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2007; Eysenck, Nazanin, Rita, & Calvo, 2007), 3
BT IR BT A & L P AR TR X AR AR
fit 1 B A 14 # % Wi (Derakshan & Eysenck, 2009;
Eysenck & Derakshan, 2011; von der Embse, Jester,
Roy, & Post, 2018), X i 4 5 Ml AN R BLAE 15
FE LB MO PR (N, P B N T
AR TE S TEE R W 1 (Mogg & Bradley, 2018;
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Eysenck, 2009; Eysenck & Derakshan, 2011; Eysenck
et al., 2007), X —[AlEAEZ B AL HZE H, von
der Embse 4 A(2018)Z53A8 T 1988 £ELIRA K%
REEMEFEARE I REAFEZXLELEN
1 22 B 25 3 BB Y A DGR 5E R R, B AR 8 ORD
FSAE B R R . B, Ok B
Z W WT 2 T 46 & T £5 JE I 55 I RE ) 1 7 2R
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Teie 2 R A AT P B RN T AL RE BELIR,
I S BT 1V R A ) B AR SRR A B R
B9 300 4 922 ) B8 1 (Eysenck et al., 2007; von der
Embse et al., 2018), JEREEHIHISTHE HHAIS W
I AR E The B g . ik . 3l 2 i 2
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e T BT AT A7 O £ 52 410 o 2 ) D) BE AR S B
FERR SR -, XA 5T 4 BT RE A 7 A D DN 3k
1 B

2 EEANEIFIESIGRIERIIEIC R
AT 37 B W =

W T 2007 AE7E RGN TR EE L N T
AREBIS AF S SEARE R T BRTHT Z AT
fifp T P R 1] 42 ] S AR B BRI —— T Al B
W, R B R AR R 2 W5 h R PAT R G
O TE R AR 0, T2 B AR R A A RE
(Derakshan & Eysenck, 2009; Eysenck & Derakshan,
2011; Eysenck et al., 2007), i i7 R G HF9E—
A YR A DI REAA, T th A TR R B
KIR A BEA G R — DG RS, hRPUTR
GEROA N AL 2D AR ST R Sy, g3
14 (Inhibition) . %4 (Shifting) F1 il (Updating)
(Nigg, 2000). M4 E A S ISR A, ik
AT ZRGERI A L0410 ) 0 2 A 19 5 P B B0
EREGIRER 25, R £ 255 202 Y RE R
25, DR R 55 A A B 400 R 4 )
Ao T ELBOR 82 BB 5T A B, £8 FE T RE A A
T RE A HI 55, 2 ) 4 1 e B A OC B 8 3

(Olatunji, Cisler, & Deacon, 2010; Reinholdt-Dunne,

Mogg, & Bradley, 2013),

0 1) 4 1) %) 8 AR T3 R A T R G IE R
B, HEERRGE W BRI E L
T R AN — A B IR B ) AT AR A B
Ta € A 4 (Corbetta & Shulman, 2002), 7 & 3 i B
WIAA, IEWIER T MERNX —RGA T oA
HIRAS o F s A AN M 0 T AR 3R 8 T Al
AR, X R I = FE IR TE 25 5 N AL 430
TP R P SR ) A AP L TS OG5 B T  H
PERAEME S & AR B En N HAREE T RS
ROCRBEAR, 0724 50 FURIEME (S B2 B PR,
FETEA R LR AR ISR T 45 5 2 5000, 3 B i 25
P A AT U PR AR S AT R ], MR E T
M b B R A 3R B0 32 B MR T4, 53
o E s &R 503 &7 6 — P a7 ik
(Eysenck et al., 2007), tb4h, HEEGHIIEISHEZ T
CACRE IS WL, AN FE I8 SRS T
BUBE, A ZERAE G I TALRE X —H8 brde -
B CACRE I e 4 1, 5 Bl AR R B T

