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IS NMNE: Ak, B3

wmEH HXE A T
UM KFHEF F e B SNt s, M 510006)

H OB AT IRANMMAEBREAITRHF TR IDIBANG TSR TS, TRTFTEBERGF R
W5 kAR A R, KFe A d %&@%z%ﬁ&&%i%%%ﬁ%mgﬁémM%ik,éw%g
FiETEEAFTEEQ A EREALAA)., BREHZHEAFEN TS A AN FOEEFM, TIA
Jo . AMREF . MBI INEFRE TR, FREHIHEAEELRA . MRkt h 27, TR, 2k
BAUGEZFEFREHNLD ARBRAZRERNGERLEL THEMR, BEEFHEKR, 2B AN S5EEKE,;
DEREAMMRET, SHREBIEALE N, QFHMNEFT ERELAELRRAGHLE R,
E@E A, MF ik, KR
SFEE  Bs4s
1 58 . 2024) . K5 HI4NZURE BB (Culbreth etal., 2018;
. B X Gold et al., 2015), W& E T £ (Barch et al.,
N3 T3 (cognitive effort), IHCIRSBIT ) ) e i ST . A
(mental effort), = MARTEALFR(E B . FH4TEH e e N .
YNGR DI, FIRERREATH IS T,
Wil RA R (Tyler et al, 1979), HyFLMREE SN BB O A R 1880 4F
8. B EEE H AR SRS =77y . ] i .
ﬁ?ﬁjém%mﬁﬁﬁﬁA@IQM\m‘@ B £ 1 (William  James) 76 FC2 v 4 510
M LIS (Hayakawa, 1987). ASIAMIR e gm0 )05 5 BT Hxd i
XT%E*E%E’J&/\%V(Wes}?rOOk & Braver, W e (James. 1880). BEJS. Hull (1943)341
2015). G H AR LA FOREREN LIS g e, w8 M
(Vogel et al, 2020). 7 H%ff* HBRMER i 230 I, I RIVEIRM (Kabneman,
H¢Mﬂ¥ﬁmfﬁw% @wiff%# 1973). shHLsR EHEE (Brehm & Self, 1989)% it
e P I 0 AR, SR AR, 52 1
/Jﬂéﬁu? TR P BB SRR AR sy Fi 5 R 6. 2025 Ang
TP AU, CIRBRRTT, GARIERIER 0 2023: Tran et al, 2021; Wolpe et al., 2024),
%(ﬁ%tﬁ i‘ff, 2025, Ang et al., 2023, Harvey et al., U\ﬂ\ﬁ)\'ﬁﬂ%ﬁ IS/ %fﬁ\%ﬂL%ﬁ%*%jﬁﬁ]&)\E’j
2005; Tran et al., 2021; Treadway etal., 2012; HEE GNP SRR OHES T
Vinckier et al., 2022; Westbrook et al.,, 2023; TXT,EJ%/}(E%E’JHAEE(WestbrOOk & Braver,
Wood-Ross et al., 2020), %Q@ﬁ&ﬁ%%(Atkins et 2015), & EH . FEEES SR, 5K
B h K BAMES B EA LB 4, 2019),

SR F B 2025.03.27 {H AR F, AHTSS 1 B HE AT SR AN % 1
*gﬁﬁﬂ%#@%%mﬁmﬂmmﬂfﬁﬁﬁ e EARRTAN. BEITRE, BAEH
%}i/\f/{‘%)q‘—{z[ ﬂﬁ'ﬂjl E(GDZ3CJY13)%‘:HJJ ?(Eaﬁjﬂ\%ﬂf’fﬁU(Westbrook & Braver 2015)
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ok, BIZEANISS TP T R SSEwrsE. i, A
o E M TAEICIZ(Ang et al., 2023; Desjardins
et al., 2024; McLaughlin et al., 2021; Westbrook
etal., 2023; Wood-Ross et al., 2020), & 1R
Y43 Bic K 4% il (Atkins et al., 2024; Bogdanov et al.,
2022; Fleming et al., 2023; Lopez-Gamundi et al.,
2024; Wen et al., 2024;)55 1 B RAFFTINHISS T
AT TR IETE i O AR 55 R RN 85 0 5
AR FAURES . BB PSR R AR P
(Depow et al., 2022; Mason et al., 2024; Milyavskaya
et al., 2021; Vassena et al., 2014; Vassena et al.,
2015; Vassena et al., 2019; ),
XS SE B TR R ST B Y, XA
%5 I B AN]SR S g N TR 1 4
AN, HE AR E AFTE 3 2 5, HEmTF R
T RN E I Dy S S AR A
HETINEISS IS, (B HAEN SRR . XA RISS
IR IRE KBS 17KV BN Ty T 25 AN AR ], i
FFop BRI SS S Ry = 2N AT A H RERY
RS BN SS ) Z2 4R B A 1 5 e e =K.
AR SCRE TN B3 3 20 208 A TR AR R A B B T 0 o 11
ZRAET R, X B E N AMASCCHIRIEDT T 4558,
HE P ARSI 6 75 ¥ 4 Ay e R RS 40 1 P
R, BIHTPIE A I AR A DL FCWF 9T H b
FARAEALIN 5 7 PR AR L T AT R A el ik

