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Abstract

According to Forster’s GLOMOsYs (the Global versus Local processing Model, a systems account), the
global and local processing employed during information processing may produce a transfer effect
that carries over to subsequent tasks. Given increasing rates of nonreplications of relevant experi-
ments, we continuously made adjustments to the experimental conditions across two experiments
to facilitate such transfer in this study, aiming to provide evidence for the existence of the transfer
of global and local processing modes. It was found that the transfer of global and local processing
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modes were not found after controlling for interference from the time decay effect of priming effect
and the tasks switching. The results failed to support the hypothesis that the global and local pro-
cessing modes activated by the Navon task can produce transfer effect.
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1. 5|8

HIRATRESE W SR I, BERT DU A2 B AR B BAR B aL 5 8 5E, 0] DAy T AR 48 8] I b Rlf- 4 558
fil S ERFYE R 2 E IR R S AR ek, BERT DA EE R FAER FEYM S, e DO
() JR AR o I ot A AR 53 3 PR AN J2 TN A3 L IEAT I T 777 A B 1 DA R0 B2 v 1) L B

FOE AT, BRI R R e — AN EEGE . Forster Il Dannenberg (2010) 1844 &y 355 in T AR
T Z4:(Global and Local Model System, GLOMO™)$& i, 4 ATTEEISM R E & E YRS, A PFHME 2T
FRfi ) - A AN A s I, AT A T O S R B Sl by, 1 T S8 I ORI
5 BEES B CAAE M FNR G M b T2 RN TR ARSI, AR ) T~ S% 33 S i) = 4
WOE 05 SOG4, 19515 EHEBRE MRl AR 2 Ab . bk, SRR | B AR R0
TR R, B s AR sl i TS, XM TAL R e 2L B 5 B AT 55+, T 5%
Wi J5 455 145 B D

XHE B A T GE 2R e 2R R IR . B3k i(Tulving & Schacter, 1990), HiE&H
s M), XA I AR R AE T S IR NI R J5 264155 . B AL i T G o [e] —
XTI G, FIRE2AR i 5 BTSSRI, AT BeJo = P BHAG f5 B 55 (1 2R B (Schooler, 2002). 1 7E S

SO, AR D o T AR ) R 2 R M (e A RS AL B RE AR RE AT, (EURT RE 7 AR Th RE B A R 4 E B
M ANA - 1] L

WG FCHIER N IE A 0N AT 8T BSOS, WA R K 22 SR AN JR) 3N AR R R A RO
SIZHR I R I BIRY Bt SRl — A e 2 M S O AR BRI BRI ARG, B S AEERIAT 55
DAL R BRI AIIESE . R BIAE 55T Navon (1977)58 800 Navon FBHES KA, iZin %
SRAPGARS I B A AR BRI 7K LD SNz, AT 2 ) 80 R A ) 0 I A 3. Macrae A1 Lewis
(2002) FIRIF T 1 o 09 AR RN = B o0 AL T B BN R B3t 1A JI RIS HF o A AT ZE SR B S R — BUBIAR
ITHEN RN, BB 56 SRR Navon = BHE S BUE BAR BRI LA, AR5 e AN RR A% . 45
SR, SRRAMEG, AR TR TR R, T 0 T A
SR . I 4E AR 5 B 7T £ IR 18 B B IE (Perfect et al., 2008; Weston et al., 2008).  [H 52 i 4 45 T~ B 44
BT (Michel et al., 2006), T RIS 28 AN TR RS20 2 5 28 1 NI RS, i LA
LR RS | SHIEIEYE . B8 2 BUBE SR AR R BEAA R B0 N R R, 5 sh AR A A {2t 1
&Y B 4E(Bayus, 2013; Friedman et al., 2003; Razumnikova & Volf, 2015; Zmigrod et al., 2015). &£ %0
(Srinivasan & Hanif, 2010; Dijkstra et al., 2014; Jietal.,2019; Guetal., 2017). &L f#(Dijkstra et al., 2014)+
¥4t 24T N(Mok & De Cremer, 2015; Mukherjee et al., 2018). #EF(Guest et al., 2016)~ I [A] 2 ] 25 25 Fl 4t
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2 EEESII{L TH(Liberman & Forster, 2009) AU BRI (Forster et al., 2009)55, B AR HB N TR
(R RURLAE 22 AN UERAS B T 30k SRTT, A B 0 W FE R RE LD R ISR RN, XA A3 SR A i) P A
52 3| i %E(De Luca et al., 2022; Fang et al., 2018; Field et al., 2016). £i.E, HAi<T 84k 5 fF 3N TR
IER RSB S S — 7T, DMEMSRIR A RA 3, #aM i RaeEE LR R, SRR
PRAR I TAR TR ? 55— J7 1, TR A% TR A ? Had S A R . R L
] U0 T 583 GLOMO®YS 184 [ BRI HE4E B AT 51 2 5 3

