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oF B8 A 3RS B Rl 4 e B4

FAX mEE BFH HANZ

(F ERR B 5T BT, IS IAMBLE E R E SR E, LA 100101)
(P EB2ERERFEOEER, a0 100049)

# E x5 UE B k) B9 AR AE BT ] (time-to-collision, TTC)f& it A €23t E L, 4 T MBEA K dofTHE
7 TTC AE3, AR AR E T EMENE S AXZAFE A tau b E, X KT ¥om TTC 8934 B %,
i S GG B 50 3 i P AR AR AT B R R R R R B89 TTC 4631, #5887 RI8e9 b 448 % B st TTC 463+ 49 %
. HREAY, AT A REBRMAIK(E LT FEAR), MRREE A AR (e F B R )8 TTC, 2%
A TTC 696 AE A BM R K (e @ ILE A LA RN EEREE. MMM TTIC TRAEEZARE:

(DANRST B RSB 4 M RORL; (2) B B AT 4R 3 e M o B, (B) MRS B RS LA PR B
i Feid B ik JE R S AR A . RRAR T At —F £ AL B R % R I 69 TTC ARAE 2L RALE 4
BB R BRI TTC 4B 69 & £ A 28 R Ao ZHUH] ;KA R I 5 BORBAT AR TTC 45 31 49 47
R EEBRZTH RSN ASFERENMBEAZ A,

KgEiE  ARAERT AR RMMF SRR REEE SR E,; kA 400

HEE  Bs42

1 3|

W TR R, FIALTR B ) W
EAATHOR S, AR AT SR PR, i3
Bl 5% [R5 R v T I BR B AR . 7R X
TR Y, RIS T e 5 A flhiE, ©
BB S 22 e, M RERTE BRI A B 55
TR & A= Tilf 1 1% B} 8] (time-to-collision, TTC),
— T, AR EAR T RSS A R = R
B RIS SR L A A SR 0 o B
£ 728 Ak FE A5 R N S A B TTC #E 4741t
(Fa4E7AR, FamEms, Fholsk, 2011), WAt 24K
RN Wy BB AR AT A . SR, TE SR
Byt R, AR 20 1 AN R0 s, A
SR B W 3l ) (1K Fl k) (Basanovic, Dean,

il

Riskind, & MacLeod, 2017; Hoehl & Pauen, 2017;
Sagliano, Cappuccio, Trojan, & Conson, 2014), ¥
A B P15 28 T L (o 7 R AR T L) ) At A (Moorris
et al., 1996; Springer, Rosas, McGetrick, & Bowers,
2007) LA Bo it 23 18 45 v 1) — 26 gl b 2 &R (4 R
) (Han, Gao, Humphreys, & Ge, 2008)%% . LAfEA
FERI, N T AR SR, AT B o
AT IE R VERAE . AN, N R R R A R
£ & (Arnaudova, Krypotos, Effting, Kindt, &
Beckers, 2017; Salemink, van den Hout, & Kindt,
2007); Fi HiJ X a0 o0 A B AR S N U 4 (de
Haan, Smit, van der Stigchel, & Dijkerman, 2016);
Mg RGP REYGE B (Das et al,
2005; LeDoux, 2000; Liddell et al., 2005)%, X &
EP U i B A DR BN )00 ST e 3 (17 R % N
A SR T DR o IR % ST U Y TTC A
RS2 HA IR E D R AR ? AR

Wk H e 2019-10-15 s

* o [ [ R RBF R A B E I 4 S PSR H N . e
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ARACT AR BB 0, Bl 2 il ) e 2 o
5 H & & 4 fiffE (Brendel, DeLucia, Hecht, Stacy,
& Larsen, 2012; DeLucia, Brendel, Hecht, Stacy, &
Larsen, 2014; Vagnoni, Andreanidou, Lourenco, &
Longo, 2017; Vagnoni, Lourenco, & Longo, 2012,
2015), HISAARAL 758 1Tz g sl il TTC.
T ol X 4 3T P S 9 ) TTC AR R b A A 3k
LT TE I P9 £ B 4 A3 1 J 40 F) o A I T, %o A4
AR R RA B L,

