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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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5. I e BB AR LA, M 225003)

B EARRELEEE R EREOAR L ZHGFREEAT 85 RE, AE R BB
AT S A Ao AT B8 RE Y A 3X — 3L AR PP A 07 R ARG NS dE il o R 395 FI W AR -5 A0 a7 )
HE4 0 R XBAAAZ & (K AVE B vs. MRE &) 2 KA 3 R RBAF AR, ZET HRAAT
N R x T AI R AR AR St R B R, ERAI: (1) &5 R RBRA
R RAIA LR R, (2) BRAZEE AR LA AL LT RAANKRY &L R BEKFZ A,
R BRI R e A F IR D I RE K AR E 5 B AR & 0 R B H A
Sy % Z A AR R GIAE A, AT = ok R R G B SRR, & MEH REA F0, 1
N R B 2 5 R R Y ZI BB THAE,

KGR - 4 50 0 B 00 R IR 3 B R s B M s BB e 3 )

E 4y 225 :B848 XERERIRAG A
1 5|5

A& EED, YANEBE BB LEMRESF, 5
W B —fr e AN FRLEZWE ST I, B4 I SE PR Ep
FKEWH B FI, L EN X PRI 2R IR A
R, XL MENZRZHEFEL (W,
PR A RS AMESE B (I, BERR R 3
YESE) Z IR M RIS W o T 51 & o Xt s, Macrae 0
Quadflieg(2010) Ay, fth A\ BN 2= T8 B 2550115 B,
FIEL TS P 8t #2 ( spreading activation process) , F.
SR, HE BN TR R B, R ERIE S
PO RO , T 9| & M 2288 6 & I RE i

ARG R B 5 Z A 8 2R RRE T T
b REVES T 5EEN -BHZRLER. FE
PRI, ZEHIME B BT HO8N 7] 15 A
R Ja Bl — 28 ME 8 23 BE MY SRR N 1 22 A B 52
7% HE 2R ( Pruessner, Bamow, Holt, Joormann, &
Schulze ,2020) .,

ERESA R TR EIME B A S Sh 2R IS
IR —EEE . AW, TEB L mrh , AT 25 3|
MRENER S TERBERBZRIM IR, il
“HBE R R—FHAAETIMERG R EMR
TE 4 [0 A A [ B 0T 1R 15 5L N L f 72 ( Gratton,
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Cooper , Fabiani, Carter, & Karayanidis, 2018 ) , #T 4
S, WEFEE GG o (A AR ) R 3R TR &
32 B P8 ( dynamic interactive theory of person
construal , DITPC ; Freeman & Ambady,2011) , %3
WIAR, NSRRGSR ELI IS RS
— R A [R] 58 BE 1) 05 e 5 M 5 22 A L 1 R £
3 (perceptual load) , FERI 5| & 2851 L, BHEE £
—EXAT BG5S ZHM WZRP S ; 5 IR
I, R ETEER A AAT R I 21 R Sl R 2R
BN AER R T, B T 28045 B M2 T
FREBMARNS . X—REE RN L anxs
AL A FERL R BN T) 2850 T, 208z Ep
SRS VA B AR T (B w I  shal b B H
W ALFERFENTHNER) ZEAMY L E/ERT
LISEI ( Freeman & Ambady,2014)

R4 DITPC Bty , MATEIRBU A S B B 17
— A R Z MR S5 T 5 (node ) 7, TR V7
ZWEE M S W 2R HNME B R EAE B AT R i
( Vossel , Weidner, & Fink ,2011) , BRI E, 414
BRI ARGE , 2 EEIG WA B AL R
PERR T A B R AT A E MR SR EA
[ Je ot S (e — WTE) IS S A, 5 KR
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B, BRI A 5 ARG EAANRINGEE (mH %
vs. NRLAHF ) I 5 HAM A KRG R
(5 vs. % 55 ) (Freeman & Ambady, 2011,
2014)

