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£ S A REHEXT S5 AP RTREIC 17 /5 2089 32 0 K EL AL %1

= B OHRE KT AEA

(RSO R DI B, f30 210097)

i E  AT¥ET0C 5 A (aftereffects of prospective memory) % 4§ AN 452 3 B $hAT & F R 09 8T BE T 1L & & %
LERGE@ARATPES S ETFTHROAE ., A TAELI S TR, @ LR A, E5 41
(TR IAE S A AR | AT PAESHAE RSB D) MRS R LR FARRATIE TG 2. AW, X TFHn
WL G R m TR 9 B L R 0lsAsi it T BT | RR-IpH T | 4ZEARR M | Win
IhndSEMIF, AF, ORI THARF-BKE M Tl £ F- W RmL, Wmizhm L LT 454 Ex%
de LAedpdlm L, FHETERICEZXGHERE A Tt TX 22 E, W50 0B ZIRB AP
BT KRR T RANFE K F AT UL )6 R 89 An THLH), st RE £ A AR A R b aTiEiTics
B H IR, E TR R BEARATVE LI )G Zud Rk,

KEER  ATEIRICE R, EHRAE, ANMKRAEAE, AT, EH e

LS B84

1 5|F it IR 2™ E R 0 B A R (Kimmel et al., 2007),
FIRBLR RN PMEAL, B PMAE 5 58 K 2

Ho D, e R g e D I PMRAL, ERR PM S e
S, o L e b st Ja, MR ESERAT PM B A AR R FE R
BTG 3, K RS ] R Sk 1Y 10 A2 4 RR A TS 0L F (commission error, CE) .52 4 ) PM 2 157 %1
(Prospective Memory, PM), ‘B8 1ER K I —14 PPt - =

N — 4 p FTHES = T B4 (Bugg et al., 2016; Cottini
MR ECE S, AR R BT e TR A R . .
o b A by i ) . . & Meier, 2020; Matos & Albuquerque, 2021a; Meier
8% B HJ1E 12 (Binstein & McDaniel, 1990), i . _
O N & Cottini, 2023; Meier & Rey-Mermet, 2012, 2018;
AL R4y R R PMORIES (R PM. S0 PM )
. X R Moschl et al., 2020; Walser et al., 2017; Walser,
H TSNS, BRI PM JCH BAMBL R, . v e
. N . j Plessow et al., 2014; Xin et al., 2022; = & 5,
TR BTN . AR R, B RAEAE 2019: SR 45 2019: I 45 2020 JHREE 4
PM T:45 5E il 5 /#8014 1R (Matos & Albuquerque, e e ’ ’

2020).
2021b; h i 2019; 1
P? N sct aferzo‘gj 4)@;;;;;%%;3 VJIE;’ R T 5% % T4 T 76 (multiprocess. theory)
essow et al., , 154 I — 2L NN N -
O S i A o g D) PM AL B F S T
B 'm&j; H 2(?1:9. {Cj?t? .E& Mei 2(?2)2). ﬁﬁ‘ﬂj]l]T_(McDaniel & Einstein, 2000; Scullin et al.,
;Autgg & Al;eeper, 2’02 10 I; . telelr, 2020’ 2013), B a1kl T (automatic processing) A (5 FHIA
atos erque, a; Matos et al., ; s . - R
Moer & G tt,“‘,l“zo‘;‘; Nbechl ot al. 2020: o0 FIEUE, B E) BRI R T
ier ini : al. ; Streeper
ce ot ’ OS(T /eh ’ ’ eep\e, il Jin T-(controlled processing) M| 2= 7 A 1A 1 %% I,
& Bugg, 2021). fl4n, i NiciH 4 RKIRHIZE R, 4 e s 5 e i g
et . e AT X HARZR 2 LA AT e PRI B 0k AT Hr ek
KA ER =R G, FHid, i aeis e L o .
A IR 2 B R FEAR SRS s, ZHEISINA—RFIFKRIE T PM I Tad
= A ’ R IH AT Z IR, H A 54T 55 R
(PM AT 55 Fn 347 P AT 45 45 AiE ) A0 A~ 4R 45 1iE 45

WS H 1 2022-08-29 (Einstein & McDaniel, 2005; Einstein et al., 2005;
WAEVEH: X EME, E-mail: 17219367@qq.com McDaniel & Einstein, 2000; Scullin et al., 2013),
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SRIZBIE AT PM R Br B Y, [0S
SERLBT BOAFE B VIOCHR, SEMs i Be PM R 31
R R AT BE XS B 8 B PM R ] P AR AR
(Matos & Albuquerque, 2021a; Moschl et al.,
2020). HAl, BAFIHTEE BN PM AES
HEAT A AT 55 LA RAS R AE 55 07 TR ST T 0 S0
PM J5 34 (5 (Bugg & Scullin, 2013; Cottini &
Meier, 2020; Matos & Albuquerque, 2021b; Matos
et al., 2020; Meier & Cottini, 2023; Pink & Dodson,
2013; Schaper & Grundgeiger, 2017; Scullin et al.,
2012; Scullin et al., 2011; Scullin et al., 2009;
Walser, Goschke & Fischer, 2014; Walser et al.,
2017), fHARA IR GEH AL 55 FIA KRR IE X 5
Pk PM S SR o T HL, SERTR S PM S
AP 2P O RBE A, REXE PM &
ST B AR i S — 7 1 (Matos & Albuquerque,
2021a; Méschl et al., 2020; B %4, 2018), K1
YA B EE PM S ROE BURNH B A 22
B o ST, A SCK B — A GHTE 55 TS IR HRAIE
YA PM OSSR, B2E i — DR
PM 5 S0 JSFITH IR AN R B 2L, s s
G BT R FR AN A SR A 58 19 7 1] o

2 ESZSMAEEHENEHE PM ERH

=

21 ESHAENEMHE PM FHHE N
211 PM fESHHE

E 55 FRAE AR AT 55 9 — R B P, AT 55 26 8
o HFAHE PM ESMPT R LSS T PM ARSI
HEAT AT 55, T S AR AT: 55 1) P AiE SR 2545 40 BT
X§ PM J5 8BS o PM AT 55 R AIE 32 240 4% PM £k
RFFEC EPE . SREEE . 1 U2 R AL |
RF B )R PM AT 55 MR (5P PM AT 55 L
5 FSE BB B PM AT 55 AU SS) o BIF5E K3, PM
LRFIERR T 5BOGH B PM RIA SN, b2
SN PMR R KN 3 PR R 2 R\ PM
RRAR e, ] DO T A . K2
W e e PM 2R IGHE, AR R E LR R
S BB A, B I T T E 55 R — 2L
[[DRTE -3 R4 SRR S FAN G oG (RSB R
55 R A TF] o 5T K B 5 PR R h T H
I RN ARE, 23 {2 PM EEm A &R
HX (Harrison et al., 2014; Kretschmer-Trendowicz &

Altgassen, 2016; Smith et al., 2007), Scullin % A
(2012) R &G AL T W & VAR B 3 e R X PM
SRR R B, B R AR B E LR
AT EEZ W EE AT R X TR B EEAR R
TE 58 Y B A 7 5 3 K I RS, Bl )
X H A AR, HETTHE R PM S AL,

