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Abstract

Thirty undergraduate students from a university in Jiangsu Province were selected in this study.
The experimental design of 2 (national border: Chinese/foreign) * 2 (color: red/white) * 2 (po-
tency: positive/negative) was adopted. Based on the emotional stroop paradigm, the experiment
was conducted to study the consistency of the psychological responses to red and white in differ-
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ent cultures. The results showed that the reaction time of red positive words was significantly
faster than that of red negative words, indicating that the degree of association between red and
positive emotion was higher. The reaction time of white positive words was significantly slower
than that of white negative words, indicating that the degree of association between white and
negative emotion was higher.
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1. 518

Pt —FEARIER, MEELELNF, RN EE R EFEEn, ARG HRE
HERZ M e HEANFRBEH TABREE. OHEERMR, RGBT SCHTTEAR, WEAEAR,
XoF B (I SZ AT AR AN AR ] o X2 R E A BRI AL 2, T H 2 iRk NS A ISR, 45 A
DAIVARE . A5 B E 04 R RS2 (2 %, 20125 Asumi & Shu, 2022; Jii1 U145, 2016). Xt n] LA
B AT BRAR, R AN I TE 2 R B R

I B R A I 2 PN RS RSB AN AR T B AN AN [R] AU & 2 T AR ELVE (T 52, 2012 48R
[}, 2020; Zaikauskaite et al., 2020). AN[FSCALH TALGHIANE, A REXS T HH ] B0 €0 245 AN (] 1 40
VRO, TR AR T AN I IR SS . PIA RI SO B E s B T 512 SO R R i,
SRR, e RO BRI LR . SRR, EH5 KM, BRENIMIEE
Bl it 7oA AN FAR L E &, IXUE B 1) e SO M AAAE R S, (HR IR AR 22 e (0 5 0T,
2015). B EMES SIS, HTE SR BT GRS S A G, B fEfka i at—H
WEEER. HE, MRPEREREERMBIG, FAEKE. G, AN, ZE, REMGE, £R
ZHERNRM G, S5 EAEH—Fp g, Friltg —Aanfiy <R Eea” o RkfE K2 HHREA
Bk, AOAREE SEMIEEnES . IR IR . (HRSNE = W 7T as RO SR T
BUR, P87 SO ATt (red) & — AN AR MR, 2 k7 L I BB, BERAEETRE. R
1, 40 The red rules of tooth and claw 4% -5 1% 114576, red revenge I JIE & L, ared battle Iflf%%F; & X%
B . % 774, W red hot political campaign B2 ELRIZ ), ared revolution ZR 41, red activities
SR G Eh A, MR . BTk, 0 red alert 524K, ared adventure story —/M4 AN E 3K 1) E K
W, ared flag a5 5 S EXRRIEERG . EF, 41 ared waste of his youth fth S K i 1R 2% 1)
#2%, ared light district 64T (ZLATIX), s she really so red as she is painted? % i# fih 2 (4% AT fii2e
FITREE% S ? LB SIS MRS, (24, BXIES), 2004; 1A, 2012). ST, HFAMRFRSCHL
BN, WEAEAREPBEREIENR, ZRGMLE, MATTRRTRE SO, o/ 25 it
ITtge, BRI

ST AT, EiE S EhIRARE . 55 (2009)% PUEIEABEIT (L. 3. H. 4.
YRR SR 7R, Hrp g RIDOE S R BE A AR SNE AN E DA ST SO 2 T SRR
PESERR R, IR R S DOE T L 5 ST st DU AR ST RS2 #5458 R (P2 22, 2009). #5075 i1
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(2015) LASETE DUTE PRI E 5 N 5ol 920 1 3 0 B 1 HEAT 156 b, R B g S AR e ] 1 R 1 B
WEE PR AR B A, R R, BUSREA, A, O EG, R e, BEmea
BN SRR . AMERIL, B B S bR B BE E R BR R ], EE AR ARSI, TS S E T
FRRIE FEAN A5 BE AE X 5 HI AT AR KT, ST BB SN B2 [ e RANE Y o (LT B ta i iE fs
Ry SEAERF 7T oY, Meier & Robinson (2004)f# ] IAT Al Stroop 78 Z0AIT 7t 28 19 4 55 1) [ iy 2 1E %o 18 72 7
ZER N TR o AATTR FH D B BEVC RO AT 55 107 30, SR o) W 2 6 R | € Ak 5 R R S A 1]
ICHIBCAT BB IEM . SRR, B EMBARIAICILED, S8R0 AR ] Y VAL X 3 25 5 i i 3 — 35 U
fid, HIEAZE &, Sherman Al Clore (2009)tH i il {f1 B (B gy AL EAT TR0, WA E AR E
IS B TR A B AN I, BRSO S G A R AT T, SE SRR, e s
FCHAGBTARREL. ANEERECH B OFAREI, POlr N R . Song %5 A (2012) %31 4 [ Ei
B RAE AT TR, Ses il I N B G T L B s e, AR B T LR, AN
RN BT LS KR T ASE AL AR (T2 80, 2017) . BT LA ST €0 B gy (1 BT 70 48 O B 22 O 72 o
Caf iR, REdREZER PR,

