OHEREYEE 2020, Vol. 28, No. 2, 230-239
Advances in Psychological Science DOI: 10.3724/SP.J.1042.2020.00230

* # 7 47 & (Regular Articles) °

R iEEfEa o iEinT .
AT AMBEBFRNNA

FoOoM OARE R

(LIZRIBIE R B2 BE, ThHg 250358)

M E AMANFAEFTREATEAE, BERBRELHEATE I RAR KRS B BAL O H 2 F B, Rt
] R A ASRAT A KA B BRI 2 AL R RGBT 1A B B . B R Tt AR d, RA R —AEEY AR E,
{2 B AR 8] % v RAR Am T 6 B 50 45 R R — . st BR8] T % mfa B AT m T 94T A Ae b A BB R AT A8, st
RENEFGRBABATT 2. RRGHAREH JELEGITAMR S AR, Fr%— AR08 faagE 250,
R R R R4 T RARAR A Rk JER R, B RAR

NS Bs42

RGN T 202 F A — AN EEME, i Bellebaum, 2016), Sz 15} i) B 19 1< & (Carpenter &
SN T AATAT LS 45 AR I BE (Luft, 2014). Vul, 2011; Yin, Wang, Zhang, & Li, 2018)% ., H:,
SN T AL F AR 552K | R R AT Ry = AN J52 A5 T I ) e e 2 At 5 R 1 5 o — B
Ifi (Kulhavy & Stock, 1989; Mory, 2004), HAKK i3, FEE MR, SR, RNiBJefEAT ot 2
Mg 3 B — A2 TS5, T AR R TR A F AR FRAFF S o, RS ] e B ASn T  E
AR R AT R BN o FER MR Rt n, 2 ) E BT — B S5 o A LR A IR S 15t
WAl B AR B, IR B E B S B O 8 SN A B SBHAF M 5 HP AR B4 T2% 2] (Opitz, Ferdinand,
R ‘G ESE LM 3] o R v, W] LU & Mecklinger, 2011; Yin et al., 2018); A5 E
ACAATh, BRI MRS B BOR . FERCBUINT. b S L, AR E I Aok T L5 B i B DA 1
R, AT HAREARR], FE N, TR ez, M & JE 22 AY 4 (Butler, Karpicke,
XA R A A B RS ST L & Roediger, 2007; Smith & Kimball, 2010).

FAE NI Bl — A~ R I (Mory, 2004), 17T LA TEASC, FRATHI2E T AR CAT R BF5E 5 e
B — FRE B E AR AT A A R (Luft,  Jmpfgy, 000 THEGE S S IR B s B L
2014), G5 S LR G AT, A e R X < B A5k (0] i 52 ) 2 5t

FE SN Tad B ef, LA BT IR AL i ) S0 R 5 0 e L K R

e e M e A 1 2 ST BCR, Bilin2E IR 5 R T B RFSE

RFER(YEE, I, WRE, 2018), REER

Eq%’ﬂEFashler, Cepeda, Wixted, & R)ohrer, 2005) 1 )—it% I‘ET‘I BE]_%Z ﬂrﬂ&t%j]ﬂlﬁ{]?j_'j]ﬁﬁwﬁ

AR B (Luft, 2014), %] F 5 R4S F 0 15 2 ik 16 B B ) 2 B b TR AT R T B & b AT

7K F-(Walsh & Anderson, 2012; Weismuller & TEAzE, B TETNHITRE., BTN
R, PR A 5 20 s
Tt B g5 2Rk . RBRIE ZE AT R IR = A
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RN TR S AT 1] B 6T S5 i T ) 5 e A
B o ATORAT WS S AT 55 00 =R
P F RS . B B R 5 L KRR g
AR S5, A BRTE T AN E A AT S5, St )
e XsF S Ain L A S

1.1 RiREEEZmERNFS)

5 2] A MR PR B b i 4 53 LA A
0, AR BT A 28 ) RN PR SR JBORH L 4 s
BLCRAEHE, BO8, SRR, 2007), FEXFAE 52T 1
5T, Ashby, Alfonso-Reese, Turken £ Waldron
(1998)Beit T RN S5 4E), — R T MU Ay 2%
%Ué’ﬁﬁ](Rule-based category structure), —
EHS 192 5 4544 (Information-integration category
structure), S oA} Hy 25 ] 93 2 A 7 ) A [ /956
AUV ARG, R U 6 288 ) 45 4 JHG 2 D) L 2%
S [ AR B Ty 1] — R, S B G 2k
I3t R G 2I T D 5 25 P 4 () 90 38 A 7 [ 4 2
FEH)# 4 (Maddox, Ashby, & Bohil, 2003; Maddox
& Ashby, 2004; 5k, XIJ7{E, 2007; #hifife,
i, 2014)

