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i

E AHRKHREZRISRALRREHIRERILTHOER, BARHNFROHERS, B F

AR T R, TAM@ILILe s dE, KM RE, ZRENH TRABERAEFRRE, B, B
FALTL Ao BRE BT AR, A2 R R A — R A THA SRS ke bk, kA &inicey it
EHEMBER BATHRELELGRICTAER, ABER—EL THYNA GZEEA Tieleidse, fik—
TIETHREGES., ARBEELGTICHBEATIR BN EF @AT S % FE A A AR,

XEWR i, FIK, BFilde, BROLEHEMAER BT RE
SES B2
1 5|5

H Ebbinghaus i F LR 531012 A8 Lk,
FHENMAWR L EFHRICIC I, WL Bk
02 R (Atkinson & Shiffrin, 1968)FH 3|15 S ¥
24} (Collins & Loftus, 1975), iC4Zts M\ 25 H b
Al A AE DR v A A1l A5 e 78 DAy g v — 26T LA
AAEOCHE I s o SRR, 10 IZIR AT R AR
e RN IR S A G, 55K
Ko B Harnad (1990)45 il 5 1945 5 B AR AR
AN BE A REAT 5 FR Gt a2 ey 55 thE OR8] R
A B A R 3y B s T S B S
SRR A AT AT Z2 A0 S8 . A
FEF B T BB R, AT
T B AT B 2 90 36 1 A0 A2 55 = SO T DI RE Y
FH#(Cook & Goldin-Meadow, 2006; Dutriaux et al.,
2019; Glenberg, 1997; Harmon-Jones et al., 2015;
Mille et al., 2021; Marre et al., 2021; Wilson, 2002),

A 5L e 3 B0 Bk R HE 12 3l i
TEXHTIZAYE ] . Glenberg (1997)58 3 15 5h R 48
EACIC R R E A, 4 AR AR 96 D RE AT WL
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S b, T IX L8 D RE A T A HLIA AT 3 g
A, Damasio (1989)F Iani 55 A (2018)I#/F 5% &
B B INFIE B A2 BT 75 1 K3 3h 22 Ak ik
S B XM, HTE 3 B 2 R g s Bl
TRt JG 28— RPN MIe 55 RIEIL 5K
WIZE RGILEIN TR, I — @R L
178l (Dutriaux & Gyselinck, 2016; Dutriaux et al.,
2019; Tucker & Ellis, 2004; Wilson, 2002), X Lb4%
SR S HOAE R T 042 3 A 2 fA7 B b A 77 AR 3R AT
KIGrhp RS, BTk A TR EEIE 3ot
FAE N i B A T, WU, 7S R 3
i 12 3h 4 0 A BB 345 2% X (Harnad, 1990). M
XA ARG, 1E1C i B FIE 2
T EGE N T S BN FNTE B, TR S AR
ERT, fG TR AWM. ek, 1738h. 2m.
1B IS 75 55 07 TH W 2B 48 o 3% S8 2B al
TR Tk B h gloE . MMk maRie, JF
A7 A AH N 1Y B b 32 shil aE o, SR, J212IR
MR —E B LGS T 5 6% —B0W M iz
£ 2 4 (Dutriaux et al., 2019; Glenberg, 1997;
Iani & Bucciarelli, 2018; Iani, 2019; Matheson &
Barsalou, 2018), 7& H % A= 3G, thBfiAb AT W B {4
K HR 5838 gt B XHE I MR A, W2 —A~ A0k
El [l — B2 Dk, AU S —A 5 5ep 4 DA
KM S 1, A AT LA (B 12 5% SR £ (Rand
& Wapner, 1967; Slowikowski & Motion, 2021),
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g 530 5

EABETHESE R il D &Rl T 2R,
Hrp i B SR LIS R 2 R — e DL R
AR S R o 7R SRS R A
VIR, MBS E PAF BE RO B9 A B AT,
W B A Ay —FhAE 2 2] 5 M2 2Z 18] T #  1Y
BRI, ABIFSE B K 28 35 fuf # AR OC 149 fim T
B, MIMIENICAZ (Diez-Alamo et al., 2019), fE %
BB AR BSR4, IR 5T ik — 26 5 1 eIk
AR G A T 798 R0 A A I 4Ry 5 15 4 A TE G

