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W OB AT AIBARIANREATRCEFTRART, AT RAIK SR BEATIA S TR S B 00 kit
A AEGATR $ANEIAES-XE kR R 69 7 A 5 AL, (R RAM R S IR A, MR T
EHNBEANP AR RETEALRZGRHERN ., ALBALAE BN PHEUESF R, ZIAZBEAKR
EZFPAFTEANAMELAKGFA, RAREANSH NMBELERE FIERE B4, RoERAREESR
5% BN ERERE, LR, AMENEERIHABNGAREHALEMN T @G B, %dm, AXEE
Bdn, BN BSaAoH R ZA G RN TR F ek, AAEXBRAE LS X AY @, Ehhab
RBAFFIES IR ZER, KTkt FRE KA/ B AL LR fTiAE REA%ZAT EEZNEE
SHEABANBHEH R, BB, AT SRR PIHRFRA. WA RATHR, REA%ASBEIENLE, ¥zt
SRS FHERRBREERAERERRFART G,

XER AEEH, TNEZ, BUAEE, NG R, REA/E RS %

HES  Bs4s

1 5]

NN 3h i AT I — > A 1) 9 U
B FEA BRI D EI R AR, AR
SEFEATE | AT AL LA A Z NS Fr 7 KL
K, /NS Sk (Law of Least Effort)# 1 4 %
] AT N I BEAR SR 2 — o R 5k, AN A
KR T e BN A A e AR AT 3 AR, i
/N BE S JE A T FE (Kool et al.,, 2010; Zipf,
1949), KEIAEHFFEIES T X —m, 76 [ hik
PP, W R G0 i e e TR AT 5, B
PR T (14 &1 [ i 56 42 55 (Kool & Botvinick,
2014, 2018) SR, 33— R W JC7k i B H 8 A 16
Wi AETER 0 — KA . MG RS Ea R
MERE 1 TP, WA 2 A B L B R TR A
T 2= IR IE BOUTIR T SR R R AR, IR AE T FER
S D TR A Ao R v A 3 R 2 il A R A
o FHULAER, I RERT g R 5 5 AR . X

il

] BB T N FE M B, 33X — 8 i 1 IR R 2 o
E RN 1F” (effort paradox; Inzlicht et al.,
2018), X —1FigdER, IS I A TR B
4 R R, R R B A W B A TR
B

W2, NS BT 2deE? 165
WA ) T DN AT 55 R ALE 13 2 [m] 280 3 — [ i
TEMCAL AT, 455 00 2 WLXE 2 1 400l B 3 %5 4%
AE‘J%E?(Brehm & Self, 1989; Shenhav et al.,
2017); FEDHITE G R, 8 H PR A
KA TAEICAC AT BT 55 VI A . i, 7
2281 Stroop W, A—BUAAF T (Y SN SE
K 5 IE# AR IZ A A A BN SS
77 LA FE R v 52 (147 24 £ A (Stroop, 1935; Fromer
etal., 2021), $RIM0, BEMZMUEERT, &4
WRAFTE—E SR MR o — 5 T, S i s i) 4 4 B v R
J WA Sy i Al RDUE T 43 A i 8% g, o ap
AE S WA B ) S BUN B 3 I TR 22, XFMR
VB AR 2 AT R HE e LUK 40 B 8% AR R
Wk B 2026-04-14 LAk HE S (Inzlicht et al., 2018; Steele, 2020);
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W N (2025)48 th, S AT T I % 7 5 R
R . DMRINHIRE I 2257 . 155 B (R R B R AR A
2SN, N EE T B AU A Rk — 25
Ik, X R, (AR AT 55 48 45 f T I\ 0 5%
T AR, FTRBIR AR MR . 68122 5 Al
A 2RI,

55 UL ER ) 1 Sy B AFRT IR, 3 A R ) — LA
TIPS I RA SR EMRZ S
L8 BT MSIAE . C AT KB, M
FTEMAES S, RN 2 0ERAZ, X 55 4
FERYTTINFITPAL « % 1B B IR I AR A ST A L
FALRES Ty B 7 L WS 26 R N, B 35 ) S5 L
1T 55 1Y %% J1 $8 A K F (Hughes et al., 2025;
Corlazzoli et al., 2023), A1, FWEZ A& IFAE
FEA PRI A, BRI 5% 58 4 4 W) A % AT
5 S A FIARABL A S AR B, AN RASARTE 00
g B 8% I R ms P T RER I B 2 R
(Cacioppo et al., 1996; Matthews, 2007), X#~F
A1, AR DR S LA BT A AN 55 SR R & &R
Bl PN B 7 BIAE ) AT REAE BOUAT 55 5 oK — F 0
A2 -8 AR B T P B AR R .

BT ERER, AUHEGNAEEHEATH
BEWAESToR . FWEESZ SR 22 72T =44
L OREEA (A L (HEZE QN T 1), X3l 4 SR A 4% 1450

I 0BRSS S & BRI AT R B A A0, DAY
NIRRT A RS AR E R, BRmE, A
SCH FE A NS T R O M I R 2 e
BRSO 8 I (5 2 7)), Bl 20 501 75 ¢ % WLAT: 55 Mk
JE X 5% 1 8 1 3K Bl A B LR BRME (5 3 ),
DA B 3 W0 TR | LSS SRR L 45 1A
5 =R EUMHF AT ST S E R GE 4 ),
FEULIER b, i —25 2 BT s SRR A A/
TR JE A A S (P9 B T B ) A A 1 22 S AR o ]
WA 5 ) wE, B ST
1 R, T8 IR R IF B Rk A 5T
MR 6 1),

2 B AN ST ESEIEERM

2.1 INAE WS YT

SN SE D) A8 0 B2 5N I SR 24 v gk
TR ER, BTk — MR 5 B Rk 3t
o YETScmk = FEE =R R R RS
] o S )R DA S T AL — T A Y B
TEIEFES R, A 58 BOA JME: 55 1T 97 3 (9 4 R
T %% U5 19 BB (Westbrook & Braver, 2015), 7EI
MAT, 2] LUE o A R R (AL 57 . O
A8 BN )l bf 28 35 B (AN A4 K )2 B0 7K ) ok
T AL o B 0 e U A B% ) B4

W > EWEE | > BHBA
WA
HESHR) )
EMESBH \\; :
EVUE S e /// ISR J
WAIHIOK P TAEIEAL ISR SR B
STE S5 R EWL L
COMEL/ I3 ) 3
J /) mtants
A S
AR NFC) B (R K Hvs. 52 2)
A AL GRS

(RIS INCIEZDIE INGTE 9V R AL S L 8 R u S =28 L eRibB i ok Sy EE &
TE: BESARLFRFEILSMEE . EWEZ 5B A Z B0 R AR, 6 kR AT R R U 4%
AT AR R TR T AR, TRl 3R %5y 2 e 0 I 2 EWURRSZ AN 85 ) 4 TE B B I U B . R BT L HL TR
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YE Rz, BT AR AT AT 55 B % A B
BRI AE B9 WL S (Shepherd, 2023; Székely &
Michael, 2021), FEHAAM T, %5145 b AT 4 A0
R — RSz, RIS AR X AT 45 A £ 3R 2 i
A HIWE, AR AT RSN B B R R AR i, i
B AF 58 AT 24 55 1k 2 18 U 248 3 %o X o B 52
SR AT T VRS BT, 48 0BRSS TSR Y
B 5500 1055 48 bR 2 I AE7E R GEME XTI G R
B =35 I AR 1 B A & PE B (Gendolla, 2025b) 5
AR N SS T  — A T AR - £ T
8 By Pe 3 1 72 (Shenhav et al., 2013, 2017), X2
AR H 2% 46 B LA . FECHESRR T,
%% 07 WE AN Al 2 BRI I AR I B W 5L, AU
S LI B G 2E R, T A VA AE AU A 25
UG SR s S IR . T, B

