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Abstract

Previous studies have examined the effect of positive emotional approach motivation on cognitive
control, demonstrating that high approach positive affects increase cognitive retention, low ap-
proach positive affects promote cognitive flexibility. The previous researches mainly investigated
the effects of physiological high approach motivational positive affect (such as: the desire for food),
but the impacts of social attachment related high reaching positive affects (such as: tending to ap-
proach the smile face) on cognitive control had been examined rarely, and related research results
is not clear. Therefore, this study induced social and physiological positive emotions by smiling
characters pictures and food pictures, and recorded the subjects’ performances on AX-continuous
performance task (CPT) under different affective conditions. The results showed that the physio-
logical approach positive affects influenced the error rate of the BX trial, while the social approach
positive affects influenced the reaction times of the AY trial. These demonstrated that the social
high approach positive affects had similar effects on cognitive control with the physiological high
approach positive affects. These two affects both enhanced the retention of cognitive control.

Keywords

Positive Affects, Social Approach Motivation, Physiological Approach Motivation, Cognitive Control,
Retention, Flexibility

A2t SEIERRBEATTARDE: XRE
HEpyiEEiER

Fzx, A&E, kK 4

CEEH .

NEIH: F2Ezw, FRET, KK(Q2017). do i im R 4 T RG] I FE R IE . O F A,
7(9), 1130-1136. DOI: 10.12677/ap.2017.79141


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ap
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2017.79141
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2017.79141
http://www.hanspub.org

St
NI
NI
4

HATVE A A OER, LRt “E 57 HA =, b

Email: liyunyun@cnu.edu.cn, chinaycp@126.com, zhanggin@cnu.edu.cn

Wk H . 201748 H30H; FHHEM: 20174F9H14H; KA HH: 20174F9H22H

m =

DREBIASER T RRIEE BT SR AR KR, R BRI SR RN RRE, &
BIEBRREE RN RGN UERTTREESREENREENHNRRELE @ S EWHBE)
KIPER, Tt EHEA K RBIERRIES (0 NARRFRRE) N ARER Mg Rgd, A
FRBIAGERANYIH . FHEAB B MR E R AR B A 05 E R AL A A 2 IR AR AR
&, HEFB R FIBE KM T AX-ELBRIEES (CPT)HIERST . 43R BnE B M EIE AR 15 4 i BX
AR RE, Tt EEIE R IE LR MAY R KK R . RIS R AR IE XA Sz 6 1
YR SAEEREILFRIELE RERRML, PIAE SRR3R T IR 6] KRR

KiEia
Bk, oteEsil, Ay, W, R REE

Copyright © 2017 by authors and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 5|

N T E SRR EL R, AMEA L AEAS AT S AR SE, — J5 T Re 8 DR R H AR RnE
BIFEHERR T, 59— 77 T 24 I B AR, RE 6% RIS 1 7E B YE 84T Bl 18] 14T 4 4 (Dreisbach & Goschke,
2004), A 5T R BIX P AN 0 s g BT 52 B AR M 17 46 11018 5 (Chiew & Braver, 2014; Dreisbach,
2006; Frober & Dreisbach, 2014). A FEH B & 33— 25 25 A [R] AR B A 46 o6 W A ks il IR VE A

FEGL I Lt 78 5 TS 17 4 PR A5k BSOMec L 4 P8 oA S il (R0 52, 1T Gable %% A (2010b) 2 H T 1%
SLBIHLLE Y, SRiF G 28 B T2 FINe it . srkaie Zh AL, sl o5 NBMAEE R EATA 5,
BN W B AEE 4, B A X B ERIE K ARSI S 7 % R S5 1 2547 K (Gable & Harmon-Jones,
2010a). i AL EAS R RN AR 26 0 I Fds il = AR e AN F . piltn, AR R R R e B A%
R I AR S 4 (. Ve EE) I AR AR e MEANGRE M, T XU R R RIS AR 4 (Bl P )
Refg (R 3 R 35 (Liu & Wang, 2014; Liu & Xu, 2016; FHR7%:, X, #KL4F, 2013).

