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Abstract

Vocabulary is an effective emotion regulator, which can help people regulate their emotions. Ex-
pressing one’s emotions with words can regulate emotions. Affect labeling is to regulate emotions
by naming and describing emotional stimuli. This paper attempts to summarize the concept, re-
search methods and related theoretical disputes of affect labeling. Future research should further
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discuss the theoretical controversy, explore the mechanism of affect labeling inhibiting emotion,
and expand the affect labeling research around faces to other emotion research.
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1. 1RERRERRE RS2

OB ATIEE R, 159 brE BA T 4 1 D)R8(Wood, Lupyan, & Niedenthal, 2015; A, T
T ShEh A, 2020). ZAEMFREMSETERE, KECHBRSBOCEET B0, E2r LI
B —AN NFE BIKE 315k (10 805 2 3 vh 5458 56 47 (Lieberman et al., 2007; Hoyt, Austenfeld, & Stanton, 2016). [A
B, SRR R, FPLERESEIF A B B RE RGN, TERE LRI LF, TER A HE
SEWGm . peAh, (AT HCIl R B GRS D A KK B FRERG . FTA AR I /R T 1% @b
ARG TR Tl Sk RIBE R I R AT R R 5, R B2 B kA7 iy 44 7 mT Lok
P55 1% 48 HIBCR (Lieberman, 2019; Rui et al., 2019). Jy 1 B4 1 G4 bnTE, A SOl ARt
PAAERFFE, X G ARvE A DGR AT 2808, AR JE e FU 4R L R R

11 1REEFRERIRE

1 & b (Affect Labeling) F A4Sk ik st & A (58 FH 15 26 1)V SR H R il sl A B 51 A 1 138 4 sl s 4
T R4 AE(Lieberman et al., 2011; 1257, &8 K, 2013). 1E28hR0T 24508 BRI Fl R s S B 51 &%
{10175 45 B 26 5 T AORRAE o AR 28 Amiae s SO P ATl ) B s e B 51 & ) AR 26 sk AR 26 D7 T
FEIE . 5B ARTE S AR SRR B AR DX AE T2 75 0] S B 1 45 R 1 TR AT A 4%, 10 A2 BT P O
HRE T EAEEE.
1.2. 1E4EFRTRI 52

IRYE G R Fa v, TEEEARTE D N AR S8R R P SRS G brid o AT X N IO A7
£, W CEmRRWT s JEE RN H OB SBEZ TR, W CRRBR” o RIS bR
5 EAE AR ] BRSSPI AR, BT 2B A RIS TSR (I, 2 R2%, 2020).

IRV LRIV, IEhRED N B s R s G hnik. Bl xtiEMEeEmfLE A
BEAT A AR, TRAMEF “Mrp” SIEMEATE, AL N orERT, FTRMER “AER” S T A

FRAEAE PRV A AR, B EEARE S N BRI AR R RS b . B2 17 1A ik
OIERGIOMEGFRE (B b, TS, 2015). TSR BRSHMAGHERELR, HERERT
MG FEEANR . Fk, A EEE I SR R T NS AT AR, FRZ N BRI 28 AR s 28 M2 1 2
PRgE, B, CRRARMPL” S e AE LA R R BB SRAT PRI, AR N S bR R
BORSTELARTE, Bl “IXRBRM” 2.

W R DL RS i e g b 5 3 Sz, F B EA B 0ib— 8 (Robert & Julia, 2004). [l
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Uk, JEE TR ZERE AR I TOA R 8 AN SV TS 4R, AR S S 2 bR SR A B ) S P
ZERRE

2. BERTEOMARSE
2.1 REMRENSEEEA (R L)

Table 1. Three paradigms
F 1 =Z¢xaeseR

A B FRE T 28 MR TEARETE 2 LoNE IR
BHRHE Hariri Lieberman Tabibnia
B[] 2000 4E 2007 4 2008 4E

o bl 43 s 2 s G N S fo e i S B R vk

H i Xof LR & T EE S A N S S0 S 3 TFFE s L b i o B BT IR

Z [a)f) 2 57 (3!

