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4B Fojuge] AR A3 B

Folo} AAE BHA FEAEI, olF EJIAAS Fo WAYUES FAs AF ¥d ARE ¢
AAA R At dEA ek ol S FE FA2EF HAY] AFAHAE YEhgtEd, o] A
A B4 e A4 dolRtt BAA dole &401—3—% 8} b o & WS Helte Zo
H, o]& B} #H Fojudelgta gtk ey of¥l Fo|wd f4do]l Hr A o' Gl A s}
AT ok BWE =] ottt E AFolME AMZEFHR 1% HFste] dojg Ale anh -
AF=o] AA AR Z22EHA(SOA Oms, 120ms, & 240ms) HA2EFHHE Fojdo] AT 7] &
A dolUeAE AT 4840 E¢4S 7 A7 9 0mse] SOAoIAIRE FAdofo] o))
A B vepd v, EQEHA] S AR A 1A &de JERA] gstth olelgk A Bet
o] Fo] HAYUSZS -t AMARAYY Z7dAA B4 ARE o ma2A Hestes 2ddte
Fo9] 271N} 7HEE AA S A0 E YEiT

o

« o] =R 0% At SHedTulel Aol st ATHART. A7l oI nedjsh
spgele R 2AE YT

t AR HE7), Agrista FEUE e veluy sy
QA Rk AR
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#7014 ol M ATl F5 FAA B AL
o] Alatencional syseemy= B2 B0l YA} 2479 BEY AFEol B B FoIF 7]
golizd) old AAH FolRNe) ARAE FolTTolehn LathMauel e al, 2008). 53]
A AuAzlsl BEsA ARHA A3 uARHY Ao A Folg Z ), JBH
A= o8 FF 7]&ole O] SHZKTAB: Threat Attentional Bias)©|2}al FHr.
o] A HHAd HF A= JQle] BAY W S FrAA BEEM, FO(atention)
oYz}t 7] (memory), 3)A(interpretation), 1] 3L A FZ(inhibition control) 5 TFF3F ol A
2= 1 9 THArmstrong and Olatunji, 2012; Cisler and Koster, 2010; Staugaard, 2010; Sussman et al.,
2016; VanBockstaele et al., 2014; Williams et al.,1996). AP 203 EQF o ALE0] EQlyl A4
Fo| HEE 78] 2O ™, (Bar-Haim et al., 2007; Bishop, 2007; Cisler & Koster, 2010; Dudeney
et al, 2015; Eysenck et al., 2007; MacLeod & Mathews, 2012), ATAEL o|H A7} F9 U-]]?’il%
T3 B¢y $& 2 AATE of¥A BEAES=AE olsfshetl A dAME 2
olg} WL vk FA dy wolEoqA L = THEE EQtely I AE7E AF ¥4 Zéifﬂ
glof] gk Folof NS ERlve= A3 ol FojHFo] BQF Holo] WA Ao Fa%
ogas 3the= A o]thMathews & Macleod, 2002; Mogg, & Bradley, 2018; Van Bockstacle et al,

2014).
AAH HZA F 7HA F8 7Hdo] Fo| Aol ek EQte] dFe AWt A=tk
HA, 74A-8]51] 714 (vigilance-avoidance hypothesis) & E<QFo] 18 FH A=o) thek F2]9] whek

Z3Kattentional orientation) S ZZ3H= A7} o] Qi AQEHTHMogg & Bradley, 1998; 2016;
2018). FAZAR] Aol Uehtd AAlFH #Hdo] fle A H(automatic)o] 1 AT A1
(pre-attentive) A BH-& SHA| HThH= 7Hd] 79kgk o] “AAP ¥hg-2 AFo] B} d=kzQl <3]a)
2 oot PRt 7 WAs JHEE A" FYSiAl 7H(delayed  disengagement
hypothesis) 2 $1q TH AZo] dob A=W Bk AlFE S AFH AFA A= ¢
Qo F¢F FUF MEte Motk ol d FolaAlel ek HEFS dvkAsH AYPAF
BAAY W AYPA=To] Aot FagleEts F7F 6 HEA FoEAM, 879 AAE st
7] #lsl ARgaloF k= skaFa FAl Al2=Hl(top-down control system)ol WalE BedA oE o
B wjEo|gta FA3cHBishop, 2007; 2008; 2009; Eysenck, Derakshan, Santos & Calvo, 2007). £
A AFolx BTt TABO Wk B Al RS FoA Aol AFHR AY %’7} Al 2~
H3 o2 Fola AEAR] R A AzEolghs F 7HA] AlxHle] BF #ojita F46t

