IWEIEZTTAR : B4 P HERY A A ORI
BRMBAR RE  KFF
(PEARKF OSSR, b 100872)

W E &R 2 (Tip-ofthe-tongue, TOT) & 2 3& & £ AR B A AL K de Likde B AL CALA o IKFe
A TR E AL BELAE, AARBELERERARRIAS) A TOT A AN ZER A,
NG AL AN £ 2K E 0 S AN AR, IR AR B ARE R BRSO BN 5] R T TOT.
TOT &9 L iAFm i AT LA 5 M) B 4798 69 4R BUR S BT80Sk i A2 P 48 X A3 B 694 B, EL°T
VAdR )i LB K A2, A% B ARIEE TOT R A6 M3 RBGE ko 7 AP aF 50 AL A 12 TOT A A& 690k
L], RRE EFARARE BT B AELES B KARF X ZF T TOT Billfeiz 4 o5 24
By VERALEfe A 2R RIESGER R T TOT K AMER L3035 £ F 2GR R M,
KR TOT; A&l A ; Tik&ilA; B K XTkmEA; o 5 sl

1515

AVE MR B BNEEME L, HIGIESLRIFRIA RIS TE, XRRZ N
22 % M (Tip-of-the-Tongue, TOT) (Brown & McNeill, 1966; Burke, MacKay,
Worthley, & Wade, 1999; James, Schmank, Castro, & Buchanan, 2018). TOT & 4,
AN AR T DRI B A 1] 5975 SCEGTEVEAE B (i it . R AEE) Kt R
BnE B, BTG, (HI0iESEE H Fria) 52 B 115 & 15 B (Fieder, Nickels, &
Biedermann, 2014; Huijbers et al., 2016; Vigliocco, Vinson, Martin, & Garrett, 1999).
TOT KA—EBial)E, HAnm & B B LA s s th i B, Al TOT
13 2fE k- (Schwartz, 2002). M TOT KA Bl e AR A4 1 LB P2 AR A ETRL G
WHIRE, PRI R 1 IAFN AN TG IA RN PRI FE AR A

LHTHE R EZEMONFAA R, TOT R AN 2R 1E F 7 1t an ] 5 0
TWET AR, S0k = 5 E K H — A1 &0 R A @ (General knowledge
questions) K75 & TOT, #4755 1 H X 52 i B #x 1 (Kuipers, 2013; Masselink,
2012; Souchay & Smith, 2013). #iff 78 &K BLEH AU H H AR 1A 5T 2305 HAH S H)E
& A B BE S BRAIKBE 5 TOT IR AER, (HIE A 8 A gE(Abrams & Rodriguez,

Wik H #: 2019-05-24

* LB A AL 4 F S5 H (16 Y YAQ06), HE A A AR AT R S0 H (Fh S s AR5 B 5 T5) (18XNLG28)3% H,
5 A SRR 4T BT E (31471074) % B, P E AR K R ER@EEHA—R KRS CFERD M RES S EIBE &3 H .
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2005; Farrell & Abrams, 2011; Pureza, Soares, & Comesaf®, 2013). It#h, TOT k&
A e BRBAEE AR A2 HE TOT Bk, TiE SCAHIRIAXS TOT KM R A S
(Oberle & James, 2013; Pureza et al., 2013; White, Abrams, & Frame, 2013), X i
TOT HKRAMfR I 5 D5 A A T 15 55 BB O, M 515 UE B
oK o TRV I K R A 5 ] SRR BN gAY, B S ORI S B R L
(Levelt, Roelofs, & Meyer, 1999). Ak, AFIALA A TOT Bk A A2 H AV IEIA
AR A B B AR EUR MCF B (Brown, 2012).

WHIRLA ZAL 7 N TOT KA B D AN AR AR BT AR B s A R AR 56
L5 HAR G BHEHUN TOT M thad #22 [al i N ETK R« MALE TOT KA 2
FPEAERE R TN FAR S, 0 4% MR 5 (Intensity) . 1545 (0% (Emotion), & H¥x
i) R4 gk B B ()3 3 S (Immiine nce ) 45 (Calabi, 2016; Schwartz, 2002). AR TG H
RIAE TOT KA R B R AEE, (B BARNLH = A5 2R 58 . AR R B J0
IWRWARLE RS A 2N TOT KB )5 H bnial i s Eh 32 (Schwartz, Travis, Castro,
& Smith, 2000), KILAHELEARRKR) TOT 78 H brinl IR B2 T ot
Z51A50 1 TOT(Schwartz et al., 2000), i MelEfER) TOT W3 i THRnde W )
TOT(Kuipers, 2013; Schwartz et al., 2000), kA EITEALR K TOT LN,
H AR IR B DD B A2 TCIE I TOT |1 5 i (Schwartz et al., 2000). H#f, MIGIA
FOALA H R ) TOT 7T 1 50VE A ARG B N I BB R I BE L R TOT KA Anf
RIIFZ I, DL AC XA oo oA A e A e 48 7 (R M0 07 sl 038 7= A A Fnad 72
(Schwartz & Metcalfe, 2011).

