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Abstract

The continued influence effect of misinformation refers to the phenomenon that misinformation
continues to affect people’s reasoning and judgment even after it has been corrected. A key issue is
whether this persistence mainly results from early representational integration or from later re-
trieval competition. Based on classic studies and recent behavioral and neuroscientific evidence,
this review argues that the continued influence of misinformation is better understood as a cross-
stage accumulation process rather than a single-stage failure. Specifically, misinformation may first
gain an advantage by entering the initial interpretation of an event, and later maintain its influence
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because it is more likely to be reactivated during judgment. This perspective helps explain differ-
ences in correction timing, source credibility, and intervention outcomes, and suggests that correc-
tive effects show clear stage-related differences and boundary conditions.
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1. [E)REHR

EHEE BRI B, — MG BRI 5 S I S 1%, Hme) N BT ] e 4k 25 52 AN 40
AR FEAREFI I, M EAR ORI AR R R, AERSEMBERI. PR REUE A, ha)
RV FHJC BT AR R 25 o R IE RO ik, B3 S5 357 2L 5210 28 (continued influence effect of misinformation,
CIEM)IZ i i 915 BN TRt R 8 52 BOCTE I B 22 ) f . AW 9T IR R M, IR FEANSE T30 561,
R BWAS Ry — U 5t H 802k 24 F (Johnson & Seifert, 1994, 1998; Lewandowsky et al., 2012;
Ecker et al., 2017; Walter & Tukachinsky, 2020).

KT CIEM WIRAERT B, BA WU S AEAE — A R LR TS 0 70 . — MOl RO R A B S
ARG BAE RV BT Bt Dt N AR RAE, S BUG 2L IEME DL IE S BEA R AE 2 (Wilkes &
Reynolds, 1999; O’Brien et al., 2010; Sanderson et al., 2023), 7 —FM AR IARIE S, IANEIERAREE
e, RS RIWB B, M5 B AT RE R G B PR . 2R BT TR0 12 28R T E T o5 AR (Swire-
Thompson et al., 2023; Kemp et al., 2024; Prike & Ecker, 2023). & IJFAEBIRN L, (HATRAHEIX —
Ui, CIEM W FUSUIRZS S 47 B AE I RS B 2 T, 1 M DAE — 2D HE 33 BN A RS

Johnson Al Seifert (1994)Z HBF AR, A FM R UE— DR AR FAF S5 R R R R . Bl
JE TR RIS, e S5 S B T 2 )R EARHUX — JR . Bfif5, Johnson I Seifert (1998) KX —IL R
B PHER BIRAEE R E T, fREEEFARREIHEESHINBRHRIERS, MEEREN AR
B A AR AT B S, IR A B A R I . Seifert (2002)48 aE I, AMATE B E2H E B
I A RAIRIHAAE — RIUE S, T2 G DR R OC R AR TS B R AE . At i, RS
B— B 7B ige, Ea A — 5% 5 R el BRI, 1 5 AT R R A AR A () 2H R
Lewandowsky 55(2012) 03— P48, 1R SEHTE & AR [HAE B 0 & B Ml B, i SEAR 8T IR B IF A7
JE M EH IS S

UL ERS, I SGAL R (R AR AE B ) A AR HE S X — A T R AW RS . A AT SR
& AL R B B A 2438 36 14 (Boulianne & Hoffmann, 2024), TM4ERE SN R EBRLANETRE, MEE
KA B AE W B RAE(Altay & Mercier, 20265 Ecker et al., 2025). fEIX—8 5 F, XIGIE CIEM {72
A, ATARCE R T REIUEE, H2 898 R e A48 R A g R . — MR /il
Ak S ARG S, U RS BAERT B SR KR, U S] 7 5 PG B340 1045 B
b 7 ERG AURSS RAR B A L E RS . R, HIEREREIE R #RE BRI e s,
S e 2 3k B IR T A 4ERE R ORI
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2. (TR ARSI
2.1. HIHAES

£ CIEM BRI O A2 i, — N 8 o) 2 S R AE B A4 2 76 B0 1E HH B R gk 22728 45 4 b s []
FHECTAM IG5 B HEJF R, 58 R SCRFAT IR R (A 70 32 BB 2 1 AR A5 R T i NS0 3L i
FAERIUE I T SRS AR

