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Al #AEste] ARE dE F e °J;<4
Gource)®] EAAZ FAHE wls EAREY
Fzo]l o Fa3A 28 Aotk H4%
Aol FAh Ee WY UM olFA=

Tkl UWE %‘%k%

2 BRI APEe A
7] el e A77F TR K Frh(Wells,
Memon, & Penrod, 2006). THEZX S Z A W
Hcognitive interview) 7]Ho| 7] A A
Hol| A &HEtA AFRE 1 ) O W (Fisher, Milne,
& Bull, 2011), ol AARRS] =% §lo]
saz ANE + dE AIA @R
(self-administered interview) 7]%©] A& o] 1
T840l ASHAIMARY & AAY, 2016
Hope, Gabbert, Fisher, & Jamieson, 2014). ©]2]3gk
A 7HEe] FHe sAAERRH JEE

TR 2, 719

o Az=Aow HZE

= __)_
2 5E At e, B3 554
HAES 383t 719 dF f W?’l%

Vedder, 2009). 0]01] ﬂ]?l—@?_ Home moz)
@ A4 =B A gl BA )
Aol e BB

$3E Aolnt

H]—Ix«l _,J:L 501

7] Y3l Aekd 3 71x]

A
2 gl g By 99

= 310 PR [¢} % A

THSchacter & Loftus, 2013). =, <1417 35}
Hopoll A ZAE 7o) gk 21735
Z1Ael 71Z8to, T4 719 AR AHgE
ek eSS AMgSte slolth de W
HEE, 354 A7) ASHIMS), FFIL

d3hel A= O Wi Messier, 2004), THE-E 2
SHAoIAY AFA] olfFE FRA L&
ThsAol Woldith W, 59 wot & &5
(horizontal saccadic eye movement)S 51 o]
4 A3 715A LT sl i
s Q122 FANL 5 Y= HAA
ITHLyle & Jacobs,
2010). % EOF & 5 AAV} g,
ROUTE AFE slaA ger] HdEA

F{
e o

mZi 3

p

S0k = £ Bedl wo] $AYTS W
Gake Aol ohdeh 719 A& WA 3
B AEE WSk golgn FRts 97
Eol gtk <lB Sol, BA AARH o]
2 IS B =+ 250 W 3

NEE Bge 4

Haj & Lenoble, 2017). &3l E¢F ¥+ 252 3}
T B¢ S4stEna gzl dEe T
A5, AF = 949, FAHFS AT &
Dol Fo AdES 719 AR D=t
sty dA QUTkEdlin & Lyle, 2010).
olg3t A= o ¥ &%°] 7Y U=l
Fag Fof At AR g FFES vA
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es]
&
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&
)
o
3}
(e}
—
W
=

SIRE)©| ?——_15@715 SHoKLyle &
Jacobs, 2010). % = = &5 #d AP A
TN HHAEL 719 JAE AARE AAlsH
7] ARl 30z F AFE FHHoL LEDE
ol gate] AlZbA EFmE(e], ¥ H E& LED
e wet e 8 = = &F

ot A=l st 78 =

A AZA 7] (Christman, Garvey, Propper, &
Phaneuf, 2003; Parker, Parkin, & Dagnall, 2013;
Parker, Parkin, & Dagnall, 2017), 853t THof
EZ(]RZ} 5, 2012; Nieuwenhuis 5, 2013),
e AU Bk 22 FXE A H(Brunye,
Mahoney, Augustyn, & Taylor, 2009), HA7}5
717 AZeIUd 5, 2014 5 TR 739
719 AR e Fe oYtk = *

enhancement,

ael

ot >
>

EIE:
oA 719} AFE P 5 AL AN
o i 259 &

£ £9], Shobe 520092 E=&F o] 3
JREE W Aol miAE FFE A
P& w, = & 59 A7} 3EoNA A
e AL Har gaste] A 9oF A=A
ALHTE As #ET g8 dFME
5o % Y F ARto] dojFol uhet
a7} Faske Ao Atk Aol Hily

H — [ )
B 5o & 250) o3

ﬁ7 X} 7‘O-I 9_|)\Fo-|| D‘x|E o415k

A THLyle & Jacobs, 2010).

