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H OE ZFEANBLLHMARERAEINLRmBG, IR LLLRGRAERBBES T HRTF
G 4 T AR L R B EARIA L HLAE X AR T BRI 13 & R AT B8 ) 69 BRI, AR . A Naveh-Benjamin
(2000) #4 B% 25 451 157 1835 (ADH) A AR A WY 45 A5 IIAhy, IR 2L Hi15 B £ F ARG AR R B Fod2 IR
X FE G 4G 4 e Tt A2 69 R £, @ vh Benjamin (2010)49 DRYAD 2R 4 X & 49 2ARIRAG WA GA A, 38
IR I B AR H T F B CICRI R ERRG A X, A EEAANE. TB X HES
EPAEEAME, sboh, HrrndgibR IR B0 B FET KB AH MM k. BOXEAFER T @,
l’]ﬁ%%?ﬂﬁiﬁiﬁfmfoi‘%\&%#/\ﬂkéééﬂnﬁﬁwk#m#&%ﬁb o Bl F, BH K IE SRR A s RAE-SIME
LR BRETIC; Ak R IRE NG, FRBG N, HERGI

HES B84

WFFERI, 5 H W Sl 8 UIAR SC A A BE VLK Pezdek (1983)f 5} 4FE AT H —fi B B 45
Bifi A1 38 40 AR BAR, AniE A2 RE ) 2 B i JEACHEAT TAFSE, RILBAE AR I H — 7 BB
P41473(Zacks, Hasher, & Li, 2000), Ho#i45% it 12 B9 BE 77 3 K T 4£ %2 A . Naveh-Benjamin
JEE PR BES DL . BRESIRILIE TS Rd L, (2000) U] XeJ 388 % MR IR 5 B 64T T 85k R G0 TF
FEAEXT T H 2T E Y, R E 550 (item- 5, GREIMLTIHICZ, &8N RiH-FE
item). i H 5% 515 B (item-context) 5§ Z [B] & R NI v S R 1 DO I BT RES X N ) o Tal vl e T 2
iz, B2—fRBEZAmE, DEWHSE R TR RS E E G . AE ML EERL [, Naveh-
BB [E] 28 AL s O RBAEMICAL . KT ERESS Benjamin (2000) #& 1 T K 45 451 £ & Ui (the
ICIZ I TN BB, H4E NS5 101288 1 I K Associative Deficit Hypothesis, ADH), 1A AR
TAHERN, MEFEANNTEICICSERATRE LN I E CAC AR IR SR AT, X 00 A~
#5#(Spencer & Raz, 1995). &K, ZALXTPIFNIE 20 YR A3 PR R W] LUAR SRR S5 AR 5 A S
FOCICE AR, EAE XTI E o EH R IR A A b, AR B AR R A 2B 5315 I B R Ak ok
HCIZ AR 247, HRME LUK JLASRRAE AR 48 48 PYBRES IO B2 . iR U, B PRI A5 102
— (I B R FAE | T E R ), BIEAE 4493 1 — A B R R AR M R — SR A
KT H R TR AR S5 7E — 2 (W RE 3522, XA [R5 AR 2B B — A~ BB AR Ss . InB A AT RE S
A R — Tl B A B 25 31 45 (age-related  associative oA RIS, EREDAE XN A AT, x"H
deficit, ARAD) (Chalfonte & Johnson, 1996), sk A28, AL FHEI R A I E,
2A, + at AR BRI T R,
1 MR AR R 2R, KREBFIEH IR ) B 5
Perlmutter, Metzger, Nezworski il Miller (1981) S AT T ARSE, K Bk i g ke P 0 405 2
Wi AR, RN RICIC TR
e L : 2018-11-19 g Bl & F- Xt (Naveh-Benjamin, Hussain, Guez,
b [ AR AT (31571113). & Baron, 2003). i %f(Naveh-Benjamin, 2000)
WAE1EH: Bf65, E-mail: wb_mao@163.com Hiii]—3E 17 X} (Naveh-Benjamin, 2000) . [/
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%} (Chalfonte & Johnson, 1996) . & -1 & Xf
(Mitchell, Johnson, Raye, Mather, & D’Esposito,