Hrr, BERMHERE B FRM T —NEELR. Rich il Zaragoza (2016) K, BEMEERERIEIE
AR EEMROR, 2 BRI &R BATHERT IR, IR R XM R AT S Fr i m f5 2L H . X =
WRE, REERRm A R HNR A IR OR R, B R RE R MR E BRI R b R BT R R AR .
AJEYL, CIEM BIWAMEFFARAMEILE T “4R” , TRME Y L4 s R it 7 B g F4

Yo AN PR SR S it Tt — DAk 71X — AW, Ecker 5(2011) &I, H5RE B miLSaR, 5
SRRREL BRI R, T IEAR R IR, MR BB E RSN, Ecker %2015 KB, HHiR(EE
FERUH 1) R A B e o me) HL 5 2R [E R B, MR (5 BRI I RE DI BRI, BT 1 A B A B 1=
B [FIFEHL, Ecker 55 (2010)BFFUR I, FseE T BIRREE HISS CIEM, ZA0HE DU AR RR . XLt
SERILFEIR, HRE R BUmE, AR E AR B B R I, S BERTHE A B O &t
NFAFARREHEZR A G

M= FIRE A E, X—IEFFAEI. Kendeou F1 O’Brien (2014)3& H ) A11RAS 1E B 43 HE SR
(Knowledge Revision Components framework, KReC)IA N, BEBTAS £ X H F1R 1 18] H b, 1 & 2 7EIH
=05 HHE B I EEE L E R 5w S B 2 . Kendeou 25£(2019) Butterfuss £l Kendeou (2021) A } Kendeou
QO2H KB FEE—E KW, IIEE — BAEMSRSESAE, 52 IR B HA H g — 2 IGLHSE, 1M
B OGN FRE S RS> - Beker 25(2019)F1 Ferrero 25(2020) % T R SCARIWF B, 1E
WEERGEEENRIBGER, BT H2 B aemdt N JF B4 547 R, AR R 852 FF5H .

SAAKRE, ARG R SR — A R ARG BV E AR B 5 C & Oy FAT AR — 3
gy, MAREERABE LA — B3RS TIXFEMEAE, 5525 R AR M B s /) ISR
HRG1ER .

2.2. REFIERRELS

W, WIERHIERIRR, FIEFHAR KM, K AR EBEEE. Rich fil Zaragoza (2020) & HL,
BRIV AMATE B IE HH 0 3 B> T S B RO, BEE BT IR, RS B el Re el A . X
B, BEIEREMEEANIN T RS E IR E T, (HECEMZ, ERER LG SR FrL: L. Fik, CIEM H1
CREGEREM” A EIRE T IETOAL, AT RE R BT IR BT S IS G b R Y AR e M A7

FLR, RIETE B A — DR, CIEM A HZ IR{E B A B IR B I, 83 K e R A iy
ANFME BT 2 KM E . Guillory 1 Geraci (2013) &30, 55 1IER U 1) AT {5 2 B 23 52 R A4 2 15 4k 2R AR
RS R Ecker A1 Antonio (2021)BA &% Ecker 25(2024)FIBF 5 22 B, 576 55 1E HY I ) 5]k 1 95 S5 4R B 1
KIRMIATAE R, FRE i 20859 Hey 25(2025) AR H, HIXRIEAE BEXT CIEM fIs2mi, F—
FERE B ol DA MR v A “ BRI R MFRE . 5 IEFEIET, O’Rear fll Radvansky (2020)f& i, CIEM
() —3 o KR T MERT T IEAR S A Z . 52, MEEE AR A RVMIEIUAE R, s
ANFME B [ AT A A 2 e 1 $%

