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KGR AL, etox, BEAS G, ERCESTH, R

SEE  B849: C91

El

2 WA A NAE I AE AT 238 1E 5 % 0% B8l
AHE flA, 38 X R Al A 8 A TE AR R IE 12 (Col-
lective Memory), #1fij 2 7 L #E K & 473 (Brown et al.,
2012), XFih E B FREAA B OS2 A R
A AR AR B, — 7, GO AR Gk 2 A B i
FEH T ORTERER S AR o 4N, & A BUBRTE H:
FAE GREMIDIZ ) g i R ERICI R TE—
AT SRS e g, I H A
Wy i, AR AR FURAE A BEAR B 0L AR A AT
127 (W AR BLIR, 2002. p.40). AT S 58 AL IZ 1Y
BEIRJE I, 000 T A SR ARICAZ R R AL TR
BB AR 2 ) 0 R N4 SR (Nicolas, 2006). 75— 7
T, O PR A 5T 5w AR LA R E A e R
N EEZ G, DS Thie R U IE i E S
51 H %42 (Congleton & Rajaram, 2014; Cue et al.,
2006; Stone et al., 2010), FESRE X E X7 Wk
FAME] T /NAGENE S, (R R
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A T RTINS R 0 BRALS], R g —
EZYNESPORTRERTI BN i LY A YN TRRVAT iDL
FOFALB TR TRHA S (AR B, [ARER BRI B
AR R ICAZ B R T
1.1 RMZ3HEX AR IZ 1 320

WEAE BLIS AT 5T 48 2R F A 22 5. 3h 3= X (Social-
Interactionist Approach) i f il 58 S A0 A2 1 b BEPE
(Vlasceanu et al., 2018), ZEBCEEMAICIZM —Fh
HEAT R, MEAE—FRA S ICC R IE (e Saint-
Laurent, 2017), HHJLP2EEMRICIIFTR B Z R
22 L) R 2 T R BT st i X (socially-shared
retrieval-induced forgetting, SS-RIF; Cuc et al., 2007,
Koppel et al., 2014; ¥ %, 2016), RISk
IR SR N CIDO R RTRR vy v N AN SR G R E S T 14
A EEVE S R > B B M Ui ih & ST ¥, fJn
[FAEHEATICAZ IS o X BT & BRHE T i il 2
HEA R ARV SUR, XES5E ZH
30 12 & B Al HE X 6 BT B K (Coman & Hirst,
2012; Coman & Hirst, 2015), 42X G &4t & H 3)
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M EE T 02—, (W5 pXHEE L —A
NBJ5 T e iZ N 2s, AR 5OE B iC A2 % 3 B
o [FERT RN, AFE & A iG dhoxd it 2
oS FEEAF I AL 3 IR T BT Ak Sy 28 1) A 451
XTI T A AL R BGA RAE, PR
I —FEF TR R A 2] SR S SRR IEAZ B R B . )
n, fE—FEET, ACEEZ B B RS 2 B E AL
GOt £ A L F R BUARAE, X AR ST
WAL B AR5 447 T T B 2 U8 —
A A BER TR R BUA J7 1 45 R (Nelson &
Fivush, 2004; Wang & Fivush, 2005). K, #58ic
TZXF S W] g2 ma R AARTEAZ, SR S SCAR 3 A A 4
U/ p YK E

RGBS X R ARC LS A, R
Z MNERICIC R RISRE | AFIHLE] . eI
S5 A TR T . B IS M ICAC RS R R
&, R BAC A i D T] Y A &R BT (retrieval
disruption) & i i fo & B A2 AR 1C A2 B OB, TN
RSB BT SRR I TR 1 R TR A7 (Stone
et al., 2010); A HFFEMICIZRT i BN FBLH] K,
INAEARICIZHIE S 2 53— B AR vt
WG B B AICAZ R 2L 2B, IAATHL
A2 759 7% PR Ok A 2¢ (Rajaram, 2011; Rajaram &
Pereira-Pasarin, 2010); i3k, AW MICIZ X iE
PRI R R &, RIAE R IA1E . A 1ER
ZEHAVERMT B 5 X% A Pk e, #
AT B & A A2 R {214 (Congleton & Rajaram,
2014), 734h, DM FieAe T il - b 52 K AR R
FH B B4 6 AT #4550 (Coman & Hirst, 2012;
Coman & Hirst, 2015), mic4ZX 3G m e Z (8] 3
1T(Cuc et al., 2006), X LEAF 5T T S 7EEAICIZ B IA
S FHLE], Zm T RIS E I h
J& tE——E I R S e R TE L AN AEDT .
o A E M E AR W Z BT o X A
2@ MR A R IC AR KB EARAS T3
o #E, BRERT DA RE A R e, ORI DL B
R -

