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Abstract

Restrained eaters have been defined as chronic dieters who restrict their food intake to lose or
keep their bodyweight. Boundary theory of eating suggests that restricting food consumption takes
vast cognitive resources, so it may impact food consumption of restrained eaters while emotion
occupies cognitive resources. However, the effects of emotion on inhibitory control of different
subgroups of restrained eaters are still unclear. Present study is aimed to investigate the differ-
ence of inhibitory control by Go-Nogo paradigm between two different subgroups of restrained
eaters under both threshold emotion and subliminal affective priming. The results show that the
inhibitory control in response to food-cues of unsuccessful restrained eaters is particularly inter-
fered by negative emotion. On the contrary, there is no such effect on successful restrained eaters.
The different influence of negative emotion on different subgroups might be one of the most im-
portant factors for successful restrained eating.
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FRAIIER R EFPINNRA T AR E R E TR 5 KRB T /AR G EIRUON, Rk
REFARENNRE. MIEE SN, SBORBZERBUETT AR 152X BRI RGN SR
PEAR B AT IR 6] B RS R B . AT 98K A Go-Nogo & X 2 AR I 7 B AT R S 48 X P KR
) PR B 2 SR R D ORI o 2 SRR TR U HT PR A Ak R 8 2 K R M R 2R ) IR A B ) SR B M 2 AR
VERR R TI0, AR HIBREIEC R B X R R HHE S B A R AER R TI, SRS X PR IR
PEAR B3 RN ) 2 5 T R R PR A MR AR R BRI B R R 22—

XK ia
R RE, F9, T M

1. 818

MR, DAENIE BT, AT IERIXFE, R2 AR B O R E BRI B,
M FF G XN AT BRI, TR LMEZ . H— M, 2004 3£ E LR 1980 4 & H # fs
% (Ogden et al., 2006). FrLARR T X EAAER LS, BERER S BT PRARAR E R F R — N REE . &
AR 2 N S5 0E i PR ) AR SR AT T AR, AKZE Sk R #8281 (Mann et al., 2007). — I} 36
I ] ke s o M Lo b 6000 N HEAT (R TRI AR BIE T, % j Dy ) A F 45 1) 78 SOk 10% )4 =2 9 HL4E KR
XA E R —4F (Thomas, Bond, Hill, & Wing, 2011). {H/&, IATLEMNIEHIEETERA S T H#EHT)
A& KO B ML (Stroebe, van Koningsbruggen, Papies, & Aarts, 2013).

Herman & Mack (1975)#& HFR filtE R S . HH AT, PRI & & SR S M LT & R
¥ (Pazfilho & Licinio, 2009) 58 ki, HAL H S INPE K, AKX & 47 N B 50 R0 IR P O BE 5 0F 90 K
EEEHEME, RO, &KX, 2012).

11. PREIERR

BRI MR B B Herman A1 Mack (1975)4& tH 744 H g SO, A 1 FEARAN AERR A4 25 1T 0 FA B 48 ANk 47 R
HIH97E B R4 N (Herman & Mack, 1975; Wadden, Brownell, & Foster, 2002) . S 4R AR 7 & % B 1l 4
MERFRESAME, ERE EWARMERE, HLEEKE, REMEREEFETREA: 1) HaiER
M, REPEREEEHIR AR E R BRI 4ER AR, 2) Hk, PREIHREE T iEmE K
Wi, o B EA N ARREE: 3) PREIVER &8 XTI PR EIBR T R ECE R R BRI a8, BRI
ik G R D AR BN 4) FFHAELERENE ILGLE S et al, 2011). Fik, AHF50R PR
eI EN, AT FE R SR P b s i ) o BRI PR IR o e DR IR SO B i, KO
P A2 B AR

PRHIPER B3 2 TR 4E R — MR ERNRE EYEE A Z —(Lowe, 1993; Tepper, Trail, & Shaf-
fer, 1996), PRIVEIR 38 A E SR E AT e, 1M H 5 5 I 1) 7R 258 5 v ik JE BR i) 141 & # (Stice, Davis,
Miller, & Marti, 2008) -5 BRI TR & AT AR 2, A 28 BRIV & 2 th T Bt £ ) 1 ) B0 A

(=)
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PRI B o AR TP R A AE — S i o s PR I BR A 14 IR 3 (Polivy, 1976) 80 IEFEZ 4k
F&(Heatherton, Herman, & Polivy, 1991) k55K i) R il 147X £ & # (Polivy & Herman, 1999). {H& iF4n b i
Bt iy, A2 B BRI AR & & B BRAR I 42 B IR B AT e BRI IR B AT 40 R —— K
Tiy RV o sy P R ) A 2 v R o ) () A AR AT B R PR A, T SR I ) R AP Tk B
AR PRI AR &, i e AR = (Strien & Ouwens, 2007).

