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oA RER tfuw! SR

C R T R 2 S 22 B N S AT R A SR =
SRS MY R 2R s R R TE e, KD 410081)

W E UARREN, WieaiRzE o SE0TEMAEE B Re R AR b AR, AWz s {E 8 s ar iy v
A A B DI REAI AN TS 22 o A9 R AR B X 2% I3k (attentional network test)Fll Flanker yusCAYAES, T

W B AN AT ' s A Wi s B TR R D RE R A S50 La SR FH A B0 B 48 D5 48 17 T e MR P T X 245 )
REAE A, AR, W AMABA T4 1 A in 2803 1 S8 (IR AN, T ZE S S R ) b ST A TS B 35 22 5

SEHy b FOCEA MBS IIWEN BRI, 45 WoR, 4 BARINECH Se A )i shF S, W R M S AT
P AN T AR B AR T MA, 1Y BRI R TEL A iz 2 (5 B, PIPfE L | o m AP 145
Hil_ BB ZER . S0 2 R A Flanker a3 AR 20 4207 N AE W52 3 (5 BB THEHIAR S . 45 RBoR, 7
SERAEYEAENE R b, WEREAMARSA TR B A TR0 R TETAMA, e RS TELAE Pris 35 B P2 bk
RICBEER U LERUH, EYEsh(s B MRS M DR, 24 By e A Yz shiE B e,

T A B 3 2 e e AN 428 ] R 28 T A AE 32 48
KEIR WK, AYEEsh, HEE ML
SES B84

1 55

BT I oE R3S A T i AR T 400 o 3
RARMIREEAE B, M HA e (5 B0 TR 4 T 28k,
L E R E BN T.(Dye & Bavelier, 2010), XF
MW A A A0 3 T s P U A5 = 2 43 Sy SR O
AMEWL A GBS WAL BRI, 2G5
XTIERRE B REZ, B Vs Al FE MK
TE B A0 A B RE 9 & ' (Quittner et al., 2007), %
WA A BT T RS A T R R) 4 C B 5 Y S
Feo Flan, #FoE TR B2 /E K (continuous
performance test, CPT)XJ Wy )L 2 A 420 i A T
T A B, WrBs LB AEAT: 55 Hh i R B I 35 25 Tt
W JL (Horn et al., 2005; Quittner et al., 1994; Smith
et al., 1998), SERIEVLAMIE, AMEMAIAA, K
PR AR Z W B A A R BN R, T G ) 35

W F 4: 2024-08-11

WRG KA T HH, NI T — 8 TR A AMEEAR
i (Pavani & Bottari, 2012), %W 5, 3= 453 7 W &
AR A W] A OB 98 1Y S o IR BB ST AR, Wy
P AR B A0 2 ) 3 R 2 BT 4 T R A R AT X
I (Proksch & Bavelier, 2002), M i ¥t H 41 JE A1
Y (1) 90 9 7 3 5 (Bavelier et al., 2000, 2006;
Pavani & Bottari, 2012),Dye # Bavelier (2010)IAM,
TE fiff Fo W i 28 30 381 25 06F A AR 00 s 3 2 2 i 1Y) 5 i
BSF, S5 5 R R SO 2 A A T I A AH B P
JE RS, MTICHE TR A . WA T
B ) 25 AN 23 R BT SO R R 8 B T RE A2 B
HETER, IR 2 X A6 B A AN R 187 AR AN R )
W (Daza & Phillips-Silver, 2013; Dye & Bavelier,
2010, 2013). Pk, 241 i T B AR08 1
R, NIRRT B AR — D — A %
ARG
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Posner Al Petersen (1990)4 Hi Y73 B AR AL | Sk
(] B 0 i 22 A 0 R D e AR At AT R . XA A
ALRE SR 00 = AN E M 4% BT (alerting) . AE
] (orienting) A1 FAA T #5 il (executive control), %5 i &2
X R 21K 19 15 S 38 21 30 e BOBCIR 28 Y BB
(Fernandez-Duque & Posner, 1997), i [n]&M Lk
FR R B R T R0 B A4S A RE I (Posner,
1980), PAT 5 i 3= BEJE 48 Wa I BR 45 rh A7 7 .00 38
phaE, I aE I 4 0 DGR K A e ph 2 1Y RE 1 (Fan
& Posner, 2004), Fan 4§(2002)3% T X —HHI 1] T
TE B W 25 32 (attentional network test, ANT) % %%
MEEEMZIRE. BT, CAMREERHIZEK
T W BEANARE B S DI RE I RE S o 4N, Dye
Z5(2007) LAWT B R 27 A= P04, SR T 4
T (ANT) X W 524 (A 19 7 8 I 28 455 e 2R A 7 T 5
K BT R A AR FRA T 4 i) 0 0 TR 5 25 FAE T
A, TR 5 ) N TR0 LA 2
5o MAN, FE T — I LT L E AR S A5
R [RIRE R B, W B L 2 A PR T4 D TR e 2
2= TAE IS VT LAY A W JL2E, 7R 5 ) i T
ROR EE BRI 3522 S (A B 45, 2019).

S DA I 5 A BT A R 14 3 2 0 24 ) i
FEFEGRAN, JUHOE T B PAT IR 6E, (B2t
GRS oK R B T 26 T, B E bRl
et PRI O [ ) i A7 Sk Ffa) . © A BF9E R
JHZ8 M 2 0 25 R 28 X5 ¢ 1 AL SRR (R
T AT S N %) IR T A0 ) ) T % 0 R A R
SRR, BN T B 5E [ AT i
ORI TS RE AW A, A RERYIYE
o SR LS N A R B T A, AR B T B AT
R DIReA Frigsm, Jf H a0 1 208 m Yy fig
77 A B B 52 W (Federico et al., 2013), [alkE, 75—
I L 3 LA Al N AL A E AR R B 5 &
R, AT T 1AL R 1) R 2 v Tt
NTAFL A 3 B ) 380%, AR 7R i v 5 BT 4 1l
RO L PR SR R 2 S (R 45, 2018), X
SERFIR A, H BRSO A e S PR A AR
B II6E .

BT T 06 22 B0 35, T SR 1 TR AC T e
A, AR S E S TR B B E AR
H, BT BEASART BB 25 th AN [R) A2 B i 44 5
i€ J15Z i (Batten et al., 2014; Lemke & Scherpiet,
2015), LA Kkt 2 A (), oo BB O ) Bk R
(Stanzione & Schick, 2014), W57 & BEWT f A X 41

