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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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B EAEUEERAGARENREREPIT YR, B E b4, AL F KA Stroop
AL % 343 Flanker 4+ 4-Fo 55 Flanker £ 45 M RABEEX, EZAZR P HERTHRE B AN
o EEAFER P, REFHFELLERDES P~ RAF R~ RR L R~ RKRZE
TR REEDTF—HRRZ Y TR P ERERFRRESSF, B, ZHLETRE
HRIEFEXTHBTT HFRERGSHHIE, Aildels F BT T SR,

XER T RUR P RER EESH; — RS

HE S HE S B842.5 NHRARIRAD A
1 5|§

DAMEBFFTE % R — B AT 55 (Egner, 2007) ,
4 Stroop T4 Flanker {T-45 #11 Simon {T- 453 %2
22 & W ( conflict adaptation ) ( Gratton, Coles, &
Donchin,1992) , {411, Stroop 1F 4 3K g3 31 K5
3R BB 6, , >4 64,38) B B 68 R 7 SO — B (lincon-
gruent, [) 52 7= Az ph e, G I 4 38 0oF BT €5, A 2541 17
N BERK T HHRFRE R T 6B AT L
—3 ( congruent , C ) 4514 ( MacLeod, 1991) , X AP A
— BT R A PP R 2 B SRR R B .
IR —BOAWK, S HTA — Bk
Feirh e B2 /DT AR Oy —BU Y sk gy o
Z | I BP hZE & B ( Gratton et al. ,1992)

TR SR, hRE RN W R BN RS
XFwpgE ) B bR B 4% i 8 # (Botvinick, Braver,
Barch, Carter, & Cohen,2001 ; Botvinick , Nystrom, Fis-
sell, Carter, & Cohen,1999) . L4 hgg Y BLET , BTFNHT
[0 ( anterior cingulate cortex, ACC) B 4G 15 i 8] 3% np
A5 IG5 5 3 45 51 3T wh S AR UL iy B S
R4 (dorsal lateral prefrontal cortex, dIPFC) ,{ii 22
H b b P A A BT IR DR S o, SR,
Bl IO 2 IR, — 28 5 T Tk 4 R 2R N i 5 Y

TUHR, QAR - S B 5 AR (M R AE A RO

( Hommel , Proctor , & Vu,2004 ; Mayr, Awh, & Laurey,

2003) 2 BLBRAT 51 AL BY S 5% 4 R ( Kenner et

al. ,2010; Reuter, Philipp, Koch, & Kathmann,2006 )
AR L 1 B9 —BK (Mayr & Awh,2009) 45,

SHERR X B 7§ R T L A R X o5 S B Y R
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Wi, B PSR HFE T Stroop fE: 45 #1158} Flanker {E:
511 5 W % i 2SR IR O g v 7 v 8 3
( Tang, Hu, & Chen, 2013 ; Tang, Hu, Li, Zhang, &
Chen 2013 ; FFPHF, k2235 ,2012,2013 ; FEFHSF, X
B R ,2012) o SERTEWIRESTEEBT
R WEL 1 & B B & whIENRL, LA Stroop {£55 K
%, e A FE I e 5 2 B LSR5 (LR 6
W, (HAEU R ) R R 55 (68,38 B 6 i i
B, [l 2B L) o TR FS S, £ EH
JE I RIR Z AR AT R B — O E A, HERR
TR - OREEE 5] A iR A R S AR B R R
( Hommel , Proctor , & Vu,2004 ; Mayr, Awh, & Laurey,
2003) , BT —BORA BB 1:1, AT HERR AR
He B2 (Mayr & Awh,2009) o TR AR HITG
PAE T IEAT T AT BN, P HERR S AT 51
R Sz N B %% )W ( Kenner et al. ,2010; Reuter et
al. ,2006) . PRtk SR A 2 X A5 3 11 58 15 o 3R
“HET

VTR, SIS N 1 43 T R AR AR B T IF R E 1)
K, Fln, Tang 55 (2022 ) 43 5 2% A Stroop {55
(Stroop, 1935 ) | #.{#] Flanker {T % ( Chen, Tang, &
Chen ,2013) F1"F &} Flanker {£45 ( Eriksen & Eriksen,
1974) 5 T ph 938 B I 43 T R . S5 R R, £
Stroop fT:45 I 5.17] Flanker {T.55 5 , 158 i & AR A
ERS A (R W43 A6) o SR, 76 Tang 55 (2022) HY
B, Bl e AR h AR T R L . A B ST BE
BRI , AR BOATE R — Mk ROWEL wh 2 T A
JRE B4 25 B R e 5, BP7E vh 58 IR 22 X