DITPC B 5 R G MmiE A HIE 2 4b.
& RIG 4R 1S A A (encoding flexibility model ; Botvin-
ick, Cohen, & Carter, 2004 ; Jer6nimo, Garcia — Mar-
ques, Ferreira, & Macrae,2015) , [ X} {5 & Z [8] 1 #p
5%, R 253 BRI LA R 31 R A 1 5 B
TR, BTl BRI U A R a6, de -k
MR HIE 5 BE S A 1] LA B S5 Aol B 35 B 1R B2 M5 8,
TET B SRS A8 D Hb AN T R X g K B
Z, LM B BT R 2 R IR B 0L T 355
BRBRENER, AR st NP H RS
1] %8 ( Robinson , Schmeichel , & Inzlicht,2010) , 7E3X
— bR, ANAGE AT A FE DA 0B YR SR S B BE BT IR
R, B rhREEABNAL, FH AR HIR
HEER S 4 w5 A5 B LR HE R0 S 4
TR AL A 2818 (van Gaal & Lamme,2012) . Xtk
RIS %19 171238 ( perceptual load theory ) AT H
FIWLRFETE M B . B e S B IS W] A, 2 R 1
BB, AR R FE R ERER
TARIBRE, , T4 2 5 78 43 SRS 48 590 15 T >4 40
e B I, G EA R IR AR £, thR(E B
755 4 78 W B U LT T U R SRR RO G 1 A
(Adam & Vogel ,2016)

LIRS WL Z B AR TR0, SR L&
TET, MR BB AR ) 5 R 58 B 3R ) O , RITA S0
P& 5B AR 105 1 BK i AR 2R 7 A
ABIRMIT? B, RIG RGN FEEH
H = FAER, 5 7 2 e ] Z 80 T 53— i AL
o AR, WVAT IR IE A FI 45 I U0 L S AP TR AR R
Mg U 3 38 ( conflict monitoring theory ; Schmidt,
2017) , By 413 [ ( anterior cingulate cortex, ACC) 7F
B RE RS, @ SMUFT A KR ( dorso-
lateral prefrontal cortex, d1PFC ) 34 fiih F0 %R , 47
B I A5 R 3 LSS A5 v O I3
B« whge3@ R ” ( LFR Gratton R ; conflict adaptation
effect,CAE) , FTI“ Wo&aE N " , Bda— 2RIk
JG BT A B i GE8ONE L —A~ R SR (1 53U
W 7N ( Achterberg, van Duijvenvoorde, Bakermans —
Kranenburg , & Crone,2016) . 5 i 238 [ A8 % 4%
SRR, ERRT RN LRSS Z—,
RI—FP 3= 3 R i | b 7 3 3R 47 19 BE 7 (Licen,
Hartmann , Repovs, & Slapnicar, 2016 ) ; i 13 & 4
il , A — 5 T A LS TR EE SE R B 2R BN &, 5

— 5 T A HERR S A TE A5 Bl A BB g i LT
Yoo FIIL, " PPSGENL" 5« phoANH] " 3 B A S0 A
[l AR IB M pP o Z 5, W) R RS AT AL 3
I . 11 22 50 BE 47t 1 R0 24 03 9T I8 O 1) R0 i o
R, RE—ERRE FIE T R 1 g A5 8 BT $2 1
“ NG U AR BB R I .

