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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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B EHAARARREEGWIOG XS FHARALCERR, RAFF DB IR E
G (AR —FHNBRE G —RAIBE PREES) TR LB AR EhE, &
RE:(1)#5H  REA DB IRE BT S St R E R R pat; 5w g, &
GERGHREGEHRE HARLSBRERGERER, (2) s B XF2RH-B, N400,P300,LNC
A L CrE A B, N400 F= LNC L35 4, B4 £ N400 #o INC L9 2 B 2 F BB ES T
#5 N40O #v LNC WAL E G Ao PRFL THER, SIALAN  HET AR EGERL L L
Rrbu B, RIBHHF RIS, BT Rl LHF G B R,

REH IR S L, FhRAdd

5% S:Bj42.5 SCHEFRIRAE A
1 5§

25 HH#E T (analogical reasoning) &R B E
ERZ—, 58— O HIE 5 T 2 R 2] — 1>
FrE S, ATTHERT & B8 A RIS 2, B S b
2 2 FHERE A% 0 BE 1 Z —( Gentner,2016) , K1
RO TS (FRAERSE Y SHES
(HRIEBRE L) ZE M6 RA I (Jani & Le-
vine,2000) . @40, “Zh#¥y:sh¥kd .. A5 B8
e shy” e shE” Z R R (EHE), 5
HREEy b N7 R Z [0 #2682 AH
&) o

KR EREAHE =AY FIRE: (1)
B (retrieval ) , #3012 F R R SEHT AHRUE 5L 5 (2)
B 5F (mapping) , S L HE SR A A0t AR, FRAE IR S HE
Y15 Hbr3S Eb ) 34 7 DC FE X 55, AR AR R 2Kt B
FHIE, X7 B AR 28 L JE L4 5 (3) PEH (evalua-
tion ) , X HEWT I A RUPE HEAT 144 ( Gentner & Smith,
2012) o MRS br R & A 1T Y2 DY I3 B ) XA
(A BuG 7)) HEHFEFERIA: B ZHPIRX
REBEENX KRS C 7, P REENE
FIN, B J5 X 2 SR AT VAL R 2 ( Wendelken et
al. ,2008) .

1 TR B8 3 AR (electroencephalography , EEG) B
BRI 3 Fr 3R, T DU 3 b0 SR A T
HIETE HERR , SR 24 1 B I R X — R B R
B R P ERE . B RTR S AR A
(event — related potentials, ERP) 2225 1525 L #EH
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HREROHRBER D, L RETEL IR METH
DT, EUIRE(A: B) MIZSLLBR ST (C: 7).
Zhao %5 (2011) FiRANE 55 (2012) HEE T FiE K L
e THLH, S RER, BB BEFELT
N400 ,P300 ,LNC (late negative component, ifHH 71 /%,
47) ;S HBIR  BE 5 & T N400 i LNC, A FT A
BTN X [ {5 5 Ao, LNC B fE 525 He 3 2 1 i 5
MERAETEBEE G, BB RRNE A
B, LNC TR {E8K .

5T R BE, 15 46 %o 28 25 7= AR AR K% ( Blan-
chette, Gavigan , & Johnston,2014) , EEIRSEF L
P, B I 2 H 5 W 2 FRATAE AR FAE S A
AT A 5, IR e A B T AR I T A R
AR XTE 45 BB SE AW A, Gable F1 Harmon —
Jones $2H T 15 25 B9 3h HL4E 8 B ( motivational di-
mension model of affect) , A& 4% ANa] 5% i A H1 3241k
T 2B ( Gable & Harmon — Jones,2010) , ZF#
WA T SRR, B4 Jy 1a) RS B , 20 S T4 il
MERERE . SHHLT 1A 48 AT ARk AR 3l B il ik
TR, BHLRBERE AN T 58 U R T I 2%
R EE &= 8% %% /7 (Harmon — Jones & Gable,2017) . &
IIPREFEE SN, RIIVRERE S
RN, BARERI N RS HLIR BE B IE 4 (4n,
) TMMERBEIRR R LN, B R RE S
R, R T A L 5 T e S AL BE (R AR 15 4
(0, #CR) T AR T R X HAT B AR L,
IR AR/ ARSILIREE BT RS 4 (an, 36 6)