FA AR FARE W B F 2E
7IWe AR 99 dTES =% &
&0l FAAES] 7Y de FE
3 v As BAFATKASA «
45, 2016; Lyle & Jacobs, 2010; Parker, Buckley,
& Dagnall, 2009). A1 AAF AZ 30x &<t
o9 4 Eo & £ +UD WS
® & $EE A e s
=i b

h:_ol-gt,;]

i

3

‘rr‘—h‘

R 3T AN
(Lyle & Jacobs, 2010), = %<& F33 ALE
o] B33l & A H(misinformation)ol] _‘L_EH

Aol =7t g5l AXNE ARE
] AA &3} tHParker, Buckley, & Dagnall

2009). "CSJ, Jﬂ‘ﬂ 3 ”Eﬂcﬂl ojsf %l

+9 o i g0l YAHoz 719 3
28 WAL 5 A8 ANSE FAE0
F4 2 YA 2 740t et
A% Folth UEAA 71 F S ot
g3} 7} d(alternating  hemispheric
activation hypothesis) & =¢F i+ 25°] A= ©

FE| 719 AR Al o ®ol &3}
e wE I AEAEE SN,
ojZo] 719 A& FFE °olE F S A

‘@'WChristman S, 2003). ©] 7HEE 7]9fe
= FpiT AT G, dEdl=
Y90l B wol A= A7

fr
O

rm{eroz
& 4o o n
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2 R d(Nyberg, Cabeza, & Tulving, 1996)°l 7]
Hhsto], =oF & &9 o] F v Wk
o] WA FAEE oplstaL, olHT dEAE
of Axnz 733t 9 =3 #dEd 7)o A
Ho| w7t £XHo| ¢ B Ao ?l%ol
7Fssttkal Agkeit). o] JHEE wh 3
SAgo] 7|9 QAZEe] YIS wHth= %4
(Lyle, McCabe, & Roediger, 2008)2} £3}to]o] u}
gt 8 =oF ® 59 AWt 9y vEehdt
= @4g N 1 AR 2/ olHA = o
Hcorpus  callosum)@] 7|53 AAXo] HAHT
I A= Aol AthPropper & Christman,
2008). 1eju} Nk wap 243} JHEEE
o £ &5 FHAlE EFsta 719
Sl A FdH -’F— = HolA &= AN,
Brunye 5, 20092 AW3l7] ojfHus A=
ATk

oo thgk thto g A|QtE A Fo T
A 7} (top-down attentional control hypothesis)2
EoF = &0l st Fo| 7)Aol #Aosh=
75 989 2AE T3 4] 7194 A
e 93} 71l tigk oA H HEE FXF
o=x 719 &S FHNT AR
(Edlin & Lyle, 2013; Lyle & Edlin, 2014). ]2
3 5T 9d9EE AF-FA U EQ Afronto-
parietal network)dl] &8l= AT = A Y(frontal
eye field), AU H(intra-parietal sulcus), “12]3l

54 AS(superior parietal lobule) 5°] UTH

(Edlin & Lyle, 2013). ©] 7} &J&}H )3k
2ol Aol FHE WA BE B 7o)
o

FA M o & w50l 719 A=l I9F

)=

flo o
R rl

o
e ol FN

N

. 1o

AN
1o
oft
>
N
ko
-
kﬂ
fr
k)
X
2
>
o

12

il

M $2 of 1% 12 do
ofr
o
N

X
ox
tlo

-
krl ol o

o e oy

A o
oy
i)
rir
1

8
o
lrg J
o
NI
rlo

ol wh zpol7h
gol] o Fa3d Ras g
FAE A THLyle & Edlin, 2014).

o] 7Hd& &Exo] EA wWE %
9]

[ 2 4 K
L Lo
o =
o
e
¢

I
v}

(o, Christman 5, 2003)2 AW3stA] Eiti=
SHAZY k. a9k, % EoF & 59
G 7= ANES W5

EROES
S8 7 3
S ¥ $E% Y Yt BHES 4P
[}
AN

b FAS 7HA L

G EoF i g0l Jlole] 98 nAE
ARE BERaAY, H49 A7 Ann
W ouad 9pHoz Eof & eFol )Y
Az FAAY FFS AGE AL BE
I THPropper & Christman, 2008). 1#\} 43
Sof ¥ 250 RE AYSelA ApHoz
I B AL st o

Eqohol 59 £ = 25 Ag 1 7]

Qo o wol wHHts 2e nugd
(Lyle, Logan, & Roediger, 2008). =%F & 25
olF JIF T T A LEEHCIANA
B ek e ohith o) ekeztel Sl
AME w &5 olF 719 ol yehiA
WF=t|(Parker & Dagnall, 2010), 71 °]+= Lutk
Hom ogéel AT AWSHL o5
719 IA w3 o] ¢ ] wEelt

(Lyle, McCabe %, 2008). 3FA|qh &=7to| o} -
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Nl
[o

sHAl EoF = &350 719 AEE AT
= HI%T Qtilyle & Jacobs, 2010; Lyle &
Edlin, 2014).

