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BRI . BN, Yamaoka F1 Yukawa (2016)% Fi
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SR TIRE IR . 1H Sio %5 A(2009)%F 10 JFiAH X
WFSE B 43T A KA 25 R R E . IE4F
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FENQOINAEI, TEHEFAMRIMER AN, T
ZTF G BamR, Wl LR KA R R R EH, o
G B4 B AT RE R BT 45 6L DR 30T 1Y ) 7 3R
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Dijksterhuis F1 Nordgren (2006)#2 H! JC &R
T ¥if (unconscious-thought theory), A& 7E fisfi
B, MEIRY S EA S OESN, 5SEMTESA

KT B IRD T FKIAFEARSE . Dijksterhuis
WA B () JCERER YL . RPN 1 42 N
SRR OB BT S QA BIRE A B
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SE KBRS AT 55 R R I A B AL
(Dijksterhuis & Meurs, 2006; Study 3), i lizfR
2R ] RE SR A PR BRI BT B ARME 5 B9 E = RN
T., Zhong %5 A (2008) F i) i ¥ % 4T 45 (lexical
decision task; Bargh et al., 1995)& 8, XFh T fi# H
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%98 . Zhong RIMIA Ny . AEEAERIY, JCRIRE4E(R
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FEH NN, 37 B s R A0 AR AT M BT T s TR A 35k
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TE R, 1 B PR TR0 AS 2 Ol Y T [ 3 1
855 (Gilhooly, 2016). #&1fi, Chiang % A (2017;
Study 2)ffi FH T 37 BV EZPRYE X, 208 B ER A5 9K
REVR I 4 IRER R, RIEE B2 m . d B B 4R )
Al REZE e oy B, EDLE B ARE S5, TR
SRR TR B, B AEMER G A BRE, wh
B4 QLT 4 2012),
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TR ) R (50 a3 R AL 56 ) AR A0 4 47 )
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o B O AN RIS R L BeAh, RS
R, PR AKON B Rl B T 8 A T AN A
%% (Tsenn et al., 2014; Al-Shorachi et al., 2015),
XA A TG B IR R & R

5 R NAEAT S5 R HARE S AL, RIS
), A5 N RRAT 55 A H ART 55 B 2R BT, )
AT s TR IH 43 L 38 22 BN TG R EH AR AT 55
AT FR S 09 T0 RN T, T R Ak Rt g
Al-Shorachi % A (2015) &8, 78 & #Ik A LA
AT 55 22 )4 A KR D0 6 i AN S PR AT 55
FITFENRAON o Gilhooly 28 A (2013) & ¥, HART
5B (B oA (B MNP AG AE 55 2B (U 5 545 [))
ZIFELEAS HAE M . A6 BEBR I 58 BURT H FR AT 55 1
BT B 4304 45 TG R T BEZ BN o Gilhooly
Pk ik 4 238 BRI R T RO A R g [
Uho HIH FUW NS 3 5 B AR 55 B9 AR LA 1
A AR, By S AR S R SRR R
JIRIRT 5 W FU S B AR S5 SR P A
B4 HAE, WARMMESK = EL2ET T
I I o

5 =R NI AT 55 1 B faf AR A B BRI
A DA Ay 3 v 2% 8 FR R ALV . Sio A A
(2009) & B, AH Lb T i e 4R 55, AR B0 7 N A A
55 WA R T 5 TS (A R A AR . AT, aX
AT B2 ORI B for AT 55 o, Bl 0 7 3 T 4y
R, TS AR R 13 UL, . A, Hao %A
(2014) 38 B S8 i 100 25 28 R 1R AT 55 53X AN B
Ff AN AL, AH 30T L & 37 B g I AR i R 1
FifE 55, R 3% R B 516 55 394 [ 4 s
PR As AR, U8 BH N A AT 55 2 B A A JC IR R
BEAE AR

)5 R . Yang 28 A Q01249
RAENEREAMEERD SN, MFAER
SEHEAL, Ay LA 1 43R 3 AR EL 5 3B s ) ER
L BAR AT 55 W F RIS A ik, W5
BITER 1 A8, 3 A EPE S s S . A
WEM, RAHETHEREN 3 28ef, TTEE
AWM EBIMANT A B RE e, B R4
(R ps (B FRIE ) Z (B S R U BIE R, B, R
S R M2 RRER A, AN T BRmR AN 177 A

3 IEIERE SRR ERER B
P R0 2 57 39145 285 PR 3% (491 0 949 9 £ 55 11

PERT, IR SR i A2 2l . AR A
BeBR PP X E AT A A T, 40, RS
DAY P 401 114 B A 2 52 i) 38 s R A, T 3 s
IE6] 7 TR A PR A 7 2 R o it Ah, A —
SR R AR Z S ERW Ky, IERER K R, E
FWI AR, W R BB AT SRR ST W] LA B AR
SCBHIE N LA RS, T A5 28 R 2R ) A 3R /b it 3
WAFTERI, A f & R B VEH — M LR H
[ aiibitoy) | 10832 8

SR, T4 0 P R 0N 14 BIF 50 LT 4 AL
B . BEIRAHZS & o X SEATTE R CRAR 2 4E L
FH R BRI R G AR, TS VIS S O RS
IR IS 11 A B 65 SR I LUAR RS . LA, X T3
e 7% P e IR 2 15 BE A A2 PR RSOV, Y 77 2E, A Bl
AFAE T AROP & B UESE o
31 LEHES

> %8 % (mind  wandering) 38 5 4~ 24 57 1F
TEMNFIAE S L EECR, IFHARBMEA E
% 1Y B LA % (Smallwood & Schooler, 2006;
Smallwood & Schooler, 2013), 7E.LFFREET, 4~
AT RE 2 S ARAR B — /NI 5 1 SR A, WA g
TR 85025 [R]85 TG A
B, WRRAR N IE R PR m I, A R
%, BE TR .

