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ABIETE 533 A AM . 1A RE AT A B RS A B e, DARZF AR A AL (5 2%, Tk, TR0 18Tl S S A
B RS AR RAE 559, PRV R A R AN A TR O i) A 45 5 SO E AL . &5 SRR, 7ETE

RRRAMET, RSN A REAPXT LASTAS i 75 2 2% 19 U 3 1) B O I 4 38 1 T e X6 AR v, U6 AR A1
FI RGO S 15 45 4 S (I8 ) B4 3 A 1) 2 — R T A g B DR X, 7 AT B 1 R AT JE AR R R T, X

DA 2 A AR Ay s 2 2R 0 R 008 1) S 0 I 2 380 T T b, R e A B R AT ) 32 B 2R AR B (s
U PAO iDL &1 NP e Bk 25 O RA S S 12 S (V0 W2 /S B S8 = 1 A LS D
SM/ARE A RS, TERR I R TR

B849:C91; B&42

1 55

F 2R AT H A BT, SR B IR
O B3 AR FRAE T 06 T 3 FRA B B A% O,
SN A X L PR 458 1) 77 20 (K ernis, 2003) . AN[F]
H B ACEA RN EI AT B oE R B, & E A A
] FXHE B TR AN T, 2 rRIA R, A
A ER B, I B 25 AT 2 5828, SRR
Yk P S TH A 265 A4 T A A 2% (Baumeister, Campbell,
Krueger, & Vohs, 2003; Brown, 1986). #f5% &AM,
R A A B A [ BIA N T A b 8 T X A AT
M2 (Dandeneau & Baldwin, 2004), i,
I F B R BT 8 AL T I AR R A S T R A
zZh, BRI Rk s PR PR BAR UK, R
S AR T H S MA R TARE RS E
A, B, A ATE ) T A S S T Y I
415 B (Dandeneau & Baldwin, 2009; Leary, Tambor,
Terdal, & Downs, 1995),

TR ) — 2 H S LAY%¢ 5 . Dandeneau
F1 Baldwin (2004) R J1E%5 Stroop 55 W55 AN W]
H BRSPS RN 25 VA5 BT 1) o FE1E 26

W H #1: 2010-08-05

Stroop 1F:55 1, BT S5 w4 s B 5 B,
ALFE =251, E4aiE (2, HERF, IRr), 42521
R, =3k, ZRHMPPEIR@R, 25, 5.
SRR, KA S RTEE 4 ) b Az e R
PR Stroop THRRN, FBK A 2EA A XS
5 248 1) S INABURE, R 2 M A B RIS T R D
M= BB R X = 2101 1 O 2 (8] B A7 2R 30 H
FEATT 25 5 o W90 3 1 — 20 SR < -4 e =X
(dot-probe paradigm) XJ AN [a] [ 257K A4 1 18 25
5 B & W 18] 3 17 WF 3¢ (Dandeneau & Baldwin,
2009). 45 LB, HHAZ T EIZRAL H A A
A, A2 IR B S AR T 21
PRI 2 T AR T, 1 AR Z TR A R
22 5.

T = 1] 0 7= A LA WA —BCE . BETE
SOA PR RS . — RO S T R 1] 2 TR E
1Y 1 B 2 9% BT 5 30 (Brosch, Sander, Pourtois, &
Scherer, 2008), 55— P 5 A A T 5 0 1) 2 H i
o 14 i JE R X T 5 34 (Ciisler & Olatunii, 2010). X 43
T T i ) 2 DR Sy o) 17 2 135 JE 1Y) o 2 1 45 1
SR VE AR RIME, AR SE 2 R <28 MR R AT
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557401 A HAAE A SR R AL B X rhvk 5 1% 45 1 5
LI 1) S IO IS DA R AR TE R R A X S 1
LRSI BNV A . R R A TR R A
WERAATHRXHE5 B InEse, B RGHH
R RNMBEA S HBER MR 53 50 X
A5 B ML, WU AT XS 25 B
BAMELLL, AR R TE R RN E A S BT
A 7] (Fox, Russo, & Dutton, 2002),

AR AR GT 25 R, IR [ 254 S P 1
2 BAFAETE R ), (ELJ 53 R i 2 O 17) 7% 35 6 R
A TR A A VR TR A DL R M, 3R A T R
— BRI IE o AR A SR SRR AR, O
BRI 20 AR TR, BEIER A AR IEM,
AR E SR B T R Y K BT S (Ford & Collins,
2010). Dodgson il Wood (1998) % P J& I S5z 15 4> 4
TG F ARS8 AR, IR RS 2
M B A BT . AR AR A B AMARTE SRS
LIRSS PN SR e I 25 5, (RURIKH A
ARG DT T MRS IR, R /D 3 8l H R ORI
X H AT A FNE Y (MacDonald & Martineau, 2002;
Smith & Petty, 1995). ] LA H, Ik A ZEAAN T
T AR 5 1 S B8 22 2K T A 1) L 3R, TN
BRI EA, U B 2 AR X AN i 32 sl ik i £
PEAE B sZ o T8 A% F B0 67 M1 26 5 8.
T 1] A PN e AL SR 75 R X R 2 M B R T
i B PRI WG, S 2 o 7 M5 281 ARV E R 5,
H I AE T R 451 BT R 2 S B
(i LRI E? PR, ASBIFSEHE B a8 MR R AT 55
(A Rk R S TR R AR X A A A4
A B 3 T O 1o 2 PR A X B R 28 1 R0 T R
R AR, R, DIEWRSE R S
H BE 0 AR B 2 R TR] 2R R AR 1, R
MAPH B A B EA PRI . RS B R T — P AR
W i) N B F RS, RIS AR 1) 4 B 3R -5 B A
P A R . BFth R BR A 2 A B A 5
JE SIS W 25 A, 3 2 IR AE AR AR K A A %
(Greenwald & Banaji, 1995; ZXAEAG, 2003; JHML,
T E g, 2005a), IR BT RE T Sy s dE S E R
N2 m iR HI 94T A (Spalding & Hardin, 1999).
Rudman, Dohn Fl Fairchild (2007)4 % BLMA ) 4
W2 B e AN Bl AR, 81 > S TE U A A
AT U A AR B4 P B2 AR B, 33X B A R 4 5 1)
5 A S ST T A P BRSO ], ARG AR g
NEEIEA S, P, B A 25 A S R R A

AR R AL, ATRESIR BN TS A 2
AR . BT L, AWTFE 20 5 SRR [ %A
PN BB AS A B2 G R B B[R] BRSPS Y
VT A 1) S LA TERILR, o] DU AN [R] B 3K
AR R A BE IR A R 2T B T A

2 Hk
2.1 #iR

X% Rosenberg H & 3 (Self-Esteem Scale,
fHIFR SES) AN BRIBe AE I 46 (Implicit Associative Test,
fAiFx TAT)X 116 @R SEF T, HR4E AT
(Rudman et al., 2007), % SES{54y, EHHiiE4S 1/3
MIBERAE AN R A 4. Hodr 11 Bl
AR MBR, 45058 (KM A2dl 32 A
(B9 N), FANE ARA 35 AT 12 N), ik
16 19~24 %, SEHAERE 21.02 %0 WAME H 2504
SYER AT RO, KBRS S AN G A
TEAE W& HAE, ¥2(1) = 0.30, p = 0.59., HR¥E IAT
1355, PEHUM NG4S 1/3 g /E o N B % A 2540 .
Horp 4 Aa B R 2 B g bR, MRMKNRA
B 36 N(AME 12 N), SNFH A 38 Ak
12 N), R TE 19~24 %, AR 209 % . [AlFE
XTI SIFT A B A B R4 T R RS, 4558 WoR Pk
B5 B A S A AR B E R EAEM, L) =
0.03, p = 0.87. Fh I I 25 (IR AL A A B2 B 25 i IR
PO Z B SN F 6 A
2.2 ILIGmrRFNEIT

A H 2. SRA] Rosenberg 4itil, 5w . F
JRBIPEIAE T vh SCRR % 1 2 5 220 B A0 1 2
ZEFRM 10 NMEEAW, 4 4 GOEaAERR, £
MR, 5L, 1999). MHEAE T EBRAR S TS
AL SRR, T8I, 2005a; H A, 2006), T
FELET VYISO 2E 5, R 8 NAAH (A
BEIREE N H OS2 ) N A Y
HE KT, AT HRIHZERNOEBOE, BOES
ST 228 H . BEREN 9~36 4r, B
L, FenAE A RO . IR R A E N AME F
T, BA R MEE, Dodgson % A
(1998)F1 Fleming %5 A (1980) % 43 HHR & iZ 2 1Y o
FRECH:0.77 F1 0.88 (TEM A5, 1999) ABFFE %
HRMNTE - o RECH 083, K EER
0.75.

PBR A %5 : 3z TAT Sl & A4 1) Y st 250K
-, P BRIBCARIN 56 7E DA DAS EE ) A shi ik in Tk
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Benli, AR A SR SRS shgy k. B L
IFOAIN IR N B RL g I =R c i P LS =i
Sl AR FR 9 EE 2 1T S B X0T PN B B A o 00 5 v
AR &, . RIOIW. AC. BHSH.
fie. HAL BB AT, AN dEFRIEEEE: .
AT I AL AP AR AR AbAT]
My, HAA . Ml FRBR] . RE . SEiE . BhiA.
73| N (2= N U S BT N ' SN 87 BN i
Winl: BIE. HE, 5. KRG, Baf, i, &
B FRAL. MKnk,

TAT F&JF 55 — &R 432 R0k Ja M 1) A 73 il U 2
IR N, B TR By R A S — 201 4%
AH 7] F4 B B I (<P, T 1 <3 A 1 Rl i 01
R — 2 A W) P SR SN, (AT ) 55 o3 SR
XA TR #EAT B 24 s S g, B T ek
4 SRR SRy — 28 I 4 A ) 1) B S 0y (P4 ), 4t
Ja& TR B HAEE Sy — 2 I R (W] A% B s g (4
CIUHE); S R FE AT AR 0t B Y BT R P iR
ATHRA B, RIFEJE TR AR 1 3 o —
2 I H R [R] B B s L (“F ), 4R TR TR AT
B BRSSO SR — S T A W) AR B S g (<0 ), 5
DU A3 5 8B o i S e, R TR 3R A
POE A — 2 I 48 AH 7] () S5 B vy (“F8), s gl
A4 SR U SR — S - A () %) B s 07 (<0t ); 26
BB AT IR B = R, R )E TR R A B
(A SRR A SR — S T A (] A B S N (“F ), ) T
PR TH AR RN Sy — 2RI AR [m] A B S (<07
Wy, Hrp— = WEDBIRG TR, GRS
WAERRT, TR, = FER ST A FUSAE 2R
BRIr o S, AHAE R 28— BAEA A A1
FIWr ez, —FHIAEZ G, DAHBR AT REFETE
RGP 2007 o T 2 52 5 R 8 P RAS A 25 A ¥ 93 4%
BE R, AR = s &
B—IR), EREFTHILRT, P~ df L
4T, £ BB Z 8] 4 R ) TE A 252 R0 1 X8 S B
YER Rt 2 AR 7 e E AT i i A Ik 2
R (BEAEA, 2003; HH, FKRIAK, 2009).

23 [A] £k B AT 55 (spatial cueing task): %752 2
T Posner %5 A (1971, 2008)BE 3 Y 4h 8 2k AT 55
(exogenous cue task), TEIZAESH, MKIEFEHIS
KENMERG B, P HARMERE R (&R E
SR B —BOMICRER R s (KRB 5
R AL B A —BOPI R A, H oG &k RKIE R m
LR 2/3, MK RPN LR 1/3. FEARE

AT, A0 E TR 0T DU S8 O P A s
HFE TR R KA, HAT 30U i Y E K, X
TG PR N LR A RNMERLY (cue validity effect).
M RPN AR B IF LR, HAEAA SO TG
B i 26 R 25 T R B R 22 5 R TS TR B Y
o etk R, HAE A R R AT RO
(Y22 50 SN T T RE S, AR IO R AT NI
N T 1 B f# I (Koster, Crombez, Verschuere, van
Damme, & Wiersema, 2006), E-prime 72 78 A T
W EI, 2ERE SO RE, mALE Rk A TR
B BB AR 18 R 2 AR T LR AE T R (1 2% 24 5K,
et 24 5K, Pk 24 5K) (AR, S, ®TE, P
i, 2005). MIALERAGE A R/N—E(S em x 7 cm),
HFLEF LS RENIETER 5 cm. ESBLRE
grh, B e R O BB A A R
I, SEBURHESE 500~1000 ms, #RJ57EH: A E—
NRITE R IAF I ALL R, £ 500 ms,
RHE E— 50 ms R, miG 2R TE K
FHEHFRFERIEL, 1 cm x 1 em BYRBRASLOIE B
« B>, gl Ss e B B AR, 1
IAE A 2%, PR ] e 1 2000 ms, Bk
FREE A, AR WA 1, AL R 2 N
P, BAESE 72 3Kk, Hir 2/3 RO AL
LRI, 1/3 PRI TR RPN o LI X
ZH T FLAY, 2R RBA L N R B AT T
VETC, X 2% b S50 45 08 B9 2 B0y W 17 1 Rl
fbo BT Seg s S A 2/3 RN VAR
PR, EORPR m DG, DRZIR, BRI LR
e, S AR R R B AL R 60 cm Ab,
TR AT PR TR T AH N B, B R SR
A FER PR IR YO R 1. 2 8 F . #k
HETER 10 K%, T8 25 R AT 55 fa i
AIEASLS

SEER A 2 (HBEAE: &, R) < 2 (w2
ARL, TR < 3 (L IFLEAL: BT, 2%, Hik)
=R RIS R, Hd A8 ACE o #alE K #&,
R ARG 25 LA gl N I &R
23 TEMER

PN I I AR 565 0 25 [B) 28 B AT 55 B 7E T AL
PEAT o TAT 4675 7R FH G Inquisite % b0 BREK
A2 w2 i) 8 R, DA AIE R R ASCAS BF
R A MLRES KM E-prime i, 116 &4
HER TR IR 5E L Rosenberg [ B hr 3, HERIBEA
D56 F 28 2R RAT 55, 20 R A I, 4> 4%
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WE T — AL s . SR T Z A, EilE
il U BIAZOR, BRI RO 2 )5 A4 TR IE

500~1000 ms

AL SEAHG, Ba T —E R, JF BT
il 0SS .

Sms SN 2 s B
$—F trial

K1 2 RAL 55 T 51 K

3 AR5

31 HiEmacE

Xk P TR B AL 56 1) %5 B b B A2 B Greenwald
SENQ003) 2 H AT b AT S B S g B
PROZBEEF< 300 ms)AIU; HIR, 1ERBMBR A
W, M 52 > 10000 ms < 400 ms AYIR K,
H 2Ok B B 1R I N B E B Jo XA P 03 2R AT 55
(ARG RN, BB W) A FH 25 45
KRS CHIR G, s db 3 5B 1 R
VAN it B i R X Gy S | S S R B Y QA U =
B g R kM, A FMAMAESMN T
I ) 22 S5 ik 3 (RS 25 A PSR 25 55 R 1R SF- 35 )
W35k 7824125 ms H1 10134232 ms, t (114) =

13.30, p < 0.001), HBLT I AN B A BEAN . X
B0 ) T R AR 1R A A — 28 FE
() A 3R S, RS R B TR B R T R X
AR 24T 55 B I I 2 0] A9 22 S B4 N e 2
AR FE A

BB AT (Fox et al., 2002)%f 25 [A] 2k RAT:
55 AT RGO B, BB 15 S Y B N B, B
KBS /NT 200 ms AR T 1200 ms B9 52 b B LA K
TR RN 2.5 AR A RN B, R
A BB 3.5%.
32 SNEEBEFERE

A1 i 17 B AR K T 2 AN TR 2 2R RNV 4 T AL
RS AF T 00 35 s g B 1 S S bR U 22, DL
1.

*1 SEEESMHKTFAERFELRTMIEEEFLER T B KL (ms)FlfREZE

= A REEH
LRFER 1 4 T FL S Y M SD M SD
Qe 352.72 38.70 376.11 41.49
HRER 2% 349.68 38.79 380.13 43.87
o 350.05 40.42 378.12 41.31
%3 400.79 47.10 442.42° 50.99
TR &R 2% 401.62 50.49 433.85 47.28
i 395.56 44.05 43475 46.93

H: *p<0.05,**p<0.01

XTEESEAT 2 (UM AR &, 1K) x 2 (2
BB AR, TR 3 (ELEmALER . Bk, &
M, i) SR E R 08T, SRR,
LRRBA FRMN B E, F (1, 65) = 328.88, p < 0.01,
TCRUER R AT 3 SN B (418.17 ms) b & K
TH MRS (364.47 ms). SEHEKF, &R

KA AL Z BEERRE, F (2, 64) =
3.68, p < 0.05. #F— &GN AT R, RS
HEMATE TR R LT, XD NI R R
F4) L ) 984 1) - 44 B 07 B (442.42 ms) B 35 K TR %
P (433.85 ms Al 434.75 ms), JEPIH Z [0 225
AN AR FA T A R A i 2 3%
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BEo T M F SR A R O R R AT,
Xt LA =0 28 T LA 1 s 23R A 0 R 3R B B
I Z A A 5 25 5%

33 NRBEBESIERE
PR B e (A AR A [RI 2 R A 25 TR AL S
BN T SE RS I AP B E AR EZE, W3 2.

F*2 ARBBSRKTAEANRLREMIBERFLLE T8 R (ms)FiREE

HHEH (ERR:E]
ZRAA % & T FL IS A M SD M SD
T 369.01 45.74 353.13 41.56
AHER =% 368.32 43.21 354.82 45.87
i 370.55 45.50 351.61 45.86
1A% 430.92" 54.70 406.15 53.73
Tk % 1R 2% 42551 54.32 402.53 52.19
e 416.95 54.76 404.68 53.85
H:* p<0.05, **p <0. 01
XA T 2 (MR B EKF: &, 1K) x 2 (& Foliss 24 THI LA 2 2% 0 SR R0 N s, TC e TR AT AU ZR

AR, AR, TR x 3 (AL . Bk, &
X ) SRR EE N 20T, S5 AR R,
LRI RN BE, F (1, 72) = 283.39, p < 0.001,
TCRE LR RN W2 SN i (414.46 ms) i # K
TAMLERELNM(361.24 ms), LRISHUNE 2 m L
KA AR B E, F (2, 71) = 3.42, p < 0.05, i#f—
AT BN S BT R, R R SRR, DRy
PEIR 2R 0 B 0 - 1 B B (418,54 ms) ik 3
KFHH(410.82 ms)., NEH KT, LLRIEAA
BT EAEHEE, F (2, 71) = 4.66, p <
0.05, HE— BB AT R, =N A A
TETCRLER R FAF T X LR A 2 A R R R 1Y
) 38 S 2 R B (430.92 ms T 425.51 ms) i 2
KT E(416.95 ms), METHHE ZE 22 AREE;
TEA R R S T B A K BT AT B 3 30 o i 9
B F BEARTEA O TR R 55T, XL =R
2 1T FL R H 78 22 2R 1 R R ) S I B 22 TR A I
EER,

4 e

S 43 AT 2SR P B R RS AN TR A
BEH %, RAS AL RS, LIRS A4 mfL
(A, %A ) g S Ak, XA TR [ 5K
AR T O 1) S L I FERLRI AT TS . T Tk
A S R0 o AR P B 1 R A e ARG D 1]
Sy WIHEATRHE, FEXEAh WA N B A RS AR [ e
B ALH AT LR A THE
41 SEEEXMFERENZN

AR B B EEE s, m A SRS L =

RMIMARFMNT, WA REER, BWARNR
HB I A AR 1] o TG B AR TR R A
T, %F LA PR 25 15 (TR S i 7n 2 R i #E K
S 7 e dg 3K R S S B, SRR X B
PEIE 45 A7 2 (DA ) T Tk Ot PR s T B A AR &R
AT Xl S S L N A B 2 S, T R B
ﬁﬁﬁ 1 615 B0 e B . DUAE I P ILAE 5%
(Dandeneau & Baldwin, 2004, 2009)% 5% 1 24
Stroop 35 20T S - 20 K B TARA B B
AR X B0 MR 26 A S T A [, 1T AR A 5 g
— B A 1) R AT A S, R BRSNS
AR BV 1 4 (5 B 1 T A 1) 2 B X 1 R
25 A 2 (I A8 ) T T e O PR e, T AS 2 o 67 M 1 2
H R (RO I T B

AN . 25 A 1 7 Ol 1) 22 Bk o £ 1
255 B (TR I v A G R, i v Ah i B
PR B B R ), AT A2 R
FI45 R WE7 BF9T R W (Di Paula & Campbell, 2002),
A A AR B B 0 BU sh AL, B R 8
I 38R BT A A [l B R WO ) BB, PR,
AN A AR T BT B X RS S pL, BB AT
FEURR b3 SR B ) XREAE A 80 b %<2 e, Be Al
AT 701 5 24 4 S (A #EA T A R H F A,
AN BT B0 MR 26 A5 8 R A 1) 5 R S T 67
TR I BRI R BT MR EAR Y H BKE, R
ez AR BRI, LUK A 2R T R
N ik B L R ok 1 B T A5 2R, SSAE RS 2 1 R
(BEA%) b 3R v R A A LRI ME o 948 s AR X T
o B, AR A SRR AR B R E e
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1A I 4 7Y 30 ML (Heatherton & Ambady, 1993;
Mischel & Ayduk, 2002; Baumeister et al., 2003), &
FI 25 A AR 4 18 75 2 HIL AN I 5 58 A R B 2k
BT R R, 3 O B A T AR 15 A
B o RRSEIN ) G Ry B A FRI8 35 AR X
REAE T B A ATXT A & BA ARG, I E 251
iy I A A B Fe B A B S AR
e B PEM (Wood, Heimpel, & Michela, 2003), FHXT
TARAGAME, & A MRS TR AT RER TS I
55 b IRFF IR AR, (HJE A SN S AR A
AT 55 S AN ] REAE 58 B BT, 55 BRI AE &2 0
ZURWUGAR D24k 8 WA, iR H BRI 25
AR EF X BEAMEMR B, RAERMEZIKR, 5
AT 55 B B 1 %% 4% (McFarlin, 1985; Sommer &
Baumeister, 2002) . 3 Z 0 WG E H B
A AL B e 1A A RS A B = A R0 H R,
ANHE A I DR I r i 56 R (Di Paula & Campbell,
2002). A, XK E AR R T A AT A RN A
WA, AT AR S TR T S AR B A
WAEST, IXAOLRE S AT WA AT X 24 iy A i Jols 1 4k
f, T PR T DA SR MR A B b A M S ok
(Dandeneau, Baldwin, Baccus, Sakellaropoulo, &
Pruessner, 2007; Mikulincer, Shaver, & Pereg, 2003),
CRETT AN MIDE S AR SER A A5 2R, AT LA, IRAh
H A AR v 1 [T 2 WO A S AL, e X 171
PEAE BB A RBOR T, S BHE TR R T XL
PRI 2605 B (TR SRy $i 7 2 2 1 #0038 1) S5 iy B i
Ko
42 ANRBBMEEREREID

AW, RN A RS MATCIRTEA R
BUERFRSAE T, X =i 45 i FL A 26 28 1 ) 9 s
N TR AT 2 . X —ZEAVRIRAR i R A
R —F, BT ARG

[FIAEA R A, ARSCE g /R, fEshbi A
REMARRYRIUATE, 55 A B H A 5 2 21 4
PEGE BT, BN XS G 25 VAT B 0y T 2 A i 1R
ME, BRI B A 2 ARTE TR R AR R R % LA
FRETN 1 2% T AL oy 8 78 20 3R 1 R ) - 349 S
WERK T, MHPIEZ R ZERA R

At 2o B BLX A RS ARBFSEIA
Sy, s AT LRI 25 AN BRSO AR R o

T VEO BIE TR 1, R RE TR A AR B O T
HIE WA AR 2| H bR 5 Z F0 P R (Ellsworth
& Scherer, 2003). HEILHEWD, & ABR A MR EA

ASE R P T XOF 7 <5 2 5N B, XA Y GE
P TR L (1 2% ) R B8 P 57 T L (1 7% 8 2 o R ]
b A A 1] o P i T AN R — sk T AU Y <
B, T R — e PR A B GEARR A ) (S N |
BRI PR M) o X B R U, R R A A
PR S AR A 4 2515 B Coll %) T T8 L) R A
Mt 25 BGOSR T FL)# 2 A shthifs & —Fp
TR ERE ), DA SR b i AR X o

F T 1 PR B A AT TE P (%) R P (1
BOFE S A5 AR [RIFE T = 1, 7 LAAT DL
U 33 i 1) EL AT A MR T M T, BRI T Y
a5 BB BUEXT A CcsRibr, ek ks
FEAEMEREAC . &I AR EAE
WE> “HmPki MR, AR dERN
(Greenwald & Banaji, 1995), & et H 254 50 fii
] T4 B IR AFRAS BAHBE R, fEAEXT IEMEAE B
T T ] ) R X6 7 A St A B A ) 3 i
YR T N BRI (S R A R R
FHIALLS, X H B A FE Y S5 BT 5 35052 I P 1) S
K.

AEXS I, EAHSE s R AR B 3 A~
A B AT ART Y A 1, 3 B U BRI P B B AR )
P AE I B M e ZE AR, X T g a1
BIEEAE S,
43 SEEHBES5ARBEXMEEREAREE

FA#LHI

ZEA LIRS A5 R, ARSI 45 R R,
A0 B e IR B R A s RN 1 A g 1] B
HARFE R, JF— 00 T <A [ 2R R A
BRI B PS5 L o B AN TR 2 T AT R A
S B WL 15 (Greenwald & Banaji, 1995), #h g H %
55 B R R 1] 7 5 e T LA RO [ AR
RO, Pt AR A 1E LS

A E B IR, (IRAR i [ 25 AR P
H AR R I T X PR 25 AL (TR T R
i 0 PRI X, OS2 3K 79 Ao 1508 3% B %) PR ZE AL ) 2 —
g7 SRR, R PP SRR IR P ZENL
A A2 AR W 7

RT3 A M NGRS A e S
A3, public self)YIIRE, TEA S rh FE R
SR % At N T 2 18 B A% 3K i At 23 15 8 A B0 B
Fo BANE AR S TX A O A STE H RFE
FEMASEE, DA SRRRIE RN AR, Kt
AR BT R RAGF B (R 2% . PR B
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LR B R 5 RS . SR AR
R A B AR AR N RS B (RE S PR,
A2 XA Ot st AR AE, PR
TERBI NS, JF AP BIE AR5 5 1 3 B
R ) B TET AR B, PRI 2 X6 )N ) B T R A
(178 22 B0 1 T S8R A 0 T 0RG ) (A SE 3 % R £ 2
TP AT B TR R 0 A L R ) o LA, Ab
1R A 1) A R e R DAt e F B T A
T 7 A2 ) (R 42 52

T PR B 1 B 00 3 2 5 S AR Y N TR 1 FR (B
MY FAFR, private selD)INRE, TEARSLEH F 2K
IR Sy XoF Al N T S 17 T A% 38 1 <15 & 580 > 1) R
FEEE b SRR B SN T B B r K
B, i DAXT N 4 B A S AE B ORE IR
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Abstract

There is a wealth of evidence demonstrating attentional bias for negative (angry) stimuli in low self-esteem

(LSE) participants, but the components of the bias (vigilance versus difficulty in disengagement) remains

unclear. Researchers have demonstrated that individuals with high self-esteem (HSE) were able to successfully

engage in negative mood regulation by recruiting positive thoughts and memories to assuage the dysphoria

caused by the negative mood manipulation. By contrast, individuals with low self-esteem were either

unmotivated or unable to engage in mood regulation and thus were negatively affected by the sad mood
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manipulation (MacDonald & Martineau, 2002). Wood and her colleagues (1990) have shown that negative
moods can increase self-focus. For persons with low self-esteem, focusing on the self may prime feelings of
general negativity about the self, thereby leading to global negative self-evaluations. Such feelings of
inadequacy may be hard to escape. Smith and Petty (1995) have demonstrated that individuals with low
self-esteem are less motivated or able than individuals with high self-esteem to engage in cognitive strategies to
counteract negative mood states. All these evidences suggested that attentional bias for negative stimuli among
individuals with low self-esteem may be derived from difficulty in disengaging attention from negative stimuli.
Using a spatial cueing task, we clearly examined the components of attentional bias (vigilance, difficulty in
disengagement or both) among low self-esteem participants. In addition, previous studies just examined the
modulation of explicit self-esteem on attention, it is still unclear the effects of implicit self-esteem on attention.

In present study, there were 67 subjects (32 LSE) in explicit self-esteem group and 74 subjects (36 LSE) in
implicit self-esteem group. Rosenberg self-esteem scale and implicit associate test (IAT) were used to test
participants’ explicit and implicit self-esteem level respectively. In spatial cueing task, cues were “neutral”,
“happy”, or “angry” facial expression presented for 500ms. Targets appeared either in the same location as the
face (valid trials) or in a different location to the face (invalid trials). Participants were asked to press “1” or “2”
button to indicate the position of target in a 2000ms interval. A three-way repeated measures Analysis of
Variance (ANOVA) on the average latencies of spatial cueing task in explicit and implicit self-esteem group was
conducted, respectively, with self-esteem (high, low) as a between-subjects factor, and emotion facial type
(happy, angry, neutral) and cue validity (invalid, valid) as a within-subjects factors.

The results revealed that low explicit self-esteem individuals showed significantly longer response latencies
when the face cue was “angry’ relative to “neutral” and “happy” on invalid trials. High implicit self-esteem
individuals took longer time to response to a target when the face cue was “angry’ or ‘“‘happy” relative to
“neutral” on invalid trials.

These findings suggested that attentional bias in low explicit self-esteem participants may reflect a
difficulty in disengaging from negative stimuli; while attentional bias in high implicit self-esteem individuals
may reflect a selectively attentional maintenance on the emotional stimuli, hence they were more easily affected
by emotional stimuli and behaved as though they were hard to disengage from emotional stimuli.

Key words explicit/implicit self-esteem; attentional bias; disengagement; vigilance