ARG B LEIRUE BEAR AN R 0 TS AT AR, i % DU FH B Navon B RHMTSS,  AHE 7L 1 H
ANSEIG K BUgm iR Navon BITEATSAE N A BT, [RIBHE F 5 )8 24T 55 FE BTN AL s B — SR
MAESS, DAEAZR R A% 0 BE B H SR IR AN . 5 DA SEE R BN I3 Bl IR R IR 58 23 (1 S 56
THAF(De Luca et al., 2022), 5256 1 R BB BCELR TG B 3T & SERNES 5, DU B S 3h 3L
Ry SEB 2 PR RN - RN SIS B, P TR SRS BE I TR SRR S s[RI R
A58 b B AR 5 R 0 SR B R o B, B S A 55 A 1 RS () R A A FE

2. L0811

SCEG 1 SRH 2 JABhEAL: JABEEAR, JEBNRH) < 2 RINZEAL. TROIHEAR, TR a3 B 1 18 3 it
PBCTE, e e B AR = B N A e A% 2

2.1. #i

ST AN T B, 1 e A T B & 38 A (De Luca etal., 2022) SR F 7 (S HURE R 75325,
W2k FIEE R R SRR A 38 N, A B 12 A, &tk 28 A, CFIAERE 22.55+3.05
%o ARG RTF, TEIRAARSE SR s, MBI BRI IEE, RSN R0 B A= se s B
HIES S5ARKSER, S AiseE T AE FE -, S 53R — i iRm .

2.2. HARES

2.2.1. Navon EAESH

Ja BAES5K F Huizinga %5(2006) 244 1) Navon BEIJEATS o AL 46 HT 2= M3 i8N 20 B AR SR IGm A2 O
RS BRI W 1) B, HMRFH R R BIEMT “+7, KR8 300ms; #24, 7EEMAAE
SIS E R, FREE 1200 ms, FfJE SIA 5 1700 ms. 5ok 5 bR L v ot ) i 3 1) 3 4k 2R
KR IEFTIE R KT, 3% AN . 26 B2 iR S0 75 /A 7 T 84 B AR 1) 1E 7 T
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Figure 1. Single trial process of prime task
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2.2.2. Navon FEHESH

PRIMTS5 K H De Luca 55(2022) 541 Navon “FBHMT S, 55 JE BT 55 A BAER AT 55 5 AN
WAL 2)o BREE R Je UM “+7 , 4582300 ms; #5%5, EEMAA B S RIE &7 M,
421200 ms, BEJEZILZSHE 1700 ms. AR T PUE B AR AW R BL ZRER A4, IR FA R 8. 3L
W, HARFREE H 80 S M4 DURISE RN BLE BRI 8 i — AN K b, B BE O B X MR —
K. PRI RS, BRhEf.
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~ 300ms
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Figure 2. Single trial process of probe task
B 2. FNESHREMRRE

