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et BT

e LB REF 9T e, AT 210017) C R Aol K220 HUE R F 15 %P0, B9AT 210037)
Be, FEHT 210023) (MAERITIERFHE FEB, L 200062) CIRYIBUE £ WA RAT, R 518067)

SR SR B SRR AT 55 53
VAIRE B K P B HGa B o Al BN FC ) A 42
IARE 1AM 2B AL BT S 2B AR B ED
SARYERGN TR REE, i Xt 2B oh AL £

SMEPGM T gEte, HoRan 2R ENG,  FE sk fl R S AR 2, X 2R — Bk (s SR Ep g T8
g, WX ZIMR b RALE BIEDG M TR HEE, Ho M BZIRENR w2 . ()il 3 2t e A5 85 R 2R AL 15
SRBORFER I TR 0Bl B -5 S 2R A5 BRI A B SR sk, o 07 3052 34 S B R g n) E3h
P, RUFEAT AT ERENR | A2 BRPH AN T 10X P R R R B R R sy, o Tor sz 3 A shilids R4t
f R PR, BRI T G IR A . ARAZ BRI AN T o X sl R, AN i i A 31 B9 AR AR A 185 IR 20
WAER, REFRIEHAEPIFARE R R A ERIE RS vs. A S R G0 b AT, 75 HAE D, BEA[3hE
SRR, ] RO AR, AE A AT N B EN AN TR o R THISE IR T, AN REidE L

FR R 7 2O N NG TN T

KGR ZINENGEGE; whRA5RIR S AR, S

HEES  B849:C91

1 55

KT “ZI M Ep 2 02 & H 3 1k 1% (automatic
activation)” X — A, — W LISREEE S, Fib
R R, Y 2 B AR B0 09 208 A6 A5 B (an
FEBUR & L AT RRIESE I, (5 B ALY
TR, 52 R ZIREN S 8ies A shi . AT
RE0 HL I TS (Banse, Seise, & Zerbes, 2001; Clow &
Esses, 2007; Ito & Urland, 2003), Ffi& P58 A,
“ZN MR BN R OE JE —Fh A2 Z RN R R . A 5%
1B 1 B Ak R B U A5 Bk A7 31 DG T (Posten &
Mussweiler, 2013), Jf H 4351 ¥5 X005 B 4R 2

W H : 2017-12-20
= NG A = o

S P A il

% . #5m PE 1 E (Radvansky, Copeland, & Hippel,
2010). APR{E1T:(Posten & Mussweiler, 2013), WA
K #(Skorinko, Sinclair, & Conklin, 2012). 1<k
1 H #5(Hoza, Bukowski, & Beery, 2000), [>HifH4
(Jia et al., 2012), JEHIFH M4 8 (Radvansky et al.,
2010), MR (EIRR, T, 2018)FHZHE
Hrp, EHIMEF BXT ZIHR ERG00 J5 2l 3800 2R 0 —Fh
0GP 7 (spreading  activation process), fEiX
— 1ok AR A B Ak ) S MR IR A5 B 25 2 A, R
T AT SRR ZI MR T 2 (R P B, S e — At
23 WK R AE 1M S5 28 18 20 B ED 42 (Quadflieg &
Macrae, 2011), EAARUE, 4F 25— B 5L AT,

TAE S 4 W H (17YIC840007); T.75 4 # & Bl 2«1+ = 17 ML Rl ¥ 8 5 4F 4 350 & 45 % Bh il |

(C-2/2016/01/13); VL5 R RS ¥ 2F4k SRl 2401 5% 5 4301 H (2018SIZDI065)
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ARSNGB R BOE, TR X R 28 2 Ay
PEM R GE 5 I TR RE 2719 5 (node) 1% 336 31 5 2 A i
MY ZIMR BN AR AR 19 A5 b, AITXT 5 05 sl 28 ) — 3y
ZIRARAR 2 (R — P B0 2R B G 9 2545 )
N o w0 SRR B U3 2 (schemas  theory)
(Hamilton & Trolier, 1986)cH#iifst &2 515 L
FAELEH, WX — 25 28 50 52 90 o — ol LAY %) Z) i
o5 B G . AR HE, #1220 5 2 e (5 B
(06 A3 T Rl 5 SE 80 B IESE « ZIAR BRI LA i
PESFAMIRAL 28, P, SRS S — A S K B
Z MK 0B B G B BT B9 % (Rim, Uleman, &
Trope, 2009),

IAESR, BT DR b 58 B A0 AR ) R 252
Aanf g sh ZI ik {5 . (Bartholow & Dickter, 2008;
Conrey, Sherman, Gawronski, Hugenberg, & Groom,
2005). 455 B UR sl 5 28 A5 B (H iR
JPO A DC EC T, AT 2R B 5 %) s g A0 ) S
—E0y, DT X Z A A A7 R %) S R B bR i 2
Ja s 2HIE B 5 ZIB A E BRI ECH, EAT80E
ZIA B G2 189 S5 AR ) S A B 1), T X 2 A Ak A B
YIRS o AXER X AFE B Ty A AE
ZIMAEAE B 5 T B AR A GRS Rl 2 |, ElRE—
P47 (A1 E s i 4 (RO B T 38006 Z0 AR B
AR S ZIA ERGR), AT oAt AT 18— S0 Ep
Lo M, BZMBAME B2 B HAME ST, &2
Z 3 ZRAAE B (5 2R BN —BUE B A vh 5= 1Yy
BRI B, 522 Ok R 2 Mk Bl £ 02 A b 2
76?7 Bartholow, Dickter Fl1 Sestir (2006)WF5% % X,
ZIMAE A B2 B R 2R A BT e, SRt —2
THAENBEIR, IR s A A5 B AR 2 0 1 =X
rh, DA R At N ED G2 B S ZI AR AT B LA 55
ZIMREN GBS o AT UL, Z0HR BN 30E 2 2015 B
I TR . B4, 2SR S R ZI Ak
BRI M SAE B AL T R S she, X RAE R
0 T2 A IR 75 23 0k 200 B G 00 7 A S e 2

fF 90 35 38 o 4 ) 4 2R K5 R R B 7 2 8
A, o —&R 2 AR AR T 7 R B, 5 —3
LR LA by R, DL A ) 2 2R R [
R Z A ] ) 52 W A7 fo] 5[] (Aarts, Custers,
& Marien, 2008; Jimura, Locke, & Braver, 2010;
Savine & Braver, 2010), WFFEFE M, S5 F Z 3]
MRERVG G, MSTERKBHCIZ R G PRI L
TR SRR X—F RN TaEE—1
PR . WAL, BRI K

