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FEEERTFHEREEMIITIEZ”

ok ok 1 =1 2 e 1 o 1,2
BEE HER GBER R#H4
(MHemkasn T 2, b st 100871) oIl Rrs 3 SIS %, db st 100037)

B F KRBT FOK HBHE LG, FT R BB AT B K (HOC) R I8 AR IR A4 H1 25 (LOC) 7R
FIRERE AN T , KRR L HTTICAZ AW 82 1 R E RN 25 5 . SEIEE R R Y], HOC P ia B & 4T
bt LOC ZH R0 HH ARG SE [ I R« FOK [EE SRR M HOC %t T AR A i TLIC1Z 8970 BEBE 71 1L LOC 4
B2, AT TE BRI R T, X AR SRICAZAE S5 ST R B . BT SR B R ECR R IE R R

BB R
XREEW RIAAE, E MRS, JLILIZ, FOK FIHT,
S%S Bs42

1 W5

3R 38 %E ( Obsessive — compulsive disorder, OCD)
PR TR 2 E , 218 LUR A B BL5E 38 W&/
BRI S E A EARE, o H R A S DI RE I —F
IR ; B E T BA WSS R WE A AR
2 SRR S RIE, LR AT T SR B
K(DSM - V)M, W pE -7 &R R R AR 2B,
B H LR AR R A R A R YR

B BRI AE W B 5 B & AR (R
A EY R TAROEEN SR, REP9E N
HE SIS T H R T OCD By B, 5L
B PP T SR 5T B B 1 45 A ke i BB
B4R, T OCD BF5E B % 5 0, MG PR P58 38 5 8 35
PRREN T PR A e B R, BRI A R
SRIAERI AR A LU B R, O EA &% 3
IRYT ARG T HFR 0, 45 RALXT OCD B AH
Bk LB,

R RE H, OCD 25 0l B o i i R A
Rz R AR S E R T IEFH SR 1T HA
(I REX RS, BERTHT T), 28
Al IR R IRBIT R . XFAT R EE 8
RBRT 1) ESEInAZ i ;2) iRi2f5 D s Z .

B HIBFGE &I OCD H 3 FiTs i 3 e R A A
fPTE & — M W10 12 B 15 ( general memory defi-

MRS H #:2006 —03 —28

cit) * o i Sher 4 (1989) K I, 4 3R K 2 1Y
SRIEAE B FAR IR A R A A R R T — R )
FHkEZS, HETES RICIZE R (Wechsler
memory scale, WMS) | 1A] 3% 3 6 2% B 3 19 43 4048
™, Tuna %:(2005) 1% BURE 2 0 PR iRl E
B 3R], OCD & 35 /Y 18117 7 5% 4P L 45 1 4 &2
219 HE, AT H A 585w A M IE ¥ A
TE—fRICIZRE S LA, Schmidtke 45 (1998)
T 5% 5 18 2 > M 5 ( Auditory Verbal Learning
Test) TR A , RIGRIAAE B HF AIEE R HHRE
251, Jeffroy A1 John (2005) %538 ik OCD
ARE SOCICEA IR B T R E LB SRR, TR X
TCACEIAR IR o PRt , AR H A0 220 BRI B0 75 2]
(R SRR IEUIE 1 — AT E A PR AR AR A, L R 7RIS X
MRHICIZ )T R T BB SIS

B —epf oY E IR OCD B TR 15
B CUEhE , FRER) AT R I A £
AT R IR YA EiFiiciz, A
FMBAT] F FE PEE AR, X R 1R 4 — B iC A2 R A
7 ( Memory bias for threatened materials) , #F%5# %%
M2 I 50 A~ B # F& R E g
Y FRIE , 255 & ORI AE B E X Y
(IC I B B 47 T 3 i i g iz . HE,
Ceschif (2003) BT h Al R BB VEF R EXN T
FE R AR R 8 B R A AL, X R W)

