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The Relationship between Attentional Bias and Anxiety
in Chronic Disease Patients and High- and Low-Trait Anxiety

Yun-Hsin Huang

Abstract

Being over anxious about health can be harmful for patients with hypertension,
diabetes mellitus, or hyperlipidemia. Attentional bias toward threat stimuli, especially
mild threatening ones, has been found important in generating anxiety. However some
researches have suggested that high trait-anxiety participants tend to consciously
avoid high threatening stimuli. Bias toward threat stimuli could be further divided into
over-engagement and/or disengagement difficulty. The present study proposed
integrating model of two previous models. This model suggested that internal
representation of a threat stimulus receives input from both preattentive and
guided/conscious threat evaluation system. In-contrast, voluntary effort strengthens
target representation. The representations.compete with each other for attention. It
was hypothesized that over-engagement reflects low: threshold of threat evaluation
system, and disengagement difficulty reflects insufficient effort. Accordingly, these
two indexes both have contribution in generating anxiety. The objective of this study
is to investigate if the proposed integrative model is supported by examining the
predictiveness of those indexes on anxiety response (including self-report and
psychophysiological indexes).

Thirty subjects recruited from two local family medicine clinics were grouped
based on diagnosis of chronic diseases (the three diseases described above). Sixteen
of them are male. Mean age is 53.23. Another 27 subjects without chronic disease
were recruited and served as control group. Five of them were male. Mean age is

40.11. Each subject completed two self-report anxiety questionnaires: Spielberger’s



State-Trait Anxiety Inventory-Trait version, and Anxiety Sensitivity Index. Then the
spatial cueing task would be done while his/her electrodermal activity(EDA) and
electromyography(EMG) was measured, which reflect arousal level of autonomic
nervous system. The spatial cueing task was designed with three kinds of materials:
threat, ambiguous, and neutral words. Words presented in pair for 100 or 1500
millisecond(ms), reflecting the preattentive and conscious system respectively.
Therefore three indexes are concerned: 1) 100ms engagement, as indicator of
preattentive threat evaluation system (PTES); 2) 1500ms engagement, reflecting
function of guided, including prior preattentive, threat evaluation system (GTES); 3)
1500 ms disengagement, indicating the input from guided effort toward target.
Participants are divided into 1) ehronic disease.vs. non-chronic disease; 2) high trait
anxiety vs. low trait anxiety. Multiple regression analyses were conducted with three
attentional bias indexes as predictor and différent anxiety responses indexes as
dependent variables in each group.

The results implicated: 1) GTES and insufficient guided effort are able to predict
multiple anxious psychophysiological indexes, especially EDA-related ones; 2) Trait
anxiety of chronic disease patients could be predicted by PTES; 3) Tendency to avoid
ambiguous stimuli in chronic disease and low trait anxiety groups predicts stronger
immediate EMG responses. The results suggested that two conscious processes in the
hypothesized model are related to anxiously psychophysiological responses, but the
relationship to trait anxiety might be influenced by coping. Furthermore, the result
implicated that EDA responses are related to attentional bias, and EMG is related to
avoidant bias in chronic disease and low trait anxiety groups, thus different
components in emotion might be related to different tendency in attention process.

Keywords: Chronic disease, Attentional bias, Anxiety, Emotion, Psychophysiology,
Spatial cueing task, Preattentive threat evaluation, Guided threat evaluation.
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ke
an

ays £ Stewart (1990) 4 RMIEp b e et gk i —¢ 7 80 - &
Bt e HROFRREr G e @A WERREAT L E T 2090

TR A BV Al R A 2T PR

\‘3

A S R R CHIER Y el Ny R
i & © Valderrama-Gama ~ Damidn ~ Ruigémez ¥2 Martin-Moreno (2002) 4%t
1001 =K Afaz 65 &t X L] o REB AL 2 54 i (disability)
SRR R S 3 R G AP AR e Ay 0 B RN TT2 8
oo W 47% A T g L P A :}?a;[»L it (chronic condition ) 2_ F]# - 1345

51 (oddsratio) 2.3+ 8 - B Ep A RS B4 2 Flendk - o =



o

AR SR PP W) RE REFCSE A

3]

s
i
o

Flom & e JIERDE BT A @ BRI E NP E e ¥R 5 (Taylor & Aspinwall,
1996) » 7 pr i id Al t o RIT R WRALE R EG HR FRE SR AL
FURPLA L A p0 0BRSS BRI g AR R F

SRR TR IR 2R e P TI T A R PR

o

T{%—&r%&éﬂa‘ ~RA S 34,5 WE R 0B }%mf%i—m&g}a P AR F R R

S

EFRBOFIRGT R O PLARERSA B AL FEF L R DB E - Tang & 4

(2009) = 3 - 7 02 pFEp A SR R E LA BRI - T F R
B B g R O MR R 0 AR RERCE VLA B e b R AR R AP $
oo Bg PBER T F 0 R E AR iR ¢ AR ORIEERA & oehp
¥ AR 7 FAREHEEFHEL A RAIp e F 2 EEH bl

F5 3 A0fen Aoi R ke S IR R B B & R e A

g AT EEFF S A CIERBAP F LD FEE o { § R B A D
AR BRI S o R R @i 5 o Poe (behavioral activation

approach) > % e d R{cd 5 cnB @ HE 3 M o a T 5 T FE
P ¥ 517 4 5% (routine disruptions) | 12 2 Tl Tl | s fop 29245 B h
75 0 AT LB B e B0 R4 (Martell, Addis, & Jacobson,
2001) > r g LEBEARZ o B AR AL S o S geAsd B R 0 i

EL T

10



ERNINR
S REN S IR R AL R R D SRR LR s TR
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Y-8 BAE4EF R RE
e ELE RN B BRI EE PR Ry TS F 105

oo FHMZ e e 2 R BapE o FART ﬁ'f‘?‘ﬁ“ﬁi#ﬁ #% o Santerre ¥ Allen (2007 )
dpdio oA BE B2 iR B A LY Y PRIZFHERET S E AR
L2 A B RSBIE S N g F R AL (Bldhop B F R Flak g
Werm B HFLFHLRLE ) FHDLRF B2 TV T 5 Fhpy
P FlF O 2 dptho 8- BB B r o Dldek B R E T R R
bl FiEa RS B R W B LR

B OB R PR Tkts oA £ S d w4 B2 (ventral visual stream )
@3¢ 77 % izt (amygdala)sfif ¥ =4 (temporal pole )> F=p% £ F (orbitofrontal
cortex) % FLip| ¥ & wiFE A H (venttomedial prefrontal cortex ) 2w = i st

