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[.13 L & I
Bxix, BEEBORA LBHE CREBTEHAEA T 5, A (1969 1%, =5 LI-RETE
Y, BE, BRLEONWERETEE, »eh L bl v BAXER LANERATECOT
TWwd, COREDOANERBAERICK T, FAid, HA (1968) 7% [RHMUIERIE) LIS XS
75, RABRSIEHT 2L EBRCER LT %, £ LT, ZOR#NREORBCAB LD
D—2& LT, HHORE, TibbY ~—+aA (reheasal) REF LRI TH 5,
T, ARRTIE, BoEDOY ~— A HEOEEZED, YV ~— L OBEXH LM LI
#®, V- A HREORER L BECOWTEET S,

0. YNn—H3IIHEORK

Craik & Lockhart (1972) 13, @ Ao HEK# (dual storage) FHAIMEETH LS
REREEPRIER LV o BB TR, LEARYER L, ANRKCRBMSABR IR HML
Bk¥ (levels of processing) 12 X - T, FMEBRFEVRESIND EEE LI, 2D, MER
WER, BRENBEBOSV LT IBVAEND, %~ vRAPEROMM LT 5BV ABECE
SERHL Y, BOABEYSF LGS, REXTARBERCKEZ L V5D TH D,

SO XS AMEARESL, TEOTENEMLLTLIFETS O TITRh - (e g,
Glanzer, 1978), ) ~—+waA% I1H (type [) L IR (type ) Do HFH-STRELE
It o Tz,

Thbdb, BHRES 1Y~ i3, TTRETIhIIWMORELZIEL, B HU
BURMCERAGRE L, HEORUOH LT WIRBLHRE 5220 Th - T, Kk iSiEEy
FHebT o i, THRIER LT, RO X 0BG RS TRY ~—3 10X, TR
EEOE LY 31O TDOTH D, 2% b, BRENIEY ~— A 2T2T, EBRRE LR
ML TR ET S, THY ~—ricESThE, Z0X57Z L3 RVDTH D,

XS5 IBY syl TR Y ~—9 %, Craik ¢ Watkins (1973) i2#t# (mainte-
nance) Y -~—-4 1 L 5EE (elaborative) v -~ — 41, Woodward » (1973) 13— (primary)
Yon—9a kT %k (secondary) U os—9 FEEA TV D, AR TIE, BT, —%&Y ~—9
EZRY A~V EWSERERT S,

Woodward & (1973, 2R 1) i3, FEORRE, —®Y ~—+A K O, 4, 2BEOVTh
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7)) HEG, SOV~ — A BEORBEBICEIR LCENRE (BTEATNEE »FE G
BT HMBEOREE) THHDhEIERL, 1V R FBEITRTCERA LKLV ER, R
ERT R AT AES A HESL (immediate free recall, LIF IFR &32) #%®%, £1LT
4V A RTE, RELFELFETH>RMKEHEL (final free recall, PIF, FFR £33)
LR EER (final recognition) * ki, FOHKEE (Fig. 1D, V ~—+ A B ELoT
%, IFR & FFR i BiF 5 B4ARCHEZRIFAD HY, Craik & Lockhart (1972) 0FEX
TREINIDTH B,

IMMEDIATE FREE RECALL
b 0.4 .. O4[" FINAL FREE RECALL
g R WORDS &
= =
Eg 0.3 2 0.3 —/\_. RDS
8 8 R WO
5 0.2 }= 5 0.2
= )
3 =
F RD:
Eu) 0.1 LLXJ) 0.1 _D____o/’V?@ S
&= 2
F WORDS
P —— ol ! ]
0 0 4 12 0 4 12
REHEARSAL TIME(Seconds) REHEARSAL TIME(Seconds)

Fig. 1. Immediata free recall and final free recall prodability as a function
of rehearsal time for those to-be-remembered (R words) and to-be-for-
gotten (F words) items (Woodward, Bjork, & Jongeward, 1973).

ZDXBE, =RV - AORERENEMLTY, BERECIZBER LV W 5B,
D%, L ORI o CHFEIh W5 (Craik & Watkins, 1973 ; Bartz, 1976 ; Glen-

berg et al., 1977 ; Rundus, 1977 ; &#8, 1981, 1982, 1984 ; Huang, 1982 ; #45, 1982 ; Shi-
mizu, 1984),

Lz AH, —FTit, Darley & booklet position N

Glass (1975) 13, 0 X 5Bl K R
ST 9-12 O

THEREBRE LT, DX, £ 13—16 Areemveer o

R T~ s -y, VELEER 3 4

D 08) LHRI Lo MIF R, o

COx—¥ ., VEELF LERAGEOR £ ]

PORBRECHE SR, Foor38 5l

fo COEBRTIL, F—4 .y bEELR &

CEREONnDETOM, #—47 0 b A1

BERELTREFO—RY ~—¥ . , L .

