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Eliciting the Coactivation of Positive and

Negative Emotions with Stroop-like Paradigm

Abstract

In the late two decades, emotion studies have been growing interests in the issue
of “coactivation of positive and negative emotions”. However, there are still lacks of
congruent research findings to achieve a consensual understanding of this issue.

This study suggests such incongruence comes from two shortages: First, on the
theoretical side, previous studies lack consensual definition of emotion. Second, on
the methodological side, previous studies lack proper elicitation and measurement.
Thus, this study has two aims: First, attempting to solve the issue of definition.

Second, attempting to refine the elicitation /and measurement.

First, to the definitional issues, according to motivational system theory,
“emotion” is a physical state of action readiness generated by motivational system and
different from” feeling”, which is a conscious experience of emotion and other
cognitive appraisals. According to dimensional approach; emotion is composed of two
basic dimensions (valence and.arousal) rather than discrete programs. Second, to the
issue of elicitation, based on stroop-like paradigm, this study refines elicitation by
superimposing two valence-conflicting pictures. Third, to the issue of measurement,
this study adopts psychophysiology as its measurement of emotion, and SAM rating

scale as its measurement of feeling.

There are three main results: First, pictures from IAPS elicit the same emotional
responses as previous studies. Second, although activity of corrugator supercilii is
correlated with valence rating and electrodermal activity is correlated with arousal
rating, activity of zygomaticus major is not correlated with valence rating, suggesting
that the responses of emotion and feeling are not completely identical. Third,
valence is not correlated with arousal under positive condition but is correlated with
arousal under negative condition. Last, compared to single presentation, both parallel
and stroop-like presentation of positive and negative pictures elicit higher coexistence

of positive and negative feelings and coactivation of positive and negative emotions.

Key words: emotion, feeling, stroop-like paradigm, motivational system theory,

psychophysiology, IAPS
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B ks Tl —F Bl ) AT P Y AR o gLt o 6
¥k ,?f.ﬂ,% TR Tl F B % - 3 - & T B (hard-wired ) BE B T
(AFP @ g ) BE 4 - TR D L GlAcBEE R 98 Y &
iE 2 3Ty F 4% B (Cacioppo & Berntson, 1999) o &+ Jix b > #9548 k 5L7 4
PREE SIS R ERUAET N CBHRERDE L oA LA LA
N7 5 - A0 B F R AL (state of readiness ) iFut kALl F £- a2 d ¢ s
PR~ @dedd ik sere Hand BRI s bow it~ B R (electrodermal activity )

% (Larsen, et al., 2008; Lazarus, 1991b) o i& 2t 7 # 8 i 3 & » ,7%5'\%“5 °
2. BB B

B APEA L BTG A HEEREFA S - TR Gk
R o BB T de 0 B EL L b enbf 4245 5 (defining characteristics ) » & 2. 3 %
WHE AT ST o i""?* ToOFHEA S BER R R R
",% 7 éjﬁj AU bt 2F 5438 v SRR Rk endg 2] 02 %0 (Ekman, 1992; Gray & Watson,
2007) » BE 4 0T SRR R

(1) 321 B i TRaTY FHRBBME LR LAEETE
PapdEEma ko SR EF - IELFTRAMETF L BHE L D2 F iR

s i e 4 B 7 22 i (Frijda, 2008; Moors, 2009; Rottenberg, Ray, &
Gross, 2007) °

) HFEPFRE: 57 aF82 SRB2ZTOFEFRM G FRF &
EEEE=R AP UREVE SF 1 N TP - N2 - A F A = 2 5 K (Cacioppo, et
al., 2004; Frijda, 1988, 2008)

(3) 7 Lt @ ke D54 ki (drivestate) 3 > o £ A - 4

YFREFPSHBFLN BT EE2 P8 F B S F Lo fins



T GlArSEFAT ook A R R R 0o BB G E B B KA TR T B
sl R4 ‘%‘L/T} A ks  BEE - TEFGHPAE R DR B
4 (Izard, 1993) «

Hx ’]}“ PRDT A RILARS 7 5 0 T E 8 kMg TP (specific)
» PE&  (important) ehF 2:iE TRJLis A 4 hiF g ki T P FE ) 4 A
FEAL - BRI %o dovDe a K E X B A G B S g (Scherer,
2005)°-"E£& R 3 A KR Z o ~uE &4 EkaE &% (innate importance )
v Tisx 8y ad &84 | (learned importance ) » # F A A X A R KIS &
- M EF ML R E i £ GER A h2 5 F i 4e@ wR(Scherer,
2005) & BT B A A GT 0 AR ol im#Wmmiw%lwﬂoﬁﬁﬁﬁ
A AFEFE R AP - FY FHAFINDT N G FTAF i A he 4 2k
TEP-H i- £ R WY T FhEE o 4 TR
e n2 |87 do IR NeniE A € B DR 25 oot S p R (ARiT ) o
R 2 ¥ o 4r ek PR st (i3 ) (Grandjean & Scherer, 2008; Scherer, 1986;
van Reekum, et al., 2004) o p ?b o — 2 $548 4 BB R r £ & 0 238 7
W GEIJLEERE N BHE L RAL ARG TR 0 4oP ¥ T O
¥ oo &N H TR AT AR (7T 5 (Frijda, 1988, 2008; Gray & Watson, 2007;
Larsen, et al., 2008) ixf8 & K2 I el B - B A SPEEF L i H L
# > )4r Damasio(1994; 1990) 7 T 3548 1% 22 i35 | ( somatic marker hypothesis )
Ap A B et R IFE A F (ventral medial prefrontal cortex ) ¢ %584 2 ~ £
BFERPERR T A2 Balo

o2 BTG A g £ - 458 BRI 4 (survival
significance detectors ) (Frijda, 1988; Phan, et al., 2002) » & fZ:Z 441 5 #4% % 5t o
B A ERPIINFTEEETE G EEN B ORE- H T2 0 B IR

T d ) Coutput) 5 - MBI A STEEEE AT i R R R R
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FeLH 5 -
I R S

BRI BT R - B2 F AT (biological substrates ) ~ 2 12 5 4
(physiological drives ) { 7 B crfi-if 2 & » T ¥ 8 8 BT 5 33 il il
LG T WK o S RN I F o H B TR R AT S L
R
BWERERATETEL T FEERTAIL D Ad { RA B LA §

gt 12 iR R 0 225 Moors(2009):% 5 i 24 i AUE | R A 2

P-=-1p

Frendi »ord R el 3 o JHERPT A 3 0 AT ARILS 7 W AF DL TR
FresBe 791 4 (attention ) » g %= (perception ) ~ &% (memory ) % F 3 e

A AOLE D LR G - PR, RESR RS 2 51 TRt
( pre-attentiveness ) 2. #f ei1P-i& g2 (Lazarus, 1995) » 12 F i eh2lw/ed? T 5 K s
ARB AP P TPTE 0 P F PR TS A G R 2L R PR RIL o B
Yoo B IS X I E Y ohE B rn g H A ;[*4\« #8318 (P. J. Lang, 1994)-
¥+ > Lazarus(1991a, 1991b) ~ Ortony(1988) ~ Scherer(1987; 2001) % 4 #% 41 7
M2z @25 | (appraisal theory ) » 35 B&3% 4 T3 | (appraisal) — #B~% T2
- IR A R B PR o TR A L A EHNEFEF- BB T
JILIS A S iR FR ALY Y 0 ¢ F 0 MARRAT? I AR UL
- BRI o O ER O B ASRTE RS R AN - B s

