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Abstract

Cognitive control, also known as executive function, refers to the psychological process of select-
ing a goal and controlling one’s own thoughts and actions to achieve the goal. The corresponding
behavior is called goal-directed behavior. This is a compound process involving individual deci-
sion making, working memory, top-down attention, and meta-cognition. Cognitive control is espe-
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cially important for the elderly, which is an important basis for ensuring the normal functioning of
daily life. However, cognitive control function always decreases with aging, which greatly affects
the mental health and quality of life of the elderly. Therefore, it is particularly important to pay
attention to the aging of cognitive control and explore the neural basis leading to this decline. This
article retrospects the research in recent decades and reviews the basis of cognitive control func-
tion at the neural level at the level of brain activation and brain network, also summarizes the
impact of aging on brain nerves, and expounds the key brain regions and brain connections that
support individual cognitive control function, providing an anchor for subsequent intervention
research.
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1. 51§

WK1 (Cognitive control)& —F i Z AR T BE, i U0 I 5 A AE H AR < i A AIAT SR R4 0 H
FREOVER (Braver, 2012), HARMHA# 7AMARIRE. 1212, B IHTT. NS OB L. XAk
Yo SEMRHFE S TARES, #EATHARIEHIDIRE. G, SIRIEmHEE b B AR N, AR
i EEHERR 3 A A TE SR A5 2 (BT AN S I L OB s B3 E S . ARAB NIIZEBR ), A4 RENBURI s A A5t
TRZIETE P EE N SRR . AR NPT R FAREERIRE S AR, o, LE S EAE AR e+
FE—AN LA, AR HE I, KRBV IR TR RE R, R R I 4ERRRE AT
BF RN, TR A LE TR, RSP0 A B G]s ZFENEAT NER S BB, 3t
ACFRTARRIBE ST DAS I RS 2R ) e 0 #BE A D N2 ) B8 ) O SR MG . W, N PUA RIS — 0
BERE TN ANT A 0 ERNE .

2. INFHZH H 4241
2.1, AFHEHIME R AIRNX

—HLK, RIE 2 (Prefrontal cortex, PFC)ER#E N ATE N 4% il 1 o 26 4% 0 IR AE H (Friedman &
Robbins, 2022). RILATH I 2 5H ML RS K E FHLSGE ZWRE KR, WNZEETLXTE i
AT AMERNAT N, FIASIR T RS T PFC 2 58 247 MR RIESS, 1B NG BRI A7
fili, JRAXLEAE B LRI AT AR G & S8k % (Fuster, 1991).

MG BB OTVELE OB S U A S, R IR % 1 A DG (AT 5538 RO B AR B A AT 55 122 4k
AT, B R o S A TS AV ET A5 2 5 (Dorsolateral prefrontal cortex, dIPFC). R 17 5 i
(Anterior cingulate cortex, ACC) LA & TiirH J% Jii (Parietal cortex) (Niendam et al., 2012). dIPFC il 7E 4E 7 1F:
FARMER L REEREEMEA, 1 ACC U 67 57 X i S A&l (Botvinick, Braver, Barch, Carter, & Cohen,
2001), —XUtFEi@ Stroop YuI, RILAM dIPFC EAT 55 FvE 4 MR B M 00 Bs , U BH i X 7EAT 45
H S R AT 45 VTR E R TR R . MR, ACC TEAAR 1A s S B A0 e 8 P PR, LG o 22 th
TE R AT 55 444 (MacDonald, Cohen, Stenger, & Carter, 2000). 38 3d £ /i BL I LRI A (Transcranial
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direct current stimulation, tDCS) Il ) 20 dIPFC, & 3% i fE Flanker 8= A —FUT 55 444 F af
AR 47 (1 i s e o R B R = IR0k T Az il (Dubreuil-Vall, Chau, Ruffini, Widge, & Camprodon
2019). TR Bz J5TAE D\ 5 AT 55 o (K038 s AT AT e T 15 DU mi &R B2 5 (Brrass, Ullsperger, Knoesche, Cramon,
& Phillips, 2005), T\ &2 o 8 H S R (BAE TS BN AT EREET ), 25— E LT
P45 5 i S48 S JE (Esterman, Chiu, Tamber-Rosenau, & Yantis, 2009; Menon & D’Esposito, 2022).

