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B RIS HI K AR E R SR B

s

# F2' !

P

AWK FEE?

(HH FBASCH SRR TS WF ST S K TS R DI S AT R SE e, R 300074)
C 5 PR b2, MM 324000)

M E ARENERLEEDAMNLRERA S, ERREEFELAE A EATAGSE T, ZARE
0 B KB AMRG RS L FRETER, 2 KREFH RN RAZEAALRRGZSFA., #8)T 554
SN, MRARTT O REH KK RSB EM T SR, CERIHEE . I THEE ., FREEEH
ARt EE TR FHEREY, MEAMARARIERETH T, 544 EF-TERRFRE. Ak
AR AN E RE Eit 0 6 gk A AL, R A R R MBAATZIH IR &, ik A RiEF SRR

FAT AWM X BHR.
KA ARES LK BB, A A,
SIS B848; B84S

ANEH o BRI E S A AR, MEE
PIE BT T Bk A O BAR 5 L H BRI A5G
AR R IR L v BT . H 3R AE I (self-control)
E—M AR B OERE R, AR AMAE
PRI A SRS EAE L IH R RATE), IR
HE5A A EMAE S M — SR (&R, 2=
B, WAVKE, 2012; B, HAEE, 2012). MARA
TEHI R S ERAEFERE, H2AK
54 R AT AR A N2 S A0 )RR, R
SRR, WA NG5 22500 H, ¥ 3 £ Fh
MM G ., Bk, B3R H MO AL R
A TR Z 5 H BT GRM AR, VP, TJ7, R
1%, 2012; Baumeister, Vohs, & Tice, 2007), A W5
FHWN, BRI WO & R R A4S F 3R
PR [ Z (Baumeister et al., 2007)., 741 %5
(Heatherton & Wagner, 2011) . 5 4k K%
(Rooke, Hine, & Thorsteinsson, 2008)%¢, H. Ak
H R R IR E = 1 B RIFERY (ego  depletion
effect, 85 & %% J1/a H A HI AT HE J7 98055 19 2L
GOMARAR T R EIFFH BN 5 8 (R a8,

Wk H 8T 2017-03-02
* R AL S 2E R H (TITX16-014),
WIEEH: FFEM, E-mail: qchizz@126.com
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SEATN, B EER, FEHL, 2012). 0T 20 AR, BFRE
B K2 AT BRI 5 P AR R S 1A A T 2R
AR ISR, A A FRAARIR S 2 5 Kk 5K
Bl RIS R B G R R, IR TR
B e B R O B B A FR AR 2R IRy Kk A L AR
(Baumeister, Bratslavsky, Muraven, & Tice, 1998;
Evans, Boggero, & Segerstrom, 2015; Heatherton &
Wagner, 2011; Inzlicht & Schmeichel, 2012), 24X
W A T R 1 AR ] 2 I A ) B AR R K AR
%, IR A F AR R W) e R A, B S
X ARARMTIE R TT 1) AT B

1 BIREHIEMAEREE

A AR T 5T B R0 ) BUTE T A R F R4 1
KW NLE RN . BT, BFRELERG 4
PSSk i B A A WIS M 4, BB ALY |
TN TAR Y | rpr e A5 H R AR R R i A I — B 2R B X
TR A
11 REERE

HE AL (strength model of self -control) &
5% H B R B BES AR R (Baumeister et al., 2007),
T80 B2 AF 5% b A B 95 3R A B U vk (S5,
FIE, R, Frdizz, 2017) HAZ O WS 245
MU TEINAS : B0, A FRAEH 098 F AR B T —Fb
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O AR RN TR R B IR, Bl AR AE
AT A W IsAE 5 AT OE s Al vhEhdT o |
FEO R A YRR 23 TR AR IZ A S R B 1 W] AL RE o
U, AT A R Y BB 2 X ) R AR I 1
BRE B AR, A TR AR A SR
SRR E O A RBFE”, TEXFEE T A
WA HNAT R TCER A AT i2E 50T . IR,
XAl A B U RE 10 A T I A R AT R AL
(9, AATREE A I ARUR L Rb S W A iR AR R
PRI AR TR . BJm, H IR T RE i
VERLHIZERL T LA, AT LI i KA 7 1932
AINGRok T B FR AT B Y R (TR, X
%, JREZ%Z, 2016).

