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— R e EEREECIZBIEFMLE . BAZS M0 [O A8 00 T

XEE X A
(IR EE =P, L 200234)

B E LEAARHAMNALRB BT R RN, RERLEYS LFRE B, XY E a%ﬁ’»édk%ﬁf
RAEEN L. Bf, ATtk TP ke Bl MRIKE G EANR B BB AES>E ., AL RAA
BFREI: (1)—HRA—FH R AT — RSB FBIAX AN EZRL; 2QiAs ﬁﬁﬁﬁ'ﬁﬂiﬁ/lﬂ 35 A K
R — R R B B R EEH A 3)— R R IS A LR BB, B XARIL AR H T
B Z AP T ik 04 B AR . A RBE T R AUE Z42 8 — kb — B0k, 5T ULECR B — kAl 7 e 4E R Ko
BAR T — AR R B A R R A

KR —hk, BELEIA, RE B, RAR, A

SES B84

NERERICI R G0 T MBS A Mg AERUR T, Tibon % (2014b)4§ — AL 4 11 L i
. G FIAR LT 5 & AR A G Be . TEN TR | T LA BRE, REMITHR
T FICIC R G — 5, PR IO ROR 1) “AfF 5T (Ahmad & Hockley, 2014; Ahmad et al.,
WETFE . XU TS A F W aT DL Ehwg/\ 2014; Delhaye & Bastin, 2018a; Parks & Yonelinas,
FHE ST B T R ok gjﬂ‘e@ﬂ]. 1, H 2015; Robey & Riggins, 2018; Shao et al., 2016),
) BGRAE—FI IHIR H 9 EGRER, (BICiE R 25 H A P22 A9 (Bridger et al., 2017; Desaunay
0= BN TR, T AR AR AZ R IROT 3 & Ay et al., 2017; Han et al., 2018; Hubbard, 2014; Kamp
2154 B (Mandler, 1980; Yonelinas, 2002; Yonelinas et al., 2016; Kriukova et al., 2013; Li et al., 2017,
et al, 2010), FHARFTE &I, ZOEMEF A N T 45 2019; Lyu et al., 2017; Rhodes & Donaldson, 2007,
f S 3 BT E 1 FA, (HIBESE B ] W 15 2008; Tibon et al., 2014a, 2014b; Wang et al., 2016;
HYWH . 0085 B e R e g 2heng etal, 2015, 2015b), BEHARMIZHTIY(Bird,
e 1 OBty [ 48 11 T % #5 (Donaldson & 2017; Borders et al., 2017; Haskins et al., 2008), i%Ls
JHe ) —— R B = S
Rugg. 1998: Rugg et al., 1998: Woodruff et al i B F 5T (Giovanello et al., 2006; Kirwan et al.,

. . " 2010; Mayes et al., 2002; Olsen et al., 2012; Quamme
2006; Yonelinas, 1997, 2002) 4R 1M, ¥ 104E3k, X ,
et al., 2007) LA K & A BERIT 5T (Ahmad et al., 2014;
AT E MRS R BFIEH L, T ) (

AL LT R A 4 Badham et al., 2012; Bridger et al., 2017; Delhaye
i oA al., 2018b, 2019; Naveh-Benjamin et al., 2003;

B TR REHS S REKET Rl ARmad & Hoekley. 71,00 o1 a1, 2015t HFF Ritici— A ATIES A

2014; Han et al., 2018; Li et al., 2019; Liu et al., T HIn TR e R RCHF ST 3 1,
2020a; Parks & Yonelinas, 2015; Tibon et al., 2014a,

2014b; Zheng et al., 2015a). Graf il Schacter (1989) 1 —HHIEXERIAREMTIEHIER
’{%‘ ﬁ%ﬁ'ﬁzﬂfxﬁ ﬁﬂlﬁ(Unltlzaﬂon) ﬁ%%’)ﬁﬁf EE%E 1 T%ﬂ E}Fﬁ%ﬁk:}p %Z:IEJE/J ﬁi’ﬂﬁ

TR EmF— e ARk fk) . SER
BRI | PR L 7R SR AL S A el AR T

Wk FH: 2022-02-25

SEEHEH: X T, E-mail: 2170401016@enu.edu.cn M7 (ROC HiZk . R/K T Al ERPs T or)k %5 4¢
X4, E-mail: liuwei@shnu.edu.cn — R B2 T B o TS AR M AE o
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- NP et
TR e e i v A ALk F ol 7mf;;ﬂ;i m T
Bader et al. (2010) BEGE X vs. Al T A ERPs  Pr ) = Pr Hmo Wb A—3
Han et al. (2018) AHRE vs. MHES ERPs  Pr ) > Pr (i W A% A—E
Haskins et al. (2008)  #E:& & X vs. A FIHFE ROCs  Pr ) > Pr (i) B A% A—F
Hubbard (2014) WS S vs. PR ERPs  Pr ) > Pr A % A—E
Kamp et al. (2016) WA L vs., AT ERPs  Pr ()= Pr wWhn o W A
) Lu et al. (2020) LHFEL . BSEN vs. WHKS  ERPs  Proe.w>Pren WM MHE -3
H—L{E; Murray (2014) LB s, BIFIARE ERPs  Prom>Pran i *Hf% o
THFER vs. BIHELR ERPs  Pr > Pr Bomo M A
Parkset al. (2015) MR X vs. AT T ROCs  Pr ) > Pr (i) B i R—%
Robey et al. (2017) RHFESL vs. HHESL ROCs  Pr ) > Pr B BN R—
BES vs. HTFHA R/K  Prm>Pr Homo ¥ A2
Shao et al. (2016) HWEE X vs. Al T T R/K  Pr ) =Pr Hmo W A—3
AHRE vs. MHES RK  Ppr g =Prm A W A—3
Bridger et al. (2017)  ZS [ & & 3 vs AN A L& X ERPs  Pr ) > Pr B Mmoo —%
Delhaye et al. (2018a) &E & vs. LA R/K  Prg=Pru BN M —
Delhaye et al. (2018b)  ifF AHHE vs. TEEE F %t R/K  Prm=Pr g B R —3
Desaunay et al. (2017) 15 XAHOC vs. TE R F X ERPs  hits ) = hits gy 300 34 —3%
Greve et al. (2007) B vs. ToRIAXF ERPs  Pr () > Pr o Mg —3
Kriukova et al. (2013)  43Z5AHI3E vs. A TRNF ERPs  Pr ) = Pr (g M W A—%
B4 vs. dEE AR Pr i > Pr (i i & RN—
Al vs. dEE A Pr ) > Pr ji ji N—
R X SHifE 4(2019) A1 vs. SR ERPs  Pr #)<Pr B A% A2
—f&ft  Liu et al. (2020a) 4 vs. A4 R/K : :j ; : E*{: ﬁ;s 122 {#ﬁcﬁ
Liu et al. (2021) BXAE vs. TR A X R/K  Prg > Prg S i —2
IR 4(2015) AR vs. TR A X ERPs  Pr > Pr (g W W A—-3
Lyu et al. (2017) TSRS vs. ToRiR]XF ERPs  Pr ) > Pr B A% A3
Opitz et al. (2006) BREE vs. 18 SOR DG T X ERPs  hits () = hits ey 380 WD —
Rhodes et al. (2007)  BXZ5 vs. 15 M SCTR % ERPs  hits sy > hits e, 300 HI% AR—3
Tibon et al. (2014a) FUEIE vs. B IE R ERPs  hits g5) > hits gy 300 M A—
Tibon et al. (2014b) 3 SUHIK vs. TEKE R X ERPs  Pr s > Pr (g W s A—3
Wang et al. (2016) ] i) vs. ] i) ERPs  Pr ) > Pr (g B A% A3
Zheng et al. (20152) &1 vs. IR G ERPs  hits ) > hits ¢y 3800 A —3
Zheng et al. (2015b) Al vs. AR AR ERPs  Pr ) > Pr (g B B A3
K4k vs. T SR ST % Pr iy > Pr i i 2 R—
ity Rt oo G T e TN em s s