P —FRE BRI R LIS, TOT B FE 20 IR 5 15 7 AL 5F 7 F) 35 24
7, HAEZENBEWE S, JENSGE E A RS AR REIR A e . A
SO AN IR TN E A B 43 0 TOT IR AENLE] . foma PR 2% A AR B, N
%2 A T BRAR 1 15 A AR SR AR AR AR S 4 (2 4R 0K, B K, 2018; B Fidi,
5, BHBIE, kiE 75, 2019).

2 INFIRSTARIALA T TOT RANLH
2.1 INEHLAT TOT RAHLH)

TOT HJIAFIAL AN il A AR A H ARR] A 5 A5 20T R AN 78 70 2

FTOT WK . BT H S A fUR RS BRI 78 70 S LRI, 4t 1



FHRHIHIR

B AR U AN 58 0 B 18 (Incomplete Activation Theory, IAT) (Brown &
McNeill, 1966)1A N H ™ AL H AR 18] (1042 S BUR R0 A 7875 RE A 205 8
HIFREL, MIMTSE TOT Bk L. IAT B B4R HiC 12 IR 7 (35 ) A 58 a0
[ AR IRIIN T B RNl ZEIRIRTE K EUFHE (R BH9# K TOT
KA R EE B 21EGE, Rl 5 B AR ARSI X5 B (Fieder et al,
2014; Vigliocco etal., 1999). TOT A4 T H Frinl D HRHL R B3 = T AN ReFE B 5%
4:(Schwartz & Smith, 1997; Schwartz et al., 2000). 4k, TOT k4K G H
BT ) TE 42 B 6 A7 45 35 IEAH DG (Schwartz, 2002), X% B TOT KA H bl
HIER 5 B,  HBOE s T Reig SR UM A RESR I 2 18], (Al TOT KA
J& H bR 1] B2 5y i R Dt RN B B2 K o SRTT, AR FEE T ) LAT FEARE AR
TOT WM R(ENZFENE TOT MREEEZ THERN). ZFEANRTER)
WCIZ S FEE R I B IR, (B TCIRAEAT ARIE & M IX B L, TOT
HIZ A R 2R RSN 7 B, R B TOT By A4 5 HFRia i ic A2 R
P0G 5 5 TG < (Huijbers et al., 2016; Salthouse & Mandell, 2013).

1% 35 5L Bea B 15 (Transmission Deficit Hypothesis, TDH) (Burke et al., 1991)2 34
AN A A A i 4 52 () 3R, R E R T TOT il & BAE S 15
BRBAN ISR . WK 1 PR, 8BS RGEWBEE, 52 ER&AE XL
WA AEROE, TERC 2 IIREE T 2 HEOE AIE SOV R AR
FIEE RN, MR “—x—" BEREE T e “—x—" mlkgs Ut “—
X2 HESHIRBURIBILS, SEAE TOT MER KA ANATAT ELER B4 # B
W E B RE, MARR S IRBUESE S . X TDH BUIEE F 2k 5 8 3hi
WAL, AERBERH, BT E R AL A4 H AR A AT sk A TOT Ja B 2 Bk
AR A B, I HBRRAE B M TOT WA BRI . BIF 7R IS & AH
A I R IR HUBEAIK T TOT Bk 4% (Abrams & Rodriguez, 2005; Farrell &
Abrams, 2011; Kavanaugh, 2015; Pureza et al., 2013), J . Z i m 7 TOT HIf#
e (Oberle & James, 2013; Pureza et al., 2013; White et al., 2013), {H&Z&E X )53
TIANBEREAR TOT KA Z B2 3t TOT BfE ¥ (Farrell, 2012; Gordon & Kurczek, 2014;
White et al., 2013). fEEahEAH, Al kaMmAERE: —K2NE I



R E B RER, SRR MESHAIHER A N i ERE S, XSGR
Z I A HAF SR FR R 7 AT E S R S8, TOT KA G, 1EFH 30
Y geiEi B b RS B S B iR SRS T R A SR, Ak 1Y 9 1 L
AR R RO AR I, et T B AREE S E B IR MEE, TOT K&

I H FRiaiE S B B L $2E(Gollan & Brown, 2006), K IiE B shiaE st TOT )
RAESRIE RELW, ERCFFT TDH WM.
€z

