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MEMORY EFFECTS OF PICTURE NAMINGDIFFICWL TIES
UNDERDIFFERENT KINDS OF REHEARSAL
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( Department of Psychology, Capital Normal University, Beijing,100037)
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Sudy-test paradigm was used to invedigate differences of memory performance among free rehearsd , visud re-

hearsa and verba rehearsd. The resultsindicated that (1) degree of difficulty effect wasobserved, memory performance
of hard-named pictures was better than easy-named pictures; (2) hard-named features were more likely sdected to be re-

hearsed  as to remember the whole picture. (3) the recognition accuracies of the easy-named pictures rather than the
hard-named &ter the verba rehearsd was better than the visud rehearsd.
Key words picture memory ,rehearsd ,encoding ,information processng leve .



