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Abstract
This study utilized the Go/Nogo paradigm to investigate the effects of social anxiety and various
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emotional situations (positive, neutral, and negative) on inhibitory control among university stu-
dents. A total of 60 valid participants were recruited through scale screening, including 31 individ-
uals with high social anxiety and 29 with low social anxiety. A 2 (social anxiety: high/low) x 3 (emo-
tional situation: positive/neutral/negative) mixed experimental design was employed. The found-
ings are as follows: (1) The inhibitory control performance of the high and low social anxiety groups
was different in different emotional situations. Regardless of the emotional situation, the overall
performance of the low social anxiety group was superior to that of the high social anxiety group.
(2) There was a significant interaction between social anxiety and emotional situation across dif-
ferent behavioral indicators. For the high social anxiety group, response inhibition was impaired
under negative emotional situations, as evidenced by a significantly higher Nogo error rate compared
to the neutral condition; meanwhile, their execution speed and processing efficiency were enhanced
under positive emotional situations, reflected by significantly shorter Go reaction times compared
to the neutral condition.

Keywords

Social Anxiety, Emotional Situations, Inhibitory Control

Copyright © 2026 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 51§

A4 FE [# RS (Social Anxiety Disorder) 2 B 23 (1 0o BE 0] 1l 2 —, ‘B 24 MEIPAT Th R R ME 52
Wi (Ezpeleta et al., 2010), ™5 (1715 2 B IIAMA UG AAS B0 0 KU o #1138 £R RS2 AR X — M 2 fif
MoK, TR ATEAL SIS FR P RITE AL 2 A BRI 247 046 7 A A BN U H Fr i R ELRIR RS, [FIR e
LGN N B LB AS G BRI BE R RUR K A8 3 A R I PO VRES, R #E 28 17 15 5 ke i Jo ki ) 528 2
15 SR TG, B A 22 A8 A8 B AT B[] BN PR — P AT A S BR(ZR I 4, 2000) 6 — I EE AR 2 AR Al 22 A 4 58 £
FERF TR, KR AR B2 S TR A, XML T K2R Bk A il A e —
OILREHAEE FE, BERAMEMAESE R A AW, S FMERIA R ABR R F I,
M AN N B A R R P A AN RIS M o [ R Y 3 6 45 £ R 5 K A O B BEIR T 26 R IV i 2,
[l 4 2538 2 AR A5 (2019)FE BTN 1804 44 KA AT +EAZ FE &R AN I, KT 45. 7% R A i
AR EBON IR, OB 2RI A P A 5o, BRI T AR AR ORI AR v R, B AR
IR ECE RAT AR ATRE, BrLL, TR A e A8 £5 i il () F 7 A9 B 2

1 M EAE RPN AN b s B 6, 598 I E FE T HOR SRS AT, 141
X EY WS REEEEY SR WORES IR R AR ARV, 1545 B8 H A
HY S — PO PTG M €, 5 MRRAEIE S B ARG,  Hb 2R 3k s alith 2 054, 4.
o Dot I 1 B A A B At (R BPHAS SN T, 1R B SR IR A AR

i LRTR, TEEERIFER R, AT RIE —mBOINRITIREZ R R R &2 5, JRHRTEH
7428 ) F 1 S5 S A1) 3 BE (Response Inhibition) 7 1, FAEFRATTAIATE A LA i 5 £ E B A . 1M
PER AT BN OB 22 S AT VR TG 4, 0 T4 A8 AR R AR i 42 11 R 77 sz il () BFF FEATY SRAFAE S i 5 4y
Bo TR, TESCERERIRER 73, FRKG RAE T 2400 Bl N AN DA 28 R0 At 2 B8 R0 il 423 il T R X it 9 DR
TUURDE, DUIRN T X — S i) sopn it g
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2. #LAZEREAHNHI I H] B SRR SRR
2.1. BMRRE

2.1.1. #HIZEEBENX

CHATHERE” 1K — b 44 1] S 0 E RS 9 2F 5 K Mark Al Celder T 1966 4F 25 IR HI R . 95 EIRE 1
B2 Wi g1t F M 28 5 hit(Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders, DSM-V) 5 #5245 F& B i )
GE S AERE—REE IR G LS, T AR ) N BIEE, A2 I B i R R e AR R . B
MRS 7 k2 WibedE, (HRMNHFRE, HEXNT 7 FbedEim g, KR¥PAEHZERIERINERKEAR
KZEFR, AR HH NBRASAE R I T — S84 A8 AH OGN, AR T — BROR 22 AR SR UARA £ R K
W, HRHATFEIRFSWbrdE . @i 35 1, w58 R FE A SR A 2 £ R B i A i) M N (7
XL, 2016).

