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Abstract

Problematic Internet users have the characteristics of low inhibition control. The current study
subdivided inhibition control into two components (interference control and response inhibition),
adopted Franker task and Stop-Signal task through online experimental technology, and discussed
the inhibition control characteristics of Problematic Internet users in the Internet environment.
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The results show that Problematic Internet users have the characteristics of low response inhibi-
tion compared to health control group, but the difference of interference control is not significant.
This reflects the influence of anonymity factors in the Internet environment on the behavior of
Problematic Internet users.
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1. 518

FEAG BRBRIER T, B ANTRE BAZ i se it 7R . 1528 T-M%%, AATRTCLUEREE, Bh
MM FEZEAR, Bk, R IRE 2RISR KES)(Young, 2015a). WL AE 3 THAELE— Sl KN 1 2= A
&, FKAE RIF & L 25 (Ryding & Kaye, 2017), 3 BRI il e B 2%, SEELE TR, 2%
W ABR5E5 T 2 7 — R 51K 2 (Davis, 2001; Young, 1998). 3 I8 i il /4 48 4 (11 R Co B
BE RS 4 PR 2 Ay Il R X 4% 4 ] (Problematic Internet Use; Tsitsika et al., 2011), HAWHF 58 & AR AR 48
J& (Internet Addiction; Young, 1998) =k ¥ 1 X 2% 1% FH (Pathological Internet Use; Davis, 2001).

Young [¥] ACE #%!(Young, 2019; Young, Griffin-shelley, Cooper, O’mara, & Buchanan, 2000)l] & -4
TERIER, $RIT 1 M4 723 (8] SC Ak (cyberspace culture) (iU Ja 14 ar 4] plc oA o) 2514 I 28 45 FH ) B0 . Herh B
4 1% (anonymity) #% Young A A& Al 1 850 K % (consistent etiologic factor). [ 42 PERFR, AMATERI L
AT EFCE RIS ol Fha i 5 Bk S mCARSs L, 2 b AMA 2= A — Mo 7R 9 EA
HAT N T LB (Suler, 2004). FSAMEMZE Y, MR TR AE I T EAKEE SO UK S (text-drive), UL
TR SNSUAAALE (physical appearance) 73 LAREET, X (K AR 5 B A1 424 1 ——AS AT A% (invisibility) . A
A LS E A AR = A “CRR S BN, AR I N AE I 4 B AN 2447 R XU (Joinson,
2007; Suler, 2004). Davis fIIA%N - 47 BERY (Davis, 2001) 33 T ) G /R 2848 & A ek, e, A
PRI IE AN B A KN (maladaptive cognitions)# B 7% il AN 4 5 1] @4 X 264 FH %) 007 L . Davis IARTETE
S I R ) 2 A5 P FRD It 2 o, e St IO R IR T AN A4 2 — 7 A7 RN RN e S 2 4k R D e AR
—EEL T Young RIS (KBTI 1 [va) R [0 265 A5 FH 28 70 11 ) 42 i BRe e o 0 1) 428 1) o — P B At T g
J& THATIIREN = K> Z — . Diamond (2013)3E 4142 41 (inhibition control) & A MATE | Hyk & . 4T
R BB (B, P IRGRZI NS . ANEEE, A AT R (T AT R IRE ST . X EET
FAREIEER, — @R LT Young F Davis (131 . Dong, Zhou il Zhao (2011)%H Stroop 1T:55 -
Li 45(2016)% ] Stop-Signal 1F-55 (5256 1) % Zhou %5(2011) K Go/Nogo 155 ) & B e i X 4 1 ) 2 4100
HIDIREREZE o I3/ D UKANR B (2009) 4 il ™ AR FE 4 A =20, KM Stop-Signal 455l & 1 #i{H
Pz 25 FRaR, i) D 2 A A B A, A R R IR . (A — et s TP e
455, Dong, Devito, Du Il Cui (2012)% 1 Stroop f£45. Sun %:(2009)% ] Go/Nogo 1155 #51% 4 K I
v R o) 2% A ] 28 AR 42 1) ZELAE FU o 4 o R BB A AE 22 7« Argyriou, Davison 1 Lee (2017)f%) 7073 #r4h 3
SR, ) R X A A S s R AL AR IR RS AR R AR, AN E AT SRR = 0.56). Argyriou
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LN R T BE S A A R 24 I R BARE 2 — . IR, MAT N ER, WAl S S
] PR e o {E LLAE BT 98 22 K Stroop 145« Stop-Signal %45 F1 Go/No-go 4T 45l & 1] R (X 4% 458 FH 3 F 30
HilpEhl, L RE AT TR R BANE] . Rt AN RIS A AT S5 BTl Rl gy, SR i 4 5 S ol
FAE . RN AN T AT, SR Flanker 455 & Stop-Signal AF55, X il i) 107 52043 il 5 ARG 36
HE— D8R ] D 2% FH 2 A R e Ak, DUERF SR XT Young 1) ACE BLALERT I B 44
PET DLIGAIE . S A PEAE I R IAMARAE . B 05 B2 BRI, 51 RS TE 4R 240N 1) 7 A I 5 350
W 245 T (R 7 (W D 25 20035 Suller, 2004; Young et al., 2000). fEj&, #EZS5WTFUR, )@ R 2% 056 &
T T BRSNS BN D2 '), MERE T AT 207 o HL A 7 38 Gt 2 5 49k 7 A T 0 T 2k
AR B A G Bk Z e R EE A e, T B0 AT 7T 25 SR S G A2 B PR, e DU AR G
S — PR, R, AHIE UK L R AR A e A A B, B R TE R S A A G
TS5,