2000) L B #{7—F 44 %} (Naveh-Benjamin, 2000)4,

B AR A5 IC I TR AFTE R IR PR 05 o BRI =Z b,
W5 30 FH T — 2 A 208 6 v 1) R SR il A
R NS ANBELEICIZ . Naveh-Benjamin %5
ANQROONWFFE T B AE N T FL—44 F B 451814,
R B, B NN H L2 B AR St
WEMTERAN, R BENAFAE DAY 165
BREEH 7 o HoA G T FL—4 FERE5 0 12 i o
KT ZEMLLE R (Mcgilliviay & Castel, 2010),
Kersten, Earles, Curtayne fll Lane (2008)% ¥ X} T
ANY—SNVEXT IR G50 10t R T 2 U0 45 21
B

O1d F1 Naveh-Benjamin (2008)%f 3% [ 90 4~
SR AT TC T, RIAES PS5 F T,
BRGNS B ERTHERAN, HEE
HES PRI ZE 105 . Guez F Lev (2016)H & F %} F1
BRG] X6 SR ATF Y ST 5 IR B A5 2 RT3 i PR B 4
W, SREM, Lt XFTREREGE
W, EENNBREILIC NS BE R THERA,
RO FE i MR B 5 . Uk, A AT TIA Dy g ik
PEERSS 100 SRR E 525 3 NATo, B
ZEFA T IR G LE A S TN, 22—
AR A KB A (Rateliff & McKoon, 2015),

2 BERMBRERGNEERGRME
1545 30

JRUE Naveh-Benjamin (2000)42 3 i B 25 31473
RSS2 H AR T3 — 0 3 A7 7 (4 3 W PR 451012
W0 EE e R, (B AF(E— 285 B (Naveh-
Benjamin & Smyth, 2016), F%ZLL Benjamin
(2010)#2 1 #) DRYAD (Density of Representations
Yields Age-related Deficits)f R Jy 48 3¢ ) 25 {4 45
1WA 2L Naveh-Benjamin (2000)4 Hi i 5 285 11473
M (the Associative Deficit Hypothesis, ADH) A1,
RIVREE BT Z AR E . S AR R
TG PRI 450 5T T — b il TR IR I RS2 4
B R E 0 I — b i TR AN HIL AR 52 40
FEME B RIERE ) AR B
2.1 BB RS X

FERART W BIF TS A N BR A 4 0 2 ol T
AT R B AN ATRE Ty i, 2 iR AR

NI TR, F30— R 50N T .
F BE VR BLRE B 75 LAY 6 Benjamin (2010)42 H
f) DRYAD FEHY, 2R =N IEARE, —&
BARBG R, B E X IEAZ 05 2 iR R R
K BE BRI I 4551 R R S R AR RGK,
RUASFEAE X2 <0 H > 1l 5% 1) S A5 R A i
AT ML AR R A FIAL R BN L, =R RAER R
B, BISAE5 BAR . A6 AR 2 A 4 TG 2 1) )
WL R B R R A ARSI T R AR BN B o
2, ZW AN, e S A 22 S ST
L RICICR R B R R 2 S, SRR RS R
0k 2 T AR N IR 2 12 6 47 (global
memory deficit), B #4E AFEICAZ 5T A 15 B
FAE B8 1 1Y % K B 15 BT B (Benjamin, 2016;
Benjamin, Diaz, Matzen, & Johnson, 2012), iX 3%
WIS AL T IR 24 AXHEAL BT A S
35 B A RCRAE W, T EX R g i 3 55
FAEE N B R0 E 52 0 3K