TR, EAMIS SR AREH T WE N
P4 338 (dual cognitive control theory; Chaillou et
al. ,2018) B> He. XHIE ETK, A PRI AFFE
AP LA 458 ) SR Mg —— = 2y e 4 o AR SO PR 4R 1 o
MAT A L5, F 3 HE4EH] (proactive control )
BRSO IE R AE B O R AE , T 5N M
1l (reactive control) HFEAMEE 5 B FrZk R AH
REE B E B X H A TIE 2 898 IE i L ( Chaillou et
al. ,2018) s AN T X BF, RahtEish 2 —Fh L
RN (cue — driven) #5428 LM T FE NI

RN 5 AH X Hb, B2 R M A R — R IR Bl PR

(probe — driven) 4, 52 T 1 15 B A M ®
( Chaillou et al. ,2018) , W4h, RN IR AT EZ ST
ZHAFIRIRERE X R 515 B B0 3S , B 27
A R Z B FASE TR, (E L 3] 0 G 3 g M4 il o
( Chaillou, Giersch, Hoonakker, Capa, & Bonnefond,
2017) o iXELPLG T N A= BAL ] L im DA e R - Kk
BB M Kz )2 (prefrontal cortex, PFC) 7E 1A HIf& ] i
E+ 4 B 2 B AE H (Servant, Cassey, Woodman, &
Logan,2017) . F P44 il 0 S g 1 42 ol 2 s
PFC 23 IR DX, 2 T 3 T S0 Y I ) AR5 B
AR ZAAAE S HE £ B BB SR B Bl 4R
PFC A FHrEeVEm BOERAS , AT B RALFI4E+E
RERFE ;TG ATE R DU ] 8 52 0 PR BB oz e
=i, PFC g B EOE , AR RIFEHBIE R R
BRI (Wu et al. ,2020) ,

g5 b I ER R E AR EEE
BEWMEEER AR LEINER T MEE R PR
IR, AT SR T ) TA R0 425 11 S MoK 55 L o £ 3™
ASTEHON . I, AR P R (1) B sE 3k
At N BN TE UM s 1 g . (2) DA ]
RUE A B A VR TE R R VE . Bk
=, B MEFRA R LN GBS EE B AR
o BN AR B, Z B RV ARSI VER , fil
NENZRIE 8.5 H B o 538 A ) 5 AL, S MR ZE RS
R SRAF B IR AT H 5 51 B ARET , B N BN R TE
5 5% F B VR, T4 th a3l R 1]
2 FHik
2.1 #oX

R ) SR E R R 120 BT AR E
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(58 B 62 B ) IR 21.03 2 (SD =
2.06) MRS IEM ST IE R, Z AT ARS Mt 284032
B, BOdsE ST J5 AT AR
2.2 gkt

R 2R R vs ) x2(H30E (ME
f58) SHERBME(EAER) MIE: w5 vs. H1%)
RGBT, Hrp M fm B A eilm L g, FHL
B A e BUR] SCHI B 45 1Y I R I R E B
o BREI, M ANRIE A, MES ISR 3
WX R IR BRI E B Z MR BN, X A AL S8
SHPER B PE” B EN G N TAC X B e i fil A EP R IE
ROEIGE, T, £ W1H,2019 ;Macrae & Quadflieg,
2010) , ERETX—ME, MBI Z K+ X
2 5MERE S AWE RGBS EAME R, AT
BIBAR A B REARE R M IE 5
2.3 FEhRAH

DA SCA BRI, ARSI B B 7 R
30 REX PR VC L i A8 - B 7 P
& - AR R 2B A . MEZIREISR
W B CARDGEE R (CRDUEE &)
PR ,2008 ) H i 8 ) i 136 X5 0) 41 3% 1 1
Po 7338 40 B AP R GE A AR ML AR AR, XX
136 A2 FEA T i 15 B 7 i PESE (1 AR AL
R, e E B ;2 B LR BEL;
WIS HE, 3 RERM BB FA;4 AR P
67, Bl —FRAEXS T35 L 3977 55 AR ) 2o PEAL 5
6 fRF" AL ;7 R AL ) , A
Gk ] R EUR MR AR 1) 68 A~rh a4, Hoep,
St 4% 34 M (ERLHRRA 60 4, HR 8
MHTFEHH) . X7 AERFTERER, HREK
H,EUES LA ZHFEEREER(F(2,38) =
452.08,p < 0.001, 7’ = 0.72; My =2.59, M, =
6.32) , B 5K V-EREBE (ps <0.001) . fthoh,
X P2 AL BT B R 71T o A, BRI S
BTN BT I 18 B 28 b SO AT i S R
e (1 = THESMRS,S = SRR REIRET) 5 #
BT . GR B, WIS b SO TV 5 s 47 7 B
B EZR(1(39) =1.64,p >0. 05;M, =3.65,
M, =3.52), F Adobe Photoshop CSI 3K {4045 i 15
HHSEE A R DL 24 5 RAK S-S ] L BMP 4% X &
Fo
2.4 ZBRER

