50 SENR AL B AT IA I HITRES . LIZIIRILIE RS
RIS B B

> 1,2 3,2 4 ) 2 5

EigR © BEL#E> E H® FHES RES I

(R A R B RERT AT, B 210017) C R R AL RS L TE S R, B 210037)
CIEYBREEITRAER AT, FI 518067) M TR AR KL, M 225003)

C _EIgImTE KT 2B, i 200234)

 E DZIBALE S S RZIBALE 086, SRR S Stroop W AR 19 B AR- 5 37 27 K SR AT
5oy B AR b BT BB PIRUKY,  5SEh A N B B R A R At A B BR T
NN SRS R . SRR (DM RA5 R 3077 X5 R 7R M Eh A R g T MR ZIBRAL A5 2
5 RZMAAE S EVRIE BRI B HE0G o SN BRESRIIA RN BT D, W 2B — Bk 5 R B Sohn 1T
FEPREE, T ZIR e RACAE S BRI T 2218, H 5 Was R ZIMEN G T s PR HIFE 2 A B2
XA — A S SN RN T 2218, Tt ZIB et RALE S BN S TR PEE, H 5 B2 R % -
()N O 2R A 5 R ZIRA (S R RO RN TAR . ZIBE B 5 R ZIBR A A5 S TR B £ B S
Zhi, HAnT 75 A2 2 B RGN L3 PR, VAT AT EOREI . A2 R 10 T T 23X
E R LR N RS, Hon T 52 2] B s i RSN R MR, VBT I ROR I, AR R
PN SXEEEERERW, AR E AL B M ZIRALE S5 RZBAE R, BERIEHAEPIRM AR R (R
B RYE v BN IE R G P HATE, T HACE®N, B RS BEER], BEA N A R MR,
MNTI T FERT AN f5e A U FF B R0 T3 . BRAE AT i BRIRR 2%, AMA e e o s iR A andzs il it 77 20xk
fb NERRBEATIN T

XBIE ZIREIREEE; FREEBNTT A NI, Rah s RS

1 5

ST LB E B 05 2 75 E Zh L0 (automatic activation)”iX — A, — ELLARAE
FER G TR TR I, 2 S BT A B 5 I IR A S (s SR 2 s AT RS A5 RT
A5 SRR TR, 52 SRR ZINEN St 2> E 2. A3 Al ik G %05 (Banse,

mllf

ek B8 2017-12-20

CHE WA SR TR AR ST H (17YIC840007) s VLR AE FE RS e = T RN B T 4R L I E S B
(C-2/2016/01/13); VLF mALE S 4L B4 AL E 235 H (2018SIZDI065)
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Seise, & Zerbes, 2001; Clow & Esses, 2007; Ito & Urland, 2003), BE& B 7T HIRN, “ZIMRKEI S
WO — B2 2R KRR A ST I 1 B A R (W OB SR 2 B R TE (Posten &
Mussweiler, 2013), FFH 73300 KRHIE S $EnZRER . 191413 % (Radvansky, Copeland,
& Hippel, 2010). AFr{EfE(Posten & Mussweiler, 2013). M £ F#%(Skorinko, Sinclair, &
Conklin, 2012). #:£x\ %1 H #5x(Hoza, Bukowski, & Beery, 2000). ‘0>FAH % (Jia et al., 2012).
KN I P48 (Radvansky et al., 2010). MA@ (HEIER, Ti6, 20185 2 KR, Hif, &
T SO0 ZAAR B 2 0 J5 B RS R A — FS0E Y HiUL A2 (spreading activation process), 7EIX —
T o 5 P 2 1 1 B M BER 5 P DO 4 5 A, B o g ST A £ SR R A R R 2 A P BB, I
A SR RAT M 5 24 IR I 8 (Quadflieg & Macrae, 2012). AR, 5 FIHE—
FEVR RGBS, ZRER IS B RIS, IR P 28 241 M 58 35 OB (AR &1 R
(node) 4385 51 5 2 AR (¥ AR EID A A5 A0, A5 3 25— B0 2R A A% B (B —Fih
PO ZIARCEN S B S 45 B Ml Bk S S o i SRR FH I X2 12 (schemas - theory)(Hamilton &
Trolier, 1986)K i t1 22 h HIE SCRAESS K, MR — b2 25 ST — P i AL i) 2 AL 5
B MR, 2380 5 ZIBE B R R T S SE50 MESE: ZIRRED R R
IR SRR RAL 229328, DRI, VT BE— Ak 2 285 e B 2 3 K2R B A 0 (1 M8 (Rim,
Uleman, & Trope, 2009).

