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Abstract

Post-error slowing effect refers to the phenomenon that individuals reduce their own reaction
speed after making mistakes, which is a stable situation after the occurrence of mistakes. Existing
theories are controversial on the adaptability of the post-error slowing effect. The adaptability
theories believe that the post-error slowing is a controlled processing process based on the speed-
accuracy tradeoff, which can promote the subsequent behavior, while the non-adaptability theo-
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ries believe that the phenomenon is not generated by self-control, but is a passive process, which
interferes with the subsequent behavior. The comprehensive theory holds that the adaptability of
post-error slowing is different in different time stages of the error adjustment process. In order to
better solve the controversial issue of adaptability and reveal the post-error adjustment processing
mechanism in a more comprehensive way, future studies should measure the post-error processing
process with a more accurate time scale, introduce more diversified analysis techniques into the
field of errors, and pay attention to the influence of other factors, such as memory and stress, on
error processing.
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1. 5|8

FEARAS IS, ANATIEH 22 B O EE, DA RS GR3EAT I B Bl B 5 CRORS 1#E 2 )5 AT 55 R T3t
GRS o IX PN G5k 2 585 J5 IR 1% 28 (post-error slowing, PES), BEARRBUNTEHHRIR N Z 5, S
5 R IE AR (0 B 2R AR EE T TR S S J R S B2 IN i 38 B K (Rabbitt, 1966; Laming, 1968). PES A4S
FOAS R AT 51 5 RO 3], 140 flanker £ 45 (Debener et al., 2005), Stroop 1F45(Gehring & Fencsik,
2001), Simon {T:4%(King et al., 2010)i86H 43284145 (Jentzsch & Dudschig, 2009), PES s&ftiim K4 JF R A
SERIILR . SR, IXFNES R 5 IS AT ARE SR THE S RIS 24 HASRAE S, BISET PES 1)
& LA SR 3 — W FE RN DR I 2 ) o DRI AR SO X0 i i Rl A 20 R (R A G BR AT A B, B 25 AN [
BB T PES @M As B, fEMLERAL Fov 2 R Rt Fi e H R .

2. SEIRERIBEXER

LA IR 7 ER R [FI AL A X PES B2 A JRIREEAT T Mk, g WA PES S1ERTERTIR K
S HIAEn 3 I 9% (Botvinick et al., 2001). AR5 & I PES A A 52 Ik (2% — i 1) 5 W (Notebaert
etal., 2009). MAMEA UEHE R B PES 1G85 shEHIHIAH I (Marco-Pallarés et al., 2008). # F R¥g i JLFh
BONEE ) PES FIEHEIT AR B

2.1. INHIZHIEES

PES #i\Jyie — MMt i dI AL, 8BRS ST IA SR RIME S5 R (Gehring & Fencsik, 2001). [A]if PES
REREAL MRS T 2 A A) 2 AT 43 ) B (Ridderinkhof et al., 2004) o A J0#2 il B 1 I NS5 5 1) 1 2 42—
o BT B R, XA R AT VIR RGN, 5 pMFC ik X AH 5% . IMRI #F 5T I UE S % W] pMFC
Wi X #3538l 5 PES #H5%(Garavan et al., 2002; Kerns et al., 2004; Klein et al., 2007; Chevrier & Schachar,
2010), NINEEE TS W S IR T SR, MBS, BEG 77 H P70 R BUHE R AH 5% 67 (error-related ne-
gativity, ERN)BE X PES 1T Hilll(Gehring et al., 2016; Debener et al., 2005; Wessel & Ullsperger, 2011),
ERN & J WU 1 i 45 1) ERP 875« SR, A — LS 783 K I pMFC Jixi X &5 PES AH2C(Gehring & Fencsik,
2001), i H—S6HF 52 & P PES +2 54515 1E I (error positivity, Pe)fH 1M A 42 5 ERN A (Nieuwenhuis et al.,
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2001; Hajcak et al., 2003). XS5 & {45 Bl GE 2 KA pMFC WI3E 8 3 A 2 BL#: 82 PES, H i 5T R ILTE
BRI, pMFC i PR EN1E R GG B MR 52 PES (Danielmeier et al., 2011). PA_FIX SE{E 5 3 B
Tl S 2 R 7, PES #SAT NS RGNEENAE O, BRI A A HI B e PES HH
B e T NS0 )3 R AT

