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HNERRMIPRAR—HHE: FNEES

FLE RBEZ M K
(MRG0 M BE, WA 5 273165)

# E % IL(error processing)ZANRIKM 4532 & A SFHATA AT AL HRINIE, REFLZEYN,
(R B, EFEVEB YR T BERFR—H, ALEREFLRAEF T AR LI EH
Fd . MR BREF ARRIALFRETTRY RGNS EEmTHX R, Bidst—F &S, RBE54
X M (task relevance)™ & & AW E R/ R A, BRESAMRB RS LGES T, PR AR TEE
iR (4o £ KH ERN, Pe i #8); mAEKIAES P, SIWTER M TP miniE, AX—RELT, LR H
ETRBE YIS AARE AT INEBRN I XL, FNEOREAY THEINEHB R I X Z
HFFHER, AA—AFTEZABIELRBAZRASMAMGIER, R RIEREAEBHREFREERY O
MAER, ZR#—FHAHINE Ao B E MR raiEn T, XEFA8 T 25k HIR e 0447
Jm T

KR HEMmI, SR, BIRAAX Rk, BRER, E5MEXHE

HES  Bs42

1 gl—é— Garavan et al., 2002; Hayden et al., 2011; Kerns
et al., 2004; Wang et al., 2005), it A — LB 57 R
AN Tt 5 &% 5% (insula) (Bastin et al., 2017;
Klein et al., 2007; Koban et al., 2013; Spéti et al.,
2014) 1 & ] 20 4K f& (ventral striatal) (Chevrier
et al., 2019; Fouragnan et al., 2018; Greenberg et al.,
2015; Niv et al., 2012; Park et al., 2010; Rutledge
etal., 2017; Santo-Angles et al., 2021;
Schlagenhauf et al., 2013)A &G 5, — R,
FF0H WUFIAG R B2 3l X T I AR A R,
B SK 5 15% 4) R 0 R W) 45 (25538 L Fu et al., 2023),
T Py & R0 SO0 A 45 - 2 A B A RS AT
#& (Carter et al., 1998; Ridderinkhof et al., 2004;
Yeung et al., 2004; THEE 4%, 2019), KEMSCR
PRI 3 22 2 5 0TS R AR DAL A G T
(Greenberg et al., 2015; Park et al., 2015; Simdes-
Franklin et al., 2010),

FETRIN T —JE AT @ A b 3 A D0 1 O R AT
FRAE, I3 T 58 ok — ST S 5 b F R o)
TFRAEWLAR 1)o A7 NFEAR 32 B4 55 IR 3 2/48 1%

HE AT, FRTERTHE S — Mok Ut AR
A NP B BLAT B (Proudfit et al., 2013), 24
A RACEE I, R 25 B i W (B 45 3R W4, error
monitoring) Jf ¥ 17 £ X P I 4% (BI85 1R 5 R 4,
post-error adjustment) US> 45 & A4, X Sl A2
G FR A4 = AN T (error processing; Falkenstein et
al., 1991; Gehring et al., 2018), #5135 K ki
XZME 4, N, REVFRUETERHFE RN T
5 KK 28 5. W 4% (salience network) %5 ] 40 ¢ (Ham
etal., 2013; Ullsperger et al., 2014), {41, —2L4F
SR, FE I T 5H7H07 [ (anterior cingulate
cortex, ACC). A%l Bz 3l IX (pre-supplementary
motor area, pre-SMA) Fl & Ak Ml [ &l 0 2 2
(dorsolateral prefrontal cortex, dIPFC)FJ#H 15 3h
A K (Carter et al., 1998; Fu et al., 2019, 2023;

Wk B 4: 2023-02-24
* [ K [ REEE 4 T AR H (32100872); LA Mm%

ST R HIBA TR H (2022RW038) . FEH EIRIERF . SR IR | IS
WEMEH: #IK, E-mail: yq99550@gmail.com R4 % )5 1 (post-error slowing, PES)%
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F1 FIRMIEERVER

BHLEA BN A O R R A HL BN AT h 45 b
T S 5 R ) B AL ACC. dIPFC 2 Fi5Jr: ERN, Pe SRIERRR . R IR R
LTS % I B AL ' 7 JERFSE ST : N2, FRN TEB S IR 5 DR I

T SR IE B3RS MR AT S5 B P I, RS AR IE O, A5 E IER R  Mari s s, HF —ilk
BVIEGA A, RAEES B B IR0, BRI IE 00 2 18 MAT K ER S, HF — Uk B IE R 2, RAEIEWS 77 R 1
oL, AT RLS R E IE B SR H A DR R A MR IR, TR — i SR I R I R, RAERE IR

F1 I B O

(Rabbitt, 1966) . £ L1 fiki HL % 53 (ERP) = BEAL 54
TR AH I 7L (error-related negativity, ERN/Ne)Fl4t;
1% IE I (error positive, Pe), ERN J&7E4E 1% S & 1
100 ms PIHBBL T IREL 9 ERP 43 (Falkenstein
etal., 1991; Gehring et al., 1993), & {7 T-/ij 1 M
M BB (van Boxtel et al., 2005), JZBL4I4hEL A 3
A4S IR (Bernstein et al., 1995), Pe & 45 1R X
JLJ5 200~400 ms [ 34 1E A e 73, S WA 3
TR 58 1R (Overbeek et al., 2005), = Z47 T Hi
i 18] B9 % 356 (rostral anterior cingulate, rACC;
Mathewson et al., 2005; O'Connell et al., 2007), Hf
FERW, ERN Fl Pe 9 HAA DI BEAT T 225 (Overbeek
et al., 2005), —2b22F I\ Pe HA IR HTRIA
FIA G, i ERN AZ4EREHEm, ATt ES
AR R AR 4 B (Nieuwenhuis et al., 2001;
Overbeek et al., 2005),

