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Abstract

In present study, we used spatial cueing task, which cues were happy, anger, or neutral facial ex-
pressions, to investigate the effects of intimacy motivation on attentional bias for facial expres-
sions of emotion. The results revealed that high intimacy motivation individuals showed signifi-
cantly longer response latencies when the face cues were anger and happy relative to neutral on
invalid trials. On the contrary, there was no significant difference on valid trials. These findings
suggested that attentional bias in high intimacy meotivation participants might reflect a selectively
attentional maintenance on the emotional stimuli; hence they were more easily affected by emo-
tional stimuli and behaved as though they were hard to disengage from emotional stimuli.
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R

ARFFRA “BMERES” LRWEX, UARBEEAEN. 5. PHEASEME, ERARR
AU EE B AR 1 R R R AN . SRR, BRMFNABETRERFAAT, XU
AEPOARR LRI EERIB A RN B2 T ik, TERRERRZM TEE RIEMBERN. Xt
PRERAISNLMETE 5 R BB EE B (RXMBTE) MRS, RIA PGB E R LR M, HiE
T 16 T A FE AL A R — o ook R 9 P R

XA
SRABINL, FERME, EREE, EEEREE HEmL

1. 518

SRAFHL(affiliation motivation) X AR @ EAZ BN, e M S NZRE. A A EE ARG R
WIE RS TRE, FEARHMER “ @57, gRFEIRE KEBURKEF KRR (Boyatzis, 1973: FRAtw, i, x|
iy 2003) o SEFBIHUE N — Pt S, HF=E TR & T — AL g #2 (Ainsworth, 1989; Baumeister
& Leary, 1995), SEATEZAS AT Z 50U, AR T @RGSR, IR sy NRRAAE
RREVL Rt 220 BRI LA IR .

HFFE NS R E BEEAER, e9l%. EEMERAT A, FMEFEE A R B AR
75 [ (positive incentive) (12822, [BIEEELAG 4% 155 [M (negative incentive) 2822 (1 404, 5, 2014; Wang,
Liu, & Yan, 2014; Wang, Liu, & Zheng, 2011). ARIZEFAZIHLACFMERINFAT BRI, meRshbl
AT TR MG R, BE2RRICEW. e SR MRERSINAMATE 2 1 585,
FOVAI A A= 7% ¥ 75 B 25 M 5% (Deci & Ryan, 2000; McAdams & Bryant, 1987). W& AN, EKSEMBIHIA
AR AR TR AF Al RE S8 T X FAT A ZE R . Bk, SrMshPlANMAH T2 T S5t N 2 18
(R R AR 25 DL S 44 5 i N R AR I IO &, DAL, A AT T sE ) T ekt oA s b ) IEME A2 5
() B ] 2R A o PRI v () S PR AR A A5 s A, RS ANSIAILA 2 I A 28 L R O 4k 245 5 ) 23 fi )
(Schultheiss & Hale, 2007).

R ) — A B AN TR . EFIHE — T s, Atkinson AT Walker (1958)% FH 81~ %1%
1E5%, RRHREIM 4 5k FlE R, BFE—TkinFLEE AR A =5k AR LB AESE AR . SRR, &
SRANBHLA A FCARSE AN BB BE SE - VR0 T FLARIE, 2R 0 i SR NS ATLAN A ) S R oS gk, At
Fi ik — 5 R A SR IGE 2 (dot-probe  paradigm) X As 8] 5 A B HL AT AN A 15 2605 8033 5 O 1) 2047 89F 5%
(Schultheiss & Hale, 2007). 45 R A&, mizk MBIHL AR E AR (T mAL) R IR B, R
1 S FH I (R Y T L) R R I R R AR 1) o T RS AN SIATLAN A G AN [F 17 28 Th AL I J B 2 )8 A 2 B H AT ]
ZE5to

KT ] B = AN, 200 3 S PR — Bl A T R i [ =2 R T4 AR R P
F 8 (Brosch, Sander, Pourtois, & Scherer, 2008), 53— M s A 3 55w 7] 2 B T3 25 A e TR Y e 52
(Cisler & Olatunji, 2010) g 1" DX 73V R [ia) A2 A1 DAy 0] 175 44555 S50 P 80 i i o 75 28 45 5 PO A I Y e
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VIERF AL 2 R “ 2SI RATSS” (spatial cueing task) (7571, #lf, Bid, kb, 2011). M4HEE
REGER, WARE R R A B A R g SR S B ZE S ISR R R S R
s, W RA A LR E A & ISR R (Fox, Russo, & Dutton, 2002). 47 %23 52 A i R X
B, AR TE To AR R A B E ok H PRI 28 1 BRI S B 22 57 o R AT R R X B 4 5 B R
HMECLR L, WU R G 7R TCARER B A B A 2 B = 17] (Fox, Russo, & Dutton, 2002).