2.2. SRR

MR EEHIS VR MRS R, CHRPURERE, SREE S m T fEgks:, FHEME
SRR IRIG, VDARAEN 51 B A S B S o T B BT B 1 O A IO R 1R RO ] R R
(Botvinick, Braver, Barch, Carter, & Cohen, 2001). [FIF}, Z¥1¢HEF]H7 %417 2] (anterior cingulate cortex,
ACCXT M RIGEE I i, PrLAMERS R G 1 s G Bi b, ACC HIBUS AR &, RBOARNE SR P (1)
Tt o TR RN A R KPR AT A SR T B OR 7 P Tl —— M P A AT S s, B e e PRI e 7 1 B ke 4 vy
R JE B PAT R I

2.3. KILECEEIL

R UGHECEE 18 (Coles, Scheffers, & Holroyd, 2001)IA A RN T R G HAFAE— /N ELELES, T E Wil
ACC i XX FUHAPRAT (1) S RLAL S BRpAT R REEAT LA, W RAFAE AL B L, T 2= 72 AR B R AH O 7L
% ERN. iZBRHALECES BT ERN B4, KB ERN fERT RN T R 48 5 22 Hb S i o e i 2
ERN [JJ%IE 5 PES WAFEAH K, Debener &5 A FE SR O/KF b I 5 1) ERN I M 08 A B A 4 00 e 58
KA RBI, 2B ERN 35 1 B8 %\ 25 Tl 55 % )5 912 ()2 BE (Debener et al., 2005), iX5 Gehring 5 A 7E
B K B A I B A — 2

2.4. HIEIES

BVEIIH BRI A A IR AR 2 3 B0 R 5 O B A A 3 I0(Ridderinkhof, 2002), WEHE R B4
A 22 2%, FHE pre-SMA. IFC Al STN X H)iE8)#5 PES MG, M4 2% 5 1F 4% 1E Bk g 41
F(Aron et al., 2007), Rt PES SEH/EFNHIAHIC. 4 5B 3 PES SIEMIHIFLIS 1) EEG AHIUEYE 2 0
FLRIL PES L3N beta 517 fE T AHIC, beta AT BE & G INBUCN E T ShAE ] FE(Marco-Pallarés
et al., 2008; Swann et al., 2009). XLEIEHE L YIS MEMIHIXS T PES (/AR ELEIEM, HiXFFARESE
BRI o4 1) B 0 1) s ST G AR s, AN [ (9 DR 3 T RS (R R FEVE A

3. SRIRERIBHRIRE R

HISCHER, B4 5C T4 15 5 801 2508, U] 52 i 882 (AT 25 R AT SR A AE 48, — 3043 W RIAH PES
HAERE, RefRTHREERIRI, 58670 W WAy PES B RGN, FrAH A E . 7ESEBRE 7T
R, S S ST 45 R B FE bR 2 4 1R 5 IR SR (post-error accuracy), 1R PES £EBE4E R G LR A$2
I, WA PES BAERME, M EAJEE M.

3.1. BRI IR A AR

SRS PES S EIR AL, 1@ PES (3@ NP B AS A BB E B AN AR #EAT TR &
AT Bl A AR R i S A — PSR VR IR, MARLESRE S, ST e PR AR fse E FEE R A IR R
B SR — b SE N OR sy R B - v VE A A o BT B8 SRR R G Bl B BUT R AR S R AT
RZHE BT IO A RGBS SRR R 48, IRZER RS 7KL AR, A%
N RGMPF R PAH AR ST @M AER) PES (1774 BARSA B FEAFEAE, HBHE)LFHIA N
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PES J W12 — P R R 5 KK, 2300 Tl e .

