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REWFTER, th N ENZIE BUFTE PRl FE
1 SR Wg—— 3h 4 4% 1) A0 S W A 4% 1) ( Braver,
2012 ; Brown, Reynolds, & Braver,2007) , 1T 45
AEHRE , B4 45 ] (proactive control) F5 E A& Ff
SLARFEXTIE 55 B AL BRSRAE, T 5L P45 ] (re-
active control) RFEAMEIE S B R R M ES
E B X HHTTIE 24 5915 1F ( Brown et al. ,2007 ; Bra-
ver, Paxton, Locke, & Barch,2009) , M T 5= 3%k
F, Bl M RIS M (cue — driven) 42
1,32 B R0 AE S0 RS 5 R X, SN PR
] S —Fh RN 3R 3 4 ( probe — driven) ¥4, % A T
T kg 8% A K (Jimura, Locke, & Braver,
2010;Savine & Braver,2010) , t4b, I B 358 A
TEN Z AR R B 55 S M B0E , K
NG HE R 2 A BE B, LR o A o E s ik
14 58 ( Custers & Aarts, 2010 ; Padmala & Pessoa,

VBT, & T ERZRIE 0B A S92 ] SR ) e K 5
WHET : HARIZEE W15 B F o 2 90 EARE. o m,
Rl BTG A ) SR W AR G ST 23 AR 1R
RIHF TR —-RE MO BOEMEA? RAEE -
2B 3h B M (context — specific prime effects,
CSPC) Yu M 5T 2R B, 38 1 5 S5 1508 A JR) 58
e BRI A5 A i v 2 7 A — TR T R P R B
AR G5 S IR SONE T , 22 T4 oy o 5% L A1) 22 5 5 )
A, I B 42 1 /3 3h ( Bailey, West, & Anderson,
2010) , BT =, S w5 S8 I, R RE S
LS P RGN B FR B, AT R BAE R - 4F
SR SRV T 2 REA A 2 B H R i B i e
HIETEE T AP R R ED R R . 7RI
il F, wpge i35 3885 ( conflict monitoring theory ) #f
—B AR R R A R SRS Rt B T AR, X
Ui A T2 By A R S N A R At ST R R
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I AER T ENRIE A [RIB B (Krug & Carter,
2012) . WFF LI, BEE 0w R IR MR, A
ERGRIT BB T FI4 ) SR A I b 32 AR B 23 £
K- IS W ( Frings & Spence, 2011 ; Wei, Szamei-
tat, Schubert , Miiller, & Zhou,2013) : X4 phfE B B
5 BERARMS , MA Y FI 3 2 BN R R IR R Fr X R R
AITTE 7K, BV SR FH 3= s pfa il SR ms 5 T2 rh 2 {5 B
AR B I, M B TR R B IR e RE , TR 2 ]
FEMZR R R BRI SE A B B R B, BB
MR R SRR

5 RS AE , 7 — SR E WAy  REAR
(ISR By DA S 4 T SR R R 0 ST, {ELR TE B GRIE 1
SRR HILE B R /E B ( Brown et al. ,2007 ; Krug &
Carter,2010) , B0, E ShPESEHIFH LA E L2 HA
HIFIAE PR RE YRR IR 1 X R R 15 2l BB MG T AR TR A
B R R FP X SR W B A A8 G R R AL T AT
FEMEAR O R B B AR TR (E B LB R SRS
DUT IR MR XE LA T8 o R AP, B SR R B 1
BEH RS 2B B0 N F (Garavan & Weierstall,
2012) ., Richard #1 Ridderinkhof ( 2002 ) 3% F§ Simon
5 R B, DA ] SR M2 AR 0 58 o S I 5 EL 4
R BT AU TR AT R R0 50 T 2R Ak 19 < 4 00 B T 8 1
PG ZBAES T, AR b TR E S
PRI X R B — € BT, AT 3 X
PRI 5 0 1 BT IR v 2 A5 B AR A
Wi A B W _E A E B T R AR R R
AR T SR, DT 608 52 7 3 B8 i 1 LA 98 7y %o 24 i o
A5 BAIBTHIEAR 2R . 471 , 33 W3 8 EP 4 4% 1 SR it
MEAMAE, FERIX I CIER.