2 NHMEHNETMNET E

RSS2 e HAIE 5 S AL AN [] ]
SRR ERE S, XTI
FEAAEA FE S5 I T BRI 85 IR, 45
ANINEISS T3 AL 5 HAT AR Z M C R
21 FWigR: BRE

TEINHSS TR b, R T i HAE I BL
i, WFEEEE N R R DU RE % B3 = A AT
RIS T F RS . S HT7E A Al iz B
TN By I R R R 3R R A R R R
(Cacioppo et al., 1984) % 3¢ [ [E Z i % it KR 1T:
45 171 faj #6 $0 (Hart & Staveland, 1988).
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Cacioppo 1 Petty 75 1982 4E 4 T INAIF K
7 (Need for Cognition Scale, NCS)LATFAl A&
TENHIT R b2 5 o BEIS 7E 1984 44 H AT 1&
I, RS 34 MEHNERS N 18 5%

H, DMEEINAITR RER I 5 50% (Cacioppo
etal., 1984), TiJBIAEEANTE 2005 FK NN T oK &
FNL T E R A A AR, X AT P SCRR Y
BATTAE. BITRRRENEE S 0.86, Hir
AR BN TR — B B T 0.89, RUIMEITT
S B T SOOI e oK 3R B B AR B
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Hart Il Staveland 7 1988 4= A BEWS B Ui A b
PEAS R AR TE AT AN [F] 28 BT 55 1 114 S LA T:
g m AR AL, TF AT 36 [ o S R R AT 55
717 46 $(NASA Task Load Index, NTLX), Z2Hi#
45 NAE 2019 4545 NTLX i FH T3 [ 470+ kv i
704k, 4520 Wiz i R e =4 N 0.81,
Cronbach's o 20N 0.71, HAKENEE,

XF T BRI R AR 8% ) A R R B A
W2 R R s 3R 1,
22 EIERFE: KWE

TEGRVFINANSS Iy S rh, Sl LA ARG 5
1 S5 IS5 BRI BN ) M R B S g R Sy
AR, BERFRAEB ARSI E R
K HSEBRAT R o AR AT S5 3 I 4 5 12 I
R A% NI RERY AN [R), FT K 22 A Y I A
MR MU 4 28 BT TARICIZ
S HET ROV AR SRS | TR
VIR SE TR B S
221 ETFTIERIZHER

TAEICACAE R AT IR A RN G, H A A ) 22
AT LA E 2 S A AT A R 8% ) i R
(Crawford et al., 2021; Forys et al., 2024), TAEid
AT 55 WM B TT LA 38 A T AR L 2 B BT 55
S RO RUGHRIN, A5 0T 58 4 RE 4% 45 1
A PRTE AN R X BE (94 55 vh BT At A DA %5 ) e
FEo WA, TAECAZAT 55 W0 i G X 5 R85
F ek 22 ST DA G, HAMERIAT A R BB AE
RO WA S T A RE B (Clay et al., 2022;
Kardan et al., 2020). B, RZ5E M TAEC
AT 55 AT NN S5 g 19 EARAE L] (Ang et
al., 2023; Desjardins et al., 2024; McLaughlin et al.,
2021; Tran et al., 2021; Vogel et al., 2020;
Westbrook et al., 2019; Westbrook et al., 2023;
Wood-Ross et al., 2020), 4Hi%E: T TAEICIZAM
FUNTNSS Iy 1S58 24 LU 3 Fl:N-back 1155
NP AT 55 DL SOA RIS 1 h LT 55