X Tl
I
e
=ad
T

B

E "R
W

Kl 1 TOT [yf& et sk R Ul

BH ZE {35 (Blocking Hypothesis, BH) (Jones, 1989)MJ M\ ialy ik it FE b dE H
IO ) A BEfARE TOT RAE. (i SkIE#EMTBL, 5 AR AAEAETE ORI R
H F5 18] 1 2 80 (Dell, 1986), b3R8k H Fr i PR 0 B PR A ™ A2 1 B0
st 7 B A ] )R] SR OE FIIE R, AR T B AR B b i1 S S B R
B, 38T TOT = . WHFURIL, £ 50%I% TOT KA M2 = A 9F H A
i (Burke etal., 1991; Heine, Ober, & Shenaut, 1999). TOT &4 )5 S5 H brialiE
NXFEBEA [E (i [E]—BRAk) (Abrams, Trunk, & Merrill, 2007; White et al., 2013) 2k
PR [E] (o 42 17 285 37)) (Abrams & Rodriguez, 2005) ) 3 a5 240 TOT )
file ke AMEFRA TOT J5, B3R — B [ EAT B bRia] SR ) 3 2 B S HLE
2 f¥%(Kuipers, 2013; Masselink, 2012), iXw]fg 2 Tk B bxia () 30E 76 1 i 5 2
IR, 10 H AR REOE B 0R . BH SRR AR BRI, (PO RMEMRRER A
3k H i 7242 ) TOT (Abrams & Davis, 2017), AW 545 B 4E H krial L& TOT

PR R R 25 B AR K (Burke et al., 1991). 4h, BH R AEMER: TOT AL
4



%, BARZFEN TOT RAEFREZ S THERN, HZAFH b5 H IR L 48%,
AT 4E A 67%(Burke et al., 1991).

gk, /5 TOT MNEIALA R, B IAT KU H AR TE 40 R A 1 Bk
BrBe, TDH A1 BH #5iif A AEAE RN IE AR B, e TDH YO 153 RS X
FREMIRIAZR S SFE T TOT, Wi TOT 5 & BIgbSk B AN TA S
BH I8 TOT S 26 S FEHr BT 5%, 1By BUE SOM O] 1] 2% 0S50 H ]
ML SR, WAL A R B ARMERRE TOT AAERSMAH 2 L J5 A FN
R8s, PARE S AW KR IEA S 2 A E R TOT IR (Brown, 2012; Gollan,
Ferreira, Cera, & Flett, 2014; Jersakova, Souchay, & Allen, 2015; Schwartz et al.,
2000). kMl TOT KA 5, SLbr Bidiz Rt 3H A AT I H FRinl 5 2 0 B,
XEWRELE TN A T HL TOTRA AT A 5 H bria 1945 BBk /R k.
2.2 JTINFIARA T TOT KN

MICINFN A K, TOT J& + B AR — R AR  HATHF 5T 12
SRV FHE AR I TGN RG] 7= A TOT, TOT R AEXT H bR Al IR & 4,
PA K TOT e 52 H i) 8] I ik 55 )
221 BRATTINAEE

B2 AR N, oA 2R Ge 2 S T4 T8 P2 A A R FE (e v 45 1] 5%
WM BRI D55 ),  H R Al H AR A A2 FR G b SR X SR (Levelt
et al, 1999). JCIA KM Th e & o DA R AT il 9 5 70 (E 3%, RAEAR,
2000). JCIAFH RGBS AAAE H AR 15 S HUR Fr R 28 & A2, X 2480 HAx
T B TR BCIRAS AT M, P S R R 5 B4 BB —, R — kiR
RRTE 3 UF K TOT I, AT RE T 035 T LR s 1 2k R (Metcalfe, Schwartz,
& Joaquim, 1993)FI1% &5 11 £k % (Schwartz, 2010); 5 —, &4 ERAMED
ZPEEAT B bia iR 5 B s L. BRI 5SS ) (Schwartz & Smith,
1997); =, HiBEAENMEFL G R SRR, Wi
K5AE (Brown, 2012; James, Schmank, & Castro, 2013). i ] [ /7 Fl SR 5 AE 45
(Kostic, Booth, & Cleary, 2015; Schwartz, 2002) (11 2).

TR I 2R SR LA B R AT JR A e, AT 40 W7 H A im] B AT SR BCIR
A, ARG -, BT KN CIZ RS, I BT DAL RIS B,

5



HFREA L T RAHEIZ RS, AREREATIRIG 8=, HizBRLTKIZIZR
G0, {HIE B AN RESR L, X 2 A W 2 fil & TOT(Schwartz & Metcalfe, 2011) (K 2).

HE2, TOT KABWEMEAREIRE HixE it T2 R4t JF H AT AR
PEHC N T A IIRIH bR, IR G S R R R R g,
RGUEL RS 2 TR IR L 3G a5 D7 2N s V8 A i AR R i
TOT =MW ARGt B bria vl $- BORZS #4715 R A 5 R, i AA A
AT RAR IR R, A R BEE R B WIS R (INE, 227, BRIRAT, 2017).
U, JTINEIARA R TOT e SRR A HEHUMIA B A (Inferential Access Model)

(Shmonina, Klaiman, Fedorova, & Chetverikov, 2014).

