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H EE R EE IR A LA by oy m SEVEAT IOV $RHES RN FARTE RGP, ScsItRIs, bR
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LRI A 2500ms , BAFTAE 2500ms AR AL RN . FEdbAT 12 MRk ZR-], 120 MY IERC
Sy, RESERL 40 MRS Hﬁﬁ—ﬁ%%ﬁﬁo%4Wﬁ$@ﬁ&%%%ﬁ8~m%%oﬁﬁﬁﬁ
A, IERSEE AR BHE R
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2.3.1 RpEt
Ho 1 A80RA0EE RN 65%, BN IZAHREE . RIA ek 29 4. N SPSS 26.0 #4:, ¥
BARFATEOREA ¢ K056, 25, Zm% 5 S0 T o iy S By sk 008 Tl 240 i iy B i st

F 1 JLABEREAZEEHER K G T2 ES F4 T RN ETER £ 636 ( N=29 )
Table 1 Paired sample T-tests were performed when geometric shapes were used as experimental

materials under controlled conditions and when responses were ignored under repeated conditions

(N=29)
M (ms) SD f
& 665.20 109.16 5 40
2SI 5 685.13 129.86 -
E: ¥#p<0.05,
2.32 IEHE

BRECNEIAE, APFFEXERRESRILT T 00, Lok, 250 T Pala E s 54 4
TF N BAR A IER I AR 2257

F 2 JLABEREAIRARHEHZE TM2BES ZH T EMRERIFEAR 638 (N=29)
Table 2 The correct rate of paired sample T-test under the control condition and ignoring the

repetition condition of geometric figure as experimental material (N=29)

M (%) SD t
P il 254 0.936 0.117 16l
2 A A 0.942 0.113 )

2.4 FRSCENTIE

TR LU G U B AR S R AT TR S sAT A5 i, A7 AE SR sk, HE ik
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33 4&

SRR A B A HEAT T 2 (HRES: AR M) x3 CEBUMIE: JEshlEE bR, B H
PRI, 000 ) I 25 0. AN 3 R, BRES ROV B, F (1, 29) =8.401,
p=0.007, BiAAE [ FRIELE S5 10 T RN B 0 35 M 28 NEREE S5 1 T ROBi A 2 IR Rk
F (3, 87) =7.601, p=0.000, MG T-HE00 0 18 THADZ IO EH0, KRR ELREES;
Rk 5 RPN E 2 RIS AR %, F (3, 87) =5.551, p=0.002. XFHE&E A5 BLAL B 0928 HAE I #AT
RN 3BT IS, BRI 1 PR, E HIRERGE ST, SN TP 20 . 31 T HAth 2 307 & A5
(p<0.05; p<0.01) , HARIWNELREES (p>0.05) ; MABLFMEH LR EZER (p>0.05) .

#3 BKEMENNERNMWERESNEAESH
Table 3 A two-factor repeated measure of ANOVA was performed when the position response was

linked and presented

AR SRR Ss MS df F p 7’
Begt 46446.770 46446.770 1, 29 8.401 0.007 0.225
I 155862.843 51954.281 3, 87 7.792 0.000 0212
gt * LI 02748.748 30916.249 3, 87 5.551 0.002 0.161
1000 - s
skskek
| T
~ 800 1 .
g I i L
iy N _
T 6004 m R R H BRI
g J S bR
400 4 (mEZRUIP I Rl
200 4 .
EE;4 fib A
gk

1 WKL RE

Figure 1 Figure of preliminary experimental results

SPIERR AT 2 (BESE. ATk, A ) x3 CRBALE . f5shl e B AR, MR A br i, %
DT e ) W EE W I 22001, SR 4 PR, B ERNARE, F (1, 29) =0.095,
p=0.760; SIAIE TR, F (2, 58) =0.772, p=0.490; B4k 520 E 2 B A EESHAE,
F (2, 58) =1.462, p=0.240,
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T4 BEMENNEEREARERESNEAEZSH
Table 4 The two factors of association and present position accuracy were analyzed by repeated

measures of variance

S SS MS df F p n’
Ipek 0.001 0.001 1, 29 0.095 0.760 0.003
EE 0.003 0.002 2, 58 0.772 0.490 0.024
gl = A 0.006 0.002 2, 58 1.462 0.240 0.048

XS SRV AT 2 (BRGE: ATR. M) x 3 CEIUAIE . bl AR, B H AR
PR TP ) EE ST 2208, GRS 5 o, BREERNARE, F (1, 29) =0.220,
p=0.643, FELE T RURSIRN TC 25 . BIE RN EE, F (2, 58) =10.330, p=0.000, */E
SR EARITU 671 S 2 /N AR S R ) 6715 Sl p=0.000 ), )5 st i 22E 4 -79.61ms;
AR ke 2 B AR G5 2 /N AR S I T PRI (4 5SS (p=0.000) , 17U sl 2
J -63.22ms. BREEAIEINIEZ AR, F (2, 58) =4.223, p=0.019. XTEELEFIE B B 138 HAE
FHHEAT 7 BSOS A3, B5RANIE 2 s, FE A IREREGE SR T , VR ERIN BARI 1 57U i i &/ N TAE R
MR fE shig (p<0.01) , TR ShE 2B N -95.32ms; VBN A 3 H BRI 1R 2 & [FFE
F/NFAE RN T i s ghit (p<0.01) , JERIHIEB shi#as, FUg a2 E% -105.79ms.
MTEM ARG R, A RIACE S ShB0 TR E 25 (p>0.05) .

