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[Abstract]
viduals with trauma. Methods: The study adopted trauma analogy research method in lab. On the basis of traumatic film

Objective: The study was designed to investigate the influence of emotional priming on attention bias in indi-

paradigm, the present study combined emotional priming paradigm with modified dot—probe paradigm to investigate the in-
fluence of emotional prime on attentional bias in 17 college participants. Results: Under no—priming control condition, par-
ticipants showed attention bias. Trauma-related negative, trauma-related neutral and trauma—unrelated negative picture

priming suppressed attention bias. Conclusion: Earlier negative and trauma—related picture priming can suppress later at-

tentional bias, which may provide the experimental evidence for aversion therapy.
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