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REZEEMERL: ARAESDIEMFHNA
B Heds

G TP K2 &, K% 116029)

B E JANTREZALASMOLTRERE TRMZERGED), LaEH R LH— 77 SBflT
KB, VGBI TS, AT E R B2 F Lk AEL e FEL BT, REA4%
I E NN A, ETREEZETANASENE N ERAL BB REG EIE, MERLERL, LA
WAL A EAAT A R T I G RN, AT w B A 6N E P B AN E RS, — BT
fMRI #= ERP $9FF AW, MERRE TH BT AT ZER BT TRORENETHIA X, MEL4AL
@it K. BRI ERIAEIERE, AT AMNSAEG RS, FFHAEBS QAL BT
A Bt AR, B R B e ) BT

KHEE O AERB AEXS; FEARL, P i B

%S B845; B842

1 SN EMERFHRE PR ARRE . 2 2 A E AW TR AR B N
I 2 8 % 0 0 S A0 7 AL 23 i 3 (1) Y FR A A% 28 1) 23 S BRI & TR Al #I T ¥ (Van den
XTRFFU A R, B A TE e AR A I Bos, & Lind, 2002); —j& 18 52 5 A g i, A~
K, AR AN E R L X S, A H PR IE A W0 5 4% 4 1) 28 P #2118 (Murray,
6 5 P B e ik o T R 40 2 Wil L 3l 3 v Ak 1) 2005; Uhlmann, Brescoll, & Machery, 2010). i1
PR, AN BE S WS R BH 1L B A S, R R M) — S SR B, IX SO R AP HO AR R ) TR
AT LR SFe B0 R BE LA 2 A5 o RN B BN, LA A FLRIWE S, e e iuE AR
BILMKRB RGN EFEY & 2 MY E 1 7% 22 45 (Bayer, Gollwitzer, & Achtziger, 2010;
WEALEs, M AR W EE I, BEResI Ry Murray, Holmes, & Pinkus, 2010).
AR R AR e R . SRR, SRR WM& RG L AN XRR, EAET M
(R0 FL 20 W) B A TR (OGO RUORY, FF5F e B R 10 il o 28 [0 B35 30, 3B AL th 51 R 1
NERFEH RFFE VIO Efh e WD B RN — RF0 BT N RN . B IR A0k, Tl
I, SO TR, WOR T IREAT IS, R g T 5 R A 2 AT b S R A FL B4
BB ) B B AR A R WO TUE R AL, IF9IK i se AT 2 4 B TR R AR &, B T 45
B RIS 01T - WK 3R 1T A AT £ 7 755 22 90 T 5 2 8 40 A3
DR ARG NATIR R RUAUE SUERIB e, e 2L 800 10 R S AL R, 1
FAR AL NATXS 8 B P Ak 5538 K 25 a0 e R T i 7 [l (cingulate gyrus)th 28—V L. B, 4045 E
LELESEI RS, PO ARR OB BESINL oy e o w1, 090 108 47 2 00 £ 5§ 4K (Maclean,
KDILMBITORIR T ADOIRFEEDI, L 1993y ypapsk, 55 il kS5 4R HAR (functional
G R P BB MERE A THOBLS, 1T LU KR 5 4 magnetic resonance imaging, fMRI)FIZE 4 4H <
IR R AL 3 R o IR PO R 4ok 1 B (Van den Bos,
2007). Biltn, fEAEGERI A BARE K, AT
P Ay AT e A 5 LA AARTII, 224 cingulate cortex, ACC, fiL#¥f Brodmann 24, 25 Fl
WIEK. (B3, 2/0F 2 RMELEHESNA 32 )4 0B IR . i, R A

W H A 2010-05-25 ACC & N B W% R4 FHEMWME K
WIRESE . 14 7E, E-mail: hu_jinsheng@126.com (Eisenberger, Lieberman, & Williams, 2003;

{i7.(event relative potential, ERP)IIWF KW, &4
N AT T 52 PR R, BT 91 Al [B] (anterior
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Ullsperger, Volz, & von Cramon, 2004; Liddell et
al., 2005). i HJ B R R E O ACC 5 3 I BE 5T
W], ACC 7E NATTRS BT $0 3 S5 i v e A W
WES), B ACC TR RM B TR T A
ol ok T E W AE B (Hester, Nestor, &
Garavan, 2009; Ursua et al., 2009; Alexandera, &
Brown, 2010).