(o2

A
g FFE sk kg dFER
(Brunye 5, 2009; Parker %, 2013). &% Z¢F
T Y &) s 3o S 7HA
I YE Matzkes: E9F ¥ 259 4=
S8l AFAFE(ell, Niewehhuis)¥ 34 2ty
%

5 FH(adversarial collaboration)S 4=3Y 3}

ol
X

o

ThMatzke 5, 2015). o] ATolA 3 =oF
T 52 Tof 3] Fafo &S vAA|
23 A

o8 yehyth JddE &t o
o}

= 2%o] 7]

AE: & =

e UE =+ 3] dEoltMarke
2015).

ojFA ¥ =% w &Fol 719 U2
A Gl dhell wld@z e Adrp Ba
doe A2 w vl &3 2 1A &
o AAke Aotk E=F 719 Al 73
ojvf mAIRE A Ao FES TS T4
T AR a8ARE oA AFtelA #] A st
%ol A8 AFES 1HPES W o] aFHE
T $Adog B o Ao] e A
< FHoF Itk B AFolME EF = &
o &7} ARt wek HriFow o

g 5o & 280 A 7Y Yo Dixle g

Th= H(Shobe &, 2009; Lyle & Jacobs, 2010)
a2ty = &5 olF BluF g2 ARt
o 719 AnE ke AAS S
T4 719 HA Y e PR S 9

Ag AZsA B

2 =

£g0] Hrks Ao BIAJKAS
| & $h245, 2016; Lyle & Jacobs, 2010; Parker
5, 2009). Lyle®} Jacobs(2010)= F7}ALEol| Al
T2 HF(staged crime) AHO| HHH AR
< HoE & AReA yehd

o

=
Parker 5(2009)9] AFoM=E WHFH MEEs
AABtS HEs) o]HX & HES 2

AR =2A7)2 Al A

i

h=R
& m% J|S3ES apgon, AERS
J 5 S 2A
S HaelA

TG UEA &2 WEES ¥ A
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ot

W&ol st 59
Fel7F st

ofo
o
ot
034
g

[r

EH—“%%%" A5, JAA 7192 A U(static)
AHETE 52 %(dynamic) ol o 71
Fgolgke Ae 1 o, 3A AFT F
ATE(yle & Jacobs, 2010; Parker &, 2009)2]

A= A AR A Eshe Ae 1Es)
o T4 ddAo] "ot A7 9
welA, B AFgiaE AF Aez HF A

Wol AT FIFS AU FIAIA
ADF Fo7h 8THE Rl R 9

t noﬂfﬂ %Xﬂ ‘ﬂu Fge F49E dot
%

= Ho“ﬁ% %sn o
Aue FHshs Aol Eﬂr@%l Zelet A
03?011*1 &

= As

FEHoz wde 2

H7h GERts 7hsAde] Stk mEkA £
= 74 B = &% I3t fAEE A
w71 ARE s] S8, 54 7
ol thek #AAQd Hie 873k ARS
B ARS AL, Aes 559 F olE
SHEOR Weete] LA AHgstart ot
Aestd, & A7e 79 =% = 25
719 AE F aAE Bud A7 7%

sjol, 4 mof i 2%o] B4R 79 A%
of WAE &3} 5
Yol B £ & E5ol 2A4S

FBRE

Lgkel 73 I

gU7h ApdHo R Ao
65“3' W A%

Aol g om(ef Ak
= 2249(SD = 1.89), = ¥+

S(saccadic eye movement; SEM) 2713} F%

Xd T I A(central eye fixation, CEF) Z7do|
RAxoz IYsAG. AABHH 2F o4
oug Aol Wik FAHeT AP
Aol sA4e AAS Slel, B

MINI(Mini International Neuropsychiatric Interview,
85 5, 20005 B3 A4 BEe A
FHglom, sevel 7L BAeA A9l
oAtk ThATtoR g Fdol £A ol
A5 A4l WAL 29 3712 Aslel
I 71%(A 7 61%; Ht A™ = 22496SD =
196)2] AR5 HF B AT