AR FEAR H NS5 7 A Ao 4 AR 36 DAy AR S — [ A,

16 B 70 LA FT RE IR WA AR M F 2R,
e RS TR Ib it & B D e PEfS 5 (Otto et al.,
2025), ik =Rz mHAEA EHER, HEA]
00 R K A L N L ) 22 SR AR B T 4 % 4R
WS G 2 R AR TR

INENSS T30 75 535 T AR A S LA X 43, A
7 36 SR AR 5T HR o L IR TR T TR, A B
Tar M B 80 R AT 45 A B o £ 0 1 R S it Jin 1 %
WK (Miller & Cohen, 2001), %% 1A fil
REMZ—, HIFAERTH AL, FHF—
AT BN S0 97 77 T BE S | B AS IR RR B i 38 4R Ao
AN Fs Sl A R 5 3% VA 30 B R R L S B N AR
H #5090 Bt 2 (Miller & Cohen, 2001), TAHISS
1R S A A il i AT R A . O B 5T
MR RFSA A AN G RRE, RN FEE
AT 55 s a1 9 DGR 0% T D 2 AR AU R = SR8 Rt
(Miiller & Apps, 2019).

BEAR, TAENSS S i vk R I B B
Ttk 2k Q025 HA ik MGy A Mrit
REHEVE, IR SR — 2 TR
12 RNLZE, AT s B SO TR L
XK. FESLEAE 1, WAL EA . O RN .. 3
{4 # ¢ B {37 (event-related potential, ERP)% A4 P EY;
P2 A5 AR H Bl Tl B 20 W AT 45 P RO S A
Ko BRI, MR TR Z R R E B
DAIRAE ] Rl — W FE M 2 o 7 IR g il — 48R,
TOREPRAL ST . AN 7 47 03 = B 4 A

55 =W AT R bR Z R AHOCRLAR, HAR 485
i) Bf 32 BT 075 5K B 52 e (Mekele et al., 2023).
X R, AN FEATE 55 80 AT RE 3 4 T %5 ) [l
L B A AR T SO S PLAE A R ),
MAE— 5 — BN RS 19645, ik, UK
B — 2 W AR BN 85 T A TE R R, X
WM VE A BE SR TR AT B AR Bl 22 4
b 5 LR S 25 G ok 1) RS PPN SR

A SR FEINFNSS Ty, (BRI 55 0 2 PR 55
T EARTT ZRN S BIE X, ZF AR B AL
AW as ACBTRESE, AN A 2 T 0 24T 5%
DA RESHRAG R, HXF el & E7E N
1E55h, WA REAER T B3 IR IIE S
(Biataszek et al., 2017), A3, INFI%S I 5K 01 %%
NIFEARGE AR . AT %5 Jyii v] LR A
Wi o e BE R THAEEE B 76 SF R AR L
MR IE; AN SS ) 0 B ZARIAT: 55 AT . SN
FEURA | WAL IR A ) AR br . S
S, ANIE) 53 7 27U 1 S AN R B0 1K 2% e A6
A ATEIF A —E. BN, Chong % A(2018)% #i,
K 9532 3 GUAR B AR 12 3l 51 3R I T AR ) 8% 1 3
B, AH A0 55 P s b 2 R [WIE 35
Ackerman %5 A (2020)%} £ 20 B 5Kk ST 45 19 &
SRS IR o, ARSI A R 55 26 800 1 R/
W5 AR R —4E R, i, AT EWERE
I AEPPAR F0A 1A 22 5 (8 U R AT 3 434 A T %%
01, AB LR T3 55 340 g AR ARL i I [R] 5T 4 % 1%
X, I ERAFSE th 4 iR 50
22 ZOEIRER
22,1 BAMKEKR: EUREREFEEE

FEVTIR AN SS SR A Z I, —A> 5T il ) )
AU, AT ANRIES 1 2 A AR 5 Sy AT A
SR A KPR =R VNS SR DN S AR & P s
TR 2 2B 2R S RF, (B F WA 5
TR A AL AT R TE B G — ff B (Westbrook &
Braver, 2015; Shenhav et al., 2017; Kool & Botvinick,
2018), As[a] F-F 40 5 G iy M A 85 g B H PR T
SR BRC BEGE PR AT AE, 3T AR R 1 00 ) T
K T2 WES Ty A B S R ) 32 5 A5 B I AR
MBS . Horh, Pl AR BIE e B AR
.0 BR2E B . Kurzban 5 A (2013)1IAh, 54Ut
T BE AR OC 14 45 58 T AL 7E [F] — B 220 3 LA [ s i
FT 2R T RS, HI, SR X 2658 7
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rELES SRS I, SUERE A TR AT
s A = N EIE S AL S o TRk, B g
PRI ATl B R R X Y AT AT 55 o5 AT RS
FEHE B Ho At FH 3 B 7= A 123 B AR 9 B M A
X — R 50 S SR AR A~ M 52 7 PP A 2 75 b 2 4 +F
MRS A, SO R T R
BRI, WA, PLE AR SO M
{E ¥ 1 B8 (Expected Value of Control, EVC)J-3E
BRRR, MEMTARBREZK: iiE F2Mm
BN LB T SR AR, 5 3 T — 2 E]
AN A AR -0 25 Z L O THRA Z D
B HIPE

Otto 55 A\ (2025)it—2 48 th, & TS )y
A BRI, HAT B DAAE =K. (FE
WL BRI 2 T 5 Bk . i, 4E5eS
K BEVR Y e s i TS UA (Zénon et al., 2019); /O
2 LIS A B8 01X 36 (Kurzban et al.,
2013), SRR {55 %A BRINEIBEIR Y 5 &
SR R B A Wy el 22 3l ) 2 AR U G i
P22 2 G0 MR SRR e ) B A5 = 10 RS BT TR
FR TR A A (19 o 22 R 8RS T e . A B B A
Az TR A 45 Otto et al., 2025), = 28MiE R4
HEA R BN e 77, {E R B G 3 ] —TB
KA, AR AN S T 5% 1 oA e ke 1) OC
Ji]
222 BAB/ANNE: HVEREER

BhHL5E & P (Motivational Intensity Theory)
ERARERHAS B AREEISHES
Brehm 1 Self (1989)4& i, %% 114 ABEAE 55 75K
B4 348 I S E B i, {EX AR i LA AR A AT
T . BRI S, MW AT 55 75 R 7E
HREJ7 Y P HL B AR AR 8 R B, %5 0 S WM R
BT LR M3 0, — BT 45 75 SR8 2 A~ R A9 B
71 A B T A S LAUE B 5% 0 Y A B
MRE SIS 1, RN T RA N GRRE, B
FIT IR A4 % 25 45 (disengagement point), ZHHIE TR
B AT A BEA 55 75 K 038 i To R T, i
B W TARRS W AT 5 MM 25 G HI W

Gendolla (2025a)i#t — 204 )& T shdlog B s,

7R T AR XT 55 750 BE IR A . IS
B, 2 3 5 U AR XA 55 ME B A PEA R
Wil 55 T34« SR 25 0 A 1) T s £ 4 55 i
JE, T AE H S5 4 BEAT: 55 R LA Z2 B0, (H7E

FPT A 110 v M B A 55 R T R B IE I 4 T A
AH BN o 31X — & BRA% s AL B2 # e A SloE Y
% T SR IR B HE AL R A B F WA B 43 1R
BRER, h)E SIS AR A 2w T A

223 BAEANSG: HENEEHIER

AR A (B 72 ) BRIS (EVC) & M i ff B A N 5%
TIPS i ) AR T SRR i B R
T BB IR A BT 12— Fh 52 B HLEK
. ETMEIF A P17l (Shenhav et al.,
2013), HARIN T, KRR 7E B 25 (58 AT 55
JITRAT B S0 R B 5l AR R )5 5% ) AR (SE e
PE T A AT A Z R BT RS, R
I ME(EVC = ks — BUMBA) K
TSR E , 7€ EVC LB MIET o i )2
(dorsal Anterior Cingulate Cortex, dACC) A S TiX
—MEI R NS4, dACC FRZ2 A B (E
B, 2019), BEPIZCHBA, —=TH
Wi f5s, ZRSHHRE 2ARL M EA S
S AME 5 (Kolling et al., 2016; Shenhav et al.,
2013)0 X F ) I 52 B RCR S 1 5, Tk
BEITHRERE—NEA TINBAIRRE S AN
HAE B LD PR AR G o 5 2209 SCUEMF 5 (Fromer
et al., 202 —HBL IR T X —HLHl, Bt
PREA MRS T 3 il 8 Re AL 43, UESE T A%
PR AR TR AT Be 75 A R A% (B 48 T B 2 Ak
R A SN T, 23K 50 3 Bl il o e
KHEHEE.

TR A SR, EVC HEZE w1 W A AR
(subjective cost)F& FH T8 45 55 3 E AN (E A0 3T
AR, AN B R T ARG SR m N E
MBS 1R (felt effort), HI#E 8 R GLAETPAGAS A 2
Hi g W AN TR /1 ] B B i/ v 2
BT s SRR 1 S5 O R AT 5 E R
ANRAE AT AE: 55 055 0] B N 480 00 1 B R 2 R
Al Gl A B A A 3R 4 45 I & (Shepherd, 2023;
Székely & Michael, 2021), -3 J& 15 X 1 [f] — P £
¥, AT SCHR A AE 4L (Otto et al., 2025),
— B IA S FE WSS T A B 2 E WAL AR B R4
R SRR, FUENEET £
HETELRA . BB . METUE), Ik
FWHA W A AR . MRS S W AKE,
FAREE AR . T RN LA R A R, AR
JoT b AR AR A NS BR A AE TT A A W )2 T R
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G I RN I I S Ak 2 R R A, SR
B E T FX T 45 R PPAh, DA S 3k 3= 0
B3R 5 554508 v TR AR 7 AR R R AR 2k
PR 8 (ANAFE = AL RE RS T 2 ES S5 07 . BB
DTRRE) . ASCHK FMMAGHAEZ ) S FWIE
RIS A AR AR FE A, 0% 3 Z M
W55 G R A0 R A TR A 22 A TR R, TR T3
224 BRESHNHEDE: BEXRYS5KHEEHE

AR, NRTSE S BEe I & B S 3 R —
IR AR E ) 5 R U A 1 3 Silvestrini 58 A
(2023)48 T — M Hr s plom & 2 5 M &1t
BRI R A HERL . i AEZR SR L, SIPLIRE S
B Lt A5 P Do ) R o 5 s BIL A T LR BT SR IR
EVC BB R RS Ol o M WU RS B e i, 5%
BT KB LG B3E I B T EVC RSt Ab A i
MR e S L IRET, kS8 AfHIA B EA
TE R ER AN (E, o0 s (o A A 3 I M B % PR U, %%
F1H ATl 20 ULNE BE 4 v b, T 8 AT RE SR B
8 2 XL R AT AT 0T A A A iy A Lt R B

XA L BPLO S AT
2T Bl 2 B RN A 5% T 4y it ik — JL [
[T, HO B EWUERE . BT . R
W8 FIG 25 RS A ey 8 55 8% T8 AARE T SR .
SRMT, IZBE G 2 B P A R 0 i e g 2 A5 4R
AZ UL RN 208 J7 LG I R, iR %% )
R ARG g A AR R ) 8, e Ah, IR
A BBGA G 75— P 2450 BVC U AR
] TR 4 A TR A R A, R A £
s AELSE R A8 A i 4 ) S e A1 1 3 o B e AR —
Pl 0 [l B AN, AR R DA BRSO E AR AH
KAFE . W T . 420 S ng B . TR TAEID

12 FAF BSOS AF 55558 L Ritz 25 A(2022) Rt 2 114

DI il S 5 B O — A ZHEARAL IR, 55 )
AR A TR R 7 i 0 RE, AR T RE PR £ T TR )
et AR IR G TR I B2 =2 YA 1A
B H—, EA TR 55—, A S s
Qg e P ARG 5 =, AR e 22 Fh
T HE A SR 2 [ HE AT R

PO TT DL, AN 85 T B 1 3 E DA 30 LA
FWUESS TR OIS sk kg 18, B2
10z i) 5 ) 7 AT 55 75 SR — LA R 3 — M (LAY
A TC 2 (6] B B AR o SR, ML
TS M EME R R P 2R AA

Az TR, DURCEATIAGT S 0SS M L fE
FNWT AN A 22 S L[l e s 85 BN, Tk Z R &
O SEUE AL o S5 SORF E— 25 [l 8% AT 55 3 fr)
VR B R BR— WU S2 B A - AR 22 5 xh 2%
LI % 1) 8] 7 FEE O S IEIE 8 A

3 BENESHEEINANNEHANENS
BR

AN B I AT AR BRI BRI FE, T2
—MEEARUT A . Mg . AT S N ERIRES Y
BRI, A, Eh 0w EEFEESEUT
rh R H A AR A R —— 2 WA 55 X —
X — B PEA
3.1 EWMEERINEHEANNZHIETE

FEINFLO B2 S, AT 55 ME B JEHR
FN A S R A T B, IR R EI AR
T 5B NE R AR, DAgdy
Stroop %1 2L Kl (Stroop, 1935), 7EA—EIk
Y, AT (A S (AN <41 S5 H Y B (A i )
PR GE, AMATE IR B 1 X B Sk
N DA TE B 4, AT 55 RE B 3 e T — 30k
(FXHFO—3), T -850, A —8%&M
RN AR | IE AR R PRI, R
AT IS AKX —Fa i T
Wi (RP Stroop 4N )T A DAL ZE 3| 2 4F (1) 45 4R W4 T
PR PP A5 2 56 3IE (Ménétré & Laganaro, 2023; West &
Alain, 2000). BAb, i@ id 78 HHOK RN R L
B1(25% vs. 75%)P 728 B AT S5 MERE, 4k iy 52 0 5%
AT, Xing 55 N (2025)48 7, 16T & b
gk, MR SRR 28 AW St
P, HL AR A 5 7 R 3 S I B
FEBUBAR b o b, AR FTTE y A s ik (R385
FIHN T )Y 2 g PR il (Braver et al., 2021;
Braver, 2012), FHULULAA, WA 55 3E BRI
WNIKEN S I8, I8 W] DL 3 T AL e 3 vk
] 4% 2

S [ A= SR 222 T TR A 2 X E IR B
B8 NN S 1 HE— 2D B SR SRR . TERE
AL S I, R L AR BE AT 55 MERE R3S i oK
(Van Der Wel & Van Steenbergen, 2018), St T ¥
H-ZHE EIRERGETES &R A PG
(Nieuwenhuis et al., 2005), 7£.[> Il [ W 2 T,
Bouzidi % A(2022)% B, 455 XA b 4 L ]
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PR AT, O HE RO S8 450 100 A5 48 A 2 Bl X
) 348 I AR R 3, A A S HLBR BT BRI 0 EL B
SR . 7E % B (ERP)JZ T, P300 B 53 1 47R I8 1
PR A~ B bR o 343 T 7 P U Y 38 B (Kok,
2001; Polich, 2007), AR 1428 (A= HAFEAS
[FIMEFE S5 ISR AT BOSR MG 4R L T A F B .
BEAb, P300 R Rl AN G faf A I 2 I RGPk
5 Ak A T AE B faf PEAS BT 52 b .45 LATE 52 (Allison
& Polich, 2008).

SR, % 18 AFEIE AT L RA AT 55 4 BE 19 42 7
TCRR I . AR Sh AL B B S 59 A% 0 T (Brehm
& Self, 1989), & MAL 55 7 KT A4 88 1110
L PRE, 4RERiRE S B AK A T IE S THT 55
T, BRSBTS T
%o X — KRR B 7F 2 W SE0 T h 45 31 56
iIE ., Shenhav 28 A (2017) DA 22 28 5% 24 A AL 8 X Ik
WEAT T EBRE, 76 EVC HEZE R, 55 St s % i
TFHIEM AR LT IS, UERT4kae 4 A
%5 7 10 LA NG 8 AT AT T BB A4S . Lieder I
Griffiths (2019)iE— 25 B¢ PR BLIE 4 F BEH5 1, X
PP 2547 R IR A R GE 1 R e, T R A BRI
BEIR LT R AR o X — AL R T &0
e E X 4% ) B W IR S AEAE AR B 5% 1, M
5% Z 1 IF AR R A L v IR AR O, T AL B
R SRR U R R
32 ENEREEZNBRANFR

S 2 AT 45 Mk BE 77 3K ol DA 1SS 0 T B AR
FHEFEA RN AT 55 45 2 38 /RS, {H Bk
Z BT B RN E, AR R LTS B of Ik 7 5%
TEBEAAEAFAERT TR

TSR IR, R 0 s R I R SR S D 5%
TN S B AT A8 AR, (RS AT I s — 1 i g
7S] A, R B ) JE K B T RE S Bl 4R A e Al
PRI 3 28 A M AR 5% T, ] BB AU S
RN SN BE 1 S B 8 sh in 1238 2% (Inzlicht et al.,
2018), TEHT— A AL T, KB % T 8 %% 77
TE S — R BL T, KRS A A X B K55 1 (R
WA T2) o 3K — 2 A5 8 e LAUSEAT R
TN 2 R T &k 2 plih, & IF
TR AR IR T 5 55 ST A, Wl BEUR TAE 55 4
X R A AT 5 U B A, B AR ) 840 1 JC
NS T (Steele, 2020),

HW, 1T RARRIAEFTFEHIHRA X—

X3 AR R AR IZ N ), (R AE SCE AR
HEIH 24 . Shenhav % A (2017)WIAG 45 1, 1T
55 RS2 T A URAE 100 EFR, WSS I Rk i S
SIMLEREE, W EARAEOC, (AEATT & T A
FIAE A, BN, W4 sl Ae R — AT 45 vh ol B R B
HSE MR B IER R, (HHEF— A0 E7ERE 14y
IR AE LT A A T F AR 955 15 i 5
— NIUTERE A BRIHE A T K ES% ) A fhskik
F[FSEKT. Bk, AUEEAT R IC ik X 5
X P SR O 6] B 8% J1 IR A . Questienne %A
(202 1) 7E HL 2R A SR I 7 X — A A, 42 R
W5 T AR I AR B AL b S B 5T A B o
Z. MFZ, ITHEIROINET | TER ) 5% 4%
22 6] 1 oA g S E— B X R e &R, AR IEAT B R
I 0 5% 3 3N KA T AR LR AT 55 1 B LA
Wit

R N oy b B e e | R O R 8 g
o INHIZE BRI B K 2, B
N-back TAEICIZAESS . Wh9EAESs . A% 144
. WL A, HIe BT ATH0 N % 1
NS 13X — W FE M o BRI, 3 B 7 T2 o
KMegipgg s, AR TR IS A . BTy
SRR Fr L AFFE A B 25 7 () S HRAE, 2025),
B, Makele %5 A (2023) lLE TR EFEAE ST . A
HSE ST I SR B AT 55, R =R
TP NFEARZ R R A G . X R, RFEIZ W
FE bR T RN B 1Y 2 5% ) Lok . 8% i drdn . HEERRE
JI SN B HLAE AR R B, MRS — %% i
o X — KB RAT A B — 2 0 SRS
PR AR S b e, TR 2 T SR
W B Z A SRS TPATHESS
33 Maxt#EIENER: EhEROMEL

®i#

EE X RE ) 22 A ok IR WE, I AERIAASE )
AHCHEGE BT — A B k2w, B &0
MEFE 2 1) AT 55 S 800 A AR S A AR
TIAHAHE S oK o 5 2, BEFEE AN BN BT
5 Wi o ] — N-back 25 4%  [R]— 527 v BR R[]
— )35 S B LA A ) 2 O £ A, T A 3
e PR . AT . IR B BER IR H AR 1E
R, AR5 SERME RIS H i AR . A
Yo X B S W A KT o X — P R R A% 82 AR
ICAC A B 0 TR B — A N AR ) 22 5 6 8%
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IR R T, SRS A R R ST )
BUEAE LA RN (PTG A 22 57

Westbrook %% A (2013)#1 Fromer % A (2021)
AL T H R IIEFIR N o BT IE R B AR
JCIL AT TRHE N-back 4%, i i A% 14
FE A A 7] G A (08 44k 32 00 A {8 RS 22 S5
S DT 4 7 (] — 28 0 7 A 7T 6 R AN T] 2 WL A 5
Je B WA R AR E LR, (H I 3 A A
A B TR L %% eI Stroop S W —3K
PERTARR AT 55 MERE, SRR AT TE Hh e 2
BMPE, T2 20 2 FRCRE R T, Xk
R IL UL, 8 % E R AN 2 DL 7R 5%
NN, DB EilE— P MBS MERE . K
DM | BRI AN T RAS o S 4 A AR AL
HEDF T WITEAT: 55 S 802 10 Be ) 22 S dF AT #EH o
AH GBI ST 38 o R O B BB B AR 7 . FEZRRE
G1)2 . VIR BOIE B R HE s A ALk B 7 B BR 4
Tiid, K ARSS ) SR A BOE TE AR XA RE ) AT
H RS JE Y (Aben et al., 2020; McFerren et al.,
2021; Ang et al., 2023; Fleming et al., 2023; Master
et al., 2024), XML ILE BARIEA 2 HRER %
WUAERE, I 2 ME R B A S IR X, B
[F) — 125 85 T3 511 T AN [) 4k mT B X0 AN [+ 266 % 2
K, AH RS AT BRI AR I A I AE R L R X P K
AOPELEM G, F5 B, A i
FEAR L IRAE R T TS5 ) 5508, PR R AR 10 15
THIE I [F) 20 R 4R UM E | L85 ) A 4 1R
DS 36 A Ak 2 0 75 BLIE S 301 002 18 1 7).
ot