A BFSE AR R BT A AT B TTC 1Y
A A, (HIRATIATE A TTC ARA Y HAR
BURIRAT 4 o A SCEE T AR KA G HE 1T 32 3l b
FIFEA TTCARTHITSE, BB T X il TTC 7
A AR ) PR R, — Rl A R A A 3 R X
I SR R e S P SR g — g R X R T
R SR Y o R RS G A, SRR R
TR BB S I B R 1% R i 2 T RE R B
AMRXTH TTC AR . Ba, A SCHAT G
P TTC AT A ARSI B

2 TTC it RHELHERFEIRL

2.1 TTC f&it

TTC J2 485118 S YR 5 8 1 L Kk
He filh 48 BT 7% % ) B (8] (DeLucia, Kaiser, Bush,
Meyer, & Sweet, 2003; DeLucia & Liddell, 1998),
TTC AT & A4 3¢ — B [B] %) 3= X020 67, &+
FFEENSE . FESCER Y, BFEHE — MR A TTC T
fE:55(TTC judgment task)® £/ XT 5T 12 o
B TTC ffiit. xRS, R ESETHE
MU %5 8 WU R i el e, A ™ A 3 ik
BEACR, WEEsh R LRI, ME,
SRR G T 2% 0 R AT SR e R 22 i A e B 4k 25
WEEITIZ 3, JFTEIR RS B 5 kA il 0 B
Z A FR S, A SR RS TTC
flii T )38 F5R (Brendel et al., 2012; Brendel, Hecht,
DeLucia, & Gamer, 2014; DeLucia et al., 2014;
Vagnoni, Andreanidou et al.,, 2017; Vagnoni,
Lourenco et al., 2012, 2015),
2.2 TTC &S BRRRIEL

e TTC Attt B g i rp, Wi EA
25 M R 45 M 3 X BRI (the constructivist
approaches) . A= & Jt % # i£ (ecological optics
theory)fl tau PHif(the tau hypothesis). 45 #) = L

WA, ARSI YR S B SRR A2 LR
YR B B T RL R = s/v)#FAT TTC 4k
11 (Smeets, Brenner, Trebuchet, & Mestre, 1996; F4
YR E, 2011) AR CERLIS UK, PSR 7E IR
TH BT Hh DL — RO 22 B (9 0 U2 B, 2003
EAIBENT, XAGEFES WSS EE & & A ARk
(Kim, 2015), M4HIEEEM N, AT L E R
Fe2E B AR A TTC i3t (McLeod & Ross,
1983), tau #RIN Ky, ARSI tau 55K
ftit1 TTC (Hecht & Savelsbergh, 2004; Lee, 1976),
BRI SR TE A B HIE LA & ROk Y,
HAH tau RFEWEY LA S5 A LRI
8. 7ERES MBS, RS EAT0T tau BB AT T
EIE, BRE T &I A 25 (Tresilian, 1997).

3 XEUBRIEEY TTC &3t

R =R R IR 2 AT =R T
SRR )y B M R ) R PR AR, SR, Al A
T, 5T 3 iR N B 2 i), A
PRXFIZ R TTC Al ] B 23 & A i 22 o I 4F R,
B &H — e B 5T AR AN [ 258 2 gl i i 9%
9 TTC Al THRE AL AT RAR SR X SE 5 R FT Ak
SRS R, S ) T 3 B4R B A R M 5l 1
Fi) A2 B SR (288 L R )X TTC A, T AY
520 (Brendel, 2019; Brendel, DeLucia et al., 2012;
Brendel, Hecht et al., 2014; DeLucia et al., 2014;
Vagnoni et al., 2012, 2015), MSEZPREB KT, 1
CARIBFFE, —SEWF 5T I AR A% X 70 W 2R
R, RZEOT IR S, T S
WZ T A, DL TFEAEX N4,

3.1 BRBEBRIEE TTC it

FISR G vh, ARZ Wy cin, w70 ke 45 ) 2%
Xt AT N B % 42 77 A2 B (Lindner, Miloff,
Reuterskiold, Andersson, & Carlbring, 2019) .
Brendel % A (2012) 2k F [ Br 15 &% W H
(International Affective Pictures System, IAPS)H?
OPN7/ I/ L NN 3 ek E AR (oL e b
DL N A S NN QBT EHL e ES PR EE PNl i
T IX] T4 ] VR A e SRR, 3 e R R
RO 0080 A S8 2 Sl I ROR,, 2R B o8
TTC FIWrE45. 45 R &M, Walxs 7wl B ik
I TTC it i 2 80 T b PR, SR TR 52
Iyuz, Vagnoni 55 A(2012) L) gk g i) 1B A4
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SRy SR R, R N e 1 R A S L i
BRI SE R TTC FIMHAT 55 . 455 R B, #akxs
TR TTC WA T w2 TR R . )5
3k, DeLucia 55 A (2014)t R FIZE I 92 505 0%
G TR U7 51 i (R LUK, B2 T IX)
TR R NP ) R (B AT, Bk
B R FACAF B R (5 4%, 22 LI EI R)TTC At
RS SRR R, Bokxd T 5t A
TTC fiih BT PP RA LR Ao

