DB 2026, Vol. 46 ,No. 5,406 —417
PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION

Wt E RN B i e 5 Tz 4 -
LB HLI S AT R 5t

EAE S &

(1 VLIRS R BE B2 B, o 22111652, YURIE RS2 A T8 BB E LB, RN 221116)

B EHRIFAAREGYARAALRESE TRGFLEBCTFERTFRIFE S
B RAREF A ERRIAR, AKBERESNA, RERET FRYAHEG E TN,
ERBIFABREENATRBAT HREZETRABETEREMIYaRERI, &
WHRAFRHEESEEEMEFEAEEGATEE, AXBBLENALERG R KT
R TH AR ENLA AT EEHENRRARERBBRARIL, ARAFATESAFTLELX,
FRERBFREHE, A REAE T AR EG MR T RBFGTRE, ARFTHFHRARSE

Vaéﬁ%o
KB A, FRF R 2%
HE4#£S:B842.5 ERERARS A

1 5|7

BEeUF , ERERCHERAYI 5 THE
Y% (Haake, 2011 ;Liu,2022 ) , RT3 SR % B 358 A0 3%
MIRAAFAEALHE S T XTI 817 43, H
B A FE WA E B RBEEHEE 2] (51% , Goliz &
Sadakata ,2021;77% ,Johansson et al. ,2012) ,{B#}55
TESEAMARS B AR i B B PPl 5 SE PR b 3R B
[BJ7F 7E 43 BS L 2 ( Hall, 1952 ; Furnham & Strbac,
2002 ;Souza & Barbosa,2023) . 5 R8N 52
MSHEREFE AT 20 4 30 4% (Fendrick,1937) .
BY T2 RETIHLFH/IA (Fendrick,1937) , 4]
HIB N T F R W 33 ) ( Freeburne & Fleischer,
1952) FRf# IF 7 3 ( Hilliard & Tolin, 1979) J 1% 4%
K56 (Su et al. ,2017) 5 E M, SR, 3% LA
FERIGE T 1) R — B TRy B 58 SR AR VR
( Bloor,2009 ; Mohan & Thomas,2020) , #57-#k & T
P (Quan & Kuo,2023 ;Zhang et al. ,2018) , 7R
FHER PRI EE 5 ( Chew et al. ,2016; Kou et
al. ,2018) , XMF JE IR T & REHME E 5 BTk %
AMEZE R E 425 F. ( Cheah et al. ,2022 ;de la Mora
Velasco & Hirumi,2020) , /{5 24 Hij 4% 358 B B 5% £
NI G 3k e 1] 248 #2#4 ( Chou, 2010 Kssner,
2017),
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M AR TR R R, B DL U B &
B, RGEEIBPIAN R0 R 5 — AR 5 TR0
FAEMFRISHEAL ; 55 =, FIE S My SRR (1
HRSEARELGR AT EREHAR) . £
BTN SLSGERT S R B R G PR AL B 4 U,
ARG T = EH RS HERXRUR R 20t E, A
ML RS BT S 8E T IR BRI =
2 EBEEREMEEMNEIESS B

TEsERTE T, FH o B EOR O A s &
BARIFUMEMAEREGRM. FREATFE
ZORMBALEE B (A= 77, 228§, 2006 5 Christo-
pher & Shelton, 2017 ) B 3% 7= &5 2> i ( {l Wong et
al. ,2023), TCHMRHFS TIRAMEERERE
IR
2.1 FRAREE A2 69 ST IENE

AT NERZ 0, WS R B B AR IE AR
RA IR I E R RO R IE ST
H i RIRE T PR IE A A, HON B A [R] A
BB (WFE 1), A, Freebume FiI Fleischer
(1952) RAE TR W E RS R L EE R EA
R R E A3, Hallam 48 A (2002 ) IESE 8T & & SR
RTE/NF AR A2 HER 2, Silor (2012 ) iz 857y #t
SR B AR 8 o B AR 144% , TE E WL
I RTE , E AR XE S T 5 s AL 4k R 1R AR 2
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YESZ, Su S8 A (2017) F1 Que %5 A (2020) 4351 & 2
EHRAERMBEE REEERE I REIRSEDS,
Hauck #1 Hecht(2023) gE— B R T R - XATEL