#: R/K (Remember/Know Procedure)/nicf/HEERE)T, A = hits (o), KIEF MR = hits Gomy/(1-1E48);
ROCs (Receiver Operating Characteristic curves)# /81452 FH#RAEFFEMIZR, P (“yes”|old); = R + (1- R) &(d’/2 — ¢;) + P
(“yes”[new); — D(=d’/2 — ¢;), Horf o FoR FIWTFRAE, A" RN ALK, R &/ [E4H; ERPs (event-related potentials)#é /i 34
M AATE, B4 = LPC v, 2K = FN400 2 ; Pr (Probability of true recognition)3é i~ B4, PRI\ A HERR K,
SEF IH TG o b 23R 08 2 21 21 31X 1 JE 2 % hits 27 [H RIS 1) i
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L1 BEMT—#UMNREFTSAREMITIREN
1ER

fEH BN — e, B E s S
B K P18 TG I B B G G R Sy — T Y
AT 53 3 Gt R Ay R 1 A B ST Y SRAE SR R L —
PR KT (RITE 52 90 A o A R 4% o 5 T O vk
BRERRY: vsIHRRPFFBEEE Lk vs. )
FHEFREFI R IR 1) OBEME 45, 2015). B
I, ZEFERE vs. THERELBESTHIMW
AN B R ARG — ALK, A E Sk
v IR TR I U5 A K MR P I E — 2 Y
Bk — IR LA - KRB,
LHRZFMT, Pl E 1 E SRS
LHRZ ISR N PNAE TIRE L),
HIHRZHMT, g0 BB Z 4 P AE TN
RE, AT EBE AW E R, 15
NN B — A8 SCPE 4] T A AN A S Y
T G B kg — 7 0 A CHR AR 0 — IR R
— PB4 P ASE TR, WA A FIs &
PET, BF5EE Q13— 0] 7 HE SR 5 S AN AH O
35 H 43 I Rk 2, T RS AH B ST Y R AE
(MBS T4 ).

Han %§(2018)1 Murray (2014)LASZERIE X
JCR BRI A LR bR, i e A T A
REZ I H RGN —IRAAKT . G5R L,
LH RPN H KRR FAA LU RS IR
o A ERPs HARPEAl 2GR A ] A8 X 16
PN TR, S5 RU B R HRE LI H RS
A5 HE R Y 5 AR N TR G A R 40 8 D
[HZ4 N (early frontal old/new effect, FN400 %{ ),
T 7E 5 181 R8I0 R DG 1Y 66 30 2 o0 DX TH 2507 B
(late left-parietal old/new effect, LPC %), 3 H.
REMIHRZ PR KA BA B EH W 2ES.
Robey Fll Riggins (2018)F KAFIT T — &L X2 %
JLEE(6 % . 8 Z)BRESFNMIER, AT Mk
17 28 10 55 20062 T NE Ay SIE 0 A RE (I 4 - SR TR 2B
AT GHAE), FEAE B RG 55M T Z RS
LA SRR, MIAEE— AL 2500 T Bl 20 501 i )
SER MR A AR HE . SRR B A
IR Bk ] R TR A HERY B, I R A T =
HEFEOTF. 2R TR, RibiE 6 10 E 8 %
JLE, ZEHRGHEBAE— AL SR A T4 1R 4G
FRINRI . X432 M AT T A8 T % B 225 A 1Y

Tk, SR E AKX ERELWE-RERGREL
BRI T, Eid 3 Wi —8ckH, AL
TR S Rl % 1 AR M I TR IR 5 PR AR
TTHk o SR, Shao %5(2016) 14 Ui i ek /10 H % 4
FAF IR R (— 2 ) R i 2% 2 IR B2 F5 )R =
T H RE SRR AR, HRALE T
H RGN H F R PR S A RS PN R B AT
FEF, SAGRAE A [E A I T AT Bk I 4 A
SR IR, ZHRZ I H KL FMA D1
b TR Z2 0 [mUAR I T, B FIX —45 2K, Shao
ZE(2016) 1A g — Ak 1T BE 2 0ok 20 R fin T X BBk
ZEHINI 5TER . (BRI Tibon F1 Henson (2015)%}
X—45 42 th B 5E, TAA Shao 45 (2016)RF5EHAY
WHRZFAMMIRBAT — R e i, £ HES
ZAMFF, Shao %5(2016)Z 3R #l it 43 HI % Wi~ 10 H
HEATAR G, SR I X 5 S350 22 Ji) i — A~
Gy TEALHRREZMT, Shao %(2016)E R gk A8
Z— et & X T H R RZ I E
HAEMRE, WroE Tkife sl e H X5 %
PETF R AR T 38 BRI RNE . #6152, M
BTPRERZD: vs I HREZPE LA A FH
LRI —IRAIKT, HEEE ik vs A FIETE IR
D)3 2o A 55 3 A M T T 5k 46 S 50 B R — 8
SURFR—IRAL K o J5 T — R ALK B R
TR ALEAR, EAD 2 A BB R R

3 T A A E A FIE TR R R — 4
IKVB9AT R 5T K R, MG S L /A 3R 7 Ak
B AL BRI, XA B A AR T
PR EE FAN R BTk, 450 B A e LTk RS 3
Tz 2 4 0 [l AEUIIN T 6 36 45 PN 1 BTk (Haskins
et al., 2008; Parks & Yonelinas, 2015; Shao et al.,
2016) . £ P 51 2% i3 3C T, Hubbard (2014) Fl
Murray (2014)fdi F [RRE 0 52565 X )F i+ ERPs
B A PPAG 2R 0 ] AR I T BBk 4 BB 5T
ko Z5RBIR, RS A FEUE A
U (2 PR BR, (A AR 0 [ AU Tk
PiIFh S 2 M A BN ES . 1LAF, Bader %
(2010)F1 Kamp 55 (2016)fd FIAH A 1y S gm i, 45
REN K B A R SUORn) I 70 25 A AR 55 A B 25
AR, XABEEMEEN TR TR,
HEME & E LA TiHE RS AR TAHER
FN400 %0y, MifE4)FIE A5 400 T ka3
X =N, —NEABAERE RENFHRT
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AN IS AN T ARSCHY LPC 200, A&
FE SRR X — RN, T RRAs
Bader %5(2010)F Kamp 55(2016)IA A 42K I
TR DA FRRERES T, AR TR, X —
SERN AN T2 B REA CEAE N L i S
WA ISR E WA TE AR LS AR & o

