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EI4OE B L 25 B s B 8 i b 5 i N S il 8o i

/I”i b9123 /[”iﬂp_'ﬁ?j“

JF¥AEY o mD AR

(1. F'ﬂ‘}f& B8 FE 2 e L PR BETT 2 % , B At 210017 52. B AU R 24L& 2B, B 210023
3. BAURBUAE A O BRI RE , B 210017 ;4. I B4R 10 A FRAS B, BRI 518067 )

W EAAMMEEEEIMEE
DR AR Y R L

FI R IR, AR A0 B AR R R S S R A R E AR A,
| KB AAE R TR A —F WAL IR A7y

FRH D, KA B REH T RRALSE 96 LHORMALL A F RALFKRFRL, LN T

PR A A BE AR B
H R B4 A
Tk (2) A&REH

A E R
| RMAEE 12

JAE AT B 5 K AT B o B o R, A AP S Rt T 2 20 B R 32
o BREI(DAMRZEL L3Z 809 FRHRMT A HREH
RN EBALERENRENER, SAMRRAETE S A AL

FIFRIG , TR ROARAZ & £ AVE GHATI Rde Lo, AR LRI R BE R 22X
EHMNF R LM, AR K ZIGBHRREEE, AT HR A T Loy R s 4

MMERRAEE B RAEH K

KRB b A RAHGARRZES LR E, A RRMNBERT R, D RRH

AP 560 B B E A S5 g Lim T L3 ard,
KB AT B EAME B MNP R 2 3h s R 4 d)

HE %S :BR42.5 ERFRIRAG A
1 3|8§

VAR, DB AL SN FIEZR T BT
TE BBE 5T SN FIRL 2 G AL A5 B A LR e &
& — 2 ( Pauker, Williams, & Steele, 2016 ; Stolier &
Freeman ,2017) , 3% H “M&4 & ( person construal ) ”
X—F e (B8R, £iW, R/ ,2016 ; Freeman
& Johnson 2016 ) , MEM AT E TRt A B
LI B K RI3E in Tan T 5 i 7K AL 2 A 0
PCAR S5 &, M T B0 205 s A 19 20 A B 42
(Freeman & Ambady,2011 ; Haxby,2012) . ., @
BRERTE T E B AL RGN RE B EIZ I AL
R T B GR (IR R, 1, 2018 ; Mattan,
Kubota, & Cloutier,2017) ,,

DAFEBFSE TR I 2R ED R BUE I, K2R 38
HHE BB 3h 3 —%1 44335 ( Todorov,, Gobbini, Evans,
& Haxby, 2007; White et al., 2008; Zebrowitz &
Montepare,2006) . X 283 T3 875 =0 H f AF0 58
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FT FRFE, WE5EE T4 R F 1 £LS 3h 325
T Z AR ER 22 B IETS 31 T IR A4S ST ( Petrican , Todorov
& Grady,2014) . XKHFFALLATE L& 750 8 3h
F, A ARG T AL BRI (RETA K
EALE PR , S EE ALY B St a2k
RIRAERTS (BIAL & P 5 B 5T 38 i G T B 220 A B
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WA —F AR, IREREGRE T MMEER
(BEREEIL) 5E5ER (CERERELL) [
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TR BFIERBL, B T L H o R AR B L IE
BEMR SV AT Ry, 453X — R iR 5 B
ARG T ; S5 R, AMATC TR L5 5
1145 055 W T &R 215 (5 )8, ( Holmes , Bradley , Nielsen,
& Mogg, 2009 ; Moriya & Tanno, 2011 ; Sutherland,
Young, & Rhodes,2016) ,
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Z3 ) R4 ) i, BMERF B R PL R R T
HEEPFET (Lee, Kim, Shim, & Lee,2017) , FEHIHF5%
R, FERBAL PL BT R T A5 B XA
B BZ s 2R L i 25 (] B ke A B L )
H1432K ( Pizzagalli et al. ,2002) , X7 —EEEFE L%
TR T 2R BN R BOE A B bR, R B &
i, 2R R BBOE R THIR IR B ek, FE R E
HIR IR S5 (Baumeister & Tice,2007) , BFsERWY,
BRI IR IS A A Ty 5 sh b BT IH Re —
A RFEE Y B R ERBRFERST . ES
G Z AR EP 2 ( Gailliot, Hildebrandt, Eckel, &
Baumeister,2010) , A UL, fll AERGRBI{E BN T =
ZE ARERFEOP T . BT S, M ST
BB RBERT RA WAL £ 5 B AR HIF I, B
o) TORAE I LA B s HE , M XS A B (1
XFRFTFES B B RERIRIEE 2, N HE B
[ i 1T % BH ( Stroessner, Haines, Sherman, &
Kantrowitz,2010) , XEE 5LIELTF“ LR R
Bt 228005 B SE I3 M R4 A —3, i
WAB 7R : 525505 BALCIRShAH L, MA(E BALSEIR
SRR ARSI AR ERAR