2 MEERERESI A A EX D
2.1 EMIBE

R H 45 B BE 48 (terror management theory)fi
W, AMIENTEZE TR AN A B, X5 R
HOWFE T RAR . Bk, 0 AATTREAT PR T $E R
WG TS R4, IR AT A R B B 2
Gy oK 22 R I SV T 45 (Greenberg,
Solomon, & Pyszczynski, 1997). Van den Bos &5
(2005) BT AR B, #hos A IEAE R SCA M 1Y
FEH B 5y, SEFET AR BRAT B G . fhiksk
WA 2 AR T IR T 1 1), ket
ATHET 4R T8, A MATEAT IR T 328 . RS,
I3 X AR LA IERA N EMET . &R ER,
TESCI A R, BE32 08 IE FIAS A TE 2 3 (1l i) &5
S AW A S e e, T A o 2 A K ) B 4 R
AT RGN IERW . XYL, AT b 5%
rp IR B A B R B 0 R B ok 0 B )R
NIE.

AT AL 25 50 R Bk B IR AN 32 2 B I,

SR T RS, R AN X TR B R

o ¥ (1 7 AT A - A E fR 37 (Sivanathan, &
Pettit, 2010; Marigold, Holmes, & Ross, 2010).
Miedema 5(2006) ST HL, 4 A QR A
M e R R B AR B N BB, gk &R
A IEREF BERME. fELR T, TFRE
SAFEFTT 2 PiOg B 55 . 45N A 2 AN T B g
BN ARVEAN . &5 RELW], b T BB s
Al b A Z AR S s THEZHA
IER D
22 FHERE

ANt e P4 £ #E i (uncertainty management
theory) I\ 24, 2 A5 B AH € <N 77 AEA
2. REERELE . Rk, X AATTREAT AN P
PRI A 23 VR T R 4, AR AT AT T — 4t
5 SCAR RS AN B 3 1) T 3O AN i A2k 3
TEHE. oA EMEN—FEZ RSO M,

200 ReAE AN 1 S 3 0GR R A AATE
O3 IE PRk D X A AN 2 E (Van den Bos, &
Lind, 2002). K46 HKAE B2 D0, &
I35 AT B 45 Rk O Lk N K S 7R 10 A
JE, MR B 2 P BRI T R 4, H 9T A
ATk 28 1F SR AN 8 P REAT 7 #. Van den Bos
Z5(2005) ik SEI AHFOR P F 2 A>T AN E Pk
ZHIR A PEEIANA AT XA KRG,
BT A IEM AN IERFER . g5
JELRBRE SR, R A, B2 AIEMAL
TERR P IR A8 0T 45 SRR I i 22 S Wl 2, T4 I A
[ A B 4 A Z R P 2 T A IERE . X B,
A T A T A B I B B R BE P ) et
oL F AR .

MM A S KR T I, B2 Ps
R, JFARAE AT I RS 2 1 6 A B E T
4T % # (Sinaceur, 2010; Tyler, & Lind, 1992).
Van den Bos %5 (1998)7E %] I #] J& 5 {5 1545 1T 1
GO, Rk 3 Al 551 4, Bhla e s
T ERRMAREAEN; 5 2 A, Bl e s
R EAMEAGEAEN; B 3 A, ol BRI ER
HAREERE . RIG, 4l 7 2 Em
FIANIEMFEF. i REKW, 5 1. 2 4l 4
SN R B A 2 B AR, A 3 A
Bl 0 B 52 B T RRT A I K R

3 FREFEX 2 EFIRT A0

OO B, ETUEE BN I A E AN fg
RGNS B SR AR RS o B4, O 45 1 o %o
NIEHIW =R R e ? TSR I, TSR
)2 IE ) W 4 g A e ok B DR 00N N AR i
Fl i
3.1 BE#HRidiE