SPEAR S RO T AL AR SR . 140, Heimler 55
(2015)7E 2% ST B SRR 4 23 PEER R AR R S PEER
FR T B IR RO B B, A R B R (hE PRk
F)MF LR RAESHLR)AMT, BV ARER
I T LR — B, (R RS A LA
SRR R T R TR B, TEARAE T
LRRFN T IFRA LR —BERN . X BT
BREA AR XS Ak 2 PR 2R R B T N T AR AE S o IR A
P 0] BE M 1538 = AL 3e (5 B, FEATI#E & 381t
AR EAETEN. JFH, MR GE B
H sl T, JF95 & SO PRV € 1] (Friesen &
Kingstone, 2003; Langton et al., 2000), F 4K R I
MM SHEETREEEE MO, (HEEZEX
i FRIAEE R Z ARG, AT LA &
AR FF 33 A0 1) 1) O 25 A A IR, 3K I AR 0B B
(biological motion)fF K& M| % 4 i V) 8 A2 Yt 1Y o %L
YERICH 5, 410, 2011). WFFERM, AMTHEWE K
M 2 s iR A iz sh 5 2, B se2E )
iz FF B AU H Sk 5B R 35 20T b /) S G TR
. (Johansson, 1973). A ¥yiz sl #1777 I AE A H:
AT —, HAL B E AV AT R i e 55
KEEMF R . AR, AWisahirEJr m 5 IR
PR ] — A AT DA & SRR v o ), {HAEIEAEY)
5 B KBz, ik, BEEITAH
NFETTREAFAE —Fh & 1109 1 BALHI X AE W8 3h v
A7 J5 ) /= BEAHURE(Shi et al., 2010; Wang et al.,
2014), AR AEWs s fE I —Fiit S HEEE XS E
F R AR 0 B NS T Be 7 W RS R T SR A
AW iE B L E R N Y RE R S S AETEZE
57 Bk, ARSI ST RS TS A A s 3
5 L P T T DR R

WA, AEWiE SR B F A T T R
e B BERIERGEEMRTEFEEGER, £
#i,2011; Wang et al., 2010; Wang et al., 2018), 2% {f
TERAE B A8 I ROL R Z M S AL S, AL fE
HEHRALA A AL B S, KRS IE R TR IAR R B
RAGE . BLh, BAEIZ 8 74 T iz dhfE B,
IR Az Sk A, HRRZ A RiEBiE aifE A .
FET U, BF5E 8 H A A s B BB B PR
AP BRI 2R A, 435 BRI R T/ s fiiz
BT (Troje, 2008, 2013), CAMIREY, 5%
PRI ARFN Ry &8z b TR K B 2 2 b a7 1 o B
Heih, A E FEE L AT IO v E B, TS R
KA E T WAL 9 G (Giese & Poggio, 2003;
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Br R SF: AWia sl 8 W A AR T 19 4% T RE 14 52 ) 1141

Jastorff & Orban, 2009; Vangeneugden et al., 2014),
ISR A Wy is A5 5 W B A R 19 2 2 0 2% ) fiE
BT 5, B2 HEAATE RN Ry S A AR X — it
e R SAFAEA RIS ST 2 R, A SCf
HE— 25 75 G W B 5 {4 W A 1A B AR 5 ) B8 A= Wiz
I EORE S = L S =

T ST WA M 2 ¢ A s S A R T R g
WA T B R 25 DI RE RS2 MR, AT 98 B SR T 48
eV 0 2 0 32 5% 1 W B W ISR 1
KIIRERE o PRI, SCI0 1a SR FH 20 LA v 72 X 50
W, PAAS RIS 8] B 17 Sk Ao E PR A 52 1b ok
M MEE MM A, DS yizd . &
A IE S NS TRL Y A= 32 3 7 504 S B AR
TESCES 1a v, FRATHIEERE & &2 LI AYAFSY (Dye et al.,
2007; RGAMBL A, 2019), HPUTREAS AR T 45 ] 1Y
IR0 N 2 22 TSR, i T AR S E k)
AN TR A B35 22 5 . CA WS W BARRI
B k2 i 2 1R 1T AR B9 T N 2% ) fiE (Federico
et al., 2013), Ifij W f& MATE 41 23 B 5 (Lemke &
Scherpiet, 2015), #h2IAHI(Q.0 3P E) (Stanzione
& Schick, 2014)RE /)55 )7 HIAFAEZ . Pk, 7E5E
5 1b W REASMATT BETE AR Y is S (E B T M
ZRIIfe FAFAE ) i, JF HSg AR AR Y
15 FE B H B2 ] B A —FF

2 SEEY la: R MARYIEE M2 IIfE

21 A&
211 #iK

i1y G*Power 3.1 (power = 0.90, effect size f =
0.25, o = 0.05) B FE L UE H S5 8500 & G Ol T &
H BT 14 Z90R(Faul et al., 2007), IR
FROR B B 5E T 33 AWk (A 23 44, &k
10 ), “FYJAEWS 21.55 2 o SRR T 2 AR R A 7 i
SCHERRI g6y (TR JE 2%, LB, 1989) AN AIE 1 i
o, ST IR R . Wi B AERS . FiERe
GHAGEE . MIRAHSET 33 2 5WkEL7EE
w4 ML A 48 Dy T U C A R T R A AR (B R 21
%, W12 £), FEFRE 20.64 2 (WLE 1), i
B (BB IERUNIER . B IIER, A
T, TORS M Elp 2B s o I SY 2RI R U K 2
A B ST A B DY L
212 ZIBHME

G E-prime 2.0 23 {52 5-(0.8° x 0.8°)
RECFRNEL, A EaHh B, Bk rK

®1 IR laWEASBITANAOZHIE

W 2 HEIT 41
5 (n=33) (n=33) e p
M+ SD M=+ SD
AR () 21.55+1.84 20.64+2.13 1.85 0.068
5] 233104 21 B/124 027 0.602
i SCHEBR 34K 4833+431 49.91+6.07 —1.22 0.228
Wr R AR (5) 1.74£1.78
FIEJHFERY)  9.81+3.89
T 3R R (R 7 V10 A/16 A
FE/HE/EELLT)

AL 1.4°, FESLIR S, HARREH 5 A4
1 S 4B A 7K S 17 Sk B ZEL (1 4 v e i) R 4 4
FHNE, AGPIATAY), REREEY 0.4°, % )E
S W A A SR LT (050 1 G54 (Bavelier et al.,
2000, 2006; Pavani & Bottari, 2012), K, 748525
HH ) T R 4 A 2 A S R LR (AP LT Ry 5°
Z 41 (Larson & Loschky, 2009). Il 3 il 345 71 i
B : ) B — S B Sk 1 1) 5 e e Sk B4 O 1)
—HO) . FEA— (3 =k 5977 ) 5 rp e Sk i
T AR —2),
213 XEIWigit

2 (LN WrBRL, fEVTL) x 2 (3R R
—3, A=) x 4 (ERREAL: BLER, PRER,
WEL R, 2 MER) MRS LE BT, 4508
e A, AR ROV IERRSR A = AN R
25 B RN A
214 XBERF

ST 55 A 55 25 ) FMIESSEIR WA 4, 2k
gt 8 Mk, 55 H5IEX LI ARR], IFAEgL
8 NG 25 T AR A R 5, IEZUSEER S 96 ANk
W EETFEERIWE 1 PR & Ebah e 29
AL <+ (400 ~ 1600 ms), )5 530 {0 5 S
LR (100 ms), LRI 45, 435102 T
KRFMARRETAR), PTREARFMETL
F AL e L), LR A
(BELRBBAEEIE LTI, SMELREK
RS 4 HBUAE B bRl RRs s B o, B
H R B ECR ) RRBIH R Z R, B
G e Bt rh e I 5400 ms), fe/5—HE S
AT BRI B4 757 Sk 0 R AT S5 30 A B A A 2,001
LT ECE IO o B BRI R B R RETE 60 cm
B AT 55 2% v o H R AT Sk B8 ) AT,
TG e X 0 B 55 Sk ey A T Al s S, b e B AR Sk R
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FRER WELER