RMTH Z, 2UAT 55 MEREA J2 N85 T # A
AN B A fik S S A, EHC AR R D AORE T RE A X
SRS S MRRES) . RIER S AL
R ZEWF TR RMEZE R ITARRAS S
TN ZEARSE XN, LLRR R &85 2
(] A AR S, e R 4 7R DA 85 g 1 AR X ST
55 e R A TR s, Horad i AT AR Y
WA L4y . Wik, B EdE—20 N EWRSZ [
PR A B BRA AN 85 B A R

4  FEMEEZITIAFEE 18N STk
PEAER, MK MR 2 Y SSUEIE SR 1, FREESS

TGN A ) 2 W2 S50 I 82835 1 43 e R 45 06

SR I (Corlazzoli et al., 2023), #7352, MEERZ

BT AT BB H SR & A T A% 8% 18 A RS i)
R o A 3 R L 0% SRR
AT LRI = A YefE, % —ie iR EH Z AL
B H A ST TR, 2 Hr =R 30
Y i 2 T 14 P93 5% R B LI [ B S RFAE
4.1 FUMEERM: NEZEKRKA TN LR

T A R TR AR XA 45 7 SR B [ B I
HE 1 Y TG ATl (Double & Birney, 2019), ANl
T AR5 2 38 i BT 55 2 B0k 3 5 1 % E BE
T B AR AT T A 45 REIfEE
TS R M I =AWy, fEDU & b,
3 38 o B UOK S BT 55 R Y A TR IR S R ROk
Al . Steele (2020) BB /A d8 H, MATETE S5
W SEBRAT S B 22 A7 LB B Y (32 00 7 sk T E
SRR (% ) T >R IR Bl 42 32 00 Je i %t
NS 78 A B 5% 1] R R 3k & WAT 55 B 8UA
B, Hughes 55 A (2025)7E—IUEF X AR R (A (1 BT
AL T B M ICIE S AR, PR T % WA 55
SR 5, FEMEBE AN SR 2 O T I 5%
FTH o WO SR W, T 25 08 2 01 b S T0300 2580 I )
Rk o X — & BRI, 3 U S O AR % 0
MEBE R BABE AR, AR Tl ST TR AR AR Y
A5 B o

= W JE TR 5 7 O S 2 [ B A B IR
FEZ AR A BIESE, HORE 2=/ DAL =
NI, H—, RN . R IE
P )75 #18 (Eisenberger, 1992), Jx & T H £ 55
23 AR AN VR X R ] 2 SO X A 45 1 = O e J3E A
M 52 2 O 23 i GX — 1Ak o Lemaire (2021)11
WFFEIESE T 3 — 55, FESEHTTE 55 v 28 D7 2 W i)
R, TS5 2L R S B P FEARAT 55 R il T R
FUMERE, IFPEREAT 5 R BUAY R . 5, AR
XM EREES 5, Hughes 25 A (2025) K, &4
A 1] 7 22 W0 0 3] e B B R S PR AT 55 2
55 B (B B I ), T AR R A LE AH ] B 3 XM
FEAKE T AR T 4 b5 = 85 A . XA i 22
SEFRH, 3 M B R A AT A e R A2 B A R TA
TEIRA A R A R R (R . A =L TR
Wtk B RZ I o A BN T T g M S R AT 5
MERE 1Y 348 R (Reber et al., 2004), 44T (4
T3 M A B A ke B v L SR B R TR ),
AT 1] TG A 55 ME s B2 M ] T e A
P 3 U 1 14 i S X DB T R A 3 O A
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TEAl R Go vk M O 25 2 WEE BEKOF o Ak, JEIAA
Widas () R G 22 (Yeung & Summerfield, 2012)
W RER R R AT B EZORIE, BIEXT A &
AL R N A TR SR HER Y
42 EMEHBA: XEEHEFER LR K

T R X R R A AR X AT 55 £
M B TR TEA, A R BS  ERH)  A RAE
XIS R A 208 e . AR
SEE, B B EAARRT B B B B i AR
B AL, T RSN AT LA B I o 9 AR
1a (Dreisbach & Jurczyk, 2022; Székely & Michael,
2021), MU BA S W05 7 JE AN vl B4 Y 2 % L4
L7 W K (R U R o =D S N

O W5 B 5% T3 i 5 S By i 2Z )
TETE R G 1 AR LM I 25 (Rewitz et al., 2024), H
PRI 5, AR G A DX 18] (40 S 0L 5% 1Y 20%~40%),
FXREE TP SEBR T 22 ] %o Rz 6 RN B
5 (0T R A X 1R (60%~80%), E M%% S
NS BR  H  TI A 22 W R . X — ARk
BRI, FWE BRI AR & W BRI AE £
PEBLSS, TR AR R RE X ) N 23 22 50 4 b A 25 25 UL
FEE o AR M ) B G (Hockey, 1997), 44
A6 ) T S WS 0 AR AE — 1 T A2 I 7 3 X ]
W, Y& TR HESES Ty KT X — X A A
AN 22 0 Bl A SRS (AN B AR XA 55 B A B
T R R AR MR AAE ), DA AR G ]
AT 7RAZIE R, PR R T A e X ) P I
FE bR 0w o

BRI — LR T FUEE S £ &
P E . F 0SS P RIT AR BB 1 6
FEIPE, B2 IULSF KM R . B SH
JRAZ UL BN Ja BT 555 oK B T 45 £ H & A 3t
[F] 52 i (Herzberg et al., 2026), #iliE, 115550
X S WSS 7 TR R e 23 A % 97 1 R R BOR
X A2 H A FHAE SR 6 1] 55 i S A G R
FHo LK IERW WL TG 2 R AL,
PR T AR 22 5948 i (A0 45 5 50 PT E3E Ao 0
F B 7 B TR AL SR ) 422 5% i 5% ) e sk
43 EWFEEER: SHELHHNERES

TNFNE% 73 FRASAL P Bl M 3 A 9% R T AE 1)
JCNHITAL, RS W G IR AT T
THERYSS I i B v B 1S 4, AR X R 5%
TR, RISS ) — 5 AR R A B AR T 4