T EE R, ARSI (S SOk
vs ) LR A AN Rl A 45 3t L 58 R AT B
AW —DRSEAR IR 2, S E R
TS 1 BRI 5 3 T 256 T 5 AF D F) S5
PR, BRI — R LRAIE T 52 50 bk W] 5T 1,
(ERES R R YIRS TR c DN Rt By d N R T35 w0)
X SERT LA B A RO S R A E 2 e, K
LA i 1 B BN S 56 41 RE - B AP E B (Kamp
et al.,, 2016). X—ZRfE—ERE L& FHAR
WFEA R Z A 3B o 53— ISP AT i 2 0 o 2
e R T HA A o A TAT A0S
He AR T R R A AR R 2R
8 A1 3R PP A A 8 4 A [l A8 U0 T (Haskins
et al., 2008; Parks & Yonelinas, 2015; Shao et al.,
2016), ERPs A B AR5 & R IR R
PG BRI T i S i 0 e 1 28
MR AR TR BREE AL IR, R # ARS8
TR —E X, WA R h 2B T
TP FPF AR T A9 34 (Liu et al., 2020b),
1.2 BTmE—FUNKERBAREMNIIE

rEA

T A i F — A 7E 5250 50 A2 b A
He4h, AR A Ak ) E i 3T H R FE A R
R BN TR 1B R R 4 N — R AR K P (B 52 56 i A
A RBREE SR L), 7T LA 0 — Al R
— kAL Horb, RSE— PR AR T S A ]
KA (RIS I vs AR AT B ) | 8% 3 T8 (0 3
B W FAEE v AT S I8 ) A R A G
KA — ALK G — PR A AR A 5T H 8] 2
A PIBREE B SOCR AR — ALK fildn,
UL 5245 1) (Sl — 3 98) it S/ LU oy M 2k
XS - KEEEE L MESE - RS MRS -
T ) U T SRR 2R — i ) A 8 i  — 1Ak
IKAF-(RHOCAIEFE W3R 1),

Delhaye #l Bastim (2018a). Giovanello %
(2006) . Liu %§(2020a)# Zheng %(2015a, 2015b)
M G W AAE L G DR RN — R KF . &5

WoR, — PRI AT BB A5 I Bk 45 1\ & 2 (Delhaye
& Bastim, 2018a; Giovanello et al., 2006; Liu et al.,
2020a), 7] GEAR #EHE 45 T A 2 B (Zheng et al,,
2015a, 2015b)o X 70 2AZE A% 1 [m] A8 0 T 3T R 45 FF
N TTRR, 2558 7R — AL BE A 1S I R AL N T,
{HR] BEAFE M (Delhaye & Bastim, 2018a; Giovanello
et al., 2006; Liu et al., 2020a)ti AT f& 3 i [=AEfin T
KB ZE PN BT Mk (Zheng et al., 2015a, 2015b),
Greve %5(2007)F1 Lyu %5(2017)F 5 SLAH S FIiE
SUTE K AT R A YN — IR IR, 4520 R — 14k
RE 5 15 I A M I X B 2 PN A BTk, B T
FHRNEAE R SE s kL, R4 5T T T — 1k
A5t B R i 45 TR B2 . Bridger %§:(2017)
Wl E A v AREE R X, ARE
(2015)i it WUiH vs AR BUE R X R R — 1A K
-, GRS AL RE RS G I R A ] A
PN X BREE RN B TR, 340 RE 2 e I 25 PN 3R
i, T Delhaye 5%(2018b). Desaunay %(2017).
Liu #1 Guo (2021)7/ Tibon %5 (2014b)id# i3 i L AH K
FiE SCTE G R R A4 — AL K I BIF 5 e R
BRI A SR o 228 2 1 ] AR o X B 4
NI TR, [H—{RL P RE AL (Bridger et al., 2017;
Liu & Guo, 2021"; Tibon et al., 2014b), LA HEREE
ks FIA R Pl (Delhaye et al., 2018b; Desaunay
etal., 2017),

WX F AR A EE, RATRAANLEA
i AR R BRI — R AR ARG 0 s
PEXTIE 5 PN 19 BTHK, H G F — AL X 3 45 A A
FILAN WA TR, B9 2 A A8 W) S i) 43
o BAKTE, 8 WM R — AR fb I A5 i 1 25
FRARI, 23 WS R — IR RE A (2 i B 45
KRB, 15 BWFSE R — AL Al [l AL fn T
TR BN TTmk, 12 TS R — R L REAE 3
T AR X B4 AR UMK, LIS 4 TIBT
5% 5 7 — A Ak 2 98 /0 AR T X B & TN 9 BT
HRo SR 22x B AN [ Y 45 5 wg 7 —Fh
d VLA . — Al T AT B8 23 5 — 144k
YTERES FRNMVE R o BRI Z Ah, %t A B 5
B4 AT A B, FRATT IR K BUBLAE BF 5% A e —
RAGBENR AP R AN B, RUE UL T St

" Liu Fl Guo (2021) (58 bt %% BUAH ¢ B L T6 % 1 -5
R Z BRI T, HARB RS B EKE
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— PEBORIAT R Z 18] ) — R o $F 5k,
ATTRE Z 531 DA 1 A £ B2 SR AR — PR A X IR 45 A
L T R

2 —U AR — R —E IR
BIAEREMITSRENER

21 AEA—GFUARAMBRERAREMNIERE
ERILL B

B T O i — — R A 5 2O BRES FA B,

WA DEAEGT A BT AN R — A Ak 7 s e &5
IMERB RN, Li 017 UAE SRS A i
NS RE, G A )R PR 4k R PR T
il R L — R b RS — R vs S — 1k
)RR A A RIAVE T o S5 3 R, Aie 2 Rt i
PR R AR R, A AR H AR SR A 1A AR
PR HIARI, HAER &1 - M 2MIER &
TA] — 4k R IE T AR BRI, Kk
PEFN AR N T X B2 BN R 5Tk, S5 R B RE S
i) - [FR 2. BA - denl 28, B A -
[F 2B =R AR T A L B R FN400 200,
MRS AR — 4k R BLA M T 1A X —3%
N o £ LPC ZUN; I 4 Fpsc s S 2 R B 1Y
£5 H)E, Li HQ019) X b T —kib(E S
Bl vs AR S A 1)) R GELE ) 0 58— 1A Al (HL 5 B3 T
vs LT 5 38 3 ) X IS BN PE T . S5 R A B, N
TR LT A R A R T S A R, A
] L AR A i AT B P R . Xk
PEF AN T &5 R R RR, NSEREEE
Wik P HEERN, E5 %R EEN FN400
BONFT LPC R, TR Al X — . b
WP, AR — Ak A 52 AR S R
PRI T B A BTk, HAMES— I b
S — A A A T A — Ak K . Lu %6(2020)°
WA T 58 B ARG MR & e CWiFp H L~ —1&
75 AR S FRAAE I RN . dm i B B SR
IR 5 B s X R E RGO H i 3 Fb
1155, &R EML T RE UM EE AT 5 H it
BYBRES AR, HARE T H RS . Ko
AR D [ ABUID T R 45 AN A BTk, &5 R R
HE & e ORI 38 B B WG R AT 55 #1035 & T & 1)

