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INFEE R TTINE: P AP & R SR O R AL

BRI R &R % KEF
(PEARKZOHER, JbaT 100872)

i E & RKH L (Tip-of-the-tongue, TOT)E 1 & = & AR A £ iNFe o L IALn AP R RALA . IAZn LA 2241
st 0 iE A G EILE AR AR, AAGERFRRRAAS R TOT KA EZRE. TikeMA N EHXiED
B AR LIS ITAR, A AMRAT B AR R BCR A A MM 1 L T TOT. TOT 4970k %eid 42 AT vA Mo ) B 4%
38 B R TOR A B LR A ST AR AR K AZ B 09 RIR, M BLVT A2 )38 Ll A 142, 18 B AR TOT XA B R
AR g ok, AAPAF LA TOT LA Mikfadud. Hh R EARARLFT EOHELELE. REFRFLIZ
Fat TOT Jo il Ao di ) 0 48 7= A 09V A AL Ao 32 3, X I2BGEH R T TOT A A MR 3T 05 = 4 440

W AR R o

KR TOT; AFMLA;, TiAslA, BEAXTALBER, 5B b

HEKS B4

1 5§ METIF AT 2 MO A R TOT 1) & =L

il A% 2R F wm A A TR S R A R
S 56 5 S8 H R ] — i 1k 903 R] R (General
knowledge questions)J#eif5% TOT, #iRTF 2 i
Xt W B9 H #5 18] (Kuipers, 2013; Masselink, 2012;
Souchay & Smith, 2013), A5 & BAE B v H H
o ) T 5 I AR O 9 1 8 3 iRl e A R AR B f=
TOT W& 4%, {HiE X8 917 A e (Abrams &
Rodriguez, 2005; Farrell & Abrams, 2011; Pureza,
Soares, & Comesaiia, 2013), It4h, TOT KL 2
PRIE M SR &2 HE TOT Af@dk, T M &
X TOT MfFPIE A 50 (Oberle & James, 2013;
Pureza et al., 2013; White, Abrams, & Frame, 2013),
X UL TOT By & A4 Ak 181 5 O i - AL s A b i
B E BAREUA O, 5 UF BRI, 1
TE A I AR TR SR B RN R A, Vb B SURI

AT AN 2B BETEWE 1, HIJE kS B
KB MWL, XK Z N H RN
(Tip-of-the-Tongue, TOT) (Brown & McNeill, 1966;
Burke, MacKay, Worthley, & Wade, 1991; James,
Schmank, Castro, & Buchanan, 2018),TOT % A=A},
A A AR TT DAAR B H b ] 09 1 S AR R
(A | B A H A ) KR i AR B (I E T B
BOEAE), HJC AR E bR R 58 R 11 E R R
(Fieder, Nickels, & Biedermann, 2014; Huijbers et al.,
2016; Vigliocco, Vinson, Martin, & Garrett, 1999),
TOT KA—Eemfa)fm, Hbnit & A EEJL
F- B BE W D $E B, AT TOT 45 31 i
(Schwartz, 2002), M TOT % 4= B &R e 45 1
P AR B R R TR B, BRIE 18T A

(e B 5 B9 H (Levelt, Roelofs, & Meyer, 1999),
F I, INHAA A TOT M9 & A 2 i iRlC i ik i

Wk I 2019-05-24 P2 E 5 15 B R UE S 2L (Brown, 2012),

* bR AL R 2R 6 H A I H (16YYA006), LA R K INFIAL A Z A0 T N TOT & 2B ) ff e (19 3 ik

PR TORE B I H (P R AR 5 9% L) FEASAR BT 7 A TR A S, K H ARl (E

8?%?42)2 151 Hq; EA@( " f_;j ;f 2 g}gﬁ Ij; U RURIUN TOT Mt B2 I M ZEE R o A2
T ], g ¥ Ry T8 S 1 [H A — N YN NEIGERS 2

VKA RIS (0 5 85| B 600 & 2 F. TOT REMEFEARNTANER, BFEGRE
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P 45 B AY 38 37 )% (Imminence) 25 (Calabi, 2016;
Schwartz, 2002), EAATCINFALAE TOT &£
fite e rb S R AR, B RPN R AF R T . 128
HEHE 2 W TN AR TS B A% A il TOT & 4B 5 B
Frial B B B HE B (Schwartz, Travis, Castro, & Smith,
2000), RINA TR TOT 78 H b ia 2
RICE I %S TR RR M TOT (Schwartz
et al., 2000), /= MelLEERY TOT &2 /5 TR me B i
i TOT (Kuipers, 2013; Schwartz et al., 2000), 1
WA 18 T B AR B 9 TOT JE A s, H A ok o 42
BRI TOT B 5 f%(Schwartz et al.,
2000). HHT, MITIAFIRLA A& B TOT A58 32 %
KE BB T AP B 1 I 5 2 R X TOT &A= i
it TR S, L sk R e A R AR S8 e a7 (R
DU ) 3 7 AR B9 A M i B2 (Schwartz &
Metcalfe, 2011),

VB —RiRRRR 1 i P A 4, TOT BIRESE
IR FE AR b e, B
PRI T S, JERT Rt 11 ™ A s B A RE IR B
B FAEM o A SOB NI A TTIA N £ B 43 51
W TOT Wy EANLN . S R A B, h %
£ B PR 11 95 7 AR A AR R R B FNIE 48 SRR (2
%, BIR K, 2018; BAEEE, H5, BRIHVIER,
JKIE IS, 2019).

