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Abstract

Cognitive control involves a wide range of psychological processes and behavior style, which is a
hotspot of current cognitive neuroscience research. A large number of behavioral and electrophy-
siological studies have researched the mechanism of cognitive control. Understanding the influ-
ence factors of cognitive control has a significant impact on recognizing the cognitive control. This
article from the aspects of physiology, psychology and society summarizes the influence factors
about cognitive control such as age, sex, intelligence, motivation, emotion, power and social an-

Xiety.
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1. 58

WA S AR AT SRR BT 0], 48 AR B AR = G H A 5T 25U WA A A L AT, 38 30 40
PIREARAT BbR 0] >3 14 B S 24T IR AE /3 (Miller & Cohen, 2001). SAE R M 3 # Be F LI b
B, TERNERN KR AR S, % PRI O BOF A B I ), X T AT A kR
) AR 100 o

WEIEEHILE AT 5E B B bR 3 TS I i EEAE A, & — AN T 2 2% ol sl FE M A,
G AN AR RS R AR RS MR TAECAZ MR . o a2 e O i
FLFE P I ANAT S . R ST AR = AN RS TR s R & . A A AT IR R
T H AR, RS ARG SRS, AAMERIA S EA B AL, WA M@ ARG, LR AR R I,
5 /L (R0 SRR B A B JU 5B 28 (Moffitt et al., 2011; Duckworth & Seligman, 2005; k&, RGN, K
JEut, 2010; ZE2E4E, (924, 2008: Hall & Fong, 2013). N TiREiAGEsHIRE 11, T M R &2
BN, ASCMER, DL A= SR T R R R 2.

2. FBEE
2.1. LE#

WS AT (T Re, BEAER AR R IR S, BHZ{LiMaEiB. Cohen %5 A\ (2016)WF%L T 13~25 %
Z RN EI I I 2 e, BERPEA TS L — A 15 45 Go/Nogo 1155, 45 R BRI LN
FETH AR AR A ne B NN RN I BE B, 17 7E P MR B BOIRZS T WA IR, T 255 5 388 T 4 0050 A0 v 0 )
RIANZE AT 2. Manzi 25(2010) fEFEHAT 55 i R I LB EL R BoR 758 R IR A AR, RN 3 1%
Z 5, {H ERP Al BonTEA 77 ZA R IR T B 2 LEE (AT 25 BA o I AR SR AF 7038 XA Jen 42 ol B 4 1%
RIBHIBF TR D, kbl i 2 52 i

TE S B HIATE S, Kropotov %5 (2016) I F4F#H G HLAZ7E Go/Nogo 1145 HH A4 T K 18~84 % 2 i)
{1 fet R R T AU R a1 R A o i PR SR SRR TN T P AR, B AR A, g
A RH) ERP FLHA RO/ S AR 1438 0 8 ms, I e B2 B A1 0 20 ms. [RIRS, B S8 T AR
AMER W, BRI, N T IRFRIE R BAT 55 EAEX R K, AT 5 3B X 1) ERP B3 i 1
TFE, AT R R 2 XA R TR T . Mudar %5(2015) & BUAE K # Nogo-N2 5 Nogo-P3 (13 i 4
i, FESR AT N2 SRS 0.

WEIZ AT AR () b S5 ) B ph 93E Mg FT o B 4E NP ] L 538 B RE ) ™ B A2 45, 3245 FE
JEE 52 BIAE 5 M BT AT CARIRAE S5, 2017, YEfE, 2014; 59, 2009). {HHH IR 24 A o8& R A
A2 B (Larson et al., 2016; Nessler et al., 2007). Z4HFE NG B REEH|HE IR, &M REH AR
IS (FEG, 2014), A HFARRIEENTCRE PRSI HIRE 5 (A e, 2014). TEEIHI2 2 Bt
(T, AR N, B N BRI o s hil 2 gk 55 Callbr, 2010). 24 N EAR F 3PN A
RS, AH SRR A SN2 ) B8 41 3 R I8055 (Bugg, 2013), Kopp 45 (2014) K I 4E N\ L AE R NAE T Bh k45
AR ES, RN R R . A TR IS S AT, R E s S RN A
SR AR S B RS20 PR T B, T 2 N R B M AR B AR A, NP 1) DR B R 38 0 (Staub et
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al., 2014).

