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Abstract: This Research was studied through two experiments, the cognitive evaluation of anxiety under dif-
ferent emotional priming from two aspects of implicit and explicit. We divide the subjects into three groups
and each type is 30 people. The results are as follows: 1) In explicit experiment, cognitive evaluation under
positive emotional priming is significantly better than under negative emotional priming; 2) Under negative
emotional priming, cognitive evaluation of high state anxious group is better than cognitive evaluation of
high trait anxious group; 3) Under negative emotional priming, there is significant differences between cog-
nitive evaluation of low anxious group and high state anxious group. In explicit experiment, cognitive evalua-
tion of low anxious group is better than evaluation of high anxious group both under positive and negative
emotional priming.
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(Lazarus & Folkman, 1984)). fEE P, tHH —L&H 7
R B ST AR E AN SN AN E
R ESRE T A CRE . HBR(2004)IA N E B HIA
BTN 2 T AT 5] AN N 28 R ) 2% i AH 5 )
BRSNS IR AP IR LM B, 2004). SEAEN
ARITNEPE B 5E X, ASON Hog SON: INFIVRA 2
TR A IR VLN BT

AMAE AN VPN R 52 21 22 Fh K 2= 12 m, O
FRELPIN O ZA R NNF L, RS
Mg AN N ENPEAN T A . H AR 223 1 H R (1999) 1Y
WEIEINA, BT AR el i 3N R PPA A A 25 (1 1 1)
Zw, WERERTHAEMNEZ, 2005). Burgess 5
N9 T R B, N EIVEAT S Rix 7 5B %A K,
1R B R 32 B T A A A T Be 2= SR AR, B
JRVT AR s A7 2 I B R 7 SR e DI AR R, R
VA s AR e R e S %6 7 3] A 51 2 35 45 AR AR
(Burgess, 1998). Hamama-Raz 5§ A (2007) 78 & 3
PR B e )RR R 3O RO S A AT PR 0 B ) O
AR BFARPEO (b a2 & B i) A B
TAATORFFE R A O BRES, el /D AR J& (Hamama-
Raz, 2007)-

FEREH A — ERMT A E RN R, LR K
AR R I ST R 2 BB, I AR AU R A
SOE=QIVY (595 33 - Taate =X ilii1} -2 B X (R (At Bz N
RAFG P, 7 H XA TR R0 7 A 5
DIAEWF R, MR T 2 o RS 415
S, AR AP R AR R [ ], 6 AR S
1CAZ B % %) (Brosschot & Ruiter, 1999; 4K 4L, 2%,
2010), HHULATOL, fEEAMEAE NN IR, 55
Z R AVEAE BT

185 GOIRES R MR I B B2, s %
J BI) PR G €00 50 S 0T A A PR 155 28 A e B A B A 1 R
YEF, ReAA OO A IR TE PR B A7 1 19 26 Rk A
AMAET= R E BT RTS, FRE RIS 48 1R 50 X 2> 52
AMERE G A EI A B0, 5 Murphy 58 AR
EITE L A B LR SR W, ERS 46 5 30 5 B
XA T (VPN SE AR, YIS 26 J8 3 J5 0 il VT A
It [F) 78 B (Murphy, 1993). Henning 7 2009 4 HIHF 7
Pt fEEPRSHEEA S, BIES )G 35 i
Wt 46 3 2 Ja et B AR AR, (H R IX IR
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FAEARRES £ 820 48] . (Henning, 2009). Hith#
B, 1 GOIRAS X R BAMR BN EI VRN ™ A T B 5
WA, S 3K b 7 K 5 A AR R AR R TS A TE,
U RAFAE 7= AR R 808 2 75t [R) [ A 1 i A —
B XAEARIATE PR