2 AFIFITTAFI AT TOT & EHLH

2.1 AFHLAT TOT KEMF

TOT (AR A TA iRl 38 i F v H prin]
AHOCAT B SRR FE 73 8 TOT k2 i
FEA P 1A U IR RS AF B R IUR 7843 S HL LA,
FHER I T AL

I 3R A 58 2 TS B 92 (Incomplete
Activation Theory, IAT) (Brown & McNeill, 1966)
AR EVEE 7 A I B AR I 9 1002 B BUIR 70 S0 AN 3T
SIS MAR DGR BRI, T3 TOT 1y &4 .
IAT WA IS IO AZ IR I8 (S5 B) A 58 2 0
i AR RN TR B o A ik, iSRS
KA RS SCRF . DRI B TOT KA HA#R S
R RS, RS E BRI ARG SUE B
(Fieder et al., 2014; Vigliocco et al., 1999), TOT 4%
T B bR ) B T 4R A 2 TS R 4R BSR4
(Schwartz & Smith, 1997; Schwartz et al., 2000), It
b, TOT WK A ZFIBE IS H brinl i E i $2 BUR A7

7 {3 1IE M1 (Schwartz, 2002), X B TOT %&/E
I H A 3] 1 758 205 B RS, OO SRR A T RE
BRSO BE SR I Z [8], PRI TOT & A5 H b i)
HA GO A B B ik . SR, A HFSE
FAR N IAT JEAREMERE TOT M 2L LA (B4
NP4 TOT WIRBLRFHZ TAHRN). ZHAK
(FF)ICC = BRI ] B a iR, H2
TCIRTEAT R RIS X% |, TOT Bk
WA AR AR N 7 B 1Y, R W] TOT 1y 4:
5 B A i A0 12 IR 70 B T B JC G (Huijbers et al.,
2016; Salthouse & Mandell, 2013),

1G5 B R 15 (Transmission Deficit Hypothesis,
TDH) (Burke et al., 1991)J2 S A LA 3tk 1
FZ MBI, ZIIe EEMRE T TOT hifi SUFE A
B R BRI A X PRI S . i 1 R, B
TRGEWHEGES, 1B ZTE R E T RS
SR WOE, TR — X 2 A O = Y
NI SO i — 20 A% 33 B 1E 5 5 fUng, 23 T8
RS A XSS O e —
X2 HE A D AR BCR MO, S EHE TOT
G AT AT DU B4 AR e i 401 SUME R, T
AREFE T R IBUE & 5 B o SC8F TDH BYIESE 20k
AR s B 7ea shii s, WFoe s
vEr=tE BARAI TSR & 42 TOT J5 2 B8 50 SCH
K ahin, JF HAEMISEE B2 TOT B & AL
fif o WFEE & BLEE ¥ AH DGR 1Y S 3 0 S IR T
TOT f{) % 4 Z(Abrams & Rodriguez, 2005; Farrell
& Abrams, 2011; Kavanaugh, 2015; Pureza et al.,
2013), JFHBEMIEE T TOT AL (Oberle
& James, 2013; Pureza et al., 2013; White et al.,
2013), A5 SUR Sa A BEREIR TOT K4 Hak
{37 TOT WP (Farrell, 2012; Gordon & Kurczek,
2014; White et al., 2013), 7EJRERTP, A&
HZRAMEELR . —K2 BTG/ A L
TREE, 55— WNJE shiR IFh e A Tk
AR R, X AE R 2 18] A 58 T AR S R A 1 T
MIESF =4 &5, TOT LLdiE, E&)E )
TR A AR A E B R R R S
TR BYIRAE TR, AR T Y SR SV R T Y A
MR f2 3, AEHE T H ARl A & 5 B, ML
MiE, TOT &A=t HARAE I B E 4428 (Gollan
& Brown, 2006), FULiE A shiaxt TOT B &4
SRR W R, 4R SCHE T TDH AOWLAL .
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EX DA g ﬂiv“,a‘—i
ZI S