516 NSt

2021 4E

BB TR TCRW B ARiBSK F B E (von Hecker
& Meiser,2005) , 34 455 BUAR SR B 45 1 AT BEHE,
INHIFEEZE) (Kaplan et al. ,2012) ; & ShHL3E E H)
R (0, PO R A0 4 A F 0 80T O
B A = A e A HITE B AR /D o

15 48 AL 4E FER B A2 LU HERE h IO F R AR
o HEEAE (2016) R M B RS T AR S8R
FEMIRIAB G XSS LB I R . S5 R R B, M il
(RSIPLE ) SR (R ables &) T B R £
KThiiEe, BXRREEE K T N400, P300
A LNC ; 28 L i B B 5 & N400 Fii LNC, 15 45 7
LNC b1 =308 03, BORIE 4 T 1 LNC g {8 &
Ko EHFFERM, 1545 RS b B S B B HE 8 >
AT, AT EE (2017) 1R 5 T ARSI HLIR BE 1
THREE X L HER A, S5 R R B, B TE 4
YIS PRGN BB R LR BE ) 4 1 #E 3
B BCREI, T AR (RS HLER B ) B T 43 Y ) i
B, REFHEHSIVUER, v REMIR R, R
TEETHRTBEEE BT B, MELUARH (R B
FNEHALIR B JLA4E BE AT T WIFE , I BLXE LA
PRAB B TERE A LT 72 B R AT 5 7  FR AR AR XS B
— RMEE R R, LIS S XA e
RY RIEEF. HETMRBHTREEIERIEL %
M 255 Eb HE 2R B AR AL o

T FRER, A RREER R BRIESE,
I HR I B AR SR A BU A 2 IH R NG 48 % 2K EL
BT R, DU RIS 4 s L4k AL
FOARMTE PR . BT IR RAAR RS E
FIELE XA DI 28 LU ™= A58 i, H LNC 5
K HAERIM TR R %00, HORE K/ 5 2 Y X
JAEAHR . P, AP BR . (1) BRI B
P i Be 2 25 5 & LNC; (2) 1F 28 % S L HEFE 1)
YEFMY R AEE AT B, BB 45 H & s Lk 4
¥rBEf) LNC,
2 FHiE
2.1 #K

HFH 18 BEEANDENRFESMELR(H
R 11 ERRTEE 19 ~22 3) R EFF, U
HEB I EMAIER . LRATHEEMIBRES, %
IR SRS AHRL IR . b T R gl BRI, B
NAESE 58 T 85 T 19 75 22 58 DL e 46 18 B 3% (Beck
Anxiety Inventory, BAL) , /F 2 % #i A £ EHm
(B3 >45 41) , HAR 16 BRI
2.2 FB%

K3 (B4 SahvlEmE—RE K3 PR

R R4 < 2(HEHREL. B R S0) 11
IS E a2 e
2.2.1 ZELbHfEspRL

TR AR L HERC R e S0 (4n, REg: 6]
SR BRK)JRJE (I, R A e B
1) . ARSI 6 AR AT B S HXFH
KEAMWEIMEIIEN R EER S, REHASM
ST 16 ZARVEXNABE (1 =ARE,7 =3kF
) A R R HEZRE (1 =ATHZ,7=57
BERT 4532 AT VRE , R T W 2 R MK
WABRT 5 WX E R TI R, 5 ]
TR SURFHERI H 4 75 1
2.2.2 1BEEHEMEL

SRR 3k 163 5k, Horp 144 5Kk B B bRiE 45
B Z& 58 (TAPS) (Lang et al. ,2005),19 3ki% H K
%, HrdbmE R 55 5k, BB E R 56 3K, h PR E A
5258, R THEEEEE R EEBNERBRANIE
& EASMERXZEM 27 BPRE (11 53,16
2) Xk E R B (B VPN R BLTE G TR AR
1 =3 A, = FEHwrth) (g B (P &
BAERCE 1 ="F#,9 = 287) BIWLIREE T VPEM
BREEEEXKE 1 =W HEEE, 9 =JFFH
B AT . R 45 R, 4k & YR Gl
HEIEZE T & 50 TR IE R, B0 e BE 0 Bl LR
EREESRAE 1,

F1 BEEROHN JREEFDVEBEIEELSR (M £5D)
it B it il PR
A 2.33£0.12 7.33£0.00 7.17 £0.11
dEfiiEgE 2.26+0.14  7.07+£0.30  6.26+0.15
kg 4.85+0.15 3.91+0.16 5.04+0.13

