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A AR (social media) g — P 37 78 H.IHE W]
HAR, Rl Web 2.0 JEfili=Z A H IR dE L4
KR FNREUF BN /5 (Andreas & Michael,
2010), FHAS B FH 02 2 T4 38 ST R A 45
FUE S SRR, HATHEE E N
FEVEF ] o R 5 i R 01 P b &5 A ofe Ay ot 4 22
TR Y {df FH AR B (Mlieczkowski et al., 2020; 5K ¥
Fl &, 2021), TR BT, g A r 8 T
DL Bh AT B R 1Y A R A & (Gentile et al.,
2012). fE#t AFR3E 3 (Torous & Keshavan, 2016) .,
e84t 2 X (Huang & Liu, 2017), KBS
7% (Bucci et al., 2019) fFE, A2 A H £ 45
AR — RFNUE MR, 4N, ] BES T EUWAR
SR (Lin et al., 2016; Twenge & Campbell, 2019), H

il

27K TR (Sherlock & Wagstaff, 2018)., R %A
(van der Schuur et al., 2019) , ¥ £ & (Vannucci et
al., 2017)F1 & #f £ & (Frost & Rickwood, 2017;
Sherlock & Wagstaff, 2018)% A R 45 5%, R, #
WAL 6 25 B R R IN AN RE T R B, TR
X MAR B PAT B BE (executive function, EF)A 1M
% % Wi (Baumgartner et al., 2014; Parry & le Roux,
2019). PATIIRESRTE LA H bR T 10 5% SR AN
AT WS ¥ R4S FRAYBE 1 (Miller & Cohen, 2001;
Miyake et al., 2000), 45— FR 514 = ZOAHN L
i, Hrp e (“switching or “shifting”). il#r
(updating) . | (inhibition) =~ 57 /8 W, 43— H.
Z RN E WG L K TE (LG L,
FHAL ZZ R ST X AR B P A T DI RER %, ANk
et P A ZZ IR 1438 F F P AE R Fnam il g g 1 3=
P B 2 1R T (Myhre et al., 2017; Quinn, 2018), 1fij
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2.1 AEZEAE AT IhEE AR R R

CA MR B, SR A A i 3k
TTOIRe A e HEE R . BB A AS IR EA N #hss
TR B £330 S, A A TR i 28
T Bl T A AT O B X —— R 2 A 55 A B
(media multitasking, Brasel & Gips, 2011), Bl [ f}
XFAS KB~ LA b o i AR L AT 55 AT
LB, WFFEH — MR IR 24 %5 18 8 (media
multitasking index, MMI)JE /R MARGEARZAT 55

LTRSS TP VIR QUILLI R

=0 otal
ST E B A A FH S (B SLR,  my SE f A  EE
A 308 P 0 Al A B, Ry S R A
BRI ] (Ophir et al., 2009), H1 T-IAZ0 % IR 53
BC AT BR M, ECIE R S W R T 2 A AR AT 55
MELLSEBE, PRI, AR Z2AT: 55 Ak 35 mT A4 P iy
F 3l H 78 2 A 3K AE 55 18] 400 %60 46t (Judd &
Kennedy, 2011), ¥4 J& T AT DI RE Y —A>F W43,
TR AT O R | DR, B EA
155 MU0 22 [a) A T4 (1 BE T (Mliyake et al., 2000;
Monsell, 2003), P58 K, ok E RIS 5#H
(4 BEAT I AR 24T 55 Ab B9 A4S ) 7E Eriksen
Flanker 1145 . Dot-Triangle {T:45 . Digit Span {T-55
oIS B A PR T AR R R IR A AT 55 O
PR ZAT 55 AR PR A4, B ELAT S i 50 % 5 1
T fE 1 (Rogobete et al., 2020), I H k£
A 55 Ak S A R SRR, AR A DA R S D BT
(Alzahabi & Becker, 2013; Elbe et al.,, 2019;
Seddon et al., 2021). #FFEHINN, HELEFERH
LA Z2AT: 55 A 30T LUAE S — i 2k, HF 3
BT DL B B e 4 A 55 WU 5 X b &
(Uncapher & Wagner, 2018), 7£ £~ &E 32 ARMT 55
R R AR S5 T LUE A R S 2 i E
{5 B.(Lui & Wong, 2012), Jf H.E k44 T K EAE(E
55 Z AR Bl i 22 0, K 28 5 #9455 DI e 22
5 Al ] RE A8 PR o H R 3 BT AT 55 B 58 A
PHIEAE 55, DT AT: 55 D)4 i A, o8 4 b 7E
£ % ] %548 (Rogobete et al., 2020), 7 2\ [ BFFE %)
65 % VL Lt S4B - H P iE 4T Facebook fif
FHUNZ, & BRI S 2248 N0 Il B 5e g A il 42

