Advances in Psychology /[0>FRZ2HERE, 2022, 12(5), 1638-1646 Hans Xl
Published Online May 2022 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ap
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2022.125196

ARIFEEANRE TIECIZRAER

F & FAH, ATFF, NFHE, £EK, oHEp”

U NG i DR RFERE SRR, DU RS
PTERNERR OISR, F2E THUER

Wk H i 20224F4H6H; FHHBER: 20224F5H16H; KA HB: 20224F5H23H

H E

HotERRB, FEOASERERME, BHEILSETESAERREOAR. W% TR
AMERI AR, oTVERELRFED, FHAERMLER P B 7T DA = oA D Re U7 I AR AE .
KRETALSRAERSE SN ARAARBEE LN TELZLRIFE—CER. BETE, BE
T FLAT AR SE TARIEZ, BRI T RRSAE TS ZER—eiEF, BHmASmMEBIETHE
WIZHRINKIR ARG TARR B E LA TAEC 2 5 M 4 T FUAE e 2 7 R B AT S Bk
Bk, H5BURmELAHEIN R R AMEER . ASCEN A A R 1G4 LRI 7= ML 5 T
LILERRER KR RHATERE, HREBERTEERNTRIER.

XA

EemFL, MW IL/EILIZ, ERP

The Performance Difference of Visual
Working Memory between Various
Emotional Faces

Qian Li?, Lijing Guo?, Zifang Zhou?, Ruyi Liu?, Yuxin Cheng?!, Chaoxiong Yel2*

'Institute of Brain and Psychological Sciences, Sichuan Normal University, Chengdu Sichuan
2Department of Psychology, University of Jyvaskyla, Jyvaskyla Finland

Received: Apr. 6", 2022; accepted: May 16", 2022; published: May 23", 2022

Abstract

Among social-emotional stimuli, emotional faces occupy an important position, which specifically
BURAR (=

SCESI A MG, WAE, AT, WEE, B, rHEME(2022). ARSI TIEICILENER. O
A 12(5), 1638-1646. DOI: 10.12677/ap.2022.125196


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ap
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2022.125196
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2022.125196
http://www.hanspub.org

E04 %

refer to human faces with certain facial expressions. The visual working memory is a limited
workspace where information can be saved online and can be accessed and operated by advanced
cognitive function during the maintenance period. A large number of behavioral and electrophysi-
ological studies have shown that there are differences in visual working memory performance of
different emotional faces. Specifically, angry faces can enhance the visual working memory per-
formance; fearful faces may cause some damage to visual working memory; sad faces will impair
face recognition encoding in visual working memory. However, the visual working memory of
happy emotional faces is mainly reflected in the choice of attention compared with other emotion-
al faces, and the time is slightly delayed compared with that of angry faces. This paper sorts out
the relevant research on the differences in visual working memory performance produced by dif-
ferent emotional faces as stimuli, and tries to summarize the possible reasons for these differences.
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1. 3l

P NSRS R~ AR E BRI —. %R — RV FMEBGR, ©R2RE I
W SBYERAT NRIERE P A A B S OB (CEARINEE, 2018). FEATE 25318 (Ekman et al., 1969)1A
NAFAENFRIEARE G ——PR . PO, R, BE&. B0, Wid. RSB ERTS. B, E%,
PRS2 R EAa AR . R, HE5E. T IILR TR B WM BRI AR AR, T B 30
HARE T EITHNEAT, ENRMSAT AN —AEERNE, MR8 NN —— N, n) g
PR ) ——— AN EEK ZK (Svegar et al., 2013). 5N RAERZBATI H H G EBRA RIS, AW
LA A FRATT H 5 W B E R 2 —, s 7 RENHES, Bt hmiEgE En
B E BRI (Knapp, 1972; Noller, 1985).