St R i A R 2 3R AT 0 3 SR P P i T L o A R M T & F: 3R (Resstrained Scale, RS). faf == A
YR 47 M1 %5:(The Dutch Eating Behavior Questionnaire, DEBQ)FI =X & X & 7 ¥ (Three Factor Eating
Questionnaire, TFEQ). = MER&HFTINE, H WL RS W& 22 KM R EI K &%, DEBQ
AN TFEQ B 2 0 & 1 B (¥ PR i #4£ 7 & 3 (Stice, Sysko, Roberto, & Allison, 2009).

12, FEXRHIM IR RIEMAFRE)

1A — MR IOR DRe, 0T NFIZ ) B B ARAT AT 4 (1zard & Ackerman, 2000). Mgt £r3)
Bls STEIRIR B, P, RO, SR . BRICE (Greeno & Wing, 1994) 213 A4 i () AN 3F B i FE 4R
52 3] — b B R ECHE AR A PRI 25 520 (Greeno & Wing, 1994; Wing, Blair, Epstein, & Mcdermott,
1990; Blair, Wing, & Wald, 1991; Willner & Healy, 1994; Macht & Simons, 2000). K&k BIAN#E N T Rt
JE A7 & 4 i (Oliver & Wardle, 1999). XAl —1545 1M 5, mlReSHm—Mo AR &Y, HHS
AR —30 0 o XS TR — NI S, A FE g0 gk & i s B oA — o 5 an e IR 2 25 3 n gt
B 77 645 ) £ /b 13 £ & (Koball, Meers, Storferisser, Domoff, & Mushereizenman) . iX fh{EAMAFI TS 2% 2
() PRI R ] m] AP AE DAAE B 7 H i 1 240 (Van Blyderveen et al., 2016).

R BRI AR B3 N T IR B AR SR E M B 1), KEIRE T EHE WS RN, B4y
PRPIR AN TR BRE AP R ERE BRAE RE S, DL RO BRREAS I AR RS . JIARSE . X PP o 0L,
AR IR EI T 7E AR FAE T AR R Rl . SRR AN E Sz —, FHRH TR FRE
LERCM IR B AR RS, 4n7F Herman Z5(1984)#2 i i A BE 18, Boon A1 Strobe 2548 ! 4G FR 8 /138, Stice
LIRSS,

Horr, Herman (1984)%5:#2 H! i1 7 B8 (Boundary Theory of Eating) 2 475 A A& 1k & A i B
e EEMEISZ —o ZHEIR R AR BT R (YUl SR A2 3 SR FRATTIR IR 3 = A X L
WRFAEM R R . fEX =X LR 2 YURIE 2022 2 AR E IR PROE X . % A2
Wi EHEE SR UL R, KA CYRERERN YRR S, BARYE B O AR B L Rk ik
T, (HRRHIVEREE A T R B g, SAH CMIT IR E — M EUS, IR
HEED L ENE, NMAR RS ER B E 1), B TR U IR A RN E 2
RN EHIE R, IF XA R R R B AE R E A R EORYERF 1. s 48 I, KRER)
WHIZ R 24 e TACBE ST B S B 40R 0L, SUE W el e 2 2ol fe. gy &, H A
FEAF I & 5 SO R, SR TR SRR M 2S5 iR e, xS & P4k 2 5 Uk
LW ERE S, AT LR BNk, &k, OB KREXRTHIT. —BERHWE A ER
s . B2 A4 T (negative autobiographical experiences). 15 Velten fi: [ & Z ROk A5 (Velten-self
referent statements). S IN/AFeiEYE.  ABRHESF (interpersonal rejection). &5 £l i 4% 7235 Kk i MG 46 )5
S B ) PR B 3 AR PR AP AR o B 4T NI 22 R (Stroebe et al., 2013). RIAHF TR DL, FlktE 414
HOPR A& 133 & B (Mm & Hetherington, 2004; Polivy & Herman, 1999; Ruderman, 1986; Herman &
Mack, 1975). {HHA /> F8 73 B I K 30 RR il 14 1 & 5 A8 v i 48 ) ik & B 19 In (Oliver, Wardle, & Gib-
son, 2000; Heatherton, Herman, & Polivy, 1991). a1 LR, AIhAT S PR 6 AR & 3 FE N Fn AT A
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Figure 1. The boundary model of eating
1 REETHA A ER

TIHHAERROZESR . FTCUR IR A A G —HZR, FTRER U 1A R R B mh ) s AN
SRR PR A A 2 X P TR X 3

1.3. {TH#IEIEHI R Go-Nogo FRTER

AT MRS, R FRAERE E AL N AR AR AE 17, 5AMRAARE RS % YA K (Yuan, Yang,
Meng, Yu, & Li, 2008; Albert, Lépezmartin, & Carretié, 2010; Fuster, 2000; Li, Huang, Constable, & Sinha,
2006). HEHAERES, 0 AhE A A 7 — S A AR, FRAT S S LR N R SIS T L
SERI L, IXM SN RS FH RN o 4 FRATT TN — 2e R HLEPE A A, X e DA I AR & 0 A P
M, H E A S8 AR N, ATHERATIAT 8 53 5ILE. b TIARErgN, HEH
75 BT 0 ZBUEE A TR 1) R SR DA R A B RAT AR AR AT il e JIAEIX 9 & Pyl o 22 0 E )
i, AT HIEE B R B H R R P R B 4R A B R K 2 — (Bjorklund & Shackelford, 1999; Li,
Huang, Constable, & Sinha, 2006). {ENPATINEE RS H L0y, AT NINHFESIFE TP o i & Lk
% % % B (1)1 F (Nederkoorn, Smulders, Havermans, Roefs, & Jansen, 2006).

