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 E ERRUN RS RIEHIBIAS R IR PR BUR RS (Tip-of-the-Tongue, TOT)., AHF5EilL TOT Al
PRI AN H AT T 07 R AR ARNEAE AT T 03 28 RIKIEE:, HEET ARG T 59N N4 AL & 4
FEERALH, SRR (DARTESE T TOT AN MBI IMS, ZEN TOT KWK EFEANES; (2) TOT £
A, AMARTEERRAR IR ANE AR B AR EL, HE AR A HBAR A=A T T 50 ) DS Ay SR FIRE AR (1 TC AR 6
(3) TOT KAEJ7 HARALFABRESASIRE, B4 TOT AIfFHRTE L 4E K, (A EfRRR IR 2R . TOT /Y
i DRt 1157 FARTRARME | & AR AR IR RIS AR TIN5 . (4)%F TOT AR FIITIA
AR MNIC SRS EEL LA TOT BPRAS, HAEKH ), R T E 2% Mt f#Es TOT, TOT
FIAHPRAS T TCIN AR B B A XT TOT R APt i)™= A4: T 5200

XA TOT; HICHTSE; ks IWHHLAL, Julidlm

&S B844; B842

1 HiE

AT IATE S MBS, BUEURREST
Z000 ok B G, X Fh B R B PR R P00 (Tip-
of-the-Tongue, TOT) (Brown & McNeill, 1966;
Burke, Mackay, Worthley, & Wade, 1991), TOT J&H
T A 3 AR v BT A — e B ] i R R B
JLE R AEB S = A X AP IS (Hanly & Vandenberg,
2010), #5002 4E N, TOT JLP & KA 2Kk E
(Brown, 2012), %20 138 7 4= o FAAETE N FNAE %2
IS, TOT & AERAMA R F 15 R B FEAE R A G
W%, FEBE™ A S TR S TR SRR R A R, W
(O < 3 R’ I A LT £ 17 A B A NTUE= QWY 2
J#(Trull & Phares, 2001) SR 1 %f T % Bl 4 & AL
BFFE, JTHZ AR E T TOT A5 K i 5¢
Huiw Hik= . SR —IR, MU Z 5% F 18

W AR H : 2018-05-25

FEA A AR AL, RS TR . AR HE
S F RN B B 48 S EH .
1.1 TOT I\FFZUMARNAFZIE R
R &I TOT KARE AAT—Men] LI ECH b
1A A 15 XA B (Fieder, Nickels, & Biedermann, 2014),
1M AN BE 2 HRE &6 40 $2 B & % 15 L (Cleary, Konkel,
Nomi, & McCabe, 2010), a0, AATLE = H: A~
BNAE =4 TOT, fE1E AT U BCE Z 4 B2
LB PSRRI AE R, EORRES RIS
SCE AR AR UL 4 o B, TOT KAz mof il f
A IR TTINEARSS, Bk . B MEaS
14, K B AR EDEE B A E A R, I HaxX oA
A 56 ] LA R0 Hh 15000 B FS E A 1] 9 B ) 4 B
(Schwartz, 2002), 7£ TOT k4 —BtitE] 5, Afi1E
B AR M PR I H bRinl, S IA 95% (Burke et
al., 1991), AILIAEH, TOT &R A0 5 B4
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AR BRI, R B R 2L TTIA IR . B
FE 0 BGOSR 7 o AL £ R4 T

MANFRL AT =, TOT Sk T &5 = A hfE &
PR 2R WL, T S A 2 1 — 2D 4R R R W T REE,
T LAAE i e B B 0N BELZE B U A T A e . BT
&, B (Burke et al., 1991)iAh, &1k2
80555 H bR i) o SORME #8719 fL Z MR HR S, 1 U5 R
AIIOE AN e A RO AL i 2 5 B R, NI B H A
Tl AR B AR R, BHZE R i (Jones, 1989)Ik
9, 5 AR AR TR S 9 R R H AR A 13
T A IBCo B ) B 28 H AR IR A 42 B, AT S 30 TOT,
FRIEAE T4 AR H AR A 1 40 1 68 7 221 (Hasher
& Zacks, 1988; Stoltzfus, Hasher, & Zacks, 1996), I~
WWHIE AR AT LIXT TOT BN E AR 73853 BE,
fian, WASESYIERE T TOT 774 IR i8 52 G
SHE R, R UE R BB TOT k4=
PN REBE 7 A B A BRI ST R S, & TOT
BA IR BRR IR B S S UL R 45 2R o X PR S
ZALT AT WEIALE (Self-monitoring) (Levelt, Roelofs,
& Meyer, 199977 it A b T r/EH . A
HRLA T R R, e TOT WK FESH
PRI B8 5 2 8 RS R R E AR A G, B, B
FER LA 2T (AN IR HRC S e 44 1R A
255 774 TOT (Cohen & Faulkner, 2011), 5 H
FRia]AH DCHR 197 7 J5 shial il LA SR TOT &A=
FAEHE TOT ROfEDL(Abrams & Rodriguez, 2005; Farrell
& Abrams, 2011; Pureza, Soares, & Comesafa, 2013),
# i), IS5 (Hanly & Vandenberg, 2010) 8 255 7=
TOT, HFRIAMTE TR (Farrell & Abrams, 2011)5%
T FK % (Sadat, Martin, Costa, & Alario, 2014)t5,
AfLLRE S TOT R4, B4 NMEEE BT
FESEO™E T H 20 TOT (4%, EE K, 2018),

JCIAFIAL A T BIBFSE N G2 TOT & AR
A AT FRZS, SRR TSR 5 18 7 A o R R
WA o ARHE TOT BYoTINFBe, F i A m ook
I 2R G843 XA Jir JRR 0 114 25 A 4k R 2R AT H AR 1A 1Y
A 45 BUPE (retrievablity) 9 Ji & CHE L] W (Schwartz
& Metcalfe, 2011), EIXHCIZ RS H bnia )] 42
WU FEAT I . TOT 1Y & AR Fe e 1 B AR AL T2 12
R, HZEB AR —FIRZE . TOT 1Eh—
TGN I A W, 2> 52 eIk R4 R 458, 5
il 28 8 23 LA 100 235 2R %o 55 3 7 AR A AR i i
FESEATIET, IITSEE TOT KA Hbrial 69 s
e, L E, AMERBENLRZFTEN, TOT &

