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Detrimental Effects of Part-Set Cueing on Memory and the Role of List
Structure

The part-set cueing effect refers to a phenomenon in which the memory
for a word list is cued by a subset of list words (cue words) with the result
that the memory for the remaining non-cued list words suffers. Two
experiments investigated whether the emergence of the part-set cueing effect
was dependent on the list structure. All participants memorized 10 lists, each
of 15 words that were semantically associated with a critical non-presented
word. Each list presentation was blocked in Experiment 1 and random in
Experiment 2. In the part-set cueing condition, participants were given five
part-cue words from each list and asked to recall all remaining words. In the
no-cue condition, they recalled the memorized list without cues. A final free
recall test was administered. Results of the final free recall indicated that
detrimental part cue-effects emerged in the list word recall, but not in the
critical non-presented word recall. The respective roles of retrieval-strategy
disruption and retrieval inhibition in mediating detrimental effects of part-set
cues are discussed.
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FFE(L4E M JE T (encoding specificity principle) DEFFTL L HISN T
Wi k9T, FESERFELETTHREEZDOTIHEL, E0kdWRE
FRLORFEONZPITE > TEASNS (Tulving & Thomson, 1973),
HE, i, BHEECBLWTEETELWERTH-TH, AISHD
MBEFLNLD (LA, h7308) 25258, HENSE#EI NS E
7%\ (Tulving & Pearlstone, 1966).

L TAN, BEFLPDOBEHEICL->TIE, FhrDEEZSTET,
CLAREREEZELSETCLESILEND S, TDXHIBRIBFNHLD
D—o7, FHY R b TERLAE—HOEHE2RZFLID &3 5H5F
M0 (part-set cues) EFEIENSE &DTH S (Slamecka, 1968, 1969). 975
bbb, TRAMNFCHSFLPDEZERLT, BOD ) R MHEHOHAZEK
DG, FOMRRFENND EE5EATICHHEFAELZRD IGEITINT,
ZOREHRENELC KRS (CoBh, bbAA, HET 2013, HHELICS
WTh, ATV LANOHEHOBFERETH 2). TDk, DX HEHS
T MEIgh R, EBEEE) 2 M, #F IV bEsnk) 2 b
(Hudson & Austin, 1970; Hudson & Davis, 1972; Parker & Warren, 1974;
Slamecka, 1972) O X 578 T £ — FElIE (episodic memory) @) A b+ ZH
EITREL, 7AY) HAREOMNOELHEE E O BRI (semantic
memory) IZBWVWTHFEDOLNE T EMFLMITENTWV S (Brown, 1968;
Brown & Hall, 1979; Karchmer & Winograd, 1971). & 5 ici3, AKX J T
3754, BRIIBLTHEED 5N S T & (Oswald, Serra, & Krishna, 2006),
FERBICERLTOEV) X MAFERDLDICBOTHLLEDLNE T &
DEAS I N TV S (Todres & Watkins, 1981; Watkins, 1975).

T D& D BEDTHD 0 IEINR I, —ROEBRBETE» 0 ICL Z5E
RENREBTFETIHETHD, TORROMBIIRRIIL  OILIEF
FKEOEEAF| X 21} Tx7 (LEa—I3, Nickerson, 1984; Raaijmakers &
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T IEHERE - I O3
Phaf, 1999; Roediger & Neely, 1982 Z%8). ik, O T30 0 EIZHERE D
R E L T, IEIEEBZ LS (Rundus, 1973) & & 34 B8 15 E 50
(Basden & Basden, 1995) & W9 2 D DFFRDIL L C X 7. BIE DOREIEE
PR a3 R REM O BE OZ (L h SRR AR S 2 SICHErH 5. 3712
bbb, HAFEN»LOERE, BEMICREHOREREL DI,
NoOF N OFEBERMEbINE. T, FunrhLUAOIEH
ERFLES LT 5L, il niciinFo0 0 IHE OFIBERS T &
By, TNLUAOHEENBEETEICL A H->TLEH LI LIRS
NTVa., T LT, BREDKRBHIBIGERZ, HREOBRRSIZED
BWICESEY TS, Tubb, BHFLEDES, HHREISHOR
BIRZBHE (< 0Fs, E2RIEFED ORFIREEIL Z2# - CHEiEd 2
ZEMTEE. K, BaFLrrONEI NS L, INSDFERLDD
HEEABTEEOUBRBARE L OIS ZE2EBLBE (00, R#EkE
FESYEEZZITLES). DR, BERESEMLLTLES L0
DTH 5.