/Uﬁiﬂiﬁkﬁ'iﬁgh, PR }‘:E:E' Ist 2nd 3rd 4th

L u% o é % ﬁ'ﬂﬁ (40%75_’ 4 *}}%ﬂ SERIAL [COLUMN QUARTILE] POSITION

. Fig. 2. Probability of recall as a function of search-
L, CoXirchkE) »&ExT, — list position and boklet position (Darley &

WY o~ — LB E I N, 20D Glass, 1975).
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U - BB RE
IO LT, 168472 To%ct, £—4 v PEOHAYRDIL 5 (Fig. 2), —RYV »~—+
NEERR L 2 DImonT, BARPEL LD LARBIhDTH S,

ZD X 5, Craik & Lockhart (1972) oFEICK LT, —KY ~— 4 A ORREIREH N
Thioh, BERE A LTS & VBRI SN 38 Xh (Dark & Loftus, 1976 ;
Nelson, 1977 ; Bjork & Geiselman, 1978 ; Maki & Schuler, 1980 ; Rundus, 1980), —¥kV
A=Y RBAECRITTHRICOWT, BEDE A, BRI IR TV,

2T, £~ Woodward & (1973) oSBT
13, —RY ~— 5 ABRIIEER LRSI o To b,
BERBERE R TUL, —KkY ~— 3 BRI R 31
ORT, BRENELA B ENRB IR (Fig Do

ZDLOK, BECHLUTHRYREIWEShD
—KY ~—HATh, BREHLTEHELRITT L
5432 (Bartz, 1976 ; Glenberg et al., 1977 ; Glen-
berg & Adams, 1978 ; &#8, 1981, 1982, 1984 ; Shi-

' 3 FINAL RECOGNITION
mizu, 1984) H b, —&kY »~—FAHERICH LTE - | A

(=}
o
1

R WORDS

=)
1

F WORDS

RECOGNITION PROBABILITY

(=}

TRV ST, DT LRV ZEXH LML 0 4 12
REHEARSAL TIME(Seconds)
o> TE T 5o Fig. 3. Final recognition probabi-
TBILFER, BOMNYEHEHEE LTHVWARRBICE lity as a function of rehea-
W, —KRY o~ —H ARRIIE O O FRRIC B Ui rsal time for those to-be-
. =5 P LA - remembered (R words) and
W, Tiebh, 2EOBO#EAEFHME LV EWS ZE to-be-forgotten (F words)
MR Xh (Glenberg & Bradley, 1979 ; Bradley & items (Woodward, Bjork, &
Glenberg, 1983 ; Nairne, 1983), —k ) »~—9 L L H Jongeward, 1973).

ROBIRIZONT, FIOAEILLORF LM bR T %,

EE, TRV ~—HF LD TENRSBZ LieT 5,

—RY =N LR Y, ZRY A=A P o TR B TUE, 2K ~—FAds
ERREOERCESTH B LW R T—FKL T\ 5 (Bjork & Jongeward, 1974 ; Mazu-
ryk, 1974 ; Mazuryk & Lockhart, 1974 ; Geiselman & Bjork, 1980 ; Shaughnessy, 1981 ;
Eg, 1982 ; 1Lk, 1983),

#lx ¥, Mazuryk (1974) &, 1V 2 P 4FEA,LRB Y A+ GH12Y 2 b) 0K 4IHB
DY~ MR EE L, IFR & FFR X1, To&E (Fig. 4, ¥K4HBOFAR
I\ T, HERLYERBICEODT RS ~—H A+ 57Kk Y ~—+1 [ASSOCIATE]
ik, BelTREEN—KY ~—+ (OVERT) %, Feiidiv—®k Y -~~~ (SILENT)
v, IFR T4 %57, FFR TRAZBCSVEBARYRT I AR SR,

