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Abstract

Previous researches show that negative emotion impairs conscious response inhibition. Even dis-
gust and fear were both negative emotion with high arousal, and they had different effects on sen-
sory and attention. With the masked go/no-go paradigm, this study aimed to discuss the impact of
negative emotion (especially disgust and fear) on unconscious triggered response inhibition. The
results suggested that negative emotion impaired subconscious response inhibition, also, disgust
and fear may have different effects on it.
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1. 518

S B4 (inhibitory control)f& —FhHUE O & & B0 E B3E 2 BUH 2 1HRITBE 71 (van Gaal, Ridde-
rinkhof, Fahrenfort et al., 2008), ‘&Z&INEIEHIBE I —F R, —MRHA go/no-go i xE# stop-signal
Yo HATHE TS, 1E go/no-go A5, go ik A =2 T no-go ik, I go kI, BRI i
B, TR SR, T2 no-go iR tH IS, )RR ZEIH X M R R o A SRR TSI AR
#] 75 E &R 192 5 (Dehaene & Naccache, 2001; Hommel, 2007). 3X 42 B 2% BT AT 7 & B 042 ) A i
AT R T RO A B 2 D RE, TRTALY )2 X S EIRA A ¢, WINiF 2ty AR MmAAERR] 7 “fH
RO B H]” MRS, R “ R En S 2 AP R (Hommel, 2007). (B2 54& 4t K0 R AN,
BN RSN I R B, O A AT LA = RE B 51, T HE AT B B RUE B 51 Kk (Jiang,
Bailey, Chen et al., 2013; van Gaal & Lamme, 2012; van Gaal, Ridderinkhof, Fahrenfort et al., 2008; van Gaal,
Ridderinkhof, Scholte et al., 2010), XL} FE TR PIARTEHIKIAAESE AL T BRI SLIGIESS .

1515 28008 SO A I ) 52— BLDUORES R SRR, AR, SRS RIS B 2 AT
BRI BHAS s B # ) R BL(De Houwer & Tibboel, 2010; Hartikainen, Siiskonen & Ogawa, 2012;
Lindstrom & Bohlin, 2012; Verbruggen & De Houwer, 2007); AR EN, 1208 Ae w5 (2 3k 5 )
K122 B0.(Pessoa, Padmala, Kenzer et al., 2012; Robinson, Krimsky & Grillon, 2013). 41, 7E Pessoa(2012)%%
NIEEFEH, KA stop-signal YuzU, BIFFEAN R 98 B2 (1) B A0S SR R REme , 25 R, AIC9REE 1)
AR 3R T S A, T v e PR SO BRSO R R . TERT IR, B B s 2
L, JCHR RS ANFEI, 7E Hartikainen(2012)%5 A\ BB FE A, B FH FR) Ja SR ke, T 7
Verbruggen(2007) %5 N IR FEH, UM [ Bni 26 R A g s v B R (o, AR BR S P ) s o A P 1y
o XTSI il RIS 4 AT Re AU ASGR R, BivFIn a8 1 RS (Libkuman, Otani, Kern et al.,
2007).

RYEFN PR [F D ey P B R () (R PR 2, SR, BN RIS R G IRZ AN H—, PIFELE E0k
WA =, EAIAED SRR R R, POERES P gy, iR E N 550 fE S Rk G 56
=, PIEBOE R XOANE s BB, PROE O I B A AR A T, T R PR T 3 i Ak ph £ G 3 (Carretie,
Ruiz-Padial, Lopez-Martin et al., 2011). A — LB UG X 20 P& XA 58 . JERIIsem, 255%R
B, W5 S AR AN [E) I BE IR (Carretie, Ruiz-Padial, Lopez-Martin et al., 2011; Krusemark & Li, 2011; Nicol,
Perrotta, Caliciuri et al., 2013; Susskind, Lee, Cusi et al., 2008; van Hooff, Devue, Vieweg et al., 2013; Ver-
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meulen, Godefroid & Mermillod, 2009; Wheaton, Holman, Rabinak et al., 2013). faj 83, MXRVMER, 4
ARARES Gy R BUSLXT, T 24 Tk PRGN, R 23 8 B 22 13 2 SRR DO RSO AT S B v A, BRI 77
BEAE o S 2 (I E] .