il e Ty B W 2 R X R W A S R ]
VIE A R 5 B0 580 22 48 AT DBy — 3T
T (Myhre et al., 2017; Quinn, 2018), HITH
—TF SR, AL AR R AT BY T vh 4R
NFRME SRS B4t 2 3CHE, s 1A A IR SRE
TR N AR R SRR, 1T DAUSZE AR N I AT D RE
#At(Khoo & Yang, 2020),
2.2 HIZFEMAE AXT AT I RE R IH AR R

AR EA ST K B S A fE 23 XA~ AR 1Y
PATIIRE B RS AE T, (H2 54— LW,
S8 AR A ] 25 450 3 A 4K A9 00T 23 BE (van der
Schuur et al., 2019; Wiradhany & Nieuwenstein,
2017; Wiradhany & Koerts, 2019; Madore et al.,
2020; Parry et al., 2020) MZ B FE LK, HT
R 8 22 1 Ak S R A HTIRAR T 0 4l LA & T
A EEAE RIS S, a0 R X AAR G 0 ik
S, AT AT BE 33 H IS 4 LB IRAT D BE R AR 1Y
Jie 32 3| 7K AP £ IH 2 0 (Mcharg et al., 2020), A
FFEXT 185 44 2F W HT L2 AT 4 I —4F Y368 B,
R AEFERIAR G PR & 2 5, R fd I A 7
(= 30 Zph/R) M6 T LR 5 /0 G A N AR
JP (< 30 43/ KM AH L, 40 i 4% i Be 0 o 2
(Mcneill et al., 2019), &1 /DA BEAR I — 2 R T
WHoE, iR RW, BE MRS AL 5 L5
AMERPAT I BE R BL(ELEE TAEICIZ | et Fdm i
11 45) 1 B A ¢ (Baumgartner et al., 2014; Cain
etal., 2016), &5 BEBIR ZAT 55 0 K2 A 1 58
Eriksen Filter {E: 55 .AX-CPT {1: 45 .2-back Fil 3-back
R 55, L o B U Aff 1 3 25 TR 4,
MELURE T O A Y AT AR 55 b, JFHAEATE
Z H T 11 L 33 AR 9] (Ophir et al., 2009), Magen
(2017)LL 18~36 & AMA N BFFEXT 4, 0 e
ANPAT I REAT P43 1 R (BRIEF-A, Roth et al.,
2013) I 55 K B, A9 AE L TR 1 [R) I b 3 22 00
1255 S EMPATIRER &, I Ak sg AR )
AR R, AT T RE 7 T A TE 8 2 Y TR U
(Zurcher et al., 2020), JoH:ZEIAE S0 30 68
- (Murphy & Creux, 2021). #5534 %, HoRE
WA ZAT 55 35 LU AR B2 IR 24T 55 H i) T o0 &
il Y B S 0 FR G, I HLOG i RV R Tl A
iR /& (Schutten et al., 2017), XU BIK LT 5%
Qb BT BEAS AN AR i 2 1 BE ) (Baumgartner &
Wiradhany, 2021),
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23 HTEEEASHITHRZEEM/ UBXER