S )z gly, MRS P A RE X H By AR XHE 1248
Ay 52 Wi £ f# B# (Casasanto & Dijkstra, 2010;
Casasanto & de Bruin, 2019), AN, F58HE L
3 5k PR ) =l kA ds s AN i LA T 3028 3 R GE i T
P, )k B H By 48 A AR e A2 b Ry B AR
(Dutriaux & Gyselinck, 2016; Dutriaux et al., 2019;
lani & Bucciarelli, 2017, 2018), &2, HELEICIZ
PRy A A 0 SR B O B
AR BT e AL Y S AR i A () UA AN TE A,
B 2 2 PS5 SRR ARG

WARICIZWE, — I, TR B
TE R GO B b i) SR SRR S — T,
o2 MACAZ BT T Y T REHL 1) i e, SR A AT B
ICAC B AEBLHI B A2 (30 ), 275 Hi, 2009;
Carava, 2021; Hutto & Myin, 2017; Hutto & Peeters,
2018). BRULZAb, HEHCAZ8F 558 HA B i h
FHAE, 38 Ao a7 o b e B (R 2 3 5 ik, AT LA
HHIAAT A FIEFEEAZ N A B, B5Rice
B, WA AOIRE, fedEA

ﬂiﬁﬁﬁii_iijtﬁk[JEﬁXTﬁié%LE I SR 5
FIBLE AT, E45 52 i B Enc A2 i Rae iz )
TR AL, kl%%i‘iif%lﬂ CHEIRNIRZEHE, N
FLREIR R RS s R IR 2%

2 ESRIZHRREHE

MBI B R B, R R A TR A 5T
A B — IR E R A ORI, &85, 2017). LA
H B R m it s, 28Rk, £751
19 FAE T 2 1o EL A | PSR R AR 5 4 1)
HEuA . AR AEAT, BxR
TER B A T XIS Z 0t s, LU Rk
HECAZHt e i R IT R n] (122 it . H i
JE T H B AL I B S B0 AR R ECRT LA 40 A
=2 BRI B R BURES, B4

T 5 48 B B B PR g 3 (i — BobE, BN T
PAMRBEICIZBNT o 5 2R BRI SR 2 B
fiE, BIFEICIZHEHLEY By, #R o\ B 1A L 3 ek iz 3l i
gy M M S B O 2 22 ) P DT i, F2 %2
BT — S8 o LL_E PR LU A B 3 5
FL B Ry 2, AR 28 ) 2 i PR A B B
BN £ LA T30 HL B B0, I S [l iF B L B X
TCAC RGN o AR LA ) EL B 45V AT 41 43 o g
Pz gy —J& R 5 ga i By B — B0 B
B3 B LR S DU S F, AR SORR
ZRABRNE G TR R B A S B U IR
PN (B . AL ASE . K s
R 3 SO 25 1 < S 5 <, RsliEfs . <
W T Sk e RS T M A ORI 4 A < e
JE74), L o B R ERARE S XL D
BN R, ASCRZ N E s, =R
S5 BA B Wb 1) 23 R138 sh 3R AE, W 1
AR B 2 )iz g, M B R AR, e o B
25 (A3 S G 0T IR 15 283800 DT 5 i 6 2%
WA, ARSCFRZ Nt D02 R W E AT 55,
T i 1 S B B AT T e 28 34 LA BHL A0 BASLAEL,
SEE GROVIER, AR CFRZ AR E i .
2.1 #\EGER

