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The effect of test repetition for bizarre images

Satoshi Hoshino and Nobuo Ohta (nstitute of Psychology, University of Tsukuba, Tsukuba 305-

8572, Japan)

Distinctiveness is a hypothesis to account for bizarreness effects. In contrast, item-specific and

item-relational processing is a hypothesis to explain hypermnesia. This study investigates the

relationship between distinctiveness and item-specific processing. Specifically, the paper investigates

whether hypermnesia would be found for bizarre sentences in a mixed-list design, and if so, how

the pattern of reminiscences and forgetting would vary over repeated testing. The results showed
that although both a bizarreness effect and hypermnesia were observed, there was not interaction
between sentence type and test frequency. The paper argues that more detailed investigations are

needed that manipulate item-specific or item-relational processing.
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List A
1 FHFBHACEREBAL. F4i £ P Bizarre
2 TRUHBHELLTCERE B L. SEATEE A3 %L REDH Bizarre
3 HATRIBHRIICR - TR D O LICERA TV, HWITH KizE Y Hrhi Bizarre
4 FEIIEBEFRRCETTHN GV EI - TV, el #l BRI Bizarre
5 U=l LEZ-TI NI Ny hERER, ¥ — tlLEZ— W vy b Bizarre
6 T—=T UL YRTy MIRUB LT, BAH4ICENT. F—T7v Y249 b %= Bizarre
7 BRIRIBZ P FCHEFEEo =53 kv b [k Bizarre
8 WANIREECH Y v 7% TH5AEROT. ForTETHN BRS g Bizarre
9 A FRT =TT VBT ERD TR -7, A K F=T W TYEZT Bizarre
10 34 FHEDFR S EHELITFE LT s = e Bizarre
11 B8RO OFEFIE TS - 72, BUER Bl it Bizarre
12 BHAGEY) THHET 2 A4 R HF L7z, EIR i) BT 5 A4 Bizarre
13 ANEAERE Vo LEICHEREFATL - LI AL i AL Bizarre
14 BB AoRpIcRE T /s, i ati] Ky & g Bizarre
15 N H—doT 2R 7 1 INA = Common
16 BUKBEITE IS DI 72, HOKEE 5 X Common
17 BABEEBAP Ry PRy V28 o7z, Bhx BA Av b Fv2  Common
18 FRICHE B 7 F—F VIl 7 ) Ao Tz, 7 K=y 7S Common
19 ZEHLIE Y NTBOM[ITIETE > TV AN o THW Tz, i SN AV Common
20 DB EE > TR BEMFEFIZ L - THRE SN Lt BEfSE 3 Common
21 b 2 ADADFIZT T H 5 % A, HTHT [m) b A Common
22 BEOBFEIIZI D IZBBbhTwi, B rgat [E 3wl Common
23 Fov—da—%EDATDL v VETo 7. FIv— vya— PRLAY.Z Common
24 AP STOTAY - % oEY L. it} i O7 Ay - Common
25 BIRIGHBRIZIEE Mo /0. [ EhE iz Common
26 FEFIEIBREOE EIZY ¥ TR AN Gt BE D=1 Common
27 BNV 7 7 OBEIH BAKO P TRVTW, &H Vvl Vi Common
28 FREBHN Ay PTKR—=NEZODT 27, BEE v b K- Common
List B
1 FHPEGOLTERE LT, TR Ek EAi Common
2 EMFITH ) FLOBIELE D REV. EMR 59 %L RED Common
3 BRI E Y ICHEEEE L. $ITE KizE b HrE Common
4 AU > TEEREEREL T, Stk # BRI Common
5 FUud—idtLLVE—TI NIy bEDLEST. ¥ - L LEZ— YHhZINY b Common
6 EA7 vy b F =T OBENPSRZT. F—=7r YA47 v b %= Common
7 BRE P POZETETZRW. =53 b= b -8 Common
