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Abstract

Self-regulation refers to a process that people hardly, voluntarily, purposefully change themselves
to ideal status. This paper systematically introduces some influential self-regulation theories—
feedback loop theory, limited resource theory, and based on these, we further introduce some new
self-regulation theories such as CCT model and neurosciences results. We also present some re-
lated empirical research. At last, we summarize the trend of self-regulation theory, which will be
helpful for Chinese researchers.
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BRIAERHT T MR, FX ol i B RIFRHVIBIRT AT TN H. B, XTERFEBRIAX
BESHAT T T B, REMAG T IAULEARME — A RIFZE S R EBRER ., SERWH
REARERER; F=, MAT BREFERHUBIOFEFA: BRERITANCCTHREILN 5 RFZK
RAHEHHRIBTIT, I BRI BB FMERSHEFT AT TN &5, BRI BRIFZERKKRES
AT TRE, FENREGRETTR B RIFZHIAE R TIER .

KT
HRAE, ERWBL, FIRARYE, CCTHA

1. 518

PARAE S, AMTEC DTN B 22 (3 5, Wi pe A sl B3R, e iR, RRHER A O H xR,
SRR BB By, SR AE A0 B 22 S A RO T B FR T K ER F L A S 7. AAT]
R E TR R N B TR R — RS 7 (Mischel, 1974), 5 30 B TRV Jg— Flke J53 7T LA A ] £ 44
A FE AR IR, REfs i d N /D FJU SRR EE . BN (Wulfert, Block, Ana, Rodriguez, & Colsman,
2002), AATTEZIE K IE IRV XT T 2400 g i 70l 4 FH B3 R4 FH 58 95 % (Duckworth & Seligman,
2005). H BN JUHFEA, BRFEER 000, RS KRR T AR SO R —L
F B B IR S KILUE SR AT AR AN I, TR 2 AT A S SR RS SRR, N IEAEEAT Y
H FR VR ARG TR R BB AE 4, FRR T 2 (I Fe 3 #5 & T B A 78 CAE k.

2. BIERAIENN S
2.1. BEREHT

H R — AR 0B 2= FATSINH DR A5 it B, A H M, g E O
BT T XA BLR A =R, WA sER TR (Chartrand & Bargh, 1996). H 3L iH#E
A EMHNMHE IS EAr, ATEES S dh], Do iR 8 s s 2k B ) B s, LAE
FIRIE T AR A3 E B 42 (self-regulation) £ F 4% i (self-control) V&, s2Br b, ARFRE NN ERIEHIZ
fa M =R PR HIES), E R —ARER A Nz, BERTLUR ATA E IR AR
PIEEAT 4% (Baumeister & Vohs, 2003). FLIEASCH, FRATRAH 7 AR M X —B &, 6 71X —8
WG, TRATE S R — T R — LR AR A

22. BRIFESERIR

TR, BIF 7 E AT R AT 75 4 00 JE 2, Brehm (1966) & I 4 AT O Za 43l B (1 s 4k
TR EEHPAS, KRB A ORI —F 2 A IR, X2 AA7E S 2P s ) i
i ]S B IR U AN G B e &R, Bilhn, SERKER R A QLT H RSN & AR RHE, X
FAARI A EXN NG A2 EME CWEN, DEREAER B AT AR .. Mk, 4A
VB BT G RAREZ 2 B CFEhI g, o =8 IR TCRy,  BIS7E R DASSE i iy PRI 358 i T 41 2> 4k
Bl RIRIBE AR X 2 T AT R AR SR, wIg s, RISCEMIEINEN A O sl B
H L2538 MRS (Rothbaum, Weisz, & Snyder, 1982).  H 3815 B EE S AE 52 5t & 37 7F — s () JE it L,
RIT 4% A% — A 5 e R T 0 B85 v TR M (1 77 5
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F 70 AT R INATTA Ik 2 3ok BE 0P A0 B S 9 77, X B 50 3 TR g il 2J 48 (illusion of
control) (Langer, 1975). SEBR b, 4 AAVEGE B AT RN E 48 2RI, A1 IR M 2 58 1 8% th
IR B, fE—MEM R P — RN N ke seg d, ARSI 45 R EICE )
B KRN RIMEAE & YR ARSI P AT R BE NS B B0, AATTIE /2 PR 2% A SR 2300 R — ik
SEATHITTRE, FEAARATIA Y B RS mT LTI KT 523, 1T 24 D) 56 A A Sl 2 0T 43 Ll s A
ZE fii B S (Wolford, Miller, & Gazzaniga, 2000). 1M 53 —NJ71H, 53 MBI 50 K I Fhds il £ ) A8 AT LA
FEENNATTEE ST IR AR IR, IXF AT O3 {E B 2 (Bandura, 1977).