2.2. A HI A X A9 i o 4%

I AR, INEE R AR DG S B FOB R B G m) 70 & i X P F) S AR AR X, 0 gt %o
W 2% S5 IR ERE RS, AN E AR QAT SR, A 000 BE 3 FEAUR AN G X A7 K 4%
YERITE R, Gl n o R AT A 55 AN R X2 [ (R0 AF B AR R AT SCH . 2 A I S B TR AE AN ]
R X 452 18] B 43 A RN HTAR R, A A 6 X 3 4 4 R AR ) X % (Grratton, Sun, & Petersen, 2018),
FLAH 2R SR I IR 288 Y IR i 5 R T L AR AR A HLE R, R R R &g Bl

TV SCHERX BN E A SC A R 4 3R AT 1 BE B 5 (B, 2 1 75 A5 DA R 1) T e 5 A G 1D i D)
&, ARIRETNGE . ML EIMER ML ENEE ML R R LB N 25 (Menon &
D’Esposito, 2022). WA Bh BEIE 5 A AL B AT W0 28 (B A R A B AT X 4% BV AT 42 4 I %) S5 410
T X E AT S HE, BTN 45 A FE 3 4 A AT &R 2 5T (Lateral  prefrontal cortex, IPFC)A & Ti - 57 i
(Posterior parietal cortex, PPC), Ff-#iA y s itiid J3 s ATl Endz il ge /1R 2 54155003, 275113
WA RS, AR AR X AR PR B ) RS b RS b R B s ) A s X s A A [
(Dorsal cingulate gyrus, dCG) LA & il fii & (Anterior insula, Al), 1248 3= ZAE D K42 filid fe v R 18 4E 71
F, Suska e A ) SR AR AR 55 B IO TC B (Dosenbach, Fair, Cohen, Schlaggar, & Petersen, 2008). A %145
T 5 B R IR, PR N I — I R R E T OB IVE T, 20 Sl D T U R D % AR
A 25 o 5 0003 T D9 6% (23 T P 9 AN 350 4) B R0 38 ) B AT A i, R I R PE I =
TR MR R PP 2% (R 5 TR 5 5 T 0 Bz Jo ) 7 A I S R I, 2 B T A g A
(Corbetta & Shulman, 2002). ERIBL P2 2E A RN 4 R v 0 R B2, 12 0 28 3= A48 1 P 00 i 4 -
J% 5 (Ventral medial prefrontal cortex, vmPFC)F f5 1147 5] 17 Jiii (Posterior cingulate gyrus, PCC), #HCHFTT
R, BRI L —Fh A N 2%, 3l 7R AR SR I b T BOEIRES , 7R 3EAT DA 03 20 3 1] 4 T4 i
RAS(Gusnard & Raichle, 2001), RA BRI 445G 2ANH1 )5, A BRIR] 578 R TT 55 . BRI
X AEAT S R AN 2, WA S AR S s B RIAT AR R, A RSBIEE. R49%
(Anticevic et al., 2012; Mason et al., 2007), X¥ FEAMETEESIAGLES, MR UL, N FIHI D RE I AL
Ihf F B AN TT BRI I 2 FEAT 45 b R P 4] . SR L7 AL FRTH1171 B2 5 (Anterior cingulate
cortex, ACC)LAJ R Fe i B X4k, 5 BEMTER LA B B . LL AL A% 01T 5 10 98 5l I 4% 6 5t )
AN A AR o o S PP % R At o X % A SR R RORE, S ARG BRI = 2% 5 A0 T Y 4% AT 1)
e, FEARSS RSB 2 R AFNFIEEHIE A, JREOR BB X 254t HG3h, LAkl B bR w4
%-(Chand & Dhamala, 2016; Molnar-Szakacs & Uddin, 2022; Nia et al., 2014), 7 LA iR, (X ERIAR
W 2 AT 55 T A X % (FEATE 553 3 PR AR AT, AR ) 2% 35 DA 55 RA R I 8% (FE AT 553 3 FH A0S )