B 5N RS A RNFIL K E T Laming 1968 E I 57 (Laming, 1968). Laming W\ A AMAZAS
(] T b A\ 2 BRI P AR BRUE B, JF AR B AE 2 B WU RAMALE AT 55 A0 ORI R BLAT ST 48 AT
R, AR 1 R S SAR S AR R BT A R S R P AR v R, A S BUR R SRR
WEJEMRRT TS BRI IR, X S miE b 1o R AT IS BcsE, iR TR RAT . R
R AR TS BRI AE IR (B) PES), ibAMARENS S AFshEEss %, KB PES WG, FEHIRE
WEFERZ AR BEAT T AEE, BIAnER NS BR AR 9 R FE b, R I T 16 S U B 300 K ki
J&E 7 22 FFA (fusiform face area) 7E &7 0K HH A BRI, R BFAMA R BEXHE B 10T S 8E 1 5 85k
w(King et al., 2010). AR E KIETRIIGE 1T P1 R 9% R 75 55080 1R 30380 V. [ B (response-sti-
mulus intervals, RSIs) T & & /N IEHIR K (Buzzell et al., 2017; Li et al., 2021), P1 S BT 75 8]y = X405
I LA R HEZ I (Hillyard, Vogel, & Luck, 1998), P1 IR A9 B ML 405 18852 P I T oscdin (1) B A48 b
(Butler et al., 2001, 2005; Haenschel et al., 2007; Schechter et al., 2005). Beatty 5 NTEIREE R BAT5HHA
BT AR HUSS (Beatty et al., 2018). EVHFSRRAIR, MR T AR TR RS, 54
XN S VG IS, TEBH TR R S MO RS M AE B AR E R IUE B R 15400

H53{Eq RGBSy, BRI AE BT 5 RO ORER SR I il A dE M AR . X
LB AR K 2 R BIAE R FE B 1% 5 0] SO NAT I ESCAE b, i DA 20 R Bl A B8 8 5 TR T R S5 D318 S8
i ESCAR B A BRI T PES 5ENEMIHZ M AR IR R, A7 IR 2 I 45 AR R R 5
PR R R ALEE T BE R MHNH] . 1T Ridderinkhof 25 A FIHF 78 X R8T K1) PES fEAEEREE MAZ
AT- 55 To I I B 2R 52 M B /M (Ridderinkhof, Span, & van der Molen, 2002), IX#£5 7] LA PES Hf# Nid
7 ) SR R, A A E B R S B A AN TS 2 S B O (2 B R B A R 5 i ), BRI TAESS
KRFoT B THIFEI, AL T 2 5 AR S5 AT R I

Toi e DL R Gk 2 A 2R Gt A P 0 B 1R e AR A R AT PR, LB — 3 R B 8 T — AN R0y
FiR TN RGN . Sk b, ATERR KRG e AT AR LR & iR . L9k, Ao
THAE M EZ KRG NERG . RFE RGN AR R G AT RSS20 o 1/ SCHE 3 RS R 5 R
FE—HERR PR ) TR R, R IE I LR A T B M PSRRI S R R R SR . B I B s i B A e
JIT 5 PR S VAR SR AN R SRR BE R AR T BN S S BRI BR - DA —Fh S0 T8 W S BRI B M AR 5 R LK H
1o —SeF FURBIAIX AW At TUESE SCHE . B, AT A RT#T 1 JZ(PFC)R#E 1 3T AR
PEE A2 (Miller, 2000; Miller & Cohen, 2001), 1fif PFC 3 A %5 1F F /&8 5 STN AH EAE FI Sl SEHL .
mPFC #7IA AT DR 3 x5 P 5 B MR PR b S PEAS 3 AT N BT $28 H1l (Botvinick et al., 2001; Yeung, Botvi-
nick, & Cohen, 2004), STN W B4k B mPFC WI{E 5., KRG R8T A — i B FE08 % AT PRt 1 15 Bz
JR - SCIRAIIIN T, TR E 5 AR S8 3 F2 (Frank, 2006; Nambu et al., 2002). 33 AP 47578 1k
FOERF DI TR, W& AN mPFC 520 | STN BN T, AR5 1 S 5 5 [a] ) 1 5
] fR (Frank, 2006). Cavanagh %5 \JHid Il & mPFC Jixi X [¥] Theta 77 figfE, &I mPFC y5BKE (138G hnRe %
TR BRI PR g i, X STN ZEAT T REAM ) U 2275 2 AH ) I AL (Cavanagh et al., 2011), iEB T mPFC
A STN A8 ph & 2 1] o B AH B AR F DARZ e AT A el ohe 5 B BRSRAZ 1 v R 5 AT 9 932 77 X Hanks 45 A HY)
W FEHAE R 1 ER i TOTH o &M AR MR J2 T 10 DX 2 RSP o 199 24 v gk v 45 B IR 5 22 52 BB AT J9 RS T
Fom, DA SR 1R HE vk SR AN vHEA M4 (Hanks et al., 2014; Heitz & Schall, 2012). Purcell 45 A X H6F4MU T5 A
6 B2 L (LIP) SN T I R LA T IR 53, 12 X 3l 48 6 1% B0 IR LR 2 S5 U AR AR 28 A o B BR A DG A5 5 -
45 R R WD R R A 5 B2 BURANE 1) B DA S o SR R PRV 2 v, I ELIX AN R 32 it v SR UK 3l 788
RSB, RER KA, 2R IR E) A8 A I 18 K e SN 8] Sk S PRI F) TR SR 8, DAL SR
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SEUERR I I PR (Purcell & Kiani, 2016). fEATNJEM, H Dutilh 25 A(2011)5] NFIERY BUR AL (150 A
IR RS TS, AR RE R IROSIEN A A AR, AR RS RS A S R R AT LR, o ek
(AR JE DI BRI T AR, DARHERT S U B & H 1078 78 14 I T A8 fh(Wessel, 2018).