Gaal A1l Czigler (2015)fs FH =T 55 e 4l sUR I Z AF N LU N RSN TS, i 201G, AR IR
RS %, AR T m I H ERP LM BENE T B o AR AN [F) A7 % 20 1R 1Y) 22 57t 2 AT 25 AT SR 1) 22
W TR AT TR T AMBIRRAE, 0 NS FH A ez i) SR R TR 1 R, ASBEXT i R4
R Co R UE 45

M2, MWFERN, ZFENESFIAEGEUTES R RRIISE TR, BTN TirE,
LN ERP SRR IAZEK:, DRIRFRC. R 2 BCHZ I ST TR, n Tl B 38 A B4
U SR DN N B 1 3k P A IR B A 2 A R S BT ik R B A 22 4F N TG R 6 (5 B
TARCAZ S NN TARICIZAE ST N B AR o (HIX b 38 S 3B AT 1 388 2 A AN I 0 T 46 11
Kropotov %5 (2016) W 78\ X Fl s a8 2@ W 12E 47 (1), (8 FLAH Ak = 47 R8s 1 S+ . Gaal Al Czigler (2015)
NIRRT ZE N IMES TSN R R AL . AR, X Rt v (2N A EMEE R .
BB 2 (FRIE FEONARDT AR 22 AR L T 073, SR ARSI S E B 7 0 2 — (2050555, 2014).

2.2. 5

VP2 WA SR T W 22 SA RN R 52 . 7EAT A0 I AT i ge IR T B, futk
B4 NILE (D Ty, 2014; AR, 2014). TEM PRI M 25 5 2 B — SO R o i
P, EA—BERM T LM SR N R A, AR — B0k oA iM% 5 (Clayson, Clawson &
Larson, 2011). A8 50 & I 55 11 A0 2tk b 45 ) O W6 3 22 5 (2 4E, 2015;  Schirmer, Zysset, Kotz, & von
Cramon, 2004). H/HH2016)8F 78 T A EI A iR pp ROE R 22 57, W A, Zotkre Rubdshlm R,
B 3E B iy P AR 5

ITAERVE Z B 038 AR TR L PR 28 SUAGORT 5 DR SO0 A FE 5 52 1 A= il i M0 22 . Larson et al.,
(2011)7E Flanker {F-55 R ILAATE R BEFIE R 2R EAFAEME N 2 5%, ERP BEAARH, TV rERE R
FHOG SO AR R J5 IR e n, 76 K ERP By EATETEMERZ 5. Huster 25(2011)WH
NI AT 55 AEAT Do Bl A 3 P 30 22 S I T A 2 ) 0 22 S o ZE )42 1) g e ) 22 S B2 R DRI ER 3R
R (Mione et al., 2015; Gurvicha & Rossell, 2015).

FAh, WAATEFARTT TGS > R0 R 5 e D8 30T AN [ 1) 2 st R 52 el o F 90 R 45 2
AU M AR A R, B SRR T oMk AR R 5 D88 A% 5 P R I ) Rl (Mansouri et al., 2016).
TH MR E 7 BRI HIRE R (Yu et al., 2012), W70 A NTERRIHE 4 3zl fOsema R, M)
ANAT ZAR I AE B (Moser et al., 2016).

3. LEEE
3.1. 8h

WIS B S 2 ANAVE BLAT A A AR B ZER8 ), 8 7058 73 H0m] AT AMAALE 56 503 FAT 55 1)
(1 I (Duncan, 2003) . =584 1Ak L RIS ) — M ) L 38 76 $0AT Th A I 38 A0k 4T 55 wh #8550 DB 47 F) R 3L
(Arffa, 2007), I\ EFE G A 6] 7 5o 5 3 8 1 2 [ #A 235 A0 0, JUHUE AR IR AZ RE Dy Re(FMT, 2016
4, 2007; EPRAAE, 2013; Mathias et al., 2014). it TAEICIZRIEGE DRI ZR, ILERTRAEZE 5
REEZ RS (K EYE, 2010). MR R 13 s A RN RS AR SR &, DAEE K H N2 B A $eAr
(Luetal., 2016).

Duan %:(2009)ifid 13K 7E Go/Nogo 1155 H A G L, A 1 a8 7 JLEE I S a2 R K
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P 71 )LEE Go-P3 AR 1B 40, 2 B L6 Go I N T 58 B AH Eb RS — M L2, = 1)L # NoGo-P3
EARIITE R, 1 N2 IR IIE B 2 R . RFmEE 1) LEIEALIE NoGo HINLET r4i s, Hax Aot
K LT 00 5 BB B, i S NP BB DA ) s B (AR J5 1 P3 T AR A4 bR Liu %5(2011) R LR %R
go-nogo AE5-HRVT T S k£ IAENFE I AN D1 K 2 M 4 0Bk . AT NS RE, m 8 1 LE L E
JLEAE HUF PRI R . ARG R — P RIR, M LEAERPES SRS, AHEEMER
FHOGI B A SE N T.(RIBE /N cue-P2); TELRRIFATIN T, A B sm i &80 (B3 K1 cue-P3); 1E
WEHERIIN T, w8 7)) LE ARG AN Jufix X5 T SR N2 SO DABR I SAE 58 FE v =A% il
T, @ )LEER T R P3 S .

O L R 1(1Q) S N A& il 8 71 2 IEMI DG, I £F A 90 TF IR I 1 26585 1 5 k% i 1) 56
%o Checa & Fernandez-Berrocal (2015)#ff FTR BABREIRI4L, 15468 /1 (BNFE N Az h it EZAEH .
Megfas et al. (2017)f# 54 go/nogo 11575 5% T 146 & Jieb N szl i sem, 45 LR & Bl il BoR T
TR N2 B, w7 H s 4 R A (BRI AN PPl . FERGA RIS BT S L TE R i &
TEAFE, EiEER I MERIE T Bt i g RAA —8,  (ES 4k LR (Gutiérrez-Cobo et al., 2017).

3.2. T

NEH HAR S AT T ELA S E 2 51 . RO T S aE sl s, RN
—MEZEMDIHRIE, RSN FERYPEE.

Dixon (2015)MER 7 — AN FET VP A AIE IR SE, $8H: 1) U AMEIIR AR ZE R 25 B (o, 2205
BB AR ST, 2 B BN I 2) LPFC 2 RAE & FAEnIz i 1045 B & 5 E B 4 5L = ; 3) LPFC
T I DX AR - R H Y, AR 45 DO R A A il B AN R PE . K RS 63 7 iy
SCRE R ] AT BN AR A DOZ I RS AL BB R AN AL A . BRI, 4 — AN AR A 2
ZAVHEATIERERT, i FAh DGR 2 3T (75 B s ) 5 v B 1 45 SR (U7 R R) Z AT ARV B R ), Ath £ B AT R IE 4
25 )M HKHE R B R W RADA SO OGE EAT I I (2522 D) i AT B35 70, Il S nT st LG

o

BB SN AL, XA E RS TR, SR BIARR SR R . AR (2015) % Go IIER K
L5 TFALN, Xt Stop IR R I N 45 TR R BUA L ARSI 5 460, 208 A T AR Go S Rii I & 46
Stop WA 535 E K o A N X I T R B, HLIX i X TR (1) Th RS R K 35 B . Leotti Al Wager
(2010)#2 i — A TAE BB BB AR RE S HLNT S AN A 5200 o iZ BRIy, BT S 1 X (5
SO EARE A, dEmsgme 7S SILTE S5 E AT I S A5 O R A A T e e I
RCE A, WUE AN P 3 7= 2R B 1EAS 5 PP A SO B4 H X AT 9 0 25 Jal B 4 5 3 1l

BT T pho ] (Padmala & Pessoa, 2011). Krebs %5(2010)% F 3] Stroop 155 F 78 3 B X 22 3¢
HIERSE 1 AT S5 AH A5 B () N L, T 2EAT 55 0 4 FE (5 X)) 5 2 il A 5% 1A JE U] 2> BRAS AT 55 R 3.
Braem (2014) 45 & W05 48 2 6 sURI = BF Flanker Y830, R IR ST T 15 S HUBMER s s B . 53 7k,
ARG B 7 2, SRS T A 1F T w i O ) 32 B PR (S, 2016), 2 LR A
PR T Bk iR T MR (Chaillou et al., 2017). >J45H9B T 54 R AT MG 22 R kE
80l 1 B Bh MR (1 45, 2014),

P8 FSAG B 4 H 22 il 2% 1E -5 R = T 4 A ) 99 4% (0 368 T R R 250 Bz J2) R 6 188 m () 38 AT BB R
I H 22 il 258 7] B 22 2k A% IS (Locke & Raver, 2008). sz, X 5N 40 BRI 92 B 2 B sh L]
e 5 S R A s R T, BRI R DA s R e 5 B iR b Bl 1 T e AR R R ) (R SR B (R
2015). PhREEHIMIDIFLR A, WEIEE T oyl Hoh, SCBIFIETH 2 AF T Bl 1A 5 1) SR FH B 3l 1

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2018.81002 11 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2018.81002

n]]f

B

’ %E

NFIFE ]
3.3. ff&E

T NANFN B AT N2 — BRI T B3 AR S 2 B WL 4E B SRS , 1% 46 4B sh L. 2
MR = ANYERE . AR 2 B TG 28 It R B (R vs T AR)« BOALIRFE (R vs IR) R AR BRBOE REE (CF % vs
AT )R T R Az ] R s

FEAT RANEAESS , IEPETS 20T bl G (e, T SRR 28 20 58 /MO AT 9 s il se 0 (1
KW, 2016; F 5545, 2010). FEREIRAT S5, BURFIRE KM R A B35 5 TP EE 48 2 Cul i
2016). fEMPRIFHULSH, AR EVEE % S 6 98E R (Schuch & Koch, 2015), A% B
A7 28 AN XTI SR LA R, IR R R A o H 5 G B (Zeng et al., 2016). P ERAE(2016)fF R T EH
B ERT B 17 5 2 e v S0 SR AN — B R, 3R W AP A 28 0 v SR 72 DR A 52 B A0 AT 4 i T2
Wi, A SR I DA A 52 38 7 M A A A B R 52

15 2 B ALVESE FE B 38 W DISK A2 2R 7835 1 OG0, S0 2 15 A I 10 B e sk A DG R 1% 26 IR XA
EGRIA AR KER . EEIEEZIILT, s LR &R m 5B Ihae, (RS RE1% 4 (L2t
Hil 54 ThRe: FERIEEESINLN, Al HLoR B 0 ] ST fe, IRLBR B 48 X A A Th
REV B R ( TR 255, 2013; T 444, 2016).

5 G ENE RS2 5 T E R 2 WO, TR S AU 2R 1525
R 2 S 55 IR 3% 5 SRR AT T 90 45 SR P S 28 e s i R s e A — B (VR3S 145, 2014) . 1B 45 AHA SRS
B S TARZHERE, DRI Fa B T0 3 | V2 AR 1 48 1 85 A4 P55 A [ 2 1) B 23 (R 52

4, TLEHE
4.1. ®AH

B — N RAFAE AL IS, AT DS N AR, 1 FLA U7 s v LA 5 N\ 3% R8sk 3L
BEFRITBE ST, S5 Nt X R lR S o m i\ JdE I RE 77 . W F0SCRE IR, TR SR T 5%
o, M TARA ), R EAMERR LT L. Schmid et al. (2015a)i2 A Flanker f£ 45381 7 AU 1 %6H N 145
HIFIRZ, AU E S RS SRR R . SRR, SR AMER I TR AME, X FpRL
ISR T AT AR TR G AR I e AU R i T RN 5 BRI BATAT A L R R R . AR
I T AU 3 B I G428 1l R A AT 45 R A, TEBR T p S i85 755 Schmid et al. (2015) 48R f7E X,
BIRAT B AT 48 7R AN R B AR T DA R o ) 22 5, (I i P 25 SR 30 A v ORI 8k o 542 il /K P
W, RN R ERURNE . %4555 Schmid et al. (2015b)WF 7T 45 EAE, VEF U NATRETE TS0 AL IR
Al S EUE P R T RA ER . o, BRRIBRAT S 3l B R, AR IS MK B . Xk
P9k DR 25 an e s me i o AR TR A

42 HEERE

Ao RIS R FARAL S A N SR PRAY, AR IR R et . HEPPAAE B4 . AR
R 2 BRESERIARIZEST 3, kS BRI SR N R, RS BEMAEATE 2 E
Fh L HEG Schmid et al. (2015). fEAE AR T AT EAEA T TG R AR, DR A2 A TR 3 A4
5 bt B R K BA R o Licen et al. (2016)8F 7038 B IX Pkt 23 & J) 2x e ma il s il 47 24058
JAXEEARAAE S5, +E 2 5 T 56 AF T S AR A AT 55 RIS RAHEA 2 A8 NG h e A SL = A
ZERRYEA 2R TS RIS T .
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5 IMNEERE

ZELERTIR, R MR B BFL. BUL AR R JTERARIAE G S . AR SR A A SR
il 5 MR 52 B AL B8 2 B0V, A BRARA i R L5 KN A ZE R IR . TR AN
AN S DA SN ) 1 22 ST B AR AR B 22 5, M 22 S T 15 6 RN e s o s el () A R AN TT 2
A .

R P NS RO LT,  [RII R  TTUR SR P0G, LS DA A ) S e R 9 4 RATS
AN—E, (ER4R SR (Gutiérrez-Cobo et al., 2017). 155 RBIHLITAZIF% 6 52 m — ELRAF A 305, BN
RE AL VF 2 0 508 B Hdb AT THR V. S0 = 8 il ik VORI SHIAKT, R SRmp it =
XoF A I AL A A —80 2050 T w1 = B A b o A G T DA N ) 5 e RO R el T
P ITENZE R FBONAGERA 8, A G0 T BTS2 BRI\ T7 V510 22 e DA R0 42 il i) sl

IUCH D B SO T At 2 R Fw il g maA cnd il @i e T AR ARnFE ), (HIXFh S = 4
W ESBENERRINE E. SARRN SRS TAMER EAR ST R, s 7k
fit 7(Guinote, 2007; Smith et al., 2008). Lo fERE TR M) )2 il mds il o KRR W 5T RT DALk SRR 1)
et B EA A HIR R, R A BT 2 5 I8 48 % (Lammers & Stapel, 2009), &
AL JROOH N SN ) 2 75 5 0 A4S AR

e HE

HE BN SR AMKIESTE, BiHRS: 17YJAZH092.
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