* E R B ARREE ST B (30470568 \H#IME R ¥4 SIANRISE =5 B B | B RZ BB RIRBIH B (95-%09)
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TEAZ BRI S T X7 A Rl R 1 35 T A AR £
HIBAH BB 15 KA F R &
AT PR R T B 1 B A BRI AZ B U B,
BHRBICICARIF A . BRE D, OCD &
F TR 5 5 75 2 X PR AR (BB ) 59— b
MR AT , B SE R — e AS ) (38 U PR A )
EATEILIL B, FERBR Nt — LB

Wilhelm %5 (1996 ) $2 Hi & [ 18t e fE 2 ) LU 4
HiAfF5E OCD B 3 S P {5 B I S AS FE s, A o
OCD BEA W RIUH Z B R E whaith &k BT,
PRI AT RETO I b ik 2 & 3k . BPR SR A
OCD BEEZ MBI Hid” WA EER, i
T MBSO G XA BRI T
Z—HIC R B AL . Tolin £5(2002) HEJFH
& T Wilhelm 25 (1996) By BF 5T , 76 1 1 R £ 44 17
TERYEEE AT OCD SEIRAE A IE 7k 1] , 5
R OCD BHFH EHEICY B BADRA KA, A
WX R IE M 3B R T (B X BB
FEP IR T IR A SR 1 2R )T, 0B
HpE R, T JCER AT OCD B X F—itk
WA R TER LI . BIEAREITE NN
Hr ik ETE X T OCD RIICIZ B SR K . PR 5E
(2005 ) X 5 3 JHAE AR A B I35 PN BE 5 o A B
A e kIR B FA S PR (47) B4R,
THRT AT BGERE . B
IS PR AG A 2E (PTSD ) B R ) 38 58 B BT 2 A g )
Fr it ) E) 4 1 DB 55 FT BE SR T — R E AR L 12
wE,

7 —J7H A BT H R OCD B3 B IR BE A
g BER A TR IS O A R H R, Me-
Nally %5 (1993) KFF5E 5, #3E K & ) OCD & Fl
FRaRIEAE A H) OCD BE X TA7T A BICIZ FIBLSE e
{2 (reality monitoring ) {4 i % FI 12 il 4 AH LU I ¥ A
BE xR, BRE OCD BERE T EMIKICKLE
DU, TR, OCD 824 10 38 36 o e AT BB R B T
I AZ AR O B TR R T R 2 520 12 B8 U 1 TR AL
Tolin % (2001 ) W 2t S #¢ LR 45 R, & B OCD
BEERIZIER R EEHI AR 257, BT B
FoPE TR B B2 B4R O EE 45 R A, OF BT 8015
LB SR A AT TR

Radomsky 45 (2004) 3% OCD BHIEICIULS
Hfm D T RERY R R AT B8 S5 onit s s 1 L 1F
REFEAHERZFEEEMESRAREIL, HE

% B FT REIC R R HERR . Tulving (1985) XF T 42
(remember ) FIIGE ( knowing ) ) [X 43 %) T+ 38 38 4E Y
DI RA R AEA™ A AR R ITIE
AT M E — 2B R R, Tuna 55 (2005) ffE ] FOK
(Feeling Of Knowing) yiiz\X OCD £ 3 HicfZFoT
ICAZIEAT TR, 45 S0 R BRI B k38 2 g
1], OCD B F W FOK H| Wk L JE 48 i i 40 241K,
A i EHZ ARG E 2, JF BN T A%
HATIZ IR S FIWT B A T . B RBE g %t
FREICCRITICAZ S F IE12EF D BB B 45
REA B, F 1IN OCD BF W HETICILIF K
B, RECIZEE T, 55— AN % B
WHEEBE

ERMEESE R E T L RIRE 1) OCD & #yid
AR TE AR TR , 38 B X — MM 1 B
FREECIZE? 2) SR ICIZE DB R E TR
BT JTiciZ B E? 3) OCD B & & R B A 1EE
ESpiemiithAoTiciemies 7

AP R AE MRS RTE, IR 458 FOK Hkr
SRR IRIEAE B FICAZFoTICAZ R, 7 Wil-
helm 4§ (1996 ) A B5E M8 = B 58 iy 254k 1, SR
OCD g ialiE A LT3R | SRdE — PRI A AR
BH BRSO e —AF 4 — SR IR
U s JFARIE FOK Ry WAL 55 5k % 8% OCD & ot
ICACTEARFIAER B R AR AR R, DL
55 Z R RBE, LA, o T RS R e
E IR RAE A X 52 B 45 SR F] BB A7 AE — LRI E (42 JF
KA ZEY AL ERIAYT %) ) ARSI M SR R
1 B BREAER R I AR R AR

2 EEIA

2.1 #ik

32 Z kit , 16 4 OCD E ek #kid (HOC, High
Obsessive-Compulsive symptom) F1 16 44 PI &K
B9 2H (LOC, Low Obsessive-Compulsive symp-
tom) , OCD mAEAR A & M — 48 739 & R4
(1] PL )82 R ERET 10% B8 o038 # AL E . %
SRR A BB R A R 20% AR
W A HRE S HBO R B8 4 Fdb R0 2
BRI OCD I R B 5 R4y EAM AT

21 gl T RAGA T PR B LRI
R E .
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x1 AABFKHKER

rE OCD H#E{RE (HOC) PI{Ar#H 40 (LOC) p

4EY (age) 19.06(0.23) 19.00(0.20) -
M (female , % ) 56.25 62.5 -
PI 89.89(15.72) 43.40(5.30) ® x
Pl-washing 28.44(9.7) 12.5(1.71) ® x
PI-checking 15.75(5.65) 8.38(2.09) ® x
#J4B( BDI) 12.75(8.58) 5.19(3.64) ® x
IRA SRR (SAD) 37.38(10.76) 32.19(7.03) ® x
IR (STI) 45.44(8.54) 36.88(8.01) * %

o+ o+ FTORIEEREAR ¢ B AE 0. 01 KFAY B &

2.2 (LSRR

—ELET presentation 7.0 WERN, HTE
BIEEMIERIE, 17 T Bnds.

Ry 60 AEIRT, FHodt 30 AN i - B
TR (MEAIT - B %) , 75 30 S ik - Bt
WX (WA - K)o, BEIMERNFRIEEZNEZR
OCD W52 B SCERH L EAE Y, B A R L
5 ZHLH OCD B 3B Pkik. Fra my IR A
XS R TR R 2 L EE I ,p > 0. 05, &bk AR
FIPEAS , BT AT TR0 A28 28 3R] (a6 R AR 285 — 1] )
B8] CIR) % R B 58 AN iR) ) 22 18] TR R A 7R Sk
FROMGREEMY, WA TERBNIF R ARS&M
AT 5 X s — e A% ok g 2D B R A A S
B, X BRI A TSI o

FANS B — S FEEIES T 4 DT
PRI, RIS B L B I 2 P A IR AT T
A, K R B S OHIEMIAE iR HRE T L
AR BRI, 3k 240 1,

2.3 METE

2.3.1 Padua [3% { Padua Inventory) Padua [7]
BRZIATEZMAN B RRER, AU THER
Y4t B X BRAE ST R, R TR TR W E
BRGHEER MR E BEFANFEE, ZREL
F 60 MH , AR MR —EEMENFEE, b
SCRR B AR ZRSE ABAT R RIE T (s ™

2.3.2 KE-FREEERXR WS -FLEEE
F(STAD) BIWEZH£IEHES 40 MREM B R
B3R, B 20 MRE (STAL - S) PRARRS AR, Bl gk
BULZIPRAS , 5 20 A3 B (STAL - T) PEAG R B4
3B Bl RS . U SR AR BT,
IR T fERUE™

2.3.3 MmEMEMER MR (BDI) E—
MM EMESRAE 21 MREMEBRER, AR

EEMME .. PICRAHKEHENEIT, FFIEH
TRIERERE™,
2.4 XWigIt

ARSEE R 2 x2 x 2 1RA TR, 4 ] AR B R PA
(2 AK) B HOC 21 A0 LOC 4 ; S NAR B — 2N
TR T, 4R 2 47K SF: OCD g 4 1) A
W (AER R A 2.2) s AN R T hIER
W 2 AKE RS I8 1) (FFFF) Ak
RICHHEE (RRRR) . SE56 A R A &8 h « 5 ]
R, AR R B Z A S8 F f1 R 26
R2 5% s FOK 5 1 FOK B IERA T o
2.5 XEEF
2.5.1 ZIME SRR XRE DR TR
S, LIRS RSB B — R R R, ¢ 3
R-FHE H B EEILEN, 5B EER
SICH . WRFEXTZ 5 BB RRRR {510 4E X &
AN AR RN 2 )5 B 2 ¢ FFFE | 5 iR id X &
Tt AT R B EY 28, 78 SIE 2 BT R A
3s, HEEAGRZ G, RN SERBEMEMERER
TR [EMZ /G AR iR . WERARI XA R, #%
enter SEIF 1L