ZOX5l, Vo—¥ADsx4gFL7 AL (IFR » FFR) & OXEMEHE, Bjork & Jon-
geward (1974) ® Mazuryk & Lockhart (1974) 7% lic X > THHEIN TV B,

chbDZ Exn, Bjork (1975) ik, —&Y ~— L ESROBRTEO—EEED I B D
BIFL LT, ZHY ~— 42 X hBATV 5, REEELZAELSED L5 AT, TKY ~
— YT, IEBIEE D EBRNT B,
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9} o——0 SILENT o / 7
'_] oo OVERT /
3 .8F A—-4 ASSOCIATE / = o=w0 SILENT
< / = 5F e—e OVERT
9 7t \/i ) 4—-4 ASSOCIATE
= B .5t
. .6F
3 o
> 5F O 4}
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4 .4t g 3t
= =
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g X o g 2F
S .2t N o
Y & ]t

aF =¥

0 et 0

125 4 5 67 6 91011121314 1 2 3 4 5678 91011121514
SERIAL POSITION SERIAL POSITION
Fig. 4. Probability of immediate free recall (left panel) and final free recall

(right panel) as a function of serial position (Mazuryk, 1974).

Lo Uighih, TRY ~— A DRI, —KRY ~—HALORBLE LTTbh5b I &M%,
ZRY A= FAFD L DOOBENI T IR T,

B ERNTER LS, Y —d AR E T, —KRY ~— A OFE EFRCRIFTH
RoBp#dhild LT, BENTHLR V508 HRTH %,

M. Un—HILDiaE

TR, ~KRY A= AOBAECRIETHRS-B LV ER E, BT 5 REHRD
BHPBH LN D, —RY) = LT %Y ~— A OB DWW TERYMZL D Z 2T 5,
—RY ~—FNBEREINELECREDS D & L& L. Darley & Glass (1975) 1, RHiEC
BORBEIFE LI hES TR, BERENTOHEBAEFCEE (attention) OB EIC
HESLZERRE LTS,

F#kiz, Dark & Loftus (1976) %, ¥, FHEWLRETLERLHE IR, R
BOBRBEAH LTS E LT, BENT A MRREIMTE TRBBYL) KT ERTELLDTH
HEFELTCHD,

X bt %72, Glenberg ¢ Adams (1978) X, —KkV ~— A ¥ E/NRORMAE & (cogni-

tive {capacity) % B\ CHERLHERTHEREL E % o——o Explicit condition

L, COMBEBCHEbLh ARMEROHMNEL, ¥ & 4w} = lmplicit condition

~— A TEE) L RIBRC T A3 FEERE (concurrent :;)

task) OFHEIC L > TRBZ ENTED & L, ézm i;/;////j:
e (1982, R®RID 3, XFWIIOFILRED

HE%ROU TR RRREL T, Ty T ; N

HERHE I hCBRE&G L, BRI hiWREREE
(Tl bBHEHEB OMFREO - O BRI IET,
L& OEBFHB AT TWis e bigyy) recall as a function of item
BT, —KY - R (6, 188D DR % search time (%, 1982).
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Hig Y =y A BRRORE

BEf Lo £0fR (Fig. 5), B (Explicit) &40BEREE—RY ~— L HCEE
Thizhotehs, B (Implicit]) £EEOBERBILI—KY ~—FLERORWHRRI o1,

TORERMNG, BV ~— A BRThRAHETL, #EFTNEHBCLZL ONBEEN
BLIhTW5iebil, ThbbERCHTAEEBEKERRTIE, —&Y ~—+ L BRIIEA:
et LIRENCE L FE LTV %,

ZOXOR, R (W LERAAE, ABEED IELECRIET—KY ~— L OBROR
—BEHATELRE L LT, BHTHS L3N, BECHRLRE I LVHRO—K Y ~—+
VTR, EEOENRPRTHB EEEIR T 5,

Lo L { HE, Naveh-Benjamin & Jonides (1984) i3, —%kV ~— A D EfE 3 % 1R
Lo Thick? L, #H—BMTIIERY (articulatory) =— FOBESP, “0 =z~ FOE
TEx7er7Jalich, BELLYTEZ L Thh, £ OABBEINELIND, ZhiT
X UTC, FLEMTRE—RBOERO BB RE Thh 212} Tth-C, ABBERIZL
AEDEL LEWEWS5DTH B,

FLTC, Hhoit, CoBE"BEoEEM (automaticity) 0¥ L LT, OWNMBAREIR/D,
@V ~N—HADATUF 2L T, BV ~—H AT e ADFE LIZL X, ©3o%ETF, Fh
ThIERBORICKR), V- ~— A ROREOTEM:, MOBFC LDV ~— 3L OHKiE T
DO, 2REL LTERYTV, —K) ~—H LD TREHRLIETI/EYB TV 5,