Benjamin %% A (2012)Z R 4E5: A R4 AL
SeICIC R A YA TR B o3 (1 SR ) IR R AT,
5B AR N IR ES IEIC BB 8 B L TR R
N, B ESR AL S ie2 /) F 10 B, EiE
I IICAZ B 5, Y R B e il A o
WA, EIEN SR, X —2 RS
55 B A5 0 G 18 IR A T2 12 v AR AR 55 h s B
TS BOX FBAMELZ B, XA — R L SR
T H KB W . Rahhal, May 1 Hasher (2002)il:3%
FANFEICIL— R TEA RSk A B R i R &
BF, BMEENPICICEEBE R0, (B 1L
TAEPEAL & 75 N R 20 AR B, BIdE A
P F AR TR, WA & P I R S 4 47 . X
— &5 R SZEF T DRYAD AREIF ML, X AFEN
KUAREZ M BRI B SUFE B, mTaesim
R, 77 %R RAE, NN B %M
BREEHT AR LE g A A 55 . FRAEAE X 76 B AR
B, ZR AR MR, DT AR PR 4G
Wi R, MHLLEBAER N, B4 AR EA SN T
FEWMaRAEIR, LAILEE S AR, W o B R
ST RS, Wa, BEANBIRERESECE
AENTE GV S B 7 2 T 2 i R, M
T B0 5 508CR G Ry oA 2 M gmAs e sy . R
TR 22, DA, 25 5 35004 % P R 25 45145 . Naveh-
Benjamin F1 Kilb (2014)i# i3 45 4F 52 N £ 551 59
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A0 1 LB AT B2 A5 B LUBTHLE 42 A R AR 1k,
SR LI, AR LB RN T R BE ) 5
HTAE R NS IO R B R R, LT sk
RS IS T 05, 3 1 B TR T 1 s 4 M 1 45 it
B —ANEHEENFWEE R, XE—-ERE
TREBGW S, BZEANERER 2N
WE B, 23R ZI B4, Xt
B BME BT S s, B & FE G S
FAERG BE 2 B R st ok, WH Z E A
RS SAHN NS, B ANNIRE DI RSt &F
BT B, W23 H B8 4 R I 25 52407 o

{2 2158 K B, DRYAD #5781 6 g il B 1
A5 AR AR Iie e AP e . AR
DRYAD R Rk, 43 B9 JR ps A B, % 5
H Z ] A I 25 RAL B 2313 FH B, M3 U2
Bifs, BN SO AT, FR A bz b 3
5&AE AR BRS040, 8BRS
HL R AZ I, 4R, Kilb Fl Naveh-Benjamin (2007)
AR NI AR AL/ O A i B AT
2 R R T I H RIS I, 25 R AR A
TS VRSB, HIE & B SR Bl
700 255 s BT BRGE 2 ST I, AR AAE
YR A A RS ., T B AR
TEATBUE B A R BB R B R A B S5 345
4, Smyth 5 Naveh-Benjamin (2015)Z R4 5295
RTE 58 4 T ORI B B B 45 1 T 2 S R TR 44
BT, FE2E S B B BRI G BRI
B 5 R B 45 3k = TN A P Ry Hoh— 10, B
JERX Z A N A #ATINR . /R DRYAD
B, 0l AR — R R T
LAk R AR G, B A TR e
Sl BT R T 5SS TR NER
IEBEAR B, ICIZ RIZTE R (HEE R R I, 4T
TR PN 28 AT B R a2y o) (W) 5 92 B84 T 45 6 56T,
e RS A BOE AT IS IC S T W2 2%
S, BT 20 P 2 SR R R A ) B AR
TEFERSMHERELMET ML RS 25 &
Ko E—45 55 DRYAD 5 By F0 (4 7 1) J2 A6
S, T & DRYAD F6 50 T vk i FR i
22 45EBRG RS T

Naveh-Benjamin (2000)#2 H T 5 45 45 1% i
(ADH), A K 344 PR 45 e A 80 405 1) — A~ 25
PR 8 4 NARMERE e — =R (9 S ) 1y T 408 2 i —

DB RIRSS, R . R .
BUAEXT TAERE N, ZAE AT HICIZ A REE S
U, AR NN T ) B A 2R A3 A AR T L
TRIFTESAERR ANA SRR |, (24 NTEHN
G TL A A R) B 53 R K S48 26 1 4 in Tt
B . XEBR MEZUA, If3R
87 K ry L o8 25 R 32 S

Badham I Maylor (2011)#5% 1731 H & (%
XPIE FHEES i TS S B R e, 25 SRR
PO E 2 M E SRR T DR H 012, B
ST XTI R A A T A B4R . AR R
i H (8] f8) A PR (BRI SRR 2 18] 90 A o6, Bk
SR B S AR ) T LAMGE AR A A HR X R 2
i 175 (Badham, Estes, & Maylor, 2012; Naveh-
Benjamin et al., 2003), X H7E—ERBRE UL, 1
P B 45 0 2 B — R i T R A2 S B0
XFt, Mohanty, Naveh-Benjamin #l Ratneshwar
(2016) ik — 25 N iH LSR5 e A2 2R B — B i
BRI T X P AN SR 18 e S R B il
TCMBREE i T I MR s i . 25 R R IR,
JAEPIRNER SOIC L SRR W] DABCE 22 AF AN FIAE R
ANBICICROR, (B2 2 52 A4 32 457 28 8 5 I Y
ICAZZE R — BT, AT LAAG 3500 B 3 i PR 453405
BII5TE [R] 8 FH DG (6 45 S48 ) T LA D 553 14 0 1 1k
g, s E R SCHE O B ) R gk
NI EIEN