BN LR, SR AL AR IE PR 1S 2645 BAPAEE B ), AR X Fh i 2 I ) AL 2 R
TR R R RS A, BTSRRI T, R, ARG “ SRR RS 1
A R ZR S AR ER B A SR IX 4 s U B 7 AR 1] P P ZE AL

2. 7k
2.1. #ik

K ARSI 72 2% (Personality Research Form, PRF)X} 104 44 @ HEAT it , 243708l . #2218 PRF 7547,
HEUH 5% 27% IRV E N ERSE R BhLAL, 5 45 A RKFAB BRSNS . o, SsEfshil
H 23 N(FPE 10 N), CEMBIHIAH 22 N(F31E 8 N), FheVulH 18~25 X, ~FIHHEEL 20.40 & . Xf2EMZ)
LA A S50 RREAT R ARG, RIS SR AL AAAAE R TR, 44(1) =0.02,p=0.88.

2.2. LM 5t

SEMBIHL: PRF J& Jackson (1984) il 5E Murray [ 21 F i B2 e il IS8, R SCAR H 578 2% 3 MO
INFIETRZE(1986) 81T o SRAMZNNLEH L PSR TFE S BRINE. ZoER0E 16 ANTH, flm “RE
WK “WRBRTRZHMPRKE—R” %, BRKXH “RIE” HE, kRAitakE, “2”7
/19y, “B/7 13045, BVEHEDN0~16 47, /EE, RaSEMBINUKTF S . ZERCEE)ZM
M, BAREFIESE. AR ZERAN B —EE o REC8 0.75,

THFLAEL: THFLE >k B Ekman Fl Friesen (1976)#I4E R HFLRAG B A 2, BFE RS WUH bk
FL#& 24 5k THALE 7 B e AR R, AL v RN 7 K x 6 JEOK, A DL R ¥y B, 15 5%
SR GTLCEE R — B B A A S AR A (AR . SAZAE), HUOREE T IEFL A AT
. Z 0K 1,

TIHLZRTSS: %O gm T Posner 25 A (2008) B i1 141 26 % 1155 (exogenous cue task). E-prime
FEFPRCH TR 200, 2IME SO RO, BAMRETREITMA “+7, AWK ITE, 28
5 18] 500~1000 ms, SR J&5 7E e th 3 — MK T T Hh LG 6 T FL 2R, LI (] 500 ms, BEHE & — 1> 50 ms
(R, fm e 2T — KT R, 1em x Lom BB AL IES 7 g0 E S 24|
LA 17 58, HIBIEAL M “27 5, SOUR AR 2000 ms, B i fse il g (AR AR WK 2).

Figure 1. The stimuli examples of the facial expression pictures
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Figure 2. Schematic illustration of the spatial cueing task
E 2. mE%RESRIZE

A3 6 4 block, £ block 3.8 72 ¥K trials, b 2/3 f trial A SR fw, 13 #Y trial N
RMERRIE RN LI IHEHIMALRA, LRBT VLR TH RIA BT TUCAL, X &P seit & 2
BUBF AT T RN . B F e s Mttt i 2/3 BRI R AR R, BRI EDB), DIz
AR, HRAS LA e e Seit rp gl i AL PEFE B TN BE %2 60 om &b, 1R AT R BRI AR 1 4% AH B 1
e, PR EEE A FR AR AR VORESCT 1. 2 8 b R e sE R 10 IR S, FR s A iR s
IOAT S i HEN IE 2055 .

SEEOSR A 2 CRABINIAKCE: & R) x 2 (RERBA: AR L) x 3 (BHMmILEE.: =%, K.
HE) ZHRRBA W SRR R E &, RRBBAEL LRI E &R

2.3. HEMERF

Wk 1 5 TE NS P B3R o 17 B IR0 2 P AU E TSN B 58 B TRI R R AE 55 o S8R AN Sl it
B E T NISLH S A . SEITT AR 2 T, G B PR SR Ie R, Bk 58 e IR JE JT 4R 1E K
KRy KWATHG, TP ERM, IFEATR RO

3. R

SRABIHL KK P L AE AN R 22 22 AR 28 TH ALK B 56 R 1 SR S ()PS5 E AR v 22, WL 1o

SRR REAT 2 CERIZINKE: . R) x 2 (BRI HR R x 3 (B AL &%, T,
) =R EREENE T Z 0. SREW, LRIV FHNEE, F(, 43) =52.60, p <0.001. Lk
FARAE T P2 SR (393.85 ms) i 2 K T AL R 51 (343.96 ms) . SR RIS 1 45 1HI LR Y AE HAEH
2%, F(2,86)=7.99, p=0.003. #—LHiHMPNTRR, EMSERBINKLET, HEmFLIE EH
RIARZE, F(2,42) = 2.24, p=0.143. TE RSB T, T4 LR = R0 B3, F(2, 44) = 6.04,
p=0.011.