A, A — S A BAR AN R EE RN T
FIRE ST AR, (BS540 T A7 72 SCHE (40 N2, FRN)
(Folstein & van Petten, 2008; Talmi et al., 2013),
AR S A5G TR AH O SCRRAN A7 AT o N2 2 i
RG] R B —Fh 2 R 0 B
ERP J§43 GRS 29 200~300 ms HBL), F£AE iz
Wi 3 #E (Donkers & van Boxtel; 2004; Yeung &
Cohen, 2006) . S 15t #H % i1 I (feedback-related
negativity, FRN)J& B 55 il 38 (45 5 51 & ) —F
SRR . BB ERP B (S 20 250
ms H¥) (Nieuwenhuis et al., 2004; RF 55,
2019), FAF 108 45 1= 0 45 2R T 4 i 72 (Hajeak
etal, 2006; Z=FFFH 4%, 2018; 2%, A4,
2008), CAEMIZE#W], N2. FRN 5 ERN A —#
G LR A IR (W1 ACC B43%) (Potts et al.,
2011; Yeung et al., 2004), FWEN]5485RM it
T BEAAAE CER, BN, — Lok IR RS
Y I, W2 (vs. AR DD B IR BE 8 155
%K) N2 P08 (5538 W Folstein & van Petten,

2008; van Boxtel et al., 2001); ¥} —S6ffF 5 5% i
A THE 55 A B, R R4 2R (vs. IE B 45 2R ) 14 S 15
R T W3 FRN JiH (Miltner et al., 1997; Zik
WL. =M, 221, 2008), Aid, ERN (M Pe)Je3RAE
RN TR RS Ay, BV R R BN | R ) — il
SO B ) ERP Y, & 1T R AE B 5 W 4 i e
(Gehring et al., 2018), 1 N2 2§ FRN I AN H5E T 45
BRI, PR EATIE 53509 B v 98 Wi 42 A 46 2R
Hrid#, Flan, —WHFFEAE Flanker 155 % B,
ERN F 7 A= J& LURS R SN T3 A4, T N2 ] i
— B A — By E A IR R Z )R BN 58
(Yeung & Cohen, 2006); 1 — S50 57 75 4 6 W
AL 5 & B, ERN — MR sE TAE Y 3L, 1
FRN & 5 4 8845 R S 9iAH G (Gehring & Willoughby,
2002; Nieuwenhuis et al., 2004),

KPR TR HEIS R, R —sp i
ZEMCNHTA A T 1R M B 8 (mismatch
theory, HARKFALKITHEFTIE; Coles et al., 2001;
Falkenstein et al., 1991). 2 W5 H 8 (conflict
monitoring theory; Botvinick et al., 1999; Yeung
et al., 2004) ., 51k~ ) B (reinforcement learning
theory; Holroyd & Coles, 2002)F147 Hyid i B i
(behavior-adaptation hypothesis; Nieuwenhuis et al.,
2001; Rabbitt, 1966)%F (£5ik . Weinberg et al.,
2012; 7, PRav, 2010; XIFH, TREEHK, 2009),
Rz 20 T SRR Do TP s o,
J5 B — BB R AR IR IO B S AL, 7 A —
FAVAEM OB, W R EAE O
TRV )5 80 T Bk 2 55 44 5 45 (Hajcak et al., 2003a,
2004; Hajcak & Foti, 2008), X635 ¥ LA M 2tk
B TA I A e R

PRI, I 30— 22 35 225 I Sl LA A A e
W, #7457 sl 8 2 M B2 (motivational
significance theory) (Ul Hajcak et al., 2005; Hajcak
& Foti, 2008). ZHEILIAN Ny, FERAT L2 — R
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JIPE R, RERS WL AR A B AE F ), ERN S ik
T S B A R R AR o AR, R0 S B
RGWIE R RIE S, Bk, ERN RN S 55
BRAY BT 3 P YA 56 (Olvet & Hajcak, 2008).
ASCIESE A, AR I ATy R BB A PEA B
(Hajcak et al., 2005), 5% §5%i% 50N 45 T 4 51 A
(Endrass et al., 2010; Riesel et al., 2012), ERN i I&
BEWK.

A, HHECT LS 85N 106 R M5
ETEEZ A —B45e . B, —aFsR & L)
AEMZ 1 K ERN (Hajcak et al.,, 2005; Pailing &
Segalowitz, 2004) N2 I} i§ (Groom et al., 2010), T
7 — R K AL A ERN (Holmes &
Pizzagall, 2010)5k N2 (Rosch & Hawk, 2013), £
EAH B EREAM T ERN % iF (Dikman & Allen,
2000), BEAb, —SEBFSE & AGTT REAS R THT M IE
4% (Simdes-Franklin et al., 2010), 1Mij % —LEH/F 5%
HR AT RRAR T IE# 2 (Liao et al., 2020), 7E%
SENLIHOF KW SIHLIN, —SERIFSE K BN UR 35
Pe (Cavanagh & Allen, 2008; Rodeback et al.,
2020) . FRN {1 &) /> (Paul et al., 2020), ifij 3 — L&
WFIE A K BA N i3 55 T Pe (Dierolf et al., 2018; Hu
et al., 2019)% FRN J{ i (Glienke et al., 2015), K
TR P JE AR, SCRE Se b BN H AR DG F
55, AT RBOA -G R E, IRl —
ST Y DL

EAS— 200, FERE M T4k, shilmis
g w — Al B, BRI O] A RS
FEOCTE R E | IARAE SO 45 R U T G
F, 1S HLAF TN T AT 55 VOl (U 2 D 5 )
X EE RN TR RE M o AW ST T2 ShL, Hd
NGB I3 S BLAE 25 3L A7 B WF 58 (AL o S R AT
LN, Ho—, iS4 % VIR OC, A B
PL5E 4243 8 (Bradley & Lang, 2007; Buck, 2000).
B, YR T PR SRR A B, B S HL
SRS LN X R (Bradley & Lang, 2007), H:
=, el S A ¥ M B Hl(Keltner & Lerner,
2010). 40, RS2 20 N TR BN |
B — RN AER O, Hh A R
WA SHHLR N, A AR R e LD 5E 42 X))
(Pacidk & Palkovits, 2001; Selye, 1936; 2588 4§,
2005), PRI, AWFSE 322 0 B S AL TR b A
25 M A0 AT 55 08 A NE O T A RN TR 5