— B AT 5 R TR BE R 45 IBRRE 1y o X SE R
DR, F AR BE RN A (U BRTEIN HIR B A 31
Tt b8 B EAR R R

F1 BREFREAEEBEHENBIMRIERELSE

SRk BARSHIE iz il BOAPIE
ZFPE %,2012 TRATHR R A A = (At (B W& SR 2 B 91 — 4
FTT,FUE 2006 AR () o ) M—H—, B—m %
Hall 1952 RigE WLEREEE N EHEE
Kiger,1989 (REI-SbiE T o ) g
Mohan & Thomas 2020 T HLE R T R R 13 - 14 F2
Mullikin & Henk,1985 HHE IR o B AR EIPNGR 2
Rashidi & Faham,2011 AR (EHAR) o ) RS

2.2 FRTLEEE EIEGERE

TEAT A R B, & WA AT & & (U HEHE
B KORAE D U A AR 0 R AR B 2 A IE
LR AR e B (2L E 45,2012)  A#
% J& ( Furnham & Strbac, 2002 ) 1 4 5] ( Etaugh &
Michals,1975) SR (R 2) . WML
WRE RS 5G4 PRy TS 4t TH
AR, RS KRBT 24 F/E1EIC
MTBB. BARK I N, Zhang 55 A (2018) F Que
SN (2023 ) WEZ R H SR 2R T E S R] L S T R
(6 [ AR 5 S e A o LA S 2 4, i - 9 Y
TN TTHEHR CE R EERE RS ] BERLES H] ) PRAFFRAE . Jo-

hansson 28 A (2012) 5EFF4E A (2008) BT B
N, TWH R EH R 2T HAHO N 4F (B #H A2
WESE B8R, 5 & AR i B2 ih Aig
Wth) , ¥ 80 B B AL B AR, 1R e BE K
VAT A E XS IR SR W A [, R AR
i 378 ARA AR AR (8] | R Bk W 2 %5 845 ( Johan-
sson et al. ,2012) , Thjfim %5 5 JU) B il 1 A0 08038 i
SIRBE IR B 45/ (BRFE 55,2008)  TEMEHLHIR
T, Du 48 A (2020) ¥y ERP PR A, iy A8 R & 8
ERRELEHESE L ERPIM AT TSR
N400 IR ZE 5, R B S E R T AR P E
XS RN

*2 GBREFHREAZEFCHZNHPIARIEELSE

CER HARFHE i i G anw i
L E %,2012 WATRRM, R =S p==atfesif (A& RSB 1 254
7T, FHE 2006 TATHR S R A M—H_, m—m 4t
Anderson & Fuller,2010 WATER IRl REg B NEF A
Avila et al. ,2012 WATRRM, R AR R IRl REg KA
Christopher & Shelton 2017 AT o B AR K
Daoussis & McKelvie, 1986 BEA(BAERN) EERRER KEEE ()
Etaugh & Michals,1975 PR iF o B AT & R Al ey REA ()
Etaugh & Ptasnik,1982 BRI B E SR IRl REg KA (THTE AT R)
Fogelson, 1973 WATRRAR Al ey INEGEA
Furnham & Strbac,2002 %%ﬁ%%%%ﬁﬂ (FAZBAL, fp=al e Rty NERFE
Henderson et al. ,1945 FAT IR WL SE = KA (o)
Martin et al. ,1988 WATHK I R KA
Thompson et al. ,2012 e iR e e g A e i REAL

AR S , BUA UL 3 B 35 2R3 B B2 F) 2 Wi o
Fegany , HREAR BB T 2R RN R, flinE 5
A (i S vs JUAT) RIAAFENE (2R 5K vs FHAR) A
BN TR B (FRNLIRA vs BRSO E) LK
AR (2 A 10 AR IR ) S5 3 B 2 A 45

Ko TERER(ALE vs HEFRFE vs (TH
B\ A WP vs AL 1 ) 78 FT REAR RS 20T JE 4
o XK MM AT 5E R 5 —BIEHE
WTREEEEFR ESATREBH =ELHAF
FH, RIS 8 735 52 00 2 A BB ) S 25 A ZE AL 1
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EE2F R IMIAEHN S EVLH R E X
s A R ALH &