% (superordinate concept ) (Lazarus, 1995) °

B RS

=y

#@ o Lewis(2005) % # 3% 5 3% i 3ok s B P [ chf 3200 & 2 {5 e £

Fowdpdl FFLEREEOAT (PPFEE T 2P A EEL S RYE



B ) 2 e Bl (e PG E T AL RATRIE ) R ¢ F - oA
Hem AL TR - PR EREE -

H @Rk - BB I ERPT R D

~=ie
o

B

|

S
) (feeling) » WP Ahm HE LA A2 DEHEFRERBITER Y-
BPRE At~ TS F dp ikt 17 1A R e
BA C A - B R 3 EF AR A ko Jﬁﬁﬁ%’j‘fu{
AR CERFFPRSIES AHEEEF 2 PELAF e F 2 BRIHRALTE
¥7 (monitor) > 7 T B A FHEMSEE (£ TEFE g AFR) B2
M RF R HaAE R & Lexknid > - A i  (intellectual )

# 7h.(Grandjean, Sander, & Scherer, 2008) o &14r > & F 5 F4 ;% (Crohn's disease )

A g RFEABS G A - RALEAEE AT R ERFI kA #
meng v B # (gastric myoelectrical activity ) *“— 4 4 B & 53 7] (Vianna,

Weinstock, Elliott, Summers, & Tranel, 2006) ¢ Barrett & % (2004)s%= 7 » 4 > ¥
Boe e BHARSCR hd s BRI F PR G P A § (ST
e LR & (arousal meanings).o b5 b2 FRdn 0 0 4 g 047 kp
Pt omeizz o > d ¢ 51 g AP WEL DT TR o
B tiFow i £ 84 RS H B IL R B e 50 R
sechifidd 2 Gl > FHARE ¥ P3P AT LEFo Nme ige
(cellular process ) * ~ i #f b g 73 (introspective information » %t £ # p f 58 it
dips A ) i 7 e Ty 8 &2 | (organismic process ) 3. Z & e

Giefiie 7eh T4 4032 EJ2 | (biopyshological process) *iz = 48 & = (Izard,

® NP A LT SRR AU &
%i&@?ﬁl’“‘ﬁj‘?’IiF%:in'EJﬂJHIEJﬁ@E’@l *El'ijm:;&pm%%ilj [iEF 37 aJi[r%ﬂEEﬁvlﬁld»,ii:)\
4—[?]1?[?@[@ (emotional threshold value ) 5 Eifel £]<

FIRELELRL - PEREIEVEYR R QEH‘?‘Hﬂ\ Iﬂs‘” O R B i U s Y
PO AR - R LR R T PR
45&71‘““ J*JEWJ'“E'W/ R P B AN E N Q= OREE !
“%'&zui'ﬂ[ E‘Tf;?il‘&“ui‘ﬂkﬁ R IEE"F”&%%‘@*EHH'I%LT HHRLE | (RPN T
FOTHRBA > 2 2 PRI ol Y ”Jiﬁl IS 0 Yl 0 | - 1zard



1993) e F 2+ 8 R F i B A AHERERE e g 43380
WA EE > B TSR R IF AR R A o bl o T R T i
7% ;( component process model ) i{ dpdio g AR DIEEEAL - KPFHE
RA» et 8554 5 50 HEE SR EFE- HhORAREDB I §REEFNT
A #8375 (Grandjean, et al., 2008; Scherer, 1987) :

(1) % %% &% (implication appraisal ) : #&Z% ¥ 2 e F&2 S F+¥ i F ken
PR BV i3 P EESE 7 5T BADHE T 5410 (urgency) % o

Po- TR EARAIE R o v d e R B AT el R R AL RS

it

FAOF A A FEUEE S £ I Prdd s ERA o

(2) ™% (copingappraisal) : #2& p & 5 F13%F 2 4 5 55 > &
EFRZHFICVET FOAFNTRE

(3) *#R#=8 ¥ 1% (normative significance appraisal ) : 3= 1 if ad2 & %
Sp AEHRRE > NG AR L - R

Mok SR EA Y ¢ o Tl L = (emotional brain paradigm ) » & 4% 1 i

pe

FUIL LR o374 b S AR Cannon(1929) 982 T+ & 3 e §4 4 4 4 0
®f Fanld g B (cortex ) B & AL E (thalamus )& ™ 4R & (hypothalamus )
AR WT G BEE T (deidp iz ) o 18§77 1 %K Cannon 188 % »
- d T ks (limbic system) a4 » 305 % 5 - B Fagee
T BB E Rt o T k) (limbic system ) » @ 222 Ap$end_§
Y g A F (sensory cortex ) » @ do L B (cingulate cortex ) B f # #-ig
AT NEE 7 L FE% (Kihlstrom, Mulvaney, Tobias, & Tobis, 2000; Ochsner &
Barrett, 2001) °

Bofe  HHERELDF daths 2 o R EAFEBE 2L 30 FET

R EPL BEEA AN MERER KL B F Rl - BB R &

RB PrRIRI ARG R
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SRARAY T K LY 4 end TR s 2o g s MRS S =t W T
PIEE 1R RS RRTER s BEOTREE B F R %L

Bl ~ mﬁig?J I & Ak ey R 3% (Bradley & Lang, 2006; Clore & Ortony,

B AR B BB R R AL A RO F IR SR

& BN R A BERD] Y E 5 o Wiens & Ohman(2007)3% 5 & 8w 12 8 52
LA AR RR B P f B A L - P EP 2 A P R
g@;&ﬁ; ¢ i Aggean TR 3k (consciousness ) ; B2 7% Freud ¥ - L& &4~ ¥ 1§

' 2

i " & &3 (unconsciousness ) (g &4 Hoje Bk F e

o
3
l_
Sy
P
¥
>
3
|rml.
P
T

!

e B F| - O &P IR Y

3\&

B E LR Ry Bl
R S AR R ERE R RREEN S R LA AT Y
STEAL S B TRW ) SH DG e EA

SFUREE S S R ARG BBt Ty 2 £ 58Tk
T EAFRNAAILY A9 RRER R L EA G ES S LW G M
—EEBER L o GHRIETRB DT LBEHKR MIREHE TRE B
pl— BLEL o R F AT L 44 Lang 22 Lazovik(1963) % Behdh % B 5 £ 23
B TR AR ¢ SRR AR A R iE D 2 d f A A 4 T