BT S SA DT ERATTH F R ATE o B, ATV 2 I EE R R IRFPRE T BN . BIA
X 15 £ e S SLAIRI] () S e 3 EEAR e R b, TR T 5 R R AR R S R A AT, R, AR
IR AR, AN[RI 1 28 00 78 A HLAN 5] (03 L Dy e, 10 HT N B FH A A7 R S8 P 5 A R 1 2 (20 1R mT e
FEARR R MGG IIER « ARG VER AT X 70, T DMEERATT ST HEm i 1 A7 26 0 AT H2 1 1
o, I HAEMGRET T b, 0 n] DO LSS 25 G e th — S i i e K. DRG, EARwR7ed, A bdnd
X 7 YA RO 25, SR H van Gaal(2010) %5 A\ SEEe v SORIRAE B T R BANH], B85 B T iE KR
LA A o FRATIRI: —, AR TR, SRR BELAS BT B R S A s =, BREFIER
AT IR 5 ) S SEAI ) 2 A AN [ (R 52 e o

2. SEH—
2.1. #ik

Bl LGE U K 2524 22 A LV R AR R i, IR TE 18~24 B 2 [H)(M #x = 21 %, SD = 1.37),
A # @ iR, YA RIF, IR s EM T IER, TEESRE. Fra gl R s i 24
IsRss, HBNEBS IS, K2 Es T — e .

2.2. RUBFFRE

T 28 B P D [ B i 28 P P e g i 120 kP e, o e P R RO E 1B P 25 60 Ko SR8 A R i A7
BEAEARTR AR (9 20 Je~F (UK B ds b, BoR R IBIE 308 60 Hz. Bk AA7E B B4 K4 70 em IfL
B, NRIBEOHEAT He SN . R IR SR Y48 E-prime B 5E .

2.3. SEREIt

SR 2(1E % k. FPE)*2(B T go/no-go) i SEG it [RAR RN S RN AIERG R . /T AR AT
T, Lot 15 4 B I 28 | N BE 5 21 (Schienle, Schafer, Stark et al., 2005), 24 7 HEBR 14 3 R & 520,
AT T A G B P A S I s s

24. SKEIEFF

SEAGR FH van Gaal(2010) B FH (¥ go/no-go S2ieii s, BARmAENI 1. fESR8ed, /el —ANE
i, 2500 ms, 2ol —iktEEE A, £ 250 ms, AR5 800 ms HIVEM A, ZJER—1
IET7 R EGEEE, SBI 233 ms(8k 17 ms), /& /e — Mt EEHE R K P 17 ms(al 233 ms).  SE56 Al 5 ki
W, WRREERH—NAEMERHIL, M52 A m 8 (S — A IE ) RE 6B
I ATt T, BT s R — AN A B QAR jTt B IR, # R B 4% m
B, fESRISH, no-go {55 (IE T HEEE M) MR AT P . IEXSLIRAFERAS block, BN 120
ARG, B R AR AL R . EXSEIRT, ikt 40 MRSk, Ziodilikb B
F 5 IERSES A

N T HRAE IS5 ) T E go 33 no-go 15 5 (RN 2 3 17 ms I Rl 78 58 OB UsE e 2 5
AP T L — NP . SExh, BBl NEM S, 28500 ms, ZJa HI—ANIE ) L
W, RIL1T ms, feJase AN ELHE R B3R 233 ms. BRI H B BRI IE T A S 2
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Figure 1. Experiment design
1. EWRIEE

. EEMEEFHALFE 90 MRk, FENLEI .
25 GRE59

KA A 5T B )52 5 S48 2600 0T S 2R B s, By DAFRATT 3 s 20 A 1 30 (R s (o 1 | go
TR IR SN BB BA K8 | go/no-go iR IEMZE 0 Hr, RIEL R ZRAEZE, pa>.1), FIEL

LEIERG N AR, BB SN /N T 100 ms AIOKTF 1200 ms (3K, ANETE I B go/no-go 254 1%
VA

TR I SR (R M 471 ) *2(go/no-go) (1 B8 SN 5 ZE Ay M R, WA S EAEF B3, F (1,21) =
6.57, p=.018; go/no-go M ERMNE3E, F (1,21) =552, p =.029, no-go M1 Miff L go i il B K,
TR RN A TR B, AIE A & ks, I TR I R, no-go 1R B R SEIT B go ik ) B
K, p=.004, 1iA4ESR AR, go Al no-go IR MR IEA B 2R, p = 45; HYE go ikik b,
Pl 25 B R IS B 2 5%, p = .63, TIAE no-go ikVK b, 5k B R S LR SR B e R £ S
PR, p=.020.

TEB N IR IERR -, 200 fiPE)*2(go/no-go) M B 52 M 7 Z At R, AL HAERA R, 34
MESAEZ (p > 13).