Lz | [ | i
|1ao| hu HA
R
7] [w] [n] [v]
7 (] o

TR

Bl 1 TOT ML ik b i

FH 2 I i (Blocking Hypothesis, BH) (Jones,
1989) W) ] 17) Y13 35 3 i A B bs 18] 0 ) £
f# R TOT Atk TEIRACIERENTEL, 5 BinialfrrE
T SCOCER Ry AE B 5 i 2800 (Dell, 1986), Hi
S gk H A 1A B0 B BR A AR T AR s,
T E BRI AR AR A B, Ak TR R T
BB H AR IR E & 5 B 4RI, BT TOT i
P R R BL, 4 50%H TOT &AL AN AR#ER 2
724 AR H#r il (Burke et al., 1991; Heine, Ober, &
Shenaut, 1999), TOT &4 5 285 HFriAEE XU
WA [A] (40 [8]—HAAk) (Abrams, Trunk, & Merrill,
2007; White et al., 2013)8 it [ (41 >0 44 iR B
Bii]) (Abrams & Rodriguez, 2005)A% /)5 slid#) 4
i TOT M figdke, A 4 TOT J&, B3R — Bt
B 347 H A 1) 52 A J 2y 258 2 B BT 4R Y 2 %
(Kuipers, 2013; Masselink, 2012), iX 7] g8 T
A B AR I B BOE AR RE RS S 2E1R, M H AR A9 I
TG H5R . BH BARRRUS M RE LR R B, (H21RHE
R P JE B AR =42 ) TOT (Abrams & Davis,
2017), WABFEAE L AE B bR H& TOT ™45
ok AYZE M AR E A (Burke et al., 1991), IbAb,
BH RXEMF B TOT B B%, BIREAEN TOT &
AR E R TR, AR B AR AR
h 48%, AR T #H4E AN 67% (Burke et al., 1991).

Zi L, 75 TOT BINARLA T, HR IAT AW
Wats S AT kAR B BARBY B, TDH 1 BH
s iR & A ek B B, Horp TDH A &1
FARE G BRERA TS SH T TOT, Kl
TOT ¥ 4t B Be I A T/ 5, 1 BH 1A
i TOT Hinl R BB Be AT 56, 1% B BLil SO G 1)

1) 2 BV £ R R H AR ) SR R RE . SR, A
A I BEIS AR X TOT & A A AR & B
TCIAFIAR S, DL R B S R i) Y5 3k ao 7% 1Y K
& TOT B4 (Brown, 2012; Gollan, Ferreira, Cera,
& Flett, 2014; Jersakova, Souchay, & Allen, 2015;
Schwartz et al., 2000), HEfR TOT %/EJ5, Sbr b
WA R GE IR AT HL Y B Anin) 5 2% B, 3X
ERETETCNAALA TR 28 TOTRAT Al RS H A
IEISIEPSRIEI SN o/ 5
2.2 FTIAMILAT TOT LA H

MICINARLF R E, TOT J& T HE = A i —
FKICAFII G . YERFIEH F BT iR A
TGN RGP TOT, TOT %A%t H bl 42

BWRE 4, LIS TOT Qe sz me B xin i8]0

SiiBPNS PN
22,1 BAERTIAFEE

FUEE PRI, TN 2R 8 25 S I R4 F i 7
A D o R A v £ | 3R AR R R R LR X
i 5), H A B bR ia 6RO 12 2 5 4
HUH e (Levelt et al., 1999), JGIAJI 4% 2 BE
0 AR M I A A AR Ay (TR Y, SRR,
2000). JCINHIRGERE A A ARAE H il 42 HUns 7 &
BN AR Z, XY T H AR R A AT R IBCR 2 3
AT, Fv M A R R B B AL 25—, R —
e R A EYE 20 & TOT B, bR T &
BTE LR W4 & (Metcalfe, Schwartz, &
Joaquim, 1993)FI1% %4 1 £k % (Schwartz, 2010); %
=L HE AR R AR T SR IO H i 5
OrfE BaniE X, BRI E S {5 ) (Schwartz
& Smith, 1997); 55 =, HiE = A SR 7 b 1+
KPR S LR, WA 2 PR R AR
(Brown, 2012; James, Schmank, & Castro, 2013),
Fisf (8] & ) AL SR 4R E 45 (K ostic, Booth, & Cleary,
2015; Schwartz, 2002) (1Al 2).

TOIA A R GEARE DL 2R R 17 75 K A
PR, NI HIWT B bR i ol S BOIR A, 774k =28 4%
R B—, Bl TRIFICIZRSE, FH TS
REEG %=, Bt AL TRFICICRSR, A
REHEATHEIG 55 =, Hbsia BARAE TREHCICR
gy, (HRZE R ARESR I, XA W2 ik TOT
(Schwartz & Metcalfe, 2011) (K 2), #tFZ, TOT
KA FEWE MERERE Bk Ticie R4,
It H AT DU S B I, R T e R B S B Ainl,



%12 4

WRBHIA R, A5 A2 TCIAA . I 7= A vh i SR80 10 BEAL A 2055

D0 2R G o 8 W D 5 R R B R R T, P &R
Gl e RErE M RO SR IR | Y IR IR IR S LAy
s s R P . TOT 2 il R 48
Xt A AR Al R HOIR S 47 05 A B 25 2R, HE
HSRAA A SRR R R, MR RRER
WENMARINE, 27, BRIEF], 2017). K,
JCINFIAL A TOT H% OB FR oAy 4 2L A 50 7Y
(Inferential Access Model) (Schwartz, 2002),