AJa, HEREJLT-2 0] DU o g i, B4 AN H 2
EE 7 A5 R T 3R ORI 5 (Schwartz, 2002), X%
e 1 2 A N6 T 7 AR 0 R A ) % 9 S R D O
A2 RHAE IR IR 32 B 5200 TOT AEBE A 175k
R 35 T BB R T DA R B M T 4 1 D g — R 2 5 X
B A BN AR B IE T, ST AR AT DLBK
RS TOT MRS, 1 TOT A% 2,
T D 45 AT RE 23 S EOTIA RS 1 7 AR (R3S, 5K
842, 2000), &2, AFT TOT BINAIfEE, Joik
Y TOT MRS 1 84 AR H i A A A
A A 4 W I AN BE D o TN R 20 TOT
AR FERIEEF R, R R—2 RN
RN (Cleary et al., 2014; Schwartz & Smith, 1997) .
2 R B (Schwartz & Smith, 1997)FIZRZE 5| &
H 1% 4% (D'Angelo & Humphreys, 2012; Schwartz,
2010)55 , tAbh, B8 K IITIN AR R AT LA 2L
DR JS H AR e B B3R B, lan, FEBEA 1 4 7 A
9 TOT HbRin) e & i R 35w T IO 45 ) TOT
(Schwartz, Travis, Castro, & Smith, 2000), . fi#zk
B} 1] B K (Schwartz, 2001); S MeEEEERY TOT Hbr
A Bt A R B SR AL T 55 (Kuipers, 2013; Schwartz
et al., 2000),

i b, AXRFWETEL TR TOT BFFEs R
F TR TN A, AL AR R RO AE 5T 5
P T F o E AR — RO T RE ) (an i ) g
KAF EBYRE JT), I N AL A B B SEsR A T
TOT & A A TR BRI, A 45410 175 24
RSV R RITTIAIRE S, AR AR LS
FEON LA T 152 R 5 TV A R 5
M PR 2 A 2R [F) 520 TOT AYfigg bk
1.2 BRABRSZXREARMNGRIER

X TOT IR WTTE 2 HOE T FE ™ 45 1 52 56
TGN AT, BIFSE A A v ) S 8 X (i
H pr il L =UH 8 i 478 50) (D’Angelo &
Humphreys, 2015; Wilhelm, & Joolingen, 2013; Souchay
& Smith, 2013; Bujan, Galdo-Alvarez, Lindin, &
Diaz, 2012), AMYFTLAE/R TOT AF4& 4R 1520,
] LA R G 78 B AR IR B RRE QT2 0 TOT 1Y
RAERE . AN, DF5EE RN SR % 1S
B HARESE T TOT MRIAFTERRESR . H—,
HAAMEE T TOT KA:Ja H bR M4 B2
ik 95%LA I, BAE NfRUDLRAS & T 5 45 N (Burke et
al., 1991; Schwartz, 2002), M7ESLEK%E &M, H
P iRl I 2 D% LA 40% 22 47 (Schwartz, 1999).
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W HE e E et sy, 1408 TOT J& T —
KRR BTN AR RIS, P BIR A 5 R
ZE AP E A REARTH PRI . (B2, W% &3
HIAMEEE T TOT Myffde itz s, BASRE ]
HiIAh TOT J& 5 i AR b A v i B i) 2 BRI
B, LI EMRAEZM T TOT KAERAKR
TG 25 AR 0 X T e TOT RS I BUAE R (22,
FEER, 2000), =, HREEPAFESLRATL
3 LS AR B AR 2 B . I ER A T R b e
TOT K9 & 1E (Schwartz, 2002), 2528 (97 AR X% 5%
FL AT SRR XS TOT R4 (Schwartz, 2002) .

AHPESE S, ARSI HAC#h e rid & —
Pl Hw A v B SR AT BE SR Y U7 R, RS
“WBrE TG FEL (Bolger, Davis, & Rafaeli, 2003); H:
L, Wimsir, ATLERHAE . ¥ Lh
W . FEL R G RSk IR G TR Y . HOIC o 2
FT R, kAT DR & A 5 S il
S 55 S A OG0 TR) R R AR B, BEARR T TR e 22
(Reis & Gable, 2000). Hic 77 Bl g 98 £
KR AE, $O R il stk E A0 A,
BE fE % 2% B A 4 0K B g S B] A9 5Y M) (within-
person), t1HE% £XH I 2 0] 1Y 25 5 A2 0 (between
-person), HAFFERT ]V J5 2400 (Bolger et al., 2003),
RIRE ] (B PR R 25 TR AE N, 25 28l — IR I I TR
T RIRER G 2Ll s ny g . Sk —20, it Hid
WG TT i, FRATTAT LA 48 A8 e A o] i A2 £k, e
ARSI FNAT Ay 1Rl Y ¢ & DL S N B BRIk 22 1]
EHR o

TOT 1y Hic W58 05 2 fE BRI T, 2R
RTERLE R BB e 5% TOT AAMEM, i0#NE
BFEMERHIE . TOT & A BB B ANTE B OE
NAERGEE . AE Bhrin . RESEHBUR IS AE), L
FAEBE A TN A (I Bk . A2 4% 55 4R B
(Burke et al., 1991), Burke Z5(1991)fi Ff Hic¥:xf B
SRIEHE T 9k NG~ A ey TOT ZAkHLEI A
SR 2R AT TR, 455 A 7 TOT KA )
M, S5HFENAL, BENTETHEZH TOT (R
FEXT LA %0, AR, KB PAEH R
£ TOT U7, B NFFH NI
25, AR N T s Mk H AR e [ g
L (Pop-out) 1 5 W (Burke et al., 1991),
1.3 SEFEIENTRER . BESENESR

CA TOT BYIAMIAE BRI R AR AT X 1) 2
TR T (NSE fey 221555, FREE S MEAET B

W H DUE)ETIEA R . PFS R S5 05 AR TR
B, X2 Rl e T REF AR RE S
R A B 5, TR BOF BEE F 1 TOT
WF TR ME LA ] S R AR BRI R,
REFCFREE SN R B R, A8 5 1 1
BFER, MG — R R ST, 7R HARNC Y
PL AR A b H AR U 1 1R L (Ho, Law, &
Ng, 2000), B HEZRZ, TR = AR, I
RS PR S AR RN T 56—,
WEE S BLDLTE TR 7 A 1Y 5 8 2 i B 0T 3 T (5K
& 77, 2008; O’Seaghdha, Chen & Chen, 2010; Zhang,
Chen, Weekes, & Yang, 2009; Zhang & Weekes, 2009;
You, Zhang, & Verdonschot, 2012), i FHkif 5 (AN
BT J 35 8l 35 B (Schiller, 1998, 1999), %5, I
TN ™ Az e B v o ST R 5 A R S A
AR B TH F AR, BUERNL > Az i b
T SORE B NG B I [R] R R 2 P 9 Y, S s
W XER, S ERE R, PIEEERMBE A
P A H 20 (Zhu, Damian, & Zhang, 2015; Zhu,
Zhang, & Damian, 2016; Zhang, Zhu, & Damian, 2018);
M FERRE S (ANYETE ) F B e ™ A ok B v SORI
G B HOE R R R AR S, HOSEE Bl
W2 AR R, A TE W15 B 0 1) 1 S5
ISR S 5 (Starreveld & La Heij, 1995; Dell'Acqua
et al., 2010) AHILFRHET, DURBITH W R
FI R B R A T BEEE 5, R IR A i A v
SO EAE #2260 56 RAEA EE 5 h R

