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[Abstract]
tential(ERP), forty subjects completed the tasks of affect labeling, gender labeling, affect matching, gender matching and ob-

Obijective: To explore the time course of affect labeling. Methods: With the technology of event—related po-

serving. Late positive potential(LPP) and P3 component were analyzed, together with behavioral data. Results: (D There
was no significant difference of LPP amplitude between gender labeling and observing; 2 Compared to observing, the LPP
amplitude of affect labeling increased at the beginning and decreased at the end; 3)The P3 amplitude of affect labeling was
larger than that of gender labeling during the time window of 400-450ms. Conclusion: The regulation effect of affect label-

ing may be a dynamic process which boosts then weakens emotional experience, due to the symbolic process of affect.
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