R FRIE AT S5 (430 - I R
“HIA - PR AR B BHAX KAIE B A E
1E 8 B EF 2 I T ( Gailliot, Schmeichel, & Maner,
2007) ,BpFE XA T R B8 & X

a2 R oS s AR A TN 3, 3 L B R AT 5
( Eriksen flanker task ) {75 3 ( Lavie, Hirst, de Fock-
ert, & Viding,2004 ) K¢ S5 A1 55 40 W5 AR B B R A
I FEARABE R BKET, 3C4 (BRI A£G
IS 23— BRI A 4 (55 304 1 5 R E A
25,0 Rose — Z= P — Mary” ) 5 78 5 0 5 7 2K -
TP XA EEFNS 2RI A S (i —
MRS 5 308 BN P 5, 10 Jack — ¢
M —Mary”) ., IEXL4H 4 /> block 4 A, 2 IR
R P T Fikt. A block 7 30 4~
trial ( H1 3025 5 HEBIAHZS R 0P 5 59 trail DMEAHFD) o
block Z[HIfRE 2 738, LIdsREN:“HILTEHR
whRaSHA—ITAEN + SERA FHREF
FEZS . BESREI— s, BEREAD
AT , X248 - BEA TR B AT« SR AN
Bk, E ) iR Bk B F R,
R HAERR I T RN . T TH , RS A A SR
BB gh2d e HE B B AR, 1L g TR 4 B
B RGR, xBrB R R 20 kb (B Lok
BE2A) B NEAWELERS K. R0
RN R T 85% , WE R PR EH 4, 52
WERENMET 85% A ek A IER LR, trial B
WE 1 fim. \5E, mhRERGE" + 75 (F
LA ) 400 ~ 600ms , 58 £ I 257 100ms, 5 J5 §EL )
(X)) 5400 (ENEE) Rt 230
500ms ; § M R N 2 5 1000ms i# A F —A> trial,
UL 2 2000ms J5 B AR A BB, WI3E R
NiEER, BT —A wial, FTARIELL 19 ZF
WRESER, PR R 1024 x 768, #HiR 5 B2
FEBIH T0cm , LR 5 BRI B Je My 4. 5° x 4. 5°;
54 ORIB I Je Ay 6.5° x 4.5°, kS gkiliE
SEIATIRIRE I SN, 45 B8 — 4307 RO 3 B O b
MEN.
HAYE

3L £1400-600ms (BEHL)
- Z* ¢ [RIfF100ms

St B A 2 50 J 4:500ms
(. &I, . &P

Bl —4 uia HESRRE
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2.5 &%
2.5.1 fib NERZRIE A 052 7 BT

KRR H] SPSS18. 0 HATHIHALH, A%
SEM N EN G U B BT R 5 80, | ST AT A
RS ERKER R E R R SRER, HH5
JERIES T SCAARE I, YRS 304 B B e
IRANGE S NS 5 HE T 3R 0 0. 874, v R 0E T B
FEIMERRZR 0. 653, FiF 27 B# (1(113) =3.61,p
<0.05,d=0.26) , Al 7e B I th B T
R RIEL T R AE, X I A B ST iR
FETEHIBE GV BRAIORE , RIS [7] 7K 1 B SR 5 67 28R 382 i £l
UNCIE 975
2.5.2 RSB T A EP RIS A S
R

