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B EACRARTAZMARRE R, A MPratfe(BiR) AEGEIL? IR E RN EZ X EFRSERE
BMEEN LM ERRTORRE TR FELAR R ET R RAYnGE SR, REARALER T AL
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1 N2> .

HI &

H o AR v, AT 3 A 2 R AR 8 5 1k M2
(Aue et al. , 2017) , 8K 1M, Slamecka (1968 ) [ iff 5%
WA TR SR, ikl — R A ,
B 5 — H BT B B B2, 55— 20 B DA B AL
WA R o> B2 T H S 2R MO A 3 Bk 47 &8
STERR L, WA B FH B 4 R AR 2 A By 3 B AR S
FECICINBTAE bR o G5 R R B, AL Iy e RIF R
X AR E B B2 7= A AT ] B B AE R, Bomi 7= AR T
BELAFVE o 33— U4 B ) BIPR Ay 788 03 2 R A0, 45
MR R % H AR H B2 i FE . R4 SI-
amecka e W ILIX — & B R JC O ) AR PR AR AR
FRECABBE S (AR 2 BF SEIE BT, 5 23 2k R 50 RN
( Part — list Cuing Impairment Effect) & —{~fa & H ¥
W AFER G . TEAH G FITE 56 2% 2 4 K ( Biuml &
Aslan, 2006; Liu et al. , 2024 ; Slamecka, 1968)
1) RN R LA B SCAS 4  (Fritz & Morris, 2015 ; Wall-
ner & Biauml, 2020; Xing et al. , 2021) {5 5 fliE X
1042 ( Aslan & John, 2019 ; Kelley & Parihar, 2018) .
ARV AE S BE AR (Aslan & John, 2019; John & Aslan,
2020 ) LA KA TA] SCAERE A (Pepe et al. , 2024) 2
UEH T X A RO I AFTE

SR O 4 0 W 3 B R 45 RO, (L BE S BF

B X RGN, A EE

TR WF 5 IR R R IE A R A H W, 1
OE SR T AL AR BERLN . B, 2 A 2] R T
H 2R 2 ) S R85 T 19— e, X plak iy
Ml 12 A 5 B /E ] (Marsh et al., 2004 ) ; 24 4% i 27 >
B ) AR XLy 52 0 kR, Y A AT 5
(Kelley et al., 2021) F1 % 41 [f] 42 T 4 ( Basden
et al. , 2002) {Y B &1 5 4f 5 24 44 k1] B AT A1 38 OC Bk
INF, P93 2 R %) 23 (6] 5 AT 55 HAT 5 A6 A T (Cole
et al. , 2013 ; Kelley et al. , 2016) ; 45 5| /&, 24 2% 3]
(RPN o I BT POR R SR U
b B Uh 2 B3 i A9 bR 3 B 2 ( Goernert & Larson,
1994 ; Lehmer & B#auml, 2018; Liu et al. , 2022),
T, F 3 2 O Y A TR N S Y A AR B AR
Ry W AEAE A5 3 RN AR AF A A E RN, Sy B R UL,
TE 5 30, FATTRE BB 23 2 8 X 14277 A= 45 A
17 100 A 44 O BB 73 G A E RO, B R 43 2 F %k [l
1277 He A FE AR T B0 B0 A 44 R B 2 4 R A R AL
A

PLAEBIF 5 R 22 5C T B8 73 26 3 A9 451 3 300E, A T
et A PR B U R AR T DA [ A A B B R
T AT Bl IR AL AL 2 3B, 491 4 i BB 4 AR 58 5 s B TR A
Wd LA K S IO R AR 56 5 o S JLARE SR DR E B P K
TERR A e BRI S O 2 FAE T, JF 32 11 T B8
ik R T 3 4 R 22 AR T 0 B Al U, 491 4 RUAIL i i

I [« A [ 0T R 2 M S I R — R A R T 8 L BT R 2 > B DR B K T TS ( BBA240040) .
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LA VT S 11 S i = AR O T |2
AR A LAY B S AR U AR AN W A R AR AN TR R
VTR 2 B B UIARSC  (HE Tl R A 7E W] 1Y 25 5%
A3 A ) B9 AR 0 4 e B Y 1R B LA 3 S R R, A
B — 20 W 0 O 2R A A LR LR, T O 5 B
GRS Ehi 15 2 N U i (e NP Ui N 7 W (D
B8 T o AWK 0 B — BIL 21 22 B B4 R L
PEAT RGBT, 3 — 25 JHL i A [R] e 22 8] ) e [ , OF:
TE L HE Al b P63 R AT R A A 5 07 1l

