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B E 20 e, FECEFRRILEL LR WMAFLALFRBGFE, AofoF 4R, BRTF
it 5 AR SN EAE— HE AE e T AR AL A PR — R, R 8 2 A
Ngmhe TidA2 F bb F A ERIFEMMAE A MM L. F RAXHF L AT L OERBBULEL. A
JodE HMB AR I O MR 3 AKX Tikdnfe iy & o iR £ 7 a9 B A, H503%8 T ks de Fl BB FAR
M TP B EER, MmOk TEEs M TR 5N EFEZERREE, B, Andsdl L s
AST AR EEm T PR EZER. I, EZ RO A REZLR Y hEFAFEIE TR
XHRE. RE, BOVAERRME R Ntz 2 FARMBL R AR EE N B . REFRTA
FEEFAFHEES M IHEX . RRAFIE 6 FRSGERANG . REFREZFREAIZZSE T R
My EmsSIEE.

X8R BMEBE; HEEE,; AeIER SR EENEAER

HES B4

1 5]

AR ek . BME L A S IR AR
Fo MNEMRE T RS T (The Old
Guitarist)” %] JCHE 1)1~ 38 5 W A% Mr. Magoo, #
AP N ki 2] 1 Ay OIS | AR A2 40 R A7 T A S AR
AEE2 N F, A BHI0 i 7 D7 32 02 4T 1% R
AR, SR, JCOr BT A SR R S HLAR
BN IR 2 SR AR OK P B, B A AR g T D
(Reed, Larry, & Mikels, 2014) . Kennedy 5 Carstensen
S N WRAR RN, BIAE DA T 5 R v
AR N LGAR B T AR 4 F P AR I AR £ 1 A )
(Kennedy, Mather, & Carstensen, 2004), X {4

i3

B R . TAEICIZ . BilEicIZ . AfEiRictZ.
. SATIIRE S A B (Reed et al., 2014;
Schryer & Ross, 2014), PG BUARRN A B LK
AL LU I Al 7 3%, i T4 L PR AR 1 A
T B i 1 388 0 T A 1 AR Ak, TS TR AT 2
i 1) B9 4 1% 22 5 (A0 42001 98 BRSO 0 o 196 266 Dt [
3 R (DR AEA W, Z4NE B R
;. QAR NE AR E, ZFEANBARE; (3)
RN WEWAR I, &N B AR ] (57,
EEATHT, 2014), WOk, DR 10 A sk, L,
5T N A R/ A D 17 5 B AR 0 385 0
% 31l 8% 1] L %% (Carstensen & Deliema, 2018), A
HIF 5T 2 AR B/ A i 1) 5 B RO /5 0 o 3 5
F PRI LAY % (Murphy & Isaacowitz, 2008), 7

WeRS H 91: 2018-10-15 SCRE B R AR A LA Rk R TE .
* [ AR R4 T KT H (16ZDA233), AR PE 2 A AE Web of science ¥ DR IE, DL 38

BE N SCHE 2 B2 B2 000 H 5 J2 A FHI IS 328 5 &7 (Subject Categories)#EATH &R, iR IK WK
(201906), 2019 4F 7Rl 77 4t 2 Bl 2% & JR A 57 PR S
(20193143), WAL S FE R A SCHE SR I H ) ) i
(SD191067). “emotion” not “disorder” mnot “infant*” not

WAE1EH: 455, E-mail: hanbx@psych.ac.cn “depressive” not “anxiety” not “Alzheimer” not

“positivity effect” and “aging” and “attention” and
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i

“Parkinson” not “cancer” not “patient™” not “children’
not “adolescent*”, WP 2003~2017 4F,
RBSCHK 94 F; HohBk ., RACREZ, i E K
R .

