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The resolution of approach-avoidance conflict:
II. Continuous response measures

DONALD R. YELEN
Washburn University, Topeka, Kansas

The resolution rule from the two-gradient model of approach-avoidance conflict was extended
to situations requiring a continuous response measure. College students recommended whether
or not someone should bet on each position in problems representing nine different types of
approach-avoidance conflicts. The recommendations ranged continuously from +50 to -50. The
results showed that the strength of the students' responses at each point in a conflict was propor
tional to the net strength of the competing tendencies at that point.
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A recent series of investigations (Yelen, 1979) led to
the development of a two-gradient model that accounts
for behavior in nine different types of approach-avoidance
conflicts. The two gradients in the model refer to indepen
dent tendencies of approach ing and avoiding goals that
generalize along either spatial or similarity dimensions.
The model assumes that the approach and avoidance ten
dencies can be represented with probabilities, and that the
heights and slopes of the gradients can be independently
manipulated to produce nine different types of conflict.
The model's rule for the resolution of conflicts states that,
when incompatible tendencies are simultaneously aroused,
the one with the dominant net strength will occur. Net
strength is defined by the formula Z(app) - Z(avoid),
where Z is a modified version of the normal integral of
the probability representing the tendencies to approach
and to avoid.

In Yelen's series of experiments (1979), the resolution
rule was applied to conflict situations that required a sin
gle choice response . Under these conditions, the resolu
tion rule predicted that subjects would move toward or
choose the alternative associated with the dominant net
strength.

The present experiment applied the resolution rule to
conflict situations in which a continuous response mea
sure was required . That is, instead of requiring a single
choice from a number of alternatives, the present study
measured the strength of the response at different posi
tions in the conflict (cf. Brown, 1948). It was expected,
following Anderson (1962) and Miller (1959), that the
strength of the response at each point in the conflict would
be proportional to the net strength of the tendencies at
those points .

METHOD

Materials
As in previous experiments (Yelen, 1979), the different types of
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approach-avoidance conflicts were represented with betting problems.
Approach was identified with a tendency to bet, and avoidance with a
tendency not to bet. These tendencies were defined, in tum, by the ex
pected number of points to be won and lost at each position in the
problem. Each problem consisted of a column of five squares labeled
at the top to indicate that one point could be won and one point could
be lost. Probabilities for the occurrence of these outcomes were listed
along the sides of each square . Gradients in the tendencies to bet and
not to bet were established by progressively increasing the probabilities
from the bottom to the top square in the column .

Nine different betting problems were constructed, one for each of the
different types of conflict. The first set of three problems represented
conflicts for which the avoidance gradient was steeper than the approach
gradient, and the relative heights of the gradients varied : In Problem I ,
approach was always higher than avoidance; in Problem 2, the gradients
intersected in a way that made their heights equal on the average; and
in Problem 3, avoidance was always higher than approach. For the ac
tual probabilities used in these three problems, see Yelen (1979) Ex
periment V.

The second set of problems represented conflicts for which the ap
proach and avoidance gradients were parallel to one another. The first
problem in this set, with approach higher than avoidance, was charac
terized by a .40 , .55, .70, .85, and 1.00 progression of winning proba
bilitie s, and by a .00 , .15, .30, .45, and .60 progression oflosing prob
abilitie s. The next problem in this set, with gradients of equal height,
used the same probabilities for both the winning and losing progres
sions : .20 • .35, .50, .65, and .80. The third problem in this set, for
which avoidance was higher than approach. had winning and losing
progressions of probabilities that were the reverse of those used in the
first problem in this set.

The final set of three problems represented conflicts for which the
approach gradient was steeper than the avoidance gradient, and the rela
tive heights of the gradients varied : In the first problem in the set, ap
proach was always higher than avoidance ; in the next problem in this
set, the gradients intersected and thus were of equal height on the aver 
age ; and in the last problem in this set , avoidance was always higher
than approach. For a detailed description of the problems in this set,
see Yelen (1979) Experiment V.

