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W E ABH4eMPatRER—AARZIRBRAFRLHEANG 2 X0 ARG R4 = £ R K0T
RTINS vs. bk RAIEA), ST TFTZFRGRAETAS AN MR GBI B5 RSN ART 2 ENAT
YT P RZ o0 Gt tE G OhE R )R E Tob R L A2, BB T 2 AL R AK B & 09 Sh AL/ BE
KRFHohok RE D ML FRGFRELINF R T A=A G RESEA AREE), BF5iletRE ik
W N EXE, BA AREERRTHRAEFEL Y RELG R —AAZRRESAAT, BATHERA
HABAA)ABEEEZ[EEST PRI, AP RE0EM, B AERRERFTOFA LS
FRPRER, X — AR T R A Lt THER T RE RO RM, LAREGAES
W RAANESTRBMEMAHRBET —ANaHMA, Ela b KNERE—-RRETHIFLT @,
XKBIR FREE, AWML, A, HEETRE

SRS Bs42

1 5|87 TN R G T 25, 2021), BRI AL, fabkls
N g 25 1 S VB ¥ A B ) A — A B 2 (R (Pessoa,
o ‘l:‘—l: , M1 A(é E’T‘ v B 2 s ’ o _
maﬁg;*;gigﬂﬁg;?gﬁgﬁﬁg 2008, 2017), T2 55 6 Lt o] B o 53 175 52 1
LIy, maRSHMEIRET R O S BTS00, S, 54 A R
BT R, FREE A SR A Y T IEE ’

ML LA 01T B, Ry oo e B SR (Russell, 2003), #HXHFIE
ﬂf]%“h’jj)ify&T}\%E@‘ﬁﬁ%jj Oﬂ:ﬁ?ﬁ;;ﬁ;ﬂj: Z R MNNFSIH 8 B A% Z B TRz
1/; lﬁ;ﬂ‘gi?ﬁ ﬂg%g}g;ﬁ éé’iﬁ% b 1 AN 7P 1 4% (Incidental negative affect, Inzlicht
(Hi; b & Inzlicht, 2010). % T ¥k sEHE5e MHGE et al., 2015) U] i 15 45 I T 2 GE 58 w4 f FIA
s MY, I 5 19 WS 7 (Pessoa, 2008). T iiE 4R
R BE S W N TEAE ML, TR BEANIE LR % S R T ye——

o 85 Bl 5 1 T AE 5 (A0, Stroop, Flanker Fi b et O,
Simon) % £¢ 5 2 IR Uk 8] (0 B0 A T 5 BF B P e L A TMTH?E%“J&L*I(DrEilsbaCh
s SV s & Fischer, 2015; Dreisbach et ?1., 2018), HEh=
T LA RO e e L% MhGE T N T R ) B 1 2 R R O <[ A R
i (E 2007) ’ 2% (Integral negative affect, Inzlicht et al., 2015), &
W (Egner, o = e nh g 3 Tt 5
ol 53 R T ] R 4 (Eener, 2007, iii?giiﬁggﬁiﬁiiﬁgéf%f

2017), BHGEHJ D . Ao e ML (TR ER :
{55 B 8% & th 985 I (Inzlicht et al., 2015), 5T
B, ASSCARHE AT 45 7 A 1 TR Sk (v o AR R A
vs. P NEBRA), NS ELE N T ES
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2 4hEB(Incidental) it IE & AT GAE)
ZEN: HBEMMA

R B G SN S 2 I R GE R ST
FNEn 6 090 T. &2 48 (Russell, 2003); [z, ik
SR o) ik A TR U 55 AR BRI
T.o HXBREM NSRS B0 A, B
A5 Z AP B 1T 28 (BT 28 0N T vs. B
PR 25 RS ) St 40 2R H X i 28 38 7 19 5% 1) B PN E
YEFMLH] . AR 40 vp 28 W5 I 4% &Y (Botvinick et al.,
2001), #hgeIE I S T X b 58 A SE T IR R G 1
W22 R i s i sh A PR, E IS R,
SR AF BN fih 2 N 0 il i 22 sk,
NG ) i A R S e i TS B E 1A).
%f#%Z%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ,ﬁﬁW%ﬁﬁm
R W) 32 B3 A1 26 0 T 2R G5 A N il R SR
SEELCINEL 1A). B, X B A< B E AY)Z
H: — SIS S rh R M R A8, RN
PETE 26 N TR 505 w28 0 T /38 I JIr 40K 61 1) T
T R GRS
2.1 SMERSUMEIE 4 X i 3R IE I B B2 0

