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Abstract

Intelligence and working memory are two very important psychological processes. In recent years,
the researches on the relationship between them and their mechanisms and causes have always
been the focus of cognitive psychology and neuroscience. However, a unified conclusion has never
been reached. By integrating the research results of domestic and foreign researchers, this paper
explores the new progress in this field, and analyzes the possible reasons for the differences and
disputes over the research results. Finally, we put forward some suggestions and opinions for fu-
ture research.
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1. 3]

B TARCHZ 2 OB AN AR 2 RS . ABATTER S s ZOA ARG, R A il P i =
IEIEHI OB, PP OB 2B 7 7R B AU e 2 AT B JRAE R 1 A0 AR AZ h #OR FE E AR
DRI, 220 R b O T3 9 AN M8 22 TRD BB 2R PRI AT 98 A DA R O B 22 R 22 B 22 () A

B AN A S b NS5 25 IR R HURE B RFAE (Premack, 2004; Roth & Dicke, 2005), # /12
— IR L E AR ZE S, RS AT BLTI AR — RAASD L S AR AR AR AT 55 7 1) 2 B (Hikaru,
Yasuyuki, Rui, Ryoichi, Yuka, Seishu et al., 2018). % JJ#E LR &AM NG5, BIAAAZ J1(fluid intelli-
gence, Gf), MR T G o 0 BRI EE 7T, FF H R H 1) 2 75 3R R 48 3CFF(Woolgar, Duncan, Manes, &
Fedorenko, 2018), LA SR % /i (crystalized intelligence, Ge), # S M AR ISR AN 56 A 22 ST e 1y,
JIHIPEAR 5 222 R B SCHEEE I (Raven’s Progressive Matrices, RPM). R4F /R SCAL A T4 J1 56 (Catel’s
Culture Fair Intelligence test) 535 K% /156 (Wechsler Intelligence Scale, WAIS-R). #4783 (Full Scale
Intelligence Quotient, FCIQ)5& M 403 AT, A B 78 A8 F e R A B8 77, A A s ok B ek« Sty Rl AR 2%

TARIRAZ A — N5 M BT AT 555 BT B A2 AN TS A RG22 4%, 2 B4R mn—1
SRS . R T TARICIZIE BN IR 2, (202 H T &) 2 #5211 & Baddeley fil Hitch T 1974 442
2 BB, AR A — A BT R A TUE BRI T WAL R DU B R, DL
AR IR 10 25 B AT PR PR 318 2 BRIV 2 [ B MR o 22 ) B A 20 A A7 i AR o S RS ., i — DM RS
ThAE i1 522 0P 8% (Baddeley, 2000; Baddeley, Allen, & Hitch, 2011; Baddeley & Hitch, 1974). TAFiCIZ 5 &
(working memory capacity) & & N TAEICIZHE I EE e br, —MEHE 515 T2 B 2 0 TAE
1C12 25 8 (Chein & Weisberg, 2014). HETM & ZWNE T/EICZE &M T ERNE 24T AL 55 (complex
span task)Fll N-back 1145, &A% FEAT S E F3h A2 A R A 2245 B 1 HE /1 (Blacker, Negoita, Ewen, &
Courtney, 2017). N-back 155 53R 120 A4 I B 0 R85 AT 28 n AN SIBORE R A, T8 4] 24 i
FECS H A ] B ) S BOR AR N S AT, e R ) 2 R A B N T AE B R S A, AR AR
Witiz, R 2017).

TAR I R i i . BRI SRR 2 A AR R R . XM R —E

][l
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M2, — SRR AL AN 3 A A R I ME & (Martinez, Burgaleta, Roman, Escorial, Shih, Quiroga,
& Colom, 2011), 23— 58 & A IX F N2 0 B 2 A4S R ) (Ackerman, Beier, & Boyle, 2005; Heitz, Re-
dick, Hambrick, Kane, Conway, & Engle, 2006). AR 2 8 SRR B IX A& 2 [ LA AH G, (HgiE
B 2R O IR S R R B S AN T 2 o A AN N TRl B R0 12 4E 355 AT DL 5E 4 RS IX A AH 5% (Colom,  Abad,
Quiroga, Shih, & Flores-Mendoza, 2008). {H& H Fi#) 12 832 M mi2 38 SO/ T — Le s S0 B e