AWIE A SRR T A — SO P .
(M3 1),
2 BHBMEEM T HTERTRE R
—H &t

21 RRSENIVNEFRRMIHNA—HER
B2 Py %k T RN TR R AR — 32 R Rk
IAE ERN N2 FUARi & 46 45 [ . ¢ T ERN, Hajcak
4§(2005)#F Flanker {155 ik & — 2L RS 4
vs.100 43, J3HO N A BT, AR AWM, 1E%
Ji B B 4% R A0 RS I, ERN JEIRE R, A,
Holmes Fll Pizzagall (2010)7E Stroop 1T: 45 FF & Bl 2%
IR L RS vs. 03), HEANRIKE TR,
SRR I, Bl (6 R RN B AR AE S M40 L
25 (+8) FI TSR il (08) 45144 T 4512 ) i ERN
MR G 22 5 . 53 b — TR A U i 5 BT 55
(four-choice letter task)JWF5EH, Bk AE LAl
S (TE A 822 i) . ME B (FIZE H AR %
A BC HE R 1 1) FIANAH S5 ShHIL A% A4 (P 2 K i
YBCHC B 3 151 2 3) S MUAHE 55, 452R K
W, FEERTTEAA, REISIPLETE, N ERN
MRS/, e S AR, Sl s PR,
ERN J¥% i 418 K (Pailing & Segalowitz, 2004), 5
F N2, Groom %5(2010)% | Go/No-go 115 & #L,
SRS T R S AFE R I no-go HITK
B 5 & T KA N2 I 1, {H Rosch #l Hawk (2013)
K FH Flanker 1545 % 88, &85SI 5Kk
TEOPRAN LB A N2 IR R EER ., XT
Jik§ &%, Cho %(2013)R FH 4 4% 3 il 18 3R 1T 55 & BN,
S BRI A AR T R S A 0 3 1 i B T
{H Eppinger %5 (2013)R F 2 il 24155 H A Kk B
R SR (1A il 5% P850 25 5
ARSI EIALA AR, RAE KIS TFR
R FES] A5 (X T 3L 2 26 F) F 45 1R A K
B ERN i I (Hajcak & Foti, 2008; Meyer &
Gawlowska, 2017; Riesel et al., 2012), {BYEFT H4k
SN FRN $80RfAfE— 222 5 i, 764745
J71Hi, Simdes-Franklin %:(2010)%H K Go/No-
go 5 KM, SEIETIRMMEER TR T
RREERER, 17 W RIELS; {0 Liao % (2020)%
H Stroop 1145 A1 &, AT T X F 76
LS A R R D, I A RITE 2, &
FRN #§%5 I, Stiirmer 55(2011)% [ Simon £ 5 %
M, SERETIHKTRE KRR A T
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KI) FRN JE0E; H Yi A1 Yu (2014)2R FH3% T 2248
IR R-GERIT S A, SEEINME TR
SR AE 2 IR R AT /NP FRN P10 .

A, — S a] i 4 2 2l AR S I BE AT
fE ERN . FRN Fl#IEHE bR DA AAAE LS R —3
%, 7 ERN FH, —TiF5 K HF+H: Flanker
155 BB, FET A R ROV 2K 2% 0.5 S&o0) M L
Bl S A QE 4 SO RE R4S 0.5 25T0), SR N5 R
T KA ERN JiR(Potts, 2011), M 93— 2R H
Simon %55 FIBFFT AN A, 2 Jah S A (IE#f S 3R
3 15 WA LA S (B IR R M 2 15 W AT)
% % 1Y ERN Ik E B K (Stiirmer et al., 2011), i&FH
— T [ £ 5% JH F B Flanker /T 5 BYBFSE R, Akt
A AE w2 ) Bl R FEAE S S (B R B 0 A
Wi M8 5 )R B 58l 4% 2 (LE 0 2 1 3R AR 4 R R A Y
ERN i@ ¥ /]M(Dikman & Allen, 2000), £ FRN 75
H, —WFRRAETREMNER-ZERES L
B, LA EN A E R R BEEE T
TR FRN IR (Yi & Yu, 2014), 1 5 — A5
FHAE T RGN ERERES BN, 5%
T4 FRN I IR JC 1 3% 22 5 (Holroyd et al.,
2004) . 7E ACC UG 1, 7 BIBFIER FH I 5E e
45 K B, AE N i 2 A8 Hh 22 el 2% 1 (vs A8 1)
£ B ACC BIE 1 38 (Cubillo et al., 2019), A
Y AIF 5% 2R FH W 2 P 380 1) 2% 2J 4T 55 (deterministic
reversal learning task)H1 % B, FET] 2 (vs. 2 il
S ACC 36 1558 (Xue et al., 2013), 7EJZ ]
SURR BTG D718, A B 5T SR B s Ak 24 )

P55 B, R0 BL0E T R TR 2 il 25 1 (vs.

TR 400 T ¥4 3 10 I8 M S0 14 306 (Park
etal., 2015), 1A BFIWFFER A B3 R IR 1T 55
R, il EE AR R 2 R 5 A T A 4 1 R A SOk
PR JTE 2 B TC B 3 22 57 (Carter et al., 2009),

VLB ARGE AT UL, 2 il s A 1 Sh ML A R T
HIS I AFTE 1 2 A — B 1, mT A2 B9 v it
AR SFEE R, CEMEBARST .