1914 L B OR 2 ot R %33 %5
F1 NN HEBRERNEECRNERES
BERAK hR A PR SR i g SR EPH
B . S S 2 - mN
% —hK Cacioppo & Petty, 1982 34 8 B 1R
. KRR AT AR , DRR
t3 i . . . N i - ?
Wik hige I Cacioppo etal. 1984 A R R g k.
DL e [ K 2 A O i B A X
BICH TBYE 4F, 2005 17 f8  Cacioppo il Petty F JT & ) NCS
R MAAT R SCRRIEIT .
6 NHERE . ERFE R L KR [ T
A . % —JK Hart & Staveland, 1988 K. BF[EIFR . 55 F M. 6 g}ig;?;;gf{?;Tgﬂﬁ
IR [ [E A5 553 T R WL B T
MR I AT 55 11 ! N ‘ o )
ﬁ?ﬁﬁ 6 /I\?ﬂ?f}? Hllljjgjk\ ﬁijjg [fy\LI"[j—'—]J_d?Fﬂj 1300%?}*%:?@@}(
SRR REE 4F, 2019 kL ORFRREOR . AFREI . 68t X3 R RS AT
5% 775 BE N A7 P R 5 S0 A FE B AT I AL

% —, N-back {T- 45 (N-back Task), N-back {T- 55
S — P N T OSSN A 28 B S B
Ao ZAL S5 Wt Kirchner (1958) i, H
Westbrook 25 A (20134 H: 7 FH FIA 1 5% 1 43 A
WEoE T o AT 55 BRI W Y wiT R e R
YCF AR SRR E A B (R N HIE)
BB, N RO, (F 55 ME A T AR 12 1 fof 4
Ko BRI N H, BFF0E AR e AT T
(SRR NN IE i

% ., N1 BE K 1E %5 (Cognitive Challenge
Task), AHIBERAT 5 Wood-Ross %5 A(2020)
TEAL PR AE 8 & 72N FE S5 P AT S R I &
B — TS 5, 3 AT 55 X BE 0 AR Ak LA PPAS S A e
SR AN AR o AT S R iy
WEREE, IEIFEM B 6 TR
XA B A I . BT A4 S B AR E RNR VS
JE R M P AR R E AR B R, 3R 10 ASHEREK
Ao BEAES5MERE I3, WK TR AR B e E B AR
AN Z NATSS 1 LSk BARE N o

% =, INHB ) S HLAT 55 (Cognitive Effort
Motivation Task, CEMT), A% S shHLAE 5%

Ang %N (2023)JF %, B 7RSI H I IR BT 5
SRR T AN S LR . ZAT 55
FUOR L e A = B B . B B B, B AE
IRSE TR 2 Jil 5 1 8% 0 v 2 Dl ks 0 ) 0 A 7 3 %
JCAZBY B, BT 0 B b 2 B R A% (6%6
5x5 T Ax4)yh At s sy By AR B, BAR
FAE T B AIL B 7 A 7 B, gl by
EAIEICIZH BE LTt b, 5 il h =0 4
YR E B A BEARAT A R 2 il

o TR DA S ) 2T T ARSI S Y
TR bR . 5L 50 X A1 5% 1 7K SF B 7K F 1Y
B R TER 2 P,
222 ETREMHRHEE

J N P54 51 R INHSS F1, AN RTE R DL
PP A AR R, R R S AT D R Y B
i, XA RN F15% 112 5 (Dreisbach &
Fischer, 2012). S i 2& AN 2 e A8 4 3k 9 ik 5
118, IBERMAE 45 R B (Schouppe et al., 2014),
M55 F WG SN s, AT 4 SR A
HIKEHE, VISR B 8RN AT, SR
BB I FGEIR, DT T 2505 o7 B[] 9 28 <

*k2 ETFIiZIZMER

1155 %9 LR R PSS S KR ERIN X e BE KT R
N-back {£55 A 25 5 I 1 I RERE 4 N {E2E 1
NIRRT 55 2RSS FAAL) TAEICMICNGS . RREINE . TARICIZAE . LR EIN
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FER AR TR R, AR5 3 T 5 g
I I S AT: 55 Ok AL IR SS ) B (Clairis &
Pessiglione, 2024; Harmon-Jones et al., 2024; Kool
et al., 2010; Lin et al., 2024; Lopez-Gamundi et al.,
2024; Ritz & Shenhav, 2019; Vinckier et al., 2022),
U T RN i AT TN BS ) S A4
LR =F: DNHIERBUE S . BRI 55 G 52
FIBEMEALS .