TR DK 2 R W AR BB PRI AT X 0,
ZHWETR R T 0B RN PM LR
(Bugg & Scullin, 2013; Bugg et al., 2013; Bugg et
al., 2016; Pink & Dodson, 2013; Scullin & Bugg,
2013; Scullin et al., 2011; Scullin et al., 2009), 5 &
BRI, BEMELRB AR PM J5FR0(Hefer et
al.,, 2017; Meier & Cottini, 2023; Meier & Rey-
Mermet, 2018), R AT PS5 Rt
PM R R CHERRIE AN T, FREARE, W R A
T RZ, MIEREM T, EREM T EMT, #
139 AT 55 BN T RE AR HE H AR 20 R OCHERFAE Y9 N T,
X K H 34k T Meier il Cottini (2023) AT E
PATHERANE PM 2R LA KA T AT 55 S g Sy
fabr B, REMLRENE PM L5 Mt T
RSB T EE M, ST %RE M A &R
W, HEMIHE R PM SR

IR A B, 1 SORI 06 2 R AL 25 55
PM G5 5 REHLRAR, Mgk Rt R
Al R ANRRRAE, 5 EAT AT 55 Y
5 FRAE AT BEAH 24, Cottini 1 Meier (2020)¥f 1% 12 Fifi
PLAMC s CBR B R R R . MR R A
B w8 B 2L 00 B O ) IR IR A TR E R B
L, WAE T LRRFAT T 2RO 28 T 39
SR AR 0 A AT R BB SO . DA B AT
R PM R UL S AT TP A 55 S0 I Ry 46 b
R, B LRR AR R E TR PM JF2L
AT IA A 18 SR 3R Lh 0 2k 2R B U R AR 9 IR,
BRI T . 78 PM UGS B Boh i T4
R PM O ZRR A ROCHE, B S 5 i
BK PM A5

Bugg Fl Scullin (2013)#: L R ¥ it & M, PM
TR SE R0 S PM R R) L PM 7 i E 58 AL
FAF@ A PM ) E 57 4 PM AR, X AT S
BN @ SR (Zeigarnik effect) e ®e, BN ARIAT
B & ) b B AT A & ) B ME 5 iC (Marsh et al,
1998; Zeigarnik, 1938), F Ik, fil4 NERMLL, 0
AR AT PM R 1a) AT RBAL T B v A0S K F
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W5 S EEE PATER, BRIP4 TR M PM G
ZRIAT PM ZE [m) o] B SRR SR (1) ISk
K- RNE S OCHK, fEHEXTC 58 PM E 1 B
KA, T3 PM J5 4L (McDaniel et al., 2009; Pink
& Dodson, 2013); (2) M SR PM ZL 1A 915 52
IR IR SO W 8 B R 58 R AE, 5 AN
EHATNo-Go)ILHZ o TN BE IR 7o 2 I AT 3 5k
4 6 L 58 B PML R ) TR, T BRAIK PG
B, X R ANHI N T (Bugg et al., 2016; Walser,
Plessow et al., 2014), BESRTFEHITIE PM AL 5%
S C R IR, A2 R I B R 2 )
PM JER=A A A 522 Walser F1 Plessow 5§ A
QOIHTEMFFE PRI SR BT Bk PM 2R I LY
WHL(4 WE 12 R)IF4EE 5 PM LR M T T
55 RUNE A B, PM 2R B 12 RO A2k PM
JER . MEZWHAT PM N JE AR #E T E 58 MU )
iR, XFFE BIRZ AT PM 5 —Rhsh
R, B G PG T WLEOR AR

WFE 3 K25 T 2 R — 2 )3 3l 1 e &5 0 i
KA BRLRFEXT PM JSELHE M, X — L5 TR
JE5 PM 1A A St A OG0 X Gt T =y
NFZRTE PM I A i B B, Jd i 1
SR 7 ORI MBS TP R PM 2R - ] 1Y
SR FOARYE S AR L, FRAT R S i e A T
KEJ PM J53(Bugg et al., 2013), $HAT [0 4t i
(implementation intention encoding)#s7 T 28R Fl
T Z ) I 2 i B, AT 2 SR < SR i
| X, WABPAT Y IWFe 15 RIS P
Ay <R GHAIBA” (then), “HIR”BLsM
B AR B e AT 9E 5%, TR A A W2 B 3
EILPAT S BV 19 AH DG 04T 2B (Bugg et al.,
2013; Zimmermann & Meier, 2010), 1% Zm 5 5% %42
A AXHE B AT O BERAE, IR IS 5170
N AR, B REALIE O 5 R 1) A R $R I
HEMHE R PM JE3L

FRZERFHESL, PM AT 55 P BT 235200 PM 5
BRI RIN o BIFFE R 2 BOR W e 0 B BeZ I
PATPMAT S5, SERUT Bl 2] 5 PM 2L 0 Hh AT
BEAT AT 55 i 2T B PMAT: 55 2 48 B0 B Bt
RS PM H AR AR E OB, N7 2T 15 Ak )
W SR AE, X RE AR HEXT T 58 R ) A k4R
B, FECPM AR 2R IET PM R IJEA—E &
PR 2 BE PM RO, S AT EOKR B LR PM

EEML, PATILTHR PM B0 T 5 7= A ) 5k
PM . B, I PM TS o 2 )T PM
B4 RES BT 5 PM &g A sk T,
AT RE PR A R R ) 5E LR AE, X B E AR
PM WA HIIN T tHF PM EZ ZFHE K
FIIR AT (BN, fE45 s o A IREET B K45,
X PR R B2 5 M S 45 L L W R AR 2 B PM
AHLG, 2B PM AT 55 IR 2 TE K PMUJGE 5%,
A2 FH A sh Ak T 58U T 0 5 0k i B B A
T QnAEAEE S PM A EE, e ST PM ARigR
FNF/NE PM SR, TU0 R 0 T 0 e i R TE
524, McDaniel %5 A (2009)% B 50E PM 145
SWINA RSB hIKE, XSRHFEEHE
BHATHAR . S, Pink F1 Dodson (2013)#
T PM L5 B, FIE ST BAR AR L,
25 SR S 1 N R A P T R RS B B PM
LEIWR T WAL N, S B i PM R )
Ab T K B IRAS G X A R AR, T
1o KO B A A BRI AR, A R 23 B
Wk, S2 PM JEk.

