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B ERARRE T XL BRRRR AL S AL A6 RAES2F 96 & K 5 AT, Eid
FEM e R AR A R FRANRBFAAES(RIF) 69 Fwa, ABF RIF 65 & £ dud], 2R LA,
A FH KA AT AR FER S, BHAXFELESTE RS BETHLLEH RIF, £1%
FHESBRETHASLHREWRIF, E2RAW BHAXZAEIGELRN - HHFASF A
#) RIF & % 2k ke TR 6935 Bt bl e 1 72 A 0 XA RIF soBH-5 £ %) - 40938 25 74§ RIF &
£ F 50 RTR, LRASHIRM LAY,

KERBRFRLES RFE;FAB RSB AP AT, HEARN S ZLAFH

5% S:Bj42.5 SCHEFRIRAE A
1 5|§

B & 78 5 (retrieval — induced forgetting,
RIF) &5 2L B PE MR IR A 10125 B & H B M
KIMZE L2 A5 B 77 418 55 (Anderson, Bjork , &
Bjork ,1994 ; Tempel & Frings, 2018 ; Soares & Storm,
2017) o RIF # HHREUZR R 5E , 0 %
VR A= B A . B, i AE
— BRI H] - BEBEIXT (40 fruit — apple, profession
— accountant, fruit — orange ) ; 8k J5 1k 8% iR HK IE 285 51l
— FEIR] T 2R — 2 i — 2 R A T HR E
2537 (40 fruit — ap__) ; BT R AR FIL R L5
XS A 27 3 19 BT B iR 2 AT IR (40 fruit, profes-
sion) . Z5R KR, 2> H (B Rp + ) B [H1ZEL
SR E R T AL H (FHIFR Nip) s RER I H (f&Hx
Rp - ) WEMZ 57 B & R THELIE , X R FH
iRl >k RIF ( Anderson et al. ,1994 ; Ikeda, Hattori, &
Kobayashi,2016)

IR IA Ry, RIF 2y 4R B ER > 3 72 i g 45
IS L5 ERN . BAMmS, Rp - Wi HAERRK
2] i< T Rp + 3B IR, 4 B3 B
Rp + W H, MAFRZM &I Rp - ASENT
P, XA G 24 F Rp - 51 B 7ERE)S [R1Z3
#Hp ) R 45 ( Anderson, 2003 ; Storm & Bui, 20165
Wimber et al. ,2015) , 5ZWAE—%, BT R
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TR AN AR IR S PAT 55 A% O o
5 RIF 2 2 & 1 1F 48 26 (Storm & Bui, 2016 ; Schil-
ling,, Storm , & Anderson, 2014 ) ; [fi & 4 tA Hl # £ 5
TR, HIFTE R 25 DA 5 A - ik X AE 3R B
SRR P 2 AR BRI , B A0S R B RE TR
W% J5 W03 0 59 RIF % 5 & ( Kuhl, Dudukovic,
Kahn,et al. ,2007 ; Wimber et al. ,2015)

VTHA, — BBl ST E X G B IR Y T B AE. A
TR LA AR B B E S s M &l
THAFEEESE I8 B S &l im LM, RIF
= H S AL H i TR 45 5% (Ortega, Gomez — Ariza,
Romén, et al. ,2012 ; Conway & Fthenaki, 2003 ; Storm
& White,2010) , HiZ WM —2, —EHFRIEILE,
LA N LL BG4 BURE B S T R i in
Bepa R B B S T B RIF, HH RIF 3§
P 5 s Hl 2 R ar A 2K ( Aslan & Bauml 2010 ; Le-
chuga, Gomez — Ariza, Iglesias — Parro, et al. ,2012;
AhnAllen, Newtor ,Mccarley, et al. ,2007) ,