WFFEF Ny, X5 TR0 ) 2 31 254 A A 5
e G 1 2 I A5 AR 1 2 20 S R AN TR Y R G R T Y
(Maddox et al., 2003; Maddox & Ashby, 2004;
e, IR, 2014) KT KU A4 28 51 254 52 th A1 i
BB 30 7 e 4 il (9, 52 TAE IS APAT R
HsZ I (N ETE 45, 2007). AfTTEE =T IR A
WG T 2 15 2 T AL 192571 2544 (Ashby, Queller,
& Berretty, 1999), [ I 52 5% 1] J %o J5 TR0 1 25
LA Y27 2] A B T (Maddox et al., 2003), {H
F RS W A R o et — R i N R R S
iR, ZZ2 OHE % . BT 20K
TR 2 3T B R OFOSR F BR 22 (B1 AT B Y,
PRI AEE 3R T2 15 23 A B R 1 28 031 27 20 7 A R
0 (Maddox et al., 2003; PR SE, JB5R, 2014),

Maddox 55 A (2003)AF 5% T S 45k [] B X -F 5 T
JIU] 1) 2 390 25 40y 2 > FOA BB B 2800 45 4 2 )
RIS o S50 A5 43 Ry EE 3R S Uit R S BV S 153 7 e,
S RS A A R AR SN 26 1k JE 500 ms 25 T S4B, i
JEIR S AR R AR RV 2 1R S 2500 ms . 5000 ms il
10000 ms 25T [ i5t. SEga 45 KM, S is Al
LT R 9 2501 27 ) B A R, HAT 2 X B R
B RIMNAER B2 2 P2 AR o 838 R 5 5k A
T F B R A RIS R Y 2 2] TE R R AR T A

RBRZMT

B TR B G 122 2 =2 2 KPR,
7 22 UL JHe 08 94 B2 AR W (i 13 BRAE SO JS 500 ms,
A it Worthy, Markman 1 Maddox (2013)I\ K, &
NG 500 ms 455 55, 22 2 BORBZOR RAF I .
Worthy 45 AR FHAH R A9 G I S2 g0 4k, s 2 15
)% 7 0 ms 500 ms 1 1000 ms = Fp A4, #F
FEANRI Y RS I B S S5 24 2T I R, S B2
SRR, FEIR S B TN A 2N E 48 S
S, (HRAF BAE BRI A5 5 141, 500 ms
HYFER B L 0 ms F1 1000 ms Y FEIR S5 F B4,

TBa | T Z BRI ¥ 5 5 (2018)il ad KA WHRAT:
55 WF 5T B 1) B o MR R 8 031 2 S [ 5 . RS
ARG BRA IR LR, BKRAF A1
MR LA B, SR i iaUAR 48 R 7 181 TR 40 b 3
J& WG R RCIR” . R TR AR K
SR R, (AR — B )5 ST R, R A B
43R S B B (500 ms) FEE IR S 15 (5000 ms) B Fl
5 NEZEBRBR R Ca&m &I
BT o TEROZAT 55, R R A 0 P B
ARG, (HEM T AR SL5s
K IRST R 5 ) 2 ) ORI F R R, ER R
AR TRERET N

S5 AN <o S I -9 || I L 74
Vi) B 0 R AS TR 9 o 2 5% [0 R %o 1 S A 15 A 6
F G AP i 2 S i AR A R, (L SE K S 15 ]
B XoF PR B 2R 9 T s il %) 2~ 2 R 7 AR R S
12 RIBEAREMELERIEZHES

G B2 MR T, R E K EH R
2% ] B AL SRR SR AL IE 4 B 1 (Smith & Kimball,
2010; Butler et al., 2007)i4 & 24 1 #5152 2 )i (Pashler
et al., 2005), % LLHF 5T [F] At B2 446 T 5 15 1] B Xof
) HUR A EE A . B B R R 5 AR
FH SR AL IE TR 0 RN, PRI IA S B g 0 A2 13 22 1)
O IET] o i N S s a8 A s B NI B i R
B IE R £ 55 N 5 IE A I B 2 AR &R, R
RT3, F40 Saltzman (1951)F < iE% "
(verbal maze){T:45, Bourne (1957)K FHHE &R 4%
55 BRITHEIR ST 2% > B RZ R . R AT 45 SRk B
HIE R ST S AN AS RER, REARSE T 5 .