AT, #7372 T8 5O g o R AT #4225 Je X 25 . Go-Nogo 1F45(Elliott, Ru-
binsztein, Sahakian, & Dolan, 2000). Stop-Signal 1T:45(Dimoska, Johnstone, & Barry, 2006)#1X{i% Oddball 1T
%%(Wang et al., 2011). Go-Nogo 155 1) SLii@ iR . 1l ER A [FIRIESE AT trial £50(25% VS 75%), ffi 7%
HCH S S AR et s A £ 345 5 B (Dillon & Pizzagalli, 2007) . 24 55 —Fh/IMBEE B SRR B, TSR A1 A7)
I SERT R S BL Sl . RAFEAR S8 H a0 Nogo HINEUEEAT IN I A4S T AT Az id A2, (HxF Go Hl#k
T AESE. B LAPTEAAEAT AANRIZE L (22 bR S B RN (7 55, R4, &N, 2010).

1.4. [ElREAHR S

WEFEE I G FERBIPERR & T R RIMA IR 2 — . IR, TR 45 RERAR IR 1
W E MR MRES T, TN R AR IR R, FRASBOLEERMEEE . H
FEIFARFTA IR EIPER B MR B AR RER I s B B QR B AT AT R D i (A 2
KERI AR T LB DEBQ HEARILE Hi oK, 4 v BIR i 1 25 400 ) 1 0401 BV Jle T OB P A o, A
A3 15 B BE AR DA 2 I A B ORA A 2 A 5 T e R 1 v 25 4 P 0T e DA 7 SR D ) R e
AT A B R T R IR 5 R AR N

PRI, ASHITTT & AL 5 G215 2506 BRI R G BR 1 PR 2 ksl RE R R A 2 7. 5 H 2R
T 7 S R AE PRI R — Rk A AR R BE 0, 385 AT 2 R b R o DAAE RO 78 K870
R TG B IR LRI . AHIE T 78 7 A0 NI — 238k, RN IR I8 1 B 26 MR T 1 48
X BRI R RS

2. S—
2.1. SCHEAY
21— {5 I Go-Nogo i s = i ik (A B e £ 2% « ol R 4 8 A R R R

()
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EVEAFKITEL B2 TR SERTER 3D, WA RLR(EDRRNAERYLR) KGR . R
PEID AR, S AR 2 A SR TP R 1 1 R 0 S D R (K M2 S RE 05 T X RS Bl 1 PR o 426 A
AT PR 1) 41 R B 2 B 4 42 1) 0 T R

2.2, #R

TG R R N IR SRR AR . TR SRR e R AT AT S () M B A SRS s TE R
W HE S I sE s AR R R BRI R s MUDIE R R IEML I IEH (FLE S etal, 2011).,

S A FH A 22 AR 47 9 1) 35:(The Dutch Eating Behavior Questionnaire, DEBQ) X # i ik 4T i 1 »
P T ESR 1 5 FT SN2 56 ARFEHT A kRUE: DEBQ_R < 16 W\ & NAEMR &Ik &% DEBQ R > 27,
DEBQ_EM < 30, DEBQ_EX < 30 H#HfTE=GIMR A 6 MH, A IR BRH PR &3
DEBQ_R>27, DEBQ_EM > 30, DEBQ_EX >30 H#HTARE & H1mf AL (7)) 6 NMH, IRk
MIBREIPE IR 38 (FLEE et al,, 2011). HJEHRAIM 300 &4k ik i 54 444k H4E IE % Ul A (BMI =
18.5~23) )% 4= (Oliver & Wardle, 1999). “FH4FE#EN: M =203+ 1.6 (JH%). EAFEENE 1.

2.3. {UAFFAHR

AHF 78K F B Van StrienFrijtersBergers I Defares 4 il faf 2 N7k & 47 4 W% (The Dutch Eating Beha-
vior Questionnaire, DEBQ)[X 7> # 1. DEBQ &3t =AM il %545 132 & (emotional eating). #h#B 1k
£ (external eating) LA Az FR 1) 14 37E £x (restrained eating) =N i) 3, 3L 33 NI H 1~5 Tisid . % B5E
FNRRE R AT, =57 ) 2 1) A — B0k & 209 5 1% 46 P2 &1 (DEBQ_M) 0.95: #Miik £ (DEBQ_E) 0.81;
PR 133 £ (DEBQ_R) 0.95 (Oliver & Wardle, 1999; Rotenberg & Flood, 1999). & HLLE [F Py A N5 0% B 4T
HImzisHmERE.