E Aeld AdH o WAsA e FaSo] EAlstel gk
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TABS} #HZ B & tlojEEo] 450 gom tks 243 el AL&HUTH
TAB EAS 714 WA Rid d7EL F=g8 AHx 1 E Femotional Stroop) A S AHE-FEH],
ol 2EH(Stwoop, 1935) FAE FAMdolz HEAG Aoz s AAE F4, FHEFS 9
), 38 ASFE dolE ARESIARE AR d2oly I8 5 AHEEhe AS Thed g
wEA k= Aot A EQRE AHRES FAAS Y A B4 AFdA weERTt
L#ZtHE Ao|thMacleod, 1991; Renholdt-Dunne et al., 2009). BAAEE A= Bl 98 ¢
AN PTSD), Ao = thakst GRS 717 sap o 78 AFAHS M dukels
< WAoE dATEo] FoHdo] AHEHIIAN HT Sof, ARA Y HAHAA FoHIF
AAE Ze olgpddlMe B HAAVE 7= AR 22k AR Wil AHgshe W=

)
o

Oeo® FouFe] fAXE A Hs AREE TP ARE dAE GRS
(Dot-probe detection task)7} QUTH|, MacLeod et al, 1986). B EAI A= dubx o g2 slHo| F4
SgRE ¢ ojdrle] o]l Ueha rhsdt 3 wWEA 1 Bl §heshe
& WMES FEES AATED AR FXlo] vyehd F e SA
dF9 DM17} UL dEAbE ThA7E AR o] ol 'R o) Rl
FE AEAJA A5H FAAA As5e Hom shof AAET. A
Al A=o] AAE fAo] FXlo] vehd wE &3 WA
AdeA e X9 AR BELAD BA-HELA 2 AR 2ot o] ARE Bkt
AR Fo = FHOE AT FoE HIHo glon I AFPATOE F7t Y
(attentional engagemen0®'d TF2 WeFo g F9|2 Za]= 39| 3 A|(attentional disengagement)7} 3
Sth= Aotk

E o2 AY JAZ A Z4H @A A (visual search paradigm)(Ohman, Flyke, & Esteves, 2001)7}
Atk FARSE AAE oA A AF FllA 5] TE ASo] U=AE =5 HAAA

FAARA AFE AoloA FAAR] A=o] Q& uf Hete §hSAITke] I wke] A9l A
A
A

o

E
o
v rr
o
n
o
rlr
P
o
)
3
=
fetl

3
el AFE ApoloA %Mfﬂ AGe He WEth WE HeAte Btk Ed, R
AGEW 94 W WS Pk SEE T ASW e wurh oA e, o
S QFARE T Y T 244U Aol e FoAUH P e o
A ol olgge A3 FA7 H Yrk

TAB7} AuAZe] o AHolA Yolthezlel iR ol Be Fi AW Folth F= 7

H

A9 e BEF BARA FAY AZE GAIAN N TABS Bda) Hols $HAS
o sk 2713e] Bgol AYHE AAoln s B WA Fe Folrige] olFolH

A
S & 4= 9t} BarHam¥ 19 T3E(2007)9] WEF EANME A3

[‘

oflt

(vigilant processing) -2
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9] 7l (attentional engagemen))¥} THAT TABE HIw 2 @& AFoA #AAF I 9loH, 53,
SAGAL HA A TA 9 B TF ZHAES ul$ FA S wlisubliminal exposure) Hl 2 UE]
A debde @¥oE Busta gk AT EAlE Foel Al(attentional  disengagement S
maintenance of attention)®} FWHE TABE o} WFalx] Halm, =T A7} 9otu Eoh
(Bar-Haim et al., 2007; Veerapa et al., 2020). B2 ATolA TAl9} &3] 7F 21 AJ7K500ms ©]/H)o]
FolHE vl Fo W o] & YEhA hTHBradley, Mogg, Falla & Hamilton, 1998; Mogg
Bradley, Miles & Dixon, 2004; Koster, Verschuere, Crombez & Van Damme, 2005). ©]& AJXFZ
(eye-tracking) 7]%S 0] 83t AT E(e.g, Mulckhuyse, 2018)0| A& ThAh T3t Ayt vpgron,
o] W&o H 5o TABE A7slr] flaf AHEE ©HX'AL Aol tigk &4 A7)k I
TAB &2 Aol tigh 2lFo= 2e 27} A|7]= 2 ATHMacLoed, Grafton & Notebaert, 2019;
McNally, 2019).