Jl i =N, 55— 7 TR AT RETE R 551 T 42
Tt 45 S A0 18 5 T 35 B A B LR X (Inzlicht
etal., 2018), PRIk, =5 WUAE 45 1A 08 1 31 fa7 20 b fifi 5%
TN RS G AR I, R TS kAR
AFTRI R B . %5 JI UL T 5% ) 32 25 % 2 45 45
KTBIEHEENXR, YuiScuk e m
FE AL JE AW A o 55— U s oA %5 07 RO,
BNRAFEZHAMEEHEMEL . HHES R
(Affective Signaling Hypothesis; Dignath et al.,
2020) 42 i, AFH I SE 235 R A MR S, T X
ol 671 1 A7 4 A B R A2 TR B R A 4 ) R 1 17
2 (Dreisbach & Fischer, 2015), fEMAEZE T, 44
A THT I AR o 5 B, A SN T A I o 1 AR, 3X
Tolt A Bk A7 04 B2 2 (ACC)BRIC g — Fb OS5
(Botvinick, 2007; #1#, 2022), >k A &S AL I H
TG WAFITIESE, = w5 AT 45 BR 8 15 & 48 L
B4 48 LA S AS B 14 32 WA 45 PF 43 (Dreisbach &
Fischer, 2015; Saunders et al., 2017), Vermeylen %
A(2020) fMRI AFFRTE#E— 22 L I, IAFIhR S
TP 17 25 E P 080 i 2 T2 A AE SR S b FRAE
MG IERNZ SR T H Z M B R, TT
MRS RN T X —CHK, LA T RE IR
FEJa, NS 1 500 Ml 2 22 ] 42 30 L A 1 e
FHX 2 (David et al., 2024), BI%% )y F B i w5
P B 1 B0 1 17 A AR B R B RO A A 5%
JIBRNE R, BT ATE £ 5 IE R 4 (22 FOH A
Ko Inzlicht 55 A (2018) 53 JIF B AL A th A& 4
i, BRI AR B RS NRER, ERFERESR
Vs R RN 26 0938 7 o AR B Fopk 2 #iE (Ryan &
Deci, 2000), 447 & Bk G E AT 55 sk sz 21 jk
PRI, % 73k R AT LA 2 A0 BT SR 1T 7~
AWEW R, 15084y ¥ it (Eisenberger, 1992)
DU N2 20 1 AR B SR AIE T A TR R, SRR A A
25 3 v 52 52 TR R PR K T AR A5 42 BB, 5% g 1 Uk
VA G Ox 5PN kGG, R A — R R
{55 . SEM R IE—2 01 T X —iEWi(Clay et al.,
2022), MINHISE 7 SRR 45 3 S BB B, A4S
WX 8% AR 55 B N AR A 25 W R, SRS
JIi A (E R T EE Y, AT DL I S 2 T AR
MIEMES IR,
RIS E RS, S5 SR 4 10 5% )
RIS TSR . B R R Ttk ie
RV, H R T BAR AT A (T A,
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AR K B BR AT A HAT 55 54K B br i 24
A, %% 07 B A] RE AR I S A O (B Y Pk T Al T
MITHFE; 4% T TAG ARk . Rl = &
SCH, D) 25 B 4 1A 58 S V4 FE R IR B (Brehm &
Self, 1989; ®IXUE 4%, 2024; & HBL 45 2022),
AN, TR R, MBS NEEBN E
IR 5 RS I AT ] . 8% RSS2 25
MG ZAYEE . T, B PATEIT R S ) R
B TR O BAS, B2 PR R TN . AR
JIRAEZ B, AR 8% 1 RAE N R A
MLE A, DI BS% 19T 4. Johnson F1 Most
(2023) R B, TAHIES T8 T 2w, AR
Bl T RS, T Y 55 ) R B R R, By
R TR AR, SN, %% 1T hEs
B A AL 2RI E R R WO R 2 (B R
Th45 B {4 . 40, Norton % A (2012)4% i Y
“IKEA RN "W, 3 A A 57 8 2B Ao =
Yy S E; Jarvis 55 A (2022) R i — 25 8
N, RIB IR ST A, AR S
S MR I PR B TN R 22 . 55 fb B B T R
2%, e sEaz 2] o b nr W, 2% 7789 S s i
2 IR TR PR AR DAL v, TE MR I AT g
AR 58 LS SR BRI B . R, %% 01 A2
T IRTE L SN e Re S MO SS i T Bk %
1o 155 T RN S IR AT LA AR il 1 08
Wrfl, A F IR — &, RS I
KA RIHFE . K . W OF B IR R Bt NS T
BT Z2 (AT 55 fr Ay L o 5 SRR 2 0 U R
SEIREEAE AR . B, T DR S S i —
M2 A, HPTREE ST IR g . &y R
AR BIHLEE S 77 7F 22 5 (Biataszek et al., 2017;
Chong et al., 2018), X HE/RAIL L TFINFILE 11
TN M THE Ao R 8 Rt s, A
ANHERERME . B&E, BIZHEXN RNt
JE A SRS T RN . S A % IR,
AR FEARU A N s8R 5550 AR, i A2
LXTR B It AR . RS SRS Bt
N B FRARAE 25 25 i A (HPPAR, 1155 7 BE W] fig X
W25 5 I At AT B HE— 2 AT, el Be R A S
& SC AR A5 % Sh i {H (Lockwood et al., 2017;
Depow et al., 2022; Lockwood et al., 2021),
GG, WU 4 1A 1 B B A R 85 0 1F
WA AARNE 5 A0 BRI, 5% H I [v) T4

AFPEAF S, I 2R ATt ffi i
P T, %% 1 Ja X0 ResE ot %5 ) A 3L
F 5 2] R 2 3 SURAR A B AN . AR AF5E
TE 2% SN H B F1 WA L 5 I, R 3hE G 55—
AT 2 5% ) — il R SR A B — B AR, T N )
HH BRI B | %% 1SRN 32 35 0 G2 5 h B4
44 =WMEVREZIHERSRS

AR R A O R . S R L
L5 R I FEAE & A WA B X 4% o 3 XM BE R A
6 1) XHAT: 55 55 2R 04 FH 1k DR AL (XA 2 ), W
8% 7 IR [ % B 5T FE 1) SR MR (RAE T £
KV, U 26 A 56 T F8 1) %o 5% 7 3 52 11 155 Jok
B A GX LB FRBAE ANAT) o SR, —FAE PRI
PRI T v 2 5 SR — ] B MR G R
BISE B R — = 38 Sk P>tk 4, 2&—A a1
STEAS: 0 1 A MR ] R

i, Lu £ AQO25) M os £ 8, 154
MEFE 5 5% 1B AU WA 50 5 R TR A B . 2
T (0P M (iR 3 O ) A Bt U i 2 5% T
AR BT RS T B = KO I B AR I 2 A 56 (B .
FORZS), MAE WA S 4 . X 36 W X BEAT:
55 5 PR IE 45 00 00 R AR R SR RS BT,
o G rp A AR R RE IR AR LS T B A 4 X
MAE%3 I 5 A RRE T Z R DO R B . X 3k
7, = Fb 32 W04k B 2 1) (9 56 & 0T RE A7 e A e ik
By SRR EAE

FECIERE B, =R EAZ 45 S A
B4 7 ST 52 W O B 4R A5 90IE S FF o Corlazzoli %8 A
(2023)7E S 4 Hp [R] BsSR 4 1 1 s P DA N AT 55
WP UK B RS . R LSS ) R A L 4
%, KNS TS S8 — R A B AR A
e T JE SRR PRI . SRR, RfiAE
Pl T B WAMERE 2 )5, =R BSR4 AR
BT S B AL N, R e TR IESS i
AL 2 B =, T4 A5 RS B
58N ASBE=ASELH . SR, T =F
FGE B Z B ECR, EMEZREE L
L T ALY, AR KRR ARk ST A B
K, B Z SOIEF R R
4.5 EYREZ R E ST

