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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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SNARC # B 2ABL 3 2 19 4 #h X, A £ ,S0A 4 Oms 5kt 9L SNARC % & ;ERP & £ X I, %8 —
BMAEFHRS NI L 2808 %, RAAESIEFEH 0 SNARC Bp 09 % a8 7F X, kAR &3
B BAT S A LA 09 v, ELxt SNARC 20 64 4 7 s IL-F- 0 24 3 B8, SOAs 5 B AR F 69 45
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S4B B — T A B4 SNARC BB AL 2 ) 48 4 s 25 75 3 SOAs

HE S HE S B842.5 NHRARIRAD A
1 5|5

B - 25 (AR 45 A2 2 A A RSB R I 5 4%
Fo TEAST - B ERENWEEIREZ—, 250 -
B ROV B S 4RE % if ( Spatial — Numerical Associa-
tion of Response Codes, SNARC) 454 i 7E B F K
AN B AT R AW AT 55 SR IR X T/ N EF
(n,1.2) , 72 T4 5 Ny B A T3 oo 1K
Br(n,8.9) , A FHBUAFRMERMALR
( Dehaene , Bossini, & Giraux,1993) , H Dehaene £
(1993) H-6 P #th % B SNARC 208 LASE , 1R Z 45
FARDT TN . PFREWAIE T AR5 3L
#7455 ( Calabria & Rossetti, 2005 ; Nuerk ,
Wood , & Willmes,2005 ) ; H] {30 38 4T 38 ( Weis , Es-
tner, & Lachmann,2016 ; Weis, Estner, van Leeuwen, &
Lachmann ,2016) ; [z i 5 2 20 S HR J2 i ( Hesse &
Bremmer,2017) , B8 |7 i ( Fischer & Shaki,2017)
LR AEHE &M A/ W3 B ( Fumarola et al. 2014
Ren, Nicholls, Ma, & Chen,2011) #8 & 3 T SNARC
X0

B e LA Ry A TE = (7] LT RIER,
TERRBEA LB FZ( Mental number line) 5%
I35 ( Polarity correspondence theory) , [ BEEF
LRI\ BT 2 He RO/ B K WL 4 SR A 7E 25 ]
m BRI X B A TR WA, 22 %/ N R R PR
MRECFE X AT P X i 45 43 1) J8 2 M F 5%
( Zorzi , Priftis , & Umiltar, 2002 ) 5641F T Lo BB F 2R
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B, M ZAL B B WOE R 1 ~9 W AE
% BN SARTE S MRS RRAH, A
T SR T, ORI A R 1 Je R
Xof 2 s 6] B B4R, IEBR T B0 2 A ZAC T A R
HEATES B RAE . AP (Proctor & Cho,2006) fy
RN 5O BB FE AR, ZHEIS A FEA RN
Zelm A AT HED ), TRl i B S AT Bk AR
YyE ARG WG SR M, TR S R/ 2 M
BN R TR, RO g IEAR s TR 7
i b RS HE B ZE A O R R, A BN M R IER
SNARC 50 1 7 A A2 PR O B e B kAT =
[ RAE , M A4 SR AR & 20 5/ MHIRER , IERAME S
HRAHKER . BHARK ( Dual - route model ) 7E
—ERE A T S ( Gevers, Ratinckx, De
Baene & Fias,2006) , 4k, i B W55 & M T./Ei2
121 ff & X SNARC % Rf # 17 #% % ( Ginsburg &
Gevers, 2015 ; Ginsburg, Van Dijck, Previtali, Fias, &
Gevers,2014 ;van Dijck & Fias,2011; Wang, Liu, Shi,
& Kang,2018) . WF5E& 45 O BBFLBILEL N
ez [H] gt , BB 24 RN TE A R TE
GREAT O FERAL M 5 B i PR3 16 5 WU BR AR AL B 4%
NERZ M, B FETBEE AN M
CRTHRT ZIAFTEE R U (Gevers et al.
2010)