(anterior affective system ) 7 #* % 5ot i & B RS F B2 1414 4] (Rudrauf,

etal.,2009)c # ¢ 2 =2 gE o RF I LR R IETEZ AR A L LA
i (e.g., Glicher & Adolphs, 2003; Armony, et al., 2005; Schafe & LeDoux, 2004;
Suslow et al., 2006 ) § 2 =4I = F flipis e s ¢ p # ¢ & % (central
nucleus ) ¥ i%¥ 3 HPA #ha 22 < g # /¢ & %u» @ H i (Schafe & LeDoux, 2004 ) »

PRAG IR Z FEENABH A ER T N EF RGN A HERT
2 e Tl TS e ss ok B OTHE S UR T < 2 007 £ (Guyton
& Hall, 2005) > fut i 2 TLF Ju? o FFEVCR L fTHEI R T RA ALR
Mn T b R R 2 2= (valence ) v 2 T RE F e A 2 o A2
B (arousal ) - Bradley £2 Lang (2007) J| % #2538 3 e 38 > 3§ 488 —‘F%;I-ir;— 7

N

$.4 PR S e f v (valence) (BB 5 4 4 'Iﬁ] B % 'Iﬁ] Peenfg B )0 11 2 H oAr3l
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# gt 42 & (arousal) o SZBIFfR— & ZIEFT T B IR 0 ARFEL AL A -
(unpleasant) 2 ‘1— ,}r g 5155 Ak 5% r‘!’!gﬁ' g;! B’b]& T RE A 3 'T_P //%f]? r/}%\ﬁl =

Tl RI§ 513 ARG o0iF o i

FhapFaR o s TS HER 2R EL e w c FHEHRARLE
- R d Sl R B 513 (attractor )0 ¥ p BAE T 2 E P v g2 onR

B R AR e A2 AR T 5 g4 S dkceh- 75> (Thayer & Lane, 2000) o #%i§
v Ok pr B A8 T gt (4837 (approach) 2 #* & (avoidance) > @ if i dt 5 4
e B TR P AFFARLY o FP o Ea B e AREFEFPLISFFLL
ek d o FEER AR Bﬁ%ﬁﬁéﬁ; bh’r‘F&T\A},,é, TXLREFHELAEF B2 i&:}ﬁ%ﬁ °
Hipl 3 00w 2 4 5 it 8 & (surface electromyography, SEMG ) £2 & § 7
* J& (electrodermal activity, EDA )"

B OVCR fCERRE 0 B IR I e e e B 6 A T PR 6 i T
ehim?e ¢t % 8 (extracellular fluid) # 4 § & » TP 5 d PIE T MEL2 5%
B RGpIE R mTAa“HE_)i RIZAE RERDS NG A - A ERRAE Y
-~ R RERRE AN ETLERFEE B A AN LERREE - e h
RABL G R R LG R Pt s A BT 5 S BRRE 5 5N
B BpEo e 2 GRHFEEF T FRAEAVERTEIEAAR 25
FERA FROTAERE > &AA 5 p TF (EMG) > g FFEFp 5 B
BITHEA (85 5 BERAH S el ) 2 g o b3 R R FIehE
BoAR I R A TRMLTFE R T RE PR TN Sl w2
EL TSRS BRERIE c BRI L T A sE ) - R E 5 R

(microvolt, uV ) » F]* 2 5528 53+ (amplification ) > it 4c ' B JZ (Tassinary &
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Cacioppo, 2000 ) »

FRO0CE TERZBIE RE RN EEc endmkkhedE (1) B
ARTAG (doshr ) (2) RIZRFRFPTAR > ¢ FRBEANLG 28
fRerig R ey N2 TRATEF? BETERDTF B (3) BB kT

BoodrT BEA ~RHEF

>
A
o
=
F_L
ii'i
[l
N

Fmovep TERFEZEALTIEREE E

.ltt
®

FENFAT RSB G AR LR PSR 2 B AR

=
F_&
et

=)
13;
&3
W

LiE T A je 2.+ 4§ (Peper, Gibney, Tylova, & Harvey,

ST ar “,/]E pe2 > Pl 8 SEMG ek % 3 3F % 4p e ek 3+ o Tassinary

#2 Cacioppo (2000) 3 HRIE % G avp TFRALE i@ ¥ ¢ 773 BLHFT A&

=N

(active electrode ) 22 — B2 7 & (reference electrode ) &

Tnk-
F_
B
=h
i
—E
N\
4

TERIRZ R ) b3 S ERIE AR e (et 5) 2 A5 %A B
AT AROTR T 2 MEA B R BT R R LB AR M T e BT
Tz B 2 A AR BRI RS S B SRR T - B E

B AL ER AR LA BABTET I AT TRE BRI

_r
i
LB
¥

g B e mw % A i gt B (bandpass filter ) 2 ",% /AR o
FLSEMGRIZE XA RETAN DT A AT #42FF (narrow) &2 5F

(wide) A f8 o 7 it e s 100 3 200 Ax %2 THE > BH R F H 20 2
500 A o BAREALE F 0 F A PIEH e HA S T AR T R
o e = gzt (Peper et al., 2007 ) °

AR ARR T 1T AR RE Rede R o R R F Rl S A -

Se el R B AR o S R IR B RO AR o R A i
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o Az e g (sweatduct) AARREES > A K OET AL A o
HpRE =7 WA RS ETH o TIAR ] 2 T LA TR AR R AR
B0 TR PR AL Sk SedREE o Dawson ~ Schell £ Filion (2000) 4 ! VHE T
WAL Pdg i o 304 d PR BT AR R B AR o AT R AR
AV -MARd R FAI M ETHE R RIZEST) AR R

e ©F A S DRI A F AT R S S S S SR E PR e B
PRy * P E AR EAR 20 T RFOT R NFcd Fy @it

Tz x> Hix 5 & M3 (microsimens, uS ) °

NN
S

Bde g TFORAR O ARTF RERG B LTI A 2 BE R LA
2 F BPEFRE o § - R LR (RS B B s
A2 RN E o Flit SEMG W ORITRE 5 TP g R A L T ke g g
B1E 3Pt “TF B A B R REHR B ana s A {2 2 B
AXFRF o 3 A i o FEE S B RB X S BRE R RTEG
EDA 7 Z i A PR > s A RA il o F il 2 FH 9 4 B3 F RiTsp
PHSAIEF B2 1 B E A i g Bt @ h B f 25 R Pend B iR (4
Zmivp T ER w7 B ) & * (Dawsonetal., 2000 ) °
FROVCE RF REARTF B2 AL G2 EEFPRERF s gFmpiE
FlZ o Fii i Ee SRR CHBRRATEL U HA L g2 L L2402
Flg > FL B G TR o blAe T MEL2 555 § X P H BT P
%R%%aﬁﬁmm%’ﬁﬂﬁ'm%%f{@ F 2.0 B S mie e e
2P RFREGTET B BRI R D g TR BT o fF i o A