2 FEZHRKAASIEHIZEIEIL (Second
Generation Socioemotional Selectivity
Theories)

#1231 45 B $5 B E (Socioemotional Selectivity
Theory, SST)J&— 5 S HLAH G HY BE A K J B
(English & Carstensen, 2016). SST 2} H AR 1
PR R AR . FESE HARW SE A ROR, L
WA ZFR . S5V & 53 Ah—28 B AR 5 06
T HATPROUA K, N2 R LR | BRI
W, X AR R AR L, (H
SST =l 5 8 2 Sk Isf ] R B 72 S AL rp 9 PR, A
R D3 AR 5 R e I )RR 1B A G o AATTAR 3R )
o ] TR R R Y, L R B SRk B TR
5 22 I [RIRS 3 2 S A A2 T 245 RO I iR i 2% LA
XoF AN R PR A5 78 2 BRI B R R I ) A R
D)3 SR 9 2 0l R G S T3 SR A H A (Sims,
Hogan, & Carstensen, 2015),

H Carstensen T 1999 4E 42 H! SST J5, iZ 35
W Zam T ARSI (@ RERA R S, I
TRAE M 3 A TINFIFN S 45 DU BB AR I8 22 7 1Y Hlie
BARL s BN BHIE DA i i U R S

15 %1 (Strength and Vulnerability Integration, SAVI),

GFR N A SN 45 R B L (Charles & Hong,
2017), o, A B OC VRS 45 00 T AR,
S 7 V) SR 2 18 U T SRS
2.1 FIRHEIE

Carstensen 55 14 IRTE S % A, 2 M
WA PR LA, AR S S i A AR AL
T2 2 HE AR AP AL, B4R AN =
TR AL AHSL, AR5 DT A ) T34 R T A TE
Lo HATTR: 24 b B AR RD o P 3, BT A AT
PRI, DRBCRRAR . T AR R PR = E 4 A e
EAENE Z 0 d B AN BRI AT B LR R R
TN (Carstensen, Fung, & Charles, 2003), 1
WO BSR4 8 L & T SST, #i—, %
HRIA R Y AR SMEZ R, ZAE A HH LA
NRFE R E L Hin e TAEIE 4 Bbn, i, 4
TR GB SR ME A s A AR AN 0 Y B ARET, AR A

W2 se A C A, SO SRR H bR 2R
(Madill & Murray, 2017); 5 =, MEHEIMERAKE,
FEI AR 0 A F b, 55 48 AR O Y Bl s 2 ek
B L R L, 2SR AR R AL
AR B ORE B, B SO AR B R I F)
(Charles et al., 2017),
2.2 IAEESMRIR

) A % 4 P2 (Dynamic Integration Theory,
DIT) A A AR FIE 45 2 [8] (14 6 &R J2 NTE SIS 1
ISR AR B A B I 4, X
A ANA-IEIRR G &4 AR PR B i R
3 TE V7 A T B T B W Y e (A 4 N Tk AR, R
SEAE D AN B 5 18 T A2 b AR AR O 1)
EhfE R, e LA —Fh R R AR 0 7 P i
BB RN 45 5 Bt AT A 3 in T (Labouvie-
Vief, 2009)., ki % L% (Aging-Brain Model)ik &
R B 18 7 A 2 vh T A5 A A% ) e il 3 % 17T 32
Mo TR R ARG TR 9 155 28 S, A AT A 0T
R I8 25 RO S U . AR IR I S BT
i) BB 17 45 il 3 A9 % #% (Cacioppo, Berntson,
Bechara, Tranel, & Hawkley, 2011), A WL, iR M
AN P SR 1Y AR B A R ARRRON 1Y, T
2 T B U ) A S v DA 4 o D) B 2 4E N AR U
45 Hbr iy 250, BRSO I A AR A HI Dl BE
HIZSR, M, RAT IR B K E4FE A R TE
i T % 18T o DA AR R 6 M P 5 T & R T SST
Ho—, ZAE NPT BN 24 B AR 2 AT S5
J1, Bk, BN & A N B K HARAY 25
R HZ, ZBRUSHBESII . e
LD IS AT &S QTG R | P A SNV SIS
7o
2.3 GR55E S4E 8! (Strength and Vulnerability

Integration, SAVI)

SAVI fift B 1 BUAF I 28 015 R 45 S AR i
SO R R o AL A AT B 0 AT T 6
kSR SR> R R T RN AR Ak S B
bR EE T R, RN E R A T ARG
PR RRGEPE A BRI, AR RS 4
FEWMRHARET . Lo, TR AS ] 45 R0 1 6 Y
ST A (O SRRk 7 X 18 P i ) I, IR )17 55
ARGy O T BAT 55— FERG N2 AR AN AN B4,
i HOA JE AR 3SR AP AR ], S BOHE 450
TP HIE 2 (Charles & Hong, 2017), %A RIARAL
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5 SST HhXf 248 AL Se N T 25 H br Ji 5 i)
B, T LR T A AT s AS RE B 2 ol A 445 0
TR