AT ¥ E SNARC B0 1 4t 15 77 5K, Gevers 4
(2010) B3 T 4 >S5, AT S SE S TER] TR A

« BEWE: ERARPEETH (31860281) , #M AR R I H (RGP EAA[2018]5769 %),
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(B 2t 0 5 v 25 1) G A #R BE 7 £ SNARC (0, J
PIASL R P g 5 X B AT LU, RIS
TIN5, SNARC 06 DL 5 18 25 B 45 o 35
FER/NAIBHT %5+, SNARC [RIRE AT 1B 2 R i
Fo AR ERBEF K B A TR T I i e 2
BEESEAS BT EES BB THHREE
Z3 (0] E B 4 75 2K M G518 A7 A — & 4+ L ( Geor-
ges, Schiltz, & Hoffmann, 2015) , & i, Georges %
(2015)BIET Gevers 4£(2010) BYSLH , Biiak [ ) 4
ZEIBESIESWE2S BT 5154 1 L i b 3
BIBES 82 BRI RE fR 2 R f e, A
PREARE T AL ) 25 [ B 5 1 L 25 (B 45 38 4
Bk e B s ) o B R AT He bR S, Z IR
ZWALE. IR TESIBESHBLS T, 518
Z A FEMGE TR MAES RS 1ES T, 515
25 (] i 55 0 23 [R] b [F) B A2 e, T B 5 15 28 TR
FHAJEEF SNARC 57 B 4w t5 5 3K, ¥ 5E = [7] 4
WREME ZEIEA ., Georges 55 (2015) BAARA T =
RS M S B S518 F18 , (HR W T BF R/ A B
1£55, T Gevers %5 (2010 ) IA R EUF R /INAT WA v 1]
TR R ES . B, mREFHELS TR
JAi e T R0 2 T B B 55, 4538 DAL 36 = 7] 2
1 E FIFEETERE, X R e T 5 152 H 4whd
B (R A W A 55, 725 A 45 482 T SNARC 2505
B LM R Al o R TR B — T

CARFIE R, a0 S Y S B [RLAS [
#, B ZE KL H #5226 ( Stimulus Onset Asynchronies ,
SOAs) H7EAL, , 55—l 2 52 wa 5 — /1 I A
T (Pashler,1994a) , SOAs #%& , X588 B H R
N SRR K, 3K B B G Bk 2 Ry BN B B ( Pashler,
Harris, & Nuechterlein, 2008 ) , —iHF 55 & PN 56
AR Y B R B R R B R AR TE RN S BB B
(Luck,1998) . SNARC S5 4mt B h7EXT H AR
B AT T R B R R AR AR AT 0 T, X B
PR B ORI 22 R AR IE T A B BrBA |
A, FE A REZ LRI E AR 5 B AR BT B
[EjE R, ik, SOAs H] GB RN SNARC B K H
I EERR .,

D ABRABEERMREZEESERT
SNARC Vi 1 & AL Bt ] . — TR 5% 430 % 3 B T
IS RN ERP #6472, 2 B0 R R B )
ERP J4 FH# T R B0 B A7 46 B8 1 28 ¥ SNARC 3¢
M, —25 43 BT % B SNARC B0 % A8 F R R 3%
o B A = N 3147 B Be ( Keus, Jenks , & Schwarz,
2005) . F—WAREF L RS EEERB IR
R, B 78 (B RAE 5 RIS E R IO, T 51

25 By B 5% (Salillas, El Yagoubi, & Semenza,
2008) o A TR A BT A& BN BT 1 R /N g
& Nl B8 EZR (Pinto et al. ,2018) . Fi&
SLgaX SNARC ZJON 1 7 A= i 8] AT A 55, (Lo BB
BE—SPEMEEIE, £ SOAs 2735 I 52 56
rh, SNARC R F 4R A2 15 H BT 338 43 2R B Bt
FENBoe TEH —LHT,