DX, —RYV = ADOEBOEIRKNRTH S LWV IFERIL, BOBEIWZLER
HBH LD, TOHRCONTIE, SEOWEIETN 5,

3T, EEOMC, BACRIET—KRY ~— L OBEI—FK LIRWERERE LT, BALOHF
BENREFELTVLDIBIE, —KRY ~—H L ERBERROE W 1NFE 2 bh? (Craik, 1979 ;
Craik & Jacoby, 1979 ; Bradley & Glenberg, 1983),

Tihbb, ffbclsds, —RY ~—FATHEADY T#HLT) LohiEFIh3 20 TH
5T, —EI—RBIDY ~— 4 A@ETH LCAENINZ bhd o EA7W0 T, FBax Lo
BRI RTINS hicH LT, RERRTIRERTIRRT BriRrclBEnRs T2
I oREATIY), HENRRR - TARINAD T, BECH LTRESEXY S 2L DL\ 5 D T
5o

%7, Craik & Jacoby (1979) i1, W URBE#RTRTH» T, #k L TRRT 5%£F (mas-
sed) X v, BELTRRT 20H (spaced) DFEMREDOREN I L5, FEdhEHHBRRO
% (e. g., Hinzman, 1974) »3EENE (—k YV ~—4A) LA (TR ~—+ )
DECHDBMBEF LU THBEZ LEREL T B, ‘

&b, Craik (1979) ¥, Nelson (1977, £E:2) o#hibr (2EEIR) TLELENMEH
INTCEVOIERESIHL, 2 000BFMCHEE LAcEROMRE (2EER) THoTh, 1
SOFRFOMR (1EHRR) X0 RFECHEDTH 2 LT B,

Rundus (1977, BRI X, BREEILHT, WREHE—K Y ~—F A BRINEE C R
ETRHEERRE Lico B, BRBCESHTS I 5CETFLAETRIRR L, @RECE
RroRBEET bt Bhei) BELRRL, COBXEBMCY ~—91r ¢4, 8, 128
HOWTFhd) X8, £ LT, $BOBXHORTCRERFL, I6RTORTHE, L
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WEEDELEERD I, FOE, 1EERR LY 2EBROFHFERNEFEL, Lrd 2EER
TOXA, —KY ~—FABEHOPRNARH I hic,

Brz ofERY, RREESHL SeonT, BARCHEY o, BEHER - XIRE (temporal-
contextual) FA3hs 0 p3%  FEILI et & BB Ui,

BERRTELL G, &Y ~— 2 ERERRE, BRETLERETIRAZINDRE
THHM, TOLIR—KRY ~— AN ERERTOMBELBHINTLZ &4, —&Y ~— L O
BEHOMT LT BT, B8 7 Fe—~50—2ThsEEbhb,

WIZ, —RY ~— AR FREELRETD LS FBROBRHICOVWTEET S,

ZDEIEHSWT, Bjork & Jongeward (1974) 3kD kS CHEBH LTW5, Thbb, —K
Vo= A TIHE OREOBELYEDI Y, HHE, HAE & EBRBEOIK (general situa-
tional context) * DHEAHMHF Bo LichioT, FDMIE L ERBEOLIR & DL DL
THHERICECT, — KR ~=FANRGREEOL 5D TH D,

¥/, Glenberg & (1977) i3, —® Y ~— H+ABRFRCH LTHRXRIFTOX, ThHE
BBk # » 7 (context tags) %15 LT, HEOWWESR AW T HcHTHBHELIELT
W,

Geiselman & Bjork (1980) i3, ZHFH3ITA—EERLEE, V- ~—AEE G, 10, 15
BREOVTRL) 2T, —KY ~—HA GEFERIY ~— 1) DIRY ~—F A (XEEE-
7o b, BRELELMCERTS) 0Lbbng, BRECTHE, XL, #HRELD L,
Lo, HEBEEDHEEZEDFCTHBERIELRTEYD, )V — L DR, FOFEEDOHETY ~—

