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Abstract

Dialectical thinking is one of the important wisdom of Chinese culture in processing emotional in-
formation. In order to further investigate the influence of dialectical thinking on emotional infor-
mation memory, we used word-directed forgetting paradigm to measure the amount of directional
forgetting and the accuracy of source memory in three kinds of experimental conditions. Results
show that: 1) dialectical thinking can significantly change the nature and intensity of emotion of
events represented by emotional words; 2) dialectical thinking can improve the memory of for-
getting instruction of negative words; 3) but dialectical thinking doesn't change the directed for-
getting effect of emotional words. Those indicate that: 1) dialectical thinking can improve accura-
cy of information encoding through increasing safety of emotional information, then promoting
the construction of the meaning of emotional events; 2) the inconsistency between the source
memory encoding and retrieval requirements makes the directed forgetting effect persist, namely
forgetting instruction still plays a role in the recall phase.
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PHEBER HE L LB EE ENEREER, ATHEPFEFHERENFERE BLZfEm, &
BIARAEFEE HBEENA, WE=M SRR T B E MRS ERRITIZ AR, SRR
PHEBZE: 1) SEHEEERABREKIPA: 2) REAMEELRE K2, DRIEMREN SRR
FRIZ MR 3) HRASRBEARERNRERNM. XRY: 1) FHERETTELRFEHEEERH
ZEMIEINGE BRI, REBEFARRIGEN; 2) RIFCZmEERMERNA—Z, BE
WEAEF TR QRN BOE T e R FEMHIME T, (8188 B SRR ER A AE

XK ia
PHERYZE, ER@EE, RIFCZ, mEMH

1. [EIRERE

IEATIE AR i B S RAR IR 7 S0 Q000 T MR B BEAIE AR A
B R, R AREBE BN BEARNAAET R, RPN AR R, H & B Ko7 X eE v
ST FIHIRIN S, EARE[1]7 o FE SR BOE RAERE R Z AT, 10 B B4
MEEZMATR, ROUHBEAREYE, PHERYE, FRBYESRAE . R AR PHE R 4E, B3 T RZHR
FEM, GO ERBE ORI, P8R R D R ) I B 2 (A AR A AR DT R A S A
AR 2 B AR R €, RIS ) Z A 00 R, XTI AME BRI 3R R BBUSR AN XS O J& A 0
32 SHEZCNHTES, 2013) [2].

1.1, PHERBHERSE m R E B4 I THYMER

BEIE B YRR R R B4 7 2, 0 — Rt e R R B R A RNE ). B, FUR R
Frp 2R, B, HWEEN—ME4ET . Eak, —SF SRR X P B R G 2 e s
RIS R RENR o FHIETE 25 2 PR B AENE L T BRAARIG 28 AT I IRAF B0 AN, R FR AT 3] — 5l 8 [ B 4 6 3]
X ST 25 (RRASRIE B 1% 46 ) ) — O FIRIR S (Miyamoto & Ryff, 2011) [3]. 3 Fjont S7.H il 41436 1 38452
TAEHRUEBYE 48T T, ATV ) T AN S 0 8 SCRT DA S ()00 R B LAt AH 2C B AN R0 OB e Bt
B “tao Pk, Wo e ” .

MHFUE LAE )R R, XM GEn] OB TS 285 B HIPERT, PRS2 om R S SUAL A U 45
KE, BINRAE SO 22 S LT AR AR 28 00 S0 22 e K, RIS N AN G 5155 24 o R ST AR DL 3R (R A
T RRE N, HR TG W NGB SRR SE N A RE % M H AR 15 15 A AR A A 25 (Spencer-Rodgers, Williams &
Peng, 2010) [4]. T4 WF 5838 W L B4 AT DL B2 1% 26 0 45 2 A P B (Mliyamoto & Ryff, 2011) [3], X4
AT eIk 59 AATTTEAS B0 1 1175 4618 42 BUHE 208 (emotional memory trade-off effects) (Kensinger, 2009)
(51, HEMHINRIECAZ I HERGTE . Bk nT DME i, HRuE R 4EnT DI IE (S B2 at:, BIKE%EER
P AR, D RIEICAZ I G A 1 $ A B 22 () O BRI T BRI
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T4k, FRUE AL vT I I S AR B Bl S A, SERUN A A S R, M EE A W A
KE, XABYELREA BT OB, ATEAR IS IZ B R AR O AT RS . T4 SR 1) 2 WRT i3k
B, A2 B A AR R A G S A MR EE )L 5 2% A (boundary condition) B FR BT R T TN
P, BIIAEE Fr R AL F RS B S 8O T R 45 12 12 /) 3 2 ) (Dudai, 2006; Blaney, 2010; Nader & Einarsson,
2010; Nader & Hardt, 2009; Tronson & Taylor, 2007) [6]-[10]. Besnard (2012) [11]#6H, ZaiFRIZfd x4
B [A) AR AL BE AR, 2B 122 20 MARBAEE R m i, 2 SCRFIR AR A2 . X & OB E B0 S5 ik
S e P 2 B — AN 2 AR R B, S BURRICIZ IR (Osan et al., 2011) [12],