D) B2 Ago] val SiHE 5% F 2
F2 %%ﬁ@r 38 Foller, 11
&5, 172 PTISD, WA 182 417
oz X]\‘A— 78k &0|tk
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£%t0| H7H(Edinburgh £%t0| AEX])
Epol BAo] 719 HA AT 4

EOF v 250 & gFE vA 3o
aste], A8 ALyle, Logan, &
Roediger, 2008)°| 4 AF&-3E HHH-S o] &34
A7AEel £3to] EX-S Edinburgh £340]
3l FrHATE o] AEANAM #7t
10719 FsE227], 187, dA7I,
A E, A, =i, Aed, 4
¢ 71, e e 3 o Hié}{—
S 9%, dAZ 9F A3 Qs tA=z

- o
= 3E

HEAE

(]

juiny

o ™
i fob
%o

dlo

+

N

juit

fu}

i‘—",

frtl

to

flo
o,
N
e
it
o
ta
Ak
o
R
ol
ﬂF

QER

ui
o

2
&
o
L
(e}
rir
=
Aul
o
rpr
Y
o
3

to
r
rpr
i)
o
3
Ruft)

Al +100(H] EFA
e 3ol
gt FRENOH,
2 490 o]s LEE
L(strongly righthandedness; SR)QE, +90 U]‘ﬂ'

2 eE&ol 7487 A

M
oy ?{g
o
2
l—'O N
- X

D)
$ i
5L
o

rpr
=Y
°
ox
ook
°
oY
o~
0{(
>

Aol %e
(non-strongly righthandedness; nSR)©.Z F-EgiT}.
B ATolA SREZ EFE A 367, SR

sHoE yewth 48 279 BE skt

nSR F7HAES BEoE Aozt it
(SEM-SR: 18, SEM-nSR: 18; CEF-nSR: 17,

CEF-nSR: 18; X’=0.01, ns).

43 iz

g 5o & 280 A 7Y Yo Dixle g

(i,
offt
o
ox

Z2IREGFTHR)A 372
she F& #H3ste A9 A2 AR
o] FYEAAL 28 30z EFo= IA 5719
AHoE FAEO YoH, A= oF
60cm HojZ RUEE Ed A=S AAESE
ot 5949 WEL FAHE v Atk
Al el dArt olstE Aol A W]
g™ ). 1 F 3 Ho] FEe B, U
ggol I B& Bl Fol FAYUstAEE 2),
AMgAT 24 AR 254 =5 230
($H 3). 27t dejulolE oA BE Hil
AR G2t g =7 dulolEl A e

2 9AEA e BojA AsE

Byt O 28 =3 JdA EXE &
[e)

2

g Aol FEe el v, EEoA o
718 gAh Eojwe AES dddE &=
Tt ARE AUA dEjulolE £ow &
ORI 4). ofAtel] It W& AH 5=
AHEAT. FGEANA AgTie "2R8ehe
o] E5i7] b dFAee HdE
o] 9 54 o5 dEe TES £

& Tk Agel kAT @AEel
F T2 AL AAHZ AHFPo] Y=XE E
Rota, RE VAt dlg 59E FA
AAE Ho| gltkal Rasigich

Of
==

EoF F ECEM) HAS} F4H F 1A
(CEF) HAl= A3 A5& AAG ZUHE o
g3t TP o] FA S AW A,
Christman %5, 2003)|A ARREE AX}E L35}
of TR FAACE, AL wjA shHo|
A A AW E 04em) sH7F ZB7ER A
ofolA FHZO0F 135%, $Z07 13559
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sh=dElEelAl s g