2. KB —: NRRFER TEERE

EYARITENNER
2.1. iR

TRIN R 2 RT3 M B R 2 A S AR AR 90
N FHRETE 19~28 JE % . SKH Spielberger ] CIRE——
FEPAE IR AR) HEAT ML, 4% MRS SCRIAER B 1R (2
Fl, BREAIA, 1995)ETT B EFREBARE, 87k
N3 H: RS EEHCRESERS rm T EER, FiR
HRAMCTHE) ., mR RS R RS
TR, REEREGMETHE)ALERACRSE
T ERAFECT H D), T4 30 A, 3L 90
No HmRSFEEAM =46.63. SD=2.95)%4 14
Ns L 16 N RS ZH(M = 44.37. SD =2.09)
FENT N, A 13 N AREEH M =32.13.SD = 4.70)
BA15 N, A 15 N

2.2, LNt

T 3CHRII . Bk AL, R R Rl
RV B L) x 20 BT BB 2 B R M A
JEE) PR £ IR A EE, AR R E B M
.

2.3. MRFN{LER

Wik 9 i% % Spielberger 25 A 2 il (IR A ——4F
J £ RE AR (STATL), HMAAE G RECIRES E RN 0.88,
FeERN 0.90, REER SR FER AL R
I 0.84, BN 0.77, —FMEHERIEAAR,
1999). 1H% 5 3B F ik B E1E % B v R 4(CAPS)
HRFG 2RI 120 5K, e rb ek A A A I
K% 60 7k, PIstEEE A BN m AR EER
CPHME: EM =610, 7t =3.19; T=83.75, P<
0.001). TMMefE % Z 5 CFME: 1B =573,
itk =5.74; T=0.147, P=0.884),

B A o P ok A 7 o L T I R T 3 X
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Bl R 270 5K, ik 15 R4 LS FER#ET 1~5
BTN, MHTRE A3 2.5~3.1(M = 2.989)1] 120
Tk AR A B AR

SEYGFE Y R E-Prime2.0 #UEWFE, AT SE6 bt
RIER BN R 2, A s i .

2.4. 1BFF

TE S8 TH U6 IR I 5 56 78 B e v J R ILVE L S
300 ms, BEJEEI—IKE 71T “#7 HMRRIHERE
200 ms, HHEHKEEEF 17 ms, REHEMN
[ — ki B 7 200 ms, &2 300 ms FEML AL, BR
HEI kPR E R 1500 ms, 52—
)5, 22 0e) 5t A, B SR Nt 7T R A XU
FBAT B EEVEY . PN 14 ARG, 1 AR
WAER, 2REAEWR, 3REER, 4 REFE
o EXTEHTA 8 A, bR LIFET,
SRIGA2H 120 A trials ZHAHT IETCSELS:, H AR
A SR IE 260 5% 60 A trials. SZHGFEFE WL
1.

LRI

SCISKE R 3 x 2 EEMET E 5, B
SPSS18.0 AT I X P {A A Greenhouse-Geisser
FZ1E, KH Bonferroni J5 5% Hid 34T 35 5 LU B

N TR I8 AR 1 2 5 s AL IR 46 8 3 R A TR
FE AR PPN I 22 5, B L DA R 2R B (e
AR ERR A R A B R 2 ) L Al AR B, LA
JE BN AL (FRM N 26 3 SR B 15 46 )3 20) o B 20 ==
R, HTESNETEZSITE ). SRER,
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Figure 1. Experiment procedure of cognitive evaluation of anxious
group under implicit emotional priming
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Table 1. MANOVA results of different types of subjects under dif-
ferent emotional priming

=1 HRRBERFRERD THEFESENE

AR 5 RS SEHA HEE B75 F 14
HE R 0.063 1 0.063 0.754
T2 R B4 i 1.316 2 0.658  7.818""
RE 7.325 87 0.084

g TREP<0.001, TREP<0.01, "REP<0.05 TFH.

T4 R sh BRI E RN AT Z[F(1,87) = 0.754, p =
0.338], 128 J8 2 A ik 28 AL 1) =2 B AR AR L B 3
[F(2,87)=7.818, p=0.001].