o ) 265 322 42 J2 AN AS A, — J7 T LI T il P A B B I 4 1) R I 2 KA B D Re I 0 55, S5 — T
T, B I I X 28X AL a2k S 30 o 2% 2 [B] PR V), AN TR JE D) BE F) 8- (Sporns, 2013). i 2% 7 BS 84
[P0 JERF N FI DR 120 DGk . i X 2% A B AR RS AR BEBR =y, IR A AMA IR S A TR D kg, 1T A
R0 A HE I R R B B O, T A ) 52 2 T I 445 43 1 AR Y S T B4 (Wang et al.,
2021). WHFRC K, FETEM TARICIZAESS I, AMAIARTIR 2% 55 411 55 X 26 2 [R] (B SR B, IX IR IX
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PR R 285 35 AT B A5 B AL LASE I e AT I 2% (REA5 , 32 B BRI a4 ) (1) 2 Aifi(Cohen,  Gallen, Jacobs,
Lee, & D’Esposito, 2014). Ray et al. (2020)f H E1&: 7341 (Graph theory) A SLARTH 2% - JI5 0 =5 9 2 FN AR
ARG R ERR I 7 DA 1) 1 D9 288 b0, 8 0 T X 45 5 A0 3 e D) 8 A R s i o R e 11 oA
EAEE N TS 2, AT SRR 48 2 8] AR5 o] DLSE i i 3l AR PRl Jen s il

TE I, BRI 28 55T 55 AR I 2% 22 i) 4 S 0 ) S 3 11 D 2% 4 B R AS (I P 4% 3 42 &2 AR OR), I
i\ 44 ThBEA 5B (Gopinath, Krishnamurthy, Cabanban, & Crosson, 2015; Medaglia et al., 2018; Parente
& Colosimo, 2020). Ff HAEATSIRE N, XML R H T AL BEEER, FEREE T % Fum N E,
AR £ 75 5 N B & (Douw, Wakeman, Tanaka, Liu, & Stufflebeam, 2016). X —HF 58 & I8 .44 Bl S
FER S W2 1 RF S DhRE . Ak, —I5URH Fad {8 A 28 it R (Transcranial magnetic stimulation, TMS)
AR K AT ) 28 5 S ) 265 P DR I X0 3 S il 17 A P S A AR PR PRI, I M as R L TMIS il
VEF TR0 X 28 B, < ] B A5 200 T2 D) 266 7R 5 S5 ) 6% -5 BRSP4 T i SRR DR R Th R e e, 1 44 o 1
52 TMS ST FH TR 5] 00X 286 715 mit Bof 20 ESOCER DS 20X 248 P 375 20 184 5, S 1 150 600 T ) 22 ) SR 12 e 8 1 28R
WL 2% 1353, HORFEBRIABE N 2% 15 | B DA K TR 5 W 2% 2 ] 1) £ R 455X (Chen et al., 2013).

RS 2, MUK EE S B DX OSSR AE R\ A il Dy Be, B0 T i X 5 i [X 2 )38 i )
REXEH T F IR i D 2% (R L RO 25 SR AT N FZ TG Bl o LA 28 PRI 7 R DA R 4 S A T A 5 328 o 90 PF 9
MR, R T R0 X T BE A 5 o Bt ks il 1 2 3

3. INAIHERIZ L

HAT, A BRSO BED Nt &, X E 2 BRSO 2 W T B0 fi
RE . FEENARIEE, HASUERARIIREM 2 AR TR, Wil SCZ. i,
WRHEHFDIRENIR . MAARIZHRERIZEIR 2™ B EE N OB B SRR RE 77, MK IR
TARBEEE AT . X80, AR FOR XA Z X — ERHAT I, IR RS H O T
FLEER

3.1 I\HEHIER

B, ABFFLASS 1 JL TR A A AR DU R RN I 7E 2 A I AR TR B SR . AHOC )
WHIEAHE LRI, &4 A MIA KRR J) K& B (Stemmler et al., 2013). 5 RGN K12 AL HEAT IR
FIISCRR AR R T 1965 4, R T, FERAMZENTFER T ReRIAE R o038 RAEA RS %
T BRI R, BT ER 0 2 B8 . A, WIKk-RAAM S 0. 1. 4 808 N
KRB, T4 NI 23 S ) BE 25 5 32 B0 /A5 B s, IF BB B2, FLaz 352 m ek
(Rabbitt, 1965), TVFZ WKk E 1715 SALER ¥ H & (Myerson, Robertson, & Hale, 2007; Salthouse, 2000)+
TAEICIZ & G i 25 & (Cappell, Gmeindl, & Reuter-Lorenz, 2010). %% =] F1[E1245 B #E /1(Old & Na-
veh-Benjamin, 2008). I 2 £775 Mi BE F1 3% (Viskontas, Morrison, Holyoak, Hummel, & Knowlton, 2004).
DA RN 032 ) Th BE (Friedman, Nessler, Cycowicz, & Horton, 2009) &7~ Hy 5 4 #4 AH ¢ R f HE AR R T B
MEAS NIk, S INZAHLHI R HAN S 2. 8T TN Z, BFRENRE T — R
KIVHPHESE R MR — IR .