H T At o s2 M BREL 3], At AN EDRIE L
TR 0 pP A B P BRI SR 7 S A
[ BB WL S AR % R B, A B 90 38 A 445 A ) 28
R RAS B, LWL TEA [W] 5058 52 8K T A
FTRESR AN [ ED R 428 hl SR W, 5 70 1) A B 4R 428 o
SRS A T 07 ——F A7 In T EL - B BOin T, 3
i 2 v (LN LE 3 A5 RN B i o S 1
T X,

EIE FRMRI, B AR EMEATIR Y KK
HERFEEERE, RENMEEAREREZR, TR

5 2 1 s A A5 R o A B (S B (direct informa-

tion ) 5[A]#5/Z B, (indirect information) , FH (2B 1&
R R USROS RSP R TR N
P E R, BERA L BONEE WS HHFT I & ; 1]

EEERMEEESEEREMY T X (I, &
WE A SRS R ITE T SCFRORL) TR BUN 56 T
WX R SFER, B ED FE AT HEN
23, WA ZF R P 18] 4 Jy X 47 WU & (Frith & Frith,
2010 ;Kunde, Reuss ,, & Kiesel ,2012 ; Macrae & Quad-
flieg,2010 ; Weisbuch & Ambady,2010) , FESLH =
FUN PR EEANME L (EHRLER -1
HUER HHEGER - HEFR) e KAER
R BGRIEE HBA s, S E T A [ o
A5 BRI M BB
2 AHik
2.1 #X

BEHLIEEL 96 44 3 A B A= MBS A= (3B 4R
45 AN ZeHE 51 N) 8 18 ~27 %, EH4E R 23. 49
4 (SD=2.97) , B H ER S IEF, ZRTARS M
TERASES . R T L B S ARG — R AR
2.2 A

SEERAAREER R - 430 R X . DABS
AL P T L oA SR, LA SR 1) 1 8 3] (4, P
W RZR) 2308 PR B IR A R B PR P 2
F— HHERRARZRE%4 (N =152) RiEHIZ
RTTREZ S H A 55 1 7 2 1k B 20 A7 iR ) L7
i), A AP TRABRST 70% R ATA 5 5, X st
PS4 3 2 A P B B R (] ) , LR R AR
— R A (N = 178) Xof BT SCER B P 531455 I 1] 1)
BIMERAT IR 0 HET , 3 2B RT 30% F 4 5114 T
H(FET76 ) 558 = RIS B AR (R
RBUEH IR R ) TRAEIZH , 2008 ) |, 5 46 S 5 A
Ik 70% L _ERPERIREA (3£ 70 4) o Kb
B 70 4 R iR 3@ 1 Adobe Photoshop CS6 4Kk {4:
L) 26 SRR N BMP 8 X & fro Hp, EX
S5 R 60 MMERRRET, Hak 8 MHT .

A E 5 2 B B & 4t ( Chinese affective picture
system,CAPS; H &, D&, T8, F K35 ,2005)
B L LR B 45 34 sk (BB A
18 2 LN EH 25 Z LT I fLE 4% 16 5K.25
AL EH 50 % DIH Ry EFLE 45 18 5K) , A Photo-
shop7. O % FR - #4758 — v B B A0 3, R
R NEBEOM, K/ N 86 x 114 4% ( Kite, Stock-
dale, Whitley, & Johnson,2005) ., 1 20 & A~F} 4 %t
X 68 FRIFLIR AT M 2 & A MR I DL R T
LR X E (18 % DLIF (18 ~50 % Z B LA M 50 % LA
) R AW, R B, Br kY 68 sk AL
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FEIX =TT T HI B BT —80(—2BEA 85% LU
£)o MO, BT AR R BALAEA ¢ AR B
N BLMAEREE FERELER,1(66) =1.15,
p>0. 1, ABFERH, AT RBAFANURLEFA
FAAEZIAR ER G (AT, A5, 1% %, TE 9, 2012) ,
Pt LUK T AL BT 7 B A8 91 L4 1 7E 18 ~ 50 2 [ B
MGl 8t S B0A4 KL K A Adobe Photoshop CSI i
FLLA 26 S RAKTF 5 B BMP 45X E A,
2.3 SEBEI