W9 Wertsch (1997, 2008)%% 45 i 4 {4 1142
(remembering) Ak &, 5K A {E T #RFAAILAZ
(memory), i H 251 1214 2 (remember) . AA(]
TESCAR R3S B B B R A & AR =, 4 id1e
fE R —Fh B Z A A R RICIZAE R G A o ik
A FERESRIEG SRR T ERICIZiS 2, B
PR B B3 AT LAAE X A3 R o i 22 i 7 4A (de Saint-

Laurent, 2017), Cuc %£(2006)t & ¥, XFifn] LI
AATL B AN Rl RAS 1Y 52 25 Rl B 42— 1942
Ao AT Y, X 8 0 SRR AL 7 A S 0 e G
AREDPIASA (1) AR HT 2 H PR
XP3E A (2) X SR ISR XS T 25 g T
AR BB B IE I R . BRI, AR5 SRS 1
BT E T2 EAALCAZ R E 16 5t (A AR 1
HHWH, HBOAA), DL Sk B (R
TCNFEANZE RS <TG YL ), B2 PR R 18 X A4
WCIZWER . dE e i 10 A TR TE 5
H, MIEHMERICICNERREBTEZ
AT AR )2 T A — Fh s A Ry =
FEARG, X RGA BT XHE B EE 5 28
I 2AE LR iE 5 B NAEAR SRR 1
S EE . Moores 25(2003)ifF 58 & B, 15 B NAE—
PEREUS AR i AN IC A2 R v v JE Al AR A IR
KI, 15 B gmis 5 3ok b 350 5 35 mAE B AH—
H, W AT S IHEAERR HE B mice
(McCrink & Shaki, 2016), XEHF5TH#ERFAE B
— s ANIFEICAZAE 55 ERyR I, KIT
SR TR AATTRHE R TG R AR AZ, W IEAE
A PEREA W R AE R, XA R R —
HEAE B2 oam i, WAl aELE A THA
AN A ) — BOMEAR B R B LR, R L
TR o BRICACTE XA 1o 7 AR 15 T fin A
i ahgdl . f54k. ARI, SAPFESR A —EL
5 R B AR BLAVRRAE 5 H 7 A I AS B A — 3K
s BAR L, T4 5 #icfE (Berthold et al., 2019).
A, KEHOIZ st R B, Hac 2 o8 B oo 1
B 5 B 20 A TR 25 44 (Schmidt & Sherman, 1984),
PRI A — B B e W) 3L A2 A 34T 6 Bt P 1] 1Y)
HERS NI % o Z R EMICIZE 5 AMTREA 130k
B R ARRAH OCER, 1CAZ O3 0] S A 7] BRAK A
T 5 & A — B E B, Ak {E R
— R AR T RE R O BE R . £ L, Sk
2 B AESES 1 R EERTTEX R AT, — Sk
FE BB I — A AL R R
Pt i 20 A TA 35 B H, XHET Y
—EEE B SRS BT 2R
1.2 BMZ311E a5 O AE X A2 1Z B9 220
H T LA S2 56 Sk S fith 119 00 B2 F 5% 35 3k T\
AARICACIIRAE S By JOOC, 0N B T B =
12.% FE I FL i (Barnier & Sutton, 2008; Brown et al.,
2009; Cuc et al., 2006; Cuc et al., 2007; Stone et al.,
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2010). AL 45 AR T15 B RE & 76—
M A A HE AL, ST PRR A
12& B4y FriR . Wertsch Fll Roediger (2008)42 1,
AR RE SUIZ U R AN TR], A SR AR A B
e SN RE VARSI N ARl S B4 = R INCIF WS S
N N REIAAE I 21012 o ARAARTEAZ AT B AEA B 01 A A
TP R B A, DA 0GB At AT A T (15
EHENL . AR AE), A ATk R EL (1) 4n
TR 1 Ty ), DA K A2 2 AR B (4] 4o g 3
WAy 4Fiz) (Hirst & Manier, 2008; Liu & Hilton,
2005; Wohl et al., 2012), FEMIZIEAMUR B IF
FETE T HA L RUA TS Nid12, TR gt 2
A TR AT S RGECE R, FRIEHE, 2020), B
FWE—Bh gt i, FEENAHE S ANTY N AT . AT
FEREUR TR 1 G T X ik L B, 1R B B S
ToH A Z) 52 B FER XA A VE T, IR 2
T R 1AL 20 2% SRR B 00 A o