2.3. AREF

8 E-prime2.0 A gwAe « 84T LR P AIE SR AR RN o AF 55 R 42 A G7552VS Bl A H i 2
L, PR PEREE N 1024 x 768, RIHTEA 60 Hzo #7105 ER 85 HH B408 50 cm, SERESL G,
I E ISR = AT . SR NN B (1) JaBhBBL. 8 Navon BEIAT 5 BOE AR 55 35 0
T, HENMES A AN 24 NIRRT 192 AN ERGAR), Al bLse 2B 23 (2) 38
MIFT B A Navon BT 5540 50 A4 5l R 30 i TSR RS 208,  BRIATESS N 1 A block (£ 24 M4k
TRV 192 AN EFARK), FrE RS L 2RENUE R R, SEI AR 30 Z8h. SEER IR AE R
)P4
2.4. T

] SPSS 22 BAFREAT E a0 M, SRR G v A0 55 A I 7 72 23 ) 7 VR VR Al R AR ) i n T AR
AIITRRN ot SRR R, RBIN>3000 ms. [MEF<300 ms PAAHEH 3 AMFRiEZE IR IR 2455
Br, JFFHBME B R

2.5. R

XTERWIAT 55 o S SN ANE R R I BER AT iR gt (W 1) K 2 (H3h3RA: B3k, H3hE
) = 2 (PRIZEAL . F AR, R a0 () B S D877 22 40 A R B, RN SR 1) 3 280 S 3 (S RE v = P,
37)=21.513, p<0.001, n?=0368; IEMZE: F(1,37)=7.527, p=0.009, n>=0.169), FIHIHHIEALL
W RIS S NI BE AR SRR . BRI E RN A F (B p=0.349; E#IFE: p=0.456); i
BRI G PR )28 BN AN L5 (RN : p =0.446; IEFR: p=0.517). S5 FRWE 3 fis.
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Table 1. Experiment 1 reaction time and accuracy in probe task

F 1 K 1 ERNES PR, EfRE

PR AR PRSI R
J JBi s} (ms) EHZR(%) S BLFT (ms) EfZ(%)
Ja Bl Ak 522+ 77 96.6 +2.7 536+ 79 95.6+3.2
VEEEEE 532 + 88 96.5+2.8 549 £ 79 95.1+3.2
Rk 1004 AL L 20
600 T J T J e R BB | J 1 J SN2
Z %Z 95 Z »
2 00 ] / _ i _ /
%200 Z Z H g Z Z
2 Rl R R
& & & &

Figure 3. Experiment 1 reaction time and accuracy in probe task

3. R 1 FRMESFREF ERE

2.6. 11ig

5 GLOMOS® [FRARAL, 15 )3 ST 55t BEAR BR K P R RISOdAT OB, Re it J5 AT 55
X AR N A EHINOEEAT OB, IR AH 2 T R SRR AR R AAAE AT BAE o SES8 1 A e B s A IR 28
PIRPR T E TR L EAER, SirdR S A A LR LI REW, RIS 20 E 5 R
RS ARF AR LT, I TR AR K. ATRERIRIE: T2, JE BN B (A 328, 33
TR R TV AR BRI 55 R S = AR s[RI, BRIIAE 25 K X 23 TR AR RN R ) Jm s ik, 31X
A e S BUE S VIR R TIOR3 M52 5 Zh RN R AESE ;s 534h, 1200 ms FR SIS B A 1) i K]
e BRSO AN TR ROBLE BT B, R BN A 5

Rk, BATHE— RSB (1) KRS AT RE A — RIS R R B S A
NEBATREBN BRI (2) BRI S5 BT 55 25K B ORTE B AR - BEEUE 9 RV K- (K vs /)
s (3) Ak RN S I A] 42 300 ms.

