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H B RFAEZIEAR? 24, EFAGNRAH 2?7 XTI EMA A EmABLE LRI, AN
B EIF R A R IR AR B B &, KR AR 69 AR, KRR ARG RAFH 91 R
BFR (172 AR 2R F, 7159 L AR) M A AL B R AT oM, SRAN. JhFFiE, vL2F5 R4

BHERE N B, HAR R T4 (Hedges’g = 0.36, p < 0.001), —F i85 % & %5 F#, LK F.

TR AES B R ER R FRGIAT, BN EFS I F R KB FRAEL LR, I, EER
HHLAF R BA N 0 LA, 12 L IR 69 ARG E B — IR G B w9 AT ST 3 — o W M 3E LA A
FANE A REAAKLERATRE, ARFHAMNEEL, 20AFELSFTROKLR, GERAFFRET,

KR ENHFRE, FRFR, LMW, FHRiks
HEES  B84S

1 5|8

Wr iy L SR AR NS ERIANS . — LK, X
AR VR, R AT & AR S SR
AR R— B A E WA 248k, Rauscher 6 A TF
1993 4E & BT 10 73 P s FLAR <D R BURNZ: 2215
i (K.448)RE it o Bl i 7E 25 [R1 4R FRAT 55 v 11 B 4%,
FBF X — G FR N “FEALAFRN " (Mozart Effect)
(Rauscher et al., 1993), FJ5, X —iG80 5| 72
ARFEEER R M Z K E(Campbell, 2000;
Waterhouse, 2006) . A TFfi L & BT Ho A 5L 45
SR BB A% 2 R 25 (B 4 3 i Bt (Lange-Kiittner &
Rohloff, 2020; Lints & Gadbois, 2003), H:fti 7 git
AR AT LU N B (Foster & Valentine,
2001; Nantais & Schellenberg, 1999), fUl“4E L
JREEFN” (Vivaldi Effect)®¥(Mammarella et al.,
2007). HEML, X FBEFLRRALN 1 B E A7 LBk SCRN
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J7SCPIR . B LR SR AR B T B AN T G AR
(— e SRR & SR RENS 5 i 25 (Rl 4 B e ) 40
AL (RIFE %, 2014); Hi O F
N L E, AR A A DA U R B A = 4 1 0 3
PR, PRI AR | AR S AR,
FM . R, BR. FAMde.. BEMFIE
SEOMRGEE 4E, 2003), UL, T SO STHLARRUN
AT HEFE AT M AR AR AR AR A DA SRR, g
FAATEZS [ . el AE . HeE S
1T % 19 5% (Aoun et al., 2005; Jones & Zigler,
2002), 7 #73% f (Classical Music)— &8 7E BRI &
TOCRE SR AMERN B AR, NCEE XME IS
SEARE] 19 HEZ2K . 20 HEAARIREAE EIREES 1
e E AR & AR A MEEMELE, 2011), &
TR TR 2R ANV EROR AT RE AR 0y )R 8 N
18R 17T G 53 38 43 & R (Popular Music),

SR, — ST 5EIF R R ISRV (Giannouli
et al., 2019; Standing et al., 2008; Steele et al., 1997),
PRI T 5 | A XS i R ) S 1 5 e B, R B4R e =
AT RS FURRRON 7 BLFL AR AR R 2 4N
AT AR 7 WP R 38 A5 52 W B 7 TN K S

= "
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R AREA . FEILA LR 3t T g, JFE
R NS, BOA 3 BT/
FLHR RN HE1F1EAS (Chabris, 1999; Hetland, 2000;
Pietschnig et al., 2010), {H & 5F B LAY SEFL K
NE, SR AT W B LR AR AR 5 4 A R] 4 2 R
37, Toik I 4y I W ol L AR B IR AR A AR AR
U BT 30K A TR AR M B AW e A T il AR R ] 2%
PLESC, i, ARBFFELE 5 RN A TT o A
FR BRI A SR R ], FETE T R M 235 BAEA
B 2 A M SR AT 55, ERT AL
FNAI A X — A, I HL U R SR RO 7 AR
BUE it WO B T B )3 2h )~ (Direct
Priming Hypothesis) Fl [A] #2 1) <> 5% — M {8 i3
(Arousal-mood Hypothesis) 4 % S 1 K/, B4R,
WFFAUMB A B e s () AR B Sk
) TS5 BB RIE (B AR S BN | SRS
THRA . X HRAEAL | AT 55 2R 8 S KT &
PP k) DL R S e 2 () 28 HAE AR 2 A
O3 M S F LA S0 N A7 AE A BV A BRI, X TR
KILEINFIR & S B AR B MR RN &
X(EEE ).
11 EHAFBEE RN

X T A AE S FLRR RN, SRR BIOROx Y TE
e KRB o A7 R 9250 R BT S LR AR 0 S 4
151 ORI 2 B A R S (A headi et al., 2010;
Padulo et al., 2020; Rauscher et al., 1993; Smith et al.,
2010), [FIS, AN ZE 24 ARSI SRR B LA & 2R
23 X R E I 2l 7 AR Il RE %) 52 T (Jausovee &
Habe, 2004; Rideout & Laubach, 1996; Verrusio et al.,
2015; Zhu et al., 2008), U7 BLFLFFE AIRBEAR T B

T 0 LTS B 3 = T A K B (Jausovec et al.,
2006), HEHRIEREEAEAFLEN o 17 ENE 3)(Mualem
etal.,, 2021), i P3a Fl P3b A% i AR 0 2% A e
AR (Zhu et al., 2008), SR TTA D IF AR RE K BLEE
FLARR S SR 25 HEFEBE 0 1942 1 F (Borella et al.,
2017; Crncec et al., 2006; Steele, Bass et al., 1999),
PRI IHG % 58 L AR %00 B 7T HE 1 2 T 5T BE (Steele,
Bella et al., 1999),

IR 3 WOTA T, A A BRI B 2E R
R, W) I 5 AF AR SEFL R RO i [l 5 5 o —
JZ. Chabris (1999)% 7T/ #7115 H S LR & SR XT3
5 B 41 RN A S HE T 55 A SR I AT {2 ik
YER, PSR AREAS TR/, HRAG 56 K 3R i a7,
Al BE S B RAFTE R 22 . Hetland (2000)20 A f0 5
KERMFRAND 36 WBFR, W T H ZHE
SREHBUFIR RS, HARS BABCR 5 0.46,
Pietschnig % A\ (2010)3:448 A 39 F i, M1 2L
FLAR K448 S AAEE 128, HAbF SR (&
SEALRR A A SR . HAL T S IR L WRAT E RS
HR55 2 28, XFRREAEE SRS, 445 25 SR
23 [ HE AT 55 RBLARCR B, 55 1280 0.37, 552
FH 0.38, X JLITC A3 AT X BEFLAF RN S22 & H,
ARG IR EBL 73 28 508 SOR G (Bl G, 5256
R M SR SR AR L AT R AR, M
DAB A W7 oy 5 2R SRR I G 2 HRK,
X AR T R BARTEA L« B R B b
AR BT SR B A AT, IR IR ARSI TE
P AR A RS2 PR, REAS AR A PE T 3C
5, B2 X IR E A O TE, X EE B LA
BN B AFAE AT SRR A2
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12 BB F=ENLF

KT BEFLRERON 177 R DL A AR R G,
HAi R 2 WA EE . <EHE Sl R B2 <.
B MR YL 3% Leng %8 A Trion B2/ B /& (Leng
et al., 1990), Rauscher A8 M H I il h,
BEFLRR RN 0 7 A R TR B B ), W5
FLAFF K448 FIHAAT 25 B4 45 76 B ot v 2L 2 AH LY
A, B S AR T EE B3 T K
i v T2 TRl 9 X0, TR v T 25 () e
(Rauscher, Robinson et al., 1998), 7 WL H )5 5
VLT 2 F IR T A B gk LSRN . B4 S B0
VRAF 20 T #8474 B 5 A b 2B 24T 52 1 52
¥ (Bodner et al., 2001; Bolander & Callahan, 2021;
Eskine et al.,, 2020; Gultepe & Coskun, 2016;
Sarnthein et al., 1997; Suda et al., 2008), 5 FiRJ]
R, DM BIA Dy, BT AR BT Bk
O BE L MeBERE ARk, DT IR T 45 R
F P (Thompson et al., 2001). F W FE LB, AHIFER
PR B 2 PR A S LA AR R T M 2 /K F- (Borella
et al., 2014; Lints & Gadbois, 2003), £ il e fi

