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Abstract

To examine the prediction of emotion and pain in high and low trait anxiety, the current study
employed cue-target paradigm. We found that participants with low trait anxiety (LTA), but not
with high trait anxiety (HTA), recognized unpredictable angry faces more accurately than pre-
dictable angry faces. This probably reflects that the unpredictability amplifies the negative impact
of threat stimuli for participants with LTA. Moreover, participants recognized painful pictures
more accurately than non-painful pictures in the unpredictable trials, but not in the predictable
trials, suggesting that prediction can reduce the susceptibility to pain.
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1. 51§
1.1. ¥REE

FEREREAT R i W B RS MBS , HRR R L8 10%~20% (Manassis, 2000). K, 58 EHH
R FEAE OB FERE LU — B R 2 000 o AR R RS 2 B AN R Y. R R RIRS R
Hor, KRR RAR — P — M I AR A, R — RS A A K PO AN 22 R A R 1 AN THELE
— MBI AR RS B R AR EEKF, RIRIR BT “ SR AHRE” (McNally, 2002). ¥T4E#K, K
R B FEARTT T R B AR FEAMAR A R AL, RV T — KA BB H B

{5 FH B 1) 43 9 22 85 8 1) ERP 45K, Bar-Haim et al. (2005) FRAF 55 & B i e 5 22 e 1) A ol il e T L
BWNEZHER . JoAh, FA R F0 3 3R T £ e A A AE S o £k P P B SR I R AROR I N i (—
ASFHAR ERP f053), X R THRN T 5 2 [ & % (Weinberg & Hajcak, 2010).

KEMWF T E R T 20 HERE R MR AR RS R EEAME. i, A Eicst
T 20 £ R RS AMARTE BRS8NI IX 5, A AT R 30— B0 3 B 7 SRR R I X 3 20 1)
—FME(Qiu et al., 2011). ZEHRKI, HAMEREEMEL, SRR ARG MR, 22 A0 FTEi 2
GG DX — B AR, 3 U B AT TN A S AH DR A% 28 (0 DA N T R ARER T 1 FRAH Q1) Oy BR AR A T B BRI
UeAh, BEFCE ORI, R A R A T R P 0 AT A B2 BT AT [ B S XA TE R O
(Freitas-Ferrari et al., 2010),

1.2. 1H&EMERETHA

NS AFN ) — > E 7 2 8 DA A YL 3 A SR e B BT R T . B 50 R B,
5 NGB CA 5 10 i X 5 22 R R T A je 2, b, REMNRTAT 52 15 AMU T f J= 45
(Ran, Chen, Cao, & Zhang, 2016a). - THHE EALFE: 18 25 TR0 T o

Onoda et al. (2008) K IL1E &8 UHHAAERTHNAT K= BEAMUBTRT 1 = DL IS IX 7 R T8
RN . BT — T ERP AT T AN A I IR 28 R CEAS TR 28 R 0T 5 155 K BOR R 205 5))
(Gole, Schiifer, & Schienle, 2012). BRIGL T, 0 U 2UF RS . BHFFRE R 75 s
o % 52 1) 2 9 22 () ) R TR K 0T A A R o 7 A R S, 5 SR R B K PR i T 56 A 2 i s 3K 1 % 8
H19i (Clark, Brown, Jones, & El-Deredy, 2008). Hit I 71 & R AW e e R iF R AR T, 2550 R TN
(147 PR A0 600 &0 3 e 428 368 4% 0 A R 1 2 95 0L m T R b R A% T+ 4 B L 4 B (Morton,  El-Deredy,
Watson, & Jones, 2010).
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1.3. [E)RRiRL

T B0 SRR LT AR B, LA B 4297 % 50465 R #1815 U 2 180 956 R (Freitas-Ferrari et al.,
2010). B, MAFTHFIEH 58 T BRH IR A2 AMA RO 2 BUSIIN T . i R ORI B R B, 2 F
S TN RPERTUN . KA TER R 282 B T (cue-target) T 2% % 8 T 5 IG5 I A K222 0 15
TR PR TN T

2. K1
2.1. 53k

2.1.1. #iR

K A SCRR PR 25 -4 I3 £E FE 1) 36 v R o AR EE IR 46 (45 SR, BRB1f,  1995; Spielberger, Gorsuch,
Lushene, Vagg, & Jacobs, 1983)%} 302 44 fER KA BEAT Wl o A H5 4 iR o2 8 8 25 B0 1) o0 A IR BT /5 &%
27% B AR e AR o £E R AL . iR AR R 2 b 23 S BE LIS 30 &2 B0(m ke o £ FE 4L : 20
Ak, 10 Z 5k PR 19.53 £0.90; RFFHAEELL: 22 # k. 8 5tk PRy 20.53 +
25HSINARTIY . MOLREAR ¢ 4GS0 R], s i AR 8 Al i s DT AR F8 0 U 5 v TR ot A FE 44
TR0 R FE 2 El(p < .001).