2.3. BRAEER

BETFR, WRRted 1 B IR E Hi8 (Self-determination) 2= AR AT 100 IR T, X — BSR4
TR RE IR AU B CAE R IRS HR: B B ARSI R 2 B B &R e 4 5
JE IR s DRI ML & AN A 4Rr FH T3 2 A U3 8 R N B 42 (Deci & Ryan, 1995), iX—#if
B EEE ANV AATTE R B FR AT LA Sk (19 45 SR HH A0 DR ke () 45 B & ol . 40, Kasser il Ryan
(1996) BB 78 R I 4 NATTIE SR IR /& — MM R e (1 H BRI (W1, GBS 24 R), ATl B il
KPR EEFIANAR . AHS, WRAMAGE SR E H AR 3 Ol BLYGE (I, BRI TR E AR K R),
AT R I B e (O R R

FLHAIX S 5G T B RE OB 78 E R AR T YU IR B H AR s R R M, s B
R E M. AULT AR EG BB, (EREMmRr A “fhHgIE” , Fikim 7 AL
T P8 R % (Wolford et al., 2000). BEAh, AMTZ28 %52 H AR IR LR AT N EH 225 fE
F15E R H AR A AT B R IA R e 3 7 # B A94E H (Bandura, Caprara, Barbaranelli, Pastorelli, &
Regalia, 2001). # FK, AT RHII/ L S LA B ma i B BRI EE,  ALHE S5 o] B AR
AL R B IS. TIRAIRAUEAL, BIRIEIEEAT N CCT BLALA B F IR Mt 2 ML 7T

3. RiREEgRE
3.1 S5 ERMTIE

S AR B A AL — M LA R M B R B, X —HR R B R R R 2 — A5
[, EVKIS - #RPE - K5 - [ (test-operation-test-exit, TOTE). ZEREGHIEL, M ZA 7 H LA
TEFTARARAS (U ERAE () 7R ) S ER AR S GRABMA ) . 7R3 FORMBRAEMT B, AMTH S PO IR 12
IR BALIRES, I AR ORISR B BOrT A5G . AR TR I R S B By, an A I B bR it 4
KR, AR Bl A ARG A T, 5 R K (] B4 AR #8 43 (Carver & Scheier, 1982, 2001).

fE TOTE #Arh, WATARMEA St & — A B, Wl B RS B E 1 (RE 20 2),
MEFRE AT REE 2B/ o R B AR TS RARGRAE 1 7), BR BARIRA 5B, B2 5] feid s 21
H AR A4 E T & (Baumeister, Heatherton, & Tice, 1993). —YHF 5t 4 &K B T R Hir K E S5
ANMER AR, HlnEE, BEER A EE Ry BXELLE R B AR, 1 E SRR A S E S
%475 55 1 B A% (Vohs, Bardone, Joiner Jr, & Abramson, 1999).,

3.2. TOTE 5RiRfzIH

7f TOTE fifdrf, W& 2 ATRAELEIRFPRES TR E B S ERIEEBAs, BN L
£ HBhRE B (Chartrand & Bargh, 1996). iX—H1i0 5 AhEIHIFEAH—F BN H AR H 5B FE0E &
H 31 (Bargh, 1990). TOTE BRI A AMIFEBEE H AR 0 TH I 23k e B Ax BAS AR H 5 AT 9 BASE A H
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FREE AR T RERE IR S 5. JaRIX— B2 TUERT, Vohs H1 Baumeister (2002)f 1 — N # )
SEBGy, SERS T REALR O A, —HNZRIES iz, RO TR ) S A i el (X — s TEARER 2
). AN RIS, R T R B AR SN T OX —Sh R ki) . il B IR CH ROR
XPAHBNERE S RRAENT A BIREE T (MW 0 Fh— IR B MEX A3, [, MATiE 2 E L e p—
ANPERL TR T R I — S B AR 55, BRI B SR B A ATT P AR I 452 1B M55 45 SR R I
WEAL (T e da ) LUl 20 (25 #hi2 20) A0 BE R HUBGRATE 0% o XA SR I0 U0 W0 = RIS I H AR 5 2 A
T RpIE R BARRZIHL.