RBEE FM I TG B 5 205 B, XF
T AZIAR BN R B BE 2 5 2 3 B BRI K2
M7 HAMEG RS RANE B AR wh e, A
ENGIE U RIE ) SR S BLUE AL RAE? X T 0
IR, W5 R F AT %59 2K (dual - task para-
digms ; Fisk , Derrick , & Schneider, 1986 ; Dirnberger &
Jahanshahi,2010) #ATA#Z . X — L E N B R
PRI EZ P E A R BIE 55, AR AR
I SRS AN TG s Re )T . RRSETR P IR
7 (D) B AHEZ R 1 MESSTIE B REH
FURIFE, MR A EZ RS | MESASTIER
RHFIRMFE, (2) HBSL T AR Hl eSS 2
MEF LRZESR, DI E B 3o dl 5 IR B A m iR
B (3) &= TR (10,154 Sl 57 &
A , ZOR X T Be ) TR AT B ARG, X T
TRAMERAEXETHHER EHERERE
F, IHEBR O R AR E XTSI RN 9T5 o AT
— W5 {52, Wagner £ Heatherton (2012) §IF 32, M&
TESE MPIEA [R5 B NG N TAE 55 A FER E )

B B RIFUR , Ho A TR I E KT R R R
BRANAENR 57 , 3% LEAR SRR AT A 2 R0 , i
AR REZ BIBR T, AR DU A = i e,
AR B DA 0 4 ) SR g 23 O 32 3 1 5 ] ( proactive
control ) Fli 2 bf {3551 ( reactive control ) , H.Ft, 30
PR M B LT T A TR, AR EDR UK
Ty AL R B F NGB L, HL7F A s
SEORREXT 215 B RO ELRAE ; 5 2 AR, R
Tl R—F B T W R Tt AR, RURIECEK 3h i
T WAt N ERSE , I SCf PR R A5 B O R IE 5
BeAh , BRI AR B AL FTIRSE AL 5 A%
A FRATAH R B3R, B2 BB LR 5F , X — I 5 A
WA AT — B 2R A ER B S AL B 2 RS
( Paxton, Barch, Racine , & Braver,2008 ),

T BB E A, S MAE R 53k
HE BRI 2B, fth A EFGRIE B A 045 1 SR m
SR QMTE AT DU A R B ok, F e
i 5 5 1 45 1 - AT T 3E 23 B B iz 4T ( Preston &
Stansfield ,2008) . BAKT 5, M H# 4T A ED S
CES, A E R R IR, EHAT B BT RS
PR R, B4 T — b LA SE i T3 B 45 B4R
%:’ H T BRI EER . ZEISE K, AR

WIEAL T A 97 10 2 0 3 RS, Kk B e
W5 58 ] T RS B SRR i, (ELED U T B A R
BB B HI 55 ( Braver,2012) o XJEHE b, EREHE
W5 R[] 38 S O P4 1 4 1] S E X &R, HL B[] T
B S0 T T S AT I 3
EEHIEEM, %R BB LT 845 BT ( Czerno-
chowski,2015)