T R I SR Y 0 B B O AN o
#H, XA AT BES R TOT IV BB IR S 255

i LT, e, AR SER A AT EAR AT LA
AN A TN R AL A X TOT 24kl
il . s R Z AT AR RE, (ER X PR A A 4
WHERKZESR, BHAAIAINE TOT Lk
B AR, Moo NNk Z 0 F
WA ICIANANZ 2 AR R, e A 24
TR —F LM %48 TOT., Burke %5£(1991)f
oGt T TOT &AL TN AL, (2
MR E IR R TR 5 TOT REZ
] N AESCEE . B T, OV BIFAY R S v,
WA BRE AR, AREH LS H ARG B i B0tk
Bt SR RAFER R LG R B 25—,
CA MR EEH X FRAET, (HED0E N A
TR S R S R AN
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P, AR5 R AR SR B 1Y H ST,

X HARIESE TR TOT 4E 2L R HEAT 9 48] 28 KW
BEEMEIY, BRI DOEEE T H4EAMZE AN
TOT H# &AM, Fricsk o a4s TOT A
JRANICIN P J7 T AR AL, 38 a5 22 70 A A Il 1
S EE TOT P AL A R R RIH 2K
SEEE M R, BT TOT il sext e 2 & A 1E Bl
AISENE, 5 ST APIR XA B s . AR
PN A A T A2 i ke 54 A 308 R BH ZE R BB R, DA
K TCON TR A1 v T 4 H A s 000 R4 o 2R 48 ) W A
S CAMRM AR, FA1RE TOT R4
ZOk H T IA AL A AT AR AR R & R R Rt
FfEH . BARRI . EIAFIHLA T, TOT g 2
Al RE 5 A N FIE 7 A o 7 b 3 B A5 S I 0
S G TETTINALA T, Z4E AR TCIA K i A
PRI BE ST BB AN 2 B AR 1Y K R, X REHY
Wy 4E Ntk TOT ARZE R HbRinl . pF5Erh3AT]
2338 3 22 PR o0 M 71 O 22 00 B« L 234 A
UEZICEAC P DL Al e a5
2 Jrik
2.1 #Hid

SGIEO R RE S E R SR N E P e L
Rl AR SRS R SCFIE S gl 31 4
(B 164, 154); ik e = A h sk I HH 555 <A
EVIEBALIX . A RS EAF 0K 36 #4513 44,
123 £4). IO B R IERL IR, WE
TWIER o WAZHRE, TP SR SRR A
FNITAl &8 32 (Montreal Cognitive Assessment Scale,
MoCA) X &4 N —BOA T BE 1 A7 PEAl, P4
353/ T 26 I3 BEEPOXA ARG GETT o
Fr(Soros, Bose, Sokoloff, Graham, & Stuss, 2011),
% MoCA ®ERIEIG, 3 AL tEBFEpilweHkRR,
PRI Jpe 24 3 A e 30 Hr B9 B A0 33 44, MoCA
13530 27.59 + 1.27, AW A OG- #ERWE 1,
FHAENFIZEANNZHEEREFARE, t (60) =
1.19, p = 0.24, &SRS, BT AH N H 9
22 WIRIA

WFFE T RS 4 B - [RIAR) R0 TOT D 58AR

*1 FFREAMEBFAFRMZHEFIRM +SD)

g EIER () ZHEFRRAEE)
Range M SD M SD

FEAN 18~25 21.50 2.43 13.93 1.82
ZHEN 60~81 66.91 6.85 13.34 2.07

EAe]% . 7E Burke 5 A (1991)1 [a1 ] 45 5
fill b4 R SRS . B IL 9 MIH, A
P BRI FEAAF B E — 8 TOT KA Ol o
Horp g —# WA B TOT WAL M%R . B
FRia) Al | 27 A DG AR IR . TOT M fft Lok
W AR A R RN A A ) A B 45

TOT iEE A, 7£ Burke 55 A (1991) H ic &A%
PSR LT T ARBESER TOT iR, Zid A
I 12 AWH, HTEaHORES: 4 W, MR
TOT k4% TOT f#Pe A FEA e . e A MY
ANFEARYERE 4EFE— N TOT X H bR il i R A 4
fE: T H 21 (N4, W, Piiks, gz, B
SR A5 45, HoAl), WH 3 Hisia)E T A4
HEINRZAGE), SRR AR/AR) . Bl — IRk
RIFAZACGER), WiH 4K 7 5 BRI, 4
JE 0% TOT KA A E BHEH: WH 5 TOT &
AERERT A2 AE B, TE 7 M2 H ARl B AR 2 1
B, 4EPE =38 TOT MMt 2. T H 1 K Am)
ZI, BH 11 fgdent Z), WH 6 12 H A1 i A wg
WUH 10 S fpeimg (2, MmN, A TR
fE At A, WH 8 & RE P HirinE, 5H
9 IEHfM HARIA; 4EREPUh TOT & A= AN Y 32 WA
SR BAREAEAIRR RIREE | N AU
FEFE (I H 12) Horp 4k —3) = AN T~
AyFE bR, 4ERE VDA TCIN IR A T A 4845 .

2.3 MRRIE

WS R RS589 B L A 5 A TOT i A
G BT, SERFAES AR TOT KA
SLUEATHEIN o HAAAE IR . B3R —, ENE AT,
Fik A TOT WRA, HailEEf# TOT 1Y%k
AHFIE, $55, 4 TOT iU BAIC SRR FEA TR,
FEX A TS YNk, SRR E B 1m0 7] 2 1Y)
s, PR, BORYOAAE—A T M, ARYE
A C A SEBR S0 5 TOT KRR, 763k
B), 2 A B ) S e A TR R,
WEUTIRI T3, 0B S S O, B B i 25k
WA EEN], B el sr e 2ok, ], =, ik
WIS TOT A0 A FF B K A il 110 % 1
O, BRARIC SN AEM . TN . B R X AR
HEAT— BT BE F1 I (MoCA) .

3 4

HHEMOAA 1 ARk, BERERIEE 30 &4
(B 16 &4, L 14 %), EZHFE AR 1 AH TOT id 3%
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Fz 2 AREH TOT %%/ BRI E K4FIE(M£SD)

- HAFE GBS

RSB Rt AEE CFEEASE A g Wtkg fhgan RS LR AR L A
HEN 145 133 5.50£0.71 4.83£2.10  0.47+0.27 0.14+0.21 0.110.22 0.10+0.13  0.17+0.17  0.78+0.23 0.210.34
EEN 205 193 5.26+1.15 6.41£2.96  0.59+0.21 0.10+£0.13 0.16+0.20 0.02+0.05  0.14+£0.19  0.82+0.21 0.17+0.25

TE: A | RRAEE AT, 7 RmAEAE; WZEN TS A,

ARG RSN, e P 88 &4 gl
A 32408 104, & 224) . [H#REA TOT it
SEARGE RS R .

3.1 [EE)EREISEITER

RN, <R ERA T, < 24
73R = RR SR < HAR R 2R B4 1>, «nT[a]
IR B (XI5, FHME B MR ER),
“Ial4Z. H bRia) B 5 273k = U 4 2580, 54T 0
o 1 i = BT, 0= RIE T ).