AT, BT 5 EMRAEE BT, e RERREE, 5k H AR
R F VSRR R RBUR 8BRS . X PitE S MK I RE a5 (2 0 BE0E . R 2 A BRIk 1 77 sl A 8
J&X(Carter, 1998), REWWIRASMESINL, X ARMAEGFEAHER L. Gable fil Harmon-Jones (2010a) )
THENPAEEIR PR, SRS IE 0 TR E AR, B, Ha R,
POKERGETER . HaEdE, SEHE. Ao MR S A A AR AR DGR L) s 3)
BURIRRIR I 26 . SR, H RTR DA T 1155 G0 b 2 MEAK B AE G iR AR s 4 (B an, AR RZE I N)
XN B RS, e 5 A BRI ST VR I 75 4 R o SR R A AT 78R AL & U I AN
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B LR R 1 B AR R AR, 2 SRR AR g6 6P I g il s, (EDRAF 345 A —5. B I
T R INX LS Fr 7 K AR A 28 A2 3k 20 R 35 P (Dreisbach, 2006; Frober & Dreisbach, 2014), % 4h—1&
Tt 5 28 W) i BIK 2 P 75 R PRI RRURI 158 28 1 ik 1 L N PR S PR AR 3 1 (Chiew & Braver, 2014), i Tix &
DR T 228  E 0, AR E R AT RE R T AR BEE I sy, i RGE isk 7%
I, BILE R ER T SR E R s I s, MR A E A SR T Sk K A
K REIE SHL. Rk, FRIE O HIAE ST 90 45 A BB R A 2 M R S LG K% il 477 AL R2 I

R BATR & B AN 3 AL M i B s 48, 25 SR OR e 1 R R 3 T ASLA 11
WHAER . FIR, SRS E 7R AR M s BRI e N S I, iRt Ein ikiE %S
A PR R R AR A A SR I AR R AR . BT A S TR I AT R R mR s AL, AV R
T AN B 5 R A MR AR 15 46 1 e e MR A ORI

2. AR GE
2.1, #ik

19 ARFAESIN T ALK . 2 ARV, AR i e R, s iR
S T WY, RBIEAS S 0. ARk 17 412 &) st aEesie 19~26 &, 4FF, IR
AT IER T IE® o S0 SEIR I 18] BE s — B 2~4 /NI, SEIRS ARG 245 T — 2 1 -

2.2. SEHIMHR

L BB [0 A0 B 17 2% 18] H 2 (LAPS; Lang, Bradley, & Cuthbert, 1999)H & B & i - 48 F i A &4 &1 Fr
K R AEFME T BRI 4 R I AN R R A S i B g 4 A L3 S R A
RERPHEES . X=KE % 45 5kIEXE A, 5 451 AX. AY. BX. BY i/ #1 30 4~ B-NOGO i
RAE, HH& A5 SkEME . B R YIRE R ey A s d . ol A A 2 3 A
B, %5225 4 AXIRIRA A . IERSRIGHT, 20 4 R2AAEBGAR(15 4L E, FRTEHE 19~25 %)%t =4
% 45 Gk IE SR R (L B A -9 JEH ) . B (L B T E-9 JEH ) BT SR (L JEH
AR R AR = AN EAT 9 ROV » BRI —ANERE, = ANYEE VA T £ X T 32
17Pf . =R DR T 5 Y 230

I3 IR ZANERE RV 25 R V) HEAT R E Ty 2501, 4R 2R, fERE[F(2,88) = 165.38,
p <0.001]. MEMESE[F(2,88) = 340.25, p < 0.001] &I ) Hl 55 £ [F(2,88) = 189.94, p < 0.001] =M% |,
“HE A ERRE. FRWEER, EHESPARE S SIHLA NPT Mg R AT sh LR T
ot ZH ) (ps < 0.001); T 2 £ i 150 B R R BE B 72 e AN 3 (ps > 0.05), 7EMEITZIMLEREE b, A FEFIHL
AT BIHLRE B m TAESBIHL4(p < 0.001). ik 40 sk B R 1R AR ST RRL

2.3. XWIBH
AWFFR R AX-IE L4 4F 1 55 (Continuous Performance Test, CPT)7t 2\ (Servan-Schreiber, Cohen &

Table 1. Mean (SD) valence, arousal and approach intensity for three types of pictures