REZBWEFERY, B 5 AR AE
Z [ A TELR P 5C 2R (Ophir et al., 2009; Alzahabi &
Becker, 2013; Ralph & Smilek, 2017; Elbe et al.,
2019; Zurcher et al., 2020; Murphy & Creux, 2021),
(DR SR < N ey 2 N R = R R N 70
TTHIREK - Z M 245 U BIE R, shag it il It
AN J— R A T B HERAT DR R R, TS TR
ZHRZAFE AR RS RN,
n-back fE55 1, thAEIREIIA L AL 5 o . R
SR IR 22 4T 55 3 R I 4 (Minear et al., 2013;
Shin et al., 2020), H AR IEIAZAT 5540 LS
I AEAKCE A IA I AR SC (Bl an, REr TAEiC A2 b
B {5 B, & T M) (Cardoso-Leite et al.,
2016), & 50 AR ZAT: 55 H A n-back (.55 P4
S MR B8, AL E TS, X8
AT 45 Lk i s A2 B B, R TR M A
FRENUR, A 5 ) BE ) B 2% (Ralph & Smilek,
2017)o I3 BEBEAA ZAT 55 HAEPATIIREAT 55 Hh i
R HEREZAEFHEE, SRRERERL
{553 0 1B % 22 5 (Cardoso-Leite et al., 2016), Hf
FEE IR, X AT RE A i TR BE Ik 24T 55 4k 21
ST SRS A K, AR B B A H e 1AL
PRI, 2 BEAS- PR AT T Rk 1Y) & & (Sanbonmatsu
etal., 2013),

3 ERARERATHIEEERSHIT
TheEEZ BHYX &

FEASHARAE 5 AR AT D RE 2 48] U B K
F, EAERREE A S AR ] 22 BT UR AR AT
IR AR, —DEZEEH TR, ML T
e SR AR SR B 0 4 S A K, o S5 5
AR A A AR FH 23 5 B i KT AR A B RO T
(Katahira et al., 2018; de Sampaio Barros et al.,
2018; Harmat et al., 2015; Keller & Bless, 2008;
Keller et al., 2011; Yoshida et al., 2014), #H3Z 1A
> (social media flow, SM flow) & 24 A 158470
BT R TG 5 TR TR (7B
FRAL S IEZ A, B A B — R R T, R
R TEATE A A8 I A S 45 88 2 0 R 50 1) O BILR 2
(Leung, 2020), % R MEKE, kW%
I RN FALE B SR E A A S R O
TR (Kwak et al., 2014), kLSS BRI 58

b T3 KSR, AR AR RO AL T — P JE T A
fal.C BRES 7 0 R K BORAS (Ullén et al., 2010),
SR E KA AER . BERAA KX
(Katahira et al., 2018; Wu et al., 2013), ffifg%
T T80 X8 S WA T 2% i A2 2% B9 £ B RS, S 08
ARTHMEL, HESEPTANNGEE, Bis
15 S5 AN T b 4 it A7 AN ST, AR BT DI RE G
o il B 2 B ) 3k R 0 5K TR A B BT e A
MR MR, B A5 LIE T (Alloway et al., 2013), It Ah,
A LA T 7 A 1 R AR 36 AT AR SR — i
TEE IS HL, i B AL A M i B 5l i A
FR o 22 AR A8 fk (Kwak et al., 2014), X3 4>
IRER AL T RPSE AW AL 23 22 5, 4G & FhOC T4t
ACBE ZR B A R T B P BE(Meshi et al., 2015), B
BN AE R 2 B B SR B P & RGEA K,
AR FEOR A HE IR (Y BB 23 2 158 i (491
LUREE E VNGNS S B o A LIPS SR S P Sy
22 Jil i) K i X 38 (Sherman et al., 2016), FLIESCIR
A FIAE M9k 5 X (Fareri & Delgado, 2014; Ruff &
Fehr, 2014; Sherman et al., 2018), ik, 4 A&iE
JE A AL A AR, M G A+ S 3 T
FLIR, U250 07 5 AR 2 {147 FH (Sanbonmatsu
et al., 2013; Khoo & Yang, 2020; Baumgartner &
Wiradhany, 2021), BEFE— &2 b 52 wrid B2l H]
FEAC AR DA D BE TS R W, V2R 5 AR IR A
X1 AT P BE 32 3B (Myhre et al,, 2017; Quinn,
2018; Glaser et al., 2018), #EAC AR L AT LAY K
AL HE 23 56 FORARTG T 2 A1 IR SRR, IS
PATUIREOUHAZ I HIBE 1) A 45 (Zuelsdorff et al.,
2019),