LRE
BHI%5

HANEER v
J—
I
WIMER(E A ot

B nini

Frin
] AR

BARAARFTE

B 2 TOT WA &G INAEEAEI (5] H Schwartz &
Metcalfe, 2011)

2.2.2 TOT 3 D&~ 4 BIETIHLE

TOT (1) WD) BE o /F S —Fh TN S, TOT
S W T A A AR (AN R 3), LRI BL
AT T 716 : |58, W TOT k&R B
R AR R T TOT &4 5 H o Al bl
Je B BB A R s 95%, ML R 5 T
TOT A Lk 2 W0 B A in) A9 A6, 00 R 1
40%7: 47 (Schwartz, 2002), Hiyk, Wi B AR
R, A HAR A E R AR A
TR AT 5 B (Brown & McNeill, 1966;
Schwartz, 2002), L& iR P LG 504618 AR B
(Vigliocco et al., 1999), Ixc)i7, Wil H A7 1] 9 505
HAE AR A9 =5 K (Cleary & Claxton, 2015),

JRAE NI, TOT M TCIA N I 2y BE A 56 2% .
SH AT TOT &4 R 5 b e B b5 1A (1 1E 6 7
N R A AR B B IE M & (Schwartz, 2001;
Schwartz et al., 2000), ARG T TOT 4 )5 H
bria) s I AR R BE S $ B (Schwartz, 2002), I 4h,

1R TOT 48 BFRiANETE TIE RS, (HITIAM
REARIMARIE L R HEFAE () B AR A 7E 2t
ANBEFR I A 1R F W, 32 B ST IA N W I Th g A A
N JE(Schwartz, 2001; Schwartz et al., 2000), X 7]
R TR R SHEP A R A 5 Z R R A

AL IR M, B T 2 i B e S R B TR R (5%
M, DA S S0 380G 22 L R iR (MR o7, 252,

ZEAffiE, 2016),

KRS

e
SENS i i D

TEARAL:

JLINAIE ]

HiEF= R
TGRSR

A ik A
k™| s | | || &F

FR A A AR

E 3 AEASTIAELA N TOT KA ML BB R

TOT MFEHITIRE . bR T M0 E 7 1] 1 B2 Otk
Z, TOT Rt ¥l B Ania 1) $2 Bt 72 (Schwartz &
Metcalfe, 2014) (AN 3). >4 W0 D g AT H 4515
WARA AT REFLBUR T B, 45 23 st 3 e A
(4 9 4l K P, 48 K7 19 45 18R Bl 200 KO,
AT S5 it R LA i B g R 9% 4 o LA B B B B H b
i (Schwartz, 2002), TOT JCIA A S 142 i o g
WRHELAE . A B i B AR i) 8 2R i R (Kuipers,
2013; Masselink, 2012) Fl % H¢ 3h Hl (Schwartz,
2008), i H A i) 1 42 4w 5 50 ok Ry RO 28
(Warriner & Humphreys, 2008), LK i%E#IE XAy
FEIR M (Burke et al., 1991), 55—, TEFZBUN ] |,
Schwartz (2001) A& ¥ TOT % A= )5 H AR ia) B IA K L
R, (HDUHTL A EE A B e 245 21035 5
PG, FRAON I R i R A TOT A ., 26
=, RS, M HN) KA TOT H, &
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W& A Bt I 56 — 00 H (N 1) B35 AN H (N+2) 1)
TOT &A%, HIFHATEERWH N &4 TOT /5,
BEZTNAPEE B EWE N, FHT M A
26 N+1 FES N+2 B BT IRAR R0 /L, DT 52 0 i
JE T B $2ELET TOT Y & 4 (Schwartz, 2011), 2 =,
TEGR T AR PE AR 404E |, TOT RA S AMk%
HEFT R AE (9 Y B2 20, 0 (S PR 4 B A il i 25
Sy R & TOT (Warriner & Humphreys, 2008).
S0, TESRICRME b, KA DU A [R] 175 45
PEFEAE MR MG, TOT fifph R i 5 T Rk gish
e 2 1H8 X 1) 5K W (Schwartz, 2002),

HASER A Z, TOT YW Fn4a il D Be 5 1
B TOT Az I LI R A8 2 VI SCHK o AR HETERE A
FRAEAR (2000) X TLINHIA BT A9 IE 38, BATHEN T
AN ZR GE X A 1) J B H12 SRR 8 7 (ED ) 4
)% TOT JTINEHALS 1k FEK S, JTINAIA
A B TR 585 BB B ARl G A b AR AE
18 0] 800 K o % SR o 5 R B, i P A e R Y
S I B2 A BE T IA IR 36 52 Bt 31 S0 A R I AR
g8, VAR T oeih s s shat 4y e i s . #es
Z, TOT MICIAFARIRTE 1135 7= A5 (¥ ST A AR
T3 A o AR 2 [ 4R5E T8 B2, (R {5 B
TCINFAFINHIK P A FI .3l DA e 2 52 B
H bRia] 4250
2.3 IAHFTTIAEIL AT TOT RAEHFI LI