2.1.2. RIEHH

SEZI6 R F ok E T rb LS 25 1 F E(CFAPS) (Wang & Luo, 2005), 1EPEFIGPE T FLE F % 40
ik, Horp— 2P LA Lo, S AR B B v T L TR G - R R (IE M 5.89 £ 0.81;
fifk: 2.87 £0.50; #75)=20.03, p<.001), {HFEMREESE EARZECQEME: 592+ 1.40; fifk: 5.89 +0.24;
tayy=—0.11, p=.914). FrA ERBIHIERT KA EIRIKBEL R o teah, B s e o bR
LRI . TR R A 2.8 x 3.7 FE, RN T2 R RAT .

2.1.3. SLIRIERF

SERO R, MEARARTE— N ER I S A, HRAG R BERE 90 em. ZSEIH AR 8 MR — A4
B, - AMHRZ RS HPAMERE RN . CERT M CREE” AN, B CET f <4k
A7 ENERASCNBURA S, W WU R AT, BRI @ AL R BOR . A
S, HArmSLRAESRELOMRE K. B CAREEE” FEE AR TS, ol AT
WA FEATURA Y, w6 A ST L H B RE 2R AR [

TERE— RS R, W S 2 B R A R S B — A 500 ms AOVERL AT, B HBL— AN 500~1000 ms
Mz EbE . SRE I — sk EFLIE A (E i) 252 AR ZEI 1000~2000 ms. #9155 20 H
FLRNEIAT AT 2308 A VR H P 1 — P4, W B AR ALE MR, Wik i A B <17 5,
R RAERMLRN, ik “27 8. 5Pyl S e EPAT AR Rt B, 7R IR ST,
Wl 75 2 5 A I Y 5 ) S5

22, &R

2.2.1. KR

K2 SRS FEAT 2(FUH . U, AT x 2(HfLERNS : @X%iAL, AR AL) x 2R B AR K-
R R AR RS, R AR ) I B B T ZE T (N2 1) M E R BN, U ER0N B3, F(1, 58)
=441,p= 040, 7. =.07, FEFUFKMT, BORIIRRR (M= 104759, SD =426.83)%F M T A HH%
(M = 1105.74, SD = 459.11). L4k, TS LR E LA R, F(1,58)=6.90, p= 011, 77, =.11.
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T BN A BT R B, A TR 3 T v 4T FL(M = 978.49, SD = 501.36) ) [ o7 Iif 32 3 T~ H ST AN T v 2%
MAL(M = 111717, SD=1549.61)HiR5(p = .001), {EXFFHIFIA T AR AT L AR 1) 2 S A S 35 (P AR
RMfL: M=1116.69, SD=535.87; A4S HFL: M=1094.37, SD=489.14; p=.607). HALK T
RSN HAEIARE .

2.2.2. IETRE

VP BNER 2 AT 2000 T, UMW) x 2(MFL#RNE: S mmeL, AL x 20K £ &K
R AR, ARART AR E E M E T g 1), HESNEERER, TS HLEEZ M
W, F(1,58)=14.94, p<.001, 7, =.21. WSRO HTRIL, ARPTIUY LM = 98.00, SD
= 332)MIIERA R 2 T HX AT % L (M = 95.11, SD = 4.40) I A HIIEWIZ (p < .001), {HX T
AN TR AF AT FLAR 530 B P T 2 2 S A 2 3 (WU AR <UL M = 95.89, SD =7.30; ATiiA= < fL:
M=96.77, SD=4.67; p=.303). EENZ, . HILRE. RFERKE=ELE/EHEE, F(1,58)
=4.16, p=.046, . =.07. WWNAIHTRIL, MRS AR FEHRLE R AT AL i FL(M = 96.57, SD = 5.65)
IR F TE A 2R 2 s T R T AR SR FL(M = 94.46, SD = 9.20)[F1iR 5 (p = .013), {H 5 £E e R TR
T X Fh 2 AT A S FL: M =96.98, SD =3.53; A4S fL: M=97.33, SD =4.41; p = .840).
FoAth i N AN AE HAE AN B3