UTAEAE, W FE 3 AR e 5 (R A e e A 2 30 o 4] i3 3 ZUBR K A5 2. (Bartholow &
Dickter, 2008; Conrey, Sherman, Gawronski, Hugenberg, & Groom, 2005). 4% %1% (3 3l
W05 ZIBAAS 2 CE AR RSO AR DT HCHT , e AT T 220 E1) 5% 1) Jse AW fe) 2 — S50, AT 2R
A5 B SBLIE EE AN TR 12 5 B 2 A5 B 5 ZIAR AL A5 S RVCECE , e s 2R BN B
S EABE] AR BT, BTN ZIAR AR B R BN . AR, IR IAE BN L7 e %]
WAGAE B SN L HARMISRIEES iz b, e —F0-PAT B (it sl i £ F (B0 B3 %1
R EN MG R ZIMR IR, AIXH AT — BN R . B4, SIS B2 3 HoAt
FETH, HEEZIRIBLE B ZIEN R —EE S RIE BRI, 152 SR
MR NG A I 2% 2 Hafner A1 Stapel(2009)8F 7t &I, ZIBRAAE B 32 2 R ZIALAE BT
PobT, 5B — AR BRI R 2B (S B B B, AT s At NN 5
) S AR A% S0 T LIRS 2R B SRS « ety L, ZAIRR B S A2 345 R TR AL
Wi A2, BB RS RE AL B P A5 AL T B T H 3, XA s B n L
ST S0 ZBR BN G 7 A R ?

WIF 50 3 A A e 2R R 5 ORI B ) B ), A — A e R A LA T R B



N R BB Uy R I, DALLE )RR A T 4R AR b A B e B A (e
$t[(Aarts, Custers, & Marien, 2008; Jimura, Locke, & Braver, 2010; Savine & Braver, 2010). ff
TR, HHIEE LB RLRMEENG, MAEKINCIL R G PR AR 58 T3 A 1
Btk X —F BT A AR R HE L R, S ORI AN BL: FE T 2B
5 R AL 2 3 AR T B R BOAL 23 6 1) B Z B D SR B0 (perceptual readiness processing;
Riisch & Corrigan, 2011). XA BIME BN L8 TH A FAT I LR RS 5T —B
B M ERBBRERS, BB B AR RS SAEBRRMERGARNRE, A3k
15 RGAFERREIN LR SOGB4 A8 MR, B RIRE R G BRI S i
WHIBHRR B RS i 2:, — BOAIBHRBZ, X —#E KRG TOERIER o TEAMASEIL
He—pE HARRE, XA RGLURIE . RAHT7 R b 2 A e Gon T AR v R B0 H—
MRGAER R R S8 A RS /E K985 (Evans & Coventry, 2006; McCulloch,
Ferguson, Kawada, & Bargh, 2008). KUk, XPAMARI R G A0S BN L A A BE AR 4 %0
B N AR 1] DA B SR S A 55 SR 1 B, DARE RN 6 2 A N S R E
% (Custers & Aarts, 2010). 24 XU EE A K045 #2218 (dual mechanisms of cognitive control
account, DMC), AMIEAR[FITEHE 22 RE Hu A ) 32 2l A ol B S P dsib], - AN R 21
EI 5 % M HL 38 E (Braver, 2012; Savine & Braver, 2010).

Robertson F1 Weiss(2017)it—Fa i, 8 )5 A 8 30 & S BN FIANE (I R0CR:
PRAE R L J5 b 58 2 1 AN T S P 1, T /E B A 2B U 5 3 8809 Bl U S A Ut
) b IR BB AN R M R IAT B, RIVRE AR A 45 42 I -0 sl T ) 1 2
R, TSNS M AR RIS AREEZ R, R RIIE B SBUMAE I A Sk HAZ
Pl SN . DAERTTURIL, 5B R —FE, B A 3)RIFERE I R BEA R TE BN GO B R
SINTS BRAEXRIER, #EIATEHRE/1(Capa, Bustin, Cleeremans, & Hansenne, 2011).
SYHBEFCARB, BRI AR 275 2O B GO CAEAE AR B A AR BT
B E RS AR AR G BN R SR R RS, S BRI, e
JE I A5 52 B ToRAT BT, 7R BB AL 55 b SERESR s nd 58 2 A HARRI B ) 2
(Bijleveld, Custers, & Aarts, 2011). (F55A&BIARMT LRI, B LB B35 7005 2P
T 3 B4 ) 2R 48R Ra 8 4% ) R S B0 (Spielberg, Miller, Heller, & Banich, 2015). 24
NRBhE, DX 2 A R R R R A A T AR, A VA VAR G B AT R T R AR
oz B, IR0 0o o 5 F A i X ) 0 A A S S i 24 B S e, 3 PR
FH (AMPFC) A2 3T A T (2 10 [X 192 v 7 42 o A 8 00 T #9582 [X 33 (Spielberg et al.,



2015).