T BN IT R AR I f A0 L MBIRE 2
—o & RIF ZAE GG T 458, 38 4 RIF i
VSN HITATR N s AR, 7 RIF 2 B sh il
THER R4 RIF MRS AN AT . H AT,
BB MRMNZM S HAT T H% ., a0, Roman &
(2009) FABUTLHFHEAER T RPFEFEL 5.
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BRI HAT: 55 F 3% S B AT 55 =Pk ffer S 14
T RIF, R, B AT £ — R T
ST, AT RE T A W RIF; kil /e 3R B ) ot
e [R] BT — IR G BT 55 B, AR B IR
Wi 4145 (trial — by — trial updating task ) 38 2% 225
#11E% ( continuous updating task ) , flifI A A GEF= 4
RIF, Ortega 5#(2012) %2 1 A [R] #k B 2 12 Uil B
55 (BE—A1 55 .3 AL BRI BT 155 .5 (808
RIRRIHES ) X KA 5EFEN RIF B2, 45
RAEI, Bibp e 1R I Sk ) o B P R I PRAT 3 4
BB RIS, REA R4 B W RIF, %
FEANNARE ; Z ik il e 38 B > 13 28 o [J] i BAT
5 N ECERIR B A5 BF, R2 R B BB
724 RIF,
REFLARWANMNREGERE—-EBE LR,
RIF 2 b 75 S RO I8 A il 4 il i 51 A2,
HEMEWRNRR S, EIITE SRS - #41
XS AR, —SEF 5T R I PR E U S TUE S
FIRTEM T B AR IEFETEA R K. 4
i, Alvarez F Cavanagh (2004 ) 3% F725 fb A I fF 557
#2T Snodgrass kPR B  RERZHIE I
F A A IE RN TAEICILAEERNTF R 4
REW, TR TAEICIZ A E (2.8) NF 78k
MEH(3.7), Cowan FlI Morey (2007 ) & Bi, I H ¥ &
SRR R Y A 55 BA SRR AR A K i TAEIC
RN TRCICAEB/N, R HAEEBK,
IMTEMNFEAAIRERRE . ETILESH
BICFMRHARR IR R oK 257, 7 X BUEE T
— PRI A i RIF S5l RI 00 B R RA Rt —25
SCUFR
F 2 EMARRHERR A AR M 53U 28 R ( the
correlated costs and benefits problem, CCB) f{) 52 i,
AT CCB BWL AL, RIF 1397 A= BRI 52 A A48 i 1 3
I 8e J7 A 75 ( Anderson & Levy, 2007; Schilling,
Storm, & Anderson,2014) . A~ %] gE 1 8k 5R , #
25 7 B W RIF ;A 52, (R4 i B8 74438 5 5
fEf e M A g HI4E Rp + I E BTH0mM ™4
RN B 5P PR RIF Z8RUH = LK 58 @A R BT
YL RIF, FET0 A B Zh 440 1 T UL S 3R AL Sk
XHFo BEAERER MR, 7T AT 5 45 i 1 3 ]
AR 2" 8 0" W IRE, w2 E RS, 7
ER R AR 75 5 (Ortega et al. ,2012; Roman et
al. ,2009) . MX D MAPEETN S, Roman 2 (2009) 1
Ortega 48 (2012) ZE = HI A KR F R MEE R,
JEE AR Ortega S54EPAT 3 MBCEIRRIHTTE S IR
k5 PR BIMEE R ( B RTAU— A SEIER SR ) ,

HR7H FTREIA CCB [y 5 W T Y1 55 6 A% 400 ) 30 19
XHReo R Ortega 58 N AE e Ja Mk o 2% A F A 1
B TR R AR B AR T 0, BRI R BLAA
WA BB ROt HERR CCB ByZm, B8 B REER T
RV B o T P i T4, JF A BE 52 Ak AR T4
( Rupprecht & Bauml,2016 ; Anderson,2003) , 40,
Aslan 1 Bauml (2010) 3R F FR-A WA 7E A AR A 8. 4%
T PSR I LR B /N AR AR B EWER R T
BEK RIF,