TOTERAESR 2 J5 A | A AEE T, AT IX MR o i Zh L A2 5 45 2R HRSs &7 — i,
fett 7RISR H AR T 20, 5 AR AR AR S 5 AR Z [ Z ey 1 ik 32—
EER HAR, Bl NI B2 8 TIRBSNRARG I bR 55— AT RIIEIRES 5 B AR
RS Z IR N B — A ek FPIRAS , BN A — S N5 /e 1 Seid JPE 51 A i «
Ik, TOTE HEM AW AN RS, MRG0 e Bk — B AR R 94T 980 2 4t (Behavioral
Activation System, BAS), [fij 7 — Pl Y i B [m] gk 5 — B A5 B9 PR AT A [ % 4t (Behavioral Inhibition
System, BIS). BAS J& 24 AR B 22l i B A B s 10 BIS & AT R B Ak 51 R B 4 3805 (Gray &
McNaughton, 1982).

TOTE #M @ LU, BT HAS AT RSO VI 5 2 B B AT s Z0E %, i Bz %
A HE BRI ERAFERAT AR Z 0, X — R AT B AL 1 — Rl R HESE,
NG RIIFEFARAE 7 0] LARERIR AN T 77 1) o T TEFRAT IR A 41— i FH 300 6 | 2 (1 B A 7
- IR A, BT HINVER RE MR — R ALK T B R R, WATA T KRR SR
BT IR RO A R T PR, RSO T 2B 3R 35 A2 R Bk T 1 48 d5ell J LA 1) — S e 7 i SR
i

4. TIRFHEMEHILL R
4.1. TR SIS E

LEIR 2 2 B BRI — R BARIAT AR, BRI T AAIFEX AR SR H AR AR I H AR b R e o
AR A I SR RO BRARA o SE IR A 18 SR — Bl AN H BE R TG AN Rz 5 SR 7 T RIS i A2 1Y)
PP JEIRTH L B T A T BRI — N5, DB AR, R NSRS AR
FALBEERE ) (Mischel, 1974) . ZEIR L BT 5 77272 BRI TR 0 — M R Ewt e 7 X, fnsein 2
b ) LB AE — TN B BN — TR B i R I e (U0 — Pl R VS I HURE IR ) —— fl/ e 5 i &, sk ol LS |
33 A FEERE G, T EER— BRI AZ G A5G, Ex—dEd, Hglhaiged=z,
T n e, HRXAE RS RN . XAl e, feldd s “ B3 S0 AR ik
Nl = BRI E AL RE = Tl

7E 1968~1974 4E[A], 3 [E 2025 Mischel [ [RS8 DU AR K24 I B 4l ) LIl A2k i, 3847 T
KB SLIRRTE T, S5 AR/NMERT R 653 2%, il 4~5 %, NIBES, WHFRE IR
AT B3RV 2 SEIS A IR AT T KAV HERERS, FFG 203 1R BB BT T R, X
J& REIR T A — e s ) 1) E A B R VAR IR R . N, TEIX L) LE S NS S K R AR
Ja, MK XL F DFE RIS N R AERE 1. [FAEOCR M T IR, 45 3 R0 B RE IR i 2
S IG5 A3 IS 1) T DA S 2 ) T 3 2645 & (Mlischel, Shoda, & Peake, 1988; Shoda, Mischel, & Peake, 1990). ZE
IR 2 SR B) 5 R 5 X e i /D AR 1) N Rt A2 B8 748 IEAH DG (Ayduk et al., 2008; Ayduk et al., 2000).
FES IR BT, X R F] 38 & I N A AR B A 28 . JUARER, LSS/ fgk e i s 1 L e i) 250
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(Ayduk, 2007).
4.2. EIRFHEREEENR