BRI 2 Pl 3 4 2 20 B A R AL 43 R T 201
(flan ;. AsZREAFNSS AL, 4302 DAl — 4 b kL,
FER G B, 45 2R — 2 AR R AR ) S 34tk A7 )
1, 5321 WR FAR R BT IR . #5722
55003 B B AR [ A 8 st 1) A2 ROR 8 35 00
AN —BORHF I A ROCR, WA Ry B AR5
W2 BN T 5328, Reed (1931)f i 7E— Tk
W A3 W 1 BEAR B CAZ B S P S I T B i
P HLARAE B, (H R R 223 0F R A5 21 0028 1 45
H, MHZ T, Rand Fil Wapner (19673l ZEH#VIR
AR R — R B R R AR LA TO R SCE T MR
FRCERT BRI, MAEIR 15 43k 0 AR S Wy B
WA I 2 2] B B A A VT O, P2 > o
AR ]2 KK FEiE— b &R iz sl
Miles Il Hardman (1998) A 5% 76 Pk 5 FI5d 1 50 %
FUAE AT R0 SN I P RN A BUIRAS T R AT, IR
F P gt R . SR E B, FERTR O R —E
] — R T WIC IR F 5 O AR AR TR
IR . Huff 25 A 018) M FEFEFVEAT 55 (3 T 3T
ST ST ik F B IS S E N SRS B,
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S5 R IS B — B RN o X R, AR ) R
BB, 12 g 80T F M ) — B R R 2 2D
YRR EK .,

L5 LRI, — A2 A 07 IR I A 3 R A 1%
LRSI B RS, AT DI i A A O 7 B
W gmAn e PIRAS, AR R H O,

22 BahiERX

Jet s U AR B B T LA A
S 25 AT B B B A LLGA O R O 25 1 5
Wi, Riskind (1983)3FSGIRTT T MiH5 B R E ST
ICAZAR BN, BFIT 4 SRR, MM &
P BT [ P B 28 7, i A5 A5 6 T S 5 A
s th 223 B TR UL 2207 o Veenstra 55
A (2016)7E 5 ik 25 JJE 4% S5 A ] 5% 1) 8 A7 7E 19 19 A%
5 A2 b & BT S R S B B R ) |
KWW IEZ, B, Dijkstra 2 A (2007)% Riskind
FIRF 5 N = A AT T4, S—, ML T
Riskind % £ i) — B PE LR AR S 800R, Dijkstra ZEN
HE— 2L 5T R S S BRI
HESR FUAZAT 55, BIAE P JE G PRtk A7 [ A2 s,
HIRERSE T —ECERT A gz g m; 56
=, FERGRBER PN T AR AR, DIPR A %5
NTEGNI] B F IR A — B0, SRR, fE
AR NFIEAE N, Y B AR 35 I i i R 56—
ik, i BN R ERE SRS, 5 —
A5 o, Michalak %5 A (2014) & B 24 SARAE B &
DL —Ff i U0 B S S A 5 I, AT AE — 4 B
B (14 = ST ) AR AR A () 4 - 93 ) S B kA ek v
2> 2 H B8 22 T AR IR, T 7 Ak 6 B BB AE
HE X AR RN AR RIS T B Sy 24
[EAEHY, Michalak 25 A (2015)& 31, @4\ —4
2R 1 E B O S, A LA AR 4 25 A B R 1)
A, SAEAMATX— R IE g i 0 B2 7 A
%o DL LWRIE s SRR, 5 B R T A1 SR AL
AH I B AT A T LLSZ W 5 B CAZ AR R

R AL 7 — Bb — 3 5L 4 i B B A AR
St 29735 D) SR FH 3 30 D sl R ARLAA ) 2,
T HBEEERTICAZ R, s ARG
P55 AN -

2.3 FEmsEX

e ik — 2 Sk R s g MR
FE 2T SUR A5 R ¥ R & B A T 1 4 )52 3
FAE T Hiz 3l Casasanto Al Dijkstra (2010)