Z o RIEMTAREFIE WAL, BAE SR S5
M58 BT i, — T TR A R R A 0T T RE
DR EAE GRS Hh 85 Z B KR, 47 A0
FE Y — B S B R A AR 28 AR B 5
o U AT Rk B e A B T R R R RS A
TR BE () 248 bl i (Eysenck et al., 2007), Hi
TAEIE R TR B H b, ST 20
BRI EIR AT 55 . Wik, S5 IEA AR
P, A AR TE S8 UM R AT 55 i, AR R
BRI TALREREAR, (HIERAE RS Z 5 .
SRPRAE LBTTT AR K IE A2 AR B e, 1 s
il PRS2 AR R S A AT 55 X0 R A B
TR B, mAEIE AT A B R A
HH B 22 3 A R B DR A A ) 85 ) R 5 A
1155, #AE WS 5] 2 95 Ml 55 (Eysenck et al.,
2007),

R TR I A SR I B G R,
HARE T KB ST T 45 R 1 SR, H2 RO &
HXF AR B A O e AR A AR e A 45
TS5 2 BB Ak B 2 R ] B IR — A%
DRV T AR B (Bishop, 2009), Bishop &
SRR TR) T R4 ) B A G i R B MR 1 B R
il AN R W, R AN ) R A o B A
A B R 2338 o AR AT T A% R Ok Ak R A LB
ZX —{RiX . Bishop 32 LJE T Lavie HY
S £ ff B85 WL 5 (Lavie, Hirst, de Fockert, &
Viding, 2004), Ak 4 T Il =5 0 5 171 4 K - 14 A
S5, AU I B A T R 8 A W AT 55 o
H, PR TE 18 2 o B AL 2 IR A SRR AS
SWTCHRAT BT T 0 E o 224 1 e P R 0 97 5 7K
SR 55 B, AR I T AR R B RS AR B S Wi AT
St b L MREE s LA B TR B T
PER B, Tl T e A A R B T R A A
FETEBRIE, RS A kB 45 5 52 JE G AR B T4k
(Bishop, 2007; Bishop, 2009; Bishop, Rob, &
Lawrence, 2007), %&F It Bishop B #& A [A] i £ &
AN AR A S O R i e 7 A Y
F I, {H2 Bishop KA, 7E58 MU 4% AT 55
U L LY R N e e I RE b=k o g
BAMBE . M, &S ARAAAE A LR
TR BT U A PRI, i A AN 2 i e
R T80 RE O 4k i 48 45 SR 32 5% Wi (Bishop,
2009),
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AR BRI IS Z 2 T 3 WS 1 R,
{E R 0 4 B0 1 S AT — A IR S 2 T
RS 2 ] i 4, TR AR B 0 SRR A,
e A SEC A A S8 U R AT 55 23 A B AT
T 2000 A ] B IR — MR 1 ST SR A A B 2R
PR, BIME 55 ERE G Y, AR MR B HLoAT LA
B T A4S L B 22 3 AR ) B UR Ok 58 i Y wiT AT
% (Berggren & Derakshan, 2013a). UIHRALS5 ST
faT o, AR MR R LA AEAE A LR A
T 22 v AR W ROk 5 S AT 55 i Sh AL,
R A LR EEER R RN S AL, Y
FES5MER I, B i f R IR AL T U B 45
T, AT MEEER T E AR, &R A
BIEAAAERG N85 1 i sh L, 38R R A Fii
T EE SRR NS A AN R (Berggren &
Derakshan, 2013a), A X —{BiZAER I LG
P, BT ) ISR S, M OCSEUERT S
PHRAFAEBE R G

