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Abstract

The SNARC effect shows that the left hand reacts faster to small numbers and the right hand reacts
faster to large numbers. As for the cause of SNARC effect, through analyzing the results of previous
studies, it is found that the sequence information of numbers has some advantages compared with
the quantity information in SNARC effect. This paper tries to explain the possible causes from
three aspects: embodied cognition theory, working memory theory and brain function lateraliza-
tion theory, and proposes a possible sequential information processing mechanism.
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1. 5|

P AETRATR A R T W, 4% 2 IS T A0 BB DK, B A A A
RG] T EEMHENE A A BB T R 2, I TE DN AN T AU 2028 N R 5T,
XA H TS A B AR R T AR . FLAE 1880 4E, Galton (1880)3: T KE MBI LE B, M IR HITR ¥ F
LA 23 [BRFAE A 051 o B 2 250 AR STUISRTT 9 1 3k F RAT 9 J i dcade , AT R ER N AR 1 40 2 )
Rtk

Dehaene %5(1990)iid — R 41 S50 UE B T $ 7 RE 30 25 (B ZRAE o 75 52 56 i) 4k 2 BB 741 £ 7= 19,
5RO F RN SRR, A R RHOR R AR, 3K — I AR 7 ) — BT SO G R B 2N
(Spatial-Numerical Association of Response, SNARC %{J3). SNARC %50 (1 & B it B £ 1 K /N 2= 5 A
PRA 25 [ )2 o Dehaene 25(1993)# HOEE L 7 2R PG F] TR XML B o AN AR R A7 4E — S
AWK B0 B A 2, BVNECT 2 B S RO B 2R 2, TR B T e W B0 B
R4 2 OB P RO S A R ICEC S, AT OB S PR 2 RN AR K.
FRUL, OISR BRSBTS M EEER . B2, ARE AL E %
RIS TV MR, 4 EHBEHLES (Ginsburg et al., 2014; Wim & van Dijck, 2016) ({1 8-1-4-6-3). B/&
WA EERE R RGNS R R (Gevers et al., 2003) (i Bh)E, 56EKR I SNARC RN . X i B ¥ &
5 H IR L SNARC RN 117890 26 F

2. SNARC HNHIAR: BERERLERINFER

N THRF SNARC ZUSIFIARJG, B 56 S0 A &5 BAGF 5 B S . o BoR (5 SRR 8ee
R BARBUE R R R 2 D A (I 3 N ER) . 75 SNARC S8 RIH SCH e Fp R B, o 3s K/ A
Wi AT 55340 2 A3 (AT AR 25 25 ML T SNARC 28087, 3 i3 B /M AR B A4 501 i Sl Bl 1) 22 /0 o 2 1)
FAERI(Wim et al., 20068). HHFFCHE NN, (S B SNARC RN iR IE EEAER, HH 2R 1k
MEH IR 5507 AERF 5 E 25 Sk SR Flow o i, WF 7835 JE e 0 FH B 4241 £ 72 (Ruiz et al., 2010),
N EGEAN [FE F 75 2R 37 (B an #8528 v (Hans-Christoph et al., 2005). H SCHrw (& i2%%5,  2009)%F)
2L HATHCRAS B AR T S2, #EH P RILT SNARC . (HE—RIE, hamaRl, Hik
P2 )L AR NPT T AR LA 55, RIS ) L FF A X AN 5] T AR 15 E A7 AT AT 40, 2 21
WRIH T SNARC BB (FM K, REPT%:, 2016). IXEERF 7T ARLE U6 B AL RS B AE SNARC &b R IEHE
HEER .

