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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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(PrRIRFEEE 5 O0BBB, B 250022)

B EAEAA TR R LR B A R 69 5 SR, K I 8 ) AR sd e A
A EAT E R AN, AT H B AR EARRE B EH KRB LG G EBREENY
Bk, BREA, BRELHEYAKBE RS BN BB RELYEHRRAAT £, LERRK
BREAZRYFERRMA ,, M L AR AR B LN I RAYAE LR EFRK,
R R I HT AR WIS A FRPUEA S BAN A AR T R BFRIER

KBER BEELREY AN FATERE, AR B B, MBHKREE

HES S BR42.5 SCHRERARES A

T

1 ]

1445 m B B 2, AT REE B
REFR, HP AT E A S & & M4 iR 5 E (Lee
et al. ,2025) , £HIR{E S ML B TR Z HHZ
M, £L 2 & AT, $hEL Tt T . RER
ZHRBRME A I, (H X2 Efe & 8
R RE B MIE? Brot &I, BMEXT R G
BT TRE, BEENERE BT FRERZA
TG LEEIZHERAE 5, X AP IR PR N IR
BRI EZZ RN (the continued influence effect of
misinformation , {&j #% 5y CIEM ) ( Ecker & Antonio,
2021 ; Ecker et al. ,2011; Johnson & Seifert, 1994 ),
il BMEE 7 Z YRR e i & S 808 AR
E—NERER 5% E R E AT AR HLO
FE MEIER, kiR 5L B e 45 A e .
GERSEATEHE R PR EROR &, SBOLE BR ML
B 35 T ( Poland & Spier,2010) ,

ARBLXF CIEM, [ 4 4h % 5 A [F] F B X
HLFALEVET TR ( Bertolotti & Catellani , 2023 5
Ecker et al. ,2015; Ecker et al.,2021; Lin et al. ,
2023 ;Swire et al. ,2017) . HE[,FF0E EERE T
SRS S RO SR O B B 3 8 (men-
tal — model — updating account) ,ZI g5 H , AIT4E
BB RGBT, S8 R T F O AR
AL TS RN AR BN, R O 28 v 4h
TR FRABEAY | 4TI JE ST RS Y I RSSO RE R
MBI, RFEIEF SSRGS MR E R R K
BTG B4 551R 15 Bl S EE R W J5 £ 1T IS A4
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HREEA A A0 T35 3 ( Ecker et al. ,2015; Gordon et
al. ,2017 ;Kendeou et al. ,2014)

RS BB B A (selective — retriev-
al model) , ZHLBTE i, ££15 B HIRIUN BL , 45 1R 15
SR IE(5 B R B E0E A B 354+ (Ayers & Reder,
1998) , W R4E IR (G B R, 48R 15 B S8
JEEEHPARIN T R 2, AR 5 1E {5 B3 B, W)
1B 15 B G 82 (A AN T b & 4% B4R (Ecker et
al. ,2017 ;Ecker et al. ,2011 ; Ecker et al. ,2010; Seif-
ert,2002) . THRBUEAY A BN TIiE (a dual - pro-
cessing mode ) SR T AESZHB B B 3l L A0SR i
LA T R 647 (Rugg & Curran,2007) . H 3l
I TABGE ARG, 3R T4 s DL () Z %
SCAS S B — R A 890 5 T SRl R
Y5 EH R, B — PG 1 R R SR 4 i [
2N T.( Yonelinas & Jacoby,2012) , B & IA
IR FREE RN ELZ W& E I AHFITHEIE,
2550505 BRAE M 25 in, R T Be iz B shim
T, FEE S SRR, SRS AR W, 520 /5 42
AN T . AR SR i TR PGS B & %
AL, AR B T Y ROR 275 B B B 32 55 (Ecker et
al. ,2020 ;Swire et al. ,2017) .