2 B—pLl
2.1 REZEHRIER

2 0 7% 4 L 10 ( Retrieval Competition Hypothe-
sis) ( Kimball & Bjork, 2002; Rundus, 1973) 1\ N,
T H AE LA TR A3 2 LU AR RS A R ) — A
LIRS A& T H AT DL i s v ) B —
A2 590 24 FR AT LI S 02 36 i o At 3 B i AT 42 2
Ko —IUH RISy Hoom B (i H 5 H By
J Y A IR R B ) Bk — 2R B i R R
AL . fEARIRE B, S RO H SR H 2358
SN FGEUE, AF o R W T H A HR R B2
SR LB ITH B RAE L 23 s 5 T JE Y ] Y ¢
R B (45 2o R T B Y AT K MK P38, it 5 2
LRI H 4 ORI A0, T X 2R I H Y 42
YO A 1), 306 5 4 i 1) 2 9 0 R0 4% H AR I H Y
[E1 R VR | R W SR 11975 5 e o A

Rundus (1973 ) i SE 50 B AE 1 X — B « it 2
R~ 4 A28 00 1) 2, B> 280 v 52 BLAS [A) %L
SRR, G R I, W AR 2 K R Y (142
B A B LR R B BB T A . Roediger (1978) 1y
WF5EA K B 001 44 R 5 R AR 9] 22 M) 1 2 o) SR 3
B AE L R W H 21 T3 s Kroeger 55 A (2019 ) I
BN T LR H ALt a5 BRI, ma ek
VO3 £ AR 3 A A T A T R TR AT I A R TR O 2
Z ; Kimball #l Bjork (2002) il id WL RKAF1ES
T BeR B DR 2R 5 O T A DGR 5 3, 7% 4%
T RRXI A RICAC R R G R R TR R
AL AR T 2300 H 1 1112 55, 23 B A OC 3 15
TS DR M2 3 . T H, B G 2 2 8 1y 3 I L &
LR 5 OCHS T Y JC IR AR B Y 2 R, O B T Y B
BRIAMZRRE Z AR, IR S5 R EAIE T Rundus 3¢
T H 58 BRI

AR, TR LR AU B BE R R A
75 ARBGE A R U — B S s — 2 xRl
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SR R S 0 R R T H P S B R A X e T H ) R
fiE, BRI 7E 12 B gl 23 A S 2 X e L R I H |, i
T 2 B YECAT BR S B0 H AR I H Y 2 L
GEREAR . MR — LW SCHE Tz R U A WL A (H %
B ISATS SR A7 TE — S 25 M) 1 [0 0. (1) $2 M5 4 fB 5
W — LRI H (144 BOIE A 7 4 0 O 5 X
— G e I E YRR R L, 4 0 T
Ko MR — WL AR, 7 R4 55 SC TR py 10 5 rp [m] 42 52
— A5 QIR I H 4 A 32 0 3% A T A [R) A SR OCHE T H
[ — > 3R OG0 H AR o (HX — IR I R
TE 5 £ WF 98 A g Ik 52 ( Marsh & Anderson, 2022) ;
(2) ZAR VLN R 214 i S il ) 32 OO0 B s 21 2
— W B H Z IR R 215 1k IR 4 g 12 3R IR IR
QIR EE A IR EVAZE S 1P & 47 W RA A SRS E
5B O B [F] /A H ), e 30 H X H br
1 H B2 RS 52 0 e —F£ 2 (3) Biuml I Aslan
(2004) HH LL #1843 H 2 A0 3 R DA SR o3 4
BOM HARTH B2 0520 45 3 % B, R 3 2k RO
FR AT U T B bR B Y A2 s, 8 43 2R I
AR HARIH 0 8142 7 4 30, 3 58 B AU AN 5 B
PRI 60 5 i 1) I A 23 36 H AR 3T H 142 08 St 1Y
TR
2.2 REEWIAERIR