Walser 55 A (2017) P82 T 8006 158 )5 B Bt PM
R4 AR AOAT S PM S 3. ISR
FSE LG B PM £R RS R 2K 500 T 4 Fh &4
2R AN 2 RIS AL | 2R 3R A s g 2 AR R[]
LRAAUA S BN A] | Ze AN [RlH 2 hiy 2 7Y
ML, UIEEPITER . B PM LEMIETTHT
%5 NI AR bR R B, A A SE  Be PM £k
FAHM ST E 52 PM B mp | R,
FHOE KA PM JRRL PM e 836 T 2 ) Ak 1 35
BAT BIRFSEOE, TELR AN SR A g & TR
JPM RTINS H LRI, BN
PM & [u) FRAEAF-AH A 2 3 FIAT Dy 52 Ir ] (19 ELAAR 1B
Fo PRSI A SE G Be PM 2 28 50 fil A AL
FEAEZ M PM JE R KD, X 3k B X 2 58 1 PM &
] (1) ZRAF A A7 1T REJEAS ELAR B2 R AR He B 1)
B 45 (Walser et al., 2017).
212 HITHRESFE

Br PM AESAHRIESL, SE4T AR S5 RefiE 23 5%
W) PM JE sl #EAT AT S5 R AE AL 45 R4 T AT 55 B
fof LA B S0 AN 58 B BEEAT HR AT 45 VS G . 40
SRYG I AT ARSI i ey, B4 PSR 2 58
B PM R ] A AU A0 D o IR 2
wF, 2 BEmE R, F3 PM SR s E
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5 5 BT B T BEAT TP AR S A R S, il
TEFEAT HPAE 55 vhos 5 8 s 42 4 55 (Boywiitt et al.,
2015) B E0F W 54T 45 (Pink & Dodson, 2013), 4
R, BT RSN AT 248 PM S
2. A, Matos 45 A (2020)£E 4T AT 55 (1) 114
WHAE 55 P 1 R M2 AT 55, SRR T
T3 BEAT AT 55 30 5 1H 3R @5 AF Hh IR i (o
5 AT ) BT AT (R 5 AR A B (R B ) . LAER A
PUATHIR . B PM LR MBEAT AT 55 SO i S 48
PRE B, FIEHEA L, PEETA R PM JEAL
TR, SRR U Ak PM S RROE 2 5. fE
T AT IR B R PM SRR, FTREE N
NIRRT X PM RN T, PG TE%E
B PM B HE A UK. Tt T i S5A
AT AR MBI WA PMORRL, HEI T
55 WINAN AT 5 PM G &2 ) e 2 —Fh Rk
PESE R, BT o AR 55 R S G 3 O A — 5 22
HR PM JER

SEHTED X3 PM O A58 U BelE AT AT
255, R 28 PR B AT AT 55 1 B AH [
(Matos & Albuquerque, 2021a; Mdoschl et al., 2020;
Scullin et al., 2011; Scullin et al., 2009), Scullin 5§
AN (2012) % B, WO F5E B B AT H AT 55 1 DL
FetE2 2 PM SR, VERC AR 1F T W0 R 58 U
Bl AT AT 55 ¥ a4 55, AR
WOs B B AT T AR 55 8 OB A2 AE 55, T 58 B
Bl RIMAE 55 o SR, WO N 52 B B
HEAT AT 55 T E 4% 10 2 77 A T i 1) B O PHUAT
Voo T AN SE U Bt AT b A 55 AR DL IC 23 5 mak
AN TR RS, EHESE MR PM E R H K
PRI, SE R BB B R PM 2R 5T BE H B
R, T3 PM SR
213 #EHEE

Bk PM 155 FiEAT A 55 FRAESE, PM G RLE
SEFSERA K. ESHERENRESESHEEH
BOE M HPATE R Hb, AR50 A0
SEMT Bt Z AR5 R B8 S PM R ST il
FHRAHEE R . TR ETRE T, AT IS4
PM JE RIS 25 . PM R UK S50
(Event-based PM paradigms with semantic associates
of PM cues) FIAFAHIE PM £ %1 X (Event-based
PM paradigms with no longer relevant PM cues). H:
T, REREOE PMOZRRFEA AT Aoy AT IR

72 3 (repetition error paradigm). T & 1 ¥ L =X
(repeated cycles paradigm) Fl $h 17 45 % 5 3
(commission errors paradigm) = Fl 27 (Matos &
Albuquerque, 2021a; Méschl et al., 2020),(1)PM £
F R SO S5V BRI Wi AR 5558 8
AT P EAE S PR R E A G . TR R
PM IR KA GG, 55 PMZRIE SUHCH) #
1) 5 AN A5G BRLR] 1% 3R] ) I8 4 B I EAT R
FRAL BS54 S5 o7 4 DA A 2 2 s B 1) ) 1 AR B
1 (Forster et al., 2005); (2) & R R IF AW
K PM SE ISR B, 8 EER BOATE PM 2R B
PURF HEATREAE (9 PM SOV, FF7E PM AR AR 3
AT AN [ 4R S S N o R, B R0 i Ik &
P PM R R A T IE#A G, B4 PMZ&ERT
YO BRI PM RN, SRS REE R
PATHE R (Matos & Albuquerque, 2021a); (3)E R
PR, R 52 210 B 8 A 5 A
B B¢ (Walser et al., 2012; Walser, Goschke &
Fischer, 2014; Walser et al., 2017; Walser, Plessow
etal., 2014). #IH B B4 s, &ML PM 55
B, R AT star e T 78 58 b B
S5RUE, T ASEREOE - BRI IR, Horh
SIS PM 2R Sl LR FRAROCHY PM
AR MFELIR R Z 0] 1 25 5 (B I L AT TP AT 5%
B R S AT R )R PG PM ARG ()T
i 15 9 ) R e i A A T B IO RS A B Be
(Bugg & Scullin, 2013; Bugg et al., 2013; Bugg &
Streeper, 2019; Scullin & Bugg, 2013; Scullin et al.,
2012; Scullin et al., 2011), SZHHFHFAZR B
AR R ML) PM R R IFATRE N . & B
Borhgol B 7T EPAT AT RSN, X PM
HARHEATHRRE SV o S LB BN X 5 PMH
PRIEAT R E OB, Rl AT AT TR S5 o PM AL
AL 38 3 58 B B h a0 SR PME A 9 s 1
SO HEAT HAT 55 19 T4 52 B Ok (MBschl et al.,
2020), Schaper Fll Grundgeiger (2017)TEHATEEIRIE
B FE Al TF A& IE R - AT 3 X (delay-execute
paradigm) &% %< PM JF3, %G R7E PM B
6] B B U JE AN Oy b LT R G AT B RN, TR
WS (B A WA B B D RE SR B S BT R DI U
PR RBEAN ] . B, HATEIER - AT
Tia] 2 IR R T =2 (0] A5 B 8 ) B ) 9 455, R,
FER—FHATIEA P PM LRl W BA m W, L
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PR BRI E PM E ], (HAEPATEE B
JrAERREEEENEN PM LK., S£HREXEF
TER RS, Hln, PM ZRRIE CBEE 9 M 2k
AR o U Bl AE A S IDE Y o 2%, LA R ) S AR
JE T REEE AN o AR R TEAESC PM R
TR KRR RAE L U B R R AT Bl
JNERES, TR R W 58 2 5 EHETH IR (Méschl
et al., 2020), BRILZ 4D, PM KR LB Ls
FEEHEREAIFAW L PM TR B, TEENE
PR L BT R R 1 S OR E IR AT I 3 S
PM 6 A58 U B . S E R I E A A i PM S
A I R T AW T IR L PM R 1 R
N, T ERAT A R 2 X 2 e ) B SR A X AR,
M H = Akt PM JE 8RS bR AP FE 22 5% .
i b, AR5 2 S AR SRR R 1 A v B
PM JE 3 HI R/