WEE BRI, BE5E 3 & IR AE R I 15t 7]
VIR 52 2O, IR A 28R 0 1 2 2 RHOR T
B AR A A fE Bk . U0 Butler 45
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A(2007) & BAE R 2 45 6 4 i 042 LA R 9 1
o SEEMRER T 12 F 30, WA SR
I S BAE DB H, B8 E R B S
KEW, BMEE BRI, —AEfRZ R
FAGEIRA R A 7 ED S A R e S I T ik
RGBT E R R A A R A 5T R 22 0
BERE— RGNS kI m S T . —JRE,
BRI AT R R R LI, S 25 R R BN,
HESR B2 45 Ly B R B EE A R TR EHENZ, HOR B
5] b I AL M A IR A A 1E o 1445 S 2 I 3R I 5k
L7 B B 45 B A ) T SR R Y B o

[G]#E, Smith Fl Kimball (2010)38 1% 25 7 B[l
B AN SE IR 2 5t %k 5047 B A 2T s, AR IR
BREIVE I TE TR AL ) 0 IE 0 SN o 58 3 1 3%
76 A~ LA BAE R IR, B SE I8 5 A B
Bt: 60 23827 2T B BE (3 > + R0 0 ) F— A e
] —BsF 18] 30 434 B4 228 B X BB o 57 B R SR 4L 7
RIS 37 B 25 SO, JE IR U5 2 A6 A7 Uk U
B8 RS TR, WA SRR, IR R B
27— A5 3R R 5 2 b ST B R SR A,
BEARXS Tz BB s, AR BB T = A E R
N EIAEER o W5 DA R T IE B SR I AR FE IR
TR, RIS A AR A L i ) B — B3 Bsf ) S Pk 2
>, A R T EE IR A R R S Y
FESR R A5, HAE R el A R R N S IR R v 2
() B3 4+, M A F IEH0 20 A9 & (Kulhavy,
1977; Smith & Kimball, 2010; Butler et al., 2007),

Pashler %5 A (2005)7EMF 58 4ME 24 > () ad 72 rh
B, M) HEAE AR AR, RA R
B, Pl b RS RE IR R . MK
SO TR I A0 B, AR 2 I R 45 1 5 il 3
AR BEIAFFRF AN B T Re 2 2] E 4 iR
HESR 245 22 01 LA 248 v AR B2 TR A 7 JE 3R B4 B[R]
()R P, AR AR S, M T Xt
A AS e 2 2 TE A S 0L B T3 o T I B a7 B R A
W22, TR AR IE R, a4 a2 B4
BRIV T3 (Guthrie, 1971).

i L, TEHEEAERFIBIE P A, RiE
B Yo 2 29 3R (R 5 it R — B, T 5 K B
A TE 06 Iz 7 A0 2 T 5158 B 22 2T ML A T o
WAL, S B e B B AR R AN —, R R B
FEERZ BIAR—BUW EE R (Smith & Kimball,
2010), X — mfEF LG B IS MU P iR

gl o FEBCFIEIE T, SRR B OE O TESEE
[ 25 [ RS 7 R 25 25 58, SR U RIE UM AE
2R 11 24 58 JLAN AU AM ) 8 /S 7525 T % %8 (Sinha
& Glass, 2015). TESEBRAERAEL R b, S E A5t
FIIE IR 2 158 SR 2 43 S F 2 i 258, sy B s At
AT UTE R — R B G B — s ) Bl
B — Y5 L BI85 58, IR st il DL
FERJLRL . LR BRRE 1 ARG TER. W
I, TELUR MBF5E, G — St ) B i 24
2 R R EZHRNT R, B— L FHEM
R, 55 4h, TEREIR e il B b, Wdx & %
MITIU | GF 27 SR SR IE T 25 28 7 L 5 (Mullaney,
Carpenter, Grotenhuis, & Burianek, 2014),