22. RWFBAWEFAR

2.2.1. {AIEFRESES

ZIEAEHE =MAESS: bR PERIVCECAE B R, W F & 1) FoR. TEAFREES T, AW
AN IR B S 2GR TR R 7RI . SR E tH— AN RERE IR IR B B s 1 IT AT
&, APSKRA R EE R ESRE R ek, Kb —ikS52BE A —3%. 2Rkl —k 52
MR AHULED: A B R AES R, S5 UCECAT S AHAL, T B A A R R B 2Rk AR 15
RESIEE, ikl —5k 52 #HUCE (Hariri, Bookheimer, & Mazziotta, 2000).
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Figure 1. Labeling paradigm
Bl 1. FEREREETER

2.2.2. ZHIEEHIRTER
iZya 04k Lieberman 25 A\ B3t G B FEHT I =FESS, W B 1R PR $£—MESSH, MHlas—
WAL AN BAERE AN, 2 ASCE TR R Ak . ARIEAT 45 B SR, g Bk me e ik
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RV BB MRS, — R A =kinE )y, Hh S RE A BHE R kAR By B, iREEAE
FER, WO NP IRAFE B A B iL 5 S IR R MR B B s ARG, RS
K, B A FECF R EIR, AFHEMILE RN (Lieberman et al., 2007).

2.2.3. RigER

TE MR U SE RS L, 0 R T O S AR 1 26 I B Kz e . 1238 O T 2
T 5 R DA % 2 B I (R E — J J5 IS S8 bR AR o BB R R AR5 B AE DU Fp . —RAERERZMT: =
SEAE TG AR TORKM T ZRAETIEE IR KM T WU, fEFPEFRSE 24 T (Tabibnia, Lie-
berman, & Craske, 2008). B[ 5 #5155 S e WIS 2. BUBTBREE AT, DUFR KA N & A SKARPE R,
B MRS L 28t 1B RN R — 8. BRI T, RN A 36 MR FEalE F—4
WHEEIUR), B TESG I FREM A B A, JB3GIN 1 —Fhg o ik o 55 )\ R b 264 N AT55 Kt

FEILIE 3,
o S S

3.5sec 2.5sec 5,6 or 7 sec

11

| e — e |
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Figure 2. Real-time exposure flowchart
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Figure 3. Exposure flowchart one week later
3. RE—ARRER
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B2, P =Mein SRS AT R B T, AR T AR A 2 b B e R
DS e Wi W EPS 7

3. B TRERER
3.1 WEmMIER

1% 4 1715 (Emotion Regulation, ER) 5 4 FIB 545 8 (2 Fa A RIRIITEZE R, 18 M40 Bk 4
Fl WL RAE M) 5SS 5 R 1 )7 2 AR R R . Gyurak 55 AN B H 1% 2651 1 7 L EdE St
RAFE TN RGN . B E RS G hr i A T U E &R, (HYC R A F T4 R AE 241
TS L7 R (Gyurak, Gross, & Etkin, 2011). J H., Braunstein Al Gross Bl 57\ A1 45 5 B9 4< 5 B
Frie NIRRT AR, 1 26 1 o AR A i R e N B Zh B nT 2 1id #2 . Gyurak A1 Etkin AR W 7045 R0, 4h
AR AT AT BE T EREE T AMU PRC, T P BRI 4R I B S R AR PFC. A W SO S bR
RN BRIE LR AT ERY, @ S AN E 4 T AT B SR IR N LR B, VAR IS A . AR
HMRAE IR T ORI TES), R A AR NN SE RIS T A AR BI(FG) XK, SR
BT L I ROE AT EIAN [ o 175 26 05 2 72 I MR A B2 J2 A0 AT AU AT ARU Rz 2 A (0 7K
BERTHMRABGE N, 0 7E P00 A& B 2 A R0 K 2 22 /N T A6 B A% 46 1 5 (Burklund et al.,
2014) AR SFIE IS B 5T KM IX, IA A1 2 bmids 5 P T A B 46 1 19 JE 3K Jared 1 Lieberman
S5 N W AE G hRiE S O PR DU 7 TR LG 7, A R S hriEE T P s g5 i s i — Mo .

3.2. PREFIEiS

Matthew %542 H BH W7 212 (Disruption Theory) i [r] 38 2 [ 45 14 S A5t AL i 440 1| sl BEL BT A 97 %) 7 A A7 2
T, SRR AN T, YA RIRAEAT RS 40 T, A RESS AN k 1) F k1 25
TS BEARAMAR 1) £ 1 15 2 S i (Matthew et al., 2002) . TEZEARVERT 78 i KBRS W, @i ic sl 57 f
FRIGANTE MK 0 AR Ak, RIS @ ARt IS 26 A MBI E R (D524, Wl K, 2013). SRS ZEARTER)
S FIE ORI, 1 SRR X 48 R VR R RE A AE — b SE B E RE BN A AR OB W, TEE, 2017).
FHECAE S8 B I LB b A 9T, B8R0 T F 51 R 17 8 A0S TR 55 o 15 4 1) i PR P PO 1 28 A 7 S
T G R AR A5 155 28 ] e B FEE A AR DG, B 28 ] e T 8 v 0 1) K SRR (G, s A, i A%,
2020). LA BB FTIIUE T BT B i S B

3.3. REEEIEP

A A AR 0 1 R B LA R IS Al AT 44, SRR ZE . B T AE R 2 IETEIE
se OVESS TG 26, G, AR ST B DA bR 1A AR e FE W R i 2 ARy R B LA A, St At AT A
(2014)7ESCFE HHE H G182 IR PRI 2 B A v 1] 1) 2 5 355 T PR ARG VS AR AR 60 0 R B o S AL 3R B ARV 1] (1 15
28 AN AR RS A S35 R, T Ry T P R P T B T S S . R I G B L AR S T
BT S R I PO s A T AR R, VR 2 W 9T LA IR N W A0 R JZ (Right Ventrolateral Prefrontal Cortex,
RVLPFC) 5# 4 in T#H<(Eugene et al., 2003; Lee & Siegle, 2012), F. /&M {54 ik X (Eisenberger,
Lieberman, & Williams, 2003; Hariri, Bookheimer, & Mazziotta, 2000). i1 Z&bRvE ML 41 BT 58 & BHEAT
AR RVLPFC WU, FFid i ai f /2 (7 2 43056 B AR ) R A AT R & 2l = A 4], 3k 1 sk
55 THE % AENE @ bR v BIFR ) WA BOE %3 B (RVLPFC - HETAI 2 - A5124%) (Small et al.,
2001; Torrisi, Lieberman, Bookheimer, & Altshuler, 2013). #3# Lieberman 25 A 7T, Mk £xifiid RVLPFC -
HRTALL JE - A ATAOX —PRER AN 4, g 25 LA PR rh (SRR B 22 A SN B VR
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MRPEZOU A, A SRR S SR B 75 22 B O B 2 O RN BE R, 38 A P A 15 2
HET R 58 22N RN SRR 0 0 Bk B e . Rtk TEISZEARvERT, A A [RIRE e i B Sl op
54 ARG L P52 1] (e 2R) AR EL, Ao FH v MG L 58 1) (750 ) 2 LA O 75 2 58 22 (R A R B2 R R AT A0 5 By
A2 ERR I AIH 5 24, 300 B 5 22 A RN SRR SA b o TR T AR AR ZE bR vERT, RIS A AS [ g
FERTRE A b 2E, ARSEX PO, IR RAFTEIX T R . 1] RN 2 T R 2 5 MR A R0 )
. ERbmd i, AECT AR, IEVEE G 25 1R B A RS SORIS 26 3L, T A AU R A
W& X (Liu, Hu, Peng, Yang, & Li, 2010), FTLAEZ i bRt B o8 FE FE UE S, nJ AR gtE
NEEMERLR, AL FEFHINEIE . S0 AR s FR A T — 5 SRR