"R (R PR OEHEERE ) Bd NEER PR AL kD

N N
e

R R e RS DS R S N

‘&r

AR TEL (G Lnk) -
& FHOLERHE
s EHTFSEFL 7 AR RTARPRELE DN FIZ NG §7%
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Koy - AR (structure ) » 1 it 479 i& {7 i&— # p| £ (Diener,
1999) - g2 28 ffirdg i Azl (975 25383 - 250 250 Wit DflEE
BE)-F (FRBEHT LA ESFIRBEMEST L REE R DER )
FIZA] (8 43 F P (FHEFRE) Foawt > BT 1 50
TSR ES R e h T AR - R A AF LK
AT WFBPELRTEES BHRFFL P LRI M oaZ R s ki
P o 2 BB WA A 2P (discrete approach) £ TG BT
(dimensional approach) » % ¥ 3% 5 B w it » L 4g = 2 ,T*u#?t’ﬁ b =
(discrete ) ~ ## (unique) eF 5 » {8 '*Ff Rl3R % 975 mri‘* RS 33 R 8 1

% (dimension) s & o

— ~ & 2 B~j& (discrete appraoch)
l. A2 e B & gt

A2 B & f 15 ¥ AL EKman(1973;1992; 1975; 1979) ~ Izard (1977) ~ 1
% Levenson(1990)% « » H ¢ Ekmandk ! e T LA 53224 | (basic emotion
theory) I 4 mAp§ EF54 o Jhp 4 Darwin(1873) 2§ » & = B~ R0 i A #F
20 E - A ETE BT £ E A 2 (discrete) ~ 4L

(specialized) " 42 B | (program) - * — fafe /i §8 5 H $tHsend 2 -+ 5 Hijp

Frenwh o o Glde T BIF | (fear) EHBENI TH2 b 2333 |, nE 2

H# o 5% 4 533 (Ekman, 1992, 2007; Izard, 1977; Panksepp, 2000) -
Ekman(1992)é6 " 3 & 15085 ) 45 410 § 7 A2 A 205 AT 32 REH
¢35 Tk ) Cangry) ~ "% (joy) ~ T #1  (sadness) ~ T & 4F | (fear) ~ T +&
sy (disgust) > g & A Bk R B iﬁ{‘ #gen T A% | (basic emotions ) °

A PSR- R F - AR ARG L p ok e g (Panksepp, 2000)
AR B T e S ’i*gﬁi d-wpEF R ROERREFRE 2 70
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# %, # (Frijda, 1986; Lazarus, 1991b) ~ 24 7 * j& (Ekman, Levenson, & Friesen,

1983) ~ % ¥% % $-(Ekman, 1984; Ekman & Friesen, 1975) % st % o
RS S

A oL L R R R R SRR L n S
(pattern analysis ) » ™ % #4425 4 B F BV o 47 o 2 A AP AE &
ehE_Ekman(1973) s < (AT 7 o W30 5 %304 I E_F b G M oode A S
(nF el 2 - 0 B R R OREARA § 1 7 RN A FHIES 0 BB A R
BB AU E A BT P A APV B AR G Bfit e s
S e TEE TEG L F o B A AR - ROBS > Bldo
BN g e R Rl s o £ R o

4R A 477 R E & P E_Ekman & A (1983)%7 1 o & ) eh— & (5 5k B

BEFE 55 A dganp =K & (autonomic response ) &_# £ ¥ A FRM e G4

Schachter(1962) s ¥ £ 3235 » XM Ekman ¥ A 305 3B A 7 20 9711 & 72 LR T
- R EF OG> 2 L FR R0 enak A o F R o s AN aE £

BIE R BELic L o

A AFSFEF Y > F R - By WA - P = f0 Ekman ¥ A K30
= fa - ag g (£ ¥ (elicitation trials ) > 4 %] 2T E-% | (happy ) ~ " 37
(surprise )~" #& < | (disgust)~" {fF#% j(anger) " & (sad) 12 2 " & 4E (fear) -
BOFEEEE A Rl G BT R SR F RN A N A TR E AT Y
WA - R (At TEE Ay T oA g ) AT €
B FTALAAT c B fp BF R Rl £ 0 F u - g W E - 5
Z 48 > Ekman ¥ 4 p|€ 7 < gt (heartrate) ~ =+ 2 £ ¥ ipdp ik (finger
temperature ) ~ & % FE 4 (skin resistance ) 1 % @ £ R eriup g e R ( muscle

tension) F I fA ot EAFTT F AT HRBR AT EFT RS L &S B EE



7@ ® »Bkman & X 305 4ot — K Lvd 0 A 4 FH iR p R R% L
FEFRIZ TR OREN B P 3 R IR FR %Fﬁ*ﬂ?’ﬁtﬁm?li ' B
MFERELEA BL
Hig Y 2 e d > Ekman A EEF O A A HE > EHP S
SRR B REET RS- K BRANS B A EF L ERE
Whed 2-3-1 3% 7 B4k s S RBFE T 4 W bl4e Levenson & 4 (1990) %=
7

£ 231 = S E S L amEE

< B hi
g B RETF R
s & RETF R
BT & RETF R
i E 3
i 3 s
. B i

FAL kR 0 ARy B2 p Ekman (1983)

2N R

SEFAT Y N E s e o AR kAR S ?'&puﬁﬁ‘ﬁ%? fp T 2E e s 2 B s e o F
Am— s 2GRl and e s o T ARG ST Ry B RS RS
LREETE

B A Bk A RGN LY G AT RS e
ToFEH g & - Jfé?fé R =3 )J'J'—S-L— Jféé\ < i‘“‘ﬁiﬁ? o PR o T N RHAY 5’7&%

B R EBEK LS A Heh i - B

- BREY §F - AR Uk

‘“ﬁ

Lo blhe o BEERGF J AT R 3R G A &Y (basal ganglia) Af LN R~ B F
Fagenpiged s 532 S HERE A PRIES L s b iz A
&% — t& € & it (Phan, et al., 2002) -

BX o A 2P ERAFOERREFRE > §EFRA DB F L D
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AR BRY EENGIHEAL LT - RA I BT ESR LS TF
oo BHFAT F R 2L - R ARIEHES L IR o
FOETESFBAT EOE G A 23S Cacioppo 57 F % (Cacioppo,

Berntson, Klein, & Poehlmann, 1997; Cacioppo, Berntson, Larsen, Poehlmann, & Ito,
2000+ B A FL PG TEF I A IBEALA T AT RERT > BARR
B4 ®E RrEf £ F Ekman £ Levenson ¥ A = 058 o bldeii s ~ BEE &
%¢MWﬁ“%w$’ﬁﬁﬁ%%i@“ﬂﬁE’%w?” L Fend FET
RS RF Az aE BRI AT S o

Humgie- HEFm & L6 mk #ilgd s T 7 HEig S $me

% % T34 (imagery task) 1% 5 (T h % Eimd > &5 Fiand § T $-k % (skin
conductance level ) € *“ H is fadfnf & i (P B ) T 5 g
8 AR R R IR Foo e gk 0 8238 Cacioppo .4 (2000) 558 3K A4 44 B
{E o g5 (heartrate) #{2e 42 & VU4 B > it Labouvie-Vief & 4 (2003)47% 3R
—LRFPALGEBEFAT O BELSFREOCHFH R AEF LR - Lang
FA(190)4 7 - AHO2TAELF RELFHE A R AT BN

e F I - kRih

=

F T A AES L RE S A B P E AT

3 R
= ~ #6 B~f (dimensional approach)

B2 PE TR G PG e S AR TR R R R &
ARt A LB BHEEG DRSS o LB o i

BB B RA A B R E ALY ETRE

L ABE s B 2R B
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BWEERA L P onF 57 5 0 Schnerila(1959)38 5 #7F R 2 4 chi B30
v d fE A U R ABT (approach)F {14 % enfilged > 0 2 Tig g (withdraw )
FFAFOMER o g - AT TA G (Atype) hF St stz gl
g R Ed - AT TW A, (W-type) 8 S8 41474241 - Kornorski(1967)4
47 Schnerila 872 > #~ 5 75 A b g L F & (exteroceptive reflexes )
AR "% | (preservative) ¥ T it | (protective) & & o 15 & Bfehird iy
FuFAr ol a2 R TN B3R s R P EFEL & R
FEFESF g R WG 24 F s @ F T (physiological arousal ) € ¥
PR fAF ST R R R B R REAR B K RARS 0 F 2 RIARSS o

