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X\ EM RAE ERE RIHE TR
R I A2 b, B i 235000)

W E RGBBA-—FEAHGEREYE, 2UMBFEZEFPEARBEAFHL, IRAN, L2 8
B TR EMFRRRAMEIR TG, 2R -HIHEEFEWNIRAR, LREIEZ TN EBIR2TN
MR R & GHEARR G BHA R EERMFTRALIERERNG, RN, RaBEHELfpRA8X
WER 4B Yz ERBEHAXATHEARREZR—FHA, Ho, ZERBAXGNENLRAET
ARG R & B, FFE, FA-Amehid B HE, 9 4o © (anterior cingulate cortex, ACC)*} B & A8 % 75 M 12 B89
BN SEF, AW MU AT H o (dorsal lateral prefrontal cortex, DLPFC)#) #& 3 5+ % A R 5 12 & A X 09 IuAh 2 M %
WM FFTHREZR B LA EZENERARMEY e RE,

KER RaBYg, 2EMBHN, FHREX, ZFIN%, B ZEHH

HES B84

1 5|8 — AR, T T LA R T N .
=N 7 S| B o= 4 1L S SN RO 25 S [ D) B =
2 B4k (rumination) & AR E B A PN . Eﬁﬁhﬂﬂ\&\i@? 'fP ‘&‘im\mﬁgﬁm
e o o . et F8 M o DL VE B BV AR N R B R
o B O 3R A D DR AT T B — Rl AR EE R 3 . v e e Tr e
, . e P Xt T A, AR % S Y A
P BB 4k (Grafton et al., 2016), F7E 1991 4, Nolen- S g L EL S B B B Af "
Hoeksema (1991)it 2] T % 24 S84k R AR A 2 (%il ii@ﬁmfa /M}iﬂih}?ﬁtﬂ\)ﬁ‘, | fﬁﬁ‘m
PICF, FRBRRE AR AT 2o COKE 5, 2014, W AT C 2
T%éiﬂtﬂﬁjﬂ]ﬁﬁo Fﬁ%ﬁﬁ%%@{%ﬁ%/\, j(iﬁ/ﬂ QT&%E’!’E*H{EE\%WWE"JEE%%E‘%%J&,
BFSE W0, I 24 8 4 A At AT 2 72 2 B T RIE 2R [ 3 G (Vilenas et al., 2017; Grafton
2 X A s 7 A S 10 B 445 S I et al., 2016; Hur et al., 2019), X — 4518 R e
[% % (post-traumatic stress disorder, PTSD) (Cox & 4%ﬁ§£iﬁT Kost‘er %)\(2‘01 })%%Hjﬂg}i%
Olatunji, 2017), FENRHEH(Nota & Coles, 2018)f1  SAEMITE CB A HUR BB, AR ELA Ty, X3 H
PR Er I 8 (Dondzilo et al., 2017)%5, 3311 {f i {5 )2 FH G B TE AR A 2 B B (] b 3, 2 RS X T AR AR
2SS R T AR RS # TRk ey i RN IOTERUBES BRI A, X R 2 S 2
TN BR R SIS T, R ABgH . AR ETIOOR, R - B I, R
o A B B 2 L O LS R v R 1 2 2T B B A SC R AR B TR RIS —
FEAMRR R 24 04, B G S80S RO R 10 % AR (Grafton et al., 2016; Vilenas et al., 2017;
 (Sanchez-Lopez, de Raedt, et al., 2019; see also Southworth et al., 2017; Hilt et al., 2017). fHJ& 2 %
Visted et al., 2018; Sanchez et al., 2017; DeJong T A B S RN Z BLR AR A Rk 2 A
et al., 2019; Donaldson et al., 2007; Hsu et al., 2015; SRPEIR Y 2 RATATHE G . Koster 26 A (2011)IA R
Ferrari et al., 2016; Sanchez, Everaert, et al., 2016), FaEXE— TR AR EHEESR 7K