AU EFE, A aEE RS, R EZR S S Flanker f£5%. Stop-Signal
£% . RBRS R —MIELTTNNZL G 6, WETFaRFEI AN RS PR, RS
SEI6 B A R0& 4% (Crump, McDonnell, & Gureckis, 2013). {E£R Sz6 RIHE T /2% 0o B sz 06, & —Fh
FOH IR N 5 A 22 T B 2 SIZB 1) L% N ] (straightforward application), B 5 AS 75 S8 =5 TF Fe ORI 70 15 422
B R (TR, fEdh, B, BRASEH, #4845, 2015; Gosling & Mason, 2015). Stop-Signal 1F45 /&
i) 1 [ 2% s FE 9T 9 ) 5 P YE 2R (Argyriou et al., 2017; Choi et al., 2014; Li et al., 2016), HE% % i G [0 2%
15 2 () S N A o Flanker A5 WU B8 FH 25 % il {1 I 28041 FH 3 R o il o AVELAIRSS + TEZRSRER T
T AT DA R A TE R 2 S A A I 0L N 2 5050 (Gosling & Mason, 2015). 4k, 1XFhik B L
REFA TR IS S AU AL T BCSE I . BRI S, o Tl v RS Bl 5, 55K
AUARAE TE L — T AT 55 o TEARELIRSSF & BRI SUBF 58 M AT 55, AR AT A S 1 —
TUE G2l 2 S5 RE A AR 2 B AR TS, DRIRseaefF LASE I E A8 G IE T B s 85
2. SCH 1 B PRLERL T ML (P & M MRS
2.1. ik

AH T IEE AL F B — hEUE (epwk) 7 R S I S SRR S . s R, WAL DU
FE—MBE L RAMNEGAES . Fa L% THP REMESRRE, BRSBTS SO, iR
LSS % Pavlovia SERRIELR SEE, R N BESI— IR o 1E 56 LS50 (84T 25 ) A e B A8 5 B
LR IRE S M4 Y 3. B — MBS SNHE AN NG BME LIRS THE. 114 L08Rt %
HAE A SIS o, 7 A0 IR R R T 95%iT T LA BR . B RE L REAC N np = 107; 28 it
PORTE AR Z0IRE 58, EORIES 4. 4Rk, Al Bk, 61 L0l se T 55 314 o A
SO Hodr, 5 AMERIR R N RAK T 95%im T LAAIBR . 3 AR RIES B 005 BT LA R . A RCER
SZEEAN N, =53, RAEBFEAN N =160, FH4IEENLE 1. % 2,

Table 1. Basic Information of Participants

* 1 RARAEXRER

B4 EEA
F,156) p
n M (SD) n M (SD)
i) 30 VK] 4% R 4L 76 46.36 (12.09) 32 43.25 (12.40)
139.93 <0.001
g ez il 4 31 23.45 (6.02) 21 21.57 (7.14)
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Table 2. Demographic Information of Nonanonymous Participants
2 FERWKAOGTE

P NE RS HRK(n)
L 17 25.35 (6.18) A (4). BB (2). HAbk(11)
e AP ) 2% P 40
ks 15 28.07 (4.67) Tk (3). Fotth %k (12)
e B ) 246 % 16 25.00 (5.69) AE6). TAEIM(2). Hift %k (8)
4 5 24.40 (6.10) AR EL(5)

160 Z N NEIE AT ARG 1AT =R IZWbrvE(Young, 2015b)i (T4 H.. /-8 TR : S5
30 43 LA L E W R o S o) REME R 284 B 4H.(n = 107); 5145 30 43 S DA F w43 o R 1 246 (n = 53)

2.2. ¥t

SEAG 1R 2 (B2 AR A 2 R HIA) x 2 (B RRES: B, JEE4) RN
SR, BAREY AR . RIEEEECN AN AR & . R RO Flanker 208 . J IERfZE
[ Flanker Z8 o e SIS Flanker 280815 B A — B0 B il 2 — BOR IR N . IER 21 Flanker
RS E — B0 OER 20 2 A — Bk B .