HHIEAEENAC B, RIS 1RG0 IR o B i S el 4 kg, B HERPER . 1
w, dFEFAERBEAL T “R AT CRIE « ) )7 B AI Ul fLT & “FZiEw” , “nrRlE
M, WLAATA, FTLMbTTAL, "TUMETIH:” (T« BET) )o I 38 TF a6 A0 B RIS X
Oo PR FE AR 2 X . 140, Kashdan A1 Rottenberg (2010) [ 13300 FE R IF MEAE Jy 0o FRAg B () LAk % 20
EDNRIERS G, GRS BT3RS ae S A . £ MO BT 2, XA
FAEVERIN T R SRR, PLAnfE £ FEE BV B E b, AR RIS S A e, B M S Ek
SR B2 RIRE AR P A 28 SOSE, X P ] 3 I 2858 T BedE— Bz A B AR DGR b, AEASREARTE
P, WRIEVERI ACKE, ST A B G, KRR aett HArrgd . XEHh
T8 e NP B O 5 SHTIREE 0074, 15 28 0 9 BE R 5T SR 1 X A AT IO Ui 78 24 BT PR 856 A 4 2 e
B AR IS 2615 S0, OBt X B AT S 46 244, filtn,  AATTRT R st B AS 5] 1) Sk
AP B RV IR 4% (Schmidt, Tinti, Levine & Testa, 2010) [14].

1.2. EEBSHRPEIFIL

MIRAT BIRIETE R S Gt i 2205 R EL A 1) 9 A B8 A e IO Vo I 38 A0 7 A i R ) = B
S h 2L BRI A S i i B B 5238 (selective rehearsal)/f# 501230 H (M2 8 K T RCWiH, BT
12 H A3 1 5 %2 1k M 2 1K (Basden & Basden, 1998) [15]. 541, Lee, Lee Al Fawcett (2013) [16]F]
AT 50 2% BA B 0 T 10 100 E PR 280 0 R AE SR I HE 0 T % Mk 25 AT ) o B B i (retrieval-induced forgetting,
RIF) R\ 8 S TUE S T e 40 ], 3 R st s 10 LU AZ TS SR I (R 05, ARk, BRIEAT, 2009;
Storm & Nestojko, 2010) [17] [18]” o MEEHHDHIIAH ST KRG, XL 7R IR T FEH0IN T X 03 5 R
MR, AN A A58 s O A SR S B4, 7 A2 5 )38 A 28

MELA FIREFERTE G i 22 R B E 00 1) 5 A B 40 T 12 76 43 ARk o st s R A O R IR . 9l
Verde (2013) [ 19] B 58I il RN AE S E )RR BOR A, T A2 PR BB B B 5 38 4 T4
KA T )8 s T EELE G D B R R H B OS5 HR A AT A, LA, W RAT S 4E
A (0 BUS1C) FE g AR BORAT 1A 0000 T, RESKRIEICAZ J0 W (R v 2 9 0, F2 5 1)t s 38 B AR SR AT
18, WA] A4S AT 5548 2 (Rl s 1d 48 2 MY B Wl B gms i ohfe, i B A SIS EUIER, JF
IR E A R AEAE SR B2 AT . Hanczakowski F11 Mazzoni (2013) [20]FHF 78 MK — & I ST T
PEiE,  ARATTRIRE T2 3R B 1 A2 5 SR BOS R 10 2 ZAH ST, SREGIHIBN I 2k .
1.3. i