MBS 2T E Y, O i B BB AT BE 2 s TR
RUNLIARARZ — o AT 530 AT 55 I 5 A 0 8 Wi
FERENS B A 7 S e IR s, fEE G . i,
Baird % A(2012)ik @i M SEA T 0 IR IE S5, 2
JE KOS I BAR GG 55 20 . SfE AT 55 4
R . Fr8e TAEH . 4550 K AR B A AL AE AT
Gr O AT S5 I, AT O B RS KT, HLAE BR TR
J5 RO SR AT 55 R RS AR O
B QBCTE HRC TU A AR AR, 38 A 1 T
BRI S5 4b B (unconscious associative processing)
7 A BEBRANE o BT R R T R PR T Y A
B, 53— P BN . BRI O B RS L
AR LS AE A PUZ I AL 3 H ARAE: 55 (Smallwood
& Schooler, 2006). L& HEHS 1Y A 2R FEAE A A TR 5K
Y {i T 5 1 25 9 A 5% (Johannessen & Berntsen,
2010; Watkins, 2010), 41, Morsella 5 A (2010)
R BIAE 5 BARBERT N5 H AR A SCHY O i
BN . Ul B ERE A OB R RS T L H R4
W3, A TREIRSS T HARME S5 ik
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SR, B RTENBA R PR R B O B RS
SR PR TR, 7 A5 1) S B, B3 T 7 PR TR A
Z 0B RS 1 AR B A N BE A7 25 T R T A
—J7 T2 SO PR BRI o )40, Smeekens (2013)
R B TR0 B O AR5 ViR R TG B T R ) R A R
Smeekens %5 A (2016)7E Bz P 10 52 9 3O RS
B, Al B0 R R A I S R v T 4k R
PR 6K . Yamaoka I Yukawa (2017)7E 45 BT
JE BRI A e IR A, A AR s bR LA
AL B 458 o 78 Yamaoka Fl Yukawa (2020)AY 5T
AT L T 0 B R A A R A
BUER BIAA, e B SR A B G AR U
THETEANE S B B RS, ARG AT R
P T A /0 B4 B AR i R AR R Y U RS
#, Steindorf ZE A (2020045 3 FhIEEER I BT 430>
1855 I W B AR AR EE AT W, B BTRE (9 ) AT T, o
IO AEE AL b, BRI & IR IR, ik
R BODE RS A BT & o AR 55 1 TR

Iy — 7 T 2 SRR A UEE o Bl n, Tan %5 A
(2015)F8 14 Smeekens (2013)RFFT Hfi JT] i i) 250
MERE ISR, AR RACHR, PR )80 37 1
fiff P AL, X 26 AT BE S SO0 R B A R
D] o PRI T At AT 3 6 32 A AU 11 5 -3 984 55 (NIRRT
Number Reduction Task). IAT45 14 9 a3 i i
ST HED 1 BSBURL AR R PO i B, 1 /DB 430
55 Ia, MR, REEAE 5 — AT AT 55
H R DA R T RS B IR, A H TR TR R A
TERER I A B8 2 08 e . HABATTFERE 5 19 6
JrmE R R . Tan &5 ADCHIZEE R
Y G TR 30 1 80 U0 A A A ] R e e o R 4% T
FAEH o Yamaoka Fll Yukawa (2016) % B 7E Bzl i
i R PSSR T R BB TE 2 BN 3 AR AT
5 R 2 RAG A AIPE . Leszezynski 45
ANQOLT) KB, Fis BRI 003 i 7% B AR AR ) T 4%
CAES R, (HRZ0AG R T BeER IS (9 20 BE 25 0k
UL R %51, FREIAY O 8 R 2 5 e iF
Bali J5 1 In) e, &5 MERR A AL R,
WRIR A T i D 1) ) AL
3.2 BEHER

M AR A 90 A B A2 A7 BUAE SR IR, T LA &)
A3k P R 3 B IR (REM) A1 3E P 3 AR 3 B IR
(NREM), Ji#, B NREM n] DLghit—53 0 4 4~
BB, HoAE B 3 R 4 21 Ik MEAR (SWS) B B

(Stickgold, 2005).