23. TR

2.3.1. IAT &% (Young, 2015b)

ARURELE R VAT BRENZ T A NSNS HE . IAT ERSESIRKEE N Z2ZEHNE
RER, &A 20 Nk H, AR TR N BT A1 ) R o 2% A58 FPREIR S P B RS . %84 HH Young
T DSM-IV  H g 2 6 1 112 W o 4 G 1) T 8o I 80012 DX 286 45 FH 2 3R R FH 7S 40 T3 1 (6-Point Likert
scale) L 0 2 5 1147, 0 X3 “F(Not Applicable)” , 5 0% “L2” o K48 100 4, H&I0H AN,
Horr: 0~30 73 A @ M 258, 31~49 43 g2 F il /4 WY 28 A, 50~79 Sy v JiE [ R [ 2% {5 A, 80~100
DNEE A AT . JeRiT R RN, ZERAETENESUE RE, R ENEES T 0.8 (ki
SRR, XTI, #8557, 2019; Wang et al., 2011), Cronbach’s o 2= T 0.9 (fhi 7645, 2019; Wang et al.,
2011; Lai et al., 2013).

2.3.2. Flanker {£5%

AU SEEGRFH Crump 25(2013) 1) Flanker /%45 U & 4 R 1 ph o845l . a1 R, AT 55 IR i
KEFCFEE “F” F “H” M. ERREINHE, bR b — IR, 2. K,
e oy BARRIE, PR —BOXCr, BARRIECS T PURIMUCED, St 2 Bl & (“FFFFF”,
“HHHHH”); A—80XKF, HAREES THREANLES, 3t 2 Mol & (“FFHFF” , “HHFHH”).
FEAMRIKIY T 250 ms (VERL S (H) TG, BEJE S30 600 ms (HEL,  A30H 2< 5 S50 1000 ms 25 BEAE ik
RIAIRE o R SR A U, AR H AR, M) S IS D 22 25 B 45 Ay Lk FR IR ] P SR S
LR Hh A5 S o

A Flanker {145 H 1 /M252>) Block (20 it7%) A1 1 MIEK Block (G2 100 %)M k. % Block H1—
FOR A —BORRBENL I, WFHE10y 11, gl SNV RN, & BRIy “H” #%& “H”
B, AHWRECH “F” % “F” #. A5 HRARFATFEEET “F7 #, AF8KET “H” #. &M
%R HETRFRIHES Python JF K PsychoPy %5, #hE T “mHEHSLK 2% Pavlovia (Peirce et al.,
2019). A H Paviovia 5 & H stk .
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Figure 1. Flow chart of Flanker task
[& 1. Flanker £ R 2 E

24. EFF

SIRFFUAHT, BN RAEEL LI 7B 4 Pavlovia, FHIFBUT IR . BTN R LLE £ S 7E
— R B R AT, A5 T RS4RI Paviovia HIBERE: K HFRIERIE 1. BEES5ERES TH
PR BTN RS %R W E R4 55 TP R — K, O RgalER S 5. 5 TH P
AT E AR 25 SN P SE BB FEN DURAT I8R5, ERBES TR, BTEFRBRZIES. %%
550G, 5% TH B BB % Pavlovia, fEIRE —MEE ID J5, AP IGAEL S . FEAS
SRR, R BER RS R B S hEE . POl AR BRI 5, HER5ER Flanker 1155,
IFEAT S5 58 5 S SR BAE SEROAR P T 1 |AT B3R, RS W)E, S LHPRREABRSTFE, &
FAEAECHAT — Sh B 1D ISR 45 AURUAT) o T FEN PARGA% 55 TR AR IR FEIE R AR 28 S0 1 Bt o )

AT 55 T 4
25 &R

KHGHES R IEATHIGAEEA M. AT SRR s Pauta #EN, X BN E7E7E M £ 3 SD Z AR
T LS .

Flanker {155 (A GE T 45 R W 3, T =& R I 4.