B, BT ARG WERNY R, XERIGEF RN EHEEE. 58 CIEM AL lHE
A 55 TR e R B S S I BT oy 2 R R U 3, TS SRR A OO S SV R B A S 1) S SR HI AT 5
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Westbrook 25(2023) &I, B IEAML L5 /M S B BRI, HasUE 5 R RIENEE, X
BRI A RARILAE S A AR I B, B M BRIFETEY « Mickelberg 55(2024) WA 50 Gtk idE
FIADEIRIER, X UL CIEM JEASTEA RIS AL fE S Wb DA R SE T . MR 7 R B R . Btk
2k, JEEEHIWTA B BT AL I B S 52 CIEM R I, Chen %5(2024)K B, Ph/E AT BT BB AG 2
Eoxd A 42842, 16— E R L0 CIEM; Clinton-Lisell Ml Langowski (2024)i# —3 5 Ht, A1
IWIRMEIS 25t & o R 5 B IE R RBUER . Rk, CIEM 785 H R BLHEAS LBk TR S B2
EWARE TR, EEEEHFIWATS . 0T 2R AL 21 B2 A AR T 24 2E

XU F AL EE R, CIEM FEARESE AL MR A A2 . RMESE EC &N RS, [HEEImTRE
T Ji5 B2 W DR SRR R | AT 55 2 B B W 17 55 110 28 A 7 BT o B o AT B 5 i B B AT 4 LA B AR,
JE B G MU e A AEE TR IEZ JERAR S IR IEIE . ANid, AT N R R 2R AR & RS
SRR AR, R E AR RB B R, MM L E UL IR R R 3 T T T B . SCAE AT
Wik — O . WIERIL, AT RN AA BAF I N E L,

3. HZIERE
158 CIEM, —/MR& WK B PERRE RS : R AE B I AR AR L, Wl e O RO MR A
ARIEFRP|SGMEFEIEE R . HIVE ML TR LI A SRR M T BRI BER . EHOE FSLRIE O

PR, BIF@EHEOEEANTINTRS, 2RI URIE e RS AW a2 Sk

Gordon Z5(2019)MESA fMRI BFFIRME T — A8 KIEMSE R . 0 HEA KIS BATFAE 2
BRI AR, MR, TERFENZES HIERD B S8R I H 35841 e TR s BN,
Wl AEAE 43X ST H B 22 I HH 5 v 1) A TR AR AT & B o HEIX — S5 Rl CIEM HESE T BEfR, 2 /030 B
TR EEIERGT, IHEEHEAAZINRE RS, MAFMH{EE —RAHE TRT . FEAWIHAR
A IR S, T R RAE PN EOE A LE B AR 2 [A) EAT HE

GAESE(2022) 1) MRL WA SRR —HIr . %070 KB, CIEM TESEHUM BLI 5% 1R 22 57 - BEARTAE
B B ARG A, IR A S ThREE AR b o A0 e (BRI 0075 [0 5 g . o SR I A s
Ak, PR —g5 RARMEA T B AN L. EAMMMELE, FIEERCLHNT R4, HH
[R5 BIAEPA R A, 75 A Ja SRR A Bt R DAAL B . 4 5) 35 3, CIEM MIRAEIEAE T
MESEEEAFREEE, METREEEZ G, IHERBRIR AR 4 H R A

ERP {IE4 JUHEIX A o] HE R 1 I [B]4EE . Brydges 25(2020)&K 31, P300 F&A RIARE 1544 %
S, T EIE H I ZE R )52 FN400 £ LPC. FN400 8% 52BN TA ¢, LPC N £ 5 FMZIEINE =
PRRA K. REERE, LMETEJS R p 4k ek iy F IR (G B, HR R AR NAE T3 RS BR AR
Bk, SominT RE A IEAE SR PN T R, fEE Sz E A G R H . Swire Z5(2017) KT 3R
PEVERBIAT AR FE . Ecker 25(2017)56 T B FEME AT e300 IF A5 BRI R, #5IX — M EIEHEE R
TR

Gordon “5(2017)8 51 tMRI W C & 47, S IEMN L KOst BEA S RAE R FEHT WA, 1A 20 5
ANIRSLA)F (T ER R e o 24045 (2022) TEJm AL B B B 2 2 A Bt b 1|l 22 5, i B THAE B R A A
SR EM AR, ERA R RSP AT, iU, ML R SLbr _EAE RN 5 F
e F—, HIEEECSPIN LT £, IIEEZ A BURE, HAMANGE G B P 8, i
RN EAERTI O &3S T LB B 25 A &

