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Social working memory: The past decade and future perspectives
Sho ISHIGURO and Satoru SAITO (Kyoto University)

Working memory facilitates cognitive activities. Of the important cognitive activities within our daily lives,
social activity has recently attracted attention in terms of the specific type of working memory; namely, social
working memory. This paper reviews various findings from prior studies that emphasize both the neurological
and behavioral differences between social and cognitive (canonical) working memory; findings that underscore
the significance of the social working-memory construct. However, it is also evident that there has been a dearth
of comprehensive perspectives to account for the findings from previous studies. More specifically, the review
identifies four topics that have not been sufficiently addressed: (a) correlations among social working memory
tasks; (b) theories concerning the relationship between social working memory and social cognition; (c) distinc-
tions and/or similarities between affective versus social working memory; and (d) the nature of the representa-
tions within social working memory. Accordingly, this paper recommends tackling these issues as directions for
future research. In focusing on these aspects, it is possible that future studies might elaborate the concept of social
working memory and provide a perspective capable of integrating the diverse findings.
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T —% 2 X EVIEEMNETI O%IT 2 X 2 5. Fh b OARIC I 2 mE L RHINIEENC - 2NETT A H
D, HBEH CHY LN —F v 2 XV L THENT —F v 7 2 Y PITFEEH Y ED T 2. KX
BINEFTOHEBNT—F U ZXBYVHERZ L E 2 — LTz, BITIEOMRE, ANy —F> 2 xE) v (—fi%
M72) FRHIN D — % ¥ 7" 2 € ) OMERIER - TTEINEIR» b DERERE L, BN —F v I XE) VD
RS OEENE L RY. —/77C, SeAUE SRR 2 ATNCHI T 2 8L RT3 2 bIAL
Wizotz, iz, (@QFER OB, (bR ORIFRICEE T 2 BEEE, (OGN —F > 27" X € ) ¥ DRI
(BT —F > 7 22D T 2 HEHROMENICE L TFOMEI SN0 e e L 22 o 1o AR
i, 2O somgEo ke LT, FEl4>ORMEICIRHT Z e 2 #5352, o oIV e x
BLT, By —F v 22 VBERHERILSh, 2RBHIREHAET2HEE 525 ZerlifFsng.

F—U—F HENY—FUIRAEY, U—FUIRAEY, £E2FH, NMAnIVANVE—Tay, FI+
WEE—Fxy bU—2

Y

U —% v 2 % £ (working memory) {3 78 HI 75 Bl
DRITHICERZ RIF L TE L D0l EEET D
D, RENEHIOZTTA2SZ 2 % (Baddeley & Hitch, 1974;
Jarrold & Towse, 2006; = « 75, 2001). fEHAZEHSE
13, U—F A ) HEO D S EER# (Daneman
& Merikle, 1996; Peng et al., 2018), #{ %% (Raghubar
et al., 2010) < REIERIAE (Engle et al,, 1999) ¥ D%
R ARAERE O KA ¢ IEOMBB RN 2 e 2Rl
T2, 61, V=%V X VEHEEFCEY
224 Y RO YRy IRLTEOKNE O EOHIEH

rOMELRINTH Y (Kane et al., 2007; Unsworth
etal, 2012)", “an ability that we use every waking mo-
ment of our lives” ¥ \»H#12% (Logie et al,, 2020, p. ).
COESE, T-FU ATV RHBEEFOHLO S
MRANEE v S IcBl b o Tw 2 v BRI h T3

1) Kane et al. (2007) &, #8470 v 7EL Y, HE
EEICBCTe Y FU YR Y v BT T0 2 22 illEL
o, U=V REYVERORKIVEANG, T—F R
TUVARRO/NS NI, REARD ECIEETc<
VRO YEY Y I T RHEDDRC RSN
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(Logie, 1993, 2011; Maehara, 2017; %55 « 555, 2014).

RATEE) O 12 1 2 WIE B 2% 5 11 (Dunbar,
1998; Herrmann et al., 2007), fA7: B HEEEICE
WTHETFBNCZ C ORI 2 HI < e s T
\» 2 (Kahneman et al,, 2004). L 724%-> T, tL=ME
e TRBEY SN —F X ) —4H 2
U —% ¥ 7' X £ (social working memory) (Meyer &
Lieberman, 2012)—— %@t 4 2 2 ¥ id, v—F 2 7%
£ VIS L OISHT - HEREES H 3 2.

HENY —F > 27X YL, Meyer b O fMRI
W 7% (Meyer et al., 2012) ¥ L & a2 — #f 7% (Meyer
& Lieberman, 2012) % WS RICJL 25 0 % B ¥, FH
DB 22 RS (Liu et al., 2021), 5 32 0 BE 22 (9 4 5
(He et al., 2019), L= %1 v o M H O &5 (Meyer
& Lieberman, 2016), iz 1 Z M ¥ o B © # &
(Dumontheil et al.,, 2014, 2020) %> & IEHRFZTEIC BT
ZEtEE SV OER (Liet al, 2018) F TR IR TV
2. 2O &9z, Meyer b OWFZELIE O 104 - T, £
COMBNT —F v 72X VD2 INTE D, BifE
BRI — % > 7 X € VIRSER RS 2 0125 L 7R
HThrrHEZILNL. KX TIE, HlHiL, i<
OB & OHIERT 2 2 DO, FITHIE ARG
TREERATS . v, AT T RIS Twn
WHIZE EOREEZIHS 222 L, b DRty —*
VIR E VD SR RT.

ChETOURMT—F VI AT VUHR

B EBROILTIE, 20124ELIFTIC bR Y — F
YO XEY QR HVIZESUIA S 113 (e.g., Brown
et al., 2008; Lim et al., 2007). 20124ELLETO b F & %f5
¥ L7813, Noland et al. (2010) {30 %I
JEHENHEZ 7 —F > 2 X B ) HEICB TN T
BY, MiXPTHHAMNT —F> 22 DFEZHICT
W3¥. LA L, Noland & o F2ERHE T3, JEREZMH]
WO B9 2 AR O BER 2 (e, HEHRER R 2 b T 4
B o & 2 iloh & R0 4 Vi vs. ERIFGE I 0 Sl oh & 1F
DUEE) BRI —)5C, HhEMRRENC B L AR
FEDERD LN 0Tz, T DIz, Noland et al. (2010)

2) JEREN G v—F v X EVIZOCTIEEEZLC D
BV 22— ET 2. BAINT—F 22XV O
EFRLEETNVOLE 22— LTIE, Cowan (2017), Logie
et al. (2020) R 75 - = (2014) BB IF LN 3. F 1,
BN —F v 2 EVICHET 2R DL
v'a—¥ L, Oberaueretal (2018) 4B£1272 3.

3) (NI FEERETH Y, JIEERNHIHEE L b T
Hotz. BHETIE, 3O0ZEMO VTN DOLANEEED
FERERL B b o B - IR LI, RS 2 728 T,
DR Bin i Gme Eil e 2 2050 —F v 2 €
) OfERE Y S,
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Difeam D HUINE D < CIEHEER GRHIRD) v—F > 2
AEVIC F 0T,

b R ERRIC LIS E T, BT —F 2 o2
Y ZigamoHuoici 2, B EEEES Y L THREL
72 9%13 Meyer & @ 2012 4F O 1 7% (Meyer et al., 2012;
Meyer & Lieberman, 2012) 2] TTH 2 e EZ LN
%. Meyer & Lieberman (2012) &, Z#1Z TOV—F
VR EYVIHED D o1 F 5 RRAIN - IR AR O REF
PEEICO AN YT T e BT L, HRNE
MO BER OV —F Vv XYV BT 2 28
DEHELH U7, Meyer b3 & ORISR 2 (/67 L #2
ET2Re iU —F o 222 ) ¥ EXL, 20
PR NS SR VM T (T 2olb Rl

7438, Meyer b OHEMNT —F ¥ 72T Y ~OFHMD
FRO—D213, 20124 LLHTO X > 25 4 Y~ 2 (men-
talizing) 98l d 2 € ZEZ 615, Bl 21, Meyer b
13 “[a]rguably, complex mentalizing depends on some
form of working memory” (Meyer & Lieberman, 2012,
P D EHRLTVa., 272, AY2I4 VY ICE
WTU—F v R EYKRESHC LN 2 X O
L T, Meyer b3 Mt 2MERAIAR LT v X > &
TAV Y THRETOREPBIE TN 2] v v HIE (eg,
Apperly et al., 2008) I25 M L T\ 3. 753, Meyerb
DOWZELIFIC b, X > 254 Vv 7253 3 liEE
OREEERIEHEA TV (e.g, Van Overwalle, 2009)”.
Meyer & O 325 (Meyer et al., 2012) @ #7 B 1% 13, x
VR ITA4 VY TORAIAREE - BIES NS AR
Wom Ge, b2y —F > 22 € AR ITIHT
TG 2 M 2 FEE L 7c 2 i d 2 (Meyer &
Lieberman, 2012).

Meyer & Lieberman (2012) \3#REBIN 2 6 b &
M7 —F 7 2EY Zii LT\ %. Meyer b3, Hik
Mzt e LC Taiic 2 < ot b o=
ZEHOPICANTEL 28R D TR It A\YDB
BNERLFHOFICANTEL 28] BERBT(E
D, Z0 &5 BAEIEEINC B W OISR & IR
Fz o LEBET 2660 Ge, 2o —F > 2’2 T )

4) 1L, "M ARTHNVE—Ya VR RO IEE R
ERE T, (RN ROBME C REFOm & T3z <,
BFRRCER N o TwR e E LN 5.