3. LI 2

Sy 2 Sl HEP USRI BT, GG B TIER R ARSI . R 2 (B8, JREh Rk,
JRERER)* 2 (SRR JUNEEAR, SUNRER) < 3 CREIRREE— Bt Bk, —8, A B0 =RHERYE
BRABCTE, A6 B AR R AN AR AR RS RO

3.1. #ik

R T AERRE R T3, B2 B IRGEAE R R M A S e gl 20 A, b Bk 1 N, fk 19
No PEIEERS 21.50+2.50 5. FTABEABIONAFIT, OGN RAGRRERG, M7 sr IE IR . ¢
B2 A% TR RS, SR RIS E R
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3.2. HRES

3.2.1. Navon B4 fE%
[F) 5258 1.

3.2.2. Navon ZBEH

KA LS 1 ORFF—5 XOWAET- 3250 2 e (1) I 2 PUN A1 4A %2 22 300 ms: (2) BT 552
PRTH I A b P T AT 55 LR O (7K AR R ) B 7 B A4, IFd% FAHN fe . o, BA
FRHHE 3 AR, BRI —8E: ook, —8. A8 YHERFEHE BRI H 58S MRT 0,
BUH O MBI H B S B B R i — B R e %A BT A I N R L R BIE At 5t b

3.3. ARERF

XS R E 50 1R —2K

DXAAE TS50 2 163 SRR BRI B MR Fh 26 fF R A B AT RS B IIRARII(BPAE 4 P2k T
43 AT “ JE 3 block-#R Ml block-fk 8- 5 5l block-#&ll-block ” ). IEA LI FATFATLR ], IEALRILH 16
A block, HHFEANE3) block £ 40 MRV, AR block £ 36 MK FrA K LLFE A BELIE
RP. SIRETKLIRN 40 SrEh,  SLIRITT A B R RS .

34. BUESH
A 5250 1.

Table 2. Experiment 2 reaction time and accuracy in probe task
2. XU 2 IWNMES PR, EHE
Tk —% A=
abilkicge W P B A W AR W) =

R MM EMRE RN R R EfE RN EE RN
m9 TIED Thg o e ) e %) (ms) (%) (ms T

432+49 97.8+5.7 430+5997.3+4.1 408 +3999.5+1.5405+4797.5+3.1 495+ 78 88.0+ 8.8429 +59 95.5+7.8

%)

JA3h
ik
EE]

[ 445+86 97.8+3.8 436+£6596.3+4.8423+7499.0+2.1411+£5998.0+4.4484+10583.0+13438+6594.0+8.4
A

3.5. &8

XFERIIAT 55 B SLET FNE R (B AT Rk Gort (32 2). SR 2 JHEhRAL: B3k, Jash)&
) < 2 (RIZEAY . HEAR, PRER) < 3 IR R — 8 Bk, —8L A—FOmMESNET Z5
MrRILOILE 4), BRI ERNGA L% EFEQERZE: F(1,19)=3.701, p=0.069, n’>=0.163), J&3)%
P JE U G TR TR 2 B ey s PRI A (1) F2 008 s 2 (SR = F(1,19)=11.222, p=0.003; IEffi%:
F(1,19)=13.977, p<0.001), FEIR7RHBESH SN P SR B R — SO 3= 208 2 (OB
B F(1,19)=38.326, p<0.001, n>=0.669; IEHIZF: F(1,19)=27.365, p<0.001, n>=0.590), 7k
SN — BRI s N B R T RS o RIS IRR — B0 A2 B R 3 N : F(1,19)=27.339, p<0.001,
n2=0.590; IEfIZ: F(1,19)=24.632, p<0.001, 1*=0.565). fjEARCBSHT R I, R EARIRHE, —
FUPE 2 et 52 E R S T FE A TE A 2, T AN — BOME RO R B, 3 55 DA DR 22 B30RF 9 R 45 R AR A
WA RAET, — Bk FRER 0 52 A R OB, B — S IR A R P E A . i —P e
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TERARE.