HAFZEMXE (2013) BT H 7w iR E A
o HEER CCB X RIF 52, Wi H 7498 52
Rp - W HTESR BRI A F2 e XT Rp + UH B9 TR
B Hrp, & B fom S R TE R 4R S o A
ReBRIREEE (Rp + ), LME R R EDH (Rp - )
FEARSRZNT AR H 35 4 R B R AR TER ISR A
FEFPIRBCR SRS H (Rp + ) , LUMEREE I H (Rp
=) AR T, £ 2A 4 T (Storm & Bui,
2016 ; Anderson et al. ,1994) . M¥E&E SR
2 - HeBIiR TR 515 Rp - BUHTE Rp + U H i
AATPRERET AR B 32 458 BEK TR B LL R 0 B 32 4
SRETRATH ., 2T CCB MW, HFEE AT
B« AR B D AR TE R R SR T
PR A L AR P RIF A 52, 4550 PR 30 ) 56 7 R PR
MEERIT B SR E TR =4 BN TR
RIF, SiZfRix—8, HFEEANRN, EHHAKRE
AR TR T B SR 4R BE N BB AR 3 WA RIF,
MAFEATEARRH Z R E T W4T BE2 T
1% RIF,

g5 BT, B S R P T E T 458 BE R
WRIFTE S X BUESER - #FEEIAXT ) RIF #17
£, XA B TRIEHMRC AN AARA T
¥ RIF §F 5%, T B A B Tk — 22 815 RIF (1K™ 4
Pl
2 AFE
2.1 #X

B 96 B RFESHIm (B 46 N). &
BB 17 ~24 % SEHER 77 20.24 +1.30 %,
AR LR, B SO L = (B4
32 N)o ARSI AR F, WS B
EH o
2.2 %

3CAF SR R AT R ) x 2
(BHZESmE: & ) x3(HHZEA:Rp + . Rp
- Nrp) ZH R IR A LIt F Al i 57 o 3t
RS, I H 355 0m BEAIR H R AU AN B & .
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2.3 EBHH

FAMEHY R B BFEMXIM(2013) 1T
PUETE SCRBIAEL, HH 8 A SLIR 25,2 A~ N3E
TR o WIBFEBI LR 2R AN TP SR
W , 4330 R A S B B BRI IR T B &% 3
A FETE K 48 X LR . IR T E 4028
ERIT R 5.29 £2.84 MRIREET H WF-3H4r 2555
RIFFH 25.88 £2.76, Gtk kI, R MRIRE
FHZ HZERBE,1(46) = —25.50,p <0. 001, Co-
hen’s d=7.25,

SHEHI T IC AR B B R, BFSE 3 R S5 iR
XHE TR 46 (1) & RSB BT H #4452
) S FE A (2) BB 28 5 R R 2 1R
SCER R AR 18] 5 (3) B B FEG B & A AR
BEAR, SR i ST 56 A4 Rk i 2 BT A e B/ AR
B, SR IR BT 12 X TR RN (4 )8
F2 M50
2.4 ERER

SEI Y 2E > VBREER 2 43 FE e B i Bt
H o

BT, 1IE8URF S 60 XF285] - #EFENT . Bk
ERNFER A2 —X, 2HETEN S B, A
SE iR % K F block AL, %1~ block A1 & F A5
T HI—REB, B4 block DA K block P )% 141 Fil
MLEM ., oty B/ E o 85 m— 85T
RIS 2, E R RTF L SE R U KRG
block 2 ZHi 52 )5 ¥ 23T HF AT .

