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Abstract

Objective: To explore the influence of various working memory loads on cross-modal emotions in-
tegration among college students. Methods: The study employed a within-subjects design with 2 (low-
load, high-load), 3 (positive emotion, neutral emotion, negative emotion), and 3 (visual stimulus,
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auditory stimulus, audio-visual stimulus). Response time and accuracy were used as the indicators
and the race model was used in the analysis. Results: High load significantly prolonged the reaction
time, but did not affect the accuracy; positive emotions show processing advantages; the interaction
between load and emotional valence is significant, and high load has stronger interference on neg-
ative emotional integration. Audiovisual integration is stable, and the advantage is more obvious
under low load. Conclusion: Working memory load can regulate college students’ audio-visual emo-
tional integration, and negative emotions are more susceptible to cognitive resources. The results
support the theory of limited cognitive resources and the multi-sensory integration race model.
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1. 53|
11 fIRER

N T AT fk B R ] 2030 s AT AR S A O R AR R AR, KR AE AR - RE R R R
TN, FLPERE RN 1 E 5 R ORI RAE R Z — . Oy 1 AT i B [E 2030 Alg AETi
OB R TAE, KPR OIR TR 5L ERNEEH FR C OV E TGS . BE AT TR A
T N 5 AN 5GBTS AR 2R D B AR B AR R T 3h it kil (2023—2025 4F) ) M8 SCAFMIRAIR Y, 25E
BOBMBEHERR, FERITAARERE. ANBRES AR LR

AT HE@MA, RPEAKRZE BRI SRS 70 kR s 45 2 &
JE A7, FOOBRNEOKFE R, TARCIZ R R, EiRE b T2 T 2R A BIF B2 T RER
Fr BRI AE T RE AR A&, GO DA e i S Bk 3 DL AR A i I TR 5
FENGNZIBAEHE T, 17845 (R 3 B IE R A R E I 8 (UL 5 BT 5E) B A5 2 R 5 RSB, #E 2k
I TR T R B AR £ R R RV T, AR G B M A N (R e DA B RS 5 1 A A e I K
Wy N R a5 DA R I o IR RN SRR I 2, T 5 o BT 2 1 A T A TR BE ) BRI T 72 A
VBN AE . A BR G 2R R R 20 A R [ R A L 2l AN R

1.2. EASMRZIIR

1.2.1. TREIZBARESHEER

TAE21Z.(Working memory, WM)J& MALEAT A BUE S5 IS FE & A7 S5 145 B ae A BRI &R
i, AN AFINFITES PIZ L, 5] HERL, 0] U AR ) 3E 3 B B A IRV 2 B 2R A
FiEsh A & E EAE F (Solesio-Jofre et al., 2017; Soveri et al., 2017; Yuan et al., 2023; Shipstead et al., 2012).
n-back 75 X (N-back paradigm) Ps L Al k% i 453042 47 (4 1-back 7 ORHFER(E R, 2-back 75 R BB
S B A JAE 5T T B (Jaeggi et al., 2010; [, 2016; &, JA{ ok, 2011)ZyEx0E#H TA
FUL B 2 B G UR BB T, ARSI TARILAZ BINLHIAMA 2 57 DL RS ol s se 7 1) 56 R 55 .
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1.2.2. TRBIZASRF AN EANF TR