B ¥ 3L FE (substitution processes) E R A TE
A EH 2 T A T R AH DR R AN E I o FE AN 2 1
BErr, AT o AR e 0015 B AE R JE R
PR 4 RN A IEREAT 0T, 3 AN T R gl A e i
T o X RN 1 M B0 B e FR 2 B B
NATTE 2 TE 4 1T

Van den Bos %5 A (1997)/) sz %1, 244
LA 0 B 14w BANH e I, A ATTx &8 S IE 1 )
Wi AT e B e A IR BT ek e, MIEERAES
BIP A IEZERAT Bl i, Eimh, ik
e s B — T 45, A T ik 5 At A i b A
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AR AL AR 5 R T M R ECR AT 4 R TR,
SO IERIRUR A IERIRR Y . 63, Fx gkt
17 3 Fhscoeab®E: 55 1 41, fh AR RIS R A
Ol 28 2 M, ARFEIME R A Oz 8 3
4, MAGBAHE. S8R ER, 5 3 4t
1) 48 SR e 0 6k 32 B N IE D s e, R RR P
IERHIW AR AE. T 1. 2 AR, LLEA
TEMRE R AR IERERE, X4l B2 1F 1R 340 W 48 8
W, BIEH AT ARG RA L,

Van den Bos %5 A\ (1998)if K B, ' #eid FEAS
AL AEAL 25 LB G A5 AN 2 B R 2R, 78 oA
HEAEEAT RS RA . fELid, AT
55 1. 2 BRI T A e ME AL B, R AT A]
RESTFBIIEFI & 1, (LR E £ G S 8I%E
RoBJa, &1 AR B 04 R4, 8
2 AHRB A R EM 2. 3.4, 54
TR AL, BTG R SRR, B 1.
2 20 B KT 45 SR B I I B A2 RE S TE A B
MEE 3. 4. 5 A ululont &5 5L i b7 52 FE e 24K i)
WL 25 2 5. Skitla (2002) R BL, XF4ER
GO 2 PR 7= AR O E IR R I, FEE A IE
X &5 B E FI WA R . AH R S5 R R
EHERFAEATEREET, WERESRAIE
SRR 4 IE FI bt 2 A 5 .
3.2 HEHE

T RIBUN (primacy effects) 2 F5 AT THI 5 8%
HOARH e R BRI, Se AT i1 B E SR AR BT A
TE BT (¥ 5% 0 55K Murphy (2008) 4, AN A5G
T B0 56 8 52 W 4 T ) W7 B ) A% 2 AR 0 s s, HF
T X6 2 I H W 7= 2 521 . Smeesters 45 A (2010) 4,
INE[SE TS50 AR, AR 2 A4 W 17 58
T, SeETE 50 SERE A 0T AT A IE AW AR E
el PR 2 (4 5% 1

Lind (1992) W\ &, MAGRHEH LA &5
AT MEAT R, SERTS bml 1 B ) B 2 1E ) W
B KT G R IE R . W20 EEY R
HIOAUF T IXFE— A58 FLPME B g 1 m Bt
P IE AT 2 8K . Van den Bos 25 A (1997) 1)
N, 2 T AR AR IX R I G, o 1 ER R 3 B,
DR A At A7) 0 S 56 R AR S I T R AR B AT
IR, URRTE RS RE R Z A H I
Tt A5 B AT IE T 5 i 58 K 1T 24 45 SR 15
BAERFE B Z A I, 4515 BXA EABY

A Uy NS
3.3 1R

A% i ) BT A H5 AT FE T4 B b 1) A 1IE A
W L KA 158 w6 A TE BN TE TR VTN B 3

Miedema %% (2006)7E 556 1, X 5246 21 4k
AT T B IR R AR, X A A AT B
R R)G, kg3 A OE R8I g LT A IE
FIWr o g BRI, e fl A &5 R 5 Ak A4
W, TS HBAAIE, TE OISR A
B IABATIA S A A IE, 1 H, Btk A£
e, HARXNFERYMELEEZER. Ll
PR A, B4R A Z B A A
P X UL T 4 B2 B, AL i
LU 3R AR i P 24 T

