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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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i E AR RESRAEEINERIEERITR R AR RGBSR, L AR
£ 35T XA & Posner = Cohen EAFAXME SREEMNER TR, ELZEXRERMES 2B
A#ELSRERRENAMENIR ks, CXAELARELREILEATUAF &
(DHEDFHEREREXFRE AL EF - FTRXPHABZRESHES AL ETR BT P3N
BAAH AFETEAHBAGBHEZZARL, Q) BIHHELRXS LTI GL40:. 0685
Stroop 4£4-.Go/No — go 4£4- . Simon 44 BB F-F L6 3) B @ T XL BARHF R 44
A H R AT EHIF R, (DEIHFRNEX S L EHBERALES. 5L EMNE BRI FH4
raEBAL R ER ARG ZARBEREFES, B LR EERE TEOHFEAGHAD
SR TH SRR, AAEERRCERY AR, AR TURB S HH X LS FREGREG ZE
BT H L X B ik fe | eI B AU BB B IpH L XL SARRRALESF EAF BT RIBE,

KB AW pH; FRELX;EE
HE4yKE:B842.5 ZHkFRIRAD A

1 3|8§

fE H AT, AT S35 Sl T R e,
YRS B B AR S BT I B T R B
WGBS, X Fh 5 U {5 B4 3] ( Inhibition of re-
turn, IOR) 42 , & 4], 3R IRl A 42 I 7E Posner Fl1
Cohen MBI RIH ., AR FCTESH L2 =1
TKFBIEITIE SR, WM AL AR LR R
I GBS S0 ), ZE R A9 25 HE H B AL &
IR (TN, RALKR G BirZ B 20
f¥)Est 18] 18] B ( Stimulus onset asynchrony, SOA ) /N T
300ms Bsf, ST AR £ BR Ao B AF S B 1 R, SOA
KT 300ms B, BERBL AEL R AL B A D 18
(Posner & Cohen,1985) , 1 5l 72 FE A ¥ 4% [ 410 ] S
B, FRIEREVFREM BB TLR -1
FHAFEF -BFHu. &R -BFERX(cue -
target paradigm, CT) ¥ = 7K FHEF &9 5 HEAE N H
PMBTEAL S, KRR LH T 2P AP A AL 8 B 7 HE
HAp— A5, 2R EATHEEE— LA B R, W
YR 3% 2 P52 i ( Posner & Cohen, 1985 ) ; #1- — &1
T (target — target, TT) SR P X 454~ W BHB

« BEWA:EROAREEEE R E (32071087)

MEHS 1003 -5184(2023)06 - 0499 - 10

A AR N £ ST, LA KT 490 ) 14 S R D 5 e (B
B, X1 77,2007) .

OREA YRR FERAELUT MATH:
(1) TOR PR S 58 F AN i 1) & R ALk o RS
FETEARE A P i E T RGEIE s 55 AT TIOR
R RRSE AL R Az S AL B B 2R ( Wang & Pom-
plun,2012) , 7E IOR JEX P 5IA T E AR IR E
AR UL B 3 fin 52 5 1) 52 PE (Klein & Ma-
clnnes, 1999 ; K 45,2018) , £85I SR
FRT ST IS TE A A AT SR EE TS0 Hh B 1 R T
e E e (BT 4, 2020; Stoep et al.
2017), (2) ¥ TOR WA H5HMEX LG, oG
Stroop {15 ( B &8, 4+ J&,2015) .Go/No - go {15
(X 22 145, 2012; FE BE T 4%, 2020 ) Simon {F 45
(Hilchey et al. ,2011; ' & 2018) \[FiE A5 (FEiE
WL, FE4,2014) 455, (3)I0R {EXTEA
SRR, Witk R R4 2 I0R BB
(Welsh et al. ,2005; Atkinson et al. ,2018) & F &
IR TOR MRPIRE (LT %,2015), (4)
¥ IOR X 5 EN UM H B ARMESE G, F
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WFFEH5 TOR Vi 2 7 FA 3] = 4 ki 3P0 52 o AT LA 3%
AR R B B (PLRE T 4,2007; ERH 4%,
2017) , 5IRS LA G & A B THHEAE# RS
FEH IR 3l fif 22 R 48 19 78 4K (Klein, 1988; Wang &
Pomplun,2012) , 5 ERP fMRI FI£8 /6535 AR K46
A B THRFARAE 52 1 TOR AT 55 B 119 i 38 o 42 1%
S S ML ( £ £ F,2016; Martin — Arévalo et
al. ,2019) , %TFIE4k IOR VX W5 R HAES
AL RIS S TR Y A R, A SOt R it
JRHAT RGLRR  IFEERPRUER S GG
R HBARGE G T A R,