FEMM SRS TEE A (2022) 32 151, /1R
FARS AR TR , 4B v &)= 18 48 X3, CIEM [
RERS AN ESRPEEFENEEREH
K, W5 E B RBGI R P IRms in TR K MOE %, A
LB B TR IS A IR R B S B T
CIEM F=A: By A RIBY Bt B2, O BRAS TR o8 37 30
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SRR AE G B B IE (5 B AR IR (5 B O BRI 5
B AR IR AL S SR W B IE {5 B i $R Uk
W FE T CIEM ; Mg =F S WA K CIEM & A4
i FILR I B B

Johnson FI Seifert ( 1994 ) &5 L33 T 40 faf 3¢ />
CIEM, SLhptpHiR T —& 6 ER XM, I H
T KREHR(EER ST GRS R KR
BEATHE IR, 45 R 2 3, 35 1E 5 = i 3R IE SR,
HEGEMNEIE(SEREZRY) A RIEEHE
(BMENXEAM. GEREANTERE T -2
RIEER AN HERE G H A X RE BFHITHEE
HIAE % 3% ( Chan et al. ,2017; Ecker et al. ,2010;
Nyhan & Reifler,2015; Toni et al. ,2020) , Jf F F X
INTIEHAT TR, AN ER G EE ESREH
TRAE BN (familiarity backfire effect) , Bf AfTT4E
WIEERE B RFEN , AR ER THRER,
HinT 2EME, NNV ET BT, RSB 17E#R
BUE S BT B s i Pl b 3R BT 48R (5 8, I
T X RS B B MK 8T ( Johnson & Seifert, 1994 ;
Skurnik et al. ,2005)

PRI, AR E N R N ER M IRE R
AN CIEM ( Ecker et al. ,2017 ; Wilkes & Leath-
erbarrow ,1988) . Ecker Z A (2017) X ET=f W
IESRMF 5B—F I A B BB R4, 58 — R
HEGEMEERE EAMF, B E/IBHNER
RN L B T IR A5, =R AR I S IERUR X
FE RIS A= MEE XA BERTE
R E = SRS M I A =M ey
RZAEEBEHENER . IS =M ERMEXE
REBMELIFTA W B HIGI CIEM, BrE#R
T PR R, — B R AL BB R 1 BE R i i
TR, ARG R EE BB R HIRERERN
R, AR E B A IEF R R s =N &, &
WA E, R G BN OCERAEA P FEIE
EBTH, N\ FEAEL CIEM ( Ecker et al. ,2017 ; Put-
nam et al. ,2014;Stadtler et al. ,2013) , B4 —FhfiE
B ARG ENEEMEEFEEMRED , EA
G, It ATE BRI B, PTG R L S
BLEIEfEEEA S SRR, AT CIEM
(Ecker et al. ,2017 ;Ecker et al. ,2010; Seifert, 2002 ;
Swire et al. ,2017) ,

R T E W IE 7 A s mass iR 5 B IE
BOR EIARBFRAR N TR AERNESE, X A6 S
BEMEZEHIE R, —EXNERELNEERY
KMHERRKRRNEERRHATINEE, —Bokit, 5
FIREEWEIEY MR R X RYEIESN, S&RE

AP B E XA EIELT ML, EERE
FHIEEA W B CIEM ( ( Ecker et al. ,2017;
Ecker et al. ,2011; Wilkes & Leatherbarrow, 1988 ),
X T MG ARG BB IE, 5B E & MiE
MU R EML, BEE B EMEIET X RMAE 5
i CIEM( Ecker et al. ,2010;Swire et al. ,2017) . 28
TARRREFIEN BRI ENER T E KRR
U843 B B EE B AN, B 10 Ecker 55 A (2010) %€
W B E SR BT/ NE L EHAEE
FEN”, MRE BRI BT NEL |
WA EETFEAMEFREN, BRAEHFHLEASE
TEEGE, FTUBAFAA G, A REAR A5 1
BEEMM . AHRUD, Swire 8 A (2017) FELLIRE R
58 P& 8 S5 R, R4 A 8 R PR E R
e, FHM,FENERBIAFTEITEEZIWIER
IRZIA