Van den Bos % (2005)WF 51 T 8 k1 15 FH A
TE TG BEXT A IE W s o S0 o A ik A R
SER IS, ARG 5) Ah— 2 N R I Y
RIX AT 4 HECGEANAE . RJE, 20 0 s 56 41 9t
TREAT TPk PR R RN o Pk SR I, h 4 T A A
AT B AL SR . T JE, gl AR Ay
Fe 17 J% 2 3% (Positive and Negative Affect Schedule,
PANAS). %53 g I 5 5 1A 40 52 T A 21 )5 I AR
PRANE WA 28, A b ke 40 7 22 0 s T 0 &R
G d)E, BB A ERFIA L ERTRE
e Iefa, H 7 mERIEAN SR 2T A IEM
PR . AR, SCH A AP HI 48 PANAS
35y 75 S W3, Uk I S0 201 1 TS ) SRS T T
R G . B DM NTIR R, 002 A 1 4
RAEBARNIEHWAR S 5EHAA B ER,
T 50 HH TR AR 35 TR Wl A IE R AR T B ) T
4, Van den Bos 25 (2008)i8 i FH A= 3% & WL
2 Tl o o) RS B8 N A TE W . ST
S G SR FH Y 4 v L (0 B 6 = A T A T T Uk
WV b TR 3 S A SR R R & BN
SRR KT A S T ) . &5 AR SRR B, T )
WA 9% OIS TUE R 48 0F H 5 B0 2 1E B 1) i
paIl T

4 MERFHEEMIIRE

I P 175 S5 AN ANl R A B8 2 TR0 T R S,
M0 51 23 1E S0 FRE 22 BB W™ A s i . 4,
TS RS AT ACC RIS B A 445 2 1IE ™
SN ? AN DEFIE NN, T R E RS
MR AEAE T B e SR MR L A 4 AR AL AN A AR
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P 3 4 id 2 (Eisenberger, Lieberman, & Williams,
2003; Ullsperger, Volz, & von Cramon, 2004;
Lieberman, & Eisenberger, 2004).

4.1 HSEENE R

O 2R 8 10 b 58 M D 2ok P e e B S B
PRACDIRZS 2 TB) 1 b SR EAT W 4% 1) i FR . ACC e
SEME M ER SN Ny, wh o B FR 2 — A R,
20 T2 RE % S B0 B S 45 L BEARDIR 25 22 ) 2%
s EAHE, ~HERS ANTERRZ, ¥
FEAEMRIFGI R ACC K% E) .

SRR BT SRR 0T T R, AE A
e, ACC HA mREZE it i thhe, JIf
7E %5 R 5 A AT 8 I B I B9 (Botvinick,
2001). Eisenberger % A (2003)/H fMRI A ic 5%
B AR T v b T B IR U R 1) T g B, XA
TR AR G AP SN HAHBEER, S5
A ek e RN DR R AR AL, A B
T FIHE e 252 50 20 4 3k W 20 48 e e SN,
FHi 4 R sS4 2R B ACC (dorsal ACC,
dACC, f1.4% Brodmann 24 F1 32 [X )5 Jy W & [ 3%
W, UL ACC 70T 5 48 1) i 58 Mot Wk Rt i
HELEEM.

42 TBERIETIE

O 28 5 10 15 4 2 AIE T P 2 Sx M 3] (1)
RUATTEEVEVPAY, JERE VPO 45 RA% 3 2 i i
FEo ACC 1% &8 PR BB N, ACC REXT s il 2]
(R SEREAT PR, T R PE A b W AR 1 s 7 AR A
1% AH 2 43 (error-related negativity, ERN)JFf45 3L
st 2, AR AR . A2z MR Y
Wt e DRIk, 22 g 155 555 BRAN A 5 17 58 S T
BRGE, TS RGN AV SN A R
AN