ZJa, B IR FEETE 8 T (Thompson et al.,

2001); [EIEF, BB r & SR nT USRI 22 B Y
e (Nadler et al., 2010), MTESFNAIZFRI , 58
1b2% 2] (Gold et al., 2013), FHT—IAFFE L], 5L
LR K448 5 A& R¥MEH TIVHEREMR, X2
T R m TR p a2 T IA
A, B 5 SRR R YRR AE G (Gavazzi et al.,
2021).%% b, HEE S LGOI - R L A A 15
BT L A R SRR, (HARA TT AT A
WATIRES, P AENH B4 RA E it . AR
X FEIS I TIH L, DUHIR B R ZEDL
13 EIFHEMEBEATEE: WilEHs
131 3l

PR T RE S MRy M AR SRR I OC &
58, BEFLRRSON MR R B WA IR T s LR R
X 23 [N BE 7 B2 R, T 25 [RIA R 88 A7 e Pk

2 “trion” BRI Ny, B M 2 B T A SE A2 R 4%, IR
— /N AE (B trion)4] Al o Trion MAE AR 9 45 45—~ &
FHY . KR R #0E B (firing pattern), BEXTH
23 [BVREAE A9 4 R A8 B L AN b, 5 s ] Bl 2% AT Bk
Fo BB BRI AR O BOE S L [E A 1t 28, R B
Ik B SO A 22 T a0 T DX 3 3 PR a0 T e 5 R 4 3 BE T

WES . AU RM, 5Bk s e s sis 1
e (Caplan et al., 1985; Voyer et al., 1995), iX—
P BB 2 R B L Bk B 2 1R B B (Moore &
Johnson, 2008; Quinn & Liben, 2008), iX 1] fE5 K
g B R SR B B MDA O . B AR AR, bl R
I P9 I B R R, BB RO I B L M
(Ruigrok et al., 2014), Ifij K5 2222 5 HEAE B
NN T D) AH OGP O £ M T BB AE B S O
T.. HE M T HEAEERSE; ARFEZRBEL
TS A TIRE, BG5BT BB 2 () IA N T AR AE
i (Lauer et al., 2019), F4b, AWFFREY, bk
FEAE EU I T 0 M3 SR (Aljanaki et al., 2016),
b 1T R TR B RO R AR AR A,
Ay S O PR A B Y SRR O — R, R e
55, 2011) H ik, FRATTHHEIN Ay B SR A/ FH AT R
PERNFETE R IR &R, SR — N R AE LA 5T
RAGB R A B, H W5 R s a—
Pietschnig 55 A (2010) /9 7053471 A 4 B M 1l 22 7
Gilleta % A (2003) 0 % B vty 435 SR 0 T Lot
HRIEREAE 55 (1 RS, (RAE P B 1R Hh B
S5 N (2014) ) F 53 1 % IS W B LR R
i 2 2 1) Bt EE R A T R v, O LR R AL
F 3 3  Hallam 45 A\ (2002)AYBF 58 WA, & 0¥
SRXIEAZAT 55 1Y 5% W AN FE A6 1 1) 25 55 Hetland
(2000) 1 TG 43 A7 HAR T T S FLAF RN 7 25 [l DA
E55 BPER 225, G5 RR R AR, X —45R
S LT AN A ST B B L BIA i, X R Ay 2807
LT REANUERE i . ik — DR IX — [, AL
VKT T 40 A5 v 3B L 14 ik S A AT R AN
I3t o
132 iRk

AN R A% BEARL AT B X 35 AR S IA MR B
KRR, H A, ok B <daxt o o8 365 m i
W R B, & 5 Z T 58 FE 2l J T3 hn 58 34
S 5 SRR 4R 19 4 AH 5 (Amunts et al.,
1997; Pantev et al., 1998), WFFE %M, FRINL%kAF
TE“HURIY)” (Bailey et al., 2014; White et al., 2013),
Bailey %5 (17 IF 58 46 Hh, XA~ U W] BB 7E 7
., 7 BZANE RNGHORELT 7 B ZEN
(Bailey & Penhune, 2010; Bailey & Penhune, 2012),
BRSO o B AT S 2 & T T 9 25 SR T e A
£, XK % B # AT 8 5 i 1 B R W B (Chen
etal., 2022), Rauscher (1999)t134 48 1, & Sl %%
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2 1R 23 AL BB 7 A0 T FE K2 5 % sl R AR
WL B R, B AR AE LE S
FLF| X PP H (Crncec et al., 2006; McKelvie &
Low, 2002), SR, A& 35 i B fig f1 B W i
MR BEE, Hean 1~3 & J 5 SR g ) VUK SR,
3~6 % KRN E S (R E L, #AF, 2010),
A LRI SR BROR HLAE L, AT g S LR,
ANUWARAR, B, AR BRI 23 BF 5T X 42 0T g &
— PP A ) R . AR SCEE A R AR INHLR S B
B R UL T SR AN & B B 1 ) (3 R R,
HAT, 2010), B AR B RISy, BT AR
SEIIPARARTE 3 % KLl b, ¥ 3~6 % 7T~12 % |
13~17 % | 18 % LU 13X 4 MMER Bl an 44 R
A AWLE . BRERELE . HE 50,
HE— 25 25 % S FL R RN, 2 1 PR AR B 2 S S O
TR AR —, HAERE L AR BE A SRR
MR, WA B FARESRING ., HREAEH
L. 25 3 L3 K 1 7T ¥ 14 35K (Nelson &
Luciana, 2001), fEi5h 3 SR L3 0 {2 i R
e, HUOREDE, HEmA
133 XHh&ES

L SR S R B OE R IR W RESZ ik
SCRE o SO R AE B SR 245 8% LA S Al A
H0 33 2 A T AR (Arikan et al., 1999; Hu &
Lee, 2016), RIS HLERRON FOBF 5T EE I TPy
SCARES SERNVE 5 R, 5 E A SR AT B H 2R
CE(FOH, 2009) 0 AR —FPSCIR T BT I E R IA
AU TR 25 -] fe 5 HoAth Sc Ak # 5A i 22 5 (W
FHFE %, 2011) SEFRF STt iF S v 7 9 IR 4 e
(Arikan et al., 1999). ¥ &5 ()&% (Neuhaus,
2003) 55 A AL e 27 SO RS B R, AT AR
FMHLAE 5 12810 5 H ST 54 56 (Nan et al.,
2006), [FIAFSCAL R 2 2535 SR 1 B R SR B A
—SE WIS (Neuhaus, 2003), LS4 R oNAL
F VG 7l B SR B AR i 1 2R R 1 2
B, XUAR BT ) I R B, B
JULOBEHEZAE MR R AR RS, E
PR A MR E RGR W E RS
BE, EEASAKRMAES—, SR A
WL S IRVUEEMICE, 2011), BFTEH RN
L Mg B LE RBE RS AR RD
ZRKZ, 2012)0 A SRR AR B A R
Ak, BT 2 ) B AR 1 B (Heng, 2018), X

AR 55 R A N X RE E SCAR R 237 S 1) AR A
A4 K (Argstatter, 2016; Elfenbein & Ambady, 2002),
o E B R 2 B E S RARIERY, 53
il SC AR H Y B Xy e AR ) B T RE A A 22
R B, ARBFFIA N SEFLRR & R AR [ SR
ST AR 23 7 LR R RE A
14 EIFHEUAEBERATES: ST
141 FEREHGF

SR B 22 B v] fig 23 R e v M AR
IR K TR o AR YE %E 46 4 1 B8 (Seductive
Detail Effect) (Rey, 2012)FIHAHI 1 fif #EE (Cognitive
Load Theory) (Paas et al., 2003), & & & Rz
> B AT — o N BRI SR A B SR, AT 0
FoOANE T . A ROE I IR T, SE i
1T %5 & Pl (Ferreri & Verga, 2016; Nemati et al.,
2019; Rey, 2012; Shek & Schubert, 2009; T i
4, 2020), HXF TR 28 AR TR R 4R S5 (dn
58] 12 B A ) ok 14V A 5% W B K (Kaempfe et al.,
2011), 563 ¥ AR AN KT BEXTIARIAT: 55 18 T 98,
H AT B 75 & 03 10 U 17 4% (Storbeck & Clore,
2005), i HL S B R B, P3 IR TE S8 T3 SR A
W T, e SR R B R i RUR B
WM A, 2013); Se 8 AR B T IR B CR
PIARE, T RE SRR THAEH ST 45, 2008),
HARA TS FFEINN, 56T 0 R XA 0 £ 2 2%
RIS 535 SR (Silva et al., 2020), Ktk ABFSE
Bl — DB e 2 AR 5 R SR AR B 5
BEHELER
142 KRIRITER