3 R EHDFIE I GRPE A STIER 3R

R T P 5 AR IR L B QA 0 55 4 1A 4 0 1)
FEHIRE T, Bk B A A O R, AR
TR Z R R T Bl AT T M DG STUERF S . X
FETTAR IO HARBEA B 5T v, AR R A i 4
fif FH TR 3 H5 T 4B JE 0] % (State-Trait Anxiety
Inventory, STAI) " Y 4% J5T £ J& [5] 45 %8 43 34 47 T
o A% A O HARBHA R i 5T v, 2
F T i f2 [E W] 45 (Test Anxiety Inventory, TAI)iE
i, MR i Ea R R L, H
TR R ZHAW T, BF5EE AR AL £ —Fh 52 4
T W e 1 == o 0= W s 4217 U o e N U B B
il BE T, (H R R ] D R Y 5 S T R 2
B WU, HIA B 5T 3R B AR RO AS TR 4 o 45
Tl I BE A 52 e I 6 75 22 5 (Berggren & Derakshan,
2013a; Eysenck et al., 2007), {H.EZ5 0, ¥
o BE = D AL % 23 O T 4 40 il (Resistance to
Distractor Interference) I3 Sz i 111 fil] (Prepotent
Response Inhibition) i Flt 5 % A6 0 {0 X AFZE A AN
oo T 25 S 59 30 4 #% i 2 BE (Friedman & Miyake,
2004), R, FRATHR 53500 19 AR 5 b o] 52 g 7 e
S RE T -

3.1 TAEMR
5 JECE A 417 ) 425 R AR DG AT R 2 A o

SRR R ER I OBk — R TIF, HIH
RIS AL, mIE A B 2 R
il IOk 8 AT 55, LB E AR, HI IR E
M % 572 B A T 42 4 55 B 19 280 R T AN S AR
& i % (Derakshan & Eysenck, 2009; Eysenck et al.,
2007), A7 AERIRAYZ T, g0 TR
0 2 A0 B S 07 A0 A £ I A 55 % DI
55, X HRAT 55 AR NS 1] R, BEAS AN 7 28 7 A
DR THFE, 1A A AT 55 DU AR X TR,
FE DR TR R BRI . AR T A R LR MR,
ANRTE E B HRAT: 55 B, 008 2 BN B A8 2 1
R, AR R MR Z ] 22 AN R, (H2 Y
AR 52 B 45 AT S5 B, B TR AR IR RS
i AR N T A% BE o 4 5 48 A iR AN A2 5
PRI Al 2 WL 81 g 8 A A S Gt o 4 AT 55 10
SIS I 2 TR AR A A, (HR s R AR IR A
TEARAE LT E A B 22 5
3.1 EREEISS MR 0T H A S B2

30 T AL RE ) B A o — PR S
HMERERI h 5 S H A 55 O BT LR RE T, H
Hh g o 28 I AR R R I e R N 4 R AT 55
(Eriksen Flanker task) (Eriksen & Eriksen, 1974);
WA Flanker {55 BF 545 5T 45 R 0 4> A
SR TR RE ) & B, i A B SRR TE B
10 o 2 ¢ N SN 1 7 5 O VAN (1= R Y VA BN
BT i AR A 52 S FE A AT 55 I I
LIS 3G, AR FEFHAF T o AN e AR T A &
AR B IE B R T 22 5744 40 BT (Pacheco-Unguetti,
Acosta, Callejas, & Lupiafiez, 2010), 7E% —Iiff
FEH, WHIEE R g 19 Flanker 4T 55 R S UE T
o R IO AR TR PR AE SN B b A AR BRI T Ak,
[F) B T PR 1 484 T = U5 T o A T A A AR E
ST AN AR ZEAT: 55 B S 1 Bsf B4 388 i, T v R R A
JEARLEAT 55 58 WU TE 8 %8 B AN AE i 35 22 7
(Berggren & Derakshan, 2013b), X $67F 57 25 J 78
—ERE LT EEEN SR, RAEER
R MR A S A A 4 A 5 B T CRE A
RBAE ST, BRI A AT N A e 4 SRR S
FEE B S 1 R, BF 5T & {8 Flanker {£55
L I WY N T N e 1 X = 9 R D= K 9
BB RN &, AR ST, R
R ILPITE SO EAFAE .35 22 5 (Zhang, Zhou,
& Zou, 2015),
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3.1.2  EEHEISH MRS Kk B A g8