T2 AT BB #E 23 4 28 T r 42 B 25 2801
By 20 A BN 4 ¥ 35 (Riisch, Corrigan, Todd, &
Bodenhausen, 2011) . iX P4~ By Bt 45 B T.43 )@ T
PASPAT I T RIA IR SE . A — BB M B 24
ERG, E—WBb LB AshiEERS . S5AE#H
ERGARPIE, A3hEERGEATEEZ RN T
MAEREENRIE LR 2l 7 A, A ERIEREH
BRI SS ) MR ARG IR P A B0, —HA
PRz, X—HERGEH I EEN . EME
SEPRHE 4 E HEREY, XD RGELLRWE . Uy
T AR Z RN T R, H—1P RS
YRGS MR R BT —A> RGAE 9855 (Evans
& Coventry, 2006; Mc Culloch, Ferguson, Kawada, &
Bargh, 2008). Mk, XA NHIRGAE BN Tad
FRAEA AR REML R 5888 . S A 1) A B S el B
IS5 BVR T H S, DAIE M O T 24 5 415
X5 AU EN 4 (Custers & Aarts, 2010), AR 35 AU A0
¥ il B 12 (dual mechanisms of cognitive control
account, DMC), MNITEEA[RIEBE T 2 R i Hofilfi F 3=
SV B N R, DTS e 22 AR SR S
HG B (Braver, 2012; Savine & Braver, 2010),
Robertson £ Weiss (2017)iF—2E45H, B F3
SN T )8 a2 S B FOR R ROCR : MRTE R T
Ji BN ST 22 Hi IR N TSR M PR AR, TR T RS Sl
W2y 3 A b . X2 U, B 2IAEE
REfEMAE BR ORI T3, BB Refg 44 e =
B TN Z R SCFR, TR 58 Wt A0 A 1 1Y)
RN MLZT, BN 2AE RS S8R TE
A b A Z 3G RO . AR A, 5H -
Jad—HE, RS B R R AR HE AR AE BN G B
HEFEIN T 5 HAR A CME B, e irssiilbe
(Capa, Bustin, Cleeremans, & Hansenne, 2011), 5 4&
WFFERW, B R AR S 37 2O B N
TAFEAGEZE R . A vh o 5 B, W _EJE shfli
PRAE SRS R, BT S g D) A N BEORS
58 FRshta b, BalFE T S s AN 5 32 #J0
AT B TR, 7E0E =B AT 55 vh 0 AR 4 e X 2R 2
A H by 0 35 ) B 91 2% (Bijleveld, Custers, & Aarts,
2011)0 455 SREIIRWIF I, B _ERE Sh AT S
3l 5] 52 B P IR Bl 4 ) 2R G2 MRS E G 5 ) R
45 ) 3 15 (Spielberg, Miller, Heller, & Banich,
2015). S T A shit, i Xz (8] B D) e B2 B &
AT R, A TS YA R A T I £ ALk T DR T A A
Kot B, [R5 At il DX 7 ) RE
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BEUR SR A R e 5% DRI IR DR A7 ) SR 1159

Bk E R Y B S ek, N A
(AMPFC)E = 51 I (12 10 DX 2 T 2 42 i #1117 2
TN TR S X 3] (Spielberg et al., 2015),

Zx B Rk, ENGIE B R0 v vh o€ M AL AR R
— PO B, 32 S S R S SR
T o AN R T ) £ R TRt 2 B LA B o R
N BB GIE 5 T 2R AT b oA R4 i S g 2 o b
Ko BTN ] SR Wt ] Pof A A M SRR e e ST L 23 By
BORAEM 7 155845 51 5 2h &0 (context-specific
prime effects, CSPC)YSL4 KM, 8 i) 58 AN [m] i
S L B A B AL, ] DA B0t wh 2 sl 3 ol
A5 B A RN A (12 900 FR A [R) 1 5% %) wh 5E e
) 25 S5 1R ), I 247 % 33 A s nz T 400 A0 R 2LV IS
Zf1(Bailey, West, & Anderson, 2010), %3256 K 2
BE TR o LU I, DR Imi S8 4 b g & 1 %
W OR =S NS = I ST )| O = ¥ N LRSI E T
WA I 0 5 o LG SRR, 32 B 45 il R s iy P 45
il AR B ST . AEBE BRI, IE 4 BIVEH T ENRIE
AN [ B B o

5 BRI G, SIAMEE L, TR
PR T, R F S5 SN AR A B
M7, AHAMRLEEN G Y st B8 rh AT LA R B 52 X
PRI A N4 ) 2R W (Bugg & Braver, 2016), £z
5 1) e L FH 22 8 DA R A P TROR AR R X £k
RINJA B, DX A e N ot v 8 AT R (H2,
T B PE R SR o O TR R, MERRAT
ALAEMEAG . SO A B Bt L AR TIUAE B LR
SETE LR, IR W ME DL 38 4 AR, AR
SR A i 22 T A0 W F(Garavan & Weierstall,
2012).

HAl, BOAVIR BT BN ZRENL TS
TAHIE ] SR 2 [ 1 56 R AR . BERE iR sr e, A
TR - (1) S 2R A5 B 5 R 2R A5 B R 2
PLRIAAAE v ol 22), H YR 2 m ik, P4
TE B2 3 s g M il B A 2 00 S Z0 AR ER 4 il
MR BRI, ERGIE W3z 2 3 sl il i AR
F 5 tH BRZI AR EN G i 22 o (2)TAJRH2E ) %o A ) i 2 14
RAE B EIHALE E vs X ZIN AL BO)RBUAS ]
i TR ——Z0 AR A5 B 5 I ZIAR A6 A5 B ] B
e G sy, Hom Ty =052 8] Fsh ke hl, Bk
APl BARENR . 2SI T X R(E R
[F) B 76 [ T g s B, o T 2AZ 20 sy o
REHEAT TC AR . A2 R T,

2 SEER 1. AN[ERIGE G K T )
B s 85 R ZIMR A B ENRIE

BN S EaT N
21 A%
2.1.1  #ik

TSR R 86 ATERARME T L 4-F),
ML 18~23 %, FHYAEIL 22.65 % (SD = 1.89), #RHL
SUF IE I IEH, ZATARS IR, sl
B S B0 J5 AR AR — i R
2.1.2 LIHHR

