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(B HR¥FLI%ER, L 200433)

B E FHABRAMBEL GG EATRAETAA T L LLAXIKG FHo R, FRhEFAE

TALR R EME ST L HATR. MBI OA A TR bt mTidf2, LA A Ld Filema.

B

WEE DTN EEZ N0, M AT ES, SREHORIRAAS LR FAETEBAL. MEEHS
B Lt AR Ao AR 6 B AR £ B s AR . FA I E Bt Ao AL A . KRR A BT T LR AR
WEHLIAERRRMRER L £ 7, FRESH IR THEEHARITIE,

X@E FHwE; FHAR Fhedt; Fzl; Rk

HEE  Bs42
HIS

MAKEMZ A Sat R W2 DT, Gl EZER
P4 SR R A A I B 1 — A~ S, ke g Ny
S L VA SN DR I S Tk VA N A
(Tulving, 1972), Zack Fll Tversky (2001)¥ = {52
S HEFEAS R E b o5 R AR Y — BB ) P B Sl
WL 0] H e B IF LR RS o1, AR e A
SRR 0 5 B R A v B A G, IR
AR AT A F RS KA, ACH KA
Bz 24), SOl A S8 B — A F TS 2D IR
amn, AR B2 B, B TE AR A
TEM— N — A HE AT, XMEEANT,
H 815 30 B0 125 $0AT 20 RE X AHLA17] 6 47 2 1% 179 2t
SRR A R BT R L

AN B 1 S FUE BB AL,
TR WU St ie ME e B i, MEs A
B ML AR AR B Y0 43— A R B AT i AL 3
(Zacks, Tversky, & Iyer, 2001), X FEBFK A
FHA VI (event segmentation) . F A4 Y HIH8 A= A
TR L 1 A FAE BT R L T4 B L H B
RIS R, BT — D F SRS E — 1 F
P T 46 22 (6] B 43 SR ) A B, BP0 R
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(event boundary), UL# MY KT 5 (break point),
PEOIEI R —1 A R, TR EORA AT
VE R R 30 AT FL o 52 50 8% 1y 40 B0 b
Lk, ORI B ATTE A SAAL B R E SRR
A 9 A= B AR bR, B BE & AT Y 3514 19 5 &
(Delogu, Drenhaus, & Crocker, 2018; Zacks et al.,
2001; Zacks, Swallow, Vettel, & McAvoy, 2006),

O T 2 200 v 3 AP S DD A 55 (event
segmentation task)XJ {41 # (1) 0 Tt fE e 5 H
FRIEEATHFSY . X —AE55 AT Newtson (1973)
fE i, HATC &K — Rl A s i =
AT 55 38 H ORISR — Bof 6 H RIS S Y
LR, IR ATAE N5 B — A B R RS
F 5 — A T I 2 B S, 2l 43
FAE IS RIT, HE, MR 5 d
PEIASCARBETE Wl SCARE R P g Fr i,
i W AU T i 34 1 3% 2 <R 22 1) Y SR A 3 B
(B, ek, 2009), @it FH RIS, B
FEAHRERE T A IO S S I, A
X AR S, TR R LA

i S BT 55 0 E S RS, ERE
AT DUIE i H A A A i A AR R A
BAERIGE S . G 1025 )5 T Y 28 7R i
— A5 2 R A i A H BT AR i Tt R A
INFNR B 257 AR BRI RS . AT 538 s IR T T

AR R B30 AR 5 A ] | 25 [ R 48 i
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AATE SRR R, AR X 2 F B L 1A
ST L ST I R S R B
PR F A4 (event shift), ITAESK, i I
SEHR AR, BB o i T AR
ik XS S WSS R, I LLAS [R5 R
B A 0 25 B R R A R A R R RS

AU B SE H S kA 5 A
SRR, SHEMCICHIER . 875 3R EUE DI
Ko ASCH M FYIEAE B R E A it iz
B S EE AN 2, K AH SC I AF T L SR A T A B
T, TR ARIER IR A MR E 1]