ERBE IR, RIE MR HO™4E T 2 4,

Eﬁ?‘ RESSN TS N ZE A JaDa: :‘én

Ve T 2020.06.09 AT T RAEAR, I 14
* ﬁﬁ%ﬁ}\j{?‘i%ﬂ*%ﬁﬁ%%EImH(ZOYJCZH163)O Hﬂglﬁ*ﬂ}jﬁﬂ:, ‘ﬁ*%l’t‘,iﬁﬁ%ﬂT*%ﬁﬁﬁtE"]
WAEIEH: 1R, E-mail: wsy720@chnu.edu.cn 7 ¥F(DeJong et al., 2019; Hsu et al., 2015), {HEFH
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HI 5% A 32 WA s 2 R4 R R T s R B A sy
TFINERAE ) B 2 5C & (Allard & Yaroslavsky, 2019;
Figueroa et al., 2019). B, i ¢ 2 A 4EF
TR B R BAR SC RO A B e 2 e o

TR A BAR S R BEAT AT, A SO IR
R MW R AT RS, HERGEHMNAT K
ARGERERBESRIRNCR;, KRB THER
JL B A SC YN 2R B B M T A i 2 B4 T
YR IR T 2 B 2 R T 00 S 0 O P E R i 1%
MZHLE; B JE R EA EF R T T g, iR
B AR SR AIE 9 R DG T 11 [ 8, LI 4 I i Sk 1)
EEI S

2 REBESIEHBHRIHXE

21 REBEMIERESMIAZHEEMIE

J52 25 S AR R R A T 2 S R B S Y
BE, AT R UAS D A7 3 . Bk,
B E SRR, R4 B —F R = i
TR SRR, Hik, ZFH A
AT B IX 5(Grafton et al., 2016; 5K& %, 2014;
& 4, 2020; Watkins & Roberts, 2020). ik, N
ZHTR R, B2 A R R Ak 2
5 R ] R T SR R, R T B AR Y
W4 (Koster et al., 2011); 1 {4 &M 25 I8 & AR
T I SR B — AR T AR M XU, B T
FURASMEREGKE 55, 2014). IR, A B4
TR B B IR A 7 U AR R Y, S
oA BYEE RN, ZeER—-HaE 3 44k
B2, 3 dE IR % 2 (Symptom  rumination), 3#3if
2% (Brooding) Fll [ 44 I JE. (Reflective pondering),
T 7 6 8 0 3R 0 AN I T 3 o (9 A AT — A 4E
(Nolen-Hoeksema, 1991; Sanchez-Lopez, Koster,
et al., 2019); [AIA, Vi R0 B9 40 0K 2 i 2% b 52
SSYE A Y, P AR B0 R e A B AT
% (eye-tracking engagement-disengagement task),
A= 28 24T 55 (exogenous cueing task, ECT)%: 52546
o I H— A S 04 7 2 DA AR 38 T
S e R e e D AR R A ], 3
A R) R, A A8 PT BB A7 7E 1 25 5 25 B IR (Allard
& Yaroslavsky, 2019; Hur et al., 2019), KHIlt, K4
SRR BB B R N P AR EL A ST A
22 MRGBHEMIBHRBHMITXRNAR

522 SRR B R AR A L ST Y

B YETRIBE R e T —F BA AW B U
WA B, —Sebf o0 i i MR 2l 20 1) Al
AT S5 UL T R R AR AT AT S
e, — i, RS TTIR I, PR H ST
B XA AT 0 Ok 9 A ) T R A AR
T, ARG BRI — BTy 2kl B O
L G BURC RGN IR E BN RV D i
AT A58, W5 R, X FHERENER
Jid B AR, AT A A A 2 R 4R (Allard. &
Yaroslavsky, 2019; Sanchez-Lopez, Koster, et al.,
2019; Sanchez et al., 2013), I&H WF5RHE K B2
2 S AEAT SC I TR R B PR ] R A2 R 1Y,
A ZTCRERH A SR o A58 2 s 5 Y
EERU R e = W O DR DS | e N A=K (7 B NP S
FHAT TORSE, I W T 25 40, X
2 R O 1) 1 DL HEA T T e . ROT ARk
W, 5 TE BE [N T 1, AN AR AR AT 32 R0
SEEAN, Vb B R 2 S T T i TG
AR B SR T, AR 3 e 0 2 il 8 =2 R
] 1000 ms i, SRR 2 B 447 7E B
RS EAE o DA A 5 B E] 2 500 ms B IF:
WA LA HAEN, il T2 BYER G
R T A R T BB 2 ORI Y, IR AN 2 TE
IR A 34k (Grafton et al., 2016).