K FH S0 AL A5 A0 15 25 B (Visual Analogue Mood Scales, VAMS), b4t 7E 1~100 F& 25 4% ik
— ARG AT PR, TSR AL, WG, UL mNFIE R, ERE VT RLT.
FH TERE B 7 15 5 2 MR i A4 B 26 (Visual Analogue Sales, VAS) I &4 iR LK FL S o

AAEH R “ghz g2l RiF R IEMERES: (A EERN “ZRER” R M.
EFKXHMIELE L, X ElFELms 77z K35 R (Krumhansl, 1997; Peretz, Gagnon, & Bouchard,
1998; Baumgartner, Esslen, & Jancke, 2006) .

SO T R R B R AL BB A (Kong, Yan, & Hong, 2015)fE A% Rl Ao Herr 60 gkt
B (0 SRR FAYD ) A0 120 sk EE . B & bRt AL 2B, K/hgi— 4 500 x 275 5%, B
SRNAt, BT HREIETRE. M5KE A #HEH Photoshop HHT 4 EIMGAALEE, WHE KNG —. FrfHlik
HE AR 5 L R B e,

Table 1. Describe statistics of basic information among three groups (M + SD)
= 1. ZHAWIKERERERSITRM £ SD)

2 N FR(H D) BMI DEBQ R DEBQ_EM DEBQ_EX

A B ) 20 20.70+1.69 19.39 + 2.47 17.55+9.97 30.80 + 10.74 33.30+5.35

% 13 19.76+130 20.26 + 2.84 28.70+11.85 28.95+12.97 28.38+5.22

Gl 21 2020+176 20.01 + 3.86 31.10+9.38 30.81+1.86 3452+ 4.82
ANOVA  F(253) 1.266 0.339 9.824 5.193 6.007
ZE SRR P 0.201 0.714 0.001 0.009 0.004

E: BMI (fRRFE%L) = R (kg)/ & * (m®); DEBQ_R = FR#IMEY; DEBQ_EM = 1541t fr; DEBQ EX = Shithite.
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SEIO LR ] E-prime BOFSRRE . 45 L4 SPSSL.T HEATSEit 40T
2.4. SCHWIT

SRHT 3 (MR A, AR RR i M 0 € 8 T A BRI PR R 2 PR T BR A AR 2 3) = 3 (I e 8, s
ENIAENE B IR SNIETE R Bl) x 2 (LR, P 4L AR B B R R0 R & Bt
BARBRUE A &, HEN AN & . KSR ABHRTE Nogo 17 5L F A R UM %

25 SEWIERF

I FF UG HI ) 4R 8] A A SR IO AR AR D E R I, R E A R R . SRR E I E T L
T, EAMESEEG = SO SE A

T H VAS Fl VAMS SR I YURR BERS Z0IRAS I 2 . ARG Bl 28 a3 W £ikie
BEAFARRS A R () 22 8 B O ZE /5% SR ZeAR) TRV [RIZ A1 2 m e T O /36 A% 1 — 1 3 DA % 24 ) JaR
%, FFEHEL . RSN LE R ER AL 3 4

BRI T AR, B hrREh AL I 800 AP IVEM Al. BRIl — ok A B B fr, 22
SR A HEG CLBEAT SOBE o A7 T HE A 2R 4% B B HEAT [ S (Go) s A 1A Ay 21 68 WU AN AT AT S )% (Nogo) »
FRE A TE 800 =R Py B E ki . a2 400 RS2 B (A 2).

263 = Block, 43> Block H45 120 A trial. Hidt 75%f%) trial v Nogo 1£5%, 25%f#)N Go 1%
%o B> Block Z [A1ERA 2 5 (1) IR 2B ) LA K oA TG SAT 55kt ik idb A7 9 4 o

2.6. &R
BT Wk SN [ IERf R #R iR 2 80%LL . FF H Go MIN#ER AT 200 =8, {HBrE EdEiftiT—%
FI M (L2 2).

X =R AR AR, G TSha . RN SRR R ) AT B R T A A T
2 R s = F X - 2 R AN 2 (LR 3). R I SLI8 TR BTl i 1 2 JEoA G 48 A E R =38
BARTE R A LI A B T IR

400 ms

+ 800 ms (5 K7)

~
\

Figure 2. The flow diagram of single trial in experiment 1

B 2. SE—r A tial KRR
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Table 2. Descriptive statistics of experiment 1

