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* &t % 4 # (Conceptual Framework)

FE S AINEI OB BRI R ENHRE

T KEA mxEs x| &
(VU 2 i 5 0 SR 2= R BE, AR 610066)

W OE RKRCHEBRBEAFRANRESTAMGET ThFEFEXETE, AR ATOHBEBO TR
VR R A S BERBER, AT EH R T HATER AT LAY R, RAHREHINGEEKRS R #S
ME, HHTHRAPESINAG L AT T RGTREA, AFRTMETATEAR: 64, AEREFX
AT A R W Ao AR 5 B RE R R HIBEIR R @5 A D 3T S & A5 Ao AR 5 4 2000 vm B LI fe AP 2 AL A
R, ZFRAZTFPHGOE NG SHEHESG Y atib 204, R5, WEATHTPHEDYE AN 4T+ )
FARTOCFEBFHSRFLRGHTRER. KFRAA TBFERE NI %Y 08 HHSGIAIit ZH0H,
HR T ST HERSAERAE S REARBEA XL S BEGFT X, FBTZINGEH 0 BFSMREFF B R Z
T, AR RE ST HEAS BRI F LR G REHEI

XEIE O SHEBELE, BB A%, Aeit 2R, KRIERER, HSERER

RS B84

1 o FREH %2 U5 TH FE (1) H bR (Segalowttz, 2007; Wells,

e - ot . 2005), FATEE L T %5 M5% J)(focus back effort)”

TAILET SATICREMOIREE: SRR e T e I B L
O, LB EHRE L FIRIEA 4 SO g b s T 95 57 0 55 7 (T,
e B T AR B, BB — 2 UL T e Zhang, &
BT, %% EENEISMORL S ST o0 20o1), FefiTiky, 55115 4T
KA A ¥k PR 4 0 B UF # (mind - wandering) IS A T . RSN &
(Smallwood & Schooler, 2000)s AJATHIE 0y oo smiiers Jr i & | 0 ke HBOR A2 M1
5 R A R HR AE 8 57 0 B U 2 (Killingsworth & L B 9 R L 9 60 6 T A P 1
Gilbert, 2010), X OIS VR SFR NAFAEBIE gy e gy o B RO BT 57 A OB,
PRI, AT A AT A TAR ST g e B g 2l L, R 9080
(He et al., 2011; Mooneyham & Schooler, 2013), 3& FAR AN 2R 2 R, (5 258 F IR m
Tit, WNSMESORIH B T FHARMITB ey 500050 S 1 B K H A S0 25 BL
TR GRS, MRG0 i B9 T 241 454 9 IR T BEE (resource control hypothesis)Fll

L R = UAN
1E55 19 S 520 S S HELLBIAY (dynamic framework) (Christoff
IEA I Zk(mindfulness  training) & 7 FH Y A% etal., 2016; Thomson et al., 2015), ASHFFE TN
DB AR RN E 7 U2 — (Feruglio et al., s Bt ] 5% 57 01 25 T LA 2 0 8 YR 0 T v A 5
2020). 280, R RS IORORMELIIIIN g g FLBI e A4 5 O 2 RAE L BP0
B 2 R /N AR DR U Y DGR () R T 2
—(LHilE, 2022; RIER 4%, 2017; Brown,

Wk F B 2024-12-05

* [ PRI A AT F (3230087 1V 1927)0 BRFEH I A A B Be iy A~ AL 7T T Y
WEVEHS: X3, E-mail: 19780614@163.com INHIVZE IR A7 7F 22 5 (Gyurkovics et al., 2020), If
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FLAS [a) 08 Ui R A6 1) 14 A A 8 D A 114 4
MK il W 28 R AR 1 A7 fF 22 5 (He, Li, et al,
20210 AT FEAOHG 54 12055 F7 0 2 R T 2 v /)
PR R RO T A NI 48 3 27 ) Il s, IR
HARE R ABEIRIE S . AT HEA L RE A
JEE 355 A 8 5 A% 9 A S SRR A R A, DA T i
RVUIRAS I AR, 58 38 R0 RO B A% 1) B8 54
BRI AN Bl ASHE SRR s A 5Tt o AR I
B R B SR TR RO AT R I RE N B R
VA A0 L PR T /N AR o ) ORI L
FB.