Bejjani,Zhang #1 Egner (2018) # —$ B EE &
I, BRI, 32 3 P4 R g B 2 B
XIS TERRPRAT R H B Wl 58 B R AL, H e,
AMAE FPIRZS R B FoAR I B IR R B b AR AR,
AMA At A BRGNS 52 AR B
FERIRIER T . A XTI, 3R B RS (1) Mk
5 B 551 B ENGIE UK R R T B 3=
IR, (2) BRERIREIFE 515 B M B EF
HEREWNZEEM. HMEBFE T8RSN EREH
BIRIE  X th e WA B 5 205 B BT ER
SO LA, TA AR 0 B B 4% 1R T A 32 83X R 2R A
PhEAE B AU BR ], HAB AR SE I 503 B T AR R 1B 1R
B AT AL B BT 0 SRR 5 HAMEAR AR
B RERRIRB A0, X [ MAE B 5 E5E
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HH shEE , A SEC B A R sl .
2 FiE
2.1 #k

AEAEZ 96 2w Ol R TER AR E (H
T&E) MR 18 ~25 B F AR 21. 15 Z(SD =
2.11) A EE EM T IER, DUE &G, 8F
e RS e el ¢ [0 B- i i G g o)
ST PR E 4T — e R
2.2 EBEH

R 2( ARERFIRBFE: & vs. L) x 2 (HH
RIEGRIBAEL: w5 vs. M) MIRIAI
o AMAPHAN W8 B RIEFIRIEPFEES &
SRARIRFEH HOAE 10 0B N 5ER 26 DIRSCTFRERY
HIME S , I ABCR TR ST RS S 0k
£ 30 734 N S8R — A U BT A BT, BEoR 1
SEM—EE B AR | (ks R EE, EHR
YR DI B & U T T 7 e =
( Baumeister & Tice ,2007) .

PR 2R B FE B Dy 1A BRI AR I 36 (TAT) w3y A
a1, B ShtE Bk 45 28U (activation, AC) \FLAR H 3l
5 2% ( overcoming bias, OB) . #HiH J1 251 ( detec-
tion, D) FIFE I Z £ (guessing, G) o AC ZHKR H
SHBOFIRES , (EBRK , R ZIR BN RN BRRAE 1 7T
REVEBR ; D ZHEFRRRBGE Y R ABE T, BIMUER
ft DGR A SR PS5 1] ; OB S8 32m i e Ik B
SIS BREE Il o 24 B ShIE B ES (AC) 53R
J1(D) AL B IR S AH ppZE 0T, FE AR e (OB ) # 25 Bp
VERE Z A RIRR , T Wi W — R A 3K 5]
F19 OB : 24 OB 2 AE A, gl sy s AC, W
D W ERSNAT A R B 5 24 OB R AE IR, AC #3K 5]
TR N, ok, OB Z 3] 5 3842 %] ¥E 5 A 3Bl i1
S, RIS B B A BT IR 7 o B S LR B
OB FrEmfE s R, 7T I, AC .G Ny FE 3P
il , M OB 1 D 24 [ it Hlid 2

R4 _EARFR R T, 2 5 b2 PR (TR )
RIEE R, ¥ B ShBOE SR () R B
BRZ5(AC,/AC,) , 3 I AY 5 | ol i o F B S Rz, B
F N BB (TR ) e B 1R 0 X L 58 o DG, 5 R A
BHES (BB IR—BUR RS H R R— IR R
15) , 0 AC 5 D 5540 7] HyERE B R BL ; 257 2 ph 2=
FE5 (TR BR— BRI SR 1R AR e TR — I R R
15) , 0 AC 5 D 513 R i) 2 BE , BB T H 3 IRk

HSh IR IREEIRE S, PO, 2325, R se ik A
BIREIBRES (OB) 8 “ AR e B i)™ (“TH AR R 1B K
R7)D g, g R BB ST IR B sh s B 4 (1
- OB) W32 AR Ao 3A) " (“ IR R E B A7) K 8,
BRI 5 24 B shBRES RGOS (1 - AC) H 35!
SRS T0 ¥ et R OB (1 - D), R AT 5 DU
(G) , XEF g H T HRZ LR At SO 2,
ARTIDRE BT 22 LA H AR o0 I 4 BB A5 ( Con-
rey, Sherman, Gawronski, Hugenberg, & Groom,
2005) , XFSFIILEA LS h 5 B R RRL, T
TEAAHZAL S5 N G0 B R B o B T2 i)
¥t , BRI T C SERFE,
2.3 ZEMH