1.3 RIREREWHIEREESF S

TE X SR £ R 5 > I sE T, BEFE A
I FEIR S AT o IR G5 2R 5 B 2 ) 3 42, AT
XS SRR RE Y 2E T, BRIGIA Sy 7 B 45 T I
A AT 8h 48 B BE 19 2% 2 (Salmoni, Schmidt, &
Walter, 1984), JERBIBI5E KM, SEFREN2: ]
IE AT BEA 27~ ) A2 A o3 S SR B B AR A
W B A% W B, TEAS [R] A B B s e A 3R s A5t %
I A1 2 S RO A N R 952 i (Lee, Swinnen, &
Serrien, 1994; 4 WiT, T, FMVELE, T8,
2001), ULAk, BhERRERY S et B X 2% S RUR
BH—EMEmLE 4, 2018),

4 P55 N (2001) 5K 1 P i o il o6 E B
AT BbRIEER, WS4 T B B ER 2000 ms
B RS, JFAE S B8 R EAT T I 5t Y DRy
WK, 5 = RIEAT TR MR, PRI S 152 8] B X 3l
YEHRE= T B2 . DRSS SR, TERTH L,
7 B PRAIE S  EE LE SEIR 2000 ms $ AL 15 5T A R
TR B BRI ERA M . EARTS B BLER 2000 ms
BT s, RN LR B Bery IR st iR
W Berr, Sds ) B8 %t sl A B RE A RS BEA 52

TESIEF REARAT B B, 155 A (2018) 18 T
HE— LB WESE, M T A [RAT: 55 M BE N S 15t 1] B
XFEIERRE T RIS . RS —4kiB s
TS5, BT 7E N R A B N ER 1Y iE S
W, BAstr S ar B EEIR 4000 ms L5, 45
RFW], B A5 ] B0 Sl AR £ RE Y 27 > B A R
7 AT 55 AR A/ N ER A AT (17 5 H bR o e
I, RGRIRE R B HEEHE R 4000 ms $24t,
S5 IR WD RSN 2 2 RBORAF T 3B 3R S f
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SN o U, TESIERREARAT B, 155 MERERE
PR B ] B X s VR R R 2% S 2 . E R AT
55, B B B X B VR L BB SR S, £
fi BAAE 55, S ED RS F T SRR RERY DA
1.4 NG

T E A = A SE AT S5 A 2 TR A ) B )
RSN TRAT AW, (HAF5Y 45 SRAR Xk 3 — 3K,
TS A R A S R A

5T b (A S 384 55 T g 1 1 TR —
B, FRAE S TR ICAL I RS R AT e R i A5
RN —FWREEZ —, WEHEIESTELW
M B TAEIC 12 (Maddox et al.,, 2003; Maddox &
Ashby, 2004), H3L(F 85155 29 KRR HEICZ
(Butler et al., 2007; Mullaney et al., 2014), sh{E+H;
REAT 55 200 KRB P HEICIC (8 AT 55, 2001), 12K
KBS, B X S AN R ) 5256 A 45 B s e
TCHERY, TEXETE A 40 04 SE U0 AT 55 4T A5 3 AT,
AR TR R ] B 5 M 52 0 T A s I

2R 1) B A A 2 U — 3 Smith (2007)1A
HAEAT RWEIEH, RUGRIRG R AT L 4 2K
Item-by-item immediate (IBI-1) feedback (%E~l
R WG 7 B2 6 I 45%); Ttem-by-item delayed
(IBI-D) feedback (F: ™ K i 2E R 42438 S 15
End-of-test immediate (EOT-I) feedback (¥£ 1A Ml
R H 58 2 5 3L AR L 151); End-of-test delayed
(EOT-D) feedback (SEMLATA MR H, HIfH—
B a5 SR HE S ) o (HIX AR R TE Ik T 35 A8 DG I 15t
[E] B A5 (4 B B S AT 55 . PR EAR I B O
HIBFSE B Y . AR 55 5K S BB 45 R0 A8 3R 2 135
HEATRE X, T8 H RER SR AR T B R BT
Mo PR, SOt T] B Y AR i SO — B 2 1 K
IR A R ARG — Y IR A