Rauscher %5 A (1998)1AN, A LEAF5E TC Ik K
T 52 ) B HLAFRION 7T R 5 LS g i A 2 D) A
Ko AN, AP AT TR E AR
TTHEE MR, 30T E 2 T 380t B, M
5 SRR RIUN (Charness et al., 2012), ELREH N
B AT 55 5 ¥ Sk S R 45 O J5 AT BN HUE 558 7
B TE O T AR DG X, I B 252 380 9 il S 44 (A
R M fE 22K b, DTS B SR T Y
B4 MG B4R & . N, ST SRR i SR
ZIM A2 S AWM FEIT K, Bohdm izt
AR R — A, AR R bk
e T AR5 2Z 181 B A T3 (Thompson & Campbell,
2004), 5 i 4 00 ORI oK B S SR A A, NS
ST R SR MBS RR AN, Rk, ATt
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A HERR 38 BA RN o FESTUE B, A oo B AU
18 52 0V T A 1 A5 i K R 45 1 1% (Heetland,
2000). B, AN R SLEG TS A 2505 5L
FURERON 19 KN, F B2 ) BT B ROR KT
NI
143 XtERAHER

T L AR T AN R B A] B8 5 X IR A
SRR E A, X FAFEZEA ¥ R, RINIA
IS 5 BEAEAE 22 7 (Kaempfe et al., 2011), fFl40
EMEBAES L, HRERMBREFT RN, =&
22 SR TERIH AR AT, (05 FRBUIR S (silence)
rHEE, 22 SEPAEBE RGNS 5, 2019) XU
T IR 5 R BN R B AT HL AR, W 4 SR B
W—JE AR B AR AR AR T R K,
T EAZ B SR (R, 2009); A NAE R, A
S Ty B AR AT RE S o OB R R, R IR
B —E RTINS 55, 2019), LIFEITGSr
Bref, Chambris (1999) L # BRSNS IR, K BB
RIS SRR B2 AR R BT B4R T+ (d =
0.09), MIM75 2 SFLEFEN BIFFTE; 1T Pietschnig
FEN(2010)25 G LR 8 AR 5 i RO BRI OR
Jod = 0.48, 5E T FFLURFE SR 23 A1 IA %0 A i
HEFEF, SO SR TE 1 Aty B3 SR 5 R0 B
MR R HES SRR TR 2R EE T .
FrRELE A T LA A F 8 45 S5 A5 H sk SR e (cnly
M AR RO, A TR EE -
TR b 2 B L SR S E R KRR

ULk, X B B AR 2 AR B SO LR RIUR
BA—MWEEFRHRZ—, SOV EREMAL, B
TRTE i T 5L FL 4 5 AR B I SR BRSO 4 9 BRI 12
ATl 4%, 2020), H LIV A E RAR %R
I, BT B FLAR AR A R ) b A HLR 2% iRl
TOICTET 20 0 25 T =, B R 199 1 e e B, e 1
PEAEER N b, SEFLRR A A TE BRI, HER
SRAFE AT REAR, EMEE b, SALRRE.O0 %
FTt, RURAN TR, BN AR St s
PR, Z5RAmMEEE, 2009), 50T RITRK
I SR R B, R e AR T B AR A Y
TP (2 T4, 2008), HIOLAT L, L AR
TA 3 BB 5 i Rt JBE 5 0 TR 5 0T 3 A LA R W
BB AR R AH 5, R AR 9 TA S X HE 21 2
RURT BRI T SEFLARFRON 9 KN o ASBIFFEKE X B 2
KRR AHERA . ARG SR B RA T

B RARA . SRRl g R, R AR AT
fap 7 i, AR RO e L R
FEWT IR SRR, AR AR AL T AR B
BANER . BA TR AR E A AR, PR RR
M E R,
144 NFESY BT F3K

T SR A AT 55 FRAE 54T 55 2R ALY AIOCR
WA S AVSIAN, & RIARECER
2Bl AT 55 P A R [R) A A= A2 fk (Proverbio & de
Benedetto, 2018), iy #L & 5%t 23 [H] 841 45 B A {2
#4E H (Jausovec & Habe, 2005), [HX1E S 2115
BIAE HEVE TR % /N (Mullikin & Henk, 1985), £ %
TE R R AT 55 TP S 800 L 3E T (Dobbs et al.,
2011; Vasilev et al., 2018; Zhang et al., 2018), fxiT
— IR K I, T RE IR AE B TARICIL,
{ELXF 7 2 1A B (Taheri et al., 2022), SR,
AWFTERIN, TR IE S AEFER IR T R,
THEAT S5 1E 3k M8 R R RIS AF, 104241 55 WIHE
AR 5 % R BUMH 24 (Hayashi, 2021), AT 0L,
B AR TA RN B 52 1 4R PR AS [R)AT: 55 S AU T 7 4 2
S, X T] AR5 RN AR M AL AT OC o AR AR T
HE f 1] 1L B2 (Cerebral Functional Lateralization)
(Karolis et al., 2019), ZE¥BRIETE S . BFE T
i E S (Dehaene et al., 2003; Minagawa-Kawai
et al., 2011; Price, 2010), i £ - ER7E %S [MT-55
TR LD g A D T B 3 R {7 (Gainott,
2019), M BRI IS R 6 (Hemispheric-activation
Hypothesis) (Aheadi et al., 2010), ZLF[ 455 IRAE
3 5 25 18] BE 7 (Rauscher et al., 1993)FIAL 3 55 1]
R I(Ho et al., 2007)J& [ — & B j& A7 12k it
TR TIRE, HA R B A T SR L (Bever
& Chiarello, 1974; Desrocher et al., 1995; Santosa
et al., 2014; Wang & Agius, 2018), FIHEBIT& Rk
WOE T A7 kAR e T IR I (Aheadi et al.,
2010). £ b, ARPFFHXNFE S S — 0
e, BT AR OCRVECE A DG AT 55 A ZE 2B 3R
B 25 A G HOAE 55 BB BR, A>3k Y
RO, IR M SR A 2R ERAE 45 9 4 2 K
e R 3! S
15 EIHHFUEMNEEIEER
151 MR- FRE

LB RN AR 5 0 T e 23 52 B S AR
WA EAE RS o 5 5, PRI R
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M HAERAFM A2 AR, Bk
525 (] RE 1 b B0 3 2 Bt 4 % 1) 1 1T 5 R
(Neuburger et al., 2011; Palejwala & Fine, 2015);
T 1 e 77 0 M 5 22 S DR AR IS BT S (Hyde &
Linn, 1988), XA fE 5N W EREA —E X R
(Hines, 2011; Kimura, 2002), % & A #0A A 1 /R
5207 WA BRI, A R 31) PN 430 7K ST 1Y 72 A K
2x 52 M HN ATRE 1 19 M 5l 22 5 (Berenbaum &
Beltz, 2011; Herlitz et al., 2013), M4h, MR
IR 4 Y RO 52 B AR 5 P O 58 B AR T AR 5 e
(Nielzirn & Cesarec, 1981). X TZ kil WU4E
N L o 156 4 T S SRy ik 2, i 53 4k 22 1)
JC i3 22 5+ (Robazza et al., 1994), %% I, 4FidE S
PR 0 28 B F AT R 23 52 e ol 2 AR S A R I
ZIIBY SRR, BAELMEM & RO, KA RN
XA R SEEAER], AT TR
152 MEHIxELAEER

