N2 (170-300 ms) analysis.

The mean amplitude of N2 was measured between 450 to 750 ms. The main effect of valence was significant, F (1, 35) = 10.58, p = 0.003, η = 0.23; TiN (M = -2.79, SE = 0.50) elicited a smaller N2 than did TiP (M = -3.38, SE = 0.46). The main effect of electrode zone was significant, F (4, 140) = 88.81, p < 0.001, η = 0.72, indicating that the amplitude grew positive when moving from the frontal area to the parietal area (-5.57, -5.41, -3.88, -1.32, 0.87). The differences among areas are significant except the difference between frontal and frontal-central area. The other main effect and interactions were not significant.
The N2 is a negative amplitude deflection over frontal-central scalp sites at around 200-300ms. It is typically conceived of as an index of attentional control (Dennis & Chen, 2009) and N2 amplitude increases have been interpreted as recruitment of cognitive control. Several studies have shown that the amplitude of the N2 is attenuated in response to negative compared to positive stimuli (Olofsson et al., 2008), which means negative stimuli reduced cognitive control relative to positive stimuli, thus supporting the idea that positive stimuli do not need such urgent mobilization of attentional resources as do negative stimuli (Carretié et al., 2004).
P2 (110-330 ms)
[bookmark: _GoBack]We have investigated the EPRs time-locked to the presentation of the “L” or “T”. One subject has been deleted with more bad trials. Result showed that the difference between “T” and “L” cue exists in the time window of 110 ms and 330 ms, which refers to P2. Results showed that the “L” cue elicited a larger P2 (1.25μV) than the “T” cue (0.76μV). The main effect of electrode zone was significant, F (4, 136) = 45.21, p < 0.001, η = 0.57, indicating that the amplitude grew smaller when moving from the frontal area to the parietal area (1.57, 1.46, 1.11, 0.70, 0.21). The differences among areas are significant except the marginal difference between frontal and frontal-central area (p = 0.06). The interaction between cue and electrode zone is significant, F (4, 136) = 6.96, p < 0.001, η = 0.17, indicating that difference between “T” and “L” cue is significant in frontal, frontal-central, central and central-parietal areas except the parietal area.
The P2 is usually suggested to play a role in perceptual processing (Chen et al., 2008; Hillyard and Anllo-Vento, 1998). Given the stimulus feature here, the “L” cue could be more arousing and attention-capturing for participants than the “T” cue, which resulted in increased P2.
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