BT EFR SR A—, AU R EhE S
ANSEIGHT AT WA R (1) 5250 1 SR AL 8
CIEM {5 A% 3l 87 Y5 =X, X LU B8 I S 4 s 1l
KA TE GRS T B AN $ B BOA SN TR A [F], Bt
P B BRI AR 5 (2) 650 2 SR 5555 1 A
R 9, BRI 5 B B e A% 1 R ) 42 B 4 S5 140 AE)
e, B B IEXTSE IR E B R SE IE P A R,
ik — PR TT CIEM 78 4% M B S R B B 1A J0 i
THER.
2 EIF1

SLg 1 H RGOS RS B 15 S S
B BT B B AR TAL . SEHBE T M
FpSE B 25, BB IR AR A A5 I o7 4
TR B R, DA B 77 $ B9 B ) o 5 M
R, AEATESBYEL, IR B IE S A il S 4 1 BB
A, ZRARE , U TERB N B, 5RE B
HIEfE SR A BEILAE , IF IR AT O SR BT
FESRIR B , B8 TE SR Fndss ihl S (A b, 2R AT
METRTFEE, AMTEBIER/NFEY, HHEIER
SR G B AT S, B i 5 T MY
MR, IF BARR(E B Ir e sy, R EE ER T
R s A SR D SR IR R B B 2 S AN b 2, DM ZE 4R R
B B & A A I R] BRI LU/, W] REAE ST B B 2
ST T OB KR
2.1 Fik
2.1.1 gk

BIETT A BT 3T (Johnson & Seifert, 1994 ; Pat-
rick & Maria,2016) ,{di F§ G * Power 3. 1 1+8& 45008
TR/ PEA RN 27 &4 (B E N 0. 30, B &
7Kk 0. 05, power {24 0. 85) . Sfw 1 AR HUST
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FERERAF 32 R A (19.7 £1.49 %) fE WK,
HpFHE 16 N, BrAPRMASEFERNER,
AR Z Mg R ER. LKRFHH—EH
i
2.1.2  SEEit

LASENCY S a- B et e s v R i G 2 |
T IE PR A A L R B IR . (AR
RSV T BURLI, LA R 18] 225 [ A 4 5 B P D
HERR
2.1.3 MR

LR TE B A B 5T (Brydges et al. ,2020)
HELAE b BT T R, B G, B A R R LIBT T
A (SGEKPIRBISGE €L AR X 50 R IR(G R
FESCRPRREEAT TR, il R Us  EPIA BT
LA BT X LR AR BT T RA I,
Ja 3 46 R RIE EABHE SR, T OF
WP LE I X 55 SN, T3 SN T 44 AT
o BAESCH S MITHB. 81T —
AN I S ) TR SRR (B B S R A T
=) 5 2 AIEEN BEA L AENEN CEIERMS) ,

Jrzo

AT

BE A A EF AR ENE N, X E T —
TR (R R L5 4 A T3 2 MEREIK
FERAERER, B, SIERFRIS 4 ARXTE 2
AIERIRIE R BB IE, TR A P20 4 AITCHEIE .
SRV, BT AR PR U SE 2 A1 BT, B
R TAAR MREFIERLE 1, XA, B4
SCERA B IE AR AN 2R R AR, S Y 46 A
PORHE AR T 92 A3, N T Rl — il R e B 52
JESCH— A, 48 92 DR T - A A,
XA, AR B 2 90 KL, L1 46 ASKEEATRL
144 ANIHFERRE 46 A EERTRH 23 N AR
FEBEA 23 A BEIE SRR AR A SHTE AT RLE RS
TS AS [ RE R R R, LASP- 85 B IR X 4R
JS7, DA% B 1R BT B o

AR BT BRLAR Y R, — A S B ]
FBL, B SCAP AR 2 A RIS 4 /) 3R B 0 0 SR AT
B, 57— AR R, BIARYE S 1.3 35 A
{5 BRH BB PERIRE . S FEARLR B PRI,
— Ao SC R B ER AR, — 0 T B AR