2 ZW—mRgT R

B e IEEIES ELpAb SRt N ¥IMH bRt 2
=T 20 1.250 0.967
s
|y 20 1.200 1.196
=T 20 1.231 1.013
JEFRHI P B yites
|y 20 1.385 1.502
1EM = 20 1.143 1.276
FEay 20 1.381 1.431
i =W 13 2.100 1.553
FEay 13 2.300 1.455
Stk = 13 1.539 1.266
IR H MR B
FEaY 13 2.077 1.801
1EM Ty 13 4.429 2.226
FEay 13 2.238 2211
W JegY)] 21 1.300 1.174
FEaY 21 1.450 1.050
ftk a 21 1.308 1.316
SRR PR AR
ElSgy] 21 1.154 0.987
1EMH T 21 1.238 1.136
e[y 21 1.381 1.161
Table 3. The variance analysis results among three groups’ statement
= 3. ZEWIARTH A ENITER
77 ZHRVR R df Y175 F(2,53) p
A J 971.253 2 485.267 0.558 0576
FEE 3261.10 2 1388.161 1.249 0.296
ELIE: 14,890.16 2 1108.831 0.788 0.460
I 5 848.39 2 837.148 0.938 0.398
TR 7578.28 2 336.266 0.483 0.619
% 1120.82 2 250.783 0.421 0.659
gt 57.39 2 2111.509 1.879 0.163

o AT SR R AR PR R R R R 3 (BRI AL BIh R E ) x 3 (B4R 3. 1E1E
I PR BN &7 22 00 AT o X AR R IS, B | 1 28 8 B A A BAE 2%, F(2,53) = 5.974,
p =0.005; F(2,53)=19.079, p<0.001; F(2,53)=8.088, p<0.001. i8R pHT4E R ER, BT
(BRI PE R 38 7E R M S P IR =B 46 8 3l B X AR 2R IR N AR R 0 i 35 72 5+, 1(12) = —0.887,
p=0.392; t(12) =0.443, p=0.666; t(12) =—0.197, p=0.861. SR HIFR ML Er 72 Al BR 1k P i 2 7
SVENE 48 5 20 T A B ZER ISR BE 1R AR R 3 e T MRS @ A IE TR 46 5 1(19) = 5.286, p < 0.001; t(19)
=5.241, p<0.001; t(19)=2.286, p=0.034; t(19)=2.430, p=0.025; ifijiEMEEEMbHES L EE

5, 1(19) =-0.252, p=0.803; t(19) =—-0.271, p=0.789 (L.} 3).
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Figure 3. The error rate in three groups under food cues condition

3 EAMSREH TSR

SRR N, 54558 2, F(2,53) = 8.534, p < 0.001; #iRk2EAFIAZ HAE AR 2, F(2,53)
=0.064, p=0.938; F(2,53)=0.177, p=0.950, F/afi ki, 7GR0 TR IEELR RN
REAR R T A A IEME RS 4%, t(53) = 3.395, p=0.001; t(53)=3.855, p<0.001; MIEMERZEET
A R E R %R, t(53)=0.171, p=0.865.

3. XW/—
3.1. SEHWEAY

S8 i Go-Nogo [sEe s, SR BN 528 8 st =R R A R 28 3R M il ] 1520 .
[RVRE T R 175 28 3 20 B SR T ) PR A ek = 0 S WD 2 R (R M4 ) R 05 T X B 1 R o 428 A £
AR R 1 A1 R o A 0 92 ) A R

3.2. #iRk

TG R R N IR SRR AR . TR SRR e R AT AT S () M B A SRS R s TE R
WBE S BN 5 AR B TR BJE R R I s s A7 IR R R A IR

SIS A [ S5 — A R AR AN 300 A4 ik it e 54 A4 RS 7E I Ya N (BMI = 18.5~23;
Choo, 2002) ) &A= . FEAME B IL# 4,

3.3. {UAEFAHR

AW 7R HH Van StrienFrijtersBergers 1 Defares 4 il faf = A 47 4 W45 (The Dutch Eating Beha-
vior Questionnaire, DEBQ)[X 7> # i .

S FH 24 4 A0 i A 4D 7 4% B % (Viisual Analogue Mood Scales, VAMS), ib# iR 7E 1~100 F& 22K bk
—MNCERERATTRRAS, T E R R TS, W, B . SRR, ERERUERLT.
FH [EIRE 1R 5 5 4 MR 3 A 4D, B 22 (Visual Analogue Sales, VAS) &4 i LK FEE o

S e AT RLE R R T PE(FLE S etal., 2010) M ASEHIER . b 60 kAR MRS (5T
SRRV R)F 120 sk EVIE . B & bR kb B, K/hGE— R 500 x 275 18K, ERERANA

()
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Table 4. Describe statistics of basic information among three groups (M * SD)
= 4 ZHRWIKHNERERIERSITRM £ SD)

P N N GED) BMI DEBQ R DEBQ_EM DEBQ_EX

EETES 20 20.37 +1.70 10,55 +4.14 1258227 321141128  33.42+5.60

Wh# 13 19.92£132 21.06 +2.95 33.96+9.34 25.02 +5.22 27.31+3.38

PNle 21 20.50 + 1.91 1835+ 537 3160+815 38931221 3587532
ANOVA  F(253) 0.442 1.376 4831 5.54 10.760
ZEFRLI p 0.646 0.263 0.001 0.007 0.001

E: BMI (fRRFE%L) = AT (kg)/ & *(m?); DEBQ_R= [R#il#kikfr; DEBQ_EM = 152tk fr; DEBQ_EX = AMfikitfr.

t, BTHAIETE. &KE#MEH Photoshop #EAT 4B, HHER/NG —. FrA IR
5 L R IE SRR .

