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ABSTRACT

In recent years, the problem of damaged inhibitory control function of drug
addicts and processing of negative emotion has become an important topic in the field
of drug addiction research. Previous studies have shown that the interference
inhibition of drug addict’s is impaired. Because of the interference inhibition is
defined as individual’s ability to control the information and response which are
independent of the present task execution. To investigate drug addicts’ ability of the
main task execute and the ability of control the indifferent stimulus, it is contribute to
us to understand drug addicts’ anti-interference ability when they in the face of the
drug and other related stimulation and the relationship between their relapse behavior.
The study of drug addicts found that compulsive drug seeking is the main
characteristic of this kind of people. The main factor of the influence of one’s
compulsive drug seeking is their ability of inhibitory control, in addition, it also
significantly correlated with negative sentiment. Therefore, negative emotions also
causes the compulsive drug seeking and it is the key factor for relapse behavior. A
number of previous researches have shown that drug addicts exists negative emotion
processing abnormal and negative emotion regulation deficit. The problem of
negative emotion how to impact on the interference inhibition function of drug addicts
is still unclear. Our present study tries to discuss the impact that negative emotion
have on the interference inhibition function of drug addicts based on two experiment
models in the lab. In order to make better explanation to the behavior of relapse after

abstinence.

This study includes two experiments. Experiment one used color-word Stroop
paradigm to study investigates the interference inhibition function of heroin addicts,
Experiment two used color-word Stroop paradigm, high and low arousal negative
emotional pictures and neutral pictures to examines the interference inhibition
function of heroin addicts affect by different emotional stimuli. The main results as
follows:

(1) The interference inhibition function of heroin addicts is damaged;



(2) Negative emotion stimuli interfere with individual’s nterference inhibition
function;

(3) Compared with the health subjects, heroin addicts with susceptibility to
negative sentiment;

(4) Negative emotion processing of heroin addicts is abnormal.

Keywords: heroin addicts; interference inhibition; negative emotion
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H AR, 3 e a8z, 165 N B A E bRt
22T, TN E I E BRI AT o B bl A F 2 R R A R o
2PfaH, mHSHSRHED AT K R BB . SILFEIRN, sl
RIS FIBELIRES), fEF T2, b MANE RS & ™ H 0,
I B2 51 Bw S 2 e e e 4h, R0 HARE S AL A .

HAr, $RESICEMARETEAECN 2475 7, IRIEHBESG G5, SERRW
NELIE AN N 4.3 5 AW, XA, B2, 2014) . HubATan, &
i R R SR & ETHES, I H RS BRA R . BRI, FRE R
B LAEUSOR NG T2 IR I T3 o 24T, 76 78R 0TI rh I I A A5 M D P O B
) 2 W R R ) R B R o BRI, R O BEERYT .
DR i 2 A0 i 2 5 —4F N I SRR SR 100% (BR&EJE, 1999) . i UREH
(149 52 W% ) R A2 BF 98 38 AT DA I D P 1) R o 5 350 R R A2 W 17 i R 22 7 T
(17, 2 00 5T F A E AT IR A T e B TR 8 2 3 BO R 45 )
THEEHIAH SR IX 22451 (Li et al., 2007; Feil et al., 2010) , Ffs Hoafl LUK 25 iy 6t
17 R AT %da i (Altman, J., et al. 1996; Daws, S., et al. 2004; Dom, G, et al.,
2006). HI 175 it OB B BE 14058, AEREMAH R R IR N, RIS

& T A5 A FH 2 S AR — BN () AR i 25, 2 TR VE 30 FH 24 e 3 T 7 O A6
259, e PR G WAT Ao BRI ERATTAT LAHE T, 428 i BE 2 5 341
B bR S R BN R — o BRI Z AN, Ak g i TR R ) O S
AN BT A B A SRS X A7 1 175 2 O kg, T FLAE 5 R 299 3 SR AW AT
S TH] A 1 48 kR e g8 T (Baker, Piper, McCarthy, Majeskie,& Fiore, 2004),iX
W B BRI 26 2 S B B O S AR E AT N B L OB R 3R RN 2 4L
TRCREE HA FEBE 1 N ER G L B R EICIEA5 4 A I 4 1 O R IR (Kenford et al,
2002), AT Wk AP AR S0 L B O SR AR RE A, AT DA e T B R R
WS RS, MR EREEmA TR RER R — DRI, 75
it SO TR 2 BERRAE S i B ME R 250 3K, 047 ) PR PR G 7= A b sl 1 2454
3R R B i < R & (Jentsch, J. D., et al. 1999; Goldstein, R. Z., et al., 2002;
Dawe, S., et al., 2004). 17 A% B 5L R B L 254 - 5Kk 15 v & o 35 A0 O
(Sinha, 2007; Walton, M. A, et al., 2003), EZERIN 7R FEA R PEAT
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MREEE, Bk sl R EEAENTE R E MK HITN (Verdejo-Garci a,
Bechara, Recknor, & Pérez-Garcia, 2007), IXudH M 1H % o5

I 1) 42 1] i 7 () o A1 2 R A S A B o RO S B OB R X (Koob &
Volkow,2010) o BEdhAER, MELECE . XTGPk 15 45 62 i e = I 42 1 A

MR, A BT — DR O DR R SR R o (R, A SO DAV I
PR R 9t U0 R, WD R A7 P A7 8 o VI R Bk o SR 40kl Ty e 1) s Tl 155
B, ik — B A AR N 5 SR .

1 NEREFd
1.1 SEmaAEAERIELR

B i R (drug - addiction) 7 57 %€ 9 B 1t 254 SR AN 25 38 N (AT J9 ik,
e Pl e A 2K R 24 3 3 9 3 b sl 7 S 24 45 3 1Y 1 RE (Robinson & Berridige,
2003). EIRAIYI TR A 2 45 A B0 ER A R ORI T, (ER R
SWARYIRIE AT o 25 R ARt S W B R — WV RE, matii
5 25 S RG4S0 SO S e LSBT R B R A A e ? B ST AT A
[ B g BERS I — IRl EAT T R

1.1.1 FE-5 Bl iEie

B F) 75 A - 5 B4k ¥4 B Robinson A1 Berridge(1993)#2 ), iR 248
FRLETT LA K TIUA 25 SR 00, 5 S AN 2 48 Hh B B M 25 A8 N T 3 B 2 i 2454
RS RPE . Z BRI, KIEH &M 2 28RS REEZ (nucleus
accumbens, NAcc) HH K/ R4t Dy Re K A2 4k, T AREEA% /2 (nucleus accumbens,
NAce) 5711517 R SN 5 R R ILAE D Re (U ZH 2R KA FH 23 it 2w ax
PR [l %= AR R, T 1T 3 B 3 6 B o S AR DG (1 R A5 A o BURR, X
SN 5y A o A 5y A T BUSUREE 72O B PN Bt 38 5 5 IR R ISR R AR 24
Y15 ZiWIRE R LR R BAFAE, 51 RS 25 BRI R TR 22, AT S B0 ia PR 259
TR AYBNRERAT N Fk, ZEBINNHRE 5B AR FE A S AT
NI RERFTLE o X —HR G R T AT TER R MU R B BR 2 5 e At 27558
W



1.1.2 INFMNTIEie

Franken(2003) # 41 B it Bl T 5 1) 38 220 ) B JHL At 28 24 2 22 ) A 98 R R 8 HY
TR B R R B I TR o 1B R AR 5 N A 2 SR R P N e i
2GR R Z 2R IR = A [e) 5 3K A2 25 WAE SR S | R MR 1) vy SRR 5 R
AT TR B (R DA BN TR A o B AN TS 35 24 10 ORI AR 2 0 X SE IR ) e
7 (7 3K IRK) T HAAR R 5 SERIAT A [ S (AN 2549 3 SR A ) e 5 PR 15 VR
WFRRY, Z9WH KRS 259 — FEARE S 5 R TP L & R 5 2 IR R
(Kuater & Weiss,1999; Duvauchelle et al.,2000). T K2 R I$E &, i
TR T 24 ) 24 R S S A i 1 ) SO T A AT 2 i ok IE . MR
AN A 245 40 g SRR PR YOI A5 T ) 24 ) B 24 ) A Ok 4 R A i ) gk — 2 1 i
(Franken, 2003). TAZIHN T3 R I8E 5] H Rl X 23 B 250 AH R e = AR S i 1
MM, SR ARRE 2590 R AN ST IRAT NI AR BRI OO IR R, it — P R i [R- 5
JRALFRVR BT P ) R BRI BRER (T i S A AL

1.1. 3 EAF R AMERAT R EIHIFRIZIEL

H Shaham %5 A (2000)#2 H i) s 70385 R B WAT R LRI ER SR NN, £
Jise iR B EAT A R RTES TS K T 2R X ERAT A %R F
X ANER 25185 AR 20 SRIBEAT T HIEFE . b Childress(1994) i) — ik
FHAE IR AR5 & 25 WD 2 777 AR AN [ R 155 28 AR 6 R B 9 v R L, 470 P 17 & A B
SAEAMAKT BT Fr S 245 W 1) 1 SR BORIRA] 2R 2 TR 1 | P € 7 B s £
JE AR G 2 A AR 24107 SRR B FR PP € i fan s TS R 48 ) I 25 51 Ak
FRTBCTRE IR s AR ARG Bt PR R 47 28 I AN 27 AT AT I 5 R 8N o Pl LA
TN, ARG PT Re 2 5 A R 25 96y SRR DA S Hopth — 28 15 245 S Wi AT %
(P26 A PE R (Childress,1994) . BrILZ #F, Sinha %5 A\ (1999)8 i #5548 & 71155 45 1)
SRy, X6 EH R g P A 1) AR AT G TS R A RT R R 7 SRBEAT B RIE SR B, EH
HNE R J1 P R I AR 2, AN UE AN RN R - DR v SR B o, A4S AMA 10
B, WA E AR IS B . NI, SRS L IS K RS TR AR B R
PEAH OC, R IEHTE S AR X % e 0 1 R0 VE A A Ok ( Lazarus,1984 ;
Gmelch&Swent,1988) . a2, A FMALER 15 [F— St g5 AT 10 g
ERTREFAEIR R Z S Rk, AR S F0ANMASK 15 F7 WA F0 RN #7T B S 80k