Vagnoni %8 A (2015)7E J5 Kk ) — A 55, 4K
SR SR P WS R 14 PR A Ml 8, 0 D £
T R VR R AR BB RN, TERKSE I TTC ATt
By FR G ERP BRI % T i i i L v 3l
PATRIAT 25 1 23 BT ATD SR S AP A Jal Jh 33
A FAFFERAS TTC RS . [RIE, ki i B o0 9
ST EE RN, R TN R 2R AL B, R A
IR L R 2 ) P FIRTAR T N1 A R AR L
FANTARRUM 2545, B 2% TR N1 iR
FERTAEBUFR AT X T ARSI 18 3y B A,
TR N1 50 Fifi 2 0302 2 3 2 F) 485 i i s
A ATTHR I e TR) B Be (B 3 A4S, DRI B, 46
— BBl 500~1000 ms, 55 L EF B 1000~
1500 ms, 5 =W[EI B 1500~2000 ms).
BRUFISEER TTC AR ANARZEAT TTC Al ) il
HL AT 0 B 40 BT s R WoR, M L T AR LR SR A,
AT o W(8~13 Ha)fFfEieam i 2 A1k
(desynchronization) 5 i, X — 2% 6] 25 1k [ o 78 2
LIS T BEAT FT s o [RIIREXT y #(70~190 Hz)4 53
BT A 3, SRS R R [y B 2 2 [ 532 i 3 — 3t
B thaiEsh, BRI, A% B, B
W AEIETR v BRI B p £ W 2P AL

FE DRI TRV 26 e a5 b, P1 SR
Z WA AR IR A TR )2 0y 5 R T S
FH I B $8 b5 (Baumgartner, Graulty, Hillyard, & Pitts,
2017; Fu, Caggiano, Greenwood, & Parasuraman,
2005; Smith, Cacioppo, Larsen, & Chartrand, 2003),
PR R RS & B PR AR AR T I 1 R
AE &% W ] 3 (Carretie, Hinojosa, Martin-Loeches,
Mercado, & Tapia, 2004; Delplanque, Lavoie, Hot,
Silvert, & Sequeira, 2004; Venetacci, Johnstone,
Kirkby, & Matthews, 2018), K itt, 7E TTC fiitit
R, B R BB AT A Y P R Y 2 55
FTRER W, TEM5 B Ly B, w0280l 3K