2.1.2. #HZEENUE

(1) ZAEFEEERJAS)

LSRR M Leary T 1983 4EHfilE, R TN MSL AT A0 EWAL SRR, 54 E
WEEE AL, ERIVE ISATH, KA S Atk 185 REMN “RAARK” 3 “2&£754857 ., H
3. 4. 7. 10 BARMEH. 2RE0H 15 208 75 A%, aolsE, REHEREE T,
MERN a RECN0.81, HEERN 0.78, F30E RIFELL745, 2004),

(2) HAZAZAE A B B R (STAS) Al 22 R 1H 83K TF SRR (SPS)

PR 5 B Mattick 1 Clarke Zwifil, & B PNAMEFN RN B ZER 2 —. Hd, SPS Z A
PN SE i A AT SR RE KT . AR 20 NI H, RA A ATHE, 0 B4 53R Rm M “HRA
AFF” B “EAFE” , B3804, mT 34 ANV MER R B S I ACERIEE . xEREA
AR ERESE N T 2007 DU E R, HF BAAE R8T 2 S AVl &, SRR, ZERN
P — SIS BE RN 225 B 4 A2 0.85 A1 0.86, FMMEFEHE 0.86, WHZERFF O FARAECT 44
2, 2007).

(3) T2 M 55K (BSPS)

TAT B 4122 244 B3R HH Davidson 58 AT 1991 4w, FH T WX 7). £ S FHAL(SAD)IEAT 1P
iy, AP ALHRE WAKARER . 3EH 18 NIH, HVFr, ARVME. [EUEERERACRER 3 NERE . {8 A4 AS
R R ARSI E ST, W B R . e AR o RO a1 08E 43 i R [ B R A B A O
T AR AR R B 3R U OIG J 5 1

2.1.3. HIHEHERIEYE X

47 il (Inhibitory Control)/& AT THREMIZ LT, S AMRAEAFE N AR VIM G, — AR MAXTHL
T3S R o 00 1) 32 1) SCRT A3 ol EnA i R AT A0 P A, 177 47 40 42 i (Behavioral Inhibitory Con-
trol, BIC)t &7 — € UG, a0 A A48 BOHI R JRATHIE S . BEEMIT N, FERAE
BIAT N EUR RLEAT AN, WHCH SR, GBI L . IS AL, DA A SEILFURATE S5 H
PR(RASEE, 2017)0 AT AMH L FEINHIFER] . S S A0 ] LK A )5 B FREOE = A28 . IERIRAE H A
i A 38 RO 100 B B AR PR R ST B H B S AT O RN A, AT S AR A 1 B T
25 I AR AR L LLRFE 2 1 I 55 10 s S B ) 5 AN AHFR IR SR o BF 50 R A 428 38 w] LAk — 282 43
IS (Response Inhibition) #1142 il (Interference Control), H. 3% A FIFHZ AL F-A 7€ 2 4 [F]
(Chambers et al., 2009).
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2.14. iMHHEHIRFRER

B PAAT T BE 400 ) 328 1) ) 22 817 302 Go-Nogo 1145 Stroop 155 (XI55 2545, 2012).

(1) Go-Nogo 1E45 73X

Go-Nogo {55 Ayl Az hlFe gt 7 —FAT 2B R R BAPHIEF FEa . AR5 DLEiEE Go #4147
AR BN, Nogo 25 R LI LA S B T A o AT e b Hh IE A 2R = 3 W S N4l 8 )7 5% o 7E ERP 45
b b, AR N2 22 5 0RO 0 B ph 9 1 42 8 77 5 (Nieuwenhuis et al., 2003), P3 22 598 8K 156 B 15t B
12BN §E /18858 (Enriquez-Geppert et al., 2010; Smith et al., 2012).

(2) Stroop {14575

Stroop 445 7E M A il 42 i) 7 T @& —Fioa RO T ia X, e & IR RN — 8k tRoR L5 i 6
DCHC)FH i R (A — B A (A LS5 1R B ANITES) o AT N T AR I — S5 A — S A s oL T R I %=
. #t ERP 8481 5, N4S0 B2 Fo R e, 2R BHRF-Huds il i mh 5% b il 58 /758 (Larson et al.,
2014), T SP % FUE MR, U128 B H AR e T PR35 61 ph 2% 1 B /18R 5 (Qiu et al., 2006) .

2.2. B EWRER

2.2.1. $EIEES R 4E 4 TR LA

BEENRISH AR A HE R IE, Rl & UGB OB AERE AR T2 N, a4k, KES)
Va5 . ERP. PET Al fMRI &5 45U R BIF 72 AR AN Wris 0 347 4l i) A= BRATL A A 58, 3 ob R4 BT i
R 10 25 5 40 55 S X I 5 AT M) 22 1] R DR B o

%6, £ Go-Nogo i\, K& ERP HFFi4H R 1 A 2 155 K B MPAS [R] R oG B Bl 7, o — it
J7RNFAR) Nogo-N2, HAM NHATIE AR A Zh47 it RIME sl E R YE B R fl AL BEZE 2R, R AR 3
X} LR A B DRI, bR S MR AN AT S FREOE S CCF . BRI & 6, /&
S SAR ] — 5B B (Falkenstein et al., 1999). 53 —>& Nogo-P3, 3% 51N T4 & sy 41l 45
A K(Smith etal., 2008), HEK TR SR 1AMt ) 25 SR B g, AR 747 ok R v () S 7
R . SARE, BT RS B2 B FAE RS, FEUTETAS F A B B B AR 50
TR, DRIHRI F0 A R R A0S T s S A i 2 o i R 8 B AT Al B