AH G 23 o B\ 11 M E 4 O T 5
BRI 2 RS 2 LT v 5858 I 2 . AE — Lk
WS b, B 2 A (B B Pk I Tyl £ )
BORER T RS P —HaA -2l E, D

‘ [ e | B2

1 5 22 A P IR RO T 4 ef 5 e i 5 3
Mo XL RIIFFRSE R A, YA I A
ZE 5 A 55 ARG T SN B 5 1E B 28 A S BT
W28 N B8 58 (Yang & Pourtois, 2018; Yang et al.,
2019a). SRT, 4TI PN 2 R 51T 5 %
ILICICRT, 5CF B M 4 Anfn] 847 o 98 35 I 1Y) 45
WHAG—: — SR R AT S RIS H) f ik
TE 4R T 285E& ) (Kuhbandner & Zehetleitner,
2011; Schuch et al., 2017; Schuch & Koch, 2015;
van Steenbergen et al., 2009, 2012); 57—
e WIAE: 55 3 I TC G 19 £ M 17 28 1) 55 T o 28 3 i
(Padmala et al., 2011; Plessow et al., 2011); ifH —
TGURFE 9 U] e 30 o 935 87 199 TR /INAS A2 32 28 60 M 156 4
B4 5% Wi (Stiirmer et al., 2011, Experiment 1), 34 I
RERG M SO T RSV R B, Atk
15 28 TS5 2 T 2 AT 55 PO AE DG T R e e TP
24 5% T S LA B O A 2 1) 55 104 7 2R ) e 25 0 1Y
—ANEERE,

5500 V15 2 B I AR R, B g
REFE LR GRS, Bl F e
FRR A AT [A] DB R 4E B SRR, 61 1% 28 0T
I B RS A3 ) R AR AR AR B T S e
SRBFYERE b FE R S B O T
FRELAT A B, Ja B W S hn Tl 72, Hrst
A o Bl S0 p R, AN W7 o A 0 R M

_— _—

Conflict
monitoring

B 1 A R AR RIHESL T (Conflict-monitoring theory, Botvinick et al., 2001), W5 {5 B & i 2818 I 1Y £ 2ok

TR, BT 0h 5 2 A1 G 4 18 A 1 I T R e A R 04 S AL/ R K ST S 1 o B R AR

YR

B HELL R (Affective Signaling Hypothesis; Dignath et al., 2020), £ fifi v 28 hn T 7= A 0 G P15 28 (Cn 1 v g A e B

FNE TR K W o838 B EEORIR . C. MR fF

SN P B 2 A [T A B4 15 2 A5 i 3 IO PR AT 2K



1846 DTN R S o

g 530 5

2 N T 32 < 4 Ry i SR I I A RS (B B
%, 2016), F 1% A (2016)i# 53 Flanker 1L 5515 4%
ORI T 535N, IR — A —SaL K
EECEUNR R A DN e 2 SR S R PORUIES
TR L o TS 4 SR TR W AP I 2 X P 58
52 0 32 B0 T BEr s 7= A4 TR B B )
PR 2508058 1 RIS N 7 A T B B B
PR TR T th G N . X EFE T 4T
LA B 0% 17 P15 25 58 2K T B AR 55 0 Y
% 26 RO R N T T e S B B A Y B R
2 W AT B A0 Sy DAZE SRRl FE R IE 2 RAS . ik
— 2L AR A1 A IR AS R 5 E’J?’HILJ
AW S AE M ST 5510, @t & AR . Y B,
BRI R 15 R AR A B AR RS
(Kuhbandner & Zeheleitner, 2011; Schuch & Piitz,
2018, 2021; Schuch et al., 2017; Schuch & Koch,
2015; van Steenbergen et al., 2010), [ /58 w2
155155 K wh S i T 5 3& 1, WFST 2 SRR W ih 8
T N EIX — R A AR BUE BT 445 LR T
2.2 HSMNERSAMEIE R T i IRIE R I N FEAE A ML
TP 25 O T 55 50 M5 25 RS R T LA
TEESIN T RS, M, 57 4% (Amygdala) .
Iy (Hippocampus) . F-figi (Thalamus)7E [N 1) 7 )2
I 45N TG DX 9 3 Bl 38 (Damasio et al., 2000).
T e 46 ir B A 19 T AL # (Carretié et al.,
2004), 5 240 5 mT LApR e % B4 75 5 SO0 i
i (Dorsolateral prefrontal cortex, DLPFC)7E PN Y
NHIE HIHIDCH X (Pessoa, 2008), 3T I, 41
PR 45 5 b 2 T TR S B, AR 5 RT DL TE R R
Hfsh & BB R R TA I AR, DR 2 5
NG RZ, MArEIES S bR TCOCH, Ak
AN MU IS W NS C- 1 S v 1] S RUIES
TGN o MINHUIN T BT IR 60 A BE U, S 4 5 b
SN TR BT — R B L TR 4 5
YN L AR A 22 KRR BE B AT DA ok R A N B R
(Kanske, 2012), & [f]—S254E 5 b, NPT
Bl 22 b H DU TR 20, ) 4% D I R
BRI T 55 — 280 (Pessoa, 2009; Marois
& Ivanoff, 2005). I H, 4 BA I TALH A 1
PN 26 5 v 54T 55 R IAHCHT, 0 T EIE 4 m
NG IR R AR ] T b o my 3h 28 T 5 8 4%, o
MBS AR HE M2 IE N . Y o CRY, Mtk
0 U 2k ST T e g i Tk R, AP T