LR, TEM = HAESB/SRXMT,
SNARC 24 Rf F) g B 1y =X 098 25 [ AL, SOAs 23
Mg SNARC SR B 7= Ax , SR T A 45 4 52 W H 4 B
I MARTI A, Hat 255 A 5 3R B SNARC
R 7 H B ] o R — S, AR C B R
T8 B - A RIB G 2 —Fh B ZhBUE B B4 (Fis-
cher, 2003; Hubbard, Piazza, Pinel, & Dehaene,
2005) , SNARC &§ N7 F) 4 A5 AH 3¢ T 500985 4 28 T f [e]
P T RGN B, RITFEMFARBALEAR, F
Fi N1 F0 P3 B4~ B3, 33T RS SOAs B4
MDE 2 L 55462 55 T BUCF — =5 (M BR A ) b
Ko N1 BG5BT 1 i gk ot 13 & (Hillyard , Vo-
gel, & Luck,1998) ,P3 Xt B F I 3 ) R B B8 55 4%
45 (Conroy & Polich,2007 ), 4 H 41T ik
(1) SNARC 2 14 4 5 75 2 AP 56 25 [ 2 A 32,
HAmBIER R Btk A . (2) SNARC U 435
SOAs {5 i, Bl ZE 3L 28 SOAs A4t 3 SNARC
R o
2 FHik
2.1 AKX

¥ H B FE KA 30 B RFAESI T fi i 52
(24 B AFIR 22 £2.93 B) TR IR A
FIF B E D BN, T E S E B, Tk
PR, B AR, Z AT AR S A L5, Bk
LB ZEEBZEANERER, LREREHRET &
MR B, #3885 A WF & (van Dijck, Abrahamse,
Acar, Ketels, & Fias,2014) & F G = power 3. 1 k{4
TERIRBE N 0. 85, W2 PE/K P2y 0. 05 PR B
BN 0.25 HEMEHTFERR 6 A3k 12 A, &
LGB ZE RS,

2.2 EERAMH

SEEG AR B A bR A R0 B AR A P A g S
BFRECFENEFE 1 ~9(5 BRAM) o BFEFER Cour-
er New, K/NA(1.8° x 1.9°) o JaiEARE T N IK
BORERR, R/ R (3° x2.6°) o —2RIRIKH, Wi #R
BT BRERFHLED, L ERERFENL
W AR, FERE LT 2RE BREE
WZERL, BN 22" BRAERFEN AN BFS
TWERENAELIERE YN 4.3°, WiEHRES iR
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B Rae , FREGNAA,
2.3 E£EEH

FH 4 (SOAs ; 0ms, 200ms , 800ms , 1200ms ) x 2
CIENE 3tk 371G — 3, AE A —30) x2 (3 —
v Y —EL YA B0 Mgad N B, UFE
‘7o BIE BB AES, NFECRT 2RAE B R
P AR AIEE B R T R IAE H R 8CF
B A, DU AL RBTE B ARECF A DA R R
—HGX/NT S KB RZET-3AT ROV, %R T 5 1)
B RA TR —EBG 3N T 5 WEBFERG
FRBL, X RT 5 BB F AT RN YA B
TRa R R R R, ERP 85 R H L&
PIE

I 1 HS T g 8 HIEXLE, %
SEHALTE 16 MRIK, A B IE 7 R Z A F 90%
A BEFF I IER LR, A IR B AL SE 1Y 150 2R ) 75 2
BRI IR % 25, IEUSEER N 544 A~ trails FEAL
B CERWK A 32 ) o TSR IR L B
e S e AR R, 3 7 WARE
2.4 SBAR

LI FET B MATLAB 2016a 4t , i 21 ~F
AR A 2 LSS TG A R, B 2 HEER Ol 1920 x
1080, il 24 120Hz , BiAPEE R 4E T0cm , THRL AR
MERSFEREFRENEP R, ELHPIEFHHE
MR NLET , IEAR DL K EEG $dii kM. FRH
AEABES , BETERE TR 2R B AT
PSS +7 (1. 1° x1.2°)  FKFEEm B 2 800ms, 140
RIHRE, Rl EER S, A 20 B gL
5, IER S B AR 1] 1 BR A BEALIK Oms
200ms ,800ms B, 1200ms , #% 18, 52 iR B 5 2 B 800
~1200ms )= FRAR S5 T I ik, WA 1,
TENS R b o 2 S B AT A T, ik
BEML A P2, — 2 it 7 2 B 0 4% D B, (4K
i K 8 ; 7y — ol W e Btk K 8, B%d% D &,
e A AR T AT BEXRNE PR HE AT B, {5
T RIE SR AE AT A R T 2 1/ X R A AT
L, EHrh i s T HF P 2R ERE RN
B FHEIRIR . BRIER S E R K LR
I, IR K oy ) 75 B 4 S AR AT I N 98
S Ta] Hof 55 R e T AR o
2.5 EEGiFEfefi a2