5) Meyer & Lieberman (2012) Tidx ¥ 254 ¥V v 7if#
L TDLOHE (Theory of Mind, ToM) #RfEIC 4 & L T
WAL 20124ELTIS, DOHERE 7 —F Y X E Y O
HICOWTEL e L e a— Y LT, 56K (2006) 232155
n3.

6) A ORGP 2 2 B b5, Meyer b DZEF T\ 3
BB HENZBHTHZ b, HRNY -+
7' x & ) % HH Gl K (everyday memory) (Cohen &
Conway, 2007) DA LHEZ 2 2 bARETH A 5.



AR ST =% v 2 X2 ) SR

DR TH B RN TCRY, 2 LT, 2Ny —*
v ' X% % “[n]avigating the social world” (Meyer &
Lieberman, 2012, p. 1) ®7:» DHEJI ¥ L TRHEO T 7.

DIFFTUE, 20124650 5 2023 FEBI(EICE 3 & b &5
WCLIEHBNY —F 22 2 VIR eSS 2. 20
T =% 27X VISR L R EZRTH D, 1o
DR Y X— RHEDBTEET 2 b TldRal, s
=T TR BHEPH LR TwE. T,
(@Meyer & DFR T —F v 72 YFHE, (b)A1 4
nYAvE—va YRR CCEE, (o) Z oo
BUCD, B IO ¢ S 515 5
ey 2.,

Meyer 5 DR T—F I AE Y RE

SREDFEH

Meyer b DL 2T — F v 7' % & V) ##H (Meyer
et al, 2012) Tid, BHIHEOKADO AT TEHR L
THwoN 3., Zolk®, FERO2BEMEHCSME D b
ZMEASOKNCET 2 ERPIEE SN 2. ZEE
BB RANOZHIZEZ, S6IC100HKA Y FD 27—
W ETERNIOCTOMRFHEORHIE S Z 2 5.
Z4E, “funny” ¥\ 5 PARRREICOWTT, BInEO LA
“Claire, Rebecca, Kristin” 1Z%f L “85, 67, 75" 7% ¥ OFE
EfH %% 2 5. Meyer et al. (2012) 13, Shi#&E ¥ 1,
10 % DR NDHTT B RN T D 96 DIEREEED
PEEM R HRncUE L 7.

HENT —F > 722 Y HEO LT ORAUILLT
DY THB. HlDIZ2%0 54K DO KN DLW
R 2R3 h, ZERANTEREET % (eg, “Claire,
Rebecca, Kristin”). s> & HEIHTH 2 1214, TERE
MERBERENE. Z20%, MRRHE 2 62, 7
7 v 2 EHROBES BN 5. PR D 2R (%
HEAEHZ), BINEZ LD THRTO U~ 2 217
5. il AE, PEASRRE Y L C “funny” 2SBURSI NI
a3, &R “funny” ©HEHEY LR A O] 2
NEZ 2R LORTIT Y. BITORKIC “Second
Funniest? Rebecca” 72 ¥’ D7 n— 7R SN, Wi
ZIRADIEFICO b s, BhEiEF—MLi
&0 7 a— 7B 3 ERREIW 21T S . IERRHIET O B
GBI € IEB R 2 bt Sz, ROSIRFNIE 7 m —
TR B F =ML OB On S, EERIL, H
BSOS N0 2 HERFHEOFEEMICIES Labe, |
Hanz. #lzE, Lidoflcid “Rebecca” 133FHIC
“funny” Td 57:%, “Second Funniest? Rebecca” 13
Dby s e sER 23, B, 18ITTERS
N2H4HTOEBIIE L T, IEBFRDE T LIS A <
%2 2 e DR ST 3 (Meyer et al,, 2012). LI T
13, Meyer et al. (2012) IZ72 5\, T CE/RSIN L

WO T —F > 2 x 2 ) Afif (DEE) I3

Meyer et al. (2012) OHERNY —F > 7' X € Y FET
F, HENT—F Y XY ZHET 2 e BHNY S
N, R=254 %39 —%2 27XV (ie,iBHIMN
=% X)) OWEIFTON T ol T
WXL, Meyer et al. (2015) Tid, =T —F > 7%
Y CRHINY —F v XY REEIKT 27091,
AN — % > 7' 2 € ) FRE LB A S 17 (Figure 1).

Meyer et al. (2015) QREHINYT —F > 7' X € Y FHET
W&, PERSREE 048 D 1 “alphabetize” ¥\ 5 BURAE
ZbN5. BINER, REFL TV KADOHHE 2 7 v
77Xy MECINFEZ 2 2R bz, filzid,
“Claire, Rebecca, Kristin” ¥ \» 9 JIHEF CHR S vz 440l
%, 77 7y MEIZ “Claire, Kristin, Rebecca” ¥ .0y
O~ Z 5. BITORZICIE, “Rebecca: 2nd?”
RYDTn—=THERS N, W~ Z K ANOAHTONE
BT 2 IERRHIW AR b 2. IERRHINT O Bl 1,
AT —F v o x v ) HEEARRC, SR C EER
ORI NG. SEREERFFL 7 v 7 7 Xy MIEIC
WEZ 2 20 L, Y —% v 222 )R
NO—fRI72 T —F v 72 YR TLHVLNTED
(e.g., Fougnie & Marois, 2007), Meyer et al. (2015) ®
MY — % > 722 ) FER 2RO —fRINE T —F
VIREYHECHISH DL DTH L. 728, Meyer
et al. (2015) ORI T —F ¥ 2" x £ ) FHEIZ Meyer
et al. (2012) OFE L EAMNICHCTH 225, Tu—7
DERHI T — % > 7’2 & VB [ UIER0 b 012 E
INTw3. filz1E, “Second Funniest? Rebecca” ¥ \»
5 7’1 — 713 “Rebecca: 2nd?” ~AHE I N 3.

2015 LIBE DRI Y — F ¥ 2 X £ Y FFIE T,
Meyer et al. (2015) DR T —F ¥ 7' X € Y L
AN — % v 7’2 2 VEL O 2 Hikstho
BzEc b MH ST 3 (Krol et al., 2018; Meyer &
Lieberman, 2016; Tabak et al., 2016).

Meyer b OFBEORH L L C2mipBT N3, F—
12, Meyer et al. (2015) Ot T —F > 7' x £ ) ##
CREAINY —F > 22 = U BHEICI L T, R LT
EURSN A0 7o — 73 EE TEFE Mo w3
HTH3. HilZiF, “Rebecca” ¥\ 3 [al— DA L7
2200HBHETHCONE. Zokcs, FEOMEIC
& 2ECE, BRI~ OB TIER L, v—*
¥R E Y NOMZHERO R B L KL T 2
EHEALNG. B, BRINZULHTOR T 3
IET, U—FYIREVAMEISNT A Y v ZIHE
TEZRDHB. BT —F > 22 Y HE L B
Y —F v 72 ) fECIIAEER R 2 709, #
RS 038 W R T O TG B 08 Vg, AR
O THEORDS | OECE KL T2 HHENE L & 5.
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Figure 1
Meyer & DAY —F > 7' 2 € ) B A) CERAINY — % > 7' 2 £ ) EB) O 1T 7O ORI
A sicila
Claire BR
Rebecca

Kristin BiE

funny
4B SO—7
+
1.58
Rebecca: 2"?
6%
4%
B [sE=Eld
Claire BiR
Rebecca
Kristin BiE
alphabetize
4% s0—7
+
1.58
Rebecca: 2"9?
6%

Meyer et al. (2015) % JTiZfERK.

ZOE I BTHEEREZRGIT20DI1cb, T—F 22X E
Y Efii e O RIS TENE O RS S ) RIS 2 Thi S
WBEMTH 2. &1z, ZAZNOBEIZE T8 X b
Vw2 —%v X EYAMOBIELITY Zvick
h, =M —F > 2 x ) &R RRNNY —F >~
7' XV EMIIHGT 2 K Ot b .
BohicHaR

Meyer & O #E & 7o FE» 6 1% 6 e HE L
MRERENMA e LT, HEMWy—F> 222V H
IS L F 74V E—F 32 v 7 —2 (default
mode network) DIHFHEDHIGNZ. F7 v bE—F
v bU =23, F e L CisEn N MR (Medial
PreFrontal Cortex: MPFC), # L CRERGES, #&iir iRl
(PreCuneus/Posterior Cingulate Cortex: PC/PCC) % &
LY INZABER Y b —2Th 2 (B, 2013a;
Raichle, 2015). HUlLfIcid, F 7+ )V FE—F % v b
T =213, ZFC BRI TIFO LRI 50T,
WIEEID S Y, ARERTRCTEEIAME T 3 2 Ik 2 45
¥ (Raichle et al,, 2001)”. —fRAIZEEHI T — % > &' %
TYHEOFTHICE T, —F 2 X ® ) HMI
IBLTCF 74V bE—F32y b7 —2ZJ8T %2 MPFC
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4%

DIEFPE T T 2 2 ¥ ST 3 (McKiernan
et al.,, 2003). —/5C, Meyer b DFRMNT —F > 2" 2
TVHEICECUL, BT —F v 72 ) ARG
CTCF 74V bE—= KRRy hU—2IJ8T 2 B0
25 1575 2 (Meyer et al,, 2012, 2015). #t&MH7—* >
FAEYVHECEANY —F > 72T YVHEE T
Fiv>7z Meyer et al. (2015) 1&, MPFC ¥ PC/PCC#3th2
MY —F > 7 xE)EMISC THEBID LS L, B8R0
V=% A VAMISE TGEHBEF T2 2 ¥ 2l
HELTCV3., ZOEIRTF 74V bE—FRY bT—2
DIEF D2 — 1%, BT —F > 72 %) HFRHIN
T—F VI REYCRL [N Y b T =218 DK R

7) WHLINIZIE, FT AV R E— Ry b U =203, W
BEYDR=254 VIEWERT 2y b7 =2 THD ¥
SN, AR, ERRANRD 6N 2 R TRIC
FIANWE—F Ry FU -2 OEHDE % 3 LS h
T 2 (BT i, 2013a, 2013b; Smallwood et al., 2021;
Spreng & Andrews-Hanna, 2015). Andrews-Hanna & %
BEF S DL 2 —"T1H Meyeretal. (2012) 253N TH
D, BT —% v X VIHROAGITED T 7 +
WEE—=F Ry b= ORI ERNCEE Y 5 2
Tw3eEZLNS.