RO IRAE LIS B P M B SE S, MR A RIS 4
Fr BAA B9 TAE# (Carretié et al., 2004), H:[Hid
JEE o FHH DAV 4 o 545 20 08 AR 5 50 7T 4 735 i 58
I8 S 45 LA I 55 (Choi et al., 2012),

X TR LOIRET S, E505EEM, K
Ml T AN AR PR A PR 52857 7K SF-(Levenson, 1994),
Wi A A R R 5 KO B4R T, R M 4
TEMG S R R B TS MAER], S AR AE AR R
R TR ZE MR A 1 A4 il it 7 (Inzlicht
etal., 2015). SULIRIS, MABSIHLKFREZ 158,
2 N4 i KM 58 R AR LS T, ki e
28 B (Bradley, 2009; Liu et al., 2013; Verguts
& Notebaert, 2009), MR L35 — B PEHEIE (Mood
congruency effect, Fiedler, 2001), “™A&XF 5 H 245
155 48 R 25— BRCEUAR I 1 155 &8 SRR o A T i ) -
AR AL TR 28 RAS B, AT 528 5 R
i 5 A 2 RS A — B TE R 5 RS
TG AAE TV IS RS I, 6701 i AR 2 R
BNTEZS Z) 45 30 56 50, 3 60 i L w [
Sk oA TR L 01 . HEEAE N R
[7) &5 2% I 00 T a4 (Becker & Leineger, 2011;
Yiend, 2010),

BT LR, BT o Z A B 1 4 X i
238 N A A TR . G 1A i, Sk 4]
WO L 40 L AR g 5 I SR i R SE )
R PSR iR S 2 N P S T a7 IS = g
AL e B m¥ﬂw@ﬁkio%m%
ﬁﬁfﬁ%ﬂiﬂf}?ﬁbﬂl WAL AR, BT
S T B =05 oA A R T A A ] ) e 5 5
i, f SERRRE bR 5 MR 4 S A
P R G 3 1

3 HAMBEESIAANARENEXE

2% W I A% Y (Botvinick et al., 2001)IA A
GEAF B il A N Y BRI, TERS 45 5
HE BT, oA T R R A A
MR RGNS, G 2 70 b ) ) (8] 42
OV HT . AR S, I S AR ) AH DG 5T & B
TOPEN 4 A 3h 7 A T Ok b g R T i A
(Dreisbach & Fischer, 2015; Dreisbach et al., 2018),
RIS TA B I AT A" RGN S,
e PR WS 5H, A4 T T
ok AR A 071 15 2 BUPR AR <11 A 6 1 1 2K (Integral
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negative affect, Inzlicht et al., 2015), ‘EF58 T
PN A 4 ) B N TESCHE, U WL, AR
KIRFRATMMAT R . AR AR = A2 I
PRAE TR R B UESE
31 HAMEEFEEARMIA~%
311 1TAZFIEH