PARITOITE"RA AV THLIOCRDD 100 S
#~—- Secondary-Same
hf\:o % LT, Eﬁ,‘ﬁ?‘% ]‘Bd\-fk:.bi, &&%ﬁ; 'z, & - —— Secondary-Different
- @) O—=— Primary-Same
‘Ehé‘@: Bhf\:ﬁ] L?S% D % Esame] s, E .90 =  ©+~<= Primary-Different .
Rix HEEZ D (Different] © &b 55T, § -
RS R, XORER (Fig. 6), & & sof o
Uon— AT, VAL T A MO & -7 :
-
)?50)——‘&, 7[_\‘-‘&?:55%75: <, EHoORWE E 70
DPERRAE o LDER L, —KY ~—¥ 5
AR, VoAl A boEsR-% & ]
U oo
LicBisd, V=3 A0 EREDH LI & T T T -
oo sol.
. >
WX DRI, TR ~— A HEE . | ) \
" . 5 10 15
= ey : T —
BT BERE AR D B BOK LT, REHEARSAL INTERVAL(cee
RY = ATRED L STe T &ixis <, W Fig. 6. The probability of word recognition
BRIk (Z 0BG, EEOR) 2B L, as a function of type of rehearsal,
HHE coXRo#BEESEPREETHEFELT whether the speaker’s voice at test
was the same as the voice at initial
\/ A 5 (o]} o .
- presentation or was difffferent, and
ChbBOD, WhdD Ik £ » 7BICK L rehearsal interval (Geiselman &
¢, Glenberg + Adams (1978) 3, — ¥ Bjork, 1980).
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Vo= BNERICH LTRHIREF OO, Th2RREROFEN - FH#A (accoustic-pho-
nemic) FHEBILTHDTHIEFR LI, T LTEL, XK » 7HOERNLEELE L
T, £ 9 Z7B0ALAHLEYRE VTS IR IRRCES Chv o L 2EBL, ko
BhbERYME Ui, Tibd, —RY ~—H+A T, HRAV-ARELIhDE, BY
OREIZDRAD 2~ FEEFTIORACLRIETTH Y, Fih, —RY ~—HLOBK
BRERE 2 Dh e DBERXREY EL LT, XROBLEP <o T, XKZ » 72 ff5T52 &
WCERNE LD TH D,

L7 L, Geiselman & Bjork (1980) %, ZEERROFTER - FTHMOKS B Ihdie>
T, BBEXROTE - THRM L OBE M F 52 L 2L T, Glenberg . Adams (19
78) DEHEE - FWRBLIRE » FHFHBFE L EBRRT B,

%3, Bradeley bt Glenberg (1983) i, Rundus (1977) * R0 HEx HWC, EON%
SRR E, HOBEERDICERCE T, =RV~ (ERTALhD L 57%) B—F
HoREER MO IO L, 2EOHEAMOESMEC IBE LW LR RB LT\,
ok, COHRE—KRY ~—FAPNERPCHEREIND =Y — FRLESCIEEY ST,
HEAOKSM: (familiarity) 7203 %M 57:HLEL T 5,

chlEREOFER 2, Glenberg & Bradley (1979) % Nairne (1983) c3&E 5T\ 5,

ThbDZ D, —KY ~—FAREEFO L ODRERSE (5 5 S FE - THORDD
LT MbhDEEYEL D EBNRERIND,

SO LS5 iiERELBIE LT, Craik (1981) 1%, Mandler (1979 o 53 B N (intraitem)
W LIEBRM (interitem) MEOXBIL, —KY ~—Hr ETKY ~— 4 A ORFICH G T 3
EEERELTHS,

Tiebhb, HERAE L XMLOFL L ORFIELYED, BECIHRNRL, BRCHRL D
HOTK L, HEAMME LT -7y PHE BOBREOEARBRELERILL, BELFHRD
WHCHRRD 5 L5 DTH B,

ZDX5E, —~RY A—FARELLT, HEXOLOOH®EFSLTs0 L, ZKY
A=A PEBMOBREFRT S LV X5, Zo0ABEEREITS & &k, Jacoby
& Dallas (1981) {REE LT\ %,

UERRTE Iz R FEDBE, —R) ~—F A L REBEOBNEEN VL, V=4
th, BB THbhY, HEXOLOORRERRCH LTI LrOFEY RIS TIRELE L
bLhao

XC, TR = FARDOWTR, BRI, —RY ~—H 1 L OXBETHIEIHh,
BRER, BETIE—KRY) ~—H1 & R ~—H A3 Fo o Tiinl, EHREOmRcd 5
DL LTELLID I ENST (Glenberg & Adams, 1978 ; Craik & Jacoby, 1979 ;
Craik, 1981 ; #4, 1982), %V ~— 4L OBEL DO LD DOV TR b DIIZE A Elxbe

FZT, AR TE—KY ~— VOB LB I D, ZRY ~— L OBREERE L T
W Z kT 5B,

Y, BB ELBFHING X 51T, THRY »~—HFAE—K Y ~—F LT, B
BOBRNSNEEL bR, 20D & 2HEBACHE DT Naveh-Benjamin » Jonides (1984)
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i, IBICEl, ZHY A —FLICESRDIEEORN, V=L EEcBRe—ETH D
TEERMBLTW5,

i, RERFARFBCHREF OO LA, “RY ~— A IHEBE 2k AL AR
LT, (FEE&LTHEHEOBEFRD) FBefT E2bhb, 20X 5 fFSLoLHRERR
BCE>THRUTHDZ LT, BFELODERE I - TCHFEh b2 THS (e g, Ma-
digan, 1969),