SRR LA & R IR FR OIRARSE WV, RIENESFH»
DIC X BRBEMORHGRI AL ZREL TV 501 LT, BREIFGDE
BHWOZEEEZTVWEBVE WS FHICH S, Lichi-T, LIEEWNL
T, WAF0H D NERSNWNIEEREROBRENZE(T 20T, E
AEREICEC LS EFHENG. —7, REABRGFHRTE, HHFH
MY ISBINE OKRFHMEEHET 25E5ICRY, LRAEOEBLITED S
Nz EFHEENG, ZI7T, BMEDHE I REHEE KT 2HOFHH
D % 2Rd 5HEEED (Sloman, Bower, & Rohrer, 1991), 1 [ H D &S F 5
DOEAET Z P ORISR T Z b E L THHBEZEZRD 3 (0 oRES
B8 DI % R4 5 & 5 15)EEHFET (Basden, Basden, & Galloway, 1977; Basden,
Basden, Church, & Beaupre, 1991), 415 2 D OERICE S FrEI )
INTER, TOER, WTNOREETS, HAYFLH» D IHEIROHEE
MEWEESH, REBEABGERI RS TE L.
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LA, BE, WaFrh oIl EEUORE L LT, REFEER
1 (retrieval induced forgetting) & WO HRICHREORELNKET Y (L

— 1%, Anderson & Spellman, 1995; Levy & Anderson, 2002 & £ 1), 45
F030 D MFFNROF 7 7SR E LT, BB &N 2 BRAEHN
T % 7z (Bauml, 2002; Bauml & Kuhbandner, 2003). 3R FHEMEEH & 11,
HEFEOFNPY W73V 2HEFT 3EHOFEHIEH (Cofic
3, 273 OFEF) O—EOIAE REEEEEESFEENS) ZAEIRE
T2 & BBEHELFENG) ITL->T, RIEWBEETHOREVEL OIEH
CERFHREIHEE SMiEh 2) 2 [—Rpgic] s ic< K e->TLEHE
% %Z 5 (Anderson, Bjork, Bjork, 1994), T 0 X 5 R EHR 3, MBFEEIE
o ki) [—Hic) ey, TofER, FRRHEEHEE OF
Ak T—BRgIc ) MEl 2210 5 2 & ofBlshTwn 3,

Lichio T, mEBEMGELC I NG, WaFELL D DERE, FHH0IE
HowZE#EYE Lo, FohroUAOTEHoBEEOMFI 25 2L, %
DOFER, FLEMRES—ENIcEftd 2 EF2 L0 TEE. —R, Bk
MHE IR EERE LR EE UL 5 ICBb s, RO 250 H THREN
IKEIT-T0a, $Hbb, B 1IRREERICK > TREMHOKRE S
NERTZE, H2RBNHRIZ—ENEZLOTHEEVSTE, TH
5. Lichi=T, BaFnh b OREHIC K > THIHEIRNEELIZEVS
EERFER (Sloman et al,, 1991) 2B L T3, MIBHFHESIMFIZ5] 2EC

TEEFTDTREP - EEZADTEITE-T, $/, HKEHBELETD
HIEHERANESE L & W 9 4558 (Basden et al., 1977, 1991) 12BE L T3, R
DRI & &I W—IF S RRIE N FR I NI EEZ 5T EITL - T,
TNENHET A ENTE S, ZDLIHIT, HEDEZ A, HHFrm
D HNFN R O FEFUCBE L T3, MR & BRI IIEHR O W%
LTHEPRPFLPITE>TVEERVAREL,
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RIFFE OB, T2 0 IMENROMBRE U<, MBBINHE &%
FHBIHERO VT NOBRPZLTH 20 EPSPICT L EICH B,
eItz k9, RIREME L S RBAHEEEHR ORI T, B
F 0 IR OMEEBMLE LT, BMRAIBITEROZ YN TIES
ncT&t, —F, REMHBROEE S, MOF20 0 IR OER %
B9 5 C LASFIRETH 5. FE, BRIG ORI, BT 205
R T EMEITIHEL VS AICENTWV S (Anderson et al., 1994).

