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HEBRAE AN o 332 R T T 5 0 385 T s SRR AT 55 19
T F ROV (masking effect) R il BE (1 75
Wi 4, 2014), T ASJ& JC & 5 i 80 (irrelevant
speech effect). —J&“FHME . AR TR T
WO T EZHEMHE F WP (form) 5 X (meaning) i
RGN T AR AR SRR B, R
i B N A A R 45, 2023)7 K<l B AL
BB 5, 2016 E R ETIB T N TA
S5

AR T B TC R F B G B TE L
) T B B T e A4S oy 0 N T 22 R AR 1Y
HABZE R B THEH . T BB, DX Tk
TR BB FE AR A DL B AR O T R
o AR, 5 RACH T TR0 500 g 2
F &R, A ANGEE, 04 m 20758 2 18 5
TORME (R, b 18), SRANGH I AT R
WA, BEdBE . L5, #EwiF), OO, D
PEEARISARR, XE LA E 5% T ik e 22 A B 1Y
JE IR I (F IR T TH. B R R MA
— B TR, AR A] AT R SE AU T/ V5
(ZEZAE, 2003), XAPALHEAE 5 W0 Sk 1 T 40
1 2Z2 ] 2 45 A 6 HK T 2500 AR XETEH 5 o,
HFRBSFEREANFEMNIESE, WWETR., #ER
TR FN XA LGS R BRI 4, 2 &35 & bk
TEEEMWAE 5, 2009), FELLIERENT ST
T 77 2 B TP sl AR SRR AR 1T B A8 44 17 25 152 W),
ME L5 <5 18 (R ) 7= A s i f 2 TRk .
AR B SR BE T Y AS [ 4l 23 5% e L3R 3 g O (3R 1E
B, THEAT, 2013), SR R X 2 N TAT
55 PATROR S IR, ASBIF 50K W) & AR HERR
1E5b,

ARG R LR X E RFIE N T AR5
AR AR, 18 F A 7 Bk #h il AR R
ZMEMG TG, WF LR FE N I0 O H Y E K
BN, PREVELERI T AS i A BAER, LLREL
TS TE S B AR, JF XA DG 38R L Ae:
1, N ICRF BN T YRR 4, BIES
T4t i3 (phonological-interference hypothesis)ifs

S TP (semantic-interference hypothesis),

PROLEHE S 4 o WIS, A AR TR U
(interference-by-process hypothesis) B E W &, ##
REXFETINE T BN TAL %S B1EH & .
BARMS, ANFFERE R LT (A8

(WE 2 F 18N AT 55 h 9 T8 06 5 i A800 K
/Nandfaf 2

()& 2% 51BN T AT 55 vh JG 56 5 v 2408 1 4t
VR an e (BRI 8 TR S 1 TR A A
B S RERC AT 2 1 F A2 ey (BP i AR AR
VLI SRR n ey )?

G 2% 1IN TAT & vh 626 5 B 30U
B TEJE T AR A R AT R EAAER
HAER?

21 BEREEMIEEPEXLXTERNMHER

YR VN

SRR A BTN AR 22 2] 5 T AR,
fir, AR BLSE A TAR D AHE 450G TE 75 1 45 4 AT
INFITE S . B PR I 55 S AU SRS
W, WE H WG, 6 A AT R,
FIEI R BB E 554, i FiE5 &, Uk
R B RIAS RS ST A, HAEF IR A E AL,
B EA R R 2R AR (B R 5, 2021),
B e s SOy, 3R A TR T RE R
M AR 4R AN S B (o2 g AF, 2015,
Cauchard et al., 2012; Shi, 2009), J&H: 2 & [ 4
WEFTERSWFTIEM TN (R = 5,
2021), BT IRMHE 5 HMF BN LG NES 2
AAVER R ok R, T AR,
WERMT A EBALIRME, HEBARESES
MINSLESa 2e Sy S OB A S

H Colle F1 Welsh (1976)7E faj B8 I {042 AT 55
& BLTE T BRI 55 1 T AR FH LUK,
TGO F BN A 5 S 58 AR 8 T S BRI S (5
55 %% 2013; Barker & Elliott, 2019; Jones et al.,
1990; Radun et al., 2024; Salamé & Baddeley, 1982,
1989), (K, BUA Ay BEIE A B 22 56 T 5055 T8
T 4E % Wi $2 4, W & & #H {2l (phonological
similarity) T {B i (Salamé & Baddeley, 1982)5
FFIEAE 7 (feature model) (Neath, 2000)% 5 T N %
BT OB i (the
account) , tREAF LA Ui (changing-state hypothesis)
(Jones et al., 1992)%F 3 F it 72 (1) T 8 i (the
“interference-by-process” account) LA & ¥ & I
(attentional capture)FRif(Cowan, 1995253 F i &
WU B9 T 0 218 (the attentional resource-based

“interference-by-content”
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accounts of disruption), AT, X LG HET RS
W RN R 2N BRI T BN TAE S 0 A FR
E, OGRS T (A B 1IN AT 55 LA A
5 18 I LA 55 e IR R L SRR i T
o ARFFFAGE LI T OC FIBRN AR IR, R
RILAZ JF 1IN T AT 55 R 2 R/, 1 BH
AT AR R BUK YR, A5 YRR AAAE AN 2,
IF RIS AR (RS 7 1] o

B AR T IR T AT 55 o B I8 56 5 18 AR 52 [
GEEATHEETF, BT ENRE, BREHE
INTAR S5 (R R B 2R AE o AT SN e IR B —
77 TG PN BBV R B 3 9 A B AT AR
211 RXFIEHHIE

TSI B L R SN
SRR S A (F5 R, 2020) 0 415 5 4 5 5 2
1R 55 349 K F iR aE, XTI — (S s S B0 X
BB I 7 AR X — R R, AN Y i eI A Dy
1) A 22 A5 4 ) R P (A 1 MR i ) R AR LR S
SERRAE AR 2) AR IS 5 BB L F R &
HDRRE SR MR, HELELSEE
XE RS UIRFIE S e .

48K 22 BRI G R AL 0 5 1 8 P 2 A XoF
SR E N AR S 0 T A 3 25 5 (AT
FE 4%, 2020: SC56 1; Oswald et al., 2000; Yan et al.,
2018; Vasilev et al., 2019), W75 2257 A B4
AARIEAER T Z R, ETEXFHEMES
AR SR R S EOTC R FIB A 7 Az, BT
PR G R IF A —3, T RIRIEY 4 268, B 1)L
A A TIRER (R =36 45,2021 L5 2;
ATERIE 45, 2020; KIEE 4%, 2021; Vasilev et al.,
2019: Experiment 1 & 2; Yan et al., 2018); 2){{iF
B AAE T UEAE I (F 2k, 20200 SE45 3); 3)ifi &
BG5S S AAE TR T, (HE SO A3 1Y
52 B K (Marsh et al., 2014; Murphy et al., 2018);
YT LA SRS A AR T AR (R =256
4%, 2021: SZ % 1; Hyondi & Ekholm, 2016:
Experiment 1) XJ# A2 S AEAE T BFSE
T A T OGO A AT O LR R (B
HENFIE vs. TENLFE), BHnH#E5m
SR CHENER, AR & R S AEE T
FIE R A2 PRI T0 B ST = 5 IR R
S, AT R BT A5 e L F TR R
WEAT 323X T 05 Wi 6 81 1 I 3 o 1 e B 4 13 411

& (Martin et al., 1988: Experiment 4; Vasilev et al.,
2019: Experiment 1 & 2), A A TAMH G H —
ER T = o (BN L B vy | B < =23
(Oswald et al., 2000) L4 B AT HE 5% 15 5t 5 1w MO
B BCEA F IHARLGRER, 20200 X5 1, 2 A5,
Yan et al., 2018)%%, XL FIH BRI, HIBSG
FRAEA 5, AT RERZ IR JCOC 7 1RO T 40k IR AY )
FE o PRI TEOCF Il A R R S IR
BN R A ST R TEAE R T AR 6

WA, AR A, LIRTFRERNA -3
T RER T LA 51 : DICX T A B, X2
T AT PR ZR e B2 1] B35 1IN AT 55 I 52 e I
S BT fe R S A B AT g5 TR
(LaPointe et al., 2007: Experiment 2), T Guerra %5
N(2021) A A BT g o 2 6T e 152 3 3 (52 4% 7 1R
TAES5 )R ST E e, 47 Wi B2 A 22 S AR T RE L 7
AT IR TAL 55 o R EEAE A, 2R H
(A B SCH W) SORRE, 0t h THE & i
WO TIAE RS, AR ERFHNE
BRI 2 AR (ATHIE 25, 2020; SKIREE 45,
2021; Yan et al., 2018), & BiEH WA A0 TH07E
HBEFEt, TR F IR MIAILT B N E %K
(Hyoné & Ekholm, 2016: Experiment 3; Marsh et al.,
2014); HAETAWFFE S AR S ERE ARG, DM 2
LA R X SCAR (1 B (McNamara et al., 2014),
A2 SRR AR R SRR S e .
fi# LA K [l 42 (Graesser & McNamara, 2011;
McNamara et al., 2014); ) LA T HAE BEXFIH)
RO R FUM M, [KSh Emberson %8 A(2010) % ¥, 7E
SEXTTE X I = AT P A 3k 1
HoaeE TS0 P AR AL Y 2 X A L O X 1
A SEZE 5 - BEE R T, Marsh %6 A (2018) Al £ 45
EE T2 AR L TE R A TR T X —
L5 O AF RN TAL 55 28, IR A LA ER
SO TR BT 5E b, S280 AT 55 46 R4y
HH BT (R =06 4F, 2021 SEE 2; AR
RE 4§, 2020: 5565 2; skJRpE %%, 2021; Vasilev et al.,
2019: Experiment 1 & 2; Yan et al., 2018), 11 &8
WG R AR TE TR, HETE T
FHEE R BYESE 222K F SO0 o 35 00 T 52 40 5 i
i0124E 45 (Marsh et al., 2014; Murphy et al., 2018),
K, JoO6 IR BE . JC R H R (A B LH )
HYSCACARR . AT T e SR 2 T N AT 55 (2
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RIPEI ALY I 5 A8