AR ST =% v 2 X2 ) SR

LRNTVARIYERTLOTHSE (272 L, iy —
FUOREYVERANT —F 2 ZRAEYDF—N=F
ZUZDWC, Meyer etal. 2012, 2015 & BR).

FI7ANWVEE— R 2y b7 — 2 3 E3H v o B
biEM S TE Y (Spreng & Andrews-Hanna, 2015),
HENY—F o 22 VHEICBIE2T 71 v FE—
K3y kv —2 OFEE) b 20 ¢ BE T 2 ATRe s
EZoNB. EBIC, HENT—F 2 x® ) ARFIC
£2F 74V FE—FRY b2 OEFHL VO E
FoMAZE, MRS ORAEEEE ¢ EoHE %
b, 54 Lo & —#58 (Director task) % 7o 1k
S 2 TS 2 2 e 23D o 6T 3 (Meyer
etal, 2012, 2015). %7z, @BFINY —F > 2% € ) ilE
DFERHHIL: ETb, BNy —Fv 222 ) E
FITHDOF 74 v b E—F Ry b7 —2 OIEEL~vD
AEPHEN R Y b7 =254 X (eg, KADED ¥
Bl 2 v b3 N T3 (Krol et al, 2018). Zh
5 OfRIE, HENT —F > 7 x T ) HEORKTHHE
B 73 FRHTEEN T d 2 ¥\ 5 2 R RRAINC S H T 3
LDTH 3.

Meyer & O #E & FH - 72 IR R 2 B TR o0 )
ED NS - TV 255, BB ¢ o2 E
OME R COTHNAR D R E Sh T3, 6
L, HENT =% 2 x ) BEO EEROMANE
YN Ry U — 24 ZIZIEDHE & (Krol
etal, 2018)%. &7z, HEMU—F> 22 € 8L
Wik L—=v 23, HARESEREORE Y M LS8 2
(Meyer & Lieberman, 2016; 7272 L 7 —F% > 2" X € b
L— = ZWEA~ORCHIIRET e LT T L3R R
fth, 2019).

Meyer & OWIFE 7 )V — T HRNT —F > 7' 2 € Y
ReHELT0BIehs, BN —F> 722 VI
J%I2 3B T Meyer et al.(2012, 2015) O #EIZ & < FIH
SNTEIHETHE. 20, ZoFE»LELN
TEREERIER - TR RO AERS H B T IR
TRIZETH53.

NAAATAIVE—Y a3 VEIBEBW-E{bE R

SREDFEH
MZEREITAZEC B VT, N ARV AVE—Vavid
2l e LA Hy ST w2 (Pavlova, 2012;
Thornton, 2018). #&MNU —F > 7 X E YFIHIIE
T, "M FuThveE—ya VHEEEEEA C LZE

&I&

8) i SCHIT I FRAE BAE IS B L C “performance” ¥ FH 241
T304 THY, RICKHPIEEROES b 2HFT 2
BATH 2. FHCHERLIC A, ThRIEEEY
89 ¥ 0% %157 (Krol, S., personal communication,
September 29, 2022).

{E# RS (change detection task) IF#EX Y — % &~
TRAEVHEDIDTHEEEZLNTWVS (He et al,
2019; Liu et al,, 2021). A Fu I HnvE— a Vil
PR G HE 2 78 0% 3, RUEEE O BR
e HAE OB ER CREAK D85 X — 2 BEDTT
bR, TNE D5 X — DB 2 B R R
FLTE . DURTE, #HA L T Shen et al. (2014)
DO ¥ Ding et al. (2017) OE L FHH T 2 53, Wi
M CHEAKD NS X — 2572 5 2 I FEESHET
Hb.

Shen et al. (2014) OO AT OFAUILL F O Y
Td % (Figure 2). FI&ICHEIHIZ 2D DT ERI N
% (eg, 67). BMBRERINIL200HTEHIC
HL TS0kt 2 EH» R b3 (eg, AL, %
7%, AL, )Y MEEENG, MTEEL TRk oh
1O N 75 Y 2 EHEOERE, NS4 FuT v
T—va VD 1O 5 50RIFICERS NG, Bl
FHRERINEAA T vE—Y 3 VRO
115. 201, 77y 27lifEECT, N4+ rIhv
T—varorun—T7HE»ERIND. BINEET
o — 7RISR T ROR S N I B F — L
WEDITH. F—HLL 7o v2HE»HYH, 10F
FTu—TORRYH 3 (eg, 27). OHEIHITO
BANCERINIHEFD S L 128U r 0% % £ —
L TITS.

Shen et al. (2014) OFRETIZ, Nf AT hvE—
> a v fili# 13 point-light displays (Johansson, 1973) IZ
EOEURS N, 120)CRANm LR B { Z ¥ ToNg
0y ANE = a VHESHRK S e, BRI,
Vanrie & Verfaillie (2004) O 57— &2 X— 212 3 [Hiiz
HEeld¢, Yv 792, farefil, #iclia, 5-<
Friks, 3y 07508 38HCLNE. 72
B, WS, SN Ao hve— a2 VRIS L

SRR 5 AT B AT D SR AE T B oI

9) Shen et al. (2014) DZINF ZHHILREDLLETH Y,
OWZETRPERC & 2PNl B2 6N 3.
I TRHAAREZHCTHIIL T 2.

10) Shen et al. (2014) ¥ Ding et al. (2017) T3, #EHIElH

AMITEEL TR bhic BFETr—T~0HWi7 =4 X
ML EL). —/T, Gao etal (2016) Tl&, A 40
ANE—YavyDTa—TREPERINIERT, &
I SRS 2 ke 2 Z v T E T,
FHICHR Lo 25, MEliflzibd 2 2432213
WFZeflci72 2 2 v e fEEMH o B4 Ao hov
E—va VHHMORBIL e REHIB T 2 57 v ofl
HZHAET2 2 Th b ¢ 0EEZ137: (Gao, Z., person-
al communication, September 13, 2022). Z® 7%, Gao
5 O TSR Z Ik 2 24 3 v 23, NA 4R
VHANE =T a YRFORFS R TE B CRD,
ZZETHEHMASh TRV EEZLNS.
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Figure 2

21 B 2S

NAF RV AIVE— a VHlEE 2 ERHRE O REZX

BFO2R ERR BMI#

0.5% 0.3% 0.15 - 0.35% 1BINY

BMZO—7  BMIEZZHIMT vy P IERRYUMT

2R

Ny,

WL 0.1%

K DOBMIENA T n Y AnvE—T a Ol AL, BM 7 o—7, BMIEZRNIK,
&, 1RO & 723 0EE < 1T dh - 1.

FTERI N, BMAEHOD LRI
L.

Shen et al. (2014) OFFETH LRI ANA A v I h
WE—va vl zenensrLicboThHhh, F)
SOMICHENA v 2522 avidze. iz, T8
T ¥ 5L v ) 2o s oicHEal A > &
I vavidise. —AHT, T 32 2 2%40AN
BOHENA v 2523 a v s 4 FnY HvE—
YavbEZIL. LUTTWE, a1 rs252vay
BPEUNA AR I AVE =Y a YRR I HTE O]
¥ LT, Dingetal. (2017) DI 1 OHEL MRS 2.

Z OFEICIE, Interactive-Two 244, Noninteractive-
Two & 1, Individual-Two 2% f:, Individual-FourZ& ff:
MEEN, FFTCICERIN LR ORE,S R 5
(Figure 3). Interactive-Twos&ff T3, 1 v 252 54
TOHEZNAA BRI HNVE—Ta Y DRTHP2OERS
N3, RBECHCONIA Y 252574 TDH B4
BYANVE—TavDORTIE, RO 22, 2T 5,
Z%ET 5, X235, s 2, Ka¥Wele, &
T Tho12. ZhboRliE2o0 (ANMo) B
PZEEINSEET 272> TE Y, BiaofucEH
T3, GRtT4o0FFHERENS.

AR T4TDHEINNAFTRIANE—TayD
7O 08 & %2 v 3 2 ¢ T Individual-Two 5& 4
¥ Individual-Four &t 0 72 & ORI AER S 3. Z
NOOEMTIE, 2027134005 > & ol
ECHmIC AR RS 5.

Noninteractive-Two & T, Interactive-TwoZ&ff: T
Hubhiex7Ho# s e AWEA3 8T, 1v&5
254 TDBCRTBERSINS (eg, ABECD Y
1225074 7DHZBEIORT7IHL, ADYCBY
WIAYRI T A TDRORTEER). 2051,

Noninteractive-Two &1 T3, HaFT4DOH) S 3 ER

11) EBEOfili# % Ding et al (2017) @ supplementary materi-
als THERR L 70 ¥ 2 A, XM CRAEET 4 (conversation)
YEET (talking) v zn'c VB FLE, WiE o ChE
LTHY, BEHIE-> GEL T HTH - 1.
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B IR o fi R
Shen et al. (2014) % JCIZ/FK.

&5, Noninteractive-Two & ¥ Individual-Four £&ff
DL LTHLEIOEII45TH 355, Noninteractive-
Twoskff3 4 v 252574 TDRC2ODE S HRT ¥
L CZERIIC a3 A (712 SR S 113 s Individual-
Four &f v 13575 3 .