« BEWHE IITEEEE RS W R SR 2022 458 H 28 m IR (22PTZD052) o
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T, WIGE R T R AE R TR SR BT AR XHZR
FERTRA AT Sy e 5 s 00 T o 2 bt 2% 5 44 AN RS [
WY

P, BT FE 2T Stroop 155 (K4 —) HL1A
Flanker {155 ( 524 —) A% & Flanker T 55 (524
=) BT RIE N, M REWLEE f BEAE P R
TIPS BRI o PN BE & R i
R P E BT FERE 5, T L BB 45 7 w98 R A 4 A
RFAE , AT DA A D B ST 4R T S i
2 SEE&— Stroop £ % HUH R MERFE &K B M R IERL
2.1 F¥k
2.1.1  #k

152 ZfgkRA A F PO (otk 116 ) , Fg
Bl 18 ~23 %, SEH4E IS 19.49 % hpuE2 1. 21
%o FAYGE A TR IEH RRIERER, R
ZInid UL T, AE LR H 8. $OATERTRIT
HATEZ A RES, LR HFRBEERMN.
LR R EE SUMTE A BEBUNE T FBE AKB Tl
HEREFR.
2.1.2 fUaRFIRER

TP R E - Prime 2. 0 B4t FiF
RIBEIE 17 STBR BRaS 1, RRE B3y
1024 x 768 , B {4 FUR 10, il BT %< 85Hz, H 5B
BREREA, YORERRNIEE 2 60cm, 145
QWERTY $#4% b % 5 S o

TR A EERA(+ 5o ) T LK
g Ein. He, A a5 LS 7 SRR 1
B (—80) 5 FXARNEE=MBE (A —
B3O 2. MABEK RCB Ha 5| N4 (255,0,
0) .35(255,255,0) .#5(0,0,255) fi14%(0,255,0)
BrA @R LA SCR A 28 S5 B BUR 5745 sk, K F
A RE LA KL 1.4°x1.4°%
2.1.3  SLIGRRFF

F:TF Stroop 1E55 By th R METEX R F WA 1o
ST B AR (LA = " 3m) MR BLAES (A
“HTHRR) o MEES T, BUAT MBI R 6
EABURRL o JRBEAE 55 F, 03K X 40, 18] 19 1 4 PR
HEAEF UL, LG NAEF PR D" &#, 2%
BHAEFRELF &8 AN FRIEL T #,
WERAAPHEE K #,

TRBFH MBS 5 RS BXEE 2
W, REARES P REREE ST RT3t
A B PIFPIR KSR, B C el iC 1 il, C F5 T
FAT 55 TN AT 55 #B A —BURIK 5 of 1R BT 52
— BRI, ROWAL 5 B A — B0 iC 8 MEAE 5
FEAR—BAW, RAT S5 R — B il $8 ML 55
TR BT S5 #BRA — BRI AR KRB & 80

Ao AR SR RE S 5, A2 2 MR T 5 h 5
I 3% S BT 55 TS AT 55, 1B 3% S I Rl A AT 55
AT =R N - R ERESE
HIRRE 36 300 B9 52 W ( Hommel et al. ,2004 ; Mayr
et al. ,2003) , BRI T I H AL EH G W R
PR B AR - SN I R I HEBR —BUR koM
A—BR K LB 1 5 e ( Mayr & Awh,2009) 45 —
HERLEEN1:1,

1B g 3 870 MK, 43 6 4~ block 23, &
A block 3£ 145 AR YK . 3 He i Y o8 P BEVL I
KHEF, [#158 cC el iC 1 il KR % 80 4>, 4L 320 4>
ARORIR o HIB/NE TR, B8 58 i — 1> block
REF8h A LIS /AR . HEHR
BB, LA — M 64 ) RELHE
SRR %R block , Jz i AL 5 TE S8 T —2L

+ B
500 ms 500~800 ms 0~1,500 ms 800~1,200 ms o
— AR L5 o
R WAt RET{E RBEAAT
ARG IR >