HG BRI, WA ERR G 2 R B % T
S HYIHAN RN 2 A B #[F(2,87) = 1.487, p >
0.05], TEVHARNE S a3l T PIXEHP RN FEAN 22 5 5
F[F(2,87) = 1.487, p<0.05]. AR FZEA R AE
THARNEE R 3 T YR S L AR T BARERT
SRR B B S B B R X ) i E R,
FATTR B AR R AL T NG 26 3 7K B R F PP A
ESMEE LR 2), EREW: 1) KEELHRM
RPRAS SRR PN 2 5 B3, HARAEE
N PN FITEN B T e RS B AL A EN VP s
2) %A RS AR R o R RS A S IR A AN 25
REE3) ERe o B R AR R A R e 4L F A
PN R A RE .

3. LW SNBIFE R T RER A

BEYRARTENHNER
3.1. #ik

TRPH R ZE AR B K 2 BOBE T AEMA R E 90
N, AFURAE 19~28 Ji% o ki i A7y 20 [F) S8 —
Table 2. Results of cognitive evaluation of different types of sub-

jects under negative emotional priming

2. WA BEBRIFEBH THATTNERMBLLRER

s @) Bk BAFEE .
KR

D) #AR S 2 1) R P

\ R AR LR 0.106 0.092 0.765
REERE )

EURAS R 0.260 0.092 0.019

N X AL -0.106 0.092 0.765
AR )

FURA RS 0.154 0.092 0.302

_ X fRfEE -0.260 0.092 0.019
kA EE

R -0.154 0.092 0.302
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3.2. SEEETT

K 3R meRAS RIS 4L, mle iR E A
AURARFEL) x 2(Ja B2 : BN AE 26 5 S AT A 1 28
RN RIR S BT, BIARE R H AR &
.

3.3. MRLFNLER
ﬁi—mg
34. 1EFF

TE S50 T 06 PR B % 15 506 76 7 e v o 52 IRV PR
300 ms, B2 —KIELEE R 300 ms, #2552 300
ms VEML S, EREEI sk XEE A 1500 ms,
BJa RIS, S I, BR R AT
I RGBT S A BE VR, PRI N 14 AN
%, 1 REBEFAER, 2 REATK, 3REER,
4 RFAEFER, EXTATH 8 AL, bk
BLIGTER, ARG 120 A trials 20 1E R Sz,
Fo R 28 JE S ANVE IS 26 J5 31 % 60 ™ trials. 5K
T WL 2.

3.5. ERMTHT

N TR AR A 28 5 B AN E RS 46 JR 3 R A TR
R AP AR VRN 10 22 57, WFFE ARG IR S L (R
JREEEYL. ERRAS R AR A2 fe 4) S 4 1A As &, bA
Ja BB (RN 26 JE B AE 1 28 ) 3l ) R B R D
i, WATEENETZESN. GRER, BE%B

KA F RN AR H B [F(1,87) = 41.952, p <0.001],
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Figure 2. Experiment procedure of cognitive evaluation of anxious
group under explicit emotional priming
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AR TE R 45 )3 2 06 P A B B35 i T
TEH NS B 2 R FRARIVEAR, RO R e AR S 45
A B EM = 3.002) 8 T tE % R s F
BB I EE(M = 2.818), 15485 Sh B AR 52
AR . 7 Z g Rk 3 fis.

HIGHBRRIL, PARBERR S 4 )8 3K -
ST HEPIN PN 2 b W3 . SIS R 2R AL
RAEFRNEZE I 3 AT EYM S AR, T Bk
PRI =Rl i R B AE ARG 46 3 21 0 0 = 4f
E5, BATH AR 4 5 3K BRI %N
PR Z P L Nk 4), S5REFM: 1) (KEFE
EHLAN e R T AR PR LN S PN 2 S R, R
FE PE L AR AU 46 05 30 T HA R BT A T S
JRAEREAL; 2) AR AR R LA SR A A FE 46 S I 0
W ZREE, BMERERAERNESE G5 T XY
B0 T RS RE AL 3) RS A iR AR =k
AR FA RPN FIVEN 2 R A B, EITERURTE
NN, ERRAS R LR T A R AL A )
IFEERARE.