MG LA IR RN KT, R 1 26 R AE S ZO ARE B B 2 AR e tE s i, B3 A 4l 1)
I H A2, AR 2 3G 5 w] REA497 68 IO RHME 5548 2 (AZ B C I 8CR , RIERIEICAZ I AERE .
HEUE R0 s i il G 06 SE R AL, A 22 PRS2 1A 20 B IS 28 IR, DRSS Fm AR Se k. T Hoax i
NI H SRS IR SO . R, ASHIF T8 AR R 4 O RO 1 A R A A, R X P R TE
IF1) 358 5 LA B SR A2 i e A A TR AR PR AR
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2. LW

AW FER BT = 2R 70 0 T A 25 A« ARSI B 4 ATV AR e R84 = o 2% 1 R ) S
WATS, (ERE—WLIARSS T, RABEZWER T, B BErE . AR s b PRI 5E ) s Ak
PRACAZH W I 56

2.1. #i

B N R A, AR IR 29 A(B 5 N), THIER 20 $(SD=1.82); 4
24 N(B 12 N), “FHER N 19.38 B(SD=0.97); 4= 24 N(H 11 N), “FEIFER 19.52 ¥ (SD =0.83).

2.2. M8

VB R R [ DOE 15 1A R 48 (Chinese Affective Words System, CAWS) (£—4F, L, PR3,
2008) [21]. M A3k B 4 20 B BT 4.00~6.00) A1 6P (I I 2.50~3.50) 1 IE 1 (A 1
7.00~8.00) IR Fir], PN 4.00~6.00. I 20 4, FEIEE 16 4, EMIETE 16 4. SRR HT
ik 30 44 7] 5 (X B[R] 25235 K 23 00 5 42 S ) o 1l 0 B8 AN AR B AR AE-11 B+11 B NIT s, 48
TR = Fh SLIG MR U b2 7 23 (p < 0.05) (FPEIRE M =-7.63, SD=2.13; H{EiEiE M= 1.62,
SD=1.78; 1EMIAE M=17.12, SD=2.60).

2.3. BF

BRI HHEBLEIRE . =2 SIS = B

HHIEBAERT B 3 20 (AH —) VS Dol EL R PP A4 1] B T 47 = 23R P JSORT 9 B2 s BRI R 4 4 (2H
TR T R AR R R AR R VR I R AR B R RO TT T, A R TS TSR AR T RRHIE
RBAEH (A =) 35 Bl T e s AR R IRV AT b PRl B R AR IR AV AR T T, PP A Y AR T A R A

2B B, EORBAR 2 AT, HARIEIZT TR ICIZ1E e 2% 8 o R b Je th I —MEAL R<+7800
ZAb, B RIETE 3 80, B BIR4 2 By IR B RIS ), RS RIEHENT A
i,

DB B AR B> N AT 55 RIS AZ FIWTAT 55 PR B 73 o AR 2% 2 B B R 2 5 S RIAE 07
5 3 R AT RE L 1 [BMZ 22 ST B SI I iml i, AR 2 B BEE BLK 4R 1D E IR R g . KR
CICHIWAESS, AR S5 LA W iZ3m V5 AR 2% 5T B B & ZERACAE AR 2 BORISAC Y, a1 05 FEATL
B FORIGERFIEZ F B RO, ERIEIC AR TES T B RO A R ARAE 2 M A AN RE
SN, SIS RE K B ST — AR

3. 5%
3.1. YHIE B4 3 HEE IR BRI

PR RIAE = RS2G4 R IR TR Z R B2 (R 1), F(2,74)=199.00, p<0.01, HHWZ Iz 7Y
B, IETEREP RS & R EREZE, «(1,51)=17.10, p < 0.01; Tt e pppses &0~ 25 8%,
#(1,51)=29.95, p<0.01. XVLHH, FFuFEgEnT DU 5 Hh o520 17 45 18] 3R A0 354 1) 1 46 1 o A o B

3.2. YHERB4EXHELEIRE R =HUR AR

P TRAE = PSR 2 T (G 2), AR R IR E MBS N, F(1,74) = 13.48, p<0.01, #2=0.15;
IEPEIRTE PRSI A6 PF R, BRI B35 158 A S RN F(1, 51) = 19.54, p <0.01, »>=0.28; fittid

)
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TEP AL 261 T, AR I B 2 8 Ml S Y. F(1,51) = 56.67, p<0.01, #*=0.53, FHIFEE4EMEH
EHNDLGERE, F(1,51)=3.92, p=0.05, MR ¢ i8R\ TR PHE R4S, B8 5k
TG H 3212, «(1,51)=2.47, p<0.05, BN ENTHERAANEE.