ML SR XS AR R 5 el ] R 2 Bl )
SRS KRB A2 5. |, B
2 B TR BN A 55 R AR TR BE O B 22
(Upadhayay & Guragain, 2014), 7[4350 A4 3
TES A AR BRSO B EHAL 5
Ry R B L (Voyer et al., 2017; Wang et al.,
2013), MiZcHAEES .« B, 100277 T 5 L
(Halpern, 2012; Loprinzi & Frith, 2018; Stoet &
Geary, 2013), X AIHE S KIGLEHY . PEECER DL
M EN S %5 R & A 5= (Miller & Halpern, 2014), It4h,
T AR AN TR 55 169 DA R i 2 AR A A 1 ) 22
Fo WA LMRRELMMER T 012 IR
TEPEARAE J) (Rizou, 2020; Wu & Shih, 2021), Zifdi
BYEAETE B IMEF T ER S 730, ROV Z 18 (Jing
et al., 2012), X REJE T B M2 T 5 Bt
B MIAEZ 324 55 h (an, 3 P AT AR,
W 5 SR A D5 MR SR BB 47, X Lo Pk A 2 5

3 3BT AR 36 (Purdue pegboard test, PPT) [ Tiffin T 1948
AR, IR A et A 4 A TR AP HEFL R Y
A, #ATEF. BRERmRE, ZiXERERER, 308
WA T Z2F BAFE, 1K 1AK% 4T 7%
AHEAETHR AR R /NFL N, DA 5 R i A 5T F 3 B0
R EE 3R, BOFHEUE Ry m R E . i %
BT H AT i B Rz Zh i Re M e 2 gh iy RAg vk, B
RUFIERUE

M (Nobre et al., 2018; Rodriguez-Negro et al., 2021;
Taheri et al., 2022), 2 0], & 5K # FHEE
INRI T B, SERiFR et 2 48 6 3T 155 28
RIS S A EAER, ARSI o — 22 R
P 5 55 28 R A B LA H R T VR .
153 MERIxKRALHEFEBK

L IR A AR I ROR v RE & 2 B S
KB ZE A7 LR BAR R . & 2, BEM%
P 22 8] A 78 R 21 3R 10 T 1k 22 57 (Weiss et al.,
2003), GIFERMLBEZS TS, R E 2 m
Fiiuf, 55 DU SR B A TR £ 0 BUE B 1 A
S ARR, BRI E Z WM, T Lt )
FEI L BUM I 3l (Clements et al., 2006), HH ik i
BRI, FEEEIN TALSH, BHRRH
A BRI, T Lo D B 22 SR U
% (Gaab et al., 2003), X 7] 85 HHXF P A (A KN
2SR K, LMWK Z 0] Y % 8 AT L 5
T (Preis et al., 1999). Dbk, ¥ 4518 463040 @ 1
B W7 5 P ) A O, LR B AR St A7 AR
PERNZE S . W FH IR R TEWATS, Lt
FEL TG 301 22 A R ) [ B 8%, B e D 2 Sk A 2
BRIIE (Altenmuller et al., 2002), XA GEEH T«
PE7E A B AR S T T B B MR T 2 1
25 RIS AR AL R = BT (Koelsch et al., 2003) .
154 tEHIxfIMTH

M SR A AR B AT R 32 5 Sk
HEZ BN, &%, WHIGES M52
SRR S04k 2 5 (Miller & Halpern, 2014), i
o R B A= R AR E M 22 5%, DA
R L PR 5 5 3 (Reilly, 2012; Stoet
& Geary, 2013); AN[EERLAEFIEE . OIFER I H
A ME ) 22 55 KN AN A ] (Penner & Paret, 2008;
Reilly, 2012), Bb4h, BT ER, &FRIESH
TN M 53 22 S5 R SCAR T 5 (Lee & Hu, 2014), H.
SCAb 25 X Lo M T AR Y R I A IR R T O
FRVEA, TR 5T AR T B BSE I (Hu & Lee,
2016), HLFLAFE SR JE TV U fl B8 Ak,
TN TP 7 Bk VA TE R R, HL Ak A TR 2
ey e 5B MR S LB (Miles et al., 2016),
X AT RE S R RS L SO iR ) R 15 2 R
UAIP= A 2 S T R A ISR R, PR e A 5 R
— 2 B S SR R s BAE A

g5 L, ARBFSOR SR FI S AL, B
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SEFLAR RN A BIL, O AR SO PRI A S B
et o

2 MRAE

21 XEHRESHIE

AR R I ZESE SRR E Web
of Science. PubMed. ProQuest A, {ii 3¢ A 41
4 (“Mozart effect” OR “Mozart music” OR “music
effect” OR “classical music”) AND (cognit* OR
intellig* OR spati*)#EA7 R 2R, [A]if HI4 s R4
RIVEHATR AR T, A8 SCBAR RS . T .
ySUI I < DS 5 S EE 2 0 e A DA e o
P e 2 0S4 SRR I DA K B A
ARIG R G5, il I OC B 1) 41 A (S AL AR
OR “ZEFLFFE K7 OR “iy HL5 JR” OR “FSRAWI)
AND (A% OR % Jj OR ZE[RNIEATR R o it
I, X £ R R G SCEE 1 2 7% SCEREA T LT
R, KRR IEHIY 1993 45 1 & 2022 4F 9
H, FERIOCHK 2057 Fi

22 XEMANSHRARE

TR LUT SR SCHRIEA TR L« (D)RFFE L0
A S (W M R ) RN BR 2 (W At AR/
7 BB SRS, QMR TR )T UL AR
RO FN R I Q)RR G 3 il R AR, HEBR
X N S HAL S Y SL 88 A5 (4I5S R TP CER
W S)EEAR =B, PAFHEBR AR LA 2,
2.3 XHmBSREITE

YNSRI LA RRIE AT g i (W35 1)
(D) SCHRAE BB — AR R+ R RAERY); QA
Q)X R ZAL (B E G PR (6)#i4E
W4 I 4R IR A RS B (7)) AT 55 2650, (8)F Sk
1 2 B (5 S e R 5 AR ), ()RR S REry B
W(E R SRR - B UL); (10)32 551 4E
TE (AL RIGLIR) o G oS40 AT B0 - A it 11y
LA ST REAR Ry B RN ST RE A SR AT — K,
v IR — i SCHER A A T 2 AN SRR, T 43 ) % g
HEAT St

SCHk I PEAS SR FB T 19 Jadad &% (Brouwers
et al., 2005), PPN MEEE: (1)2 7 RS>
2 R AR IR BEHLAL T R (0~2 43); ()2 75 I XU v
RARTFE (0~2 41); Q)EAfid st H 5%
VIt BL(0~1 43) o S5y i BRI /A A 21, 15345

KRB RIS SCHR n = 2025
« ¥ n=1097
B 3 n=928

FHoph Ty IS SCHR: =32

v

|

EHEREFECHER: n=1241

wsii

5| PBEAMEA R, HERRS EE0R

Y

" JE SR SHRHEIIBITE (n = 954)

PITRE RIS SCHR: n=287

P

HEBR IR (n = 196):
o K FANAUES (n = 24)
* PFRXRIERR (n=50)

Y

> o JESLTERFGE(n = 62)

o LI W SR (n = 16)

o R AT BRI R B (n = 18)

* HoAh (TR REA/ TR A L) (n = 26)

A BAPWATCHTCER: n=91
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PREEF &5 Wyl S5 SR LAY 2R BRI . 5T SO Y T 3 BT 2247

TE 0~5 4322 (8] o SCHik gt ) A R0 32 2230 2 P A
Wi E G 2 BB 3 EH) N —8kit 1%
52, AR, PIALgISHE I — kR 92.50%.
24 BERSH

WK R 1 metafor fHEATIC0 0T, LA
bRUEAL I %22 Hedge’s g MR & (Vollestad et al.,
2012), /It REAE 521 0.20, 0.50, 0.80
(Cohen, 1992), X4 g BUIEERT, Fem LU0 0Tl 8
ARG BINEME 55 R LT B 5. S5 TR
RS M2, RO o AT Al 25 PR A A 0% Bt
PR 2 MR, A58 R F R L2800 155 0 1
SRR RN, R O (HA PAEX R Bk T
S BTIERG I o W ERTE S B B AT RER I, X ar2E
A (AR B M0 SOt 5 B AR B EUNY
X} HRAH ST | NS 55 2 B0 T A el BROMEAT 3 21
3T, W SRR I (R R AR L AT RIS T i)
AT TC B ST . BEAb, R ER R A B R AR AR
5 SR E AR i 22 M A EAE . b T, “H
0 Bl A0 B e I U DA R B L RRRL
IF 777 A B 08 T AN AS [ 2 156, RoF 33 P A4 AN [ AL )
PIRCR &, RAMMABEZ. HEENAN 91
T SCHR T 075 28 (14 B % 1 2l B2 4 S LR AL 1 A
5% o FoUR, RS A LI B K I 4 An & AR AR Ak, 5
FH B U0 B S R B R S U A o BB R Bh ik )
BOR L R S R BG4 . MR AR,
MG I gt g - M R U 1RO 1

