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L I A7 3 2 7 5 AR B 1) 2 S0 W 056 R i 2 T PR i Mk 2k - B D™ e L SE R S AR E
By MRS TR RAE N ST AW AR R (), K T A s A - RN AL
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(2) % 1 KA N B P ad, RETMMERG IR RN R T o™i
I THKE -

ZITES 4 5 BRBER B R P HE(MCMO), FHEEIL ™5 10,000 JOEARA T A R,
FRA a3 BT 25 SRS I EL 24 1 (Vuorre & Bolger, 2018). D% E 443817715 Monte
Carlo VAFIZ4 Bootstrap fHEL,  siflitt X (G TH AR AERI (T A, TS E, 2018). [HIIL,
2T R] DAAE R M 7 R i 5 g YU S LIS (RIS AN R0 e i i k), 3 4G o o5 2]
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)% M IEFR(Yap, Sibley, Balota, Ratcliff, & Rueckl, 2015); 7EZELEIRH(CIDVESH, 23]
SR B S 2O, WO T EE T HARTA 5 3 RI% 2 W 58 1 Sk R 4t H %A (R —
AN, AAEAERAMX o AH A S R 1 F ) AN B AR A 14UCGHRAERR, 55 —IRH
brin] I 7ms, R R I233ms: BB IR H AR £ 0 34ms, FEROHEI216ms: LUK
FHE,  Hbnia SE R DAL 7ms i3, TRERORNI LU Tms k. Qb A, B BB
B S S B AP AR 5 TR o i SR 1SR ] DU 5 ST B N S ks, I ] A
FEMCRIEIE e, s Sk A5 (B3N )% 1A, H I iC S U3 SRR (Yang, Huang, & Shanks,
2018).

(2) BMMESERZAL: SCIDIES AL, BRAMARTERILE AT FER R B 4b, AR
AT 55 BT R AT I BE I 340 T RIS B 4040 1) 42 S i 7 kg 27 >3 1] P i SCHREE 8 s 25 (Chumbley
& Balota, 1984). FJ W, ZUBCA] I WIE 55 3845 S LI I A B Al 28 SEAMA 10 JR TR R K R
JBE, A BR RN L N S S B TR . 5 2 M ICIDATE S5, A BRI iR
SR S S s HERRE SN T3 R A P TE B2 R o FERITR S A R 7 YR B A 2R 5 B
BT SR RN AR TG AN [F) AR/ NP 25 301 BT B 1) J A5G 1R S T TR P 5 55 B T IR
5 BRI AIWTAT S5 AH L, CIDAT 25 %8 015 78 e R i J2 T 4 2% 0 B o UK
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EEAR VI T AR AME SR BRBEE AN (2019) KB, B85 5138 X i Lt P i
B S PR TE S ICAZ TR, BB TN o IR IE 7 SRS 122 34
RPN ZE S SRR IX S SR, RN OB S5 &, R HE M TsA Al
B0 SRR IR E T . AW TR T ARZOP IR, B A3 T 2 IR R 2R LI 99 71 5
W PR CRN 5 J2 T 2R ) 5 ST FIWT R AT A RCE R IR o 2 R I 51 A B e o o

B 3: AIEMEE B, EER sl AN [F] A /NI E 257 20 4 i (B 350528 32 e T 5
BREMZ ST, (B4 H AR DG 78 L BRI T AN EHZ BRI A%, IR T AT E 5
PR EMZ G LR R, VRS TE AR A 43 A3 B A s FEAR I T R S BT, b dn gt
LRI S PSR BZZARAC (FE S T AR AT Re e M AT 2 EAESER 2 dhidid K
T AR 2 ST I TR SRR Y P B E o TR — BB AT B