SR, ORI AR B 5 B AP S B Bk, B Toulid S5 4R B SNARC 2408 7t 7 /2
W TR RAE, TRBURIRF R AT R — X8, — i 708 80T B (S B AR5 2 .
AATTE I BT SR A R ST BRI AN R 2R, DA IR /R BATTX SNARC RN AR BTk @ldn, i &
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(013) M ST “H” . “2” o ‘7 . T IR AR ARESEAT SR, AR B
ST R, (BHBEREIEARE, 2RI T SNARC R,

fE SNARC RGN B FTHT, RIS B SO R AR IR (58 3 ANSERY) . iP5 B A
SNARC RN H B 2 3 KM R MR, HA—E W & EARMEUECEHUE, 2019). FFRENTRIL TR
Z A A BRI R T =42 SNARC 248 . I, Gevers (2003)%5 % FIAX B A T REAE 171 J0 2Bk
NIRRT R = B F 3 FHE RSS2 SRAB I W RSO R B 1 R e, 485 SR R BRI M 45 S
ATDABOE 23], RIAEAE—FP2E SNARC M. TEZSLIH, RIS 1 B AARSUEHARIER, 25
(A5 S AR AE -

BIRHCRAS BT (5 BHAE SNARC R R HEAER (3 3 iVE HALHIANE (Zhao et al., 2012).
(5 B BRI 115 SUE B RFREL,  WR TS BB LT A, o SR A AR A,
MHMN TSR EE RN, BB, HAMAT DU#ERE LA Y SNARC 8, 38
AT AR RS AR 1K) SNARC R

3. IFF{EEE SNARC ¥
3.1. IRiF{EE SNARC MM AL M T

KEFFRI, LR AAEEEE BRITE BN, 7 E B RS R 2 Fs =S m R, AP
A5 B AE SNARC R AAAEAR A o filtn, 5455 (2016) 10 H 48 L 3OFNE & S8 E M el B
25 SNARC 48 H A5 BRI (5 B o X PR RIS 2 A BATE S 2 B FEMBR T, A
BAFRITHEF . L3045 R SR, SNARC 28 177 -5 AEHOIRFE B —8. Mieil, fEinTRS
2RO ST (WL B4 B T SNARC 2008 5 17 75 I L 76 28 48 5 50 H B S 8 (WA B4 |
LT [ EER) SNARC Z48. AR, w0, AR (2016)%5 A fd ] o [ B BR A 0 80 (— b B IR e v, B
TR B BB/ IE A SEIR R, 45 AR BT E BA T2 E R ERA A .

Prpic. Fumarola 5 (2016) FIHF 7t [FIFE SR AL TIPS B 7E SNARC 8 R4 T A UE B o At Al 1@ it 1
B FHE M2 A, R BRI AR R T2 M ZER . R RER, MERERE TS5
(B BV SS I, ARATT SE A ) T RIS SO FUFE), A2 R K /IME B G R R 2 [A])
X R PR E AT 55 T S A 7 4R A

X5 2 A sE R R AE S AT 05 B A RS A TE 2 AR S . XM 4y BORT UUA BTN
WHIE R B A R TR 1 S, BB R BRI AR E R, SR &2
SNARC (. SR, fE4FEA(2016)Mse T, Her mBeE S SRR, (BIRFE B RAE T /4.
WIS 5 ERA I TIRFE L, BT ¥R SNARC R4 . 28 ERTIR, {5 BAE SNARC 28 H
FAEARRF N L.

3.2. IFFE 2% SNARC MR REMH

SNARC R =52 TS & B I REm, B (s B IR 7 17 B RiG . B, Bachtold, Baumiiller
I Brugger (1998)#fF 91 1 75 ELR AR AP S HHELL T (1) SNARC &N, SR BN, EAFRMZEZHHE
BERHIL T AT SNARC RN AF55 16 B b il it 7 MR i) s (M S B HESE, IXAEA5 O3 5T 2k
FAE 2 (8147 B m A mT R 4 BT 55 15 55170 R VG % . Galfano et al. (2006) KB, 4 ER B N
A s, RECT 5 M R, 25 RIS SNARC 208 o 3 3 AT 4515 858 vl LAk A8
O HECF AT ], A2 I A ) A .