Test booklets were used to present the materials to students . The five
squares in each of the nine test problems described above as well as
the five squares from three filler problems were separated and arranged
randomly over the pages of these booklets . The squares were separated
in order to eliminate context effects (i.e., the effects produced by the
progressive changes in the probabilities of winning and losing on the
judgments the students were required to make) . Each individual square
was labeled at the top to indicate that one point could be won and that
one point could be lost. Numbers at the left and right sides of each square
indicated the probabilities that these outcomes would occur. Each booklet
consisted of two pages, with 30 squares appearing on each page. The
order of the pages was reversed in half of the booklets .
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Procedure
Instructions were read to students indicating that their task was to study

the outcomes and probabilities that were associated with each square
in the booklet and then to recommend whether or not someone should
bet on the square . The students were to place a plus ( + ) sign in the
square if they recommended betting and a minus ( - ) sign if their recom
mendation was not to bet. The students were then to indicate the strength
of their recommendations by writ ing a number between 0 and 50 below
the square. An example where betting or not betting made no differ
ence because there was nothing to win and nothing to lose was used
to illustrate the weakest recommendation, 0, that could be made . Two
examples, one in which there was every chance of winning and no chance
of losing, and the other in which there was no chance of winning and
every chance of losing, were used to illustrate the strongest recommen
dation, 50, that could be made.

The students' responses to each square, then, could range continuously
from a high of +50, the strongest recommendat ion to bet, through 0
to a low of -50, the strongest recommendation not to bet.

Subjects
A group of 39 introductory psychology students served as subjects;

20 were female and 19 were male .

RESULTS

Figure 1 graphically presents the net strength of the
competing tendencies and the students' betting recom
mendations at each point in the problems representing
the different types of approach-avoidance conflicts . Net
strength, labeled NS, for each square in a problem is

plotted against the left ordinate, and the mean of the stu
dents' betting recommendations , labeled R, are plotted
against the right ordinate . Net strength was calculated
using the formula Z(app) - Z(avoid), where Z(app) was
a modified version of the normal integral of the proba
bility of winning, while Z(avoid) was the analogous score
for the probability of losing . The Z scores were modi
fied by assuming that a Z score of - 2.50 and +2.50 cor
responded to the probabilities 0 and I, respectively , and
then by adding 2.5 to each score to eliminate negative
signs. Thus, the modified Z scores ranged from 0 to 5.

The different types of approach-avoidance conflicts that
are presented in Figure I can be identified by the insets
in each graph. The insets show the gradients for the ten
dency to bet, solid line, and the tendency not to bet, dashed
line, found in each problem . Inspection of the insets in
dicates that the graphs are arranged so that the columns
in Figure I represent differences in the relative heights
of the competing gradients , and the rows in this figure
represent differences in the relative steepness of the com
peting gradients.

The top row of graphs in Figure 1 presents the curves
in the three problems for which the gradient for the ten
dency not to bet is steeper than the gradient for the ten
dency to bet. Inspection of the net strength curves in this
row of graphs results in the following predictions. The
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Figure 1. Net strength and the strength-of-betting recommendations for each square in
problems representing ditTerenttypes of approach-avoidance conflicts. The insets in each graph
identify the type of conflict, with a solid line for betting and a dashed line for not betting .



overall strength of the students' recommendations should
decrease as the relative height of the gradient for the ten
dency to bet decreases over the three problems. In addi
tion , the strength of the students ' responses should de
crease from Square 1 to Square 5 in all three problems,
with the fastest rate of decrease occurring in the problem
where the gradients intersect. Inspection of the recom
mendations made by the students in these problems indi
cates that they conformed to all of the predictions. That
is, the overall mean recommendations decreased over
problems; the recommendations also decreased within
each problem, with the rate of decrease being greatest in
the problem where the gradients intersect. These obser
vations are supported by the results of a 3 (relative heights
of the gradients) x 5 (squares within a column) , repeated
measures ANOVA. In this analysis, both of the main
effects and the interaction were significant [F(2,76)
= 355.11, P < .0 1 for relative heights , F(4,152)
= 177.36, P < .01 for squares, and F(8 ,304) = 8.39,
P < .0 1 for the interaction].