IR B2 R N T M S 40 R A AR DAY G
F, HRRARAAE 2538 15 e 2R A [
U0 T S R A RS [ B Y & SRR
Ko Hilt 58 A(2017)%) 96 44 BAT R/ 2 S8 4t 1)
AEIE NAE 1500 ms 7500 T X s 28 3R 1 10 10 2 s
PR BE ) s AT RS, BER AR
7N, R ST A AN AR B A i S A R
5K, LRI 3R B0 T B B R G T
Ji B AR BN Ny, 2 SR HORIE AR B T
E B IIAAT G o X AT RE R N O F 2 R AR R 28 1
BIANTR], PR R A BIF 5 2 IR 28 B 2 H R B 38
PR T S A IR AT G, T R RRURG SR 38 2 T M
IR T & (LeMoult et al., 2013), Hkat & A FAH
DR 2 AR AN B B 4R O R T T
FER B BB Ry, 5 A ARG IAE B
A gl AR R 4B, s 8RN
WAfF BAARE . 7oA, 2 UIUESE T R 4 4
T 70 B A0 DR AT v B 3] 3 FR AR OC Y i X (Pisner
et al., 2019; Southworth et al., 2017), {H/Z Beckwé
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F1 Deroost (2016)EIUESE T X5 I AR AR B 19 v 2
BRR R &4 B Y VA 2, TS H IR R AT
WA KR, MATEHER 30 A MR A 30 4R
Wi Pk FIE A4S B SRR 10 A FRAGE R 10 4>
IR, ARSI H O AR 10 S EU
TR 10 AN T AR IR, SRAFSE F FRAH DGR TR i 24 SR
AE BB S R P IIEH . R R E N
T, ABATTER AL A AR R K D, i R T )
I B EL I ROK, IR AT REME AR A e i Bk w4
BEH H FRAR ST A TR TC B, B e i A H IR AR
SRR FRIC M1 22 S IF AR 2, 2 SL 06 25 1
e . Bk, RO — 20 A
KM R A RN R RN A S R M
FFUESE

L5 bR, 2 B R R IR AR
PSS RS, (HE T HEHEEFE KR,
LR SR B T A R T B 2 T AN AR 1 S 4
SR, TR 2 S A O ) T R S IR T e
Z N EREETR R, T ZHZMM LR, K
SRAETE— S i, 108, AIRIFR IS f 2 BB 4k ]
BRI AN [ 00 0 1 v R B B 40 R A G ok, H
FRA A 7 44 8 A A T T B 06 & rp A
FAMSR AT WEIESE o o T o A b 5 S 2 S 2
HREM BRI R, —Jrim, ol i+ g
2 AR I 2 75 T DA A B T R B R
i — T, WEAE A AT DL R i v R R R
5 BN R A 5 R 75 1T LA it st A A 1) 2 44 S8 4
AR T A 9 o R 4 R A
I E B EHIN, HECEHMIIEL T ER
J B AT S DI 25 B B it T AR 4 JR 4

3 FEBRBEAEXMIIGHEMNKET
MR RS B4

TR R A S BRI AR TT L4y
A U AV e E B, XIS, M
TR NG5 Y A s R i 2507 =8, Horh a4
7E 2 [7] % 2 (attention bias modification, ABM).
AR Bl Sk Atk 1) 73 22 0 I ] 32 (eye-tracking based
attention bias modification, ET-ABM) ., HR & £ &
41 2|4k (eye-gaze contingent attention training,
ECAT)4F, MF 535 38 i ML 06 Jy 1T A 3 2 Bt 5 )11 2
UESE T VR BB A IR T LLSCEAMA M 4
T, AR VT T RS R, I ELAE G T