DRI, v 56 5 B2 1) e S AR fefT ) 2 77 A o
KRR A A O, R T HARE R
IR RELBE T HFLEA KT 18 4k 23 2 Jal R RS,
T EASH AT D BE R 445 LR T

HIGE ST 2, ARG 53R
B 1Y B 28 A B 48 AR = A G (Yoshida et al.,
2014), BEASATE AL S BEAAAE FT I i 7 A 1100 Ji A
50 5 A A5 Bz J2 GRS TR0 ) B4 980 48 R P A i
H - B2 2 Y i 0 /0 A 55 (Ulrich et al., 2014;
Yoshida et al., 2014), H1 45 T 5 24 ) S0 358 7
WESHFALMFMEEMESPHRRLTEER
(Corbetta & Schulman, 2002), T PR IH- Bz J2 25
WEHAAES TR E4EREE M A RE TR X
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(Esterman et al., 2014), 24 5 ¥ 8 % B THAT
AR 55100 4b T AR R, XA A BT
A DA R ) 453 AR 25 o AU T 80 1 T B 1 R X A 34
PET SEIAT I BE S I (Berkman & Miller-Ziegler,
2012), MBS TCEREE S B R T8 H
I TAT N, W R AR T DL R Z AT
FRE 12 AT DI RE A A% 0 (Farah, 2017) PR I AE 53
BT IR Z AR S 0 R D, MRS ORI B
AL H A s B, XFh S i B A A ss ik
fift 5 SO U HH0 At T 7 AT 55 P 1 3% 21 (de
Sampaio Barros et al., 2018), MM — & T
ARG AR, B R T M e,
] F [R] B~ AT I T2 A5 B (AR OCE B, &
i ANMATE 25 5 32 3 T %7 B T3 (Ophir et al.,
2009; Cain & Mitroff, 2011)., YEX F &) &Z T H AR
BT, AMELE LT T HARER, Mt
MEPAT T HEA TH AR W (Magen, 2017),

T AU BB A 38 A4 4l P 5 (IR o ok A %
(Chang, 2017), ANAY 23 B AR AL 28 MR 0 7K,
FECRAL T = R SRR, B
B, MIEE 4N (Lin et al.,, 2016; Brailovskaia
et al., 2020; Dube et al., 2020), 3 H N Jy#t 32 A4
A5 BA LA E B IRE, RS TE Mo T
ARG AE B, X ATAS05 80 TR0 B 8% g i 7 4
JBE: 2 T 2k (Sparrow et al., 2011), {E55 A R
fli(Wu et al.,, 2013), ATHRFiLF—HLFFER
PR RN TC T IR BA S, AN A H )
REB At sC AR Pr AR, AT A Z, SR IA I )
AR RN bles, MBS T RS, BT
WX MR/ BT A S A G A T, (5 B A B
AR, TR R AT DI RER 1 1ET 52 M (Kahn &
Martinez, 2020),

PRI, e o JBE A e A8 A e - A AR 4RO
MATTFEAE 55 By B, DA ) TR 47 TR T 3
e, BH 2R TRAF RN T, mifikim s
FE AT A il R B AR A F i = R 32 sl R
B, F R LA RS Iy B B,
T X AT D RE T A T AR )