2 LuZEQ020)HFE it R B TR LI AR FE LT R
Y55 AR T A5G /9 LPC 2800, HR A3 8 KT

FN400 R H W4 Z \EA BEN2ZS, miE
AT S A B L X —N , ETX—4R—
e R RS RE B IHSO ST, KEERLL
MRS U 55 B I B AS TR AR I, Lu 55(2020)
NN ZE B ARG V] Rl M & e SUAT 55 B e 1 — 1
K,

BT WA E R — b S (A — 1A
b vs ISt — &by B L F — R RS E R
% vs ME&E ORI LB LIS, BHET{UAE Rhodes F
Donaldson (2008) b4 T H L ifii T — 1Ak (5t 45 1)
X vs i A TR A1 A T E— R (GE B RS
vs. i H R E) M BREE FRAME R K/, 25 R R,
EREE IR — 38 H R G MBS 1 Xt — I H R R &0
S B PN R B, O E M S 1R % -
LHFRZEAN, 18 LMK - HRREMH
RIS BN R . XA B 1 A Il AR T X}
BRZE PN BIMR, S50 R aT 3 Fh S il XA
KAXT — T H RGA 5 & TE K FN400 28 Fl
LPC %% . 481705 ERP 45 R ATR B, % T
IREE TR %, 28 RGO H R R %M AUH M5
HEBRZE PN R, 4 FH 45 1) FN400 240 fil LPC
RN W T M TR, 2 HRE AL H
REZNA T BREE FIAR I, L H £ 4
S5 F5 % B K ) FN400 %% % Al LPC &7 . [A)BE,
X F AR ARG LA, BEES RN il SO DGR
AR RS PR B, {H7E FN400 48 F1 LPC 5%
N, PRRG 2 R B 2R, ST TFIE
RGN, BRGETRNT L 18 AR S TR X A T 4T il 3k
ZE PN B, HICE, TR XA & K FN400 RN
M LPC R o LR — R4 T I 45 R 3%
IR, X+ 8 5 H5A @ — R E P i Rl Eos kL
(AN E—#k), B BT — A 52 m %
25 FA S T AR T S R B i — 1
e (H B B —fk), BN E— g
HEBRZE PN R . JE T aX — 8558, FRATHEI B/
T — AR e RE A B — R T —
ALK o X —HEMBAF & — R e L —F
PSSO A DL B3 H G — AR, M T
Sty it AR P A AR S AR AR ZE B [ BT R — 1
b, H H H A IS P g0 S B0 B [ R - —
AL T = 1 — A AR G B

Zi Bk, AT AR I — Ak s 18
TELETT Lotk o A& — Ak LA o — IR b Fn 58 B 3R
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R TR — R K -, S ERRIETRE LU
RE SOEA TR i — K. R, TS
— A GRS E kL R — R S S B R G
R SR AT 1 LB /D BT o
ST CABTE, AT AL S — A A T R S
FE SO T 1 — R KO, S8 E ARG M
JE ST ORI 8 — AL A B 1 — A K
22 —H—HEN—FLERERAREM

ITHEBRXRMATIER

Liu %5(2020a) 7 W2 i — 1A AL —Bodkix — 22
i, fE gt — SEIBOR TR Z 18] 1 — R A K
B RAE N, 7EA T ik, gid ik
Bl 2] i — AR KT B (i — A
T = TR R — A K BT (B - T b
W — Akt SR B I S i X 1 R 2H A AR
T (R — A KT A i - SRR AR - A IR
—IRARIKT- . TeTE - ME L A - BT R4
PO T Al — BRI — 20T gt — B IR %)
) — R KT R R A AR Ak, il — Fs A A -
ottt — 4R BRI — IR KO & A AR A T
TEH BT —ferd, SEEHT A AT LR
8 R B TAR— R K P o A% B B i i 58
AN R AT 55 8 DX 43 e vs AR — Ak 55 1, BRERY
BOIX SR R R 2H G S B Y JE G REON
M2, X TAR— AL TR, Gt — B2 BOREOR R
Z ) ) — AR KPR e A AR A, B T — 1Al
ScAt, G — FEBORNE X Z B 3 — R A7k P20 &
AT, ERE TR AR, TER S
— SR U B AR 1 BIME, R 285
HHS WA N K — AR i HE AT AR A 0 4 LA R
24/31), A 7 PGSR Tk AR, H, 4
TUFFE S T — A K 5 5 B Sl T e 4% 1
— R AT FE AR A 5 SO TR, LA 31 DE e G
fith — $RIBORE— Ak K- H B9 (R XT: Delhaye
et al., 2018b; Desaunay et al., 2017; Liu & Guo,
2021; JAl%f: Greve et al., 2007), X AAF5EHE HRA4L
TR R P

Delhaye 55 (2019) LA 32 AH 3 1 32 To I iR X
R SRS AR, AR T Gt I Beinl X (4 23 AR DG
VR I BEAR] X A9 288 FH OGP X 1B 45 H A Y 52
Wi, 453 R, WRR 23 AR OC 1 S ] phe i R 45
INIIR I . G B B2 20 43 AR DGR X, B A
RGN o TR B A5 LR G

Gy AR ARG B 25 A A I I 25 FA R B G
i B B2y 2 A 2 I AR, AN 4 IS BB =T
205 R A A S TR R I 2 A 2T SR RN, P A%
A A SR AS BN R, X — SRR, &
5 D C 44 5 — 5L RO Rk 1) A DG KT8 S 235
Wi AF M X IR 25 T IA PR T o 4% 2 5 DR BC 2 ) —
2 SO BOR 1 AH SE K BB 4 BT UH s, 45 % WoR
FEVCRC SR, AH & 18] %o 70 J6 & 18] X A4 AH 55 1 K
ZERAFEIN(1.7 £ 0.87 vs. 1.42 + 1.04); {EADCHED
SR, AH ST B TE 36 TR X A R I 5 PR
(221 £ 0.77 vs. 1.22 + 1.07), EHEFILH
Y i — SO Y AH 7K -5 55 23 52 M AH DG
PSR FIAROCR . SR, Delhaye 55(2019)74
It — A 0 B 235 TR DA A i T 5 R R A [ AR ) gt
TIRE,

