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HEA1EL:

ZICSCLAN L LPP N EARAR, RIS AR SR T 7 281 755 SR S 1 A 2 S e 1) 38 T A%
R, PLEAMEFIERK T RIR T ER . ORI R A EE R, SLdh-A R, B i Bk
AN LT ERMEES.

BIRA: ANRAAIEOERNE, 45T e LV Bl Z 4y “LPP” ).
IR R o AR L A0 B R . AT &S B9 s ST Th S, JRAES IR
IFAMNAE T 04K BB b CAE SO A I G i bR i

B 2: FafEEfRE, REMHE NFIEE. 02 =R R E ST R . Zie ik
PRI FE T IAEN B VPR O PR R o AR 51 RARBIERT AR FE, W E PER 520 2 A7
FEFUWH BT N AAEF B0 BEIEMH], 8 B 4 R .

[BIRZ : AR SCA M B AR 1) S 0% 2 DR A R AR 28 R 15 U P LA A A 38 A R SR
(Aldao & Nolen-Hoeksema, 2010; Sché&fer et al., 2017). Fi A 78 Fl il & 2% 1 7 29 # S 5
7N, EVHS AR R E PR 0 SRS A A 5 IR PR I A AR SR AE O, T A A 5 k1
25 ARG FH 5% (Boemo et al., 2022; Brockman et al., 2017). Jt4h, KERT AR ED, FikilH)
FEASBEAT Rt T 15 AP A 25 175 U 1 A BRSO (T Rk FRL IR B v o A7 6 i DX BRI 45) (Goldlin et
al., 2008; Ohira et al., 2006), fif H.2x XA KRG SRt 2347 = A4S ) 820 (Butler et al., 2007;
Gross, 2002; Richards & Gross, 1999).

EES, JATRR 1 AT RGPPSO SRBE T AN S8 k], DASe i S0 )32
B .
TEAENREEE 3 T, |AVEIE: “BEINAFETE. 70 DL SRE N =i DL 15 255
TN HR AT BEFZIA AR HIICAZ , B ZRIA AT H A A Ay A — e AN R AR 17 45 4 719 g (Aldao
& Nolen-Hoeksema, 2010; Sch&fer et al., 2017), HXI/MARIEE . INFIAT A HA AR
g (Brockman et al., 2017; Butler et al., 2007; Gross, 2002). AHLL2F, HH A3l F0 = Al
30y SKEME FRAef P AT AT IF 1 175 2% 3 i (Boemo et al., 2022). FET- 1k, AHEFUR 32 EEO0E
AR PRI 730 P s 2 1 ) A7 48 7 g o 7

B 3: “ iAo R 5| A i I g AR 2 PO B e B SRR A PR
BATELE A (SRt RBIRAARIER AERIE] 785 AR, WIXH]
WA, AAESEIR BTN AARAL SR A S RIS (] an s b B ) P R 2 1, ROR 584
75 DAROHE I iy 24 BT S B 25 R Sk 1 B A 2 S A R S P O BRI LR, B 2 general 61
RN AL .
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SrETANBEFERE, R E PR RE T AMARHE SR RS 4B T, Rt i siidAZ (Davis
& Levine, 2013; Hayes et al., 2010; Richards et al., 2003); 5 #b— 26 78 1 & B A E A
Fmic4Z (Egloff et al., 2006; Richards & Gross, 2000; Sheppes & Meiran, 2008). M4 X # &
BOAFNE PERRAR 7 B0 T P EpE 2 R IIC T2« S5 RIA — S — e F2 b 7% #k 2
PER RN AEAL 2 AT REEA T 28 R 15 AL R AF A 22 S 1) o [ I, AT T4 ) 2 o A N PRI A
RAMANAEASPEE R AT B2, A BB R E MR . EEeh, JATHERA
AR ZAEIMANR] T UHeE 7, I 7oA R AR KB 7T 7 ] o

EESHESE 15 W, JATEE: “&fE, WHEIPNE, AHFFER IR BRARA A00)
PPEAE 2 RS IICTZ, X 54 AR AR T AR 78 R A — 3 HIX AR ERER W]
FES AR 265 VR 1T BA R AL, ARRAF T 757 BEAE LI B R AN AR S P S AR A
X, O AT I A,