[B1R7 : i o A o2 T 2 Ao

(D ILEAEE e R T TS BOa W B, AR T DB 785 80 i 5 BEAR 14 7T e
JER(P11-P12, PAEEFRIL). BABSABUR: 2 KNSR A DGR T, RELX
Tl TGN IR B 17 A T R B ST I g A o R AR R R R AR A K TE LM TR K
NSRBI ARDGAE T A, R B R R IR A 2635 501K (0. 12 ~ 0.25) « il iR hodes M Castel (2008)
BRI BN 15 21 5, LEIZHE UG I EZ I, AMAR B EHZIERZR0R0.16.
FEABAA 45 SAE Mueller A (2014) f1YangZ5: A (2018) T 7L R A B, BRI A D& K
LSS EFT AR A5 20), ARRAE ARSI BRI 5 2] B 18] AN 50 46 T IRE 1 25 STF ], Ak
ATRT REAE PR B B )2 BT 45 R 5220, BORTERS 52 2] 64 T I B IR . 055
% (Cooper & Pantle, 1967; Mueller, Dunlosky, Tauber, & Rhodes, 2014), E[J 2% >] 2 {14t 5 i
(encoding strength) fflk, 52505 > I 8] ARG ROBIETE 2 LR T2 2 Ak I H, R
2R 2R R R (R0 R, 2 = F0 0T R ARG 222 1) 2 5 R AN AT 5 S T i A 1 5 szl
17,98 5 TG 5% [ 28 2% (Benjamin, Bjork, & Schwartz, 1998; Koriat, 1997). g2, 44mbd s
BGRT, IR RN SRR 2R R G R 2 ST FIW = A R S AR, IR RN . A
WFFUHEIN 22w A5 LG RIS, RO BE 2 AR R, XA R 5 MAE SRS IZ AR, B
I R E 2R R VR R sl 354k, 1 T e e Y B R S R E 5 RS 1) 2 ST W e o 17
B AR AR

(2) AHFFE IR 2 I a7 2, 5 DA A AN . A T 3l i 2 2
I IA), 4 2 ST B s i o, Bk S e TaC7E PR (I TR 2 RTS8 3R 2% 2T, i R A Ab— Ik
P AE R R 7 2 LRSS RN IR e bR b R ELAIE E T RR, 95 it
Ht 4730 5% (Lupker, Harbluk, & Patrick, 1991).
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[BIRZ : [k o i o2 T O

L EAEAS R AN TS T =R 2 ST (] S A T (S258:2), KGRI/ A a1 10 27 =0 4 B
HEFERIFEMLE. Botn FEER3.22 %3 HWE, P18-P19, LUEGIRD): “B=
Foft 2 ST I IR) 28 A T 5 R AR RN A TR (25 ) 0 W1 25 S B A Py i B A /NS AR A
TRbr o 4 IR 25 Mlds 2 ST B ) 550 T 1“7 AA /N RBURE 2 25 5 T 8s 9 1R 1 IR -7 AA K /N
(?1=0.001; pr = 0.02) 2sFH4sPRFh 2% A [A] ) AR R /INRORE TG ¥ 3 22 5 (p = 0.97) .« AELAS SR )
A, ERORBE S T B IR] R RS -7 A /NS BI /N, AHL& 8% 3] S8 At T KMk il 15 1 2% 2
WHE AT 2 2 v TN FARRE, (24) =2.87, p=0.01, Cohen’s d = 0.20”.
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BLEX3 3THEHAT B, LB SR “(H2, BEA g 8 g, mTaess
2 R TICIZSR R I 57 21 I, R RS AL 200 22 21 AT /R AR 2354k, S 80T
PRI BN 3