A RN, B RAESE T3 BB A il
ZRTT LA I 2 YA R X

TEM S EE NG, = AR W )5 2 (attention
bias modification, ABM)J& LATE R HI# )32 iyl
o BN HE WX SR E T B,
It HEES g, BhE ik gl s — a%E
AE R AN A ]38 1 (Mogg & Bradley, 2016), it
3k, REMTIFREERNLEIAZ] ABM 1l
grrp, DR WSS A il gl 09 i &, IF Hie X
YIGFRF AT T ok, ILEIES T ET-ABM.
5T H AT ET-ABM 3k 90~ 19 1 2 1 78
IR, #E8 2)3A 0T 4 B4k B R e 1 H
B o REBSTBIEFEE AL, R I 2R 20 38 o — B
(i) (0 O B B PR N 2, R R A 1) RRURRORI
W, JF BRI GR, AR R AR E] T
{8k 3% (Mobius et al., 2018; Ferrari et al., 2016;
Notebaert et al., 2018; Yang et al., 2015), fl,
Dondzilo %5 A (2020)i# 4 ET-ABM X} 110 &%k
AW T EEREN T, &EEW, HXT
FEZSH4A, FENEAN A B4ESE TIHD
MR, XA T O R A G I 2
AT LA AR I S 2 B4, i At — SR AIF 5T IR
BT ECAT WRIEER] LIS AR 4 B, H
1, ECAT #ll ET-ABM {7 7EAHRI #T7, (HABAFAE
— B WYX o FEABLAE T SR 3 4 I R AR
A7 2R ) A R il 256 9 0 £ I8, 1 3 e ()
e AR B 2 AR O P XA T
ECAT Thni 2%, Jf H 950w w1\ 41 J7 T (Sanchez
Everaert, et al., 2016), Sanchez-Lopez Fl Everaert
ENQ019)il ik ECAT fe st A~ 1A % i 2 i 7 it
W, IR T U 2R i 2 B A R R TG
Y (— ol FEUR A ke ] L 1) L ), SR Uil B VR R T g
TE A Y B H A B g E . PR R
BR, X FEEIAL, BRI SR A0 T RO ORI %
iRy NN Rl s A S S AW D=8 TR DA
WARE THTE . B, s Y1 2R B B AL
T AR T T AR A e ], AT Bl T AR
RABYE, 5 —A ARG BT, [
ﬁiﬁiﬁiTLi@%i@(Sanchez-Lopez, Koster, et al.,
2019), Ji4b, AEX TR E YNGR, Wrod i =il
AR, A A5 W e v B GRS T
R A WUl LI AR 4 B4 A
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FEI PP 2 HLH o B0, Rosenbaum Fl Maier %5 A
(2018) 8 1o X 4 3 A W 3 1 AT U2k, B R
W, WA OB TE RN ZR g 1A 0 ] W 2%
(cognitive control network, CCN)FITS ] 72 ® 2%
(dorsal attention network, DAN)E‘J Uifg, WX A
PR M2 B ST IR SE T f s 4 B B R
MBS R 4G ¢ (Lewis et al., 2015; Beevers et al.,
2015). IR Y FIF 1A W5 I SE 0T 58 7 B0
BRI Digk st 2 Bk, HEDIET &
FAWFFEIESE T NN S ] LA A AR 1)
24 L 4k (Hoorelbeke et al., 2015), Fr LAWF 3675 56 1)
T B B VIR 15 T DA R 9 | 4 T (5 15
KRBT Lt — RS,

g5 bR, R R A RN G T LGRS
R R4, F, FEEBEBR SRR A4
B, WTH—FME_ENRR, TEMRH
BN R A B AEH# AT T, SR i TP s 4
Y 2 A5 P LA A AR B T B DR R . AR R
SR BRUGE T HEER BN, KWl =
BT REARAH B o USRS R R I A s
Ses e, IR KRB, AR = A A
FEEB BRI 4 B4 LB AR LR, IR
TEAETE BB BRI RAFAE I 4
SRS e R R IR I O . ARE LU R S
i, ASCHEAMm T ERRE, JRRTE T, DR
IR C &, X TR 4 B4, R4
T R B A B0 BIK (Beckwé &
Deroost, 2016), Xut i e &4 B 4E ™ &, £ &
IR HIA T Re ™, 25 A LR A g2
R B B AR, IR 4 B2 SR AR R R
WARATRERAH B RE M By o 7E SR b, A 5™
A FERYBEIR], AR TR AR B A, B4 fE
FRENLN, AR R e BT v R
W, RIGE T A BYEWe? 1 AE 5 A — Lo I i
T, AR R 2 B R RS T B R R
AMYE? T8k, BAETEXFE—RI AT BE, B A
BYEME B S PIRERZ 3 T8 = AT =i
We o T 33K 55 =A% o T e A0 2 I 28 Az BRI,
PR R A 3% WA s 4 SR A RN 3 7 It B 4 2R A 3 i LA
N 5 0 i # Z B AR AE — %€ I EE A (Watkins &
Roberts, 2020). P, TR HFE L 09 bl 2L
B 5 AR ] B8 R S 2 L R B I
e f4 5t 1A