ARoNA s00ms FAOE 302 B wolER  FIAl thel 2 A RS A4 2 Aol
Uehte oz ARt 948 v 18 #, dZel dis Zdue Ae Hoigk A
A Hded wiAd stelA st Tl 3] dEfgEte AXE wekth oW iAE
AANEE A AEEAE 04em)o] 302 F}F  2RE FHOgh B2 WS o]Tour] 98,
Zhtol= Zs00ms AR, s00ms AR T HE JAAWHS EE A B4 A
ARtk 7 A A A5 AA Sz 3 F WEo] dEAQl i, Al gt
JEE olgste] olfxlom, Hrixtel =y dewoEoA yUsithe & o 7A2 A
Bl 2t AYE o 60emE FA T We gt a7k e HES A
gy =3 Y zdo) wet = ¥ &%
Ay ™A 52 4w 24 HAe o dHe £
a, o AE A 30z F% =F & +F
APdel =23 WHAEe e HE A 52 A £ ¥ HAE FPAT 2
A9 iAol g Aol Fduhs AHE B F OIE I F e 94 93T §
T AY Hodl dig FIAE AT 3 T2 0 Al oig 719E FEs)
7193 FHSAME ot AFE A T = AU, v FE disl 71y
2o APAR ot FINE BTk o] & A& EF F&Este Zoldith AviAse
T ERolE Wrkshe AEAE ety £ el ZgEfden, RE Y] ¥EE $
A7) AP MINI BEE ST &IAE Bl S350 R AHEHAL, o] H
AN ME FAFor MAsion, oF 30~ 2o ZWkete] 34 W8-S e

* 5 3 A 2 AEoE U] 53], AA Wil del 2= AR 132 TAENE

T Ay ER 29

2) A7 AAe B F &5 79 JAvd 3 A FJAD 2 A 719 5Ye] 5AES
371 sl AT AL $7] BA A = v 25 HAYM = 19.19, SD = 3.3 1FH HJ
M = 19.54, SD = 3.82)¢] Aol Fov|3tA] Rt #69) = -39, p > .05).
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o
D
R

Az st ¥ SAEN

3 FANAM TS 38 WEe
Fsfaty] 98, d7Asel AA FE%E 2
ol wet s7Re) AHor st AHRE
A 23t Hope 5(2014)9] ol A} o]
Z7ro) AeFE Al Person; P), 3J9(Action;
A), H’HObject; 0), *3HSetting; S)ol] T+ Al
Ao PASRE ARET BRY

]
h=

ox
2
=5
0

fr oS rr
N
XN
diz
b
o

Ho=2

=

Abgrell thet AlFARRD, 7FEAEA-S;
shtel dgoll tigh AlRAR, Wk a-0; o
2 sl digk AlRARD, B8(1-0; Ui 3t

ol thgE Al AR, AATHI-A; BE Skl
i AR, g SRl SR,

7b 309 M aHEA itk 5

AR 7o) o PSS WeEel BT
Faslo 3 B9 e8de Jeln A%
gst AR Al we # e

4

=E

0

=of SHXA 7| 2ol D[x[=

‘—OE|
—LﬁI_LOO —

BT 5 Y= AWAY B Aase)
sfal, o bl xS MY MBS ¥
AgoEn, AA AF FANA At of
Lol &3 JEAE AYATL 2A Rl
A Qek AR EAE Aol olHA7] A A
gl golatAl wskd AAst 984 1739)
o) stol FRHACH, of FAN RA A
Feel) olgle %ol MuHS e A
FAsk Al delstel AW 712 A
APk olgA 4R AW A w4

=202
Gol HofshA ke APA 190] WELe

5o 7k 544 714
ol mA= %‘%k—% dolrr] 93, 2o 3
&, 2317, 2k 3%l thsh
SEM T CEF) x 2 (£%}o] &
EE nSR) ANOVA #48 433ttt
2 A7 BE BA BAL SPSS 215 B

T AT

ox,
wn
=

A =

12
)

gt

—

J

12

00

ot = 230 s, T

HuHL A 553, A9 634, o 43F, A I FEAS I, L3, A5t 3
F 512 F 2270k AH A wWE ¥ F7F & 100 AAE o B
B 1. 7Y g7 Y H(EE 2 EEHAD
45 3% 23 zs5} 344
SR nSR SR nSR SR nSR
T F 80 = 36 633%(15.24)  66.06(16.95)  6.003.60)  6223.77)  5.94(3.83)  6.22(7.26)
53.17(15.93)  53.06(13.82)  4502.57)  5.59(3.45)  4.113.76)  4.53(6.10)

Z94H = IAHR = 35)
=
=

SR: strongly right handedness(z = 36); nSR: non-strongly right handedness(z = 35)
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el Ui +9 =oF ® 259 &ERE A 1n & 2
T A3, 3 AA AR E +5E FY #HoE &of £ 58 ST Fdo] 7Y
g AP = 6472, SD = 1599004 Aol Yehd AFARIES ° el Iiete
TG AAHE He AR HEwm = FAoE YeEthay 2).

