA
[F) 15 5 N 51 A A O B RE K P RT BEANF] o i SRAG B R AR AR, O BN RS AP K B 2 o, T S A
N R B (Popp & Serra, 2018). Gelin Z5(2017)X A RN TAE B T A dr Nk 75 %2, RIA
WAEAAFE T NI 5 A7 RN RGN, A 1t R4V 35 & 2 A7 AE , (H AT LLA BRHEAE AR A7 21 T
A HEAE R AL A UK 51 14 2o FHR A6 i 7K ST 2 B s 1 o

3.22. BTMAE

& 7 HMEE 2 Ak, FETC ™ i (mortality salience) tH e MM D A 5 SRR AE i 14 250N R 31 22— (Popp
& Serra, 2016). [FlFEMEE, CoBEMGEANGET: MR M EANE, O PR R I 15 25 2 T R Meie,  TAETm
AR RO B R R, S E A RZ IR . AHECTEAE AR A, B AR A AR TE R S| AN
XPHET (AN NG . BN, —LeBhWIalt w] B 51 R AMA RN o 5C T 485 A B 104 BBeE, A
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WAL TAHETM B APIRES . WHARM, ERXFRE T, MERE B R AL I #(Vess etal,, 2009), &%
P11 5 L TR AT 2 B0 T2 S A5 I S A 15 AN Mot 1 B 1) R SR RN b 75 SR 3 v, IR EAT BE 2
KRR VLSS S A S . B, EAEE IS, ZORAMES R 50T AR A (B AT
T 2 B )5 75 0 1% 1 PR AR K SR 5 (Williams et al., 2012). FEAETS IR BB 4AE T, M TR IR 4%
PR F G B R ), B M2 iR R s, HOX RS SN AR TR S SIS A B2 ST R
FA7{E (Hart & Burns, 2012).Hart 1 Burns (2012)i8 & B, 15 24 A0 B M2 6 FE T Y 8 80N F- T A A 1E A
RGO B ARE T T RHAIZ = AR, AT 3 B 1 A8 T 0™ 55 B A S A AR i A 28 AR A
A

B A AL, 5 — AN S A PR AR AR R U B . SRR R AR L, AR Rk
P55 (BRI 25 2 (Leding, 2018) BB BN 573 Ak OEEMR R ANFET Y BIFAE REL . @i
IRZNE BRI, A TAE— AR EUR (5Ol H e 4 AR fa B Zh P R (H ARl ), Bl pe g 5
Pt /e —H ARG ) BUE e AL h fE R sh S, REASER S 8 BB B ERHE I &4, TEHER
YRR R AR (Yorzinski et al., 2014). tb4h, Bk AA ] 5 8 AR B B S LH) . 2
() B PE DA (g e ), BCSE S AR A R BB P D AR (U T4y, 1T bL S 38 B 5 0 IR 25 n L X
(Dhum et al., 2017). HTAaPEYAE & ¥ A2 HBEGBIER, Leding (2018, 2019)7EWF 58 1 43 HF %
FEPAAR I A= i VE R UM R ARRAE , R BTGRP R () BB P G ], AR A PR AR IS B AP AE . L EF AR R
B, AR A A B I AZ R a3 RS PT RS AR AR . A BRI . SRV AT B — R, ZEAN N
PAFERE A 2T B2 0 2R A M RS AR T3 51 IRIE « DRI, ARSRWF ST 7E 28 A A i PR Ak
JSL PR TR, AR R 224 2 e 42 1) R SBORA ek ) Bl 1

33. MIFE

A P U ) 27— Tl g R A R A i i R R AZ AR BRI R B, 0 TR 2 T i 12 1%
SRR E BN R, SRR TR NCAZ ST (Craik & Lockhart, 1972). ZEantERTRIGERS 5] K MK T
KAz gmiy, BAARKRIA: 1) EECE & SR OHER G 2) /4 B £ 5 1 5 id 2 R O i 3
‘BfE B (e.g., Bonin et al., 2015; Meinhardt et al., 2020)