8 ¥y T ETHANNIGE TIAE RO Fxr7TRTAEN HIRE Livg Common
9 AL KFPEF—TNDLIITyEZT IR AA4F F—T7N FYEZT Common
10 EHFEEVEORD I AT 2R, EHFE 3 NE Common
11 FEEPRFHONOEER T E T2, FHR 3% LERR Common
12 Pisks 5 A4 5B D 2 FWEFro THHEL 2. F bil] ks 5 A4 Common
13 HRPEROPICANEE R L. HAZ B AR Common
14 BHEY BBICEELRAL. Hhi FHE B Common
15 7 VA IUM S NA H— &G &R, 7Y 1 NA A= Bizarre
16 HKBEXIED 2 P TRERERTW/. BOKBE 5 X Bizarre
17 %y PRy ZPBREOTDLYOBALB LX) LT/ BEE A &v b FvZ  Bizarre
18 TUNKRD L F—F v xib&H L. T F—Fv 7S Bizarre
19 ZELIBZ Y NIABDOAHTNAE D> THEHRY L Eoxe yoNafg FAV.S Bizarre
20 BEASEMEE A o TV AEMFEFREL L. oy SEBSE 3 Bizarre
21 HIHIHOADFIHRE » Ak Az, TSHT |} FhbxA Bizarre
22 BEVSBEET A AL I DR EZLE. B FEET [E Bizarre
23 DUV a =D R —hbEs THIT. Fow— Pa— P2V Bizarre
24 B7AY —LiEME A, ST 0R Y M LA g L 07 R~ Bizarre
25 MHEITMEEFHY Y RO/ EF T FSE. [LE HE #® Bizarre
26 FHFEBAOL 2|2 Y TOLIZEs Ty, FEE Bf o Bizarre
27 £V 7 7 OLIHAARME ATV, vy V77 ki Bizarre
28 K= VHdy FTIREBZOMFE X, BHR F v b i Bizarre
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Fig. LIZRT. X¥ A4 FXF X FEKD 2 ERS5E
G EAT oA, KEERIRONE D572
F<L1) dbOO, X% 4 7TOEFHE F(Q,9=
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NOEEDOHNWZIZBVTH 5 YRETOEEEDN
Ao, 1[@EHE, 2HE, 3EE, 4BHETX L
OEHErERDL L ICHERIIERE L TWA,
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% Fig. 212779, Reminiscence {7 X P EATW
CBICHEIESR L T d o ZEBFEROBEED
Z & %8 L, —75 Forgetting [R1EIIEMH L T /-8
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Fig. 1 Mean ratio of word recall according to times
of test
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Fig. 2 Mean number of words according to between
tests in reminiscence
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BOEBEICE b h ol (FRNFRF<1, F=
1.97). MUK BRBOMTCOHEEEBIIBIT S
Forgetting % Fig. 3IC/RT. L&A X T A MED
PHON AT o282 A, BEEHICIZEEZEN
Rohd (F<1), XA TOEHREBLIUF X
FMHOFEHRIEEICR 2ol (FNEFNF
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Fh, X722 ABBIOXEEHIIBNTH L
FLHEERAR L EMOSIT 2 RAZ. LT 7 AH
Lid, 32005 =7y FEO) LR LD 1 BEE
FEBTIUIFNTIERE AT 0D RaEAEE
LOVBHEINALDIOTHAE, FRICHL, TEEH
232057 =7y FETRTREEL L THD CIER
LARTHRAEBICIVER SR b0 THAE, T
T, FEYL - AEXLEFENFNOLI A TILBIT AT
A MNEET L OXT 7 AR O % Table 21275%
T, XA TXTANABOSESEfTo728 2
A, REEHERN o7 F<1) dOD,
X547 (F(1,9=6.94, p<.05) BLUF X}
m# (F(3,27)=20.73, p <.01) OEHRIIEFE
Ehot. FTAMNIAKIZOWCHELBEBI o
TokER, 2EIHE SEHEBOBTCIEARLREIZRWS
ol UANE, TAMNOEEERALAILIZT
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Fig. 3 Mean number of words according to between
tests in forgettng

Table 2 Mean number of sentence accsess according
to test times

YA LR L.