o BEAR 5 BRERSS A R AR I — i . &
it — B Bof [) Y B G, IR 2P VX B A 1 P [ T £ B G
JE AR E T A OR, X BA i AR T AR AR5 ) R
WAy — PP ERERON o SR, H AT SEUEDT
F% 5% T BE MR X A1 3 1 AR ML R B
A W5 E N A B R A VR R AE T B4 A R R AT
Wagner 48 A (2004)44- 42 fi i 205338 W4T 55 19
SrECE] 8 /NATRENR AL, #ZElVEREL, H AV M4l
A e R 22 sk W R ) 9 T 45 B i SR B TR
A I 5E 3IA h Bi IRGH  2R 10 1  FRAIE 25 4 R A1
BRI » Verleger 558 A (2013)f F AU 38 Ik A
55 SR 5 Bl RS A o] S BOUR T o AAT] e B — G 1) B
MRS TR 2 B BRORt LR 1 2= 5 3, RIS 25 iY 4
MBS . H7E SWS H, s H I S 5F
FEE Mg 0. A AT 7 BE AR S ], XFiC 42 /9 B
I TR T R 54F 5 RIE, XFEM
fRHE T AR RS

B b A5 R 5T 38 S AR B AR 1) SO0 B it o 91 4n,
Schonauer 48 A (2017)f WG AT 55 AT 57 Mk AR 2
EARHE T IO RN E L , G5 R K, 3 /N (1) B
iR 2% 5 35S TR e TR TS S e 4R T i R i, TR, At
ATIA S B BR ] 8 AN A5 FH T fiff D 5 82 ) ] R 3R
TERYAE S5, T2 TE 2 3 R B BOE Y HT A Al
R LR o 15 LA, Sio 55 A(2013) 4 BH, il i 2H
SR AL B, A IR BRI 28 PR 19 2 B B IR AR )
T g Dk, (LS AR a2 1 B ] A0 (7% figf e, SRR mf
Tt 2 I IR 3 5018 AR 6 D 4% 1 s 1 B A A R
MERY, BUFEZEEE I OE YO, B R AR AT
% BRI

WA W A TR M A Y 28 R [R) AL #ie, B iE
W () BR BRI N 5 B — B RN S RB S 5, ik
TFF 5% 2R R 04930 2 I AN 5 A 90 R BIR: 26 R 35 BEE 4 179
e 5, TSR 23 7E Rl IR AT o AR R rp 3 2k RARR .
B0, Cai %A (2009) A B, X TR L2 58 1 M R
HA IS B3k ) 8 R B R AL 46 80 (4, A Bs R
AT # 58 B — A2 FLIAZS, Chips : Salty; Candy :
S, BEE Sweet, HIE 3 Sweet X~HiiH],
TERATR 5 243048 1 o] LUFD Heart, Sixteen, Cookies
S A BOR AL HR, B Sweet), BRARBE T
JAShI(HIn, Sweet) L IL1E LT 22 57, {HARLE
HEA REM R (19 B iR 3 T H A B (NREM . i
MR B ) A KLY 40%HY IER 52T, Cai 55 AIA
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Sy, Z WG 04 e A B A B RO,
B A Y B BEAR AU U R SR
D RN VAT = ) B O C S
(associative network). ZSfLIHh, Sanders % A (2019)
B R AR R, AR R S AN R S AT R
KBk, USHFMIRES, G058 ik
4 ik R O 1 75 5 0 A £ 52 0 LS fe DA SR B0 i
1B R b, Z2H5FEMRT 317% WA RRE
(L TR R T 55%)0 T A X FpE
BTG TR 2y 1SR T () R I, R AR S
B3 1 Hb 7 ) R0 2 LA RORE 56 9 SR =2 [0 S ST
)P

SR, ABA — SB A 5% K BE & B ME AR 1) 2 TR 4L
i - Brodt % A (2018)R FI 2 i A [ 25 2 (1) 4F: 55 (it
W, AR EE, ik, RS B R R
BaMR A3 o A5 R A, HA M HIET 51
P40 A7 A ¥ R s R AN, {HLVAZ i & 300 HEE BIR 412 3 1]
RV AR o Brodt PR i 2 1SOKF BE HIS (19 ) 5B SR KR
ESRALICAZIRGE, M E i {5 B b HE e i ot R
o HHZEM, Hotda 45 A (2020) % BHLIHE AR 41 % 4%
PN B[] R4 11 1Y) 28 8 1 L v T 4 T )
Ho EIRBFSE R e S IR B R 1) P R 07 £14) JE IR AT
REA2 BN A7 — 208 An 2, i, Bk /R
R REAR, 5T AU AEAR 2E8LE SWS A& REM,
AR AT 55 R M HOE Y BOL R RIEE . Bl
HAEDEFRHEET il RE T A2 = MIEH, #i
fn, Fn, Beijamini % A (2021)& 3 10 /N A
SRR MR 52 H A BRI (Study 1), {HZH Study
2 IR RICIZE B A 45 SR IR A R, 40 1)
TE 0 P BRI, DU IR ShBEIR, 35 BOR S 4A T ik
Wr ot 2R R, S5 RANA KA M 25

4 BRERBUAL BTN EN #2241

Tis BRI J5 O B 78 28 A 45 PR AN A
BLAY : 1A] SR AR ) A 4 TN TR WLt B 25 156 45 (Shen
etal., 2017; Sandkiihler & Bhattacharya, 2008;
Weisberg, 2013) 3 P~ 143 F AS [R] 1) i 4L il
#3%, B4, Shen % A(2018)%F 31 Ji &+ Bl 1
BYE MRI BFFEHAT T o050 o AATTBGR, BeiR
S 1 R Bl 4 0 7 e R AT i e, A
t, MRS Z IR R RIE RN . S 8
HH B 0 0] 2 00 RO BT S B AR o TE R |