Table 3. Descriptive statistics results of Flanker task M (SD)
Fz 3. Flanker fE SRS IHEER M (SD)

i) R PP %45k ) 4. R R s 1) 2

I 44 EEA &4 L
— B 504.89 517.56 503.25 526.77
RS (54.78) (54.80) (42.71) (59.04)
R—HOAK 541.72 557.29 535.35 561.25
A iny (73.75) (63.76) (43.88) (68.69)

. 36.83 39.73 32.10 34.47
JBiI ) Flanker 25087 (41.34) (19.87) (18.83) (17.85)
— B 97.09 97.91 96.62 96.13
IEf% (4.94) (2.49) (5.30) (5.49)
A=K 89.63 88.69 90.74 90.30
FETz (17.12) (20.29) (8.73) (16.77)

o - 7.46 9.22 5.88 5.83
AE## 111 Flanker 251 (15.62) (18.67) (6.75) (12.78)
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Table 4. Inferential statistics results of flanker task
5% 4. Flanker E SR ESER

JRE ) Flanker 287 1EHZ 4 Flanker %5
B
F p n BF1o F p n BF1o
AR 0.79 0.37 0.005 0.25 0.92 0.34 0.006 0.26
s IR 0.22 0.64 0.001 0.20 0.10 0.74 0.001 0.20
BRI x ELARES <0.01 0.96 <0.001 0.26 0.12 0.72 0.001 0.27

S IEFH] Flanker 8 2 x 2 IERT7 20 g REH], HOXERH) ERRA L E (Fq, 156) = 0.79, p =
0.37, 77, =0.005, BFyo=0.25). 553X —45 FARRS BBy 1y = 0.005. 12280 AR i AF 7] AL R
A AARE g e LA o A Y DR o P S R R I 22 5 B, SR T B MR RO . BBA, 4
HTHCE ¥ DU PR 724 BFyo = 0.25, it BRTE (B @ A 28082 1) B0 ™ 15 2 i 800 1 v R 1k R A2 (IR e
FFAERONL ) 2 BB T H 4 45 (1/0.25) o AR FE AR [R] 70 S bR v, 24 BT B (1 DU B8 79 42 1 1/10~1/3 [X 17,
X R VLD K DL A S B (R SCRE T Hoo BI04 b 5 42 ) R B M AT

B IR T E RO A B3 (Ft, 156 = 0.22, p = 0.64, 775 = 0.001, BFyo = 0.20) 53X 45 AR R 2K
RifAyn, = 0.001. MUEMIFIMRARHE, 2N BT ARR S, B4R AN 3R 51 R ok el %
ILZE S (BPTCRONE) o FE ARV T A5 H 2 BT AR (00 7T R A2 2 BB T 14 5 £i5(1/0.20) o AR 4 4 5] 7 28w
DUH-Sr A3 T 1/10~1/3 [XTA), 2R BPULIN A DA b SR B2 AR SCHF 1 Ho,  BIVFE 44 5 R 44 W 2% 3R 55G
IR R A ) R IR .

PR A P 42 IR A 138 FLAE FH A .3 (F 1, 156 = 0.002, p = 0.96, 75 < 0.001, BFyo = 0.26). BLHAH%
o AE R 4 5 AR R 44 I 2% 3R G T B b A% S I — B

IEHAZM Flanker M 2 x 2 I J7 20 A4 R R W], iR AL M E RN A 3 (F g, 156) = 0.92, p =
0.34, 15 =0.006, BFio=0.26). 5% &5 G BL (KN A 17y = 0.006 12300 B AR A ) Rt
P ARRE N, 00 A X 2 A P DR 30 A Rl i R A R R I ZE S b, 51 T IR /N BE (K08 B4k,
T ERE 0 DU TR 9 BFy = 0.26, Ui WIAEZARBE T 5 24 i Bl 9wl RE L R £ T Y 3.85 1%
(1/0.26). HRAEAHF 73 2hritE, A nHOE it DU V& 7E T 1/10~1/3 [X JA],  3X 3 B U DA DA b 2572
MIESESCHRE T Hoo BN PR A A R I T2 57

HE A OIRAS 0) F2 BN A 235 (F g, 156y = 0.10, p = 0.74, 775 = 0.001, BFyo = 0.20) 51X — 45 LA RL 1 2K
RifAyn, = 0.001. MEAIFIMRARHE, 2R R AT RARR, B4R A I B R e R b e 22
S b, SRR E R TR . sAh, A ETEE B DU Ry BRy = 0.20, I IFE R R
MHTEAE TR R S BB N 5 £5(1/0.20) 0 AR AR F) o3 AR AE, 2 A0 EHE 0 DL R A T
1/10~1/3 X[, X3 HPULINACHE UL b S RE B (IR SCHF T Ho,  BIEE 44 SRR 42 W28 AT R Ak i o R 4
HIRIMTC 7 5

BARSAL x B LIRS M HAE AR 3 (Fu, 156 = 0.12, p = 0.72, 775 =0.001, BFyo = 0.27), BEHIRIA
WARTERE 2 53R R 2 I W 28 BREE T 1 ih 4% R I — 8.