FiAb, REWEFT L & B B0 1 B 225 404 47
B — R AT RS, MU R e e
JUEE, BAE NTCIEA R AR T, Xl
SCRET R 05 IR UL R 3k A T S, Peterson,
Schmidt 1 Naveh-Benjamin (2017)AS 55 & 3, &
3 SRR YRR R A 2 A7 A AE SR B B filt FH Wl 42—
FEA N T, DABEARAMAT eSS i R, DA v 55
B PERR A0 o B2 A AT LA 2 37 A3
W B 22 8] B X SRR BRAR ke BE AT T4 £ 1 [
MRES) o XM —E R B UL, B I 45 i
i R N Tt BB AZ 2 80% . Fine, Shing #ll
Naveh-Benjamin (2018) U3 T 2% 27 Al i ¥ Bz
T S~ R L2 R I KOG R G IL LS A
(n2= 3 B B R IR AR A TE AL R A2,
ANDETBCE 1) 55 1A 2 A 0 o B3t 22 AR 5 N 1) T AL
— A N B2 )X B MR IR S A 05 e &5
R, ALAE DT C S5 1 2% B0 1 0 1 36 25 0 43,
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MAEARVE FE A5 1 T IR IR W3 EREs 4G, RO
S IR A Bl T Y I R R A B . X
BRI ZS 812, AR N L AF 6 N B8 g 4ib 1) FH
ISR k2, 2 F T2 — 4 4 fin T R ARk
SEFA B HCR, DR mIRES IC IR sk, 155
B PR BR A5 B4 -

FRE SRR 3 T B4 ARG IC2 1y
A PR2E A SY ) S 3 F . Kamp 1 Zimmer (2015)ff
BREE TR MME S5 H 48 T B ALK B Z5 10 12 AT 1 5
RIEZARIH AR Dm 0¥, MZEANR
Dm B A A K2 8 F K- WK, B ATERR
SEICIC Gt B BE S /NECE I ) Dm0,
¢ B 2 A NI 6 25 10 12 A 4 A5 B BEAR 48 B 52 45
CRRSAE, HREK, RBEUE, 28, 24215, 2017), &
AENANUAE 9 55 B B B 48 28 B 41 345 4% (Craik &
Rose, 2012; Addis, Giovanello, Vu, & Schacter, 2014),
TEFEIEY B4R OGX Ll FR B B2 B 40 . 7EX)
PRI Bk IR CAZ 415 25 5 19 ERP i [H 2800 19
FP—BURI, MXTAERN, BEANRH
JINRZE A TB DRI THASONE, 4 N3 B SR Y 2
557 4% % (Kamp & Zimmer, 2015), #4E AFEM
HH 28 I BN ZE OB IR0, 3R L [l AR
B2, X A B A e Bt
TR R

2R, REEWC AR IE | BRE5 1
i F1 FEAIE S AH B4 57 1Y (Aue, Criss, & Fischetti,
2012), i H Li, Naveh-Benjamin I Lindenberger
(2005) & B, MHE TAEFEM 4, #2087 AL
P (0 BRAE B AE ) 2 5 B0 b 1 N R AE AR
SEARGR R BT . R AT WIS A X R 05 R
P T BRE, — R B R S R R
Bir, 1RGSR, — 2 ADH SCTmiH”
B R X o R S TEAR KRR 5 AR e g
SCRW I RS VEA OC . AR — E 1 TUBE
7, AR BRI 2 H RS2 s RS

3 BRMBREHRGIR N ER

8 PR T 235 458 473 35 i A AE T & FC A R,
{H 23X — I &5 493 5% 32 4 32 AT 4 RV 1Y 52
We? A BRI IE 3 AT U MO 22 T HR A 398 1 1 K
S5 2, DR BRI S MR R 25 41473,
LR AR AU B LS EAZ A8 1 B
3.1 FIMESHREE