% —, INFI R BE 5 (Cognitive Performance
Task) . A W57 3T Stroop ZN [ JE 7 7 3 (Stroop,
1935) B8 M T & 1IN IR BUAE 55 LAWF S A
%% J1(Clairis & Pessiglione, 2024; Vinckier et al.,
2022). TEIZAL S5, BT R WA 0 A B
SR A — M5 o BTG R 0 2 9, BB 220
TE 12 5 20, b oA PR DLIX o 80
) BRI, X B0 A (B R B/ 1T g
—HHA K, HPEA B, #H R T
Pe, BEAEZINAES J7 LU T3 0 7

%, BT A W4T 45 (Number Judgment
Task)o 05 FIWHAE 55 & —Fh LR H 2 08 FH A
B )M EAT 55, HA BT b2 — T 55 D)4 (Task
Switching), 4155 VI sCAE N E 2R B,
W & B A 2L IR 3 0 o 4 R R IR (Kool et all,
2010), HA 0 ) T W AT 55 D04 OB 1 55
BAES5 . AT, BUFHIWHE S ARz
BT B g2 b DL YUN I 85 ) (Barch et al.,
2023; Botvinick et al., 2009; Croxson et al., 2009;
Harmon-Jones et al., 2024; Horan et al., 2015; Kool
et al.,, 2010; Lopez-Gamundi et al., 2024; Lopez-
Gamundi & Wardle, 2018), AT 55 F Z 4k AR Y
it bR R R B S BT B — RIVECFE (1
29, [HAGLEE 5)HEAT A W7 s R/ I e
PIZEFI AT 55 1 Ul b, Bl B 0 DA R0 SR 5
AR, ) RAE 55 22 5 i AR TR R BE A A
ARz

5% =, VP 5 A8 g oh & AF % (Simon-like
Dot-Motion Task)., 7EEITINENIES S5 E IR
e, VU5 RS 3 i AT 55 B T RERA A
JA IR n) B9 2 b (Danielmeier et al., 2011; Lin et
al., 2024; Ritz & Shenhav, 2019). 7€ 1% S 5AT 55,
BT U IR R 10 P R TR O 1 B B,
Hh AN [ 00, % 7 R AN TR e i s . St
[ IR, s 201 228 W% s [ 1) 2 A o 3 7 Tl i — 1
WEE . ZAEFRIR VI B R S Mz
T3 W 2R F AR Mg n g BE, B A NS T,
BN BT IR DL S IR T8, FE A8 T A Y i B
FI o

X 0 DA R B g 8 T S e 5 Y S Y
WEAEER . 250 X A SS T 7K Bk B2 7K F B
BP B TR P,

223 ETEENNZR

WA W — A BRI BT IR, I
4y e A 4E £F 2 32 N HT 3% 1 %2 I, Kahneman
(1973)ik g, NRISS J) 2 IRTE A [FAT: 55 18] 43 FiT
ERIINEE ), XEWAE MATERAT BN S )
155 I, 5 S S 22 0 T 0 B R L 5E AT
% . Braver (2012)F1 Shenhav %% A (2013)$8 4, A
B% T3 86 B o R IR A, A L X
T B v 58 B K B R E R TR T . A,
Ortega %5 A\ (2015)F1 Toplak % A (2011)iIA, A
8% 07235 AR AE B 2 s 8 A B0 T el 43 e
TR DM e SR . R 73 R T T
T IIWFFEI S B AT 55 R WF ST I A SS J1 (Apps et al.,
2015; Atkins et al., 2024; Bogdanov et al., 2022;
Chiu & Yantis, 2009; Fleming et al., 2023;
Guitart-Masip et al., 2011; Wen et al., 2024; Yantis
et al., 2002), YHTHE T E AT ASS 10y 58
W FEAFELUT 4 F TS . PEUT )
G5 BT 55 A5 S BRPEIAE 55 AL SE B8 R
H{EA=