K2 E2RRTLINZR R LA TR ZERTHEE > L TAASLERET AR
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Lod wE U pMATRE LB N2 EF B TLRRHERE AT

B

REFBUT 20 0 A PR R BRAEL iR FE SR E TR

i #% (Dawson et al., 2000) -
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28 EBERFHERTLIBF

AR RFEL REEYY 2 44

PR g ¥ 3 B UL R 2 2R EA Y S E o FRFEH LR AT 2
# iv (Frewen, Dozois, Joanisse, & Neufeld, 2008 ) - i ** & g i wi@H P » -
BEL e 2 d i@ PR LTI BEEA ey P Gl Bk (4
¢ ) APt 0 Bk R R P E &8 a4 2§ (Koster, Crombez, Verschuere, &
De Houwer, 2006 ) o 133 ;@ i IR IR5 > 2 7 4 224 37 207 12580 B E-
PR RN S TS R T E s T AE T AR B TE B P (Mogg &
Bradley, 1999; Ponsner & Peterson, 1990 ) o 4e i £ #5it » &R & g 2 4 4o B 48
BATRIEREY R Pl Mo2 7 3A 2 5§ E (Ohman, 2008 ) o j# i
BEPpELiE 0 Al Rl L AST Y AR R Pk & o

LR R RE ik LS SRS S S PR R

o

r'g.@/,ﬁﬁ—%‘k“f%LJ/,%I)%«._.E,%J—\IK% MRy R L - (H9 Ty

\\\

) T E ) e Y AR AR 0 B R S22 F (¢ TR

ERAR - BHTER BERKRAESERHRAFTERAL) Pk LR

fon
\\\Xr
r:_

lﬁbf’—"’i'],/%q—_,_m SOOEf/IJF‘E‘iIEJ Fﬁ(wﬂpj\ﬁﬂiﬁ%%ﬁ-i

olile
Lt EA) 5 19BFAE 1302 150 (p&itfde) 3 2 BAEE » 5
TR R R (BR300 E A ) RIFTH 3BT BT ER (£
BEAR) PG S BATY o MR A Y 500500 B ITL QUG IRPER 0
LRMERLFATRERLES > p R TR LBEARDFE R AR -

PG SR pRr e R A E R UFE FFHAL BFER G 0 bl

Bar-Haim ~ Lamy - Pergamin - Barkermans-Kranenburg ¥ van IJzendoorn (2007 )
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ZREAPTTER AT LD BT A - R LA GRS AR AR B R
BUE~ZERE CFE2EERPRELAERAL TR FIMER
H (eEFER ERRE) LA MERY S AET B RS LR R

L R p

'F_*

LR HIEIR % o Bar-Haim % 4 ¥ 3 3k F it %

‘3\*—

2 I N
¢ g & 4 o Frewen % 4 (2008) | * (8K A~ 47385 7 E'E},ﬁﬁili—‘ﬁ i R DE N 8
WAoo TR R YA A i #07) (connectionist neral-network model ) 2.

# o Frewen ¥ A IR § TR IR 500 )% » F L8 F o il & & & 1l
MEBRER AR RS AR P2 T ¥ BB R H RIRE R TR SR
BEeHRT

Pl > 3 ERFEd CPRRRAEF ML RY ¥ FERA

F RGN o IR AR LT TR R AL AR B % -

DY S AER ERE IR AP N MERF M AR BE T
- A AR RSP ) 2B R A R BT R R

( Koster, Crombez, Verschuere, & De Houwer, 2006)° #Xm » 3 > #7 § # 3 &
FEREH T EL#FameL@s & =9 1% (Luecken, Tartaro, & Appelhans,
2004; Koster, Crombez, Verschuere, & De Houwer, 2006; Mogg et al., 2000 )> @ 4%
B FI}?E:, AR B REARR Mg Y B = P {1 (Koster, Crombez, Verschuere, &
De Houwer, 2006; Yiend & Mathews, 2001 ) i8S % 318 1 (8 73 "ﬁ 7_s% K
FPHTEREFHYFIARPNEL AL - L3 s T, ?HEFY

ERfAafFTngars L@ RSPl ? A tdmze -

18



+

=
M E BRI B ATy I (UELERER )
F8 % (X ) , EmAnm | TR
IE‘J“ mEE > A by Dl =+ 4L p s
e (2 Ty B1E7 b u]) FARE ] ppene | mee > wir
7 5>11 > ¢ I RN
Mogg, Bradley, GAD p;;;ﬁ%;l)All); >11 . 14 i{é ‘}j‘ Wil F 3-8l | *5 7 = Bl ER
Williams, & . i (19) FEFS ] aps FANET S E o s B E A o
Mathews, 1993 | VS # 17 Lo £ HADS | 4 % 4 gy | SREE G gL SRSl | T ERT R e
i B g e R EIREAS) S| EARY AL TR
GAD % #7& HADS>11 F N
Mogg, Bradley, o _; ‘ - 4 | = ,@“‘F‘ - 'E‘f’ G RERE
pite £ EHREA7) o g O i o 2 BEA -
illiams, e w4 2t i P A F - ‘
1995 vs. RIF%A L L 2 HADS oot & Jo L R A BB F Ty
LA d Eg e RWAREAS) H s e A BTEAO o
L 7§71 &A% 5k e
P R L) R X | )
Chen, Lewin P RIE (23) v hott s paepe s |V TEERD By
o Lowin I 44 e 5 (23) R | CEIRE S
raske, %z 4 _ L EE T b 24 2% i + & ¢ 3 = @——l . T?iﬁ'f*‘k%tp??’}\ ,@;‘},ﬁffr ’ L—l**;ﬁ:' ‘ . ‘
1996 e 7 »/;ﬂ.issufwﬂr% (3% M F Ly - 2. & % & STALT
PR L. %w%%iﬁ@%ﬁﬁf&% RV
EmAm) ¥-LXao e AN & 48
AFE P T2 F R e
Plakgxid o
loo | BREE L EABAF SN L By RRRES
35 ™ |48 o 8 s e Z M
Mogg, Bradley, STAI™-S > 30(16) i%,jﬁ ) ? }fj N
De Bono, & vs. win | F0 | soo | FBEEL RS REAE S &R G HE LR
Painter, 1997 STAL-S <30(17) =00 £l e (p=055) - 2. 7 100ms 2 & fi e
TE | g0 | BAELL RS HT BF AN FEFLE Y A48
Fdle (p=17)- I

19




+
-

B BRI R A B

(Mg dEPRR )

'F‘k(s‘}%\ﬂ i)

(,'"1 rVS.J i P?'.f’:E'_vv'J)

25 )

AL

& e 4p B
Pl R

TR
PR

Z5%

ir

Lundh,
Wikstrom,
Westerlund, &
Ost, 1999

BhoE #LiP%m (PDA) &

VS.