19 ) G 4 SR R . FERGE— A I, gk e
121 TOT K AEHZ(1(61) = —1.05, p = 0.30)F1 TOT
fif PR (AR B ARIA) (1(61) = —0.51, p = 0.61)
AAETEAEWE 22 5, T H TOT &A= AN 4 3 WA
B (PO AR B WA FEAE AR 1 £ 200, ¢ (61) = —0.38,
p=0.71,

3.2 TOT idRARBIMG 4R

EExE B R EE, RATHAT T 40N FAS 7 5
Mro %6, 200 T TOT &A= HARA K IEAERAE,
4G B ARG, A B0 f H bRin) 268, 55—
ST TOT AR A SC E BARBUE L, (L4
WUZRRAE 73BT G S ), AR R B CoIR A 26
=, APHTT TOT g pResd i vl i [l 12 5 s i e 24
Dm0, SRAENE ST )5 Ik % 285 TOT fif
N E NS T S B A S o €/ [ R
T WS HACH ST r ik ks, #kxtF TOT
KGR IE R TIE4E TOT KA 5 ff Dt fa)
(RS o FRATTOY 23 AT 23 B QT AR AR AR 2
e TR, B TOT TAAAEE LAY 5
R sZm %

3.2.1 TOT Rz B #ria) & A FFE A0 S 88 3

2% 2 FrR N TOT KA B ARl LA E, &

5 7% H bR 0 20GR BB, TOT 1Y & A 8t DL

" RATRHA G Power 3 VI T iR/ MREASRE, S SO B P F
SEREAR K, B a=0.05, =10.2, FUs R (0.8)115E, 7E
KB P T RE A R — 3R 540 EFxd ORI 2 TR AR I 25
ST, B a=0.05, f=0.2, BN RECR (02515, 7 F R
TR AR R R 340 AR SCEIR AT R I REAC N 62, FFAREA
IR,

A i 14 ) 4 2 AR o 4 0 A 1 0 235 2R

TOT N BEMRIAAEE. 62 Al Lk
350 Y TOT, Hih 326 W (93%))5 el 7 H bk
il ARRMES AR TOT X R B Arial (i #40%
FEBE GHR A0 & A IR ) an sk 2 s,
X H AR ) BGER AT R R TR A ¢ K, 4
REI, HARENAEENEEFR 2R, 1(60) =
1.01, p =031,

TOT ZEHE AR B AR TR 1l
KW TOT SR DA S REL, YR BGHA T
BRI RIS REA ¢ K8, S5R A, KABER AR
W22 53 3%, 1(60) = —2.40, p = 0.02, HHEAWM =
4.83) L ZAE N (M = 6.41) k= TOT HI%R/D

TOT % 5z B #ria 8918128 313 -9l & A 1
UH % H A5 2] H bR ia 288 i BcdlE, X TOT )
KA1t R, NBIRBCEE TOT Y EL Bl &
(53%), HIKAKRK /BN B4 (15%). A
(12%) . WEZ (14%) R 17(6%) . B 1 iR
ENFAE N AR AN EYE TOT &R E
oo XFASRIZENNE & 42 TOT M H B EA T 2 4RI (s
AR, BAFH) x STZR(NA . HLA . Wik ThE .
HL S AL/ R R R VRS B 7 22901 o 45 2R T,
BRIEAEARBEA AL (p < 0.001), ffif] Greenhouse-
Geiss IEMIE o TRIZE AN W3, F(4, 240) = 48.89, p <
0.001, n2= 0.45; 4E#% T30 BE, F(1, 60) = 4.55,
p < 0.05, n; = 0.07; RIS FIARE 138 H.AE F b 4
%, F(4,240)=2.37, p=0.05, 0 = 0.04,, fij B34 5%
Mr B, MG R$EEO= A4 TOT AF % ) SRl i

70 m A

ZEN

Ff o %
8583

[
(=
—
*
*

-
F

N H4 Yiiks A RERAAA

e
K1 ANFETEZER H AR A TOT B4 22 5



555 B EREESE: IR T RN A IA AR E A —— H A5 603
&3 TEFER TOT &4 FHEIE & X E S84 R (M£SD)
a1 EEANGIEEHs BACHEE B A
HXER EEEE BRIAEAR EUER THEE O RRE P IR AT iy s
FTAEN  0.96£0.09  0.06£0.12  0.87£0.24  0.58£0.27 0.20£0.21 3.57+1.14  4.08+£0.88  4.10£0.91  3.85+0.93
BAEN 0.97+0.80  0.07£0.13  0.87+0.13  0.58+0.23  0.27£0.24 3.16£1.19  3.09+1.20  3.09+1.20  4.11x1.22

e BbniAfEE, BRI Al BORE 1~7 0 FRIERR, 7 KRARH)

F, TAEAME UG TOT #EPRWM = 0.11) 8%
KFEHENWM = 0.02), F(1, 60) = 11.37, p = 0.001,
n,=0.16,

SIS N AN A8 AR WA PE AU E T4
WG LA A, Wiks . RiEEI N ELA
A, AT XX R SRR A TOT 19 L i
T 2RI (AR, BAEYD) <2 k(LA &, L
2 IR R IR G 200 858 L, BRIE
PEAR A BST.(p < 0.001), i Greenhouse-Geiss
HERIE . 2SRV B, F(1, 120) = 201.73, p <
0.001, 3 = 0.77, LA ZIAHE £ TOT KR
(M =0.79) 1 & 5 TAEL A A (M = 0.10), 3
BN, F(1, 60) = 4.55, p < 0.05,m7= 0.07; 4FE#& A0
TR BN A B3, F(1, 120) = 1.66, p = 0.20,

E— % AL RBU= A TOT #4740 8T, 1t
AR R A A5 B, BRI gl A TR B
Rz N2 W Rl GORZ A 4F) 512 AN A IR
TR (H fl A 23— IR /A ), B i B — R IR R i 4% fl 11
] 1) B GEE PR PE— HDXF TOT KA IS . i T4k
P BARKAE S, RATEAEHTT T log Fedh . @
AR BIR =R TR (AR, BRI
R MATFEAR ¢ ki, 250 LM, FECGNREZA”
AR 2252, 1(37) = —5.00, p < 0.001, ZAE N INIHEL
i A IGRITE (M = 1.08) B EFEK THEAWM =
0.34); HXRMRAGE BRI 2ZRIIARE s <
-0.33,ps = 0.45),

3.2.2 TOT ZERHHXE R IR FEIR ML

72 3 Wi TOT KA R4 A2 AR 4 9k 0T
T ER AR SR B s B PPA 25 R CP B E AR 2 ) o

BXFERESHR. TOT KARFE7E H AR
A OCE BRI &2, MR AR a5 R, 3,
MTHEAR AT B4 Rl SCRE 35 B2 (L 3% 3).
FEMERE b, #F— PSRk TOT kA4
BF, o ORI AR BB 3] o 38 3 ) A B
MR LLFIHEAT 2 AR G AR, B4R < 2R A
FE G AR B, E AR E RIR G SRt r
AT, KBUE S 280 ERON B, F(1, 60) =

1915.07, p < 0.001, 02 = 0.97, TOT &L}, H¥E#
HRAG = 0.07), #HXHEE T ZME UER
(M = 0.97), HEARE R FE 80N K AR 5 8] 158 T AL
MR REFs < 0.13,ps = 0.72).