.
HE ARG [€—

Kl 2 TOT Ja k=M RL(5] H Schwartz & Metcalfe, 2011)

2.2.2 TOT Xt B8 F=A F A T pL

TOT KW BIITHEE. 1EAN—MoTIMEIILG, TOT Sl Wil ™= AR A i
FE(UE 3), HUEWINLHIAILAEL R 5T E5E, W TOT K4S B bn i i L)
PRI, ESRESE N TOT KA J5 H ARl b 5 B h S i ME 2R ik 95%, T SE 36 =
5T TOT A LA 25 T30 H b (%) IR P\, 0 28 7E 40% /45 (Schwartz, 2002)
Fok, Wl EAREAR OGS B SR I, S H AR 0 B A S T
458 515 K (Brown & McNeill, 1966; Schwartz, 2002), LAz i) 11 A 5 45 $ 4548
X AZ E.(Vigliocco et al., 1999). ¢ Jim » Wl H Fria] i 501 58 45 fE AR 531 =1 K (C leary &
Claxton, 2015).

JAEINEE, TOT Kol ThRE A e, LI EHE T TOT kAERYE
B f5 H bria) ) 1B R A R 2858 B Y 1 AH 9% (Schwartz, 2001; Schwartz et all,,
2000), HAAEEE T TOT K4 J5 B Friath - JEES G s ThHE B (Schwartz, 2002). 1
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b, REAR TOT $& B IAAAAAE FACIZ R S8, HIGAA RGUKIRIRYE L R AR AR
HH AR AR R B RGP AS R T, RGN T BE A AEAS 2
(Schwartz, 2001; Schwartz et al., 2000) . iX 7] §E & H T i & A EIL FE 5 5 52 R R
IR IE . WIEIAYE . SRS K ZIAR B0 R AR B R SR IR, M T 5 SO 2 AR
EHBHR(G T, 8, M, 2016).

TOT WFERITHRE. FR 7 W H AR RFRBOIRES, TOT Refg 4zl B Anid (142
HU F2 (Schwartz & Metcalfe, 2014) (4014 3). 24 M5 ThEE AT H b i S8 AT R
PRI NI, 1245 o AR B G RN BRI, AT IS BRI R I EIK
-, AT S AR B RR 42 ) LA sl Zh ¢ B H #5717 (Schwartz, 2002). TOT
TCINHVARSS (P b S R RBILAE . A3 B IR b3 i B 417 #4 2% 5[] (K uipers, 2013;
Masselink, 2012) 1 fi# tZ M1 (Schwartz, 2008), {3 H Fri] ()42 B2 A B g 4 Ak
4fl(Warriner & Humphreys, 2008), DA i £3& 24 (1 42 HU K% (Burke et al., 1991).
o, EHLELAESA] B, Schwartz(2001) & 31 TOT &4 HFrial 0 s v i 5 K,
(N EIALA BB B bR CAF B0 0%, B B ROZ R K A4 TOT i
. 2, ARIEIMLE, i HN)KA TOT &, SFRkEE 1 IH
(N+1) B 28 —ANIH (N+2) TOT KAEF . HJFE KA A H N &4 TOT &,
ZICINABHESE A BCE T E N, BT BRI 5 N+L RIES N+2 (0 58 J5 R 08
/b, T SEHE B J5 T H S U TOT B A 42 (Schwartz, 2011). 55=, E4s% M
RRHERURS AL b, TOT RAEJEAMMA S HHTREE N B2 2], O MASR I H A7
AN 25 5 R &k A2 TOT(Warriner & Humphreys, 2008). 5504, 7EHEEUSERE |, 4
AMATT DRI AS R 15 B B 40 24 SRS B, TOT AR B T N el shie % £
8 E 1 5K g (Schwartz, 2002).

{EfFAE R A2, TOT MRS D Re 5 AR TOT /= A= 1 TG\ KA 56 2% 1)
Ko ARAEVEFY FIFR AR (2000) X TN KN A (IR IR, FRATTHEM TGN A R Gexd H
i B E AR (R IR 6 %2 TOT Jeil A SE: iR FBkE, Toilg
PRI B T AR 7S 73 B AR B H A 1] R HUI R A A7 0 Il R ST S 5 s[RI
FIE P AT R I SR I3 B PR B T RS S i B e F I &R 48, DUH ek
SO S S R R . 5 2, TOT BICIAAAR G AE FHE = A i e\ KA A
T IA R 2 8] 28 1 VA B MR, AR5 BAE TN R &K P EAZ i AT B3],