3.2. FEENMERISEIR AR R

&R IS A, EXEEIR AT IR 2 I PES, R IS B R 5 ek 18 RS AN B 4 1
R M FIFE S T, TNV AR NS, AN PR 9l SE— AR AT T . Rk, A Lt
RGP IR AE T AR

oA Ry SR 2 B ) B (Notebaert et al., 2009), ZERR AN 17 G 02 7= 42 F- AN R AR R AR
5, TR A RN T IEME TR E, Xk ERfERA N T “AEmA S, MR E
TOHFAF R KA, 2 THFEEE 2 I DN B R 3 B Pl R R IR S il b 25, IX g4 0% S8\ i B R =5
BEAE T 2 (] (B B B 5 SR 5, A TGS . Notebaert 55 N8 SO Sl B S8 P R il 52 56
HIEFR (AT 35%, 55%, T5%=AEHL), ABLZ LR BUREDERE AT EF DR, S
T IR RSO A TP AR S M S SRR s e, AT SN T R SRS ek
(R SR, — Pl B AE 75% PR B, 53— Bl A B LE 25% M I, 45 SRR WM ) SR
FE 5 EE 25% 75 & LS B8 T 75% K A & IS 1) SN o PRI, Notebaert 58 ANy PES W2 /M
XTAE TR S A ik B DGV E IR =, AR SRS AT . R TR FEYE 308, AT N A W ST R IR T
HIESE R N2 Al P3 (IR A%, E 2 i N2b (Folstein & Van Petten, 2007)1 P3a (Polich, 2007)4L . H
P3a 7 FE R AT RIAA, SO MRS e SR e VR, 5 S e AR R
BnCAH R (Danielmeier et al., 2011). F4 AT &K ERN A1 N2b /& 9 A Ar & AH [F ) i, R EHENE
fIHE DL RE L LA AL (van Veen et al., 2004). Wessel 25 N %54 flanker /£ 4511 oddball yi sO6HZ 8 3E4T
BOAIE, &5 RR IR E P07 BRI ET S aMCC (anterior midcingulate cortex) FYRAE 5 R T 545157 H <K
KRS, WAAERARE LR 7 SIS HAG 0 253 . JF Halid MRI OB &I, F50R
AR FEATAH R AL BH 5 T2 0 RS A RS2 XSRS A 9%, 40 pre-SMA, 1 AT SMU i) PEC
SF(Wessel et al., 2012).,