Zr LR, 0GR AN G R I LA S — R s SON A S, 2 BB E SR
TSR T o AN R 28 145 2[RI S T AR T e, At A B0 R T 3R ]
DA SR 2 AR S ] SR A R DAL A F LR ST . S BOEAE 2 1B —e 7
£ J& B XU (context-specific prime effects, CSPC)[{ISLE6 R B, J@ ik 15 AR 2R LL A7 (145 2
INTARH, AT LA o i SR Bl i SR A5 187 A S L YD (2 TS e S [ 1 5 Frg e R L 9] 22
SEEIHD), HERE NI b S B TR )RR 421 5 3 (Bailey, West, & Anderson, 2010). 1% 5256 K 2
SEBE T AN E R R L] A g, DRI SE A s e TR RO E B B BT R N, AN
PIE U2 s 7o = P cb2n) | Gt ok ) SOVA Gk o 3 e S L MYANRE [T I
I3 MIAE T EN ST BRI AN I BL

5 BRI AR, BAEBICE R, FEAEM R R, R RS R
A2 A EL RS, ARAMACTE B GIE id FE v £ mT DA ] B 32 3 9 Fhod a4 ) S S (Bugg: &
Braver, 2015). 20 P45 i 7 224 F B 2 A 00 A B BREOR GRS R R I R 3, DRI A
PENDEM RG0S, T AR H SR I A TR R, MR R T I HEPEMK.
RBHESBT B BTG B A LU RSSO, SRR HME DA 78 7 R AR LSS eI R
o7 42 1] 2> B A 7500 T (Garavan & Weierstall, 2012),

HHT, BH T EED KRR S0 5 5 i) 5En 2 (A o8 RIRDr . Bx) B
WL AR ()ZAZIAE B 5 R ZIAE B R N IR e b 2),  H24%0
BRI, R 2 B S N A ] OV P 2 0 S AR B 5 s T 24 50 5 R BB
BN 2 ) S VA b A1 I 55 tH B 2B BN R 22 ()N et A ] SR BE Frg e SR A5 1B
ZIAAE R v R ZIBRACAE B TREUAS 7] (8 o AR 245 B 5 R ZIBAL AR R 7
B R, Hn TR B E ], BT AT AR B 2R RN L, X
KGR FNAER T B, HnTr A2 3] Nk, BT 2R e A2 B 1
mL.

2 S 1 AR B R R B R AR (S BN GUE

FSG P DA SR 4 1) S s
2.1 FH&
2.1.1 #ik

AFFEHEIERE: 86 BERAREB L&), Tk 18~23 ¥, “FIHFR 22.65 &



(SD=1.89), #RMLEMFIEM A IES, Z ARSI FBISE . 3k 5 R 53k — i 1
Tiff .
2.12 LI

K2 B 2 SO A £ P )X — M5 ) B AR O AR S IARALR , e =2k 1 55 i
PEZIBREN SRR 2 A R — 2. B, ARIE K MR SCAE =R, “FE, “%
VU A L P B I 2B S, BRI <ok 53 4k a5 i L R AR A A5
Bo SERS I FE— I3 ORI R A o AREIR PR RS BT (an BRI, 36 28) AR,
PAARFE 55 1 A0 2 1 A e AR A Al S A << 55> < 2> g 70 oo R 880 o LIS T 000 B8R a2 S 0 55 1
PR FIRE S % 34 > CRE BT 18] e (29)/RF T seve (3 1)=0.94 5 4RF S5 sy i3 )45 S5 1] st
(3)=1.67). IEXSLHRH 60 MERIR TR, Hoar 8 M TR HARFEAE: H%, %
il PR B R A 45 ), BRI R KIUZEAE(N=160)FR 4 FN U T e 2 1
"5 I 55 AN L P MR R AE (K R, AP S Y R GRS 70%): BfRS, 44 LA
FERISE FUITI R M M ARSI, SRl (PRI SR 1)), SRS E kit e Rk
= KUY EEAE(N=100)%f BT HSC5E 1R RS i) SR AT VR F R, I AL AR 30% A1
AR 74 4 B, SRR CGIARDGE R H W) ( (IARDUE R ) IR, 2008)17
126 H AT 2RIE 70% AL R )RR 5 1] 68 Ao K0 ik HE 1 SESE A RLER ] Adobe Photoshop CSI
BATELEL 26 5 AR AR5 il i BMP A% 2R
2.1.3 SR