33.1. REMIL

WEFLE e, AR A RUORE 1) — A B SRR 2 T 33K R (interactive imagery). 5 AFZE My iaAHLL, Ay
BT B 5 s 5 M SRS E R I BB R R, TG =2 A AR #ENLH] 2 —(Bower & Winzenz,
1970; Wilton, 2006). Bonin %5(2015) 2R #iAFE B HiE B B R — M52 BEhRES @, &2 “ X757 i,
MRAACEENTHE: F3 “W9” i, HBRACHEIMERRLD), AEHET B HEZIEK. FR%
A= i R AR OB R GORIR B I 55: 5% A IR PP RS AH b, SRR AT SSHe m 1 AR dr B ia] 1
12845, TR AR i B R] PR [ 12 et 2038 52

HAn s E R H, A Pia fc AR T EE 3SR LR . CAREN, BREERT
- IE SRS R, BRI RN g R RS {3 (Pexman et al., 2008; Yap et al., 2011). AL
A B AR A A SRR, A fim SEAR AR S H SR IBUK B B A IO BER R, 2 Had 2 L3 i B 2R 5 (Gelin et al.,
2019). Gelin F5(2019)KH “UR45” (freezing) Vi3, ZERPAE H iR LI A R DS EUE, W EFEK
A A A B ST, ATAE R RRE: CUREE T ARSI BRARA dr BRI iR 2 s, H R T AR
i B FCAZ S . X BT TR GO LA A iy A iC A2 R O A ORI A, R B SR Y
FSCAE i B 1A] B R B R RO HACAZ S I A 2 R R, T o 3 GOt AR AR A e B A2 S B oA
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BENRIER. A TRIIX N, Gelin 25(2019) BRI/ Hid U AEHMER R, RARRE
e A A FLE I EIZ RS AR B T B R

IR FIRIEER I, AR R, A dr BRI ICAZ g b R vT Re I K B B A M E S A AL
ARG, (HIX—RIFR B R A M i s AL R R R . A — 7, Ja 8t s R iRt
TR TR R BAE . a0, e 28 dy 51 R AR ay SR 7 A2 B P (vividness,  RIGERER RIS
BT PR RN & ) BT AR R 2 . ek, Asdr Binl AR AR iy U 7E 32 - AR %E H (body-object
interaction, BJZ){EF k5 ZRIAT HAIMESFEE) LS HE EIH SR LN TERBHE T : 4
AT A VPN N A S 2 AT HA . SRR UESE AR W], i Ao K BRI AT S5 DA A e -
[ERCAZ NG, AR N IR A 1SS, PRI AR dr SEAR IR IR A nT e AN 2 iR S LR 9l &
[1)(Gelin et al., 2019), B33 FFIEHE IR SRS BESE I H I, 158 S0 THLEAR/SE S A 2 v, £
BAEWTFE R B AR 70 5 P OGE X — ML (Gelin et al., 2019).

3.3.2. wIBEEMN

TEGRDIE AR, 51l 200 H AR MR RECR B F &, 1K L2 2R RE S 1212 [ B - B (Moscovitch
& Craik, 1976; Roer et al., 2013). g =F & VEAE 94 dm 22508 (1) 7] BE MRS IR LB U T AEAF I a2
METEEARIE B VR — N5 5 AEAE A G VERT, MA S R T Re 2 AR B Z Y S T Re T, X 2e
RPEAE AR AT B 1 B YRR B MR AR A7 N TR (Bell et al., 2015). 3K H AR & R B B HIHE SRR R,
60~81 % I NAE T [ FRATCAZAT 5 AN e R I H AR A PR RIS, 1% 2 R A S A8 NIRRT DB I 2 R %,
AREFE 4 F A i PR R VC SR L I 50 = & 1 4m iS 28 & (Bugaiska et al., 2016). Meinhardt 25(2020) B X4HX —
BLHFEAT R 58, 76 25 9 120 2 0 51 (1) (R, BERAAS T HBLAE i g A (AT #H DG A8V (related-thoughts) o
GERRI, BARAER B Ar sl Iy, AR T 2 HOAH OCIECAR,  FLAS R T oy B ] I 7 A AR P A B A B
WA A S 2 G AR A E o R, bS5 1 o] Be o A i PR AR — AN B AL