22 Uk 3 SOl X <4t 53107 3k — ARE A 1 B A
BN ALY, L= A 0 5 L PR Z AR BN G
FRIE U RAN S — B . BN, ANFEZR . Fg
SCARTE BT, <23 B0 H AR L i o ik
M ZIM AR AR B, T BHRI <m0 55 M d ok i
P ZIMR AR AR B o S8 TR 5 < — 3 SR 35 X ) i o
DA IR M 3 0 R B iR) (an, BHII L 28 #E i, DA
R MR A SRR A 51 M 1]« BB e hy
Gy C R T AT AT IR AR M L 2o RE
145 34 R T s (29)/45 T 1A ep_s(31) = 0.94,
RIS gy (SR BT e _win(3) = 1.67)0 IEZUILLG
K 60 A PERVREBTE], HAY 8 AN T 45 BAKT
VR 15, dnil KM S A A i SR A )4 ),
BURBR K — . KIU2EA (N = 160)HR 5 EP G R nf
HEZ 15 H 3R 55 1 £ Pk B R RRAGE A B3], DA
rh e B R RIS R 2 70%); B S, 456 DAAE
AHOCHIE 5T BT IS A A P S0 e I 1), o B A 1) S 28
) , RASIOFERIERERYR—. KU
A (N = 100) % 7 A A 4 S0 43 o 1) JHL A8 1 30 4 7 9F
O HHERE, kAL ET 30% A A R 74 4
Ja, S CBRDGE R R R ) (CIRBUE 5 F A
) PREIEH, 2008)Fi ik A 335 70% LA E 1 5
FERTIA] 68 A~ R ik th 1y S A RLR - Adobe
Photoshop CSI1 4k 1F45 LA 26 5 RAKFHil i BMP #%
KEF
2.1.3 LIt

K 209 AR 5 vs AK) < 20 B i
PRI b vs TR A 3. Hir,
b 7 AR B R AR e PRAR EE bR O B e K
Stroop 1T 45 14 52 i B A 1258
2.14 LRIERF

SR FH <Pk 30— J3 > v 5 AR << 1) — 4 3 A 25 1Y
1] 3 Stroop 7 (Algom, Chajut, & Lev, 2004)4 %1



1160 N H
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Y,
=

B AR WS PRI AT S5 T, M
SV S5 ]GRO0 980 5 00 ] — 2k ) ) (<
Bi—male”); 7€ & A AAERAT SN, PR NREBIE 22
A PR A A% 52 B — > 1 ) e P ) L 4 ) e i
J ) AH 25 8% i 2 (U0 “male— % B —female”) . %03
A FH IR BRAE T . Stroop RN I ZER BRI N R, 52
TS H BN, M R AR RN T e BE X
S W AR A R R T, R Z AN 25 (Melara &
Algom, 2003), LA, Zu RS2 i ZId A
5 RS R ZIM A AE AL F 05 v s A T A ED
GIE BN 45 i SR
SR SRR CH SETESE %EF'H%/\.EHI)L#

AR+ S EUN, EEEPERIZS . S
PR— AR B R A R, 1 IR FJ?T”J_
M AT R AR A R AR 02 BB, 1
T RO R L M, I F I AR
R HAE AT RN . T, A EEIE A SR By
Bt R A RO T LA S B, e MR e SR E R
BE BL = AR S 80 A% R R A R R B A A o it
Presentation {4 S350 45 A BEALAL, LAGRIIE
BATRA(E - mRE-HE . Khzk-
o | AR B A ) TE A 2515 H B R A A
[f]; oAk, k42 ok AN R 250075, Lk

LI WrB

AR 5400-600 ms (FEHL)

- Z5 FEEIF% 100 ms
FIWrAIEHEBIRHE 500 ms

(5 #V8, Lo $kFiE)

- 23 7 18] F% 2000 ms

ER/AS R

24 1000 ms

/\

B[] — P FI 0] REAETE B RGN, B 58
XA, #olIRE 2 408h . SEEeHT, Seibsalse g 16
A2 2R (AR B LR B T4 4 A, A
FERTIRIBANLE I 2 ROk T M AR LA 55 . ¢
g, — MRS AR LA 1,

22 #R
221 ZWIR—BUHEESHARAFHX M AEISRM
T REEBI MG

K H] SPSS 18.0 X LW B e AT S AL R,
P8, N EZINEN G0 T2 4R T R 1Y A3 T
ROV, AT 20058 T30 < 2 (1 B R B ) - P )
PEIRV D)) F A D 2240 (W3 1. B 2). i
BN T2 24 S s IR R, S R i
)R AN |17 s R 3 v £ e 3 Sl N i B M VA £ 01 14
U E(M + 3 SD LIAMNEE), FEAIBR 4.5% 098 o

gE RGO, A TR AN B, F(1, 80) =
2.98, p < 0.05, 0= 0.39; il Af5 8 ohze Ay E 50
N3, F(1,80)=0.13, p> 0.5; M2 HAEMH%
3, F(1, 80) = 3.38, p=0.052, 0} = 0.09, ff HL% 1
SIMT R, TEME BRI S R I e RS A T,
SR B 28R ) 1 AR KO T AT 3 1 % 3K R 23] 1Y
ERGhin TP e B 22 [0] (624 ms vs. 591 ms)f 2
5, F(1, 80) = 1.35, p> 0.1; {HJ&, 7EPERIEE A5

ERARHT B

RS 400-600 ms (FEHL)

=3 BRI FE 100 ms

""""""""" WA BIRHE 500 ms
& B

t

- S5, HERIT

RIBIHHSF 2000 ms
PRI R AR IS SR,
MRE A SRR R, 3

(B $IE, L #cPs)

TR BE AN TF—Atrial ,
X
1 —MRREs e
F1 BEAZEZEHFTHREFHRNATN = 82/ L ms)
1 B 2R P 1R [T 1) P 551 1) 5 B M SE
o 582.45 20.69
A ] “ o
e % Vi 574.48 20.87
) g 578.47 20.27
b ” o
i M 577.18 20.52
B 632.09 21.44
P R “ e
. % LR 634.52 22.08
5
% W 623.54 22.49
2 MR I (qu:
& PiEES 636.25 21.62