3. 5K 2: ERMEIE T ENE M M4t HR R RFEE R
3.1. ik
NBGEARE R, I 2 Wi EIRST A R UREZB) AR A S S . R
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W, BT DU E S IR R B R AT S . & LIS THP TS RRE, B IRSHTES R
B, FTARELSEEG % Paviovia 58 IELR LSS, B AL BRI — IR . 1E 58 S8 (M 484 55) H A A 58 Ak
B G, ARSI 4 Y3, 5 —MtpilrE 55050 1 AH AR ZRE T 2. 119 L3k
SE AT 55 I 4 i RO S Horfr, 48 LRI Go R N AT 95%11 T LAGI R, 1 44wl K &
T2 51T USRS XS 5080E. ARELFEAI n =70; 5 itgilre 55250 1 M FRIERE &R
B FHE. 60 LPHRTE AT % I A R HE SCF. o, 4 BRI Go K [ N R AK T 95%1i T LA
kR 3 ZHHARIRIES S5 B T LRI . A REAEE A AN n, =53 mAHFRIEAN N=123. ¥
HEE WL 5. £ 6,

Table 5. Basic Information of Participants

5 FEFLREAER

[& 44 el 4
Fa, 119 p
n M (SD) n M (SD)
1) 250 1 V) 25 e R 4L 44 47.66 (11.48) 36 43.83 (10.15)
165.11 <0.001
e e i 20 26 20.50 (7.00) 17 23.12 (6.50)
Table 6. Demographic Information of Nonanonymous Participants
2 6. FEEZEWIRAOGIHFHHE
PE5I N#L ARG Bk (n)
5 23 26.57 (5.58) ZA2(8) 1T LARIN(3). HAh#l(12)
5 AL A 44 P 4L
1 13 28.00 (7.25) A (4). WIHIHR). HAb & (T7)
e HEF i 21 5 12 26.67 (6.75) 2 (5) HiAth %k (7)
S 5 24.00 (4.18) #A4(2). HAth &AL (3)
3.2. ®it

B 2 RHAT 2 (Bl MRS AT ZE . AR I 4H) x 2 (BEAIRES: B4, AREA)BRRAN
S . HARRB AR . KA N (E 54% 15V (Stop-Signal Reaction Time; SSRT) f 4] %
(P(inhibit)). SSRT WJilid Go iRk ¥ fe Bi k2% Stop R4 1L 15 5 4E1E (Stop-Signal Delay; SSD)
MIZEETHEE, B SSRT(ny; BGE ISR 4HE Go BB LA Stop WM RIMAR A, FHEIZE AN R
Go S NI oA B 4 B (R 40 $i S B )% 25 Stop iRk SSD HIZEMETEE, B SSRT(y. P(inhibit) Ak
Tl Stop 17K 4 i Stop BRI LLAE

33. TA
331 IATEFR
[F] SE5 1o

3.3.2. Stop-Signal f£5%

AR SH K H Stop-Signal 455 I &4 i s M . ASHIF U K Stop-Signal 4155 H Verbruggen %%
(2019) ek ik , 1Z WA 55 Verbtuggen 2544 FH 3T JavaScript i 5 [ JsPsych F &k 35 2 A HTML [ 172
AR K H G 5 9 PsychoPy #27, I AR S IR ORFE—2. W&l 2 Fros, #£ Verbruggen %%(2019)
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1) Stop-Signal T 45 A A2 8A I 2kt it Sk A7 AR SR T L LA “X” AR ER- . 78 Go ik, #
T EMYE Go 15 5 (SR ) KEAR M B . 78 Stop IR T, #ERTZAE Stop (5 5 (B4 “X” 4K
I ETE) £ IS HIH S . HT7E Go (55 AT B3N T M, #ld 2 Mt A =% )4 RefE Stop 55
LG IR R, B BB R I R (Diamond, 2013; Verbruggen et al., 2019). /MR IKE H
250 ms [ERL R (H)FFAE . BEJGARYE LTl B NN RN Be: 76 Go ik, BRARIG 23 Go
S @R EEER), PR ERYE Go [F 5 MBI, Go {55 RF4E 1250 ms il [ & 2 BRF 4L 2 hk
A B R N B FE Stop IR, BERRKG 1 SeAE — BUdF 1S 5 4E 18 (Stop-Signal Delay; SSD)I[a]
I Go 155, b5 Go 15 5K L%k By Stop 155 (FI~“ X7 H R EIE), Stop 15 5-KR¢4: 1250-SSD
ms, #A 7 ZAEF B Stop 155 J5 LR 15 ORI (HUH Fbet) - SSD i H I8 R i 428 il 1 s gk A2 A4, 1 B [ 4«
BI4I4G 300 ms, 5 B i ST W 7E T~ — Stop KK SSD 341 50 ms, #5 # ik#ih] S MO #E F — Stop
W) SSD i/l 50 ms. ARG RIAE A n, W 750 ms = BT itk Al Fg .