RIS, Bauml & Aslan (2006) (3, SR BEHABEOESFEISDLD
MHZhROEER G, HEMOEENED 515 X5 IKFS LS hiGEIc
BLTOAEDONLDI LT, HEHMOEALZED S WFSLEMET
i, EOFLLOMERIESHEE LTV EARBLTWS, I o0k
R, FELHEONENEHEOEEEBDEhEI LV LItk
T, ERF2r O IMENROFRNEL LI EEZRELTVS, DFD,
THERES 2500 3 FF 5 LILE % L 58 OEAFN 0 D IERhE 3R
FHUshES I ES W TR X 2010 L <, HERESZED S VWHE
(LI A LU 725 E BRBRIEELICE S WA B SRfETch 5L VW HDTH
%.

Z T, A Tld, THEMESEF O PT VWY 2 b & LT GhER
BEOOHBTO 2 ELTEEDHLATVS) 7By 7 ) X101 R b A(#
W O(EBR D, THHMEAPREDICC VWY ZMELTE, TOT7a vy 7))
ZhEFL) R NOIEHOERIEEZ £ 72 SV Lt vF L) R
FI0Y R MAREES & &L (EBR., £/, HEF2RME, VRMT
LICHEHBEEAET Z N (HREELEATS» DFEEOVFAL) 2TV, EER
DExRIT, TXTOIHEORKBEBEBAELZITS itk

AR THEHTE 70y 27 ) 2 E, BEBICRERESNTOWRWIERT
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borIcbrrboTHEINTLED 7+ — VXA EY (false memory)
NI RCEDLDNE Y 2 FZFS T EI1T9 % (Roediger &
McDermott, 1995; L & = — (3, Gallo, 2006, 2010; #3H « 5, 2010; &1 , 2002a,
2002c, 2003 2 &), N SHOHFTIE, EBETREIERLEV I ) F 4 hv
E (critical non-presented words; LI'F, CNWFEEHEd) D7 + — LR A £
EFEFSHDIDIT, TV )T 4 hVEEEWRKICHOVESERICH B
EAHZE (associates) A1) X biEE L TCEH I L [ICRKENH 5. i A
i, FERFICEERLEWCNWED [HRY ] 0BG, £0EEETH
B[~y F]TREITEHREY ] [HKI7] [F] L% ) 2 hEE L TERT
5. CO&H51Y R MEBEEFEH LGS, ERSNEE, b THVE
BTCNWEE (Cofloga, MRy ) 2B -THELTLE>DTH S,
EAFERPOIMERIRICBEVT, TOLS5HB ) XTI, VR NELIT
35, 74— VRAENVIZEHTEZCNWEICBVWTDH, BBUAM
BRI T2 0 0 MEIIEAZTED 5T WS (Bauml & Kuhbandner, 2003;
Kimball & Bjork, 2002; Kimball, Bjork, Bjork, & Smith, 2008; Reysen &
Nairne, 2002; . f., Marsh, McDermott, & Roediger, 2004).

L 72735 T, Bauml & Aslan (2006) OfERICE S IE, HEEHEBAE
BWT, VA MECELTE, EBRl1o7oy 2 ) X TEREBASFLH,
DRHIEBERT 2 EFRINZOICHLT, EBE2DF v 540 2 bTH,
HAF0POHROEREED oL VWETFAISNG, £/, HHFor»
D EVWHEHD, VA MELZTTIREL, CNWEECHL TS, 1ZIEEEE
OMFIENE %5 %2 2 & W 5 ETHIZE (Bauml & Kuhbandner, 2003; Kimball
& Bjork, 2002; Kimball et al., 2008; Reysen & Nairne, 2002) 7> &, CNW & &
FIEDOfERD vy v 8B o0 B E TSNS,

oo 2 MESEOEVICESS FRIKEL T, < &I,
Takahashi & Kawaguchi (2010, in preparation) (¥, 5>® % 7 ) Z hIT
NETEXBTBEPOLIZEV) ZNERY, HOFLLD 2 EBREME
RELT, VAMELCNWEOEHKBHEELEBERBAED NS v 2Tl
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TW3, Z0fEHE, 7o.w 2 Y 2 b (Takahashi & Kawaguchi, 2010) T (3,
BERFEAETEDONIY X FEEE CNW EOEHFELD D IEIRNRL, 2
BEHOBEEBECRERLLDODTHE., —FH, 5524 1) X b
(Takahashi & Kawaguchi, in preparation) Ti%, ) Z k3 & CNW ZE D &
SFN 0 IEIRNEDS, BHEFAED ) 2 MEIIBLTHEELZOIHL
T, CNWEBTREL L iEaFELL 0 [{EE] SREIEDLNATV S,
TokHiT, HE0Y 2 FEOHKRIF, Bauml & Aslan (2006) O T %
TRTAOIH LT, CNWEBIBEAL T, ¥4 2 bMB0T, F
HlEF—HLBVERNEONTVE., TOKSHEBR, HOOMHL
KUVZMITBEEVIEVINVZRNEFTHD, Lird, BOYFELLD
I —TEEH (Lad, CNWEELEWEBEBRICH 2THHEAY) TH->72 T &
7#E Z 51N % (Takahashi & Kawaguchi, in preparation). % 7z, fif 5 D5
BRcld, MAFrhr 0 PHREMERLE L TBESh TV b, K&
BEAEPERICEELEZ COLAEERGH B, Lich-T, AT
i3, 15522100 X FHAEL, TOUZENOWHFLP O
WEECLILT vy AL LEbDEHERL, 51T, HAFNND 215
BNEHE L TEET 2 2 LT L.