55 AR S 4 BB S 20 0 MO [R5 i 7S
SETSST MY P, Bk BE K SST i 4%
FEMIAEIN T A 7, e AL, A0
LA T SIS AR A S0k, SAVI IR T 1%
LR I SR

3 AR REFRIVK

3.1 IAFIERIEEE RS %

INHHE I 8 MR GE—, XK PAT I 1
(executive control)”, AFFEH i A Ky HALHI 2L
W B SN B B RN LR AR B R
(Zhang & Li, 2015), MR% &S558 HINATE SR &
A AE S PO AR b (A 4% 1 (inhibitory  control)
(FRZ% 45, 2006) . Diamond TA A il 32 1l ¥5 K A7
AR Sy, HE BRI, 5
W4 w2 42 il (Diamond, 2013; #&X3CHw, Mk, &
JB, 2017)c SR AL 55 MO0 S | A5 1k 2
5 BARTE B TCR R AT 450 N TSSO R
4+ 4L (Wright, Lipszyc, Dupuis, Thayapararajah,
& Schachar, 2014), #hZ il 5248 i T IR SlOf%
[R5 4, AR R G IR P B E R, MW
T4 A 32 7 (Groom & Cragg, 2015), A UL, J2 )
Pt B — A~k 2 B AR Y SRy B — A 2T B AR
R, BCEASE IR BAT — A B R AT, W R
WG T T 4 52 428 o) 02 5 4 1 R 33
()4 ZF 500, T2 AMmE 0w T3, ¥ A
RE M= HEBETIRE
32 INHERSEE

PRI A A S T A O B2y b i
LEANPEE 3oL v Eg MO &N
WM T 75 A 1 29 2 5 (Shiffrin & Schneide,
1977), HIEPATIIFRZEEERINT, J5H AT
ATBEEENMN T, “EZBEHENTRENNE
FRE——(F BN T8 . & ARir AT
I B {5 BRI HERR HABAE S, AR
T HBR A OAF B(nFATHEAE), R 24 Hbx
ToRAF BB B H A R e, WFs &%
BIRFEES SR d o TR A shm
T Ak, KReESEus Loy m T/ A 3
D) S g G = WIS S B Y2 N [ N

B 5 Jin T 8f A9 75 5t A 5% (Cohen, Aston-jones, &
Attention, 2004), MIX/NAERE, EHlMMT 5
B TIfFARgax) | #12L, edrike . ARXS
5 H DX o3 i 2 E SR AE T AR E M 4 AIE (Staub,
Doignon-Camus, Bacon, &
Bonnefond, 2015)

TR R 0 0 AT A R 5 i T g
TAERR, B R B Ry FEE
K, NATTEE RS g T T S A AT 55 I AR T 3
KRN0, AR BRFEN, WLARARMEE 2 3 A
—LANATE A2 3R o T R0 WA 1R 40 A
TTA S 05 2 — A A s rym Tt A&, AT %0
ST RE S TCRR, BS54 55 A & T8 5% 1
PR T LA B 2 (Lavie, 2010) . 78 A
Y38/ #Ei¢ (load theory of attention and cognitive
contro)#E H R 1Y . MIABEBE IR AT, fRue T
B MR o BRI, S N B T AT
S AT BER, MR IR ST R T 0,
TS BRI e AR, IR nE 2 A AT 55 A R
AR GEURIC B 45 TS0, DA T B0 I 8 %
(Lavie, Hirst, de Fockert, & Viding, 2004),