2 WMRIWRKESER

21 DERHEBEIAM I

OB WERAE B R A Ay, S —
5IEAE AT B B 55 T 6 1Y L4k (He et al.,
2019; Smallwood, Fitzgerald, et al., 2009), [>% i
BN T AR A 3 v o A 312 L) (5 0 RS
Y 30%~50%) (Killingsworth & Gilbert, 2010), X
— IG5 kT B NN BT 1z K E (R
dl, R, 2014; WM, VPR, 2012; R
2%, 2011 ORI, BEF R, 2015; Christoff
et al.,, 2016; Thomson et al., 2015; Wong et al.,
2022), M) T ZSIRA R R O TS E E
b 25 B 22 W AT 55 % Bl (Mrazek et al., 2012;
Smallwood et al., 2008), XAl Gg& i T OB
5YHE S AFTE RIS 4o M58 AT 55 5 BN
BEOUR B B, O R R 23 o7 PR OGN B TR
(Smallwood, Nind, & O’Connor, 2009). 45, FE%
R4 W3R, ORI BN £, 55085
H AR (Krimsky et al., 2017), X Al fig & i T 1 ¢
A3 BE T B IR AP T # il (executive  control) Fifi B
[EIRTEREIRZ 2 SN G R N ) 1 T L S <
WX —AEE SRS . ER SR T OB R
N E ey iR ISR 8 o B e S I = R A IR &
553 SO P 0 B RS BE RN AT 55 3 B R IR
(Krimsky et al., 2017), Ph & 6 ff 11 55 oK & K
SR BT, WO B TR & S BT R
AP, TR 45 B B s i 3R K

OB 0 i 5 AR 9T S T TR A A 3
Wo TCAPTEE LT, ORI BT ] X 4
(frontoparietal control network) 5 2Rk % 2% (default

mode network) X 35 1% 1 7] 18 7% %8 U0 AH 56 (Fox
etal., 2015), AT BB E R, OFIE S
BRI TR 8% R 251 00 42 1 ) 2% 22 (] 17%) T e i e A A
(135, 2019; He, Li, et al., 2021), >4 K fiii J& T
BRSO R R AT, BRIA S 1) S AR =
JEH AHL(Christoff et al., 2009), X445 & % I 4
P 1« 2 RAT 455 ] Bt 2 BF ] 40 A2 ek 55 B, YU
A3 BEKE AT R T 0 B X — BRI ZS (Thomson
etal., 2015)” H1 I T4 il D9 £ &A1 58 AT 55
I B 64 (9 2% (Buckner et al., 2008), iXt[E]#:5
OB S S AR IR R S

Christoff 4§ A (2016)4 i} T .0 & # 1t 3 25
HEBRAL R, YR OB AR —Fh A & 4E, 2
AR, B4R R A 31298 (automatically
constrained) f1 /4 & 2 % (deliberately constrained)
H:[F e 5 (Christoff et al., 2016), E.LE R4 H
AP AR AR . B, #RiEE4Eny B
AR A BARA 25 T LM O/ W
AREHESRIAMEN =T RE . TMEZEMN
#% (dorsal attention network) . i I’ 4% (salience
network) . JE 73 2 M %% (ventral attention network) .
AT R 2% RN A IR 5 R 2% (cingulo-
opercular control network)H &, 5 F#EH, A XA
B BAEn A AR R AR R T
AN [ PR 45 22 E) A A BAE o A LT JE 2 BRUE 4,

BAGUBAEE A 7 B BB P3HY R (Kam

etal., 2021),

LR L PTIR, OB RS A OC A SR R ST 5
A8 B PIA 745 1) 0 X SEL A ) 240 SRR R O R U R
PRHEE R, FHik, BEPaTEi R4 R A
BTS2 56 M WO OB R RS AT R, DT IR X0
T MR PLIR S I B
22 HEZEHRHEERZNELEHEEXBEHNIA