ChbDIExFEDDE, TR ~— VAL, BEOBRYHENEIBEEL, UV —%
A, EE L THBBOBRY A LAEN DS T28FTHHLELBRS,

V. Un—HIHROMEREBE

1. YV =y AR 5 RETE
REE, Vo= LIRREOBK, BHREMOHOHBCRETHIAHTHHLELORTEL
(e. g., Waugh & Norman, 1965),

FE, ~&Y) AR B HROE LN, ERECEFCH L RIELREIRS &
53mRY (overt) V ~—- A OEEASHVGTW% (e. g, Rundus, 1977),

L Lisdih, Z0X3REBRY ~—+ L0k, Geiselman & (1982) »3EH ¥+ % &
51, RO L HBMBESEXEA T 5,

1) ABEEYLEL L, Z0o»EHTEORFELXE TS (Einstein et al., 1974),

(2) BERREIBEUOHEL LoD, HRLFEK Y ~—rr3nicHBOBREYRE T %
(Conrad & Hull, 1968),

(3) BREIFKBHATA L) ~—~y 2 iET S (Kellas et al., 1975),

IHIL, ThBIMAT, RDO2EGEHTE LI,

@) Y~ = IRBHMROTEN - FHOMD T YTHEILT DR REEYND 5o BITE X,
R OBRBES ONBZIIET %, ‘

(5) AL\ TEICHE D ELEENN, VA —HFARH L TED L 5P RERIFLTNBD
Dy, Do Tisly, ‘

CO L EEND, SFUGRESE S GBI by, KB (covert) Y s—HAd
Bz BAvic—&k Y ~—4 L OB LD < s (e. g, Woodward et al., 1973),

35 A, Dark & Loftus (1976) % Nelson (1977) oo X 52, =0 X 5 foPIgER Y
N=HFNRY = FAEEABREOHHETCH - T, EREVEERE CE oLV EAN
HbBo L Lighb, =) ~—HLOWENEEN Y ~— 4L ICORRBEINDNE TR
THH5, LA, LY ~—FAHBCREBHY ~— L EREER Y ~— 4 &0 5 ER%M
%, FORMBOBFKRHAL TN & DF M (e. g, Shimizu, 1984), —kV ~—H A D X
D XWERC OB LB b, D LT, —KY A= FAREWT, RETHHNED
I BREERL LT B0 YHLMI LT ETH, BB L THEEBbhb,

5, ¥V A=A RW O F o HRC R\ TIE, XEYEofc b, BERAELMCER
Lich, 4 2A=24bF58EFL LTZRY ~—9ANE B2 bR, TIREREEL S T
b T,
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#ilzi¥, Geiselman » Bjork (1980) i3, —%kV ~— %A% 3EDOBSRE /v B & OHRE
L, B LTRET S L1k, —&k) ~— A CDORPBE LT 5, [Ffkic, Shaughnessy
(1981) =& (1982) i3, “k Y ~—Haw g s —2(bE LTE DL, TIRIIRETE R
Hhhinu, ‘

ZDE B, TV ~—H1i2{E4%l{b (organization) ¥5#{t (elaboration) t\>-57:f
BTEEIXLDIENTETHY, ThLOWRLBEBESTHHRLED T RETHAH 5,

2. BEBOWELIBE

TR X 51, —RY A~ —FARETE, EEOBNRNMNETHY, chicL T, =
KY = HAREBNTUL, EEORNHBEHNEDETHLEELLNR TV 5,

DX 5 EEEONEE : LT, Rundus (1977) = Glenbergl Adams (1978) i1, Jt#E#H
B BFoEL) OFFEIEDTHDEFE LTS, LirLkdib, ZhbOHRIT VT,
FRIEREORBENTLNE > B REFORF LTZT, V) ~—rAEBhEhiZdorEsEb
RTHB00REE = £~ L LTRAHY)TH 5,

Zh@px, Naveh-Benjamin } Jonides (1984) o X 5ic, V ~—vA{EBIPIC B ER - I8
ERRRICHHREY AR RT3, TORGER2RE T 5, EEOEBLHRIET 55k
ELTEE LV,

