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Abstract

In this study, we used a learning-recognition paradigm to investigate the effects of two olfactory
contexts, jasmine and air, on emotional memory. In the coding phase, participants rated the va-
lence of emotional faces under different olfactory conditions. In the test phase, participants’ rec-
ognition of emotional faces was investigated. The results showed that in the jasmine scented con-
dition, participants scored significantly lower on the valence of emotional face images in the en-
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coding stage, and had better recognition performance and longer reaction time in the test stage,
which proved the encoding specificity hypothesis and the enhancement effect of emotional mem-
ory. This study explored the relationship between olfaction, emotion and memory, and focused on
the internal mechanism of olfaction influencing emotional memory.

Keywords

Olfaction, Emotion, Emotionally Enhanced Memory

Copyright © 2022 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 5|15

ORI, S R 7, Wb B A YRR S AR T L S 25 T A R v (] 52, T AL, 2012).
G H S EN I, INRRIE T8, AR SR b ARS8 S SR @B AR R (54, 2010),
MRS i BB R EE . —, R MARBONYE R . REMEERMEE Tz —, BiES5HE
T YE LA 1AM T AR . AR S HTE SO R S 1 A . U S id i U R Sl
LW Z MR R, BULERRSE, 525 L iz =# 2 [k R I

WEFERIN, WLon A 26 0SB T R pil R i s B A, k. 5, HERL JZM
0 5, e AR R N T R 1 46 0 T/ 5%(Dolan, 2002). Kt PRYE(E BT RES R mES . SRS IFERA
FIRE LIRS, XRFAIRAS S AAEA R, BA, 2012). LRGP S, ARG
HH R A AN R AE G 1, MR DT TR, T EE A AN 15 3t e < [R] 32 4k (Lang, 2005). B Fi& 4t
BAGL R, AR AT 734 NI AR R BL A A it i <% (Wen, Moallem, Paller,
& Gottfried, 2010), AR 51 ECAS [F] P2 AR5, AR R R0 384K B A 2 BRI AR (1) £ EEUK P, i
HH P B EE RN, AN TR R 5 IE RS & ER (%, S5, 2012; Lehrner,
Eckersberger, Walla, Ptsch, & Deecke, 2000).

WA FTHELL 7R AR 2 R LN M, Cook 25 A (2017) LR LE FRFIAEA (2 N\ fhi it
)~ S LIRS (O 3R (A N AN PR A 2 S (P I 000) = POAS [RL B IR SR 26 11, S5 30 443 B T FL R AR
A BT VA3 o 25 SRR, AMATE T FLINS, 724 NASRIITE )UK, W B 15 28 T FLAB A o S
MAEA Nt i vk, BRS8N AL A BRI, Al AT TIA X 2 B AR 80 5 T ALK 8 — S 5|
EH . Syrjnen %5 A (2019)K H s R MIE ARAI 80 5 11 FL A2 75 DL RS AN A 28 R o (R 52, &5 RIGIE
T Cook FE NS5 eAk, AT A A 2 5 i A A (R PR B DPAN S ORI, AEA SRS, AL
ARG R PP 70 B 1y o AE 2 NSRRI B SR SR T 5 IROSEINT 2290/ 5 T AE TG SOV A AN R R &6 1F T
SN 22 BE e S, AN[EIRGE G B 2o 0 I 4 7 AR 2 R R

Brubz Ab, MRS B A FHARIS G . BEFORI, AT S BRI & AR — e R LA B
TR (YL, 2011; Akpinar, 2005). JEA W FE R I, AT R EHRIR 588 4 2 BRI T ARBX R AE — 2,
WA HIR S BTE R R AE —#2(Grant et al., 2013); [8] 315 PR 2 AN 40K 23 (B BN S /)N, 1) 2139 k2
AMAAG 23 [ R EN AR B K (W], 1997), % B0 WR 2 S0 T DR 6 i 0 24 ) 11