ARG B 235 SR ) R P D B AR S T BB R W T 43
e SPE T 7 S WA, 0 B — Ik AT U
Zr#r(Morgan et al., 2018), [ 38 33 5200 1 40t
W s HmEMmmEEm S MegERME
(difference in fits, DFFITS). J&EiiE (Cook’s
distances) . 3 J5 22 ¥ (covariance ratios) . hat {H (hat
values) FIAL FE (weights) B4k T HE LA K SR bR £k

[ um

SR

/ ok
K=12;g= o.m
/ K=14g=034

K=9,g=022 -
BRI

5% 2% (summary externally standardized residuals)5F
FPERE 56 45 111 | (Viechtbauer & Cheung, 2010).
WAh, A ST A T 31 B RLR & 4> 7 8K (fail-safe
Number, Nfs)£; 5 A 2 faf

3 &R

31 EFAFHA A/ ST

WEFE L 3RATA ROCHR 91 R, 9N 172 4~ phar
SRR, B 7159 Ak, R4 Jadad 734
HISBMEN 2.42 4 FEBEHLAOS A o, SRR
I SRS 0.44, O AR E/KF(0 (169)
=506.63, p < 0.001), P {H>} 70.76%, FHEIR
i HE R A B E 5 Bk . SO A, HE
AT —MEAR G Y g (TE 0.39~0.45 ZIAIIF5h(p <
0.001). FZM J1oAr Bow, 4 WFFEHS: A7 7
o EHERX 4 MREEE, REARINERE ¢
B4 0.36 (95% CI[0.24, 0.49], p < 0.001), XFH
Ty ML AR R XA AR A AT 55 2 IR B
(ERTE OIS
32 EERREAKRE

Ik R, SOV AE R TR ERDE By Hieh
150 M43 A T RO BN, & AR A Y T RE
B, REEFRE Nfs A 13305, 284 I FE
(5K+10, K FRmr Ok &), AP DAL
15 W 8 & F A AR5 1] R
33 AMFEENHINEREIEE

PR HLE BE e BT g SR an (B 3): B
Ja AU E R H B35 (g=1.29, k=15, p < 0.001),
08 . MDA AR ¢ = 0.34 (k =14, p <
0.001), FBAMFT Fg SLI8 N I #o 2R 24 1F 7 22 I A
S AE STFLARR RN PR OGRS Y ROR
g=0.28 (k=12, p = 0.036); M4 HF5E BN 32
FEM R R E R, BURE g=0.22 (k=9,p=0.104),

-, >

SRS

K=15g=129

B3 PRPLE] XA 8OCR
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A LB AT, B s Ul 0 RO K T Y
DMLY AR (g 1.29 > 0.34, p = 0.045),
PHL O 4 ) sh 1045 B B A 0 I SRR
34 LA, XEERSTEEASH

SR TR 56 AN [RTBIE 92 R80T /N 25 55 1) T RS U,
BEATIELH 5307 . eIl A 434 5 22 EARE I 40, 4
2 PR, WBORRR SRR, T oML W4 43
B s 2, b Bl R i R T A
R(g: 0.64 > 0.27, p = 0.018); PEFIXF il L35 FR 1Y

N RCR R B 38 (p = 0.201); AE#YBEXT
B AR AR ERUR S e B (p = 0.002),
3~6 S A LE MR R R K (g = 1.10), B
NRCREE/ Mg = 0.24) WERRIHFIEE, A
BB R B KT N BT (g: 0.48 > 022, p =
0.037); A7 M PGB8 BR 1 500 B B 2 KT Ze M £ 34
ER(g: 0.44 > 0.08, p=0.019), FREHIF(p =
0.207). XFRRLHZER (p = 0.837) LA Bl AT 55 25 41
(p = 0.325) 4L M) 22 T oA TR B i E M KT

K2 JTXEIBREHZMEER: TASRMZEERSHT

BB M 95% E(F X A

BAISE S el k (95% confidence interval) 0 2 (%) »
g TR R
o i 53 0.64 0.36 091  508.34 94.64 0.018
HhE 115 0.27 0.15 039  609.24 87.71
P i 21 020  —0.01 0.4l 48.12 56.25 0.201
4 26 0.70 021 118  243.26 95.05
A B HrHEE W ILEG~6 %) 21 1.10 0.51  1.69  336.69 97.32 0.002
AR HHIL#E(T~12 %) 13 0.56 0.06 1.07 114.36 89.51
HAHEA3~17 %) 15 0.40 0.16  0.64 59.16 79.95
YN ED VAR 119 0.24 0.13 036 576.85 86.77
szt 2 ] 101 0.48 031  0.65 670.09 91.36 0.037
4K 67 0.22 0.07 037  402.36 89.42
AR s 88 0.45 0.27  0.63  728.49 92.67 0.207
et 80 0.26 0.12 039  344.27 85.96
Xt R 2R oy R 109 0.38 020  0.57  968.33 93.63 0.837°
H il 24 0.15  —0.05 036 14124 85.91
Ty St [ R AR 6 0.10 -024  0.44 7.14 29.41
W L A T 60 0.34 0.15 053  421.01 91.97
Mol I—SE AR R R 12 0.41 039  0.78 91.69 87.24 0.162°

U=l 7% 5 AR (Fa ki) 22
T4 BRI o R 11
TR 4 iy L AR — R 2

LS 25 A 69
I 52 0 29
EEALS 16
e 55 36
g 7
A A 11
RN e Bk 35

ik 72

0.43 0.02 0.83 166.25 95.97

0.93 0.13 1.73 114.28 94.06 0.507°
0.24 -1.31 1.80 19.28 94.81
488.19 90.80 0.325
113.43 84.51
124.57 90.10

185.95 89.76

0.47 0.29 0.66
0.07 —0.14 0.28
0.52 0.02 1.02
0.45 0.22 0.69
0.13 —0.02 0.29 3.11 0.00
0.32 —-0.27 0.91 184.90 96.80

116.17 78.92 0.019

569.33 91.90

0.08 —-0.08 0.25
0.44 0.26 0.63




%12 BRENF 45 Wity S SR B SR BRI 7 T SCECHLARR AR 1Y T 4 BT 2249
iR 2
RO T 95% 75 X ]
FAITNESES A k (95% confidence interval) 0 I (%) P
g TR B
B SRR L 7 2.69 228  3.10 7.43 17.40  <0.001
M- FLRGE L 3 012  -0.84 1.08 5.94 69.74
AP AR 2 024  —0.01 0.50 0.27 0.00
LR 14 -0.04  -0.28 0.21 40.57 72.39
FYE-RTE B L E 6 047  -0.57 150  29.55 88.26
P ELdGE B L 3 034  —0.56 1.24 5.52 65.63
T A E 2 0.34 0.08  0.60 0.28 0.00
- 10 0.09  -0.10 0.27 9.94 11.09
AN B < PRt 10 1.78 0.78 2.78  179.43 94.76 0.005
Al o - 5 9 030  —033 093 3528 85.25
Y~ bk 16 0.04  —0.12 0.19  25.66 35.26
HME BBk 12 0.19 0.03 035 12.48 1.61
INAUT 5288 Lo M- iR 7 -0.15  -0.59 030  28.32 82.76 0.217
P B — ] 3 0.11 -0.19  0.42 10.68 46.48
L PE-Z [HAA 10 1.04 0.09 1.20 152.10 95.98
P2 A 5 -0.06  —0.34 0.21 5.01 4.94
LIRS 4 2.15 1.19  3.11 8.14 64.98
BRI 5 4 1.28 0.00 2.56 14.46 80.60
=B IR 3 0.14  -0.08 0.35 0.24 0.00
T =R R 3 0.07  —0.20 0.34 2.34 0.00
4 P2 A PE 2 049  -026 123 1.84 45.68
FVE—ZE G P i 2 049  -0.02 0.99 0.11 0.00
HhFAkakx 7ok 10 -0.04 -0.33  0.25 29.55 76.26 0.036
el YA Bk 10 1.04 0.09 199 152.10 95.98
T8k 10 012  -0.09 033 13.36 33.02
B4 LR 5 -0.06  -034 021 5.01 4.94