22 NMEHEMINERRMIHFNA—BER

MR 75 & 7 2 AS [R) AT L 3804 Sy A B 98
FLO R 3 (B R 25, 2013), AR BN % F 248
IR AR 21 2 57 3] Jgl ol A A5 B5F T 7 ) AN e R 2
1A B 11 AH S Al 3kt 2 Sl AL S N (Tracey, 2005)o o0
PN 3 AR A 2 UMM BE T R 1 — R 5 B LG
N, BRI STEAN R . S HER LA

HI % 714 (Dickerson & Kemeny, 2004; Pruessner
etal., 2010), BN IS &S EZA R ML
B (Cold Pressor Test, CPT). Jif & InEH AR
(Cold Pressor Arm Wrap, CPAW)%%; .[>FH N I 1T
% & B AL G R BLJR 41 4 B 3 3 (Trier Social
Stress Test, TSST). Z4FFI/KE 3 (Montreal
Imaging Stress Task, MIST)LL K 24 A G 7 56 25,
52 o (B A B LG BN SO A S L FE
4 B AR P I 80 3 (M aastricht Acute Stress
Test, MAST) ., #H&1FA4¥8 FEHA (Socially Evaluated
Cold-Pressor Test, SECPT)ZF (2R L. B4 5%,
2017)0 I SCARHE R 385U A9 AN i) 4 3R T I 84 A O
BIHLRT SN Y52

A B O F A RN T O — B0 e 2 7R
Pe .ERN Fl17 48755 /7 I . £ Pe J71fi, Rodeback
2520202k FH TSST suzt, i ik A ARAT: 5575
RNECIRA, o BB ZH 347 48 ) B[] A TE A I 2
TEMJE B Go/No-go AL55 W & B, N2 (vs. X Hf
) FEALEERT Pe PR 2 20/, 55— W05 [ A
LI TSST o5& ik, kR gtk T —Fh
PO RS, X BE A U2 8 R G W 4%
M, S5 RMEM, TEI54L0 Go/No-go {55
NS (vs X IRAD I T BB R Pe P (Dierolf
et al., 2018),

7 ERN J5 1, Hajcak %(2005)2% ] Flanker 1T:
S5 R, M TSI BS54, O TN U
S5 (BRI S2 56 2 SR PP R B0 19 ERN I
SR il White 55(2018)[A#:2R ] Flanker {T: 55 i
R, 5TV B S A L, ASH 8 VR
S (B AS BH G 5 260 i 1) B AT 55 i B2 IR
TFHKF) ERN BT /N, 06 1A Ui
25 (B W 4 S R B A A 55 IR T 7 34K
PR ERN IR K, X LR BN [ 2 P40 B
Jolp Skt A8 R 0 T 5 T REAEAE 25 57

AT AR PR T IH, SR RA TSST Wk.O
B %, BlJG#E1T Go/No-go 1155, 4R &I, N
VL 50T R L A S N R IE B % L 2
(Rodeback et al., 2020) . 5§45 (2020) 7R K% TSST
WA R, BEJE AT H Go/No-go Bt By A5 TR =N
fE55, S5 KM, N (vs. XT JEZH ) Y 514 IE
R RE EMRY TR, AT L, HETES
Z20 BN PO A5 RN T2 ST v, AR AE
WEA—ELE .
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WS SPER I TR — B0 . IS ES 89

SO TR SHONT T BRI TR I A S — B SR A
RHETE dIPFC B BI2E5 . BN, —I0AF5E R
Rifi LI 25 W7 5 22 30 i 32500 352 (Paced Auditory Serial
Addition Test, PASAT)if & Ly 8 (B An 30 B BE L 2
TRLLHE IS0 R T AR R, R B AR 1 (vs 48

44 T £ B AT dIPFC #8095 1 58 (Koric et al.,

2012) . i 73 — WO 58 % 3% 22 0 1 B80T 55
(serial subtraction arithmetic task)is & N 38 (I 36 1
b a2 3] F il M R, R BN A
(vs. FE Ml S0 T M B 1Y dIPFC 3T 980 55
(Vaisvaser et al., 2016),

0245 O T AS BN T A — B e 2 22 3%
LTE ERN Pe 1 FRN J7ifil o #£ ERN F1 Pe J5[fi, Hu
2520192k F MAST 75 & W 8 (48 1 il ik . F
B KRG AT 55 55 A IR, B AT
Stroop 1F:55, Z5H LI, NI AH X T 0 HEAH 1Y
ERN I /)N, Pe U MR K 11 Whitton 5£(2017)
IR MAST W& #%, BEfS#EAT Flanker 1155,
BRI, A IR H R 2 AR 22 % B,
TE N AT 5 (9 ERN il Pe BRI T B %R, 1F
FRN 75 1fi, Glienke %5(2015)% JH SECPT 5 & W I
(BLF5 T3V K F S AR M 45 55 52 6 W B0, B S
AT 2 A5, S5 R B, A A X T
2 ¥ FRN R3S R . T Paul 45 (2020) FIAFR
SECPT i & Wk, KiJa #E47 56T 28R S 15 1 2 Jah
IR S5, 4 A K SN U A A X s o ALY
FRN % /)N o

LEAORAE, B TN O S TR N T 5 A
TEEZ AR, LRt A 2w
WA R

3 A4 ESEMIREERA—H
R ?

31 FERFERE

AP ] REHS 4 i B S AILAE A RN TP A —
BN o AHSCIESRIN T . — ISR LA AR,
HGARNAE vs. = I EE R BRI 0251, 45
EARWFZMT ERN JIREA B3 % % (Torpey
et al.,, 2009); {H 5 —IUHFFE R L AREAR, LI
R KNS, ZR LR Z T
ERN ¥ & # K (Hajcak et al., 2005), — 30138 B 5T
SR, Sl ERN K R 32 B 4E #4987 (Lees
etal., 2021), BARUL, MELE 6 ), H#airg)

HUA G 22 e 5 BRI BRR, U] ERN I i 15 0
{HAE 8 & B, ZEAL 31 BRI IE R, ERN I M S 11
BN, JLEIEAL TONRUR & U b, ACC ik
K& E @ (Ladouceur et al., 2007), #r253)
HLIS EIEA B9 ACC 73 DX (A R A Gty ) 2y i
SN AT BEA T 22 5, X TR B BUS AR
[, AT AT AE 77 Az N — B 2N (Meyer et al.,
2012; Velanova et al., 2008),