EHEAE 000, WFEBAE SNARC BN AR5 m e, BA R RS IEE
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RS 5 #5 T ATHE P B IR — 2 FBUR AT N T, A8 4075 BT B S AR % . van Dijck il Fias
(2011) G AESRIG H kBRI A B 5 ANBENLECE R 51 (U 8-1-4-6-3), FFELR AR R xHEAZ 751 3 F
BEAT AR T, S5 R KRIEELT IS T AR A B 7 e F BRI, I SELT 2T S A R AL BT A T
SO, BRI T AR B RN, HANZET K/ME BRIRZI o £ 5555 (2016) FIEh A L 77 18 )%((2016)
(SEEG T, BT REAORHR R R, 0TS SR Se T8RS BT RAE, B 7 50745 877 A AH
5] () SNARC %5 .

L LANA, (TS BMASF AT CARI 520 SNARC 2687 A 3B S5 B R AE . (HR7ERES R
fhn e, 5 2 R AR AT 555 5 A AR AL T R B O BB R 2R T TR . TR RS BN T, o5 2
RGN, 2R, I BT DUARHEAT 5515 858 1 20 4 1 3 B AS ) ) 25 () 5 M4, R I H AN 6] 7 1] 1) SNARC
RBL. METHEGER, PSSR T 85 EA .

3.3. IRF{E2 M INE

£ Prpic. Fumarola 55 (2016) M i, MRIBESIERAIAE, Bl s S AAHE . 8l
BORMAT EFHE LUBUE S5 I, ARATTSEAG ) 30 IR A5 2, RO & FRE BT RS . AR, 28R
PARPAT — NS EFFHE TR BTSN, AT TSE A T 0 RS EE S, BRI Re S a] . @i
TR 7S, AT LR BT 25 5855 R [ AT LA 51 SR 7 SNARC RN B 3 IR P45 18 B (5 B A in T
X HE— 5 S TIPS BAE SNARC 08 (8 ik, FFomif 14T 551 Bk n THLHI sz m .

FENAS B 3 SAEH BAE S, B 20 B AS RIS 000 A B 5 2 2% v ST A B AT L
B, 1% UNARAEARIE TR AR B B0, IF 51 e il B0y 288 228 vl m el J5 i AL
B, R E B R B AR OB R R,  RIBI I A B ek A2 DA 5E U S5 (Prpic et al.,
2016). ik, BPfd e BT 0 LB, Bl it T USSR Je o SR AR I 15 5 Al e 2 s M 5 AT 5%
e I LR R REE R . X4 sl T IF 5 BAE SNARC B E B, DLRATS 1G5
XF LAENLHIBIREI . B8R T HAAE SNARC AE 55 Hh il R TS Bk 58 At 5%, IF Bt 17—
A 0 TS, BIEE T 0T A5 S AT /0 BRI, NIRATEE R N HEZE AR SNARC RN 1 7= R AL
REETHEMER.

H AT AT5 94 e Btk — A BRI TSRS AR R IX AN A S, FRIRNHR TP 15 BAE SNARC 2808
AR AN A R . SIS B R SRR AR R E VAR R, AT AT DL AT T SNARC RN
BIRLE, AR B0 AR NS0 A 1387 i 4 o 4