AR TR A 23 3N 38 7 A A it
BRTC S X TOT M9 & AEALHI AT R . il
A g T T i R A RO SR O e
IREAZ B AR H AR RS 0 TR, w7 H AR i )
P, W4T TOT; JH& MK TOT &Itk
AR GER H AR AT S BORZS I g 45 2R, RETH
PRI AL TIC A2 FR G fH 2 I N RE S X A
MAAMTANSE, F8E TR TOT KA AR
Si—, TOT AEJy s Az R iR i BT 412 JCR I
W4, A4S TRk B R JT Ik AN i 72 (Facal,
Juncos-Rabadan, Rodriguez, & Pereiro, 2012;
Huijbers et al., 2016; Schwartz & Metcalfe, 2011;
Schwartz & Brown, 2014) (A& 3), TOT FJIGIAH
T FERE AL HE H BRI BRI, RIS REAS BE
MO R Gerh B AR iE B AT S HOIRES . TOT &
A J5, JTN RS R GE 2 1Y s ook 5 bR e 4 I A
OF SIS e 3 R G A = R A DN 2R s 27 R TN
AL BRI 28—, TOT RSN EHR I E

2%, HerP AR A 2 2O I 7 o Jm M A g
L2 TOT AL F i S R (I 3.1), TG
R AR 32 RS T T f I R S A BT b g 4
SRR L AR TR R (A 3.2).

3 IANEATTINEL AT TOT #mEH

3.1 INHMATHM TOT ME

WF5E 3 DL B g A v B AR 945 R 32 B0k 1)
NS, RBUAEAT R Z 0 L5 m B AR R B R R
HWREHE 52 MW TOT Y & A= o 33 46 [R 3R SR IUAE P 5 18

85—, BARINCRRE, EAERM . FRIFAEES
B AR GG B A o ROBUIR] TOT &A%
2 35 T & Jiid] (Navarrete, Pastore, Valentini, &
Peressotti, 2015), iXJ& A TR RE L AHEE Y
SR BRSO TS, RN 2 5 7 A A B
RAFAEW RN . H TR | 1 R R
/N EARRI & 724 B Z 1) TOT (Farrell & Abrams,
2011; Navarrete et al., 2015; Sadat, Martin, Costa,
& Alario, 2014), BArialfH e, id{K (Pureza,
Soares, & Comesafia, 2016). ¥ 15 §t(Pureza et al.,
2013) K4l % PE(Gianico-Relyea & Altarriba, 2012)
Fiagm TOT WAL, HATEENE, T4
T (A0 44 ) b5 44 38 (W 3 ) 44) B8 5 5 % TOT
K=t TOT #4L#4 (Abrams & Davis, 2017;
Kljajevic & Erramuzpe, 2018). 55 44 1) 4H L,
LA AR TR CRIEE IR A 5, LA 241 1iE
MARG AL IE SCRHE, T ELRHE 58S
EREEMXTRE R, XN T & A 2 s LR
Rif J 1] S AR B E L -