PR 22 Sl AT RESE A SR A5 0L fln, — 2k
AL BPEREAR IS R, MBS dIPFC 11
BTG U 55 (AN Vaisvaser et al., 2016), B E T4 %
AR 55 AT R BN : B 4%, 2020). 1i—
B ] of 4, 5 B e PERR B ST 20 R B, A
dIPFC i 34 58 (U0 Koric et al., 2012), {HIFK &
FRmAT A EPLAN Rodeback et al., 2020), —JF
M, CSAPIE KRB, ST R K A R
ERN 0 He e PSR, B Lo He 55 1A S i i A T
A IEH R (Imburgio et al., 2020), H& P B A
T E R R AR S, Bon BRI
VA 4L IE BV §E S (Fischer et al., 2016; Imburgio et al.,
2020), X Se 38 ] 55 2 PETE R R M A i 2 RAE RN
VRJGAT O VAR S 7 A AR — 26 22 5, LA P /92
T MAT R IRAR R — & OE O R, BoR i
RN Tt By Ak . oy —J5 i, AW R
SR T B B R s M, X L M
B30 (Shields et al., 2016), T R 2s 5
% Ui 2 4 (Abercrombie et al., 1989), 1M £ [0k
XF R B2 2 BPAT DI RECan TAR A2« IR R
) (2£3R W Shansky & Lipps, 2013)Fl4f 1% W21y
HA FER 0 (Holroyd & Coles, 2002), HZ L
15 S AETEM: ) 2% 5 (Kritzer & Creutz, 2008), Al
I RE T2 LM TE N BCIRAS T RS RN TR BLA
FRANIE . [FEF, BF5E &8, 700 3RS T Cn
TSST 5 k), b B i 4
(Kamp et al., 2021), WifFgthd & 58N T.%
I 5 (Chidharom et al., 2021), Fit, 7ERSREM
Lt B b4 P TE 25 5 32 B0 BOR S
B TR R (A0 dIPFC BT 059), FEa i 2 a1
WoE 3
32 SRERITHIRM

Ho—, AREE IR 0 M B A 7E S0 22
S, AT RERZ Sl SR RN TR R . i,
TEE A NS h(MAST 5%), 4% Flanker
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R0, IR E TN 0 ERN Al Pe JEIH
(Whitton et al., 2017); 1% Stroop 1E45 11 %
B, NidFE0 ERN JE0R W E WM . Pe BEIRIG K
(Hu et al., 2019). P40, 7EREISIPLOITEH, 4R
FH Go/No-go 115508, 2 J3) 530 N2 JIEHS K (Groom
et al., 2010); T Flanker {1551, JfAK &k B2
Jih . E 0 N2 P % (Rosch & Hawk, 2013), SR
Flanker . Stroop Fll Go/No-go 1T 5 4R W 5% £
T E AHE, (A B RS M 7 — 28 22 5 (Erb
et al., 2023; Moran et al., 2017), Flanker 11:55 ¥ )
AH SR A A v g0 T, B E bR A 4R T
PR — B B S B o % (A >><>>); {H Stroop
55 B AR IHEOR T P8 RO R — % 2 0 [6) )
PRI 7 L5 H S E A A — K0, WRE
SCHZERINT., BT AL T v B i Rk
I THME B 1 Go/No-go 1155 ¥ K i b 2 i 28
R (go Fl no-go), N no-go IK FAELEMZRIN T,
H go M no-go AWK Z [E] A7 78 5% e 132 S il
BT R Bl B 22 i D 4 R ROk 52 AT 55 .
e, AXT T AT AR Flanker {£%, Stroop #
Go/No-go 155 S 1F BE 25 5 52 SN SN S HLA 52 o
AR v T T 22 SRR Ay A 2 (it i 4R .

=, BARYE R J5 A AS R ] R 52 me 7
SR THER . B0, [FIHR A Flanker 155
F, A RIS & B0 BN 3 (Rt 2 1T B ) (51 75
ERN I 1% {2 % 3 K (Hajcak et al., 2005), 1% A M
B(MAST i %) R fiE i 2 52 Wi ERN (Whitton et al.,
2017) o AR BEFTCy BH OV SR T PR AS RN R
(Kogler et al., 2015): A= 3 L 38l A5 LA {52 80
SEHELL R PR, LLFR AR Blis sl R N TLAR
R CHR Bl 3> (%) B AR S ATL S N5 T O 3N R U R
AR R AL TR R MBI HL, AT R R 1 B R
e g . NS, RS T BAR AT
I, FS YL EE AR B A M S PL AR R
e8I R, B, X akE ] LU Rk
i B 6% O LR B TE K B ERN IR . %
14K (U0 Hajcak et al., 2005), Ti—26% 4 Wi (kE
PH5LOHNR G )RR R K LS #4(Un Whitton
et al., 2017),

H= Rt B A (i
YOS a4 SR )t T BERE IR ST 45 2% o 72 Rh3h
BUFFE T, MR FE RS T LB AR AT,
G5 R R M) 5 RS B 3 ERN i1 i (Hajcak

etal., 2005); i M4 7F1EZ SR BT, 2Zhh4%&
R By ERN I iR & H B8 2% 25 fk (Holmes &
Pizzagalli, 2010), KPR, MALAEHT 257
B ERL, %M ERN JE1R (Hajcak et al.,
2003b; Riesel et al., 2017; Weinberg et al., 2010),
AR R R R BB A% R 17 #5085 ERN G &, AP
WA BRI, 58S BERN iR 2 A
*, Rz, 85 ERN AHF(Olvet & Hajcak,
2009), shAl5 14 % R % V) (Proudfit et al., 2013),
MK SR BRI BRI, 25 5 00 oK I e % 1
SRAS R g, SETTR TR SIHLKE, 13 ERN
PRI I, BRI R T A EOKOE, il
PR F 45 1R 10 O (B PEAR 3041, M TG 1T B 1) 559
BIHLXT ERN BISENE o AHCUEYE A, Jackson 55(2015)
R, ANH IR A RE A5 8 i A A 56 RN R M
JKF-(RP ERN 3 38 K), 45 RAE Speed %5:(2017)
W5 A5 B 58 IE

oy, Xt BSR4 I A ) T R 52 e BIF 5T 45 5
BN, 78R EFSE B, Rodeback 4% (2020) %
Go/No-go £ 55 &3, NI AL(TSST 75 &) Lu Xt i
20 (1 Pe P ETE /N, {H Dierolf 5(2018)% F [RIEE
KEE I, N (TSST % & )M b ] HEZH 1Y Pe 38
WK R T R AT A DL IE A& A VR IR,
TG % 2 LU R A TSST 44 (Bl Bk b TR
BRI B X, E AR ER, E&
T LA fiff IOF 3855 T A 0 T g (R R e
SRS . R BRI VS /D ; Brown et al., 2012), JF
H BB HE T R AN IR WA (0 Pe JEIRIE S, Lin
et al.,, 2019), L, EXEMH AL SRR,
RN TR AT BEAS[R), AT SE M BIF 5 25 5

