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(1) encoding specificity theory

(2) proactive interference

(3) retroactive interference

(4) trace decay theory
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(1) Language dominance theory

(2) Language domain specificity

(3) early selection theory

(4) Sapir-Whort hypothesis
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(1) phonological restoration effect

H.

(2) phonological priming etfect
(3) phonological mhibition effect
(4) phonological similarity effect
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(1) IL{Fsct& (working memory)

(2) %HAZCHE (short-term memory)

(3) EHA:CTE (long-term memory)

(4) BVEZCHE (sensory memory)
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(1) covert attention

(2) overt attention
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(3) selective attention
(4) sustained attention
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(1) covert attention
(2) overt attention
(3) selective attention
(4) divided attention
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(1) attentional blindness

(2) attentional blink

(3) inhibition of return

(4) cocktail party effect
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1. Mirror neuron
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Pyramidal cell
3. Purkinje cell
4. Hebbian cell
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1. perceptual dissociation
2. functional dissociation
3. single dissociation
4. double dissociation
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1. $ /&%= % (dynamic systems theory )

2. &g mifk (theory of moral modules)

3. —4gAR (domain-general) vs.4% #ARK (domain-specific ) s A B
4. #f (compensation) vs.JF@l—*% (identity ) &%

5. %|3%F (gender identity) vs.tE%] A & (gender role )
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