D I . DA RS A SRS A, T ELRHE AT R A T RO R AN X . AL TR T
TARCZ SRR J1 Z 1810 R IBCHTIE T, =3 Z 1A1 0 28 28 DL AOE Bl — 38 2 TAVIR 2R 1) Jit R R LA ik A T

ISR

2. T{EiC1ZA B (Working Memory Capacity, WMC)
5% 71(General Fluid Intelligence, Gf)Z [B]89% &

2.1. WMC 5 Gf 2R

Kyllonen and Christal #z%6Xf WMC 1 g (/MR 2 Rk AT 7 IFEAR BT, MATRE T — R AR
B B N B 1) TC A2 25 B T BE 58 4 A5 () T 0o B B8 ) VLA R /3 (Kyllonen & Dennis, 1996). —Y6HF 513
AN WMC F1 Gf &4 [H] 1% 23 (Colom, Abad, Quiroga, Shih, & Flores-Mendoza, 2008).

22.WMC 5 Gf X, TERIZRSHEMEHERNERA,
WMC A AT Gf FAMERE

AR LR FH AN WMC 5 Gf “RIZHEM” , B2 K2 HF AR 38 2 M ARG, (HRFFER
—MES. 2 90 AR, Engle At [ A IUAR LU T 40212, TAEICAZ o] DARE I B AR S 7
(Engle, Tuholski, Laughlin, & Conway, 1999), MHSES#E & F TAE 1027 500 B I &A1& 22 J: B 7S T 46K
FURER o S WMC 5 GE X S 2 TR AE 56 R AU 7 S SR B AR ACAZ & AR 7 s i e Tl
[Al-¥-(Oberauer, SiiB, Wilhelm, & Sander, 2007). B FE KILTAEICIZ FIAMAZE AR — A I FE P # 2 AR
AIEER, T HAEAR KRR FE b St 7k 22 S ) 225 SIS AR R A=, (R 38 A 2 A0 A . i,
BT IRME AL 0] TR IAMEZE R G, B4R BEARS IR AT LLFOI /M AE 24T %5 B2 =
(Hambrick, Oswald, Darowski, Rench, & Brou, 2010). H4k, H—A4USE b A\ 2 TAEICZ B E - MEZE 7ol
DATRGARAT I )R lan, fE—miwtsed, Pallan=FE M TR, MATERRISFEIR 35 h 2 )5, 1
VBT BEAESS L BRI AT DR TSR AE M 2 AT BEAES IS 42% 112K % (Lopez, Previc, Fischer, Heitz, &
Engle, 2012). PAtt, VF28FF0# N TARICAZ 2 & 0] DUR B 8 Pl A8 77 DAL AMA R R

2.3.WMC 5 Gf §EHX, BERIERIZHAFAZREHENNEERNERA,
WMC REEFM Gf FaMERI

T WMC 5 Gf i BEAH G, ¥F 2 038 DO TARICAZ I ANk 22 S 2 8 I AEAE M 22 S B S TR o H
IMAER Z W T8 NI — MR BRI, H 23 H 5811 Engle AR AN HIXFEIN N (Engle, 2018). 15047
THEHFE G RMIERE, M0 EET X WMC &K K P A B AT ik ST 58 i
(Quasi-experimental study)fS (1), IXFF7VEM M AE, HRHEE WMC 5 R RILER M, (HREHET
WMC S8 IR RIS, & WMC IR AR AR o tE . KA e e Aol & A2
BN AEETEE, AR EHFXHNMEZESBE, XA U ENT# T LI . XHFEE LW
FE A58 (Structural Equation Modeling), 1H 210 #2575 2 F K LU HESCIR R L B 2 1) 2 . AR R I BB 7 i
7, WMC 5 B S B A 2 18] A SR ZU IR AE Se e, AR 00— AN KFE AR BEAT A 7 DU o] St 0] L P A28 B i
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R IE R 5L bR bR AR 3 (SR REMLE A0 SR ERARE 2 MR R, A &S WMC Z 8] 9% & (Martin,
Shipstead, Harrison, Redick, Bunting, & Engle, 2019).