ELRR

B
MFE—3

S>—>>—>

MEA—3

Target €<————|

RT<17OOmS

=

4000.;
F1xatiou- 1 00.40
0-RT

B S5 1a A2 R

) A H R A A, FR iR e, PR
BEAE 1700 ms P FEHE SN, S RIECRE 1 Sl
X, BEJE 2B B EE AT — Nk, A
I [H] 55 2 2 4000 ms.
215 RS

2] I AE B AT 8 BB I 2 bR 22 LA S
B B B B (R B B R AT 5%), JF H A it iE
BRI Y R B R FH SPSS 21.0 #4758 1143 Hr, XF
TERAMIR NI AT 2 (g ) WrBRe, {f@ure)
x 2 (EHNEEAL: —3, A—3) x 4 (LREE:
AR, hRER, WELER, FHLR)WNEZN
20T, X T R X 5 T 1) T R 4 K
WAECEBE . E ] FIPRAT 42 1 9 0 L2430 kA 7 ST
FEA ¢ K. XA EGERIBMBER p HRH
Greenhouse-Geisser LA IE . X F-YH M) 2 E L
M1 Bonferroni VAL IE p (H o 451 5 M 45 800
EHFE AT B = RT xas — RT wnas;
FEN = RT gaas — RT wuas, PHATEEGIN =
RT wor s — RT s w0 2505 7 ) O 265 P9 2550 1 {1 A
KA AR R, P4 1] D00 28 1 800 (L /R
RHBOETE,
22 HER5iITE

TESEHY 1a H, FA ZR0F T 0P RER R A

BT 95%LA Lo XF IE ARG BREA T 4 ) < 3 o)
R A R M 7 2200, 45 R BoR,
) 38 ) S A 2 B 2, F(1, 64)= 48.80, p <
0.001, mp = 0.43, M3 —BEMF T A IEH R W 5
TR R, RRISBNAH R LA
ERRAAL G BRI 2 ] 2R A
0] 35 R DAY | 2 BRI A < B o) R 2 AR < 3 ) 52
HAEHYIAN 53 (ps > 0.05).

W 5% R i T 0 327 AN (] 2 2R 2SRRI AS [) A 35
SAETF I SO B AR T AE R A ER 2 PR

=2 WEASBWAHAESSZGTHRER M (SD) (ms)
LRRAT

TLER hRELR WELR SHER

Wrked]  —F skl 596 (94) 553 (87) 542 (87) 535 (86)

T 2 538 (71) 490 (63) 480 (59) 469 (57)

WrBEsH AR —3 gt 709 (152) 677 (160) 655 (136) 662 (138)

e T 4 614 (83) 570 (69) 555 (64) 554 (61)

Ei 71| I e g

XoF IS 0 i A 32 A 2 53] < o) 3 ) R A R < 2 R
KAV I 7 22004 SR WoR, B F R0
B3, F(1, 64) = 14.13, p < 0.001, n} = 0.18, Wikkk
Y SN Bt 3 T B BRI A F AL
N2, F(1, 64) = 196.06, p < 0.001, n3 = 0.75, {ill



%7 0] BE A S Mg s BT BEA A 1 R IR 4 T R B 1143
BB R 0 B 3 TR — B F R 2001 Dm:m%ﬁ = i -

N o ZRBRIEA FRN B, F(3, 192) =98.41, p <
0.001, n; = 0.61, JELLR AT T RN B EK T
MELR A, PRERFAM TSI B KT
AR R FAN, TTRFEFM TR RN R, 2501
LRRAME T Y SN S F5e i o 2 31 < 0 e ) 38 25 AR 1)
LHAEHEE, F(1, 64) = 8.00, p = 0.006, 7 = 0.11,
— AT R IR, TEWTRE[F(1, 64) = 141.64, p < 0.001,
N3 = 0.691FIENT[F(1, 64) = 62.42, p < 0.001, 0 =
0.4919 1, —BOARAF N 1Y RN I 3 8 3 0 A
— SRR A SO, E R AR SR A ) S R 2 S A
s N 1 KR VL L e g 1 A 7 oS S IVAL iy N
oS MBERNBLAIRENT . AR RIRIF(3, 192) =
0.76, p = 0.50] . MFERIEAIZZRIAI[F(3, 192) =
1.27, p = 0.29] . ZH 51 <Ml 32 3 2 7 < 2R R A R 1 58
HAEH[F(3, 192) = 0.08, p = 0.961 A L %

Xo W B g 5 Rl T A A L R ) AT 4
ﬁiﬂlmfﬁéﬁiﬂzr“{éiuﬂmjﬁzt t KEge . AEARNE 2
7R, W B 2H 7R AT 45 i 0 2% B BR800 E i 2 v T
{@.Wﬂ, 1(64) = 2.83, p = 0.006, d = 0.70, ViHHNT =
e R et )| T (1 e T S F W 1
HPERTEETE ML [1(64) = —0.51, p = 0.61]FI5E 1]
M2 [1(64) = —0.21, p = 0.84] b IRV (I ANTEALE
BEES.

SIS la BOZE R T LIERFSE 45 R (Dye et

al., 2007; BGH M 45 2019), BRWTREASMAPAT G
SR | 2 T 7 0T R 1 i e [ <)
I TR T B 5 R T MR B 2 R XK
B, 7E LAET Sk oA H b 38 ) 7 2 X 2 v, o s
MABPATERIDIREZ . 25 1o #F— LAY
::iﬁjﬁ'ﬁ v llbs) Eﬁﬁﬂw@lz 52 iz s (g BT

150 -

g :
@100 -,
tH
F S0t e %1:’
B e
1 i3
o0
_50 L
£ Em A RE T

B 2 Wk g 5 T 2H T T S RN (L g
e R IPRMELR, **p < 0.01

3 SEEG 1b: AWriE shfE BT R
PR T X 2% T RE 1 5 i)

3.1 FHix
3.1.1 #k

1T G*Power 3.1 (power = 0.90, effect size f=
0.25, o = 0.05)T 57 AUk H SR & 115 3 T 5
H /DT E 8 £ Pk (Faul et al., 2007) . #i [1 HEHL
PRUER 28 1a, PO D AMEERER 3. T HM
I 5 4 Wiz sl BN TR J1 7748 %% V) 56 % (Jacob
& Alexander, 2023; Kaiser & Shiffrar, 2013; Wang et
. 2018), T HERR H P AR SO0 A= iz 5 BN T
’J sZm, AWESE R B FFE BT )4 (Baron-Cohen et
al., 2001; XIHTZE, 2008)%F B AL B IX Y FH FA1HF 5T 43
HOhAT T IRE (W3 3).
312 SKEME
JGE 1 MATLAB (Mathworks) FlLC B4 3 T
EL#i (Psychophysics Toolbox)¥" J& 4= s FE 7% o {8