FTF N-back LA Go/No-go #4545 R (Breitling-Ziegler et al., 2020; Alegre et al., 2006; He et al., 2023)
FIRFFT s, TAFICAZ fgi (Michail et al., 2020; Lv et al., 2010)£x 520 A it TR 15 4515 BT B 41
877, T HASR] R B 117 45 (19 I AR 1 & RS A s 48 e o iR R PE R A —FER . — M S, 78 T
A AR E ST, AT TV AR AR 28 B0 25 5 32 B0 o 1A — 8 B A 238 0% BN PR RRAE
B N RTRE /055 PR 3R 20 78 AR IS IZ A dar S AR 1 48 8 & 7= AR B RE I SR (Zhao et al., 2023) . A7 3A
N, AELAMMTES RINBEATN, T ATA B2 2 (Prefrontal Cortex, PFC)Z3 it 45 515 48 46 5% i Kk X 35 1) g
BARE SEE L 553 N % (Braver et al., 1997; Brown et al., 2024). HFiC&UEM, A Bi#H 1 2 oS
xBAE TG NG R, BEEAR| A IR AT, ZERIWABNE R M. 5 HAM TR R —
¥, Callicott, J.H 5 R FLAE X 2 ORI T80, R QG RTA . BTIZ2) . 0 [a] & B A Toi e
2. S5HANFRF n-back /£S5 HIREFAHEL, Callicott, J.H fIRF 7R BLRTAIM [ 215 57 fe i LAECIZ
fuf T R (Michail & Keil, 2018), [RIFPEREHERTE) B TR WIRTATIA, X380 A0 X 382 R] 1 A5 3 I v7
FEAES I, FERURH TAE AT, TR A0S < AR R BB AR oM. 2R, FESE A3 T,
KRG R T (Callicottetal., 1999). LA A A7 SR 3 N 5 R 14 R B SC (v 22 P 3 1 B+ 0B,
99% +3%; 1B, 95%+6%; 2B, 88%+15%; F 3B, 81%+23%). HEMBURAL (S S IN, FEHZ
RIS T A B WA TR “HEZIR” ), A R EUKE ERFFAZERIIZAE( “ARELRT),
DL S 2k S 0E B A B “ A EAZIRE” ) (Ahmed & de Fockert, 2012) .

1.23. TE#HFHEREEAERMR

PRI 5S4 2 A )RR FE AT {5 B AT 15 I B B 5 T T i — b 4 — Ao iR FE(Ren et al., 2022; Ren et
al., 2020). Hr, MUTEE AR Z ARG BTN EE 3, REEHEESUELR5E S & RS
WL REE AR MNTIA R 2 LIS . S S Rl R B2 AT B0 L[5 DR ARAR (8] 2 TR AH HAE
[18]c Ak 5 EE VR AN [F] S 20 (10175 8 XoF J2 PR R DX 3 it (0 R P DA B A4 22 S (9 A A 8 AR 531) - 9 L
SEA BRI Th REVEUT 2T A6 A% (FINIRS) AN B FI(EEG), R TAEICIZ Futer A1 26 i B DL S ] g P
AT TSRV AR AN . A, R R AU SIS AR S T N A B S SR AN, W DAKORHA TR LA SR R T
SR T FTIE L, A R T 045 B N BB A 35 Hh 25 (Ren et al., 2022; Ren et al., 2020).

THEE TAECAZ MR IERS 20RAE b, T, SRR E URER N, FHTRZ
Ot FOR RIS 40 TAEICAZ I (FRIEE, 20185 4345, 2021). AMAZE S 50 5 1 B AR SCE A [F 4F
WV S BEARTE TAEICIZ R N IE T B G e 1 DX, [ P 06 T 224 NI 48 ML 3245 TR I O TR
N, [EIFETE DT 28 56 R FEABAE IR WA N (W7, 2021), N T RE D INETUR e 5 O B Be e fit
TS, A A AR DG IR SR 72 BA R n-back 155 K % B AT THIAE &R L T (1% 48 e 3 v v i DA
Je Azl A8 71 BT 34T S8 b )R AN R R DA B O BR AR RRE () DG 2R o 1T A7 45 THT LR BT 55 AR ST
TR P Z A SE BREEIM . JEARTZEIIR Iy, HEHFLRMN (RS, 2025; F5
2024; FWIPH, ZEEut, ®EiE, 2018; IER, 2023; BOKMELE, 2019), R—ANHEHIMEMMTEE, R
B AR R RUR,  HE R TC RO PIRAS T DA R A N IS 2B T L, 15 5 B 15 26 1]
FENE LT LA PRI %