3. L6 2
3.1. A&

3.1.1. #i

SR FH AR SC R AR BR A5 -4 T 5 RS ) 4 R PR R R R BB IR A5 (25 SR, EREA TR, 1995 Spielberger et al., 1983)
XF 302 ATERKZ AT M o A0 4 1R 0T AR RS U A AR BT 5 %% 27% Bl T sy (RS
JREEREH . SRR AR R A 23 AIBE LB 30 B iR(RE AR 21 B4k, 9 A5 P
e 19.67£1.09; RFRFRAERM: 22 Alctk, 8 LM “FHFE: 2047 £227)S I 1L . MOLFE
At KT IR B, e A R A T R T A PR A B 2 v TR O A P 2 A Y R R AR FE A B (p < .001)

3.1.2. RFHHS

SIS F AR PR i P AT BRI PSR- AR ORI B, PORIAIEE SN R 4% 40 K(Meng et al,
2012). FEIRAIAESR A FEAB U (R R 5.93 £0.72; RS e 2.13 £0.47; £75)=-28.06, p
<.001), 7EMLEERE BRI Fr: p<.001; AP 3.26 £ 045; 175 =-17.39, p<.00)ZFBIRE.
FeA R S8R ORGSR R B o Bk, R B0 TR . X ELBE . se S s @ vE A . A
—iRE T RS S 2.8 x 3.7 JiE, RN 72 BEEST .

Table 1. Mean accuracy and reaction time (RT) measures for each condition in experiment 1

% 1. S | PEMER RN TR T ERR AT ERE

JNEES (ms) IEH%(%)
S T Ry AR A AR R AR RS IRy o
M SD M SD M SD M SD
Ef Siib| 969.09 446.82 987.90 542,71 97.56 4.01 98.45 2.43
AT 1122.99 510.98 1111.25 576.99 95.42 3.36 94.79 528
itea Siib| 1108.58 537.88 1127.81 524.69 97.33 4.41 94.46 9.20
AT 1172.37 595.65 1016.37 321.83 96.98 3.53 96.57 5.65
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3.1.3. SLIIERF

SR, EARARTE— N ER I Ss AH, HRAG R BERE 90 cm. ZSEEH AR 8 MR — A4
B, Mz g I AN ETEC CORIET L K7 R CARRIET AN HEBL CAET R 9k
B AYCN AL, W2 TR EARAS T, HESREORAKE R MR R, kA
e, E AR IR A ORI R . T “ AN RIS RE A O AT R, ot R A U A
FEATISALA S A, SEAASIE B Rt A A [+

TERF— RS TR, B e 2 0 o B S5 (0 P S R B — AN 500 ms IR A5, B HIBL— AN 500~1000 ms
2 E B SRJE BBl — KRR AE B A (H ). 2 )52 AR IR EIL 1000~2000 ms. #RHAT5
SEHIWT I R T R . SIS VR I R I R, W H AR AN R B, e R
BER 1 B, WRRREE R, ik <27 B SRRk e s A BT R AR B R . TE
IERRERIG AT, B T 50 R L 1 5 2] S5

32. &R

3.2.1. KR

P2 SRS EAT 2(FH: T, AT < 2(B A AL dEPm I, Im ) x 2085 AR RSP
R AR RS, R AR R H AR ZE (AR 2). T ZE TS R EOR, TN B, F(1, 58)
=49.60, p<.001, 7, =.46, EFIEMT, BB (M =1091.00, SD=314.41)%FM T A Hi
FAE(M=1308.74, SD=442.42), HAbR RN FIAE HAE AR B2,

3.2.2. IETRE

WP B ER AT 2300 Y, ASTIHT) x 2(BI R 288 ARPm I Fr, BB x 20K BLAE R KF
T R AR RS, R R ) I I T 2 T (N 22 2). M IS BN, T ERON B3, F(1, 58)
=102.40, p<.001, 177, =.64, FETHIEAFT, Bk RFLIEHARM = 97.64, SD = 4.22) 5% & T AT
KM (M =92.32, SD=4.14), Jehh, TS K KA BHAE 23, F(1, 58)=10.12, p=.002, n, =.15.
(T BRSO 3 BT R I, AEAS TSR AR T, B a0 4 1) v PR R A HEAf 2 B iy PR - M= 93.55, SD = 5.36;
B . M =91.10, SD=5.72; p=.013), (HEETUHIZAT, B A m A 3R B A 12 3 (o e ff
ERBANREFEFERE R M=97.06, SD=539; &K : M=9822, SD=5.15; p=.161). HAhK
FRNANAE HAE R BIA R .