TOT & X I8 B FFAE o AR AR TR AH OCAF Bl
53 R SR RS B 2IF 3 — L e i Bk
B TOT KA, 1 SCRIE B BB HUY L4 (I
 3). X TOT KA w77 A8 i B i A 7 L
RMSIFEA ¢ K0, S5REM, FRREFADE,
1(60) = 0.07, p = 0.94, il 5 Hirm#fT LA, K
i TOT AR BRI T /028, —28 5 Hiwin
FETETE SOCHE, o5 — e S R ARG . a2
BRI LA LU BIHEAT 2 AR (B AL, 2ARd])=<2 B
FRARIZE N (G SCAHOG, & B AH ) M I R IR A SE ik
T 208, RIECIEIZEA 3400 53, F(1, 60) =
51.87, p < 0.001, 0= 0.46; i UM I AR L 6
(M= 0.58) 3% = T E BIASCHERIA(M = 0.23), H
BAR R RO AR RS HAE YR B (Fs <
0.99, ps = 0.32),

SRS BIEMN ol T A A e T E
W BEAS RN “TOT % AR B Uk A, Xk
TOT %A T INREE (KoK E . EFiE ) |
P BN 4 Ay BE) DY 43 43 SR A 7 AT 1% 1) B IR 3R T
BEAS e K56 25 SR A BN, AL A 5K (1(60) =
1.37, p = 0.18)FIEFid £ (1(60) = —0.96, p = 0.35)JC
B WA IS 22 55 T Bk 3k 1 O A B AT IS 22 5 B
(1(60) = 3.68, p < 0.001), F4F NAIIEER(M = 4.08)
WERTEBENM = 3.09); MR 20 E
(1(60) = 3.72, p < 0.001), HH ANHIABE(M = 4.10)
WBEETEEAM=3.09), BRILA 2,

OIS R A B AT AR L U, AR
AR 5T TS 2 ) B RS TN SR BT A AT, =
W13 BE J2: 35 1 ] — A4k 2 0 i) — 20 ol 3 2 42 i 000 O 14 S g —
SRR, RN T[] — 2 ol 1 A 18 R A A5 40 B R R
MR ZE A R B, H AR R ) — B0 . TOT 18 534S i i 8
R R E RIS AR, kR & TOT J& % ik f T
i, AT T RR S ARSI Z R E NS, HEE
FECH 0.62 (p < 0.01), HA B EEET ] — 30
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2
1

BRES
K2 HELMEEL LA TOT ISR
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MEE

3.2.3 F#E% TOT fRRITIZRI RN

* 4 R MEFHPOL LS TOT ik
FH SR s LA KA [m1Z R 1) 1Y) SR

TOT ERAERRKRE, THA 95 Fh o n
g, HE— XN Y EL (L& 4), X TOT
B AR PR (IR B ARiaD) P T 2 AR (AR,
AR < 4 fRPORmE (B I AROR
2 HEAB) PR 2R A SE i it gy 2250 . 45 2R

R BRIE B A AL (p < 0.05), f#iH Greenhouse-

Geiss AL IE o AR FENS FE2500 &, F(3, 177) =
22.35, p < 0.001, n; = 0.28. Filfli A1)
TOT MG L l(M = 0.48) 10 25 2 T Hifth =Fh sk
W, “lBIN” (M = 0.25)8 %5 T A A
TR (M = 0.11) , J5e 2 fiff DR SR M AR I 1 22 HLAE 3
LW, F(3,177)=2.19, p = 0.09, 13 = 0.04, fij 5K
REIHE R, FAEAWM = 0.23)HLZ4E A (M = 0.10)
T2 Ml FH <& BOR I3RS, F(1, 59) = 8.46, p =
0.005, np= 0.13; TiZAEANWM = 0.1 HLFAEANWM =
0.06) 57 2 My fifi ] <t A &AM B SR mE, F(1, 59) =
4.43, p = 0.04, n;= 0.07, ELUKILIE 3. 4F# E500W
AN, F(1,59)=0.10, p = 0.75, 1, = 0.002,

KEEZ TOT WK, 58Dl Fh R
W&, DI N Y L (B SR R 4 P
7R), M ECEIHEAT 2 R GE A, BFE4D) < 4 1R
FIff e ms R AR M, &R, A AHBA
0PI R 2RI AR T 22 0. S5 R R, BB
PRSI (p < 0.001), {#i/H] Greenhouse-Geiss
PAGIE o TR o SR B R0 3, F(3, 180) = 49.62,
P <0.001,mp=0.45, ]S Z R H Mg (M = 0.53) 11

Lo 5] 30 3 v T T A SR, < n] i SRS (M =
0.25) . 3% = T A OB SR (M = 0.12)Fl“f+ 2 H8A
O RBE (M = 0.10), 4F#E EROV A B2, F(1, 60) =
0.57, p = 0.45,m;=0.01, A4 & i e S me (1 22
HAEFHA R, F(3,180) = 1.84, p=0.16,15=0.03,
FIRMBRIANEAERETE M TOT RERAR.
SERK I, FENMEEN TOT IR
B, 9 89.4%F 89.63% . K 2(4EY) x 2(H
%%ﬁﬂ)ﬂﬁl%%ﬁiﬁl‘ﬂﬁ%%*ﬁﬂ%%%‘:%Xﬂ‘
TOT MR, 25 EMIIA R, Fs <
0.85,ps = 0.36,
3.24 AWM AMEZFMTANNANEZES TOT
RRORBTIE] R0 : 25 Tk B VA5 4R
BT IC SRS TOT & A= i 21 A e
B ZI, THE 1 TOT Bff Peist fa] o AR O A7 B 5% S i
CHETEE R, AT B TOT fif P ff) R ZE A 45
B A FRIEAS B (AEIE) . H AR A AH DG B9 RNBUR AR AR
H(HR RN | 2 A EMNE), D& TOT &
AR ) ENDIRAS G . BORIE . M
EPIE ). o, JRRAE AR A LA A R
PR VRSB T oo AR R . ik — 4R
B0 TOT fidR iy [ sz ma R 2=, FRATT LA e i)
(6] 4 B2 W A8, $40 TOT Mttty IR &y it e i i
HEAT 22 TR AR A S0 B o B D BR AT 55 —2F, H
SRR N — B ARIA T, B, K2
A AT R BEAE R A 2 AR R AR
s =0, B 50 RIS 4 T (R R,
PR, MO EE, FiE EEOWE N SR AR RN AN
A7 FE o DA A AR sk A TR ) k35 Ry ik e ik
(Enter), [MIHZER BN F— 2L mIEEIR
(F(1, 318) = 19.61, p < 0.001), ZFBRIILMEET 6%
AR5, AR AT DL S5 TN TOT WY ff D], 55 —
AR 5 (F(3, 318) = 11.84, p < 0.001), HFriA
AEERERA BRI ZHET 4% N8R, X
WSS TOT gk (8] 23 51 A7 A 5 35 19 A7 AH DG
FIIEARSG; AR EIRE G, 56 =2 AR
W (F(7, 318) = 6.09, p < 0.001), ZARIX} J5 275
SRR T 2%, HrhEFiEE S TOT ff iy

x4 FHEEMEFEANR TOT FRKEEET & EL (%) 89 FH{EFIHRAEZE (M£SD)