A KA 4 T FLEZ M N RGBT T UR TV R i, ) A 44 % 96 X (Visual Search Paradigm), AT A
BIF 98 R BAE 2 T AN [R] 475 48 25 0 0 T L GIUaR 27 2 v 8 28 E BRI, VA s ox A 7] 175 48 25 0 1 T L ) A SR
EH FrZ 7 (Hansen & Hansen, 1988; Ohmanet al., 2001; Gotlib et al., 2004; Fox & Damjanovic, 2006; Fris-
chen et al., 2008; Pinkham et al., 2010; Becker et al., 2011; Feldmann-Wiistefeld et al., 2011). Hansen 2 A {52
5(1988) R M A G 28 AL A Sy WA R B, IR HAR AR 56 248 (Anger Superiority Effect); Fox fll
Damjanovic (2006) M4k & 1 vEEX AR LI IL e w i s WA LA R, T2 8 Hix
2% BT, PRARIFLITT R T FL AT A 8 3 55 A SOt PR (Becker et al., 2011). MLk, TERPEREFE
WEFEe,  AAEICRE S AT SR 55 I A A AR T 48 1 i 1r R H Ok 34T T AN A2 1B A B PR SR 1 THT L )
1PV R (Gotlib et al., 2004).

52 B IR VE R SRR R R, BRRIE 2 T T UG ST A 48 T FLAE DRI AR AE H AT SR IZ )
ARGz — 1) TAEILZ(Working Memory) e fEH . TAEICAZ RN TR S m gt B 2 18] (1) PR R 4t
(Baddeley, 2012), 8 IF =2 & 78 NS A 5045 04 o 13X A A B ASE JFG i o A 2 17 S S0 B 9 16 5% B 38 2
(Gambarota & Sessa, 2019). HH1, W TAFICZ 2 — N BB KA R TAEM, HpmLg E

Tk
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RArBLgom . 3=RBOEN T &0 kT EE(Cowan, 2001; Luck & Vogel, 2013). —fiAA, S TAED
LI TRZYN 3~4 AR (Luck & Vogel, 1997), iAW 7R AR AL CAEICIZ 2 8 KL 2 5K
FL(Jackson & Raymond, 2004). %F#loE TAEICIZ 2 &2 H 5 B e A g s 36 [F] v g (Alvarez & Ca-
vanagh, 2004), B AT REsE AR5 B 5t B8R T S8 c A2 B gl o« T 8 T LI A 78 B,
PRI ALAH LG, ML TS 26 T LI fE 1225 B A ot &7 1 B A L #(Wilken & Ma, 2004).
IR B VE R TG G T FLHE A 5 5l il v v &, B R 5 A6 N5 TAE1E 12+ (Gambarota & Sessa,
2019). fFltn, Jackson %5 A\ (2009) 8/ 7t K& AT RS (1155 26 T FL AE B8 38 2 0 o TAEICIZ RN, 5 2Ri Fl i
RARERR G R TR TAECIZ H T FLRAE 4 i A 4E 35 (Jackson et al., 2014); #Lot TAECIZx T BA
TERAE UM () T FLARR S0l HE LAI 6 (Ye et al., 2018); 354751 45 5 BCAR S8 A ue A1 AZ Hh e TR £ 473 R 70 2
3458 (Zhou et al., 2021); 55 b RIS F 50 A L ARG 28 T LA 5 A 52 AR 1C 12 (Curby et al., 2019). TKT
RS S T ALAORF A, A AR IR SR LA R e 38 08 (Svegar et al., 2013), V736 1155 A (2019)—
SCHER B B R . SEIRAR T R E DA AN T AR = AN U7 T 22 57 1T e i PR AR AT AR 35 30 BE
PRI FEEFERH .