BR7: 421 PRBIFFEZEE, H2AREIAWAKT: WRINTARZENL, #HE
AR SRR IR -
BN : SR H IR N R SCRIEAMER, SRR

B 8: f£ 5.2 FPAREIRBIFISEI L PE ARG I 2 18] b 4R R AR 7 SR E™, TTSee 1
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AR R B W, TEAE SRR CANFE T SRt o B 0 2% =) I W 50 s e RO R (1F P24, 28
5E164T, M AMD), AMAEMREAT. “ER, SiAMARLERA SR, At
LG 3 35 A R I G s 5 R R 2 = I T Ry s i), B2 ST I TR RN IR FE PR R R A B3
TG XA I G SR, AT BE S AHIE FORE g i ik FE AT A ) #R42 . ARHE K oriat (1997)32 H 1)
LR R FIRAY, 2 SRR A [F R AL B 2 52 B2 ST R s . Bk, 54l
B TE, MR TR RIS, SMERERR (B, 2 > I a)) AN 5 2 =0 35 (1% 2
FEFE, 0 HLFEM 2 13 A TN o Bl N #4220 IX Se PR R AT FE A FR O, FRR A
R FHIX LA LR Fe . A FE AP 1L 2] SEmE (B 1 TR (L 002 SRFISLIR3: & h)), K
P 5 B2 HEAT WO ) % o AL o BE A e IRV R 2 S AR, 2 20 S 0] ol K 1) #R 428 FRO R 3 0
AU, X E AR 7T FTIESZ(Susser, Mulligan, & Besken, 2013), i AZift 5 5t 22 5]
FWT ) E RN AN B, SRR 2R S 3N R IR A A 5 X 5 ST RR RERI R . ERAR, S e R
S ST ) RN 2, AER BN S R A AT BRI B 2 TR R AR (I1E LR 5 H
TS W, T P55 R AR B 20 5 S S W ) R e (B AR N RIS Y
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(1) BO RN 0 i M 2 2 (Rt 25 THI PR 2R3 12 AR R /NS R AR
(2) 25 GG ANl 558 FEE P BT PRV 2 e RN A DR /N A (R 5

NIEF] R B, AFEEIE R =A S, S Ll K CIDAE 55 FIJOLAT 45 43 il i, 7£
TN R R I R T, B S S ST AW R . SEG 238 I K g R TR IR, S
BERR, Bl si B AR RN IR . 50503, Rt — DR 2k R RBL(E X
2eFR), DAIR i LR PR 77 UG 0 g 5% 5ik 2 25 SR 2 4 ZON AR R /INRIURE R 5% 1 (Lupkeer,
Harbluk, & Patrick, 1991). Xf P b inl @R, A B T2 HHE 7R A4 KN BUSL ) A ZEAL
i, T H O I T A SO RHE R s s e R 7 BB ROR. W E 2, AR B ERIE
I 2 T ) B R (B0 5 T ) 75 2 A R /N RS 1 A FE BT A (S0 1), 32 17 T i ) 2 )
B, WOETE 2RI, BTSSRI AR L Z N S I W AR F (SRER2), el — DR S
LR ZR AR SE A IR T A S RHAE 51 S (0 G B (SR 56 3) -

B 11 1ERTE e —BORgs RAL, 1EEIIRE), TAMLR (dnmsiimit) 546 8%
R CAngmhgssas) SLE IR, AMA S ST W2 B8 2 MMt ) ot B8 S A AU R R - (2t
0285 SN I R IR i i 0T 2 S T (¥ BRI, S i ek FE SEARORAE RIE R .
P, SCH ANER R BE G fi BENT S5 REAT M AT I S A TG I, SR UOREE, JHESEE 2 45k
O] : R A Z I R o EMB R, A FE 1 G i 0 2 2] S Wi A S 0 HO AR RE (0
W P24, 55 2 16 17, LAIEMARID). BIR, A I0H G fish i 5 (5% ST I IR R0 T B x5
YU AR 2 AR S, AFLHE 2 ST B TR s TR FEE T R 0 B 2 AN R AE LA R R
(Wil XL ZR), HIXSe2e 208 [ 8 & T AR 2= I FIW b . fEEORa b, SRR T X
Undorf 25 N (2018 7T (IR, Eekdn F(P25, 5 2 BLAE BhRic): “Undorf £ A (2018)%
BEATEAT 5 ST FI WIS FE A RARIE B — R, BRI 22 M2 R W 7R R 1]
B BB PRI LA, IR L 2R 2R S TEAMA I 2% =) F W b 54T 28 2 4 (cue integration) FAH
554 (competition), HI S5 L 2% =) FIWT HORE I . BAASK UL, A TURIN, 1ERARIE S
N, IELERR) S o) FIWHE R TR, IR 2 PR 2508 (the emotionality effect); 7EFHIR
WA, BARIXFPE % MR A RAALE, R FR/N . kR ut, 2> P w2 &
55 7 ENEIE B IR R NIER”. [, FTEUIIR, AR 5 I BRI TR AR
NSRRI B R O S R g A 5 P PR R