AR 15§ BB 5 B B3R 4 B J7 12 ( Forster &
Lavie, 2008 ) , HIFR#- LA T RIS K T 25 B
T 0. 2s [%E , HOR FIVERR IR 5 60% LI _E 1HA
Bl , IR S BRI EL (M +3SD LASH %R )
SCHIBR T 3% H%R . XF3 RN BEAT 2 (1385
B x2(PIA SEHEEE) MEE MR %
ST(RE 2 R 1) . SRER, P SHR R
M ERNEE,F(1,114) =7.47,p <0.001, 79" =
0. 12; MM LML A B, F(1,114) =0.53,p
>0. SR EERRE,F(1,114) =11.04,p <
0.001,n" =0.88, fAJ RN AHHT IR, FEMR ALK
T, g%t rr3CA S P& Pk b R A A B T
B BRI T35 ) B I 22 [6] ( 542msvs. 559ms ) B
Z5,F(1,114) =0.37,p =0.095; (B, &£ 15 11 2,
KT PR o 34 5 1 5 1 e S AL B TS f B
SN+ 2 7 P B 8 T3 A LB T B Epg

T34 % 3 Bif (517 msvs. 585ms) ,F(1,114) =9. 36,
p<0.001,n> =0.83, XFMH, A EIZIE R AN
R T R A TR BACE T, S5 B ik
5 3e g thR A 72w, g BB 6% TR FH TE 2 A Al
FAE B RORAR R B 7, B v (5 B AT A X
YH B ER G I T SR S N B 5 ERE , A TR R KT
T, FAXT i S BRI T AN 32 5 H n 22 ) P 5
JEPETHE, AT 7= AE v 52 38 L i 1] 71 48 %8 I R B
RO, MR TovR 4R i B T 4 v g B R AT R T
B, BT BN BN 5 32 3] e o PR ) PR VE A 5 A4
B, B8 BB R R R X th 22 (5 B A D SRR AT,
FRTE B At BN 5 32 31 S sh Ml FE o

X349 2 o YA SR AT R (K 7 22 b (DL JR
3. 1), RER, P4 SRR A RN
B% F(1,114) =12.34,p <0.001,7* =0. 10; 514
AR ERNARE,F(1,114) =1.97,p>0. 1; 7 H
REAERRE,F(1,114) =20.78,p <0.001, 7" =
0.15, IR MBS, 7E = AERAFE T, a3
P a5 3045 v R B AR ZR BT B EP R in w2
ZME(0. 707vs. 0. 691) B ZF,F(1,114) =0.35,
p>0.5 B2  AERABKT T, iR x X HIEER
WRAE T KPP THERERERTFHEEUET
BIER S TR 2R (0. 612vs. 0.682) ,F(1,114) =
2.84,p=0.047,7° =0. 17, XPH], HEANELS
MEME BRI PR, B 53R m i i 8sm
B, ERGIE B2 B SO b P il AR R & 7= AR th R 1
Lt 1, T L ER R MR 3 SAH A LB T B B4
HERRARZZTEIL AR, H00A 1 50 R BB KT,
BN TE B2 2 F= sh M il PR R 5 77 A o o 0 i
], AT S B BN SN THE R TR

£l FIEEEMEEERETAMERGTHFER R (ms) FARR(%)

EP G 0L B T35 S o A (ms ) RGN LAY V3% RO HERR R (% )
pUMIEEEAN R HE % TR
R i 2k i fi ik A SR A i
M 517.429 541722 585.493  559.362 0.707 0.612 0. 691 0. 682
SE 17.251 16.897 17.696 16. 549 0.024 0.026 0.027 0.023
3 it FETHGE vh IR A, BT RIE B A A 1 12