Hk, FEYIREENTTI, M AHAR RS2 2 WA it 7 R WA AT [ 45 ] 51 HAT 2
REFFAK(Aron et al., 2014). A K PET A fMRI [ 78328 A 30N PRI 1) 42 H) A oo i DX A7 T K 40P 12 )
GG HEZ L JZ A0 8] X 15 (Anterior Cingulate Cortex)2¢(Menon, 2011). Sheth Z£F 7 N\ ST Stroop 8
PR IR A sl AT J9 AT IMRI 088, R 50 T ANFE 064 T R B E A8k, S5 RR W, fETPi5%
PER S WA SN2 8] 52 25 100, (RIS T $0 4 (Bl (ACC) IR AR FE R AR 31 7358, IXRBIHT 11 B 5 T30
Z (B AF T B VI A M (Sheth et al., 2012) 0 BbAk, 28 SLIGUE SE 2 Fil B YL B SO K AR & i A2 Tt
X BA BAEREmE, HiZAN 2R MEZER BCAERE, T2, EIMEFE R B H
(tDes)HiAR, KA gomogo 115516 KR AR I BN EAKF, WFFERA, MBHARIEUE H T 45 M MU Er
BRI, ]R3 PR P Bl KT, AT BRI, Go-Nogo HIMERZE T, 1X—45 SRR HE i
H A P RE 0 S R i MR A BE 0. A 23 RIRER A 11 1S 5 F 55 (stop signal) i) FE K
SR B A MU R A XA T 22 LR R, A5 SRR, BHARIECE TS A AR R DA 2 AR
R DB 77, AT BRI, B i A5 5 ORI R) SB35 e 4 (F AR, 2018). IXRHEFLN
U A o) S A X PR T RS RS o ST, BTH0AY Rl (ACC) B T ISR R o o, — Hoph
RAE ACC H MR, A5 AT DR A H F8 2 DA ANIE 24 1) [ R, ATTTASE AR R R 3 iR X %5 Fh R K
(LR
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2.2.2. TR R SINEIEHIZZ B AR

SSER R Dy RE AT DA BhBRA T A & PR B 2SR 14T, R ST P BOA S B I R . R
R, RTINS AN 2 (AR O% R IEAT 1T W RN R B o A8 DU A 5 b R A 4600 AN [+
KA SAHIER A e fE R, AR T BRI AR RAMAFER Gl A BB 2 1 22 R M &
BHEFEFANRELE N, AMIEERE], B FRE AT ARG T ZHH B & st A,
W THESPHEFIR TS . AT AR RIS =2 2 (B A BAE H (Goldstein et al., 2007).

H AT S 48 5 i 400 s o ) AR LA 3 A

(1) A RER

tH Baumeister 5 Maruaven (2004)#& H . %2 U0 5K MR RIIN TR IEA R, BIAMARLE 7€ I T5% 2
A — R BN AR AR HOK 2 B0 A Fohn T A% v H B AS [R) R B2 1 45 FE Bl 0 2% (Baumeister et al.,
1998)c nRASREAR -t F) X SE A RN B2, A MAAE 58 il — T 55 B — NI H 2 5 AT g ik 21 9
BIHFR . RIAEIN LA AT BEA TN R IR A SRR, MATEREAT U RN L AR I 22 #6 — &8 70 A0
BEUR DARAE A 56 B H AT S5, X — i FE S HATHEGIE . A 7 D St o A snim T, filhn
VER s m A, AR 22 N EN YR (Schmeichel, 2007). W R BEIR ALV 5 77 B YR AR
BEURMA, LR e R T RATER, AT OO FI B . BEACE AR, IS @ AT
HIF= A REIAE T, TOIRRARNGE 2 T R 1 28 72 5 RN RT B, T3 BUMATE AT HA s HAE 5%
I BT BN B BRI/ o I 20 AR BE R IR o5 I — e R R, X AT 45 I B R (Wolfe et al.,
2011)0 MRFXFIL AR B, TIPS IC 2L, #A PR AN AT 12 1 T R Bl

(2) XU FEFHAERY

Pessoa (2009)$2H T “XE w4 " % (Dual Competition Model), 1ZAERIFEL T HIEA R L, BAER
NIRWS 16 25 B0 RIS B Lk B 52 . s 4515 BN ST 20 58 41 A 1) S0 o A AT 7K 7

oM, MR R . AR, EPATHES IR, AR A AR RPN 2G—F

B G T ORE A EN BRI, HoAd o B e ) A B 5 A 23 T8 32 Bl (Norman & Bobrow, 1975). 245
— R PR 2 AN BRI, XM IR B8 R 5l K AT R D RE I AT s Z B ST
FRIEAL “5ag” o RUELE 5PATIEHIRE /) Z WAFAE AR IEAROG, (HPIE AR fi St R B2V G &R .
175 26 B B)) ] g2 0 AT 58 1) 7 AR AR A By B R 2, AT S 0 L PRAT 2808