4 REBEMIERERFIEELIN
HIFREZ L

J52 24 S AR S B 0 A B WA AR LR
PR S o 25— ol figp R 2 A 1) 17 2 5 BRI
RN ZERNEIN, A BYEE R R
JBE B AR, T R A R 2 ik — 2D A A
0 2 S 4 (de Raedt & Koster, 2010; Visted et al.,
2018), 3 Ah—Ftn iR FTUE, FOfE S DL R R
figi # 2 AL A 5% (Apazoglou et al., 2019; Pisner
et al., 2019), {HJZ 1454 BAJN T RE ) 22 1R T BE
J2 PR A A7 4 0% i ot 2 AL S o By, PR, T
Tl fife RIS T LA DA 285 AR 2 1 Bl ok 28 ML S b
AT o A 1T T S S 4R
JI5E 5 A RN 52 W £ G el 22 AL ) S IR A S AR R
AR, I, A SCU S AT H AL — A DRI I X
2 AT T AR U]

41 FHEHHEERERM ACC X BHKEXMHE

WRIEERHIFTHRE

— MR E, TR 2500 Wi s 2 pLl b, %
(amygdala) LA K F17f [F1 AT 68 2 Ji 2 JE 4k i 2
B B A T . AR £ B
EAR B AR K ZE T, 5 ACC P Fi AR
J% )2 (medial prefrontal cortex, MPFC)%: & 4% 7 |2
ARIR R, JEAETE AT IR T AT LA A7 4 1) 55
N i A OCHEE T . B R W e 2 Y
X T AR A B AT N A L PEAL A S B, AR
B T BSOS (B E YL, XIATEE, 2016), FAMT
WHoEHR I A S G T B2 YRR B s
474 (Smith et al., 2013; Makovac et al., 2016),
I, AR EROR R RES S T R A B 4ER
TR B B AR B e Y R, R R BRI
AR BAAESE, XM EAR RN R &
HE—BAESE . T ACC 671 B2 44 1 S8 PP A
15 46 I W 8 5 (Mohanty et al., 2007), —Jy I,
ACC L5 H T REIY 22 SRR 2 A A G, Bk
Iy e S R e i ACC Y B B T AR o
T JFH T ACC R BUHBUE AN, AT AR ME
N F IR 0] BT AR B b RS, RO R
Jii 25 51K (Spiti et al., 2015; Kiihn et al., 2012), %3
—J5 T, ACC E M BRIA M 2% (default mode network,
DMN)—#ksr, Z5 T A&IE R, i DMN
9 D RE 25 W 2 2 SR, Aol DA T KA —
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FATRE, X5 H FAH SR B Y T BB R i
Wi ACC [ Z5 G FIRE, FEMT5 1R TR 2 8
#i(Sin et al., 2018), H Ik, XMRTWHFIT ELUF R
2 YR REE N ACC R 5 T A e 1A
NEDRED =Y A= iE7 N EP-3e -y N=E 7 87 - E X D)
W ACC RS2 A A 1Y B 2 R 4k 34 T 25
—HIESE
42 A DLPFC HidERS