ZE BT, WREANFEIESE ML TAEICIZRINE R B CEE, A SCHAMEC & U2 LIEN
R AT N e 5 AR B B A5 G BT L, SRR 25 A [R) 1 46 ThT L AR AR IR 2RI 22 e S 3 P Ak
ZE BT R JE A
2. BEEILAMETIEIRICERNESZE

KT ALRIBE o DU — BAT R Seieye RO 32, o B s H A 84k 5 2276 5 (Change  De-
tection Task) (Luck & Vogel, 1997). AL 52276 a2 1 e A pik I IZBES], — Bt (I (Rl e] b8 e
S IMARES] o BT LWL E S 5 MHARE S 2 (8] R A o3, IR ISR 4258 S Bi (Alvarez
& Cavanagh, 2004). {7 ASZIRVE KBS TAEICIZ IS, 4EFr. IREVERE, Xl fEd, %
157 30 S R 2 5 (Miller et al., 2014; Zhang & Luck, 2011), 4+ ] kg i 7] () K45, (Zhang & Luck, 2009),
& SR EURIE AN F] (Geigerman et al., 2016)%% ] BE#R <> 520 2 i J& 1042 G —— R R A1 OV, 4
AR, BIFFLE T B 2% 1 S8 YT B 20 A BT R W AE R R G SR T 2 TR e AR IS 12 R AR
B SG INIE A PRI, DA A o 2 U5 TR AN I TR B

TR, AR Z i RS AR S 7, X H AT AR IZ N E Tk
— o A SCEE S B F R 5 H A7 (Event-related Potentials), AR ¢ LA LA FRAE S0y, —
PR IR (R0 175 J FRAE, S Bt DK ok o T 7E A 3 PR R R A 11 S S (Hinojosa et al., 2015). IX AT 445 s A= 2
SEG WIAIE FE T EAE R T8 OC AT 55 1 [R] F 1C AT TR B s 3y, HG P BiE 9 2 i R FHORE I A 38 7% 3 %
43 (Alvarez & Cavanagh, 2004; Gratton, 1998; Luria et al., 2016; Luria et al., 2010; McCollough et al., 2007;
Pomper et al., 2019; Vogel et al., 2005; Vogel & Machizawa, 2004). Xl 4EIR %zl E 5 (Contralateral Delay
Activity, R N2pc)& — P EICIZORFF IR RFSEAEAE I T vENS e, sl TH S iC 2 I B P e S M A B
(2 1A 2= R0 ) A 0[] 0] 4D i R 975 3 2 22 3R 45 (Gratton, 1998) . ‘B FIFR I A 4 15 BT A7 il 400 o SR AE F B
(Alvarez & Cavanagh, 2004; Vogel & Machizawa, 2004)#1)5i & (Luria et al., 2016; Luria et al., 2010)#H¢, B
FHiAZH ORF T H B B AR G g n,  JRERIA R EWIREE T8 . XMIT A S BB S
(RIBIEF 7 V5 Re % B SR AE R BOL S TAR A2 A5 BB, AR 2 3k e B2 — A7 9 SEER I i h — 28
BRI 2 0 I S AR I 4

eAh, TAECAZH HYEE S B2 R 5 783 (Chen et al., 2021) A1 n-back 53X (Kaposzta et al., 2021),
{2 IG LG RIBECR PRI PR, e AFR B2 Bbr o, dkom Jeik A B2 4R i o W SRR T LA S8 CAR A2
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AP AN(Jackson & Raymond, 2004), #H3-4 n-back YA AT REN KT, J& S0 78 1] DAL & 2R A
N-back 76 xUHF 70 1% 46 [ FLAE TAE 1242 IR B BRIR I o

3. FRBEEINME TIEICIZRMNER

155 45 TH FL/E R AR 8 T AR ICAZ A i 78 E4R T2 (Becker et al., 2011; Jackson et al., 2014;
Jiang et al., 2016; Lee & Cho, 2019; Liu et al., 2020; Sawaki & Raymond, 2014; Sessa et al., 2011). HrF 5
RHPRAR . A8, s, BURSE BAARIEI LH FLE AR, RIAS [F)1E 265 1 AL AL 5 TAE 2
I TAFAE—E Tt

3.1 ERREEAL AR E TSI R

MEA B AR, VTR s 2 5 o M =, AR T L e TAEid 129w, If
H & G A7 E TAE L1274 (Jackson et al., 2008), b it & 1 £L AT LA 5 A0 58 TAF 1242 ) 2R B (Jackson et
al., 2009; Jackson et al., 2014),