Dickinson & Dearing(1979)i& — 3 4%} Schnerila £2 Kornorski =77 F &4 #5 3% 1)
TRHEEEE e B PR AP SRS ¥ Fuends % % 4 (motivational
systems ) » 4 W] E_Z& # ABiT B3 E sfen ando ikt | (appetitive system ) 1 %
A2 Rd s REF B T K kS (aversive system.) © &5 B % ,?fu‘,f TEBE
A3 Tpely ~ (7 5 & R > B g § MR G — 8 6 050

( perception-motor pattern ) » 4t Z g fodt i A B U B LB AR T
# o

%

Ay

&Yy o mlang s A - HFHE —g F#A0 TH 8 % 1@ | (Bradley,

3

Codispoti, Sabatinelli, & Lang, 2001; Bradley & Lang, 2006; P. J. Lang, 1994; P. J.
Lang, et al., 1990; P. J. Lang, Bradley, & Cuthbert, 1997, 1998; P. J. Lang, Greenwald,
Bradley, & Hamm, 1993) » H 3 £3#8F - o 54> A5 7 pff ey @ 4
o AN E IR AT 2 SREFEEEERN R o b
Dy —F i | RJZ 0 Bd A ge a0 T 4%k 5L | (motivational system ) #7 §

cfRAm B L EBEAR B A RIEHRT AR A E IR A AT R RE

o

(A 2ok %o @ H_deSchnerila(1959) ~ Konorski(1967) ~

=
e

Em g di=2F 5 o5

0%
<

* P[RR LSS T -
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Dickinson & Dearing(1979)% * %1% » R jgit d1a B § F %5 & R 2 &k
S m w4 PR 7 IR g Kk 5L (appetitive system ) 0 14 E
BEAGhEReFAIEa T#E L% (aversive system )

Hu o fFgifi - BiEd g RE 2843 &4 TH4  (valence) &2 T4
FEZ ; (arousal) &7 i *}ﬁﬁa AT o ARG Ko IR ek AR AL
- BRI THRE RS RS B F PR ol SR L AR R o
T 11}1:#64 3R T ']ttf]&a. gt (vR— Bh L EN ) XA RF

FRAEG %0 B K2
2. {6 B L

TRFAARARS FREE S L FHP LIS o bldes § R SR F AR
LB RA A A IR B L AR A el R i R e Ar g IR
Pt - HEAE G kAN iR S SRRAD G R RS 5] G
B > bil4e = FEE A B (left prefrontal cortex) ~ ZA &% (basal ganglia) ~ L& &
#c 48 (ventral striatum ) 5 @ 3 A 5w B R 2 G M BT EER G Mo 45
+w 3f & & F (right prefrontal cortex )~ % =% (amygdala ) (Davidson, 2003; Lane,
et al., 1997; O' Doherty, Kringelbach, Rolls, Hornak, & Andrews, 2001; Ochsner &
Barrett, 2001; Phan, et al., 2002) °

BEBOE R (7 A 52 AR H0h 47 ¢ o Lang ¥ £ (1993) 54 gL

FEBRY R T MR E R BRI F TR A Bk

Ao BT TR B PR BB HEFNFF o S BAE K
FenF A o ek 232457 o AL MR Y - REAELERRAE (¢ F
SR R SRR VUL B s P R R ) V- BER AL

LREAE (¢ 3 LPL=E -~ PiETE CRAPT AR FTERA)
30232 RARY D EBHSHFPTIR LTSS



Table 1. Factor Analyses of Measures of Emotional Picture

Processing

Measure Factor 1 (valence) Factor 2 (arousal)
Valence ratings .86 —.00
Corrugator muscle? —.85 .19

Heart rate .79 —.14
Zygomatic muscle” 58 .29
Arousal ratings 15 .83
Interest ratings A5 T7
Viewing time —.27 .76

Skin conductance —.37 .74

Lang et al 1993 “Bioelectric potentials from muscles that mediate facial
expression.

AL kR : Lang(P. J. Lang, et al., 1993)
Cacioppo & 4 (2000):{s 3K A 4782 7R 5 F | L # 4 = Bt cnlgdh o 477 31
A EHEG BTk o blde o F 2 TG (positive) ~T f & | (negative)

B RieAL E B a2 B el (pattern )0 RIF B IR L G B g R R

o n R B R B e R R AL G R T R
B o

T~ G B L

.&E?J—}é“j‘_ EI i f—; ||» ’z {nmzé ﬁcztﬁig f ;E‘I_,fg—g\‘é\_%q_migw “L%jﬁﬁi
M L R BT R F LR G P LK AT R g e O

Scherer(2005)45 41 » H6 Bris ek B - B AR 0 kd G BEE <R
o B KRR - 2 UL b bl § AP R IIR R I 0
PP AL - RERRE KL GABERRERS L BTN E AL
BoooBam - L e PR AYT 0 BIT A R U RS e o A )
0 817 E R R A e -

Russell(2003) ~ Tomaka % 4 (1993)» & # F it 32 o Russell 325 M F%

- BRAFERAR L L FREFEY - B S SR AR E R

T\/p =

gk

CHIRE AN HD T A S AN - BLEPR AP b e

(core affect) » — #R| T & A H 3 F 2 | (prototypical emotional episodes ) »
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H g A R BT S F 0 2 F e 1 LR S BG4
A BE RS BRI SR NI F B TR
R R B IS G AR UL e Pl ¥ ’

Tomaka ¥ 4 Pl&— Hdpd » AL BB T g2 4 NdkBr 2 md 2F
RN ARFIA N AT EF A sch- RPN RIELBF B L0 iBRiE
A2 AR R SR AIL e B P Tl A SRR EanTR
i Ti &  (primary) 2 "=t& | (secondary) @ f& > # ¢ % L %76 T ' %
EpE s ieFaa B3t 5 T2 3% | (threat appraisal ) » =t & 3=z P 5 [ Pe g
#fs J (challenge appraisal) » # 3% fp chE 3% % # SHlE [ (nature) £ b "G 2R
(degree ofrisk ) 6 F 3 chilp & #2737 > pHPZF ROFTREL S T E
FHER FEFAI PTG A PaREGES (cardiac reactivity ) € i fr > &
# 124 (vascular resistance ) g #® ; F 20 § AR EE I AP e RS