HIR I B B SE UG , LA AR — 225
o 2R B T RS S, Bk — X (R BUAT ]
F2.5 ) AR 3 R, BRGNS
PR BT B IS0 2 BRI ) B TR 70% YA
YERIREERZE . BULBIESS AR BRI A A
KRR 2 MG A2, IR ARG k. P
LRGN, T AR 4 FOR R R A e B
RAH AR B G 2T AR 55 41, A R S0 6 g 4 B A E 55
FEOTZR: (1) BHH AT RS 15
R A RATIRIG S 200, TEES
BHicE 43 MEBTFR (B 1 -9 WEFHA
B o BRI RRTER G, HATERES
AR R 2 NIRRT & HIPCRFK, £ 5 B
WRFE iR &5t 3 1 0P B RIM B A0 (R s
) SEm/NB A EE (RS &) . (3) R A4
HIES SR dLAE2, AN E 204 T/ far 4l
PATHR S BB FBES . IAGERYmTRE
B,

IR RIS B B e BT LB RIAT 2 8

ARG, 155 PN Rl 433 SCHERE I 3575

&G, St 2 I 5T 2 4 AR R A B i S
50% RYZE EAE PR EERZ , X SERT2ET T A 48 X
SEgg i AT MR, BT A W X 2R A block FEHLE
W, X RN R S #P, /A block P BIFE B3
%k B R—251, 27 PhBENL, B RIF Rp - T
H7E Rp + Ui H Z B3R 1932 8. AW £ 5 2R
SEATAT M N AR BR AN e AR B Ab 4, IR KR
ik, AT 5 Rp - Fi Rp + 0 H 8940 83 07 A4H T
fic , FETE B Nrp — FA Nrp + B AT L T H , Ko Nip
- Rp — BYEER, Nip + 5 Rp + B2k, i T 14
AT E R4 3R BE Y Nep W H |, HIB 8 2 A [RR
7 IR L. BT A SR SL g A e 5k

AR LR HE, 2P 5 8 B [ B Il pF
Bk, B4 PN AR B A AL 2 B 81 A I A sk
2.5 EBHBMNE

SR 14,1 3o (1280 x 800) B 40 A £ 3
SR, LRAEFRH E - primel. 1 IR 4
W5
3 g#R
3.1 AR LR

KT FEBIRIRBIFT S SN F T 5
UV = S N A L 2 V= = O T
(89.01% ) BEALFARA AT (94.31% ) ,1(62) =
2.91,p<0.01,Cohen’s d=0.73,
3.2 RER%GIJLER

AFAmHARFZAETE R R B ZREmE T B
IEW 2R bR fEE R 1,

1 ZHEWKERIEGITEPRHER
EMZE (% ) StrEZE(SD)

. T HEREE
WG A . B M+SD {& M + SD
= 32 74.83:13.24 83.33 £15.84
I 32 78.64+14.60 84.20+17.23
e 32 85.07+14.63 90.10+13. 14

EREIEFZ4 M A, T H 354558 5 F 800
B#,F(1,93) =8.92,p<0.01,7,> =0. 088, & 15 H
T4 R A IE A B2 3 (79. 51% ) R TR H %5
SRIE(85.88% ), INFIfAE RN BE,F(1,93) =
5.55,p <0.01,n,° =0.107, ERKB LN, &
(79.08% ) K (81.42% ) F1 1y 20 ¥ IE A B2 AR T
BEHIH(87.59% ) . —FELHEAEHARE,F(1,93)
=0.26,p >0.05, HiABF LI RIF A3Z4REG >
IE 78 % 52 i) ( Anderson et al. , 1994 ; Storm & Bui,
2016) o WOART LRGSR THEAERTT
3.3 #EBRYTHAE

72 BT ARAA G fir A F 5 H R4 58
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AT IR B 52 538 B R AR AR U R I IR 1 21

JE 5T E 2R R (¥ IEA [ 12 % FRHE 225 RIF 200
B (RIF 2% 218 Nrp - 5 Rp - WIZ2{H) o
BREWE 2T B A A E R0 B
F(2,93) =6.26,p <0.01 ,771;2 =0.119, HFHE Lk
B, 74 (78. 51% ) AR AT 20 (75. 26% ) I IE A
B2 5 TR AT 4 (69. 53% ) , ps <0. 055 #& il 4
SR A B IER B2 R T B EER,p >0.05,
H 5 i A B, F(1,93) =19.73,p <
0.001,m,” =0. 175, B T H 354+ 58 BE (¥ IE 4 [ 42 %