Ding et al. (2017) OFEDL, Sidiod Shen et al. (2014)
AR, (D227 o 5ok FEIH o), ()
HHAY 77 v 27O ER, G4+ nIhvE—
va vHBoORR, W75y Zlmo SR, G A
FRIYANE—Ya DT a— RO SR ERE
Wi, (6)7 7 v ZHiEdSER, (DT a—705R
YIERRH e o TH B, B, TOPETH, A
1Y AnvE—Yaroran—JHiH31 o008 s T
HYH, RZTOERIFITDIR TR,

NAFaTHVE— a vl RREEE N
LR HFRE DR e LT, fthoZ (bt e 033(%30
UDBEHTHZ BT ONE. Z0ld, FEOH
BEPHREBZEES eI, ddEEFOERYZ RS Y
THEINR G RIS RE TS 2. HlZE, 2
HiEO M EIEE 2 BRL S e A A n Y HvE— 3
VI, RN S Od B, By FICTE Y
T, #iMRRETE 3 (eg., Ding et al, 2017; Gao
et al., 2016; Shen et al., 2014). FERSAM ©HfHlZ& o L
BUC BV, IS ORE D7 Wﬁ%*%"@%*%o)ﬁﬁﬁ
WHBE 525 5. MHMEOREDRS S ¥ 2hic
DL RSEFOBEO S E 313, EREFICEY 3 70
£ R Ge BT —F 2 X EY) 2MEI¥ 2 LCH
WRHMRZE529 3 vE26h0s BIZE, WL
RERE T2 S ¥ 72 Gao et al,, 2015).

5 12, ZEMHRE R Fvie 7 — 21 LT S

INFELEISTTRETH 2. Hl 213, 2t
0)?"— 220 L Tid, Cowan @K (Rouder et al., 2011):
KE=H#Eoty h¥9 A4 2Ax(by FR-T 5 — VAT
S—2B) L BT —F I AEYVABOHE L AT
bDNTV3. K4 A n T anve— a vllEER
EHEHEICH AR Er» 6352 57— 2Tk L
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Figure 3

NAFaYAVE—Ya VR O EEBRHEREIC BT, 4 v &2 Y a v OREOREORERX

Interactive-Twosf§
BEOK: 4
AV959vav:EF

Noninteractive-TwoZ&ft
BEOHK: 4
AVIZoav: &

Individual-Twos{§
BEOH: 2
A5y av: &

Ding et al. (2017) & U Lu et al. (2022) % eI fERK.

THHEHREETH 2. KEXHV2 T, v—Fv2
X EVABOHES Y —F v 7' 28 VAROFENELE
JET &% (Luck & Vogel, 2013).
BohicmR

NAFRrYHIVE— 3 YREE T2 bR R
26150 N IRERFEIAIR Y LT, Gao et al. (2015)
¥ Luetal (2016) OHIR M5 2. EEG% v iz
Gao et al. (2015) &, N4 AR I AIvE—T 3 v DFD
RERT (e, B8 3 N2 O 126 L Tudliil (mu
suppression) 239 % % Z ¥ # /R L 72, Gao b 3 pudliii &
I79—=a2a—RY Y RTLDEHOEE R, N A
FuoIANE—Ta vOREPIS—=a—mr IR
TACZALN T2 CRL -, &7z, IMRI% v
7zLu et al. (2016) 13, ~"A A v I AE— a vHlIH
DR I, I 9—=—a—nryyRFaIclb
A OEIISE X 2 e ML T3, TRH0
PR RARFZE1E, Gao et al. (2015) 233 9 —=a2—n
VGBI 4B (uildD v Twvw 2 2 ¥ % Lu
et al. (2016) WRFIRFE X—2 5 4 > ¥ L CE b il
ARG OHTIZ 720 2 CICHEEDSRETH 5.
NAFu T HvE— a YRR 2R R
D O N MRREFE IR G S 2 hiE Ss e

Individual-Fourff
BEDO¥: 4
AVFZ0vav:. &

/T, TEINAIRREEZ MG S T0s. Bz
1¥, Shen et al. (2014) I3E/RT 2Oy bH A X
125532 CEZ, KEORML Y #17- 7. B&
W& > TKIEDRAREBEDE Y YA X THEL 3 »
BANEDH 255, BIMET Iy P ¥4 XETHRA
@ Kfifi (K-maxfii) #:RH72 ¥ 2 A, K-maxfiio FHi
32 CTH o122 ZORER»E, N4 FuIhLE—
vavicRT s v —F o v VARIE, HOERE
HERC, 30 b4 TH 2 e EZ LN (eg, %
72 ¥ Fukuda et al.,, 2010; SaEdlBUCBIL TH4F v >
2 DRBE/RT H DY LTCowan, 2010). 7z, Shen
et al. (2014) 13 13877 CRIRFIC K 72 2 FREH O Il % 5K
T3IrT, THoAREMELE (g, A A RIS
WE—Ya v R2DEHIER2DODOEE 4D ORI % [H
FRCSRT 3). THo 2 —13, O, B rEioif
gt An I anveE—ya vofch z ) TLz

12) Kff ¥ K-maxffi (& 2 /"B 0 22 4 %21 2. Shen
et al. (2014) (3 E/RIE % 1RDICEE L 728585013 K-max
72.06, £y kYA ZNITIG L 72 BRI (NFD) i L7z
B3 K-max fli253.02 ThH - 72 C i LT 5. Shen b
3, BB RS G 2 b e Ay — %
VIREVRBEIIIDLLATEETH 2 CRIRL T 3.
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Wi, N Fu T hvE—Y 2 v OB S OMEHZ
NAFOIHNVE—Y 3 YORFCTET 3 2 2Rk

L7z. Shenetal (2014) 13, FidOTEEIRD» 64 F
DYANE—arv eI Fn I ANE—Y 3 vOF)
SOMFEPHADOX =2 2 E VI N2 v 2R
BLTw2. %8, HENY—F> 222 VHIETD
AP0 8h &l & 2 e LT cidz < iz
FEFHO—FEL LTl T 238 TA(ET % (eg.,
Wood, 2011).

NAF B I ANVE = a v OMRE 2 — I e 11 2R
TERORFFO—fY L THZ 2 B LT, N1 4
BYAINVE—Y a v ORFEDA S 2 O RIER O
FFthzewr e 2HALFET 5. Hl2
12, Gao etal. (2016) 13, "4 AR I HIVE— a v
2 O 7o Z MRS 351 3 K-max il O f A
75, BMAKIC & 2 Mt o KGR BT 2 Ko 2
a7 (Baron-Cohen & Wheelwright, 2004; Mehrabian &
Epstein, 1972) ¥ IEOMHBEER> e #/RL T3, &
512, He et al. (2019) 13 3% & 58 DR RFRE D K
e N4 Fa I HvE—T a YREICRH T 2 K-max {E
PIEOMHBEZFEO Z v #/RL T3, —/5T, 2O
BIBENI SN A I hvE—Y 3 YRS
3 K-maxfli Claigdke Lz, %8, BRisEk A 4n
YAvE—va v, BEO (E0) N4 Fey
TvE— T a YRR T 2 REIHEE T H 2. BT Y
BRIONA Fr Y hE— 3 RO ¢ A
B EO G e OB O 2 — 20, N Frdhv
=Y a YORFEPHZ ZE S ORFHCC ¥ E 60
52 DOHEBNEROMEEEL B 2> T2 2 BRE
T 3. 3512, Heetal (2019) i3, 3525 65&IC BT
39—F X YVARY K-maxflin» b REb - TE
D, KR4 550 M 2HU7s K-max B0 LA H S
N2 RLTCE. ZhE, —RIICLEDL S 5%
PEESHELEETIZ I Ik THE
(Callaghan et al., 2005; Wellman et al., 2001) ¥ —¥(¥
3. 20X 51T, Heetal (2019) OFEHRIZ, WA Y
FEMNZE DB S S, N AR I HNVE— a v DR
Fre 2 AMoBE L RT b DO TH 5.

HEMEROREE 2 # N2 ke L, R
HEWNA 252y a vl 7 2 2R
T232¥¢H#EZbLND (Vestner et al, 2019). 47 HF
"TWR, HENA V2522 avDdbbs N N{Fny
SIvE—a YRR RRT 2 2 TEER R
DAL 2 R E ST 3 (Ding et al,
2017; Lu et al,, 2022; AJE % JH\» 7o 6O BARESE ©
L TLLTF & 2 HEStahl & Feigenson, 2014)'”. Ding
et al. (2017) OBk 1 (Figure 3) 1&, tL&MA > 252
¥ a ¥ % & U Interactive-Two 5 T O d'ili 53, 2
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H21EE2S