AN T 28 T RE 2 F5(0.8° x 0.8°) WM . H AR 51y 56 4
*3 EWIbFEASERITHEANADZHE
Wr B4 (n = 28) {HENT 2H (n = 28)
A th p
M=+ SD M=+ SD
FR () 20.75 + 1.32 20.64 +2.02 0.24 0.815
el 21 B17 & 21 %17 % 0.01 0.999
iy SCHERR 7340 48.79 £ 6.70 48.50 + 6.82 0.16 0.875
H P4 BT 434 23.04 +2.90 21.36 +5.07 1.52 0.134
Wy J1 R AR IR (2 1.88 +2.33
FHAFR ) 9.48 + 3.95
Wy oy 458 2 i BE (A o B/ B/ BE LU 10 A/5 N/13 A
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S BT Y | R A B S T ELA Pis B
FENLE 3). SE8AY)E2 87 5 (intact biological
motion sequence)fl & 13 I (451K FSL# . JH
BB MO T MEEE . BRAE AN IR %
KAT), I HoB BT Ak, B B Wi Y Sk B R OGY
A7 E i i o BA D6 E LA A & 1z sh ki . A
U i3z B 5 90 B0 46 AR S BE ALY, LARE o 1
7 A N S ) T JRy F AR W iz B F 41 (local
biological motion sequence)ifi it ¥ 52 % A= Wiz 8 )y
1) v AN R B T A 16 A0 1 O DR B el 22 B e A Ak
SR e N e SN2 S A A LN RS 7 B DS o |
(scrambled biological motion sequence), Je il i
SERE A Wiz 2 e A0 R SRR IR A B BEALIL, R
RERS PR Gz h LB AE, IR TR
iz s fE BB 7RI IRAE B A iz 3h
PR A, RMAEKGAEFST, L2,
VBT IA A I ATTEPA I, A
Wiz SRR KR 2920 0.9° R —HE 5 4
IKF-BRG B4 A= Wz Sl R ZE (1 A T sl o 4 4
ML, A2 A P2 AN, HIBRIFEZY 1.4°, il
FERECA PRSI E— 3 (3 A= iz 3 v )
S etk Wiz s ¥ 9 AT E U7 I — 20 . MFEA—
(3 Wiz 2 )y 5 5 b LA s B Y A AT E
I7 Il A—20),
313 LRI

2 (A5 WrBELL, fEUTLL) x 2 () H A
—H, A=) x 3 (EWiEhRA: ek, R, 1T
WLy x 4 (ERFEFA: AR, PRAER, WELER,
2 HZR)WIRA L et, vl 2, K
At R SN T A 2R = A T R RN (o

SERA BT
Global biological motion

JREREYES)

Local biological motion

314 IWEF

BAPORTE E W = ME S5 A YE I
WML A Pris sh i Ik, 4T
HLIAE W2 S i S M g, AR 55 Wy AE gk
(i) ALV o AT 55 AR AL 46 2 > R IE =X 52 50 1 4>
B4, ZR>] St At 8 MK, (1555 IE SR AH R,
FFAEROAMER SN 45 T AR B e, 1TE S8 R
96 MMAIR . LI AR WA 4 PR, B HARgECh =
PRI ZE R A= )iz D6 T AN 2 81, HS i 8
5K 1la —3 Ol n 5502 Xt i e Py is 3l
PRATE 7 R TR, g A iz SR e A2 AT
FEFBERL B Rl A T E TR HE
315 HIESH

S s T 28 SO s 2 A i 22 LA ST
B4 3 U 0 Bk (A9l T L AR T 5%), JFH
G IERA U0 BT o X6 TE A 258 1 g B 44 7
2 (5 WrBRL, T < 2 (MFE AR —
B, A2 x 3 (EWisshEA: e, Rk, $THL) x
4 (EKFEEA: LR, PRAR, WHLEK, =5H
LA B M 5 Ty 25 508 o XPESE L E ] A T4
TONAR ST AT T 2 (L0 kR, fvrdd) < 3
(EWpizsh 2. ses&, JmEs, FTEL A EE 0 &7
2T STAFFEERIEAR B A p (HRH Greenhouse-
Geisser 1AW IE o £ 1 B 48 UM (B T35 16 5 50 50
la —%(,
32 HR5WR

TESEE: 1o, PR &0 T B BIE R A
BT 95%LA b X IEGH ARG BRI T 2 ] <A 3
FAY< A Wiz 2y R < 2 ZRAS Y F A 5 22 4%
Mro @R Wos, MIBEREHCRA 400 %, F(1, 54) =
THLEYEE)

Scrambled biological motion

=Rl A Wiz B s S R



57 Mr R S A Wis s O T BRI AR T R 4K D) R Y 5 1145
N
Cue LR

RT <17
00
g
=40, .
OO‘FIXa' g
E-400'RT
ng

Bl 4 S5 1b S e P O 01 o2 e B A i Bl T T 0 230 10)

17.56, p < 0.001, n3 = 0.25, 3 —F &M T A IEH
A T SA SR AP35 328 00
W3, F(2, 108) = 5.16, p = 0.01, 03 = 0.09, 5¢%/E
Yyic s 40T 1Y IE B 5 0 2 S TAT AL A Wig dh 4%
T8, FTELAPIE 3D 4500 N B IERfR % 38 5 TR B AR
Wiz sh 4 o LR IEAURILH B RN A B (ps >
0.05), HAZE B RN FIA .3 (ps > 0.05)

W e R T 0 XA 2% 1S A% 1T Y S I 4 ik

PGSR 4 PR,

XoF 52 7 Bt 4 A 32E A7 2 0] <) 3 ) 35 S AR < A
1B BRI A R 7 22 00 . AEWis
Bl 2 R B ) A A 2 ) R 3 EARE B 3, F(2,
108) = 3.83, p = 0.025, 0} = 0.07, #k—H7E =Fh AR
[FIZE AL LR Was B 2600, 3 S0 A 70035 o) 9 s 7
SRR R T 25001, S8R EIR, TE28AEY
B AR, NS I R < 2 1) A 28 BLAE e

x4 WEASEWAEZENFEHTHREE M (SD) (ms)