2 IR [ FI BRI S8 e 3 B i fe B H I R Tk
2.1 BB HES(SM) bg 1 2L

AWK T0R R I8 B TRGEPL I Fiz 3
L] (Satel et al. ,2012; Wang & Pomplun, 2012 ),
RAEHLHIIAA , — € ) I [8] [ B P 2 52 1 0 Y o
P F P2 b ik 22 o B9 A e A S5
oY S ey b e e W) S o ) T R i i ot
m, Mg R BIK TIRER R A, BRI
BB, 3 —HLE T B9 IOR 2GR 38 % HAMER K I
R BRI HTE NS Posner 3¢ A2 H BIfZ GEIE R
—3, %N S {15 (Sensory ) ( Hiibers et al. ,2008)
BEHHLEHIA S HIRER R (PR E k) TR IREK A
MBNVE 2 2 b ol 40 B i AS XRS5 3 3l
VRIS IR —J7 el 64T, D) [ 00 8 380 B Al B pi 25T
SNV AIME LS8 2 IR R BT, PR R B B BT T TR B 1Y
TR FE 2 T R, FRUQBOE 12 B BB, T 24494 3
YEHTAE S 75 1) AT T, 3RS 39 0 3l 7E 11 X g 32 o
CETUUTE T 2 A RINROR B R, B I TR, AT
BB gt A2 7= 4 TOR %% ( Wang & Pomplun,
2012) , AT 45 1 2ORs A5 458 15 = 1 1 SR 20 R )
B NIRRT, £ = S AT 23— A 16
PEIET S, BRI b o S RLATE M R R A
B(HLfEmME) , KGR E S R G560, o M
{F-45 ( Motor) (Klein & MaclInnes,1999) .

Wang %(2012) ¥ EiR BT 5AHE G, TE R
T—FH K IOR {£45—SM £ 5, B EfE S
Al EARREW S 15, HEA M. GEREWR
A TETE A SM AL 5501 TOR B4R T2 A58 S
250 M AESBF 1 IOR B2 . BEG, N TiRiTE
UL T /Y I0R 2 & Bk TR 3 )2 Bz, Satel 55 A
(2012) Xf Wang %8 ARBFSE TSR, 72 M AR5

AT B2 28R [ 15546 Ry i 18 s A 45 —M 41
55 (B2 3 Sfo e i 3k B 48 O 4R B, T i B
— IR, 5 R i 2R 52K B H OB R [
B e AL RF IR R AE S X T 98 £k R 5 [0
RL) B S R I UE T iz gLl IOR SZ IR KRG
MIBR T . SM 553 Bk TOR 245 fa BB sE AL
T AZ SR SR AL T STIER IR R B 1k
2.2 #HEMHGFT

WEE TOR RMRMAWBEA , BRI BN
R HERF L A T BB A E £ 5 94
#, ERZEIE A E B (E8F %,2015) N B A
IR i (Cao et al. ,2017)  JEHREN T HRIHE
BHEENXR KR EEmALIE RS A TOR 5%
I3tk (R FE 55,2018 M58, 2021 5 5Kk B} 4%,2022;
Klein & Maclnnes, 1999 ; Stoep et al. ,2017) , F-iE 1
BB R LI R 1 BRI AL B SRR TOR 1A [F]
B Blan, HIEEEALIE r R ERR AR, 5
PEEALRECT 1 TOR [ it # TOR B3y & /T
IEPE T LA ( Zhang et al. ,2019) . {745 HiL A
A R T B, 2R EE A H
TIOR 5XJ1HEE 5 B 1 RO & A 43 85, 3R U 4% 45
LRI SEtE (EMAK 48,2013) ; N RS2t & 0
TOR Rh ( RERI 55,2017 ) 5 A [ 1% 4% | AL IR A1
IOR F#7E22 5 (Baijal ,2011) . HLLR T 70 B IY
I T LI A iE, TOR %3 i 31 BB 4515 B i
IR T B Sl (63 45,2018) . KA
SFIAGERIBA B B S0, 45 T TOR 25+
HRIRIE S HESFRE, R J7E T T0R gk 5
HAbR AR S
2.3 MiBHEAGLEAL