(70.57% ) ik TR B 3 438 FF (78.30% ) , Wi H
KR EHN B, F(1,93) =155.76,p <0.001, 7,
=0.626,Rp + T [ B IF 7 B 122 (84.72% ) & F
Nip + i H (64.15% ) . HESMN A EZE, ps >
0.05,

HATLLB R, AT H 35458 FE 4n e, Rp +
I HTEAS [FRA R 0 fr 2500 B IR A2 23R 2 B 2
T Nrp + B H ,ps <0.001 (WK 2. B 1 FE2),

#2 ZARRESRENXPHEREIZE(% ) S5iFEE(SD)
TH KA
WE=E
Znan AT Rp + Rp - Nrp - Nrp + RIF
M+ SD M+ 5D M +5SD M +£S8D
(=) 77.60 £17.25 65.10+£22.14 67.71 £19.37 55.21 £20.05 2.61
= & 78.64£14.19 69.27 £19.91 75.00£17.96 63.02 +16.25 5.73
Pl 85.42£14.51 66.67 £20.74 82.29 £15.23  63.54 £20.49 15.62
= 85.42 £15.12 53.13 +22.18 54.17+21.17 59.90 +22.34 1.04
& & 89.06 £13.79 59.90+£19.79 59.90+16.86 70.31=+19.74 0.00
BEHH 92.19+£11.19 68.23+£22.54 71.35+15.97 72.92 £20.63 3.12

B ERSRE

— @R+
Calrps
~  mRp-

- DiNrp-

SRR,

BAMARTTA Hele

A T

1 ARAMGTHAESTBERS
58 TR IS SI U B R

R H RS RE

BRp+

SRR,

rahrp+
mRp-

ONrp-

LR,

8008
8008

E2 ARAIGHAERTEES
32 THRENS S B E T
3.4 RRFLAZS
A ME 200 B AR F800 B,
F(2,93) =9.72,p <0.001,5,% =0.173, H/5 thix
RBP4 IE AR B2 2K (72, 14% ) /& TR Ui
#1(66.02% ,p <0.05) i i 4 (60.03% ,p <

0.001) ;AR A B IE B B2 3R & T faf 4, p <
0.05, MHEHMmE EMMEFE, F(1,93) =
26.35,p <0.001,m,> =0. 221, # 0 H 75 4 32 % 1 1E
Az % (71.01%) & TR 5 B 3% 458 F
(61.12% ), W H KR M B F,F(1,93) =
5.29,p <0.05,7,”> =0. 054, Rp - Til B ¥ IE A B2 %
(63.72% ) BALTF Nrp - T H (68.41% ) , T H A
5B SmEREERNLZEE, F(1,93) =
3.45,p =0.067,7,” =0.036, f&j BN /47 BR,
Rp - 0 B 7E = 90 H 55 458 BT B9 IE58 [FZKF Nip
-JiH,p<0.01;Rp - Tl H5 Nrp - I HAEALI H
THRE FWIEMEMZR T BEZER,p >0.05( 0
F2.E 1 AE2), HEBRHAEE,ps>0.05,

BT R, XHERI 4L S, Rp — W B 2= I
H3E S ok BT B IE# B2 2K F Np - T H,
F(1,31) =12.48,p <0.001;Rp - Wi H 5 Nip - i H
RV ESZERRE FWERBIZELEEER,
F(1,31) =0.52,p >0.05, XHEMAEG4HMmMS,Rp - W
H5 Nrp - 31 B 7E = R B 558 E T B IER 12
BLEBREXR F(1,31) =1.56,p >0.05,F(1,31) =
0.00,p>0.05, X EAMAMmMT,Rp - WHS Nip
- Tt B R B R 5E N W IE R E1ZR TG
ZxH F(1,31) =0.22,p >0.05,F(1,31) =0.05,
p>0.05,
4 iHg