IR AE 2 AAT BR Y B F AR 1 B I8 0 B A1 7Y,
PRI HBIF 52 3 A1 A0 DA AL 1) e ZOIR S B0 2 £
FERFHAR H RIAFEI S o LA, Baumeister % (1998)
N, A RIAEZ AR AR T A 45 5T IR B i AL
B IR SRR T RERARS . LN, AR
N, A FRBIFESE — R AE BB A% B IR AL e,
A ZITC I B 505 Al R SRy <o - AR LA 22
A I [R] 57 2l J5 A2 189 97, A Feda il vt IR 8 ad —
Bt [a] )3 B 5 2 W FE 3 (Carter, Kofler, Forster,
& McCullough, 2015; Hagger, Wood, Stiff, &
Chatzisarantis, 2010), B&, WF52E X A RIFER
PR AEAE S B, B E TSI AR TR 5 FRIAFE R
XF AR A A BRI AR, X A IH AR 2 XA
IRBE JF BB 54T R 36 s 7= A 52 1 (Evans et al.,
2015), H%¢ A LHFEAY L H T X EE R FIUE S
S5 (sequential-task paradigm) (FEE, K 1K,
WU, Mid, S5, 2013). FEHIMT S5 e A
TSR A2 S8 PR T A LTESC R H B A
Rk (ol A SR B), FEBEHT TR LA B S
VEME BB SE R o PP 5T 55 0 2 e BR Al 2 B
T (1 e AR A, SRR A TR R T
— e A BRI TR, LR IR A AR
RS BRI A FRAz AT .

Ve e Rk e O FE, RE AR A B 2 Fh o7
MR 55—, BRI BALSR 5 F 90 E 0T A &
X — T W AR S, IR T — R g
S5 R A BRIEAE SR AR 1 A% T B4 2 Fh e
(Inzlicht & Schmeichel, 2012), [ 3R#EH RS
e ge .0 327 AR i < BE IR B, BESTR AR, 5
THR, A7 BT e A R R ST . 5

AE T AU BE 5 AT RO A R F FRAFE I S H R R
P, HAETEE 100 BHFEE SR A R 2
T BRI O S (Hagger et al., 2010), 4X1M0, 3
AR IZ IS BR T iE 2 B, — 5,
R I0IF B HHE LI B G IR FE . B
EERERENFR R FERETHEE A0S
5 S ALE T SRAT 55 2 5 B s & R BRI,
HE IR A 5 ) BT IR Y D (Gailliot et al,
2007), XK BT SO T RE AR, H2 H AT
ik = S H A B UESE, RUIAE7EX T A IR BE
P (Vadillo, Gold, & Osman, 2016), »—J5 M, %
G2 T L. FESF TR RMEm ., A0
FERW], A5 SR . 5 ) e B H R AE
il 2 T BR > 1 W A 1 BB A8 TR/ R A AR RN
(Baumeister & Vohs, 2016; Job, Walton, Bernecker,
& Dweck, 2013), 40, Job ZE(Job et al., 2013)&
B, MEXTHFR S ARG SRS A&
PAFERONL, R BN O T R ik I T FR A 4% &t
AT LRI A FARFERON
12 mIRE

A T3 H B FEAY I T A% A (the process model
of self-control depletion)fl| 85 T M sh#14% # £f i >
PR IT ) B A TR AR 0 A AL, 2
Inzlicht #1 Schmeichel #:44 A9 FE S W &4 (Inzlicht &
Schmeichel, 2012; Inzlicht, Schmeichel, & Macrae,
2014), ZIIEERVIN S, ARBFEHZIFAZ N
T ARG IAEFET R, 12 TAE 55
PEM I ZB 1 55 H B o) <ARELZE IR R H B 19 3l
PRG350, SRR 55 U0 e AL Bl BIL A% 4
A 5 B H F AR FE SO B A LA (Inzlicht &
Schmeichel, 2012), Ffi/5, BFFEH A IZME#HE—L
itk 5 Fw, RIS S FRAETE 2 ol
IO =Fh 7K F (Inzlicht et al., 2014), 7E2 WK F
b, FORCERER . RN FTAREE B AR s Bl S SR eTIF
K\ SVERLA B AR S AL (8] 1 SRR H T
X BN A BT I e B A © 05 B4R Ve A B A
B dEAL sy, BAR T oA AFFE BT R A F AR
Hil BRI e WACE b, BRI RO A RESE)
PRV TE BT G U5 A 305 L 2y e e 4 g A ARl T —
Tift R AMIRAE B 55 45 5 50 K 22l T AR R B =2 1)
P A AR, R T Al G Al D) RE 1] 3T i
NI e 3 i A i B EROUKOE |, #ih
B AT R T B AR S ALA < AT H bR
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B i TAEI (&M E Inzlicht, Schmeichel, & Macrae, 2014)