%10 TOR B7EP5 ( Lupidfiez et al. ,1997 ) 4R,
BB KB, J5 K i R B W 3¢ ( Spence & Driver
1998) . fifiit ( Medonald & Ward , 1999 ) F1 51 18 457k
( Reuter — Lorenz & Rosenquist,1996) . iAW Z
oG T S R S8 38 S0 /5 1 U ) XL R T ]
i B ( Klein et al. ,2020) , H7ER R - I FERLL
B AR VR B T 8 LS B T S B T R —
FE ) 2 A NIME LR RIS B FIER RN
B, DRI 218t 5 5 0 2o 153 28 ) T RO I
FF OB B (FE BT 55,2020 KB 45,2021
tHYH £8,2023; Stoep et al. , 2017 ; Tang et al. ,
2019 ; Tang, et al. ,2021) , Tang 2 (2019 ) 725 E 4
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RER - BN R BRI T o e E R R
SEBG AT AR —FOR TR 3 R B T R
SRMET (BRUTSEEEF ) , —Ffr 70 S0 E 43 Fe Pk v
BEAMT (FEEME MU e+ ) , 8558 RN
Wt IOR R 5% 8 25/ T8 I0OR . ZJ5 fibAi]
BHRNEEER - BFEX BRTEA RS HRER
BRMEAET B R EME RE XTI W & %
WA, & BN T8 43 BC PR v B 55 T W38 IOR 3%
B IOR TEBUE E E 5L o B AWHR A R &N
Z IR HE B T RN [B] 3 N BRI v 24 S R Y
M ERAL T SEUERURR
3 REHFISERSER S EME A S R HIEIR R
3.1 Bw#H LT XL Swoop TR L4

TOR 11555 Stroop M5AT5545 G W] AR 1)
P& FPHAT I BE M S HAE . LAAE IOR kK —4R
T35 Stroop YRGB VIR AT T LK 7]
R (fHE, 5K T, 2009) 31 & B TOR 06 1 H B4
15 Stroop ZUN /N o IEHAWFFHG Stroop 1155 (1) 52
X153 A v L 58 S Ak AN o e (38 SCP 5 + [
M) (3K FH, 2011 ; Chen et al. ,2006) , 15 X #hze
SN FI G R F R BEE T — X B &4
Bl & LHMF MBI aAE T —X, 4R 2% I0R
R S BEAETE P45 4 N 1) Stroop RN I/ BR
MWz AN R ELTE IOR HF - { P A T
Stroop {158, 1H] I- F FHAE W AMEEL R T ( B
PR A ,2015) 25 R B BUAE TT yu X A XA %0 e
5 I B ) S B TOR R R ¥ o KR K
F PRI X LR A M TR, B8R A
P55 A 0 R R ) P SE M AR AL T — &R W] 4T
pEG s
3.2 BEIH FIRIEXE Go/No —go 5409454

DIETE TOR L8 u e, 3% B O 7 XA
5], WK BS54 R R/ AN R (Go/No — go) {T:
FMENAT S5 . HHr, Go/No — go 1155 % Fk EI %
HF H I 5 & ( Taylor & Therrien, 2005 ) , X152 45
(2012) TR AA MBI 5 IOR Ju AL
B LIRS [ A1 36 7 8K 7 T 4% IOR B #2 Yy
B, SCEAEA T TOR ZAEIE AT Go/No - go
FME S, 76T 5 85 30 1A RV (R s 2 ST
BORZIAEERE T Z 8 TR (5EF—
B/ A X FRE M(Go — trials ) U B, AN H B
M i (No — Go — trials) N[N 4550 AW RATEAR