DRFA B g 30 i g 2 S T B A il o5 S A
N & ) O R AR v A N O B0 = DRV
A $5 [ R Bk AT 55 (Antisaccade task) . (%3] Stroop
114 H1 Go/Nogo 1T: %% (Friedman & Miyake, 2004;
Hallett, 1978; Nigg, 2000),

W93 AL S MR AT 55 R R, o R oL £ B A
PRTE 52 WU R BRAT: 55 IF (AT 55 58 WL 2 1 i 45
TR I T FE ) B I B b 2 TR T AR TR AR,
T E 56 B )4 55 B (5 55 2 UL P AR T B E
2 i BE TR 1Y) T B ) A e IR v AR B R R ACTE
MR EAEAE R E S, FINIR G R, itk
56 U IR BRAT: 55 30 S WA 10 A 55, s IR AR o 45 DA
PRAE IE# R AR A B 3 2% 5% (Derakshan, Ansari,
Hansard, Shoker, & Eysenck, 2009), X 3 #F T 1E &
P B A R, BRIV AR R T2 R e R 52 A
P AR S5 00N AR BRI AS 24 E St AP R H
i F Go/Nogo 1155 B G2 45¢ 0 £ JE AN AU 35 s 1o 417
HlRE ST LB, LL Go {55 By SR B[] A fin T2 fié
HFEDR, LA Go 445 B IE# a3 Nogo 155 (4
WP UG bR, = AR AR R TR AE
TR R RAERAE NS AR E LR
(Righi, Mecacci, & Viggiano, 2009; Sehlmeyer et
al., 2010), T 7E— i ff {418 Stroop 155 W 5% 45
T A PR AR s B I BE 7 g R, RIS AR
o AR T £ A A S B BN E R R R,
{HL v R T A SR R AE AN AR A 55 T A B0 8 Y
1% 3 (Basten, Stelzel, & Fiebach, 2011),

3.2 HEHEIMR

F5 RS e 00 A ) Y b 2 AL A 5 SR AN
T AR IR S B, RS, RS THFE
i 2 P EE R GEIR, PR s I A S AR A 17 B
RS ) B R R TR P A I i DX R i 9% 15 LA
EREES . NS0 AT 55 B, AT 454
M, 7 EIHAE—E REEERIRIR, TR A
FEAE BRI, 5 R A O X K
i 0% S0 1 150 T 4 d ZEOR ) AR AR A A, E2 B
ST AL 58 O i A S R h, 5
A 2 I DX 85T 1 I 2 R IR — [l B b AR T
B K4 (Berggren & Derakshan, 2013a),