HEWyis gAY 21 5 i 32 2 AU A
TR rhje k& ERE 75 R R
W7 s 2H 681 (80 654 (87 643 (75 637 (93
b it (80) (87) (75) (93)
N o T 4 633 (69) 588 (67) 573 (62) 563 (77)
FERAEDE Wy Fs 2 749 (100) 717 (93) 725 (114) 705 (111)
AR—F A
{7 4 679 (73) 643 (72) 628 (60) 594 (80)
W s 2H 850 (109) 823 (126) 812 (125) 804 (115)
— B
fdmr e 764 (116) 739 (117) 744 (132) 691 (114)
JRis Wiz 3l —
T s 2H 910 (132) 856 (129) 866 (141) 841 (148)
AN— &
T 4 826 (137) 786 (102) 812 (139) 757 (109)
Uil it 836 (159) 799 (139) 785 (148) 775 (162)
{2 - 696 (128) 637 (113) 643 (96) 628 (113)
FIELA:Priz 3l
W s 2H 874 (156) 826 (140) 833 (168) 806 (159)
E e
fdmr e 717 (108) 675 (129) 672 (117) 636 (109)
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F(1,54)=5.78, p = 0.02, n3 = 0.10, 3 — A& BARL
SINT R B, FEWTRE[F(1, 54) = 102.08, p < 0.001, n; =
0.65] 5 T I [F(1, 54) = 44.95, p < 0.001, n; =
0451, M3 -5 A - RMIMERYEE, A
XA 22 S A T B T Oy 2 TR R AR s Bl
SRAETE )3 S 3 2 R < 2 ) ) A8 ELAE RS B
F(1, 54) = 1.57, p = 0.22; {E3TRLAEYBsh&1FTF,
) B S A < N S BAR AN B3, F(1, 54) =
0.82, p=0.37. BRILZ AL, 0 F800 3%, F(1, 54) =
20.85, p < 0.001, ;= 0.28, Wr it 4 S5 1y i) &k 35
KTk, MR RS ER00 B3, F(1, 54) =
126.62, p < 0.001, n} = 0.70, MAFEMIZE—E A
Y BN B R TN — Bk s s A &
BN 3, F(2, 108) = 52.77, p < 0.001, 13 = 0.49,
ARTE SR R W B 45 A0 T W B B e 3 R T T
GLAEWIZ Bh 5%, TEFTRLA B S 5540 T 1Y O B
ST R AR A I8 B S5 o R AR A RN
F(3, 162) = 82.50, p < 0.001, n; = 0.60, £ H.# 45
BrcBl: JeFR AT BN I i 4 T E 2R
A, R R AN R RO R K TS MR
M, BERFM TR K, 25 2R &M
T RN R A < AR s s 2R AL 38 HAE
B3, F(2, 108) = 4.20, p = 0.023, 13 = 0.07, £z
A SRR A BAE I 3, F(2, 108) =
8.81, p < 0.001, ny = 0.14, HABIL HAEHBA BE
(ps > 0.05).

J T BT S A AR B S AR T
WM I TR, #E—B X5 W AT
TSSO AE 53 3 AT T A0 < W ia B 2 B ) O 2555
Mro &5%Ws:

[ ﬂﬁl‘%ﬁﬂ* O @

e 7 e .0

TEE S BONAE b, A= Wiz s 2R < 21 )| (1) 22 1.
Y .3, F(2, 108) = 4.03, p = 0.025, 13 = 0.07. i
— L TR BN A B R B, FE SRR A Wis B AR
[F(1, 54) = 8.17, p = 0.006, 3 = 0.13], WrEEHLH
ey O AE S AR T T 95031 ms vs 55 ms), fif
TERFERIF(1, 54) = 2.57, p = 0. 121 AT ALA Wiz sl 4%
PEIF(1, 54) = 0.42, p = 0.84]F, PHLH B IR A 8%
P AEAAFAE B35 22 5 (N Sa fiR). Bbah, A4z
FHHMF(2, 108) = 2.51, p = 0.09]FIH BI[F(1, 54) =
0.02, p = 0.891F XL A3 . TEE MRV (E L,
W EN2ERI[F(2, 108) = 0.13, p = 0.88]F141 5
[F(1, 54) = 3.48, p = 0.07)0 ER A B3, EWis
BRI B A BAE B A B2, F(2, 108) = 0.77,
p =047 (401 5b fi7R). FEPRATEEHIZON(E L, A4
Yz shZE R J A HAR M B3, F(2, 108) = 3.83,
p=0.025,n; = 0.07, #E— AR TR, TE
SEAYRE M FF(, 54) = 5.78, p = 0.020, 0} =
0.10], WiT i g 3X 99) PHA T 2 1) 00 0 {1 b 38 v T4
#1(70 ms vs 47 ms), MFERHBIF(1, 54) = 1.56, p =
0. 221 R T AL AE Wiz B 25 F[F(1, 54) = 0.82, p =
0.371F, 5 21 9 3l 1) PRAT 42 Wl A0 0 {1 I A b 35 22
S(ANE 5c FiR). WS SR F R0 B, F(2,
108) = 8.81, p < 0.001, 03 = 0.14, FTHLAEWE T4
P B AT 4 RN M AR T e S R Y
B B 5k, SERE 5 SR WiE sh A B PRA T 4
BANAE A WE 2. A ERA R, F(1, 54) =
0.65, p=0.43,

SRT, FEVEAL LA [R) A s s 2
TR MG TR, &I R B A T
P W 2 b BT A AL S R s sh 2R
= WAL O Gl

n.s.

200 ns. s 200 [ 200 * n.s. n.s.
150 s 150 150 °

2 100 F ¢ i g 100 m 100 [ . :
= 0 ES = = i -: : o8
g 5 2 £ 50T |4 )
2 5 g, i
= o
80

-50 | -50 |

-100 s ' ' -100 s : : -100 -

SER JRIH L e SR FTHL e SR L
@) (b) ©

B 5 Wy R ST 4 A =Rl A a8 B I ) R R £ R B b A
e PR ERMER, **p < 0.01, *p < 0.05
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Br R SF: AWia sl 8 W A AR T 19 4% T RE 14 52 ) 1147

EHAE, Wi BT e A Y8 sh 4 0F N ISt
P T RSN TR E AT s, i e SR
ML A B h 55T, AL &5 5 T
BRI TRCREA W 225, A, 78 RE W
2% 1, WA AL B S5 A Wiz sh 2R B A8 HAE .
IX e 2k BT [ e B T A 1A ) R s ) 248 2 (R b 2k
FOME e A Wiz S (5 B TR )1, LG
48 P 0 Rk o i R A1) 57 A A Wi B 1 B AR
FIAFAE G, 028 [ 28 2 G [ 2R 2R ) K 1 R 2R
BT oA YE S E R LAEE S5 T A~ ARF L.

DIERFSE R, FEiE MR, RAR
5 03 SR 354 2K R 2 [ A 7 3 1% 58 B FH (Calllejas
et al., 2005; Fan et al., 2002, 2009). iy, 2552k
VB —Rhist (262, AT AR AL B ARl s s B
BRI R, DI 248 T XHT 55 1 S R o B, 3 1] g
2 R B 5 v ) S, PR S e 2
ST = A TR, A0 38 Sy >k 1) T B Ak 1
K, TS T HATHE R DI BE, X T BE R e T 5
S PATHE I D BE A AR R R P IR B 5 4 (Fan et al.,
2009) . 5 A1 2 F AT DL F Bl 0 7 B AR 1 H b
I, AT 25 0/ B2 ) ey ofe 1 40, A fg a2k
THATESRIDIEE . L, 7 S ML AT 55 1,
e 2 B A ) 26 3R 43 3 3k 5% e A A H A 3
(R, TR PR A T3 I DI BE o BEAb, SE58 1b &
BRIT B A A 52 2 A 1032 3 i T 8 I D RE A2 48,
MAEJRF AT ALA iz h 5 B T b, HHATH#
FIThREIF R Z 4. ik, b T RIFSL 2 B e
PE, S8 2 R Flanker iU 28 28, 7EHERRZE 2
SO B TR i S 5, i — 252 SR T B A gk T
AN SE R WpiE gy | R A Wiz sh T ELAE Wiz
SE B R T4 R A

4 SeEy 2 WrEEASMAOS A Bris e
Y PRAT P A A

41 Fik
411 #HWik

i1y G*Power 3.1 (power = 0.90, effect size f=
0.25, a = 0.05) TR TELRIEH S5 R0 & 15 00 T 4
4 AT 16 AL (Faul et al., 2007), #ikH ik
WA UER 256 1, AR AME B 5.
412 SEEMH