M SOA HT IS8 7 —8un At B %
9 IOR, BFFLFIAAE IOR ZERtSC TP EH T 85
RS MR 2 [A) 3 B ) TN s TR) B A 95— Go/No
- go FENL KM AE 4 ( McDonald & Ward, 1999 ) F1£2
Bt ¥4 RTE (redundant target effect ) 45 ( Satel
& Wang,2012 ;Stoep et al. ,2017) AT BB S
FES LSS MRS [A) 1 T X BRI 241 g ) 3 il
( FEBETR 45,2020 Stoep et al. ,2017;) , U, Stoep
S5(2017) 1 L 5 PR AR AR R 1R B SN IR A 58 4 [R]
RRTEVTHE L AL T S 88 7 FF I e 2 B, R A
Go/No — go £ 55, BL3RK 3238 & XF 2 BLTE A2 o A ]
(Go — trials) BYREHE W 5 FIURE W 5 FE R BT € oL
ol R, 5 BUAE o ) B9 FE ] ( No — Go — trials ) A
BB, & BAEXGEE 73 B e AR T AT e i
AFFTE IOR 3, Go/No - go {555 IOR f£ 55 #
256 RS ETE BB LR HE T F],
3.3 B@¥HH KEEXE Simon EX #9454
Posner Fl Petersen ( 1990 ) 7 K & F I 12 455 % i
BRGHFFR I EEA AR T AR A A EER
R e S o D S 7 e S
REAE 3 58 XT B JBr R 34 1 % 52 4 ( Federico et al.
2013) ;5 ] P 4% RE 8 5 A 50 2 8] 1 3 R 3 oth =l o
B S A B i S AR R E AL E B
(Kincade et al. ,2005) , 40 IOR {155 ; $hAT 41 M 2%
REAE 7E 58 I E AR BLE MR rh S (B B0 T #IAT hR
i (Posner & Petersen, 1990) , i1 Simon {155, WL 4E
BT AR AE 0] UK FIPAT P 28 2 [B] I EL R R
AT T KRB MBIFE (Chen et al. ,2010) , 540 TOR £
%555 Simon WG AT 55 A% G W 3C B.AE A (Hilchey et
al. ,2011 ;Ivanoff et al. ,2002) , %5 FE W Simon 3%
W32 TOR BN IR0, ZELR R AN B B 1 o Y
K (Hilchey et al. ,2011 ;Ivanoff et al. ,2002; Wang et
al. ,2013) . XK, %€ 1] &% FIPFT ) 4% RE B £ 5
BEMEBEFMG T RERLE/ER, XHETEEM
23T HAE BT R 8o
3.4 BEiHKBREXEBANLS
PIEEhALER - B2 R AR W6 e
Hngi o BRI S IR AL E (IR,
JKPFH,2006) , 5 R BFFR &4 I0R i X 5REEZF,
RIS R N B 1 TOR 3% (SG g, VF & 4,
2014) . FEIEREFVFE 4 (2014) TESHBLR - BT
WAAPGIAT “BEE” RIB, F5E T B E LTS [
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B ) R 3E H 0 TOR A2 PE P o B o] [ 38 ( 25 [8]
e B ) AR I AR TE J5 X BB M — 27X R
Y H VRS 5 W] R (=5 TR B BN I ) 2%
BHAREGEERAN S A, A NEENGA R
B BT MR R AR SR, S O B —— X D,
VLB ) bR T ) , S 50 SE A e e T SRR GE AN
A R 0 11 25, i G P 3 — BT 0, ] 48 S 7 R
R (LR, PIAA ER 2 W i A IR A7 & 18]
WR B Nz 3, 37 AR R R R , & (T 46 s E
N7 2T, R KGR AR, R T ER
(FENBRESD —MRKERE, 2rFalf, 5
LR BEA A By 1R 8B A RORK) L 3213 i
FREE IO . G5 R W] BXm) [1E Y W3 1) TOR
RN o WAE=Hm R 1 X B4R i B AR B DA S R 23 1]
FHIETE TOR HIFER
4 BEEMPHIEEXESFERENESREBIERE
4.1 BEFH FREXSALHEEGLE
43 B3] (Social inhibition of return, social
IOR ) YA 2= T W A 52 1l 2L 7] 58 iR A 4 £k
JAE S5 AR bR e s B9TE = 1% 40R I HITE
Fge M AZE A, T social TOR 22 3% 7w
WAENBRAEA L 5 b, IR AR TR A — 48
T SR, SR/ — N B R , 75— ASTAH ]
FLEREF1E B R B 2 B S5 — AR SR A2
18, BFRENIT B R #FH 1T T %4 (Welsh et al.,
2005,2007) , FFRALRGT T 2L 7 4 14 1] e A
( Atkinson et al. ,2014 ; Cole et al. ,2012; Dalmaso et
al. ,2021 ;Nafcha et al. ,2020; Welsh et al. ,2009)
Welsh Z5(2005,2007 ) ¥E1R 1] social IOR ILZ |
PN ZRER M E TS IFRAT 3 F3
gl 1. ZAE 82 W W WX 5 AT S R 5
2. AL B BRI ] DR I e e 1 4%, ik
ZiRE RE T HALE ;3. AR AR
HETHERIUZ I R RO . S5RE], 4%
A GRS, N 227808, B HA B3R
FEMIFT A AT TOR L%, J5 SEXT social TOR 7~
AR E R HTIRA, K FE RS ERTE
B EMEEET|HE STOR( Cole et al. ,2012) ,#E3TL R
(EMRS®) & PHET BN social IOR(At-
kinson et al. ,2014,2018) , IF 55 3 /n A& 3k 1 B FE 2
Pz E AR B (Welsh et al. ,2009) itk 2 5 g i
(=% 546 1F) A RE =4 SIOR ( Atkinson et al. ,