IR &= S TRERAREIlIDE e

L S iE Ml i y

3INHFITIAE AT TOT LM HIRYEX &

2.3 WHRTTINEALA T TOT RAENLH LA

RN TTNFIA A 70 99 I P2 AR A RS B A TGN R A2 X TOT H A A4
BUBIEAT MR o BT AR A R S B0 n e A 70 70, Rl 1HE H
PRSI, 5200 1 HAR 8200, =47 TOT: Ja & MWH TOT &
TGN R Guxt H Aria] a] S HCIRAS B 45 31, R HARA T TielZ RS AL E
I ANRESE I . XA A BN TS, FE 7 TOT ZANHIFAR: 55—, TOT
P P AL AR R A SRl SR BRSO &, A5 1N R A TG A i 7% (Facal,
Juncos-Rabad&n, Rodr Quez, & Pereiro, 2012; Huijbers et al., 2016; Schwartz &
Metcalfe, 2011; Schwartz & Brown, 2014) (41 3). TOT [oail A FERE (e it H Ax
WIRIFREL, FRIFMABE S BRI IR I Z R G H AR TR ECIRAS . TOT
KAESG, TONAHER R Gr et siont B br il fe B 2 rd i, T e AR H AR iR A
B ARSI PRSI 28—, TOT Hsgm &N E 2%, Hrh
WEIILA EBOGEIE S @ YA 0 LU IR TOT RAEFTI R A A F2 (0
3.1), TMyCINFIAL A 32 B STE RN R B - A AN Pl Ak R4 2 155 B8 e i 11 15 7 A2
TGN ES R (I, 3.2).



3 NHATBINRALA T TOT MR R
3L AFMA TRM TOT AR

WFFEE LIS P2 A2 i J AR 1A 45 B3R BON VI /L, KIAEAT N E T _Esgm H
PRIR IR R AR RS R TOT MR A . X SEPH R I W 7 1H -

S, HFRENCRAE, BFE IR SRR B AR TS 5 R A% .
AR TOT KAF T E 5 T =4ia (Navarrete, Pastore, Valentini, & Peressotti,
2015), X2 AR ARA 1 SOFIAE 3 19 S R A aR B 8S,  IRTBE 5 7 A%
BRREG . FRIFEUS MG . & AR EUR. EH FKREE BN AR A Z )
TOT(Farrell & Abrams, 2011; Navarrete et al., 2015; Sadat, Martin, Costa, & Alario,
2014). HFriAEHE @M, A K (Pureza, Soares, & Comesars, 2016). &%k
(Pureza et al., 2013) 4l % 14 (Gianico-Relyea & Altarriba, 2012)%5 th 2521 TOT 1)
KA EARERRE, LA &R )4 8 (s 4)E 5% K TOT &
FEA TOT 24 % (Abrams & Davis, 2017; Kljajevic & Erramuzpe, 2018). 5@
ZARFREL, A A4 ETE SONTE & BEREE LSS, LA AR BE X R G S B> Bl
SCRFAE, T HARFAE S5 ME S R BR G5 AE N B, TGN 1 547 44 3Rl 15 SCHE A b Je
TH 2R SR U HE S

%, BOARFE, BAEER. XGEK, PLAGAR DD Re AT RIS . i =
FTE ARG TOT WF A IE N TOT KA K B & TR NS A FE R
{4 (Salthouse & Mandell, 2013; #XHHEI%E 2019). B 55 & M EIHLA 4 Hl$2 H BH
A TDH FYHIE M R0 TOT I RBAT AR . AT# U NEHENAWHIBE T %,
ERLEEAS e A RICHERR: B 2hius 1) 0 05 BT B AR IR BN TR 4R, b,
2018). J5H N\ NZAL SEH AR iA S AIE 5 e 45 0% 55 (Abrams et al., 2007; Burke
etal, 1991). TOT K45 RIEH G 30, ZHEN TOT MRk R B EK T4
# N (Abrams et al., 2007; Heine et al, 1999), i 15 & J8 8 A BE TR+ & 55 A\ [RI Bk
SEERRE T BN TE SRR . R TOT ZAHLHEI A G010, (H M AT A+
INNBRGEZ AL F BRI . WA EZ 5 (Gollan et al., 2014; Pureza et al., 2013,
2016) LA M XUiE #4257k ~F-(Borodkin, Maliniak & Faust, 2017)¥5400 TOT K4, iX
AT REAE TR R 0T L TR 3 BRAAGRRGE & H RS SORIE & 717 s (R R
SRAESS . INFNTREREAG AN AR i FU R B, e AG (Suaez-Coalla, Alonso, &



Gonzdez-Nosti, 2014). J1E84E (Funnel, Metcalfe, & Tsapkini, 2014)F1 [ /R 7% 5 ERAE
A& (Juncos-Rabad#n, Onéimo, Facal, Lojo-Seoane, & Pereiro, 2013)TOT &4 % L
[E) W8 1E W R o XEEAMA AT 15 A I R I TE S PR B, SRR E S
Gy TOT. Mz, FREFFR U HREE &5 S5 2m TOT R4, X
FETIEIALA N TDH Ee W A