S 2 T A RO RS S92 8 16 Al TR, AN
FIR) e S 56 Ay 1A v SR SRR 5 A0 S AR 2
3L AT vh S SRR A BE A, (IR 2.8°,

413 KIEiFiIT

2 (A WERRLH, f@WTLH) x 2 (3 ] A
MFE—2, MIFEA—F) x 3 CEWHsghZERl: 58H,
JRiR, FTEL MR A L H 8T, 450 Aol () A8 4,
PRI 15 SR SR TEAff 2% DA R PR T4 T AU M o
414 ZLEEF

RSP EE L = ME S5 TR A WiE s
Flanker 1155 . JR#R4: #9328 5l Flanker 1155 F1$] GLAY
Wiz sl Flanker 155, 15550 78 451X = [H] Bifi H1L
AT, AT 55 AR AL G Sk 2T R IE S8 AT
o)L 5 ER TR 5, I 8 MR,
H Al N J5 45 T AN S . IEsRSE S HEA 60
AR, I FE— B AN B A — B E4$ 30 4
WK TEAE S IR Z AT, Mok A vz sy
G R, BRI RE S R B A is S AT
Jilal . SEE AR 6 UroR: B Jore bt g 2
AL <+ (500 ~ 800 ms), Bl 6 PN EYED
S (P 1A e T S 0 5 ) SR 2L i, ) 3 )
P LA I P SRS A e ke ) 5] 1B A BE A, LA
B ) 0 B S A 45 ) o Bl AT 55 2 X e e
() A= W3z B IR A T8 D7 A0 OB, [l ZEA T E
SRS LR, A TR R, AR R
IO R 2R B 1500 ms S BAs AT AR B il 1 56
e, RS 500 ms [HIBEGE, HEA T — ik,
415 HIESH

S5 B A A AP 38 S ) 3 A i 22 LA AT
AR B CR BB AT 5%), JFH R GITIE
TR A B2 o X6 T 238 R S, B 14647 2 (431
WrB 2, fEUT4L) > 2 (fl)Ff s Al s — 5,
MFA—F0) x 3 (EWizshZeal: 5%, R, 17
L) 8 E A oy 25 A T o R R T RO (B R A T
T2 (A WrBR, f@EUTdl) x 3 (EYiE sh2 Al
SEEE, JR, FTEL)AEEZ M E T 200 . AR S
ERIEABGRE W) p {E R Greenhouse-Geisser HE A% IE o
PATEERI RO A TR X S 1 3.
42 HER5iTR

TESCH 2 b, TR Z50E T BT R A 5
T 95%Lh I W IEB Z AR AR AT 2H i ) B R 2
R iz s R R B 07 2200 25 R R,
R ERON B E, F(1, 52) = 15.68, p < 0.001, 1} =
0.23, fHEIT B Y IE B 2 2 T T . 3R
SR 2400 B, F(1, 52) = 28.97, p < 0.001,
ne = 0.36, AALEMIEE —SAME T A IE R 0
TA—HEM . AYEshFRON B E, FQ2, 104) =
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x5 XW2EHASBRITHNAOZHE

WrkR4l(n = 27)

VT (n = 27)

Ar tly p
M+ SD M+ SD

EIE () 21.15+1.75 20.37 £ 1.50 1.76 0.085
P53 14 B/13 & 14 B/13 & 0.01 0.999
Fiti SCHEHE A Ek 48.44 +5.63 51.15 + 6.47 -1.64 0.107
H P4 BT 435 22.89 + 3.41 22.78 £ 4.59 0.10 0.920
Wt JI AR (%) 1.04+ 1.26

FHEIFRCY) 9.41 +3.65

W 5 2 2 (W o /e /R AR 9 AN/12 N/6 N

MBEA—3

500 mg

Bl 6 S 2 AT 55 i B I s 191 v Ry 56 8 A= 32 By Flanker 41 5%)

7.71, p = 0.001, n3 = 0.13, MATESEREAFTELAEY)
B BT B IE A 3 W TR AE W is Bl SR,
B A A YE S P Y IEff R 2 R AR E . &Y
iz SR AN FERSE R B2 HAE .3, F(2, 104) =
437, p = 0.019, n3 = 0.08, HE— A Hoak N 4 H7 &
P, TEMFE—S TR FQ, 51) = 1.90, p = 0.16],
AR = Fp A a2 S 2SR A IE A R TG 2 25 5, ThiAE
MEA—BEMFIFQ2, 51) = 6.19, p = 0.004, 03 =
0.20], MARTESE B AT LAY 2 3 11 IE 6 3
i TR ol . HoAth 52 AR AN 03 (ps >
0.05)

M o 6t W 8 a7 4 A 25 10 109 B g B 41 ik
PGSR R 6 FiR,

X IS W R 8 A 2R AT 2H 53] < 00 B 3] 3 2R 2 < A=
BEN KRR E R M )y 22500, AR EoR, EYis
Bl 2R A ) 3 ] SR < 2] B ) 52 HAE L B 3, FQ2,
104) =3.61, p = 0.043, 17 = 0.065, ﬁ—iﬁﬁzﬁﬁ
IR R Wi s 20T, 0 S A 70 38 o) i 2

* 6 IWEASEIWAHELE Flanker F&8PEEZETHR
R Bt M (SD) (ms)

AEYEShZE R R 2053 JFandiny
W R 2 573 (82)
. —H fEE T 20 531 (55)
FEHELYIEE) Wi 601 (79)
o fHENT 2H 545 (57)
S WEREAL 663 (105)
‘ —# T4l 604 (78)
Glissela WPl 704 (109)
A fEE T 20 666 (96)
S WEEEAL  577(83)
. —H fEENT 20 552 (83)
FTHLAEYIZ 5) VR4l 594 (80)
Ao it 26 561 (89)

HHMPIR R T 225001, 4R R, TR EY)
BT, OE IS AL < 20 51 9 58 AR 1 3%,
F(1,52)=5.10, p = 0.03, n5 = 0.09, #E—H: a7 BRI
SyMTEBR, TEWTRE[F(1, 52) = 42.15, p < 0.001, 03 =
0.45) 5 T i [F(1, 52) = 10.87, p = 0.002, 15 =



57

0.17], MIFE —H 5 R -8Bz B, 1
X AR 2 S AE T R b S o B3 TR A s )
ZRUETT, O3 35 28 R < 21 ) 1 58 AR AN 3
F(1, 52) = 2.18, p = 0.15; TEFIHLAEYEH T,
A < S AR AN B3, F(1, 52) =
0.81, p=0.37. BRILZAb, 20 F80% B3, F(1, 52) =
4.95, p = 0.030, n; = 0.09, Wr 2 [ 5 I if f 2
R U A I E Y eSS VAT E A G R
52) = 87.77, p < 0.001, 03 = 0.63, MALEMIE 5%
FAF T B RN TR — Bk A iEsh &
BN 3, F(2, 104) = 53.88, p < 0.001, 2 = 0.51,
ANRATE SE R RN AT AL AE W38 sh 4400 T 19 S g B gl
BT R A S 5k, SE BT BLAE P i S B
ESAREE . EWIE s R E AR A
Ve W3, F(2, 104) = 17.56, p < 0.001, n} = 0.25,
HoAth 32 T AEHBIAS .3 (ps > 0.05).