Bg R p e R

¥R PRt = £ 0 Lang F A5R5 @A A7k =0t 04 B (Bradley &
Lang, 2006; P. J. Lang, et al., 1997, 1998) o i fdq it » &+ 43 (76 & ke f > A0 @
1A fEA TR =0 A W] AT Wee g = (strategic level ) 12 2 T g A = | (tactical
level ) o Heug g X F ot — dp 2 Hheilng » P DAL 2 o PE BEL
WS R R A e s SRR D e (ART S )0 ARG RIS

TIREF B B IR o F L o RN I FRONI B A B F RS BT

3

B {531 8 o bl4c > Tomaka(1993)# 16 TR | e f- iR 9 s &L
FRELUEHFT R A AN LT ORER P ORTTR > B P a2
LTINS BAAF AR s THIIE RRFE- H b LA

M7 2 W =4 '“"\T#Ui BejEo o WO R =0 ¥R R A 2 B
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oo B BT E A R 0 B2 BB %4 I 4o Russell(2003) 4735 » % S

- A SRR AR LT ROTE B p W 24T BER R AR T R

U
=

T AT o PR oo d YRR =i ELi

\

BRAE 0 B K BFT D T R
B

&
k

FEAFE A ST RDE G KR Ay i R ORI L G B
o A LRENHT - ARG R R AR A HF R TR

o THAR | &3 qﬂ]&@ Arie A o
P& o FEE LS a4

BEARE IS KL T A BA M SR s kB e AP i FNP&
A A T ABI R BRI AT Prd T M % (reciprocal
relationship ) o &]4- > Lang & 4 1345648 188532 % ( motivational priming theory ) -
WEBIYY sk SLH BBl k=X (association )~ & 3. (representation ) ~ {7 #+ 4%
B (action program ) % it it ¢ L 184 (primed) > 7% /s i ¢ cndo 4 % SLH po3n
T2 ERETLR AL ARETRF P FDTHARS R
BLFL R F 2 pesebegs f Al MR E I G RR ¢ RE L A

BRI AL N § 15 TN - L ROKE S SR T

H

P EPEEEF MO T (cue) € L F A AR M aF RE LR F 2
B RGBT B F B AP I 72 A JZ(P. ). Lang, 1994, 1995; P. J.
Lang, etal., 1990, 1997) o 8@ » A¥ kA% 5 F F 4 47 it - Tiui R - &
KALFAFEFTT Y i E& a3k m w2 - (Cacioppo & Berntson, 1994; Tto,

Cacioppo, & Lang, 1998; Larsen, McGraw, & Cacioppo, 2001; Schimmack, 2001) -

- ~ g2 # (bipolarity paradigm)

v

AP TR G L o Bl RGP X DT Y

TEEL g TR BB - BRI o Loy LA ki

25



4 & 4 (Cacioppo & Berntson, 1994) = 5 % Thurstone(1931)# 1 j& & (attitude )
TERBEREEF i‘ S*pRR DR LR (ﬁriﬁ)iiﬁﬂié“ftf@)%““ﬁﬁé)i
O (e~ &) AT

B AR B R SRR 5K

B E VM bdo- BAOERT S o HFENBSOERT P Ew e

@

hORARFAY O BRI EAREL SRR ARG - B RS o b4
Osgood % 4 (1957)3n5% A s * XA ER K5 5 Al - Bd THE B2
(affective valence ) ~ T 75 * #2 & | (activation) e wdhz Fe o 29 R
o2 i ] e — 7 I]'}ﬁ R G o Ortony(1988) % A -4+ #X 3% % 4 #f (natural

language categories ) (987 3+ & 77 0 A SEFHE A Ao R a0 S H

Ph R BT Ee —f R R

B et

Russell & Carroll(1999)z% & &5 % {4 (bipolarity) 7 & A& 7 ° %
- AR AT Ef e kS 5 (mutually exclusive) ~ )J*{’a‘: M-k ) T pE
AV R LR F 2T RCE - B FAAR G2 T
(reciprocal ) » » ,T*‘u{i BSOS R 2 el doe R
MY - S ARt oA BRZFHT O LR RS LG R
Pt A RE S N CSE i RSN E . SR i SEAR - § 2Ll o

R ie N EAR L I S A B e R s T

]

TR

Russell % 4 (Russell, 2003; Russell & Carroll, 1999; Russell & Feldman-Barrett,
1999t Bl g2 BReni 72 .7 A i g m - BRFRFEZN 210
TEPT T B PA T o HEEET I AG Y- BEEE L ¢ RSV B A

PR SR T DI E SR IR R R R S R
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frg 3 AL o FeAS o P AR RAT R BRI A G R ARG o

B o F I RLTARET TEB g A B ET TR T - B
Fied 28 FRIE Ra FREL P ahE- Zhetw iy LR IR B2 R
B - TR E SR o BB LY BRE P TR g > a2t T2 g
ik 2 3 34 | <8 (Diener, 1999; Diener & Emmons, 1984) ?

%+ it 2= 5 Russell #2 Carroll(1999)3 ) T Bt 5 1% B £ % | (strictly
unipolar measures ) 3% > A FHE L Xt A B LB ARA T G EE g FiEa
HiRE LB ERE 0 AR PEERED - §RARLRE TLTE GRS
Ry N . R E St TS SRy
Beod Pdgdiy - B R EERIE G E o DI dERI AR (o3 EA F LR
HEWAZRER ) ELRIF T BRENEBE (o7 RS BEAET ARG - B
BE %) ’;gg?wf rL‘q']JM[“??ﬁ'ql"]{_]_m’:[—ﬁi\a-ét,i}{ﬁ =
H 4o o

R oo BB R ERRIER 7 frE s & #4F B Russell &
Carroll 51’ % © B4r > Larsen & 4 2001443 o*x £ 4 27§+ A 42 (field
study ) F‘ (Life is Beautiful) 23878~ 245 2 XL 285 > &5 2+ B4 o
BEHTEL L G TR AT AR MR - LRI SR
LEL M AR FA NI GFREf G mE - AR R BT s A
HePrE T i -

Schimmack £2 Colcombe(2007)7%_IAPS( International Affective Picture System )
(P. J. Lang, Bradley, & Cuthbert, 2005)® i& 3} 50 5. 42 ¢ PR % > &~ W X FALE &
MALPEE 6~ FEPL) o - FEARL 5 ~ ¢ X L 105k > X R4E 50 kR T R
25 ¥ 1 7| (sidebyside) shie & > H P o 45 Tirglle | (- SRR ERE +7 12
) Tirkie (A EFHBEEY ) P B A FRETHET 1

SRR R R A e B 2 AR LR e Y S E K
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FEPF > £ 5T % € B ¥ o
2. 3 e

2?2 Russell & 4 7 F > EFLREI0E 6 Bz Ra2bs 5o @ F4p
3 F4ienI B % o b4 Diener & Iran-Nejad(1986)32 % ¥ 5 % & o & £ 6 {745
k%;ﬂ&4£§?ﬂ’ﬁﬁﬂg FOFAFORRIBPETRT IR FA

o Hume(1985)fF #h3n s & f v M PH 4 > & Fiea s &
AR T2 B EE o b FIE WL 88 1 F R AR I Fise
PR FrIaEia TSI Th-B 35 P a2 FREFTTEF AT R7 €
PREX FIZAPH- BEEOF NG - A0S €7 T R ARKRE DTE.