VIAE 5% 28 B0 A2 % 1 2 78 v W 35 R0 16 1%
28] B 0% &R 23R AR TE T AR 3 i N A
(Brown et al., 2012), 4, Coman F1 Hirst (2015)
TEBE R B e — N A 2E 2R, RIS T AR SR i
NIE TRl —Pr K2gnt, 7=A T Fss, ARmE
SR AR A A, Rt IZ IS, HE AR
AR H O SR R R — ek, o B sh
MG "R F BRI AR 5 AN & A
T EARERZ AN M IRANE R . RiE), W
FEAET AR . /ANBERZ TN . AR AR (2245
FE) o ARAIEFE I Ry R DA S A S P L AR
K, RHE/NEEREARX W . S ERIRR, %
ZEH X RMICAL W eI o AL S, AR LT
K HTHBENA—BUE R, kA TN A —
HUE B AR AR UL R R 2, DI w4
Haiclizas i AR kM, 5HUHAH—ZE R
SRR AN, 15 T R ET UM 5 R 1E
ST RESHIBCE DR Z U N T, Jf HHA AT g
16 LUG B AT M2 2 (Rojahn & Pettigrew, 1992).
F BT NEEAR R A, ok B BN —BUF
XA PRUEE 2 EOR Z AN, ik H MR A —
HAE B NEER Zh, S5HUH A rhgE ] fe 2 (154
WICI A R T4, 7 b, R 30 XHETP A —
5 Bk B MR BRI IC 2K R T A —
HAF Bk H MR B o

=Y UNTRUVAPIA T W S il R Tae VAT B2 R R it
e A T Re B A o s igZ, HEnTE UKD

12, SEPRIEAZ I AT BEMEAS ] 3Bk G 1) e A 2 I
PEEBAHDG, WO R E AT 987 i 12
AL EMRICIZ . BIGEE NN, MR Ik
WAL LB R — AR TR RS, i
TR LA B R At 2 A ade i 2L
PEA B T NAE—A 1 A A0 12 R A B+ 2s
A gER AN, FErbid R A A A7 AR R AR
1Z(Brown et al., 2012), [E 225 BRIE P (2017)$2E H,
TCALAIFFE B — A A% Lo ) R 2 A A6 ok 2 ) 14 B
W] e e 4 R R G 3 25 SRR . R IRIEAZ
(AT JSC IR %o 3 G o 98 68 A~ N BEA2 o BRI I A
Z e E S R E R Z AR R A S T %
(RN, A2 X 0 A i v 7= A A 2 X 45 25 48 1 2
Mij(Coman et al., 2016), X &7~ fHOULJZ i iy MA I
N RVEEAR 2 1 A S AR EAZ 22 1) EL A R T Z 40 ) A
HAEM . Coman %5(2016) %} Ay F| FIASAICAZ 54
FEFRAARAT LRI R AT TIL R ANER 1 iR),
MARAE 2 XA AR E A R R AL B 56 R kAT
TR, 25 Bk, AR T A IE T A RAE
h—F S e BT 25 S RL 12 el 52 8 A2 )
T B AR

g LR, A Sl R K SOARM R 2R T, R
Z 5 E T 0 S0  E  RE OR 56E 12 A2 X 3 A
XI5 A B A AR R A far xR AR EAZ P AR R R, S
1 BRVEICIZ S W RO iE . ARXTIE) . S50 2 7
SCE 1 CACX R R SR RS B — B (— 2k
A=), FE 3 H—PAEXE P E B A B E
DU BRAERE A S AR IR (N BEIA . SR, B0 %
G A B AR R SRS VR, 943 BIAEA
{USTRY VAR 1B L NTRE VA i=E T BB i A =7 SR S

PR N B BURTRR VAV BRI LK EU =)
IESDOE L TR VAL A

2.1 EWHE
2.1.1  #ik

S5 SR B R (B = XYHE RS vs B
M2 )HT S I SE g0 T . MRPE G*Power 3.1 K {F
(Faul et al., 2007), 7EGiTHS ) 1 - B =0.95, o =
0.05 MYRTHE T XF g T RIAEA S I Ak 5 . ARPERE
FERFFE 300 1 K /N(Cohen’s £ = 1.01, Congleton &
Rajaram, 2014), X% &2 71 A58 R H A0 52515
THSASOFHEE 23, & f= 0.4 1E R B5 8o
i, R AR IR E] 16 N TERFHHEAER K
AR A2 ZA (A 27 44), FRARRE 22.93 B (ARG
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x1 EERETZIXEREXRITEARX
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TE X

et zER
(Mnemonic Difference, MD)

MD, = Rec A/ — Rec A"
R Rec A ARB0R i /ETUH A L HTI (Pre) FlS I

BT TR [EZ A0 T [ 22 5, Rt
BT 25 H A5 002 Bk il

(i S e G RR AU E kv & B s i bu-oN: RUI B
Bz M, BRLASA T AT H B8, B — 21 plalHR
A LA B A BRS 0 A CAZ AR AR 43

(Post) 1 [EI1Z K

AR RR, . +FF,

P MS =—0/ b

(Mnemonic Similarity, MS) & N,
FERE: RR F8%50A 0 A j L [RIC A i 0 F Rk
FF #8032 i Al j 3L R0 i3t H £l N-57 ) 1 30
H B