®3 ETFREMRHEE

1155 44 ¢ FH AR XFAFIES T3 K (RN Xt XE BE K- (R R
IR BUE 57 A 25 5 I 1 I B % BT 1 W BRI/ AV /N R T g4 R A
[E1) £ S 37 e 2 £ 40 1)
BT HIWHE S XS TR S5 I PR AR 55 B DI R 95 AL DT Al
L TR
P mIBE AL HEsisR Bk X 1 A B R S MR IE By L b SO, i O R

7] £ R A S 17 o 5 A 4T 7
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F—, FFHHAT 5 (Number Switching Task,
NST), Fleming 25 A (2023) A5 SR 1T
BT 55 o AT S5 BRI 1 &2 9 MBEAL
7 e 9 B BN RO 0 2R O A RS . AR 55
L 4 A8 TK, 3BCS R R D R
i, BRI BRI RISS Tk R e p
it SRS B 0 A S R AR W, O
SR, A E B E 8] A 5E B 91 HLAER DR AN B
— WA SARIC AR, AT 5 SR 5 UK
A XCHILE T, NST AR5, #al Hf xS b bl
PR ECF IEAT AT RN IBT, A 55 2R B IR B ARy
—2, AWK HAMAT S .

55, e R B A S AT 45 (Rapid Serial
Visual Presentation, RSVP), Chong %5 A (2017)H
IRB I RA SRR, B T Yantis 55
A (2002) ) PR3 7 51 A0 98 5 BT 55, Atkins SN
(2024 ) T =7 2 1 F s R85 1 A0 85 0 AF
FE e Wed)E 9 RSVP AT 55 BOR B W e 3 o
PR TR, T4 AR RET iR ETF IR I,
PR LR INASS SR, 36 KT, DFE
YO 2 RN B S R A b 50 B R
2%, R e 5 A5 0 DN i 8% 3 K F £ Bl 22 T
e INSE U B KRS IE, B2k
AHR S5t o

=, ASFERPENTES(Odd-ball Discrimination
Task). FEINFIES ) B SEARERP, F 5273 K F
T A BRI S5 R S PR i S i . AT
55 FORBARTEAT BRI 7] AR 32§53 = A B 5 o 3%
PR R AN R I, L3 S R Y T Dl 4 LA R
PRI S ALK | AR Bk B 2 15 R LA R
B0 55 R A RO A5 7 SRR A NS5 )
(Beierholm et al., 2013; Devine et al., 2024;
Guitart-Masip et al., 2011), Mgk ARG E LK
Jil <2 A B AT AR A B 2R A B BV TR 5 2 Dl H A
R4 AR B I, S IR BN R, T A £
NFISE o

S0, PRI R, Zheng 55 A(2023)
NWFFTINFNSE 1 58 E S R, BU4n T Bastiaansen
45 N(2002) 1 B[R] A 34 55 i as FH 380 %) PR i A
BRI, R BOL PN E Hbp o 52
B IF ARy, B BT A, B S B A A
BN RAT 55 . TEARNAISS TR T, B
e b 5 BT T AY O (T RO R,
[ERONSIE - DAY S O N b€ E WA B D E S S
PHECE N, By T i B SN 2 IR R i
(ESRVIEe 2 S NTIE R SIE s

X 0 AR 5 g T R S
HEAEBR . I XS N RISS ) 7K BE BE KT (1
A pai TR 4,

224 ETHFEENIR

AMETEHATECT 18 B B T P SO SS
AT, 38 R 4 PN RBAE: 55 i M B ] DLt A 1
MINHNSS ) o AR, A ARZ A I T
5B SE S —— 0 34T 45 (Mental Arithmetic Task),
LR AR INASS J1 5 AR WAL | 225
TR AF TR & 8] 19 5¢ R 5 1E ML (Depow et al.,
2022; Fleming et al., 2023; Mason et al., 2024;
Milyavskaya et al., 2021; Vassena et al., 2014;
Vassena et al., 2015; Vassena et al., 2019), [>T
% LA LT HAIER .