ICIZRBAT A G SIS R G SHRIUE
BEAREHA G R R AEBRE W, 4R
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IRIEANE R R A SN AN EFo, RUHE
fs A5 B B BHR S AA . A,RIF A
F—EMIENEDIRE, ©REA M E TR AF B M
% W ( Pica, Pierro, & Kruglanski, 2014; Storm &
White,2010) . 0, 7y ABF5ER Y] RIF 2 i $hAT745
HIALHI T A 59, HAE AL 547 D SR 41 1 o i 3k
THERIPLRIZERL, B R8T K02 E B X B bn
iC12A5 BB 52 ( Tempel & Frings,2018 ; Ander-
son ,2003 ; Storm & Bui,2016)

R KRR WTFE A5 R SRl TAE RIF 9K
YERT, H— BB 2 %o i Ffr 0 i fm TR B et 7
Ji 5% (Ortega et al. ,2012; Aslan & Biuml,2010; Le-
chuga et al. ,2012) , ZHFF R AW B FEHIRE M
BT X RIE 0 428 1 P 400 1 i T ) A Jo % G
CCB #H7 T3,

TR H IS FEZ —. K
TR RS, RA Y Rp — 0 HTESR SR~
FEepXd Rp + T H W3R B A R ZU TR, A4 B A
RIF; R ZWIAGE . #1140, AAERFSE & 3L MATE & 3
H3R BT <™ 4 RIF, HIEARS H i E T WAL
(Anderson et al. ,1994 ; 957 X|fH,2014) , S5t
2581, i AMAR SR B S5 > 28 50 R WA 4 B E RO F
P (ISR H ) I, 18 4028 S U HE 4] (ot
BIH) 2458208 RIF; A5 R, 21k A4 B gk
25 PR ) e o I H A, KR I H WA &7 A
RIF( Anderson et al. ,1994 ; 9472, X 1H.,2013 ; X1 /B
&2 2017 ;Aslan & Bauml,2010) . ZBFST R, K
AATE R H SR E T A Re - AR B E B RIF, X
SIS PR A T R A ) B S o

RAE LARGER SR T HIES LA, B A 8
125 Fh A i i TR R e 2 B 3k . BT
PRI 8 B 4 B LS B RIF, — B9 K A
i RIF 2AFFEIAMBEIE R B il in TrER
W& Bh =T N ERS . EMR AR, ik
REFETER B  d BR [[ AT — MR R AE S
i, AR S (B (R ) ib 2 3 B IR AT 5
(BT ) , RIF FRL 2R 5 A0 S, RBATIREATF 1Y
PR A R 2N =4 T 5ZUA RIF, ZE5 R X 53
AL TR IR T 53RA DR, IFE—E
LR FI5F T Roman 28 (2009) Fii Ortega £ (2012)
PIZER

FHRFEEM R, Ortega 55 (2012) KIPFEHIE X
K50 R oA BT, AT 3 ALBORBAT S5 T WA
2T RIF, MEZFRER, KEEER KR
T FERANBES™4E RIF, X E—E R B30 Re T I0E
SCERRHS BR S SCFE A RHE I L A X R R AT

HEARRT SRR . BARTTF , Za5 R RV AR P
BRG] - BEFIRX T E , DUE S B - AR B
TR PXHAR R IE R TFRE R, [FE, X HE—
AR BB T AT A FEM R TR IC I A RS
INFFEREH B ( Alvarez & Cavanagh,2004) , HT5i H
MR R MA TRICIZA R R/ EEERZ —
{ Cowan & Morey,2007)