55 10 1 FEIRIR A5 R0 o 5 BN I L A oA R 4 o] SR 1161
o407 2 PR P, WA T3 B0 — B0 T 744 2 1
- A 4 5 H HER R EETE(M e = 0.075) AT DL, P
£ DS B W A TR AEFEAT I T 73k, T 43 B Bk
5 BN TR AR
% 600 -
ol o s
g R 8 7
580 1 o"' - *{qﬁlﬁ . £ A%
""" # SN :
; <N\
ISR i §§§§
P2 A 5 UG A A B T S 54-§§§§
7 \ i
PESR VAR A T, S0 0KOF 75 0 B0 1 51 %2-§§§
A ) 5 9 ) 4 ETD 0 T 3 T . §>\
KT 1 B i 9 240 9 VG TP 49 2 1 ] 1
2 R B
(638 ms vs. 577 ms), F(1, 80) = 2.04, p < 0.05, n; = P . /W o
0.15, HARW, WU A Sk R 3 PRRRAE FRRRIET AR
RV SR, B RS ) A o -
WECESHPERE I v R PERE R, M, Mz 23 g

B5 2 A B R BT, 2 K7 i
L 7E 20 M — Bfb A5 8 2 B A B G TP 44 s )
WA %8 (—14 ms), 1M 52KV W He 7E 20 b —
AL AR B 5 PR BD 2 n T OF 3 5 B SE
(14 ms), M5 | 362 058 £ BN T 2 o mT L, =
of P A AR 2R AN R IR D, S 2 i — Bk A B
ENGhin TP, %t 204 oh 22 Ak A5 8 EN G m T
BRANG, H 5 WO R ZIARED G5 T 32 sl 4 il RE 2
FINATE IR 2, X200 — B s B NS i T 22
P, N Z AR oA A B EN G i T M, H 5
R I Z R B G 25 .
222 ZWHRKEESERZRLE SRR A
ENS& N TR AR M

itk — 2 B UE EaR B, X T 28 B A TR 1
PR I 22000 (L 3) 0 W BRI BE A T 4%
PEEFT R BRI (M £ 3 SD RASMYEER) S ER,
AR 0.9%AEHE . 25 H o, PRI FRS e
P15 FR ¥, F(1, 83) = 1.76, p < 0.05, 1, =
0.22; JHIBE 73 ERN A B3, F(1, 83) = 0.88, p >
0.1; iEZHAEHALEZE, F(,83)=0.29,p> 0.5,

XL, 2B (S BT S AR AR B R S B,

EN I 18032 30 S P 42 1) 1) 4 ) 0T s 0 A B
% 52 —8Ub(E B 2B eSO TAH L, X —
ERG I T B935SO ik 4 8 HERR R BEARM s =
0.078), AR, MPIZAE BN 2R — B 5 BT,
Bl FE 5 BOK B BRI, ZIMR ED G AR i T 3l

TEA N EDGIE iiat B rhr, A A8 0 ] TSR B
INHIRERS, AR X7 T e i it 2800 A T 20 AR BN 4
PN X —d B S R 1 A shR R A &
WUIRAR, Wi, XY DG TR B e &
P P A A 3L FFE(Sherman et al., 2009), H4E
ZIMENG N T3HE, ZIAREN G LA X py e A7 T
MERPNRR G, G AE BN 58 B B 5T 4
ARRE, ZIMR NGO Bk i e, EAMAA
PR 5 HA—BUE B2 A—ZE R,
AT By A A TE Sy B 52 2 (0 17 B v a4l 42 2 A
BrEpMb MG B o 2 A ShEOE R 208 ENG 5 2R
UAEYSSUE NI R SIS E L DO R A Y s 8 s
FRAmI, DA S 0z B 4E K (Conrey et al., 2005).

DITEBFSE IR, ENGIE i b A7 A B (i P 531 21
MRENGAR SN, RIS 5 i AT B 1 5 —
oy 2 (5 B AR S ZI B A E B (IR R, El,
WA, 2016). HULARXT, fFFRE SR, AR
F R 2R B EA B ORR I A S
PRI G T R ZIR A5 B, TETE SR AE Z 1A
JNEE R (Macrae & Quadflieg, 2010), ASHFITHEHAY
RBAESES 1 A3 TR ESE, R 2B Ak (5 8
52 B (AR Lo PR R Ly 8058 55, 81
15 55 A R A R R e 09 ) A A RN B R I, G
M ENGIN T 2 B O P ] AR S 2 Bl
TRURRE, AR ED R i SN B, BRI A
PSRBT 0 E S PR RS . S0 1 18
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20 R I, SN T RE 2 DT IR, X 2
M — A (5 B B ED G hn TSP, i xd ZIA nhze ik
R BYEN G T8, H 5 B0 I ZIM ER 425 i
F MR HIFE TR IAN R 2, X 2R — Bk (5 B
I EN G N TR 2%, 1 %o Z0 A v 28 Ak A5 8 ER G Jin
THYEE, HEHIRZIMREN R W2E . Z T L2
FEIE, FERE A A0 HERIEIE e s —2
ST R A2 2% TV S PR 1) 2 B G 2 AR
MZIMEN S, KE X ZIM—ufs Bis g &
fiE, i X 2 p oh 28 A A B2 FI B AF (Klein, Clark,
& Lyons, 2010). P, 4 [a] Bk 52 800 PR 208 f A5
B— B BRI, AT R A 25
PEATHN G RAE (AN ML — T 5, 24 1 2P 1 2
AT BAFAE vh 9 (Can Lz — FH W) B, 288 531 [a] 8 1 1)
SREMEAS P Y, AT 0T BB 2l FH B — 2 A T A 451
FAF N, TR0 Lok i L BRI A4 5 P L) o

g5 FRTiR, ZIMR—BUb(E B B ED ST i 52
FNHIE G AT, RIAR R DA 0 G U A R AR 1 ik
TTRIEDBC . MINFGE WA 78 2 B, MARBEAE
AN IR, B A B B E o s
il mE, DAVOE ZIMR ER G, i Y AN B IR AR X [ =
B, ANARBEAE I PREE MR AT BT L ) BN A
fil, 2 TN ZWE. MR, YZIRbEES
R ZAAE BAFFE RN L vh g8 i), EDGIE A2 21 g
PEFE I B VE 2 B R 2R EN S . WFoE R B, BT
2 F A1 v Y O R ) B 0 B DA
TR M (Aarts et al., 2008), A4, MZMfEES
R ZAAE BAL T BT g shit, S 3diE 3y BN IE
RN R0 42 ) AL o 2 75 2 ok 22 M B R 9800 7 A A 5k
D7 B g sh AN s 51 & BT i il
FEWE AT AT AN 2 ST B R0 2 A ) 3 B 1 i 2
Pt 1o sz PR 2 25 PR SIS i A LAY SR BE R A AR I
FLEP G4 ) SR me S 75t S AHOME N b e 2 E I,
KA G B LB, Xtk S0 2 B
S 1 WFSE R SRR b — 2D B AN R B A v A
JSROREIE SN WIS E TR AU