BR T AR 53000, 30 i og il 9 B 22 (8] 9 A
[A] 3 3R AL 45 T faf th 5 PM JE 5 2, B E]
TR AR B HARICAZ N A T, R SR AE T fE
TE & 0] 5E W 22 J5 B B A ZE 3R 32 1 7H iR (Walser,
Plessow et al., 2014), Scullin Z¢ A (2009, 2011)3# i3
PR SE R BE B B PM 2R3 1 1) B B 1] o 15 7
KFPATEH 80 MAME R e £5) . mht
(B ZER (T AT & A 24 MR E R FEAES ).
DU PM 4R Rk AT v AT 55 S I s g 48 Bk 2 3,
WA RIEIR 451 T, TR PM 2R R 5 HLIR M
RN AT 25, BB AERIEAZ N PM )5
o HIMA, Walser % A (2012) K BL T PM J5 4
Wit 402 3R ] (9 14 002 0/ . ZEfBL L, Walser 1
Plessow %5 A (201438 1 7 56 S W Bris B N
Ji PM &mMA, 258 kIR — A Poh gk
TR PM 2R SO B, B AN b R0
FHE PM LR 5L RN A E S, XUt
AR A R ER S5 R 5 7 A4 PM A3, B
", RFHEZERYE PM BRIk REAEAS—
B, 1 RGX D 22 R 0y AT R AL G I AR SR
FRIEZC  PM AR 55 14T iR 55 B 25 70 LA RSB IR
(i) B < S ) 1 B 55 . Walser 25 AR R B G HAE
K, PM AE 55 R MR E 1455 1647 40 W (S0 0 4%
R), TS N FE T AW, B IR
TS PG TRCE T Scullin 58 A MRS E
FOR FHPATHE R, PM AT 45 2R X 4 5 Bpa] it
TR G L ZER), #HA7THE 55 BRI 24T 57,

P ] 2 3R SR 7 56 B B T 1 2 R BT AL R
— W R PEEAL S, PUTIZAE 55 277k Tt 2
HERA(EAF I

TE S F5E L B 22 18] 3 AT 55 fa it 25 52
i PM J5 8 K/ . Walser 11 Goschke 25 A (2014)
W ERIN PM O A 52 B B2 ] B9 AT 55 67 e O
455 PM R ML T AT 55 O R, SR
il A A AH B, TESON B B2 J5 AT XS AN B IR
B E AL S ATFEAL PM A3 T, Matos Al
Albuquerque (2021b)HARFT T PM #UE F 58 WY
BT 55 S %) PMJE AL 520, IR 7E T TAE
e A R S — T S AR AT S, R, KT
YEICAZ G gar o 43 51 56 B 3-back FT 1-back 1T55 . L
5 PM ZRR AT AT 55 i S AR bR K, 5
T TAEICIC AL, & ARAE S s /= A4 T3
A PM JE AL, ESE PM R ) ) TR AR 58
BB BOF AR . 72 PM BUR BT B Z 5
S BT — I T A kR T AR IS IC T AR S5, SR
HFESERL PM E I THIE .
2.2 NMEFEEM4E PM R
221 £

BRAE 55 FRIEAN, ANMARRHIE D 23520 PM S 2.
ASAAEAESE B & AR AE AR B L ORI T R A5 T
FRHA B R 22 5 . KERFTR B 58 T AN R AR
FEUR PM S 2501925 5, 25 SR & B0 PMLJ 405 47 1%
i ok 1IN AR A 7R 5 VTSGR (Boywitt et al.,
2015; Bugg et al., 2013; Bugg et al., 2016; Cottini
& Meier, 2020; May et al., 2015; Scullin et al., 2012;
Scullin et al., 2011), Cottini F Meier (2020) & X KF
AR RN PM S RGHAT OB B, WS Y
B LEXS PM 2R A 4D TAER AFIEAEN,
BE5E b B, JLEMZAE N AR AT T3
K PM 58, JLE RN DI REIE AL T % e i B2,
B EC5E AL PM O [ B X LR H 58 24 i (Cottini
& Meier, 2020). F34h, H4AFRIE P A A2 1L
A R R ) T RE, e ) SR
S A TR T DA G . SAERA
AL, JLFEFACEAE N TG R I A2, 5%
BB B Ml LU RN 2 58 1 PML R Y 3 & B,
K5I K PM 5% (Scullin et al., 2011; FH 45,
2019).,
222 HUTES Sk R

PAT RS — R GONFIRE Sy, $8MRTELS
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BT, R4 B4aSm, A LT X%
{5 B AT A . 3 X 45 2 1Y B ) (Braver &
Barch, 2002)., $hATHEHIBETI 5 PM G2 K/
A0 (Scullin et al., 2012; Scullin et al., 2011),
Scullin %5 A(2012, 2011)i# 5 Stroop f£45 . £k
K (Trail Making Test) LA & Bl 307 B 22 K 43 281T 55
(Wisconsin Card Sorting Task)e i &AM IAT I
HIBE IR S PM JRRUM KRR, MEIT
BRI R, PM EAGEAE . XE S PM
7 6] A9 % W4 (output monitoring) & FE K PM )5
M EEEER, 58N B AR I EZ AR
CHATIE IR PM R 0] it M 4a SRR X TR AT 30
S S8 MY IC 12 (Ball et al., 2018; Skladzien,
2010), %y W 4a 26 WOAT B 5 B0 B AT Bt e it
RGP 1780, Ball 52 A (2018) & B, R 5
T BB PM 119 % s WA ¢, 2L 58 il PMLE 1] 1
B W S SOOI R . SgaL AW R PM
LREATE BT, JFIEME T EZ 0, R
S L MRS ATy o T i L A 2 K O e ] B D
PM &R E W HIIEE R T w0 (A E
BPATHEE) SR BRI R PM &R (RNRR) .
SR, T KM MIERMT, —H PM
BEHoEl, mhEENRILSRE PM &%
M1E S5 BAEIE R, b s A kR, &
fE#EE 58 B PM & IR
223 ANIEHFHE

T80 SRS T 1 BA R Z PM 5 R0 W A2
5 [l & (Penningroth, 2011) ., ik Z& 5 1] (state
orientation) & f& £ H & ] Jy 11 Pt 22 2 W AR B AN
PrAs ), 4T 355 19 (action orientation) ] &
A7 B SR BOAT 2 SR T M BB & e B 6 )
(Goschke & Kuhl, 1993),Kuhl #1 Beckmann (1994)
AR AT BEBAT 47 3l 5 RS 1 i 1 1, X
AT ) P A g S — i AAR R BT, T B AT ()4 RS
BUTR RARE . PR FRW, RE ST 0 173w
BN A B RS B 1) SRR R S KO A RS . i
H, WREFm A0 E 2 R X R ) 5% 8=
0] B 5546 2 (Beckmann, 1994; Goschke & Kuhl,
1993) ., AR ¥ 357 2 5 ) 4% 1 7 (residual activation)
B XA, PM AT 45 38 7 L ig 42 o i Ho A ) 258 4k F 5
= PE K, ME S PM R W dE SR iF
EOE KR, 44 PM A A (Walser et al.,
2012), Walser Fll Goschke % A (2014)VLJ5i PM £k

FRHEAT AT 55 S0 I R 4R AR & PR S : m) LeA T
BT ) AR TR PMJEAL. RS S0
FI/ART PM 2R3 = g B 18 R fi S Bt G 4t Ak fin
T, BXIESR T PM & RAF, #1505 PM &)
TEXEIR, A ATE KA PM G 5K -

23 g

ZiG PM ESFHIERR, WEMMBAENEL
F UL BB TN e R T ) I 45 R R 24 1 X 58
A PM I H R AR, T AR T REAE HE X
T PM AR I IR 2L 4%, B35 TR 1l PM
JaR . HARPATIE PM E 0 AH L, P47 PM & )
R iE PM JRAUHIR . YRR INE R D MEE
PR SRR TR I R AR A A T2 58 PM
BEmHR, 5iE LELRMLL, Mgk R Bae Tk
T PM B mTHR . 2 5ME PM AE 55 DL s
FSE BT B PM 22 Z 2 A 1 AR R 1 3 6 25 (2 it %
CLoEnl PM &y A sifbin T, A Lm il B
REEIUH) PM E 0], X5 TR PM G 3K 10 2 %
ik PM AF:55 >3 154 1 LA S 00 A58 iU B PML R
A B AR ABLPE T REAR 2 PM JS AL TR .