PR SALLE T A1 2 ) S KT S A AR
22 F R3S . BB AN IR S A i e Y IR 1
JA BN A T E Y RN, R =
PRI BUTE TSI IE 46 3 SN Ak 1 AT B r 2 5=,

Table 3. MANOVA results of different types of subjects under dif-
ferent emotional priming

23 WHRBERFBEE R THEFEFENNER

B S SRR HEE B F i
1B R 1.510 1 1.51 41.952™"
18526 8 B4 i 1.908 2 0.954 26509
IRE 3.131 87 0.036

Table 4. Results of cognitive evaluation of different types of sub-
jects under positive emotional priming

® 4. FARBAERRELZ R THARTNERABLLRER

BRI %L

R LRIl e LIl e
I) Bk () Bm 2 #E1-1) R P fH
) LS s 0.206 0.078  0.029
AR N i
ERA R 0.236 0.078  0.010
o ) REEE ~0.206 0.078  0.029
R R N i
ERA R 0.029 0.078  1.000
o ) REEE -0.236 0.078  0.010
mikAgE
R A R -0.029 0.078  1.000
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PATS W AR BIAETH RN 28 )3 B KF AR vPAN 22
SF R (R 5), ZRERY: 1) REEANE
R AR FE L E D NNV AN 22 e L B2, R AR
FEARTEIE G 26 JE 2 0 Wi B4 B v T s e o A
FEAL: 2) AR B AN RS £ FE AL FA A FT AN
R RE, UMKERAEHEMRIGZE R T X Hr =
U TrRrRES RIS 3) ms RS M E RS
JEHXT RN EIVAN E 7 B2, B R g R4
THARIE 2 3 3 IR A L AR T RS R R 4

4. g
4.1. 5 R IAB T EYIA TN R0

CMERIARZ B FERR W], MA R4 IR SR E
HOGS B BN T, MASATIN TR — B
Wragmls)s, EARa 4k W 5 1 52 BN 25
F(Murphy, 1993). Bower [FHF 7N AATFEXS 5 B i
AT, AFAE— s —Fad iz ), IR
e (75 28 A RS 2 BN AT BMZ, AR 1 2
Gy B AE S T A 12 (Bower, 1981). Rosicky
FRAIT 782 B AE 15 26 0 1 v A7 72— R i — SRk
J%(Rosicky & John, 1994), IX Gl fiffe 1 1AM 525,
BB 25 )5 20 T 5t FH N PR 45 T i AR
B4 R0 N FARIPE . AW E SeA Bl 235K
4R, Bsl Tl BIR s G2, A
ARPERS S FIB IR BT AR S 28R R BRI Bl i =
ANCAZ B ZCHR R AR AEAR R (IR B AR - Bl
FEXT Bt UK — 5K P R bl P AT A
PROTINT, BN At 5 8 3 Y SE IR 1 2R
B0 RIBIRAE 4IRS T YRV ER, 7
AR AR DX FYI R PP AR . Mk, ZERIRRAS
LRSI, ok H AR R 1 e B I, AR
Table 5. Results of cognitive evaluation of different types of sub-

jects under negative emotional priming

# 5. WHABEBRIFEBH THATTNERMBLLRER

REEEA Ry AR R 2 0.599 0.061 0.000
o L ARS R 0.157 0.061 0.038
AR A -0.599 0.061 0.000

—— ARS R —0.441 0.061 0.000
fiREEE A -0.157 0.061 0.038

o Ry AR R 0.441 0.061  0.000
Ry AR R 2 0.599 0.061 0.000
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ORASIS 0 B AR R i = R R D

A H MR AR AR 2 T 2t oG TH R 2
{5 B (Brosschot & Ruiter, 1999; i#&X/K4L, 2%, 2010),
T 7E A R SEI0 HR H AR B IX — £, $ e A S 44
JEBNEAT TR NN R B 2R . X ATRE
e TG B LA R v S T 7 R, il
)1 2 B P e TR S 2RSS, TR fS
SERN VRN A T AR A LR FE R