AR BEAEHEEE A, 19)=5.330, p=0.032,12=0.219), fij AN ST R 245K
AR A — BN, R R R TN 28 B R R R AN — B, R R R R
PET U B . 24 5 B AR HAR G BRI, Y000 — SO o T B e b, RAS — SSORIBR) S8 e 1 s
1 JE B EEAR BRI, R — SO RIS R e bR, AR TG RS A — BOR S S ) 22 R AN
= MABNRA AR, R — BRI R SRR, RO — SO 1 ) SN g 4 )E 3R
FR R R, R — BORNE SR e R, TG SRS A — BOR ) RSN 7 AN 3

1. 00
600 EEX | ’ | ‘ T
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T I ] I gy 0%
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Figure 4. Experiment 2 reaction time and accuracy in probe task

4. W 2 REES, E#E

3.6. Wi

SCIG 2 FEREAR SR ES — B B SE RS DR R — 3, BB R B — BOvE RE AR 2 2 S R U,
AN — BRI T SRR 2R, EERIMESH, AWFFREE RA R T emiw s, il 7 54k
MR I o X — IR AT REZ il M LB FEma (19 Ao bk, 1 A2 534E), Ve R UL T A7
JRIER 0 A [ (Kimchi et al., 2009; Pletzer, 2014; Pletzer et al., 2017; Razumnikova & Volf, 2015; Roalf et al.,
2006), F3Ak, BEARFN &35 B TR AN — Bt 2 F i 6 2R (E B N T (Beaucousin et al., 2013; Jacob & Arun,
2019; Rinehart etal., 2000). F1 T AT 78 B (BN TAR AT AL RO, BRIE, b i) At — 2045

SEIG 2 FEAE S B A A RERSON ARSI T4 SORIE SRR R, 85 SR ARG U 122 LA
H, AR REIRE B AR oy 0 AR RS o

4. BiTig

AW T I PSS 5 7 REAR AN R RN A AT RN .S58 1 RIS B it e it Riid st
JA BT 5 BOm B AR R AN AR, FESRIAE 55 A ST R RN SIEB6: 2 #2017 5 B0 2800 I I 1) sl )
SOMR L ARSI R (T AR USRS R I 8], PR ORR 56 IR RS RN . AR, PRI SRR I 45 R 1Y
AT BT RN, X5 MR LA R A — 3.

MEZT, BTANRIRT TR AR AT RN, £ N IRB ARSCH e, AUAGEE L4 Navon
B HIE 3, BAARE AR N IER 23S T 53% (Macrae & Lewis, 2002)F1 37% (Perfect,
2003). MEAL, TG B 4E(Bayus, 2013; Friedman et al., 2003; Razumnikova & Volf, 2015; Zmigrod et al.,
2015). %545 %0(Srinivasan & Hanif, 2010; Dijkstra et al., 2014; Ji et al., 2019; Gu et al., 2017). &L Hf#
(Dijkstraetal., 2014). 34417 A(Mok & De Cremer, 2015; Mukherjee etal., 2018). #EHE(Guest et al., 2016)+
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i [) 20 [) 1 8 A A 2 BE 58 i ki tH(Liberman & Forster, 2009)  FEYIARINE BB S0 (Forster et al., 2009)Z& £ A
RIS KW, T HE AR AN RN TAR RIS N . X eI 5T b R B AT S5 FRIIAT 55 2 TR 1) “BE RS oz,
SE MR UL AT T JE BT 55 SR 55 2 R FAR U s, AR T SHim i #, a8 AR
DUAE 5% 2 1] vy B2 PR AR LA AT AHERR K B e G AR BP0, A R T 00 21 58 B EL K IE#% . Alberto (De Luca
et al., 2022) ) S5 [FFF 8L ALK B ST S5 FIERIIT SR RIS, Ak, ARl — 2 AN F)
RIRF AR B AT, DA PRI U . SR &S REDGRTE T “Fi” IR, 48R
ERAEER I FREGPRAE B ISR, TRABIRIE R T 253045 R A 1 84 =8N TAR
OB R AT RENE . ARHEFE AN SIS DASEIR H AT R 3, 30 ERESINEIR R s8N, R T IE /%
BIFEAE, AREE RAT I EEA BEATT RS RS ARSI 7 AT LLgE— SRR 3 B AF 55 AR IIAE 55 sl 2okt
S5 R