FEE = L VAN 1 B N N T 7 N R T S Ul Al .2
(coherence) [ /R [R] 1, BT 8 5% M JC 3¢ 7 i &% Mi
(Hy6ni & Ekholm, 2016: Experiment 3), Hij AJEH
B JE K F MR E DL IR Dy B A Y TR 3R
(Beaman et al.,, 2014; Marsh et al., 2014:
Experiment 3). LA%)F 2y 507 147 41 () 540 =22 ]
ToiE X2 R) (Mama et al., 2018: Experiment 1;
Vasilev et al., 2019), ## B A TI0A] 5 BU S 2 18]
By X35> (Marsh et al., 2018; van de Poll &
Sorqvist, 2016) LA K& DL B i by B 1 2 591 45 (Halin,
Marsh, Haga et al., 2014; Halin, Marsh, Hellman et al.,
2014; Kattner, 2025; Marsh et al., 2014; Schwarz et al.,
2015), #F FR F IR AR N TOOCH TR A HoaE B,
T A1) g BN, B9 T SEORG Aff b 4 1 8 O
IR MR CANE R | TR, DA EERHE A
AT B IR RE I S AR TE R R R, DA
B A B A T 5% 5% BT SR ) i T
o AR 5 B A JEOC H IR RN 2 AR, X
122 ) A28 ) ] 285 AT Ay TG O 5 1 RO, 2 P BRI 1Y
TSI 2 H A ] A OG &R (N ) ik 25 A )
(Marsh et al., 2014)$2 BEIEHR AP 72 HAM, He S5 A
(2024) 2, AR TCK F HAFIREI Z, #
155 2 1Y E R BORE 5 1 AR 5 (stimulus-aspecific
variation), MR R CERALAA)FER T
HETTESR, HF I LR AR TR e S
(stimulus-specific variation). #7K W& B TP a0ns
AKX, Wb E i KBS (Buchner et al.,
2004; Cowan, 1995; Réer et al., 2015)HE{LiF4E,
B IF 5T 38 J2 5 2 T B J1 # 4R (specific  attention
capture)if J& A 2 T & J7 #fi 1F (aspecific attention
capture) [ SCHF I H R . R, ASBFFOKE TG 1
(A B SCHE W) F BN T 5
212 EXFIEBMIESHEHE

V)ESRBS5EZEFT AN

HREMN, TXRFTEXNARERAAREF
BRL AN T AR 55 ¥ AR AR T, iR R g AL
(Beaman et al., 2014; MacDermid et al., 2023;
Marsh et al., 2014), FiE 0 T. 5 HIWF (G ER, 2020,
BTERNE 4%, 2020; Meinhardt - Injac et al., 2015),
AF RN T SEMCR =36 S, 2021 EER, &
PR, 2018; 5kIE 4%, 2021; Oliver et al., 2012) ., &5
A B G B (T SL IR A, 20215 R SR AR,

2021; Guerra et al., 2021; Vasilev et al., 2019) }z
5T 000 5 B R BR 2 1 5 /E (Braat-Eggen
et al., 2020; van de Poll et al., 2019)%, 2T KA
KR IR T T8I LAE 55 X 006 F 18 M USRPEAR
[f](MacDermid et al., 2023), AHF50K 4T %525 H0>
SAFIBPUN . FRICC R FIEMMA = A AMA
TR AT . FIHIRINE S Z2W ST
WS L TR AR SR AU, T HRE N B
CERG, AEE AR IR T BAEGR I WA 55 S
KL S5 . FXf AR — BRI S T E AR
2, AR F P A IR W AT 55, T2 A
WL 58 52 B X e WA AR A B, F R
TCAT 55 FE W O 2 I F TEM R .

ARFFAH AN T 5 I BICI2 55, HEBR T X
FREFUECF B IC AT 55 (TR B 5 1 N TAE 55),
BA = DIF RN E XATHEIER, 5 H
BFRRE X(ET, 2015), HEIBIEI ® 2«
R L SRR R R A AR 2 2) iR (A
FE S B 0B 7 A K07 ) BT B R R U B
T AR, AN TR ] 25 i R TR 2 R Y SR e
0 35 T 5 SCI SR (191 405 5 IR AR ) Bl 0
PR R0 R W () n e g 7E A bR R B
(Morrison et al., 2016), M4k, BFEEEECF ) E
B CAZAT: 55 0 A 187 B0 35 1R I AT 55, K 738 (I
T BRI IR A F I TAE 55, X —
X BA BS E A AN SRR S . 2881 TARIEIZ
#i%l(Baddeley & Hitch, 1974)45 1, FHEHF
F R 5130 12 T2 BEAR S T 0] AT A i A AR,
T X2, H@pLHE &AM bR
%% F ol (Paulesu et al., 1993), HidlZ5iR£ £
BRI & IR S (Conrad & Hull, 1964), HHILZ T,
FCAZ 2 B B R TR U4, 5] R MR Ok
(Collins & Loftus, 1975), I3 #4122 M vt |

i 101 %558 UGB PR X (Binder et al., 2009). IEAh,
HWFGE & IR ST (NI ) I 1238 ¥ KA A
B~ X4 (Tan et al., 2005), #F—ER
TR OUF) I TR S e F TR BT 55 W
RO A58 5 B0 TR SRR AR AT 55, A4S
AR T A)F . B m b e g . )1 iE LA
PPN BT AE, BLARAT 55 5328 DL 00 265 R B S B3R 1
M T IR F IR A I AT S5 2 2
JE TR, R AT S e B AR T2 I Y RS AR A
Brich A, U AT 52 ma 58 e o T2 T A o SORE S i AR
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(Lecumberri et al., 2010), K, AWK AT 51
B4 TR AT BB =N H A AE AR
P A AT

QEEEEMENXFT RS

SEHT T B ROV AT T 2 B h T X PFE S
F(AEE AT MIAF T, Frasied)
AR, P& SCFRHE AR GER T EA T4 E
BEWAVER, WDUEAE N B A B 0T — & X R
MR CF(R=E 4, 2021), Hn Tk
BRI TR F BN, EIJLEA TR X
o FAEIFHFEANQOIRIKIFE(EENFIE)EMR
F B )7 B F 2R SIGE, TR F IR
XF DU B DR 2, R BTG 7E MR A~
(R ED BRI FIE, BACBUERBIN N2 #
A, BRI JEOC T IB RN ANFAE T R B SCF R
T, BJE, Ml &S5 A 015)F IR gB R A
BRI R A M SR A L, JoOeF TR (h 3
T 5 FDUE BB SO 0 B 35 R A7 3
TR T4, B0 b SCE 32 v T8 56 B 1R RN A7
TE o A H RE 55 A (2020)38 1oF b SN TAT 55, T4)
FE R SCE %5 1IN T A AR TR TR o
YT RBSCFIN T B TE O T IR RN 32 B S UE R
We, HARABEEWITE, KRS S HIR
BT RGN AT T A1,

213 FIRHFE

HHl, MR CENMEER FTEAREZ
AR AR . TAR A2 A= 51EF KT (o 32K
FEE).

KTAEW, 4R ZHW 58 i 32100 AR
FERBRFE(R =% F, 2021; BEFA, &IE,
2018; Beaman et al., 2014; Kattner, 2025;
MacDermid et al., 2023), AHCPEISHL LIZREA Y
EERmAR . AR Z R, #XTLE KRR, 2022;
Guerra et al., 2021)FlZ4F A (Bell et al.,, 2008;
Murphy et al., 2018)[W 5T, L, AR
BARZM X LR E R i, LR ERE
Z= T I TR T 6 T IR RN R A% AR % 5 T
WA NS ZAENZ B SC R %%, 2021; Murphy
etal., 2018), JLE 54 AN Z ] (Leist et al., 2022;
Schwarz et al., 2015), {8 Leist % A (2023) % L JC
XKFIBXILEMZ WK T RFE N A,

Meinhardt - Injac 25 A (2015)%F )L 2 REAAR AT 4045,

AL L (8~9 %) G4EKIL#E(12~13 B EYW

FAE SUIM TR RNE A AR 45 th R B, R LT &
WEEB G Z LT ENTI, FHIILETEN
Pl AN BUA P e 2 T3 — Z RIS E .
VL EWRSE SR, AR UK 2 75 52 A JC OC 1R AU
ARG, SPAAAETRT R B, ARSI
IAATER R AL £

TAEEIL A BRI AN LS &R NER S 5
L>(Kane et al., 2001), FHMTEAF T REZ B TR
W T HREZEI TR TAECALAE 5l 22
&, (VAN PEMREEEE TS T RE
AN Z WX R, HZ RN FERERA
PR o 5K 05 1% (2022) & BB 3 Fh L ) T AR IS 1250
KEERN R W E WA, HIA/EICICER
V] A e S 25 5% . Guerra 55 A (2021)38
i W 4 Stroop 1T 55 VE il L # Ay T P& H
(interference control)fE J7, & BT P2 i G J1 4%
I L B A 58 BB 132 IR AT 45 (9 5 R vh B ) 32 3
95 5 1 AT 1 B (intelligibility) OS2 MR, FLBE 27K
- (reading proficiency) &I JLEAE LR B =S
TSR [ 3 TR L TR IR (2022) R LY
BRI RE 1 5 0O F B AN M R/NTG . kel I,
Z 7 T R S SR g AR 2>, HAZIR AR T L
R, BICARR R AN AT AR =

L5 LTI, ARTFF A GBI IE AR A
i DZIRAFEGEERBER); 2)E 6 FHAECE X
I TR R AR SCR IR B SORRER
ATV 15 AL O T IE AL, 3)E 4t
BN TARS R (RS K8 | AR 55185 A,
SFIBEN X FRR).
22 ERAEEMIESZSHEXSTIEREH TR

RIES1ERARE

KFRXFHIN ST 40 R4F, WF
FEHANTIASTR] A EE 4R 1 T 4% i 2L DA R T A0 g
W & A BLE, G S R 3T TAE IS B AL Y
REMYUTHABRUL(T IR B XX FE 5RO
BHE R & LA L) (Salamé & Baddeley,
1982), Xt & & AL T LB AN LAY i () 4R i AR 1
(THR A LR FIBESICICA B &« 15 S
B8R B A ARTE) (Neath, 2000) . JE T2 {4 1%
UL RS A R UL (TR R 3 T CF
e B E R Z E A nhsE) (Jones et al.,, 1992)
VLR B AR B (TR A 3 575 1 38 i3 3 )
SR T T IR e A% ) (Cowan, 1995)%
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H T b AR PR B L T A B TN AL 55 T 4R
th, IS TCRT G T A R B, AW TR
DI I AT 55 2 — R B R A 2 A RIAE 55
55 187 B I SO AL 55 i R R B I B 22 K
JIT R O BRI T BN, 32 3T R SR B 1
X M AL AR, PRI b3 S0 B A R A A 1
ARSI A R (R =36 %, 2021), HOH
WFFE R I, JC I 5 18 X M o S T i 1) AT 55
4 52 W 2 B AR 8] T &R 8 B AZ AT 55 0 R
(Oswald et al., 2000), B I3 e (938 H AT
REABR .