F1 X1 MBIz

s BEIE&M il
BIA MR FEEHN—EERSBTCENEEE. X ABEN-EERSR T ENEEE,
w2 RS ERERENESMEERTERE, R, EEAR P2 T 8,
B3R REXNBGHS T, HXTBUGAT T 41BN &
Farm  EEE ER, FRIFAEE SR SR, B, PR AR 2N %
Hsh  ARGHERHE—-PEERL. HARG ik Tt — S HELK,
HR A [ RN ]
AL ERERAERERABNE,
FIRE2  FWELETEHER.
2.1.4 SHRF Fro FRFRIRHLT 60 phZEh , A HA PIRAR RIS

TASPOAB 3 90 ANMESCS NMEX N —HE
WG 18 4. FAHESCEALE 2 -3 MREM R
M2 -3 AEFEMRL2 -3 A RBP4
RSB A E. 5 MESCRBSER)R, Yol o
TS B AT 5 ANESCR 10 MR,

Wi AL 15 FL AT, BE SR 29 55 em , FBFP 1 E -
prime2. O Zi| . LHLARKESCHY S M) TR B B H RS
sHE N AR, B oAk “ = k™ 2T
— AT BOABESE 5 MESUR , #ET 5 SR
B EARAIT , B 1812 10 AR TR B B9 S5 Bt
BB AR R R, [RIREREAL R B, Forp 5 A GBI
5 AR A TR, SR P B ER 89 Wi
[RUSUE A IR, AR IERR L “ 27 82, SRl M7 i
(IR 22 DL 6 s, WIS 6 s PATS BEA L BT, W0 2 B
T, 10 S HBRE BTG, BT M

B IERLERTIE IR 4> 5, AAKE
2.2 %%

XoF B TE A5 RN ] S5 R A 5 D B R L B3R
TOSTREAS ¢ B3y ,2(31) = —1.433,p =0. 162, 455
T HA T TE S5 RN i A M TE GRS B BE (9 S R 22 57
AEE

X} BB TE S5 (A FRAE il S5 (- AE BRI RR b 1) s o B
MATEEATREA ¢ #56,0(31) =3.39,p =0.002,95%
CI[57.98,233.02],Cohen’ d = 1. 65, {3 B 2 #2L B
B, B IE SR 0 [ g B Y 3 KT 45 1 AR 14 19 L B o
ot BE TF 25 (2 RN 1) 2% A2 4 B ] R0 ) M ZR A T
BEAS ¢ BB, ¢ (31) = —4.63,p <0.001,95% CI
[ =0.13, -0.05], Cohen’ d = 4. 65, % Bl & 1T 54
IUERA 3R /NP S R 3R
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F2 FEERGMEHFEEE EHQFIEEEB AR R

BEIEAAF A t p
004 RT 2155.56 +£786.52 2215.95 +£706. 64 1.433 0.162
[F}f RT 1798.72 +426.02 1653.22 +365.34 3.391 0.002
[F}f3 ACC 0.83 £0.10 0.92 +£0.09 -4.630 0.000

P ol B i B P S SR VA RPN Yl A B iy
BCXI AR ¢ K555 ,6(31) =0.01,p =0.99, X EIEHK
A 25 e A2 A R PR HE A SR AT BE X RE AR ¢
%%5,6(31) =1.65,p =0. 11, RZIFEL&FMEHEK
iz R FE R E R IR B E
2.3 itk