MR BRI A A AR A T it
VR [F) 4 ) I L SR AR 190 FRUA AR I ) P VR A
iR & 48 A (RIS 69% ) o B ARG 25 TR
B, R IR I A R &), Rt
RN B sl R R VR =K 95
N) ] BE 2 3 [BAZ M il 5 A M A SR ) L R L
i, PR Y 95 AR AR (3] A X B 4L 70% ) 4t
R A R B B (R 46 ) s BB UG, SR S O B
O (BEAL B R AL RFER . R=%4E%&
50 ) % H i 12 A e BRI 2R AT S5O0 S B AR T 1Y
PEOFFHER , 2 I ALFT AT 60% B FUR 45 R 17 A A%
REBT )45 86 5 5, 2 HRUUTE ) 33 & ol 1) L 7 16
I A&GK 0,70 LA b i R 455 5 ) 0 0 A0 A T )
% 48 1~

EERBE A WL AP EAERREER
Z4i ( Chinese affective face picture system, CAFPS; 38

R

LT, 2T, B ER3E,2011) Sl BROBIUR R 1F
(R JEmR G (B0 B R 130 3%, 40 78
BRFE (B &) EIKE FWRS| 1 #T 7
AR, P 1 R EE ARSI, T IEH
WHIN" o EEFI T 7E 3.8 ~4. 3 H) IR
Fr 96 T (5B imfLasf ) R S ga ke Rt
HISEEE 418 % B Adobe Photoshop CSI Zkf4-£3 ) 26
SRMATFS K BMP A E o
ARERFERFERE  RACPURFER
TH 45 B2 (PANAS) ) P& PO TE S8 i B TR A% IR
BRSO FPIRES , AR R A Likert 5 R340,
SEEE BN OERSBA R, MR 3 46
O “ o8 RIS S g 77 (“17 KR —
HERARR” TR AR R”) , Q" B58 s
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B, BATEZDHE N7 (17 KR — BB IEA
RBA” T RR AT 2FHR A7), @ 78 il
BE, BB BFE T 2 KB 77 (17 R8T
F&” TR AR IR )
2.4 ZEBEF

iR LK 4% H — & Pentium IV PC H K
(Delll7 Je~F AT RS ) , 5354 1024 x 768, fjl
FEN 85Hz, iliE A ARESE BT A, IR IG
FB RGO IR A 70em, BALHEN E -
Prime2. 0 4548, AR Conrey 28 A (2005) 5T, 45
SEHRA T TR TAT 155 43 3 5 R FE4H
BN s N VR TE I TR (R 1) . 5

1.2.5 BrEH AL 55, X ist 9 IE A 3 1R S
LAY I8t , 200ms J5 18 SR H4REE T — ISR B ;
A A B KEEIRT L . 5% 3 BBt
SERAPA Fe i B P 8] B AR R o ) AR T
NPT R A28 U R A + B R
BF7 1% D g, “ IR AR + HARREE R 1% K
i, BOAE R E AR T — T RIBE R, 54 BrEm
HIBrE 95 [R5 3 BrBto 28 6 BrBouss 3 BrBi
¥ “BURAFBRIA—IACR ISR 7 8 D g, TR A
AR R B R 1% K 8, YOl gk T
—RIBEI. 57 HrEAIRTES RIS 6 BrE.