Je R FC R ) L2 A 1) SR A2 B8 ST DM — Fh R sl AR (R HLR o A AT R AR S B 52 N BRAE
Al R R AR . Eet, IR = A BREURE (rejection sensitivity) (i AMARL 5 52 N BRAE 4a g2, 2 RAbA]
TCR BRI AT T 2 2005, DR 3 BUK B B ATHDER (Ayduk, Downey, Testa, Yen, & Shoda, 1999). {H 2
FEIRTH R RE ST AR X AR IR R, KT AR LA U 5 i ASRE 0% 5 BB IR 5 A4S 1L, 8 e sk
AT e N BB 1Y, st 4l LR BB i AR I HH SR I B L IRIME RN BE o (HA XS T
FIS L B 6% 7 ) L 2T ) 3 280 AR 2 1wk, BR(E AT my A BRBBURPE I, 2 SR N BRiuseik 1) Mk
—FELE AL B 1) U R IE N PRS2 RIS, thah, WFR s it 7 SRR i L fe 1 5 ik
P A% (borderline personality) 119 5, 4% N2 — P& 28 S8l 19 ANFRRAS, 2 0T a4, et
HANGFIELA R R WAFE R SIEL SNGME AEH 2R B W4 2) IR 2 /8 71T (Ayduk,
2007), XFUU S I e s 58 AR AT S I AME, G A IEA S SERE SR, 1 G AR IER
TR, a0 DS NS 252 B4t A5 8 1 R

PAE, FIAZINSEIG N LEILE 2 N AN SCEE, JEmit 5t & 8 Ul A B 4k s B BRI #% 1. B, ik
XS AR L2 TS AR TS R A A IR AT 55, WA B A R LR ANTE LB 2 (T4 LR
A EALR 5, AT e JE IR 2 X P B R IA TR )R AR R B AL s 1) . BTE, ARAE IS A R I
DRD4 il DATL HyFEm AR HIA I, Fik, 2R EANE R — s L H] i A= P B R, X m]
BE SR A SR — B[] i 3R 3 A2 WF 7 1) S8 1 e B (Avyduk, 2007)

4.3. TR EHNL R FHMR

B, eI AU B R R IE IR R AT AR . A DCHIE T AR HAEAMAR I R AR ) B 5 4k 2 S0k
S th AR E 2 28 HAE F (Mischel, Shoda, & Ayduk, 2008). MIX— B KE , R EAT B AN ZE T
FEIR T R R IR, A2 T AMREIAEE IR . 75 DL IE tH SR EE 1 (Just World Thread, JWT) Ay 3£l
=T, ARG — RS R, SAERIAENE, A O MRS H ORI ARG,
WHAE VOIS SR TE LA AR R, X2 AR = 25 1B 3 2 i S At (Lerner, 2006). {H2&ixLL
AR AL 52 B S 1) FELAS AN, A AT SR 3 2 & A28 4k (Callan, Will Shead, & Olson, 2009). ff 7t3%
PR B A FERFRA, FAAHP R L — AN A LR B SR &S HIV EER, TR “a
BB G, & TP id e Rid B O R R R — s T AR ik, R
HRUE Lo R ) U IR I SR R 4 P 4T AT ) ZE 48], 7 B B B ) e B o SRS L iR 7R IR AE 43 21 500
JCARH R — W ) f5 (1. 7. 30, 90, 180. 365 K)75%| 1000 Ju (Al BT, 45 SRS AREeE 3 AL 1A
NAFEIEGE HIV (752 1E B A 3 0 ) T3 B /NIRRT A3 09 225, XU B 9 AA TR B Rk
FIFHELL ARG = A RBERT, HAEIR T R AT N KKPEAR . AR A3 W REA B HUE TR I B 4 WiE )L
BRI LE IR 2 S, T 2 M OGN O BRI A A, X R AR A B — AR