Izard % NV ANRIERE I R o T @ RS 2 AWl Ak, iSRG 2 18 B T R MG BRI, 15 44
AAAL S N AR i 544 ] s R R TE A, 2 ARG =4, I HAE N S A A7 A S A S5 e
EEZOIMER . £EOEZER Ekman YOI ALIRIE BAG WmdE, FE RS E mILe LA 5%
ALK — SO (A2, 2019). IR BE LR Bl NG 8 AR T, BENE T B ANMA SR EAE AT N R
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B S22 AT TOREL, RS LEERG Lt A 1 IE I R W A R R
AMENEEEFIRE ST, T HLREAE ER IS, XA 4 ORI 2 AW M (MRS, 2011). HETR T2
ZE ) LE AR U BCE 2, Horb i 16 (2018) T T K 1 T R 2 Bl ) LB 1 4 T AL IR I SR AR 5%
HAZARSCHT T . ERP MIBFFCSS KGR, 230 LR £ 5 28 i FLin Lo R0 e iR se fnfir Be, b T i
T FLR AN BE D AR s T3 N B S5 M S R B B 2 i, EEOR SR B 0 T AL AS [R5 7 oo P VR it H
FEATCE X D ARG QH R BRI B k), BRI 28 R AN L L, A T oA bR SR i £L
EOCBRE A I RN IR . XUl 1, 2 B H ARG AL IR B LA e R sl R R
S (AN ARS) L SVBIAN A TRl R, SO i JE R B YR 70 T A 6 B DB 15 4 AR 6 S5 15 L

PG 5% T TARICIZ AR TR 2 R A ] 5 A B W R BEAT T T, T LA R I 7E 38 2 1) T30 &5 5%
VR BRIV KL, AR A AT, n-back (£55 ULH B A1 FI4E % 17 i S 25 T RTAIH - T 2 [A) 52
PTG RANEN . HATHW T L #0221 S a0 SE v 20O HLAUR T B Rl IR A
LR DS A T AATT P e 0 25 b B PR R B A0, DU 15 4805 R T AR LS M BRI A SO BLOK
FAAENBIFOS B, AR AR _E DN DAAS R R 45 il 2% P 28 v R P 90 B 19 [ I 45 T S ) i (P 30
TG B B2 ) LA Je 26 255 (R T VR TR AN [ R DA R0 G A X A 0 i 325 o 1 52 ) A f 4 22 B R 2 3 T T 2
S H K-

1.2.4. INFRFEIZSET TR A —B TS IZ A BEE TR R AR

He %5 A\ 1E 2025 41 (Frontiers in Psychology) 7% [k R E (He et al., 2025)4RIE T ABATTHIFH 2-
back + Go/NoGo £5& i : LA f 120 44 K22 AE AR #EAT PR AN SEB6 SRR oA R B g T AL 5 BA
—HUEX TARCAZ s A e 2 B o S — AN SO A 7 RERV S IR & IO AR A B, R
RBE A6 W 5 R ) TP ONE 1 ELW B T A AR IS IZ TN AR S AN SRS RN T Z 2 I
AR AL ETEAE N i IR R B, LS 2] 1 I 3 X0 m) A B A F —— RO AR X B AH B4 1A
W AT 25 S DR 3 i o 3 150 I DA DA D P S i 3 T AR e o AR U SR R I, AN B A A L S A
BFRDRIARF R, EARAERRES T ANTE] LUIE F SR 4 Bl 2048 3 B oGS (H7E
e SR AR L T A R BV A 2 5 BT AL [ I 52 B sg e, H PR RS e S R T . 1A AR
B BRAT T TAR A2 N 2 PR T -SRI R IN.25 R SR IX D7 T 74T R 1 RS Al

2. ik
2.1 #Rk

SEUGKFH G*Power3.1 fli i/ MEAR R & . FEARIE 0.25 (KR &30 B RTHRZ N, % a=0.05, 1-p
=0.9, IHHB/MEAREN 21, 7ESUNHERZRFAE3E 25 440k, Arasalur 71 IEs , A st ER 7
EH, BINARITF, RERER, TR .. Z RIS IR .

22. AR ESHI

ASLIGFR 7 4 5 LA R A R (6 ) E-Prime3.0, HIB 2 ILT Dell SE2719HR Ui ionas b, 1]
MRS 27 J~F, 73 HE%5 1920 x 1080 15 %, Wl#i#h 60 Hz, fEBIE. MEHE T, FaEE RN
TRty W AR HREE 6 R0 2 60 cm, 7 5 )40 65 dB.