3.3. PHERBLEXHMELEIRRIFICIZAIR M

MSIFEAR ¢ MR, TEMEEEICIE M RIEICAZTE B VE A R A I B PR SE 38 264 R, =
FRFEL3), #1,51) = 3.170, p < 0.01, JHHELERE N T 1M R S 10 E 55 254 T WS IECAZ I HERf M
SRS AZ I B I RIEICIZTE B B VPl AR S e R SR G251 T, ZER RS, «(1,51)=2.22, p<0.05,
RO BRI T FOMERNEAZAT 25 26 A T BISRIECAZ A R fff 2

4. g
4.1. PHERHETTHTIBENMERMEE, BSESHLERY

AT I = T S5 o 47 4 ) A5 PR R AR SR B (42 1), FHIE AR T Ul 4 PR AN, X — 4553
HUAR R 2. Be FRYE, TV TURI SR FE I SO nT DUR S 2E B ek, (E 503N T
(0 e PR S IR A “ AN G P2 BB BE I R AR R, et Mt — 20 0 A5 B ZE 54
(Hogberg, Nardo, Hillstrom & Pagani, 2011) [22]” . #EFEMPIKEE(2009) [23181 EMURZEQ013) [24]

Table 1. Affective word titer evaluation score in three kinds of experimental conditions

= 1. ZHIREH T EHRNEMIT-ES

Hh 1] EMEA ikiar
M SD M SD M SD
H H T (n = 29) 45 2.65 9.16 1.36 -6.83 233
HUR Y (m = 24) 7.0 1.49 — — 3.31 1.90
THA B YE(n = 24) -39 1.43 -3.15 1.63 — —

Table 2. Affective word memory performance in three experimental conditions

2. ZMR KM TIEEIRMNICIZ RS

Hh 1] TEPER i 1]
1E sz 1E =ik 1eME sz
H BT (n = 29) 3.69 +2.00 2.62+1.42 4.59 £1.57 3.17+1.49 493+1.83 231+1.14
RSB (n = 24) 3.96 + 1.68 3.00 £ 1.44 S — 520+ 1.61 325+1.62
TE Y (n = 24) 4.13£1.26 3.38+1.50 479 +1.38 329+2.14 — —

Table 3. The source memory performance of the affective word in three experimental conditions

3. MR KM TEERNKRICIZHS

EAEA yikcan|
1E sz 1E =il
H Al (r = 29) 5.58+2.23 4,03 +2.08 434+1.88 475+2.13
AR B YE(n = 24) —_— — 537+1.41 5.00 +1.77
WD YE(n = 24) 5.67+1.83 5.63 + 1.44 E— S

()
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(R 9 B3R B A7 1 I R O e n e . AR ) I — MR SRR, AR, R RS
BINHITC RS AEAR TSI H T IS AR 1 44 145 55 (Chao, 2010) [25]. Baddeley (2013) [26]f]
PURIRI 25 (hedonic detector) i i 115 H TAFICAZIX PR AE 26 w1l RF o5 o S UE S 438 I fih 45 3 b B 2 Fol
XPSLEPLAL, SEILN JE A AR, MICIZ MR SRS, X R e AR BT 0 BRSO,
PR HEBT A2 BRI [ o

4.2. SRR HIFF BT RRE R SR

AT TR ITH IR R FHIE B ESE 0 7 IR AR 55 AR A R BSRIEACAZ A HER I, AR FIE R
T SAEREIZAT A 6 2F R RIS IZ I HER M, 1X A5 FAIE B T RIE B 4B i s (s B e ek,
S FE R I M BEARBAR IR IE AR 2 R T U S T E SR AZ I W kG, AR IR
TH 53 1) T8 RO o 3K T3 B RV G R PR A 2 184 0 A BRI S5 o8 B S AR, AR A eI e, BiddR 4
AMUAE Gt By B 2 BT B gmtS AV E R, RN ESRBUR AR AT, KA EAMHEIER, B0 E Kok
PRACAZ G A 5 SR BB R [ ph RAFAS 2 s S N R A2 . Bk, FRATRT LR B Al ) R E Fe 2 FEARBE L IE
THERSE ) HHE B E A gy, B I S5 BN REAE H PR Bk R IR TR R I oK