FN 0 EHLH

LR, RATE R T RS )
(focus back effort), ¥ HF e Jp A~ 23800 1
T3 DA B R R A T ] A 55 o BT A% 85 g (fe]
1, 2022; He, Hu, Li, et al., 2021; He, Hu, Zhang, &
Qiu, 2021). % [mI%5 3 i S % 1 & 5 AR
It PR MEAS TR OB R, R = AR
P AEAE 1Y — VIR 25 (Hasenkamp et al., 2012),
Hasenkamp %5 A (2012)1A Jy 78 FAR I B2 Hp A7 10 5%
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o 1 7 )y (shifting attention, BI%% [MDIRZ%, focus
back state), FATIAN, % ELRA AT e WA T3
M AT 55 sl ARG AR S 2 b, DR A A AT i 2 0K
TR B 5% B EI 4 %5 24 (He, Chen, &
Zhang, 2024; He, Hu, Li, et al., 2021; He, Hu,
Zhang, & Qiu, 2021), L 155 71977 % 5 &=
OB R AH L, 4R FH 2 50 SR K 75 (experience
sampling methodology, ESM; Hormuth, 1986), 7&
1R 55 AR E H R ARG T, 2 I BERILAT W
K, PPl HLAE R B 2 AR T O R
PTG AT 55 A RERE, DA T4 A 1 8% 1 9 o3
(He, Chen, Li, et al., 2023; He, Hu, Li, et al., 2021;
He, Hu, Zhang, & Qiu, 2021), % [ERARZ FE 8k K
T AMUETA T B BT RARAZ . T TR P 0 A
W R BRI o T I B LR S S i XA
it s S R R Z ) R D RE I, FRAT R B,
Ty REIE 42 5 7 T 8% 7 KU 80 e A% 1 e DR JE I
ARG, WY A (AR 285 5 7 1m1 5% g 2 7 b EAH DG Ik
N5 Al £ (He, Hu, Zhang, & Qiu, 2021), /1%
L5175 T T O e e [l 3% ) (I 45 SR B R,
AR 1 2 36 28 v 6O B W RS A A AN [R) B8 - T
H(He, Hu, Li, et al., 2021), AW EH L, EH
WA E RN, FATRE X OB RS Y
R AFAE 22 5+ (Kane et al., 2017) X FE AR 161 5
S22 15 5 v O 8 T RS FNEIAT RE T IO AS [R] 26 &
PR, A BB A AEAR RS T 4 55T
K, A 5E BE 2% D8 i 7™ 25 1Y SE e B AT R %
3 o TR AR SR B IR U Gk T TR 9 R i —
PRGNS 50 BRI ER

B ] % ] R S T AR i e rh AT R
AT O A% A, 2 R 24 TR BT AR
25, B, WEIESREIT 5% e
PATHERI S5 BRI T X B ey . AT
T 55 A5 1 AR AR 52 30 R 5 A 251U M UL
SR A1 XU 850 A A T L2 R LA i & 7 Wl 5 1
TS (A1, 2022); A ] 5 005 TAEICIC A
2%(Shang et al., 2020), HALS Gk, SN
PRI 5] 43 38 36 5B 5 (Carlson et al., 1998); Jiixi &%
58 LT # %45 5 (Corbetta et al., 2008), H:
W, WA IR TiZas A S s I S (T,
2022)F1 A4 3% 1% 5t (He, Hu, Zhang, & Qiu, 2021)4
V18 2t 11 4% 1 55 8 T0U 4 o) D) 2% LA B IR 5 A 5 4 11

P 28 (9 ) R 2 4 AT O o 01 047 o P 4 A B T %) 5
B R 0 TR A, PR 55 A S s o I 4 R X
A 2065 K B 55 (Dosenbach et al., 2006), 55
=, DMEWISE S8 TR M N FBEPITRIEN S
HHA & TAES . AR RS I 2 T FE N
FI¥ R (Klein & Bratton, 2007); LA Mg AL
W R WY, AT 5 W AE BEE WS T iy
(Kurzban et al., 2013); THIARFIT LB, #5053
77 FiE 3 2o Ul O RS B e AT 55 SR (T, 2022;
He, Chen, Li, et al., 2023; He, Chen, Zhang, & Liu,
2023).