R Gt i PR R e AR, WL I 2 ST B B 5 H AR5 B — kgt  E RIS W]y H AR B 1 8l
124 % (Tulving & Thomson, 1973). H T RIENICIZE R, HEE 7 B — W5 500 MA B2 2t
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S . Frank S5 AKERERABENL 7 BC 22 57 S G T B2 G AR 5 S e B2 A AR 2 I FEHZ 3 TS0k
S SIRNEIZ I Sk 4 eI ab 3], SRR S 40 ANTE SBR[ e iR, [AIRE 24 /NN E4T B
170 GERKIN, I RENZ I T5 58 Sk 2 38 A Ao6] 51 (1) |51 17,8 (Schab & Frank, 1990). F3CEAEA
DAL AR O SR 5, 3 F BORAE B R A TG B R (R 8 7R AR R seadd bl Bk  SI 87 F kAT
FOA, SRR, BURIEERT R WFIARGUE L (D S0, EREHE, Bk, RBEAE, 1994). Erk
Wi, WU R FA AR R EE IR, — BNy, S B AZ R SR S H TR I 2 R R i
M- H%(Zald & Pardo, 1997), WL 2 5% RAEEEE:, Y. BOEMIALRRS5ES . CIZBKR
2 4J)(Shrode, 2012).

AZIN LAY 52 B 545 SIS, 2 B8 IRE o X Fhaty A 15 4 A5 BRI 12 g i e
EICIL, BA ML LR AR s (LR, DRSS, 2008). KEMBEICIZHI R, HEES
BRI T 2 CR rREOC I M BOR b, VA G017, I R 2810123 5 B,
(FEu, THR%, 2013). R E KRGS CF BEE A B RlSEMEEATI AL, #RUESL
TEEICIZ RSN (T IERE, FORE, AR, KW, 2018; EEM, EIRZE, 2013; £, 2015; B4,
2016). TIEME X EHHGENRA T - PG AIE 0 I RN, 25 53 BA Af MR M T LI
A HRCAZ SR B LR e, St AL A R BRI T IRt AL A (T ERESE, 2018, BB
S, PREDS, #EE, 2015). BEFCINY, FROAJFIRR—EREUS R, HPeEmAEEmM L, Bk
BMEFIEAE, EMR—F AT, mEERARRINTEREDT, Kk, 5Z, 2015), B TE
AN TR I A R A EINLE] o« X AN I L7 I E WS 2 m S I E R, T 3B M)
BN, THE RN 2 IS 26101, R FE S s M BHOAZ RO BB s Je T AR A, 12
M 2 mtEAes, SIS S0 RN B R T IR 4 (S b, Aok, 2008).

ZE LR, REE IS KIS RN (S R 51 A O v R T 14 155 26 AR E 28 4K, (Cook et
al., 2017; Syrjnen et al., 2019), {HIRH BI8% 0 A 1501 1] B SR BN R SR Z AAFAE T, RIER AR S
WRXHE 28 IR TE R 22 o 1T 59 70— S8 Bl 50 AR B 58 T AR AR e A2 I sEma, (R Bk b it Sk (12
B, BURMAEEESCIM B, XA 785 FRAF WL 52 i 25 1012 K N AENLRI (S0 A8, B,
EIRE, RBRAE, 1994; Schab & Frank, 1990; Shrode, 2012). [FlIt, AS2EG % B FKFI1E T2 P FPR 5
B85, Db, IEMER ST FLE A AR RE, SRS - NG, 7RSI B, #al i E A
WS 17 458 17 26 T L R EAT 38U V43, ARSI BB S iR 4 T AL I A AR, 53R
FAFMALL, BRI AR S5 TR 28 7LD R PP 2 B8 sy, B FRA RS I OB TR K.