B trial # A B R B I 500ms Y A
“+7 BRJGRBUIRNEXT 25, $8NIE 3s, I MIRE XS
FIRRIRB IR EA RN R, — P HiaEsE
Regdiofe, P EREI,
2.5.2 ZEMOEIZH FOK #H B Wikl It
K205, Bk, FHEITEE T A RNERER
L ER IR RSN 2 I BN FIE T4, B H
FIZR RN N R F-17), IF XA B2 H 2k iR A
FOK By#Wr, TATEAEE S FOK H i & Al b
A TS E 0 A B, BRI HRBERY
LRIFAE, BHZH 5 ERWHTENE , IEE BRI
ENEEBREAEEZR, - A EE6 - NELE
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%o QRARTGIE BZ 3k, TE7E A 045 B “ AR RE
MIMETTH LA RIERBAEZ N7 1 -5
ERANLKTTRE, 6 W ERBG ALK

2.5.3 FBIANE SRS FOK FHrZ
5, SO AT A S . BN ERRIF A I
ANET, BOAM P — N LR R T 1A, TR
FEETTHEIL 2.2,

3 SRER

3.1 igIZ&R
3.1.1 ZZFEOIZHERBEERMN MNLREIZH

G 2 x2 x2 MEEWE T 2007, gl
(HOC #1#1 LOC 41) ¥k A4 18] A &, "5 1 i (OCD
BRI FI R BRI (F FIR) fE R EE MR
MIZENAE R, SR A B RARRIER RN R D E
(1 F(1,30) =73.53,p <0. 001, 5 [A] 38 Ak R 15 2]
TS, HARMESN ML EERANARRE (IS
B ps >0.05),

3.1.2 BIAMEEESHRE F24HHETHOCYH
A LOC HYEARRHARE A I AR R R B &M T IE
FEARNE %,

R2 FBIANEQBETHRE(%)
- 0CD gLk T
F &4 R &M% F %4 R &M%
HOC 4 59.58(14.08) 77.08(13.98) 54.17(17.70) 67.92(22.99)
LOC 4 65.42(9.18) 78.33(11.02) 47.08(15.49) 76.67(12.17)

MHE ARSI 2 x2 x2 (WEE W& E455
BT, BB (HOC 201 LOC 40) 4B 4 e As & , 17
PR (OCD g 44 18] A 50 1 17)) Fi$8 i (F A
RMERERMBEMANE R, FRENIAEIEIA
FIFE R E N RN AR 2 B, 4328 F(1,30) =
17.44 ,p <0.001; F(1,30) =55.93,p <0.001, %k
ML AR B, F(1,30) =0.198,p =0. 659,
BRZERKAH T BENIEAE x {RIE x PR H
YER F(1,30) =5.39,p =0.027, $#&/RTEA[E KA
BT, B 1R B TR B AR ]

SR FH RE 18R RN 1305 28 2K 2 28 1R TS 86T
=(R-F)/(R +F),55] OCD g kil iE 1 i
TR E [R1IB T AAONT , 3 2 x 2 (N B B 7 Z40#T,
B A (HOC 411 LOC 41) 4B R4l ) A8 &, 7B
PR (OCD B 1A F P 18] ) /R S 2 2 = 1 4H
WASE, R EBIEE x WAL EERRE,F
(1,30) =6.776,p =0. 014, & BALR KA TR,
#£ OCD BB IRIE b, WA A 1) 3 T sk oy 38
HRZEER F(1,30) =0.57, p =0.455; ik

g - LOC W E M % S8 1 B35 T HOC 4, F
(1,30) =8.26,p =0.006( L& 1),

bR

B1 HOC #1 LOC % i i3t &30k

ocwﬁ%ﬁi%

3.2 FOKHjg2fE

AR SLE PR NESR AR T B 1B H 2R 4 3]
TR FOK BT, R 2R GARS T [EAZ i ok 59
HEEMECHITY . BN TRREMZHIERER
5, TE AR ALK, RS TTHE O B AR
FE5r AR B XX — W AR S &3 S
T HOC 1A LOC H7EAR [R5 R BRI [ 1 7~ 1
T FOK HyHIMTR/N