Tee ke ARSI HOR ARG I R AR L i e R AR o e A T AR A 2 IR 2 SR il
AR A O AT )5 vl 38 A 5 A (TG ) P 21 2 ] 19 2 S R 5 © RRURIG 2 oy A 8 S — i 30K 45 T G 4 oy L8 AR —i Bk 41

[ Y 2 S AG

TEACEH AR, 5545 W B A9 A8 JAE
W3 (p<0.001): 7 M ARG E B L @A #R
PSR THROR T ™ (g = 2.69), X iz 810 5
TR A (g = 0.47); X BAFE T k5 2ok
B JLF- 0] DL ZBE AN, B2, FAh b 5
WA H AR E (p = 0.005) : Ty L SR [ 4Pk
AN 2R BE A B FHRCR I 5 T A E Lok, X 55 ok
VR KRR 22 5o RS R AR 3k 5k i 28 6
YRR RE B 3 (p = 0.036): X PEM &, & MF IR

XA JE AT FERIAT 55 B AR HEEH, =T 54,
T B SR I R e 2 R AT 55 R B R T
INAME S KA SN EERARAREEQP =
0.217)o JCIEIEAH 25 S BoR, SEFLAFEN B R/
FABE L RN . FEAR RSB & B
WAR (BT p > 0.160),

4 itig
AR TEA T B TER T B R A 2 2 )
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9 G 2 S BEFLRR RN A 7= A= ML, 525 I TE Y
P AR B SEHT I T AT AL B R R R
AR A, AN SCHY # BE X S LR 3800
HATHYT, M —iE R4 R R T R Har
58, PRHCASWE T N SCA% A B Xof B L AR 800 54 7
SRS B, Bk, AT & B S AR g
% W AR AT AR, ERCRER /Mg =
0.36, p < 0.001); FE )5 sh iy SR & KT (A
FEI OB - U S 20 53 BT 5 52 AR SR ol
B AR E R B A SERCR AL T AN E g, B
rh [ 2R B A HERCR B 4 ol U SR TS
BRI L B TN R A SR R A, XTI B
B E ML IEROR P AE, X AR 5 2 552 AT L
ZWEARTE; SCE BT AR 55 BT R ek ek
BEWT Tl R SIARER B Z B KR
41 HEFRIGAMRABRERLR

ARITCor s RAETE T SRR ROV A AE, B
S BRRUE AR & RS PEAR L, ol M AR RS
FRFEIAR L, 285 R 5 R SRS Y 45 2R —
ﬁI(Aoun et al., 2005; Rauscher et al., 1995), 5
HIEA R TC /M4 R AHEE T (Hetland, 2000; Pietschnig
etal., 2010), AR H B &80, JEARIT AR
45 SR AR RE 7 A B T o el oty g5 SR 0 T LA
P& A5 (B M B L1 0 12 55 N A1 T BE (Ferreri,
Bigand & Bugaiska, 2015; Rauscher & Shaw, 1998),
FL 2] DL B AR R AE Y A A2 RIC 12 (Fang
etal., 2017), B 24 AFRE N sE AR 14
% (Cacciafesta et al., 2010; Perlovsky et al., 2013),
A Z R AR 2R D AT BE 23 XA 55 77 2R T
(Furnham & Allass, 1999), XA BESHIRTWR, &
FER/N . BB THRERT L . & A7 55 R A G
(Mammarella et al., 2007), [FH}, ¥FAf 8, AJC
I3 HT I R 3 O 1o UG PRSI, 45 2R i RS PR BT,
X M R RE S e — e R iR A&
WOARNAE 55 14 G, B4 ATEERI .
42 EIFHNEFEVLE

SEALRRRON Y P AR L R AT A7 AP SR
R, B S DR ROR B T 0 SR e
Ui, BRI R BB R T AN
¥, 5 Rauscher 1 Shaw (1998)H W S AH—2 . /A
THILLG IF B R sh AR B 58 K 732 W
DNty B AR A 4 T R TR S R 55
BB, 7T K B2 )2/ trion £%(Leng et al.,

1990)f# B¢, H3 4 trion LAY, Wr 35 AR FIFAAT 55 (B 4T
5545 FE ALY Pl 22 R S, SR T S T A 1Y
“H A 3 nl Re SR A ) B RE ) R Y O B
(Rauscher et al., 1995; Rideout et al., 1998) . TAHI#f
2 B2 T T 5 A Ry 3 — 5 U R A TR o
fMRI 5 EEG BF5 &8, SELAE & RIS 1528
4T 45 #H 5& /) fiti [X (Bodner et al., 2001; Suda et al.,
2008), BEML S| EL A FI (1) 3% 57 ) (Sarnthein
et al., 1997); SCFLIEE SRR AT LA K 52 5T 2
REFIZC M2 (Lin et al., 2014), ¥ o 5 v BB
W25 LA B oo % B B 3 (Verrusio et al., 2015), [A]
B £ il 25 15 2 4T 45 B8 A9 32 1 (Jausovec et al.,
2006), H y W BDA 0 st 5 & AR IR ¢
(Bhattacharya & Petsche, 2001); —jii ERP fiff 57 i
N, AR TRES, A gOR 7 1 W 138 4R
] N2 3 MR, Ry L SRS 5R T A Y T
&t 2 (Caldwell & Riby, 2007), L4 Mk
FHOPE IR EZ B, IRATLE DA 5 A3 E
AP SR RE IR S AT TS 1012 . AR AN A AF
16 RE 1 22l S, IR R AE T W7 B LA o SR A
RN o 55 v B, JIEALATA R4S, fEEA
HUWEZ, A KA 2] AL E £ (Mualem et al.,
2021), i, S54GRS IERE TR, HEA
BlU T AR B SRR T R A ISR . A,
Ao 358 e B U AE — E PR L AR B T AR
Fro BT SR TT LA v e R K P B ) B4
rh, ECE AT AR BRI 25 D AR 2E A 0 R 3
(Thompson et al., 2001), TEAWFIT HiZ BRI RIEK
R ERE/NMg = 0.34), HRFIREKTF, X
B B 482 00 13 e R 008 ] BB S 2 i R S LA RN 7
F) P — SRR AL, H N REHERR O 5% AT IR A
M R 5NV SC R TR AE R
43 #WilfERMEILfSR A TIER
431 FRERESHINZEEA

AER BT R, R FE R
Xt 3~6 B ILE NI R EVE B, X HAE
NPEHEAE IR /N, X — KIS Pietschnig % A
(2010) M T AT B 45 AR, AT TACHS AR 6 B 43l
JLEE AL PIZEHEAT LA . XA IS 19 2205 =
AIREZ AN T ARTEAS R & TR B B i & AR IA
8 7 B R i T BB M Ty T Y 25 S (R, #E AT,
2010), MHECT AN, JLEE R BIRY K B ] 58
4 (Merzenich et al., 2014), 7£xX—BFHIAM I 6E
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Heid & B (Brown & Jernigan, 2012), UNAJRAS40 %}
TR CHINTE 3~6 B CRE £, 2020), N
WHMEE R, HMAETE 6 ZME&RsT
I Y 95% (Giedd & Rapoport, 2010), i EEHF
SRR, XFEEiy )L (6~7 ) PR HEPIARE 1Y & SR I 2k
(2250 5k A, An/NER BRI b 4 357 ) W] 3 SO KA
244 % 75 Ak (Habibi et al., 2018), HN34T8E BEALi4
R R | IR I S B e oA v (5 B 5T 1Y
5. K AR (B &ty SRR AT & SR )X 2
WILE MRS . MRFIE S I ERA LA
F B E ISR Jaschke et al., 2018),
ZEHAE T R, AR B 5 0 i 22 TAE
FRE, RN 3~6 S LE ISR
efE, Homw TR B ILE, mix 335 D4
BCAF S AR BRI, 55 M R A 38R 1R B
A, AR AR 3~6 B ILEMBRERE
SV e s BN 55, B S m A [ AR BE ) i)
PR 22 5 25 DRLAE I 9 728 A T AR AR 1 R il e . 7EN
it fed #rh, BTG IMEITA, A BT EA
FNEE 7 5 P #(Ruigrok et al., 2014), B4 T
2% [R] AR B ) £ i 1 25 (Rl e K, oM ml g
T 5 1 25 AT 55 U1 2k b 4 e e PR (T 2, KRR,
2000), X 7] BE T B L B AE %S () 4 B 5 9B )
IV, PRI, T SR A A IS S B
Hh, ok A TAEICAZ) TR R WAl g IR 2%
P, A LER ZHE KRR T HESA L,
2021)0 3 BGIX — 22 5 14 i D AT A 5 R £ B Xk
B R IURS D S AN [R), 2 B0 vy 35 SR A D S {1,
6145 Dt AT #E 58 AT 55 B b 53 4% R A 0 (B 5
2007).
432 HIIXUERREHIINZEER
PIEWFIE AN, ATEEX R A A & ey
5T I AR A A BRI D 4 (Juslin & Sloboda,
2011), T3k o i 45 SC A — SO AT L8 i gl et |
R EFERE S (di Muro & Murray, 2012; Zhu et al.,
2009), 123 (i P AT o B AR AR T A 1A 4
IH7 Az A A (Kosta et al., 2013), HBES A
IR B A TR U A I (Demorest et al., 2008;
Mohan & Thomas, 2020), SRR K, i
B AR % e A AR N 2 e T A R
X5 UAERREERA— ., — TR RS &
IR BE XN HIE Sh By 52 . A 98 E N
MERER S S SFHNEES, AT