B 4: ERP H5rikd® | LPP MEAME— 3 Mrdadsn. BRSO LN (B B4R 0, 45
N YIRS 2 10 P B8R A 45 380 78 20 R FH o AT BT 9155 2610 715 1 SR (W1 Hajeak, MacNamara,
& Olvet. Developmental Neuropsychology, 2010)% , £/7E LPP 2wy i ELIK) P300 N iZth2f
S HTHE T
IRz B AR RYEHER AR SRR KRG, P300 Hesr =& 1548 m TAak 7t 145
BI3 34 =5 G i LR 73, B 9T 3 DA D L T i 1 I 17 45 5% S 1 (emotional - salience)
BAKM S, AR T, v A EYE R = 35 & SE R P300,  HLk MR a5 48 1R
B BT TGN T LPP 3= S Bl () 2 60 15 2615 8 R 3 s Ja S 1 15 0 T (Hajeak et
al., 2010). 7EIHZEURTT I SCERY, P300 BU/bBE %2, 4R ZH LR HE T LPP 1E fh %
T 280 PR 0 L A A

FRAE H AR AN T ERP 23 Hr B0 ,  FRATEB U0t =4 5258 25 A (WG - e E
FAE S0 ) ERP #3147 1 32 1443 H7 (principal component analysis, PCA). 535 & 8, 1E#]
B BLE 500 ms P o 4 34 1 32 R4 (B 1 A i) PCLYSE FRAERE R FE AR (B 2), ARAETEE AR A
HIk Je oA, JATTA s 8 e 1 RIS N T, FFARFRA1 ST i 48 hn 021
R, EAR ERP () P300 AIREEL S ZE(E S, (HIRA T IR MR AL 5 I T R 28N 264793 9
R, FRATIFE A %2 500 20 2 BT P300 Bisp
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K 2: A 500 AP TR 1 I 7 A

B 5: FRENEAG A CHR SN LPP ARYERS (B B 40 4 LPPL. LPP2. {H 2 RIE&E IXFEAG A
XFIHRSRTAIX [ LPP M BAS TR (A, FREUCE B E . 1E# 7T DR HEAH SR R
% (500~1000 ms. LA K 700~1100 ms) 1 IE K], iF B 52 RE MBI AN TR o Bt mT A
PRt PCA S b4 RAE ik -

[EIR7: B A A A . AT R s R AN DO, RIS T hi o) 75 BB, JFn] DL
FH PCA SKARBEARE 2 IKHE . O, % ERP #E4T PCA RATTRIL, KHEAE 600 22 )5,
PC2 JF4f i = S AL (B 1), HH B AR T0 5 3 Ak (B 3), 1% — =5 i o R e e 5 1 1
AL LPP [ 20 Ll 73 A — B AR B PCA IR R 45 5, JRATIHE 4 it 18] & 0 T 600-1000
2R, G555 EIARE T 500-1000 ZEFP A E R — 3

PC 2: 0-100ms PC 2: 100-200ms. PC 2: 200-300ms PC 2: 300-400ms
PC 2: 500-600ms PC 2: 600-700ms. PC 2: 700-800ms PC 2: 800-900ms. PC 2: 900-1000ms
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Kl 3: i 2 i A

BRUGZ Ab, ARIEE RS 3 MHE /A6 (K 4), FRATIAN 400-700 Z#b 2 A SE B T =
WO EISS T RERX. LPP . AH T 7EIX — I (A B A, £y 1 M sy 2 585 G4 32 A (1A
1), RAEN X — B AT . S EEE RS, FATA RS 20 ol 55 540X LPP
PRI IEA TSy, B, EBoh, JATMER 7 I7EME 5380 LPP-F MG N EE, Rk
B 1 R 6 X — i B T SCRR IR IR o

EAERREE 14 70, BAVSIE: “Hbsh, ar ANWFRIEHEE | [ Ak Ss HFEE K4 X LPP
%43 (Chen et al., 2020; Moser et al., 2014; Shafir et al., 2015), 25 % B8 E I/ O A G 774
T RBIFIX LPP, 3R T b 4300 53 In K X (Shafir et al., 2015). ”



PC 3: 0-100ms PC 3: 100-200ms. PC 3: 200-300ms PC 3: 300-400ms PC 3: 400-500ms

PC 3: 600-700ms. PC 3: 700-800ms PC 3: 800-900ms. PC 3: 900-1000ms.
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SRR AR AT Fer, FEMRER S SR AL 2 SO 4 TR T IO RICR o FRATTVONIE S pk 2 15t
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[5] K7 : {5 ] 700-1100 Z£ 5 (R 1) & 1 A LPP-F [ 4047 7 1123 T /i A SCHR % (Chen et all.,
2020; Moser et al., 2014; Shafir et al., 2015). /£ £33 5 8T )5 (45 B VE WK 1-4), FATIAN
R AR ] LPP R 43 At AN B BE R 1) 2 o 55 1, DRI AE Bt B R bR T LPP-F 775
EREE RGN E, RIRE Tl a s AR HEEIEIHFRETER 1
%55 R MEE .