5 — TR 2000 BT 55 U B % S 04 ek
(Gheza et al., 2023; Vassena et al., 2014; Vassena
etal., 2015; Vassena et al., 2019), L& FFiRA}, 7
B LSRRI —A 1 2 9 BT, MG R
M 78 -5 S5 S AR R, R PSR
JE o TR] PG S BB - AT SR 0 I 5 . B,
B B IPAEI, AAE— M IER A R
FERE SR, BT SRR A 1928 2 LA il

55 ZAE A O RAT: 55 ORI =80T
H1) R ) BB 43 B R AT N 32 35 (Depow et al.,
2022; Milyavskaya et al., 2021), 7E IEZCSLE H, B
BRI 1 (ST )R 37 (AL 55) it

x4 ETEEHHIE

1155 4 Fx SR BORNIE - PIPI S FIEAEN X EE KT ) L
BT AT 55 HET R S N XA T Y S A BT )R
REFHIM I ZBES R S5 BT 22 B 7 Bk BRI R
A SR DIE 5 RS RN RSB POt BRI B AR S IE] Ay B A
PR 12 2RI iETES SR 7 X AL SRS A Ak 2 SR 7 X AL SRS A 4k 2
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Beo ZEm 15, A gy in 1 A
ZER 0«3 6 2 97X <4 7 3 07 FE“hN 37(E 5,
R R BTN 3 I AZE R, A3 6 2 97X i
“6952”,

Xof 0 DA 8% ) 11 i T B B S5 1Y
MR FEPR . 5250 T XA HIES T 7K B 7K SF- 19
PP REETES .

g L rk, BEFEE EMHRENIER, H
P AR A PR DTG IR B AR BE A S WU, il

WFFE A RENS B AR O I 155 ) ) 2 AR 56,

TR A B A DA A o i v B A A R WUz, X

EAETE AL RE B 4 78 Bl A AN SE 1 B9 A A,

AR P T — AR B L AR R RS A AR TE
AV 55 T 90 BIDIRZS R ELEAZ, NS g
1% 22 2 JoE B A B AL 1 HE AR ST o T S U
VTR E ) ST 55, WS RIE RBORTEAE 5
HEAT R, PRSI IR A R, H B
TR B4 S AT 55 7 52 B O R S AR AR A BF 5
H bR B Rr ke, A X PRI ES & 7 SR OC
{E(ERP) . DIREMEREI AR MR (MR D B3 @A A5 i
WFBOR, SERTFEE REAE DA [ 4 22 HE T AR 55 )
(OB AR AR HIBLS], RE AR T T SR as R A
Bk AT EEE . XTI A e S R, AR
SRR TSR AT TR . E s T
BANAEAE—E R RBRYE, T SOR ST i PR I & 7
IR APRA S RS, TR R e I

3 INAMEAMEEMIEHREERE

31 EREMHKERE

R MM T HAA T R ER (NCS).,
2 [ 25 A K R AT 55 S 48 B (NTLX) 5 e R B2
) A TN S g, (B T )
TF ik s R 1y B RN T &A% 77,
PR 2 TN 8 g B ) SE B A A v (9 R
BOEATIRA FERE S . HI4n, Westbrook 5% A(2013)
R, TS b a3 E AL S AR R AT 55 1A
FEEC(NTLX) 1945 73 I %5 1 /9 = AN (B 9

T - .

BEAh, B2 0 4 S A o 1 R T A
Gy ZAICIANARE I T . AETE R A R R
L FE, JCINAIRE J1 % w14 1A BE S M B DA
A C RO AR FIAT A, T JTINHIRE J) AR 4
PRI AT g BB X O DA A AR A S SRR AN T A
TR =L R G B ILAF N L IR 2%

JE, AMGERESZMEER . MR
FSCACRY SR, A 22 53 (258, 2007), WAEIE
(Westbrook et al., 2013). Z#(E /KFFIKE % 2
(Ang et al., 2023)%, SFEMAXEREH XA
BHISS S 0 32 AS B A 0 R — B, g,
AR Y B2 BOR KRR B AR 4 RT L B
I BRI E ; AR T IE R RN,
KA R T RE AN D RESZ #01, X R R H 1Y
HURAT AR 22 . M IRBEGRIEIC 55, 2006)tH 2
RS 58 I E BRI SR AT AR B, N, 58
BRSNS 7 B FERPEAG T, A A T I e JR] R
R, Al AT AT e 2 BB R R Bk, DT 5 Ak o8
BUAE S5 BT R5 WIS 15 Al T AR BRI A AR TT
RE R4 B O RINHIBE J1, AT s Ak 58 WA 55 0
T AR S 1Ko BEAh, Sofb2s s
M A 44X 15 2 80 B B, BN, VR 7 SCAk A
IS T3 23R T g 23 9 PR AR AN AR S8 U S50
B RBEAR T R A, WA ST I
%5 07 0B A VT B 5 A 2 TR AR IR A G
32 ZWEMBEERRE