B, SRR R R AME L LR =X HAE %, F (2, 86) =4.09, p = 0.032.
BE— D WAL TR, SR MBI HAMATE O RUR R AT, X DU 5 M R 48 28 1 S s
S8 ON R (415.46 ms AT 416.12 me) B E KT 14:(376.13 ms), MiRTH & Z M ZE A EE, ALK
R EA RKIATAT R E BN . THRSERISIHAMATER SRR R KT, UL =B LR R
I RE R S S I 2 TR 3% 2 2

4. e
ARSI K A AR BAT 55, WA RIS G AL (R BRI k) A szm b k), % R [ R A1 B LK T
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Table 1. Mean reaction times and standard deviations in the spatial cueing task for each category and each experimental
group

L FEMSRKPAER LR EEMFER AL LR TR M FtREE

SR ARSI f&SERMBIHLA
RRFM (EEEN M SD M SD
[P 348.31 61.70 335.76 33.07
ARER i 350.52 63.33 338.83 36.34
i 346.49 57.82 343.86 41.49
5 416.12" 95.44 380.26 48.26
Tk %R s 415.46™ 92.05 379.87 42.37
it 376.13 62.69 395.25 63.64

wE: “p<0.01.

AN AR ) S N EENLRIEEAT TR T B TR o, ISR AR BB A A [ 175 48 T AL o 26 28 1 el
WO, WA MR RIEREET R RZAM T, A REZER, HCEMBIILMR AT R Y
RRVERME . AR, EEEMBIHAMALE TSR R KM T, X DUIEVERS 2845 B8 %) A U 18 2845 5 (1
)RR Z R R R BRI S5 B KT P, S SRR AMA S 5 52 SIS TS B s], R
NG LEVEAS B SRR A . A R R AR, KRR SR A 2 3 72 e, A R
S BRI R .

AR BF 58K F 0 R0 B AT 45 R A R 0 9 5380 R B v S RN S LA P 5 IF M 1 26 15 5 A7 76 18 7 A 17
(Atkinson & Walker, 1958; Schultheiss & Hale, 2007), TiIAHH 781 — A2 %3 =i [ () A EE LRI BE4T T F %2,
RIS AL RN VS 2515 B 07 2 O ) E T X0 TP 1 28 05 I (5 %) PR 3 At R A, T AS A ot
IEMESE B MRS [HAERNE, SURFRNER, SRR a2 E WU mAE
TR BN k23, SeRMBINANMERE 5 2B 4 1S BRG], G2 EMMEEEER, &
RS EEE . A SEEIX P50 ?

RGP ELL, RIS B T H R B A MEM TR HRSEZ M E (Ellsworth &
Scherer, 2003). X T R MBI MATT S, MATHBEIM S NGERE . SAEIAEAH NBERNERZE,
FHIB R S5 N, QR UFIE R (Boyatzis, 1973; [AAkBF, 0%, %57, 2003). i, #osFrhE
W IE M 2805 B (6 T L) RHRAT T 5 A8 — P AR R, F56 T AT AN RR 22, H3R 7 AbAT T
TR, AR X IS 281 B B ] o X i i) AN — o T U B, T — g B
PERYER . 2T AMEBHEE, BRSSO UE — PR R, (X R 7 R A
SR SR AN TR B R A BN L IRt SR IS 5t N AR IR 2R, AU B R 1) 2 B
535 XA T 5 4555 5 FE (Schultheiss & Hale, 2007). B, $5 261 1) 6 15 45 15 2. (TR THI L) R RE 5] 7
MATHERE . S2M—8, &EMPFREREMEINIE S T — MR O fE 4 (fear of rejection) s
(Schultheiss, 2008), X A4S R MBI A HE 28 1445 BT H UK

CEA AT AT SR AR SRR 5 0L, AT DAURIN, s ST AN 1P (5 %) Rl A M (BR) AL 215 B8
B EIFER R . 10 H, X e R IR — M B (v B4R . X PR R 4R AR =R A B AL
AR BRI ARSI AT SR TS, R RS A U B SRR TR AR, T (S B MU SR
it BSR4 B L 0 R, AT A ik — 20 (R R
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ST I 27 B SR B =S P TR H BB (a5 Kf201418).
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