R 2CBETE: & vs. R) x 2 (HAL(EHESF
B SHEHIR R (R AR B) F5E: th28 vs. AHE)
MRE BT, B, MR fd@hgolm R, W
B8 O B 58 BUE ok AT 55 B L A o

GIMB

VEM 5400-600ms (FEHL)

{ W T FL I 500ms

EFEAERS

J4#1000ms

E
2.4 ZBERE

R P FLAIBT 55 (AL - 57 s g - 1
fL - PES” AHES ) X B AR B AR E B TR
BN, 38 5L M0 ) £F: 55 (Eriksen flanker task ) (#7738
. ( Lavie, Hirst, de Fockert, & Viding,2004 ) ¥ 32 i¢
5543 G AR 570 2 A K 1 < ZE AR 0 9 7 80K OF
T, AL BRI A2 WM& 2 3R] — P 5 e 1k 19
Y B (40 male - HAEE AL — male” ) ; 7678 M5 1
BOKF T, WAL P % 52 B0 47 3R] B
339) 5 12 T L. B 1R 1) 4 2 B 2 (B male — 55 4
T {L - female” ) . SEHPRFELANE 1 iR,

IEEALREN B

\ - VEM 5400-600ms (FEHL)

3457 T FL. 1 150 0ms
(B: #I8, & HE

- [—

+
N
N

Bk AR GEMUE R,
WHE R 4EIR RN,

RIS 2K J5 2000ms ﬂ
\_)\—F—ﬁ\trialn o

1 —4 uial HEFRRE

IE L5 i1 4 4> block 4 A%, 2 HLTF R -
BT it A block ALE 30 A4 trial (Ff[E
NS HEAAR A F R A trail DNEARR]) o block
ZIERE 2 5. EHIEFIEN: " B RIERFT
REHA—NTAERN + SERA EEEFER
Wrlo HESEU—IKEFLE &AW E 1L
RS, R R T T 1R T 68 IR B
etk T F . E I B e 2T R R
N S AR AR B

x> B R B H AR R B, 1 EATE 2 BGE R
Pifdo ZH B S 2 20 Wp E A AL (B L E
F#25) , BiKmFLEIL R B S o WRPOLHITE
BN T 85% W ESR PR E BT 4], H 2
HFRIBBNZRA BB A IER LR . trial BIFRARLNE
LPiR. B, BRPREHAFE" + 75 (ERR)
400 ~600ms , ¥ 2 B2 ff 100ms , 2% Jm #E A 84 ( T

£L) 5730 R (P B R B ) [R] B 2 B 500ms 5 8
T SR 2 )5 1000ms AT —A> trial; J1E0H
2K 2000ms J5 $AAR BEML BONE, 9 D SR SRR
EHEFHAT —A> vial, FTARIEL 19 2 B
I, PR N 1024 x 768, $iA 5 W Ax IR O
T0cm , WL SHER B Je /0 4. 5° x 4.5°5 F4r 0
RIBA T f R 6.5° x4.5° Ryl b i ik 1% S AT
[FIRR B 52 B, 4 B8 — 30 R i 8 O BE AL

23,
2.5 %
2.5.1 EIREHIREAEMELESE BT

KIS RR ] SPSS18. 0 BEATSE AL, KR
A BIRE BRI LR AT PR S BT
B 2.5 AnEZE RO UERR RN B . MR A B
P8 5 BBE R 3.9% o R 1 FIH T HURE A FD L
B AR YV B AIER 2R