AR AR S 2% F I TAL 5 P ok
B RON A TR IR KA AR, TR B
WX PAHE SN ELXC A3 o < THOR IR EZOCHE T
KF W R s> 51 R T — R, B3
JE T K TR A3 R T SO R A A
IWHITE Sk 7. i 557 A B PR BEE
Z 4 i T R U R IR ST R B 2
(Hughes, 2014). Fif# IA Jy JC5& TR0 1 7 A 2
T 5 5 a0iE % JE Y (Salamé & Baddeley, 1982,
1989), R CH B S I0E R EY A P R Tk
HIRON, ZEIRIR ] T — SRR Y SRR (R IR R,
2022; Marsh et al., 2014; Murphy et al., 2018), ]
ST IRARBEA N T W T H/E IR T 5 i
(38 SCJE P (Martin et al., 1988), RIf & L HiEA
RET RN R . HAT, 28RN S5
T (R =2 %5, 2021 9256 2 A1 3; = EA,
HEE, 2018; ATHRAE 4E, 2020; KIREE %, 2021;
Marsh et al., 2014: Experiment 1 & 3; Vasilev et al.,
2019: Experiment 1 & 2; Zang et al., 2024),

N B AR ) S 0 < T PR I B 3 — 2B e,
B R i LR &) B4 T T (CHE S
REFE T, IR TR Te 55
TAE ST L OE &) N A R AU I 52 i T
G B R RASH T TR KA B,
AT THE B IEOC T THE AR 52 W 32 Y 7 5
J& T 1A — i B A AN [ ER 3 (Bell et al., 2008),
THEHE T RETR T P03 19 1 LN A A, AR
[Fi) B S22 o8 ) LR 119 TG G 3 TR R AT A Sl SO T,
S5 R [ A O R SO T A 1) 13 B AR AT 55 (1
FEA, dBR, 2018), 40wt Al RENE T P 09 hn T
ARE G AR AR T N T IR i
TV 4, FE A T T O F AR

S5 FEMEHEE S . T LCFENERE FrHE
o, HEsk A FIHEAS TN T ARS8 Gl
Tk, FEIEF], 2018), 1M Marsh 55 A (2009)82 i f#9 1F
TR BENN, FiEA S I AR E T ™
A, TR BT X J0 06 F 15 B TR Y
ARSI TS AR R A A S R, AT
o, RYIE N TR, AHICHEFE i i R 0
TCRTF MBS YR AE 5 APRE N 28 E AR,
G HUAR 2 A5 B R DR PR SRR DL E 1 3
SN N (Hyona & Ekholm, 2016: Experiment 2);
T AE 560 B T AR i, I8 138 o 7E R FE
EXRFIBSGES FTIENASMUMERT, @
BTG T W A [RIIA I 45 28 U (9 5% T AR 92
THBMEREER, &2k, 2018), K, WA
T YA U T 1 A B Ay A 7 T B I TAT 55
WF 58 205 2R 3l SRR JE OG5 TR B9 SO AN S 0 g
KF BRI & A, {BAE B3 (Martin et al., 1988)
B G {E(Sorqvist et al., 2012)E A& FiEIN T AL 5%
t, JEORE BT SOS TINMACR M, i
FE T IA y JE O 35 TR A8 1 & A H i 5 IR
P B A R AR S5 N AT 55 R IE SE R e g, mT DA
B ERPIR /A —1EN . REIA SRR
Z A R TR UL GRER, 2020; FIEF, dEk,
2018; Hyond & Ekholm, 2016: Experiment 2, 3 & 4;
Marsh et al., 2014), {H# KA HRIAE 55 KR/,
T BB 5% B £ 5 R AT 55 iF — 20 Xz AR 5 n LA
Bk .

EEXTCT IR, B AN HE TR S5IEXT
PARVEIR R A EW, "SRG RS e
PE, A BT A 25 F B SCREG O . SR AT X
NI BRAZ”, 22 BT R M 4 30 uE i 7 T4
UL (I E ), 2k, 2018; Marsh et al., 2009:
Experiment 3 & 4) . FEA IR IT /T Fr i & AR HE T
Fras AR SClR T, AR E N A T YR UL
SCRHFOL . 25 ERTIR, AR AR & TR
T TR K H S 2] 25 SR il B T
PO BERY SR B, DUBIR W] &2 2 58 TAL 55
T IJC I F TR AR W AERIL A

3 WRAE
31 XHKRESFE

ARG R T AN FESE SO E Web
of Science. PubMed. ProQuest. EBSCO ({1



66

O BB 2 g R

%345

ERIC). s R R 515, i I OCHE 1) 24 &
(irrelevant speech OR irrelevant sound OR background
sound OR noise OR auditory distraction) AND
(language comprehension OR vocabulary OR word
OR reading OR writing OR oral production) AND
(learning OR acquisition OR process* OR memory)
PEATRR AR AP SO R R e T T7 L ik
75 VLKA B AR RS 5 p, i el 415 O
KHWH OR LXRA#H OR HHEF OR MF OR
Wrug T48) AND (FifiPif# OR Fid OR [k
OR 5/E OR Hif) AND (%:J OR Y75 OR i T.
OR ICIO)HATRR o it fpistle, K 5TKH
W i HOHE Y R & Al (3 3L ¢ irrelevant speech,
irrelevant sound, background sound, noise, auditory
distraction; H13C: X FH, TXFE, BT,
WP/, Wres T EEAT TR R, P e
WFRMEA RS SO T N TR, BRE IR
Hoh 2013 45 1 A & 2024 48 8 [, L3RIk
646 i o
32 XEKMNEHERRIRE

TR LLR JRU00 X SCHR AT O L . 1) A TR
SSCI, CSSCI. #.L3 Tl By SCRR sl 183 2)
R SEAEWE Y, HAFFE AL S A S (LR

T )R R (4 W 7 L e S ); 3)AT 55 400 R AR 3
HIARTABINTAT S5, 4RI 85 B IG5 75 15 3L
REIRFIEMT RN, SHEEFBETFEH NS
WBEEIEE T ORI R0 E MW IR,
HEBR XTI 8 8 B Cans I BRI BIFSE 5 7) 20037 B 41
RERE 1000 Bt A e 15U s 8)Z0 A L 3 SR
)N RE S F 5 M X FLAF 9% o A 9T HEBR R A5 41
I A 25 SR A ST, Gk 5 18 (2022) 11
FF5E 5 5 Ross (2021), BRI B3 A il 45
HFEE L, & JC kAR e RS 1] B e Py
ZARARZ RN A TR R W, Lt bR i
B, AN AT I A ROCHR A 30 s, Hdd
SCOCHR 105, PECOCHR 205, WIS 285, 1
FIESC 2 . SCHERA A FIHERR AR LA 1
33 XEmBEREITEMG

A SCAR A LA T R AE X 98 A #9 SCk B3 1T G
. D RGEWEE 5 & REM); 2)%Z K RHE
CFEIYBEMR); 3)J0 57 IR AF (R R A0 . o 85
SCARE . FTHYE  EE AL, B EIESR
) )8 31N TAT 55 FRAE (T 55 2680 | AT 4515
AL AT S FIEITR M SCFE RS, S) LR
WA )G EHR(FEA R . &L ). S it i 32
A6 AR TS0 - 80 4 4 B A ST B AR S BALARE

KB AR RIS HATH IR RS SRk
[ (n=636) } [ (n=10) }
R M H
[ B —— ] N
(n=646) HEREBE (n=42)
ML ICHR (n = 113)
Jeep, JEICCHR (n=1)
T | AESCiERE (n=37)
AHEBFIT CISehi . TEHR) (n = 279
[ IR } / EEFEMTALS (n=40) \
" 183) FRHATS (1= 63)
2 b S TR FERM: (n=14)
> TXTHRA (n="7)
JE OB HERZR (1 =17)
L HIEMBE (n= 1)
BAIASCHR RN T S (= 7)
(n=30) K‘é’ﬁ%ﬁﬁtﬁﬁé (n=4)

A1

SCHRZN AR BRI
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TSI STAREAS i — Ik, 47 [l — SCHlk Th A e 2 A
MSTAREA, DA ALMST i o A S B 5% 43 31 of
AN SCHRI 10 ASVEAE IR 1 48 B 19 45 KT 24T G
. Kappa — B 656 45 5 0N g i 15 1 B0 1
(Kappa = 0.98, p < 0.001), AHF5E 2 BRI %A
(2023) 10 [T B VEAl bR v 1155 SCHR B R, 4 4% S0k
HIARSIA T 1~4 22 0], 2R 3 UL 190 2% B B SR 22 1
34 HitHwn
341 HMEETHE