2 EMTIEIAE#ET

2.1 MEMAHEEGAR
21,1 BTmEMMI

L A SR AR AR T 2 A A i 3
R B HERY  Newtson (1973)fi 48 H-1E M W5t g5
PN RERL T & B, B a0t ) T4 R A
1) SN E A A S5 KR A Bsf i) o5 SO A i
Zacks (2004)7E—A4> R B A 55 i1 R WA # A
Yy TE i e L B OK [81 2 B B R Sp g e, IR ER
AT PAT FAAF D EE 55, 459 & BUAE BT A 1 52
5T, AR TR I8 SRR A L B
FsE RN G UL, 2 EE BRI S A A
FIE AR RETE T B ER . Wi
BAFFE R, 76 R0 R T S5 o W i K M
XS FH 0 T2 s fE B S8 TIX, X4t
W 177 BB Bl 8 S R, 33 4 X 3 A R R R
AL BEE P VR 0932 Bl B — R 38n, Thi HLAE S5
TAb 1 0 R 23, UL B (E B R T
g AR E RN, FEEERT]
B R iy IX 358 ok Ak B2 Bl A E AR SE R AE, AT 2 A
XL REAE 9 A8 fb R B A 4 1 31 L (Zacks, 2004,
Zacks et al., 2006) .

Ak, Hard, Tversky 1 Lang (2006)i# = Jf JLAif
BUEHE . BT I A HERE R, &
A —RINWEFE T, ToIe 5 A R IE 1) R e i S i
AR B R RGRE R A B AN
R A U R s Hoas B, Bl 4 30
N RSB R e (T = A o iR F 0 o A NG|
BSR4 R 4 A — B0k (Hanson
& Hirst, 1989), X — L UL, AL LLENL
A AT g FAREE {5 8 R e A% S8 iU IR

212 BEMTHMI

DI EUE 55 T R B, R DT &)
BA 2R, TERINE I ) RO 1 U130 753 2 i K
- B ST T LU itk — 25 V) ) S 4 ZF 7 (Zacks et al.,
2001), JS4ETE Hard 55 A (20060) IR 53, 18 3 4F
E A 78 AL 5 AR B R VDRI 5 REAS AR 4 W)
B, HRMEARAT N AR, 2B T
fEFAF I EORGAl; Sz, MRS RGE R
WA, MTTE ST R DD EIE 55 50K 40 U0 F 4T 55
R A A U B 2 S e B R BRI % T
PE0 i R BA BB, XERE AT K
SEHALRAE B GEU, X =0 K v e A v SR
FRNEAS AL HEA T AR

SCAS 58] 152 75 T P B IR AR SRR T T
0 A ME A R AR AR B AE S DD R i B AR
F o — LA B 32 SCA vp = 0 S S B AT 55 T 5 22
SRR SCA N HEAT S DTRG0
BUTE SCAS P25 H B 78 1k 1 7 8 1 K 7% 3,
453 78 5 SCAS v 0 SURE IR AR A R O 7R
IR ) s [ 48 B2 R S B0 T LA H 8 A= 16
F B R R, O LI S X 2
Bt R A SCAS v M SRR AR 1Y AR AR A I S
A A B 2 A 300 S T P T e R AR AR R AR |
Z BT 0 AU SC R 7S [8] 4k R AE (9 52 TR (Speer,
Zacks, & Reynolds, 2007). %315 — & 5 i 18 25 8] 4fF
UM R, A5 [E) b 0 ST 2 5l U
(Radvansky & Copeland, 2006; Radvansky, Tamplin,
& Krawietz, 2010; Radvansky, Krawietz, & Tamplin,
2011; Radvansky, Pettijohn, & Kim, 2015), 3 H1E
XKML, FREE AR A B A B IR AN 2
BN Ry = 3 A R BRI R, A A
TERN 505 BB A A LRl i — 2D ks T 2R 0
AR B W IE A2 St SR PR B i (Pettijohn &
Radvansky, 2016). Hir, LA M E H1E R
SRR RIETE SRR SRR AR AR B R A
Gupta fl Gurrin (2018) & P, { FAFE T EMR /25 M0
5 R 2 ) 500 A B4 vk R B — R A 1 AR 9 H AR
HEAT A3, B AR AL ST 2 S MR T B 2% S 1
ik UM, R REAS ARG S He S P iy <R
PO R . WA BT R X 6] — AR N A )
F 45 RIS RR 3 52 LS AR 152, XA B U
) 5005 i A 1T LIRS 43 25 1Y (Swallow, Kemp,
& Candan Simsek, 2018),
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BEAN, 1 52 LR A5 X = T Y s
i, Massad, Hubbard il Newtson (1979)7E ik #ix