#X @ » Cacioppo % * (Cacioppe & Bemtson, 1994; Cacioppo, Gardner, &
Berntson, 1997)3% 5 > FHBELLE TR Ve s 0 R irp ey Bl

W EFas K A2 2RI I PAFEIT w2l o & Aok I heanE

2.
I

i

I

P DR F R F R T R chliclE ¥ 00 8 0k - R AT hiic
EoHBFHr ST GEEFRINT- %*Lii’ > Schimmack % * (Schimmack,
2005; Schimmack & Colcombe, 2007):% 5 i ent f o FLE R v £ > g5

foo A7 - € ED G e o Bldro R0 - B A IR G
A g ENH R I G S F - BR ARG TR f 6 S @5
BEA R GHAH TG N XA GRS R T2 D f B
- M2 A5 @A BAZDHG -

HEX My s @F L 33 ehani% o bldes Ito 5 4 (1998) %7 1 3
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BT 8 f 6 SR )
Hemenover & Schimmack(2007)/%_Gross & Leveson(1995)h ¢ F2if 8 @ iF )
(Pink Flamingos) ¥ e 4~ 48 % & > Bk § * FPg R ek@L L5 Moo
AR R R PR X IR B 2 A B INE R R T
RREEK AFRYT o LREAF TG R P
eSGE-E R S UL AR L G S S5

23 3 M e

~.

= N3 3 FHESY (evaluative space model )

AFEe 0 A AT TR T R RS IR N &
LHFEBE R 3 % ARG - R R R LT 0 FlaL 2 R
pAYs TR TR | 50 d i useikdn P i Bk i 8T 7 o b4e
Diener(1986)Russell(1999) 7%= ¢ ¥+ % H % £ T - | (affect) » Larsen(2001)
Schimmack(2007) %= 5 ¥+ % B 22 TR 4 | (feeling) » & P4+ ik & LA (T &K
AR R i B pl R

AT FpRH TART e T TR, THRE ) FRER S
7B I i R 2 B DR T 3% R R #0 sc Cacioppo ¥ 4 4t dienl 3
% 7 B H-5% (evaluation space model> 12 ™ # £ ESM )(Cacioppo & Berntson, 1994;

Cacioppo, Gardner, et al., 1997; Cacioppo, et al., 2004) o 3% 3% 71 & A/ BEF = o
1. & ~ f &% & 4 (separability )

1 Lang % A endi s f RIZ 4 ESMini A P B3 A Bib e ik
PO B ESE ] 0 A B E_T & AJZ (positive process) ¥ f @ d2 (negative
process ) o Jﬁ" R % /T* TR W ol AR m@ﬂ—’_é%,ﬁ{é SIS

ﬁ& f‘ e ij\‘g)ﬁi%m’i L] f; ja Fb‘]m/T’L K»ﬁ}\ 1‘,: o é U’l ;J'FJ mﬁjﬂ'\&%:u o
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A JE 4] s 1 # i (action functions) F+ § A koo H PG AJZ S
25 o4 (positivity offset) endid » f & ZJZWFIRF T f & e
(negativity bias ) =44 (Cacioppo & Berntson, 1994; Cacioppo, Gardner, et al.,
1997) = &t & A4F Wdp 08T TUigedy » 5 F P 0 LG Sk S0 i g s
w0 b ow lﬁava‘ﬁ g T as- fi‘:"’/?@'li,%f%?])‘ Arig e S VAR R o f oG B
Wkt r g B B E
A EEEm B R L KA Brown(1948) N5 7 7 o A% Y
# > Brown AR A fed (Y B> BT P ABEN 0 B Al S g
4 0Bl S B G - TS 0 R R R RR F - §0
R G R 0 R BRI L E e e e
3% 4o B 2-4-1 #7105 38 4 CArA A g epFiE o A e b BABIT
G4 £ <3 Bl CRHBHRT B (BG4 R DB EES TR
AR ) i%i]-‘u{rﬁ hAE  EFE ST éﬁ?ﬁ_&%ﬁiﬁiﬁ’rﬁfﬁf@’B R
BT R 4 B b F § LOPA u i SABIE S enp 4 B4 (B
PR AL 4TI R ) b S SRR 4 TR 8 e ep

4 ’E%{réﬁ%rﬁ'J"
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Avoidance .’

stronger than -’

approach o
-

\ Gradient of

Relative Strength

Approach approach
stronger than
avoidance
N Gradient of
‘_.'i avoidance [
Far Distance from goalbox Near

W 241 roidFef o ke (Cacioppo & Berntson, 1994)

LR AT ARG L AHE FRREEG R AHE N S RAT

W

W FFRREY OFEELE AT A GRS RE LG TF K S

e REFRE FR v TR I RA G I FN G R AR e E

=N

b
foo i SE K Fl o bde Taylor(1991)sa= 3 % ity disvt =¥ B 21 6 & 2
i

Pep R R LG Rl GO AV ERLG I NERRRSLE REL b

=K

FEEAF LA LI i F B G e S o P

e g o
2. & ~ f 2 Fend R % (multiple relationships )

ﬁi%’“ﬁiﬁ?\? (evolutionary economy ) 74 & @ 7 » ESM 235 sV i3 12
dOBR A REEE f A e R A TGN % F 2 > BSMSF kst p A
AN IR - PR AR R NERCEIRE: SIS A PRt
AT G RARFEWA T ECFERES T BB = AR Aul A TR
B R EFE R T A F R TR R R R T e e

BA o AR GRER NS BA DS kS b R 2 8RS
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S SRR T SEE RN S LR S SRR RS ToEy T ER

4

L 4k

2%
BRI

Sk
“
Por
Bl
T
=
Y
a0
)
el

PR F A A E R R R R R S RS o e
BT 9fEz b oo
Flt ESM X7 Rl f 2 Bttt o 2 2 BRI @M G A

B EAGEES T A o Aol 2-4-2 77 0 R Z R RNRA 2 Bl kT

f

3 3 i (reciprocal ) ~ 2248 & (uncoupled) ~ 23 if (nonreciprocal) # 5% o 3

WEGNE 0 T G RE AN R A f 2 B B o blael f 3 R

- FROPEE - F RS 0) AT PR 455 2 (coactivation) £ & e

( coinhibition ) » 'T:—g LR b PER 4 g;.g EURAE Q- P RO

W24-2 tofr¥Ei e fige s A % (Cacioppo & Berntson, 1994)

T ~ it § %4 (co-activation) # % % (co-existence)

R RS b R TR - REGREE LT T E L e SRR

’—%ﬁﬁrk%JfriﬁJaﬂﬂiw%ﬁi@%’ﬂiﬁﬁgﬁﬁ+o

ETIES

Bldc F - Bd P B A- Y RIrarkiEdehok o FR R RREAT G K (ABiTE

3

BRI SGURIL o BlE G BERET R A E R R AT R (8
Bt R ) RIS B R R - BB RE P A e g Tl R bk A RO

(Cacioppo, et al., 2004) -
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e