F1 MEREEMHREEEKRMIAY IAT MEiEFRF

S; RMKE L 454iR D % 7 A9 B K 4 R 37 A9 5 B
1 20 N LS TR e iR TR AR B iR
2 20 TSR EHE A PRFEE HREEE
3 48 HEERHFHN () T e P — R R IF TER AR R
4 48 LRSS T e P — R R IF TER AR R
5 20 ERRRAEH A () HRRFE R P FREE
6 48 IR BHER (R 4R) TR I — TR RIE TR U R
7 48 WREBH BURRS — R R R

3 #RS55W £(94) = -0.47,p>0.1,d =0. 02, ZERHET L

3.1 AAMH T RBAA LR

MSLREA ¢ R EE R R R B LIRS
F R SRR, R KB 5 55 1R & (¢
(94) =5.26,p <0.001,d =1.16) , FEFHIE LK)
%71(1(94) =5.93,p <0.001,d =1.23) , HEE B
HRERIRFEE £ (1(94) =3.24,p <0.01,d =0.67),
XULHT, SR SO RE A IR R LT BB R 2 4E
%5 REA R o B AN B BRI TR

AL FEA ¢ AR BoR - M BFEHE (M =2.56
+0.48) HIRBIAEE (M =2.71 £0.59) HBIR G 24
HRELERABFE,1(9%4) = -0.83,p>0.05,d =
0. 13; [AI#, R4RAEH (M =1. 87 £0. 62) S{KIRAFEH
(M=1.96 +0.78) MHMIFHE AT ER BB,

SRS XS B Fo2 thl BT YRR FERURE AR
3.2 AR ARELEHTRFE LM ED G NIndx
) 2R

M RBEE T KA B, BT R 58 A
ez uy . AR IE IAT 75 23t 45 J7 2 ( Nosek , Green-
wald, & Banaji,2007) , % ik ts MR HEAT AL BE . 45
SRIE R F 3000ms (4% 34 B .32 2] T 48) a/h F
300ms ( #IRI WARE) LA RAE IR A 1T 20% 4dE
T LABBR , F555 0% SORE B 2L Pof 30 R % BB 43 B R I
AP 3{EIN 600ms . 220 8 , A OBt 90 4 (F-3
EWHE=80% , B4 41 A ZH4 49 N) . IAT 3
FEhR N D 2 EL

F2 FARAHEFHFENE DM EBEDRINT IAT 35

AREH  ERAN B2 i (ms) LE#H(%) D 34
IR KA M SD M SD M SD
. i 20 829.49 473.39 94.28 0.75 0.22 0.35
B pioE 23 875.16 327.05 92.65 0.70 0.92 0.47
HES 25 806.83 260. 80 95.29 0.73 0.72 0.45
& JiE 22 823.47 537.09 91.65 0.72 0.75 0.63
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BREH ER

Bl HRENGERESERINRBEZEER

DL B R H R IR ARG B AN A g Ap
i, PIENZ A0 L) TAT v R AR =, AT REMLIX 4
FEGT(WRERITERILE 2), REV, H
REEHEIHE ERN AL E,F(1,88) =2.54,p >
0. ;{5 BRI £ B3, F(1,88) =12.61,p
=0.001,n" =0.12; 4 T H IR 515 S0 KR
TEHEAERBE,F(1,88) =10.84,p =0.001,7° =
0.11,41E 1 frin, RN Z B, Meiim B
Ri=H RIEP e B, MAE B 50E B 28
RIS T AR 20 AR B 52 R 00 , RIVAICHT AE 25 LU AT
R T E L MTHWZIMEN S, F(1,88) =7.46,p
<0.001,n* =0.38; 44k 1A F A TR 3 %% W5 I RE AR
i, M B 5285015 B A 28 78 B 0E B T AR Z1
W ToESR, F(1,88) =1.21,p >0.1, XL,
LMERIFE T8 % 1 A I HI RIS , W3 i 2%
KRR B 52505 BT ER G TR, JE R 204
E[VGR [ B0 DR 32 1) 33 P 2R3 Ay vp 2 £ B I PR, R
REMKHE SCET BB B W T AR AR 5 B N A T i
LR R S AR R B RIEH R IER
i, X R A B 501G B, AR A B
W, BRI REAE R ZI AR EP S 18 A BhiEas , AT &
H B B RS EES,
3.3 RE ARBEHRRAZEHAM LR G AIdE
v EAR AT

St — 25 HR A A G ] Y B TR AR, SR IR
PUE R AT MENR I T8 5 28 B R lE—
BURFEN (AC,) JHRER—IERFR (AC,) I 4
B NP VE R (OB) W MRS SR A BB M (D) g
M(G), MERABMSEAETTLL TAT [ [ IE 2R
YERITEMIE (A& 3) .