K 2005 B : w8 vs AR 2 (1R AR 5 ] 55 ) 1 ] - R vs A TR B it
Horr, St GOSN R AR B AR SRS RAR AHIRTE R Stroop £ 55 1) S B FIEHR R o
2.14 SEIFERF

SR FH <A 1) 4 J5 o SR ARk Sl — 5 5 AR 25 3R] L Stroop 83 (Algom, Chajut, & Lev,
2004 K505 SR B S WS FEARANSE RS, MERRe R R REAI 0 7 2 IR —
M 30 e e ] (e B B —male”) s 7E AN FOARAT S T, MR BRR R B 2 A A 0 5 A
J At 3] EL 2 3 52 A R 2 B 5% (U “male— B B —female™) o 1270 21 7 FH R BEAE T
Stroop ZUSL VMR AY, IR E BN T, VRS SEN T s A Bt Ak 5 =
AR T, 2 MR 2 (Melara & Algom, 2003). FHIKA WL, %36 306820 B HZIAR 1045
B5 RZMACAS B AT 5050w AL T At ED G B S 1) S

SLIHRFEN: “HAERRET RS- AR SEN R, FEEPERZ.
P £ I — AR VERIRE I IS, 1O 218 BT REA 6 P A AT S0 SR A



WS, T R R I Lo, T F 8. TE R HER AT RN .
NI, AR NG ST B B " HAh SIS R (RIS 1L 1), SR BOREAT SL IR 550
IR PR E S AF EOFT RN A S 2 A P AT B 5 TS Presentation HCfF SEBL LA A6 F
HIBENLAL, PARIESEAS TR (R R . m s . IR )
FEHAR T 260G MBI BEAh, bR AR A 26 0F 721, LG lR]— >y
YT REFAAER RGN . BRE — XA, BORIRE 2 2080 SRl SEibpilsemk 20
NGRS IR (FE 5 LRe R XU 1A % 2 A, BB FENL 2B 5 )k 1A AR SLR AT
%o

ZroAWr B 1ER LB B

+
- =LA 400-600 ms(KibL) TEVH 5 400-600 ms(HiHl)
- M 100ms = N %5t K 100ms

*gj’*ﬁ?fj:?’”fﬁ o ol W FIwAiEE R 500ms
(: BJi A BER) (B B, L B

............................................ )
- B, EBBOR RN
- ¢ 1000 ms

PR RE A SR
W ie SR SR, 3t
N F—Arial .

B 1 — MRS iR
22 #R
221 ZIR—BLER S5 G ER b A BNR I TSR AIS 00

KH SPSS18.0 Xf St AT it i B . Ho6, NHERZIREIGIN LRSS | e
FRIE GORRORE, HEAT 20515 G780 < 2 (VA 59 R ] 5 ) A ] e ) 4 2 00 877 225 4
(T 1. B 2)e WEEANTHEE IR AR, HAREAR KRS 3R
BRAFA T A T AT LR IR B (ME3SD LLAMOKHE), FEIR 4.5%F0 %08 .

RN, MM R, F(1,80)=2.98, p<0.05, n;=0.39; fhAfF BrhotE
FRAEE, F(1,80)=0.13, p>0.5; PiE A2 AR A% 53, F(1,80)=3.38, p=0.052, 1> =0.09.
7 SRR AT SR TR M R TR U 5 P R B AR, R R KPR S
P AR I R 2R 4] 49 B 50 P 34 S B s 22 6] (624ms vs. 591ms) ) 2 5%, F(1,80)=1.35, p>0.1;
(B, FENERRE BT ] 5 P SR A A AR R, SRKT s e P S5 ] 5 ) e
] [ B G0N T B B 2K T B A STAER B 10 3K 19 288 1] £ B 0 n 1 89 S 2T (638 ms
vs. 577ms), F(1,80)=2.04, p<0.05, np=0.15. XL, PARGZIR Sl BHET SN T2
SIBE SO Y, R I RS [ A R ) S (S s i vs MR ) R, 2



