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Abstract

The picture superiority effect refers to the fact that pictures are more likely to be remembered
when presented with text. Some studies have shown that the picture dominance effect appears
steadily on different subjects, such as children and adolescents, normal healthy subjects and men-
tally retarded subjects. This paper discusses the explanation of the picture dominance effect, the
application of the picture dominance effect in association learning and the future research direc-
tion.
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1. 518

B AR 388N S e B Kirkpatrick T+ 1894 4EHR H o IX—RUBi4E R T — MR Ml iz Bk
PG, i B A TR N AR T SRR, IR IZ R It Bk, (Nelson, Reed, & Walling,
1976). RV R IRB RPN MBI F T, S 5FWERY S — 25 5 T a4 B v S RS bR
R (BDEia]), Bl 5 a0 [ AZ T 6 P Py PRt S PR 44 PR B B 1] o 42 R A48 2 I T30, 4n SR Ao 3¢
F g ST ARILAD, FACIZ SRR AE. SR, SEIRZs A S IR WA, MERE A
B2 G AR T S0 [ S, T iy 2o 5 5 gt 77 TS, SR Bl th 1 M2 () & A 34 2R
Wt — 2R, B R RARNEANFNBE P RARENE, WLE., FAE EHA DL IR % i B
I i (Ally, Gold, & Budson, 2009)¥) 3 It st A4 R. . fEILIZ MK F, Toies2 B H H1Z (Marsh,
Agarwal, & Roediger, 2009). ZZ[F1Z, &RFHIN. Z2ZEFH I\ (Bancroft, Hockley, & Farquhar, 2013)%% 4k &
WAZIAK, SIS B T B RO I AFAE

FEH L B4R F, Deason %5 A(2012)f% F PET $oAR, Mo &1 A A BARI R 1T AZ B (0 i X 30471
Flo AW B, MATTESR R > B B ], DR P, EORBARIEAT T IH FIWT . S5 SR, AE YDA
PR, A5 55 ] X o) B 1 s B BT LR R e S B R A . X, TGIR e gm AL BUL 2 4
BB, B #EE L T AR

2. B R AB MM ERE Y
2.1. EMASR A SERRR A

TEZE SR, BRI ABAY T 2 B T2 d . BT E . BERFI 5 B T H ok
BEE R MES A ER 1S, W] DL B AR T A M B A AZ AR X RS SR 5 7 A 22 2T %, iR
8 T ARATCIZ R . BN, 2 ITTE AR L A B A SRR, AR AT DU AL
PR IXEONES, HFAETRG A 5 B IR e N 25

TEIBAEFE SO, B LA ROR AR R 38 HEAE . @M AHE R Ao E®, S8R
S RO TAAE B I G I BB R R . Bilan, FE 5 T AT AR A B R mT DA S 2 1) B,
) RGO . thAh, BRIl n] DABUK I 28 W SEARCE , (R = i o FEAE SR I,
B G T30 B S Gy - s e PERFIRE R, AN R St R EE MR 77 o E i R 28 AL 1
THAUE, DR AR [F R AT E R ot B R O BT A 0 T RN B R B H ST A
PE, PARSIE 2 o E AR . XSRS Te R A 5 1 b BRI, SRR T 1 B R S
RIS . B0, 75K 5 oAl 5 R S A B AR 7 B B s AT DAIIR T 9% 3 5 R ED 52
A o

22. BB EE Y

221 RHEESEBYE
TEAS BALRSUR, A tocw B BB WA S, AEs Bl 5] ATIER S, BB IRANT
WERA BT ERATE i s PR — R, FF7E 0 R B R AR 15 BAR TR I RCR AR . Btk B A i
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2.2.2. HRICIZHR

OIRERE R, BB BAE R e s 1 P9 R (R e G A A SCnfid), T SCF5 B R s 7 —
W, HIRGE B ER SO BN IR E B TR X — IR A A, NEE . B
WA AR A G . BRI E . RREM B T H, AT UL Bh 22k iy B
FRACAZENR, B AT 2 ) SR ANEAZRE T