B — U FH i 1) D R A e B AR A R R SRR AL
W Z [ i) — BRSO . ERFTE T, 258 BEHL
SrBCHE SRR N — AR ) b N RS E ) — A
AR, TR R R BRSO R B A e iRigAL . 4
KRB, A6z 37 5 ieAZ R — B (i AR
Wes m NACKRIEN), KRBT, ALt
RS 2 h, S5 FWESRAE W s m T % g
BRAGR, ARGE DR SR (i an . S URFRIER
RAEM SRR AR, 4538 R,
Z 5#AE 0] 138 Zy i B2 5 1) AR, T AE )
Tz st EZ T A ] TR . DL RS IREY],
B2 W38 AT A AGE W CAL R R 0K, dE
PE T AMIBRICICH BN Z . Seno HF A
QO13)Y B T iX 2R I, A48 Hi 1% 45 8 h XTid
AT VR B DB 2 F Bz S, TS 2 A
WIZEA G WA I B T B OEHE 3
B, 2578 %D0 T AiEIRAEE, RIWEEH
SRR 5 i WL 32 SRR SR A Rz 5l .
SRR, MBS H5FEME N W A RE SR ol
BES BT, AT T % b 2R Y =
WAk, M B AR B 7 A AT AT B 5 4T 5 1Y
YA R g s R I == 1 A )
HeWr, A RIS 3h 6T LAE i 98 T N B 48
M2 3 . Viljamée Fl Seno (2016)38 i3 32
1o M RS 7K - RO MG B K T BB L T AR A b
15 45 R IR A2 R ), HE— 2P R T 3 Fh AT RE
o FEHOE M —IWF5E T, Casasanto Fl de Bruin
(2019) T J2 & YRAIE B, O BBy 7T LA 5 s P 93
W, DA AT 2 > (W RE Ty o b ADRE X il 5
Bahds — B4 T AT A i 2 ST ORI IR PR 2 A
FH RNy 1) SR W1 4 ——S UMM Z{ 1 (the strategic
use of mental metaphor),
24 REWIEER

Mahon #l Caramazza (2008)#&H T 55 —Fhis:
WEICC S BB Z MR WA B3 R
S04 S E0CCBCR T B, s U, B
1z SR AT AR 2> i il =60 75 R [R] B iz 2 B8 U8
B IF & AF % FrBiAS . Dutriaux F1 Gyselinck (2016)
KB, AR S (T e D, R
HE (TR TS S )R 3, 2D X R ] 4
Y B R O SCFE IR o RIRE 5 SR AE AR N
F153 T & #il(Dutriaux et al., 2021), Dutriaux %
A (2019)7E L _E PR il 8 35 T, i — Dol ad 4
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o530 %

PG F ISR RS 1 A8 SR, B T
WA IR AR AL . BEIR AL, M5 ohE
S AR, FRoR AT ERAE D IR R) i e & 2
TP EHRBE, (A 5 E KR
BPIIAS 25 o B T B2 34, filf A [ IR 5z 2 9%
TR I I & AT 55 Al 2 BRLAS L B ehic i r A VR o
Tani 1 Bucciarelli (2017, 2018)7EWF 3¢ i 3 T34

JE A AT UM I WT AR 0912 2l 22 58 ok 2 1 14 ) e 3

T AR HEAT AR ANE B, XA B v T
BN VE R T AT S T AR 4 ) sl 4 BB BL A%
B 5 5 P — B0 iz sh RN g (B Al AT G T R
Ty, T PR BT XA 0 1 3R Bk B T 5
T A A G b S B OB B sl S E PEE AR Y2
SR i R AT A R RS, 320 Ak S AT A
16, T lani A Bucciarelli (2017, 2018)B#F 524X
T 28 43 9 7 2 i 4 RS B A FH TG 6 32 Bh AT 55
ERONWT ARGZ B RGEN AT M, RS g A 5 A R A
BWA — BB R8s RAA SRR, RIhiE
BB I DT LA T A O R e, T,
Halvorson % A (2019)7EMtIEAl =~ |, 7E4mAd
BB BEX I AGZ ST 45 LAFR ST i M) 8, 5T % B,
FHXIE 2 A 38 58 00 R T G 5 5 K 2R A 1 B
PClC . BRibZ4b, lani 55 A (2018) 4 fift i &4 T
PN AR ICZ SR 58 18 B A2 2E VR T IS B TR )2 IR
JRH, 450 9z sl 2 RS B i R AT 4
PR RS, S5 B, A R B B 2
W, PEHEVE I 2 o DL EBRSEAE AT A AR B2 1
3k BRI A2 3 R GER AT, R IE B B A
FEICAZI T A Y EZAEH .