R JH Neuroscan 4. 5 i HiC % R 4,64 R HK
BT SR M A . AL D SR AT LUK TR NS %,
Fz 5 FPz (o S8, 7KFIRE S E R 1k
XHRIC R, K FIRBAEHBR T HE TAAGRA
lem At , EEHIRHE AR E TAIRIE LT 4 lem E

+
=

B 3 @A
800~1200ms

| ZREEE

8. RAERN 1000Hz, 3k K HET/N T 5kQ, B4k
53H7 R H EEGLAB 5 ERPLAB, LIBUlIZLZF31E
WS, JE P8 0. 01 ~ 30Hz, LAMISL K 43 B
(ICA) HEBRIR shfhl X EEG #0820, & iR 4l
BRUE iR = 75uV RIS , A3 IER AR i# 1T &
fne FRE 1000ms B % B 308, LA B Fr il 35 2 LR
200ms fF Sy B 2% (SOA 2 200ms LA ia] 55 45 45 Bl
200ms fE RFELL) , B2 G 800ms Jy 7 Hrit 2,
BRI 5 R K 3% BE SOAs (Oms ,200ms , 800ms
1200ms ) x Y — M (PH - PWHE A —0) x
TS — 2 (RE—Z B A—E0) 16 Fhab 2417
HATEM. WA AR (Gevers et al. ,2006;
Gut, Szumska , Wasilewska , & Jaskowski, 2012 ; Keus et
al. ,2005) DL Sz de i, 5 RAE R A R 1 N1 AL
SEENIAMM, SIRFIRER XM P3 BiaF
FH AR, BT LA N1 (100 ~ 200ms, PO3,
P0O4,P05,P06,P3,P4,01,02) F1 350 ~ 500ms,Cl1,
€2,C3,C4,CP1,CP2,FC1,FC2), Greenhouse — Gei-
sser YEXT p (H#F TR IE
3 H£R

S % A v PR 00 45 288 2R 3 30% 1Y) 4% A K
I, IS AR R 5T 30% B — 4% Bk B, 3t
53T 24 AR (19 Z4&E) .
3.1 47Hh&EX

55 SPSS 19 34T 45 #4740t , HEBR 3 4
Prf2E 2 SN SR B DA B 4 e IR IR, S Bk 2R
8% , FIg 7k K ] 4 (SOAs: Oms, 200ms, 800ms,
1200ms) x 2 ()5 — B0k /i —BAREE A —30)
X2(E M. Y - EA B WER
M FHEZaM, SR EZH:SOAs [ERN BE,F
(3,69) =46.82,p <0.001,7* =0.68, R AfBEZE
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SOAs [ K Tk /N o SOA K Oms (672, 84ms) [
MHT 5 2 K F SOA K 200ms (624. 16ms) , p <
0. 001 ;SOA g Oms FJJ B A .2 K F SOA g 800ms
(616. 44ms) ,p <0.001 ; SOA > Oms ] 7 i 5B 2
K-F SOA Ky 1200ms (612.30ms) , p < 0.001 ; H4x
SOAs ZEZERIEA RN EE ,ps >0.05, YH—
B RN B2, F(1,23) =5.92,p <0.05,7° =
0.21, Yyl —B iy S o (625, 39ms ) S T4 A —

$(637. 48ms) , HAh F RN S EAERABA BE
ps >0.05, HBIE AW (Gevers et al. ,2010) , 40
R 5 1EE B Z MRS AR
SNARC 20 DA 5 15 28 (B it o 32 5 an SR A3l —Bbk
1) 3 200 S 2 T 5 R — B Z B A BEAE R A B
22 W 56R] SNARC RO (1) 4 55 77 =X LA 5 25 J8) i )
T, ATFFELERFEB SNARC 3508 DA B 25 6] 4
BhE, AEILEL,

x1 FEIMESREE (ms) (M £SD)