2018) , U4, Nafcha 48 (2020) HF TR A B
L HIE L T BB = A= social IOR BT, SEH0 A 32
WA BT, U 503238 H R AR U R
PRI E , S5 5 R R R A i B fr 8 A5 B LA 452
AT social IOR, flf1]iR K IARLLIN N H O 2
MEEE —BERIESNZIRE, 2RI social
IOR B X B9, & WE &R ™ £ Sl-
OR MyE B
4.2 BEHHEEREXERTEDHRALEE
TR, FRER IOR 5hFE3BEMES
PIXT IOR Wy E 55 . 8 ABE LR HAT R (EFF
%,2015) . TEPFR HZEEIZS) R IOR BB FRAFAE
W, 76 IOR EffSLmurh A THEER =, L
5K R AR FNEE ¥ BOATE T RE S 30 Wi AR 1 B3 30
YE&) flash S, DA i B S0 8%, H2EoR 523438 X 3
ZIE A B RSN 1E b i A M R P B
M B4 ) G, BF9Y R BLAEE T IR 2B 5t IOR
LT A AR R ZE AR DAL LT I0R
W&, IOR WA EER T MEEizd iz R
BTSRRI A Sob: , R A IR0 b 2% b B 25 )R
BT A R fs il B BB 1722 . TOR LI 54
Bia BRI G N8 FE 3 AR RISt
TEZEEX,
5 REMFASZEEXSHMRANESREER
Tk
5.1 Bedpd) RETEX S BMILE(VR) H A L4
B AT ey DA 2 (P X R A
FL A =R R SR BB O AR B0
9%, R , X T IOR A 36 “ TR B [n) R B 8F 5% B nn]
TE =4z (A v A [RGB BE o B Z (Bl #EA T 56 8 i AL
ZHED o EER, fEB VR SR =4 TOR [R]
WFRIE LGS (B 52018 XHiHn 55,2022 ; &l
55,2023 J0HE P 48,2007 ; £ZH ,2016; £ZF 4%,
2017 ;Liu et al. ,2021;Wang et al. ,2015) ,iZ k2
TR AR RE, AR ERIAMTRRE R
TR TR EE 1 = 40T i b (He & Nakay-
ama, 1995 ) , A Z KRR E B = 4E M R-F I A2
HES5EEA KM IOR 3 (HE T 46,2007), 3L
R MRAETHRMFTET VR EAREUNHHH
BELR R =4E2s [ i1y TOR v (B 38,2018 ; £ 2%
9B ,2015; F &8 %,2015,2017 ; Wang et al.
2015) AR IOR M H AR REE . F4
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WFFRAE =4k 25 [8] HoRE 5E 0] B 2% 1K) TOR 1558 5 $4T
P2 f) Simon EY, Flanker YERLE & , R T B &K
IOR 2 hy ( B2 ,2018 ; F&H %5,2015; Wang et al. ,
2015),
5.2 BEWHEBREXERHBERGLES

PR RD] R4 3 IR M 4 R G R BRI 29
ML AWAERR IOR, X ARVFHIRSINS, 24 Ak
T ds Gz sh L) B IOR, T 2428 - IR Zhm, W) 25
PR T A (BSEHLH ) # TOR (Hilchey et al. ,
2014 ;Redden et al. ,2021 ; Wang & Pomplun,2012) ,
HEXT FRIMIE R B TOR # H BLEGR TR 2% 1
M A2 (Eng et al. ,2017,2018; Hilchey et al. ,
2014) . Eng %% (2017) 7ESL K HIARZS ( HARHI
FRALE R FO AR 2 ( B AR AR SN 18 R £F
5 NERRERE, SHITE B AR + 7 R
(LLEMA R L, SRR L) , H LR
FEF Y DUTEAH )7 8 ) 4T AR 25 JORE , A5 W) A8CAS AH
BB B RIPTA 55 PTEAHB IR H# & B
T IOR 505, TIFEA A 2R Y I3 h A TOR Rk,
FHASE T8 A Ryt B9 TOR 2 J8] 5943 B A AL AL B
RTSIRM A BB, ZF R #2237 5F3)
B A [R] iR A ) e LR R RO A AE o
53 BwmHHEREXNSFHMX AR
(ERP) #9454