8, PORARE, WERERY . SGEKT, DK
INNTREREAG S RAE . SCIe % M A SR IESE MY TOT
5T 35 % BN TOT &40 8 TR A
FHoAth 4E 2 B4 (Salthouse & Mandell, 2013; X Fif Bt
45, 2019) WF5EH MO KIHLAA 73 3 $2 ) BH F1 TDH
FEIR WS X TOT BB AT R . BTE AN
B NMHIBE S TR, BB RER RCHERR A shik
% Y IE AT B B AR R BN T I EE, B
K, 2018). JE#F NN TE A bR XA
BX 450855 (Abrams et al., 2007; Burke et al., 1991),
TOT kA Jm BB F AHSCE g, Z4F A TOT fif
YL i B T4 4% A (Abrams et al., 2007; Heine
et al, 1999), BLWIIEF IR 3 A REIRHME4F A
BRSPS B T S R R AE . /48 TOT &1kl
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TS A, H S HTAIE T TN R AS A 2
FEJFEE . LA ROE £ 5 (Gollan et al., 2014;
Pureza et al., 2013, 2016) L & X iE 24 % /K %
(Borodkin, Maliniak & Faust, 2017)¥J 501 TOT %4
Az, X AT RESE 1 T AR IR BUE A TR B SR
XUE A H bR a1 SCRITE & 9 sl i BRSE SR BESS . A
Ty BE BE 6 A B F T R WD, B B RS
(Suarez-Coalla, Alonso, & Gonzalez-Nosti, 2014),
R 1fE (Funnel, Metcalfe, & Tsapkini, 1996)F15[ /K
DRUF BRAE & (Juncos-Rabadan, Facal, Lojo-Seoane,
& Pereiro, 2013)TOT %/ [b ] % 1E % 9 i & o
X BEAATE 1118 77 A I i 8 B o SR OB I
SEMATEA S P TOT, M2, FRFITH
H AR & 5 SR M2 TOT M kA, T
NHIFLA R TDH A9 BEE T
3.2 JUIAHA TR TOT MEER
JCNFIRLAA T 1 TOT KA 5AMA 35 7= A I
RN BN AR IR A K, HAR R LR 2 E M
(Cleary, Staley, & Klein, 2014; Metcalfe et al., 1993;
Schwartz & Smith, 1997). 1% % (D’Angelo &
Humphreys, 2012; Schwartz, 2010)FI#(&E (Schwartz
& Smith, 1997), Metcalfe %:(1993)% 3 TOT )%
A 5 B AR A B B IC IR EETEOC, M5 R 1R
A K N 25 23 R 5 e A R ST A R o A
B K AR 2 5 1™ A6 rh A 5 e A i
IR RAETE 8 W2 FBCEZ M TOT K4,
{ER 2520 B AR 1) i 242 L (Schwartz, 2010),
KT LFRECE, M H bR e S BT & L,
RIRFED . WHEEEEZHE L RIB
WE LR TEZ TOT, {H 22X HiRia & P2
%A 50 (Koriat & Lieblich, 1977). #4E TCIAHI
R, BB PR RE R i 5 B A I T R M A
FLE AR BN T M (Cleary & Claxton, 2015)5,
Jin T4% 4% (Bjork, Dunlosky, & Kornell, 2013)Z 77
AW TOT WA . LeRER 5 A 2,
H P A S RIS I R R i, B T 7 2k
H bR i 78 Fid 14 R 48 H A 7T Re 48 B A5 & (BR
FiHEAE, 2016) 0 AN, B AR 2R eI
i TOT W%/t Souchay Al Smith (2013)% BN
403 1) W 48 R 25845 E SR 5 0 B AE TOT &A= %6
EREFEES, HREHEME TOT LA H
P AR DG A5 B B D HLBE S TE A PR R TEAR, B0
JCIANHIZIRESZ 52 T TOT il Fnds= il e

HAEE RS, (825 R fE
a6 DA 0 AL A Can A A AL R e IR T AR
(Ganushchak & Schiller, 2006), X %] i F 451
B R TOT KA ML BA B IS & L AF5EH K
B (R B ) . AR AR TR )2 B 5,
KNGS £ TOT (Brown, 2012;
James et al., 2013; James et al., 2018), L& F5EH
B B[] P 7 B SR ARRAE (U 1 28 )y th 2552 i TOT &
Az, AT 2 A AR R R I R RO R T A AR
MK L7 B 4 TOT (Schwartz, 2002), MA N3k
A B BRI Y 42 B R AT BE 23 R AR 432 OR W
(Schwartz, 2002), i £ 2 TOT LRI A
AT K, TOT 1Y & A R T 5 R 1 4 23 3
Pl fEdkr 2 E S, HEHE ST TOT M58t
B, SRR EX TOT B2 mpLE T §e AR
R ZR, RBRATFHTERART .

4 AFFITIAFIAL AT TOT BYHR A

DATEBIF ST N F1 35 7 A= 10 I i) 2 A8 0 25 [ 0 0
P R TOT WA SR, ZIMF LA T
TOT F) A BRRLRIE R[] A0 (6] _EA77E XU
4.1 ANFFTTAFI AT TOT BB 8 242

WFE {8 H ERP (Event-related Potential)ﬁ R
WA AT TOT YR R, &AL DG4
prh . BRI A TN TOT FF7E00 85 . BFse
i HE A TOT 0 IE 8 S 73 185 B4 s ) 2 7 4 3
E 310~510 ms B E] %0, TE8f 52075 A& 5T Jn & 3 1
TEPE, NS SO B bR R (R R 0 B R HR
(Diaz, Lindin, Galdo-Alvarez, Facal, & Juncos-
Rabadéan, 2007; Lindin & Diaz, 2010); £ 580~820
ms FE] 7, TOT 75 & S 25 19 e, %Mo I
We TOT &A= J5 JCWN R G0 X 1) 30 B2 B A 42 1l
(Diaz et al., 2007; Lindin & Diaz, 2010; Lindin,
Diaz, Capilla, Ortiz, & Maesti, 2010), 4}, Bujan,
Galdo-Alvarez, Lindin fil Diaz (2012)% B1E#i %
VL PSR A 2 25 L AL ARV AR I (360 ms)BL T TOT
SR (460 ms), Ui HIIERS S h E bR R T i Ik
] 2857 TOT & fF. ot — 5 K Bl A
750~1100 ms B[], TOT i & 55 h0 & 2 Y 1,
S TOT KA Ja H bRl A TEF R Bonh e /Y
WA 2 (Bujan et al., 2012),