L2L, 20X HAERERWT), EBEZAUE L TCWARETTH-C, EEYEERELT
WAHEDTRIEWZ EREIR L TELRT T bt

s, Vo —AROEEYEERELCHIEL LT, Imhoff & (1977) < fi4 (1982)
NREF LR 5, Imhoff & (1977) —ERFRTHIHEEFEEXELHZ LR LT, ¥4, BHE
BRFEY Ao (1982) BBERETREBFEXZHARTANLEVLAR LT, ThZh—K
Vo=V EBROEBEOBEBEL T %,

L Lighis, Z0X5hFEREEOER TR, LA, )V —vAEBoUBOEHAE
X TWBREEENAKRE V. IbICEf, Craik (1981) 2EHLCW2 X 51, BE OBRERL
ARG TREFORCOFEH E LBl 0 b, FRENAE CTHEVAELYTSRCIE, &
BRBELDBELIRBDOEH LT, BWABCEWTIL, BEYELEVWTIHTL L FORE
NI biwbTHs (Craik & Tulving, 1975, EB5).

ChoDIENDHLARIOIR, HLETHIEBIZKRHLLOE LTELTHIRETH
Dy, VA—HAROREDAHHIHEE IhBARETHH 5,

3. U= AZhBHR

Vo= IR DHEHE, KESEBMRLIESEMRICHT bR, BEOWRITIFERC
HBrLicwv-oT (e. g, Watkins & Peynircioglu, 1982), AFZ-CIISEME o B iz ouw
TORERT %,

BE, V- —HAPRCENT, VA —H L INBEEHHOBEAERBCA RN L DITED
THie, TOHFERBLFAYHRE LTHE>TWB, Lisl, Vo ~—vaAnle o B &
(BREEFBOBAIIFD) BECHKEOWTWEZ &I, X (1968) oiEfHegoFcdiow
ZETH D,

—RY = A DPFFEDOF T, Glenberg & (1977, & 3) (ZEMML, HiE (1984) 334
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Y, ThEZhBEREARTER LTWSD, EbLORIISWTH, —KRY »~— 3 ERH
EROBM: L OFEERAR, BFCEVCTRED DR o1 2D EnD, DL —K
Y os— ik, MROBRN LB & BRIV E WS Z EXARE I N D,

LasLigih, —&Y »~— %A BEHB 2O SO OREOUEICEHR LT 50 TH 57 b,
—R Y ~=H N EMBOBRM L OBRYBRETH LR, 4%, LV —BULETHS S,

=7, TRV =ik, FORERENOELT, HROBRNLBHCKRESFELYRT
DETFHShZN, £0X5EMOBEEZRY ~—4 L OBGREHR LERRITED BIT,
L%, TOX5RPFRIAE TR 5,

i, R0 booBECinL, MWHMOBERLMEL ShiaETHH 5,

B2y, —BECRRINDEHS, 1FZBOBEE 2EULOBETIE, FOY " —FrD2A
THERDIERDDZLBbhb, Tiebb, BEOHRE, R~k sic, HAHOERS
BHO\LEZNET 2 L 5 HARBMAE (TkY) ~—4A) MBI ATREEIAE V., ZOZ
LY, BRENFOFEXDH LTI bW E VLI BEYR-TW3, BREBOHRETH
CRIDVPTVWEEL DD, flziE, BRFEEES A7 Dark & Loftus (1976) i3, <&
WEDY AL (3—5E) RPRECERLTY ~—H A 3R T5B, 2D L5 BE, HERE
PHEMOBMRCERETA L5 RY ~— A RBERCT S 2 e TaE L bh, cOoZ Lk
PEOLDOERZ R\ NT, V) = ARBECH L TRESELXHE > cBio—2 L LTELLR
B —FH, BRFEDOYE, Bradley & Glenberg (1983) 245 LT\ 5 X 51L, 2FEDFE
BARTH-Th, 2BEOFESIHBRINT, 2O hbELT, BRFFCRTUL, BR
HEEEV =D 24 735 E VBRIV ERBDbR %,

COWRTRBFEBEELT, VR FOBEBEPRSL, Vo - s FTLEECEEL NS
EBbh b,

e (1983 X, EN¥ECE\T, FHY A M ERRES S 7 ) BB LT\ BEC
i, TRV A—FAREZ b, VA PEBREAERMICEBRTE & ¥ AL RV EARE,
—RY = ARRIBEEEL, BRIEIINEZFEL TS,