A &35 %2 ar%E 7%\ Noninteractive-Two 5
¥ Individual-FourZ&ff & h bR 2 Z v 2oL 7. &
NOED3DDEMTIZ4ADOE S ORI E RSN T
VBRI T H o e, KRS 25
7 varvofRic L 2RlEREom ETthreERL
3. — 75T, Interactive-Two 2% ff ¥ Individual-Two
ZtroMICRdEOEBECZIER S g - 1 (W& T
FE SRS GRHAE R RS hBE CI2EE RS
folc®, SMMTRIBAMD L 3 2 v IcER). KiE
® HWAE» 6 1F, Interactive-Two 5& {1 T 3.24 1 o 8 X,
Noninteractive-Two 5& £ < 1.881fl ® #j &, Individual-
Two kT 1.67M DB &, Individual-FourZ&{F T 1.99
OB s »RECTIZ e RrMBIni. 230, @R
AR DIREETH 2 d D & 38 SR OHEH E 72 2
Interactive-Two 5& 4 ¥ Individual-Two & {4 T i 1 i #
DHARETHZ ZeRdh, dEAROENTH 2
KA %> & |3 Interactive-Two 5& ff: T Individual-Two Z& {:
DOBLZ2EOH S L REFTI 3 ZermEI N (e,
3.24/1.67=1.94)". Ding et al. 2017) i3, Z O#ER %,
MENA Y2520 a v 2 BU200F S 100
Zv hr2LTErdLNZ VI F ¥ »F 2 (chunk-
ing) 1ok 37 KAV F—UnH bR R L.
—HT, TOFXxEVIIELDT BNV TV
SLLTeANA Fu Y AvE = 2 YRR O T BT
L7z, Ding et al (2017) OEER31E, B L7214
OYAIIVE—Y 3 YRR LSRR O RS 2 1T
7o e, FEER3TIE, FEER1 TR S 2u7z Interactive-Two
Z& 4t © O d' i A3 Noninteractive-Two 5& f ¥ Individual-
Fours&fF & W ENZ v W HMERIGELC k7. 3
51, Ko B2 513, Interactive-Two 2k T 1.36
il ® &) &, Noninteractive-Two st T1.16{f & &) X,
Individual-Two Z&f ¢ 1.15f ®#)j &, Individual-FourZ&
T LI9EAOE) S BRFFT S 2 LR S h, FFTH
BREOAROH) SRS HEEE ST s 2 eaRans:.
HEMNA Y2522 IldbFrrFrrOxh=
R LB LT Llu et al. (2022) b 3. F %

13) 22 TWIHIRHBNA v 252 a VId2EOHEEH &
CHEREL, HENERTHI CBETSZ. 2O
O, 24 > &5 22 a VIl B KN R, RN
TWEMOMRFHCET 2R THE VR BIEAI. L,
COBEKRFr Xy LRSI TEY, BEOR
BRI CFRE e o LA X A =2 o bt S h
A0 LIVigw.

14) 72720, BEICKIED ERdt Y S04 XIck B,
Interactive-Two 51l (£ v b # 4 24) ¥ Individual-Two
Stk (v R A X2) OKMEO LD A Tli37 <, Jek
DAL HDLETEET 2RESH B, 21z, (IR
OIRFF O EBEIRG e L Tid, BRoBNL S i1 F



AR ST =% v 2 X2 ) SR

VEVIOPERELBETI30THNUSE, EEYES
BREZTIICT, Fr o3y 7oshRIEEEYZ
33T THE. Lubld, "M A AnvE—Yay
ORI EREY B T2 MA L. 1T
R e R e T A e L CRERE (back-
ward counting task) »3, FER2 TRk~ —2 O
Y F 3 Y L CDuncan (1984) O W
57z, Duncan OFfETIE, HEORH (eg, K& 3,
B, a1 2—) 2ROBMKESHIT e L TER
INTEY, HEORELKIER2METHEYT 2 0D D1E
E Ge, MAR—2 01 puelivEZ bl Ehil
E20WFEBRICBVT, TRLLEY T 2HEORITE
T ThbF v v F V2L 25EOT7 EAY F—U13
Richlz. 3618, FYYFV 07 FAYT—VIEHE
BrEe 32 EORTORE L R 2 F5: 7,
F o v FZOMPGER SN L TR 2 2 v hRE
SNt Lubid, FryryFyropaEEeidMILTH
B Z 2 C IR R 8 278 - Tw 3 (ISR
O HBEIC DWW TR 2 Liu et al., 2021; Vestner
etal., 2019; Zhou et al., 2021).

ZAEMHEIIHEN Y —F v 2 X T VWA TN Z
TELIHCLNRTE. Zokd, HENT—F> o2
VAR THC LN TSI TFESER TR SN
A F vV HvE—a YRR 2 R e
fiofcREICBI Y ANS N TS, 20Dy s T
DRI “HBTEONR s DL < O THIHIR SR
SNTVDZCRRMNTH 5.

ZDMDRE

RKANOHHTR A4 A n Y hvE—y a v Rfle L
oL b, RNy —Fy o2 ) 2IET S
MBI VO b N 5. B 21F, n-back I BH
I % H W 72 398 (Thornton & Conway, 2013; Xin &
Lei, 2014), A¥)#% % attribute amnesia paradigm <
Wiz (Liu et al, 2021), SNSO 717 1 — V@D
Fl % v 72 38 (Zhou et al, 2021), GRHIN T — F
Y2 ) ORENBIETHZ ) —F 14 ¥ 7 AR
i (reading span task) ORHICIRZES & H 72
(Ishiguro & Saito, 2019) % K 7 < DX AV O AR
% 7z Meyer & 0% L Wil (Meyer & Collier, 2020)
23 3. LIKETIE, Ishiguro & Saito (2019) ¥ Meyer &
Collier (2020) (=2 CHEET 2.

Ishiguro & Saito (2019)

Daneman & Carpenter (1980) 12 & » CTHIF S vz
V=54 Y 2N HEERINT —F v SR E Y
R B THEICHEH SN TS HED -2 TH
% (Conway et al,, 2005). U — 5 4 ¥ 7" 2% v #HE
EHOTHENT —F v XY ZME L P

¥ L Clshiguro & Saito (2019) »3& 3. Ishiguro & {3,
EHGEEMAECH LN TV AR — 2 o &iil{k
(person-based organization) OWRE ) — 5 1 ¥ 723
VaRETHEER L 72, AR — 2 ofkilifkiE, A&l
WEHE 2 €2 v il Bokfiibz sy, fl2d,
NPotTENC B 2 5lid s 2 iR o e L THR L X
T 2 S B RDZEMED L, A—D APNBT 2
LS Y L THUR L XX b NYTOHIRIE K & K 2 2%
HTHENRESENS Z e sHIL T3 (Bless et al.,
1992; Hamilton et al., 1980). %7:, HaAIcH T 3 T
SIRTH 2 7 7 R (fan effect) B3FE—D ANPNICB§
BRlib S e H L7 BICHR T 2 e bl s T
% (Radvansky, 1998; Radvansky et al., 1993). D & 5
W2, NPremduiic e £ o 2 2 e e kiiic s
W, FAEREE O ER IR B T 2 TR~ 0T
BN~ — 2 O 2 /R AL T H 2.

Ishiguro & Saito (2019) 13, TOOWRT—7vo %
HT, 82202 v F—2 B TOORA % 5
HLTwaY, FayrBioFichrrofcl evd &5
ZHWEATETOTENCET 25l e ) —7 1 v 72
SNV ORECS e LT, FER T 2500558
ESh, MEXEPLZ2 e TO0OKH 2 N
fEs e, M— AWkftEcid, BTN TTlH—olkES
PHeo I BRI, TR »EELoLEE, T
L35 —7 00 LT, 90027y F—2 AN
e T B AM R B L T2 e, Fa Y Eodic
hofc) CEURS N ThucxiL, WAL T
3, TN TEBOBES O, iz, Tk
&, BN PEEA OGS, TG —7vo Bx
R, 82202 v F—2 087 BN GAN % 5
HLTw2Y, FayBEoFiirrolc] SRS
fo. 7w, 2—=rv FEBEEEEA TR, ST TR
DE NI HEETH - o (FELoflTcid 2y +—, %
DD, REE RN HAEY — T4 v 2
RIS, SInE»REscEy vt L, MITOREKIC X —
7y FEER MG T2 L0 TH o 7o CFRR, 2002
Tanaka et al, 2014). EEr1 0551z, H— AWEHT
BRI & 0 bENE S ERS e BoRL. 2
g, B AT, — AN E FUIC R
E e N — 2 0L S 72729 ¢ fiEIR S
itz (Figure 4). L2 L, sfTNCERS N2 SO
BUCEEAEDRH Y, Z2NHHHOEMORSL TS 214
MOBDBOE R VEMELEL S v U
WHAHRECH o 7. 2 2 CRER3 T, MELZEL CH
— OB b 2 Ml NI 7 ISR E S
nic., HEEAYIZEE TR, HUEES PR ToiliTT
SERINB D, miAOAMOESTHT 25RO
3, B AL D BRI OrERETHE CEZS
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HVDEANEZE 21825
Figure 4
NPy — 2 D RFHE O BERK
B— Mm%t
FIRAT $2RAT F1284T
A A¥2 A#12
5—5vbA  9—5vIB 5—5vhC H—5viD SN TS IR Z
BEYAYRLE
E1RAT SE2RAT $1284T
Avn A2 A3 A¥4 A4 A2
5—5vbA  9—5vIB 5—9vhC 54—y iD Y=y by F—Fvbz
ERAMRLE
FIRAT $E2RAT $1284T
A¥n A¥n AP
— e
5—9vbA  9—5v B 5—9vhkC H—4viD Y=y bhY S—Fvybz

FRRBITOMC R R T, %3, BEAMIAIECIE, IERPIIT Y07 Y 2 AISRIERI 0, BT
— WA R S N (e, F2RT L 12TOAN .

N3 (cf Hi— APettiz, BITNTIA—olER 2 H
whh, TR AP ). B
3OFERIE, Hi— NSt el \ISeiE & 0 & 3R
oEns Zv el 230, B AME&tosn
7o IE R A OB O RSP T T 2 RO &2 513588
WIESHS g o fe. B AR BTt S
ISP L LT 7o o, BESTICHE L 7c A~ —
ZDEHIEAEE Z o 7o e RS Nvic. — 5T, A
Zfhcid, AITHICH ClSER s RS hic oo, T
B ARRESEE Y, #ER e U CEm a4 U
7o e #E 2 bt (EAETFHIC-O W T Lustig et al., 2001;
Unsworth & Engle, 2007 $ Z). 738, WINofMf
WWEBWTLE¥ESR G 2 =7y FiETIER <, AR
¥ LTRSS NIHBED S HENARN VB e 5 2 125
3, HENERSEIICUIL S NE Z CRTIEED
1 (Liu et al., 2021; Lu et al., 2022; Vestner et al., 2019;
Zhou et al., 2021) ¥ —E(¥ 3.