H, S AR R M A AN TR s T BB R W AT 5T
g, B, 7EAESI SIHLEEGTH, Simdes-Franklin
E(2010) & B, #ialFE 4 BRAE T A1 T 1 IE A %
T AT RERBEAS; M Liao 25(2020)0 & Bl
RTE T AR 4 T I EE TR R N . A7 A R
2. JRR AT RESE, A FMEAE T (B )M T e AR S
T MM R | TR B2 (Willems et al., 2021), M
T 5 2 T 5 f ke sl AL, ) 5547 R 3 o R 48
o PE D RE, R R E R AR R T RE, W5
PR, B, 76 [F o5 90 A8 0 B 5T
Cubillo 45(2019) % U8 iR 75 £ 48 % il (vs. & 4R 7E
THT A ACC B B 58 1M Xue 55(2013) & B4k I
TE L AT (vs. B B E I T Y ACC T 38 B T
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Ko FI LLEERBATX I, )5 &2 MmE
AT . TR IR, ACC BE TR 57 5
J R CANE R SR vs. & 4R) I F2 I (Metereau
& Dreher, 2013), 1y < E Al L o 9 J 1 W A8 A W),
PRI T S B ) AN ] AT RS2 MR ACC B

Zi b, SEER T 1 2 22 S A T RE 1
SIPLS RN T e RAR —BEE R, AR5
BT ANT b  SE E TR SRTE R e R R
33 AErRAFER

WHFE R, AASREAE 1Y S AL 5 45 5 T 1Y
% (Dikman & Allen, 2000; Holmes & Pizzagalli,
2010; Ladouceur et al., 2006; Meyer & Gawlowska,
2017; Pailing & Segalowitz, 2004), | #ll, Pailing
FI Segalowitz (2004) % B, 7E =& FAMAH, %
bR, W ERN SRS K, HAE RS T A
TR, S EhEHLEGE, ERN BRS8N . BF58 80
Jy, M T E TR, SIS T A A R R
8 (SRS RN (R 1 R AL BN U (RIS 5 2 51
TERJHFE), T 55 R S HLA T ERN 152
i . Dikman #l Allen (2000)% ¥, fikE2x b gk 7E
TESI A (vs 2 25 0F) ™ 19 ERN RS/, 11 55
A ABEAAE X P A S5 P i) ERN R JC 1 3%
Pe 5t o WEFEEHEN, HA0HE Z BN, ikl
AMEATREA KA AR RS S AR, Il i B O
FIEE IR N, RBLAE ERN J0E A0/ i 4t 2
AT BEXS T RARHARARTE R, TEM A by
BN R N, 1B ERN U IR TG 2 22 5
4R,

T3Ab, MARAURREE 1Y) 22 S o T RE S I S 56 45
W 47 M #a5kt 2 48 (Behavioral Inhibition System,
BIS)Xf T A5 35 & BN BUR, I AE A F AT
A MiAT A#4IT & 4 (Behavioral Approach System,
BAS) X T2 Jil {5 5 9 o B0, (2 HE A A AT
(Boksem et al., 2006; Elliot & Thrash, 2002), %%
T, TR E (BAS) W B IR FE & b 45 1
(vs JESIAMH A ERN SR S, 8 4837 U
(BIS) I B IR FE 4B 31 55141 F (vs. Bl %5 1)) ERN
I I 3 K (Boksem et al., 2008), — b3 Jihf R
WHIE AR B, S Z5 A AR B9 ERN I itk 2%
H4 K (Hajcak et al., 2005), MidMHRAAR ERN 3
E A 32 . i 5% i (Holmes & Pizzagalli, 2010) J5 Xl
FIREAZ, AR A SR O Il 55 3 SO X %
IR RANEURE, A5 S RN T 52 2 Al 5 e

PR (Foti & Hajcak, 2009; Keren et al., 2018),
o — S IESA MR R B, FET1 54 T R
AR A AR T B R ERN % 0 58 K (Chiu
& Deldin, 2007; Meyer & Gawlowska, 2017), J5i[H
FIRE A, A PEOR AR A A XS B T e R Rk
(Ladouceur et al., 2006; Tobias & Ito, 2021), 5
FRASRAH LG, A RE 2 B 150 U0 B, et A )
TEEE I ACC 3 BEUTE, 5 & ERN I & 1Y
REHK, DR R A2 SRR 2 m sl
HHREIMTHLR,
34 XHEEFEHIFM

SCAEFTREA AT SIHL S A BRI RO R . N,
TEX P 5T, Kitayama F1 Park (2014)% 3,
W Se B AE B IS Ch A CAREE BN A L A
FAFCH I A IR il A 35 2% 1) ERN 0%, JF
IR RS AR B4, T PR 20 L L
MG, MR E W NS Markus & Kitayama,
1991), BR3E B X (i 1) A~ A 32 S0k ) A 6T T S0 9
B (e o) 5 3 SCSCAb ) B s 98 A4 AR ik ST
TR B (L an B 3 A AR X BIAR K, 4Rk
FRlR 2 s AR (HSh A O3k, Rk
RFNHL R T AR 28 G TE, L I R
PR G VR SR P B o TS N AT Ak 1) SC
AT SR PR 2 ) B A EAR M, H
FEEMAA AFRMEE, HISS T AIRPLHLAL
NE, 1% A3 vs AR ZR 41 T B4R TR
Y,

TN, 78 —2ett 0T BT IR, BRSE R
T W 55 44 (v TC UM 55 44) T 19 ERN U I 9k /)
(40 Park et al., 2009), i 4 W 4K K ERN 3 i 14
K(4n Park & Kitayama, 2014), Park Fl Kitayama
(2014)IN Ny, At 2s PEAN B R 8 UK B A 3 Lok
MHLTEM L, HAR SO 5 K T SR B
ASTR) B R 6 SR W o i an, /K S K TT R 3 A e 2
XoF A 1R 1 DG T A DB SR A B, T AR S 2 T
T4 b W 1R R R X . iME— 2D, BRE S
A& A 1] F 2l 37 Y [ 3R Y (Markus & Kitayama,
1991), FtoxE M ekt &P v] 58 5 8 1 R A0 M 55
P, AL B3RSy MR A M, T DA
S VP DM B8 e, A A ) T3 A R AR X i
SRR G IO TE (an HH BE ERN 387 & s/ ) Sk AR 4
AR A, AFEERE Uk, AR S
FSTEN BN 4y, FEALSTEN BB, R
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WA RE T INAE B B O 1R Ik 4P 1,
AT B 5 ) Al R 1 T R R A 5 A AR A — 3
MIEdE A, Rapp % (2021) & PR, 783 [ #/DAERE
RGBT % vs WE vsAERL THHN), EIRE X
SCARA [ 5 ) AR TE AL 2 B3 PR 1R (socially-
salient errors; i 15 FN B AT Ay R ALK 63 M ERCRR
A3 ) At i W 4 R A TE AR (ERN R4S ) o IRTIE,
TEH S B ML S 552N T 56 R A BB 5 [BIFS
X5 T Ak 1 SCAE T =

SERE, B, MR TR, A
SCAL R R A T R S AL S AR RN TR R,
H—E R AR B A I TR A — S0

4 BEERE

AR FEEH RS HLE SR T iR
— SR B HL R P SR S A AR A B e R
R, BHLITAS RN T 895 vl B A2 3 4E i |
PEG . SLE T . AR RSCIRERZ AT,
TR FHE TS RA— B E A . KK
W E LT LA E A TR AR
41 H—SRERNBIAZMEZMERLR

YE B

PITEBFFE 3 D HR 5T BhAIL S R T 6 R 1 i
VARG, AR N] R GG I A 5T BT A 55 i R 2R
MIVE R, IR R WAL i L [RIE I ALH . S8 44
MILE XL R, AR AN A5 48 M 7T e 2
— AL EAE AL

T 55 1 K (task  relevance) 238 s HLESE 171 5
HiRERNBEREM@ R, WL, 2023), £H
AH AT 55 o (BN BhAILEE 1) 5 R 1R 5 SR MR ),
Ll R S R T 5 4 1 2 D A S R R
AT 55 4 b RE A% B B 3 A R A, 100 7T 398 AR A AR
WS, AR AIAH AT 55 T (RIS HLAR 1) 5 AR
JE R RPAERAR), iR e RS SR
B DG T 1 155 T (N 5615 & g 98 i 48— A4~ 5 1tk
TR RN TAL5%), TR BRI sl iR
EARRIABSETE, Mk, £ T
SR BT R )R MR B (B K, 22 E3E, 2023),
A — SRy R RS SR R . Fln, 7E
Yang (201905, EE@E R AR AT
AW EME A E A vs X IRA), WG 47—
Stroop 145, i idF8 FiEHY Stroop 155 58k
F R AH D PE (AR G vs ARAH G, L AndE B4l o6

AR Rl AT 55 3 B RE AT RLITI 4 lb fig
I1)e HERKI, AIAHE MRS KBRS 1T R [
REIBSRBNHL, FEAATE AR &5 AR O (RS 2 AR A
K)Stroop 55 H A4 5% M 4 A BE 1Y 5 (Pe 3 MR 184
K SN IERR A o I U WA 55 AR OGP AT
REVA T SIPL SRR I TR C R .

2R, SO R AT AR I AT 55 AH DGR X
—HLHIPE T S SRR TR . BN, BER
B, MET R RN, BREFSERNAC
et B S0 A R A SR THE 55 R B Sh AL, i
4453 ERN {5 M 2 249, 10 S0 9 o 3 7 3 A e 2% 7
TR ERN i i JC . % 2% 5 (Kitayama & Park,
2014), SCILP R AT RE BLHER2 W 1 ShpLAS [l 1k 5 5
BN AT 55 Y SCIRRE L, ben, BRSE SCApA AT
AL B IRAROCIEEE . Z A ARG B, AT
TE 5 CEEE TR I TAL 55 h A B A Fr 2251, &
L ERN [} 22 5% o 34b, FE—Sett 2 P B it 58
L BRSE TR B 2% PR (vs. T B 25 AR ) R i
ERN & /NUN Park et al., 2009), 14 3 # i
B ERN i BRI (4 Park & Kitayama, 2014), Ji
RIA] e, B A 3= SO TAMA 32 Sctk, Ak
S T B B 0 O 4K (Kitayama & Park, 2010;
Mendes & Park, 2014; Na & Kitayama, 2012), 7
AN TE RSN M B8 b B 2 s Ak S5 At
AL T AHER AR, B R T A IRE R 5 AN 3
PLE ARG, I S A R M A AR B

NS PSS eRiiFiiNi e 2 e u AT Py
P EAE IR O7 S sh L SRR TSGR, B
EARE A E N B, BN, kb AT
0 G B KR [ R854 (interdependent self-construal),
0T 5B M b P 5 5 T J i 37 2 15 3R A4 (independent
self-construal) (Cross & Madson, 1997; Guimond
etal., 2007), FAKA A FH 0+ 21 55 B L
SRR, T S T R A X [ R A R (R T
#UR (Markus & Kitayama, 1991), Ett, P55 3
T RT B S HL R R 05 (1 55 ) B AR G, 2t
HM LSRRI TR OCR . BN, 7edt2s gl
TS, oA L 5 T RE X 1 B Y 4R T
R, BT 5 AR OCHESG I, DA AE S HLIE 5 i
FER MR R T, Sz, 1E A G5
T m R AR 2E), FTARE A S

RS T A3k 26 T T 3 — 2D TR AR ST AR TR B
HLS FE RN T R A — S )l
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42 RERANBTRHVNAELEBEERAHFRER M

