HED LRI RIT T RIEIROZI R

AHOFHEHLER BV T, SENROQEATR
ZEHHT, PO ENICBEGREERKZ W,
LD HWEEFHARICH>VWT, REDTUETHR T
FHELZ MBS LT ASRENTE .. L L
BEMEHI AR NI G BEETEEL, ZOBA L1 XD
BVENEDOHRELLZLDTHD, AHOSENEM
O NPEEIE OBRD 72 Hic i, XEO LR O
PRLETHDHTLEFEEFLEV, BEDEHRIR
BOTE, REGoEEEEE-> T, XEOZERE
BUEHLNTHIDH DI NEREELLY
RDTEELERAL D,

ELAT, NELTHMEE LTERARAET S5
BRIBPELZTHMEE LIRS ER-T, BRaN
RO & SRR oMt A L b 15 1 Oxtiisk
FBERETHIEMTERO EOSHERATET %,
b, XEODMEICEW TR, XEZHERTIHLD
HEORHN L LTI 20TREL, XEOLK
HERASHIEEINS EEXONDS, T, X&E
DNFLRIE AT S L TR, ERENAXEL OM
BHAHEND, FLTENEVDIREFET 200EHEER
FlEE L5,

$ 1, XEOMEBIRICIE, HWREDHEA, WERE
DA DHIFEE, XEAFCAES i KRR
3 EOBRRPBMIKES LTED, 2o EBXER
BOMREEMR TI2-HTLH 7,

R, CO &S5 IO E 5 )
ETEEL DRRGEDPABONEDIN, TD 1D
ELTXEAERURREA ONDF—< i L, Xik%E
REHERET A HEEH T E ENTE D, XE
OWTDTF —2%ib- THREIKEZBE, 7O
BZONIAERERE XTEEHEG L TRIET 5 &08
MEINTWS B A, Kozminsky, 1977, Owens,
Bower, & Black, 1979 73&),

Z TR T, XRIGRESA /T LIRED
XEOMBBRIENEOL HIBNEREZT E DT
RETICEIRT D, HbET, XRIMEHESZ S
Bt L0 ZOMBIGBONRSE BNEIDERNSEL

M AR - AR B - AR

rLitd b,

7 &

WBRE PRBILBRZEOLTH -1, HoHiE
|IEAI 6 KRS T,

ERHE 2 X3 X 20BREFESHAVONT, &
1 0ERE, REEFMIDVTTHD, THERICHE
HERUHEHBT X b 2T 0 &4 & U4EHBRICHERY
BT R P ETIURMLD 2E&HBE S S, H2
OERIZ, XROERKBELTTHD, XRHB#HE
XEEFURCHERFICS A S Before &, XE%
FZARLKRIEZ 5 After &£, #1L T, XIRt5H~E
B Z 130 Control A& itz , B3 0ERIIX
FREINER & OBt DWW TThH Y, BAEDHBZRE
W EBEO DU 2&ENET O, 81,
FH20BRIHREMEHTH D, F30BRIIEER
HEREHTH -7,

B MR, 50DIEY —FhSKEAXE
T, Appendix 1 RIRINT D, TOXER,
Owens, et al. (1979) BAVIXEE BEKEICH
RLIbDTHD, 55D2DTEY—-FOIH, 23—
E—-2ANbzry —FEe—4F oy hTOEHO LY
v~ Fid, XIREHRERHZHBEEDR ey ~
FTHbB, T, WbE~MTL, BRICHFETS, H 7
FANR-FRRBESTE Y — Fid, XIREOEHE
BBDHZIEY) - FThb,