2. Bk
2.1 #ik

TR E A AT LR EAE5E 61 L4k, k0 EF IEM D IER, Wt HiEs, YWRNARIT, G
FEARERS, 765256 58 UG 19 3] T AR () SEIG IR . A — 2R B B R AN E 8%, #T LAIER, &%
JEERMRIL 60 N, HA 12 4, LA 48 44, PR 21.47+£0.99 %

2.2. sSERattt

SRR T AN R 2 GO A T LB P AR e

B APeHaLEE 72 sk gL R, B R A EACS L AL A R BEHLE I, sk, BRI
L % 24 5K o O 7RIS G4 T FLIER (RO AR, BEATLIEER 20 44 K2R A R, RIS
2 1L O A B REAT DAL 0 0 S A R AT B SR 22 0 (42 1), 2R SR, AL
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FR £SOV 2, F (2,69) = 23534, p<0.001, fhin’=0.87, F/GIEN, EMEmFLEAENH
VAR T A AN SOV T AL B0V 4, Rk L R SO P o v T M TR AL B
T L T A P R ) 2 R4 S 3%, F (2, 69) = 52.20, p <0.001, fhi n® =0.60, FHJEAaI6RM, IEMEA G i 5L
PR e R R 40 B v T AR e T AL A BOR 2y, IE MR Ak LB e R Y ZE R AR . S T g
S B AN G B B % 36 sk A FE 28 o MTALIE v, ke, IEMRI AR & 24 5k, Hoh By
AL & 12 Gk SBORFIEFAE R B, K AR ANAEAT SR 2 AR b 26 S T RERFIE
FARAEIA EFATARS, LIRS, BRSSANEFREEAIPRIR S BB 7% 48K
DL, RAPTE BRI IR AR Bk, SRRAEE LT BRI [ 2] T AR

Table 1. Valence and arousal ratings of faces with different emotions

# 1 TRIFHEFLE AN FIREEH) T

YR e M x % SD M g +SD
i 4.49 +0.43 4.02+0.15
EME 6.70 £ 0.76 5.94 +0.15
ks 2.93+1.67 5.80 +0.15

H 2 (utE i KFER vs. &) x 3 (HALE Fr: P vs. IEPE vs. ftk) x 2 (B #IH: 87 vs.
IR SE .

2.3. SEARY

K 2 (MRoEtEEe: RAMER vs. 2R) x 3 (LB fr: ik vs. IEPE vs. 5idE) x 2 (BIAHTIH: B
vs. [F)fRE LI i, MUt SOOI AR &, AL T AR A B IR Ol A AR, R AR B i)
AT A B P DA TE B 2 RS R

2.4. EWER

BARBENL S AP, 73 HIAER AT AN PIRIL LS 58 T BT S SRR 3] - FRATER,
TP GRS BN GG B, 3t 4 4. FEGRRSRT B, Mg BEHLE I 9 FKIG A AL A (k. IEVEA S
# 3 5K), EORMHICIZIF B ZAex G 4 i fLIE Fr R BEAT 1~9 ZiF o (1 Fon i A ti, 9 Rt
BR), FEOS 1 45 AL IE R M EAT 1~9 ZRFr(1 o iR iR K, 9 R i) MALHBA NG, B
R EHAT 1 e Egil =1 kia 5, LB Esal =R, S5 L RVBEANNIRET B, £ B B
MLRILAE 2 ) 9 RAB LI FLIE v LR 9 skiBeammfLIE i, SR BniH . Dy 7P
RONL, R P AR AP

3. &R
o S8 A B B A B RN D 43 2 S DA B B B Bt 4 ) TE A SR R g N B 25 R idEAT A0 AT
3.1 wmIBMEER

SR REAT 2 (WRAEtEEE: RAEE vs. R) x 3 (HFLEF: FE vs. IEME vs. 501E) R & 5250 %
TN, SRR, WA BN 23, F(1,58)=6.16, p=0.02, fiin?=0.10, FHREEFME
O L LR B PR 43 (4.36) AR T AR N HIVE A (4.74)s TOALE A I = RN B3, F (2, 116)
=597.35, p <0.001, fiin’ =091, FGKIKEN, EVEEFLEF B IIPE5(6.60) % 2 & T i 4L &
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Jv (4.25) A PR T L B PE53(2.79) s MRS 15 B A T AL I R S BLAE FH AN 23, F (2, 116) = 0.93, p = 0.40.
N T RE— 0 W AN [ WL A7 5% TR AL 2B V2 (2, SRS ARE AR t A58 BB B AE S ] ML 15
B AN R 28 T FL R U V4 22 (L 2), RIAL T AN R i A 45 p ) ik R 7E VP o P T AL I e
TEAE .35 7 5 (95% CL = [0.15, 0.96], t = 2.75, p = 0.008, Cohen’s d = 0.72), HARKIN 9K Fi 16 B 51T 9k
TS P T AL I U (9 53 (3.98) B AR T R A T I PE 41 (4.53), HARBI FHARE.