[EAAE By MA, ;= MS[" - MS[

(mnemonic alignment, MA)

AEATPABERAERT | S5 ICAZAI A 3 A1

TERE: MS FEWAR ¢ F1 j Z RV I (Pre) F1S Il (Post)

[Z YRR AL o
AT E

(mnemonic convergence, MC)

MC,; =2
YN,

LJ

38 3o SV 496 4 TR A2 N 15 IS 12 B AR AR
KIS B

TERE: MSy, TR A YER i HACAIZAI I Ny T8

i-j LI ER

{E: 51 H Coman et al., 2016; FISCTEFRE, BEHUSSCE R PR R ARITIZIEIR RN A

FEI7E 19~29 % ZJa], SD = 2.57), 2 % ¥l S 45
WG A AN 2R b S 5 TS /NG B
ZEU, P R TT R X ERCHE T e R e, AR AL
PN G S8 o T A W AE SO0 25 5 3RS —
2
2.1.2 MBS

i I ) R A, 44 F K2R CR AR R
24.77 %, B\A LN, A 33 N)FIH 10 PRFEHEA
A v R AR Y A O T AR R A, R AT LA
MM ERW . BPR, RESREHHAEZ G
ARk AER SR, BRI WA B s S R
RNF RS, TOFEAHGA . Bk Rk
B 1 RIEECE, TREH 34 ASHOF AR BEA
B 21 NCEYIAER 20.48 %7, T3 15 )49 24
BAREIAT 5 4T 4, AR AT
(M = 4.34)IE 4 1 AFRIEZE(SD = 0.36)Z [ ) 6
P, IR FECH 219~229 522 0] SR RUAR P 25
SCANE Ry e A SE IR A RE . S AR IR L A5
20~22 A, ZICIL BAER R EaCL I HBUR %52, 6
AR SRR . DR AR . T EDI A
A, Figtilss | FHiEERHE . WA AR
MKk o S5 H TEREASLI0 25 o5 #R XM AL N 25 1Y
BRI EEM . HHBSZEW . HBOFETT S K
VEE . SRR, TELE 1 e xR R
(1(40) = 0.95, p = 0.347, 95% CI =[-0.21, 0.58]). 1%

2% (1(40) = —0.55, p = 0.583, 95% CI = [-0.85,
0.48]). HEEE(1(40) = —1.31, p = 0.197, 95% CI =
[-0.75, 0.16]), Z 5#HZMERYIARE, L8
BHAEL T — 0y 25 T, Hrbou A4S SE 56 Bl = dn ey
XTI T F B RS T TR S U0, DI
e il 52 55 B T ok iR 22

SE R E-Prime 2.0 FEF¥E R, FEHET)
R AN H I T — 85 Chat Room HF
SR Z M LR EE S sSm Sidok . REAL T
TR T K javafx SEEL T 204U0E UL Y2 WK
PRI, i iR 55t dE AT R A SAL B, AT LLSE
MEMPEAMXR . E—HPRERET . T4E
2R E IR . B PIIIR & A s TR)RG i 2 =2
Fbo ISR Y S5 At B AR RGN windows
server 2012, AZbFER A Intel Core Processor (Broadwell)
2.39 GHz (2 AbPRgH sk 55 4% Lo IR E W%
FAui o IER S TR 4 15 2550 Windows 10 64 (i #H
Jit, AbFRES A Intel Core i3-6100 FIHLIK F . L6
Rl (4 A—4), BP0l 530
i, DhROWIE BT AT b B, BRI OR TR
150 > P (Coman et al., 2016).
2.1.3 KGR

HUR 1 2 GRS EL, B o e e i —
LR+, FREEITE] 1000 ms, B f5 20 2
2 WICAC PR, FFZERTIR] 1 A, Jf PR
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FHEpr B
* 1000 ms
G 27369 | s it
+ 1000 ms z3J7% 1000 ms
B E BERK
20174F----- 60's +

235 1000 ms

513+412

BT SE g A% B BOR T KT BUmi AR 1A

155 2R T BEICAE M BHT RUGAR 1Y N 28 S 4y, A
BB 2] 6 RN AT 14

AR 20 TIRHBL, Femrh el 2 =S =
DB s 55, RPN AT AR, Z0d R
FRGEIFE] 3~5 43, LAB IR B0 2 i i N2 A T
SR (5 G T BN T B B AR & 1 TR

ABE 3 XPIEFT 2GR ), 2R
16 2 ZrBhINTETTHAPL S AT RR4E Y (9 254 Hh Z Y
) BORHAE SR X XA E I B AT T3P .