HIR 4.1 2 4.3 797 B AL B — B[] 37 25 L gi i
MR LS R 3 L 25 AT 5 e 5% 4%
Ao BRI, BEIAEEEF RIS A —A %
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2. ZMENRESE, AT — B =0
T AR L A TR =, TR AR O e
FINFETCINENE S, RUREE S MAEE T —Br
BB e o SR (RIS AR 2 i 2 M B
MEE— N E RS2 — B AS% 1 4 B A B PP 22 .
WA RN =A R LR —FREM. &
Se, EMEEE B LA 5L RS FRE,
FAL S FIC NI 3R W, S (AR B ) ) A
R A& pSE, A RME . RNEZ . M
TR — B B 25 2 &, I Hix sk
LR 2 HEI R AT55 D7 52 238 (Desender et al.,
2017; Questienne et al., 2021; Lemaire, 2021), 7£ 1A
Hh s, UK 0 FMERE . 5% 07 R
VG B f% R 200 3B 2 P 5% LU 18] R 2 T Ok — Bk,
M7 20 e K- 45 A0 X LI (Violato et al., 2025), i
WY 32 LU A2 1) 0 285 M0 428 T8 5 7 TR oW 1) RUEE |
KRYEEM . ik, WS 1AM BB, KT
AL S S PRk Bos, 0. 9857 . Wl
e A TR AR B 2 Bl AT 55 AT AR 4k, IF S
7 RREE . PSR BRI G 23k % 4 ¢ (Matthews
et al., 2023; Vermeylen et al., 2025), [RIH}, F 5%
TR G IR — P, AR5 BRIl R 1 53
T EAKREHRARIZE TIERBL . PR S B
55 b HA N [F .0 B AE (Wahlers et al., 2025).
O =L EULAE /IR Oy R R SR AN (A (F
o MRRPOE . PRNORNIE T 25 PR 56 RE A 52
AR B IS ATEH] B R VAR ol 1) [ 3k
&% (Desender et al., 2014; Dreisbach & Fischer,
2015; Corlazzoli et al., 2023; Tan et al., 2026),
LRI, 77 A T2 R AT R =25 0
T2 I AN 2 A R AT () RIS AR TG, T & EL A B[]
SIS NG S . X BRI 55 T
SR 5 R AT BB 1Y AT BE M ITAL, 3 B% 198 55 IR
WG R T AR Y BB, 32 XL 4 /40 DR | 2 2L
B S (I TR T R R R e < s
)4 24 il Uk 19 5 AT 55 R AR 2 b R s 6255 00 4
Tic (4 P A A, AN TR TE Al Ak B2 A% )
{E#5 (Newton et al., 2020), AP IR MK F,
R s B B, LTS T, XT
575 55 50 3 W S5 2 N W T R R X A —
i 25 W ALAT (Chong et al., 2017; RIXUKEE, 2024),
FEASAS AR 5% 745 A SR W 2 B0 3 17 ) Bl A O
B X — SR SR BT I A DA AR AT 55 45

Jr 2R B A — I [R] A 2L o5, TR L G T T WL
ZAEAL 55 BERE v 04 B A SR S 84T 0 Y
IS P N

5 MEERBETE-FEURENE K
Nk d-0k-A1

FWEAZAEINTNSS Sy kSR h R G AL T3
WL R B AR . SR, SR A4 DR AR ] Y %
WA 55 518, AN R A A 23 77 AR USRS T) ) 32 04K
50 I R B S 1) 85 0 43 WO SR 7 AE S INRNSS A
K A2 SR e, ASCRET LIRS A
R SIS TE 2R (Need for Cognition, NFC) ATl
P BRI O A Y /1] R B R AR LA 1
FreAERER) B —, ZHWBEE AR S B WUT:
55 it AR — MR EZ — A1 22 5 8 1 1 F2 A 4
BV3E A 52 R AR AE 55 TR S5 A L S
% PSR B BS ) B A A R e 5% T 1%
Ao Horr, IRAIT SRACR M (B A PPAR A2, [
B NHIE SR R EA A7 7 BAERREER
PR/ 250 R At R S A, 1D 2 << DR N 5% ) T R AT
A7 BRI, A EA AR B Y B R IR
Senfo Horb, NSRS IARISS A0
155 s« 20/ R g A i B L e A il
PR BE A o SR AL 55 45 OC(Xu et al., 2026;
Yang et al., 2025; Johnson & Most, 2023; Westbrook
et al.,, 2013; Sandra & Otto, 2018; Zerna et al.,
2023); K Y /[ i 7SR AR AR ik 4 DA — i
B IR R R, 2P S AR E I AR
W R R L SRS T L BRI A R 5 ) 2k
SJIFE] AL S RGBT RS e, Rk
VLI 1 D R = ~F BBy A 1 2 52 156 £ (Blackwell
et al., 2007; Burnette et al., 2013; Janssen et al.,
2021; Cury et al., 2008; Hong et al., 1999; Mangels
et al., 2006; Miele & Molden, 2010; Miele et al.,
2011; Moser et al., 2011; Schroder et al., 2014, 2017,
Song et al., 2020; Nussbaum & Dweck, 2008;
Suzuki et al., 2021; Yeager et al., 2019), HAhAE
WA FRIESNHL R B ER R AR B A, RS
B8 TR, HH 5 7R 3 32 20 0 % 10 56 2 5 A
] — SN 5 LIRS R IR XS R, i)
AR SR A AR 81 55 T DL UL
51 NHEX: MENTHANENEITMS

INNTT SRIE AT T ZEAT NS ) 0%
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Bl T 47 A (0 N AE 55 52 0 gl B R Y AR o 1)
(Cacioppo et al., 1996) {= AT KA 1] T 52
ZREARAY, I RAEREWILS, I
Xof 52 2% [ DR 4 I 48R s IR 75 SR A A 0]
5 1] 3 ] i AR B 47, i 7 BB T B4R RN T
4% (Westbrook et al., 2013), 1EN—FhFERIIA
HISALRR B, R K CBk IE S AE A% T MDA
155 FMBNE T 2= T 2220 Bk 5 2o T
W E (Yang et al., 2025; Cheong et al., 2022; Strobel
etal., 2024),

E EVCHEZRS, TAFIFR KX IAEISS 7 R4y
1 P 32 BRI R e AR DA HE B AR B Y M sl AR
WAl . AR R AR TE AT e 2 e BB A
BRAA MER S, Fi, FEESFRRERLE
LA SR AT 3TN R BUAR, ] B4 & P E X
B (Sandra & Otto, 2018; W 25 2022;
Be—, WAEIE, 2022) X — Y ER T BEE S 4K
HE S A (Zhang et al., 2022), &A%
o SRR TE TG X 1 AT 55 B R B A5 1 55
DROE: . B i P O 4 R B R 19 5% 4R A . A
KSFWFIT AR, = A H TR SR A R B A 1) T 5
AT S5, ERP 45 AR H P o A S B i
AR (Xu et al., 2026); kAT SRR 7
fif N-back 1155 19 EWANE I8 55, FH =] hg
R A oy, HE A A2 B85 07 I I AR B Y
A7, WK AR RA AR F I BB A RS 4
1 (Zerna et al., 2023; Johnson & Most, 2023;
Westbrook et al., 2013); BbAh, TAFIFE R S35 %
Jih/ R R FS & BN AT il 4% A (Yang et al., 2025;
Sandra & Otto, 2018; Zhang et al., 2022), X LLUEHE
PR, AR SRIFAE 7 B — O SR B, T2
A REAE A AT AR A AR RN (B R AR 55 T4