ZIBAAT B 5 R ZIRAAE B R B, 8T A ik L AE R — B (5 B 2 DU I B
FIN TV Y S S 45 (—14ms) - 170 S 38K TR O BUAE 2B — BUib (5 B 2 BN BT R i
T8 SN SE A (14ms), AT 5| FERRNGE S BN RV o T DL, S 242 FRI A6 3% RO IA S B2
Pb, 2R —BULAE B RIET GO T AREE, Xt Zikh RAE B ETRIN T 18, H %
T SRZREN S i BB PERERIRE SR AR E , K2R BULE B MBSO T 518, i
X ZIA P RS BTN T REGE, H 5 BB EN R i 22

® 1 BEASEFM THIXA TR N (N=82/8 1L ms)

MUESE MEAEERGE MEYEE ERAR M SE
S MR 582.45 20.69
5 AAZS 574.48 20.87
5 BN 578.47 2027
% HHZE 577.18  20.52
% N 632.09 21.44
5
5
%

55 A o]
&
LA ]

B PRy T .
Mz 634.52  22.08

TR 623.54 22.49
Mz 636.25 21.62

o

LA ]

640

o

IN]

o
L

(sw)Z R+

o
®
o

L

) SIS ’
K2 A5 RS0 5 HARAER AhN EIVER n T3 2 (R 52

222 ZRKIERS RZIRLIEREANIXT it A BN 0 TR 5500

At IR IR, PR RN R AT FIRE T E BT OLE 3). AR
FAT A APEAT SN RAB (ME3SD DASMRIEAR) I B, LR 0.9%M18dE . iR EIR,
P 50 R ) 5 4 30 R e 3 e B T OB R . F(1,83)=1.76, p<0.05, mp=0.22; K%t tidkI L
RAE 2, F(1,83)=0.88, p>0.1: WHELZOAEAARSE, F(1,83)=029, p>0.5. XULH, 4
ZIBAAS B 5 R ZIBRACAE BRI BT, B G0 52 31 s S 2 ] (K4 FH 2 0 S 22 A T



% 5ZIMR—BAE BE BN BB G AR EE, 3 — BTG IR~ 25) 5 SN P4 4 L B o e
(M 1526=0.078) I, ZPHRAE B IR —BULLE BN, B RS 538K T IO B,
ZIMCEN 7 A 1) S A R £ 0 i, AT 80X — BN GOIN T A1 249 s LIt 4 et EL v 32 6
THM 12+=0.075)0 RT WL, PASSAREHI RIS ALAALIATIN T2, 1 A& 7 B BO EI SN T
A E .

10.00

8.00

6.00

4.00

(e simraEr

200+

0.00

MEREF AT
3 ANAAAEKP TS AN A N BN Goin AR A 1 2 R

23 g

FEARNEN ST S A e, AN 0] TSRO RIEAT, AR T 7 8 1 22 S AT
ZIMEN SN T . X —d A SNl B R BRI HE BV R, FiL, SRS
AR TR PO AT B 2GR AE(Sherman et al., 2009). MU ZIAR TGN TH#E, ZIHK
EN A R 2 A4 AR BN R G b o 24 A A5 BAS e BE B KN B U5 BRI, ZAR
SR BT IERIOMER, A P B S A — BUE B 2 A — 505 S, M 8
Bl /RAE 23 53 A% (T 5 PR B0 ML A A5 B0 2 L SIS I AR B 5 5 I 2R
AT BRI, TR S SN RZIRAAE B AT, AT S S2I SE K (Conrey et al.,
2005).

PAERIETER I, BRI A7 75 B B ) AR B A AR, BN BE B0 A R X
SER S 2R BT AR RIS B (R R, i, 2016). SULARXS, BRAUE RS,
AT B LIRS BB T RITER I TR 4AMATE ok R %R AL (S B, 4
2N L2 (K HN % (Macrae & Quadflieg, 2010). ASHE 7L 42 H R B AE L6 1 h 758 T
HESE, B ZIARAAS 85 RZIMRAAE B CR MR R L 85 5, sk 53 Vb ik
U SRR F7AE R0 S S, IR () 1 50 T 5 2 3 S SR s M RE SRR A BRI