B A2 307 407 @ EAB N WSSO E R ] ot b R e, ATk
RENH, FEHGHIRE. LHWRR), REMERGIHEIL. BB AE LR,
(Vuorre, 2017)fEZ 25 SCHR R 3AT 51 5, A BAEE AR BB
[BIR: SRR Z IR R . B A AR tbric, T MLP31-P32.
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K52 Fi(University College London)/0r %% 518 5 2% (1) — 44 B 78 0 (L BRA# 1 4, B 9T 07
IF) TG TC 2 0B ) Xof B S A7 2 A 28 LA RS 5 AT 7B N T B OR S SO S IR, {EH
TV 1P STAZ RS A (Grammarly) 3647 T4 2.
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B, MEREAR VBRI, EEE— S n B H 2 R

B B, RS B AW S5 AT LU, X A T s LR AT S5 (CID)
PR BEAT T BONIE R DA o (H 3 A8 T B2 AR T HAAESS, CID AR50 Fn i i
FIEA TS, XA BN RIFARR R R —MESS (AR HIB 55 ). AR ANt
FARAMES IT 70 (WHFErh IR S, AT BRI —T CID MIL%.

[E1R7: U H R 2T IR W, EEMR T P14, DA brid, BATEHAL T CID /L5550
H IRV i e 205 . BB N AT

“NRE— B E BRI AR AR RN P IYER], Yang 45 A(2018) L2 LA T CID
155 5 AR ] A AR 25 D 2 T H N s R A Rt . CID AR 552 — A o iR 55, 1
AR AR N 0 B3] )5 57 B 48 e BV (Ward, Berry, & Shanks, 2013).  JLAR IR FIWiE 5%
BRG] BETR T HE A ) b SR IR A A O AR AR A , AR H AL AR B N
GERRIN, AE CID ARG, BT sk TR R Ak S im] (0 3k 158 22 S 25 AR /NP AR ] o R
FE BRI 55 1, R 53] /N T B 1] (10 40 T e SN H19% A8 72 7. Yang 56 A (2018)
PR X P B 2 R 22 S 0 2 B R, CID AT S5AN I B MRS T H v in T A2, Fr
SR 3 8 AR s I I R A2 BUAN A ZR (B dn s 3 SOIN T sas B8 0% 8 ) 1 T8 AE T 3
(Chumbley & Balota, 1984; Yap, Sibley, Balota, Ratcliff, & Rueckl, 2015). L\ E4558%H], CID
55 5% T w1k A I B B e ) R U .

UeAh, THEGBIRE, FAm R E 77 sCEFE AN T, R AR A
FRH IR S M ANFI T HER 22 . H BT, B S AR/ INBOSAR SR I T b, SR AR ] A4
155 A0 CID 155 &R 5 i P (19 20 W AR Fr(e.g., Mueller, Dunlosky, Tauber, & Rhodes, 2014;
Undorf & Zimdahl, 2019; Yang, Huang, & Shanks, 2018), Jf FLix 3t 0 & ¥ 5 S I F 43
SRR SCHE % B BRI HEHEE O LR M ER AVE SR . BATA il i phia X 2
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B 2: P THEF ) Sebr BB AR D, e RIB SR AT 1 B RO BRI .
FEAR G 10 B B 2 R 21 1 RBEE N QO AT AT, FFHEAT 7 XTEL M. IESCH, | & sk
bR A T SSAALEE, FETHIS e H S8 2 FISRES 3 R ILBURIAR Z AR R IEFR T 51
WRFIEZR R (SRE 1) SRR TINS5 A ROR AT, 24 RN B A A7 >0 4 W e af A 935
Bl 20 3 ) A B 2 IR B R AN . O (EXANE A BRI IR i E, AR
T LB AR B0 S Bm B N R — 2P )k, e R JG — B B AS R A EE ) 3 #

1R R R TR . FEAB SRR Hoeh AT 8 IR 52 b B A B EAT TS BSORIA R 78 (FE AL
P26, LALfabrid), RARMESAZMT:

“HHEE T HAR SRR FN o 2R (B0, STATE T FE A1 73 92, Strukelj, Scheiter, Nystrom, &
Holmqvist, 2016; 7 A1 285 3, Rummer, Schweppe, & Schwede , 2016), FAAK/NEERE
SEBREF BT o H LR 45 T 5 (Magreehan, Serra, Schwartz, & Narciss, 2016). FTLL, FAK
ZINFIT B R T TG VAR M ot R A4 2 T P A S B I 51 2 DG . B, FE AR
fi s BOE AR AT A A (R /N SR R EE 6, S8 2 R A e ek 4 bR T 7
PRI 51 B 27 ST FI BT R O o ASHIE TR A R I B, et o > 38 EAT SE IR 2 I SO o —
TR Bk AR/ IN RN R B A R Tt o TR, 80 AR W] DA RS AEAN [A) A R/ S iR



e AN (G, 3G A BRI R 4458),  DAMRe ity >0 38 06 IR Bl AT SRR 3 SN
TIHFHOR 2 (T8 SRR, AT 58 B0 B R TR0 SEARF AL I 51 RS A 2 ST AR 22 o 7

B 3: BT T TG s B R FEAE B A DR 1R S BN . AR TENT & R3] T &R F
FAARRAY (R4 2 Z T AR (00 0, 25 =0 40 0 2 £ = 2 Jor DR A HEA T 25 >3 4 W e
T 5 ESHAZIRE ORI ZR), FEHEH o I IR T 4284 118 (Undorf %5 A (2018)
IR E) o AERH G BEARTE i B HE 1 I M AN it B Pl 2

[B1RZ - R ek F 2 i o PR SScRa, AT BITERT S AR B T R R A 55
G0 s A HR (VE WS ORI (0 P14 A0 P27, DAZLEbRIT), FLEEWLARE, 2SI HMrh e
X ZFRRMFIA, I HAREEE TRk & R R IEAT 15 & (Peynircioglu & Tatz,
2019; Undorf & Bréder, 2019; Undorf, Sollner, & Broder, 2018). H §i, %M &4k T & I EL
AT 2 RGNS T SR SR . RIS, ZERT S, AT T AR ft R R 2
2R R (ORE A 1E B TR0 RS AIE 51 R A TGN KN R S 1 B b 4031 A2 2R ) FASE RN 2% > ) i v
fAEZFRRBES SRS MM AN . BAENENT:

“TEIATEIURIL, AATTAT LIRS 2 Rk 2% 21 #IWr(Undorf & Brdder, 2019; Undorf,
Sollner, & Broder, 2018) o “F A K /INIURE A P A2 H2 15 -5 B 0 B I i 1 LA AR A R 2 2 2R K
ARA KT 0 VAR R NS (B FEEAT 30T, 78 R I TG I\ S 5 147 A 54 T
155 2] I 4t 58 (encoding strength) A2 12T 2k % (diagnostic cues) FILE A 7870 H K .
ELMVERE 7O, B0 B B RHZ IE R R 84K(0.12 ~ 0.25). 540, Rhodes A1 Castel (2008)
FERPAR S > B LI S5 FEXTFT S B HEAT 2 ) FIWT, 355 20 B B EHZIR . ZE R,
AMER B B2 ERACN 0.16, AU ZRAE Mueller 55 A (2014)H1 Yang 55 A (2018) T
FORER I HESRHME, XG5 0] AN BT I B RS R BT 58, Rhodes
1 Castel (2008)1 556 H1, FEA™ FLI (1 27 2] B ) KIS 5s, AR AMARTT RE I 78 0 R T
A 12 > I AL B AR AT REERVE b o et s, A g i i ) AN S 25 T BT T H 1) &2
SN 1] o B FT BETE B2 00 H Y 2R BT BRAR AT 45 o T 4R N L, SR AE A 8] () 2% o i A v
B VE R ) R A B0 B £ (mind - wandering) 25 L 4t (Cooper & Pantle, 1967; Mueller,
Dunlosky, Tauber, & Rhodes, 2014; Seli, Risko, Smilek, & Schacter, 2016).

AR 208 22 R FEASEZRL PO 00 A0, 27 >0 AT R IO 22 1) = T2 S5 DA 2 A AR E Ak H 27 > 0 B et 1)
T 5 H YN 5RE R A 2K (Benjamin, Bjork, & Schwartz, 1998; Koriat, 1997). 44wt i
BT, S SIRORH A SR IE LR R AR Ty 3 2 2RI R R SR A T I AR /N AR
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