TE DAL S P IR K B PRI e rp D BRI 25 30 ) 41 (1 0K IE PR BR T, (1 e sE A T
FEHIREIG (174K T, 51754, 2016; Moller et al., 2009). 7E.CLFRA4IR, 46T, 0751 (2016)1K 1T T
AP SEERSHRMELN X R, SREH, A5G EEMSNFERMELT. RS
FEMIRAARIRR. REZE—MIESIER, MiES& 5 T EFKAME . &5 HHIRMER, &
P AN E B AN SCAG ) 2 T AR ARBU T 5 22 b . SCA A B T e iX bR ik 208 15 DAL IR IE, 1
W HHE I SCAAF LIRS T o RITERF R R (I FE SO AT AR — AN E B R 3R . SR I
LR TH, stroop YRR A EIEMIERE, 1T UK BRI BR T R AE— R HHTIT T, 25 2PH AR
L R TS O AVE, BRI 2 M o i Rl M BE AT S, 3 A A 3okt T € 1 gy S o

Rk, AHF 4L stroop Y60, SEFHAL G, EEPFFEN ok 2 ILVPIE H 195 S0 A RI IE St
PRV AT A RS [R] SCAG TS S50 BRI aONT 21 1 8 A 0 6 [ 285 AR A0 & SR AT SO R . AN AR s
M EA S, AESTRRIEEREREER S, OBS5HERIEERGREERS: SEEATS, 4
S HMIE E AR S, OSSR

2. ik
2.1 #iR

RAHERAR S 1075 WA 55 TR B T2 B 30 BARVES NS, ik 20.9 £2.09 %/, 14 [ FE 473
AN, B 15 N FrA B BHES A RIS, AT, WASFER IR, HIgdRoHsLl
. SIS R4 T AOR € HIRIH -

22. (LEFEEMH

SEIGAT 55 45 A 4 i stroop SEEGTER, I E-prime 8RS, RIBLEIUE 17 ST RN EoRBE b

2 8 21 ST AT PR R PR 5T, AR FELE TG RN SR F 5 S A FOE R RR 2, RAR AR 1] (0 414«
Ufig/lucky; 1 4iid/pure) FITE IR (WAL th: fEl/danger; [F1€f: FET-/death). WFFLEHUNEE T 20 i
AL v R ARUR ] 0 9 AR R (B A SCAR AR R, m B BRI 5, 35wl DA REEET 5 R B8
CHERT REREIT O IR ER: LRI RA REL, 2 ZIEBEA R 3 PSR, 4 2HIE
KEL, 5adRHARE. TESMHE 1 BRI AR S BRE TR A 58)

15 ZAMNEFI 15 4 rh ETER R4 S I aT A 2, G 6 AR G 45 0T I AR 31 20 ANiAliE,
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Horp 10 MM (Truth, Pure, Peace, Justice, Hope, Joy, Success, Lucky, Perfect, Enthusiasm), 10 /™2
(Failure, Unlucky, Death, Decadent, Evil, Cruel, Danger, Terror, Anger, Disaster).

2.3 SERET

KA 2 (S /o) > 2 (Bith: 20/3) * 2 (i AR =R RE skt Hrp E A2 g0
AR HE, BB R AR . IR R AN A SR8 25 AR S SR

24. SEWIERF

RN, EERRE LRI “+7 500 ms, AASERIEI, M RN T B 3Bk T —
f£55. REE/NT 200 ms KT 500 ms FRIHE ZWE AT o Dy G e BT 2 51 RS I S RS2 IR 22, SO g
B AT TINAKRIE. 58S LS R I

SR SRR FH 2Lt A 5 €0 5 I RO RS AR R A AT R B TR BRIk (R AR 4 p B
A g 8), ICRBARM BN o IESRIR AT EBAAHEAT 20 MEIRIZRSI 5208, ZRo) IER L E] 90%
PUG R B shitt Asest, 78 1E 0GR, 10 MR (Truth, Pure, Peace, Justice, Hope, Joy, Success, Lucky,
Perfect, Enthusiasm)#l1 10 /™y 4% 1] (Failure, Unlucky, Death, Decadent, Evil, Cruel, Danger, Terror, Anger,
Disaster) AP FER LB AL R ILFE SR RErh 0, BB 2 MRS, 3L 80 MAKMSEIGERAE, d il ng [ B
o SRERRARATE 1 R,