B9 AR SE AT 55 19 R i A AR B 9 S 30 0 2,

DLAE 7 A 3 1 TR 4 D B B 1 S [R) R TA 0 f 22 AL
il G5 R, FEBSERIY B, WA Bz 2 R A AL
rh ] T P R BB T N TR L B JEsk
5B . RIEFM | g 5% A2 5% i B (Cerruti &
Schlaug, 2009; GoeL & Vartanian, 2005; Seyed-
Allaei et al., 2017; Shen et al., 2016), 1] 45 {7 4
[l 7 BH BB B, P s S B R 1 1 B
e 1ZBE & (Luo & Niki, 2003; Milivojevic et al.,
2015), HZ2AESERR M BRI AR o, L FF45 IR RAL
o SRR F T S 56 285 T REE LA IR 43 3 o A
FISE BB, SR B R 40 o P A B AH S 8L A
4y, 1E40 Kershaw 1 Ohlsson (2004)4% Hi, 7ET5
1 7] R i e Ao i P S A T B ) 220 Sl U ) TR
FERRFER I, A TT 8 ] B 5 22 B 60 % 3 ol
¥4 (Sio & Ormerod, 2009), H XT3 LE A SN AL 43 ¢
N an e A3, il E AT B 5 L TR A b
AL A EAR D, TR AR SORE A 7] 9 382 AR
F R, PR R ER A A DA 0 A3 T RE VS B s B
i, I EL IS A 058 Ui A% IR U ) s B S850 0 ) T i
BRRZALH (L2 2), LIHESh G S i & e .
41 EBEEHUMA

s R 119 36 95 1 18 T B AN HE AT 00 D AT 55
my AR, HE R AR B B A s,
TEAMATT DI — A 87 1 WOk B FF 0] 8, 2
AT LASR BOE 8 1915 Bk ok (] 8. BR BRI 04 43 0
£ 55 1T LLGE 5 Rl T AR IR 12 R AR ik st i, i,
WF5E K BUERAT 43 00T 55 AT LA BH 1k i3 5 5 i 15 5% ol
B IZ 33 2 (Mullally & O’Mara, 2013), X &
0 2ok AR 2 R AT A B 2, R IR AN A
VA 5 5 AR 75 3 52 A Y (Anderson & Hulbert,
2020) HWK, 40T 55 SR 0 I S MUE L] LU
Wi . AT EIEUR AR R AR B MOE, W RERERR
58126 kML R, {2385 & 4 (Sahakyan et
al., 2013), TixX — i 72 i 75 S HT A8 & 3, R
Iy Aol Y380 12 2R 42 1) 15 Bl (Hanslmayr et
al., 2012), 40, Hanslmayr %5 A (2012)3% | fMRI
HAR, KIS s S S 1 A0 S
B, A T M A Y SR RS . 2R
T, FEERTRIA, R A B 2 X i iR A e 1L
RGBT RS A TATHOESR, BEHIRER,
AT 12 S [ A e e
42 ZERUHRA

Bl AR AL IR IR, Fa AR 5 Y [R)
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F2 BWATERERE A EYH

B EN

LRI

ToERIN T

LRI

I HI

=
=4

NI

L E=LIN

i W 0 Wi B T A AT
12, PRI B

e

itk I v 4 01 S B 1B
Ye g He, B ) AR
1t

A T R 42
I A [ T 1 G 5 1 2
(Anderson & Hulbert,

2020; Hanslmayr et al.,
2012)

iz TR 34 [n) 0 3% AiE 45
LLHOE, 5 LR
T3

LRS5O A MM
RIEG A

A At fR 15 )
RAIE(H IR R 5,
2009); A Wi 2 X 5
CAUX | T 34X 45
TR LA & R

Fs B A 7E X B
FRAL 55 B RE S0
T

FAEH 4

SUR AR B R
AR X 45 7E 2
P Z A i 22 B
% (Creswell et
al., 2013)

s iR 00 A7 70 5 0
¥, ¥ins A E
%A R R IRk

45

U WU IR B Bk 45

A T BRI
26 FNPAT 9 1hl ) 245
f) 22 H.(Christoff et
al., 2009; Fox et al.,
2015)

B %2k T %
M AL MR T
W T IR,
et T

T L B 0, i
A5 8

i) e 2 5 T I S s
SBONE P G R 15 UE A

(Gao & Zhang, 2014)
gk

TERABRI, T SMUET A I 1 o SRS ICIZ R B, FTRCS IR S B B A st |

Wit TP

BYEAFI T AR 5K, ORI D R —AT#TH: [ 2% 75 BB 01 p 22 AL R AE SR A PR3] 00 0 8 i
Fodmaod A, BRI PO 2% KA IO £6% 119 58 T A2 0 R o X B I A9 T 57 T IS R 52 2 1 P 4300 s P LA
RRAIFSE AT — 257 AN [7) R B [ B A9 A9 FH FURH 1oz Ji L 1