- TR 2 fifp R SR P i e S
AR RPN A TR 2 #A J 248 IEFIPN £ R 2
FAEN  047#0.31  0.24+0.28  0.23+0.22 0.06=0.13 0.56+0.24 0.22+0.22 0.16+0.16 0.06=0.12
EAEN 0.49+026  0.25+0.19  0.10+0.13 0.17+0.26 0.50+0.25 0.29+0.22 0.08+0.10 0.13%0.18
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[B] A7 7 2 B IEAH DG o B i — A5 150 B e R 1) A8 S
AH X K P % K B (Adjusted R* = 0.10), %1360
TOT %A= ByHa#E Kl S0 A eI 60 5 5 T Y PR 2 (O
% 5),

60r m FHEA
50t EEN
X 40l
i 40
X 30 ** *%
47 T I ! —
B 20t T
10 + T
0 m

REE [P NG 3 A X Z Y

LSRRI
Fl 3 FHAEHMZAEL B TOT T RIS LA

F 5 TOT RARTEINZ &M E LR

Step Variable i
R* Adjusted R* AR* t
Stepl 0.06 0.06
EE 023 3.86%**
Step2 0.10 0.09 0.04
AERE —0.16 —2.90%*
BEAH BN 0.15 2.63**
Step3 0.12 0.10 0.02
Bk EE 0.12 1.66
I 7SR -0.05 —0.69
Mo B -0.08 —1.28
HP I BE 0.13 2.32%
. *p <0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001

WA A ERFMTTAMMAE R FEE TOT

BB ZKFEHIES
AT PR TEE S 28 KidsRr &4 TOT
oL, Bds b 2K S8R, Bk ic sk
BT, R B IO ST A B ) S AR
I (time-lagged effect), BIf¢msf[a] R R % EAEN, %
LR HT — AR RN AT R RS X 5 SN A T
SRR (Bolger et al., 2003; Ohly, Zapf, & Dieter,
2010; Eldahan et al., 2016), ASHF5E Ay Bl iatxd i —
YN HRIAT SR R 25 A T R e AT 8 23 %) i 8
TOT W % A R ke = A 50 78 22 /K- B0 o B v,
FATLL TOT KA 5 By D i [a] Ry 45 R AR 5, 43531
LR B GAAIR 2 ol 6 A B, R sk, &7
B, BR R CTIA AR ZS) g T A8 6, 2900
INAPIRZS L JOINELIREE XS TOT & A5 fif YL mst 8] 1)
SR, JFiE— 0 BRI A TOT 5 B il

3.2.5

FIICINEPIRAS X I SE TOT K& A RN T IA FLIR
Arysgm, —HIP IR BAREE, 2 M,
3PEAER, 4 FRESE, 5 BRI,

Bl 4 s KB, SR Mplus 8.0
BAEHEAT 30T - IKSE 1(Level 1) MR 80W (within-
person effects), 7K 2 (Level 2) A% iaa]5 0 (between-
person effects), H:H7, 7K 1 (within-person effects):
INHPRZS © TCINHPIRZS X i e sk (8] A 52 0 (b 1),
DRI ] i J5 2000 % fiff TR B5F 18] 7Y 52 1 (b2), A TR
AL TN HIR A 5 800 X Bl s A AR TOT AAl
AR L TOINHLIRAS 15200 (b3),  fifp DR B 8] 7 /5 28001
XPINHPIRZS L SN FIAR S B 52 (b4), AHDIRAS |
TN AR A J5 2800 KT it e B[] B 52 18 (b5); 7K1
2 (between-person effects): 43 U fiffHR s (8] FIDA TR
AL JTCAHURES R 2557

LRI

Bl 4 /KPR o Bt i Al

VE: ANALRES . BB, JTAFDIRAS : DAy, AUk, STi0 1,
BOREE. b1 = HURAS | JCINALRZS X i g [8] B985 b2 =
i DR P ) 4 i 501 o i R B] S s b3 = INHRAS . JGIA A
TRZS T J5 RN X Bt % A2 1 TOT IARDIRZS G IAFLIRZS A5 L5
b4 = fFEYI )R SE O ARRAS . TCAHDIRAS B SE I bS5 =
RNADIRAS | TCIAFIIR A A J5 800 % 7 DI (BT RS2 000 sy =
iR DRI 18] P S EL (LI ); s = FATG LAY JE 9 A IRT 3
JEE /S B - A (L (AL D)

ZACF AR S R b 4, AT EI T
IRFN B Z KRS . K 1 Bkl sk
i D Bsf ] IV AGR BE A 6 2 05 TOT A figk e sk (1]
(estimate = 0.30, p < 0.01)F1ZAK & (estimate = 0.34,
p < 0.01)H W F 5L, F U0 5% B fif DL i [a] % —
K TOT KA 77 A i R FE A 52 (estimate = —0.14,
p < 0.05) B AU S5 1 P ] (] RN 2% 4 BE 4353
X} 2 J5 TOT o fif iif 6] (estimate = 0.32, p < 0.01)
FI24ET B (estimate = 0.18, p < 0.01) 4 B E 50,



606 N B

L

051

TR UR T SR 4 i DR B ) R AR 3 i 6 2 5 TOT
FA) i P I ] (estimate = 0.27, p < 0.001)FIJE £ &
(estimate = 0.22, p < 0.001)43 i F R . gk kic
SR P A RS (BRI 5K A3 0% 2 5 TOT 1 ke sl
[6] (estimate = 0.31, p < 0.001)F1'E 5K & (estimate =
0.13, p < 0.05)f W EZ M . K2 . PR EE R
Pemsta] [ [ )46 56 B 3% (estimate = 0.62, p < 0.05),
Ul B SR B 3 A i, ) Il s R, oAt T
INHLIRZSFE MR AR R .35 (ps > 0.05), A 1
F gk LR IS R) B4 T A5500E N AR BE 43 S A R R
IKV 44%FN 41%0Y 78 55 BEAY 2 v fif et 1] (14 5
RN RN BE 3 R N K 40%F11 36% 1
AR Sty AR 3 ik pR N [B) F i 0N R R S ) i
BB K 43%F0 31%A8 S5, AR 4 i e st [i]
V1) iE Ji 00N N 3 B 3 i) i e B P 7K 42% 1
32%H7AE S, B 5 i ke I [ T S R L gk
A3 iR BRI N K 44%F1 36% 1975 5

Z K EAE AT ZS SRR, IR TOT
Je R RS RN AR S Y S X R4k TOT
KA BN HPR S FTTIAHAR A = A 5w, H AR R
A TOT Ji Bt R (]t 2 X — Y B figf e s [)
A