311 EEMNEREEZEMHZIER RS
L]

KRG A W B2 AT IA LS BE % AT 45 4 T
fiK, (HAREOTERY, Z4ENTEILICH N ED
AR, AL RIS FIAE R N —#F4f (Ariel, Price,
& Hertzog, 2015; Castel, Benjamin, Craik, & Watkins,
2002; Cohen, Rissman, Suthana, Castel, & Knowlton,
2016; Spaniol, Schain, & Bowen, 2014), #f53if3%
W, ZAE NBBAE LU 52 4 1k i AR AN B 550 B 4R
#r, L F R ERI H (Castel et al., 2002),
Castel (2007) 4% B £2 5 7 #1 {6 = 170 12 42 (value-
directed memory, VDR), F§/~1A5% 4k s i 72
FANFABEIR S T i R4 8, JRIL e hn Tid
TCEZENFER

WFE R B, Ml 2s B 2 4F N R 451012
5. Castel S [FF(2002) IR AFIAE Nl
B, FECT R A A X T E, BT R
FORHM B . S EOR # UL n] RE 2 ic i
BATEXT, DAAS BT R 0 R, Ay il
P ETA X M E S, R EOR, REFER
N BRI RSB T2 4E N, B2 T @ i (i R
TXF, AEANMER ARG ST W% 2 5,
BRI B e (R0 2% 1T S IR PR IR 25 45140 . Hargis,
Mcgillivray #1 Castel (2017)fii FF i fL—45 “F—HR
T8 RHVE by 0B R BIF 5 A5 S 0T A ) T AR P R
SRS IR PRI S5 o BRI, AEMIZ
HTF AN, FRAMEBAENG RS —FEL, &
WA I 0 i S T DA 4 8 PRI S i A2 i o
[R]%E, Siegel  Castel (2018)%F: K ik X 1 H & H-
KA E AT S 1L, BREI, X TR E
B Fr, Toie 2 [ I 5t AR SR AR I S I, B8
HREE 505 HRAT T 2% .

2R, X T AE R W IR A IE AL R R B AN
WAL, Ariel 58 A (2015) %8, AR NI
AR RIS SRV s 2 2D IR iR S N E AR B,
BAE A A5 B P 2 BT 3 R PRI 459012
Wil o 78 H At A E A4 36 XF B9 BF 5% (Hennessee,
Knowlton, & Castel, 2018)5%# 15 25 [8] [4: 51 (1) AfF
5% (Siegel & Castel, 2018)F, 2455 & M L #Fix
— WL, BIEAE AT RE 2 FI TSR s 2 th e B A 2
MR E, HJE R 58 A T BRI I PRI 25 1042
it

I H N, AN —S0E R0 R T e S5 T
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A B B TE B E U B A E R 25
A Ko ST T B T [ CAZ BB — R R
JH 3% 6 P AT 55 75 2 (Castel et al., 2002; Castel,
2007), BIACH A5 H R iR A2 H A 1Y
B, POXAMET I HAS MM E, RFHEEIC
A A (T3 R0 0] BT o 50 £ A A U A3 A0 B
Ry SR, A5 BAT G HA S ARMNE, B3
Bl L 28 56 145 W) (ST I A TR 22 56 T L o
FEAT A E ), WA TS AT AL 15 B2 (1]
FRE M EA T E) (Castel, 2007), Hennessee
S5 N (2018) 1 S 6 rh ZOR WA R Ak T A
ToRER PR E T (L AnIE), WBARGET B X —F
KA H 2 =S INER, RN ER ., X
i WIE B 00 8 BE T LASE 53 3 A [ 3 DA [
PER M K 2 R AE, o] DL ER B AR 40 A~ A 47
R EWPEAG, P, FEATSE Do 0 H Y %0
W5 F A, A B8 S A s 200 H A (B0 1
W VIR 25 15 3 P 52

3.1.2 EEMBEMSFIMEREKERS

H AT, ATHEICAIR 4 L E ) 3
PF, 3F B A5 ERREAR I, AT 5 ic A1 25
P 4134 (Canli, Desmond, Zhao, & Gabrieli, 2002).
AWFTE KB, RS PEIE R 200 E R IC 1
L o T H % 4 (Mather, Gorlick, & Nesmith,
2009); {HALAWFFE & B, X154 PE IR F 3 5 i
PR E BT X R 1B R 3 5 A I 12 S (Bisby
& Burgess, 2014), X}1tt, Mather (2007)$2 H 13+
FARMICAZHR SR B N y, I 28 X IR A 1AL 1 5
M 2 A SR SR HI 55, EE R TECGS G2 26 R
ST H IR EE (i H b H B AL I 2 T H
(]I &5 (At H L 5%, 1F 4 2 e s i H o ik
ghid1z, WIS HE RS IC LB IE, HE, B
ML, BT, 2016).