SRS H7 58 AT 55 (Perham & Vizard, 2011), M
82 5 N A 3% B & 5 (Perham & Sykora,
2012), FEAHEGE, A0 B AT R Fo b R gl
PR M IR, XTT RE SR AT LS . BEAR
B & 5 24 0 (Dai & Marshall, 2021; Ferreri,
Bigand, Bard et al., 2015), MM E #35 5R%F
o E B AR S RCR AT, 3X 5 Perham 48 A RYAF
53 F—Z (Perham & Sykora, 2012), IAh, ARHF5T
I % B AN SCAR TS S 38 VR P S 3 A A i
RSN R o o S5 SR o [ 2Pk ) 9 i
RMOREAE, XWREFEANLHEETEEESS S
SR 3 B B 4535 SR (Suh & Park, 2011), H
AW SR B R R L = AR JER A LA G
i B 396 2 v 3 J 2 & T 8 M (Diaz et al., 2011),
M, TS SRR R L Y R R SR e R
44 TG EXEILSFRMAATIER
441 INAMESER, EAFKPERSESN
ZEIEHR

B K AN AT 55 2 2R i b 3 0890 oty i
TARSINMBIM R, (HR A5 2 A 3 FE X
N AT BRI TR G BB, RHEER IR
ER B, GEERIESWIRERERTLEY
BRo &R S LA SIEF Y — 2 (Aheadi et al.,
2010; Overman et al., 2003), 1375 T2 ERIEE R
Yo T E 5K 525 B 55 B0 52 [/ — -2 8k,
H—ARERAE0E 5 55— 21 3kE 3 i 82D sl 41
4 5 (Kinsbourne, 1974), B It 54 LRI GE %5
VI OC Y 23 (B4 45 7T 8 32 21 & Ak W U0 1T A 32
B, M52 PERDIRRAH AR 55 (A 3 . A0
i) W AT fE 52 2] 7 1A 52 W (Dong et al., 2022;
Kaempfe et al., 2011), IANHIFFZERL2E 1 HH A 5%
R, BEFLRR S RS T I A Bk X,
k3% T 25 4T % £ Pl (Rauscher et al., 1995); 3%
SREAETE W & AR I A W LU 22 i 58 S % BR, I fE Rl
O PR M A 58 5, 0 S S8 AN A 26 Dt )
1L 4 (Aheadi et al., 2010), AT WL, 35 5RASVE I
A—EiE AT A AR R SIS, Hak
R RE 2 BN EPE BT A R It 77 A 28 5%, ABESE
WIS AE AT A7 2 BRAT 55 s ] LA 25 3 2 W oy
W ROR P R B, I TR ST 22 BRAT 55 W A 2
BB % .

HAN, AW KB, (1555 0 38 5
TERIAR R, XATHESE K A H & R i 1 51 25 5=
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MAETEG DL . A ARZWFFEIESE T ARSI AGIA
& EAFTE 7% 5% (Ruigrok et al., 2014), {H-4L.4 ©F
SR, N SRR rh M 25 AR/, H
PAE /D ECAANE S i (Ardila et al., 2011), i ASHF
GO RNV 2, X REAE — 2 R 159
TR 2R SR, Ph3ielak 5 M50 22 B4R
FHE . XL PR, b B SR A 2 R AT 55 1Y
PRREVE B35 R T 22k ek, WA MA RS A
BRACR B2 SR . T ARG A Bk
LR S BAT 45 A N W, w2, &tk
APPERECR I WE KT B, B B SR
M A [RIA N BE ) 1 S0 v AOR el . A KT
5826 W 93 1k 19 25 [ IN 0 BE 148 T 2 Mk (Doyle &
Voyer, 2016; 30K, X, 2014), (A5 Z403 25
15 B EARREERTE 6 S AEHBEBR LI, M
XL A B F WA Bl R DT,
2013), 55V (4 A0 BB A 5 4 SR I R U5 0T 2%
AR F A, rERRR R g2 Big, 1
PR A, X AT AR T T o e SRR A EE A
HEHLRE S 052 KT B B (R 5, 2014), J)
— AT RE MY A R, AR o MR T R
WS I AT 55, FUR T 5 % 19 AR W) e AR 0 2
N LI T T (2 ) o0 385 G 5 B 45 Ay ) P A i )
B 4m 5 (Mcguinness et al., 1990), M5 &P
AR BRI BENE IR (Gilleta et al., 2003), F2, Zoik
] 8 32 20 B ED 52 8 (AN AN 25 TR0 4F: 55 )
T 7E 8 4723 18 A HUE 45 1 5 72 2B AT 45 2 (Doyle
& Voyer, 2016), &R LIHEMBATECRS, M IE#E
2P (Panteleeva et al., 2018),
442 LIZITEE

SHG BT I T VR L, LR
SMOR A B HF KT 4 N, Rauscher Fll Shaw
(1998)INhy, — LS PRy B3R, Wil & T 21
VERE . MM AR R BUDUT | AR SC 0 FE 45 46
A B2 XS B 45 R 7 A AN R 1 sE e, JF 4R R 5
BEFLRRRINY AN KA FH AT -5 W, B oA R 2
PR B AN, TS SRR . X2 R
AT 3 SR R 5 AR R I (€ 45, 2013),
[ Rt R B E S, —RARBHEZ RN Z
AR A Z —(Krumhansl, 2002); & 5485 7T LLF=
kG2, WaFELWT AR 2 (M 45, 2022),
PH MR A DG B LR RN S B v, S AL T AR
WK 2 T FL M R 4, RN AR T X 5 4

AEFIMAR 3835 SR 1% 26 (Schaerlacken et al., 2019), i
TAS [R] 35 A0 e R ) SR B S TR B B X, %o
HORMARR 20 B . g4z . A 3R RN
BN T AR, SCEE, 2017), X AR &Rt
— B B ], X 2 I FE S R AR, AN 55 4k
IS 225 BEAh, AP R BE g
U 5k 22 1R B ] (R B, A 25 5 7 A 9% 55 34 0y 55
THWF M (Anderson, 2002), M HI 55wy S5 2 X6}
INAVE R ROR o PRI, 25 R d ieit, W AE
HF IR SR A A Al 25 R T 3R AR A B TA N 43
fE55, AT BRIS B AN, 73 FMA AT 7EAS [R] S 46 4%
PR IE]E] b 24 /Nt L b, SR AL R 3
443 BERMERIGFE