Bl sKie—iERF
e A, —MRR W RI B E B E . T &, RN
POANESER R IR . B TR0 AR EAE % B S 45
B IR, B LB AR UL B — B RO, B iC IR,
T,
2.2 #%
FH IBM SPSS 20. 0 #4234 cC . el iC il i RIK
Fh YRR o R IR HOR (TR, KR il ik Ak
o X SONEE B 434, B B A 158 S s R IR (o BT
ARIAESH 5. 30% ) Fi iR H 3 MRifEEZ
SMR SR EE (TR RIS 0.30% ) o R BLIY
ZER DL 2A, ¥ 7R ph 538 B YA 5T ( Gratton et
al. ,1992 ) IZ L4 L A F 40 # o
(1) RIVEXFHEA T #5530 5351 L # oC ik Al
iC 1R B SR L 3R AN el R B SR B (LR
TR , 32 A Bonferroni $54%1E p (E( TR , LA18
AN AT 55 v 3 AR —BOR R FIA — B0k
IR, 52 B wm,cC <iC,t(151) =6.86,p <
0.001,Cohen’ s d =0. 139 ( Cohen, 1988 ) ;il < cl, ¢
(151) =4.31,p <0. 001 ,Cohen’ s d =0. 099,
(2) & THARL, RT (il - iC) 1 RT (el -
cC) o RABN AR T K L — H iz, LI
TNWERAT: 5 1) — B A — BT AT 55 R i e
e, KBS R ZI, RT(Il -iC) (111.88 =+
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41.68) W3 /NTF RT(cl —cC) (131.93 £38.21),¢
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(3) & v %36 M B ( Nieuwenhuis et al. ,
2006) :RT[ (I - ¢C) — (il —iC)]. FFIMKEA T
K5 LA B AR E O 225, USE /R 3 M p e
B, R R, RT[ (el - cC) - (il -iC)] =
20.05( +32.85) BEFERTFIA(E,(151) =7.53,p

<0.001,

(4) Dol vh o & B & B 23 A FR AL, B ST

780
760
740
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710 F

oo 3
RRHES
* - R—%
—u 7

—H A8
BT

- P
WAL S5

(151) = -7.53,p <0.001,Cohen’s d =0. 525,

B 0075p
007} } X

ooesk 1 T T -
008} i ~+

#  oo0s5F
dg 005t
0.045
004}
0.035 *’/é
003 :
—& A8
MEAEE

D 0055

o S

T oomtb
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W 0042f
o gpaf
0.038 |

0.036

0.034 }

0.032 bt .
—¥ A=
WAL

2 EERnEiRELER

A B B B4R R — I SR FIEEIRR AR, C B D B 4320 L5 — i SUS I FeB iR 5L
E B0 F BE4A00E 5 =R R AT g R R E R . AE.CEME BBRT BERMRBEN.

IRELRFE £ 1 {5 #E1R (standard error of mean,SEM) , 7B EHIW A &,

TA BRI PRGN R, /)5 R A Shapiro — Wilk i
P ESIES D A . 45 R A, WA R
MR IE S ESA M LB E 2SR, W=0.994,p=
0.731,

BRI LA 2B, HRE M5 E S RO
Hﬂ“‘ﬁo

(D) ECXEEA T REZS R BN, il <cl,(151)
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=2.14,p =0.034,Cohen’ s d =0. 169, LHE
HER,ps>0.1,

(2) BEXREA T R IR R A B, i1 - iC(0. 027 +
0.037) BZE /T el —cC(0.036 £0.041) ,:(151) =
-2.31,p=0.022,Cohen’ s d =0.243 , ANFEX4EEIR
HRARIFT T
2.3 it

I AE BB Stroop {155 KL T HRMEE
AP BE PRGN . REWER TR, HRME
o R IR 58 o AR BUAE MLAE 55w (R — BRI A —2
K L (Egner & Hirsch, 2005b; Larson,, Kaufman , &
Perlstein,2009 ) , Tang % & P ( Tang, Hu, & Chen,
2013 ;Tang, Hu, Li et al. ,2013 ), Stroop {45 # np2E
WLER 15 & 14 D 58 I PR ITE LA 45+ Y — B0k
b ARSI R T A TR R phRIE AR, B
TS, SRR TE M R T B R R B PR 5E
PR IEZS 43 A, X B T b 58 3& B A 4 (1]
EFo

LT LUz BRI - RBEA/INF
VU Stroop f£:55 il Flanker {£45 7, AT, 7EHL T H2
1] Flanker {155 [ S8 MEEHE T , Wrgead B 43
TRMESERANAERE . W BRI Rm— R, L
B T H KR T E T H ) Flanker T 55 1 i 58 WLEX
783 (Chen et al. ,2013 ;Tang et al. ,2022; Tang, Hu,
Lei,Li,& Chen,2015) , DA o g8 58 W A5 2 S B 43