3 52 2. ARSI 2k
555 2R E B ENZIE Y
UNIEET DS

31 7%

3.1 #ik
SRR ALY | th etk S0 RS T

W= TUAEGRREE 98 A, 4RI 20~25 (M =

21.56, SD =2.35), B LI EI Y205 it
SIS IR AT A 86 NIRRT 20%LL 144
BRI 12 28080, Hh A 39 A &4 47 Ao i
ALY BRSNS, SL5 5 RS —E YR .
3.1.2 seEEt

K 2R 5 R a7 W ERSh vs. BT
JA Bl < 2(MZEPEBIFEBTR FI0E . phaE vs AHZS) TR
Gt H, whoefF Ba sy Loy il AR
PRI A% 5 8 A o AN (R Jia sl T 5 | & OF4E T B
S )1 4 38 RN L, DASHORS B0 AN [ o 5245 LR
2 75 2T A B GRIE BIN 4 h SR W 2 5 A7 AE
BEZER . YR 2 F PS8 (Matsumoto, Ichikawa,
Kanayama, Ohira, & lidaka, 2006; Meltzer & Nielson,
2010), X— KA IR PRIV BI TR EAE T2 A 6] By 1
N ey ad e N S N E VPN SIE S i E 1 e
PRI, A AP BT R4 T 17 46 A K i
FLZ P A B B B TR, X e R K
KA B g AE A, AR A AR LA [ A
P Tl SR WS CY A ™ A W) S 1 2 AR B, B S
TN T SRS DA S A s A A I T 15 4 A
DU G B G T S Sy Sl PR 4R ) #EAT ER G L
UeAk, Rk — 25 5N R M55 B a8 U F B4
TR E FZER, Gt X —F2E AR
S

TESCI AR Bt b, SRTE B R H R AR Y
(Affect Misattribution Procedure, AMP) (Payne, 2005),
et ke 17 R i 38 A W 2 S R i S
i, JCRR LS SR T K i 2R B X —
EI BRI L, DTS2 B G A A2 i St
3.1.3 S

e, MU ZIMR BP9 e C BARDUEH H]
R ) (CHARDGEH iR 3R ) BRI, 2008)H i ik
226 GR35 4R 40 AAFHEFIBFSEAE
VE AT FEAS, X3 BeR 57 3] A 71 01) O 1) 7Y 7 68
P (AR BV g, RIHEH B4EAL; 2
RERHBT AL, LA 2eHE, 3 AR “fw1m 55 16>
4 R AL, RIX R XT38 2] 5 A3k
“f 1) ZePEAL s 6 AR T LA, 7 AUREW &
PEAE™), Mk th B B P e e B L RS
PENMEAVCRC Y 136 MHERIRR TR . HK, BEHLAm
BU136 MAESCF, 15748 40 24 AR AE R 58 A= XX
SEIR TE A A . MR . RT3 NMERE FRA
FMIPNMAL R EAT 5 R RIPor . Hrp, 48U
FAFVEI 3R] B 75 A i I 4 B B QEME L
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P k). 5= R, 4= B, 3= ik 2= &
MESZ, 1 = IRMESZ; M2 S MR PFIN A2 A 4 A
Wh, FERSOED: 5= R, 4 = B, 3=
P, 2 = BIHUL, 1 = RIET0 AR R AR ek
AR RH L. 5= RHE W, 4= &H I, 3=
ik, 2= 0, 1= R, 25 EIR, My +SD =
3.04+1.35 Mum £SD=2.98+1.42, Mus + SD =
1.07 £ 1.28), HIX 3 N4ERE PR I ik & IE ARG (r ap e =
0.79, p<0.01; r g sz =0.56,p<0.01; ruym sz =0.62,
p < 0.01); FESCFAYNE L8R 5 PE R BT il 1 16 45
MR B E, 1(136) =27.64, p< 0.001, d=0.735,
B Ja, PEIRE A SEE M EER ] Adobe Photoshop
CSLEAFLL 26 5 R AR 71l i BMP #5820 1& o
3.14 LRIER

BASLES T E-Prime 2.0 Zife . FoR#HR T
BTN R e S, Rz IR, 0
AR AR E S S B HANZE Bl . ORI SN
B, FHERL 80 em, MM EIEA B AT
s EWES . ST, #OledE TR, DK A
KRR . 52 24 DR RARE, #EAERSE
55 o IER LIt 4 AN, B KA 34 iR,
XC2H 2Z MR R 2 434

AR 3 MBAR S 4L (1) 285 sh
B R MR B BE AL PR L XS, 43l SR 4 41
PR S S A 3L 136 3k, Hod A dE 68 5Kk 15 B
Mo R (OB R+ R B IR R )AL 68 Tk AE BAH AR
IR (R + B AR B R . <2 R o+ R i 4%
34 5Ky BRAMERRE TR B S5 AR O R
M. EREAWE R BHEIE A ERZ S, H
BEABEIST 2 100 ms), ZJ5 23 —ME A& A (RP
HArE ) (3) I . S — 0 K 5 )5 3
R FECAE SO R B, 2 SRS AT bR bl 442 5 0 by H

HHLAA (500 ms)
Ja 3B A (1000 ms)

PERNHZE (Hesd)

b R I g, BRSO A AR (% F
HEIRJEA MY (e T ).