3 BHi2IZHNENSE

T 935 2 TR L B 45 AR XhC A2 A5 A Y [ B
W I 5 T B B e AZ i I TAILHI, IR SIS A DA
T PO BRI R AR EL B AL A R S AL
3.1 RmEFRMEREE

Yt i ¢ 5 M J5L P (the encoding  specificity
principle) A S 4RI H $2 B 45445 1% 5 H )
o R S 19 2% 120 AR BLE, B2 BBUOR 25 T 4 (Tulving
& Thomson, 1973), F3L I, Bl BREH{LIC
TEGFBERZDERA: —Ri M Ees
i, 7E 45 B g 5 DA R, 7R A A
A VA A5 R A SCARAE, oA 3 0 B e e
AR HAb T BE 2k RA5 B . B L35 e

i T B Be 0 7 A7 i, DA T 7 A2 1 B2 IR X 2 12
PR BEAE AT T A R S AR A 1A RN
FIRC 1) B TR 2 S R AT X3 o & i, 3 ok
BB 3 B PR PRI AR 5 T TR AR R AT A
FITCAZ BRI, A Ry ARURK 0 T A 694 2 3 A A H
C Ty fiy, Bhn, 515 B8 AR G Y T
RGBSR — MR GHE, H L 5%,
CIDEIRR (%S R A ATk vy TR = = 99 i 1y
149 EE 3 Sy S B e e R P A AR B R T — o AR
#i . Kent #l Lamberts (2008)i\N, iz shiviill
il (the sensorimotor simulation model, SMM)H]
REE 7R 1 9 A5 5 S 1 IS BT S A AL ——SMM
Ny, [BUCH AR BT RS T A I 5T Ak B
AR BRI ZEE K, MICIZESHRE, bt
A B B ARSI R ) % il (Martin, 2007).
3.2 BEIMA

H A T, BB g e iy 7= A A e = Ff
FIREAY A SR, TR 25 A AL R
R BICICI S . — = —BUE R SR, Ik
R NAT 2 b T 4R S kAT O P A — BRI
A . Wi, SRR S Rk Jr L PR
(i WEREE L), 258 MNHCRERSET b
A I IZ i T BEME 2 R AR Rk T
ORI (40 . B8 s, 25 FRBURIC
12K T Al 1) 915 B (Riskind, 1983); NS 3h3%
o KR BN R X R kAT 1O BRAE 5 4%
g —IHEAF TR T . M X RS 7 Rk
FIN AT B0 BLERAE ] LIAE N AT R &L Rk
81012 (Riskind, 1983), #bAh, KA g5t # ]
RETESEARERE b, T MR S AR J Rk f
AR B 1 R, A5 << A 57 3 A )0 SR )
PG AT AEE A A RIS 3l | AT IR DL 5 R
A RMICAL, BT ST I 7S 1 IE TP A G
Wz i —J&i2 12 (Bower, 1981; Isen et al., 1978);
=B, TR A, SRR A
TEACAZ P, ATRE 2 A — Al 2 (AN . AR
kb2 A BUR A TE 28), BT LIS AR TR BLA 15 26
ARZSI, AT RLE A 5 5l G A A 9 15 28 R 285 T 15
L 25 5 9 $E B (Bower, 1981; Isen et al., 1978;
Ross & Atkinson, 2020),

H TR0 K Z 8 E T — B0 R s R00 1R
Yho SAEELE IR S AR SR8 AT RE A 5 — 3
PER SRS AL YA ERCR, A0/ B 5T 56 X
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BT S HEBCZ R N e 2501

LETT RE AR AR . AR BB 5 N i — 20 VB T AR
T R IB R S BT A B4 4 00 BEERAE
5P R e A4, I8 B AH I R 2 (R A B R
551,
3.3 FRMRIEER

[y 2 1E PR32 (metaphor representation theory,
Lakoff & Johnson, 1980, 1999)5i i B £E Afi1iA
P A W EZAE, R s B B2 3l
EPSNE RN R Bl S es  E S W s w1 B 1
RS, XA R RIE Z 05 5 i m . XY
ARSI B, 288 il —2e 3Rk =, W
W 155 I 5 25 1) v () [ 32 B o467 B R R i R
(Fhn: E 25 =K, TIHR 1 B T iis 3 a
{7 B F (AN : 1545157 ) (Lautenbach et al.,
2019), ARIE PR RALBEIE, XL F BRI X R T
“[HE M (Casasanto, 2009), AFLA, fESLE 2
N RSN Y B AR AR A 1) L n] T s
SN IR AR R R A, B
IR, EDEAE ENLA [, 1098 HiE s
ETE, BIERwWES, MEMESEERA T
e, ISR B 1A, &84 TR R & X
S B R S VR BOE T ) g B SRR, ) A R
KA B RRRAE WA B . FrLL, 45ieie
A R . TR P15 28 RS R I R 2R AR e
BRSIEIAN : S E, BLSEa i i) A AR
H, T HIL 5T R G400 ) LA T a6 B 25 (A
BEHEAE
3.4 BEERILR