BEMEGT =R, ERHN (F(2,52) =
136.72,p <0.01) MeBREE (F(2,52) =225.26,p <
0.01) fishALsRE(F(2,52) =81.56,p <0.01) =4~
BEL=MELEHNERTEF. R
(Bonferroni ) & 3, W I8 # 1% 25 6] A (K200 L e TR
FERBIHLIRBE X T B R i (p <0.01) ; B Fh
HRIBLEE R TER M A R b 22 7 R B2 = ol
BESR FE TR G 45 B A TESI VLR b B i TR [ 5k
SREETHIREZE B T (p <0.01) o PRRESTRAEN], [
— RN N B BV R i E T B SR,
WETESNEE LR EER, o B MBRIE
PR B W, M rE B A BT T
— B,

2.3 ZERAE

SEEAERRE o B I R R R E N AT, A
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FEJy 100em, KA E - prime2. 0 e, SLH AN
Bl Pim. B2 —-KIELE R, 20N RE R
3000ms; FESG ORI WTR 1 (W A E: BRI,
JKFALA 8, E LA 1.9°) (HI&e 2 (A0 R

77 KA 8 IEE LA 1.9°) (AL (In“F
B IR KA 40, A 1.9°) . ]
ATFEAE 2500ms P #5458 52 W (e FEIA Jy IEHA /Y 158
W), GWK B ahiE =T 8, R M FFERAR 52 X
i, IEFNSEES 43N 2 4 session, £ session 7y 3
/> block , 3£ 6 4> Block , &4~ block &4 50 7}~ trial,
A block EH —F FJE KRB —24 T X
RERRMEE, FIF X R B BN I, 41 block
ZIEHEERE . B session BINF AL 15 4
- BMEAF A - P HEFEHSRMAEE A - B
TEEEH - PIRIES A, A T EBO IR 4R B & b
RS, B> session B DA R 1E & A AE WG
—4,

2500ms
300-500ms

1 BidRLERRER

2.4 H¥ERE

S F NeuroScan SynAmps2 I Jik o &5 % U8 ok
AToRAE R ERR 10 ~20 RGEY R 64 TR
IR, UAEHIRNSH, LKEBHMER
5kQ PAF, il B IE S UE IR 58 DC ~ 100Hz , RAEH
)y 1000Hz , B LTI N W H AR ELR KNS
F EREZIR O/ LA SO, K BOE R T
1000V AF g Dh 705 54 B , 207 U8 9 5% F 30Hz (24dB/
oct) Z AN IR

A, BRI B R R AEERIR 1
BUE, s A AR ET 32 1 R BUET 200ms 2 )5
2500ms , BEE A HTHE 1 H BURT 200ms 5 2 Ly BRI B Bt
TERAELRTR 2 BBGE, i oyETiE 2 28
Rij 200ms 45 5 BLJ5 2500ms, KL% Jy fi 42 2 BUAG
200ms . % SO E A IR AR R B & -2
2.5 B BEHH

ARHEET ATFSE (Qiu et al. ,2008; Zhao et al. ,

2011) Fn P8 2 B SR B B B, B 3 ANEH
Xt ERP i3 B S08 (A 261 758 114347 : 300 ~ 550ms
(N400 ) . 550 ~ 1000ms ( P300) . 1000 ~ 2500ms
(LNC) ; 7EZS Lh RS By B, 268 2 AT E X ERP 1,
SN EL HE 1T 42 31 43 H1 : 300 ~ 400ms (N400 )
500 ~2500ms(LNC) , £ 8 M S . I THEA
[F] ERP J§ /078 Kb 72 A L 3R L2257, 4 8
ANEE AR LRI A R 2 P X% #) X (regions of interest,
ROIs) : /i (F1 .F3 . FC1 .FC3) A7 (F2 .F4 .FC2 .
FC4),

T AEAER A SPSS16. 0 T4 434 , % i g
BT 3 (4 ) x 2 (HEFAH) x2(FER) W=
HAEEEME FZ40H, FH Greenhouse — Geisser
2% p (ERLIE
3 #R
3.1 4744
3.1.1 F#%