B, SRR RISS ) 5 M RN Y,
Gy B FEIRE - B0, RNk AT S5, e
RS G A RIS T TR, iR BT 45 2 2 bERE
R T 58 AT 55 MR, g i [Tk AT 2R
ZEIIA . IR KA AT R ) 2 R
i (Fleming et al., 2023), 3, 7EINEN%% S hHLAE
%, BARARE B TAEIC 14 RE I ok oo 28 9 3k
ST R B P, AR 32 S 5 s 2% KT TR B
Wil E 258, XI55 1 FUE 55 4 B R B
Bk, TIETERITE

®5 ETHFESHEHIR

DEAL S mIE X R E o XTIAJNSS 1K B0 Xt XfE BE K- (R R
Mg iRT RSP ATy Hoeps iy P S SRS R A DA
S AE L X AR5 IR RS L R 2R S R Hefas iy “hnreaem 37
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55, MR RIRE ) Y 22 5 25 i) HOWAT:
55 MERE IR o INHIBE ) IR 22 S o R
AT 55 AT 1) F2 W PEAG, 54T 55 X JBE A s
ey, Bnlk RGERZE, WK AENRON B AR
NEo G, XFIARNSS 7 % 2 W0 PEAk 5 22 b S ety
ANARTAT: 55 ME BE B9 IEAKCE, AR XA S5 71
FLSCHUEANE . BN, RS s R TRRE i X 52
B, FECONFIRE ) 5 IE w7 AR A TE 2
S (Atkins et al., 2024), W] fE& 54T 55 Xk ¢
Ko BEAh, IEH (B MA R A LA R 22 5, il fn
TE N-back {551, M TAEICICA B 1 2 5 25
e FEAT: 55 SR IR S R HER %, TARICIC A R
AR BE RS SE AT 55, T AR RE ) A i A
ISR HE B AR

9=, SCRAT 55 BMERE K AR, B gl kR
(BT FNALNE o S B0 AT: 55 X JBE Y 1 AN 7 o %
PN SS g, 3 AT BB BU5E BT 55 il I ) SE 4
(Ang et al., 2023), a0 SEROM 18 R L AL E
155 o INAIBS 3K e A 55 X B B, Bt
D)5 B ) ] R AL ER AT LA E ., X TR
ORI A AER o WRAT: 55 BT b A i e ) ]
R, Wk T RE 2x Py S5 1 52 il 14 1 18] B A5 e A
55 0 WA AE . X T s (1) 47 05800 7T BE B 15 TA
R AR S ) A BB

S0, TAHISS I B e S B & i
2ok, & T 2808 A RS . Allport
(1954)7E H T WLAF S8 1) SCRE rp it N2
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control allocation: A neurodynamic

M easurement of cognitive effort: An overview of methods,
challenges, and potential enhancements

YANG Yilin, YANG Wendeng, ZHENG Ya
(Center for Reward and Social Cognition, School of Education, Guangzhou University, Guangzhou 510006, China)

Abstract: Cognitive effort refers to the volitional mental activities individuals actively engage in to
overcome habitual responses and achieve goals. Current research in cognitive effort measurement remains
constrained by theoretical heterogeneity and insufficient methodological standardization, lacking precise
multidimensional assessment approaches. Existing measurement paradigms can be categorized into
self-report scales (2 types) and experimental methods (11 types). Self-report scales are susceptible to
validity and reliability in assessing cognitive effort, metacognition, individual differences, testing
environments, and cultural factors, while experimental methods face limitations such as the conflation of
cognitive effort and task difficulty, individual variations in cognitive capacity, temporal factors, and
divergent theoretical models. Future research should prioritize enhancing the accuracy and reliability of
self-report instruments, integrate interdisciplinary technologies to disentangle cognitive effort from task
difficulty levels, optimize the measurement of cognitive effort, dynamically calibrate individual differences,
and conduct multi-modal verification, and innovate measurement methods and theories to meet different
research needs.
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