3.2.1  EEIEHISEMAR 0T BN AR

HRHEF B e R, SRR RER

FEEBEEGNE, (B2 T 54 58 AR 55,

1o A5 R AR Sl 3 A T 2 Y T A A R Rk
IR o B, 7E S8 A R A S, SR
FE TN L, R AR AN A 7 T v R o VR
T P R N7 G DX 3 B 338 . DFSEE T Flanker
550 53 300 v A T IR L AT AR T £ A 1A
TE 58 8430 T P30 AT 45 B 72 B8 X A KA
N2 JE0E(Qi et al., 2014), N2 I & H BULE ) 35 2
J& 200~350 ms (967 3, 3 BN A R S A i
il 2t 2 B 5 WS 5 1Y — > H 48 AR (Folstein &
van Petten, 2008; Yeung, Botvinick, & Cohen,
2004), ik, SRS, A AT
TR S A ) B IR R S8 U R AT 5. OF
A B w2 L BT 5% 45 SR AR S R SR I BLie
TR % . BF9Y 871 Flanker 76245 & 544 1L &R
R 4 I A B AN R o0 TP Il g i R B, AE
AT RS th ST, AR o £ 8 4 & A
BEMT FURHAZMT R N2 UE iR 2 5 W3,
H S5 ARFR A AR L, R AR A AROR A
AN —FAE SR N2 PR 22 R B A, R
o WS RE RE D T B, g R R R T A R
RIS 40 TR F RS, WikH
R BRI T o B R ALK AR DA a4 AT S
AYEL 4 (Dennis & Chen, 2009), Bishop | F 718
RKIES KM, SBhE ARLREMLL, £
NS B, e O A R AR I £ B
P B A G 0, T P ) 98 D)
FH AR, A XA B G A LA AR 3 B f
A S BEAE (=3 4158 6 faf  (Bishop et al., 2007),
HE— 25, T G g8 M O SE 8 Y TR
Bishop iF# iU 8 - B R AT 55, 45K L,
FEAR S A 25 N, AR R R T AR IR AR 4y 5
0] A7 2400 P ) 38T R E (AN AH 8 A P — A 2 R ) Bk
11 HH 5C (Bishop, 2009), X AN 3 HF T 19 B faf
BRI N FH RIS v A A A0 o 42 ) B B 19 35
P EEE AR, HAPRAE R AN, BAEAA
il B AT AR B L R E R R RS AN
R TE SR, AN SRR R A ) RS A A DB
BT 02, 78 Bishop HIBFFTH, ZEAR i
AR5, AL 55k T8, R a0 45 AT 55
ATREIE AW LR Kb 5, AT RERER
2 1 %2 JR I #E (Bishop, 2009). fH 2 i 8 # i B0
FIE RN U S0 550 FR A 2o 1 s ol B IR
B, mAEEAMNMEA SEH L P E 2 ER
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2 i 2 U5 Ok 58 AT 45 (Eysenck et al., 2007), XTo
BEAT AT 45 R T B il
3.2.2 FRIEHIS MR R R g8
R E A Go/Nogo 1155 %45 T Fe i fEIEA
PRAESD R OE SO I Y Bl e TG Bl 2R R WL, 7B
SEHL Nogo AT 55 B, e BT A5 &R LU AR BT
FEEMATERTAIX R B RR) N2 PR, Wk
2 U e A BT A A AT 52 JE 3 S AT 55 I
FE 2 B 22 1) T T A ] 9 DR € BUAE 55 (Righi et all,
2009; Sehlmeyer et al., 2010), [a] A} 7E— T FH
Stop-Signal I A FE 4R 5T £ IS AN e S5 B 1 )
RE IR TS A B, o R o 8 B AR L AR ARy T £
JEAMARALERTAT X 2B BT K alpha P19 2[R0k,
1T alpha I A4 TR Sl RE FIURH N il DX 14 52 2455 2
5 EE R L, R AR AR AL T B R
il G U5 R 3 O 4 1V (Savostyanov et al., 2009),
T H RS B B AT 58 I ] 4 ) o AR b £
TV A U A Y g DX, B SO0 i A
(Dorsal Lateral Prefrontal Cortex, DLPFC)H{ %))
ARZS, W D BE R 4 49 15 HOR (functional
magnetic resonance imaging, fMRI)4% 4 {f1d] Stroop
1E55 KM, 558 BAHBALS ML, 58 AR AT
55 BsF, o R I A B AR LA AR A A R 1S A
AN A0 P R S, T R R i R A A
AT M FT A5 -5 400 A 4 o AT 95 A OC i ) 2% 1y
filb IX 35k, B R %7 B 4 X (inferior frontal junction
area, IF]), ¥ M ATF07 K2 /2 (dorsal anterior cingulate
cortex, dACC)FIZ A5 K 9] (left fusiform gyrus)Z
[&] 1% T fiE 3% 2 VE A% (Basten et al., 2011), 754N
IR BN PR -l iR R N WP
(MacDonalds, Cohen, Stenger, & Carter, 2000), >
PARAE 52 A0 T 42 T A 55 I, GO0 84 n 2 1 s oy
JoT £5 PR A R S O R 5 AT 55, RIBCT 5 A
R A S A ke R b L R AR A R
W&o HRA 5T 3 A B AR Bk 2 B o T A R
A ATE WIS B R 9 B AR Z R, ZE R DR
YR BEARAY ERP 3, 7EIRBKESS T, Hin
L BLHTAY ERP G S0 SR 7N [ BT R 5
PN =Xy N E e DR 2 =2 AP
v R T AR SEA AT S8 U AT 55 i R B e |
T VR B PR W4 A (Ansari & Derakshan,
2011), X —WFFEEE R G E T 0 B 2 T e 1 A
KR o