®3 FEZEAETADZHNMNEERRSTSEMG T
A

2% AREHERESSE ARG R RIS

B WR HPMAE B R BOME

AC, 0.022 0. 020 0.019 0.017
AC, 0.015 0.011 0.005 0.025
OB 0.976 0.000 0.685 0.000
D 0.905 0.898 0.879 0.882
G 0.487 0.435 0.476 0.453
¥ 3. 906 4.984 3.391 3.995
a 3 3 3 3

AR IS R R B3, 3 0 U 4 JOE X AR R
G

TE B REHRIE S MFERMT , 2 K A
KM AC, (AC, 0B F1 D 5 0 fE LA, Z5R IR :
AC, (A (1) =2.192,p <0.05) Fl AC, (A7 (1) =
19.892,p <0.001) B3F KT 0, i IR HH A 4 1%
B H N TR RN ;0B 50 BREER
(A (1) =19.892,p >0.05) , RAHIKE A RIR A
IPIEERES (BN = A E IR ZIMR IR RB) ;D 50
BEZER (A (1) =39.056,p >0.05) , BEHA AT
R RFR ;6 BFATF 0.5(47 (1) =
4.875,p <0.05) , LW BE IR A 52 AT 55 B9 15 & i it
SRERLI . TR 8 vha 4 B EeR #E A T AR IR
MSE R, IR BRI AC, (A (1) =3.774,p >
0.1)F AC, (A (1) =3.647,p>0. 1)) 50 TR
FHER, U s A AR T IR AR B
) H 3h% ;0B 50 2R B3 (47 (1) =19.759,p
<0.001) , R R T B ShBEERES (R
HRZIWENZE RIE); D BFERF 047 (1) =
364.382,p <0.001) , Y AR 0T TR RE B PRI
;6 5 0.5 TEEER (A (1) =3.558,p >
0.05) , i B B i 78 58 B AE 55 B 40 o] T A 2 i
DHE,

S B B AR R IR KA FE A AT
N TAT /55 h & KRR R B A%, B md
By A AR B 1 o EE, R s LB e
RGPy BMER G B &2k, SR EM,
WZH B AC, (AY* (1) =4.882,p <0.05) AC, 5T
FE(AC (1) =9.056,p <0.01); 0B (A (1) =
1.976,p>0.1) . D(AZ (1) =1.882,p >0.1) fi G
(M (1) =2.476,p >0.05) ERABE,

LREERFH, Y MEABRFE T REZ M A RESH
RIS XA S AR AE B 5 2R 5 B AT D
SN T 32 S R PE AR VR T, 3] T IE R 20 A
S BEEE , AT AR E B EPS in TE % A
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R ST BT 5 M0 S, MU A S I IMAME B 5 255
{5 SFEAT B G LB 32 F= g el (PR A T B 3
T TR ZIMRENG , X 2R A B BN i LR H
G EAL SO, HAMEIRFEIN B R HI R
BuE W RRERAMAE B S RBIE R, AR e
FRE PSR, HIRRIR I 3 Byt 4 o PR X R AR 2 e ED
R H S
4 it

WEE, AN . REm, &G A
T EES RN ATE BLED 5 B BLSE A AH 24 Er i
B L L5 B 5 — BN A BRSZ e TR sh A
HMEFMER . RANBEANNTORS LR, =
XI5 T S B, SR TR A b 3 L T AL AT BN
T 2480 A4k ( Chang, Doll, van’ t Wout, Frank,
& Sanfey,2010 ;Engell, Haxby , & Todorov,2007) ,
E— T M 28R 7 R , REBURE NEVIIR 4 &<t
BRI o X — B Ll B, A
REWCHBEBEMIER, XBHAEEREREIES
THREE RN R IAEE R, IF @ W H T
KRIEEBRLIEMM NN SR, 7T W, NG Z—
MER—EHERE, EEE T A R T REERR
FE TR S AN R
4.1 BHREHTRNRAZEL EA4Z
BRG]