ZIAR B R SO RN O, HETT P AR A A A e B R R ) E S PR G . S 1
Rt R, SN HIFE SR AN BEUE D, W 2R — B BB S L AREE, T
ZIRCh RARAT B RTEN GOIN T 5 218, H 5 Wons SR EN & s 10 T S Pk h#6 2% A B 2
X ZIBR — B AAE BRI BN SN TS, T 2 RAE BRI BN SN TR GE, H 5 I
WREN G 22 o Z T LA 2B PR E T, 528 56 28 0 1) O BER AE T UL B — 2R B O B %
ToiR 2 WA B2 BN SO R AMIR O ZIREN R, K22 X 2R — Bl (& B H I R &AL,
TR 2R P R AAS RIS F RS R AL (Klein, Clark, & Lyons, 2010). K, 4[] i S 30015
ZIBAAR B — B T3 —FAR) i, AT T 25 2R AT il SR AR (I H - B )
2 PISAE ZIR AT BAFAE PR (e Le— BRI, SRR AN B S AN BRE AT, A ATTATRE
S B — 2 HEAT REIZRAE (AN, IR 22 B4 L P T LB M B0 S5 PR AL

g BRTR, 2R — EUAE BB G i B 32 B 0 i R TR T, RO A S0 B R
ARG OUIEAT RIG 7 BC . 2 IANEN BT IEAR XS 78 2 B, MARBE AT & B RA R IR S, TR
B BT BBV ) S0, A0S ZIARCET s 10 A AN BT IEARN B = I, MR R i bR
FEHLHEAT B R LA SR ], 5 R B EN R W . S A ZIBLE B RIS
SAFAERN P IEIN , EN G 32 3 S AR ] B /E ) 5 0ns SZIBREN B o BT FURIIL, B F 4k
R I IR B AR5 RS B GOR BN % 1 SRS (Aarts et al., 2008). 84, ZIHAL(E
B5 RZIWAAT BALT BT I8 B, 5575 BRI B R AL e 75 20 24 ET R
W7 AR A R A 7 BT R AR R B g1 A BRI ] SRS A AN R 7 XA S B R
T2 1) = BRI A Al e SREVE 2 2 R 2 i AT SR IR B R A AR DR I, HL B G o S R 75 4
SHURN R EE? HAT, MOARAE DT B KRR . Xhitt, S258 2 BAESRES 1 HAEH
Fenli b — BRI AN R 5 EE R AR B BRI BN SRz i AR B2 I

3 S22 ARRZITE 2B E B S RZIRALE B ETR T R
NSt VH S

3.1 FE
3.1 #iK

KR ARAEHY . Hatf, SO RS = TIELRYAE 98 N, ke 20~
25 % (M=21.56, SD=2.35), ¥ TCAH I O 2 S G 20 56 o d 1ok 43 2 S8 0 2k H A ek 86 A ()
A 20%Lh FAERE 12 AR), Hod 534 39 AL ik 47 N T #0838 H RS N se 5,
S5 5 SRAG S R .



3.1.2 IRt

K 2055 BRB TR B LR 2 vs B R R B < 2B ML IR BRI R P vs. A
MR AR o, REE RS AR AL . AR AR AR AN R R SR 5|
RIFAE R T B ARS8 500 Sz L, BLILAS 38 ANIF] b A5 B R 3 77 2R Al ER SR 1)
TARNA2 | SR & T AFAE 02 72 7 o IR 1 25 18] 20318 (Matsumoto, Ichikawa, Kanayama, Ohira,
& lidaka, 2006; Meltzer & Nielson, 2010), iX—F A& fabr K BHRE AL T AF 115 % K5
SRR AN B S ) SR o X By, MO AR FE BT REAT B 45 i AR
i EELSZET = A R AR B A A i L, X s\ S B O A LR A L RS
AR RO J428 ) S (24 /4™ R B (R 1 2 AR B, FC B0 00 T3 o S A s
PRI G ARSI SN T 5Rm y Eah e B AT EN SN L. tbsh, hitk—D %%
ARMRAEERF A TSN TR EFERE FINZER, Sl X —FEAR SR R

£ SE R MR B Th b, SR A B DR T AR PP (Affect Misattribution  Procedure,
AMP)(Payne, 2005), AR AE R 2 BA R 0 B bR s mt, RS
BRI 51 B G5BT BX — HARRIS L, AT R0 H B R R s ] s
3.1.3 SEIEMR