FEE N AP B 2608, PRI HIRR
S AT B 5 e S s 0 TR A 2 A SEAIL o SR AH
K HL {17 (event-related potential, ERP)AF 5% & B S
T AH 5 1% (feedback related negativity, FRN)5 %
W TR A OC, N TR A A B, P
i FIX A 103 B 5 B 4t T R 5% 0 sz 45t 7 T B
1R AR

2 iRiE RSN s iR n T A A IR 3R

21 RIGHXHENE
X 2 [R] e 52 M 52 s i 1 52 30 3 — R 5

(R, A AR DG L R F AR A R O 3, PR R i
Tl H ARAT K 0 B AP R I ) 23 B (Kim & Arrble,
2019). MITEFAFAR O HL AL A AR 22 143 T, FRN 2 H]
HAFFE AN T 45 2% 2] fe i WL 43 (Luft, 2014)
FRN 52 i S 05 085 04— i vy )i o, 3
WAER S 250~350 ms i5E & {H (Miltner, Braun,
& Coles, 1997), BF5x % B FRN Xt 2 B AL fHURR,
FAPER A AR FRN 835 67T 1IE S5t 5 | 19 FRN
(Gehring & Willoughby, 2002; Hajcak, Moser, Holroyd,
& Simons, 2006; Walsh & Anderson, 2012; Sambrook
& Goslin, 2015), FIEHIFEE A, ERREHE A
19 FRN I 22 5 B T 1 S5 A i S R i 2 5
TR, AR50 S5t A 1 8 41 67 B 43 (Proudfit,
2015), #tAh, FRN X500 6 #5 UK, >4 SEBRZ
R5H S B ATCE R, AigJe E R 5 2 iU
T, #42A K FRN, FRN 0 /N5 19 88 i ok
Y AN DT fic 72 B A5 5% (Oliveira, Mcdonal, & Goodman,
2007; Ferdinand, Mecklinger, Kray, & Gehring,
2012), JTAEAR A T AT S5 E] R X FRN i
WR PRS2, ke P48 a] s A5 ) ol 52 Wil B 45t o 1 ) i ML
ffll(Foerde, Race, Verfaellie, & Shohamy, 2013; Foerde
& Shohamy, 2011; Weinberg, Luhmann, Bress, &
Hajcak, 2012; Weismuller & Bellebaum, 2016),
LLFRN 38 F5 X S As N #4701 58 KRBT
VLo e, BB R MR o I 36 T
W5 h, LT 55 R 2R A ] AW A 55«
TEMETEAE 55, IE vk S A5 i HE 300 45 50%,
HEEPLEI ., ol 2 Ui i AT o B g 5 S i3t =2
] A AR R, R TR DS 15 v 27 ) B AL
IEEE Z R AT . P, B0 ST 23 8
P, BRAES T, SnE A b HE R A
BEAG BB, A BEAT R L TS RO A 2
FALE, BB 2 KT JE R PP A A B, i
BRI Z G, R S EHE BXT T — kAT
JERE (Luft, 2014), S22 2 4T 55 th (4] g 422
RS, RS20, sl T DU I 15 i 48
EAT ORI AR, —SERFSE I IR O T S 5t ]
B LA L BRI N A
22 RinERENEEIRIT A BEEEFAR
Weinberg 55 A (2012)% -l 14 FRN 5% 1 3k
IR RS BBl B o BIF SR I AT 55 1Y
AER, AR IR 1000 ms (5 43R ) Al 6000 ms
(KFER YA S o SRR, fEAEERTEN T,



234 O B R 2 it B
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R R LR UG I R TE R Y FRN, (HAIEIR
TEOL N BRER PR I B 51 & 1Y FRN 28 53R i 3,
45 5L AT e 2% B AN B 7 38 s e At =2 ) 1 S
RETWAT AR RN, B8 AT
FAT R HIEIR JLAb 2 5 45 R B Rl sk, W] g
Ui B A B ST B 225 1) R G0 5 A A IR BB R 5
BRI