3.2 JTLNFHLA T M TOT MEER

JCINEIRLA T ) TOT KAESAME DE AR ERA R KRG R AR, Ak
AR 2 2 3R YE (Cleary, Staley, & Klein, 2014; Metcalfe et al., 1993; Schwartz &
Smith, 1997). 1% %1 (D’Angelo & Humphreys, 2012; Schwartz, 2010) A1 % &
(Schwartz & Smith, 1997). Metcalfe %5 (1993) &K ¥l TOT K& 4: 5 Hbria A & 1)id
TCSRET IR, MR PAEEAH K. HE SRR RTINS, ([Hi
FRINE G A TR S eI R S A B I = R EE 2
TOT /b, ABAN 2R H bria (¥ i 2 32 L (Schwartz, 2010). K T2k & Hs, i H]
HAx i e XFu U R Fe R, R E B, 55 B2 5 2 18 SRR ) 4 1
€ XK Z TOT, {HJ2X] H brial i &4 B AT 520 (Koriat & Lieblich, 1977).
ARIE TCNFIWL A, 3 Jas M PT e A2 J i S e H A da] mT S O HE R AR B0 T
P (Cleary & Claxton, 2015)a% /i1 T.1% 4 (Bjork, Dunlosky, & Kornell, 2013)%% /5 5%
M TOT HIR AR SRR SW B R aCHEEE, TR AR MR ) 2 %
AR 7] T 7 A H AR R AE T2 12 R 58 HA AT RETR I M5 & (W07 #8155, 2016). It
b, WA B 2 R LN IR TOT & 4. Souchay AT Smith(2013) & L4
MR I SRR GIE B EXIRAAE TOT kAEF LB EER, HEEERE
TOT KA HEE HARAAH 55 B> B B S IEA AR AR, S oA Thne
AR T TOT M A% i Dh R -

ERERRE, Ao (E ) B R 3R AT 588 1 7o oA 0 AL ] (Ao k% 2 B )
S 118 77 4 (Ganushchak & Schiller, 2006), X BR i [ SR 515~ TOT K ZEHLH
HAREEHIRE . e FBCE s (S ) REARE S S 55,
KIEE 1S54 77 5 £ TOT(Brown, 2012; James et al., 2013; James et al.,
2018). Ak AR I [R] S5 77 A ZOR A (W ) 5 i TOT K4, 4124
TG 52 IO A3 BOKE E TR 14 227 42 B 22 TOT(Schwartz, 2002). /M
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R H AR 1 B SR HUAS A2 AT B 2 R ECAMEE 3R & (Schwartz, 2002), JEid ™A %
TOT DASRAFABAINTT . I, TOT HIRAA F T s MR 230 HL, ittt
S, HAMESEE T TOT B ticiil, HaBEEEX TOT KIS HLH] ]
RELLAHR PSR, RRAFFBAT EIRAR T
4 NFATTNFBA T TOT KL

PAAEAIT 78N 0 77 A2 B A T A R0 2 TR) S8 9 7 T R TOT O AR BRI,
LA AL A T TOT (1A H3 EEAMl 7 B 1) F1 2% (8] EA7AE X535
4.1 WHIATTARIRA T TOT KR (6] B2

fiff 52481 ERP (Event-related Potential) £ R 22 AL A N TOT B[] 3EFE,
RIAE DTGRP AR TCIASN TOT fA4E 0 25 . BFFiifiad b TOT
VI s N 73 B B TR) e R R B: - 7E 310-510 ms B[R] 7, 1EAff S B 15 2 B A I
HIIER, ZASr R H AR EE S E BT EU(D Rz, Lind B, Galdo-Alvarez,
Facal, & Juncos-Rabad&n, 2007; Lind n & D &z, 2010); #£ 580~820 ms i} [A] &, TOT
PR ENNEE PR, R TOT KA G JGIA K2 400 1] Y HE Y 147 )
(Dmzetal., 2007; Lind n & DRz, 2010; Lind m, D Rz, Capilla, Ortiz, & Maest( 2010).
A1, Bujén 55 (2012) A 30 TETf s 87 1) B A0 e 4 % FELAST 46 78 AR (360 ms) T~ TOT
SR (460 ms), BB IERf B H bR S s A R B TOT 444, E—2HF
FERBUAE 750~1100 ms I [AI %S, TOT A AR ZE M, %5 TOT K4&
Ja B AR S S R S S ) I A 5% (Bujén et al., 2012).
4.2 WREHLAT TOT M EERY

WHIRLAIN Y TOT (&R A i 45 | T H i A2 i H bRl il OB &
SRR AR . TOT AN 757 1 SO AR fix X 2 B SE R0
HARGAEA AR B, &b el A5 AU &t (2l (Maril, Simons, Weaver, &
Schacter, 2005; Maril, Wagner, & Schacter, 2001), LUK A= A& [0l A1 [=](Maril
et al, 2001). Frbv, ZERTATH BIANETT [H] 60 0 515 SCIRIUN B85 DR A R
(Rodd, Vitello, Woollams, & Adank, 2015). A5 %5 T 8] 13455 5 H b e S HUAH
FAAE B4 (Maril et al., 2001; Maril et al., 2005) 5 %415 B4 5 (Geva et al,
2012). FIRZEHULH, EARUATE TOT R AR AT DR EL H AR 1938 UE S, H
Fe it EETH MBS 22 BRI B 5B A5 P SE RS 4 R S R