PR 4 BB B, B HLE S A T
[ ERA MTAZ A A o XI5 TRTAZ 4 4 24 1 4
(B4 2 24 B[Rl RE AR Bl 2 24 M ke Il bt
S BT, P B Z W BAIAR) . DIERT
FHEP—DMEES B — DR —1 . SE—1
FEARRBCR I 5 (£ DA, TEXNERN, —REA
PN R A KRS A, AR — DB 58
— By FEIR (Stocks et al., 2019), [KILLESE 4 AN
XN AS R APTE 1 22 iR RH R R SN,
Pk ny & F WP FEA TV . FEX R ICIC B, #iat
BB SRAE T IR R AT R 2 HAG 3 B WA ) B R
TR HA = A DT, T T 44 ke DA /N R D) S
90 By T4 BR S50 00 P4 25 Al 7 44 L Sk
FFICTE RS o AR X% 220 e 1 2 T 0 G B L
H A SN, JEEAR TR TR Y A 47 [EIHZ

ABR 50 XE IR B, BEORBHATE 2 T
THEHL EIR AT BE 05 19— IR Bk 22 HT Y 2
kL ERSEIITF R Z AT 1 2k, 1 Bh PR
B, RIS IHER: 1R RN 2 fiR).

22 #£R

BARATHTR A SPSS 22.0 #fF. 1, R
BH 6 N SCRNZE, SRR EA SRS 1Y A0
1235 H A (20~22 1) o R IG, ARIE BA B 10 3 i [
TR I [ B SCAR R, ) B iic A i idi
0 H H S A fE “M-Pre”, Xt iE )5 ic /E “M-
Post”) o TR FH A LA A PR R K -1 10 12 45 1
YRR AR &, A AR KFIEAZ 45 5 0 B i 250
HE, WS T EAERICICHEER, SH5 A0
5%, RIHICIZ IS (MC-Pre . MC-Post) . 3£ [F]ic 4
(RR-Pre, RR-Post)fl13:[F]L3ic (FF-Pre. FF-Post)Mi
B 5 my i+ 8 Aok LR EARIE 1250 5 (Stone et al.,
2010; Coman et al., 2016),
22,1 HHENZER

X5 37 RN AR XS 2 A5 TR RTINS
A 2 S AT g it . A BN X R A% 2 ) R ]2 0
HEL, B S E0E 7 AR BRI B, F(1, 40) =
5.01,p=0.031,m; = 0.111 (A 3 fir7R), #E—2
AL Ay T B, XHEAAAE T, #E I A h
W2 MEE(M = 8.14, SD = 2.10) 5 F & TRiM =
5.68, SD = 2.10), F(1, 40) = 20.56, p < 0.001; X}
WA EM FHERE (M = 6.50, SD = 3.05)F1HiT
(M = 5.80, SD = 3.11) [ i [F42 301 0§25 3 A B 3%,
F(1, 40) = 1.52, p = 0.225. %45 RAEMEICIL 57
AL AR B AR
222 EKEWIZIZER

B X XoF 1t A RR AR X 4H 45 B ETI L RS g
TCRSE AT geit, SRR 2 Fos, FHxF s
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) e )
SR |—— | S |——| $B |—=| PB4 |=—— | PEKS :
i | 0 ! _
— ]
i )
CLQH | &F | &E | A &E
| ] !
i ! )
| | RmEMZ |
| S FH () XPERTEZ | | XHEEEMZ |
- A EER T
\'_’iﬁ:ﬁ: __________________________________________ AN | =/
70 O e | o
i oﬁj @ 053 Q o}' Q. 093 ®
(s ) %) ,e
&« 3D @ . @O
B2 28 1 B E AR XHEI )
ﬁf‘_+_mﬂ1 FRMR AR NG BE, F(1, 19) = 3.90, p =
gg_~+éﬁ%ﬁ 0.063,mp = 0.170 (UNE 4 Fi/R). E— 4 faj sk i 4
% 7F Mra B, RAEXEHRMT, Bl It E =
= o 0 H R 2R TR, F(1, 19) = 6.55, p = 0.019;
am 5F N Sk A 32 \ Y
. TE AR XT3 2 2544 T #5303 ) s e i H %R

o B
i)

B3 bl ARSI AL A i EHZ ST R I Y 22 5

IO, BRI RN AN 3, F(1, 19) = 0.87
p = 0.363, WG AW ERNABA R, F(1, 19) =
0.83, p = 0.375, BE530E 77 M8 B AR
#,F(1,19)=1.13,p=0.301.