W% ik IR IR 18 ( Strategy Disruption Hypothesis)
( Basden & Basden, 1995; Basden et al. , 1977 ; Rey-
sen & Nairne, 2002 ) 58 i 8 i 23 5% JH — & 1Y Zt 1% 5K
W AT 2% 2,2 A B S Bl 2 O e R L 2= )
I — B 5 BOR W, 1015 O 23 32 400 S R L3R 40
ZRAR M2 AT BLISA 19 $2 UK i, 5 B A2 i g T
Ko SHRBGE PR VAR IZR AN, T LR
S IIFA I 3 5 R AE K-, AE 2
SREME 52 0 (W42, A Ik 33 3 26 2800 T 142 ik 4 7Y 532 Wi
RN, — BB R, Bl 2 % WU A 1Y $2 1
Mg AT ML, TP W BEZ W 2% o eAh iz AR Bt
N, IR R T H B 27 X5 B A 5 32
L NI 782 e i = B N Y N 7 ) 1 v 1}
e AR

Basden F11 Basden (1995) i@ it — & 7| 5L 36 % 2%
TG A o ABATTHE 2 S 3R 2 b R 15 3 PR
GNP, B5 R I, 2 BRI O P S AR 1) 24 4R A
7 2H FEAT I 4 A — B4R Sy [ 12 kRO
KRS T3 —F0 B [BA2 7 A G 25 40 5 33X 150 B O 1)
42 U W R A2 B S, Ml ATTd R Y R
IR 5 2 2] ) 3 — SO, T8 3 4R B 45 T 0N 2



XA A5 T 2 R X IO AZ SR IR 52 W < B A R 14 A

NEERIE R X — 2R S Yt — e HODT C A0 W T
AR B S5 B TC A2 R AE 1 1 5 5 R UM R A
F 53 R AL I, X 32 2 0 T8 AZ 2 s i W e — 2
( Guitard & Saint — Aubin, 2022 ; Wheeler & Gabbert,
2017)  —SERFFEH M RALR BB TS
G — P& HUUT IC 0 A AH — 3 A 45 2R (Basden et al.
2002; B&duml & Hartinger, 2002; Kelley et al.,
2021) B 3CHF T RIS B IR AR B

R W IR BB 1 WL 3R] T R R AT I B
AR 4R BSR4 2% 2 I I A IR AT ) R TR s
A2 AL Ml RE 6 — A S5 AT R SR A — 2
(A AU B 35t Rl 23 A o RS itk TR A —
B 5% 4 ( Bauml & Aslan, 2006; Fritz & Morris,
2015; Oswald et al. , 2006 ; Wallner & Biuml, 2020)
X SRE M T IR AR 0 2 1 B 8, A FE R SE A AL, Bl
2 AR e BE S A I 3K b B RS Bk A8 23 2 R 45 BN
WRIHAATE 31X 5 SR WS B R B L A WL AN 6] o 53 80, 4
MG IR BERT &, ICAZ s J2 o 52 B2 2] H AR Y
R AEZIOR St ) A R AR GC 2 3R B T RO T
AT UnAa] 328 AN P AT 2R % ( Guerrero Sastoque et al.
2019) . TiICIZ H W B 5E #5188 8L A2 K g o
Zhi B SRE W5 142 U W ( Roebers, 2013) , 3 3 ] 44 5
W B 5 4 B B BT A6l FH) 0 S s O P A X AL o B
S [] — W, 7 2 % R0 B2 BB B 1 3 e L A BT A [
(Stone & Blumberg, 2020) . I, WL % A B 1)
TIE 4 0 2 B a7 e 65 R0 12 BB R v 1) 5 W O B R
FHIE B , 7648 2 AR I I 25 5 B A& 2R B B
2.3 REUADHI(ER L

MR P $5 A ) { U4 ( Retrieval Inhibition Hypoth-
esis) (Anderson et al. , 1994 ) , B 3 & 235 H {E K Inl
TLER 2 BN X S R A BRI, S54RI
e PR LA R 32 A B8 A S X i S T R P R 4
FEA 22 38 S8 A ), T 2 23 0% % H AR 300 H i 3%
AR, B 5 R A 5 AR I Y 30 2K 7 A e 12
A, & — it R R BOE R g S A AR R A
ARTE AL o 2R D6 A, R 3 H X T B bR i
A 0 2 AR X R AR R — B AR R A S 2
A2 B T B BRE R, 401 L & 5 2247 75 ( Oswald
et al. , 2006) ,