=1 ZHRERVRIETINIRE . PREE R ANHEIT EHA 58 B [M(SD)]

FEAChESE vAEs g i [ RZIp ]S
LIy =BURZ) 6.62 (0.40) 5.29 (0.42) 6.6 (0.41)
Fanay =i 6.38 (0.57) 5.04 (0.62) 5.69 (0.50)

ik 2H 5.05 (0.28) 2.6 (0.62) 4.88 (0.30)
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Steingard, 1996) 1) & FLR A, LA BF A B A NZRZR A, T BE X AN Y /E 480513 (Nee, & Brown, 2012).
AR RINERR T, R — )5 2RI B, gl E R I J5 428 OB SR lnt
HFrkZ A SR I H AR X(AX IRIK), & HArBE RN (FLanZe 8)s % HARZe R A IR 19E H ARk
MY AY RIK) 3E B IR ER B IRER H RN X(BX R 2R B Ax Y(BY k), #B%dE H brtd s (L
WA o AT 9 T AEARRT B R 5 FIRIN = RHMRFRE R, 76 B R 5 I 74 1k R B R K
(van Wouwe, Band, & Ridderinkhof, 2011). &ML KT, AX A 270 MR, AY. BX FIBY % 45 Mk
7, 30 /> B-nogo kK. IXFETE AX-CPT /E55t, AX XX 5 66.7%, AY. BX fl BY %& 5 11.1%. B-nogo
BRI EIR 1 6.9%. B TR L]0 H AR R G TR A RN X (58200 H AR S, AT bA
15 AY A BXRIR Ear=Aphge: wfHFRLR A 51Rr) BT S48 BRI Y 724098, 4 B 8%
PRFFIIAE B bR SR HE 2 23 5 ERIN X AR H AR SRS ] 7= AR pp e . AY F BX IR IR IR G 0R ] LA e
IR FR AN RS PR AR . (R FFRE U9 MLE AY RS 2, BX G E, flhn, AY S8 K

AR 2, BX [ RBIINAR SR, JUA IR D s W RIG TSR, EAUAR, AY FIRSHER, BX EIHK.

24. SEWIERF

SR, $ORXARTEZEE . ATIEIEN, PO RN RS, IRESIE SRR 60 cm. RoR#E A HEEA
1024 x 768 15 %, KR MK (IAME N 660 x 500 5% . 7E R AL R 2D 80 BE (A (= RERIBL. il
TEGAH I, LU0 A s AR ST 05y . B R A 4 R H I 2% A DL ABBA T 2 31
PP P R0 3 ASHE block - 3 MK block - 3 M#K block - 3 ANd 4 block. SEXTFAARTZE ] 20
AR, BRI 748 15 . ARSI R AL 238 00 P 0 43 S0 6 26 5 PP E A (R AT~ 47 . ik
SE BRAX R R 43 () 1B B TR) E 1 R 31— Fi 2 T

BRI A5G 23 500 ms ERL A, BlJE & 1500 ms (A, ZSREGRIAEWE, 7 500 ms [IvE
M2 JEHE R R 200 ms, ZREWK5H 1700 ms HITEM AR, ffE 2 200 ms R 7 £E, sk
POARIERR I 2 B UG, RATREIER I BRI LA F IR i B B, XTERTEZR R A J5 HEIERI X 4%
BUbT e B (A ) SO, 6 HAB R VA AY . BX. BY 3% bR B (04 N, 24 B S IR A2 15 1k
S5O 1) . M it 42 [ M 5% 1300 ms BN 2 5, HRTRIKGEROLE 1(0). HARER A
A v B AEAR R AT P

&g 7

5 (30,
Q@@o%
Figure 1. Example of experimental procedure: (a) the stop
stimuli and (b) the structure of one trial in the AX-CPT

E 1 ZERIETGEQFLERETFS, (b)AX-CPTE5
h— MR R
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3. fIRGR