4 g

AT R AR S ROE B A Hidid ik, H5
THRWEST TOT WAAPUH MEmEZE, 45
RIDGE RN AR B A AE TOT AN
EALIG, BFENN TOT AR Z THEN, &
AENFIZAENAE TOT % /EJG #RAEHEBUE 2 (115 L
AT R, BBEBACAR S, HEF 4 121K
TR Y, AR 2R, FAEANFEEANTOT
BN e R HAR R S (IR T 90%), (EAbAT
o1 FH A i DR SRS AN ), 4 AT 1) SR BUBR AR 1Y
S, AR AR E SRS, 5 EFA
A, FAEALE TOT KA Ja A0 3145 v 1 9% 78K
LAY AR SRR TOT RHE] L FAE ALK, H
i) B B | S 15 A B IA I R B 255 e TOT
(DLt A, 2K PR A B TOT &
Az Je AR ) A8 BGBAE LL B B O IR S B T A AR 23 5
Wl PR A TOT J5 Wi ER vt a], & A0 £ A
TCIAIAR A B PR R AR MR T AT I = A i A
4.1 FRAMEFRREBI TOT ZENF M

AWEFE R BAE H ARG T Nl A S B A
S, WEFEN TOT MAERBEEST

FAEN o 3B Fxt R H bR ] i A R [a] R 2R B
BT MR, BAEN TOT XFRY Hbria iR ek
AR R R, HABMIF TR EZER
%45 55 0% Hiy i e 1B B T — 2 (Burke et al.,
1991), Rz, AR 235 B AR iaiE 1 gl
BT OSRIERES R, R H AR A E B
FIE 7070 i AL 6 22 901 A, DTS e ] 9 2
PE, 5 2, ISR B AR B AR ER,
AN E XAEH(Gollan & Brown, 2006), H Frid
()R BE AR I 10 22 5, AR AT B2 AR 3 B
Frin) i i SAE B HEAT I 25 51 . 4R N HbRiAl Y
T SCRIE 1 A IR s 5 B AR 55, AT S 3k 28 H
PRI 25 5 72 A= TOT

BARGH AN TOT kA FARIFTEAEIR 22572,
BREHZFNZH TOT k4 FEEmH TYWIK
Z . ISR, ZEERE5C AR —3, Burke %
(1991 kB, ARIEE T LA %40 TOT #&aE2 b
S TOT 1 74%  FESCIR =G T, FFER LA 4
I AR IR 245 5 77 42 TOT (Evrard, 2002), W55
INHEA AR T —Fie Rk, 54 i
b, & H 48 05 U AF S /D (Cohen, 1990;
Burke et al., 1991; Semenza, 1995; Evrard, 2002), iX
o BBRIRIE SO A S i B 5, 12
o H B SCIR TR A B R A, AT 5 350 & A 44 1) T M
U, W= E T H 21 TOT. HA4E AR =AW
TOTHZ I L EF N L, XTRRE T 4E K24
A S TR 2B A N R DL B, (S
AR B g, A — e R LR T F AT
1 2% 5% (Burke et al., 1991),

A, TR H ARG N TOT 28, BR T
KA H A B 5 1) 44 TR A0 (53%), 8445 b 44 (12%),
YK % (13%), 2 BAAT(15%), R (7%). i
AWFFE T KRR S, PR & k) TOT £
R in, AR HARESE N, BT A & A
) TOT HHIZEH R, Rk — R HSLIIEI5E
TOT &4t 71K},

4.2 TOT XEM{EERMRIEFR

TOT K ABF AATT3E # 2 3 B H brinl i #8505
B, IR, AR R, DUE g e
AR NI AR A W B AR TR R LIRS FETE
WEES, XH5EEP T AR, Burke %
(1991)L) J% Cohen FI Faulkner (2011)¥J% ¥,
NHIHAE N)TOT & A B 7™ Az i B A 1] L 248 N
% o RO ANAE G BH ZE 00 A% il 5 A e Y
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W45 (Hasher & Zacks, 1988; Jones, 1989; Stoltzfus et
al., 1996): F{Cia Ay B0 2 BH %€ H AR i Y $2 8, IF
H i F 2248 B iall & H i 4F A\ H K (Ben-David,
Erel, Goy, & Schneider, 2015), ffi17E H brial#i i
B 230 B 2 4R HRinal, M EE £ 1 TOT. WF
FE I MoCA &R ARIE T 24 A — A HBE
JIIEH, BFIFRATHEN AR ER N TOT Bk
A IFAE S i T AR AR AR B A e ) T R
HH.

H=, Z¥0A S HARAAAEE OCHR, 1]
wnE AR AL, ARAT AU Z A PR
PIRKAMEE XGRS . XERH TOT AR ARE
PRI G SUfE B ABFSE R, TOT &4
PR3 B 8 SR AR B L1 (0.07) i 32 /D F i L%
A5 B Y EL 4811 (0.96), 5 1% i e 563 A 3 1) T 00 — 3
(Burke et al., 1991), 55 % Bl H b $EE 2 80353
iR B /b TOT 1 % 42 (Abrams & Rodriguez,
2005; Farrell & Abrams, 2011), FWHHSZEH T35
PRI PSS S 80T TOT,

H=, FAENMBAEN DT BRI ) oA
W25, XHFREE PR RAE, EFREE
th, Burke 55 (1991) % B 4= A S BOE ) SCI 1) (1) %X
#7(2.07)Z T %4 A\ (1.53); Cohen Fl Faulkner (2011)
MW FE A B E 4E NS FIE B (0.28)F2 UL 491 i3 T2
EN(0.22), UESFRAE T T TOT INFAE 1L
ANREACTT fig 5O [R5 S ™ AR i R A A [ A
KA K, FREEF I X5 E R B Z e L AR
R, 18 ORISR BOE 2 AU 1, 17
TEAE BFR I 2 S F0G . BEE R m, 8k
WHE AR N TE SO ) 2Z 8] i 356 45 A T 0,
B 7 205 B s a2 7e s SO &k B fr
i) (Dell'Acqua et al., 2010; Starreveld & La Heij,
1995), WM FEET HNEFENZETEZHER
i AT, DUER OiE 4 fe il X558
Z TR HAR R, AERRT H bR 7™ Az & 5 B0 (Zhu
et al., 2015, 2016; Zhang et al., 2018), ENffi[E#E 4F
BB I A N BT SRS R R, (S AN
YRS BAn e KRR AR B iriE b, B
T 1) 28 AF RS A U7 7 A ) B AR ) i 2
FH2

i, TOT KA B R TTIAN AR TS P53 45
R, H5RAEAMLL, FEAMRRS] T H 2058
JEHILAY G 4% . MR TOT BTN M £f WL A5
TOT FEBE ™ A= B TC N FIAR S S T JG I R GEX)

AR R AR Y W e 4% ] (Schwartz & Metcalfe,
2011), BRI, TOT % 4E 5 MATE AR AR A
55 I TF 5 T 2 SR IO [] 119 il D SR s X6} 75 18 7= Ak ik
FEUEATREW], H AR B AR ST s B G ke . A
TRTE NG 45 PR 56 I 1Y) 22 57 0T 68 5 H 9T SR B A AS ) 44
BURBEA X (Kuipers, 2013; Schwartz, 2008; Warriner
& Humphreys, 2008). 54 AMLL, &4 AWTHE
KT IR S i e m, RATEIE FA
oA 2 R <A BRI SRS, T2 4E A TE 2 1Y )2
KA 2880 Binial B CiE sy s ng, R
BN TOT Wfdeit [a] 2 5 T 24N, X5
TEWFFE —3(Burke et al., 1991), Sit[Emf, FH 3
Y TOT RPN v fETs ZAE AN Z 1
EWE, WWFEANSHE TOT KA KRREIEZL
(9% IR . 7 AR RGBT 22 1 4y JRR S e T b A7 ]
T R BB () SR J, REAS TR0 2] H A ia] B 2k A5
FEM, TP T 2 B4 . Schwartz (2001)
BT R B, W os 8 & IS PR A 2 4%
AR TOT ML, FEBEA M4 ArBRE 1 TOT &
AT, AR DR ICE 2 5¢ T HARE iRt . e
BB ER