T 2R B 43 2 2R SR 3 3 4 O AR BIL AR 7 A A A
IR 2 307 e it i AU R A, i B A
LRMAE . A ST B 22 YO 5 1 7 2R
Tl 4 APEFNZR R ST R AT BRI UE (Aslan et al. |
2007) , 4550 K B, TC1E 2 1 U 50 I B Ak A ] 2 £k

TR A TR DN g I B AR A S 2R () 3k
BIF B AR R ) ) L SR T o — A 2R, B %
SRR LA, 5 55— > 28 531 44 B U kg ol <7
L)W EREAL T B By B2 S, WA bt
FERLI T A R AR R AP (Liu et al., 20205
Oswald et al. , 2006) , 25 4 B bR IR 04k &, 548
S0 Bl A YRR S AR o A IS AR R
I3RS BRI R 38t T R AT X L ke A 56 i I ] i
i ( Bauml & Aslan, 2004; Biuml & Kuhbandner,
2003) , 3 S fff 5% BEOR g T BT B AT 8 2 (R
Sy EAE) BURE B B R R 0 1 S H E AT 5
(FB 43 $ H ) ke HAE Sy 2 AR T H A 2R (F853
LK) R R IR LR FNES o3 4 WU AR T AR R
BIUH B 2 RSt , B | & B35 i R B ] L X 3R
G E B F A O 2R (AR ) I, A RE 1 &
IR R H B9 A AR B, I 9 T k6 H AR
H i) & ik # #] ( Aslan et al. , 2007; Crescentini
et al. , 2010; Xing et al. , 2021; Xim AR, H¥%,
20175 X g 45, 2021)

R 227 TR RIF 5t S e IO il ik 36 2 4t 1
WEHE . Liu % A (2020) 3R ] ERP £, % 283 7 2k
EUE=S ORI S RERIN R T SRS P S e P A U
S5 GG T A5G  FN400 S8 IH 00 78 3 7 2 R
FAFTIHA M5 AR AR SC Y LPC 3T IH RN 76 A7
TR R F AT T 3 2 v, R4y e R X I
H RN B T 0 32 25 3 28 1 iy 19 . 3 BRI,
B B A % H AR I R AR SRAE A 30 1

S UM B BE A B2 DOk E 28R Z 05 A
[F] 75 T3R5 A2 AR SRR TH A7 7E — S8 2 JRE 35 1 )
(1) IZAB UL A O 23 A 40 3V TR A M 35 AR, 3X
F i FAE ST al AR 2 2 A7 [ Ak B A B 58 i)
LB 0] 250 5 — [) R, 3k — 20 9, 20 2R3 45 Q4
AEAE— DI [A) 5T 55 B ATE I ] 35 5N, T R
53 A A 5 8 A0 o] B I ) AR A AT O — 2D AR
G5 (2) BF9E 35 38 3ok % b 38 73 2k 3% (9 B B ) A4
W5 ~T (A 42 ) FLAT 280 A 35t 2 R0 i o ik B
T Al 5, L3k 7 o A ) R Y i 2 4
ISR, TR AR . 5550, BAR TR 7 R R A
P W 2 ) HRRE S A 35t A, (H A BIF 9T IR 2 2 ) S R
FARLINE, 1 5 3 s £ FE B TR A4 B, T A R A B
MR 4K (Tauber et al. , 2018) , H 4} & 42 B ¥ 4 F] F
FC IR (Kubik et al. | 2020) , i B b 2 76 A ) 19
AR ep I A 4 BT 26 [RIAZ ] BEAA A W] A S 0 1
H T H W98 K 2 DL S0 a5 4 O 5256 M 8}, J5 2238
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it 2k — 2 SR FH 45 H4 52 23% 19 A6 R e X 1P o 3 s 80,
FrBORE: B TR