BN 2 P BE v N T A R A R R
TE 1% 24 )5 31 (Affective-priming, Fazio, 2001)AJ#H
KAT R P LIESL . RAETFN G 338 (Spruyt
et al., 2007), Ji S 1A 15 25 R0 2o 0 S )
189 AR L 15 2 A B2 b 1) S S IR A S
i, G 2 B8 SR s S H br
TR BB (B P A Sy A ROE), T B A X T 4 H AR
PRI B o M2 B, —SEBIFTORE I SAT R (1
40)Ja SR, AR sh SR AE N 45 4 BE 1 n T
Pl FURTE, S50 2OR W 2 3T SRl
W 2 B AR b 58K IR ) Z 5 1 (E P B 6 1 ) 15 2
H AR RN 26 46 BE A0 S . 22 IR TR 45 2R
— BRI AP B AR RIET) BN; I [H] 7 wh 22 55 Bl
RS PR T AE vh 22 J5 ¥ (Brouillet et al., 2011;
Dreisbach & Fischer, 2012; Pan et al., 2016), Ff/5,
TS 25 55 1% IH [ F2 7 b (the Affect Misattribution
Procedure, AMP; Payne et al., 2005), #i7 ZX}
o AR R 2 5 B P E R IR T AT R
(B vs. TE TR I T o S 25 R R WA AR AR v 5
FE, L PRAE vh S0 UE By H vk B AR REE A TE R
FRE SRl W7 R i . TR IE PR (Damen et al.,
2018; Fritz & Dreisbach, 2013, 2015), L) I P&t
AR K B b R T AR A R T,
17 1) F2 Ud W i S0 1 F S A s k1SS 4
3.1.2 H£EEIERE

AP AR 2N TR R B A BN 1 AR AL, AHER
F1 oM, A B B AT LA G 4 i 10 AR R
P % W84 (Inzlicht et al., 2015), HIJEHF5E
SPRRY, AL S, M —Blk, ~A—
XA T R — RS0 0y A BN AR A £
FEESLAY Y 5K (Braem et al., 2015; Diede & Bugg,
2017; Murphy et al., 2016; van Steenbergen & Band,
2013); Bz Jik HL 1% 3l ) 3% 5 (K obayashi et al., 2007);
DR R K- O $2 T (Fiehler et al., 2004); LK 4%
JE LG sl ) A8 {1k (Berger et al., 2020), X LLA[H] )
A BSON AR AR AR T s AP 2N T A [R] A R
AR, B, KRS B WL TG B AR T

155 4 e W T B 55 1 15 4 A TR A MR L
T.(Jacobs et al., 1994; Cacioppo et al., 1986), HIX,
i FL A SR A B T 2 R AT: 5515 B 0 AR B U % %5
JIFEPE B =75 5K (van der Wel & van Steenbergen,
2018), FiF, o0 iG sh 128 b ] 5 B Ak s AL
(defensive motivation) ¥ F4TE B & AH S, WBHHEM:
ST AR A A0S 18 T 00 9 58 A e A
N T (Lang & Bradley, 2013), HAEw5Em
Tt B R A — B B EE bSO T A 7 AR
T b g i Tk 72 0 17 PR A 25 1 8] (Hengstler et
al., 2014),
313 HMBEESHRMIAEXBRAMEEM:
B (JACC)HEZ A