YIRS E W
1.1. 4 S 1B TR R

BTG R vE 25 R IR A L R R R, B PR VIS 26 ClnfEE, 47
BRERARGISE) P AU A PR 1% 46 2 29 MR BR AR AR IR AZ Lo i, 2 AR 4 RF
2y JE R 2 R T 8 TR 25 B e AR R B AR AR 51 R I PR 45 (Kenford et
al.2002,Piasecki et al.2000) . R ¥R 51 45 U R EAE A I, Rl <
TR FEFIHE T, Baker 25 A (2004) 32 H 7 254 SRa 1 7 54 1 45 n AL (An
Affective Processing Model of Negative Reinforcement) , iZFH i I\ A4k #5414 i
AT R A B AR R G A 45 T 1k ek , T HL 87 PR A% 806 1175 I 29 5 SR AT I
AT NEA SRR o SRS 28I TR A B PR A B 245 1048 FH I gt 22
P, T H 2B RO R FE R o H 25 R E . B TS AR, AMARTE 25
AR, AR 250 o3 IR, 3 HIORE B S ORE 227 AR — RAIE 5, XL
5T R N 250K o I SR i 52 3 B ORI 250K REAR,
BSZ R SRR, XN s (R, B EiiR %) Miaki
FEAE . T X — R R S, 1525 AR (1 A4 0] i 52 A4 PN 24510 7K ST 1D
RN [ 38 471 14 175 28 B BT [R1 T B — AR P AL I B B R o T2, RN 25
I IIBRARIR A 1 51 AN SRR 26 () N B SZ 2R R, (A M IX — R R AR
e PR RO, o A A AR S I A S SRR B, XA 2 (R 5 3 h 25 A R R T
K, Baker 25 NiAA, J\J%Wﬁﬁﬁ%‘i%/\%wﬂﬁﬁEuu,’JEl’JuAéﬁ,’J%—rj?El’J
AT, B R A RARAS B X P AT A 1) 5 DR 16 3k ER 240 7K 1B BT 5 R 1) b
B4, Wl Uiox —d 22 TR

2 HonakiieE BHNHIEHI T e

VF 2 A B UM AT Dl g A2 5 B0 ™ A2 BORaAT D9 R0 B i O 7 2
LK 2 (Olmstead, 2006; Wiers et al., 2007). 11142 il & —Fh B A HATFE 8 Thie
( executive function), XM SN BT 9 Bl ] (Jentsch, J. D., et al., 1999;
Logan, G. D., & Cowan, W. B. 1984). ‘& Ppiil F-4= i35 & Flo0 3 g sh i T & H R
WY, REBEHA IR R 2T 55 1) 56 B (Smith & Jonides, 1999), [FII & A4 RESS IE



HIBAES A APAT IR . Bk, s EI e & BT IR AL LR sy, B
T PATIEHI A TR, RIRATPI B H A AT IhRE, Lz, &
AR A2 DA RS R SR ) B A5 A S 0 7 2 R A Ak A R . DAAERR AR
H, FIE R TR IERAT AT, AMAAT A0z H A8 7 1 B BT H
) 2= S8 ph R B0 547 A 1 & A (Bjorklund &Shackelford, 1999; Li et al., 2006).

UL RN, ARSI e 0 2 A HAT e 24sil, [mn I a7 . i
X T U SR, FOREE S BT SRS EIRAT AR S Z I BAT N, B R
Rz CORER (Anokhin, A, P., etal., 2004) . KEFIWFFRRME, KR 5k
93 i U B R R ) 2 4R (M 1], JA X5, 2004; Fishbein et al., 2007; #
WS, 2009). I, AN $% §) FE A5 (impaired inhibition control) B4\ &
FORE Sl R S R OB R R, BAE XS A EIAIAT A H ] (Jentsch, J. D., et
al., 1999; Goldstein, R. Z., et al., 2002). H FiAfF 75 1135 8 A 1T 1 A2 4 30 i ) o
R S S A ) AR S A 5 S A2 (Booth , Burman & Meyer, 2003; Aron et al.,
2004; Lubman et al., 2004), Monterosso Z& A\ (2005) s & CMER &
L2 B EFEREAT (AT N BBE L 1 BhI0E BAT S, T S AL A AR 54T 55
PAT T A BB S (304 (Dempster & Corkill,1999) o 1 T-4T Jydiih Al g &
AETEDE I R ) SR B2 (8], BRI 25 R  pp S B I I 7, A Bh T AT
TR FIRE TG S T PR A B8 7, HE— AR 7R % 2 T T e A DG T 1
P aE I S EWAT A Z E K R

1. 3 AP
1. 3.1 HsHPHIA AR E

FEH ARG, AME IS N R IR 2 ARG, RE AT N RS T B A4
H RGRIE B P MG R, PRGBS TRIEEK . s B AT 18
HHORH L SR ) B AT ) A2 DA R i R 8 1) — T R BT e (FRAE X, R AK, 2007)

R AL S =B R I B S R H AR EATRAE, oM
R 45 2 = Cprefrontal cortex, PFC) 1t 7 2 A& #i 7 #5175 5515 B. ( Cohen &
Servan-Schreiber,1992; Braver, Barch & Cohen,1999; Miller & Cohen, 2001) ; Hx
& HFRHEFA TR, HhkZ EE &% (midbrain dopamine system, DA) i3t

5



SHE 53847174 (gating signal ) ( Braver& Cohen,1999; Braver& Cohen,2000;
O'Reilly, Noelle,Braver et al., 2002); #x /a2 AT ARSI,  HATHI [
(anterior cingulate cortex, ACC) 5& 5 < f¥4& Ml ( Carter,Braver, Barch et al.,
1998; Botvinick, Braver, Carter et al., 2001; Kerns , Cohen , MacDonald et al.,2004) .
Ba— Ny, R S e, e R AR

1. 3. 2 NI ZRTE

H R ek e 4] A F 72 3245 Stroop, Simon A1 Flanker T 453% = fih 4 i i sz
e X =FhsRIRizlh, Stroop 155 & A 78 AN i SR A 6 77 I B FH B S
2R FEIE . 1E Stroop AE55H, AT 55 72 fim 44 1] 120 € 1T 2B 3 1) 2 S
betnn, ESRIG P ESRPIA HAABER “4” FE5HAGHEEN “@” Tt
I, JEE PG A A AT AT E KRS 2 . BriE Stroop XN 245 A — ]
(B B 3 S RN AR B4 . AR i S4B 98 7732, Stroop 7550
HH () i SR 1] BB 55 R S AT (R 5, EH T Ak R A 55 A i ] P 230 €2 il o )
117 2 33 5L, R A A X0 70 € 140 ) B ) S5 b2 i P S 4K 2 TR 3 ) ) SR RS 2
RIZEIR . Stroop o314 Tz B T FoAN A v S B 00 1 2 S Sk
Simon £ % I vt R 2 HAs L B 5 & B J7 A 2 [8] 1) #p 2% ( Simon &
Berbaum,1990) , A I IALE H R B 5 RS ITAA—FOR AN B SB35 K
T3 TN o Flanker 1T 25 A& 1k 306k 52 I07E H 18] F 80 s JodE AT S
7 s 2 . S22 L RO 85 3 T B0 o S o R e ) 0 38 7 52 281 3 0] 7 A AH
[ A2 5 0] £ B SR AR R S DA i R o 224 v e Ao 5 9 A ) s — B8,
AR ks R, EA—IHHER T, Bl RN RS

1. 4 S B R Z 5

W E AR T SR RE SR g (FMRID) H3 AR X AN [7] 1 54T 55 4 % P i X
BEAT IR BIBIE I, IIAE Stroop 4155 i & 2 ML 52 2175 M §ir 1717 18] B2 2 (Dorsal
anterior cingulate cortex, DACC) KT, FF HibA —Luf 7t [FAE I 1 B4 =
TR XSG (H2E, REX, £, 2004) o XF Flanker T35 Frigd s X
FIREFLR BT, BR T R R0, #0 [B H IL 70E  (Botvinick, Braver &



Carter et al.,2001; Casey, Tomas, Welsh et al.,2000) . E 4K % B0t 55 # 4 B 223X
FRAT55 o, o5 BT A i DX ) (L R 0 78 28 41T SR P 1 S 36 3 R gt il oA
[, DRLE AR e A A S I [X R 8 . AR R, S 5
il RO i X 32 A DL LR

1.4.1 BN EEE

JE BT H KB 7R S, AT 07 [ B2 )2 (anterior cingulate cortex, ACC)5 5 158
il (Botvinick, Nystrom, Fissell et al., 1999; MacDonald, Cohen, Stenger et al.,
2000; Veen,Cohen, Botvinick et al., 2001). H §iA PR S ER G T 0757 [5] 2 2
(ACC){E M a4 ey A 34T 1 ik . — R H 5T {E i (Error detection
hypothesis), iZ ¥ A BY N N aTF077 [B] 2 JZ (ACC) A2 T8 1 B 43¢ 1 AR RN SR ) s
KA T RAT I, IF B H AT 18] B JE (ACC) A i i TR i I 4 Ak i —
T SIS 5 R MR e SR o AH S I BB T R I, 4 HH B 3R s
i) 77 A B R A 26 638 (Error-Related Negativity, ERN)(Gehring, Goss, Coles et al.,
1993). fixAH K I (ERN) S A 1R S S [F I HA B0, Y5 53 B 25 SR S 7 A i A O 47 U3
(ERN)K [ i #1178 [B] J 2 (ACC)( Dehaene, Posner, Tucker, 1994). BF5t &8, 416
FrE AR R I B, AT A0 [E] B2 (ACC) TG sh38 in,  IF H 545 A0 o f ik
(ERN) I 8] i3F A2 35181 (Gemba, Sasaki, Brooks, 1986). %W 7EiFSL § AT [A]
JZ(ACC) T R i ThAk . BRILZ AL, ATHN 2] K = (ACC) LE 4 2 S R AT 2 TE 4
PRI B, BRI [ B JZE (ACC) BT M DU R FEAS 2 A5 R A B 1 A2 4 1R 1T
&4 () 175 i Carter,Braver, Barch et al., 1998).

SRTMAE PP R I AR o, A BIF 503 32 L0 AT 411 0] B2 2 (ACC) 47 51 M A [ fixi
X [8) B 55 1 (crosstalk) FH i 5, L an 4 {4071 [5] J2 /2 (ACC) R I SR I it 22 ki AS
S, IR A [R] B XS 2% 4 B 40 ) 4 ] (Botviick, Braver, Carter et al., 2004;
Carter,Botvinivk, Cohen, 1999;Botviick, Braver, Carter et al., 1998). Hilt A #EHf,
4T [5] J2 22 (ACC) X 58 4 s . 2 18] 1R v 5% F A VR (R UK« AN (E Stroop A£5%
R R BLRT AN B B2 R (ACC) M RF LA (IR 2 2k, KB X, £, 2004). BT
¥ Stroop AEFSBHEEMAA—BURA, — A —H—ESFM, REM
R BB EE W S, T, MNP S8, B, X RORORT 9 [
BEERESN; FE_MEA-H—AESKM, MTERMMEEAEE. 4.
W, (IO AR A, XSRS A o A B IE L R sE, gER K



LT S5 T ERAFAE SN BT A5 B2 2 B0, T AT 5] B2 2 (ACC) A EA—
—E &M TGS, SO0 [ B R (ACC) 3 A 5T I 45 ) LK AP R
(Milham, Banich, Webb, 2001). BEAHTHIH [F] 7 2 (ACC) S &t Tint . Hint&
AT ZECER, Frbl Botvinick &8 A& H AT #1717 8] 2 /= (ACC) A R K AT HEZ 5 1M
2B Bk 53 n T3 F2 (Botviick, Braver, Carter et al., 2004). [K1Ht, Weissman
SN T &5 REAS— B R B8 SR _E W R B 7 R340 78, 45
R IHTH T 5] B2 2 (ACC)E A SRS R B L N i, JF BAEAZK
a3 e B AT RE 51 R H0GE (Weissman, Giebrecht, Song et al., 2003).

1. 4. 2 GU&RT

HI i (prefrontal cortex, PFC) & 4t U $5 HE it 2 /Z (orbital frontal cortex,
OFC). HI#n77 7l K2 J2 (ACC). 5 #MUET# B2 2 (dorsolateral prefrontal cortex,
DLPFC). #i T [=l(inferior frontal gyrus, IFG). Ji§4MMIAG %M B 2 (ventrolateral
prefrontal cortex, VIPFC)Z5:#E43 44 i (Egner, 2011), = 2 47 55 i o b S NP PAL AT
AR, I H AT AT B 2 (ACC) 7R 1X — I 72 HH S & #h 78 55 ke 1 1
(Rowe, Toni, Josephs et al., 2000; Bune, Hazelting, Scanion et al., 2002) . 51l 4175 i 5%
R, B RTETI 325 MR S IR AR B, AR N e, JF HA Ik
BERIAT e, (B HH IS R 2 5 LS SO P IR (I R R S5, 2
BT ARUH: 52 458 AR FG e SR AT FR 8 0 2 e 0 15 e B8 Aan il 3P0 o rh 2R, (B
F& A% il e ST ) - PRI B8 /) 32 45 (Gehring, Knight, 2000).  H AT HE T,
A (PFC) AT R il 1 FAEAT 55 R SEAT I DI RER, X Fh AL 54155 HH IS
RIAT RN, M0 ST TR R RG], (815 R MM IR (FFE Bk, 7KiE
%, T4, 2004).

1. 4.3 S 5sHNFIRE fthfx X

B _E 3R R P A X A, A e AT o RS A FH BB AT B 1 — L8 I, an ik
% JZ (frontopolar cortex, FPC)IH i\ &idz il K SCRF RIEVEAT N, A % NV IR FEH]
IAG I T I B2 )2 (FPC) AN A BT %5 - i JZ (dorsolateral prefrontal cortex,
DLPFC) 3[Rl 1ot 126 58 5 4% 55 AH DG ) s Sl B R o % o[RS FMRI A F2 0 4fs
ST MBS AR K 5 AN AN AE 56 4 S B P A R b R, AERAESR B AN H AR Y
AT HME R 1Ak 57 )2 (FPC) 1 ¥E (Braver, Bongiolatti, 2002). 73 4t,
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AL KB, HErAERN XA S 5% B (inferior frontal gyrus,
IFG). WM KAz XE(REER, KIEX, &, 2004).

WRAE ESCh R e R, RN R E 2 AW LR 2 5, ERrnrE gz
(ACC) I M- (prefrontal cortex, PFC)#E % S8 AAE ] .

1.5 GRS & makiR & RN

BVEAR 28 72 IR OB IR TE AN AN AN PR IBOE 15 DU ZE AR AL, A5
— BRI A PO G L8 AR S, A — PR AR E I 1% 44 7 T (Watson & Clark,
1984; Watson, Clark & Tellegen, 1988). — Mk, 244Kz B 5 k15 4 i,
AREI ISR R i — e ek B QR I — LU o WIRERE R UL, 8 FH 5 i i
JI A 56 3] FR) Fo R SRR it R S 5 22 M L P i e 8 5 0 Al A1 0% A 48 e 47 12
IR (4B, 2009). Carrico 25 A (2012)HF 70 45 R B, MAAfd FH 2542 4 1 %
WEPENE S, T A P a1 7 2R 6] B I 4 AN AR R B H IR AP 1)
(Wong et al., 2013). [Kith, fifkiE2E 2 FECMEAE 3 m EZOEF R

Sihna %5 A (1999)K FAEALL I /)16 B ) S2 3 A B, - A8 5 JJRIBoRA T = A= 1
AR 28 BT ] R R f 6 SR S ¥ 58 (Sinha, Catapano, & Malley, 1999), 3 HL#F 7T
N DR R 2 R B B LS BOREAT N R T A SR A S T A7 MR 6 S T
BT ARAEEMEH (R, FkkE, 28, X%, 2008). MG, &
AT FEREE « AAISRE AN A5 5 I e A B e A A A7 o SRR B PR A A BE AT 1
181 F K 6K 22 fift 4 VE 4 4% (Bujarski et al., 2012; Bonn-Miller, Vujanvic, Twohig,
Medina, & Huggins, 2010; Bonn-Miller, Vujanovic, Boden, & Gross, 2011), K BH
PEAE 26 138 0 B R M TE ) L Sl B 1B Dl (Perry et al., 2013). BEAL, ok
At &5 N TR HAR U N GEREMA B AT AL F B AR 0] A 1 17 25 1) ke
i1 HAE 5 & 259 53 SRR W AT Dy 0 T AV 48 2 3 O i /F ] (Baker, Piper,
McCarthy, Majeskie, & Fiore, 2004),t B 41 P4 175 25 A T B EE il U 1) 9%
PR R HLAR A 51 R 2978 AR S RAT D ) 0 BT 3R AT 9T SR FH AR IR
ARG RIS 77 A AN [F) I 48 PR 58 BRI 98 B, AR I 4 22 15 I 2 WD bR o 1)
259 3K S (Childress et al.,1994), X 1F A4b T 78 Wr ik B2 A A AN AR 1 28 55 AR 56 21 i
FURI ARG 28, X bt R 5 i A PE 1 4E FH (Epstein & Preston, 2010). 3 Hix



b S B AL ML) 2 45 3 7= A2 254 F- 5K [« B (Uslaner, Kalechstein, Richter, Ling, &
Newton, 1999; Baker, Piper, McCarthy, Majeskie, & Fiore, 2004), Mifi I EWAT

1.5.1 EmpiRENAMFEN L=

MAREE I TR EZAFFE=AT7H: FEINL. SESRRRLINTAZR
GRANgR, VEF, WRER, 440, 2010). RS SO0 LR BERE R] 3 D 1 48 0 v A1
VR BN T EEER KRR, 2 NEnE R BOHE = Fr B (Adolphs,
2002; Vuilleumier, 2005); /M B Dy 52 I7E = SRR EC RO FEME, 525N Lk R
AR [ (R s MRS I TS E SR 4. 154
SyEYE. TR R SECEIN, T, BEEE, 2540, 2010). T AE M
T, 3 S0 1 RN T PN 25 77 TR SRR 88 3 25 it J e 1) AP A 8 0 T e

B4, A5 B0 CJ7 A 783 K F G 26 IR BRI e 73, DARE O R0 S S0 7K T
DNFEFR, Y1 DR ot 7 A7 8 R R B O 222 PRI 8 A B, T IR T BT 55 7
P4 g8 A5 B BCR FN i LU IE A 22, R W& DR bR 2 e 1 4 R 1 I 0
LR, 5K T ARG RS KR E8E, KI5 E (Zhang et al.,
2012). Bl R E BOTE 48 VRAN R 5 XS VA 4 AR L 2 A I AR B AT
(E 5 i BB T R) (CRifEHE, 2005), 491 40 4 25 W) MR B 3 ANt R R 52 AR 1)
S EE TE N 5 (Gerra et al., 2003).

FLUR, G DR EE il R 5 28 I (m) B SR B, 5 O O () 1
[] 5 AthAT T X 254 1) O B VB SR A %5 1) 1) 9% %2 (DeRubeis & Crits-Christoph, 1998). &
Y3 3HE (2005) %o} % TR i i 2 B P A% 26 0 TR s BRI 90 R B, 0T 3R AIE 1 7 A B
FAF LR BEAT I LN, HEis R RR A A B W, 1 B — U
1 DR] TG o 285 R 670 1P 2 3 S B R VA T [ ) e P 51 R A AT A A 1 2
TR I REERATANRERZ —. M LA, 5550 80REE %
Wl BT 1645 5 A R AF G T L IE R MR UL E % . AT FIK
B, A T OB NG 28 U0 BE 1 BUIK, A7 A2 1 25 Ul B% 4% (Boden,  Gross,
Babson, & Bonn-Miller, 2012). #&H 58, TEMMT ARG T, KE2H
(1) 7 75 3 BB AFAEAS [ R EE 1) 4 R DR AT o) 5 o L VA SR 255 7 T 1) B MR IS 454 12
(EAFT5, sk, XE%, RIEH, 2013), 1M H 8 &S b A k15 4 3%
BR LR BN S vt S IR PE (R e, 2005). T I (K RIF 70 36 W 5 RRORR 155 28 s SOAH B
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s DRI B 2 X G P 1 2 ) ) B L B DAy 5 27 (de Arcos et al., 2008), 1t L5 1
N U KT T 285 F A7 1 156 6 1 e v B R BURR (Geerra et al., 2014), X 26t 518
Wi A B O S 4 B B . T S ORI Y T RO AR A
KW AE & 5 1E % N AH b A7 78 1 25 O 75 A X (Bonn-Miller, Vujanovic, &
Zvolensky., 2008). f 7 # AR P 1 28 4 5 BE 10 X6h 55 o BI0E 2 117 48 20 e M R
D3 T BRI FE R B, AERAN 7T, s DR i 28 0t At By 7 AR e Ak 3 /> T 1
W, T AP B R, s R e A BT 27 A 3 2 AR DU G s 7
WU 5 TR, I A O R R R P ot 58 T30 R RO, T s R s
Xof PRI A A 2 B R IR R R T s T IR (R 2 AR, O, 2008). de
Arcos £ A (2008) K1t 7 K IR v S 245 A FH 2 AE R RRARCRT A7 156 2 1 R0 A T
SN AEEIG 25 0 T 5% o AR9E L BRI AT, FRATAT DL IR it RO 0] A7 1 155 24
(0 5 sAFAE St A 1) 5 16 8 N BIIE 46 00 T8 RAFAE 2 57

1.5.2 SZmARENAERENNIER

B i U ORI 25N TRy R R, B O N R S N T
1E% NA FiANE (Zhang et al., 2012; Boden, Gross, Babson, & Bonn-Miller., 2012;
Gerra et al., 2003; Bonn-Miller, Vujanovic, & Zvolensky., 2008; ¥, 2005; + 5%
1€, HALA, 2008, £4fJ7, sk, XIBE, RIEH, 2013), KUSLRORE X 7 G
280 07 sCHYRR I S BT T SRR 28 H R0 7 50t 5 1 NH B AR, Al A5
165 [71) T~ {56 B 5 #2108 6 1 175 4% (Carrico et al., 2012; Hathaway, 2003; Ogborne,
Smart, Weber, & Birchmore-Timney, 2000; Zvolensky, Bernstein, Marshall, &
Feldner, 2006). 4 AMITESZ B FPEIG SN, B 60 B2 i —Lepe ik B Uk
L LE R TR EE R R U, A Bl I T AR 3] F) TR BTRS ei  EAE
Z M PR R RS S B At AT T SR AR AR I A7 PR I IR (AR 3%, 2009). Rl ATT &
KRR A A i 7 ORI B S S 4

B R AEAARLS B AP IE 25N, A T B RO 7 ZURIE 2 1 FH 55 R 22
BRI A MEAE 4 . Carrico 55 A (2012)fF i 4 B W, M FH 242 0 1 Wb 471
PEAB 28 o 0F R BRAE 1T &, AT 45 FH KRR B¢ JER DT BRI M AR DR RR R RAS Bt AT
A PR AE FE 15 4% (Hathaway, 2003; Ogborne, Smart, Weber, & Birchmore-Timney, 2000;
Zvolensky, Bernstein, Marshall, & Feldner, 2006), 31 HLHJ 7% & i A& B A7 1 47 48 5 A
AR K RRAE K Ad FH AR B A5 70 /E F (Bonn Miller, Zvolensky, Bernstein, &
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Stickle., 2008). 1T fathTE % & 5l M A s tERgsR, MM fe - MARE 2454
(Verdejo-Garc &, Bechara, Recknor, & P&ez-Garc k., 2007), Jf H 5 1E % AFIELZ54)
W H R I B R I 7 15 4% (Jackson & Sher., 2003; Watson & Clark., 1984).
R A 85 AR R AOIRES BT DLRATT R F 25 R 35 B O G2 M Bk e 47 M 1y
g, AMAZI TG T OB, 3308 . e AR 23 M
BRI R R, e 3 EE MR E R O OB R . AR v SR RE
SEPERRTIS AR P, WIS R R R0 2 2 AR AS , XK AT e S Hr 20F
FHE M (Mason et al., 1998; Nunes, Sullivan, & Levin., 2004; Latowsky, 1996;
Satel, Kosten, Schuckit, & Fischman., 1993). &% & 8RR IE  EBEE T 54,
T7F FE 2 WY 0 1P A7 28 2 ) R it RO AR R % Lo Ji 23 (Keenford et all., 2002; Piasecki
etal., 2000). BREE P AE R RAT N 3 B Dy 1 WEIRE G BE SR AE AR T 7 AR 1) A 1 1R
gho FIRREFRRT, B ORI n) T B I AN 2 1) RO 77 2R AR B A7
Vet o PRk, B TeE ARG J7 2R 28 R 15 5 2 A5 P T 2 TRD B 9% 22 7 THI ()
W70 AR B T30 MAHAT Jy it AR 2> 30 25 P4 F i) 2 (Wong et al.,
2013).

1. 6 BTN HI RS20

T4 2 NI H R A FERALS, R NI 22 B 2 i st . NS
GRS, E MR 3 ARG L A I A g A = e a4y 4 R
(Izard,1989), 5 N K& MG A Z VI K R BHFREY, MERIG Sz
I 48 sl o A 2 T84 5 2% ) 22 FLAE Y (Rowe, Hish,& Anderson, 2007; Yuan et al.,
2008a). A4, 1H LS ERERZ M A ] B0 7 OC T 17 48 5 i 40 1) 42 1] (6 A DG 2
VXTI — A RS T T AR

1. 6.1 INFATATr RIS
TR 505 £ B 1 A0 s S B R, B AV s g in T 5 H T
AR B (Mackie & Worth, 1989), {15 55250 R MBS R 2N T,

TN B HAAE S5 T AR BRI D o B S 8 I D& p N BRI AL, =
B AT RIE BIBA . PrEL, R e BRI 286000 T2 0 MR AT Dh g ik

12



DEE.
1.6. 2 B RIEEIEL

ZEIR N IE TS 25 = HEHATAES I L, 1 SV 15 45 T B 2 nodi AT 55 1
o PRINIETETS 62— & X n .77 s\ (Bless, Bohner, Schwarz, & Strack,
1990; Bohner, Chaiken, & Hunyadi, 1994; Park & Bangji, 2000), Jf H.JH: fig e [ @ i1
7 ARARE A, 2= BRI T $R 2% 58 o K2 B IAT AT 55 2 SR B I )
A, RN TR W 2 RCR TR, P, AR SAE IEVE S 4 2% AT
T, HPATESGIA RIIRZ T S 20, Ak IE 2 N 45 20 BEAR I,
JRPRIE T VAR 2 2 AR ) BRI 4 H o) 52 0, AT AE A5 IMA 2 K L BE A R 4Gt
AN N Tk FE K AR vk 9] L (Park & Banaji,2000), {2t T HATAES . 5
Ab, AT DN NARAE IE RS 26 5% A T 2l B4 b0 T, e 7k
18548 26 A0 A=) BT 24 1 (10 T (Bolte, Goschke, & Kuhl, 2003; Fredrickson
& Branigan, 2005).

1. 6.3 IEMIFHEEINREFIEL

15225 BRI, WFFE 1sen(1999) M K EMF R, EEIEMNE
AR KREE AR BE IR ) g ok, iy ELAR S 1 “ IEVERS e 2 AU T =
e, I HIE SRR, e o ZEIR IOV IETES 4=
W AR I IZ AU, XA AT SRR R RS PR S BT RE 7. (B 2T
XA BT PR A AR 55 I, DU AS 2 LIRS 20

1. 6.4 NEF1EH

MR 0o A B PR A BROE e 1) BIE ST, BIE ST A AR T ¢ XUSE 4 (dual
competition)” 152 (Pessoa, 2009) . X S5 AN AT B0 T/ By At Y 2
AR, FHEREESE I TS IR 915 B0 T (R AR 0 A R RN 558 1 38
G, 1 HAXFP5E G AE RN WA RAT X AP AR A o BRI AL i s s 2
SPATREM R RZ, BRI IE 28 X517 Iy 3 B0 5200 2 2 1E I A2 BRAS
Pessoa(2009)#E H | AN B 2, — AT AH S (task relevance) (Rl 3% . (R ants
R REMESMR, MafmMEMAT AR, R, WRSSHMES A,
WA RS MR AT AR I OASLIG I FAESS T2 HER TR, 55—
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AN BRI ER A A U AR EE o AT B RE P PR A0 0 (2 E A 55 AR O A 156 48 A, i
PRI T RE 2 AR BB 2 B2 (AR L A nd s W 51 B8 22 AR S SRR, T DAt 1 X4
HAREIIN T o SRT0, 20 SR i U R B A1 48 i, IR 4 — #8702
TN T s/ 1 IRAT T RE P 75 AOVE T BRI, AT A3 AT T RE 32 247565
BRI AN, e R P P 7 2 R = AR 58 22 14T O O B EEOR 2 Rl L
SRAL P 2 T AT 55 (Pessoa, 2009). F34h, XSG AEALILTE Y, IR R 2 1) TE 2 3R
P ARBUY R BE AR AT T RE RIS 5], B e Bt M IAT R B A
v PO TR 58 1 T A SRR e B R P PR Rt xR AT Th e AR A R R sz, RVBEAS
MRIIAT R DL

1.7 BRI HIHFEHI AR IR

F XX A0 R A 7 2 B o T 24 1) L B 00 ) 2 e R R kR 1 11 2
(B HIE TR o« 2 B0 7838 B IE M1 46 RS BE AR AT D9 4], i 4
P 1% 28 ) PO = T PR B9 AT 3 il (Posner, Rothbart, &Vizueta,

2002; &XRIL, HINEE, PELFE, 2009; ¥H, 24, FNE, 2010). Fin,

Tt 938 SR T 0 55 AR 15 46 (1 7 VSR 9 1% o IR S n T R g g, &5
RORIAERIG « R PEATE AR = FP s 28 2500 8 BoalE ARG 28 25 0 F I S R I B
K, ERBMN S TS AT I T2, RIS 46 R R i n TR AT
PAEH (R RS, =N, PRk, 2009). FH% (20100 EH 7L R
(T8 ) DR RS 45 oddball SL36vust, FHERIIN B EARE5 7S 41T
DA AR IR, BETAE R AR R os ROl RIS 46 25 0F IR NI B2 KT
TS PSS . X R TER 250885 1 MR RIAT R B T, AR IMAXS R
B B AR 1T X DE 45 B S A AR AR A, i IR PR AR 28 i) e 2 AT s I A
et ER] . B TTE R Simon (155, I8 #1755 RIB16 46 9 A AR,
X 28 AT S i b SR R REEAT 1 B8, A RARIUAE TR EE R R, R
RN EE /N, B S SRR, % B MRS 28 N 1 v SR A DI A2 DN I (Kanske & Kotz,
2010). ERIRAITTCE AR AN [R5 28 2w 3 P2 RO AR 1EAT 1 0F AT, (HOR TS 26 1E
X TR PR B 1 TP IR AR BEAE P I — A O R 52 1
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2 EJFREHRMARENX
2.1 [O)RnigH

B R I m EOR” 2 B AT A R ) — RHE R, R SR
AN P DR DR AP 8 3 A1 D S P I S o TR P S EREE 00, BT O R ek
JE B B IR FE 20T B LR B A (R RN 3R 36 i B K I 5, (ER TR 1 4%
HW e F RAYIEIAT . SR R E BRI R =AM . B AT A
PG 7T TS A0 RAE TR, IR T X 25 it R 25 i A G PR IO 7 8% 0 il
FHIE AT, WA RGP ERAT . BRI, s i 0 i 42 i 5e ) a2
ML G RAT A SRR R — . 2RI, KEMFREY, KEHEMFEZE
N T TR 00 1) 4 ) B8 0 2 B (B 9], A X 75, 2004; Fishbein et al., 2007;#% i
£5,2009), R BE 7 PRS2 A5 S A5 AT T Th XS 25 it R 25 it A ST AR e 4100 1)
H WA N, WS EW. 5—J71H,
KIS 3 i MA A IS 28 G IF BB A IS 48 . i AR R i B B
B I 1) 15 45 B S (Khantzian and Treece, 1985; Rounsaville et al., 1982;Woody et al.,
1985) , Ahmadi ¢ A\ (2003) HIBFFEEE KRN, FERTFr e ol h 2 i i
AIE ARG 5 67.2%, (T 53 ECME BA 1w WS 4 g 280 £ 2
PARRE AL BERREAG, b B P E A ACIE A L 7.4%, A OERERR A
2.8%, A HRAE IO L 54.8%. [i | A GRS, BEEIE KR TEE
W 2RI BSR4, . fIHEAECE S (Gila Chen, 2009) .
AT TER N, W DR e & S i A IS 2 RS e B 4 L8, A ELAL
PR ARG 2, XSS SRS AR, CBER. o E RS, Hg b
FEREFHMAR IR B 9 W, AR 22 B 2 RN H LA EE AR TR A 0EIR (£
1, HXAH, ME4E, 2011) o BRULZ AN, TSR RBRAEIRBIRZ O RO A SR 25
(Kenford et al.,2002; Piasecki et al.,2000) , A T 68 £ Bl i S PR 28 1) £t
YEfE s, T2 kS0 35 5 I = AR S RAT A . BRI AT AN, Bt i & 1 3 i F
il 42 ] BE 0 B AR R R A S R B BUOR R B R S B BRI 3R (Koob &
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Volkow,2010) -

H ESRT AT A, H AT SR i R 2 i fE ) A 5 2 22 A TR SE
RN AN HIE B RE S 2 53240, FH AR HAh sz i3 il g J1 1 R = 3 A7%
%, e . O B T15 28 520 A R0 45 i1 BE 77 R RIF 70 2 B 1 14 17 48
PR AR AT g4, i APE R g5 RO 2 T PR AT 8 1 (Posner,
Rothbart, &Vizueta, 2002; &RAIE, 2009; ¥ 5F, 4, HINE, 2010).
SR, FdFE SIS A0 T AR, BSOS A A v SR A S o 2 R v R
FHIBIFFE AT HT, T A 25 R AR IR B P RN L, IR HE R B

2, T IR A 10 3 SO R A RE 71 32 4R K R, TS 28 20 IR
(o SR BE 77 A AT AR, IR Bt DRI

\Y

2.2 iIxENX
2.2.1 ML=

BF b AL M B R AT Y, R A A A B e R AN 5
TR R AR R, M Hid & S BU™ BN & R 2 Al AN 22 5
)R, RO B2 OB RIS 248 22 2 B R ST i 1) @ . A2 P
AR, EIRBEERFEIEER, ORRE. B, RS R R U 2 S
Sk T W 1 5 M AL o X i R SR 1 SR AU 1) RE 0 P25 2 B 1 BANT 1 At
T i 2 b AH SR RIS PT TP RE T S 5 RWBAT NBIR AR o BT R4 A7 1 44 B i
HARBEA kNG 28, R Gk 15 26 00 He S B8 77 32 M ORI 7T, x4 ok
T AN EE R HAT BB

2.2.2 IBPENX

F X35 b RSO SV 325 161 58 77 A BIE 7C 22 200 55 S SEAMARAR 9%, X Fldie
RSN RE T BB SR, 3o R o R AN RE ST (25 S it — 2D 5e 35X — W
FUAU BRIt o T HL 28068 i S| 8 70 5 i RO WIE 7E 1 R A H e e, R4 i
VETG 28 26 B bl SRR B R AR BE 077 AR A A FE RS2 2 56X — R R 7
AL JEHIREF SR AL T3 R, X — U Fe 3R g 1 Fe SO
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3 WfztiE
3.1 M EHEY

(DAW S AT AU 75 1 A% DR R i SRR D Re, - ASSIE ME
T T R i L PR s DAL RSO 1) b S 1) E 7 47 £ 7 5 IROIR L

(2)75 G VRN 25 0H % DR RO o A BE JT RS2, 220 T IR et 4 S
IR E 7% Rl RIRAT R o

3.2 Mtz

(L)¥3% D R ) b SR AW e 0 5 10 NH AR AE B8 22 5, JF HLIg v IR i
[ RAN G RE ST 525 59 5 IR N

(2) A7 17 4 X 7 R SR o A0 L N ) SR T ) BE R 2 7 A 5 i

(3) 1 2L A SR 28 RIS 1) B S 349 /08I 9% R s o 0 S V1 2 R
H)SIAI

(4) 7% DR AL APt A vy G 58 97 P 15 8 TR ) B IS S 254K A IR MR R JZ 1
TR BRI B

3. 3R AI=E

WEFC— W% DR R b S e 70

e <i:::j:
BESE s ST B A A s R
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K1 SRR TR

AW FUH BRI FE R F RO VEAN ], SAA b 53 P o3tk WE 1D,
Horp A sE, WEIT—, MRS DR R e S AR Dy B R SR 7T ﬁ?i ,f‘i‘fi‘%%‘
SO Y5 PR BSR 1o 5RAT1 1) T R T ) SIE B F 7 » 0 98— 2 BT T SR NI
PHORAMGIRE ST, ELFGIHERS DN B A IR N B F R AEE I [ Al BB 50
PG 280 PSR NRE IR S A1 RE /7 (52 1
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4 HR—: ERERBERERIAFMINRE

R E K. AR 4 7 Stroop 52, i E-prime gafilfe 7, T #
VI DR RSCRE 3 ) b SR A T e s BE— 20 03 BT i i DR R 3 1D e SR 1) 42 1) T
BT .

4.1 ARFZE
4.1.1 %R

S8 A HH 36 44 oK I H R 22 M 3 BV I R & RO 1 53 M i DR T i
R, FA ) DA K 05 15 HIGREA RS #1052, 386 R . IKIEDSM-IV B
KU Wb e, BTA MU #8 i R B — W) R AR o SR A AR A
22— 50% 2 [ (M=3433,SD=751) , HFH2AN, /NEIFEEEL2A,
Wb SCAFEEE# 15N, B SO H6 N, KE SRR #H LN, ARSCILE
HON, ABA ST ON o @) & B Sk 55 3544 4k N A G IE
Aok, AR et ik, B REARAIORBLO YR, Ba KR
29 DA R T A I AR A B A, IE R AR R E 20582 (7] (M =
37.97,SD =1117) , HHHON, NeXXARREESN, HIh STHRRE#E 12N,
B FEEEON, KRESCWRREE2N, ARSUEERAN, AR
FEEHIN. WAHPRER MR t REHERERAEE (e = -1.57,
p>0.05) , RIAPIAHPANIFEEA Z 5 N CHREBE R RITR IR K I, PR
W ENZEFEAE (xF) =10.09, p>0.05) . FHH, SLIFTHIREER T )
TEANAR 25 (Beck, Steer, & Brown, 1996) FIPANAS (Watson, Clark, & Tellegen,
1988) HMIE, FrA ARG S TR AT FE, LR HERE TiE Y
HOE{:3LIIS

R AR A
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XE ¥ A mh ke AR ARBE N

EFAH 0 5 12 6 2 4 1 30

TS R 2, 2 12 15 6 1 0 0 36

4.1.2 LEMR5IRE

AR AT R 1 7%, @il E-prime Ja il AR 7R T AR5 R BURE & 1
AT RANR ThRE, PR B A E 2O 4 (i) Stroop, BRI THIImEN (5
BB S A -SRI, sRIREOy I, A . T . T =R
ARG R 2. SCRBRVIE RN, S I SN

4.1.3 LR

ARSEEG AR =R adn “4n” L “gk o “H, RIBMRIL R 150 Rk, H
H—FU R S A —HOA R A 11, BP& 2375 k. HIEUT 5 E-prime H 3l
BEHL I o SCERTTURIN , B S 27 F i e 5 b o S LA AR A 300ms, B 5 A2 500ms
AR, B S ILEIRE, iR SN A A 800ms, #i)E A 600ms K4 B,
PRGBGSR I A F B SR, 2R IR Lo TR AL
BRE F 8, UFEMBE NG ER, %18, UFEMEE AR D 8 (I
2)

ol

17

5

2 BTSRRI
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4.1.4 FIEAIE

i F SPSS17.0 X dE ik 47 A 3
4.1.5 ER5 5

4.1.5.1 (4%

F 2 PABATE DU A AT PANAS &3 EAR 001 8355 (b %)

EH A Ve R T 2
DU AR 12.77 (7.29) 23.42 (10.04)
PA 27.40 (5.64) 19.36 (5.83)
NA 19.90 (5.45) 21.92 (6.11)

DUSE AR &R I 20 AN, AN E I RR 4 VUL, 4% 5 i R (R
W ERE S, TR E . ARG B A 15 I & 3 (Positive  Affect and
Negative Affect Scale, PANAS) L 20 i@ H , FA4N%% H BIfR 5 A HAEH,
AR BT ARG ZEIRES 1RZ 8 3, e rh B8 D s i, WU B
PR, IEH AL UL ST AR R AT R840 12,77, TR DR e 4L f DL e 470
B RAT A Y 73 23.42, JUSEREAS t R0 1) 25 SR O I W ZE B X DL s 0D
BR ERIE 0 25 B3 (tes =-4.84, p<0.00)1, X5 B i D8 4 31776 58 22 HO PR
. BRItz Ah, PAEPAR PANAS &R F RIS AR 7 (10 838 5 4 BN
27.40 5 19.36; HIRIE AT 73 (0384 4 il 9 19.90 55 21,92, BHATAEA t K
45 SR I B R T AR A 2 2 R A 3 (tesy = -1.40, p>0.05) , {HEEFR
WelE R B8 0 23 B2 (tes=5.66, p<0.001) . X—45 R, PRI MK
TS EAAAAEZE S, SRMIERRAR IS 26 150 b, I Bl ik 2 2 2158 £ 1A
Wetteh . FREE RERW, PILAALE D vm HARAS 73 LSRR 17 46 1450 7 THI A7 AE 22
S, N T HEBR R N SR 45 T, A T 2P ) B R A KA AT
45 F RN VU sw AR 3 LS AR BR AR 84573 FE A AMARAT N S SLIS 77 AR S o
4.1.5.2 4THRE

S0 2 [ B 10 SRR P BRI 2% A T R SOREES S A A IR AR 2R IR
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90%LA b o X PR I AE PRI A4 T IO~ 38 S S AT S ik o BUARSE Ran F R

7N

£ 3 PIHE BN BRI TP RN (ms) ShRifEZE

2H 5 — B A=A N
B 529.53 (33.71) 551.96 (39.72) 30
TS R 21 549.83 (44.57) 581.39 (46.49) 36

WHot—>h 2x2 R GsEg i Th, FHh BAR S N SRS, H A A&
BFEPIA KR, RUIEH ARSI RIEEE A BB A 2 SKF, Bl —2ok
TR 5 A — SR A s AR B AN T3 SRR o 8 2H % a7 A [ T Bk
FAF N R R N A0 2 fios, Horp EH AR A S8 o 30 44, 7R3
PELRAT 5 A — BRAF I~ F 3 SRS 73731 9 529.53ms A1 551.96ms, i AT ZH 4% 1
(A 288 9 36 44, FE— B S S5 A — B A (172 S BB 43 il ol 549.83ms
A1 581.39ms. EEMETTE TR, RIECEEA TN B E (Fg, e = 205.41,
p<0.001, N2 = 0.76) . IEH 2 V-3 S BiF y 539.68ms, i DK 4H 1349 S I i
N 566.68ms, 4[] F RN EE (Fa, es=5.98, p<0.05,12=0.85) .
4.1.5.3 RIBEA 5E A 69 ZAF R

%0 r ——FHH
550 | a —= G AE

g

&

—Ehtt F—K

B 1 AL AE — B 5 A — B 5P N AR AL
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PR T 2 S i DR AR SR A TR A T P38 R SR AR A,
- PEFRATT R I DRI LA A 25 A 25 AT B 38 SO SE I SR T IEH ), Hol—
MBI —H B NEH KT IEFH. EEMNET 2SR EH, H5 Rk
ML HAEFH R (Fu eqy=5.87, p<0.05,12 = 0.08) ; B/ FEA t K62 B IE %
LA g DR 2B e — BSOS R T ISP 38 IS 22 57 R 3 (t6ay = -2.05,
p<0.05) , A—HUkAF NN T3 S B 7 7 [FIRE B2 (tea = -2.73,
p<0.01) .

4.1.6 N

ARSI T T AE KL -

(1) s A AHAOAAE — B 261 N BT SN 5K T IR A, R
W, S ECMA SN RE T A

(2) M3 RN AR — BOR A T P B FFE R E K T IEEH, JFH
Stroop RIS S5 A 2 A1 HAF A 525, theR M, g3 DI ZH sk b S 41 g
TIBEAR, NI 3 BCHAE R e SR IS e 8 A (A I B IR 8 4
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5 Mzi—: &, (RMREERE 1 1REE E /S MA SN
il N T2 Y 2= 7+ 14

1 28 NN e LI AS BEFIART:,, R NI 75 252 S 4 2 1 Sk o N )1
GRS, E MR I 3 ARG L A R I A e i A = e R ) 4 R
(1zard,1989), 5 NI MM AL A B VIR 5o A IR 46 05 Sl A0l 428 i ik
T2 1645 %5 5 2 1022 HAF F (Rowe, Hish, & Anderson, 2007; Yuan et al., 2008a).

N A7 5 0T S0 2 1 T R PR S R AT 9T rh JRATTRT N, A7 LB RIE T At SR AR W SRR 2
SRR AT A, T 53 A — Lot 55 45 FN 2R VRS 25 2 T I MR RIAT
0o 5, I T SR W D 5 AN A 15 26 1) T R R T AT 286 B ORE A n i
TR, S5 R ARINAERRM TR A =R 5 285 560 T O AE T IR IS 28 2% AT
NSRBI fe A, (HR AR 5 R RG4Sk A IR R R, R WA AR 2855 SR A 1
i T EAFHAEH(RREE, 2009). 5B (20100 EH TR (F
g ) MIXUEFRIEEE oddball SLi6yual, FHAE FH N R E 5 1 B 48 0 AT A0
GO A IR Tl N I £ O AW A sk /AN Y 27 Gl ) S AVAI N T 8 IS R s
i tkiges . IX R FIEIELEIES 7 MRRAT R RIRE T, AR A R ) o
SRANG T A B8 S SLFM E FR AR, T IR 46 T Be AT s il i AR A ik
VEFH o F= AR X P G2 00 S5 R 2 22 11T PR A AR 38 KT S B0 AT 55 14D e P ATk 1 22
FBEATIX 73 o X R (2013) K H) MSIT (2 Ui FAT: 55 ) 1t — 2 2% B2 75 248 X 4100 1| 425
FRISENE o AZBIFFT 73 0] AN [R5 28 0 POM SIZ AT 25 X B2 O AH B kAT 5 %%, 4551
R WIAIGRG P 2 ) 17 4 RN A o B 2 i, B 1 2 RIS @ R ) 5o, 382
FIMESSHE AP R B, BARSRI N R T Mtk i, 78 SR04 55 fi
BRI SR AR T ARG 82 P A7 155 28 ) o R e 400 o 2 o e R 1) o I, 7 24485 B8 M
I AV P R 52 ) A7 155 28 SO0 P s sl ik R in e 58 PR e i 4515 AH
B, TGS T3] BRLAT 55 B RGPS I P32 ) 67 P 1% 4 R 2 TP S i sl n T, e 2

UL AEME, ST AR FAIHES HIN T o SR, 244 T S v Mo L FBE ) 67 e 15
SERBRET , TEV TSI AT 55 A2 147 BRI A PRI A, B2 A [y 4 ) 42 il T e e

e nd
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FTFPAE R (X, 2013).

FRA VB T2 — 52 1 i DR RO PR e SR A R ), 45 R B Ve IR Pl
A B SRAME T RS2 A5 o 1 FEAM ] BE 7 1) AR 0 2 5 S50 9 DR i 2 I S P e
RGP ISR M, A = A v B M) TSR RN, Bl R ERAT N B
bz Ab, S R S B B I AR B AT A B OB R R —
W R IR 2 HOW B H A RIS W AR R 5 B AE 497 56 SR 158 2 1) T Rtk
(Kenford et al., 2002), 3 H Koob £l Volkow(2010) A 5T 3¢ BH A1 14 15 28 )42 i Al
4 ) 70 ) AR AR A AR T R R R i R R R B4, 2 8 i O & K
ZRNFNEIGLE0T, J2 M2t Foh SRAME Dy Re =R 2 ma 2 27 A A A RE e 2
I, FATER T B 52 1 G 250 R O (g2, Skt — 25 1 g f itk
15 48 2 15 2 e DR e 385 (00 b SR A e 7 B AEG, DT 5045 7= A i S AT

WF 70 — R £ g3 Stroop Y53, @I E-prime gl FER, %85 s 45T
VI R R i SR AN B g s, gk — 28 TR SR 26 S i SR AN e 0 U
BB WAT R

5.1 fARAGE
5.1.1 #izt

SR A Hh 3244 5K B HN 22 M SRR IR TT RS r Lo B 55 vk DR T 2 R
HAL 7 UA Bt 1R BIGBEAAS #1995, YA R T ARIEDSM-IV B 252454
WA, P O A I R B — W TR o ST 2 X ) 4 i 72 22— 50
%28 (M=3559,SD=7.19) , HiPCH2A, NETUBEEHEIN, Wbl
PEFELRN, @i iEEFzeN, RETUREEIN, RRSCREE2A,
AR E SR EFHON . IEH AP EA36 N, Rild) ekl it &
N FrAHER LI/, W ORISR B0 ML, A KR 24
P LA B A B R i 45 £ B A 0, TR AR 0 AR I #E 21582 3] (M = 39.06,
SD=10.41) , HHCHON, NEXHREFAN, YIhCHREZEIA, &
ACTREEIN, REXWRREE2N, ARSCHREEESN, AR LA
BIN. MAHABAKFERMIHEAR t RIS R ERAEE (tes = 1.58, p>0.05) ,
R T 22 7o RS BE RO RS R B, WA SRR RS
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MZEFWALEE ((F) =7.27, p>0.05) . LA, SLIEHTHRIY ER T T 5E HAR i)
% (Beck, Steer, & Brown, 1996) FIPANAS (Watson, Clark, & Tellegen, 1988) [
WA, FrERRSASIERE TSRS, SR E RS 7 & e

KA AR S RE o A

XE M A om KE AR ARUE N

EHAH 0 4 15 9 2 5 1 36

TS R 2 9 12 6 1 2 0 32

5.1.2 Sl 5&&

WA [RIAER AT A SRER 1 775, i E-prime Z il B2 55 K 17 Al A7 1 17 46 %
s DS R AT AR D RE RO RE R, 5 PRR 22 v tiA] Stroop vuatl, Sk4
RIBER 1 “20” a7 o U7 =R IR AN, SO T IS E R AR, s
B A A ] —FE2BE A SR, B RN 1024>768m. 1 46 18 Fr 1 B3
ok B MR VRS 4 I P R S 2 I, SRR A % 25 5K
P 1 e B I BRIB 28 I e LAPS o JHG R I et B2 7 1 155 2 L Py 5 v Mo PR T

TOMEAR 28 B R AR R B Ty T 22 5 2, (BH A Z R B EE L (LR 5)

RS MHAE A LR

e M il R s i rhp:
i 3.17 (0.54) 3.42 (0.50) 4.97 (0.21)
o i &5 6.38 (0.28) 3.94 (0.21) 2.60 (0.58)

M ERFAS, MR ORI 28 I AR Dy 3.17 (0.54) , MRSy
6.38 (0.28) ; ICmf B2 i VI 48 1 v IR~ F 2 8t Oy 3.42 (0.50) , M2k 3.94
(0.21) ; FHEEARCFEZN N 497 (0.21) , MefEfEN 2.60 (0.58) . XfH
R R E £ M 26 1) P R0 280 B P L P55 AT SRR A ¢ AT A I 2R L 2ty
2N ERAEE (tug =-1.73,p>0.05) , 17 F2 B A mefis 5 2 [A] ) 25 57 0 %
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(tug) =34.50,p <0.001) o %45 KA HIMRMLBE R Tk 26 (&1 Fr 5 e P P 471k
28 B R R e — B, A7 AR B2 77 T 0 22 Sk, HERR TSSO AN [F) X SR
T4

5.1.3 SLBTEFF

WFIE = 5T — B S IAE R AR, 5O R I A $itiin] Stroop Y80, Bl
SIEEE S FE—BUSA BRI AR T b, R EIE = Fh (o ia“ 207,
“EET L CIE”, RIBUR LRI 150 Kk, HA—8ulik 5 A —Eulk s 11,
BP0 75 IR —F Z A AR ZAET, AR i 20—k E A,
K ads =28, ROk . IRMelE R IE 28 I . e B MRS 48 &
fRE A& 25 9k, BENLEIMIR. SCIfEP BRI SCIRTFaan, HhASE
L 300ms [VERL AL “+7 , LA “+7 KRG, SHIRE R, B 2O
] 4y 500ms, & F 3 2% i 2> 2 30 300ms ()25 5t , Bt i 4 52 30 800ms F 23] 417,
“orr B “HE”, Baat 600ms 7S B S0 R SR AR R TR AR
N, ZBE IR IR S MBI NiE F g, W EE NS a4 ) i,
LW TEEAE R TE D . SEIRRAERL T

= BF

(EAT

B

& A

B

PR s o )iy ol 3

5.1.4 £8
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51.41 k4%

% 6 PZHPRTE DUSTHIAR AT PANAS 538 1457015 5 1 5235 7y (B 4 25

EHH Ve DRI B 4
U EE 14.28 (11.32) 23.50 (9.38)
PA 24.97 (7.28) 19.81 (5.04)
NA 20.08 (7.60) 22.13 (6.08)

DUEdAR R 20 N, AN E R VUG, T SR BE
W= ERREHEY, MNTCEIME . FIARIE EH A 15 B & 5% (Positive Affect and
Negative Affect Scale, PANAS) LA 20 &8/ H , S:4N%% B R 0 N AR,
AR BT NG ZEIRES 1Z 8 g, e rb B D s i, WU B
PR IR o TR 2H -5 U v R 4L 1) DL S R 454 ) 38 3 43 i) A 14.28 & 23,50,
MSTREA t R0 45 SR I AR TE DU U =R L E R B3 (tes) =
-3.63, p<0.001) . A4, PHLIHATE PANAS 53 AR AR 895 7 1 8 2 40 43
e 24.97 5 19.81; THIRIE AT 70 1 B3 53 7399 8 20.08 5 22,13 JHALFEA t ke
B i 48 R R PR E T I AR > EZERAEE (teg = -1.21, p>0.05) ,
TMER GBS  EAFE B 2R (te)= 3.35, p<0.001) . £E EFRW, WK
PR B B3 = T IR 4, HARRIE 41450 B3 K TR Al Lkss
KR, PIAEAE DU A1 7 DL AR B A% 46 A3 77 TR AE 22 e, O 1 kR
R BRI R, AU T BRI, 45 BRI RAR IS 5
AR PR IR AMARAT IR LI 2 A2 520, DL S AT AR 535 1 TR 2H 43 R
AAEAEARICNE, T -5 15 A A r e T BSE 2 A AT R S LIS AR AE AR DG (r =
0.37, p<0.05) .

5.1. 4.2 AAHMKAT R F4TF 69-F 3 RO B
£ 7 RS AR S R TR R (M) 5hRME%

J

— AT A B AT
Z1 D1 Gl Z2 D2 G2
IEH A 559.12+ 55855+ 55824+ 58121+ 59261+  593.16+

(39.26) (34.40) (36.31) (36.32) (38.56) (37.60)
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N 593.00+ 596.53+ 601.95+ 618.70+ 612.63+ 631.67+

(60.74) (59.39) (56.02) (58.91) (48.13) (53.54)

TE: Z AR B R B, D ACKRARM IR L S 45 P R, G AR e e B2 AR kA 48 T s 1
RE—BUEZRA, 2 ORA BT

RN AMARTEA [F 25 AF T WP =BT, LR TE Stroop — B & AT
T AT A2 31 Hp 17 TR, TP L 5 97 17 4 R B8 A % v e TR £ M
ST U 748 S SR 43591l 559.12ms, 558.55ms, 558.24ms; RIS K ZH 4 IR
1552 B VA 28 300, AR 6 1 2 0 DA B o L 97 P 17 4 R T P
()24 e J3i B 43 1) 4 593.00ms, 596.53ms, 601.95ms. 7E Stroop A— it 4%
N IEH AR AAALE 32 3 rh It 5 R, T R TR 7 A7 TR A R e g R R A
15 28 BT P 1P 38 [ ML 43 3] 4 581.21ms, 592.61ms, 593.16ms; i [KI4H
PR AE 52 31 A M 25 0, AR MR 6 M 1 2 9 A R o W T 97 e 155 4 ) T
YU T 18 SO 23591l 618.70ms,  612.63ms, 631.67ms.

W, R 2X2X3 [sLieit, =ANAZES AN 1% RIEMER
DL Stroop —F S5 A—8 4. H, 455 Stroop &4 B A & WA K,
LGSR AR 3 AT, BRIV rb 155 8 R, T Pt 2 67 1P A 8 TR DL R v e e
JE RS . EH AR T SONE y 573.82ms, I DR ZH AR T 2
I} 2y 609.08ms, A M ET7 2 70 M 45 R INAL TN B2 (Fu e =11.01,p <
0.001) ; Stroop — &5 A—FFAF T BV 3 I BEI 4357 4 577.90ms 55 605.00ms,
Ny 2 45 SRR B Stroop — B S A— B EMPIFFEEE (Fue =
129.40,p < 0.001) o Jiok, FEHPVEIELE AT, ARG EE I AP 155 28 DL R oy e e i
G 45 2 1F T 10 SR 4951 iy 588.01ms, 590.08ms, 596.26ms, & I 7 %
ST RBUG L RIHR T ERON 2% (Fo, 66y =7.34,p<0.001) , HAFZRIFHSEH
HHMZ B ZHAEHEZE (Fp 1) =3.67,p<0.05) .

5.1. 5 T[R4 F A sAMHI Y F410
ARPIE J, Stroop £ ML G TRAT S5 4 — B A — BT A, A — Bk
U, B S T e R S B T30, 0 AHIF 78 ) 3 B2 AN [ 175 48 0 okt o 5%

s BREI, BT ABRATTHRS F A A — Bk A AEAT 9 OB B
Fo
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# 8  Stroop A —EHUEAF TP T3 B (ms)

Z2 D2 G2
IEH 4 581.21+ 592.61+ 593.16+
(36.32) (38.56) (37.60)
e DRI 21 618.70+ 612.63+ 631.67+
(58.91) (48.13) (53.54)

# 8 4 Stroop AN —HUKAM FPABHAEAT AR NI Bz R, Hd iR A
5% DR ZEL 1R T 2 S B2 R 4331 4 589.00ms A1 621.00ms, B &2 & 7 = 0 B W,
I TN R (Fesy =9.27, p < 0.01); AN[AJ1H 25 56 1F T 1 & B2l 599.96ms,
602.62ms, 612.42ms, = MIEJ7 7 At K ILIE 28 R TN 3 (Fo, 66) = 8.50,
p<0.00D) , I HAGLRMSHE N ML HAEHEZE (Fo 1) =5.33,p<0.01) .
BB I LA I A I, T8 AR P R 15 26 2 A T el A S LI B AR
NG L FEE A7 1 155 28 RIS i A S B 22 S 2 (p<0.05) , KM it M 1 2
ST b A ) 2 IS 5 v L 67 P 17 SRS e SR S N T 2 AN
% (p>0.05). SRTAHE T IEH AT, AR DG DR LA A v nge it P22 £
P 28 S b R A ) sz N2 P 385 KT FE AR g B 52 67 M 1 8 A 1 v R 410 1)
SBiEF (p<0.001) .

5.1.6 INGS

(L) S 28 RO Y AL e ik R v SR A 8 087 28 1 e

(2) i DS AL A i v e 52 A7 P 28 RIS )T 4 s I P 4 28 4TI R E d
TR BT IR SN S 2R WY DA AR Rt D P 1 8 BB R A s

) R B S AN AR, B IR AT IR 45 RN s PR 411 35
LI £ S AT AR H A, RS DN R A AL MRS 280 L
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6 ZATHL
6. 1 /88 BB B SHIHI Th RE 10

AHIE T I AL P AN S 73 79 25 58 1 I DR RO A () el SR A Tl e LA B A1k
SN D] IR 3 p R AN 1) Dy B ) 5208 o BT 98— IV DR e () v SR M | 1)
REIN 22 TR W NAE, AP R AT N B SOV IR B 22 T IR W ik BT o8 45 )
R IAS 5] 175 8 FIEON PR ZH Aol SR 00 ) S5 i A7 22 S

WL — B RN, AR BRI FIERAA BT, A
WA SN 55 1 A ) S N IS P A7 AE Y0 3 TR 22 5, v AT 2 A 1k P e I I
BKTIERH. FFH, Stroop RBEEMEHMN AL BAEH . HIATI,
Vi % DR SRR ) o AT ] B8 7 52 B L85 i Tl FHAT 520, ELARZR I Y e R R
TR i A BE KT8 N, AR5 DT A OS5 i OB b R0 T g
MIWF S 4E R e — 3. T Stroop RN 3222 F DAE AN 1 b 58 40 i) 1) g
(Nigg,2000), [Klitt, Stroop =&y U vz B H TZ WU K 7. Mintze Al
Stitzer(2002)% FH 2.38] Stroop S5 5t 2T PR LA K AT - [RIARORS 5 1 vh SR A ) e
JIWIAE TR I, 3K A i ) b SRAM I BE 70 B 3K T IR . 5 45%(2006) [ £
KHH R Stroop SEEGVEI, BHL [ AN [F] T IR DR RSO HA) v R A e
SRR R T (o bR 3N H AN, 6-16 N H . 17 S H B E)HiEs A
R A T AT T IS N RE ) 35 58 T IR W N AT/ O T g 1 g RK
RO B R s 2 AL Y XA o R BSR4 AN 2 2 R A4 AR
g/ (Fu., L. P. et al. 2008), XU - Kz B2 44 22 24 Al H 30 40 55 A 3% 2% (Antonio
Verdejo-Garc 1a. et al. 2007). B HIELF R IR HEILIR G FMR)FF AL, 5
fE FERT LA L, TE 1R IR ke 2 Ak W #5: 0] (Lee, T M C et al. 2005) 4 &
W(Fu, L. P. etal. 2008), fAITHIA FITGIH7EAT 40 AT 55 Hh 80 B 2 PR,
WGV DRI 25 A 3K M55 55 T RR AL At Btk ] L, i PR 2 B il o R
T B8 AR T 1 A AR A0 32 B SR DRE T ST 25 ot T FH XS i 7 e S 40 1) A
TN X 52 B4 T . FAFCARHIAT TR, 25 ph SR i S BN X Y i [=]
B JE(ACC)FIRT A (PFC),  BbAh, £ mh 54| ool /R A i i () — L8 X 3,
A B JZ (frontopolar cortex, FPC)45(Botvinick, Braver, Carter et al., 2004; Rowe,
Toni, Josephs et al., 2000; Bune, Hazelting, Scanion et al., 2002; &2k, k%,
A 2004) o XKLL X A BT ST L R TR A VAL PRAT 42 ) D 75 22 ( Rowe, Toni,
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Josephs et al., 2000; Bune, Hazelting, Scanion et al., 2002). K K5 Sl H & BH i
107 2 B X LE i X ) Th g, SO AR RN LI AR T L 8 . B anai Fe
PLES: i B 3 W08 B 57 2 B0 7K P Bk (Hester, Garavan, 2004), {EHATF2R
FES5 I, AT R BRI BT 0T 8] B 2= B AR /N T IEH i a(Bolla et al., 2004).
HAWFE KT Stroop AR5 5 1 AT R R B R AMHI Thae, (ETHE
Stroop 1E45H, 2 7E L bF e 25 1t 20— B DU A — 0 1gim], BRGAIE R 2
B bR 5 R AT REPR R B S N, BRI A 2 A “one” , “two”
“three” , “four” , ZERPAZIEHPE XL, REWREE. EPTE—AEFH)
b AR, A FTE R IAT R RS A A D51 10 [X 48 (the right frontoparietal regions)
BOEREE FAR. 25 b, BATMAT ME BBt el &0, 518 AR,
PR FATAE MR AN B 10k B, BE— D3R VAW A R o AT 7838 5% B
T (h RAMF AR AL 7 T R 7 b, JATTAT DAHEIRT S, 75 it R A7 AE i 4
D RE 5T 1 N R JER DRI E T ST 110 5 ot Tl P 3 ol FG e SR A 1) K 5 B i X 32 453
PRI, ZE AT R ey, = AT T o 75 it A5 P R 0 45 7RG DB DR 5 A 3O SEZ o 2R I 4 DL fik
HIER ISR, I FEABATE R 5 I E AT Jv. ik, FRATATCAHENT, i
DA] i 5 A 1 AT 552 o ) e SR DR, T A 125 JHL T I 8 o 08 A ST 7 A
MBI RAT AR SN = (B 5%, 2006).

6.2 TAMETRLERIENT I E plfie & AN s B RN

M FE 125 R A BRATTAT LA B, M9 DR 2EL RN E i 20 1 SR A0 1) B 70 #4152 2]
TR TI, X —45 RS 2w T S 4 s T AT i f| Bt
HEER—5(Posner, Rothbart, &Vizueta, 2002; &XIE, 2009; F¥5H,
ZReL, RN, 2010), HHSEIRATAIHEWT, Ry DR RloE 2 i b S M e 0 52 21 11
PEIG LRI T, b RANHIRE J10E5 . SR —8s R —2k, 78 =Fih M
PR, WIS R A — B E SRR — BRSO R 38 2 35 KT 1B
H, it —PUE S T RS R BSOS ) i SR M B ) 2 40 o T AEA — Bk I,
B 2 T e SR P T4 DRI AR AR 5 32 225 SR AN ) s 2 TR ORT vp S 361 1) 52
W, B CAFRATER fi 204 A — B0 T A EAT N B i 22 7.l gt
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— DRI AT I, 1E A A b VAR 285 2 A1 T I b S 1 S B
e TS P E A 1 28 TS e A ) S IS ) 222 S, T LA R T £ A
20 TR e R A A e N IS B v e R PR A7 4 TR e R A A S N I 22 TR 2 S
AN o SRR T IE R I 5, FRATT A I DR 2 A A vy e B8R 47 1P 17 45 )
WS I SR s IS N 3 25 DR T AR P R P 87 15 4 TR T8 ) e R ATk S R B 3K
— 25 AR, e M ) A7 1 AT 2 RO v R SRR i SR e U E A
R TG B8R 1 7 M A7 R L TR T A v e ) PR 8 R e S TR 2
HER R, P 7 HATAESS P BV SRR, N iss 1 Hrh R4pd| Thge. 1k
41Pess0a(2009)#& Hi IR S+ N T AN, MRS BN T g8 77 F1 55 52 A R
1), ZHEIREIE S BN TS5 %I T A RN R s, JF Hae i 2s
XFHAT DI REMIRE M R ZRAR 22, {H SCHEAE THIB 48 047 J9 3R I I 52 1 2 e ik 2 PH
. Pessoa(2009)IA A WA FEREK, — RGBS WM. WiRE
FRBGAEFZAR, WFem MARAT AR . WS RS 280 S ok
M= BAASMARIAT R I JRRZ TAES S T EZER R, 51— &2k
) B AR L o 1 BRI AR B R RE 8 (i EAT 55 A R B B 4 R, T
PRI T A AT B R RSB SR, W 51 B8 2 R =, AT BEMAIAT T fE
SRTT, 24NN v B ol B 0 46 T, e — 38 ik B R VR I 4 i 15
D> 7 HAAT DI REFT FR R R R, AT ThRE 2 BIRHAS . BFFTEE, AT
IEHE N, B O I BB ) £ 1 1 45 1438 (Jackson & Sher, 2003; Watson
& Clark, 1999), Ff H 8 & a5 ik G 26 B & ik iR E, 5 IEH AAHH
LU, TR DR 70K 25 0 (7P 1 28 1) SN BE 8RS (Gerra et al., 2014), 5 AR 1K 46
PRAH L, v D] SR 8 % 4 1 2 TR s 82 BE Ay 5i 4 (de Arcos et al., 2008) . Ff:
HBSEIREE0F A FR s AR  v Txd eh v B, o LR A R s AR
I R, 5 IR AHE 2 B A 0 3 AR5 i E AN F] I e it I DR R
S TR AR 48 R L 8 P A D355 5 T X A7 P 155 8 TR W 3 W A7 8 P A 56 1 i
B 55 (de Arcos et al., 2008; Aguilar de Arcos, Verdejo-Garc &, Sénchez-Barrera
& Pé&ez-Garc ., 2005). A WFFLRM, I BRI B e e A v il
DAL b 5, T e IR i %o e A AR A7 e T e e et P D) o T I R (R
BAC, HH, 2008). de Arcos %5 A (2008)HIMF 7T A& BB F 2 244 1 FH 3 A0 X R
AR A7 AT 28 IO AT OB I AR AR IS 48 00 T o AR kit 7t 458 A K
A, AT IR NS SR A S 2 TAAE R . B IRAT AT AHEDT,
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FHEC T IEH AR, X T Aok, e B2 ) v a8 B R
B, BT UGS e i B2 v s R oin o5 7 S 2 e S R, M

SO LA T RE . PR, 2 R A I S AR T AR B A M I 4
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