2.2.3. LA SR

FESRRIEIE . TAER . PSSR, A PN S B B . B N BT A
A BT 3RA TR N AR P LA B B AT T 2, T ARA L o BT SRS, R e i (e 5
JIRIZES Sy @RS OV R R, FRATRT LA AL A S R R (0, 38 S 9 ) R )
UNGIEZIRS iR

224. N STIIHS LR

BEGERARN CEERE, BRFCEBANBRIUE BN EEREZ —. B A RHE IR FRAML
A BT HATE L s FR AR B R (5 8, T DA e AR I RR . i, AN TRERE.
HURLAE S8, P A B 3 2 AT 98 1T LA B R S B R S5 AR I AR AL AN ek SR A 25 1 225
s [N, SRESEOR WD AT DL — D AR A S R . PR S ST R R R, At ek
Z ERIFIAE -

2.2.5. {RFHESCHIZTR

FEAFTE ST, B USRS MO A E A R, B — Rl e 5, B e
WFNIE 5 BRI RE FT . B DR8N (A F 72 4 Bl BRA T 8 e M R AR AR ) SC AT 55 AATTx P Fr e
R TT I, AT (RS SO A AN A . BRSO B e BB A SO B B, AT AT DUSE 47 A%
A EA B, AN R ST 2 ] f B A A 25

R R34 ORI 9 I A 2 B B ARBILAE SR THE BRI R . BB AZ AR . (RS BT Sems . HE
BRI E A 22 R A AR IS SO AT S 2 AN i T o DRIk, FRATT R 12 A X — AR i 7 92 1
VB, AR EREED STk 2 18 S &

3. ERMHHM MR EAY

P A 3288 B 18 K BS0RT 43 9 X R 4 i B 48 (Paivio, Philipchalk, & Rowe, 1975). 473 Mk 14 #ig
(Mintzer & Snodgrass, 1999)FIA &4 M 21 8 (Hamilton & Geraci, 2006).

3.1. WELHRPBIER

o P R e 38 SN N7 P B )32 B 2 X EE 4w B B8 (DCT; Paivio, Philipchalk, & Rowe, 1975). i%#i
IWABRMBPNEIZ R RO E THMAFBRID T RS, —MESIHERIERSR, EEHRINESE BT
LAV, H—MR2IEFIERIERS, FEARXEGE BT TR . XMW MR, MELED
BRI, 2 B AT BUR A SC A R G h, 1 FRICAZ BRI, AR B — B0t XU g
fHAF I 7 B2 S i E

PSE  [E X EE 4 i B 10 R0 o5 SMR O R IR T AR R o R TR M AR PO A2 BT P AR T S A [ A
FEMEFEUPSE, AT LAKE S e o i 3 (RIVEK B /0 i) SR 14 B 3 B (Ensor, Surprenant, & Neath, 2019;
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Mintzer & Snodgrass, 1999; Weldon & Roediger, 1987)F1 AR & 55 7 M 25 b M 10 B (Hamilton & Geraci,
2006; McBride & Anne Dosher, 2002),

3.2. MIERMREFETRIR

Nelson, Reed, & Walling (1976)& B - 15 SUBERLIA N, AHXS T80, B A B MR AL R,
XAEAS B b o] B SR A R e i, (815 A T id i L R el e i RS 2, BAE R AR T
—Fhgmn i, A b B B A SR . R, R IR A T AN AR B e R AR
ST S O (R o 9040, 5 Sk R PR G R L S 2 By 3 (RIS W, (HHC DR IR B L 5 FOAt 5 K X 43 K
R, ARV ER AR AR, PSE 23R nl AR M ) R 2, B T AR AR RIS Sl 7 A 2 R A