— T IC I3 M 45 SRR W M 19 4 (A ) 5 e
Z3 1IN TR AT LA 75 0 Hi $0 7 (dorsal  Anterior
Cingualte Cortex, dACC; Shackman et al., 2011),
dACC A5 DRI o " AH DG A8 85 15 fik IX (an 5
HMUFTAR BT, DLPFC)AH 1% #(Vogt & Pandya, 1987),
B T A % (Amygdala) 5 il 5 (Insula)
TE PN IR AN 4 i T3 4% (Ghashghaei et al., 2007).
Wit R AN RSN T ARG S A LR
HREANEER RS, dACC AR AL/E & KN m
TAR BB — MO, R s 26 5 i g 1/
TN () B R A A T Rl 2 i ) A 2 T Al
(Koban & Pourtois, 2014; Shackman et al., 2011),
5, dACC 7 vh 5 i g i 55 1o i v i 3 A
HE 215 32 Ak £ W 58 B9 1IF 5% (Egner & Hirsch,
2005; Kerns et al., 2004), HRFHLLEHIEL w53k
WL < — A —BI IR, dACC TEA—B-A
—ZO WA T G E R, SR T dACC 1Y
PP MR S FRAE A NS, Ok, AT RS
SR vh S T LIAE S J5 gl o 8 B 2 B
Pk A 25 B R BN T, 5K — % R [ AR AR 3 A
dACC J&E B HAEfL K- I o Braem % A (2017)R H
T 463 S 2, T8 A A (P 5 I Sl S 1
KR TRIFRIT (3.5 s), B MRIHAR, ALTE Ml
BIZ 5% dACC M IE GG 45 - R BN T2 1552
FS SR — SRR . DFE A RAR TR BCE
RSl =2 R S o) i DRl C Y g A S i
TR FHRALT dACC M5 3h, R Zm T,
AMATE R 15 S T B AR )R 4 R Y B
BRI T, #eAh, dACC 365 574 T AT 55
T B 28 A (a4 4T 55 I PE A (Spunt. et al,
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2012), #E—Hh, Vermeylen 2 A\ 5@ 4 fMRI $#iE
B 2 AiE AH fBL % 43 #7 (Representational Similarity
Analysis, RSA)& B, M5 5 G L1624 (14 im T aT LA
[Fl i} 76 dACC i X 45 DL EAiF (Vermeylen et al.,
2020). DA BRSO GO 245 vl 5 I AR i i
SRR R R A T B RS A A
32 HRMIABZHFRAMBEENERER

JUE R RIS BB (17 o 2R B BREISUSR)
b s A g A AR g SR T 2 5 iE e,
AT 25— 25 1) BH A7 M 155 28 Skl £ b 58 0 Tk
B a3 A? Eh s T B, AR
AN A ] ) 5 U AN AT Y T [ R, BT 7
A= B br TR VE B4R IR T BE R B Y B M &
(Dreisbach & Fischer, 2016), fEMIEEE T, N T HE
B T e b A ) 5 i R 9, S AR T AR
FINFBEI . B ATE L A INAISS J) (Botvinick &
Braver, 2015), X1, B HA G EAS NRER
(Kool et al., 2010; Westbrook et al., 2013), 752
R, AT ARG R R WAL RE b 50 T A B
Az B (R ) B vk 1 4 02 45 87 B A sl 4k 1Y (Fritz &
Dreisbach, 2015), HARKI H7EAE L H s,
W 2E S SO LS S B R RO T
PR RN AE 35 ) B 1) 18] R 88 JE I (< 400 ms)
£ % (Aarts et al., 2012; Fritz & Dreisbach, 2015);
2 ] i I ] i) R A IR (800 ms), AR b
IR SR, BBT R A S E B
o 1) o DU A B R R AR e T Sl EAE L T
%My (Fritz & Dreisbach, 2015) %M 5% 45 5 % W
WS TE R R BE N WIN T8 & =4 T 8 200 1
PEAE 25, FRATTE B w5 T 5 s 4 N
TECERAZ 6 T vl 28 in TRy Be i sg . L B B,
ThE A G AR A 30 A R4 5 g e, R S
SR AN DAY G G L= D A ae S S A 1)
TN 26 WRIBIRY B, wh o n A A DUA S0,
1855 0 5 BT AR AR IN N B Tt 2 b, T
ZHEVENG 45 TR B T R N BB 7 A (Aarts et al.,
2012; Fritz & Dreisbach, 2015; Ivanchei et al.,
2021). 5 AR, 7E fMRIKF 1, RE o 566
Jei S LA B M 4 TR I R ET B 4R 4 (3.5 ),
BT XI5 0 LAY 2 AN AT PR 7E dACC YT
Bl B RTREE, R ALN AT 5 G KT -
53