FEER 1

5 &

ERFYA Y BHALE HBEE Frr0EEXEET R N (EEH
H, BKEAE) O 2X2DEBRFYYA v EL, WINOER & #HERENER
Th 7.

BME LFRFEAL EHoLr v v 1820 8%, FIEFER 1938, SD
305 Thoio. HRORBRERONEDHMAEZICRIELK LTS
mi, @snELEzy/c. 28, BREREGECHY, HloERE
Z BRIV 12
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MR =i - 1l 2002) TEDLONIHEEY R PELEIC, 1Y R 16EE
MOMBHEY ZME10Y R b (707 1 A VEES TEE] TV (B
MR ) T TR TEi (2] [P TiLgEl o) 2 b)) R L2 (FE
1A2H), Tho10 Y 2R bDOEY R MHNOBEAEA ) VF L EE UE
JECE2ERTE27my 782REL, OINb2MWEICIFET >, HEERT
5 EDITNT—RA v MITHREEL .

BVRNDIGENDS, TNENT V5 LIGBAR B EBEETSFNPD
Ll B, 100V R PD55, EHOKBRETE, VR bI~5 (E
BE TRV TREB TRAC I TAZ) v =2 b)) WEMBEEAE, )2 b6~10 (H
R TER TES] SRR T oV 2 b)) BEELOHEETHD, EHO
EHMOWERETIE, )R b I~5 (EE B PR T THE] )2
N BEBLDEAE, VR 6~10 (A% Bk [E5] R0 Mgl o
V2 M) PEBEBEE, ELTHBRERTAY v =N YR AT, 1S
B, N5 102 FOERIEFIE GETEID S vyak L s
T EOFEAERRKE, H 5 UBHIRIL TMEFE L.

FiE EREI—BIL4ETOTHINEAERTH > 1o, BPICHRE
BE (BEEESFIPOEE) 21To7/. &V A MOERKTHER, 30 Wi
OHOBEMINEIEE (7 L~ v RE) ZTbEk, ELCL3EKEE
FANE2HBICHI>TITHTEA 10 A MRVKR L2, THDB,
HHEBEESGE, MbForboErh TV VWERBERKC, Faiz
IEET, TXBRILLEEERDI. BOFEBLOEMER, FELOOD
EhNEHARMKC, EPNTOREEETN»D ELT) B OHFERIT
EHNERT, TEHRIEZLHETLILIITRKDL, THLT, §XTCO
EHEBHBAPSKT LELERI, FPELAL-REBEEE LT, 5900, 2
IRSNITTNTOHE (BERFAETEINPD TH->CHELED ) &1
IEHET, T332 EESEL.

EEROKKZIZ, EBABICOLTHASh CHkEZEGT2ETF 7
V74— v T RA T
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EEREDAHTE  Appendix ICH B HELFILRAD LD EIEE L L
FERBEEE Lishr -7, $0b5, EF, o, Ashroundn
DEILTHHAEL, TNONREAGEINTOTOHFA L., B8, BiHsE
FoRFRIEEE L, ChODAOEEEITTY R MMEAL LK.
EHEELGLFLL 0 FESNLD, BT icEbhni 5EUND
BHEEA/N—2 Y MCERL TREBERE LT Lc. 2oairolRicid,
0Y 205 5EHEFEE) 2N EFEBLVEAY 2 FERILZ A
% yoked & L7z, 72&Z1F, VR bI~5BEHBHELETY X~ 6~10 1AF
MWhOBEETHIEE, VAMI~EBERPOBAETY X b 6~10HH
HEAETHZE (esro) 2 b 0BRIEFARLE) 2% 600 T, £hE
NOBHBEY 2 M SRIES T HFOFERNLOELE) 2 FOFHND
EUANOBEOEE REN Y v Lic, £, VR MNMRABE L -V
MZEB L (220, VR MMEAISB LT E VI ERWETS - 720 THIT
21O, T TRER LN 1),