MHEAT RS RIS R, ST RS A
B far 38 F 2 b R Z VRN IR, A8 4 58 s B
THIHIC 58 PM & ] B A F SR AR 2,
XHEZTEH PM G458 W0 F 58 B BL itk 47 4T
55 I UC PO M 23 AR X T 58 i PML R Il 1Y [ & SR,
CoE N = O B o B =X O S B T M T
HA MBI, 25 PM ERL. BRI, 2R
HEAT AT S5 N G, A PR A DS 5 RT R
HE s PM B maiHR . i H, FERBEE Mo
BB B iE A7 AT 5 1 D BE P AT RE 8D X 2 58 K
PM ZE 1] Y H A HREL, R PM G A0HIR .

S IEENI BB REEN PM G5k, i
ALHEAT 55 Y0 28 LA BTG AN 58 BB B A AT 55 1R B
AT, AHEMME 5582 By 22 R eSS PM
JER B RN, (B FETE SR i PM JERUMTE
METH R T — 5 . T8 PM &I T
1B 50 o8 B B AT S i B O, R E
T, 3G I RN 8 R B R) A B R] SE R 2 AR
O 58 B 1) PRIk A, (2 20 2 1) RAE AT R o
P B Be 2z ) B A 45t e, AT RE TR X B
SERL PM ) 4RI [ t, —H AT PM G
RO o Bt ke, 508/ 0 RS B B 2 []
4 I [R] SE 3R FAE55 B faf, T RETE 55 T8 i PM JE %L
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AMARERAE T TED, B A I 1 Bl R A
PEXELLREEL 52 i PM IR, AL PM )5
B AT RS A RE I BEA S PM R Rk
(O IR A7 A OISR, 5 A 5C Y BE g M e
5y {2 HE PM 5 R IR o T2 X LERE Ty AS LI, B
SIEI PM Gk 478l 1) B A RTE IR 3T 7 1)
AMHC S8 PM R 1 J7 I A DS, BT fE e
HEPMRRHIE o RS T AP LA 2 58 A%
PM IR, HHIEM PM 5L,

3 EH PM JE R A F0E IR B9 1A Z0 18
ZHLE

AKX PM FRIRZRETHMHE R, X
HITAHLH R FERARA PR o R Z 0783 3w
TR A B W I ML ), B R AR A R
PM &[] 2% JEAT AT 55 77 AR T GHEA T TP AT 55
W AR 1) A B4 (Marsh et al., 2006; McDaniel &
Einstein, 2000), 7£ PM J5aURIBE5T R, 5256
AN SR Bt AT AT 55 (4 3% It PM 2R ALtk
T AR 55 ) 5 B2 S 1 (AL & E AT P A 55 8 S b
AT ILEE, MR TR, S E S PM
B IEATHFENGEIR, S A T, ik
ANATE 52 58 2% A4 v i) B 18 T AR S, U
SEARB B TR PM R ) 2 T AR DA 0 B IR,
SCRAEHIINT. . PM 5 380148 RN IR 7T e KA
A By AL, S5 ROE st #2453 3h ik im T Ak
FEMILOCR R YT, 5 8000 T IR 5o 2 0 B4Rt
FHm T,

31 FEHE PM BRI EL AR HE L
311 HHMEPM BREEEINMING : B
HUMTEEEMT

A 30k T3S, PM R TE I AN
FEINRIBEUR, BT 40 MO A R i 42 )50 PM
LR B EREE WO B B b B g A AT PM
=N NS o U QPO A B2 VA 3 S I R
TR ACE IR IRAS o 78 BT BB B PM £k
K, MEASXC R PM BT AR, S
F( PM J5 %1 (Anderson & Einstein, 2017; Bugg et al.,
2013; Cohen et al., 2020; Meier & Rey-Mermet,
2018; Scullin & Bugg, 2013; Scullin et al., 2011;
Scullin et al., 2009). © 5 PM &1 19 H 3L im
TRy K. RAT-IRE5 N T (reflexive-associative
process) 122 55— & Jill T_(discrepancy-plus-search

processing) i F 2l (Kurtz et al., 2022; McDaniel
etal., 2015; Scullin et al., 2013), Jz S -5 0 T
i, HEIEHL PM & ) 45 32% 8 m A AE R BRI
Ja, BENJE PM 4R o3 S0Pl S B0 R PM 4k
2R 45 Tl A= 18] ) 3003 SR 45 (MeDaniel et all,
2004; McDaniel et al., 2015), #FMiiE s PM J53%
ZF R LNy, 7E$AT# AT AR S5 T
X PM 4R R IEAT R SN 2 T8 2% AL IR,
X2l RS O T ARG 1) 22 SRR VR A 4 =
T.(Breneiser & Mcdaniel, 2006), il T3L1E5
TR, bR KSR T BB R, JIFE
B 58 5 PM 2 7 (Kurtz et al., 2022), MTTIE AL
PM JEA. B T H AR BUIN TP S AR A 7T g3k
LA 56 BB B R AT Ff AT 55 S I ek 8 ki i A AT A
% (Bugg & Streeper, 2019; Méschl et al., 2020),
B AN S AR T R ) PML 5 50 LA o sz o7 s
B PUTH RS SRS R E B X 4. RRARIE bl
i A (mouse tracking) 7] g %% £ I W B ¥E, ©
Ae 18 Bk RbR B B 0y O ) AR R, JF AE R M R
N 3k B O AR R R R AR A A TR AR B .
Kurtz 5 A (2022)Z85 G IZ A E R T PM G (ET
HEPATHNR | JE PM ZeR AT H 55 S )
ST R AR I (4 S S I 5 i T3 2 25 57—
HRINT., ¥ TR BB PM R 517 E
S5 LU, n 2R B A% 2l 3 R [ ST R 25 7
YR, A ES B i R 0 AR R R ) S
S-ERESINT. . AATEIL, SR E P E R PM
LRI 2 R EURbR R o M S F0 4 BE B3 45
SR T R -G T,