HEF 2 MCHVWS T A b X}, FHEFECESS
50 XHMERRE oo 50X DD H1030id, #ER H DL
TEAXEMLEETN M XTH D, 103UTTHEAD
XEicR L, TREHAOXTELOHERDS TERL
new X TH o1z, HBI0XIE, LEEXEicbid &
NTORDL > BHERTEXEXTH B, 30XDH 520
i, HRFIER & I3 BRI R T & 5 neutral X,
5 X3, XROAFEEMA S b bS5 L HRTE S
Plausible 37, 533, XIRMIFEH LSO -EEHL0
LSRR E 4 3 implausible X TH » 120 72,
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old, neutral, new ® &7 X XD H b, FEIT Ak
CIEREEDSH BTy — Fh D (REHLT ),
& EXHBBHEO RV IEY —Fid (ULHBETS)
BN BDTH -7, HEF R FTRHO LN
Appendix 2RREINTHS, TH5DF R b X,
7 v LIRIEFT, MEFO 1 < -t 5 XF >HIF

ENTni,
Fh ERE, NEETTONI, RECHETHH

R, XHREHEH, B LULHEXERTXTMEFIE
Blah T, LM LEERLHIC, Before FHD
WEREICIE, ROX D IURMIBEHMBE L Shtze"
HEFR, FRRANEL R THESE L,
ZRP>EOERLIOD LS LB, bLZEIN
SHIBICEIEAEOVLWDIEE), ZhitBLOBE
bHDH L " After &#F & Control ZHADIKERE
RBEARDGRIOAH &Nz, MEXER, &<
BUEEFLTEITCTIVEDHRDOTIR, 25730
HEUER Lice After REOHERBIRIE, £0O%Be-
fore &fF LRI D XERFITEM E G5 A /20 € DME], Be-
fore %2 & Control EHFDHKERT ICIIFFRIDOTHE D7
¥, MHXELR2MRONVERKIIH T LA
2 25330 EITbE ., £ LT ORGOHERE I,
C O/MRFEREBIR LIk, 52 FRlTFEERA L
#®-T, M50%K, RUIOBHBEE TR FET-1
T EiTlE 1, UEHOWBTFIIE, BA>F hi24
B &I 7 2 P AT EET Ui, BERRBIIIBAT,
ERE T verbatim IKBE TS K H3HRL T

BlEEEORTER, RIKHEFR 2R LI, BE
FAPRBOWTR, #BBRERTTRL v+ A5 —-1T

1 (FEDdIRH -1, T :HEIITIEH -1 )verbatim
E U SATOHZHEERD I,

= 2

BHEEICONT

WREOBHFEOMMTI, XHEHEBAE LT
oo T LT, LR EL2CRUXENFHESN
1258 @&%EL(@Eéntéémigﬁ(wm&
tim criterion ) it L7zt - T Lo CORREEIRE
L XHMOBEERIE Fig. 1 KIRENWT0E, Bk, B
X OXEHE, XREHREBEAEDHE 3 DDIEY
- F (REH) kBWT, 120, BE#EDOBVL 22D
By —~F (UM kB Tid 7204851192 TH -7,

E D YEs 503 UhBHEOEIR . zOXHD
SENSXOEKMEX ERBRIBbDE, & X
XEOBRMTRIELSBEEINTOTOARATLE LS

30

Proportion Recall

20

Before After Control

Condition

Fig. 1 Mean proportion of correct recall. (verbatim criterion)

D2 (IREREERD x 3 (XMRBIIE ) x 2 (IRAITEHR &
ORGEY) OAMATORR, RAHOFHELEX
IREIEHO FR, Z LT ERAER & SXRGHER &
@E@Eﬁ@’“ﬁf‘ﬁﬁib)ﬁ“f& >t (ZhZEh, F—
47.94, df = /, P<001 F =597, df= /,
p< 0l;iF= 5 26, df= /§4, p <.01), it,
SEHEEOER, Before ff& After 54 (¢t =
2.26, df=54, p <.05) , Before ff& Con-
trol Z48 (¢ = 3.06, df=54, p <. 0D k{FEE
BRH SN, ToiT, After FHRBVWT, REH
EULRHMIREEEVNA LN (t=2.65,df=108,
p<.01).

Rz, BXOXHE4A¥53 7 -ZXLIbDbIELY
B & AT HEE (gist criterion) R X253 b1T-
fohs, ORI Table 1T RENTNDHEIIL, ver-
batim criterion DIFEHEHRRT, HERILMEMIC
E1E>TW3B, FEATOREER, verbatim criteri-

on DA LERkIC, RAFHIOENE, XIROFHRD
Table 1 Mean proportion of correct recall
(gist criterion)
Before After Control
R 39 44 54
0 U .36 .53 52

24 R .20 .29 25

U

21 .39 22
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EUR, BIURNIEH & MEY EOXHEERBE
TTH-F (BRTh, F=142.19, df=¥%,, <
001 ; F=5.58, df=%,, p<.01:F=4.57,
df=%,,p <.05),

BRICHWWT

plausible 3X & implausible 3X  plausible X iz 3%
TAHAFEEDHERE Fig. 2 i, £ LT implausi-
ble XOHZEEDHE R Fig. 3 IWRIATH B, -

2(RFERED X 3 (XRMIBH) x2(5 % + 30
DRFANTORR, (REBHFHOEMEE RIFRD
EMRBERTH - (FhZh, F=8.89, df =
Yo p<.01:F=844, df=%, p <. 01).

F 1 XHREER & 7 R b XX ( plausible X & implausi-
ble X) LOKHEMEMOEETH > (F=13529,

df=%, , » <.01).
oldX BEXDHD 1 XTH-7: old Xiktd Bk
BB L SBAFEDHKR I Table 2 it RENTV B,

7+ \ VWINORHFR B THEEFEMIZ 2 ABT, 14
Hhith s el W HHREOHBYNI 2B TLC L
- EEAOE, FELBHVRATSHL LER L), RiF
5 BS & XAROITHOERIC, S 5icF 2 b XK
< tEHEBBDH B LY — FhDOX TH » 12> (RS
% sk : %), BEOTwIEY -~ FhOXTH-71h (UL
g #) OEREMAT, 2X3X2058AET-10
& Z DR, EHE, REEHAESIEETIN- 1
4 O—0 Before newX HRERY DT LEXhiciz s, £
o——o After X RO TENRONTH %, newXiextd B#ER
0——0 Control BORIGHERIE, Table 3IKRT EBD TH B, R
3 -
Table 2 Recognition ratings for old sentences.
J
’f ) 1 Before After Control
0 ' 24 . R 2.24 2.60 2.38
Delay U 2.36 2.38 2.14
Fig. 2 Recognition ratings for Plausible sentences. 24 R 272 2.78 2.86
U 2.94 2,26 2.28
1: sure old 7: sure new
7 -
oﬁ Table 3 Recognition ratings for new sentences.
%D sk Before After Control
@ o R 6.86 6.86 6.78
8 - U 6.92 6.88 6.96
g St R 6.58 6.70 6.40
9 24
S U 6.38 6.36 6.08
~
1: sure old 7: sure new
4 O——C0 Before
o——® Af
ter Table 4 Recognition ratings for neutral sentences.
o0——0 Control
3+ Before After Control
7 0 R 4.28 4.71 5.22
'f 1 1 U 4.77 5.64 5.67
24
Delay 2 R 3.96 3.84 4.35
U 4.67 4.52 4.30
Fig. 3 Recognition ratings for Implausible sentences.
1: sure old 7: sure new
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B & URAERO S ERiIcMA, 7R FX (new)
& XREHGHE OB ER D ER A EHI2 X3 X 20
FEAF AT - R, REREOENR (F=20.32,
df=),, p<.0D), B5ETK, 72 hX& RN
MEOMEk L, REHMEOREIER (F=6.78,
df <Y, p <. 05) HHETH T

neutral 3 CHREHER & OB TIE, SHEMIH
BMXAEFAPXE LIBEOHRFEZR 2 Tabled
ek Lz, neutral Xicxd 3 HRHSIE, 3~5
T, TEA Vb + 27— CEPRICAFET 5. BB,
WERTIC & - T, CO neutral XOTHIWHEE
TH o1 EETBLTWS, old XPnewXDIFE
EREBRIT, 7 A b XOXROHR L OMBIROER %
MAT, 2X3X2D38HFEIT-1. TOHER,
FRHEHFEOEHREE, 7R b XEXROEHR & OBEE
HOFMENEERTH-1c (FhEFh, F=12.77,
df=%,, p<.01: F=11.33, df =Y, » <.01)

% Z

%9, AEEOEREDVWTRHLTA LS,
Fig. 1ILRENTW DL i, Before D LR
i3 After e/ Control fE L D HEREL, »2
After & Control R OBFARICEHEEELR
HohiEhotc, COMRE, LHNEDRRIRE
DXEDH 4 %G D EFEIREINS, 0
9 Bransfurd & Johnson (1972) O#HE —HF
FHELTWBELEITH B, UL, XEDTEIKEL
T, WSRERLEXEREBNRTHE L TVWHDTRE
{, XEOLAEMNEKRRELEEMLL T L TH3
EWSHT &S, Bartlett (1932) LIRELOWMEH
cEoEBEIsN TS, £/ Kozminsky (1977)
i, XERDOVTOXRMER BIAEs 1 baigd)
5% 5h5E, ThEKE LTHRENLAESh, X
PRiciE L ERBARILE LW ST 5,
PREDEHINRCEEFRRTNE, AERERL S5
BTTFBbDOTHb, 3$71ibH, Before THTII,
XRAMEESE L oNbT ek, ZOHFMICH »
CERAEOEFILSEE S N, FIGEENTHRP X
IREIEHR EBAFRDOLE VIR RS DREBEINL b
DOTREPAI D, ULhbARERTREFENTIRES
Kb, TORETHELZMrLIcc), Before &
DHERBEA U SIEZEZI SN S,

ETAT, After FffizBWVTOH, XIRNIEH &
BEEDI VI EY — FiZo W TOREAS, BED &
51V~ FOBELDEBOATVS, EVIHEEN
Bahic ERDOTEREMA D LENSH A D,

XEAEET HMIZIBALT, Hasher & Griffin
(1978) i3, XEAFHET IR, REh X
T L THE LTO 5158 ( verbatim 715§,
HRABRDSDOTOHERB L, H5035HEE LIcEH,
BAEOHBMIEE) tEJx, RXEHEHMKTIELT
W3, X2 TOXRMERIE, CORBRD
BRCEOCTEELFHOICLZIEEZZOND, BE
BrOFHh SV I BRI TUE, XEEOLIFRIC R
HEENEZ o Th, HEMICIIBYRFTHD LI
DIBTHA Do Lichi-TAfter FfFTiE, XRH
BN EERICEEARITL, XRkMEDHZ T
Y - FOBEBXIRICARDT oI bDiciE -7z
EFEZoND, TOHKR, FENTHERSVETL
1EEZ SN THDB, e, After - USRHD
BREHDRV DL, DR, BEROVTTHIC D XIRY
HHOBPBAZI TRV, LVWHTEREET
HAHDo

PDEokiik, XEOHLIE, FRINTHWAEE
MzDbos, HAOEOTERE WS 2 DOl
REBtshTwb, —HA, BRik20TiE, 72 b
wmBEEZ ohb o, #0RicE, EERICE
BREBRDLLBLVWEELONSE, 2T, FEIhTH
AR O2VTE SRR AZMA S 72, HBlik S0
TOERETOITERT B,

plausible X DWW TOHEFEHRIE Fig. 2 »
SHOMTHBL DT, Before RHFDHERE DT
BELIE->TWVWD, THid, Before £HTIEICS
WRIo kS SURGITEHIZIR - 2Rk sh, &
BENTOWBIHTHAD, —F plausible Xigsxtd
2 After & & Control RO HIMA L, 3ITEL
WHEDTH -1, COERIE, THXFTEEFLATIAS
DIER b7 b 7o After 1fF & Control FHOHERE
B, EEERFIAHLL, R LIcbDA, ELLH4Q
bOTH-1 TR TEEDTHS, LT, Con-
trol ZHDOWBRE H, RKHTED SAUT b &
b5 L MW THS implausible iz xt LT, &
HM 2B AEEDH BT &S b Control Z&fE(After
SHDOTHEIFC 2V TH) OWRE 0TI, SUR
HHEROABANTLESN T b7t AL D
TDLHiL, plausible X & implausible iz xtd
BB DRIGH 5 Before &, After {4, Con-
trol REiT B BECHBEEGHL DB VHRE SN icbid
THHH, oldXinewXiZ >\ THHBHERICE,
X HOMRIGBES N E b To, Thid, MR
ZicTaRAE R EzC ticky, BESFEERR
Mol s, 2FORAMRICLE bDEELILNS,
753, neutral XI2WTH, XNREHEROMEN A
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SN h 73, T D neutral XiF, XRBIIEHD» S
SRS HER X TH A7, XRAEROHER S
DDIIEARTHS I,