S P 1 5 8 B 1R 4B E A oh B AL AL 46 R R TR &P IR, 2004). NGB A
£ 80 kb vy 80 skA kI T A1 80 FRIEMER . BEE T, WHONERE. ZidbrdEftbab®)E, 260 x
300 15 3R, HEIAEROE T LRI =R,

SIS FEFF A E-prime BFgwAE. 45 RAEH SPSSL.7 #EAT Gttt 0 #r.

3.4. SCBRT

Sk — A, KA 3 (BOASEA, ARMREIPE D i R EIPE R 3 R I IR PR 3 x 3
(&4 R 5h, Toash/ kg8 s/ IEVE A 3l) x 2 (3, I ey AR e DR BURIB) R & Bt
BOARBRUE AR &, HEN AL & . KSR N HHRE Nogo 15 5L T A R S S E .
35. SLRORERF

SEB0 FF0R B 171 48 B 6T A 2 SRR VR R AR ORVE R I, kAR B A IR R . SEIRAE R T AL
AT, FEAMASEEYE . FTA R EAR . R LA L R IAE AR . H VAS il VAMS
SRR AU BE R SOIR S MR 2R V€

IEABIRTTARRS . 1 S5 4 14 B 800 22D FVERL . #AEH & RBL— KB4 I, 1)y 20
B BRI R SR ISR A IR A B, BRI (AT R A IAAE N S “B”
BT RRI(GO); 5 TUAE AL A AT AR [ S (Nogo) . #5 BRI A 7E 800 =Ry S S F kit . 5
J A 400 ZZFP I B (G <] 4).

S5 HA 14 Block, L 240 /™ trial. 1 75%ft) trial 2y Nogo 1:%%, 25%f1Jy Go {145

3.6. &£R
B w3 SN ) IE R R ER A 2 80%LL . IFH Go NI #IAT 200 28>, HErEHIEH#HIT T —
LRI (L 5).

X =R R R B AR IR, A AORA R DRI RR T 43 A AT B R R T ZE A AT
SE R =R E X B R AN BB (52 6). R BH SIS T 46 BT i iR v 2 SR AN 25 AN g =28
WARAE S AP b 3 R IR &R

I3 B R B2 R AR R R IS R 3 (MR IR IE®) x 3 (54 B 3h: 1EM:
SRR V) B ST 7 3 i o 0T B DR R RSN, R 5 4 S B RIS HAR A R, F(2,53) = 2.784,
p=0.0.071; F(2,53)=12.103, p<0.001; F(2,53)=7.045, p<0.001. G AN IIHTEERER, K
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Figure 4. The flow diagram of single trial in Experiment 2

& 4. S0 —chE A trial BOSRIZE

Table 5. Descriptive statistics of Experiment 2
F 5. LW THIRGITR

~

800 ms

B 154 Ja i SRR A N YoM bRz
= 20 1.300 1.174
s
& 20 1.200 1.196
Ty 20 1.615 2.103
JER HIPER B ftk

Elg-¢7] 20 1.769 1.739

1ET Tyl 20 1.143 1.276

El5-¢7] 20 1.286 1.231

i = 13 2.100 1.553

Bl 13 2.250 1.970

ftk = 13 1.539 1.266

IR R B

Bl 13 2.615 2.434

IEPE &' 13 4.286 2.432

Jaw 13 2.238 2211

g 'Y 21 1.250 1.209

Elg=¢7] 21 1.300 1.031

ftk = 21 1.692 1.601

I PR AR B

El3¢Y] 21 2.769 1.878

EM JexY)] 21 1.238 1.179

e 21 2.429 2.599
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Table 6. The variance analysis results among three groups’ statement

6. ZAXBWRARTHHFENER

T3 FERVE SR B (df) BJ7 F(2,53) p
I 3247.949 2 1623.975 1.874 0.166
IR 232.667 2 116.334 0.188 0.830
A5 672.535 2 336.268 0.426 0.656
GSKee 67.139 2 33.570 0.066 0.937
TR 484.426 2 242.213 0.678 0.513
% 7786.576 2 393.288 1.301 0.283
e 53.024 2 26.512 0.042 0.958

DIIRR SR H A itk B =R R 3 P BME RN RETLREZER, 1(12) =
0.192, p=0.851; t(12) =—0.278, p=0.786; t(12) =—0.125, p=0.902. 2Ky pR il 1 1 £ 2 Fn Ak R i v
TRE B AE SRS 28 )5 20 T X AR RN AR R Z A 503 TR RS 2 AE VIS 26, 1(19) = 4.690, p <
0.001; t(19) =4.695, p<0.001; t(19)=2.491, p=0.022; t(19) =2.286, p=0.034; ifjiEMIELAFPERE
HIREES, t(19)=-0.227, p=0.823; t(19)=0.160, p=0.874 (WK 5).