15 25 M BB UK, ( Thompson et al. ,2001 ) 38 i ¥
SRE I R PR E 4 1R A RIR I, H 4 BRI U5
TH AL R RO B 5T —Rauscher & A (1993 ) &
W UT B Rr 20 th ] 2 25 $ I ) 9 2 0 2 p e
JE ST SR TR RPN IR T & R EEREE K2
M 3% X EE 14 75 (Husain et al. ,2002) , 78 [ 5245
I8, Hallam %5 A (2002) A& S5 & SR A2 #0042,
AR & SR FEARAE %5 3R s Ravaja I Kallinen (2004)

EE R BE 48 1 SR 0 K B BT[], RIS
BT BRI P BE T 435 Que 58 A (2020) i —
RO B 16 B I8 Akl R AR A 1S 5
Bl LR , X N I AR R R AL T SRS R o

M REIER B M , B S 38 A 1R 5 e B K P X ] 13
PR AR EONE , BPARRG BER ST SR HA FASC% | T v
FORZS T 51 R IR EE, BRI T (Kiss & Lin-
nell 2023 ; Yerkes & Dodson, 1908 ; WL 1& 1) . HH,
NHE MR 2 — A>T 21 3 48 & (Eysenck,
1967) . Hbiaj & A & DS EE KB, S5 E S
o HET AR M BRSO R B AR I, P Ty 3
PR FR LR MR R K V5050 L B AR B T B0 B 0 T AR
F I (Kiissner,2017) , oAb, 310 HE S8 18 7] LE i
EXMEF BTN . T H e ROV BT 55 X
B MR ( Yerkes & Dodson, 1908) , X Z K E
DA SR B B A QAR M R 1 A B o AT S5 MR
BB H., AN, [F]— 3R 5 AR AT RE A R AR B 1
B, A TR BB, Dong S5 A (2022) $H3ERE
JIBREE/NE A B R T ) TRt Y e T X AL,
SER W P R A AR TR X B T I R T A
T, RV B TR ] 15 W T B 2

T HERE MR WA TR KR A
BrE 2R 3 B 38 B W 1 R O W 2R iR 15 ( Chou,
2010) & B & SR AE R 430 0 I T R OR BT TR AR FE AL
i, TR 5 SRR K 8 ARG, 430
2t (Gonzalez & Aiello,2019) JE— 48 /1 55 M
BERTTAERT A B AR TE 1) B AR 45 b 4 o0 O
BAMIRTRI, ERE RSP NG R RFTFF
BT, 5298 B 7 B 2 1 AT ER R (Lavie,
2010) , ZFE X 23 L7 ( perceptual load ) 5A
13524617 77 ( cognitive — control load) , 332 H T HH
FRT, B AR SRR, AR TN, HAK
OHLRITET, P 5 B A m R i, B &R

3
3.1

I

BEFES
(Task-Focus)

R

LB SHERFHR

& (Mind-Wandering) External Distraction

fi& [
TAREK P

1 MREEKTSESRIAMIEL
% ZREE (Kiss & Linnell,2023)

GHESHXER TS L, FRTRELLHFER
e FIAI L B BB i s M, ZE RIS S fT 155
BRI RGEE AR F R TR E RETRE
B R DA LR EL, s AR A
INHER RTINS, SBCT BN =, PR
FE K PR T L B a2 5, Bl 00 ph R B IE R
TEBS S R RA IR R Z R (LRI R vs 3A)IL
B X%} 848 , Gonzalez & Aiello,2019) , T 171 74 B 5
FR[F]IUAE 55 rp B SR (5 B AL B 5 32 (4 4 B 13
SCA B BB 7 {&, Times New Roman vs Haetten-
schweiler, Hao & Conway,2022)

BESFEM LTI ET BT EMR
1, BB AR R S B B A B 1B R B oS L fR
W, MRBEISRAIIR B TR FIERON, AT
EEZFFRNEANETRFTETHNAR (S L
R, EBR, EEAH|,2018 ; Vasilev et al. ,2018) , #l4n,
KETHETIRUATE S P EE (Salamé & Bad-
deley,1986) 8 1! , & SR W HIAME N FiE G BB H
A AR B B S I B SR, 5
BE e AR TR B R AL 7 A2 TR VA 5 DRI T A4 B A T
HAA LEAERL, TR R, FFE TR
(Marsh et al. ,2009 ) Wj 32 4 FRI TS B9 B 30 im T
e 5 B 1 E B0 T AR 5 A R SR
A ph 5 TR B 5 T AR WA A LE TR
BF5E KRB, TR LAKOE B A BB 2R B, X (5] 352
TR T8 5 2= 7 (Martin et al. ,1988 ; Murphy
et al. ,2018) ;3 H., BB S HFOCIESE , REE IR B R
SCGEIR AR B H m, H T AR R 9 T i DT b R
(Sun et al. ,2024) , STFREARNT B BL ) 5 18 RFAEXS &
SR R 32 R VR o
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3.2 M4 A ELELSNRBERIRE