4 Stop-Signal 1£:55 H1 1 4%k =) Block (£ 5 24 iX¢x, Hr 18 /4~ Go ik, 6 > Stop K) A 2 A~ IER
Block (Ft75 200 ik, HH 150 4~ Go ik, 50 4™ Stop ikiX) k. & Block H Go Al Stop ik b
HUEIL, efl 3:1. #okal @ Ek L R 7E% > Block #HTHEE %S, HZEHEFANIER Block. #t
AR TR R N, SR k(<) iE R B, ARRSREET k(o) ik )7 B, (RS HIRREEAL
FERET “F7 8, AFEEET “07 #. RXMEEKHET Python 15 I PsychoPy 4i5, #HET “iE
L5263 7 Pavlovia (Peirce et al., 2019). A= B35 i1 Pavlovia J5 & [ ShIEE «

v

FMs GO &5 Nﬂ. R E]RR

250ms 1250ms 750ms

LT SSD STOP{i " of jERveil

¥

L
250ms 300 + 50ms (1250-SSD)ms 750ms
E: B Go Bk, T Stop Ik BRTE S 1 B AR IS R B R SRV Ik SR

Figure 2. Flow chart of Stop-Signal task
[& 2. Stop-Signal {£ 5532 E
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35. &R

KHGHES R ATHIEA BRI M. AT EdER Y5 Pauta N, X [ BE7E7E M £ 3 SD 2 #MHIIR
WP LI . BT il 3 Rk B 50% 25 4R, # SSRT % Verbruggen & WLl i 5 20 B0 o Fef
TR

Stop-Signal {5 IR G5 R W7 7, Tr = nHrd R Lk 8.

Table 7. Descriptive statistics results of Stop-Signal task M (SD)
%z 7. Stop-Signal fEFZ ALK ITLER M (SD)

Ji) AL A 9 2% 458 R 2HL e e il 21
&4 EEA F&E 4 EES
SSRT; 495,51 263.77 440.61 257.14
in ms (94.47) (109.13) (86.77) (129.81)
P (innibit) 15.21 56.06 17.23 56.12
in % (5.91) (9.47) (6.22) (13.39)

Table 8. Inferential statistics results of stop-signal task

= 8. Stop-Signal EF HENTLER

SSRT(i) inms P(inhibit) in%
F p 1, BF1o F p 1, BFo
AR 3.74 0.06 0.012 1.45 0.41 0.52 0.003 0.25
2R 103.30 <0.001 0.465 >100 603.57 <0.001 0.835 >100
BRI x ELRES 0.77 0.38 0.006 0.42 0.36 0.55 0.003 0.51

SSRT() 2 x 2 K35 2T A5 B R, AR AL T RN 10 4 2% (F o 1ey = 374, p = 0.06, 775 =0.012,
BFio = 1.45). Six—45 MK RIRRNR Ay, = 0.012. 2N AR AR IR bRl TR,
R IR 268 A5 FH K] 3 ) P 28 T S A R I K 22 57, B T /RN BEAh, 2w i 1 DL
WK 7 BF1o = 1.45 B BATE &R T HY B2 B 4008 (1 P RV R 7E AR T T REVERY 1.45 % . A4 HH [H]
OIRERIE, ARTEEE 1 DU AR T 13 X [A), X R MU A LA SR B (R S R T Hy, RO
FAAR 1 S A i e I T REAT A 22 57

HE AR () 32 200N 2% (F o, 119y = 103.30, p < 0.001, 775 = 0.465, BF 1o = 6.82 x 10'°), ik —& AR
REFIRRR A 7, = 0.465. AN RARYEAR [FIREhRIE, TR, B 42 R AS N 33 R 7 S Sl
RS, SR TR RN thah, 4ur % 1 DU B K74 BFy, = 6.82 x 10' BB 7E % 4%
BBE T H B4 R et (0 AT R A AE T T AT B 6.82 x 10™ 1%, MRHEAH A 20 Ashnite, 24w H i L
M PRV LE 1 >100 DX TA], 33X 38 WIS AR SR AR SR SCFE 1 Hy, BIEE 2 53R 2 88 R0 )R
PIH R IGAEE R

