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Abstract

In order to investigate whether college students’ episodic memory would implicitly affect their
episodic future thinking or not, 60 subjects, who were randomly divided into in-classroom learn-
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ing group, out-of-classroom learning group and control group, were required to complete sen-
tences construction task, arithmetic task and episodic imagination task in a fixed order. The re-
sults showed that all subjects were not aware of the potential effect of sentences construction task
on episodic imagination task during the experiment. Compared with the control group, the
in-classroom learning group was more inclined to imagine the generation of self-related future
learning events in the classroom, while the distribution of self-related future learning events gen-
erated by the out-of-classroom learning group was not significantly different from the control
group. These results showed that the implicit influence of episodic memory on college students’
episodic future thinking was regulated by different situational conditions.

Keywords

Episodic Future Thinking, Episodic Memory, Implicit 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. 518

Tulving (2001) I AT FOCAZ 2R M K2 RS, R & i OB Rk T, HARUE B3R
M. ERSOCIZME &SR L, Atance 1 O'Neill (2001)iF— 54, A AT LB X F i Kk 5 B
O B & DL E R A2 T, T AT DAKE A 58 45 G B R ok DA T e A B s e A —— R 1 SR 4
(Episodic Future Thinking, EFT), BI45 A A RO BN ] R1T . FH5€ EFT MOMES:, B2 5 ARkiE X
JE4E(Semantic Future Thinking) X 5. A SkiE SCEZEDUE SGAIZ N3, WNBEBONHERS, tnAMEAS A8
SRR 2R 1) B AR 3 SO Re AnE RS R M RIRH s BFT DAESGEIZ RS, DU SOEIZ R
Bl NAETEAEAR, iM% B FREB 2R 25k 175 ) S 8 7k 2 F0 B (Irish & Piguet, 2013).

EFT FEiidiZ. EEMFENN A =R i . Hb, 1028 A& Re 2 AE Gz m
Ft, BIE N EFT $24L ARl J5 3 ARG Sta i S S 28 (Schacter et al., 2012). [ 3RAE BRI 8] (1)
HEALARTE EFT Hl 5| SR (I RS, 2013). M ()2 EFT BIJaikaktE, R MEIRILSF AR N
1E RS (Nyberg et al., 2010; Szpunar, 2011).

EFT ‘& % 4 HURE (Thought-Sampling) A1 517 28 22 75 28 (Word-Cuing  Paradigms)#E 47 HF 53 (Szpunar,
2010a). — M1 &, RAERURE AR EL R B AE H AR 3 0 L R 4 A% R N 75 (D Argembeau et al., 2011;
Warden et al., 2019). 41, FERAAMTHH— R A=A S P AL R E, Bl il S 151 A& P LR 5 3L
AN R CUtERFHLA H S B IR R TG T B A2 AR SRR R R B R, B2 EFT BHAM
£ #135  (Crovitz & Schiffman, 1974; Szpunar, 2010a) . 1% 7 30 ZE 3R 4 AR 48 28 2 1] (LR 2217 38 A B B ]
BRI 4G, Wl birthday, dress and birthday) 28 5 R >k AT g & A AN AAH 2SS4 (0 1 am going to wear a
red dress for my birthday party). EIRBEIRKIE L R AL LK T DIE R BV 24 5, (HSeihm s
RESRFO — AN A AT PR R R

T dIZ 2 BFT TR, A AR L Py 75 31 20 DL A2 37 1 A Sk A 5 (Beaty et al., 2018). 47 4
FANFR LT 7 —BER W EFT 515 RAiZB R E% . DUES MRS IAT N SLI R, EFT 2155
CAZRE SR A T 2 I AR ABLRE o G0 3 R R B ARALL, ¥97E ) L#E 3~5 2 I d K JEE (Atance & Meltzoff,
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2005);  AMATEHEAT O 3R ) AT B X AR S Ao AR A0 2 2 o = A B i 1) S WL 2 (D Argembeau: & Van
der Linden, 2006; De Vito et al., 2012). LAt ScZERFE M B IGAT RSB IL, ZHEN . BT/R 258K
i AU AR S MA ) EFT REJJ 2 T IEH AMA,  JLHistoie 35 J 2 i (Conway et al., 2016; EI Haj et al.
2015; La Corte & Piolino, 2016). ANEI#HZAHT LA I, EFT 51 FACICBAMFIRN s i, wiE
THE T T X A o BRI ) e AT PR S84 FH (Lavallee & Persinger, 2010; Warden et al., 2019).