DTN
/X‘“

moBRITP Tt F RGP EREARIIFERNEFT LR D B

Y

TR B ewms §8 % Apilfe o bl4e Schimmack(2001)% 3 4 5 = & # {2 &
I~ T &4 Willlams(2002) 507 3§ g % 4r= 70 F Lo AT TIBA L [ R
AFFEIL APPSR RFFG 0 A B E AR I I I R T

SRR =L R g TP

1. *HEEIR g L P

>~
Sk
3
«3\\
!
N T
¢
|V
a1
mf
4»,\

F Rl R RAY SRR GBI L3
I o 4 IR b LS EH ] ¥ 39878 (spinal somato-motor ) £
AR R aE AR - BER T EEEe R e ez FE T

(reciprocal innervations of opponent effector systems ) » +* = 3L By 3~ (flexor) ¥ i@
v (extensor) ie— ¥HEFUYR L o FHE - Sl G L feiE it pE o & T P
#1¥ - = ol 5 L fe(Cacioppo & Berntson, 1999)esgfd 4 32 *14| & pt & BT

Y{TL%Jﬁ%*rjwjnﬁ*ﬁm?i%m Wil —- BAAFTR

|

B3

-~

—\
4

1

N
4
—N

$i9ehiT e o
R o R Apyes Wl B AT FRY et R F R F 4 A
d AR B W o gl G e kR kL H s 1 _rostral motor
systems ¥ fa iy aeg W oo B R 3R (cortical representations ) ~ By p g @ suea i
Fd A 5 L% s (lower motor neuron pools ) & r AR 2= LRI o & - e N 1
T2 B REHAFEEREARES G R AV LR e OEE S BB R

AT A ERDE LB E P fRep b e AT - B R

LN = S 4 ﬁ WEHEAMETF - 8T - RMAIZ | (consistency process )

EAKG HFRERDCIERE (el & 2 f 5 FEFF
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%&ﬁﬁ)%@ﬁﬁ»’ﬁﬁ»mﬁ%%am@@&éiié%awwﬂﬁmﬁ
3 R B o (Cacioppo & Berntson, 1994; Cacioppo, Gardner, et al., 1997; Ito, et al.,
1998; Kahneman, Diener, & Schwarz, 1999) - *a#! S 88 7 Bl:g- H & I - R |2
FdBend B AH S FIE P ARPER hmE RGP T FR P
FeFAFTE - HEL > T '%‘ it {7 24 & (Ochsner & Barrett, 2001) »
AT PR P R F g7 5 (overt behavior) ~ &

WR > AARPRIERT T~ Il i k2 FETFHEL AL 24
A~ - R RGE R (FRRRRE ) RIRG PR FRI T34

PR s BT LRI f 2 SR

FES D AT DR ARREALL GBS LG S EREL R
Bfe— PER P BRFE Y A el & QR BoRa ATk 2 TR B gy
FIFEr S F B o 4 LatSen %4 (2001) 58 7 1589 # 3 472 (field survey)
BRRFEFE (Aot 2 ELM) X TEEE v BPAE- HAFRA A
GEAEYETL TR BRI GBS ol EE 2 - Hemenover &

Schimmack(2007)enf | jcde 4~ £ T ek ABrk | e B > (2 s P 23 F ik

F_&
T\
N
R
iy
~F
A

e ) g TABRR | BT B P 4 o Schimmack(2001, 2005;
2007 BSEESE B G &2 f FFERS REL I ERL > Ld WX RFRF T
ERFELOBFEL O B2 G Tl b RET R L RY LR
FRAGAEBALEEaRY -

BRI R BTG - B T TR R

R T e — G - FREA B - FREA R H AT

=
e

WRIE QI GAR QI RNk RS R RED {2 BT T
- %

. v e s
£ 4 0578

e

WEE 2B UG BEFT s BHEBEA &
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BRI A PR NES TR~ f R e Ra o BRI
BEART U B 5 TM G Fantdh o fraiEe T T2 4 (coactivation )

Fr e 2 5 R P TRAE T3 ) (coexistence) o Fla p S\ puafz ¥ % &

- B WpEapl £ 2o i‘u%ﬁ hEE RSB Ly B ALY
EEHEP TR E Lo A - BREFRE T F A 4 (Schimmack, Bockenholt,

& Reisenzein, 2002) o

AR E SR g A AR 2 TR @5 BHEEFA
e E AP HEF LG ERPORFE LR A - BER RS
A AR E R ARSI R TR R PRE SRR ERE

ER B 2B S AH > B N T p x4
PRI PR AN AR GIRERE AR T A -2
RIS VA AP Y OR FIL AT WA AR Lo hF T4 Ed
ST 0 P AR ERE TR R

Pt BAF IR AR LRI PR g R Y9y A B
Te A - EHRRMI S OELIRDRTF T AR % AP EREE

FRELE Y S FRAT R LR E T RFEFL R LS FPE
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lél; %ﬁ.\—_ﬁ“—'_ .ﬁ:—?ﬁ E‘ﬁ;z ’;}ﬁ l,’:’ /?'J:E—

Bripwat o Fhafsggd >zt badhsd F8 020y
P AR Bl B R '}E‘Jiﬁ" B 701 th B %3 F (Gollnisch & Averill,
1993) ~ 3 &7 % P+ 3 ~ i 3 % T 3§ % (Hunter, Schellenberg, &
Schimmack, 2008) » § £ /77 B * S22 B ¥4 8 s TRy L% TE T2
(Larsen, et al., 2001) - Bradley ¥ Lang(2006):% 5 38 > 2 A A ¥ o2 U™
AR
(1) &4 (perception) A 52 ipH AR BN L+ nflige > bldog BT
PoORER &
(2) & % (imagery): & RRIH P 7 TG Pl > blacip s T
Bijep @ Al gl Sdp77
(3) g ¥ (anticipation) : ’EA/? Pt A ;i‘hgc_i FEHp > -
H AL blicid B & F 9T %
(4) 5% (action) : 3 < Jp| FREF-LFRER > bl oW B
A
Bt SRR 2 F LR AP R R TS
PF AA Q440 - B AE > Rottenberg & £ (2007)#& 417 B G E 2 g 13

Fhik AL E- B A hEs S THEsdhiE 8 Tk, 8 2o
1. Ficdp ik

g =g A8 = 2 4 £ ihigr |4 (characteristics ) £ 4 & (features )

-
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(1)4F 52 & (complexity ) 3 3 = i A&4F & #7 § f ARSI 2 & 7474
F 2o AF SRR AR AT F RIARR R TR FE DRG] o Bldeo R Y R R
¥ aprm ELRE T RET O R
(2) 2 fa»xR (ecological validity ) @ %33 < 2 & 5 4 B2 E v A4
Repo B b e B bilde— S04 B p ARFRT A0 ESYIEH 2 S RS
(3) &% i 2 & (standardization) @ %% = /2 42 F ~ 3 F & B AL L S0
gl AT B REARG- B FILFRELERE MO IRET R
b2 Fak L v AH o
Ptz fpdpik et ¥ 23 5 E 2 (orthogonal ) » @ AF - TAZR AP B o B