Figure 1. Experimental flow chart
1. LWRIEE
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics

=1 mRMgIt R

n M+ SD
i 15 797.02 + 101.62
ARER AV
LS 15 894.67 + 162.50
i 15 922.14 + 189.00
EARER=L)2
LS 15 968.92 + 183.71
i 15 784.78 + 129.77
[EREVAYS
CANES| 15 814.12 + 113.36
i 15 954.42 + 205.96
[EREREL S
HhE 15 997.34 + 198.50
Table 2. Results of analysis of variance
"2 HENSWMERRK
PR ZERYR ey il H Y75 F
e 1930.39 1 1930.39 0.62
B 571800.64 1 571800.63 4253
gita > F 5 9765.97 1 9765.97 3.13
By * HAR 2610.87 1 2610.87 0.19
it * B 44175.59 1 44175.59 7.41"
gt * Sy * mR 7788.36 1 7788.36 1.31

V. RF p<0.05, ft#E p<0.01.

I IR 2T AT, A RO 3 (F = 42.53, p < 0.01), IXRIIHARK AN [F A (9
B BNIAT 225, AR A 20 A 45 SRR R g iR AR 3 T P S5 2 A0 i 28 A1 o8 ¥ A s VI ) S I 5
PR IR 2 3 AS B2 25 (F = 7.41, p < 0.05), 3X RIS A R IR A1 S ML 80 3 35 22 5

3.2. MBS
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Figure 2. Color * titer interaction diagram
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SRR W 2T R AR] (4 S L IR S 25 DR T AL GV R R S R, i B AT €8 55 AR 2 A BB &5
RERERE s Wl B C RPN AT 0 S I I 2512 T 3 0 VR AR PR B SR, 5 B 19 € 5 i R AR 8 DB 4 A P

5] o
4. g
4.1, SCIRLERDHT

WEFE LSRRI, R i BN AE ) 2 3 (F = 42,53, p < 0.01), 33X 2 B0 AN R 24 31V Je 2 A 22
S, EHRR S AT 45 S AT 0 R R AR ARV (1 sz Iz B S SR T X Y AR RV PR RS s R ) R
AR (F=7.41, p <0.05), iXFRIPRIIA FFE IR A B ZS. i * S —ooi
HAERRE, HAMM oM =708 BAFMAEE, i B & masmie i, s 20 e AR ki 1
SN S 2 R AL AR B R SR, U B AT S RS SR RS R R s W B AR (1 e B
BENS T A AR RS, B S R I R R

X—gE R, BARE T E AL G T 4t A BRSO U, (B S BRATBAR A E A S
AP E AR SRR B, WS, AN AR AR EER, R, 1R
AR BRI AS B o (HEE A PRI I A4k, X — 25 BRI H I Er), fEANRMRELRE
W T AR AR BRI AL 2 R G I SO SR AR R, R fE B R B YRR AR E X A (Arlen &
Markus, 2009). XKy ANZEETARFIAME EARAEE . H RIS tH S AEVF 2 07 T #02 AR 2R, sl
SMFER, Bk, AREEERI =R NN F St S BT = A K BN A V2 2 A R, AT
SECPAN GBI E S RIEE UM A, BEEAGEITE(Asumi & Shu, 2022). X & ST @l —
FhA IR o

4.2. KW ESH#

AT FEA R ZAAE T E AL G218 S b 20 3 B ke /i EEREAT AT AL, e A HF 7 LR P
o AN TR T AR R B TR IR B S, DR T B P DA R ) B R B T I 2D
IUE7S A

PRI U R PR, BB AR ok B AR R 5, S BRI R M AT EE PR R i H
FATHISRIGA R R P B, BOZS — ORI IETE KT, FAT SRR

R LR A FC SR Z X SR R BN RN, BRIR BT TEA [ SCAL T B e, fESLiRIF 2, #
6 1 AT R TR K S04, FECIRAR BT RSN R T, R B SO B R R

PRI i 8 T AT DA BL =Ny Tl e ik, At — 2B R .

5. &

ARSI DL AR 22 A N, B T AN R SR TR At Xt 20 1 v i 0 4 0 B I I P — BCPE R TS
gERRIL, AR L A It O B S A AE — B, S I B A e S AR R,
A S5 HRTE B R
SEEk
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T F(2012). KA i 1 5 white” #9577 K AL ALFHEIE. WS, KA HAMRORS
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