3.3 IAEIESIRYE LI

20 4, INRFERIRE 1 4E B AL A LRI
Mo b, 3 U 1 (generalized slowing) IR UAIA AN
VFZ N AT R g6 A in T 3K B AR 4RI 22 5, X
TP T3 RE 4 28 A PR D18 AR IAE AR B R
2k, RE. A TS & A B B (Moretti,
Semenza, & Vallesi, 2018; Salthouse, 1996), i T.
PRI > (reduced processing resources) R ULIA N,
TR BEUR A E G 15 0 v S BUE BN TR R A
TR0, 2 4R N0y B 3k AR XS R Z 450 (KK
H SN TN B IR, M s s
RPEI T R 2240, 24 AN KA T Re Ak
%, fHIAE4a %] 2 5% (Craik & Byrd, 1982; Hara &
Naveh-Benjamin, 2015), T AEiCf2%5 i d2> (reduced
working memory capacity)RUGIAN, WA TAE
ICICHEIG I IR, L InfPf A i N A
MRS . BUE 5516 2 A DR T % (McNab et al.,
2015; Salthouse, 1990), I & il 5% ¥ (disturbed
attentional contro)fR UL IN N ZAF N F BIEFHI RS
M SEREPEZ A, PR D R AT 55 vh R 22
(Balota, Dolan, & Duchek, 2000; Condello et al.,
2017).

Marques-Carneiro,
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ITAER, T BB ER S (inhibition deficit theory)
1 H AR 4E R HE (goal maintenance theory)$2 %
A AR DG TA 42 i B i 11 L HEE AL o 400 ke o 2
$2 B A AR AR IS 2 540 ) 2 e k45 5 2
IR T AR B B 33k LA ] 5 e 2 ] << Sk g
TRELRDL, AR IEAZ L SR T TARE e 12 m T
B AT 55 5t - B (MacKay, Johnson, Graham, &
Burke, 2015). 4" J& A9 30 i 5kt [ # 8 (expanded
inhibitory deficit theory)# i —Fh ] REAYRE . &
AT N F 0 T 4 R S i DX R0 A B LA SR N T R,
1EL 2 5 0 ) A R AR OG0 il DTS R R S
(Hasher, 2015), HAFRZERFEIEIN N EF ALEAA
FERIE 55 b & 22 42 th T H A HIAE 55 50 H bR 9 A
TERAERE S T W 4E5 HARBE I 2Ll B4 A
AT AN T gy M A AR RS 1 e 2 B P A
(Lopez-Garcia et al., 2016),

3.4 INEIIE IR E L A0 TAE A R BR AL

N B2 MR, A ANtk
TR PAT I R Rl o i D R A
T4 B A R — ZPF M N R B
(Sakakibara & Endo, 2015), — ¥ #& A %0 51% B
H#% (Prescott, 2018), 3 ¥ KX BN FIM T AR T
A . R B2 AT 04 [ (Barbas &
Garcia-Cabezas, 2017), {78 0 58 907 BI1E
BRRPE, FEHATRNE . B R R A s
(Nicholson et al., 2017) H T4 M6 2 & 4= F
40 0 R L3, AT B T R e P17 4 0
MG o B AR N A I ) B AS S AR
7 TEAT 26 N TR A AT SO 5 AR R N —#F,
(ELA 30 7 M 7 2 £ LI 20 3 o) A5 A A S . 0
EBIGEMpERERN MR DP9 L8, BEAN
I TR R A, A AL A E KT LA R b
K (Clewett, Bachman, & Mather, 2014; Xiao
et al., 2018),

FIA I R 296 RO S NN g B, E
BEHEAT B RN N WA A R R T P R
A NI E RS ER , ATAEE R B
K4 IR [X. (Nestor et al., 2016), Tij & i 7 J2 8 215
PRI AL RSy, ST L BESE R, AR
LU [T b A0, [BRESPE SR O S R RN
BT 713805 B K (Wan, Tian, & Lleras, 2014), IAH
P H#E7 (cognitive control model)iA 2y, F4HE AWK
TR RO T LB SC 16 2% F AR H T HA T B¢

JEU R A D RS, B LU & R AR N

WA AR NG R £, 4 NHT#UHE 30

JK -4 75 L BN W) R 875 (downregulation) JH #% 17

gl Q| NGBS R 2 i O NN L B ol e

(upregulation) FRAR 15 2 (RP{: 2 A ] FRAR 1 45 0100
(Nashiro, Sakaki, & Mather, 2012),

4047 [ 57 2 02 1 28 A 48 1l ) G B 25 44
SR ITR MGG RS G, RA
73 [ RIS LB A URT A R v 19 28 ThT
FLEFEEME A MRI BF5E 2B, 7T E ST RE
Z0F, BT 2 P D LA o [RET, A
o [\ J7 2 09 3 30 o 38 i (Brassen, Gamer, &
Buchel, 2011), HATR=# 542 Ml 5 R ek
IR0 2 A N [0 AR A 430 W i 2538 — B