“HE R, RETREGXFEON FIARINT. 5
M T BOLE D). T2, ZECAHERIA
HISE 14T Bl S PR 1 AR (AN AR B i 2 TR L 4 L AT
TG S B RAT D, T AN IR L 7 PR R
RETE R SE MUY . 5 FEFh ST AE B AR A — B0 AR
(Inzlicht et al., 2014),

i AR R R A A T B S AR L Bl b R R ok
1y, ARSI AT o H—, BBl
e B HRMFEIN SR, AR HIT AR
FEHE 55 L B P AMEAT R S HLA R PE . B AL
o SRR SRR A AL A5 20 7Y R 6 A B fiE
A RITC S IR 45 R, W, BRI AT 55 Bl
HLEk« B 3R HE TR IS B RBFEINZ M
W o H T, R (AT BRI A 7 T 4R
TN 3R B RGeS, B2
TRFA 2 i 3 1 B A BRI 2k, ROK S
48 7R T B RPN 1IN 5 28 0 Tt R,
T HF U 7K S 0 55 7 T 22 SO0 5 4 2E Ak T RE Tl fR 0L
NG S I R . (R, I DRSRI A A —
BRRZA, H—, MR SHAE S IER,
ZAR T NFIHLRIAVE . AR E A, AT
RV BN — 5 S AL LA AT A A S
MAL, P AEEM TR R R, RIFAIAMIE
;R % 12 47 B AR S LG e i 1, 1T 5 Bl A A
TEGRZ BUA S K 3R B v iR 1 3R 4 ) 450 FE RN
(Dang, Xiao, & Dewitte, 2014), % ., Inzlicht } H:

FlZE MW AR = Fh 2 K i
BT B IRIFEON 1Y R AL, B =FoK T2 0H
F B A A R 2 o R EA T TS M IR 3R . i, B
HHF OGN T IR /AR Z 8] 0 B 7T LU e
R 5 VR R 2Z ] B A, (FL 2 o 30 9 T 1 S 40
AERFRNIER, B2 A r1ERH R
SR F R
13 RAERER
BRI AT 55 1 ShALRE S IR 7 B FRBAFERL
N8 P A S BN RIS, B SRR sh HLPE G B 3R 4 1l
P WHIS D HRE AR RE — BB TR S L, R A IF
TR PR P b PR (central governor model),
I S AL R T A5 R R 45 Ak ok, L
01T 42 1E A S B A DF SR 45 2 (Evans et al.,
2015), Hr oAb BEESAERLE — BB RE R BEN . BIHL
NS B 3475 B AE N R IR B, AT
FEAE—FhBE B WY B S5 T B i . ZEHLIRES
R AL 5 05 B A b 28 R 5 (B o e
ALERER), FRATAE o Je Ab BER B R R BRI A
WAEAT TG B T i B IR RIAT S, B kA At B
5L FE BE = 2E T B SR HLAR B P9 FF - 47 (Bvans et al.,
2015) (WLIE 2). B S Ab B 2 P BOE 5 )
B2 1 BESR AR AP ML 1 R A, RSSO R e
B R G 2 530 A FRAFERN, H 1 Fh 3 BR
PRfEFEIE— BURAS 1Y, B S bl AR B DA 0 R
R pLam B AT . gln, IR R AR R
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Al 6% 02 2 AT A B 44 14 6 15] 7 (Blanchfield,
Hardy, & Marcora, 2014), i 2 %58 F k2 h
T R B SRR E I 3000 5 (158 4, X
TER B 5 100 T A5 S HL R A8 1 B h e b 2 B
FE BT HE I IR G ABR hy BICHTiE HL A T