FEHIN THIS AN, PM 530 TE i 2 TE B A
FRUE . WM IR L m, ok W T
(strategic monitoring processing) A1 M Hl I T
(inhibition processing). M1 TN, E5ER PM
BT K Ao R, Bl 58 B BT
B AN AR AT RS 8 R AR g, X2
LT Wi 45 1 7 512120 T (preparatory  attentional
and memory processing). &M B E]E PM
LRI AT B X AT R R R N, N
PATHEAT ARSI o TR R 2L X | PM
LRIATIENE, 58 PM B 5 T 3 IR
B PM ZeRMbLLs, I RE SR M b 22 X 33k 47
RSB RN, Fod, BHBEmE PM LR MbLss
AIREREAR T B PUTHNR, (X 38 xT 52 sl b
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BE TR S T PM RS A B R
F18y M A 0n T R 1) S8 B SR e S 7 1 A IR
Fo W, BARPAFEZ, 824 W,
T PM JG4((Meier & Rey-Mermet, 2012;
Moschl et al., 2019; Strickland et al., 2018; Walser
et al., 2012; Walser et al., 2017),

BYE PM ZEM THEEMZ.OERE, B R
NAVE R B T R N PM & A B B (G
. fefl . SR, AT RHIB Y BY) (Bllis, 1996;
Kliegel et al., 2002; Matos & Albuquerque, 2021a),
IZIIBIA T, PM J5 5005 Ko S A ) i m Tk 7
A & FRBUIN T A0 i T.(Scullin & Bugg, 2013),
WFEEANTHE Z I TR JERl Bk fE i 17 sh& 2
BN T. P18 (dynamic multiprocess view), %Pt
KA, TESEM PM AL S Bt R b, XA Y
di IR SR BUTE R &R, T AR 1 52
FRAEA B . SIS A AN BT IR (Scullin et al.,
2013; Shelton & Scullin, 2017) HRAEZHAEZ E T
P, R IR 58 MO R I, 2w e AR
SN ) €)1 O U S  ol(T E7)
A5 AT: 5517 45 20 245 by 741 2% DA 0 B 5 A 4 A (Bugg
& Streeper, 2019; Matos & Albuquerque, 2021a).
wn, YHEAT AR SRR BRI, A S BN
MBI AANFIXS C 7E L PM B0 A ER R, T2
A AR 5 S fr s iy, IR 2 52 PML 1)
MBI, TEATREXTC 5E L PM R Ia 54T A 3h
T, PUAEAR R AT PR S s g b, A4
PR S B A5 R SR AU TR w58 BB B 3] J5
PM RR(UHREME ., REMHLR), MExA K
PEBUEHTAROCE M A4S, Zad fe e A sh ik in 1.
A A0 T 4 0 2 4 ) o 2 57 i ) ) i B
AT o BRILZAE, AR BRI R 8 e i) S S -1k
MER-EENTSEWMERMTHSS
(Kurtz et al., 2022), SCSF—BCE5 M T H Al m4E
HiIX E5E R PM R 8] Y S KPR S, B
T AV 2% 1 S AR ik 2 B0 2 58 R PML R [l (R AT
JNT.(Bugg et al., 2016), HI1 5 £ 58 B & )38 1 /2 5
—IBREE I TR I, N ] AT RE AR & ] R S
A BB AT O D o 10028 - R In TR
VRN T ICAZ K A, 7R 3] PM
LR BRI 23 30 X 28 58 2 S 1 O MR M L 12 R
(Anderson & Einstein, 2017). 038 1d 22 7&K
I HEH, IR 2 DA J 4 il al E 224 ] sl W 1

ICTCHE R, O PR SR HE S8 iU PML 1) (5740
iy, Bk, RSO THIS L RS LH T
PSR, 76 PM R IE W, AT B3l
SH PR AIRENS . 58 PM B a2 il & F 3l
ARINT, AR AT RE 2 30X AT PM R,
N RS2 A, 23 i BRI R, T R
PM JG3.

gi b, S Beh, AMARE AT E %€ PM
R ELE S8 PM R X #E AT AT 55 77 AR T
S PM RS He, B E B 58 B PM R 1] I %
FOEAT A R, X ARG 7 A A AT R R
(Anderson & Einstein, 2017; Scullin & Bugg, 2013;
Scullin et al., 2011; Scullin et al., 2009). &K B
PXTESEM PM B AT RS RS, & BT
PM £ FEAT o155 10 SO R B A4, B 2 %)
AT AR S 77 4 T (Meier & Rey-Mermet, 2012;
Moschl et al., 2019; Walser et al., 2012; Walser et
al., 2017). XU T3 18 F 22 2 5 100 S HExT
CoEmM PM Z I JEAT H A SEBCRIIm SN T, 2k
PRI B, STERL PM 5L (H)2, I
TR RN, Rk PM JERUTEIR . Rk, A3
AN TR R T n] RE AT RO R PM S R
AL
312 EHEM4tE PM BEREBAIHEHLE

BESR PM JERRIE RS A sk hn T, gz
TRARBYI, B2 L5 HAR OC 4 23 % 0 g
UEHA PM JEROE U ZLE] . Beck 55 A (2014)fd
JH P BE W 3L 9% 1% (Functional Magnetic Resonance
Imaging, IMRDF AR 438 T PM 520+ 5 A shikm
TR A AR OGR4 il DO o 7E PM 58 U Bt
OB F| L PM R SSBEE IS  E e A
WML ARG, EATS PM R R Y
A & HAHEE R (Beck et al., 2014; Cona et al.,
2015), VLI 1o ROF-BREE LA R 25 R R A K
S IO VT 0 s DR B, B —E 25, 58
BB BB B R PM 2R, N K PM R AR O
FRAESEAT BB I TR ROR, KRR R — 15 BAE
18 45 J5 4177 0] (Cona & Rothen, 2019), 2 53—1#%&
IR S A rhof A% 336 25 I Ay [l i 45 Bk — 20
B 2 20 ORI B2, B SRR I R BT IR A
LR R B FRICAL, LA R AN 1) A6 IR 3 .
PM 58 UA, T B PM R AT 2 fi &k A
I IC A2 b 3 BOR B ) R AR, &0 S 1) i A2 51



%10 *

B A5 AR5 AR DX OFPE RIS 10425 2 2 S AL 1891

T SICAZ Y SR IG5 2 T P DR A OC filg
DX o 38 3k PN I 2 2R 5 R e 3 S ST A Bl ik
SEOFPRFRTEBOR IR, HBH]E PM LRI,
2 AR RIBAHOCE m N ZE, T2 PM J5 &L (Beck et
al., 2014; Scullin et al., 2020; W %, 2018), 5
WAL, SIS A R IR RE B i & L 4
A 11 LA K B S X, 5 28 - RN TR
[, A 36k 25 J Aty 1] f) 45 JEL 2 s i 226 4 Wk /I i
it E )z, ERTTHEE M PM R TEKIICZ
DRSO IR S, 3 A0 TP e 28 O S
PEARELE 52 PM & I, MR L PM J5 2 (Beck
et al., 2014; Cabeza & Moscovitch, 2013),
WML, EELIME PM LRI
FEE S B TR, ZEHE S PM
T T LA a1k 2 AT [ 58 B B
PM & ZRIHEAT AT 55 AT RE 237 AR AR EL 52 4

W SEAE S, X oBEaE AT R [, A% 5 AR AT
[F 3L [RIAE AR T ™ @24 (salience network), B
FRAAN S PM I AHIC A NSNS B . R
]38 5 8 M TR B2 )2 DA KOS To i ot 2 m] 33
W, IR mE G M 254, ERTRED
SERL PM B W] (Beck et al., 2014; Cona et al.,
2015; Friedman & Robbins, 2022; FixX 2%, 2018),
FIFNa P2 i PM LR 5755 1 w525
SRR MBI . B SMUFTR K2
BRI | 5 TR R 22 S5 0 00 451 T 0 2% 5 5%
BRI A, W 2, B TiES,