(3) ¥k - @i

5 RUEA PRELE T B 25k 85 A I TR AR, 97 - BB i (Fredrickson, 2001)MA
RS 26 PT REARSE AN EIIN T BT e - BB a8 R AR 46 e A R im Tt 72 (1 52
ma) J HAE R ML, 25 RO, ARG nT DAY AR B AT shia [, HBAMA S Ry, SA %0
i TR 7] R

TEH G RG4S o T S SN R sg e iy, 45 0 7 BSAME R IS5 18 . —eri U 45 R R ERR
G EET Go 455 11 S SIS EE A P B A% B b SR, T Nogo DI 3L S B Jim R ¥ P 4100 ] PR X 15 5 22 ik
(Albert et al., 2010; Albert et al., 2012). A 7 & PO TN 28 B Fr 2 I 5930 4142 #1) (Kalanthroff et al., 2013),
PR TR, (£ )L B BRI B, AR 48 15 53 i A i) S R | ) 25 8 40 TV A 1S 2 1
BRI ESt, JCIAEL) ) LB B S A sl G B o A A TR P T R R A AR A s A B A, WU
R EVE TR AR e i 38 o ) L 28 AN /D4 I B Al R EE R PR (K ohls et al., 2009). LA EAfF 78 B R4S 31— 2
PSSR, HIAIE I 17 48 250t #0285
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2.2.3. 32 EREEXTHIEHIFE IR0 Y E RSMT R

FEAZ FE RE S AR R AR T K, FRATT AR S o0 B 2 1) £ FEE SR A A8 A8 R AN 2 i 2 TR) PRI DG 22, W] A
TERT A AR RS A 42 1) (1 FE R Bt 2 AT ERT #0538 £ R A i 423 1

CL A BIF 9 LE e8] R A R 0T A 00 ot 42 o) T e 140 W1 95 4 P 3K — [ i IR R JHG ) Dy 8 P SR A s 1) A
o EEERERH X AARRMEN IS —, HAZ O B S R A R A S A S s A
B, AR FE B AMEAT S5 S8 A WL EE 9, Pt DA vy A R AN B ARG AR R A4 B SR R F G A B 2R B3
P2 TR A N B 2 B0 4T 55 P 2 B #IM SR #& (Derakshan & Eysenck, 2009). 3 —Fi 41 £ LA Bishop £ AL
X, MATMEIRIEFFATER, 0 BAE R N EAR R 0 g KSR 58 A A 55, SRR ME
FHECEL,  m AR AR D SR RGN BB T v e s o] B 0 N s AH SO, e AR RS A LU AR &
MMEFAEZ R E BT RS BRSNS, K RIS B BT R R R i R IR
(Bishop, 2009).

HH Eysenck 1 Derakshan FE 216, 1TLLRIL, $d)Dh ez B dlsgmioR, AR Z 3]
Dhee 2 fE & seme 5 I S s A/ E T, AT FTAE 1 B A5 -5 1) AR O 3 PR Ry 3 R G )4, A A0 B
ML E1 59, M7 A0 B ] J((Eysenck & Derakshan, 2007). 7E Bar-Haim 25 A\ T 7845 5 b S 45 17 1%
iR, SERBHEHAZEEAMAR Emotion-stroop RILE AEH A BN LU ZE, XEUE i & 1R
i 18] %5 Ko (Bar-Haim et al., 2007). 5 BE[AIES, Gorlin A1 Teachman HIHF 5T HF #K F T Emotion-Stroop yu 3,
Al S 2 ) 2 Rt 2 £ RE R 5 B O ) TR ZE T R, 4 SRR I AR ) A 2 £ R A5G AT
ill#38 1) 5 58 IEAH 9¢(Gorlin & Teachman, 2015).

Pacheco 55 A\ Flanker F{JF 55 RAR W ¢ 5T A8 RS AN 40O F IR ThRE RS2, 45 R I:  S5{Fr
PR EIANRF LU, RAEPATAEBAES IR, e i £ 8 R B 72 B K, (R
A R DA L& 2 M TAT AT 55 TR 22 7= A B AR 20 o Derakshan R FH S IRBRAT 5480 15 B £ L&
PO S SANHI DI RE RN, S5 RN SR PR RS MR EL, e o A5 18 PR A Ak 5 R e IR Bk
RS s I R E G, S8 EA AR 55 I S N IR A R 2 25 5 RIS FCIR R, s AIRRR AR MR AE
FEANE A2 I IR BT 5538 R A AR S5 I, HOERA 3R A A W4 % 5 (Derakshan et al., 2009). HH EL_E AT A B
FEHERATTRT A HH Ak 52 £ RO 1 42 1) T e 1) 52 0

3. PEEREEARENXN
3.1. UEMRA R

PAEA IR 2 0T 1% NHERRFER AR BEAT 1528 - A7 9 M2 6 52 T AT F i e (80T 72 (e, B aER
AL ER RSB IE B AR AR, (HUME R SCIe AR 2 S+ AT 28 1A BB Aok iR A1 4, SOyt
B AL, i EfE R Eden R SL it 25t M AT SRR AR B Brox i 5

