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[Abstract]

by mock eyewitness paradigm. Methods: 3(clue condition: no clue; scene clue; person clue)X2(crime-present; crime—ab-

Aim: This research examined the influence of part-list cuing effect on accuracy of eyewitness identification

sent) mixed design was employed. Results: Recognizing accuracy of scene clue was significantly lower than accuracy of no
clue and person clue; accuracy of no clue was significantly lower than person clue. Summary: Part-list cuing effect exists

in eyewitness identification. This result not only has implications for scene memory and judicial identification procedure,

but for practice value as well.
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