5 g sh S ds S o MR BBk
B A o+ S SR, I TP R R B E
R, X R i R 1 i e B B A T A
e, B de s Bl —ARE A 30T, AR AT
AN PUhE F A, IR T AR i
JHE, BJE, SERZETAEEE RN 2RAT 55 . R
PSR H AR B MR, 4% D 8 AN PSSR 6l
WA PERHIE, $ KOHE D T SIS A A
fEAHIZ, Hezs ks, AN e A ELBE 32 RO, 3
S WA T IR 25 2] o L sh R R S S AR 1
YR I N TE] A 1000 ms, Bl E A G SERER 2.
3 BrBe(ILIE 4),

N g sh S ds S o MR B Bk
() o<+ 5 T A, 3 T R B e B ) —
ABEASCF, AR ESEARZ A N PudE F O,
AT B AR T e N EL b 3
IR, TS RS BT AR I 5 1 BB S Bl
B R 2B E] 2 30 ms, Bfi)EHEAJGZE5 2. 3 BY
BE(WLIE 4).
32 #R
321 TRAREEEHNAXNTEHRMIMNIEE

HMNES

SEEGSE R T SPSS 18.0 #4720 0T o SR S
IHIE T 300 ms 2055 T 1500 ms H AR LT 80%
AR, LSRR A B 2.3%. LIS Bh
T 51 & IR T B bR 08015 25 5500 B L
NAB RS, AT 20 RAE BRI ) < 20/
P S A B 1) v ) ) i I o 22 3 AT (LI 5)

SR, T 2SR B IR B RO
F(1, 82) = 14.86, p< 0.001, 02 = 0.16; Wh5ef5 KUE5h

HEREA (500 ms)

Ja s A (30 ms)
gg H 5% (100 ms)
FESCE H (100 ms)

£} il A (2000 ms or #4#)

K4 — R B S s AT S S 55 i
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75 F RN B, F(1, 82) = 32.56, p < 0.001, no=
0.30; P HAEH W3, F(1, 82) = 16.85, p <
0.001, 7= 0.18, 221 AR AG I, 224 79 Sk 1) 4o I
AL T e s SO A A, B R R s s s
R A ST I 15 28 R0 S I B 3R (F (1, 82) =
7.62, p < 0.001, n2= 0.43; F ps(1, 82) = 2.86, p =
0.005, np= 0.10). X—&5RFH, M58 5 1%
SUE B S MAE BT BT whaent, fib NEDGIE AL
2 80 JO AR 0 A R AR B S A e AR
I v B X P2 A5 BAL T 9 1 g, il NER:
TV 152 1) 3 gy Mg il 0 FE i e I B 1 25 AR 55

322 AREAREEBHARNBH TEIRMIA

RNRER

Xof A TR0 S B B R R AT SRR B e e o LA
Ja SO 5 & AR T E A S SO AR
XTECH AR g bR, #5417 200 RA5 Ba shral) x
207 N 4% 5P ) e o ) 6 B ) Y R e 25 4y
ML 2. Kl 6).

G5 oR, T 2R I AR B TR A6 3 AR
F(1, 82) = 9.77, p < 0.005, n; = 0.11; #%E(5 EUn oh
IR EBN B, F(1, 82) = 10.96, p < 0.001, 2=
0.12; MEZHEAEM N, F(1, 82) = 12.73, p< 0.001,
ne = 0.14, LM RN A, 4 P IME HIEE i) kb
F oA, B F G sh 5 AR A ST R g
PN ROni st B AT FJR 3, F(1, 82) = 4.77, p <
0.001, ny= 0.23; Yk AR F iRl b 1 25 10 £

B, B R A 3 e E S 3G E R AE SO I ER
I RN, (HIC 225, F(1,82)=1.15,p> 0.1,

ARG R I, M2 AE B S R ZIm AL B
RS, AR R G PAT Esh S, BT
MO ESIRR Z, I T3 ERME, Wi g 24
BENR T3, M2 A B 5 S ZIR A BT
Jashny, B R G AT RN MRS, TS T
CBRGT IR, I T EE R, T &) 32 ZIM BN
S
33 g

SR 2 GESE, A ESRAE RGN A shil i R gt
il B9 ED & T B A RN R R T M (Awh,
Belopolsky, & Theeuwes, 2012), 34 3 3R, A&
BEAERGEPAT E SR, B b O B R AL
Z, TSR BERNE, T2 AR TR, A A
TS AN e BRI W, AN B 52 ZIAR ED G T4, i
N a s, AR RGE AT RO RS, B
RO B IR D, i T B, T 22 M AR T
B, I8 I 2 A ShHILE ) R [R5 A7 B N o
HE, 2% ZIM NS B2 (Beer & Brooks, 2011),
X LEEE BLIGIE T Mc Culloch 45 A (2008) 4 U s ——
AATEARYE 25 B 5 I 200 A6 A5 B B 22
SRS Af P AT N T ZIAR AR B 2 H 3l Z)
WENG, It 5 I ZI B Ak A7 B A R 2 [m] 52 e 2
MR EQ G 380005 ZIMR A AR B 5 R ZI AR A A5 B 7E i T
i % Ak ST B AT B (R Sk A R - S PR
) R, L8 2 A 2R E RS
R ZNRRAAT EANFETE H AT TR 8 R o AR o
T2 EIN TR, EDGIE R B ZIM ED G ) F257
T, v X 2N E B AT B sk in T, %)
MER G 32 BN, A, HIE 5 1) DL ZI Ak
&R BN T,

4 Bt
ZIBLENG I HOT Ak, SN G s A

P 2 2 %54 (Sherman et al., 2009), $5#511& Af17E
H g AR 0 vl e el 208 Ak A5 8 5 S I A e L

R2 BEMIWEHTHEYRNE(B RN E)MBEERN R (%)

ENZIN T 00 F- 24 S L I 9 4 5 4

ER G T4 185 25 35040 IR LE (%)

LI F5 B LA 3 B A 30 LR 3 4 A 3
i ke i ke i kS o ke
M 6.345 5.938 5.762 5.789 0.371 0.544 0.691 0.685
SE 0.093 0.099 0.080 0.085 0.186 0.262 0.184 0.181
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T, ATXHB BRI Tl 5 B A s i bl
HPE o XFHENRIE UG i ik 5250 1 A5 S 2
SrHIMCAENT o BIFGE R B, A AIE o i o 2 Y 2
WALSE B 5 R ZIBRAAE D, B R TG HUTE PR AR 45
Tl RGE (A BIRMERS vs. H W R G h 1 74L
g, PR HACE Y, AR S FShrEES, A
) s PR R, DT OO At N S5 A 8 B 42
TS . BMEAL TR0 SRR 2R, A REE TG
B FAE S By 2 A TER G T
4.1 ft NEDS R HY Fo ER A ZiE

Baars (2002)%f tH W5 AT 0 M e, B Ik $E
T EPUANRE R RS . Ik, #ax B~
AE B RN TR, SEBR F 48 7R wh g4 B8 AR 7E
PP T A o 3K — 3 A S ke S 1 R AR JC R
F AR, W R B s R AR, SR
SRR 2 THFE ST Z2 AN BRI, DI 3 BORA L 11
AT RN o XFPIB G L], BT vh2 {5 BRE S HIE
T EPNENEE S . S s AT . HLAETR L

