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Abstract

Social context plays a crucial role in individual memory processes, which affects a variety of
memory types including collaborative memory, prospective memory, autobiographical memory,
emotional memory, selective memory, implicit memory and episodic memory. The mechanisms of
social context impacting memory can be elucidated from multiple theoretical perspectives, such as
social constructivism theory, social identity theory, social shared reality theory, social interaction
theory, and emotional contagion theory. Since social context involves the intersection of psychology,
sociology, and other disciplines, future research should focus on further integrating these concepts
and employing social cognitive neuroscience methodologies to enhance the external validity of re-
lated studies. Additionally, cross-cultural investigations are warranted to explore the similarities
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and differences in how diverse socio-cultural contexts shape memory.
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1. 5|8

IR > OB S R ACAZAE N — BANMARE ST IR T, A oA & S AZ s . (3
Ao B AE L2 — A UERRAE, TR B e ER RSt T RuR L), e
R A VS AMAR AT RO B R, AR T, AMERAT AR R T RE A BT A
PRI EERA W FEE TS A 2 158 T HCIZREAT TS, B8 S SIS 12 = A R

1.1. #EESNEILENX

#2515 5% (Social Context) 2 f5 MALEAE S B8 SSHAAT b I AL R € B— BRI R A 458, 51
TEEE AL TR, A4S EEBRESE AR BEFT AR E R, e X R TS,
SO TN J7 305

1.2. #EERNBIMSZE

BTl R — MO 20, &b SR EER AR A A F .

Fhox T ST DU U8 A 2 B A AR R AT N . B T At N AE 3 T DL i o 0 B A o R
(Shteynberg, 2010)f20 f5 821012, PIA B 7T LM 2 S E S R+ 25 15 St (Eskenazi etal., 2013). Eff
PRI IE [RIFE AT B ST AR 55, 2 7= AR Xt (B BB R 18 12(Wagner et al., 2017). Cardoso %5(2016)
MEEE RS S F RS BRGNS = EESF0T, nidEEFROLER. FiEthak
PR, e B AR — AN R A5 1 5 1) B 4 Ui R 58 BCSR IR AT 55 o A BT 8 R N G 17 B2 11 4 2
Jfi(Eskenazi etal., 2013; Wagner & Echterhoff, 2018), 5286/, g o (dEtt & B 45%) 58 17 0 R T 45
55 7 — MR 215 R A 1E 5E AT S « AR 7 I RIS AR/ E I CAEE I, TS/t —
M E AL 2 TS 5t EA8E(Blumen & Rajaram, 2009; Wagner et al., 2017).  H.B13& 1K) R A 0 & #7142
B5, S5 EEEIAILF & A (Hirst & Echterhoff, 2012; Zhang et al., 2023).

o s Dol OB AE S R R AT, Wkt ORA) T, BIASE. et SRS EE AT R
(Kelley et al., 2012) DL K PR 40 5 HICER 25 SHHEAZ 3 FE 7= A A (Doherty et al., 2017), AHEEFAEAE &K
FrnpsE), ety s A (i FL) S BUE L2 I8 BN SO N X (Greimel et al., 2012); HfLFESTS
S (Diamond & Carey, 1986) U &5 Ma4E 22 FR ) TAEICIZ(Ye et al., 2023). 229 AL EL 25, AnER I AT It
EIRES SRS ST R, B TAECZ(Nemeth etal., 2013). AMLNE, —ENTFHESERERS
A B 2 JE 1 BRI B 2 O AR R AR R B2 S (Hong et al., 2019), n—5kE@ B fr, ik A E
H IR HAAMANE " FEMER, HadiZ 4 R4 Z 2 m(Richardson et al., 2012).

e Sk ] Lol s B R A A Z#TEN . IMEFIEE XL ER 5 2 2T (Meade et
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al., 2009). MEFEMIFE T 5% KM=, T 2 = 41242 2 (Knausenberger et al., 2019).
W AT DA — B AR R TAECIZ 8 Bl (Hadar et al., 2020), Skt i BLaE A
SidicdE, HERZ e A1ei W W (Griffiths et al., 2022).