WAk, WA 3 TR E SR MAEE SN
SEEOMRL, FEVCEL T gt — R X — AR fb K
J& BT — R b X B 45 T A 09 7 FH (Delhaye &
Bastin, 2018a; Giovanello et al., 2006; Liu et al.,
2020a), X1, HF 8B ERPE, Delhaye
F1 Bastin (2018a) , Giovanello %5(2006) )i X EX T
EH Dy = 22, ny = 12), HA Liu 5£(2020a) iR
WHGRF] 48, HH, Liu %(2020a) B K4 H — &1k
—HME X A, GRS B R g2 2 A 1A
CRB - 1R, B4 - 258 X - XR)FEZ S
WER -0, B -FT . Wi - A%, g
BrE:, Bree S —XENE, 1R 6 Rl 4 -
IHiR X (2= 2 2 A, W AH R 0 2 G, 8-
fFiy. B4 - Bl - —F0axt (S 2 410, W
HHAGWEGH, B -XK). B6 -E=4 -
AN—HORX CF I E A, WREFHEGWIEL S
W, R -z5H). EEA - IHEXF (TR G,
WEAFIMAEE 61, Thk -da), k246 -8
H - —FOAXTCETAEE A, IS E A G AE
B4, Wil - BITYFMIER S - B4 - A —50A
YEFEJEE G, MEEHASWE ST, LR
— AR BT BT IR AT AT IE S, X E
ZH AR HEAT BRI, RS EAT AR A H)
Wio 259N, —EAb R — AR Ab— S0tk 58 5 UM
W, Y — SRR R ] ) — R Ak K
—En, AR R A i 2 B A A A R
INRI; Y — R EA—3m, EE&EILIER
B AR IR BRI . X A SR A AR
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TN TSRS BN DI mk, 45 R BT — SR,
BEWIAEE GHA E 2 HABEI T, HAEN
HInT L, MEZEKEARENZER, A
T, BEAIAER A 10A H 2 1R E N
RN T., FATIEFEHE R A —I5 ERPs 55 th & 3,
& MT, BEFEMIES &AM S KL
FIARIM, HWFEFAEMEN LPC 3, AA—
BT, EE W AR G A TE A A BEES A
R, B AT & KE) FN400 20 Fl LPC 3L
N o ME—ARRIMEE R AT, RIOITWAR KR, £—
HBEMT, ERAMES S REERIHELEEN
FN400 %07 . @35 Liu 25(20202)0F 53 A 25 %
M, BR-HMEMHTERWILEESHAELZR
PR T, (R BGRB8 P A Y BT kA
JEH/N0.15 £ 0.30 vs. 0.06 + 0.24), FHL, FATA
RHTE—BEMT, 2B TR eI A RE SRRk
ZERIN, W ES - IHRX(EAEE S - HiEX))
584 -84 - —80d (SRS - EH - —
ORI AH I Y SE S0 AT AR, X —AH I AR
P 5 SO IR T AR i A T o R IX 43 TH R %o
AN, MER—BFEHGT, 46 - IHIFEXEL
EEE - HIANSEE - B - A —BUAX (3L
REE - EH - A—EEAxH A 8 A A 95
FIAR A, 3X—AN[F] A AR PR AR E T 2R i T
of TH 18] Xof F0 2 AR A X 4 o HL 53X —ff A —
H, AT ERPs 25 R EBR, EA—FEMUT, B
BIAIE R R FN400 R, iARE Al & X
g FN400 #07 . [, XFFRAmT, iFE
Gl AR G 1A R AR A R B, #E T LUK
S ) LI 8 1) BRI DR TR AZ G 5 9 BB 2 2T 3 1
WXE, HETTASCE <B/IH R R T, &
R A - IHIAXT ILAE R & — IHE XA T8 2 0y AR
T, HEE - EA - —BuAXRHERIEES -
A - —FOAXA L0 FAE T, 5K — [ )
TR AR I TR BOE AR AR A RN A S
LPC Rhi; #EA—HFMT, B65 -FHH - A~—
i xt AR A - Y - A— x5 A A
HInT, SEEAFIESE G A E K LPC
BN BT 2, RF A R WL — Rk, SEg bk
H B 0GR FNER G5 T8 B e T 2R 0 B AR A
T X 45 BN A9 TR (Liu et al., unpublished data),

2545 Delhaye %(2019). Liu %(2020a)F1 Liu

%% (unpublished data)’, FATIAN —IRIL— B2
T — RIS TR R E R A =, Y omhd -
2 IO A R — M A K — B, — R
N2 M4 PRI R B, AN 52 T [0 AEUIN T % Bk 45
PN TTR T 24 G 0 — 42 BRI b R Y — 141k
IR — B, — AR AL RE S (2 HE X 45 TN R
B, I BEHG I 2R RN LA X 3 45 A Y BT
Bk X —Z5 IR A7 M B T IR B AR T Ao,
FFE T — R LR B4 TN B B S ——2Y
o — VR AR T B4 5 T 20 R I — A fk K
0 SRR R, — R b B A% 3 3 96 o 8 e R T AR
TR AR A AR R,

3 —HUXHREEREAN TR FIA
REMIIENIER

HEIR — 1AL RE S A1 E A P I T X B 5 A
BTk X — WS C Tz Az, (AR X e 58,
W HERAME T 55— A EE R ), B —iAkfkin
0] 5 W0 ) IR 45 1 AT H B PR 7 124 ik
K F— ARSI B F- AR 0 A0 5T R B R D,
BRI B . < RABWEE WS (benefits-
only account)thh— AL TE {2 1 45 T\ 19 [m]
FEASHEDH A, <WSOF W A5 (benefits
and costs account) WA N — Ak &2 LI & T H 7
A RAEHEREE AR EEZE %, 2019)

Liu 45£(2020b) L& A1) F3E & A R S0 44
%k Liu A1 Guo (2021) A E B FJE & B kb 52
AR, BT AR — R I E EA R
Mo 2R BN, BREGHAEAEE & A HER
15 3 A F B (Liu et al., 2020b), MEK A L TE%
B A B 50 H AL B (Liu & Guo, 2021),
ELLE DX 38 2P R [ A8 T X 300 H A A9 BT iR
PIAIER— R, & — R (R A G
) AR — b R AR R A . TTRE R)E A
T/NEY LPC 800 o BB IR T LIRS 4 /0 B P 489
A B A G E B AP H BRI, LT
“HA AWM B8 T A Rl L —{&1k, Pilgrim %
(2012)38 13 22 B R G E I H R 205 R — 1K
K, BT A LR — AL X 0 B FA A5