AR, A 0155 g S Bl T Bl A AR 1 o S 4
AR, T, HIn% )52k B4R 5 08
% © 2 1A 5 (He, Chen, & Zhang, 2024; He,
Chen, Zhang, & Liu, 2023; Smith et al., 2020), H
W, S5, SRR T ARTAT S5 R A
R 2 2R 7Y ZE(Brosowsky et al., 2021); 5
I — 3, AMRTE S FRAT 55 R S e A 55 i oA
T £ [#%%% [8] %% 77 (He, Chen, Zhang, & Liu, 2023).
HREERE, DRSO Z A, A
& ELAT TN 2048 2% (meta-awareness) i /0 B HiF 55,
A B = ToIA AR EE 100 B iR (Christoff et al.,
2009) % 155 71 0] G5 A 00 OIS 19 T A
VAR YIMOC . BRI, MR EIRB A CTE
ORI, ATRRSTAEZ S I EE ) E
R AT MHAE 55 o 78 3 A5 HE S2 A (Christoff
etal., 2016)"f, B[ 55 R 8 1 % B 4k id F i A
FERA )

gi b, Bl %5 ) R 7 HRATE S RE R, 2
X AER A IR, [RBTG5 A RO, (EXT
WD U B RS R S8 S AT 55 140 A i o PR
] 5% 70 A5 B T 50 U AN TR0 S 1 e U4 i
W EASHER A
23 WOLBHEENTREEHENA

Y F B XTI BAT 55 R IE H 7 AE

SO, ORI L TE T I R I O R Ui
BT 7=, DA F™ Az P SR A 1 L
SR, HAA BT W07 R AT AL, filhn: O
SUNGAER S TAEICICA R GRE LG Y[R R
U0 T O (Mrazek et al., 2013); FEZEERER
i A TSR] DR AR v B IR A O
Wike, M4 2% 2] R (Szpunar et al., 2013);
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B Z S54F 55 (W S HLAT LA B R (Seli et al.,
2019); TAEICAZ 2% I kg ) i s /b0 i B
PR 2 > BLSR (5, 2022); tDCS il A 7 1 X
REME 1O A 40 R (Axelrod et al., 2015),

o, IE I35 T 5 8 5 1) 5 1 (Feruglio
etal., 2021; He, Zhang, et al., 2024), IE /&I 4538 #
K FH 26V T B A9 B4 (focus  attention), 1X—J7 1
IR B E TR RE R, S —
BRI TE OB R I AW R R S AT
ZRERE, Hom Tt Ewas TES SO
JI5E 5 430 R B G E AR IS (Lutz et al.,
2008). P, E IR O RS OF B AR 5
FERJE R AT AR BT InaE T H 2 SRR A
B 1 KRS TR T 7 D RS R A [ BT 55 oh i)
fis g, BOHGHN T %% MRS SR, IESUZGEEA
AN T/ A BT 7005 X (Wells, 2005), e
xRS E T LAk, Aserin TR
HiE N TR, FERBAE, A sbin Al RO
AR T RE, LA R A A i T i A
(Segalowttz, 2007)., s RAF R 45 KR MH, A
A0 AT DAY /D X $RAT 42 G DX A MK (DeLuca
et al., 2019). 12 A Sk A FH W o) BeRG A %0 9%
TRTHFE

A Bk BT B 2 R S O Bt R
B — B, BIJE RVCHZ(Shiffrin & Schneider,
1977) 0 o302 T3 5 0 BRI T F o — 3, Hi
AR, AR A RS & R T A SRy AT
REMERE AR . R T 155 0 AR T AT 4 ) Bkt
SV 293, T PAT 5 BN R IR A
IER:-DIIDOp S AN NSRS AN IR T Ml B S = Al
i (i JEL A8 5.0 B 7 #% (Christoff et al., 2016), K
B, DOREPIA T 4 R0 X B 24 g A SR AR A A Bl ik
FIN T AL R &, Bk 5% ) 5 0 B T8 s DT
B, BT RASD AN B R T G, IR L 4
DR

FE Lk, Rk HEA RS A 3R 0T 1
75 2 (B an i 81 8% 3 I ), ] BEBE 3G g 2 0
O RS B Il BIAT: 45 (BN 3% [RLAR 2, SO s % [a]
B XA M TR A SRR, FE38 T 154 R
AT 1 0 5 390 5 SEL R 19 B 3l 20 SROKe U D A U
%, MR T4 5k, SR, H Rl st AT
2 % 0 VIR RS RI AT 55 AT 9 U 43 T 1 AR B ok Xof