4.2 N AT TOT By 4 £t
INFIAR AN TOT Y P e Bl A BT 1 25 w] T
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FE 7 A i B el i SCRE & 15 2 R U i 22 5
filfo TOT &A= i 57 52 4 SN T A 5 - i DX 2 Hh B
TR, BARGAE A M N Bl, #hel AT
oy XA %R R [Pl (Maril, Simons, Weaver, &
Schacter, 2005; Maril, Wagner, & Schacter, 2001),

VI % A2 TR R B ADAR T [8] (Maril et al., 2001), H A,

T AR R AR [0S 5 R BRI A 8% )
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2015) AR T [ (43006 5 H B il $2 B AH 2C
235 B 48 R (Maril et al., 2001; Maril et al., 2005)5L
WIHE(E B % (Geva et al., 2012), [iRgE R i,
BARAMATE TOT & AR AT LU B H AR IR 13 LA
B, B2 B FE T 2 00 450 BE R K 4 SR
YA ER IR I o

51k SO TR X R, TOT KAERE& I
AH G M DX 3R 0 4 B35 RS o P B BTN RE R L
F HAR A 5 BRI, BF9E kK3 TOT 2%
55 AR Nl B O T A S B R 5 B ZE A A OK
(Shafto, Stamatakis, Tam, & Tyler, 2010; Burke &
Graham, 2012), B AR 7] RES: 5ialiL 15 & 2
TBUM Do 2% 1) i 4, OB EE R R BR O S RECE A
F=H: ¥ £ TOT (Stamatakis, Shafto, Williams, Tam,
& Tyler, 2011), M3 11135 72 A 3076 i X (8 7543 B,
Wi PR BGA Y B A2 ML 18] 538 L 380 [0 R A A
4 Bhiz 3 X & (Indefrey & Levelt, 2004), TOT k4
Fieh 30 82 i DX ) 90 AR S T B

Zi b, NN AR TR A i DX TR B e H bR
T3 S B S E 5 PR, O R B Y 4 A S
TOT & A& B A~ A3 35 18 ST 22 50K 20 (9 1\ 20 Jn
Too MeAh, HARENEF RSP S . B
TS S5 i DX R 4 A, OIS R R T R
S TOT KA AT &5 B BUR 2
4.3 TN AT TOT B EERM

TOT MTCIA AT R P K H A e $2 BCHR A 14 W
WL BE ) B bs i BUS B a6, R eSs 5
W IR g 1 T S A B8R R B9 HT 40 4 W (Anterior
Cingulate Cortices, ACC). Hi%fi(Prefrontal Cortex,
PFC)., A% 4MUHI% £ Bt (Dorsolateral Prefrontal
Cortex, DLPFC)FI45 M%7 T [0l (Inferior Prefrontal
Cortex, IPFC)ZHii[X, K 3 26 figi (X 20 A 19+ 22 [l
% (Hayashi, Ko, Strafella, & Dagher, 2013; Maril
etal., 2001; Zhu et al., 2014), TOT & 4K ACC F
FLA T I B R R A9 45 IO 2 (Huijbers et al.,

2016), £ DLPFC (Shimamura, 2008)F1 PFC Tif
#R(Allan, Wolf, Rosenthal, & Rugg, 2001)5% i} il
CE = A i b B AR A AR A5 8 . R H dn it
H AR i 3 B0 A4 T4, 470 DLPFC Y30 i it
TCIAJN R G IA 0 w5 (1) 4% il (Maril et al., 2001;
Maril et al., 2005), T/l DLPFC BE@% Wi TOT
KA JE B bR B B 3 B (Kikyo, Ohki, &
Sekihara, 2001), TOT M % A= | fif- o 1) 4 4~ i R iA
P e PEC-ACC Rl 2 P 4%, 12 45 I 15 1 28 B R A
H A5 17 $2 B ad A o (9 4 Bt F E% B (MacDonald,
Cohen, Stenger, & Carter, 2000),

zx b, JCINFIRLA R TOT ARk i mir o [a]
AR50 5 I X e 1 G A i R e H A il 3 B
RZS 0 Wa 45 AR G AR o DU RGIA A
AT TOT GG X AR R B TOT & A= I i
AL FE T A0 3 AR A0 T A0 Ao i e A i A 2 )
SRR AT

5 RE5RE

IR IR, AT AR TOT PFFE 0%
AR LT J7 1 -

Hi—, REITIAFIA T TOT 1y & A iy
ML, T LR F = A i R AT 5 LA Schwartz
FRER T E QAR TOT BT OiEr™
AN IS, AFRATAR B35 4E o R 4R it
TEB A, R R & TN HE B 225K A 7R
TOT #t 4 (Schwartz & Metcalfe, 2011), {HAFA TR
Z (AR R AR P o B AN, TOT B 7oA AL anfa] &
A7 IR A E R AR o E SR R
fasZ e TOT? VEA—FPh o\ ALLFE, TOT AT LA
I AR D EAR R TE AR R, X — T
AW & A7 TOT & A A 1 M IGIA
AR ORI S 50 g R ARMTHEEZL
) BF 98 TR AR H 38 7 AR o A O R B A
(Schwartz & Cleary, 2016), L& 554 1 i FRAR 0
W R