YR

=

b0 f R A SRR AR I T AR B S 1 2 B

gAR o F] S ARRAE A P A p AR Al o e s o
ek

B R AR B o s R dp iR R 2 B R P gk
(effects) » ¢ 4&

(1) s & (intensity) : 5 & ¢ — 4gi%d & BREL orles » A wl L T F g4
B | (response strength) ¥ T & & B & | (response breadth) - * J& # R dp A
BN RAF SR DF (bl TF ikt RRR ) FBAR Ripa
RIEZE 2R A8 2 BF & ( " PR TR R MRS ). -

Bom g o FP EFEIUH (AR R AR A o) AR A R 7

(2) i+ & 4 A& (attentional capture) : 33 + /2 43 RZfffadx 1L &
LR LR PR R e ke FALF LB LR s
{7 & 25+ (secondary task) > R E 4 HFHRARRER > 2T 23§ * o

(3) f #= & (demand characteristics ) : f im B ¥ & = % 8k = k3% 0 b
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ﬁr%.—i’éﬁ’;}tilég% KRRl (W %2 ) FEFFL2RLF AF AR
Lf e (dofideiz ) F P RBRF AL EFHEFRDTES 2R o B

doo FR SRIARE > RIUBWAL P FRER R TR E% | (fatigue effect) ©

- & ‘1”5‘.1;%;}'*/;&-#

—_ N )é.’rr';'z":

Bt e gk ARG R A D 2P o g A AR
BENEI o AP T 0 R R B FHEA M AT RN AT ¥ Ap
B2 R IFH AR AR ERERE VAP EHE R vd S
FH Y A E- Ldes £ 15 > FIEFLGF2Ep 2R £ K (Rolls, 2005) > H 2 fi 2%
BE e qpg T ol St R LB e R A E T ALK
PF P AR AT R G v e AR o R g PR oe LAY BT
S L 0 Rt B - R S R A e o

’T} Ptk dpthd TR R (S EE BAE AR R B R G FRARAR L
W ® 0 R RERPIRR T B PRI R RGP o B R F RS L R
Wi — R FFw A 3 4 9k Ji(Hess, Kappas, McHugo, Lanzetta, & Kleck,
1992) » H i < B4R B ARRAEREL 2ok > blde T &6 BFa
4 ) (role-playing ability ) fi ™4 H 2 % 3% »c% & 7 & (Gollnisch & Averill,
1993); it B4 ALY > AT FE VR EHFLETL 2 ERDIRH LY
A Rfe R BfE 0 RR T S TR AT FR7 A SR R BRI 4
AR Ao eI h g FHERER A TS g o

2T ORTEARE AT BRI HRERE L FRAL
PAFT A AT F D T B E o bl § L FHES TEETE R T

(RE-BEE)FIRTFTELE(E-REF FRF OEBRE(FE -FLE)
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L RERAP B A fonk gkt ch4 s £ ¥ 7 I (Rottenberg, et al.,

4 3-2-1 w B EE S 2 omng
S RN R SRR BELE %FRAR AAIF LFA

R #AER
RIS * =T % % 4 v i
AL ¥ B Y [ * =T [ v
TP N " ® ® ® ¢
(5 SBE: ® ® [ % ® ®
FALK R © A8 7 2 A Rottenberg et al. (2007)

Bz - BRA &k Bde g0 LER e A o R A
:# (Rottenberg, et al., 2007) ~ & 5 3% % /2 (Bruno, Crombez, & Koster, 2001; Mikels,
etal., 2005) ~ § #3£ % /% (Juslin & Laukka, 2003) % © & X % f8 + T EEL
o LRGSR AR AR TS BT AT E B LR
Fei -

BACRYAEFLEAREN BRI ] Y e B

R ER R TR BT F 2 3% AR YA B 18 R
FLEFIRAE S bR P e R T 3B 3 on#icE (AL Lang, etal.,
1999) o gt ¢h > BB R F F Ry 2 L enE ghEFd o L N LR R p ¥ 2
TR S R L R T T R RSP A N
Frxogp e PR B R 2 fE ok il gt (P ). Lang, 1995) -

B RO E A o AR LR AR - R

B R R TRIE T O E R AR SR Pl gk A oo 22 B S

o

BRI AR BADRINGERE LT (W BT ) BRA - B
Tk s R E TR E AR T B (P . Lang, etal., 1997) o 82 2% A i i B0 -

HarF e 2my 2 i T £ 554 | (aesthetic distance) #7*41] » 3% 5 &2
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7‘“ “x
g

BB 0 R kAP R ESRMA Y A IR R R R LT
7§ 7]
Sabatinelli, et al., 2001; Bradley & Lang, 2000b, 2007; P. J. Lang, et al., 1993) -

#t @ % (Bradley, Codispoti, Cuthbert, & Lang, 2001; Bradley, Codispoti,

= ~ IAPS (International Affective Pictures System )

1. IAPS i 4

SREFE X - BRGNS T o Lang ¥ P T - Al etl e
THRE-HY ER ZFT :}%’3* TR R Sk % (International Affective
Pictures System » 12 ™ #§ # IAPS) (P.J. Lang, et al., 2005) - # 1 2005 # - IAPS
- E e 955 KEBE R EP AT HE CRBEERNASTTEAREY o b
BB o R EL O BT RS E1024x 768 5 ) F R > TAPS
ET S E AR AR capt o H B SR FE

I PGS IAPSHA - B2 s ok AR T 0 ¢ deAk g
72 & (Mardaga, Laloyaux, & Hansenne, 2006; Mercadillo, Barrios, & Diaz, 2007) ~ §&
Tk o J2 B (Mancini-Marie, et al., 2006; Tucci,etal., 2003) ~ # 312 72 & (Bradley,
Codispoti, Cuthbert, et al., 2001; Bradley & Lang, 2007) ~ *a#4? (54 £ (S. F. Taylor,
Phan, Decker, & Liberzon, 2003) % - iT# % » - &> L=y { &- Hipd) o f
THERY G FHDIAPS B E AR EFEF IS LI ML R G R

(Bruno, et al., 2001) -
2. SAM £ # (self-assessment manikins scale )

i B RY CIAPS B4 HEF - kR P THEF RS BEFRE o
AT G BT TAPS chipl £ % B F i 14 (valence) ~ 4 FE (arousal ) ~
1% 3 % (dominance) &= BHEm o F3 P WS o & - RRFIGEFE- F L

e /Flﬁ e7:=§ (Bradley, Codispoti, Cuthbert, et al., 2001; P. J. Lang, 1995; P. J.
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Lang, et al., 1990) -
5 & [APS enip| £ 2 0% 5 p A a2 0 A B %iF Lang(1980)2 5 en [ g sti=
|- 4 4 | (Self-Assessment Manikins » 2 T f§ £ SAM) £ % © 4c[] 3-2-1 #757 >
SR EFERYFOGBEAF LG ETRY L ORI (F

s BN ABFHZLR -

SEREL

FEEHE RREE 2 REER fetiEm  JEFIEE
1 2 3 4 5

TELAEFLICEAPNS

B 3-2-1 - deni i dFd 4
WA BA A ek

‘*’%Ié‘flr‘)\ LangEE/\?’rE%‘]’l B’\Aﬁi;.}.h"’?_;.,puﬁ_
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