FH AR Ay 1 e AR e A OB 1 i A 2 AL
—HEZ AR ENR T ZKE, I R E T
b KA AT AR S 1 HC A sz 22 SRV AR U O s 4
IAREL S v AR o i, — I R B, & I
2y LA B NI AR A T S AT — A E R
B4 A7 R AR T A9 16 409 1E H 7 (Tate positive potential,
LPP), ity X A R rv v 0 0 8 A A7 S 1o B I
IR, AR I R A SR A A A X T AR
A8 1 B8 B R (Lewis et al., 2015), {H2JF
AR AR X A 2 5 i i R
R R A o A 4% i B2 )2 (prefrontal cortices,
PFC)"' 1) DLPFC W] A2 Sz 2 K2R 0V 2t g i
WAHE 2w i s R . — i, AW i
G4 go/mo-go WHITIER KB, w4 4EHTE
Xof T B RIS A i ek AR e, SR T 2 AR,
IF HAEXAS S, i3 T 3 & i 47 DLPFC
153l (Vanderhasselt et al., 2011; Vanderhasselt et al.,
2013),, T 43 W5 38 3 JC e L 3 L (direct current
stimulation, DCS)f#fi77 DLPFC ¥ H 3R, FE
O TH A R 10 T R B AR, PR e 4 S
X8 T B R IR B B N A R B R TS A A
DLPFC i3, 1Mif7 DLPFC Mk & 514k
HEEBEIR, B2 2 B AR ] 2338 i AR
(947 DLPFC % g {44 B Hh v Rt s 4 OR
(Sanchez, Vanderhasselt, et al., 2016), 5 —J5 1, £
il DLPFC #5215 2l 5 1 78 0 Fa il B IR =K,
X ] BE T BN 24 15 B B B R, 25
ST A B YE XU (Beevers et al., 2015), UL T
FERYI ] BEAFTEXAE R B, 2 R4k 23 5d
IS HEARA AT DLPFC i s {45 R F B0 0
BRI B R 2 id i S 145 DLPFC
TS AR BNl 8 4. I, 7EPIAN T
B REAELERY AT DLPEC 1% 3 A Rl 2 — 4
HAFTIE B (Al

43 FEBXNREEMEELMNINERE

— b 55 v A O B A 22 ) 45 55 T RE AL
A2 AR B S B AE B R A
¥ i D) RE I LA TE B R (Functional near-
infrared spectroscopy )il i &7 i &M A0 T - [X 5k
) I SV B AR AL AT R B, ST IR L, R
|2 (Attention Training Technique, ATT)Z/4 N A
WA T |, A5 0 DLPFC AR b i i 1 4475 2 44
Tl o i3 E— A oM & R, ATT (925 ARBLI A CCN,
DAN X3k D REIGTRA G, T A R 45 1) 5 1)
BEE & W0E 5 I 4 B 484 % (Rosenbaum, Maier,
et al., 2018; Rosenbaum, Thomas, et al., 2018), 7
Ak, CCN Fil DAN = ZAHE BN T [ (bilateral
inferior frontal gyrus, IFG), DLPFC #1_-TiiH-(superior
parietal lobule)&5, T & fig #f 2 AL il 0 {4 2 5
IR A X (Lewis et al., 2015; Beevers et al., 2015),
F b, FRIF A SRR 5T HEESE CCN M
DAN S22 2 S84 e 7500 25 104 5K A B 5% i) () i
ML, HEHT CCN Ml DAN # & 2R £ 41
KRG DX, T LAAR 7T A8 PR Sy 5 e i 3 4 il IX Dy fig
4 SR AT 35 2 B A S AR
M E S

1 B M 48 FE DMIN ., I 3 R 2%
(salience network, SN) I 47 o0 % B 4% il B 4%
(executive control networks, ECN), A #F5EUEsE T
S BRI ) =M%, JUHA DMN LI
ECN A4 5% (Pisner et al., 2019), —J5 1, 7EHE =M
BA L ECN Hh, ECN DX sl ) 451 v 0 42 ¥ S5 1) Y
AR 2 B AR R R . Jf
H, 54 4™ 5, ECN X3 A4 Al DMN X
B AR N A [FIR, R A B A A
ORI EES, J5 &R 40 Ak B (posterior cingulate
cortex, PCC). ACC L) FUI Aiffi & 94 it 2 s, i
T2 i DX A 1 — EE W 4% ) — 3R 43 (Apazoglou
et al., 2019; Jacobs et al., 2016; Greicius et al., 2003;
Bonnelle et al., 2012; Seeley et al., 2007), K,
2 YR A5 2338 5 50 ECN I DMN X 3% 3%
Jr A AR I BB B PR, (EAR AR EITR
H RIS, S, RN = EH M
KA B R £ K UT R DMN 35 & &
HHARSEAAE, TTHESREON R B ITIA A L
BIFIEAZ M2, SN ALFE [ FORE R H AR R Z 1)
B 25 S R0 ) Y A i 1] 1) SR R TRAL ;. ECN 46 B
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R B, RS R T, XA A &
6 )5 B I B AR AT B s g A 2 L Ak
(Pisner et al., 2019; Southworth et al., 2017), HF4
R EIA T HES 15 DMN H ECN 4544 fl
ige R, REXFMREE RS —2Rm T A
WA R, F, dEREm =E MW AR
TG R T I 2 SR A TR 3 2 IO 2 0 R A 52 Tl )
I 22 R 2%