AT OB A S AT A A R RS S IS H Z R OC R A it TR Z BB TERIR T, EEERET
A FEFE I SCIERT FULR D, DA 2 &b TRAR P AR R RS I AMA, SR SEG A 1 e rh Ak
AZFRFENS A A4 8 h e 7 AR TR M O PR, JCH A BRIy, AR SRR RSA E AR IR i
Gk =Ffis G5 S 2T T H0 42 ) SR B A i 25 4

FTCA, (EBIBTAT AW FCRI A _E, BRATTS R A 728 e Ak 58 B R A A 400 i 72 ) 7 T A7 6 B R
BEAT 1 SRR, (B R T AR MRS A & S B R FL AT 142 6] T B I — il AU AR A B BT (R AR 5
T U HER AL AL SR FE A% I E B BB G R, WRILE 1, 2T T DR SRS,
WP A S AR AR A A A R, 55 A 58 R P X B S 2 19 85 v (A S 142 1) D RE RS2
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3.2. FHRLIFR

SKESAE E-prime RASHRIC KA 58 BUAE 55 I 1O SOBE I ATERA 2. I DA SRR R e (AL 37 5
MPORAE ST 7 8 s RN 2305 ET8GF 7 e ALK 23073, SO BT BB A s 2 )
WA, XA BTk alE A E (s 28 0B, AN S2 HAbAS R RS 15 IR 3L T 77
B RP A IEE, Py SOV =R RARL T R SR IR R0 o

BUA I TS B AL 25 TR0 IR 2 2 i A A, oA SO R A B FU A b . A
BT K TR RIVE ], 9B FUE 4 8 Rl Sh e i S AR SR 1 58 78 73 ORI

3.3. fFIRENX

TR PAT DI RE A A% DAL AR 73, IF TS 28 AE AR 3 Th e B RE M 3 1 1 48 X AT Th e Y
WA ZE R, TR A RIE IS A B . WEFCIRTT 1R RIS 41 B2 o AN R A R RS R A AR ) 4%
HDhREZE S, WBUA BT FCSS R BEATAM TS, AR T SN A it 1 i 52 £ B8 K2 A 4t 42 ) D RE (KT Bk Bs
LIRS 15 45 5 AT Dh RE A2 ELAF F O R

FENBEESE b, BETCLAE B RRaS (RIS NI FURT R, Kb, AR A RS P 4L R 15 26 - 0
MREAT NZESR, MR SBUE B RS A AT RER R . — 5 A A X0 A A RS AT ks i R
SR, 2 DR EAT I DI RESR R AR AT IR BE ST, IF AT RO AR TR R AT A R
J3— 77, A UASE S AT LA U R AHE ) RN AR, 9T DA AR AT AR RS I A T TR R AL
M, WENAARTE IR B SR, A TTRE P E Nt 2

4. HRIIE
4.1. AIRBHRERE

i3t Go-Nogo 155 LALAEAFINE 1G5 T i ARALAS AR K 2 A (K SR NI BE 0 5 AT S S 1) 22
5o B AEARI A S AR FEANMAAE DA AR 25 T PRI D0 BRI 70 B, R Bes Kt A A S AR R L
LARTHHAANRTR I RE /732 1 i

AT FUIE L UL PNMT AR 5 SRR RN T R -

Nogo IR F(ER): 58 S M A §E 77 (BIFE D8 S N 31 ) Headt AT BELIBT (9 RE ) BUAZ o6

Go WIKIER NI (RT): 5 EMARIIN TRCRE  SAAT 3L sl B IR A B AR -

BT AT NI IO ARG, AW TR LR RBE:

FESRIGH KT, AR A B R AL BRI SN §E 77 SHATIE BT b 2 gL

i A FE S AR RS 255 5 N I Nogo BR ARG 225w TP M A IR VR B, SR HE WY 8 FX) S o2 410
3210 AR AAE IETE 5 T Go [OBIINDRE B 28 A TP M S MG B, AR H AP A 48 5
IR e SRtV E T o A A2 £ FE AL B A B8 77 5 AT TS 52 1 B 1 B sh AR E B, 455
PrE ZRARE

4.2. iIRFG=E

4.2.1. AR

i TAS RS ZBEHUMAE, XFK%E 97 44 5 KM 157 4 LA AT HAS SRR/ P Tk .
4y >16 BIHIWT N TEAERE SR FRRE . BRIk i 33 At SRR A L 29 A RA SR B RAE N
Bk ASHFFE T Cronbach’s o Z2E0H 0.87. (ERMIIFE 18~23 B2 ii]. ToAEMZIN, LA, 1BHEHH,
MAT B IEM ST IEH s AFF.
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SR A 3 (BT EERAL: IEME, PE. fibk) < 2 GO AR RS SR ) R R 3R
REEREBE. dEERHR, HAZEREHEEEM, AR RMEERIRE /1Bl Nogo #f
WRHE, Go IEFRIK I TR,

4.2.2. SERME R

A K RME Go-Nogo £ 750, Go B! Nogo ML E ik 1:3 L, LA RBHRIIIA M.
W Go il %k FH P 37100, 17 Nogo HIl¥E % I % B %7 XC. CM F1 V.