TN A E TS, X MTERT 100 ms N FEREXT P
FERNBGHEAT P DX 53 1 BE 3 I R0 PRI
o B AR A TR XU, TR AR
ST b B 4 AT B 2 AR 8 LA v B R A K
T8 AT BNL, AEASRRE S 1A 24 0 BRI v Y B
Bl (Zajone, 1980). 7€ P1 Z J5 B H o Ml —
AN L A, BN, RZAEBLT, EHA
g2 %o 338 4 B €5, (Anllo- Vento & Hillyard, 1996),
v & (Martinez, Teder-Salejarvi, & Hillyard, 2007;
Martinez et al., 2006)#liz 3k % (Lorteije, van
Wezel, & van der Smagt, 2008)8URAYFE AR . [F] B,
B BRI R 15 A SR P UG, ol IE AN S
T RIOHE K N1 R 972800 . 35 R T vl
#(Gupta, Kujawa, & Vago, 2019; Hart, Lucena,
Cleary, Belger, & Donkers, 2012; Keil, Bradley et
al., 2002; Keil, Muller et al., 2001), K it, 7 TTC
flivtrb, WU APETAC N1 B 2 2 KT
W25 PE R B R AT BESR B, 2 P SR A i 00T 0 B
I, AT SIS BIPIR S R I 7 AR Ak Y R
TEAF BN TR 7= A= 1 2250, g 3 ) 1z Bl
RETTREA R T2 R RE. BT RS
J8 3 T LA WA R X 17 28 A S0 T 4 o 2235 5 LA
Ab, —LEBFGEE N, XA [a) i H 3 (] 25
2[R A A SO B A AR DG 53 A7t Tl DA 7R 1 4 4R
BRI T R 5 M8 06 3 i R B ME (Aftanas,
Koshkarov, Pokrovskaja, Lotova, & Mordvintsev,
1996; Aftanas, Varlamov, Pavlov, Makhnev, & Reva,
2001; Krause, Viemero, Rosenqvist, Sillanmaki, &
Astrom, 2000), AIFFE R, I 0 H A 30 S 30 1Y
o B 25 R A B B 22 b e A T X SRR R
SEHUR I EUIN TR By, 50 i S A 6
(Aftanas et al., 2001), 0452 2| H)E 2 2 L)
20 (Krause et al., 2000), [, 7EMERPEFT TTC
FhTEIE, UM ARAE T o SR I 23 R) 2D Al SN e
BT, DA SR SR A LA 0T 2, RSB B A ) A
HEtk— BTELEMEN, EEEHHRE, X—
M EAERREE . Ak, BEFERRI, v PSR
BEAN B 22 L (R B 5 FH 2 (Quinn et al., 2014),
W 51 2805 BN ARG o FEAS ) S AL 26
t, SRS LS RIS ARy B SR, i H
AR T 28 0, 67V 17 4 R e it
FR Yy PSS R (Keil et al., 2001; Muller, Keil,
Gruber, & Elbert, 1999; Oya, Kawasaki, Howard, &
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Adolphs, 2002), BLAb, v 5 AR AT R 5207 HE
YIS, ATEY) PRSI A2 3h 3 e Al 2
B B S 45 (Billington, Wilkie, Field, &
Wann, 2011), B, EEH#AT TTC At 72
TS SRR, UMM SRR Ty DR AR
14 25 R 25 Ak S R T, 0 3 T SR B b s & T
AR 5 3 TG R ) BN I o &5 LA B PTUNT
oo W y ST RT T, AR e R A
W AT TTC Ayt B e, e (5 B T
F LU R AR A TS 2 A TE TR, 24 S B
ANV, RS I 2 D A R % X i
A B AL B RR R AR, I HLaX — 5 —
ELRRLE BN R 5 I — R, B, e A
BCH NG T, Rl S T 8 F i e T A Ak
RIKs & A ) Bl J28 1 S R M4 o 3X — R A1) R
T A BB A TTC AR o

DA 158 AT Ay S5 07 R 2 36 3 1) )2 1 35 %
B, AMARARAL T 50052 3 AR TTC,
X U 1 244 o) 8 A R B 1 SIS s,
ZE RS B TS U AR S ULET [R5 & A W 22,
il A A R AR R S ) B A AR
3.2 HSBERIEN TTC &t

BR T A SRS I S T RE X FRATTN B i AR
R LASR, FRATITLE I At A Y rp o A7 7E — 2Rk
WA, an, BAFTX TS5 o N AR TR 1 26 R TT
L3 a1 R B ok, T i R, kAT
AL B IR L S X AT R A R, BRI
TR T A, LR AT REAOH Bl AT
KGR R, AR 05T 2 ok B i T LR
175 AVE & — Pt 2 U 334 (Brendel et al., 2012;
DeLucia et al., 2014) . 3X Fhft 2 g b 5] 354 Rl AR mT
e s Xt TTC ity 4:5% M. Brendel % A(2012)
FESZHS 3 HR TR . 1o 40 Fp A 4 1 FLAE
R, BERBOKE R TTC HIWHE 55, 458 &M,
B F R TE AL TTC Ak 1A 52 Rz e S 35 4 F
WAL, IR REN, DB mL AR
FE A2 B e, 2 AR AN AR AR TTC 441,
DeLucia % A\ (2014) (9 #F 58, 5286 1 R
NimStim [ FL 15 A b (0 WA~ 55 MEAST R 1 1%
Fo PSRN R ALV O R, SE5 2 SR R B
L1 R PR R U P A I Y S R AR R
A AL o AN S Y E R PR 5E AL TTC HIWHAT:
%o GEWREBL, 1ESLE 2 PR R B 4%