B4 B EESFIEN TR NRET =Y
IR MARRHE T 0 Sr By LA, (H SEIEB 5% T i R 7
TERIF JE G5 R R, AR AT 28 —HL T 298 J2 DLk 57
FHE 440 ( Cheah et al. ,2022 ;de la Mora Velas-
co & Hirumi,2020) . & KX P B I AR, 2 %
EYHIERRER T IS LEMEE R, B, Hig
XL ] B OB I B A 2 G Pk R, R IR L3R
TR K5

RIS AR EA NEXRKE, B BEES
MR B % OQHE , AL A A BOA BN TR RS F
IRATTE & E 46 FF 97 715 e il 7K °F ( Thompson et al.
2001) , —F A H 52 1 ( Husain et al. ,2002) , FH#k
1548 Pl BEFH 8 2 B (Fredrickson, 2001 ) , T Ha iR
TR R s 8 - ZPEFRE A, LAME U RIth & )y
FPHTT A A W B AR S8R B P (Yerkes &
Dodson, 1908 ; Eysenck ,1967 ) , M T 52 W 1 & B B 3%
Z(Chou,2010) , HIK, HERKIE WA RIELEZO
49 SO S % T e v = B T A S = T e Y )
M, — 7 T, TR R A P S R OR 2T
RIFSE - MeEEAR A 15 (Chou,2010) , 55— J7 M,
FEEFIEM TR A TR LESRMS . RiELT
YEICAZBAL, R B TR (RiIE R A B IR E R &
) T8 G AEEERRE(hRPITRS) 5k
AT Bl U w28 ( Baddeley , 1992 ; Marsh et al.
2009), Ak, FEBAEMIEEZE LM TS
B LE TR CERA . &5, & RFE E5E
PSRRI =4REY RE”, B O/ER
TR LRPUHI B SE BEAE . B0, =& R
RS 7T BB A “ BB MR T R F R B
HEREIER, AITHI S5 & SR B AR (Lavie ,2010) ;
T = AT 2 5 I U 5] BB A B8 2 W R R
#1515 T4 ( Christopher & Shelton ,2017) , X S&iE45
et FsE TTEREESR T AMALS 5 E ER.

TR BRAF AT 43 31 L] B HA , 7% mREE
MZEZIEZE R RN ARG R, DAy g5 5
JIRERISHESE , AHRCBFSE B T RG B, Fi
B SRFHE S B S MAZERA S infTieett
HBOE R T A [FE A FI AL 38 B, AT B4
O B B2 A7 R MR IR AR HE, THRE R T E W

(Kiissner,2017) . 5 40, 75 8 715 155 J8% 60 670 1o A2 fuf B
Mk Bk, mAE LRV ARNERN R
( Gonzalez & Aiello,2019) . HIK, B& AT X
ZHLHI T R AT, XBERRBRERL . £
HEFE MBS RS MR VR A R TR
RIS TE RS B S Va2, IR R R TR (4N
T A7) kB A& DL Bk SE STk R A H
BLIRN . BT, — 85 I3 6 0 i RE 2
B AR [ SR I 2 S A, AR R B 7E B 32
IR AR R ) 5 EA (i L) BB
2 SRR R HAL i #2 (Rayner & Raney,1996)

SR, 5 )3 — 86 B A5 1 A T %00 Pk iR
B T R B R . IR ANAS SR 4
VR, & RS (O AR E) (S,
AMEFHE (AN TARICIZ A &) SR TR EMR P
B g —mEREE L SNET A, X EEE TR
APPSR Z I B L i E 5o, 23R &
PIEEREPERE AT . B RRTE T AR ZETE
PR AL AN 72 22 18] B ) LR R A2 ., {H AL ) 9 0%
RATRBIEARR MR (AN iE S5 RILAE U BIER)
B WEE R s AT S R s &2, 58 =/ PR
S TR WA ATEW . REEAUIRITIHER
RE IR B o AL, (H G TR 48 (e lE 1
B K F TR N LA A [R) B AR B ) L [ R S e
TEPERRT 2, LA R 33 8 ) 4% 2 [B] Qin] SE A H g L P
HERABATRHEER, HEIZ RGEERUEDRE ;5=
KBNS 2R B SR, R S R Ry
WHEAEIn B RRE LR,