4. ISR SNARC ¥R 8ERLH
4.1. A\ FEP

B G\ HE O B2 rp — AN S ST A . B T BEAR A RIS 5 O BIIRAS 2 R AG AE SR A B & (M3
4, 2010). B EANFIER IR B B A OMES,  BRAMACKE B 22 00 FONE S i B S AR s TR L, A
WS CLE QB A OSBRI T RS, WL A i, L. /E SNARC RN, %L
TR /N AT BERE A3 B — AN AL S (] 2k b, A A3 80N OB 5 22 AR ORI, UK I 207 5 46 I AE SR
X —FR BRAR U A RRE SCAL IR 2260 SNARC 280 R (1 521 « — REHF 5235 SNARC 24852 21 ST A EA] 2 4 3
B 5 S B B2 (Orly, & Lera, 2010; Marc et al., 2010). M Z A7 BIEL AP S M, 78K 52 33X Fib
07 6] B0 2 J5 53X R A [a) A B I Bl A 2 FH 23 (AR P2 AR R AR, AT T2 7R Mo BT B O e Tl A5
()7 11 4% o RRHEIX AN A, A PE R 2 AR ) 15 A0 -1 55 1) 7 1 0] oA ek i3 47 4 (5] 7 1] (R SR AIE  Shaki
A1 Fischer (2012)1EAT B — TR SR B, A ZE [l Aq Bl e s 5 07 s LA AP AE sege B 1
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2 HL[Y) SNARC RN .

BB\ B s RS s 2 M A & . EBT KN AW S, BRATAUAUR SR H 7, T2
IR AZE 5 ENHE . BB R S BAME A TR EEARRE, MRS T
MIBEEA R B, FHETHECIR T e — €2 L2 E] SNARC &R 77 [, Fischer (2008)
HEEUNE FIF AT B0 A FIF 06 T B R AT B 2 A BT 55, 45 ORI e F I aa v B
RARILH R E 1 SNARC RN, 1M AT F- I A THEURI AR AR K I SNARC RN o I8 3l 158 23 5 M A7 1)
K/, Badets & Badets (2010), Badets %5(2012) 18 F FHg iz sh & b VB i, ik pl 0 52 J5 Bl AL
HHE, ERRIMPRIENE TR ERE 5, BT U0 N

4.2. THEICIZERR

TARICAZ BRI BT - 23 (B BRES S AT 55 PRAT S R) B I ) AR ICAZRAE . fEAT ST HAIR], K2
KACIZ I E B 2] “ TAEZ R R E itk b, IR A I0E A TR 0E FPIRES B @i se T H
ERp e 2 AR (RS, SRIG P2 AR A BN (b ), Wiz, 2021). TAEICIZ@ M BHE T 51 H 1
HEPUAL B S 2 M AR 4 &, DU S THC OB F e ida € E55 . van Dijck & Fias (2011)2H 1 ¢
SR B RS IRES, ATy SNARC 2808 1 72 AR 5 T AR e A B i T B P RAE o 3X PR AR FR
HFFHIVRL BN, € BFRATE i B AL B

SR, — L2350 TARICAZ B PO SR T i %E, fhfiTAA SNARC RO IR 7 AR AU AR T T
TR P P AL B, B2 BIHAMR R T4, — st R I, ARSI, Al T
A2 H B AT FIBTRT , B T ARAE T AU B AN 41, SNARC 2R AR R B H 3L (Ginsburg & Gevers, 2015).
XK SNARC RN 275 2 K IC IR &R, 10 e F1 A B 2800 D)2 407 ) A B 5 2 1) (R A I i 2
PR L, TAECIZEWR o7k 58 AR SNARC 08 A6 1 JE A .

R TARCIZER A A B, (ARG B RMER L SR RN Y (5 B SNARC L
RIS, IR T — SO TR BOTREB BRI, Tk, ARSEAEHEER. &7
= BRI R 277 2 2L SNARC 2N 1) 45 5 (Gevers et al., 2003).

4.3. KigmMMCIES

AR R A EE 12, BF 7038 A R N SR sk 2 () R e i im0 07 205 7 A e Bk 1) ) Bh REARFAL A %
FREREBEEEE M T A B (LU, 2020)4H56, 1A BREE By T s (A R RE A4 b B (K 31145, 2022) 6
Fias 25 (2001) IR T R I, KB A5 0 1 BR800 1) S AE B0 RN U BT 25 R B 1 BE R M BeAs, 3X T e
A 2 BRAE 0 2 1) A A S TH AORE I 9% . Felisatti 25(2020) 32 H % 2 1A Bk 45 A A= 0 4 L
B A = A B B 22 e R I 2 (e A 5 o A T KRG BR, SR 24T iz, X —HLHITE
A LA RIRE . R —HLH], LA SNARC RN, KRR Bk 2 RAF4E 28 SUERE, EF
HhpeRiER:, AF 5 PRRER: . X4 S8 F (56 RIS BB 1 R NI TR 58, 1A F(S
T 2 BR%E B ) /N R SR (1) BE 9