Jackson 25 N IHEFE11(2009), —3L4 5 ANSEES, FIEE R A 6 N EES MK EER, B4
B HA =M LU PURAI ) AEF 8 PP L AR ICAZ AT 55 o BRI R I (AT 55,
L& A, RG2S, T TAE A2 RS - B0 a8 H . BFFC N G7E 1000 ms
PRI I 1 2 4 skinFl, FFIENINIG 2GRSO HERYE . S5 5R, I TAEdfZd, i
TR AL By B A At B 2 TR T AL S i A T AL S o BBAL, I ISR IR, R T AR B
MR gmfdples . AL HEE . ARACPRIE N . R0 3 R ks e T FLAE PR T FLUSC & PR R . 1]
RE S B 105 T L S A A2 FAT Re R AT A SR, BT DURE 8 15417 2 T AL eH I e AR IR 1236
B LF . BEAh, Jackson Z5 A (2014)IE BB T FLIERL 52 TAEICAZ W I dmid 5 4 RS 2008, IXTE—5E
PR F e 7T T A LA 58 TAE LA T i AR 3 R

RAR I FLAE AT G L AL —Fh, & A TARICIZ RIS B LA i ANE . £E Curby 55 A
(1) — TRURIF 5 Hh At R IR ARL TR FLAR T ML A 1242 (Curby et al., 2019). 7EABATTRIPUASEEG H, SEaG &5 R —
B, AR ALALSE TAEICAZ R ILIE BOUSAS, 2R tH A (BT, (EANSZ RS /N2 o 3
P AR RAAAE T IR I BSL AT AL b, HAOX b oA LIS S M=, A & AT 2R T L2 Tk
SRR ZE S R MATTIAC TS A B AU E R TAEICAZ AR, — S5 5% 5 1 5 1 DX ) Fl A
Ak s, FFHARZBERIE ENIZ WP . SR, 7EERIE 2 L s L X R B2 =
H BRI (Linden et al., 2011; Liu et al., 2020; Zhou et al., 2021). Linden %5 A [ 5t (2011) 3R B TE T FL L
PEICAZ by $ARRE B R AAE TS 26w ] 1Y, % AR LA e A2 AR A T A PR LY o

B SCERATTAE P B | —L8AT A SE BT 9T, AR AT DU B B — A7 N SEBa i 45 SR 2 52 B2 RE 51 ) &2
LIS TE], DA R s A R 2 B, AT BUT MRS 22 5 AR B 54T S50 1 45 6 Re 0T 1) 8
oI B, T e A WL AR B A ST — AR FUAN R 4 LA AR L2 R I

Sessa %5 A [P — T HEL AR BRAE 50 R s 1 RV I L5 A v LR A AR IR 12 4 FE i 22 57 (Sessa. et
al., 2011). M RIS Pk mmLAZAR LS 12 5. ZBF AT AL BaGiilE
AT FVEL A 500 ms, AR VEALAE) B A PSR 7 ECAZ R T E I E Sk 23 200 ms, £ 200—
400 ms (1) ] AL (8] b 5102 BES) S 3 200 ms, B4 &> 900 ms HICAZREFFI, e JE HELRE S B
BB SR o Ak T A W K S R T LS 0 AZ PR B AR R 5 R A e . 1R B A R 1
skER 2 SRIEFL, AR BRI AL A& 23 AEAS A S e b gk 47 o AT SR 6 i 78 v [ I SRl R i 1)
RAEPRES], AL A2 I H AR S A BE IR (A2 AZ % 2101465 J5 ) 100 ms £ 900 ms) ;™ A= Fpxf il i&
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RSN R o B AT s R AR 02 B Tk T AL, R I FL e AZ R I p 1 T FLEE 4T
H A ) 5 SRR B 26 T LIS 2 B AR I0AZ 1 oKL AR R, R L ot O B 3R V5 B 1R 1 o %
KA HEEALE, RSz 2R FL e Z A e LR, M5 TAEICIZ R A7 T B2 1005 8 A
2 MIEDLR, YERERYIEE FLAN PR T LS (X B IR VG ) E 35 2 5, AT Re A& RUNAAAE RIEAR BN o 45
BAT RN A H A5 BT DUIE B AR T FLAE AL E TR ICAZ i e Le R T LI S 4 S F R R AE B A
AR YCIE B BT PE B T AL A IACRE mT A 28 3 gl AH D% P i 28 ThT L b