—fRIN T ) — F 4 v 7 2y B CIIEAITN O S
PRABEEH D 72 0 & D WCER S d 7o o, BIBAYNIX S
CWEDLY, \M~OERDBLoXbEFENS (eg,
B, 2002). 2 b, —fRINZRY —F 1 ¥ 728 E
BN~ —2 D &Gb 2 HEH T 2 FMFR S Th2 b
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FErohd., UL, HEEBICBWTREEDAY)
DEME T —F v AT VIR T 25H 2 EET 2
¥, NR—z2 okt 2 55 2 Fii 3 3R AN
W R e B AHEED B B .

Meyer & Collier (2020)

SINEORN DX 2 FIE 3 2 Meyer b D tER1
7 —% 27 x Y #HHE (Meyer et al,, 2012, 2015) T
SNEH» 61536 e KAOMASFHEOFEEMIC IS L
BbuTIEBRHMoRESEE I N2, FHMERI 0
SEEMEEANIERED 2D 2 T e pTE T, IERRHIM
DR 2 BBIINCITS 2 e B TEI R v ED
& 3. Meyer & Collier (2020) 13 Z [ & 3 2 3
B LT, Fo<oBRAMo NEBEFEEHCIZH LY
PREERVERC L 7o, BN e - T, BIER 5% DAY
BT 2 ECEIE 2 HEE L 7o, o, S
5% 0 NI OBIR C AR, #os Bk, ZRZRM%
CHARR) 2R L. o@ilis o AV o M%EL
WY TSR My FEETHE>»D LN
T 7B, BMEI I/ 7z 3 KNG R R LT
Fv 72 Meyer et al.(2012, 2015) ¥ 1357 9, Meyer &
Collier (2020) 1Z4COBMEFIH LIA—D 5% D AN
(FI<OEGNYD ZHlie LTH.



AR ST =% v 2 X2 ) SR

T, PR LI ABBRICES S 2=y F AW
DREZREET 2 2 ek ohr. Hlz i, 2—7y
F IO KN 3T T 4 TR &R o T B BRICIE,
2—=4y NANILHELZI T 4 TR 20
SBURDH oIz, ZHUTHL, =2y P A\PIOMD %
74 TRIER - Tw B, 2=y F AR
Va4 TRERROC OB H T D H, fho
NYIORIE ¢ 2 D NPe o NEEE (e.g., K ABEIRvs. i
RHER) 1D E 2 =7y F \MIORRIEOREER(T
AR b

AR 72 3O 13T ORI T o ) ThH - 7z
I, ZEi SOBEET24»4% D NP ERSN
2. 254D NID S b 1HOEHIZY Y 2 EOR:
Wb TE RSN, OB E—7y F A
Thote. 2=y F NN O NYIOBEED Ficid,
FEmE oG] 2723 T FRSOFE o7 1 av»k
REN, YOI RY 74 TG 033 H T4 7
BIE RO e dRE N, HieT, 7o v Zlmos
TRH ol iITOREBIC, 2—4 v FAYOEHEE
REN, BMERZL(CTHRTT4 ) 642 ThH
RIT47) ODAERBED Zr — v T2 =7y 8 APDIK
18 OFEEE & [F5 L7z,

27D NP ERINBEE, 2—7 v SO A
M1 chzicd, TONMOEKE NEBRICES
&&=y P NYIOEREE B Th iz, 4% 0 \Yihs
ERENBLEBE, 2—4 v O30 AY 0K
CANEBEGREEERT 2T =4y F N ORIETE
Hifrbivie (KBNS i 2D A5 & 45 0 NP
2o COBRRNZFIREZITV, RN Z2 =7y AP
DREIEOFEEH 2 W5 T 3).

7238, Meyer & Collier (2020) DFET —F > 2%
TYHEICH, BT —F v 222 VRITEMIER
MM TS D 72, 20T, BIETEERD Y
W2, BAECERINE ANYIZ 7 v 7 7 Xy MECIE O
ABIEDRDLNTEY, BHRNT—F2 I XE) %
HEsafTThreEILNG.

Meyer & Collier (2020) 13 tt &7 —F > 7' 2 € Y3}
FOBZTICHE LT, WA X —2 ¥ 22 v iR
MRt (RER D ¥ BN E FH sttty ko —2
P4 X OBHOMG (ZER2) #17o 7. TR OFER
3, JEHENT —F v 222 VTT (e, 7 v 7 7 Ry
FMEOA T Z) ¢ ofIc B wT, a2y —%> 7
A ) HEORITH Qe BEEE) 1277+ v b E—
FRy hOU—2OE#EE2 &R0 851,
BT —F v X VEMIS LT 7+ v b E—F
3w b =2 OEHO FR LIRS hI Ry —*
VIOREYNFIANEE—FRRY FU—ZICKRS
NTV2 2Ry o o, BIoMEE Hvi

Meyer et al. (2012; 2015) ¥ —¥(§ 3. 27T, +k
2T —F v 7 x®) FEOREDSHEN R Y b —2
YA R EOMEEF>Z eRLe. —5T, EHEN
=%y XA VETOMEE BN R Y b — 294
R OMBNIER S N - T, 7, FIFHENT —*
VA VITORGE E AR Y UCRA L el ot
WKEWT, 2Ny —F > 22T ) FEOKEIZAEIC
HENR Y b =254 XEFALE. 2N Ry k
D= 2P A BN T—F > X)) OB ERT 2
N6 OHIRIE, Meyer et al. (2015) O % 72 Krol
etal. (2018) ¥~ T 2HDTH 3.

Meyer & Collier (2020) ®¥7 L \WFHREIE, FRERH D
BRI AUED T & 2 P2 TOBME I [F— O fIliK
FEURT S 25 (e.g, BINE C RO E /i $) 226,
Meyer & O LT OREO MR 2 WKL TW2 e EZ D
n3. 20 LT, Meyer b OLETOMEY HVTURS L
Tk @HBNY—F o XV EF 74V FE—F
2w kU —2 ¥ OBR (AR ¢ (D)t w —
FUTRXEYCHBMNR Y T =24 X OMGR (T
BIWEIR) DshED o b .

DL DOHENT—F 2V T AEVHAR

MEiTiE, TNZTOMBHY —F 27X T YIS
Zlba—Lk. IR TOMFICEBCTL, T2

D=V XEYJIRFOT Y ITLI - LT
WOHNTEY, HIFEORN T Ik 2 IR0 &
D, Frg 2 EEEESHC LN T, RNy —F >
FAEY BB LR Th2 ek ER LY,
TTZE D L1 5 NI ZRER IR, RN —F > 2%
) 2R T 5 ETRR2»ERCHRTHEZ. L
L, SO L e a— %l L ¢, SRR HE
ZELSDIERINT VARV WS FENSHS 25 72
EEZLND.

s OIEICE T, HENY—Fr X E
V& TR AP HEMNICHIT 285 252 21
WHEZ Y LTS 2 C e 3 RprE RV EEZLR
2. MEEES oLy Hig 3o 01213, @FER o
B, ftho SN ZEH e oE, OHENTH 3
X CRIENTH B e o, (dDHSEROMEE
2 HIER « FAEMICRE T 2 BB H B v EZ LN D
(Figure 5).

SR D REE

A EB DS H — ORSHEZ 2 WE L T\ 28
B3, 7o AN TEGRI - FRSEBEV YD -
foe LTy, EACHEBREET 21T THE. H
BUCRRAINN Y — % > 2" X = VWIZE T, HiEmm - F
BEPECDTEET 2 e EZ LN B2 D av
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Figure 5

H21EE2S

MERBE S ORERUEICINT T, Av b a—2 RT3 T2 hr b oy —F > 2 2 2 Y IZEORSH A

[@EWU—#DVXEU]

A*

Yv

HRT—FVIAEY

HIWEE

HENT—F Y IXEY O EBEKEE
e.g., BB - FRERMEDNE

HEWEROME
[ e.g. BEBRIE - REESRM:

~

(®) :

4

~

~
~

HEWEHA

HENEHB

FHRMTHA

K D/NCFDOT VT 7 Xy ML, AXHOREL 2 a Y icHsd 3 ¢ () ER o, (b) fho Sz e
O, (BN TH2 2 CRENTH 2 Z e DFE, (DSWEROME. FHRGEECEL R L, B

RSB 2 R T

TLw 2 228 iE (Conway et al., 2005) ¥ n-back
71 (Owen et al.,, 2005) DRI H DD IED
M 2> 2 e 2R3 X2 20 b6 13 (Redick &
Lindsey, 2013)"%.