HARBEIT MR AR DR
IR, BRERS G HNARBEIE . 3G T
(Nemati et al., 2019; Wahn & Koenig, 2017), 1Mij%G
FE RS, (AR R KR T E
REMHETHRRARBERTERETRAET, X
5 — 20 B 58 45 B A — B (Rey, 2012; Shek &
Schubert, 2009). A fig i B2 56 2 & AR AEAE 55 T 4
ZHTELAE AR, BAR R LI A AT, HAd S
T BCE AR R ) 22 ) 72 55 (Silva et al., 2020). 73
PR R AR R AR TR RO T1E
FHIMERE SR A . il HOR BRI
SRl 52 AT BB AT 5 B, T S AR AT RER A AT
SR, S RN T 56 R 5 SR 8B (Levinson et
al., 2012), A] DA$R T8 30 R4 1 38 R IR EROR
T A 55 19 T B RS (Kiss & Linnell, 2021); i
B IR 55 0 W TR B R GE T R A RE T A b 58
B, AE BT RN SABEET), EESRU
(Gonzalez & Aiello, 2019), Mili*FHC1Z 5 %) 38
RN AT 5 72 4 T 30(Du et al., 2020), T FAEA
SCHAMTRR T, AR — RS 55 R &G
T MES TR R R A 55, HARBRSR I B
L5112, ¥ R WAT 55 M2 R B R A B &) 4,
Rk, TG 2R AR 2 BN 5 0T 55 X BE ffse
HAHT . ARSRBFFEAE N E B 2R 2l S W 7k
B4, B ENWHM, FTEEGEFHFEERR
L%
444 FTHRARE

W R S AREFER . dEE R RIESRM
AR AR LFD S A X R, HR S BLIE 0 B, U
S A bl 3 3 AR A R A AR B AR 3 — e Y
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PETEAE T o H vty B O 5 i B0 BRAICR iR
(g = 0.38), ERHBA T KA, UL LS
SRR IR T R A L (AR
—RRJE, X ZREET 109 MM RURE .
JUTHEARF ISR, A L DAE R 5T 43 7 58 AJ
RECR A LMRCR, S5 B r 5, i — L0
W7 A b 5 SR I 4 S AL RBOR TE AR, AW 5T S 4y
B A BT R o3 oy B R 25 AL R BT, R
UL IR A A TR R R I 25 26 10, I 43 BT H A&
FI 5 BR R X R RO e, & IR 13 4 oy
RS EREON BRI S RO B (g = 0.93), TTH K
% 26t M R S R RN IR RO B/ (g = 0.24),
AL | R T L AR BE S A AR B Y
NHIER I, X5 R a1 BB 4 AR DGR 45 2R —
BBREET 45, 2022), B T AU IS 40 B —dy
B i& (the Broaden-and-build Theory of Positive
Emotions) (Johnson et al., 2010),

SWrEAR A ARAR L, S AR AR AR AN R
B(g = 0.34), H5MARFIRATCH LBA K
(g wwin = 0.41 vs g xmn = 0.43); M, SHERE
ARXSRR, o i SRR BRI R AU (g = 0.10),
X AT DA AAS ] 5 2 15 445 e 7R ] S e 132 75T 414 DX 531)
InCLf R . BT, b R S A R
S 18 DX A A Tl i A R A A ) ) SRR
HE RERETEEAM T BL A WA . KA
Uk JyERA b, AR RS B 58 S I A
ARAS, MR D SR 0 " R IR AR SRR
ZIAX TR S5RN  BAR S N, WE TR R
i L R B A R AR B 045 AL (TR IE T, 2020),
ELA I R LA K448 NSl 2 T L REHE
25 6] 58 1 0] BB VR T il F A9 7 22 (Xing et al., 2016).
It HWT AR AR B Aty i AR I IS R, W RS
SPEE A CRRE, RIEMRT), AREEH—E
&SRB SR R B, BT A & AR,
SRHETE {35 Hh i O (Bhattacharya & Petsche,
2005), BARVG I H RTEHA EZRH-LAE S
RNRIAAR R, T b RO AR 2 R I & By
8 T A A R CETRT AR, RS L R R
KT 25 50 7 KA L NRFR IR B E 2 AHZE L (B
EMF 2, 2022), HIXFF S RIENERH ™ 0
SRESH, TEE BRI R R AR, O R b R
TR LA T T TN T T, AR AR A R R
W2 50, Wk, 38 2 800K A URAE 7T A

S M SR b R AR A ER 8 1 R AR AL
o Y R
45 MIRBEXNERE

AW R T A g s LR RN, 8T
TCA AT R GEIPAR T o S SR X A0 3R I A2 A
o SEFLARRON 07 AR BL . TR TR T R R
ZHAEM. Bt 7w NS RS HE
ST, BRANT A AT AT R B, A B
T B VR Z Hb fift 225 T ol ML A s AR i HH 03X — [
B, TER 2, AW R T 6T RFLEE
AL Y AT SRR R A SR, N IRARITTIZ R
MIBE T MRl . DR K LRI T E R i
AU R MR B0 RN R/, /s T < EH R 30
PN e Ty ISR - N TS E N
R FT $2 45 B A 0 B TE T, HESIIEIT A AL
HE L ONHTRE 2 AR 2 RO A SR R BT SR S A
HINBEM R, RIEMHCEE M ARS8, It
A, BRIFFERAS TR R R, BIEg4
PRERAECRER] . AFI B . SCE TR LRI S5 IR
THERE (S SR R . SEg it 2 Al X IR 26
B NHUE S5 28 RO T SR AR Sl ) LUK S AR
A EAER, A BT 38 R Je i 5 FL RO B
FEFRIE, AR IR AETE B X MK
THE S R, RIFRERRM, RE W R
INIMR I EAG R HVER, RN A2 Z R R ZE 6 24,
e )LE P SOR R . RO 55X R Y
L= 8= O N G o € S N [ R O 4y = Y T
XU R NG RBE . B RIBIT H AR S,
THEMIILFE N R RME RBEREAEER XL,
FE LS R W R EE WS T8 G B S
KA, DA R PR b & 4% SR DA N T i 1 412
AR . RIBE, SXERIR AR 1278 45 S L AR )
A BESZ BRI IR S RS, T A . A HH
P B SR X N SN FIRE T s, PR SR
EHBEESHEBEZRENLR,

AHRBAEAERNRZL . B, RFREE
U8 T ol ML AR 7 0 P A R B A A R
IZAE R BB BRI S RIAM WG, K
R AT T L SRR DA 2R B K AR AR
Hk, AW BESREIT T SLFLRRRON 77 AR AL,
ARBEA A, WA RN EE R
At 4675 | 3B e T A T AR 2R DA R SR B, SR T IR A Y
SCHRZEA W5 S e 4 D0 22 1 R R A A, 3K — WS AR
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AW ARG BVGAE, AT N 3 — P R
e PR AE . )5, APTSIE A — ST
S PR ZR R T R AR A O TR WA T, RO
AT R R AR ST, T O A A
it HRM BB . 155 (k5 e 5L 28 1
(EE e S

5 #ig

AWFFER T BT A B (1) S5 2R %A
RIWAAB/PRHARR (g = 0.36); Q)HIELF D
WO S5 W B A A5 B T A ST S, B
RSB RCR R, B)AFHE . Ui R, S
Bt AR LA SAT: 55 %68 0L A AR (I8 3~ 2Rl AR 4
SCFLRRRL B9 R/, (RIS AF e . SOl 5
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Does classical music make you smarter? A meta-analysis
based on generalized Mozart effect
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Abstract: Over the last century, there has been a rapid growth in the empirical literature on the Mozart
effect. However, some findings have proven difficult to replicate, leading to a proliferation of inconsistent
results. To determine whether classical music enhances cognitive performance, explain the heterogeneity in
the results of previous Mozart effect studies, and explore how classical music works, we conducted a
meta-analysis based on a systematic and comprehensive review of the studies examining the effect of
classical music. We searched for Chinese and English studies from 1993 to 2022, and included 91 studies (a
total of 172 independent effect sizes and 7, 159 participants) in the meta-analysis based on our selection
criteria. Given that effect size could be influenced by participant characteristics (e.g., age, gender, cultural
context), we used a random-effects model. After coding the data, we used the “metafor” package (version
3.4.0) in R software to evaluate the total effect size of classical music and analyze the moderating effect.
The results showed that classical music improved cognitive task performance with a small effect (g = 0.36).
Additionally, the moderation analyses revealed that the strength of the relationship was moderated by age
group, cultural context, type of experimental design, and dominant hemisphere of the brain. Moreover,
gender interacted with age group, cultural context, and cerebral hemisphere. The direct priming hypothesis
was more robustly supported by this meta-analysis. Future studies are encouraged to further clarify the
regulatory variables of Mozart’s effect so as to promote a more rational and comprehensive understanding of
the impact of classical music, which could guide our approach to music education.
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