BRI T TTC MIRAS, M7ESes 1 h el
WA MBS AL R TTC LA -

Kk, WX PR RE, KT X2
B RS TTC Al s 45 ROF A — B, X
AN — G, —J5 1 nl G i i AL B KA
AN Ao % Lk AR S, 3 TSR 9 1 AL
FOEHEAER (2R B T NimStim P i m4~ 55
PSR, S5 20 F 23), (HEBUREE] A . 7
Brendel %% A (2012) 0 WF 5% 1A fL 2 BLAT K R
200 ms 1 800 ms, Ifi7E DeLucia %% A (2014) 95
FE L B K R 3000 ms., K i ERP 55 &
B, WFLASTE 100~200 ms RGN, E5E
TERE M B8 B R 35 K — AR ERP LA, X
—JRAIAE 170 ms 7247 B KW, B N170 Wigr,
BB S AL A Y AE S PR 43 (Bentin,
Allison, Puce, Perez, & McCarthy, 1996; Rossion,
2014; Rossion et al., 2000) ttAh, — 301 % FH fisi i 1%
(Magnetoencephalography, MEG)HI 5T % £ T 1
FL 5 B [ 7 AL 5E v BV, BIFTE s SR B,
TER B 200 ms M, T FLIFE A Y AR RZ I Bl IR 0
(Tanskanen, Nisinen, Ojanpis, & Hari, 2007), 1X 4
Bt SUNIN PO N N I An N I A
AR . BB AT, gl T4
[ T LAY 2 7 S A T ) 0, A AT RE DG T
AL A AL R PR S, ], By B ik S B
% (Fisher, Towler, & Eimer, 2016; Schweinberger &
Soukup, 1998), HLAk, KR IA E A4, #
X TR AL P17 28 PR 30 T BB 2% 52 B WA A 1
PA, NHTHIER T TTC AARAG R0

XA B E, 55— Jr 1 AT RE 2 AR W)
FUAE A TR) & B0 77 50T 0 e o 38 2% S 3 . 7
Brendel 46 A (2012)BF5E A 1 FL 3 ik 37 B8 KB
T ALAA N 78 BB, MTE DeLucia A
(2014) AT rv LR I SE A /N 5 8 O 1 2
A 50 BB, XA TR Ty 3 B B iw L 1Y
RAMEfEE—EZR . AWRREH, Fr2Imsl
P8 RS 2 0 1T LA 28 M R 32 77 A S T, AR PE
BRI T L g e J82 32 2 25 1 /N RS T AL
(Codispoti & de Cesarei, 2007), [Ft, PifpE A
AT IE LMl B 1 22 5%, A PR B0 T Bloalx A
[FRF RN TTC Al A A2 4k o 33l i B2 X TTC
i v 7 A S ) BRSSO AEA SC 4.2 o
JETFITIR
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4 RFEBENRIE TTC WRE

AT BT 5 285 S U0 I A A X B R0 TTC 7~
A TARAN o B 22 TSk ) IRl AR 2 . 5 A S R AR
B SR LR A 207 AR5 DA A XoF s 3 38 ) e 7
SR, Tl ) SR LA v A M R R, DA R AR R
RS ) 5 o BB PR 2 A R B P R A 22 — A
D7, PR AAAL BB R TTC M mT REJE A
4.1 XEBFRENERER R

AR MR R b, AR W AT B o e
TR ER N, KREVRER, BURSGEA
48 i 2 P (Balaban & Taussig, 1994); NN},
Jolp ) 384 A7 A 3 % 1 3 2 AW [ (Sagliano, Trojano,
Amoriello, Migliozzi, & D'Olimpio, 2014; Salemink
et al., 2007); MATETC R PURE T 5L T LI by
H) A% A %03 I (Ohman & Soares, 1993); R
YRR Z R G AEAE L TR U R R Y
MZJ0(van Le et al., 2013), [Hith, ML E LK
FAEE, TTC AARAR AT BER IR A~ 7R X ol i 384 1
FESEPE ROV, sE BT IUE TTC FMRAL H S 24~
S P R S S RN — R R B, SR L
Vagnoni 28 A (2012) 18 I IFEA 25 S B £ B A R T I8
gl TTC ARG AR o AT TIA g A A R4,
TTC & h T I Jal Jole A A% 2 340 J2 6 1 (fight or
flight) L b T 2 HRTE . 5548, XFpitfih
B LM rednT LA UL, M4 AR
FIA TTC B 45 5 B ARAl o ZE 18 4 iy stk fbad A
AH LT A 2 ] S (an 5 D0 B 20 A ), Ak
TR b ik [ A% B R R (e S k), R
AR T o 8 TR B A R, X
TTC Al 1 4 52 Wi 4,25 B8 TR Z
4.2 BB RIBE S M EE RS