3 BAHLHIER R

R T R SR B R A i I i B A% A A R PR
P, Biauml I Aslan (2006 ) 38 i # 9\ %% ] 4 44 ] )
RIRFR L, 430 7% B¢ v AR OCI g 15 25 1 1 1 43 2
R E B AR IR G i S5 K2 2] — 4 & Rk
G B S5 AF R W B AT PR 7 ) — Mk RS
32 BVt (52 AR 2 20 ) FHIRI R 2 23 B s B9
LMK (B BRI L2 ) o M AT 5 s 42t AL Al A
Pt ( Two — Mechanism Account of Part — List Cuing) ,
BB 1 2 2 R I [R) OCI56 7 38 e s 8 0 2 R Ak
TR AIL R A5 T 1C A2 4 B AR K 9 35T H (8] 5C I fd
B LU WA 250 i RO W, I ml 8-S B85 1Y
Tt H 8] T, 76 5 AL 5 4 4k F e 43 = A X H AR H
ORI N I E R T = R 1 Y SN B A S /N U
MUZH s s AL Z T i 7K 59 35T H ] 5G] RE fd 4%
B2 5 77 A A O SR IBOR M, 4 R 4> R
BEML 5 PR 4R 23 4T BL At iy 42 O g, T — H 4t
LRI H B BR Wl 2 W 5 i S IBOR IS D I
23 T BT 0 A5 4 o

KM 5 Bauml F1 Aslan (2006 ) 6] ¥ 19 52 5 70
7, John Fl Aslan (2020)7F 12 ~14 % JLE# Xt
R T RIFERY S5 R AEMOCHR RIS S5 T AR BE
VE &R AR s 76 R RIR G % 25 4 N e R HAEH]
JEJE T 1Y ; Crescentini 28 A (2010) 454 fMRI 3 R &
URERR T o3 2 A0 T RO B P 22 Bl 285 23 A
IR OC I g G 25 11 T, S HE AR Jr e R S 4K 42, I i
R 55 IR AH O Y 2 Al K2 )22 (left frontopolar) F1
£ AN AR Bz JZ (right dorsolateral prefrontal ) (1Y 34
=R R TR S L o WUl e A Qs
Muntean F1 Kimball (2012) i i3 4= i AE 55 (A 45 2
1) 1 Y S SCAR) ) S 5 I H G B 25 R R I, A AL T AR
HEAE 55 (ICAZ—x s SCaR) ), 0 2 % Y 4 5i 5 5000
H 18] B 2 4 1) B LG, S BOUE AT 55 h A LR A 1Y)
WAZ G R HRp A . IR 45 5 S BUL R 35
PEHETA TR .

WA, 28 ]I AZ v 38 43 42 2R 580N 1 5 56 1 R XL
PUAR UL SR AE TR . R F 448 52 2% ) [ B S LA
HL AR R SC 56 AT 55, Kelley 45 A (2016) & B >4 %5 [i]
AR B A3 AT SCIBE I, 78 O3 R R T B R IR
BUHIE A, Han R4 (L &R 55 S B i 67 & —
B, 2 e R 0142 (Cole et al., 2013) ;M0 24 =5[] 4
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PR IR G S BRI, i T WO AR METE A A% 2 1
TR, FB o 2 AR O A AL [ R
B LR ML ST 2%

KAL) B EAR G /R b 1 i A i A 25 R S s
BB A A R BRAE , i B 17 1 AN [ 2 >0 B4R 56
RN T2 4 R HE T Ap A FHBL A 2w H Am 10 H
A 42, Ho 3R = Bl BRAE B o8 3 o (H S Xh T B —
BL A7 A8 4 ) B, XCHIL A {358 9 o 52 4 fife ke« 49 4
22 > T FL [ Y IR AR B AR, 7 2 Rl 5
e AW HI B HARTH B4R BO™ A R AR E X
P50 T 2 73 B P 8] % 17 O 7 XUHIL ok A 56473 K
A XX — [A) US [B12 o 53 A, UL fi 156 52 3
S ) BPRE Y IR T BE A By phe i 3 T 0 2 %0 o ] o
BLH A AR D AR AR TR S5 SRR B , il 1 55 o 7
JBE T 07 A AR R WA R R B 7 R R AT
Pk i HE 2 2 S H A DR R A 4R A

