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Influence of Emotion to Working Memory Span: The Moderating Effect of Action Control
LIU Xiao—ming, LIU Hong
School of Educational Science ,Northeast Normal University , Changchun 130022, China

[Abstract] Objective: To explore the influence of emotion to working memory span: the moderating effect of action
control. Methods: 2#3 between—subject experimental design and the film to induce emotions (positive, neutral and nega-
tive) were used to 120 freshmen from a university in Changchun. Results: In three conditions (positive, neutral and nega-
tive emotion), action oriented students’ working memory spans had no significant differences (P>0.05). State oriented stu-
dents’ working memory spans had significant differences in three conditions (P<0.001). Especially, compared with the ac-
tion oriented students, the influences of the negative emotion to state oriented students’ working memory spans were sig-
nificant. Conclusion: Action control is the moderator between emotion and working memory span.
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