5. BRIBENHRIFEERMYER
5.1. EpFNE XS0

TR 9 v BHE (Freud, 1961), ik B IRFEHAUT S I 75 E —E M HE & . Baumeister 1 Heatherton
(1996) B S 7 AT B TR 2 60 35 42 i vh sh FOAKCE A B T2 F B AT T PR I BB . B2 ok, BT
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TE— ZHISEIG R Al EAR T AR AR S, W ERIFEE T M REA IR AR, ARER
FEHE I DhRe T E e, AT ZORAF e B B LA e i 7 IR AL A 2ok 58 & P B A= AT A e sk
(Muraven, Tice, & Baumeister, 1998). fil4n, WF70E K BEFEA B I HIZAEMAT N ERRES FEH KL=
IAGHE, — R SEIRIE M B B M (0 o15 . JBTRAT ) AEAE HBUAE AATTHT 7 — 3 R (I T 2 fl ke
JE, IR LS { R E B AE T AT EIE, A REHEAT B 4% (Baumeister, Smart, & Boden,
1996). I, 76 @RI TIREREE ST, #F 7 E ARG M IR H 7 Rk “HLm” —
B, WRAAMRES KEAG B A IX e “HLA” , & RITE DB 2 5k (Baumeister & Heatherton, 1996).
H IR 0 A PR IE O AR ) T KEMSZIRIEN, X — 2800 s2 88 0 U 1 h gl i — 2 5 FR i
TS, WiEhitEeds . MmiE. Mo RIS, 5T RS R 7 — 2 B IRIRIEE S kst
SERAEERPATE TR T B —MES G, 58 = HRREES LRRSEHR % . XIE AT BRI
BN RN B VR A PR IE, BT THIAT 25 0 SR TH AR, (3R A & DML A 38 — AN A RABESEH T . £
Baumeister 5 A (1998) I 7L, AATMEF 7 — R A0 SL56 2 UE I H IRV 1 SEEA R E RS, B, fih
AT T —A 8, — A nT DABE O I AR R Z 5 58 77, 53— 2 ol 24 1 43 AR 15 e 7 1) B0y v
MENZEAS b, SR b S TR AR BT 55 b B sy . 72— /N eierh, B
HAWORE 5 R R I ESRA VR RS 28, 45 I8 A LR AT A 5 B S 2 gk, e e T
(38 BT St R S MG . thAh, — LR SRIORT T AR AR H AR R DO B R R G A AT RECR AT
L AE B DA X B A R R 3 (Muraven, Shmueli, & Burkley, 2006), A5 ke IR F0IE 2 B — Lo AR EE (R PR 4k
ANFEBRIRAIERIE, a0 78 5 HE il (Muraven & Slessareva, 2003).

5.2. BERFAFEFRENNMEER

W FIEARR 1AL B BRI AMA 22 ek, BIAMAZE S AE B3RS 1 B R i B0 S 2EH . 1
w1, BERHE UK S E L E AR AN &, X2 R X B £ i s A K s i 3 (72 &)
B o X LR PN IG BE, — e F5 SRR B RIS Re D (i, BiscE — Pt ), Mg
ANTEEAR R B IR I (0, w519 S AR IK), AR, R —FEE T ML A sl
NI ARAE T —MESS 2RI (W, W2 T 2 KR, X P OCIE B SRR AV AR EER R O . SR
M, X ZERIAAET @ 2, EEER A & A It HRZEMR, X
QAR B I S B — R, BHIR IR MO 2 VERE,  RITESE NORIMMT S R RIS Z A £ (Vohs &
Baumeister, 2002), iX—SEEGHE A — MM 22 F 17 ERR ST B FRUR 8 0 BT IR BRI MRS, SR 1) Fl
AT S ffi— e \FETRDN 36— B AR B0 T B o) — 2 AT 28 5 T RN R 5

R 4 %o B YR D Y AR I 2 SRR, A IS B ) o 1728 W AAT T8 B T M 1) R A R R A
MITH T B AR R IR BT R, A8 AR T RE I A sl S 2 5K R, ARS
X YR  SEAR KB A 5% (Vohs & Baumeister, 2002). 52 X, 404 AATER & & R E 2855
&, GRSAEZB TS AE, B IR AR AR — S B, X2 — AR I R AR I R, LT
FEMIHSRETNAER. S, BRAEKZEEAREIERET T AR A 208), s
R, NI B RIFIEAT AR T — L3 I iR (Baumeister & VVohs, 2003).

6. BRIERITARENHINFMAR
6.1. CCT it 5=

AR [ AR ] ) — LT O BAS BoO H AR HAT N R A SR T — Se RS . S PR I BEAR
(Counteractive Control Theory, CCT)#& Trope 4l Fishbash (2000; 2004)#& tH (1) —Fh H F iz HBiE, X —Hip
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ol
AN

s,

FEW AR AT R B AR A B AR R SE S J7 THN, — A5 A ARG BRI R R 2 5
B A — AT G e . CCT BB AN 21 (19 FE IH A (short-time  costs,  W13E 3R A& T i AT 2248 175 11
I v SR AN A ) AT DA B B R b e AT B T E ROV B AR IR EE) . B, RIS
FEAR AATIESRACIZ H AR RTRe s A%, J I RAS 22 51 R AT B 3321 3% /) (self-control effort), A
A AT BE A A] REIE SR I H A

CCT KRR, B BIBAMEIACH BRI T, SAFEM MRS . —Fh2 “sidebet” , BIA
T2 AR B BAT I B H AR T AT BEAF 3 AR5 (0, AZART, ASRATRe A BEmIal). 5—millzA
T B PIME SRR AME AT iS4 T K H bR 5 w1 8 1T PR 2 55 28 i AN B B0t 24 /i
SR RZ (I, RSk S AR R). CCT MHIREBA LA NRR, B—, RIEAEBHIRHEX T A
AEEER ARG, AEPPOAATIAT SRS I ANATIAN i F XA 25 0 B Sk . 28—, BORREHIRA &
WOR SAERE], R 1R R 2R BT ER I FRER, R S AE h iy, AR
SRERKIER, EABERKZHERR. 8=, RIEMABEHREEEMETIREZamAEZ &
(Trope & Fishbach, 2000).

CCT HARIBIAAIX I S AE I FEf R AR 1A e RIA B H ARy, AATEZNINTR, KA R AR
SN ERHIE I AA,  2 F CAZERF AT iidee ) i) H AR« Fishbach 11 Shah (2006) AT 72 2 s £ 408
168 [ FRAZE ) A Y RET BE I, X6 1 H AR B0 RN TE 2 e 21 5 22 6 R H AR BN L 5 4n, 5T A
AR R R AN TR T AR RE BB, B 70 R NAME HETF AR R Sh VR, Al AT Tk
S0 5 2] S SIS TR) B PR (A AR WK AR A R AT R ARSI E I, A AT 20f Kzt H Axn] S
A5G BEAR (NS 2T), BRIAT FEE A TS A8 B 3, Jo s iR Bz B Ar i i (e 36 55 2] 1) 07 2R 5
1 E SIS 2R B AR .

6.2. CCT BU4EXLIEAR

Fishbach Fll Trope (2005) &3 T — RFIHISLIHT T, KI5 5] (external control) 7] AR A2 AATTH
BRI, B, B PR BIEAS R I () 2 s s . e seglileh, — LA ik,
BAEI, AdEsh, R0 EES MR IAT N5 IR (SN 6) B 5, B IS kol AE 7 (S 1)
(W L JUR)IE AT RIS (A (= 1 s) AT AR, R AT 25 A 180 B S s, i AN 25 ik M %) 4
WAEPIANE R EA B RSN EER, HFEE RIS T XS HEA TN EE AR F R, 3
Bk, TSR AN 5 {5 BT T 23 A 56 P o 1 A (6 B 1) 2 0 S i A I AN A PPN 1S B R B B, X
Wi B S A IR 20 VAT AR il (i ke T AE D, BRI 5Kz B ARse S i B AR, st AT 0
SRR HARBIME . (HA2, TEATHRIABE i, AbATTAIE A D g (o RF 8] S 00 AR 00 465 LG AN TE D7 (S B 1) 23
(6 B B, XA UG B ARG AN S OL N, RAEFIE R ARIER . R BRI — P FE T
CCT Hig, IAAMEMN T A EsEH], AT B 3RIEHIGe /1, #Matm sl Rk L, H2
AT IR, 242 BSR4 i R P 2 AR A4 25 40 7 0 552 (A A AV 7748 P 0 56 U AN 7 58 B 56 VP SE AR,
AN T R A E M (I 58 v SR ICASH H B 22 AR o