BARME Tablel (3, ) & bi& CNWIEI &I, HHEALN F
D0 HAELHEOEFEERLFEFELZR LD TH S, KRIT, TN
SORHARE S LI, HEAE (ABEE Frr0BEER XHEEF A (E
"L, REFE) O 2X20 2 BRSO TEiTo 7 GHREEELTdE
13 partial eta squared DEH PR L 7). 1B, LIFOTNTOHEHIDHTO
a L Sovld, BciEEOoVRD, 5% &Lk,

ZOFER, VR PBICEL TR, BAETEOTFROMERZEL, HET
2+ DOEHROFBEENZENENED Sl (F (1,39 =290, MSe =
0.01, partial eta squared = 0.07, p < .10; F (1, 39) = 1207.38, MSe = 0.003,
partial eta squared = 0.97, p< .05)., TN O DRXESERIIHEETIRE,L - 12
(F (1,39 = 1.57, MSe = 0.003, partial eta squared = 0.04, n.s.). §75bbH,
BERBFETE, HHBESELD SF00 0 BESHOBEROH MK

271 — 12 —



IS BT 2 M TH 0 0 MIFEEIR L ) 2 S ORRE

Tablel Mean Proportion of List and Critical Non-Presented Words Recalled
in No Cue and Cue Condition (Experiment I).

List words Critical non-presented words
No Cue Cue No Cue Cue
Immediate recall
.65 .61 37 .28
(.09) (.10) (24 (.24)
Final free recall
.33 .32 21 .19
(.08) (.10) (19 17

Note. Standard deviations are in parentheses.

TENASHELD, ST LERIC, ERBEICET 2HIFL1D
DR 2 FEZ S 72 (Biuml & Kuhbandner, 2003; Kimball & Bjork, 2002;
Kimball et al., 2008; Reysen & Nairne, 2002). T 125t LT, &EBEETIE,
Table 1 D¥EE R 2R &, HHBAESZEEFNH» D HESHE ORI
1% ULOZENBOWOT, HAF00ilFEhESEELTWE LS IR
S oNsH, BEFEEEAT X N OMICEERZHEMERMI NI &
5, JefTHFZE (Takahashi & Kawaguchi, 2010) &3R50, HKHEETH
A Fo» DIHEENRNEREL TV 5 T ENRBI N,

CNWEBIBEL T, BEAFEOFHRCTIEEENEDLNL - 12
bOD (F (1,39) = 2.71, MSe = 0.04, partial eta squared = 0.07, n.s.), FEAE
72 OFENRE, HEHEXHAT 2 FOXKEEHT, ThEnNEEE
MEEHD SNtz (F (1,39 = 21.10, MSe = 0.03, partial eta squared = 0.35, p
< .05, F (1,39) = 4.49, MSe = 0.01, partial eta squared = 0.10, p < .05), %
T, Tukey RIC & 2 FAMREZIT - ofER, BERBEAETIAHBES
tEEF0p 0 BAEZEOMICERENED ONDIIH LT, KELET
BEEEORICERENED ONL -, THbE, HEFEETREY
FHL O IEHRSBON DI LT, REEETIIIHEAT 5T L0
e ot ORI, WERER T YA v & H Wi Takahashi &
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Kawaguchi (2010) OfEERE—FHL TV 5,

FHEOKGE ERFEALEEFEEOSINE OREULTIEZHH N5 720
1T, AZE T, U R FFEICEIL T RO (relative order) % W7z (Asch
& Ebenholtz, 1962). RO$5IE & 1, 2RI NCHEBONEF L HAESNIIE
HOlEF & O—HEDOIEHTHD, 1.00 KEREFLEDIEFLE - 72 —
BLTwsZEaERL, 05 BIEFA—HLTVWEWL (5v5LaTH5B) C
LERT. Bk, InE@ICREBEDKREILATROIEREL LT,
ARC % E 4 L 72 (Roenker, Thompson, & Brown, 1971). ARC #§ 1 (%
100 5 +1.00 F TOEEED, 0.005F + Y ALNLOHFINITLS
FEULAR > TVWB T EARL, ZOENR+LIGETRIGEVIEE, &
n&Eic & 3 BRBEEILATOATVE I EEZRLTVS (E9%ThH