TELE FE RN W& (F(2,30) =13.18,p <
0.01,n, =0.47), M5 45 T 1 IE# % (0.96 =
0.00) B2 w F £ /4(0.95 £0.01) (p <0.05)
FMEE S (0.94 £0.00) (p <0.01) , HEFISAIF
EHBIBE(F(1,15) =15.43,p <0.01, 7 =
0.51), FIEXRRMIEFHZ(0.97 £0.01) BEFT
RYKZF(0.94 £0.00) . ZLHAEARZE
3.1.2 R JHt

B4 1Y) 300 W& (F(2,30) =8.27,p <0.01,
n, =0.36) , R 1 RV ET (910. 96 +36.72)
BERTAO1E S (965. 85 £33.60) TR LRI (p
<0.01) FIRLIEIE £ F (938. 58 +37.55) (¥ )2 o Hif
(p<0.05), #EFIRMFERN BE(F(1,15) =
181.25,p<0.01,m, =0.92) , [AIJE 3 & HI W Bt
(780.40 +35.38) B %45 F )X XX % (1097.00 =
38.65) . XREAEFAARE.

3.2 mEREZR
3.2.1 EFIRE B

NAOO HEFERA EHM W B E (F(1,15) =
20.02,p <0.01,7m2 =0.57) , [T X6 Z Iy N40O g {E
HWRITEXRRE R, FRNFBNAWE, ZLEME
H¥ArEE. B2 2ERNEBHE, R XEHFTAR
1% 25 2R DO 3L

P300 {HEHRA RN BE(F(1,15) =9. 14,
p=0.01,n; =0.38) , [{F 3 R P300 W1 H K S
KAWL, LEREERMABE . LEEMAHR
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W =0.01,7, =0.41) , 722K BRIY LNC fE{H HA5 2 BRE

LNC 5 T B X 1000 ~ 2500ms Py )
LNC B4 345 4 #E, 43 4 1000 ~ 1500ms., 1500 ~
2000ms 2000 ~2500ms =N 8, #E— 8 %F =4~
A LNC [FEE ST IE 4 x HEHR A x IR E
EME T Z5H

1000 ~ 1500ms B &1 Y, 16 45 HEFR B £ 30
NABE . PRI ER B E(F(1,15) =10.39,p

Ko LHAEAHARE

1500 ~2000ms B % 9, 164 LRI 550
RNARBE, FERE EH BE(F(1,15) =4.27,p
=0.05,7, =0.22) , 723k ) LNC E{E Lb A7 2 3RFE

Ko XHAEHWAEE,
2000 ~2500ms BB 1N, 548 TR A L ERI0
EHNIABFE , LHAEHAEE,

E2 BRI RXXRBERA ERP KHE

3.2.2 RHUBRISENB
N400 4% FHON B3 (F(2,30) =3.92,p <
0.05,m, =0.21) , ZMESES T # NAOO W HL v 7k
TR TEEE T I K. HEBIEEY SRR TR A

BFE. ZEAFMNHIAEE . K2 HREBRITHE,
AFESE T (1 NAOO T LNC ~P-IIE{E ArvE22 7 22
SIHTERR . [ 3 SRR EEBRA B B, R AR T AN
TH4E 2 AF IBTE BT 28

]2 KILBSM B EIEER NOOLNC FHRME( WV ) FREE (W) FEHNER

MEAGES] S EE BEIES P p T
M £SD M £ SD M +SD r
N400 -0.94+1.11 -0.21+0.93 -1.87+0.83 3.92 0.04 0.21
500 ~1000ms 1.10£1. 64 1.31£1.49 -0.59 £1.50 6.44 0.02 0.30
LNC 1000 ~1500ms  0.78 +1. 58 1.91 +1. 64 -1.22+1.76 13. 54 <0.01 0. 47
1500 ~2000ms 1.87 £2. 18 2.42 £2.29 -1.34 2,11 9.42 <0.01 0.39
2000 ~2500ms  2.89 £2.76 3.08 £2.85 -1.41 £2.95 8.61 <0.01 0.37

INC T E4HE %} 500 ~2500ms (¥ LNC
B4 2R 4T 4 T, 43 500 ~ 1000, 1000 ~ 1500ms .
1500 ~2000ms 2000 ~ 2500ms PUABF 8 , 33— 2 %t
PO A LNC PR (EHEAT 1B 48 x HERIZE RS x 2
R ERWE 257