Wang, Chen, Lei Fl Li (2014)[I8F 5315 8| A—
FERITF R EE 5L o A AT IRIRE R 0T BRI 1A 55, AN
[ 0 R e B BT R B B, s e B
HIF 7R A B B = A T8 DR IR 2B R B[] 9 4 0,
600~1000 ms FYFEIR Sy 4 FiEIR , 4000~5000 ms [ HE
RNKIEIR, o S 5 e ml 58 6 AR 3% o k al i
o WFIT &I 2EIR FIE HE SR 45 451 F TRIEE 5
% T FRN 07, H FRN B0 = 6] BEA7 5 1 22
So IXFRW, SERERTE] A A XTI Y SR I
Ml o DA 79 2 56 vt R A 7R 0 B 3R ] B i3
IR R T B8RRI 58 25 5 = A 22 5 19 L IRl (Weismuller
& Bellebaum, 2016), Wang %5 A (2014)HI0F 5%, 4
AT X R IR B (R B $2 7, X R R
LB S B B T BT, FRAR T B (A
FEEY5Y . Holroyd, Krigolson, Baker, Lee Fll Gibson
(2009)IA4 FRN Bt T HUASIRIE S, 1 B4
A5 T R A 2T 1, RIL R % A8 T > 1519
55 v RIFY S A5t 18] B 5% 7 S5 45 0 T %) FRIN 3800
BAE FRWA SR, RGBSR EMYLE IR, 5
B B DRI R, B TC AR I
BB 24 ] (Peterburs, Kobza, & Bellebaum,
2016), NHEINALET GRS, AREEZ
Wil 2 A5 000 T ) B A BT 5
23 RiGEREMRIGFEIHNBEEBHAR

5 RABRIEAEAN R, S > 1858 i [ s 4k
AT, MR T —i R TR . ROma] b
R 52 2T MBI 9 22 SR A 2382 30 1 55 AR X
KB 55 o WRE v il G TR S I W) B, %
SRR FRN RO A8 1k .

Peterburs %5 A (2016)7E Weinberg %5 A (2012)
TSR R ERA b, BOH TS, 3 R EEIREE TR
PIMEZR S S (55, BFSE T 510t (W) B 1498 20 384w
R . SR 6 N H UFER, &
WA, B A2 A TS e AR R, ik
PG Bt B 5 2 A R AR LA o e, 4
YIYIEIR G, 25T X4 R, SRR T

~R W -E5 TR Z (B OCIE, HER S A 500 ms (JE
FER) . 3500 ms (FEELER)FH 6500 ms (K AEIR)=
Pl AT AR B, IEH0 3 32 5 5 4 38 5 ] 9
R {HE, B S5 R R R B, FRN 22 5
R I NI, BIFE R ZEIR 5514 FRN 22 5%
WlREok, HERAERAMF T FRN 2220508

X —HFIT 4 R A5 58] 5 — ST SC FF. 2016
4 Weismuller F1 Bellebaum [FFE{li MR > £
%, MR R AR BL R, FRN J&75 % F MK
MRS . SEg ARy 5 A H AR, B
FAPA A RS, Bk F R 24,
BRI I e 2 H A — A DISRAR T 2 B, Bl
J& Gead — Br it E) B REIR 48 T R I A AR 1 R
o RERERE SN R 1000 ms (37 B 52 45)F1 7000 ms
(ISR A PiRh o TEilalb ATk e, e LAY S
Z A BRI 0 B 100% A9 bR, BEoR i 7E 24T
B 1 [ S BEA 2 WL B I 2R, 25 SR A BB E AN
Wrihas 2], IEMRIE S, 55 3. 4. 5 A IERR
BREFERTE 1 Ak, (B0 R G X2
SR, WSS R BN, FESL RS LT
FRN 2= 5 P I I 0 2 K TRER R i 0 o HAS
PR ST BD R, R AEIR A, TERAME LT
FRN 22 5 I I i B K T OB B 0 T 1Y

[ T HER 2% 2 {1 %54, Arbel, Hong, Baker Fll
Holroyd (2017)i@ i L%t B2 I (155, A T
S BB A2y LU AE IR S i 5 | & TE K FRN ZUM o £F:
55222 56 NHEMIRN A FRCEEFRIE) . MR
KA, BHE 14 ik, B RIS H0R
— AN PR &R AT A 0] RE Y 4 R (IR LA
Bl I SR B B IR AR, Zead — B A
(] A SE R, 52 IR AR A IR 1) ) o DU ZH h 2
feft FF 57 B R B (WA R 500 ms AT i), B
20 fff I AE 3R SR (BR A SR 6500 ms 45 T L4
S R — K G #EAT — U E WKL, WA ST
R, LA R B, T BRI, 222K
SRARMEE LI R A T W AR, R I B X
2R R BEAh, A HFREIR R, Sz RD
JRRE] & KA FRN S0 .