BEIONTE AX-CPT JEsl, R AY Ml BX AR B KA MR, e SR ARG A R ]
R (BB BT, BT ATE M ATt 7 b AY R BX K S NI R R 2 45 (LR 2) . 23 BT IEAR
RIISNIIT(RT), A B2 RT £ 3 MRiEZE 2 ANl A= BREUT AR 28 2 A 2 AR 25 4
0l CA - 1 0 20 B PP i A ] B2 AR AT 20T, RTINS 0 PR AN B S AR R AT X LE 0 AT AT ek
URRL N E RN AR R, AY IRETRSTLE BX lKE 2. TR Z [ 22 A2 E BRI A
NI L, Z5 R A IS — i WA, AT R

3.1 $RIRE

MPHRFAT 2(16%% . EEEIT. #Eai) x 20088 AY. BX)E G &E T Z 0T, 1543
i FIAZ AR FH#RAS 53 (ps > 0.05) . 2(1E %% AEFHIT . Hrk) x 20 AY. BX)EF &7 Z 500t
iR, 4 SRR M AR B3, [F(1,16) = 4.63,p=0.047, 1, =0.22]. FHERHTER,
XPAY WK IR E, BT FE SRR ERAEE (P = 0.11), X BX WX IRE, A&
FAHMET P& ME(p = 0.04). BbAF, AFEIITAMA T BX 8RR T AY #i%F (p = 0.01), FHEMET
AY 5 BX HiiRFEZ R AL E (P =0.09). 1HHFHMNALE (P >0.05). 2(1E%: toilirn, k) x 20K
FAY: AY. BX)EEME T Z 0 as RRN, 152 TN AL BAE R #RA B3 (ps > 0.05).

3.2. KRR

XN BEAT 2(15 4% . A&, i) x 20k AY . BX)E RN E 7 Z 08T, B EX
I BL R 15 28 SRR 28 HAE I #RAS 22 (ps > 0.05). 2(h4%: Aijain. dhk) x 26k AY.
BX)E LS Z sl L, 5% 1AL BAEFH#AN S (ps > 0.05). 2(1h4: ol FiE) x
203 EAL : AY L BX)EE & T Z 4 WEM, B4 5022 BAEH 2%, [F(1,16) = 4.68, p = 0.046,
ny =0.23]. WSRO HTRAR, AT A&AE T AY AR S RIS TAE P4 I(p = 0.017).
T A 2B S At R b P 25 TR BX BRI A S S I G it 25 22 5 (p > 0.05) 0 1525 RN AN R 2 (p > 0.05).
4, it

AWFFAE ] AX-CPT 7520 844 4 1 & AR AR 175 48 A0 A T 1 AR W s 48 %o /S [ 2842 sl ) S )
RS RAF ST, o t@n W% 5 A RIS & ER —FE, #EE 7Aafa e e
SR

AT 251 T BX ORI R R LLE R 24 AR, RIHA PB4 T2 R B AEH b b
Ui BE 5, BB S E A R 5O AR EARERIN X G S RS FHE, ARE T R OR PR B s R RS . IX S T
AR FEE R —5, Hlfn, Liu A1 Wang (2014). Liu A1 Xu (2016) F£4R%:, XU AE K 4(2013) KB 2L

Table 2. Mean (SE) Error Rates (%) and RTs (ms) for AY and BX conditions under three affective conditions
2. MG AY A1 BX HUR BT IR Z (%) F R K AS[M(SE)]

A pfEi e A - g pasay =pliAil thay - itk
e AY 17.0 (3.2) 13.7 (2.6) 19.1 (3.5) 18.1 (3.3)
BX 4.9 (1.4) 7.7 (1.8) 6.6 (1.7) 6.1(17)
R AY 515 (20) 512 (20) 536 (25) 517 (25)
BX 416 (23) 428 (28) 440 (34) 439 (32)
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BB R ST RS 9 T IAFI R E VEAORFRIE . Bl 25 ™ AY BRI ORI 18 T e
ZE, ARIL T A LR B AR RS, AR EAREE Y R, SR TSR R, Wik B ARE
BT ITREE SN R, KT RME . X2 AR ORREE G GRS ik . PR RIS 28 30 o 1 IR
Rk, HREMITARM EAEE—EES . FHEBIEREREIER RE , R0 RN RERIFZ0 . 1
the PRI AR F AR IR SONIEE b, R OB RAR B T