T35 Bt (reactivation hypothesis)ih b, 7E
TR AR A B, — B TR R Y R X A
K AR 1915 B i 9 381 %076 (Damasio, 1989).
FH Tl A2 10 15 576 G AL AR A 2 g e i 30 15
B, WU Z 3 R 198 3 {5 B ] fig
2 &N ICAC IR 1Y — P 3 o AR U8 FR B0 R,
TEGMBI 2 2 (1412 By ik PR I A T A R P R A
(Nyberg et al., 2001), B UEHEZE B ZEHn] DIyESy
B G B, FilJE, EaLn KM (Lorey
et al., 2009; Sirigu & Duhamel, 2001), Sirigu I
Duhamel (2001)2 £89iE B F 7615 J5 B 1Y 12 3 48
G N B L TR SR R IRAh, G
R R, 5 REER B0 BRI
i 3 2 )2 19 24 85 % (Vargas et al., 2004), 15 h{E
AH G BE & M iz 3 J2 )2 1 B 305 (de Vega,

2012), FrRAZETIREHT, BHCCR & th Tizd)
B )2 0V R AT T T B, b BRI B
P 325 B3 1o P ) 671 5792 SR R X, AT
FH A5 L By 38 45 B0 3005 S SO AZ IR 3 0 0 (Villatte
et al., 2021), 17 {H FHAH FIRI00 2% B9 P 2 4] 3
iof AR RS B R G, A2 0k NGt 15 B
O rh e (Davis et al., 2020), It SCHikTE
HH RO I P 2 1 s R 3 B Bl 0 R S L
B INHEE v i B A2 SRR — 2, SR BT
I, ASACEE KBS R S, TRIEE T 5%
W& AH 56 1S 32 355 2K (Dutriaux et al., 2019),

4 ESEIZHMABERSMREE

i 5 S 1 T LR RS Bl 3k g T LA 4 e e
HA 2B BE5 0 2 G BAELE e e, o
WA EEAEL, FEEIANMEE, AWREY
S LA 0 B S A R ) L B R E R BUNE 12
WM R, BRI IEGAHE TX—FH,
TRV R U A 382 T 2 — 20 % AL AT T U
B, {0 H AT ACE X AT S
R SRR IEAT TR . DL L R R A —
FE W HEME, BRI B 4 SEUEAE 5T 1Y R,
A R TE g — PR, TCIkAE [ —HEE N X
BT . AR EIE T E A
S EHEWR I, SRS E S0 LT R
FETRY, L igd B B A= an el /8 B F 12 19 o

RN THSIA N, 01233 RE w2 Xt i A
B gmis . ARGt R, A B S HRAEE
FAFIR 12 T3 2R B S A B AR T I 9 Ry =2
— RGBSR BN SREES, 2
P BE 2 B E N RAEE L SR AW ES,;
= e B B LUBH AR IR A N 25 1) g 1 5 4
Wo =35 14 S IO S 2 5 Wi 12 T P 255 B 490 4t T 1) T
BTG, RSOOSR E RN, 2, B
T, KT, ERE SN FEEIH Z — 1k
B 18 S BB R T DU ar s S A F oY S B
W ZEAIEEMALE 4 FENNE: B, %
TITA S 0 B FRAE A BT L 2 XSG T 48 0 1) 2B
8, B2 2 BV TAH [R) R 1 1 AT S5
FIRHAS; 25 =, BEnT LIBS R T8, 2510, Bl
YT 2 HI Y 2 B RN H B (Dijkstra & Post, 2015;
Kérner et al., 2015), R¥IEX—HiE, HEiCIZm
ST T G VR SR AR R A T 2 XS B A O A
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L, R T B 5 A% S A O B IR 18 Bl X
B AT, T BHACA 1A R F RIS A .