— RN, BN A E B EER S B AR R T REFRAR . — WU SO AR 7R 25~103 % 2
() ()R EAT T AR TR 5, DURS: # Jaebit ) e (A0 i A0 o B0 P8 ) RS 0 (14 TN AT %) Z T R G &R, R
WAL ) 5 ) BEAE R G IO MR, JF HIHAMAZE 5] U 2 e g BEAE R i R I, (RIS 4
MR, WTHERIEE, Ban e /)2 (B SRk 2 2 1 I (Baltes & Lindenberger, 1997). i, /&
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e DI Re AR 22 8] B8 FH DG PR R 38 00 o] BRSO 1 K RN N 24k, 33 T 5 e A A PR DA 0 4 1 D e

A MENEAN, AMEZEACRS] 7RI A SR SR AMLEL, BEEESAEERE M, 24
N B PAFE SN R BT, PR RN ] R L2 35 T P (Salthouse, 1988, 1990). H4EMHHICH) TARICIZ A
AL, BAMEINEE AL FR & (Myerson, Emery, White, & Hale, 2003). 7E & 5 i 465 0128 55+
(R TR G A&, Bl ), 29 N2 B2 a] LLZBE AT SR SR AL, ik
ATIHE 75 ZEA M FN T H B 7100 TAEICAZAT 55 (R 75 ZEAMA (R B A7 i A5V E 100 H ) e SR B

HEFF NN, SN EIN T B k% 5 80 1IN D BE R ¥ (Salthouse, 1996). 1ZERIR[II% MR
BT, T HIIG K 5 VF 22 A BT S B2 1) FRAECAE O, T LA R A Ak B s [ 0 ] 22 Ah 3 22 T4 EL IR 75 K
TN T3 I B S BOA I DI RE IR . FESB W A0 CUUE B, R () 4% b R 5 VA AR 36 S R A R
AN[EZRBCAZ RN R 2R B 2 1] % AR P LE vh /v 28 B (Foong, Hamid, Ibrahim, & Haron, 2018). L& ™ A3k
AT NS B0 (1)1 BE AR 23S S R P 75 B A Dhae, (HZ B i 4 & Salthouse WK IH A AIX 21 %
RTINS HH DA R 18 22 S 1) 32 TR AL

Zx BRIk, I i B PR T BE R TR AR B IR . AR B4 DA AN I R A9 %
H X JUAN B ERATAH LB 70 45 SRS, D i) (1 22 A0 PRI AT i A2 pH X S8 R 36 1 28 LA FH i Bt
.

3.2. IANHIEHIZ LA EHLE

LR RGP B, IR AR AR K . AR S S HILIRAE DI 7T, AT
FKIL, EZAENRIH R Stroop PO RIS, 22 ANERIH i X CJC FEA2 AT [B]) B0 19 5
KON T HBHPAT N R 3 HIE 55 T #E AT T 5 %% )1 b 32 45 (Langenecker, Nielson, & Rao, 2004). 2 [} 5¢
Wi, bR 7B NA BN X Ak, R N R N RS R A A 2 5 (Cabeza, 2002;
DiGirolamo et al., 2001; Zysset, Schroeter, Neumann, & von Cramon, 2007). {HHHFFTIRE, INAIREZ
ENS RN B0 XA L, (52 0 N 7R 1% e DX 355 1 305 72 B B2 A (Rypma & D’Esposito, 2000). Prakash
et al. (2009) LL#2 1 7E Stroop (55, Bt B2 R IR NANEAE NBOm i 22 57 o HEFE RO 1S I B B
FEBRNBOERISEM, (BAEZFEN Y, EAEFSFELN FE0E R A LR N TG, SR 7EAE 15 0
JE IR Bon AR AU I, XA ERAE dIPFC G IX Hhot e anth. At id, Z8E AR
FERIIBEAN RS, SREEALS Bt TAMERS, (HZE ARANBEE N /KPR