AT 8 ) 1 26 TR Mk, AH L ok
B R — Oy B AR ALY, i — T EEA
T MR EE . Bk, 77 AE TTC IRAE 7T e 5
I SRR v e W B E A OG o Brendel 48 A\ (2014)f
T 384 ) B B E X TTC A& T s b 4T 17483+ b
ATk 25 2R 2 Wi BIF v fulf Yot ) jl e i 08, () g
TE TAPS Y vk B (4% R0 42 2% (81 745 R A B
Rk, 3 2 A U 0 98 5 R B LA ) 4 g i
BREE, SEi b R REZERBORSE  TTC FIWHE 55 .
5 R I I, Ot g SR A s R 4 2R
H TTC BARAY, £ 2 X5k BRI R TTC Al

o IR SR, AT PR A TTC AR
it T RE -5 AR B 50 g A e R R A O

BEAh, WETSCETIR, A SR R R R S
Py I VE R SE B RIAR B0 TTC ARAG RN ek
R, TR P 2 e 0 8 (168 T L) 1 oA S 5
JIBLE) TTC KA 3% R WA K FE (Brendel et al.,
2012; DeLucia et al., 2014), X FJ AE B 423 @y
SRR AR o A SR S5 1 2 W B 38 A 22 S A K
(DeLucia et al., 2014), Wangelin, Bradley, Kastner
1 Lang (2012) M8 1 ALK 25 B v (s vk A
i %) A SR A 1 R (B, TR RTIE ) S Y
J% 5 B, 7K - (skin conductance level, SCL)F i Hi,
M HH 1F 3553 (late-positive potential, LPP)IFFE A o
SCL JEHUATESZ BI1% 45 Jl U Kk St 2E 7
AR FE bR, 5 R 17 26 W T B 5 DDA G, B
Wi A R i R ) 38 g e (B R, B AR, X
i, 2015; Bradley, Codispoti, Cuthbert, & Lang,
2001; Codispoti et al., 2007; Codispoti, Surcinelli,
& Baldaro, 2008), LPP 153 5175 45 I ) i i i
Z [ fFAE %) 5% & (Herbert, Sfarlea, & Blumenthal,
2013), AH G TR n [ 32 1 et S 3 2R 1 T
TE A o e T 1) I 28 R A R, LPP L4y
I AR A I I AR 4k (Olofsson, Nordin, Sequeira,
& Polich, 2008), Wangelin % A (2012)iX T fiff 75 45
RBIL, M TR 4 LA F, wl7E AR
TV 25 4 X 4000 0 9 B B ) BN P
TR A SCL RITE KAy LPP S IEAR ML o AR H 4R ik
PR FH A TR A 28 T LA B g A 2 PR

A1, A WEFE R A [ i B2 ) £ 4 17 4% 141
Fr, 5 SRR R FEAE R (B s TR VR R
IAPS Pt G | R m e B2 Y DROB AR A5 151
e M T ) DR FIEAR I B, LA AR DG IE # o
PR o S8 LA AR it 45 2 I ] 5 0k S BRI
FLR W RTE B R 18 285 DA 2 D GORS 1 A R 1Y)
I R, M TR R, gl
PR SR FNR R A 2 BEA () B4 JF HL, X
— WL [ 58 A A 80 2 A — S 2 R
NI 4 38 T 38 010 (Gl & Drroit-Volet, 2012), iX
o155 28 W 85 A A 3= SO B[] 260 58 S 4 A B 4 T
L 3 R () 205 B A Bt TP 7Y (scalar expectancy
theory) FEAT M S, A ALy, FATTHEAT i [A] 4]
Wi B AR W R = A B B B, 02 e 3R
(Gibbon, Church, & Meck, 1984; Lake, LaBar, &
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Meck, 2016; Lehockey, Winters, Nicoletta, Zurlinden,
& Everhart, 2018), H:H, 7ERFEPIBYBL, fA7E—A>
AL Y ok i, 33X 4 Jok o B IS B R O
FIM AR A Dk b B AR T I TR AR, BT
BTN, g i BE X o T8 R o 1) /6 1 7 =X
YR AR Dk A, A i A P A
Y NS ES 4 (Cheng, Tipples, Narayanan, & Meck,
2016; Droit-Volet, 2013; Fayolle, Gil, & Droit-Volet,
2015; Lake, Meck, & LaBar, 2016), fili 2hn#sik sk
Jhk e S A o e g R AR 2R Dk i
JHCHI 5 B fife Ao 385 P TS AT i P SR8 TTC A I
o i, AT TTC WS fEE—1
IF b B B, BIMCRIE 2% 5 2 sl R S A
B R AR A B o X — B B RN R 1Y ik i
BRR T TTC WA THE . AR L TR ol ol =5 i 12 32
B AR, 4 R R B, A i ) e
JE 5 S A A DK b K OISR A WA P AR
BvimpRe, T2 O 2R X — S R R SRR TE,