3 MWAHIK FOK HEHIZER

o OCD gt ia A
F &10F R &M% F &4 R &1
HOC 41 2.90(0.99) 3.43(0.94) 2.70(1.06) 3.52(1.00)
LOC 41 2.37(0.81) 3.78(0.88) 2.34(0.66) 3.20(1.02)

X} FOK fa A% 2 x 2 x 2 R & 7 247
#r, B2 B (HOC 20 A1 LOC 41) YRR 4h A A & | 17

BB (OCD gt im A b Pk 1a]) (4818 (F M1 R)
TENEZNBRHNER, SRERHERERNTER
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RIS E B, 4051 F(1,30) =78.64,p <0.001,
BN FF” 444 F BiRIE R FOK HIBTE/NF“R”
ZMF T, X TE— R DR BT I 45 at i
=5 BRI RN 2 B F(1,30) =3.80,
p=0.061, BB EHABF,F(1,30) =
0.554,p=0.462, MAb, HEAIE x IR EER
B2 F(1,30) =5.27,p =0. 029, KRBT A[F B
TR T4 (F 2% R) BHERRFIMIGIEAZ KN, T
H 8 x i x A2 B/E R % F(1,30)
=7.52,p=0.01, #—FHthRHRERIE R
W22 B AERTE OCD B IRERT TR EEMW,F
(1,30) =14.01,p =0. 001 ( JLI 2) ; W #E ik 1m) i
ST AREZ, F(1,30) =0.032,p =0. 858 (LA
3), FEtIF R R B E AR, F(1,30) =
1.24,p=0.275,

4 —
3.5
3 -
2.5
e HOCHL
27 —= LOCH
1.5
P44 R

B2 7£ OCD W#ESM T FOK HIKZHIEM

4
3.5 F
=3
[}
= 2.5 |
—— HOCZH
2T —=— L0CH
1.5
o R&AF

B3 HERAN T FOK EMZEIER

3.3 FOK gy/E&EHHE

FOK [HERPE 238 A TR T B T 7EH R
ARG TPRIR LRI BB 1 o 8 % BF9EE R Good-
man - Kruskal’s Gamma #f3%, & & H3itH& FOK
E RN S Z A A E S B T i, R4 4
HT BN FOK A W AEf% 14 Gamma, OCD Jg ik
TE TR G_ocd, BHEIFIE &M T B G_neutral,,
Xf Gamma {ELf§( one — sample [ ¢ Ky %5, RN ZF L
BMZER, BERER AN T B S AR RIC2E
FHRRIAAE —ERBWEE S, ATLIE ST OCD
BT HE, HOC HX T H O AR RS E AR