i, ERBERYVZNZEICATFITVLENTVWEDT, ARCEZEHTEL L),

Table 2 13, (FarbLAD) V) 2 FEICEAL T, BHEBEEEEKREL

TEDOROEEL, &KHAENLTD ARCHEE, Thzho HHBEESE,

F0 0 BEFKMEOFEE L BERZE, ZRLCbDTHS. £9, T
SO FEMEFEMLIEES & LT, FERLE (HEBE, For0EE) XH
HEF 2 b (ERFEE BRELE) ©2X20 2BRSEANTET>72. 20
HER, BEHEEHAT 2 FOEHRT, ThTWEEENBD SN
(F (1, 39) = 855, MSe = 0.01, partial eta squared = 0.18, p < .05; F (I,
39) = 16.51, MSe = 0.01, partial eta squared = 0.30, p < .05), & 5T % 7z,

BHEHEXBET A PORAEIERPEETH - 1o (F (1,39) = 2.94, MSe
= 0.01, partial eta squared = 0.07, p < .05). % T, Tukey /EIC & 5 I
BEZIT - G R, BERBETRIEHHBESREEFNH 0 BAEZAORIC

BEEVPEDONIOIIX LT, RKEETIAZEORICERZENEY
ot Lichi-T, MEBEHRHE—BH L, BERELTRE, 2NE
DEFEULGREISE A F R P 0ICE > THEZZF TV 20T LT, &K
HAETE, 20X BHENRPERL TSI EMREINE. DT
L3, BREAED ARCIEEICEL T, MEodb s tREEZIT-1&
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Table2 Mean Proportion of RO and ARC measures in No Cue and Cue
Condition (Experiment I).

RO ARC
No Cue Cue No Cue Cue
Immediate recall
61 .54 — —
(.09 (.08) (—) =
Final free recall
.66 .65 AT A1
(.13) (.16) (.39 (42)

Note. Standard deviations are in parentheses.

BEREPHEDONE M7z & (¢ (39 = 051, SE = 0.12,d = 0.15, . s.)
o bEENICE RSN,

REBEOFNNYEOBEE BHRHEEICBVTTFEILDERIERS
N30T, BEEELOATVZOIINLT, BEEAETE, Thoo
BEOHEEZBDTVS, Lich-T, b LBREMHFHOZZ I LInA
E, BREETESIDPD LG - BEBEIRFHEE LT >TOLI2DEND,
ZHTHVHHBARMHOHELD b, RECBETOBFBERNSE LS L
Bbhzd, COHEFANLHIC, BHEEBESGEFEVIPDBESGOR
HEEEDFPPOEBEBOBFBERICBAL CHENL A, BHEESH M=
0.35,SD = 0.12) &F» b FHAESZM (M =037,SD = 0.13) (FIZEECH
HERTH-12, LD HZ LREERIT-1EC A, BEEZFEDOSNEH
>tz (¢ (89) =0.70,SE = 0.71,d = 016, n.s). L7 -T, 7oy 7
2 N OEATHSH0FENCE, RFINHI A 7 = X a5 LTCniEn T &
DREENS.

B
INSORE, BREET X MTBY 3EAFH 0 IHZNRS, 7
By 7 BRTREKRTSLE0I FRHZCNWETEER LM, VR
— 15 — 268



BRI - 1|03k
ETRIEHLTOEL, UL, i bif~x7zns, Table | O&KEED
EHEAERGEFLP D EERGOEN 1% THE L0, THT TN
PO OFENRBERETH -2 &5, PHESERE FTTICRES S
HREI T 208 RH 5 EBbN 5.

FEEx 2

5 &

BME LFRFEAL EHoLr vy v 1821 8%, FIEFEE 1925, SD
2095 Th -7, ERR1 LEE HLSBERONBTOMFAEZZIT T
BEL LTS, @ENEles=zd/c. 28, AREREGFECHY,
ML OERREZ T 12 Z 1TV - 72,

RBRFYM v, MEL FHRE ER 1 EEHE) 2 P NOBEDORRE
MRS v & LSFEIE (BHE) 2 P NOBEO 2RIEFZ2SNETEL TH -
7o) TERT LU, INTELTH - 12,

i R

BRODE HRONTOIRTERILFELCTH -7 (VX MAE
AbABUTEVSEVWETH > DT, HiFETHSE, UFTTRERLEL -
7).

HAERE Table3d, VA MiE CNWEI &I, HHEEZY, F
D0 FAEZFOEEREFERFELR LD TH 5.