Table 2. Independent sample t-test of different emotional faces in different olfactory situations

2. PRIBHEEILERETRRREFR THIRI R (1018

LB A WL 4% 5% M + SD t p Cohen’s d
s T 453 +0.42 2.75 0.008 0.72
KA 3.98 +1.02
B 5 6.75 £ 0.55 1.59 0.12 0.41
RFEAE 6.45 + 0.89
ik A, 2.93+0.75 1.38 0.17 0.35
KA 2.65+0.85

3.2. MBHERER

X IERfRBEAT 2 (MABEIEBE: KRR vs. 25R) x 3 (HFLE F: bk vs. IEME vs. 50E) x 2 (B #71H:
Bovs. IH)PIRA SEIR BT ZE AT (L] 1), 25 SRR B, LI A 323408 23, F (2, 116) = 45.19, p < 0.001,
i n?=0.44, FEHIGE, FUrEmmFLE A i IERIZ(869%) 22 T IE 1 (79%) Al b P i LI (73%),  IE1E
T AL A IE R B s T e m AL s B IH I RN bR 23, F (1,58) =3.81, p=0.56, fiin’=
0.06, FIAF B IEHZ(82%) & T IHE 7 (77%); HREHHAEE, Fs<2, ps>02.

N T BB RAARAE R [ ML E 1 B 28 T FLACAZ A, 43 ke S SRR RTAE B A R B IE R
RPAT 3 (AL Fr: Ak vs. IETE vs. fitk) x 2 (B RBIH: B vs. IB)RIEZNE S Z2 08 . &%
NIERFTT S R, AL A BN 3, F (2, 58) =22.85, p<0.001, fin?=0.44, )5
FEIG B, A7 T FL I 1) LE A 2R (85%) ¥ 3 1 T IE 14 (78%) A PR I FL T F (72%)» 1B PETEIFL I A () IE A
REFm T LA, BAHIHR RN S, F (1,29 =639, p=0.17, fin’=0.18, #HEHHKIE
T #2(82%) 2. % =i T IRy (75%): LB A AT A3 IR BEAE A3, F (2,58) =0.20, p=0.82, K
FIEFHME T IEFRT ZN SRR, BAMERGFERPEE, F (2, 58)=2252, p<0.001, fin’=
0.44, FIGHIFEW], Fk AL A B IE R 3R (87%) 5 2 i T 1E 7 (81%) Al b ML T FL I (74%),  IEMETHIFL
BRI IER R T3 m T AL B BRI RN AR, F (L, 29) =0.14, p=0.63; HILEH
BB IHI A HAE R 35, F(2,58) =149, p=0.23, R4 RN, 2R RIRLSEE 55 T o m) A =
AL A RIE R Z R A RE, EIRFIEE FM TR0 Pt IR LI A i IR 22 8
=100 ok X ol NSO <

Sof [ S EEAT 2 (MRS S SRAIEE vs. R) x 3 (HFLE A: b vs. IEME vs. fidE) x 2 (KA
BriH: B ovs. )RS LI BT 7 20, S8 RAEI, MR BN bR E#, F(1,58)=3.62, p
= 0.06, fiin®=0.06, FKIAFKFCHELM T HRHEATHIB KB (1139.65 ms) & T2 S 44 T 1 &3
I} (1054.51 ms); TFLE ) ERR R, F (2, 116) = 4.85, p = 0.009, fii n?=0.08, &I AR itk
THTFL P 1 ) e 2B (1074.58 mis) di 25 66 T4 W w4 T FL IR 16 S B2 R (112,30 ms) T A3 38 41 7 7 1 R I 12
T FL P LA B At X ) B L P A e P T AL P A () S BB 22 S R AN s RS DI AN 3, Fs < 1, ps > 0.1.
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Figure 1. The correct rate in each condition