B, NERIUE TOT W5E, I #PUERIC
7EA S PR UL SR ST R, BT TOT WF5E E T
ENERIE &, W 2108 | FOPE B OB 4, (HERK
HRIEZ T 5 IUE1E 2 5(0°Seaghdha, Chen,
& Chen, 2010; Zhu, Damian, & Zhang, 2015), X7
RE R IR B WX SR AN RE T 4 B0 . H
By, WFRE 20T P0E TE S h TOT KAk )3
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ARSI . Zhang S A AYZEDOH HOAIFST & B
YEIF IR ™ A v ) S R R0 9 A R 22 ) A7 AR 3
HAER, 8 4k £ B BEAYTE SO DL JAE
(Interactive) i) J7 A& H 2 & B gl B B, H&#
2 B 9 B 140355 ST T DA A 2 R TR Ak e R B
By SR, DU H 28 v i) Sk B R0 R G A
BTN B B, AT — B B0 2 LR S 43
5 (Serial) B A& 25 — BB, HG— BB
IS JLT- AS BB I 5t 2 A0 — B Bt (Zhang, Zhu, &
Damian, 2018; Zhu et al., 2015), A~REE S 5 E
B A AR 2 A AN R) AT 8 530 TOT & A I $EHUE 18
SRR, EXEAERNAE7ERGE L
TOT Ja AITATREREMS SR BUE L AEE(F R, B
FRIN 5 B R A R G AT T BEA RE R U
SAG B . KRB A T TR DUE D157 LR
W TOT &AM BEATLAEE, DL RO A0 H i =
"= 2 G % TOT BIFEI

%=, WEE TOT 4F&4bfF5E, iy o=
Az Ak B S i BT TR it AR I S AR . BEE
FE A F B A AW, F A Bk
g 2 BT 1B (Wright, 2016; 307, 2017;
B EY, 2015, #HE, TKIEDY, 2015). TOT &1L
WA R e S, B R 2B
NN AR N B A 0 HAR AR AR &
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PRI W, Fl T DU L P A v i SRS 3 SRR
Wy Br Z (M) AN AE 28 B, 302 15 T TR LI L B
KRB 5 R S 724 TOT 2B tesh, JeikAl
M AIAN TOT J& F 1= A W Jo A HH B, 72 1
T 7= A T S AR U TS G T AR T S ARl Y
BRI R, ff H ARl &R R, ZFEAN
TOT &A= Ja & i i 5 H AR I B 57 &4 AL
SRR —BONARE ) (LG BE ) . IR
FIE 25 % B 1 45 M 5 1 RS ) (458 5 B A
EE AR %) S TOT Z iR T BF5
AT LASE A0 2 I L5 A 26 0 1 6 TOT & 2B BHA A
FITAHGE R, 2528 A2 O A thil Al
FICIA N Tad R 00 6 R MO & AR fh . (HAR
B, TAEICIC IR Lok 3% 5 i m 2 1k
(Payne, 2014), TOT I 0l LI & LEMN S iERE N
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PRI 5 75 ] LARESE 5 77 2k Ak, A ek —
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Cognition or metacognition: The psychological mechanism of
tip-of-the-tongue in spoken production

OUYANG Mingkun; CAI Xiao; ZHANG Qingfang
(Department of Psychology, Renmin University of China, Beijing 100872, China)

Abstract: Two research perspectives exist concerning tip-of-the-tongue (TOT) in the field of spoken
production, either cognition or metacognition. The perspective of cognition focuses mainly on the process of
lexical access, assuming that TOT is the failure to activate or retrieve the information sufficiently. However,
the perspective of metacognition focuses mainly on the metacognitive process in spoken production,
assuming that it is speakers’ monitoring of the retrievable state of the target words that leads to the
occurrence of TOT. The metacognitive process involved in TOT can not only monitor the retrievable state of
the target words and the retrieval of relevant information during lexical access, but also exert control over
the process of lexical access to make sure that the target words could be successfully retrieved after TOT
occurrence. The evidence so far has suggested that cognitive and metacognitive perspectives are dissociative
in respects of cognitive mechanism, influencing factors and neural basis. Further studies should investigate
the mechanism and neural networks underlying how TOT monitors and controls the cognitive system in
retrieving the target words, and address the properties of TOT occurring in Mandarin spoken production and
the positive effect of TOT on aging of spoken production.

Key words: TOT; perspective of cognition; perspective of metacognition; heuristic-metacognitive account;

dissociative mechanism