KRBT R LI, ZENEAER TOT L
THAEN, TETCAFRL (B AR IIT o B4R
PR 3 0 22 9 AR A, T e A
Wz | o225, XK TOT k4 50E 50N
HUARTCE . TOT M EAEFEARRELLZ RN, FA
SETCAHRES S8R A 2 0 TOT, 24
FEFEH TOT JafEREA R TN AR . & 44l
AR A 78 T AR S8 1 9 S [w] R [ 45 78 R 41
BT TT N AR 1 AN TR) 5 T ) SRR AR [R] . AR ]
WIS VIR R R, AR I AR B 0ARAS
OCEE 2, BAE N Tt SR, wResrm 4
— ML 2. EAEMR R, ZAEART LI H
B ) A $2 BOIRAS HEA T M A4, B H A i) ik $2
B AME R 53 45 AAH 24 (Burke et al., 1991), FATH)
WEFE Y R AR N B RS Ar LU AR G, H2
ZAEN TOT WMIFEHR SR 94%, LB TH
AEN(92%), i A4 A RHE 5 77 A 3 A i Wl
Al vl 68 5 EF AR A0 Y, I 0] Gel i oo HR A
FITTAL S B ABAT T HEAT TOT RS MM, SRR TR
E G EeWF 5 i B ETE TOT BN Z Tk
HHERZMEM KR, LHATRE 2 BEAEHX TOT
77 i DR BT[] S ik TR SR 1) S ) o AR 5 v 3B
UMV EES T B O o R [ =S W (ER LA S
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] A PR S 6 28 A 5% %o AL )RR A T R AR A o
4.3 B0 TOT fRRHE =

B, MRUREEZ AN TOT &4 H
brin] B L (), TCie T AR N2 BAEN, 4K
ZHH) TOT #PRETT BT (43510 92% 1 94%) . P
LA BT A e SR AN . AR AT 2 fdf <A ¢
N W T2 SN A 3 E R R (N G DR &
RARDARWE o XSRS T 25 S5 800 5 MR
AR R ECE RN B R/NE K. 5HFENMLIL, 24
AR K (Ben-David et al., 2015), M4 kMl
IC & 25 & 7= A2 AL il 3k J% 3 (Fluctuations in  the
accessibility of words). X Fh sl HA W, —JF
W EAENTER G =4 TOT B4, JH— i mffi%
ENTE TOT kA4S TR A A & $2HL(Schwartz,
2002), N2 AERE, 24 H bRE S AL T AR B
F, Hpniass i R IS 4 TOT, 24k T4
R PERE, 2 AR, AE AT LATE H AR ia ik T
e R EE R AT A R B, DR 2l Al
AN 1 S B o

HUK, BEARiaAS B 0 2 M 23 52 i i P i [],
T 5 A i A A AR U T — 3. [ A 1] ) SRR R R R
o FHAR 2 52 H A ) i A T3 35 2 AE 8] 1Y
BeZs, X H bR B, i RS, 1 ] Y
28 7 B i, o SOV A RE AR PRA% i 2 B0 A,
MY TOT H brinl fif P i) [ 47 5 (Burke et al.,
1991), BLAk, S A5 2 A a] fub 25 00 H A ] A i e
BF], A BACIAET TOT A9 ff i ) B K X B
fRIAIAT BE 5 B AR et = A sa 4, MM T4t B Axid]
M) AR, IEHC TOT il PRt Ia], 45 2R SCHF 1B 2
I Ji(Abrams & Rodriguez, 2005; Jones, 1989; White
etal., 2013). HIRAWITEIFBA A I 19 H B
S2UR TOT By &4, (HRRBRIRSE I T TOT By
BFE], FRRE 5 B AR RS OCHR R A,

WAL, EARE AR, ARWF5R RIS 30
RS 25520 TOT Bff Pt ] o BARTF, TOT &
AR, ARG A EF S B R, PR R . D
TEWEIE AR A WSS MR AR 5 TOT
PR A A O R, HED K B AR G = AR B8 v LA
AN B AR IR B fE P, i TOT A9 & 38 AR 55 A]
DI TOT AYffok . 1 BEAG 8 0 A i 7=
AW TOT 1R & T o 18 &Y TOT, fifik
RIEJGHW 5 f5(Schwartz et al., 2000), Z&{LiHhb,
Schwartz (1999) %3, 7 HARIEEE T, TEMEATE L
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Aging of the tip of the tongue in daily life: A diary study

ZHAO Ruiying; LOU Hao; OUYANG Mingkun; ZHANG Qingfang

(Department of Psychology, Renmin University of China, Beijing 100872, China)

Abstract

The “tip of the tongue” (TOT) refers to a state in which one cannot recall a familiar word but can recall
words of similar form and meaning in speech production, which is common in our daily life, especially for the
old speakers. The perspectives of cognitive (how linguistic properties and general cognitive abilities influence
aging of TOT) and meta-cognitive (how the meta-cognitive evaluations of TOT influence TOT’s processing)
have been proposed to explain the aging of TOT. However, little research has addressed this question in Chinese.
The present study aims to examine how (a) individual characteristics (i.e., emotion, age) influence daily TOTs
and (b) the interplay of cognitive factors and meta-cognitive factors influence daily TOTs.

A sample of 67 participants (36 old adults, 13 males, age ranges: 60~81 years, M = 66.91, SD = 6.85; 31
young adults, 16 males, age ranges: 18~25 years, M = 21.50, SD = 2.43) filled in a quantitative and qualitative
diary for 4 weeks (including weekends) to investigate their experience of TOTs. The questions and measurements used
in our diary questionnaire included cognitive and meta-cognitive characteristics of TOT in speech production.

Results indicated that the old adults generated more TOTs and took longer time to retrieve target words in
successful production than the young adults in daily life, which confirmed our hypothesis that there was an
aging of speech production in Chinese. Furthermore, when TOT happened, both old and young people could
successfully retrieve alternative words and (or) semantically related information, but less phonologically related
information, which supported transmission deficit hypothesis about aging of speech production. For the
meta-cognitive experience, we found that young adults experienced higher degree of excitement and fatigueness
than the old adults. In addition, the resolution time of TOTs was influenced by factors of target words familiarity,
the presence of alternates and the comfort level when TOT happened. The assessments on TOT’s cognitive and
meta-cognitive states affected the resolution time of the subsequent TOTs, reflecting that participants took more
efforts and time to resolve TOTs after evaluating their meta-cognitive states. We suggest that TOT is the
products of cognitive and meta-cognitive processes in Chinese speech production.

Key words TOT; diary study; aging; cognitive perspective; meta-cognitive perspective