3.3. WL RIMFFEIRIR

FAELZ R, HEE AR M 2R 0 R B B 34 RN (PSE) A R T A A 7 v B TRl A | 7 =X, IR
TEIX AL 7 s R SC A T ORIR AN EUE N T, Weldon & Roediger (1987)#2H, 7EiE SUAEE 7
T, B AR Tl 5 g i R AT VA R T I AE R in 2 T B e pR e 5 35T I 1 B R A A e
I £ Embree & Budson (2012)5 NBEAT (R SES T, 2 535 4 R A A BRI 18] A xof 1) A v a3k 47 432K,
SLG 45 R R S 56 B (R SR R, X D EIE T B A AT B 1 B ) T AR 2 IR
BEAT AN LA A . Hamilton & Geraci (2006) Bl i B PN S B itk — 25 SCRE 1M MURe VE B0 A PRI P I3
WHoi, AN SRR T — S EBEIEARESE . R, RIRESS T -HEUSFINE
eI H VIR, AE SRR I A — 21 e 5 nT DU 2 S0 (T E DR B . S256 1 HR A il RS AR AR TR
WA IES B, IX A5 B AR WA VR RSN B () s IR R EIZK? 7 BRER AR )s
M558 2 H i o) RN ER R 5 RN TE R s VB B (Blan,  “ ZFHEARERAM 47 7 BRI
FHT kg —1ais B ). FFFEs ORI, RN TATRE S n L b #RAEAE B  AR3ARN, (R
INAESEE 1 PR S T B35 PSE, XRMEMESIN TR S, B 1 34 2808 A T i in Tt 2
NEE.

4. BR BB EEENEEN

KEHAKI, BB NIEAR FAF BRI i A E TR, BA . FHeT
B A 38 RN I, K8 40 38 BUPE A K 28 AR R R K S AR A b R B T T A0 34 3808 (R A7 A
(Stewart, 2001). Hayes & Stewart (2016)E & | Z BIHIAKI, KA B A L IZE 2 T3S0 1iddz.
IeAh, Z S R I Fr L S AR .

JE 3K, Fink Fl Goodwin %5 A (2012)i%HX 80 44 M 4 HH AR H IR TS0, SRR, ME
FERRIEE, B RARPIRAAEE, JEH, BRSO 1R/ INE R84 3 hn i 36K .

Guez & Lev (2016) It e SR AR T IR Fr L3R, AT TR AN 1 SR 6 7E 45 2 59 & I 4 N 60 £ 89 &
N 90 %8 97 % (M2 NE BRI, R4 TP B, X el il ZRid 2 B A sl il s i
TEMERBY B, Wi B el EZ A FE A SR PP A TICAZ R . SRS R SR, T rE | i H1ZiE
SRR, B e RS T A, X R R R RNAE AR ERE B ARAE . AL,
Higdon %5 A(2024) 1R 5 B FEPR TR 3R AN FNEAE ATEWRC B R R ST o FL TG B ) 22 57« i T 400
AR R S I B AR R LA RR, JRRRAE S 2 - AR AR ok BN S0 - S0 XF - B A
B - 30 B - B TURRSR AR, XSS R B AL 20 L. B 261 T 67 50 M4 I AP RLAT 100
AL 50 AN ETIH , 50 AAIHTE ) AR R BrA I0H YRR, REBEREIR 2 70, BERPEK
FIWT O R B MOZ I H AL R N . TERE S R B, Bl T B AT REAERA b 58 A, R
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FE5 S Bl e ERP ¥ . SO 25 RIS, Bl 2 S A AT T FR DA IR A A B 3d i nf B PR AR T IE 2644 (5L
- 30 B - B NRIEE, PAKICRRFERNERZEN, EFINEFE LRI TR
REBHSL. 5748, Ho, Lau, & Azman Afizan (2022)i%H 16 2 318 R4 52 MR MK N B A0, %)
B BB SRR A 4 P Bl A, AR ATTRE B IE R BIREAN T H o TSGR B, X DA R B HEAT
B [EHZ LR BRI ES:, 55RO, PRRRINES B R I S v T e iR A2 S . B R AR
TRANSEFEE RN, MR T BR8N