TSk ik vh A R AR B FR T R fE S A
SR R AR R, i kA 0E . 20t
FEAR L, X T AEME A I R DR ) [R) R, 7 AE R 2
0 DX S 0 o D SR 45 N (2009) 5 FH =54 A1 ¢
AT, WFOS A AR AT 55 o, 2240 B A A
AR 5 0 T AR 7R AR B X A B BE R TG 3 25 57 o
SERFH, ER R IR PER IS R T
KI) P150 5. FEERRE EZIMMNEL, X P2 1
Gy A TR A, A BRI I 3 DU o )
A T R WOR PR AR Y o 106 BH B AR R 1 98 A5 i
Xof 1] BB AE B PR3, FE 5 30BE x4 s 5 0 Al
J& . Gao Fll Zhang (2014)%F AR i [/ b 6 B HLL
RIAT T A TRIRE R, AR
WRRFN TR R =AM T o & Bk )8, 45
RIS T R T0 IR ZR R mT L 3 ) R A g,
FLAEAS SRR AR UK W B 26 3R 1 o SO (7 TR 71
M, N280~340), Bk F& 9T WL (F7 i 2 55 [,
P350~450), FIZRAFEFE (4 M3 1 B, P500~760).
RS AN QO12)HE LR, &5 RAE R s
Bt AR T RE W M X | THIX | X A s, H
i T 300 A A A7 2 3ROV (] SR DG A% 8L 1) PR 47 1 it
X — KM bR A T R A A5 A A 3 T 2 R R TR
BERE R R, N5 B FINHIERAEZS AT B0k
BT 56 o
43 ZTEIIMIMAA

TCREIN TS A by 7 s PR 77 A6 X ) Y

R LB PUR S, — LSBT 5% 35 X 10 57 (A7 BL P A
TEIREHZ WX T TR #l40, Darsaud 45
N (2011 )it B0 338 DA 45 7% 4% A SR AR 1) Fig 1L
il o SEG 4 R i U GRS 4y . B
FEE PRI 55— block FIHI A I 25 1 fix
Ji— block Y BLREIE AT AL, N 3
F 25 57 B T T TR A B9 5 2K (off-line) Il T i 72
SRR, A TR LELE R AR S5 v R B i o )
R, A TR U B B an SR g, N o )
R R D A B 0T £ B S A 5, 15 T 4 i X
Z 5 N BRI ) BB 4 T, LAk, Creswell 25
A (2013)IA S T i PUB 2 i) BE A2 SRR E A
— T &5 I PR 4% A T2 AN 9 Bl 28 FE TR (neural
reactivation), A1 % BESCHR A FFT A I X 38 78 P
R B, UGN 0S5 h &5
SLUTE, HAT LATO Ay AT 55 SR AT R, X
U B TG TR A M 28 P TR AT BE S s TR SOV Y L
il Creswell [ BA 5 &2 (1 BIF 554G 36 1 43 11 B9 £k
A IR DR B 2= S FEGD IR IS, B
B 58 U A3 4 3O 55, BT RV 3] % 1
OGO, S5 R R, Wi, WEEE . bR
FET XL . Hesh, ZAERRE R T
S BT ER - Bz J2 B0 5T R G LI AL RAE 1Y R
1% (Bursley et al., 2016) 33 %8 fi5 [X. (1) 331 7] 58 i A%
P 3 Y I #4990 12 = AF (Dijksterhuis, 2013), 4,
i R A 1) TG R B 4 Bk 0 1) R AR TE 2 24k
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% Ak (Dijksterhuis, 2004; Bos et al., 2011), %% I,
SURMA, I, FIA S IXCEAR A R R B 5T RE
LA BRI B RAT A
4.4 BTSN RE AR ERER SR A9t EE ML
441 LEBHEE

FENF R Z ML 7 T, RO R IR i %
VIWE BN M 2% . BRIAI 6 R ZEFERr&int .
[l B P LR TR /N 45 X 5 (Buckner et
al., 2008). B RTEMARTE R E S A BR A ik
W2, FESRAT B bR 5 180 AT 55 I i AR X 52 40 1)
(Binder et al., 1999; Mazoyer et al., 2001),

CATREM, BIARS REE LRI
5141, Andrews-Hanna (2010)%5 A FIAF5T & BLERIA
o0 £ 75U B8 Wi B I S s T TR Sl B, O R
% 0 PR 25 AT L T0I0 S P A SR DA TR 2 I A 4
WD REFE B2 o UL, O e 12 it T TR 7
ZPLHAR T B S BOAM KA K, HpREEEX
T 42 O TS R P 00 B (MUTL ) ) 285 D0 AH G
MTL, JUH R I A 67 57 S8 4k A iR 3l (Fox et
al., 2016), 1 McCormick % A (2018)AYHF5T 21,
T Th A A WP R A S, R A AR E AR
A G B 4E (self-generated thought) | AU A K K %
o, ER N AT mE XA, iRk, T
DV Bt A