Unsworth Z5 AFEH 7 —FF “Z 87 (capacity hypothesis), HJHEFREAE 1752 B MATERBLIRA T 0]
DLET I i A7 RS S PR, Al A2 B R B/ AT DUE TAR G2 B i R 2 B S, AR i
5, XEWEAMET LRI S E 2 07 Hbs. RIS, BRI RT DL A% A7 25 B /N I A4 5 1 1)
fi# ¥ 7] @ (Unsworth, Fukuda, Awh, & Vogel, 2014). XAMR S —FE %, BIFEERAEE 1TE R
SRR, WMC 5 Gf Z A G R s, — U 748 A vh B9 200 H IS 1 IX 00, Raven #iidE4E
B W] DR A8 e e i — T H BT 75 00 5 B0 AT 70 2, NI PO 3R B R R . 8T, SR BRI
A, MR AL A YE O Al TH B WMC 5 Raven I H HfF G AE 6 1 2 18] 1 9C R FF %A BE 2 B 1E 52
MGG . tb4h, #EE Unsworth 1 Engle IR FL, &%) AL MR IS Raven W1 H HIfF ULk
TPEZ T )6 R A A B R . BFFL4EE A W TR dn e i (e Al & TR 212, E#A RS
B IR Z F 1) R Rl (Burgoyne, Hambrick, & Altmann, 2019).,

3. WMC-Gf {84151

WMC 5% 3= B W 12 OB AR o P DR A5 R RO RE 7T TN Gf MRS AEAR KRR E bk 17—
FAR B IRE ST, RS RAE H AT AT IR I HE M /), (B ERIPOEIA E Z e iR, %58
A PEHERR, IR S XIS AR RRE S &P 5 1, (B A A =38 Z AR R PEAR S8 e (r = 0.6 —
0.8)? H Al % T3 it — 5 2 1] 5 AR 5 (1 Ji AT (RO AR 32 284 LU J LA

3.1. #ZH14%E = (Controlled Attention/Attention Control)

FEHIPEE B — AN A A RAE RS P, W DO S AT #2810 T sl 78 TGS 20 L R o =+
WP R B E T S5 54 <8915 B _L(Grol, Schwenzfeier, Stricker, Booth, Temple-Mccune, Derakshan
etal., 2018), WEAATRAT I BT it A4 T 72 J1 0 R

KT WMC-Gf HRIIBLH],  HATEON) 2 52 MR I HI VR R A RE /1 (Engle, 2018). RENS 4T
RIFEHIER ST, BEE AR RHIME R, HEBR TS R B3 M5 B B MR R 36 A AR 12)™
FEAT 55 b RIS EL B U (Stanovich & Toplak, 2012). 42 il PEiE 5 68 0 MR R d I s iR &
TPUEETT 2RI BT, — R FRHAUEN 13X — ri. #lf1, Rosen Al Engle 18 H 73 2K 51T 55
(category fluency task) (Rosen & Engle, 1997)MI& 7 AR TARCAZ A B H PR IUF . Engle 1
Kane ik 7 AR TAEICAZ & EAMARTE 22 21 A BHZ 08 R B RT3 TP L (Kane & Engle, 2000). A B
3 ] F940AE 5% (anti-saccade task) % SR TAEICIZ B mAMARE B E TS L (Thomas, Rossell, Myles,
Tan, Neill, Carruthers, Sumner, Bozaoglu, Gurvich, & Caroline, 2018). ¥ [FIHAT 552 —FrAES 1B AL E
W55, BERAE 58 BOZAT 55 I 7 SR D0 IS O T /4 B CRER HR. EIRFTTTEA I, & WMC
B IR I AR WMC IR 24 . BRI A A WMC BAMAZE S, It 7 ANRALE S b A IR 72
e DA E [k R s i P i 22 e o TR 006 L i S HE BRI 6 0 R S IR SRR
FEFHR T — A HTU A R 5810 3 b — AN THE, IR DS P05 B R I T R . e i/ 3
B E RIS T AME R R RIEE R . BT 28 S WO I LRI SRk
BT R, & WMC-g AH G I HEE L]