PATRAFTIRL 55 Z i an T AT R A9 95 A5 R,

R KR, ARG EEEE D) RS R -
R T AR B, BEIIEEE 1555 5iH 25
RN T A9 #2 . Bailey, Kurby, Sargent #l
Zacks (2017)ZE R Pl 78 B 152 SO A 5 8 HY) 43R
— RN EA, HREW, WRTRERYES
A AWk as (0] M 5 48 R AR Ak, IR 48R EE
Ao 1) 4 RE A ATT 3 R IR 4k B AR AR AT U
LR UAI, WEEEE 1Y H bR i 550 20 5 25

R H bR WS W T H OGS B AR A S0

FIHEE
22 EHUIEIRNE: VRIS EESFHRIEENR
SHpURES

Sy R AATTHEAT S D0 B B AR, WA
HATERE T HE A, R R R DI E R
il &A1
2.2.1 |FEHRA (situation model)

YD X — A AE R R L B 1 A
XTI SE AR E i 25 BB 54 2L, BAE
N IR AR A G B AT R R, WS
F AR SCA BB EE VI . Bk, SUARTR]
R R A OGNS B Se e TR AR R S )
FIEHLH

Kintsch Al Van Dijk (1978)4% H 1f 35 155 U
(situation model), FUA#RE SCA L. HiZ
BERVER 5, B9 38 R SR D 52 5 2 ) O o 3 i
MATE TR B0 B SRAE 1 A I IR A0 S o s i
IR B I A AR ILGR B, 2002), 1 BE AL AT
o FAE B 4 A B (event model) F1fE T R U
(episode model) P 1) 7K, F5 (AR AU R AE 19 &
— PR NER, BEN SN HR
P SRR SR B 250 PR e R AR B 1 AR A
AL — RN F RSN E, SFFFH 0
(). PRSI 1) 9 6 3R D B A2 3 26 5 R 5 T 1 52
W5 B GREYL, 2002), Bl SCAS ) el 7 Hh o
R BANWIIRI, SRR AR BRI T R,
Jo7 RV BT S AR TR SR X 2 iy 1 ) R A T A
(Morrow, Bower, & Greenspan, 1989),

i 15 B R (Y T B TR B R — A
Zwaan 5 AR H 19 {445 AR B (event indexing
model)i\hy, Z5[E] ., B, BUR KGR . MR

SR IX A2 BE A5 AT DU 36 R B =
e, M sl B R fF 8R4 AR AT, Mg S
[m] F 5 B 1% 55 45 4 (Zwaan, Langston, & Graesser,
1995), RIGF AR BERN R, 1H BRI A T
BRI AR A B S R K i A A bl oA
AT — RSB F A, T L R 2 Y
e Ak, R SO R TR S R R X
AL PR I SRAE 19 5 PR AE S5 2 I 5T v B i
— 59" 78 AR BT X BSR4 W E G 3l .

2.2.2 EHYIEFEL (event segmentation theory)

) E B8 (EST)H Zacks, Speer, Swallow,
Braver I Reynolds (2007)#H, EL#EHE T AT
XS H R G S AT AR AR, & BT
AH AT PN e 3Z N Rl ) BRI RS . R D E B
N, AT 5 TR 258 B BN 505 B LA
KABAE T BB RAE ) G50 E 2, B IE AR IEAT
WS BRI R B Ab BRI /INERLT, X e/ NER ST
BEFR A AR (event model), BEATRI LAIA ML
DB LA B0 AN A5 A B Ta) RO, I ELRE W FITA 41
A4 s ] R W] LA [E] B A7 #E (Radvansky & Zacks,
2011; Zacks et al., 2007),