F (35
i J%JJ’”#?J £(35)

@'L‘

. PDA &

. PDA R ELABEWMT ¢ BF

i)

|

ot g
e 88 AN F ¢ el ¥
@dm B

A@rwwéa@*

my\p_\cm

Bl e

. PDA &2 STAI-T ¢ BDI' &

IR I EL T E RS
AR AR 0 A AR A

4
# o
iy

. PDA B H 2 4o & T 40 M

ST =1 LR

.PDA%ﬁKQML#E%*ﬂI4%

[ %E%"Iﬁl‘“tiﬁ?l@ ;

.HM&ﬁiSﬂ&T&mW@

BB AR P T g2 TR
LBE AR o BEAPM F R

2
Hoo
T

b

fn

9
\l d"
=k

&
=

¥
W

Bradley, Mogg,
& Millar, 2000

1y

STAI-S %~ 5 & ~ 7 ~ K
o F L 18 4

2E R

-n‘\;; ﬁ“}
R
m\q. ';gg

500

B EpefS Pkl
RmE  MER e
%ﬁﬁ%@.fﬂ%ﬂﬁiﬁ
LBEE R EA N0

cm‘i

20




+
-

B BRI R A B

(Mg dEPRR )

R % (i) . | EmiM | Em —
(g4 E >R f FRCER ) = e
FRERED) (1 Tys | ®HE3 F i) PR pep | e P E %
“E2 &
STALT 4 5 #(19)~ ® (18)~ 1 | BEW R | W44 | 500 | 2 e mAEHFLE
Bradley, Mogg, a7z & e
& Millar, 2000 e _ - o
1 CHELGHSTALS A LW | g ;fi sop | BRI G A BRI RS B
e e 1Bk TN R
F24p b “%; TApRE
ST LG Z B
Lo $sEag eI twn | LRL Bk il
L WEEFAN ISP B o
Mogg, Bradley. | gp\1 1543, sDSS<15(16) g 2. RER e Byragat g X |2 A7 K 1% SDS B
?ﬁgmﬁn vs. e T sh0 F iﬁ@éﬁwvﬁﬁ%% R
McWilliams, |  STATT<37.SDsz1s(e) | ™ HTL | 4 4o AALET 3% g
2000 ’ Vs. 3 3. @#'P’E“%J-j g P B Fp TR
STAT-T<37, SDS<I5 (14) ERHI P R w | A Lg B
. bR
Prlie
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bRt by 104 | HEH T:; M (E R il f’ffi* = »‘}i‘j I
rg N = - - 1 =K E R Vi \Ey‘rg U ,El;ﬁli'},é, F] ° B 1,51'] F;%&F%% ,/\@
P59 4T F TR T
L RT
R TR L
L s e f*%"*'ﬁ@” ;
2. BEFE }éj*ifﬁﬁf’“%"’ﬁ@“
Koster, = X P 2 A E BT
Crombez STAI-T —,"’E";Z =< % = 5 FAR ® ,i f = " Fy_i | i 14 N
’ M v BB 5 3. rS,EE}Er;F,?;‘f“ o A A
Verschuere, & v 25%(21) vs. 2L R : 500 I _
. v ré« % %%,Fl:élz-\" 0w ['&EE}"&JZE]J&FI
De Houwer, s 25%(21) " =1 aA i
2006 i F 0 f%pf@,srﬁﬁ ﬁ:‘;;

é%wﬁﬁwﬁm@o
4.@%@ﬁ%$*%%“¢iﬁ
o Y R PR G-
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BB g e ML LT HFL AL ER (UFLEPER ).

b3 & S8 (K oy | ERARM | B . Y
TG4 E ) (12 Tys. ‘STF(JPWP;:‘:E_‘JJ) By iR d{l];‘;;[";.—ﬁf}:i o L5 #2x
Koster,
Crombez, STALT 523% % 5 b & 5§ ficdg cRsE | BR T FEEHF AP | for PR Ry
Verschuere, & g 25%(21) vs. + ‘%;ﬂ] AR < 500 YT TR o F L e A
De Houwer, s 25%(21) ’ i BETERE %Mo 34 o
2006
PEREHFIAPRY S
PL LA T A B B T L
I
BEREHY SPRY M4
FIEEA BT E (p=07) < |fov PRy —7 Hp Yy
100 'g/\fﬁ‘/ﬁﬁ},’él‘f‘_, Z_F RPER L RGE T A
soster, 3 X FEREHFRIPREGVLE |70
o, |77 EL 0 STALT S g | g ML g L g TR A R M F
Van Damm’e, & = 10%(23) vs. #51 IO A ?O;
Wiersema, e 10%@1) o BEREHY PR g
2000 . T3 BB >0 -
FEREHS PR g
A fi i R e
A
500 ' 2 F PR L GE T A

FlEp A Hcdf F<0 0 L LR A
BB <00 BT B b ¥
BRAPRY G LW o

f -
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Mot EAS L R BE T R (UFLEDRA)-

FEE (8 SRR | o
T (B 4 £ > ” A FRRLE ) 2 x
FREAER) (1 Tys | ®HE3 F i) PR pep | e * %
— pal 'k ~ 2z, pas 'k
l'gsﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬂgﬁﬂ PR TR
Salemink, van | * 133 8 % 5 4 ¢ STALT @2 |, o 2 B EREHE PR |, T AITED
den Hout, & B 20 4 vs. g | TRF | 500 ﬁéﬁgﬁ B RAARBEY LR
Kindt, 2007 B B 120 4 ~ e L v %
in A B 20 3. ]ﬁlﬁjlyim'rlg—»/._b]ﬁypﬁ‘kﬁt :;O BT 0 E R
| SEFEARLD N - g
%7 GAD' & % (42) vs. . % GAD ¥ = Pl Ha ¢ N N
e g ADEFE | sl RSt R M E R TE S R T
R 2010 | EHFHHL 3 B EHGAD S | T S 03 (0500 |2 30 8 TSR A BB F < i) L
47 (24 B8 5) y & A BEE A