BT IhREIEREE L, AR KA MEIENZ RN, BEEERIIEK, i RS2l aeiERER
WS, IXTE 75~79 & 2 (M1 NBER U . sk 41(>80 )5 HAth4H (60~79 &)AHLL, HIhRE
TERENE AT KN, AE AR UK AT e 5 ik D) e R AREEHIL I Ok (Farras-Permanyer et al., 2019) . 7£ 15 /4 2% 7K,
FEFR RS SRS A AR R S 7B B AL 2 AR 7% . RSt ZHFEAN
BRI 28 A IEFRATAT BRI, TR 25 A A 22 0 246 22 1] (Y JE 432 e T o 17 (Betzel et al., 2014;
Biswal et al., 2010; Geerligs, Renken, Saliasi, Maurits, & Lorist, 2015; Mak et al., 2017; Wu et al., 2011). {EfE
A, 2N R IR H6 BRI 28 40/ E A s, JF 3207 INRHEHE 55 R I T B (Grady,
Springer, Hongwanishkul, Mclntosh, & Winocur, 2006; Lustig et al., 2003; Persson, Lustig, Nelson, & Reu-
ter-Lorenz, 2007), AJ WLERIARE I 2% (I U R S22 RINBUR B AR AL . BbAbh, BT 2 E 2 4E N
PN R D Re R B EERER, — BTt 7 & ML R AL G, A AR IO 28 RN 145
il R T REE IR DG, AP T R, BT A T AR AR SRR RO R, R
B 2% I 2% W] e 5 B AR 0 22 e A e A R B A 22 S b R H A% 0/ F (Shaw, Schultz, Sperling, & Hedden,
2015),
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ANELEARSS W R 25 BRI, ZF NERA T S50VEAH R IR N 2% DI RE s 4H, — A 7T 78
Oddball fE55-JHIAIMEE T 248 N SH8 NN DR, SHEREAME, Z5NERE T [F—DIReM 21
0 DX 2 [B] R PG, ol 2 FE BRI R 2 PRIz B 2 vh o iteAh, FERTA SR Al Mg b, 24
NAEIX G 2 P 1) [X 35k 5 J 1A (7] 2y R 199 285 14D [X 38 TR 32 48298 in (Geerligs, Maurits, Renken, & Lorist,
2014), ZEALFTH R E WGBS IR WA BRI — IU\ A Fd i ) 22 58 N i 2 T
BIEER, RKIMERIBEBEA BTG5 1] 10X 286 R IGO0 2 R 2% ) Dh e 20 B9 AE 4 AEIRNZD R I, e 1
ZAE NN ERAE D e b Ay, IR —Fh &K 28 2 18] (R R/, T ) 2% S L 2 I L
(Malagurski, Liem, Oschwald, Mérillat, & Jincke, 2020). AWK, MK EMMURTEER —NEEHL
Fr & (Archer, Lee, Qiu, & Chen, 2016; Damoiseaux, 2017; Ferreira et al., 2016), A0ATSCHTIA, ZI G WHHA
N5 AN R ) R IS AR A G HK

M E 2, EFENLERAEMEZERE THGE E5ERE B 585 B8, JFHX
S, RER R U 2 S AT 2%, 152800 N IR\ R4 i S 30 AR AR 5 35 1 ORIk o

4. BESRE

INHHZ AR B2 —Fh 70 EER S ZOARTIRE, HRIRX ZHE ORI E K. ik,
RN T A2 S e RO LA B A S 2 R PP (AR A+ L L . ASBIR FEIRIB 138 J L4 (A0
FERARSC ML T, R GEA T ZF NPLACT 1AL, BERBL, AR R B AR AR
P ORHE T ARG BRI DA R R S R I8 DX 2% 2 1] PR 3 2558 B A SCHF A DA R R 3, 170 A
HAEZE L R FRAR 18 NRMESSRIL, HIR M 48 itk 4T 7 ohpe ERIEA . fEREtsth, NAEE
RAUEMGE AN R T AAE VRN, DU DR 50 X RS E SISO RE, a1 I X AR 45
S A3t o X 4% A K AR RO X 3, 17 EL A 2% PAY R e 5 A 0 X 52 LABAS AT
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