2E

ARFE o

3 LT EA Flanker f£ % HUs SEUEHE A H
SIERL

3.1 Fik

3011wk

160 Z f@fFA A F YOl (2ot 132 2) , R
Bk 18 ~25 %, FF #4115 20. 09 &, bpifE 2 1. 15
%o HRNBFER—,

3.1.2 fUaRAIRER

KR AR FSL R —. KRR B 6 E R A
(+ 3 ) AT (4080 T8 o = DKCFHEFTEY
DU & DURAR 20 S 2 BUAE B 7w dv P 5, SR A B (4
HERE, TERBE a6 F R HARRIE,
M BB L RIE . TE—BULRF, HAr#E
o0 RIBARE, Pl wwm" . EA—BEAK
T, BRSO RN, fl s g™, —
BORRAA —BEAW I L BIAEIR o
3.1.3 ST

Lo RET K 3, LRI S5 —MR. 1
ST 5, Bt 2 54 A U AR AP ET R
FHE BRSO, 4F AT HIEED”
®ETRAETRER T ], AFHATFRIEHR

‘B

500~800 ms

0~1,500 ms
— AR 5]

800~1,200 ms

+ATHRET
jars Jis

e 2is

IR SR

nf RHNAIR AT 5124

3 XWERF
3.2 #X

BRIy SR E A0 R, X SR B
B, 0 BR B R R B IR (5 BT R RBEAE 55 1Y
4.55% ) F | RL I B Y 3 M ARUEZE Z AN E = E
GHFTA RBLAE &5 B 1.29% ) o Jx L I 25 23R
& 2C,

(1) EXFEA TSR BN, cC <iC,1(159)
=3.50,p =0.001,Cohen’ s d =0. 080;il < cI,z(159)
=6.134,p <0.001,Cohen’s d =0. 131,

(2)BEXFHEAR T #8045 R BoR, RT (il - iC)
(39.71 £25.95) 2EF/NT RT(cl - ¢C) (56.36 +

28.89),:(159) = -6.55,p <0.001, Cohen’ s d =
0.641,

(3) BHA T IR A, RT[ (el -cC) -
(il-iC)] =16.64 ( +32.13) BE KT MLMHE, ¢
(159) =6.55,p <0.001,

(4) Shapiro — Wilk JUl32 45 R & I, th 5835 hf &
W FHE S ERD AR EER,W=0.995,p =
0. 832,

TR ILIE 2D, FUXTAEA T R 45 1 %
AEIUEAT B EFEMEZS, ps >0. 1, T LIS 45 1R
SR
3.3 i

ZL S E IKAEHA) Flanker {145 & 28 w5 WL
B R I I 938 N AR B R WAT: 55 v ) — B A —
FAR b I E RGN RN ES . X s
RETHE—MRE, 2R s W3 (Botvin-
ick et al. ,2001 ; Botvinick et al. ,1999) 32/ T ¥ —25
(W SE SR , UESE T 5 0] Flanker 4145 o ip 5 MEE 75
AR 9 38 N IR T e 58 U & 1T 95 T R
(Kerns et al. ,2004) , HL, XTI E KIBR T 510
Flanker {145 7 #h 58 WA 5 & 14 #h 52 38 R B FCA~ 4
)22 5 o

SR, BiA] Flanker f£ 458 A& B4 Flaker {155
B, T Flaker /£ 4% ( Eriksen & Eriksen, 1974 ) #%
IR Flaker {£55, HTESAY Flaker {45
R — ML AR, TR = RAETFEE
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Flanker 1T 55 1 ¥ 5 WL & Y5 X (JE P}, BR % %5,
2012,2013 ) 4R35 S E L S A RHIE . SRS
=R SR LR — 2 AT I =YL 5
AR R P R B SR IR e R R M L o A
FFAE

4 KW= FH Flanker £ 5 RUEF LA
SRiE Y

4.1 Fik

4.1.1 ok

160 2 fit ey R 1k (LM 65 &) , SE A Vi
18 ~23 & FHARERE 19.91 B, #RifEZ 0.91 &
HARNEF LR —,

4.1.2 LA Fbt

SEE AR I SE T — o SETR AR A TS
(+3 ) MREFE(KNF R W), 547KFHE
I REFHELL 22 & Times New Roman 7% 2 BLAFE
e, A RY R 4.77° x 1.15°, ] )78k
& EARE, Wi A - B2 2D . 7E—BUAR
m, AR RIRECR 43O AH [ (21, NNNNN) . 758
—F R A, H b 0 A W (A,
KKFKK) , —& 1 L Fa 1R
4.1.3 LT