M TTC Ak ity st g BEAR bk b i) K544

FEMAER W5 TTC Al

AR, WG EE X i (] A T A 52 0 1 0T g S A
RIS ER A A, CAHEBIERIL, 5w e i
JRE B HANRCRT LA DA A 8 i 22 R e R IR
7K 5F- %) 4% 4k, (Hasselmo & Sarter, 2011; Lang &
Bradley, 2010; LeDoux, 2000; Pessoa & McMenamin,
2017), AHIFEHEE TR K128 AL LE I ) o
F/ER . Soares, Atallah Fl Paton (2016)f8 BiOE
AR AR ARTE /N B AT ) B 1 T A T
AR, W T 2 R T SR s, TR
Wi F 9 S5 30 o 30 e o D ey R o R ) Dl st A% AR
FIRIATEZ CRE M & e, X 2 [ e i B ik
1T #E . 25 R BN 2 0 e 1 6 7 1 400 o e
T /ISR T B ] A SR . [FIRT, BRI R R,
LT bR B R 22 L RE R 2R TR T Bl el L
A SSRGS BRI SR T I s ) 7 2 AR Ak A e
i o 53 Hh— TR T8 ik 25 Wkl T Be, SR R
TEST A 7 20R 25 FE b 3R R 22 2 g o 2 A o)
Fl—EKIF T ARTN G KR BRI, ML
T YRR PE, WK TE R T LA RO ARRE A8 5

A RS A RHOR PR T] A7 A 9 35 (Matthews, He

Buhusi, & Buhusi, 2012), XM EMEN, K~
[i) 75 285 W L 140 ) 95 %o S i) 2600 8 1140 35 Wi 38 5 (i
NI T & o R A A O BN 15
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Estimating the time-to-collision with a threatening object

LI Caiwen; ZANG Fenying; XUAN Yuming; FU Xiaolan
(State Key Laboratory of Brain and Cognitive Science, Institute of Psychology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100101,
China) (Department of Psychology, University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China)

Abstract: Estimating the time-to-collision (TTC) of approaching objects is crucial for organism survival.
Researchers have proposed the constructivist approaches, the ecological optics theory and the tau hypothesis
to explain how humans estimate TTC and which factors may affect the estimation. Recently, a few studies
examined how the emotional content of stimuli impacts TTC estimation, by comparing TTC judgements
between threatening and nonthreatening stimuli. Their findings suggest that natural threatening stimuli (e.g.,
images of snakes) lead to underestimation of TTC compared to natural nonthreatening stimuli (e.g., images
of rabbits). However, other findings suggest that TTC underestimation of social threatening stimuli (e.g.
pictures of angry faces) is smaller or absent. Underestimated TTC of threatening stimuli may be due to 1) a
specific response to threatening stimuli, 2) high emotional arousal of threatening stimuli, and 3) a perceptual
bias causing threatening stimuli to appear closer and move faster than typical. We suggest that future studies
should (1) further investigate the reasons why TTC underestimation of social threatening stimuli is smaller
or absent, (2) explore the autonomic physiological response patterns and neural correlates of TTC estimation
of threatening stimuli, (3) examine TTC estimation of threatening stimuli in virtual reality (VR)
environments, and (4) experimentally test the effects of individual differences (e.g., gender and personality
traits) on TTC estimation.

Key words: time-to-collision estimation; threat-specific response; emotional arousal; psychological distance;

speed perception