5. BRGEICIZPRIE R BB

JUFFRA 1R PSE AfFFE#0S Koo BN AR RS A2 500 1 B S B RS IZ . Hockley (2008)4 /& 1 &
AR BN (PSE) A TV B, K HL 5N B T B ie A2k . 6410125 T B e AZ 2L FIR R T 18 S id 2 i
ARG 5o BARRUE, TUH Q2 FZ A i — T H A5 B AEIZ R T, kE e 12 W4 B il
ZAEFRFATE 2 8], BURTHSY R MO ER R, XFLZERGESARILH 2 NI E 208, B
J T H 5 SAERT R 23 IR B A St R IM BOCERRIRAECR LIS, 204, 2012; MEfHSE, 2015).
FEBARAIT, S5 @ E A BEALECN 04, FELE I B X 23 56 88 1R B F0d 1Y) vt F0 38 HE
FHIEHT AR o BB HES 00T B A ZE SR B — i SRR AL H . DRI, AR R
HH R DX 0 AN i 22 T A NI o BN I E R A2, DR 56 8 1 AR 2 HE A kst 0 e e B 1 3 H
M. 55 R HFIE R A5 BAciZ B AR B R MZANE], BRI B 7 A N I H R
B R PEHE T AR AR e AZ IR (Hawley, 2014).

Geraci & Surian (2011)F B, X BAL 2k 5% i ) F AR 1) Eb ok EL AR B ] AR R AEUR ) B ot . 2R 25 1 5 T
4, B Py ST bR LSEAT G 5 20 BRI « Geraci & Surian (2011) t32 B, BEAER S A5 H AR 51 ) PSE
BA B AR o R F A 5T R I B BIAE S A ARZE R, AT R T LY %2 21 151 H 1R 51 ) PSE
(Paivio et al., 1975; Stenbert, Radeborg, & Hedman, 1995). 43k Hafk 72 Hh S8 os i B R () 1 Sk bR 4 R
i, AR PSE HATISRAFTE o

Hockley & Bancroft (2011)%} Hockley (2008) a7t 75 kb AT 1 ek, A AITee 1 56ng, AN HEYLUER
PR RN X, 1T A2 K 20 B (Block) 1) 77 3 43 ) R B PR R 28 Y (O, B 7 5 R BR B2 H PR AN 7 2%
RAFCATE S )RR A P R ik, AR a2 T B R A BN A7 TE . A T i —0
RGN, BT LARATIH #2 B 7 A Be I B R #2008, Hockley & Bancroft (2011)7E
ST HIE I T B - WER A AR AT kL. DA SRR, Il A A E A 5 A
G, RAEE R RSN A TG, (HEPRRREE BN X— RIS — Db T B A s,
WCAZATES FAER TR A B B RS, XMt B A RN

AR, ARG FF AR S IR A 142 1) B (R 3B RLAEAS R R R AR 1 . — T 2016 4R
FRM, B ICIZ B IC I RSB R TR NBER, 102 48 ATETCAZ R o ] 1 o i) i B g
PRI ARG T Reas . SR, JERIIF AR, ERRE A2 B R B RS b, ) LE AL
NIRRT R E % 5

045 54(2020)i8 FIR S5 FATER, RGUHWER FE T 18NS 7K S AR 2 I TR P e Bk 53212 v P A 3
RN FARTE A . HRE TR, B E AT BRI, BgE A2 i B LA RN SR 2 i s AR
L SRS A 30 E AT VR BE ORI T, IS A ATH AR T AR RS 1EAZ R 2 I IR A N A AE .
5 KM “someornone” BIACRMERE LRI R AR, MATERH TGS FHARIBIES, 20
A T I H IR (5 B o IRIEIX — [ RE, BT RAEREE & I BE R N RS I T, DR e s
SEAGKT I K FLBCX g At 72, (2 A AR F BRI SR AT (5 B 2 EL (Geraci & Surian, 2011).
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6. SMEF S a9 E R B