TR IR 4, LT 53 —A0.
AT o, BT 2 30 1B, MR AR v ] F)
TR B AR R N . FE K AT P IEE
“VHE L FENT AT RRIE VM, FE8F AL
TR M, FE“W” A TR 07 #,

.
i

+ NNNNN
300ms 300~500 ms 0~1,500 ms 800~1,200 ms
— AR AR ) -
+NNWNN * KKFKK + FFFFF
BRI MR R R

nl BE B IR K126

B4 ZH=FERF
4.2 #XR

BARM s S e —AE R o RO R 23
BT, 90 6% 5 2R I BE B IR (o B R RO AE 55 1
4.43% ) F S L R Y 3 AR B SR E (R
ARWNALF 1. 16% ) o ETEER ILE 2E,

(1) FXHHEA T RBR 25 R B 7R, cC <iC,2(159)
=2.81,p=0.006,Cohen’s d =0. 057 ;il <¢I,£(159)
=3.83,p <0.001,Cohen’s d =0. 082,

Q)EXHEA T 5558 87, RT (il - iC)
(18.62 +23.79) B E /N TF RT (e - cC) (30.44 +
27.66),:(159) = —4.66,p <0.001, Cohen’ s d =

0. 641,

(3) BEAR T R g4 R R, RT[ (el - cC) -
(il -iC)] =11.83 ( +32.09) 5 2 & F I A{H, ¢
(159) =4.66,p <0. 001,

(4) Shapiro — Wilk 345 SR & H, 5838 =&
W FHE S ERD AR EEZR,W=0.991,p =
0.413,

TR WK 2F, XA TR as 1%
ARIEMBEVEZ R, ps >0. 1, A EERFEL
PWHAT T o
4.3 itk

ST A Flanker {1451 & BL T w58 WL 2%
B R M) ho3a N, I B 5858 I = RN IE 7845
i, XEEERGRIN LR B, LRI S5H
PHHE(E T, BR & ¥ ,2012,2013 ) #H[F], (HE5 R
R TN R R M. HIH, %L 5 £ m A
Flanker {£45 M & B T 0 K W B & PR 1E
ML FFE IR T EAMEE 2R,

5 Bitig

EHRAE =52 50 23 5 R I 2 T Stroop f
%5 i8] Flanker {45 Fi 578k Flanker {55 B i 2 0
A EE T vh o3& B AL (Tang, Hu, & Chen,
2013;Tang, Hu, Li et al. ,2013; F§ 7 FF, bk 2%,
2012,2013; FFPHPH 48,2012) . 5RE=AT R
BRI T B RIE M, HE AR, vh
ZiE B RMIES /6. B, BRI o
ZR A3 18 ( Botvinick et al. ,2001 ; Botvinick et al. ,
1999 ) $24L T 50 J1 B SL B UESE o

e ML fR PP SIS R YR T R 35 & 1Y
IAFIEH B ( Botvinick et al. ,2001) , HRIFIZIH
W, WERAT: 55 Hh I A5 B B0 T IE I R G, ]
HHIA B B35 T T8 AU BT A, 8 Z 30T
ARSI B Bk ARk vh e, H, A —Bulikz
JE MEERIACE =, BT A G ik, MR, AT 5
A M RER, REA AR LM, B
e, — 8RR Z G W 3E ] KPR, B ol #1 eC iRIK
WEAT 55t R R KOV 3 BAT 55 B SR 11
FERAR T BRI E B L, thet, kel gk
SR AT E R R AR SRR R T H ARl i, R BH
PRI i T8 s (Egner & Hirsch,2005a) , 730
SRS B A B R AR 0 855 o 3% 253 [R] 300
SECNRIREE ol KRB BT, JiHh,
RMEATLS Pk Z hREE R, BB = A MR 1k
P, BB 5O RIEON B AR RIS g s . 7€ oC
BRI, 430 TR 5 T 15 T 5K R R T 58 LS g AT
%, FTUAAE YT T iC 13K, C 1R B B2 B I 2 25 T
W, 2 b AHFSRESE, 4E Stroop /145 Fi1 Flanker /T
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5, PR MR R W oEE MR T oC RN 43
ORI gk s a8 iC K i 00 O T3k H
553 5 [V AT 3RS 230 TR SO e B 55 B T 1K i
30 RIBAN T A5