DUAEAF 78K 2 iR 5O 27 EFT TR R (1R A e — 38 MRAUYE, B0/ O3 1 Seid IR B0 BFT 15
Wi J s 75 Ko Szpunar (2010b) 45 & a4 ZIE AR A BecAZ 8 it 1 = A 230 [ 2 AT 2% (il
Bt G AR A0y BB ARG AT S5 I R IUBFBEAL), LAE SN [A) 1 S ici2 72 1 4 P Ba s e >4k
EFT. SRR, 1R —r, #ASH 50 AR A RS ST R E A 2 e B, A4
] AR AL A SR 5 o) 0 MR 2 A ) R R 2 ST G S (W A 22 e 3, 2 S L TR ) T AR
R SIS S S0 R h B S AL, AR EXTIRAE, Hos N AL A T AR R A 2 ST I R
U SN T A R A S A . BTE R AR S B TG AT 55 5 AR KRG AR AT S 2 A 1)
KR o IR R I B 1 S 2 A 52 2038 F) 1 5L P BREZ I, 25 5 AR RO 38 A1 S5 IR AR SR 2% S A S A
5 A A MV — R SCERIR TE 1 S id 2% EFT B A RR s .

Wang %5 (2011) K IR & £ E A EFT fe s T ELA, AR S EE 2. 4, D
B W5t G B Szpunar (20100)IWFFL, RER SILILHTE T 45 W8 2 Nyberg %5(2010)INJy,  F= ML [A]
& EFT BIeikgctt, WA TR R, MG SR RIG . M8 “RniE” wFa i “4k58”
i [F] (Klein et al., 2002). & & — R 5 6 B E LS, AMEREEARFEEAEER T LG R R,
ST NI AR P AT IR E JEE R — R YA RO AR SR, MBS e CE
B TR T AR ) s DUASS R e S fF. S b, RV AR RO AR E R, AR E R 2, v ok
RK(HEEE, 2011)0 ARITETEDUFLAR TARBESCHA, R AR SRR A 9t (Rl (R RUBE, 5 i ™ B[R] AR {BL,
UNRKWSC AR o 75 7 BT TEDULIR 32 B B0 ), v s A ) Aot 2 B AE P K Sk I sh M RS 4l 1, 2881 T
ORI W], ST CHRIE” WS CARLR” IR R, W RICiZS EFT RIAAUME DL RGE SGRZ 5 AR
s UBER R, T A (2016) I\ N ASkAE SUB BT “HniE” WIS, EFT f58) “4R5&” I i sz
Blo $FHFN ORI BFIAIFR A& 55, ML Szpunar KRILHIHGRER ARG HEEZH T L—
B BAT 551G s i 2 5, DLrb B AAE R sexs Rp,  ml e A D H R L AR R A R AR B =
S R T A B AR R 25, ARWFFCLL Szpunar [UREFCONERY,  DAH E R A R
KA B S id IR RS A BFT BN BEsEm o JE T a0 AW s AR, K54 BEFT A28 =idizm

P BRI o
2. MREHE
2.1. FARIIR
U R R SR G PR 24 KSR K2R 66 44 (FEIE 17~22 &) A B BE ML 43 i 114
EWNH BESHNIRA . FH 22 N, FBrpiyh 11, ZHEGRRERZ R AL (Fes) = 2.34,p

=0.105). FrA BRI 8 IEM IR, IO A R
2.2. EWEIT

KHBRR(AEI% M BEN AR JEAA IR SR =P galia sei st A
AR B ONAAR G U RO S S P e 1 2R A
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2.3. IWMBE5ERF

T Szpunar (2010b) [\ SZEGFN B SR, R E-Primel.d Zwfe, @ THEN LA 1), 5256
FrEaHT, 5 ARSI B 75 5 515 () TG REE S 1B (E A SRR, H =AM 5% ABEALI
P S BL(SE br EHUNF [ 5E) -

RS IREL B WK B Al —E
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Figure 1. Flow chart of the experiment
1. EWRIEE

1) A)FHE . FESRPEKEHL R “WHRIA SRR )h i 1 /MAfEeiEa -, IE RIS
XN RN “AE RN ). MENMBEIEIERSA 6 HLRI, BHIERA 18 HAR
G EBRL R, SALRAETFEIEEIE 6~9 7. HENAMERBHEE NI HBRERM 12
PR RAR, HENEIEFRE I TH 3, 6, 9, 12, 15 A1 18 fi7, HA 12 M EFEHLIEH
T 18 HEEHIL R 12 H. BEIMANLRGHEI LG RERI, Ly 5HENAMA. ST
Y1) 18 iz 28R EHUNT FEHL -

2) FA. EORBOAIHE 6 WA, AT A, EARHAETTE . BEKKBENL R, BE
NP N EEX . SAEHE 10 s, IR 10 s NEIANE SR, WEBEDHE T8, ZaitEsirs
B H R EE T EIEE, L min B HAIEE R

3) G, WAIULIRA R EITES, IHLE 2 min WRATRETEAIE A S RIS TR B, £
RN : HRER T —E N, R s i &AM S H O 00 RS, XL IRTETT 6
MG BN E— R H.