5ax 2 AR B, XL T8 A 7R DB AL ) 55 U5 A B i — P R AR X — I 2 . Chan 25(2022) K31,
ek T H 55 1R 35 B ARSI LA B A s Karanian 25(2020, 2024)3F—B4aH, 5 BEATRE
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SO SRER T B R R B, AT BESR AT R 215 BB BN I %I 72 . Mcllhiney %5(2023) #7522 & 7
AT U B, BRAT T RE K BE B 5 A g AT CTEM Jfg 85 P8 2 TR) 474 R GUIR 3R o 45 R SRS UE — i
— AN EA B AR S IREE OO L, ERIFAE TR RS P AR E SR IS S 2P
REME RS L, BEA AT GG, A 5 S U R P S

GEXHMARATUEL, FIEFELEFECEHEANNT RS, HIAERHFAZEILAZNRL .
E BT REAE AT & SRS RALIL S, B AT RELE 5 S W h S8 7 ) B OB SR . PRIk, CIEM ANEL B i
NFE AN BRI AL, T S AT e AN DI LB B R T 45 2R

4. CIEM B9ESHrER RIRVLEI

DA FARMER CIEM 7873 38 J5UA B — B BE R AE 5307 2RI, AR A 0 L 7 A B A S )+ ) — K
PERUmZE . SEMGIEREA 25 RIVEME, RILEHER—MEM BRI L BB ANERE . #RE R
DATE B SRR SR AR, AN ORI — /NI BBl R 2, T BB A2 DN B B TE W AR B AR E N T
PENELR, Bl Ja SAE 5 S0 W Hh 5 2% 5 4 P B

X R R AT AR AP B . ARG B — BN SRR AL T BT R piAR BRI R Eyir@
HIARRE, E RN 2 JE R R i — 25 2%, 1T O A g L8l N 7 i X AN SR [ B AR HE S2 . Johnson
Al Seifert (1998)iF 8 1, 1E &5 IE H B IHRAEFF K B 3B H 5L . Seifert (2002) g H, RUFHHEA
iR gk R RHALAE KN . Kendeou 1 O’Brien (2014). Kendeou %£(2019). Butterfuss A1 Kendeou
(2021)LA K& Kendeou (2024) W FE# BB, KNI BE Hr 9 - AN R AE RS S8 SRR, 1210 R A RAE AL L1
M5 FIE 2 . Hamby 55(2020) K% TAUFILAZ /A7 77 W THE, HCFFX—ri. Bt CIEM 15, X EE
S BIERTHASRAF A R R BB AR, R —AMERALE .

AR RS Be 5 T RALE, AR LA e N ATE S B2 S5 RS R FEAE R . S5 STy
BlRffEE. HIEGEERECEE NN RS, WA IR LRI, 7R, FIW . SRIEVEN Y
BYMERCREATES T, WG B S FN RS . MARGR SR IEER, M, Mm. >k
PEHER UL SN R IEH A K R Guillory 1 Geraci (2013)% T-RIFA[{Z E W 7. O’Rear A1 Radvansky
(2020)K T B IEAREHEZ K B Mcllhiney 5(2023) ¢ T HUAT DI RE 22 57 1O 40 A, #B1d BA )5 B2 R AN RE It 25
PRI BRE . Swire 25(2017)% T BB MW L. Ecker 252017 % T EEIRBEAIMF I, LLK Swire-
Thompson 552021k T H IEEXMERHARIIZE R, WEESFERIFE BAE G900 T 2 ) 8 B RS

XHEE, CIEM 1 FFEE2m JEA R S IR B TR o B S BB E AT IR 450 B 3%, 4kifife
JE BT SRR BRI . BT ERE T BN AR W EAR, FERE T e N ATEE EZ 5
SREHI . HE WA TR VIMEEEN B S I RR A B, 232 m 115 BAE 5 82 7 =
FHREC AT T — BRI, ARSI M oD X BT R, IERSR
YA FAE 2 BRI FE A — UOE BUG JEAE R B, 12 7EAS R B B 2E L2 AN o - KReC AE 4L B SR H1iM
PEIER BT IFAS B 564, 3 FLE— 20 X4 1 R BRI S5 00 B 5 5 SR I 4R B 34 . sl
SERUAICIZ AR B BRI (R, TISE 25 536 CIEM HRENIEAS BiCS 2, Mt T, X EERiE— %
Sl PSR NFRARRESE, B S AR S eI S B RIS . X — X A Bh TR IR — B IEAE
ANRME 5 T RIAS R B R Rgfi] 22 7= A 2 S UR