FF R — P AR AE AR IEAZ 0 (4 0
WRIE, MR M TP FEANER, B L
IG5, IFEF WA AT R R R
R, TERZEIFLT, HFRAERER,
WM oo R A D15 BB G N — Dk B
MGG A S AR BB — 2 TI0 B
HEIEE, AT i A B A BEURR AR K T e 4R
VA 57 7 SRR Y 0 2 R AR E I, 5
PRI S AR E T ok, Wi, SRR
T ) 7 A A R AR A B A S R B
T — I L 9 L e R, AR 5] 3 Hp TN
AR R A BRI E & — K P600 5, W5
FOON T LUK AR Oy S0 B T R Y A AR
(Delogu et al., 2017),

SRR LG, SRS T R TAMA
Xt SIS R, IR A b A T R R
B RAE AT R, JFRARIT T S HIE )
W R EALE], X SR AR AT T MR, 1
XSS, FENE S RA TR E TR
Z 5B RS8R, WRWBMWRIEES T £M
ERE B A, AR & — A m s fl L],
INHI R GRYE 5 B Ak g RS I 2 T &
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PR Y ET RS L T ARG R TE
B, e P R AR i 2 AR Y 2 R 5 e o 5
AN EE AR Y 7 37 (Zacks et al., 2007). ZF40H]
SN EEAS AN AR T, A AR DI RK
VL A BT AT e R R S8 RR SE B A R Gk B
(Richmond, Gold, & Zacks, 2017; Radvansky, 2017),

3 EHTIEIXIZIZH R

3.1 5SEM4RIESHEXMNICICRI

Ko JIUE IR R, AR A e R
55 FCHEA T A U0 I X S 50 ) RN e A T
KA, VIEIMSE R AT REAG AL T iC A2 iy LAl
3.1.1 BEHAFEEMIEIZRS

TEZ R GE T, A RE S 2 AL 115 R
R T EATFIEHZ - Newtson F1 Engquist (1976)
PIBIETE R B, RN 52 7 bRk b SR 30 A
URERINAS iR s N 1 R v o T TR L AR R TTEC DY)
BB T A0 T 1 R 2 L AR SR R
4, F= 5 (Schwan & Garsoffky, 2004), )5, Swallow
SN 5E LE WA W — B Fr 1) ) i 52 i 4
FICAZ I, PN R Z AR S I B A
OO (1 B2 S T = A 1 ol it o= X U S (7% 4
B FRA S 2 T 22 AR i 30t H 2 g
FHECH TS A, IR 2 A K
Gt o A RN — 20 DX A3 Sl amt H
AR A B PR AFIARE A BN, U BRI
S AR AT R T H R A e T
ML, AR AT R T R A2 A 5
(Swallow et al., 2011; Swallow, Zacks, & Abrams,
2009).Radvansky, Tamplin, Armendarez #11 Thompson
(2014) {9 — JGUAIF 58 0 e B, Wl 7 D) 332 SCA I
SRR K R W% (causal break) iy A) T L AL 28 TR
Z W], XX A B RICIL . XSS
M TAEICAZ R S BE SR, FEF ORI AL, Sk
AR 23 1 5iR T  DASE VT S, 3 R R A O
TR RE NS PG 2 S FUE B IR, JF
Hin FAbRIE A5 BB B A S WOk
3.1.2 FHARFCICBFEHAIRE

FAF I FRX TAMEICIC AR F A B &2
H - Schwan, Garsoffky il Hesse (2000)H)— I fiff 5%
KB, M TR B R, s AR L AN A
AN 22 B M O A R A Y T2 G, {H BT A
BB R R B R 0 5 N A I 2 B B i B R