SOAs A —E WEA—K
Y8 —3 YA —3 Y8 —3 YA —3
Oms 672. 82 £95. 60 681. 09 +91. 86 664.23 £91.11 673.20 +£81. 50
200ms 619. 60 £79. 24 624.28 +74. 69 619.63 +77.33 633.13 +81.13
800ms 604. 88 +83.17 628.70 +97. 83 613.58 £96.02 618. 61 £75. 66
1200ms 603.78 +85.43 631.63 £95.13 604.59 £78. 43 609. 18 +81.24

XT SNARC %7 (6 56 5 % Dehaene Z£(1993)
B ¥ R R BB R T 2 (3P R/ :1.2.3 .4 /R
F,6.7.8.9 AREF) x2(MF: A, G)WER
MRl Z=atr, SRRV T FEYN B, F
(1,23) =5.85,p <0.05,n =0.20, = T ¥ )2 7 At
(684. 72ms) K FHFHI AT (671. 87ms) ; FF K
N BB E F(1,23) =2.96,p >0.05; LI
FE5HF R/ EERAEE,F(1,23) =7.19,p
<0.05,7° =0.24, B FEFE SNARC % i, N T
FEEABTE SOAs BFA~7KF L &Rt 3L SNARC 35 hY,
XTEAS SOAs TR T K/ SR FHITEENE
FZ4HT, G R K W] SOA 2 Oms BF, W T FE 3K
MARZE F(1,23) =0.18,p >0.05; 5t/ &
MNABE,F(1,23) =1.88,p >0.05; R F 54
FRIEEAEAARDE,F(1,23) =3.92,p >0.05;
SOA K 200ms B, e i F- EROM B2, F(1,23) =
14.50,p <0.05 ,7%° =0. 39, 2 F ]z B if (632. 45ms )
KFHFRMF(620. 82ms) ; FUF K/ F RN B
#,F(1,23) =6.55,p <0.05,7" =0.22, /IMNIF R
NEEF (622, 99ms ) 5T RECF B S BT (630. 29ms) 5
RMNFSHFRIIZEERESE, F(1,23) =
31.64,p <0.001,n" =0.58, YL H B T SNARC %
N 3 SOA Sy 800ms B, [ b T W) =30 2, F (1,
23) =31.88,p <0.001, ° =0.58, 7& T [z Jj A
(620.90ms) K FHFRMF(604. 95ms) ; FgE K/
B ER N BE,F(1,23) =45.38,p <0.001, %" =
0. 66 , /NI I N (604 42ms ) 55T KB I U
B (621, 43ms) ; ) . T 5 F R/ BAE A B
# ,F(1,23) =13.53,p<0.05,n° =0.37, L8 BH

T SNARC %(Jf ., SOA 3} 1200ms i, J2 b F- 1) 3L
MAEZE F(1,23) =0.55,p >0.05; FF R/ &
N B %, F(1,23) =18.17,p <0.001, 5> =0. 44,
IINERFE B I (606. 08ms ) 48 T K B0 11 52 g I
(613. 61ms) ; R T-H5HF R/ N EAERRE, F
(1,23) =9.47,p <0.05, > =0.29, YiHH M T
SNARC 2% B, A< BF 5¢ 45 2R 3k B SOAs & % i
SNARC W74 o
3.2 ERP#£%
3.2.1 NI

£ 100 ~200ms B &7 X N1 B R #6147 2 (A
R:7e,4) x2(H— . -8, WA —
) x2 (A — Bk 815 — 3, B A —3) x4
(SOAs :0ms,200ms ,800ms , 1200ms) I IE H & 2%
TR, SOAs [ EHN B3, F(3,69) =11.06,p
<0.001,n* =0.33, 35 L8 & I, SOA 2 Oms ( -
8.52uV) B P I B #F KT SOA Jy 200ms ( -
6.85uV),p <0.05;S0A 3y Oms (P IE BE KT
SOA 3k 800ms( —6.23uV) ,p <0. 001 ;SOA % 800ms
(I35 I 5825 /N T SOA 3K 1200ms ( - 7.51uV) ,p <
0. 001, H4x SOAs [H] i fi 2= IR AR B B # , ps >
0.05, Y3 B FMNBE,F(1,23) =6.71,
p<0.05,7" =0.23, B —FUEM T HKIE( -
TRUYV) /N THHA—FER T HEIE( -
7.440V) o WX H ERN B, F(1,23) =8.00,p
<0.05,%" =0.26, MBI ( -7.76uV) K TH
Mo BN ( — 6. 80wV ) o HAR F RN 5 EAE Y
ANBIE ,ps >0.05, BB SNARC %M (1 407 & 4 78
FLRGET B, N1 4 RO B I 2 B o
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Oms 200ms
PO3