PRI x FE ARSI AR A 23 (F o, 19)= 0.77,p = 0.38, 17, =0.006, BFyo=0.42). BRI
ST DR 3R P A4 TR A DR 256 e 410 ) 2 B9 52 0 A EL T

Pnnibiny 2 X 2 I ZE 7 2 BT R, BAZEAL I E BN (Ft, 119 = 0.41, p= 052, 77, =0.003,
BFi = 0.25). Six—45MIX R R A 7, = 0.003. ZAN AR AR IR brife, FTHMRE Sy, )
RO 0 2455 P 8] 3 P R R E A 3R R 22 5%, SR ISR FE B TE RN o Ak, 2w i 1 DL
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WA 128 BFyo = 0.25 Ui IATE AR B T 73 2124 5T 45040 10 vl REME R TE & PRI T 16 4 (1/0.25) fiF o ARHEAH [F] 3
bR, AETERE 0 DU TR P YR LE T 1/10~1/3 [X [R], 1X 2 B A A LA P SRR B (IR S RE T Ho, R
PR E] B HR R 2R AR 2 5

HE 2 ORAS () 32 3008 5225 (F, 1) = 603.57, p < 0.001, 775 =0.835, BFyo = 1.10 x 10%). 15X — &5 5Lt
RIS A 7, = 0.835. AN RARYEAR FIEREbRUE, TRy, B A4 R AS R A AR e 2 |-
M5, I TR RN . A, 4T3 i DU K 18 BFyo = 1.10 x 10" BEBATE & T
HH B0 24 B 1 T B P R E A R AT REPER 1.10 x 10% £ o HAEAH 5] 4 25hmutE, 24 AT B 16 DL R 7
TEAE T >100 [X[H], 3% 5% BH UL I 504 AR G FRIRE 48 SCHE T Hy, BUEE 42 5 3R RS 44 BR5E T B i i S B 2R A7 AE 22

=X
I o

kA x BEARIRA A HAE AR (Ft, 119)= 0.36, p = 0.55, 1, =0.003, BFyo=0.51). BLHIE4
ARAS PR FR R B 2 (1 52 7 TR B R 3
4. #ig

SEG 1 7E Crump %5(2013) %) Flanker 445 1 2 il b X it ) 24 5% 10 AR RS RR Scdh, T 7 i gt 2 oo 4% Al
P& FEEE 42 MR IR B R (b o IR DS . 5208 1 45 A DL, PIRGRTERE & K AERE &4 MR8 R 1)
MPREHIRBILEE £ 5 S22 78 Verbruggen %5(2019) 1) Stop-Signal 4T 55 (3L Ak 13t it 0 PR 55 im LA
BRI, BRI T 0] A DX 2 5 P 5 7 S 42 IR 28 TR T TR S BE AR oo S0 2 S5 SRR, Il A R %
A8 FH A 1R SR SEAM A SR IR AR T e i 2 DA PE R 44 48 IR 1A R Ak ) e S 41 ol SR BT ¥ 3%
ZETAREE A MR N R, B SSRT Fabn (Bl H S S 30 ) BT RE 9% R [A0) 11 55, B 44 %3R85 R
Wl T ZH#E2 200 ms Zida s Bl Pnninin T b (RIS A BRI L) T 5 B 42 I 28 PR T T Bl il /i
40% )4 o