FEER 1 LEBRD 2X2 D 2 BRDGB T 217 - 7ofER, ) X FEBICBIL
T3, BEAELEBET A POFMRTCEEELZNTWED SN (F
(1,39) = 2357, MSe = 0.01, partial eta squared = 0.38, p < .05; F (1, 39) =
1023.71, MSe = 0.004, partial eta squared = 0.96, p < .05). T 41 5 D 32 HAE
HIZEETEEL -7 (F (1,39 = 031, MSe = 0.01, partial eta squared =
0008, ns). FbH, EEI1 LEMKIC, BRBETOREFETSH, H
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Table3 Mean Proportion of List and Critical Non-Presented Words Recalled
in No Cue and Cue Condition (Experiment 2).

List words Critical non-presented words
No Cue Cue No Cue Cue
Immediate recall
.68 .60 .26 .15
(1D (13) (.20) 17
Final free recall
.34 .28 .13 .10
(.10) (1D (17 (14)

Note. Standard deviations are in parentheses.

HEESHL D F20 0 BERHOBERDHMEC T ENHS ML
D, FITHEEFERRIC, BHFHH 0 IMGEIRIE S THERE S h/e (Bauml &
Kuhbandner, 2003; Kimball & Bjork, 2002; Kimball et al, 2008; Reysen &
Nairne, 2002; Takahashi & Kawaguchi, 2010).

CNW BB L CEBEESEEEAT X FOoFEHRT, TNTWEREE
MWD LNt (F (1,39 = 5.86, MSe = 0.03, partial eta squared = 0.13, p <
05, F (1,39) = 2821, MSe = 0.01, partial cta squared = 042, p < 05). ¥ 7z,
HAELFEXFAET A L ORXHEAERACERIZENRD Sl F 1,39 =
3.49, MSe = 0.02, partial eta squared = 0.08,, p < .10), %= T T, Tukey /&
Ik B NAMREZTT - iR, EBE 1 L[ERE, BERFEAETEIARFEAESZN
EF0 0 BESEOMICEEEZNED 5NDITH LT, REFETRE
MEEOBICEBRELED SN h -/, TbL, BREETIESTF
D IIHEEH RSB SN DI LT, REREETEHEELRT S ENHS
&I 5T,

FHEEBIE E5R 1 SFRRIC, SNEDEENLAIRZF X5 20,
ROfEME L ARC {514 R¥ 7. Table 4 13, (FnHoLAD) ) Z FFEIC
BL<C, BRBAELEKFED ROEESL, /i, REFED ARCIFE,
TnEnNDOBHHEBEESEE, F0rh 0 BAZHOFSE L FEREEEZRL
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Table4d Mean Proportion of RO and ARC measures in No Cue and Cue
Condition (Experiment 2).

RO ARC
No Cue Cue No Cue Cue

Immediate recall

.59 .54 — —

(1D (.09) (—) =
Final free recall

.65 .65 A8 40

(.18) (.20 (.37 (41

Note. Standard deviations are in parentheses.

bOTHD., EBR1LER hooXBEEILIEEL b &, BEY
# (HHEFEE Frr0HEE XBHETF R b (BEREFE BKHEE D2X20
2 BRAWMAT 21T - 7. T OFER, BAET R N OEHRTHEERENTD
5Nt (F (1,39 = 10.69, MSe = 0.03, partial eta squared = 0.22, p < .05)
BHAEFFEOFHRE, BEAEXEET X L OKEERE, WInbEE
TRE D - (F (1,39 = 1.70, MSe = 0.02, partial eta squared = 0.04, n
s;F (1,39) = 094, MSe = 0.02, partial cta squared = 0.02, n. s.). L 728 -
T, 7y 7 )R MOBEEEFEBD, S vyA) R DGR, Y
FEP I BHFENREIBO SNV EDRBENS, B8, REKE
HEO ARCEEICBIL T, EBR1 LFEE, SE0H 2 tREEZIT-7E T
A, BEEVEDONKEL > & (¢ (39 =069, SE = 0.12,d = 021, n.
s) O LB EEESN D,

REBEOFNNYEOBERE FHE 1 LFERIC, HHFH00HE D
AN = X LCRBIHDES L TCwanE 2 hE2FANL DI, BHBA
S EFDD 0 BEZHOREFEDFN P D EOHARICE L TH~N.
Z R, BHEAESKHE M =034 5D =011 EFE1Hh 0 FEZE M
=032,SD = 014) FIZEEUCHERTH >, WEODH B t REET -
el A, BEEZZIEDONL L - (¢ (39 = 041, SE = 0.73,d = 0.09,