800ms 1200ms

WE —WE—RE R
- - SR —aE

-8

B2 Nl gapiRmE

3.2.2 P3

7 350 ~550ms Xt P3 PR #EAT 20X : 72, 76)
x2 (W — 2 Y — 2 WA —20) x 2 (iR
—BUE: R — 2, R A —2) x 4(S0As: Oms,
200ms ,800ms ,1200ms ) BT 2 I8 )5 2 0 r & B,
HER KRB SOAs B ER B2 ,F(3,69) =9.50,p <
0.001, n* = 0.29, % J5 [L 4 & B SOA Jy Oms
(8.12uV) Wy ¥ 1@ % F K T SOA Jy 200ms
(6.80wV) ,SOA g 200ms )i i B % /N T SOA Yy
1200ms (9. 04 V) B 1, SOA g 800ms (7. 62V )

200ms

B9 B B F /N T SOA Jg 1200ms (9.04pV) , HiA
SOAs 2 JF] B I W 22 5 B A IR BB, ps > 0.05 5 il
R EMM ARG BE, F(1,23) =3.91,p =
0.06,m° = 0. 15, 7= it 1 3 08 (8. 150V) K T 47 I
(7.66uV) s IRIX 5 SOAs WAL LAR B, F(1,23)
=3.60,p <0.05,7" =0. 14, Z i {ll SOAs g Oms 5
1200ms 18 K T SOAs 2y 200ms 5 800ms, A4+
B G EAE R A B, ps >0.05, {5il] SNARC
RURL B b5 SR R B BOIO G, P3 B B A
3 R,

B3 P3ESRERE

4 itig
AR AT BAWAT S, 525 [\ 4E 545
A2 T AR SOAs DA F T H) ERP A5
BRET - = RIS B Hpd Iy =X, 45 R R SOAs
DA K 3 — 2 R 5 0 SNARC R4 B B g i 75 2
MEZER ., BH5E,S0As BHBAE S0 SNARC &
MR & A . HIK, SNARC UV I 4nfis N2 21T 45
BB, H SNARC RS #Y 4 5 S TR TE 5 40 Jak

WHB
C A B &I SNARC 200 w5 I A F 15
25 [B) b £ ( Gevers et al. ,2010) , AT AFITHE
A SNARC W A BEMAE 5384 a8, 305 -
23 AR GE I A R — I T AL AR A, 25 | i
N5 HE 4% 48 15 % U) 48 ¢ (van Dijek, Gevers,
Lafosse , & Fias,2012) , Georges £ (2015) BWF5EIE

B T BB T4 484 T SNARC 8% B 4w 5 5 =
VIS B2 [ 4uish 3, R ZS AL 4164 N il as
[ A A 07 E RV . XRFRAESIERIERE
B - 25 ARG g% 77 2N ISR JIIEdE o ST LR
AUFIHE B R EE PR B LA B — 2R,
—A~ B FITE — B 3 00 RE B g AR 2] (Im-
bo,Brauwer, Fias, & Gevers,2012) . #WF5TIEHA Gig
TEAT AR 2R R A KL B2 B iEE— Bk
MERN . BT FiEZ EMES1E 4, s [T
S48 T A BRI S 0T A B AR 22 1
TR, REYOATE BRI B B E 3 R LS
P, Mk B P25 SR ANE A 2 I 828 I RliE — 2 323k
B, 38R T H0AFF B X HAE R & T IRIN T, 7
FIBEMESFIES T, AT B BIAER &R T
PLHEFTHINT , A AT F384 T, WiEn A
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X BRI PR S 3 R M (R IR BR A6 ) o R, 4T
FIRFE T RRETF - 2= RG4S 7 U281k
A T AE TR B AR A I TR