FEZATE v 3E AR B SO AT 55 i —
A - Wk E, X5 ARG R — 2
(Egner & Hirsch, 2005b; Larson et al. ,2009), 7&
Stroop {1451 , B8, F0 5 S o3 ) 2 TR ¥y E A4t T
oL YERE . HRYE-F-AT 7370 A BAR 2 ( Cohen , Dun-
bar,& McClelland 1990 ; Cohen, Servan — Schreiber, &
McClelland , 1992 ; Zhang , Zhang , & Komblum,1999) ,
EA 15 BIFE B £y 42 38 T8 A5 98] b @ i T, 2
BATR) ] 2 AH X T B 44 BE A N T ( MacLeod
& Dunbar,1988 ; Theios & Amrhein,1989) . ¥E Flank-
er {55, M3t i BRLR) ( J 1) A ) Y SR 3R] (3
FRE) SRR RN A A D 4R B AR AR, IR IR
BT &L ( Komblum, 1994 ; Kornblum , Hasbroucq,
& Osman,1990) , H Hr 4k B A 430 4 B B I T3EE
HAHRE, L EMTZHEE M TS, A, 75516
Flanker £ % f15=+F} Flanker £ %, H T ESH
4 3R 0 K PN TR, B DAAT: 5 X BE RS R] ( van
Steenbergen, Band, & Hommel, 2015 ), W, £
Stroop {155 . #.iA) 8} & Flanker {145 o AT 55 4% Jit
X B AR AN R, (R 52 30 2 — Bt R A3 T w2
BYE R I B ph oIS ML, B RHEA A ] . BT,
ZAVE I RIESE T wp s MEE T AR TAE 5
il RS TYAY

DWTFE Ha 7 1 538 BB R AT P AR A IE 25 43
o VLI TR ZECME, o b B #R A h
o] DX, AR AR TR A D o T g E N R BR T
PRAE T v S B BE S, D SIE R R K , UEHA o
G, BT LA S 48 7 KA OB B B AF i o
R¥EHIGE ST o J35h, IER A BRI ] LUIG s BB i
AMEZE RFHE, BT LOZBFR 5 IR T shRMEE
T WS IE B B M ) 22 57, T8 AT TR Stroop £ 55

A1 Flanker {£45 v 5 & OE 4% 1] 22 ¢ B4 LA 56
WA
6 it

LB 7 th RS TS R ) h RE AT 55
AL, A5 — M0 3 8 UG S IE S A AR 56
W THAMRE 2R, WL, R T R

G5, R oSl R SR T B M SE I TR

SE L
FEPIE, B, (2012) . vhIR DR BT i A2 BY) 2K 36 I - ERP
WE9E. o ERE Al ,42(12) ,1010 - 1017.
FEFHPE, MR . (2013) . MW 2RGE B B 2 IR L. o B A

ARl ,43(11) ,992 —1002.

FEFHY, X B Ok, MR . (2012). wR L REE K R
R D FEFAR ,44(3) ,295 —303.
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The Mechanisms of Conflict Adaptation in the Conflict Observation Paradigm

Tang Dandan'? ,Guo Haihui’ , Liu Peiduo®,Meng Yingfang'
(1. School of Psychology, Fujian Normal University , Fuzhou 350117 ;
2. School of Teacher Education,Zunyi Normal University ,Zunyi 563006
3. Jiangxi Educational Evaluation and Monitoring Research Institute , Nanchang 330008 ;
4. Faculty of Psychology,Southwest University ,Chongqing 400715)

Abstract . It has been known that conflict adaptation induced by the observation of conflict does not be affected by the response execu-
tion and ,therefore is purer. The present study uses the conflict observation paradigm that is based on the Stroop,word Flanker,and letter
Flanker tasks in three experiments ,to investigate the mechanisms of conflict adaptation. In all three experiments,the results consistently
showed that( 1) the typical conflict adaptation occurred in both the congruent and incongruent trials in the response task, (2 )the RT (il
—iC)was significant smaller than RT(cI — ¢C) ,and(3) the distributional properties of conflict adaptation did not significantly differ
from the Gaussian distribution. Taken together, the present study reveals the distributional characteristics of conflict adaptation in the
conflict observation paradigm for the first time,and provides a novel idea for the research field of the cognitive control.

Key words: conflict observation ; conflict adaptation ; Gaussian distribution ; congruency tasks



