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Abstract  Addiction - Stroop task has been used to examine addiction abusers’ attention bias on addiction - related

stimulations. Many researches have been done to examine the psychological mechanism of addiction- Stroop effects, in-

cluding emotionality and mood effects, memory for addiction- related concepts, brain- sensitization theories, automaticity of

distractibility, and theories of current concerns. However, differences still exist among them. In the end, we put forward

some suggestions for the future research.
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