{HER T BN & Z 58, OB AT I
T4 5%, B0, Morsella % A(2010)% 3K, 4N
RAEFHBRG T MRZ EEHITHES B, 1
PR T I AR 2% ) B OC T A AT 55 1 0 R R 2
H A Y IXAME S5 1] UG ER% P 3k g2 i, A
KO A 2R, XA O L2
HARDKAE . IAHIBH S 7 H A R, 7608 F
% Bl A7 A5 BRI I 45 PR AT 45 I 2 B 0TS
(Christoff et al., 2009), Fox &£ A (20159704 Hth
WoR, DR 5 BOIAM S UG, Hd &
B ST IAT RS S B I X, 7R WAE 2 Ay ¥ Al gk
F X A B 4% 19 3 7 (Kounios et al., 2008;
Kounios et al., 2006),Golchert %5 A (2017) % B, JIB
b 22 5 RO TE I N SR B R )2 TR R T 4
il X 245 11 JEE B 38 0, L R AT I DX R BRI X 2
(E DO REFE TR . L IRBIF ST UGO8 RS O AR 2
ERAZEEIN A E R, TR 688 i BIA M
L5 FNIAT 2R 5 1138 B AR B R AR o

Fox fil Beaty (2019)25 5 7% 18 1.0 & A% Fi 41

T PR SR 2 (D A A, B RO RS 1 XL AR
LIV S REH B s 2 BTN 17 A5 SR B
P14 7= A R B 3 AR A A R A ORIV AR T A B B
b, BT A A B 1 A DX 2 PR AR R DA
2%, T BT AR R VT AN B B IR AT N 4, Sk
T4 SERIA 2% i Bz . Tl DA, 7R FRFR A,
PLOENWER AR R ke T 5 A 39 95 BRI 2%
R S R o T Dl 1 R B S L S =91
AR R
442 FERR

Stickgold (2005)1A Ay, B A 2> 3% fin 32 22 A9 41
WS Bl X IR G, Hh g R G, @ik, Tk
DX 25 R AR AR Ak, ok 2% WY B B T LA 52 4 el K
oG 455 FH 1) SR s O Fe P B 2 1 B S AR AR 55 AT
VICHR T 55 280 o (R 5% 3 S R IR 170 38— 1 o B
ol ek, BRTMARTTE . — BRIk, MEIR A
90 S ZE A AR AR, AT LABE R 53 SRy DR R 2l
B IR (REM) AT E PR AR 31y R IR (NREM) . NREM 1]
DIt —2 0k 4 ASWBe, HopmE 3 /4 212
I B MR (SWS) [ BX (Stickgold, 2005), Payne (2011)
BV T 102 B 00 X AR ] B BE B I 1) 5%
M, A MFE SWS W], {C4Z A =T 4 5 8UR
AHicAZ BB AR e, BN, @it 7P 2 2
B B A I I 2 R (AR ) R F BT IO 1012, A2
HHg I REE,; i REM W10 0 R 0E & S 8ok =
TCTCRE 1 53 B FE BT 45, 31X 1T BB 23t e X 1]
RO B i P g R 56 o

REM %% & 3o S5 A B F I @ifg ke, ilan, &
W &M, RAEEZINGN—R)E, w07 sE
AR5 E RIS BT, H A0 I 2
J5 e REM BEIR, #HARITGE#R T, Cai
25 N(2009) AN, 1E REM B BXic A2 9 B 5is
FFIE R & A BTG

WA &I NREM {E #1515 . 540, Verleger
S5 N (2013) fff & 7 3 I AT 55, & B0 — W ) R FI
AT ARSI AR 2 B R, ELR e A R R AT P e
G TAE S UM, (12 I IEAR 1, 10~12 Hz
B 110 il P A 5 A R RN o AT R X — 2
TSR TE N8 Y B B B B K2 1T P A B R E A
155 FHOCRAE, FEESM T I FREL

tk, WF5EF AR e 2 ik — SRR AN 1Y
W HI: I B3 T i) A At i %) 5% i J HC A e WL, 7%
B FE il P 0 S0 9 S S IR 4 SR BRI i,
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Verleger %5 A\ (2013)45 4, 7 2475 [ESCI A0 B
FRATSS o M40 A R B B4 AT 55, BN Cai %A
(2009) Y T i, REM T fig 56 A7 A T[] AL 2R
XHEETREETE UL, Z5A A akEi, iy
R AR S 0, SWS T RERE A R, X5 T
e BB e A PR, BAh, B
fMRI WF5T 8 T A R BE IR By BE AN I 4 22 572
XFF ¥ R NAR B AE 55, #E SWS B 4574 ¢
LR, RN LSS, £ REM B4
TH KRR, B3 52 /NN IS 3 5% (Cousins
etal., 2016),

5 WitE5RE

g5 LTk, AR SO i 1 SR A T R ARG B
WA A 78 04T 7B, IR AR AS 7] A9 B8 B
AR T 5 ) s TR ALONE 1)1 2[R 26 R T R Y P 7E
ML, REMIEE D LB T RENIEE,
R — S [n) iR A5 e, AR OR AT LA LL R LA
J7 AT R AR AL
51 REGRUINFRHESTE

HAT, X P a0 ) A GBI I K 2 2 7 A
GE S 5 5 T SE L, IS R A AT 55 K
2 St — o 25 BRI 1 () R () 4 - S B S I AR
g2 B AN, 4 J5 Wil LR SE BAE
BHERME T, Pl Henok 28 A (2020)% FA,
TEFR IR 5 5 B S B9\ v W 5 B B T AS 245 B3 7
UHIEZ b, A R T R ERON 7=, B 5
RER A 1O T T & B, AT 230 o L S R
P BeTt . Bln, FH— o HE 1 5 A (o
B BETF AL/ T2 0 A T 2 K A SR ) ST K
ol 22 56 R ' A FR R AR o