3.2. REEAYIE A (Strategy Use)
SR T LA 2 SR N T SE R TIAT 4% B T B — TS w3 (0 AR BT 0 — Rl — RAIRRE
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VF2ATRS B BARTR 2 — RAIA RSN, — LUk B B L Sy oh— B A AL

Unsworth 1 Spillers (2010)fJBF 7t R B, BIfEERS] T #EHIMEERNZERZ G, WMC B ET R #E
s fARE GF 454 Th i S2 5 M 22 53 (Unsworth & Spillers, 2010). Pt AT B8 2 i 1 7E 7 35 A 52 WMC-GE #2511
ME—HLH. —LemF LRI, RIS IS F AR REARRE WMC-GE Z M A5G TAEICIZRE 1 @ itk ik ar LA
A RSN, S EMATIAE R AR JJMIAT 55 oA SRR I . Wiley 55 NS WMC-GE HIAH R R R
H T — AT/ FE (interference/distraction) (Jarosz & Wiley, 2012). 5 51 1 #2 21 (42 #1) M VE B AN R 2 Ab7E
T AATHIBE TS I WMC-GE AH R R BRI B 1 HEBR T %5 BT PRI RE i 2 oh, TARCIZRE s m Ak )
DAfS ] — S SR ek /D 0] TG R B e R, X LSRN )3 AT BE R 2 WMC-GE AR B2 —. A A
ML B S B B o B0 10 A 00 s P SR B 00, P SRS AR S K 5 AR i T SR BB O
S5 RIS TR IR 5 SR — S 250 B £ DT Ul R ol £ L ) WMIC S5 A i 6 0
gk B2 6] R AH 9% (Gonthier & Thomassin, 2015). At IR 780 25 8 35 0 — AN B I0AT 45 53 4 8 2 DL
B, PAOEB TR A ORI B 1, #2 PRI WMC-GF Z [AIfAH % (Ang & Lee, 2010; Schelble,
Therriault, & Miller, 2012). [Fit, ZHEHEHIIEH AT 882 WMC-Gf A3 3K5)) /12 —(Thomassin, Gonthier,
Guerraz, & Roulin, 2015).

3.3. INHI#Z &I (Cognitive Control)

WA IR AR M FERE E (IS, R0 i 2\ 0 B8 Y5 R A B ARV AT 00— H AR5 ) (10 2R
T3N(Jin, 2014; BEAR, ZFEL, Mg, XIE, 2019).

AT TN G S TR RBRANT, B T NHEEHISE KR, PG ES S TE
1EAZ 1< & (Yu, Alfredo, Tingting, Tae, Qiong, Caiqi, Yanhong, & Jin, 2019). FIFH KR AR T ER M= /7,
HI N-back A 55 A TARICIZ R 2% FEAR SN TAFCAZ, I — TURN 5 1R 3 A 55 AT 3 N 241 1 (the attention
network test)ll EINFIFEG], A A5 5 PR ARSI 71 VI TARICIZ 2 MR, 4R,
INFIFES S TAEICIZ L 2R R R &, WA ES SRR SRR 15V %, S5Res 71/04H
KSR T iR 7. XEERIRE], ARSI — R IR 7, Rl i ia R A EEEN TR, 5
Ab, RS TAECAZ 2 18] 7 FEAR R B AR 4% i vl e 2 TAEIC1Z -5 %8 A SR AL o