EXT 4 BRI BSL th e, N2E A TEAIE L
Ak AT IE A o A TR I TTER T A BE NI PR AL
KA. KEPIFRER, MEEHFTBARZ LT
B, K2 M 48 24 B A A B R (B HEEe
R B IE R EER S ) 55 F i A I i R A5 B ik
FTHXT ARG, OB B FE & B AR E IR ( Duprez et
al. ,2016; Zestcott, Blair, & Stone,2016) ., TEiX —EP
SIS R, AZKisFT B B AR RIPLH , 2L
BRI RAE BT

“ TR 5T T QAT ST A R ) S N 35 5 0 S R
7 BRI, X PR RAE R S MEER
MIER RN T/ 248 28 35 2 1\ UK IR (Plessow,
Schade, Kirschbaum , & Fischer,2017) ., BARXTN S, 4
R R EBARAT, 5 7 AR AR R SRARA T Bl
P, 3 H AR L B 5 400 4 4 1 5 A, >4 R R
BAL R, XTSRS B BB NG i T 5 7 A i AR
S VR B Y BRSPS T, 5 L0 IR I B 538
et 7T UL, B P4 TR B D B A R TR, FEA
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590

570

fRR &3

3R B I (ms)

530 4

510 4

16 &
MR FBRAT

2 BERMESHAHKF A DRI TEE R
701
681
5B 53

66+

64

SR REHERER (%)

821

60

& &
SR FERAT
B3 (ERAESEASAEMADKNTARENTN
F, X—FRARIEE T AR S APRIE
BB\ S SR M AR FE SC AR, DT S AEE A A
PR IE B A% 0 W BRI T SEUE MK 3 (Plessow et
al. ,2017) , ZHIS LK, MEEBRA R G LR
H, SAKIEE S T E (5 B 2RR RS MERE.
MBS M QBRI (WHELE Sl Toms
THISE) AU S5 ¥ sl e il 5 R L PR, 4
B B i A B 52 3£ 47 9/ 4% ( Dvir, Kelly, & Williams,
2019) . FAREREABRET, AFBIERK IR
FEAE A AR % 5 Sl 48 1 3 555 T 5 I P 4 i 3 ot ,
T SE R AL B4 BN TRl =2 et A Bin T
(Dvir et al. ,2019) , BEAh, 1 86 & 80 5 %0 5 7 03
& (perceptual load theory) B2 Hi i) “ B Wt 45 i) A
T E T ZINARIR 4R 015 35 15 B BTS , R R
STEEREMARAR X —MEA—B, TEHL

1, A 5 RS IR A [ 28 v 5 B 32 3
B SRR R, T 2 T DA N 4 ] SRR A [R] 2
BRI AGEAE B (5 vs. M) FAAE 0 B B L 4F
o

WFFTIE I, DA% 1) SR G 43 B Bt A B2
B RGEREEN . MAE S MR RER, RIE
HZE PRI T ) SR 2 B AT A, R & BB
FTIRCER LU, LATE BN A A 5B I BN GR fn AL
il ( Dvir et al. ,2019; X1 i, § BLIG, £, F 5,
2013) , fAln, MK A0E B 5 MEGE B AEE M 5
28 H v R BB m i, R A2 B MR i VR I L B
T 15 1 R 538 BEAR 17 5 24 050 B R AR, BN
TE B B 32 B0 E S AR I (4R P, 25 70 10 20w o
Tl e o X4 & BLTE — B R b o RS g e Al 2
BETAEIE, R K, X0 (R BB 2 5 28
BRIPRMNEE B, MG E 2R ER
N MRE R, FARES R Z B H, iR
ot 0] SR ST R Z M B G B 40 T B 5 R BIME B
SAMRAE BAHZE R, S P ) ) 2 R i A A G
T, XA AR5 B AT ICAZ , AT & A= ZI MR ER G2
IR ZE R o