XKLL LASFIE IR 18 B RN AE BRI 55 I PO ). A B8 K I Navon £ 55 (I8 RN A7 AE
I ARG . Hills A1 Lewis (2007)48 H 1) Navon J& 280N FEE0 (624 30 s~60's, 27 25 MR TIS ). %8
Tk, REARHE T A SIS AR AT TR SR 2 CB RS SN B (AR e, 25 SRR R
JABESWIE R K s2ae 1 HR R 192 AR LA & E 53 BR (BT 20/30/40+++ - ) FHIZ IR 7347,
45 B L RAEIN 8] B VR 25 A ARSI I R R8E, N 8] PR3 W] R HF AR R AR & . ARRWF 5T v
HE— 2D AE 3 Bl B A 1) S P RN R AT 25 A 0 2 T Al P o

AT T 1) K IR Navon AT-551E BRI 50N T8 26 & e 1 iisE.  DUAEAH SCHIE 7 mT fg
TAAE R, FIVESS R D T, (HRXAER S RIFED W, 383 Navon (£:55 R 3N LA S, Field
Z5(2016) A BEE & JE BRI T3 ik, Fang (2018)AWLE2 3 J5 B0 AR =B 11 B RI3E N, How-
ard et al. (2019) 2R & IS B8 A4 n L5 5 Mge AR R EE A, Estudillo %5(2022) A KB 3 J5 8
TN 6 T AR IR S e o X B2t LR, Navon fF55 IEANBERR & HuIOE A sl B 3 n TA R, Bk
WG IIN LA ARG AR IE A% . DUEAH DG S0 B Z PR IR 7, A B MUEHE R I A% 8 2
H Navon 55 51211, ARKBIFUNLAE 3 B 0 B T) 502 Yol A 458 A B [ A T 48 o

WAL, RS R R Rt T B e — N EE R R R . CE BRI, RIS AR R AR
(Kinchla & Wolfe, 1979). J&#B7C & E & Navon, 1983)Z5#BE0H Navon f£55. 4] Macrae A1l Lewis (2002)
(RIRIE FE A AR FR 7 9% T Navon AF 55 RIS BHSETY, ABFFIRH T De Luca 55(2022) ) 555b kL, ARAHE
T RG SRR B SH, 32— PR H X IR RS ) 5§ o

B, I AT A BV 32 B A RIS T AR TT o AR VR AR B PR S AR AT E EH AR A
FANAT AR B AR AR B 7, AT T ANARTE DRI A2 A R0 00 A 4 R4t 4% 1l /R B8 71 (Crone & Dahl, 2012).
RIEVERGS A YR b, 35T ROEHUR DL R R, 9215, 2017). FERARAM R TG
RURLIAR ORI FE AR R 1 v AN A i SR I AR R AT 5% S SRR G A4 T T S g DL I . 224 i A 55 11 42
K, HISSRZRNERS . PR, ARSREI S ATk — PR N AR 22 AR R R A

5. &g

AHE T PSS, IR UE A R AR R AN AT A AN, H AT 45 RAR BEdR A K
UL BAVESS REEHE 1 R AR R N e R 208 (1 & BRVEAE A SRS, AR AT — D I R UEVEWT 7E 2 AT,
VAR R e g R R AR s 5L, AR R S R S BB AR R A TR R M R A . %45 R AN
78 ¥ GLOMO™ BRI [UARSCHT T, [FINAEE— D e W BRI . IRZIERE KB T AR5 1 1B
E&UH

R R 2 G ] SME B SRR R (cx2021027) PHES A2 2023 #2500 H (20231Y087)
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