Droksic, KRRV TR, XRMIEHRIZZ
NOXEORTRICEA LN D15, LI OEEHL
OB E & SICHAENI B 2BBROER RS
BoCE, TULTXRIMERSXEDRRRILEZ D
NAGEE, AERREICEIMRESS ED LN,
FEULBRERICEMBERS TV RO EBHL M EE -
o THRODOERE, XEIMEICET 3 1EHLEER

20T, XIRAEREEETEST 503, 8L
B (input) ) DER DO A7 5 FEHR (output) OFR
O TRIRHEMABILBNSB EERBET DL
DTHb,

ELAT, AR TRPERBI L EN LR T
Wiz L, %7 verbatim 75f 4, HIBEARD LN, X
REEROMBICOVT, FOA N =X L%2RALT
W feHicid, 5%, HRFECCHEREFLEREO
/AR, BRNIRELOLEDS LV ToFY, HR
ZRHDBFBAHCDVTHORITEMAZLENES D,

Appendix 1

HEFRERMANTE, FillhoRy b &S ¥R %
Yra—-b—FHWbLI, ZLT, £y PitKEA
nNTHRV Vb, RicEZEa—-k-Ao 7
2HRLT, -7 vOLic@E W, Ry F ORI
LD T, Hy TRA VYRS ba—ke-%Ah
oo HEFR DO - —-%RT, IV EREEA
NEHIER -7,

HETFREBDHRNT >, RERE L &ZfhicH
LiAAK . BERMHETOEREZMNT, A7k
BEAALE, REBA-TETTHERT, HET%:
PELI, AV ChiEFiZz oM,

BETFE, IA7ZEEHIEE-T—4y b7
»1, EOHAERBLTEFDORIEE RS20z, i
AHRHRLTHS 9 B4R ERI., £LT%Z
CHEEERT, BROEEHbEEEIDI, BRI
INIEHEITEIR U, BETFRIIANCEFEE,
20w -4y M,

HEFRIAEREREL L, Biiflkdbrd> &%
AT BWACIABIEEBE > CTHRB VI, HiREHI
EWBE, FCRERESD I, EROBD, GET
REOABRERTEND 7, TOFRFICELR
Cofiichs, oot EREARRBEATH
DT, HRTFRTRE I,

HigFiE, A7 Fn =T 4RI, BRIIER
BERTO 00 REORERRBIL I, HIROF~GEL
KT HREFEFCHFIRTNERLBTVEES
ohi, BT ORMET Aot BEITN-TH Y
RF v — - LEEDI, BETIRZEOBHEEN,
BORYEELC LI LT, A~ F7TaldB0 Lo
StedS, N~=F A RBRTCHABMOATBLELT IS
RiiEhiddhot, LIEBGLTBE, BRIZE 1L
EALZERG, ~—F oot