WERMARE, DEXNEZE I A (E
AT BE 72 B0 kR B BU st © 2 T 1R 434k . Wolff
SEN(2024)TE JLEREAR T R B, X5 AN 55 ) Ak
T S g S B B A arfe kg, R4 JLE
FEOU R 0 2 A Bk R A e, L AR 4
HJE S 1 22 b R IAEAE T PR I, X — & SRk
WEPEZREH, AT K S AL ) w] RELE AR K
Bt BN, FHFEE IS HS T iR
52 HWEEHNER:AKE/EETRBEWNENER

X HIEN

N S 338 (Implicit Theories of Intelligence,

S LA B/ [ g Y B e X R ) A B S — A
KT RES T I8V | %5 ) 38 SCRNR WU R 7 LR
4 (Dweck & Leggett, 1988; Hong et al., 1999; Molden
& Dweck, 2006; Yeager & Dweck, 2020), Dweck
FI Leggett (1988)42 H itk S A shHL LA Ny,
ARG T RE )02 4 A 98 A A5 & 2 5 H A i
] PR SN AR 54T A, Ak el s
P XF 85 7 2R R R SRR o 3 I A S A
(Growth mindset) Y MAN S 1 23 11 5% 1 Fn 2
>3 Al LAAS W & e 1 5 4 [ 5 8 4 (Fixed
mindset) AR B )2 S K PE B L FEACA
AE 3 o 55 J 2% f9 4 5 (Yeager & Dweck, 2020;
Matthews, 2007), B I, 1< 8 ol [#] 7 76 S0 4 25 i
RTINS Sy 72 AR B H IR R AR
2 T ] TR 55 I R e D Kk S R AR A R AR
THEoRAE, PRk v M B AT 55 w0 K AL 2
1] 2 1 REL 2 D) {1 ) oK% 5 85 A RE AN R Y
T, DRI X AT 55 B IR R RE D U
(Hong et al., 1999; Molden & Dweck, 2006).

X T S 2 S T B 5 5 ) M5 WM B
B FAEZ L. T, ok A mFIE BB
PR TE 22 ], B 2R /[ e R R A 5 e A A AE IR
MEFN RIS 475 AR R &G A B, Jf ik —
R AR L H AR RG4S 24T 0 (Blackwell
et al., 2007; Hong et al., 1999; Song et al., 2020),
BESHMREER, AR AEgE SRR S IIE
A& T H bR R NP SR AR OG, T i Y R )
ARG ERE S S U RE I A i AvE S {5 &
(Blackwell et al., 2007; Yeager et al., 2019), HK,
JCINHMIF ST — 2 3R, AR A ey g B I AN 3t
W7y 12 > DRIXE 52 21 S AR A =y a7, [ A AL A4
B T e R M AR 6 i R DA i T R A, i Y
JELZ % BT RS DR X I 55 0 AR R AR T
fi 38 % 42 (145 72 (Miele & Molden, 2010; Miele
etal., 2011). Ak, BEHEEIT NS Sy AN Toad
FRAGUESE S, R A/ g AR AR A —
el AR O, 235 A A A 55 T Y
A WS 5 5 R R R 4% (Moser et al., 2011;
Schroder et al., 2014, 2017) . JAHE P A 000 56 517 1Y
25 3 1] 5 )5 222 B (Cury et al., 2008) . 4T 45 1%
PTG B 9% 1 43 e R W& (Suzuki et al., 2021), LA
B R W 5 b R 2 T BB B A
(Nussbaum & Dweck, 2008).
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A S S BT HESR R A, 33 48 S2E UE 4 32 4
PR AR/ [ A JE A X o AR TR L &% AR
WP R SRR R, R S O B | R AR A
1525 MR, Ak 2 S 255 T H A L, Ak
T /[ 532 T S A A 2 Sl T R AT 45 M
T2 AP0 A <51 R /3 e e e i A AR &8 i, D
38 2o e TR AR 2 — 5% 0 B S/ WA TR — 3 O e
5% A R — 5 2255 IR A I AR W) 2 5
M B A
5.3 WERIRAEZS: FITATBRER AT 3 TN

LA UL, NI SRS R Y/ AR
A A RE R AN S A, B MR
A7 BB ISR . SRR, BT
i A A 2 B LA SS S48 A 8% Tk B
i, JFEHEARINAT R < B4e3g 53K
NSRRI SE . R, A SCER R — A R
I R SR AE SR, MR R B R VE N B
5. WEVC AR, INAIT R R B AR A
BT R 5 FNAS, SRR ) 32 B s
A Xk R A 5 H s o 80 RE R Z R R P 1 A
Fé. Fromer %5 A(2021)3F % fih 5 54 AL 7]
T A W BB TE, AL Ry 3 A% B A 1Y X 4 4R AL
TS

BRI, AT SR AR A 8/ 5 2 S i A
FOE A& LA B X Sy VBT SN AT
W EEAR, WA R IR R BAE A TN FTE shAs
S TG, R R A E
AR, AR AR = BRI T IR AE . 55
R WIS P T S AR, T 2 << R an e e A8 D X A
I AE AR SRS FIRFEERE, BT
ATRER I A R B, 7] g 7™ A 38 B sl W IR 2
Mo BN, & FHAEEREER, WM& RS
A B SR A 1) 2 R R Al A AT R e BEAT: 55 o W]
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Subjective and objective drivers of cognitive effort investment and the
moderating role of individual differences

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

Abstract: Cognitive effort investment is a core decision-making process in which individuals dynamically
allocate limited mental resources through cost-benefit trade-offs. Traditional research has primarily
explained the generation and variation of effort from the perspective of objective task difficulty. However,
growing evidence suggests that subjective experiences can drive effort investment independently of
objective factors. Focusing on three interrelated issues in cognitive effort investment, namely objective task
demands, subjective experiences, and individual-difference moderation, the present review systematically
synthesizes the theoretical developments and empirical advances in the field. First, it distinguishes theories
concerning the origins of subjective cost, including the opportunity-cost account and recent related
developments, from theories concerning effort-investment mechanisms, including Motivational Intensity
Theory and Expected Value of Control theory. Second, it examines the boundary conditions under which
objective difficulty drives effort investment and the measurement limitations of objective indicators, and
introduces difficulty-calibration approaches based on individual ability. Third, it analyzes the independent
contributions, interrelations, and cross-trial dynamics of three subjective dimensions: perceived difficulty,
perceived effort, and emotional experience. On this basis, the review proposes a testable dual-path
framework in which Need for Cognition and growth/fixed mindset may moderate the dynamic influence of
objective and subjective factors on effort investment through value/cost evaluation and attributional
interpretation pathways, respectively. Finally, in response to current limitations such as confounded
indicators and unclear mechanisms, the review outlines future directions, including systematic dissociation
of objective and subjective effects, multimodal assessment frameworks, and broader application contexts.

Keywords: cognitive effort, subjective experience, objective difficulty, need for cognition, growth mindset