’ Liu, Z., Li, X, Li, X, Yuan, J., & Guo, C. The benefit of
unitization in associative recognition depends on the change in
level of unitization between the studied and rearranged word pairs.
Psychophysiology, unpublished data.
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W, Z5RER, BARLHERLAINH XL KA
AR H FARB, X HEREL LT HEL K
1175 & BE /NI FN40O S0 o 35 FaX — 45 51, Pilgrim
£ (2012)15 24518 ——— R AE X 300 B A 9 5
AR A T EUR BN T FN400 N, R
U ST A SR, FRATIA S — 1A Ak B R ek 2
T FN400 Zn %t it 5 F-IA R STk, HFFR SR
T H PN HET T 2R A S0 . D) —Fh M R
B, B AT DU 20 1 A 48 3 3 i 30 3K A S5 Y
CAC R —FI e AR, N 4 A
M5 o Parks Fl Yonelinas (2015)i i #E & & L Fl
A FIFE R — KRR . 85 BR, S
FE SCE A F TR A A IS BRI, 2
T H AR L, R ARG R BN 2E
o DX A3 SR R ] AU X I A F A Y DR 2
RERN, EREGHINL, M&E L haFITA
A L2 W PGREME AN T, 3 H AL,
PR S A0 P 5 Y S R M R A R AR I T 3
— 48 B W — AL R 8 30 o B AR P 0 [ AR
ToRIER B FIANRA, EIAEmIEH A
BN T, e A s " WA,

4 WA (2021) F 24 A0 1 3 H 3 3 1R A 55 56 4%
MW T BRI E— R eCE 1, B4 vs. TTX
TXP)FE B R (CE R 2, — IR RS vs.
AN T 25 5 ) % 2 41 i R0 AR 5 i 00 H A
FEREE PR . S5 | ME5R R, AR
b A T S i AR R K R 3 H AR Z
AR, H a4 AR I H BRI 45
TNEB . X 3R A [mL AR 0 X 30 H ARG B2
R (A DU 2 280 2 1 0 [ AEU N T X6 6 485 P A 1 BT iR,
R WX TR, B A T WX &
BN LPC#0%, 5 Liu(2020b), Liu Fl Guo (2021)
PR FREE A — 30 X T 2EwL, E6Ek
BER LPC RN, JoS&ia XA X —a, HM
HZI B 2R A BRNGI BE KT, L 2 R
KB, XFFAERGR, B LN — RS
T H FE AR 2, AR, X TR,
A LT — b e A e 45 AR A R [RS8 5 T 0
HFE AR, XA 2B A AR T X35 H Fl
W DTk, 53R ER RIS R R g R,
— RS AEAR FORS AN T 251405 & /INEY. FN400
BN, fE LPC 3RNE b, AF3R il PRl S5 4k )5 &
MR LPC R0, X—45 15 Pilgrim %:(2012)HY

SR — B AR X —R . Bk
M5, £¥EQ2D MBI RN, X FHERMIR,
ZN A N R N A% 0 = B T R N 1 N
AEH AR R, SRR HA IR T
ARG, AR b AR AR R I 2 FE A [
AR T E AR R, SRR A I EE
RO B — A £ 2R I 2 P A 1Y [
ETIHFENER, RS

R, FAT A DA B IR A BR Y AR X
UG Y g6 R0 WSS W AT AR R . AR
VA BREY, — Ak A A9 I 45 g A A 00 H G B i
— TN IR B AR, E R IR BT B
KRR, M2 RSk A S,
e BN Ak, B SRR ] T
S, PR T EORE T 22 0 DA B IR A B B A 4
T rb DL AR AR, 30K S 30 i A S 5%
TEpE B R I 5 ehd o Bk, B B —141{k
IRE S E T H FA R B . MR, A Tk
— b, AR 2 RO SRR, B
I AS T BEAL PO I TA 0 B8 R K 2B B 2, X
- BOR L8 A9 DA 8 I AT LA S B 10 H S
Lo B, AT L — A S ETH B
FIRE . X — BB AR b i R T & - s i i 5T
iR, AT AR FREAN SR . TR
AT BB 2 B O A A F AR R gk, B pilrE
A B 25 I 7S BT 2 (A BT U (Badham et al.,
2012), T2 LA F I E gt B A 5T R D
DR BLAE 5 AN TAHDE M LPC 8400 1, AigH
T — &AL (B A vs LR IE & H T mk
— A (— At vs BN T 4ifY), AFRpiR
BRI K W LPC R0, iR pil HAE A R i
L— b E A& TR R EN LPC S,
HE 3 P T (SRR A B AR A 15 KX
— B o

2T 2AGBL T, — WAl 2 100 35 AR 52 bk
AT H FIA8? Ahmad 1 Hockley (2014)idig
A MAEE G RN — R AKF, R —1&
FE X R 45 BRI H A E . S5 RER, &
A1) AR AR A G A I 2 A SR BRI T 22 A
T H PRI, R W] — A A 156 45 PN 14 [
55 T30 H BN, SR BRI W o T B T
9%, Ahmad Fl Hockley (2014)5 138 H & 5T
B EILE T, Liu £(2020b), Liu 1 Guo (2021).
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Pilgrim 5£(2012)L4 )z Parks il Yonelinas (2015)/9
WA T [ — 418717, 1M Ahmad F1 Hockley
(201 WHFFE P S PRALBT R . B & - BrialfdE =
& =Bl HE R A AR R BN R, TS
R ARE A A RIS . X R R AR
SETER, B4 - FiAlIEES - FiinaEE SN
e Lin 1 Guo (202 1) WK 4 1 X 43 A
T SCHH G B S R R R LT QA I B, BESK
P D THAE OB e (23 3). 453w, 78
AR IH/FTE i, AH G R L TE 56 A TE AT 1Y)
T H AR, (HAE XAy IH B e, A G
R IR A 22 1 H AR, X PRI
G2 MBSO 1 S8 P A S 2 5 M — A Ak % 35
HHEFARER], Hix—4Ef 2R B AE XS 1 SCAH
KR = R B 28 BITR, VAR IRA
PRI / 1F ) 35 =2 [0 1 18 SCAH G 4 T 2 A <l
SO RN AT RS WA b ) LA

4 —FEUNBEEBNFTIBEIAMEARR
BEHVIR IR RE

BRI T — RIS FAE BT C &
FERE TR 1048, {HICTF X —1ER M NAEDLEIZ1 %
IS B S B S . Parks I Yonelinas (2015)
AR — PRI A T I AT e — A T e o
AT R BN 5Eh, S000 3 BRI T~k
KPR K- X e 45 T A # s B Bl 7R o
SER TR, — ALK AN K F S 45 A
U H PN VE A L 5 o N KT RE A% W] 42
HEREE TR H FAR I, i — 4K Hig
PEHFBCEE PN R I, X 43 BAZE P AT [ 2800 T % PR
PN ST S R B, NS gs e 2o H
TN, IR H ARG 2GR AN AR N X P A
F TR, T — A Ak 7K S 3Rl B A M n T 6 Ik
LEFHINRI DTk . JET kS5 4R, Parks il Yonelinas
(2015)TA g — PR Ak AN I X i) 3 1 TR n T 5 e
M A BERTE B T — " Hi B R R AE

Tibon 55 (2018) 1 Y £ 1 391 F BN P =B EsE,
R EE R — AR N FELH . o, 30 E R UEA
Sy, BGEM N AR SR AT E A, R A
P DAL 30E 8] OC R A IE ST LA R AR N T
K IHF, MBAX A DL LI H USRI il —
ANHT Y B — 51 H 2R AE (single-item representation) .
i B R B R, P AT TG 6 py o B [ B