Appendix 2

BETFREROH -1 BETFABRELA -,

SE AN TEHR T EORREN S, ERARER TEREEO 1o

HEGACEE N0 L0 THRTRT CRAREE EZaBEZ FLT, BREDE,

Rip5Hi 1, HRFREBOBREZY BB, KBRELGT 1

AEOmSD, BETIIEOAGLRPTE L, S ETARBNACEINCI S BE,
Seemens ERAHRCELIOEE SR RN, B3 REOHE, BEATLLLONMERT TV,

HABEI iD=t BEFE 7 « Tk, AEHEOEELE 1,

BRFRS, LRAEANTHAL Y TR, B =7 1 DL ABRALRE E0 Ik~ 1o,

fﬁku 2-E-A97RBLT, 7oTadbRECR, N7 RHE LA B, BLFCHOTOA,

UHERBBHEHNLTHS 9 A14BDBMH LR, — S

BEFREODERALTEORBE RO T, Newral T T ERDIL AR

B AT A—TH s RF e - LEEDI, atements BEFEER2ZDT - FiEATO,

ARTIIBLEDPO LNUOEESTHRRANT 120
BERBEELSHRLTVEEEbN,
BRFRIARKHBRLIIZEEEDNGRIEIN S
Efat,

N34T, AETRIERLIC E2RBKETIL
BTEUP1,

ARTUARD, FELOTLLETHBL W1,

Plausible
St

BRI —2RULDICBERLL A,

JHETFRI-E—Ay TRHEE O,
B - — A EUBEANTRALL,

HEFR IS EH TV INfTa T,

BRIV OBHBFLOCEERPD I,

HEFRANOHLEDET IS LI EH T,

D7 =%y b OFEEM- T,
BEFIR, IAIHROPRLLDEECHLT?=7y F AT/

BEFINN—F 4 TE - FTLERANRT.
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HEFREABLOOALOLANVEB > TREAT

He
MEFAREIL L £ FORLNANSL LEZDE
BrfoB a0 EB o,
Implausible S T B LK — F DC & THAG 2TV »
Statements *

New

HEFRERAIBVICT 1,

HERNREERAT AN,
R|BRTRAZROLLTHIBLEELL,
HBEORBIIBLLAENL,

BRI -7 1 DLABARERLAL,

HETFRES tOKMBRMUEDIDTH Y 7CF 4 =%y FEANI,

BETERBEOHE THRRKAMULLS LB T,
MEFRER LR -7 TEETIRERLLRN
Moty

HERRBEEHMLTF -7 rDEREVA,
Ul@B TR 7/~ bieRIMILiT > e
gRdrverE RS> LI,

B BTN~ THBREROEDI,

51 A 3Tk
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Effect of Contextual Information on Memory for Narrative
Naoki Oka, Toshiaki Mori and Kenshi Kiriki

The reduction of information presented in the narrative plays an important role in the
process of comprehending and remembering a narrative. The contextual information or the
title given to a narrative is considered one of the important factors to affect this process.
Researches on the use of titles showed that knowledge of contextual information prior to the
presentation of materials distorted many of events in the materials compared to no-title con-
dition (e.g. Kozminsky, 1976; Owens, Bower, & Black, 1979). The present experiment was,
therefore, designed to demonstrate how contextual information about narrative influences the
way of readers’ comprehension and memory.

A mixed design was used with retention interval (immediate and 24-hour) as a between-
subject variable and contextual information (Before, After and Control condition) as a between-
subject variable.

The subjects were 60 students at Hiroshima University.

The materials was a sequence of five event sequences about a character, called Yukiko,
making a cup of coffee, visiting a doctor, attending a lecture, going grocerly shopping, and
attending a party. These stimulus materials were the same as those of Owens, et 2l (1979).

Subjects in the Control condition read the five events with the name of the character.
Subjects in the Before and After conditions read the contextual information just before or after
they read the five events. The subjects were given 2.5 min. to read the narrative,and were asked
to recall the narrative immediately or after 24-hour interval. Immediately following the recall
test, the subjects were given the recognition memory test. They were instructed to rate each
of 50 statements on a 7-point scale (1:sure old; 7:sure new). Fifty statements consisted of 10
old statements, 10 new statements, 5 plausible, 5 implausible statements for the contextual
information and 20 neutral statements.

Recall data indicate that the subjects in the After condition recalled more sentences from
unrelated events than from related events. These results were interpreted as an evidence that
the contextual information provided at output phase influenced the reconstruction processes
of recall.

The main findings of recognition test are that the subjects in Control and After conditions
were more accurate in recognizing plausible statements than the subjects in Before condition.
Implausible statements, on the other hand, tended to be rated as old statements. These results
were interpreted as showing that contextual information provided at input phase affected com-
prehending and storage pahses.
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