B MEEEEEM B EICT 2 B RTIAET) . FLA e R I ORI B A B 2 R
W T BA RN AL 2 P R NI R AL 2, B IR R R . RIS AU I A5
FEIESUSEIGHT, BENLIMEL 20 4 KFAR &R FZM AT 7 BP0 (1 BEARE, 7. EFEHIR), &k
HOPF 53 o ey HLAROE VRS I v BUE R IE LI A kL, BN KA ITE S v e A .

C IEMEIES R AR IEMEMBREI T 2 BERA B ER . BEUR AN 5B O
PSRBT B AR I T 2 BRSO 35 SE MR S AR [ BRI AL B BT R AR AR
FIREL T 20 44 KRBT RN EE (L WLk, 4. ik, 7. WILIEYE), @A REAETE) S
S L (P ) B B R IE S SE B A R .

D SEIGA A AL A N, BEEE 14 i, 5 ER 1920 x 1080, MIHTE 60 Hz. KA E-Prime 2.0 3K
PEHEAT AR ) SR I 5%

4.23. ZRHEE

ASEIGAE T THIR. 5960 B R T.

B, S FHEE, ARE AWK UHETE T8, SRR SIS A S e S R G, A
STV, WA IR Ay kS SRR TIR PR, #rak =, BhHAEE A TP ROIRES: B
FEPRIEBASN, 5] 41T Go-Nogo 1£5%, KM E-Prime2.0 4l fE/7, Scimifeunls 1.

Go-Nogo B4 IFUfiT, EiGHI PR sLI0 TR S8 . FEASLIGNT, FFErhi s B 800 ms Hfh
“+7, a2 500 ms BN, B Go (I35 K)IAIK S Nogo (XCv CM. V % 15 )RR FEALIK K HH
BT BRREA Y, BB JE A2 1000 ms FIBENLZS R o AT45 Bk Y Go ik H B Puidid “T” 4, T 24 Nogo
B I TE 5 428 . RSS2 8 2k =) SE8e 5 IR USRI AR, 250 SE5e 10 A trial ARG FH R LE R
BLIGHAEFIAAE . IENTLE0 53 A=A block #E4T, F£it 180 4 trial, Nogo 1 Go Z&HH-H L2 1:3, EP
£ 45 4~ Nogo K1 135 4 Go iRIK, TERL Go R R L. I R FHBENL 1. SEie4s 3R
Ja, A AR Bl R SR AN IE B 0T DA S AT A S A L, F PR

CcM
XC

+ 11l (REZER) +

oooooooooooooooo

Figure 1. Flowchart of the Go-Nogo task
1. Go-Nogo £ &R IEE
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A

5. ZRE S

45 H E-prime B2/ HadxK, FA Excel #ATTALHE, (M SPSS22.0 Stit/r#r. HEFEISFFEIE
oA, KHCFE + balER)RoR, ERFFUIAES, J8AE LT P24 IR AR R 01 8 1 1K«

(1) Go 1E# S SRR A R FR B I 10%:

(2) Nogo HIEHRZTE 50%LA o X TR %A T Nogo UCH AL, FRATTTRZEN 75 & 2R Mk
W7 G, IR B A NI R Nogo WRIREE 5% TF MR R M4 1) Go IERIRIK T
PS8 SSII TR] 53 B A i Sz I B KA (1 + 3 s BASM).

WG, Gk, Erk AR R A T R AR A B s BT Nogo i EHRF AT Go 1E
T IR IR S I [R)gEAT 3 B 7 22 40 A

5.0. SEBMERMMSAODZEERKE

Xf AL AE A PR A AV AL A A FE AR IS AT MR E AR T RS 51K, Mtk B Al
357 (M = 60.61, SD = 4.60) 2 % = TR #1232 £ R4 A 145 70 (M = 38.07, SD = 8.34), (58) =12.85, p<
0.05,

W MCTIREAR T AL, HE SR AEA NN ESR, GRER, HZERESEREMESD)
=52.05+12.46 ML A (M + SD) =45.05 + 13.54 Z [A| L& & 25+, t(58)=-1.98, p=0.50.

WIS MSIREAR T RS, FHaAAEMEEH R I 2 R, SR ER: DENRE IR, ErEES
HE N REAEMESD)=4.98+427 MLAEM+SD)=5.52+5.94 Z [A| LR EZER, 1(58)=-0.36, p=0.27;
S S R R B A M+ SD) =5.67+5.83 FILAEM+SD)=5.63+5.76 Z A LR FHER, 1(58)=-0.03,
p=0.75; GPEELERE R FBAEMESD)=6.37+6.97 fAM+SD)=821+5.77 Z[HLERBEER, t(58)
=-1.09, p =040, VAP NTEPR, IEMERE ST B4 M + SD) = 344.47 + 30.91 L EM + SD) =
35744 £34.14 Z M EEEER, (58)=-1.54, p=0.77; FHHEEEFR T HEM £ SD) = 365.67 + 55.14
MM+ SD)=351.22+3523 2 A LR EZR, t(58)=120, p=036; HMEHEEER FHEM=SD)
=356.25 £43.83 FIZ A2 (M = SD) =352.92 +£34.42 2 [H] LR FEZE R, t(58)=0.33, p=0.21. HLLEAH,
FHIEEHIE S Nogo 4 REAM Go IERIRIK S S FEME I T, 55 Pk A0 Lotk 22 18] I 2 L o 86 38 1) 22
5, HERAEAEGE X (p > 0.05). Fit, 7EREERHrd RS, Fo0 TR 5 A Lo vk i Bs k47
G I

5.2. [ MAMFIREFI 4T (Nogo R $EIRE)
Xt Nogo W IR FHEAT HEMETT 200, Wik 1.