BARAE AR UGIES:, FEHORIRE RS A nh 2 i 442,

VI R I AT A I A DA A2 T B R 22 ) 2% (Boy,
Husain, Singh, & Sumner, 2010; van Gaal, Lamme,
Fahrenfort, & Ridderinkhof, 2011),

SR 2 RIK, ERGRIE AN i SR s 52 3 i
5 a3 I SRR IR Y . e 5
BAE T T FASE I, BRI A2 3] S M 1 A
FH; b5 BAL T B ERIGER, ENRIE ) &
SIPERE SR o X — R BRI E T 15 vl 5 1) v i)
RPN AR - [RIRE Y v 545 5 AT 48 A [m] i
KPR TR AT ER I 7 A A [ (g DA R o SR o 24
AN T AL T Tem PUKF- I, ERGIE U A
PR R RS A 1, DTS RS o S B 2800 24

R R HR N AL T UK, ERGIE LA AR
il W28 0y, H 532 B 20 M B 4 1 W 45 (Magen
& Cohen, 2007; Matsumoto & Tanaka, 2004; Roelofs,
van Turennout, & Coles, 2006), 7EIEEIZIE L
AT, A EBERG M ARG R
B S5 RO AR R B AR . LS 2 bk
B, XA RGN ED G T EA R
e, HAR WM RERI . 2RI B S I 2R
A5 B RIHAE B S shisk, MR BCE B E RS0
R RS R e, RISE TR R B . 2N
P B0 T T 2 3 P S A L[] B AE T S s
KRB A 2 W35 R a0 b i S v MR R e, R
TR . A2 BARERI AN T, X 2 gs Rk
T Beer A1 Brooks (2011)F) M55 ZIM AL s B2
H s 2R EN S, I 5 I ZIM AL (E B ARk I
()35 e 220 Al BR800 5 ZIA AR AR 85 25 B
E N T % b AR 37 HLP AT R (Bl -
SRR o A, 2SS 2 AT AR S 2R
B RZRAAE BAFEAE AT TR 85 R
HRHEZIMR ED G2 T 388, JE0E B2 ZIREN S
TE LR AR . P, 2S00 BT 2 2R B4 U
FIHTHE S5 F o 2 H Bh B i 20 ER 4 5 I ZIA AL 1
Hoopgemt, 75 2R A O T B TR, M
i34 i 2 B B} (Conrey et al., 2005), 4355102 24 F5%
TR I, AT TR BTG R IR A . PR
F Sk ) SO P i SR, AR R X B AT Y e )
MALAE BHEATER G T o AKHE X — B A, S5
1S M2 S RS IS B AR R oh
5, H HHIE TR E I, BRI LA B S A
il B ] 2 W0 e 2R BN G 1T >4 0 5 £ 2 AR
BRI L2 31 3 PR 6 B9 4 B s 30 20 B Ep 42
fZs o X—REA2 7k, Rt — s
T ZIM PG TS AR SRS Z A C &R
HOOE S R, S ZIMR A5 B e 2R A5 B A
AR AN AR AR I oG I Zi Ak
7B, TR AT Z A F1 %5 (Quadflieg &
Macrae, 2011), SE4; 1 7ESbIEAE FiE—2 kB, fth
NENGIE U b 32 B0 A e 0 B m s, HLAS AR 7
2 v 55 B A TA R i SR S AN AEAE AT T =X,
Mo BOiEER . BARRI Dy M2 fE RS
[ ZARAAT B AFTE RN v ph S i), I BN N 1%
2 B s M H ) W0E I IR BN G5 2SI B
AEXT B 2 B, 20 B G v SC SR8 N BTG, T
PR RS AR BRI T R SRR S, HAR
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W] 18 72 S A = IR 0 38 (Ortells, Daza, & Fox,
2003), FEUCEEAN [, ASHFSE R BN, R AaE 2 0 2]
WAbfE B 5 I ZIM A E BAL T g mt, b A ED
SIC R BN SO SR 5 Ao 3 03X
A5 DAL T 1 [ vhgemt, i NEPGIE Az 2] F 3l
FERIAIVER o By M4 i FE 2 A e R/, X %
B AR BB ER G N TR PR, 10X e 20 Ak A5 2 Y
BRI T g8, H 5 os i ZIM ER G i 3l
P FE DR AN SR 2, X 205 B EN S N T
TGN, XTI ZI AR SEA AT B ER G T AR,
HE 2N D G 22 o Hh 03X — B4 1) Dt A 2
TEINHIBEIRAR B B = i, Rkt 20 A A5 8 5 I %)
MAbAE Bin TR A R, B 28 m nh 2w 38w
g5 R sh g imiil o, AR, NIRRT
i, ZIMRA S 55 R ZIRA(E B R nh 2P fg sk
ki B o K-, S O v 5RO W B =2 3G 5, AT
I vPZIE PE . YR, X — RIIFARES & H
o A B AR, (BB 25 RS R, Gt
ORI R4 ] SR W ) 5 ) 52 B R R AL IR T o B
P, 205 B 5 R 2 A5 B R 2 BT,
AN HE TR T Z TR

25 FRTR, M NERGIE 1 T B N A il
HE T O T HEA TS R, A — A
“RIBE PR ENGIE U AN A5 ] sh 2B A MRS
AL, Al NERZIE B BB B il (1) 008 64
BB o 41635 T v AE AL T T A s,
ST o P O BB R D, SO P A D SR A
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Ja sk, X BN T8 5 32 N B 2R EN R 1 5%
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AR DE ARG . DB TS R, 2R
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PRI 5T 22 B, > 1 L T R RO 4R S5 3] o 52 (A
RN BT AL, SOl B <2 IR
MR B, S ny i 23 A 4G i Y T L B R R
Jo& R BT TR AH 25 (A, SRR R BT AL, 0
Sy PR i) )iF, BN B 23 AH IV 4 5 (Bartholow &
Dickter, 2008). Ff/5 BN FI¥HIAFoT A B, 54l
TR 55 BB AR L, 45 A o ) ik A2 31 A ik 21
M BN G2 1) 52 W A X 438 7N (Payne, Hall, Cameron, &
Bishara, 2010), iX26% 85 AR NF5E 4518 FH—2X,
B 4A A A R 4 o 55 s Bl 20 M AR A5 85 e 20 B 1k
5 B 0 38K T RS 2h Oy 2R A 2 B Bl A
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Abstract