DAL AT IR BT IR E

FEHE TR, OB S A 2 ) R
IBF M EER R, ORI T A2 4
AT A0 S W) o kg BT 9 38 26 T2 19 [ (22 B 1, 2022
SREH 4%, 2017; Brown, 1927), O EHFHE L)
224 R B R 25 (FLVE S AE, 2018; i,
2021), WFFEE R AT 2077 2l B B A PR 9
DT AEE, a0, 38 A AR 2 I 3l ke 40 )
WA TP RSO E % (Szpunar et al., 2013), i#id iR
PR PR R R i B R W AR AT O (R, 2021,
Szpunar et al., 2013); i AR 22 A4 B TE AR 1R 250k
% fif IR A 19 .0 % U7 #%2 (Smallwood, Fitzgerald,
etal., 2009). ZRIM, % L8757 ik = F2E P A&
P o RIEATR X RWERE . PAT IS R [0 55
BT, AN, DR R 5% ) I 25T BE
A B TR s D PR RO BE RS . LA,
WESE AR A [R)AF % B B 14 A PR e w9 A ¢
T A7 1E 24 5% (Gyurkovics et al., 2020), Jf H AN
L TERA ] 9 AR TE O RS 1 R R A R
ol 28 R AE 1 A7 6 22 5 (He, Li, et al., 2021)., i,
PR R FE [ 8% 3 YN s i O B e B8 1 AR 22 57 (O
[ 8 7 R AT 1] ) IR A 2 S5 (A [ A 1% B B ) LA
WEME,

R L ORI ST E R A R
BRI R M 2 2] G (Wammes et al., 2016), /)
2T AR R 2l L BT s A A B B (R AT
2018), HH, 78/ NEIRER S 1155 YR 5AS )
S =N = 2 2 T R e NEiE A Wi
FTEEREOFHENTIERR, GHFiH#—2H
7 01 %% 1 G5 5 e o B VI S 1 1R 22 S S R A
Z5, WR B — o7 2 A B R R b S A A
) BRI,

24 X EHXEIITER

DA 5 S marsy, Wik TR
IXT P G R Y BRAR, SRM, B RIS 42w
R ROy R R 9 00 288 B LT I B A R 2 L
AW,

85—, LT RTIHAT oY SLab (], 2022; He, Hu,
Li, et al., 2021; He, Hu, Zhang, & Qiu, 2021), ¥ [nl
B I FFA I IR i B P ) AT #E i (Thomson et
al., 2015) L Kz 5l J3 il 2 A7 o i) Xof JEL 20 1) 240 TR
(Christoff et al., 2016). #Kifi, 7 s rT
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Frs il e 725 S 24 24 RS R R A 3]/ O B i RS A T
PR 55 SR 0 AT A, R O T RS
AN B A FR IR R o AR AT FIT A 2
AT LA, A% 53 IR T DL S i M 4% 1 A
SRR E (S EAE Y ) 3 29 50) LA AR 9 U5 #E,
NG EDIRAS, AT 8D 0 A I 4R AT 45 B
8 WGk IG 5 %5 155 7 48 G 04 il DX 006 2 PR AR,
5 PR A5 K O 4 T DX 98 2 1 iR, K T A i
FER R B S 0 Ak 1 [ Sh SRR,
A BAFFFIE

8, IERYVIERTTRE S| kAR 225 e
J19 % B 34k (Wells, 2005), M 38 i % 475
174 #E(DeLuca et al., 2019), il 57 5 5% FH 4% [ 5%
FIINGRi 75 S e 1 %% ) A sh Ak R, ek /b
B 185 ) NN IRTE #E, SRAMERS IR X A
By Ak T R A B DR T

8= ORI T AR S B i TAERI2E S
R B EE , DRI R, RS
AR B T I A0 RS (Kane et al., 2017)LA
K 8] 8% J3AEAE 2 5 (He, Hu, Li, et al., 2021), A
B, FEA I ST SR IR AE IE SC I % & B i )
B S50 %8, HLAT e i 0 EEE A 0 0 S 3 vy
A

SE U, 0 U RS AR 5 M R R 2 2 S
M CHE RN 2, /NP B AR YU 2 S 6 B
Sifesm A B CEAT, 2018), HL.ORWERTET D
A I A A AE 35 0 AE S 25 5 (Gyurkovies et al.,
2020)F1/MA 2 S (He, Li, et al., 2021), ¥4 [0 5%
FIINGRRE T /N, a] ROk B AR A A e R
B AR AR | B IR A S ORI —
SEMESERE % o