TERFREHIRT8, 4 EESCE S TR S R, HRLEUSIREIAGE B TS S A7
BRI . PR ERIEM TSN RS SI AL, EAEE TR toR, #)8 71X — 2547k . Brashier
2021)4RH, BEIERHLA B 4] IERCR; Porter Al Wood (2021). Walter A1 Murphy (2018). Walter
25(2020) BA & Walter 1 Tukachinsky (2020) WP tH#R I, FE BIRG R, A LLEIH R mab)SE
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BRo Kan Z5(2021) K3, BACMREIR H EL B2l 558 A 20 (EAN AR SR (G BoRIE, A —E LR —
B ] IE 2R (Connor Desai & Reimers, 2023). X, ST HHAREEEH, &S & 2 mXf
—ANCETE R A AR .

WA THRERAAER RIS, Mo EET, AR DL SRR A G B R em . A
WEFLAIR, R MG B AR AL EAUE P G B, NABamiDeiH T R, mEs 5wl it
N RERESE (Ecker et al,, 2011, 2015). GSRFIE N H ISR M, B3 AE2SEIRELR, AR LE
DLEARHIARRE, T4 RS BAE 5 B2 bt 5845 5 BB A SR (Rich & Zaragoza, 2020; Kan et al., 2021,
Swire et al., 2017; Ecker et al., 2017). FiI_ERIFEZE . WEREALEMEM, HIEMERER, A
—EREfa e B IH/E B (Guillory & Geraci, 2013; Ecker & Antonio, 2021; Ecker et al., 2024; Mcllhiney et al.,
2023; Ecker & Ang,2019). FEXMUFHL T, 2 1E Tl ) R HEAS )R HE DUV RS I 55 1F S B, T2 R4S 8
FELMIE I H, ATAT T4 A R AR AR BT N B BB B T ARG AR L3

FRANPTI, HAREE SR ERE B IENEERAERMNLS, FlniE, kB SCARBZE TR
PIEIE. Beker £:(2019). Ferrero %£(2020). Butterfuss A1 Kendeou (2021)LL & Roozenbeek %5 (2023) I 7
HULEH, X RMUEIFIETLR, (HENMRBERSBEEMEIEA. BEA AR A NI ST 25 R AR 4L .
HHEIEWE, W2 TMZIUE EE “HREAME” , R0 HZFET R ER TR E— 3
W, WATRERBEINEAIN AR B4 K. [REEARRE MY IER AT, M CaENF#
BEHESE . JFAE S S b B 25 ) B BB R I 1B Rt . SR IR IR R B IR e EE S T i sgm, HR
M IE DU AN T2 TE I SR B A

KL, CIEM FA 2 B IE J5 1R i B0k BR A48 o RS 2 Ry ] o | AN Rl B e e et N3
JEHENFIW eSS E, JERSIRIUILE . R R B R MOk R, a7 ARG
RfEFE, U TRITE R ARG . X PIADErBOERKRE, WA V2B B4 R A R 5l 3 A — 2% 2k
.
5. B&5itie
CIEM 1R H FH B — 0 TR AR o R[5 BAEWIIRBEMR M B v] Rede it N AT IRREAE AL, Bl f5 A
JE EEFI TR B AR Gy BB R I AR AN BOER R OR, A B TR R A S B B S A SRR R [F] SR 4 b
P, BIETTAEA T, UHIBEEATAARE SR EN: s ST, e 4
HEHIEZ Fhea REHI. BZF/FITRE, & B ARMERE CIEM 1—#7: L FEER, REX
THIERAL. RIEAE R ST AT TR 22 7 45 A T 5 B