¥ 7z, Watkins ¢ Watkins (1974) 1%, R BEREELHVT, SHEHLDLAEFTOTY
ALBOBODORICETHERY S 2 D4H4E, RECETHERL S LWL EOREY,
IFR & FFR i\ CHE Lire 2OfEE, IFR TV A F DR XDERYF 2 b
FinEh, #ic FFR TGk A FORIDERYE L bhieh o e flDIHRER TV, 2h
X, VA PORIBLLLREVWES, BREFEHEYAE TSI EATHETH Y, R
RO, TRTCOFHETIERY) ~—HART5DOHL, VA FDOEERbhro Tn5%
&, BREIFERBXFAE TS ENTE, FHEEB TE—KRY ~— A &T oD TH S
LRI N5,

DX, MREOLODBHCERLY, ITRRAH ) A FOBECEI LV ok, B8
fOBRLE Y ~—H3 1 L OBRE X ViR LT\ 2 &2, $EBUWEBETHBEBhbhd,

4. BEORIEE

Yo — B AFFRRIR &F, EEEBRICK\ T, 20 MRS YEEAMBROSLLNE A
WTHIEL TV %, Lavd, BACHEKE LT, BRIEREROE(LE X VBRCRRTS:%E
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L, BETCELENFRTE LW EWD, Wh@d AFEE4H (recognition failure) o=
% (e. g., Rabinowitz et al.,, 1977) #&x 2L, LFLIFROFHBEL D SERERE
THHBEXBEWER, LA, 202 00EE R, ZBECRLIEMYHBHTHLEELS
RETHoEBHRhA (Mandler, 1979 ; Einstein & Hunt, 1980 ; Hunt & Einstein, 1981),
LichioT, ZD02O00RFEHEE S F L F5F T, LERRO LD Y ~— 1A 23EEY
REFTONERF LT ZEBBETHA S,

3T, B4 GEFic FFR) o8, T0&LRERBETH Y, BROBE, HE ORRIIER,
BEBRTHD, L L, %kiifi~i- Geiselman » Bjork (1980) (3, BHEOE, WERTY
B, =)~~~ REERFOTEY - FHEMEAERLTAZ LoBBIREE LT\ 5,
IO L BRERRC L 2BRC, HEVIXAEFELER, FCRFNY ~— L ORE, T
A+ OFE A Morris et al., 1977) #3222 X » T, RBEEROFTEYN - FHIRH O
BEBAEHTH D L Bbh b,

¥, BERPHRELV o LEBOREFV ARG T, RIICEHREOKE S, BLE,
BRECORISHER, HEE, BERLLE, RELXRALAENLOMTEZ LADETHS &
2 bhb, chbiaiz €, Nelson (1977, 1978) oF 5 H 2 ¥ =, Jacoby ¢ Dallas (19
8D BAVWIHAEFAEE VS HEED, By THATRETHH 5,

EZAT, IFRHPERCFTS LRI T, ##o FFR 3B bhic &5 Z &2, Dark &
Loftus (1976) % Nelson (1977) iz k » TS h, BEDOPE Tk IER »fTbhicz &
A%\~ (e. g., Rundus, 1977),

LaL, —RY =9 ARRBI > TE0E 5D, THbbEROBAEDLDICHANMRREZ
RTCB0nE DR THDIE, IFR ZUBTH-T, & hE RBRRLDHOIIHYT
T\ Tr LA, Dark L Loftus (1976) <= Bjork & Geiselman (1978) o r 3z, IFR ©
HELERERC AR TRHETRETHA 5 (Bjork & Geiselman OFfFE T2, IFROFEX
FFR & Al 5B8RM 572/ Do

HED Yo, REFEOWUEECHEV TR LHMERND Y, ThbDo A ToERICARR:
BT, B8R T > T LERES L Bbhb,

V. 8bOIC

1960 LRE, VWb AIEHAE L\ 5 ELHH, BEHRCH LTRELFBELYRIELIEC
LRI HBR TS, FOX 5B OL ETIE, &dTHE AMIANERLZECL
BT2530LEXLANDTHolco £, RAXBREOCESM LV -eHEY TR, BB
ZONBOMES 2 RRENBIETCELLE LT, ZOABDHHCORREOEEY YT TE,
bbAHA, DEOMAFHIERBEOEELREERNTIEH 24, Lirl, RICHRSX 5,
A3 hboNE GESE®) YREENCHERAL TV A Z L2 TBh Tl bt KEisZ
ik, ThoOABOMLT2Fh ) ORICIEUT MEBIR] LTw500, EBRE TR T#
BRETHDLVH5Z LD THB, 2% b, EREOEL LIRS ) ~— A%, BRBRENR
BRUCIE CGERLUTHEATHZ LR W BBEDTH D, Linl, Baimsib, U ~—4 18
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