Y, MEVHEZIAR NSt 78 2 CBRARDUE 5 F ]2 ) (COUARDGE B F A1 ) YRAEAL, 2008)
it 226 MYERIREBA . F1HK 40 A ARRVERBT LA NISIREA, XX BURE 5 1] AT
PEAV R ) 0 7 PP RE (1 AR VAR T dca,  BIdEH Al 2 AL AL MKtk
KA, 3 REMBVEMFLE AL 4 B RV, BIIX—RHEX T 5 3] 5 AREMA
LA 6 RBLUBAMEA s 7 R AH LMEAL”), M dfiid A BB AR5 i fa] (¥, ]
PES GBI ILECH) 136 MERI4E BT FLk, BENLIEC 136 MRESCT, 514k 40 AR
ERIRIE T AE R IR S AE NG 2 A o R RE L AR 3 AMERE ORI E MR EAT 5 5 R
RV Hoh, AN REFTEINE BT R RS A R (EME . e, furE): S=IR
ik, a=tchinth, 3=, 2=BofEsZ, 1=IRAESZ: WRMERE S WU PRI T 4 N s, oF
BROH YT S=IRBEN, 4=, 3=rhik, 2=BOHUT, 1RV BGRIE R AR LB
AR PR EE . S=RE M, 4= W, 3=mtk, 2=D0, 1=RDH. 4iRER,
M w5=SD=3.04%1.35, M uwtSD=2.98+1.42, M n=:SD=1.07+1.28), X 3 MYEREH M 2% I
SR anwm=0.79, p<0.01; 7 upn.nx=0.56, p<0.01; rumuz=0.62, p<0.01); T CFHINE %R
M 551 B B 1] (R 1 25 0 22 5 B 3 (1(136)=27.64, p<0.001, d=0.735). FJ&, Wik i

S2I6 A RER ] Adobe Photoshop CSI #0445 PL 26 5 AR AR 75 il i BMP #% 3 B Ao



3.1.4 SEIRFERF

B0 IEIE B-Prime2.0 4. ZRPARIE BT HLG S e i, REDIZIR,
TESLIO R R AR ISk e A B AR IZ B . BoRaEE RO B A, BEE R 80em, I 2
M FNBO R M E. SRR, BT, DB BRI . e 24
gl E, HEANIERSER . EASRIL 4 M4, BAXAMRE 34 MRAR, XA Ek
B2 58

TR 3 M BUES A (1) SIUSSIE T KRR BEAL A P ECX 43531
I 4 AR S B E Ik 136 Kk, G 68 siAE S R IE (< BRI+ R
PRl 68 5kA5 SAHZE T (“HIRER+ TR« LR R R 34 K)o RV IR
4% BRSO RN 2. ) SERER: SHRERRRZE, HIRABAJS
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Abstract

The question of whether the activation of stereotype is automatic activation (automatic
activation) or controlled (inhibition) has been controversial. With the in-depth study, “stereotype
activation is a cognitive process which is influenced by many cognitive factors, and the
conditional automation process” has attracted more and more attention. Among them, the most
discussed factors are category information, prompt clue, directional attention and so on. In
addition to, it also involves interpersonal trust, perspective taking, cognitive psychology,
imagination, perception of their age and other factors. In recent years, researchers have explained
how social categories start stereotyped information from the perspective of perceived conflict.
Stereotype information processing can help activate stereotype. So, does stereotype activation
affect impression control strategies? When stereotype information is disturbed by other
information and even affected by counter stereotyped information, does the stereotype associated



with it automatically activate? When the two types of conflict information are subliminal priming,
does cognitive control, which regulates the formation of impressions, have an effective inhibitory
effect on stereotype activation? In response to these questions, the researchers began to focus on
the influence of other people’s visual cues on impression formation to others. These studies
controlling the stimulus presentation time and masking stimuli, so that part of the subliminal
stimuli presented in the other part, stimuli presented in the above threshold. As a result, we can
compare the similarities and differences between the effects of subliminal cues and subliminal
cues on cognitive control. Studies have shown that when the participants are initiated by relevant
cues, they acquire attributes about a social group in the long-term memory system. This
information processing process is a rapid and implicit process of perceptual preparation, which
consists of two stages: the social classification based on stereotyped information and the
stereotype activation based on the extracted social categories. The two stages of information
processing are divided into two parallel processing cognitive systems: the previous stage involves
the intentional operating system, and the latter stage relates to the automatic monitoring system.
Can the two cognitive systems be regarded as the carriers of active control and reactive control in
the whole process of impression formation? At present, few studies have directly related to the
relationship between stereotype processing and cognitive control strategies. In view of this, this
study assumes that: (1) When there is a perceived conflict stereotype information and
counterstereotype information, and the perceptual load is high, the impression formed by the
effects of the reactive control to activate counterstereotype; and when the perceptual load is low,
the impression formed by the proactive control of the role of prone to stereotype bias. (2)
Cognitive control takes a “double-edged sword” model for conflict information of different
intensity (stereotyped information vs. counterstereotyped information). That means that when he
processing method is controlled by the proactive control of the intentional operating system (the
conscious, conscious processing) is performed and when the two classes of information start
simultaneously at the threshold, the processing mode is controlled by the reactive control of the
automatic monitoring system(the processing of the unconscious and unconscious control).