30 O P

2019 4E

*1 HEERFERSHRESEAFMEEG TR FHREE (ms) MARHE(%)

ER G AN T R34 S Bz Bt (ms ) BN G IN TR -3 S HER R (% )

pURILEEE A A Sk A R
R A R A R A R A
M 484.947  478.360 507.842 511.737  0.912 0.919 0. 909 0. 889
SE 8.911 9.559 9.307 9.984  0.006 0.008 0.007 0.009

XF- 24 R BT HEAT 2 (RIS k) x 2 (TESfL51E
AR A MEENE A Z0 (LB 2) ., 45
RER, A ERN BE,F(1,9) =4.61,p <
0.05,n" =0. 49 ; TFL -5V HI45 B IR A3 £ A B
%,F(1,90) =0.26,p>0.5; i E X EAEABE,F
(1,90) =3.98,p <0.05,n> =0.42, f&ILAR 44T
B, FEEFL S YESRE BR s = AT, S R a8
FHRK-BA 18 B 3 B2 15 B I B Z n TF-
IR BE A 22 [6] (508ms vs. 485ms) 25, F(1,90)
=1.78 ,p >0. 05 ;{H 2 , 7R FL 5 PEA AR L iRl AH A5 10
BF , SERKOT- 1 1 s T L5 1 ) 4 R 1) (14 B
SN T3 7 ) S8 25K T 97 K AR B R X
PS5 B B & I 1O 3 RN BT (512ms s,
478ms) ,F(1,90) =2.42,p <0.01,5" =0.61, Efk
IR 2 PIRAE BARZE R, H BRI R Z A
B 67 3% AR T T2 BN AR R B B RTE TR
BMPRIARREZ B S XA E B RIRED)
PRI SRS T B LT MR m T, A
T 52 bz B SEE A T % 1ok 52 475 U5 ) B SR BB o A 48
TS R ZIMR ER SR, (453X —fin T3 B4 ) IR0 98
RPN TG IR 7o, W 5 % A 255 B R B
DRI SRS T AT B T L R BRI SR S i T,
AT AE 2515 B PR ER G 0 T o B B i 15 8 I B
ST RN BT 4R . Z P25 B 5T, 2050 7 2%
RUNLTH SR , B o 545 8 WY B G 28 1h1 SRE 32 R A5
SIRBI(M5E vs. MHES) SRR B WERFT
T R 7 2R 1K B SR BB S o P 2 T S et TR U T F
ZIMRERGR , ATTTTE EP G N T A s 2R o 5 3 b7 i 1] 5 41K
GRVBE SR A A U 5 SR B = Bl A o) SR 1 21
MREPGR , ATTTE EP G i T rpr H B oh & 0 1 i 1 o 53X
R, HEERE LS EIEGE MR, g R fl R
PEX PI2EM5 B A AL IR RAR T T ERg i T AT IA A
3 1 SRS o
2.5.2 PRI AE R MR b5 R

it HIE RIS, X 35 N HE R 2R g
TEME T 2o (WK 3) . S8R BN, Fw iz
TR E,F(1,90) =3.29,p <0.05,5° =0.35;
HEFLSPEFNRR R A58 ERN A B3, F(1,90) =