RRUE, IR B PR AL T R SNARC SR —AN T RENLHI, RIS M5 B 5 A 3k )
TEBNAH R . PP FUAR A 7838 I {5 F D e LR UZ (FMRID) ARG B (EEG) S £, #8755 1 SNARC 2%
J87 5 R 5 I X R B AE G o X L i X AL AR AU AT A Ry T TR Rl T, X e X
IWNB 5 T AE. FERMS I, Bk, 2012). iz €(2019)#M—1 ERP Wf 70 b & 3L, X2
()R 31 A R P 0 DX O T A X, i Tk Rt B 1 S e 3, 0 A T K o n T
HEIEEH, HEHBRBE, AT NCE R T EEERH, BB RRK. hit, e @ikd
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ATREAE SNARC RN (RIF  RAR A o AT B3 U R R 22 36 v R 5 S5ACING m AR o 22 ) 46 1 122 75 2K
MBS, HETMTSZNE SNARC RN I«

5. RESRE
5.1. Fgk

YA SNARC R 7 1 BT T, HEC b A B O (5 B R BEMRE LA 7 9 ) SNARC 28,
ML 15 S, AT LA AR PR ves el BE Ko 7k 738 St ok FH B AT R BRI 45 S IO A RLRBIE T SNARC 288, I
PR THERGR, WP EEERGIRS . EPHRIESEE T, BoalaE 2ok B ARRIS b A &
5% G KA BT AL %S5 AR EE T AR SRR G, IR 51 S aCRe Ry
FNZH PR R G RALE, TR E 5P SRS BT I AR SRR E, RIS & A
Bt LLSE AT S5 -

HEARE R T AEBAR 5 OBRES Z R, 18 U7 RN AT RE S — A HE UL AR 2 (] 2 5%
BE, M BATHINE . TARCIZ BRI R T 5 2 MR A2 N ) ARSI RAE, (HIF A RE 5 2 il R
SNARC RR o i P02 18 JUIKE i (K5 245 Al BR RS AR SGIG, AR~ 2R (10 h e Ak 5 4
BRI T AR ZZams, RSAR. TR mMACER @R SNARC RNttt 72 &
A IXLEER L FIM S 1R ECT 5 A DR R R A MR IR 2 A

5.2. RE

N A5 AL SNARC 248 rh 545 B2 ff 0, AR S TIN5 B BN L7 T 5 A ¥ 22 77 1 7 B
NIRZR, CLSE I st R A e L1 o ARSR IBIE 78 RT DLEC ) T IR 2P A5 BAEA R 35 A Tt 7,
IR REAHERLSE . AN, SEMAREER, MIREHILIRE(FMR) A L IE(EEG), A LR
T = DR o) ) R L s 2 O P 25 1K I o PR 7 e < BN Y eSS LA R LIPS
FIRIBALRL, RRA RSB B B0 SNARC RN 52, 4t (8], 2 A AN AR P45 . 10K
A Bl T BATT B A T St AR B o0 A A R A A AR

B XTI ARSI A R 2 AR R R, 5B D RIS R R SNARC O8I
FeAE BN TR EARNLE], JFas SRl 2 i RS ge e i, DU G R AR 05 15 2 AE A R R v (4
FIFIEE . XFERIBT LSS IR B T #8758 SNARC R84 R E AL, FEN IR A S8 n A4
[ - B S BE A o SE A AL A

SE MK

M3z K(2019). GRS 55/ AR SNARC ZCA7HT5Em. TR0 3L, FH: KM K.
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