HHB, M LOC LM 8%, 3% FAF ENIE T /i Al
FOK 58 HIZER

®3 WA FOK HETRY SR

2 Gamma G_ocd G_neutral
HOC 0.289 " " 0.091 0.407* "
LOC 0.351** 0.265** 0.421**
.o % p<0.01
Ny »
4 g

4.1 OCD —#yidiZia%s

B R TE OCD M iR 57, HOC 4
1 LOC HZ R IA KR 2R, M7E MR &4
T ,HOC 2RI th — € 15 [ 357 T BB 7 B 45 (3R
1A 1), XAMEAEHRERAE AR, Wilhelm 55
(1996 ) HyBFE 1 & B OCD 5 %) 0t P 1% 45 19) 45 Uk
55 PR R ) TR AN, AT AR HE £ 8 TAh OCD BB A
REAMHI IR &6 1 1 1 L 3 R IR AL B0 15 B T Tolin
25 (2002) RRSE Rt — AR, RAUUE 1B 45
g, 1 B2 OCD g &AM 1{5 844 OCD &3
R ERRSE M H Y, ARG RS LR
REEVUMR . HEEB/EENE, Rl
R IE R o g ialE , I A R AR LR
F—ERt A R P RNE 7E OCD Mg 12 Bt 55
WEEEENMAME, LI Tuna 25(2005) £ B OCD
SRR A R A E AR EZ, T
PRZSEF (2005 ) (X 85 38 30 AR R4 1 1715 P A DT
A HOC e FHIaE LR E LK
ISMBERE Y . FEAR SR P, R A OCD B
PEIETEXT T LOC 4 stk it B —E M T
P, B AN 15 T3 i E EREESINER
(BAAFNEYL) , il LOC A30dH B T &
WSRO S . X T F 1R E , HOC 4
Rl FAE BN T B BB, R BB 6% 5 5l (8] 5k
ATEICALHE R, AR I L LOC 4 21 E
MIRREE S o B, A 55 R F R M s s v =k,
—HEIE T Tuna 25 (2005) , Ceschi 25 (2003 ) B9 A
FLERS SER T — T BB,
4.2 OCD FTigiZiR s

ARSI, FOK HWT A8 15 x Bk 2 B4R
AR, L HEFE OCD WiE& M T XM E/EHE
BEN(E 2),HOC g X FER“ 10" WiIAE KR
FOK FIWifik F LOC 21, i X FE K “ sie” i iaiE
(¥ FOK & T LOC 41 ,3x$&/x HOC 1A 40 LOC HRA:
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REMS IR I X 43 F7 F0“ R” WA FR Sk A4 B0 A2 00 IR
P TP AT XS X > B HE
MKEE A BEER ., Wt UL, OCD B kiRE
%t F HOC HBHRMTTICHZ =24 T KT, #458
AT T E N LK 145 B AT R R A8 s AR 4
AKX 4y, T LOC 21 3% A5 1 A [m) 8, 78 4 18] I T
HOC g th B A RIS ATz s (B 3) o

7 FOK fuERft: b, WigE 7 Bk b AR e s 4y
W B O FERFIDICAES LB, HEX T
OCD FiEiaRE S, HOC 4H 5 3R il B 26
FICILHEEETI (KR 3)

STER , FOK M5 R, 7 OCD gk ia]
BRI, HOC MRt T4F” f“R” &R 110
1ZIR I B X 43 BE AR, X AT RE 2 Fi T OCD gk
B BRI TE R T T30, S E M T AR K4
FITCIEIZ X SR ) TR RIS, OCD BRIt 15
BT HOC 4%t F B 2K i 12 s i Wl
XEEPLAR OCD AR T HOC AP ATl
TEI R/ NFIRERR R =4 T T3k
4.3 BIZFTitZWEEER

ME [ 3% 55 A FOK 1) W7 (14 45 2 A AT L & 3
HOC 48 A iR e B SLic iz Motic iz  m A &
—EG . RS RBLT B P fI“RY
FUERFERE BN TR EE , X PRI T 0] 88 2 465
B P — [ 3, B A R BT Py — e 1 o P B
APFFE GRS HOC 4H7E—MiCIZ 88 ) i
A5 , AT TXoF HR AR R) 1 2 B+ R 25 1 [l gl o PR R
WEM TG BEES . PG5 T BB R B T X2
TIC R D TR X I A R s, T
FOK 45 5L & BUAE T F 1.0C 403k 3, HOC A FE &
SR B IR B W, N RERTF“F” #
“R” &0 X AP I TR Gid i 28 22, tgh J& HOC
e oa S NI =35 0 1 O G < TR Tak VAR & < K 2 1)
X4

—Bu%F OCD BB 3% P50 5958 ( reality monitoring )
BBIMARMALE A ZE FRBRER, BI]1XE
OCD Xt T HLSERB R NE X 4358 77, sk
X7 AGE AT R - BRI FUE - RRGRG
SERBRI I T B K 408 711 B4 (2005)
of i 3 A R PR 2 B TRIE F A RIS 4R B AT 177
FEESPREN RGBT . ATRIFEIE XA X
F#,0CD B E W AR R E B AN T X 43867
AR, Dirk Hermans % (2003) i it—AEHIFE
PERISIVED , W FRE OCD B3 FTTih i b 4 40