1.16,p>0. 1; i HEAEFH T E,F(1,90) =4. 64,
p<0.05,9" =0.49, fE SRR MHT BN, TEEILS
PE B R BRI R AL T, 0 £ R 1 = (K P A
8 BT X PS5 R B EP R N TR R 22 (8]
(90.9% vs. 91.2% ) fl22 5, F(1,90) =0.36,p >
0. 5;H2, R ML SH R IR AHA B T, Sk
S BB T AL -5 P SRR R ) B B R I TR R
BERT R BRI BHRNT X 25 B EI S
THERGZR(88.9% vs.91.9% ) ,F(1,90) =2.44 p <
0.01,7* =0.62, XU, YEEFEBSMERGER
FEFE PP IR, PR B AR S W B A A SR e N
ZRE N B AT, BRA R EE - A0 RAL
FAR L ( LA 4 BB IF 8 3 0 A A9 T 96 BB S o
BE, 8 T 35 B TR I 2 oy 1E A 25 T 4 4k S R ) o
BELARFI N - 85 098 1 B A AT o = A5 B AT 50
Ve BEPRET (¥ SN BT LR 0 A7 28R W R AR X K (R
TR s, 5 R A B R R A5 R
W 5 SR B 3= sl M ) SR ( 2 BTS20 ER 4, 3
7 A A AR ) ), 3 — BV G 45 1] SR WS A LU AR 0
B BB A B T SR BA) R 1 g o SR s ( B S IR
ZIRRENG , I 7 A v o S s ) ) BE-PREEVER (B TS
BEER). MPEEF BN, BRI g
B2 RVRE SR IR, BV B £ 3R A AR B YA
A5 BRI R P 47 il R W T A G S Bof X 3 R 1 1
{5 B HF TR A4k N T, DA T 58 5158 356 98 ff) S B g 222
K, I NG LVER R T B s AR o
W 55 3 AH A5 B R B sl 4 o) SREM T 3304 T 20 AR B
SN T, DA (5 S0 835 438 0 S N B 4 4, AR DT
MRIEN G Y B 2% 55 S 1L B 1 11 B 52 M %8 A 22
T Lo
3 itig

2 AT xR, BEE S AR AR,
AR ERZIRPR R SME HEER SREE
SR oE T a2 Bl ? R B A0 %] 4 %5 (Eriksen
flanker task ) /)28 A0 R BN R T AEAT I 3R 46
RF, YL 5 R AR ] ph o (A, B R
B ATEAL, AR B BB SRR
NETEAR AR A ) B, SR IS8 M7 T L A
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3 AARHFEKETEERARE
PORUNGIE -l iak: 20 F-4: 0 -]

ARHRER S ARZS (2, SR 0 BT AL, 49 il
RIBCH “ BB “ B J1” SRR BN T R BT in))
B, [ 7 Bt < AH W 28 4 ( Bartholow & Dickter, 2008 ;
TGS, A0, 2012) o BFSEE RS R ] 5 P )
BREPGAT S XT3 A 2 B, ZE N A AT 5 b 3R
BHL S 4 o R ) B TR %o T s o R 5 1 4 T
T .5 B A5 2B BN R 8 W AH X B /) (Payne,
Hall,, Cameron , & Bishara,2010) . HitA] WL, ME R

AR T SR X 2 R EN R BOR A — e R o
REMBIETEANRFHAHE, BEAT LR Z
Ui, (AFEVIRABRACAE S, MEE B Z X 07 9 H =5
T 2 T T L A B R AT BT, 3 A B S A T o
#5248 ( Chang, Doll, van’ t Wout, Frank , & Sanfey,
2010) , BFFERH, WALIEN H ¥ WS H R EAE
11 BEfE B WAL B M5 8, ATTX EENG N LR 2
PR MRS B9 ( Eitam & Higgins,2014) , B EA 4
MR AR R (I, K E RS Mt ge

A3 T L T AL A R (R R, 11, 2018 ; Ham-
lin, Wynn, & Bloom,2010) , {HE2, % “HL"X—H
BB S HALRR S B & rhRn), WL E B e
WA BT BRI ], AT rh R MBI B,
Bk i LIS B R ERR I L 32 5 HP R CF 5
BB T ZE K 2 5 A ( Hussain, Calvo, & Chen,
2013) o 3X—Z5 R IKEIE, fi A B R 4% 1 SR NE 52
BIA MR E) phRAF B SR AT