AR5 e B 4 1T LAY 9 AF 2 A0 H P I
SEiCHZ, W AR NI H RSS2 (Guillet &
Arndt, 2009; Pierce & Kensinger, 2011; Schmidt,
Patnaik, & Kensinger, 2011; Mao, An, & Yang,
2017), AHIC THH 48 XS B AR NIK S5 1C 12 14 52 0 (4 A
5% Mt UL, Nashiro Al Mather (2011a) 1 SCifF5%
TAB LR B NG LI sEma, Al 4
Fr A I R O A v, DR AR AR R AR N
X ALE B, SRR, FRANEAESIC
FETE 4 AL, T 28 X 2 4E NI R — AL

PR 51812 A 72 A2 5 i, Earles, Kersten, Vernon
1 Starkings (2016) A 5%t A5 & IUAH 26 % & 4F
NIREEICACA T o ABATTRERCT AN sl 1 i L
W, VR HE R R Y, SRR R
B NICAE NSRS, 258 Bon s 442
VAR R AR N SE EA AR, B2
HENWAER N A S UG8, Tok IE# i
NP FNENVERIRES, 1 b P Sh VR R i Sh 1R i 2%
PER Y R T RS i it . sz, R
BiGIE T 2EAXSIMERNIE HIA, HHF%
BIREEFENWAY - EB G L2 . K,
Nashiro Il Mather (2011b)7EREAIK T 4T 45 M B 5 &
W, I AR R T AR AT B o AR 4G
1012168 11 - Murray 1 Kensinger (2013)7E— I S 55;
L B, HEOR B AE AR P FRR AT — 1R 1k
BE)G, B4t st 02 sl Bt 3 s T bk
PRI IR R S . X e g SR, I 45 X B iR
PEBRZE B B AN S B — 1Y, 2 5 AR R 4
A — AL A

3.2 Wik EAHIHHE

3.2.1 FHEKFELFMIGR E KGR

Stern (2002)#2 1 IA J1i# % (cognitive reserve)
M ERE AR, a1 A B 52 20 KT X 48 1 R R
PO RS2 o AR UL A AR 5 (2 BE K
Bom )y MR B A B R TN B IR 25, Y EEA
ik DX 52 B A5 B, F At 9 i DX 68 0% 347 58 R 1Y
Aoz, R B A A T e B A . AT
REAYEALTE—E RS BT AR AR, 5
ZHE KT EARMA AL, &ZEEF KT
A B TORFFNFI D AR, RS2 8H KPR m A
TR, TR A 23 B 5 4R I8 R G 10 (An & 4F
Jﬁﬁ%ﬁ%‘?) (Amieva et al., 2014; Karlamangla et al.,
2009; Yaffe et al., 2009),

JEHT O T 32 UE AKX 18 M B 25 451 13 52 il
TR B T A—BNEER . AR RZH
B ACTEE 1 AR NBRES ICAC BT S BT, 23
BV RESSTE — @R F AT G s B S5 45,
TERLT-IF AR 52 42 TH BR AR 8 A RSB 4R NIk 41012
Y &% 2 [8] i 22 5% (Shimamura, Berry, Mangels,
Rusting, & Jurica, 1995), {H T Hith A W58 KM,
ZHE KV IEA G I PERR S5 451405 o Peterson
F1 Naveh-Benjamin (2016)WF55 2, 7Ecss F
A A7 e G I PRI 2 e A B s, T aX — 40



1682 O B R 2 it B

%27 %

Yo ZHE KT, XEEMEE LHE
WEZHE KRR TINAGE S, B IAETRY
BB, NMUEREZHE KT, B2
TR T RE T #EAT I, DAAR AR 2 4 N S 4R
BAZEBNFRE IR B EWER,
3.2.2  ZIMENR S RMMIEEE B L5 IR 1R

W2 WF5E O &R, ZIAR ED %A R g — L
TTNAHHEBE W, Fln, EZRENEEM T, &
P B2 IK T UL 2 B K SF-(Yeung & Von, 2008)
2R T 5% . Hess, Auman, Colcombe F Rahhal
(2003) 5Tt & BR, 76 [n] 2248 AR AL D12 fE
TARMFER N ZIR N & 048 1B E, EF AW
[NV S TE .