SRR R B, KRR, F(2,53) =5.585, p=0.005; #ifSAAIAZ AR R, F(2,53)
=2.161, p=0.126; F(2,53)=0.806, p=0.524. HF/5RILIM, FHEEZ)E 0 TR IEEWLRR RN
ARG T o A IEMES 4%, 1(53) = 3.340, p=0.002; t(53)=2.087, p=0.042; MIEMEEZEZT
A e R E R %%, 1(53) =-1.363, p=0.179.

X =R A R T 48 58 30 T A AR AR R IR R R MR AS t A . JERRHIEIR B #
MBI RV, ELEE RS, AEISE R M IEEEE R T, MEMAEEYAR R RN
HARR TR EZER, 1(19)=0.317, p=0.755; t(19) =—0.353, p=0.782; t(19)=-0.149, p=0.883; t
(12) =-0.215, p=0.833; t(12)=-1.644, p=0.126; t(12)=-1.723, p=0.110. FERHEFELEHTF, %
IR BR A MR AR B 0 B ) S B R R R m T IR R YA R, t(20) = 2.810, p=0.011; fELIELEEBA
IEMER RS, WIEREZE XS, t(20)=-0.404, p=0.691; t(20)=-0.336, p=0.741.

4. ¥1ig

SERG— RIS TSR ER, AT ARG RN, EHM AN EE, TESES AR
VLR R R AR R D ECT A4 N CHRIERGIER NS BE T, SIEEMER
VAR R T IR % . DL RS S T AR IR S MR B HE MR RIS RIRE . . 4
(010 — IR FE (GF 55, 4T, &ELINEE, 2010), KA T XUEESE oddball Y635 F4FAHE FLAL(ERP)H:
AR, HERA R RN ST G JI RO . 45 BRI, AR 47 A S5 8 23R 2508 52 38 47 1 A
IG5, FARRIA A M 28 O 22 IS R 3 3K T R R TR o X 5 AT 7T 45 A — 5.
ERP 45 5 AT ] (0 5N BURE 1 XM o NL-P2 B2 S 7% e A7 155 48 W0 o 8 22 B U (We &
Luo, 2002), e LAMER SR E, SO0 7 Bobn RS bl S A e o 0 G e 22 R0 B2
PR ORI N2 9, I H N2 v AR, 0 B AP 2% A T R 90 e L s 4% 7 L FEAMACTE 29 R BE R
(Yuan, He, Chen, & Li, 2008; Nagy, Potts, & Loveland, 2003), {£%% 5K il P3 i) A2 $ il 42 Hil i i B
BEFEFR(Yuan, He, Chen, & Li, 2008; Donkers & van Boxtel, 2004), il sz B 7 Ml in THOREEE, &
PRI I BT 5 BN BT A i ] (Bekker, Kenemans, & Verbaten, 2005; Veen & Carter, 2002),
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Figure 5. The error rate in three groups under food cues condition

5. HRMILRFH T =R EIRE

AHEC T rh 1 28 A I, SRR S RO R sl B K P3 s, HWE RIS . Qi it A 1k 195 2 o
AR, S8 P3 WIRMRB R IE K, X — M EHE T4 NS R, LA 4 . A
L N F14E 55 (Yuan, Yang, Meng, Yu, & Li, 2008; Yuan et al., 2007)ak¥ 58 1% 2 X4 58 FE (Yuan et al.,
2007), FEUP3 YIRS, w0 M AN HE ] o

RN BR I VE R B EE RS G20 T, W B MR R R R BTN B3 A TR E %
o AREAMRED G TR HEEYEA R REREm T HEGS . XU S B RSP # xR
VLR 22 A 3 1 RE 70 52 SR PRI GG 52, TN 2R 2R IROSIE A A H B A . AH b T EfE 4 8 30
SR BRI AR B E IS 26 5 2 T B AR IR R RO R A T e X B AE SR 2 A
N, R BR SRR A R AT HE B A R 5 ] R # 2 BT