R ENRSAFAE A AR EZ “I5 3% BT REME(A Ak, 1996). NEHE SR T IR 5 LRI
M, B ORSCIG B AR, RO 3 MEF e, FlS SHTEENUIR. RAR L ERES
—NMAE: ARG =AMER Z ME R RS ? F54, BRPRES R AR, AT
HIRBIX MR R

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2022.123081 691 LB A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2022.123081

B, X

2.4. BIEALTE

K SPSS20.0 Xt HT AT YA Bt EAT Hdis /M o o M Ui B A Kappa —EtEAs i, ROTLA IR
AR T7 LA 5

3. &R
3.1. HiRRFRE

S A A PAR TR M 45 7, AT B8 R A S 3 R o ROR B4 7 M A 55 X 1 SR B 55 10
. AT 2 AERIE VIR IERE PR R BISE R I HOSE FH K, (E ARG AE SR 58 N A 52 17 a4 A8 211,
Ji Az it 1 S 96 2o B 35 18 )5 SR K Bl A b

3.2. FIkTERE

2 ZANHITE AR 7 2L L PR D) 2 015 S AR AT 55 Hh AR B 66 AN AR 2 S Sk AT 0 . VRIS AE
N B AR 2 FAF R AR E WA S FR S In253R) W2 S VP 20 A 5 ST AR G
Fr AR S FA R A B EIME S(ETIE B %), WZE TN S IME RS I AR
K2 S A B SIAT AN B T2 00 N FTRR SR IR 25 SO R IR B R (WA E /NS PPT L SR iRER I,
IRV A S A

X 2 A PEH R PR A BT — SRR LS, 45 3R B R Kappa = 0.814 (Cohen, 1960). X8 2 4 iFH
B2 A SR, RIVPRHIGE R AT EE . 2 BIFHIETHE TATE AR AR E S R, B
IR —BUERB AR FE—N . FTE AR E AT, 8 MARKRF I EME T XMIE, HbRIX
Xof Ji T s A 4t s B R . L, XSS TR S SR R A b

Hm B
i BN

m

Xof i 2H
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Figure 2. Distribution of the number of future learning events generated by the priming condition
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PRI HRE 2 48 o AR GOR ok B JRAH OG22 S 1 A TERE I, AR SERRAEHR /TN 2 s N AR = A A
A BRI A 20 AT 40 ) 5 6 B ZEL A ol R AR A 3R AT EL B . A5 i iR 2 A G A BRI R R 2 ST R ) A A 2
BAZES, WHRB A Z 2T 5 IR s [z, WIZRBAPEASZ B SR 52

o X BE WAL R B RAH SRR I A (15 DNEE A E I FEAE L 4 DB FAA
3 AN TC IR AR AN REZH AR AR B FRAH AR R A0 AT (6 N EE N S FEAE . 5 DNEEINE ST FHAM
1L A TERF) AT R AP E R ERL, DT e B WA SRR S 1 SR B2 sac iz m . 45
RER, “HEEREE, ¥42,22)=1952, p<0.001. BEJE, FHARITISLIER 56 H i R Py AR R
MR R BUEE N . BESMNT RGP MR B ER . SRWNE 1 Pir, PAgERK
(U ARG S LB R B 2 5, RPN FUE N AT ) 2 B 1 S i, I
M ) T AR RO B

Table 1. The difference of proportion of all kinds of events between control group and in-classroom group

1 HEAEMGRET S XEHEHER

45
HE N (%) ot & 21 (%)
HENER 71.4, 28.6,
LIS e it HEIME R 44 4, 55.6,
ToRIE R 21.4, 78.6,

E: AT A ZERARE, ThrBARNEREE. L2 52

Hk, XBEINA R BB RARRE AT DNEENZEFE T ADBEIEIEEN 6 A
TEREHAF) AR BEAL A ) B BA R AR A7 A1 (6 DR N 2 FAF S DS SME X FHAFM 11 A TEK
FANBIAT R AR . SRER, “HERAEE, (2,22)=457, p=0.102. F)5, #H=E
A A ARATN B AR A R O A B SMNTESCNS S 2 0 BB AT RO TR 3. S5 R I 2
B, PRAAROAE B =S LB A B

Table 2. The difference of proportion of all kinds of events between control group and out-of-classroom group