#5 BENMERNERRHERRRESNERESN
Table 5 The two factors of association and presentation position negative primes were analyzed by

repeated measurements of variance

AR SRR Ss MS df F p 7’
e 1145.867 1145.876 1, 29 0.220 0.643 0.008
P 180745.193  90372.597 2, 58 10.330 0.000 0.263
L * P 54851.577 27425.788 2, 58 4223 0.019 0.127
sksk
150,
skskok
£ 100] |
= J S
= 1 w 38 H AR
5 50 1 Jei Sh B bR
1 oI T P
0] =i { L]
-50/ AT A

HR4s
2 KE—HRE

Figure 2 Figure of results from experiment 1
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HREE 5 B B 2 B HAR AN R, F<lo

=6 BREMBHFHRNMAERESNEFTESHT

Table 6 Two-factor repeated measures of ANOVA were used when coupling and priming conditioned

responses
AR SRR SS MS df F p 7’
West 486.014 486.014 1, 27 0.124 0.728 0.005
Jash &1k 62883.213 62883.213 1, 27 22.200 0.000 0.451
RSt * JRsh okt 167.165 167.165 1, 27 0.042 0.840 0.002

XPIERRHEAT 2 (S5 AT, AEN) x2 (Rshaih: ZEESSM. BH&0) WEENETT
EoHr. R T P, BGEERONAEE, F (1, 27) =1.033, p=0.318; JAsh &K EROAEE,
F (1, 27) =1.051, p=0314, BE5 52PN EZ ML EAEHEE, F (1, 27) =4.942, p=0.035. XHK4h
R sh 258 BAE FHUEA T a1 BN b, S5 SRAnTe] 3 FR, TEZMER R h&ME T, AFRIEMREE
T MiEEHI RN, SIRGE LR E 2R,

F7 BREMBHRUEMERRAZESNERTESN

Table 7 Two factors of coupling and start-up condition accuracy were analyzed by repeated measures

of variance
A SR SS MS df F p 7’
Iesk 0.005 0.005 1, 27 1.033 0318 0.037
Ja sh &1k 0.004 0.004 1, 27 1.051 0.314 0.037
e = i sh Ak 0.020 0.020 1, 27 4.942 0.035 0.155
1 -
0.9 - { {
s
Z 081
M‘ CREEL
&=
& 0.7 LUN
0.6 -
0.5 .
2 A A il &t
Ja sh &1

3 ZW_ERE

Figure 3 Figure of results from experiment 2
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NIRGE PP AN [ S B AR T T8 ShRN S AP TE 22 5, SORARGE IR 5 5286 — 25 Rt AT xf L.
72x 2 MR RIRG BT Ir 2000 BRES M N AR & AR N RS &, 0 g JLA] DR AR TG R
SACEIE A, d5R L8 iw, ANZERARE, F (1, 56) =2.065, p=0.156; 4l[A] 27 A 03,
F (1, 56) =2.280, p=0.137, ZZHEAEARE, F (1, 56) =3.184, p=0.080.

8 BREMANABRINNERERRESRITAESN

Table 8 Association and group negative priming effect size two-factor mixed design analysis of

variance
S SS MS df F p n’
Boh 11851.418 11851.418 1, 56 2.065 0.156 0.036
ZH ) 26311.293 26311.293 1, 56 2.280 0.137 0.039
BRgk « 21 ) 18269.500 18269.500 1, 56 3.184 0.080 0.054
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The Effect of Self-related Information on Selective Attention:

Based on Negative Priming Paradigm
Gang Huimou Liu Minghui

School of Education Science Harbin Normal University, Harbin

Abstract: On the premise of avoiding stimulus familiarity and task relevance, we examine the influence
of self-related information on selective attention, and explore how stimulus familiarity affects it
Individual response selection. By introducing the negative priming paradigm, we discuss the processing
characteristics of self-related information under three different selective attention conditions, and then
reveal its selectivity the specific mechanism of attention. The results show that: without considering
the influence of task relevance on the experiment, (1) When self-related information is presented only
as the target item, it will promoting individual selective attention; (2) When self-related information is
presented only as a disturbance item, it will hinder the individual's selective attention; (3) When self-
related information is involved when the attention state of selective attention is switched, it is unfavorable
for individuals to shift their attention from self-related stimuli to other non-self-related stimuli.

Key words: Self-related information; Selective attention; Negative priming normal form
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