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The Effect of Emotion on Selective Attention: Attentional Bias and Attentional Blink
ZENG Qing-wei, LIU Ai-shu
Harbin Normal University, Harbin 150025, China

[Abstract] Selective attention is a common phenomenon. Attentional Bias is the selection of spatial attention stimuli and
individuals’ selective attention for specific high—sensitivity ~information, whereas, attentional blink refers to the selective
attention in time dimension that observers often miss the 2nd of 2 visual targets(first target [T1] and second target [T2]),
when these targets are presented less than about 200ms—500ms. Firstly, the paper introduced the research paradigms and
theoretical basis, and then reviewed the relevant researches about the effect of the emotion stimuli on the attention for anxi-
ety, depression, PTSD group. It suggested that emotion disorders had obvious selective attention for emotion stimuli; Final -
ly, the paper presented future development tendency.
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