T FR 2550 N2 1) R PR AN (A T B AR B F A . i,
SRR T AT LA 25 7 R AR 2 TS 0 A TR AL D $
FHIER AN E . BN, AFR R RIFER SN
B 28 2R A4 /I P 4R B TG TR 1 552 ) 2 A ] 1
(Smith et al., 2010), AHHXFFM4&, FAF B D
MEZER AR 5, O BRE DA RER, H
TiLRERRIESE, HARNIERIRGYE L

! 24 R B 1 (experience-sampling methodology)J2: 15 75 &
A I7) 22 Y WS SR AN AR £ 1% v 2 7 () 2 0 ) B A£G, S —
T R e B TR B Ty vk, REAR T AR, TR
AE S NI O AR

TE, TR AU B A R R G R T
I 2 25 OB A Bl T T TR LN, TE BF AR KT 1 Y
Mo g, WalPi2sil bl AR MA, HEA
TR SEBR A= i X BR8N, DL Kz Fl s
PR ARG A B0, AR 0 2 T R 52 o 80 A5 )11 45
1) Bl FE O DA B R R R A 6L, DA A IS 4
I A P Pz PR AL A 1) 3 1R S 4 o B4 Frith
SN (2021) 2 ISR B RO G138 ) R 52
Wi, 255 B 15 23 i 0 LA T L PT LASR T R TR
Je i Kt B AE R B, Shaw (2020)24 15U AF 5% i it
Xof 2802 AT ) B T ) LA R S, 3 LRI
YAy B T B RO 78 R A BRI BT S B
52 RHAGERYUNIEIEHNHE—TERE

FAOEFEH G HOE Y, 2 BAER RN A P A JE
AINHR I3 (Sio et al., 2009) . Mix—FA AT, ik
FEPE 5 S B FIOE T HORIE IEAN E R, M2 [H
— SRR PR TRA o VE R g RS AL R AT R E
D48 o) R AL, TV B R B U 67 5T A S G B
BIRAs . BRILZ AL, RIS IL R T MR
FR5E A TT REAE A BR BRSO, 1 75 P RS0 R AN P
L N A S R . ORI T NN T
RS AETE e SR UG I R 38 P 5 T
B AL, A B T 2 R R A SRR SR 14 B T R AR
NS AR . A R S B AR TE], (H
HVH Ab o AR5 AT DL 22t — A0 R Ak Fn R
WS, LU RS R, TR A L P R
AT .

A5 20 IR TR IR G Gk
PP E, DL R s R AL N A9 AL (Allen &
Thomas, 2011; Hélie & Sun, 2010; Yuan & Shen,
2016), FEA W -3 HEHIB(EIL explicit-implicit
interaction theory) il fiz [t (1) XX i 7 ! i& (DPT;
dual-process theory), XLEHISHYFEETET, FHK
B BE A7 A T U T, WAREEA BRI T,
#l4n, Yuan F1 Shen (2016)iky, RAF LRI T
PRI UM KA 4 s RSOy AL T — 2 i
R AR R ) e e R B M R 4B RO R DL T, W]
REA AN o A T & Wk LA (m] R, 1 ) R
fiff DR AR T 3 ok A ) B () RRAE, 2 SRR
)k IR B R R . X s AR (IR R 4 e
PO RET ZA EIRAIARIEE S, F Yuan S5 A
KA, TEBR BRIV R] I A7 7E 47 22 (149 T =R TR
BRI, JF PUX — e — e TR T 38
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M DA R 1) S B0 5 SR AT TR, B, RN
SRR 1 R B Z A1 8] U 7 ¢ R (Yang et al.,
2012): RATETCRE P R R SR AR 6] 3k A
et A AR ER AR o

{HARAAAE SO B L, B4 Gilhooly (2017)[]
NEFR, TnlR R R B ART 55 AT B
PUIMT, H K A SEUEAF 55 24 75 I\ s BR RN 5 4
RN T A 6 & (Gilhooly et al., 2012, 2013), A
R T R R A R IR A B ARAT 45 %) i e ] S
RO A B . NI BT 4 3 TE B B &
FEA ARERAE, DL A 2 35 4 it s it — 45
it
53 REAEXWNEFESHEERYA LM

FH T R TR AN A7 B KA R s,
B AE S & rh A R AR s 4 i 25 2SR, AR T
A8 HH BTG T UL ) B R ALON; P B L . R T B AR
S0 2 o A BB R AN B T R, AR B F T
/DN M3 R PR LA 8 TG RE 18 Y [R] R

fdt AT 20 U 25 5 AR IR R AN 7 H il
A2 0 P A 3 2 JE 3R TR R 91 =OR0 7. B Bz TR
JE3, Nordgren %5 A (2011)% BLX} T & 2 vk AT
%, FERFEERQ2 350 BIUE H+2 S8 o0 55)
PRI G F 37 BV B R (7 % H b 0] B85 S 203647 4
ST S, UWIPE RIRS ORI A AT L
BRNBEEE, SR, Gilhooly &5 A(2012) & I 7
BIPZER (4 J34hor O R4 +7 e et TAR) s v
U T AR BB (S 380 A BN TAE+4 0 8h T 55
+2 AyEPARSE T AR BUCRIRBT ST T o0
Mr, BB RIS R B 850 B 25 5 o