T IRB S AR R IR 5 I R X 2 2 RUR Y
R, J5ORA W GT A B 2 28 3R s R) (9 3G, 2
SRR T, Opitz 28 AQO1DIFSE T 3z BV s i3 Al
FEIR AR N T2 2T (g i o R s il A
LHEER TS, SERM R 35 a) T 45 1
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KAy 22 BB, Wil Mg —sm] 7, 222 A
B I R0 ik B BB R B — S 2 )
Hoh— 2P A PR AIBE N, 5 — PR,
T 7 3 4] R A A T IR, B S 4G
T X SR o BB 43 R 7 B R (0 ms) FTAE SR S 15
(1000 ms) Pl . 2558 & B, AH Lb T S5z R 45t (LE 1
& 82.6%), HLRBR(EME 68.3%)AF T AT
RN 2 2], I Bt ] B 3552 0 FRN &K
5 F1 P300 LR .

Yin 45 A (2018)fdf FH Hif ] 4k 14T 55 A 92 22 3R
ST TR Ak 2 2T (A 50 o 5230 SR I R A AT 55
WARTEVT A5 5 R LR 4GTT 1000 ms BT E], I
YR, MRS T R, RIS RS B RS A AE
RBWRN, 7 RS RAE N S 1) 600~1000 ms
W] N Ee xRy RS, ERER AR,
AL E R 5 MU IR B R 5 L a5 SRR B, 1
SERP RS AR AR, B AE 7RI BEAR R 15
WHC IS RIT b . FERER USSR T A
AR PR AT MR . BeAh, ZER I BR
ZAF Y FRN 00 (FH £ 00 e ik A3 211 FRN
LAY YRR S/ N TS RS A4 T ) FRN 808 . 1%
WHoE R W], 7E T DR 26N, OB i T Ak
2 3 v IE A28 S AR B LA R B R A R B IR, T
HESR B D T 25 5 Z AT I R, T
i/ R 1Y e T
2.4 g

55 2 T T RS A1 R e S0 T L
FRWFSE o /NI R R 58 53 S OB AL SR S 15 27
2125, [ SR R A R] B 6 4 S ORI R, DA
B A B] B X FRN 3% i A 520

T I 5 [B] B8 X 2 S RO S Y DF 9, SEIR
S A5 % 2 2] 20 (4 5 W 32 3] 22 5 T R R R
— RS R E . B, ERERAE TS,
LT 5T K I A ) B X 27 > WA 5% i (Weismuller
& Bellebaum, 2016; Arbel et al., 2017), #F5XHEIA
SRR A ST AT 55 v, AS [ 14 8T X6 8 1) R B
T AR — IR AR (1, 4 ) B AR AT REAE S —
ARG E 255 T R 45 2 E] B &R,
HIL RSl b, BE MR AT R 45 5k

R (Peterburs et al., 2016),/H7E Yin 2 A (2018)
B 5T HR BT HE IR R X 2 2 SR R ), R
[ W] il 2 2R R 5t I B i e A TR S MR e 4
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The effect of feedback interval on feedback processing:
A perspective of integrating behavioral and electrophysiological researches

WAN Nan; ZHU Shugqing; JIA Shiwei
(School of Psychology, Shandong Normal University, Jinan 250358, China)

Abstract: Feedback plays a crucial role in real life. Learning from the informative feedback, human being
could master general skills and knowledge for adapting to the environment. As an important factor of
feedback processing, feedback interval means the duration between initiation of behavior and the
appearance of feedback stimulus. However, the prior research about how the feedback interval modulated
feedback processing did not reach consistent viewpoint. Introduced both the behavioral and ERP studies
about how feedback interval affects feedback processing, and analyzed the reasons for the results
discrepancies among these studies. Finally, we propose the necessity to standardize the definition of
feedback interval and the combination of the behavioral and electrophysiological methods in further
research.

Key words: feedback interval; feedback processing; feedback-related negativity; delayed feedback; immediate

feedback