Table 1. Error rates (%) in Nogo trials
%= 1. Nogo R EEIRZE (%)

et RS e E Sk T

(M + SD) (M = SD) (M = SD) F P n?
AL AR 5.68+6.11 5.33+£4.97 8.16 £ 5.95
AT S 4.99 £ 4.63 5.97+6.51 6.99 +6.51
25 3R 0.12 0.73 0.00
17 48 1 18 T kU8 471 0.01* 0.08
(Rl 0.70 0.50 0.01

H: {3 p<0.05 N, Nogo H#imZFEMFRMAMEIFE -
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RN

2 S-W (i - BURRIE, S HEHE MM IES Ao BRAIGEE S, H Mauchly’s W =0.98,
BENE 0.56, TFEERAKGLR.

HEEWETZEER LR AR ESNAEE, F(1,58)=0.12, p=0.73, np*=0.00; 558N
&, F2,116)=4.71, p=0.01, np?=0.08; HHIFIHFHEIGHR ML LA ARZE, F2,116)=0.70, p=0.50,
> =0.01.

HIGHI R PO R RIE B A IS T R TAEAEEEEE F@ = 0.02); EIEEEZS
1518 MR TAE P S 5 8 TEARIEREE@ = 1.00); ERTEREEEE T EE s TP IS S840
T (p=0.03).

5.3. Go IE#iR R R Rt
XA Go IEAA IR I I B H#EAT A W& 7 Z2 400, Wik 2.

Table 2. Reaction times (ms) for correct go trials

%z 2. Go IE#I R & RZBT (ms)
EHEEESR H g G BTSSR

(M = SD) (M = SD) (M = SD) F P n?
AL AR 344.46 +30.91 365.67 + 55.14 356.25 + 43.83
AL ZE £ & 357.44 +34.14 351.22+35.23 352.92 + 34.42
2H ) N 0.04 0.85 0.00
15 215 B RN 1.04 0.34 0.02
HA GG 3.53 0.00* 0.06

E: Go MR TALRE (AT IR L) «

2 S-W (H R - BURRS, AR MM IES /. BRARISE R, Hr Mauchly’s W =0.72,
WEME 0.00, AFFEERAAL . Kk, Ph—ItH Z 0 HT “Greenhouse-Geisser” H 4 IE 45 A HE

FEREMET EPRIGE R ER: AR ERNAEZE, F(1,58)=0.04, p=0.85, np*=0.00; E%HE
BEANAEE, FQ2,116)=1.04, p=0.34, np?=0.02; HRIRIELEEE RS BN 22, FQ,116)=3.53,
p=0.04, 1p>=0.06.

BN IR IR fERHE B EA , BEB R A3 F(2,57) = 537, p =001, np? =
0.16; {EARALACERAY, HEBBEMME AN AEE FQ2,57)=0.56, p=0.57, np?=0.02, #E—F Xt
PeiAg th: Mt AR A, EIETEIE A 1G58 T B R S B35 5 TR RS 28 5 N IR S (p =
0.03); fEIETEIE LI T I ROBLN 5 T A PES 28 5 58 T I S I HR A B2 2 72 R (p = 0.07): fEHE
TE BN B NI KT 78 PSB85 R AR NI (E AR TA ) 5 2 22 F(p = 0.80). RALSSAEEAHHR,
RGN . PRI T OVMEIS 215 B T 0 SORE I 2470 2.3 22 57t (p > 0.05).

54. W RRE

5.4.1. FRIMEEERX BB AFE K MHIHIREI (Nogo SHIRZ) MR

S5 LA BE 752 MARLEDL S SN AR Bl Ja 3o FLEAT Sy BELWT (A% Lo AT DO R, FEAMT 5T 22 H Nogo
R RFOR TR . SRS, AR HPORE MRS T 10 Nogo HHRF B2 T kN
Bi(p = 0.02), RUIFVEREE LEHI 1R ZEEF KR NANGIGE S . X RIS “ RITARER”
5 COWETEH” o mt R E AR A S F BB SRR R, SRS AU E e R A
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PRI, SR T RE R AR TR, ML Nogo 1IN, Joikge i 2 8% (1) DA K B YR
DRI B s AT, RS S IS RERRE L ERARE, X R
AL AR S B R MU AR A, EIEEEEE TS PHBEEET.
PGS S N A IR BT R E Z R (p > 0.05). & X P4 R J5 R AT e 2 T e s s i R g
fit, ERE AR I A K, SRR F%E 3 Block I P2 AR 55 208, HIIRAS A AR e B, TR 330
Nogo 1E45 HIs R BB HBLE E Z R .