4  ElA (Integral) fa 4 1E %% & GAEN) i

RiEN: BEUA

ETEE SN B, WG ERA
RN GEE N AR TR, TR T vl o€ 2 A A A PR
2308 I 46 0 TR e s AR B AR A TR 42 Y
MGRIE N o #E— 2P A CHF SRR T rh I TS
TP 4 B N AESCEE: SOrEAE 4 A B A T s
PN AR, AT E ph SN T R i (RS
SR, PO 4 AU <R il 55, Bl
N T AR A0 B < H AR (Inzlicht et al.,
2015), T 1b, Xt f i 45 1 v 5838 3 A v
AR FH > 3K — )8 PR IE A 155 BR T AT 45 5 A
B 53 15 A7 25 8 AP 28 %o 1 5 33 o7 1) 3 39 4R
My Rz, MR Z 0BT F K 00 M1 25 AR
RAPGEIE B 53— DB RCRIER, TN 5154
B A AL SR v 7= A T e s T (A ) T M
o] ELEAE T o oAk pr it AR v R AF BOFE
PP IE O] 4 EE— A YR, AR B R 2 in T AR A ()
PR 25 R AT 7% & b 2808 i (Dignath et al., 2020;
Inzlicht et al., 2015), UL A, HFFEETTRHIA
[ LB T o ge, BiZS b T ohgehn T #2 =
AR(EE)TEIE %, DUENZA A8 R (ER)
PR 257 w538 I ik 7R b AR .

41 (BEA)HAMHEREE i 3REN R
411 WX FHRHY(BER)AEBEHFEIENE
EAk |

SRR (AT ) 67 5 45 5% b 9 35 8 1) 5% Wi
IS b, AT A F op oS Tad 72 0 (BA)
TGS S (5 il AT 8 . 2R, B F(@EA)
PRI 5 AE MUAE BE T /Y 7 25 HEST AE S N TR 2
Btk b, AR LD o 28 T o AR 5 4 oy B A AE —
FE M RIME . 25 IS S8 B e 57 A DA 0 A 55 e
#R4s B 5hiF & kTS 2% (Plass & Kalyuga, 2019),
AH GBI 5T IRt A Bl 5 v S AE AR 09 125 4 AT A AT 55
XU (B R HEAT PR . BRI E, AH OGRS LA Ui
P 5 RFANRTEVE R S g R, A2 L b 5E
of 3 2 i T < — B0 5 <R — Bk g im L
(Dreisbach & Fischer, 2011), AH# I AiAE, NG
B P2 BN ORISR A B B A
F e, [ERERT LUFE & f0 1% 26 (Winkielman
etal., 2003) X FE—K, BFREHENTELE LKL T
T 7 3E N AN Y AN AR 3 N AR ) FEAE S
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A, FIWE AT th (5 B BE T, P TE i
At A RHAT: 55 v i) (I8 A7) 6701 1 28 B8 5 15 & 3k vy
AR, T A T e 2R Y (LA ) 05 P 1 4 AE o
5838 N AR AR o PSS IR R L T 2 Fenb
RS AR N | RS T G TR B A1 (178 S A2
TR, 2 F OO AN G AR 1) B R
FHERHR U R TR AR E R N, TR B (EA)
B 26 A% 5 T LA ol N M AT N SR o %
S5 AR R E AT G S0 A Y A T g
Tl R PEIE S, 75 G0 i 558 N 1) 5%
Wil B9 78 T 026 19 SC R A

412 BETFHRMIMEN(ELSE)BRZ R0 R

1& [

1528 7 A 1 2 — R R I Sy i) &=
WA S 5345 (Shouse, 2005), HHRH, 774 T b
Z3I0 T35 1 (1A ) B0 1 A7 2 mT RE VR A4~ 44 %) e
T EWARE 5174 . Eik, FREMRA
To ke SE T HP R A F b g I A R 0 (A
T4, R AT DLE o AR T 4R 1 5 T b ge
IS SPURE N 8 =22 =Sk U [ E DORUIEAS IAINE A
me . BRI, BFSTOR HEROS shia =ik ke,
P B B HIL-F R LA 8 sl S H bl
T 77 Sk 5H ) T RE — BN — 2, DA i U
KT AE w2 5 w580k o BaAE X H bR i Sk 19
W SN S, TR T R AR B RS
TR EERSZ, AR A 3 WK 1) i 28 w3 i 58
BRI, SULREIE, F05 & WK 04 vh 58 48 B0
Ao WFFREE R R I vh 5 IE A AE R E AR AR
o B} i AE7E (Desender et al., 2014; Questienne
et al., 2018), BEHIAMARAE w o Tod A vh ™ A= 1Y
2 IR B2 K] b 5 3 I A B SCBEAE L TR LA A
B w50 T/ B g AR B I AR5 R v 98 3 R Y 4
St FE B BE T w20 T Y 32 LA 56 % i e i
B IS, Frober 48 A (2017)45 8470 5 i Ha. ¢
AR — 2 5 ZEARAE vh 5 0 ok 78 rp = A 1) 00
55 28 R 30 20 ] S 00E) P 5835 B . SE56 R A Simon fF:
SRS, BIRTEX > Simon BN L S
Jei, RO T R 7 A A A R S AT S

R R R A AT 55 S8 s A A 5 3 R 3 ] ) 22
SF(RT 45n—RT wen]), ZRONAE IR TR A8 5 B2/ TR A
) B (N I3 RN ) o

PRBNE P FRTE 53 o FEXT P53 B AT 40 43
BrEg, AAUFE B SRR R 0 — Bk, [FE e
B2 P S A T L R
(B vs. AL SEEREE R R A e mrtik
P A AR i, v IE D E AR .