Note.® % P& ¥ = % % £ ; " HADS = Hospital Anxiety and Depression Scale ; ‘STAI = State-Trait Anxiety Inventory » STAL-S Bl & £ g
Je i STALT B £ # 71+ £ & ; “BDI = Beck’s Depression Inventory ; © SDS = Social Desirability Scale ; ' #* & PR 5 & 4 T2 &
WPER » #§ ¢ R 14 T4 5 *TMAS = Taylor Manifest Anxiety Scale ; "ASI = Anxiety Sensitivity Inventory ; ' % GAD # %72| & & 42

FyEeELparm ks i R 4 o
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AT BPFL R R RER - R B F A o AT
FEI R A R ENE RE T BEG e F - BB e I d P
(McNally, 1995) e iz hah %518 1 - BF & F B 0 3 R 58 Fi ik
Wit g oo e B R 3B S AR iR ? Luecken & A (2004) I B %
Bk k- R R (ERS500 F4)) S8 dlpi o HRERT (&
B20FF)) P tlgEd AL hELF R LERTER MELL B
2 F & o Luecken ¥ A 3u5 Stk A WA B FBEAR T EMA SR G
LRI P L m A2 B girs o kb B gAp bl A @ H B4 me R
HETHEA AL D FERE- TRV R IRELL Y BhELDERTRGT o

+ @ T (top-down) | FEARSTRB > A WL RA BES BB % o

2/

B S 8 K P ST T K B % - McNally (1995)
AP A 44l (involuntary ) it T Ll £ R & 8 H ¢
FERFE2Z 7 LI 7Rk L gHFEs 2 o Mathews &2 MacLeod (2002 )
- A% AR BFEE R L I B ko g B - Mathew %
MacLeod 3% % » # B i B 14 £ Jg B F] 30 3 4 -1 pra=a A L ol A L
oy b ie o~ TEE RS (vigilantmode ) j 5 R o B E R - i S
R FARR 0 F LR INER B o 195 B3R o M 7 B (MacLeod,

Rutherford, Campbell, Ebsworthy, & Holker, 2002 ) ® #1/ F Z%#F F 0> 78 0 @ &

\\

EHAPELE R AL e AR T SRR R R K P R
AT ME o R e RS R RBDLEE RS P

MacLeod ¥ % R M f » Tt R RE AL 27 €3 SR L gH

9

Hoa iy 5 Ee HY % FP UGB R A ERILE 2k o PPN

28



i - AR HR PR R TR AUREEE R L DS F S
F RS HII G515 G NHORY R R4 P AL R A R
(2010) f1* 4pke cadfe 3 = 3% > i BRI EAPM 2 Wi th » FR L & § 1)
Pk A hgg g BRERY TEEE T ARERESRE o WG B

BIREA G AAEEREE S BME B F R £ 4F Mathews &2 MacLeod # 7 &

F2BRK o
THFHEFLAFILRFEE I ERTY A LR AR B

AR T 4rw 7] o Luecken & 4 (2004) 2 #7753 2% > 77 g A A b
R 55 Ft P i 3 BTS2 v » AL RF> AR o
Mathews ¥2 MacLeod (2002 ) 1J§i§iﬁ2 I Reod A E R (R2 3 B0 B oAy 4

HAIZ BFLBH 3 LR adfFit T8 HFRETES S E A i r

FHOHREE LR FRRA AT - e

o AL R A R LR
FHEARE LR BT W RY FHTF LY (emotional Stroop ) 17

o pE g

ok
F_k

s 2 ¢ g (desickvs.door) 2o F 884 L enpER L

MRS EY R BEREARR G F RIS TR TEIR(LS )

B
o

F_k

2 F Ak PR RS I f e R PR AR
2% (Lueckenetal,2004) > X » F¥F A 2777 > Ny immiz 8 2pF L
RARE2Z e ad FEIEY TR (FH) 2 PR (FI) &
AT - o FMFE REFER LV BT H T BN EER

Bl ERES B T A VR P L S R
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Fe— % enp &R &5 F & (Bar-Haim et al., 2007; Luecken et al., 2004 ) -
BEFRFTEREGD LA RE gt & THF R 0 BT F e p T
B2 ARE TR AR UL R 4R (e.g, Moggetal., 1993; Mogg et al.,
2000) > e Bd v F e p ARz mE T e Flpt S F R N R
R IR N X U = S-S AL 21D

dNERF AT Gy 2ty ] 0 F]¥t MacLeod ~ Mathews ¥ Tata
(1986) % & 18 il ¥ ¥ (Dot-probe task) » 14 { E 47 3¢ > RlR $82 4 &
bR R PR BARRE LD A 2R E o A TTEY S € RS FALIT P L
AR R ARE Lt BFRBEARS BARE R 2P - BEFFRIA Y
- s ¢ e dARE R PG R MRIRRE TSR AT - ARE TR L

BoRE P4 F BRI R R (Ao B - ) o F R

i
F_*
3
E
it
\\?{y
1%
ke
3?‘;.

BB ia-Fa I RSP e BIFES TR F2 0 F
BlEEP~ 2 B L T g o RIAEE T - & e MacLeod £ Mathews (1988 )
AREFHFEE AT TN RBE L R GE B E A 4T T A
B P15 28 hike B80T R4 1% (biasindex ) v 1 & Ph % K
HR P panE g LAEE8R - BFdpgiRa B3 05 T3 - R T ahr
BRI pd T R RToHF BRI > P ERd R 2L

#c (toward threat) » § B R4 7 % % L@ 2 1% (avoid threat ) °

(¥ 3 ipaiReL)

+ — —

v

» » > E%FE'F
Bl- :ER R FE T AW o
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k@ > Ponsner & Petersen (1990) 4581 " ip] , 7 & 5 =

tﬁw
m

Fkoorid R 20 e g (disengage ) ~ # 45 (shift) i 73 (engage) F|F7H 3 o
o R P IR BT E- B EA LD B IR (engagement
g« facilitated attention )1 % 5% 3t F]¥g( difficulty in disengagement )( Cisler & Koster,
2010) - fe BRI T @a R 2 F 2 ARAR 4 AR e PR ALER
PRl T2 H RFELLBE R P~ 2E (Koster et al., 2004 ) F] 4t »
Koster & % #-BL 1 jp| (¥ £ A seig 2o 40 2 ¢ 2—¢ P2 fefl  BH F el g
ST Y - R TR R R - R A R R FRRE 2
AR BFRECET AR AR THAE R E - R & TP PR
P E R AR B HRARS S L TR AR R s T F TR

t:ri_&;k J/}rl‘"}l]“y(J ©e re }'}ﬁoiﬂ-J 24 F}.@F%F&&#BLL ’ﬁ—:ﬁ‘&flﬁg N IEAT

\\\?{r

B3 BT T eI GRAR T ¢ Flu B S8 0 LRI TER 0 F R FRE

SHECR I S AR 2 R E A R R RIS

S
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Faast=m P
- RGR R ﬁ > e
T P P - o ot
N NN
Subject
WA FIEE :
- ;T;(;Pf/“: é | G{G ) -
B PER R - 2 — . 1
“be “ﬁfif;
PP
l’f‘LZ - ;T:(;P(/“: @ —) ™
R PR - o
77 //"
Bl- =&

FAR WET LR e
(##:#% 2 22 p Frewen, Dozois;Joanisse, & Neufeld, 2008 )

Bar-Haim % 4 (2007) & i & Jt 4842 3 7% T 5 Ponser >t 1980 & 3% 12

Z AR E51 5% (spatial-cueingtask ) 2 A) o § T 7 (v M- BT 7 R LG

LRI SRR IR Y VIR E ST S ¥ 1 SR

A i B2 1 g eBE 18 B (F 40 00 % A (e.g., Cisler & Koster, 2010) » & % T
BHLZFEREETE .

i - REFIFLEE RS SR ORI BER L KA R

AL RERRGF LA e PR RS e A F Tmgp Ay £4 %

Xk (e.g., ¥REF M > 2010 ; Fox et al., 2001; Koster et al., 2004; Koster, Crombez

Verschuere, Van Damme, & Wiersema, 2006, study 1 ; Salemink, et al., 2007 ) » 7% &
SALE R § E
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Frad LR RIS
FELMERF AL HRRL - REB LT EFFFR § TG R
TESOERHERF IR OERAL S PAF ERPFTHFEF ERRLEFHS
PAEF LR BRI (LA Do Tt > FRhiE- HF RFEHEFRALILL

T 3BT G 2. T e Aeis ) (R Bz }gkﬁgl&’. ' 3 %2 Cisler & Koster, 2010)

\_.

YLHP QFE O B[R o 0T ML B R P AT Y TR NS B HCES 0 T e

M Ay AR TR 2L RS

% ~ Mathews &7 Mackintosh 2_ it 4 $55¢
Mathews £ Mackintosh ( 1998) % 47 i 2 8 i 22503 F, 27 & Jg M 297
A BB o T B A M R SR s Gk "R R R RS
POARRF DS AL BFRI KE R 2t o R SRR R A
g (1) G Pl THE ) ("3 yvsi M Fd TSPl s
TR MR R B Q)RR E R R R G P
flge™ g3 AR W VP RERAPMFLE BFELE G 23 EL BX;(3)
PP AgE e AR B TEF o RN F AL
PRV A SR F BARRART D R PR 0 €5 - Tl A St R HE Bk
% g 2r = 23§ & 5L (Threat Evaluation System, TES ) 2 /\ » J€_TES % e 88
A%35 0 Pl Pz N A HodA%3s o Mathews 2 Mackintosh (1998) #u% » TES
A0 E >t Williams % 4 & 20 iRt 48 4] (Affective Decision Mechanism ) %
Ohman # 11 che & 3= #4] (Significance Evaluator) » & * 12 3% ¢ & §1 52
W AeR cTES Mk 137 5 & P A& M T4 e TES P #rik 5 et L 53
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] /ﬁé\-—ij}a‘i:u ’ E"l"Fﬁé"j=TESP\

N
B= 0N

Bepr s BT ERTEER AP oA
Pl S P E T LR BE TR E R ESREE O RS

R D e A o

:&FE?’;

G RO A

g e T
(TES)

] = :Mathews £ Mackintosh 2_ 3 #3¢ (¥ 5 Mathews & Mackintosh, 1998 )-

v ¢k » Mathews %2 Mackintosh™ 7= 3 3k TES 2_ i@ {tv 11§ % F 2, 30 » en
F 47 02 Gray #% 1) eh 7 5 e % 5& (Behavior Inhibition System ) » 2 % LeDoux #7

E2 T ARE @GNt 2 TRPRE BB o A2 §- 74 wigiph=

=

_j

k]
5
@
=
an:

¢

Beo ARG BT SRR VAR LE R

Fiv2_ 173

FOF 0 ARG S p ST e {0 (pre-consciousness ) 3 T2 iz o (24

Fie0 ST g H - S TRAW, 2 T pe 5 B ko TES 2

B iE T AL 3 BT AT oA g TES P& A & 2 $HE PR
o RUE LK@
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Ao FRt g MR EY A naFp e AFEP R IR > R FE
TR 1 ITP ARA MRS S PP AR T R o T R P i
etk L F g IR AR A BApF Y EHBRSE
R SR L RN PR DI P T FRHTERFSERARLE
"ﬁi TES @53 T i BiL > ¥ 2 55 g = 77§ (threat value) % fx» ¥ 4R
AP RMHTES R A % EhR G+ 2 TES B ER) § 4P T > Flpt gt %
HEpd T ml S PR A2 N, F=R i s &9 ki & P i s E

PR L A3 F 3k o a0 ME g F R § R s T

BRRA LS PP FP T LA PR A £ T - L ME K e T

R E 5 2] & PR g Bl el g AR A i A 4 T 3% o Koster
¥ 4(2006) B T R 2GS B WERF AL R LR PR A
GRS - S S T

PH D Y - B S  F R ERNAL RIS E B RET -
EFPCTESEEX M a B idd 1w Fird i 3% 4 2 Lok 2 »
AN E gagay 4 op @iﬁgﬁiﬁzihg%muﬁ&%§
Mathews 2 Mackintosh ( 1998 ) 3% % J* BLEEF 12 f2 8 Mathews £2 Sabestian( 1993 )