BE, BRI R A R AT RS LW
2Rl

B RIHHEIZ B8 1 RITTITIC 2 1 HO 54 R BB 930
AR/, WA S 9245 5 rh o] DL R BB R 15 B
LRI HOC 41304 TTIE 1209 Th 88 , TiFEITIZ )
8 AR S TOC AR EA M. FEilt,
A RER BIME BXTTTITIZ I R 4368 IR YE e T
TCAZAE 5 R KB I T RE T B, T B AR B
ST ARBEIE B M A BEE B T JCIT Iz
SO FIR I 15 B TE « XARHTIZI A BERE
F B T BT A BB S 45 5 0T LR A — AN T A £
B, AT SR R R 20 T LA S 35 7
UL — B IR .

AR SEI6 SR PR I 1A 0 785 JER BB R MR R B, 3
A 4388 45 PR A7 25 , 4R L B 1K L
(R, (HFEHE) ) OCD B & IR EE
SR, M SR OB S T LA E P F2S  AE R R
AP BB T AR R AR B E R ISR,
WA, EAEALAITCIE L B % R E B SR B
ST HATH .
5 5

ARSLIRLE AR MR A FOK 2T 2, 3
T BRI AE R R R 2, R HR B
ST ISR L RITTIT AL AN ERE R, S5
W,

(1) B EAEDR (HOC) BATE i E S
Ho s R st (LOC ) 22 B b T A0K 0 5 S
Bio SAGERM B RRE L R RITI
FEREE 3 FLA K012 B Re v] A6 2 th T % R [
ST RS B TR X 43 B T B eI TR

(2) FOK [ty %45 55 9175 B 735 77 1T, HOC
B TR [F) 46 420 B TEIEAZ B3 B BE 7 He 1OC £
2 I T R FZELE A NIRRT IF B
F 1SRRG RS FE

(3) HOC 4178 B ST AL RITCIEAL T AR AEAE B
$ibi o

2 % X ®

1 American Psychiatric Association. The fourth edition of the
Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders (DSM -
IV).Washington: American Psychiatric Association, 1994. 205

2 Radomsky A S, Rachman S. Memory bias in obsessive -
compulsive disorder (OCD). Behaviour Research and Therapy ,
1999, 37: 605 ~618
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Abstract

Introduction

There are disagreements in the interpretation of memory deficits in obsessive - compulsive symptom
individuals. Some researchers proposed general memory deficits in the obsessive - compulsive disorder (OCD)
population, while others believed that these deficits were a result of the bias toward OC - provoking information.
Apart from this, there also was a hypothesis concerning the lack of confidence or metamemory deficits in OCD.
The purpose of the present study was to clarify the pathology of OCD, using the information processing
approach. Directed forgetting and metamemory performance (feeling - of - knowing (FOK) judgments) for neutral
and OC - provoking material was tested in high and low obsessive - compulsive symptom subjects.

Method

Sixteen high obsessive - compulsive symptom individuals (HOCs) and sixteen low obsessive - compulsive
symptom individuals (LOCs) were required to study a list of neutral and OC - provoking word pairs according to
the "F" or "R" instructions. After an initial cued - recall test, they provided their FOK judgments for the
unrecalled word pairs, followed by a recognition test.

Results

The results indicated that for neutral words, HOCs exhibited reduced directed forgetting compared to LOCs;
this suggests that they were unable to forget unnecessary information. Further, the HOCs were confused in
metamemory on account of the different sources and types of words, as reflected in their FOK ratings. M oreover,
FOK judgments of the HOCs for OC - provoking words were unreliable predictors of their recognition
performance.

Conclusions

The study supported the idea of a general memory deficit in HOCs; further, it indicated that this may be due
to the weak differentiation in HOCs. Further, HOCs exhibited worse metamemory for OC - provoking words and
had no forecast for their future performance. In conclusion, HOCs exhibited both real memory and metamemory
deficits.
Key words OCD, directed forgetting, metamemory, FOK.