ENENOYS A TIZBITATAMNETEDXT
7 % 24D Reminiscence B & U Frogetting % Table
3 127K 7. Reminiscence ICDWTX Y A I'XF A b
BOGEAN ET -7z 25, RAEEREAL NS
Pol: F<1) OO, FX MIOERRIZHE
otz (F(2,18)=12.39, p <.01), X% 47D
FRHBEEZIE LS R0l F<1). 7R+
BIOWTEELE T8, 1—20EOH
W2 —3EEHOMBLU3I-4RHDE LY D KAE
olzdt, 2—-3EHEOME 3 -4BHOETIZA
BLEZALNZ o7, [FL L Forgetting 1B L
TXEATXTAMEOFRGHT AT o72L 25,
FHEERIEEIZZ 2O hdoiz FL1) %, 7
AMVEOEHRIPEEL o7 (F(2,18)=6.69
p<.0). FAIMEAEOWTELERE 21T o724
B 1—-20HOB»2-3HEOBBLU3 —4
HHOBMEID b REPo74, 2—-3EEHDEE 3
—4AEEOBCRARLREIALN o 7.

HEX - HEXEFNEFNOXI A TITBIT BT A
FE T L OXFEROFE % Table 4127RY. X
YA TXTANABDOGEG TR T, &
HEREASN o7 F<1). /2, 7A L
EEOFRhE (F(3,27)=4.30, p <.05) EasH
72bDD, XYATOEHREAON L7 (F
(1.9)=1.09). 7A FMEIFKICE L TEELELT-
72EZA, 1HBLYDB3IEE, 1HBLYD 40

Table 3 Mean number of sentence access according
to between tests in reminiscence and

forgetting

Sentence Between tests
condition 1-2 2-3 3-4
Reminiscence

Bizarre 1.0 4 .3

Common .8 4 .2
Forgetting

Bizarre .6 .0 .0

Common .3 .0 .0

Table 4 Mean number of sentence recall according
to test times

Sentence Test times Sentence Test Times

condition 1 2 3 4 condition 1 2 3 4

Bizarre 4.0 5.0 5.2 5.6 Bizarre 1.4 1.6 2.2 2.3
Common 2.8 3.4 3.8 4.3 Common 1.0 1.4 1.3 1.6
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HAEEEILKEDPo7295, FRUMNOETIZEEL:
EZIIRWZIN o7,
UEATIZBTATAMNITE DU BEHD
Reminiscence 3 & UF Forgetting % Table 5/Z 7~ 7.
Reminiscence i2 DWW TS 4 7 X T A+ O5ES
WikiTo/zb s, REER (F(2,18)=1.47)),
XEATOERHRE F<1) BLOT A MEHOER
B (F(2,18)=1.00) WIS FHFIZIT 6%
o7z AL < Forgetting l22W T 4 TXT A
FEOGHAS AT/ 25, REEHRIIEET
kol F<1) dboo, T MNEOFHEE
Brirol (F (2,18)=17.36, p<.01). X% 4
TOEFHBIIFEFELE 2007 FL<1). T
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YUY A THOKT A NI & OBEERAREOR
Bhs, VA MIREEDAPE A THWLEE) X
MOLRNIHFRLEBELKELESZTDEL L%
SOB0EMHICBVT O FERFEIRESL Z &0
» o7z, 20T & iE McDaniel & Enistein (1986)
TR LD ETHE L DFRMERRICHE T 5 HITHIE
E=HT2L0TH5. 72, TOFHRETFTATLD
EEEZERTDIEDLLZVEWV) T EFHESME
holz, LT AMNIHEERLICONTHEASR
BEALTWB I Ehn, HEELT TR IR HED
ZEIWEoTERTEA ATV ERVZEETY,
FLTEDAA=VPERIZIZHVELV L) 2F
WirbDTHo THREEENELL L) T
LM o7, BRESEDOEATHFRICE VT
WHBICEFERVWIIBCREESEI RS S
(Ballard, 1913) LW IHEDNH L DD, £ i
HEVZAMEHWZEETHY, AFROERIIE

Table 5 Mean number of sentence recall according
to between tests in reminiscence and

forgetting
Sentence Between tests
condition 1-2 2-3 3-4
Reminiscence
Bizarre .5 .4 .0
Common .5 .3
Forgetting
Bizarre 4 .0 .0
Common .2 .0 .0

B e 21 F

BLHRTHAENZ L.

