li&)ﬁm 114 25E @fﬂﬁﬁfﬁﬁgﬂ%ﬁb%#%£5
R

% B A BRRARLCEE & sllemifg ‘7%*%“ B A l>a(2) 258
RFEEFERAEFAI Y ° K EFBFAERFEAS > BRIRTH2

1 FEBTCF R LB ERET/RES T RITHA - BN SES R T
“... a number-letter pair (e.g., 7G) was presented in one of four quadrants on the computer screen. The
participants were instructed to indicate whether the number was odd or even (2, 4, 6; and 8 for even; 3, 5, 7,
and 9 for odd) when the number—letter pair was presented in either of the tob two quadrants and to indicate
whether the letter was a consonant or a vowel (G, K, M, and R for consonant; A, E, I, and U for vowel) when
the number—letter pair was presented in either of the bottom two quadrants”.
S EAELEIEREWNRMESR ? ( A )updating ( B ) shifting ( C ) inhibiting ( D ) suppressing e

2. B retroactive interference ( RI ) &4 Badg ke T e
“Walk and Johns (1984) investigated RI in scent memory by exposing participants to two food scents,
followed by (or not — control condition) further potentially interfering ‘unhelpful’ stimuli (a third scent; the
name of a third scent), or ‘helpful’ stimuli (the name of one of the original two scents). Participants were
then presented with four scents of which one was the original scent that they were asked to try to correctly
recognize. Results demonstrated a clear effect of RI: identification of the original scent was significantly|
higher when the original scent was followed by the control condition, than when it was followed by the]
further “unhelpful’ stimuli.”
R LRI - BATT RAIEHIA T AMATE R K7 (A) 32548 % unhelpful 413 (B ) R RHHEST
FokpiBey e aEF FHBHE L rdw2k (C)RI &4 %‘?fﬂliﬁa’t‘%‘%ﬁ:ﬁgﬁﬂ ey3els (D)
unhelpful H) R 7 47 B 48 ek e

3. FERsntEE FERN K Bde FHR .
“This effect is seen in the context of tasks in which, across many trials, the participant selects a target (using
a cue such as color, location, or appearance) and responds to the identitj of that stimulus in the presence of
one or more distractors. The critical manipulation in such a task occurs between consecutive trials: The
participant must respond to a target on the current trial (called the test trial) that had appeared as a distractor]
on the previous frial (called the prime trial). Response time and accuracy on experimental trials, in which the}
current target was the previous distractor, are compared with response time and accuracy on control trials,
in which neither targets nor distractors repeat across trials. This effect is a slowdown in response time (and|
often, an increase in errors) on experimental as compared with control trials.” '

M EEREAHE 7 (A )negative priming ( B ) repetition priming ( C ) orthographical priming ( D )
form priming °
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4. FRIFHRGREF LT E AR XF4LGE -
Noncritica! Trinl

orc:

Fixatlon Stimulus Mask
{1500 ma) (200 ms} (500 ms)

Gritical Trial

GO

Fixation Stimulus Mask
{1500 my) {200 rwj (500 mea}

“On each trial, participants judge whether the horizontal or vertical part of the cross is longer. On the first
few noncritical trials, nothing unexpected appears. However, on a critical trial, an unexpected shape appears
in one of the cross’s quadrants. Regardless of whether the unexpected object has a unique color, shape, o]
motion signal, participants fail to notice it about 25% of the time.”

HHEETRAI A T E %S Thea ? ( A) change blindness ( B ) inattentional blindness ( C )
selective attention ( D ) base rate neglect ©

5. WFHisk—E RPN 5248 (associative learning ) 89 B FIH XN 5 ABRAENEERWHBUR
EER -
“In the first phase of learning, a compouad of two cues, A and B, is paired with an outcome. Both cues
acquire associative strength with the outcome. In the next phase of learning, cue A by itself is paired with]
the outcome. In subsequent testing, cue B has lost some of its associaiive strength with the outcome, despite
the fact that it was not present in the second phase of training.”

BBREBENE  HAT4HE s — L5 E8E2EIRE? (A)1(B)3(C)o(D)2-

6. AL BEERERLNR LMV 7 ( A backward blocking effect( B )highlighting effect( C )backward
effect ( D ) forward blocking effect °
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7.

10.

RFHERRERIT -

11.