SR, S GCHRD R il P R 3 0 B P 2 R U0 i 48 i 32 A7 156 2 T B R BT A R — SRS L R A — R . [
FEAESOVERE 28 R BN IS4, R B 2R 28 s S o S U (1 R P P i iR e 2 3 v TR IR I MR B 3
MR B B WA X T 2 7 . BRitbz 4h, SEIe 25 RBIR, WHEEMERR RPN, =Pl
WTEFE S E 2 N IR NAS R ME A R EER . ERHEEEBIT, RIER IR & EMER
R R R E S TAEEMERR: MR R R E WA . XULEE T, PRIV 2 & a4
Hil Pl fe AR R, S0 SE R AH—B(Hachl, Hempel, & Pietrowsky, 2003). Fanchang Kong % A (Kong,
Yan, & Hong, 2015)% H *i%k oddball J520HT ERP 43 AN 5 Dy FH 2 W rRy B a4 AR £ 3 DA A AR BIR i 4 3 i3k AT
MW, RERM=MPAEAT NS R PR ZES, HHIEEYER B R =Ml PR L xR, HEWE A
PR PSRRI B 1) N2 T 2 v T RS B Fr o 1 I V99 o R ) e 8 A < P 410 1 428 1)
FREAERT, (BB REEREE KA AR E L. Keller I Siegrist (Keller & Siegrist,
2014)K Fi Tangney et al. (2004)m il (11 {7 B [ 42 5 A1 Dinkel %5 A\ (2005) & 1T (1 R il 14 00 £ SR AR OG0
43 &% (Concern for Dieting Subscale), 73 5l il &4 a0 A05 24 B 2R IR BRI VEFEE o 45 R PR i M
BMI 2 IEMC, 5 E M RAAMIC. YR H 6 22 S 80T &R R . Keller 1 Siegrist
(2014) FRIAFF 9 R FH 000 2 A 5 P 75 v SR B D 1 94 o AT 601 T8 20 A 170 L ) e R 2 0 22 s A 2k
W, AR T IR E R g E N B O EEAEEA G, TSR — S RER. ]
HIPER B# R I X AR e, i S PRI 8 T R I BRI IR B 5 R R R A E B R
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{0 12 ) RO ATL ) e A8 — R 140 o 0 17 5 B 47 P 17 4 11 559 2R DU PR Ak A B 28 0 e R R Il 45l R T
FEAN I BRI Sy 2R I 400 i 4 ) B 0 B A gl Ll e o R A BR AR IR R SE DS, SE A T BB B T T
HOWE M —% LR s 8.

7 1 28 SR W B A 8 o A 2 ) R e TP, DA R R PR M AR B 3 R R D i 47
PESE 48 5 PR ZRAM GRS AT, P B8 A S 0 BIR A1) 14 2K £ 2 BT DA R T AR R TP R bl M R 3 2
PRGOS R Rl 2 — o FFETRATHISEIGTUH . X T BRI R ki, 25 vue e sty
A2 R AN TR B 77 2K, B DA BR M) 14 £ 25 70 7 3 g ) 4 1 B 70 B G TEAT N 4 SR R A I 7R
FEEE RPN ER, R EERKMES . WRIEL AR, REMEREE RS AR
HOBREN T OISR R, SEEMRREEFEREARR .. XA TS BN RRLERET, AT AbBE
S I R B ) AU S SR B AP T R R B R SR AR B R IR S 2 . SR AR YERE
SR PR A AR B 2 AR A ) B — B S R, O SR R I ) R ORIR B R M. Hi ABE ST
RINFI IR B 2] 7 2 CEEMER, RHTRAES SN RGBSR
B R R E S T ARG R (b, PRaD, JRfate, w5, &gt 2014). VR, MRAZE(2013)WFFiK
B, fESMERSEMREE N, PRI EEEa RN, BRI BRI i R T T T Y R
PR H FHERR B MR & (FLAE, BRaD, JR3fte, @, &S, 2014).

BT NHIE T A A% 6 AT N R v B AR E R (55, 2840, &nff, 2010). 5. &
£155(2010) 1) ERP WFAREAT G 46 15 K 10 P3 R T ME1E 4, N2 /N FrdEth s, (HIR RIS >
Heetr e Bz, a2 T A TFBOAE. m1#E R K2 ERP X =ikt 17525, At
FORFAT RN, IR FE B H = 2R 7R 5 B0 TR LA/ B 2 5, AT RN B .
HAT N AR 7 IX—

AHFFELEAT ok T 1 1) 0 7 5 0o R 2 BR o M R A R o (EEEAN AT MR L T AR 2 A n T
W, FEARBEA AR TCVERTT I RN %A B FOEREAT R HIR I T fE v, e a1 arfn
YER, anfrgefE . A AR I XUE oddball J52UH 7t & B (Kong, Yan, & Hong, 2015), A28 iy S5 R
HIVER B EN R RINGIFERIL R b, RO BRI R 3 s A E B Y B K P2 o RN 355
TAEEE R . TR TR EE, & KAREEME RN P2 RIS EH TIEay
B . P2 B Bl vt o 98— B IF4845(Thorpe, Fize, & Marlot, 1996), J&Ify i) BRIP4 10 £ 3 %o s 4
AP AR, TSR I PR PR e A BB X R RN UR, X AT B R IS

e ] A B A
5. &g

AT TE AN ) A L, T A7 2868 P SRS B A 1 R B B AN R ) S PRI BEAT #55F « >R . Go-Nogo
VAR 17 R MV T 47 25 sl o0k 79 R BR A R B S 1 BE 0 RIS o 5 SRR IR T Y R A P R
FN B R AN F 1 BE ) 2 SRS B BT, Sl AR R R R A B M R U R E DA
ZHERE R T,
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