R T PG PRA TR R B0 TR, E— X AT
PRV IAT T 2 (o) WrBEL, f@Urdl) x 3
CEWizah 28l se8, JmEs, T80 EE &
ZoHr. SRR, A5=<A s s R AN 22 BAE
83, F(2,104)=3.61,p=0.043,17 = 0.07, #f—
A TR BN A BT R BR, TESE A Wis B AR R IF(L,
52) = 5.10, p = 0.028, 3 = 0.09], WrEE#L ik M AT
PN AE 2 = TEUT L, WiERERF(L, 52) =
2.18, p = OASVHHTELIA B sh & [F(1, 52) =
0.81, p=0.371F, PHLHBHRAY AT B SON E A
WBEZESFANE 7 PR). XU HH T A R
Y13z 3 b B ST RN TR A T I il at
I E SRR AT RLE A= iz 3h L, W OB T4 il fin
TARCRRA WE 2R WA, EWis g2 500
3, F(2, 104) = 17.56, p < 0.001, n3 = 0.25, 5%
FHTEL A W32 2h Z 0 T I PAT 42 il 3800 A B 2 s
FIRER A Wis s 45, i SE R AR Wi B S T AR
T4 I BN A 5 4T BLAE W38 sh 45k 2 A B3
E5 . M FRNARE, F(1, 52) = 0.001, p =
0.98,

SCER 2 A T K 1b AR, FEE A iz Bl
I, W BRI R B TR RN, LT
Pl T Ak i AR TR Tk, e R AT L
A Bl b, Wy Bl A AUE 7 4 i on T3 5 fdt
WA LA B 25 5. S0 2 I as SR — 2Bt
BT W B i 3 6) 8 8 A W3 Bl i BRUA T 45 T D RE 32
B, 10X R FR AT LB A= W is sh P TR I D RE I A

e A& 45 AW shE B W BN 1A e 2 N 4% T BB 119 5% 1 1149
5= O W1
250 .
* n.s. n.s.
200 F
150 | ,
é °
g 100 | . B
= b
g osof aal 0 I
fiud iy Y ces oS°
2 o N EEr
—50 | )
_100 1 Y 1 1
TR JREB FTHL
B 7 WrkEgE ST AR =R A s shE w1 AT I
il RN =

T PUTHRIRONAE = RT wr s — RT wn sy 12250 AR ELR,
*p < 0.05

Z, XELLEIRAE—ERRE AT RE ML T A is
B 1 H AR TE RN TR0 R332 3hohn T v ARO[ 1
N, AEAEST B AL

5 Eihie

AT GE 2R FH 20 3 3 2 0 25 3R R AR 5, DA
Flanker yuzUMyAEX, 8T A Wiz ghfa B W
ANARTE B K T RE 520 o 7 28 HLTE 78 0 2653000 3
(SE50 la), W B A B PAT 428 i 20k b 281K T
AR, MEERESE TR m LA g2
o M HARE R 58 B A Wris g P S, W AR
TETE B 58 AT 28 0 A TRCR ) B E KT
FENTAMAR (LS 1b).FF H., 784 i Flanker 1155 1,
W B A~ A X6 52 8 A2 W3 sl A 8L I BT 9 1l R AT
AR T T AR (LR 2) o (HJE, X F R AT
(A is sh (5 8, P RE T B . R E M
AT -0 3 22 5, X s S B Iy i
AT 5B A Wiz B (5 B T R T RE A AE BB, T
Xf Jey BB AT EL A= Wiz sh 5 2 1Y i = P g 5 4>
PAEAL

B, AW ERE T UGS R, fEg
ITE R R & BT A AR R T 45 i
AE AP FEBRAR, A T RN R R M YIRS
T A A B3 2% 5 (Dye et al., 2007; %44 H
55, 2019) W BRI BRA T 42 1 ) BB AZ 451 7 HLAAT:
% FALp & B, BN, FEER Stroop {145, Wil
JLFE R I EAC TV L3E, B T HPATIE S
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L

UyRETE & J& i o 7 b 52 3] T 1 3 (Figueras et al.,
2008), — UK FLATF 52 >R FHIA RN Stroop 4155 A B, 1
SIS FE bR b, T LB A I R R EOR B & T
Wy bs L FEMR B 548 b, AR L@ L2, Wy L
FAE N450 iy Bk 7 EORRY TS, 1 N450
TEAM R b FZ A TT R UEI, AT5EE A T B
Bl i 4 ] b w5 I BL R T BESZ 40, TEh
WIS AR R AN BCRE T R RE(BRBE 4%, 2020), fH
R, TEARWIZE, W A TSR TR R S
I IIRE IR W 25 5, A R SRR A R
—H((Dye et al., 2007; EHIHE 45, 2019), BLHINrHE
AN BE % A S50 T2 28 Ok 58 1l 28 34 i 7 2 1
25

ENIEnEE Rty B e | Bi i BNy & El i N
T W 25 0187 58 1 AR W32 A5 5 X T e S
EEIIRERIREM . R LB, 2 H AR 58 B
A WIE B BN, W B A R o AR T A
RN TR S AR TR T A X AR — T
(LR I SR T b Qi g e g e E R N N R E =
IJHE(Federico et al., 2013), &3 — J5 Ta 15 B Wt B~ 44
X 5 8 A Wy az ) A7 TR A T R B RN PR AT A A L
BT BB DA AT — ST A A W i S
BN TR S ESE . BN, Ludlow %(2013)%%8 T
W B LB XSGR/ NSRRI (s | Bk, B, €.
PR IE  RA Nt iF . B . . B
SR 48 BB RE R, BIFSE R BT B L O
N SR 28 1R 00 B8 ) R 22 T FLAFR i DT IC Y
T JLEE, 156 W B A A 0T 26 38 3 i A 23 155 26
TTAFTEBEE o AH FEXS G RN NSRS BRI 25 26 1
AR, X' /N AT ZE T 1) BRI R K k) AR
iz B AN, X e KRR B My T AN S 8
TR IR R BL K R DA RN 3 A 5
(Kim et al., 2013), B, ARUFFY R T LA,
TE—E BB 7R 1 W B S A0 A= Wiz g 7 BT
EAFAEBRSE . s sl T HEE 2 E R, A&
Wiz g N 5 Ak 2 AN IS B A 8 VTR OC &R (Kéri
& Benedek, 2009), PAIFEWFITHIA A AMARE 4 ¥z
S BN TRE T 2 B A 20 N R RE ) i B AR
br(Pavlova, 2012), 40, k23 INENRE T AEAEBRBE 1)
P AE 8 2 W A7 78 A Wiz dh A5 BN T RE ) 32 4
(Blake et al., 2003; Freitag et al., 2008; Koldewyn et
al., 2010), Pk, WrBEAAxT Wi s 5 B a0t =
RIZE DIRESZ L, ATRE Sk T HAR S Nk . X S
DAFE G T W B A E 2 A RN O BIF R 45 R — 2, W s