IAb, Jentzsch #11 Dudschig (2009)3# it 22 17X 1] [H] i (the duration of intertrial interval, ITD) A I, 4
ITI B, BIAMAUES 5 AT SR Ja TR B A I (R AS 78 2 1, M2 S BURE AR5 IEFZ LA PES 114
e X —45 5 51E N FR N PES S BiRS i J5 & N 1 4% A K PES 558 5% J5 T 28 39 0 AH 56 10 AU
7. (HANIFFE AKX —45 RS8R SO BERER, MRS T3 18 (bottleneck account), A VS 1R
IR — s Sk B T A, B ITT SO0 T SEpE A G b4, SBOE KM PES MIEH R 5 IE# %
1 B A o

3.3. ZEREIRBERISM N

TSR SRR 22 1R 1R ST 5T KL PES FAH I AT BEAS 280 & 18 B PR B ARE NV 1Y), T Bl
T BAR S I A A8 . Purcell fil Kiani (2016)FIBF R RN, NZEFEFAE AT AT 55 B A 3L T
PES {HAHR G IER AL, XU m R T T 55 5 A8 RN, (H I AS B UA PR T 8 14 ey sk 22
—UERAPE AT . TR AEE A ER Y B A (Drift-diffusion models, DDM)Z3#T PES (7242 R B, & B2
8 TP e 55 3 RN ARG P R B SR SE R S 80T PES, T BRI 20 S U MR SR T B N PSR A
PRI 7 1 4 R () I IE B R I ). DRIAE BT S, PES (& RE S 254 10, FRAR A 0 5 Uk
T IELEREAT AT 25 R U JEE MVE R, SR 3G 0 (1) P SR i X 3E B ) Ullsperger Al Danielmeier
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(2016)IAN Notebaert 55 ANF2E Hi 1 #A ] B8 Be W% iR Purcell B 7 H 0k BIURAME FRAR I 45 R B T R EBUR M
N E) PR ARG, B ) s SN R 2 51 R PRI I, B 88 o I LIEAE R AT RN o R IR RN AT, PR
A ) SN 2 T BOL BRI B BRI RS, 3 RN S U I PRAIS, (R BEAE I (R RS, B e S
YRR TREAT . I Ullsperger S5 I0N, TEAE 1R KA Ja 2 S RIH 305 B0 BRUB M B AR AN 3 R
I AR A R B, T 2 J5 74 R A AT 45 TR I I 1 R R () s By 7 )3 o) o T DAY ITT LR
PERAS S AT 1 SV VR AR I, G ¥ PES 2338 K91 B 5 BRAIRE AR I8 R 5 IEBR 3R ARG, X 5 ) 2 3
UL SRR, FLE S I (B AR 0, MR BRI 78 7351 R 55 RIE0EEA T T B2 NF, XIS 1) PES X5 39 I )
WG IEFEARDC, RILHE R