SCIG 1 WSS IRFRE TR B B, B I SR A
AR RN BT A B B 2E S, AR B, 5
IESM BNE BT B A T8 ) S5k, BB IE /N T8
Tl St o O FRARTY B B B S I Oy, SR A B B
WIE R B BER AT 3T B £ 8 AR5 B
N5 & CIEM, T A< S5 50 A9 58 1E 2% {4 A
M R B TEGRAS B B I A B = R LB B
IERA 5 & AN ks, R ] e 48R 15 B
PR BHLFRAIE YA B B IE A5 8 IR0 B R AE T BB B, T
B L7, B, CIEM B 77 4 5 455 By BEAS BE X
RSB RIVATE I A % TAETRE B, 8 1E &4
B\ & 1 SR B3R DA B R E A T R, U BAAR AT
BEWIRNIN T = ( B 3hin T 5 5k M i 1) 5t 3% Wi
FRE(EEFERSHRER) X TIrBHET S,
P o U B RE K DL SRR IE R IR, AT
UL, CIEM [/~ A v RE S g IR IAR A X R A
TEIFHAR T CIEM ZE$2 BB B (1) 7= L AL, A5 T
FERAT TSEE 2,

3 SCIR2

SCIG 2 [ H R R BRI IRE B IE 5 B3R

B B, g el AT AU e SEER IR T T PUAP AL

Bk () WA B IERERIRMF; Q) ELZGEE
E&M, XG5 Tm—AR; (3) BEFHRE
B, B EE R G R (B MIER) #TE RN
T IE 5 (4) [ 8 0 3 TE 4514, BN 48R 15 B (F
HRRE ) B R TR R YR R . 18R
ARG B W SR I FIAERR 2R . R R e T
IEARMFRITE RSB B/ T HE B4 0 B4, IR 4
U T RGBS, k2, RIEERE
FIER—FARE R, AP EFRIUEE,
REEFHE EAMHNWEERNBRKTEERER
IEF EHEB B L, U PIRAR P 4R 5 B A
NREISEEL o RvAS S G Y 4 I By € 3: i1
3.1 &
3.1.1 gk

R BT AW ZE (Patrick & Maria,2016) |, {#i FH
G = power 3. 1 WA LITHE MW E/MEAR R Ty 24
2 (BN RER 0.25, B EMEK-H 0. 05, power fHK
0.80), L2 ARBBTHFE RS 34 K RFA
(20.29 £3.36 Z ) 1E ik, Hh L4 24 2, B4 9
No FrEHaAM 1 S B B IELT IR, AT RS
PSS . L R AR 3 — R
3.1.2 =ikt

AR 4 AP N L i, 4 K435
RTCHE PR A0 B R A E R AR AR
FE AR AR, RIS E Ay [B155 T B i) g ) I
W,
3.1.3 sZEekRl

F3 X2 MBI

e Pl A ERBEHIE

B1a  —AE,—IRAEET EEN KGR, —H/, I RKEET BB KGR
B2 RAKRER, SR A TARIERE, BRF XA ABEAK,

B3 RRGHHT BT ERB% RKGHHT ERT BER#K.

Ham  EWITNEERR FEAKKERAARGEAK.  ETHWREE RS, 5R XK RRIFARREN L
H5A BUE,XRGR CEWE THMMTT . P, XKLL T TH T .

HEFBREIE AL R IE

B1a  —AE,—IRAEET EEN KGR, —H/, I RKEET BB KGR
wm2m E R EREAREIN K )RR, X RAABBHAK,

B34 RAEBGAT ERTERBUK, RKEGHR] R T ERK

Ham  EITHEE RN, 5 AT R R A B B B HREE BN R EMELNIR A
H5A BUE,XRGR CEWE THMMTT . P, XKLL T TH T .
B (B} R R 151

B L EKAREEREEN K

2 KKK RGA .
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STHRERH 44 ST RO 44 MR TERRHA
44 A EFERORHS 2 1 AR, 44 A BB
S 1 BBE AL B0 D DY RAS, B 2R (TG
HiRfE BRI IE) s AR AR i iR fE BT
R ERTE) ; EERERAG (NERGEEHTE
BB IE ) ; AR B R 1 (Gl B (R J7 50 4
WREBHTHEER) . HihEH A AMERTE
FHSER 1 BRI R AR AR T B
1B B B [l —FORHR AN R A , AR 4 A
TR i 88 M SCAH R, BAE 11 A HI& M, 11 A4
HEEEFM;, LA EERBERRM, 1L A HEER
AR 44 AN HFERRL . SERAPRI BT AR 3,
3.1.4 IR