MINFIESS RIKE, thatbi@&indE AX-CPT £5 EARRIME RS EEEIRHERARE,
HAEAEAT A EARIL 7 ORFFIE R 58 . (EASVE R T A B A 1 FIEM L EAR T3 & B
RV, SR TR SRERAR .. ARSI B &5 R it 2t Ein R IBiashil. —Mrae
(AR 2 T S AL B () i B AR A TR ARG P o BRI PRAN 45 SR B s P RL S iz S Lo FE 22 S
G ER3E, HRHIPMMER ST, PIFRERIR S 26 v] Re B T i sl A4 mir sk Fu 4 R,
I AR 2 S ARV AL A2, X AT R L M R ORFFEPTIE SR B H bR b, HRH HAR 4. 1
G SNG4 W3 R ARG B, 3R — Rl 224 (). P DURS ) PR rp AR B0 L T
1233 7 RIiE M (Gable & Harmon-Jones, 2008, 2010b; Harmon-Jones, Gable, & Price, 2012). 45& AR 45 R,
Fha I S5 AR R I OREFIE I 5, AN RS T R 3G 98, AT RESCHF TSI A MBI R R T
I S HARIE L L . 53— MRl RE AR, BIHUPE R —Ms K P I S AN EE 3, A JEARE
B BRI HER A 2, JCH R AR TSI, Bil4n, Nisbett A1 Wilson (1977) 1 £ H 41 n] R
ANBEAER MR F20 R LSV o RS AN R B W PPN BCVRAS e S A T ) L ST S LR FE
R AT AL & B WA 2 R HOR ,  EE s AH G AL (ERP) . DHREMEILIR SR (FMRIBOR S, 52
tho I BT R .

R, AHEFREM, R NDE 75 R 2 B BB AR 280 42 il (R 4 FH R4 A B 1
ARG 2, I 0R T IR FRVE AN ] o A2 (0K PR IR A5 R I AR B 1 2 o DA Jn 45 ) LA B g,
FEIREEIE B H S 3 52 3 FH AL

B oW

SR 2K AR 2 ik e BT B I H (W H 4 5. 31470980).

SE Wk (References)

IR, KL, K A7(2013). ASIFEITSHL R 2 DA SR, 00 H 57K, 45(5), 546-555.

Carter, C. S. (1998). Neuroendocrine Perspectives on Social Attachment and Love. Psychoneuroendocrinology, 23, 779-818.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0306-4530(98)00055-9

Chiew, K. S., & Braver, T. S. (2014). Dissociable Influences of Reward Motivation and Positive Emotion on Cognitive Con-
trol. Cognitive, Affective, & Behavioral Neuroscience, 14, 509-529. https://doi.org/10.3758/s13415-014-0280-0

Dreisbach, G. (2006). How Positive Affect Modulates Cognitive Control: The Costs and Benefits of Reduced Maintenance
Capability. Brain and Cognition, 60, 11-19. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bandc.2005.08.003

Dreisbach, G., & Goschke, T. (2004). How Positive Affect Modulates Cognitive Control: Reduced Perseveration at the Cost
of Increased Distractibility. Journal of Experimental Psychology Learning Memory & Cognition, 30, 343.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0278-7393.30.2.343

Frober, K., & Dreisbach, G. (2014). The Differential Influences of Positive Affect, Random Reward, and Performance-Contingent
Reward on Cognitive Control. Cognitive, Affective, & Behavioral Neuroscience, 14, 530-547.
https://doi.org/10.3758/s13415-014-0259-x

Gable, P. A., & Harmon-Jones, E. (2008). Approach-Motivated Positive Affect Reduces Breadth of Attention. Psychological
Science, 19, 476-482. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2008.02112.x

Gable, P. A., & Harmon-Jones, E. (2010a). The Motivational Dimensional Model of Affect: Implications for Breadth of At-
tention, Memory, and Cognitive Categorisation. Cognition & Emotion, 24, 322-337.
https://doi.org/10.1080/02699930903378305