— Be il 28 AR FNAT NS E 2 R B AR g S AN
]2 22 1] 52 B A A i S L A 1R R 8 T8 8 1 T
Wt R UL, BB S G 2R AT AT RS
R R A5 BACIZIR I 1) — e 24 AR 43 (Dijkstra
& Post, 2015; Iani, 2019), Clark %5 A (1983)F1
Schramke 5 Bauer (1997)WF58E S iiEs: T &
BRI e R T R L B B X AL A S e Y
R, EXPA LI, B Z R AR5 2] ]
YIRZATHATRGE SRR, K5, 7ERZIHEZ
B 58 B — Bk A S 36 3l . 45 Rk, Mk T
BE TG S AT, ot R A B R A [E] B, G242 &
i FE R LAk, Wheeler % A (2000) & 21, #: &R H
B AT G B BTN T — S A 7R SR
W PR DX . BT A R AR B 2 R
P8I E S B RN 4R B S )45 5L 09 R TR Bz 2 rh gk
#6102 (Persson & Nyberg, 2000), X &K E, s
LI BT, R e X 3 e 22 R A 1) 38 A5
Ao B, 81— Gt E Sl E—oAR 2
o 2R SR T A B IR 0 4, EE RO B AE RS
i ) B i 32 Bl X

FEF I, AV LS R B S0 12t is
SIS T (DL I 1), 558 5 RS 7R B B g
MIVER, DUATE [R]—HEZL T X H B i 12 WL R4 T
G —uLI . ELRSR UL, A e B B AR ]

FHE 5 Wy BUIRZS 43 BIE T g b 5 3 O B, 1k
RO\ 5 R 1 HL B R AE S0 A PR IO B, DLk
JLAE I BT S 2ok B v AATTE SR A S B8 RE B
5 B R FB B0, e (5 B3R, A B
VO] LA B B AR A R, HG b g A R S D
BRI PO B U — P R AR B S il kT
Jis BSOS I B 2 AF EEE TR 2 A B 4k L B ik
K, AL O AE T HFOE T 5w 1) dm i BT v
R BYIRGEIE 3 X I, BrLL, B B0 i IGE B B
B R T L) g5 hy 52 4 M 42 A B A I 9T 5 BEiS
iR, Ui B SRR A T2 i b BT R
SR, HBT S S A . B BCAZ R
R B FEFTUESE, (AIFAEBA il . 5 Diez-
Alamo % A (2019) M/ B Reed (1931)Fl Rand 5
Wapner (1967)7E 2K ME 10 120 55 H AR B8 IS
MIZE R, B TS, R R 2D HE R 2
SN O TR A R € d S TRE VA VAN /N (1B S L B e
BeA UE B B VR XA S Bh YRR S 10 5 TR AR
R, BRIl 22 4b, Hammond 25 A (2019)i &1 42
Miles 1 Hardman (1998)fUMF5Y, LAR & B4 5l
BT LAEAYRA BICIZME SRR, WA
S PR [) (R 235 5L o 3o S 8 A g 0 A A 45 1 s v
A R 5 ) — A S ) - A2 AE 22 KRR AR
Fax S St A AR T AR, AR
WA R AT 55 B A rh &2 B B S R i Y
AT BE MR R BOE KO IR TR 1Y, IS KT 1
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Embodied memory and its intrinsic mechanism

JIN Yuwei, SUN Xiao, SONG Yaowu
(School of Education, Hebei University, Baoding 071002, China)

Abstract: The research of embodied memory aims at exploring the role of the body and its sensorimotor
processes in memory. The manipulation or restriction of the physical state, embodied characteristics or
availability of the body would affect the efficiency, valence and content of memory. The intrinsic mechanisms
can be explained by several assumptions, including the encoding specificity principle, the priming effect,
the metaphor representation theory and the reactivation hypothesis. However, there is still no a consensus on
the mechanisms. Based on the commonness of existing research and theories, the sensorimotor simulation
model of embodied memory is proposed. This model emphasizes the role of reactivation in embodied
memory to explain the process of the body acting on memory and further points out the conditions of
reactivation. More multi-dimensional theoretical and applied work is needed to explore the stability and
underlying mechanisms of embodied memory.

Keywords: memory, body, embodied cognition, the sensorimotor simulation model, the encoding specificity

principle