T 2 MRET S 1 EAMA, AR Z A7
FRAPEAN 3 88 MESC, 4 MESCY—H 2,
A 22 o 4 NESCETEPIA RS R AR

AEFTARE, PSS S S b R EHLE B 4 > SE g
FEPHEBERANFMH 4 MEXERATEGE, B
W T S, B Jm B S FHE ) 8 Al
3.1.5 BT

KA SPSS 22. 0 Geit AL s s
3.2 #%

XoF U o {2 2R ) A P S 7 I R B B A T
BWE 2587, RIMPp S F 0 NI 22 57 B2,
F(3,33) =8.43,p <0.001,7. =0.204, HFK K
KU TEESEMEERERPANFEFEERA L
F(p>0.05), HW XA HARHERHEE (p <
0.05), Wb BMERREREREE,F
(3,33) =47.28,p <0.001,7, =0. 589, /5K K
ABETEEREMEESRPAZAGEZFA D
F(p>0.05), HW XA HARHERHEE (p <
0.001), ZRIFENEA4,

Fa 4 PP GTENEIR R B R R B A A

il SR HER/EEIE HESAEE EEEAEE F
RT  1915.46 +419.95 2050.94 +507.34 2078.60 +381.62 2276.00 +441.76  8.431
ACC 0.85+0.11 0.75 +0.16 0.71 +0.20 0.47 +0.15 47.28
Xt PURFARAFICAZ A S SE I VR SR AT BT SRR B

SR Ty 245357, & PR 55 A0 0 SO i 22 S A
%,F(3,33) =0.14,p =0.710, FOFp 554 I HERH
ZFRNBE,F(3,33) =0.82,p =0.372,
3.3 itk

L2 MR A, TR B, EE A e IE
SR B R T IE S 4 1 N e VA R AR
WEMZESR, WE R B I M RN ] B
FRIPIAN M, A IEREE/NTRIA A X
UIHE R B E B IR IF A 5 R AE R R
N, AR R G B B IEHR . L8 2 WER TR
T BB,
4 Ritig

R R O ME M CIEM 456 M X iRt
T CIEM W RANN . 55 1 & IE IE 44 Fris il
KRB B R MR E B EMER, UL B
IEfE BRA X R R HE 1 T A O T 3, SR T 0
AR SIS, XA FOGNER FERINAR
BB, RIVEE IE £ 10 S o B 4 K P il 2 12k, T
WIEREBE/PTERISRME, X —Z5R UL CIEM BE
RAETEREN BB E ARG, Sl 2 BT
PURhSEEn S, R E R T M E B A E IE
FrRARB & TR TR IE R, T 1] 42 e B8 OE Ak 14
BT IE R BART BIPRS00, R B FH KT
RIS X -SRI TR BRFMHER

4.1 HREEREEHHEFFRI

SLEG 1 PSRRI, A GRS I B, BB IE Sk s
WA RMENER BENZR, U RR v 6B
B X S B TR AL T A T . X — 4,
5 Gordon 5 A (2017) Fl 4255 A (2022) HIBFSE
—5(, MBI A IMRI BLARET T CIEM &4 4
i ERER, SR K EHEL, FERGFER
BN FE B BT AN X B E REAIG . X B
Beryhm T, S25 1 FISEg: 2 45 RERY CIEM 55F
EFEBNEAFRBA R, X—FFR5 Gordon 55 A
(2019) F4:H258 A (2022) WBIFSE — 30, Al TR BF 5%
BRI HEfE BTER BRI A 724, S IE(R
IS MBS S B IR B MIRBUR M ST
CIEM, {H R, Gordon 2 A (2017) &3, B IE&M4-H0
RIS RAR D X PG R A B ZE R, AR
CIEM MR AR R BRI T, X RE2
i TR S E N A S A RHE M A RSB T A
FMEER, B2, 8IRE B LR WA I & 4 B
A BB RIB I B A IR BRI R 720 R R 3L,
WA T BB BRI B B IEAE B R A 2% TMGE B AY o
4.2 BEREEFREEZENSIFRYWE LN
R