4.2. IR ABZHA TN HIR T

H M Spielberger ¥-£5 F& il 73 IR 7 £E FE AR o £5
W Ja, BARNERIAA T —ASHA, H2
RS £ B AR AR B AT L A A 2 .
Spielberger FHIRAS 2 F8 8 OA—Fh AT B 1 46 I B,
HAEEEME. EEt. Aaetemeett, Hipgkn
Vi) 588 B 2 i o5 o [ 17 A A A8 AN o A o 4 R or
RN—PRERE, B MR 5 AR R E ],
B e N Ba P R0 M P 45 3 1iE (Spielberger,
1975). $& MR ARIIX —5E X, FRATAT MBI AR I I 25 8
BT, B e 1 OIRAS B EE AR 15 201k
A, ikt 522 H R R e E 7 —ZERK
M2 R, IR B bR o TR, i
TR R ISR &, AR O R H AR E I A Hr
BT, B R IARA I B e, AT RAS e n e AR A ) 1%
GORAS, DRI J5 28 5 AR R 0 AR g8 ) T V8 AR P
IHIVFT . FEVEIRIGZE RN T, TEAR A e IR
AEEPRTH RS ZRAS, NI H H bRl
T TE AL AP, X 5 R i AR B O S —
T HIPET ARL . SR AR S0 45 I 2518 3 5 iX —
HR AT, H iR, wREE RO A A
ZER Gl ER, HRZRIERR, EARA IR A ERP,
FMRI S8R5 T REATHE— PR . [, AAE
G SEEG T HAETHRIE A B3 T, RIEARS A
XA N FN VPN T T R o AR S L B RN PPAS o 31X
A B8 A2 DA A v 4R 0T R R AN A 5K I 0 (1 2 ) 7 =K b A
TH#%(Deborba, 2005), MLLEAIRIGL Ra0M S, W
WAE LA BN, AATTIR I ok BT i 5 7 =Bt ) B
W, DRI ARAT D0 S R DA 0 P A B AT AR

4.3. BEEANREERENNTNHHESR
PAEAR 20 USRS 1 AR BRI B TR o,
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AT TS B A w A, A £ EE A
A £ R AR O A A VTN 7] 2 7S AH R e 2 A
W F0 K A A B E D IR S £ R ZEL A s R o R &
A, KA RS e MRS AL, B AR R
TR S BN EN PPN 22 TR AR RS B A o B
FAE R R ICAEBAE XS FY N FI TN BT T &
FE PR (R RS AR RN o R o AR B ) B HTVTAY

VIR AR R (A Y7 2 LNTITI= I =T 7% 2 LN RN VA R 2
EAEE N A RIEI, s HX HY B HTE .
AMEHE B AT A BN, 5 AR IR 3
S B TGS, 15 AR A B A — S0
B RIE B 2 eSS, BRIk, SR SRR XS
FPNEN VR 22 22 TAR AR B AR X YA R0 0F
firo (Eysenek, 1997). AHFFCIME5 R IGIUE T Eysenek
HIX—Hie .

5. &g

ASHIE TE I BRSPS 2 JBE X 15 26 8 Bl R
JEREARS MR FI VAN BRI BEAT T SKIRBE 7L,
B AEPR OB 2 15 B AR AURGESEOL T, =41k
B S RPF IR 22 5 I X B B PSS 1 43
B LER A I -

1) AAEANRSEE R, RILT W% 58, BIR
W1 26 3 B0 Jm s S KRN PO B T A 2
R BN RVET . fEABRSEER T, B L A
IFEIEEE Ve

2) AESN RS T HAETERIE 8 R sl ., KBl
RSB AU HY RPN 4 T ks B AR R 4L
UNE

3) EFAN LR, HORIAETEMIEZRZ T, K
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