%o BT WA HITERY, B ATE S f
PF30 B 2R T ) BN SR, O HAE SR
PR SRR A28 1 BORAE AR SR 0 AR AR A
= 5 5l #E X2 12 B T+ 3¢ (Sonne, Kingo, &
Krejgaard, 2016, 2017). ¥t B F4 51 FL Ak 515 B
TAMKIEZ B bR br e B A e BEAE T, A B TNk
A WMUZEARN S . B USRI T
oo NPSEYERE FARAR R RN, A AT T2 A Bt
T B[] Y A B B L 2 £ 5 (Huff, Meitz, &
Papenmeier, 2014), Pettijohn %5 A [ — I 5% £ FH
TR SRR BB AN S e 4 A 56 1 S 1R A
HXPICAZ B . WEIE LU T FE LIS R R 25 AR
F RS OLT, 012t B b J 15 & AR SR B 0] i
J5 AZ SR B Fo 0, S5 K B, To il 2 A a2k
SACAZHRERL | LA ) e mH A B U4y
F, R AR SCAR R R DAL S
A iy 23 G B e o SR B, A T A
PR T AAATE A e 4 I 12 5 S 4 1Y
45, HF MRS Z, ML st siss, 3t
IR R CSUR R W NP (87 D0 B i IK P SN IR v
(Pettijohn, Thompson, Tamplin, Krawietz, &
Radvansky, 2016), tt 7, Wahlheim I Zacks (2019)
) — S 58 K R, A SR SR WL BN 2R A
URAE Fr, 23 HhTE FO A A 22 S i ik [l
PR AT B YA A 0 s (B 0 SRt A B — B
N 1) P 5 B R, IR 4 Hh ST R X ) 17 2
WEEARX D o 33X — 45 B T ENIE T S
AT REAEHEIC IR
3.1.3 EHAFICIZAEIEEHAHE

WS R B, 22 D1 ki B mT e A e 12wl
— {47 T4, Radvansky %A (2006, 2010)F]
B L HARB T— RIS, /R T LA
[F1) by 8 BB SRy R A T AR A e B
T B SR 7 R I A ) — S A A R A0 5 ) L
eI YN S Sl e ¥ R 7/ BT DA | PR | S
RN o & SRR AT, Pk
FAEE AP [ Ly 23 ) i SR 1 55 A0,
TSR T 4T B8 AR P AEAB Y By T L, AR
ik —R], ARERIE S —E B . YRR Y
NYIWIZEE P 1) L B () — [ o ) 5 2o AR [) 4 B
B, WO E AT b A SUE RINIECR Y
P SR R, AR 2 0 SR AT A TE A 25 R S
Wl BRI oR, BORAEPA B Z 8] 1
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BARE TR TE [/l — > Bl NI RS s TR 45 51 &
AR 2 A AL B A B BRI A B, S
T2 [ 1l 50 TR 2 5 A T ) B 2 T 5 e A R
By % W 3¢ 12 (Radvansky & Copeland, 2006;
Radvansky et al., 2010), ffF 5% % HFR b 25 [7) H 5,
UV (location-updating effect), H:Ji, Radvansky
QOS5 M T UUR B TR AR Y i 48030 5% LA
KR SE AT, I HAEX P45 T &3
T30z Al M S SE AN . TR g i — ]
BB SR B, AR NG — a3 ) 2 fk
B 400 i O 34 A0 B O TR L R R TR A R
(Radvansky et al., 2011), X5 Swallow % A (2009)
WA R b S IE A28 B0 A 98 AR BN E, AHEE
TYATFH A S AR, MR I A
b s BRI 2 199012

A 3 ) A7 TR AL AT BE H 55 1T S SR A B
%, Ezzyat Fl Davachi (2011)Z R #5 iR iC 42— B3¢
FARE, IR 45 1 — A AR iR, B
SRIMZ T —A), S55 K BN SR A) ) 2 [ AE
HOF, W2 Gk 23 22 T A 4] )& T (A
— Ry %44 . Thompson Fll Radvansky (2016)F
T P BRI e 5 — B SCE MR, Hh A A
AT RBE—FY, SGREM, WRE—MH
¥ mZRfE R R, Al oAt
T Z2 B e [R] BE) 5255 R Be Bz A . 2540
B, n SR I 352 Y SO M R R R AR S A 4
AR 2 AT HE TN TG S 1 (0 A R R TR AR S R 2
B4 2 7 B} [E] (Pettijohn & Radvansky, 2016), 7£ 5 —
W FE v, F 90 38 TR B 7E i 40090 55 25 ] N 25
it — FRF B ] J5 R4S B ) PR 1 390 A s [
Fi#EfTIcz R, Mike Rk, 2R
i, WO E A5 M2 5 B e R —A 5[] A <R
LAY, R AN B —A B LA iR
F B BIZ A R ME(Horner, Bisby, Wang, Bogus, &
Burgess, 2016). X 657 45 5 150 B 35 4430 511 55
T XA AR 2 (BB R BIEAZ, FTRESE L T K
e o AN, ARt —F A, S
P Rk e A 2 2 EAE R RE S, T
M AR E BN Shtis, LS R
SRR W A 1D 1247 B Y i B 32 B (Dunsmoor
etal, 2018),
3.2 YIEIEEREZMEFEIZIZHINLEH