4. T1ig
SO P S, SR 2R 2R T A B T R K A (I R PR BN . 52
W1 TR BRI, EBUAM T, BRI 5 T AT M. b, (GRS et i

Table 2. Mean accuracy and reaction time (RT) measures for each condition in experiment 2

2. L 2 PEMSI RN THFHERKNEFFHERR

SN (ms) IEZ (%)
St T i R A IR A R AR S IR A
M SD M SD M SD M SD
P Siib| 1172.13 372.19 1023.24 314.12 97.67 3.41 96.45 6.83
AT 141593 593.46 1187.60 354.44 94.07 5.71 93.02 5.04
N3 Siib| 1138.33 404.48 1030.29 235.26 98.78 2.39 97.67 6.90
AT 139040  498.69 1241.03 372.75 90.63 5.97 91.57 5.52
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AN AE ST AL B TE A 2 00 2 v T O UM AR A AL R, B R AR S AR R I X R 2 e
SIS 2 AEREIR, EATUIZAE T, Bl Zm BRI e A 8, EAETUISRA T, Boalxix
S AN AR B RO R R 2 R AN R

HFTATTERIN, TS AT T B S R S 2 0 T AN U AR A, X SR WINMARAE T S A1 R B0 S
FE— ML T o X —HFFE AL 5 LA R S50 45 10 A0 TR 9 A5 24 R R & — B0 (Ran et al., 2016a; Ran,
Zhang, Chen, & Pan, 2014). XA ZAIN T JR B AR TP 5% A T AT LASR HI 23 lE R B A 0 B U5
(Yang, Yuan, & Hong, 2012),

X TR B AR AT 5 IR AN T AR i L A0 IE A R 2 v o O AR A AL R . DR
FIBTFEINTT, AN AT T 22 R BB RN AN AR 520 (Ran, Chen, Qi, Ma, & Zhang, 2016b). H1TAE(1
FLo ST R, X o B B AR P8 e i ond AN T AR i AL S AN AUk, R T s A A AT TR T e i L
FIR B IER R S e AR, s AR B AR AR R I X AN U AN P00 A i FLA IRl 22 5 o XA
G e D) P R e e S R AR X P ARG UK DR TS 5t A1 0 e s S o i b ) AS T A0
WA AT AL

s AT R IAEATURAAAE T, ol Ao B AR e R S v, X R B AR I
B, ZMPAS LS DR SEIRR —BIICKIE, #0F0, kIk, 5, S48, F230, 2016). (H
FEFRHISEAT TS, Bl A A AR m B R RO AR R 22 e A B2, IR U RE A8 PR IS A ) P T
Y. X455 DAERMWT SO R BB AL, RIVIITT B8 B0 R Xt AR 5 J8 1% (Yang, Yuan, &
Hong, 2012).

S LRI TR, e o A FE AR (15 48 TN AR AE 22 5, (B R UL 8¢ 21 T in L0 i
AT A 5 BT R BRI M ILX IR I R R . B 5, 4 5 B e mT ade FH 46 28 - 7 Y Uy FoAth A =X
BEATHIEFE o EAN, KR ) 9206 55 SR AN RV 7K~ 75 23 B0 e IR 5T A8 B A A 2 39T N T (Ran
et al., 2016a; Ran et al., 2016b).

5. &t

TSI 5 1 R IR T £ OR8PS O o S0 1 2 A BN W] U 2 TEOR B
PO 57 £ FE AR 2, (B R e e AR FE e BRAh, SRR R BLTIUYIRE NS FEAG i (KR
FRREM AR BURYE . M RTHT FRA R BT ANAT3E 20 TR AR RS, By e 1 U THk 7T
A -

=
MR SREE T =007 BRI 2016 FEEERRI[NC2016B128]% Bl
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