00 P 265 25 AR AR EAT AT 45 DL IR PMLZR 3 1 e i
FERMEAT A LR 0 B e O R T RN B o v
FHSRHNBLRHAE N T, ZERFE S8 PM &0 1
WRA, R PM LR, S ANA
IR L2, #5H  PM J5%#%(Cona & Rothen,
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2019; Cona et al., 2015),
32 FEHHE PM BRHIR KA H#EH H
321 EHM4M PM FRUHBAAMMIMLE: 0
HnT

5 PM JERYIE AR, J5 R TR 5
INTOCREEY], W TN PM ZE m RAER
WA KPAE R 0 S8 UG E SRR, 5 PM &I
ARG AT AZ N 25 1 OHG ZKF T BRI 22 BE KT LA
T, X EAETE PM BEMAEICILHNERNE
MR S — R, I TR T
CoEmM PM & B IS K, R (AR T
B AT, B SIS T, R M
WHESEM PM BEmHR R, mH, #He s
S PM R [ A7 Bl T 7B B4 5 [6] R AIE(EL Haj et al.,
2018; Matos & Albuquerque, 2021a; Moschl et al.,
2020). G P B E R EGR Y PM ), 5E AL
BB — HEORON AT PM AR5, IEmf 4%
AN BN ELSE AL PM B AT 90, LAGRUE
HEAT AT 55 B9 PRAT o AEAI RN T nT BEAFAE S U
J5t PM R FHIHI C 58 A PM. (] DL B 3 ]
(R U PM & Z) PIFP S [R] R i 4
SERM T BB F 5 PM RIS, B xR, AR
JRBANHFEIH C 52 M PM &, 55 W5
SERLBY B A ARIE PM R EATHR, AT REAS
WHIE PM 2R, T2 4 A 52 B B2 BeA
HEATHE S5 R, BB SRR PM R iR
BIFNE 5E 8 PM 2 ] AT o

15 1 EFRIC P (stop-tag) TA N, I0TE B B o
PM I8 B 1B A 5 IR 30 0 R Y 1 5
BURAE, 58 MU B i 3 15 20 45 1R AR i 46 1 3
AHRAHOCHT PM £ R - LI AS A AR SR AE |, 5
5y T AR 2 04T 193892 (Bugg & Scullin, 2013;
Bugg et al, 2016). #8 #&ic 12 09 F L [ 2 i
(reconsolidation theory), 4 iC1Z #% & Hr IS I,
NN ZRARE., EXMATRERST,
042 0] ek P 1E (Nader & Hardt, 2009), 52 ¥ B
B E 5 PM 2R 2 HOHTE HAR—AT 3l AgIk4s, X
i e AT E IR P kiciz . Bk, 5EK
BB B ) PM R R BT fil & % R PM. )
Bz, #Em st PM JERUAYIE IR

WIEHEZEMN TIPS, £ PM G
HIRS R, MABSXTEM PM EmiFfT A
S BRI, AHDN I ] KV A s 1A 4R B R il Z 41

e sE i PM & 10 JFH L4 1R (Bugg & Scullin,
2013; Bugg et al., 2016; Bugg & Streeper, 2019;
Kurtz et al., 2022; Matos et al., 2020; Schaper &
Grundgeiger, 2019; Scullin & Bugg, 2013), 4K
HRE PM EIM UG, ATRERR 1 i
O R PM N (Bugg et al., 2016), i8] B 45
IEARIC S PM 20— MEAH DGR, DA AN A UCE
FJE PM 23R B 2t 5 (9 AN PIA T S WA T 205 11 5 1)
(Bugg & Scullin 2013), JGitjE PM JG 8 TE BLiE
ST IR B KOS T AL, AT 2 Tl n T
AR, TE PM R J5 & WA m oK F 5
i, [ E 58 PM E I THIR 454 PM AN A
Ak T PRI TR0 T3, A AR AE
TE S A, B A BT AT B e R
Ji PM ZREK, SRIEX T 5E M PM A AT 30
(Matos & Albuquerque, 2021a; Moschl et al., 2020),
12 o5 RE B A3 B PML S AR A8 o SR Il m
AT 43 Sl E A A T A R4 o
Too A ShFRECIE N T 5 U TR s — 2,
T M A AR I A i T3 B X 58 i PML 1]
BEATHFEE A, R 5 X B TR . BT A
IRFF LB AN TGEIR AT C 58 i PM & [l AT M
¥, SERBBE B R PM R R e Xk
RS, RIEMESEM PM BT, X—
AR IHFENAIB I . HE5E M PM R [ 2
S, DS IR TAE R o PR, = P A
INTESRIEE TR PM B MR, KA
G D) TUD P A Y O = L T B 8 104
A DTS AR AT REAFTE B2 B0 n A
ER RGEHARTE H S S B0 145 W f -
I TR DR, R R AT R T — B 52 36 9 U0
ZHEBFTIXY

£ PM R RUIBIESE 3 7R 58 R B
Pl B 5t PM 2R NN T AT I PM OB, o
VRS T AT 55 SN R AT, e R S A X 2
SEI PM 1] B9 S BRI AT (Mbschl et al., 2020;
Pink & Dodson, 2013; Scullin & Bugg, 2013; 3=
& A, 2019; FTE 4E, 2020), TCiBEAE IEARICHE
W BN TR S 3 A 2 5N T3NS v K
THEA, ZAT R PM O ERIHR, 7858 R
BB O 58 PM R Jm) B T 5 A DA R TR L i
TR B A AT I HERRZS o BRtk, 30
I AT BE AT RO R PME AT IR



410 44 FBESE ARSI AR S LS AR AR R B AL 1893

322 EHHEPM BRCHIRAHEIE

PM 5 &I IR 5 306 T PIAR DG, Horb
£ ) & e I 1 s e TN S 1 T
MR Z L BT RS TR R AN, I 5 A
B2 A RE B K2 )2 DL K B iz 3 XA % (Cona
& Rothen, 2019; Cona et al., 2015; Scullin et al.,
2020), SEMKT BB EE PM R, H5HAHEH
R 2 I S ORI HAR 1 2 i 1l
I B AN T35 20 2 58 AL PML A T BE4 T PMLSLRE,
B E 5 PM R I 277 A N P R AR, T
AMRFIHINT B 52 W PM R 10 RN, XS T
ATV 0] 5 Wi A e 2 o SIMINHIE 451 1 2 45 2l ST
SRR — IV ) I 06K 235 40 o T ) 00 8% 52 Iz A IR
BEEAMUTTET K BLET S T 2 3
(7 %) 4050 T ) 286 L A % 2 52 L PML 1] 7Y
$#2£H2(Cona & Rothen, 2019; Scullin et al., 2020), fig
R T 58 PM R ]34 5 5 B i ) X Sl A
WRAR, M D5 P00 AT S SN R i A5 24
55 R AT 56 o Sl BIE 3 XK G 2 KRR e X
B, HEEm PM A NS S w3 B
Wrrsh b, BIXFE 52 PM B gk AT W6 1T
(Cona et al., 2015; Emanuel et al., 2021), 241\ HI %
e, SfEHEXNC M PM & E, 5
£ PM JERIEIR (L 2),