Brubaker Fll Naveh-Benjamin (2018) 5 ¥R A5
T ZM B 5 %) BG4 M IR 5 B AT sl o Athu A7 e
TR HEAS [R) i B . — DU 1) ) B AR 35 2B AR N
S8 NLEILIC TG Z 505 E; 57—
i [ AT R AR A AEICAZ T T S T AR A
M5 o Bl S XA TR S5 e 2k, 25 Rk
R, 4232 W1 0 2 B B SR AL B A% 22 4F N RIS 4
W PRI EE A, T AR 32 I 20 AR B S A B &
NGRS S5 R AT W& 2R
3.2.3 BYHKREIERSFIGE IR

HR AR, HRERER O 68 5 L4 A
Toik B & Hff A 80 E 123K W6 78 5% . Pezdek
(1983) 84 XT 45 H AS [ AIF 58 45 S P AR R i AT T
Lb&, fb % B Perlmutter 55 A (1981) 2 3R gikic &
AWM LA, B R R AT LT
AEXREE I, By, SR E
BEAE ANTH - BB IS B E IR THERAN;
MM Mccormack (1982)% >R 11 {3 B 17]) A 1V &,
R BB TC AT A B L dmtt, 450 R AR
AT BEREIEIC SR AT R EER . XUl
WA NAEA B X it T A e 3G I M e 45 400
15, RN EENTE MR AN —F A &
R IRV S TR K 2P NI s S L X SR D=
AT, BAE NS AER N WIRES IO R AE AR 22
5% . Dunlosky l Hertzog (1998)5 1 2518, Mt
IG5 51405 04 11 BT RS2 PR T2 4F A 12 SR B 1Y
i RBAR, BN HICk a3l FiC 1Lk g,
A B O AR R AT 22, Y IS i MR e 4
Wi, Rz, WAGEM & A E# A o 6 i
1KMW, IBAEENIRG IR EGTE R SA

Friiss, DN IR G WA PEER S5 451 4 7

AT, ARSI sE il s 2 R
— IR . — IR Z I A B
W H YA L — R B R, — R SR W Y
HAAET, — HHRIBABE S > B Be w4 i o —
WAL RAE, R AR B, RE R o5
B, HAEARRIE A W] e f00s R & A, 2
IH, HREK, 2015) WAt RDE, X5 I ARk T —
WAbHm D, 23 BT AU AR SR U9 B il Bl 2 >
AORLHEAT S, SRR A B T st 1 PR B 45 0
fji. Naveh-Benjamin, Brav fll Levy (2007)ffi A
FHIGTRIN AR e A2 mh B, Hpla =4 . % —
HAFATICIC KT T 2 A8 POl TE =
B B I A~ R i — A R ), BIAE S
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Age-related associative memory deficit and its influential factors

ZHAO Mengyang; GUO Ruoyu; MAO Weibin; ZHAO Cancan
(School of Psychology, Shandong Normal University, Jinan 250358, China)

Abstract: Associative memory is generally impaired with age in older adults. It continues to be
controversial about the mechanism of age-related associative memory deficit, whether the age-related
associative memory deficit is a specific deficit caused by impaired binding function or a global deficit of
information representation caused by impaired global cognitive function. The specific deficit view
represented by the Associative Deficit Hypothesis (ADH) proposed by Naveh-Benjamin (2000) believed that
the age-related associative memory deficit was associated with a deficit of specific processing processes for
encoding and retrieving the binding of items in older adults. However, the global deficit view represented by
the DRYAD model proposed by Benjamin (2010) suggested that the age-related associative memory deficit
was linked to the global deficit in memory fidelity in the elderly. Both the ADH and the DRYAD model
predict that associative memory will be impaired in older adults, but these two theories have their own
different assumptions, corresponding empirical evidence, and some potential limitations. In addition, the
factors affecting the age-related associative deficit were discussed from two aspects: the characteristics of
the stimuli and participants. Future studies should not only focus on the cognitive mechanism and
influencing factors of the age-related associative deficit, but also pay more attention to its practical
application and clinical guiding value.

Key words: associative memory; aging; age-related associative deficit; global deficit view; specific deficit view