4 ZHLHME

RS B UL AR A B T SRR SR SRR (H AT
T2 i BT AT YT 5 45 2R, Rt , Bauml T Samenieh
(2012 ) i 3ot #R 5T #8732k 3R R8I B9 AR ELAE T, 98
3 42 2% AT RE 2 b & 5 BUAIL il B i 3] 1) 7 Ao 4
BLH =Z A1 0 585 = Fh 5 e BL i 55 PO L 48 Ut
Pt =AU . AR BN R, B> R X T H AR
T B B2 S A b A g R T B i o 1 45 2
52 BN 5, BB 43 2k 2R 0] G B 17 B 1) R IR0 AR L
AH L B [ 12 Ak 2 R B MR T D i 2 8 1 05 14 52 0 7R
JE o A0 2R AR G A% 15 45 2 40 ™ I AR o R R
It R O o > A2 E L2 5 T SR AR G A
b S AR AR S B A, TR e e R B TR
SECAT0 ) 0 R s e R AL S A2 P AR . 5 Z TR
FRIS AR B, = AL 56T DL R TL-F- e A B9 AF 5 45
B, 9K % B Uk 2 W T OBIF 5T A B R b Pk g 2R
(Wallner & Biuml, 2020)

T A T A A R O3 e R 5] K R 45 b 4
Lehmer F1 Bauml (2018 ) 7 = HL i {E 15 /4 K& Al | F
— L2 ORI A A PR T, B T 2 BL I ( The
Multi — mechanisms Account of Part — List Cuing) , %
BRI IA g, 24 2 > 15 B A 30 38 B O A, T 40 AR i
Fi JBCHI o) B TR W B IR X 10 1 B O A AR AT, T
22 3TN B 38 5K 32 B I S A Sk A o X A 2T 1
S5 68RO TS 32 A2 4R B0 AR A R AR (Biuml &
Samenieh, 2012 ; Biuml & Schlichting, 2014) , %1k
A H, 2557 2015 B2 0 38 1K 5 O A7 I AT o 450 5 AL 1




XA A5 T 2 R X IO AZ SR IR 52 W < B A R 14 A

KRR T T G Bt 55 0 7 8 QI 4 B 2% 1 R &
BRI ME EIR AR AE T, B2 Bl 8 08 A N7 K
T H 8] i) 5% 2 OC IR ARG 20 28 91 2 JOSR W I, 8 93 46
F 0 PR AR B O A 09 G 5 SR s BB IR PR T e
PLIEAT A R NL s TEAR OC IR Gt 15 25 10 32 28 2 2 I
P R HEAE ] BV AE G = 57 300 H ) G I FORS 41 42
SRUSE W FF, 3 4 2 3% 4 AR i A5 w0 i S X R I
H#FfT MR-, X SR IEL R H (Hir
T H ) FAF G B AL, B 2 s S Rl 2 R A
22 3 1 B2 38 38 4 IR B S 43 4 R X I g i L
18 A1 S 1 FH A ) A BB 3 e A 2% A28« 7 A1 G 156 G 1
FAFTT N B RO B PSR Ee R MR TR,
PRI 43 2 F 2 A 1 T4 5 T 7E 8 DR IR e 80 2R AF
17 B8 PO AT AR 0k 5L 0 B2 BCSRE bR R
PRIt H 78 43 42 R 5 | 1Y) 1 B8 R 0T Y T A A E AR
F AT BE 2 BIOAH [R] 64 b 758 20 4 R 5 | S 1) 5 et 10 3R 1)
W EAEH AT 55 ( Lehmer & Biuml, 2018) , HfF &
gh I JE X Ml {2 ¥ A % W, Bramdo F1 Johansson
(2017) 2k H] ERPs £ A X 55 1300 BIg #6147 1T H
FER I o M) SR B 7 S i g B 15 B B S S T
SR S5 I R SR T BRI G A S R R I, AR
MR g R B, I T ) - SR HCE S 00, T
K 5 A6 T $2 B #2 , John A1 Aslan (2018 ) XJ JL #
B E T 2 L R B4R A T IR SR, e Ah,
Wallner 1 Bauml (2020 ) 5% FHLSCAE 7y 27 > B4 BEAS
AU Z2 AL IR Ui 48 HE T UE 48 I R LA R DA 1)
A RB) T HOCHM B, e Ah, Zhao 45 A (2024 )
F gL 1 A3 (AR A3 R R AEAN R OCHR BE AL 12 3 5 ok [m]
18 BT BY R R 8 22 AL ] A U Y i R R — 2D
JE Bz [z,

Z LRI UL 1 7R Fh 4518 T AR O3 R R E
g B VR R AL, BRI S PR 2 T 2o R g B 3 Lo
SEOPRHEE R RO L) R B A N Ik e
ML, (HA BF5E 46 1 (Lin et al., 20225 Pepe
et al. , 2023 ), Z MLl fi U3¢ 52 AR LU %0 4 T b i RS T
JUF e A BB 58 45 5%, (H 2 0 30 25 i ) 36 1K 3 A
T 5 B E] A S, Liu 48 N9 W 558 i g 0 5
U= NG I E TR DR GBS N S o NS R T S s g2
R[] 2 7 A 3B 40 G 3R AN 3 A (5588 1) o AR
Ja R E R IR R KBTS, e
iR AR A, TR R WA T HUA 15 5 e R A7
(5240 2) o FEFAC By Ta] A4 BRI B A i It H 52 3
)R, Y2 G R Z B, S R R S FE AL,
724 257 20 1 B8 52 LI, ¥ 2 2 R o 4 ik e A2 42 IR

(S8 3) o X —WFsE R KN, W LRI
TE A6 RIVER 73 2% 1) 4 55 M 42 2 0 7 52 1)
FBE NI [ 12 B E] 9 24 9 o 3 — &5 SR B X 4
AR A FHIART I 22 A 1) SC B Ab 78, 482 78 R R F 52
IO 32 A i BRI 1 1 1 4 T 1) 8 5 KR L it
[F1) S I JEE 7 T 55K B Ay G AE Y R G0 R R 7 vk
LA ¥ 73 2 28 LA i 2R A T A0 300 58 2% 1 R 45 b i
REHEAT 5 R S8R R 56 A1 IX 73 o

5 HAPFRS S A R

WFE AT A 6] 1Y J7 T8 B2 11— S e 3 46
R ARG, B — B 15T AT A e L v A —
WL S5 A A — R UL RE BT A R 45 2R

TET H 1A ( Oswald et al. , 2006; Todres &
Watkins, 1981; X\l ui 45, 2024 ) F 4% i $2 BOW ¥
(Aslan & Bauml, 2007 ) ) 32 b & B A & 0 26 2 45
T BN 5 I T AR 5 8 W AR — By, B S R R
T {15 L0 1SR S B AR 150 WL B W) R AR AR
P B2 IO T U8 1 WL R, TE R S A 4R R S BUNUY T
WARTHEGBER, ML REx Hirwi B ™4
0 5 SR W T IR A 18 TA Ry 8 3 2k R A RS IR H Al B2 1
SR I I 0k T A K AR I 2k, OF L I SR A A
S A ) B O W, IR 4 A R B TR R 1 4
R 7 N2 D0 I VAN At R T2 A '8
5 RS EE RS — B0 AR 4 32 B0 AR, FR A
155 ol R AN AR TR R E RO B, H X —
WL 5 Oswald 55 A (2006) | Liu 55 A (2020 ) F1X1 i
il A5 N (2024) (BIFSE 45 /AN — B,

T3 A B9 A 5 i i A I S SR A 2 R E
VE B R AME , R BT 73 28 R 4503 R0 78 55 — X ol
PR P AEAE B AE 55 R B I — HL 2R R B
Fol , B 70 2 R 1 T AW I 2% (Basden & Basden,
1995; Basden et al. , 1977) , X — & i 5 IR W& % IR [
Yi— 2, AR BREC R, v B 5 4 BOR s 2 s Ak
SR, £ SO o) 60 i BB S B A AT A g B 0 e R
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The Influence of Part-list Cuing on Memory Retrieval .
Integrated Evolution from Single-to Multi-mechanism
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Abstract ; Previous studies have explored the underlying mechanisms of part-list cuing on memory retrieval. From
the initial focus on the detrimental effect of part-list cuing, researchers have recently begun to focus on the multiple
effect of part-list cuing, and accordingly, hypotheses about part-list cuing have undergone an evolution from single-
to multi-mechanism Part-list cuing impair memory retrieval through competition, inhibition, or strategy disruption,
while facilitating recall through encoding context reactivation. Based on a review and reflection of the above ac-
counts, it is argued that future research needs to further clarify the interaction effects between the different ways in
which encoding contexts are disrupted, to clarify the boundary conditions of the impairment and facilitation effect of
part-list cuing, and to decipher how multiple influences affect the role of part-list cuing through cascade effects. At
the same time, it is also necessary to focus on how part-list cuing in social interaction contexts affect the memory of
others.

Key words; part-list cuing; memory retrieval ; underlying mechanism; impairment; facilitation

294