FRYEAE S Aar 0 o0f 5 J5 A A B 45 SR A R B, ZEB T 2RI, Sl A g En e BRI IR =
0.15, t(21) = 1.55, p > .13), Pt B B R EEAE Il

SER A R T AT, S b, SOMEE G e o FHAS R T SO A . B SERS —rh
FH ) Bt 1 26 B R (o B A e sk B ) BT ids A IR 4 B mT e 2 R, i mT Re L & 1 IR (Libkuman, Otani,
Kern et al., 2007), TiRTHTEENE 20 FUERFR AT,  RUHEUR PR 9l 67 P 1 46 0] 0 0 2 R 52 I 1 e AN [
(e FTLL, TESEEG v, FATEE— DB AR PG 7, SR LW 0 BT SN A (R 52 .
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3. LW
3.1 #ik

FFBEA LI B R 5 22 A 23 A KA E R, R AE 18~24 % 2 [A](M 4w = 20.41,SD = 1.18),
FrE AR G AR E, BN RIF, IR I8 B IEH, o E SR,

3.2. sEattt

K van Hooff(2013) %5 N AH I ) B R i lO7%, I EBR 125 B R BE rh Fn R 45 B i X 90 sk v, &
et RARAMPEEE A& 30 5K ERBCRARM PO i, R G vl ge 7 2L AR R S 1 4 K 1B
IR B WA AR 305, PORERI A W AREREIRE. Kth .

IESEIRTT, 1 23 At R A9 R . MRS RMBMPOCERRE BT IR, 45 R A% 2,

N T BORIERE L5 SRR ORI DO, AHIE TEULES 1 1A AR AN R RE e 283 X 60 7K BT Fr
Horpepfh, BARAPORAS 20 5K, AR BRGE BR AR e i B AT &6 2 22 53 (p > .10), R R A
RRR R T o MR DR B A (p < .001), DR By ) DRORAR P 2 v TR AN ARy (p < .001)

33 SLWIERF

IEA SR AR P A m B R P 5 e ge — 58 e A, IEsUskds B4% 5 /> block, 43> block 7 120 4
WK, = B B2 I
34. ZRESH

FEIERG N, 5B B /T 100 ms KT 1200 ms ik, AR 45 BT go/no-go 461 (¥
LI L4 3,

SRR SN 3(PE . RMRL BRI)*2(go/no-go) I EL A M & T ZE AT KRB, PR AE HAR AR
F(2,21) = .678, p=.519; go/no-go MIERLM 3%, F(2,21)=9.504, p=.009, no-go {1/ ML go 1%

Table 1. Subconscious go/no-go RTs under different emotion
= 1. TRIEZRTET go/no-go & RiF

rh ks
M(ms) SD M(ms) SD
go 44451 66.44 446.84 65.80
no-go 461.66 60.37 450.71 60.62
Table 2. Ratings of emotional pictures
3 2. BEBERITESR
ik R R
M SD M SD M SD
B 5.68 0.88 2.17 1.09 1.72 0.83
g i 2.84 1.56 7.23 1.43 7.04 1.39
R 7.64 1.88 2.88 1.72 5.14 1.99
R 7.94 1.12 4.92 2.01 1.93 0.98

e BRAVEEN 1~9 JVEE, RN BERRR R W AR gl LR R e WMl o s R RO R W R AR R s DROB AU

IR B RSB AR P
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Table 3. Subconscious go/no-go RTs under different emotion
32 3. PREITELRET go/no-go = FzAT

i R R&
M(ms) SD M(ms) SD M(ms) SD
go 414.24 71.09 406.52 69.27 414.24 75.66
no-go 418.48 72.80 414.52 69.51 414.21 72.03

i EAK . BB TR, ISR R e, TN B BAE], no-go ik R BITEE go
WK, p=.06; MK ZRRR, no-go Wik 1M EL go Wik K, p=.047; 141 %
Kl R 2 FOERE, go A no-go (1 MR A B35 22 5%, p=.99,

TEB T RS IERIZE F, 3(h . ZuiR | JR)*2(go/no-go) i 52 & 7 22 4 W R I, X HAE AN B2,
FRUHA R .