500 ~ 1000ms B & P9, 15 46 ERORN B3 (F (2,
30) =6.44,p <0.05, 5, =0.30), BALIELE T 1Y

LNC IE{E L P AEFIAR G R 2 T R BE A, HEBEREL
FERE EHMARE . KEAFHIAEE
1000 ~ 1500ms B 67 4, 15 28 £ R0 8 & (F
(2,30) =13.54 ,p <0. Ol,ni =0.47), BAHIEZE
A LNC R fE L A P RAE O 15 45 T B BE 4, HEBE2E
BERRE RN B . LEAFIARE
1500 ~ 2000ms B 67 A, 15 28 LR 8 & (F
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(2,30) =9.42,p <0.01,7, =0.39) , BELFL T

) LNC E{E e Hp AR AR 4 N, R

R GEIR ERN A B . KEEHYAEE.
2000 ~ 2500ms B & P9, 15 45 B30 B % (F

(2,30) =8.61,p <0.01,7, =0.37) , BEELE T
%) LNC LLHERHERIE 28 NI i, KA
BRI ERMARE . KHAEMNEIAEE.

3 FELIERRATEE : R XX RFRH ERP HHE

4 itig

ARG £ T A ] ]38k s HLGE B I AR TS 4
T, KRB [RTE fiR SCHEHEAR 55 i T #2170
SRR, (1) EFRAFE EFRN B E, B >h
P > ZVE HEESR R YO B2, FJE > X
(2) BT 15 48 ERO B3, AR5 > B > i,
BRI ERN BB E, R X > [, ZEERE
B, RS RS A M LR R R RE
RIS G SV AT S5 . (RBhHLIR B M AR 1 4
SRR M IER A, SR [N A, 1 75 B ATLSR BE 1
TEAR 1 45 2 Trl sl P AR 2 b 3 21 A9 T g 3R A i T3
B XS5EEMAE(2016) 2558 2, R B S
SRERE A SR EHER RN . A REEE M IE
GBS T 5 UEME S TC R B U, O T R 58
BUYEIESS , MATE B E X Sl s s,
T A o 2ok 72 25 TH A A RITHER ( Blanchette & El -
Deredy,2014) .,
4.1 BHXERHE

5 Qiu £ (2008) . Zhao & (2011) ., ¥ 1y &&
(2012) 25 3 — %, I X BB B i & B T N400,
P300.,LNC, #EHKMAE N400 LA N B 3#, &
MERWRETE X R WIEETE K. 18 YRR
K, N400 P IS (B B8 K ( Kutas & Federmeier, 2011)
BATRE X ER 1 AR X 1705 R, R R
RGP LLRTE R R, IR BAR, RU R

NRREHEFHEEE R, FE L HELZ RN
g/

s, EHHERE SR H T P300, R XX HR
TR /N, X B AR P600 B BT BETE
B R, P600 5if UG MR X, 353
FERRK , IR (ZFEE 46,2019) . HRTHISE 5T
2 1 WA S 2 R T B, AN AT (R, 3F
HR SRR MERE TR, P dh SO s/, H I HEBR T
P600 AT BEME. P300 ¥ 5 TAEICIZ B B HT 9
PRI ¢, H H.32 A2 55 3¢ W BT AT AZ R
RIZER B2 ( Donchin & Coles, 1988) , 7E B TR H
BB, MATEZXTRET IR 1 PR B BB G R
I3, R LR RESRE LRI X R K, & fE#
AN TR R IR R, B2 3% & /N P300
( Polich,2007) ,

BT S EL T LNC, 31X BT RE F0 5 &5 M- 72
B HEEEERAE R, WM 3 LEILIZ
hEE BT R RE G UK TR B i#TT
P4 ( Aron ,2007 ; Krawezyk et al. ,2008) ., 2EBRAE
RN 8., 22 Fi AR X B LNC g A8 B A AR IXCBE K,
HiE —I0 fMRI JT43#7 ( Hobeika et al. ,2016) &3,
AR FEHE AT 55 39— BOBOE T OB TR
X, FIER L HEIR 45 30 B0E T 22 MR A MU BGAR:
BRI AR B2 6] 20 BB, (H RN B R 25 2R
B30, W FE S S W R E R E AR
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X HE5,
4.2 Kb HHBE

5 Qiu % (2008) .Zhao Z£(2011) 455 —%, k&
LB BT BEi5 & T N400 LNC,, RV Ak 45 0
T B N40O IE{ESE 11 . S5iFitits (2016) 2553,
IR BB S T 1 N400 IE{E o & K TR PR
FETE4E . ZE LR B B, BT EAE AT 1 28U
H5e R AETEE 2 Z T8 A . BT 55
A HIXERE S N40O [ g {EL A% 1IE 48 5 ( Hagoort , Baggio,
& Willems ,2009) , =alWLIREETERIES F, MK
FEVE P26 R T 1 R B VO BN, 7 A T
MR, B LAZMEIE 4~ N400 I(E R K.