B 4: JIBUE LPP i NKIA 6s, WRIERATA? DU AMKRIEAE Ay 20T 1 4 2800
A ARREEE IS B AP IR ? A LL 5s LS 1) LPP HR /R LS 2% 2] (1 7 K4k

[E]R7: 4% ERP FI AT, LPP FI0 4T & D ARAEARYE 25 20, ASSCHI LPP 437 & D thE
2s ZHi. BTWiEMRS ST, BTSN, B 2 AT A B 44 1R
W6, DIRATF A 6 I BER AT 1AL AT AEIX AR, SN R EEE S A ik
28 ML EFTA 6 BN RN ] AU E AL IR, R — PR AR KA I S E TN Y
B NS o] AR 58, fEATAibd st ASCikfE, FRATVCNZRTBA . i,
LPP 1] DI B 28 il S A DK (R R e itk v 2y, FE A8 R 2 T DARR AR B0 R 2 5 1 3
Fb (Hajcak & Olvet, 2008; Hajcak et al., 2010). It4h, BEIRKER D IELHTHIR AL T 2
T2 AT LPP i, (HAA B 7T % 5¢ 1 B 8] & 1¥) LPP ~F23 1, 41 300-5000 245 (Paul
et al., 2016; Qi et al., 2017)# % 500-8000 ZF»(Zhao et al., 2021). K, AT AL RN 2
AT DA AEAN ) S BRI I 1) B N R BRI

B 5: WiItEEWE M HE R4

EIRz: AR4EAT A SCHR(Nasso et al., 2020), WE IETEWEFAAPAHK: 1. H TN
EAE(ED cover story) IR {ERE; 2. TR0 SEES BRAE A 20, BRI EAN R R0 (IE 57 1)
(At 2 AR AR 51 T AHRL S 46 I N o TEAE SR, FRATTE IE SO X AT T b e BRI &
R (NS EE 2.2 f1 3.1 AT, WORTRIGIH), U BT AR S E Z IR A2 R
TR 26 PR 1T 80, DR T IE VLS SR A, AUE 2 IMA AR T XWAFEHTA
W% (Nasso et al., 2020).

ARSI, FRATTHE _E— R E BT A ) ANOVA 5 5R#83E4T T 837 . H BTARA ) ANOVA
REET =AM SEWE . AEEVERL R AN O o ST IEMEE A 8dE, FRAT7E
SERE T TR, DTS T AR A

TEBERREE 5 T, FATSIE: “MBRHEar ASCiHk(Nasso et al., 2020), 1EHEMNE AT
HAINSEISEAE(RD cover story) 1] {5 B DA R G 56 S 06 HH I/ 26 20 B AR 1R 2 v (HP 25 8% 1 4
PEAE S IRBUR A 51 T AN 26 [ N) o T A SC 3 TR S Ak 2 St I I 4 R 15
R T IEMEE SR EE , UE 2B A A ST

TEIEERFR S 8 T, FATEIE: BFEA t K50 8o, $ElIE IEMEE 218 T H1E 2175 (6.59
+0.76) 5.3 = T (At 1%4%), 1(65) = 17.07, p <0.001, Cohen’sd=2.10. #i7E fifk W
T AT IS 250E50(4.14 £0.81) /N T 5, 1(65) =-8.70, p<0.001, Cohen’sd=-1.07,
PO FEA t R0 Son, $OE IEMEME %0 N IS4 oo B3 & T MU %4, t(65) =
16.2, p<0.001, Cohen’sd=1.99. XLzt FER] | S0 00 24, RIIE SRR 4 2 S it
51 % T AH .15 44 ) M. (Nasso et al., 2020).
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B TR VR R B0, T B R RN E Y, SR AN SN AT AR B
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1 R AR 1% 25 P B BRI 2R 25 R B AR M, 1 an v 22 1R A fifi: 7 il e H R AR i
AKFTREBEN 75, B 2 e P ) SRR, 3 AT 8 -3 B A8 A N 1R Y AR S A
FNEEVPIL B T R (Ford & Troy, 2019). i A SCR i B ARG -E AR, — 7
T AT DA v 7 28 R T T ) 2R 28BN RT HE ) 1, 53— T3 T AT BAANAR 2 Ae 12000 I 10 A L i —
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TP LR 5200 155 285 U 71 T A T R 0 P SR, A SRR AR 63T ] A T AE DA B VP IS R 3
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B 2: 7E45R 3.2.3 G4 TTXHCIZHIFENE 4y (P11), 1R HERE WL, A ACC Al
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PEAE S B AEAE B RIS 20N (Green et al., 2005; Pinter et al., 2011; Sedikides et al.,
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