4 MAEMRBFY

LR R 1 T 5T A e R A R B
M2 T R A ] 5 R R 58 B ) 9
B4 31X — B0 (AR AR R, (2 B SR U,
T 3R R TR B R, — T T2 T SR A
AR, BRI 55—
W2 T SR 5 2o A v A ARG 1) 42 1) 4 A1 A8
5 EWE 5T 45 R TG IR AR AT 0 B AH ¢ B B s
AT o
41 BERRREEFN

FS R A B A7 il BRI O A 2L
VO Sk R v A A R i 4 i ke B % A LA 19 %
IR [ ez

— 7T, A SRR A L R S R AR TR
55 T AR AR KOE, S TS SO R B
HITNREZ . XILEIA T SIS IUER,
FEEGIRE I MZ R SR X — 7 B s A
ZIA I RIEYE S, A MR BRI R AR
FEAN RS PR B K B T, (H L REIE
B RO A BRI R IR R . IR,
TR WA T P E R, dEEES
RE R Bt SR AR ] e 2 S B P AR B RIS 46 1Y
& % [H (Gagne, O’sullivan, Schmidt, Spann, &
Goldsmith, 2017; Ochsner & Gross, 2005; Opitz,
Gross, & Urry, 2012). A58 & @505 20, H
AR B R 1 B A R AE 48 D3 e B R A 23 B
M3z (Trier Social Stress Test, TSST)/i7 % ¥i HH f2 [&
TR 1 3 3 38 0 (VA R Bk BB B R AR ), AHRAT
IFoR R B BT B 28 Ak 5 R AR 1 4 R Fa il 7K
R A B 3 U (Birk, Opitz, & Urry, 2017), B4
W E e, 241 E A B DK R = 2
9 AFZ 5 AR R — P A R AT ) EE KU )
# (Zainal & Newman, 2018), [Fi}, AW #ET8 H
TAEICAZ ) 25 (dual n-back)BE 47 ran 435 [ 45 1&
ARG B HIKFE (L theta/beta 1 FLAEVE T H545)
A4 B8 771 (LA Flnaker 4145 R s 7 B R 48 45%)
W [ B B2 AIG T G KR 5 £ 3B JK O (Sari, Koster,
Pourtois, & Derakshan, 2016), TAEicIZRl#ET I 2k
AT bR X B B8 77 19 YIl 2k (Shipstead,
Lindsey, Marshall, & Engle, 2014), X 2Efff 55 %M,
A B A AR AT RE A F8 8™ A= Yy FE 2 i 1A
BECIRA BRI DG R R 1Y 18 A Rk — 2P BT R
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k.

I3 — 5T, AR R PRI SRR A R
ST AR TE AR R U RAEE A, AR
TR LS 09 52 K534 R Bishop TA A4 £k &
SRR FRIESZ M T A BT R R
HIRECRE 77, WA A SIS UEHE S T 3 — WA
(Bishop, 2007; Eysenck et al., 2007), #F55#& i
Flanker T 55 0F 58 A1 530 T ARSI BRI I, &
IS0 5 ] R RS AR R AR S5 RAA
i il K A8 4k (Pacheco-Unguetti et al., 2010),
Bishop I R KM, 45T &R0 5 MARTE 58
PR 4 3 AR v A B EOE E OC, DIRAS AR
AR 3 )5 A AT R B O A OC (Bishop et al.,
2007), fH 2 ILI = BEFE Y F B R UF, AR XEHER
) 7 A VB A IO P RS M X AR K
AR TTIRVE o R Ry, FEAE S5 PATRY I R b,
FORAE— SV VRS Serb, SR B AR IR IR AR AT
WA G R mKF RS EIE, B, IS
R T JR A R 28 TR A T R ) 52 o A A 1 T
PSRNl S
42 XIEMRERBFEFW