11



B SUIMTTI X AR, TOT A AE I S UM S X ZR 30 HY 58 55 O 0 o« Jii
By FEIDIRERA SCRE H ARG &5 B52, BRI TOT 2R 5 244 N B
PRE N B Bl ) 2K 5 B P 2540 5% (Shafto, Stamatakis, Tam, & Tyler, 2010; Burke
& Graham, 2012) . XU LG ] 82> 51815 2 SR IO 25 (182, 2 ERR
Wi 2= S AR N7 4 B £ TOT(Stamatakis, Shafto, Williams, Tam, & Tyler, 2011).
RS MR E Yaa o O N R Do o VI 7 i a1 A 1 =N e S Bl D &
% Bhiz 3 [X 25 (Indefrey & Levelt, 2004), TOT A AR X Sefig X (137G 3 5 2
[

i b, INERAR T B G DX R B E ] 1 SUE S ROE S5 EG WE
PR RG2S B TOT AR AMAIEIA T SRR E RN T, tb4h, Hix
IGRERER RSSO ST R E £  S (SE P eay Al
SR TOT A I 35 SRR 2
4.3 STTWEMA T TOT K EZER

TOT K CAFNIE AR I H bRia] SR HCIRES H W A2 B 5 H An e 3R B0 #5422
i, IR 2 B -5 WU A 1) v B AR BE &R IR 4074 (2] (Anterior Cingulate Cortices,
ACC). Tl % i (Prefrontal Cortex, PFC). A5 {75 4k ] i %% 5 J5i (Dorsolateral
Prefrontal Cortex, DLPFC)A1A4 i 2] (Inferior Prefrontal Cortex, IPFC)2%iK [X ,
e 3 W fig X ZH 3% ¥ 4 22 [B] % (Hayashi, Ko, Strafella, & Dagher, 2013; Maril et al,
2001; Zhu et al, 2014). TOT K4B ACC I Z A 57 Wil H Anial () 32 BUR A&
(Huijbers et al., 2016), 74 fl] DLPFC(Shimamura, 2008)F1 PFC Hi#B(Allan, Wolf,
Rosenthal, & Rugg, 2001) s W il FiE 7= Ak #2 e H AR A A O 5 B . JE B brid
XF B AR R EG A4, 45 DLPFC 30 S B a il A R Gexd DA i S 1%
fill(Maril et al., 2001; Maril et al., 2005), Ifii 2 fill DLPFC fgf% 5l TOT &£ )5 H A%
T it B Sh R B (K ikyo, Ohki, & Sekihara, 2001). TOT M /& A S vk iy AN i ik

I PFC-ACC LM 2%, 1% 28133 R BHIRAE H b il SE G A R 20 FO AT e
##(MacDonald, Cohen, Stenger, & Carter, 2000).

g b, JCINFRLA T TOT P i B+ [l A A 25 X S B T T A gl &R
guxt H br il SR BCR S A M A SR OGS RE A2 ARIATTINEIRL A T TOT Bus
X AN FIZZ B TOT B AE Stk B4 1IN R R AT T A RN R S A i AR 2
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[ (R AF EL 52
5 BMEE5RE

IR FIUR, FATA AR TOT BT SAZIRNER T LA J7 1 :

B, REITAEIA T TOT MRAEREFIHLE], T ARFH CE = A AR
WAER . L Schwartz AR IH T & QU A 1, TOT J& T HHE ™ A 7oA
IS, NEATVGR DB AR R 7 8Bl . B R KA OTA R R 21
i TOT Bl % (Schwartz & Metcalfe, 2011), {EASH 1R £ jn) BaR A fif ke . i,
TOT HJuilFIHLHI T & A7 5o R AR B BRI A R Ee ? o FH 8 R SR AT 5
M TOT? AEA—FhociAAid #2, TOT B LAYA T (s I AN i) B Ak ) 10 = AR S 7R
X R R AT AR AE )2 TOT AR I A4 i) E T AR AR I8 X R inff 2 5
VTR 2 R ORAD T 2 0 SR AN R B AR To A Rl R AR
(Schwartz & Cleary, 2016), VAf§ 52 4> [ HbER A 135 = A2 i F2