TESESG 1, [ 44 A8 PRSI ) 0 o9 0% of P e 4 1) 4 gt W 5% 381 1) S SIS 1) Flanker 2550843 5]
7N 36.88 ms. 32.10 ms. JF B 4 I 2% PR BT T 0 5¢ B AR P S 10 S B2 B ¥ Flanker 2852000 43731 9 39.73 ms.
34.47 ms. [T IS FARGE S MG R 3, 75 5 In) R I £ A 2 R RIS I RE e DR, S 1
75 Bk 5k /N Ak (2018) . Wendt & Kiesel (2011)3#E4T b, MFK/N AT (2018) K ANT 1E 55 1)
WHoeas R, wEE HAE TR K R ) Flanker SISO — S0 s R 9325 Flanker 53— S0 70U 5
M ZE(E . SREXBIITABAR S SIS ) Flanker 2808 o 5K /I 5 854 1 110 i 1 I 28 £ F 25 1) s SIS 1) Fllanker 2%
%Ay 48.40 ms. Wendt & Kiesel (2011) LAFF: [v) 14 o4 £ 45 FH 3 gt ik A7 1 S 58 = 72 /& Crump %5(2013)
(IR 72 A BT A8 ¥ Flanker 4145 B R A6 IR AR, Wendt #7519 S ST Flanker 2084 47 ms, AH EG T SEAARER
B RHIBE L. TR T IS RS BARE Z0RES, P HsR I 7 5 4 S iR Flanker 2. Flanker
RSB RN, B IRARAE 78 B — BRI — BB S AR, SRy ekpeif, R SR 0 A5 B PR
X A RE S R AE AN 22 0E 16 26 25 ISR R SEAR R ST, AR ARECTE NI SE AR Al 58 AT 55 P
o WATRERAEMRIERI T, #lZ B MEIRENIRAE, milk— PR 2RI, MERRELRE TE
LI S BB (1) Flanker R, X FREE T AT BEAR TE MR BRI 28 IR EEREIE f5 15 R A 2 T 3 T o A [ D 285
P58 B 8 38 5 i R B A L (N RS E TR A (% Hh) Bl DX Ta) (R [ 20 7248 P R R R o, AN AR
EoE T EN bR b, R B R SR A AR L . AR4E Miyake A1 Friedman (2012) (W £,
SR (00 T3 R Ak T L 3 0 i B B . Diamond (201.3) A 3R i fsz Ik 2 2268 T S TR P 40 1 R A sk Bk v
Mo ZE ERTR, AR U (4 2 T BE 2 R ) 4 A58 SR IR B 52 IR v A ANV FR A LI AR 1 [F) 2P
o FETTRE S LAMATE IR PRI (13 942 1l 0 A [) 9/, 3 il 1 ) RSk 58 o e 2R AE 15 1R 58
IR DT B RSt .
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X

FESELS 2 v, R EC DT SEARIAEE i (R SR80 = i 70 AR FE RS AR, ISR 4 28 B
HME W8 21 7 1 1R S SEAM AR I, 43 A ) R D 284 B 5 2H SSRT = 495.51 ms M fi =il 2 SSRT =
440.61 ms. 5 AN AR RS 44 PR 8 1) 45 550 ) A 263.77 ms. 257.14 ms, AL, Li 25(2016) AT 15 19 SSRT
=238.00 ms (Ja] A1 9 2% 4k FH 34) S SSRT = 212.00 ms (#%#1]4H), Choi 25(2014) BTl #5 ) SSRT = 175.02 ms
(17 R PE Y 284 FH 3) Je SSRT = 171.97 (#Mil4H). TEARWIFH, B4 MBS T R85 T B i [E)
A e e U N AR RE . b, W%, 7E Stop-Signal {£45, HHRAEHEIA S 50% /4 45 (FMd 2, Rl kTh
i — 2 () S S A (Verbruggen et al., 2019). 7E Li Z5(2016) (IRF T8 W1, [l A 4 4% 4 FH 7 (49.88%) %
F25 1] 25 (50.99%) (1) 4 1] e 45 AR Al B 1% il o« 7E Choi 25(2014) 75 1 1) B X 25 48 FH 2 (52.00%) » #4811 41
(62.00%) . 556 2 Frfs 2 AR 44 2 PRI T (P45 SR TR an ik, 1] @ [ 28 4 FH 41.(56.06%0) « {g e 42 il 41
(56.12%). IMFERE 44 I ER IR, T i [n] UM DX 2% i FH 26 (15. 21 %) B Al e 42 il 2L (17.23%) 43 W0 2 3] Hh
R RIS . X R IE W IAEE T AT HAT A A . a2 o 22 sl i A
ATRUR I, TEMEZEIAEL T 1Y Stop-Signal A£55H, AR AE R H I Stop 155 T it SsWE i) (15 11 4%
gy, 1mE PO, MiEEE T O EIR” . BIAFIEM Stop /55, BIfE SSD TR E T RIE
(50 ms), HERMKIRM H FE B M. . IX—IN G, AIRE@E IS Joinson (2007)F1 Suler (2004) Firik A HI7E 28 2 H1
PN o 7 28 2545 L% (the online disinhibition effect) A A MY 28 3R 81 S AL AMA AT A E AL, &
FRAMARIN I RE SIS, A 44T BT A BT FELR 23N RN 32 B I 48 SR B ) B 2 I R R
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WEE IR 1, BT sz B EIRBE o BV 28 PR 536 F 1A S A B8 ) A A2 2 A& 484k . SSRT M m b
FRRE N S ATV BE S AE X 8RBT T BHASBRAR, P nninin BT AR RN MA E M 8 LR “BEE N7 .
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