H F LA B ARICAZ I bR A A TR B 3 25 57
RYEE IO A E L, Nt — B H 5 TE 2
FEFE[EO A S RO B AR L S AR AR
e, D] I AR 5% 3K PP A8 s 144 T 6T i 2L A X 2 4%
P BT 5 e c g R G, R NER 2 iR,
Bt ket PR AR e R A 0 H B, B TR] Y AR
F(1, 19) = 9.28, p = 0.007, n = 0.328, #i% 7 z0hY
TR R, F(1,19)=2.51, p=0.129, Wfib) 5%
WM ZEEAARSE, F(1, 19) = 2.74, p =
0.114 15T PR ARt 2[Rl iC 3 H &k, I (]RGOS

F2 IHEAMBMALZLETHICIIZ

ERARE, F(1,19)=0.08, p=0.777, %L RHBY
WESE TR 1 SR s AR i w] i AR (A0 12 3
A IC R A o D

©3 SEEG 2 EALXIE RS R S —
FOHEXRT ERIEAZ 1 R
3.1 LWHIE
3.1 #ik

SECR AR S —8E: —3 vs A—
FORT-JE ML T, RPELE | EEMRICIZAESS
IR M2 = 0.170, JT G*Power #4453 1 =
0.453), J-H] G*Power TEGL ISR T 1 - B=0.95, 0=
0.05 MY FTHE T X SC 80 T HRIFEAR VTR Y, Ku 0
BIREAEN 12 N HISETERS RS 30 44 (i 21
£, “FEAERE 22.93 Z GEIRERH 19~28 %, SD =
1.96) . Hrh—d il A — 44 Pl R e S g0 25 o s
5 IEAN A ZE b X R AR 5 B SR /N B 32

s, H£ENHEE. HETIEREKEWM + SD)

2H 5 n MC-Pre MC-Post RR-Pre RR-Post FF-Pre FF-Post
X i 21 11 0.73 £ 0.07 0.72 + 0.09 2.82+1.54 518 +2.14 12.09 +2.74 9.55+2.88
B 2 10 0.67+£0.11 0.72 £ 0.09 2.70 £ 1.25 3.40 £ 2.07 11.20 + 3.68 11.50 £ 3.17
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REL . iﬁ% 321 BHHERZER |
B EEXHE B R BRI . S
% 1 A RS AT R, AN 3 s, EFxt B
2o Akt 1 R I ER, IR 54 DG A5 A A
E 9F B3, F(1, 28) = 4.84, p = 0.036, np = 0.147 (A1 5
CTmw FIER) o HE— S5 ARON AR 1, (5 A — Bk
inqLE

B4 il AR i g RS e B 3 e Al I A 22 5

Ui, AT REXT AR BT A e, R R R4 R 2
ARG R NG L5 W7 o BT B AE LI 45 o S
PAF— 2
3.1.2 ZHMBENEE

VRS 925 1 AR [E] SE g AR h Y 4 A5 0F I
BCffAR . IS4, HifE A AR . K
FINEARAR R KAy e & S g bR . AR
B2 )0 [EIEFXTRE 4 AR i A R A N B
B —BOA —BUR A S F W, —BURA R XHEE
B 1 —8, A—BURATEFMRGRNE A
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WAL (5 B S BGE T X IRE, WA IE fd
AR 25 5 A7 8 S BOR L X R . 7ESE 40
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SUG R P HOE AR XS /N, & T TR
i AR B — B A R AR AR L . LI 2
TE IR 4 53 KR o 31— SO0 E 4R — B0
WA, Frh— SO 4 P A S5 B T34 s — 3K
A, AR—BOFIE LN R B —BUE B
32 #R

K5 2 1 — SR 2 1 RS2 1 Y R
A LR B R A TR
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TR (A1 4255 H ¥ (M = 5.00, SD = 2.32), F(1, 28) =
31.02, p < 0.001,

322 HMHFIZIZER

B PR AR BECAZ WSRO, R BT A S0 AN I
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4.2.1 BHETZER

BEXF AN MR 2T BRI L 50
B2 LSt B ie 22 it geit, a5 os: wfEs
TR S P2 BEAE RIS B3, F(1, 28) = 3.69, p =
0.065,m7 = 0.116 (A&l 8 Fr/R). h— 2 a7 Hsk v 43
BrRWL, FEWNBEARSMETS, S5 A M EZRSi (M =
5.40, SD = 1.60), HCHTM E B2 LS (M = 4.47,
SD = 2.50), ZRih%EE, F(1, 28) = 4.01, p =
0.055; EAMEEARMT, il E e e RS (M =
7.73, SD = 3.06), & m i A 2SS =
5.53, SD = 2.45), F(1, 28) = 22.26, p < 0.001,

or —e— HHHA

---@--- SLEHA ;

F e M2 E %
N W h 00 o
T T T T T T
Y
\
\

H B
B ]

K8 NTERLL RSN A i B4 ST 7R T D 22 S5+

422 E@FBIZERIBEMEERIDER
BEXTAN—BUE Bk 0 NEFHR AR ST
TN L 0 ]2 A 2 E B T | s e [
AR B B W WL B S ST I P Ratay - e i
W HE, B S EHA S 2 EER R E, F(,
13) =5.37,p = 0.037, n2 = 0.292 (W& 9 FimR). if—
A B TR BN A AT R WY, FENBRIR ST, JE A
[E3CAE T H 5(M = 3.00, SD = 0.89) 5 /il [730
{ETHE(M =2.67, SD = 12122 AEE, F(1,13) =
1.26, p = 0.536; TEAMERMET, Wl s ML id
R HBU(M = 3.44, SD = 2.01), SBFE 1 TR
FCAET H 8 (M = 2.22, SD = 1.39), F(1, 13) =
25.37, p < 0.001, X PR AR f I [0 H 5k, B
[B] i R, F(1, 13) = 9.03, p = 0.010, mp =
5.