W AR R TLICTEAT WA R LK ERP [ N1
o R W B — B RO, R T
SNARC R 8 w5 Jy S LA 25 R Rl £ W
LA 5% SNARC R0 Y H A B2 F 58 & 3, SNARC
RN R T I B PR B ( Gevers et al. ,2006 ; Keus
et al. ,2005) , SNARC 5 R AUA 3¢ T e 91 ) 2 R
TEFEDT B, IR 58 T 0 i 1 2 DA B P A R 5 By
Bo —TRFSE R, BF K/DTE P3 iR B ER
FW]T SNARC 2500 e 8 T~ % 43 28 iy A 43 28
BrBe(Gut et al. ,2012) , [F]E7E IE 5EE G 1K/
FIBTAE S5 T 7E P3 iy AR KRBT B4R
(EREA, BHEG, BB, 515, A 2,2017) . e
SR FBHATER BB NI LT B R 3
— B RO, TTE P Bk BB B P3 R KR
(W RN, X 1 B SNARC %R 1) 4 i 72 R F 7
B ERSE B B, T R34 28 B Bt 5 SNARC 20 HY
ISR, PR ERBMTIIRTE N1 5 P3 jlis) b, e
H B W K (Oms 55 1200ms) H [H] /)N (200ms 5
800ms ) By #a%A, HJF H AT BB 7E T AT 2 7E SOA
Oms WAL B A RTEAR S 5 BB FER, RE
E— B E LA FEXEIEREE B H#ITR
IF, BRI W SR VR F BT T B B MRS R T
SOA JJy 1200ms B, B O & 58 i T 3R AR 2 1
SEFR , 5 R B R BRI MR I PR 3T e B Y H A B
TR, SRR FECE I TR RS ek 4
WA —, & BRI ETEA [F] 59 35 3 H 45 Bk
( Dormal , Dormal , Joassin , & Pesenti,2012;Gut et al. ,
2012) . WS RIAERIAX BT 1 B B T 42/
Xk B RIZ I B BB , (HAE I BT 0 4 2 By
BOIEA RIS T XSk fe 3R = TS A D A4 o
XU T B AE A (] EARIE W BESE AT R A
BB IERTY , 22 ER B RS RIS 5B 2 40 (Niko-
laev, Beck, Theobald, Lachmann, & van Leeuwen,
2020)

CA X FHERE SNARC B B R 3L, 48
R 55 MR B 8] (9 R 384 ] PR 25 R i SNARC
BT . —TIFR P R HRREF EE D
IEnEET, BAZE SOA 2 500ms £IL T SNARC %%
NS E N AR R A5 RSB F -
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The Effect of SOAs Changes on Number — Space Interactions
Coding under Visual Spatial InstructionEvidence from ERP

Zhang Zhiwei Pan Yun
(School of Psychology, Guizhou Normal University , Guiyang 550025 )

Abstract ; Using parity judgement task,digit 1 — 9( except 5)and Chinese character label(left and right) as experimental materials, this
study explored the influence of system changing SOAs on the coding mode of number — space interaction under the instruction of visual
spatial task. The behavioral results showed that the main effect of SNARC was visual spatial coding, and there was no SNARC effect
when SOA was 0 ms; ERP resulis showed that the main effect of physical consistency on the early component N1 was significant. The re-
sults show that task guide affects the encoding mode of SNARC effect,which is essentially influenced by the processing degree of word
information labels, and the encoding of SNARC effect appears early sensory stage;the characteristics of SOAs and target number affect
the generation of SNARC effect. The behavioral results showed that the main effect of SNARC was visual spatial coding,and there was
no SNARC effect when SOA was 0 ms; ERP results showed that the main effect of physical consistency on the early component N1 was
significant. The results show that task guide affects the encoding mode of SNARC effect, which is essentially influenced by the process-
ing degree of word information labels, and the encoding of SNARC effect appears early sensory stage;the characteristics of SOAs and
target number affect the generation of SNARC effect.

Key words ; number — space interaction; SNARC effect ; visual spatial interaction ; coding; SOAs