PR FZER, AIgeth T 225, #il
n, AE PR AT 55 R DL O AR R A TG
BiRER, o ER, RAYEIREEERE
AR A S BEED Pe MIRMAS RIS E,
M EiE e 2R 45 1R ERN #RAT #8188 cin
Hoonakker et al., 2016; ZiiR U . #HFE, o545,
2016), 1T HEPEE R, BINE] B HE R K SR A
FWRTARZIRAN, FRENN, WL REET
PR R 00 7= A SR TR A AE 22 s i . R B IR E
PR 1% B RO A e v Bk S ke, T R E]
P8R 3 I B R 2R I 5 2 (Hoonakker et all.,
2016), F A % (2020) 3 — L R B, EARE YA

BB 0 A 5 X R IS TR 2 R B A5 T AR T

MAR R B IR A, T B8R L 32 sh 4 il
P SR W (B AL T4 2 i v B M 4 RS IR i s
AT20, T AR B AR B U AT B8 R A S Bl o7 4 4 1l
W (BT 55 5 |k B 8 e v S 4 DA TR 3

DL 1 B 3% W A6t 15 215 T8 B % 5 g >4 1Y) 6 12
W gy RR B SR, AN X LB 5 R QTR Bl L
MIVER o 4546 Bi AWF9Y (Hoonakker et al., 2016; F
A 4%, 2020), FRATHEM, shALATEE N TR 4E
AT BE . AZ #E IR ISP 2, BN, —IFoE &
B, SRS TVET G, BIRAMN
TR I SN BT A, T R AR TR B A R 1 S B
Hi b (Blaukopf & DiGirolamo, 2006), X 4L4/R
AN TR] 1 Al R 2 B A, T B A Bl AL -5 R0 T 56
R, RRMEFRERALIT
43 XEFHEREXSMIHIIER

VIR 5 22 LUAE 5503 (730 /242 il sl 1 3%
Ja s AR O R I NE RSP, 2T AR B
FISAUER . — T, S5iaA B B EA e, X
AR, 5080 5 R0 Can et ) i 7 2 AR Y
HL I AL (Parmentier et al., 2019; Wessel et al.,
2012). a0, — SRS A B DR FIHT S ) OAS g
55| & 8 [W] [ ¥ (Notebaert et al., 2009), H &7
TEE A IR 2 BER CAnFT P 0 2 L T Bz B
X; Wessel et al., 2012), WF5EdE— &8, 451R)5
VRl AT BE 2 T (surprise)¥E A, BN AR AE
Rl R FHA RS WG AR T, 51 A sH ) S
IR BTN EAEHEA T BIE, DAMEXT T3k T
T NPT PE, AT A A 48 025 U8 18 B4 (Parmentier
et al., 2019; Wessel et al., 2012), B— i, HiF

BRI Z —, BRSO AR 1 2% 80 sl ek AR
170 (Deci & Ryan, 1985), {BJ&, HBijx4E R P45
VEILAN 5 R W S HLBL GO RD, BIFFE A 18 A X
B A B RS L R T FUE, R BERE X Rl A A
LS AME & S LT 55 i) 517 4 8,
MAAREE N vs ANEBSI P T 452N T &/
BARMER, A RXTIX — 7 1Y 5 7] g TR
FEIN T SIHLELE A o
4.4 HERHP S\ EEmEER M T

B 1IN 0] BB SHLS A0 R 3R 2 R AR T Y
SR WL IR, ZEWEE, 2023), 15, Shlhets
WL EWE B FE . BA0, Liao 45(2020) & BLAE ST
REAE L T 1 BAE 55 M7 MR B Qi Al Gao (2020)
R IR NLEL R85 K RS A R T A RN T M
SCAE SR BRI T 72 v % 4% 8 224 HI (Chidharom
et al., 2021; Xiao et al., 2015), b1, Xiao (2015)
R IA VR IR L KB S B, ERN % R
Ko MUk, SHALATARE 5 1 2 AH EAE 3 15 e
BT,

Tk, BINLE S0 03 1R B 4% HH 5 (Szatkowska
et al., 2008), FCHNAJiHE I HE B A S 12
RN (23R WL Miendlarzewska et al., 2016). [ H,
W R, TEAE5%5 BAn 2 8 T, TAEICICH
BT BAR e 4edy . WIRTRET, T AEICICRE JT 8
SRR, H ERN Al Pe IR # K (Miller et al.,
2012), ST HSIPLRERS S WA U T, [Hid42
TE U ok 7 v i B T i ANV AE

R, FRGEIRTESIHLS AR PR 3R D] by =X
FLFEFZ WA M T., LLROANAIGE ) £ R F Ehe
71 ARG =) BE A i B s HLTE S5 5 LR
— BN FE, G BT k2P 58 A HE S S AL )
H RN T 38,
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Effects of motivation on error processing: Controversy and integration

LI Yaqin, ZHAO Ruolan, YANG Qing
(School of Psychology, Qufu Normal University, Qufu 273165, China)

Abstract: Error processing is a high-level cognitive process that detects the occurrence of errors and makes
subsequent adjustments. Numerous studies have shown that motivation (e.g., reward, punishment, etc.) can
affect error processing, but the findings are inconsistent. By comparing previous studies, we propose that
factors such as age, gender, experimental design, personality and culture may affect the relationship between
motivation and error processing. Integrating them together, we further propose that task relevance could
serve as a potential joint mechanism for these effects, that is, in tasks that are highly relevant to individual
goals, error processing would be enhanced (e.g., heightened ERN/Pe amplitude) when one’s motivation is
stronger; but in low relevant tasks, the motivational effects on error processing would be weaker. Within this
theoretical framework, the above factors may moderate the relationship between motivation and error
processing by affecting task relevance. This new viewpoint can contribute to explaining the complex
relationship between motivation and error processing. Future research is needed to empirically examine the
effects of the above factors and task relevance, explore the motivational role of different error types and the
motivational function of error itself, and further explore how motivational and cognitive factors may interact
to affect error processing, which would advance the motivational theory of error processing.

Keywords: error processing, motivation, error-related negativity, error positive, task relevance