AWFFERFH CMA 3.0 B Akt F7 o650 4. T
Cohen’s d 7E/MEAHE ST H BAG (B I 25 8 R OB =
4%, 2011), AWFFCI A SCERI A . bR
FRE AR dk (BRI A A 1 R p {5t (B THARC L
HEALYI(E 2% Hedges® g 1E WA NI {H (Vellestad et al.,
2012), /N, H L RN E 5514 0.20, 0.50. 0.80
(Cohen, 1969), X6 RHON 1 K/ MR R
B, AR EBRAE, 7F PRl sk s i K/ 2%
FrifE. Hedges® g MIEfERT, R/RLIAETLRK T
TSR T SRR A N TAR S 2 B TR T
X PR o o HE SOk AR A T IR — PR AR S 1 2 A Ml o
B hR (AR Sl 25 ARG T8 A), DR AN [ 119 5 32
TR, RIRT =R [R] 5 A 552 0 A5 (An45f 22 5 4%
K 2 O B 5 TE B R AR ), (OB B B %o [] 5T
P A S 0 K80 () Sy 52 0 Bt {EL 4 T TG AT 2R ) IF
A EE), G IFE Sk, FEETR0M
17 11 8 (www.StatsToDo.com/MakeTable.php) , &+
2 BB 9T 7 960 TG 26 55 TSN B B E R T S AL
TSR
342 1HEEERA

AT FE R A Q BRI 12 {0 S A B i 7 5 I
PEREEG . 3 1 R 117 A TR = 1 A RV (E,
FEAS S MG 6 25 R B, Q = 6491.11, p < 0.001,
I = 98.21%, UiWIREAR [MIAETE 5 KA S T dE, ik
O 3 P Bt ML 3550 7 A 7R A A7 A
343 PAFTENH

SRS T PR ORI, X a3 AR (AR R

TR, TR T IR TR . mARE . SORRER . W]
T RE AL, LR FIRHA, 5 ER
15515 5 BT AT 55 5 TR KO SO R G )T IR
HIrHT, W IELLAE R (AR T I IH 40 e
Hb, AW IR R IO T IR RHIE S 553 51 5 32K
FRAEAS S R 55 FRIE AR B 22 ] 19 38 AR
344 BRRHMEIESH

mErEr R, o TIREE S E L TIREE
[ B Bl S T BT BT OO RN 1) R A
X — (), X3 P A BB ) RN 2R FH B 8 A
B A SCHR TR 0 ] SRR LA TR L,
DU AL 55 1 T B S T — 45 W 0 BR 4 Y
BV QAT =11 TR T w i 7/ 41y A S DO |
U0 S A SO T 9 B SCik, TP A 55 19
T SUTE I M 7 R R Ak ST 80 A
I LT PRGN & o, WA TR
5 BT B S 48 R TE O ROV AE T BR AR 10
PIRPESE, AH i T AR IC o A N 0 SOk 2 1
0 R ) 3 18 A N L A 55 B st 72 T4
it, DA B EERREANE TR, FipA
WFFR AL A IF S B T AR A 80 i, DAER
HIHF KA
345 KFRREWE

AR BF 5 5 O <1 PR R: 38 e A f7F o CMA
3.0 AR 2B L 2) R, SO (E4E
TEFDIE 105 (B b8 P ARRAEAC O, 45 2R
WERR), ELE R 3450 3 A T S A0 iy A, 158 B
IR e 2 M o O T B PR BRI

AT FEMRAREAS XS BR T AR (9 =, FRAT]
i FH 2k % 4> 228005 (fail-safe Number, Nfs) X Begg
F1 Mazumdar F&AH K (Begg and Mazumdar Rank
Correlation Test)X} & F 17t — 45, &K
B4 RBUE KRB Nfs = 109009, i K F5k + 107
(K S5O0 ), RPITT AT Y45 /A8 E o Begg
1l Mazumdar FAH G 8 1 AR E AL RO (B 5 R0
1B 77 25 (B AR EDR) Z [8] (9 BR A G (Kendall’s  tau)

®1 RBBENSRERR

" » ) 95% {7 X [6] Wik ST 5
iRl PSRN ERE A IR .
R T z p Q df p 1% (%)
[ 5 250 0L 117 0.12 0.12 0.13 183.47 0.000 6491.11 116 0.000 98.21
Fifs HILAL ;. 117 0.25 0.22 0.27 20.17 0.000
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Standard error
=) =}
) — <)

o
w

0.4 . . . . . .
50 -15 1.0 05 0 05 10 15 20
Hedges's g

2 I3

ok H Wt e 3 25 1 7 R R, HC 0 BT AR UME
Kendall’s tau L2, Ut & 2 25 O ™ 5
BAZIEE, B p<0.05, BLUK M2 0] 8™
H (Begg & Mazumdar, 1994), Begg 1 Mazumdar
A 45 1 R, Kendall’s tau = 0.12, p = 0.056 >
0.05, R T 45 552 2Rk A % 3w 177 572 el (1 7]
REPETR /)N

4 HR

4.1 FTRE B K/ BEIERSE

AW I ILARAF A ROCHR 30 75, A 117 R
BT AN . EBELBON BT, JE OG F TEAL
7B AR B 0.25, Q HIkF| WEKFEWQ =
6491.11, p < 0.001, I’= 98.21%), W% &Ahit
HEA B E WM. SO R, HEBRAE
BE— ARSI Hedges’ g {HTE 0.23~0.27 Z [A]7F
s, RUITCHHT SRR ld . N — 2 HERR T RE R
Wi JE A BT 45 SR 0 S, AR B S S0 (5 Oy
Z {8, B5VPHEMIRERT 3 DR EdE
BN SR MU, RE5% 4 MREE, 3K
% 113 A by ey &, AR g 28 0.23 (95%
CI [0.21, 0.25], p < 0.001), FMIXFiEBIK -

X2 TN AR 55 R IR B35 50 TR,

(ERN QAR
42 BEAMMNE

X RN IG 56 5 1B RN A AE LI T4 Hr 45 SR
R, W T YRR (g = 0.15, k=6, p< 0.001)
/IR e, T B UEAAL (g = 0.39, k =
29, p<0.001)EHHE AR B ANE , SZRFT R
TSN A g = 0.38 (k= 37, p < 0.001), 172
TR AT 51 - 80 2 A B 4 o
43 TMAHA. cEEEZEERSH

Ry B AN [ BIF 52 R T G 5 TR 0N R /N2 S 1

ATRESR R, AT X o AR AT WA e b, X
LA S AT T N A3 B, X AR R AT RS H
YER53#T o

431 AN

mFE 2 PR, NZIREEE B&, F BRI
NPT R %, JLE . AE NS 24N
i I (g 0.58 > 0.30 > 0.01), MTEXT
WARIE B, JOOCH W ] BRAR N 2 4 R
TAES TSR B E (P < 0.001); TRFEMN
W B 2 ] 22 S W8 2, v el R ) 20z o Bk 3 K TR
Wi BE (g: 0.29 > 0.14, p = 0.002); H & X FiE XA
PRE AL 22 52 A8 B2 (p = 0.606), AT F 4 Y
HEZEREE(P = 0.046); LXRFIHEIES AN
(p = 0.454)FEM AN ZE, LEXLFIHELEAUNAH
] 22 5 W32 (p < 0.001), HAKFK AR & 451 KL
ME TR X F (g = 07748 KRB A 4
FIEINTAES BFE L F, £ 258(p = 0.004)
)25 3, A5 ES A00(p = 0.062) AT 5%
FIENTRACFREA R 2Z 7N BE (P = 0.391).
432 FTEAEASH

X R AR 3K — i S B0 AF B R 4706 1A 43 A
Y, 1 Knapp-Hartung X —i& FH F/MEALHE
PR Ty A T A DX, AL 80 A 7 2 AR
NG NEIF RS A 1o =Rt VA PN CA)
CI [-0.0009, 0.0009], p = 0.974).

433 XEHERASH

T 000 5 15 19 1 B P K — P 2 P S B
A A 22 5, BRI S TR R RION i
KFHESLFH W, wHE R T RErE T3 k%
WEMEM; MEZFIEIN TS AMEE NT.
(A ARA AU S SO TR, PR A S BRI K
T SURUA AR TC I CT0 R F 1 T AR X — AR
5 AT AR PR AR s HAE .