Ortega 47 (2012) % WA $2 H , 45 1] 14 30 ) BE 7
ARCAETE T W, TR R R, B, %
HltEmHIRE I 2RI I B K22 R, Anderson
i Levy (2007 ) IAA , 244 542 il 130 o 68 ) FE 7
W 5 (14 25 55 B, CCB B BB FEMAXY RIF A 411
MG . #KHE CCB MWL, I i TR B S,
AR RV RS H Rp — 0H A0 T8, DM #
Rp + T B M35, T Rp - 31 B P 32 240 ) 1045 H
AR RTERG WP RS Z M. HRTEER
2, I TAE R S5 WA 2 B Rp - U H W&k
FERUER, B Rp + 30 B 7 A 9 T8 DA
Rp - T H M EL, I %025 ( Aslan & Bauml,2010;
Ortega et al. , 2012; Schilling, Storm, & Anderson,
2014) o MAIXAFA BET &, A3 o 30 1 68 00 4K
AMUTE SR B A A FR AN BB S i £ Rp - I
H 8T8, T HL7E S f5 D3 i do A B8R 280, 3 1 4
Rp + MHB T, Bk, REMAIFERERSE S T #
FRONBERE Rp — 00 H 74 B B A4 ik RIF, {HABAT]
TEsR 5 WA T BB T A Rp + 9 H B9 T80
FEAEAR R B S PE RIF A28 T34 RIF,

5 CCB WL A —B, B35 (2013) R,
LR NTESRBUGR ~ 1 2 v 7 A A5 1 6B ) ) g I3
HESRE T AR 4 851 RIF, 7555 W
ARSI BE 7 ART B S 438 W BEF~ A58
ZURY RIF ;A0 5, B A R AAE R H 55 50 5
TARE™ 4 RIF, £F CCB F W LA K30 H 37 5
SREERHE IR, B2 N R R E
TSR T R YRR 3% CCB 20 i 4 i # RIF;
TEFEANERIT B RS RE T ™4 M2 H CCB
IR IS & ) FHEHE RIF, 5A%EEMEER
AL, ASESEA (2017 ) R H BT 5
A OB 1) RIF, G5 R R, = A K2 AR e R T E
THRE AT BEW RIF; MBS AR .
T B TR 9B B T YR A W W RIF, XERRFE
i R RS R BE D Z B T — e B E MR
P M RTERTER, MAT7ERE MR A REA &L
HA KA Rp + AW T, IR LA, & A
Toy L FNAE R 2R 2 A ZE AR T B SE G5B BE T ok ™ Ak
B IK RIF, 33X R i 172 55 T i Hh 87 BE AR R0t
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E Rp + 3B T30, #E W B5 1R T CCB Xf RIF
FISEMR o AKIEII B T2 4 58 B H e JREE, & AR

I H %5 am E T M s W3 P A s b %] Rp

+ 1 H T8, IS A AT 7E = W H 5 S50 T M &

JEMA A 5 HH Rp + W EH W, B, 2%

PR EH AR EERT HRRRE N AN

IHIPE RIF,

5 #ig

51 R¥ALERHERZSBRE T AR RIF 2Z2H

TENMFEE MR EI S T 9l & m, A2

CCB FIE2I ;

5.2 MXTPFEIEE - BEEAXT TS, DUESRS] - B

BimXT A 1 RIF B8 25 5 Z A A B (R 22

&% ik

HEZE XA, (2013). T H 5 FiR E X B EARBRIFE LR
TSRS, B B E AR ,33(6) ,2481 — 2484,

FI2E%E, X8, (2014). X5 H 38 5 -5 0 R0 7 X 32 % & iR
TR OB ,37(5) ,1140 - 1147.
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A R PR IR RIS B . o [ i RO B g 2
(6),1069 —1073.

Ahnallen, C. G. ,Nestor,P. G. ,Mccarley,R. W. ,et al. (2007).
The role of retrieval inhibition in the associative memory im-
pairment of schizophrenia. Psychiatry Research,150(1) ,43 —
50.

Alvarez,G. A. ,& Cavanagh,P. (2004 ). The capacity of visual
short — term memory is set both by visual information load and
by number of objects. Psychological Science,15(2),106 —
111.

Anderson, M. C. (2003). Rethinking interference theory: Execu-
tive control and the mechanisms of forgetting. Journal of Mem-
ory and Language ,49(4) ,415 —445.

Anderson ,M. C. ,& Levy,J. B. (2007) . Theoretical issues in In-
hibition : Insights from research on human memory. In D. Gor-
fein & C. MacLeod( Eds. ) , Inhibition in cognition( pp. 81 -
102) . Washington, DC, US; American Psychological Associa-
tion , xvii.