3 RME

ASBIF S AUNAE BT U4 o) B3 A0 2l 2 AR Y 1Y
T8N, TESILH 3 M A 5 5 5 b s 5% [0 55 )1
T L R SR B DA R 2 LA, R TR [
B NSRRI T ez iR e o WESEN AR B
W =R (DRSS E P, R 0 T HAME S5
A UIREREALIR AR PR, 48 25 [0 55 1N SR 3d L
B T 55 B8 0 32 i S A 2L (2)
1E B A B AT TR T T RR, 4iaHE
ST RERE IR IS HE— 25 8 7 5 11 5% 11 2k

T R A FT A 2L )R 5% F15% 1)
SRni T /R IR AL, BRET G IR A B R A
WG, El2E R ZEENE T
2, AR SR RO i RS AN AR THE: 55 S acB R
HI AT REPE o XN B FIR A B O B R
PURTS, Rl i 7E /b2 i s v piy % 11 %%
Y G, AR HE 5 A % 2] 455 3 00 205 0% 1 32
Fo FRAERME 1R,

B SETE 5 1E 558 M B LUK 24 A R 5 Xt
%, MANBENANBENMERET RN EE, OF
WFT BB, AR AE % B BE B A A DA 30 9% 8 0% mT
P PUTEESIRE T ROTINEIRE ) DA 2R
(Frank et al., 2015; Gyurkovics et al., 2020), FEA
AEHS I 22 R R X ARG A5 R P A Y M . A L
THAENCR2EE), FFECH/NEA) RN B
AEXEA B, JUIHAE BT R S 4R T A
TEMH B K JE (Gyurkovics et al., 2020), It4h, JCik
HIBE 77 Bl 5 AR i 3 < $2 7 (Frank et al., 2015),
HRZAEMIL, d/NA BR800 8 IR K
Ao I, TEOEER 5T 5 Z M B Pl fE
HNEE A BT [ 85 O IR R I % (8] A B4k Ak
N, T P BT IR B D, 3R] AR U M8
YIRAE X — AR P 1) T TR 5K 55, 2T+ 25 alh
AR A B o B0 9T 5 208 I B BORE AR 10 4
W B, Ol BRAR G 1 5% ) I R AE A R RO i 4
FALHIPEAE T 5 A .
31 WR® 1. KWEPFEEEHIIEITOSHFES

BRI

WESE 1 S0 % h PR B 01 55 I 2o
e 5% ) (044 00k B A En 2Ll . AR 22k
R, 7E S = AE BT X gl R AT [ 5%
Grak A B 2R, s grad i 1T o 4
P (8 A2 AL RN ZRET S A AR 04T Ry b S i A5 45
FriZE 5 SC5 1SR A 2 IZRaT)E - IZRmn/l 2k
JR) x 2 CGHA: Femss pillgeel [ S ) /by e
YIRA (Fhld ) REEmETt, ¥l
RS A AR AL, S A R AT R USSR,
Pl AT BN SR o P B A I T IS A5 58
J— R FE B B RN AT 55 (Christoff et al., 2009),
L 24, S IREHR AR R ITE, R
AR TE R 17155 ) YN 5 58 Bl 32 2R i I e Hp 2 T
7 J2 W AF %5 (Christoff et al., 2009)H7 4 B .0 BERR
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TRV SR 5 A0 19 465 D BE e 428 S, D20 T I8 48 (1 JE1 0 M7 P 2R % 1 55 DD LA 55 B 7 Ak, R P36 TRV DR 3R 20 A %
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K2 W5 1 A RysEseiial. (A)FFEEE RN AT S AR, (B) n-back {55 i e &
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Ao ARLIENGHITERL 15 5383k 20 K5 [
%5 Sy AR B B AN 2R R H, 1 B 1 4 1R X
S RSB B A B (—) B ITAS ) Hiy 20
T ST D ) T PR A A R, B DR
RAES 5 280 22 i A B 12 b e B 3l ik
FEUGE MR SCRE A B 12, R RIBRINT 6 434
BEAPRHE AR b B WSS T R i ik S
B BE IR 2H 10 Bl AT 55 — B, X BIAE 154 0 55 )
IR 20 7E B 3] 132 R AR AT: 55 Z wi ok 32345 RN 7E
B 2 A AR S AT S5 TE Ry I I, BT R
ROV M B 55 Yhok . EIgRd frh, s
B R A e A 6 fUPF A aE R B A
SR o 7 I A T 1) 1 A R A ] R
S, iR R B . DU Dy S0 DUERESY
—3%{((He, Chen, & Zhang, 2024), [n] i 56 02 i
. DR ITINAIESE | 10155 ) LA K e [l
W& BERAEFTR I BRET R RNR