T/, REBRTEHFEXOY 7y MEZT TR
CHEXDZ =7y FEIZBWTH RERENADL
N T 5. Milligan (2001) OFEE2 T, WA
B TOREEEIC DWW THEBRE NI TRET L T
Wh, I TIHERAGTERESESRE TS
A, BAEGTHREEBESE TRV E W) R
M TW5A, Milligan (2001) & ARHFFE & OAHEIT
KRG TR A A — V% 8872 LIERA
THELODLEZLN, TOKRELETWER
(Erdelyi & Becker, 1974) & —EH L Tw5. L»
L, 4HOEBRTIHFELLHAELLTT A MR
*ERBOLEEEOBE Y — v OEVE B
T IENTERD o). O LIE, SEORE
BHESEA A=V DOHBEOAIL o THHENRT W
LU AHRTELR VI LRZRLTWAEENVE
L. ZOaWiEETER DI, 4REIOEBRDIZ)
WA A=k S VLML v CREEEI R
EWLEIMEILRDVEENDH L. L, A X—V
MEPHZEEFRICIEE L ORTHE
(McDaniel & Einstein, 1986) ¥ &Y, &k -
TREFBRURPEL L WTRESIERZON, £O
R BEMDRIRE TV ARETORESEL A
HZENTERL ZoTLE). HbHWIE, FHY
AMIBUZHRLLEAEXLDOLELELSES
(Bl ZITD A b &RkD25% BHEBLTHLELER
UXTUPHERLTHLELHEHRETS) LWIHIE
BRE%47) 2 LT, RFFETO Y A MVREWS
TRV AMVAREREEMAMT 2 L) HEb D
57259, ZOHEEABOBEELHEHEETHS.

BEEH A #5712 B 1) A Reminiscence & Forgetting T
BRI R EBEERR W SN eh ol 7273, #
FEWE1— 2B HIZB T Reminiscence B X U
Forgetting ® ® 7* K & { %t o T\ %. Hunt &
McDaniel (1993) 1, ZEATHIZEIC BV CHIE DR
BEEEISKEVEE LB EOREREIRK I WA
DFIF EE ST & EE R O K
ADPLHBLTWA, 2% ) IEA BERELEL T
9 & Forgetting DS L, 20T L2 o> TH%ED
RAESESIKECRY, 2RI L TEBEEEL
24T o 2% A 12E, #I313 Forgetting 12 & - T
Reminiscence 7S M £ S N 2 »° % F 12 %2 5 &
Forgetting "% b % X, ZOFKBEBFORBEMED
KRELLoTWBDEELTWDS, SEOERTIE
1 — 2 [0lH ® Forgetting PEF LRKEL > T 5
DOTHBFEEREIITONTWBE EEL LI LN
T & 525 %N & [A I Forgetting 12 & » T
Reminiscence NHIFR ENTWB T & {, R
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LTEDTFAMETHREEENRE TS, 20
Z EF T BT Forgetting 12 F W E(bA I &
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MBCEE L TEBREL L TR WA, $50IEH
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WO\ E BRI 24T b e 5 X ) e &tk
TERITY, HDHVIEEEY A MIL o THEME
PR RET AR ELTCIOEICELTHHS
PICL TS BETDH L7259,
BABICEL TR LI A 72 0 BEEEME %
Fig. 410" 7. BEBAMGE, WORBOBICH
HEENTWRDP o BN ICHE SN EHED
A, FOFERERBSEL LI FEICLL-TE
BERTVBELDTHS., AHIETIEEICHEHBEE
PR L THEH M ERELEORMEA TR L TEL
», BEREEMEONNy - 2R L LAEORES
EOFBRITRBEAKERS (La-E LT
Roediger & Challis, 1989) Tb HHANHEETH 5.
2%, FREBLHFHE CORESEDEDE
VT BEREEAKEDENICIL 20T v b
ZBHTENTE, FICHEKEELTLE->H
HXDY =5y PEOIII VL VECEEKEILS
AHEXDOS—7y LY IREEEOEL RN
DTRZVPEVI ZETHA. 505, L0l <
ALEAABOT AL (D D10~124) TIELT
L PRI 2 o 72 1V 2 2\, KEFFE T
FANEAEREYE LA, FAMESEHRYET
TR E o TR EAZELEZOND,
WT 7 R ECHAERE V) FMETH BB
FRETVENPE)DEATAHS L, HEFERT
DFEBIFEEWEELZLDOTRRZVLDOD, XT 7+
A TIIREEEIRE TN LI EIRENT. 2
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