DA TR, BRSSO ARG (23 /E F (Robey, 2019) . {B7E—S6 3 ALBE 7L f, 5FF B A A2
T REE AR FL1A] (1 2 ) ACAZ, A FAL IS5 R A —3. Cattaneo %5 A (2007)WFFT, 1EBHE ARG T
P BB seE, LA . BT M O — S TR . SRR, TENNARY B, 4
PERE LIS, BORBOMNE Z ik o BBt s, B R R AL G R & f il . (Mayer, 2015)%% A )
WHoe, B TFH BB RN Ak RRE R 1w i R 8 K22 Vimmi lE, 1E% ] Se it
ITERZRBIZIAR, RIL =R 25 R B e R IR B8 2 5, (HTE 2 M HJEA 6 A H J5 I IER
WA F R E AR T304 i T B R EZIS, ZHEF R EER.

Williams %5 A f 7[RI A 0 24 046 07 O B B RMZE, LTS R i AR IR, 2213
BT 7 27 K (Williams, Zax, Reichelson, Patalano, & Barth, 2020). Kornell 25 N[\ 7E, iEBEE
NVEHE TR AR S NIETE S Vimmi, SR DUAS 7 58, 7351 2 18]V H 5 AT 55 (lexical-decision task) .
B i 44T 55 (picture-naming task) « £& 2 [8]174F 4% (translation task) A1) 7~ i 1 55 (sentence processing task),
R LA R 77 20 20 Vimmi (8 30 LT R RERE R R4 2] Vimmi (4R, BRI T 2 SR (Kornell,
Bjork, & Garcia, 2011).

S8, Rizzo, Elenbaas, Cooley, & Killen (2016)2 & It & B, B R 54835 s ia S A 2 3L 77 XM
Lo T BB e S A ] S F R I 7 5, HAE SR SR B — A, (HRIA RS . Sigelman (2013)%%
NIIRFER I, Dhar 2B BB R, LEA T2 2] ORI 5, il DU Bes 2 B R Rk ATid 12,
TELR R IR AL IC 7RI B AT 3% % 5% Sigelman (2013)%5 A FUE B LA ) ARG 1E N BHE IR, —4l
DA e 5 ) i san], ) — 25 DA BRE B IR A% 2] 0T A, R DO — A EAN, 25 SR I 2
GREAREER.

FEX SO (01 IR T, #0857 KA, &R ER, HETASCARI, FHEBRESE
T SCAS 1) 2 307 AR VE Al B RS U S B Rl , R R B 2R 3. vz, ZRmelf(2014)
TR T RNER S R I3 LA B B s vE 358 = b AN R 1) 7 AT A, AR TR X =Fh 75 e i
2RI EI R ZHU B B2 5. R0, 7K 7505 (2019) FIRF 72 BT v AR VE yseab it 4, & I ELO 230
77 G ES £ AR A2 BRI Y, WA BEZ R R, EErlr, B85 23070
WL BT B 27 XV HE (2018) B FL K, (EZR R [EHZTE XAPFE I, 52307
B 07 SRR R T A=A R U RE 25 . L (019) BT, VI A AR, RI
B 2307 e 123 R SR i) 25 e 2 R T B3 2 5

7. REERE

AHTFTIRIE T AR AN ) =R M R, XU AL R, M TAR AR SO A% . 7393
R VR AR N T . ZRE DMERIBIT, ASCE IR TN Wi wh R, R
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ACAZ IR A B2 RS R A7 AERR PP IR, X T REMRE T SR D AN SE R — B IR . AR
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