3.4. HIEAMFRM R =

Ty TR A ARSI PAR R 1 18] e BEAH 2 R R B SR B T2 O PR 7T . iR T AR
ACAZ AR SRR 5 S AE B A0 (0 A0 b i s B0, BUAR H TG T A& 1R # 48 JEOFRL 0 Bl R R 1 138
TR BT RN B IEAFAE S UL, (HAH € T RTAUH B R AE TARCAZ T B ZEAE HI (Miller & Cohen, 2001). Bk
sz b, T B R i TAR G RAEAF A F S BN X, 5 AR AZ 28 8 5% iRt sl e A8 J5 T
2= W %2 3 (Vogel & Machizawa, 2004). —Iiiff 73 (Tang, Eaves, Ng, Carpenter, Mai, Schroeder et al., 2010)
BB E — &R 51 n-back TAEICIZAE S, RIS FMRI AT DTI P FERIRAG IS S, 45 588 AT 553
T FR) 3 S i X A 000 A RS T o R B o 453 £ AT 9t 33k — BRI 1 BT DA R TR Skt AR
TCAZ AT H bR S AT N R B4R F (Szezepanski & Knight, 2014). T8 1, BEAR H BT T BAR R X A
FAAE— L858, (0 2 HOIT Fu 45 RAEK WA AN TG je JZ A28 )b R FE R EAR I (/e 4, s,
2014). Jung A1 Haier (Jung & Haier, 2007)J[isk 1 2 AN ST 3L A SCVE A9 LA X, 383 15 5T 25 44 K 401 X 2
SRR BE Rk, $EH T T4 4 FLig (Parieto-Frontal Integration Theory, P-FIT), ZFigi\ A, —BKE
JI7KP S W T TR A 28 IR A0 o] A 20N A5 B . VF 2 0F 90 45 SR A0 S R B 5 AT R 2
Glascher %5(Glaischer, Rudrauf, & Colom, 2010)f# H 3% F & 2 115 AE JE B (Voxel-based Lesion-symptom
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Mapping) B AR K 241 A7 N, [FRE AR LA X 73 B & IR 5 8 A5G % . Masunaga 55
(Masunaga, Kawashima, Horn, Sassa, & Sekiguchi, 2008)H fMRI FA45 8 il AT £ 45 /R SCAL A P88 00 56 1
X, I stimulus-response FXFELI % >JW0E 7T B2, AR . PG AN 358 08 15 2h 0% 1 40
MRz JE o X 5 FH e g G it A A P ) B AR I AR R S R — U . BT E 2, L
YEICAZ LB 3 Sanamt F T (A G T2 2] 1T 2 M ar (4 A, 13, TkAE, 2018), #HEAIEAR]
RESE FH AR 2 —

4. XF WMC-Gf X ARG FEEERMFUNER:

1) KT WMC-Gf KRR FCE R BT RERIE T M AR A AL o BE U N A & o Hris
I TARRIZ S B AZ KRR, —HZEPMRXAEL, JFARERNEGEEH SR, mRkRET
ST REXNE AR BRI B A W, HR V2T ITE XX MO R A BRI SE . AR HTERIAS 2]
BES R T “H AR KR,

2) TARCAZ ST T RN & L E & T RES K T =& M. BT TARCIZT AR5 P i
LI TR AR T TARCIZ B SATIE M VE L, WA S & D NRAES A RS, fln, B85
F R EHUERE S, W ARSI R EERES), T E SRR I 2R AR TARCAZ) T BRI . 4
B AR RE P IUE ST T R — SO BE N, A5 I PR AE A SR I G5 1R AT B I I A
T HFH — R R 0 25 T 573 Ah— e 20 EhF- 8 AN K

3) BHAJNERNA R RSB T BTSSR MI A . A LB TR A A SR IS I T 5, BARMESE IR
W0 RAE T B FITER B 2 R, AR TG T AT e SE a6 45 R 0 Jo kAT, By iz il ik
B v S50 T S0 BE AL X T S0t R BN g AL AN 2, PeE PR BURAIC, BRI BT AR I DR S5 1R 1
R HEFOE R SRIG T TR ICHAED FBOR B R LB S OL T, B 5 ZBIBENLR R AN, 15 H A2
WIHATEE.

4) WAEASCEF TR RN, LR TARCICIERE 11, HIP 7 AR Z . BT TR B
METTEIEAMF, 7T Be 23 it 7o 45 R A F A — AR .