The question of whether the activation of stereotype is automatic activation (automatic activation) or

controlled (inhibition) has been controversial. With the in-depth study, “stereotype activation is a cognitive

process which is influenced by many cognitive factors, and the conditional automation process” has attracted
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more and more attention. Among them, the most discussed factors are category information, prompt clue,
directional attention and so on. In addition, it also involves interpersonal trust, perspective taking, cognitive
psychology, imagination, perception of their age and other factors. In recent years, researchers have explained
how social categories start stereotyped information from the perspective of perceived conflict. Stereotype
information processing can help activate stereotype. So, does stereotype activation affect cognitive control
strategies? When stereotype information is disturbed by other information and even affected by counter
stereotyped information, does the stereotype associated with it automatically activate? When the two types of
conflict information are subliminal priming, does cognitive control, which regulates the formation of
impressions, have an effective inhibitory effect on stercotype activation? In response to these questions, the
researchers began to focus on the influence of other people’s visual cues on impression formation to others.
These studies controlling the stimulus presentation time and masking stimuli, so that part of the subliminal
stimuli presented in the other part, stimuli presented in the above threshold. As a result, we can compare the
similarities and differences between the effects of subliminal cues and subliminal cues on cognitive control.
Studies have shown that when the participants are initiated by relevant cues, they acquire attributes about a
social group in the long-term memory system. This information processing process is a rapid and implicit
process of perceptual preparation, which consists of two stages: the social classification based on stereotyped
information and the stereotype activation based on the extracted social categories. The two stages of information
processing are divided into two parallel processing cognitive systems: the previous stage involves the intentional
operating system, and the latter stage relates to the automatic monitoring system. Can the two cognitive systems
be regarded as the carriers of active control and reactive control in the whole process of impression formation?
At present, few studies have directly related to the relationship between stereotype processing and cognitive
control strategies. In view of this, this study assumes that: (1) When there is a perceived conflict stereotype
information and counterstereotype information, and the perceptual load is high, the impression formed by the
effects of the reactive control to activate counterstereotype; and when the perceptual load is low, the impression
formed by the proactive control of the role of prone to sterecotype bias. (2) Cognitive control takes a
“double-edged sword” model for conflict information of different intensity (sterecotyped information vs.
counterstereotyped information). That means that when he processing method is controlled by the proactive
control of the intentional operating system (the conscious, conscious processing) is performed and when the two
classes of information start simultaneously at the threshold, the processing mode is controlled by the reactive
control of the automatic monitoring system (the processing of the unconscious and unconscious control).

In this study, we used stereotype information and counterstereotyped information as an example and the
experimental tasks were divided into two levels: high or low perceptual load or threshold, and subliminal
priming by using the word sense Stroop paradigm and masked version of goal priming paradigm. Experiment 1
explored the cognitive control strategy in the context of conflict between stereotype information and
counterstereotyped information perception. Using 2 (perceived load: high vs. low) x 2 (gender specific words
and gender attributes word perception: conflict vs. compatibility) mix design. Using word meaning Stroop
paradigm of to divided manipulation of perceptual load into two categories: gender traits (target) displayed
above the same gender attribute words (such as “grumpy-male”) in the low perceptual load task and gender
words each side presents a gender attribute words and are compatible with the gender words or conflict (such as
male-grumpy-female) in the high perceptual load task. Experiment 2 explored the conflict information intensity
of stereotype information and counterstereotyped information impacted on the cognitive control strategy. A
hybrid design using 2 (conflict information intensity: subliminal priming vs. subliminal priming) x 2 (two types
of gender trait words perception: conflict vs. compatibility). Using masked version of the start-target paradigm
and affective error attribution program to make a part of other people’s information is shown in subliminal
manner, while another part of others’ information is presented in a threshold manner by controlling the
presentation time of two kinds of information and masking stimuli. So that we can investigate how the cognitive
control strategy of stereotype formation is affected by conflict intensity.

In Experiment 1, the dynamic changes of perceptual load determine the individual’s cognitive control
strategy of stereotyped information and counterstereotyped information. The results showed the dynamic change
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of conflict information intensity and perceived load determines individual’s cognitive control strategy of
stereotyped information and counterstereotyped information. Reactive control consumes less cognitive resources,
to make processing of stereotype consistent information more quickly, to make processing of stereotype conflict
information more slowly, and to activate counterstereotype easily. On the contrary, proactive control consumes
such more cognitive resources as to slower processing of stereotype consistent information, to quicken
processing of stereotype conflict information and to prone to stereotype bias easily. In Experiment 2, cognitive
control takes a “double-edged sword” model of stereotyped information and counterstereotyped information.
When stereotyped information and counterstercotyped information start simultancously on threshold, the
processing mode is controlled by the initiative of the intentional operating system which is the processing of
involuntary, unconscious control. And when the two types of information start simultaneously at the threshold,
the processing mode is controlled by the automatic monitoring system which is the processing of unconscious
and unconscious control.

The activation and expression of stereotype are closely related to the monitoring and coordination of
cognitive control. In particular, people need stronger cognitive control in their daily life to avoid biased
judgments caused by sterecotyped information. As the saying goes, “Standers-by see more than gamesters.”
Actor/observer effects show that the processing of the impression of others is determined by their own cognitive
control mechanism. This phenomenon can be explained by experiment 1 and Experiment 2 respectively. These
results indicate that the individual, individuals can flexibly balance among the two cognitive control systems
(intentional operating system vs. automatic monitoring system) and adjust their weights (either initiate active
control or bias reactive control), thus forming the most favorable impression processing strategy for others. Even
under the threshold of perception, individuals can process the impression of others through unconscious
cognitive control.

According to Gestalt theory, group entity makes stereotyped group impression stereotype by influencing
people’s conformity processing of group members’ information. Subsequently, stereotyped group impression has
strong social significance because of social factors and group classification. So they can be maintained and
strengthened continuously, and eventually become stereotyped. Then, whether group entity is a moderator
variable contained in the cognitive control mechanism, and how is it related to cognitive control? In this regard,
follow-up studies can further develop the study of the dynamic construction of impression formation cognitive
control.

Key words stereotype activation; conflict information intensity; cognitive control strategy; proactive control;
reactive control