I, MEEDGE TOT WAL, M EBGERNC = A B R fEStuE S k. HAl
TOT AFFT R TEIRKIE &R, Wi 2215 . PP G MOGESE, (HEEGE RIES
77 T 5 BB AE 2 70’ Seaghdha, Chen, & Chen, 2010; Zhu, Damian, & Zhang,
2015), X W] RERIRE DA B SRR AN RE R B4t B 00E. BAT, FARE AT
DUE PG4 TOT RAEMEACR: s . Zhang 58 AR 9& 500 Eit 78 0
ST LB A o ] SR SRS B S A A AEAS BAE R, 1] 2R e PR B i L3
5 LAAZ HAE H (Interactive) (77 A% 461 2 & W g B B, B & @ gm b i B i
T BT DA ZR AR AR] S0 BB B R, DU PG P2 A A ] S B B S A
PSSR B, 1 — B B 105 A2 BL &R 8173 B (Serial) K 77 AL 4 2 f5 — B Bt
G —Fr Bef s J L AN e s B A —Fir Be(Zhang, Zhu, & Damian, 2018; Zhu et
al, 2015). ANEEF A5 I B A F AT BE 5 20 TOT KA G F2 IS B
REIAIE, R AR B EE A R G4 TOT Ja AAITAT BERES S B iE SUAN
BEEE, (BIERVI B E =4 R G AT REAN REFEEUE UE B KK
KA TR DOE B4 fEdh TOT KA, LRSI CE
FEA RGN TOT WIS .

=, VEE TOT F 25T, TR G = AR 2 A4 S o il BT T4 it £
HESL BRI T . BEERE N CZRAGEBEAWOINTR, 51 AR 2 T RIE R
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S (Wright, 2016; f730)7, 2017; BAL#EY, 2015; ##f, 5Ki§7y, 2015), TOT %
o MR B P AR 2 LR, B 2GR U 2 N DB £ B bs
T SORINE 35795 S RIS (RS, BB NI 2 (95 515 BAR BRI
H T 1 = A P SORIE 3 SR A B 2 IRV ANAFAE RS BARFH, X 2 B R DS
FLENRIE 5 B 28 5 774 TOT 2485 ? tb4h, soildiWl il TOT BT HiE s~
A B TGN RR T, 78 I P A B SRR GG ) DL b il B4 R EL
AR, E RSP, ZEN TOT A5 £ WIS B iAfE? &
LSRR N B — BRI RE 1 (B HIRE /). AL ) G B B R )1 45) I
FIGRE ) (BFEE S EMRANE SRR ) S TOT ZIEMSR R W ? #F 7 AT LA
I I I L X B T TOT RAERHARIA G AR R sz, 5 A0
P A F SRR T SN T AR IR 26 R SR AR . (A e, TAEIE I
YIETT LB 5 1A Z 4k (Payne, 2014), TOT IRl LA JLE N SiBAE
(Oh-Lee, Szymkowicz, Smith, & Otani, 2012), ZRALLIIIZESE 75 AT LLAEZE 115 774
A, BREE— DT

SEDY, 52 TOT IR TGS Ik 2 (4 e AL A 8 280 A2 0 AR EL R
EIRBE TR AN TOT HIFHZHLHAFAE 7> B (Burke & Graham, 2012; Lind b &
D#z 2010; Maril etal., 2001), {HERZ 5L “ 4”7 (S50 AE 55 73 B A EI A TN A TOT
xRN ENE B)), AL AT AL T RE A B DA 78 R BUM [ 1) S 56 AT 55
DX 43 LA P2 A BN AN G R A, EARMEHEBR 6 & 2 18] (AR BB . R AR TOT
AN K H ARSI, BRIt JE T “8al” onil AR (Schwartz et al., 2000). Ak
WA LS KR TOT S5if WANE SRS BE N Z R, Nisedlo
DRI A SRS M 20 85 . TOT 5 FEBE AN R B TGN R4S, AN [5G I 0 e 43 %
Bt 5 B AR BB FONA R 22 5%, X R TGN AN TOT W] BEAFZEA AR
PPNl kA, TOT KA A HIATCIARERE (8] 2 77 A A0 B2,
PRI TR % A D9 268 2 [R) 2 an T R4 9 ELAH RS M) 2 X U0 T ZER AR R
Fy 1 8
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Abstract: Two research perspectives exist concerning tip-of-the-tongue (TOT) in the field of spoken
production, either cognition or metacognition. The perspective of cognition focuses mainly on the
process of lexical access, assuming that TOT is the failure to activate or retrieve the information
sufficiently. However, the perspective of metacognition focuses mainly on the metacognitive process in
spoken production, assuming that it is speakers’ monitoring of the retrievable state of the target words
that leads to the occurrence of TOT. The metacognitive process involved in TOT can not only monitor
the retrievable state of the target words and the retrieval of relevant information during lexical access,
but also exert control over the process of lexical access to make sure that the target words could be
successfully retrieved after TOT occurrence. The evidence so far has suggested that cognitive and
metacognitive perspectives are dissociative in respects of cognitive mechanis m, influencing factors and
neural basis. Further studies should investigate the mechanism and neural networks underlying how
TOT monitors and controls the cognitive system in retrieving the target words, and address the
properties of TOT occurring in Mandarin spoken production and the positive effect of TOT on aging of

spoken production.
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