ZHUEH R, R 18 R 1% g i B 4
B EH THARNMAEEMEEHER (I e -
B7) FRHR AR, A e T 182 G iasE s g
FAECA“ ALY - B ) ;T S MAF B AEHE B
FETE PR (AN 423 - 557 ) I, AHFL 38 F ) SR RS T
&, AATTRT 68 2 {5 7] 87 SR S i R 1 T PR 191 R AT (4
TELZE 2o T L B BRI A9 3B kT AL ), 3 B A A A
TEAE A SRR A MEREE R FEENE
£, RO A IR £ B 8 4 v Ty (M fina a) BR
{58 (Lamy, Carmel , & Peremen,2017) ., #li0, AAf]
23X AN RN 8 AN AT BB A 2 B RO 2 AR B 5
(HEIEAATH B 48 BERENET)

St REe, B R, DGR S5RGBT
TERE PP, HY M BB = I, BN IE S A 3
FRhMERES, A E G RS . X—Z5 R
TE T o W 45 B0 R 30 4 W s, B 3 SC P 28 3800
2B R RABZE BT i L 22 20T & AR B B A
1k ( Buodo, Sarlo, Mento, Benvenuti, & Palomba,
2017) o HARRIA - 1= H 06 51 2R 1 S P RPN
AR B 51 B8 BN N e IX R, 5
BAM TR RE Z, WIs| R TE 1R
PEFE ], T BOE SO 58RO 18055 5 #  , fIK FL 2R
SR RS AP, 51 R RN PR R A b
HETHTE SO SN 5E

IR IR SE WA A SRS 1 43 B B
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R IR SAMEE S CEERIE) 52505 8 (408
L%f() [ 2B 25 [ TP AR R (H 3 R Rk,
J5#E B4 KF)” (Pruessner et al. ,2020) , 5L
b, OSEPESEGIFE TR FA B IR D X AMAAE B B R
BN LR PR T SR RIFE S A R £, X
FKHMEEREEMTESRE ., REMK, AR
TE BRI IA RO ] SRB 15 52 B [RI 2 AE B A i
24 B TARAE, I A RRE S R FUE B 51
M5 BT 2 R AR A B R B AIESE, 3
EAEET MAGREFEREIX LN ER(H
AR vs. MEER) . Mib, T2l 5 82585
PISTE, LA — 2548 7 Al A DR TR B8 IR ok 4 1 3R
WS AN RIS [ R0 6 vh 545 8 MR KO- 52
ey , LA TEAts A ENGR I BB ™ 058 8 42 70 2 o i
6] B B B 2 LA BRI e i BA sk
4 Zig

I T , TA IS Tl SR W R 52 1 3 £ 200 Wil
A B A ERS8 BUE HEE . B,
L5 B 5 MEG BAAER S o B 5%
BT, Z B S NAERE SRR, A ENRIE
Gy B WS TE LA ] 5 224 B 1 i £ R AT A, At
NEDRIE 5 5% E S PEFH VR T, AT 7= AR 2
05 4 17 o

S5 ik
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Abstract ; Individuals adjust their own state according to perceptual selection,reaction bias,and real — time updated situational informa-

tion, so as to promote the flexible encoding of current perceptual information adaptively ,which is the cognitive control of impression for-

mation. Usingthe word judgment task and the variant of Eriksen flanker task to divide others information( categorical information vs. indi-

vidual information )into two levels:high and low perception load,we investigated the regulation of cognitive control strategies on others”

impression formation and the effects of perceptual load under the threshold of conflict. The results show that; (1) Perceptual load influ-

ences cognitive control strategies of others”impression formation. (2) When there is perceptual conflict between categorical information

and individual information and the individuals perceptual load is high,the formation of others”impression is prone to conflict adaptation

bias due to reactive control;when the individuals perceptual load is low,the formation of other peoples impression is subject to proactive

control , resulting in conflict inhibition bias. These results indicate that the cognitive control strategies of individuals are processed in sta-

ges under the influence of perceptual load when they form othersimpressions.

Key words ; perceptual load ;impression formation ;cognitive control strategies ; proactive control; reactive control