Anderson,M. C. ,Bjork,R. A. ,& Bjork,E. L. (1994). Remem-
bering can cause forgetting: Retrieval dynamics in long — term
memory. Journal of Experimental Psychology Learning Memo-
ry,and Cognition ,20(5) ,1063 - 1087.

Aslan,A. ,& Bauml, K. - H. (2010). Retrieval — induced for-
getting in young children. Psychonomic Bulletin & Review,17
(5),704 -709.

Conway ,M. A. ,& Fthenaki, A. (2003 ). Disruption of inhibitory
control of memory following lesions to the frontal and temporal

lobes. Cortex ,39(4 —5) ,667 — 686.

Cowan,N. ,& Morey, C. C. (2007 ). How can dual - task work-
ing memory retention limits be investigated? Psychological
Science ,18(8) ,686 —688.

Ikeda,K. , Hattorif, Y. , & Kobayashi, M. (2016 ). Thinking a-
bout “why” eliminates retrieval — induced forgetting : Levels of
construal affect retrieval dynamics. European Journal of Social
Psychology ,46(4) ,514 - 520.

Kuhl,B. A. , Dudukovic, N. M. , Kahn,I. , et al. (2007 ). De-
creased demands on cognitive control reveal the neural pro-
cessing benefits of forgetting. Nature Neuroscience ,10(7) ,908
-914.

Lechuga,M. T. ,Gomez — Ariza,C. J. ,Iglesias — Parro,S. et al.
(2012). Memory dynamics and decision making in younger
and older adults. Psicologica International Journal of Method-
ology and Experimental Psychology,33(2) ,257 -274.

Ortega, A. ,Goémezariza,C. J. ,Roman,P. ,et al. (2012) . Memo-
ry inhibition, aging,and the executive deficit hypothesis. Jour-
nal of Experimental Psychology: Learning , Memory , and Cog-
nition ,38(1) ,178 - 186.

Pica,G. ,Pierro,A. ,& Kruglanski, A. W. (2014). Effect of cir-
cadian rhythms on retrieval —
Processing ,15(1) ,29 - 38.

Romén ,P. ,Soriano, M. F. ,Gémez — Ariza,C. J. ,et al. (2009).
Retrieval - induced forgetting and executive control. Psycho-
logical Science,20(9) ,1053 - 1058.

Rupprecht,J. ,& Bauml, K. — H. (2016 ). Retrieval
forgetting in item recognition: Retrieval specificity revisited.
Journal of Memory and Language 86,97 — 118.

Schilling,C. J. ,Storm,B. C. ,& Anderson, M. C. (2014) . Exam-
ining the costs and benefits of inhibition in memory retrieval.
Cognition ,133(2) ,358 —370.

Soares, J. S. ,& Storm,B. C. (2017 ). Explanation can cause for-
getting; Memory dynamics in the generation of new argu-
ments. Psychonomic Bulletin & Review ,24(5) ,1426 - 1435.

Storm,B. C. ,& Bui, D. C. (2016) . Retrieval — practice task af-
fects relationship between working memory capacity and re-
trieval — induced forgetting. Memory,24(10) ,1407 — 1418.

Storm, B. C. ,& White,H. A. (2010). ADHD and retrieval — in-
duced forgetting; Evidence for a deficit in the inhibitory con-
trol of memory. Memory ,18(3) ,265 -271.

Tempel,T. , & Frings, C. (2018 ). Feedback increases benefits

but not costs of retrieval practice; Retrieval — induced forget-

induced forgetting. Cognitive

— induced

ting is strength independent. Psychonomic Bulletin & Review,
25(2),636 - 642.

Wimber, M. ,Alink,A. ,Charest,I. ,et al. (2015). Retrieval in-
duces adaptive forgetting of competing memories via cortical

pattern suppression. Nature Neuroscience ,18(4) ,582 —589.

(T#%49 W)