4 ZHEANEREIEMI FRWIBE
SRS

RERZEMRENH, BEAEMNTIEERF
S AR O B A B DGR 2 TR S, A
AT 5T A & B3 R AR 3007 (B 431X 36 M A
UG IR 1)o A ST Tl 0 2800 1) B4 it 1]
PR R, BRI X AN — B R R A
4.1 LUANMEHIAXBIRATTE

TR R, AT SR, BRAH
fldke” . BT SCA 8 T LA RIS fRRE, A TARI DR
BN SE AR R T H R Y 28 R T R mg
(Livingstone & Isaacowitz, 2018), T Itt, TAHIIT
TR P A M 25 5 K JHL Xt 175 44 RT3 140 55 Wil i kg 9F 9 44
Mo NSRS ] ARG B . TR (E B L
PE R 4R A R, T AR T AR A2 O Y
PR AN (Ziaei & Fischer, 2016), 55 —fCit 2%
25 PP B AR AR AN 1 B T2 A
N B AR 4 o5 RN IR, A
N IR R BN A SR BB BN A
VAT PR A2 4E N E B 2 B AR 1] o Reed 454
100 JSEUEAF 5T R 47 8 e BT BB, Y ukil7E
H oK . TCRR AR X A7 n T, angEaR
MG A B — R A B, AN A Z 48
S B B T B R, DA R A X, R
W RO 500 kR, R2Z, AERRSIZAT,
TSR R S 06 A A W, B AR O
F E (divided attention) 254 F, Bliak A J0 B2 I
FERSAS 2, BB 0 O 4550 1% 2 W 4 55 (Reed et al.,
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x1 FTEFAREXTZEAREIEARERWILR

B B TRy i SR i Bt e R
70 Madill & Murray, 2017 19~29 vs.64~90  SUT-%% Study 1 H Bl R B
R Study 1 18~30 vs.63~84 ERR N Telmm 3000 ms

Study 2 BN BT
Study 2 ¥ & I
RN Jedim
BAEN: Tt
Bannerman et al., 2011 18~22 vs.60~74 WHRZES AR RLE T H 10 ms
BN BRI
IRzl Isaacowitz, Allard, et al., 18~21 vs.57~84 WMER R AFERA . Tl H 500 ms VLS
2009 LN B
Isaacowitz, Livingstone,  17~23 vs.60~91 Yk Study 1 I —
Harris, &Marcotte, 2015  18~25 vs.35~59 AERRN . O IA]
Study 1 vs. 60~88 HAEN Tl
Study 2 Study 2 J o
. . FHEFH AU R )
Isaacowitz et al., 2018 18~23 vs.35~59 ek 2. b HFHENHERWE G —
vs. 60~86
ERP  Hilimire et al., 2014 18~31 vs.61~77 WEEF AR W A 0~130ms
BAEN: B
Meng et al. 2015 18~22vs.60~74  WEEFE AR R 4 400~1000 ms
BN BRI
Renfroe et al., 2016 20 vs. 72 WEEE  ERA SR % 400~800 ms
ZAEN X g 1]
kG 4, 2015 17~26 vs.61~75  oddball SERR N TelR F  270~460 ms
AR AR AR ) 500~850 ms
LR YN 2T G
ZBAEN: Tofw
ity Leclerc & Kensing, 2010 18~26 vs.62~81 ALY SRR TH AR B P RN B
RIES ZAEN : B AR ) 4000 ms
Wright et al., 2006 21~27 vs.62~81 i SRR, WSHRAR ) . 200ms
I AR AR AR )

2014), Ffif5, Madill S5RBUT 55 256 thEHIE T 1
RZEE (Madill & Murray, 2017). A4, XA
AR B IR R ) TR A S DA 0 T 3R A
PR T BN A FIRH A NTE T R AR
i 1] SE B 5 AT R T R . SRR STt I,
EAPE R BN AR Ry — B2 T2k 5 iR 4K
IR ATE A TR, A 8 A TR IR 2
TEZ TR B, Al 2s ol sk PR .
T A7 BA A B M A OBF (Labouvie-Vief, Grithn, &
Studer, 2010), >R F BUHR 32 4 4 AR 25 2215 2 1 FLn
TARMS 25 R AER AN 2% . BiRmilm £ 5
HIE RS (A B F e R L, R A R R
T8 FL Y 32 008 B R T e vk AL, X 2 AL