SR TR | |

REE TR ES
BRI T
SERTZR

BlEmA
B ]
- /

[ (5 IELRE I j

_B.
B
&
iz
B

=

([ smommRAsig
B2 g b R BRI (B Evans et al., 2015)

Hh g b B R AR — OO AR, A A B
WZAETRG TN, IS ZF N E, Ifs
HH B O v e A B B A A R A0 BRARAS AL T
VR T VE R, A Bh TR I PR A A B
Bl . O BRI T R P A8 TR [ TR 2 b
Tk, SR, AR E NN IZEIR I AT A0 8
22757 (Inzlicht & Marcora, 2016), 56, PATIE
S 3k AR P YR AAS /0 BT ) 2 R B AR T — A HE AR
SE 3 AR, 3K A Py ST A7 %) 2% 00 R A A

Z RN SN A B, g 4 RS ARY TE %
JBE S I A A RN 55 0 Jg B B A oA T 1 L A AR
JE o T SRl R 3 T S B A S T L)
HRREAS UL NAT TR £ 1455 3 (b ) P (Blanchfield
et al., 2014), AR falFpfe B (4.0 BES% 7 BEAS Wy
SR, HE 5 R KA H e An SRR AR
Bt EE, BEARRS YRR Kk, RE
rh e b 3 2 MR A 22 e AR BOR 4 35 30 T
FRTARARAS, (R M AR A IR 2R B0 B %% g (S8
4E) 2 JH AR AR 1 A9 S (Kurzban, 2010), H L, &
Yo Rb BER RE A LA AR AT AR 35 7T FRERE 125 1 T 4K
TR0 2SS 7 A HLTR W8 AFAE S, ATh e SEUERIF 5T 2
TTHR%E.
14 AEIEAM-F BT R X Y R R

O BE R AR E— PP R AR AL, B
R 7 b Eh AL S AR AR S g
(Hofmann, Friese, & Strack, 2009; 4%, 2013),
I ki LA B 5 AL R AR G A 1 4t T B S
R BRI PR A TE T I — B G DX B R 45
55 3% 3 (Feng, Luo, & Krueger, 2015; Phelp,
Lempert, & Sokol-Hessner, 2014), Heatherton Fl
Wagner (2011)if i 38 HRA T O . i s
FE A A KRR TE, B0 T iR B AR R
WL F TR T — 57 )2 T i DX 1) S 5 4% AU (prefrontal -
subcortical balance model of self-regulation), [ 3
TR T B IR B FL R W ) A - B2 )2 R i X
AR R R B R, S ARIE T = A | IR
TR UM (R 2R 2R B2 8 | G0 PE 15 4 FTIRTRS B ) S

H B A TE U

gl AT

o
KR RHL
PSR TN g\

%2
RFit%
i

- At s 1
\\\» it ,

~

BB 2T
IB| BT

A

FECA HAEHI R

/

P 3 BRI — B2 T R X F) SRS B (B34 | Heatherton & Wagner, 2011)
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Xof AR A DX ) AE ) A AR AL AR £ 5
Jil 55155 4 0 TR B2 2R R DXCZE A - il R g v
i DGR R  2 A R R MO A O SR, X
R T Dk A R p4E d AR EE [ R
B AR S I — T, 2 AT I e 2
R BRI REMEZEY . Rt oRe
TP 26 )i, Xl AR e 3 S B2 5 B
JZ T 10 DX S RE B4 AR I 2, 98 TS B A FRAA I 2k
W Ji—J5 L 24 H B A G R T R AR
BEf BTS2 AR ST HALAE 55 T AL TR AR AR
FOYIE = o i = W 1T NS R VN SIE ot B S S S N
W I B8 B0 R X Fe, PR B A 3R 1 R W
(Berkman & Miller-Ziegler, 2012),

VRS —Fl AR AL, i 20— B2 T i XY
S A A 102 Xof A G 42 o — 1 Bl WL R G B A K,
[7) FF AR 2 ) O 463 3 . SR T 5 Y 50T kil
RS LU AT B0 3 1 e 42 T 2 W ey o 22 25 A4 AL
filo SR, ZBIRFFEAFTE SR R 2 Ak —TF
T, AR SR EATR] T RE AR L BT BOE # A
PRV AL, T ARMASIHL (5 &5F EWH R
05 < < I e [T N EOE o o B L SN RPN
SR A PR 1 4 o] 05 10 45 = R AR A 8 e 42
Bl = I R N S I T €0 = I N o S R L B Rl
G T AMER R AN B S SR, 2 T A
A 55 ) ShAILAG 46 | 17 & i 4 R T 2 48 18 R i
PRI TIC ¥ fifp BB I R LR A F R A R . i — T
TAT, IZFRE R S mely LA IR o R 6 40 R TR
%, B RARFREAE W 2 A T 4% ] 458 Y AT
G, HAE g 3 P A

2 BRI MR HEE TE B A

Biti 2 DA R0 it 22 Bk 2 (18 2 6 5 i B A5 0 A 1) g
L WFEE TR AR R T B 3R 2 MO A s 241
i, I RO E TR A F B SR | A
RN HE B K BT S X
21 #HTME

% [F (inferior frontal gyrus, IFG)FEZ 5
P SO T, PATRE RS A R AFEERAE A
e Hl S5 40T | AT 5H0a R, #mSEA
45 il 2 W (Friese, Binder, Luechinger, Boesiger,
& Rasch, 2013; Luethi et al., 2016), Friese & H:[#]
=R FH T A M L PR BUA% $E R (functional-Magnetic
Resonance Imaging, TMRI){&5T A 2 il 51 #E X} F

KL TR LE, LA RBFETES T
AT HIAE 5 AT [E (inferior frontal gyrus,
IFG)#4 i U 55 (Friese et al., 2013), Luethi M H:
) ok ALl e it, ZORBORTEA /To a2 3
LA RS MF AR 5538, SR s RA B, &
B Sh LA S HEIH B B AR, iR A% $L
it A BLARAT 2 1) 23 B AR ZE 450 [T A8, B4
i B Bl 20 A0 A A8 T 9R 0 Z AT D0
(Luethi et al., 2016), 5340, MG MEI T
IFG W15 T2 B2 AR % 2 1F 4 30300 5 B AR 3 rh A4
By H P4 i 247 N (Lopez, Hofmann, Wagner,
Kelley, & Heatherton, 2014; Lopez, Milyavskaya,
Hofmann, & Heatherton, 2016), Lopez M H:[# 5
(2014) &L, #RifE go/mo-go 145 Fp 22N T ]
AR P YRR R EE BB T A A B ) 1 0 5 A 3
RERCER LA, R OV RE 55 h & T [l
WO ORI E A S IR T A, IR
A/ EY) BT Lopez %:(2016) % SR SE7E &
WYL FRAL 55 h R I AR AR IR B, IR0 B
WA 26 1 L PRy B B A AR AE TR SR A A T TS,
T HLAE S AR 6 v B 58 T ) A S it
22 T

WA (amygdala) EE W LEZIN T, AR
0 R A A 2 3 5 A XTI 4 0 U ) LR
(Wagner & Heatherton, 2013), Wagner Fl Heatherton
(2013) B YR I IMRI 4 A 56 T A 0 4k 1 5 U
THFERE A5 HI 55 1% 26 T2 ge, 45 R & A KL
ZH BN B 15 5 s S R Y I AR,
LA AT B b e A A A 5 P A0 A )2
(ventromedial prefrontal cortex, vmPFC)ZZ [A] i) L))
REFESETE S o MB (B oo e IR A A% 32 400 25 0k
A 8RR Sl AR R XA R, I S SR A
20 s AR EL 3R 1T M (Scheele et al., 2012;
van Honk, Eisenegger, Terburg, Stein, & Morgan,
2013), AWIFER B, AR SZAUR ATE 70 I
NPE R T S Z 2 AN 31 (Scheele et
al., 2012), 1i7E NBRFAE B Z 1 B U 2 R
B2 {51147 M (Koscik & Tranel, 2011; van Honk
etal., 2013),
23 BEFM KR