FH 1087 [ 453 8% 5 AR v o7 K 301 I8 52 o 7 S
o5 N RIAIEFE I 2 8 Y, 0 0] 453 5% A 4% 0 1 AAT)
it . WA R T ACC fEfE e AL
PR PR, B R s I SR 2 X ACC 1))
H ¥ (Foltz, & White, 1968). AT 5T £ W,
i ACC RS I A AR 7 i) At (Lieberman, &
Eisenberger, 2004). H3 855 ACC g T8I
AT Ny Jet o sR it Kb, R 2eflc 4
P NS S e | VAR (T TR P { o 1T e ]
Eisenberger %5 A (2003)[1 S5, # i id o 2ok
i) A SR AR I L R e S BRI e R . IRl AR A

SURT fMRI 4 S, Bk 8 BAR A 10 o AR
5 dACC 53 035 IEA G . X e SR e ],
ACC 7ETE ARG L RAEL B h B 10 =
ZERIAEH]
4.3 EREEIE

T 25 490 (1) 2 A4 U 438 i 7 A o A 4
LIAAT R, REHBEL ML RERE. ACC
PAT e ER NN, ACC R 1 i 4 VP 45 A%
3 45 WU AU 2 2 (prefrontal cortex, PFC), Jf i1
PFC RO IF KA ILHAT DI RE . B, 24
T AN o SO T R AR, AT AT DL
Tk R A S R RTAT Ay RV AR 1 AT B, AT RE
Wi 2 TE 5/ T2 1F 4 o

Ullsperger 2§ A (2004) %} Eisenberger 2§ A
(2003) ¥y S50 ghpfl T b A8, AT A, BUE R
SN EZIGE R K AT SR INE S, IR
AT A A Ve SR ) bR R, T SZ B A 2 HE S5 I
ACC M3, & OBELRIAT A 1 2R A,
Lieberman #l Eisenberger (2004) £ %] I ) 1] 3
INET TARATTR M A, Ik ACC 7EAT iR ad
B A EZEMEM . I — R, TWEFE ST
SSHAERRMAL, AR ZMZI R, X
AR TR T8 A IR AS BT IR N 2 R
AR PTREAT R sE I . DRk, P R AR
L FEA L RAT R, SRRl A K
RS FEE R, & PR .

5 M5 RE

TR ZR G802 8 0 B 40 105 0 AL 23 3 (19
BHLEITEST P ORI B OS2 th S Bk
RTINS R S 35 T 5 R (5 Ak 23 i I el A
A I 7 3] (1) 55 At N B2 0 B ST B AE (1 0 B
PRI, —SOMSEFME, LinE S AN
TR AL SR, AR I 3 A i 28 B Bk R
FHLHIEOE T R g, DT B R ok i
i . IRk B AT FAL S90S e 4
Bl Bk A0S AL, BT RL SR — MR IR, B
i 388 0 T B AL (ACC) AU, b1 32 v it )
— ol 9 5 1Y) F8EE M (Bisenberger, & Lieberman,
2004), T RFHA AWM EIER, SERE
LA 4 97 57 11 B0 ) e R i A B BN, e
AU R e R RS SR AR B RN
T2 IE RO o TV R G IS A AR AAT
W DG 2 I R 7 AR TR S0 R SR ) W AR AR
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M HEAL 2N TE W7 P~ A T e R g v 2, 5 3R
TEAR 1 BRI R ARG i A T

DUAE 0T 23 1E 26 /0 ) i B 32 B2 00 446 18 1A &
R b S A0 RRT T B AR T A A 2 R i,
AN ) 2 T 0 W A4 T 3 A TR ) 1 N A, o T
JIEFE I S W IR AEAAT R RO AE, af
NATTII A% O T8 S0 52 20 g, 250 A5 50
BN R B AL o AL AR SR, SRAFAL A
PR R OAENE TN, AES5HSKA
IR RN A T B FRIA R 2 DIAH DG . T R 4E
L RURE A 23 28 1 DA AL A 1 RS 40 Jee) ok 2 1 A
SR AURIAL SR R R . T R AR A A,
H & F 5 0w KA B AR I, AR
O 1E A W T R I T SR A R U AN T
RO . R ER, THSHEZM T
BN AR TE 0 R 2 T H W7 1) R i
T, T R G I 5 AR X U7 TR 3 1 AR 78
R T 412 0 10 W — AN T 2 B R )
AN AR IR B I R A A B R R A AT A
FH.