VEAERBT I & W A5 B ERP £ R 5 I [R] 43 HF 3¢
FI4s SR ITST TOR AP Hhl (Satel et al. ,2019) ,
It &I TOR FEFEA T H MK PLUNT 4R
SITRIE FEAR P REAR (1R %8 58,2016, Li et al. ,2021;
Satel et al. ,2013 ;Zhang et al. ,2012) , Bl ERP $%
AR5 IOR LR - XM E Wy TOR 1
LSRR RS . ERTIE A TOR S %
AL ISR B 43 2038 X TR R T R ( Satel et
al. ,2013) (R R W5 1] (1R3F 55,2016, 5K H %,
2019) L B jn A T3 2 4 (Martin — Arévalo et al. ,
2014) WL B[R] 36 45 MR 2B 4k, Bl 40, ZE3R
BEWFHEN(—FEERR, —MABAKR) LR
0, IR B RRGIERN P B4 fE#2 g IOR
(Satel et al. ,2013), ERP #} & F#HAEL R TIIE
LRACA R E Ty 1) $ER ¥ & ¥ ERPs ZE 250 ~
300ms ALFFAE —Fe R 1 22 5 (Nd250 ) , it ABF AR
R B 1 HES M8 ( Satel et al. ,2014) (YA (a1 HE
FIRRIE (1R %6 55,2016 (3 BRI K- 89 0 8 ( 9k

FH 45,2019 ) SRARFTRIF T 1) 452 B X Nd250 5200
TELBIEAPFIATMEA(ETE R A AR 2 —
AT/ IHE ) , R BLAMIR 8 28 7™ A= 14 601 5 e U ot
2 (P1) FZS Al % ( N2pe ) 7R MR B EREWE
%} IOR F=A: 520 ( Martin — Arévalo et al. ,2014) , 4
T B) ERP EIRAMERER TOR MEAA, IR &4
SR E AL, TEAR R4S ALY TOR R0
PR B E RETELR R - #uUF ERP &4
eI AN E R R B R IAT S, SR
RAAFKE LTI =TEA R A ERP 4845 89742
16, ang | ATEVE (Hh i St AL IS AR v i, R
MEREGTBEE R L P1EIERE/N N IEHR K
(EBUK 58,2013; RN 25,2017 ) ; 73 5, Cao 55
(2017) R S B R ( BRKF BN AT
AR MR RHER ) MREER R ALR
i, ERP 255 SR 7E 5 S8 00 T 75 JR T 22 4B AT A
X 8 P3 RIEH TOR RO P=HE ML B FE A8 o

5.4 B\ FEREXE HaEaERERBEEAR
(fMRI) # £ &

KT IOR pf ) BE B b7 AR (1 2 4L
WS WIS E B T F ERP 455, i ffi A MRI
AR KR F] 5 TOR 7 2€ ¥ # 4 [ p ( Satel et
al. ,2019) , FT MRT £ AR R 25 0] 0 BE R R A,
PR E 2 AV % NI 1§ S T NS € = E b2
Wi E 1 TOR AR S, I7F EHOE W5 T R 2%
RAEMABLEE R IOR 5HAEAL S5 0OR 5
VR HAR S5 & R B L, fEXGEE 456 T 8 I0R,
IOR JER AP 454 IMRI 35 AR ( £%ZF,2016; Abbott et
al. ,2012;Dai et al. ,2018) , XF T AR H,
FZH (2016) 75 MRI £5 R rh 2 B IOR R 45 R
PETE XU _E TR - fz 2, Simon A5 5 5 M 34T 0L
FhEi R, FF B 22 b 9T 81 2 54 ] TOR # Si-
mon N Z [B] M EAR AR . ZEWHR =42 |+
T 2 AL AE I A, A AT T 38 ke B 32 1 3 78 56 U
S5, U b TR R X2 SR A S i T
e SRR X, B TR IR DX -5 M w148 ) 5 it
FOE DE B HR A B B M T BBl (£ &R,
2016) , Abbott £ (2012) FERFFEAE 1 73 BLAE (SP) &
HTEGEAT 55 1 B b R 1 0 EE 1] A TOR
W7 T B BREE B, i P XGE B 456 11 TOR i1k
BE RYE 228 B I B R U B, = B T
W28 FAFAE A U8 TG o Dai 55 (2018 ) {1 ] fMRI W52