—e— WIRA
L --e-- AEHA

S
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N w

F =]
st ]

PO PNRERFISMEE (AR L [ S0 41 0 H 7 i I 22 5+

0.410; FEARBM Y ERN A2, F(1,13)=0.09, p =
0.771; Bf [l 5 FEAR S 22 AR A B, F(1,
13) = 1.34, p = 0.269 . Z L5 R 5% 3 I A—5, &
TIESE T FEXTIEA SR b, YA —BUE Bk A ANk
B B3 B ATl TSR A 3L R EAE A3 43 2 4 T,
AN—EfF Bk A NIEIRRE 5 AN 237 1 (g 255 )

5 HHE
5.1 RIZXIEE B TR AMEEIRIZ it
=R R ER Sy

SEEY 1 ARBE, S B AR S — A g AT
SERIC L R B A3 o 25 e . AAEFSE 3R W,
MICIZ B A B R 2T, BMED T A AT R
% (Finlay et al., 2000), J P2 5256 0 g LB AR 41
AINEBR 2 IR 44 OB 3 RN PME B B2 i AL 2L WS, DA
T VH B M E I il (Barber et al., 2012), iX &% 25
F AT BB R 2 —, BIEAC X s gl it 17—~
SEREICIZEH S HELE, AP e S PRt T —
BT SURME B IS R 5 o X THEMRILIZ ok
Ui, AR EEERE 045 B 2 v, ARXEAE i ) [ia]
P EEEE S — Rl SE 3 e ORI, I 26 E
5t Y N 28 FHE BR AR 25 o) TE gl I AS i Ak A2
WA G B RO e T XS 2
FIfE B o Haigud, TG B T I RIE R IE
o WHFEE G e, 15 S EA ko I R Y
TH, #axE, — s B DOB R
I HAkzzin i (B, 2015), %45 B 4E/R: fifx
W1 2 MR IS SR AC B B, #iiE it F B2
SERBGE AN AR, XHEZ 50 E B 7
A IE T A LG SYPEIR N, TIESE Tictexs
WEENTERICIC EM SRR P s E B2 A A, 5
PRIC AL 5T A 32 SCHC I 5% 1) 4 23 B 3l A9 0
By S — a3, FR 49T T R [ A2 Y o 7R,
FrEEARICIZ o UM AR I (collective remem-
bering; Wertsch, 2008). il 57 45 SR XFHEE RO 216 1
W) it oA kb 7o
52 XEHHER BB TEMAMNER

Bz EE[EFERER S

SIS 2 R IE R —EUE BT AT Al
TR AL RO R o i 2 G, AT Rk A P
(DIEAZ XT3 i —BOEAF B3 T AR 212
MR IAME, (AR SEARICAC M5 BT S Bk L (2) 34
T Schmidt 1 Sherman (1984)% Hi # Bifi & A [a] fié) i
BRI —BUE B B R It HaH &, 58
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A5 B E —ZICA2 (5 B B I TE Z e . DA
TERFSESR Y, A A8 23 O T IA 0 Jert A R ] XA
FfE BRI B B 4 KR iC AR I (Macrae &
Bodenhausen, 2000, 2001), At 4 ATIEAEE B
WS, AR AT RE 2 L4815 200 F 0Kk I ARFT & 1Y
WA, XL IZ B e BRI I T — 8 (5 8
Z BB AR, et 0 s p — Bk E B R
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BAENATICAZ X ¥ 1 2k 72 o oA 248 X FoE i
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FESHGI RN REIAR), A RS 2800 Z M) (S
& Taylor et al., 1978). & H T PR B 03 i 5 A A
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I Frefi ] SRR IS A Fh 45 A B9 25 1% (Richeson &
Trawalter, 2005; de Dreu, 2014), 1ERZEIEN T,
X 3 5 B AT /NG Y B DR DG R B[R] DG R AR