SLPH IR — A ] L R B 5 X AN H BT
SCH i, ROEX B AN I00 H S A B — A TS A
IR, 18 SCE SRR T — AT DL
ADIE W, HEXAIE: a8 Bl
T HE R AR AT ). R A B A R X
Ui I W 0 X —— B X Bz e, AT —
AERZE Y HLR) 55 — ANk, Tibon S5 (2018) /R T
3 SR A 5 R B Y A B . LR R 3
AW B BIEH B, PR TR S E A IR TS
PRI AT 55 F 2% 18 LR AN (&% - HHL);
HREE, W D ad (RS S AR S BT A &
(A 5% — B Hb) BE TGS TRE (5K — R 4T
FHTUCHD; 2B B, X 52 B B ) 1R e AR A K
ZEFAN B () 5% — S, A57K — %), Tibon 4%
(2018)#E M 4 S B AR U ST, TR A E 4
5 ST 4 B B2 B A S TR T LA 31072 4k,
T O S 1A LE TE oG T A A A BRSSP AR I, AP
XFFAHOGR], MR SO L I AT 55 A TR AT
IS5 FRIA R IR, X F IG5 i), k& e R a)
FHAMESZEEARENZES . R, 3 LR
PSSR B R, ARG R To e, A
g SURVR] - T FTAT: 55 B8 AH 4 1 3R 45 AR IL,
R TR BB IR, — PR AR 5 g B0 A B
— A HTI R — T H R AEWR R H )7

FRATTIN X 33X — 0] R ) PR 2R o i 45 B 425
AR H FRASL [R5 &, 38 i [R] i 2 58— AR b X
LS TR NI B FARAEF, T LUK 56035 B R Uk
FIDRE 4Ihn T AR U (RPN T) B & B A bR —
RGNS RS ING R BT S T ITRE R RINE H R 9)
HIYEA, FATTR B — A A AR E 106 25 A Y [ B
JEAR LA H F L (Ahmad & Hockley, 2014;
Liu et al., 2020b; Parks & Yonelinas, 2015; Pilgrim
etal.,, 2012), KX T RS0 TAR UL o X 5320 R 1
[l B T 166 285 P A I H AR Tk, 25 R —
IR, — AL RE AR 1 2R M o % B 4 A
F TR, H 2300 2 M s AR T X 3 H PR
BY BTk (Liu et al., 2020b; Liu & Guo, 2021; Pilgrim
et al., 2012), B —{RAb38 0 T w6 e 25 1 3R
P, (B T X R R 4 Y BRI E A AR 1 A
AT AR AR B, X — S5 R TE ARG T E AR DAY WA
Liu %% (unpublished data)th 4351 L5 T 4w i A1 4R B
MBE A RMHEE ARG RE IR, 488w,
N E A B B 2= S R G vs ER G0, B2
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PEEUS BB A A R AR vs AR E AR, &
A i AR 2 A 115 R 5 IE A I IE (300 ~ 800 ms
FE X AT, X —225 5 TudF 20175
H R R AR T R v R B PR, FRATTAE I —
A g S O HJ2 A R — k) i B SR A7
FEAER RIS, SRR ER UL SR T, HETOC T —14&
b & AE AL BER R RO AL TR R A, H E %
MR B JBC 7Y B ) 45 R Sk A 0 2t B o B3 — 1R Ak 11 K
AR, SRR TR B R T 09 SE 8T B R IR T 4
R B — il i Az A

5 HAREE

51 KFEHRAFME
B, BRI AL AR BRI T R G

NP BRI — WS BB 2 232, HET—1k1k
Xof B9 45 PR A A [ AU T A/ AP A7 A o . — 1k
fb—F T — N EERE, ZLRM
RHE BRI S5 1012 0 far 1 BRI, 46 R 2 50 F T
IR XS X —AF BEEATARGF A4 o i 3 WOCHE X
— R TR R, — RS A2 AR
i 3% — Ak — 0Pk A9 T (Delhaye et al., 2019;

Liu et al., 2020a; Liu et al., unpublished data), A4,

DA 56 F — M AR X e 45 AR R B T 51 1 4
J7 IR S AR, ELR R G — R X B 2
PR T TSR A 0 B X — R A B 1,
AT X — A A 280 I (— A A 6F BB 45 FH- A ) i 2 2
A — A B R AYIA IR . JEHX T A BT — 1k
ERIBTSE, 2L Ha bR A B Jm PR B BRI, v — 1A
PEAEAE T b — S ORI B IC A DT S — R fE 7K
o IR AR AT LA B AR S )08 SF [ 25 %8 1 L
M~ —#Ae . B E— A LR — e fe— Bk
XFBRAE RN g 7 40, 2 B By B id 1 X
ARG | W& g SO 158 = Rl 92 36 261,
S G Bt SO DGR 0 AT L EE T2 5 A OG - B
4l - —BOMAHC - B4 - A—Baaxt, meE
SCFVR] TS FEAE 55 W [ e B A — T - A
BN B - A - JokiN AT - HA -
ARSI A — B - oo Ak X —i
TEAURT DA L4 HO B s SORARE & — (A fl X Bk
ZEREAET B I/, 8w DU A T — R L — 3
PEXF AR — A S BRAS FEAC R AR
Fok, BUA T 2 % B —— A Jr SO0 Bk
SEFNA e BEAE T, T U P b s P A LA L

— AT AT ER G FRAE T I R o 3 5 302 il
— AL T S A AR Ly, B LA Li
22017, 2019) %28 1 W) i 2 B vs 4k 2 PR | A
R vs 5 2PN E G AEHEE AR S
PRIN R o 25 R oR, A HAE TR — Ak (TR
Af 230 vs QERT I . HLIEE 2 vs B5EE 2 ),
M — LA B o Y — AR AL KT (DR A — 1A k>
H9¢ —1A&4L) , Rhodes A1 Donalson (2008) He%5 T 4
B AEZ AW vs ARG A Bl 4l
(&2 L vs A1) T HOE) W BRES FRARIME T . 45
WK, HI#E LS A — K (RO —
RIS k). Lu %5(2020) B4 HLEE T Wi Fp
B b N — R NG ERS vs M E SO)XTBE
RN, 2R EIR, ZHRZRRE S
FE SCH T 1 — AR A 7K OF (B 22 B R > &8
X)o BIR Eik 4 BRI T AR — R 7 X
7K, AH H R AR A BT E RS — 1R
VvSACH TG . WA SRS vs s —k Ak
1 25 MRKF o i sk 28— P by U — R it 2
P b R AE RS A BT R AT SN O M L R
DU AN [R] — 1% Al 5 W X 166 225 7 A AR 14 20007 1) /)N,
DU 8 8 S A0 i) — R P SR ok f i ie R B
wJa, BRi— R ES FAE R £
VL IE 5 BLAF N AR 1 R ] ABL i T30 R 45 58 3 )
EAETE IR R AE I TR R 52 %, [ AR I T 32 450)
TG, MR — RTS8 L E | FH
AR A R AR BRI S AR VE T . B — 1Ak
XTHREE A F f Be A & e A R e iy 2 B2 T
A IRIETE R, FATTHHE I 2 2 A R AR o T Y
B R TR R T RESRALL T UR AR g R R A o
ZAMAR TG 5 KM B AR SR AE ], 2
ZAE N T AR L RS B i ke, DA
WA C T 583 . BEAE 4RI A3 R A 1) DD Y
T, AR LAENN AP e R K
Y AR N T Y R R B T AR I L
JUEE 73T A0 X RS ] AL AN T ok 2% 2 7 3Bk 45 IR
(Robey & Riggins, 2018)., BiE KM AT, 5
DA I 30 TR AR I A B P R R T AL T o,
BB, BEE S AR 4 /N DL KK BT Y
WD, BAETEOR Y AR T W S 2 45 (AR N Y
KRBT RE R I U BHhZ), 456 AT
(A1 AEUIIN T 58 AR R T LA, AR R AF 5T W] AR —
PR AR IR 45 FE A FE RN 1 B A A J LA, DA
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MR LA 0 AR AR R R T2 75 ol S — SR s
52 WHIREX