In this study, we used stereotype information and counterstereotyped information as an
example and the experimental tasks were divided into two levels: high or low perceptual load or
threshold, and subliminal priming by using the word sense Stroop paradigm and masked version
of goal priming paradigm. Experiment 1 explored the impression control strategy in the context of
conflict between stereotype information and counterstereotyped information perception. Using 2
(perceived load: high vs. low) x 2 (gender specific words and gender attributes word perception:
conflict vs. compatibility) mix design. Using word meaning Stroop paradigm of to divided
manipulation of perceptual load into two categories: gender traits (target) displayed above the
same gender attribute words (such as “grumpy-male”) in the low perceptual load task and gender
words each side presents a gender attribute words and are compatible with the gender words or
conflict (such as male-grumpy-female) in the high perceptual load task. Experiment 2 explored the
conflict information intensity of stereotype information and counterstereotyped information
impacted on the impression control strategy. A hybrid design using 2 (conflict information
intensity: subliminal priming vs. subliminal priming) x 2 (two types of gender trait words
perception: conflict vs. compatibility). Using masked version of the start-target paradigm and
affective error attribution program to make a part of other people’s information is shown in

subliminal manner, while another part of others’ information is presented in a threshold manner by



controlling the presentation time of two kinds of information and masking stimuli. So that we can
investigate how the cognitive control strategy of stereotype formation is affected by conflict
intensity.

In Experiment 1, the dynamic changes of perceptual load determine the individual’s
impression control strategy of stereotyped information and counterstereotyped information. The
results showed the dynamic change of conflict information intensity and perceived load
determines individual’s impression control strategy of stereotyped information and
counterstereotyped information. Reactive control consumes less cognitive resources, to make
processing of stereotype consistent information more quickly, to make processing of stereotype
conflict information more slowly, and to activate counterstereotype easily. On the contrary,
proactive control consumes such more cognitive resources as to slower processing of stereotype
consistent information, to quicken processing of stereotype conflict information and to prone to
stereotype bias easily. In Experiment 2, cognitive control takes a “double-edged sword” model of
stereotyped information and counterstereotyped information. When stereotyped information and
counterstereotyped information start simultaneously on threshold, the processing mode is
controlled by the initiative of the intentional operating system which is the processing of
involuntary, unconscious control. And when the two types of information start simultaneously at
the threshold, the processing mode is controlled by the automatic monitoring system which is the
processing of unconscious and unconscious control.

The activation and expression of stereotype are closely related to the monitoring and
coordination of cognitive control. In particular, people need stronger cognitive control in their
daily life to avoid biased judgments caused by stereotyped information. As the saying goes,
“Standers-by see more than gamesters.” Actor/observer effects show that the processing of the
impression of others is determined by their own cognitive control mechanism. This phenomenon
can be explained by experiment 1 and Experiment 2 respectively. These results indicate that the
individual, individuals can flexibly balance among the two cognitive control systems (intentional
operating system vs. automatic monitoring system) and adjust their weights (either initiate active
control or bias reactive control), thus forming the most favorable impression processing strategy
for others. Even under the threshold of perception, individuals can process the impression of
others through unconscious cognitive control.

According to Gestalt theory, group entity makes stereotyped group impression stereotype by
influencing people’s conformity processing of group members’ information. Subsequently,
stereotyped group impression has strong social significance because of social factors and group
classification. So they can be maintained and strengthened continuously, and eventually become
stereotyped. Then, whether group entity is a moderator variable contained in the cognitive control
mechanism, and how is it related to cognitive control? In this regard, follow-up studies can further
develop the study of the dynamic construction of impression formation cognitive control.
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