BB, FRATM 25 i K T 2 PR AN (A
BT IS 5 B 4 A1 5% 1Y 31X 26 435 8 (Johnson et al.,
2009), T8 2 K EIRIEE 2 F B — A,
FATH BN A ander, s E FATH A 2 B A A4S
H 8 ARG 35 A IS AR 6 T A AT 55 AR AT = T
S, DORHE B0 i 20 0% AR, A N AR
ATRES HH g Ab T RAE S 558 T AT
A T v A% AR BUCAZ AR BITFILE R AL 125 B,
VB AT ICEE AR BT Bz — o X2 At
22 HR S AL R 22—
54 HIRARKREE
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FA B T P W OUL 2 T Y IE A2 B4 an el S BOE R
B EICIZE R . h T ERIEZ N E, 5
FEAL HAREE T — b R 2 000 W 2 S YRR 3 19 5
AR B, (HXFP AT P AR R0 X i
I —ZR iR A . AR AT A — 20 K Se B
AN N Z 18] 53 53] P 9 R A2 Ik 1 R ] L 28 22 ] B )
B, WA D R W T 3 AR 3 B — o B3,
FEAH Z G S L B S, K 2% B RS
HEAVEFEMICAZ IO 2, SO RS A B T4
ST S AR A TR VAV QR P U i o S <i0) - A 8

HWR, Az iE S b il L 5g i R RC 1
k2 AT ME LI bR B S 2 R BAE T, R
SR A ARACAL AR 5T 5 2 LA TE KAL) 4 25 R 2% hy ik
fitth o BT AT OC B0y B ICAZ ST A 25 I ZE AR 11 HH
RIS NXF T3 — A Nt I i 5% i m] LA o 1) 2%
154k, IT52 M AR XS 28 ik i S5 2F g AR AL EAZ 11
SUFREE . AN, DA I e B % B i S B SRR AIE 7 I
28 L H s 32 422 A SR A ZE LA I 2, TR I A s
MIERIRICAL o DR R R 22 (] 1 3% 422 Fe /P47 B i 1Y)
LA, M [R] 2 A 4 XA B 198124 (Vasceanu
et al., 2018). [FIEF, JEARRTA A9 A B 03 7E 52 i T
K 28 1) S AR AZ 1) v 7 T T R -EL AT ) 5 1) 52 T
1, R Z M40 57 2 4 0 AT I 2% o dE AR
M, MATEe 42 HEIC I AE 4% th )z sl A,
TEATER AR 2Z 8] 5 30 120 % 178 23 a2 B R
1E1Z 8 (Momennejad et al., 2019).
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NI 2 —Fh B At 22 35 SRS AN e
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ik [l (Holmes & Conway, 1999; Sahdra & Ross,
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& Haque, 1999; Conway & Plyedell-Pearce, 2000).
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Abstract

Collective memory often appears in everyday conversations. Communicating with others about what hap-
pened to the past inevitably affects our collective memory by social context. In recent years, several studies have
believed that the formation of collective memory depends on a dynamic system of communication, but few
research has started from dialogue and interaction backgrounds and used empirical methods to explore factors
that may affect collective memory at the group level. On the basis of existing studies, this research thus explores
factors that may influence collective memory in an interactive way (i.e., memory conversation). It investigates
how memory outcomes under this framework are affected by the interaction social context, which includes
memory conversation, information matching, and group identity.

First, the effect of conversation on collective memory was investigated. Specifically, Experiment 1
explored the effect of activating information content through memory conversation and adopted a single factor
(activation mode: conversation vs. individual) pretest-posttest experimental design. Second, the effect of
information matching on collective memory was determined. Experiment 2 adopted a single factor (information
matching: matching vs. mismatching) pretest-posttest experimental design. Third, the effect of group identity on
collective memory in memory conversation was investigated. Experiment 3 adopted a single factor (group
identity: in-group vs. out-group) pretest-posttest experimental design.

The results of the three experiments are as follows: (1) Conversation improved participants’ free recall
scores at the individual level, whereas the nominal group did not. At the collective level, the conversation did
not affect the group’s collective memory convergence. However, the conversation reduced the number of items
forgotten by participants in common. (2) Given matching information on memory conversation, individuals can
perform better in free recall. Information matching does not affect collective memory convergence, but
information matching can increase the number of items remembered in common among participants. (3) When
inconsistent information comes from the outgroup, individuals’ free recall performance is better. Only if the
inconsistent information comes from the outgroup can make the collective memory among participants have
more parts to remember in common. Meanwhile, inconsistent information from the ingroup and outgroup did not
affect the number of items forgotten by participants in common.

In conclusion, these findings have important implications for understanding the mechanism underlying the
effects of memory conversation and group identity on collective memory. Moreover, the function of commu-
nication is not to make the memory content close to facts, but to abstract our memories and remember things
effectively. Our findings confirm that collective memory is not only recognized as an individual psychological
phenomenon but also likely involves a kind of social property. Therefore, given the significant role of com-
munication with collective remembering, placing people in a conversational background is a direct way to
investigate collective memory.

Keywords collective memory, memory conversation, group identity, item remembered in common, item forgotten
in common