The middle row of graphs in Figure 1 present the curves
in the three problems for which the competing gradients
are parallel to one another. The net strength values in this
row of graphs predict that both the height and the shape
of the students' response curves will depend on the rela
tive height of the competing gradients: A high U-shaped
curve, a flat curve at an intermediate level , and a low in
verted U-shaped curve are expected when the height of
the gradient for the tendency to bet changes from greater
than , to equal to, to less than the height of the gradient
for the tendency not to bet over the three problems. Ex
aminations of the students ' recommendations in these
problems indicate that they vary in the expected manner,
and thus, support the predictions based on net strength
values. Statistical support for the predictions comes in part
from the results of a 3 x 5 repeated measures ANOV A.
In this analysis, the main effect of the relative height of
the gradients [F(2,76) = 277.87, P < .01] and the inter
action of the relative heights of the gradients with the
position of the squares in the column [F(8,304) = 5.68,
P < .01] were both significant, and thus , indicate that
the overall height of the response curves decreased over
problems and that their shape varied from problem to
problem. Subsequent analysis of the simple effects and
Newman-Keuls Q tests indicated that the shape of the re
sponse curve in each problem corresponded to the shape
that was predicted by the net strength values in the prob
lem. In the problem where a U-shaped curve was pre
dicted , it was found that the mean recommendations for
Squares 1 and 5 were both significantly (p < .01) higher
than the mean recommendation for Square 3. When a flat
curve was predicted, all the differences between the mean
recommendations were found to be nonsignificant (p >
.05). In the problem for which an inverted If-shaped curve
was expected, it was found that the mean recommenda
tion to bet on Square 1 was significantly (p < .05) lower
than the mean for Square 3, and that while the mean rec
ommendation for Square 5 was less than the mean for

CONFLICT RESOLUTION 393

Square 3, the difference did not reach the .05 level of sig
nificance.

The bottom row of graphs in Figure I presents the
curves for the three problems for which the gradient for
the tendency to bet is steeper than the gradient for the ten
dency not to bet. The net strength curves found in this
row of graphs lead to the following predict ions: The over
all level of the students' recommendations should decrease
as the relative height of the gradient for the tendency to
bet decreases over the three problems; and the strength
of the recommendations should increase from Square I
to Square 5 in all three problems, with the greatest rate
of increase occurring in the problem where the gradients
intersect. Examination of the students' mean recommen
dations indicates that they conform to all of the predic
tions . That is, the overall height of the response curves
decreased from problem to problem, and the recommen
dations within each problem increased from Square 1 to
Square 5, with the greatest rate of increase in the problem
where the gradients intersect. The results of a 3 (relative
heights of the gradients) x 5 (squares within a column)
repeated measures ANOVA supported these observations.
Both of the main effects and the interaction were signifi
cant [F(2,76) = 232.82, P < .01 for the relative height
of the gradients , F(4 ,152) = 82.11 , P < .01 for the
squares in the column , and F(8 ,304) = 5.84, P < .01
for the interaction].

The overall results of this experiment indicate that the
strength of a continuous response at each point in a con
flict is proportional to the net strength of the competing
tendencies at those points.

DISCUSSION

The resolution rule from the two-gradient conflict model states that,
when incompatible tendencies are simultaneously aroused , the one with
the dominant net strength will occur . When aspects of the conflict sit
uation restrict behavior to choice responses, as was the case in Yelen
(1979), the rule predicts that the subjects will move toward or choose
the alternative associated with the dominant net strength . When a con-

. tinuous response measure is required , as in the present experiment, the
rule predicts that the strongest response will occur at the point associated
with the dominant net strength . A comparison of the results from
problems used by Yelen (1979) Experiment V with the results from the
same problems used in the present study indicates , furthermore, that
conflict resolutions using different response measures are compatible
or consistent with one another. That is, the alternatives that were chosen
by students in Yelen's Experiment V were the alternatives that received
the strongest betting recommendations in the present experiment .

REFERENCES

ANDERSON , N. H. (1962). On the quantification of Miller's conflict
theory. Psychological Review, 69, 400-414 .

BROWN , J. S. (1948). Gradients of approach and avoidance responses
and their relation to motivation . Journal of Comparative &: Phys
iological Psychology, 41, 450465.

MILLER, N. E. (1959). Liberalization of basic S-Rconcepts: Extension
to conflict behavior, motivation, and social learning. In S. Koch (Ed.),
Psychology: A studyof a science(Vol. 2). New York: McGraw-HilI.

YELEN, D. R. (1979). The resolution of approach-avoidance conflict.
Journal of Research in Personality. 13. 326-350.

(Manuscript received for publication April 13, 1985.)



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /PDFA1B:2005
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<


    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>



    /HUN <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 6.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 6.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>


    /SKY <>

    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>

    /ENU <FEFF004a006f0062006f007000740069006f006e007300200066006f00720020004100630072006f006200610074002000440069007300740069006c006c0065007200200039002000280039002e0034002e00350032003600330029002e000d00500072006f006400750063006500730020005000440046002000660069006c0065007300200077006800690063006800200061007200650020007500730065006400200066006f00720020006f006e006c0069006e0065002e000d0028006300290020003200300031003100200053007000720069006e006700650072002d005600650072006c0061006700200047006d006200480020>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice




