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[Abstract] Objective: The present studyused the learning—recognition paradigm to investigate the differences of memo-
ry processing between real expressional faces and cartoon expressional faces in Internet addicts. Methods: Totally 382 ado-
lescents were identified based on Young’ s Online Internet Addiction Test(IAT), from which 15 Internet addicts and 18
healthy control individuals(HCs) were selected. Results: (DCompared with HCs, Internet addicts had memory advantage of
negative faces relative to the other emotional faces. @More importantly, the memory advantage effect of negative faces in In-

ternet addicts was more significant in real angry faces, showing better memory of real angry faces. Conclusion: Internet ad-

dicts have memory advantage effect of real angry faces relative to healthy subjects.
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