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R o LAk [l B PR AR REOR G, JC IR A B AR e, A AR 2 o R I R R
WRALE . SR, —SEWFREER, AEERAMA L R A A CAmE L AL ) 2355 IOR it © .
FABBFFEMIA A TOR J&— Do KRG, ARG ZHRFBMMIETT o /LA, & mH
il AT TR RN, SE A —2 (XS P A F JE B B, %25 B il g D
T TOR FERAS I ] 2500 T i EAR

WRERD], LTI E CRsIBRAR) RIS, DA S R A TR B RS, X Rl
XHFAE B PEBUE RCEF L SRR SOEIRI NI o R EBR R S, LR
W B —A> BARRES BT, WU F AR MR 2, (2455 A AR R LR 4 s R
m, RS o AR, TEAMRA RIS, Y AR I R, MR
FERA BRI AV E R EAT I E 2RI o XS BIRERN], TR R IR, A
BRI AL T, LR B RA I T AR, [, XA Rl il SRR S A, AdE
WAL, Hif, EARGFEPECER RN, AR E R E AR R R (Fldnke, k) .
SR, XM “RAA” AN TR I 2R 0 AR B R AR WA AU, X ik 2
7oA R TR TR S8 S R S R ) B ST I R ML 7 o xS WA SRR RG T RE AR
B R AR FH B B R A

TENF RS SR I ML AR, FETERE ) I8 A T B DR L 2 Wk S A A 1 PR 2 1
W CUn i) B RESE (/T 500 ms) BEF BT 2B SR, BRI TAY R B e
TR DU A A= AES RIS (1000 ms LA b ) B84, BRTZEDAAUIN T WE 0 B o 10 > JdJBfp R o e 38 )
AR B , A R AT A% 14 T TR Ml i L o 2 B A SRR 2 B O 5 I ) N A R, AT [ ) 1
R, R ESE—EET BT o AR TR, R R R B AL, 7R
R BT AERTE, BRI B AR R RS E , ST BeAh, X TR (4n
JE ) 6 R PR B N o AR P A A R S ) SR X LA A B AL
PRI AR, AR et R A o) B U, DR A BT o TSI Ah LB
AT, AP 2 RIS R B TR, ORI E T o [FIR, @A
RPN oA i R 1 A i) T 9 A AR EAEAR o DRI RIF 8 TR 1) JE BT A T ek AR FH A B2 T ORI (L

ZE TR, T 1 AR [0 AR A X S SRR AR A B A AT RIS BL, SR, IR
[ U WL ] e 73 2 Xof — L S S A AR 7™ A AR ] BRI A P 7 A SRAEA A 2898 2R 0 ) 0 1 B A A
HABEZREL (1, ZAREAL) s REARIE (CErEsiifisk ) B, XA AR A B
PR S SRR B AP T AYBLH 550 T 5 v R 2R A A1 [ A LA 2 T2 15 2 i A A
HyaAr, MBI LS PR . O, XTI R R L AR A A — B, MR RERS
TR A TER BAIIE RSy, AR, b EMELL S A PERIBOR s ok, 7 A i R AR IR
T T O ) AL SRR AN [ B B AN R e B

ETIAMITERIA—ENE, AT BIRR MR T, RIS LA
PR SRR M i A2 rp RIS 2515 B AR R i ALH . IAERIBEFER 28 SOA FfilfE— KT, X
BERFFEASE R T RE R W TS A RO TR — BRI A ARRAE A P 18] A ) T A ) i AL ot i
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RTINS, 2555 WA SOA 500 ms 55 2 TK F ] ) o 9 2 25 0 AR 22 500
BRSO SOA FEM AR S PEHEAT TR0, AR h T 6HEE 25 06 60 0 A A — A 52 3R

2 5CBE 1 iR[EHH] 2 A 58 AR A T R O ) A B TR

21 BWS5kiR

KNGV LR LTRSS, B 55R M i o A v B S v 28 R O T AL A B P il i B
AR SRS 52 B 26 A5 BRI, XL AL E AR I R IR [ RN 208 D sk, TR R B AT
PRSI, JFHIX—IATHLHIZ 2] SOA KR, TEAFR SOA Z&F T RBU AR AN T4F 5

22 P&

2.2.1 ik

PRICR2EE 67 N (B2 34 44, SERAREWS M=21.45, SD=2.59 ) , ¥ WA FI T, ToiRIABm Kok bl Eehs,
PR SR IER IR, ROAE G, DRSS RIS, SRS TR Es, LA
ARG

2.2.2 Skt

K3 CHALIERT: 2%, bk, B4R ) x2 (KRR ARdER. JTBAE-R ) x5 (SOA: 350 ms,
550 ms, 750 ms, 950 ms, 1150 ms ) BN SEHGBEIT, 3 240 M, A REIRFICREER % 120 AWK,
X TALIE B R M BIHEA T T UCHD , 2R RS EEEE R 1000 ms ', eAh, K T HRIBHR A5 P R E
PP RN, LR 12 MR AL RBE, 5 sh 12 MR A

223 SR

e 60 Tk T2 m 24, ok RUBRm AL 20 9k, X eehrufE b m FLIE A IR T b E AL m AL 2%
B ZRSE (CFAPS) ", 1 Seid ik e i £L I A AR AN I8 E AT (L5 1) o P&k R R g
Photoshop 6.2 ¥4I TFLIE R K/ 52 G HLEE PR — 30, 455 SRz flsopt Rk ] FH F AR L 50 0F5% o

F1 AEBNEFLA G EMREEE (M+SD)

Table 1 Pleasure and arousal of faces with different valence (M+SD)

TaFLIE ARt LIRAES o
1EE 7.04 £0.21 5.75+0.29
il 244 +£032 6.67 +0.41
ik 4.89+0.13 3.92+0.57

224 SLIGEF
SRR E—prime 2.0 23, SEBREC N B (I, FEFRECHIN S BLAS (G THE (KN
9 emx 10 em) , HHEMIG 17 em, BRI A S % 5 AL ERE ML AR 60 cm &b, BiT-EH85alte
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AR CFTOCUT HE b SCERTP ORI R BB E . LA R BN L e < S R AT T
BEPLALIEES ', DL 1,

1000 ms 1000 ms
. Fsf 1]
250 ms L 250 ms
SOA—250 ms SOA—250 ms
i J L
BRER TR

1 HEMFLHEZHRER (REmFLAH )

Figure 1 Cue-target experiment task flow chart (fear face as an example)

225 ¥I|HIT

P ) BRI TR AR AR, W 8 = CASERERESR T i MRl N B ) — (A&
TN NIELENERI N ), IR % >0, RIAAAIHE 4 B A TIHERESE, W% <o, £HA
EXHE PR BRI E R IR, (LR T AT 28 MR IR AR B, [k 5348 = (Teakde
T IEEMAG SR RN ) — (TCRARE T iR N ), [R5 >0, RN A4 TN
BITRIME, TR <0 B, FEBAUL A TR Rk

23 4&

11 R 2 B B SOW 08 . BN S B S i 8 . SO PS4 + 2 A bR 22 LIS Al . (]
Spss22.0 AR A B AE A0 T A IER RO B #E1T 3 x 5 x 2 TR E MG 225007, S5 R, 4K
RAHBMETMIRE, F (1, 66) =53.06, p<0.001, 7°=0.446, FIIAHMLREMT LT 25 i
BERT I RIS R T RO, B L 1R EHm I 4

AL SOA IS HAEM B3, F(8, 59)=10.27, p<0.001, 5°=0.135, #F— SRR K56 % L,
1E SOA=550 ms HYZRAF T+ AR AL A SOy s i 285 v T M T £L 5 ﬁﬁ# SOA=950 ms., 1150 ms i, ZH
TG FL S B S AR T P AL, RPZEERT SOA B RMEL IR FL SR B et , AR SOA B At 224 P T AL
SN e

FLIEH SOA, LRI HAEM BE, F (8, 59) =4.13, p<0.001, 7°,=0.283, FKIMK:
TEA AR RZA T . 2 SOA=350 ms B, ZVETEAL SN B 3 & Tk fL, F (2, 65) =10.48,
p<0.001; 4 SOA=750 ms B, ZLPH 1 L S B AR T e L, F (2, 65) =66.81, p<0.001; >4
SOA=950 ms B, RMHE AL SN B Rk fL, F (2, 65) =5.08, p<0.01; 4 SOA=1150 ms i,
RAR AL I B Z AR TP EmfL, F (2, 65) =37.66, p<0.001;
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TETRER AT 2 SOA=350 ms B, R4AF LS i b 35 5 T PEm L, F (2, 65) =8.20,
p<0.001; 4 SOA=550 ms I, 248 [ FL 52 7 6 8 % 5 T op i fL, F (2, 65) =47, p<0.05; 4
SOA=750 ms i, ZMEE LN B LT EmfL, F (2, 65) =8.2, p<0.001; 4 SOA=950 ms i}, R
PR TSL SR B s T iEmAL, F (2, 65) =10.51, p<0.001; 4 SOA=1150 ms i}, ZYETAL I
Fm T AL, F (2, 65) =9.95, p<0.001; XJTEARMLZE . SOA=550 ms (1 hVEAL SRR LS T
FEXTREAS T K 25 5 % B AP TR FL RIS I R B i 25 57 B35 (1 (66) =-2.031, p=0.025) , RI AR
FLBORE At 28 T v AL

2.3.1 IORNE

Xof = 2R AL B TOR &% 3 (LR ) x5 (SOA) fEE M7 2200, &I FLAEH
SOA ERUNIIA R, LA SOA A HAEH B3, F(1, 66)=10.01, p=0.002, »°,=0.132, FHN,
4 SOA=550 ms i}, RMETE LA & 0 S TPl 24 SOA=950 ms B, ML Al & W
T PEmAL; 24 SOA=1150 ms i, YR FL A3 & BE IR T b m L, BIREE SOA I [a] g fm
RHELTHTAL A 3 [T 40 ) ek

2.3.2 fwm45E

X i 1] 3 K50 [ 3 S 0P FRAEAS ¢ BRI S5 R R I TEA R R AL R T, 2 SOA=550 ms i fi [7] 53X
WE/NTF0, 1 (66) =-2.301, p=0.025, RILHXFMEAGLE RALATERZ R 4 SOA=950 ms B ffi 1] 534X
WERT 0, 1+ (66) =4.982, p<0.001, FILHXT G HENEL EFLAGTEEZ RN ; 24 SOA=1150 ms B {[a]
SRR ERT 0, 1 (66) =2.919, p=0.005, FEHH RGP 25 10 FL AV BB, W7E AR RN TR
M BT B0 M 15 4 14 1 e A 1) 4

2.4 1B

SEH 1 LU g FLAE RIS R, BRI T B R e AR Y R SRy T g AL (MR ) R
AR [ 900 ) o e v %) O i) T2 PSUBIL o) B P TR s AR ASBIE TR 4500, RBCH R RO e %, R
HA B ZR Z AT YR T BN I 2 3 R T IERCE R AR R A0 T BRI, X — SR UL B TR [E]
MHHZR .

LRAR LI, WALKR . SOA WA AR, RIS SOA Z R T LS b fe e, T
TR SOA 6, MR FLS N Fe e, LRI B 1 X S v 4 i i i ] o Gk, Jlad 3155 TOR &40
SR, BEE SOA MFTAYHTIN, R FLAYIR MM G s . X — S5 RERERT, XA
146 TOR O BB/, SRS L B SV 28 A R o, PR 28 1SR MM O AT, pesedins
TERMINT., X2 4UES TRIEARBIE 7 .

Beoh, LA A E, AL, SOA | KRIMIZ TN WE, dh—L bkl UL,
TEARER RS, 2 SOA=550 ms WFF I AT SR 25 1 FLATE R I0158E s >4 SOA=950 ms IR XS
TS LA B ; 2 SOA=1150 ms RPN UPEAS 24 0 FLAYE BT, R B R N
MERUIG o X —45RRW], TS BN 2 O T B i 1) 7 AR 52 R, T2 R [R] SOA B8R SE 8L,
I HRIHEE R (SOA 24 550 ms ) AYTERE IR, LUAEREIEHIR (SOA KT 950 ms ) FTEEE,
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BRI “mlm—E5e” TR, X 4R S A AR 4 —2.

YT UMERRISE, AR B IR A T R IR A, — ARSI 2 IE 3 s E A R xt 4, i
DAFE AR SE R Z B ORI AE . AHACRME | R RIS SRRk e ZOR AT, TRt 2t IR AR R IR DI
OUF A —By g a5 4t s HORTER AR 1) 5290 % L0 I AP IR A B S A B 5y, PRI A SR 2 L )
£ 550 ms 5 B MRS, REE BRI, ] 950 ms. 1150 ms B, BT H KW
R[] 2SR RGBT R, W) S 3R B X S P A e i S I, X 4 T o R o R R
A A AL A R A ER T LA BREE A5 AR A & ML~

ZE TR, S 1 S5 RERIT, AR R A R ep BT S P R R R ], BPIE 4 E(E
BSHIES TOR Ui, MR HARE M. JF HRERT AL, SRILH “mkE—E5e” B9 TALS], (6 SEa
1R & IAE SOA=750 ms HifJ5, X GPENE 26 0010 B 0] i o R AR T 54T, XF bR R ik k47 i
RAREA?

R T ARSI IESEE | AR IE, SEE 2 T AN EGHE: -, REIFR R, MEEERE
SMTER AN TR 7, INIAESER 2 JFAARTINE T BRI B ROK s B, e dhin
ARSI, IR SCI R SRR T, WSS T RO SO R S e, (R R A R R
RS ESEN; S, RIS 145, ISR TOR &0 s i B 1) 20 B4 AR AE SOA=750 ms
HUE BT, Bk, 5550 2 4% SOA B RIS E R — /K F (B 850 ms. 1250 ms., 1650 ms) &4
FESE 1 H SOA=T50 ms i f& 09 G PEAR 2814 B0 1) B Hof TR At o

3 L 2 iR [EIHH] R A 6 MR A i U ) R B R

31 BHSRiE

R HIBICHE S AR R —HE TR, 556 i) s 2 v B0 S 4 T Ml 1) eI TR e B,
RS BB MR RS E T, RPN LR A BT 1K Fr 3R [ R RO 28 A sl 2k, I Hax
—PATTHLIIZZ H] SOA AKT-HIFEMm, FEARRR SOA & FRIE “IRE—E5" 1y THLH .

32 BE
3.2.1 #ik

FPRICR2EE 62 N (B4 29 A, SERAERS M=21.66, SD=1.90) , BN FIT-, ToiRIAB Kok bl Eehg,
B B IERIE R, A G, ZAMCRMGT RS0, LR E GRS, S5 R
— R

5585 1 AR, S 2 7RSI TR ARG S X A B SRS SRR I (STAL) AR, 255
AR IFE AT e T4 E H A = A RS 1R, DAHERR A BRSNS AR = s

3.2.2 FImiEit

KM 3 CHALER: &%, i, B ) x2 (RREM. ARUER., LR ) x3 (SOA:
850 ms, 1250 ms. 1650 ms ) BN LI BTt, HASI 555 1 fRr—2.
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323 SLIkHE

[F] SEE5 1,

324 LR

SR EHE ] E-prime 2.0 223, RIFEFNFURERT, IMARRERML ©, HRFZEMESTE 1R
Fr—3 WK 2

1000 ms

250 ms

[ b st ] Fsf ]
S 300 ms

O ikl
A 200 ms

1
SOA-
750 ms

A
1000 ms

2 H#tENER—HTFIRESREE (ZTEELAE )

Figure 2 Improved cue-target task flow chart (fear face as an example)

325 FIESIT
IS 1,

33 4&

Xof A R AE A P 6 E T A IE B RS HEAT 3 x 3 x 2 BYF A IR 250007, 4R, REAE
TRV BE, F (1, 61)=87.56, p<0.001, 5°=0.589, LI NAMLRWIL TN EERTIBLR,
WE T BR R A

LA SOA. LREBAM L HEAEM B E, F (4, 58) =821, p<0.001, 7°=119, FLIHH,
TEA R RN BT 24 SOA=850 ms I}, BYE LI B 2R T ikmmfL, F (2, 60) =4.68,
p=0.011; 24 SOA=1250 ms I, mhﬁﬁﬂfiﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ?qﬂﬁﬁ% F (2, 60) =11.22, p<0.001; 4
SOA=1650 ms i}, RLME T FLE N B & FrhiE L, F (2, 60) =22.75, p<0.001;

TETREK TR #F? 4 SOA=850 ms Hif, RMFFL I & T fL, F (2, 60) =32.59,
p<0.001; 24 SOA=1250 ms I, mhﬁﬁﬂfiﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ?qﬂﬁﬁ% F (2, 60) =12.09, p<0.001; 4
SOA=1650 ms I}, ML & & TrhEmfL, F (2, 60) =16.50, p<0.001.
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3.3.1 IORZNE

Xt =2 LR B TOR 2800 il 3 (THIFLIEAY ) x 3 (SOA ) ME Mt )y 250 Hi KB, THIFLISAY 3=
WA, SOA FRRE F (2, 60) =16.61, p<0.001, 7°=0.214, FI A SOA=1250 ms iR
[ B KT SOA 2 850 ms, 1650 ms HYE L.

FLEAL S SOA R AR B F (4, 58)=8.21, p<0.001, 7°,=0.119, KN, 24 SOA=1250 ms i,
R AL 2 5 TP EAL; 2 SOA=1650 ms i, ZMATIFL W EK TP fL. RIBEH SOA Wl i,
.24 SOA KT 850 ms H, R TFLAYIR [0 R

332 mmE4sE

T 1] 3 5ORN ) 3 73 5 AR AR 1 AR SR B TEA R R AR T, 2 SOA=1250 ms M fi ] 73
BERENT 0, 1 (61)=-4.19, p<0.001, FIL X G717 25 1 FL B9 HE R 10588 24 SOA=1650 ms I ffi
AU E KT 0, 1 (61) =2.576, p=0.012, RIS AL LA TEREL. ELRLRT, 4
SOA=1250 ms W /080 2Z/NT 0, 1 (61) ==2.12, p=0.037, FIAXS ki AL mke, X
SEH 1 SR 2 AR i 1) B IR R, LI 3,

30
20

10
LR

0 gkﬂ,\m:
_j0  ERSOA KM SOA

-20
-30

3 1. 2 A[FE SOA &M TiEE R MK EE 5 H b
Figure 3 Comparison of attentional bias and avoidance score in Experiment 1 and experiment 2

under different SOA conditions

34 T

e 2 AERVSER | ST OB 1, AR ALV RIBOP DR, B T AT S e SR S e
17528 AR I i o TR G S FRL R B I ARSI B, e S 0 3,
T DA RO A TR SR 58K TR R MONTAL, G5B I0R B, Hk, i
VIS TOR RO REROZE A B, B SOA IR, 28R FL AR LM T e, e R 560 1
AR —E0, BNEITERIT SOA A0 HiBL TOR HOSENN, AEK I SOA 2P B IOR RS R/ (57
PERFLRIAIEG ) o 555 SRV At SR SR R 6 S 2 532 4 ) 2
PRASARAE RN T, kR BURAE 160 1 45 SR T A

WCAEIE R B, WAL, SOA . BRI, S—B P EH, 2 SOA=1250 ms
B S PER A LAY RE LR 1 SOA=1650 ms BB RS SUPER A FLIGHE 65 . ISR

https://doi.org/10.35534/pc.0310133 Www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pc



RO EPATEE IR RARNERK 81

WHIE T8 1, IEE MG EE BRI BRI (SOA 2 550 ms, 750 ms ) (3 E ke, LK
WA (SOA KT 950 ms) M RESEINES I, WASCIRE RILRIIE T “mlE—E5s " An TAL7E
TEHE AR R R i AL b RS e T

BEAh, 5286 2 BB AE IR LI, IR RIDRT, 24 SOA=1250 ms At I 2144k 67 P4 24 1
FLAE R R, X SRR REEIRRE, MR FERL I 1000 ms K bR, m AR Ui
FHHE ZMERE (AR R, ML 500 ms B, A A B U2
TR, FZRAEE R AR ORI IE 1500 ms B ) HERAREIUIEE o Q1055 R R A ik
BRI, AR 1250 ms ], AR HFEE R FISEAEAEAT RIS I . ST LTERBIE T, 528
WAL RORHE I 22 5, (HRA—BUR TR S5 Ie LR R Y], AR IR R SOA 254N B 2w 1m AL A7 e
255, X —RIGIRLEIN T GBS NSAMARTEEAL 2 v R R A R X S A 3t M ) g

4 Bitig

41 ROHIFEREMERERBANTHIEL

NZERE R RG] AP A 2007 S R, # MO n 2, iR MR R AR R R E 2 R
RN, ABAXFHRZRRWOEHAENNER . S25 1 A 2 JEFGST 1 7EIR [ il 7 v bk
T R R AL SAEANTR] SOA S R 2E 5 R, 45K, TCRIE4Hr . SOA M4, MA
TEA LR R PR S DL, AR B 3 R T IR R oL, BB TOR B4 . Berdica 55
AR HARTR S A 26 (5 8, (R ) X TOR M9sEm, S50 R, Toits g IR Rk 2R ak
HORSURRH B, ARASEUCE TOR MIRENE . AWTFEA R FEIREIESE T T0R JE— M It Har R AL sein
THLE, fem T R RO T o DIMERATTOR B, TR ey, AR 2
TER IR 2 fiE R i hr . SR, SRR, SRS R A A 4 2R TOR e ™ o
SEHG 1 RIS 2 BZRER A B, BEE SOA WFE]AYIE N, RCEARZE i FLAYIR [0 ] i L2 B oA, Xk
WIS B 21155 TOR Roiite, 5IEIERMmI, MR I0R ek .

PARE, R [V — R A IE R BEIC LS, 86 T MRS RACR, A M TR AEAE
AT SR, R B RAIEMTR “Real , Al AL —Fh e iR i 7 A3 BRI T, BAiR
[P AR E T X e BRI, AR [l AR E PEFF AR SR KA FT TR R . R4 TOR F0TE B fi 171X
P ELA T I P AR T SN T AL S 7 R TR AN LS 4 X — MBI AS, i 2R
TS ST B LR T ThE