B B 2 H G B[R] 4 F SR T L (Bannerman et al.,
2011)0 % TRURTE G LT AW M B, % 0F
5% ¢ B B A AU TR D DL SRR AR N, e A 7R
A3 TR B, AFFZNHIEER . Foster 4210 T
X3 18 #5 #Y (dual-route model), %A RN AN FI
T 66 55 RN RN 8] 28 /A7 A6 W 4% T 1) AH R 1 3l
B, AN RN DRSS, 1% T B
B, FURARN & AEAE RS 45 T R B . #H ),
WA NN DI RE B8, IS4 Tad Rt
RBEA B RHINE, SERAN—FER
EEBABZHINRR, BEURE, 2N
THFH R & 11T SR A 2 SR B AR BT A/ 6
AR AR B LA RR G P15 25 1R 35 (Foster, Davis, &
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Kisley, 2013), 4R, BB T 2 4E AR AR 1%
24T A Sh Ak T e i, 558 R0k
231 25 B BRI v R RRAR T 2 AT 4 1 i T Y
LS IE A . EAh, Foster 78 i AR A Hp AL 72
TR A< 99 B B )99 5 1000 ms, 1] ERP
TIF 5 38 5 A A5 28 0 T 9 B 3 ko3 0 1 i 2 R
JE#9 300 mso [RIUL, VI IA R i 5 ma FRAR 2800
fals Az . ne) kAR AR R A EL
42 LUIEREREEHEEAXRADTE

4 T AL 3 2 40 %) B [ gk AR R A R AR 2
ARSKNE ) B OB, AT P T R IR A I AR AE
TR =M, E T B AR RN & A AE A Bk
B TR By, DA A A ] 5 B Ak
IS
4.2.1 HRZNIER

Isaacowitz 55(2009)% H R 8l F AR 25 22 3 i At
SRS B B ] 99 05, S B A N G RO A 38 ) 12
AW D BB RIAE XTI, R I 500 ms
Z 5, JF HBEET R ERS At TR 2
I 500 ms PN, AR R S AR 1AL
(Isaacowitz et al., 2009), [F4F, %K% 71— TR
IIMFSE RN, AR AH OC By I B AR A R A4 R AETE
PR RIS s, AL 250 2 1 R AN,
J T R X 44 i T (Isaacowitz et al., 2009),
ZJe, Allard 2 F i FL O BE 7 4 52 4F CR A
TSR, A5RR AN B B R w4 &
A TR 2 s, AT A B AN 2 e T A
Xt 8 s L BN T (Allard, Wadlinger, & Isaacowitz,
2010), Rz, ST BAENTENG 46 B T R
BN kAR BB B AN B, R4 A sk T
S il n T e R A S —
4.2.2 BXAEIER

R4 IF A 4% 261 1F I (frontocentral emotional
positivity, FcEP)H&1E R4 iF il al for B 17 45 1 T
L AL L B — B RIER, &R
PIABY B, AR B K2 kAR AR 4 T FL S 2 R
100~150 ms, sz W Fip &0 DX ) 3l R0 2 19 A 1
W T, MM B R AR L TS mALE LG
200 ms, BT EKCERIN T, b 2
5 A 2R BIE (Bimer & Holmes, 2007),
Hilimire 48R H] ERP S5 AH 5 HL A H AR %5 24 AR
Y AR EZS 6y R s W o 1| O R/ s L T
AT LIS R AR . R ERPs, &

PAERT 130 ms FERRBHAXT IR LRI FCEP
W, T A D X AU 1T LR B FCEP
(Hilimire et al., 2014), FUZH AR &4
TR B S LR B, SMORTE, FERpk
AR AL AT AR LS A P B R Y HE
o P T LR, T S A A U A R B X R
gy, BIBERs L L b L1375 A B P i
/N (Mienaltowski, Corballis, Blanchard-Fields,
Parks, & Hilimire, 2011), X384 A/ T xF
AT AL Y T R A T, B 7E B A o B
EAE R T X I AR AL A AT