A TR PG 264007 8 5 A n-back (£ 55 W55 5256, WL 1% 46 % 5 1155 K H Go/NoGo 1E4535, 1
Z5 HRALSE AR B T LIS 28 B R 50 CRAP JEHUELRE IEPE(R ST L)« S GEATIAL) . o CF i
L)y=mtheEmfL, LA 12 KEHmILE R, BBy 50%, FHR B v B xh b B A R
AdobePhotoShop G b B R #E G — . Wr v M4 RHik B SR RIR T 48 75 B, B dE R PR (i % s
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H) PG A E) . PYECERE ) =M RS, LA 6 ME R, BB 50%, 254 Adobe
Audition CC #F AT ALFE, ARHA Ky 1000 ms, H B L HI7E 60 dB. M5B (V) ot 24 i LK
J, Wrs R (A) s 4 75 5 AT o B CAN) A0 ORI W o R T s SR B AE R RIS
P, ERRIIR IS, IR SOV (E VRIS 254 bR 2o B, SIS 2842 bR A B, TR 28 AU )«
n-back {55 A (AL L 3 B = BEELA(C, D, G, K, P, Q, T, V),

Figure 1. Example of emotional face pictures
B 1 FEmrLE R R

2.3. L&t

YR 2 (WS TAFRAZ e (G500 B0) x 3 (ISHOK0: IERERS . NS, SbEse)
x 3 (RIS Wrad fil . PRuC s AL 5 g0 0 B 1k P SR a6 v it
2.4, 1HEMITES N N-Back EZVUEH L

AT 5K H (PR 15 28 AT ¢ & AT n-back AT 25 XWUT 555258, 83T n-back {145 ¥ 3k & 2R, i s 4%
AL HEAFFA TN RS N . B AR n-back (1558 AVK SIS 73 —4H: Expl (flKFfef T
fEiEAZ)~ Exp2 (@i fifer TAEICIZ), BNSEE 36 e, HA s gk S flE UseaG . B SEIR T 4G

ZHTHR A RIS A RO P S IR, RSS2 “ ittt ENIES SR WRFHEHER
% “Q” #Eo

Figure 2. Schematic diagram of experimental procedure
E 2. LWRIETEE

TR, BT ENR GRS R EI A EEM A “+7 (1000 ms); Bl 5725 %5 h g BE D
EI A7 EE(S00 ms), [FEIRAE “+7 TETN J7 S UL GE SR I TE A SORT W SE S 3 R s AT U TE
) 500 ms.o Ik TAFICAZ 3 SE 5 A, 0-back ££: 55 B Rl islnt HARRI B (7B “C” )M S b (B “A”
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B); m TARCIZ AT, MBS ES 5 T TARCIZ 3SR i e M A . 1-back 55
WA BN LI T B, BRI 2B 78, B4R A W 24 5 BRI BEOE 5 5 50— xolig
BRSO [R] o dr 2R 24 T A RO 15 5 A — Ol o R A O R P B A “ A7 R SEIRURURE LI
2,

TELE RIS o TR, E BT LR G5 R e I B O EL AL “+7 (1000 ms); B 5 1E
s BRI 2 — A 5BE(500 ms), [FIRFAE “+7 1E N J7 5 B GE B G R, Wi B e o A
W B XUEE R 500 ms. MLWT 525 8 5 A 55 EORPOAE R R IS POk . ERIRE 2, IF Mot S
(IEVEIE LR Bbn i, VRIS 1 AR 6, s 2 AN BUR )«

2.5. HiEALTE

NG TARRZ A N KRR A U R AR £ R, AU FOREET 2 (I TAR L2 5
i ARAAST S AAET) x 2 (IEZE R IEMEESE . ARG EE) x 3 GRS Y. Wroc s, Madhis. HLnT
o JUEO) ) B I B 7 2250 T (ANOVA) . T A 7T G 25 IR AT 55K F I 2 Go/NoGo X, #iknt o
PERSEE AL, PRI IR 23 B 17 T A5 26 0 07 1 15 2 PR B -

I T B A A B B R T %, S MR p ke S R AR, HEBR 200 ms~1200 ms 2 A1 14
W, A 2.5 DMRUEZEMIBRAAE . 53 v AR O AL o H R Wt B AR R AT e B AR
JSORE R ) (RT) Ay o 22 (Hit rate) (9 98 A bnE 22 o 9 7 Rl TG AR RLSE, A FH BRAR 73 A1 2R £l (CDFs) 73 H7 % 2%
A () IR RIS ] (10 ms A ERATY), %A e ik R 50 2 3 ST 1) 5 455 A (Race model), BV P (Race Model)
= [P(V) + P(A)] = P(V) x P(A).