BN, X T0 B PR T AR R 2 Th AL ) AR BRI T e, N R I 155 8 T LR S v 5 AR v AR
Wz I N RAR B gt (Liu et al., 2020), (HEA 47 A HAEBUESE R W], FEICIZA05 AL, AAIAE &
H L E TAECAZ P BT B IR 39 58 (Zhou et al., 2021) 0 3% A 05 Bl R e BRI B BRI S 9], SR UAE £
R R G W AR BAER, 1 R A ESRAAT M AT AR DRI, i AR B TR, Ao
LA A2 47w 7] (Explicit Memory Bias), AT 53545 1 FLEAR AR 9w i 55 4E+F (Gotlib & Joormann, 2010;
LeMoult & Gotlib, 2019).

L BT, TG 2 T LA AR S IZ R 2 R AT T S A s BB AN AR e e L. 15
TR RE 8 3 AR AT A AR A2, R T AL 3 A TR v AR A2 T340 1 44 T FLAE
AR B3 rh 5 IR E N sema A BTN, B 20k 58 1% ARLSE TAE A2 A i AN R Jm, (H 23540
I £ L T ARSI SR

3.2. MRIFEE ALK TIEICIZRA

A KRN 28 T FLVE R IR0 TARCIZ I A A 7 0, RERAPURIG AL, fTAZIA
SRR 2 1 £ AT LA SR AR TAE 42 (Thomas et al., 2014; Svegar et al., 2013), 3 H & 45 S 1E =W 7R
IR R L () F HLA (Juth et al., 2005; Holmes et al., 2009; Williams et al., 2005).

— IG5 HR A1 S SIS 8] 73 47 R 6 A 3 BHAE AL 8 TARICAZ A, B i V8 A A 2 AR A 7 26 1)
T FLEEW S VER At Ha &, I LA 5 #ic i (Thomas et al., 2014). Ak, — AL 5 223 2 A BT
FU R BRI FL AL 34 RS (Svegar et al., 2013). fEXIUHFFCH, 25 8 H w] LAR (5 B AL 5 1R
B g6, AR R R TFLAICIZ R TR RIG R, UL PR TR S IR KA L
PR RGNS H e . BARAT A S2I0 A F AE IR 98 26 W1 175 45 T AL A0V B 3k R AR & T3 AR 15
8 R I g PR T FLRN AR B T L, RIS A T FL AR PR % THD L AT B o 2 T FL e B PR IR 51 ¥ 3 7 (Holmees et
al., 2009); {Hf& Svegar % (2013)IN AR IR G BT HBRATFIAA RGN F BN, MERATHE &5
RIS T R By, ARTE S IR RN T, PURIRE PR TR, RS & — P BRI 4
FrATERRRIE RN o] AR 2 mFLIAL 3 TAE L2 00 22 7 5 FAh WS 4 T FLAH LU o 2 e e ik
PETTTH, HABR TS 26 b 00 B THTFLAE B 1) B 4E0R o 7Ry AL T AR G248, AH EF J& 1)
RILSCHE T A& G LB, 1A T FLEl R o L) P 7 AR i ) RIS s 70 (Xu et al., 2021) . ¥ ot %5
(2021)— 3L R IR L5 X—— 3 B A A A8 2R VO ORI B AR 1 AZ B AR A e 223 AR AR AL AR AT R A
T DA A X PR AR 2 AAT A R B ARG G B 2 R T = AN AT REX A [ 28 e ) RIS
FIEEE WA WM R, XL FORROE R, SLI0 R B AR R .