iz B D B B AW 0, AT S R R

R TAICAL, BRI R HEAT
HEZWEET . F MBI (Bvent Horizon
Models) W] 3 B 3 — 25 3 A S 14 19 45 #) G0 o] 52 1
J& SEAEXNHE B AIZ R B, R AR A R
I, ST DU E R R B AR, T AR
A A AUTE I TS Ry S A R T (5 B, T X
o 2 FAFAE B AR BN AR A B e A2 AR T
ML 2, XA GUR KRR BE TR T A =44
HEREEM M5, BT — AR E RmNEsih]
REfFTERL L EE AN . FH . YSCHARAE, B4
AT DVFE 2 AR h g 2 B, R e SR B
FHEIZ R E B A, R —DNFHYW R T 24H
PRI, AR 2 5 HAH I 2 AR AEES AT LIE AR
BRI, 5 F YA AE B0 iC2 15 2
SR, AR B A FAF BRIV ZRHE A
A, MBAFBIL T — A B G {5 B 20 oA
TEA LAY, 042 1 2 BUKE 32 240 #] (Radvansky,
2012; Radvansky et al., 2011),

FAFA AT T T 2100 ) PR e P =
YIENE s 7 2, Ay AT e 5 B 4 =
PR ATICAZ o AR S AR B R, Y
HIARE I AR B Lt o, R AR 1
(SRS BRI, I H WY T IR
M 28 Py A e 4 5 AR TR AR IR b — A FH A (7
B, BN E—DFERER T TR
X5 AR NS W SR . R
VIFI PR T — 20 02, AR AT
S3iB BRI DRSS, IR R O R TR
HD1E]; R C R WO LR R E 2 —,
PR R R, a2 R (Radvansky, 2012),

AR A 5 4 A0 AR TR ) U A T LA, F5 R4
FIYE T 2 2 FH AR TP st AR
Y101 56 R 2K AR AU O 1Y P 2400 43 3 ] — A~ 5
PRI b, PR AR 55 4 1 S A A rh 2 EUE
EINE S, Rz, A& W3R #ENE AT R
R4 BN [R) S5RAR  $R IR AN () S
M SE S BT B RIME . R, Tk 4
V)BT 52 2% 35 3 43 M WA T AR DGR 9 25
BN A — R F FA R, 5963 N AR
F A S 1 ZA-RALER T LR R 5 B3R E, 36
TAZIE S ICAL 2N A 5 P .

33 BEEMNEHYIEIREREMBEHNIZIZ
X T B & A AT R RO R R RE T T
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DL AR X B 4 50 g IZ G il . A FoE R
W, WREEE XS T F 4 F ) oy B — 8tk 4
WX B FRA Rk AT PR 007 B 5 SR RIS
—F, UIEEEAA AR R, IR 4 A i
B FFIMMET S5 L3l 10 St i 4 (Kurby &
Zacks, 2011; Zacks, Speer, Vettel, & Jacoby, 2006),
ZJa WA GE I A G B it — 20 R B, XA RON;
TEMZAT 55 b [FARAAAE, JF HAERS 240 0 i [a) ROEE
e BEAT AR DD I Y BE ) SRR TR0 X A 4 [
1Z.(Sargent et al., 2013; Kurby & Zacks, 2018), iX
SZE SRR E I, RISy A A A Y
FAFUIRIGE Sy . B B A A TE A 8o X4 F A
RE A% EiE E S 08O o
331 WAIRBRIFNESHR

B, MIRECSAELZR PR HT AR
RN 7 I X AU E S AR N S, S
TR I 6 55 (9 0 2 75 A5 BIAH B Y 42 R . X sk
Ty EEE X S AE R R o R, XS
Fow iy (NS NN TR e A= W T TR NP A