AHLG AR, W miL s MRS BT B R B A 7R BRSSO SRR 1 A B ] i
PR, e — P EEERAT NI E T AL E MR A R — B SO, AN B A T I A
BE B 2% e S i kL 2 B s e R thn, B FAEGHE RS THE 2R, HmsE T
HEERRPE L, B AFE RBE BN FRHFE 73 2 1= BHE(Meinhardt et al., 2020).

4. FEERE
4.1. EHHESNAE

DA BT 2 K A Ve S e R B S AR AR X o TR R, SOR AR VIR B AR AR BT A B A& 1)
RRE. ZE SURET 518, (HHFARE, IS E0T 7EROWZE T X A= dr P 10 e SO A7 B8 1A /) B 22
A, H—, AdrtER TR EESA R B E AT R N, B R A AR A i PR
KA (Yamamoto, 2006), 1K B LRI R, #RAEE BIAN R A dr FO IR AR A i i, X IR A4
J )7 B eE S BE B FRRAE, AR B = IRAS (Sha et al., 2015). H =, FTEATAFERIYME R &
Wi ANV RS T “HEm” 1w, AN et BRI “AEWizs)”
KRR, DRI AS A A i P o 3 A () R AT ARGt — 2 A48, A= i P 50 58 2 ) B Bk AR J2 THT 1 “ 6 7
RTERE TINENRE T, WO | O BERAS £ 32 S TG 71 56 251 1935 2 (Rakison & Poulin-Dubois, 2001)?
b5 WAL Ay M 1R 5 S B 6 2 i M R PR 32 B 2% AT R L AN IR 5T

4.2. AR RO BIER T
wn EATiAR, AR AN AR, 7R I Z RN R TE L AR R AT AR A
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TARARIBEAR S B H (Calvillo & Hawkins, 2016; Lowder & Gordon, 2015; Popp & Serra, 2016). A& RXF HAL
IR AT LB ML LN A IS F. &%, ESOHerE 206 2 WA R, A FEL A ]
R AR . A EAREE, JEFEMERSA S = A BRIt ASIRIML (8] A BLAE F 0% & 8024 15 21 5
ZEM. i, AEYLEITREEICIZE A FEI BORIEIER, DA AR R R TEREARR AEAE
A2 YRS ) R IAM B, A (S S L B S AN, R B KT DU MG RS BT Ak £ R R
BOEAT RS 00 L3R FE W) 3= AR IAE I AZ S S 1 5 SR B Bt 90 35 ] DU I 3 A p AN I 3T,
ZHHEI T RS2 R 5m . 1, KR T AT LU fis S8 Ot AR A el YA R AR A i) Y 43 i
[ S5 A A BV, RS i PR RV 2 AR ) OB R R A RIS S S F E R T IRAGEER

Hk, BHAEHFNCACZAT S, N 2 X 3 V@ AR AR S LA 2 e (A R R o 7RG 56 00 EE P R L
HIRIAEFE R, BEFCE BN 7R A e S KT R B T DUARERAT 55 Al i 50 B e 7K s Rl
FEXT AR U7 X — I AENLEI AT AR, ORI B PR B AR S . B, i
T AR F Tk B DB B, A S (a1 ) 77 ORIR S b B AL S, (AR fE S bn
A58 BN TARES FEAS 56 452 BV T8 R B ORI 5, AHOC B3R R 38 A CEAT 55 G BT iR B, [RIAE,
AR AL SR ARG AL KPR B SR A S DR 2RI, 1% 5 R A S Al A S I (0 BRAR G, R AR K
RO, BB A, ElScE e B R 1 O B