Folo] FHH EAS 83 B AA%kE dEA AMZEF A9 Ade HAMH
A= EAo & UukAQl FodHdo] T2 A Efj(allocation of attentional resource)F = HAFO.
2 7Pt AMZEF IAME BRI FAleks A g A7 BEFEe] vehded,
2007'd o)A HAANZEE FAES AHEE 70719 =ES wlEl 413 Phaf & Kan (2007)9] 719
Me TABZ} F2 ARAP Y $7]o Agdvial #4381 itk B2 A7l AM2EF 3
Ale] AAAZFE 245} Z7Asubliminal exposure condition) O 2 AA L W= Ao Fo|HFF A
o] HEHA FUth= Zlolth WE tiREY AFelA BAMASTo] AR 31 ARtz
(supraliminal exposure condition) .2 A ASH= Ao A Rl o o] FEHTH= Holtt

Ay, 3313 Fooll vige & 22v AR BHE AR 41 SREAL FAol
A& TAB7} ARA 2] 27] dAdA vlwd d3d Aol vehte v 7] AHgol=
T =who] ke A R, duka Fofdujo] 7123 18y AR Aads
BAA2EF FAdAE A FRAE Y $7)d HAR Fo|udo] FHAATE F740| ThPhaf

Rl

o

7] &

& Kan, 2007). A%, 08 AT FAFRALG] o} TABIL HrAE|e] 27)0] WAIsH=A]
F7)o) BYFEAL o} Be vl Yt
B ATIAE A 2EF HAE WEste] A HAHA] Foudge] F ol A4

o oA e Bt SIUTh B EolF AHY AH2ES AR Aurdoz Aw
A $710] FHAllincerference)o] ATk FHAFIL Utk AT o)A 2o A A%
2 folate) xﬂww Aed Mm W v 01] A Ak, Y, 5 Gy A



e Azl Bast

S}
o ojmel e Ao

w

A=A E BEFORM BHZEF SO B = TABZ} AAZ HHAE S 279

LEZl% ASH s Be|aat siglth & A7l AHE BAZER e F

1 gl it 7HE e R As ARgsilen, B¢ #d riAE oY
A

Fixation point

Death{black)

+ Prime
7 Deathired, green
Target / blue or violet)

-
==

0jo

=
==

a800ms

SOA: 0ms,
120ms vs. 240ms

(A2 7). HSRID SEAF 2 AlZH ZH(SOA 0, 120, 240ms), HIAIE THojis wislglo] Zom|, Me e
( 7 3 Wy Wy, £2, Z DA Wl HOAs Mo| Yk SHE

HSRZ)OM AN LS A
Of7} LIEILIB JHs3 W2 A2 b 240] FO{F BpE|e| @7o0|ct

dTEH

59 o] LEESR N ANty 52 wAH AlES 7R tistEol Aol tiek o9t
A AdHoE FAP. ol F 2314 SAFCAM EAVIE FAKState-Trait Anxiety
Inventory; STAI, Spielberger, Gorsuch, & Lushene, 1988)5 AA|3}aL W o]& HAF Hg=of wig} A
d o 2892 ¢ 71EAE 7R AR TEal 312 AdE B 71de TR 9
o2 EFENG =< 71Zo] e A K 147, 94 14%)9] "o BV AHae 5311
A, =2 71l gle PRKEA 159, 34 16%)e] B Aore 4%, F O5e 54-

B}t Aol A vl Aol & HATHAS7)=13.65, p <.001L
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APED

BM2Ew FAlol AHE dole T AER o] Tzt ARSERIT: 13709 BAE o
dol(AE, A8l dF, =25 FA, 2FE, O AL o, Fe, Bl S, wiahet 13789
A ojudojde, o, A, 2= TR, 4, oAh 7 R, ok 25, 94, wiHt
AHEE AT 4o A A dolEd AMRIRS] SHA :Lﬂl Ae AAsHE AT B2l
YAGEE TY TojE gt ARSIt BE dole 25dE T dol Rk
F A Tol= FFE ol vl 7R AikedA, wbA, Ay
Hepd) 2 shtE FAEQeH, U AVAERE OF 60cm "ol o 9xsHTh ol
T oF 25Fo) x 6=Un)e] AR Axz ANFHAG APl AHE ASE
B Eprimeolghs T2 08 AAHACOH, x| SHL Eprime T2 H-§ vt
NEARE AlEg Htzst old] AFE Holx7|2 WhARME SASAT AT &
ol vyehd ARFH AlFste] Fqxpt A4S AR ARG MBS 577 Aol
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Xﬂ%— Tt Zhzkel Ay
2o lﬁﬁﬂ%ﬂ TAA L= soA =4
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A=Al wme Bl 91 Fx) F SR <
ZFe] Seto] g WhEAIZES B o) T (voice key)
2] 7] Asl Fofake SHES W Al 7]1Ea o,
ATy o] e SR Ko7/t Asdte A 3 AR 7] 58ke] o] % EAolA A<fst

i)
AN
N
N

{2
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>
9%
C)
e
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e Jy M
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o
tlo
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ro
ol
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g LA

AP AAe APA 3 ado® EQF FHES w. ERRRDE, A W 8%0=E SOA
(Stimulus Onset Asynchrony) ZZ4(0ms, 120ms, 240ms)¥ FA7KEAZH, SRS 37—_?';1-‘3}0% 2x3x2
82l rdS 748tk 4 WriAE 23E FAHE B85S A RoE

< ¢EseH, 2 B52 S0AOms, 120ms, 240ms)ol] @t FEEHO] AREE T Al E59] Al

B e ZEIHWE-prime)ol] O3] FAH9| £AE HPH o, FAT] 13749 TH Toj
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BAZE AREEUT. 7 dole F 637 EF0A 23) AA . A2 wr}, v, 25, 2
gt2 FAENCH 4 E54 F 131 g AAE AT

FAA A F 156 A F B 3.377M0e%, EF
| estth ofel ofd wESAIE HHFHRT 25
FEFHEAL o) HESAIZK3%), T8l 200ms FIRES] WREAITH0.2%)2 Aol A A=Ak &
A7} 74 SOA b 5 Ede UEREA] &gtth AA7keh B F Alold
94‘3]5& *&i Fgo] QIATHF(, 57) = 8.80, MSE = 19845, p < 011 EQF 30
0}(592ms) BTt FHZ < °1<587ms>oﬂ o wWEA f‘& ol
= F PXP% ZHA< To](590ms)Ert FA A thol(586ms)ol T
SOAEW% gojo] FA7E el frendt 4 zl}%Ol UARAETNFQR, 114) = 3.0
p < .05) 0mse] SOAYNA F7IAHES FHAQ To] RHrh FAAQ] dofd rﬂfa IRl A o W
£ W3S BAARE 120ms9} 240ms®] SOACA= 1 Wit s&l-& YehHich

|V
o
rir
—{rJ:
o>*l
r E
I‘XL

1l'U

L

olo

3&

382

v

I

o

MSE = 249.88,

of 2 ErSAIZ

<H 1> XY A

Anxious Normal
Negative Neutral Negative Neutral
Oms 601.20(77.31) 588.29(77.94) 592.54(56.41) 595.31(63.54)
SOA 120ms 585.57(84.33) 586.63(79.64) 583.11(61.21) 590.46(65.50)
240ms 583.13(76.90) 584.08(85.31) 585.18(64.67) 590.86(60.58)

B A7t B8 3= AAE 27 Y3 Al¥ ¥ al(planned comparisons)7} AA|E Tk Bk
74 79, SOA 23 To o] A A 7Kemotional valence) Abololl fro]m|t 43 AHE-0] LpERR:
OSHIFQ2, 54) = 331, MSE = 27335, p < .5) (A% 2 F3), BANLEF E= 0msQ] SOACIA
o WS Q7)) = 3.95, p < 01). 120ms9} 240mse] SOAA = &7 JeRA ekt
AR 2N SOASE ©ole] HA7E Aol Fofu]dt FEAg a3yt yEhA ggkon,
FAZF o3 I AN Boke FAASY W dyshe S5 WA £ 5L 39
Aol 120ms2] SOAOA TAEFFTHA30) = 2.81, p < .01).
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High-anxious Low-anxious
605 - 605
— L H Negative 600 M Negative
Neutral . Neutral
595 N 595
€550 - £ 500 | -
® sgs . = 585 | I |
-Fim :F N
575 - : : 575 - T ; .
Oms 120ms 240ms Oms 120ms 240ms
SOA SOA
(38 2) 2¢t FE, SOA, A7t M2 EESA|ZE KtO|
= o
£ el S8 Bl AAVH o WHOE FIAE WL & Qe WY
e Jlom, FARA BAS A8T ATARS0| T2 Bobel AuAZ 27 WA ¥
A 5o APATA el S Lotk Aol Wl HAZEF HAE A48T ATES
AEAE 9 7)ol BATTHE =T Uit N2 HJEE A7 A3l JP=HA o] & fl3] &
AT 718 ARSI 2Ef HAAE ®Este WeiAsel thd e AREES S0 A
DY 5 Y= ST A2EF HAE ALSAT,
AFANE BHH 2 AFolA A7 AMA AFEAIR] TABZF 29 27] 32 7] 114
% ojtol #-EE =7l gt ﬁﬂr z7] Fool AAsl= F o2 eyt BT, T8
HA719h sOAdl THE FelTT WA T2ol A ek vlet 2ol BRI} & ArhAl

A TR ool &3] SOA 0ms°ﬂ AR UeRdaL ok oAl e, 7 RY 2EF A 84
AV 2 AE)7E SAl AAE wje TAB7F A A THSOA Oms), 748 AR} A}Q.

ojdo AAE WSOA 120ms F 240ms)= 1 @7Fe] HAEA| Yerthe Aolth oA TAB7}
T 7Y 2EF T8 248 A7t BAA 02 H(npury B = Al ARE A

A3l Aol ExAFe] AHelo] & Yot oM, oz watd 247 ofu)rt 94
d o]F I =(120ms or 240ms) ]S P O7)A FEvhs AL it B A7An
= 7120 AAZEF FAE] AYET 52 FEoM ASSS AARE M TAB7E 5

o
FHAGE ol fE TAB} ARAY F/7A0 BAHYTGT FAD =0y, Phaf &
Kan, 2008 AWo 2 Whlala 9tk AA2ESAA A2E Aejel zho2 AN FoH
o PR AL Foof 27194 F& AAH AePHon ARy

204 24 EITE A YEA 9 Aol WEA] 37194 s A

fu

¢
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AtA 8] AAES tFE TABZF A5 02 9 W AF0R Fo5F X8k W49 4%
A (bottom-up) YF A MIAUFS AR et WFO = ., 2007; Mogg & Bradley
2018; Okon-Singer, 2018)8}aL glo] F Ao A7} vlza dAJTAL & 4 v ERPE 2§
& AAAE HEE T AT EE BRbo] P13 €1 FEF #EG 27 1 w3l oA ¥
=5 whesle AS XA oM (Holmes et al., 2008; Krusemark and Li, 2011; Mueller et al.,
2009; Rossignol et al., 2013), IMRIAT = F2 A|ZGYo|re] &FoAe Ao]E RHAFa 9o
TAB7} & %7|F9d] #HEE A A3} (Etkin and Wager, 2007; Lipka et al., 2011).

T A EAE AEAY 27 #HE TAB 4 @A #AA B IHH Fo
(spatial attention)L} 2] "} 3Kattentional orientation)ol] E3}H YO E B F= Q= Aoty Al
BAEst Aol mEw A or oY A=, A e EA F s A5 A
FoE 7lEole A AFH T8 Hlimited capacity)ol] thEF A HFoE HHEo| gtk
(Desimone and Duncan, 1995; James, 1890). o]¢} #&Hs)]| & &7 AALASAL el ALt
st o] E(divisive normalization) ©. & F2]9] 27|74 HEF 7 P A BAA
AFEo] U 72 45 & AHITH (Reynolds and Heeger, 2009). ©] YEl= U 459
Ao wet wHo v 2-sta, o]F FH wHo ol o A vIow Hfsls
o ARAPY TEAPE ole AR Z dA JrhMiiller et al, 2008). o] =glo] M= H
PA=ol o Fo|HFS FAA A5 Uehlle 7 vkgo] i w7 wh
olfdt 7wl 1+o] AAR FoAgo] Fof e IFE wH FBF A=
doju} BAA AFo o3 Folo| 27| 534} FFIA=
7ro] =3S A3 TKBradley et al., 2012; Wieser & Keil, 2020). THA]
&& FYY I A0 o3 dAdelgr| s HAol AlA
w7} Fa]lolgt AL AAsta o
Ho g EQho] W Ul A AIA FAEAT Ol tigk 3] 39hg-o] SOA 120msoA] Ut
Epyttt o] # A B AFolA st ZPARL EQbeHA] efe duiRlEo] FAAE
of tial AZ2 wof(perceptive defence)E k= 7HES FAFH AFEO] ftheg., Dorfman,
Grosberg & Kroecher, 1965). A 2Em FHAoA AARIEC] FAZ ofu|o] A=l WE WhEAl
e Bl A TEARL AAH welAmH 53245 1 A S e SR A