ERRE I EEE (word span task ) 4F %42 /% K ( operation span task ) 4F % 45 31 BF 5 1 56
BRERTHIRERESR s BHRLT :
“Each subject completed a word span task and an operation span task. The order of the tests was counter-
balanced for each group. For the word span task subjects were asked to view the to-be-remembered words
on the screen, and recall them out loud when they saw the recall cue (i.e., 7???). The recall cue followed
the last word on each trial. The test included trials with sét sizes of two, three, or four to-be-remembered
words, with three trials of each length... The operation span task was identical to the word span task exceptj
that before each to-be-remembered was presented, an arithmetic problem (e.g., 8 - 6 =) was presented...
After completing the span tasks, subjects completed a distracter task... followed by instructions for the
delayed recall test. For the delayed recall test subjects were told to recall as many words as they could from:
both of the span tasks that they had completed... There was... no main effect of Task Type. Planned
comparisons confirmed that immediate recall was greater for the word span task, F(1, 23) =19.79, MSE =
0.06, 12=0.46, but delayed recall was greater for the operation span task, F(1, 23) = 11.57, MSE = 0.06,
n?=0.34.”
R E R TR 83 - SR E Rk A H s ¢ (A) 8 Mt (B) ZFmas
(C) B4zt (D) RAZ -

ARETH MACETRGEETELEL? (A) 1 0B %E - BFEEE4R (B)2MEEE » &
HFREMAEB (C)1PEREEF X242 (D) 2EE8E  AREVERA -

ARETA  wIlEFnEE-—#£5%427 (A)3(B)2(C)1(D)4-

ARETHA  BEEHEANKIEFHEVE ? ( A) encoding specificity effect ( B ) McCabe effect ( C ) Hebb
effect ( D ) level of processing effect »

Cowan( 2010 )& embedded-processes model X E{83% R 6,3 F 7% — 38 7 ( A )T 4E32 164 encoding>
representation ~ maintenance #v retrieval WK E (B ) TR EANEZETUAHEE Mo kHRE
B ke (C) E3%E & ( conscious awareness ) 7 voluntary = involuntary ®1B-F4 % (D) 4
gL ERTRELEL -
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12. #Edb 2 %A ( neural network model ) FHENF AR BB RBAMERLEL FHTERA
TFTOMBRBEARRCHETHTREESN? (A) AFF4EE (B) TURERRAEXLE (C) BRE
& B A Ak ey F H . (D ) Backpropagation 38 H k£ sy fe L A T8 T E F BRIE M E R
Hebbian rule —3#%

13. F 7 BB E 323 ( prospect theory )45 %432 7 (A ) sk B B2 &35 editing Fv evaluation FH[5E ( B)
losses 2/ oh 4R eh 4} R b gains 2 A HRRBA (C) A WHELXRAV =X @v() » £
V() RBERE A - mRRER B R R i A K (D ) £ editing P& P AIE A FBHRFT
FE BB IR - LR S B A ER KR ( framing effect ) -

14. TR AR 2T + fi49) 374 ( exemplarmodel ) GCM g53.5% 54 3% 7 (A) 2B RBERL I %K
Z MegAasuit (B ) 5 5% 5 5 S 5] AR &+ SRR3R0 5] P A Sl s AR e (C ) A1
BB R EENE R ) A R R R F RS A (D ) Az iR R B B E A
P o

15. FH4qEL Mg &% 2 (A) word fragment completion ( B ) cuerecall ( C ) recognition ( D ) free

recall -
# s | T EERRBLEE RFEHS
N e T TR
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— ~ 28 E % (domain-general ) #483%% B (domain-specific) %k » ¥ BB RRYBEEFTARE?
HRBE-BERAZAFRAZ - (10 5)

= BREEGHWATEHBRE  FRAMERT 2 ARKRMASTE R T kT EEAER - (10 5)
= RFEA B (. Piaget) IR BRMBEER ARV EARGHLELREHMA
(conservation) ?TEREHMA ? REBMAERAEHEARARIMEB BT ?FEAGDERLE]
7o (154%)
W @ELE (154)

1. SBETHE %K A2 Y52k (statistical learning approach)

.t

2. #8442 (moral dumbfounding)

3. Bt AEHE (intuitive physics of the infant)

# s | T EERNEAELEE RS -
o = REEFHAEX -