B, BT HMONEZ R A ar RS L 2 Ak, A At RN P Lt s B s . A
RIL, AR FEHEA: dy AR FE RO 52 53 (VT C) R30S 37 B AN [l (Grill-Spector & Weiner, 2014), %Xk
TR RAE NN X o BEAh, FEA) T BIAE S, %) 1 A R3] i) e 08 I s e J5 44 3] 1 AR i PERRAE IS (LG
T MRS, CFIT EIE R IR arAain]), AR ar R 2 R Re S i I e )
T ST AT LTS B HE AT R R HE R (Wang et al., 2020).  H RIHF T 2 ey AMATE B Al s SO g 28 i A5 ST
MIRRERNESN, T B> ICAZAT S5 AR A PR RSN R 22 SRR 9C o AR SRMIE 0 W] A5 1 48 A B )22 T 0 A i
SLE— PR R, At 5 35 v] R FH 2 PR B (TMS ) 97 57 38 G AR R X 3E AT 30, DARR IGO0 B R
GAEA AT TR IE R

4.3. 4 i B9 B AT R

R A Ay PR T PN 30 2 A ) S SE RIS, B A A S A o AR R R I (R BE A R LA B
WA DEOE S0 R IAE S 2 450K 48 /NI 5 iEAT I35 (RPAE IR WS ), A it RS AT SR A7 AE(Félix et al., 2019;
Laurino & Kaczer, 2019). T7ERE ) IR [M4ERE I, JGEEMci2 8 G, 4k, B EMERES, Ea
PN BRI, A fride—2E7e. tin, MRIEIR5E 8 (tagging theory), FEZwALHTBARIILIZ
R Ak B AR 2 5 B S5 B B AS REAZ A R B AE B S R BRI e 2 TR] ] DL AH B S
(Dunsmoor et al., 2015). Ftt, A=y 54 aric i EHEYIIR G fis 2 5 (A R I 18] & F RS 2 Bk
G IR B I — 0] ME A4S AR T B G, X IR — 0] 0 PRI 3R A2 30— 20 2 8 A A 1t 28OS 7 AR ML 1 O
MEZ — A, AartERARLEICAZ IS ORI S AL B B S AR AR FAT S PR sl RS M BRI, R
Witk —5 K.

4.4. EFERNNANME

Az i 25O B N AN A 32 BEAE AR ILAE AR FRR) 22 2 o RO 5 ) SIS U, 5 4R A ) (BRI
Be Xt i) AR, AE 5 I EMZAE S5 R N Rl i R, B RE S B 4 [ 1262 5 2 e 1) BE 1 6]
(Popp & Serra, 2016; VanArsdall et al., 2015). XK, 7E5SIAMEIRTCN, FaACAE fr STk p B e 123
FETAG, X —MUEME A S T30 st . lan, 25 2] — [ THE S I E IS, 38 &5 5 1m0 B i) RE
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ERFEEATERA RS, AL BT BN fr PR VE T 46 £ 2 (Nairne et al., 2017). (HARERAIE,
CAAEWF T2 K 22 2R FH 381 1 1 91 2 AR 55 ANBC R 22 SIAE 55 5 82 AR dm VEROSE, 12 R0 BE 15 D 4% 1) Ho Al B
SRR SRR R B2 SCA . BOF ) 2 AN A . R, SRR AL 7R 255 BB 48R dr Ve XS LS 21
BHAACAZ AR, U B N A A -

5. 4518

S L A PRSI SRS IEAE DR RN, HAEAR ERSH “dar” X J@iEprE, e —
AR R . A ar Ve W RE 2 TR A AR RS B Eig8) . BE. Rz, o), DURBAASRAEE
ATHIZIHLE SR I A P, T IRAR DA X — B3 A S A VRIS (Meinhardt et al., 2020). 3 —7J5 1, it
R Al e B ali 2 T A A 5 N K4 = 7 2 WL ERRAE, B0k B ) B4R B 3R 2 I8
(self-reference effect) K] —FhAEAH o ARAIF w0k 75 13F — 25 JEL I A2 i 14 S80S 1) = AR AL 320 9 2 At S R PR A AL

E&WE

Hegh 34 PREREEARINY S L Bt 2 BB
Hed5: 2019NTSS28.
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