5) MR M RIFANRFR KR, WARMRITARC K RESLTNH R T7, HARH,
2019). REBIFE DM TARCAZ SR 1 Z BERZAIA R R, BN TARCIZM MEE R ST
T T AR 22 5 B O TARSAZ T AT AR ), X S 25 iR # R A IR I Sk Z Sit 22K HR 1 o

5. RFARTFEEEMBERA )

1) BRI BT S #T B0 K BIAS IE—F i T A2, (HRE B TAECIZT BEAT SR J1 I 5 AT:
25 B #R LR AT BE I TN T FE 8, SRR IX P 3 2 8] 1) b DA S S SC R I a0 BT A S A 3 S
AP

2) HETRT TAECIZ A ik &ML 4 T 82 it seim S 7R 2 sei kit e,
TR SR RO TR B AH O DA MK 2B E AT, ER R i BRI I R B AT SR 1 2 (B AR R
R TT o FRATTIA A BT 0 BEYE B A AR BN AR AL, DRI B3k AT B 2 BE A 20 ) A 28 i Rk 2
AR R TARICIL S I R G R, 1 HA YRR AR S ) 450 vT Re 38 BA U IR 77

3) HAETHFFR K — AR AR IEATE R working memory capacity H' “capacity” IR LA T 5%
il P 3 = 2 18] A 9% & (Shipstead, Harrison, & Engle, 2015). SRR UL, SCHRF =T WMC {55 2R & T
T ABAELE ST . “Capacity” 228 € XN EFPIRE T o] LURFFII(E B804 H (Cowan, 2017), {HZ
— ST 5 A B A R IO T AR A4 ) 9 R PR P B (Engle, 2018) o 17 LB 048 i AR IR 2
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FEAT S KT T 5002, ARSI X AT 5500 & (1 L AA P 25 DA SO AT 45 2 [T ) R R o

4) KF=ZAMEE o Je 34T % (central executive control)” . “ % fill 14 £ E (controlled atten-
tion/attention control)”  “IA%I1{ZHill(cognitive control)” , ‘A IFE TAEICIZ AN Sy & Rk 6 EE FI1EH
RN N A — S EE EA A OC R ? BIVE T Ui H AT I H R = 1 — A Thheg,
HAH EAE R s 1) R A (Mackie, Van Dam, & Fan, 2013), {HEANFE R A AN ERIRIR, 255188
PRI, Rk A BB AR R BT 98 ] LU DA N AN 22 (AL il e i 20X =38 2 RN R &R

5) MM AT AE—E R L L ORIR ANFZ IR SRR 2 I SR (AP AR, (R AR T Ay, BT
RIEARAH IS AN PR SR SCBR I FHIE R B o AR T8 SO M BRAE A ST A R B AH OGS R £ F 5L, RH
BHEAEHM R T ER TR R R RS, RE TS ®E 2 B EIEXR.

6) 13 H 2510 B W] FER T RN T BB T 45 AT REMELRIR LI meta 08T, (HRH T & HE
KBTI BERE A TR, U RMEX O g Rt AT A gs 500, X2 B e T TR
1258 )12 0K RAAAEF RN 22—, RIAE AR SR 78 i 2R S St 7o 7 ik S5l & TR % —.

A TAECAZ R L EZ WS, 2SR AR A IS T IR, HREIEAHVF
ZHEARENHTT . fEARRB I, BT AFH AR OB 2SS, PR TR )
BINZS s AR TR B DL R 2 ALK 0T V7 2R R AN A e N A S 7 B A A L B 1 3

SE 3k

FRPE, A, XIEEFEI(2014). —RCE IRRENIH. FRITA IR 2 F15HK (4), 116-122.

o, HARHEQ019). MM SERKE. FEEZFRE 99(10), 790-795.

XIS, MRIRAR, BiFiE, R 12017). 3T n-back NHMTE 1 IEF Wi Z W LEARSC AL M. LYSEH T F 54,

(34), 830.
WA, I, HKARQ2018). BUANH- I S5 A 0] TAECIZ A ST Rt . A EZ G Sf R 74, 4(2),
114-115.

WERR, ZE, e, x02019). NS EI) — B/ LS B TRl LREFIR, (1), 140-148.
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