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The Impact of Personality on Emotional Information Attentional Bias
DU Wei, GAO Hong-li, YAN Chun-ping, YANG Shi-chang
Department of Psychology, Xinxiang Medical College , Xinxiang 453003, China

[Abstract] Objective: To study the features of typical personality traits in cognitive processing. Methods: According to
the interference surpression, inhibition of return and the consciousness from the mechanism of attentional bias, using
Clues—Target Model to expore the characteristics of attention bias about typical personality traits in normal population. 758
undergrateduate sophomores were estimated by Eysenck Personality Questionaire of Adults (EPQ-A). Depending on neu-
roticism and extra—introversion of EPQ, divided the subjects into four groups, incluing outward stability(n=15), outward in-
stability(n=15), inward stablility(n=15) and inward instablility(n=15). Results: In the Clues—Target Task, when time differ-
ence is 1000ms, for three types of emotional pictures, all subjects have the effects of inhibition of return; there were sig-
nificant difference in the main effects of image properties(F=1.30, P<0.05); no significant difference in different personality
traits (F=0.65, P>0.05). Statistically remarkable was found between negative pictures and positive pictures of inhibition ef-
fects(F=1.71, P<0.05). The group which have extraversion personality trait produced attention alert on positive pictures.
For positive and negative stimulus, all subjects were present the difficulty about the relieve of attention.
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