54.2. AEBEBENHZEEAFERITERESMITHEE(Go KRF)AIFE

Go IEMfRIK IR SRS S e 7 AR B HAT L SN HEROIR A BB AN AL o W) L s (AL S £R e
WEAFIELETE R T Go IEMRK N, RIE A SAEK, E RS EE T 1) RS B3
LT RIS 28 IG5 RN (p = 0.03), 5 ZEHIFARI S, X SN I () 4 R AR I FR) A2 I 2% s i 3 7t
MR SIRE I B 5 . X 5T AW 45 R — 5. Bar-Haim %5 A (R B 70t 22 W i 4k 22 £ &AM A 1)
Emotion-Stroop &I 5 JEH AT EE RS MEAH LU 22, W i 44 B I B B4 (Bar-Haim et al., 2007), X —
SERFRESIEAY R - @WIHIRA K, BSOS, ST MRRRAT ISR, R
AN IS BBEATIN TR RE S5 T ST 28 B A7 AE 20 AR RN Y LG BB, DT U 55 A R 4
il A4z B ) (Fredrickson, 2001). ZEARSEEG T, AT RIS 2515 S A 5 B2 B, S5
PRI 2815 B2 AF T O B R, O BRR TR B S AER, AN SE Go IEfIRKIK
ST IEPEIE 28 5 26 T S LI o ARAE S RS A, fEIEMEBE B T RS
T ST T OB TE R 2 5 (p > 0.05). AIRESE T 0T BEIE T A 28 e S AT 55 1A
BRI D, BB RSB o B R I I TG, 3 3O S AR R o B
AT 5 D, TR XS Go 415518 AT, AT 3350 11X P2 SR g H 3

5.4.3. Bt E5FmEN

RRE,  HEACAE FET I 4% ) 1 S M TEAS AT v dads b EE AR PR R, frE i ol B U
SIS T A A AR R 1 R BN RE F7, R PEE g s g AL T AT S T aRE . X
—WFRFE THABENPATRER ., FE TEESIMNER, ARTE Nt 7 g
FEREANMRIAT NRFAE, S AP A SR AU SR T BN I, A D AR A 38 A 58 I R ) A 2T T AL
WAL, FEAMATIIRE S, AIRE— i N2

TESRBE R, BT S S AR R R AR A AT TS MG SR A S R 38 3 1 RO B S AL S 1
REUIZR(S A, X E CEEMRIE, FH5MERATR) INEIZGE(EV, 2021). FBMETEE J11E
B R AP SN RN TR, e IRAT v ehal, R A& NIRRT

54.4. IRBRRSRE

[, ST ABTA R FAF AR, AT 3T AR NGRS 58 3 -

(1) AW FER A AT A R R PR BEAT 00, (EORAE SEA8 AT AR B AT AT VP0G, X ATREZ XA
W TEGE SRIA AL . Rk, ARSI TR AR BORE LR AT S B R E R, DUAIBR1G M B
ik, B tE s SRR, DLORIESS 26 15 Baid AR A Ak

(2) FESKIBLINTTIH, AT 5 A G2 MG Aok B T MR B, BAREEAT THMRRTE,
BV 5 HSL R A BORE R, YUK 450 ] fe 32 BIHILE R TR, 1T 3E A /1B AR A Bl
AT RETCVE AN B SR XA 2538 . DRI, AR I TE %5 B8 T AR R 3L BE ), IR AT SE sk
AINBRSAENG L, DLPR O b P R BRI 52 s b, et — P EEYAR B ARREMS 5 T
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RSN, BIASMAGR 1 2 OS2 AR B0 T 22 H CRPARIIN T 7 30 T AR FEARX B Block 455
PARAITELEHEAT I, DA R BT AT A5 FEAE AR Block 45 UG X BRI TS b ATk, DAl fRIL
FEREAN SR IR TP AR 2 A TR B RS

(3) AWFFERHA] E-prime 17 SR TUNE 4 00 v (A 52 R B OR 2 A2 i o 42 i AR T 22 SR D S5
SR, %5V R R AE T TOVE AR R A AE L o DRI, ZEARSRAGAITSE A, JRATRI BLKAT 9556 5 ERP
AR RBIEAR . BHIREEARMEA &, CURATFUA RN 15 5T w52 £ 18 O A4 i fi 2 i g
NES

6. &t

AR Go/Nogo 15575 G 4 B v (I A A2 AR B OR 2 A S 4 1 R B 200, 45 H DL R 4518
(1) FERAH AR B ARG T RS R R Z R . TR MM B REEIRIT T, R0
JEF BARR I B T TRt L8 . Q) BB S BN SN R N LA EE . it
PEAE 28 025 B 95 1 Ak SRS (1 RS B (R BN Nogo HE R m); M0 IEVERSZE M B E R T T @
A RSB AT 50 TALRECR LY Go 1M s SE I B 1 I 25 4 ) o

STk
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