1] — EALAI BT 55 7] 208 S 2280 ( Tana-
ka & Pierce,2009) . 4TI FL 51 5 4 Jo 1] [] I 22 BE
W, ZEAS [ BRI 98 S BIKFE T , glodx X i E B
BRI CAFAE 22 55, BRAAAE TR SO R BN (R L2
AT 78 R BA R R PR 2 E gh M das ], T v £ 38
F T EZ A RN B K R RS o 23
RIBEEH, LA g — Rk ) RS B, SR
fis N EDRIE BRI A 2 il SR . RO L, ATIAE
XAt ATE BENGIS, A HACHE T filt A B T BRARE
B BAAT R R sR A B S — R R B, A
A Al S TE I Fh Z R B & ( Custers & Aarts,
2010) . FEHLZH , FEA N PRI B 1R B BL, %1
WRENZ B85S , e BT BUE B O BT
IR, Z0 AR BDgRaE 2 RE DARE B T X A6 THEIZ &
i, Aoy 5 H— B B R R R AL E B )
BSRRE, BEREGE NN, ZIRENR B #iH
iR, TR R RICE M T R G b, I+ R
HHE-ZINE G BIRA Y ESEMBE R, A
TG 548 A T IR A T 45 8 1 = Bl R 4 o)
(Baron,2010; #i8R, £l , iRBA5,2016) , REX
— R —E M ULAR T , (B T anfuf 3 R 20 A BV 52
LA B 04 EP G B R s 75 e BG4 1 SR WS 7= A s W
E—RIVBIRE M B2 A BASIE, Xk, JEEEME R
PSRRI [R]85 B e 1) ph 585 B X BG4
T SRME R BN AT , LA R B 455 1 SR s = 8 2 Z0 AR
BG4 o B B LA
4 g

R B RN BV G 45 1) SR 1R IR U AR AR e
FRRMMRSEMA, HHIEEEANFEEMR
I, G R AR AL 52 S . S 38 B4 TR 1 T 7 A
AL 5 M D045 B i SIS, 8 GBS T
5, BARRINy - 7 FoE 51 BN A By SR UM A
Tl SRS T VRIS SR ZI AR DR, ATTZE ER G i T bt B
RS i 1 5 AR R 5 7 8 )1 U SR B T 3
R SR TS 20 AR ED R, NI AE ED R i bt 31
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The Influence of Perceived — conflict Information on the Controlstrategies of
Impression to others:Taking Direct Information and
Indirect Information as An Example
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Abstract : Individual can adjust their own state and process adaptively the impression of the percept according to perceptual selection,
response bias,and real —time and updated situation information. This process is the cognitive control of impression formation. By using
the word judgment task,direct information and indirect information is manipulated,and the perceptual objects are divided into two lev-
els,namely, high and low,through the variant form of side suppression tasks. So the impact of different types of conflict information and
their perceptual load on other people’ s impression control strategy was investigated. The results showed that the effect of perceptual load
on impression control strategy was based on the type of perceptual information ( conflict vs. compatibility) . Specifically ,when perceptual
information is compatible,the impression control strategy of individual is affected by the perceptual load and produce effect. Individuals
with high perceptual load are prone to take the initiative control strategy to carry out the top — down cue driven processing and individu-
als with low perceptual load are prone to adopt a reactive control strategy to conduct bottom — up detection and driving processing. When
the Perceptual information conflict,the perceived load effect of individual disappears and the impression control strategy of conflict infor-
mation is regulated by the type of perceptual information ( conflict vs. compatibility ) and the perceptual load. Specifically, individuals
with high load level are prone to adopt proactive control strategies to produce conflict suppression bias and individuals with low load lev-
els are prone to adopt proactive control strategies to activating stereotype and produce conflict suppression bias in impression process-
ing. These results indicate that only when there is no conflict between the information of others,the adjustment of perception load to im-
pression control strategy plays a single effect.

Key words ; perception conflict; impression control ; proactive control ; reactive control ; perception load