ANMATE 1R 25 PR (de Gracia et al., 2021) L0
PSS 4t 25 DA 5 TH AT 7 B[ (Peterson & Siegal,
1995; Remmel & Peters, 2009; Russell et al., 1998;
Stanzione & Schick, 2014), fHZ, Wy AKX A=)
iz 25 B 0 W T RE A A 5 HAE 2 R g
FEAER OGO RIEA Rt — L ST

AT RIS, RAEXT 28 A Y is s B
Tk, WrBe MR BT R W& DRz, S bR
A Ry R RN T ALY A Wiz sl e 9 i), W e AT
TERE ST | S 1 APRATHEE ) b om0 g S 4y
AV 225 o IZEER— I E UL 1 W RS AT JR)
PRI T ALY 2R Wiz 3 1 T DD RN AFTE BN, ) —
T3 Ty B TR AR B 5 R iz s 5 BAEE W iz
S T fEAE T ML AL T — s uEdE o DAEXY
TAY iz B E BN R R B, AT R AR
A Wpiz SiE BT REAE A Wiz s B R B vh R iR
M7 FAE F (Troje & Westhoff, 2006), fIF5% % 45 Y,
18 Jay B8 A= Wiz sh 7 B pyn Tad fe b, JAE Y iz 30,
JUH 2 SR 32 3l ) e 8 7 R A O L
W B T OCHERIPE T, JF HARBIZR o 9 BE ) nl BE
& 5 A fH & i) (Chang & Troje, 2009; Troje &
Westhoff, 2006). 141, X Jai A= ¥y iz sl {7 &L 1 U
PEAEBT AR LS B Afr e, BERANMARXT JR &R A iz 3
H RN T RE 7 2 e K A9 (Simion et al., 2008), It
Ak, Wang 45 (2018)R i £ 8L f WA= F S uF B, 7E
TN R B A W32 B 5 S, ik 50% YAk ) 22 5
AT AL R SR R, X S8 e A Wiz i T 25
TEAR KRR BE b 32 #0858 A 32 A HA AR R g PR R 10 5
Wi, HANAZ 3t R 520 . Hirai F1 Senju (2020)
Pt T —Fh O T A YE s TRy T, ]
WA A iz s 5 B (17 E B9 6 s/ OB,
FAEMDRG, 2 BE T (step detector) R 4T
B K SVEPEAL (bodily action evaluator) R 40, JEIFD
A6 0 2% G2 AR R I T A Bl ) BT AR AT Y ) S
5 AL T BT )L R RE S E R, ZR
GRS JE R AR B B ARSI AL RS
TN TAYE S AR S 1, % R GO T e 4
59 iR B 542 30k 2% 2 (Hirai & Senju, 2020),
W, Wy A A S8 % A s B T R D RE R B A2 4,
AT BE A T T 0 228 30 %1 < T 4l A 1) A 2 A 1 PR 5
2B A LA St 25 S0k 2 2 22 56 AN R] B B 73 471,
WEFE ANk & —had B2 ) AT, 1 H WY
AR TRl CANIRER, Gk E R —F
et LR, H g R 0y R0 %A % vk



471 73

AR 5 AW S E BT R R M 2 T hE

b= AN 1151

(Wang et al., 2020), Ftt, WrFEAMATELIF LN H
o S R T TR 8% I 4 e B e B e 1 BRUA T 4 R 2
RESZ A0 ] AE 9 MR I 304 5 . RS T ALY A= 9
BN TR ART R B T Rtz shE R, A
X G B SRR 5 R B 2 b — A A S AR I, A
DZ R RAR . i, HERRIECA TS )R
FRAE Wiz S5 I, I R A A ) 12 2 D 2% )

BT B EZE R 7@%—%\ 2 th, 4R Flanker i1

EAE R B PR AT PRI SRR, W A5 9%
L T 58 8 A Wi sl B PhAT F ) ) g

B, TR AT ELAE i sl {5 B AT 3 1 ) g
SRR WS X e T AR
Y3z s W HARTE AR TR Jsy 5842 3 TS B R AS
[ A0 T, AT REAFAE A ST B i AL

A, |THkEER-MIEZIFEER,
mAzgfE B E—MizaifE R, Fit, 7E§kE
SR 38 S5 BN T B 7FE A B 2B R 22 S
Al 3E B2 Bl JE M 2 SRR R . AR SR AT L
PRI AR AR YA S5 B FR S B AR W is s s B
XA SIS 25, R AT L A 52 96 0007 e P R 3k
iz sk, R EYEBUR I E 4G T 8L I
H, Rkrssdf w2t —2 R ] ERP 3 fMRI £
AR A8 7% Wt B A~ A X6 5 2 RN Jmy &8 A 32 B )
IR N TE 2L

6 45

A 5T R WA W38 Bl A 8 23 1 T AR 1Y
RS DIRE . 24 B AR RICA 76 8 AR P32 sh 5 BT,
W A A ) 3 T A i AR T4 T D) BB 22 48, T AE Jm)
%ﬁﬂﬂ%i%zmmu o WT B A AR ) 1 7

L TERE DL %ﬁmﬁﬁi%hoL%#
%TﬁM%T&Mﬁ%@&%E%meM&E
TN TRFAE R, R R AR Wiz sl in T e S
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Abstract

Biological motion conveys extensive social information. Thus, the accurate identification of biological
motion information is essential for our survival and social development. Previous studies have suggested that
auditory deprivation could alter the visual attention function of hearing-impaired individuals. However, the
impact of biological motion information on the visual attention function of such individuals remains unclear.
The attentional network test (ANT), along with a modified Flanker task, was used in the study to investigate the
attentional network function in processing point-light biological motion information in hearing-impaired and
hearing individuals.

In Experiment la, the classical ANT was used to investigate the attentional network function of
hearing-impaired individuals. In this task, in which the target stimulus comprised a series of arrows featuring a
central arrow flanked by additional arrows, participants were required to judge the direction of the central arrow.
In Experiment 1b, a modified version of the classical attentional network test was employed, using intact, local,
and scrambled biological motion sequences as target stimuli to investigate the influence of biological motion
information on the attentional network function. Experiment 2 employed an adapted version of the Flanker task
to examine the executive control in processing intact, local, and scrambled biological motion sequences. In Experiments
1b and 2, participants were required to judge the walking direction of the central point-light biological motion.

The results of Experiment la indicated that executive control efficiency was markedly lower in
hearing-impaired than among hearing individuals. However, no significant differences were observed in alerting
and orienting efficiencies between these two groups. Experiment 1b results indicated that hearing-impaired
individuals had significantly lower efficiency in alerting and executive control in intact biological motion than
hearing individuals. However, no significant differences were observed in the efficiencies of the three attentional
networks between two groups in terms of processing local and scrambled biological motion. Experiment 2
results further revealed significantly lower efficiency of executive control in hearing-impaired than in hearing
individuals for intact biological motion, but not for local or scrambled biological motion.

Overall, the present study reveals that biological motion information could affect the attentional network
function of hearing-impaired individuals. The findings not only deepen academic comprehension of the visual
attention for biological motion information among hearing- impaired individuals but also offer empirical support
for the specificity of local biological motion processing.

Keywords hearing impaired individuals, biological motion, attentional network test