— PR 15 25 T AR A P P T 5 e i i
FHEANG L, BEEFRAEM, ZEANNKE
TN 22 AR N, X —BG Bh FR OM AF I8 AH 2%
Y I5E 45 10 12 Bl [ (age-related associative memory
deficit)s Ahmad %5£(2014)F1 Zheng %£(2015b)LIE
GRS G 18 L8044k, Delhaye 45(2018b) L)
I3 JE A 6 43 26 6 & IR X A 9288 A1 RE, Naveh-
Benjamin %5(2003) A5 A & AE SCTE TR Xt R
LA RO TER K BR, A H AR TR — R K
AR L AR R R U TR 22 IS TR SR I,
m R, AR AR R A S
R TEAB S5 AR B, Badham % (2012),
Bridger %5(2017)#1 Delhaye %(2019)4s & ¥, A
TE i — R R AEAR— IR AL SR T, AR PR
AR TEAF YIRS TR IR, (H s — A4k
N ES B/ NT IR R, XL
AR 2% B — 1A AL T S REAS % 7 Hh A7 % 154 Ty Sk 19
RS DI BB, R 2 i T 1 BR300k 1) 2 8 R )
AR AL T — A B4 ) R DA o

Ah, A Bl — A F S5 RATH H
>l AR B B U AL R SR s IR L X S, —
FiCE 2k H AAS B 000 2% 2] SRR . JR IR T Ae s
AR Z B S s> NI R TGN, —
PR AL R — PR A RN R 4R 0 R
W% (Robey & Riggins, 2018), #in: /N4
GEI IR Z AR AR 2 20 oy Rp 1) Sl B B (R
BOTYE— %I, KoemAbdefm . KERFH), K
ARHT, AN EIEZ IR R . WA
(R R, A T LG R 5 TR 0 T it 3
G —HEHET— T, KRG, = E/KmE IR
1B, SCH F 5K HLAR T 2% 3] <2 |y E— X%
T, Kitzm R Aefru», ol o 7> 3 298] i — 5
XL CRBE LR, SRSt E, e
SRR FRAFORERFAE". NS 2, FTAHMRX
— R A AR RN AE S R, A B IR AT L
S RRER B (AU T2 40 0 2 4 N 380 E AR
B ARG AR L) SURRIR AT 55 (KSR 2R M n T
F14) 3 A9 BTl BT AL A S T R T 22 R R
R PP B SR SR G, K S B AF ST T
H 8 A= 3%, DT S EL R ol R o ey sk it i g 4 1
RBUHT AR BE T

B, BR T A — A SR s R B e Bk 4 1
RIS, 3 w] LR — M Al SR 15 &
21 AR GRS (PR 2 S I ) Bl o il > AR LR
ARG A, R AT KR A SRR 5 ) O
%o fln, s — R MR A &, IRRX M
Foft SRS A R S5 ACAZ B2 M o FRAT IE 7 R P A — 00
WEFE b, WreE b BEESR P2 I E S AR &
(A R AR), HAE B R A —
AT EOR T, X oy — 2 e AT Sk
CRIVERREMLAL55), LB B2 KJm) ZoR#
SERRAE FIA I . S5 R oK, MEEH YRR E
MZEAF, A TR AR 5 A S BB As FEIA
R, HEMFAF X 2R 0 E/NTEER
PEodehh, X TR AE W, B AR R A A
FHAF AR A FHARBL, X FAEE &, Eil ke
H AR A RS ICIZ R . X —HFFEAL
N 5 1 B A £ B2 ] 25 8 T — A A R I
Y RBRESICAC PR T, S T T IRATTH 2R
W7 IR (e ) - B ARSS 5, HRA B
TR SE BRI T o RARWTFE AT DLtk — P4k
JE— WAL S B RIS A2 A, T 0 AR A
AR 2 Tk

6 2&

|l B BEA W 5E, FATRIARE A LT —
AL T [ R — AR, #RREAS (2 ik AR
XA AR TTRR, ELARAS 2800 % 00 H AR
B, S HA R AR, R — e g — Ak
WA BB = R A LI R B o > SR . H
Wi &, B, — WA ERES B R MR I 2 — 1k
e —EPER IR, S gn I Y B T B i — PR AL
PR R AL S O R — AR, — AR RES (e
HEBRES AR . U, — Al 0y JlC IR 45 ) B
AT H A B R AL Z N RS B PR &, 3852
A/ ERIERT R T8 SCARSEPE BRI . IR, 3
SRR TE — WA BRES FME TR BT S C 2T Jig T
i 10 4R, fHSCT X — VR HIAY S A AL 14 AN D Af
HHTAAAE 3 Ml REAYBIS AR RE <ot H it <
BB A RGN TARBE o &5 — IR0 B4l
FEAFITT H AR AL FAE AL, BUA BB FE 4 R AL
SR ARG e, TR — A XA
TR S5 142 B F L e — M ARS8 19 B A
JEMLHE, R S S BTN T H R
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Unitization improves associative memory: The role of familiarity and
recollection processes

LIU Zejun, LIU Wei
(Department of Psychology, Educational College, Shanghai Normal University, Shanghai 200234, China)

Abstract: Associative recognition is generally thought to require recollection while familiarity cannot
support it. However, recent studies suggested that familiarity can also contribute to associative recognition
when the to-be-associated stimuli are unitized during encoding. Here, we reviewed these studies and concluded
that: (1) The effect of unitization on associative recognition was affected by unitization-congruence (i.e.
whether the level of unitization were changed from study to test); (2) The effect of unitization on item
recognition might be moderated by two factors, one is the semantic relatedness between the old and new
words, the other is the limited cognitive resources; (3) There are three possible theoretical explanations for
the mechanisms of unitization, namely, the item account, the schema account, and the semantic elaboration
hypothesis. In future research, we can not only compare the facilitation effect of different unitization on
associative memory but also explore its lifelong development pattern, provided that unitization-congruence
needs to be taken into account.

Key words: unitization, associative memory, item recognition, familiarity, recollection