42 BEERIVERRONGIZ “BEX—O8" dT ‘OE—ER”

YRR RIS B, £ R R R I BRIy s — e R Y L
KRB B, A EORE AN AT R BUAR X B IR TR] A R B LD TR R AR AR R R
R o AR, TR SOA KPR X B A 1] (L = A 5, O BLAETE RO T
AR B B A7 A 22 5o AR DAY S TR] N (/NT 750 ms ) 7 AR T 0ol 100 £E SR A ] (R T
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950 ms ) HBIERIESE, R “WlE—E” AR, (EAESIE 2 Ao re S At R e B (a] i i B
XRG4 (5 SRR ke, VFZOPT iR B T AR RIS R, Massar S8 AR R 2 ERAESS, %
GEAN ) £ AKX 3 0 5 1 M Ty ML) o 5 S0 5 A A X ol P 0 385 ) iy o 455 O 25 R e [
FEAE, T HAEARIR AT (KR B TE AR I B AE 225 o BeAh, Carlson 45 AR LSRN 52 55
TS5 R ARSI R o

AN—ERTFE AL, AT RERNE 1A R R I R, ARIE A I AR B, XL
222 5 T RE 5 PRI PRI B R / 5 FAR B R R O T o IR R 1] (T ALt
FEATREEL S TANEA R R sy, Ho AR 2Rl R RIS R, R A N TR G R TR
o bR TR ) 853 Y UL 52 B AR FR S BT R] | 2R R0 55 B AR R E S I R A s
X R LR — FRERRARITE , B T4 & ARSI TRIFEA R 2 5, S3aThe.

4.3 ROAFFERROBEE=PEZENEIIE

TR | R AT IR B —nlRE” B o RIS R TR AR IR, EE
WBITEE I 1) 35 BRI, AR5 IS RS, XA BEPR iR 1] . Sl B D A2 nT REA B T
TS EUVE e, TR [0 A] EAT B TR A PR ke SR, 2 GO PERIEOR s R e B,
PRI AT A PP B R S B D ATIR AT .
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Emotional Face Attentional Bias and Time Characteristics in

Inhibition of Return

Kou Tianyu

Department of Applied Psychology, Guang Dong Peizheng College, Guang Zhou

Abstract: In the face of complicated social environment in real life, human beings need to make complex
visual processing processes to the outside world, but limited visual processing systems require us to make
trade-offs in the face of complex and ever-changing environmental information. Ability to make deeper
processing and judgment of necessary information. Inhibition of Return refers to the process in which
an individual attaches a searched label to a position that has been noticed during the attention process,
thereby slowing down the response to the stimulus that subsequently appears at the position. Because
emotional information has the ability to attract and capture attention, the priority processing mechanism
of emotional information will destroy the stability of return inhibition and cause individual attention bias.
In order to explore the differences in the attentional bias mechanism of emotional information under
different time conditions, Experiment 1 used the clue-target paradigm to investigate the attentional
bias and temporal characteristics of the negative emotional face during the return inhibition process,
The within-subjects design method was used, namely 3 (face: happy, neutral, fear) x 2 (cue type: valid
prompt, invalid prompt) x 5 (SOA: 350ms, 550ms, 750ms, 950ms, 1150ms) , and found that the emotional
information would weaken the return inhibition effect. And in the short-term SOA (below 750ms)
conditions, attention avoidance occurs, while in the long-term SOA (more than 950ms) conditions,
attention is noticed. The results show that normal individuals have a bias toward negative stimuli, and
they show a “avoidance-alertness” processing mechanism with time.

Experiment 2 uses the improved clue-target paradigm to further investigate the negative emotional face
attention bias and time characteristics in the return inhibition process before and after SOA is 750ms. The
within-subjects design method was used, namely3 (face: happy, neutral, fear) x 2 (cue type: valid prompt,
invalid prompt) x 3 (SOA: 850ms, 1250ms, 1650ms). The results repeat the findings of Experiment 1, and
more importantly, in the long-term The attention avoidance of negative emotions is also observed under
SOA conditions. This result reflects the influence of emotions on attention bias, which is reflected in
different processing stages of human visual system.

The results of three experiments show that the attention bias of negative information is the adaptation
mechanism of the body, showing the flexibility of the body to adapt to environmental changes. These
findings further enrich and develop the “threat hypothesis”

Key words: Inhibition of return; Emotional face; Attentional bias; Time characteristics
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