WG, AU E T MRS 2
BRAFAEE IR B O EAEHILE 3), KB
FWAZHEAEEE (P = 0.004), A7EXHLET
WX LERN T = LODE KRB R, BEK
TREEXWEXLFIH@ = 0250 T (p <
0.001), [FIFEHL, A& XTI F 5 AR A/
THi(g = 0.38) TN, BERKRTFLE
MR FIFEQ= 017 TH(p=0.001), #&Xii,
P A NI R, T OG5 1 1 RT3 A oK SR
i3 22 7 (p = 0.888),
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F2 BEATEENLESH
— e ) ; SE o 95% E A7 X [A] 2 [R]85
TBR TBR Q p
ZARRRE
GBI JLE 5 0.58 022  0.007  0.16 1.00 18.12  0.000
BUAEN 89 030  0.03  0.000 023 0.36
BN 2 0.01 0.06 0.863 —0.11 0.14
T IEHHE
AT HR i HRENLFE 66 0.38 0.03  0.000 0.32 0.44 5735 0.000
TELFE 47 0.12 0.02  0.000  0.09 0.15
] J32 (> = 65dB) 39 029  0.02 0.000 025 0.33 10.01  0.002
ik (< 65dB) 27 0.14 0.04  0.001 0.05 0.22
AR FE SN 23 042  0.05 0.000 033 0.51 0.27 0.606
(EISES 14 047  0.09 0.000  0.29 0.65
AT 2P % 2 0.57 0.12  0.000  0.33 0.81 6.14 0.046
S| 29 046  0.05  0.000 037 0.55
I X i 5 0.31 0.06  0.000 0.20 0.42
B E A I 2 TH 6 0.28 0.08  0.001 0.12 0.44 1.58 0.454
FF IR 5 0.41 0.16  0.009  0.10 0.72
BRI 45 0.39 0.04  0.000 0.32 0.46
— % 6 028 008 0001 012 0.44 1.54 0.214
— i 50 039 003 0000 032 0.46
TR FIEERM S 31 0.13 0.02  0.000  0.09 0.16 26.95  0.000
157 5 15 2 0.13 020 0524 -0.27 0.52
W 57 1 7 -0.10 0.05 0.074 -0.20 0.01
HE SN R 4 0.77 021  0.000  0.37 1.17
B B MRS 3 0.02 0.09  0.860 —0.17 0.20
B I T AT 55 R AE
11452 HiER G 19 022  0.08 0.005  0.07 0.37 11.16  0.004
HRiCi 14 0.63 0.12  0.000  0.39 0.87
ERisLy 78 022  0.01 0.000 0.19 0.24
5515 5 AL Ean) ] 32 0.38 0.07  0.000  0.25 0.51 5.56 0.062
AR 56 022  0.02 0.000 0.19 0.25
BREEm 21 0.21 0.04  0.000 0.12 0.30
B EENBXTRE R 46 0.23 0.03  0.000 0.17 0.29 0.74 0.391
*KE 67 026  0.02 0.000 0.23 0.29
3 TXAFTEEBRUESZIABUENZEER
BARERER T T AR St SE OV I IA T .
TBR LR
JL3E ARXFIE 1.01 0.10 0.80 1.21 0.000
LB FiE 0.25 0.13 -0.01 0.50
AN HREXFIE 0.38 0.04 0.31 0.46 0.001
TENLFE 0.17 0.05 0.06 0.27
HAEN AEXFIE 0.02 0.09 -0.16 0.20 0.888
TENLFE 0.00 0.09 -0.17 0.18
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HWR, RBFGEHT T IE K WA S
ESFEM R BEAER (LR 4), RMH5E5%
BT HAERHEZE( < 0.001), BIKEHRAE
M SO T F B S P, AELSTE
NIERFIHEN TIAE AR 27 < 0.001),
ABEULRFENFRELR@Q =039, LXF
AT AR R 5510 T LA B E RS EAE
H(p < 0.001), M{E5 T LAA T Hafin, A
B TLRFIEM T (g = 043, p < 0.001) %
KFELEBEXTL LT ENT(G = 0.08); L5
T LB R B, A ST R TR
(g =028 p=000D)EFERKFEELLXTIH
BTHi(g = 0.05), LRFEWHMAEESTS S

BW R CFREZR ML AL E@P <
0.001), ¥{EFFiER TREXFEM, HILLE
NEXKFIQ = 0.14), ABENLXFTIBES 4
(g = 0.46)H9 THE(p < 0.001); RELFH
gip, AENSLE N FIBREAEREES,
(p = 0.05), HMF N & I F, HERNTFTER
XFRGEFMES.

IeAh, £ 5 BRFIEICALAT 55 RN K,
X 7 5 AT 45 5 3R < R AT A O, T A
G B AFAE i AP ST — 20 5 TSI AT
5 JT XoF o B4R 2t 43 oA << 2R A mUAZ A [ R D4
PR, XF4 0 M ason & DL (L2 5), K
ZHEANEEREZ T (p=0.401),

R4 AXRFEVERBESESHENZTEER

95% F A7 X [A]

AT 55 FRFALE T6 T T AT B AU se p
TR FRR
55257
AL HEXFIE 0.39 0.04 0.32 0.45 0.000
To L 0.08 0.02 0.05 0.12
B AEXLFE 0.59 0.08 0.43 0.74 0.998
EELFIE 0.59 0.22 0.16 1.02
BRI AR FIE 0.31 0.09 0.13 0.48 0.203
T L H 0.12 0.12 —0.12 0.35
115515 B
. HREXFR 0.37 0.06 0.25 0.50 0.722
o TR L FIE 0.33 0.11 0.10 0.55
AR FIE 0.43 0.04 0.35 0.51 0.000
e EELFIE 0.08 0.02 0.04 0.12
o HEXFIE 0.28 0.06 0.16 0.40 0.001
TR FH G 0.05 0.03 -0.01 0.12
5 FIENENCERS
. AEXLFIE 0.46 0.04 0.38 0.54 0.000
R T L i 0.14 0.02 0.10 0.17
N AEFIE 0.29 0.04 0.21 0.36 0.050
wHLE T L H 0.06 0.04 -0.02 0.15
*5 MWMWMEEFICIZESTLE
A T K A = PSR 0
TR R
E I Eva 2 0.51 0.10 0.31 0.71 0.401
A Hi [z 5 0.65 0.14 0.38 0.92




CAAR G

KA A BTN TALS IR F RN A IT AT 71

5 itig

AHSEE L TT T T RIR R R FIESE
FE M LAL S5 R TR F RS 1 T4k
ERVER SR, TR R AR, Jaid
B HEFERT H HATTC o TR R, WA B —
EESNMHE. BKNE, AFRERATKEFH
M EZFIEIN TS AT, BT
JNf R /RN B T, 3K — /N B AN
A ReEHEREAMNARLEESTELEE
HYRIONE 2 (A 1, LA Bt 378175 78 £ 1 52 el 32
o 18 SO PR Y BN B K T T .
2R 53 B R SZ AR R T A | TCOC 18 7T R 1
Wl . AT . TG IR AR S A
M 2 B . ZHAEH M BoR T H 1
file e AR REAR | AR5 2K | AR 5518 T AL S AT
S EIBNB N ST RE S A R M EAEM
51 EXEBXNELXSTEMIEZSHTFHKM

BFHskiE. (EABE

AT ST 1Y TC A T 45 SRR S T T 00 1B AU 7E
AT I AT 55 P A A AE, RIS 22 i a4 i e
P, TRFIERY D E TSR, X4
HR5 JERT R SR AT 45 5 — 3 (Cauchard et al,
2012; Shi, 2009; Oswald et al., 2000),

5 S 2ok VT e B L A o MR R S A
PR3 R, DIRRM A F BN 2B
BN . AW KB, 18 T PR RN i
KTEG THERY. #—L0ERM, XHFE
ST AR UL A A 55 25 2 M 15 SO T <5 1R 28
s, HES 5 EZB TRELTFREFER
gith, BAOXFERSEHBEAR - EENME,
AR )0 X IO 13 T R TR U
(Marsh et al., 2009), Bl % J6 56 5 5 09m T A0
X M FAT 45 B TR i SO T, B A IA i
TAHE, Somi Az whaE, A R TC 3 F TR A .
PO o B/ R SRR G T A I =N - d
o SRR, ZEHES TR Z A
W 8 Om T Rid iz 5 WA %, 5 5 iEdhE
AR E N TR E ST, R F BN
S T O 6 E R IR I LR 55 F 1R
TN TR ) g s R (R ER, 20200 LG 3. 4
Sy, Vb EBABSE—L U, & TR
W SCF R AR AR BV A R, 1 B4 A

T SCBCATE AN AR Y TG 6 35 18 fNAE 55 22K T i
B T e 2 T AR TR
52 ZFRHFEMEXFTERNLMIATIER

AW KIS FEAR T E A B, X
FIEX L E 42 518 N T AR 55 2 A 2 B K,
HREBAEN, X 2NN THED, BIK2EE
WS, B, MARA IR R A X = A
BER, TR JLE 5 A4 A (Leist et al., 2022:
Experiment 2; Schwarz et al., 2015)8 4 N 5%
£ NS84, 2021; Murphy et al., 2018)i4T
b8, ZHMR LT NBNAFAEREER .
ARG E— 25 LB L 5 AR N WA B A 3008
i, SR8, REAMREZER(p = 0.192),
HRAE NS ZAE NERE ZRF1B N TS PRy RI
fEEREZER(P<0.001).

SKTM, Murphy 25 A (2018) 5 A1 <7 4% 4 A (2021)
RILTCR T X BAFE NG BN T IHRALEE
2R, XIS BA R 5 (inhibitory deficit
hypothesis) (Hasher & Zacks, 1988)FT & ik it “# 4
ANWAFERANEREMB EXRFEN THOME, 5
KRB ERERRINAAAE D E 2T X4
RALAR—B, Murphy %5 A (2018)15 ] 3715 % A
QO2D)AR KBTI WA g 2 KR Z N HE
HEMEW, AL FJLBERTHEEE, BE 1.
THEES ERFEREMEEAZR ., L CRTA,
014 R B IR DA AR N LHAR 32 N TEMESD ) JE %
FIGWTHL . TR PSR SEY  B S A
BEAR R, B2 75 310 ] B 5 1) 0 0 sl AR — 2 1Y
ATHEZR1F, W0 Guerreiro %5 A (2010)42 H IS SE
4+, B 24 B A5 {5 & (to-be-attended material) 5 T3
{ L (to-be-ignored material)J& T [F] — L& (AN 2k
AW ), ZAE ANTE AT RE R AL G,
B 5 THAE BB A RS HiRE Bk A
MAEETE, THE SR B EEE), Bk
25 o/ N TR . Murphy %5 A (2018) 5] 37,
BEAENQO2DX AR i T 5 B S Binfs
B IBARIRLES, DR AR i St iy 41 il e e oK fig
B, FE2: THAEBMIE AT, Bell A
(2008) K, EFNEFE AT RFTESET
ZHN AR NTE R T, MEEXTTRERE
WA T AT R F 2R, XRWBENEMS
JC AT B 5 TR RE T R T AR BLAE R S T,
T | B0 ) T 3 )23 THT o ] 7 % 55 N (202 1) F2 %]
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BAEPOARIT Iy W T AR, ATV AR
e 18 3 L WT 3451 2K (hearing loss) W] AE T B0

BT EAENME 0 WP (reduced audibility),

AT 5 ) 2 A7 AR 5% o 0w R,k ek 2
JIT 2 S W SO TR, DR A ke AH AR
BAFFFEEFERANAES RN, BE 3: 1
NS 7 SN AT SRR L EZY v el CiRu SR TR
MG —HAROLD A58 A — X 422 1 398 i 1 3 ol
(Cabeza, 2002)% J5 ARV AMMHIELFE, 18 A B4R
NAETC KT T AR

T EERM R, REAMREIBAENS %
ENFRI 25 W, (H 5 0 s o i A SRR
(IR S N e B YN AD 11 W =Rt (R R 7 e |
R, RFFREREFAZA L LT ENTHEHE
INFIAEN . R Bk 3 ASHZ RIRERT L) g %
AN R H A N Z B /N TR, HaX — 25 2R
T F A T o X T AETT o HT 45 Fh 2 AR i HE
ET, PR AT B>, SEAHE ST
EAE RN BRI 2 . RSk AT A
T 22 AT B R B AT A I8 T 1

WAk, A ARG HE— 2 L E R X 4 4
HILESERILE, RS EE S 2K
FW T, JUH AW K F LA AR 5t
(Meinhardt - Injac et al., 2015), {H [Fl A it 57 3% 7 &
KA, ARG TC K o AT Hed, RoRAF5E
A HE— SRR . AT AR IS R 9T 1 AR 1% Bt
Z5t AN, RIEWIR Tz, JUHOREETL
AR AN KRR . Bm, IRAAVFR
BEFNGILENZ TIRRE, 29 AR
Wik, JLEBAINERE R L B 4e, WAFHA
P14 R i S 228 B AN ot 28 AT 9 v AS ), ] R P b
2HAR N EEG) SRR JC 6 & 1 20N 1 Tk
e AR
53 EXEEBEHMIEXMEXSBERMMATIEA

AT K BTG 18 AT B L e R R ]
D I T AR 0, SRR AR & SR
VERIAR 3. JoE EERR R B,
531 EXHEWEMEMIATER

ATFGT K BG 5% 5 1 1T B A R GO
FWHEE AT EMTALS BN KR, HIiRRHR
HABLFEW TR ERTFLEXFIE, W
5B R OB E B A4 1R I T AT S5 i) G
EH . X5 KRZHCRHE LT o 5T 45

—F, AIERFEMANAES TR FEHE T
5 AUTE L4 (Bell et al., 2008; Marsh et al.,
2008; Martin et al., 1988: Experiment 4 & 5; Neely
& LeCompte, 1999), 7E5 75 WM LS5 hdi &
i,

MRS E A TR, TERH H1H A 3hik A
B TAEC 12 H 1 ¥ PR (phonological loop) ) iE & 17
fiti%% B (Salamé & Baddeley, 1982), 510384 AR
FEKAEIRVE, NP4 JC 06 F BN, Fik, B
BORFI, TR BA I SCH AT AR A
BT T HINEE 55 (AT HRAE 4%, 2020). ASHF
R I E S W BARAE IR, B RIRE AT 7 2
BT IAER], BRI R TR & Rt RE A Ok
T X G SRR E TR AR — 2L,
[F] B0 356 W3 75 0 08 1 SR 3 AN 2 TE OG5 1R U 7
Y FE 4 b B S A4 (Boyle & Coltheart, 1996;
Ljung et al., 2009; Martin et al., 1988),

T ETE R, AP R R S
I TAES, JoRH TH AR HABZE R B AE 55 (Wi g
i Beris A R A TE R L TR AR
AR . B TR LR T HAENAE LT
TIN5 R I AL S ER e e w R, =
FE BB, PR AR S AT R o A A
AR, HA AR 18 R SR A3 (4 m T h] BE [
BBk A S, BT LA RO ARG N TS
AR T YR DX 7 P BRI S, T EORS A b ik
THX BRZE 0 5 2 HEA T LR R

AR EIAE B FESLE LB 4
BN TAES W T 22 5, ity
Br 22 SRR, ABETE A R R T XM F 5 A
B ARRIE 2 75 W 8O0 A Sk TR VR

LWVABREXNFENFIERETHFERATIER(X
A, AIHUMERE S B4

AWTERR T A B SCF R SCAREEL . wT
TP R T L S A X A AR T TR N AT 55
KH RO AT AER], 455 R SCAR AR
YRR WL, IO ERT R B, RS
LR AR L i

SCARERIX — 4T, PR FIE B2R i
B T N K, S EAREENT AT
WERER . XA TERFHMTAES A S
MERERCm, AT AR R BT 5 A A i (n 323
w10, FHCOE SRR T2 e
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P& R AE 45 ME BE T 8 R Y O ¢ F 15 AL (Halin,
Marsh, Haga et al., 2014; Halin, Marsh, Hellman
etal, 2014) S RBI g% ERERR, K
e — 2B 0ot R B, BHEF BN EIE
SCHN T80 <35 18 B AT 55 h R B &5 S LA 1A%
N, TE B 2R F IR R F B R F I
AR5 TR W, R —FmESA TR
[o] 2] B S 5 OB A 2 AR ELHR I 1 SR AL
BEERLRFTIBEHN TW R ME . ZEFEN,
CANTTRIERE S SN I R e =R € N
2017), MAKET F & B AE B AE KN I s
RO, O IR R £ v 5 22 AR DGR TG G B HE A,
HETE J— A~ 2 2= 018 M 4% (Kintsch, 1998), X
Tl O 28 235 ) 3 2 00 O 22 B HE %5 45 (Collins &
Loftus, 1975), BIE R FiFATRESMIEEZ 5 E
BT S5 ARG L, (TR 515 4 e R Mk b ey
JEE AL ) DA T M A K B 22 1) 17 J2% (Pessoa, 2008),
HE T BUE 2515 2 5 N FHE 55 32 4 1 R
(Dolcos & McCarthy, 2006), P T4t 5 18 AR T
55 o MifE BT F T b iy B IUIR A R (AL
T B A A S ATE & ARG S R
% (phonological loop)& A ¥ i (Baddeley & Hitch,
1974), FHOE R U (75 B4 B0 FIIC AT 55 3R
R,

A0 PR —HE T, RS 5 IER
Yo 0 T80 2t 3 9k (g2 0.57 > 0.46 > 0.31),
FWITC O T 1 w] T EE AR, TR R
7 BAAKON A3 BT S, 2R 1 Sk RN AN
FFAEREZEST(p = 0.409), & MUY & 54
AR S, X T 5 T X T
BN 2R % B F (e = 0.053), IEWXER T
BONL IR BN K- o 3% — i 4 e E AR T RE 2
A BCCHR 5 M 7 RN D B o AR T,
GRS RS, XN T H AT
RTIEFEXNHER, XA TEENFETRE T,
AR ] T TR XIS 19 55— A, AT oK
T8 T (need-to-listen)” 3K i /™ 4K JE %b 2 X% 1%
R PSS N INTIES = Ca =W D N i [F R/ =R i2 v |
TAL S 5 B0 F 15 b, #1774 T3 (Marsh
etal., 2018),

ATV T A B SCF IR S A
X 52 2% T 1IN AT 55 v 0 T 06 5 B RN AT AE A Y
YEF, 258 & LA AR W35 07 19 284 55 h 0 ¢

BN RN . XA g 5 AR S5 F R A
AR TAT G, AR5 & W o R, RN
Tt ATREC B A shik, A5 2 BT F W
T pesh, BMERA RN EE, WRSENE
WM TATL 55 718 XN L (3R B 28 ) AN 77 A
Ko, o nl REAS 2377 A 2 0 T 4% 0 (Bell et al.,
2008), BbAk, AWFIEHE—4 AR T IR #2531
RRIXF BN TR, R BN EREE
25 T (ILFE 2) 0 X — 45 5 U B 452 1 46 =l ol e
SRR SO REAS R TR B, SRR
WO S A 2 T I A (Bimer et al., 1996)F14F
SETEE R He et al., 2024), BULE IS FiF
F5ARE R BEA AR A0 T 53X, (A4 AE S
PRiEATE 2 5 B N TR, XA 2SRRI, U
T RSN 1 F A N L T IR N 2 ST Y
HE BRI T, 7 —F AT AE R 1R 2 P A 51
ClE 0 38 e S P 72 S ) % o B0 9 s G ) T 9, 1KY
TARMFEPEEFMIESF B ER TR
BT (He et al., 2024), 5 - HEFEITEER L
ATERFEESR . XM AT R 270 Ak 5T
T B ORI R R T YRR, 52 m
JE A FRAHOC A 75 & (521 44 755 I LA IE

QEEXTENLEUREEEATIER

AR5 e BTG 3 S T 2SI G 5 5 T Ak
FIJEATVE R B, B SR BRI 3 A5 A AL (Y G
BOCH W T T A AR BRI
WM, SN TR E RS IR S
B R B S T P  ELBR s 00 75 R R O, (H R e
BIEE, A O N B PR, 40 quang, dua &F
(FER, 2020: SLE 3), PLFIS 3400 F RN R
A SE AT 45 2R L S R O SO T
W RUIME 55 (A7 B — B0 R BT 55 ), JIYAE 5
B B T, A2 R0 RN TR e
T S A AT 55 1 R R T, SR
BTHMBUL. M Yan 55 A (2018)5 = FFI & ER
(2018) fifi FH (193537 i Be d 41 45 5 5 1 (Bl {H
5 B 5 T O AP0 R AE A0 5 45 AR B T P00
T HA, X AT AR R X SR A AT R AT 55 i R
0 FE 3 SChN T 0 B PR AR AT 55, Az R0 1 R
BT R BR 10 75 A RRAE B TR 3 SO TAT: 45 7=
A T, IR SR T A R

AR5 K IIME 557 5 2 AN
RO g, XU T Y R R 58 AR B A2 AT DU T
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Y3 S BT Ay B e AR D TR UE TR,
T A T 5 9 i MR 75 S5 (A LU AS A7 A W 35 25 7
(Martin et al., 1988: Experiment 4 & 5), # £ A fiE
XFA- AN B8 R VR . AR ST & B0
WIEE R E A B X FIRERE S BIRE S
imfE R, PRRFIBEMIER. 5. A
P O 8 B ) R 205 iy 2 Dy B M, R WD O 5 St 5 %
BRFHEMTAESAREMEE. AR R
FE W 75 AT R T RN 5 A S X (o
Fili 22 [ J¥e e IX. ) 14 3% 31, 38 3k R Ak K i e T Sk
WO B RSN, MR E ARy /A
(Rausch et al., 2014; Egeland et al., 2023), [H 4~
PRAE R 2 W 75 25 A T T BB R I 4

SRR, ERESUBEABELF RS LR
XFEE. TELFHSHEHIMES LSRR 15
PR SO A3 R A R IN ME 55 By s e, AT I
KL FHREREE R P E B REE, A
REWLEXFIHELMAEF Tk
(processability) s M TP, X WFRE T HIALE
AFEEXFIBELXEW L LRFTIENE S 5IE
S TIERAR—mME, WHT BB FIE
ARk R
532 EZXFIEMEMATIER

W B ] S ma A AR R 5 B TRE T, AR
T3 IR E BB, MRS PN KO BEAE 5 T
HEBRNH(EA N, 2009), KB5S % Guerra
4 N(2021)F1 Ross (2021) #4 1 BZ 25 531 %) 7 A A,
¥ 65 dB MU FMTERFHEE N R, LT
B RE A <Al B o e Ah, 25 IR o0 B AR e
FE VTSR B KN B, A SR EEALRR R L B R
WO AR HEBRAE S o A R B2 X TG H
TN R VR R L, e B R B R
TR LT IEM TAES TR, RIEH
W BH I (arousal theory) (e.g., Hebb, 1955), ifi 1)
e B W] UL AR A SR I 43 e, AN 38 AR 55 3R
PR, o R O AR AR S RO . XA
TR SR A R 1 52 2 N AT 55 118 d5 A e R 7K T 17 Sy
I i 7K - (Broadbent, 1971, 1978), =50 B 15 5+
T B A A 1 AR ML R (AR BRI . IR A
Wh)FILC SRR (£ R L BT KE, SRR S
To 4 A4 BR B IN 0 %6 U (Kahneman, 1973), 3£+
MAHRELRFTEMTAE SR ER ., KM,
Guerra 55 A (2021) % 3 e B 5% [5] 152 2 i 119 1E 6 2%

SR, AT BRI AR AT T 5 15 SR M A
191 a0 A0 5 s [ 32 A AMEE H 55 5 TR R 1 T,
L AT BE 2 B T B 15 B A 55 R AE TR 19 SR AE AL
NEo Ross (20210 /5 A F 5 B 42, 45 dB Mt
65 dB ¥ 5t &, KHL MW 65 dB I, LAY
R AT X AR T 65dB J& T 45
A IR B BB R TRl SHH

Jones (199535 i, 7E 48~76 dB JLFE PN, M
M) J8£ % TIE G 5 T RN AN A AE 1 3 5, (HX AL
X TR B TN TAR S5 10 5 o AR e B B2 X 5
T W IN TAE 55 052, B84 IS I AH SS9 0
TSR TC G T I
54 ESHEMITXTEREAEATIER
541 ESEBMPETIER

RS2 ER R, EXFEXNFIE
ICACATE 55 B9 T PR, 1 35 KT 5 v B A T IR
ST 55 o TR TR RN 5 56 e T T SRR e e
JCIZAE 451 (Colle & Welsh, 1976), H R R I
ROV A BRE 22 L T X S TR B RN T AT 5 .
ARG R, AR A EMTAES P, 121
255 i 6 F B RO W . X AT RE 5 iCA2 AT
55 AR BF B ARE R LA B S e e T R ) 4y =
A Ko ICACAT 55 1 T AR 38 iod TEAT A L 4
BHIFE 1« RIVE [l 1200 5 (4, 10055 08 R0 R 1
PHARATE 55 09 T PR S 12 5B 73 AL v b R Bl B
AT, HAMAGR S 505 2 B B A —E W
Bfal 2 Ay o B, AHARTH S, 1012455 T 32 i ny
] g T REEE R, 23R T RERE £

R ABRFE R, O 0T R it i AR 55 58
5% B JCR T W2 (Colle, 1980; Jones et al.,
1992), i XM AN ZESR A9 A i A2 AE 55 b A
FE7E JC K & 8 & (Salamé & Baddeley, 1990;
Farley et al., 2007; Perham et al., 2007), &R 3C¥ 5
AL IS AT: 55 BT X6 I B 00 Jk 3 < & 50 [l 42 Fi
“CH B2 B AL, xS IR IS 8RO R DL R A,
R ZESERE 2R, SATANITEERA
AT, X RERE B T AR WIS RETFiE”
p/ | IO 7N CIRVAT:UE 5 % NE LY v e G R BRNIES : PN/
R LU (Hughes et al., 2013; Radun et al., 2024;
Réer et al., 2015), FHE(Norris et al., 2004) }ic 12
L) FR AN MUZAT S5 AR L, B9 K B8 2208 U
Too (HARON(E B, AfEZ(g = 0.65) KT &
FI (g = 0.51), UiBI7ERE A5 I TAE 55,
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B AR PICA IR TC K F BN RE 5 77 A 1
BRI, T 2 5 e AN i R/ N R
542 EFEFHRMRATER

SIS AT EIA R, RNERE
VAN TAT: 55 o JE 56 5 TR RON 1Y RN Z AT 55 1h
BN ) B R AR, AR O, R
MR F BN LA Z R FERN TR, X
A fig A2 B o R 2 55 2 0 B R AT 5
WHESCHT IR, A LG AR AT 55, & iRiL g AT
55 WA LG 18 MR B ARFE BRI S TR e . P
46 N (2018) & BLA} [A] e 7 (time  stress) X g 123
WA SR . FER AR DT, SR T AR
TR B 7 BEIR B T iRlg 12 5 RO B 0 B 45 52 5
R o AR G W #5 B2 (activation/monitoring
theory), MR 1215 BB, 5 HARAHIEH
ERSENSEar e SN A e O O R ST
BTEAL, DI E RS 5 2Z a2 S T nF B
DCRC, T B ] H ) AR T M4 o R i A &k ik,
FRBOE AL FEARRS G ACH, B RICZ . T
TE R F R =/ I b, AR TS RV Sz, H.
AEE R, FIAERE RS TSR EAER,
AT TE 3 A0 1 5 S B RSN M G F R E B,
T AR SZ B TR A AT R

AR —320 2, HAarhh s/ e dim i mm
T 5igte . TR AR R T A 30 N T 4]
T IR B, Hind BA A DREER PR N
T SGE W RS, BT F R AR A TR T4
ROR AT, 5 2R IR ARE .
543 ESFEMENXFRGENATIER

A 55 55 1F T T B SC 7 AR SRR IR AR R 83

TCRH TR SO R 3R SUTAT 55 1800 o
T, WL/ ESHE, X— KA
LI T R =264 A (2021) 4% Hy py I 2, B 9%
SCF R ) TG 5 IR RN 7R DUE PR BRI A
TE, WESE T FETCTE —3 X 1o 30 ) ) 26 38 S0 R )
FERFAE O F RN, Wit — A3 TR FME
BOCF R TR T RO B RN 3% 22 57
X551 A F R SO (AU W 0 T S O
5% Uh R B 25 18] 43 7 1 22 %5 9] (Tan et al,
2001), RPSEARMILGE—iE SR B, H Perfetti 25 A
(1992) &3, XA 5 A58 I T34 & B 3hig
WIEEE R, X RES 006 7 i a0 B M e,
M SCF RGN RS B TR .

SR, 763 B SCFAE 55 Th R TE 6 B 1B RN
WA B D, A L B8 55 N (2015) 9128 R R
FE AR TR T IBEN, (A& A DL
WABIT . R=FEFENQO2DIFHTX—AE, &
MERBICFINTH, TXRFHERNIETEELR
ETWAER, Wik B R, SRR X
T UL, F, RSN HE DEAET SO
WX FE A SES SRR CFERGZ
BAATERTAE, #HAA1E, RESR=FKFA
(202 D)IHFFE 25 R —B
55 XEIEHR
551 EXFIEFEMRESEHRBEK

IR TR S T F BT - MM B
o LEMBUEAR RS, AEXFIBESLEX
BIBMERTIEMN TSN TIAEREER,
MR NBHR A 2 5

PG f2 WA B A & 8 HE B (cognitive
development), B AL TN & 0 I & B BL,
B 332 B M B (formal operational stage), 7EiX —
BB, AMARRUEHETT G B Ak B, Rk
X FEA BN TR R, F, S AnT
REXT TCOCF 18 M8 Sl sr TR EURk, 18 U LI 7
g7 o B, FHL BRI, BAEAZ R ELE R
S /e L § A

Balsamo 1 Gaillard (2006)33% 345 3¢ )L 2 W3¢
W SUE B M TR Bon, JLEM A A P
PRGBS, B T I0E 1308 SO T 0 28 ML i
XAk, WS A2 R AR A AT . S AU Kz ek [m]
ZERIM, N[ JLEE AE b R 38 43 Mg DX A 0 o i
(B, 1307, 2020), XMERE T M) LA
FTHRAEANZABENLTLEXFTHYTIHEKR,