BE LT, AN Y —% > 7 X € VT, HER
HfAIE (task impurity problem) bl I LT 2. @
RS R DSHIE T R ST s <, BREICES
DEITHBKML T3 eHEZ NG,  OMEEH DK
NHHET 2 TR OIS 725 2 ¥ 53
EAMIEE e PREn 2. FlZE, SiEMtv—Fv 2o xE
YERHET 2 D OFEIE, V=T 1 v 72V,
5 2 8 > B8 (operation span task), #4238 @
(counting span task) 73 ¥ OBELE Z 51, HE
TXICHARES () —F 1 v r 2oV D, GHEREN
(B Z 8 D, Bz LURe)) GHz v ild) v
Vo EHEORDLEUEEZILNE. I0k®, J-—
T4 VT AN VD A & o THIE SRR, #i
HRESTO D bRZBE L, MM SiEEY —F > /X €Y
WorrRadovidcaize, FEAMEEICNL T
3, EoEEE e s v e fiofc 7 Tu—F %5
, HEDHE T NS (e, M O L@ &
AR LTl igilas e sh e s, Lidofl
T, V=54 v 228V i, AN, G
AN VREOIER S WY T T, Sty —*

15) 772 L, tHBIO 98 S 22 6, Redick & Lindsey (2013) i3,
b OFE L [A Ui (Cinterchangeably”) T[T
SRt s,
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VIR EVICHIRT 2B EEE RO NS

AN — % > 7' 2 VRO BEEZHMAY LT, &
AL VBT, SRR ¢ R 22 M
AOEMOMRE LY b, SHEET—F o x Y CHER
P —% v 72 € ) MOMHMBEPSERICEC 2 ¥ HBHIL N
T\ 3 (Kane et al,, 2004). Kane & OBIZECI3, WLFHHE
S, L7233 Ly P AR VHEEY D —
FrUOXEVHEY LT, ALY VT
V2N YRR FIHR R Y LT T we, ok
&, ARSI 0 5 23 TR - T S 7 8 LR
BEOEmeeEZLNLY. 2hucbrrb o, S
Ty —Fv 2y eHEMEY—F 2 EVMTE
DERCAHBIASHERR S N D TH B 7. T D& ST,
MO - Thi PRV L b AER o o
FIRNC 722 SRS 2V e I T 3.
HENY —F v 27X UHIZRICBC TR, RNy —
Froxe) N OB 2 BE LRI R v e E
Z 613, il Z21F, Meyer & Collier (2020) DI,
Meyer & O LT O #H5E (Meyer et al., 2012; 2015) D[
RN 2 7o DI s8R M L 7o o3, Do

16) ¥ ¥ 728 VT, IREFRNEIO TR s HS ]
OIFFERE R LT, ZhucKL, a v 7Ly 2 228V
BT, ARSI A MHEBE DT T oEV b B B 1z
®, &M TOIFUEP RSV EEZLNS.
ST —F v ox ) e HEREY —F X T VM
OHGEPE ¢ AT, FUKISEE (domain generality) ¥ il
BE A (domain specificity) ORI Y LCHIG N 3. fH
o E Mt v R E A o v T, P - = (2014) O
& 2.

17)



AR ST =% v 2 X2 ) SR

el sBEomE 2 HoTidwiaroiz. Maiof
e niEoldEs sz dtE2lry ho—2 9
4 R IEOMHMERS v BEL»rHLNT V2 H DD
(Krol et al., 2018; Meyer & Collier, 2020), e[ o pii
DR % EHRRGT L 72283 & e, Do EE v
FLOBED Y S b 83BN —F v 2 x 2 ) 2HIE
TR HETHB e EZONS D, b OBERICH
B RS N2 2 2 HRENCRGE S 2 B H 3.
A5, N ArYAVE—Da YRRV
M ERE © Meyer & OFRBED ¥ H 5 L 5HE Y —F
VIRXREVEWET2HETH 2051, b O
2> e PRSshE. —)5T, AERH
MEEE 2z 3¢, HB—oMEZ o8 ICEHE DK
DWERZIZT B bEZ D B (eg, point-light
displays O#) & ¥ \¥)OEE2 ¢ OFERFEOE ).
INEZTOHARMNT —F > 7 2T VIR TIISHER
EPRESATEL. T b0MBIcECTE, Zh
FCRBESNTEILABNT — > 2 2 T ) FlE 11
FIHIL, R OB % LIRS 2 2 ¥ 3R+
BNIEA S S HIC, BNEEE O ¥ R O K
DB ERINHEE T 272010, o HkE S TR
EFNVEHOCEORZIT) e PEELVEEZLND.
ZOEIROMEEL T, HENT—F 22T ) iE
DA EHEEL THIEL T0 2 000HL 2Ry, e
Y —F% > 722 )V ERHELINZ v HE R LN 5.

DR ZEE  ORIE

BT —F v 7 X2 ) 3SR BT 2 2 v’
HESN, ZERBHENAR O RSN TS .
Lo —Cfitiiie & 512, HAHTE (Meyer et al, 2012,
2015; Meyer & Lieberman, 2016), #t&#* v b7 —2
¥4 X (Krol et al.,, 2018; Meyer & Collier, 2020), L/
(Gao et al., 2016), DO (He et al.,, 2019) 7 2 ¢ #t
2N —FvrxeY)OM#ENRINTS. /T
[F]— DRI P 72 2 FRRE O i © I & FF o 2213
ot shceie, FlzE, BLA»HLEY, N4
FTuvhveE—va v OFEBtENT Yy U =294
2 BET 2 2 % I WIIREAEAE L 22w

HBEHENT —F > T VIEL H 2 HBNERO
BT S v e 2 e, BRI R 0 A2
KL T3 rEZoh3. BN —Fo 2 E
Y RHENEHE LR AENTHIEEZLNT VS
73 (Meyer & Lieberman, 2012), #&v—F> 72 €
B EIEEINC BT MAlE B I R>T0W300] ¥
V9 BRI DI 7 m € 2120w T R e &
T (ko Mt2MEROMEl v 27y a v
BIR). Zhr b OMKICBCTE, @Ry —F%
A EY QBN Tk 2 2HBL, Oy —

F VAT LRI OEE T T 2 M2 W
BRAEMHBIEHD. 2D &S I IEEMILICR L
T DHBNERETIRT 23202 ¥ v fvic
BHrH52c#Er005.

Fr, FRROMCIZ T D & 5 IR % 5= R
TRE»] eI HLERT 2. chiTots
Mo —F> 2 X YVRE, 2N —F> 22 EY
DB ENAR e EE L, BRI —F v o x®
DZ DOHARNER B L 2w e 2RL TS (eg,
Gao et al,, 2016; He et al., 2019; Meyer & Collier, 2020).
AN D — % > 2 X £ Y A S RBER 72 ¥ 0 iR O
AR B2 F D Z 3D IRLRIN T2 0D
(Daneman & Merikle, 1996; Peng et al., 2018), #h=Hy
U —% v XY HRHMEO K (e, IEEEEED
CHI A mn s e e, My —F v 2 x Y 1clt
N, FHED G Z RS h Tu v e EZ LN 5.
HENT —F v 22 ) CBHINT —F v 2 Y OH
WM ERPAROT 2D, HARNT—F 2 7%
Y FHINT —F > 2R ® Y CHEMER - JEEE
LR OFEIRBH—TF DL 200U —F v X €
VLS ORI Z 4 (convergent validity) ¥ FRHIYZ
1% (discriminant validity) —— & #GiE 3 2 B D 2
72A9.

HENTHE L ERIENTHE L DRE

INEFTHWY ETRHENY —F > 72y HET
(3, R B ERO K2 S Twi
Wb bE v, il 21F, Meyer et al.(2012, 2015) Ot
2NT —F 2 7 X2 ) FETIIRAOPEREHEICE T 2
UEEASR & & 723, “funny” 7% X OPERSEFEL & 2>
DFNENIS e BB S S rREtksd 2. #
BXiZ, Meyer et al. (2012) %3 72 PEAE REME 13 Dumas
et al. (2002) D AWIRLIAGE 7 — 2~ — 22 5 BEH SN T
BY, IOF—2_—23EEN L =27 20D 3
7f (emotionally-toned words) & ®H LN T/, S5
12, Meyer & Collier (2020) T3, BEFELITI ¥
EHBINECEENRD TE D, FMEREE T RY
TATRCLATT 4 TREIELRT T4 a2 ERLT
Wio. &7, NMAuYAvE—Y 3 vORREICELT
13, point-light displays iz & 2 Y526 TH - THL BN
BHRNYORELFAMS e TEDZEBAILNT
$ Y (Clarke et al,, 2005; Dittrich et al., 1996), /31 41
I HvE = a RE Ao 2 ERIHBER T b
ZINE AT S 2 OREIBIWILIR 21T 5 WREMEDSH 5.

T—F Y X VHIRICECT, HRNTHE Y
BN TH 2 ZEDFELTH 200 - 5278 % O % B
FTR2ICREEPHIZCEZILNS. KEkG, KIEW
U —% 272V (affective working memory) ¥\ Hf
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RN T — % v 27 X Y WAIHNT Lo e LT
RHEINTV B2 5 TH2 (Mikels et al., 2008; Mikels &
Reuter-Lorenz, 2019). Mikels et al. (2008) i, &% il
8 Gle., BN I 56 ) (3R 0 BEIGREE O R5F (e,
BB O R (ST L, SRR v ] Gee.
FRII H D (IR OB O LREE (e, AREIRIIE
OIFD) T T 2 ¢ v BRI TS oME L kL.
BN TH ORI &, Mikels et al. (2008) 135241
T —F > 27X €Y 3T LIS e L CURIEN Y —
FYTRAEYEREL TS,

HBNY — %> 222 VBIZUE, RHINT —F > 2%
FEYVCONICBCT, HENT—F X EY 24
bl T &7 (e.g, Meyer & Lieberman, 2012). £5TF
MIrLTh, Iy -2 XY v OXfltr» s
HENT —F > 222 BME ST TS (eg, sl AN
vs. i RINY — % v x 2 ) IEO K. —5T, G
HWu—F> 7 2E) b, BHNY—FY 2 2EY) 2O
ieset, RshtvwailbaTtd s, BN D —
FUZAEYTUERCLD] VI EMD HIE, BN
D—F 7R CEENT —F 7 X T Y IFA—HS
nib.