FF A IR PR, & RRIE TSR
T G5AMEEF ZRREIT REER W8I0 2
B XMW T T WO AT NE .
4 BFERFHTEEZFEESMERN=ZHET RS

WA R THRG RN SEIE 57 £
RV, XA 5 BRI LB Z AR
HEAL LI B AR A 7 43 5 OB I R IR B R B AN
Wire NRGMEITX ~HRUR , APET 55 M
Ml SCUESCHR " P R GE L, ME T B & B AR RHE
EHEEMPA N A ZR W =4 T ER (LA
2) @A AL B R E R, [F

* 55 L SEESCEY” R T R R AR IR HoA5 i KRB Web of Science,PubMed \EBSCO ., CNKI 25 1 i CHUR I (1937 £ B
SCREFTFE 2025 45 B ARG W R WRER" " 17 0 RW” G LT HIASCERT R =0 (1) SSUERT ST - i & 8
B R AL SR AR X R 5 (2) 1£5 0506 O AES S SUAS B3 GRTDRB ) 7/ R B ) |, HRpR ey B BB A R P SR 55 5
(3) VT AR LRI IR BRI T B AL (AR B BE AR ) AR 45 B (iR A (B3 50) s MR R R (I TR AR A
Fe S ) ZRIAT AR PN EDS K, BARE SR WRATINCTISCRATETS A8 3, I i B3I 7% SRR ST X

ko SRAGIAN 55 BT FEMAL T =43 R MR iR Al
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4.1 FRHAE

WERE R FIEE SN EER K, ETH
DL 52 205 B PR A 7 T PR U0 55 38 48 3
(F=Ek, FEEF], 2018 ; Vasilev et al. ,2018) , LS50
SRS REE IR 25 2 W A1 D) 52 P A AE T 30 (2t
F %,2012;Murphy et al. ,2018) | ZE 70 T
(6] ( Vasilev et al. ,2024) , 38 A) F 40 HETH R
(Souza & Barbosa,2023) ., {HER /15 R & BLEKIH)
)7t 37 3500 ( Chew et al. ,2016;Que et al. ,2020) ,3X
TRBYR T2 Mt i & AR KU R SRR B IR A
(40 Gillis, 2010) o ARRAFFT A AR R IR T
(/508 , Vasilev et al. ,2024) , L) K ®3q8) 5 bl 5241
BHETE U/ & 2 T 19N A A3 BLEE (Bell et al.,
2008 ; Hysns & Ekholm,2016) 25K & Xt ] e = L 89
WAYER, 803 B A WA & AR X 45 BER R [A] Y
B A 45 B2 M), X X L N A TR BOE AR TR
YUTEE S8 AR VU b @ HIE B R S

B ARG 1) 4 RARE2E 5 SRR E R
MR 8 IR s T ) 5 (2T T, 4Rt
7 ,2006 ; Mullikin & Henk ,1985) , TR & =5 805k
15T R AN 2774 T8 (Henderson et al. ,1945) ,
{BES 73 B 52 KRB & B R A% RN ( Harmon et al.
2008 ;Lin & Chin,2021 ;Que et al. ,2020) , 2R+
B AR He oty BB oy S XM O 5 SR B 4R I 32
#Z ( Freeburne & Fleischer,1952) ., MAWR L F
P FE AR T E B AR M ; George 5 A (2007) 12
NSRS RER (SEBEEE R £hE
SCAE ST BEFIMEAFSE(Que et al. ,2020) , ST
ETEWNE RERNZHEEIFANELR, E5WE I
FEFEFE , Al P 42 B e B F IR AL &, 2 4R
THIFFR AR KB R AR o