HIE 451 M- j7 J5i (orbitofrontal cortex, OFC)J&—Fl
Z 5 XM T RSN, HRERTRIAR
OFC 1 57 4ty 10 i RIS 22 sl B2 40 (B, OFC
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TG iR B R ZBR S ) S B FR AR K I (Wagner
et al., 2013), Wagner 55 A\ (2013)& ¥ F FHIFEIR
BT EHEWEEWLR RN AT R ES
B s, LA R T 55 1) HE TG 45 Rz 5T 5 T TR
TReRel, FWI A FRATFE T AR E A B AR A J 45 )
I IX. 5 it A% 2% Il 1 DX P9 BB 5, 1 559 A A A1 il
PRI RE I NG & T B BRFE R RN, #ric A aF
FERI, Zo M HE B Bz BT AR B 5 52 T 3 i Ak
g b 2% (Rapuano, Huckins, Sargent, Heatherton,
& Kelley, 2016), HAKIMi 7, Rapuano % A(2016)
KA IMRI BRI TIEREE A SRR EE
PEMBNSEYENMAEER, KRB
Wy o T BOAS I RE B Bz o R SN AR B A
(nucleus accumbens, NAcc) . & #G, I H 2
HEE 25 - 2 I3 9 0 K T 5 32 T 38 XY B 1) R B LG A7
TE W EA DG, FW 3 FRAF M B 25 0 N0 e A1 A
AEAE TR 8 A HE 50 I B2 0 3% 3l K
24 HApRX

BR T LR =AM I X Ak, ST R
B ZIM i % B2 R (dorsolateral prefrontal cortex,
DLPFC) FR B #% (NAce) 2 5 5 4 e F= il 47
2, EAMNETR I TR D) — > B AR AT
ST 58 A A DA S I T IX . Figner %5 A(2010)
K K A 2 PE & RG] $E (low-frequency
repetitive transcranial magnetic stimulation, rTMS)
7 B 0 1 32 0 A S R A B IR T RE, R
PRI B A5 A B A8 4 i O A B B R AT S5 (4 b B
PEESE, HIRIESL T LPFC 2 5B KT A
Ty T Friese 48 A (2013)R FHFFFIAE 55 1k
KT A P A% 45 FE X B 5 428 ] 3 A o 22 ML 19
MR, LIRS IR R I, P B W4T R
2 55 B 5 MATE Stroop AT 55 T INAT MG ik
AR SR &I, DLPFC 815 25 M il E 55 rh A B
ISR IS B KT, (BAESUAT Stroop 4T 55 A
IR AR AR Y 05 KO-, ZR I 55 19 DLPFC ¥
T KA RS2 HH SE AT A IR fl T4 BT s i Y,
I BT B AT 55 S80W R . Emmerling
25 N (2017)37 3T 2% FH 2 /%1 B 37 H 3] 984 (transcranial
Direct Current Stimulation, tDCS)$% A& # & T
DLPFC i ¥ 5L 55 5 20T i % 1 F B AR AR 280
P ERAEM, KB tDCS 2 B PR B A
DLPFC #3% D g T LA BT S 980/ )N F A FERBO .

YERE BT RGN —HB5r, RFE%A 55

FAFR A E Y b N T, HABEREUA NAce ¥
T KBS 5y 75 e A AT R M, — S i AR A
FERM T BRI AN E YT R NAce #ik
TR BT LS 3O 58 (Y A BKEE (Lopez et al., 2014),
AE 6 W 2 T ST BR A2 0 SR A
(Lawrence, Hinton, Parkinson, & Lawrence, 2012)
PR I8 447 9 (Demos, Heatherton, & Kelley,
2012),

3 MREE

31 RABRENNMESEA

FE2 0 B R Z R 2 A IR . 3
BUEE A | i afi— N DSR40 56 AR BE R 1T B FR 4 il 2k
Wl g, $RAET Z ARk I g 3R 36 R Y
WAERAEDL . T A FAE 6 IS AR O fE ST
TR T B R A R WOR A A B A 2 A, B
SRAN[) B8 X6 G 0] 330 1 2 S AT A AE e, BRI
ZHANAFTE BB IR o AE S A R BFERON 1 I
RIS, ARG 10 B A U b B
B, A A 8 A BR A 1 R AR T A K
PUFE Y A AEBLTR, SR AT P A 4 ) B 5 A T 46
RS ARBAERKN WG H, AR T MESE
1T 55 B o ML % He (%) B 22 PE (Baumeister et al.,
2007), BJE, fENXTREEA BT 547, B
B o327 3 SN Sl HIL A 48 A E R B A R AR K
N FF 4R M T TR, B R AT S5 R DA b A Y
I5HE B AR 1) R I IR R H AR i S AL 4 Ok 7 2
FI FBAERON AL E RIHRA P (Inzlicht & Schmeichel,
2012), BT & J Y Hh oAb BRI DU X 1 3R PR
PRI R Al G 5 A, BRI AT AE—Fh £ 5
WMEE S TR e s . AR & Pl 51A
HE BBy b Je b B, IR R TS 5 AR 55
H 32 Hl (Evans et al., 2015) MM 5, A5
DU DA w3ty — DA 0 B R G A B o B 1) A o 2
W Rl 2 e A LA, s AR R 2 ol 97 53 o gl
P BT i X5 ST RAE RN . S
G M N RGN AT R, b3l
SIHIL Y R RE B A R B b sh Zh ALY A Az
B, R O WO 25 7 A, g4 L T AL T
K eI 9] 60 75 A AR AR A AR S 22 R A FRAR T R I
iﬂ%(Somerville, Jones, & Casey, 2010), HWEZ,
AR R A 3] o A A T 3 v e Kb B A8 A ST PR
AR — SRB UGB IE RO R, T A A AL
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117 =3, SR I N i 3l — A OB 48 1Y)
WAL R o

WA W HE O 2\ 2T A B i ke 3 345
KM, BARPZ 8 24 4, EAR IS
W AFTEB G Rl B 5 T AN T REPE, AR WFSE
A2 AT WA T T HE AR OGS . BB —, B
SRR N TSR B o B AR AR T AL S 1R S g
BN A RBAERON . B AR E N, KK
IR B /N 1Y B FRAFE RN AT BB YR A T 41 S
AT 5 A G W RRYE, FERINAGHRERE
TCIE A DI PPAl At 75 U555 ) 58 s — 4> A
WFEHMES5, TFARR SIS 5E M5 (E
A) YTl R ORI AR5 B2 I [ BE A fife e | 3R (] (Lee,
Chatzisarantis, & Hagger, 2016), [Hith, RAHF5T
A LA B 5 7 94T 55 A 8k A B ok T T ik
il BT, RTIR R AE RS R AT LA A [A]
HISRAN —MRE, MR RZHNRESHS
% ZEBSTE AN IR AT T, AT
UL R . SFHEARINAUE S, A A FRAE 20 A
FH £ [ # £2 2R 45 (dopaminergic nervous system,
DNS) 2 il 1) AR — S g PP-A a7 R e i 450 P Al X
B TT AA N ) R P A Ly, P 28 ek A O
F177 [7] (dorsal anterior cingulate, dACC)¥& -4 I 5¢
IR (M, Jr R, A, TR, 2017).
3.2 IniE B HIEH KBRS IR

BIATHISEHE HET24A05 B IMRI FOREF
A F WEE 1 A 2 WLl (Berkman & Miller-Ziegler,
2012), {HAHSCHN AR BESE v Ak T 00 b S ER R B B,
HAS [ B AR 1 4R A5 — 5 il AR EHE 1) S,
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Thetheoretical framework and neural mechanisms of self-control failure
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Abstract: Self-control refers to the mental processes that ensure people to overcome thoughts and emotions,
thus enabling behavior to vary adaptively from one situation to another. While self-control plays an
important role on individual’s well-being, the failure of self-control is one of the key problems of human
society. Based on the sequential-task paradigm, researchers have explored the cognitive mechanisms of
self-control failure and have proposed multiple theories such as the strength model, the process model, the
central governor model and the prefrontal-subcortical balance model of self-regulation. In the field of
neuroimaging studies, the researchers have identified the involvement of several brain regions, including
inferior frontal gyrus, amygdala, orbitofrontal cortex, dorsolateral prefrontal cortex and nucleus accumbens.
In the future, the researchers should emphasize the integration of different theories, strengthen the neural
mechanisms associated with self-control failure, and explore the relationship between self-control failure
and social behaviors.

Key words: self-control failure; theoretical model; neural mechanism.



