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Inhibition Function in Selective Attention of High Trait Anxiety Undergraduates

GAO Xin, ZHOU Ren-lai, LI Si-yao
Key Laboratory of Child Development and Learning Science (Southeast
University ) , Ministry of Education, Nanjing 210096, China
[Abstract] Objective: To explore the inhibition function in selective attention of high trait anxiety undergraduates.
Methods: 40 undergraduates selected by State —Trait Anxiety Inventory were divided into high and low trait anxiety
groups, and participated in the present experiment voluntarily. Different attentional inhibition ability of trait anxiety indi-
viduals were investigated by the modified negative affective priming paradigm and threat and neutral words as stimulus
material. Results: Under the condition of negative priming, reaction times(RT) of low—trait anxiety individuals were signifi-
cantly slower than under the control condition’ for threatening and neutral targets; for high—trait individuals, RT under the
condition of negative priming were significantly faster than under the control condition, only for threatening targets. For
threat words, negative priming values of high trait—anxiety individuals were negative and significantly less than low trait—
anxiety individuals; for neutral words there were no significant differences between high and low trait—anxiety groups.
Conclusion: High trait anxiety undergraduates had deficits in effective inhibition special and threat distracting informa-
tion.
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