2. HEER5IE
M2 FAF 22 RINE T 2RI 7 A, W EiCiZ. ATETECiZ. A &ALz,
fHEICiZ. EEMICZ. WRACIZASN B2 5E, BLEAEIZ W2 -

2.1. EIBIZ

PEid1Z (collaborative memory)s& A % LA E s A SR R FE HUE B e 4Z(Barber et al., 2012; Nie et
al., 2021). #2315 50 0] BE R TE AR PMEICIZAE SR N B AZ BT, BIMERI SIS 1 I R 2 — . @ s X MEIL 2
IR FE 2 bR i o A M E AN A, MBI A2 5ot S5 AN A E 58 Bad 2 B g s/ A7t /AR DU FE
M4 XA B T2 S AN RAFE, Wb Tg),

PMERERR E AT B iR g, RFHUMEICIZIER R, (B — R L2 BIPME 7 Ao REREE
M SRR AT (FMILAT S, 2023), Saraiva %5(2023) KIFEELE FMZAES T, TR T B R0 808,
XS TR 2RI S W E S UMESIH S IR« {2 Conte 55(2024) RIS FZRITME, 4585 %Kik
A=, TG 2 PMER DL &M AGD,  BERMZH 5 AR R AL 1S 12 BRAFAE BRI ) 2508,
BT A IR AT B2 BT AN A 4k 2 S i R 70 23 B AN Y038 )

2.2. ATAEMICIZ

HITBE 112 (prospective memory) e T H— I ZI B FH B 55 12 . A2 BB it it 230
MLEE)IX FpE 215 50T LS i 2 T S A AT IE MR C 12 AE 55 (10 Virtual Week {T55)3R I, 11 TG 7 A4 A
(Walter & Meier, 2017).  H & £35S B S-SR ATHEPE1CAZAE 55 M LUB 2541275 5t o Browning “5(2018)Mlli 1
PG A N RN 5 PEAR A — R B A TAERFAE Virtual Week S HIRMER, EREVH S HRPHE
HFHRFZBERHMERATIEEICZ . R TPEAEN, BB RRRPECEIERA, IR L
HIBEPEICAZ R .

Browning %5 AN (2019)%F#F—BIRE 7 B ERTIEMEICIZ It & R R, 45RE], —geitan
TR ER, WSS L. W, #EAShe SR RZEMPE AN Z NHEG AL, T4t #, n
BOR L AV RO R F . A 2T s I BB # ¢ R SE S R AT I IC A R I, 3
SREERTIEAR S R SRS MR R T e DR T S EE KRR T RE R,

2.3. 1H&81Z

T 25 1C1Z (emotional memory) &35 5 RS IL 15 B AR IS A R AUILAZ . M BB R 24
RERIEE S Nie 55(2022) FIHF T, Bl IR PRI AR 1 48 20 i) £ AU % DRM SR
FR B AR AT I H 2RSS ANCIZ IR R AR ST . BRAEUMEICIZ A g I BLR U S AR iR 12
BIELR A, ai R DGR I LR Z MR, XRYIAFTE A DRM FIRZ a4 £ PRS2
.

B Kensinger 5%(2016)#&H T ARE L, MATRN 1M 5 AT 828 s PR AR IS 12852 .
S5 KR WIS e R s e, JF At e Bk ARy, XA RLORE, RISl A
WHESHE, BIMEZHRSIN THRE R, E9hcis ] DL AR 25 C 12 B HERs . X AT A2 i T3 g
AESIFEHEN “Hhfede” Mms.
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2.4. BERIEIZ

H &1 1Z (autobiographical memory)f& X}/ N A= TG FAFIR G012, S5idi2 00 B ARG K% A
o #tot so i AR AR AMA R BAAARIEIZ . Wong 25(2022) 8 A 275 SRR UM =20 B 1%
LIz, e s AR, S Bat BN RS R B EICIZ . SRR, R
AL SEEH, ez ezt S 55N R i (H R I 2 BN 77 2R 16 57 T2
Harris 2520170 1 4B 34iua, DOBEAALAE LAl i A A5 /e S gt 16 3 2 /4 N BRI 12
i, ORI B AERICIC B A e R Gett, 90% 4 12 M2 2 b — Ak B AR AL A2 B AT . BRIk, 4
2 w5 BN LK RR E gL IS B AN N B A&z

2.5. WERICIZFISNRIZHZ

M &1 12 (implicit memory)fE 7EAN 7 R R B B BMZ I 64 R, MRS 248500 4 HiE % 3 3™
SIS, R ENN . LERMILZ. FMEIL17 (explicit memory) U i 75 A B IX IS 1 A4 RefiifE &
WEICIZ . FIADE TR R L S PR/ BOut S S Ad iZ N N B3 12396 520 (Parker et al., 1999). {H Parker
FEQ007)FH TAREIZE R, VAL T AR A6 SR NG A A B B AZ) AN 2R R B2 (A RAC ) 1 R
AT AR AT R ] AR (P B2 A2) AN BRG] SCER 2R R B2 (M A AZ) ISR o SEE6 45 UK NG5 35 R 1Y
MRS AL S e 70 B2 I, 4 B AN BRI R R ITECR , RSN 2 R A
2 RN AR PR

2.6. EFEMICIZ

EFMEICIZ (selective memory )& AR ORI 2 —, MK riE G BRI, 21258
O SR — BN . Cuc ZQ007)ER0 T AEUNT#1 2 B3 st PEBEICIZ . 450K, WEFEHF
Hoid IZ A% 5 B ] PLS S & S id A E B

27. HLERSIEIZRE

R E B AR MM E L2 RT DUB IS A BAS A A D B R 1G22 A2 55 1 5 1) R A o Rossi-Arnaud
S(2020) I8 G D A2 AR AR R TE XU 7T H o e 2= . PMELAE RTINS B B 2R 55 B2 A
AIERAATS, Sl EMER S FOR s, SRR AN B R A N S S AR PR A, S
R RICZ

HAHE S E) I RS, WM 2R A 2 RIE R G BB A 3 H CRidizh . Abel & Bae-
uml (2020) &3, PMESEE TN A AT 7S BIEZ, HA KooK AL A5 G v, RE 2 4 [ 20
I 7R ERE B, XM N, UER] AR BAEAZ A s A R . A sl
215 R IF A SGAF B B4 1R 1812 (Wagner et al., 2022).

3. BHipEE®

L G 5 A2 TAN S BRI N, W O ARF, AE2 08
2 ONRGESE, RIBOHESSE,
3.1. S EWIER

1EE #2255 Maurice Halbwachs 78 20 i R B R “IC 12t g5 o fhid uid iz 2 —Fh
28 #(Social Constructivism), AT 5 442 B3R M @A ICAZ, He iz 2 —A S5
ey TS RIIIGR . MAREZE KA N (S At AR IS E 28 545 BRI, (23h. 3k 7id
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X &

Z(EEGSE, 2016)0 BIACIZ AN BRAMEA TR, 82— G A REER - @M.
WAL BE 2 E AR ENZ 0 ERAEIL AZLE, MBRCIZIE B R T MKW 2 2 1 45 M 50 = R0
VG Z) o (T AL AR 141 28 50 R S AZBE FUCHIE A R AR I Al A LG, 12 “Ah
TEMER” (). BEMGRAEMICIZ I SCLHELZE, Hie “ICIZMttSHEZL” , ARk N2 5. FREm
NN EeBBEMZAL . DA A7 e EZAS, #ER T4 5t X T0 427 A 5 e A in 2 3R 1) B8
FIRZ, MLEEE, BMHEIEE, (HRAMESZ H TR 28 S i 2 iZ g HT E 0T S, 2022). id
12 AFAER R R Gi e, HLJR R AT e JEAE R (8] B4R, e s R BER . AN T A RE— 1
FHINCIAEA R RIS 5 A A FERBCE 7 e SO
3.2. #HEAEER

20 40 70 448, Taifel $2H! T 445\ A B8 (Social Identity Theory, SIT), AN A —HAEE & F—
ANREE AL g B 2B, ORI R R A2 . SCIRI T SE P OBl i, 2024) . AATTHIALA |
R AT BN AN I8 T B A A IR B I 15, AMATE S AT a8 i p il fE &g A A
At N TR B SR H A 58 A 2 AR AR RAT AR, WZIBREN R (S AT, B, 2016)5%.

AMESAE S NS R P AL 2 A, 3301 72 AR ST RN S A [E) 6 S VA SR Ja 155 A P 1
WSS S N ik S = A1 1P s o TR VAP e Y N [T VAR 4 5 et T VAN £ 1 - = P O o R VA I ) R e £
1, FAREHE WIS LN ERFHRER L. 2102 RN DL RSB 2 i 42 T 20
feiK, BUEA RG] SA. KR M. (BEm s, SRR A ST R R SR

3.3. SR EHECER

N T A NBRSIAEEHRE, Hardin A1 Higgins #&HH 1 L2 I SE R0 o JLZ ISR 12 A il it A Bris
M, FAARX LRSI IR . AERZ B PILENES . SEAZEEM R Tt Z o,
HEmZEaETt, RA5MmALE, BEIHS0UEA R RAT T k. BONTIE. A &0 B2 ik
20 L P S E E D Re 2 A NI 250 AU A A (5 FE AL

“ULH RIS 7 (saying is believing){F- 552 22 LW ST SL E IS ic iz Akt 2 Bahia . B0 7EgmhY
RIFEECRI S T3 % HbR NS FERIRE R, 2 Ja X 8T BAs A B AR V(S B T i, 7ESEEU B im0y
BRI HER A 45 SR IR I R I U 2 25 B U0 2 AR B AR AN IAR AR sl A )22 A o W AR
AR Nt SAELE, R ) BB AR R AME = Al 2w WL, L I sefE ol E R () %, Al s,
2011; fEFEFEE, 2025).