HET R % A B4 5B S BR AR 6 d F A ) g A

TPk k@t m S fpF i o Mathews 2 Mackintosh i 3Riz 8 d 30 F & % &
PR EY 4 LR A g ] R PR RBEARERE T TE &

et A (JeApM F ) AR 100 1 (TP HRA R F A 3 g IR
X 3F o

LRSS R T UERE A F T F R MR g il P g
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w 2_ %k (e.g., Koster, Crombez, Verschuere, & De Houwer, 2006; Mogg et al., 2000;
Yiend & Mathews, 2001 ) - Mathews &7 Mackintosh ( 1998 ) i 3& gt sz % # 5y £_%

fTA B RF LRI R TAART S Pl il IR T AL

=

(m\&

A AR R e d MR- B AR R, 2 K &
RAFEFIRG LT E B35 e Luecken % 4 (2004) 14 p st
TAREAFL HALE RS T 2hp 4 PP FR (voluntary disengagement
coping> ¢ ZLW LN LY C FRELESHFEFIRRG ) ZREFAE
RRFUR N ERFLIL G FRA FE AR o 2 o ARE R
EI aF %Y LEPH S PT ntieddsy - GF LMLoY vl
B A FESHRE DB & R 53 PR an e ELR R 0 & W IF 5 Mathews %

Mackintosh 2_ 3 3 e 3L FE 5 o

7 ~ Bar-Haim % * 2. 3 & fr4245Y

%

.

Bar-Haim % 4 (2007) w4 {8K AT FRE L AL T8 305 AL Rk P

o

M EHhp B it 2 REP DL B PHEAPE Dhpetaike 3 2 R
(doab it 2 L HN ) A b Y £:55 AFA2 o F]# Bar-Haim % £ 3% 11— 37

R RBER A G W R P IR ORI LR B R R (Bl ).
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AL 7oA e Rpend = PR
‘f‘: = l% ,:Li o % /ﬁ 5 /ﬁ &
R (RAS) (GTES) (GES)
(PTES)
. FHRD Bt - Bt % - *EmEe
® R P| e - R @ gl
AR e S ey | T i g
Y - T F &
4 e ER iR
ry
TR
1
SR = Pk | I o N . mgieEp
I;m/'éf“ :~,t-i’ L, ] [} —'3—"5*7“’1‘
' > ot FH DB g N < |
o Pl - i i % i;ﬁfﬁ;ﬁ }4__7'5{ R REY ¥ ox)
ol SRR § o Tl

: Bar-Haim %

B] =

Bar-Haim % 4 (2007) =

3= % 4 (Preattentive Threat Evaluation-System, PTES ) 4 12 ;=478 F 2

FJ —}-’\ll_L %

BRI 150 By 4

N2

e oA il ],

J%,ra,

ELLC: B R v

(4

SN l‘fu—-rﬂﬁ"le’ﬂLL

TR A e

Bamkiteps

A2 % & R AR HC;Y (3% p Bar-Haim et al., 2007 ) »

4 o % PTES #-{lj}3=H 5 23 3

;}r’mj"r'uﬁ‘/%"ﬂ\ IR

e g

LR B R Bt & L

BT IR {1e s PTES 345 1 2.

Q\;‘f":l‘i o

T E - M A A AR e 3T

A AL e

% ¥t (Resource Allocation System, RAS ) » & RAS 4-4f 7

#4120 I RAS § #1

BfF2 b o g A ILENY @ B

/ﬁ'b'bmﬁé‘f

Bt s M o BIRAS 7 g & u|P0ia 4 20 vh &

EANES i

¥ RAS #1113

» Feha g o

AN B R Pl EEFE-

RPN Ry S

HRJE(S 0 LA

i&k B

: Fredrickson & Branigan, 2001; Izard, 1993; Ohman, 2008 ) - & z_

=

sb;pé

% PTES

LD AR A

= 2T Y L Le
O M

( Guided Threat Evaluation System, GTES ) ¢ £ =t &3 {1 = § [1ie 73 o ot
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- R EARRE G R p A f ZHEHPIEANE CRBERE B2 KR E T
BERaER o FHFEELBTERE R A3 S Pa B P R30I
(Goal Engagement System, GES ) #-§ L8730 17 p endl (7> & B2 8 4 ¥ 3
Sl F 2 0 % GTES #-f1§3% 5 5 K& 44> Bl- 3 6 § w43 RAS >
RS ENZ JH I AR V- 26 o GES T gy w PR
EPAER ¥ B W P

Rippt s 3P Lo Ejoa L f AL mFm g b ool 38 7 0 iR

(1)PTESZ B+ i # BRMESPRAD M Pz (T8 5 3

R (2) RAS § il BT 5 ORI R 4 I R T L MR
2 flge 5 (3) GTES @ & =i o 1 4 e pes ™ (g B = o8> T i %
Bk B3 SHRUE PR FIRTRE P AEN LG % A 1 (4) K _GTES
F| RAS ehw 454§ #7384 > T RAE & 373 (8305 7 4o PTES #73%
BeoR B o rivEFFRARL Y B4 2E Jk o Bar-Haim ¥ 4 (2007) i&-
Ak A RDERARLBES TR ALY R R TR SR
PEEF2 PTESREEN  REAFHEPB L G2 (L TF ALY &0 i
RAS #-1 R4 iz st b 5 3 RA Wi b FIRERERE [
pechBIFE A &2 friv TRT T lo v £ GTES 2 # i 2 ¥ » it d
W 4E T RAS erfrd|# it frg 424 0 4 g - Mg oo

FTARBAT RS A PR BIATERSY VRGBT PR
B2 Al (LA EFEARRESL L G5 bl FBER- > LR ERE 2
PTESR B+~ §HGIFERFSERALLY  HT T REF LG

B 1 FARATERE > § R L Wi N o B R - § L2 R AT s
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2R R PR A 150 B4 00T o W IS a2 23 (e.g., Edwards etal.,

2006; Hunt et al., 2006; Koster et al., 2004; Koster, Crombez, Verschuere, Van
Damme, & Wiersema, 2006; Luecken et al., 2004; Lundh et al., 1999; Mogg et al.,

1993; Mogg et al., 1995; Mogg et al., 1997 ) @ PTES 3% ¢ RAS & # 4 @ &5 » 7«
Tl R TRERLS A EE A 2R 27T F ] 2% (e.g., Armony et al., 2005;
Glacher & Adolphs, 2003; Najstrom & Jansson, 2006; Ohman & Soares, 1994

Suslow et al., 2006; Williams et al., 2004 ) - @ % = » B ¢ 483 ) GTES # ic 3 7
AR ERY 0 e HERFERE - R~ LR P AT

P € F AR W2 ) o d 3t Fazio (2001) 2 v}?kw&p L5 300 )0

P it AR TR R F 20300 F AR BT 0 G T o A 4F
P IE deih(e.g., BRE I 02010; Bradley et al., 2000; Fox et al., 2001; Hunt et al., 2006;