53.11, SD = 14.72)°) Hlg} FFdl g A Le B 25 £ A
g3 W8S o wol AT K1, 6) = TS AT AdEG o wkod, A
89, p < 01, m, = .13. A% Sl £ How fFou|gt Afolg HolA= %2}3}. L
o] Exo| Zamel AA A BE x &go] Al wid &3] 549 Fa AR
Exo] 45AE B Solusix oo} 26 x SRl 549 A8 g #9
FHoR, ok & ¢5¢ S e FIS SUHe > 0.

o] T o WSES WyE I 34 2o 3}t 3ol dief §A EAS AAR 2
g3, olglat = oEo] Fusl Bgare] 5 b A B, E3fe] 54 Faa Bt
A AET BasiA ggugex, so ge  OME AA A & x Effol 54 dar
A dehbeAs 2AEb] A8 vy 2y & B 2T AeTIEl @site > 10,

ANOVA B4E S8t of dZoIA 79
3 7H80] F5HA GoKMauchly’s W = 39, msote s TE
p < .001) Greenhouse-Geisser HIH O 2 nAGH p i — =
@2 ABHUT. 1 A% £ ¥ £E B ¢

7 54 Awe) Weh T Ao Uyt 8

&

.

o
zo 1 I N

F(4, 276) = 498, p < .01, n; = .067. T-AF . -
o®, 7 AWEE AU W Aolg AFAE ] b
w] 99 s/l AW F HAFRAY S R— Be> o Ho ol
My A ok AelEs AGHENS Aols (5% He) (;jg (=5) (27x)
A 7 RS Aesta, WHATE A gzl 2 ®uY 2of £ 25 £ ool mE
EAES A3, EFshs AHETHY), & sat g #(p (.05, p<.01)

E 2. dAN 2E, £8o] S4of| mE M=t 3o of o|UHBEME
HEF AA A5 daf B A5 F Y4
A2 A &5 2457.72 1 2457.72 9.89 .002
£xko] EX(B) 322.99 1 322.99 12 73
A xB 55.98 1 55.98 14 71
o=t 15883.30 67 237.06
A 18656.00 70
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g - 828 / 8 2of & 2301 FAX 79 3ol 0|Xl= g
= 9 HETE AY Aok #HEe s

(Christman 5, 2003; Lyle & Jacobs, 2010), HZ]

B A7 B3 S4AEY Ve A BE 7199 QAFo] aTEHe FAF R
7Ie 7IMeR2AM £ O £ 279 F87F oyt AAFUME B F 50l YAF
SRS AFE] sl FAEHUT AT A 02 Y IS ojTo W F itk AS
= T B w s 7Y NUE0l 1 HAETh
RS AT ARG FF i B T AR, 5% & 5| &3] 547
3 Ug=< d Bel APt AS Bo R A 719 IS FFATE
FAH. E 25 T ofFel wet A3 Y AT FHRIF dtk ols B F 59 &
oy Lol Aol7t jIH. &, £H = JAe tigk o F UHEA AR g2
oF = &= TS Aol FALR 7199 Al dF3she o] wEelth Ju wat
JA=E B AFollMe Aolg dodA FAN, A3 M EoF & %o W F AR
83 7199 QIFS Wol 3EFE Ve 2 aRE FIAAFTY] g, W 3t &F
oz FAFHY. wehd B AT Ade  BEEY FF0] B QEEFAA ¢ F
o =of i S50 BAR AL WY Aolz AR MR Chitman 5, 2003, 3
S ithe AT Aokl & Jaoks, 0009 W G Fe) A e ABo) B 52
2 AR Tylest Jacob201009] AgellA Q1A Fgo] a5 o, ZoF & &) <
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The effect of horizontal saccadic eye movement on

eyewitness memory recall

Keunsoo Ham Hojin Jeong

Psychological Forensics Division, National Forensic Service

Recent studies have shown the beneficial effect of horizontal saccadic eye movement on the episodic
memory retrieval. We tested whether the saccadic eye movement could enhance the retrieval of eyewitness
memory. Seventy-eight participants watched staged-crime video and were asked to recall about the video.
Horizontal saccadic eye movement task or central eye fixation task were petformed, followed by free
recall task. Participants in horizontal saccadic eye movement condition showed increased correct recall
response compared fixation condition. These results suggest that saccadic eye movement could be helpful

for enhancing eyewitness memory.

Key words : horizontal saccadic eye movement, eyewitness memory, memory retrieval, vetrieval enbancement, cognitive

neuroscience.
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