EFENBEH T TARICIZA & 1 R S 5O
il A 4 R5 B U AE B BE 91 9 8R (Caplan et al,
2011), HFWHIMT R4 TR Z A, 36 0mT
Y BBURR BE AR T AR N o SR IA N T g 1Y) 22 1R 7 3L
EFERA A BT BT S W X A R
BN AR AN, ST R TILE SRR
SEA ] oAb, BRI E M, B AL SO
THE M ZIRE AN E, B AR ME X
KRR AT S E A AN T 7 T R IA 4E R A
(DeDe & Flax, 2016), MMiAF5T & BIC K 15X
BN A TS T, 0 K& E 4 SO
T“Boim” . X TTRER T ILIE G B A 7E
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Khcier, 2 NEHRE T H5iRiLER,
WHCIE R B3 e 2 ik, [ EEE E R
RIAETE 2 4F N RIS Be IR AL 16 B0 R, b BEOR$¢
B 4EIR A B97K S (Burke & Shafto, 2004), L4k,
AR N T R R AR I DR, T % X R AR
AN 5k, RECHAEE RS 4 -
% A% (Shafto & Tyler, 2014).
552 TXFIEWEMESESER
AL, AELERESLE TG
AR E T PEAT 55 S AE A W 25 5, MTE TR
TCACAF FR FIE 5 s & N AEE 3 25 5
ARNEFES TR E E R MR 22 34 T8 X
BT EIA T, T AR AT 55 5 A PR 55
M 2 R AL AE TR A M E G SO T, R
WA IR T 1 SUSAMTE S A% 5 T IN AT 55 Hh iy d
P, ZRAE T RAB U R TR, ==
FENQO2NEMA B LE R F 1B IE U8 M B
FRMAR T BN T R SRS B, TS R
PR AR 55 40 LU F R R B A IC AR 55, BRI R
B, MBS RE T R BOR T, BN A58
PRARAT 55 I 2 B0 TR I % . Ak, ARAEIA
04 10 BIS (cognitive load theory), 4/MAK) P7E
P =X 508 AR (L3 35 38 I R R R BB A 3l a7
WA B, BUEAFTESME R R XX Fh B 210 A R
PR TN, AR R 2 AR A B DA R B A
(Sweller, 1988), MR A & X535 H i LAY
IMTTHET B 505 AR E B ) 51855 57
BRI T SO GRT TR 2Z (R B R A Ny,
R E T F A S SRR . HILZT,
FIECICAF B RSE S 25 T 5 —15 BRI
FDCHS, X ARSI B L, FEBOE SER
TEA ARG R A S A Ml X, X 58 SR 43 B4 A0t AR
AR (Perham et al., 2007), FIWAE L 5TE
S Sl X R PR 55 S R fE B 3 22 5%
553 LXFIEWEMESESIESEM
AR AR, HILLELFIE, AELTE
AORS D<) 5= Fn B o BARL Y A2 2% 5 TR I TAT:
S TRER, MAEFIAESSH R R RM2EF
INHIZE PR (cognitive resource theory)ihhy, 4>
M AE N AT 55 o T 98 B A 80 9 R R R R Y
(Kahneman, 1973), 5 & HHE LN E T HES
HREARFIEMNTAL S 5254 R, 33
TR R L . EAF B M TAES , MR

5 B R AR BN A S, T B AR G
FBGE I RS o R BEIR A R AR
TRE IR, 5 BN TR T ok, A
G K B TC K T XA T I TAT 55 0 T3l Lo BE s
B R, X TSR AR ) 5 R 2 ]
e ORI (IR YR S ), 1 2 B ) TR
FEAN PR HEAT AE B IN T, M LE o T B 4k
F R BN T AR BRI A B X F A R T
B o

Stroop fE55 IR, 2510 (0 5 ] o8 i
(2L @5 (1 esk), AT 55 2R 210 X, K
o A7 % FLAR S0 T2, H s TS e SO T e
H 3l 1k . Rayner % A (20 12) 48 1, AT [ 5276
B (B 22 5 1IN TAE 52 B 8 TR 2 E B
R, TR B R R A R S 5,
PR AT 6 S 38 1) R SO T 3 A W 4
R T O AT R S TR S R ] B
MERFTIHEM TS THRA AR EER . X
— R R = N (2021) HIRIF ST 25 A AT - DY
FE4FEELZIMERRN, R4S LT
EA
554 RXEEVHEBUESESSEMENXF

A%

ARG EB, ML HHERRE LT, A
BYHERENTEHEERTEELE 5.
RETERE CFAR S ARSI 2E 5, B
N2 FE, FEXLFPHERNTRELF,
R CFAAAEIE— 5 BRI, 18 3 75 5 1 A
T EAT T EE VR, HOn AR Rk S
BB R, BH S TR -EE 8 XN T
BEAR . TR SCOTE AR IS, 1 S IR LN
BN HA PR TT; MR B SCFE AR X AR R,
T 230 1 I T A s 1 R B . EE B
(direct access hypothesis)i\ b 3% & CF I B %
B LAEATRER), AbZadiEF iR AER, HF
T 1 2 AR & KT 3238 SCF I (2 IS, 2004),
BRI T A (A0 1] F 2 AR T2, FE s 4 O
Mo MR EFHEEA AN TR ks, B
1155 5B R SCF I, SR AT SO T e
ETHE, FEAERLFENREXFENTHE
W . BRI E RIS (2022) W 32 1, A A
FIMRFT T, EH S EEH T
BRAF, XU A e SCFE I RLBE N T8 22 R
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W RS, AR TR E SO, 15 F RN T
PHiESEFEENTIRE R E,
56 HARBENSARE

AW LA AR AR LGS & T R Ul 5
NT YRV i, R T )5 & N B 3E W
WL, M TIET S 500 s .
WAL, AFFRIEASTBAEN AT E R, G52
EARE R FER) . TCOCFIBRRIE (T BEA 1 .
B OSCAREE . TS REST RS R NT
HER) . B FIE(E S8 AR 58T 00 AR
S EIBIE CF R G LA K A R E B3 HAE
H, B3R T EXTFHERNFFREE A —HRE,
BOIE T R AR X ] 5 TN TAT 45 3 A AR
B, PR T KM el i T 5 48 A 0k A AN [ E bkl
HERMEE, AARRFFRIEEME T 3B A%E 3t
S, ARG KR, TTXRFIEEEXFIEMNT
55 B9 T PR 3/, (132 2R R 29,
MEBELFELLEELFEERTIZ I
R, HXTEE U T & EMAT S TIE
K. FEE R FEMNERFIENTEEZH /MY
PEHERE ., THEXTIBENERTEN TS
HTHRAIER, AT BBIRSEEE T
BB RS, W SRS X E I ENT
Yoo Xb T B 0 e o e Al Ol A R B P A
B, TRRTCOCTE W T PEAIL T AT S By T & B 4
TWAGIT Tk, BTy elosg B T 4% A 2 U
Aot =%, FHEL T ERE TN T R
B o TAB OGERN RS HE M LA, Bk
RERIMEFTFIME 2GR, LRFIEN
F A G AR R A N LR L FIE,
WHAZ 2 F I TAL 55 TR ST /N,

AMFRWMALENRZA, B, RTFRAE
BT MR AT BN TAR S, JCX T HEAT
AR B T P800 = Aol W RV RE . BAh, dn
RTMFESERFIBYEAVGHEE, Lo
R FEWLRR NG, B 2 58 35 40 {5 e 1L (signal-noise
radio) 3 B Z IR AR &, (A B BRI,
W, ERFEM TG ZEAN TECICERXR
Y, B TEAMRE 28 TAECICERIE NS
A8 5, ASHIESE TCIE R AT 40T, R BIFSE R
M — R TAEICIC A BT TC I 5 RN & B AF
HITAER . MAh, FEAS R 04 I A5 25 1
N ERARRE, T REER Z RS SR THRE T A T

IERYL IR 22 5 B, 2R AT IR, ARBFsen]
RER 55 I AF BRI B B A A G SCHIR, 5 22 F 5%
]k — 2 58 u i T AR

6 #it

AR ST 1 0o T T AR GG F iR R A R
FORINTAR S T IO EERN, REH T
TR F TR IR LA AR | JC5R IR
VAR T T A i RO HARR], BB DIERH
WO A 2% TR T AR 55 B AR B BN T AR
My 2FEE A F WM AR b, i LT
WE TR A R TR Ak, R
U A B 1 b S5 SR BEAYUE I S 3) A2 AR I
REUR . JCORF A BEARE . m L AR . T
RSCH TR R AT 55 268 nl DU 35 T8 3G 5 T8 30U
RN 4)TE G T T BEAR IR 5 2 AR I IR L AT
FRM . ARSI AL MBS FIRTRA TR
GAFTE s HAF
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A meta-analysis of the irrelevant speech effect
in complex language processing tasks

ZHANG Nan'?, LI Xukui’
(' School of Foreign Sudies, Tongji University, Shanghai 200092, China)
(% College of Foreign Languages, Ocean University of China, Qingdao 266100, China)

Abstract: A great number of studies have reported the existence of the Irrelevant Speech Effect (ISE) in
simple language processing tasks. However, it is unclear whether ISE persists in more complex language
processing tasks. Specifically, questions about the magnitude of ISE, its underlying mechanisms (i.e., the
source and pathway of interference), and possible moderator variables remain unanswered. Using a
random-effects model, this study conducted a meta-analysis of 30 studies (113 independent effect sizes)
selected according to its search criteria. The results indicated that irrelevant speech significantly interfered
with individuals’ performance in complex language processing tasks, with a relatively small total effect size
after the exclusion of outliers. The impact of irrelevant speech on task performance was moderated by age,
speech characteristics (intelligibility, volume, predictability and the type of unintelligible speech), and task
features (type). Additionally, irrelevant speech intelligibility interacted with age, task type, the linguistic
unit of the task, and the writing system of the task language, respectively. The semantic interference
hypothesis was found to be more robustly supported than the phonological interference hypothesis by this
meta-analysis, and the process-interference hypothesis was supported as a convincing account of the nature
of ISE. Future studies can explore additional potential moderator variables of ISE in complex language
processing tasks, thereby informing how modern educational technologies (e.g., audio and video materials)
can be applied to language learning. This study provides insights for designing and optimizing learning
environments to reduce background noise interference for language learners. Additionally, the results
provide theoretical guidance and support for the development of more effective interventions and treatments
for individuals with cognitive impairments.

Keywords: Irrelevant Speech Effect, language processing, interference mechanisms, meta-analysis
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