N400 Z J5, %Kk T LNC, X o] gg-5 T {Eic iz
XS EL i P 25 6 1 # R 5 WE 45 5 (Mecklinger &
Pleifer,1996 ) . T fEiC4Z H 15 B 7 55 1% 7 7 & AR
J¢, LNC {8 #8 & ( Berti et al. ,2000) , ZLEIBZE T
) LNC i {5 K, Ui BA =5 sh Lo B i TH AR 1B 45 ok
T AR, AR TAMEAE TS IZ P RE
R, ZHEIVREIEE TR ~4 T AL
EM . AERTE4E T ) LNC 5 PEE45 5 LNC 257
AW, X5 Liu %(2014) (R —3, AT RN
FBOHZMEE R MR EEEE 4D, WA
HE R NMEEEER ST AT ERARE . &
SHHLGE B B TE 25 IR ST B8 B BPAT 850F , ™7 RASE Bp
BEAARBRAL, TR SHLE B 15 25 BB IR T,
HA T 28R 2 )5 7F fig % B A1 ( Kahneman et al. ,
1997) . XVREEEIELE PSS T B LNC 15
BEARZIAHEZEZFWERNZ — TR KHA
3000 ZFP AR 2B 45 B R, Rk BB FE T
FHEEA ) 2 BB ] R R R X — R

FER GBIV RN —F R EE#)
DU AR G RN, e T IE
R T T T s Sl LA B PR MR 28 A8 L DU L
FRAR T HEBE P IEA 2, 38 K T 2 L S B BE 1Y) N400
A INC ig{d. SHEME2016) R -5, LiLlF
LU A BN S LR e A R B R AR 2R
EL B 5 B B, R ZhHLSR FE 1B 48 F 1% LNC g E &K,
MSVLEREEE S h B T M LNC T B2
o RURSIVEEBE XIS LM AEMER,
XRHEE PR AL,

5 #5ig

{shles B RS 25 38 s T R IER R,
MR SIALER B MR BB A R AR T 283 M IE A % 7
WG 4 SRR T S TR BT . TS UAESS Eb e
BB 3 = AR S e, BRI KT N400 F1 LNC
IR, RMEBEZEM N, EGEEYT RINA., 4

1 4 BIALAE BERE RIAE T RN AT o A B
TSRS -
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The Effect of Low and High Avoidance — Motivated Negative Emotions on
Analogical Reasoning ; Evidence from an ERP Study

Du Xuesong'”, Wang Aiping”,Sun Pei'
(1. School of Social Sciences, Tsinghua University , Beijing 100084 ;
2. Faculty of Psychology, Beijing Normal University , Beijing 100875 )

Abstract ; The present study used the event — related potentials( ERPs) to examine the time course of analogical reasoning influenced by
negative emotions that varied in avoidance motivational intensity( sadness,fear,neutral emotion) in 18 healthy adults. The verbal four -
term analogical reasoning task was used to measure analogy performance following emotional pictures. Compared with neutral emotions,
sadness improved the accuracy of reasoning,while fear reduced the accuracy. People responded more slowly following sad and fear pic-
tures compared to neutral emotion. ERP results showed that the schema induction stage evoked N400,P300 and late negative component
(LNC). The effects of emotions on ERPs in schema induction stage were not significant. In mapping stage ,N400 and LNC were evoked.
The effects of emotions on N400O and LNC were significant. LNC amplitude evoked by fear was more negative compared to LNC followed
sad and neutral pictures,indicating that high avoidance — motivated negative affect impaired searching the right answer in working mem-
ory. The current result indicated that the effect of emotions on analogical reasoning occurred in the mapping stage. In sum, fear could
narrow cognition ,while sadness could broaden cognition. Results support motivational dimension model of affect.

Key words ; motivational intensity ; emotion ; analogical reasoning;event — related potentials