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2017.79141 1135 LB


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2017.79141
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0306-4530(98)00055-9
https://doi.org/10.3758/s13415-014-0280-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bandc.2005.08.003
https://doi.org/10.1037/0278-7393.30.2.343
https://doi.org/10.3758/s13415-014-0259-x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2008.02112.x
https://doi.org/10.1080/02699930903378305

#

=

=

%

Gable, P. A., & Harmon-Jones, E. (2010b). The Effect of Low Versus High Approach-Motivated Positive Affect on Memory
for Peripherally versus Centrally Presented Information. Emotion, 10, 599-603. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0018426

Harmon-Jones, E., Gable, P. A., & Price, T. F. (2012). The Influence of Affective States Varying in Motivational Intensity
on Cognitive Scope. Frontiers in Integrative Neuroscience, 6, 73. https://doi.org/10.3389/fnint.2012.00073

Lang, P. J., Bradley, M. M., & Cuthbert, B. (1999). International Affective Picture System (IAPS): Instruction Manual and
Affective Ratings. Technical Report No. A-4, Gainsville, FL: The Center for Research in Psychophysiology, University of
Florida.

Liu, L., & Xu, B. (2016). The Effect of Low versus High Approach-Motivated Positive Affect on the Balance between
Maintenance and Flexibility. Neuroscience Letters, 622, 55-60. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neulet.2016.04.042

Liu, Y., & Wang, Z. (2014). Positive Affect and Cognitive Control: Approach-Motivation Intensity Influences the Balance
between Cognitive Flexibility and Stability. Psychological Science, 25, 1116-1123.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797614525213

Nee, D. E., & Brown, J. W. (2012). Rostral-Caudal Gradients of Abstraction Revealed by Multi-Variate Pattern Analysis of
Working Memory. Neurolmage, 63, 1285-1294. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2012.08.034

Nisbett, R. E., & Wilson, T. D. (1977). Telling More than We Can Know: Verbal Reports on Mental Processes. Psychologi-
cal Review, 84, 231-259. https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-295X.84.3.231

Servan-Schreiber, D., Cohen, J. D., & Steingard, S. (1996). Schizophrenic Deficits in the Processing of Context: A Test of a
Theoretical Model. Archives of General Psychiatry, 53, 1105-1112.
https://doi.org/10.1001/archpsyc.1996.01830120037008

van Wouwe, N. C., Band, G. P. H., & Ridderinkhof, K. R. (2011). Positive affect Modulates Flexibility and Evaluative Con-
trol. Journal of Cognitive Neuroscience, 23, 524-539. https://doi.org/10.1162/jocn.2009.21380

Hans )X
PR RN R

1. FTFF40M T http://kns.cnki.net/kns/brief/result.aspx?dbPrefix=WWJD
TNRFIRAEESE: [ISSN], FAWIT] ISSN: 2160-7273, EJA[ 5]
2. FTFFHIPIE T http://enki.net/
Ao« B BRSCHEREE” BEN, HINSCEbRE, BRI

AEE S http://www.hanspub.org/Submission.aspx
WITIMRAE : ap@hanspub.org

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2017.79141 1136 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2017.79141
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0018426
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnint.2012.00073
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neulet.2016.04.042
https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797614525213
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2012.08.034
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-295X.84.3.231
https://doi.org/10.1001/archpsyc.1996.01830120037008
https://doi.org/10.1162/jocn.2009.21380
http://kns.cnki.net/kns/brief/result.aspx?dbPrefix=WWJD
http://cnki.net/
http://www.hanspub.org/Submission.aspx
mailto:ap@hanspub.org

	Social High Approach Motivational Positive Affects Modulate Cognitive Control: The Enhancement of Cognitive Retention
	Abstract
	Keywords
	社会性高趋近积极情绪调节认知控制：对稳定性的增强作用
	摘  要
	关键词
	1. 引言
	2. 研究方法
	2.1. 被试
	2.2. 实验材料
	2.3. 实验范式
	2.4. 实验程序

	3. 研究结果
	3.1. 错误率
	3.2. 反应时

	4. 讨论
	致  谢
	参考文献 (References)