F 2. HEIMAMIMBATEXEMRHELHER

2053
HE AN (%) ot & 21 (%)
HE N 60.0, 40.0,
B EA HEIME R 58.3, 41.7,
TR 5= 35.3, 64.7,
4. #ig

AW TR A S BAR BT, DBFEAFEE SN EFT MM, SRk, =
WAL EFT 32 MA KR SZ TR 22 2T G S R B ANty EFT A2 ELAS SHCIZ R
VLT EASMAS FACAZXT EFT (A BRI SZ AN S SRR . 2R, B WABaR ISR i 4 R 5 1A
WETEATF(FAE, 2016). fIARJER R 7 IX—455R? thE A 12 277 IR AL G PR MBI R
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W), IXFREZMACE “EITEE” PRI, U7 RAURANEA, BEARE B E. HE R7 . A
LA “EUN” YHTHE. EIXFRTIE BRSO R, ol TG 1L BB SRER I
2223, A TR E UM VAR COIIEE, 2005). XA EMHLAR T [ 2R A R AL . ASHF ST
EE S RO SN T RS S A N TR, B3 S B E WA SRk HRAH K S H
PRI AR B T FEZUE N2 2] S

AR 5 R 53 RZE RS A] LU Szpunar (2010b) HI 5256 45 543 DLENE. 7575 S04k
M E B AR RS T TR AE, BT “LLA N0 o TESEE TR SR R, s 31— )
WA SEHR. SRAS E 3222 3], SRR SEBh 22 0] (F841, 2008). 7E Szpunar [FSE3GH, #HEWA
(classroom) 1%t % 25 (control) 4 158 25 J 1) 1 FRAH 26 A R 2 >) S 43 A 25 S RIIE B 85 35 KT [P(2, 30) =
6.01, p = 0.049]. FHELZ R, =AM (study) FIxd HEZH (control) iR AR il 11 B FRoAH 5% o ke 2 =) S0 A %5
SR [C(2, 30) = 7.04, p = 0.029]. IXFh % 5 AT RE IE 2 PG 7 SCILBRAE “ BRI AE” 4

HE MR IR T SRR, B S E W AR G AR SR . SRS T
A N(2016) ML A, HLSCRERT G T EFT BB SCumtse, #E M) EFT 887155 T /i 7 A(Wang et al.,
2011) o L N VT )22 , 2023 AAEL IR 435 SR 5 1 PN AH DA 58 285 SR AN — B30 ) 25 (2019) % IUMLUE 1E & %75 (ASD)
JLE S SUL(F EFT)fAE 1 51 Stic A2 FE e 2 Kk R B FFIF R KB, ASD JLERIIEFICIZRE%H
RTINS IR ) e gt, RIS SC 20 1 s AT EEEDTER . SR (2011) %) 5~10 £ )1 260 BRI [A] iR 17 K
JEFE S RIFHE ORI, JLEEFOLIZS EFT 30 R B MG, LIRS 1O B AR 1T 58 /1 B AR RS
WK BB R . A RO RRITRE IR I, AMAREFI R I R A A, xR Rk E ]
RE AL IS EAT 0, BI% SCAZ M AR AR AR . T 20 SR A 5 45 SR 5 A [ iy
NG RAFAEER?

SEIAT AN A 45 B . 124 N1k, BN EFT $HERT 5t 2 LULE R, JLE EFT B RATS
F S PR EAR S AN SRR IAT S K. A N —FhobRINE T, 5L 55 2 — MIRAT A 55 B f
xknimﬁﬁ%M%%*%,M%ﬁ%m%ﬁ¢ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%mﬁmU2mn MFEEMESH, E
W25 5 LA LI S5 b G4 BB R &, 55 R ) LB AR I 50 (] R gk AT 5 15 B
L (PPVT), ﬁf@ﬂ%%f%ﬁ@%t%if@ﬁ%tm AR U A, 2019). T AEASHT
FATS AT, BAR AR BT ] R F SE0A% 5 2 b g B FRAE AR SRIB S B4R~ HESZI0 B A B ik
5L B I 5 AR AR ST S5 B R B IR 58, LA #l e 2 8iX — B &

ARSI L RE S 48 7~ ST AR RO 52 . — 5T, ELERAE [ MO AL St BT
BT, RS RARERTHREAN, HitZ 5 E P ER AR L. 5—J71H, EEGUEE
(A 5T R A A S B 2L 2 IR — o ARIE N IFRE EFT W90 7840 25 S8 o AL G sl (o, S5k
1) ST EE(, EXRBUR). FOGREFE(, AMREEIRES) SRR MR, DR E#EAR EFT
Rtk

WEFRAFEA R AL TETIA BHE & I AR TP R 7890 25 RE RN AN S a4 S LD, ek 0 N IS 2k
2] spoke FONPHREL R ARG 1T . A Ja T 7T AT 78 ML Al b3k AT ok

5. &g

FEARSZIG AT, TSI AT 5 SHCAZ X K 2E EFT (0 B S 32 AN A 175 5 45 AR
EemB

AHIF FEAT ST T 4 G v A S R UR A R U BRI 7T T H (HNKCSZ-2020-0307) 93 )
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