IR EAZ BRI R R IX — Wk . 2O AR, 102 B R AR 7 — MR E
121 756 (boundary condition), #EFRA BT R AT SO 7, RPERSE AR AL B S Bk T
JRUBICAZ 13 2 =) (Dudai, 2006; Tronson & Taylor, 2007; Besnard, 2012) [6] [10] [1 1148, 2477 A1 1Z 405 25
200 Z AL B, ORI 2 ) AL B m i, W SCRFIRGRICIZ: X2 R v s B R
GEAE S 1 B 2 S s — AN T AR I E SR A B, S EUR IR CAZ IR GHT % 2)) . Wichert, Wolf
H1 Schwabe (2013) [27|fIWFFER, JRACIZEFEGE G, BiE B gmh (1) 58 B s 1012 1 SR kA%
HEMEH . X LA 5T U B0 FE IR 5T (mental  context) ¥ B4R A2 A S8 S R G R 8 R AR R i (Mulji &
Bodner, 2010) [28]. ME B X —F FiEACKE, SidOlH 12495 M2 5 )5 A 5 2] 450 2 [ AR B R 3%
i, XTIR AR ALY R T, e B BRI el 2 2 ST MR 548 4, Rk, B TAES R4 SRRk 2 [a]
IA—2, A AT REAETS T2t g b i B 78 P BB B bl o

43. PHERERP T REEHENNEN

AT RFW], BRI BT I H S AR AR RS, HRIFIRCIZ BERGER, FHIE
SLAE T DUSE ks e A2 i dEmh 1, (E R AR AR 4L 5 B 2 10 m 1 SRR s s, AN R ESR I,
MAFE B A R SRR ) B S C S U e S 48 1, A H e BRI R R filtn, BT RN,
BLAEANH AN AT Bt S BUE 4E 1 [ 38 35N (rebound  effect), I8 1] GEHE 5 A2 PR (Wyland & Forgas,
2007) [29]. XG0 5 R SER AT HI BT L], 0 FELE QI ICIZ BB K Ao oAb 61 3 )38 12 (Kenny
& Bryant, 2013) [30].

MIXAS B ESRUE, RHPHIE e SiE 4605 Btk BN I B IG 2 St XTE
THEFAME S, MBS BRERAH— S s B EZEEER . #1W1, Greenberg (2010) [31]
e, AATEDL LA R R BUH A Th EA K (dysfunction)id & 2 KR A B SRR & T, BT E
T AN AR I T M. MARA Bk, AR ARSGEARINE. H2, AMIFERM
MBI B S AR AR B L, B TR A B U, RABEIRAS LI, WE— B B RAFERE L
AN T B FRR — PEVREL SR I R R TT OB FUR I, AATT25 T A AT AR 6 PO AR 52 i Al AT T ) AR B
I HIE AR TR N ), S2HEAORRE, IOV RANE B, X A
a3, oAt i B 1 =5 2 K] X (Boritz, Angus, Monette, Hollis-Walker & Warwar, 2011) [32]. K,

)
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AL TR, T BRSSO RN, AR, AR
SEAIRE T 00 MO IE PR AT, SR 37 540 0 TR AR U 26 956 28 1 PR O T B 45 (Grreenberg,
2012) [33].

5. &hig

1) FHEB4Er U R R AR, IREBEE RN e, BB EETRETE NT S0
BN T

2) BT A TESRIUY B AR B SIS SR AT R I 2 R, D B N R AR
1E4E.

3) TR P LA T (R 19 4 T B R S I
H&mE

AW F A A E 2E Sk SR AR 3 4 00 B (S AR AR BRI A Se Ak sk AL, T H Ym
15YJA190006), F13E [E & .0 B 77 e 3 4 00 H (BRSO BT, TTH %5 : PS03SIC)HIB B Al
e
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