SEUEMFSE TR A4 G 2 Fh AR A2 i i UAH DG A
FEGERIE RUEBAR

ER AN ES R W BUR S N =
S o I A ] ) S A M AR R ZHOE S AU S
BT AR — R e Ty, BARIA FIR
AHICHIF S8 FF 1R 1% 8 HERT A [ ) 49 ) 42 61 8
) 5 T 2 75 A7 A 26 S0 Ui B, ER X AT 4R 7T B
SIS M RAFTE R W BRI, —J7 i, 430
T RO A 5z A =2 A R R Y 22 S T
RS2 M2 RAE R 22 7 1) — > % R [Fl (Brydges,
Anderson, Reid, & Fox, 2013; Brydges et al., 2012;
van Velzen, Chris, de Wit, & van den Heuvel,
2014), flan, 430 TP AP A AL 55 Flanker
AT 55 AR S5 5 B A B9 4T 45 Go/Nogo {1557
NG A7 A B 3% A E] (Brydges et al., 2012;
Giuseppe et al., 2010), Go/Nogo 1E:55J&— ™ F 1k
— VIR 3 A, M Flanker 4T 45 U2 — A9 i G
AT BT USR5 M A 52 p ek B o i DA
155 M BATHERERYE, 58050 TR HIE 55
FLRE SR AT 8 22 B9 VR = 35 % U (Brydges et al,,
2012), A7 T, B2 000 ek [ — o 4o ol 4 o
AE I A SRR AT: 55 Z A WA A R 1 22 5 o A

i, Go/Nogo 1F5 Hl Stop-Signal F 55 B IR H )
AR R dIEE 1, 52 Go/Nogo 55
F1 Stop-Signal 4T55 4351 % B SR B 452 1 AN ERUTH,
B RE T A A A i b R 8 R B
(Sebastian et al., 2013), 32 Uk IR AS [R) 41 il 4
il ) 2 3 AR AR IR T AN A B R R g, (HIF
ANfETE A S T AR SE R R R T, X
BE S YA SCTF 2 I 4 0

FOWR, WIS i AR v Al P 0 o 42 R T Ak e
FIHRAE B A B 48 AR 1A AU EAEE L, FEAT R
SRS, R DL RN B AR I LA RedE AR, L
EBfRAE A S e bR . AR F TR, &
o AR N TR Y — S 4246 AR, BRI, &
AR ZAT N A0 50 b IF R &k R IR AR s MR TE
A W AT R N TR E ST e N N4 e o
BT A M 2 E 4R M P G (Bysenck &
Derakshan, 2011). J W i} 1 1E 8 2AE A T34 6E
FNRAE S A 8 AR 1A R A7 7E 7] 7T 2
—AEEJE R FIUN, 7E Go/Nogo L5552 i, 1R
ZYORTE Go 1155 AT REA RN A 40 Z H B IET 3,
X 2 W T A A S B AT 55 B X Go
FIEA Nogo RIS B =R F A FI BT bR hE 22 57 0 56
B AR AT 55 R v, A A Bl T BE SR UM
PRSF RIS, 1A 4 kD) B ) T Ak 1
KRG TIG AT E . TR RX—ARRE, B
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The current status and controversy of inhibitory control deficits in anxiety:
A perspective from attentional control theory

WEI Hua'; ZHOU Renlai'*?

(' Key Laboratory of Child Development and Learning Science of Ministry of Education, Research Center for
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Nanjing 210096, China) (* Department of Psychology, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210023, China)
Abstract: According to attentional control theory, anxiety could impair the inhibitory control. Although this
hypothesis has been supported by numerous behavioral and neurophysiological evidences, there is
considerable controversy on whether the high anxiety individual increases or decreases the top-down
attentional resources in order to accomplish the inhibitory control task. This problem may be caused by a
variety of factors. The theoretical interpretation itself has obvious deficiencies. Moreover, multiple
extraneous variables results in lower reliability and validity of the empirical research results. To resolve this
controversy, future research should try to explore the relationship between anxiety level, attentional control
level and inhibitory control.
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