3T K A AZ B8 (contingent theory) 8 22 i 34
AL BRI . Z SN, AR TR
Pl N B R AR RS 2 IE 0, NN A 4 i
BN o g T SR, W T A
2 by 3y, BT AR, BB, A, H
b FH 2= JROHE B8 55 IR 35 19 52 2% 28 | 1E A (Skitka,
2009). IZFIR N R M T A IESTHLRINE
e FUANHA 5 M, {HH0 208 T 28 1E 50 ] e A7 AE
FISEPE . ETSE R MM G K, LR A LR
W AR sh ML, #A T AT A E N TR, I
WORE L AT 1 T R 40 R0 5 0 4 o I 48 2R B R
A VNSRRI R Rt N W = K P B Y 25
RPN R R . R, &R
UL A AN 2 S A AR R (¥ 5 52, T A AN — T
22 T A T A OE 00 R4S IF I W AT T
FERE o
e T 50 S i Sl B T R AR S ) A
SRErE Ay, T RS R R A S A
AT SRt T — MR H IS XA KR,
T ASACAT LTI B A R AN N 1) — L A% i 2] 7 R0
ATk, AT DU SR T AN R A . L8 A
R AE A T T 458 1T 5| R (6 Al M e S R A
UGAT Ao BN, BRI EE RS S AR

IERO A ST CR, HIHT = AEm e A58
FUB) 23 TE R0, IR P P00 il E v] e AT B
O 2 192G /0 i 3 6 28 IF 1) 26 O BRAN AT A 1E Ji
D =) BRAE AR A AEXS TR AL, U s A
B # A N h, AL ES| R0 TE
Z RZIFIHME AL 52, FEXHR AU 92t T8 2 i 4k
X A H5 5T (Hayashi, 2007). &2, % 29300 5 b [ 1E
AT A A IE B2 KB, i ST RE W)
WAL, BEXT AR S A IE B S ] RUREAT AF 5, fF 2R
KA B AER T .

THE R 40 (1) W R A TN AR FRATL ) RN G =R
B A 2 A 0 2 T A R N AT A T T A 55 T I
1IE SRR IE A W, EREA AR IE, NEME
ATRELA . AL, PR RS E NN S
ACC BAR 5T Z 50 5 B AT Dy e AH B &R,
2 H T ACC WM &4 8 v I T e A
AT o, T PR T O IR A R ] it A K2
ACC. HHFFTUEH, ACC 78X 9 75 HEA T 1% 45 R AE
WEEEEM, MK BEREE. W)
70T IR RS R R P B A N R o AT Oy
#T(Peyron, Laurent, & Garcia-Larrea, 2000); &4
WL R, ACC AT Dhfig A il &5 PFC P F
EAEA fE LI AT M 1 A (Cunningham et al.,
2003). Ak, T RG KA EBEPLEIETE R
RN HAE T

S 30k
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Alarm System of the Mental Neural Circuit: A New Perspective on
Social Justice’s Study

LI Xu; HU Jin-Sheng
(Department of Psychology, Liaoning Normal University, Dalian 116029, China)

Abstract: The mental neural circuit activity and a series of the subsequent response in mental and

behavioral under an alert situation constitute a broader alarm system. In fact, under both threatening and

uncertain conditions, the way people form their judgments is more complicated than that has been explained

in traditional equity theories. From the perspective of the alarm system, discrepancy between actuality and

desired standard can arouse alarm system, and then prompt people to handle negative emotion and eliminate

the uncertainty by changing their attitudes and behaviors, which consequently influence people’s judgment

and concern to the justice. Evidence from fMRI and ERP studies has indicated that the response to alarming

situation is principally related to ACC activity. By conflict monitoring, emotion vocalization and integrated

regulation, alarm system intrigues people’s concern to the justice, and leads to substitute process, primacy

effect and extreme reaction in justice judgment.

Key words: justice judgment; fairness matters; alarm system; anterior cingulate cortex