LPP (late positive potential, LPP)i & & 4= 7F
R BUS 300 ms B IE Ry, 55 EAE SN L
FHG, BT RS AT HLIG i o 1% 25 MK
R PEE A BESI R EIER LPP Hifii. Renfroe
S5 BB AR NFIR A1 A WL 1 2 v A
Yt R i fph 22 AR BRAR AR LPP 3, RBLBAEN
SR ATE W 45 M7 50 R I (4 LPP 4K
TP R E R, JF BB 4R NAE WA RO T
%4 = B A R PP P /N F R 2R
(Renfroe et al., 2016) . TIRHBE L3I EAERF 5T 100
K oddball 283X, K15 45 LI A1 40 4 %
EEAE NS AR AR 55 A0 G 0 155 26 i TR
LT R R R . KB, AR AR A ] E
(270~460 ms), A1 2% 100 FL A8 =2 i PR op P 1
LIRS & T PR KA P3a LY, T
5 28 S8 R AT S5 G F VA SR T N ST ]
I1(500~850 ms), 44 B 18 25 30 SO0 3 2%
AR 26 AL 5 | 1 AR R o 2 19 1 2R
S MU BE R E 12 B PSW (positive slow
wave), HHIZ, EAFA LRI T Belis 25 5800 53
NLVE R o BEFEHE 7R T B4 AR ANALE I T ARE:
55 AR SC 15 4 RO, A7 78 1 I A) E R 22 5, 4R %
AH O B TEAAE 1 26 800 & AR FE M I TRl 2 1, R 3
R AR 2 B S 2 D 1 R A 2 Y T 17 4% D 16
(Gl 45, 2015),

gi b, BAE NI 45 T R IR F AR S AR S
DL EE SR I [ 7 AR A — B 4518, X T RES
ARBFFEE AR SEIR AR R A G
4.2.3 BAGIEE

Leclerc 4R MRI £ AR L2 AN 1LY 2R
S N, ZIRAEFE AL E I 4000 ms
P, e bR T FL S | S A N A0 i 8 B TR SR
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FEEE R T IH A AL, AR50 A3 Bt AH S Y s
#i3 (Leclerc & Kensing, 2010), %R Z4E
AR EFL AT B B R T, ) 2R L
4T T P8 (down-regulated) SV 5 Aif A9 v B8 A5 A
5% S B 5L BT FLE (200 ms/%T), AH HBGR Y
kAL, B RME AL AT RN L FRA
A7 A% 1 Bl [R) A R B Y 4% 5% (Wright, Dickerson,
Feczko, Negeira, & Williams, 2007; Wright et al.,
2006); T FL 5 B RE BAG I, T AR RIS | ke R A
N B A AR O 2 /D T 4R 4% A (lidaka et al.,
2002; Tessitore et al., 2005), [ 1k, AR N TS
AT BE I AR PR AL A, 7 R T 0 A B

2o
5 FIRMEAEEM BRRE

5.1 FERERY

TR WA B, AT REFE R i i a]
PN TR AR B A5 B o T R R AR B R F
ZWBECH R L 2w, B g e R
AR B A2 R RN A, TR R A2 B UK T
“H LRI TR S], i . BAR S,
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Abstract: In the 20th century, many psychologists who held the “doom and suffering” perspective studied
the physical, cognitive, and emotional losses experienced by people in their later years. However, recent
theoretical and empirical researches have challenged this generally acknowledged truth from the perspective
of the “aging paradox” which recognized the positivity effect of aging on emotional processing. The
positivity effect has been observed in cases where older adults preferred positive materials rather than
negative materials compared to younger adults in cognitive processing. The second-generation
socioemotional selectivity theories incooperated the positivity effect theory, cognitive control hypothesis,
and strength and vulnerability integration three theoretical models, which describe the effects of age
differences on cognitive and emotional functions and emphasize the potential role of cognitive control in the
positive emotional process of older adults. However, the distinction between automatic and controlled
cognitive processes depends on the allocation of attentional resources. Therefore, the cognitive control may
play an important role in attention processes of positive emotional information among the elderly. In
addition, the time course of attention bias may be another key factor associated with positivity effects.
Finally, based on these factors accounted for, the attention stage model of cognitive control which would
influence the positivity effects of aging was constructed. Future studies could explore Chinese elderly’s
emotional attention processing mode, the functional mechanisms of different cognitive control
subcomponents, and the treatment quality of attention, to improve the ecological validity of the studies.
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