X T T B A AR B 25 ) R T T 8 P LI “ B BRI ” LR . AR SR, e
FSAZ A UL ST JEA E LRI 2 IEAE 8 3 15 B RE 8 T K ¥ 4F FH (Blank & Launay, 2014; Karanian et al., 2020,
2024; Calabrese & Albarracin, 2023; Greene & Murphy, 2023), {HIXEyk R HFAfae, w23 IHE
BN TH B2 SERAE B AR R N E BRSNS, A IEE ARSI RS, Mk, 4
IAfE R C& TR, FHE G LRI b BA 8w ] ey, I0A IR H 2 At 2 W] B il . 78
RO, IR R AU R 5 BEAESN RAREZ i sem, R 2 2 DL MR 2] il i) 4 3
fifto IXULH, CIEM H TR AEH: A R ok B IEA S 15855, & 54 EN AR IBE RS CEE st
A K

WA LS TR R . KEAT AT E RO AR B RN R R L], DR T2 5 4
AR ZES, ARG EES BRI, BEMRBUE R . AR REEVRA R, mH 2 & TR R
MR RAREL SLIOAT S5, WA LLSE B %I ) CIEM MWIUG R AR 21 5 22 A W () 45 A2 . Tt 78 SRR
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RTADEER, (EARIESEAL I &I PR AN 55 2R 22 R BOK, BN R 58 2 8] 3 DL B2 E A (Kemp et all.,
2024; Roozenbeek etal., 2023). b, MAEZE  HILSAE B R RATAR M RAMAG BB BEAE S
PRl SREFIEE . DN FIAh 2 2 B R AR AT BE LR 4 5 8 B IE 5 I 45 R (Ecker & Ang,
2019; Kemp et al., 2024; Jones et al., 2023),

R, PSR B RARNUGI AR G WAF R 6. B IS A TH RS B AT & T Thae. HH)G
BEAE S ATI BRI Z R AT HERE L R SR U4 BT (1 15 B3 (Eckeer et al., 2015; Westbrook et al., 2023;
Mickelberg et al., 2024), #ZHREBA G4 FREFHZ, TIE B LR B 780 B, JRIERIE X
PEORHREISS, B G ST 55 R ESR S SLUUNT A EERIRZ R, 4 IR1E B R0 2 e NG5 16 7 B B4
B3 B 2R (Rich & Zaragoza, 2020; Kan et al., 2021; Guillory & Geraci, 2013; Ecker & Antonio, 2021), 7E
IXEEESE N, CIEM ] R TE 2 RN ABYETR B« B B PR U 22 BR 0 1258 4, TR A 75 BE R 50 8
(ISR Be BAHLHR AR (Swire et al., 2017; Kemp et al., 2024). #52, BB RBHLHIIEA L BT
CIEM ML R [E S5 H,  FLAgRe J e T4 535 B2 13 L 1E 58 B 17 MR 381 1 0 P 0B [ 4 o

JE BT T /D W LA = AN TT I Ak Bt . 58—, W EAE [ B AR L b S S AR g bY. BES
5RO AR, G 2 s 2 R RAHEN LI P R ORI . B T, TR R G LU AN R SR B T 40
TERTWEABY B, 2 PRCE R G B NRRAE L L 2, IR R G 2L W T IR e 00 R RNt
Bt — o, DA T HUET RS BT Re 6 201 55 1045 22, 7 AT I 452 T D02 1T 1 B 6k () 2R
1415t (Walter & Murphy, 2018; Porter & Wood, 2021). 25 =, 75 EIEH B Mt 258 B LS 1B 0¥ &
W, B ERTPERE. HESBAR. BENE. RIREN A EIIEE AT SE TarHES,
R T Ja B E (Bode et al., 2021; Smith & Seitz, 2019; Clinton-Lisell & Langowski, 2024).

CIEM FFAN FUR B IE JE I R B, AN & — IR BB R S B N [ YRR o B A R B, ik
& BAERTHIE AL E, EF WIS, XML ASE ARES . RIET A RIEL R 5
PeAERF . HISSEURCR . X CIEM By — B fks, AN T REEE BT AT E AR, EN#— D na
A BB W8 AT, FEatr A T R AR & AF T FCIEST Wrix —id 72
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