B 1 BAEETHERR
4. g

AR ] - FRATE A G A7 A0 2 S BRI Bt 15 4502 B, 45 SRR DUk 7
SRR S T SE T T 20 BV 49 A, XL FRA RS A SRS S

PRTI BEAE BR, HEHET S TR 1 4 LI 0 (097 4 B R T2 4 IR
XSG LERT AL R B BTARTAORIL, 4 AL Uk 2 A AR i IE RN 14y, 4
ARG 1R SR T 2 B AR A e 67 AL 8O 0 DP 4% I T B FR T I3 435 BRI A3 S ey — B0k
T 7% 25 B 3 B3R (Cook et al., 2017). (HAEARF SR, RASBRATIE BN 2 B B IEFIER, (HAT 6
F T E — A MR 4T 928 3 T AR AR AR IR B0, X S AT SRR B U A, = AR
SR I B RIS RE(CE I, SRR, 2003), RICIRAS T IR 2 TR A Xt G0 A B fes
PEGERIEEN, F2EIL 5Ky, 2021), TS BRI IE LT ILE S BN T4 540, RATERM,
AT A T FL B R VT4 22 53 B35, R ZEHIE T S F T vt eh PRI AL I U0 VP 43 BB A T
TR TIPSy, XA T AN LRI I 45 S 0 T T U@ £ L 0 T (Davis, 1975), i
L5 BIOTHFL I/ 52 BB B SR 0 50

TSI B R, AR REHFIEH SR A5, GOETIFLIE A i IE #2285 T IEPEAT h
WAL IE# 2, IEPETFLIE A i E # 2 e T rh M AL S IR 2%, R B s 4t 1z 15
RUSE. A7 PR 4 R IE RS 45 FRE RS 4 60, (BN P T FLACAZ I RO S A, 3 T R 56 B A ik LA
— [ RELFEEDAFJ re 8 G AT AL PP HEAT 0T, 3 S5 4 A 3 o R R O, A 2 T3 4
TR 28 015 AN T 2 3 % /TR T % 3B (Taylor & Shelley, 1991). SHIEH &L Pkt bk, 1F
RGP T LT ) IE R — R B TRk, BRI S B T MRz, b 5iEm T
YTy S PE BB (Tulving & Thomson, 1973), ABFFeh, 1 T2 ST 4R BALII BB BTk il — BobE, 3
HIERREWEAE N — R BIRIEIZ R, EITAMERIZ, FISIREAMENERE. BRERSR R
PREIEAZ ST, ARAR RS BB, ARG AT FE5: AR I (Shrode, 2012). RSk 514, 01z
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YD, HABRIEIZ SN TE 2 RIAE B ARICIZ b, R AR EIE S S id 2 e R, H
AURREFFERAFAE o SRANAE A 200 T Wl A i 5 25 i AL B R I SR B2 B T R A IR, XS
Damjanovic % A (2018) (IR FL 4 R — 8, 2 NP IRH =T, MAR R KM BRI T R,
A 2 T L BT BSOS R 2

AW FAFAE— LR R, FRAEAT MR L BOA T R AT 0, R ISR SR AL A (I W] BEAF £ 22 5%,
RZ A NAHLITREA - FEN, ARBETCE Lol R AAAEZ ST, AN PEAR — BN B AT 4 .
KB TRZRER G EE G =F Z KRR, IR TSI N, 45 RRUIRTEE
B SRR S MARICIZRSL A BT 78 L U B 0F 7

5. &

AN R BE T B o0 16 G RS AZ ™ A RO o SRATAETT 2 AF T EAsnt AN [/ 17 25 T AL B 2 i) 1 0 2. 2%
R RMFIIVED, ST AR B, SRR — G IZIR IR R, SRAE A T e A
175 28 T AL IR W (0 IR R B T2 AR AR IR R, sl AR ERA 7 206 R e 5 B T4 L, &R
B AL R B AZ R B b

E&UH

TR KA AT H (S202014098100), 218748 i 2 T FE 24T 58 01 H (2020jyxm1579), %
B NSO B 5T E ST H (SK2020A0112).
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