B R BN R AR AR . BRI R
PR 22 B AR IR A P B R (i 45,2015 ; Kallin-
en,2002;Su et al. ,2023) , LA W73 B E 5 45
ARBC T AR 0 ) 32 TR B3 (R R 55,
2023 ; Moreno et al. , 2023 ; Thompson et al. ,2012;
Wong et al. ,2023) . XEF LT E R IALNF &
Yerkes — Dodson £ 3 ( Yerkes & Dodson, 1908 ) 43
U Bt £ B, Dong 55 A (2022), LA J% Su %8 A
(2023) $a 7 2 BERIONE 52 [ B BLME BE & SR AR
A e 5 2 B T, 150 B R K P 8 MR
HEREFERMNMEEREGSE R, ARVRNA
BRAET 2R FIXUKF (P18 38 Bt 3 LA 2 T 5

AHEEBESHERANDERR, RRFHE=
TR AR S, 455 AR PR AR AR I , 2]
B AR B R B2 R) B SO 4R o

B AR X B B2 (5 e [ RE A AE 43, o Johans-
son 55 A (2012) RBLAR(i 47 & R B E R R F A
AR IERG 2R, i Perham #i Currie (2014 ) fIEHE-& 3K
WE RTINS T 3, 3R & SRR
fiE (EPCR FETE M) T RE B B 47 A~ B VR . —
SRR BB & SR R KO, T L
BT WMEFE RS LERE R THRRERMN, K3
FHEHORRE 1S & B3 TR, I BT
R TE #F K FF 7 1, 78 20 1 (Etaugh & Michals,
1975) .G WT & % 3 3 IR & ( Etaugh & Ptasnik,
1982) K P {8 A0 A #% /™ {& ( Daoussis & McKelvie,
1986) MRIME R E, X RIS BB E SRk
A WEHA R A SRR, [EREBMTAEE 5KiE
D SR R R I TEIR A

B AR BB W S R SRR
XU ARRE . RS B & 2R B AN 8 1 A AT
ML FEREEEFEREBES (Ara & Marco -
Pallarés 2021 ) f1 3| & 14 Z 5 [ )2 [ ( Cowan, 1995)
EoH TR AMTIEEREAFE. HAEMm
5, Hilliard i Tolin(1979) A M A AB T HRBE T
LB 3%, Chew 55 A (2016 ) 1R WL 1% R4 AL, Dong
A (2022) B & BN K B & AR 7E ADHD JL3
FAPEIER B ARR RN TR RS . X
SR B EERN, A RRE T & RAREAERE
B BRSO E A i P B A RO L
R E KK E (Hilliard & Tolin, 1979) , 55— 2L
R B 25 Wi AT B R B & SRk (Chew et al.
2016) . BVUSEEHIF R IR RO THES & FIPF
#r B 22 By B i 6 72 % ( Christopher & Shelton , 2017
Vasilev et al. ,2024) , FF7ESCH )5 Eid F & WIEHR 5]
B ER B AR R B SERRRGE S AL B SRR
Bz o

AR BA 5, B, R
{2 [B] P ( Husain et al. ,2002) , #0K 8 F 0y
B3 (Hu et al. ,2019) , & K155 FH KIESR
[FIFRFFTET JE o Kiger(1989) R “mEEEN . F
R LB A8 17 IR B T 5 A 2 1 ) 1 Lo L A 8
“FAEANA T E L H BA mAUSh R &
B AR BOIE R H B, {52 Furnham F1 Allass
(1999) AR EHERFEEAMHBERN, Lk
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SEAE A BN S T 2 SR A O B AR, B B —
SRARFE (R PRI o DR 5 4 P 28 B T A R W5, R
KB RBFE—NBE TR E5 BT S M
ERN=HERD REERLZHARBMELRLEL
E.

4.2 H% A%

TRRE B, O SGIRIHE 5 X B F 3R X
FAAE 3 S5 ST , LA 17 Y WA A Sy SO R e T
(WBLRE) BB B EE (WA TR ) A RAE S
THEE (SR =2, CAPHRME R #ET
TR TS S S R M R A . AR TR
Lavie(2010) e, M BRAI AR A T E R T R
THH“ BRI IR s, ERFRFHE TN
T &, Halin 2[R S0 52 , 24 B9 32 SO DAY
B IR L e 7S 2 BT, B R T A X
BT 5 & 38, 55 ( Halin et al. ,2014 ; Halin, 2016) .,
KT Hao A1 Conway(2022) REBR BLIXEEA , HENIIR
TEREW I EF (R RE RN FENFESE
KBRS, HRIE T ARSI ) »
BERNE AFIEEEEREFIET R SR, &
SRXAN [ SR 67 7 B 1A 95 IR M AT 7 R e A e