UGG T B 2 AH LB 3 B I R 40 B OE
EEAEE ERKT ST ERE BN E ENR
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( Skurnik et al. ,2005 ;Swire et al. ,2017) ., {H25045
DMERRAEE B EEEVRMEEEHREIEM
BARHBAABRHZR, FIAEIE T A3 #RER
B ERCR A LB AT . XU R & B E =0t
WA 5] BAEAER AR, A1 3 BOE IEBCR MR
k. EEGEFRENBEESRFIEZ AN
FIFR,BAREEHE TXPWMAE EFFEEIEFE
A RFEEWX e, A E EFEERS
BictE , AT B & 5 g 4R B ( Ecker et al. ,2017) . T
() 42 e Y B IE 7 SR W U B R e () R IR,
AR R IERE, A REERNEIEER
ZIE IR o R B, B I, RS BA S R
(Ecker et al. ,2014 ; Patrick & Maria,2016) , AT &
B E R AR TR A4, BB B K T
P55 . Ecker % A (2017) A M TEE G E M
5T RS B RS R Z (R BXT AL, X R X LA
HIEFEEA I, AR B, B IE (R B R
5 EBME TS, EIEE B A S PR, T
IERCRELT . {HE, Ecker 5F A (2017) MBI &
ARG IE 5 B MR G B XS, T4 5
TE 2T A EEFREEFX, SEEEHR
THOE )y RO & A5 5 30 1E Jy kAT % E Ao, i3 —
UL, SRR B AT IR 5 B B X SL A v 2 B
FREAGHER, NMSRERE FEFBNWEE
RILE,

B Z,CIEM MY 5 4t B B 4 R 5 8 I BB 37
ARE R, B HRIGBE EfE MRS RIBER,
BESZ e 1 O S R B 0 (0L At SO RE T RR U
RIS . SRR F B R R ER G B A IE
E BT B SL RIS A B3 4, (HE R
XS LR FEATTE AN UL, T W A5 B B SL
WREFIGEFTEARERWEBERRZ —, B
PIRR{E S R0 S e S, U BE TE R 3K ARG B R
SRR AR . XX O R IS R T,

WA SCHIBIH
5 &g

HRTE BRFEERM SN BE -5 b5 B B AR 1Y
R R R A 56, B S R BB BUE IE R B RS2k
WA K SoHRRE R (R A IE 5 B X S R ]
2, EIEAR BB 5 1R, S R 1R R IR SR M U
No SEIREERSCRF T BT SR BS PSR
B, I HANTERIY e T PR BT

SE L
A6 BN, FA bR A4S, Uil IR, B A, RS, (2022). 4%
AR BRFELR A RN 1t R B A, O BEE IR, 54(4) ,343

-355.
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Encoding and Retrieval after Correcting the Misinformation

Jia Guangzhen Liu Aixin Dong Jimei Chen Gongxiang

(School of Education and Psychology , University of Jinan, Jinan 250022 )

Abstract ; Two experiments were conducted to investigate the psychological mechanisms underlying the continued influence effect of
misinformation. Participants read news articles and made judgments on related questions to examine how different correction methods im-
pacted their memory of and subsequent reasoning about misinformation. The results showed that the continued influence effect of misin-
formation( CIEM ) is linked to both insufficient updating of misinformation during encoding and the failure of retracted information to
compete effectively during retrieval. Additionally, the conflict between misinformation and retracted information was found to influence
the activation and retrieval of information. The findings support the model — updating account and the selective — retrieval model , while
also extending and enriching the selective — retrieval model.

Key words:the continued influence effect of misinformation ;the repeated negative correction;the direct replacement correction;the in-

direct replacement correction