X — 25 BRI HL KO b RIREAR 2 T 30 0E: M 5E R
TR WP S ARG 25 0, R0k o 4% LA
(Lateralized Readiness Potential, LRP)7E 24 {ijA~—
FHO K e KT — 20w, R, M e T
YA EPT R I ARE 255, LRP 1 I IR AE 24 1T
) —B 5 A —FO(K BN A B2 5. L LRI
WY R AL F w5 i 7= A6 19 32 XL O 48 ) (AR 58 mT
VIR HF i 5838 107, FL B AT A AR UR, 52 i) 7 57 7 i 28
15 8.5 (VR ) B A% 26 Al oA~ 1 32 W IR 3y 2
fih I o

413 BHEATEMNRENTEPHNEEZD

Tz R X ERPE, 42X A A T
R AR SR (XIHE 48, 2009)0 BRI, 1€ 5 R 5 1
LEVRTT AR FAR L, 3 RO T M Sk iE sk 20
JBEAZ () T 35 5 B RS T X T AR B AT
SEEF IR, DL RS W AR Ak i SR B (Pruessner
et al., 2020; Saunders et al., 2015), AR A2, W
& W AT B AR PR AE R, E SR Y B AR
IR R, T g T & T 385 M8 1) i
PRI L RIS, AR 23 )5 21 45 1998775 (Saunders
etal., 2015)c MIXAFRER I, whodE R—MIE
TR YA W ) Y i vk R 4 ——2R AT B AE
PEAE 2 R i R . B i — 2P 4R, whgRiE
SRR B L T AR A M 4 B A
sl (Dignath & Eder, 2015; Dreisbach & Fischer,
2016) X —MBRUEA{ B T HHEIE L S5 5
N T2 (al B P AR B, [  FRATT AR S 18R
(A ) S P 1 45 7 v 5858 N B P AP R4 T
— AT A A, BRI B R 4 R TE
2 s S RL A v B far DA N sk AR e A A iR
R,

Huhg i TAEZEMRL, S50 L EAE B 3hifs &
M1 45 (Wiswede et al., 2009), F:Flt, Dignath
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52 RE
Rifi 5 v 2 T A B A I 46 R R,
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T W T [ AR R i — 2B TR AR AR S Ak
521 (BBA)AMBEEZmMARIEMNYANEME
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The underlying mechanisms of negative affect in (cognitive) conflict
adaptation: Separated vs. integrated insights

YANG Qian
(Institute of Brain and Psychological Sciences, Sichuan Normal University, Chengdu 610066, China)

Abstract: How negative affect influences conflict adaptation has been widely studied and of a concern for
researchers. According to the types of negative affect that is either incidental or integral, this research question
can be further discussed from the separated and the integrated relationship of cognition with emotion. From
the separated perspective, incidental negative affect, which is manipulated externally from conflict, is an
independent factor that modulates conflict adaptation by means of activating emotional processing system,
alternatively by mediating individuals’ arousal/motivational levels. Interestingly, recent studies have
indicated that conflict is inherently aversive and being termed as integral negative affect, thus suggesting the
inherent relationship between conflict and negative affect. In this sense, negative affect can be regarded as
another source that plays the similar role with conflicting information in generating conflict adaptation.
Accordingly, from the integrated perspective, integral negative affect is highly integrated with conflict
processing, which can inherently promote goal-related performance and elicit conflict adaptation. Therefore,
discussing the influence of negative affect on conflict adaptation from the insight into the relationship of
cognition (conflict) with negative affect deepens our understanding regarding how negative affect exerts its
impact on conflict adaptation, which also provides a new insight into how cognition integrates with emotion.
On this basis, we further put forward some new directions for the future studies.

Key words: conflict adaptation, negative affect, cognitive control, affective-signaling hypothesis