AL, LA CCT BR EERl, AAMTEE— D SEIeat Sk 1 78 B FIR S 1 1 AS0U (75 5240 H Ar) 22
A BENRIR, R B bR IR 24 ATREARAAT T 75 s AR PPAN, x5 2 1 e ) 2= 5%
AT B ARYME (1 (Fishbach, Zhang, & Trope, 2010). #lln, BFFRE Bl mmdl, —4H ik
EMA)F RS SRR, B0), 1A —Hib i TE A T E SRR (EE . TR, EEE
YEIASEEE H B LT, B X e m i B 3T TN T 7E8: FRIMES T, Fr Bk 75 Z o 20 HALE 55
I R ] R AR A A Y AR ], IR A L — e AT S A (5, ), R AR R R
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T (U YD), BT EAC IR Ll RIS I A D A . 45 SRNATTR B Bz i (P A>T I (54 > VS
RIS RESZ 2 T AT 1T 32 B HIRITE LR AOREM, 88 2 BT 21 v e in] AN BUAR Bl A i) AN AR
R SR I EEARI PR 15 S G o TR 5 — NS b, BE U E A DRI A2 B R (B T3 50 1) IR s AT 2
SR Z (B AT AT AL i B 17 U6 15 5 B

B2, CCT Hg SRR 4 I —Fh o T AMTH FRIAF R R e, IE AN 75 B S 06 485 SR 1 I B A
Fr, WRREREFEQEN MO TR T7. &a, ACKE—%s BRI N R
BT/ S

7. BRIBEERHRHERFEHR
7.1. BRBERHLEH

TEARZ R T B R W R R BEE R TR TR BEN. EEPITAUL S Suk kb ix
S5 T PR A 2 R TE o R 4 ) R I S SR AT TR B R R R A TS, SR
H R AR — e A R R M R R (e DR B TR L S B i IR — BT 0 2 (m, Bin),
LR ER [ ARSI, SKIe 5 B SN (N, TAR), BRI AN SO RN, K
B VRSB 55 AN TR I [ B B2 T30 5o S SR R U e A P =, R 3 R I — RO (1 5 4 AN 4 2 A
W ETA . A LE R A T R S AR AN REZENINIER 7 1 — R 2 5 B b2 =) 53 b —Fh il i,
SEBR EABATTERT R 54T 43 K8 A 12 A RN (Gazzaniga, Ivry, & Mangun, 1998).

B TR, A e g E N REBHI T ERIR 2 sy, X — XS0 B AR AL e RS
BHIThEER K (Davidson & Irwin, 1999) . B 7838 B RT3 [F1 593 = A4 Bl <, W1 Norman £/1 Shallice (1986)
HEAL T P H AR E AT O, IR A, FTAT R A S S R RS SR, R o R R
ZH41(SAS, Supervisory Attentional System)f@ {4 Lalifty . E— L H LM MWIBER T, WHAEERE. £
ik THRITEEE T SAS RGNS, EIXFEMIEEE T &AL R I B bRiE R Az B AR R
i, PRk, FREREE AT T BE VM 2 B0 = ) DURAT SR ek SR AT 55 B R, Ty
SMIUATAI: Bz TELERE H A5 2 ) F /e

7.2. FEIRTEAIRHLE

FERTFFCHEIR I35 2 (AR FEH LA |, Metcalfe Al Mischel (1999)#2H 7 B R IBE A RS, X7
B3R (self-regulation) & AN REEEFATHIMER, — g hmitE. SRestE, ETHER “%7 R4,
—RREIE . ROPEL TEETER) T RS XMENSINN, ARG A RN, TR
PR CEIER . MR, ¥ RG2S ZR SR, RN EEal, S ARE, Ik
BRI o EAHXT AR R PR R, XIS RG2S AIE I, (02 e 7K CP Bl g s i i 0~ (n
EIEPEYT), RRGMSTFURIERA RS KU, A0 B IR 208 A EIHLE], FRAC SRS B r i,
IHEERGES) . DU I RE IR A 5T HEWT, A 23500 B IR IRE R E B H 3“3 15251
Ri, —ANEL 37 {77 K5 B B nl 1 2L s, ARAT Tt AR 1S X DARPUIX Lo =, (H 2 an it
L34 (mental transformations) F1SE & M (1) B 3 40 (self-distraction), — AN NG RE 5 A R ¥4 20545 RIS
3 Jif R R ET) v SR T 4k SE AR 45 B3R (Derryberry & Reed, 2002; Mischel, Cantor, & Feldman, 1996).