R S 56 91 =R PR AR AT 55, AN S TR
HIMER I B . Sio 45 A (2009) % FiE 3R FZ R A4 7T 43
MR« SEFIEAT 55, EA i, Wil o v] R
TP B B 49 SR s T A ] R AE I b, R TR
OV A o Strick 2 A (201 1)XF oIS PR Y
I TRUR TS W = BN [ S R [ DR Pres 2
W AR T, S RDERER A A RN . AR
Y #5 0TBE T A8 Fe i g 55 R — A Il s ), DA
HA] BEAE B R S e A e (] RRUR AR, {EA T RE
fifi £ 1% 35 o e HAowl S R SR, BHAS G & N

P {E— 2530 A T ARl T AN AR ST b, AR s
BRI T 5 3B A I AR AR, IF A2 S0 Y B R
JERONE o

T, —Fhr] BRIAE OS2, X TFar RVERERYE =R, NiY
A BE R IR, AX PR AR, 2
DA AT S5 B, HE R RMESEK
BE o TERARM SR BT, HEUE ST R A
AR AR B B AR 55, AU A I R, DAER
BB 1) BR TR AR o

BGAL, TR ERANL 1Y 77 A R A — o T 2
BEXT HFRES N EPR? Snyder % A (2004)
1) R A2 3R P i 3 = ) I R TR, AR SE
I A A N R TR 22 3 B TR SR A e ST
MAESS, (HIRR 2N T BEERANE; 17 Bos %A
(2008) {4 7 1T 7. BRI Pi PR 9 XA 0F 58 U (87, 2t 2R
BN FTE T D AT 55 Z 5 i &85 IR R U B
f£55, WIBSEREL N A 23 fE7E, BRI JEERUR 42 H
PRRAAHER . B, SR EARE T, HilEn
ZE A CES DS RS m B BARES, BE
VRS T BRI — N BB B bR, & —A MK
Py Al A AT X L R 0T 5
DL i 7E 5206 28 v B B A RSN G AT e
5.4 X iR BRER S I FRAR E &

{48 - B FR A9 850 R R AE SRR R B[R]
B, A SR WA ST T LA 2 0K BR A b A AR A
FE R —Fh ) Z2 %60 SE Bl B, FARUNPA K
u] DA A 3 B BRSOV (Deshmukh, 2013), 40,
Ren &F A (2011)1h 451 70 AR (a] BE — 1 ¥ 45 ) T
W5 28 AR ) Z 5, FRR 2 I e S AR i T 12 i
DR [a] 8, 25 Ak AR TR 4, BAEA
PR A R R, AR o 35 L
(CERG RfRCRA A DG ) R EARUS 14 00 1 570K DG o U B A
BRSO AT AR, ] R i DR A e — i L
TERRES, TR HETRIE . 1% 58 MUE th 7] B &
P SRR AR A AR P 2K o Smith 55 A (202042 H
TEATER 475 5 A A7 11 25 {1 % (context-dependent fixation
hypothesis), A A 4b F RS 1R 5 & G
BEEE T, EESTT T, % R B ks
P 35 T PV X 38 T 1) B 5 B AR TR U s TR U
MR, HEEFACRH RS T, B
WA Rk A T B AR . BRZ B R 1 3L
R, AH G042 ks B Ak B 42 B (Anderson &
Hulbert, 2020), HHTHIAFZE KL IEEK A 5304
S TR EXHR LRI, A TS

Ry AL d e (e PR S, B0 ARMRAL N . R UOR
KM FE R T HR AR T R RSO A R A 3%
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55 H—FWHRLEHE, BIRMNERERN

PO RN =812 M 7 ST e S 2 N A |
R O e AR R 2 R B OC R o FRER A 1
DRI A F T B fEG? BETEE DA
JEZEE, RILEw A BT & B 1T AE 1Y I
FAR g Fn, Fln, AR K 2RO R
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Theincubation effect of creative thinking

LI Ziyi, ZHANG Ze, ZHANG Ying, LUO Jing
(School of psychology, Capital Normal University, Beijing 100048, China)

Abstract: Incubation effect refers to the phenomenon that when people are confronted with an unsolvable
problem, they temporarily put it aside and switch to complete other irrelevant tasks instead, which is
beneficial to the ultimate solution of the original problem. In recent years, researchers have conducted
extensive studies on incubation effect of creative thinking and its influences, and put forward many theories
to explain incubation effect. The representative theories include “selective forgetting theory”, “spreading
activation and cue assimilation theory” and “unconscious work theory”. They explain the mechanism of
incubation effect from different perspectives and predict different influences and phenomena respectively.
Related research of mind wandering and sleep further shed light on the mechanism behind incubation effect.
Cognitive neuroscience research has shown that representation change and spreading activation, as two core
cognitive processes during incubation period, involve cooperation of multiple brain regions, including
prefrontal cortex, striatum, hippocampus, etc. Future research should deepen theoretical construction, reveal
the internal mechanism of incubation effect with cognitive neuroscience method and intelligent monitoring
devices, so as to understand the nature of incubation effect of creative thinking in a more comprehensive and
profound way.

Key words: incubation effect, unconscious thought, creativity