3. R
3.1. FRIT(ERIZAR T AFEEBERAINIEHRS kK M

AWFFCR IR 2 (TAECAZ 00 A%, 70) x 3 (I Z k. EME. k. fubk) x 3 (BB . M.
WPt A5 R P SE B0V T, DA w17 4 228 5 1 2 IS e (RT) AT IE 36 (ACC) My RIS i, it
AT AR T TR ICAZ SO0 . 25 8 55 B s B o K S S B A 9 A R . AR
B B AN A TAEICAZ SR R 2 A 0 A [ R AR RS 2 2R f S, DR S B W (4 T = A4l
AR R, AR TAEICIZ AT R | a2,

(1) EmE
AT FERASFE TAEACAZ AT 17 48 R0 BT 83 2 1 N R IE R SR s AT AT 2 0 0, 45
Rln# 1 Fos.

Table 1. Results of repeated-measures ANOVA for accuracy influenced by working memory load, emotional category and
sensory channel
F 1 TIRiCIZ ot BELNSRIEBEN ERENESNERESNER

df F p np2
) 702 413 .038
TAFiE1Z ey 1,18
702 413 .038
4.794 014 210
e 1,18
4.794 .040 210
N 1.615 213 082
B IE 2,36
1.615 220 .082
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i ) 251 780 014
TAEEIZ Al x B2 1,18
251 635 014
i o 2.046 144 102
TAEEAZ A x b i IE 2,36
2.046 170 102
o 1.653 170 .084
T x B EIE 2,36
1.653 215 .084
i 2.365 .061 116
TAEICZ g x HEEE380) x g 2,36
2.365 139 116

i *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001.

AR A (8 FERON AN B2, R AR B Ao A ey S s il o8 Bt B 16 48 B S A1 55 IR R o 22 5%
i LA ICAZ A I BOA A T8 48 B & IR R R P A O o 5 28 R 0 2RO R 2, Ul B e i
TAEVEMI AR AE I =R R R I 45 (5 B, IR R A 25, Eﬂf*%xﬁ(ﬁ%%ﬁﬂﬂ%AEﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ
HER R, BOCEE R ERNALE, R oL LA 58 =FAS [F 8 EIE T gl i R A
FEGETE o BRI, OIS 5 0O E R R BU5 200 T 15 28 88 & 1IER R R

FEAZHAE ) L, TARCIZ oA 5 15 48 2t 2 M AS AR AN B2, TARCIZ 0 5 i il 2 7]
AR HAEH, B2 5 RRGEEIE 2 WAL HARR,  TARCAZ b s T*%‘AZT%TU&’E’E@CJEEL #
ZIRRAZ EAR R R AN 2 o (AT, R TXE PR 3R 22 R ANA £ A TR M T X 125 368 T 1 2 8 5 A
P21 -

(2) Rkt

AW TN AN R S5 26 N 1 S LI B kAT T E BTy 220, AR ER (L 2).

ARz fer BAT 38 BN, RIEEAR AT Ay FAE I 0 T, B SR AN R, 5 AR A2
A A5 4 K 1 17 2 B 5 A 55 S T 2 3 A K o A5 8 RN AT ORI 22808, i A O TR YR DA
PR IR A [ 15 4615 S2EAT B IR BE R AN R I, 15 46 R R s L BN PR s i =l ) o R il Ve A
FRL, FoR =PSB REOEE 2 8], AR OB O S 2 R, i O AT S IS R
X 26 B T L5

THAEH L, IW@Zﬁﬁ%F%%%Z@ﬁEE%iEW%Fa1&—MM0pﬂmmnw—
0.440], RIIE & Ut S SLET (/E I 52 TARICAZ S Aar s me, W A AR EPE R s T AR $ais 5 i e i
ZIRTEAE HAE s 1 4 3t 5 B T 2 IR JE 38 AR FH DA K AR IR IZ Ay« 28 28 5 1 it i 1 2 []
=R 22 BEAE M TE G T2 5 S, BRI RT DA R 2 A ) B A7 DAL 25 350 AR o 52 N 3 ol i 35 Bk B A

Table 2. Results of repeated-measures ANOVA for reaction time influenced by working memory load, emotional category
and sensory channel

2. TRiglzoafa. REXNSREBENRNMNNESNEREDINER

df F p np?
i 14.628 .001 448
TAEIEAZ f Ay 1,18
14.628 .001 448
825.706 .000 979
TE 5 1,18
825.706 .000 979
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2.115 135 105
T I IE 2,36
2.115 161 105
i ) 14.140 .000 440
TAEZ A * T2 1,18
14.140 .001 440
k 743 483 .040
TARCIZ T x ERSEmIE 2,36
743 403 .040
1.871 125 .094
THE < ESEIEIE 2,36
1.871 185 .094
466 760 025
TARIRZ AT x RSN x BEEIEIE 2,36
466 531 025

E: *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001.

ARSI 2 AN IR AR SN R (ML 4% 3)R WY, o R IS b A VeI 45, 8w DA 26 AR H 4%
ﬁ F14 S IE IS S B AR SRR 2R A o AR )RR R RO T, W SO £ 5 2 I — s 408 b Wi 5 AR T 5
AR, T ELIE R 5 k15 48 ) BRI 22 S B

Table 3. Accuracy (ACC) and reaction time (RT) of participants under different working memory loads
= 3. FRIIERIZATHIKAEFRE(ACC) 5 R FAF(RT)

A& A A 5 571 fuf

L 3 AT 5 L W5 LT B

EME% 0.84 0.98 0.97 0.93 0.91 0.93
ACC
P 4 0.84 0.96 0.97 0.93 0.91 0.92
IEMES 705.56 789.41 793.52 891.85 900.01 912.92
RT (ms)

I 4 704.76 784.55 797.58 891.86 911.65 910.24

3.2. FETIERIZAT TREEUEEES

321 FEILERRIZATR TAEEBERINEFERE

N T DRV AN [F R ) T AR 12 G DL AN TR 28 20 T il s 45 B & i B2, 78 Sl
AT E AR (Race Model) SR % M IT 1B 26 88 6, s i) HE AN 2% 1 T 1 s I BN SR AR 73 AT R 40
(COR)E(tn 4 3 frzr). Race M2k 38 75 [ 52 4 Filr B pd of) ﬁ'%l(%)um « WTE A) S B TR]FN G PRI o5 K AE
T Multi i 28 0] 2 [ B 52 B0 799 b ) (R PR i Ml el T 75 281 ) 2L 552 S 7 B 1] R 0 A 15 0 » %7 Ml Bl
LR AR T Race B2k fi Zc B 208 2%, RIS bR XCH T S B B8 PR (0 R e st kK, 0 B A B 8 ) 0% S T 156 2
Bh.

W R, ERAm M. KA IEEES . mimr G4, w0y M1 253 10 R i
N, SERRAL T XUE TE (Multi) (¥ 5 R 8R40 A7 it 2 B AR 1e) 22 #2 31, £ 500~900 ms 2 [R] 32 fb e oK,
O R AT A BE I TAEICAZ SRR BE DL R 1 26 0 R FRROE 2 T A, Bl i 2 B R 5 e 40 W 0L i
BRI EBRATS, BRSNS EEA R —BENEE RS EER, LHEEEEE%
B AT
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R SR - IE P15 45

100 100

80 | 80 |-
60 | ==V 60
a0 | Multi 20 |

20 20

250 250

(A)

100

80

60

40

20

250

e VAAEMSLEE, A RKITHIEE, Multi fCRNTL 4818, Race fARFZHHIAL,

Figure 3. Race model of cross-modal emotional integration under different working memory loads
E 3. TRITFBIZ At THEREEEE SN TERIRE

AW FEE— 2 BN R S A N AR 2 (R A& 45 SR R TARICAZ S i A AR, FEAR B
PR T (W 3(A). 1 3(B)), Multi £k A1 Race B4k 2 [0 Z2BE 5K, JEHETE 600~800 ms 2 [H], XUl
T8 SRS IR KT BB BB KA, X B IRAE TEAIR S 13 100 T 5 IR T R 17 46 5 O T s 7 /e L
TS OL T (0 3(C). & 3(D)), Multi HiZEAT Race HHk  [8] FIFE B HGT, X2 RN AE s TAFICAZ fdir
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