AER PN ER IR, R RIS, AR SOV IERFEA 0.5 HLEAKCE 25 AR (t
(22) =-1.72, p=.10), WM REEEBRIBAITR, BN ERAERTD) .
4. g

KH van Gaal(2010)%5 N GISZHITE R, FATHSE 17 AVEIGZE0 BT S BAMHIISE0R, Rt — B IRu R
LI PR T T A7 1 155 2 06T 1) S AT PR S 75 22 0] o SRR 28 SR B, SRS ZEBELAG T S RE A,
X5 AR E S R BRI A S — 2. RHIE e B R BEAS S LA AL, — PR I NI SN B
TR, 4B 2 W RE AN TEUR AT J B2 DA IN 138 Bes M (Fox, Russo, Bowles et al., 2001); 75—
PR R I 28 VE RIS A B A B3 Zh 3 7 A B (e b, R P= A= —Ff freezing (14 I (Algom, Chajut &
Lev, 2004). i R HIRTF 70 R T SC RS — Rl iR . 76 De Houwer(2010)%5 NFIREFE A, 1% B —3K1E
B, AR5 go/no-go [BE, 45 IR TG 26 I ki go IR SN, T e MR 26 1) FELAS T AE no-go
IR RS, ABATTIN AR A R A 1 26 R VAR IR, DRI s T PR S R4l R 7= A8 1 BELRSHE
. 1E Hartikainen(2012)%5 AW FL A, FHMdR R 75 Rk ZAB1E 25, 7E go/no-go fE55H, [FIFERINAE go ik
Wb, TR EE 2R AR EE, TE no-go Wk b, TR A THBERM, MhA1diA b
T AR TIAEN SR AT T AR B AT IR T RE . FEABE T, SREe— M2 IR S A B R B
WHITUA—2 FE B BERS T B RS o

AT FE AR A H 22 78 SRR DR 7550 S BT AN R RS2, E AT AR e, X i
TS I X 2 K2 AE R B Ife b, 76 van Hooff(2013)25 AW 7, Be 20—k KA, R
JEfEE A B BN AR VAL E 2 —BENLHBL7RE Z 5L N, Bl TS 2 HImem v 5. 451 RI, ER
AN BEH LA TRIRE g 200 ms B, 24 P o PR TR BF, AR HE e 7 F 1] 2 L AR o vk P B At
AN IX 2 BT RAR I A BT ids e 1) R TS 28 2 AR PR L 0= AR 5, T RO I e I B 5 1) e S AR
BRI — 1, R 75 EEAN AL 2 B 2 (AT IR R0 55 35kt R (00 F B PR AT DA, DTS 5 I D5k P AR 1
[FIFERT, 7E Krusemark(2011) %5 Mt 7, RAMGEH RS, 8T REMPRENE R, 48K
B, BARAEAR R A SR SARER, T OB R OBEAS . AEABE LT, eI R, PRIV E T
LA ) RN BV AN F () o AERARAI A 2RI, EOH I T BN RSN, MR PCRFE T, R
A PR S . {BLE go A1 no-go XK L, BB PERIS KA 25 . X AT AR B AN JE R
T, WK X A R T R R BUZ T, BT — s g r AR T Re, MEF AT REIEA
AR Bk, At AR, £ MRk, HEE R BE20, BEIREAR, MaEA
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b,

For, AR A R 2 250 ms, H2Z JEik4xA 800 ms (ARG, SRJE A RIEAESS, WREIEZ T 154K
J1IE R B AT 55 2 () I e RN B 4, 0 — 20 1 3 Z I X o A T e ], I [a] Fa] BE X T
FE55 HIRE I fe A2 B AL . £ Bocanegra(2009)55 N HIRTFTHY, 2415 48 HIORAE 55 BB TR [ R s R i, 2%
BHASAE 55 R B, 10 i (8] (BRI, W e AR5 R DL, AT TN 93X T i 18] 18] B A 2 I 55 155 45
FIRIAT 25 Z TEHN A BRI 52 4 . SR TE go Al no-go 3K L AT 38 2 5, (HIERUE AR 3L
T BRSSPSR I IR I, IXARWY, P B BT A N IR A SR Y, SO
TIAVE TR GG G AR A 7 — /MBI, P AN B B P RS R BB 5, IR K H B
250 B AR BRI 2 DS, A A THAT ORI 5 .

5. RE

HI 1 48 50 s S R RV RIE 8 22 SR T AR B L, EL BT T AR ARV 155 48— BT 2 0] A7 R i it 2 18R 47 X
gy, MIAWTFRE— 5 T ARG, R RARFI POEAE 480 BT SR B2, S5 5RSCRE TR
PUREE, AR RS TN, IR RN SO A A T A A, T A AT PRORR 1 2 X 1
RN IR AT RE AN K, T 25 AT DR A A T Bk 875 SR AR AN PO 28 X0 B S M1 B
ENEEAR

6. &
IS SIS T B RS, AR R S 25 R 52 411 B T i AR (R
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