4 MREE

LR LTI, A ST BEARAE HIG PAT D RE A 52
W A7, ol T 8 B AT REAE 3 G AR R IR AR
L RARATA — L8 ) B Z o — PR

TG, SRV A S IR A X AT Dy g <)
HERON”, B AZ B A A0 2 48 b (32 1
P T (s B [ s e A% ol T 5 BE ) P
AN HAE X BAT I RER R . DFSR R R, 4
ARG 1) 1l DA <R 0 7 2, T AS 2 A7 SR L)
S T 1 <obR 2 80 I 5 e BRAT B BE & R (McHarg
et al., 2020), ISR LR IR B2 Y TR ) A
R, A ZZ AT XS BAUET 2 R 4 9 A R e T R
23 B (Meneill et al., 2019). A1k, 38 A
X AT B 18 1) R B2 e T e 7 B — A X R AN
FRE i A 22 A A9 3 F2 (Khoo & Yang, 2020).
B RE E — 1 B AR AR ST AR KO, 45
AT I REAS Bl i KARTH? A5 AT DURIF 3
ZWIB BRI AY, B8t s R AR O i L AE
A XS R AT T RE 5 0

U, #E— 20 BT AN [ 258 5 1 ek A58 B A4 feff
HHPATOIREF I Z B MR, B ETHE5E EZ M
TR AT A AR A A H R AR TS TR T T
BE B2 M fifF 5T (Cardoso-Leite et al., 2016; Khoo &
Yang, 2020), T = X4k 52 444 fefi ST % AT
R AT R RN, CHAMR
R, F AR A B T AR RN RN R
J&(Wang et al, 2014; Xie, 2014), Mg gt 3 1t
PR AT FH 2 XA R B TN & JB A % (Tandoc et al.,
2015), S0 3 Ff 4 B 508 1 R B A F 3 e H
FOPE"BIRR S5 75 . Ak, WA AT 55 A AR A1k
H H AT T — B S AT R, B
R H FE PP (Seddon et al., 2021), ANk
AT HR AR AN A T R0 R A U S B v AR
PR AT 55 2880, skt S AR 24T 55 (W] A 4 B 5 ),
F RARFI AR AT 55 b 3K B 3 58 A0 i bR
A, IR B AT ) g B A IR SR AR A 2 R ok
P 5% 17 30— 25 20 Ab PR 5 Aot 28 AR fift FH 2 AU X 40
TTIRERY FLARFZ M, o AR AR, 2
T AT ) R R LA N7 )

)5, RRWFF T B E A RN AR 1A
W, DLtk — 20 BT af A s R4l 5 40017 D g ke
MRFR . CHEPRRY, PUTIIRE S % %)
AHK (Gianaros et al., 2007), #1232 AR FH 5 i
I ) DI AE S [R] 19 47 % By BEAEAE 22 57, Ak S BREAAR
557 P A £ 5 280 0 TIT R A KM 45 ) Ak T AR B A 1Y
FEOR PR 2, AN, AT RN 45 4 A X R
EMBAEN, 4T EE B2 JLE AL T
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#R25 3 £ (Chan et al., 2016; McNeill et al., 2019;
Myhre et al, 2017; Quinn, 2018; Huber et al., 2018;
Khoo & Yang, 2020), PAEAFFRKZ HERM T 138
Rl T 2 WA A AR 11 ol 228 308 S 8 A O 1 52 7 A
7 (Meshi et al., 2015; Sherman et al., 2018; Kei et al.,
2020), 1R T A AT I RE Y A BRES F AL A 2 A
FFAEFE A AT FH 25 IR K 19 52 i i 2 L 0
P, ARROFFERNZE ST R GNP AT %, %
SEAN RN R P AL S A FH 3 7E 0T D RE P o€
AT 55 o i DX B0 1) 22 5, AT S e A2 A filE 1T 52
e $AUET ) RE 1) A 2 AL BAF 5 SR AL B 42 T
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Abstract: The effect of social media on executive functions remain controversial. it has to do with social

media use intensity inverted U-shaped regulating effect on moderate social media use will generate social

media flow, make the attention focused on the target information, and provides individuals with ongoing

social rewards and emotional support, beneficial to perform functions, but high and low intensity use social

media will damage the executive function. Future research in this area should examine the implications of

using social media to further clarify the link between social media use and the development of executive

functions. The research should include the dose-effect of social media on executive functions and the use of

social media to perform functions, taking individuals' different cognitive levels into account.

Key words: social media, executive function, flow experience