UAMEMF R 5 RGBT h =, H5E
HI B REHFIE R EZ BT K BRN 4 E K
5 B I R R 56 A R, T 7 A AN ]
ENRIN TN ? KSR AT RTE M, 5
B, St B FRAR ) FE PR AR 55 T R0 A
FFERIHLH, I IR E 5 R R XPikE R
TERUA v 5% BORH 28 ) 0 38 38 B ds T BN in L3R
B o HTEBRFRE SRR 2 B, B B T 24
PR AT 9 2R A R P, B e B T
TR, 52N B AR 5 A I, 24 TR R R S R R P R
i, RS S EOAR RS T2, LS PR H 26T
BT R PEEE , RBUR B R E ARG, )R B g,
A, P BRI AR T g6 o AR B 5 R BIE R W
M i o 5 45 48T S8 B IA FE ] B9 &, 3EE U
TAT /7 38 1 B TR 9T\ 42 11 SR LA PP AL 3%
P PR AE

PR LI, G5 E BFE 2 10 5 A=K TR
B, TGRSRt B g A5 B AT HIT , BT TR LI
fts NENGR 5 52 SN P AR A, 3X AR B 1 Al A
BN Ll b, 5 el pe I ke ik R 1 AR A, B
PLE N R 07 SO A5 BT O BLRAE ; T 2
H ARG IR S R I, 58 & DA AR B R B 3l 1 7

.5 % pm

KRR FEX 2 B O BRAE, X Fh R 3 i
AR R SR E T L, X, SRS
IR L (task — general resources theory ; TGR) 45 Hi
TR NN AR E R BE ML B, Al LR 1E 4
BCF T E—AT5 b B A0 R ; 4 i & i e
IR, 5 Z R & M BURIR S S, B R
A e BeE MEAE B B, AR 4 il AR 51E B
%I dE % A B ( Hofmann , Gschwendner, Friese,
Wiers,& Schmitt, 2008 ) ., 1F LW, B B H &R
515 BB BB AR, LR b A S
T BRI S0 T SRS

X EARTIS AR, B3 AR RIS EL A
%5 T A 6 ## 32 ( Kleiman , Hassin, & Trope, 2014 ;
Wirth , Pfister, & Kunde ,2015) , %W 5K, e H
HRAIE A5 SR o 58 1 EU B2 AT DA o 4 o SR g 1
1, BTE sho MG 55T 32 Esh P ok gl , Ml 5 g
INTICRMTHAE B TTEA B SR AT SRRl
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The Impression Control Effects of Social Perceived
Information’ s Valence Conflicts
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Abstract ; When individual information and categorical information is presented simultaneously,the interaction occurs between self-con-
trol resources of an individual and types of information valence,which jointly affect impression formation of others in cognitive control
strategies and the depth of information processing. To further investigate the impression control effects of this phenomenon,96 partici-
pants ,based on the task of self-control resources depletion,were randomly divided into the high depletion group and the low depletion
group. Then ,they were asked to complete Implicit Association Test to explore how the control strategies of others’ impression are influ-
enced by self-control resources and information valence when the valence conflicts arise between individual information and categorical
information. The results showed ; (1) Impression control of individual information and categorical information depends on self-control re-
sources. (2 ) The interaction is significant between depletion of self-control resources and types of information valence. When individuals
consume more self-control resources and implement the impression process of individual information and categorical information whose
valences conflict,the activation of negative stereotypes,due to limitation of these two kinds of valence conflict information, can only rely
on real-time updated facial expression information, as a result of which the bottom-up reactive control takes place. When individuals
consume less self-control resources, auto-activation of negative stereotype always happens,to the same individual information and cate-
gorical information ,regardless of the compatibility or conflict of their valences,leading to top-down proactive control.

Key words: categorical information ; individual information ; valence conflict; proactive control ;reactive control