5 EEMEE

A 2011 4F Koster 5 A 4% H 52 2 4k 14 7 B
BRI LR, R AT T REHEE, I
B TR, YRRy, o R
FE B S INEEE H VIR, BIRRAE
T R B AR T D B S 2 S D R N R 4 B
BRI EFEZI BRI a2l E=Hw . A
JETE— S KSR A AE T e, R B AUTE I 4 2
FIFP S DL B 18 FRAH S P 76 B 24 JE A AR T
WK F A AR SR A Wi e o [R5
3 g X R R R IR T R B, AR R4
A3 T R e, L, W IR AR
W4 Bk, N T IS T H 2 R R,
KA 5T # 0] LA 3+ 190 s 2 TG e L5 2 5 ]
DLRkSE 1 B B R, Aok it — e e
BB 7346, AR LA BTN, &
A BB AR R Y, 3 L AT LM i b 22 AL ) L gt
PR, —JF i, K4 B2 nT GEE 1% 4 fiE &
{14 fii i 28 ML) R A A A S B T B R 55
— 7, B AR AT DL o 1 g A i R A
P HLE R I AR R 24 A, B OR Uk R,
A EEEOE, ACC X [ A G I M A5 L1
AT 5%, 47 DLPFC WiGgh 78, FFHERA X
P14 Jii Ao 2 X 4 45 K RN D) RE S5 AT B i 24 L4
TR B R R A B R YRGS B2
137 —E Wk, AR R AT R A A — S [n] 5 2L AT
FHEANTAR KBTI
51 REBHEMIERBHRANKRREHELE

R

FHEGEAR L, BR T HABAE, X e R i
P14 P T I 5 0 TR 3R 2 3 o i 4 B AR 5 i )
13 5 7 384 B % (post-traumatic stress disorder, PTSD)
(Cox & Olatunji, 2017)., HEHRFEAS(Nota & Coles,
2018)FIik £ FE % (Dondzilo et al., 2017)% , % —¥j

SOTREAFTE L) TR R SR —, A B4 R
FMERIE A B B VIR, w2 AR X T A ]
U T DL DA 3 S VI X RS e A
o, 5, R A B EAN R AR, AR TH
T 28 B4 I 2 S0 4 T B S AN ) ) S 8 A 1 T
IR, HETTRZ M TS R RS R o BN, A5 BFgE
H W ARFER YN R 4 B g MAA: ARTNAE
%, AW A AR A B AR S T
LT A AWML, I HRYER B (Rogers &
Joiner, 2018), {HJ& [ AHZIMABE A A% O e R
DA, R R I A 5 3 i — 25 i 24 S A
TER LB IR X R IE B AR R S
52 H—SHEBRBEXEREERZBRESW

1R

T, H R SCETE B R R R
AR R AR AR SR A B E S8 . AR BF 5% H
FoAH G AE 2 A AR TR AT TSR, WF5E
S5 R IE AR SCRE A AR SRR I e AR
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Therelationship between rumination and attention disengagement
and the underlying neural mechanism

LIU Qipeng, ZHAO Xiaoyun, WANG Cuiyan, XU Yiya, WANG Shuyan
(School of Education, Huaibei Normal University, Huaibei 235000, China)

Abstract: Rumination is a repetitively negative thinking which bring individual’s attention on negative and
painful thoughts. Studies have shown that, rumination and impaired attentional disengagement are independent
concepts, yet with closed connection. Impaired attentional disengagement can predict individual’s rumination,
while impaired attentional disengagement related to rumination may be controlled by consciousness.
Meanwhile, the role of rumination type and self-relevance between rumination and impaired attentional
disengagement needs further exploration. In addition, training related to impaired attention disengagement
significantly improves individuals’ rumination. And the excessive activation of amygdala, dysregulation of
anterior cingulate cortex (ACC) for self-related negative information, abnormal activation of right dorsal
lateral prefrontal cortex (DLPFC), structural and functional abnormalities of the brain neural networks
associated with attention may be the reasons for the interaction between rumination and impaired attention
disengagement.

Key words: rumination, impaired attentional disengagement, experimental paradigm, attentional training,

neural brain mechanism