FHRIER AR SRR B I SCA R B L RTE R
RATERE R EERE, HASIERZEATIEES
5, Hilliard I Tolin ( 1979) 3 F 444 3E {4, Boyle
1 Coltheart (1996 ) B2 ML R BE, ¥R K & K
S bPRE A T 1 .35 32 H; T Dong 45 A (2022)
RIE FOE AR A, 2 S A T M B 5 2 A B[] 5 Su
S5 A (2023) DA 2 AR 28 X 1] B8 3R SCAS I
TERL I (RIS B K

AT 55 I X Ll 1A [T 45 BRI 1 A T
B, 3018 R ELE R, 12 8RS 132 ( Rayner
& Fischer, 1996 ; Rayner & Raney, 1996 ), Gonzalez
0 Aiello(2019) R IVHE & S fE 2k 177 B R ) A1 45
THUE Ze i) X BR AR 55, STHp AR Y I 400
TS B — B R 1) BT 45 T AL (B
FIARIFTORNERMEFS NG ZRE TS T, Leh-
mann I Seufert(2017) & Bl & SR ARG 72 B 132 5
PR HERTRE A IE B 2R, X5 B BMZ 80 B & =0,
SRR SUNTE 52 T ZALHIEHRE TR
HIC X 5 8 W5 a8 32 R, B 40 Meng % A
(2020) RBA B HHBALTIE G B A T
55 , W 2 SCAS A RMELAS B SR8 S L i 4B 0
EH5TRBEZW,

SCARRIE T T, AR HE AR SCEF (2019 ) (Sun 4
A (2024) B R IR = — B8RO , RN g 26
B AL IR, M WORE F 5 AR T —
A HPEE5E (B Quan & Kuo,2023) o TSCARE B
BEA (UM AR B B F B AU , BRI AR R (N
BISCN ) FERBERE R BEFIEM (Lin &
Chin,2021) ,
4.3 MKEF

MERNRW S, WAV HARBBILIR
HXEF D EREMAR R, VT E SR EES
SRTHRAN LR B2 R, RN FEEH 68 )
RS AT BB HI) 55 & AR B e Y T4 (277, 2t
% ,2006) ,{H Mullikin 7 Henk (1985 ) 7 B ER
St BAE TR P, B T A TR L 1 4 o R B B iR
(Campbell et al. ,2020) 12} FZF1LE 5 X TR
PR HE 3 52 ( Murphy et al. , 2018; Vasilev et al. ,
2018) . BLABITE LB B UWFRE S FREHE (3
B MARE 2R MR E/EM, RRTHE L BE
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Background Music’ s Disputed Impact on Reading:
Theoretical Mechanisms and Moderating Systems

Meng Zhu', Huang Youyu®
(1. School of Education Science , Jiangsu Normal University , Xuzhou 221116
2. School of Artificial Intelligence and Computer Science,Jiangsu Normal University , Xuzhou 221116)

Abstract ; The long — standing debate regarding the facilitative versus interfering effects of background music on reading centers on the
intricate interactions among musical features,task properties,and individual differences. From a theoretically integrated perspective, this
paper systematically reviews the multiple mechanisms through which music influences reading performance : by inducing emotional chan-
ges , regulating arousal levels, capturing attentional resources, and activating verbal information processing. By synthesizing moderating
factors across three dimensions—musical features ( e. g. , lyrical density,tempo gradients ) ,task properties(e. g. , perceptual load , pro-
cessing depth) ,and individual traits(e. g. , reading habits, extraversion ) —it is suggested that inconsistencies in current findings may
stem from a lack of methodological standardization, insufficient control of moderating variables,and fragmented theoretical explanations.
Methodologically , the absence of unified operational definitions for musical stimuli(e. g. ,ambiguous classifications of “music familiari-
ty” ) undermines cross — study comparability. Theoretically , oversimplified models often neglect the nonlinear interactions between arous-
al — optimization thresholds and task complexity. Practically, insufficient attention to individual differences in cognitive styles and emo-
tional regulation strategies leads to contradictory findings in applied settings. To resolve these issues, future research could adopt ecologi-
cally valid paradigms to quantify multivariate interaction effects and explore the potential for personalized music recommendations based
on cognitive profiles, thereby providing theoretical insights for optimizing educational settings.

Key words:reading ; background music ; emotion ; arousal ; attention