Wessel (2018)25-A I AIERRAF FL, $2H 118 NP4 57 BE 18 (adaptive orienting theory). 1% IR IANTE
HrR RECMEFE— RARB, FE N ESIN TR Sz T . Bahpm T e
R 5 LRI 51 R BN IEAEBEAT B AE LA RGN ENE S A, X Pl A a8 AT A T 2 AR B R,
TR i3 3 T BE R TR R VR IR e A 5100, XA R A R U S i s, B — k. fERTIR
BEREA SR FERRSG, MESEATZE M TER, Hh e eSS EL. M. SRR RE
RS, XL R R AR TR IEAT R, BRI, FR SRR R, ISR S
EWE, BAAENM. Z3#ied PES L8 &M ERAILE Ullsperger MUBEARAHL, B IA]E] R ITI 7E
HHEREIMER . Wessel —3E42H 17 ITI ) =F G S0 AR ) PES (177 A4 R R J FLad Byt 58—
s& ITIAR KT I i, X PP O B AMEE IEAERET H B I TR B, BPVE S BEUR IEAE 8 AL 5 IR BRI, 1T1
R FECT — OB S IR B T IX i AR, X PES AR B SR DR 1 FI AT 55 B ) v e )
IR TR 5, IR BT RAF S AT R RS, Bt LA PES RILVARE N . 55 —AE R 2 1TI
FREES () SRS, SRR AMA T e B T SRR R A 5 e A, IEAEREATIE R TE R R, SRR TS — il
() 52 B2 v T S ) U R, XN PES AR B SR DR O S EE 1) [ IEAE BT RS IR, KA
WIS (R R R I S5, PES LRI AR @RNME . SE=F S0 ITI @B, MERESE 58 2 R
B RUE R 8 A7 A& SV RN Lo B, IX I () PES Hte SRS L PES, BRIV B2 — A PERCET T (5 1R ik
18, ZIHOTHR S IR RS R5E R, PES RILHE M. Li et al. 2021)FFRIHF LRI, HilkIAIRE
79200 ms I, HFRIE K B R beta 517 HE & LA /N PLJKIE, X RWIEGR ST A, B hn T
WIkES T . IR IRIE G A 1000 ms B, 45125 1 alpha #5077 Al beta AU e AR /N, [FHF P1 IRIEA 25
Wi, JXFRIERRECCRS, BHREAERWE, I EARAT N, Eaon THASZ N, X—g5 1%
B ITL 3K PES RIMONIE NYE, R BRIAAEE R . Gjorgieva £ Egner (2022)HHF Fith & ILAE KB
ITI BB OL T, AMARLESRE VR 5 RE S AF 012 B AR, X R IA 78 70 I (B gEAT B I i, AMA ] DLgkAT
T NAYER VRS, [FIREACUE T Wessel 3R,

4. BEFRE

B R G S RN PES AE RS 1% 5 Fa e MG, AEAS R U T2 DB FIBE 58 . A ST PES 177
AENLERT PES FIE BLPE P 77 THI 2 RO HEAT ER 1, 5 HARE | 58T PES @M AEFIR I A . AMER XS
T PES &Rt 5 8T AR X — W S AFAEE 2 018, N T E AN EH 1 f# PES BT S W 48 i 17 4
B, BOAARR R TR AL T LS5 .

B, EAR R R] (8] BE I TR0 PES 5@ VRS20 o JiSCHR BN Li et al. (2021)5 Gjorgieva 1 Egner
(2022) BI85 HOE T2 2K BD o B 1] B 45 28 8 2 O A S 0 S s KT URI L, A T SR 1) I [R] 4
FE Bl T RE AH )V A X PES (&R EAT RS . Z56 1 3R AR i A\ A BE A I () #ERS, PES MRS
A [ S AR, IR AR T AN R 5518 B8 I A AR () B AR I A BERE R AU R ARG L . BRI, R
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SR AT AT L SRS A0 A A5 PR IR AT B AR AN, A A 2 A s 4 0 L i J7 4P ) S 443

B R Z RN A B R S 7V R BRI S AU . BR T S a2 R I F A O
HLAL 7 BT S54RI AR RAR 2 B Ft 3 S B 23 1R 0 B3R 8 218 5% 5 TR B 4k . 51l t, Li 2%(2022)
MR 2 AR R BT MVPA RIS R T BOHAT 172 — e i %, b6 5 0 N R S v R 48 B BL. Nash
Q023 B R CIRAS A I TS RAT FEH, KILES R VAT 4 FIX 73 B IR, 20 3 9 S iR B B
5 ERN fHRHIMr B 5 Pe AHOCIIBY B A S S5 — AN EIHIE O AH OGP B, SN B H R et A 1 5
R E AR T B AE . SRR RS R 78 0] DU AN [F () 20 AT 07325, AN 22 A F BE BE RS At AR 584> 4
B S i T .

F=, REHAMKNRSERIABRM . 8% 51K KRR EA R R 2B ERA S . 5k
LR R LARCAZ B0 BE 71 54 5 R 2 IEA9S(Li et al., 2020; Wessel et al., 2022). U1 H#— T 7 4
FBH o0 TR S T B AR AE AN R 52, 52 B 7 AR TE /D b e % SR B R DU 5, X 3B
fATTAS RE A AR f i AT 4R fE TR B, M-S BRI B 1 B 45 R (Hu et al., 2023). RRIIH TR T E0E
HRA SRR, B E A BB HR LB R, e R R AaSE.
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