BRGNS HEASEH LS, Mischel &8 N JF&A #EAT LI IE, (H2E R FE A 2004 T
(SCIENCE) bRFE 17— &, @i ThReriILIRM 7 XOUE M 7R B AR A B AR e % BRI AE
AN EEA X . 9 AP B AR B, —8a Mg ss, GFES5TRN 2 EBKAS
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s,

BRMIGALG R, #BTEMB TR . AR, 7E A8 GBI AR K H AR
I, AMI AR B 2 A0 S T Bz 23405 (McClure, Laibson, Loewenstein, & Cohen, 2004), X —fxiffZ:
BE2E I TR SCRAE AT B IR AT A SZ RS 4 (0 R R4S, XA REEA B384 (1 72
AW EE T NSRBI, AR, SRS T S B o RS B IR T A 2k, N
P RLEI FRE G AT AR — i, N E R IEEER 10— 5 R B RHLE i — PR Rt 7 Rng s,
FEUEEERN b, SRRV 35 R TR I H K

8. BRHASRE

H IR 2R S AR S, B — BRI HES R NI . B OB R — N W
WA, EERASHMETIWRARGHEIR., JNEER, BEAHAH, AEEE, BRFEHEISAIX
FER DL R 35 -

B, MT G RO ERA R R B . S0 AR 2 1 LI R T, BT R AR
MAT A7 R, TRBRAE A BV I R b SE R (R FIAT A B 22 5, NI B T 01 90 AL RO H 10 77
%, WEAETFER TER, X—HFEE TN T AMTERFEIT = AEgmE R, kAREER 6
72 A (R 25 B BRI 9T (Mischel, 1974; Shoda, Mischel, & Peake, 1990). i J& K4 H IR H1% U5 A BRI BE 6 A1
CCT M5B I i /e A FR AR, AR S I8 AR A FD A N SR (e, DRIt B R
2 A S 2 4 A B B HE B RSk AL A ) 2 —

B, NHENREST B F IR . A4 - RGBT (Metcalfe & Mischel, 1999)7E J& SR [ fx #14
BREERFFAAE T —FF, SO0 — A ERB A LR B LR et 2 e, BRI M
U B R E L R B L RTENN X A B B AN X . BARREE FAT AR H AR B T 4 i
MR ISR MG X, (HR X FOR R T H RIS H— M, JERM—SER W CCT, MF
B SO R R, X 55 R R B T T SR

=, WAFEMETRERBEEOMAE. £ Muraven 25 A (1998)4 Hi %V A9 PR 248 AR R 578
B IR RS, Wi CCT B AR BL5% 5+ 1 AN J7 T8 ] DA B AR i3k 58 il B R ISAT A —FE, hvrk
SR AL A 32 SN R I B AR R R N CATE R, B, AR BRI R AERT SRR . HARK
N TEEIRES . M SRR TN A RS, BRATARME A AR SR — B [ 22 7= A 3 1) L 3o S A (1)
E R S

H0U, ZSEI 5N H IR AR . BRI OB, DR EME THEZEEZ A
JE SRR Rl — B 7L i) A 3, Joitsg CCT B Ftid & IR BRYEWE AL, WAL E TR &R T — RIHA A
R TEZRY, FE SIS WA G R S # A TS5, A SR AR 5 IS R & .
DR, 3 F 703 PT DA S0k S AJF 5 7 R I [RIEE, JF B CUBR R AH O ) F R 7L

B, FHRATAEG TR, AR AREERE—MRER, ZEARENEET, ERIER
BT AT AR B AR, XA ] E DAAE AR 78 b AR TR — S AL il 5 R AT T B AR
R NMFEES AR SRR TERAALG, JER T 7T nsR i 1 4h S0 R mT DU B AT E A, Wi ftil
HIFEYR (Muraven, Shmueli, & Burkley, 2006) & A+ 4h 42 il (Fishbach et al., 2010). WA IFESMEF ST H
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