3.4. 2 EEHFER

HEHRAEEMHSZAT, NSAZE. NSEERS A SEAR AR SR E N AT
5. ZXHAEHRESEEMNIEARE. 2 H 3P (Social Interaction Theory, SIT)&Z& M AATHIAT N H.5)
75 HEEAT fRRE PO R E , (EZIR IR AN OTFEAT A, ERFAME I BRI SN R (e 0%, 2022).

I N SCEZM s Bz ARG IS e ER, B4 VidiZ 5 Bk R . o ms)E
NEWINA, EHZ AR AR, T WO T I B Z 2 AT R 2 BB, RAZ AR U A ER 2
BB . o B R AL R N AN A EANAZ SN RS AR R, T IRIE
RO MRS, 2020).

3.5. (BLERGRATER
B RIS N, B DA B AR, SRR RS R 82 1B By
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(emotional contagion) & — > “IHEE WL - LR IRBLT - A H 5t - TR 2, RIA B s R TG 4411
R ZFR VNS S B SRR, (B SE 5 R E L AL R Eh R BE), T
Pi - R 1 g s g AR, RS T RT e SEIME (CEIESE, 2010), #EM SRR ZE .

DA RS SR AL TN A LA SR BRI R AT E A S IR R . AR R 1, DA S A2 R 3 ]
HIEFI L2 R

4. BEERE

H RIAH AT 78 22 AT 9 SEg, BV BT 7 -l A ) AP R A BRI A 221 SR i ic 12 ) AR 1t
ITHHAL, MREA RS SR B IR MA R R A TR 2 5, MREME . 17 R85
Az AT T A7 AE SR LS ) HEAR L [F) 0 SR ARG AE 0 R DRI L, R SRAIE 7 ] R P A58 4% Xl AR T 9
PR, e BB N AR RS s by, IRRH S MEICIZ R aim 5, ANET] 4
A FOACFAL T BRI AR Bl RSB IR AR, 5T S BA) A S I SEIR XA 52
WL AR o IE AT DA G, DUISEEIN AN [F) 4R 218 SO0 AZ RIS 2t AT B A AT

FERV AL FOPICAZ ISR, AN PTBEGI RB O, dhate. AR SRR LN R
FEEZ AR U . AR, XL AR AR RN T B ZE SR, BT RERALA R
JRPRVERI R BIRE AL . 55, AFRSARHRE RAFEZE R . OB O MA N E A RIS R, AL
25 AT REAN T 4L S SR BRSNS XCIZ B . Lk, AFAEARITEMNES A —3. AN 2R H
FBUIARE, ERTAEE X, BHIERIRE. Wt ERICZIE S, b AL
FHRBEANE, S W E R T BLX 43 (Orianne & Eustache, 2023). )&, FEAERTE I 720058 B HF 50 A
EVERT TS TNE R ZE SR, AT RE S BN FE AR TSR HE LA LU 5

TN NE SR EAR, KI5 s s BAAEE T SOW S, G0 Tl Vs fatn, Pk
RENSEARCE 9SS 2019). B, ZRITHSE 5T EMCAZ R /T BELL 18 07 S MR B B 45 5 32 4t
S FIEN . A RS 5F BAMERIEICAZ RN A RS« A2 DI RE S5 A7 7E 22 57 (de la Mata et al., 2010,
2011; Guan & Wang, 2022; Gutchess & Cho, 2024; Leger & Gutchess, 2021; Schwartz et al., 2014; Steinmetz et
al., 2018). B, vaJ7 Ak, A A S AT BE S BUMARICAZ B 2 s 5 A N B AR 5, 1T AR
T 3cAe BRSO ) T REAEAS AL EE 2 S S AL 2 G RARG . BRI AR SR A2 1)
W FUIE 7 Bk — 20 SO IA] EE BRI

E ST H
KT RRZZAEQF AN ZRit-RITH BT H %5 202410065137).

Bk

HESR(2019). B AL BRI PR ARG RINENZE R, BACXCKR, (11), 55-56

BEREE, SRR, XIAF(2025). “UtH BUARERURL: BT SEMERe. OFLESHE, 41(1), 145-152.

TE, AAAQ011). “Ud tH BUARE SR 2 m ) 3 AR ke, O HEFI IR 19(12), 1851-1858.
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