(WTERE ) S Z |, SR 1 8 5 AT 55
L, e 5 S TR FN e T
155, 6-58 RTER ST 55 T K HY FF)

QfERAERIACTEE I ERER? (1-
TEBA RN, 6-EaEINET)

GYTEZ RFEEE b, s O v 5 ) 1 4 ol
MRS Hr -E2BhA 2, 6-4E % 55 J1251K)

MOIEZ KRR b, A T EURES? (1258
W[ AD, 6-A2 DR £)

FE I 50 5 W B COF & 7 23 & R )
(mindful attention awareness scale; Brown & Ryan,
2003)53 %, DLk BIT#A % [0 %5 5 )11 2R FE & I 2
IR

SEH 2, 3 ok S 2H RN 1 4 b s A DI
BRI SER 1, AR ZATE TS558 2. 3 &M
SRR R S 1 AR AN R R R, SRR
FH 2 A eI S5 TRt/ B eIl 2 20) < 2 (O
[ f fF B4 45« 0-back/2-back) x 2 (IZLHET)E : VI
SR AN GRS ) IR 5 5L BB T (0-back/2-back, B
ULPE 2B), [FIRE S Ry S g 2 AN R 4H, AE R TR B
i HE: 55 (n-back S50 IR RN ZRHT G 1T 08 bR i
ARk, R 25 B0 TR B R A o) R TR B 111 5% T
AR, BRIV R T 4 R s e A 55 R
Ui B8 1 9 20 R 55 S0 55 0 4 8 B /N TR AR far 4
% . S 3 R 2 (ILRAIR  IILRAT/NLRR) * 2
(AL 158 301 0L U R 20 2 9B

I, KRR I A R 4, TS
B RIS BUHE, PR 01 53 1IN 2R A R0 80 il
T st 118 IR M 35 A =X 1 S [ R0 A ) 286 T 8 32 e A
K25, RO FE RS (1) ) 25 HE AR R A 5 ] %
FIUNZR b R AR S 4
AWFFRBUHEER . (DTEIIZRAETER B, A
PR TT BB 23 3 w7 [0 55 07 i s R AR, B
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Exploring the impact of focus back effort training on mind wandering
and its mechanisms

HE Hong, ZHANG Xinyue, SHI Jinghong, LIU Qiang
(Institute for Brain and Psychological Sciences, Sichuan Normal University, Chengdu 610066, China)

Abstract: Reducing the frequency of mind wandering is essential for an individual's study, work and life.
This research is based on the resource control hypothesis and the dynamic framework of mind wandering. It
is believed that focus back effort reflects executive control and the constraints of thoughts. The method of
using focus back effort training to reduce the frequency of mind wandering is beneficial to make up for the
resource consumption caused by the de-automation of mindfulness training. From the perspective of
cognitive intervention, combined with brain imaging methods, this paper intends to conduct research in the
following three aspects. Firstly, behavioral experiments and task-state magnetic resonance imaging data are
used in the laboratory to explore the effectiveness of the intervention of focus back effort training on mind
wandering and task performance and to reveal its cognitive neural mechanism. Secondly, the laboratory
research was extended to life situations to investigate the effects of focus back effort training in life
situation. Finally, the research explores the effect of focus back effort training on classroom mind wandering
and academic performance of primary and middle school students. The project is conducive to revealing the
effectiveness of focus back effort training in reducing mind wandering and uncovering its cognitive neural
mechanism, providing a new effective and operable way to reduce mind wandering and task deficits, and
revealing the group discrepancy and individual discrepancy of focus back effort training in affecting mind
wandering. It also provides a new way to reduce mind wandering in class and improve academic
performance.

Keywords: mind wandering, focus back effort training, cognitive neural mechanism, resource control

hypothesis, dynamic neural model