3.4. FHEMRLER

ANHf R P BRSO UG 3 8D 1 26 AN e EIRA A RE RIS 26 SRaln I — T K 386 T4
A8 U (Brooks et al., 2017) (e i i, IAIC I B AR E(E AR 7, BhIE, 2012)52 Mt bRiE I RBUR
RIS ( “BER” o CPRIE” YbRiEIE L nT DAMEIE S, i G BORAS W (i R .«
W), MIAREF AR . 5 ZAHR ) “ ANH E 1 k> BE 18 7 (Reduction of Uncertainty) (Torre &
Lieberman, 2018) N Ub4R 4 7 IX FE —FhffRE . RGN IB LRI Ao N TIRAEER R, XML R 1A
SIS, (EREE @SS IRS AT e ERIER K. 58 E % 2 MM BIRES, @il
17 6 W TR IX L B 0% 5| D A 3N R SOAS B FIRAS AT 0 2bmi, ol DA TN e 1, AT
E—EFLRE LIRSS 1 1545 (Brooks et al., 2017; Torre & Lieberman, 2018). FHEIX Ml i, 545 briEm] LA
HilfEas, mH X EEEMSE (N, B, B A ReimE g, AR IR, BN, AR, AR,
SR ) WA BE = A= [RIRE ISR o A DA NS S5 R I RFE 78 R AR AR 25 28 IR M VR AE — B, IR PAIR 7 4R
BEUEHE . HZ oo W f AR $e AR 15 &, 1B BORA R i 4 80 & B 2 R AR AR
RedMbG 2, Dk, FESRALR AT T, BRI BARYE AR g — DA 7R L B .

Fan 5 N\ (20188 7t 1 i rh i AR R 45 2., IX S5 B2 “TRIEGE -+ AR STAA, S5 fEbE
R EGHE IG5, i, “IR7 o “HF7 o “ABT L IRV S BRI RTRIZ S H) 6 AN
R G AR IR IEAT AT, 5 SRR ILTCR IE RS bR 2 RS GG hnid, TEFRE 2 AT G 28 TR0 # 2 3 ot,
e I A7 8 A 0 5 TS B T, By 2 Ji 17 2 AR B0 TR AR5 B IE W K o 2B AR T I 2 bRiE (15 26
W51, RIBEAE 12 5mBE 3n, B RBHT B ERERI rTREMEIG N, — ARV, 1B %S
R, EEREE PRI, X5 DES S R IS EhrE A R —8 A e > 3
et TS Ab(Lieberman, 2019). [FJE, 1A FTHR L 1 S50 = i 48 I ) RHAE O ST I R PR I, K
KIEIN T X B SRR (15 6 A 4608 5 AR

4. BESERE

A SCEE RHEEAME NS . BFR T MBS AR EE, HE— IR TS EARE AR, SR
(R 58 T LA — 5 4 F A 5% BRI T2 0«

1) PEBEVEIGZE AT, IS AG LR E (A TR I, [ A I A A B X P B P A 2 R 1 i B AR T, BRI
{5 DAAEA I F0 R D 2 85 Y0 20N BT G i i SR R AR S S A AR BIVE L, (R SCE I et T A TE )
Lo DRI, o e B A7 R 1 0 7 — 2B A 9

2) LA HI(Mindfulness) B IE S, $E4EMARIER S5 A5 HHE 24 T AN B B P9 AR A4 56
b BRI R ANt st 0 SR T AR O BRI (Charles et al., 2020). 15 25 bR FLC B S AN
PR HUHIRAAL, A2 0B 3 S0 1) — AN EE L 90 J5 T (Ma & Teasdale, 2004) . 0% 56 15 1 45 i A 56 1 —
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P T A E AR T R O S, OB A — S R R U 4R TR U 4
TVERPRENG 25 I 05 bR TE KRR A A 44, n] DUSE A R0 (2 2E 18 7 R S A R AR BRI R R, i
TR ARG 2, AR AT G B

3) Iff X HR N R (Empathy), T8 AMATE 5 ANSE R I Fi o e S 3 AR N 1 4R A A,
TN IAE ARG G IE AR (EE, 750, Prelis, 2014). HRFFEET ABRS8cem, FIA 1AL
0 I FC U H AR B RO I 46 2 75 T A 20> IR 77, B A 3G 2 7546 2 (Shamay - Tsoory & Levy-Gigi,
2021). S5 EIR, ST DREGERFA, TR IRIB AR IS 2 bR E A IR o T T ARA R 2, E A
WU 2 AR TS hriE, Tt A PR E) PR iERT 7D o AR VR NI PR & T i BB S, 15 26hn
TR T RE S IR NS FERF R RA R, I R &R T ST B AR SO Hr .
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