Koster, Crombez, Verschuere, Van Damme, & Wiersema, 2006; Mogg et al., 1995;
Mogg et al., 1997; Mogg et al., 2000; Salemink et al., 2007;-Yiend & Mathews,

2001 ) -

\\\Xr

SN ER S 23

AT Y %% 0 Mathews ¥ Mackintosh (1998) % Bar-Haim % 4 (2007) 2

B HAP AP R R 2 B FE B EAE LG % i 05N - Mathews
27 Mackintosh 2 -3V 52 23 P %27 & $22_ 4 > @ Bar-Haim % 4 2 $5;5 P $ 5 34

PR AN . B KA 5 TR ks (TES), 2 E i frav M & p &
ftens 7Y M E R ¢ 77 BarHaim 2 A & eh T £ & 370 ks
(PTES); 2 MR @i & =i k4% (GTES) - Bar-Haim % % 2 5% » 4420 f
B AR R AR R ARG iR T g R RHETHE LT 2 v 4
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BrprdlFa @2 I ALFERFEL L B FRELSM DORG EERT
PR LR AR 4ot Mogg # 4 (1997) #WRF g K ik mprR
5 100 FFpF3 LR B 1500 FFRIE V3 AT FRB Ef}%,—*ﬁ wp Bt g
A IR P ALBCERERFFE @ e ® (Koster, Crombez,
Verschuere, Van Damme, & Wiersema, 2006; Luecken et al., 2004 ); 7= AL ERY
S VALY E)ﬁ'ﬁ hind SR AL R ik 4 R F B (Fox etal., 2001; Hunt et al.,
2006) c d PR T AFp B E LB FRZ AL BEERI ARG - o
FlRt W i Hed F R o BORZ B4 i { FFRRAL BFLR R

# @ o Bar-Haim ¥ ¢ (2007) ¥ X5 ¥p £k A fe i s (RAS) &2 9 4%
#ix k% (GES) 2 18 (P42 L @ % i Hja {8 GTES $ RAS w 4 2 e+ i
FOEPE LR A Ao AR RBIE SRR BRE TR P > GTES
Bl g 4 st p Ry > & L dsiicf o ik 0 2% GTES &2 4% RAS >
Al RAS 1@ ¢ #3 4 A G PTES 3% 2 ® 2 Tl b o i8- Hhidah > st
Fiw T GES £ RAS #1138 A FiRZL AR € 3 fa%cs od *t RAS &z ¥ PTES
iﬂi?l ~ > @ GES z_3# iT | L3t GTES 2 &) %7 » F] M & —*ﬁiﬁ—‘i’?/‘%}iﬁ s i AR ¢

E L H RS DAL R A AREP L ALY TRARLR

o2 T » Mathews &2 Mackintosh (1998) 17 & §* £ #c2? B 4% 4 fcz s i
FHP Fihe AR A7 s B ord I ind oy > i1 RAS 2 GES
2 7 i o % TES iﬁ%] »E_p Bt PR B 2RI RAS 5 & TES iﬁ%} »
5P Addens PR BRI GES o F]#t 0 A7 7 12 Mathews ¥ Mackintosh 2 5 i

REgho A fE R RS RS PR R S EHT L
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BE1 TR

Bl @ A7 2 Bk st e

Ak § BT A il B IS0 fA ) g ARG pB iR
PR ke Tl T P RARE S Bl Pl P AR B
EolAcAnhl 2 K o F PR BpERE A R L3R PRk SR B AE
Tolpthg i F e PN i ¥ =70 FIFELETY G M
PR g PR X ETAAS pE IR PR S e H s o R
MEHLSPLgZ N end BRPyEf a0l FiE PRFBUGT LRE
2B F R RARRARR RS G RERRRS P RTES PEERS o B
LHEHL TR NAR S Y4 o R TP Rz p AR AR o P A P R
AA AR FR P AT BE RGN RE S PIEL IR BEe A b B
WA S P Tgil mae- HHBE LR L MNA B P s

CIETES S D N SR E EECL S Te
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RS LA BET AR ARG e (1) p F i S P L Rag s Mo
P iREE N IR S B Tl BP0 (2) R S P kAR
IE'_“I'{‘ 'i/;’r_LIﬁJBi‘:F’&ﬁ@L-R 19 ’ gtrslp—— %E’w' (3)% L'%'-‘ﬁ'/;‘ "P';Fljééé

CFE R T T fE B SR RSP AR Ik R 5

=
T

(A HEP R LEY A 2 T PR T R R o e 0P

P d O TIC e~ (35 0 E R BRI R A A s Pl (DA )

oy 4 AZA A5
B g1 FR L PANR P 2 ¥4

£t g@ﬂé%?@}ﬁj LRt = P ks

#eflpms P gppe HTEEI AP
R e K v E 2] SR

Bl iR B e VA kR o

F Rl 5 B S PR BAE 6 ML 4 B ¥ 3025052 fk(Tzard, 1993;
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Note. *p < .05
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FAR (F(1,55)=153.75,p<.001 ) :&—- #H UApikti & t & TE(TH A Lo 7°

TR R (R

T

m

4 F(1,28) =

1 t(55)=12.40,p<.001) -
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FFELER 4930 +6.42 33.38 £5.48 9.95%#%
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Adjusted R* B Fi& tiE
RN 15 3.32%
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100 F £/ 1ok 88 47 27 1500 & fydik s e P spdn B— F T a4k o
Adjusted R’ S Fi& t &
R 14 3.05%
100  F) ok & 4F 45 1 0.58 2.20%
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1500 & ) & 4 % 4t Mty 1 0.66 2.52%
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FI® 5 2008 ) » Jr%fjl}?aﬁﬁ W 17.01% > 3 ﬂ-&%'ﬁ ® 360.45% » KgPq B4
Pl 1830% ; m 203 49k A v @ 1‘%@’\)];3%%{? 2.30% - %L@&'ﬁ Y
4.64% > 5EP TR FL AR G 3.96% o b i Edp Y a‘ﬁ ﬂ'n}i'ri-‘l)%ﬁ—,ﬁ’@r? eE #G
BATAZRG FPAF LI BL R AR B L ELS K2 A
HEHARG TEMRFZREBRY o NP RERESAHRY -

Ml G b hd 2 295 RARTHET mARMEREY £ HRG T
Pl LR ST e A S LA A TSR AR F 0T
(e.g. McSwainetal., 2009 ) F]pt 2 35% 2 o B ¥ it LD B2 X ?‘;ﬁ—*ﬁiii’a@}f&
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