4. INESRE

i Eprik, ST AN ETE S8 T AL AL E TAR S IR ILZE FeAEAT WA AR BT L B A BORIE R, TH
WeAE 2 LRI TAR ISR R EL R Bt 2 L AT PSR A AL o TARICAZ, T8 R 2547 T FLXS
M TARCIZ A It s, (EAEFIEIOE (3 rh A5 407155 48 T FL O RE R o OGS T 78 B 4 AR o DRAR 15 45 1
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FLABER AL —FE, BEARSGWIIER, AMEERAT G TAEICIZR I . 57 N HX Lemf 7t p# R A
[E) 155 26 TH LA AL TAF 2R IE FiARH . SRR, AT PG B i — e FUR IR R T 24 FLI
TAEICAZ R ZE T BB AT REBR IR . dn, Jackson %5 A 2009 4= IR 78 ol ik B PR R TR T FL = A AL 34
BIE, FEFERR T ReBEDRAS . RN gmAg BRI EvEHE KT IFLRAE 2 R AF R 3 Curby %5 A\ 2019 4F
IR FE R PR R T AT LI AL S8 TAEICAZ BRA O SR IR, &5 S WA R AR T FL AR AN 2 bR T S0 i K1 22 57
PAKAE IR TER R FE 12 B R T AL 5 48 350 2 5

JE P AT I H AR T AL AR B BUER AR 1) B AR T FL AR A BE PR e, X — R IR RR g N
H LA o KT FpRRs, AATHE A BRI« HbsE 7 Rt (B B Ax AR b
P HARTE 2R 5y 51 S i =70 1) A0 < HRain L7 R Ui (AR BU TR S EE P H AR IR0 T
T B B AR (TP n TRk, AT A 58 SRt i BB 14 H A7) . — TR 9 36 1ok 47 FH . S T L
MZEH SRS, ENFRN D SIS, REEIREGEEE, K H AR E m) R 1515 21 55K 1 S HF
(Shasteen et al., 2014). 3 4h—T0 B 76 PR AR TR 1 08T R 00 L3515 I R R G it 7 A I ()t
FERIWE RAERIE D IAES Fio PR B B, ARG AT T AL A FE S 3l PP S A G
AL(ERP) R, 5 1R 5 B2 8] i A <P (Calvo & Beltran, 2013). N170 (150~180 ms)fEi%% . 2L EATIE 1
FE R, N2 b, B S 0 A7 (EPN, 200~320 ms)sf bR AR A & e T FLE A BT iG55 ;. P3b (350~450
ms)£E PR SR AN AP T AL B2l s 18 1E 9 (SPW, 700~800 ms). X #7s T fiEIE B A 1 5391 il T (N1170),
175 B FE Bl MR B (W AL AR ) B X 43 (N2 AT EPN), DA R FR T2 18 1 22 53 Pk (A B 5R) A2 138 £ 43 2% (P3b) ATl
WA (SPW). 1M H, N2. EPN. P3b Fl SPW 5 7r FUERAPERIE B ¢, X o3k BIAT B IR 1R 1% U A
BYF PR R T AL A Tk i I s, R TE S5 I R BB b, T AS R 1R AR RN T

HHUERT L, H B IVF 25 SO A RIS 26 T AL 45 A CARICIZ R I 2 = H L SR R R A ik R,
ERZAFHAERTING I ER 41, HI AR IR B IE M AR TG, AR &5 Al &k
SRR T BN [ 175 28 T FL AL BE AR e 12 B TALHIBEI T IR N 7T

BB

AT 5T [ K SRR 3 42 (31700948) % B

BEE

FARMA(ES), FRACHE(E), RAB(G), 2K () (2018). [F4 0% NIRRT M .

R, (TR, A, B0k (2019). 4 T FLIE R R 1A BRI CALE] BRI R IR AR, £ H IR, T1(1),
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