265 — 18 —



RSB A MATH O MHHRE ) 2 SO Rt
ns). LEkM->T, 5v5LaYxtoifaTErsnrofhicsd, REMEH
AH=ZZLWESE LTV EBRBENS,

zZ =

BAEBBORKRE, S, RKEET X MTB T 2HOF00 0 INHIIRS,
7YY LERTRBERET 2LV RFEO T, ) R PETIESFESN
72hS, CNWEETWHZFEasnsr -7k, U R FEOFEEHIAERILSETH HF
DBIDICLBIHEAZF TR OLEVIERE, 52402 DA,
BBEHEANOIHESEL TV IZEV I XD b, REMENEL TV E
ZE{RE L TWA, L L, Table 3 ® CNW EORKEEDOHARE
R2E, FOLOBEAEZEN10% L0 X, EbHTEL, Ok
SRR D eIz, BHEEASEELEFHD D BELHORICEE» o b
BFEOEVAREBENTLE -2 &0 AJREHEIIE D 0.

SEIIEE

KRR, BHREET X SBT3 AF00 0 IEINRY, 78 v
R (EBRD TRIFEETLIOICHLT, v 5 L8R (EB TRER
TEEVOREEMIES 2 C EEHME Lc, BREENS, EROMERR
L TWE, THbE, YR MEBICELTRE, vy aERETTRE
<, 7oy 7BRIIBVTS (£0#EF 1% Th 20 EAFEHLD 0 IEIR
BAKREL TV, —F, EBICEERL TV W CNWEICEL T,
7oy 7 EREFTREL, RORCLIAEESFVb00) 5 v LR
RTHHEELI, IhoDERIE, ERD7 + — V2 X E ) OWFLICE L
T, EAF0D &0 ERBIEN ) X biEL CNW B ICE—DO%E %
FIE 4 & WS fE B (Bauml & Kuhbandner, 2003; Kimball & Bjork, 2002;
Kimball et al., 2008; Reysen & Nairne, 2002; Takahashi & Kawaguchi, 2010) &
BELD, R—0ZHM) X M EECNWETELIHMBEELEZ TV
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(c. f., Marsh et al., 2004).

LL, 9 cicdiNtcLric, 7ou 78R (FEBD T, YV RAME
DEBPODOENENZ S Z ERIZETH LI ED L, £ bZ bERFEN
M DEBIBIENTRI T Ao E WS AR EZGET 5 T ENTER L,
i, VI LER (ER2 TR, BEAELT X NAEOREIERN
EEZTH -7 &P, RIENS > &ML, CNWETHSF
DI OIIFENRPEAE L 2L VWS EROGEHEEEREVERFALL. L
b, MR, KEEAEFZ TR0V EHRHASBERLTVWE I EnS,
BRBEIMFEROREE 2T T 2 EBRE L TRLT L OZH LD TH D &
FARV, Lid-T, IhoohdkEm hof@ESazREZ L kLT, 55
ICHETEIIA CTOL S EDRBETH A I,

ZOE®mNEITHN, FHFL»OIMEHEZ O b0 4T L bER
ERTOBRETRITV., 0L, BHECEROBBRENERELT 25
B, LELEEKO AN S 2=/ — v 3 YATOLRERLDIELAER
T 2 HEITERS (collaborative remembering) EFFENZHBTHAEHON S
RO ETH BN, BALD bHBETEES 250, 2EOBHERIE
N3, LAW, flr AoitERECEET 2L, EEICKLT, BAX
DbHEITHET 2L, BEENSMHIINTLES> DTH S (HIF,
2002b). T D& BIIHBROE LR O —> WRBRHISHEHRTDH 5.
bbb, MATERET 25, He ADRELSRRAREHEL 2 0IC
LT, WETHERET 28581, MmAOEESEL AOMBHIEEDES
50T, BAERBENECKZEVWSDTHS (Takahashi, 2007; Takahashi
& Saito, 2000, L2 L, IhZCIBFREREOSF CEmETan IVl
WbOD, AR THREITL LD & LIcRFINHIFIC X 2 RO AREM: b
STWa EEbh, Tk nipFEEESERICE T 2IHERIRICKEFTE
BERYFL P D IMEROMEICRHLAL LT, TONHFOHLE
Motz s LBbn b,

SolcFEk, SBREHEOL S K ATHEHETREL, X HEWE
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