hE G RO AGE 20174F 42548 4 -613-

I}

B R B 11 MO R R R B BT

iEG, Ay, B, XIE
(BT ERFOHEFRENIANZAF LT, &F 210097)

(WZE] B89 meS s &m0 i m A b s R AR AE . 753 R M A S8R B3 70500 i i
9316 4% Stroop I 55 F5 T oM DRI 0 T T Al 5 5 BIS—1 10 B b s P R A o 7 e Bty PR B 22 (R AR S OG- A
w MBS D E LR 225 . ER O BRI GR35 Bt imlid i i _EA% 7038 s @0
RATE S ST rh S P R R B U OGO R R ) AR BN 7R TE R S PR R A
%. &5t O BRI 3 MR A 70 A0 0 0 8 i PR TR R 1) s @ A ) 3% U = B3t 7y
AEAG] bl BT

(K] BEANET1; Boiths ERm s s

FESES: R395.1

¢

DOI: 10.16128/j.cnki.1005-3611.2017.04.005

The Characteristics of Attentional Bias and Impulsive
Control in Highly Malicious Creative People
GONG Zhe, PENG Yang, WANG Xian, LIU Chang
Lab of Cognitive Neuroscience and School of Psychology, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210097, China
[ Abstract)

ative people. Methods: The malicious creative test was used to measure malevolent creativity; emotional Stroop task was

Objective: To explore the characteristics of attentional bias and impulsive control of highly malicious cre-

used to measure the attentional bias of offensive words; BIS—11 Chinese Revised Version was used to measure the character-
istics of impulsive control. Results: (DHighly malicious creative people responded more slowly on the attack words task
than lowly malicious creative people. (@ There was a negative correlation between the malevolent creativity and unplanned
impulsiveness latitude; ) Highly malicious creative people got lower score of unplanned impulsiveness latitude than lowly

malicious creative people. Conclusion: Highly malicious creative people show more significant offensive attentional bias

and better capability of impulse control than lowly malicious creative people.
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