504 A PR

T 2023 4E

AR B AERIA A Fig B 1Y) TOR #f 2 B h
SEWMELRTPIIABETILE -, & EEMERAE
BEXTITA LRI IOR hz , IMRT 4553 7R
X TOR 2457 i 7= 4 5 IR 5 Hi 4 & J= (OFC) iy
i EVIRZSWOE AR SE , 3 A MARAE 1 I R IR YT 324 T
HEWRED
5.5 BuId| T XL 2 A (TMS) B R 44

TMS £ASE FI Ik wh G35 75 0 T i dh 8 5
GE, TR 15 J2 P 2 240 L P B e, AR 22 7 A Sy FRL O
S s A AR TR B, SRR BT A K TMS
FRE TOR 5 X456 BRI MM 25 8] 5 ) 2900 L
%1 ( Martin — Arévalo et al. ,2019; Martin — Signes et
al. ,2019) , f/30, Martin — Arevalo Z5(2019) {di Fi 4k
R -, EFHES T EA—TERFR
PERSMEZL R, A B P B (B S A
BR—E/NRITHE) I o R ML R BAELE TOR
B o ZAE TR FE(X"E07) IR
PR FE 58 SN, SES AR BB TRIBD B 9 135 ~ 160ms B
M) N X} 22 3R 22 Ml _E T8 - (left superior parietal
lobe ,SPL) i fin TMS I3k , £5 58 & Blix TMS R i &
ZAAE X IR R A E BB R, bk
SEEANGS IR Ny 25 1] R [ RN AL 15 Set e fe it 7
AW o
6 BHEE5RE

g5 Bk, ARk, MR AE TN TOR MBFRA
THYKMIEE, 4 IOR ERELRumRS, 38
HIE M SM 15 BB 1 1 At il e AL A0z Sl
B INCR s R RLR £ 5 AL 175 TOR i ik
FIF&EMRIR, E R 5T ERUEAR W
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tagging at previously attended locations; Evidence from event

Inhibition of Return Experimental Paradigms .
Progress and Theoretical Implications

Qin Yue',Li Jie>?,Zhang Yu',Liu Yanyan',Li Guokan®*
(1. School of Psychology, Beijing Sport University, Beijing 100084 ;2. Center for Cognition and Brain Disorders,
School of Clinical Medicine , Hangzhou Normal University , Hangzhou 311121 ;3. Institute of Psychological Science,
Hangzhou Normal University , Hangzhou 311121 ;4. XUTELI School , Beijing Institute of Technology , Beijing 102401 )

Abstract ; Inhibition of return( IOR ) refers to the phenomenon of delayed response to previously attended objects or locations. The basic
experimental paradigm of IOR was discovered by Posner and Cohen in their study of visual spatial attention,and the paradigm and theo-
ry have been widely used and continuously extended and explored by researchers in recent years. The advancement of the paradigm and
theory is manifested in the following aspects: (1) New progress of the basic experimental paradigm of IOR ; forming sensory — motor tasks
in the cue - target paradigm, introducing picture materials in the cue or target, and studying dual — channel attention with audiovisual
targets appearing simultaneously; (2) The combination of the IOR paradigm and other paradigms ;including the combination with Stroop
task,,Go/No - go task,Simon task, tunnel task, etc. ; (3) The combination of the IOR paradigm and specific scenarios; such as social
scenarios ,sports scenarios; (4 ) The combination of the IOR paradigm and other new technologies ; combined with three — dimensional
virtual reality, eye movement, event — related potential ,functional magnetic resonance imaging and transcranial magnetic technology , etc.
In summary,in recent years,a lot of achievements have been made in the research on the IOR paradigm,and the related theoretical re-
sults are also constantly advancing. In the future, it can be expanded from the aspects of improving the ecological validity of the IOR
paradigm ,the combination of the IOR paradigm and cognitive training,and the combination of the IOR paradigm and various new tech-
nologies.

Key words ;inhibition of return;experimental paradigm ; attention