AR BT RRAE AR A0 0 v 2 SR B
A5 3 T L ok B RO AR U R A
Hh I A RN AR R, R B R R BT g
LAY, Gold, Zacks 1 Flores (2017)7EJE F b
G TR R, WG AR5 U S i S
Yr#), SCom s R LI, IR PR 2 R TR LG
B Al B AR T2 S TR 45 i
TR PR LR AEAE AT 5L, W3 4 R Y
M RS 22, (BATY A P T i Sk A e 5o

AR 1 E R 0TI 5 e = ) Y 45 R
5T & T LA o SR B 58 OA W] 1Y S5 30 4T 55
YUY E RN B R s . Blan, AT
PO ENE: 55 AR 3 T LA S R I A S e v
B, BATERESNEN T Birs R icis. &
KRBT R R, 28 EShPATHMDIH]
1 55 WA X8R 52 R PRI IE A 7 AR B 3 R T
(Newtson & Engquist, 1976), {HUISINA T 1%
R B R RUBE AR R A8 1, 3 S BB A% IR X 4 7K
0 I 1) ROBE | R4 54 0 B S AR 1) ) R
[ R e R L R IR SO NTRR VAV P S A= =R o
PF 43 F [6] 12 2 (Daniel, 1988; Hanson & Hirst,
1989), HR it 1Y — AT S UE W], A SRR 7E WL
BB F BT A0 S EME S, IFAEIR
— B8] J5 AT IR 2R, B AR 0% & AT 1

VI HIAT: 55 A0 338530 1) WL 8 7 B — B B[] e e
B A5 A, SR B TR A A TE — B ) S %
T B R IC A2 B SR (Flores, Bailey, Eisenberg,
& Zacks, 2017),

332 RBHEBNEGTE

b FE— B IR T AR R SR
TE V] LA B2 AR R 78 2 R AT H AR D EE 55 1 B
PRER A F 0 g 7 A= A2 A, 43 S ERE T A R
A R X A AT, BRI
PRI — 25 R A T R R Y S ) o AR
F 3 S 6 4 i T 72 A4 Tk i A AR

AR A = B0 A O B i B i, aT AR KT A7
154 A AR A S DD 007 2, AR DI FE R R
BT — RFIE RS 8 & B R F B, 3OR A R
TSI R T BRI . X5 TR 5 R _E R e
W5, 5 2 R oo F vk g, WL
T DRGSR R A 51 AR A& AN TE
R A FRNEFYIE(Gold et al., 2017). HEE
UL, ICICA B AR SRR 2 R AR S A B
PRALER SR S R I SN 8, IS b D
PR A R R S, O E
J I SRR S A SR DI, AT AR
WL 1 3 A o A8 R T 22 B R R A T T
P FOTE B AR RIAL, XA e R B T R EHC I Y
A RAE BT B 3 N, DA R T
IC1Z B9 (Flores et al., 2017)

Ait, WFERE X il ic s R R R T
HAbMRE . Gold 5 AQ017)HH, HER/RL RS
BARAR SR R W AR S R 1012, X UL IR
LA TR H 2 W B A s T Y HAE B T
ORI T, AN = S B A AR AL T SR R D) R
fio 5 —7Jrifi, Flores 4 A(2017)1E LU FIME 55
WAL MR GRS I0 Tt 8 42 1 55— AT B i g
B, RIS VIR AAT 55 BEOR AR BATE 2 1938
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Event segmentation: How do we perceive and remember events?

SHAO Yiru; ZHOU Chu
(Department of Psychology, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, China)

Abstract: Event segmentation is the parsing of the continuous flow of information into meaningful events.
The Event Segmentation Task is frequently used to examine this phenomenon in the laboratory. Event
segmentation involves both bottom-up processing and top-down processing. The processing of event
segmentation greatly affects the encoding and updating of episodic memory. The quality of everyday life
depends largely on how well individuals can perceive and memorize events. The situation model, event
segmentation theory and event horizon model are the main theories that explain the process and the features
of event segmentation. One of the future directions is to explore how event memory performance would be
different on recognition test and recall test. Future studies may also need to concern about the allocation of
attentional resources during event segmentation.

Key words: event segmentation; event boundary; event perception; event memory; episodic memory