P, Scullin 28 A (2020) & 3K, 4 A N5
P 0 /MO HEE 25 12 )2 1) R FR 5 o O A T R DR A TE

SR E Y SR HE, R PN A R K L B AN HE
WU R RN, 5 7E PM JER. iiiTIAh
PM JG &L K XU TALE, 7€ A shikn T gy il
WS 5% 5 BTG B, AR
FHCIZ ARG RS . B IE, POl AR B,
WO e E S PM A L. BN, sh
A BEE 51 Bz )23 5 2 >0 3407 1) SR8 — 52 o7 3k 45 i 41 il T
(4 5 BB AT 5, T LI B PP A S i o - s i
AR Y T SR P S M, B S O FA
i) 52 F4) PRI S P AR IBE 2R (Izquierdo et al., 2017), 58
BB B B EI R PM 2R AT, AR IR A5 4k
X HHEAT PM R, 33X RO HE i AR DG 7R,
BSEHM T AW S A -5, B, BAAU
RRGRE PM J5E0H I TRy 2 HLH, BT
HRAE A Sk TR0 S0 T35 S 64 4 238 kA T
HEM L 3), e B BB R PM LRI, S5H
AH G B R B 23 A I 5 R, IR A% 33 45 il
], &I RERE 5 A sh b m T A i T 56 A
P, TLSERL PM A1) Y T 1B AT 1l
T, MINF PR R A 2 PM EROHR, H
24 AR 5 R S ) R T A s 2 R AT o O
W, X232 PM G, b, BB N TR
RU PR 2L T LUK B S Akm T WEdssim T L)
DA N T8 T P G DX AT R R A T b
T PM G S S HLH R SY, RS PM G
YT AR I B ik X

_______ ATmEMASENT
JEER RETH P
i 2 T Birt
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4 BRES5RE

C5E PM B W REFH R B 2THER, EaFH
BEE PR TS T TS R, BI=E PM
JRR, T PM ZEINTHE, F PM R A
FREOT/R: PMATLSHRIE . -7 AT 55 FF1E
LS SRR ERE . HAT, 2F PM JES0E S
TR WAL F2 220 & [ ghden T F=iln T
(L 2501 DA 111 )1 O I 7= 01 111 ) 11 N 3 1 7
iomT. XM TASISLE TS, K, Ashik
TIN5 0 R S -BR S I TR 22 8 & T, W
0 AT A W I TR T T P E
TN AL 2 4 BB 400 ) o R A R 4
T P& R IIETE R, PM 5300 REfE1E
SN EHIN TR R XU TR ZE s BA
K PM G AU RS A AE— LN R T i — PR 5T
41 FANEZREMGMPM ERAMIHNEH

B, XETHEAME PM S0 THLRE A
— ST N AR . o, AN T
o, RIS 22 - R A R R 2 KRR E
U RAEMPZAGTSS5T O TR PM AN
TR o R S8 AU 5 25 SRS 4 I 2 75 3
T AL T, IR XE S -4 25 R &
A E#YS PM RN RITEHEHER . St
L, HRGFEAEEINAEGIEMN 25 T e %
AL PM LA THAR . i L, A R B B 8
B PM R A HEER, IR A i B 8 K
R PPAT, s E R Ok, SERTER SN
T AL B PM 5 250 (3 & A T4l 1 sk
A7 AT 55 77 25 T i el R g B A7 4 B, A
SRR PM G R BRI H T E SR PM
i, JFARMEREM PM EmtiT A &R, 8
TSR A B T AT AT A IR B S PML 2R R 1
28 F IR A, DU RT DA Sy RV B s ) T %
Tt PM ZIn M EE AT, 755 AR %
% PM X [n](Matos & Albuquerque, 2021a), /)5,
A W E BT T PM RS A& HL A,
MATTEI LA A AR5, T HAEAS i35 /N (Beck
et al., 2014; Scullin et al., 2020), XFR#H T HF5E 45
WHIHET . BT, Aok i — SRR A PM
O 1N E e TR Ry R e S e
VLI [ & 2 B0 S S -8k 45 DA K 2% S— 1 &R 1Y
250, BT PM RIn) 58 UGS W — B BEvs B A g

FERIIN T, IFIE— 0 G B R A ) in A
TR SRR bR o T8 Bk SR ARIRTE PM RS0
FES I — R RIETHIR A G, BRILZ AN, K
SRIB TR I REEA, MHERERAN . hREN
IR AFER PM G RGHEAT DI RE P 28 LR B 5T,
ZEAATAT BRI HBE PM 5 2300 W S B,
it — 25U PM S S B 7]
42 M ARERBEMERBEEFR PM BERH

%z

HTl, X PM SRR WFoE R 2R AR T H M
PEPM AR 120 u =k, X AT RE TG 42 1 S PM
JAR ARZER PM XFINAR IR T SR AR, S0
PE PM R4, HARSFATRE A Shi0E X & m A
AP, W PM A RS ) A 2T E FRAHE
KRS, X PATHE SRR E &, MERTE R
W= BAR i BE, R EAE S As 4, DAORIE
PM {T- %5 (1 i 21 $44 7 (Einstein & McDaniel, 1990),
FAEE PM B S B A T WA 1Y SRk
K, JEE WA E T B PM 4R 1Y S
i 0K A i PMLJG A%, 1 A (] PM i/ B 1 AR
KR, MELURA S S PM AR 48 br ke i it
PM JERL, *HG SR 58] AR S 4R H Al 4R
Fro 100, PM 58 1 i B v s fi] s 4 R B 8 &2 o
PR PM e S N v RS2 B Al PML S AR b7 o
Bl AR AR LN PM 58, ARRATENR
AEEE AL L, S5 a R MrE PM ARIE, &%
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Effects of task characteristics and individual traits on the aftereffects
of event-based prospective memory and its mechanism

XIN Cong, ZHENG Yuanxia, CHEN Zhonggqi, LIU Guoxiong
(School of Psychology, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210097, China)

Abstract: The phenomenon in which an individual repeatedly performs an already completed prospective
memory (PM) intention (commission errors), or the completed intention interferes with the performance of
the ongoing task are the aftereffects of PM. Based on the multiple processing theory of PM, a literature
review revealed that task characteristics (PM task characteristics, ongoing task characteristics, task context)
and individual traits modulate the aftereffects of event-based PM. Theoretical explanations for the
processing mechanisms of the aftereffects of event-based PM include automatic, controlled, extraction-
inhibition, stop-tag, and dual processing, and dynamic multiprocess framework. Among these, automatic
processing is subdivided into reflexive-associative and discrepancy-plus-search processing, while controlled
processing can be divided into strategic monitoring and inhibition processing. The formation of aftereffects
of event-based PM is more closely related to automatic and strategic monitoring processing, and the
deactivation of such aftereffects is more dependent on inhibitory processing. The processing mechanisms of
the aftereffects of event-based PM need to be explored in-depth. Furthermore, future research should
increase the investigation of aftereffects of PM in different types as well as natural contexts, and focus on
exploring strategies to reduce the aftereffects of PM.

Keywords: aftereffects of prospective memory, task characteristics, individual traits, automatic processing,

controlled processing