HAMNT =2 722 ) CEBENT—F 2 27 XEYD
FFS 2O 2IC T 27201013, 2313, FRTFRa %
HE L, BIENEEY NI Z cttaily —% v 2
XEVHERANT 20 ESHZEILNE. 201
T, INE TR & D % () AER o BES (b) fthott
BNER c OMH PRI T 52 2 e hEZ OB (HAE
WAEHT 2 4. 610, MBZHERTHRIICLHY
DI BZebEZLND (ERNGE LTFHBR
Logie, 2011). # Z21&, s8HIFNT —% > 7' X ® Y PIJLIC
B, RN 732 T EBED, HEN
G ZEEIE RO REFICH LRI TS g a2 3 2
HHIL N T3 (Klauer & Zhao, 2004). D & 5 7%
ERMTHORRE, Wty —*>v 222 (eg,
visuo-spatial sketchpad) #HHEMN Y —F > 7' x £ v 2
BINT —% > 72 8 Y AWK 2 BB 2 R
LbOTHE. BN —F U AT UMIRICECTY,
BRSO LREE ¢ G RIS R O LR FF & FTERAICY) D 73
JERAEDPRBETHECEZLND. 20L& RikAE
WUT, HAMNT —F> 72T ) KRBT —F > 7%
EYVOMBEEPHL IR b, HENy—F>
A YVERDIHE LI NE 124 5.

HEMIEROME !
HEWT—F 2 I AT Y HDMREFY 2 1ERIZAD ?

HENY —F v X2 VR AMBICT 270012
3, #HENTHZ L CEENTHZ Z e 2 KAIT 3
P THL, HENY —F 2 X E ) DREF - BIET

92

H21EE2S

ZXGTH B (2RISR & EECER - $iHT 2
WEDBHBIZA 5. LrLadhs, Zhi Totam
U—F O XEYVWIRTIE, 2—7 v bR 3tEM
BRI 7 7V VCRESNTE D, 2MEHROME
BiadzoimLonT oot Hl21E, KAOE
K% (e.g., Meyer et al,, 2015), N4 F v H)VE—
¥ a v (eg, He etal, 2019), B (e.g., Thornton &
Conway, 2013)  AYI#: (e.g., Liu et al,, 2021) OFF21E
W TH 2 eRESh TV, [hEzho il
HEMERTH 2 eHFZ N0 7] R [20 6 Ot
ZMEHRIC T T 2 R M2 02?2 ) ¥ v otk
IS ORI B § 2 BHEN S HEmEIH £ D v, &
U, HEMNT —F > 2 x T Y IISEICEA O RBE «
SO TR, FY N aHETH 2 T
H % ¥ (socialness) DE » SO KIS | & KWL
T2 THdrEZLNS (cf Diveica et al., 2022;
Pexman et al., 2023).

AU b 2 — 3B (ambiguity) « REFM: (uncer-
tainty) 23 fERBEHRE RIS 2 L CHEMBERY 53
ATHEPE 248 L 7o v Y. 4R, HRHTRIc BV T,
TR « RHESEIMEGEE L Yy 21l o T03
(Berkay & Jenkins, 2023; FeldmanHall & Shenhav, 2019;
Jenkins & Mitchell, 2010; Vives & FeldmanHall, 2018; .(»
OPERAE TR 2 WK v L THEL 72 DUF 055
b2, Brodsky et al., 2023; Hayward et al,, 2018). Z
g, HEERD LIS LISEROMIRE L 3E 5
BERE « RiEFEBERTH 220 TH 5. HlziE, TR
WCHZ 2 NP OMGIERIE T2 DOADBARLEEEST
WHERERFE R R o T B ) ¥ b TRZERKL 3 & 5 IR
HICEPN TV 2] EHRZTME e nTE35HTH
2 (g vs. KA~ DI, Gilbert et al., 1988; Trope &
Gaunt, 2000). EENSHICOWVTH, MURICRY 51 77
BN € M 77 4 7RIS 2 B AR TIE KA
DL HILN T3 (eg, 7= 2Dl A TR
L7cBR e L 1R O BN, Aviezer et al., 2012).

Berkay & Jenkins (2023) 13, #hs=afHl© BREME - A
Rt OBFR 2GS 2 700, BFMETHC SRk
2RI S & IR AR LT, IR -
RHEFRMEOE 2B IMERD 2. FEEDRE, a

18) Berkay & Jenkins (2023) 13, RHEFEM %20 0 FALK )
(e, BRETEY U 2 2) IS I AL T 3. Z OHE
DfFCIFIC LIeps 20E, BRI IZER OB & H AR
MERMEPH2Z 24 TObDTHY, V22 ZEROBIN
W&o THRERMEDES R TObDTHE. —
Ji T, “ambiguity/uncertainty” (Karmarkar & Jenkins,
2020, p. 201) O & S IZMERIE ¥ REFPED £ ¥ o Ciim
N2 ebdsd. ALba—TiE, 0o ORISR
OXANG LTI R, TR « AR o&id
rHV3.



AR ST =% v 2 X2 ) SR

PRHIFRE O 5 53, IR RN TE N, IR - A
P EIHESN S RSN, 3612, i
R DOMEIRTE « ANHESZTE O REEM ¢ ai s i 5 N =
(DorsoMedial Prefrontal Cortex; DMPFC) O ik Efj L -~
VBT 2 2 ¥ LS 2127 - /2. DMPEC i3 MPEC
OBMEREIEL, 74V FE—RR2y FU—2IC
J& § % (Spreng & Andrews-Hanna, 2015; [ Meyer & ®
HENT —F v 22 V] 22 a v 5. C
N E T, HERAHHEDZFEITHICDMPEFCOTEH) L~
W E B e BEYIRLIE SN TE D, DMPFCIE
AN D 2 FE MR T H 2 vl s v
% (Lieberman, 2007; Rilling & Sanfey, 2011; Saxe, 2006;
Van Overwalle, 2009; Wade et al., 2018). Berkay &
Jenkins (2023) {3, @ v FEMORES & *DMPFC
DG LV~ e FEEMOMEIC D &, RN
'} 2 DMPFC O ELARRY 7¢ fl) 3 13 TEERYE « ARESEMEIC
W ZUH LR THBZ VI RFEREL T2
(Jenkins & Mitchell, 2010 & Z1&).

BEDRTE « AHESEMEGERHIN Y — % v 7' X € Y WFRIC
BUTLMR SN Ta/e. Ko e oldE» o,
7 =% v X E ) DSEIEEILE (syntactic ambiguity,
Just & Carpenter, 1992) < ifisz IR (lexical ambi-
guity, Miyake et al., 1994) OISR 7§15 & 5
I Twd, iz, “mint” ¥ v HEEE I
DGEWREL v b vy Al v SRS N3 BBk - Rk
HREPEFC (e, FBEREMEBIRME). 2o & 5 BB - i
TR O U 2 MO 2 — IR LRFF L, ef&
FNCE S L2 ORICHERI B 2 e, V—F v 7
TUPHC LN € Sh b GHIERN BRI O R
2\ T3 Logie, 2003 Dk & Z7).

FRAE NS IRYE < R A BB IR E £ LAY 72 IR - AT
TG Z 2 e TR S TS cBERTH 2 72
B, IHLOMICIHERbZVIEAS5. LrL, (B
BRPE « REFRMEDSEBOMMEAEL ST 21 2w
2o, IhboRoliciERbhrzrEILR
2.t R - AEREE ST, H1E
OFRZEC SE2MEDH 3 CRETIUE, 2D LD
AR DRI — RN RRE S 2 o o oRdtERRE Y L C
HENT —F VXYV 2RI IEPTI20bLN
QRN

AL B a—1d BT —F > 72 VIR - £
g2 S U HESNEROUHEIC B TRRICH Y b
21 ORGP IRE T 5. BIRME - RNHEEMEO S
WHL BRI RN Y — % ¥ 2 X Y ANOAMDE
<, BEBRME - NEFEORCH2NERIIHEENY —+
VIAEYA~OAMINSCCRIET . HBRN 2K
AEEY LT, flZE, s v SR
R % B EE L (e.g., Hayward et al,, 2018), Z D%

WA BN —F v 7 2 2 ) ICBY 2 K (eg, (EEM
U —F v XY KEEO G REvs AREED) ¥ R HAFH B R
TR T2 R EZLNL. HENEROMT
B S 2 ARG OMGE « KAEAX WL ¢, RNy —F* >
xS OWEEEC e big, T2 2, “H
2 M 2T O] VI FIICH T 3E A HES
nazeriirisns.

& B

Meyer & OFFE2 6 10D FEDL, HHRNT —F v 2
AEVHIREERAZMAZRL Cal. fl2E, e
MY —F> 72 ) CBBHIMNY—Fv o2 2 X R
B>y k7 —2 DE W (e.g., Meyer & Collier, 2020;
Meyer et al., 2015) LA EN S v b U —2 72
COENER e 2N T — % > 2 x £ Y pREE O BE
(e.g., He et al,, 2019; Krol et al,, 2018) 7 ¥'23HI 5 1T
2. IhoOHICHE DS, ANy —Fv o2
3575 3 o= — 2 RdERRE v L THEY —F > o' %
YRR s T 3.

— T, ZREBIAEFEEINCEH L 2 S T
WIERFTOB ZeHHL2Ic o2, T, HHRH
T—F v REY ¥ REEEERs kb s n T
WL I X IREKHT R eERZLNS.

KERME R DS 2 HEF I AN, AL a—dlhy
L ORI L4 Dt RE L7 () B 24
2T —F XY HEOMOBEZ M3 2 2 ¥,
(b fth o tE 2 E e o B % BEGHIC G § 5 2 ¥,
QBN T —F v XY BT —F v X E Y
DYIY I EITI 2, (MHINEROEE Y EET
328, IR 4OV THERY « TG 2175
IXicEy, HENT -2 X EVIIHT ZHLOH
fRDHEE 2 e Wfians
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