A= == l?.__}zﬂ_‘ﬂ_l:}, dE E°|, Bdey9} 19 FEE(1997)2] ATl B AV} ¢le
FARES A JDOoE ARSI e, olE2 FAAFC] AAE LA &3] e,
Aol AAE Ao g3lo] Ut ey =1 93-S BT (see also, Bradley et al,
2000; Yiend & Mathews, 2001). ©]Z1& YHIIE 2 Fo7t RAASI FAATA FLst
Al wiEZEEE Aol oyt FAATY RijEow A F7t wjEEE 2s ongith o]y
Az BRSO did 459 3oz & F ok oF FAA=o tid 39F HEA

il
o,
os]
B
s
1=
3
e}
=

H

o &
fo
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oo
o> o 12
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2] 3} E(avoidant processing mode)2 F7FA Q1 AT} A=A 2571 st

B AdTe AAZEF A AEA HPst] AMA A Fde B4R F I=E =
R, olE Tl =BT BHE FOUKTABO| FHA ] 7|0 o] FoIA=A] ofdAE
gAEth Ao Ak AM2EF AAS dHEE FHYE o] ARAY 7] A9
Aold ARES] AAEH ddste] BATS BoFh AR & Ao A= TABY}
ArAEY] F7|HATG Aol glEs FHee 2 AR oflrh B AFoA BT 3o
AE0] SOA 240ms 27 oA M-S HolA] e 2le] 730l JHUE A
gttt wolole the Felvl ook BUED. olfE Be AAF 25 TAB AR
Aele] 271Gl BRSOl ek gk AAY EE(vigilant processing mode)oll o] 2HAY
ot HARE olgk= BluF Y om AHAYS FT|dx A= 3IF EI(avoidant
processing mode)7} WFITHY 7HAFTE B AT HAMZEF IAA LSS TABYF T
3] F7|FA o] HHEE T S5 AFstaA sHith A=
49 devde] iEE AHZEF 2AE Hu ¢ bt SAAM AF8D  Ue Ao
AgEH, 53], RAS FT|HHAE BosteAE He A2 A% A= v 28 A

=

23]

-

—;~
K
fu}

T
iz
Iz
10 r
frtl
™~
oN
2
_>‘i
aull
il

frtl

IZke] A BT G A BAE AA] 9 =35o) ¢
S 98 Fo AN2HE X33 g%fgm =z olx|A
Ad5Ho2 N F e Eeh Al2Ho|tHCosmides & Tooby,

2000). L& ofmlollA Etolgke A AP Azl o WsHA whedtES o Al=H

2 MEIA 98Y BT HEA4ES 2AY 5 Y Bag wgoR 4T 5 gk

do
2
N
ol
2
lo
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(Abstract)

Time-course of attentional bias in anxious and

normal participants

Moon-Gee, Choi

Department of Humanity collage, Konyang University

Attention and emotion interact intimately. Anxiety, for example, modifies attentional mechanisms to
enhance the processing of threat-related information. But how can it modulate attention? Studies of the
emotional Stroop task showed clearly that color naming was interfered with more by negative word
distractors than by neutral distractors in anxious participants. However, few studies have investigated in
what stage an emotional stimulus biases attention. The present study investigated the locus of interference
in the emotional Stroop task by manipulating the SOA (Stimulus Onset Asynchrony) between the word
distractor and the color target (Oms, 120ms, or 240ms). Results showed that interference occurred only
with Oms of SOA for anxious participants, whereas for non-anxious participants, there was no interference
effect. These results support the view that the attentional mechanism was modulated in early stage of

information processing by anxiety.

Key words : Anxiety; emotion; attentional bias; locus of interference; emotional Stroop task.
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